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Mr. PERKINS. Lask the Senator from Missouri if it is not 
now advisable to strike out paragraph 213a? E : 

Mr. VEST. I am obliged to the Senator from California. I 
had intended to make the motion to strike out the present par- 
agraph 2134 and make the next paragraph 213a. 

Mr. ALLISON. The effect of that will be simply to put cur- 
rants under the general clause of 20 per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. No; it will not. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; it will make currants 1; cents a pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator refers to the words including 
Zante currants” in paragraph 217. I understand that currants 
are 20 per cent ad valorem in paragraph 213a, and Zante cur- 
rants in paragraph 217 are a cent and a half a pound. 

Mr. PERKINS. By striking out ern Se 2130, Zante cur- 
rants will be left at a cent and a half a pound. Zante currantis 
the commercial name for almost all the currants which come 
from the Levant, from Turkey, and from Greece. I think the 
word Zante should be stricken out, and the word dried“ 
substituted therefor. That would embrace all varieties of cur- 
rants. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not sure whether that would put them 
on the free list or in the basket clause at 20 per centad valorem, 
because the designation Zante currants ™” only includes one kind 
of currants. I care nothing about it. I am willing to put them 
on the free list, or to make them all half a cent a pound. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the Senator desire to make them all 
half a cent a pound? 

Mr. ALLISON. Whether green or dried. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator from Missouri proposes to 
strike out clause 213a, I shall have something to say about it. 
If he leaves it as it is, after the vote just taken, I shall say no 
more about it. What is the question now pending? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri will 
please state his proposition. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out paragraph 2134, lines 8 and 
9, on page 48, and to make the next paragraph 2134 instead of 
213%. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that motion I desire to submit some re- 
marks. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Missouri intend to place 
currants any where else in the bill? 

Mr. VEST. Of course they willcome under the basket clause. 
It does not change the duty. 7 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the vote taken when I was 
absent temporarily fixing a duty of 1} cents a pound on Zante 
currants seems to me a gross injustice to a country with which 
we have considerable commerce, and with which we have an in- 
creasing commerce. : 

I have some facts, which I have received from the represent- 
atives of that Government in respect to Zante currants. If the 
statements are true—and I have no doubt they are, because they 
are verified from the market quotationsin the city of New York— 
it is a grossly outrageous duty on what is commonly called the 
raisin of the poor. The statement I have shows conclusivel 
that Zante currants are now quoted in the market of New York 
at about 14 cents a pound. This, therefore, would be a duty of 
125 per cent upon Zante currants, which are imported in large 
8 and which are used mainly by the poor people in 
their puddings, etc., as asubstitute for raisins. Large quanti- 
ties of currants of that kind are imported. I shall read what is 
said here in a communication which I have before me: 

CONSULATE-GENERAL OF GREECE, 
33 SOUTH WIDLIAM STREET, 
New York, May 12, 1894. 

Str: In the tariff amendments just presented in the United States Senate 
(article 217), I notice that a duty of 17 — per pound is put on Zante cur- 
rants, which are produced exclusively in Greece. 

This enormous duty is equivalent to 125 per cent ad valorem, the average 
price of currants in Greece beingabout 1} cents per pound. They are selling 
now in New York from 1} to Ireene per pound. 

Zante currants, now on the list, are taxed 10 per cent ad valorem by 
the House bill. In the Senate bill the duty wasincreased to 20 per cent; then 
the Finance Committee increased it to 30 per cent, and now in the amended 
ae a apoang duty of 1} cents per pound is put thereon, equal to 125 per cent 

‘And yet it is a fact that Zante currants do not come into competition with 
any product of this country. A small raisin produced in California has 
now whatever to do with the Zante currants of Greece. 

‘We only demand justice. We donot compete with your products. We 

in the United States every gallon of petroleum that is consumed in 

Greece, as well as all our re Bir inps implements, and yet it is proposed to 

= 25 — 3 rate of 125 per cent the only article that Greece sends 

e whole tariff does not offer a second example like this, viz: Take an 

cle from the free list and tax it 125 percent. this not a greatinjustice 

done to a friendly country, and will it not affect the promising trade which 
Was just being develo between the two countries? 

Very respectfully, 


D. N. BOTASSI, 
Consul-General of Greece, 
don, JOHN SHERMAN, 
United States Senate, 
It seems to me that this statement which is made, and Ihave 
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no doubt truly, by a responsible party, the consul-general of 
Greece, shows that we ought not to make this discrimination 
against that important product of Greece, the only thing we im- 
port from that country. 

As the vote has already been taken, I do not care to move to 
reconsider, because I hope Senators on the other side having 
the matter in charge will correct it. 

There is no similitude in the use or cost of Zante currants and 
raisins. Raisins are worth 2,3, 4, or 5 cents a pound; and the 
raisins of California are very beautiful, probably the best raisins 
in the world. I have seen specimens of those raisins which are 
equal to any 1 in the world. To make such a change in 
the duty on this article, which does not really compete with the 
raisins of our own country, seems to me at. least extortionate, 
and I think it ought to be corrected. I should have no objec- 
tion, however, to putting a reasonable rate, an ordinary ad va- 
lorem rate, on raisins; but to apply a specific rate to these two 
articles, which differ so widely in value, raisins being worth at 
least four or five times as much as Zante currants, is not just to 
afriendly country, especially toa small country which has an 
increasing commerce with our own. 

I hope Senators will take the matter under consideration so 
that it may be called up again when the bill is reported to the 
Senate. 1 call attention to it now, but shall not put the Senate 
to the trouble of taking a vote upon it. ; 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] had been here when the subject was being discussed, 
he would have known that some of the statements he has made 
are not correct. The statement that there are no Zante cur- 
rants raised in California and that this article does not come in 
direct competition is not true, whether it is made by a man 
from Greece or a man from anywhere else. This is acontest be- 
tween California and Greece, upon which the great protectionist 
of the United States, the Senator from Ohio, is on the side of 
Greece. I have voted for aduty upon iron ore; I expect to vote 
for a small duty upon coal. Iam sorry that I shall do so— 

Several SENATORS. How about lumber? 

Mr. WHITE. We shall see about that hereafter. 

The Senator from Ohio is very glad to avail himself of the aid 
of such votes as may tend to give}protection to the industries of 
his State; but when California, away over across the mountains, 
is interested and asks for a duty, which is less than at any time 
heretofore has been imposed upon this fruit, and which also, 
by the way, yielded a large revenue, we find the Senator here 
talking about the rman. The Senator from Ohio, and those 
who are to-day talking as he is talking, have been, I suppose, 
solicitousfor the interests of the poor man when they formulated 
a bill prescribing prohibitory tariff rates. 

A cent and a half a pound upon all dried currants will be no 
prohibition, as the experience of the country has shown. The 
duty upon raisins, no matter at what you putit, affords but com- 
paratively asmallamountof revenue, and absolutely none of that 
protection, about which the Senator has so often talked, to the 
raisin industry of California. 

I desire to say to my friend, the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER]—who spoke sometime ago, and whose remarks 
are so facetious, I understand, that he is unable to publish them in 
his own paper—when he states thatin my canvass in California 
I ever said anything on this subject different from that which I 
state here, is also making a declaration which would not look 
well published in his newspaper, which I suppose, without a vio- 
lent stretch of the imagination, may be called truthful. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the question before the Senate? 

Mr. WHITE. To strike out paragraph 213a. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had the pleasure of hearing most of what 
the Senator from California said in his previous speech, al- 
though I was called out during a portion of the time. I say 
there is no such duty in the McKinley law—— . 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me get through. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. 

Mr.SHERMAN. This rate of 125 per cent on an article which 
does not directly compete with the raisins of California does not 
seem necessary. 

Mr. WHITE. That is an extraordinary statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the McKinley act these currants 
were admitted free. Why? Because they did not come in com- 

tition with the raisins of this country. The raisin is quite a 

ifferent article, an article consumed mainly by the rich. The 
Zante currant is consumed by the poor. ere is a discrimina 
tion, which is not made in any other article on this list. It is 
an outrageous tax upon a popular article of food; and I think 
there is nothing like it in any tariff act. That we should pro- 
tect California raisins, which are cheerfully purchased at 3} to 
6 cents a pound, and put the same tax upon articles which are 
sold here in the market at 1} cents a pound, is unjust and wrong, 
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I do not care who it is for, whether for the rich or the poor, or 
whether it is from Greece or my own country. 

I feel bound, in representing the people of the United States, 
to do justice to every country and to deal with all foreign coun- 
tries alike. The 1 of a discriminating duty of this kind 
against a comparatively poor nation like Greece, will not, I 
age be approved by the American people, anywhere, whether 
rich or poor. 

I , therefore, a.reasonable rate should be put upon this 
article, at least sufficient to furnish some revenue. Ten or 
twenty per cent would bea high rate. [had rather have a speci- 
fic duty, and asmall rate of duty, I think, one-fourth of a cent a 

und would be ample; that would be 25 per cent on this article, 
but to carry the doctrine of protection to the extent the Senator 
from California does, I think, is an exaggeration. It is placing 
125 per cent on a cheap article of food. 

The people of California do not need such a protection. If 
or can raise Zante currants in competition with Greece, they 
will have to sell them in the market at one cent and a quarter. 
You can not compete with the Zante currant. It is only raised 
in Greece, and there is a difference, I am told, between the Zante 
currantand the small raisin produced in California. Thesegen- 
tlemen speak of that difference, and say the two articles do not 
compete with each other in any respect whatever. 

Mr. WHITE,- We raise the Zante currant itself in California. 

Mr. SHERMAN. These gentleman deny that. 

Mr. WHITE. Then they donot tellthe truth, for I havesome 
of them here, and have seen them growing. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Perhapstheconsul-general of Greece should 
ee as much about that matter of fact as the Senator from Cal- 

ornia. 

Mr. WHITE. I would ask the Senator how thatcan be, when 
the consul-general is in Greece and I have been in California, 
and consequently know that he does not tell the truth. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator has not com à the Zante 
currant of Greece with the Zante currant of California. The 
consul-general of Greece, who is here and has been living in 
this country, I think would probably know more about that than 
the Senator, notwithstanding his knowledge extends to a great 
multitude of things. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator from Ohio is certainly mis- 
taken when. he says that theseedlessraisin of California does not 
compete with the Zante currant, so called in commercial terms. 
We from California know whereof we spoek; and the Muscate 
the Zinfadel, and the Thompson seedless. raisin, and seve 
other varieties, are the same variety which is grown in Greece 
under the name of the Zante currant. As I have endeavored to 
show, without quoting from the different lexicons, what may be 
called in the i d of Zante, or in Greece, Zante currants, in 
California are called seedless 1 They are used for the 
same purposes, for the purposes of cookery. 

I k the Senator from. Missouri wi perha consent to 
c in paragraph 217 the word ‘‘ Zante” to dried,“ for the 
reason that the currants now come from. the island of Cepha- 
lonia and Santa Maria and the island of Zante, also from the 
coast of Turkey and from the southern portions of Spain. 
t“ Zante currant” is a commercial term; but there is an ambi- 
guity, perhaps, in the name, and if it is permitted to remain here 
as ‘‘ Zante” it may confuse some of our appraisers. I hope the 

mator from Missouri will change the word “Zante” to 
„dried.“ Then there can be no charge that we are discriminat- 
ing against the island of Zante. 

One word more in answer to the Senator from Ohio. Weare 
producing seedless raisins, which grow in great clusters upon 
our vines, some of the vines producing over 100 pounds of the 
seedless raisins. In California we get them dried, but they are 
the pure fruit. There is no dirt amongst them, as there is in 
those which are brought from Italy and Greece in their com- 
mercial product, and yet we sell them in the market here as low 
as a cent and a half and 2 cents a pound—an article far superior 
to the Zante currant as known in commerce. Therefore I say 
to my friend from Ohio that California has an area sufficiently 
large, and we are setting out more vineyards now from week to 
week, and month and year to year, to furnish all the Zante cur- 
rants and all the raisins that can be consumed in this country, 
giving the poor man fine raisins for his puddings, his pies, and 


is cakes. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator sits down I should like to 
ask him—the reason he stated is a good one—whether it would 
not be well to ask the Senate to change the rate instead of ask- 
ang te Senator from Missouri to do 12 

r. PERKINS. IJ stand corrected; but I think a recommen- 

dation from my friend from Missouri will have more influence, 
perhaps, than one would have coming from me. There is more 
reason 
Mr. HOAR. Influence is a good reason. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator's co 

Os 8 re 35 from Missour 
— . Ishall be glad to know if the Senator from 
Missouri is going to accept the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it seems to me we have been 
was: a good deal of time over the currant business. There 
are atleast 200,000 square miles of the United States adapted to 
the growth of these currants, which can be raised in Western 
Colorado, and in most parts.of New Mexico, Arizona, and Cali- 
fornia, except in the high regions. If we protect anything, 
there is no reason why we should uot protect this class of prod- 
uct. Itseems to me, after we have ed upon and decided it, 
it is a considerable waste of time to have this discussion. 

Mr. CHAND The Senator from California on theother 
side of the Chamber [Mr. WHITE], with that kindness and cour- 
tesy and thoughtfulness which characterize him, informed me a 
short time ago that if I remained in the Chamber he should ac- 
cuse me of being a preyaricator. Ihave been in a good deal of 
tre tion since that time. I have been called a Thersites and 
a theorist; and I do not know of those two accusations which is 
the more grave. To be called a prevaricator by the Senator 
from California set me thinking of what time I had, at this 
period of my life, sullied my soul by an untruth. 

I could not think in advance of the Senator’s remarks to what 
he referred, but it seems now that he says, if T desire to conve 
the impression to the Senate that he spoke differently in Cali- 
fornia on the stump from what he speaks now, I am rrect, 
I understand that this charge, which frightened. me so much, 
of being a prevaricator, is reduced to this, that if—and there is 
much virtue in il,“ as we all know—if I charged the Senator 
with having spoken differently in California on the stump from 
what he s in this Chamber, then Lam mistaken, then [ am 
untruthful, then Lam a prevaricator. 

I understood long ago that the Senator from California, when 
he stumped the State in behalf of the Democratic party in the 
recent canvass, and before he was elected to the Senate, ad vo- 
cated free trade: that he made what were called free-trade 
speeches all over the State. That is all I said, except that I 
have said that he is now here advocating a duty on Zante cur- 
rants raised in California. Iam informed, Mr. President, that 
that was precisely the exception that he made on the stump. 
He preached free trade all over California, but when he. struck 
a fruit country he said, “Of course these are my sentiments; 
but still a little duty once in a while on fruit will not be ob- 
jectionable (laughter); and you understand that I shall put no 
obstacle in the way of an exception to this doctrine which I am 
preaching which will help your fruit a little in California; for 
of course California is destined to be the great fruit-growing 
State of the United States, if not of the world.” 

So I understand that the Senator talked there exactly as he 
talks now. He was in favor of free trade there upon everything 
except the fruit of California, andhe is here now in favor of free 
trade upon everything except the fruit of California, except 
and it isa very important exception, Mr. President—he votes 
as the Democratic caucus.and the Democratic committee decide 
that he shall vote uponevery question which comes up in the bill, 
for the Senator has boasted here that, contrary to his convic- 
tions, he voted for a duty on coal and iron, Why did the Sena- 
tor do that? Does he wish us to understand that he did it be- 
cause he is convinced that there ought to be a duty on coal and 
iron? By no means. 

The Senator will admit that he voted for a duty on coal and 
iron because that is the policy of his party, juet exactly as he has 
told me frequently that the reason he did not let his mellifiu- 
ous voice resound through this Chamber in this debate was be- 
cause it was the policy of his party not to have any debate on 
this bill. The Senator simply carried out the decision of his 
own on coal aud iron, and he stands here to-day—and I 
congratulate him on standing here to-day—as consistent here as 
he was in California for being in favor of free trade on every- 
thing except as to the products of his own State. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say to the Senator from New p- 
shire that I can assure him positively that never, even in pri- 
vate, shall I accuse him of being a prevaricator, for it would 
merely result in a repetition of the offense, and my conscience 
will forbid anything of the kind in the future. 

Mr. VEST. I simply want to correct a statement which I 
made to the Senator from Maine nearest me [Mr. FRYE], as I do 
not want to make any false impression. I did not do it know- 
ingly. He asked me what would be the effect of striking out 

ragraph 213a— Currants, 20 per cent ad valorem,” and I 
told him it would have the effect to continue the duty under 
the basket clause. I overlooked the fact that there is a separate 
basket clause for the fruit schedule, paragraph 489, page 101, 
which says: 

Fruits, green, ripe, or dried, not.specially provided for in this act. 


ue is now arranging 


ou 
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So the effect would be to put these currants om the free list. 
I do not want any misapprehension about it. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator mean that they shall be put 
upon the free list? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr: WHITE. All exeept dried. . 7 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. That does not affect the provisionas 
to Zante currants or dried currants, but simply the currants 
which come in under the other paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to: the Senator from Missouri that. 
it places all dried currants, except Zante currants, on the free 
list as well, 7 

Mr. VEST. Not if we change Zante;“ in line 23, of para- 
graph 217, to read including dried currants.” 

Mr. FRYE. But that has not been changed. 

Mr. VEST. propose to do that. 

Mr. FRYE. t is all right. 

Mr.DOLPH. If Zantecurrants are not currants, as contended 
by the Senator from California, they will not be:on the dutiable 
list at all. 

Mr. VEST. That is a question between the Grecian: consul- 

eneral and the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE}, and [am 
Sound to take the view of the Senator from. California, because 
he must know. 

Mr. TELLER.. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Missouri that Zante currants, if not currants, in the commerce 
of the world are known as Zante.currants,”’ and have been for 
fifty years, I do not know but for one hundred years. I have 
known something on that subject for nearly fifty years. I think 
it is better to let it stand in the bill Zante currants, which is 
a name unders in the trade commercially everywhere. If 
they are called Zante currants,” there will never be any mis- 
take, and they will be taxed as Zante currants. If you call them 
‘dried currants,” you raise a new question, and it will lead to 
confusion. 

Mr. PERKINS. It should be Zante or dried currants.” 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Zante currants come from Turkey, from the 
Tsland of Cephalonia, Santa Maria, and Spain, andfrom the Island 
of Zante. The term is ambiguous, at least. If we add after the 
word Zante,“ in line 23, “or other dried,” that will cover it. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘And other.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I should say and other.” 

Mr. TELLER. Only a sm propor uon of Zante currants 
come from the Island of Zante. ey get the name because they 
came from there originally; but they now come from all parts 
of Asia Minor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As stated by the Senator from California 
[Mr. PERKINS], a great number of countries produce currants‘ 
which are imported into the United States, all of them at a less 

rice than Zante currants. The object which the Senator from 

issouri, as well as the Senator from California, seems to havein 
view would be arrived at by inserting a clause which prevent the 
importation of any currants into the United States. That is 
88 effect seems to be, and what it seems it is desired to be 
effected, 

Mr. VEST. So far as I am concerned, I shall content myself 
with moving to strike out paragraph 213a, and leaving the 
Treasury Department to construe what are Zante currants.” 

Mr. ALLISON. The effect of that will be to put all dried 
currants on the free list, except Zante currants. all currants; 
green and dried, are to bs put on the free list, so be it. 

Mr. VEST. I will tell the Senator very frankly that IL should 
like to put them all there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT: The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is the paragraph amendable before the ques- 
tion is put on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will entertain the Sena- 
tor's amendment. 

Mr.DOLPH. I move to amend the paragraph so as to read: 

Dried currants, other than Zante currants, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. To what paragraph is that proposed? 

Mr. DOLPH. The one the Senator has moved to strike out. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the Senator from Oregon will with- 
draw that amendment, and permit this to be stricken out, and 
then amend paragraph 217, line 23, after the word “Zante,” by 
inserting and other dried currants,” the object being to leave 
the duty of 13 cents a pound upon all currants, whether Zante 
currants from Turkey, from Spain, or any other country. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from California must have heard 
what the Senator from Missouri said, that. he would confine his 

roposition to striking out paragraph 213a, and then leave the 

asury Department to determine what are Zante currants. I 
do not understand the Senator from Missouri proposes that 
paragraph 417 shall be amended as suggested by the Senator 


from California, I was- only endeavoring to prevent dried cur- 
rants; other than Zante currants, being placed on the free list 
by giving them a small ad valorem duty of 20 per cent. That 


was roposition. 

Me PE TN. Then we have the same object in view. 

Mr. DOLPH.. We have the same object in view, except the 
Senator would like to give a cent and a half a pound duty, by 

lacing it in paragraph 217, and I understand the Senator from 
issouri has given notice that he does not pro to make that 

change; as coming from the other side of the Chamber at least. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposa by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

A 12 ALDRICH. What is the pending proposition, Mr. Presi- 
ent? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator: from Missouri [Mr. Vest], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY.. It is proposed to strike out the following 
paragraph: 

2134. Currants, 20 per cent ad valorem: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I now desire to offer the amendment which I 
before attempted to offer. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr: PERKINS. I ask permission to dispose of the matter 
which has been under consideration; and I ask the Senator from 
Missouri if he will not consent now to amend paragraph 217, line 
23, after the word“ Zante,” by inserting ‘‘and other dried.” 

Mr. LODGE. L think I am entitled to the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from California that he has recognized the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to offer as paragraph 212, at the end of 
the fish schedule, as it comes more properly under that than 
any other, the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 212, 
and insert: 

212. Sea moss or Iceland moss, whether cured or uncured, 10 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this moss is gathered from the 
rocks on our northern coast cheaply by fishermen. It grows be- 
below low-water mark; it is rarely exposed to the air; and ifs 
collection is difficult and hard labor. The product is used, as 
everyone is aware, in cooking and for medicinal purposes. The 
amendment that I offered covers only the moss from the hands 
of the fishermen. No capital is employed in this industry, ex- 
cept the boats which the men themselves own. There is no 
firm engaged in the work; it is entirely individual work by 
these fishermen upon the coast. They are very anxious that 


this article should be placed upon the dutiable list with a small’ 


duty, because they have suffered very much of late from outside 
competition. 

The entire cost of the article is the labor cost—the labor of col- 
lecting it and of then drying it in the sun for the-purpose of cur- 
ing it before it is given to the manufacturer. : 

I desire to read in this connection: a letter on the subject, the 


writer of which, I will state, at tle time he wrote was the sec-— 


retary of the Knights of Labor of the State of Massachusetts, 
and is now, I believe, one of the officers of the national order. 
He says: 


BOSTON WEEKLY INDEX AND KNIGHTS OP-LABOR JOURNAL, 
595 Washington strest, January 80, 1894, 

DEAR SIR: In the consideration of a tariff, one ot our local assemblies, 382, 
of Scituate, Mass., has a more than ordinary interest. The membersof this 
9 control the industry of gathering and curing sea moss, and its 
value to them foots up about $70,000 annually. 

Their only competitors are in Europe. and at present sea moss is on the 
free list. è therefore desire your influence and support for a measure 
which will place such a duty u the imported article as will prevent it 
from unjustly crowding the native product to the wall.. 

Trusting that you will act upon this matter favorably and promptly, 

Yours, respectfully, 
M. J. BISHOP, 
State Secretary-Treasurer. 
Hon. Henry CABOT LODGE, 
Senator from Massachusstts. - 

That, Mr. President, is the whole case, Itis the product of 

oor men. The entire-cost is the labor cost. There is no cap- 

tal involved init. It is simply a protection to the dee, ant the; 
men who are engaged in this industry. There is absolutely 
nothing else involved. 

The Senate has just taken Zante currants from the free list, 
an article of general consumption, an article of food, and put 
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a it a high duty of more than 100 per cent. I ask for this ar- 
cle but 10 per cent duty. It is not an article of general, pop- 
ular consumption, but is supplied by these men to manufactur- 
ers. Certainly there can be no better case for a direct protec- 
— tion to American wages than is presented here, and involving 
no outside question of capital or the profits of manufacturers. 

The only distinction that I can see is that these men who are 
engaged this industry along our coast have no Democratic 
Senator to represent them. Of course, if that is the deciding 
principle on which this bill is made up, I am aware that this 
amendment is foredoomed to defeat; but if the principle which 
has just been applied in the case of Zante currants has any eco- 
nomic soundness whatever, then it should apply tenfold to the 
labor of these 1 fishermen upon our Northern coast. 

I will add, Mr. President, that this is the 3 duty which 
is placed upon Florida sponges, gathered in the same way by the 
same class of men. These simply are Northern fishermen, liv- 
ing along the Northern coast, engaged in the same industry, 
with no capital but their labor and their boats. 

I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
pro d by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

r. VEST. Did I understand the Senator to say that $70,000 
worth of this article was imported? 

Mr. LODGE. Isay the value of the product of these men is 
$70,000 annually, I did not ey anything about what was im- 
ported. Isimp 3 the value of their product. 

Mr. VEST. The question comes up suddenly, and without any 
presentation of facts; but I find by the Treasury reports that 
only $100 worth came in in 1893. I do not think anybody is suf- 
fering from that sort of competition. 

Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator that I take the state- 
ment of the men 9 in the industry, that they are being 
pushed and pressed by outside European competition. 

Mr. DOLPH. What is the present duty? 

Mr. LODGE. There is none. It is on the free list as Zante 
currants are on the free list. : 

Mr. VEST. It has always been on the free list. 

Of course, I do not propose to answer what the Senator says 
aboutno Democratic Senator being here to represent these peo- 
ple. Considering what we have done in regard to fish, I do not 
think that is a very just intimation, because the fish industry is 
represented by Republican Senators. I will let that go. 

his question comes to us suddenly and without any facts, as 
I stated, except the Senator has stated what he believes; but, 
as a matter of course, under the circumstances, we can not agree 
to put this article upon the dutiable list. It has not been ex- 
amined,and the Treasury statistics do not show any such values 
as ne Senator states, and the article has always been on the 
free list. l 

Mr. LODGE. I stated no value, I will say to the Senator 
from Missouri, in regard to the importations. I simply stated 
the case of the men engaged in the 1 
, Mr. VEST. The point is in regard to his argument as to 
„ the effect of the importation upon the labor of these people. If 
there was only $100 worth came into this country, as a matter of 
course, their labor could not have been depreciated or their 
pores injured in value. There was not enough competition 

or that. 

Mr. LODGE. During what year was the hundred dollars’ 
worth imported? 

Mr. VEST. Eighteen hundred and ninety-three. 

Nr. LODGE. The fiscal year ending July 1? 

Mr. VEST. The Treasury reports are, of course, for the fis- 
oa vers ending June 30, 1893, and we have nothing later than 
that. 

Mr. LODGE. L understand that; but I understand from the 
letter I read that thereisan increasing competition, from which 


these ple are suffering. 
Mr. VEST. I only spoke from the official statistics. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionison the amendment 
N by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 
| r. LODGE. Task for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MILLS. Let the amendment be again stated. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
. SECRETARY. In place of paragraph 212, it is proposed to 
sert: 


. — moss, or Iceland moss, whether cured or uncured, 10 per cent ad va- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
85 the amendment. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he werepres- 
ent I should vote vea.“ 


Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired wi 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. ! = a 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
ms ee from Florida [Mr. CALL], and therefore withhold 

vote. 

r. QUAY (when his name was called). I inquireif the Sen- 
ator from EAERI MORGAN] is recorded as voting? 
Mer’ ee DENT. The Senator from Alabama is not 

ed. 
si QUAY. Being paired with that Senator, I withhold my 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BRICE. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcort] tothe junior Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. IRBy] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr.CHANDLER,. My pair with the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. MURPHY] is transferred to the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. SQUIRE], so that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] and I can vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
mela if the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] has 

oted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with that Senator. : 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Iowa 
Look eee to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] and 

* ‘ ay. 7 
The result was announced —yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—21, 
Aldrich, Dubois, Patton, Show 
. 5 S, Sebi Teller, 

A r, ttigrew, urn. 
Chandler, Hale, * 8 be 
on, Hoar, Power, 

Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 

NAYS—2. 
Allen. Gibson, Mills, Turpie, 
Beery Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Vest. 
Blackburn, 5 Pasco, Voorhees, 

ce, Hunton, Peffer, h, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pugh, White. 
ke, Jones, Ark Ransom, 
Daniel, yle, Roach, 
George. tin, Smith 
NOT VOTING—35. 

Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, P: er, 
Blanchard, orman, Lodge, Proctor, 
Butler, ray. McLaurin. Quay, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, McMillan, Squire, 
Call, Hawley, McPherson, Stewart, 
Camden, * Mitchell, Oregon VIIas, 
Cameron, Morgan. Wilson, 
Cullom, Irby, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Murphy, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LODGE. I had not looked up the importations, and I 
should be very glad if the Senator from Missouri would point 
out to me where he finds that the importation of moss, sea moss, 
and Iceland moss is only $100. Isup it had come in under 
this general head Mosses, seaweed, and other vegetable sub- 
stances,” by which it appears that they were of the value of 
$22,725 in 1890, $41,461 in 1891, $45,557 in 1892, and $49,372 in 1893. 

I did not know that sea or Iceland moss had been separated 
and separate amounts given. I should be glad if the Senator 
from Missouri would point it out, as I do not wish to be inaccu- 


rate. 

Mr. VEST. I have the statement here, Mr. President, and 
shall turn to it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

218. Comfits, sweetmeats, and fruits preserved in sugar, sirup, molasses, 
or spirits, not specially provided for in this act, and jellies of all kinds, 30 
per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLEN. I was necessarily absent from the Chamber at 
the time that action was had on paragraph 199, attending to m 
duties as a member of the special investigating committee. Į 
now ask the Senate to return to that partof the bill long enough 
toenable me to offer an amendment. > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be-reported. 


3 


1894. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as paragraph 199}— | to call 


Hides and skins, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, except 
goat skins, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Nebraska that the amendment proposed by 
him may be now considered? The Chair hears none, and the 
question is on the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Are not hides now on the free list? 

Mr. ALLEN. They are on the free list. I desire to say, if 
the Senator will permit me, that we imported last year, exclu- 
sive of goat hides, $14,605,787 worth of hides. The ad valorem 
duty on hides has given us in fact $3,000,000 of revenue, and it 
occurs to me that we ought not to suffer this item of legitimate 
taxation to pass to the free list. It ought to bear a fair propor- 
tion of the taxes im d by this bill. 

Icallfora pees ti vote upon the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAREY. only desire to say a word concerning this 
amendment. 

In the Rocky Mountain States and Territories, where hides 
are a very valuable product and where a great deal of mone 
has been received from them, they are no longer worth the rail- 
road tariffs it costs to transport them to the seaboard. In the 
Argentine Republic thousands of heads of cattle are killed each 
year for the hides alone, and the carcasses of the animals go to 
waste. In the Western country a very large amount of money 
that would be received each year for hides is lost because freight 
charges can not be paidonthem. Hides are an agricultural 
product, and I can not see why a duty should not be imposed 
upon them so as to enable our people to continue that industry. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to say a word on this amendment. 
I understand the effect of itis to put a duty on hides. The onl 
doubt I have in my mind as to how I shall vote is whether it 
will affect our reciprocity treaties; but as the Senate hasalready 
determined to put a duty on sugar and abrogate those treaties, 
upon principle I think I shall vote for the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. I should vote for this amendment if I had any 
assurance that the tariff upon the articles which are manufac- 
tured from hides would be correspondingly increased. Boots 
and shoes, I understand, are now placed at 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem by this bill. i 

It is not fair to put the same duty upon hides which is put 
upon the article which is made from hides. I have no objec- 
tion toa duty on hides, except that I should want to know if 
-the duty on the manufactured article was going to be somewhat 
increased. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My colleague [Mr. ALLEN] has stated 
the enormous importation of hides and skins to this country 
under the present provision. I do not think that anyone can 
estimate the enormous product of hides in the country west of 

Chicago, and why it should not be protected I can not imagine. 
I shall certainly vote for the amendment proposed by my col- 
league, and I am glad to have him present it, because I see in 
his mind, I think, a rising light, which will grow and spread 
until he is fully illumined with the protection idea. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam induced to offer this amendment for the 
purpose of raising revenue. I had no thought of anything like 
protection in it. I believe hides to be a proper subject of taxa- 
tion. 

I think the Government ought not to let this item of revenue 
escape. Iam induced, in addition to that, to offer the amend- 
ment because I know that it is a bait to our protective friends, 
and I expect to see every one of them swallow the hook. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend that amendment by adding: 

And upon boots, shoes, and other manufactures of leather, 35 per cent 
ad valorem. 

So that there will be anadvanced duty upon the manufactured 
articles. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will do that later. 

Mr. HOAR. I make the motion now, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the amendment 
And upon boots, shoes, and other manufactures of leather, 35 per cent ad 
valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is an the amendment 
to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
. py ho Senator from Nebraska [Mr ALLEN]. 

r. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
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The yos mip nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
e roll. 
Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Colorado 857 WOLCOTT] to 
te 805 junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy], and vote 
y. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who has n called 
away from the Senate for the afternoon. If he were present I | 
should vote yea.“ 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who is a nt, 
and withhold my vote. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator 

rom Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). 1 am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]; otherwise í 


I should vote yea.“ ' 
Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
and therefore withhold 


the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], 
my vote. 

r. QUAY (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], and therefore 
withhold my vote. If he were present I should vote yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to announce my pair with the senior 
reat from New York [Mr. HILL]. I therefore withhold my 
vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Allen, Dubois, Perkins, Teller, 
Allison, Kyle, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
Carey, Manderson, Power, 
Chandler, Patton, Sherman, 
Ih, Petter, Shoup, ; 
NAYS—2. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Jarvis, Roach, 
bg Frye, Jones, Ark. Smith, 
Blac burn, George, M urin, Vest, 
rice, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Camden, Gordon, Pasco, 
Cockrell, Pugh, White. 3 
Coke, Hoar, Ransom, 
NOT VOTING—1. 
Bate, Sresi — age, Proctor, 
nehard, ray, c an, s 
Butler, Hale, McPherson, 5 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Martin, Stewart, 
II, Hawley, ills, Turpie, 
8 Mitchell, Oregon vines 
om, a 0} n, 
avis, Hunton, Morrill,” Wolcott 
Dixon, Irby, Murphy, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ner. Palmer, 
3 dsay, Platt, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire, in regard to the matter which has just 
been dealt with, to say that we are now having a considerable 
export trade of boots and shoes. Hides are upon the free list 
now. Now, if there were a duty upon hides, I suppose the man- 
agers and contrivers of the present tariff expect to retain the 
policy of having a drawback of 99 per cent of the duties paid on 
imported material, so that if there were a duty on hides the ex- 
port trade would not be affected, except to the extent of 1 per 
cent, because the manufacturers would get their drawback so far 
as they use imported hides. 

So, k the representatives of the cattle-raising portion of the 
Union believe a duty on hides is necessary for their interest and 
for that product, I shall be prepared to agree to agraduated duty 
which would give a similar advance in duty on the products of 
leather. My vote ‘‘nay” just cast was compelled by the refusal 
of the Senator who made this proposition to permit any corre- 
sponding advance of duty on the products, so that it would 
really amount to a blow to an important American industry. I 
do not understand that the Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ber would refuse to do so. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The readingof the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

219. Fruits preserved in their own juices, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

5 „ peel and lemon peel, preserved or candied, 30 per cent ad va- 
Q; . 

l. Almonds, not shelled, 3 cents per pound; clear almonds, shelled, 5 
cents per pound. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to 
graph 221, line 10, before the word ‘‘shelled,” to strike out 
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t not”; after the word “shelled” to strike out ‘3 cents per 
pound; clear almonds, shelled, 5 cents per pound,” and insert, 
‘or unshelled, 25 per cent ad valorem,’ 
Mr. VEST. The amendment is withdrawn. : 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 


ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 
The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

222. Filberts and walnuts of all kinas, not shelled, 2 cents per pound; 
shelled, 4cents per pound. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendmentoin line 
15, after the word kinds,“ to strike out not shelled, 2 cents 
per pound; shelled, 4 cents per pound,” and insert 35 per cent 
ad valorem; cream or Brazil nuts, 20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

223. Peanuts or ground beans, unshelled,1 cent per pound; shelled, 1} 


cents per pound. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 223; in line 21, after the word“ beans,” to strike out un- 
Shelled, 1 cent per pound; shelled, 14 cents per pound,” and in- 
sert 20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 


223. Peanuts or ground beans, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. j 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

224, Nuts of all kinds, shelled or unshelled, not specially provided for in 
this act, 1 cent per pound. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 224, page 50, line 1, after the word ‘‘act,” to strike out 
t one cent per pound“ and insert 20 per cent ad valorem.” ~ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Meat products: 

The Committee on Finance reported as an additional para- 
graph: 

2244. Fresh beef, mutton, and pork, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out ‘‘ twenty-five” and inserting * twenty.” 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the committee if whey understand 
that they have made any special provision in the bill for lamb 
as distinguished from mutton? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; notthat I know of. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator understand that the word 
* mutton ” includes lamb? 

Mr. VEST. I think so. 

Mr. HOAR. Would it not be well to make that clear? 

Mr. VEST. All meat of the sheep, I understand, is mutton. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the same as in the McKinley act. 

Mr. FRYE. The word “lamb” never has been inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

225. Extract of meat, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘‘ twenty and 
insert “fifteen.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope that will not be done. It is true 
that we have been importing a large amount of meat extract 
into this country which is knownas the Liebig beef extract, and 
for a number of years, because of the excellence of that article, 
it seemed to have a monopoly of the American market, but we 
have very lately outstripped Europe in the production of meat 
extracts, 9 extract of beef. The great packing houses 
of Chicago, Kansas City, and Omaha are producing to-day a far 
better article of meatextract, beef extract, than can be produced 
anywhere in the world. There was at one time the production 
of a beef extract in Richmond, Va., I think. It was most excel- 
lent, and rivaled somewhat Liebig's meat extract. 

This industry is one worthy of maintenance. I hope the com- 
mittee will not lower the ad valorem rate that was fixed by the 
other House. I took occasion within a few days to see one of 
the members of the committee in charge of the bill with refer- 


‘ 


ence to this item, and to know whether it certainly included 
both the solid and the fluid extract of meat, and was told there 
could be no doubt about that proposition. Tam somewhat sur- 
prised at this proposition, coming from the committee without 
_ notice, to lower the ad valorem duty upon this extract. It is 
_ “one that the West is . in, and I hope that 
the blow will not be given it in fashion, 


is very unexpected 


Mr. VEST. The Treasury reports show that in regard to 
these extracts, fluid meat extracts, under the McKinley act the 
rate of duty is 15 cents pe pound or 18 per cent ad valorem. We 


have reported a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem which it is oy 
Pees to reduce to 15 per cent. There was imported, in 1893, 

0,922 worth. All other extracts of beef, meaning the solid ex- 
tracts, under the McKinley act, were 35 cents per pound orl7.93 
per cent ad valorem. We made that duty 20 per cent, which 
would also be reduced to 15 percent. The imports for 1893 were 
$292,270.. After we had fixed it one of our Republican col- 
leagues came to us with facts and representations that induced 
us to decrease the duty. 

His statement was that we had made such advance in these 
meat extracts that we are able with reduced duty to compete 
successfully with all the balance of the world and sell the article 
cheaper to our own people. One of the largest packers in the 
United States told me not long since, while discussing the cattle 
question, that he was able now tosend his meat extracts to Paris 
and sell them to the French manufacturers, and that they were 
then put under their brand. He said that he had obtained after 
six months’ endeavor in Paris an analysisof the Liebig extract, 
and that he had submitted it to his chemist, to whom he paid a 
very large , I think he said $25,000 a year, and told him 
that he must make a better article than the Liebig. He said that 
after three months’ work the man came to him with an extract 
which was now taking the market away even in Europa from 
the French manufacturers. I give the statement for what it is 
worth. If I were to mention the name it would be recognized 
as that of a man of national celebrity. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator from Missouri understands, 
I think, from my conversation had with him within agay or two, 
that this language would mean both the solid and the fluid ex- 
tract of meat. 
era VEST. Ithinkso. The way we have ithere it includes 


Mr. MANDERSON. I call his attention to the fact that the 
solid extract of meat has heretofore had an ad valorem rate of 
20 por cent. There was imported in 1893 $140,773 worth of the 
fluid extract, which, as he says, has anad valorem of 17.95 per 
cent, which is nearly 18 per cent. There was imported $294,174 
worth, making close on to a half million dollars of these ex- 
tracts 


Mr. VEST. The Senator has reversed the duties. On the 
fluid extract the ad valorem is 18 per cent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I say the fluid extract was 18 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. And on the other it is 17.93. 

5 0 MANDERSON. Seventeen and ninety-five one-hun- 
reths. 

Mr. VEST. Seventeen and ninety-three one-hundredths. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On the solid extract it was 20 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. No; 17.93 per cent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I turn to this authority 

Mr. ALLISON. To what e does the Senator refer? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Eighteen hundred and ninety-three, 
page 613 of Imports and Exports. 

Mr. VEST. What was the amount of pp for that year? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The imports of solid extracts of meat 
for the year 1893 were $140,773, the duty being ad valorem 20 per 
cent. The importations of fluid extract of meat in 1893 were 
150,872 pounds, worth $294,127, with an ad valorem rate of 17.95, 
or about 18 per cent. Now, with this immense importation, even 
at the rate of 18 and 20 per cent ad valorem, it certainly seems 
to me that the rate proposed by the other House and agreed to 
by the Committee on Finance should not be changed in this very 
sudden and unexpected fashion. It looks to me like an effort to 
protect Liebig and Liebig’s agents in this country rather than 
those who produce these extracts in this country. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will look at the Treasury reports 
of Imports and Exports, page 613, he will see he is mistaken 
about the ad valorem duty on fluid extract. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I take it from that report. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Missouri will look at 
page 614 he will see the ad valorem under the duty of 35 cents, 
which was fixed in the McKinley act, is 17.95, as stated by the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt about it. But on the next 

age he will find fluid extracts 18.01. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit that this difference between 17.95 
and 18.01 per cent is so small that we had better leave it at 20 
per cent, and if our people can compete with. the others there 
will be no harm done. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know about the statistics, but in the 
report which the Committee on Finance has given us the impor- 
tations are divided into three ts. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is er the old law. 


* 


at ee. A 
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Mr. PLATT. Extracts of meat, fluid, and extracts of meat all 
others, and the importations of fluid extract is as was stated by 
the Senator from Missouri, only $30,000 for 1893 in this state- 
ment, 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator will turn to the next page he 


will see 

Mr. PLATT. Those, I suppose, are solid extracts. The im- 
ports under all others” were $294,127.88, but the imports of fluid 
extracts I think were only $30,000, according to this statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment peo by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Task for a division on the question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who is called out 
of the Chamber. If he were present I should vote nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I aoan: 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. 1. 

- If he were present I should vote nay.” 
Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I transfer my 
r with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator 
rom e [Mr. LIN DSA]. and vote yea.” 

Mr. Mo. (when his name was called). L again an- 

nounce my pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLAN- 
Lam with 


CHARD]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). paired 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. 3 and withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Lam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I again announce my pair with the senior 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and I shall not an- 
nounce it for the rest of the day. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam paired with the Senator from New York 
[Mr. HILL], and shall not announce it again during the day. It 
will stand for the afternoon, 

‘a Mr. McMILLAN, I shall vote to make a quorum. I vote 
nay. ‘ 

Mr. QUAY. For the purpose of making a quorum I will take 
the liberty of voting. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
> Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Martin, Turple, 
Camden, Harris, Pasco, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jarvis, m, Walsh, 
George, Jones, Ark. Roach, White 
NAYS—19, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Manderson, Quay. 
Allison, Dubois, Patton, Shoup, 
Carey, Peffer, Teller, 
Chandler, Hoar, Perkins, Washburn 
Dixon, MeMillan, Pettigrew, 
NOT VOTING—#. 

Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Platt, 
Bate, Gallinger, Lindsay, Power, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Lodge, Proctor, 
Brice, Gray, McPherson, Sherman, 
Butler, y Hale, Mil nire, 
Caftery, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 

all, Hawley,- Mitchell, Wis. ilas, 
Camoron, Higgins, Morgan, Wilson, 
Cuilom, Hil, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Irby, Murphy, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Palmer, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to give notice that the last amend- 
ment is one of the numerous amendments adopted in Committee 
of the Whole, upon which a separate vote will be demanded in 
the Senate. I offer the following to come in as paragraph 225}: 

225}. Blood albumen, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. President, albumen was at one time not made in this 
country at all. Upon it for a number of years there was a duty 
of 25 per centad valorem. In 1871 there was imported, it hay- 
Tog voan placed upon the free list that year, $122,773 worth. 

he next year, or that year perhaps, by a change in the law 
25 per cent ad valorem was placed upon it, and the importation 
fell from $122,000 worth to worth. So it was practically ex- 
cluded from this country. The reason for it appears in a letter 
which I find, dated January 19, 1889, signed by Craven & Co., 
who did business at Jersey City, N. J. This was to Mr. Ketch- 
am, a member of Congress: 

JERSEY Crry, N. J., January 19, 1880. 


DEAR SIR: In 187i we the manufacture of albumen at the stock- 
yards in Jersey City from blood of the animals slaughtered there. The 


enterprise was a new one, and was for a time moderately successful. We 
ve employment to some 250 men. At that time we were protected by a 
uty of 15 cents per pound on the imported article. We continued to con- 
duct our business successfully until this duty was taken off, when we found 
that we were utterly unable to do so longer at a profit, and about a year ago 
we were com to abandon the b ess altogether, since which time 
our plant the capital invested has been idle, and will be worthless unless 
We are enabled to resume. 

The albumen of commerce is manufactured in France, Germany, and Eng- 
land, and is an article the chief cost of which is comprised in the labor en- 
tering into it. Owing to the higher rates at which labor is compensated in 
this country we are 1 1 1 unable, unaided by a protective duty, to com- 
pete with the cheap labor of the foreign manufacturer. A moderate duty. 
say 15 cents per pound, the rate at which the imported article was taxed 
when we began our business, would give us this protection, enable us to re- 
sume, reémploy our labor, and look forward to a competition with the for- 
eign manufacturer, under not altogether unfavorable conditions. 

e respectfully request your attention to this matter, and that you prop- 
erly bring it before Congress. 
Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. JOHN H. KETCHAM, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

This article being on the free list continued an article of ex- 
tensive importation. In 1875 $650,000 worth was imported. It 
ranged differently in different years, and last year nearly $200,- 
000 worth of this article was imported from France, Germany, 
and England. In the great stock yards of the West this is be- 
ginning tobeoneof their items of industry. No part of thesteer 
which is conducted into these great slaughtering houses, it is 
said, is allowed to escape, except. perhaps his bellow before his 
death. Among other items that they have gone intois the man- 
ufacture of blood albumen. Ihaveherea letter from the Cudahy 
Packing Company, at South Omaha, Nebr., a very extensive in- 
stitution, having works also, I think, at both Chicago and Kansas 
City.. They say as to blood albumen— 

Both the McKinley and the Wilson tariffs put albumen on the free list. 


The reason it was put on the free list under the McKinley tariff was un- 
doubtedly from the fact that there was no an producer— 


The only American producer, this one in Jersey City, having 
been squeezed out by placing blood albumen upon the free list— 
we being the first to manufacture blood albumen successfully in this coun- 
try. We are to-day turning out the finest albumen that is offered in the 
market, but are unable to get a price for it that will enable us to success- 
fully continue its manufacture, as the writer told you a few days ago in 
Washington— 


This letter being addressed to me— 


he had just sold 2 tons that would not yield the cost of production. 
Under these circumstances we believe even your Democratic friends will 
see the justice of giving us an ad valorem duty of at least 25 per centso that 
the industry can be continued and our factory kept running. We have a 
large 8 even now, and are contemplating an increase to produce 
about one-half of the present importations, and can do this if we have a 
moderate protection. 


It seems to me that under this showing there certainly should 
be an ad valorem rate that is fair upon this industry, once de- 
stroyed, ready to be resurrected if fair protection is afforded. 

Mr. VEST. Lhavesimply tosay that this article has been on 
the free list since 1871. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes. It was not manufactured in this 
country. 

Mr. VEST. Prior to that time it had upon it a duty of 35 per 
cent ad valorem. It was put upon the free list in the McKinley 
act, and we do not feel inclined to put a duty upon it now. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). L again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 
If he were present I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his namewas called), Iannounce my 
pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN} 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAFFERY, I am paired with the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. POWER]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. IRBy], and vote nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAy|. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Hunton], who has been called from the Chamber, or I 
should vote 5 7 

Mr. MCMILLAN, Lam authorized to vote to make a quorum. 


I vote hn 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LIND- 
SAY], and vote ‘‘ nay.” : 


CRAVEN & CO. 


The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 
Allison, Dubois, Morrill, Shoup, 
Carey, e, Patton, ler, 
Cullom, Hoar, Peffer, Washburn. 
Dixon, MeMillan, Perkins, 
Dolph, Manderson, Pettigrew, 

NAYS—27. 
Berry, Daniel, le, Smith, 
Blackburn, Geo MeLaur Turpie, 
Caffery, Gibson, Martin, Vest. 
Call, Gordon, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Camden, Pugh, alsh, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Ransom, White. 
Coke. Jones, Ark. Roach, 

NOT VOTING—40. 

Aldrich; Gallinger, Jones, Nev. Platt, 
Allen, w Gorman, Lindsay, Power, 
Bate, Gray, 2 Proctor, 
Blanchard, Hale, McPherson, ys 
Brice, Hansbrough, Mills, herman, 
Butler, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Cameron, Bigg Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Chandler, Hill, Morgan, ilas, 
Davis. Hunton, Murphy, ilson, 
Faulkner, Irby, Palmer, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert asa new para- 


graph: 
225}. Lard, 1 cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. z 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert as a new para- 
graph: ` 

at Meats of all kinds, prepared or preserved, not specially provided for 
in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


226. Poultry, 2 cents per pound; dressed, 3 cents per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 226, line II, after the word “poultry,” to strike out “2 
cents per pound; dressed, 3 cents per pound,” and insert, “ dressed 
or undressed, 20 per cent ad valorem.” - 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendment is with- 


drawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentis withdrawn, 
The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Miscellaneous products: 

227. Chicory root, burnt or roasted, ground or granulated, or in rolls, or 
otherwise prepared, and not specially provided for in this act, 2 cents per 
poun 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 7, after the word “act,” to strike out 2 cents per pound“ 
and insert 30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


228. Chocolate, andsweetened chocolate, worth not exceeding 35 cents per 
pound, 2 cents per pound; chocolate confectionery, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 228, before the word not,” inline 21, to strike out“ worth“ 
and insert ‘valued at;“ and in line 22, after word pound,” to 
strike out 2 cents per pound” and insert “10 per cent ad va- 
lorem;” so as to read: 

Chocolate, and sweetened chocolate, valued at not exceeding 35 cents per 

und, 10 per cent ad valorem; chocolate confectionery, 25 per cent ad va- 

orem. ° 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This and the following 8 1 
pro to have considered together, and I ask the Secretary to 
555 the next paragraph before action is taken upon paragraph 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
Secretary will read the succeeding paragraph. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


229. Cocoa, prepared or manufactured, not specially provided for in this 
act, 2 cents per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 229, after the word at,“ to strike out “2 cents per 
pound,” and insert 5 per cent ad valorem.” 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out both of these 


paragraphs and insert in lieu of them: $ 


229. Cocoa or chocolate, not sweetened or flavored, and sweetened or 
flavored, valued at 35 cents per pound or less, 2 cents pr pound: valued at 
— —— 35 cents per pound and chocolate confec , 35 per cent ad 

orem. = 


8 8 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


230. Cocoa butter or cocoa butterine, 3} cents per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in para- 
graph 230, line 9, after the word“ butterine,” to strike out three 
and one-half cents per pound,” and insert ‘‘ fifteen per cent ad 
valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

231. Dandelion root and acorns prepared, and other articles used as cof- 
fee, or as substitutes for coffee, not especially provided forin this act, 1} 
cents per pound. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 231, line 13, after the word at,“ to strike out“ 14 cents 
per pound” and insert 30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


232. Starch, including all preparations, from whatever substance pro- 
duced, commonly used as starch, 1 cent per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 232, after the word “starch,” in line 17, to strike out “1 
cent per pound” and insert "30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. FRYE. The amendment as it appears in the bill is (2 
cents a pound,” and before the Senator from Arkansas with- 
3 it and leaves the rate 1 cent per pound, I desire to be 
heard. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no doubt that the print as 
it appears here is a mistake of mine. I do not think the com- 
mittee ever intended to change the rate as it is fixed in the bill 
as it came from the other House. I have no doubt that I gave 
it to the clerk, who prepared the amendment and had it printed, 
and I wish to take the responsibility of that mistake. I do not 

ropose to offer the amendment. Of course the Senator from 

aine can make his remarks. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words to the 
Senate in relation to this matter. It is a very important one. 
The northeastern county of the United States is a fine agricul- 
tural county, singularly enough, eee the cold climate. 
Not long ago it was a forest, but energetic, determined men 
went there, felled the trees,and converted the forest into farms. 
It is to-day as prosperous a county as there is in the State of 
Maine, and growing in population more rapidly than any other. 
Of course it can not raise wheat, because it can not compete with 
oe West, though it has as good wheat lands as there are in the 

est. 

It can not raise corn, because the climate is too cold. It can 
raise oats. The Senate has put oats on the free list. That 
county is hugged ngns in by Canada. It can raise buckwheat, 
The Senate has put buckwheat on the free list. It has immense 
stores of lumber. The Senate has placed lumber on the free 
list. Its pay crop is abundant, but the duty on that is reduced 
one-half. The pending bill threatens r to that county, as 

rosperous as it is. It raises enormous crops of potatoes. J udge 

eters, formerly one of the members of the House of Represen- 
tatives, declared that the potatoes of Aroostook County were 
the peach crop of Maine, and to the potato Aroostook County 
owes much of its prosperity. 

Aroostook County up to a year ago could not reach the New 
York market by railroad without going through a foreign coun- 
try. Asa matter of course, only the selected potatoes could be 
sent to Boston or New York. The freight charges would abso- 
lutely prevent marketing the average product. In 1873 a bright 
Yankee started a starch mill in Aroostook, and to-day there are 
forty-five starch mills there, brought near to these farmers 
within hauling distance. They consumed last year 2,500, 
bushels, yielding to the farmers 20 cents a bushel, giving to the 
county much of the prosperity it enjoys to-day. 

The same is true of Northern Minnesota and Morthern New 
York, though not to an equal extent. It is true in one or two 
other portions of the North bordering on Canada, that they are 
using their potatoes for starch. These potatoes unless so used 
are utterly worthless. Witha duty of 2 cents a pound those fac- 
tories can pay 20 cents a bushel for potatoes and continue this 
prosperity in that section of the country. Now, no man has 
asked that the duty on starch shall be uced. Under the act 
of 1883 the duty was 1 cent a pound and 20 per cent ad valorem; 
in the Mills bill 2 cents a pound. In 1890 it was made 2 cents a 

und, and yet here it is proposed to reduce it 50 per cent, and 

rive the industry from the country. 

Mr. President, let me show you something about the cost of 
starch. I will give the mt cides exactly, so that they will not be 
open to dispute. Iwill give the cost of a ton delivered in Prov- 
idence, R. I., where it is very largely used; but no manufacturer 
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from Providence, R. I., hasbeen here demanding that this re- Mr. FRYE. I mean to say exactly this, that as we are left to- 


duction be made. I will also give the actual cost a hundred 
pounds. 


STARCH, 
Cost of a ton delivered in Providence, R. I.: 

Manufacturing and cake 4 $11. 00 
225 bushels potatoes, at 20 cent 5 45. 00 
POPOL As ee Steen ort nn an DS he Onn tate 6. 50 
COMMISION oe oo ie D T A 2.10 
64. 60 
AG Si ent a ponnndndddd a ye aS 67.50 
Profit, less insurance, taxes, and interest 2. 90 

It takes 12 bushels of potatoes to make 100 pounds of 
Starch een? E A 2. 40 
Cost of manufacturing 4444„„„„3ůꝛ%k 30 
Sound enn —?!⸗ꝙc 40 
A a a a UEa AE DE S E M apaa E A ENT TELTET 15 
„r v E those 3.25 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 
Maine has expired. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask that the Senator's time be extended. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask unanimous consent that the Senator 
from Maine be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Cora 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Withoutobjection, the Senator 
from Maine will proceed. 

Mr. FRYE. Last year the price of starch was 44 to 4% cents. 
This year, from 3t to34. Starch can be imported from Germany 
for $1.85 per hundred pounds. Add the duty as propossa by,the 
House of Representatives to the cost of starch from Germany, 
and it makes $2.40 as the cost of 100 pounds of starch. Youmay 
figure it as you please, at that cost you can not pay but 8 centsa 
bushel for potatoes, 

Suppose you adopt the duty of 1 cent which the Senator from 
Arkansas proposes. Then you can not pay but 10 centsa bushel 
for potatoes, and it is soy a 5 whether this industry 
8 be destroyed. That is all it is. It involves its utter de- 
struction. Now, why should this be done to these farmers up 
there? Do they deserve this treatmentatourhands? Theyare 
splendid men, hard-working, intelligent, and patriotic, desery- 
ing from us good and not ill. 

y few years ago all the glucose in the world was made from 

tato starch in Germany, and we imported it. To-day we make 

t from corn, and beat the world. That is what makes German 
starch so low. That is why they can send it here for. $1.85. 
There are 135 potato-starch factories in this country; 45 in 
Maine, 20 in New Hampshire, 50 in New York, 10 in Minnesota, 
4 or 5 in Wisconsin, 2 or 3 in North Dakota. l 

Mr. President, we have protected industries in other sections 
of this country. We have permitted them to live. I do not 
wish to make a sectional speech, nor to indulge in sectional 
talk, but if this commends itself to the Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber; if they believe that this industry in this 
. to be preserved, ought surely to vote their judg- 
ments in the matter, and not submit to caucus control. I sup- 
posed the matter was adjusted with the committee. I called 
their attention to it a long while ago. Filed a brief with them, 
and saw this result on the bill, of 2 cents a pound, and of course 
had a gto to think it settled. Now, if they can not permit us 
to have 2 cents a pound, why can they not allow us 14 cents a 
pound, the lowest duty ever had on starch? We can live, 
squeeze through, on one cent and a half. 

Why can not the committee consent to a duty of 14 cents, and 
let us live, instead of by this move of theirs made to-day ut- 
terly destroy us? I feel very much in earnest in this matter. 
We in Maine are being hurt tremendously by the bill, and espe- 
cially in the northeastern part of the State. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine aques- 


tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. GEORGE. What other agricultural products have the 

ple of that country on which to make a profit if the potato 

3 is destroyed? 

Mr. FRYE. They have hay, oats, buckwheat, barley; butyou 
have placed these on the free list, all but barley. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does theSenator mean to say that if they are 
not allowed to have this tax upon potatoes and starch the whole 
agricultural industry of that country will be destroyed? 


day, with buckwheat on the free list, oats on the free list, with an 
utter impossibility to raise wheat in competition with the great 
West, and a climate that will not permit them to raise one sin- 
gle hill of corn, potatoes are their main crop, and if they can 


not convert these potatoes into starch a serious blow has fallen 
upon ala unty so far as its agricultural industry is 
concerned. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair states to the Sena- 
tor from Maine that his ten minutes have expired. 

Mr. VEST. Our friend from Maine forgets, possibly in his 
enthusiasm he overlooks, the fact that we increased the duty, 
upon potatoes 5 cents on the bushel. j 
8 ALLISON. From the bill as it came from the other 

ouse. 

Mr. VEST. From the bill as it came from the other House. 

The House of Representatives sent the bill here with a duty of 

10 cents, and we made it 15 cents. The statistics show that in 

1891 there was exported 12,883,821 pounds of starch, worth $475,- 

817. In 1892 the exportsincreased 8,000,000 pounds to 20,081,027 

worth $612,531. In 1893 the increase continued to 21,938,456 

junds, worth $707,093, The imports were $89,249. So, speak- N 

ug of the starch industry of the whole United States, it seems 

not only to have held its own, but to have gone out and taken 

ossession of some of the foreign makets. I think, or rather I 

ope, because I have no local acquaintance that would justify 
in speaking as to that particular county, that the decrease of the 
duty will not cause the distressand ruin which my friend from 
Maine seems to imagine. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not make any guess about it. I know just 
what it is, and I have given what the starch costs the people up 
there. Let me say right there that the increased duty on Por 
tatoes does not have any effect up in the northeastern part of 
the 8 Nobody exports potatoes to Aroostook County, 
and the difficulty with Aroostook County farmers coming into 
Boston and New York with potatoes is that freights are so 
enormous that they can not do it at much ofa profit. The only 
thing to do is to make the ordinary potatoes into starch. 

Mr. VEST. But to show our Northern friends that we are 
not quite so black in this sectional matter as we are painted, I 
will move to make it 14 cents per pound. 

Mr. FRYE. I am greatly obliged to the Senator from Mis- 
souri. I think that will preserve to these people up there this, 
to them, valuable industry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the 5 of the Senator from Missouri, Which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 232, line 18, after the words 
‘fone cent,” insert and one-half cents;” so as to read ‘*14 cents 
per pound.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

e niin burnt starch, gum sabstitute, or British gum, 1 cent per 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 233, to strike out ‘‘1 cent per pound“ in line 21 and in- 
sert 30 per cent ad valorem.” — 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the amendment. I 
move to strike out ‘tl cent” and insert Ig cents,” so as to read: 


Drextine, burntstarch, gum substitute, or British gum, 1} cents per pound, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


234, Mustard, ground or preserved, in bottles or otherwise, 10 cents per 
pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 234; in line 24, after the word ‘‘ otherwise,” to strike out 
10 cents per pound ” and insert 25 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to in- 
sert as an additional paragraph: a 

234}. Orchids, lily of the valley, azaleas. palms, and other plants used for 
forcing under glass for cut flowers or decorative purposes, 10 per cent ad 
valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

235. S a dered, not iall ided for in 
cents per pound; capsicum OF Tea pepper, 2 cents per pound, ungrownas 
sage, I cent per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para» 
graph 235; in line 5, after the word “powdered,” to strike out 
‘not specially provided for in this act, 3 cents per pound;” in 
line 8, after the word pepper,“ to strike out ‘' 2+ cents per 
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ound: * in line 9, after the word sage,“ to strike out 1 cent 
: r pound” and insert “30 per centad valorem; ” so as to make 

e paragraph read: } 

; ered; or red pepper, unground; sage, 
20 per —— ground or powd: capsicum 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

The standard : shall be taken 
TTT 
neutralize 1 ounce troy of vinegar. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 236; in line 12, to strike out “74 cents per gallon. The 
standard for vinegar shall be taken to be that strength which 
requires 35 grains of bicarbonate of potash to neutralize 1 ounce 
troy of vinegar.,” and insert 20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to 
rend: 


Vinegar, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thecommittee amendment is with- 
drawn. 
Mr. CAREY. I propona two amendments to the pending bill, 
which I ask to have ted. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be 
printed, and lie on the table. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I offered an amendment some days ago 
to come in at the end of this schedule. I should like to have it 
read. 
The SECRETARY. At the end of Schedule Gadd the following 
proviso: 
Provided, That if it shall at any time a to the President ot the United 
the government of any coun . SORTA SHG AS: 
Gb ties or OVINE exnenionwe NDO —— mops ayia 
was cul nſted States, he shall have the power, 


duties upon the articles and the product of or ex- 
from such fore: coun into the United States, equal to 50 per 
cent of the duties provided for in act, as follows: 


ad 
moreadvanced thansingles, tram, organzine, sewingsilk, twist, floss, and silk 
thread or yarn of every description, except spun silk, spun silk in skeins, 
copa, warps, or on beams, velvets, plushes, chenilles, or other pile fabrics. 

ebbings, suspenders, braces, bel bindin; braids, gal- 
loons, „and tassels, any of the forego: which are elastic or 
nonelastic, buttons and ornaments made of silk, or of which silk is the com- 
ponent material of chief value. 

Laces and articles made wholly or in a of lace, and embroideries, in- 
cluding articles or fabrics embroide: by hand or machinery, handker- 
chiefs, neck ruffings and ru „ clothing ready made, and articles of 
wearing apparel of every description, including knit goods made upor man- 
ufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, com- 

dof silk or of which silk is the com nt material of chief value, and 
ed silk goods, not specially provided for in this act. 

All mann of silk, of which silk is the component material of chief 
value, inclu those having India rubber as a component material, not 
9 ed for in this act. 

Dice, draughts, chessmen, chess balls, and billiard, pool, and bagatelle 
balls of ivory, bone, or other materials. 

Dolls, doll heads, toy marblesof whatever material composed, and all toys 
composed of rubber, china, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen or stone 


ware. 

and other 8 manufactured or distilled from grain or other 
materials, cordials, liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafla, and 
other tuous beverages or bitters of all kinds containing spirits. 


Champagne and allother sparkling wines. 

Still wines, including er wine or ginger cordial, and vermuth. 

If the government of s country shall cease to im such discrimi- 
nating or prohibitory duties or exactions on the said products of the United 
States, the ent may communicate such fact to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and theSecretary of the Treasury shall thereupon cease to collect 
the discriminating duties by this section im on the products of or ex- 
poran from such country into the United States; but the discriminating 

uties in this pee aa e for may be reimposed whenever and as often 
ns the President shall deem proper under the power hereby conferred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota[Mr. WASHBURN. ] 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, the purpose of this 
amendment, as apparent, is a step in the direction of securing 
for the grain, and the products of grain of this country, some 
portion of the market of the continental countries of Europe. 

As matters now stand it is, to a great extent, impossible to 
export the grain, or products of grain, to any of these countries 
on account of prohibitory duties. Such is the case, as I under- 
stand, with all the countries to which we could reasonably look 
for a market for our n, but the worst feature is that while 
the duties on wheat, if you please, are very high, the duties on 
the manufactured product of wheat (flour) is absolutely prohibi- 
tory. Such is the case with Germany, France, Austro-Hun- 
„Italy, and perhaps some other of the continental coun- 


The effect of this isespecially unfavorable to the great mill- 


interests of this country, as our millers are absolutely de- 
prived of these markets for the purchase oftheir flour. For in- 
stance, Ge imposes a duty of 3 marks (72 cents) per 
hundred kilos (220 pounds) of wheat, while the duty on flour is 
7 marks (81.68) to 100 kilos. is, as intended, a discrimi- 
nating and in fact a prohibitory duty the importation 
of flour. A duty of 4marks would afford German millers rela- 
tively ample protection. Seven marks becomes absolutely pro- 
hibitory. Other continental countries either have, or their 
legislative bodies are now engaged in the adoption of, tariffs 
more hostile to American millingand American grain than even 

rmany. 

Itis cae during the last winter that measures have been pre- 
sented in the French Chamber of eed pee looking to a further 
increase in duties on all our grain and grain products, notwith- 
standing the liberal legislation proposed in the Wilson bill, so 
far as its effects on French importations to this country are con- 
cerned. There seems to me no good reason why the people of 
this country who are importing so enormously of the products 
of Continental Europe, especially in the way of luxuries and 
goods that we could well dispense with, why we should be ab- 
solutely shut out from sending to them some portion of our sur- 
cn, should be itted ham 

58 we not permitted to pay for our c pagne 
and wines and brandies and silks and Leis luxuries or non- 
essentials, with our wheat and flour rather thanin gold. This 
while it may not be free trade, it would certainly be fair trade. 
So far as our own people are concerned, by the adoption of this 
amendment, they would be deprived of none of the necessaries 
of life.. It would at the most only increase the prices and cur- 
tail the consumption of articles of isis . and luxuries; 
but to the exporting country the loss would be irreparable. 

I desire to suggest that this proposition involves nothing new 
inour legislative policy, whether from one party standpointorthe 
other. islation of the same ter was enacted in the 
Fifty-first Congress on the bill introduced and championed by 
Senator VEST, in the act of Congress provi for an ‘‘ Inspec- 
tion of meats for exportation and prohibiting the importation of 
adulterated articles of food, and authorizing the President to 
make rules in certain cases, and for other purposes 

In this law to which I refer, section 5 provides; 


SEC5. That whenever the President shall be satisfied that unjust discrim- 
inations are made by or under the authority of any foreign state t the 
mportation to or sale in such foreign state of any uct of 
States, he may direct that such ucts of such foreign state so discrim- 
inating against any product of the United States as he may deem proper 
shall be excluded from importation to the United States; and in such case 
he shall make proclamation of his direction in the premises, and therein 
name the time when such direction nst importation shall take effect, 
and after such date the importation of the articles named in such procla- 

mation shall be unlawful. The President may at time revoke, modify, 
3 or renew any such direction as in his o; on the public interest 
may require. 


This has precisely the same effect on our meat exportations 
as I desire, so far as our and grain products. 

This proposition is identical with that act, and it is only fair 
to say that no law passed in recent years has been more bene- 
ficial oe results to our farmers than the so-called meat-inspec- 
tion bill—— 

5555 OFFICER. The time of the Senato r has 
ex 5 : 

Ar. ALLISON. T hope the Senator from Minnesota will be 
given another five minutes to conclude his observations. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none. The Senator from Minnesota will proceed. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to say to the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEST] that in his whole legislative career he has 
never done anything that has attached him more to the farmers 
of the West than his championship of this measure. z 

The principle of reciprocal rates and duties underlies the 
whole system of international law. It has been recognized by 
our Government since its foundation. Those who were in the 
Fiftieth Congress will remember the message of President 
Cleveland, recommending legislation by Congress to prohibit 
the transmitting of Canadian goods over our border, on account 
of the treatment of our fishermen by that government. 

The same principle is recognized in the pending tariff bill, in 
sections 14 and 17. 

The propriety of leaving the ascertainment of the fact as to 
whether a duty shall be imposed or importation permitted b 
the executive branch of the Government is conceded in t 
bill, as in every preceding tariff bill, in section 17. It is be 
lieved that the articles chosen for the im of discrimi- 
nating duties, if necessary, are most suitable and effective for 
ma et Being luxuries and articles of voluntary use, 
inc taxation would be borne by the rich with the least in- 
convenience to our people generally, and the exportation of arti- 
cles of this class would prove the most effective in retaliation. 
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Germany supplies us with most of our toys and goods of that de- 
scription, as Well as the greater portion of bone and ivory named 
in this amendment, and the other schedule would y espec- 
ially to France and Germany. 

The milling industry to-day is one of the most important as 
well as mostextensive of the Americanindustries. If anamend- 
ment of this character is not adopted the American miller will 
have to stand by and see his raw material (wheat) taken from 
him for manufacture into flour and sale in a market for which he 
is excluded by discriminating and prohibitory legislation, while 
we are taking from the same country millions of their products 
without which we could well get along. 

I have obtained and would call attention to the Senate tosome 
statis data furnished by the Northwestern Miller, a paper 
published in my own State, which show at a glance the extent 
and importance of the industries of the United States. 

The exportations of wheat flour from the United States in the 
last four years are as follows: 


The amount of capital invested, estimated at $100 per barrel 
of daily capacity, which is conservative, reaches the enormous 
sum of $55,000,000. 

The number of men employed is not less than 27,500, at wages 
averaging at least $2 per day. 

3 output of flour is not far from 75,000, 000 

ft 


barrels. O amount the exports average 13,700,000 and home 
consumption some 61,300,000. 

I am assured by the authority referred to, however, that, ow- 
ing to the dullness in the fiour market, the entire demand for 
the current year (domestic and foreign) could be supplied in 
one hundred and thirteen days of operation by our whole mill- 
ing capacity, leaving two hundred and one days for enforced 
idleness or Partial work. This state of facts shows the desperate 
condition of the industry, and the propriety of Congress extend- 

such aid as is practicable and legitimate. 
ese figures, which are believed to be absolutely authentic 
and more conservative than those of the Census Bureau, also 
emphasize the economic value to our people of our milling in- 
dustry, viewed simply as an industrial factor. To illustrate: If 


we were not prevented by hostile regulations and discriminations 


in Europe from manufacturing our entire wheat export (as we 
have the capacity to do), the average annual export (125,000,000) 
if ground into flour (27,770,000 barrels), would leave our shores 
with an enhanced valuation. 


he sacks, at 15 cents per barrel. 


3 $4, 165, 000 
r cost of manufacturing, at 25 cents per barrel 


6, 942, 000 


11, 107, 500 


Increasing our credit and consumptive ability to that extent. 
Besides, manufacturing the flour here would leave 833,100 tons 
of feed for domesticconsumption, which, at an average valuation 
of $10 per ton, makes $8,331. 

I have obtained and desire to incorporate as a part of my re- 
marks a statement showing the duties on grain and the prod- 
ucts of grain im d. by different countries, including Ger- 
many, France, Italy, and Austro-Hungary. It will be seen by 


the furnished that in almost every case the duty on the 
man tured uct is double that on the raw material, show- 
ing among other things, that France and Germany are pre- 


pared and determined to make use of protective and even pro- 


* duties in the interests of their manufacturing indus- 
es: 
Foreign import duties on corn and flour, 


2 SOK OR Rm H? 
NEE p 
Il 
seas 


F ff 


8 HEBER 


FRANCE. 


QUO Herr 
— 
to 
Il 
88882 


K —:,. .. . ee = 
Wheat, spelt and mestin, crushed or as grist more 
than 10 per cent of flour Ct. . 4, 511K 
Pearled or other than millet.. do. 6 6 102 
Millet, hulled and cleaned 5 = 60 
Groats, grist (coarse flour) 6 162 


Meal and flour: 


Of wheat, the yield from the grain being 70 per 
above 


4 111 
Of wheat, between 60 and 70 per cent 5 511385 
Of wheat, of 60 per cent or 6 6 =162 
Of oats, barley, rye, or ee 2 Ok— 51 
eat 1 7= 10 
Of dari or millett 110 = 35 
10j— 70} 
11 
7 = 40 
=u 
8 =116 
1j— 28 
10 Est 
3 = 32 
6 = 12 
-Y 
e, meslin z = 61 = 37) 
Pulse. n j= 
Meal and fiour and mill products (crushed, bruised, and 
cleaned , pearl barley, groats, semolina) made 
from cereals rt aara coon cwt...3 9= 93 


Mr. HOAR. “I understand the Senator from Minnesota to say 
that President Cleveland proposed to exercise this power in re- 
gard to Canada in consequence of their treatment of our fisher- 
men. My recollection is that President Cleveland never inter- 
posed or proposed any such exercise of power in regard to the 

sheries, but it was by reason of their discriminating in favor of 
their own products in tolls on their canals that he made that 
proposition. 

r. PEFFER. Mr. President, we have a very large milling 
industry in our State. At the city of Topeka we have five large 
flouring milis, with adaily capacity of from 2,000 to 2,500 barrels 
of flour. The proprietors of those mills and others in different 

rtions of the State, at Kansas City, Kans., and at Kansas City, 

o., also, have corresponded with me frequently upon this sub- 
ject. The Senator from Minnesota has very clearly and fully 
stated the objections which our people make to the discriminat- 
ing duties against flour in FranceandGermany. I merely wish 
to say to the Senator that our millers, who do a very extensive 
business and who export a good deal of flour, labor under the 
same disadvantages that the millers in other portions of the 
country do, and that they are in full sympathy with the amend- 
ment prope by the Senator from Minnesota. Having prə- 
sented their view of the case, I have done all that I care to do. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we can get a vote on the amendment 
now. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can take a vote on the amendment I 
have no desire to interpose the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment 2 by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASH- 
BURN]. 

Mr. WASHBURN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER] to the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called), I transfer my 
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with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator 
rom Kentuc pr LINDSAY], and vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. HIGG (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I should be 
glad to transfer my pair if I can make an arrangement with 
someone on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was 77 I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who, I am 
informed, will be necessarily absent during the remainder of 
to-day’s session on official business. I make this announcement 
and decline to vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam paired generally with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. He was called away from the Senate 
this afternoon. IL should vote yea” if allowed to vote. y 

Mr. BRICE. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania 

Mr. QUAY] that he transfer his pair to the junior Senator from 
lorado [Mr. WoLcor], and both he and I can vote. 

Mr. QUAY. That arrangement is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. BRICE. I vote “ nay.“ 

Mr. QUAY. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. CALL. I announèe my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont 2 87 MORRILL]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I suggest to the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] that he can transfer his pair td the Senator from New 
9 MCPHERSON], and we can both vote. 

Mr. CALL. I will do so. I vote ‘‘nay.” - 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote “yea.” ` 

Mr. CAREY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. MITCHELL]. I will transfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and vote. I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—i8. 
Aldri Dubo Patton, Shoup, 
autores Fr “a Peffer, ller, 
Carey, Hale, Perkins, Washburn. 
Chandler, Pettigrew, 
Dixon, Hoar, Quay, 
NAYS—26, 

Daniel, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, George, Martin, Vest, 
Brice, Gibson, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Gordon, Pugh, Walsh, 
Call, 5 fat — White. 
Camden, ary; 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Smith, 

NOT VOTING—41. 

Alen, Gorman, McMillan, Power, 
Bate, Gray, McPherson, ‘octor, 
Blan Hansbrough, Manderson, Sherman, 
Butler, Hawley, Mills, Squire, 
Cameron, Hill, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. ilas, 
Cullom, Irby, Morgan, Wilson, 
Davis, Jones, Nev Morrill, Wolcott. 
Dolph, Kyle, Murphy, 
Fa er, Lindsay, Palmer, 
Gallinger, Lodge, Platt, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
SCHEDULE H.—SPIRITS, WINES, AND OTHER BEVERAGES, 


Spirits: 
spirits manufactured or distilled from 
5 —5 6 PAE provided for in this act, $1.80 8 
gallon. ` 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by adding the following: 

But when imported in bottles or jugs no separate or additional duty shall 
be assessed on the bottles or jugs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment of the Committee 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out $1.80 where it occurs in 
this paragraph and insert $2.50. 

The aggregate reductions in this schedule upon brandy and 
other similar articles is $1,800,000 in round numbers. If any 
Senator sitting upon the other side of this aisle can tell me 
any reason why the rates upon these articles should be reduced 
I should be glad to hear it. I should be glad if the commit- 
tee who have this matter in charge, or some other Senator 
familiar with the construction of this bill, would give a single 
err why the rates upon these articles of luxury should be re- 

uced. 

We have brandies, gins, Scotch whiskies, beers, still wines, 
and other articles of that kind. We have been called upon to- 
day and on other days to increase very largely the duties npon 
necessariesof life, I suppose partly for the purpose of furnishing 


an excuse for the reduction of these duties upon French bran- 
dies, Scotch whiskies, cordials, and articles of that kind. Ido 
notintend to take up the time of the Senate at any great length, 
but the party responsible for these reductions will certainly have 
to answer to the 


ople for their action to-day. 
Mr. VEST. e will take that res onsibility. We did this 
deliberately, and I think we had the best reasons in the world 


for it. While these articles are articles of luxury and made 
everywhere among civilized nations the great source of revenue, 
yet it is very bad policy to put them so high as to make the đu- 
ties prohibitory and to decrease revenue. 

e came to the conclusion that there was no reason from any 
standpoint for making these duties higher than we have fixed 
them here. In the first place, we believe we will get more rev- 
enue by an import duty upon these spirits, considering the na- 
ture of the article; and, in the second place, it is no such inter- 
est in the United States as appeals to us to entirely exclude 
9 competition and make money for the domestic manufac- 

urer. 

I would not use the tariff power of the Government in order 

to strike down this or any other industry while we are collect- 
ing taxes from it and recognizing it as legitimate. At the same 
time I make no concealment of the fact that there is nothing in 
the nature of the manufacture of alcoholic stimulants that ap- 
peals to me to protect it or encourage it. I would make it pay 
all the revenue possible to the Government. I would not foster 
it in any way. I believe that these duties from either stand- 
point, either that of revenue or, as our friends on the other side 
call it, of protection, are about right, and that is the reason they 
are so placed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not defend the existing law or seek to 
make this amendment on the ground that the duties are protec- 
tive duties. It is simply and purely a question of revenue. All 
political economists have agreed that the articles included in 
this schedule are proper articles for revenue duties. There can 
be no question about that. The tariff of 1846, which every Sen- 
ator on the other side of the Chamber always alludes to as an 
ideal tariff in these matters, imposed a duty of 100 per cent on 
the very articles included in this paragraph. 

Now, itis 8 by a Democratic Congress, in the latter 

rt of the nineteenth century, when we need revenue, accord- 
ing to their own statements, and when we are imposing high 
duties upon necessaries of life, to reduce the duty from 100 per 
cent to 65.98 upon these articles. 

I think the common poopie of the country, whom the Senator 
from Missouri always speak for, are not greatly interested as to 
whether the duty upon French brandies is 65 per cent or 100 per 
cent. They do not use them, and they are willing that the 
a who do use them shall pay a high rate of duty. 

r. HARRIS. Question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this is an important schedule 
certainly as relating to revenue. It is not a very lengthy sche- 
dule, and yet it is not probable that we can finish it this even- 
ing. I suggest to the Senator in charge of the bill that we ad- 
jour now and take up this schedule Monda; N I would 

willing on Monday morning, certainly after 11 o’clock, to ap- 
ply the five-minutes rule to the debate on this schedule. 

r. HARRIS. I will say to the Senator from Iowa that the 
Senator from Rhode Island and myself thought some time ago 
we could probably got through with this schedule this evening. 
I should exceedingly glad to do so. Of course I wish to 
oblige as far as possible the convenience and comfort of Sena- 
tors on both sides of the Chamber. What reason is there why 
we can not go on and get through with this schedule? wr 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say frankly to the Senator that the 
discussion of the amendment offered by the Senator from Min- 
nesota has made some impression upon me as respects our rela- 
tions with the French people concerning these duties. I think 
if we are to reduce duties as is proposed here we ought to make 
a distinction as between distilled spirits produced from grapes 
and distilled spirits distilled from grain. I suppose the object 
of those who are in charge of this bill is to make it easier-—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to suggest to him 
that the Senate has disposed of the amendment of the Senator 
from Minnesota? 

Mr. ALLISON, I do not propose to renew the amendment of 
the Senator from Minnesota; but I notice in looking at the com- 
parison of these paragraphs that there is a very large importa- 
tion of spirits distilled from grain. The importation of spirits 
distilled from grain for the-year 1893 was $1,639,224, a large in- 
crease over the importations of any prior year, at least so far as 
this schedule is concerned; I have not looked beyond. So the 

roposition to reduce the duty upon distilled spirits from grain 

believe 65 cents and 70 cents a gallon isa great reduction when 
at the same time we are increasing the tax upon our own dis- 
tilled spirits from 90 cents a gallon to $1.10. 
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It seems to me that in dealing with this enaga having so many 
relations and difficulties in its pathway, wes ould notnow at the 
hour of 5 o'clock on Saturday night undertake to finish a sched- 
ule of thisimportance. It certainl 7 will not take a great while 
on Monday to go throughwith this schedule. For myself, [should 
like to make some observations on the sehedule at a later day; 
and I do not wish to do it to-day. Iam perfectly willing as far 
as I am concerned that the five-minute rule may be applied to 
this schedule from the opening of the session on Monday morn- 


ing. 

Mr. HARRIS. If I can get a unanimous-consent agreement, 
apon this schedule andthe cotton schedule, down to the sched- 
ule on wool and woolens, to limit the debate to five minutes toa 
Senator on any single amendment or on the paragraph—and 
when I say five minutes I mean five minutes, and no extension 
by striking out the last or any other word—if I can get such an 
agreement I shall concede to the request of the Senator from 


Towa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not like for myself to make at this time 
any suggestions respecting so important a schedule as the cot- 
ton schedule. It seems to me it would be wiser to take one of 
these schedules at a time; whilst this schedule is not a lengthy 
one, I think it ought to be debated alittle more at large than we 
can debate it to-night. If the Senator from Tennessee will ask 
unaniraous consent that on Monday this schedule shall be con- 
sidered under Rule VIII, which is the five-minuterule, I for one 
will not object, and Ido not believe that there will be any ob- 
jection on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. What objection has the Senator to extending 
it to the cotton schedule as well? 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated to the Senator that that is too im- 
portant a schedule for me to make any suggestion about. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the five-minute rule as defined a 
ea since by myself be applied to this and the cotton sched- 
ule 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Tennessee? > 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to notify the Senate, as I did three days 
ago, that that agreement will not be acceded to while I am a 
member of the Senate in regard to any schedule whatever, I be- 
ing present, 

Bho PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. If I understand the suggestion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, it applies as well to this as to the cotton 
schedule? 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. Hoar). State what you mean. 

Mr. HOAR. I mean to say that I shall not beforehand agree 
to a rule which confines every Senator to five minutes’ debate on 
any schedule. 

Mr. HARRIS. Not on the schedule, but on the specific para- 


h. 

e HOAR. Onanyspecificamendment, on any specific topic. 
Under the ruies of the Senate a whole appropriation bill might 
be introduced as an amendment; the largestand most important 
subject might come up; it might be discussed without being 
moved in terms, and it is an innovation; it is a thing never as- 
sented to. The five-minute rule, as defined on this side of the 
Chamber yesterday, is a well-known rule, which has its inter- 
pretation in the customs of the Senate. I do not object to any 
arrangement which the Republican members of the Finance 
Committee make in regard to adopting that rule. I propose to 
commit the conduct of the proceedingin general tothem; but 
what the Senator from Tennessee asks for never will be agreed 
to in the Senate on any subject whatever while I am presentand 
a member. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest to the Senator from Tennessee that 
we now agree to apply the ordinary five-minute rule to this 
schedule, and when we reach the cotton schedule I have no doubt 
we can secure a similar agreement in regard to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand from the declaration of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts just made that the five-minute rule can 
not be appien to this or any other schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that SPE 

Mr. HOAR. I said directly the contrary. 

Mr. VEST (to Mr. Harris). The Senator from Massachusetts 
did not say that. 

Mr.HARRIS. ThenImisunderstoodthe Senator. Lam glad 1 
did, or rather I am glad that he did not mean what I understood 
him to mean. 

Ido not intend to enter into any discussion with the Senator 
from Massachusetts as to what the five-minute rule is in the 
Senate. I have very well-defined opinions, though, as to what 
it is, and they do not agree at all with the views of the Senator 


from Massachusetts. But I do not intend to open that question 
or to debate it. If I can not get a five-minutes agreement for 
the co schedule as well, I will take it upon this schedule if I 
can get it, 

Mr. ALLISON and others. All right. 

Mr. HARRIS. In other words, I am going to do the best I 

can. 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will ask 
unanimous consent that the five-minute rule may be applied to 
Schedule H, and that then he will consent that on this Saturday 
night at least we may adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the five-minute 
rule be applied to Schedule H until it is concluded as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Tennessee? = 

Mr. HOAR. I make no objection; but I suppose the Senator 
ag] Tennessee understands my interpretation of that rule by 

is time. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. The time may come when the Senator and I 
will debate the question as to the proper interpretation. 

I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 
11, 1894, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 9, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Henry Vanscoy, to be postmaster at Kingston, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the piao of David S. 
Clark, whose commission expired April 16, 1894. 

Ralph F. Krieger, to be postmaster at Weehawken, in the 
county of Hudson and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
Theodore Buttenbaum, whose commission expired May 2, 1894. 

Albert H. Jones, to be postmaster at Granville, in the county 
of Licking and State of Ohio, in the place of John C. Malone, 
whose commission will expire June 14, 1894. 

W.M. Dunklee, to be postmaster at Christiansburg, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Virginia, in the place of 
George W. Wilson, whose commission will expire June is, 1894, 


ASSISTANT SURGEON IN NAVY. 


_Ammen Farenholt, a resident of Massachusetts, to be an as- 
sistant surgeon in the Navy, from the 29th of May, 1894, to filla 
vacancy in that grade. 


PROMOTIONS IN ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 


First Lieut. William P. Evans, Nineteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, June 7, 1894, vice Taylor, Nineteenth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

First Lieut. Robert J. C. Irvine, Eleventh Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, June 8, 1894, vice Hoffman, Eleventh Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

Second Lieut. Thomas G. Hanson, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, June 7, 1894, vice Evans, Nineteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Herman Hall, Fourth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, June 8, 1894, vice Irvine, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 


WITHDRAWAL. 


The nomination of John J. McDonald, to be postmaster at 
Kingston, Luzerne County, Pa., which was sent to the Senate 
April 3, 1894, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed vy the Senate June 9, 1894. 
MARSHAL. 
Emery S. Harris, of Vermont, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Vermont. 
POSTMASTER. 


stmaster at Wytheville, in the county 


ler G. Kent, to be 
of W . irginia. 


ythe and State of 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.. 
SATURDAY, June 9, 1894, 


The House mot at 12o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
A. J. DRUMWRIGHT. i 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a copy of the finding 
of the Court of Claims in the case of A. J. Drumwright us. The 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. ALDERSON, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite 
leave.of absence on.accountof sickness. 


HOLMES & LEATHERS. 


Mr. DAVEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous.consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 6698) for the relief of 
Holmes & Leathers, 
The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana for the present consideration of this bill? 
Mr. COOMBS. I think I shall have to object to it at this 
time, Mr. Speaker. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, MINNESOTA. 


Mr.POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 7293) to amend chapter 

Bs the acts of the Fifty-first Congress, approved July 26, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


such offenses were committed. 
Seo, 2. That this act shall take.effect upon its passage. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 8 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker; rese ‘the right to object, I 
should like to hear an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. POWERS. At the second session of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress an act was passed dividing the district of Minnesota into 
six divisions and providing for the holding of courts in those 
several divisions,andregulating the sametan sit in civil causes. 
The act did not apply to criminal causes.. In all the other dis- 
tricts in the country, so far as I am advised, criminal causes also 
are tried in the subdivisions of the district, as this bill proposes 
in this case. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is the bill reported favorably by the commit- 


e? 

Mr. POWERS. Itis. 

The SPEAKER. Is there:objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont-for the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. REED. What is the request? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iwill state to the gentlemanfrom Maine 
that this bill was reported fromthe Committee on the Judiciary 
by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS], and that there 
is absolutely no objection to it. 

Mr. REED. That is all right. I thought it was another biil. 

An amendment recommended by the committee, striking out 
in line 6, the words one or more of the defendants resided at 
the time,” was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and Horg engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. POWERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read, A bill regu- 
lating the procedure in criminal causes in the district of Min- 
nesota. 

HYPOLITE FILHIOL AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a resolution reported in connection 
with the bill (H. R. 2380) for the relief of Hypolite Filhiol and 


others. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and uired to pay, out of any money inthe ry not T= 
wise appropriated, the sum of $4,825, one-third thereof to Hypolite Filhiol, of 
Ou ta, Paris ouisiana, and the other two-thirds to the legal representa- 
tives of Edwin L. and Charles D. Betin, late of to be received 
and recet for by them in full payment for m them in 
said parish by and for the use of the Federal Army during war. 
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Mr. BOATNER. Lask that the reportaccompanying the bill 
be read—the resolution, 

Mr. COOMBS. Ishall have to object to this bill, Mr. Speaker 
I did not understand that it proposed an appropriation, 

Mr. BOATNER. I hope the gentleman will withhold his ob- 
jection for a moment. 

Mr. COOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. This is merely a proposi 
claim to the Court of Claims, not to pay it. 
lution be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill. (H. R. 2380) entitled ‘A bill for the relief.of Hypolite 
Filhiol and others.“ now pending in the House of Representatives, together 
with all the accompanying papers be, and the same is hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act of March 3, 
1883, and an act entitled “An act to Provide tor the bringing of suits against 
the United States, approved March 3, 1887, to find and report to the House 
of Representatives the facts bearing upon the merits of the claim, inclu 


the loyalty of the claimant, and all other facts contemplated by the provi- 
sions of said act. 


Mr. COOMBS. Reserving the right to object, Ishall be glad 
to hear the gentleman:ex 8 

Mr. BOATNER. A bill of this character in favor of Hypol- 
ite Filhiol was introduced a number of years ago, and passed by 
Congress, referring the case to the Courtof Claims. When it 
reached the court it was found that an interest in the claim was 
held by the heirs of Betin, who were, at the time the property 
was taken, minor children. The court, therefore, can notcon- 
sider the matter under the resolution heretofore adopted, be- 
cause an interest is held by parties over whom the court has not 
beeninvested with jurisdiction. This is merely to authorize the 
Court of Claims to ascertain and report to the House whether 
there is a debt, whether the parties were loyal, and the amount 
of the debt, if any exists, in order that Congress may deal with 
itaccordingly. I think there can be no possible objection. 

Mr. COGSWELL. There can not be any objection to that. 

Mr. BURROWS. I shall have to object, Mr. Speaker. 


FISH HATCHERY, PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the United States Fish Commissioner be, and is hereby, 
directed to report to the House of nih iphone eee the desirability of the 
Government’s establis: a flsh hatchery in the grounds of the Zodélogical 
Society, Philadelphia, on the Schuykill River, in the city of Philadelphia, 
State of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. BINGHAM. This carries no money, no appropriation, 
no expenditure whatever. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS, 


Mr. TURNERof Georgia, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
desk. 

` The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That theseventh sectionof the act entitled An act to es- 
tablish circuit.courts of. appeals, and to define and regulate in certain cases 
the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 3, 1891, be amended so as to read as follows: 

“SRO: 7. That where, upon a hearing in equity ina district court orin an 
existing circuit court, au injunction shall be granted or continued ora re- 
ceiver 2 by an interlocutory order or decree, Ina cause in which 
an appeal from a final decree may be taken under the provisions of this act 
to the circuit court of appeals, an appeal may be taken from such interlocu- 
tory order or decree granting or continuing such injunction.or appoint 
such receiver to the circuitcourt of appeals: Provided, That the appeal mus 
be taken within thirty days from the entry of such order or decree, and it 
shall take precedence in the a late court; and the proceedings in other 
respects in the court below shall not be stayed, unléss otherwise ordered by 
that court, during the pendency of such appeal.“ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman please explain what 
changes are proposed to be made by this bill? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The act of March 3, 1890, creating 
the circuit courts of appeals, provided that appeals might be 
had from interlocutory orders granting or continuing injunc- 
tions, but it did not provide for an appeal from orders appo 
ing receivers without.injunetions. This bill is intended to in- 
clude such orders. 

Mr. CULBERSON. This is the unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. s 

Mr. LACEY. [I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee whether the bill provides also for appeals in cases of dis- 
solution of injunctions. 

Mr. CULBERSON. All interlocutory orders. 

Mr. — I should like to understand something more 
about é ; 


tion to refer the 
Lask that the reso- 


Mr, TURNER of On what point would the gentle- 
man from Maine like to have an explanation? 


Mr. CULBERSON rose. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I yield to the chairman of the 
committee that he may make an explanation. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will state 7 

Mr. REED. I think we had better have this matter come up 
in regular order, ? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I hope the gentleman from Maine 


will not factiously interpose. I know he would not if he under- 
stood this matter. The present law allows.appeals on interlocu- 


tory orders granting, modifying, or continuing injunctions, but | 


orders merely ap- 


it does not allow appeals from interlocu 
to place that class 


pointing receivers. The object.of this bill 
of cases under the same rules as injunctions. 

Mr. REED. Certainly upon the gentleman's statement that 
seems to be desirable; but we would like to know what. effect 
this may have as a cal matter of business? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I will explain. It seems that un- 
der a practice which has grown up, these courts have been grant- 
ing orders appointing receivers and omitting to issue any in- 
junction, so that there should be no appeal allewed. But the 
gentleman from Maine ean see that the appointment of are- 
ceiver by whom à whole estate can be administered may be as 
important a subject of review as the granting of an injunction. 

This is a mere omission, I assure the gentleman, in the origi- 
nal act; and] am sure that he as a lawyer will see that the pro- 
priety of allowing an appeal in this class of cases is greater than 
in the other. 

Mx. REED. Were such matters thesubject of an appeal before 
this court.was created? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia, This matter grows out of the 
special jurisdiction conferred upon the court by the act of March 
3, 1890. I think that writs of error or appeals are allowed in all 
the courts in all the States on interlocutory ordersof the kind I 
describe. 

Mr. REED. Prior to the creation of this court did this right 
of appeal exist in similar cases? The lower court, whatever it 
may have been, had, as I understand, the power of appointing 
receivers the same as now: was there in such cases a right of 
ap to the higher court? 

r. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman knows that the 
spies, of taking appeals and writs of error in cases pending 

the United States courts was, before the act of March 3, 1890, 
quite restricted. In the act to which I refer this privilege was 
granted as to injunctions because the granting of an injunction 
was regarded as a matter in which there ought to be the right 
of review for the guidance of the court below in the final de- 
termination of the cause. The gentleman can readily see that 
this privilege of appeal which this amendatory bill proposes to 

allow with respect to orders appointing receivers is just as im- 
portant, in fact more so, than the privilege of appeal in the 
other cases which I have mentioned. 

Mr. REED. Will this contemplated proceeding stay the ap- 
pointment of a receiver? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will it act as a supersedeas? 

Mr. REED. Will it act as asupersedeas and stay the appoint- 
ment of the receiver? 

Mr. TURNERof Georgia. Itwill not operate as asupersedeas 
with respect to the matter pending for final decree in the court 
below; but pending the appeal with reference to the appoint- 
ment of a receiver, the case in that respect will be of course sus- 
pended pending the appeal. 

Mr. REED. I suggest to the gentleman from Georgia that he 
allow this matter to rest so that we may have opportunity to 
examine it. It seems that there may be some elements of dan- 
ger about it. I donot desire to make any opposition, if further 
examination shallshow the measure to be proper. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. If the gentleman takes that posi- 
tion, of course I can not resist him. 

Mr. REED, I prefer that the matter be allowed to go over 
so that we may know more about it. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Perhaps the gentleman will be 
willing to hear a statement of the c of the Committee 
on the J [Mr. CULBERSON]. 

Mr. REED. It is rather difficult to dispose of a question like 
this upon this sort of interlocutory discussion. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
ee Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] will be allowed to 
ment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I understand that every 
member of the Judiciary Committee, including both Democrats 
and Republicans, who has examined this matter has consented 
to a favorable ie er of this bill. Itwill be remembered that by 
theactof March 3, 1890, an appeal was for the first time given from 


entleman 
e a ŝtate- 
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an order of the circuit court, or the district judge 3 in the 
circuit court, granting an injunction in these receivership cases. 

Now, in order toavoid an appeal, the judges grant the order 
for the aj tment of a ver without making an order for 
an injunction, the result being that the receiver may adminis- 
ter the whole estate, and no appeal or review can lie until the 
case is finally settled in the court below. Unless that court sees 
proper to issue an order for an injunction, no appeal lies; there 
is no opportunity for revision; and the receiver may go on and 
administer the estate. Those who might desire to complain 
must wait the final settlementof the estate in order to have the 
case reviewed. > 

Now, if the appeal is allowed on an injunction in one of these 
cases, [do not see why it should not be allowed in the case of 
the appointment of the receiver who takes charge of the entire 
estate and have the matter settled. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the geutloman from Texas yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr.POWERS. If I understand thep of this bill, which 
the gentleman from Georgia, I believe, introduced, it simply 
proposes to extend the ordinary rules of chancery proceedings, 
which prevents an appeal from any order except the final order 
to certain interlocutory mbdtions or orders. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is the purpose exactly. 

Mr. POWERS. The sent law allows an a in cases 
where:an injunetion is asked. I recollect in connection with this 
case it was thought more important in many instances to grant 
an appeal in cases of the ieee of a receiver who has to 
take charge of the entire ibution of the property than to 
admit appeals in cases of injunction which are only temporary 
in their character; and the purpose of this bill was to allow ap- 
peals in such cases. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is the whole bill. 

Mr. POWERS.. New, the question has been asked as to what 
would become of the property pending such an appeal. It is u 
well-known principle in equity jurisprudence that the court of 
equity always has power in all cases to preserve the subject- 
matter of litigation, so that there would be no difficulty in this 
case if this jurisdiction is extended to hear 3 in the cases 
proposed here. It simply enables the parties in interest to pro- 
tect the property against an improper administration through 
a receiver by the interlocutory orders of a lower court. It can 
only be done by appropriate le tion of this character, and I 
believe this was recommended by the entire committee. 

Mr. REED. I would like to askif there is any pressing haste 


about this matter? 
Mr.CULBERSON. Well, a practice has grown up in this 
country in order to avoid appeals, to refuse the granting of an 


* because no appeal could be tak 
Mr. 


en. 
McCALL. Let me ask the gentleman whether the ap- 

peal would affect the order for the appointment of the receiver? 

Mr. CULBERSON, Oh, no. 

Mr. MCCALL. The receivership would still continue? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes. 

Mr. McCALL. And it would not affect the order of the court? 

Mr. CULBERSON.. Everything stands exactly in statu quo 
until the decision of the higher court ismade known. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. REED. I shall have to ask that this matter go over. I 
want to look into it a little further. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. COOMBS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

The committees were called. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and Fore 
Commerce, reported back the bill (H. R. 6577) to authorize the 
construction of a wagon and foot bridge across the Chattahoo- 
chee River at or near the town of Columbia, Ala.; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

ADMISSION TO AMERICAN REGISTRY OF FOREIGN SHIPS. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, presented the views of the minority of the committee, 
under leave heretofore granted, to accompany the bill (H. R. 
2655) 8 for free ion to American registry of ships 
built 5 0 E countries. 

The SP. The views of the minority will be printed 
to accompany the report of the committee heretofore made. 
SHIP CANAL LAKE ERIE—OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, pre- 
sented, in lieu of several House bills, a bill (H. R. 7402) provid- 


ing for preliminary surveys of a route for a ship canal from Lake 
Erie to the Ohio River; which was read afirst and second time 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
00 Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
rinted. 
“i The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bills orig- 
inally referred to the committee on the same subject will lie 
on the table. 
There being no objection, the bills (H. R. 1922, 6768, 7068, and 
7170) were ordered to lie on the table. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
S. 1950) to authorize the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad 
Companies or either of them to construct and main abridge 
over the Delaware River between the States of New Jersey and 
Pennsylvania; when the Speaker signed the same. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of general appropriation 
bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 7 

The House plain resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the further consideration of the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, and theClerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yesterday afternoon, just 
before the committee rose, we had proceeded, as I understand 
it, to the consideration of this bill by paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN.’ That is correct. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I am informed that it was the 
purpose of some gentlemen, who were on the Chairman’s list, 
to make certain observations or remarks upon the bill; and they 
believed that they had been promised, or at least it was tacitly 
understood, that they were to have the floor for the purpose of 
addressing the committee before the general debate was closed. 
And I believe it is not the wish of the committee—speaking 
especially for myself—to deprive these gentlemen of that pleas- 
ure, and $ they will indicate the time they desire — 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that the only name on the list is that of a gentleman who does 
not appear to be present. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I see the gentleman is not at 
this moment present, and I will not make any further request at 
this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask the Clerk to proceed with the reading 
of the bill. ; 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

At the Cheyenne River Agency, South Dakota, $1,700, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. HOLMAN] to 
the fact that the name of the agency which has just been read ap 

ars in the estimate as the Forest 70 Agency. In the bill it 
fe calted the Cheyenne River Agency, ut in the estimates it is 
stated that it is now called the Forest City Agency. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Indian Bureau desire that it be changed 
back to the old name, which 2 in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk, continuing the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

At the Yankton Agency, South Dakota, #1,600. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I offer the amendment which 
Isend to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1 n t f 

OP eed Thatho tadlas agent or other employe shail de appointed to 
any Indian agency from any State or Territory other than the State or Ter- 
ritory in which said agency is located.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on that. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
order on that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the point of order is reserved, 
inasmuch as we can probably discuss this amendment in twenty 
or thirty minutes, I wish to ask unanimous consent that thirty 
minutes be allowed for the discussion. According to the under- 
standing made during the general debate, we were to be allowed 
opportunity for discussing various items as they were reached 
and I ask that thirty minutes be allowed for the discussion of 


I desire to reserve a point of 


this amendment, one-half to be controlled by the chairman of the 
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Committee on Indian Affairs and one-half by some gentleman to 
be des: ted by the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that thirty minutes be allowed for the discussion of this amend- 
ment, one-half to be controlled by the chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. HOLMAN], and the other half to be controlled by the 
gentlemanfrom Washington [Mr. WILSON]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend wishes to be heard, I will re- 
serve the point of order until he has completed his remarks. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I have offered 
this amendment, not for any reason personal to myself, but in 
behalf of the Democratic party in my State and in other West- 
ern States and Territories of this country. It is a well-known 
fact that the Democratic party in their national convention at 
Chicago declared, in one of the paragraphs of their platform, 
for home rule, as follows: 

We hold that the oficials appointed to administer the government of any 

erritory, ether with the District of Columbia and Alaska, should be 
bona fide residents of the Territory or district in which their duties are to 


be performed. The Democratic party believes in home rule and the control 
of their own affairs by the people of the vicinage. 


Itisanotorious fact that upon every occasion afforded them the 
Democratic 8 have violated that plank of their platform. 
In my own State a few days ago—and Iam not criticising the 

entleman who was appointed—they sent a distinguished gen- 

eman from the State of Arkansas to be the agent at the Puyal- 
top naian Agency. 

hey sent another gentleman from the State of Georgia, who 

had come into our State Seay: to be Indian agent at the 
Yakima Indian ency. @ came across the continent, and 
went clear back to rgiainorder toobtainabond. They have 
appointed a United States attorney in my State who has not been 
a resident long enough to vote. They appointed a United States 
marshal who had been a resident only a short time, and no man 
in my locality who belongs to the Democratic party knew who 
he was. They have appo nted farmers from the State of Wis- 
consin to the State of Washington. Two of the three Indian 
agents appointed for the State of Idaho are residents of States 
east of the Missouri River. 

And so it has been all over the Western country, violated step 
by step, in order to satisfy the Southern contingent with pat- 
ronage and send them out to our country in violation of your 
own declaration in your own platform. Ah, Mr. Speaker, they 
have gone further than that. They have come to the city of 
Washington, and this morning I find in that great Democratic 
paper, the New York Sun, the following: 


ANGERED BY Mr. CLEVELAND—A VIOLATION OF THE HOME-RULE PRINCIPLE 
STIRS WASHINGTON—HE PROCURES THE APPOINTMENT£OF A BRITISH SUB- 
JECT AS SUPERINTENDENT OF THE GIRLS’ REFORM SCHOOL AGAINST THE 
PROTESTS OF THE WOMEN MEMBERS OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES AND 
THE DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS—MR. THURBER TELLS THE COMMISSIONERS 
THE APPOINTMENT MUST BE MADE AT ONCE—FOUR TRUSTEES OF THE 
SCHOOL RESIGN. 

WASHINGTON, June &, 

The citizens of Washington have hardly had time to recover from their 
surprise and disappointment caused b; esident Cleveland’s violation of 
the home-rule plank of the Democratic platform in the appointment of 
Charles H. J. Taylor, the colored man from Kansas, to be recorder of deeds 
for the District of Columbia, when they are brought face to face with another 
similar act, the a; intment of a British subject to the must lucrative and 
responsible office held by a woman in the District. The in t citizens, 
without regard to party, have begun to make protest, and last night the fol- 
lowing preamble and resolutions were adopted by a largely attended meet- 
ing of the Twentieth Century Club, an organization which is to Washington 
about what the Sorosis Club is to New York: 

“Whereas it has come to our knowledge that the recently elected super- 
intendent of the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia is a sub- 
ject of foreign country, and that five years must elapse before she can be- 
come an American citizen: and 

“Whereas said position is the most lucrative one within the gift of the 
Government in the District of Columbia, to which women are eligible; and 

“Whereas there were a number of a plicants for this position équally as 
competent in ey way, of American birth and in fullsympathy with Amer- 
ican instutions; Therefore, 

“Resolved, That we hereby express our hearty disapproval of said appoint- 
ment, and call upon all loyal American women to urge upon their Repre- 
ore in Congress a thorough investigation of this ‘foreign labor ques- 

on. 

These resolutions were adopted after it had been made known that the fol- 

owing communication had been sent to Mr. Cleveland: 


To the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


“Mr. PRESIDENT: The undersigned members of the board of trustees of 
the Girls’ Reform School desire respectfully to tender their resignations, 
being convinced that their usefulness is at anend. The recent appoint- 
ment, in defiance of the protests of the minority—which includes ever 
woman on the board—ofa superintendent whois a foreigner, without knowl- 
edge of our customs and people, without experience in reformato 
and without the special and most necessary qualifications for su 
seems to make the step imperative. - 

“Very respectfully, 


work, 
work, 


“LAURA COMSTOCK BATES. 
“LOUISE REED STOWELL. 
“MARY HOWELL N. 
“THOMAS P. MORGAN.” 
The story of the appointment of the Canadian woman is interesting 
one, and serves to show the persistence with SAIN farinta Of the White 
House, Officials of the Administration, and those close to them, devote them- 
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selves to the cause of American citizenship and civil-service reform. Sev- 
eral weeks ago a vacancy occurred in the office of Superintendent of the Re- 
form School for Girls by the removal of the incumbent as the result of a 
scandal. There were several candidates for the place, and the 8 of 
the board of trustees, Mr. W.C. Endicott, jr., pardon clerk of the Department 
of Justice, and at the time of eee to the board private secretary 
to the Attorney-General, warmly indorsed the application of Mrs. Aldrich. 
She had come to Washington with the family of Postmaster-General Bissell, 
who, when they were no longer in need of her services, secured a place for 
her as teacher in the institution. Four other members of the board also 
recommended Mrs. Aldrich's appointment, but a minority, consisting of 
three women and ex-Commissioner of the District Morgan, een it on 
the ground that Mrs. Aldrich was a subject of Great Britain, whose husband 
and six children reside in Canada, and because, moreover, they believed her 
to be totally disqualified to act as guardian and friend of young g-rls. 

Mrs. Aldrich was selected by the rule of the majority, however, and the 
Commissioners of the District were called upon, as provided by law, to ap- 
prove the selection. This for a longtime they ref todo, contending that 
they could not consent to the appointment of a citizen of a foreign country 
to such an important place. Tnereupon — 5 were told that White House 
influence would be brought to bear which they would be unable to resist. 
This statement was made , for shortly afterwards Private Secretary 
Thurber ap; before the District Commissioners with the information 
that Mrs. Aldrich’s appointment was desired by thosein authority, and must 
be made atonce. The Commissioners are creatures of the President, and 
= took the hint, not without a show of protest, however. 

. Thurber had declared the point about Mrs. Aldrich not being an Amer- 
ican citizen to be all nonsense, and said this could be avoided by having her 
make out an application for naturalization papers at once. Whentoldthat 
it would uire five years to make her eligible for a certificate, Mr. Thur- 
ber, it is understood, replied: “Oh, pshaw! in my State it takes only two 
years.” But without any naturalization papers at all, Mrs. Aldrich wasap- 

inted at Mr. Thurber’s dictation, and the resolutions of the Twentiet 
Bent Club and the resignation of four members of the board of trustees 
im tely followed. r r 

Co will now be asked to investigate the matter, and it may be ven- 
tila when the bill thatisnow pending. appropriating 930,009 for a new 
building for the school, is taken up for consideration. 


This is the only appointment in the city of Washington to 
which ladies are eligible, and the President of the United States 
has gone forward and secured a citizen of Canada, a citizen of 
the British Government, to come here and be put in charge of 
the Reform School in the city of Washington. 

Ah, they go further than that. In the State of Washington, 
at the Yakima Reservation, there was an old soldier working as 
blacksmith at $840 a year. They turned him oui, and in his 
place they appointed a soldier of the Confederacy; and when it 
was brought to the attention of the Indian Commissioner, he was 
frank enough and honest enough to rescind the order for the re- 
moval of the appointment of the Indian agent. But the Indian 
agent teloe rabiei to the Secretary of the Interior, and he re- 
vokedtheorder. He revoked the order and placed this man in as 
blacksmith at the Indian agency, alleging in this case that he 
left the agency. I have here the reason why he was removed: 


NORTH YAKIMA, WASH., March 8, 1594. 


Mr. W. H. EMBREE, Fort Simcoe, Wast: 

As we are arranging to send a representative Democrat to Washington to 
attend to some urgent legislation — 

Urgent legislation! I do not know what it was. Perhaps it 
was the Wilson tariff bill that he was coming down here to urge, 
or some other measure; but he was going to sendhim here for 
urgent legislation— 


We are compelled to ask the people in office to help us in this matter. I 
am calling on all the employés at the fort to help us. Now, of course you 


are a Republican, but nevertheless I will call upon you to help us in the- 


matter just the same as Democrats, for if you were not there, there would 
be a Democrat in that place that would help us. As the judge (agent) sees 
fitto keep you there, we expect you to help us in this matter. Your por- 
tion— 


Your portion! 


will be about #25 or $30. Please send me 880, if possible, and let me hear 
from yos by return mail. 
am, very truly, 
THOMAS F. MAHER, 
Secretary Yakima County Democratic Committee. 


— 


NORTH YAKIMA, WASH., March 23, 1594. 
Mr. WILLIAM H. EMBREE, Fort Simcoe, Wash.: 


Ireceived your letter of March 20, and in reply would say that I hardly 
agree with you that you have no kick coming, as you have m left there 
going on two years after the change of Administration. Of course it is only 
right and just that to the victor belongs the spoils, and as far as I am con- 
cerned I never said one word against you personally, but, on the contrary, 
I have said several in your behalf. Our county co ttee made a demand 
on Mr. Erwin to remove all Republicans, and as I am the secretary of the 
committee, I had to doit. There was not any pubup ioe on you or anyone 
else; and as for some people there not paying anything to the Democratic 
fund, allow me to say to you that everyone there will pay some or our com- 
mittee will know the reason why. 

With kindest regards, Iam truly yours, 
T. F. MAHER, 
Secretary Democratic County Committee. 


UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, 
Watlawalla, Wash., May 14, 1894. 


My DEARSIR: Your favor of April 2i has just reached me; and I will say 
that I sincerely thank you for the interest you have taken in regard to my 
removal from the Indian service. I have been informed by authority 
that the sgons (Mr. Erwin) at Fort Simcoe, when notified to reinstate me, 
instead of so doing, telegraphed to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 

against me which are absolutely untrue whatever they may be. I 
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have served the Department honorably and faithfully, and do not wish to be 
dishonorably removed. 
Mr. Erwin, when no 

find with me, and that I been very kind to him, and had done my duty. 
He also made the same remark to other employés in — gi to myself. I 
wrote to the De ent denying any charges that might Do prosenten; and 
asked an investigation in such case. I will send you cor 

ters in my possession, which will give you a correct idea of why I have been 
removed,nodoubt. I realize that your time is limited, and I do not wish to 
take up more than is possible, but I would like to see justice done in all 


things. 
Thanking you again for your kindness in this matter, and hoping I may 
be able to render you service in the future, I am, 


Very truly, yours. 
Se ee ee WM. H. EMBREE, 
Wallawatla, Wash. 
Hon. J. L. WILSON, Washington, D. C. z 


HEADQUARTERS A. LINCOLN POST, No. 4, 
GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
2 Wallawatla, Wash., April 3, 1894. 
DEAR SIR: I inclose some papers just received from W. H. Embree, to 
which I desire to call your attention. Mr. Embree was agency blacksmith 
at the Yakima Agency, and, from his letter, has been ousted to give place to 
an ex-Confederate soldier. : 
Mr. Embree is a member in good standing of this G. A. R. Post, is a good 
Republican, a worthy man, and has a large family to support. An 
you may be able to do for him in this matter will be appreciated by him 
and also by the comrades of this post. - 
Yours, very truly, 
E. W. ELIOT, Post Commander. 


Hon. J. L. WILSON, M. C., Washington, D. C. 


FORT SIMCOE, WASH., Maroh 27, 1894. 

DEAR SIR AND COMRADE: I have been notified by the agent at this place 
that my place here is to be filled by a man from North Yakima. I think he 
is an old Confederate. It has come about by and through the influence of 
some of the Democrats there, and I want to beat them if I can. There is no 
cause for my removal, only that I am a Republican. Now, comrade, I want 
to ask you, in behalf of the post and Gran 3 ot the Republic, to assist 
me, and see it they will remove an old Unſon soldier without cause and give 
his place to one undeserving. 


I want to ask you to telegraph to Representative WILSON in behalf ot the 


Grand Army of the Republic to see the Commissioner of Indian Affairs im- 
mediately, and ask him if it is the policy of their party to do so, especiall 
a Union soldier, who is a poor man. who has a large family to support, an 
a man that is fully competent to fill his position. I will telegraph to the 
Commissioner also. There is 7 a living in this position for one, and that 
is a great deal to me these hard times. Again, these 2 e here are a lot ot 
Southerners and do not like the old soldier. What one Will have to be 
done with as little delay as possible. I will pay all expenses. 
Yours, in F., C., and L., 
WM. H. EMBRE 


E, 
Fort Simcoe, Wash, 
S. M. WHITE, M. D. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, April 16, 1894, 
Sin: 1 have to inform you that formal notice of the discharge of William 
H. Embree, carpenter and wagon- er, at Yakima Agency, Washington, 


and the appointment of R. I. Watson in his stead, has been received, and 
Agent L. F. Erwin has this day been advised both by telegram and letter 
that the said change is disapproved. 
Respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 
Hon. JOHN L. WILSON, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., May 3, 1894, 


Sm: I am in receipt of your letter of 23d and telegram of 24th ultimo, and 
also a telegram signed by Henry J. Snively and others, in regard to the re- 
moval of William H. Embree from the position of nter and wagon- 
maker, and appointment of R. I. Watson in his stead, and urging that the 
change be approved. 

In view of the additional information contained in your letter, to theeffect 
that Mr. Embree was not removed for political reasons only, but that he has 
been negligent of late in the performance of his duties and has failed to 
carry out yourinstructions; that Mr. Watson is not, as was su d. a NON- 
resident, but has lived in Washington for the last five years; that Mr. Em- 
bree has left thereservation and gone to Wallawalla, and Mr. Watson has 
moved his family out to the Fort at great expense, etc.,I am directed by 
the honorable Secretary of the Interior to approve the change permanently. 


Respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING. Commissioner. 
L. T. ERWIN, 
United States Indian Agent, Yakima Agency, Wash. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, May 8, 1894. 
SIR: Lhave to inform you that additional information having been fur- 
nished this office in the matter of the removal of William H. Embree from 
the position of carpenter and wagonmaker at Yakama Agency, Washington, 
and the appointment of R. I. Watson in his stead, which shows that Mr. 
Embree was not removed for political reasons only and that Mr. Watson 
has been a resident of Washington for five years, I have been directed by the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior to approve the change. 
I inclose herewith, for your information, a copy of my letter to Agent Er- 
win on this subject. ` 
y: * 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 
Hon. JOHN L. WILSON, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


. .... 
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WALLA WALLA, WASH., Alay 5, 1894, 


Dran Sm: Your favor of April 22 regarding the reinstatement of Mr. Em- 
bree, at Yakima Indian Reservation, was received yesterday. The tat 
Yakama has not complied with the orders of the Commissioner of Af- 
fairs as yet, but as I learn from a reliable source, has sent to Washington 
eharges against Mr. Embree, such as disobedience of orders and other 
charges, which Mr. Embree is prepared to prove are unfounded and not in 
accordance with facts. 3 
Mr. Embree is a fine millwright and blacksmith, and was retained the 
t until he had completed work upon a mill, which the man who took his 
could not do, then he kicked him out to make a place for an incapable 
ex-Confederate soldier. 

Mr. Embree’s home is here; he is a member in good standing of this post 
and is in every respect a good and worthy citizen, against whom that carpet- 
bag, ex-Confederate agent has trumped up.faise charges, and which if pram 
erly looked into, can but bring shame and dishonor upon their author. . 
Embree informs me that he has written to the Co! joner concerning 


them. x 
We know that your time is fully occupied, still if you can give this matter 
a little more attention you will not only confer a favor upon a worthy 
soldier, but will also receive the thanks of comrades of this post, and the 
Grand ArT O the Republic at large. I thank you for favors already re- 
ceived, and beg to assure you of our highest consideration. 
Very truly yours, 


Hon. J. L. WILSON, M. C., 
Washington. D. C. 


E. W. ELIOT, Post Commander. 


SIMCOE, WASH., March 26, 1594. 
Mr. H. A. GRIFFIN, North Yakima: 

Will you please do me a favor to find out about this man, Mr. Watson, of 
Yakima, whom they have appointed in my place; whether he is from the 
South, also whether he is a Confederate soldier or not. Please find out 
what you can and let me know by mail or stage Wednesday. By so doing 
you confer a great favor on me. 

Yours truly, 


WM. H. EMBREE. |. 


NORTH YAKIMA, March 27, 1594. 
Mr. W. H. EMBREE: 
Mr. Watson was a Confederate soldier, and is from the South, same State 
as sage Erwin, so I am Tfeliably informed. 
ery truly, 
H. A. GRIFFIN. 


Mr. Chairman, I have introduced all the correspondence in 
this case that has come to my hand. It seems to me a great in- 
ustice has been done this old soldier, and especially is this true 
in the demand made on him for money 1 7 chairman of the 
Democratic county central committee of Yakima County. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, Alaric and his Goths would have blushed 
with shame at demanding money from any old man, a Union 
soldier, out ot his 8840 per annum. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

This is eivil-serviee reform with a vengeance. And this agent, 
sent to our country to preside over the Indians, permitting the 
Democratic county committee to assess an old Union soldier, 
and when he fails to pay that assessment, they turn him out of 
his office and put in a Confederate. These are the facts. Do 
you wonder that I insist upon this plank of the platform? 

Why, sir, prior to 1884 no national convention had adopted 
this plank. In 1884, when the Republican convention assembled 
at Chicago, by some good fortune the people of the 9 
of Washington did honor me with a seat in that body. I drafte 
and submitted to the committee on resolutions the first plank 
for home rule. It was adopted by the Republican party in con- 
vention assembled; and so far as my knowledge goes, in the 
West it has never been violated. It was adopted by the Demo- 
cratic convention that afterwards followed. It was adopted in 
1892 and it is now being violated in the West, and in the city 
of Washington, and every place where it is possible to do so. 

I think the amendment I have offered is in the interest of the 
service; I think it is in the interest of the Indians; I think it is 
in the interest of good government, and if we are not to have it 
adopted, why, let us send the last poor feeble plank of the Demo- 
cratic party out to sea with the others that have gone before. 
[Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. I havesome 
data covering this entire question, both from the Secretary’s 
Office and from the Indian Office, which I will print in the REC- 
ORD if I am permitted to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield the balance of my time to the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX]. 

Mr. MCRAE. r. Chairman, I understood the pointof order 
was made against this amendment. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I supposed that the gentleman 
was going fo anow me some time. 

Mr. W N of Washington. The point of order has been 
reserved, and we have thirty minutes, I will state to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
California Mr. BOWERS]. 

of California. Mr. Chairman, the object of this 
amendment has not been given to the House. It is this. It 
changes existing law, and uponits adoption there can be no more 
army officers appointed agents. That is the milk in the 


cocoanut. And I want to say to the committee that had the 
amendment remained as the House adopted it, before it was 
amended by the Senate, requiring that army officers should be 
detailed for Indian agents, the gentleman from Washington 
could have had no such complaint tohave laid before this House. 

That is the milk inthecocoanut. Thisamendmentifadopted 
is to prevent the 1 by the President of any more 
military officers as Indian agents. Had the amendment been 
worded so as to apply to the appointment of civilian agents as 
now allowed by law, I would make no objection to it whatever, 
but I desire in the short time that I have, to read a part of a pri- 
vate letter received from an allotting agent, a ‘gentleman whom 
I have known for twenty-five years and a good Democrat. He 
says: 

ye UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, 

Covelo, Round Valley Agency, April 29, 1994. 

We have here an illustration of the great good resulting from appointment 
of army officers as ts. Wecan easily see thas been, and what im- 
3 have been, and are being made by Lieut. Connelly. This valley 

winter is a bog, utterly impassable for wagons, but he has and is building 
good roads, so by fall that trouble will be ina great measure overcome. He 

ves his entire time to his work, trying to put the Indians in a self-sustain- 
fag position, and if allowed to remain here threa or four years longer, all 
will be in as good condition as possible. He has induced the Indians to put 
in good fences and build better houses; they seem to be impressed with his 
good precepts and example. 

It will take at least four years longer to get them fairly started, so that 
the whites will not be ableto undo all the good that has been done. When he 
came he found the cattle of the whites running all over the reservation, and 
finding that he could not prevent it, he induced the Indianstofence. This has 
in a great measure put a stop to that trouble, but the whites do not like it 
het § well, so that if he is removed before they zany. appreciate the benefits 
of the work they will easily be induced to stop work and lét the fences go. 
Strange tosay, most of the whites speak in the highest terms of him; only 
those whose interests have been interfered with are unfriendly. 

Mr. Chairman, there are now over 200 officers of the United 
States Army located at or contiguous to the Indian agencies 
scattered. throughout the United States. That is about the 
only business, in time of peace, that the Army has to attend to 
to look after the Indians. I do not care whether these officers 
desire to serve as agents or not. They are paid their salaries, 
and let them do the work. They are not hunting for the job, 
but they are supposed to obey orders. We have now 23 of these 
officers acting as Indian agents, saving to the Government over 
$45,000 in salaries and expenses, and we ought to have at every 
agencyanarmy officer. At some of the agencies there are fl ve or 
Six officers to take care of the Indians. 

ere the hammer fell. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield the remainder of the time to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX]. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, it is 
my colleague on the committee, Mr. WILSON of Washington, 
get upon the Democratic platform and insist that at least one 
plank of that platform shall be carried out; but it occurs to me, 
after the lectures which the Republican party, and especially 
the leader on that side, has seen fit to give this side of the 
House, that this reformation ought to have begun some time 
ago. As they claim to be Sopa in everything that tends to 
the prosperity and preservation of the Government, I think they 
ought to have begun this reformation themselves, but as a mat- 
ter of fact they did nosuch thing. ‘Take the State of Washing- 
ton; the record shows that there is one nonresident agent 
that State now, and there was one nonresident Indian agent 
there under the Harrison Administration. 

On yesterday this House was treated to a speech by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROSIUS], in advocacy of what 
is known as the Indian Board of Commissioners. He told us 
how much good they had done for the Indians and for the coun- 
try generally. Now, let ussee what they say on this subject, so 
that we may ascertain whether the gentleman from Washing- 
tonis on the right lines or not. Here is what the Indian Com- 
missioners say: 

Wehighly ayorore the announcement of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs that in selecting civil agents it is his policy "to recommend persons as 
arule who do not reside in the vicinity of the reservations n which their 
services are rendered.“ We haveseen, in many instances, the evils result- 

from the so-called home-rule“ policy, and as the mer says, 
“Experience proves what theory would indicate, that agents who come to 
Indian agencies from a distance are more ready than those living near by 
to give their best efforts to promote the welfare of those whom they are em- 
ployed to aid.” 

That is the view of this Board of Indian Commissioners on 
this subject of home rule in connection with Indian agencies. 
Now, if the amendment offered by the gentleman from Washing- 
ton should be adopted, it would prohibit the President from ap- 

inting army officers, and, from what I have learned since I 
ams been a member of the committee, some of those officers 
have proved to be very acceptable agents, and as a matter of 
fact have performed services for the Indians that could hardl 
have been accomplished by civilians. I have no personal knowl- 
edge of the matter. I know only what I have heard in the com- 


uite refreshing to see 


‘mittee. 


1894. ` CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


But, recurring to the question of the appointment of nonresi- 
dents, I have here a full and complete list of the Indian agents 
under the Harrison Administration, and also of those under the 

resent Administration, and, so far as the State of Washington 
concerned, the record shows exacily the same condition of af- 
fairs under each Administration, that is, one nonresident agent. 
It is true, as the gentleman from Washington says, that an In- 
dian agent has been appointed in his State from rgia. Ibe- 
lieve the gentleman charges him with having been there but six 
months before he was appointed, but in that I think he is mista- 
ken. That gentleman had been in Washington about eighteen 
-months whenhe wasappointed. He went there before the change 
of Administration, before the country went Democratic, propos- 
ing to become a citizen of the gentleman's State. He was after - 
wards appointed an Indian agent. The gentleman from Wash- 
ington seems to reflect upon him because he had to go back to 
Georgia to make a bond. Well, sir, I think that shows that he 
had a good standing at his former home, when he could go there 
and make a bond. I think that israther complimentary to him. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, no; I did not reflect on 
him on that account. 

Mr. MADDOX. I will ask the Clerk to read this list. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What is. the date? 

Mr. MADDOX. This is the list for 1893, with the changes 
that have been made. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That statement is a year old. 
You will find that an Indian agent at the Lemhi Agency in 

- Idaho has just been appointed from the South. 


Mr. COX. That is a great crime, that he should have come 


from the South. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, no; no crime at all. 

Mr. MADDOX. Task the Clerk to read this list. The names 
are in couples; the upper names are those of the men who served 
under the Harrison Administration, and the lower names are 
those of the agents appointed under the present Administration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


INDIAN AGENTS. 
[Nore.—Term of office expires four zonrn from date of present appoint 
ment.“ 


Date of Date of pres - Com- 


State or Territory, name, . aP- | original ap- ent appoint-| pensa- 


and agency. inted. pointment. ment. tion. 
ARIZONA, 
Colorado River. 
George A. Allen Arizona Feb. 4, 1890 Feb. 4, 1890| 81, 500 
Chas. E. Davis Illinois Nov. 9, 1893 June 16, 1894 
Pima. 
Cornelius W. Crouse Indiana Aug. 3, 1889 Jan. 20, 1890 1, 800 
FK on Kentucky June 19,1893 Sept. 29, 1803 
San Carlos. 
Caps e e EEE E O N cone 
. A., in charge. 
e A E wege ee N 2,000 
CALIFORNIA. 
Mission Tule River (con- 
solidated). 
Horatio N. Rust California June 17,1889 Jan. 22, 1800 1, 600 
ane... BO as Apr.17,1808 |. 6 
Round Valiey. 
Theodore F. Willsey Calitornla . Mar. 8, 1890 Mar. 8, 1890 1, 500 
eit Thos ene ꝗ pb E E pony 
Hoopa Valley. } 
Isaac A. Beers California Oct. 1, 1890 Oct. 1, 1800 1,200 
Capi W: E SIO oh ah ach ce ieee mane 
COLORADO. 
Southern Ute. 
Charles A. Bartholomew. Colorado July 1, 1889 Jan. 22, 1890 1. 400 
((( ( ( see Piece! ao Noy. 4, 1893 Nov. 4, 1893 
IDAHO. s 
Fort Hall. A 
Stanton G. Fisher_._._..| Idaho . . June 17, 1889 | Jan. 
Capt, J, T. Want Great jee Ae peer 2. 
„8. A. 4 
Nez Perces. 
Warren D. Robbins ann 1,1889 Fab, 4, 1890 1,600 


Sept. 11, 
Jos. Robinson Missouri June 19, 1898 Oct. 4, 1893 


INDIAN AGENTS—continued, 


ore ot Date of pres- 
ap-|entappoint- 
ea ap: ment. 


IDAHO—continued. 
Lemhi. 
George H. Monk. Idaho 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Quapaw. 


Feb. 11,1892 | Feb. 11,1892} 1,200 


Aug. 3, 1889 Jan. 20, 1890 400 
Jam 20,1894 | Jan. 20, 1894 EST 


Geo. S. Doane Bauer Co- 
Apr. 9, 1880 Jan. 22, 1880 1,500 
June 30, 1893 | Sept. 9, 1888 
IOWA. 
Sac and Fox. 
Wallace R. Lesser Towa ........ a 
KANSAS. 
Pottawatomie and Great 
Nemaha, 


May 16,1890 | May 16,1890| 1, 000 


Joseph A. Scott Kansas ........ July 1,1891 Jan. 18, 1892 1,200 
~~ MINNESOTA, 
White Earth. 


Charles A. Ruflee Minnesota Feb. 18, 1878 | Oct. 18, 1892 
Robert M. Allen Illinois ......-. Oct. 18, 1893 8. 


MONTANA. 
Blackfeet. 


Crow. 


Moses P. Wyman Montana Apr. 13, 1 Feb. 
Lieut. J. W. Watson, U. aise kenara ee 


A. 
Flathead. 
Peter Ronan Montana Apr. 12, 1877 May 5, 1890 


Fort Belknap. 
TAeut. W D; MeAnuùmey. 220s cee} sec ncn] een ee eee 
U. S. A., in charge. =o 
Maj. J. M. Kelley, U. S. A. 
Fort Peck. 


Charles R. A. Scobey.....| Montana . Apr. 1, 180 Apr. 1 
Capt. H. W. Sproll, U. S. A. : = SDE th eds 


Tongue River. 


John Tull Montana. . Aug. 13, 1890 Aug. 13, 1 
Capt, G. W. H. Stoueh, U. .... . 3 . 


" NEBRASKA, 
Omaha and Winnebago. 


Robert H. Ashley Nebraska Aug. 3,1 Jan. 1 
e WBC eee ee aant e 


Santee, 


Jambs E. Helms Nebraska May 18, 1890 | May 18, 1890 
Jos. Clements ID 555. one Jan. 29, 1894 | Jan. 29, 1894 


NEVADA. 
Nevada. 


Charles C. Warner Nevadvaa Oct. 14, 1890 Dec. 12, 1890 
L J. Wooten Delaware Nov. 9, 1893 Jan. 16, 1894 


William I. Plumb -...-..- Nexada . July 1, 1889 
W. L. Hargrove . Indiana . June 19, 1893 Oct. 11,1893 


NEW MEXICO. 
Pueblo an d Jicarilla. 


John H. Robertson New Mexico. June 30,1891 Jan. 18, 1892 1, 500 
rr se EEEN NA 


Mescalero. 


Richard Hudson New Mexico Jul, 1892 | J 1892 600 
Caps L. F. Burnett, U. S. 3 ee ee noe 
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INDIAN AGENTS—continued. 


Date of Date ofpres-| Com- 
State or Territory, name, Whence ap- ap- ent a t- 
and agency. pointed: pafnenenk. meee 08. 
NEW MEXICC—continued. 
Navajo, 
David L. Shipley ......-.-| Io Wa Oct. 4,1890| 92,000 
Lieut. E. H. Plummer, U. — k 2 —[—k—[ q. 
S. A. 
NEW YORK. 
New York. 
Augustine W. Ferrin.....} New Vork Mar. 3, 1891 1,000 
NORTH DAKOTA. 
Fort Berthold. 
John S. Murphy .....-..-- Jan. 22,1890 | 1, 500 
Capt. W. H. Clapp, U. S. ———U . .. ote 
Standing Rock. 
James MeLaughlin Apr. 20,1890} 1,800 
Devils Lake. 
hn H. Waugh. North Dakota.| May 24, 1890 | May 24, 1890 1,200 
8 8 Tune 19,1893 | Sept. 9, 18903 
OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 
Cheyenne and Arapaho. y 
Charles F. Ashley ........| New Vork... Apr. 1. 1889 Apr. 1, 1889 2,200 
Nov. 3, 1891 Jan. 18, 1892 2, 000 
Jan. 22, 18900 1,60 
June 17, 1889 Jan. 22, 1880 1,200 
Sept. 29, 1893 Sept. 29, ws beter 
July 18,1889 Feb. 4, 1800 1, 500 
22 ö Arkansas June 19, 1893 Nov. 4, 189893 
Edward F. Lamsoen Oregon Nov. 26, 1890 Dec. 12. 18980 1, 200 
J. F. F. B. Brentano 9 June 19, 1893 Sept. 12, 18 
‘Klamath, 
David W. Matthews Oregon Oct. 14, 1890 Dec. 12,1890; 1, 200 
Siletz. 
T. Joy Buford ..........-- Oregon July 18, 1899 Jan. 20,1890 | 1,200 
Beal Gaicher 4 do .........| Sept.15, 1893 Sept. 15, 189 
Umatilla, 
June 30, 1891 | Jan. 18, 1892 1,200 
| Noy. 9, 1893 Jan. 10, 1894 
Warm Springs. | 
James C. Lucke Oregon ........| May 20, 1889 Jan. 22, 1890 1,000 
Lieut. E. E. Benjamin, |.........-.2...... SRE REE Ra] Wi sts 
U. S. A. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Forest City (formerly 
Cheyenne River). 
Frank Lillibridge._.__... South Dakota.| Apr. 19, 1892 | Apr. 19. 1892 1, 500 
Peter Couchman...-.....}...... do .........| Sept.16, 1893 | Sept. 16,189 
Pine Ridge. 
ener EE E A 8 2,200 
Brown, U. S. A., in 
spt CG 
Ne e E Aa. My) BSS, | aa as Se | 
Rosebud. 
fy, George Wrignt South Dakota. July 6, 1882 Feb. 28,1890! 2, 200 


INDIAN AGENTS—continued. 


State or Territory, name, 
and agency. 
WASHINGTON—cont'd. 
Yankton. 


Sisseton. 


ospr Geo. W. H. Houch, 
.S. A., in charge. 
Meller 


Andrew P. Dixon Aug. 4, 1800 | Aug. 4,1890 1. 800 
r AT ERES PE YES June 19, 1893 i Sept.11,1893 |... 
UTAH. 
Uintah and Ouray (con- 
solidated),. 
Robert Waun. IW Apr. 2, 1880 Apr. 2, 1890 1, 800 
Maj. J. F. Randlett, U e ee Aa 
A. 
WASHINGTON. 
Colville. 
Hal J. Cole May 27, 1889 | Jan, 20, 1890 1,500 
Capt. J. W. Bubb, V. SX... d. see ccs Ee oo Darna 
Neah Bay. 
John P. McGiinn July 18, 1889 | Jan. 20,1890; 1,200 
W. L. Powell Washington . June 19,1893 Sept. 20, 1 
Puyallup (consotidated). £ 
Edwin Ells................ Washington...| April17,187! Dec. 19,1892| 1, 600 
Yakima. | 
Jay Lynch Washington. Mar. 6, 1891 | Mar. 6, 1891 1,800 
Ya Pi o ae cscs 133 0 semn June 19, 1803 Sept 6, 180 
Tulalip. } 
Chester C. Thornton Washington. Oct. 21, 1890! Dec. 12, 1890 1,200 
Ti Govan: 2 se Arkansas... . May 5, 1801 May 5, 189144 
WISCONSIN, 
Green Bay. i 
Charles S. Kelsey Wisconsin Apr. 15,1890 Apr. 15, 180 2, 000 
os. H. Savage oa do.. June 19,1893 Sept. 15, 1893 |... 
La Pointe. 
Lieut. Wm. A. Mercer, U, |.......... 7ST 2,000 
S. A., in charge. | 
WYOMING. 
Shoshone. > 
John Fosher Wyoming May 18, 1880 Feb. 4, 1890 1, 500 


Capt. P. H. Ray, U.S.A K 2222. eee eee 
— I 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
WILsoN] has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. HOLMAN] desires to make some observations, I will with- 
hold mine for the present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; go on. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr.Chairman, in reply to my 
friend from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX], and also in reply to a re- 
mark made, perhaps inadvertently, on the other side that there 
is no crime in appointing these gentlemen from other localities, 
I wish to say that I do not myself think it isa crime; but I do 
say it is a violation of every principle of the platform of the 
Democratic party adopted at Chicago. 3 

So far as concerns the report read at the desk in regard to the 
appointments of agents, [ have not taken the time to make ex- 
amination in regard toother 1 than those in my own 
locality. And, Mr. Chairman, [ am not criticising the gentle- 
men who have received these appointments. So far as I know 
or have any information, they are all perfect gentlemen; if not, 
they ought to be; and if I knew a thousand t derogatory 
to them, I would not mention them on an occasion of this char- 
acter. 8 

I am fighting for a principle for which you gentleman on the 
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other side have vociferated on this floor in season and out of sea- 
son—the principle of home rule,” Yet, here you are to-day en- 
deayoring to give us a differente lass of “home rule” from that 
which you desire for yourselves. 

Mr. MADDOX rose. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have only afew minutes, and 
I can not yield to the gentleman; I am trying to get in what I 
want to say. IfafterwardsI have any time, I will yield to the 
gentleman with great pleasure. 

Now let me refer to the appointments in my immediate local- 
ity under Mr. Harrison. The United States attorney was ap- 
pointed from my State, as were also the collector of the port 
and all his subordinates, the United States district judge, and 
United States marshal. The Indian agents at the Colville 
Agency, the Yakima Agency, the Puyallup Agency, the Tulalip 

ency were all appointed from the State of Washington. 
What do we find now? At the Puyallup Indian Agency Mr. 
Cleveland has appointed a gentleman from Arkansas; at the 
Lemhi Agency the appointment was made from Texas. 

As bas bean stated here, two farmers were sent to the Colville 
Indian Agency from Wisconsin. One applicant for that place 
was a friend of mine, a Democrat it is true, but nevertheless a 
friend of mine. He had been struggling for fifty years, and the 
tide had run hard against him. He was poor, and he wanted 
this little place. Yet the Democratic party sent a farmer from 
the State of Wisconsin to take that place, which this man might 
otherwise have had. 

Our people, whether Democrats, or Republicans, or Populists, 
need hens places.. They belong to the State. You might as 
well take your collectors of your ports, or your registers and 
receivers of land offices from remote localities as take Indian 
agents. This system of appointment has prevailed all through 
the Western ‘Territories. I rose here for the purpose of 
standing by this plank in the platformof the Democratic party. 
We have as 8 men there as you have in your States; there 
are as good Democrats in the State of Washington as elsewhere. 
They fought gon fight; they helped elect your President, and 
they are entitled to some consideration at the hands of the 
Democratic party. Are you going to continue this system? 

The gentleman says that these agents 9 77 not to be ap- 
pointed from the vicinity. Why, sir, in the Fifty-second Con- 

ress I got an amendment through this House appropriating 
$30,000 for the appointment of an Indian Commission at the Pu- 
yallup Indian Agency to take charge of that property and see 
whether something could not be done to dispose of it. I thought 
then that the honorable Secretary of the Interior might see 
proper to give to some citizen of my State one of those appoint- 
ments. If he did not want to make an appointment from the 
vicinity, he could have gone over to the neighborhood of the 
Idaho line, 500 miles away. Whatdidhedo? He appointed one 

entleman from Georgia, one from Illinois, and one from Ohio. 
hey have been there since; and it requires a guide to enable 
them to get to the Indian Reservation; and they know nothing 
about it when they get there. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
r. MADDOX. [ would like to ask the gentleman from 
Washington a question. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly; Iwill answer if I 
have the time. 

Mr. MADDOX. Does the gentleman really believe in the 
principle he is advocating here? 4 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly, I believe in it. The 
8 could not Nave heard my first remarks. I believed 

n this principle away back in 1884. 

Now, Iam going to state to the gentleman something which 
I have not already stated. I went into Washington Territory 
asa so-called ‘‘carpetbagger” myself. I ought to acknowledge 
that. I see what the gentleman has in his mind, and J antici- 

te his remark. I went there as a ‘‘carpetbagger;” and I say 

rankly that I never could have had money sufficient to get 
across the Rocky Mountains if I had not had in my carpet sack 
a commission of the Government. So much for that. 

Subsequently I came to the Republican national convention 
from that Territory. I trust I may be pardoned this personal 
reference to myself. I wrote the first resolution in favor of 
home rule for insertion in that platform, I introduced it in the 
convention and had it considered by the committee upon reso- 
lutions. It was engrafted in the platform. You Democrats fol- 
lowed in the same line. You reasserted your belief in that prin- 
ciple in your convention in 1892. But you have violatad it at 
every opportunity. That is the history of the matter. 

I repeat, I went to Washington Territory as a ‘“carpetbag- 

er,” because I never would have had money enough to get that 
ar West if I had not gone in that way. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, there is probably no section of 
the United States which illustrates better than the Territory I 


have the honor to represent here the effects of the repudiation 
of the home-rule plank in the Democratic platform under the 
prenont Administration. Fifty-seven appointments of nonresi- 


ents of my Territory have been made in defiance of that plank , 


and against the earnest protest of the honest Democrats of that 
Territory. 

But I have not risen specially to find fault with that now. I 
desire to address myself to another point. WhatI do contend 
for is this: that when a man is sent there—appointed by the 
Government to an official position in that Territory—from In- 
diana, West Virginia, Texas, Tennessee or any other State, the 
Blue Book, the official record of this Government, which we are 
presumed to be informed by as authentic, should specify that fact, 
and no effort be made to cover up, hide, or falsify the record so 
as to attempt toshow that such 1 were made of actual 
residents of the Territory. I hold in my hand the first copy of 
the Blue Book issued under the present Administration. {find 
the name of Edward G. Spillman appointed register of the land 
office at Kingfisher, Okla., and under the caption of ‘ whence ap- 
pointed,” I find that he is charged to Oklahoma. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a well-known fact that for three 
weeks the appointment of this man was hung up in the Senate 
mainly on the ground that he was a carpet-bagger. and a resi- 
dent of West Virginia, and not of that Territory at all. In ad- 
dition to that, and I appeal now to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN] who has succeeded in having Mr. Wilson 
M. Hammack from his State appointed as register in charge of 
the land office at Woodward in Oklahoma; and yet I find on an 
appeal to this same Blue Book that he is credited as being a 
resident of that Territory. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him what 
statement he makes in connection with my colleague? 

Mr. FLYNN. Ican not yield to the gentleman now. 

I next ask your attention to the name of a gentleman who sat 
here as a member of this body in the Fifty-second Congress, Mr. 
David H. Patton, who represented a certain district in Indiana 
in that Congress, and who was appointed to a receivership at 
Woodward,in my Territory, and was charged to Oklahoma. 
Neither of these three men, I desire to say now, ever set foot 
in that Territory, or perhaps knew where it was located, until 
. to these positions and had their commissions in their 
pockets. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I repeat that our public records should 
specify the truth in such matters. If we have carpet-baggers 
amongst us, appointed by the Government to fill official stations 
in the Territory, let us know at least where they come from, and 
do not try to throw dust in the eyes of the public by pretending 
that they are appointed as residents of the Territory when they 
never set foot in there until they were appointed. 

Mr. COX. My colleague, Mr. MCMILLIN, is not present, and 
inasmuch as the gentleman has referred to him, I ask him to 
repeat what he said. 

r. FLYNN. What I said was that Mr. Wilson M. Ham- 
mack was appointed by the aid of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see to be register of the land officeat Woodward, in Oklahoma, 

Mr. COX. Well, whatof that? What objection is there? 

Mr. FLYNN. The gentleman does not understand me. What 
Lam objecting to is not to the appointment of oy competent per- 
son toan office; but what I do complain of is that the record should 
show—this Blue Book, which is supposed to be official—that this 
man was appointed from the Territory of Oklahoma, when, as a 
matter of Faot, he comes from Tennessee. 

Mr. COX. Do you know where he resided and from where he 
was appointed? 

Mr. FLYNN. Ido. 

Mr. COX. Do you know him? k 

Mr. FLYNN. I have not met him. Several of our people 
there know him now, I can tell the gentleman. 

Mr. COX. How did you get there? 

Mr. FLYNN. I went in on the railroad train just like any 
other honest citizen. 

Mr. COX. Well, is it not likely that he went there in the 
same way? 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I am not finding fault with him 
for being a carpet-bagger at this time; but I am complaining of 
the official record, I repeat, for attempting to blind the public 
by stating that this man was appointed as a resident of that 
Territory, when, as a matter of fact, he was a resident of Ten- 
nessee when appointed. 

Mr. COX. Is the gentleman able to say that he was not ares- 
ident of the Territory when he was appointed? 

Mr. FLYNN. No, sir; he was not. 

Mr. COX. What is the name? 

Mr. FLYNN. Wilson M. Hammack. 

Mr. COX. And where did he reside before he was appointed? 

Mr. FLYNN. He was appointed from Tennessee; I believe 
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from the district of Mr. MCMILLIN, because he made a very 

strong effort to secure his appointment. 

Mr. COX. Well, we have a good many very excellent men in 
Mr. MCMILLIN’S district. 

Mr. FLYNN. Iam not complaining of that, but of what this 
Blue Book anpa to show. z 

The CHAI . The timo of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say but a word only in 
explanation of what our party promised upon the Territorial 
home-rule question in 1892. So far as I am concerned, I admit 
that some Democrats, with the help of the opposition in this 
Congress, have violated some of the pledges made at Chicago. 

ughter]. 

Gene REED. Oh, you do not mean it! Oh, no! [Laughter]. 
Mr. McRAE. ButI do not admit that this is one of them. 
The Democratic platform made the following statement in 

reference to the Territories, and I ask your attention to it, be- 

cause it does not appear to be understood by those who referred 
to it here: > 
presen! of Representatives in 1 

bile tor ptt hg aren ine Taba pre the Territories of New Mexico 
and Arizona, and we favor the early admission of allthe Territories — 
the necessary population and resources, to entitle them to statehood. an 
while they remain Territories we hold that the officers 23 to admin- 
ister the government of any Territory, together with the District of Colum- 

c 

—.— rule and the control of their own affairs by the people of the vicinage. 
Now, so far as the Territories are concerned, this plank of the 

platform has not been violated in the appointments 
of the officers appointed to administer the governments of the 

Territories so far as my information goes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman pardon 
an interruption? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 4 

Mr. WILSON of ‘Washington. Do you think the collectorin 
Alaska should be appointed from the State of New York? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no reason why he should not. 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not know that we have any great number 
of white residents of Alaska to elect from. Ido not know any- 
thing about that. 

The collector is not an officer appointed to administer the 
government of the people of the Territory. The language of 
this platform clearly meant executive officers and those con- 
cerned in the immediate government of the Territories, like 
the governor and secretary, and others directly connected with 
Territorial matters. officers appointed by the United 
States to discharge the business of the General Government, 
such as registers andcollectors, ‘ht well be N from 
the outside so far as this platform is concerned, but it has not 
been done in but few cases. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The governorof Alaska is ap- 

inted from outside the 5 The secretary, the judges, 

e marshal, and the collector of the port in Alaska are all ap- 

pointed from outside the Territory. 

- ` Mr. MCRAE. A gentleman sitting by my side knows the 

marshal, and says he has lived in Alaska for ten years. But I 

speaking especially of the Territories of Arizona, New 

Manito, and Oklahoma, and I have already stated that I know 

nothing of Alaskan rig 

Mr. HOLMAN. the commissioners, except one for the 
Territory of Alaska, are appointed from outside of Alaska. 

Mr. MCRAE. I presume you will hardly find a man who will 
admit he is a resident of Alaska, because no man wants to have 
his residence in any part of the United States where he can not 
exercise the elective franchise. Men who go to Alaska retain 
their citizenship somewhere else, but that is not the case with 
the other Territories. 

Now, the Indian ncies, under this and prior Administra- 
tions, Democratic and Republican alike, have not bsen treated 
as local patronage, and I do not believe 7 85 should be. The 
best of reasons have been given here to-day by the gentleman 
from . why they should not be, and the question involved 
here is not whether this Administration has carried out the 
home-rule plank in the platform of the Democratic party, but 
whether Indian agents who perform duties upon reservations, 
whereno white citizens can legally reside unless he is an officer, 
shall be appointed from the State or Territory in which the 
agency islocated. The Indians are the only people who have 

e right to be there, and the strict construction insisted upon 
would bar all except the Indians. You could not select a com- 

tent Indian agentfrom the reservation, because white citizens 
avenorightsthere. The convention meant no such thing, and 
so in all fairness to this Administration, as well as to the last 

Administration, we ought not to undertake to apply the doc- 

trine of home rule to Indian reservations. It can not be done. 

I believe as strongly as any man in the greatfundamental doc- 


— 


trine of home rule and of giving every 88 right to 
select its officers, and in the Territories and the rict of Co- 
lumbia I think all appointive officers connected with the ter- 
ritorial or city governments should be selected from the citizens 
residing there; but that does not apply to Indian reservations. 
I know that when I have applied to this Administration for the 
appointment of friends from my State the reply has been al- 
most invariably made to me that the intention of the Adminis- 
tration was tolive up to the home-rule plank, and [believe there 
has been but little if any carpet-bagging in the Territories. 

Pe WILSON of Washington. Is Gen. Govan from your dis- 

et? 

Mr. MCRAE. He is not; but I know him, and I can say that 
he is as gallant, chivalric, and able a gentleman as ever went to 
your State as an Indian agent, and if we will give him proper 
assistance and support, he will give the Government a capable, 
honest, and impartial administration. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate on this amendment 
is exhausted, and the Chair will treat the formal amendmentas 
withdrawn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I move to strike out the last 
two words. If the gentleman from Illinois desires to address 
the committee, I will yield to him. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last word. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Illinois[Mr. SPRING- 
ER] is recognized. 

Mr. SP. GER, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Okla- 
homa has referred to the appointment of registers and receivers 
of the Land Office in that Territory, and has stated that the 
home-rule principle was violated in appointment. I desire 
to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that those appoiny- 
ments to which he refers were in what is known as the here- 
kee Outlet. 

Mr. FLYNN. Is Kingfisher in the Cherokee Outlet? 

Mr. SPRINGER. ae eee is not. 

Mr. FLYNN. sah isappointed there. 

; E register to which the gentleman re- 
erred 

Mr. FLYNN. There are three whom I mentioned in the 
charges that I made. The gentleman must have misunderstood 
me. The charge that I mado was tät the public record was 
falsified to show that these men were appointed from Oklahoma, 
when in fact they were not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Those in the Cherokee Outlet were a 
pointed in a region of country where, before the time of the 
service, there were no persons living, either Indians or white 
men. 

This was a new country purchased from the Cherokee Indians 
and opened to setilement; and it was opened under an act of 
Congress by which outsiders went in from all parts of the coun- 
try and secured homes. There were no persons resi in that 
region at all, either Indians or white men, as I said before, and 
it was perfectly competent to appoint men from other regions 
who wanted to make their homes there. 

Mr. FLYNN. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. SPRINGER. One moment. But if it were not so, the 
administration of the Land Office is no part of the govern- 
ment of the Territory, or anything of the sort; and there is no 
reason why persons appointed to administer Indian affairs an 
to administer the affairs of the Land Office, should be residen 
of that locality; because these are functions that belong to th 
entire United States, and every State of the Union is interest 
in the manner in which those functions are performed. 

Mr. FLYNN. Does the gentleman approve of the statement 
made in the Blue Book—that they were residents of the Terri- 
tory? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know what the Blye Book says. 

Mr. FLYNN. Let us see. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not the Blue Book. That is the 
RECORD. 

Mr. FLYNN. It is not the RECORD, but a first copy of the 
Blue Book. I find on pages 728 and 729that they state they were 
residents of the Territory. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is perfectly proper that these persons 
upon the Strip should state that they come from that country 
because they go there for the purpose of making a home, whe 
there was no one there before them. 

Mr. FLYNN. But what about Spillman? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now. I will ask the gentleman a questi 
How long were you a resident of Oklahoma before you were a 
pointed postmaster? 

Mr. FLYNN. I was aresident about a week. [Great laughter 
on the Democratic side.] I was as old a resident as any at the 
time, except some sooners.“ 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I know of no one more capable of arraign- 
ing ‘‘carpet-baggers” than the gentleman, who confesses him- 
self the chief of them in the Indian Territory. 

Mr.FLYNN. We all went in there together. I do not know 
whether the gentleman heard what I stated. I said I was as old 
a resident as anybody, except some of the friends of the gentle- 
man from Ilknois, who were ‘‘sooners.” , 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I do notdesire 
to prolong this debate, but 1 hope my venerable friend, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs, will pardon me. I desire 
simply to reply to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], 
and to state that if anything I may have said was construed to be 
any reflection upon Gen. Govan, of the State of Arkansas, who 
was appointed agent at the Tulalip Agency, in the State of 
Washington, relieving Mr. Thornton, a bona fide resident of that 
State, nothing was further from my intention. 

All my information is that Gen. Govan is an estimable gentle- 
man, and he did asI or any other person would do, wanting a 
position of that character—he got It if he could. I am notat- 
tacking him; I am attacking the principle, contending that it is 
ytong, and. that it has been gradually curtailed in this country 
since 1884. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] stated that we 
were not entitled in the Territories to the registers and receiv- 
erships in the various land offices. It is true that prior to the 
Republican convention of 1884 all re and receivers were 
appointed from other States rather than from the Territories, 
but the system had been so much complained of that the home- 
rule principle finally became engrafted both on the Republican 
and Democratic platforms, and from day to day and year to year 
they have been gradually trimming it down and giving those 

ositions to bona fide residents, until this Administration, and 
t is making the appointments from every direction. 

In this connection, so that there will be no uncertain sound 
about it, I desire to put in the RECORD, because the various 
papers of the press of the country may desire to comment on 
them, resolutions of certain people gotten up relative to an ap- 
pointment in the city of Was ton: + 

Whereas it has come to our know! that the recently elected 3 
tendent of the Girls’ Reform School of District of Columbia is a subject 
of a fore: country, and that five years must elapse before ske can become 
an American citizen; and 

Whereas said tion is-the most lucrative one within the gift of the 
Government in the District of Columbia, to which women are eligible: and 

Whereas there were a number of 1 for this position equally as 
competent in every way, of American birth and in full sympathy with Amer- 
ican institutions: ‘ore, 

sn at cal upon al EAE co ge apn ena Pape 
— Ee Gonuvem a thorough investigation of this Rrorelgn labor“ 
2 PADIS ates 1a hed Week wines knows that the 
following communication been sent to Mr. Cleveland. 

To the President of the United States: 


Mr. PRESIDENT: The undersigned members of the board of trustees of the 
Girls' Reform School desire respectfully to tender their resignations, being 
convinced that their usefulness is at an end. The recent appointment, in 
defiance of the protests of the minority—which includes every woman on the 
board—of a superintendent who is a foreigner, without knowledge of our 
customs and people, without experience in reformatory work, and without 
the special and most necessary q 
the step imperative. 

Very respectfully, 


cations for such Work, seems to make 


LAURA COMSTOCK BATES. 
LOUISE REED STOWELL. 
MARY HOWELL TOTTEN. 
THOMAS P. MORGAN. 

This is from the New York Sun, dated June 9, 1894. I think 
these criticisms are enough to establish, Mr. Chairman, in the 
mind of anyone the fact that the platform enunciated in Chi- 
cago by the Democratic party has been continuously and contin- 
ually violated by the President of the United States. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. : 

Mr, HOLMAN. Task that the Chair rule upon the point of 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled upon the point of order 

some time ago. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I beg pardon of the Chair. If 
my attention had been called to that fact I certainly would not 
have trespassed upon the well-known disposition of the Chair to 
hear members. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustained the point of order, 
and the gentleman moved to strike out the last word and then 
to strike the last two words, and debate followed. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Iknow I have moved to strike 
out nearl 8 0 fous in the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair a; d to recognize the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. NEILL]. 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Chairman, from the somewhat excited, I 
might say electric, harangue we have had from the gentleman 
from the State of Washington, he seems to be somewhat exer- 


cised in his mind to-day because the President of the United 
States, exercising his constitutional right and privilege, has ap- 
pointed a gentleman to an Indian agency in his State without 
consulting the distinguished gentleman from Washington. 
The gentleman undertakes to quote from the Democratic plat- 


form. My friend,I do not think you could understand the Dem- 
ocratic platform if you were to study it for twenty years. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No human being could. The 
gentleman does not understand it himself. 

Mr. NEILL. Yes, but you can not; you are not built that 
way. [Laughter.] It seems that the gravamenof the charge of 
the gentleman is that an agent was appointed from the State of 
Arkansas to go out to his State and look after some poor devils 
of Indians there, and he reads from the Democratic platform 
about home rule. Why, sir, if he knew anything about that 
platform he would have noticed that that statement about home 
rule is in the first section and isa prelude to the denunciation 
of the Federal-electionslaw and of the carpet-bag régime, under 
which the Southern people bled and suffered for years. 

Now, the enon need not be uneasy about Gen. Govan, of 
Arkansas. There was not the slightest scintilla of either the 
Spirit or the letter of the Democratic platform violated in his 
appointment as an Indian agent in the State of Washington. 

he Indians are not governed by your State laws. They are the 
protegés, the wards, of the nation. But I want to relieve the 
gentleman’s mind a little further. It isevident that Gen. Govan 
was 3 EA his mind heavily. If the gentleman is uneasy 
to know who . Govan is, let him write to Crocker's brigade 
in Iowa. They will tell him that Gen. Govan was a focwan 
worthy of their steel; they will tell him that they invited Gen. 
Govan several years ago to one of their reunions, and that he 
went up and was their honored guest the guest of the men whom 
he had met on the battle-field, whose flag he had captured, which 

he carried back with him and returned to them at their re- 
union, when they presented him with a magnificent gold-headed 
cane, which I have had the 3 of seeing and admiring. 
it Bet need have no apprehension that poor Lo will not be 
fairly treated as long as Gen. Govan is an Indian agent in the 


gentleman's State. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I know that I 
am tres ing on the committee, but if the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas had read the Democratic platform with which he doubt- 
less is familiar-—— 

Mr. NEILL. Ihave it here. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, if he had read it he 
would have found thatit did declare for home rule. I know that 
I am not built“ like the gentleman from Arkansas when it 
comes to a question of Democratic thought and Democratic prin- 
ciples, and that sort of thing. I am aware of that. But the 
gentleman seems to have entirely misunderstood me. Either he 
paid no attention to what I sad 

Mr. NEILL. Yes; I did. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then I failed to impress my 
idea upon the gentleman, because I said nothing whatever de- 
rogatory of Gen. Govan. I merely stated that he had been ap- 
pointed an Indian agent in ig Aor pos: from the State of Arkan- 
sas. I stated also, that Mr. Andrews had been appointed from 
Texas. I stated that a gentleman had been 2 a farmer, 
from Wisconsin; I stated that a gentleman had been appointed 
from Tennessee; but said nothing derogatory of those gentle- 
men. I here and now reaffirm what I said about the platform, 
and [hope the gentleman will read the Democratic platform 

Mr. NEILL. I have read it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Iam afraid not. If the gen- 
tleman will read the last plank of the platform he will see that 
it does declare for home rule. Now, if you are going to violate 
that principle in regard to Indian agents, you may as well vio- 
late it as to collectors of the ports. If you send us an Indian 
agent from the State of Arkansas, why not send us a collector of 
our port from Boston, Mass. One is just as fair and proper as 
the other. Now, I do not care . about the personnel of 
these officials. As Isaid before, they may be gentlemen of good 
character; Iam not acquainted with them; doubtless they are. 
I have no doubt, from what the gentleman from Arkansas has 
said, that Gen. Govan is a most estimable gentleman, and when 
I revisit my State I shall take the greatest pleasure in calling 
upon him and paying my respects to him at the agency. 

Mr. NEILL. You will find him a thorough gentleman. 

2 LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, is there any amendment pend- 
in 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Arkansas to move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. I understand it is admitted that a 
citizen of Arkansas has been 1 to be Indian agent in 
the State of Washington, but Í will ask the gentleman from 
Washington whether the excuse is not in the fact that in his 


State at that time, in 1893 or 1894 when this ap 
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intment was 
mocrat to be 


made, there was not an honest and competent 


found for the place? ton hter.] 

Mr. WILSON of sa ton. Well, Mr. Chairman, that 
might seem to be the logic of the situation; but I stand here to 
say that all over the State of Washington are great numbers 
of honest, industrious, law-abiding Democrats. I could-not say 
otherwise if I would, and would not if I could. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk, 

The amendment was read as follows: 


After line 18, page 6, add, “at the Quapaw Agency, Indian Territory, 
500. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I learned for the first time 
this morning 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to reserve a point of order on this 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. MORGAN. I learned for the first time this morning that 
no provision is made in this bill for the continuation of the Qua- 
paw Agency. I know no reason for this action on the part of 
the committee. 

A MEMBER. Where is that Sey located? 

Mr. MORGAN. Inthe Indian Territory; on the Missouri line, 
opposite Seneca. 

have heard of no demand for this action on the part of the 
committee; and I would like to inquire whether it is recom- 
mended by the Department, and what is the supposed necessity 
for such action. y 

Reading the bill still further I find a provision to consolidate 
the Quapaw Agency with the Union Agency at Muscogee. 
suppose that this is the reason that the committee has failed to 
— appropriation for the Quapaw Agency. I should like to 
know from the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs whether there does not exist the same necessity 
15 the maintenance of the Quapaw Agency that has always ex- 

ted. 

_ It seems to me very extraordinary to attempt this sort of 
economy. To abolish this agency would be a great injury to the 
Indian tribes located here. Ltrust that the committee will give 
some explanation of their action; and in the absence of a suffi- 
cient explanation, the House must recognize this proposition as 
entirely wrong. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the Quapaw Agency seems to 
be entirely unnecessary. The Quapaws are advan Indians, 
on the same footing as the Five Civilized Tribes. This is a lit- 
tle reservation in the northeast corner of the Indian Territory, 
on lands which formerly belonged to the Cherokees; and these 
Indians practically constitute a portion of the Cherokees. 

On this tract there are the Quapaws and some of the Dela- 
wares. I beg to call the attention of my friend from Missouri 
to the fact that these Indians have divided the lands up among 
themselves, and Congress has ratified the arrangements which 
they themselves have made. They are as far advanced in ciyili- 
zation as any one of the five civilized tribes. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask whether the Department recom- 
mends the abolition of this agency 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Indian Committee ought to know as 
much about this matter 

Mr. MORGAN. But Task that as a 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Department 
abolition of this agency or other. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why have you selected this agency for abo- 
lition rather than others? 

Mr HOLMAN. Well, first, because these Indians naturally 
belong to the five civilized tribes; secondly, they haye divided 
up their lands among themselves—by their own choice, notunder 
the instigation of Congress. They are well advanced in civili- 
zation. They do not ask for the continuance of this agency. 

Besides, the most intelligent report which has been made for 
a great many 8 in regard to Indian affairs that of Hon. 
Thomas Donaldson, of Philadelphia, an expert in such matters, 
1 to assist in taking the census of 1890 - recommends 

e abolition of this agency, its absolute abolition, as unneces- 


rtinent question. 
oes not recommend the 


sar 

These advanced Indians attend to their own affairs; an agent 
there has practically nothing to do. But as a matter of abun- 
dant caution, and for fear of any possible mistake (I call the at- 
tention of my friend from Missouri to this fact), we have inserted 
in a subsequent part of the bill a provision that the Quapaw In- 
dian Agency be consolidated with the Union Agency at Musco- 


gee. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman mustsee, it seems to me, that 
there is no possible excuse for continuing this agency. These 
Indians are really a part of the Cherokees. They were included 


: | 


in the Cherokee Agency when the Cherokee Agency was a part 
of the Union A sere 7 ; Jette : 

Mr. MORGAN. According to my understanding, the gentle- 
man is simply mistaken on that point. The Quapaw Agency. 
has never been a part of the Union Agency. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I agree to that statement; but I say it be- 
longs to the same territory as that embraced in the Cherokee 

servation. 

r. MORGAN. It is a part of the Indian Territory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itisa part of the same region; and at the 
time the Union Agency was established it embraced the terri- 
tory now occupied b; e Quapaws. 

Mr. MORGAN. I deny that the Union Agency has ever em- 
braced the territory of the Quapaw Agency. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It embraced the lands of that agency. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, I think not. , 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itembraced the whole of the Cherokee lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. The 1 might just as well say that 
25 Quapaw Agency embraced the same ground as the Union 

ency. 

r. HOLMAN. Apart from that, the most competent man 
who has investigated this subject in our time, Col. Donaldson, 
of Philadelphia, recommends simply that the agency be abol- 
ished as not at all necessary. e re s its continuance as 
without reason or excuse. Still, out of abundant caution, as I 
have already said, we have consolidated this agency with the 
Muscogee Agency, known as the Union Agency, the agency of 
the five civilized tribes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist 
on his point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; I will not insist upon it, but I must ask 
a vote on the amendment. : 

Mr. MORGAN. I donot know who Mr. Thomas Donaldso 
may be; undoubtedly he is an excellent man; but it seems to me 
that in the absence of any demand from this agency, in the ab- 
sence of any recommendation by the Department, and in the 
absence of any intelligent explanation in favor of the action pro- 
posed by the committee, this agency ought not to be abolished. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, my dear friend, can you say that that 
is not an intelligent explanation, and not a sa factory one? 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me get rougie You might as well of- 
fer as an explanation that the abolition of the Union Agency 
would be justifiable, for the reason that it could be consolidated 
with some other agency. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there is to be a consolidation of these 
agencies, why not consolidate the Union and the Quapaw Agency 
= the pee place. The Quapaw is the oldest, has existed the 

ongest— 

r. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 


Mr. MORGAN. I say it has existed the longest. It was in 
8 before the Union Agency was established, and I 
now it. 


Mr. HOLMAN, I think not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I know it. Ian remember when it 
was established, and I am familiar with that country. The Qua- 
paw Agency is directly on the line of my district. 

There is no reason for this proposed action and no possible 
excuse for it. There is no necessity for it. It is an agency that 
has existed for fifty years, Evidently the only object of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana is to cut down the bill and save the $1,500 
appropriated for the agency, and for no other reason. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, it amounts to a good deal more than 


that. 

Mr. MORGAN. And the gentleman may as well admit that 
that is what Din por ose is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many Quapaws are there? 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I have not the statistics here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A mere handful. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. Now, you are the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, how many are there? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very fewof them, the gentleman will find by 
examining. 

Mr. FLYNN. There were sufficient of them to take 150,000 
acres of land in severalty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not more than 50,000 acres. 

Mr. FLYNN. One hundred and fifty thousand. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, if there is to be a consolidation of the 
two agencies I shall offer an amendment that the Union Agency 
shall be consolidated with the Quapaw. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; submit your amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Quapaw is on the line of the railway; it 
is more convenient, more accessible; can be more easily sup- 

lied, and is in many respects the superior lccation; but I hope 
or the eee of the service the Quapaw Agency will be continued. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri, 
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Mr. HOLMAN. [shall not object to the amendment I think. 
I want to get rid of one of these agencies, but I think the 2 — 
proposed in the bill is the proper one, and I hope it will be 
adopted. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

Line 18, page 6, add at the end of the line, “at the Quapaw Agency, Indian 
Territory, 81,500." 

Mr. LYNCH. Why do you want to increase the amount? It 
was only $1,400 last year. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well; Iwill modify the amendmentand 
make it $1,400. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment just read, as modified. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I know something about 
this Quapaw Agency as well asthe Union Agency. I know very 
well the condition there. I spent several weeks in that region, 
and have also read carefully the statement of the Hon. Thomas 
Donaldson on the 8 e are not acting blindly about the 
matter. I have no objection to the consolidation of the Union 
Agency with the Quapaw, though it seems to me it would be a 
singular thing for us todo. The Union Agency is the older one; 
covering practically the five civilized tribes. It is a well estab- 
lished agency, and well conducted. I doe de that these Quapaw 
Indians own land to the extent of some 50,000 acres. 

Mr. FLYNN. About 300,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, but that embraces some of the Dela- 
wares. 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes; they are all together. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nobody says that the Delawares need an 
agent. They occupy the same situation, under the shadow and 
influence of the five civilized tribes, with the Quapaws. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why not abolish both of them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam in favor of abolishing both. I think it 
might be done. : 

r. MORGAN. Why not abolish all of the agencies? 
. .I ham in favor of abolishing all that are not 
needed. 


But the question in this instance is which is the more compe- 


tent? I understand that the man at the Union Agency isa very 
competent one. I do not know him, or in fact any of them. But 
my belief is that the Union agent is the more competent man, 
so far as I am able to ascertain; and therefore I would not like 
to make a change, and place the five tribes under the Quapaw 
agent, about whom I know nothing. I myself doubt very much 
really if any of these Indians want an agent. 

ie MORGAN. The Quapaws? 

Si 3 HOLMAN. None of them; none of the five civilized 
8. 

Mr. MORGAN. Have you anything of that kind from the 
Department to substantiate your belief? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think I could find amongst my papers some 
statements on this subject that would confirm that conviction. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, let me ask if you have referred this to 
the Department at all? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no— 

Mr. MORGAN. Has it not been the usual thing to make an 
appropriation, and have they not maintained an agency there 
for years? 

r. HOLMAN. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. And does not the same necessity exist to-day 
that existed ten years ago? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no necessity has existed for fifteen years 


past. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then, it is merely a matter of economy, and 
you think 7 7 can strike out that agency? — 

Mr. HOLMAN. Without any trouble at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
my amendment. 

r. MADDOX. Do I understand that the amendment is to 

consolidate the 9 Agency with the Union Agency? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. MADDOX. I was going to say, if it was for that pur- 
pose you would be taking the mountain to the mouse. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; it is to continue the Quapaw Agency. 
The committee proposed to strike it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The question wastaken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 14. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no quorum. I do not wish to sto 
the consideration of the bill on that account, though. But, wi 
a clear, sensible recommendation upon this subject from a pub- 


Well, I object to it, and I demand a vote on 


lic officer that the office be abolished, it seems to me strange 
that the House should retain the office. 

Mr. MORGAN. What public officer has advised that? 
1 a HOLMAN. The gentleman who took the census of those 

ndians. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs has 
recommended nothing of the kind. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has 


not. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon his point, 


of no quorum? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I believe I will not insist upon it,{but I will 
ask a vote onit in the House. 


The CHAIRMAN. The ayes have it, and the amendment is 


agreed to, 
The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


Provided, That the foregoing appropriation shall not take effect nor be- 
come available in any case for or during the time in which any amope of the 
Army of the United States shall be engaged in performance of the duties of 
Indian agent at any of the agencies above named: Provided further, That 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, may devolve the duties of any Indian agency upon the super- 
intendent of the Indian training school located at such agency, wheneverin 
his judgment such superintendent can properly perform the duties of such 
agency. And the superintendent upon whom such duties devolve shall give 
bond as other Indian agents: Provided, That the Quapaw page oy aed is 
hereby consolidated with the Union ncy at Muscogee; in all, $85,200; and 
all provisions of law fixing compensation for Indian agents in excess of tha 
herein provided are hereby repealed, and all offices in the Indian service no 
herein provided for are hereby abolished. 


Mr. LYNCH. In order to make that proviso conform to an 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MORGAN], 3 
adopted, I move to strike out all from line 7 to line 13, inclusive, 


on page 7. 
Mr. MORGAN. I have an amendment already prepared. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 

LYNCH] accept the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 

[Mr. MORGAN]? 

Mr. MORGAN. My amendment is to strike out in lines 6, 7, 
and 8, on page 7, the words: 


Provided, That the Quapaw Indian Agencyis hereby consolidated with the 


Union Agency at Muscogee. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment just 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after the word “named,” in line 23, page 6, the follow- 


“ Provided, That the President shall only detail an army officer to dis- 
charge the duties of Indian agent when he shall deem it for the best inter- 
est of the service to do s50.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order on that, that it is 
a change of existing law. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I shall insist upon a quorum if 
that amendment is pressed. 

Mr. PICKLER. The point of order is not good. There is 
nothing in the law providing for the detail of army officers, ex- 
cept a provision in the last annual appropriation bill. Thereis 
no provision for next year that I know of. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It is the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be compelled to sustain 
the point of order. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr.Chairman, by reason of the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MORGAN] it 
will require another amendment, on page 7, and we will have to 
add $1,400. 

The CHAIRMAN. So that it will be $86,600. If there be no 
objection, that amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, although the chairman of the Committee o 
Indian Affairs has seen proper to make the point of order, it is 
in my opinion not a proper or desirable thing to detail army 
officers as Indian agents. It is beyond my comprehension how 
the gentleman from California [Mr. BOWERS] who was the father 
of this matter, and how the Fifty-third Congress can stand by 
the gentleman from Indiana in his desire to save a few dollars 
in this matter for the sake of economy. It is beyond my com- 
prehension how these gentleman can insist upon retaining this 
provision upon the statute. 

The detail of army officers as Indian agents is against the 
judgment of every Secretary of the Interior; against the judg- 
ment of every Commissioner of Indian Affairs; itis against the 
judgment of every civil commission which has been appointed 
at y time and made any recommendation as to the government 
of In ; itis against the recommendation of Gen. Sheridan 
and a board of army officers who were appointed some yearsago 


- 
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to investigate that matter. It is against the judgment of every 
ntelligent Indian chief, and of every Indian tribe; it is against 

oil parigas a of everybody who is interested in the cause of hu- 
manity, so far as Ind are concerned, except upon the poor, 
yer Se pitiful plea of saving a few dollars. 

There are several Indian agencies in my State, and I am ve 
thankful that there is but one army officer occupying the posi- 
tion as agent. I have nothing tosay against him. A short time 
ago a gentleman who had been candidate for governor on the 

mocratic ticket of my State was appointed to an agency, one 
f the most important in the State; and Iam glad he was ap- 
ee The prion result of the policy of the gentleman from 
ndiana would that you had better take a lieutenant from 
West Point when ho graduates and send him out there to have 
control over 3,000 Ind rather than one of our own citizens, 
a man who had been the candidate of the Democratic party for 
governor, and a man who stands high in the estimation of the 
people of the State. 

I have no word to say A the army officers, but it is not 
their business to govern Indians. We are governing the In- 
dians by education, and trying tocivilize and Christianize them. 
Army officers are not men adapted for the performance of such 
a duty; and it is against the judgment of the Indians to ap- 
p them 1 N In times past, when the Indians were warlike, 
Mabon thought to be a good idea to have army officers as agents. 

ose days have d. The Sioux Indians, who comprise 
20,000 of the manliest and grandest Indians in all this country, 
and the most warlike, so far as that is concerned, are no longer 
warlike; and we have no need for army officers there.. 

Iam surprised that the majority in this House should permit 
this. You hear complaints about the violation of the home-rule 
plank, and I indorse the sentiment that we ought to spans 
men from the States in which the offices are situated. Durin 
the last Administration I went to secure appointments to consul- 
ships, and I was informed the Administration was appointing 
the agencies and the officers of the land offices from the States, 
and was told: You will get your quota in tha@way.” In that 

they kept us out of the competition for other offices in the 
United tates. 

2 the hammer fell]. 

r. PIOKLER. I ask unanimous consent that I may have 
more time. 

There was no objection. t 

Mr. PICKLER. The appointment of army officers, I say, is 
against the judgment of the Indians; it is against the judgment 
of all people who are interested in the Indian. It is against the 
judgment of the President of the United States at this very mo- 
ment. Itis against the judgmentof the Secretary of the Interior 
at this very moment, and it is agains the judgment of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. My friend from California[Mr.Bow- 
ERS], as I understand, from some local matter, I believe, in the 
Fifty-first Congress injected this practice. Now, I understand 
that the only reason that the gentleman from Indiana has for a 
continuance of this policy is that it saves money, when it is 
against the i Seog of the Indians, and two Commissioners of 
Indian Affairs have told me, and shown me the figures to prove 
that the appointment of a military officer always makes the ad- 
ministration more costly than the Pppp anon, of a civilian. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It saves trouble anyhow, 

Mr. PICKLER. When an army officer is appointed as an In- 
dian agent there are a lot of subordinate officers to which he 
recommends the appointment of his friends. He takes his son, 
and the sons and daughters of army officers from other parts of 
the United States and has them appointed. I agree with my 
friend from Washington [Mr. WILSON] that the positions ought 
to be filled by residents of the States. I know we have Demo- 


crats in my State who are good enough to hold these offices, and“ 


I want tosee them have them rather than that army officers 
from other parts of the United States shall be N for it 
is against the judgment of everybody concerned with or who has 
an interest in the Indians. 

There is no force in the argument of the gentleman from In- 
diana that it will save money. The army officer, you know, 
likes to live well,and he will doit. There is no one who has 

y acquaintance with the necessities in the Indian service who 

in favor of the appointment of army officers, and I am sur- 
pn that the Congress of the United States will force those 
y officers where all who are interested in the Indian service 


BA; 7505 should not pe: 
. HOLMAN. Task that the provisionof the existing law 
bea on this subject be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That from and after the passage of this act the President shall 
detail officers of the United States Army to act as Indian agents at all - 
¢ies where vacancies from any cause may hereafter occur, who, while acting 
as such mts, shall be under the orders and direction of the Secretary 
the President, the 


the In . opinion ot 
public service would be better promoted by the appointment of a civilian. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, under that provision twenty- 
three smg officers have been detailed for the Indian service, 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; nearly all 
3 officers were appointed long before that provision 
effec 

Mr. HOLMAN. Still, twenty-three army officers have been 
appointed under that provision, which has been substantially 
the law for forty years past. I visited most of these agencies a 
few years ago; and the best conducted agency which I found 
during a tour of four or five months was the Apache Agency, 
which was under the control of Capt.Green. It was the most 
efficiently administered; the Indians were better satisfied than 
at other agencies. There was a feeling all around there that 
the Indians were being justly treated. So far as I know, this 
provision has worked very well. Besides, it will be perceived 
that this matter is discretionary with the President. How can 
my friend on the other side say that the President does not ap- 
pon it? It is his policy. wenty-three Indian agents haye 

n appointed from the Army. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. In reply to the gentleman from 
South Dakota, I wish to read an ression of the judgment of 
a * who, I think all will admit, is quite f ar with 
this matter of Indians and Indian agencies—Gen. Nelson A. 
Miles, of the United States Army. I know of no man who has 
had more experience with the Indians than Gen. Miles, and no 
man who stands higher in the estimation of all who know him. 
In his report dated February 9, 1891, he says: 

I have no hesitation in giving it as my belief that the same Indians (tho 
Sioux and Cheyennes), under mili control for a few years’ time, could 
be made a peaceful, progressive, and law-abiding people. 

My reason for as the a tment of officers of the Army to be made 

ts and take poor of those , Was to secure officials in whom 
© Indians have ence, and whose efficiency and integrity in the man- 
agement of Indians have been ee eaa provon by years of service in this 


kind of duty. Itis needless to poin fact that, where officers have 
had charge 


gurated and conducted the most vee pener Indian schools in this country. 
As a law of Congress a eat authorizes the Executive to make such ap- 
82 I recommend that the Sioux and Cheyenne Indians remain en- 
y under the care and governmentof the military, and I base this entirely 
upon what I believe to be essential to the public good and to the welfare of 
the Indians, and thé assurance of permanent peace for the people whose 
a property, and lives are dependent upon their successful manage- 
The military problem, so far as the Sioux and Cheyenne Indians are oats 
hat 


cerned, has been solved, with the results heretofore mentioned, and t 
of the country has been 


to a condition of profound peace and tran- 
quillity. 


This, gentlemen, is the testimony of a man whom I think no 
one: here will accuse of making any false statement or of not 
knowing what he is talking about. There is not a man here who 
does not know that Gen. Miles, in what I have read, tells the 
exact truth. Whatever may be your posees aspirations or 
your political schemes, and whatever friendships you may have 
to serve, you know that this is the truth, the Government of the 
United States knows that it is the truth, and the people know it, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the last line. Mr. Chairman, I am in sympathy with the 
general policy of the committee. I believe that in many cases 
army officers are beyond doubt the best Indian agents. But we 
have at Anadarko, near Fort Sill, in our Territory, one of these 
army Officers in charge of the Indians, who has busied himself 
here in Washington to defeat the ratification of certuin pending 
treaties. In order that this matter may be fully understood, I 
wish to read a letter from one gentleman who was engaged at 
this agency: 

OKLAHOMA CITY, Apri! 21, 1894. 


ven mefromtheagent. Ihave punctiliously 1410 
how 


ou 
‘ort Sill. 


inted by the Indian council. The inte 
ann council was rejected by the agent, Lieut. Nickols, and he 1 an- 


n 
on, and the agent, Lieut. Nickols, went to the merchants and l 


man to suffer for reporting the facts 
dians to get them not to fight the 


ie Nees wes eon oe Da 
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Gen. WHEZLER the letter I wrote you and I know that he will aid you all he 
can. If you deem it necessary I will send yon a dozen charges against the 


ent that I can sustain. - 
ə I differ with you politically, I am the only man in the Kiowa In- 
dian Agency that dared fight for the ratification of the treaty and the only 
employé of the Government from this Territory in the agency. 
Please reply immediately at Anadarko, Okla. 
Yours respectfally, 


Hon. DENNIS FLYNN. 


Now, before taking my seat, I desire to say that I called upon 
the Assistant Commissioner, Gen. Armstrong, and he stated 
that he was compelled to remove this man for reasons of his 
own. But that fact does not remove the charge made against 
this army officer, the Indian agent at that post, of putting 
guards at the doors of the Indian council, and making them 
agree to contribute a certain amount of money to send another 
army officer here to Washington to protest against the ratifica- 
tion of certain treaties that had been negotiated by such men 
as ex-Governor Jerome, of ark 

Mr. BOWERS of California. If there is anything in that 
charge, that officer should be tried by court-martial. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 7. strike out lines 14, 15,16, as follows: 

“For the paeent of necessary interpreters, to bo distributed in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Interior, $10,000." 

Mr.STOCKDALE. I offer this amendment more for the pur- 
pose of making an inquiry than to discuss the merits of the ques- 
tion. I do not concur in the disposition manifested by gentle- 
men on both sides of the House; and I think that under the 
present circumstances the fact is to be deprecated that when- 
ever a paragraph of this bill or an amendment proposed by the 
committee looks to economizing the expenses of the Govern- 
ment, the gentleman from Indiana is attacked and the policy of 
economy sneered at. : 

It does seem to me, in the present condition of the Treasury 
of the United States, that a member of this House who attacks 
the chairman of the committee, who is striv to economize 
the expenditures of the Government, is hardly discharging his 
honest duty; he may be to his constituents, but not to the Gov- 
ernment and the balance of the people. s 

Now, if this can be done, why is it not done? I offered an 
amendment of this sort in the last Congress, and was informed 
by gentlemen from the West that there are men, and plenty of 
them, who can be . who are themselves competent to 
act as interpreters. If that be true, why should we appoint an 

ent first and then appoint a man to tell the agent what the In- 
4 say, and to tell the Indian what the agent says, when you 
can have both combined in the same person? If they can be 
combined in the same person it seems to me that it ought to be 
done, and I ask the chairman if it can not be done? 

Mr. LYNCH. Notif you take them from other States or Ter- 
ritories. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think, of course, it could be done. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Then if it could be done it ought to done. 
Now, my friend from Wisconsin says, Not if you take them from 
other States.” I think that home rule is a good thing, and Iam 
glad to see so many gentlemen on the other side of the House 
to-day coming up to the good old sound States’ rightsdoctrine. I 
hope they will be like the old school Presbyterians and the 
Ironside Baptists, that they will be steadfast in their faith. 

Mr. PICKLER. You are the one that is deserting it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Oh, no; I was always opposed to carpet- 
baggers, and but for the fact that some gentlemen on the other 
side have announced themselves carpet-baggers during this de- 
bate—gentlemen for whom I have very high respect—I would 
be inclined at this time to occupy a part of my time in saying 
something about that class of the genus homo. 

Mr. PICKLER. But you are in favor of importing army 
- Officers. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. In response to that it is only necessary to 
say that they are public officers, and are not supposed to have 
any special location. Wherever you can save the Government 
anything by their appointment as agents, or in any other way, it 
seems entirely proper to do it when the appointment is within 
the scope of their duties. No man has ever spoken a word 
against the honesty, the integrity, or the ability of the army 
otticers. They have their reputation at stake. 
life position, and the gentleman knows that this Indian busi- 
3 72 a system in this country, has not always been free from 
suspicion 

Mr. PICKLER. That I deny as having any foundation in fact 
during the last fifteen years. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, not to your knowledge. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; there is not a more honest service 
in connection with the Government than the Indian service. 


. 


JAS. M. WARREN. 


They have a 


Mr. STOCKDALE. Very well; if that is true, Lam glad of it; 
I have no doubt it is true at this time. 

Now, I repeat, army officers may be appointed anywhere and 
for any i 

Mr. PIC R. Then, why not take them for postmasters in 
your district? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That is no business for an army officer 
to engage in. And I do not think the gentleman himself is in 
earnest. 

Mr. PICKLER. T do not see any difference in principle. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If the gentleman has no better argument 
than that against the army officers, they certainly ought to be 
appointed as agents. 3 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no difference in principle. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, if the gentleman from South Da- 
kota can not see the diference now, I have no time in five min- 
utes to undertake to convince him. Now, the chairman says 


this can be done without injury to the service, and I think it 


ought to be done in the interest of economy. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. LUCAS. Mr. Chairman, before the vote is taken on this 
proposition, I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that this is the beginning of economy at the wrong end. 
There is no more important position connected with the Indian 
service than the interpreter. It is very important that there 
3 be a correct and competent interpreter in dealing with 

em. 

It has been my fortune in the last twelve or fifteen years to 
live beside the Indians. I have done business with them, and 
know the difficulties surrounding any man who attempts to do 
business with them without the aid of a competent and honest 
interpreter. To take a half-breed, as suggested, and make an 
interpreter of him, the chances are at least nineteen out of 
twenty that the white man will be dealt against every time in 
different transactions. 

It is important, Mr. Chairman, that a competent and honest 
interpreter shall be maintained between the Government and 
the Indians, for as prone as the white man is to complain, as 

rone as he is to find fault, he is not a commencement with an 
dian on ration day, because when the Indian comes to draw 
his rations, if he is not satisfied with what the Government is 
giving him his excuse is that he can not understand the inter- 


preter. 

Now, to abolish the interpreter, to take him away, to rely upon 
somebody not a responsible party, will inure to the damage of 
the Government as sure as the world exists. I trust the com- 
mittee, then, will not strike out the section. I trust they will 
not do it, because it is ag) alter in point of peace, quietude, 
and contentment for the Indian lf, as well as to the ma- 
terial advantage of the Government, to maintain these inter- 


preters. i 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. eee a one word. The only re- 
duction made upon that item is$5,000. The estimate is $15,000, 
and that sum has been si ied Se for some years. But my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will fully confirm my state- 
ment, because I was with him at most of the important agencies 
of the country some years ago, and there was no lack of persons 
competent tointerpret. Of course, the number of persons com- 
petent to interpret has largely increased since then, because 
that was eight or nine years ago. Now, I have been told, year 
after year, that there were some Indians, the Blackfeet, and some 
other tribes north of the Upper Missouri, and in the northern 
portions of Idaho, Montana, and Washington, which we did not 
visit, where you would hardly ever find a person in Government 
employment who was competent to interpret. 
ut at the agencies we visited we fell in with Indians svory; 

where, and white men upon all sides who could interpret. It 
was the simplest thing in the world. Why, during this last 
winter, a lady by the name of Mrs. Lochren, a Pottawatomie In- 
dian, who could not read or write, who had never been to school 
an hour, came here as an interpreter for some Pottawatomies 
and some other fragments of tribes remaining in Kansas. She 
spoke English just as well as any lady that I know, and inter- 
preted for the four or five tribes that came here. There was no 
trouble about it at all. Ifyou go to such an agency as the Apache 
Agency you will find any number of persons in Government em- 
ployment who are perfectly competent to interpret. 

Mr. LUCAS. It is an easy language to learn, but the trouble 
is to get honest interpreters. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You will get the same class of people any- 


way. 
Mr. LUCAS. Indeed you will not. 
Mr. HOLMAN. But I wish to say that in the remote north- 
ern portions of the country, along the international boundary, 
across Minnesota, North Dakota, Montana, Idaho, andnorthern 


Washington, there are bodies of Indians somewhat remote from 
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the civilized sections of the country, and it may be necessary 
that a small sum of money be made available for interpreters 
there. I think, however, that $10,000 is a very ample sum. 

os the hammer fell. i 

. PICKLER. I think under the amendment of the gentle- 

man from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] it would be utterly im- 

possible to administer the Indian service. Ido not know how 

ou can do it, if you do not provide an interpreter. Ido notun- 
erstand how you could get along with them at all. 

I beg to detain the committee for two or three minutes in re- 

rd to the quotations made by the gentleman from California 
far. BOWERS] from Gen. Miles concerning Indian officers. This 
communication that the gentleman has read was made by Gen. 
Miles just after the fightat Wounded Knee, the most disgraceful 
butchery of Indians that has occurred in the last quarter of a 
century. 

Mr. LUCAS. Lou are mistaken about that. 

Mr. PICKLER. The most disgraceful butchery of Indians 
that has occurred in the last quarter of a century! 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Do youcall Gen. Milesa butcher? 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam not charging anybody; but I know from 
the civil agents out there—I know the agent of the Big Foot 
band that was attacked—and that gentleman told me that it was 
hunger and the aggressiveness of the military which brought 
on that engagement; and I believe, as he was governing 2,000 
Indians, he could have governed this Big Foot band of afew 
Indians. It is conceded by everybody there that it was hunger 
and the aggressiveness of the Army, andjmistakes made there, 
that resulted in that disgraceful butchery, iñ which some of our 
Officers and 28 soldiers and over 100 Indians were killed, and 
which also resulted in the killing of Sitting Bull, an affair 
ene gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] knows about 
so well, 

Gen. Miles said at that time that all of our agencies in South 
Dakota should be put under military officers. They were not 

ut under military officers, and we only have one so placed to- 
ay, but we have had peace and quietude ever since that time. 
we need is enough for the Indians to eat, and the civil agents 
will keep the peace. y officers always sustain army officers 
of course, but I ask the gentleman, instead of quoting from Gen. 
Miles, to take the statement ofany Indian. I have talked with 
Little-No-Heart and with White Swan of the Cheyenne River 
Indians; I have talked with John Eastman at Flandrau; I have 
talked with chiefs from different agencies in my State, and there 
is not a solitary one of them who is not opposed to the appoint- 
ing of military officers as agents. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will you allow me to ask youa 

uestion? 
T Mr. PICKLER. Ihave not the time. These Indians say the 
army officers’ idea is to govern by force. They say that they 
want schools and education, and that they do not want bayo- 
nets and bullets. The language of Little-No-Heart to me was 
that the soldiers are the natural enemies of the Indians. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Did the soldiers starve them? 
Was it the army officers who denied them rations and brought 
on the war? 

Mr. PICKLER. 
duck? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
the better it will appear. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say that if you will take any hu- 
manitarian; if you will take any Indian rights commission; if 
you will take anybody interested in this business, and see what 
they say, and then say that they are in favor of the appointment 
of army officers, I will concede there may be some virtue in it. 
The gentleman talks about my attack on the gentleman from 
Indiana. I merely said the only reason he had for supporting 
this was as a matter of economy. It is not economy, as the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs tells you here, to have these army 
officers as Indian agents. The army officer, like my friend 
from California, is a man who has blood in his eye, and who be- 
lieves that the only good Indian is a dead Indian. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I should be sorry to be taken 
at the value the gentleman puts on me. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, In view of the statement that this ap- 
propriation has already been reduced $5,000, I withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out “ten” and 
insert“ fifteen;” so as to make it $15,000. I do that for the pur- 
pose of asking the gentleman from Indiana whether this reduc- 
tion is recommended by the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; it is not recommended by anybody 

Mr. EVERETT. Then why have it, if itis not recommended 
g HOLMAN 

Mr. HO Except by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to say that I fear when you 


Was it the goose that flew over the barn ora 


The less you stir that matter 


cut this appropriation of $5,000 from $15,000 to $10,000, as pro- 
ed by the committee, youinjure the service. All told, I be- 
eve there are one hundred an thirty-nine reservations. How 
many . 55 0 z 
Mr. HOLMAN. Fifty-six agencies. s 
. of Illinois. And they regulate how many In- 


dians 

Mr. HOLMAN. About 133, 000. 

Mr. LYNCH. That is, regular Indians. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the United States has control 
of all of them. x 

Mr. LYNCH. And there are about 100,000 mixed bloods. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, most of these Indians, as I 
understand, can not speak the language used at the respective 
agencies. You want interpreters in whose truth and fidelit; 
you can rely; and when you get such interpreters, if you can fin 
them, you ought to pay them a good compensation. 

I can readily see how a dishonest or incompetent interpreter 
could make a great amount of trouble for the Government, 
and a great amount of trouble for the Indians. His knowledge, 
his honesty, and his good faith is stronger bond for peace than 
could otherwise be given by any other one man; and I must 
say I doubt the propriety of decreasing this appropriation. I 
am slow, I will say frankly, after the gentleman from Indiana 
has investigated a matter of this kind, to antagonize it; but I 
fear he is not wise, or his committee is not wise, in recom- 
mending this decrease. 

Now, there are 133,000 Indians that the Government has 
charge of. The most of the Indians, as I understand it, can not 
speak English. Ina matter of communication, a matter of busi- 
ness,a matter of rations,and every conceivable matter that they 
desire to present, whether there is sense in it, or whether it is 
a ‘‘kick only or a proposition, it should come accurately to the 
ear of the man who has authority and control. Having said this 
much about it, I have said all I am inclined to say; and I believe 
that you ought to have $15,000 for interpreters, as we have had 
heretofore, and therefore I make the motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just a word. This $15,000 for interpreters 
has beenappropriated fora great many years. During that time 
hundreds and thousands of Indians have been educated, East and 
West. Hundreds are in the Government employment at the 
agencies, all the laboring employments, such as herders and all 
that kind of employment, shall be given toIndians. It is a per- 
ria hd Ua) bras ite except these others where they could not 
be employed; but as to all other employments, such as teachers, 
Indians shall be preferred. There 
egations here from all the tribes. 

I mention Mrs. Lockran, who has never been to school an 
hour. She spoke our language perfectly, and interpreted for 
three or four tribes. At Pine Ridge, where the gentleman was 
present, we met with Indians of all ages, nine years ago, who 
spoke both languages well. There is no trouble about it at all. 
I hope the House will adopt the policy that Indians shall be em- 
ployed at the agencies exclusively so far as possible; and I 
think it can be done exclusively. Thinkof how many hundreds 
and thousands of Indians we have educated during the last even 
nine years from all sections of the country. Intelligent per- 
sons come here as delegates from every tribe, and there are al- 
ways some men among them who 8 our language well. 

Mr. EVERETT. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just one moment. In addition to that, at 
every important agency you have your police force. They are 
generally intelligent men, people who speak our language, I 
venture to say if you goto Pine Ridge, or Rosebud, or Standing 
Rock you will find hundreds and hundreds of persons in all these 
Government employments who speak the two languages per- 
fectly well. Now, I admit that fifty years ago this was all well 
enough, but when you commence a public expenditure of this 
kind for a proper object it becomes so fastened upon you that 
you can not get rid of it when it is no longer necessary. 

Mr. RAV. I will ask the gentleman if he has any knowledge 
whether or not the educated Indians have been employed as in- 
terpreters? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Sometimes. We now require that they shall 
be employed. x A 

Mr. RAY. What I wanted to get at was whether they would 
make reliable interpreters as between the Government and the 
Indian tribes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just as reliable as any that would: be ap- 

inted. They are all the same class of people around there. 
1 heard of any trouble about interpreting. 

Mr. RAY. The question would be one of policy with me. Of 
course, if they are honest and trustworthy and would discharge 
their duties honestly and faithfully, I should be in favor of their 
employment, and the only question that would arise inmy mind 


as beeu any number of del- 
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would be whether these educated Indians would perform that 
duty honestly and faithfully as between the Government and the 
tribes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend is aware that at every one of these 
agencies there is an agency school, witha competent superin- 
tendent, who generally understands English very well, and also 
the Indian language, and who has a number of teachers under 
him who understand both languages. Gentlemen are talking 
about thismatter as it might properly have been talked of, per- 
haps, fifty years ago, but we have been civilizing these Indians 
during all that time, and for thirty years past have been de- 
voting special care to their education, and you can not go into 
any Indian community now where you will not find white men 
who are familiar with the Indian language as well as with ne 
lish. Ido not know what experience my friend from IIlino 
[Mr. CANNON] may have had, but I found no difficulty in com- 
municating with the Indians anywhere. I always found persons 
competent to interpret. = 

Mr. RAY. The money that has been appropriated for this 
purpose heretofore has been all used, I suppose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; it has not been all used. I have 
sent to ascertain how that happened, but I know it has not all 
been used. This is a mere question of how much will you pay. 
If you pay a captain of the police force in the Indian Territory 
a hundred or two hundred dollars additional for this service, 
that will serve the purpose just as well as to employ another 
man and pay him $500 a year. At Pine Ridge alone there is a 
police force of forty-nine, composed of fairly intelligent men. 

Mr. LUCAS. About twelve of them speak English. The 
balance do not. 

Mr. RAY. I will ask the gentleman from Indiana whether, 
in his judgment, the time has come when we need a less num- 
ber of interpreters than we have required heretofore? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. I think that no injury would 

cur to the Indian service if the proposition of the gentleman 

rom Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] were adopted, but still I 
think that $10,090 should be allowed for this purpose. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to with- 
draw the amendment and then to renew it for the purpose of 
saying a word. Iagree that there are more people upon the 
reservations now who can talk both languages than there were 
twenty-five years ago, or ten years ago, or five years ago; but I 
want to remind my friend from Ind that there are 139 of 
these reservations, fifty and odd agencies, and 133,000 Indians 
under the charge of the United States. Now, I call his atten- 
tion to the fact that outside of the Government employés, no 
white man can legally be upon those reservations. There are 
white men there, to be sure. Some of them go in there and get 
adopted into the tribes; some of them intermarry with the In- 
dians; some are fugitives from justice who have gonein therein 
defiance of law; butno white man, not a Government employé, 
can be there lawfully—— 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Unless he is married. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Unless he intermarries with the 
Indians, and many of them who have intermarried went there 
at first in violation of law. Therefore, so far as these white 
people are concerned, they are not the most trustworthy per- 
Zons in the world for interpreters. Now, so far as the Indian is 

ncerned, he sees the 5 1 — side of a question, and unless there 

a special incentive, as a rule I do not think the Indians will 
make the most trustworthy interpreters. 

It is true that we are TURENE them at Carlisle and at the 
Haskell Institute, and at other places, and that they go back to 
the tribes, and Iam in complete harmony with the gentleman 
from Indiana in holding that all Indians who are thus educated 
should be given employment on the reservations, and that the 
1 should be given to them, because if the Government 

oes notemploy them, their condition will be worse than if they 
were not educated at all. But when you consider that there are 
133,000 Indians, and that the white people who are on the reser- 
vations are there agaiust the law, and some of them fugitives 
from justice, the bare statement of the number of Indians, the 
number of agencies, and the number of reservations would seem 
to be a sufficient argument for allowing at least $15,000 to be 
used by the Secretary of the Interior for the employment of in- 
terpreters. 

If you have an interpreter at all, 250 must make his compen- 
sation sufficient to enable him to feel that he is not giving some- 
thing for nothing. That, as we all know, is the rule among 
white people; If I employ a white man and put him in a posi- 
tion of responsibility, Í would run my hand into the fire before 
I would have him feel that he was giving something for nothing. 
The rule of my life has always been to pay every cent that the 
service is worth, if not more, and then you can expect good sery- 


Mr. LUCAS. One of the peculiar things about the Indian is 
that if he is paid by the Government—if he receives a compen- 
sation, however small, as its employé—he feels himself under 
an obligation to be faithful to its interests. This seems to be 
the only thing that will induce an Indian to desert his own peo- 
ple and be loyal to the Government as against them. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think there is some force in that 


suggestion. . 

r. LUCAS. Any man familiar with the Indian character 
knows this to be true. Hence the importance of properly se- 
lecting interpreters. No doubt there are hundreds of men, and 
women too, who can interpret the Indian language. The white 
men around the agencies al have asmattering of that language, 
for it is easily learned; but if you wish to get an interpreter 
that the Government may rely on, he must be the paid servant 
of the Government. The truth is that the difficulty at Pine 
Ridge, when the Wounded Knee war came on, arose in the be- 
qinning from the treachery of an interpreter. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, [am not factious about 
this matter, but I want to get at the truth. I would like to know 
where the Government gets theseinterpreters. Youtake them, 
I ga, right around the agency 
A r. LUCAS. We take them off the agency and pay them a 

ary. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. And you can getan Indian agent who can 
also serve as an interpreter? 

Mr. LUCAS. Not one time in a thousand. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. There is this difficulty in dealing with 
the present question. Western gentlemen, in whom Lhave great 
confidence, and by whom I have frequently been influenced in 
my votes in reference to measures concerning Indians, take posi- 
tions on this question which are hard tounderstand. Whenwe 
talk about reducing the appropriations for the Indians or adopt- 
ing any regulation in regard to their lands, almost the whole 
Western delegation will pronounce eulogiums apon the Indian; 
will tell us how great he is, how honest he is, how true he is; 
will tell us that he is highly civilized, equal to the white man. 

Why, sir, the gentleman from South Dakota spoke awhile ago 
of “grand ” Indians. On the other hand, whenever we talk about 
using the Indians as agents, everyone of those gentlemen comes 
up and says, Oh, the Indian is treacherous.” 

Mr. LUCAS. We do not say that they are all treacherous; 
that is too broad a statement. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If we have been continuing for so long 
our efforts to civilize the Indians, and can not find now one that 
can be relied on as an Indian agent or interpreter, that goes 
very far to confirm what I have often been inclined to believe 
that there is no full-blooded Indian who is civilized. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Indian is a good deal like the white man. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Well, if he is a good deal like the white 
man,” why not treat him as such? You can not improve on the 
white man. 

The talk about the Indian seems to me very much like some 
of the talk which we have had here, which amused me very much, 
in regard to locating the new Printing Office. . Gentlemen tell 
us of the great importance of preserving the public reservations 
in this city. They say, ‘‘These are the great breathing-places, 
created that the citizens of Washington may have a health-giv- 
ing atmosphere.” But when we talk about putting a Public 
Printing Office on one of these reservations they at once say, 
Oh, that location is malarious; we ought not compel the 
employés of the Printing Office to breathe such air; nobody can 
maintain his health there.” 

So it would appear that so long as we want to fleece the Indi- 
ans and make money out of them, they are the grandest people 
on the earth; but when we peo ose to use them for any purpose 
requiring intelligence and fidelity, at once we are told“ They 
are treacherous.” Under such circumstances, how are we to come 
to any conclusion intelligently? 

Mr. LUCAS. Allow me to make this suggestion: You have 
been dealing with the colored man so long and not paying him 
anything, that now gon do not want to pay the Indians. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman’s assertion is not true. 
He makes a charge thatno man can sustain. 

Mr. LUCAS. Iam speaking in general terms. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, those general terms” do not 
truthfully apply. Thereare no people better fed and more surely 
paid (they are not paid so much as these Indian agents) as the 
negroes in the South. And I wish to say to the gentleman from 
South Dakota that in my opinion there is a great deal ot gickly 
sentiment in regard to the negro. You have never appropri- 
ated a single dollar to the colored man. 

Mr. LUCAS. He did not need it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. No; he does not need it because we sup- 


ice, because the man feels that it is to his interest as well as to pa him; we tax ourselves to educate him. He does Dorp 
0 - 


his inclination to render such service. 


cents on the dollar of the money that educates his own c 


art 
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dren. Year after year the educational bill was heralded through 
this country, and we were told that the Government of the United 
tates must Poser ke money to educate the negro; but the 
oment that the Republican party come into possession of the 
vernment in the Fifty-first Congress that measure died a 
natural death, and we have never heard of it since. 

Mr. LUCAS. I thought you would bring politics into it be- 
fore you got through. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, then, do not make such statements 
as that. You can not find a colored man in the whole country, 
anywhere in the Southern States, who will agree to the state- 
‘ment you have made. : t 

Mr. LUCAS. Oh, I think I could. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I will give you a dollar apiece for every 
one of them. 

Mr. LUCAS. I think I might make a good deal of money in 
that way. accounts, the manner of expending money, the number of Indians provid 

Mr.STOCKDALE. I take it thatno gentleman who has trav- s connected with the 8 
eled in the Southern country will make that statement. 

Mr. PICKLER. What has that to do with the question of 
the interpreters? 

Mr. STOCKDALE, Well, the gentleman from South Dakota 
uses it as an argument as to why we should not say anything 
about 7 ing the Indians. I was only replying to that. 

Mr. UCAS. I said we wanted to pay these men for their porari —— 
services. of such suspension and designation; and upon the conclusion of each exam- 

Mr. STOCKDALE, The gentleman said if the Government orwarded to the President without delay, Thein- 
paid the Indian he would be true to the Government. ciao enka peer hee 7 ger gh vgs Sox Da sey reg Pry rer 

Here the hammer fell.] attorney of the United States for the appropriate district duly to effectuate, 

e HENOH. Me Chairman, there are op malty reluotlans | ip moa artas severd cquncies st sapettaa Meo or of 
in this bill that we shall necessarily have to increase, that Iam as 
of the opinion that this one ought to stand rather than many of Ne by different 83 5 
the others. From year to year the Indians are getting better | superintendency may not be examined twice in succession by the same in- 
and better able to do their own business with the agents, and 


spector or inspectors, 
without the aid of an interpreter, and I think we can stand a| Mr.McRAE. From the reading of that law the committe 
reduction of $5,000 without injury to the service. If I did not À g i . 


f id f vices a 
think so I would not hesitate to vote to increase the amount to FF e Gina ohne 


tors. They are-the confidential agents of the Secretary of the 
pe estimate made by the Commissioner. But this is one of | Interior, who is charged with the administration of all matters 
ose items that I think we can stand a reduction in, without 


relating to Indian affairs, and who must look after the $7,000,000 
detriment to the service, and hence I favor reducing the appro- 1 : i 


carried by this biil. Iam informed that all the men who oc- 
priation tothe amount fixed here—$10,000. We will come across | cupy these positions are men of high character and well quali- 
other items after a while where that condition may not apply. 


fied, and are needed. I do not indorse the policy of taking away 
TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | a part of a man's salary on an appropriation bill when that sal- 

ment of the gentleman from Illinois. ary is fixed by general law, as in this case. The law will give it 
The amendment was rejected. to him. They can sue for it in the courts, and will do so no 
The Clerk read as follows: 


doubt. I believe that inasmuch as these men have been a 
For the pay of five Indian inspectors, at 82,500 per annum each, $12,500. pointed, made their bonds, and are now on duty, that they ought 
Mr. MCRAE. I wish to offer a substitute for that section. 


to be continued, if continued at all, at the salary fixed law. 
The Clerk read as follows: The preceding section allows the President of the United 
Strike out lines 17, 18, and 19, on page 7, and insert: States to nominate a less number than five, if he sees fit, so that 
“For pay of five Indian inspectors, at $3,000 per annum each, 815,000.“ 


if the point is attempted to be made that we have more in- 
ae 3 of California. I wish to offer an amendment | spectors than are necessary, let that argument be addressed to 
to the substitute. 


theexecutive department. The law does not compel five to 
Mr. HOLMAN. I raise the question of order on the amend- | appointed, but it says a number not exceeding five; and thes 

ment. f men, of the character and special fitness required, should be 
Mr. MCRAE. Do I understand the gentleman to say that we | paid the full compensation which the law gives them. I hope 

can not change an appropriation bill at all, even to o it con- 


the amendment will be adopted. i 
form to the existing law? I would like very much to hear what Mr. COOMBS. I will ask the gentlemanif up to this time 
the point of order is. they have been receiving $3,000? 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is that these salaries are fixed by law. Mr. MCRAE. Yes; up to this time they have been paid 
Mr. MCRAE. That is exactly what I am trying to have done, | $3,000. 
to make their salaries conform to the law. Theideathatapoint| Mr. HOLMAN. Idid not expect my friend from Arkansas 
of order can be made against an amendment to a bill, when the Tin 


[Mr. MCRAE] to rival my friend from ois [Mr. CANNON] in 
bill itself seeks to change the law, is a most singular proposition | trying to prevent a moderate degree of retrenchment in the ex- 
to me. I ask the Clerk to read from the Revised Statutes—— 


ndituresof our Government. Gentlemen, consider the matter 
Mr. HOLMAN. I understand the salary of these officers is 2 amoment. See how we have taken advantage of the benev- 
fixed by law at $3,000. 


olent spirit of the people of the United States in behalf of the 
Mr. MCRAE. That is correct. Indians tofasten upon their appropriations an army of employés 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist | in the Indian 8 This is rather a bill to appropriate 2 
upon the point of order? for the benefit of the hangers-on of the Indian service than fo 
Mr. HOLMAN. No; I withdraw the point of order. 


the benefit of the Indians, and the tendency is to increase thé 
Mr. MCRAE. Now, I ask the Clerk to read sections 2043, 2044, 


number and to increase salaries all along the line; and the mis- 
sears a of the Revised Statutes, as bearing directly upon this | fortune of our system, gentlemen, is that whatever is valuable 
subject. 


and good and necessary, whatever ought to receive the foster- 
Before that I wish to state, however, that these officers, | ing care of the Government, is seized upon for the purposes of 
created by this statute, have salaries fixed at $3,000 each. They | plunder. i 
are required to be nominated by the President and confirmed by Now, the idea of these inspectors getting $3,000a year! What 
the Senate. Their dutiesare very responsible, perhaps the most | class of men are they? Respectable men, who could make per- 
responsible of any other officers connected with the Indian serv- | haps a thousand or fifteen hundred dollars a year at home, 
ice lower in authority than the Commissioner himself. They Why, a few years ago one of these officers, aman from my own 
Dught to be men who are worth $3,000 a year, and I believe that | district, spent the entire winter here in Washington with noth- 
those now on duty are worth it. None of them were appointed | ing to do, and yet here are a long series of duties read from the 
from my State. statutes as though they were performed. 

Iam not even 3 with any one of the gentlemen oc-| Mr. COOMBS. Dol understand the gentleman to state that 
copying these positions, but I do know something of the respon- 


1 these inspectors do not orm these duties? 
and important services rendered by them. It has always Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, there are scarcely any duties to be per- 


been the practice to pay them the full amount of the salary fixed 
since the passage of the statutes to which I refer. That ought 
to be continued until the law is changed. 

Lask the Clerk to read now the sections of the statutes to 
which I have referred. 
Tho Clerk read as follows: 


SEC. 2043. There shall be appointed by the President, ar and with the ad- 


n inspectors, not 
exceeding five in number, to perform the duties utred of — ins —— 
by the 8 of this ti Each ee hold his office for four 


other persons as he may dee: or proper. 
The inspectors, or any ot them, shall Rave power to ea arene oe superin- 
person 


tor é and to designate some lace tem- 
ty, su . n report 


`~ 
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formed. You can visit all of these agencies in three months 
and investigate their accounts at any one point in a few days. 
My friend must understand that we have got ten of these men, 
of this same class exactly, five for the Secretary of the Interior, 
who are called inspectors, and five for the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, who are called special agents. They are exactly 
the same kind of men. I have known many of them for years 
and years. Some have been from my section of the couniry, 
but they are the same class of men, those of the one class re- 
ceiving $2,000 a year and the others 33,000 a year, but perform- 
ing the same general duties. There are ten of these men, and 
yet any intelligent member of this House could visit all of these 
agencies and look after all of these matters in the course of a 
year without the least embarrassment ortrouble. I speak from 
some slight experience—not much, I admit, but some experi- 
ence. 

This system was gotten up when the whole Western country 
had to be traversed with ambulances and on horseback, when 
there were no railroads, ; 

Mr. HUNTER. Thee of these men are all paid? 

Mr. HOLMAN. . Oh, certainly. Ithinkthat twenty yearsago, 
when this system was inaugurated, when the Indians were widely 
scattered and almost inaccessible, ten of these agents were well 
enough; and considering the hardships that men had to en- 
counter in those days, the salaries were not excessive; but every- 
thing ischanged. There are but five or ten of these agencies 
beyond the reach of railroads, and they are mostly along the in- 
ternational line, north of the Missouri and on westward. 

These agencies are very accessible. I have visited noy 
every one of themin a period of less than four months. An 
yet you have gottenmenemployed. At the last session of Con- 
gress [moved toreduce the n r to three inspectors and three 
special agents. The committee did not think proper to adopt 

t view, and yet I think it could be done with absolute safety. 
When I saw a gentleman s ing the entire winter here, and 
receiving his pay with nothing to do, I felt then that some re- 
duction should be made, s 

This proposition now approximates a degree of fairness; that 
is to say, this bill provides for five inspectors at $2,500 each per 
year, with traveling expenses to the amount of $7,000. 

That is a substantial addition to their salaries. Then we pro- 
vide for five foe agents, performing the same general duty, 
at a pay of $2,000 a year and travelingexpenses. Here we have 
five men, traveling allover the country; and that is not all. In 
addition to that, you have in your employ four superintendents 
of schools traveling at your expense. There are fourteen. 
Then there is the superintendent of education travelingat your 
expense, at $1,500 a year, making fifteen persons traveling all 
over the country, when any one of you gentlemen could visit 
those places twice in one year. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment I wish to offer to the amendmert, or as a substitute for 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. MoMLLIN). The Chair will state to 
the gentleman that the proposition pening: is a substitute, and 
his amendment can only be offered as an amendment to the 
substitute. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Then I offer it as an amendment 
to the substitute. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 17, page 7, amend by striking out the word “five” and inserting 
the word “three, and in line 18 of the same, by; striking out the 


„paragra: 
word twelve“ and inserting in lieu thereof the Word seven. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, these para- 
phs, the six lines, lines 17, 18, and 19, and the next three 


new: proyide for an expenditure of $19,500 for five inspectors— 


$20,000 in round numbers. On the next page provision is made 

for the appointment of five more special agents and their ex- 
nses. Their expenses are not specifically named, except ina 

fom sum. They will undoubtedly be as large as the others. 

e may therefore safely calculate that $39,000 are appropri- 
ated in just these two places, saying nothing about their contin- 
gent ya en for general traveling expenses, and sleeping-car 
fare, and all that sort of thing, for the inspectors of this dis- 
trict. There are fifty-six agencies. You have appointed ten of 
them here. It does seem to me that this honest Bureau” re- 
quires an immense amount of inspection. In any other branch 
of the service, in the Light-House Board for instance, one man 
does more than all these inspectorsandspecialagentsdo. The 
could do all they have to do, and do it far better; and you co 
reduce their number. 

I had some experience with these inspectors in my dis- 
trict. I remember now that two special agents, one an Indian 
agent and one an inspector, arrived in my city by train at 9 
o'clock at night and went into a first-class hotel ere: They 
sent word in the morning that they wanted to see me. They 


X 


had learned that I had been elected toCongressand they wanted 
tointerview me. There are three or four, or about adozen, 
reservations in my county. These gentlemen left the city and 
the county thatafternoon by trainat 20 ock. They had a good 
time, were on a fine junket, and they did not go within 40 miles 
of any Indian reservation, or anyshing of that kind, and did 
aus in the world; and I just give this asa specimen of these 
pections. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just let me state my experience. I went to 
visit one of the agencies, and I will not mention it, because oth- 
erwise the name of the gentleman might appear. The railroad 
was about 3 miles from the ss dey, and he took a carriage and 
went over there and had a splendid time for two or three days 
afterwards, and then the gentleman retired. That does not look 
like investigating matters seriously. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Now, Mr. Chairman, these are 
facts. You know, and we all knowit, that the Indian Bureau has 
been nyama refuge to hide in; places to which the Democratic 
A tration has had the key and kept open doors, and mee 
have placed in them these gentlemen that have been useful 
for whom they had no 5 You know it, and know Iam 
stating the truth about it. ə the sentimentality out of this 
careful system and bring itdown to business principles and there 
is no other business which requires such an expense to inspect. 

Mr. Chairman, it is absurd; it is a fraud; it is unnecessary, 
and every man here who knows anything about business knows 
that it is and that three men could do all the work 
that is done by these men. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman,I desire to say afew words 
in reply on this subject. This is a question which was much 
discussed in committee, and I visited the Secretary of the In- 
terior to find out whether these five ctors were actually 
necessary or not. He thinks, and so stated, that they were ab- 
solutely necessary. And for the same reasons and the very 
reasons that the gentleman has just given, that the inspectors 
had simply failed to discharge their duties and report the facts 
to the Government. He had to have an investigation made of 
facts which the Department ought to know. Inaddition to that 
the gentleman does not seem to know the duties of these in- 
spectors. We have added to the duty already im on these 
inspectors other duties which they have not hitherto been re- 
quired to perform. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. To inspect the agencies. 

Mr. MADDOX. [am not talking about inspecting the agen- 
cies, but allotting and . Ea ə public lands. 

Mr. BOWERS of California, at is all right. Iam not talk- 
ing about that. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is an additional duty that this commit- 
tee has imposed on these inspectors. Now, the gentleman talks 
as if there were no precedents for this. In the Internal Revenue 
Department there are special agents; in the Post-Office De 
ment there are special agents, and in the Pension Office there 
are special agents, who are the very eyes and arms of the De- 
partments. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I could give you some interest- 
ing history about those special agents. 

Mr. MADDOX. Lhave no doubt of it; and all that the gen- 
tleman says in that line only shows the necessity of finding out 
the true condition of affairs. 

Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Interior says it is abso- 
lutely necessary that he should bave these agents; and he went 
so far as to say that if he be allowed to keep them until this 
Congress meets again he will be able to make a report to this 
body which will be of benefit to the country. 

In reply to the statement of our distinguished chairman, the 
gentleman from Indiana, that one of these gentlemen had stayed 
here the whole winter drawing his salary and rendering no pub- 
lic service, the Secretary of the Interior has authorized me to 
say that no agent of his will spend his winter in this city or any- 
where else drawing salary without rendering service; that the 
very moment there is any agent who has not some public duty 
to perform he will be dispensed with. 


n view of the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, that ~ 


these five inspectors are absolutely needed; in view of the fact 
that he regards them as necessary to represent him in different 
parts of the country—they being, as it were his eyes and arms— 
in view of the importance of these officers in transacting the 
business of the Taillan agencies on reservation—in theallotment 
of lands, ete.—I think that this amendment ought to be voted 
down, and this statute, which has been so long on the statute 
book, continued. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, at an appropriate time I think I 
shall move to strike out the enacting clause of this bill, because 
after listening to the arguments and explanations and statements 
of gentlemen who are acquainted with the Indians and sup- 
posed to know their condition, I am almost though not quite 
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satisfied that they need no more care or looking after than the 
average white man. - 

The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] tells us in 
all seeming sincerity and with great earnestness that all In- 
dians, especially the Sioux Indians, known to have been here- 
tofore the most warlike and ungovernable, have become good 
men, noble Indians; that they are now an educated, inteligent, 
Christian, and law-abiding people. If this is true, we n ap- 
propriate no money for them; we need send no men to take care 
of them or look after them. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman might add that 
wherever the Indians have received allotments of lands, they 
have become citizens of the United States, and voted. 

Mr. RAY. So much the better. Why not give land to all of 
them? Now, the gentleman from California [Mr. BOWERS] tells 
us thatthe gentlemen appointed as n to look after the 
Indians in California and on the Pacific coast pay no attention 
whatever to the Indians; yet we have had no outbreaks there. 
He tells us that these inspectors stop at a hotel 40 miles awa 
from the Indians, and call upon him to entertain them, whic 
he does so charmingly and effectively that they take the train 
and depart without visiting the Indians at all, and we infer the 
Indians are the better for it. 

The gentleman from Indiana, the distinguished chairman of 
the committee having charge of this billand which recommends 
the expenditure of thousands of dollars of the public money for 
the Indians, tells us that we do not need to employ interpreters 
to communicate between the Government and the Indians, for 
the reason that the Indians are so civilized, so honest, so well 
educated, so reliable that the service of interpreters is substan- 
tially unnecessary. Now, if all these statements are true (and 
they ought to be true, for they fall from the lips of representa- 
tives of the opia who live among tho Indians and are ac- 

uainted with their condition), we should at once abolish the 

ndian Department; we should abolish these various offices and 
stop this expenditure of money. 

Are these gentlemen quite honestin making these statements? 
Are they telling the whole truth in fregard to the Indians and 
their condition? Are they picturing the situation as it actually 
is? Ifso, they can not justify their action in recommendin 
thess appropriations and these expenditures of money. Ih 
always supposed, and I have a lingering belief still, that the In- 
dian tribes are uneducated, uncivilized, treacherous, naturally 
vicious, disposed to break away from the reservations, and com- 
mit depredations upon the white men, 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Thatis not true. 

Mr. RAY. Well, lam glad to hear it. Iam glad to have my 
ideas of the Indian character and disposition entirely changed. 
Ihave read in history of Indian treachery, of Indian massacres, 
of tortures inflicted upon the whites by the Indians in various 
parts of this land. No longer do I believe it! The ideas gath- 
ered from my reading of h tory are all changed! I simply say, 
that taking the statements of these gentlemen as true, the time 
has come to abolish the Indian Bureau, and stop these appropri- 
ations of money as a piece of wasteful extravagance. 

All Indians should be made citizens of the United States at 
once, and in two, four, or six years we may hope to see an im- 
provement in Congress, because we shall have here a better rep- 
resentation than we have now—we will have Indian Congress- 
men. As pictured by the gentleman from South Dakota, the 
averago Sioux Indian is better, far better, than the average Re- 

ublican or the average Democrat. Nothing can equal these 

ioux unless it be the Populist or the commonwealer. What a 
change in the Indian race! No more Indian wars shall vex this 
people! The noble red man is here. 

I have read of the raids made by hordes of the Western sav- 
ages; of ranches burned, murders committed, and of women car- 

ed into a captivity worse than death, and had supposed that 
the seid baie of all these cruelties were inhuman, brutal, 
and wp tying. But after the speeches of the gentlemen from 
South Dakota[Mr. 5 Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], and Cali- 
fornia [Mr. BOWERS], I am almost forced to the conclusion that 
all the tales of Indian ferocity are mere fables, possibly invented 
by speculators for the purpose of keeping immigrants from the 
fertile fields of the great West, or it may be to excite hatred 
against these red men and bring on a war of extermination. 

I almost expect to see the magnificent Gen. Custer walk into 
this Chamber attended by his three hundred cavalrymen, de- 
nounce the story of his massacre among the Black Hills asa 
rer slander upon the noble red men, and a malicious fabrica- 

on. 

No more shall we hear men on this floor announcing that an 
educated Indian boy will relapse into barbarism if permitted to 
return to his tribe, for the tribes are civilized, educated, peace- 
able, religious, honest. 
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These are the legitimate conclusions that might be drawn 
from much of the declamation to which we have listened this 
afternoon, But, Mr. Chairman, I do not concur in those state- 
ments. I adhere to my preconceived opinions that the Indians, 
especially the Sioux and the Apaches, are uncivilized, barbar- 
ous, ignorant, cruel,and vindictive, and that they are restrained 
from outbreaks and deeds of violence by a wholesome fear of 
visits from Government troops and the swift vengeance of an of- 
fended Government. The Indian is not all bad, but it will take 
a century of active missionary work and the succession of many 
generations under Christian influences before we shall see a 
race of hard-working, intelligent, law-abiding, and self-sup- 
porting Indians. 

I do not think that the children and descendants of the red- 
handedscreeching devils, who for unknown centuries hunted hu- 
man life by stealth, burned captives at the stake, and wore human 
scalps at their girdles, can be trusted or relied uponor made self- 
supporting for generations to come. Cooper has told us that old 
Chingachook, Indian John, the very last and noblest of the no- 
blest tribe of the American Indians, fell away from the Chris- 
tian faith when death bogan to seal his eyes, and that he chanted 
his death song, recited his deeds of massacre, and saw only vis- 
ions of happy unting grounds, tenanted by valiant warriors, as 
as he took his departure for the unknown country. 

Cooper understood Indian character as no living man does; 
and when we read of the cruel and bloodthirsty Mingoes of 1756 
and realize that they were better than the Sioux of 1876, we de- 
ceive ourselves in assuming that the tribes of 1894, as tribes, are 
anything but barbarous savages restrained by the wholesome 
fear of a powerful army. There are individual exceptions, and 
we may except-some of the remnants of tribes that have been 
surrounded by elevating and civilizing influences for nearly a 
century. 

I do not forget or belittle the wrongs of the red men; I think 
that much of their wrongdoing in recent years has been by way 
of retaliation. Iam simply contending that the nature of the 
tribes on our frontiers is not greatly changed, and that, asa 
matter of fact, we should increase our efforts for the care, eleva- 
tion, and protection of these Indians, while at the same time we 
should be sleeplessly vigilant lest an Indian war or outbreak 
scandalize our nation, strew the borders with murdered men, 
women, and children, and shock the civilized world. 

I want more care taken of the Indians, not less; more money 
expended, not less; more Indian schools, teachers, interpreters, 
farms, schoolhouses, and more of all the work necessary to re- 
strain, elevate, and ennoble, so far as possible and as rapidly as 
possible, these red men who are as they are, and are not ai all 
blamable for their condition. But I do not think we shall be the 

ainers if we deceive ourselves as to the true character and con- 

ition of our Indian tribes. Ido not think weshall gain a penny 
in the end by making small or inadequate appropriations for 
the care of these wards of the nation. - 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I go as far as anyone in sup- 
porting the rights of the Indians. While I have decided con- 
victions upon the policy that should be adopted as to them, I 
have not time now to discuss the question. I wish now only to 
say that the Indian policy of the Government for the last twenty 
or twenty-five years has not beendiscreditable tothe Government. 
Under it the Indians have advanced and are advancing in civili- 
zation and are nearly ready for American citizenship and their 
lands in severalty. The five tribes are ready. 

When the gentleman from Indiana tells 2 that this is an old 
statute passed forty years ago, when the Indian agencies were 
all off of the lines of transportation, he is mistaken. The first 
section of the statute read was passed in 1873, and the second in 
1875, . the outrageous scandals and frauds connected 
with the Indian service prior to that time —scandals which 
ruined the character of so many white men around these agencies, 
I will not do more than to refer to them. 

Since the passage of this law giving the executive depart- 
ment power to put into the service such men as we have now we 
have had no such scandals and frauds. Without this law the De- 

rtment is without any adequate protection in many cases, 

ithout these men, who represent the Indian and the Govern- 
ment as well—without the honest official who stands between 
the uneducated, helpless Indian and the shrewd, unscrupulous 
agent who happens to be in favor with his party—there is no 
rotection either to the Department or the Indian. You owe 
it to the Secretary to give such help as is necessary to see that 
this moneys honestly expended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The special act which the gentleman refers 
to 8 in 1873; but this original policy was inaugurated 
away Á 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not know what you find running away 
back; but this, I tell the gentleman, was the beginning of the 
system of inspectors as now used. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; not at all. I think you will find you 
are entirely mistaken. 
Mr. MORAI Sas waen 1 e 5 that . no 
ney to inspect ag to ask why is this ere, then? 
“itr. HOLMAN 8 Oh, I did not say that, You misunderstood 
me entirely. 


Mr. MCRAE. I stand corrected if I misunderstood you. 
Then, if these gentlemen have nothing whatever to do, as the 
gentleman has suggested, why are they appointed at all? I 
leave the Department to determine that. The law vestsdiscre- 
tion in the President of the United States to appoint not to ex- 
ceed five Indian inspectors. Now, he need not appoint any of 
them, or he may appoint a less number than five. The charge 
the gentleman from Indiana makes, when reduced to its final 
analysis, implies a reflection upon the President of the United 
States—the choice of his own party, an honest man—because 
he has selected these inspectors and thereby said that he 
thought they could render efficient service to the Govern- 
ment and to the Indians. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that as long as 
this statute stands, whatever may be the judgment of the com- 
mittee as to the propriety of continuing it in the future, we will 


pay the inspectors what the law gives them, $3,000 a year, and 
not undertake to starve them out by cutting off their pay $500 
atatime. The law fixes it, and they ought to have it. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Is my friend opposed to the reduction of any 


salary? 

Mr. MCRAE. No; I am in favor of reducing salaries wher- 
ever it can be done fairly and justly. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not this a good salary fixed by the bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. If you seek to change the law, why do you not do 
it in a legitimate way? You only seek to do it here for the en- 
suing year, and you discriminate against the best class of officers 

ou have. 
: Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, not all. 

Mr. MCRAE. I will go with you on a bill to reduce all sal- 
aries; but these inspectors are absolutely important in the Indian 
service and should not be singled out by you on an appropria- 
tion bill. This system of inspection has been adopted by the 
Government in regard to nearly all its important affairs. It is 
the method used for protection of depositors in the national 


banks. 

The Post-Office Department uses inspectors in its business with 
postmasters, as does the Treasury. You have your internal-rev- 
enue inspectors, your customs inspectors, sugar inspectors, and 
timber inspectors. They are appointed to look into these mat- 
ters in which the Government is interested, and prevent frauds 
in the public business. The fact that moy can be used prevents 
fraud. It is not so much what is detected as what is prevented 
by them. 

Now, will you deprive this great Bureau, for which the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is directly responsible, of the services of a 
sufficient number of inspectors to serve him and keep him in- 
formed as to the operations of the agentsand army officers who 
have to expend the $7,000,000 you give the Indians? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow another question? 
These salaries, admitting the fact that they were established in 
1872—— 

Mr. MCRAE. In 1873. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, whenever the law was enacted, but 
when everything was on a high key 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, during the panic of 1873. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; this was passed before that, the gen- 
tleman will find pr examination, 

Mr. MCRAE. I gave you the date of the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, at that time everything, I repeat, was 
onahigh key. Now that everything is reduced, the cost of liv- 
ing is reduced, and when we pay all the travelling expenses to 
the last cent which these men incur, adding at least $700 to their 
respective salaries, I ask if 82,500 a year is nota fair salary, when 
the gentleman knows the condition of the people of this coun- 
try to-day as well as I do? 

r. MGRAE. These men were 
standing that they were to have $3,000, 
bill reducing itfor the current year. If youare going tochange 
the law, change it in the proper way. You should not change 
it indirectly, and I hope the amendment will be adopted which 
only gives the sum allowed by law. 

ere the hammer fell.] 5 

r. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, a strong effort was made in the 
committee, first, to dispense entirely with these inspectors, and 
next, to 5 1 8 three only, instead of five. That required of 
the committee an investigation and inquiry at the Indian Office 
and Interior Department as to the necessity of still retainin, 
five. In that way we became 8 of information that le 
8 unanimously to recommend the retention of the five inspec- 
tors. 


Re dl with the under- 
We should not pass a 
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Mr. RAY. How many are there now? 
Mr. LYNCH. Five. snes 
_ Mr. HOLMAN. Five inspectors and five special agents, ten 


in all, . 

Mr. LYNCH. These inspectors are the private detectives of 
the Secretary of the Interior. They are exclusively under his 
control, and they work for him solely and report to him solely. 
He sends them out wherever he thinks an agency or an agent 
should be investigated. They drop in on an agent just like the 
pee inspectors, without notice or warning, and demand his 

ooks, accounts, and cash. They go through them carefully to 
see whether he has been honest in his accounts, whether he has 
made payments he should have made, and how he has transacted 
his business. And in addition to that, the Secretary of the In- 
terior within the last year has imposed upon them anew andim- 
portant duty. He now uses them, ins of commissioners usu- 
ally appointed for that purpose, to negotiate treaties in certain 


cases, 

We have, I think, three treaties negotiated by them without 
any additional expense to the Government. In that way they 
have saved the expense of a commission costing about $35. day, 
for one or two months, and they are now engaged in investi- 
gating and making a special report on each agency, which will 
appear in the next report of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
from which some very important recommendations will be made 
to the next Congress. 

So the only question remaining is whether they shall be paid 
$3,000 or $2,500 a year. There are also five special agents who 
are under the charge of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and entirely under his direction, to perform such duties as he 
may require. They practically perform the same duties, these 
two classes of officials. - 

The special agents only get $2,000 a year and their expenses, 
and there seemed to the committee no special reason why five 
men, performing practically the same line of duty under the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, should receive a thousand dollars a year 
more than five other men equally competent, faithful, and hon- 
est, performing practically the same duties under the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LUCAS. Is it not a fact that thé five inspectors are sup- 
posed to be expert bookkeepers, that they may chéck up these 
accounts, whereas the five special agents of the Indian Depart- 
ment inspect the quality of goods, ete.? 

Mr. LYNCH. Oh, no. 

Mr. LUCAS. But they inspect the goods delivered at the 
agency, and the general management of affairs? 

Mr. LYNCH, They are expected to be experts in bookkeep- 
ing also, and to examine the accounts. 

r. LUCAS. Are you sure of that? 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes; when one agent supplants another, one of 
these agents is sent to check up the accounts and turn over the 
office to his successor. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to ask whether, in addition to the 
other qualifications which have been enumerated, they are not 
also required to investigate quarrels and matters affecting in- 
tegrity in the Indian training schools and matters referring to 
the educational work of the Bureau? 

Mr. LYNCH. They are supposed to investigate all disturb- 
ances. 

Mr. HERMANN, And therefore it is necessary to have men 
of very 5 ualifications? 

Mr. LYNCH. Necessarily so. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is what I was getting at. No common 
man can do the work. A man must be well qualified. 

Mr. LYNCH. Now, the only question is, should these in- 
spectors, performing practically the same dut , receive a thou- 
sand dollars a year more than the five special agents? 

Mr. MCRAE. The ner diem allowance of $3 a day is perhaps 
not allowed tothe Indian inspectors. I think that they are 
allowed actual traveling expenses, while the special agents are 
allowed not exceeding the sum of $3 per day when on duty in 
the field, out of which they sometimes save something that thé 
inspectors do not, 

r. HOLMAN. The same rule applies to both. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think not, from the reading of your bill. 

Mr. LYNCH. The rule of the Departmentis, that whenever 
they are not on duty their expenses cease. 

Mr. MCRAE. . But if when on duty the inspectors only Sgt 
their traveling expenses, and the special agents get an allow- 
ance of $3 per day, out of which at times they can savé some- 
thing, there would be less difference than the salary would in- 
dicate. 

Mr. LYNCH. They are not allowed any expenses except 
when they are in the field. 

anes McRAE. But when they are on duty they are allowed $3 
aday. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. They are both allowed the same. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think not, but I am not certain about it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Practically the same. 

Mr. MCRAE. No; not practically the same, because one class 

t their actual traveling expenses and the others receive $3 a 

y, from the N of your bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The $7,000 covers the whole. 

Mr. LYNCH. The only question is: Should there be a dif- 
ference of a thousand dollars a year between men perf 
practically the same duties? The bill allows a difference of $500 
a year, and we thought that was enough. The salaries of sev- 
eral of the agents haye been cut down. Three of them have 
been cut from $2,200 to $1,800 a year. Seven of them have been 
cut from $2,000 to $1,800 a year. They devote all their time to 
the service and they only get that salary, and support them- 
selves, while these men get a fixed salary with all expenses. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish to say just a word before 
this vote is taken. The expenditure of money in the Indian 
Service is large, and itis expended in a great many different 
channels. You hold the Secretary of the Interior responsible. 
Of course, so far as it is possible he holds the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs responsible. The contracts are let in New York 
and Chicago, and formerly much of fraud crept in in the delivery 
of the goods to comply with the contracts. 

Mr, PICKLER. ey would sell the same cattle three or 
four times, and drive them around the hill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As settlements increase through- 
out the N there is all the while frietion between the set- 
tlers and the Indians. That is peculiarly so where there is a 
continual disposition to trench upon reservations. I am not 
OPROER O this disposition. I donot believe in reser- 
vations. I hope the time will soon come when the Indians may 
have their allotments in severalty, and when there may be half 
a dozen white families to every Indian family, with the white 
civilization all about them; and I wish they were scattered a 
hundred times more than they are. 

But we have got to take the condition as itis. With this 
service, scattered as it isin twenty odd different States and Ter- 
ritories, and involving as things to look after, it seems to 
me, when you make the Secretary of the Interior responsible, 
that he should have at least five men who should be well paid, 
paid well enough to command first-class men. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What difference is there that they should 
ba paid better than the others? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The agents ought to be good men 
and do their work well; but these are under the Secretary of 
the Interior, and have, in my judgment, in former years been 
the best class of employés in the Indian service, of a high grade 
of intelligence, and of a high grade of honesty and of vigilance. 

Now, in the Indian services and in the allotments that are be- 
ing made, notwithstanding you gentlemen upon that side have 
the Administration, and some of your friends, Democrats not 
Republicans, hold these places, Iam satisfied that there are good 
Democrats you can get. Maybe you have gotthem. Anyhow, 
I would give the Secretary of the Interior this appropriation, 
and hold him don marae for the just and proper Indian service. 
So that I am not in harmony with this proposition to decrease 
the salaries of these five Indian inspectors. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestionison the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California to the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Arkansas Mr. MCRAE}. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask that they both be read. 

The substitute offered by Mr. MCRAE and the amendment of 
Mr. BOWERS of California to the substitute were again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The vote will first be taken on the amend- 
ment to the substitute. 

Mr. McRAE. ‘This amendment is an amendment to the orig- 
inal text of the bill. : 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me we ought to have a division 
of that amendment to the substitute and have the propositions 
voted upon separately. 

Mr. BOW. of California. It does not change the salary. 
It simply changes the number from five to three, and then 
changes the amountin the bill. = 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from California, to strike out “five” and insert 
“three,” and then to change the amount to make the bill con- 
form to it, if adopted. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committes divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 60. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the substi- 
tute offered by the genteman from Arkansas. 


The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCRAE. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 19, noes 29. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have a quo- 
rum. I hope the gentleman from Indiana, as it is Saturday eve- 
ning and half-past 3, will assent to move that the Committee 
rise and let us have a full House on that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask asa favor that we may go on for half 
an hour longer. f 

Mr. REED. It is late enough for Saturday evening. 

5 HOLMAN. We will reach an important amendment 
pretty soon. i 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. This is an important amendment, 
and I think we had better have a full House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is Saturday afternoon and near 4 o'clock. 

Mr. REED. It is Saturday afternoon, and we have nearly 
succeeded in i Nay 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is now after half-past 3, and some of us 
were here late last night. 

Mr. LYNCH. About half an hour will e of the miscel- 
laneous items, and then there will be the treaty stipulations. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. You have several hours’ fight be- 
fore you reach that, 

Mr. HOLMAN Does the gentleman intend to insist on a 
quorum? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I shall have to do so in this mat- 


ter.. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was ag 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O'NEILL of Massachusetts, chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee having had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 6913) had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until Monday, June 11. S 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

of ne DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 7403) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to convey to the eity of Junction City, Kans., for 
park pur , atractof land near said city—to the Commit- 
tes on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 191) relating 
pi sta railroad grant lands—to the Committee on the Pacific 

roads, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7404) for the relief 
of Hannibal Griffith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COCKRELL: A bill (H. R. 7405) for the relief of Juan 
S. Hart, administrator of Simeon Hart, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7406) for the relief of Mrs. 
Elvira Moore, executrix of J. L. Moore—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 7407) for tho relief of S. E. Hall- 
ford, of Alabama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of citizens of Calloway County, Mo., 
for free leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COGS WELL: Petition of H. T. Balch and others, 
asking that certain beneficiary societies may be exempted from 
an income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Wilmer- 
ding, Pa.. against an income tax affecting beneficiary societies— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DE FOREST: Petition of labor organizations, in aid 
of legislation to regulate convict labor—to the Committee on 


By Mr. DINGLEY: Two ‘petitions of citizens of Calais and 
Hodgton, Me., for legislation to abolish lotteries—to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. DRAPER: Two petitions of many citizens of Mar- 
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By Mr. LAYTON: Resolution of the Young Men's Christian 
Association and Young Woman's Christian Association of Nor- 
mal University bf Lebanon, Ohio, for the speedy passage of anti- 
lottery laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McGANN: Petition of Chicago Stamping Company, 
relating to House bill 4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Papers to accompany H. Res. 190, for 
the printing of the digest of the laws and decisions relating to 
the appointment, salary, and compensation of officials of the 
Uni tea States courts—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Two petitions of 109 citizens of Beaver 
Falls, Pa., protesting against an income tax being levied on fra- 
ternal and beneficiary orders composing the National Fraternal 
Congress, having a combined membership of over 2,000,000 
8 benefit certificates—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, resolution of the Economic Literary Club, of Beaver 
Falls, Pa., urging the passage of the two Coxey bills—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying that the beneficiary societies be exempted from the in- 
come tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. STORER: Petition of . Bratfish and 14 other citi- 
zens of Hamilton County, Ohio, against sectarian appropria- 
tions—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. - 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of Good Citizenship Club, of Dud- 
ley, Mass., urging the passage of the Hoar antilottery bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Papers to accompany House bill 7400— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE, 
MONDAY, June 11, 1894, 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a, m. 

Prayer by Rev. T. BOWMAN STEPHENSON, LL. D., of London, 
England. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was 
dispensed with. 


UNITED STATES NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


Mr. MORRILL. MR. Speaker, I wish to ask as a personal 
favor the privilege of making remarks about ten minutes long 
in relation to an amendment proposed by me to the naval appro- 
priation bill on Saturday. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair- 
hears none, and the Senator from Vermont will proceed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will not ask for the reading of the amend- 
ment, but will insert it at the head of m 
The amendment (submitted by Mr. 

stant) was to insert the following: 


Thatfrom and after the passage of this actthe Superintendent of the 
United States Naval Observatory shall be a person selected from civil life, 
learned in the science of astronomy, to be appointed by the President by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall receive an annual sal- 
ary of $5,000; he may also occupy the dwelling house near the observato: 
free of rent. The superintendent aforesaid is hereby authorized and di- 
rected, with the approval of the Secretary of the Navy, to reorganize said 
observatory esta’ ent and to make such regulations as may be expedi- 
ent in relation to the- eee and its subordinate officers, professors, 
and other employés: Provided. That after January 1, 1895, the total sala- 
ries and annual expenditures shall be adjusted to a basis of not exceeding 

000 per annum. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I make this proposition, af- 
ter mature deliberation, not in any hostility to the Navy, nor to 
any of its officers, but as a steadfast friend, with the purpose of 
relieving naval officers of the chief responsibility in the direc- 
tion of our astronomical observatory, which the experience for 
the greater part of fifty years shows would be a grave error 
longer to impose. * 

One purpose of the change contemplated is that of economy, 
in order to escape from the overwhelming criticism that the 
United States parades great expenditures without the parade of 
great results. Another high purpose is to obtain a skilled and 
practical astronomer as superintendent of an observatory which, 
not the Navy but the nationsupports, and of which our country 


remarks. 
ORRILL on the 9th in- 


must bear the responsibility and the recoiling reputation. Itis 
wholly a conservative measure—a relief to the Navy, and a re- 
lief to the observatory. A large portion of the working force of 
competent officers, professors, and computers now at the obser- 
vatory must be retained, although the force will be reduced by 
the limit proposed to the total expenditures. 

No nation, as I amassured on the best authority, has now or 
ever had an astronomical observatory directed by its naval offi- 
cers. The observatory in France is placed in charge of the de- 
8 of public instruction, science, and fine arts. The 

reenwich Royal Observatory is under the admiralty, or navy, 
but the director isa prominent practical astronomer, as he 
should be here. 

No one will dispute that we have had very eminent naval offl- 
cers detailed for service as superintendenfs of our national ob- 
servatory, and it was fortunate soon after its start to have had, 
even for a brief time, such officers as Maury and Gilliss, with 
qualifications and genius that won deserved national recogni- 
tion. 

Some occasional notable work has since been done by officers 
of rare scientific culture, such as Prof. Hall, who were also orna- 
ments of the naval profession. 

Yet many blank years have passed without so much as an 
annual report of astronomical observations to show even the ex- 
istence of our Naval Observatory, and when reports of the usual 
work well done have appeared the work has rarely been better 
done than that of observatories of much inferior nominal rank in 
different parts of our country. We want an observatory which 
will promote the advancement of astronomical science by day 
and by night, by labor and study intent,” and prove itself by 
its work at least able to contest the primacy of any other observa- 
tory in America. 

e have purchased a site and erected a new Observatory at 
a cost of about $640,000, or greater than the cost of any sim- 
ilar national institution in Europe, and have furnished it witha 
26-inch equatorial telescope, as wellasother proper instruments 
for scientific observation. Manifestly the design could not have 
been less than to give our Observatory a higher national charac- 
ter and the means of answering the public demand for resulting 
work of commensurate importance. The present annual cost 
for its support is extraordinarily large, or $68,600, being nearl 
twice as much as that of the Greenwich Royal Observatory. If 
any recent extraordinary work has been done, its report has not 
yet leaped to light. 

The United States naval officers are educated and trained in 
their legitimate profession as profoundly as any in the world. 
The curriculum at our Naval Apndemy is broad and exacting, 
embracing English studies, modern languages, mathematics, 
chemistry, steam engineering, ordnance, 
chanics, applied mechanics, and much else. To master these 
branches in four years is a task full of labor. But the cadets at 
the Academy do not touch either astronomy or navigation until 
the second term of the third year, and all instruction in these 
branches ends with some further attention and one or two brief 
voyages at sea in the fourth and last year at the Academy. This 
is the whole measure of instruction in navigation and astronom- 
ical science with which all our naval officers have been or can 
be practically equipped. 

he numerous studies prescribed at the Naval Academy re- 
quire the utmost diligence of students in order to pass the rigid 
examinations to which theylare subjected, and final success here 
secures to our country the best possible material for the officers 
of the American Navy, of whose conduct, in peace or in war, our 
people have always been justly proud. That is their chosen and 
sufficient field of ambition, and however worthy in all other re- 
spects, it would seem impossible for them to have won distinc- 
tion as experts in astronomy where they have merely had a brief 
opportunity to learn only something of the rudiments, and so 
far only as related to or necessary in navigation. 

No one can more fully realize the impropriety of placing a na- 
val officer at the head of an astronomical observatory than naval 
officers themselves. If the question could be submitted to them 
I haye much reason to believe that no more such appointments 
would be made. 

I will here make a brief extract from the very able report, in 
1892, of the Secretary of the Navy, as follows: 


The revolution which the last thirty years have witnessed 
ments of marine warfare on the one hand and in the methods 


nnery, drawing, me- 


old observatory under the direction of a naval officer and 3 
naval station; and the professional attainments now exa by our officers 
and necessary to their efficiency include so wide a range of subjects and ex- 
tend to such minute details that they have no time to devote to matters so 
far outside of the line of their profession as_those which pertain to the 


managementof a great modern astronomical observatory. 


The position is not regarded as a perquisite logically belon; 
ing to naval officers, few of whom banker for 11 23 15 0 
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it. The fair fame of the Navy can lose nothing but gain much 
by the co%peration of leading astronomers in building up a na- 
tional observatory that will remain under the loyal protection 
of the Navy Department. * 

Since March 4, 1885, twenty-five new modern naval vessels 
have been completed; fifteen more are to be completed in 1894, 
three more in 1895, and five in 1896. In all there will be at & 
eight new vessels, for which the best and most competent ofti- 
cers either have been or must be assigned. After deducting 
vessels lost or no longer seaworthy, the large addition of new 
vessels will demand an unusually large increase of the number 
of officers inactive sea service and the surplus for duty on shore 
will be diminished. 

When naval officers are to be entrusted with the command of 
these modern “ gems of the sea,” surely neither the gallant cap- 
tain now serving as the superintendent of the Observatory nor 
his friends will consent that he shall be neglected or he!d back 
in tame shore duties. : 

The direct and discreet control by the presiding officer of in- 
stitutions of learning and even of legislative bodies is found to 
be absolutely necessary, but for such service it has never been 
found equally necessary to select a military officer. Military 
authority is healthful and indispensable on the deck of a vessel 
of war, but in the studious and patient direction of a national 
astronomical 5 it may seem sometimes obtrusive, 
rather than always useful. The working force of almost any in- 
stitution will cheerfully 2 the chief director if known to be 
their superior in practical kowldedge, as well as authority, of 
the work in hand. The number of eminent practical astrono- 
mers in the United States is com tively large. No one of 
them, however, is a candidate for the position, but with a more 
permanent tenure in sight, some one of those who has madeand 
still makes astronomy the ambition of life might be had for su- 
perintendent of our Observatory. 

Except perhaps for the Nautical Almanac, astronomical ob- 
servations are hardly more useful to the Naval Department than 
to thatof Agriculture. 

An astronomical observatory is a light-house in the skies by 
which we behold the magnificence of possible worlds, infinite in 
number, greater than that where we were created. Eagerness 
of the human race to explore the secrets of the heavens above 
us has prevailed in every age and grows more intense by its 
modern achievements. I only seek to have the work in that di- 
rection of the United States, by its admirable establishment on 
Georgetown Heights, take rank with that of other leading na- 
tions. 

I present some papers in relation to the amendment which I 
move be printed asa miscellaneous document, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. * 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to make a personal ex- 
lanation. It is understood pretty well that I am not in the 
abit of paying any attention to newspaper statements affecting 

myself, I refer to this one, first, because legislation con- 
nected with the subject is to come up in the other House to-day, 
and if a contradiction is not made it may Do affected by the ar- 
ticle I send to the desk; and, secondly, because the name of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is given as au- 
thority for the lying statement. I ask that the article may be 


read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT... The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary read from the New York Sun of Sunday, June 
10, 1894, as follows: 


CORRUPTION IN CONGRESS—CHARGES AS SERIOUS AS THOSE INVOLVED IN 
THE SUGAR SCANDAL—EFFORTS OF THE PHILADELPHIA SYNDICATE, OF 
WHICH SENATOR QUAY IS SAID TO BE THE ACTIVE AGENT, TO GET CON- 
TROL OF THE SURFACE ROADS IN THE DISTRICT AND TO PROCURE CHAR- 
TERS FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW LINES WITH THE TROLLEY AS THE 


MOTIVE POWER. 
WASHINGTON, June 9. 


Congress may soon be called upon to investigate charges of corruption 
against members of both Houses as serious as those involved in the sugar 
scandal. For several years past Congress has been besieged with applica- 
tions for charters for the construction of new surface roads in this city and 
the extension of old lines, and there has been constant contention between 

- the citizens, the District officials, and Congress as to the motive power to be 
used. The citizens of Washington generally are opposed to the use of the 
overhead trolley system, and it is in use by only one or two lines within the 
District, and only for a short distance. Moreover, under the law, even this 
short privilege will cease within a few months. 

For the pass few weeks the Washington News has persistently charged 
that the Philadelphia syndicate is ma a systematic effort to getcontrol 
of all the impo ton, and that to carry out 
their plan a combination of wealthy men inthe Senate House been 
formed by which the stock of the local companies is to be de sothat 
it can be bought up at a low figure. The News charges further that Thomas 
Dolan, of Philadelphia, is the agent of the syndicate, and that the active man 


t surface roads in 


under in to infiuence Con is SenatorQuAY. For sometime 
there been a before the Ho bts be nare ox a cross-town 
road, and in spite of tha fact that nine-tenths o the propuLty Owinrs along 


the proposed route Dien against using the street for.a car line, the bill 
re —.— sing e 2 — — 8 ee was 8 day. It wag 
e face of the s o on, however, 
again on Monday next. e : See 
According to the News, which quotes Senator CHANDLER as One of the au- 
thorities for the statement, Dolan and QUAY have made a list of the men 
whose votes they can control, and have announced that the bill will cer- 
tainly pass, witha peor. authorizing the use of the overhead trolley sys- 
tem. e vote on bill, it is said, is to be used as a test of the strength 
of the Dolan-Quay combination, and if they win on that they feel sure of 
being able to the other bills and diron the city with trolley roads. 
According to the News there are fifty-eight bills pending asking for charters 
for new surface roads, in many of which the syndicate is interested, or of 
which they hope to get absolute control. 


One of the most important car lines of Washington uses the cable system, 
ee its main rival still employs broken-down horses. Several years ago 
JON; 


ess ordered this road to change its motive power within a given time, 
but it did not do it, although the date set has long since This 

which is one of the greatest money-making concerns in the District of Co- 
lumbia, also owes the Government a great thousands of dollars for 
back taxes, and although negotiations have been in pro; for two or 
three years for the settlement of the claim, not a cent has n paid. Con- 
gress, the District Commissioners, and the directors of the road are still in 
a wrangle as to the motive power that is to be used, and they are appar- 
ently as far from an agreement in this as they are with regard to the pay- 
ment of the back taxes. The directors of the road say that the use of the 
cable is impossible on this line, owing to the great number of abrupt curves, 
and that the underground electric system, now in use with great snecess on 
one line within the city limits. is too expensive and too impracticable. The 
District Commissioners are divided in their opinion, and the citizens and 
taxpayers are op d to the use of the overhead trolley. In the meantime 
horses pull the cars, the fight goes on, and Congress does not bring the road 
toterms. The vote in the House on pager Bike ‘obably show whether 
mnt INDA syndicate or the citizens of ton are in control of 

e city. 2 


Mr. QUAY. I desire to state that the allegations in that arti- 
a as it is probably unnecessary for me to say, are absolutely 

alse. 

I will state the facts. Certain citizens of Philadelphia, how 
many I know not, and exactly whom I know not, of whom Mr. 
Thomas Dolan, who was recently president of the Manufactur- 
ers’ Club in that city, is one, have corporate interests in some 
passenger railways in this city. I do not remember the name of 
their corporation. They are seeking an enlargement of some 
of their franchises, what [ do not exactly know, for I have not 
seen the proposed legislation. 

At their request I did for them what I will do for any other 
citizens of Pennsylvania or for citizens of any other State who 
come here for a fair and honest purpose. My interference in 
their behalf was simply to introduce Mr. Dolan to the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], whois a member of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, in order that Mr. Dolan 
might present the case to him. i 

I think I have not heard from the Senator from Michigan since 
on the subject. Also, at the request of Mr. Dolan, I spoke to th 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who I understoo 
was chairman of a subco ttee having this matter in charge, 
requesting that he should give Mr. Dolan a hearing. The Sena- 
tor from West Virginia informed me that I was mistaken, that 
he was not chairman of thesubcommittee,and I have not heard 
from him since on the subject. 

On Friday last, at the request of Mr. Dolan, I asked a friend 
of mine of the other House to request some of the delegation 
from his State to be present to-day in order to constitute a quo- 
rum. He replied that there would be a quorum there to-day. 

That is the extent of my knowledge of or connection with this 
enterprise. I think I am justified in this instance in departing 
from my usual course in relation to the thousands of newspaper 
attacks upon me, first, as I said before, because this article . 
evidently written to affect legislation to come up in the othe 
House to-day: and, secondly, because the Senator from New; 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is alleged to ba the author of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Pennsylvania did not 
call the subject to my attention before sending upthe paper. I 
only heard what he said, and I have not the statements of the 
article distinctly in mind. I did, however, see the statement in 
the Evening News, which is quoted by the article the Senator 
has had read. I have heard of the syndicate and the proposed 
formation of a traction company for the purpose of o taining 
control of the street railways of this city, and that is about al 
can say on the subject, except that I may have talked with news- 
paper men about it and asked them questions, and they may 
have asked me questions. 

I never heard until this morning Mr. Dolan’s name in connee- 
tion with any such 8 and I certainly have made no rè- 
marks attributing any improper motives to any Senator, or any 
improper relations, or any relations whatever to any such prd- 
posed traction company organization—certainly nothing 8 
necting the Senator from Pennsylvania with any such organiza- 
tion in aay way whateyer. I have no reason to dovbt the exact 
truth of the statement made by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. 
be referred to the special committee of 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is chairman, so as 


I do not know but that the matter may as well 
which the Senator from 
to let him take chargé 
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ol this subject along with the other matters referred to that 
committee. I make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. QUAY presented petitions of Herman Diesenger and 239 
other citizens of Philadelphia; of J. Harold Wickensham and 
33 other citizens of Lancaster; of H. W. Taylor and 37 other cit- 
izens of Philadelphia; of W. J. Vance and 8 other citizens of 
Braddock; of John W. Schell and 10 other citizens of Philadel- 
phia; of F. B. Schertz and 7 other citizens of Philadelphia; of 
W. M. Geesaman and 16 other citizens of Shippensburg; of 
Thomas Lamb and 37 other citizens of Boston; of B. F. Stede- 
ford and 40 other citizens of Wilmerding; of C. B. Kebber and 
7 other citizens of Coroy; of A. H. Koch and 8 other citizens of 
Sharpsburg; of C. B. Roberts and 10 other citizens of Phila- 
delphia; of William H. White and 22 other citizens of Union- 
town; of W. E. Baldwin and 19 other citizens of Unionville, and 
of C. R. Moore and 45 other citizens of St. Petersburg, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying that the funds of mutual life in- 
surance companies and associations be exempted from the pro- 
posed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hunt- 
ingdon, Tenn., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies and 
associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of M. A. Meyer and 
sundry other citizens of Ohio, pfaying that the funds of mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Thomas C. Bope and sundry 
other citizers of Lancaster; of D. E. Brown and sundry other 
citizens of Niles, and of Job D. Williams and sundry other citi- 
zens of Ironton, all in the State of Ohio, praying that the pend- 
ing tariff bill be amended so that fraternal beneficiary socie- 
ties, orders, or associations, operating upon the lodge system 
and providing for the payment of life, sick, accident, and other 
benefits to the members, and dependents of such members, shall 
be exempt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxa- 
tion in any form; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present quite a number of memorials from 
wholesale and retail liquor dealers of various cities in Illinois, 
remonstrating against an increase of the 1 tax, and also 
against an extension of the present bonded period. I call atten- 
1 0 to these memorials because there are a large number of 
them and they all seem to be endorsed alike. I move that the 
memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mor- 
gan County, III., and a petition of sundry citizens of Elgin, III., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the ponding tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of 176 citizens of 
Laneaster County, Nebr., praying that in the passage of any law 
-providing for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life 

nsurance companies and associations be exempted from taxa- 
tion; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition signed by the officers of the State 
of Nebraska and sundry other citizens of Lincoln, Nebr., pray- 
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associations 
be exempted from the proponga income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the McCook Coöperative 
Building and Loan Association, of McCook, Nebr., praying that 
mutual building and loan associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Placer County, Cal.,remonstrating against the proposed income- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; whieh was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the abolishment 
of the custom-house at Eureka, Cal.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PATTON presented the petition of A. M. Todd and 69 
other peppermint growers of Kalamazoo and Decatur, in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the retention of the present duty 
5 5 z pound on oil peppermint; which was ordered to lie on 

e e. 

He also presented the petition of B. A. Born and sundry other 
citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying that the funds of mu- 


— 


tual life insurance companies and associations be exempted from 
the proposed income-tax provision of the psnding tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of E. C. Link and sundry 
other citizens of Adair County, Mo., praying that the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
rom the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. ; 

He also presented the petition of Julius W. Koch and mony 
othercitizensof St. Louis, Mo., praying thatthe pending tariff bill 
be so amended “that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or 
associations operating npon the lodge system and providing for 
the payment of life, sick, accident, and other benefits to the 
members and dependents of such members, shall be exempt from 
all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in any form;” 
which was ordered to lie on the table.’ í : 

Mr. MARTIN presented petitions of J. D. Bowersock and 
sundry other citizens of Lawrence; of Alfred Welsh and sundry 
other citizens of Atchison; of A. X. Campbell and sundry other 
citizens of Holton, and of H. W. Berkley and sundry other citi- 
zeus Of Rossville, all in the State of Kansas, praying that in the 
passage of any law providing for the taxation of incomes, the 
funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations be 
exempted from taxation; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition from Eureka Council, 
No. 37, Royal League, of St. Louis, Mo., praying that the pend- 
ing tariff bill be so amended that fraternal beneficiary societies 
orders, or associations, operating upon the lodge system and 
providing for the payment of life, sick, accident and other bene 
fits to the members and dependents of such members, shall be 
exempt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in 
any form; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH presented a memorial of the trustees of the East 
River Savings Institution, of New York City, N. Y., remon- 
strating against the imposition of a tax on the funds of savings 
institutions; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Democratic Club of New 
York City, N. Y., remonstrating ngamo, the proposed income- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Chas. P. Senger and sundry 
other citizens of Essex County, and the petition of George B. 
Raymond and sundry other citizens of Morris and Essex Coun- 
ties, all in the State of New York, praying that the funds of mu- 
tual life insurance companies and associations be exempted from 
the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Bailey and sundry 
other citizens of Arlington and Jersey City, and the petition of 
the Royal Arcanum, Grand Council, of Jersey f all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying that the ponding tariff bill be so 
amended “that IALO FOAI Dona BONEY societies, orders or associa- 
tions, paying benefits to their members in the nature of insur- 
ance, and operating upon the lodge system, shall be exemptfrom 
all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in any form;” 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Alfred L. Barbour and 
19 other citizens of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal bene- 
ficiary societies, orders or associations, be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented sundry petitions of citizens of Uma- 
tilla and Multnomah Counties, in the State of Oregon, praying 
that in the passage of any law providing for the taxation of in- 
comes, the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associa- 
tions be exempted from taxation; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizensof Washington, 
praying that section 2324 of the Revised Statutes be amended so 
as to suspend for the year 1894 the performance of $100 worth of 
labor upon mining claims: which was referred to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. $ ; 

Mr. SHERMAN presented sundry memorials of wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of Cincinnati, Cleveland, Sandusky, Bridge- 

rt, Portsmouth, St. Marys, Zanesville, Toledo, Dayton, 
umbus, Niles, Hamilton, and Chillicothe, all in the State of 
Ohio, remonstrating against an increase of the present tax on 
whisky and also agatare an extension of the bonded period; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of members of the bar of 
Indian Territory, praying for the passage of a bill granting jūdi- 
cial relief in that Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a porum of sundry citizens of 
Brattleboro, Vt., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed income- 
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tax 8 of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the lable. 

He also presented a petition of the Vermont Association of 
Life Underwriters of Burlington, Vt., praying that mutual life 
insurance companies and associations be exempted from the pro- 

income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mid- 
dletown, Del., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, or- 
ders, or associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax 
poruon of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. A 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wash- 
ington, praying that mutual 
ciations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMI N presented a petition of the Michigan Life 
Insurance Agents’ Association, of Detroit, Mich., praying that 
the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
Mace nig tariff bill; w was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Me., praying for the passage of House bill No. 6723, to pro- 
mote the elliciency of the Revenue Cutter Service; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of 161 citizens of Winthrop; of 22 
citizens of York Village, and of 18 citizens of Bath, all in the 
State of Maine, praring Mat fraternal beneficiary societies, or- 
ders, or organizations be exempted from the proposed income- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. 
Marys, Ga., praying for an increase of the appropriation for the 
improvement of the harbor at that city; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rome, Ga., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of W. B. McDaniel, of Gun- 
dee, Ga., remonstrating against an increase of the postage on 
second-class mail matter; which was referred to the ittee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 1 

Mr. HARRIS 5 the memorials of Perry & Co., of 
Knoxville; of B. H. Carbery and Emil Nathan & Co., of Mem- 

his; of N.C. Ford & Co., E. R. Betterton & Co., and Sobel & 

o., of Nashville, all in the State of Tennessee, remonstrating 
against any increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented memorials of Anne Etchells Lomas, of 
Dayton; of Frank L. Willcut, of Cleveland, and of Trades and 
Tabor Council, of Zanesville, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrat- 
ing against the proposed increase of postage on second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Piqua, Ohio, 
and Brooklyn and New York City, N. Y., praying for the reten- 
tion of the 2 rate of duty on imported cocoa mats and mat- 
ting; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Medical Society of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, remonstrating against the proposed reduction in the 
appropriation for the} Surgeon-General’s library from ten thou- 
sand to seven thousand dollars; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also 5 a petition of the General Assembly of the 
State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing a service pension of $8 per month for soldiers of the Union 
Army. during the rebellion who have received an honorable dis- 
charge; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of 44 citizens of Wayne 3 
of 88 citizens of Ohio; of 44 citizens of Mahoning, and of 
citizens of Cincinnati, all in the State of Ohio, praying that 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Isaiah Leist, jr., and sundry 
other citizens of Napoleon, Ohio, and the petition of G. W. Nessler 
and sundry other citizens of Sidney, Ohio, pra; that the 
pending tariff bill be s0 amended that fraternal beneficiary 
societies, orders, or associations operating upon the lodge sys- 
tem and providing for the payment of life, sick, accident, and 
other benefits tothe members,and dependentsof such members, 
shall be exempt from the provisions of the bill requiring taxa- 
tion in any form; Which were ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. ; 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 

whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. MORRILL 


e insurance companies and asso- 


on the 9th instant, intended to be proposed to the naval appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriationsand printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 9th in- 
stant, intended to be pro to the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation ill, reported favorably thereon and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and be printed; which was agreed to. 

TARIFF BULLETINS. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I report from the Committee on Finance 
ae 1 Nos. 45, 46, and 47, inclusive, which Lask may be 
pr ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2107) granting to the 
Northern Mississippi Railroad Company right of way through 
certain Indian reservations in Minnesota; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2108) toamend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a United States court in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved March 1, 
1889, and an act entitled An act to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other 1 8 ar ” approved May 2, 1890; to provide for the redis- 
tricting of the Indian Territory for ju purposes, for an ad- 
ditional judge and more United States commissioners, and to 
prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and authority of such judges 
and commissioners, and for other purposes; which was twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2109) to correct the military 
record of George W. Pilcher; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORDON introduced a bill (S. 2110) to aidand encourage 
the holding of a Cotton States and International Exposition at 
Atlanta, Ga., in the year 1895, and making an appropriation 
therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


AMENDMENT TO REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bili (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HIGGINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civilappropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (select), and ordered 
to be printed. - 

THE PADRONE SYSTEM. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I submit a resolution to be printed and go 
over until to-morrow. 

The resolution was read and ordered to lie over and to be 
printed, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 
Senate, so far as the records of the Department enable him to do so, to what 
extent the 9 now prevails under which immigrants from Italy or other 
countries fall into the hands of agents or bankers who entice or force them 
into contracts or customs under which their labor is farmed out to their 
employers, commogly called the padrone system; and also to inform the 
Senate whether — measures are being taken or contemplated by 
the Treasury Department for breaking up every such system; whether the 
Department has sufficient funds at its disposal derived from the head mon- 
eys, or whether additional appropriations are needed for the suppression 
and extermination of such systems and for the due enforcement of the laws 
prohibiting the importation of contract laborers. 


GRAND ARMY PLACE. 


Mr. PALMER submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: : 

A bill (H. R. 6500) to define and establish the units of electrical 


measure; 
A bill (H. R. 7293) regulating the procedure in criminal causes 
in the district of Minnesota; and 
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A joint resolution (H. Res. 172) granting full permission to the 
State of Maryland and to the several State courts to occupy the 
old United States court-house in the city of Baltimore for the 
period of five years. - 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; the pend- 
ing question beiug on the amendment of Mr. ALDRICH, in para- 
graph’ 237, line 25, page 52, before the word “ cents,” to strike 
out one dollar and eighty ” and insert two dollars and fifty;” 
so as to read: 

Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or other 
materials, and not specially provided for in this act, $2.50 per proof gallon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that we have the yeasand nays on 
the amendment. s 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
tó call the roll, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
T announce once for all, for the day, that [am paired with the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. The Senator from Wyo- 
ming wished me to state that he has been called out of the city 
by the death of a member of his family. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). The Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. . absent from the city, un- 
well. I announce my pair with him, and withhold my vote. I 
will not again announce the pair to-day. If he were present I 
should vote “nay ” on this question. 

. Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If he were 
present I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama (Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present I 
should yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (after naing voted in the negative). 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I wish to withdraw my vote, as I 
am paired with that Senator. I shall not announce the pair 
again to-day. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I inquire if the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
POWER] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then Iannounce my pair with that Senator, 
and withhold my vote. 

Mr.GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
Irpy] and vote“ nay.“ 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN], who is detained from the Chamber by ill- 
ness. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 
York [Mr. HILL], and withhold my vote. If he were present I 
should vote!“ yea.” Í 

Mr. HOAR. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. PUGH]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am paired with the senior 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], and the junior Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] is paired with the Senator from 
Wyoming[Mr. CAREY]. We haveagreed to transfer our pairs so 
that the senior Senator from Wisconsin will stand paired with 
the Senator from Wyoming. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Under that arrangement I 
vote“ nay.” 7 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I desire 
to explain that I have a standing pair with the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], but I have transferred that pair to 
thé Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], who is absent, under- 
standing that he has no pair. If he has, I should be glad to 
know it, so that no mistake be made. If the Senator from Geor- 
gia is not paired I will let my vote stand. 

Mr, BLANCHARD. I inquire if the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. MOMILLAN] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with that Senator, and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. In order to make a quorum, I vote ‘‘nay,” 
8 paired with the Senator from Oregon Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuggest tothe Senator from Mississippi t 


Has 


we transfer our pairs. Iam paired with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. PUGH], and I will transfer that to the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], which will enable the Senator from 
Mississippi and me to vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all right. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HOAR. I vote yea.“ ; 

Mr. PLATT (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the 
Senator from Virginia |Mr. HUNTON] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. PLATT. Then, I think perhaps I ought to withdraw 
my vote, as I am paired with that Senator. 

r. MCPHERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Connec- 
ticut that, if agreeable to him, we transfer our pairs. I am 
paired with the Senator from Delaware |Mr. HIGGINS]. 

Mr. PLATT. I shall be very glad to do so. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then IJ transfer my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] to the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. HUNTON]. 

Mr. PLATT. So that the Senator from Virginia will stand 
paired with the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. Then my vote may stand. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—18 
Allison, Hale, Morrill, Shoup, 
Chandler, oar, Peffer, Teller, 
Cullom, Kyle. Perkins, Washburn, 
Davis, Manderson, Platt, 
Dubois, Mitchell, 8 5 
- NAYS—2. ; 
Allen, Daniel, McLaurin, Roach, 
Di b Gonion . ame 
ack urn, on. ar e 
Butler, Harris, ls, Vest, 
Call, arvis, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. 8 hite. 
ke, ndsay, Pasco, À 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Hunton, Proctor, 
Bate, * Irby, Pugh, 
Blanchard, G ger, Jones, Ney. oe fi 
Brice, Gibson, Toae som, 
Caffery, Gorman, Me lan, Squire 
Camden, y, Morgan, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hansbrongh, Palmer, Yy $ 
pik gis, Nee = Wel 
on, ettigrew, 
Dot Hill. 7 Power, ‘Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I observe in the printed bill an amendment 
at the end of paragraph 237, Has that been agreed to? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It has not been offered, 

Te VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

238. Each and every gauge or wine gallon of measurement shall be counted 
as at least one proof gallon; and the standard for determin! the proof of 
brandy and other spirits or Hquors of any kind imported shall be the same 
as that which is defined in the laws relating to internal revenue; but any 
brandy or other ca biiy aei liquors, imported in casks of less capacity than 

14 gallons, shall be forfeited to the United States: Provided, at it 
shall be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, to au- 
thorize the ascertainment of the proof of wines, cordials, or other liquors 
by distillation or otherwise, in cases where it is impracticable to ascertain 
such proof by the means prescribed by existing law or regulations. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I notice that in Schedule H, 
spirits, wines, and other beverages, the rates of duty 1 
by the existing law have been very largely reduced. On the 
first item, the one upon which the vote has already been taken 
the duty has been reduced from $2.50 per proof gallon to 81. 
per proof gallon. 

T also notice that in the latter part of the bill, in dealing with 
internal revenue it is proposed to increase the tax on domestic 
spirits very largely and to 1 5 certain advantages to the distill- 
ers of whisky. I should like to know from the Senator having 
charge of the bill whether it is true or not that the duties on 
imported brandies and spirits are largely decreased, while the 
tax on domestic spirits is largely increased? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 17 — 5 the present law the tariff on 
brandy and liquors of that kind coming from abroad is 82.50 a 
1 gallon, and it is now proposed to reduce it to $1.80.. The 

ternal-revenue tax stands now under the present law at 90 cents 
a gallon, and the provision in this bill raises that tax to $1.10. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the very point to which I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate. It seems to me that this is y 
wrong. Brandy is one of the strongest ble forms of spirit- 


uous liquor for common consumption which is imported from 
abroad. It does not come up to the standard of alcohol, but it 

roaches nearer to it than sap oor spirit. 
culty that ought to be at once 


t seems to me that here is a 


6088 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 11; 


corrected. There is no reason in the world why the duties on 
wines, spirits, andother beverages imported from abroad, which 
are entirely articles of luxury and consumed mainly by those 
who are perfectly able to the duties, should be reduced, and 
I can see no reason, as this is intended to be a bill to provide 
revenue for the support of the Government, why the rates of 
duty should be reduced onarticles which would be imported any- 
way, whatever may be the rate of duty, and would be imported 
probably to the same extent whether the duty is high or low. 

Therefore, it seems to me that the theory of this whole sched- 
ule is wrong. I cannot comprehend why the duties on these im- 
ported articles—not taking into account the question of protec- 
tion at all, because, so far as that is concerned, no spirits made 
in the United States would probably compete with brandy, ex- 
cept whisky, which is very cheap, and on which the tax is very 
high—should be reduced, while the tax is increased on the do- 
mestic article. 

1 hold in my hand a large number of remonstrances, petitions, 
and resolutions of different commercial bodies, not only in Ohio 
but in other parts of the country, and even including Kentucky 

ainst the increased tax on whisky and against the addition 
discrimination that is proposa to be given to imported spirits. 
I present these papers and ask that they be laid upon the table. 

ey come from large organizations of business men, and from 
large firms and dealers who are known to me personally, and 
arn’ uniformly remonstrate against any increase of the tax on 
spirits. 

It is true, we have not yet come to the internal- revenue por- 
tion of the bill; but certainly we ought not, in view of the pro- 
posed increase of the tax on domestic spirits, to reduce the duty 
onimported fy especially on articles like champagne wines, 
although I believe the duties on them have not been materially 
changed, butif atall, they have been reduced. On brandy, gin, 
and all articles of that kind there is no occasion, in my judg- 
ment, for a reduction of the duty, 

No one has complained against the duties now placed on those 
articles; no petition has been presented here for such a reduc- 
tion, and there would be no sympathy in the Senate or among 
the people of the United States in favor of areductionof duties 
on these articles of luxury, which may be consumed, but which 
the people are better without than with. 

I think, under the circumstances, the Senate ought to give a 
little deliberation to the question of this proposed reduction of 
the duty on brandy alone, I have not the statistics before me, 
but I think it will bring about a lango reduction of the revenue 
and that the decrease of revenue will not be made up by the in- 
crease of importations. 

I think, in 8 this whole schedule, it would be better 
for the Senate to allow it to stand as it now is. There has been 
no complaint against the provisions of the existing law, so far 
as the rates of duties on these imported articles of spirits are 
concerned, and no petitions and no remonstrances have been re- 
ceived against the present rates of duty on them. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The opinion of the committee was 
that the present tax on liquors of this class was entirely too high 
to derive the largest amount of revenue from them. We believe 
that alarger amountof revenue would come to the Treasury from 
a smaller rate of taxation; we believe that the present rate of 
duty approaches, in a considerable degree, to the point of prohi- 
bition, and that there would be a larger commerce in these 

‘articles under a tax of $1.80 per gallon than under a tax of $2.50 
a gallon. 

We impose an internal-revenue tax of 90 cents a gallon under 
the law upon domestic spirits, and weimpose a tariff tax of $2.50a 
gallon on imported spirits. Itseem to me that those rates are 
unreasonable. When we reach the internal-revenue features of 
this bill, whether or not we shall impose a large domestic tax 
on liquor is aquestion to bedeterminedthen. The petition pre- 
sented by the Senator from Ohio, of course, is addressed to that 
subject; and when we reach that portion of the bill will be the 
time to consider the question. For the present, it seems to me 
the proposed reduction of the tax on these fovoren liquors from 
$2.50 a gallon to $1.80 a gallon is not unreasonable, particularly 
as French brandy is, to a very considerable degree, a medicinal 
article, a prime necessity otherwise than as a luxury or as a 
beverage. ; 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator sits down, I wish to say 
that, of course, the reason he has given was expected to be the 
only one that could be given in reply to the statement of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], that this being a revenue 
duty a larger amount of reyenue was expected from this duty 
than from a higher one. 

Nov, will not the Senator, as the organ of the committee 
conducting this bill upon business principles and in business 
fashion, tell the Senate upon what he bases his judgment that 
there will be a larger revenue from this reduced duty than from 
the old duty? 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Asa rule, Mr. President, a reduc- 
tion of tariff will increase the importations. I presume it is not 
necessary for me to undertake to enter into an argument to show 
why that should be so, and that that rule will apply in this case 
as well as in others. 

Mr. HALE. There must be some point at which that rule 
should cease. The Senator does not hold that, if dutles were 
reduced 50 per cent or 75 per cent, there would be a larger rev- 
enue? I take it, if he did, he would have moved to reduce the 
duty to a lower point. 

What I was seeking was the reason why the Senator, who has 
given a great deal of study to this bill—and we know his intelli- 
gence upon it—struck this particular point as being the place 
that would give the most revenue, and not any other. Why did 
he not either allow the old revenue rate to remain, or, if reduced 
duties give larger revenues, why not cut the rate still further 
and not rest at this point? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is a matter of conjecture as to 
what the revénue point will be on an article until after a trial 
has been made. Iam fully satisfied that a duty of 300 per cent 
is nota revenue duty; and so believing, I favor a reduction at 
least to this extent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the Senator sits down, I wish to 
state that I have the statistics before me, which I did not have 
a while ago, showing that this article of brandy and other spir- 
its yields nearly $3,000,000 annually of revenue. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator will allow me to say, 
in that connection, that more than a million and a half of that 
is levied upon an article that costs abroad only 65 cents; and the 
— duty is a tax of almost exactly 300 per cent on that class 
of goods, X 
Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; but we now tax our domestic 
whisky, which can be manufactured anywhere in the West for 
20 cents a gallon, 500 per cent. The present tax on imported 
brandies, according to their valuation, is only 91 per cent, less 
than 100 per cent, and the Senator pro s to reduce it to 66 
per cent on three items which now yield us nean $3,009,009 of 
revenue. We certainly ought not to interfere with the revenue 
by such a reduction, especially when we know that these articles 
will be imported, and that the reduction of duty will increase 
the ne appar re but even if it would increase the importation 
we ought not to legislate in that way. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not see on what authority the 
Senator from Ohio can assert that there will be no increase of 
. The committee believe that there will be not only 
an increase of importation, but an increase of revenue from this 
decrease of taxation. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas suggests that 
one reason for reducing the duty upon brandy is that it is used 
largely as medicine. It is used to some extent for that purpose; 
but, as I take it, our grape brandy in this country for medicinal 
purposes is quite as good as the grape brandy of France. But 
the unit of value on brandy is now $2.73 a gallon, as shown by 
the official tables. So that the duty is only about 65 per cent 
upon this great article of luxury. Thereis no article which is 
more an article of luxury than French brandy, and yet it is re- 
duced here in this bill to a point much less than the duty upon 
many necessary articles of consumption. 

On the next item, other spirits distilled from grain,” the unit 
of value is not 65 cents, but 85 cents a gallon. That is chiefly 
Scotch and Irish whisky. 

I call the attention of Senators to the fact that by increasing 
these importations, they displace other articles of revenue in 
our own country. Why it is that this schedule should be se- 
lected when in all past tariff laws it has been considered purely 
a revenue schedule and nothing else, and it had no other pur- 
pos or aim, and why we should single this article out and re- 

uce the duty upon brandy, upon Scotch whisky, and Irish 
whisky, and upon still wines seems to me a maryel. There will 
not be one cent additional revenue produced by this reduction, 
in my judgment; in other words, the reduction of duty will only 
reduce the revenue. 

People are not going to drink Scotch whisky because they can 
get it afew cents less a gallon upon importation. Those who 
drink Scotch whisky do so because =, like it and prefer it; 
they are accustomed to it, and they will pay the duty on it; 
and yet itis reduced to $1.80a gallon from $2.50a gallon. People 
who are fond of gin will buy it and pay the duty. There is no 
smuggling under it, and there is no complaint of a single sort as 
to the existing liquor schedule. It is a duty which is easily col- 
lected. Now, with all these cries for revenue, here is an article 
yielding $3,000,000 to the Treasury, which we are told we must 
cut down toa revenue point, as the gentleman from Arkansas 
says, in order that we may get a little more revenue. 

r. President, the effect of this proposition will be simply to 
induce the importation of these foreign luxuries and reduce the 
revenue. That is all there is about it. 
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Mr. PLATT. The vote upon the 
a ty was taken so quickly and gees and while my at- 

ntion was diverted for the moment, that I fa not say anything 
when it was under consideration. Of course, a motion to re- 
consider would put me in order, but I had supposed that the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] would 8 this reduction 
before the vote was taken. Iagree to that has been said 
but there were one or two other considerations which I should 
like to advert to. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has well said that there 
would be no more imported under a reduction of duty, for the 
reason that people who drink brandy and Scotch whisky and 
gin drink it because they have acquired a taste for it. Brandy 

used for medicine, and bye few gentlemen of wealth, whom 
we call brandy drinkers. They will drink no other kind of 
liquor. The same is largely true of Scotch whisky. Nobody 
supposes that a prescription will be a cent shear’ by reason of 
the reduction of the duty on brandy. There will be no benefit 
to those who are obliged to use the medicine. It is quite im- 
probable that there will be any diminution in the price to those 
who have acquired the habit of brandy drinking. 

The Senator from Arkansas says we make no brandy in this 
country. I think the Senator is mistaken in that respect. I 
remember when I was in San Francisco I was taken to the grape 
farm of the late Senator Stanford, and I know that the process 
of making brandy was going on there at that time. I am in- 
formed that large quantities of brandy are made in California. I 
know that during recent sickness in my family my payon ad- 
vised that for medicine I should obtain California brandy be- 
cause it is pure, and we have no pure French brandy, certainly 
none the purity of which can be guaranteed. 

There is another consideration which has not been adverted 
to. Wehave made a discrimination against Germany on sugar. 
I should like to speak atsome length upon this matter, but being 
limited to five minutes I am precluded from doing so. If the 
newspapers are correct, and I think they are, an informal pro- 
test has been entered by the German minister on account of the 
discrimination which i3 proposed against Germany by reason of 
the special discriminating duty on sugar. Now, I will not say 
Germany and France are at swords points, but there is friction 
between them, as weall know. If we discriminate against Ger- 
many in the matter of sugar and discriminate in favor of France 
in the matter of brandy, will not Germany have the greater 
reason to complain to our Government, and will it not be an in- 
ducement for Germany to restore the prohibition on pork? I 
have little doubt that that will be done if we insist upon discrim- 
inating against Germany in the matter of sugar and discrim- 


ph which we have 


inating in favor of her rival, France, in the matter of brandy. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 


The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

229. On all compounds or preparations of which distilled spirits are a 
component part of chief value, not 9 provided for in this act, there 
shall be levied a duty not less than that imposed upon distilled spirits. 

The Committee on Finance reported to strike out paragraph 
239 and insert: 

232. Upon all compounds or parations containing alcohol there shall 
be levied a duty at the rate of $1.80 per 8 gallon upon the distilled spirits 
contained therein in addition to the duty provided by law upon the other 
ingredients contained in such compounds or preparations. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. -I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment. I move to strike out paragraph 239 and insert: 
` 239. On all compounds or preparations (except as specified in the preced- 
ing paragraph of the chemical schedule relat to medicinal preparations, 
of which alcohol is a component part), of which distilled spirits are a com- 

onent part of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, there shall 

levied a duty not less than that imposed upon distilled spirits. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

210. Cordials, liquors, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other 
3 beverages or bitters of all kinds containing spirits, and not spe- 
cially provided for in this act, $1.80 per proof gallon. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 240, after the word gallon” in line 19, to insert: 

But when imported in bottles or jugs no separate or additional duty shall 
be assessed on the bottles or jugs. 

So as to read: 

240. Cordials, liquors, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other 

spirituous beverages or bitters of all kinds containing spirits, and not spe- 
lly provided for in this act, $1.80 per proof gallon; but when imported in 

— es or jugs no separate or additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles 

or jugs. - i 

- Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

> Mr. ALDRICH, In raph 240, line 18, I move to strike 

out “$1.80” and insert 82.50; so as to read: 

Two dollars and fifty cents per proof gallon. - 

Mr. President, the reasons which were stated by the Senator 
trom Iowa against the reduction of the duties upon brandy apply 


with greater force to the paragraph now under consideration. 
Ican not understand why absinthe and the other cordials and 
liqueurs should be placed at a lower rate of duty than they are 
in the existing law. Certainly there can be no reason for in- 
creasing the importation into t 
8 they certainly ought to ue very high rate of duty. 

rate ought to be higher even t theexistinglaw. There- 
fore I have moved to restore the rates of the act of 1890. 

Mr. VEST. The decrease in the duty on these cordials, ab- 
sinthe, ratafia, and other articles is inconsiderable. In the 
McKinley act the rate is 97.63 per cent, and we make it 70.27, 
a reduction of something over 20 per cent. We would jud 
from the arguments e by the Senator from Iowa and the 
Senator from Ohio that there was an inconsiderable duty upon 
these brandies which we have passed. But I simply want to call 
attention to the fact that brandies made out of grain have a 
ay in the pending bill of 211.14 per cent, 

r. ALLISON. That rate does not apply to brandy; it ap 
plies to other spirits—Scotch whisky. 

Mr. VEST. And brandy made from other materials 264.06. 
I am seeing about the items we have passed. 

Mr. ALLISON, The rate the Senator has quoted is appli- 
cable to Scotch and other whiskies. 

Mr. VEST. It is spirits; other spirits not specially provided 
for, manufactured from grain, ete. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri think it 
good policy to encourage larger importations of absinthe and 
other articles enumerated in this paragreph? ` 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President, I would not encourage the 
importation of any of them, and I would not encourage the man- 
ufacture of any of them in this country, to be entirely frank. 
But I would ae such a duty upon them 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas says the object 
of the duty is to increase importations. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator from Arkansas to say 
what he and I entirely agree about, that it is simply a revenue 
question. We reduced these duties because we think they are 
too high under the McKinley act. We are taxing those articles 
under the internal-revenue system, and as long as we treat them 
as manufactured articles we ought to treat them as we do other 
articles in the bill. We put upon whisky, for instance, and 
other alcoholic stimulants an internal-revenue tax of $1.10 in the 
bill and 81.80 is the import duty, making the differential 70 cents. 
Under the English system they im in their tariff law an 
equivalent to the internal-revenue duty. We go beyond that 
and put in 70 cents more. Under the McKinley act the duties 
are considerably higher, and they are too high. 

In other words, our friends in making the McKinley law did 
not increase the duties upon these articles simply because they 
are luxuries, but they seem to haveinjected into the act the idea 
of excluding them from the country because they are injurious 
luxuries. It seems to me that the duty now proposed upon cor- 
dials, a reduction of onty 20 per cent, is a very fair one. There 
may be people in the United States, and we have no right to 
suppose anything else, who think that these cordials are neces- 
sary to their health and comfort. There is no question of com- 
petition betweenanything we produce hereand chess compounds; 
they do not come in competition e hughes anything we make 
1 country, and the duty proposed is, it seems to me, a very 

air one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, although this item iooks 
very innocent and harmless, it covers merely articles of luxury. 
Whatever may be said of pure brandy used for medicine can 
hardly be said of cordials, liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwas- 
ser, ratafia, and other spirituous beverages, which are used 
merely toencourage an appetite for drink. They are seasoning 
materials for brandy or whisky oranything of that kind. Their 
importation yields now a revenue of $491,596. The decrease of 
the rate of duty will not in the slightest degree affect the im- 

rtation. The 8 155 amount of 196,000 proof gallons is intro- 

uced here, and will be introduced whatever rate of duty is put 
upon it. The present revenue derived from the imports is 
$3,213,000, and as arule the committee have reduced it about one- 
third; so that it sacrifices about $1,000,000, which cal wax bya 
class of people for a luxury that is not enjoyed generally. 

Now, here is the discrimination. The tax of 90 cents a proof 
‘gallon upon spirits made in this country is 450 per cent, and you 
propose to tax these liqueurs at a rate of from 60 to 85 per cen 
the present rate being, according to the McKinley act, from 
to 115 per cent. It seems to me this isa great mistake, but I 
consider that my duty is done when I call attentiontoit. There 
isno public demand-for it and no petitions asking that it be 
done. If there is any ring or trust behind it I do not know. 


country, and if they are im- 
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Certainly there can be no motive for reducing the revenue on 
these articles. 
_ I hope Senators will review the matter. With the large 
proposed increase in the internal tax on spirits, which is op- 
by our own poopie very stoutly and strongly, as I have 
shown by the mass of petitions which I have presented this 
morning, to reduce largely the duty on foreign brandies and 
whiskies and gins, it seems to me, is a departure from a just 
principle. It is throwing a burden upon our own productions 
and relieving the foreign product. It is legislation in the interest 
of foreigners and not in the interest of our own people. It is 
not in the interest of anybody here who complains of the prices 
he now has to pay for these expensive liquors. 

Mr. LODGE. . President, the Senator from Missouri has 
stated, as I think everyone must agree, that this is a revenue 
question. No one to encourage the production of ab- 
sinthe, liquors, arrack, and the other articlesenumerated in the 
schedule, in this country. The question of free trade or protec- 
tion Msg not enter into this clause at all. It is purely a revenue 
question. 

Now, these are articles of luxury. If there are any articles 
in the world that ought to bear a high tax, certainly it is the 
articles enumerated in this schedule. Their production is un- 
desirable; their importation is undesirable, and it seems to me 
that all we ought to look at is how high a duty we can impose 
on those articles without going beyond what is called the ony 
gling limit; that- is, without making it profitable to smugg 
these things in large quantities. 

As the Senator from lowa said, these articles are going to be 
introduced and sold in substantially the same quantities that 
they are now sold, without any reference to the duty, until you 
reach the point at which it becomes profitable to take the risk 
ofsmuggling. Noone pretends that that point was passed in 
the McKinley act. 

The onl egumen I can see here made in regard to this pro- 
vision is that tis more or less modeled after the English sys- 
tem. Surely we ought to be able in this country to raise our 
own revenue, in what we think the best way, on productions of 
this character on some better reason than the English tariff. It 
seems to me that we ought to get from these articles the largest 
possible revenue. I can not understand the 8 on Which 
a duty is placed upon sugar and then every duty is reduced on 
these spirituous liquors, cordials, etc., articles which ought to be 
made to bear the very heaviest tax which can ba placed upon 
them. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the more this matter is dis- 
cussed the more its importance is seen. If there is anything 
upon which persons with differing views upon protection and 
free trade have been agreed, it is that luxuries ought to havea 
high duty placed upon them. Another principle has come in, 
which is that deleterious luxuries may have such a duty placed 
upon them as to be practically prohibitive. 

Now, one of the articles included in this paragraph, absinthe, 
is about as deleterious as opium. One of any extensive readi 
can not but know that in France the habit of using this cordi 
is almostas deleterious to human life as the morphia habit. 
think it does not prevail to such an extent in America, but a 
person who gots in the habit of using it will go on with its use 
until death comes. i 

Now, why, when we want revenue, when wo hear every day 
about the need of revenue and the deficiency in the Treasury, 
the revenue upon articles of this sort should be reduced passes 
comprehension. I thought for a moment that when the Senator 
from Missouri stated that duties were too high in the McKinley 
act the reason ht be that the other side do not want to fix 
exactly the same duties that were fixed in the McKinley act, but 
I turn to the next paragraph and I see there is at least one duty 
which the committee does not consider infamous, for they have 
let the rate of duty upon champagne stand without any reduc- 
tion. So that can not be the reason. 

I submit under the circumstances there can be no reason ad- 
duced why the duty upon the articles which we have been con- 
sidering should be reduced. It is a reduction of the revenue at 
a 1 when the universal cry is that we have not revenue 
enoug 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it is another wonderful feature 
of this most wonderful bill, that while upon many articles of 

everyday consumption by all the people the duties have been 

d, when you strike articles which are pure luxuries,and 
also, as the Senator from Connecticut suggests, injurious luxu- 
ries, and that are used by but foe popia o dutiesare reduced. 
Here are brandies, Scotch wh „ Holland gin, which are 
luxuries used b 3 few, and in this olass of cordials, 
liqueurs, arrack, the, kirschwasser, ratafia, articles of lux- 
ury of a still narrower range than brandies and the other liq- 
uors, the same reduction is made. 


The Senators in charge of the bill do not quite agree. The 
Senator from Arkansas says that he thinks more duty 
will be raised by this lower rate; while it is a matter of con- 
jecture, he believes that they have reached g the proper rate 
where the most money can be put into the Treasury. But the 
Senator from Missouri balks at that conclusion 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. HALE. I understood the Senator to say 

Mr. VEST. I said this isa pure revenue duty. 

Mr. HALE. So the Senator did say; but when he was re- 
minded by the Senator from Iowa what the Senator from Ar 
kansas had said, that this would raise morerevenue and result 
in larger importations, the Senator said that he is not in favor 
of larger e e ge and that was not the reason why the duty 
had been reduced. 

Pale VEST. Isaid I would not put it lower to increase impor- 
ons. 

Mr. HALE. So I say the Senators differ. The Senator from 
Arkansas says plainly, squarely, and frankly that the rate has 
been reduced because he believes it will result in larger impor- 
tations and larger revenue. The Senator from Missouri 
not agree to that. 

Mr. President, the whole sum and substance of this provision 
is that it will benefit only one very narrow class. The importa- 
tions of these 3 what are called good brandies, 
Scotch whiskies, Ho gin, and these cordials, is in the hands 
of a few importers, almost all foreigners. They are the only 
men who will get the benefit of it. The consumer will not get 
u dollar of benefit in a year; he will not get a cent of benefit at 
any time whatever. The consumers of these liquors are small 
in number. The consumers of these heavy liquors and cordials 
are a very small portion of the American people, but they are 
very much larger than the importers who bring them here. 
The consumers will not get any benefit from it, while the very 
few men, the foreigners who import these articles, will get so 


oes 


much more benefit fromit. They will not charge a dollar less 
in their prices, and their profits will be increased. 
If this duty is fixed, anyone who gets the figures, tho facts, 


will learn that that is the result. Under the present duty there 
is no smupeling to amount to vg heey > There is no complaint 
from the Treasury Department that the present duty ought to 
be lowered in order to preventsmuggling. Thereisnopretense 
ol that anywhere. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
stated it right. It is not because the present duty reaches the 
smuggling limit. Ido not understand that it has been stated 
here that the Treasury Department, looking carefully after the 
ingress of these liquors into this country and the paymentof the 
duties, see where there are infractions of the lee. I do not 
understand that the Treasury Department has declared that 
here is a grievance in the Department, and that the duty ought 
to be lowered. Where does the demand come from? Notfrom 
the people; not from the Treasury Department; not from the 
consumers of these cordials, many of which are noxious; only 
from the importers. 

Mr. HOAR. I was in hopes that before the Senator from 
Maine ended he would have asked the Senator from Arkansas if 
he could state to the Senate from what source, if any request 
came to the committee, or on what authority this reduction was 
made. Is the Senator able to state: 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The bill came in this form from the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives. 
It was considered and passed by the other House in this form. 
lt had the indorsement of a large number of gentlemen there, 
and I have no doubt the provision was indorsed by many other 

ple besides. 

Mr. HOAR. The mere factthat a particular rate of duty had 
the indorsement of the Ways and Means Committee or of the 
other House, does not seem to have governed our committee in 
other things. Do I understand the Senator he did not get any 


-| evidence which was before the Ways and Means Committee of 


the House, and that there was nothing before his committed 
urging this reductionof duty? Isupposefrom the answer of the 
Senator we are to understand that nobody applied to the Finance 
Committee of the Senate to reduce this duty? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think anyone did. 

Mr. HOAR. Why, when they depart from the House com- 
mittee and put up duties because t ey say they need the rev- 
enue, the committee should put this rate down and keepit down, 
Ido not understand. 

Mr. HALE. They put it down from the old law. 

Mr. HOAR. They put it down from the old law. I under- 
stand this is a foreign 1 in the first place, purely. It 18 
a luxury, in the second place, and the business of importing 
these liqueurs and the high-priced brandies is conducted by & 
class of persons mainly in the State of New York. I think the 
orindi house in Boston which imported such things has nearly 
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discontinued its direct importations. Iam notsure about that; 
but I suppose it is done by a few houses in New York, who are 
themselves foreigners chiefly, and the business is largely estab- 
lished by foreign capital, with foreign partners, under foreign 
management, so that the commerce part of it is foreign as well 
as the production. 

The consumers perhaps are not foreigners, but they are 2 
much all that class of Americans who spend a large part of their 
lives abroad, and when they are at home apong their time mainly 
in wishing that they were foreigners. I do not think there will 
be any increased revenue by this reduction, and if any revenue 
comes by the reduction anywhere, I do not think it will ever 
reach the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. PEFFER. President, the Republicans have made 
two points on this schedule, One is discrimination against the 
home manufacturer. I suggest to them that that discrimination 
has been measurably set off by the proposition in the bill to ex- 
tend the bonded period five years for the benefit of the manu- 
facturers. The other point is that we shall lose revenue. I sug- 

est to those Senators that while we shall lose revenue upon the 
iquor schedule, it is made up about tenfold or more on the sugar 
schedule, so that we are not going to lose any revenue in the 


end. 

For myself, I regard it as a very great mistake upon the part 
of the committee to attempt to reduce duties upon spirits and 
upon the different varieties of liquors imported into this coun- 
try for any pr egy no matter what the purpose peg Ba Ibe- 
lieve it a a good deal better, if instead of having any 
schedule of duties upon imported liquors there should be a pro- 
hibitory paragraph, a pro that there should be no liquors 
of any kind imported into the country except for medical pur- 
poses, or scientific purposes, or some useful function in the arts 
or sciences. 

But to remove duties from an article whose use is wholly yol- 

` untary, whose use is confined almost exclusively to the rich and 
to that class of rich people who neither do us nor anybody else 
any good, a class of people who spend a large part of their time 
in club houses, in yacht racing, in horse racing, and things of 
that kind; gentlemen and ladies who are able to pay very high 
prices for an article and who prefer such articles because they 
are high priced and because they are foreign. That class of 
ple almost exclusively use the articles upon which these du- 
Les are proposed to be levied, and I submit to the Senate that 
it would be much wiser to prohibit their importation entirely 
rather than to reduce duties upon them, especially when we have 
to place a duty on sugar, a necessary of life, in order to make up 
a deficiency. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

rv. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM 3 his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he 
were present I should vote“ 5 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and I refrain from 


voting. 

Ar. PEFFER (when Mr. K L's name was called). The Sena- 
tor from South Dakota has been called away from the Chamber 
on official business. He requested me to state when his name 
was called that if he were present he would vote for this amend- 


ment. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the junior 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name wascalled). I wish toannounce 
my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If he 
were present I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Has the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask if the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESID. He has not voted. 

Mr. MILLS. I am paired with that Senator. I should vote 
“nay” if he were present. k 

Mr. CAMDEN. I have a general pair with the Senator from 


South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], but with the understanding 
that [ can vote whenever it is necessary to make a quorum. 


The Senator from South Dakota is not in the city to-day, and I - 
shall not vote at this time. 

Mr. FRYE. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES], and vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 26, as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Aldrich, Dixon, McMillan, A 
en, Dolph, Manderson, 
Allison, Dubois, Morrill, Shoup, 
Cameron, Frye, Peffer, Teller. 
Chandler, e, Perkins, 
„ Hoar, Power, 
NAYS—26. 
Berry, Coke, Martin, Turpi: 
Blackburn, Gordon, Morgan, Vest, re 
Blanch: H Murphy, Voorhees) 
Butler, 3 Pasco, W: 
Caffery, ones, Ark. Pugh, White. 
Cail, Lindsay, Roach, 
Cockrell, cLaurin, Smith, 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Bate, Gorman, x Ransom, 
Brice, Gray, MePkerson, Squire, 
Camden, Hansbro Mills, Stewart, 
Carey, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Vilas, 
— — £ Mitchell, Wis. Washburn, 
er, 
Faulkner, Hunton, tton, Wolcott. 
3 8 N. it 185 
ey 
Gibson, Kyle, t ' 


So the amendment was rejected. à 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


241. No lower rate or amount of duty shall be levied, collected, and = 
on brandy, wW 


irits, and other peg ay aaa cigs than that fixed by 
for the des tion of first proof; but it shall be increased in pre rtion for 
any greater strength than the strength of first proof, and all imitations of 


jaz to cs leest ats of duty teoride tor tas pontine aston de 

tended to be represented, — 5 in no case 3 $i per PATRAS 85 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert the words and fifty cents” 
after one dollar,” so as to read: 

And in no case less that $1.50 per gallon. P 

The other House reduced the rates upon all genuine liquors, 
spirits, and wines, and here it is proposed to reduce the duties 
= 5 of spirits and wines, I do not know for whose 

nefit. $ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, page 55, paragraph 241, after the 
i “dollar” insert the words “ fifty cents,” so as to 
read: 
one dollar and fifty cents per gallon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope there will be no objection to this 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
. by the Senator from Rhode Island. ‘ 

The amendment was rejected. i 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

Biy rua or bay water, whether distilled or compounded, of first proof, 
and in proportion for any greater strength than first proof, #1 per galion. 

Mr. ALLISON. The articles mentioned in this paragraph 
are not used as medicine; and therefore I move to insert the 
words “and fifty cents” after the words “one dollar.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, page 55, paragraph 242, after the 
word ‘‘ dollar,” insert and fifty cents;“ so as to read: 

One dollar and fifty cents per gallon. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


Wines: 

243. Champagne and all other sparkling wines, in bottles containing each not 
more than 1 quart and more than 1 pint, 38 per dozen; containing not more 
than 1 pint each and more than one-half pint, $t per dozen; containing one- 
half pint or less, 82 pe dozen; in bottles or other vessels containing more 
than 1 quart each, addition to #8 per dozen bottles, or the quantity in 
excess of 1 quart, at the rate of 82.50 per gallon. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the par- 
agraph by adding thereto: 

But no separate or additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask some member of the 
Committee on Finance whether the duty on champagne wines 
is reduced from the present law proportionately as the reduc- 
tion is made on brandies and cordials, arracks, absinthe, ete. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is not reduced at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senators in charge 
of the bill why a reduction is made on one class of spirituous 
drink and not upon another. 
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-` Mr. VEST. Simply because we thought this a fair duty, con- 
sidering the quantity brought in and consumed in this country. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I must confess that Iam ata loss to un- 
derstand the principle upon which the Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber have constructed this schedule. It seems 
that while we are to change free sugar todutiable sugar and tax 
every poor man’s household in the land, we are to encourage a 
larger importation of French brandies and ‘‘cordials, liquors, 
arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other spirituous 
beverages or bitters of all kinds containing spirits;“ and we are 
to enlarge if possible the consumption of those articles in this 
country. They are luxuries and they contribute to vices; and 
they are to be encouraged at a time when we need more rev- 
enue. 

Senators perhaps think there will bə more revenuo by encour- 
aging a larger importation, but that larger importation will be 
an importation that will come in competition with our own 
whiskies and spirituous liquors, which I think it must be ad- 
mitted are purer liquors and spirits than imported French 
brandies are likely to be. But that is the policy. This is to be 
done to get more revenue by encouraging vice; and when we 
come to champagne, which certainly is not more harmful than 
brandy and absinthe, we are told that the duty is to remain upon 
champagne. I did not distinctly understand the reason given 
by the Senator from Missouri for the discrimination, but we are 
to deal with one kind of intoxicant differently from the way we 
deal with other kinds of intoxicants. We are to encourage by 
a reduction of duty the importation of foreign ardent spirits in 
competition with Kentucky and Illinois whisky. We are not to 
encourage the importation of champagne wines, which are com- 
paratively pure. : 

Mr. President, I dislike to coerce the Senator from Missouri 
into listening to speeches from me. He may stop up his ears if 
he likes, or go out of the Chamber; but I am obliged to take the 
opportunity to say that I think this schedule asit is being made 
is utterly inconsistent; and following the term which the Sena- 
tor from Missouri commonly applies to the system of protection, 
it is an infamous schedule when you compare it with the duty 
that is to be imposed by the bill upon the sugar that is to be used 
in the coming years in this country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. s 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

wins or ginger cordial and vermuth, i 
880 0 on nee 80 cents per gallon: Provided, 
That nosuch still wines in casks shall pay a 1 rate of duty than 100 per 
cent ad valorem. In bottles or jugs, per case of 1 dozen bottles or jugs, con- 
taining each not more than I quartand more than 1 pint, or 2t bottles or jugs 
containing each not more than | pint, $1.60 per case; and any excess beyond 
these quantities found in such bottles or jugs shall be subject to a duty of 5 
cents per pintor afractional part thereof, but no separate or additional duty 
shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs: Provided, That any wines, ginger cor- 
dial, or vermuth imported 33 than 25 per cent of alcohol shall be 
classed as spirits and pay duty accordingly: And provided further, Thatthere 
shall be no constructive or other allowance for breakage, leakage, or damage 
on wines, liquors, cordials, or distilled spirits. Wines, cordials, brandy, and 
other spirituous liquors imported in bottles or ae shall be packed in pack- 


escontaining not less than 1 dozen bottles or jugs in each package, or 
dutyshall be paid as if such package contained a“ least 1 dozen bottles or 


jugs. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Finance 
to paragraph 244 was, on page 06, in line 2, after the word 
„jugs,“ to insert: 

If containing 14 por cent or less of abs olute alcohol, 30 cents per gallon; if 
containing more than 14 per cent of absolute alcohol. 


So as to read: 


Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in casks 
or packages other than bottles or jugs, if containing 14 per cent or less of 
absolute alcohol, 30cents per gallon; if containing more than 1t per cent of 
absolute alcohol, 50 cents per gallon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to what I think must be a vice in the amendment. It will 

ractically allow all still wines to come in at 30 cents a gallon, 

cause as a matter of course they will contain only 14 per cent 
of alcohol. The difference between 30 and 50 cents, 20 cents a 
lon, will result in all these wines being so diluted as to alco- 

olas to make them measure only 30 cents. I think thatis a 
very dangerous provision? I trust the Senator will leave the 
paragrap in that respect as the other House left it and as it is 

n the existing law. I certainly think the provision on page 56 
was not put in at the request of the California Senators. 

Mr. WHITE. May I ask the Senator from Iowa to repeat his 
statement? > 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the amendment proposed 
the committee, found on e 56, reduces the duty upon the 
cheap wines to 30 cents a on. 

Mr. WHITE. I will state to the Senator from Iowa, if I will 
not interrupt him, that the amendment reported by the commit-: 
tce is much more advantageous to the wine producers than the 


i 


bill as it came from the other House, and it was on their sug- 
gestion that the change was made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is much less advantageous, however, than 
the 78 5 10 law. 

Mr. WHITE. It is very little less; and in fact, in my judg- 
ment, so far as affecting the industry is concerned, there is no 
difference. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The question as to where this line 
should come in was discussed with representatives of the wine 

roducers and the importers, and the opinion of the Treasury 

partment was taken on the question. Fourteen per cent was 
accepted as being the proper line for the cheaper class of wines, 
wines of little strength, and the strong wines. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the question is as to whether we shall 
allow these wines to come at 30 cents a gallon, or a little 
more than one-half the rate now imposed on the same class of 
wines. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My opinion is it ought to be less 
than that. The importations are absolutely prohibited by the 
present law. The wines of that class do not come here at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Still wines? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That class of still wines which go 
below 14 per cent. There is a considerable importation of st 
wines, but they contain more than 14 per cent of alcohol. Wines 
ene less than 14 per cent of alcohol are absolutely pro- 

ibited. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me to be very curious that just 
at the line of 14 pe cent of alcohol there is to be a change, and 
that there shall be suddenly a jump from 30 to 50 cents. I think 
that will make great confusion in the administration of the law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am greatly surprised at the 
statements both of the Senator from Arkansas and that of the 
Senator from California in this regard. One of thedescriptions 
here given of the two kinds of still wines, that containing less 
than 14 per cent of alcohol, is intended to apply to clarets and 
red wines of that kind, ard the other to what are called sweet 
wines. All clarets contain 14 per cent or less of alcohol, and all 
sweet wines, like ports and sherries, contain more than 14 per 
cent of alcohol. 

If this aida ii oe is adopted as it now stands all clarets, which 
come incompetition most largely with California wines, will only 
pay 30 cents a gallon, while ports and sherries will pay as under 
the present law, 50 cents. Some time since I asked a large im- 
porter of wines in New Vork, a man who I think is more familiar 
with this question than anyone else, foran estimate of the amount 
of wines that would come in under these different rates. He 
gave me a statement which he had prepared based on the im- 
portations of 1893, showing that substantially one-half of the still 
wines imported are claret and other winescontaining 14 per cent 
or less of alchol, and about one-half wines containing more than 
14 per cent. Any reduction of the rates of duties on still wines 
will, in my opinion, be harmful tothe wine-producing interests of 
this country. r 

Mr. WHITE. Do I understand the Senator to say that no 
claret contains more than 14 per cent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No claret contains more than 14 per cent. 
None of the ordinary red table wines do. 

Mr. ALLISON. Red wine. 

Mr. ALDRICH. None of the ordinary red wines contain more 
than 14 per cent alcohol, 6r are not supposed to at least, and do 
not unless they are doctored; that is, if they have not had aleo- 
hol inserted. But the ordinary red wines as they are usually 
made would not contain more than 14 per cent of 1 888 

Now, I can not see any good reason for reducing duties on any 
still wines at all. It makes a difference in the revenue, as I re- 
member, of about $250,000 a year if the reduction in rates is 
made. I think myself that the provision as it now stands will 
be less harmful to the domestic industry than the billas itcame 
from the House, because the imitation wines made in Cette and 
other points in France would come in at very much less than 30 
cents per gallon, as I think they are sold at 10 or 12 centsa gallon. 

Mr. WHITE. Seven or eight cents, sometimes. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Sometimes they are sold, as the Senator 
says, at 7 or 8 cents, or even less. So the duty under the House 
provision would be very much less than the Senate provision as it 
now stands. We produce large quantities of still wines in this 
country, and will soon produce a sufficient quantity for our con- 
sumption. If people prefer foreign still wines to American it is 
no great hardship for them to pay the difference in cost growing 
out of the imposition of a considerable revenue duty. 

Mr. WHITE. The statement of the Senator from Rhode 
Island that this rate is more favorable to the producers of wine 
than the rate prescribed bythe other House is correct. I think 
he agrees with me in that regard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. . 

Mr. WHITE. J will state the difficulty with the prevision as 
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it came from the other House. The language used by the House 
is as follows: 

That no such still wines in casks shall pay a higher rate of duty than 100 
per centad valorem. - 

Of course where wine is sold at 8 cents a gallon, as was the 
case last year in France, where there was an immense surplus 
crop, the result would be very . 


ow, the wine producers of ifornia got together and sent 
here a representative who is an expert in the business. He was 
in constant communication with me and with other members of 
the California delegation. We found the provision in the bill 
as it came from the other House and thought it was hardly fair. 
On the other hand, there were other parties representing other 
interests from other parts of the country where wines were not 
produced. Finally, as the result of considerable talk upon the 
subject, and, as the Senator from Arkansas has stated, after con- 
sultation with the revenue officers of the Government, we reached 
a point where we consented to accept the schedule as it is now 
found in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Senator from California tell us what 
interest is represented by the other side with which he says the 
California wine growers came in conflict and had to be yielded 
to, reducing the present duties? What is the interest to which 
the Senator refers? 

Mr. WHITE. Those whom I spoke to about it—I met the par- 
ties myself—are from New York City. 

Mr. HALE. They are New York importers? 

Mr. WHITE. I presume so. Anyway, they are gentlemen 
who were here upon the subject. I refer to the menI myself 
saw. 

Mr. HALE. Those were the men whose representations here 
resulted in the duty being reduced to the rate proposed, which 
is better than the House duty. 

Mr. WHITE. I will say no. There were many others beside 
these parties, as I discovered, who were endeavoring to have 
low duties. In fact, there wasa demand that came from various 
parts of the country. I read an artiele in a Chicago newspaper 
the other day attacking me very vigorously because it was said 
I insisted upon a duty of two or three hundred per cent upon 
some classes of wines. It was not confined to importers. 

I will further state that the difficulty we have encountered in 
marketing our wines has been mainly due to the fact that a 
great many persons who consume beverages of that kind are 
still wedded to the idea that they must get their liquor abroad, 
Just before the last commercial treaty with France was ratified 
some of our California producers understood that our Govern- 
ment had succeeded in procuring the insertion of the favored 
clause in the treaty, and they entered into a contract with 
French manufacturers, involving some hundreds of thousands of 
dollars, to sell their wine in France. But we found that Mr. 
Reid had not been able to obtain, or at least did not obtain, the 
insertion of that clause in the treaty; and as the result, the Cal- 
ifornia producers were forced to cancel their contracts. 

Mr. ALLISON. What was the contract? 

Mr. WHITE. They made a contract in France to sell wine to 
French dealers for the purpose of being remanufactured there, 
and sent back and sold to us under French labels. 

: Mr. ALLISON. Is not that prohibited under the French 
aw? 

Mr. WHITE. Under the French law as it is to-day they were 
unable to carry it out, prio paky owing to the French duty 
which remains under the treaty negotiated by Mr. Reid, and 
which is a treaty very detrimental to our interest. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from 
California whether it is not true that the pure article of brandy, 
made from the California grape, is sent to France and doctored 
in that way, coming back as French brandy? 

Mr. WHITE. I will state to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that I, of course, do not know of my own knowledge, but I 
have heard that such is the case. But, as I said, I do not know 
anything about it. 

r. CHANDLER. I have been informed by a person who 
thinks he knows, that that is the case. Therefore, I call the at- 
tention of the Senator from California to the importance of not 
saving tua reduced rate of duty, reduced from $2.50 to $1.80, put 
upon French brandy, because after all it is valued very high; it 
comes in an impure article, and is consumed here. I suggest 
tothe Senator that if, instead of a specific rate of duty, he would 
get an ad valorem upon these high-priced French brandies—and 
that I believe is the Democratic principle now—it would be a 
art deal better for the consumers of this country and quite as 
well for the producers of brandy in California. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to correct a mistaken inference which 
may be drawn from a remark I made just now. I learn from an 
inspection of the record that but 1,000 gallons of brandy were 


exported to France last year. So that it could not have been 
sent over there to any great extent to be doctored. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, the proposition is 
that the product of the California grape is exported. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; grape brandy. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it not true that millions and millions are sent 
abroad and come back into this country? my 

Mr. WHITE. I think not. 

Mr. HOAR. It is exported and comes back into this country 
as 2 wine. 

Mr. WHITE. Not a great deal of it. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a subject which I have not investigated, but 
I was told, I think by as high an authority as California contains, 
that that is true, going up into the millions. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state for the information of my col- 
league that I was informed a few days since that all the vintage 
of brandy on the Stanford estate had been shipped to Europe, 
part of it going to France. 

Mr. WHITE. If my colleague will allow me, I shall perha 
explain the whole matter by simply referring to the table I hold 
in my hand. We exported to France 1,096 gallons, to Germany 
38,052 gallons, undoubtedly to be remanufactured in Hamburg, 
and to the United Kingdon 77,000 gallons. < 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to state to the Senator from Qali- 
fornia that I am obliged to him for enlarging the 1,000 1 7 
which he said was all that was exported to France. I did not 
say that the importations of manufactured brandy came from 
France. I said there were importations of French brandy, not 
intending to 1 that it was manufactured in France. 

Mr. WHITE. I was speaking of the exports. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose it makes no difference whether 
French brandy is made out of California brandy in the United 
Kingdom or Germany: the fact remains that the brandy goes 
abroad. I do not think it can be made into an thing but brandy, 
except that it may be made into some of the infernal cordi: 
which are referred to in the bill, probably ratafia. But other- 
wise it is made into brandy and comes back as brandy, whether 
French brandy or any other brandy; and instead of being duti- 
able at 81.80 a gallon it ought to be $2.50 a gallon, or it ought to 
have a high ad valorem rate. > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to tho 
amendment of the committee; which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 244, after the word ‘‘jug,” in 
line 2, insert: 

14 per cent or less of absolute alcohol, 30 ts allon; 
eee t an i ber 5 5 of absolute ‘alcohol, Pa por eee e 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance to para- 
graph 244, was, in line 5, page 56, after the word ‘‘ gallon,” to 
strike out: t 

Provided, That no such still wines in casks shall pay a higher rate of duty 
than 100 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In lines 18 and 19 I move to strike out 
sA Troni Avo and insert twenty-four,” so that the proviso will 
read: 

Provided, That any wines, ger cordial, or vermuth, imported, contain- 
ing more that 24 percent of alcohol, shall be classed as spirits and pay aduty 
accordingly. ; 

Under the existing law where those articles contain more than 
24 per cent of alcohol they are forfeited. Now, 24 per cent of 
alcohol or 25 per cent of alcohol is equal to about 49 per cent, 
I should say, of proof spirits, and the object of the existing law 
as respects these articles is to forfeit them in case they are 
sought to be pe chen as wines and cordials and not as proof 
spirits. The House provision simply says that they shall be 
classed as spirits and pay duty accordingly. 

There is no forfeiture and no punishment for the effort to im- 

ort spurious or distilled spirits under the name of wines. But 
Fee very well, as I think the Senator from Rhode Island 
must remember, that in the-consideration of the tariff bill in 
1890 we were very careful as to the per cent. I remember that 
we had before us a good many dealers, and especially experts, 
who stated that 24 per cent of alcohol was a line beyond which 
it would not be safe to go. 

I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that the amendment 
I have proposed be made, and if afterward any reason can be 
shown why it should be increased (and I do think there can be, 
because it is equal now to more than 2 per cent proof spirits 
added) it can be changed afterward. The Senator from Arkansas 
may be in possession of a reason for it of which I am not ad- 

d 


vised. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The object of the committee in 
making this provision in lieu of the one which now exists is 
that we believe the tariff should be levied upon these spirits in 
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case they come in in this way without undertaking to levy a for- 
feiture. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not ask the Senator to change the pro- 
vision in that respect. Ido not contemplate moving an amend- 
ment for a forfeiture of the articles, but inasmuch as you have 
now provided that they shall be classed as spirits and pay duty 
accordingly I think it is important to insert 24 per cent instead 
of 25, because I am quite sure, although I speak only from mem- 

„that when we had this subject up two years ago it wasstated 
distinctly that that was a line beyond which forfeiture could 
not well go, beyond which, if you provided a greater strength, 
it would fad to fraud. Now, I suggest to thə Senator that he 
allow 24 per cent to go in, and if later on it shall appear that25 
per penta essential, I shall make no objection to it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The penalty attached to finding 25 
per cent of alcohol in wines is of, course, very heavy; they are 
classed as spirits, and compelled to pay a duty accordingly. The 
difference between 21 and 25 per cent is not very great, and it 
does not seem to me to be at all likely that any harm can be done 
to allow a margin this much wider for what might be an acci- 
dent in the increase of the strength of wines beyond the point 
that it ought to be. I do not think there is a very great difer- 
enceinit. Weconsulted the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
on this point, and his opinion was that 25 per cent is nearer a 
correct line than 24; and we were governed more by his judg- 
ment than our own. Altogether itseems but a slight difference 
between the present Jaw and the pending bill. 

Mr, ALLISON. With all due deference to the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, I know this was a topic of very great con- 
sideration and it was a topic as respects what was called the 
legislation, in favor of California. Senators have stated on this 
floor that very little wine is exported and that very little brandy 
is exported. We went into a most elaborate and complicated 
scheme two years ago whereby the Californians were permitted 
to withdraw their grape brandy in bond. For what purpose? 
For the pur of enabling them to fortify the wines in order 
that they might carry them around the Horn. Fourteen per 
cant was the minimum and 24 per cent the maximum. We went 
into that matter with the utmost elaboration. I remember it 
very well. 

T wish to say to the Senator from Arkansas that I agree with 
him that this is very little, but it is a very big thing to some- 
body or else we should not see this provision in the bill. Some- 
body thinks it is a little bigger thing than the Senator from 
Arkansas does: All IL ask of him is to make an amendment here 
so that we shall have it in control, and if it turns out that he is 
right and I am wrong, then we ean change it. 

Mr. VEST. Why not let it stay at 25 per cent, and if the Sen- 
ator from Iowa can show us afterwards it is such an important 
matter we will change it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lou can not change it then. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This provision was sent from the 
other House; the Commissioner of Internal Revenue indorsed 
it; the Senators from California, who are interested in the ques- 
tion, preferred 25 per cent. Why should we make a change? 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand that the Senators from Cal- 
ifornia prefer 25 per cent? 

Mr. WHITE. The matter has never been suggested. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the people who are interested in the ques- 
tion do not care anything about it, I donot see why I should 
stand up here and ask for the change. Here is a change that 
comes from the other House. I venture to say, without know- 
ing anything especially about it, that there is an individual in 
the wood pile. If the provision is left as it is now, we can not 
go back to it and change it without having the fight all over 
again in the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa if he does not 
think the individual in the wood pile” is likely to be one of 
these New York importers, whom the Senator from California 
says he met here and who made the representations before the 
Committee on Ways and Means? Is not that likely to be the 
interest? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know what the interest is; but I 
know that this matter does not come under the jurisdiction of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue at all. He has no more 
to do with it than the man who is reputed to be in the moon. 
Whiist his opinion on everything within his jurisdiction is valu- 
able, and ber 1 be valuable upon this subject if he has ex- 
amined it, still, having examined it two years ago and havin, 
looked into it with the utmost care, I should like to look into it 
further before I consent to the change. 

The Senator says let it go, and if it turns out to be all right 
so be it; but if we allow it to remain as the other House has put 
it, then the only way to deal with it is in the Senate after the 

has been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. With the permission of the Senator from Iowa, 


Idesire to state that I have no doubt if I had called the attention 
of the committee, or if the committee’s attention had inany way 
been called to the fact that there was a mistake, it would have 
been rectified. I donot know that there is any mistake about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Neither do I. 

_ Mr. WHITE. The expert who was here representing our 
interest did not pointitout. But as the difference is slight I 
think it is advisable to make the change. I do not see that any 
harm can come from making it 24 instead of 25 per cent, and it 
might possibly prevent a mistake. 

Mr. ALLISON. As IJ am fortified b; 
taraia, I hope the committee will yiel 

me. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We shall agree to it; but I ho 
the Senator from Iowa will point out the “individual in the 
wood pile,” as we get further along in this matter. 

Mr: ALDRICH. I think I can do that right now to the satis- 
faction of the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Arkan- 


sas, 

Mr. ALLISON. Idid not see the individual, I will say to the 
Senator. I should be glad to see him now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be obliged to the Senator 
if he would point him out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call the attention of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas and the Senator from Iowa to the fact that under the pro- 
vision as it now stands, taking the two provisions together, all 
still wines, including ginger wines and vermuth con ing more 
than 14 per cent of alcohol, shall pay 50 cents a gallon duty. 

If they contain 25 per cent of alcohol, according to this provi- 
sion they will pay, as we now have it, only 45 cents a gallon. In 
other words, a vermuth containing 25 per cent of alcohol would 
pay a less rate of duty than a vermuth containing 15 per cent of 
alcohol, as 15 per cent would pay 50 cents a gallon, and under the 

rovision as you have it, if it contains 25 per cent, it would pay 
ess. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It would be classed as spirits. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And of course it would pay a duty of 25 per 
cent proof spirits, which, at $1.80 pee gallon, would be 45 cents a 
gallon, according to my arithmetic. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It would be classed as proof spirits, 
and pay a duty accordingly. We understand it pays a duty as 
if it were proof spirits. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It pays duty on the proof spirits in it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is not what the provision says. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what it would do according to the 
terms of the proposed law in other respects. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It says, ‘‘ Containing more than 25 
per nig of alcohol shall be classed as spirits and pay duty ac- 
cordingly.’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would be 45 cents a gallon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It would pay the full tax. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If you say it shall pay a duty of $1.80 a gal- 
lon I shall not object to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on perecing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 244, line 18, strike out 
“ twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;” so as to make the pro- 
viso read: 

Provided, That win ‘ermuth 
828 shan 24 per cent of eee classed ax 1 rr 
co : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 20 I move to strike out the words 
“duty accordingly ” and insert a duty of $1.80 per gallon.” 

Mr. VEST. There is no occasion for that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If that is the meaning of the language we 
might as well have it expressed. 

Mr. VEST. We prefer our own language, with all due respet 
to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What does the Senator from Arkansas sa; 
in respect to my suggestion, that it will pay a duty of only 4 
cents a gallon? What answer does the Senator make to that 
suggestion? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, That is provided for in the bill, and 
that is sufficient. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not think it is provided for. I there- 
fore move to strike out the words “duty accordingly,” in line 
20, and insert: 

A duty of £1.90 per gallon. 

So as to read: 

Shall be classed as spirits and paya duty of $1.80 per gallon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on oe to the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhod 
The amendment was rejected. 


the Senator from Cali- 
to him, as they do not 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

215. „ * 0 t nose 
erate or eden duty shall be assessed Gn ane bottles OF jugs} otherwise 
than in bottles or jugs, 15 cents per gallon. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment, in line 7, 
before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out ‘‘fifteen” and insert 
ten;“ so as to rend: 

Ten cents per gallon. : 4 

Mr. ALDRICH. Imovetoamend the paragraph by inserting 
Forty“ instead of “thirty” in line 4, and “twenty” instead of 
tten” in the last line. Those are the rates of the present law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 

enator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 245, line 4, strike out ‘‘thirty” 
and insert forty;“ and in line 7 strike out “ten” and insert 
twenty, so as to make the paragraph read: 

215. Ale, porter. anil beer, in bottles or jugs, 40 cents per gallon, but no 
Separate or additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs; other- 
wise than in bottles or jugs, 20 cents per gallon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. HALE. On that let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. ALLISON, I do not quite ses why it is proposed to re- 
duce the duty upon these articles imported from abroad. The 
duty is not a very high one, and especially in the last clause, 
which the committee propose now to reduce to 10 cents a gal- 
lon, while the House provision, I believe, is 15 cents a gallon. 

Under the existing law ale, porter, and beer imported other- 
wise than in bottlesor jugs pay just half the duty put upon beer 
in bottles. Now, itis proposed to make the duty upon bottled 
beer 30 cents, and the duty upon beer imported otherwise 10 
cents a gallon. I think that is too great a difference, and I do 
not see any reason why we should reduce the duty. It is purely 
a revenue duty, justas the otherarticleshere are articles having 
revenue duties. Of course, I do not expect to see it changed, 
but I regret that the committee have made the reduction. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Twenty cents is the difference pro- 
vided for under the McKinley act between bottled beer and beer 
in barrels. 

Mr. HALE. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa, 
but in my own time to the fact that upon ale, beer, and porter 
in casks, imported from abroad, coming in competition with our 
own manufactures; at the moderate duty imposed by the present 
law, the imposts fort 1893 amounted to $112,377.40, and upon ale, 
beer, and porter in bottles, they amounted to $495,751, or an ag- 
gregate of $907,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under an ad valorem of 41 per cent. 

Mr.HALE. Thatsum was paid by the consumers of these higher 
priced malt liquors from abroad. No representation appears to 
have been ehere by anybody, by the people at large, by the 
Treasury, by the consumers, as to why the duty should be re- 
duced, and yet the committee ps to take from it a large 
portion of this revenue and make it up on something else. Of 
course it is in the same line with the treatment which the com- 
mittee has accorded to these imported products in the form of 
spirits, not malt liquors. 

Somebody or other, somebody whom the Senator from Cali- 
fornia met when he was trying to protect his own producers, 
has been here. The foreign importer has been here. He has 
been abroad. His mark is shown here in the bill, and it runs 
all the way through whether it is spirits, brandy, Scotch whisky, 
Holland gin, favorite foreign liquors, or the finer kinds of beers, 

rters, and ales, made in England, Austria, Germany, and per- 

ups in France. It is all one way. The only person who in any 
way will get one dollar of profit out of it will be the foreign im- 
porter. There will not be a bottle of German beer, or Bass’s ale, 
or malt liquor, or porter which will be one cent less to the con- 
sumer after tho bill is passed. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, whatever political differences 
there may be between the Senator from e and myself, I 
think he will believe me when I make a personal statement. 
Not a single human being has approached our committee in re- 
gard to these duties. This reduction from 15 cents to 10 cents 


ection to put- 
use, 15 cents, 
It applies 


his country and are drank principally by Germans. 
Americans very seldom drink any of them, but prefer the do- 


mestic beer. We will withdraw the amendment, because it is a 
matter of not the slightest importance. I wish to say to the 
Senator from Maine, however, that so far as any solicitation is 
concerned, none was made to us at all by anybody; not even a 
written communication. 

Mr. HALE. Of course nobody will raise any question upon 
that score after the Senator’sstatement. I referred most natur- 
ally to the belief that the importer had been here, and largely 
because of the statement of the Senator from California—that 
when he was wrestling for the interests of his own people he did 
meet the New York importer who had other ends and other ob- 
jects in view. 

Iam very glad he did not make his way to the committee. I 
for one do not think that the taking of the House proposition 
will satisfy either the revenues of the Treasury or the people. 
I think the vote ought to be taken upon the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, that restores the present rate, 
which is a moderate duty, and which gave us nearly a million 
dollars in revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, if this proposition becomes 
a law the revenues will be reduced by it, based on the importa- 
tions of 1893, at least $325,000ayear. The reduction of the rates 
would be about to 30 per cent ad valorem in both cases, if the 
changes suggested by the committee are adopted. 

Now, I can not understand any economic theory which pro- 
poses to impose a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem upon foreign 
ale, porter, and beer, and on Saturday imposed a duty of 300 per 
cent upon currants, a revenue duty in both cases. It seems to 
me that if a high revenue duty is to be imposed upon anything 
it ought to be upon foreign ale, beer, and porter, and if we are 
to impose high revenue duties, we ought not to select sugar and 
currants, and other articles in common use by the people of the 
country and a necessity to them, and reduce the duty to the low- 
est point upon French brandiesand upon foreign ales and porters, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in thechair). The 

uestion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
hode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 
The 55 proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I am pai 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and withhold my 
vote unless I see that it is necessary to make a quorum, _ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], He is not pres- 
eht and I withhold my vote. I should vote 

resent. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New York (Mr. HILL]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If he were 

resent I should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. N 
o roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish tostate that my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY], 
who was called away by the death of a relative and has not re- 


turned, is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 


FAULKNER], 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IrBy], 
and vote“ nay.” 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire Ar. GALLINGER]. If he were present I should vote 

‘nay. > 
Mr. CAMERON. Has the Senator from South Carbdlina [Mr. 
BUTLER] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Car- 
olina has not voted. 

. I withhold my vote, being paired with that 
nator. 

Mr.CAMDEN. I wish to announce my pair with the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] under the conditions: 
heretofore stated. I shall only vote when necessary to make a 


uorum. 
Mr. BRICE. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado 


[Mr. WoLcort]. If he were present I should vote 


Mr. GEORGE. Has the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH] voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 


Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with that Senator. 


— 
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Mr. DANIEL. I desire to state that I am paired with the 
Senator from Washington[Mr. SQUIRE]. Otherwise I should 
vote ‘‘ nay." 

Mr. CAMDEN. Under the terms of my pair with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] I have a right to vote. I 
vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. Having the same privilege, in order to make 
a quoram I vote ‘‘nay.” 

r. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). Has 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has not voted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I take the liberty of withdra my 
vote for the present. Of course if it is necessary to make a 
quorum I will renew it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
withdraw his vote? 

Mr. GEORGE. He had better let it stand. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. CAMERON. Having aright to vote to make a quorum, 
I vote“ ke 2 

Mr. MiLLS. I do the same thing. If my vote is necessary to 
make a quorum, I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BRICE. If it is necessary to make a quorum, I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. I reserved the right to vote to make a quo- 
rum, and I vote nay.“ 

Mr. GEORGE. If necessary to make a quorum, I vote nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL. If necessary to vote to make a quorum, I 


vote ‘‘ yea.” z 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—19. 
Aldrich, Dubois, MeMillan, Quay, 
Allison, e, Manderson, Shoup, 
Cameron, Hale, Morrill, Teller, 
Chandler, Higgins, Peffer, Washburn. 
Dixon, Hoar, Perkins, 

NAYS—29. 
Be George, Martin. Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gordon, lis. Vest, 
Blanchard, rris, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Brice, Jarvis, Murphy, Walsh, 
Caffery. Jones, Ark. Pasco, White. 
Camden, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Coke, cLa 5 Roach, 
Daniel, McPherson, Smith, 

NOT VOTING—37, 
Alle Gallinger, Kyle, Ransom 
Bate, Gibson, j Loige, ` Sherman, 
Butler, Go: nya, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Call, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Stewar 
Carey, Hausbroagh, Palmer, Vilas, 
Cock Hawley, Patton, Wilson, 
Cullom, if Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Hunton, Platt, 

Dolph, Irby, Power, 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Proctor. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand 
the amendment of the committee is withdrawn? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was withdrawn. 

The 3 G OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

216. Malt extract, core. all preparations bearing the name and com- 
mercially known as such fiuid, in casks, 15 cents per gallon; in botties or 
jugs, 30 cents per gallon; solid or condensed, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is a mistake in punctuation 
in line 9 of the paragraph. The comma after the word ‘ fluid” 
pers come in after the word such,“ and not after the word 

* fluid. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that 
change will be made. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

247. Cherry Juice and prune juice or prune wine, and other fruit juice not 
3 provided for in this act, containing 18 per cent or less of alcohol, 
arepe f e ganon if containing more than 18 per cent of alcohol, $1.80 per 

Mr. ALLISON. I call attention to paragraph 247 in analogy 
to the wine provision. If cherry juice and prune juice contain 
18 per cent of alcohol or less, they pay 50 cents. If they con- 
tain more than 18 per cent, they pay $1.80. So I think I am 
8 strengthened and invigorated by my statement made 
awhile ago. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The purpose of this paragraph is 
to prevent fraud being perpetrated under the pretense of the 
importation of fruit 1 Eighteen per cent is sufficient to 
preservo the juiceand bring it here in a sound and healthy con- 

tion. Whena greater amount of alcohol is put in it is evi- 
dently the intention of tke importer to smuggle juice into the 
country, and the intention is to make him pay a moer Pe 
undertaking to do so. If they want to import fruit juice fairly 


— 


and honestly they can put in the necessary spirit to bring it in 
without difficulty, and after that limitation if they undertake to 
perpetrate a fraud they pay a penalty. 

r. ALLISON. Iam thoroughly in accord with the provi- 
sion of the paragraph, but I was merely contrasting it with 
the one which we had under debate a little while ago when cer- 
tain other people who want to bring in spirits under the name 
of wines were allowed to bring them in at 25 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. e thingsare totally unlike. Reg- 
ular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no question before 
the Senate. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. HALE. I noted and appreciated what the Senator from 
Arkansas said, that the object is to make the difference between 
the two sufficent to deter false entries; but why was it consid- 
ered necessary to make the discrimination between the juices 
which are 18 per cent or less and those which are over so much 
greater than under the present act? 

In the present act it is 60 cents por gallon for 18 per cent of 
alcohol or less, and for that which is over 18, where the oppor- 
tunity for fraud arises, itis $2.50, or a difference of $1.90 between 
the two. The committee have made the difference by adopting 
the provision of the House only the difference between 50 cents 
and $1.80, which is $1.30. Now, does the Senator think that that 
tir e is better.than the older and larger discrimina- 

on? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand the criticism 
of the Senator from Maine. This juice containing 18 per cent 
or less under the present law pays 60 cents. Under the bill we 
propose that it shall pay 50 cents. That is a reduction from 60 
to 50 cents. Then the juice containing more than 18 per cent 
pays the same duty that a gallon of proof spirits would pay, and 

or the reason I have explained distinctly to the Senator from 
Towa. The tax ona gallon of proof spirits imported from abroad 
under the McKinley act was $2.50. Under this bill it is $1.80. 
That imposed the tax on a gallon of proof spirits upon this 
article when more than the required per cent of alcohol went 
into the prune juice, and this is just the same provision exactly. 

Mr. HALE. Now I catch what I did not catch before, and it 
is perfectly satisfactory.’ This is made to adapt itself to the rate 
thatis fixed on proof spirits. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Exactly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
resumed. . 

The Secretary read as follows: l 

248. Ginger ale or pinger beer, 20 per cent ad valorem, but no separate or 
additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles. 

249. All imitations of natural mineral waters, and all artificial mineral 
waters, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 249, line 21, I move 
to strike out the word “thirty” and insert“ twenty,“ so as to 
make the rate 20 per cent ad valorem on all imitations of nat- 
ural mineral waters, and all artificial mineral waters.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was ed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE], not now in his seat, desires to offer an amendment at 
this point in the bill. I have sent for him, but in the meantime 
I send the amendment to the desk, and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire for the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 249, 
and in lieu thereof to insert— 

249. All mineral waters, and all imitations of natural mineral waters, and 
all artificial mineral waters not specially provided for in this act, in 
or colored glass bottles, conta not more than 1 pint, 16 cents per dozen 
per doren bottles. But no separate duty shall be assessed upon the POCTE, 
HES Rohn Ee ee E S| 

OTi „ 
E addition thereto duty shall be collected upon. the bottles or 5 
at the same rates that would be charged it imported empty or separately. 

Mr. CHANDLER, If the Senator from Massachusetts does 
not come into the Chamber before I conclude the brief statement 
I desire to make, I shall ask that the paragraph may be passed 
over. He is engaged in performing a duty to which he has been 
assigned by direction of the Senate. 

I notice that the present law puts a duty of 16 cents per dozen 
pint bottles on all mineral waters, which, I suppose, includes 
natural mineral waters. The committee not only reduce the 
duty on imitations of natural mineral waters and artificial min- 
eral waters, but they propose to admit fres of duty all natural 
mineral waters. Ido not understand why it is necessary to re- 
lieve natural mineral waters from the payment of any duty 
whatever. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hamp- 
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shire was kind enough, during my temporary absehce on busi- 
ness of the Senate, to offer an amendment which I desired to 
offer when this par: ph was reached, reimposing the rates of 
the McKinley act. Of course, this raph covers articles of 
consumption totally different from all the other articles in this 
schedule. It involves not only the important industry of nat- 
ural mineral waters and the making of artificial mineral 
waters, but also many associated industries. I desire to read 
a letter stating the case, written by a gentleman largely engaged 
inthis business. He is also an importer. So that, so far as he 
is immediately concerned, his business would not suffer; but he 
puts the case for the home manufacturer. He says: 
> Boston, June 2, 1894. 

DEAR SIR: I wish you would place before the honorable Senate the fol- 
lang statement bearing upon the importation of mineral waters. 

During the past twenty years the importation of mineral waters has in- 
creased to an enormous extent, and ere increasing every year. This has 
seriously crippled the mineral-water industry ot this country. The amount 
of money that leaves this country for those waters foots upto at least three 
quarters of a million dollars every year. 

These imported waters sea no means superior to the waters we have in 
thiscountry. We have the richest production of mineral waters, North, 
South, East, and West, that can be found in any part of the world. Ican 
not understand why somecheck can not be put on the importation of foreign 
waters. 

Several industries connected with the mineral-water trade have suffered 
seriously through this source, viz., the manufacture of mineral waters, 
manufacture of glass bottles, manufacture of mineral-water ap tus, the 
cork trade, label printing, etc., which would give thousands of ed labor- 
ers porn, Red fren this country. 

I wish to state here that we pay our employés from $10 to 880 per week, 
whereas in Germany, where the greater part of this water is manufactured, 
the same class of workmen receive from 6 to 18 marks per week (some re- 
ceiving 1 mark per day, some as high as 3), or from about $1.50 to $4.50 per 
week. This is in the rural districts. 

I am well acquainted with this su bject,as I have been in Germany on 
three occasions and have traveled through thosedistricts. Under suchcon- 
ditions it would be impossible for us engaged in the mineral-water business 
tocompete with the importers, labor being so cheap there and h here, 
and Ae pen a from Hamburg, Rotterdam, or any other port to t coun- 
t so low. s 

n that acconnt instead of having the duty 30 per cent ad valorem, as it is 
in the Wilson bill, it should be 100 per cent, or in other words those waters 
should be prohibited altogether, as it is only a matter of fancy and luxury 
to use foreign waters in preference to our mineral waters here. 

I hope you will make a strong ar; entin behalf of the mineral-water in- 
dustry of this country, and also in behalf of the labor and industries in gen- 
eral, as in my judgment it is A Sp for the country to exist in a pros- 
perous state without a high tariff. 

I remain yours, respectfully, 


Hon. HENRY CABOT LODGE. 


The writer of that letter is familiar with the entire business 
in all its aspects. Mineral springs, as he states, exist all over 
this country. Some are developed and some are undeveloped. 
They stand, so far as their value is concerned, on precisely 
the same ground as iron, or coal, or any other gift of nature of 
that character; and I can see absolutely no reason for drawing 
a distinction between mineral waters and coal or iron, which 
have both been given a large protective duty, whilst the duty 

roposed here on these mineral waters is absolutely insufficient. 
5 will result in driving the native mineral waters from the 
market; it will also greatly diminish the associate industries, 
which are very numerous and employ a great many men. 

It strikes not only the manufacturers of mineral water, but the 
manufacturers of glass bottles, which are made in this country 
for our own mineral waters, and it also strikes at the manufac- 
turers of mineral-water apparatus, the label printing for bottles, 
and all the men engaged in every branch of the industry. If 
there could be any industry e entitled to a fair protec- 
tion it certainly is this one. eral waters, if they are to be 
introduced and imported into this country, are a proper source 
of revenue. For that feason, Mr. President, I offer the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr, President, reflection convinces me 
that mineral waters imported should pay aduty; that they should 
contribute to provide revenue for the Government and the gen- 
eral welfare of this country; and that they should also pay a 
duty as a protection to our own industries. 

It is very evident from the letter read by the Senator from 
Massachusetts that the cost of the production of mineral waters 
is almost entirely a question of labor. The cost of producing 
155 water for importation into this country is substantially 
all labor. 

When I was in Carlsbad in 1889, where I saw them bottling 
the Carlsbad water for exportation to the United States, I in- 
quired the price of labor and the kind of labor that they employed 
to do that work, and I was informed that full-grown men who 
did that work were paid a florina day; that is, 40 cents. The 
same kind of labor for which 40 cents a day is paid in Carlsbad, 
according to my observation, would receive re this country 
from a dollar to a dollar and a half a day, and perhaps the more 
intelligent workmen engaged in bottl the mineral waters of 
this country would receive much more than that. 

Mr. President, the taking the duty off of foreign mineral waters 
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will simply flood the market with those mineral waters to the 
destruction of our mineral water industry. To be sure it is bêt- 
ter that these waters should come in and supplant our own 
waters than that French brandies and vile compounds, like ab- 
sinthe and other cordials, should come in and poison and destro 
our people; butcertainly the mineral waters which are produce 
by the cheap labor of Europe and other countries ough to have 
a duty imposed upon them out of regard to our own labor. 

Mr.SHOUP. Mr. President, 1 desire to add a word to what 
has been said by the Senator from New Hampshire and the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. - 

In Idaho the bottling of mineral waters has become a great 
industry. We have near the village of Soda Springs, on the 
line of the Oregon Short Line Railroad, several mineral springs 
which produce immense quantities of natural mineral water. 
The water is bottled, being naturally charged, and having as 
much life as the Apollinaris and other waters which are arti- 
ficially charged. 

The water of these springs find a market in Idaho, and they 
are also exported in large quantities into Montana, Oregon, 
Washington, and Utah, but the waters can not be shipped Kast 
onaccount of the heavy rates of transportation to Eastern points 
in this country, where they come in competition with the im- 
ported waters; and hence, in my opinion, a duty of 16 cents 
per 1 dozen pint bottles or 25 cents per dozen on quart bottles 
ought to be imposed on the imported waters. 

As stated by the Senator from New Hampshire, and as I un- 
derstand it, these imported natural mineral waters are a proper 
subject for the imposition of a duty, and in my opinion they are, 
of all waters, those which ought to pay a duty. : 

I will go further and say that artificial mineral waters should 
be required to be stamped “artificial mineral water” on the 
bottles, so as to prevent our people being deceived by them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. MayI ask the Senator what would be the 
cost in Idaho of the ordinary labor of adults that would be em- 
ployed in bottling those waters? Would it beas lowin any casa 
as a cents a day for any kind of adult labor employed in that 
work? 

Mr. SHOUP. Oh, no; nothing like it. 

Fak CHANDLER. Whatwould probably be the labor costin 
aho? 

Mr.SHOUP. The probability is that the labor in such work 
there would cost from $1.50 to $2 a day. 


Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator whether the mineral’ 


waters in his own State have not been proved by analysis and by 
use to be as good and as safe table waters as the mineral table 
waters of Europe? 

Mr.SHOUP. I will say to the Senator that our waters are 
equal or superior to any waters of the kind in the world; and 
the mineral watersare bottled just as they comefrom our springs, 
requiring no artificial charging whatever. The difficulty is, as 
I have stated, that the rate of transportation from Idaho to New 
York is two or three times as much as the freight from Europe 
to the city of New York; and so our mineral waters are driven 
out of the Eastern market. 

Mr. LODGE, I desire to emphasize the point which has been 
so strongly confirmed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHouP], 
that under this clause natural mineral waters, as I understand 
it—if I do not misread the clause—go upon the free list, and a 
any of 30 per cent ad valorem is imposed on imitation mineral 
waters. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that before he came in the committee proposed an 
amendment reducing the duty of 30 per cent ad valorem to 20 
per cent, which was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. That I had not heard; but it only still further 
strengthens the point I make. Why should there be a duty on 
coal or a duty on iron ore and the refusal of a duty on mineral 
waters? Weare opening these springs all over the country, and 
they are of great value, just as valuable as the European springs, 
and if they are stricken down and not allowed to be developed, 
while we have a duty on coal and iron, or if the duty on mineral 
waters is cut so low it will force men like my correspondent, 
whose letter I have read, who prefer to go on bottling the Amer- 
ican mineral waters, to become solely importers. The result 
would be under this clause the practical destruction of the na- 
tive n and the forcing of these men into some other oc- 
cupation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] whether water is not bottled at Colorado 
Springs, at Manitou, and also at Idaho Springs? When I was in 
Colorado in 1873 there was no habitation at the so-called soda 
springs at Manitou. There was a village at a place called Idaho 
Springs. I have been informed that since that time a large in- 
dustry has grown up in the bottling of those waters. I should 
like the Senator to state whether that is so or not. I call his at- 
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tention to the fact that mineral water is to be admitted free 


under the provisions of this bill, and I should like the Senator 


to state what the price of labor would be in Colorado to-day em- 


: ployed in bottling those waters? 


Mr. TELLER. Natural mineral water is bottled at Manitou 


i in large quantities, and it is also bottled at two or three other 


in the State—not at Idaho Springs now; that, I under- 
stand, has been discontinued; but anit a large industry has 
grown up in the bottling of natural waters, and it is being ex- 
tended to a great many springs; though in my State there are 
many springs which have never been touched. 

The labor cost in Colorado, as a rule, is nearly double what it 
is in the country east of the Alleghanies. 

Mr. VEST. I can not understand why there is any complaint 
in the duties proposed in this bill on artificial mineral waters. 
As I understand, we are not now discussing the natural mineral 
waters. 

Mr. FRYE. There isan amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] to include natural mineral 
waters. 

Mr. VEST. I did not know that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts is to impose a duty on natural min- 


eral waters. 
Mr. VEST. I beg pardon. In 1890, after a debate which I 


remember very well, both by Republican and Democratic votes, 


all natural mineral waters were put upon the free list, and they 
remain there to-day under the law. 

Mr.LODGE. The amendment that I offered is the same as 
the provision in the McKinley act. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator has offered an amend- 
ment; but I am speaking nowof the existing legislation. Under 
the McKinley act all ical waters, not artificial, were put on 
the free list. 

Mr. HALE. They are on the free list in the McKinley act? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; and I recollect very well the debate in which 
Apollinaris water figured very conspicuously. 

Ir. LODGE. The McKinley act says: 
All mineral waters, and all imitations of natural mineral waters. 


It includes both. A 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will turn to the free list in the 
McKinley act he will find that all mineral waters not artificial 
are on the free list. 

Mr. LODGE. The mineral waters “not otherwise provided 
for,” I suppose are on the free list; but these are otherwise pro- 
vided for here. 

Mr. VEST. Then Iam worse mistaken than I have ever been 
in my life, and I have at times been badly mistaken. I read 
paragraph 650 of the McKinley act, which is partof the free list: 

Mineral waters, all not artificial. 


Iremember the debate very well, and it was one of the very 
few things about which both sides of the Chamber seemed to 
agree in 1890. The Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. ALDRICH] 
remembers it. 

The imitation waters under the MeKinley act, in bottles con- 
bores e more than one pint, pay a duty of 22.59 per cent; 
artificial mineral waters, in bottles containing more than one 
pint and less than one quart, 19.52 per cent; and artificial min- 
eral waters and waters in bottles containing more than one 
quart, 24 per cent. 

The bill as it came from the House of Representatives put 30 
per cent, or an increase of 8 per cent, over the first and 11 per 
cent over the second classification. We simply brought itdown 
to the equivalent in the McKinley act, as it now is, of 20 per 
cent, which is a fair duty. Unless the Senate has changed its 
mind materially as to putting mineral waters on the dutiable 
list, the provision in this bill is right. 

r. SHOUP. Mr. President, I desire to say a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will state that the 
understanding has been that the Senate was proceeding under 
the five-minute rule. While there has been some transgression 
of the rule, as the Chair understands, the Senator can not speak 
a second time upon the same amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator will be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Senator from Idaho will proceed. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. President, in 1890 I made inquiry as to the 
amount of water brought in and shipped from Idaho springs, in 

State of Idaho, and I was informed by the agent that in 1889 
„000 bottles had been shipped. The same authority states 
agp a million bottles or 250,000 gallons had been shipped 

I have some recent data at my hotel which I should like to 
5 to the Senate. I therefore ask that this paragraph may 

over until to-morrow to enable me to produce them. 


Mr. VEST. Would the Senator not just as soon have the maf- 
ter considered when the bill is reported to the Senate? We do 
not like to leave a gap and go back in the bill again. The Sen- 
oe oe bring the matter up when the bill is reported to the 

onate. 

1 HARRIS. The question will be quite as open then as it 
now. 

Mr. SHOUP. Very well. t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment pro by the Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BRICE {when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. If he were present, I 
should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and shall not 
vote unless it be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was aohsinded: 

Mr. GORDON. By an arrangement with the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Iowa . WILSON] to the Senator from New York 
[Mr. HILL], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. LODGE. Then I vote “yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am paired with the Se 
tor from Wyoming [Mr. Carey]. If he were present I shoul 
vote 1 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Vinas]. If he were here I should vote 

‘f yea.” 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. HunToN]. I should vote yea“ if he were present. 

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the negative). I with- 
draw my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Quay], who, I observe, has not voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Perkins, 
as tig 75 5 Shoup, 
ndler, ye, 0 uiro, 
Cullom, Hale, — aller; 
Dixon Higgins, Peffer, ‘Washburn. 
NAYS—26. 

Try, Georga, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gordon, McPherson, Vest, 
Blanchard, Gray, Martin, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Harris, Murphy, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pasco, White. 
Coke, Jones, Ark. h, 

Daniel, Asay, Roach, 

NOT VOTING—39. 
Allen, Gallinger, Mills, Proctor, 
Bate, Gibson, Mitchell,Oregon Quay, 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Ransom, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morgan. Sherman, 

II. Hawley, Morrill, Stewart, 
Camden, Hill, Palmer, Turpio, 
Cameron, . Hunton, Patton, Vilas, 
Carey, Irby, Pettigrew, Wiison, 
Davis, Jones, Ney. Platt, Wolcott, 
Faulkner, Kyle. Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SCHEDULE I—COTTON MANUFACTURES. 


250. Cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp yarn, whether single or advanced 
beyond the condition of single by grouping or atgas Bg or more single 
yarns together, whether on beams or in bundles, sk or or in any 
other form, except spool-thread of cotton, hereinafter provided for, valued 
at not exceading 12 cents per pound, 20 per cent ad valorem; valued at over 
12 cents per pound and not exceeding 20 cents per pound, 25 per cent ad va 
lorem; valued at over 20 cents per pound and not exceeding 30 cents per 
pound. 39 per cont ad valorem: valued at over 30 cents per pound and not 
exceeding 40 cents per pound, 25 per cent ad valorem; valued at over 40 cents 
per pound, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move tostrike out the eg pie 8 
which has just been read, and to insert in lieu of it what I send 


to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 250, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 


and insert: 


Cotton thread and carded yarn, w: or warp yarn, insingles, whether on 
beams or in bundles, skeins or cops, or in any other e spool thread 
St cotton hereinafter provided for, not colored, bleached, dyed, or advanced 
beyond the condition of singles by grouping or twisting two or more single 
yarns together, 3 cents per pound on all numbers up to and including No. 15 
one-fifth of acent per number per pound on all numbers exceeding No. 15 and 
up to and including No. 30, and one-quarter of a cent per number per pound 
on all numbers excee No. 30; colored, bleached, dyad, combed or ad- 
vanced beyond the condi of singles by i tng tn ph twisting two or more 
single 3 together, whether on beams. or in bundles, skeins or cops, or in 
any other form, except spool thread of cotton hereinafter prema for, 
6 cents per pound on all numbers up to and includl No. 20, and on all 
numbers exceeding No. 20 three-tenths of a cent per num per pound: Pro- 
vided, however, That in no case shall the duty levied exceed 8 cents per 
paa on yarns valued at not exceeding 25 cents per pound, nor exceed 

5 cents per pound on yarns valued at over 25 cents pound and not ex- 
ceeding 40 cents per pound: And provided further, at on all yarns valued 
at more than 40 cents per pound there shall be levied, collected, and paid a 
duty of 45 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was a Ret to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco inthe chair), The 
reading of the bill will be continued. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


251. S 1 thread of cotton, containing on each spool not exceeding 100 
yards of thread, 4} cents per dozen; exceeding 100 yards on each spool, for 
every additional 100 yards of thread or fractional part thereof in excess of 
100 yards, 44 cents per dozen spools. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are certain amendments to 
that paragraph I desire to propose which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 58, line 25, paragraph 251, after 
the word “thread,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ four and one- 
half” and insert ‘‘ five and one-half;“ and in line 4, on page 59, 
before the word cents,” to strike out“ four and one-half aud 
insert five and one-half;” so as to read: 


251. Spool thread of cotton, containing on each spool not 3 100 
yards of thread, 54 cents per dozen; exceeding 100 yards on each spool, for 
every additional 100 yards of thread or fractional part thereof in excess of 
100 yards, 5} cents per dozen spools, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


252. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
and not exceeding fifty threads to the sae inch, counting the warp and 
filling, lcent per square yard; if bleached, II cents per square yard; if dyed, 
colored, stained, painted, or ted, 2 cents per square yard. 

253. Cotton cloth. not bleached, dyed, colored. stained, painted, or printed, 
exceeding 50 and not exceeding 100 threads to the square inch. counting the 
warp and filling, 1} cents per square yard; if bleached, 1} cents per square 
yard; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, Nace per square yard: 
Provided, That on all cotton cloth not exceeding 100 thread to the square 
inch, coun the warp and „ not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, valued at over 6} cents per square yard, 20 per cent ad 
valorem; bleached, valued at over 9 cents per square yard, 25 per cent ad 
valorem; and dyed, colored, stained, paintéd, or printed, valued at over 12 
cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 30 
percent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move tostrike out paragraph 253, 
and insert what follows in small type. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out paragraph 253 
and insert: 


253. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
exceeding 50 and not exceeding 100 threads to the square inch, counting the 
warp and filling, and not exceeding 6 square yards to the pound, Ii cents per 
square yard; exceeding 6 and not exceeding 9 square yards to the pound, 1} 
cents per square yard; ex ing 9 square yards to o ponad, 11 cents per 
square yard; if bleached and not exceeding 6 square yards tothe pound. 13 
cents per square yard; exceeding 6and not exceeding 9 square yards to the 
pound, 1} cents per square yard; exceeding 9 square yards to the pound, 2} 
cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, st: „painted, or printed, and not 
exceeding 6 square yards to the pound, 2} cents per square yard; exceeding 
Gand not exceeding 9 square yards to the pound, 3} cents por square yard; 
exceeding 9 square to the pound, 3} cents per square yard: Provided, 
Thaton ali cotton cloth notexcee 100 threads to the square inch, counting 
the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
yalued at over 7 cents per square yard, 25 per cent ad valorem; bleached, 
valued at over 9 cents per square yard, 25 par cent ad valorem; and dyed, 
colored, stained, ted, C val at over 12 cent per square yard, 
there shall be le collected, and paid a duty of 30 per cant ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The ERESI DING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


254. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
oe 100 not e: 150 threads to the square inch, counting the 
warp and filling, 1} waged an pe Sore yard; if bleached, 2} cents per square 

rd; if dyed, colored, s , painted, or printed 8) cents per square yard: 

rovided, That on all cotton cloth exceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 
threads to the square inch, coun the warp ana filling, including all cot- 
ton duck, not bleached, dyed, colo: 6 or printed, valued at 
over 7} cents per square yard, 25 cent valorem; bleached, includ- 

all cotton duck, valued at over 10 cents per 5 yard, 30 per cent ad 

orem; dyed, colored, stained, ted, or ted, valued at over 12 
cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 
per centad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out that para- 
graph, and insert what follows in small type. 


the Senator from Arkansas will be read. 
Secretary read as follows: 


254. Cotton cloth, not bleached, one colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
ex 100 and not 5 threads to the squarè inch, counting the 
warp and filling, and 8 ex g4 square to the pound, 1} cents 
square yard; exceeding 4 and 
cents per square yard; ex 6and not exceeding 8 square y: to the 
pound, 2} cents per square yard; exceeding 8 square yards to the pound, 2} 
cents 25 square yard; if bleached, and not exceeding 4 gp nr tery to the 


pe 6 sq 
ards to the pound, 3 ral 33 square yard; oe 6 and not exceeding 
square yards to the pound, 3} cents per square Pr 5 80 
yards to the pound, 3} cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, and not exceeding 4 square yards to the pound, 3} cents 
pot oque yard; 4and not exceeding 6 square y: to the pound, 
8 5 per square yard; exceeding 6 and not exceeding 8 square yards to 


pound, 4} cents per square yard; exceeding 8 square yards to the pound. 


4} cents per square yard: Provided, That on all cotton cloth exceeding 109 
and not exceeding 150 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and 
filling, not ſbleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at 
over 9 cents per square yard, 30 per cent ad valorem; bleached, valued at 
over it cents per square yard, 35 per centad valorem; dyed, colored, stained, 
3 or printed, vulued at over 12} cents per square yard, there shall be 
evied, collected, and paid a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Arkansas to line 12, and suggests that the 
word pounds“ should be pound.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is not printed that way in the 
copy of the bill I have, but if it is so printed in any other copy, 
it should be corrected. A ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, it is proposed to strike out the 
the word ‘ pounds“ and insert pound.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be made 
in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


255. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed. colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
exceeding 150 and not exceeding 200 threads to the square inch, counting 
the warp and filling, 2 cents per square yard; if bleached, 2} cents per square 
vard; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 4} cents por square yard: 

rovided, That on all cotton cloth exceeding 150 and not exceeding 200 
threads to the — rid inch, counting the warp and filling, not bleached, 
dyed, colored, s painted, or printed, valued at over § cents per square 
yard, 30 per cent ad varorem; bleached, valued at over 10 cents per square 
yard, 35 per cent ad valorem; dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
valued at over 12 cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and 
paid a duty of 40 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the ‘Senator from Arkansas that 
there is no occasion for reading the text which is to be stricken 
out. Iask unanimous consent that it may be passed over, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will 
beso ordered. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 255, 
and insert what follows in small typo. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 255 
and insert: 

255. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
exceedin g 150 and not 8 threads to the square inch, counting the 
warp and tilling, and not exceeding 3} square yards to the pound, 2 cents per 
square yard; exceeding 3} and not exceeding 4) square yards to the pound, 
2} cents per square yard; exceeding 4} and not exceeding 6 square yards to 
the pound, 3 cents per square yard: ex 6 square yards to the pound, 
3} cents per square yard; if bleached, and not exceeding 3} square yards to 
the 232 2} cents per square yard; ex g Z and notexceeding 44 square 

yards to the pound, 3} cents per square yard; exceeding 4} and not exceed- 

6 square yards tothe pound, 4 cents per square yard, exceeding ¢ square 

yards to the pound, 4} cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, and not exceeding 3} square yards to the pound, 4 cents 
pr square yard; ex and notexceeding 44square tothe pound, 

oo per square yard; exceeding 4) and not exceeding 6 square yards to 
the pound, 4} cents per square yard; exceeding 6 square yards to the 88 
5 cents per square yard: Provided. That on all cotton cloth ex g 1 
and not exceeding threads to the square inch, counting the warp and 
filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at 
over 10 cents per square yard, 35 per cent valorem; bleached, valued at 
over 12 cents per square yard, 35 per cent ad valorem; dyed, colored, stain 
8 or printed, valued at over 12} cents per square yard, there shall be 

levied, collected, and paid a duty of 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 


236. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or 1 
exceeding 200 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and ing, 
cents square yard; if ble 4 cents per square yard; if dyed, coli 
stained, painted, or printed, 5} . yard: Provided, That on a 
such cotton cloths not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or pone 
valued at over 10 cents per square yard, 30 per cent ad valorem; bleached, 
valued at over 12 cents per square yard, 35 per cent ad valorem; and dyed, 
colored, stained, paini or piniet, valued at over 15 cents per square 

„there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 40 per cent ad va- 
orem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out that paragraph 
and insert what isin small type below. ; 


— 
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The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 256 
and insert; 
256. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, pain 
200 thre 


ted, or printed, 
ex ads to the square inch, counting the warp and „ and 
not exceeding 2) square yards to the pound, 3cents N yard; exceed - 
ing 2} and not exceeding 3} square yards to the pound, 3} cents per square 
yard; ex 3} and not exceeding 5 square yards to the pound, 4cents per 
square yard; exceeding 5 square ards to the pound, 4} cents per square 
yard; if bleached, and not Gonen 2z} square yards to the pound, 4 cents 
per square yard; exceeding 2} and not exceedi 8} square yards to the 
pound, 4} cents per square yard; exceeding 3} and not ex ing 5 square 
yards to the pound, 5 cents per 8 exceeding 5square yards to the 
pound, ö cents per square yard; ifdyed, colored, painted, or printed, and not 
exceeding 3} square yards to the pound, 5} cents per square 3 exceedin; 
83} square yards to the pound, 6) cents per square yard: Provided, That on al 
such cotton cloths not bleached, dyed. colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
valued at over 12 cuts per onare yard: bleached, valued at over 14 cents 
per square yard; and dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at 
over 16 cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a 
duty of 35 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. ° 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


257. term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in the foregoing para- 
api of tl schedule, shall be held to include all woven fabrics of cotton 
nt 


iece, whether figured, fancy, or plain, not specially provided for in 
this ac the warp and threads of which can be counted by unraveling 
or other practicable means 


253.: Clothing ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every descrip- 
tion, handkerchiefs, and neckties or neckwear composed of cotton or other 
vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component 
material of chief value, made up or manufactured wholly or in part by the 
tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, all of the foregoing not specially pro- 
vided tor in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

259. Plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabrics composed 
of cotton or other vegetable fiber, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 

ted, or printed, 35 per cent ad valorem; on. all such goods, if bleached, 
yed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 23 of paragraph 259 I move 
to strike out the word ‘‘ thirty-five” and insert forty;” so as 
to read ‘40 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 24, I move to insert the 
words seven and a half;” so as to read ‘‘474 per cent ad va- 
lorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed.. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


. nille curtains, table covers, and all goods manufactured of cotton 
9 of which cotton chenille ‘forms the component material of chief 
value, 40 per cent advalorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert what follows in 
small type. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to paragraph 260: 

f cotton and silk, whether kn 

C 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The reading of the bill will 


machines or frames, 


261. S hose, and half-hdse, made on knitti: 
com of cotton or other vegetable fiber and not otherwise specially 
vided for in this act, and shirts and drawers composed of cotton, valued at 


not more than $1.50 per dozen, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words in- 
eluded in brackets. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “act,” in line 9, it is pro- 

d to strike out and shirts and drawers composed of cotton, 

valued at not more than $1.50 per dozen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. - 

The Secretary read as follows: 


hose and half-hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, or 
or in part by knitt machines or frames, or knit by hand, 
as are commercially known as seamless or clocked stock iy 
hose or half-hose, all of the above composed of cotton or other vegetable 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 16 I move to strike out 
elocls“ and insert ‘‘clocked.” It should be ‘‘clocked stock- 
i, 8 It is a misprint. 

e amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 17 [ move to insert the 
words ‘‘and knitted shirts or drawers.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 18;I move to strike out 


“forty” and insert forty-five;“ so as to read 45 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The . OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

233. Cords, braids, boot, shoe, and corset 1 s, tape, gimps, galloons, 
webbing, goring, suspenders, and b made of cotton or other vegetable 


fiber, and whether composed in part of ia rubber or otherwise, and cot- 
ton damask, in the piece or otherwise, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move tostrike out thatparagraph, 
and insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 263, 
and insert: 

203. Cords, braid, boot, shoe, and corset lacings, 4 S, 
webbing, goring, s — anA braces, 3 5 
or candle wicking, lining for bicycle tires, ee binding, any of the above 
made of cotton or other vegetable fiber and whether composed in part of 
India rubber or otherwise, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. LODGE. Did I understand the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Arkansas omitted entirely cotton damask ”'? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is to be included in the fol- 
lowing paragraph. 

Mr. LODGE. It is to be offered as a separate paragraph? 

Mr. JONES of Arkanasas. It is to be offered as an amend- 
ment to follow the words cotton duck,” in the first line of the 
next paragraph. 

The 5 OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

264. All manufactures of cotton not specially provided for in this act, in- 
. cloth having India rubber as a component material, 35 per cent ad 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert after the word 
cotton,“ in the first line of the paragraph, the words “ includ- 
ing cotton duck and cotton damask in the piece, or otherwise.” 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to be heard upon that amendment. 

Mr. President, of all the surprises during the progress of the 
bill this is the atest. Here is one of the most important 
schedules in the bill, which covers ten pages of closely printed 
matter, and it has been substantially disposed of in thirty min- 
utes. The Senate was for many days discussing the question of 
the l amendment of the committee fixing the time when 
the bill should take effect, and other comparatively trivial mat- 
ters have occupied the time of the Senate for days. 

Now, we are disposing of the cotton schedule, embracing ten 
pages of the bill, vital to a great industry of all the New Eng- 

and States, and my vigilant and aggressive friend from Rhode 

Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has not opened his mouth. No 9 
has been made to a single line or provision of the schedule. My 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR], who has taken so able 
and instructive a part in this discussion is silent, and even my 
friend from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is not in the 
Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my friend from-Oregon allow me to tender 
him my profound thanks and gratitude? For the first time in 
my life I have been commended for not opening my mouth, and 
I want it recorded. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, this silence is significant, and I 
want to know whatit means. I want to know why my friend 
from Rhode Island, representing so many of the great cotton 
manufactories in that State, is silent now; I want to know wh 
my friend from Connecticut Mr. PLATT], who has been so vigi- 
lant in looking after the interests of his State, is absent. There 
is but one conclusion, and that is that this schedule is satisfac- 
tory to the cotton manufacturers. Whyisit? Is it because the 
Democratic majority have abandoned its platform and its prin- 
ciples? Why have we not heard during the consideration of 
this schedule something about the profits of the cotton manu- 
facturers? Why have we not heard some denunciation of the 
robber barons manufacturing cotton? 

If our Democratic friends have abandoned their position, if 
they have gone astray from their platform, if they have become 
afraid of their principles, and know that to destroy this great 
industry would not only destroy the prosperity of the 7 
but destroy the Democratic party, I congratulate them on their 
conversion to the doctrine of protection. I can tell better 
whether that is the case when we reach the woolen schedule. 

If I find in the woolen schedule that the woolen manufactur- 
ers of New England have been treated as liberally as the cotton 
manufacturers, I shall say that is conclusive proof that our 
friends have abandoned their position on the tariff in regard to 
the cotton manufactures of this country. If I find, on the con- 
trary, that the provisions of the woolen schedule are not satis- 
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factory to the New England Senators, and that they will claim 
that the provisions of thatschedule will destroy the woolen man- 
ufactures in their States, then, sir, I shall know that the action 
of the majority concerning this schedule is because cotton is a 

roduct of the South; then I shall know that the reason for fix- 
ae this cotton schedule so that it is satisfactory to New con 
land, is because cotton manufacturing is an industry of the South. 

Mr. President, I repeat that I am amazed that the cotton 
schedule, covering ten es of the bill, should have been read 
and substantially passed in thirty minutes, and not a New Eng- 
land Senator opening his mouth to protest against its provisions, 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] asks me why should 
they, as it is satisfactory to them. How and why has it become 
satisfactory? Who was it that secured these satisfactory pro- 
visions? I can not, I do not believe that New England and the 
South have combined, that there has been any agreement be- 
tween New England and the Democratic majority in regard to 
the prostor or the final disposition of this bill which secured 
this result. 


There must be some reason not apparent. Why is it that our 


friends have so suddenly changed front? Wy is it that protect- 
ive duties are given to manufacturers of cotton? I understand 
the general reduction in this schedule will not be over 30 per 
cent upon the duties imposed by the McKinley law, and under 
the changed conditions of the country, with the fall in prices, 
no doubt the duties to be levied by this schedule, when it be- 
comes a law, will be nearly equivalent to those in the McKinley 


W. ` 

The Pacific coast is discriminated against, as we have no cotton 
manufactures. J should like to know why it is that the great in- 
dustries of my State are to bs destroyed and the industries of 
New En land are to be protected; and some of the rest of us 
should like to know the reason why. I disclaim all idea that 
there has been any agreement between New England and the 
majority of the Senate concerning this schedule by which the 
final Tapoan of the bill is tobe effected or the time when the 
bill shall be voted upon determined. 

If I find the woolen schedule has not been dealtas fairly with, 
I shall believe that it is because the Democratie majority in this 
body has come to the conclusion that the South has an interest 
in cotton manufactures, and desires to preserve the home mar- 
ket foritscotton, and to protect its cotton manufacturers. Iam 
glad that this industry has been protected and provided for. I 
should have voted for any increase of duties if it had been de- 
sired by the New England Senators, just as I voted on my own 
motion not to put rice in the same seh Wain wheat and 
other casper tiie products of the North. I believe in protec- 
tion. Iam willing to protect every industry, but I should like 
to know what is the secret of this matter, the reason why the 
cotton schedule has been dealt with as it has. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate and of the country 
to the fact that the Democratic majority, which has been de- 
nouncing the manufacturers of this country, and is seeking to 
destroy the agricultural industries of the country, to destroy the 
woolgrowing industry, and to put our laborers engaged in pro- 
ducing agricultural products on a level with the laborers of the 
rest of the world, and which proposes to put lumber on the free 
list, has presented here a cotton schedule that is so satisfactory 
to New England that not a New England Senator has opened 
his mouth to protest against it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ought to say a word in answer to the sug- 
gestions made by the Senator from Oregon. I will say thatthe 
rates in the schedule are reduced, I should think, about 39 per 
cent upon the average below those imposed by the act of 189). 

Mr. DOLPH., Ishould like to have the Senator state the av- 
erage imposed by the McKinley law and also by this bill, so that 
we may know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The average rate imposed by the act of 1890 
upon cotton cloth, as shown by the imports of 1893, was about 55 
per cent ad valorem. It is reduced by this bill, I think, to about 
40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator means, then, 30 per cent on the 
rates of duty, and not30 per centon the pricz ofthegoods. There 
was a controversy between the Senator from Missouri and the 
Senator from California the other day. The Senator from Cal- 
ifornia was using the same comparison that the Senator from 
‘Rhode Island uses, and I saw the Senator from Missouri had 
reference to the percentage on the cost of the goods. Butwhat 
the Senator from Rhode Island now means to say is that there 
has been a 30 per cent reduction on the duty; thatis, that the 
difference between the duty as imposed under the McKinley 
law and a aproposa by this bill would be about 30 per cent of 
the aay under the McKinley law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the statement exactly. 


Mr. DOLPH. I rose simply to call attention to the fact, after 
the controversy between the Senator from California and the 
Senator from Missouri, for one had one in mind and the other 
had another. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state that aside from this reduction, 
this schedule, which was prepared by a number of manufactur- 
ers of Fall River so far as the price of cloth is concerned, is per- 
haps the most scientific schedule that has ever been 3 
upon the subject. The rates are lower than the manufacturers 
of New England or the people interested in the manufacture of 
cotton throughout the country desire, but so far as the method 
of representing the rate is concerned it is most satisfactory. 

I realize, as all the other Senators from New England do, that 
it is impossible to have the rates fixed in accordance with our 
notions. If that had been possible I certainly should have 
moved an amendment to every paragraph on the schedule, but 
Trecognize theinevitable. I think that the committee deserves 
the thanks of the cotton manufacturers of the country, certainly, 
for having consented to an arrangement which, while the duties 
are not high enough, is 3 satisfactory as to the methods 
by which they are levied. 

Mr. GEORGE. How do they compare with the McKinley du- 
ties? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think shey average about 30 
than the McKinley duties, and I suppose that ìs about the aver- 
age reduction which is made throughout the bill. I trust this 
explanation will be satisfactory to my friend from Oregon as to 
the reasons why the New England Senators did not antagonize 
the schedule. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Oregon has not observed 
perhaps that the only question before the Senate upon these 
p raphs is not the question of their adoption, but whether 
cer amendments to the House provisions should be adopted; 
and while those amendments do not raise the duty, they do make 
a scale are, tie duty which is more specific in its effect on 
the product in proportion to the labor. Instead of having one 
gross, sweeping provision by which there is a per cent ad valo- 
rem, as the House proposed, on articles that are 95 per cent la- 
bor and articles that are 30 or 40 per cent labor, the committee 
have granted an amendment which does notincrease the rate of 
duty at all, I understand, but which does make alittle more fit- 
ting adaptation of the duty to the amountof labor in the partic- 
ular uct. 

Now, I think he would be a very strange Senator from New 
England or from the North anywhere who when that amend- 
ment is the only question should get up and undertake to make 
along debate overit. Itisremarkable while the whole proceed- 
ing was going on, the eloquent and resonant voice of the Sena- 
tor from Oregon, which we so delight to hear, whether it utters 
the opinion of the Senator himself or utters the opinion of the 
State of Oregon which loves and trusts him, was also silent. W 
all agreed, I and the Senator from Rhode Island, and all were o; 
the same opinion that the schedule as proposed should pass with- 
out discussion. I do not think the Senator from Oregon has had 
occasion to complain of any New England Senator, certainly not 
any Senator from Massachusétts, that he did not free his mind 
about the general wickedness of this bill; and I do not think my 
honorable friend will have occasion to do so in the future if he 
shall hear some few remarks I have been proposing to make 
when I get the floor. > 

I will inform the Senator, so far as the woolen schedule is con- 
cerned, that any proposition which does not take as good care 
of wool and of lumber as of any article in the cotton schedule 
will be opposed by measvigorously as I know how tooppose it; it 
will be attacked in argument as vigorously as I know how to at- 
tack it; it will be denounced on the stump hereafter as vigor- 
ously as I can denounce it; and it will be repealed in about two 
years, when the Republicans get into power; and I hope I may 
possibly help to repeal it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Tdid not intend to complain of the Senators 
from New England. I drew the inference that they were satis- 
fied with the schedule. 

Mr. HOAR. With the amendments. We are very much dis- 
satisfied with the schedule. 

Mr. DOLPH. I drew the inference that they were satisfied 
with the amendments. It is no answer for the Senator from 
Massachusetts to say that the only question before the Senate 
was whether certain amendments proposed should be adopted. 
If those ameniments were not satisfactory they were open to 


r cent lower 


| amendment, andif they had not been satisfactory the Senators 


from New England interested in cotton manufactures would 
have moved an increase of duties; but the amendments were sQ 
satisfactory that the Senators held their peace. I discussed the 


relations of the Senators from New England to this industry far 
enough todraw theconclusion that the cotton schedule had 
reasonably satisfactory to the cotton manufacturer. I did that 


C me ia apr gee e 
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for the purpose of then the majority why these cotton 
manufacturers had been so dealt with. 

Mr. President, I have not complained of the manner in which 
the Senators from New land have ussed or voted upon 
questions in which my tuents are interested. My constit- 
uents are not especially interested in the question of cotton man- 
facture. We raise no cotton, and we manufacture none, I think; 
atleast, we manufacture no cotton cloth in the State of Oregon. 
We are interested in the question of protecting cotton indus- 
tries just as we are interested in protecting every industry of the 
country, because, as I have stated more than once on this floor, 
évory industry in the country is intimately connected, and you 
can not strike down the cotton industry unless you strike ablow 
at the prosperity of Oregon; and you can not strike down the 
woolen industry and the woolgro industry unless you strike 
a blow at every industry in the United States and all the peo- 
ple of the United States. 

Not only the States of the Union are so connected by interest, 
ye people of the States of the Union are so connected, the in- 

ustries of the country are so connected, the different classes of 
ur population are so connected that you can not strike a blow 
at any industry in this country unless it falls upon every State 
f the Union, upon every industry of the Union, and every class 


f our citizens. > 

I did not called upon to move an amendment to any of the 
rates. in the cotton schedule. As £ said, it is not an 
industry of my State, and if the Senators from New England are 
satisfied with it, that is all I desire. Isaid Iam glad of their 

ood fortune, and that all I should like for them to tell me is 
how this was brought about? 

I should like to know the agencies, I should like to know the 
arguments, I should like to know the inducements, because I 
want to apply those agencies and use those inducements oe 
tect the industries of my State. All the reason I had for ealling 
attention to this schedule was to call the attention of the Senate 
and of the country to the fact that the cotton schedule has been 
treated differently from the Pues of my State. 

Mr. President, I rejoice in t fortune of New England, 
and whatever reason has induced it, whether it is the selfish 
reason oe cotton-manufacturing industry, or the in- 
dustries of the th, or whether a majority of the Senate have 
come to believe that to strike down the manufacturing industry 
of the country will destroy the country and the Democratic 
party as well—whatever the reason, I rejoice in the good fortune 
of New land in securing reasonable protection for cotton in- 
dustries. do not doubt that when we come to the woolen 
schedule we shall have the sympathy and the support of every 
New England Senator. f 

Itis true that New England buya our wool and our food prod- 
ucts to feed mee Serres andso New England and Oregon are 
jointly interes in maintaining the wool industry and the 
woolen manufacturing industry. While we are individually in 
Oregon less interested in the cotton schedule and cotton manu- 
factures, as I have said before, we are interested because the 

le of Oregon understand that the question of protection or 
Boo trade is a national question, and they are quits willing, 
while only asking that their own industries may be protected, 
that every industry which affords employment to the laborers 
of the United States shall be protected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onthe amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. I wish to make one correction in 
anamendment. In ing over paragraph 262 I made a mis- 
take and moved to insert “forty-five” where I should have 
moved to insert fifty,“ in line 19, paragraph 262, relating to 
stockings, hose and half-hose, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 19 strike out “forty-five” and in- 
sert ‘‘ fifty;” so as to read: 

All of the above composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, finished or 
unfinished, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 


proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SCHEDULE J.—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

265. hackled, kn ‘dressed line,” 1 

266. ie hackled . dressed 9 rend: 

287. Yarn, made of jute, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 10 page 68, paragraph 267 

I move to strike out “ twenty” and insert thirty,” so as to read 
**30 per cent ad valorem.” 
to. 


The amendment was 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
continued. 


The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
288. Cables, and twine (except binding twine), composed in whole 
in 
— eT ct Now Zeaiand hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, nania. sisal grass, 
Mr. DOLPH. There is no amendment I believe to that para- 
graph. I move to strike out ten,“ in line 14, and insert 
“twenty-five;” so as to read: 


Twenty-five per cent ad valorem. = 


Some months ago I presented to the Senate a memorial from 
all the employés of the Portland Cordage Company, and I was 
proceeding to read it in the Senate when the Senator from Mis- 
souri objected, and I was not allowed to put it in the RECORD. 
I believe my colleague, in a speech which he made upon the 
pendin bill, placed that memorial in the RECORD. It was 
signed by the employés without regard to politics, and I think 
stated substan y what is stated in a letter I hold in my hand 
from the secretary of thatcompany. They present thelr case 
tor a protective duty so clearly that I will read the communica- 

n. : i 

PORTLAND, OREGON, January 22, 1894. 

DEAR Sms: Inclosed you will find, signed by thirty-one of our employés 
and addressed to the United States Senate t. agains! ps andr 
of he Won bi chat rola to manila and sisal rope and binde 

see ro u Wa. th 
lishing the object prayed toe OF SORE e 
mportance to us, and indirectly to this whole community, 
that the tariff on rope and twine be not reduced from its present schedule. 

Free trade in these articles, or an approach to it, will put us in direct com: 

tition with the rope manufacturers in Hongkong, where labor is but a 

actional part of whatitis here (be: from 10 cents to 25 cents per day). 
In addition to that the freight on 8 5 m the East Indies will probably 
be very low, asa — proportion of our yearly grain fleet comes here in 
for shove porto), DOE shay can end propauiy will BOSCO version tates hon, 

p € Vi 
the East fndies to United States and save the handling of ballast 
sa Wun Ince thas tre Sousa cme Recor uate’ DA BA tte ii toes Onan in 
be transferred to China. = = q 


This west coast will be helpless withont a tective tariff, because our 
volume of trade is so very limited (to say not ot — — expenses) that 
our cost ot manufacture must necessarily be at the m um until there is 
a more plentiful supply of labor and increased consumption by ot 
immigration. 


Our aap — competition, under free trade, would come mostly from 
England, there we must contend against Interest, insurance, and. labor, 
probably 50 per eent less than the average in the United States; but there 
another item that we think is not given due consideration, and that is 
marine transportation from the Philippine Islands and Yucatan to the fac- 
tories and thence to the general markets of the world. 

England for the past century has fostered her marine until now she has a 
direct line of sailing vesseis to all the good markets of the world. This we, 
the American people, do not enor and regular and K to 
the world’s markets would be the life of any business. It is, we are shut 
out ot a large portion of the world’s markets and the proposed tariffs advo- 
cates ask us to be content with only a ot our home market. If we 
could manufacture as cheaply to-day as the English, we would be shut. 
out on account of transportation. 

In years past at this season we have run our factory at full capacity and 
manufactured a large stock of binder twine and rope for the following sum- 
mer's trade; but the uncertainty about the tariff now com us to move 
cautiously, so we have made a reduction of 25 per cent our pay-roll 
schedule and are only employing ee o hands, whereas a year ago we 
gave work to sixty-five mill hands. If free trade comes we want a small 
stock on hand at a reduced cost, because it is likely to prove more profita- 
ble to close the factory and loan the working capital. 

We know that you are interested in the general cause of protection, but 
beg of you to give a little es l attention toward having the tariff on 
cordage and twine maintained as at present. 

you and your honorable colleagues in advance, we remain, 


Yo x 
r PESE Tun PORTLAND CORDAGE Co., 
By S. M. MEARS, “reasurer. 
Hon. J. N. Dorn and Hon. JOHN H. MITCHELL, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

This letter tells the whole story so far as the Pacific coast is 
concerned. There are large cordage manufactories in Hong- 
kong and in other points in China. They have improved ma- 
chinery, manufactured, I think, in the United States. They are 
manufacturing cordage and twine with Chinese labor at from 
10 to 25 cents a day as compared with the labor paid to- the mill 
hands in the United States. 

Mr. President, whenever we have discussed this question of 
Chinese labor there has been virtually an agreement on both 
sides of the Chamber as to the bad effect of allo Chinese 
laborers to come into this country to compete with the Amer- 
ican laborers. I should like to ask any Senator on the floor 
what is the difference in principle between importing Chinese 
laborers to this country to manufacture cordage and employing 
them in the manufacture of cordage and twine and the manu- 
facture of cordage and twine in China, and bringing that either 
free of duty or ata very low rate of duty into country. The 
principle is the same. 

Mr. FRYE. There is a great difference. If we the for- 
eigner here and let him manufacture we have the privilege of 
feeding him here, and clothing him here, and giving him house 
room here, and all that sort of thing, which we do not have if 
he manufactures abroad. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is true; and I called attention to that 
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matter the other day; but there is less advantage. in allowing 
Chinese labor to come to this country than bringing laborers 
from other countries, because they use less of the products of 
this country, they expend less of their earnings in this country, 
they make no permanent investments in this country. But the 
principle of protecting American labor is the same, whether we 
apply it to the exclusion of Chinese laborers or apply it to the 
exclusion of the products of cheap Chinese labor in China. 

The letter I have read tells the whole story. I do not desire 
to take up the time of the Senate, because I have learned from 
experience that the amendments proposed under the caucus 
agreement of the majority here, like the laws-of the Medes and 
Persians, can not be changed. I do not expect to bring about a 
change even when I show, so that every Senator can understand 
it, that in the present case the reduction of the duty upon cordage 
3 binder-twine means that our cordage and twine will be 
largely manufactured in Ching. I do notsuppose that the com- 
mittee will relent, or that the majority of the Senate will con- 
sent to any increase of duty. 

The Portland Cordage Company sent me their answers to the 
questions propounded to them ugh the circular of the Fi- 
nance Committee, and they left it optional with me whether I 
should present their answers to the committee or keep them for 
use in the Senate. At the time their communication came to 
me I did not understand that the reports would be printed as 
they are now being printed in the bulletins which are laid upon 
our desks from day to day, and forthat reason, fearing that it 
might never see the light if simply turned over to the commit- 
tee, having the option given to me as to what I should do with 
it, I kept it in my desk for the purpose of presenting it to the 
Senate at the proper time. As it is a very full statement of 
the whole case and of this industry, I ask to have it read as 
a part of my remarks, and then I shall conclude. 

The P. IDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the chair). The 
Secretary willread the communication, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

REPLY TO CIRCULAR LETTER OF COMMITTEE ON FINANCE, UNITED STATES 
PORTLAND, OREGON, February 17, 1894. 

Sır: We have the honor to transmit to you answers to your circular let- 

ter of December 20, received Febru: 10, 


ito5. The name of our corporation is the Portland Cordage Company, 
of Portland, Oregon. Our invested capital is $350,000, and we established 


a lowering of wages. 1 

10. Both domestic and foreign competition has in a measure caused a grad- 
ual decline in our prices for the past four years. 

11. Our preference is for “spect duty. This is particularly applicable to 
manila hemp products, as fully 80 per cent of the cordage manufactured is 
of a standard grade, and the remaining 20 percent of cordage does not aver- 
age more than 20 per cent less in value, so that in this instance the duty can 
not be said to bear very unequally upon the different grades, and what little 
of that objection there is is more than offset by the assurances that the Goy- 
ernment will not sustain any loss of revenue by under and dishonest valua- 
tion that is ible under the ad valorem system; especially as we under- 
stand the ad valorem duty is to be collected on market value at the port of 
shipments. With specific duty dishonest merchants have no advantage 
over their honest neighbors. 

12. Since July 1, 1 our sales have fallen off 40 per cent on account of the 
general depression in business, although we haye lost no customers, and 
added some new accounts to our books. 

13. Since July 1 the tendency of wages has boen down. OnJanuary 1, 1894, 
We reduced our scale of es 25 per cent. 

16. The price of living in this locality has decreased some in the t four 

ears from local competition in all lines, and lower freight rates from the 


ast. 

17. The causes of the present depression in trade, we think, can be attrib- 
uted to the unprofitable management of railroads and other large corpora- 
tions. Also, to overproduction and speculation, the result of ten years’ 

osperity under a protective tariff. ese, however, are but auxiliaries to 

e main issue, the tariff changes now proposed. 

It being generally understood that the political party now in power were 
pledged to radical tariff reform in the direction of free trade, the natural re- 
sult was that those manufacturing protected articles could not wisely con- 
tinue buying raw materials and continue the manufacture of products when 
they could form no safe idea of what the value of their goods would be in 
the near future and most all manufacturers ha ve to planat least six months 
ahead. Uncertainty hampers any business. 

The result in our particular line has been, that since the United States 
manufacturers have ceased bu fiber, except for immediate wants, the 
fiber market has declined in price 30 per cent, Wnich means nearly that per- 
centage of loss onall stocks of tiber and manufactured goodson hand. Such 
loss is depressing. Manufacturing can not resume to any extent except for 
immediate Cemands (demands prior to the date that the proposed Wilson 
bill goes into effect) until the tariff question is settled. If cordage manu- 
facturing can then be resumed at a profit without protection, it is sure tobe 
with a reduced market, from foreign Se ‘The world's dource of 
supply for manila and sisal hemps are the Philippine Islands and Yucatan. 


These fibers are the raw material to cordage manufacturers, and they are 
now admitted free of duty. The higher rates of interest, insurance, and la- 
bor in this coun will offset transportation charges from Europe to New 
York, so that fore: manufacturers will have an equal foo with us in 
our home market, and we must expect to divide with them. e certain! 
can not enter foreign markets, from lack of the low rates and regular sall 
transportation enjoyed by the lish, and not by us. 

As a remedy for the depression we believe in stopping the present radica 
3 suggested in the Wilson bill. Reform of our laws may be ad- 
visable, but we pray it may be done gradually, so that business can adjust 
itself to the changes without a great loss. 

18 and 19. Fibers are our raw materials and our products are necessities. 

20. Our credit we consider unquestioned. and 3 we are compelled to pay 
8 per cent interest on sixty-day loans. We think foreign manufacturers 
only pay on the average of about 3 per cent. 

21. We have not hañ enough immigration to feel the effects of it. 

26. We have kept foreign 2 out of this market by Be pcan prices that 
make it advantageous for our local merchants to trade with us. 

27. The only country that we could export to is British Columbia, but their 

ve and other foreign competition preclude our selling at a 
profit there. We can not rt to any other country becausefreights are 
too high to allow us to compete with English manufacturers. 

28. The cost of manufacture has decreased since our establishment by in- 
creasing our volume, which always brings cost nearer the minimum. Thatis 
the only decrease in cost we have experienced, except in fibers, until the last 
few months; since that time we have reduced our wages. 

29. All raw materials have grown less in value from year toyear, as trans- 

rtation facilities to this coast have improved. In the summer of 1893 the 


ber market made a s decline, and has continued declining ever since, 
caused by large falling off in demand in the United States and decline in 
silver exchange rates. 


31. We do not use any products of this country except tar, oil, and tallow. 
Ninety per cent of our material is raw material from the Philippine Islands 
and Yucatan. These markets are the general source of supply for the world. 

32, None of our component materials are dutiable, and yet we require a 
protective tariff on the manufactured articles for reason stated above. 

We trust we have answered your queries to your satisfaction, and ——— ft 


may have some influence towards ee your honorable tee 
that protective tariff for the cordage industry is a necessity for its successful 
prosecution in tes. 


PORTLAND CORDAGE COMPANY, 


By S. M. MEARS, surer. 
D. W. VOORHEES, Esq., Chairman. 


Mr. LODGE. Is there an amendment now pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There isan amendment, the 
Chair will state, pending to line 14, page 68, to strike out ten“ 
and insert twenty-five —the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to amend, in line 12, by striking out the 
words in parenthesis, 5 twine.’ ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand 
that the Senator from Oregon has yielded the floor? 

Mr. DOLPH. I have yielded the floor, but my amendment is 
pending. 

‘The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. The question before the Sen- 
ate is the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 
That amendment is now pending. 

Mr. LODGE. If only one amendment is pending it is in order 
of course to offer a second amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not aware that 
the Senator from Massachusetts understood exactly the amend- 
ment before the Senate. 

Mr.LODGE. I understand it is to raisa the rate from 10 to 
25 per cent ad valorem. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. My amendment is tostrike out the wor 
cept binding twine.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments are discon- 
nected, it appears to the Chair. 

Mr. LODGE. They are, but it makes no difference. I give 
notice that I shall offer my amendment after the amendment of 
the Senator from Oregon is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LODGE. I now offer my amendment. On e 68, line 
12, paragraph 268, I move to strike out the words except bind- 
ing twine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

Tne SECRETARY. In line 12, page 68, paragraph 268, strike 
out the words except binding twine;“ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 3 

Cables, 8 and twine, composed in whole or in part of New Zealand 
neni Snes or Tampico fiber, manila, sisal grass, or sunn, 10 per cent ad 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, I need not say that after striking out 
the words proposed by my amendment it would require the ad- 
dition of a separate clause to put the proper rate on binding 
twine, that is, to restore it to its present rate. Thestriking out 
of binding twine” in the amendment I propose, if it shall pre- 
vail, is only preliminary to another amendment. Binding twine 


t ox- 


forms a portion of a very large industry of New England and 
some other portions of the country, and particularly the State 
which I represent, and I wish, as representing a large body of 
men engaged in the industry, to say a few wor 


in regard to it. 
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Binding twine was first introduced in 1878 as a substitute for 
wire, and at a cost of 17 cents per pound, which was then fully 
40 per cent cheaper to the farmer than wire. The manufacture 
of this article is carried on principally in the States of Massa- 
chusetts, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, 
Indiana, and Texas, and has steadily increased in this country, 
and the entire amount of twine consumed has for many years 
been produced here, although it is also manufactured in Eng- 
land, france, Germany, Canada, and some in the Philippine Is- 


‘lands, and alsoin Italy. It is largely used in every civilized 


country on the globe. 

The production here has reached the aggregate of 50,000 tons 
per annum. The price has steadily declined to T cents per 
pound in May, 1891, at which point it remained during the en- 
tire year. Latterly the manufacturers have used domestic hemp 
in the minufacture of binder twine, until in 1890 one-seventh 
of the entire product was made from this material, and it is be- 
lieved that the proportion has now largely increased. Manu- 
facturers haye been spending large sums of money every year 
for new improvements, and have been reducing price of twine; 
and with low-priced fibers binder twine has been sold fully 40 

rcont cheaper, on the average, than when first introduced. 

he expenditures for one factory alone, for new machinery and 
mill, have been over $600,000, and this has been the rule all over 
the United States. 

I mention this to show that the manufacturers have aimed to 
reduce cost, and by doing so increase consumption. There has 
been no single year since binder twine has been introduced that 
the manufacturers have not sold it at a reasonable price over 
and above the cost of fiber; the difficulty is, that they are too far 
from the farmer, from the fact that the twine will have passed 
through two or three dealers before it reaches the farmer, 
and then itis sold to them by the village storekeeper, who is 
obliged to trust them from one to two and sometimes three 
years’ crops before he gets his money. If the farmer could buy 
closer to the manufacturer he could save from 3 to 4 cents per 
pound on his twine. 

Under the tariff of 1883 the duty upon binder twine was 2+ 
ecnts per pound. The duty upon the raw material from which 
it was manufactured was, for manila, IA cents iad ihre sunn and 
sisal grass, three-fourths of a cent per pound; and jute 20 per cent 
ad valorem, being from one-half to three-fourths of a cent per 
pound. The Mills bill made these raw materials free, and reduced 
the duty upon binder twine to 25 per cent ad valorem, which 
amounted toabout2centsperpound. The tariff act of 1890 makes 
all these raw materials fres, and reduces the duty on binding 
twine to seven-tenths of one cent per pound, which is less than 10 
per cent ad valorem. 

Statistics show that the price of binding twine during thesea- 
son of 1891 were so near the actual cost of fiber that binding 
twine could not be imported without loss, and yet the supporters 
of the bill now under consideration advocate the destruction of 
this industry in this country by putting the article on the free 
list, and yet they have the evidence, as gron before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, that if the duty should be further 
reduced binder twine could not be made in this country. 

It is therefore evident that to remove the tariff is to transfer 
the entire industry to other countries, It must be understood 
that there is no country in the world equipped with the ma- 
chinery tosupply the demand of the United States with binder 
twine, and if the manufacturers of the United States found that 
England, Ireland, and Germany were building and putting in 
machinery to do this work, the manufacturers here would be 
compelled to remove their works abroad or close the mills, for 
their wages in these three countries are fully 60 per cent less 
than ours, and the seven-tenths of a cent duty does not protect 
the American manufacturer. The duty now on binder twine is 
the lowest grade of duty on any article manufactured in the 
United States. 

The costof labor in this country to manufacture this twine is 
about 2 cents per pound. In Belfast and Dundee the cost of 
labor is fully 50 per cent less. In Hongkong there are now 
running American michines manufacturing this twine at a cost 
of $5 per month for labor. This industry distributes to labor 
yearly the sum of $2,090,000: It is estimated that 10,000 tons of 


American hemp are used in its manufacture yearly. The manu- 


facture of this twine from American hemp is an industry peculiar 
to the Western and Northwestern States. The raising of hem 
for this pornoso is more profitable than that of any 8 
What will it prost the American farmer if the vast army of 
American workmen now employed in the production of binder 
twine is driven to adopt agricultural pursuits and the industry 
transferred to Belfast or Hongkong? 

The majority, by implication at least, profess to think that 


` the removal of this duty will relieve the consumer, not of Amer- 


ican wieat, but of binder twine. They propose to destroy the 
business of one class of American citizens for the assumed bene- 


fit of another class, and yet on every occasion this same major- 
ity are loud in their denunciation of class legislation. The fact 
is, the removal of this duty would simply benefit foreign p 

ducers and foreign consumers of the surplusof American wheat. 

In the end the farmer would bear whatever burden falls to the 
Americanconsumer. Destroy the competition of the Sme 
manufacturer and you leave the farmer entirely at the mercy o 
the foreign producer and the importer. The seven-tenths of a 
cent pices if taken off, would never reach the farmer, but 
would simply be the means of compelling the dealers to pay cas 
for their twine, if supplied from England, whereas the manu- 
facturers in the United States sell to them on six months’ credit 
without interest. * 

This industry is already established; the removal of this duty 
would destroy it, throwing thousands of men out of employment 
and rendering millions of invested capital useless, and turning 
$2,000,000 in wages annually to the laborers of other countries. 
There is a lively competition which can only be maintained by 
the present duty which enables manufacturers of American 
hemp binder twine to prolong their existence; the destruction 
a this industry would inevitably increase the price of binder 

wine. 

I have a letter from the Plymouth Cordage Company, which 
is the largest cordage company I believe in the State, or one of 
the largest, written by the treasurer, Mr. G. F. Holmes, in which 
he states that: 


PLYMOUTH CORDAGE COMPANY, 
North Plymouth Mass., May 23, 1894. 


We pay the same for labor engaged in the manufacture of binder twine 
as we do for rope, and the labor is fully two-thirds of the expense 
of manufacturing either article. It puts us toa decided disadvantage and 
bi us in direct competition with foreign labor it these goods are ad- 
mitted free of duty. Our foreign competitors have the same style of ma- 
chinety that we mae, ont of course this can be made to turn out as many 
goods in Europe as in America. 
Yours, very truly, 

G. F. HOLMES, Treasurer, 

Not only that, but they have American machinery in China 
in Hongkong, just as good machinery as we have, and they get 
their labor there, as I have said, for something like $5 a week. 
The result of putting binding twine upon the free list will be 
the destruction of a large portion of the cordage industry in my 
State and several other States of the Union. Ido . 
that it will be of the slightest benefit to the farmer whom it is 
intended to benefit, for while it will destroy beyond any ques- 
tion the American industry, it will remove the American com- 
petition and leave us entirely at the mercy of the foreign im- 
porter. For this reason I move to strike out those words 
preliminary to a furtheramendment restoring the existing duty 
of seven-tenths of a cent on binding-twine. 

Mr. PEFFER. The people whom I represent are interested 
in binding-twine; not in its manufacture, but in itsuse. Those 
of us who use binding-twine are engaged in business out of which 
we produce a very large surplus of wheat, for the binding of which 
twine is used. That surplus is sold in a foreign market where 
the prices are regulated by wheat coming from half a dozen dif- 
ferent nations, competing one with another, all the producers of 
which excepting our own work for wages ranging from 6 cents 
per day in India to about 25 cents per day in the Argentine Re- 
public and Russia. 

Now, if we are compelled to produce wheat in competition with 
such labor as that, I do not see why the manufacturers of twine 
in Massachusetts can not do as well as we do in this open, free- 
trade competition. Hence I object to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. Z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call the attention of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas to the language used in this paragraph in regard to the 
composition of twine. The language used is: : 

Cables, cordage, and twine (except binding-twine), composed in whole or 
in part of New Zealand hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, manila, sisal grass, or 
sunn, 10 per cent ad valorem. i 

In order to secure the admission of twine for 10 per cent ad 
valorem it will be necessary to insert a small proportion of some 
one of these articles. For instance, cotton twine or silk twine, 
with a small proportion of any of these fibers, would be ad- 
mitted at 10 per cent ad valorem. It seems to me that the 
words or in part” should be stricken out, and perhaps the 
words or admixture of any of them” inserted; so that thepara- 
graph would read: 

Cables, cordage, and twine (excepting binding-twine), composed in whole 
of New Zealand hemp, etc. 

Now, that was the intention of the committee. 5 
was copied in part from the act of 1890, but the rates imposed by 
the act of 1890 were so much higher that there was ey no 
danger of frauds in the direction which I have suggested. 1 
think it would be much safer for the paragraph to have the lan- 
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guage changed as I havesuggested, so that it would read, com- 
posed in whole of New Zealand hemp, istle,” and then add after 
t sunn,” in line 14, “or a mixture of any of them.” That is all 
itis intended to cover, I have no doubt, and I move to amend as 
Ihave indicated. 

Mr. VEST. This is the same provision that was found in the 
McKinley act, and I have never heard of any trouble in regard 
to it. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the rate is a very different one. There 
was a considerable specific rate imposed by the act of 1890, and 
this is a very small ad valorem rate. The Senator will notice 
that he proposes to give a heavier duty upon yarns than upon 
the twine, and it is important that we should limit the articles 
to be admitted at this very low rate of duty, so that there will 
be no chance for deception or frauds upon the revenue. 

Mr. VEST. All these are hard fibers. It would be almost 
impossible to mix them with cotton or other softer fabrics so as 
to produce the trouble the Senator anticipates. [should not 
like to make this change, because, as I said, there has never 
gon any trouble in regard to it, and I do not think it ought to 

done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Missouri did not 
quite catch the meaning of whatI said. I think that manila, 
for instance, could easily be mixed in a very small proportion 
with either cotton, or silk, or wool, and thata yarn could be 
imported under the name of twine at this very low rate of duty. 
But, in order to make the paragraph perfectly plain, I suggest 
to strike out “or in part,” after the word whole,” and to insert 
after the word ‘‘sunn,” in the fourteenth line, ‘‘or a mixture, 
orany of them.” That, I think, will make the meaning of the 
paragraph, as the Senator from Missouri desires it, perfectly 


8 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word“ whole,“ line 13, page 68, 

graph 268, strike out the words ‘‘or in part,” and after the 
Kora “sunn,” in line 14, same page, insert or a mixture of any 
of them.“ 

Mr. VEST. Then that would confine the paragraph to these 
articles alone. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is not that what was intended? 

Mr. VEST. And mix New Zealand hemp with istle, or with 
Tampico fiber, or with manila or sisal grass? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is not that the intention of the committee? 

Mr. VEST. In other words, it would shut out every one of 
them. It reads here, composed in whole or in part.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me ask the Senator from Missouri if it 
is not intended by this paragraph that you may mix a twine of 
hemp and cotton, for example, or of hemp and silk, or that you 
may make manila twine with manila and cotton? 

r. VEST. I think that certainly would be the construction 
the way it reads. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think so, too; and it seems to me hardly 
the right thing to do, because surely the twines that are named 
here are intended to be made of these cheap raw materials, and 
they are intended to include twines made of cotton. For in- 
stance, you might put in a single thread of manila here under 
this paragraph as it reads. There isa great deal of cotton twine, 
and it could all come in at 10 per cent ad valorem. It may be 
that it is a proper duty for such an admixture, but I think not. 
Certainly the old paragraph was intended to include cables. 
cordage, twine made of all these articles, or of any one of them. 

Mr. VEST. Composed in whole or in part.” 

| Mr, ALLISON. Yes; and it is now the suggestion of the 

Senator from Rhode Island to make it very clear, that it is com- 
posed in whole, or of any one of them, or of an admixture of any 
two of themor more. It seems to me that would make it a clear 
statement, and I hope the Senator will consent to the amend- 
ment. 

| Mr. PLATT. How would it affect 
stands? 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 263 accords. Of course, there is 
a large amount of what might be called cordage twine, I think, 
manufactured. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senators on the other side will 
accept the amendment. It will take a great deal less time to 
dis of it in that way than to discuss it. It seems to me it 
makes clear what the committee must have intended. 

N Mr. VEST. I should like to know what was intended by the 

‘McKinley act. There the duty was 14 cents. I Ader the 
Senator to say now it might be all silk except one thread of the 

grass, or of hemp, or of manila, and then it would come in 


paragraph 263 as it now 
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at 10 per cent. The same thing could have happened under the 
McKinley act, but it never has been done. There been no 
difficulty in regard toit. Itcan not be possible that anybody 
would take cotton, a very cheap article, or ordinary hemp, or 
the common or coarser grasses and put in a thread or two of 
the higher priced articles and then pay 10 per cent upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree to that. I believe that statement 
true, and if it be true then there could be no objection to the 
change pro d. 

Mr. V SK. It certainly never was the intention of either the 
McKinley act or the present enactment that these cables should 
be made entirely of the articles mentioned here, because it says 
made in whole or in part.“ The 10 per cent attaches if there 
are any of these specific articles found in the texture. Thatun- 
questionably is the law and is so construed by the Department. 
If there has never been any trouble, why should we undertake 
to chenge it now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that the paragraph be read as it would 
read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated 
as requested. 

The SECRETARY. After the word whole,” in line 13, page 
68, strike out the words “orin part;” and after the word ‘‘sunn,” 
in line 14, insert ‘‘or a mixture of any of them;” so that the 
paragraph, when amended, will read: , 

Cables, cordage, and twine (except binding-twine), composed in whole of 
New Zealand hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, manila, sisal grass, or sunn, or 
a mixture of any of them, 10 per cent ad valorem. — 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I have already stated, the reason why 
this was not taken advantage of under the act of 1890 was un- 
doubtedly because of the imposition of quite a large specific duty 
by that act. Now we are to have a very small ad valorem duty. 
I have always felt as though the paragraph might be taken ad- 
vantage ofevenunder the act of 1890 for the importation of high- 
class articles in fraud of the revenue. My attention was not 
called to it until after the bill had passed and become a law, and I 
have been fearfulfrom that time to this that there might be 
some importations of different articles under the provision. It 
seems to me there can be no question but that the Senator’s in- 
tentis covered by the language which I have proposed to use, 
and I pono amendment will be accepted. 

The P DING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask for a division. 

Mr. VEST. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nay were ordered; and the Seretary proceeded _ 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam d 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I do not 
see him 1 - 

Mr. PLATT. My colleague has not returnd from the funeral 
of his relative. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I announce my pair with the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present I 
should vote “yea” and he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave a general pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he were present I should vote 
‘ yea.” 

Mr. VILAS. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with thesenior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], but I transfer that pair to the Sena- 
tor frem North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM], so that the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] and myself may vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HALE. I vote yea.“ 

Mr.GORDON. By an arrangement with the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CULLOM], I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], 
and vote. I vote nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. Under an arrangement made, the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] will transfer his pair with the 
Senator from Alabama ee MORGAN], to the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and he and I will vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY. I vote yea.“ ‘ 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Patton, Sherman, 
Allison, Dubois, Peffer, Shoup, 
Chandler, e, Per ý uire, 
Cullom, Hale, Platt, a 
Dixon, McMillan, Quay, 


> George, le, 
ope burm, Gibson, urn Vi 
Blanchard. Gordon, Martin, Voor 
Cockrell, Murphy, Walsh, 
Coke, = 18 . White. 
Daniel, ary: ach, 
„ Jones, Ark. Smith, 
NOT VOTING - 40. 

Allen, Gallinger, Lindsay, Pet 
Bate, Gorman, Lodge, Power, 
Brice, Gray, $ 
Butler, Hansbrough, Manderson, Pugh, 
Caffery, Hawley, Mills, Ransom, 
Call, 1 Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Camden, Hil, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 

mn, Hoar, Morgan, Washburn, 
Carey, Irby, Morrill, Wilson, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Palmer, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

200. Hemp and jute carpets and carpetings, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out 20 per cent 
ad valorem,” in lines 16 and 17, and insert 4 cents per square 
n 


Mr. PEFFER. I move toamend the amendment by striking 
out the last five words four cents per square yard,” and insertin 
“shall be exempt from duty;” so that the paragraph will pa J 

Hemp and jute carpets and carpetings shall be exempt from duty. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

270, Burlaps, not exceeding 60 inches in width, containing not over 40 
threads nare inch counting warp and filing, 15 percent ad valorem; 
la rap — — of such burlaps, 20 per cent ad 8 

The Committee on Finance report to amend the Paragraph, on 

e 68, line 21, by striking out after the word burlaps,” the 
word twenty,“ and insert twenty-two and a half.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out in line 18, the 
words “not exceeding 60 inches in width.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. should like to have the Senator from 
Arkansas explain why thatis done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can see no reason why a higher 
rate of duty should be put om burlaps over 60 inches in width 
than those that are narrower. It seems to me they are of the 
same value practically, and if there is any reason for having a 
rate of duty on burlaps under 60 inches the same reason should 
apply to burlaps above 60 inches. 

Pie. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Arkansas stated 
but a very small part of his case. Burlaps exceeding 60 inches 
in width have been made in this country to a considerable ex- 
tent, especially since 1883, when a higher rate of duty was im- 
posed upon burlaps exceeding 60 inches in width. They are 
more expensive than narrower burlaps. The narrower burlaps 
have always been given a low rate of duty for the reason that 
they have not been made in this country to any considerable 
extent. ; 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The wide ones are not made here 
practically. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; to a very considerable extent. One 
large concern in New York has made a great many of them, and 
they have been sold in competition with the he 7 article ata 
rate of duty which was not more than reasonably protective. 
Now, the effect of this amendment if it is adopted will be to 

reventabsolutely the making of any burlaps exceeding 60 inches 

width in the United States. 

Let us see just mian 55 5 red igi They 8 

roposed by paragrap to impose aduty o per cent 
ee upon jute yarn, and in the next paragraph but one they 
propose to impose a duty upon burlaps from which yarn is made 
of 15 per cent ad valorem, 30 per cent on yarns and 15 per cent 

on the finished cloth. If there could be a more absurd arrange- 

ment of paragraphs than that I can not imagine. Certainly jute 

arns ought to be 10 per cent or some such sum if burlaps are to 
5 15 per cent. 

To show the inconsistency of this scheme as it stands, here we 
have these three rates: First, a 8555 on jute yarns of 30 per 
cent; then a duty upon burlaps, of w the yarns are made, of 

15 per cent, and in the next raph still a duty upon the 
bags, from which the burlaps are made, of 224 per cent, a decline 
from the yarns to the cloth of 15 per cent, an advance from 
the cloth to the finished bag of T per cent. All that is neces- 
sary to make this cloth into bags is to sew them up with a sew- 
ing machine. The total cost of making them does not exceed 
three-tenths of a cent apiece on bags, or four-tenths at the out- 
side; and yet the committee proposes to advance the rate from 


15 to 224 per cent for a protection upon that one process, which 


I affirm is 400 per cent of the total cost of making bags in India, 
where they are made in competition with those who make bags 
in the United States. 

If there is to be that great additional amount of protection to 
the man who makes bags over the man who makes burlaps, there 
certainly should be some protection in the manufacture of bur- 
laps over the man who produces yarn in the United States. This 
whole jute schedule is certainly anything but creditable to the 
members of the committee who have prepared it. These differ- 
ent rates can never ba considered with any relation to each 
other. I presume the duty on jute yarns was put up to accomo- 
date somebody who was engaged in the manufacture ef jute yarn, 
and the duty upon burlaps was put down possibly because the 
oilcloth manufacturers were not content with their rate of duty. 

Then, the duty upon bags has been 1 up to please a small 
bag combine, or people who are engaged in making bags in the 
United States, to an inordinate rate of duty, [mean as compared 
with the others. The whole schedule is as inharmonious and as 
out of line as it is well to imagine any schedule to be constructed. 
If it is desirable to give up the production of jute to the foreign 
manufacturer in Calcutta or Dundee and they are to have this 
trade, let us give them the whole of it. Let us make all the 
jute product free, or let us see that there is some relation be- 


tween the different products. I shall be glad to know why these 
= rates are made and on what theory they have been 


r. HALE. There seems to be something almost heartrend- 
ing after we have got through a schedule that had been thesub- 
ject of pacificatory arrangementand had been settled satisfactor- 

y to some parties, so that it went through quietly and almost 
unobservedly, to find following that in the same fe schedule 
that is legitimately subject to the very sharp denunciation which 
the Senator from Rhode Island has visited upon this schedule. 
While that Senator would like to know why this arrangement 
upon this product has been made, why the discrimination seems 
to have been against the classes where the most labor is em- 
pone. and in favor of that state of the article where the least 

bor is employed, I should be glad to have the Senator in charge 
of the bill to tell us why it was not possible to submit this sched- 
ule to the peaceful processes by which we had so easy a deliver- 
ance from the cotton schedule. 

It would seem tome that we were going on inaway that might 
be satisfactory even to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
in the previousschedule, and thateverything was lovely and that 
every goose hung high. It is a warm day and everybody felt 
that progress was most gratifying. Now, we have struck an- 
other subject-matter, where some of us fondly hoped we would 
continue the same pacificatory course, and we find the Senator 
from Rhode Island denouncing this schedule as one entirely dis- 
creditable to the committee. It seems to me the committee has 
not bestowed average attention to these two schedules, 

If they gave so much attention to pacificate the cotton sched- 
ule and had given a little more attention to pacificate this sched- 
ule it might be that out of the general average we would have 
got a schedule that would have run through here in a very easy 
manner comparatively. But I am disheartened when I hear the 
denunciation the Senator from Rhode Island has resorted to 
upon this schedule, and I am bound to believe he is correct be- 
cause he knows all about it. I should hke to have some expla- 
nation why it was not submitted to the unwarlike crucible that 
ground out the other schedule. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. The complaint of the Senator from 
Rhode Island at the rate of ad valorem tariff on jute yarn, it 
seems to me, is hardly consistent with his constant contention on 
the higher rate of ad valorem tax upon all other yarns. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not mean to be understood as objecting 
to the high rate upon jute yarns. I am objecting to the low 
rate upon the products of yarn. I do not think the 300 per cent 
ad valorem—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the Senator to com- 
plain and say it was unphilosophical, and all that. That can be 
passed by so far as that goes. I was simply speaking of the 
fact that he is not satisfied with 40 or 50 per cent upon other 
yarns; that he wants the very highest possible rates on spin- 
ning and everything else except jute, and to jute is un g 
to accord 30 per cent. 

Leaving tħat aside, the question of wide burlaps, it seems to 
me, is easily settled. I understand they are made to a very lim- 
ited extent, if at all, in the United States, and when burlaps are 
admitted at 15 per cent there is no difference between wide and 
the narrow burlaps, except the mere question of width, and they 
can be made wide or narrow, aboutas easily one way as the other. 
I can see no difference in that now. 

The difference suggested by the committee as to the ad valo- 
rem to be levied on grain bags was a rate that after careful ex- 
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amination we believed was absolutely just to the manufacturers 
of bags. 

think OF per cent on these bags amounts to a very small dif- 
ference between thecostof the material and the cost of the bags. 
After all, it is less perhaps: than 3 per cent. I do not know 
just what the amount is; I have not the calculation by me, but 
there seems to me to be but a reasonable difference between the 
two. Ido not think the committee has made so grave a mistake as 
the Senator from Rhode Island thinks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not intend to criticise unfavorably the 
action of the committee in fixing the duties on jute yarns at 30 
per cent. I think it is a fair rate. What I did intend to criti- 
eise was the fact that Moy. put a less rate, in fact only half that 
rate, upon the cloth which is made from the ee 

The Senator says that these are practically the same thing. 
They are not the same thing by any means. The narrow bur- 
laps are made differently, woven on an entirely different kind of 
loom, are much more expensive to make, and are used for an en- 
tirely different purpose. 

The narrow burlaps are used for making grain bags. The 
wide burlaps are used for the foundation of oilcloths, or for va- 
rious ki of cheap carpet. They are an entirely different 
product, made in an entirely different manner. These wide oil- 
cloths, or wide burlaps, have been made to a very large extent 
in the United States. I think there is but one establishment, 
but I take it for granted that does not affect the claim which 
they have upon reasonable consideration. The present duty is 
40 per cent ad valorem, as I remember it, or perhaps it is a 


specific rate. 

The duty by the act of 1883 was 40 per cent ad valorem. I 
think it is not a fair treatment to that particular industry to 
reduce the rate from 40 per cent ad valorem to 15 cent, asis 

roposed by this paragraph From any standpoint, it is not fair 

o impose a rate of duty of 30 per cent upon yarns and 15 per cent 
upon the finished product. 

Mr. VEST. Nothing could illustrate more distinetly the fa- 
cility with which one can criticise the work that is done by 
somebody else, and the equal facility with which one can forget 
his own work of two or three yearsago. The Senator from 
Rhode Island makes his argument upon the faet that there is a 
high duty in our bill upon jute yarn and a smaller duty upon the 
finished roduct to e which the yarns are used. 

In the McKinley act, upon jute yarn the duty was 35 per cent. 
Upon burlaps 60 es wide, w. is the finished product. in 
the same law, the duty was 29.23 per cent, being a reduction from 
„„ ch is the yarn, as is the case in the pres- 
ent bill. 

But the Senator complained that there is a high rate of dut 
put upon the bags, on which there is very little labor, and whic 
are made out of the burlaps. That is another criticism that he 
makes upon the pending bill. We find in the McKinley act that 
while the duty on burlaps was 29.23 per cent the duty on bags 
was 44.73 per cent. So that the same criticism he makes in re- 
gard to the pending measure is applicable in even a larger de- 
gree to the which he constructed in 1890. 

Mr. President, I never pretend to conceal or avoid the foree 
ol any argument. It is a fault, possibly, with me, that I am a 
little too frank, even in discussion. I will say right now that I 
do not claim this schedule is trical. I have stated fre- 
quently that we were com to make concessions in order to 

s a bill in some shape which would reduce duties generally 
ors the MeKinley standard. But the very same argument 
which the Senator makes to-day this bill is applicable 
even in a larger degree to the McKinley act, which the Repub- 
licans have told us was the pen of tariff legislation, and 
2 they propose now to keep upon the statute books if pos- 


0. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the act of 1890 was not as in- 
consistent as the Senator from Missouri seems to think. The 
act of 1890 did impose a duty of 35 per cent upon jute yarns. It 
gave a rate of * was not protective to burlaps not ex- 
60 inches in width, as I have already stated in the pres- 
ence of the Senate. The fact was that those burlaps had not 
been made to any considerable extent in the United States, and 
never have been made to any considerable extent, but it did 
give a much higher rate upon burlaps exceeding 60 inches in 
width. Upon burlaps exceeding 60 inches, if valued at 5 cents 
a pound or less, a eertain rate was given, which was equivalent 
to 55 pe cent ad yalorem; upon goods valued above 5 cents a 
rate of 40 per cent was fixed. 

So burlaps exceeding 60 inches in width under the act of 1890 
either paid 40 per cent or 55 percent, as they might be valued at 
more or less than 5 cents a pound. The duty on the finished 
product was higher than the duty upon yarns. 

Mr. VEST. as there not the same limitation under the act 
of 18900n burlaps that there is now? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. VEST. The Senator’s argument a few minutes ago was 
that we are now putting a high duty upon an article on which 


there is no labor. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iwas about the difference between 
burlaps and Iwas stating that the committee in this case 


bags. 
gives T} per cent additional protection to hags over burlaps, and 
ps does notexceed 
four-tenths of a eent a pound; and that that 7} per cent imposes 


stating the different methods by which these two different arth 


I repeat, burlaps less than 60 inches in width have not been 
made very much in this country, and under the rates of duty 
which were imposed by the act of 1890 or under this bill they 
will not be made in this country, but burlaps exceeding 60 inches 
in width can be made and are madeatthe present time and they 
are entitled to a higher rate than the duty upon all yarn. That 
is the contention I make. 

Mr. WHITE, Mr. President, I desire to say simply one word 
at this point. If there is any criticism to be ate upon this 
schedule it is that the tariff,as suggested by the Senator from 
Missouri, may be too high upon some particular article. Cer- 
tainly it 2 ane a aoe upon Teg of the ee Sass ace in 
paragraph 270. The grain s mentioned in t ra 
are utilized almost entirely upon the Pacific coast. Nearly 5 — 
whole pert pay occurs upon the Pacific coast, because there 
wheat is in sacks and shipped in sacks to Liverpool. The 
McKinley lawplaced atariff on grain bags amounting, à 
to the report upon import duties, to between 42 and 45 per 
cent ad valorem. 

It was a tax of 2 cents per pound and is reported at that rate. 
Although the committee have imposed a u this article 
they have done I havenodoubt the best they could. They have 
cut the duty down, reduced it one-half, and to that extent they 
have relieved us of a very onerous burden. We never have seen 
any chance of relief, and certainly have never obtained any from 
antecedent legislation under other political conditions here. 

In 1891, after the McKinley act had been enacted, the Legis- 
lature of California passed a joint resolution which was voted 
for by all the — — and Democratic alike. It 
can be found on page 525 of the Statutes of 1891. In that joint 
resolution the members of Congress were requested to ve 
the people from this tax, as it was called in that resolution, by 
Democrats and Republicans alike. While the citizens of my 
State would no doubt prefer these articles absolutely free, they 
arevery grateful to the party that has reduced them 50 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the reason for this reduction is 
what I sup it was, that upon the request made by the farm- 
ers of the Pacific coast, the Government gives away by the bill 
about $1,200,000 of revenue. I do not know that I object to it 
because L think rhaps it is worth that for an object — 1 
do not suppose the farmers of the Pacific coast will ever hear of 
it, but I wish now to make a prediction that under this reduced 
rate, which relinquishes $1,200,000 of revenue to the Govern- 
ment a year, they will not get a grain bag a picayune cheaper. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend the paragraph by sreng 
out all after the words“ burlaps“ in line 21 and inserting ‘ 
beexempt from duty.” 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I simply desire to supple- 
ment that which has been so well stated by my colleague. 
there is any one question which the farmersof the Pacific coast— 
of Washington, Oregon, and California—are deeply interested in, 
itisthatof grainbags. Weare differently situated in California 
and the other Pacific coast States than the farmers in the West. 
We have no grain elevators. Farmers can not take their grain 
to the warehouses and there have it emptied into bins and trans- 

rtedin bulk to market, but it must all be shipped in grain 
boas. in burlap sacks, to the port of shipment, where it is trans- 
ported by vessel to Liverpool and other European ports. 

Itseems to me the different memorialsfrom the farmers which 
have been submitted here from time to time, sak ing. that shee 
be relieved from this burden, should have found a hearing, 
anything is to be d upon the free list. Therefore it is not 
clear to me why the committee should raise the rate upon jute 

arn from 20 to 30 per cent and increase the duty upon burlaps 

rom 20 to 22} per cent as the bill came from the other House. 
There area ents without number which can be used why if 
any article should be upon the free list grain bags or the mate- 
rials from which they are made should be. 

California, realizing the importance of this to her farmers, 
made a liberal appropriation whereby grain bags might be 
RRE DEPRE EE EAR toaceaticgs of RT and the re- 
sultis that we have at one of our State prisons burlap machin- 
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ery which is turning out bags by the 10,000 or 15,000 daily., It 

1 5 only equalizer, as it were, which helps the farmers from 

imposed upon by the combinations of the country which 

are controlling the burlap imports into the country. I feel con- 

strained in view of these facts to support b ap Adios the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from nas r. PEFFER], 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to modify my amendment slightly. I 
am satisfied it will be improved in the estimation of the Senator 
from California [Mr. PERKINS]. I wish to modify it by striking 
out of the paragraph also all the words after the word “‘ bur- 
laps,” in line 18, until we come to the words ‘‘ad valorem,” in 
line 20, and inserting before the word bags” the word and“; 
so that the paragraph will then read: 


Burlaps and bags for grain made from burlaps shall be exempt from duty. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
` first question is upon agreeing to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then I can say what I wish to say upon this 
point, and afterward we can take the vote. 

Mr. President, grain that is shipped out of the United States 
from the farms is sold in a free-trade market. It has to com- 

te with free-trade wheat. It has to compete in a gold mar- 
Ket where all the prices are regulated by gold, and it occurs to 
me that it is not only reasonable, but that it is only fair, that 
while the farmers, the tradesmen, the merchants, and the me- 
chanics in all parts of the country stand by their brethren of 
the loom and the shop, those brethren ought to stand by us, 
so as to cheapen as much as possible the articles which we are 
compelled to usein getting our surplus grain shipped to a free- 
trade market. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island whether he thinks that under paragraph 270 burlaps are 
likely to be manufactured in the United States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the paragraph stands, most emphatically 


no. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the paragraph stands? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore, it seems to me, if the industry is 
to be destroyed in the United States, there is great force in the 

gestion made by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF FER] and 

the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS]. I should be glad 
to so adjust the rate as to have the industry continued in the 
United States, but if that can not be done I see no objection to 
making it free. 

Mr. HIGGINS. You do not wish to impose a tax on the farm- 


ers? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do notwish to impose a tax on the farmers 
of California. And I will say to my friend from California we 
use these burlaps in Iowa as well. 

Mr. PERKINS. They are used for wool bags and hop bags. 

Mr. ALLISON. And for oats. ° 

Mr. PERKINS. For oats, barley, and all other cereals. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under existing law, of course where these 
bags are exported, largely from California, and also largel 
from every other portion of the country, there is a drawbac 
equivalent to the duty, so that upon all burlaps and bags ex- 
ported there is really no tax. 

Mr. PERKINS. That usually accrues to the shipper, and not 
to the farmer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I sounderstand. But if the result of this 
provision will be toimportthe bags and not to establish an indus- 
try and make them here, it would preventa great deal of circum- 
locution and drawbacks in the way of niy to 1 them upon the 
free list, and they may as well go on the free list. 

Mr. VEST, Do J understand the Senator from Iowa to say he 
wants to put these bags on the free list? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink the Senator from Missouri must have 
had his attention diverted when I was making my observation. 

Mr. VEST. It was. 

Mr. ALLISON. I inquired of the Senator from Rhode Island 
if under the paragraph as it stands it would be possible to con- 
duct this industry in the United States, he being anexpert upon 
the subject and more familiar with it than I am, and he says it 
is absolutely impossible. So if that be true, it seems to me it 
might be wise to put these bags on the free list rather than to 
leave them in this nebulous state without doing any good toour 
own people. 

Mr. VEST. Iam glad to hear the Senator say it, because his 
party put a 44 per cent duty upon them in 1890. We propose to 
reduce that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was for a protective duty. 

. Mr. ALLISON, I supposed then and hoped that it would be 
an industry in connection withthe jute industry, which we were 
seeking to establish in the United States, and which would meas- 
urably prosper here under the duty proposed. But now it seems 


the industry is to be destroyed. If so, why should we tax the 
porn of California or Iowa for this article which they must 
ave: 

Mr. VEST. That is the Democratic doctrine. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understand that under the revision of the 
paragraph we have already adopted bora bags can not be 
manufactured at a profit in this country. If that were not true, 
then I should be in fayor of doing what I could do to protect the 
American manufacturing interest in this country and at the same 
time do justice to the farmer. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Will the Senator from California give me 
information on a point about which I desire to learn something, 
and that is as to the capacity of this country to produce the bur- 
laps—the bagging? 

Ir. PERKINS. We have not yet.a sufficient number of fac- 
tories to produce the burlaps required, but yearly they are aug- 
menting, and in time, should the McKinley law remain, I doubt 
not that in a few years we should be able to manufacture all the 
bagging we desire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it all made from coarse hemp? 

Mr. PERKINS. So I understand, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I believe the agricultural product can be 
raised to supply all the bags 

Mr. ALD H. It is not raised in the United States at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is none of it raised here? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis 12 and comes from India. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is made from foreign material? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then what is the question? Is it between 
the raw material and the manufactured material, or both? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The motion of the Senator from Kansas is 
to put bags and bagging upon the free list. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is, the manufactured article? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The result of which will be, then, that 
there will be no manufacture of them in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH: There will not be any under this bill, so far 
as ease is concerned. Bags might survive, possibly. 

Mr. WHITE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I have here a letter from Messrs. E. S. Halsted 
& Co., manufacturers of bage and bagging. 75 Pearl street, New 
York, in which they say that when the exportation of flour to 
Cuba began under the reciprocity policy we were exporting 
very little; that we were not exporting more than 60,000 to 
75,000 barrels of flour and those in wood. They say: 

The duty against try in f S 3 
exclude shipment. ‘Tho fires etx months after reciprocity went tate 8885 
shipment of flour alone amounted to 200,000 8. 
sacks, and since then, in the two years or nearly two yan that haye elapsed, 
there has been from six to seven hundred thousund rels. 

Certainly a very excellent showing in favor of this present tariff. In ad- 
dition to this there have gone from this market several hundred thousand 
sugar sacks to the West Indies, for sugar to place in shipment to this coun- 
try; this is a very great innovation on the shipments from England. The 
reason of it is that under the present system of reciprocity these b: can 
be made in this country from goods manufactured in Dundeeand sold from 
here at a cheaper rate than they can be sent from Europe. 

I should like to have the whole letter printed in the RECORD 
as a part of myremarks. Ihave read nearly all of it. There are 
one or two sentences Which would not sound pleasant to Demo- 
cratic ears. Lask leave to have 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KYLE in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The letter is as follows: 4 

FEBRUARY 10, 1894. 

DEAR Str: Yours of the 9th cameduly to hand and noted. Weare greatly 
obliged to you for your kindness in replying toours. We do not know 
whether it can be made to have any effect upon the Democratic majority 
now ruling, but would add to what we stated to you in our last a thing 
which no doubt you are perfectly familiar with, but nevertheless we can 
give you the information from positive knowledge and experience. 

Before the present law came into existence we were doing eee 
little in the way of exporting flour in sacks. To eite one instance, we woul 
refer to Cuba; previous to the negotiations based on reciprocity, our coun- 
try was not exporting more than about 60,000 to 75,000 barrels of flour, and 
those in wood. The duty against ourcountry in favor of Spain was so great 
as to almost exclude shipment. The first six months after reciprocity went 
into effect, shipment of flour alone amounted to 200,000 barrels; most of this 
was in sacks, and since then in the two 8 or nearly tWo years, that have 
8 there has been from 600,090 to 700,000 barrels. Certainly a very ex- 
cellent showing in favor of this present tariff. In addition to this, there 
have gone from this market several hundred thousand sugar sacks to the 
West Ladies for sugar to place in shipment to this country. 

This is a very great innovation on the shipments from land, The rea- 
son of it is that under the present system of reciprocity these bags can be 
made in this country from goods manufactured in Dundee and sold from 
here at a cheaper rate than they can be sent from Europe; this difference is 
occasioned from the fact that the duties against England on these bags a 

ater than those against the United States, result from ee 

ty. Give the United States a proper protection in these matters and 
there is no doubt but what we can command a oportion of this for- 
eign trade, While we have very grave doubts as to able to preach loud 
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enough or strong enought these deaf ears, yet we could trust that in 

the near future we may be able to recover to this country this prestige 

strength again. 
Yours, truly, 


Hon. G. F. Hoar, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HOAR. I 8 Mr. President, that if the reciprocity 
policy were retained we should have a very large exporta- 
tion of these bags, with our flour and to some extent our beef, 
because they export the beef, and also pork to some extent, in 
these bags, and with the very large importation from these 
countries with which we have reciprocity arrangements, which 
would come in in these bags, that would be sent from America 
for that purpose these manufacturers say that under those cir- 
cumstances we would establish the manufacturing in this coun- 
try and hare a very large foreign trade. : 

Ihave no interest in the matter as representing any constitu- 
ency interested in the manufacture, but if the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PERKINS] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF- 
FER] think the protective system should be applied to any man- 
ufacture, I suppose the mere fact that they have a constituency 
who buy these things does not change their minds as to what is 
the proper policy. I have no doubt that retaining the present 
duty will result in cheapening the bags and establishing the in- 
dustry in this country. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the manufacture of bags is an indus- 
try quite well established in this country. I know there is a 
very large e AS Minneapolis. Iam sorry the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] is not here. All the flour 
shipped to Europe is shipped in these bags; and where the bur- 
laps are exported the shippers receivea drawback equivalent to 
the duty upon the burlaps, although they make the bags in Min- 
neapolis. This is my understanding. 

r. WHITE. Those bags are made of a different material 
from the grain sack. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are jute bags, and are made from jute. 
But I had suppozed that under the duty imposed in the McKin- 
ley act burlaps suitable for these bags was actually made in the 


E. S. HALSTEAD & CO, 


United States. I think they are, to some extent, although Ido 
not know, 
Mr. WHITE. My colleague mentioned a fact in the course 


of the discussion which I will call to the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa and other Senators. In the State of California 
in order to give employment to a number of convicts in one of 
the penitentiaries, that of San Quentin, we have established a 
jute mill for the manufacture of grain bags. 

The jute is imported. There is no duty upon jute, I will state, 
and there has not been any lately. The jute is imported from 
India, Calcutta, and brought directly to the San Quentin peni- 
tentiary, which is located upon San Francisco harbor, and the 
bags are made there. I have seen the process myself. Every- 
thing is done there. The bales of jute are brought in right 
there. They are delivered on board ship at Calcutta and de- 
livered there. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the bags are made in California. 

Mr, PERKINS, We also have two other jute mills in Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. WHITE. I was about to state that. We have two other 
jute mills in the State of California where these products are 
made. Nevertheless, although we are manufacturing the arti- 
cle there, there is not the least question that our people have 
always been in favor of a great reduction of duty. Before the 
McKinley bill became a law our people were here endeavoring 
to impress upon the authoritiesin charge of the Republican 
measure, or they stated that they did, that there should be a re- 
duction, but they were unable to get it. 

The Democratic party, however, as represented in the present 
committze, has reduced the tariff tax 50 per cent, and to that 
extent it is a great relief. As far as concerns the benefit which 
has accrued to us from the manufacture in that State, our farm- 
ers would a great deal rather take every employé and board 
him at the Palace Hotel than to permit the imposition of such a 
duty as has hitherto been upon this product. Iam glad that Sena- 
tors upon the other side who have heretofore found it necessar 
to impose almost 50 per cent duty upon this article have so radi- 
cally changed their minds that they have now abandoned their 
original ground. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I congratulate the country and 
the Democratic party upon the accession we have had to the 
doctrine to-day. Ihave listened with great and unalloyed pleas- 
ure to the argument of the Senator from Iowa and the state- 
ments of the Senator from Rhode Island. We can not resist the 
8 which they have made in behalf of free s made out 
of burlaps. So we withdraw the amendment, and in behalf of 
the committee we will move to strike out that portion of para- 
graph 270 from the words “ad valorem” in line 20, down to the 
eud of the paragraph, including “bags for grain made of such 


burlaps, 224 per cent ad valorem.” That gives free bags for grain, 
wool, etc., to the agricultural portion of our country. eet 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator pro to retain- 
the duty on burlaps and then make bags free. Of course under 
such a provision no burlaps will be imported. ’ 

Mr. VEST. It will all come in in the shape of bags. 

; Mr. ALLISON (to Mr. ALDRICH). Is that your understand- 
ng? 

Sir. ALDRICH. Thatis my understanding of the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Isuppose some burlaps will come in for oilcloth 
manufacture. They use large quantities. But what we are deal- 
ing with now is the agriculturist. I am for the farmer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to 
the amendment of the committee, in line 18, to strike out the 
words“ not exceeding 60 inches in width.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 270, after the words ad va- 
Stl in line 20, strike out the remainder of the paragraph, as 

ollows; 


Bags for grain made of such burlaps, 22} per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. PEFFER. Does the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri take precedence of the amendment I offered some 
time ago? à 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the arrangement of the 
Senate amendments offered by the committes must first be acted 


upon. 

Nr. HARRIS. The effect of the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas I understand is to make burlaps and bags made of 
burlaps free? 

Mr. PEFFER. That is right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Whereas the motion of the Senator 
from Missouri is to make bags free and leave burlaps taxed. 

Mr. PEFFER. I shall insist upon my amendment when the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri is disposed of. 

Mr. VEST. Under the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas he would give to the oilcloth manufacturers free burlaps. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am unable to vote for 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, T understand very 
well that the farmers, the grain producers in the great West, 
and the grain producers of California labor under many dis- 
advantages, and in some raspects they are 2 80 entitled to 
peculiar and special consideration. But I do not believe that 
the farmers of an; eee of the country wish to have any in- 
dustry that is established in this country destroyed. 

I do not believe that the farmers of this country are very 
largely . either free lumber or free barbed fence wire, 
or free binding twine, or that the farmers are educated up to 
the idea that it will materially increase their farm profits to 
destroy the business of making jute bags in this country. It 
seems to me that these are infinitesimal benefits which will not 
result in any appreciable help to the farmers, while they will 
destroy these industries, especially this industry which is now 
in this country incompetition with the factories that are worked 
by the labor of India, where the processes are so cheap. 

I say, Mr. President, that I do not believe the farmers are de- 
manding these things. Iadmitthatsome demagogues, speaking 
for the farmers, or attempting to do so, are endeavoring to satisfy 
themselves or somebody else that the farmers want the man- 
ufacture of these articles destroyed in order that they may re- 
ceive some possible benefit by it. But the farmers of this coun- 
try, when they come face to face with the fact that they are 
demanding that there shall be convict labor in order that they 
5 cheaper bags, are asking something that is not rea- 
sonable. 

I have had occasion already to call attention to the great 
danger to the industries in this country from the cheap labor of 
Asia. I have herea paragraph which gives the pay of the work- 
men in the textile mills of India. A workman in the textile 
mills of India earns about 15 cents a day, and he toils from 
twelve to fourteen hours a day, including Sunday. That is the 
kind of labor which is employed in the mills of India that make 
these bags for grain. ow, I ask the Senator from Kansas 
whether his people are really demanding that they shall have 
bags made by that labor and whether when the free raw material 
comes in—the jute from India—they are not willing that the 
begs shall be manufactured by American labor at American 

rices? 7 

Mr. PEFFER. Answering the Senator’s question, I say to 
bim that the farmers of Kansas do not care who makes their 
bagging or who makes anything they have to use in shipping 
their wheat, when they are compelled to sell their wheat in 
competition with the very class of men to whom the Senator re- 
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fers. The ryots of India who labor on the farms work for about 


` cents to 10 cents a day. Kansas farmers are worth $1.50 or 


$2.50 a day, and if we have to sell our products in competition 
with those fellows over there who receive but 12 centsa day we 
do not care who make the bags, s 

Mr. CHANDLER. I admitted that the farmers labor under 
peculiar difficulties,and that they may be entitled to special 
consideration in some respects, but I do not believe they want 
special consideration in this respect. The farmers ought to 
have protection upon their wool. They do not want to raise 
wool in competition with the cheap labor of Australia. They 
want protection upon their wool, and suey ought to have pro- 
tection upon their wool, and they have had protection upon 
their wool while the Republican party has made tariffs. 

But because tho tariff is taken off wool and because the 
Democratic party in that respect is attacking the interests of 
the farmer, I do not believe that the farmer wants to have the 
manufacture of bags for grain in this country stricken down. I 
do not believe the farmer wants todestroy a wire factory, or that 
the farmer wants any of these little things which, asthe Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has well said, will not make 
themselves felt in the practical reduction of the price of any 
article which the farmer buys, any more than I believe the men 
who raise the cotton at the South care anything about free cot- 
ton ties. 

It is allan outcry gotten up by the opponents ot the protective 
system, and I do not think that the real interests of the farmer 
are promoted by this class of exceptions to the general principle 
of protection, any more than I think the interests of the cotton: 

rower are protected by giving him nominally cotton ties free. 

believe the prosperity of the farmer, of the man who raises 
grain in and California, and the prosperity of the man 
who raises cotton in the Southare equally to be benefited by the 
system of protection to be maintained as a whole upon correct 
principles of protection, which principles are, that bya duty we 
will protect everything which we can manufacture in this coun- 
try by our highly-paid labor against similar articles manufac- 
tured by the 2 labor of Europe and of Asia. 

Mr. ALDRIC . Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri, 
by the amendment which he now submits, undertakes to im 
upon me a certain responsibility for his amendment which I do 
not propose to accept. In answer to a question asked by the 
Senator from Iowa I stated that in my opinion burlaps could not 
be made in this country with 15 per cent duty. I repeat that 
opinion. I have no question whatever about it. 

It would not be possible, considering the different rates of 
wages paid in India and in the United States, with free jute to 
make burlaps in the United States with 15 per cent duty. I 
stated that so far as that maey is concerned, if that is all we 
are considering in this matter, the duty might as well be taken 
of entirely, so far as any American interest in the production 
of burlaps is concerned, and beyond that it is simply a question 
of revenue. I did not mean to say that burlaps can not be taken 
under this duty and made into bags in the United States, be- 
cause I believe the difference between 15 per cent and 223 per 
centin this paragraph isa protective duty. I think bags con- 
sumed in the United States will be made here, if this paragraph 
shall become a law. 

Now, the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri is to place 
the bags, the finished product, upon the free list and to impose 
a duty of 15 per cent upon burlaps. Of course that would abso- 
lutely prohibit the ing of any bags in this country, and to 
that extent I think it would be unjust to our people engaged in 
the production of bags, and certainly there must be a great 
many in different parts of the country. Therefore I think the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Missouri is not a proper 
one to be adopted. 

If we are going to put anything upon the free list in this con- 
nection it should be burlaps, with a reasonable and moderate 
protection upon bags. I should impose protective duties upon 
all these things. It was the purpose of the act of 1890 to give 
to the jute industry in the United States fairly protective du- 
ties for the firsttime in the history of the country. This might 
be a very important American industry. Thousands of people 
are engaged in the manufacture of bur. into bags at Calcutta 
and other points in India and at Dundee in Scotland. 

This great industry ht be and ought to bo transferred to the 
United States, but it is simply a farce to give it a duty that will 
not and can not be protective. That is the fault I find with the 
proposition of the committee. If anything at all should be put 
upon the free list it should be the burlaps and not the bags. A 
small protective duty should be given to the bag manufacturers 
of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Nobody understands better than the Senator from 
Rhode Island what be the effect of putting bags on the free 
list and leaving a duty on burlaps. No burlaps will come in. 
The bags will come in, of course. 


~ 


Mr. ALDRICH. Of course. 

Mr.VEST. Butthere will be nonecessity for pringing burlaps 
here, because the entire demand for bags will be supplied from 
abroad. But the Senator's colleague, the Senator from Iowa, 
made an argument and wound up by saying that these bags 
should be put on the free list. As that is in the direction Ihave 
been traveling for sometime, and am now traveling, I was en- 
tirely willing to agree. I hope it will not be said that it is sec- 
tional, because there is a factory in St. Louis engaged in the 
making of these bags and the proprietor has been more aggres- 
sive on this subject than anybody else I know of in this country. 

In the next paragraph, 271, will come bagging for cotton. The 
same doctrine would apply there. I hope our friends will be 
consistent, and I will go with them, because it has been my con- 
tention all the time that these articles should be made free in 
order to relieve the expenses that are piled up year by year upon 
the farmers and planters of the West and South. We can not 
protect them by tariff duties. All we can do is to diminish the 
cost of the absolute necessities of life, both in the way of what 
they wea and what they use in preparing their products for 
market. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not believe it is possible 
to build up the burlap industry in the United States with any 
amount of tariff you put on. The Dundee manufacturers are 
being ruined by the manufacturers of India, and as long as the 
present monetary condition of the world continues there will be 
no probability of any industry of that kind being built up in this 
country. India receiving, as it practically does, a bounty upon 
all its exports of burlaps and bags that they may make, will rule 
the business of the world in that direction duty or no duty. I 
do not believe a duty on burlaps or bags made out of that mate- 
rial will be of the slightest benefit to anybody in this country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
tothe amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, which 
wiil be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20, after the word “ad valorem,” 
strike out the remainder of the paragraph, as follows: 


Bags for grain made of such burlaps 22} per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to inquire if that is a committee 
amendment or one that the Senator offers originally in the Sen- 
ate? 

Mr. VEST. My colleague on the committee agrees to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question isonagreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word burlaps,“ in line 18, strike 
out the remainder of the paragraph and insert the words “ and 
bags for grain made of such burlaps shall be exempt from duty:” 
so as to make this paragraph read: 


Burlaps and bags for grain made of such burlaps shall be exempt from 
duty. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuppose the Senator from Missouri intends 
to follow this up by putting bags on the free list. Otherwise he 
has raised the duty instead of lowering it. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave enlisted under the banner of reform led 
by the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Rhode Island, 
and I will stay with them. If they will make the motion I will 
vote for it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not making any motion in this connec- 
tion. 

Mr. VEST. Iam merely an humble private. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri made the other 
suggestion, 

ir. VEST. The Senator from Iowa made the lastsuggestion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The effect of the action of the Senate taken 
at the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri will be to in- 
crease the duty on bags. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. : 

Mr. PEFFER. Lask for a division, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays. A division 
will not develop a quorum. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. ; 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 
should vote“ nay if he were present. 

Mr.GORDON. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that we 
make the same transfer of pairs that we made on the previous 
vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is perfectly agreeable to me. 


I did not 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATH. 


6111 


see the Senator from Georgia, or I should have made the sug- 


tion. 
are GORDON. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] will 
tand paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], sọ 
hat the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] and I will both 
vote. 
Mr. CULLOM. I vote “nay.” 
Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and therefore withhold 


my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 5 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. Lam paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON]. I withhold my vote in his absence. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam paired with the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I ask if the senior Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. MoPHERSON] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will make tho same transfer that I made 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] before, pairing 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] with the Senator from 
Conhecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and we will both vote. I vote 

nay. 

Mr. QUAY. I vote“ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am authorized to vote to 
make a quorum. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 40; as follows: 


YBAS—5. 
Kyle, Perkins, Power, , Teuer. 
Peffer, 

NAYS—4. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jarvis, P 
—.—.— Dubois, Jones. Ark. Quay, 

R Faulkner, Lindsay, = 
‘ery, Frye, 0, She: 

8 George, McLaurin, Smith 
88 Gibson, McMillan, Turpie, 
ke, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Cullom, Harris, Murphy, Walsh, 

el, Hoar, Pasco, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hunton, Patton, te. 

NOT VOTING—40. 
Alle Davis, Jones, Nev. Piatt, 
Bate, Gailinger, McPherson, Proctor, 
= a Gorman, Manderson, 
ee burn, Gray, 1 Senet 
ê, re, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 

x Hawley, Morgan, ilas, 
Camden, Higgins, M UI. Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hill, Palmer, Wilson, 
Carey, Irby. Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Task that paragraph 270 be read, so that I 
may see how it stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

la ni ng not over ot ; 
2 ne oor serge Pe RM A AATOMI to the square inch counting warp 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. : 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

271. Bagging for cotton, Fanny cloth, and all similar material suitable for 
covering cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, fiax, jute, or jute 
butts, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move toamend paragraph 271 by striking out 
in lines 1 and 2, page 69, the words“ fifteen per cent ad valorem” 
and inserting ‘“‘shall be exempt from duty,” so as to read: 

Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for covy- 
2 cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute butts, 

be exempt from duty. 
Mx. HOAR. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry as to the 
pa I wish to know if it is understood by the Senate under 
e arrangement made taking up these schedules in their order 
that questions relating to the free list are taken up as the sched- 
ules are taken up, or when the free list is reached? 

Mr. VEST. I will stats in reply to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that we intended to take these matters up when we came 
to the free list. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought that was the understanding of the 
Senate. Ihave no choice about it myself. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, wish to sayin relation to this 
paragraph and the proposed amendment that cotton stands in 
the same relation to the commerce of the world that wheat and 
corn do; that it comes in competition with the same class of ma- 
terial made in other parts of the world by the cheapest sort of 
labor that has to be sold in a gold market in competition with 
the products of that kind of labor, and that it as well as wheat 
and corn is entitled to every possible concession from the manu- 
facturing interests that they can extend to it, for there is no 
other way by which cotton or wheat or corn can receive any 
protection through the operation of our tariff laws. 

Cotton has to be compressed and put into large bales and cov- 
ered with this bagging, and if the cotton planters shall have 
the benefit of free bagging, freo material, if you please, you may 
term it free raw material, because their cotton when it is in 
bales is the finished product—if they have the benefit of the con- 
cession to that extent the revenue laws which are intended to 
protect manufacturing interests will also protect the agricul- 
turalinterests. With that simple statement Senators have the 
entire question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas, 

` Mr. PEFFER. [Ishall ask the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment when we come to a vote. 

Mr. PLATT. I regret that the Senator has proposed this 
amendment, as I understand, cotton bagging is made of jute 
butts and made largely in the South and Southwest. Iam sorry 
to see him pro to strike down a Southern and Southwestern 
industry in this way. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I hope the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFFR] be accepted on be- 
half of the committee. We have just adopted an amendment to 
paragraph 270, which makes free of any tax or duty s for 

rain used by thefarmersofthe West. In another part of the bill 
Fund that binding-twine, used exclusively in the West in putting 
up mo products of that region for the market, isplaced upon the 
free list. 

Now, bagging for cotton is to us in the South what binding- 
twine is to the farmers of the North, and what the grain bags 
just placed upon the free list are to the farmers in the North- 
west. Itisafact that the ging placed around cotton is an 
absolute loss to the cotton producer. While itis truethat when 
a bale of cotton is rolled up on the scales and weighed nothing 
is deducted here in this country in the markets where cotton is 
sold for the bagging in which the cotton is wrapped, or for the 
ties that are around the bale, it is nevertheless a fact that the 
price of cotton grown in the United States and throughout the 
world is fixed in the great cotton marts of Liverpool and Man- 
chester, and there, asis well known, a tare of 22 pounds per bale 
1s deducted. - 

So, when you sift it down to the actual fact, the cotton pro 
ducer of the South gets nothing whatever for the bagging and 
ties piseed around his bale of cotton, and the price of those 
articles is a dead loss to him. 

Under these circumstances, since binding-twine is made free, 
and since bagsfor grain have just been made free, it would seem 
a fair thing to do to make bagging for cotton free also. It seems 
we are legislating aoe now in the interests of the farming 
classes of the United States, and have extended favors just now 
to the farmers of one section of the country. Let us be con- 
sistent and extend like favors to the cotton producers of the 
South. Letus make bagging for cotton free, as we have just 
made vaga for grain free. 

Mr. YE. Mr. President, in 1866 bagging for cotton was 
controlled by a foreign trust. The price of it was 36 centsa 
square yard. In 1867 it was 31 cents, and in 1868 it was 28 cents; 
in 1869 it was 30 cents; in 1870 it was 31 cents. Then in 1870 we 
dy a duty upon this bagging and commenced the manufacture 

the United States, and to-day it is manufactured in nineteen 
different States. 

There is a manufactory of it in the State of Texas. These fac- 
tories make all the bags we use. Now, what has been the effect 
of that? Capital, induced by the Au to go into this business, 
has, as I say, gone into it in nineteen States. Now, let me give 
the price list of this cotton bagging since the duty was imposed 


upon it. 

In 1871 it had fallen to 18 cents a square yard, in 1875 to 13 
cents a square yard, in 1878 to 12 cents a square yard, in 1890 2 
9} cents a square yard, in 1891 to 8} cents a square yard, in 189: 
to 7} cents a square yard. It has gone from 36 cents a square 
ys down to 74 cents a square yard, and still the Senator from 

uisiana cries out for more protection! 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Maine r FRYE] had taken up almost any other article men- 
tioned in the tariff bill now pending, he would have found that 
exactly the same thing is true. Pr 


have declined all along 
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the line on everything, just as they have on cotton bagging. 
But that is no reason why the same treatment should not be 
meted out to bagging for cotton that was meted out just now for 
bags for grain—make both free of any tax. If the Senator from 
Maine had inquired into the prices of bags for grain, I think he 
would have found that the decline in prices has been as great 
with respect to them as it has been upon bagging for cotton. 

But he did not make that argument when the Senator from 
Kansas and other Senators were proposing to make bags for 
grain free of any tax. He does make it, however, when it is 

roposed to adopt the other amendment of the Senator from 

sas which means that the Senate be consistent and extend to 

the farmers of the South the same favor just now extended to 

the farmersof the West. If you make bags for grain free of tax, 
make also bagging for cotton free of tax. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Maine is mistaken about the 
price of this article. If he will turn to the Treasury reports on 

e 249, as to cotton bagging, he will see that it was lower in 
1897 and 1888 than at any other time. It was then 2 cents a 

und. These bags have 2 pounds to the bag. So you must 

ouble these rates. In 1891, which is the last quotation, it was 
4 cents a pound. In 1871 it was 5 cents a pound, the next year 
4 cents, then 5, and 5, and 4, and 4, and 5, and then 4 again, and 
then 3, and then 2. 
Mr. President, as I said a. few minutes ago, I should be very 
lad if the Senator from Rhode Island or the Senator from Iowa 
Bad followed up the suggestion as to putting the bags made out 
of burlaps upon the free list by also putting these bags for cot- 
ton on the fres list. As it is a movement in the interest of the 
cotton planters, I myself hesitated to make the suggestion as 
coming from the committee. The State of Missouri has about 
three counties interested in this matter. It is a very consider- 
able interest in my State. 

I believe, however, that asa matter of right these bags ought 
to be upon the free list, because, in the line of general observa- 
tion that I have frequently ind ulged in here, it Is impossible for 
us to protect the farmer and the planter. The ingenuity of mor- 
tal man can not find a way in which you can extend what our 
friends call the beneficent influences of the 3 system to 
the agriculturists of this country. All that we can do is to 
cheapen what they use both as to their persons and in sending 
their products to market. Therefore whenever I can get a 
chance to make the burden lighter upon them I shall do so; and 
I make no opposition, speaking for the committee and for my- 
self, to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Missouri mean that the 
committee report in favor of the proposition of the Senator from 
Kansas? 

Mr. VEST. The committee will make no opposition to it. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Louisiana says the same reason 
applies to this that oS to ester’ grain bags on the free 
list. I think that may be true, but there was no reason in that. 
Inmy judgment, in putting grain bags on the free list, there was 
no sense or propriety in it. 

Mr. BLANC ARD. Idid not hear the Senator from Maine 
argue against it. 

r. FRYE. I was not 1 77 5 when it was done and did not 
know until this moment that it had been done. I presume that 
was done by some one on this side of the Chamber saying some- 
thing 

Mr. VEST. The suggestion was made by the Senator from 
Iowa, and I accepted it. 

Mr. FRYE. I presume it was done by some one on this side 
of the Chamber saying something or other that the Senator from 
Missouri did not fancy, and therefore he immediately retired 
from the proposition that the committee reported, and putiton 
the free list. 

Mr. VEST. My friend is mistaken. I did fancy it. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa made the suggestion, and I thought it was so 
fair and in the right direction that I immediately accepted it. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no doubt about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I not only did not make the suggestion, but 
the suggestion was made elsewhere, as I did not happen to be in 
the Chamber when that paragraph was voted upon. The only 
suggestion I made was a suggestion of inquiry to the Senator 
from Rhode Island, in reply to which I was told that the ar- 
rangement of duties here would result in the destruction of our 
manufacturing industry. 

After having made that slight observation, the Senator from 
Missouri undertakes to hold me responsible for the amendment, 
which I wholly disclaim. I will give it to the Senator from 
California now in the chair [Mr. WHITE] and the other Senator 
from California, who is not present at this moment, and so Iab- 
solve the Senator from Missouri from quoting me further upon 


that suggestion. 
Mr. I would not, under any circumstances, even to 
pass this bill—and I do not know anything that I desire more 


than to get rid of it—misrepresent the Senator from Iowa. He 
knows that, I hope. I think I quote almost his exact words. 
After asking the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH 
whether the duty we proposed would cause the production o 
these s or the making of these bags and the making of bur- 
laps in this country, and the Senator from Rhode Island said 
no, then the Senator from Iowa said: ‘‘ I see no reason why those 
bags should not go upon the free list.” If he did not so state, 
then I never was more mistaken in my life. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the reporters know what I did say. 
I inquired of the Senator from Rhode Island, who is an expert, 
as to whether, in the first place, these burlap bags were made 
in this country, and he said they were. I then inquired if the 
present arrangement of duty was sufficiently large for their 
production, and he said it was not. Then I said, If that be 
true, what objection is there to putting them on the free list?” 

That is all I said, and that was after the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, who is now in the chair, and the other Senator from Cal- 
ifornia had anggeng that it was very important to California 
that they should be placed upon the free list, and having made 
that observation, I retired from the Chamber for a moment, 

A Mr. FRYE. I had not completed, and had not yielded the 
oor. 

Mr. ALLISON, 

Mr. FRYE. Go on. 

Mr. ALLISON. I retired from the Chamber for a moment, 
and when I came back I was told that bags had been put on the 
free list. The Senator from Missouri is entitled to everything 
he can gather from my observation. 

Mr. FRYE. The prices which I gave were taken from the 
New York Financial Chronicle, as given in the last debate on 
the tariff. 

Mr. JARVIS. Will the Senator from Maine be kind enough 
to read those prices again? 

Mr. FRYE. In 1866 the price of this covering for cotton was 
36 cents a square yard, and in 1892 74 cents a square yard. The 

rice ran down from 1870, when a duty was placed on thisarticle, 
rom 18 cents a square yard to 74 cents. 

I want to say a word in relation to this other matter 

Mr. VEST. The prices the Senator quotes were the domestic 
prices, and not the import prices. 

Mr. FRYE. Not the import pret but the domestic prices. 

It seems to me the putting of binding twine upon the free list 
is the Fons tees possible kind of demagogy. If the entire 
duty—I think it was only seven-tenths of a cent placed on bind- 
W in the McKinley act 

r. ALLISON. That is all. It was 6.47 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. FRYE. If that whole duty is a tax to be paid by the 
farmers out West, the enormous amount, by the closest calcula- 
tion that they would be relieved from, would be 1 cent an acre; 
and yet I have heard talked of here in the United States Senate , 
the policy of putting on the free list binding twine in the inter- 
est of the farmers of the United States, so that they might save 
a cent an acre! 

Here is the industry of making bags established in this coun- 
try, and bags are lower now than they ever were, and lower than 
they ever will be again, provided they are put on the free list, 
because we will be giving up the business, and the men who use 
the bags will be obliged to pay more for them in less than two 

ears, simply because there is a little talk porion up here in the 
nate about the farmers and getting this article on the free 
list, and because the Senator from Missouri saw an opportunity 
toscore one against somebody on this side, away they goin the 
twinkling of an eye on the free list, notwithstanding the com- 
mittee has reported in favor of haying them on the dutiable 
list—an enormous industry in the United States, an industry 
which has reduced the cost of the article enormously—and the 
proposition comes from the Senator from Kansas to put that on 
the free list and destroy this industry, and the Senator from Mis- 
souri rises in his place, acting on behalf of the Committee on 
Finance, and says that the Senator from Iowa has placed grain 
bags on the free list, and other Senators have placed binding 
twine upon the free list, and so he is in favor of putting these 
coverings for cotton on the free list. 

I do not believe in that kind of statesmanship. We are deal- 
ing with pretty serious matters in this bill. Thereis hardly an 
item here which does not affect somebody, and nearly all of the 
items affect a great many somebodies, and I do not believe that 
a bill of this kind ought to bedealt with in that way. If there 
is an industry entitled to protection, and the committee believe 
that it is entitled to protection, and if the committees of both 
Houses reported in favor of it, I do not believe that that protec- 
tion ought to be surrendered simply because somebody in th 
United States Senate says what may have been an indiscree 
thing; and Ido not think the Senator from Missouri and the 
Senatorfrom Arkansas, representing the Committee on Finance, 
ought to permit themselves to do thing. 


beg pardon. 
n 
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When the lumber schedule was under argument here there 
were charges made that there was an enormous duty on planed 
lumber. The duty on planed lumber was perfectly right. It 
was not an enormous duty but a fair one, and the most important 
thing in the lumber schedule. That ought to have been pro- 
tected. It afforded more protection tomore men than anything 
else in the lumber schedule, yet because somebody charged that 
it was an enormous duty, and all that sort of thing, immediately 
the two Senators in charge of the bill permitted it to go on the 
free list, thus doing immense damage to hundredsof thousands of 
men and to hundreds of millions of capital in the United States. 

Mr. President, I think we ought to deal seriously with these 
matters, where they have or may have such serious effects. 

Mr. JARVIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE], in reading the prices of cotton bagging for the last twenty 
years, omitted unadvisedly an important fact, that in the year 
1889 there was a combination formed in this country by those 
manufacturing and selling cotton bagging, to put up the price 
of bagging which the farmers put around their cotton, from 7 
cents a pound to 14 cents a pound, and they were enabled to do 
that because of the high duty by the then existing tariff law 
upon cotton bagging. 

Against this trust and combination the farmers assembled in 
the country and in villages and declared that they would not 
submit to such an outrage. I remember well that in the South 
the farmers brought their cotton into town, Wrapping it up in 
oldsugar bagsand in old, worn-out sacks of various kinds. They 
even resorted to the temporary expedient of making bagging 
out of pine straw, and resorted to every expedient they could 
devise todefeat that conspiracy and combination which had been 
formed under the laws which enabled this trust and combination 
thus to rob the farmer. 

Now, sir, here is an opportunity to put this article upon the 
free list, so that no such conspiracy or combination can be 
formed in the future; and I trust the Senate will put this neces- 
sary article to the farmer upon the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from North Carolina 
willallow me tointerrupt him a moment, I should like to remind 
him of another fact in connection with this subject. The mem- 
bers of this organization, the manufacturers of cotton bagging, 
at that time appeared before the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate, and when asked the question as to whether they had made 
this combination to put up the price of cotton bagging within 
two weeks from 6 or 7 to 14 cents, answered Yes, we did; and 
what are you going to do about it?” 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there ought to be just one other word 
said about that. The Mills bill, so called, which had passed the 
House of Representatives, had put practically no duty upon cot- 
ton bagging, and it was very well understood that these gentle- 
men were endeavoring to punish the gentlemen on the other 
side for what they were doing. They did admit practically, as 
the Senator from Arkansas says, that supposing they would be 
entirely struck down by what was then called the Mills bill, they 
thought they would get as much out of cotton bagging as they 
could for the moment. 

Mr. FRYE. If there was such a trust as that to which the 
Senator from North Carolina has alluded in 1889, it was broken 
up before 1890, because the price of cotton bagging in 1890 was 
only 9 cents a square yard, and it went from that down to a little 
over 7 cents a square yard for domestic cotton bagging. I do 
not believe that there is any trust or that there has been any in 
the last three years, and I think the Treasury reports will bear 
out that statement. 

Mr. DOLPH. A few daysago the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] read an Associated Press dispatch 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishall only take a moment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I only want to put a question to the Senator 
from Maine while he is on his feet. 

Mr. FRYE, Iam not on my feet fora speech. I only wanted 
to make a statement, which I have made. 

Mr. DOLPH. A few daysago the Senator from Rhode Island 
read an Associated Press dispatch from Oregon showing the re- 
sult of the election in Oregon, and showing what the farmers of 
Oregon thought about the Wilson bill, or the pending measure. 
The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF FER] was good enough to say 
“ wait until the back counties are heard from.” I then stated 
that the opposition had elected less than 20 out of 90 members 
of the Legislature. Isaid I thought when the back counties 
were heard from the opposition would not exceed 10. Full re- 
3 given in the Evening Star of this city, of to-day, as fol- 

ows: 


PORTLAND, OREGON, June 11 
Reliable election returns show that Hermann (Republican), for Congress 
in the First district, has 9,087 B and that is (Republican), in the 
Second district, has a plurality of 9,320. 
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gislature stands as follows: Senate—Republicans 19, Democrats 8, 
Populists 3; ghey ed tye ey? 52, Democrats 1, Populists 7. The Repub- 


lican majority on joint ballot is 52, 


Of the 8 Democrats in the Senate 7 are hold-overs and 2 are 
classed as Populists—one ran as a Populist and the other was 
elected on a citizens’ ticket in Multnomah County. Three Pop- 
ulists were elected two years ago. So the total number of mem- 
bers elected by the opposition to the Republican party of all 
kinds is 1 Democrat and 1 Populist in the senate, and 1 Demo- 
crat and 7 Populists in the house, making 10 out of 90. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question. 
I ask if the paper indicates how that very large number of Re- 
publicans expect to vote in the election of a United States Sena- 
tor 


Mr. PLATT. We know how they ought to vote. 

Mr, DOLPH. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] 
need not trouble himself about that. I am not troubling my- 
self about it. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD] seems to be worried all at once about the 
possibility that some little inconsistency may be developed in 
the treatment of the different industries and interests this 
bill, and therefore wants cotton bagging on the free list, because 
he does not want the Senate to do anything inconsistent. Hav- 
ing put grain bags on the free list, and barbed wire and binding- 
twine, for the benefit of the farmers, he now insists that the 
Senate must be consistent and put bagging on the free list for 
the benefit of the cotton-planters. . 

He did not say anything, I believe, about when this com- 
menced. It began by putting cotton ties on the free list for the 
benefit of the cotton-planter, but when it comes to the question 
of consistency, that does not seem to have had avery great deal 
of consideration in the forming of this bill. We had a duty on 
rice, which was only reduced 25 per cent, which was 118 per cent 
before the reduction began. 

Then there came up the question of the reduction of the duty 
on hay, the largest crop of the United States, and in behalf of 
the farmers who raise hay, a few of us tried to convince the Sen- 
ate that the same proportional reduction only should take place 
which had taken place on the rice industry; but that found no 
supporter? on that side of the Chamber. 

as it seems to me, this question of consistency does not cut 
very much of a figure in this matter, and I am glad to be able to 
stand up and say that this ought not to be done, that the indus- 
try of manufacturing cotton bagging ought not to be destroyed, 
because I believe there does not happen to be one single mill of 
that sort in New England. Therefore I shall not be accused of 
any sectionalism or any desire to promote the interests of my 
own section, when I say that I do not think that that industry 
ought to be destroyed. It is an industry in the West largely and 
in the South considerably. 

It is anindustry employing a great deal of capital and a great 
many men. The proposition now is to turn it over tothe tender 
mercies of foreign manufacturers and foreign trusts because of 
some supposed benefit which will inure to the cotton planter. 
It has been admitted that so far as this country is concerned 
all this cotton bagging is sold at a pres which exceeds what the 
cotton planter pays for it, though it is claimed that in the cot- 
ton which goes abroad it is deducted in the way of tare. 

But look at it. Whatever may have been the condition with 
regard to a trust in former times, that trust is broken up, and 
whatever prigo that trust may have imposed upon cotton plant- 
ers, there is no longer any complaint from cotton planters of the 
prios of this bagging. There was no complaintin 1890, and the 

uty on it under the present law, where it is valued at 6 cents or 
less a square yard, is only 32 pr cent ad valorem, and valued at 
more than 6 cents per yard, 26 per cent ad valorem, which the 
pending bill proposes to reduce to 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The price has gone steadily down under the manufacture in 
this country, and if you destroy this manufacture it will go stead- 
ily up under the manipulations and the combination of foreign 
manufacturers. The planter will get nothing. It will simply 
be the destruction of an industry which I am justas much inter- 
ested in the preservation of asifit werea New England industry. 

I do not know, Mr. President, that this delusion of free trade 
can ever be eradicated from the minds of the American people 
until they have had experience with it. It is possible that put- 
ting this article upon the free list may operate to give the 
American peoplea little experience of what the result of the free 
traders’ logic is really to be. It may be that putting it on the 
free list will at last convince the cotton planter that when he 
destroys a manufacturing interestin this country he gains noth- 
ing by it, and loses something. 

It may be that putting grain bags on the free list will have 
the effect to convince the Western grain grower than when he 
destroys an industry in this country the competition in which 
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nothing by it, but loses some- 


has reduced the price, he 

thing by it. If that sho be the effect it is e that the 
destruction which is to follow the adoption of this proposition 
will not have been too dearly purchased. : 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The question is on the amend- 
ment po d by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. EEPER. On that I ask for the and nays. 

The yeds and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAPFERY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY}. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and vote“ 7 5 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALDINGER]. If he 
were here I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
Iam with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin 
that we transfer pairs, so that the Senator from Wyoming will 
stand paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
SON] and we can both vote. 

‘ Mr. , MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Very well. Then I vote 

en.“ i 8 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), Lagain announce my 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY], and vote yea.“ 

The roll call was coneluded. 

Mr. CALL. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL]. If he were present I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. GORDON. The arrangement announced on the other 
yote will stand on this, andthe Senator from lowa[Mr. WILSON] 
will stand paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 
I vote 8 

Mr. BRICE, I desire to announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT], unless there is a ques- 
tion of a quorum, in which case I shall vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—H. 
Allen, Gibson, Squire, 

8 Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Türpie, 
Blackburn. Harris, Murphy, Vest, 
Blanchard, Hunton, Pasco, Vilas, 
Butler, Jarvis, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Coekre! Jones, Ark. Perkins, Walsh, 
Daniel TRAT Rosch. a 

el, A 
McLaurin, h, 
j NAYS—19. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Power, 
Allison, Dubois, MeMillan, Shoup, 
Chandler, 8 Manderson, ler; 
Cullom, ©, Patton, Washburn. 
Dixon, Higgins, Platt, : 
NOT VOTING—22. 

Bate, Faulkner, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, 
Brice, Gallinger, 1 Proctor, 
Caffery, Gorman, MoPherson, uay, 
Cali, Gray, m, 
Camden. Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Cameron, wiley, Morgan, Stewart, 
Carey, Morrill, Wilson, 
Davis, Irby, Palmer, Wolcott. 

So the amendment was d to. < 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 

The Secretary read as follows: 


272. Plax gill netting, nets, webs, and seines, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 3, 
to strike out thirty“ and insert thirty-five; soas to read 35 
per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
nen and move to strike out thirty“ and insert “‘ forty, in 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 


The SEORETARY. In line 3, itis proposed to strike out thirty” 
and insert “forty; ” so as to'read forty per cent ad valorem,” 

The PRES. G OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
8 0 proposed by the Senator from 5 


he amendment was to. 
CER. The reading of the bill will 


The PRESIDING OF: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

273. Ollcloth for floors, sta „ 
e 
. 8 specially pro or in this act, 30 per 

The committee reported an amendment to the paragraph, in 


line 8, after the word act,“ to insert valued at 25 cents or less 
per square yard, 20 per cent ad valorem; valued above 25 cents 
per square ya ;” and in line 11, after the word “yard,” to 
strike out “thirty,” and insert “thirty-five; ™ so as to read: 
273. Ollcloth for floors, stam painted, or ted, including linoleum, 
ticene, cork fi 
FCC 


at S cents or less per square yard, 20 per cent ad valorem; valued above 25 
cents per square yard, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move, in line 9, to strike out 
„twenty! and insert twenty-five;“ and in line II to strike out 
‘*thirty-five” and insert “forty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment by 
the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the committee 
1 — be aner ere F 

o SECRETARY. e 9, page 69, it is pro to strike 
out twenty“ and insert twenty-five;“ and 1 Ia 11 to strike 
out ‘‘ thirty-five” and insert forty:“ so as to read: 


273. Olicloth for floors, stam: painted, or F inclu linoleum, 
corticene, cork carpets, figu or and all other oilcloth (except silk 
oilcloth), and waterproof cloth, not vided for in this act, valued 
at S cents or less per square yard, 25 per cent ad valorem; valued above 25. 
cents per square yard, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment.as amended was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 


proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


274. Yarns or threads com of flax or hemp, or of a mixture of either 
ofthese substances, valued at 13 cents. or less per pound, 25 cent ad va- 
lorem; valued at more than 13 cents per pound, 30 percent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word substances,“ in line 13, it 
is proposed to strike out down to the word “pound,” in line 15, 
a insert after the word“ thirty,“ the word ‘*five;” so as to 
read: 

274. Yarns or threads composed of flax or hemp, 
of these substances, 35 per 5 ad valorem. RETESET CRIA 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The 8 OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
roceed. 
$ The Secretary read as follows: 
275. Collars and cuffs, and shirts, and all articles of wearing ap: are oe 


every description, not specially provided for in this act, com W. 
or H part ol inen. and Men hydraulic hose, 85 per cent * —— 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 17, 
after the word “cuffs,” to strike out and shirts,” and insert 
„composed wholly or in perk of linen, 55 per cent ad valorem; 
shirts;” in line 19, after the word “all,” to insert other,“ and 
in line 22, after the word “linen,” to strike out and linen 
hydraulic hose, thirty-five,” and insert ‘‘fifty;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

2755. ars and cuffs, composed w! 

8 and ail other 3 .. . — — 


ap 1 of every p- 
tion, not specially provided for in this ac compose wholly or in part of 
linen, 50 per cent we valorem. a 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out the words “fifty-five,” in line 18, and inserting 
30 cents per dozen pieces, and in addition thereto thirty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed in line 18 to strike out the 
word “fifty-five” and insert 30 cents per dozen pieces, and in 
addition thereto thirty ;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


A or in part ot linen, 30 cents 
pieces, and in addition thereto, T Shirts aud ail ochab 
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ticles of wearing a; of e T 
Fe en, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment to the amendment was 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 
ment as amended. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, we have here an absolutely pro- 
Reo ane ne for 8 am very glad = its iiye also a 
duty which, to rac sisas „or er, than 
the duty in the McKinle act, K am glad of that, too. It is not 
a duty which affects any body in the State of Connecticut. Iam 
glad of that, too. ‘ 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator is pleased all around. 

Mr. PLATT. Sol think I may be permitted, without doing 
any damage to the amendment proposed by the committee, to 
make some observations with regard to this protective Me- 
Kinley duty. I do not think it will be quite prohibitory, because 
there were imported last year, in all, 89,000 dozen collarsand cuffs, 
composed in whole or in t of linen, of the value of $93,000, on 
which there was $64,000 duty paid. 

Those, Mr. President, are the collars which dudes wear, and 
they would be imported if the tariff were 300 per cent instead of 
about 60 per cent, as it will be by 3 bill. To be a lit- 
tle more specific, the duty in the McKinley act was 30 cents per 
dozen and 40 per cent ad valorem. The duty now proposed is 30 
cents per dozen, and 30 per centad valorem. The equivalent 
duty under the greeny Shee was, as given, 68.54 per cent. 

As it is figured, it will be under the proposed amendment 58.54 

cent, a nominal apparent reduction of 10 per cent in the duty 
the McKinley law; but the changed conditions, the fall in 
price of collars, has been such that at the end of a year's time, 
when the record is made up, I have no doubt that the average 
ad valorem will be higher that giren by the duty under the 
McKinleyact. But that is no objection to it, in my mind. Iam 
qale willing that this industry should be continued in the United 

tates 


I congratulate the Democratic Senators that they have given 
us an absolutely protective and high tariff and, as I believe, pro- 
hibitive duty. Lemigestainte the men and women and girls en- 

in this occupation in Troy, that there will be no necessity 
for reducing their wages; that their can be kept up to the 
point atwhich they have been kept during the past two or three 
years, and that there will be no occasion even for a 10 per cent 
reduction of es, 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator how he can show 
that? When the duty is kept up on collars and cuffs at the old 
rate, and when other industries will be destroyed by the reduc- 
tions which have been made, will not the people who were em- 
ployed in those industries flock into this highly protected collar 
and cuff industry, so that the wages willbe lowered? 

Mr. PLATT. I hope not. I hope that this industry will be 
preserved for that radically Democratic city of Troy, and that 
no Democratic workingman, nor his daughter, nor anybody who 
has been engaged in this industry, will have their wages re- 
duced one penny. : 

But it was not so much to congratulate the Democratic Sena- 
tors on having thus come to this protective duty that I rose, as 
it was to call attention to-this paragraph as illustrating the 
evolution of tariff reform. 4 

Immediately after the election, as before it, we heard a great 
deal in this country about tariff reform. It was printed on 
every Democratic banner before the election, and even after the 
election it stood in black headlines at the head of the editorial 
columns of almost all the Democratic newspapers; and even, in- 
deed, when we came to this Congress, when we had this bill re- 
ported in another place, which I shall not designate, by a gen- 
tleman whose name ought no longer be connected with or at- 
tached to it, we were told that this bill embodied the real, gen- 
uine tariff reform upon which the election was won. Every 
speaker who advocated that bill in that place advocated it as a 
measure of Democratic tariff reform. 

I have not heard so much about that recently, Mr. President. 
Indeed, until the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to-day cau- 
tiously and incidentally mentioned it, I do not k I have 
heard those words in this Chamber for the last three weeks. 
The last time I remember to have heard them was when the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], evidently not understand- 
ing the changed condition in the Senate, beat his rub-a-dub on 
the drum of tariff reform. 

This is a paragraph which will bear looking at as well as read- 
ing, and I am going to ask to have it reproduced in the RECORD 
with my remarks in the same type in which ita: rsin the bill 
under consideration. It will indeed uire the explanations 


to. 
is on the amend- 


which are tobe found on the first page of the bill in order that aog 
reader of the RECORD may understand what represented tari 
reform on collars and cuffs at the different stages after this bill 
reached the Senate. 


The paragraph referred to is as follows: 

275. Collars and cuffs, and-shirts; composed 
wholly or in part of linen, Ẹ fifty-five] thirty 
cents per dozen pieces, and in addition thereto thirty 
per centum ad valorem; shirts and all other 
articles of wearing apparel of every description, 
not specially provided for in this Act, compose 
wholly or in part of linen, end-inen-hydeaulie 
hose, thirty-five fifty per centum ad valorem. 


Mr. PLATT. Before this bill reached the Senate, as I have 
said, it was tariff reform and 35 per cent ad valorem upon collars 
and cuffs, anda eors eset ere, whom I shall not mention, 
when he called the roll for this bill, which put aduty on collars 
and cuffs of 35 per cent ad valorem, said: 

This is a roll of honor. This is a roll ot freedom; and in the name of honor 
and in the name ot freedom, [summon every Democratic member of this 
House to inscribe his name upon it. [Loud and prolonged applause. ] 

That was tariff reform then; and I have heard that his as30- 
ciates were roused to such a pitch of exaltation by the bugle 
blast with which he summoned them torally around the standard 
of tariff reform, that after the roll of honor” had been made up 
they bore him in triumph from the Chamber on their shoulders, 
The Wilson bill came to the Senate, and we heard various sug- 
gestions—I shall notsay suspicions— that in some way or other 
the duty of 35 per cent ad valorem on collars and cutfs did not 
after all truly illustrate the doctrine of tariff reform. 

So, when the bill was being concocted in some room in this 
Capitol, into which we on this side of the Chamber could not get, 
and afterwards when a Democratic caucus was held and aoha 
printed bill, which we have not been permitted to see, was passed 
around among Democratic members of the Senate, it was all at 
once discovered that it took 55 per cent ad valorem on collars and 
cuffs composed wholly or partly of linen, to constitute the real, 
genuite, simon-pure Democratictariffreform. So, when the bill 
came in on the 20th day of March, the caucus having been held 
some timein February, we found the bill proposed to be amended 
by putting an ad valorem duty of 55 per cent on collarsand cuffs, 

I think that would have been protective, Mr. President; but 
it was not protective enough for somebody. Then there wera 
whisperings., In the meantime the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] informed the Senate that he was compelled by political 
exigencies” to submit to something that he did not want to 
submit to, which he did not believe in and which he was goin 
home to tell his constituents he did not believe in, but Submitted 
to it because he must. 

We are told by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that 
no Republican should have anything to do with the shaping of 
this bill. Very frank it was. So on the 7th of May the bill came 
in perfected by the so-called Jones amendments, and all the 
Democratic tariff reform which was embodied in 35 per cent ad 
valorem and then in 55 per cent ad valorem duty on collars and 
cuffs had disappeared, and the old staff of the tariff reform ban- 
ner, with the all tattered and törn, had graced the head of 
a procession of Democratic Senators who succeeded in pla 
a duty of 30 cents per dozen pieces and, in addition thereto, 
per cent ad valorem on collars and cuffs. 

We had just been told a little while before by the Senator 
from Indiana—I will not say the Senator from Indiana, but by 
the chairman of the Finance Committee that this ad valorem 
business was true, Simon pure, genuine tariff reform, that as 
cific duty was practically the synonym of protective plunder. 
That is the way he stated it—the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee, understand. 


The object in l specific duties like these and others is plainly mani- 
fest. Itis not desirable on the part of protected wealth that the people 
moua know how much tribute they pay, or to what extent they are plun- 

ered. 

* * 0 s 0 * s 

It is true that exceptional instances sometimes compel the use of 
duties, but it may be stated as a rule that tariff reform never adopts m if 
it can be avoided, and that the protectionist, on the other hand, shuns ad va- 
lorem rates as guilt shuns discovery. 


Ad valorem rates, then, gave the true ring to tariff reform. 
So in the House of Representatives it was 35 per cent ad valorem 
on collars and cuffs. en the Democratic caucus had ma 
ulated the bill, after its manipulation in a secret room in th 
Capitol, it was 55 per cent ad valorem on collars and cuffs. But 
when the final act comes, in which the protectionist ‘‘ shuns ad 
valorem rates as guilt shuns discovery,” we finda compound duty, 
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yad valorem and partly specific, of 30 cents per dozen pieces, 
and in addition thereto, 30 per cent ad valorem 
Mr. President, that has been all figured out by the expert of 


the committee. He tells us that the compound ad valorem and 


ific duty together will be 58.54 per cent ad valorem; ahigher 
valorem duty than is to be found upon any other article of 
textile manufacture; practically the same ad valorem duty 
which the wine and liquor schedule averages, which we dis- 
cussed this morning; that is to average 58.98 per cent, and these 
collars and cuffs are to average 58.54 per cent. 

I believe collars and cuffs, collars certainly, are worn by poor 
people. They are, as I zippora; articles of prime necessity, about 
all the Democrats wear them. I think there are few people in 
the land so poor, so abject, as not to wear collars and cuffs, and 
yet for somebody, in some way, mysteriously, this tariff reform, 
which fixed the duty originally at 35 per cent ad valorem, has 
been so stretched and eile that we have now a specifie ad 
valorem duty averaging 58.54 per cent, a duty upon these ar- 
ticles of prime necessity higher than any duty upon any textile 
fabric or upon the materials made from any textile fabric in the 

ill 


Why this was it is best, perhaps, not to inquire a great deal. 
Ido not want to hurt anybody's feelings, and Ido not want to 
imperil this duty, because I want it to.stand in the bill as an in- 
stance of the fact that tariff reform upon a discussed subject 
means McKinley duties pure and simple. $ 

I have my own ideas about how this occurred. There is an old 
saying that if you scratch a Russian you will find a Cossack,” 
and my observation has taught me that whenever you scratch a 
8 amendment in this bill you find a Democrat under it. 

ughter. 

Perhaps last is enough to say with relation to how this pro- 
tective duty came to be inscribed in this bill as an illustration 
of the beauties of tariff reform. 

I should like to go into this subject a little more at length, 
but I have not the time this evening; I am very anxious to get 
on with the bill; but it would be an exceedingly instructive half 
hour which might be spent here inquiring what has become of 
the professions of tariff reform on which the election was car- 
ried. But J refrain, Mr. President, and I close with a single re- 
mark illustrative of the course of tariff reform in the Senate, a 
sort of a parody on those famous lines of Bret Harte: 


For ways that are dark 
And tricks that are vain, 
This tariff reform is peculiar. 


en hter.] $ 

r. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to discuss this mat- 
ter at this time, except to ask a word of explanation of the 
honorable Senator from Missouri as to whether articles which 
are covered by this provision are, in the opinion of the commit- 
tee, a luxury or a necessity? 

Mr. VEST. Both. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the absence of the Senator from New 
York, who, I suppose, would naturally be expected to understand 
and defend this duty, I should be glad to have the Senator from 
Missouri, who is now present and who for the moment seems to 
be alone in the protection of this bill, to state whether this is a 
revenue duty or a protective duty? 

Mr. VEST. A revenue duty of course. [Laughter.] I am 
astonished the Senator should ask me that question. i 

Mr. ALDRICH. Imposed solely for the purpose of raising 
revenue? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course—a revenue duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would the Senator state about what per 
centage ad valorem it would be upon the ordinary kinds of collars 
and cuffs? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator does not wantany 
information from me about the tariff. i 

Mr. SQUIRE. How much revenue will be derived from it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I received a letter to-day from a very exten- 
sive importer, in which he said this duty would amount to 150 
per cent on the kind of collars and cuffs which the ordinary peo- 
ple of the country wear. I should be glad to have that state- 
ment confirmed or otherwise by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me that a Senator whose n 
stomach can stand 240 and 250 per cent on common wool clothing, 
ought not to at this duty on collars and cuffs. — 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator from Missouri has a much 
more sensitive stomach than that, and I wanted to find out what 
was the limit of his endurance in this regard. 

Mr. VEST. I have been associated with the Senator from 
Rhode Island so long that I have fallen into a few of his habits. 
I propose to Pet rid of them after this bill is disposed of; but for 
the present I leave him to explain this duty for himself, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Weare obliged tostand anything which 


is [necessary for the other side to do to get this bill through 
and once in awhile we are gratified with a protective duty and 
are disposed to cackle a little—to use the sweet and expressive 
word which the Senator from Missouri used in this debate— 
and we do not refrain from cackling over this vindication of 
Republican principles because the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. MURPHY] cackles also. 

I do not understand that the Senator from New York should 
be criticised for getting his share of what goes to the so-called 
conservative Senators on the other side of the Chamber. The 
Senator from Maine[Mr. HALE] who early in this debate grouped 
these Senators—and I think he spoke this afternoon on this sub- 
ject—will be obliged to rearrange his group, and perhaps absolve 
everyone of them. 

Some dozen or fifteen Senators, it was rumored early in the 
session, had organized either to prevent the passage of this bill 
or to secure a modification of it, and mey have gone on and se- 
cured the necessary modifications of the bill. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who spoke so 
smoothly the other day about this bill and its future passage, 
which was soon to take place, said to us that the bill as it camo 
from the House could not have commanded a majority of the 
Senate, that the bill as reported by the committee could not 
have commanded a majority vote in the Senate, but the Sena- 
tor from Maryland took pleasure in announcing that then the 
Democratic party was united, and the bill was about to pass. 

Then the Senator retired from the Chamber and we have not 
seen him since. We trustthat ifhe is not well, that he willsoon 
be restored to health, and that we shall see his cheerful and 
joyous countenance with us before this bill is put upon its pas- 


sage. . 

The Senator from Maryland omitted to tell us, in his mod- 
esty, that the two situations of which he spoke were created by 
him. He omitted to tell us that the bill could not poss the Sen- 
ate as it came from the House because he and the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. BRICE], as the two ringleaders of the conservative 
party, organized to prevent its passage. He did not tell us the 
bill as reported by the Finance Committee could not pass this 
body because he and the Senator from New York organized a 
conservative party in order to prevent its passage in the form 
in which it then stood. 

The Senator omitted to tell us much history which he might 
have usefully given to the Senate concerning this bill. The 
Senators composing the conservatives of whom I have spoken, 
the group of Senators whom the Senator from Maine has de- 
scribed, went on and got what they desired. 

It was first necessary, however, to capture and hold securely 
the Populists upon the other side of the Chamber, and they have 
been taken care of by free binding-twine, free barbed wire, and 
free lumber; and it may be that they are even now setting other 
trapsfor the Populist Senator who so pleasantly associates with 
Senators upon this side of the Chamber. At any rate, the Pop- 
ulist party was conciliated and taken care of. 

Then the conservative Senators from Maryland, West Vir- 
ginia, and Alabama, and the conservative Senator from Ohio 
were conciliated by a duty on iron ore and a duty on coal. Thus 
one after another the conservatives began to disappear. Ido 
not know whether the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], 
who made so brave a speech against the income tax, has been 
sufficiently conciliated or not, but time will tell upon that point. 

Under those circumstances, however, who can blame the 
genial junior Senator from New York for consenting to be 
conciliated? Why should any one criticise if he, in the general 
wreck of the conservative party among the Democrats, accepted 
at the hands of this generous committee a duty practically pro- 
hibitive upon collars and cufis? f 

Mr. President, as I understand, cotton coilars and cuffs, which 
were dutiable under the McKinley law, have disappeared from 
the list; and under the duties which are now proposed, with 
the fallin prices which bas taken place—which fall in prices 
upon other articles has been used by Senators npon the other 
side of the Chamber as some justification for reductions which 
they have made from the McKinley law, amounting to from 
one-fourth to one-half of the existing duties—the fall in prices 
has been such that upon the cheapest linen collars and cuffs, 
worth, say two and a half cents apiece, the two and a half cents 
duty derived from such collars and cuffs will be 100 per cent. 

Then there is 30 per cent ad valorem in addition. The duties 
upon the cheapest linen collars and cuffs under this bill will be 
130 per cent, and they will not be lower than 80 per cent in the 
case of any collars and cuffs which will be imported. 

Mr. President, that makes the mired almost prohibitive. The 
present duty has practically given the manufacturers of Troy a 
monopoly of the collar and cuff business. There have been 
substantially no importations of cotton collars and cuffs, and 
very few importations of linen shirts, and. as stated by the Sen- 
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ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], only importations of about 
$92,000 worth of linen collars and cuts under the present duty. 

With the fall of prices which has taken place, the duty which 
is now proposed, of 30 cents a dozen and 30 per cent ad valorem, 
is a prohibitive duty, and the monopoly of the manufacture of 
collars and cuffs for this country is pretty nearly given to the 
city of Troy, the Senator’s own home; and the Senators upon 
the other side of the Chamber, as well as the Senators upon this 
side, will undoubtedly vote to give that duty, and to present 
that testimonial of the protectionists in this Chamber to the 
junior Senator from New York as an evidence of the apprecia- 

ion in which his associates hold one of the most distinguished 
of the conservative party to which I have alluded. 

Mr. President, one other question remains. Is the last re- 
maining conservative to be conciliated? Is the income tax to be 
thrown over in order to pass this bill? I sincerely hope that 
the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Arkansas are 
making up their minds to perform the last act of conciliation. 
When they concede the exclusion of the income tax from this 
bill and everything has. been made dutiable which seeks a duty, 
except lumber and wool, they can then perform the last acts of 
mercy and I hope we shall have them reconsider their action 
upon lumber, put a duty upon wool, satisfy the farmers of the 
United States, and strike out the income tax from the bill and 
thus conciliate us all. 

If this could bs done, while I think the bill would be like a 
leopard, spotted with a little protection here anda little destruc- 
tion there, I should have a feeling that it might possibly pass the 
Senate. It would not be satisfactory to me and would not be a 
bill then constructed upon any consistent principle, such as a 

rotectionist would advocate, or such as the Senator from Texas 

Mr. MILLS], who wishes to destroy all protection, would advo- 
cate; but it would be a bill which, while destroying many indus- 
tries, would allow other industries to survive; the country would 
be saved from the Populist income tax, and, as I said, I think 
if all this could be done, the Senators upon this side of the 
Chamber would be willing to agree to fix a time when a vote 
might be taken upon the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was not very successful in 
securing an explanation of the provisions of this . 
from any Senator on the other side of the Chamber, and I assume, 
from their continued silence, that 1 shall not be able to obtain 
such an explanation. 

But there is another portion of this paragraph, however, to 
which I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri. 
After fixing a rate upon collars and cuffs which is amply pro- 
tective, as I think Senators on the other side might be willing to 
admit, the paragraph goes on in this way: 

Shirts and all other articles of wearing apparel of every description, not 
specially provided for in this act, composed wholly or in partof linen, 50 per 
cent ad yalorem. 

: Paragraph 258, which we have adopted to-day, reads as fol- 
ows: 

O 
scription, handikerchiots, and neckties Or neck wear, composed Ot cotton or 
other vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber-—— 

Including, of course, linen— 
ae a pare . 8 28 
Sot Specially. provided for in this ach, 10 per Sent Ad valorem Shite 

Here is one pike Nt fo that fixes a duty upon wearing ap- 
parel of every description * * * composed of cotton or other 
yegetable fiber at 40 per cent ad valorem,” and another which 
fixes the duty ‘‘on 5 of every description * * * 
composed wholly or in part of linen at 50 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. VEST. should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island, as a matter of information in which we are all interested, 
whether he does not think that the words“ not specially pro- 
va for in this act” would meet the criticism he is now mak- 

n 
r. ALDRICH. Those words are used in both paragraphs. 
They are alike in that respect. 

Mr. VEST. The provision fixing 50 per cent ad valorem, 
which we are now considering in the pending paragraph, is cer- 
tainly a special provision. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It applies, according to its terms, to shirts 
and al] other articles of wearing apparel of every description, 
and paragraph 258 applies to all articles of wearing apparel of 
every description, and both have the limitation “not specially 
provided for in this act.” They are both general clauses. 

Mr. VEST. There can be no trouble about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps there is no trouble about it, but it 
is very evident that two different rates of duty are imposed by 
these paragraphs upon the same articles. Under the similitude 
clause, I supposé, they would all pay the higher rate of duty, 50 
per cent ad valorem, unless specially enumerated in either par- 
agrapb; but the only articles enumerated in paragraph 258 are 


Hey chars neo ne or 5 ana 3 . eee 
ate paragra are shirts, which would pay r 
while . neckties, and neckwear would e aar k 
pay 40 per cent; but the two paragraphs are open to the same 
construction, and with the similitude clause operative also, 
these articles would pay 50 per cent. That, perhaps, may be 
what the Senator desires, and I aminclined to think it is what 
ought to be done; but certainly there is an apparent inconsis 
ency in rates. = 
e have two or more paragraphs applying to the same arti- 

cles—I have recited two of them—other paragraphs of the bill 
apply to wearing apparel composed of other material; for in- 
stance, the woolen schedule contains a paragraph fixing a rate 
for wearing apparel at 45 per cent,and we have also a provision 
in this schedule applying to miscellaneous manufactures, flax, 
hemp, jute, etc., of 35 per cent. So that we have in various 
parts of this bill Fag pee applying to similar miscellaneous 
munufactures of 35, 40, 45, and 50 per cent. 

I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that at some time be- 
fore the bill passes the Senate, these inequalities, which I sup- 


poso have arisen from the various degrees of pressure exercised . 


y different conservative Senators on various portions of the 
bill, may be equalized, and that we shall have some one rate, 
perhaps an average rate of say 45 or 50 per cent, which will a 
ply to all similar wearing apparel. If this is not done there will 

e inextricable confusion in the i of the law. 

Before I sit down, in answer to the question of the Senator 
from Colorado 3 TELLER], as to whether I am satisfied 
with this rate, I desire to say I am perfectly satisfied. I will 
add, if this entire tariff bill had been constructed on the 
collars-and-cuffs basis, there would have been no remonstrance 
or criticismfrom this side of the Chamber as to a single item. 
What I am criticising is that only a small portion of the bill 
is builded on the collar and cuff basis, and that portion is com- 
paratively unimportant. We have had within the last half hour 
some manufactured articles put upon the free list, and upon 
others a rate of duty of 125 and 150 per cent placed, and the lat- 
ter articles are of no more consequence than the former, and no 
better entitled to protective duties. 

I know it is too much to expect any N in the prep- 
aration of this bill, but I do think that some of these manifest 
and glaring defects should receive attention, and at some time 
before final action is taken I trust that some corrections will 
be made. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, we do not seem to get much ex- 
planation from the Senators in charge of this bill in regard to 
this particular item. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] the other day was po- 
lite enough to say in regard to this side of the Chamber that 
they cackled over the Oregon election. I am afraid there isa 

ander somewhere on the other side of the Chamber who has 
tenn sitting about twelve weeks on a cuckoo’s egg, who does 
5 seem disposed to cackle just now, or even to crow over this 

tem. A 

Mr. President, this bill was introduced by the honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance with a statement of principle; 
and although I suppose that honorable Senator has lett the de- 
tail of some of these matters to his lieutenants, yet he is still in 
command of hisarmy. He used this language: 

Darkness and deception lurk in the very principle of specific rates of duty. 

* = * kd 9 è $ 

This is the favorite device of high protection. 

+ * 2 + s * * 

That the people should know how much tribute they pay, or to what ex- 
tent they are plundered. 

And the Senator gave as an illustration the specific duty on 
shirt buttons. He said it was no consolation for an In a 
farmer who paid one-sixth of 1 cent,as it turned out to be on 
ciphering on the buttons on his shirt, so that he would get six 
buttons additional at a duty of a cent, to know that that was 
covered up by a specific duty. 

Here it is proposed to add to the high ad valorem duty of 50 
per cent on the shirt, 30 cents a dozen on cuffs and collars. 
which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] says 
is a little over 100 per cent ad valorem, and a specific duty: I 
should like to know on what principle that is vindicated. 1 
think we are entitled to some explanation, as are the American 

2 75 as to what is the reason of putting on every man's shirt 

this country this plunder; what is the reason for cheatin, 
every Indiana farmer, not only a sixth of 1 cent—I believe tha 
is taken off—but cheating evon Indiana farmer to the amount 
of 150 per cent on his shirt and his shirt collar. 

Will the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] kindly tell us? 
The Indiana farmer is ready for revolution against these plund- 
ering outlaws and robbers, when he pays asixth of a cent on his 
shirt buttons, and yet he is going to pay an addition of 30 per cent 
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ad valorem, over 100 per cent, on his co! and cuffs, more than | is inducing the Democratic party to put these things, which 
thirty tim: 88 as much, and he is going to comforted by the fact | they say are crimes, robbery, ana ARET ra do not say so—into 


that that is what his favorite statesman, the 
ator from Indiana recommends, the t economist of this gen- 
eration, the champion of the oppressed and plundered Democracy, 

the wicked robber barons, and he, indeed, is responsible 
for it. Will not the Senator from Texas tell us? 

Mr. MILLS. With the greatest pleasure in the world. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to hear it. 

Mr. MILLS. I thought you would come to me directly, and I 
was just waiting for you, and came over close by you on purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. Lam glad to see the amiable smile on the Sena- 
tor’s countenance. 

Mr. We found ourselves in a situation where it was 
necessary to make this concession in order to prevent some 
other barons, who were engaged an pe the poopie of 
the United States out of about $300,000,000 on woolen goods and 
$125,000,000 on eign goods, and in order to reduce that plun- 
der about $150,000,000 on woolen goods and not so much on cot- 
ton goods—very little, I believe, on them—we thought we could 
afford to stand a 4 rise on collars and cuffs. 

Mr. HOAR. Ah, Mr. sident, that is not the way to state it. 
The Senator is not standing “alittle rise on collarsand cuffs;” he 
is doing a little cheating and stealing himself, according to 
his account. He takes to the highway with his bludgeon in his 
hand, apd says, There is a man n the highway who is plunder- 
ing at large; and therefore, in order to discourage him, I will 
‘tare to the byways and lanes, and doalittle plundering my- 
self.” 

That is the difficulty; but I should like to have the Senator go 
alittle further. I ask how is it that it was necessary to do 
this? How dig itha pen that his friends on the Democratic side 
of the Chamber, who are a clear majority, would not have voted, 
for this bill if the principle of the Senator from Indiana had 
been carried out? 

Mr. MILLS. Your friend from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] has been discussing all the conservatives and knows more 
abont the matter than I do, and he knows what isthe fact. The 
Senator had better c xamine him. 

Mr. HOAR. I do think the Senator quite answers this 
cross-examination. I did not talk about the —.—.— from New 
Ham „who knows it and has the facts, as I dare say; but 
I want to get the facts out of this witness, who, when I was ad- 
dressing the court on a legal proposition, stood up and volun- 
teered his testimony, have him say how it was necessary to 
get votes to pass the bill, and what votes are they? 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator knows that. He asked me for the 
facts,and I gave him the facts, and I answered that the bill could 
not be without concessions. 


Mr. HOAR. Why not? 
Mr. MILLS. I do not want to go into particulars. 
Thes 


Senator wants me to go into our family af- 


Mr. HOAR. 
Mr. LS. 
fairs, and is asking me to discuss matters he has no right to 


know. I deny the jurisdiction of the court tò institute the in- 
quiry. hter. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator seems to me to use . 
I do not use it in the offensive sense—but Burke spoke of a gen- 
tleman in the British Parliament who had sneaked out of a 
difficulty which he had boldly strutted into. Of course that 
phrase of Burke is not applicable to so gallant and chivalrous 
a Senator as my friend from Texas. He said he would tell why 
it was that this thing had to be done. 


Mr. MILLS. I told you why. 
2 rece gets up and asks us why is it nec- 


. ts. The Ameri 1 
essary r their family secre e American people 
will want to knoe the policy of the party which is pestle! Se 
this country, they will want to know why it is that moy have 
got to be taxed and plundered, as the Senator says, and when 
asked the reason the answer is, it is a family secret. This is 
the first time f have ever heard in an econo c discussion such 
a doctrine avowed. 

Mr. President, it is not a family secret and it is not a neces- 
sity. This breach of the promise made to the New England man- 
8 to put coal and iron on the free list can not be vin- 

cated by the Senator from Texas, or anybody else, on the 


nator from a coal producing State has risen in his 8 a 
eclared that he should have veted for the bill which the ma- 
jority of the Democratic party supported whether coal had been 
or had been protected. 

It is not the necessity of passing this bill, which the Presi- 
dent in advance said he sppraved, and which the House of Rep- 
resentatives have sent us; itis the fear of popular ind tion 
in the election and itis the hope of saving some Southern or 
Northern communities interested in certain manufactures which 


l Senato that they can not pass their bill without it, for ever, 


great and good Sen- this 


measure. : 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me? 

Mr. HOAR. It is another delusion, a mistake, a pretense, that 
this bill is made up in this way because they can not pass a bet- 
terone. It is e up in this way because they can not face 
the popular indignation with a worse one. 
Now a to the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Lask the Senator from Texas, through the 
Senator from Massachusetts, the question, whether any asser- 
tion could be made—I think no assertion has been made—that 
any Senator sitting upon that side of the Chamber would have 
eee gie this bill, unless this duty on collars and cuffs had 

n pu 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Rhode Island showed on the 
floor of the Senate some weeks ago that he knew more about this 
business than I did, and there is no use of him asking me ques- 
tions. The Senator knows all about this thing from top to bot- 
tom, from center to circumference. ` 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, the substance of it then is, when 
there is adeparture in pleading, my honorable friend from Texas 

leads guilty and throws himself on the mercy of the court. 


IDING OFFICER (Mr. JARVIS in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Fi- 
nance as amended, 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The F OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
roceed. 

K The Secretary read as follows: 


276. Laces, embroideries, neck rue 
FTT 
. embroidered by hand or machinery, 


and ar made wh 
tuckings, or allofthe above-named 
cotton, or other ve 


of them, or a mixture of any of them is the component 
value, not specially provided for in this act, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words in- 
closed in brackets in the printed bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2, page 70, after the word “ our- 
tains,” to strike out. “and other similar,” and in line 3, after the 
word “embroidered,” to strike out or hemstitched.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
meny] proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, which will be 
stated. g 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, page 70, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘forty *and insert sixty;“ so as to read, 60 per cent ad 
valorem.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. FER. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out“ sixty“ and inserting ‘‘ seventy-five.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from to the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, these are articles which are 
properly classified among the luxuries for which people are well 
able to pay if they wear them; and according to the rule which 
I have adopted for myself, atleast, that the luxuriesshould bear 
the burdens and not the necessaries, I think 75 per cent is not 
too gs a duty on this class of articles. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kansas, I know, is laboring 
under a mistake about this matter. These are not articles of 
luxury. The units of value show that they are the cheapest 
sort of cotton embroideries, used by servant girls and people not 
able to buy any better. It is as much a matter of paonon fo 
them, considering their social rank, i any article can possibly 
be. These are not the fine laces of the rich and luxurious, but 
they are the commonest laces and the plainest articles of every- 
day wear by women in the lower classes of life. Some of the 
laces are very fine, it is true, but I speak of the large majority 
of them. i 

Mr. CULLOM. Are there no other classes of than those 
described in this paragraph in the bill anywhere? e Senator 
says these are common laces of the poorer people. 

r. VEST. As a matter of course, this embraces all of them, 
but I am spe of the large mass embraced in this paragraph 
which are not of high value. It is an ad valorem duty. 


aterial of chief 
40 per cent ad valorem. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The suggestion of the committee in regard 
to this paragraph means a reduction of over $3,000,000 in rey- 
enue to be derived from articlesof pas luxury. Notwithstand- 
ing the statement of the Senator from Missouri, I say there is 
not an article in this paragraph which is not an article of lux- 
ury, an article of voluntary use. 

Mr. VEST. And of high value? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of high and low value. Most of them are, 
of course, of high value. This includes all the laces, except silk 
laces; the finest of the high-priced cotton laces, all the high- 
priced linen laces, all the laces used by the rich people of the 
country; and if there is any article in the bill upon which ahigh 
revenue duty should be levied it is upon the articles contained 
in this paragraph. To reduce the revenue $3,000,000 u arti- 
cles of this kind and increase duties, as Senators on the other 
' side propose to do, upon sugar and other necessariesof life is an 
outrage upon the American people. 

Mr. CULLOM. I find that paragraph 301 reads: 

Laces and articles made dee or in t of lace, and embroideries, in- 
eluding articles or fabrics embroidered by hand or machinery, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those arelaces composed of silk. That para- 

ph includes all the other laces. Of course, cotton laces and 
eas laces are the most expensive laces. They are used by the 
rich people of the country. The finestlaces in the world are in- 
cluded in this paragraph, and I desire to have the yeas and nays 
upon my amendment, which restores the rate in the existing 
law, which is 60 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Iam compelled to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island if this is an outrage, what was the MeKinley law in re- 
gard to this provision? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rate in the McKinley law was 60 per 
cent, which I think is a fair revenue duty upon this class of 
articles. I think revenue ought to be derived by an imposition 
of high rates of duty upon articles of luxury. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator not think these duties are high 
enough on these very fine laces which are used by rich and lux- 
urious ee 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we should probably eollect as much 
revenue at 60 per cent as at seventy-five. Some of these articles 
are easily smuggled. If we put the duty too high, of course it 
would only lead to fraud and evasion of the law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH}. 

Mr. HALE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], whom I do not 
see in the Chamber, but I have aright to vote to make a quorum. 
I vote “nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], but I trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], and 
vote nay. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] to the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and vote yea.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
Son]. If he were present I should vote ‘“‘ yea,” 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). [ am paired with 
the Senatorfrom New Hampshire[Mr.GALLINGER]. Ifhe were 
here I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. The Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] is paired with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. Isuggest to the Senator from Dela- 
ware that we transfer our pairs, so that the Senator from New 
Jersey will stand paired with the Senator from Oregon, and we 
can both vote. ; 

Mr. HIGGINS. That will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. VILAS. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote “yea.” 

The roll call was conciuded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. IRBY] and vote nay.“ 

Mr, GO N. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from New York [Mr. Hill], 


which relieves the Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. LopGr]and 
Hipa so that we may both vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

r. LODGE. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote. Ivote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. Ihe were present I should vote nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I see that the Senator from = 
WALSH], to whom I transferred my pair with the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], has returned to the Chamber and 
voted. I shall therefore be compelled to withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Aldrich, Frye, MeMillan, Shoup, 
Allison, Hale, Patton, 8 
Chandler, Higgins, Peffer, Teller, 
Cullom, Hoar, Perkins, Washburn, 
Dixon, Kyle, Platt, 
Dubois, Lodge. Quay, 

NAYS—28. 
Blackburn, Dantel, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Lindsay, Smith, 
Brice, Gordon, McLaurin, Vest, 
Caffery, Gray, Morgan, 
Camden, Harris, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, H i Walsh, 
Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—35. 
Allen, Faulkner, MePherson, Power, 
Berry. A Martin, Ransom, 
Butler, Gorman, Milis, Sherman, 
Call Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Cameron, Hawley, M: „ Wis. Turpie, 
Carey, y Morrin, Wilson, 
Irby, Palmer, Wolcott, 

Dolph. Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
‘The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


277. All manufactures of fax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber (ex 
cotton), or of which flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, ex: 50 — 5 
is the component material of 


value, not specially provided or fn this 
act, 30 per cent ad valorem. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Inlines 12 and 13, I move to strike 
out the words flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, ex- 
cept cotton,” and insert these substances, or either of them.” 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if that is not 
ungrammatical? : 

1 JONES of Arkansas. Perhaps the word “is” ought to 
Fare. 


Mr. GRAY. I donotthink so. Is the Senator from Massa- ~ 


chusetts quite right about that? 

Mr. HOAR: It is a debatable question, but I think it is bet- 
ter as the Senator from Arkansas now leaves it. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas make it is or “are”? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the word “is” is correct. 
Let it remain is.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 15, I move to strike out 30“ 


and insert 35;“ so as to read; 35 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. y 

Mr. HOAR. In my absence some days ago the Senator from 
Arkansas was kind enough to pass over an item in regard to 
spectacles, which is a manufacture largely carried on in my dis- 
trict. I desire to address the Senate very briefly on that mat- 
ter to-morrow morning, if the Senate will take it up now and let 
it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to go back to paragraph 258, 


page 66. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read the paragraph, as follows: 

258. Clothing ready made, and artic wearing 
tion, DARA NIONE ae 8 or ee 8 — —— oun 
vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable Aber is the com ent 
SRR Se hs S Bn 
vided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 7 e 

Mr. VEST. In lines 14 and 15 I move to strike out the words 
or other vegetable fiber,” so as to confine it to cotton. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the adop- 
tion of the amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is objection, because those words will 
have to be putin paragraph 275, : 

Mr. VEST. t words? 


t 
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M. ALDRICH. The words or other vegetable fiber. I sug- 
est to the Senator from Missouri to leave that for the present. 
t will need, I think, a careful comparison of the various para- 

graphs to arrange it properly. 

Mr. VEST. It can be passed over, but I do not think that is 

3 
Mr. ALDRICH. It will be necessary to put something in its 


lace. 
= The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
over for the present. 

Mr. HO Lask consent that the Senate go back to para- 
graph 98, on page 19, relating to spectacles, which was passed 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts requests that to-morrow morning the Senate shall take up 
the p: raph indicated. Is there objection? TheChair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand that Schedule K is to be passed 
over until tomorrow morning. Is my understanding correct? 

Mr. HARRIS. That will be the result. I will say to the 
Senator that it will not be taken up this evening. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to give notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing as soon as Schedule K is taken up I shall move to amend the 
first paragraph by inserting the provisions of the present law 
with relation tothe duties onraw wools, excepting that the rate 
of duty will be decreased about 40 per cent. I shall have the 
ao arranged in the morning. 

r. QUAY. Idesire to announce that to-morrow when the 
woolen schedule is reached for consideration it is my purpose to 
resume the remarks on that schedule which were interrupted 
some four week ago. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
and 6 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, June 12, 1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 11, 1894. 
SURVEROR OF CUSTOMS. z 


Buchanan Schley, of Maryland, to be pos be of customs in 
the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland.. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


W. Oscar Hamilton, of Texas, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of Texas. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
To be post chaplain. 
Ruter W. Springer, of Illinois. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


First Lieut. Randolph Dickens, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a capin, 

Second Lieut. Cyrus S. Radford, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Thomas C. Treadwell, United States Marine 
Corps, to be a first lieutenant. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Seri Assistant Engineer Warner B. Bayley, to be a chief 
eer. 
Assistant Engineer Martin A. Anderson, to be a passed assist- 
ant engineer. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Samuel J. Tetley, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the 
county of St. Francois and State of Missouri. 

William K. Spiller, to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Alabama. 

W. M. Dunklee, to be 53 at Christiansburg, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Virginia. 

Joseph J. Wharton, to be postmaster at Morgantown, in the 
county of Monongalia and State of West Virginia. 

James J. White, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county 
of Alameda and State of California. 

Nicholas C. Stanton, to be postmaster at West Liberty, in the 
county of Muscatine and State of Iowa. 

wi H. Morgan, to be postmaster at Northumberland, in 
the county of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 11, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by 
HENDRIX, D. D., of Kansas City, bishop of t 
copal Church South. 

shed ournal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Rey. EUGENE R. 
e Methodist Epis- 


LEAVE OF, ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business, 

To Mr. GROSVENOR, for one week. 

To Mr. WILSON of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of sickness 
in his family. 

To Mr. ONHLL of Missouri, on account of ill health. 

To Mr. PAYNTER, indefinitely. 


PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF BETHEL SPRINGS, TENN. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 725) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to the trustees of the Presbyterian Church 
in Bethel Springs, Tenn., out of any moneyin the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of 8100, being for the use, occupation, and damage to 
Said church by the Army of the United States during the late war. 

Mr. ENL OE. Iwould like to have an amendmentstriking out 
the word“ damage, and making the clause read for use and 
oceupation.” I ask unanimous consent that the bill be amended 
in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on consent to consider 
the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. COOMBS. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to have some explanation of the bill, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, thisis one of the claims which 
arose some thirty years ago, and I think it had better be consid- 
ered with other claims of that class on Friday. I object to it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will state to the gentleman from neta, Fa 
that this isa cig psig church, in a Republican community. 
The people are all loyal there, and they vote his ticket. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ido not care whether it is Republican or 
Bence, Tdo not care about their politics, one way or the 
other. 

Mr. ENLOE. It is sufficient for the gentleman that thisclaim 
comes from a Southern State. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


WILLIAM A. WINDER. 


Mr. BOWERS of California, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill (H. R. 450) to re- 
store William A. Winder to the Army, and to place him on the 
retired list with the rank of captain of artillery. 

The bill was read, as follows: , 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is hereby authorized to appoint and 
restore to his proper rank in the Army, as captain of artillery, and to place 
him onthe retired list, Willlam A. Winder, of San Diego, Cal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. ENLOE. Lat us have the 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. hope.the gentleman will 
withdraw that demand. I want to ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of a bill which has been pending for several 
years here. s 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
demands the regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
draw that demand. 

Mr. ENLOE. If I can not have a bill considered by unanimous 
consent once during a session, no other man shall. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Ihave not hadabill considered 
in that way in three years. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S.1950) to author- 
ize the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad Companies, or 
either of them, toconstructand maintain a bridge over the Dela- 
ware River between the States of New Jersey and Pennsylvania. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passsd with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 5778) to supply a deficiency in the 
grant of public lands to the State of Mississippi for the use of 
the State University; in which the concurrence of the House wag 
requested. 


7 order, Mr. Speaker. 


Thope tlie gentleman will with- 


1894. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: y 

A bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Edward Morrison and Nellie 
Morrison, now deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize construction 
of a bridge at Burlington, Iowa, approvo August 6, 1888, and 
amended by act approveđ 3 1, 1890. 

The message fürther announced that the Senate had passed 
bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requestsd: 

A bill (S. 210) for the relief of Wetmore & Brother, of St. 
Louis, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 544) to reclassify and prescribe the salaries of rail- 
way postal clerks; and r 

A bill (S. 1301) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Hiram Somerville. 


PRESIDENTS’ MESSAGES, PROCLAMATIONS, ETC. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
present a privileged report from the Committee on Printing. 
The report was read, as follows: 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, Apri! 3, 1894. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth 3,000 copies of the complete compilation of all 
the annual, special, and veto me: , proclamations, and inaugural ad- 
dresses of the Presidents of the United States from 1789 to 1894 inclusive; 
800 copies for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of the House. 
The TERN shall be prepared under the direction of the Joint Committee on 


The committee have considered the concurrent resolution . 
Mr. BAILEY, of Texas, into the House of Re mtatives on Apr 3, 1894, 
which was referred to this committee, and which provided for the printin 
and bin in cloth of 3,000 copies of the compilation of all the annu 
fal, and veto meee proclamations, and ina dresses of the 
residents of the Uni States from 1789 to 1894 inclusive, and direct me to 
report the same with the recommendation that it do 
e committee are of the pom that these various public documents 
consolidated into one publication will be of great historic value. They do 
not exist in such form. It is almost impossible to refer to them in their 
resent form of publication. The demand for such a publication as a pub- 

c document as is contemplated by the resolution is so obvious and mani- 
fest no argument need be adduced therefor by the committee. 

The compilation provides very properly that the work shall be prepared 
and printed under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing of the 
two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, is that resolution open to 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then I move to strike out 3, 000,“ and in- 
sert 10,000.“ It seems to me that in the case of a publication 
of such importance an edition of 10,000 would not be at all too 
large. I knowof no publication which would be of more general 
interest. Three thousand copies would hardly be enough for 
the public libraries of this country, to say nothing about private 
libraries. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is a valuable publi- 
cation, and if the gentleman will move an amendment to make 
the number 6,000, 2,000 for the Senate and 4,000 for the House, 
I will not object. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well; I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


REPORT OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to report from 
the Committee on Printing a resolution for printing the annual 
report of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology. The print- 
ing of this document has not yet been ordered, although it is 
provided for in the printing bill pasoa by the House. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved bythe House of Representatives (the Senateconcurring), That there be 
printed at the Government Printing OMce 8,000 copies each of the thirteenth 
and fourteenth annual reports of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology, 
with accompanying ay and illustrations, and uniform with the preced- 

volumes of the series, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 
2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for distribution 
by the Bureau of Ethnology. 

The report was read, stating the estimated cost of the print- 
ing at $12,000, and recommending an amendment striking out 
such of the resolution as provides for the printing of the thir- 
teenth annual report, the same having been already ordered. 

The amendment of the committee to strike out after ‘8,000 
copies” the word ‘‘each,” and to strike out before the word four- 
teen” the words ‘‘ thirteen and,” was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

The committees were called for reports, and no reports were 
presented. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEARD. This being District day, I desire to call upa 
bill now on the Calendar, reported from that committee—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. [Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. This be- 
ing District day, will it be necessary to postpone each of the bills 
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which may be presented by the District Committee before it w 
be in order to move to go into Committee of the Whole for t 
consideration of appropriation bills? 

The SPEAKER. Under the practice that would be neces- 
sary. This day being assigned to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, that committee may call up any matter of District 
business which is on the Calendar, but upon each bill as called 
up the question of consideration may be raised. 


POLICE FUND OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. I desire to call up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7238) making permanent provision for the police fund of 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Two 
weeks ago, when we were engaged in the consideration of Dis- 
trict business, we had a bill pending when the House adjourned. 
I wish to inquire whether the regular order does not require 
the taking up of that bill now. 

Mr.COOMBS. The gentleman refers to a bill with reference 
to asuburban railroad? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Les, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. According to my understanding of what has 
been the uniform practice, it is optional with the committee 
what bill on the Calendar they shall call up for consideration. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But the House was engaged in the consid- 
eration of that bill. 

Mr. HEARD. I understand that; but on the same day the 
House had under consideration another bill which was laid over 
for want of a quorum. So that, as far as that matter is con- 
cerned, the question would beas to which one of those bills would 
have precedence; I 9 it would be held that the bill first 
laid aside and with which the House had farthest progressed 
would take precedence. 

Mr. COOMBS. But J suggest to the gentleman that the bill 
to which he now refers was withdrawn from the consideration 
of the House. 

Mr. HEARD. Only temporarily. 

TheSPEAKER. The rule provides that— 

The second and fourth Mondays in each month shall, when claimed by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, be set apart for the consideration 
of such business as may be presented by said committee. 

Mr. HEARD. The bill which I now call up will not, I think, 
receive one adverse vote in the House. The bill to which the 
gentleman from Iowa has referred will probably be contested; it 
may be passed or may be defeated. The bill Inowcallup demands 
immediate action. It provides for replenishing the police fund 
of this District which, as the Chief of Police informs us will, with- 
out this provision, be entirely depleted within a month. The 
immediate necessity for action on this bill and the fact that it 
will, as I assume, meet with no opposition is the reason I pro- 
pose bringing it first to the attention of the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it your intention to call up afterward 
the bill that we were considering the other day? 

Mr. HEARD. In perfect candor I will say to the gentleman 
that upon consultation with the committee it is my purpose to 
call up after this biil is disposed of, a bill drawn by the Com- 
missioners and approved by the committee, to provide for the 
extension of the Georgetown cable road to a point opposite the 
Aqueduct bridge, a measure which we believe will meet with 
no opposition, and then to revert to those bills which have here- 
tofore been considered and left undisposed of. 

I was about to spree to the House, in view of the importance 
of this measure, that we may have order while the bill is being 
read, and the report of the committee. The report of the com- 
mittee is practically the report made by the Chief of Police, 
Maj. Moore, covering all of the facts in connection with the 
matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Should not this bill be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. HEARD. It is on the Union Calendar, and, if the point 
of order is made, it would have to be considered there. I would 
ask, however, unanimous consent that it be considered in the 


House. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make some observations on an 
opinion recently given by the attorney of the District Commis- 
sioners, and if I can have an opportunity for that I shall not ob- 
ject to the request of the gentleman. 

Mr. HEARD. It will afford me pleasure to extend every 
facility that the gentleman from Maine may desire in the way of 
discussion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

entleman from Missouri to consider this bill in the House as 

Committee of the Whole? 

There was no objection. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 


shall hereafter, begin r ear 
930,009, or so N ther may be necessary, of the moneys received for 
municipal licenses issued for the sale of arer of tho United States in 2 ie 
triet, and deposit the same with the Treasurer of the States 
credit of the police fund, and apply the same, i as far as may be 8 
carry out the provisions of “An act andere B to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the ae of Columbia for the fiscal 
approved February 25, 


2 ending June 30, and for other p 
885, for the relief of any policeman who, by received or disease con- 


jury 
tracted in the line of duty, or, having served not less than fif 
shall become so permanently disabled as to be disc! ed 
therefor, and in case of his death from such injury or * es 
widow or children under 16 years of age, for their relief: Provided, That 
such relief shall not exceed for any one policeman or his family the sum of 
$50. per month, and shall not bo to a widow who remarries; and a sum 
not — 875 may be allowed from said fund to nap the funeral ex- 
penses of any policeman dying in the service of the Distric 


Mr. HEARD. I desire to have the report of the committee 
1 76 „as it a the case more fully and completely thanI could 

o it m 

The port (by Mr. HEARD) was read, as follows: 

ae Committee on the er of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 


for the a poos fund in the District 
ered the same, report it to 


re, etropolitan 
pey and necessity for the Mone ny ks mani l 
bill, ther with 7 tion 
subject. the l f the District ot 
recomme said 


Sır: The ee ce pension fund will be depleted another 1 Leni 
after it will be a question as to how a led ＋—— 30 3 
children will derive a livelihood. umerated have been a 

of 81,036. The of the 


charge upon the fund at a monthly nucleus of 
fund on which the seen been de; ent was created by act of Congress, 
August6, 1861. 3 on reads as follows: 
“AU fines imposed by the board of upon 3 255 police force, 
and collectable or salary, andallrewards, fees, 
2 and „ that may be paid paid and given forextraordi- 


Bae OF a potina prag. except when allowed to be 
„shall be the treasurer of the board 
te the boards and, 


pE 
: 
i 


the ot 5 maydecome a 
board may discontinue such al- 


any satisfactory 
TASR boing 7 5 that it made no allowance for officers who 
migh t be discharged on unt of ty 838 in the line 
of duty, the following pro was ted act making &p- 
— ‘tions for the el rea ofthe District of Columbia f for the fiscal year 
Juni a) 
ee hereafter the 


mo ago proved 

Commissioners 6 
which sum so deducted shall be added to and forma 

to be invested in the United States or Dis- 

the United States, and be held 

fth Commissioners ners for expendi 


policoman’s und; but 
reason.” 


come so permanently bled as 
and in case of his death fen ce injury or di 
children under 16 poses. 22'S for their relief; 

shall not exceed for any one policeman or his family the sum of $50 per 
month; anda n Os exconting STE MAY be allowed from paid f fund to de- 
a tho, funeral expenses of any policeman dying in the service of the 


ae the one of the of this ae which became immediately opera- 
tive, a large number of a men who had been on the force from the time 
of its organization in 1861 were eligible to retirement under its provisions. 
Up to that time the Department had been in existence Maer eee’ ‘our É doe 
the law became o tive ninety-one allowances have been mad npon 
the recommendation of an impartial board, com: of the ne 0 
lice, two lleutenants, and the attending areas of police. These all 
range from the maximum of 850 to the um of #10 per — "an peo 
vided by law, and an examination of the papers submitted to the accounting 
officers of the Treasury in each case will reveal the fact that the highest pen- 
sion was given only to those by whom it had been justly earned. Physical 
condition, cause of disability, length and kind of —— were taken into 


consideration, the evidence ofthe lice 9 who attended famine ie 
me his disability occurred the 


during his active career or at thet 
principal basis for the award. 
In the eight years a which have elapsed since thelaw went into effect but 19 
licemen have been granted the maximum of 850, while 1 has n allowed 
4 890, and 5 825 co month. Some of these have died. One widow has 
— wen 890, 8 825, an A 26 deo per month; 82 dependent children have been 
mor Sheu approved melcaney S TAS a SC Oe Prono of 
law a) re’ 

the United States shows that the Commissioners had in their charge, under 


the o lact of 1861, a total cash fund of 827,469.10, which was turned over 

—— — 1. urer of the United States, the en-. Commisstoner; rer the 
port, the first year after the the custodian of 

fund, shows thas the sum paid for the benedl o f policemen amounted to 

year from that time shows demands 


upon the fund, until in 1893 the sum of 81 


420 . — dodgy Seer ee dug 
dependent upon it, an increase of over 


those 
cent in eight years. It must 


ma total PAAP 


arae Das 


be paid by each m of 3 8 
abont 8100 from fines and re turned in to th 2 rou 
3 to keep up the monthly expenditure —— 8 y t a from ot 
jon Dax moih a 
vo 


as one of the most important * aaao now 
r that Congress make immediate 1 Ò care 
for those who are been heretofore dependent upon the pension fund and 
those who may be ee ere a t hereafter. pipe * has been co. wre | 
all its phases, and I am fully convinced, as I y 
eet urged upon the members of this eae thatthe best mead wo 
provide for this emergency, and for ensuing years, is to set aside from as 
to year, from sums paid the District of Columbia as excise or liquor-license 
fees, a sum sufficient to meet such 
As to the amount yes I have the honor to invite your attention 
letter addressed to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 5 555 
date of October 21, 1905, wherein I asked “ that the sum of $3,951.88 be Ate 
in the deficiency estimate for the ensuing fiscal year, to enable this 
ment to continue in effect the 1 of police-relief act of Pein ec ap- 
proved February 25, 1885,” tated that? the current rate of expe. 
ture is about $1,710 month, and will .be $20,520 for the year, legving a de- 
ficiency, vided there are no further retirements and funeral expenses to 
2 of 88,951.88. For the support ot those now dependents, and at the 
* — would ber quired for the fiscal year 1805, b O 
pe req he year } 
Penses, there wr I have to state that the police pension fund has become 0 
8 Spe in the police institutions t out the United S 
° phy Se M in fact, hasa 8 lice o; tion without a AMAA of 
which to provide tor relief of its sick or disabled police- 


or their widows and orphans. These Le in varlous 
2 New Yorki sey epee ist of Jan 

derived excise money over by the comp! r, it 
erro many to $234,277.50, the T dieburion being 227.99, pro- 
vision for X V Š 

etectives, 2 surgeons, SO 

In Brooklyn the fund for 1892 amounted to 81 . , of which $78 500, < or20 
Br pe OR excise fees. ` 


ve enactment requires compulsory retire- 
The account of 


from 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE De vag org ag Oy 


= eee 62 ee the District of Columbia recommend 
avorable action upon the 7238) “making permanent provision for 
| the police tund of the District of Columbia,” which Was ean eens 


your instance for their views thereon. 
Very respectfully, 


OSS, 
President Board of Commissioners of tne? Bete of Golunivia. 


Hon. JOBEN T. 
aten Comontttes on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. HEARD. AllI desire to Pn Mr. ye in addition 
to what is set forth in the report is this und was created— 
a police ponon fund—for the benefit of disabled or superannu- 
ated policemen in 1861. This was added toin egal by the ad- 
dition of a certain amount deducted from the Eos Sd © mem- 
bers of the police force. This fund now is grossly inadequate, 
and the proposition is to add $30,000 a year, or so much as may 
be necessary, from moneys received from liquor licenses in the 
District. That is all the bill contemplates. It is recommended 
by the Commhissioners of the District and unanimously by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

oe 3 to the gentleman from Maine so much time as he de- 


SMS DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand the pending bill 
provides to set apart $30,000 per annum of the rece 7727 from the 
excise taxes for the purpose of increasing the fund for the bene- 
fit of the disabled or superannuated policemen in the District of 
Columbia. This is a civil-service pension. 

It appears that in 1861 certain fines that had been imposed on 
policemen, and also the proceeds of cortain unclaimed property, 


were set a as a police pension fund 

Mr HEARD. ‘That is right. 

Mr. DINGLEY 8 For the benefit of such police- 
men as might become disabled or superannuated. Now, itis 
proposed to add to this fund asum of money to be taken from the 
sb Cora? a ources of taxation in the District. 

ARD. Let me say to the gentleman that again in 1886 
this fund was increased by deducting $1 u porn month from the pay 
of each policeman and adding it to said 

Mr. DINGLEY. In 1886, as the entleman says, a deduction 
of $1 per month from the pay of each policeman was authorized 
to increase this fund. 

Mr. HEARD. Which is now found to be exhausted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is to say, this pension fund has been a 
fund which came from certain fines, and from the payment by 
the police force themselves from theirsalaries, which is entirely 

but it is now proposed to divert the receiptsor revenues 
Ser rived from taxation to increase the fund some 830, 000 a year. 
I desire op ed to call attention to the fact that this bill 1 the 
beginning 


a rile peeing policy. 
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Mr. HEARD. I will state to the gentleman that if he will re- 
fer to the report accompanying this bill he will find that in New 
York, Brooklyn, and Boston this fund is takenlargely from the 
proceeds of the excise taxes. : . 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is well to take into consideration, in con- 
sidering this bill, the question ol cy whether or not we pro- 
pose to begin the establishment of a civil-service pension under 
the Government; for when we set apart $30,000 at this time, 
probably twice that sum will be needed within a year or two, 
and by and by we will have the system thoroughly established, 
and it will begin to extend itself to other departments. 

But what I rose particularly to call attention to was, since we 
are on the subject of excise taxes, as to whether the chairman 
of the Committee of the District of Columbia has any informa- 
tion that the attorney of the District Commissioners has re- 


2 


is a license within the meaning of the 
act of March 3, 1893, which prohibited the lic 


provided in an amendatory act that those dealers who were li- 
censed at the time the act passed would be exempted from its 


ons. 

It is stated in the daily vs thatthe attorney of the Dis- 
trict Commissioners has delivered an opinion that it does not 
require an actual gre EEL license at the time, but if the 
application is pending it d to be a license within the mean- 
op the act of Mareh 3, 1893, and the act amendatory thereof. 

. HEARD. Rep to the in 
Maine, I will say that I have no information on the subject ex- 
cept what I have derived from my conversation with him a day 
or two ago when he directed a similar inquiry to me. I have 
not seen any notice of such deeision in the city papers. 

I will say, Mr. Speaker, if there has been any publication of 
that kind it has escaped my notice. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I noticed the opinion published at length in 
the Evening Star of this city. 

Mr. HEARD. If that pu tion gives the opinion correctly, 
and as now stated by the gentleman from Maine, it seems to me 
an extraordinary opinion, that the filing of an mt Seg fora 
license is equivalent to the granting of a license 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is, 7 the time that it has not ac- 


tually been rejected by the Co 
Mr. HEARD. I will aay; however, that I have no information 


on that point. I have not even seen the publication to which 
the gentleman from Maine refers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The 2 was published in the Evening 
Star, and is to the effect t I have stated, and I agree entirel 
with the chairman of the committee that it is a most extraordi- 
nary opinion. It practically overrides the provisions of the act 
of March 3, 1893, which prohibited licenses for the sale of intox- 

ting liquors within 400 feet of a church or schoolhouse, with 
dereba exceptions made by an amendatory actas to those then 
censed. 

It is in effect an overriding of the actof March 3, 1893, and I 
desire simply to call the attention of the District Committee to 
this extraordinary attempt of the attorney of the District Com- 
missioners to override in this manner an act of Congress. If 
there is any intention on the partof the District Commissioners 
to act under the opinion rendered by their attorney, it is ex- 
tremely desirable that some amendatory act should be imme- 
diately reported by the committee in order to make clear what 
Congress intended by the act of March, 1893, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Maine state the ef- 
fect of that act of 1893? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The act of March 3, 1893, according to my 
recolleetion I have not the act before me—prohibited the grant- 
ing of licenses to liquor saloons within 400 feet of a schoolhouse 
orachurch. There was subsequently an amendatory act passed, 
which excepted from the operation of thatprohibitory provision 
those establishments that were licensed at the time the act went 

-into effect. 

Now, under that provision, designed to relieve four or five 
parties, as I understand, the attorney of the District Commis- 
sioners, according to a publication in the daily Star of this city, 
has given an opinion that any liquor seller who had an applica- 
tion pending for a license at that time, notwithstanding the ap- 
plication was rejected subsequently, but not rejected until after 
the passage of the act of March 3, 1893, was, within the mean- 
ing of the act of March, 1893, and the act amendatory thereof, 
licensed, and therefore that he may continue to be licensed, al- 
though carrying on his trade within 400 feet of a church or 
schoolhouse. 


Mr. HEARD, Iwill suggest that if that is a correctstatement tion 
substance 


of the opinion of the attorney, it would seem to me in 
that it establishes the fact that the only man outraged was the 


of my friend from | this 


man whose license was rejected, for those who were licensed 
stood on the same ground only as those whose applications were 
not considered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is an outrage that ought not to be per- 
mitted to go on. 

Mr.HEARD. I think that if on investigation it be found that 
such opinion has been rendered, the law to which it refers ought 
to be amended. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But what purports to be the opinion of the 
attorney for the Commissioners has been published. 

Mr. HEARD. There may bea mistake about it, and I h 
there is, but if the published statement 8 sets forth the 
opinion it occurs te me the gentleman is right in suggesting 
that the law may need some further amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I merely desire to call the attention of the 
committee to this attempt to override a deliberate enactment of 
Congress in the interest of these men conducting business il- 
l y within 400 feet of a church or schoolhouse. I have noth- 
ing further to say. 

r. HEARD. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COOMBS]. $ 

Mr. COOMBS. This bill is in the line of the practice of a 
great many cities, of contributing from the license fund toward 
the police pension fund. 

Mr. HEARD. Iwill say in furtherance of the statement just 
made by the tleman, that in Brooklyn in 1892 the fund 
amounted to $157,000 in round numbers, of which $78,000, or about 
one-half, was derived from excise fees, the same as proposed in 


case. 
Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Missouri allow me? 
Mr. COOMBS. I can not yield the floor. 
Mr. HEARD. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Maine later. 
Mr. COOMBS. There isa very general feeling at this time 
that it will be wise to do away with this way of providing funds 
for that purpose. It is beginning to be l od upon as an un- 
wise thing to connect the police as beneficiaries with the ques- 


tion of licenses. 


It is a part of the duty of the ee to see that laws govern- 
ing licenses are not violated. Theplan now proposed for Wash- 
inton, and now in use in several cities, creates a relation be- 
tween the two thatis believed by many to be 1 to good 
order. Imake that point the bill, Mr. Speaker; and I 
make the further point that itis an unwise to divert any 
revenues before they are actually paid into the Treasury. This 
bill proposes to give the police commissioners, who collects 
these funds, the right to divert $30,000 before it goes into the 
public 5 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. How much does this entire 
fund amount to? 

Mr. COOMBS. I do not know. I believe in a police pension 
fund; I believe in having a fund that will warrant men in tak- 
ing risks when risk is necessary, but I do not believe that the 
fund ought to be diverted out of any money collected from taxes 
of any until that fund is converted into the Treasury. There 
should be no indirect appropriations; it opens the doors to un- 
limited abuses. 

I think thatthe chairman of this committee will agree with mo 
that that is Democratic doctrine. I am sorry that I can 
not vote for the bill, but I shall not for these two reasons: First, 
it is unwise to connect the police as beneficiaries with the li- 
cense fund. It brings them into a relationship with the liquor 
dealers which is not wise, proper, or in the interest of publio 
order. In the second place, I think it is unwise to divert any 
funds before they go into the Treasury. Let the fund be pai 
into the Treasury and then let a regular appropriation be made 
if it is necessary, and I will vote for it. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me one moment? 

Mr. COOMBS. Certainly. 

Me. COX. Does not this question presented here involve this 
Rots} in its practical application? You collect from the whisky 

ealer an amount of money assessed, and then you take that fund 
and make it a kind of trust fund for the benefit of policemen. 

Mr. COOMBS. Yes; before you pay it into the 8 

Mr. COX. Wait a moment. I am not talking about that. 
Now, where is the authority to take the fund that the licensed 
dealer and appro riate itas a fund for retired policemen? 

Mr. D. lll say that there is no authority except it 
be given by this bill. 

r. COX. When you take this fund, collected from the li- 
censed dealer, and appropriate it in that way, do not you make 
the Government of the United States pay half of it? Iask you 
that question. 

Mr. HEARD. You just appropriate that much of the collec- 


Mr. COX. That results in the Government of the United 
States paying half of it. 


- 
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Mr. HEARD. I suppose it is like any other ges pee I sa, 

i that the practice and the effect would be that the amount col- 

| lected by the District and appropriated to this use would lessen 

o amount if put into the Treasury. 

| Mr. COX. Precisely; so that the effect is the same as if you 
appropriated any money out of the Treasury of the United States 
to pay these pensions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To pay civil pensions. 

Mr. COX. That is just what it is. 

Mr. HEARD, Let me say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. COX. Let me state that with my understanding of the 
bill this will be a diversion of the funds that now go into the 
Treasury, and which make up that which the District has col- 
lected, and one-half of the expense will have to be paid by the 
General Government. 

Mr. HEARD. Precisely. 

Mr. COX. That is what I understand to be the case. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But, if the 5 will pardon 
me, this pension fund, as I understand it, is to come out of the 
District revenues? 

Mr. COX. No, no; it does not. 

Mr. HEARD. I think, upon reflection, that the gentleman 
from Illinois is right, that the United States Government is 
obligated to appropriate only as much from the Federal Treas- 
ury as is contributed by the District for-the current expenses. 
I did not clearly understand the positión of the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. COX. Well. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, this fund comes out of the money col- 
lected in the District, and it would not go into the Treasury for 
current expenses. The amount which the General Government 
would have to contribute, being equal to that furnished by the 
District, would, therefore, be less by that amount; and therefore 
we would not appropriate so much by that amount. 

Mr. COX. Pardon me. Let us get down to it practically. 
Suppose the amount paid for the license by the licensed dealers 
amounts to $30,000, Suppose you take that $30,000 and pay it to 
the policemen under this regulation. Of course the revenues 
of the District would be that much less, and the Government of 
the United States would lose its half of that $30,000, which would 
require an assessment on it for the half. 

Mr.HEARD. Now, the gentleman has asked me a question 
and I will answer him. 

Mr. COX. That is what 1 want. 

Mr. HEARD. I think the gentleman is wrong, for this rea- 
son. Suppose, for instance, you raise $2,030,000 in the District; 
then, under the act of 1878, the Federal Treasury would have to 
i hie two millions and thirty thousand. Now, if the 

rty thousand is diverted to this use without going into the 
Treasury, then it does not increase by a dollar the amount the 
Government has to contribute, but will lessen it, because then 
the Government will have to contribute only two millions in 
order to offset the two millions contributed by the District. 

Mr. COX. Does not that diminish the amount of the fund? 

Mr. HEARD. It diminishes the amount in the District fund. 
I think the gentleman is wrong in this. Itdoesnotincrease the 
amount the Government contributes, because the limit of the 
Government contribution is the amount contributed by the Dis- 
trict to the general fund. Therefore, if the District puts $2,000,- 
000 into the District fund we have got to put into that fund just 
an equal amount, but we have not to put in anything for the 
$30,000 that has been diverted for this particular purpose. 

Mr. COX. Suppose, now, that the District of Columbia di- 
verts $30,000 of the two million and thirty thousand dollars; after 
that has been diverted, then, when the expenses of the District 
of Columbia require so much money and an assessment is made 
on the property of the District to raise it, does not the Govern- 
ment have to bear its share of that? 

Mr. HEARD. Theeffectof that would be tolessen the amount 
that the Government would contribute by just the amount which 
was diverted to this purpose. 

Mr. COX. If that is so, you had better appropriate it all. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the point is clear, I think, to 
most of the gentlemen who have heard this dialogue that the 
amount which the Government, under our pocni compact, has 
to put in, is the exact amount which the District contributes, 
and if you lessen the amount which the District puts in from 
taxation, you do not increase, but on the contrary, you lessen 
the amount which the Government has to putin. Now, if you 
take $30,000 of the taxes collected in the District and divert it 
for this purpose, that makes $30,000 less that the Government 
has to put in to equal what the District puts in. 

Mr. éox. So your argument means this, that if the District 
of Columbia raises $2,000,000 by assessment the Government 
must meet that with two millions on its part? 

Mr. HEARD, That is correct. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. The gentleman from Tennessee does 
not state the case correctly. The Government of the United 
States does not contribute an amount equal to the amount which 
is assessed upon the District. There is the point where he falls 
into error. There is a large amount over and above the amount 
which is expended on the District expenses which remains in 
the District treasury. 

Mr. HEARD. But the amount contributed by the Govern- 
ment is equal to the amount contributed by the District for the 


same purpose. ` 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is correct, 
Mr. COX. That is my proposition. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. But the argument of the gentleman 
from Tennessee is based upon the idea that the Government of 
the United States contributes dollar for dollar the amount that 
is raised by taxation in the District; which is not the fact. The 
District of Columbia raises a certain amount of money by taxa- 
tion and appropriates, out of the sum so raised, the amount 
which is required to pay the current expenses of the District, or 
rather half the current expenses. 

Mr. COX. Who pays the other half? 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. TheGovernment ofthe United States 
pays the other half of the current expenses of the District. 

ow, itis perfectly plain that if an amount of money is collected 
from the taxpayers of the District which never goes into the 
Treasury, that amount of money will not have to be duplicated 
by the Governmentof the United States. The Government will 
not have to paya dollar of it. It is just so much money over and 
above the current expenses of the District, and the Government 
has nothing whatever to do with it. It is only the money that 
is appropriated out of the Treasury for the current expenses of 
the District that the Government of the United States has to 
meet by contributing a like amount. 

Mr, COX. Now, Í have listened with great patience to the 
gentleman, and I ask him to yield to me amoment. 

Mr. COOMBS, I will yield to the gentleman for a moment, 
for I believe I still have the floor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. I understand the point to be that if the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia makes an assessment for a cer- 
tain purpose, and that money does not go into the Treasury of 
the United States, then the Government of the United States is 
not called 9 to pay a corresponding amount? 

Mr. HEARD. That is correct. 

Mr. COX. Then the gentleman's argument is that this $30,000 
is paid by the District? 

r. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr.COX. Thatitis an oxtra amount which is paid by the 

District of Columbia, and that the Government does not have to 
a corresponding amount? 
r. HEARD. That is correct. 

Mr. COX. Now, do not you gentlemen see at once that if 
that $30,000 was paid into the Treasury of the United States for 
the District of Columbia it would reduce the amount that the 
re oy would have to pay toward the expenses of the Dis- 
trict? 

Mr. HEARD. No, sir; on the contrary, it would add to it. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman has not met my point yet. 

Mr. HEARD. I think I have. 

Mr. COX. Suppose out of $150,000 of texation raised by tha 
District, $30,000 obtained as license tax is taken out; that re- 
duces the District fund to $120,000, so that the Government of 
the United States has to meet by taxation only that amount. 

Mr. HEARD. That is right. 

Mr. COX. Now take your $30,009and put it over into the Dis- 
trict account and compare it with your expense account, and you 
will see the effect. 

Mr. HEARD. Task my friend to wait a moment and listen to 
my answer to that point. I stated in the first place, and I think 
it was generally understood, that the amount which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has to contribute to the current 
expenses of the District is limited to the amount contributed by 
the District treasury; the Government’s contribution must sim- 
ply be equal to that. When, therefore, you reduce the amount 
contributed to the District treasury, you lessen the contribution 
of the Government instead of adding to it. It there were an ob- 
ligation resting on the Government to make up to the District 
treasury any deficit which mightarise after this jointcontribution, 
the gentleman would bs right; but there is nosuch agreement; the 
limit of what the Government contributes is the amount contrib- 
uted by the District for current expenses. Therefore, when this 
District fund is reduced $30,000 we thereby lessen to thatextent 
the contribution of the Government instead of adding to it. 

Mr. COX. Lam sorry we do not agree on this point. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, if the gentleman from Tennes- 


see [Mr. Cox] will give me his attention—— 
With pleasure. 


Mr, COX. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from New York will 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will give him a little informa- 
tion as to how the moneys of the District are distributed or paid 
out. 

Mr. COX. I think I can see how this proposition will work. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. In this connection, I think I can 
show to thegentleman from New York [Mr. CooMBs] the reason 
why in this case there is some propriety in diverting this fund 
before it reaches the public Treasury, although I agree in the 
main with the principle on which the gentleman’s proposition 
rests. 

An assessment of a certain percentage is made by way of tax 
on the citizens of the Districtof Columbia, and in that way a cer- 
tain amount of money is raised which goes into the Treasury. 
It is no part of the law that the Government of the UnitedStates 
is to expend an amount equal to the amount which the taxpay- 
ers of the District have paid into the 1 and there is the 
gentleman’s error. The only money which the Government of 
the United States pays is an amount equal to the amount re- 

uired to be expended for public purposes in the District—not 
the amount collected from the taxpayers. Does not the gentle- 
man see the distinction? 

Here is, we will suppose, $3,000,000 collected from the taxpay- 
ers of the District, which goes into the public Treasury. The, 
amount needed to be expended in the city for public purposes is- 
we will suppose, $5,000, of which the amountpaid by the Dis- 
trict is two millions and a half, and the amount paid by the Gov- 
ernment two millions and a half, leaving in the Treasury $500,000 
collected from the taxpayers. This ance remains there for 
any proper expenditure that may be made under any act of Con- 

ress 


£ Now, here isa 3 to pay 830, 000 for a specific purpose. 
The proposition is that the taxpayers of the District shall pay 
this; that the Government of the United States shall pay none 
of it. If this amount, $30,000, should be deposited in the Treas- 
ury and should be considered a part of the regular expenditures 
for District purposes, then the Government of the United States 
would have to pay the same amount, because the agreement b 
law is that the Government of the United States shall pay ha 
of the current expenses of the District. But it is ae evident 
that this is an extra fund, not going into the public Treasury, 
not used for ordinary District purposes; and the Government of 
the United States will not have to pay a dollar on account of 
this amount raised from the citizens. This fund of $30,090, col- 
lected in a certain way and used for a certain purpose, is some- 
thing outside of the ordinary expenditures of the District, and 
with this outside expenditure the Government of the United 
States has nothing to do. 

Mr. GROUT. In fact the Government gains by it. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes; the Government gains by it. If 
this money going intothe Treasury were considered an ordinary 
District expenditure, the Governmentof the United States would 
have to appropriate an equal amount; but the proposition of this 
bill is to take this proposition out of that category, to make ita 
separate fund for a specific purpose; and the District taxpayers 
alone contribute to this fund. It seems to me this proposition is 
too o prati for argument. 

r. DINGLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Alabama 
Mr. COBB] whether the Congress of the United States is not 
und to exercise the same discretion and care in making these 
appropriations out of the District funds that it would in making 
an appropriation from the United States Treasury? Is not the 
objection primarily here to initiating the policy of civil pensions 
to be paid by taxation, no matter whether the funds come from 
the people of the District or the people of the country at large? 
The principle is one which seems to me exceedingly unwise. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Very well,I shallnot take issue with 
the gentleman on that point. I am not talking about the under- 
lying principle, but simply endeavoring to state what this propo- 
sition is. 

My proposition would be, or rather I would prefer the propo- 
sition, to let all money go into the publie Treasury and let the 
Government of the United States pay its part in any proper ex- 
penditure, considering it as a part of the regular District ex- 
penditures. I think that would be better; but the members 
seem to prefer the bill in the other form. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If it is to be done at all, it certainly should 
be done in that way. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I say I would prefer that myself; but 
the proposition comes here in a different shape, and seems to be 
acceptable, or to meet favor with the members as to how this 

ticular fund should be paid, that is, by the taxpayers of the 
istrictalone. If that principle is to prevail this bill carries it 
out and the Government of the United States is notcalled upon 
to pay a dollar. I am simply trying to get my friend from Ten- 
nessee to understand that point. Iam not defending the prin- 
ciple on which the bill rests, 


yield to me for a few moments. 
Mr. COOMBS. I yietd to the gentleman from Indiana. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Isimply rise for the purpose of calling at- 


tention to the fact that this discussion is, after all, a mere ab- 
straction. The United States Government has to carry on the 
District government, and this proposed pension system of the 
District police is simply a diversion of a certain amount from 
the sum raised by taxation for a specific object; but the burden, 
after all, of deficiencies falls on the Federal system. 

But I rose mainly to callattention toa fact that was mentioned 
on the floor a few years ago when thesubject of the civilpension 
list was under consideration. The fact was stated—I have not 


looked over the journals of the proceedings of the Convention, 


which framed the Constitution of the United States, to see for 
myself if it was correct or not but it was stated that during the 
sittings of that constitutional Convention, some gentleman, pos- 
sibly Robert Morris, proposed a provision prohibiting Congress 
from creating a civil pension list, a subject with which the men 
of that period were well acquainted. One of the causes of the 
hostility to the British system of government at that time was 
the extraordinary expenditure induced by the civil pension list, 
which was impoverishing that country; and very naturally a 
proposition was made to incorporate into the Federal Constitu- 
tion, a provision against granting pensions for any civil service 
whtaever. 
Mr. COX. They were right there. 


Mr. HOLMAN. John Rutledge or Ben. Franklin, I am not 


sure by which member of the Convention it was, said that the 
provision was unnecessary; that with the experience of Euro 
governments before the American people and which would be 
always before the American people, if they should ever reach 
that condition of affairs that they were willing to tax them- 
selves—the whole people—to pay pensions for civil services ren- 
dered by the few, with sufficient salaries, the spirit of liberty and 
of equal rights would have so completely died out thatno consti- 
ert provision against special privileges would be of any 
avail. ; 

For one I protest against entering upon or extending that 
policy. Ladmit that we did take a step in that direction some 
years agoin relation to the Federal judiciary at a time when the 
subject could not receive proper consideration. It was during 
the period of reconstruction. But I implore the House not to go 
beyond that. Itis discouraging tothe friends of free institutions 
that Federal judges and army and navy officers, after a com- 
paratively brief public service, with ample salaries, are retired 
to private life with pensions enormously exceeding the pensions 
yo pay to men disabled in the conflicts of arms. Gradually the 

avoritism of classes common to all monarchies is creeping into 

our system of government. For one, while deploring the favor- 
itism to classes already expressed in our legislation, I protest 
against going a tithe of a hair further. 

I have always favored liberal pensions for patriotic services in 
war, in the Army or Navy. Noone can doubt the justice of this 
policy, but I protest against the granting of civil pensions. I de- 
nounce aciyil pension list as un-American. Itis easy to see how 
such a system, if once inaugurated, will grow and expand until 
in the progress of time itshall have impoverished the masses of 
our people for the benefit of the few. I enter my protest against 
a civil pension list as not only un-American, but as & most un- 
manly and discreditable imitation of the ideas of monarchies of 
Europe, from which our fathers hoped they had forever eman- 
cipated our country. 

Mr. COOMBS. 
Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the proposition that Ihave been dis- 
cussing lies inthis direction. If you take $30,000 (and I use that 
sum merely as an illustration of the revenues of the District) and 
appropriate it for this special purpose, to say the very least of 
it, you will have levied a special tax of that amount on the Dis- 
trict for the purpose of creating a fund for civil-service pensions. 
There is no doubt of that. There is no dodging that proposi- 
tion. Now, whether you would increase the taxes of the Gen- 
eral Government or not, I stop for a moment just simply to ask 
when you undertake to legislate for the District of Columbia 
and the city of Washington, to tax the people of the District of 
Columbia for the creation of a special fund for the purpose of 
paying special pensions for certain officers in the employ of the 

istrict, I ask, gentlemen, where it is to end? 

Mr. HEARD. I willsay to the gentleman, if headdresses that 
inquiry to me, that he has now stated the case exactly right. 
He is correct in that statement. 

ot COX. Well, I am very glad to know that I am correct 
anyhow. 

r. HEARD. And I am glad to be able to congratulate you 
upon the fact. 


ield a few moments to the gentleman from 
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Mr. COX. Very well; I will proceed now, if the gentleman 
will allow me. f 
Mr. HEARD. Ishall not occupy but moment of your time. 
The proposition is that pre Eto JOTE ME e Ahps 
the people of the Distriet themselves, by eee and for a 
purpose. That is true. 


Now my to the gentleman is this, that the people of 

this District are alone interested, and they come and ask Con- 
, which can alone make the provision, that they wae pay 

their own taxes and provide a fund for these superannuated an 
crippled policemen. They ask permission to do this thing, and 
Congress holds the purse strings of the District. They can not 

t the authority except from Congress. If Congress does not 
authorize the people here to set apart this fund it can not be done. 
We are not 1 e dollar out of the Treasury of the-General 
Government, but simply authorizing the people of the District to 
make the fund and foot the bill. 

Mr. COX. But you are taking all my time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEARD. Iwill give the gentleman more time if he wants 
it. But putting this question fairly before the House it is sim- 
ply-a proposition to atic the people of the District to pay out 
of their own funds a certain tax to be ap to care of 
disabled and superannuated policemenand their families. Appli- 
cation is made by this bill to Congress for authority todo 
. That is all there is of it. 


heard a single taxpayer make an ae 3 125 


my judgment the immediate represen peopl 

the District, and I will say to the gentleman that probably fifty 
taxpayers in this District have spoken to me favorably about 
this matter, and there has not been a single protest, and Iam 
advised that the public press and the people of the District 
unanimously approve it. This is nota new Bape It is 
simply to add to a fund established first in 1861, and again added 
to in 1886 by a Democratic House, on an sppropriason bill, and 
it is simply a proposition to add to that w is now inade- 

te. ; 


ua 
2 Mr. COX. Will the gentleman pardon me for an interruption? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. If that principle is correct, that the ayers of 
the District of Columbia ask Congress to apply a 2 fund for 
the purpose of paying pensions upon a civil-service list, I ask 

ntlemen in all candor and honesty, when a man serves the 

vernment of the United States in a civil capacity, and after 
a lapse of years is worn out by age and infirmities, does not the 
same argument apply with all of its force in favor of putting him 
on a pension list? 

Mr. HEARD. Not at all. 

Mr. COX. What is the reason it does not apply? Is not a 
man who is working in the Capitol here just as much entitled 
to the respect of the Government as a man who is working on 
the police force in this city? And if a policeman is to be re- 
tired on account of his age or infirmities, or on account of some 
accident, then I say, take the whole civil-service list and apply 
the same principle. When I vote to pa a tax upon the District 
of Columbia for a purpose of this kind, I will vote to put a tax 
upon the people of the United States for the same purpose, be- 
cause Ce is legislating for both upon the same lines. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my friend allow an interruption? 

Mr. COX. Iam done with the subject. ` 

Mr. HEARD. I want to give the gentleman a reason why I 
think there is a very mate difference. 

The SP. pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
Mr. Coomss] is entitled to the floor. : 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Willthe gentleman yield for a mo- 
ment? É - 

Mr. COOMBS. Yes. ' 


body can 8 but th 
under the principle of a civil pension list by the Government of 
the United States. We are here not only as a Congress, attend- 
ing to the business of the whole country, but we are practicall 
the common council of the District of umb in regar 
to this matter we are doing that which the civil authorities of 
ovary. large city in the United States are in the habit of doing 
or 


eir police officers. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Suppose this bill sho 
the Capitol police should come in and ask 


the same attitude? 


and then 
i they pa meii 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. That would be a question for Con- 
gress to determine when if came up. 

Mr. BRETZ. Are you not setting a precedent for it? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Notat because this matter, as I 
said before, is in line with the action of every large city in the 
country, if I am correctly informed, or if not, it should be made 
so. I understand that the cities of New York, Brooklyn, Cin- 
cinnati, Chicago, and others, have the same system. 

Mr. COOMBS. Iam not sure about that. A 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They have a fund for this purpose, 


if my information is correct. 
Mr. HEARD. The report shows that the cities of New York, 
Brooklyn, and Boston have similar funds. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. It is not, strictly speaking, a pen- 


sion. 

Mr.HOLMAN. In most cities, Tunderstand, a portion of the 
e 2 salary of each policeman is set apart and applied to this 
fund. ButI wish toask my friend if the Government of the United 
States, at a moment when le tion can. be fairly conducted, 
in deliberate assembly, esta es the principle that pensions 
for civil services are proper, how can you answer that large 
class of poopie whom you have in your employment as postal 
clerks, the great mass of ple you have in your employment 
in connection with the river and harbor system—engaged in 
3 employment—how can you answer the argument in 

avor of granting them pensions, after soping the principle 
that it was proper as applicable to the Districtof Columbia? If 
it is proper here, it is proper in every other Department. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If it is proper in New York, is it not 
propor everywhere else? 

. HOLMAN. Weare not legislating for New York. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Of course not; and we are not legis- 
lating now for the people of the United States. We are 3 — 
lating for the people of the District of Columbia, along a line 
which is followed in every large city of the country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to say to my friend that if this oe 
is taken it will be invoked year after year, in cases that are muc 
stronger than this. Iam wil to pay these =o ample 

where they render public service, but not a dollar 
yond. Why, a member of Congress claims that he is worn out 
by the publicservice, and under this British system they would 
come in here for aid. Would my friend tolerate that idea? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do you believe a large city does 
wrong to make provision for this class of men? 

Mr. HOL My only theory about the matter would be 
this: The salary should be sufficient, and a portion of the fund, 
que as in the case of your army establishment up here, the mil- 

tary home, should be set apart for their use under just such cir- 
cumstances as it is now desired to appropriate this fund. That 
A AA of your National Home; and I see no impropriety 
n t, . 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I just want to say, in conclusion, in 
answer to the gentleman who took my time, that I am notadyo- 
cating acivil pension list, nor do I e to £9 further in this 
legislation than the District authorities would, if they had a 
government of their own, be authorized to go in the direction of 
the practices which obtain in the various cities of this country. 

So far as the bill provides for civil pensions it should 
amended. I will consent to go no further in the direction ofaid 
to policemen than to provide a plan which, avoiding the ideaof 
granting pensions, W. ive such temporary relief as the exi- 
gencies of their service demand. 

Mr.COOMBS. Do I understand the gentleman from Maine 
desires to address the House? E 

Mr. D. I would like a moment or two. 

Mr. COOMBS. I want to say about ten words. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from New York has the 1 

Mr. COOMBS. How much time does the gentleman 
Maine desire? , 

Mr. REED, A few moments. 

I think the gentleman from Missouri made some mistake in 


his opening statement in regard to this question, gs he spoke of 
itas a extension of ting law. To 3 8 — ve 
es * 


different from that. The existing law re 
are inflicted upon 8 for neglect of duty an money 
which arises from the sale of unclaimed goods and apse Si 
has been iad de gs pe ae my for 5 fer E are 
to be appro or a par purpose; ving been 
3 Phat that was not a sufficient rand ths law went fur- 
ther and provided that the policeman should pay $1 out 
of hisown salary, to become a part of this fund. 

Mr. HEARD. Wil the gentleman allow a correction? 

Nr. BEARD. T thick 

Mr. . you will find my remark to be t it 
was proposed to increase the fund established by existing law. 


a month 


1894. 


Mr. REED. 
what I supposed, but I th 


Very well; Tam glad the gentleman did not say 
ink Sie T u yina made was—— 
Mr. HEARD. I then went on to explain how this fund had 


been increased 

Mr. REED. 
mere extension of the existing 

Mr. HEARD. That was not intention at all. 

Mr. REED. Anyone will see that this is more than a mere 
extension of existing law; for, instead of being a fund which the 
policemen, with a slight exception, themselves directly contrib- 
ute everything, it is now pro d to make a fund which shall 
be paid by the people of the District of Columbia, and possibly 
by the people of the United States. Now, whether it is paid by 
the people of the District or the ple of the United States is 
a matter that interests me very little. I am perfectly willing 
that the people of the United States shall pay one-half of the ex- 
penses of the District of Columbia, for reasons which are very 
Simple and plain. But whether we should wee plan of a 
pension for disabied policemen is another question; and it isa 
question the importance of which can not be overestimated; be- 
cause if we do pension the policemen, I fancy that I hear in my 
ear the tones of some gentleman saying, Having pensioned 
policemen, ought we not to be fair towardsthe rest’ It may be 
that it was not proper to pension policemen; but having pen- 
sioned policemen, why not pension other equally deserving men?” 

Why, I have seen the whole leave“ system extend over the 
civil service, until the Government pays one-twelfth more than 
any other employer, simply because of this tem, and as my 
mind extends back over the service, I find t owing to the 
adoption of the civil-service plan, unless men can be hunted out 
they are kept in office through their lives. Now, you observe 
at once there is going to be a very heavy pressure brought to 
bear upon Congress, and that pressure is going to take this form, 
that the old men are going to be objects of charity. 

Government employés, as a rule, spend their entire salary; 
and when they get old the alternative is presented to the man 
who has the appointing power, at the head of a department, to 
either keep that man in when he has become useless, on full 
pay, or discharge him and throw him upon the charities of the 
aa world. That he is not likely to do; and there are services 
already clamoring here for action on the part of Congress, on 
the score of economy, that it would be better to put these men 
on the retired list at one-half pay and get vigorous men to fill 
their places. 

Now, you want fully to comprehend that. To my mind, if 
there is going to be . of that problem which is at all 
sensible it has got to be a solution so radical that I despair of 
seeing it reached upon an appropriation bill conducted through 
the House in the usual fashion, It Soght to commence at the 
beginning. Instead of paya twelve hundred dollars a year, 
we ought to commence at five hundred. Instead of stopping at 
eighteen hundred or two thousand, we ought to stop at thirty- 
five hundred or four thousand, and from the money saved in 
that way we ought to establish a superannuation fund with 
which to provide for the superannuated and the disabled, so 
that a man who is useless shall not be kept on full pay on the 
ground of charity. 

But until we take hold of this matter in a thorough and sys- 
tematic fashion we run the risk of pa; the large salaries that 
we now pay, and at the same time having to provide asuperannu- 
ated fund to keep these public servants in decent condition in 
their old age, when, properly, they ought to have saved enough 
for that purpose out of their abundant salaries; for the salaries 
paa to the clerks and other departmental employés of the 

nited States are large compared with the nature of their em- 
ployment, and they weremade large because, under the old sys- 
tem, a man gave five or six, or seven or eight of the best years 
of his life to the service, and then quit it, and it was reasonable 
that he should be highly paid for those years. But if you are 
going to keep men in the service during their lives, then you 
ought to arrange the salaries so that if the men will not save 
what will keep them in their old age, you can save it for them. 
Otherwise you do in that branch of the public service what you 
are doing in the Revenue Service to-day. 

There are many men there who are bach pe for sea duty, 
and yet who are receiving the same parae they were active, 
vigorous men, while the young men in the service are being de- 
layed in their promotion and prevented from receiving the pa 
to which they are properly entitled. I freely admit that there D 
onestrong reason why something specialshould:be done for police- 
men. Their occupation may at times become dangerous, and a 
man ought to have the consolation of knowing, when he 
into a fight in the performance of hisofficial duty, that he does 
not risk the sustenance of his family by so doing. Co uently, 
I say there is a certain propriety in doing something of t 


1 think the impression made was that it was a 
We 
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kind for policemen, but the law has already struck the true 
pin, which is to make the force contribute toa superannuation 

und in such fashion as tọ o panida that disability or superannua- 
tion shall not be followed by poverty and suffering. In other 
words, when these men will not save from their salaries, we as 
publie officers ought to adoptsome plan or system by which a 
portion of their salaries shall be sayed for them. 

Now, what effect that has upon this particular pending meas- 
ure I leave for the House to consider. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Maine understands, of 
course, that the District of Columbia has no means of g 
any provision of this kind unless as it may be authorized by Con- 
gress 

Mr. REED. I understand that. 

Mr. HEARD. Then it comes to this: The gentleman con- 
cedes the propriety, and even the necessity, of establishing such 
a fund as this? 

Mr. REED. What I say is that, if we are going to establish 
such a system, we ought to establish it apoa a sound principle, 
and to my mind this is not.exactly the right way to doit. If we 
are not paying these policemen enough so that we can take out 
of their salaries a fund which will save from suffering and want 
those who become superannuated or disabled, then we ought. to 
pay them more, but we ought to make the job a complete one, 
and a proper precedent as well. 

Now, look at the situation. Here we have freed our office- 
holders from the danger of being turned out by unmeritorious 
persons—except, perhaps, in the Maar Department and afew 
other places [laughter], and the result is that those tlemen 
are formin tions so as to impress upon us their views 
with regard to their own salaries, and we are impressionable 
people. [Laughter.] Weare moved by the cry of distress, es- 

y when itis backed up by a considerable voting power. 
F anehiar.} Itseemstome thatcivil-service reform has reached 
that point when it ought to be taken hold of in the right spirit, 
and with due regard to the change of attitude of the Govern- 
ment toward its civil employés, in order that two things RN be 
ore ap In the first place, that the Government shall re- 
ceive the faithful service of trained men, and in the second plaee, 
that the Government shall pay them fairly. I will add another 
point: that it shall pay them in such manner as will justify 
them in devoting their lives to the business, so that they may 
find themselves with a reasonable compensation during their ac- 
tive oe with reasonable supportin their nonactive days. 

Mr. ARD. With the permission of the gentleman from 
New York[Mr. COOMBS], I want to say just a word in reply to 
the gentleman from Maine. The gentleman concedes, if I un- 
derstand, the propriety of having some provision made for su- 
perannuated policemen, firemen, and those who are engaged in 
such risky avocations in the public service. 

Mr. REED. And in other ds of business. 

Mr. HEARD. So that we go so far together. Now, the ques- 
tion in this case arises not upon the ground suggested by the 
gentleman from Maine. He has inveighed against the system 
of nape pe civil servants as a general rule, against the prin- 
ciple of providing pensions for people who ought to provide for 
themselves. 

Mr. REED. No. It is quite evident that I have not made my 
meaning clear. I say that if we are going to adopt another 
method than that of paying men for their day’s work, then we 
ought to go into it upon a principle which is uniform and which 
is ſustifable upon the idea that men earn during their active 
life an amount which ought to be spread over their active and 
their inactive life. 

ARD. IL come now directly to the point to which at- 
tention has been called, and I think there can be no misunder- 
stan about it. The 8 insists that, however com- 
mendable thé object ma , this method of accomplishing it is 
not perhaps the best. Now, let us see about that. The gentle- 
man, in his elaboration of the plan which he would set up as 
counter to this, suggests that the proper would be to de- 
duct a certain amount from the salary of each policeman and 
thus make a fund—a plan provided for by the act of 1886 and 
which has proved to be inadequate. 

Mr. ne D. Inadequate in amount, but not inadequate as to 
principle. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, of course, you might deduet half the 
salary of these policemen sofaras that isconcerned; but in point 
of fact the amount realized from that source is not nt. 
The question then is, what is the better way to increase this 
fund, and Task the gentleman’sattention to this plan. The propo- 
sition is to divert certain excise taxes 

Mr. REED. That does not make any difference. 

Mr. HEARD. I think it does; I think I can convince the gen- 
tleman that it does. The proposition is to divert a certain fund 


collected in the District by excise taxes, and ad ot Bs to this 
specific object. Now, the diversion of that fun this way 
would not, I still insist, tax the citizens outside of the District 
to the extent of one dollar. Linsist that gentlemen are bound to 
concede that point, because the fund is diverted before it goes 
into the Treasury, and the Government is not obliged to place 
dollar for dollar against that $30,000. 

The question, then, is (and I know this is the controlling 

uestion with some members on this floor) whether this provi- 
sion can be made in accordance with the wishes of the = le of 
this District without taxing pools outside the District is not 
a just anda wise one. The plan here proponat, would, I think, 
effect that object; whereas if we should adopt the plan sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Maine, and first increase the sal- 
aries of policemen so as to make them adequate to stand the 
necessary deduction for the creation of this fund, then any in- 
crease of salary made for the police fund would come partially 
out of the United States Treasury, because this fund is paid 
half by the Government and half by the District. 

Mr. REED. We entered into an understanding with the Dis- 
trict that we were to pay one-half. There were good reasons in 
favor of that policy 

Mr. HEARD. Allright; I am not objecting to that, 

Mr. REED. And I do not think it creditable to us to be try- 
ing oror piecemeal method of evading the obligation we as- 
sumed. 

Mr. HEARD. I agree with the ee on thut point. 
That compact was made; whether it entirely fair or not we 
find it existing and should respect itso long as it does exist. 
But thatdoes not obscure the point I make—that any tax levied 
upon the salaries of these policemen, which would call for an in- 
creas2 in their salaries, would be borne in the proportion of one- 
half by the Federal Treasury and one-half by the District; 
whereas a tax levied in the way here contemplated would be 
paid by the people of this District for a purpose applicable alone 
to the District, in accordance with the application made by citi- 
zens of the District for the carrying out of an object which can 
not bs authorized by any other body than ourselves. 

I am opposed to a civil pension list except when paid by the 
citizens themselves, voluntarily, as they would in this case, and 
in accordance with their votes when they have suffrage, as in 
Brooklyn, New York, Boston, and other cities. I am opposed 
to ingrafting the principle of a civil pension list upon the prac- 
tice of the United States Government. But here is an appa 
tion from the people, for whom, as the gentleman from Alabama 
has said, we are by the laws made a common council, for author- 
ity to pay their servants out of their own pockets. They ask 
that we appropriate out of their funds a certain amount for a 
specific purpose, which they believe to be a worthy one and 
which we concede to be worthy. If there is any better way, in 
fairness to the Government and to the District, in which this 
purpose can be accomplished, I want to adopt it. But I want to 
say distinctly that I am oppored to the principle of giving pen- 
sions to persons engaged in the civil service outside of occupa- 
tions like that of policemen, and in such cases only when it is 
sanctioned by the citizens whose money is to be thus expended, 
as has been done by the common councils of Brooklyn, Boston, 
etc., and as I fully believe is the case here. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I wish to ask the gentleman a question 
which I tried to have answered by the gentleman from Alabama. 
When this plan is accomplished (if it should be accomplished) 
and the Government’s policemen in this city make application 
ae similar provision, what answer will the gentleman make to 
them? 

Mr. HEARD. I willsay to those Government policemen that 
the people of this country, whohave their bills tofoot, have made 
no application for such a measure and that I had no assurance 
that those people would sanction any such law. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But suppose that application is made? 

Mr. HEARD. Wewould have the ie Hp torejectit, of course. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Is not the principle the same? 

Mr. HEARD. Not at all; for this reason: that the present prop- 
osition affects only the people of this District, who, I believe, 
are unanimous in its favor. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why, then, do they not make provision 
for taxing their own poney in order to carry out this measure? 

Mr. HEARD. They do tax their own property; they have got 
to pay the taxation levied; and if there is a deficit they have got 
to pay increased taxation in order to raise their half of what is 
necessary to meet the required public expenditures. 

Mr. COOMBS. I now yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
HUTCHESON]. 
oe SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remain- 


à ‘ic. HUTCHESON. I would like to occupy about ten min- 
utes. 
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Mr. HEARD. Ishall be glad to yield to the gentleman any 
time he may desire. 

Mr. COOMBS. I may want five minutes. 

Mr. HEARD. I shall be glad to yield also to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. COOMBS]. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I think the greatest op- 
8 ever presented to Congress is presented right here. 

rom the foundation of the Government until now we have 
never taken the step which this committee proposes we shall 
take. We have never had an aristocracy in this country, and 
in my opinion itis a thing which we very much need at this 
time—if for no other purpose than to illustrate to a Republican 
Government what an aristocracy should be. 

Now, the gentleman from Missouri says very properly that he 
wants to limit this to thecity of Washington. Thatsuggestion 
is entirely correct. If this system should be extended to other 
portions of the country, the policemen of this District would 
not be any better than the policemen anywhere else, and you 
would not have your aristocracy. 

Mr. HEARD. My friend does not want to put me in a false 
attitude. He wants to be fair. I undertook to distinguish be- 
tween the Lag precy here and policemen elsewhere, because the 
people of this District, who contribute the money we are pro- 
posing to expend, have applied to our committee 3 


of this kind. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I understand all that, and do not blame 
the gentleman at all. I know the committee haye acted upon 
the matter as it came to them. But, Mr. Speaker, if I were 
amongst the people of Washington, and there was to be an aris- 
tocracy established in this country, I would insist that we should 
have our full share of it. I would want our policemen pensioned 
and nobody else's. 

If you want immigration to come to this country, just pass this 
bill, and all the ships that plow the sea will not be able to bring 
the numbers that will wanttocomein. Youwill have immigra- 
tion from every partof the earth, men of all nationalities, coming 
here and running for policemen in the District of Columbia. 
[Laughter.] Why, there is not a man in this country who can 
tell who his great-great-grandfather was, but there are a great 
many men who would be relieved from the necessity of doing so 
if he were able to say ‘‘ [ do not know who my great-great-great- 
grandfather was, but Ido know that my father is a pensioned 
policeman and lives in the District of Columbia.” [Laughter.] 

Any man under the sun who is anxious to rise to distinction 
in this world has nothing to do but take a club in his hand, 
come to Washington, spend his life here as a policeman, and 
then retire on the aristocratic pension list. [Laughter.] 1 5 
man who has a daughter who wants to distinguish herself will 
find that she has nothing to do but to marry a young fellow 25 
years old with a blue suit and brass buttons and with the dis- 
tinct understanding that he is to be a pensioned policeman after 
he becomes too feeble to knock a Coxeyite on the head who 
chances to tramp on the grass. It is the grandest N 
ever presented to this country, and that man in the Fifty-thir 
Congress who votes against it votes against the chance of his 
life and the privilege of making a class which has not hereto- 
fore been provided for under the laws of the United States. I 
hope, of course, that such an important measure will prevail if 
we are to have an aristocracy anywhere in this country, and the 
committee seems to think we are. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, a great deal has been said in the 
parenthesis intervening between my opening and closing re- 
marks, much of which I shall not indorse or object to. I want 
to express, however, going back to the original proposition on 
which I started, the opinion that I believe it to be unwise to 
connect the policeman, or the police pension fund, or bring him 
in contact with the local liquor dealer in any way except to en- 
force the law. That is one proposition, and the other is that I 
think it undemocratic and improper to divert funds before they 
get into the Treasury. 3 

And I want to express in closing my sense of appreciation of 
the fairness and courtesy of the chairman of the District Com- 
mittee for the impersonal manner in which he has considered 
and discussed the purposes of the bill which we now have under 
consideration. 

Mr. HEARD. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. HEP. 


BURN]. 

Mr HEPBURN . Mr. Speaker, there are two or three objec- 
tions to this bill, it seems to me, which have not been considered. 
One, that this amount asked for is unnecessary. It is more 
than or quite 50 per cent larger than can be expended this 
year. This bill provides for $30,000. Now, the total expendi- 
ture estimated for this year is about $25,000. The fund, from 
the method now in use for its collection, will be about $10,000, 
so that there exists only a deficit of $15,000 for this fiscal year, 
and yet $30,000 is appropriated for in the pending bill. 


ra measure 


* 
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I want to call your attention to the extraordinar: 8 Tan 
which the necessities for this fund haye incr 2 e find 
er cent of increase since 1885, or in other words this pension 
land has grown at that rate. I desire also to call your attention 
to the extraordinary expenditure necessary for this fund in the 
city of New York. The amount needed as a pension fund for 
about 4,000 men is $485,000. More than $120 percapita upon the 
policemen of that city would be required to make good the pen- 
sion fund if raised by contribution from the force. Apply that 
to the two and three-quarters millions of men that were in the 
Federal army, and if the same ratio was observed, your pension 
list, now $145,000,000, would be increased to $350,000,000 a year. 

It is entirely safe in my judgment to continue the method of 
raising this fund now in vogue. Let there be appropriated a 
sum, whatever it may Dea from the monthly pay of each of these 
men necessary for the requirements of this fund. It will be 
carefully scrutinized then, there wil! not be the extraordinary 
growth which is now apparent, and the expenditure of the fund 
will be limited to what is absolutely necessary. It may bs that 
it will be required eventually to increase the pay, and some 
would say that that was tantamount to an appropriation of this 
character. But it would not be, in my judgment; because there 
would be a careful scrutiny and examination of every expendi- 
ture, there would be an interest on the part of all the force in 
seeing that there were no abuses in the fund, and that it was 
being applied to necessary and legitimate purposes only. 

I think, too, Mr. Speaker, that there is very much force in the 
objection raised by the gentleman from New York [Mr. COOMBS]. 
If the liquor license fund of this city is set apart for this special 

urpose, it gives policemen an interest in that business and in 
That fund and the profits arising from it, that they otherwise 
would not have. Instead of being watchful and careful with re- 

ard to what is going on in the saloons, they will have a direct, 

rif not a direct, certainly some interest in having the largest 
possible returns from that business, so that the fund from which 
their pensions are to be derived shall in no instance be jeopard- 
ized. I do not think that the police force of this city should be 
forced into a copartnership with the liquor-dealing interest of 
the city. The policeman ought to be the enemy of the saloon 
and not its sponsor. He ought to have his eye on the saloon at 
all times, because all men ronog piss the fact that the saloon is 
the nursery of crime here, as well as elsewhere, and there should 
be no relation between the police and that interest to make it 
leasure or interest to look leniently on the saloon, the chief 


his 
of all the 1 Sorin: 

Mr. HEARD. r. Speaker, I only care to say a few words. 
Directing my attention to the remarks made by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. HUTCHESON] for a moment, I will say that in- 
stead of this being an attempt to create an aristocracy, or an 
attempt to create a new class, that is not the case. The police 
pension fund exists in this District to-day, as has been explained 
fully. It was inaugurated by an enactment in 1861, and later in 
1886. That fund is now inadequate, and this is a method which 
is suggested by the Commissioners for the increase of that fund. 
Whether this is a proper method of raising that money or not, 
is for the House to determine. 

I have put the case fairly before the House, and have sub- 
mitted with the report a statement which shows that this plan 
is in force in Brooklyn, New York, Boston, and perhaps other 
cities. I do not know of any better plan for raising the neces- 
sary money here. There may be a batter plan. This plan, Iin- 
sist, however, has this merit: That it is designed to provide 
that the money shall be raised not from the people of the United 
States, but from the people in the District; and as I say, this 
bill is here in response to an application on the part of the peo- 
ple for this legislation, for their benefit, to be paid for out of 
their money, and not from the Treasury of the United States. I 
have responded to their demand as best I could, believing it 


to be right, and realizing that this is the one legislative body to 
nd their own money | 


which they can appeal for authority to ex 
for such public purposes as they ee, Birr right. 

Mr. BYNUM. I should like to ask if the gentleman has ever 
made any investigation as to what rales have been adopted by 
this board that passes on the question of disability? Lask that 
for the reason that I have also noticed the same point made by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], that this appropria- 
tion has grown so enormously that {t does seem to me that it is 
being squandered. 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to the gentleman that, as I under- 
stand it, the provision is explained in the statement made by the 
chief of ps 

Mr. BYNUM. My question is whether you have made any 
investigation as to the rules regulating the determination of dis- 
ability. Unless the matter is properly conducted there would 
be danger of a man being Put or the pension list to got rid of 
him, or something of that kind. 
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Mr. HEARD. I have never had occasion to examine that 
question in detail. The police force stands in the same relation 
as the firemen, the school board, andothersof thatkind. These 
matters of detail are supervised by the District Commissioners, 
and I have never had my attention specially directed to tiis, 
because no occasion required it. I am not able to give any more 
detailed information than the report presents. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to say that I have read this 
bill with some care since it was called up this morning, andalso 
the report. s 

Under the law of 1861 and the law of 1885, as has been stated, 
the pension that goes to disabled policemen goes substantially 
from their pay. Certain fines for breach of discipline are levied 
against policemen from time to time, when they ought to be, and 
those fines go into this pension fund, and a dollar a month is 
taken from the salary of each policeman, of whom I believe 
there are about four hundred, and this sum goes into the pen- 
sion fund. 

As now constituted, every man on the police force is inter- 
ested in seeing that no one gets there improperly, because the 
policemen themselves pay the bills. They not only police the 
city, but they police this fund; and the same principle applies 
to appointments. Lapprehend that it would now be pretty dif- 
ficult to get a man upon the police force who in fact is disabled, 
because the members of the force would naturally watch that 
matter narrowly to see that no man was appointed who would 
be likely soon to become a charge upon that fund, which the 
members of the police force pay. 

I am not opposed to payment of disabled policemen, but I be- 
lieve that the law should be amended increasing their pay some- 
what, if propsr, and increasing the amount taken from their 
monthl pay to go into this fund. Therefore, I shall vote against 
this bill in its present shape, with the hope and expectation that 
the Committee on the District of Columbia will mature a proper 
bill and report it to the House at an early day. A policeman 
now gets, I believe, $900 a year to begin with, and the highest 
pay that the privates can get is $1,080. I have no doubt, as the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has well said, that they might 
properly commence ata smaller rate, perhaps gt 8600, and the 
age be fixed a little younger than it now is for them to goon the 
force,and then let length of service and fidelity give the gradual 
increase of pay. 

As to the publie service being treated in this way all along 
the line, that will come later. The gentleman from Texas may 
talk about the aristocracy of office-holders from a tenure during 
good behavior. Itis very easy to talk about that kind of thing. 
We aro all talking about it. Yet we have already taken the 
step, and you can not get rid of it, either. You can not repeal 
your civyil-service law; and the result is that we take a callow 
youth, who could not earn, as a rule, $400 a year in private em- 
ployment anywhere in the United States, and we start him ina 
clerical position under the civil service, ata thousand or twelve 
hundred dollars a year. Once in, if he gets his backing, he is 
promoted up to $1,800 for the maximum in the classified service. 
That starts our civil employés at a higher rate than Great Brit- 
ain pays when her employés go off the roll at the age of sixty- 
two on half pay. 

These things will have to be looked to after awhile, as the 
gentleman from Maine has so ably said, and as I belieye every 
thinking man will acknowledge. 

But, as I understand, we are not going to look after that to- 
day; but we can look after this to-day, namely: we could refuse 
to divert $30,000 a year from the District revenues for this pen- 
sion fund. When you divert it, if you pass this bill, I fear it will 
be twice as easy to become a policeman and twice as easy to be 
pensioned as it is now, because the pension will be paid out of 
the District revenues instead of being paid by the policemen. 
That is about all I want to say. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Will the gentleman pardon me for asking 
him a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illnois. Certainly. 


Mr.McNAGNY. Iwouldlike to have the gentleman’s opinion 
of this phase of the question—whether or not civil pensions are 
not wrong in principle, because they sap the independence and 
self-reliance of Amerieans, which is the best capital of all our 
men and women? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say to my friend I have had, 
in the past fifty years, the experience which most men and boys 
throughout the length and breadth of the country have had, 
who have had to make theirown way. I have had the ambi- 
tion and experience that the ordinary boy has had, taught at 
the country school, and all that sort of thing, and I will grant 
that years ago it was perhaps a goo] thing for an American cit- 
izen to getolfice under the Government. ut I want to say now, 
in light of the experience I have had, the same industry and 
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ability that command , if a man rests upon his merit in the 
public service, will yield fivefold in private ser vice. 

We have entered upon a new era, and I can not stop it, and 
you can not stop it; wa just as well march up and Igok it 

uarely in the face, and say we have adopted a system, and aro 
not going to repeal it, that does away with the necessity for the 
salaries that were paid heretofore, and that we had better r 
vise our salaried list and make it lower, for without law inm 
cases and with it in some cases we practically give a qe njon 
in many instances. When a member of Congress dies We give 
his widow not to exceed $5,000; when an employé of ma ouse 
dies we bury him and give his widow six months’ pay. Fed- 
eral judges can retirat the age of 70, aften ten years’ service, 
on full pay. In the classifled serviceemployés incompetent from 
age or disease remain in service at full pay when they should 
retire on hall pay or no pay. 

I have stood here for y years, and sometimes when my 
fellow-members thought me ungracious, and by the mere right 
to say no, have kept considerable amounts of money from Be 11 
paid that seemed to me to look like establishing in effect a civ 
pension. I did it for the reason that it seemed to me that we 
ought not to go further in that direction until the whole matter 
was taken up and intelligently considered. I have in mind two 
cases where I objected, and made, or helped to make, the fight. 

One was the case of Justice Miller, the other of Chief Justice 
Waite. They were great men, and served their country well; 
and the proposition was to pay 88,000 or $10,000 to each of their 
widows. It was a little ungracidus, my friends thought, and I 
was not quite clear myself whether I should not consent to it, 
on account of the 5 of their distinguished husbands, de- 
ceased; notwithstanding that, Iknew that seated about the floor 
of this House there were many men ready to make the same 
motion for the widow of every United States judge whohad died 
for the last twenty-five or thirty years, and latér on as other 
judges should die. 

Now, all of these things grow on us; and we will not only have 
the tenure in the civil service of the oie? States that is to last 
during good behavior and life, but we w ave it upon the most 
extravagant terms, unless we wake up at an early day and were 
the matter in hand and regulate it. However, I will agaih 
apologize for having spoken in this matter; perhaps I should 
not have done so had not the fonteno Maine so ably and 
clearly called attention to the matter; but I will sa ain, as to 
this specific bill, for the gp ned my vote shall be 1 
and if it is defeated I trust that the Committee on the Distric 
of Columbia will properly investigate and at an early date report 
a bill by which this popuont d can be inçreased, and increased 
from the earnings of the beneficiaries themselves and their fel- 
lows. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
if he will make any 8 fro 
can properly be made for an incre: 
licemen. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In my 8 if you will pro- 
vide that no man shall be appointed a policeman who is over 
twenty-four years of age, that his salary should begin at about 
$300—I am not particular as to the exact amoynt—and that it 
should increase évery year of faithful service $50 or $100, as the 
case might be, until it reached the maximum of a thousand ora 
thousand and eighty, which is the present maximum, then, as 
you lave four hundred of these men, if you would deduct three 
or four dollars instead of $1 a month from each, you wore have 
a fund which would be large enough to take care of the bled, 
a fund that four hundred men would be interested in policing to 
seo that it was not pirated. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the salary of these policemen now? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The minimum is $900 and the 
maximum $1,080. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And only $1 a month is deducted for this 
fund. Now, there would be no diffculty in increasing the deduc- 
tion to $50 per annum, Which would fürnish a most abundantfund 
and the compensation would still be very liberal. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, the A ought to in- 
vestigate the whole matter. Of course it 1 . 0 r me to 
suggest what the details of such a bill should be, but I think the 
bill ought to ke constructed on thay principle. 

Mr. PENES J hope the District Committee will have the 
benefit of the gentleman's suggestions. I see that one of these 


acts was d on an ap riation bill when the gehtleman 
is wasa member of the Appropriations 99 5 q 


I want to ask my friend, 
what source this ineréasa 
of the pensions of the po- 


from III 

it might be well that the result of that committee’s investigation 

should be brought to bear to supplement the labors of the Dis- 
trict Cominitiee. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The act of which the Relea 

ks isthe one passed in 1885, the first ye gf Me. leveland’s 

t time to be in 


rst Administration. I had not the hénor 


e Balority on the 8 but the provision put upon that 
¢ there should be a dollar a month deducted from the 
salary of each policeman to make up this fund. That, I think, 
in the line of correct legislation, and while I ought not have 

le credit of it, having peen in the minority, I was on the com- 

1 begge I have no doubt that I indorsed the proposition at 
e time. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That was before President 
Cleveland came in. 
My. gan NON of Illinois. Well, just as President Arthur 
went ou 
r. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, J am somewhat surprised to see 
80 much opposition manifested to this bill, but it may bo that a 
better method of providing this fund may be devised, either in 
a bill presented by some individual member of the House or by 
the committee, It has been suggested to me that it might be 
yer to withdraw this bill, but I do not see any reason for doing 


t. 
The committee have presented this as the plan ap roved by 
the Commissioners. The discussion that we have h this morn- 
g has doübtless been proåtable to the committee and tous all, 
and may prove to be so to the Commissioners also, and to the 
police department. lamin savor, Hoots, or letting the House 
pass its paguant upon the bill, and, therefore, I ask for a vote. 

The SPHAKER. General debate is concluded. 

Mr. HEARD, Mr. Speaker, since this bill has been before the 
committee, in fact within the last thirty minutes, there has been 
brought to me a report of the Commissioners upon this subject. 
They recommend favorable action upon the hh, as they do in 
the report which has been read here, but in this they also sug- 
gost an amendment which, in deference to their views, I now 
offer. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add the e Jb none after the word ‘ District,” in line 26: Provided 
fyrther, That the her sum of $6,000 per annum, or so much thereot as may 
necessary, of the moneys received as aforesaid shall be a to carry- 
5 provisions of the act approved February 25, 1855, entitled, “An 
81 ma approp pons to provide for the expenses of the govérríiment ot 
District of Co a for the ul year ending June 39, 1884, and for 
other purposes,“ which establishes the firemen's relief fund. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr, Speaker, before that queson is put, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri whether there 
is any poaren fund nòw for firemen in this District? 

Mr. HEARD. This amendment recommended by the Com- 
DISCORSI would indicate that there is. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentloman know whether any de- 
duction is made from the pay of firemen for the purposes of that 


fund? 

Mr. HEARD. Ihave no further knowledge than is contained 
in the amendment just réad, but the gentleman from Indiana 
beside me |Mr. HOLMAN] says that there is a fireman’s fund. 

r. HOLMAN. That is my recollection. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr, Speaker, upon consultation with some of 
myj{colleagues upon the committee, and at their suggestion, I ask 
that this bill be recommitted to the committee. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. If 
that is agreed to will it do away with debate upon the bill in 
case it is brought forward again by the committee? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. HEARD. I assure the gentleman that he shall have 
ample time to discuss this or any other measure that the com- 
mittee may report. 

9 being no objection, the bill was recommitted to the com- 
mittee. 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr, 1 I call up the bill H. R. 6953, 
the purpose of which is to authorize and require the extension 
of the cable road from its present terminus at Thirty-second 
and M streets to a point opposite the end of the Aqueduct 
Bridge, and to authorize the company to acquire land there and 
build a 777 75 5 : 
The SPEAKER. This billought tobe considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 
Mr. HEARD. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be con- 
ees 1 the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. PERKINS. I object. 
Mr. HEARD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
ggive 12155 into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
his bill. 
he motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts in the chair. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill which the Clerk will read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Bo it enacted, etc., That the Was ton and Georgetown Railroad Com- 
yan. be, andit is hereby, directed and required to extend its tracksand run 
ts carsthereon as follows: Beginning at the present terminus of its tracks 
in Georgetown; thence west on M street to or near Thirty-fourth street; 
thence northerly and westerly, on a private right of way to be uired by 
said company to a point to be d ted by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia between M and Prospect, Thirty-fourth and Thirty-sixth 


streets. 

SEOC. 2. That all plans relating to the location and construction of said 
railroad extension and of the nger houses hereinafter mentioned shall 
be em pti to the approval of the Commissioners ot the District ot Columbia; 
the company shall furnish at the western terminus of its route a pas- 


nger house and permit its use by 

es for the safe, convenient, and com- 

fortable transfer of copie rin upon terms mutually agreed upon bysaid 
the co. line 


ya 
of $50 for each day such violation is continued and maintained, said fine to 
be recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction at the suit of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. 

SEC. 3. That the said company shall bear all the expenses of necessary 
changes to underground construction incident to the construction of the ex- 
tension of its roads herein directed and required, and shalldeposit with the 
Treasurer of the United States, before commencing work onsaid extension, 
to the credit ot the Was ton Aqueduct, such sumas the Secretary of War 
may consider necessary to defray all the expenses that may be incurred by 
the United States in connection with the inspection of the work of construc- 
tion of said extension, and in good any damages done by said com- 

y, or its works, or by any ofits 8 ents, to any water mains, 
— or apparatus, and in completing, as the Secretary of War may con- 
er necessary, any of the work that the said company may neglect or re- 
fuse to complete and that the Secretary of War may consider necessary for 
the safety of said , fixtures, or apparatus; and thesaid company shall 
also deposit, as aforesaid, such further sums for 3 at such times 
as the etary of War may consider necessary: 0 That the said 
sum shall be disbursed like other. moneys appen for the Washington 
Aqueduct, and that whatever shall remain of said deposits at the end of one 
year after completion of the said extension shall be returned to said com- 
pany, on the order of the Secretary of War, with an account of its disburse- 
ment in detail: And provided also, That disbursements of said deposits shall, 
except in cases of emergency, be made only on the order of the ‘etary of 
War. And the said company shali also deposit with the collector of taxes 
of the District of Columbia such amounts as may be deemed necessary b 
the Commissioners of said District to cover the cost of inspection, su he 
sion, pavement, and repairs incident to the said extension of its ; any 
unexpended balance of such deposits rem after the completion of the 
said extension shall be returned to said company with an account im full of 
the disbursement of such deposit. 

SEC. 4. That the said company shall commence the construction of the ex- 
tension of its road, herein directed and required to be made, within three 
months and complete it, with cars: thereon, within six months after 
the date of the passage of this act: Prov That this time limit shall be 
waived in case of unavoidable delay in securing the right of hep ar hg au- 
thorized. Any violation of the requirements of this section shall be pun- 
ished by a fine of $50 for each day such violation is continued and main- 
tained, said fine to be recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction at 
the suit of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

SEC. 5. That in the eventthe said railroad company shall be unabletocome 
to any agreement with the owner or owners of any land required for the ex- 
tension of its road, as herein provided for, and for a passenger house, as con- 
templated in section 2 of this act, the said company is hereby authorized to 
institute proceedings in the supreme courtof the District of Columbia, in 
accordance with existing law for the taking of private property for public 
use, for the condemnation of so much land as may be required for said pur- 
poses, said pr ngs to be under suchrules and regulations as to notice as 
said court may prescribe. 

Sec. 6. That said railroad company is authorized to furnish and maintain 
a 23 house at Pennsylvania avenue between the tracks of the Na 
Yardand the Baltimore and Ohio depot branches of said com’ *s railroad. 

Src. 7. That this act may at any time be altered, amended, or repealed by 
the Congress of the United States. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out the follo 

“SEC, d. That the said railroad company is authorized to furnish and 
maintain a passenger house at Pennsylvania avenue between the tracks of 
ood Navy Yard and the Baltimore and Ohio branch of said company’s rail- 
road.” 

Mr. HEARD. The proposition contained in this section, 
which the committee disapprove, is to give the railroad com- 

y authority to build a shed down here in front of the Peace 
onument between the two tracks. That provision we propose 
to strike out. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is there a report on this bill? 

Mr. HEARD. There is. 

Mr. COOMBS. I should like to hear it. 

Mr. HEARD. Lask a vote on this amendment of the com- 
mittee. I do not think any one will oppose it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. General debate must take place before any 
amendment is voted upon. 

7 HEARD. There is no further amendment we wish to 
offer. 
Mr. DINGLEY. This amendment can be voted upon with 
oe understanding that it shall not interfere with general de- 

ate. 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. No advantage will be taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will put the question on agree- 


ing to the amendment, with the understanding that the vote on. 


the amendment will not interfere with general debate. 
Mr. HEARD.. That is right; that is perfectly well under- 
stood. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HE For the benefitof gentlemen who may not have 
heard my previous statement, I say that this section pro- 

ses to authorize the company to put a shed between their tracks 

own here in front of the Peace Monument. The committee 
3 that proposition and moves to strike out the 
ion. 5 : 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, One word on this question, because 

ou are legislating in regard to my carriage. Irideonit back and 

orth daily, paying the usual pee six tickets fora quarter. It 
is the only carriage I have. I do not know whether the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] who sits before me has 
any other kind. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
the same terms. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Gentlemen understand that when 
we start for the Capitol on a yellow car weare obliged tochange 
cars near the Peace Monument at the footof the hill. To-day 
we do notneed any shed there, because we can stand the sun- 
shine; sunshine is healthy; but during the winter or in stormy 
weather the transfer can not be made without waiting a minute 
or two, sometimes five minutes; I suppose the time will average 
a couple of minutes. Now, why should there not be a shed (con- 
structed under the direction, if you choose, of the Commission- 
ers, so that it may be ornamental and as little in the way as pos- 
sible)—why should there not be a shed at that point which would 
keep off the rain and the sleet from women and children, say- 
ing nothing about the men? ` 

r. HEARD. I will answer my friend’s question; and that is 
all the argument I have to make on this proposition. The rea- 
son the committee objected to putting this shed at the place pro- 
posed is that they thought it would obscure the view of the 
monument, and while it might afford some shelter, would be re- 
garded as a detriment to the appearance of things, and that it 
could better be placed elsewhere. The company is perfectly 
willing to erect a shed, and the Commissioners recommend that. 
3 bs granted; but the committee had an aversion to 

locating the shed there, believing that the opposition which has 
been made to a shed used for a similar purpose on Fifteenth 
street, in front of the Treasury Department, would be intensified 
against.a shed erected in the place here proposed. The whole 
question is whether the House prefers to have that shed put 
there or not. If the shed is such a desirable thing, let us vote 
down the amendment and accept the bill as it stands. 

Mr. GROUT. Why not put the shed on the sidewalk? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seems to me if the District Com- 
missioners were authorized to superintend the erection of a 
shed, we will say on the south side of the avenue, at the curb 
it might not be objectionable. It would not materiall, obstruct 
the view from down the avenue. And I would rather havea lit- 
tle less view and a little more protection from the elements. 

Mr. HEARD. T understand the gentleman from Illinois to 

uggest a shed on the south side of the avenue? 

r. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, sir; by the curb. 

Mr. HEARD. That is a different proposition from the one 
contained in the section we move to strike out, which pro 
to locate a shed between the railroad tracks, in the middle of 
the Avenue, directly in front of the Peace Monument. That is 
what we object to. If my friend wishes to offer an amendment 
to locate this shed on the south side of the Avenue, that propo- 
sition can be considered by the House. But we are not in favor 
of having this shed in the middle of the street in front of the 
monument. 

Mr. PERKINS. It was that proposition that the committee 
OTOR E I think, objected to. 

$ 8 of Illinois. I would sooner have it there than 
not at all. 

Mr. HEARD. If my friend from Illinois desires to have a shed 
on the south side of the Avenue, let him offer an amendment to 
that effect. But there is no proposition of that kind in the bill. 
We simply propose to strike out the section in its present form, 
which we think objectionable. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out and insert what I send to the desk. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me ask the chairman of the committee 
where this road is to run? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is simply an exten- 
sion of the Washington and Georgetown road, in Georgeto 
from the end of the present line up to or near the Aqueduc 
bridge. The road ends now at Thirty-second street, and this 
authorizes the extension of the road. some three or four blocks 
further on the same street. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk as a substitute for the amendment recomm nded by the 
committee. 


I ride on it every day on 


„ 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 6. That the said railroad company is authorized and required to fur- 
nish and maintain a passenger house at Pennsylvania avenue near the 
tracks of the Navy-Yard and timore and Ohio branches of said company's 
railroad, over the sidewalk, on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 


tute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, before the 
vote is taken on the substitute I suggest that the gentleman 
ought to add, so as to make this harmonious with the rest of the 
bill: 

To be constructed under the direction of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I accept that modification, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The substitute, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have nothing further 
to add in presenting this bill to the House. It is simply a prop- 
osition toextend the tracks of the Washington and Georgetown 
Railway Company about three or four blocks from its terminus 
on M street between Thirty-second and Thirty-third streets, to 
a point that has been recommended by the Commissioners be- 
tween Thirty-fourth and Thirty-fifth streets, which will give 
railroad accommodations for three or four blocks beyond the 
present terminus, and allow them to land their passengers close 
to the Aqueduct Bridge. In addition, it requires the company 
to buy a block of land between M street and Prospect avenue, 
which is back of the bridge, and to construct thereon a passen- 
ger house for the accommodation of the passengers now trans- 
ported over the present road; and it is the plan proposen by the 
Commissioners that other roads may run into the same passen- 

r house, and make transfer of their passengers under cover. 
That is all there is of the bill. 

Mr.TAWNEY. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri a question. 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. - 

Mr. TAWNEV. As I understand the gentleman, the proposi- 
tion here is to authorize the Washington and Georgetown Rail- 
road Company to buy a block of ground. Is it not a fact that 
the company owns now more than a block of ground west of 
Thirty-fifth street, and that you propose to clothe the company 
with the right of eminent domain for the purpose of acquiring 
title to a half block of land that they have not been able to buy, 
and that in doing so they will take and destroy the home of 
Mrs. Morris? And is it not also true that this lady requested a 
hearing before your committee, in opposition to the project as 
embodied in the bill, and was denied a hearing? 

Mr. HEARD. Iam very glad to be able to set my friend 
right. Wewill get through after awhile with having our friends 
imposed on by false statements of interested parties outside. 


That statement is absolutely false. Of course my friend is not 


to blame; but the statement is without foundation, and he has 
been imposed on. I do not know what this company owns be- 
yond Tnirty-fifth street, or whether they own a square, as the 
geutleman suggests. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They do, or rather it has been bought in 
their interests. 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not know that they owna foot. But I 
know that this statement about Mrs. Morris having been denied 
a hearing before the committee is without foundation. The 
fact is this: The bill was before the committee for some time and 
was considered. About three weeks ago the committee, without 
a dissenting voice, directed a report to be made and without 
any opposition in the District, except Mrs. Morris through her 
attorneys. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Permit me there. The reason yoa did not 
hear a dissenting voice was because the company bought up the 
property west of Mrs. Morris, and hope to buy enough on the 
east side of her property to accomplish the purpose they seek 


. to accomplish. 


Mr. 1 Then what do they want of Mrs. Morris's prop- 
erty at 

r. TAWNEY. Because that lies between the two lots which 
they possess or hops to acquire by purchase. 

r. HEARD. Well, Mr. Chairman, tocontinue what Iwas say- 
ing. After the bill was directed be reported the Commissioners 
of the District found, on attention being called toit, that one or 
two suggestionshad been madein their report, and which brought 
insomeirrelevant matter, notably somesuggestionsabout the pro- 
priety of ultimately allowing other roads tocome across the river 
over the Aqueduct bridge, which we knew would be prejudicial 
to this bill and which have noconnection with itsobject. They 
were suggestions that did not pertain to the bill, and would be so 
considered in this House. The Commissioners saw thatit was bet- 
ter to reform their report so made to the committee, and they 
did so. As soon as that was done, and that was the only reason 
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1 the delay, the committee made their raport of the bill to the 
ouse. 

Now, on the day of our last meeting, which I believe was last 
Wednesday, I received a note from the attorney of Mrs. Morris 
asking permission for a hearing before the committee. As I say, 
the matter had been considered three weeks before, and, as I 
advised him by letter, had already been unanimously ordered to 
be favorably reported. 

Now, about the Morris proposition. This bill authorizes tho 
condemnation of that property under existing law in the Dis- 
trict, and the company can not take a dollar's worth of her prop- 
erty without paying for it, and the same is true as to the prop- 
erty of anybody else. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If this is a public corporation, and if the use 
to which this company seeks to put this property is a public use, 
why is it necessary to authorize the condemnation proceedings 
which you authorize here bysection5? Why can they not come 
in under the general law and institute condemnation proceed- 
ings without this provision? 


Mr. HEARD. They have no authority under the general law 
to condemn private property. 
Mr. TAWNEY. hy have they not that authority? 


Mr. HEARD. Because it is not given to any corporation in 
the District of Columbia, except by special action of Congress. 
Now, the gentleman misapprehended me. I said they would 
proceed, under existing law, for the condemnation of property, 
as for highways and so forth, which general law protects every 
property holder in the District. Thatis the situation. 

r. TAWNEY. But is it not a fact that this is not one of 
those corporations entitled to invoke the power of eminent do- 
main, under existing law? 

Mr. HEARD. T corporation has no ponor to condemn 
property, except when the power is given by an act like this. 

r. TAWNEY. Nobody ever heard of a street railway com- 
pany being clothed with the power, especially when it would 
operate to deprive a person of their home. 

Mr. HEARD. I suppose not, and therefore this is the proper 
manner in which to proceed. if Congress in its judgment feels 
that the good of the public may ue met by authorizing the exer- 
cise of that power in a particular case, it is competent for Con- 
gress to doit, and that is what Congress proposes to do in this 
case, if it acts 1 upon the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then we are to pass upon the question 
whether or not this is a proper corporation to clothe with that 
power, and whether the use to which the company is going to 
put mis property is a public use. 

Mr. ARD. Most assuredly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And in order to pass upon that question, I 
foy as owners of the property have aright to be heard. 

r. HEARD. I donot know what hearing they kad before 
the District Commissioners, 

Mr. TAWNEY. None whatever. They were never notified. 

Mr. HEARD. If they had made an application before our 
committee before the bill was considered and ordered to be re- 
ported, they could have got the hearing, although they had no 
right to claim it except as a matter of courtesy which the com- 
mittee always gives. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you say they have no right to a hearing, 
when you propose to pass a law which will take from them their 
private property? 

Mr. HEARD. I say it is a coe ey always extended by the 
committee to anybody who asks it under reasonable conditions, 
but they have no right to complain. There is only one proposi- 
tion in the bill which the Commissioners recommend, and I think 
wisely recommend, and that is that we require this railroad 
company, which is a rich one, to buy a block of ground for which 
they must pay, and put a passenger house there, where they 
can decently accommodate the public, and in that way give the 
public the right to the use of the street. 

The company should take care of their passengers under a 
decent cover, to be constructed at their expense. Nota dollar 
of Mrs. Morris's property or of anybody else's property can be 
taken without full compensation. Everybody knows that where 
a jury sits upon a case on one side of which stands a corporation 
and on the other side of which stands a private citizen, no private 
citizen's rights are sacrificed. If there is any tendency to be 

tial, it is a tendency to be partial to a private citizen. That 

the way it should be, and the may it is. 

I apprehend nobody will doubt that this property can not be 
taken for this meritorious purpose without full compensátion 
being made for it. That is the entire purpose of this bill, and I 
hope it will be favorably considered. 

* I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that two yore ago, when this com- 
pany was about to put in this cable t, they were panteon 
willing, on the suggestion of our District Committee, to exten 

their line up to the point now contemplated, and we presented to 
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the House a bill for that purpose, which was bitterly fought on 
this floor. I thought then that the opposition to it was un- 
reasonable, and said to the House at that time that it would not 
be more than two years, that during the life of the then next 
Congress, the public would demand that these people make that 
change, and that it would cost forty or fifty thousand dollars to 
remove the terminal plant, which they should have been per- 
mitted then to locate at the right place. But that isa burden 
which the bill puts upon the company, and which the company 
is ready to assume, because they know that in order to get a 
good service they must do it,and that the demands presented in 
this bill are not on that account unreasonable. 

Mr. EVERETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 7 

Mr. EVERETT. When a bill is pending before the commit- 
tos, and before it has been reported, how are property owners 
who are interested to ascertain that it is ponding, so that they 
may apply to the committee to extend to them the courtesy of a 
hearing? Until if is reported to the House, how can they know 
that 11 15 ending: 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman is surely advised of the fact 
that all these bills relating to the District of Columbia are al- 
ways reported in the newspapers. It isa matter of general re- 
port that they are pending; and I will state further to the gen- 
tleman that every bill that comes to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, except such as come from the Commissioners 
themselves, is referred to that body for information and recom- 
mendation; and they, as I am advised, invariably advertise the 
fact thatit is there and give hearings to those who are inter- 


ested. 

Mr. EVERETT. Has the Chairman investigated the subject 
sufficiently to be able to state whether this property owner did 
have a hearing by the District Commissioners? 

Mr. HEARD. I am not advised as to that. I do not know 
that she was before the Commissioners when this bill was under 
consideration; but I know that the newspapers stated that this 
property holder did apply, through her attorney, to the Senate 
committee for a hearing. I think they had ahearing before the 
Senate, but whether she did before the District Commissioners 
I do not know. 

Mr. EVERETT. I understand she did have a hearing before 
the Senate committee. It is, I understand, agreat security that 
property owners shall be duly heard; and as I understand the 
gentleman, they have a chance to be heard by the Commission- 
ers. 

Mr. HEARD. I am advised thatit is the practice of the Com- 
missioners in every instance where there is notice of any oppo- 
sition, to advertise the fact that the bill is there, and that hear- 
ings will be given. . 

r. EVERETT. And itis fair to assume that such hearing 
is given in every case. 

Mr. HEARD. It is entirely fair to assume that any property 
holder applying will have a hearing, and in every case when it 
comes before the committee, before a case has b2en considered 
and acted on,I never knew of it being declined. I will say that 
courtesy is always extended by the committee wherever appli- 
cation is preferred before the bill is considered. 

5 I desire to move to strike out section 5 of 
this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. T submit to the gentleman 
that the motion is not in order until general debate is closed. 

Mr.HEARD. I ask that general debate be closed on this bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I give notice that at the proper time I will 
move to strike out this section. My principal object is this. 
The primary purpose of this bill is to extend the line of the 
Georgetown and Washington road to the Aqueduct bridge from 
its present termination. 
= 5 0 HEARD. Not to the bridge, but to a point north of the 

ridge. 

Mr.TAWNEY. To a point opposite the end of that bridge. 

Mr.HEARD. That is correct. 

Mr.TAWNEY. Now, coupled with that proposition is an- 
other proposition to purchase or to condemn private property 
for the purposs of erecting and maintaining a station, a transfer 
station. Now, the gentleman from Missouri says that this sta- 
tion is absolutely necessary to the public in using that road, not- 
withstanding the fact that the road has been used 

Mr. HEARD. I used no such language. I beg the gentle- 
man's pardon. He does not certainly wish to misrepresent me. 
I used no such language as that it was absolutely necessary.” 
All I meant to state was that it would be an accommodation to 
the people which we should provide. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understood the gentleman very clearly to 
say that the use of this property was essential to the public ac- 
commodation and for the benefit of the company. 
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Mr. HEARD. The gentleman will allow me to say that my 
ad e was to argue that it would be for the benefit of the pub- 
ic that this erection be located at this point. And in order to 
enable these people to accomplish that end it is required that 
they should be authorized to condemn that property if they can 
not purchase it at a fair price. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, then, the purpose is toerect and main- 
tain a station there for the accommodation of the people. Mr, 
Chairman, that road now terminates about five blocks from the 
point proposed for its termination in this bill, and for a good 
many years they have had nostation and have needed no station 
terminus. Why? Because the cars are standing there, and 
people desiring to go east simply get on the cars. Those ple 
who wish to go west go on to their destination. The only way 
in which there could arise a necessity for a transfer station is by 
connecting that line with some line going beyond the Aqueduct 
Bridge, and this is the scheme contemplated, when taken to- 
gether with the bill passed two weeks ago, giving another rail- 
road a charter on Prospect street north of M street, on which 
the Washington and Georgetown line is located. 

Now, this company has bought a large amount of property 
west of Thirty-fifth street, between Prospect and M streets. 
There is one half block, however, which it has not been able to 
secure. It is owned by Mrs. Morris, a native of my State, but 
who has resided on this property for a grosi many years; first 
with her parents and afterwards with her husband, until his 
death. That property is valuable. It is the lady's home, the 
only home she has. Jt fronts on Prospect 150 feet, and 120 feet 
on M street; the distance between the two streets is 240 feet, 
and the difference in elevation between M street and Pros- 
pect street is 75 feet. Now, how does this company propose to 
maintain a transfer station on property of that character with- 
out excavating the entire bank? They do not propose to take 
only a part of Mrs. aR properti but the whole tract; 150 
feet on Prospect streetand 240 feet deep, or the entire half block 
between the two streets. 

Mr. HEARD. Your purpose, as I understand, is to strike out 
section 5, which authorizes condemnation proceedings? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir, 

Mr. HEARD. It is not your purpose, however, to strike out 
the requirement that the company shall build a station there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. Therefore you ought to move to change the 
title of the bill to A bill for the benefit of Mrs. Morris,“ by 
coupe sas the railroad company to pay her her price for her. 

round. 

Mr. TAWNEY. She has set no price upon the land. It is 
her home, and she proposes to live there; and because this street 
railroad company is notone of those corporations that can invoke 
the right of eminent domain, you propose to give it that right 
by this act, which is wrong, and ought not to be done, especially 
in view of the fact that there is property just west of this that can 
be obtained for this purpose. If the company will extend their 
terminus one block further west they can get the neceszary 
property without invoking the aid of a special act of this kind. 
They can go there and buy property as they have done hereto- 
fore. They own the block, or part of the block, west of this, 
and also part of this block adjoining Mrs. Morris’s property. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Suppose these condemnation proceedin 
take place and the company acquire the title to the two blocks 


between Thirty-fourth and Thirty-sixth streets and between 


Prospect and M streets and then grade those two blocks to the 
level of M street, what becomes lof Thirty-fifth street between 
Prospect and M streets? Willit not be absolutely destroyed? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. GROUT. How? 8 

Mr. HEPBURN. By reason of the difference in grade. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. You can hardly walk up or down 
there now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, yes; you can. : 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ifyou are a billygoat you can. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Weil, perhaps the gentleman has tried it, 
and I have no doubt he has succeeded. [Laughter.] In fact, 
Mr. Chairman, there is a street there dedicated to the public 
and open to the public. Now, Isubmit that this Congress ought 
not to clothe a quasi-public corporation with the powers that 
this corporation would be clothed with under this section, and 
Isubmit that under the circumstances this lady ought not to be 
deprived of her home. There is no necessity for the company 
taking that property, none whatever. 


Thisissimply part of a mammoth scheme of persons interested 


insuburban property. This House passed the other day acharter 
for a road that will connect with the Washington and George- 


town road running up the Potomac River from the Aqueduct 
Bridge, where they hope in the distant future to have occasion 
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for a transfer station, but there is no present necessity for it and 
nopublicdemandfor it, The Washington and Georgetown road 
now connects with no other road at that end, and the people w 


come from that direction are accommodated by the cars on the 
track, and the peonio who go in that direction go to their desti- 
nations without stopping at this point, and would not stop even 
if there was a transfer station there. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to say only afew words in 5 the 
gentleman from Minnesota. I repeat, Mr. Chairman, t the 
extension of this road would accommodate the people on three 
or four blocks on either side of M street where there is now no 
railroad accommodation. The gentleman refers to this asa part 
of a scheme to connect this with other roads, but he should 
be fair enough to say that that scheme is one that is recom- 
mended 47 7 District Commissioners. = 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is there any demand for it by e public? 
Mr. HEARD. Yes, sir. It is the judgment committee 
and it is my judgment that the public greatly desire it. 

Mr. TA NEY Have the committee received any petitions 
or anything of that kind in favor of it? 4 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, Istate whatL believe to be true, 
that this extension is demanded by the public, and there is only 
this one property-holder, so far as I have ever heard, who has 
made one on to the proposed extension to the Aqueduct 
Bridge. far as. the company are concerned, they 
would get no more fare for carrying pungos on to this pa 
posed terminus than they receive now for carrying them to their 

resent terminus, and extension will put them to large cost 
moving their terminal plant up there, but they are willing to 
it, for they know they Have to go there ultimately. ` 

Now, sir, one word about this scheme of another railroad to 
which the gentleman has referred. . 

from Minne- 


2 company to which gentle 
sota has referred, a suburban road e into Congress with a 
bill, not asking for this transf station but on the contrary ask- 


ing to be permitted to come down Prospect. street and t6 con- 
nect with this road overthe Tennallytown track at its present 
terminus. When the Commissioners reported upon théir bill, 
and proposing a union railway station at this point, they re- 
uired the bill to be amended, which was done on this floor by 
e committee, so as to permit the road to run to a point oppo- 
site this spot between ty-fourth and Thirty-sixth streets, 
with a view to using the station there when built, and requirin 
them to use it when the plan should be carried out. Now, in 
fairness, if this r is to. be extended as a public benefit to ac- 
commodate those people beyond its present terminus, the rail- 
road company ought not to. be required to go to work and pur- 


chase ground and build a station without having the power to 
protect themselves t exorbitant prices. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How many oa e are there west of the ter- 
minus of this road? 

Mr. HEARD. I neyer took census of them, but there are 
several blocks. But I wish to call the gentleman's attention to 


the fact that this extension is not only a matter of accommoda- 
tion to those people, but it concerns everyone who may want to 

o to Arlington by that road, or to any point beyond the Aqueduct 

ridge.. Such persons hayé aright to be put down at the point 

nearest to the bridge consistent with the public good. 

Now, if you want to authorize the extension of A185 road, say- 

ing nothing about the use of the station, I shall not object, 
though I think the company ought to be compelled to buy 
ground and erectastation. Ido not think they ought to be 
placed at the mercy of Mrs. Morris, however, or anybody else 
who may wish to oppress them by demanding three or four 
prices for their property. The general law of the District in 
regard to the condemnation of property, under which these 
people would have to pe , sufficiently protects everybody 
whose property it may be necessary to take. 
Mr. GEAR. Why wasit that these parties in interest were 
denied a hearing? 

Mr. HEARD. They were not denied a hearing. I contra- 
dict that statement on this floor. They made the application 
two or three weeks after the bill had been considered and or- 
dered reported to the House. 

Mr. GEAR. Ihave seen a letter stating that a hearing was 
denied them. 

Mr. HEARD. No, sir; you saw my letter, and I wrote no 
such letter as the 5 states. I wrote a letter stating 
why a hearing could not be granted at that time because the 
bill had been considered two or three weeks before. Let the 
gentleman bring that letter here. 

Mr. GEAR. I saw the letter. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman, when he states to the House a 
matter affecting the standing of other members, ought to be very 
careful to state the truth. 


Mr. GEAR. Iam not stating anything against the gentle- 
man or his committee, 8 a x 
r . Isay that the statement affects me as a mem- 

ber of the committee; 


it is not the truth, 
Mr. GEAR. Iam mak no charge 3 the gentleman. 
Mr. HEARD. The gentleman does o acharge, whether 


he intends it or not. š 

Mr. GEAR. A reputable gentleman told me this morn 
that he had such a letter; he tookit out of his pocket sadenawe 
it to me. I did not read the letter 

Mr. HEARD. That will do. I excuse the penile ; 

Mr. GEAR. He said that letter showed that tone parties 
had been denied a hearing. 

Mr. HEARD. It is absolutely untrue, except under the con- 
ditions I have explained. Those people a owes to us for a hear- 
ing two or three weeks after the b. en considered and 
ordered reported, and while we were waiting simply for an 
amended report from the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to 5 our report. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you know whether the owners of this 
pro . were notified of the pendency of this bill? 

. HEARD. I do not know; I never heard. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, those people are all immediately represented 175 the 
Commissioners who, as [am advised, advertise these hearings 
when notified of opposition before them. I never heard of Mrs. 
Morris till I heard through the p rs sħe was before the Sen- 
ate committee in regard to this Ie and when her lawyer wrote 
that letter to me, I stated to him in reply why the hearing could 
not be granted to him. If my friend from Iowa had brought 
that letter here and read it, there would have been no need for 
any further explanation about the matter. It would establish _ 
the facts as L have stated them. The bill has already been or- 
dered reported, and we were merely waiting the return of the 
amended report of the District Commissioners in order thatthe 
bill might be presented to the House, and we had that when the 
attorney’s letter was received. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Just one word. Mrs. Morris went to the 
Commissioners and. they told her there was no proposition pend- 
ing for the condemnation of her property. Then she went to 
the president of the Washington and Georgetown road, who 
evaded her question as to what they proposed to do by this bill. 
Then application was made to the committee. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me ask my friend this question: If she 
made that application to the Commissioners, why did she not 
follow it up then with an a Sper to the committee? If she 
had done so she would have had a hearing. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand that she did 

Mr. HEARD. She did no such thing. 

Mr. TAWNEY n Through her attorney. 

Mr. HEARD. She did nothing of the kind at that time. The 
Commissioners had the bill there, for we sent it to them, and her 
attorney should have been able to see the provision in the bill 
about the condemnation clause and called her attention to it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. She went in person and they told her that 
there was no proposition to condemn the property. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, I do not know what the Commissioners 
may have told her. Iwas not there. If they misrepresented the 
matter to her then they ought to be held responsible for it and 
not the committee, but I apprehend there must be some misun- 
derstanding about their statement to her. I am stating exactly 
the facts as far as they concerned the committee. 

Mr. BYNUM. Letme ask the gentleman from Missouri a 
question: I understand that at the time this application was 
made, the bill had not been reported? 

Ms HEARD. No, sir; but the committee had ordered it 
made. 

Mr. BYNUM. Please state then what urgent necessity ex- 
isted for reporting if so hurriedly without giving her an oppor- 
tunity to be heard? 

Mr. HEARD. Well, Mr. Chairman, this bill had been consid- 
ered and ordered to be reported to the House; and I suppose 
there is no committee of the House which ever held up a bill on 
any such ground as that. I never knew a committee to do it. 
The bill was considered by the committee, was ordered to be re- 
ported, and the report was made, and I do not know aay roan 
why it should have been held up because of such an appliçation. 
This bill contains but one proposition, it must be remembered. 
All persons in interest had notice, I presume, from the Gommis- 
sioners of the District of Columb t the bill was be g con- 
sidered by them; and I know, and I presume all the members of 
the committee know, that we have considered the matter thor- 
oughly, and that if this party had a dozen e the 
facts here stated by her friends it would not have e ed th 
viewsentertained by the committee. I[amfranktosay no amoun 
of evidence to show the facts claimed here would have c ed 
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my view, and I presume that is true of the other members of the 
committee. 5 

Now, the facts are before the House for your action, Hereis 
a proposition to authorize this railroad company to extend its 
line of road to accommodate the traveling public. It can be 
voted down or voted up; Ido not care a penny. There is aprop- 
osition, in addition to the bill, allowing this company to buy 
more land for the purpose of building a transfer station. That 
is a matter for the determination of the House. Strike it out if 
you desire; vote the bill down it you will. But the bill isa good 
one, the Commissioners say so; the Committee on the District 
of Columbia believe it ought to be passed. It is for the House 
to vote as it pleases in regard to the matter. 

Mr.GROUT. This land is wanted for the purpose of estab- 
rn a gen station upon it, as I understand? 
Mr. ARD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. GROUT. Well, a statement has been made that other 
land has been bought adjoining this on the west side by this 


com 5 

Mr. HEARD. I know nothing whatever about that. I have 
no such information. 

Mr. GROUT. That is stated as a fact. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is a fact. 

Mr. GROUT. I was wondering if the other land was pur- 
chased why they might need this also. 

Now, I want to say with reference to this bill that I would 
like to see the road extended to connect with any proposed line 
for Great Falls. > 

Mr. HEARD. . Or all lines. 

Mr. GROUT. Or any other lines extending anywhere else 
into the country, wherever they may choose to run. I do not 
altogether share the objection which has been raised here by 
gentlemen to condemning pone property for such purposes, 
although it is a little outside of the purpose indicated by the 
name given a street railway, for that is supposed to cling to the 
street. Yet I can see no real absurdity or impropriety, if nec- 
essary for the proper exercise of that franchise for the accom- 
modation of the public, for private property to be condemned 
for this Wale’ 

Mr. BYNUM. Will the gentleman answer one question? 

Mr. GROUT. Les, sir. 

Mr. BYNUM. When this company was required to change 
its motor power was a condition put into the law allowing them 
to condemn private property for the establishment of a power 
house? 

Mr. GROUT. Ithink not. 

Mr. BYNUM. Was it ever granted any such right, or any 
other street railroad? 

Mr. GROUT. Iam notable to say. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not anywhere in the United States. 

Mr. BYNUM. Did not they purchase this square of ground 
down here at what they claimed to be an excessive cost, some 
six hundred and odd thousand dollars, because they could not have 
the right to condemn it? 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, they have no right of condemnation under 
—— general law, as I understand it. It must be expressly con- 

erred, 

Mr. HEARD. They have nopowerof condemnation, of course, 
unless it be expressly granted. 

Reick GROUT. And it has never been specially conferred, I 
jeve. 

Mr. BYNUM. I think not. 

Mr. GROUT. But granted thatit has not the power, wherein 
lies the objection, if it be for the convenience of the public? 

Mr. BYNUM. I say to the gentleman that this power ought 
not to be conferred upon a corporation of this character. I do 
not believe it is such a public corporation as brings it within the 
rule authorizing the exercise of the principle of eminent do- 


main. 

Mr. GROUT. But why not on this, if on others? Tt is cer- 
tainly pe steam railways. 

Mr. GEAR. It should not be granted to any. 

Mr. BYNUM. No street railway corporation in the District 
should have that right. 

Mr. GROUT. Do you meansimply because it is called astreet 
railway and not a steam railway? 

Mr. B I do not believe this corporation should have 
that right. It has no public station at the other end of the line. 
Why is one more necessary at that end of the Iine than at the 
other end of the line? 

Mr. GROUT. On account of its connections beyond. 

Mr. BYNUM. Is not there something behind this, that they 


want to get this property for some other purpose? 


Mr.GROUT. Ofcourse that should be guarded against. But 
I can not understand why this corporation should want to build 


a passenger-house there unless itis for the accommodation of the 
company and the accommodation of the public. Ican not im- 
reine Bay other reason. Itsself-interest can be trusted to regu- | 

Mr. HEARD. I will explain to the gentleman that it is a 
scheme of the District Commissioners—— 

Mr. GEAR. “Scheme” is the 5 word. 

Mr. HEARD. A plan of the District Commissioners, abso- 
lutely. It or tes with Maj. Powell and the District Com- 
missioners, and they made their first suggestion of it in connec- 
tion with the Great Falls road, when that matter was here. 

Mr. GROUT. I do not care where it originated. Let us look 
at it as a N question. That is all we have to do with it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that 
there are scarcely any people residing west of the terminus? 

Mr. GROUT. Isuppose it does go pretty well out to the city 
limits, but it connects with other lines beyond. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There are no other lines beyond. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, projected lines beyond. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the future, when this suburban property 
is developed, there may be some necessity for a connection, but. 
at the present time there is no other road there to connect with 
se there are no people to travel on the road, if they had one 

ere. 

Mr. GROUT. There are people up the valley toward Cabin 
John, and pretty much all the way to Great s, to be accom- 
modated by the proposed line there. 

Mr. HEARD. It is a mistake to suppose there are no peop 
there. There are people on that street along which this line 


runs. 

Mr. GROUT. Ihave been up as far as the Great Falls. 1 
went in a carriage, at the expense of another man. Now, if a 
n want to build a railway there which will take me u 
Iam that they should, and Tam willing that they should 
have the trolley up in that section. Then, when the line is 
built, I may take it sometime on my account, not being able to 
support a nolan And this illustrates the convenience it will 
be to the general public. I have no objection to corporations 
building railways for the accommodation of the public. I amin 
favor of it, heartily in favor of it; but let us come back to the 
question. Wherein lies the reasonable objection to giving this 
company the right to take private property for a passenger 
house, provided that passenger house is for the accommodation 
of the public? I am unable to see any reason for objection. I 
can see no difference in principle to have a street railway and a 
steam railway. The fact that no street railway company has 
ever had the right before, if that be true, is not a sufficient rea- 
son. Before I can concur in this objection something must be 
suggested to distinguish a street railway from a steam railway, 
for which itis granted inevery State and Territory. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? ` 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to ask a question. Possibly it would 
be more pertinent to ask the chairman of the committee, but I 
think the gentleman from Vermont is informed on this subject. 
I understand from what has been said that this road e Saari to 
extend its line only about five blocks, and that the Asish orhood 
where this land is to be condemned has been suggested as being 

eculiarly appropriate fora passenger station, because it may 
| ee be a place where very much more important bagi 
tation lines from outside will center. Now, may I ask, what 
there is in this bill which, when that time comes, will prevent 
this company—which is given the opportunity to acquire this 
land when it is not specially needed—from becoming a dog in 
the manger to prevent the public from being well served by the 
other companies which will then need the land, and which will 
find this company in possession of the point of vantage? 

Mr. HEARD. There is ample provision in the bill to guard 
against that. 

Mr. GROUT. It is provided for in the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. And this plan is proposed by the Commissioners 
of the District. 

Mr. WARNER. As I read the bill, it did not seem to be very 
well provided for. 

. HEARD. It is provided for. 

Mr. GROUT. It is satisfactorily provided for in the bill as I 
read it. If the corporations cannot agree among themselves, the 
Commissioners are to determine. 

Mr. HEARD. That is the fact. 

Mr. GROUT. But, to come back to the question, I can see no 
reason why a street railway N may not be allowed to take 
private property for the convenience of the public, the same as 
a steam railway qompany may. I should want, of course, to 


know that it was absolutely necessary for the purpose assigned, 
and for no other purpose. 
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Now, in reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota (Mr. TAWNEY] that notice was not given these parties, so 
they might have a hearing, let me say: If there bs any sugges- 
tionof any matter which should have been presented to the com- 
mittee, which can not with equal fullness and certainty be pre- 
sented to the House, that objection would be a good one, un- 
doubtedly. But TI can hardly imagine what matter of that kind 
Ahere could be. The objection stated by my friend from Minne- 
sota [Mr. TAWNEY], thatthe company have no right to condemn 
private property, is an objection which the House would have 
to consider ultimately, even if it had been passed upon by the 
committee, after argument before committee by counsel in be- 
half of the person heard. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But they had a right to be heard. 

Mr. GROUT. They have aright to bə heard and are bein 
heard now, it seems to me; so that that objection is not a goo 
one. But I wish to be sure, as has been ri begins by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana par BYNUM], that it is necessary to take 
this 8 property for this purpose; and I want to know, too, 
that it can not be misapplied or afterward appropriated to any 
other parpose. So I have drawn an amendment which I will 
submitwh2n the time comes, provided the section is not stricken 
out. Iwill read the amendment for the information of the House 
and will send it to the Clerk’s desk to ba called up in due time. 
It is as follows: 

Add to section 4 tha words: 

“Provided, That no land shall be condemned under this act unless it be ab- 

solutely necessary for the construction of the passenger house hereinbefore 


provided; And provided also, If said land is ever put to any other purpose 
whatever its revert to the owner.” 


Mr. HEARD. That is right. 

Mr.GROUT. Now, very likely it might take that course un- 
der the law, but we want it expressly 3 

Mr. HULL. Is it proposed to provide that the Commissioners 
may determine the necessity? 

Mr. GROUT. No; let that go to the courts. The courts have 
control of the condemnation proceedings, and I want to leave 
that to the courts, to be determined by them when the proceed- 
ings are instituted. The company should be compelled to show 
that it is necessary to take this land before they can have it, 
and when they do establish that fact and take the land, then 
opr must not divert it to any other purpose. When these con- 
ditions are complied with I shall be satisfied. 

It does seem to me a little strange, if it be true, that they have 
been buying other blocks in that neighborhood, and it naturally 
raises the question whether there is not some other scheme in 
contemplation, and I do not propose to further any plan to buy 
land, or to romaine land for any other purpose; but if we can be 
sure that it will be applied to that purpose and that alone, then 
I am in favor of allowing them to doit. This provided for and 
I am in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HEARD, I think the gentleman's amendment is alto- 
gether proper. I have no earthly objection to it. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed tothis bill. I hap- 
pen to know the parties who own this property and have known 
them for mauy, many years. I took a carriage and rode there this 
morning and went all over this ground. The south half of this 
block has been bought by private parnes, as I am informed. I 
oppose the bill on that account. I oppose the bill because the 

rties interested were not given a hearing. I further oppose 

t upon the ground that I do not believe it is right to give toa 
street railroad company the right of eminent domain so as to 
enable it to condemn other people’s property. I recognize as 
much as anyone the importance of having these street railroads, 
and street improvements to furnish the people with facilities for 
travel, but I do not believe in granting at will franchises worth 
$100,000 to $200,000 out of which they can make money at the ex- 
pense of the paople. 

Mr. HEARD, If the gentleman will permit me, I will state 
that this railroad company, if it extends its road, will collect no 
more fare. 

Mr. GEAR. That is an altogether different question. 

Mr. HEARD. Then how does it add to the value of their 
franchise? 

Mr.GEAR. Now, there is other property beyond that, and 
as the gentleman from Vermont stated, there is very little pop- 
ulation west of this place. Why, they have selected to put their 
station at this place, 70 feet above, taking a beautiful homestead 
and confiscating it for the interests of the ties who bought 
the south half of that property. I never will vote the right to 
condemn and destroy property atrandom. The original act char- 
tering the road required them to procure proper stable and sta- 
tion grounds, but it does not give them the right of eminent 
domain to which Congress alone can give the right, and I ear- 
nestly hope the members will before they will grant this 
particular road the right to confiscate this property. 

Mr.GROUT. I would like to make an inquiry of the chair- 


man of the committee. I do not understand from what you said, 
and I did not hear every utterance and presume it ton been 
stated, but I want toaskif the proposition is to take in the dwell- 
tng place of this woman and not merely the land in connection 
with i 

Mr. HEARD. I say to the gentleman from Vermont that I 
have no information on that point. 

Mr. GROUT. Iwas not aware that it went further. I am 
not clear about that. 

Mr. GEAR. The lot on which this building stands extends 
150 feet from north to south. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Two hundred and forty feet. 

Mr. GEAR. And 150 feet from east to west. All south of 
that property, including all the buildings to the west of the 
property, have been bought by certain parties, who, I under- 
stand in a general way, though I do not know anything positive 
about it, are connected with this road. Presumably it has been 
bought, as many other pieces of the property have been bought, 
where a gentleman buys it and turns it over to the 0 

Mr. GROUT. And all of this is abutting this private prop- 
erty to the west. ' 

Mr. GEAR. All west of it is abutting the whole length. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, Mr. Chairman, if that is the fact 

Mr. GEAR. One moment. If you confer the right of emi- 
nent domain—if you give them this right to take the property 
they can take the whole block from this lady. 

Mr. GROUT. The language of my amendment is— 

AS pas it isabsolutely necessary for the purpose of erecting this passenger 
8 . bd 

And if there is open land beyond, no court in the world will 
say it is absolutely necessary, especially if owned, as is stated, 
by thiscompany. I think she is protected under my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HEARD. I am perfectly content to accept the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Vermont. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can not be accepted at 
this stage of the proceedings, as the committee is still proceed- 
ing to consider the bill under general debate. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I believe it will be conceded 
by every member—— 

Mr.GEAR. I want to say to the gentleman from Tennes- 

e— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has the 
floor. 

Mr. WARNER. I yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. GEAR. I want to say that this block or building and 
property is between Thirty-fifth and Thirty-sixth streets. The 
residence is 3508, and it is a very charming and lovely home. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I believe it will be conceded 
by every member present that this is a most extraordinary 

wer, for the granting of which to a similar corporation there 

absolutely no precedent in the District; and I say, even if 
there were precedents innumerable, we should be most careful 
of the extent to which we grant it. 

And now, sir, when it is pro d to grant this extraordinary 
power of the condemnation of land for the purposes of stations, 
etc., to a railroad which only proposes to extend its road for five 
blocks, I submit that such is scarcely a.case to call for the ex- 
ercise of any such extraordinary power as is now proposed to 
be given. 

Again, sir, if the chairman of the committee has stated the 
matter correctly—and I have no doubt he has—this power is 
proposed to be given to provide accommodation not so much for 
what this railroad now needs, or for it will need after it has 
completed this extension, as for what may be needed by the de- 
velopment of other roads, which are expected to open up new 
traffic demanding such additional accommodations. If that 
80, sir, it seems to me that what we should do is to wait unti 
those needs have developed, and then, if we are going to confer 
this extraordinary power at all, confer it upon the corporations 
which shall then have need to exercise it. 

But that is not my main objection to this proviso giving th 
right of eminent domain to this company. Ihave notexamine 
the statutes of the District of Columbia in this regard, and if I 
am mistaken the chairman of the committee I know will correct 
me, but unless there is some pəculiar provision in them which 
is not contemplated by any reference in this bill, the factis that 
when this faoi shall have completed these condemnation 
proceedings it will become the owner in fee simple of the lands 
thus taken and they will not be subject to forfeiture in case the 
company shall afterwards wish to use them for other purposes, 

Mr. HEARD. That will not beso if the amendment suggested 
by the gentleman from Vermont[Mr. GROUT]should be adopted. 

Mr. WARNER. I did not hear that. 

Mr, HEARD. The gentleman from Vermont has proposed an 
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amendment providing that if any land taken under this right is 
ever used for any other purpose, then it shall revert to the orig- 
inal owner. : 

Mr. WARNER. If that is the tenor of the amendment of the 

entleman from Vermont, I am in favor of that amendment. 

ut, even if that amendment were adopted and the compan 
were thereafter kept from appropriating for its own benefit an 
not for the public advantage the result of the exercise of this 
power of eminent domain now proposed to be given, there would 
still remain a serious defect in this bill. The land that is } 
posed to be condemned is confessedly the land that would be 
needed fora passenger station for what the chairman of the com- 
mittee has stated will probably be a great development of su- 
burban travel and trafe. 

Mr, HEARD. I want to say at this point, for the information 
of the House, that in connection with another bill recently under 
considetation here the Commissioners of the District recom- 
mended the establishment of a union transfer station at this 
point. I think they had elaborated a plan in which they had 
named six or seven such stations, which they proposed to recom- 
mend to Congress, and this is among them. 

‘They propose to establish a station at that end of Washington 
into which suburban roads may come, including roads which are 
expected to cross the river. The scheme originated with the 
Commissioners, and it is not confined at all to this particular 


case. 
Nr. WARNER. I am glad the gentleman has so far explained 
the matter; and his explanation simply goes to show that it is 
one of even greater importance than, upon his former statement, 
Thad imagined, In so far as he has explained it, it seems to me 
amatter of the very greatest importance, for it is practically 
the provision of a general center for the whole of the great su- 
burban traffic on both sides of the river that may be expected 
on the north and west of the District of Columbia, and for that 
reason, if there were no other, it would seem to be preposterous 
that at this time we should put the power to acquire in fee sim- 

le all the very extensive property which in such a case would 
proper and necessary into the hands of a single railroad com- 
pany which does not now need it even for its own purposes. 

But that is not my only objection. In section 2 of this bill 
which I presume is the section to which the gentleman referred 
when he mentioned the hearer provided by the bill against 
this road standing like a dog in the manger after it should have 
exercised this right of eminent domain and acquired this prop- 
erty—the only provisions of that character that I find, are prac- 
tically, first, that this company shall allow other lines to use its 
station, under such arrangements as the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia may prescribe; and second, that if it does 
not do this, it shall forfeit $50 per day for the days that it does 
not do it. 

Now, sir, to allow a company to have the power of eminent 
domain uire a considerable tract of land—and the gentle- 
man himself intimates that the tract ought to be large énough 
to provide a central station for all the suburban traffic in that 
direction—to confer such a power upon a corporation and then 
simply to provide that, as to the passenger house which it may 

ut upon that property, it shall allow the use of that passenger 
house by such other corporations as the Commissioners of the 
istrict may direct, but that if it does not do so, the only pen- 
alty shall be the parent of $50 per day for the days when it re- 
fuses to permit such use, seems to me to be . Tere which, 
however well intended, would be effective in enabling this com- 
y to stand as a dog in the manger, by protecting it from be- 
ie called upon to respond in damages in the ordinary way upon 
the ground that Congress had already prescribed the penalty in 
this act. 

In other words, sir, a little experience, and a very painful ex- 
perience, in watching the proceedings of roads which have ob- 
tained rights of way and vantage ground in competition with 
others, has convinced me that if any serious attempt is to-be 
made, after granting this unwarranted power, so to restrict it 
as to make it as little hurtful as possible, some other method 
must be adopted than that which is here provided. 

Mr. HEARD. I will ask the gentleman from New York 
whether the objection he has last made in regard to the inade- 
quacy of the fine would be met by increasing the fine, or by pro- 
viding for a forfeiture? 

Mr. WARNER. Nothing short of a forfeiture would be any 
deterrent whatever; and to acompany which employe good coun- 
sel in this District, even a threatened forfeituré, as experience 
has shown, has no terrors. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman has made some suggestion in 
regard to a recommitment of the bill. That, of course, if meant 
honestly by the gentleman, as it doubtless is, would mean to re- 
form the bill. Now, since the House has the bill before it for 


consideration, whyshould we not adopt such amendments es may 
be 5 it in acoeptable form if that can be done? 


Mr. WA IL suggest to the gentleman an amendment 
which I believe would put the bill in perfectly acceptable form 
as re s the only matter to Which my criticisms have referred; 
and that is an amendment leaving out all provision for giving 
this company theright of eminent domain. It does not need to 
use thisright; it is not pretended that it will be used mainly for 
this company; and as for any other company, it will be very easy 
to 3 that right, if necessary, whenever the occasion may 
arise. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HEARD obtained the floor. . 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I suppose itis not abso- 
lutely necessary that the company should have this particular 


ee 

r. HEARD. LIapprehend not. The Commissioners recom- 
mend the location of a union transfer station at this point, be- 
tween Thirty-fourth and Thirty-sixth streets. It seems to me 
this might be limited to ground between Thirty-fourth and 
Thirty-tifth streets, if that would remove any objection. | 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then why make such a 
contention on this Saale! 

Mr. HEARD. e are acting in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the District Commissioners, including the Engi- 
neer Commissioner, who is supposed to be familiar with the 
requirements in this re . Iwiilsay, however, to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina and to the gentleman from New York, 
that so far as I am concerned as a member of the committee and 
as a member of the House, if it is desired to strike out the con- 
demnation proceedings altogether and also the provision re- 
quiring a transfer station to be built, while I think that the only 
sufferers will be the general public (and would be inclined to 
object on that account), still if it is the choice of the House that 
those provisions should go out, let them go. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That was my suggestion, 
in order that all difficulty might be obviated and the bill passed, 

Mr. HEARD. Then the bill would provide simply for extend- 
ing the line of the road up to the point named, which I think 
ought to be done, even if nothing further is. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no objeetion to the bill in that form. 

Mr. HEARD. I think that in the interests of the public we 
ought to require the erection of a decent structure to accommo- 
date passengers; but that can be done hereafter. If such is the 
wish of the House, I should have no objection to asking permis- 
sion to withdraw the bill and recommit it to the committee for 
the pu of reforming it in that direction. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why not amend it here 
in the House? 

Mr. HEARD. As my colleague on the committee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] suggests, we might by an amendment in the House 
strike out that provision authorizing the company to acquire 
property by condemnation or purchase, and also the provision 
requiring the building of a transfer station. In that case the 
company would take their chances about getting the ground. 
Hereafter if the District Commissioners should make it appear 
to the satisfaction of Congress that there is need for clothing 
the corporation with power to acquire ground for this purpose, 
it can be done. Two years ago I stood here insisting that this 
corporation should extend their line to this point for the public 
benefit. I am perfectly willing that those provisions be stricken 
out, retaining only thè portion of the bill which directs this 
company to extend its line to the point named. That would 
leave to further legislation the question of the establishment of 
a passenger station. [understand this . wil] obviate’ 
the objection of gentlemen who have oppo this bill. But I 
wish to state that I think the bill would be better as it is, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
regard general debate as closed, and she bill will be read by 
paragraphs, with the understanding that when the provisions 
referred to have been reached amendments shall be offered 
striking them out. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc. That the W O; mpan 
be, and it is hereby, directed . itsi olay aha ran 1 
cars thereon as follows: Beginn: at HPs p nt terminus of its es in 
Georgetown; thence west on streét to Or near Thirty-fourth street; 
thence northerly and westerly, on a private right of way to be dequired by 
said company, to a point to be ted ty t ny Coéinmissioners Of the Dis- 


sat ee ah 
wove of Columbia, between M and Prospect, Thirty-fourth and Thirty-sixth 
streets. 


Mr. GROUT. I do not see that it is specified what kind of 
8 shall be used over this extended line I presume the 
cable. 

Mr. HEARD. The cable, of course. 

Mr. GROUT. Then, why not amend by inserting in the fifth 
line the words to be operated by cable?” 
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Mr. HEARD. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. GROUT. ithout such an amendment, if 8 
paa steam railway up there it mightundertake to pass its steam 

over this line of road. 

Mr. HEARD. There is no objection at all to the amendment 
the gentleman meee g 
' Mr. GROUT. ove to amend by inserting after the word 

„follows,“ in the fifth line, the words to be operated by cable.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ssc. 2. That all plans relating to the location and construction of said 

extension and of the passenger houses he: mentioned shall 
subject to the approval of the Commissioners of the Dis 
bia; the said company shall furnish at the western terminus o 
passenger house wi such reasonable time as may be required by the 
sald Co; oners, and shall maintain such 8 house and permit 
ts use by connecting lines of street car companies for the safe, convenient, 
iia comfortable transfer of passengers, upon terms mutually agreed upon 
said railway company and the connec line or lines, or in default of 
ment, as may be fixed by the said Commissioners. lation of 
requirements of this section as to p er house shall be punished b 
e comm uous fino ak te alt 
an Agah pa abpa of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD, Mr. Chairman, in accordance withthe under- 
standing with gentlemen of the committee; I move to strike out 
of this section, inning with line 2, after the word ‘‘exten- 

ion,” down to and includ the word mentioned,“ in line 3, 
the following words: ‘‘extension and of the: passenger houses 
hereinafter mentioned; so it will read: 

That all plans relating to the location and construction of said railroad 
shall e to the approval ot the Commissioners of the District of Co- 


1 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment will 


be agreed to. . 

Mr. COOMBS. Iobjectand ask for a vote upon it. 

Mr. HULL. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

It seems to me that one of the very things that should not be 
ee is proposed in the amendment of the gentleman from 

issouri. Every man who has. gone to Arlington by that rail- 
road line will agree with me, first, that it should be extended 

the Aqueduct Bridge; and second, thatsome provision should 

made for the care of the people who are compelled to wait 
on the street at the end of the route either for a carriage or 
some other conveyance to get to Arlington, 

Iam one of those who believe that this company should be 

mpelled to erect a passenger station there, and Iam opposed 

the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, for the reason 
that every Sunday hundreds of people are going to Arlington, 
and if it is n are compelled to stand the rain or 
élse seek shelter in private doorways until carriages come along 
to take them to the national cemetery. 

I do not believe that the railroad company is 8 inter- 
ested in this extension. I believe that the people are directly 
interested in it, and the course adopted upon this bill has been 
largely, in my mind, the erecting of a ‘‘man of straw” to fight. 
the Oia OBET recommend the bill; the railroad does not 
ask it. The company does not get a.cent more for carrying 

ers to the ae the line than it gets for carrying them 

to the present terminus; and this is a great, rich corporation, 
carrying more people than any other RS pes in Washington, 
having a valuable franchise, and they ought to be compelled to 
nears A some means to take care of their passengers at the end 

f the line. 

You adopted an amendment compelling it to provide a little 
station here at the foot of the hill to accommodate the few peo- 
le who iransfer from the main line to the Baltimore and Ohio 
3 Now, there area hundred that take the cars out to the 
terminus of the road for one that is transferred at the foot of the 
hill here. 
Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 
Mr: HULL. Certainly. 
Mr. HEARD. I do not know whether the gentleman was 
present during the course of this debate or not. 
Mr. HULL. Ihave been here all the time. 
Mr.HEARD. Then you understand the objections which have 
been made to the acquisition of the property at the place sug- 
ted by the Co: ioners for the erection of this station. 
e object of the committee now is to get rid of these objec- 
' tions, if possible, and yet authorize the extension of the road, 
eaving the question of the acquisition of property for the con- 
struction of a passenger station to be determined hereafter. 
Now, if my colleague will prepare an amendment providing 
į for the e n of a passenger station there, drawn up in proper 
terms, I am perfectly willing to accępt it. The only effort now 
is to meet the wishes of those gentlemen who have objected to 
, that provision of the bill. 
Mr. HULL; I am opposed to striking out thesection that has 
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been discussed, and I wish to say that I favor the amendme tor 
my friond Mr. GROUT, that property shall be 820 ü- 
sively fora passenger station, or revert to the original owners, 

Mr. HEARD. Iagree with that, Iam not opposed toit. I 
would much prefer not to strike out the provision in the bill. 
Iam satisfied with the amendment of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, but I believe it avoids very much of the confusion and ob- 
jection that has been raised if the provision for this passenger 
station is stricken out; so [have moved to strike it out inaccord- 
ance with the understanding which I supposed had been reached. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us test it by a vote of the committee. 

Mr. HULL. Ifthe Honse agrees to strike it out, let it do so, 
but let the matter be tested by a direct vote. I am not willing 
to sacrifice what I believe to be right merely to meet the objec- 
tions of some gentlemen who do not agree with me. I would 
prefer to leave the matter to the judgment of the House rather 
than accommodate myself to the views of some other member of 
the House who differs with me. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me ask the gentleman why is it not as 
necessary to have a station at the present termiuns as it is if the 
road is extended three blocks farther? 

Mr. HULL. I think it is necessary. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why is it necessary at all? When people 
are coming this way there are cars to get in at the terminus, 
If they are going west, when they get to the terminus of the 
line, if they are going beyond there, they have got to walk or 
wait for a 5 

Mr. HULL. They should have provision made for a passen- 
ger house there of some kind now to shelter people 


Mr. TAWNEV. Is it the duty of Congress to provide shelter 
for the ple? 
Mr. LL. It is the duty of a corporation, receiving the 


money of the people, to provide proper accommodations for them, 
y when they are enjoying a valuable right that costs 
them nothing. It is necessary that they should provide a Soest 
for the people, and I think they should be compelled to er 
one there. If you extend the road up to the Aqueduct Bridge 
ou are beyond the reach of the privateshelter which people have 
en compelled to seek in doorways, because you strike that 
part of the street where one side is practically a wall of rock, 
and where you can get no shelter. For that reason I am insist- 
ing that they should be compelled to put up a passenger house 
there. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, In reply to the remarks just 
made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] I wish to read, 
for the information of the committee, part of a section of the act 
by which the Washington and Georgetown Railwa mpany 
was originally incorporated. The first part of section 10 reads 
as follows: i 

n i her enacted, 
232 a rip piers Page ere 
the railroad and the convenience of pul may require. 

That was passed on the 17th of May, 1862. So thiş is nota 
new question, but is a requirement of the original of incor- 
poration, which for more than thirty years has not n carried 
out; and I presume that the gentleman’s objection would be dis- 
regarded in the same way. 

Mr. HULL. We can put it in the law, all the same, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. ean. 

Mr. HEARD. I want to say that I agree perfectly with the 
remarks of the gentlemanfrom Iowa pas; HULL] that these ped“ 
ple ought to be compelled, whether they want to or not, to ex- 
tend that line, and they ought also to be compelled, under 
proper conditions, to provide accommodations for 

rs. That is my view. Yet, in view of the oppos 

T as it stood, I was content to have this matter go out of thé 
bi 


Believing as the gentleman does about the matter, havin 
made the motion, I myself shall vote against it, because I belie 
that they ought to have the i to secure that propery and 
to build a station there. With the consent of the House, I will 
withdraw the amendment which I have offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the withdrawal of 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HEARD]? 

Mr. GEAR. I object. 

Mr. HEARD. Then let the amendment be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN, o question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HEARD. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 


On page 2, section 2, line 2, after the word extension“ strike out the 
words “and of the passenger houses hereinafter mentioned.“ 


Mr. HEARD. I will simply suggest to the members of the 
committee that whether we subsequently adopt the provision 
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about the building of the station house or not, that amendment 
would not materially interfere. If you bya subsequent provision 

uire the construction of the house you withdraw the super- 
vision of its construction from the District Commissioners if you 
strike this out; but that can be put in to such amendment if 


adopted. 

Mr. BURROWS. It would be better to leave it in. =f 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman 
announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COOMBS. Division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 9, noes 39. 

Mr. COOMBS, No quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COOMBS] makes the point of noquorum. The Chair will appoint 
as tellers the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. HEARD, and the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. COOMBS. 

Mr. HEARD. 2 the probability that there is not a 
quorum present, I think it is my duty to the committee to ask 
to withdraw the bill and to give the committee authority to re- 

rt a substitute, if in the judgment of the committee it deems it 


t. 

Mr. DIN GLE. The gentleman can move to recommit. 

The CHAIRMAN. tcan only be done in the House. 

Mr. COOMBS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Missouri [Mr. HEARD] 
has the floor. 

Mr. HEARD. I will move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker hav. 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, Chairman 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
E that that committee had had under consideration the bill 


re- 
the 


H. R. 6953) to amend an act entitled, An act to incorporate the 
Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company,” approved May 
17, 1862, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. S er, I desire now to withdraw the 
bill from the consideration of the House for the present. 

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the gentleman can with- 
draw the bill from the further considerätion of the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEARD. I now desire to call up the bill which was be- 
fore the House on the last Districtday, and which was withdrawn 
from the House because of the fact that no quorum voted upon 
the amendment which was pending. I now call up the bill H. 
R. 6596. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I submit to the chairman of the committee 
that it is scarcely fair to do that. We understood from the 
gentleman a little while ago, when objection was made to the 
consideration of another bill, that as soon as the committee dis- 
posed of two bills, naming them—the two that have been dis- 
posed of—he would then call up the bill we were considering 
when the House adjourned two weeks ago—not the L-street bill. 

Mr. HEARD. The 3 misunderstood me clearly, for 
on the contrary I told the gentleman that I felt that, the L-street 
bill having progressed further than the other, debate having 
been closed and the bill having been withdrawn because no 
quorum appeared on the amendment which was offered, that 
bill was entitled to precedence, and that I should call it up first. 

Mr.HEPBURN. That is not the understanding. I certainly 
understood the gentleman clearly to say that the measure that 
we were considering two weeks ago would be called up as soon 
as we had disposed of those two measures. 

Mr. HEARD. I clearly intended to say a different thing. 
The gentleman very clearly misunderstood me. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Idid not misunderstand you; you misunder- 
stood yourself. 

Mr. HEARD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The gentle- 
man misunderstood me, because I am sure I stated a different 


thing. : 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman from Iowa asked what bill it 
was understood we would return to. 5 

Mr. HEARD. Well. 8 

Mr. GROUT. Designating the one that we left off upon the 
other day, when a quorum was lacking, which was the suburban 
rai „and I understood the gentleman, maybe unintention- 
ally, to state that that was the bill we would return to after two 
bilis were disposed of. 

Mr. HEARD. Of course I do not pretend to infallibility, and 
it may be I said what I did not intend to say; but I desire to say 
to the gentleman from Vermont now, that I had stated to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], who came to me 
and asked about the other bill, that it would not be taken up 
until the Belt Line bill was sed of; and I had so stated to 
my colleague [Mr. RICHARDSON] and others who asked for the 
consideration of that bill. 


For the reason I stated before I asked to call up this bill. As 
Isay, Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to take any advantage of 
the House, nor do I see how it can make 5 not the 
slightest. The L street road bill that was before the House be- 
fore had progressed to thatstage where general debate had been 
closed, the first section had been read for amendment, an amend- 
ment had been offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN], and a substitute by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON], and upon the pendency of that substitute. the 
vote was being taken when no quorum was developed. It was 
my belief that it was the proper thing to return to that bill, it 
having been abandoned because on a vote no quorum appeared 
to be present. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order 
against the consideration of this bill. My point of order is that 
the measure that was pending, and which the House was con- 
sidering at the time of adjournment two weeks ago, that be- 
ing District day, is now the proper measure to be considered 
by the House. That itis the regular order. I understand the 
3 to say that he seeks to have this other matter dis- 


The SPEAKER. What di ition was made of it? What 
was the order in relation to the bill when it was up before? 

Mr. HEPBURN. None. It was under consideration when the 
committee rose, pending consideration. 

Mr. COOMBS. If the Speaker will look at the RECORD, on 
page 6419, he will find this: 


Mr. HEARD. I desire to withdraw the bill from the consideration of the 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the bill. 


Then, after that, the House considered the bill in relation to 
the Great Falls Railroad, which passed the House; then eame 
the Suburban Railroad bill, which went over on account of lack 
ofa quorum. The House was dividing, and that bill was before- 
the House. That is the way it stands in the RECORD, and that 
is the true statement. 

Mr. HEARD. It is not the purpose of the committee to be put 
in the attitude of taking advantage of any misunderstanding on 
the part of the gentleman from Iowa or anybody else, so far as I 
am concerned and as the committee is concerned. We thought 
that that bill had the right of way, for the reason I have stated: 
that it had passed the stage of general debate. I will not, how- 
ever, call up that bill for the present. If the gentleman from 
Mississippi Mr. WILLIAMS] is here I will call up the suburban 
bill, but having made the statement to him that said bill would 
not be called up next, I will not cali that up at present. 

Mr. HULL. He is not here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, upon the 
question of order, if I may be heard, this is a matter which is 
entirely in the discretion of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. While I would be perfectly willing to take up the 
suburban bill, it seems that the chairman has made an arrange- 
ment with the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], who 
is not here, and who is not here ibly by reason of that ar- 
rangement, and it might be considered as bad faith to take that 
up in his absence; while I would not object if he were present, I 
do object to be deprived of the right to call up another measure. 

It is a matter entirely within the discretion of the committee 
to decide what measure it will take up. While the chairman 
has very properly stated that he would not take up the suburban 
bill, because there appears that some misunderstanding has 
been created, by reason of some statement he made, inasmuch as 
that can not be done, I insist we ought to take up the other and 
dispose of it. We have an hour, and I think we can dispose of 
it in that time. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. You can not do it. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I do not like to take any issue 
with my colleague. I aimed to state exactly to the gentleman 
from Iowa what I stated here, and in consequence of what I 
stated to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 8 and 
because of that statement, perhaps, he has probably absente him- 
self, and while Ido not feel that the Distrietshould lose the balance 
of the day, and I do not much like withdrawing absolutely from 
the field, yet I am not willing to assume a position which might 
be considered unfair to anybody concerned. : 

I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee, my colleague, 
that if we call up this I-street road bill now, the first proposi- 
tion will be a vote on the pending amendment, and if that devel- 
ops the want of aquorum, then the bill will have to be withdrawn 
again. Iam advised, Mr. Speaker, that my friend, the gentle- 
man from adaon A eh go WILLIAMS], is now here, so that the 
embarrassment on: that account no longer exists, and I now move 
to take up the suburban railroad bill, which was under consider- 
ation in the House two weeks ago. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6316) to amend the charter of the District of Columbia Su- 
burban Railway Company. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is upon the amend- 
ment of the 1 from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], which 
the Clerk will now read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6,7,8,9, and 10 on page 1, after the word that“ in 
line 6; and strike out line 1 on page 2, and also the words “ and assigns are 
hereby created in line 2 of the same page; and insert after the word com- 
pany in line 4, page 2, these words: 

Is hereby created to consist of such person or persons as shall at public 
auction, to hall be prescribed by the Dis- 
trict Commissioners, after notice of not less than thirty days by publication 
in a Washington, D. C., newspaper, bid the highest mtage of annual 
gross proceeds of said railway business, for a term of not exceeding twenty 
years.” 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I do not want 
to say anything on this amendment except to call the attention 
of the House to the character of it lest some gentleman should 
not know what they are to vote upon. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, does not this bill require to 
be considered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. GROUT. It is being considered in the House as in Com- 

- mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. COOMBS. I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that he did not ask to have it considered in the House asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is being so considered, 
if I am not mistaken. Iam informed that the Journal shows 
that the bill is being considered in the House as in committee, 
and one section of it has been read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS vf ipsini ppi Mr.-Speaker, I do not feel 
well enough to make any remarks on the subject of this amend- 
ment, even if I had the inclination to do so, and if the necessity 
existed. Upon last District day Iundertook to present the mer- 
its of the amendment to the House to the best of my ability. It 
involves merely putting up this franchise for sale to the highest 
bidder, the bids to be based upon a percentage of the gross pro- 
ceeds of the business to be carried on. I merely wish to call the 
attention of the House to the character of the amendment, so 
that all 5 75 know what they are called to vote upon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Only a word in reply, Mr. 
Speaker. I do not think this amendment ought to b> adopted. 
It is a proposition to sell a railroad franchise. The adoption of 
it would be a complete revolution, a complete departure from 
the course of proceeding in reference to streetrailroads that has 
ever prevailed in the District of Columbia, and I see no reason 
why new method should be applied to this little suburban 
road, which merely wants to get into town from the neighbor- 
hood of Bladensburg. I hopethegentleman will not insist upon 
the amendment. - 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that 
for this suburban road the adoption of the amendment of the 

entleman from Mississippi would be equivalent tostriking out 
the enacting clause of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Illinois 
is mistaken and so is the gentleman from Tennessee. This 
amendment does not strike out any enacting clause. All it does 
is to strike out the names of the persons mentioned as incorpo- 
rators. Instead of saying that A, B, C, and their associates shall 


held at such time and place as 8 


be a body politic, it simply gives the name of the corporation and 
says that it shall be a body politic, to consist of such persons as 
shall bid the highest percentage of the gross proceeds for this 


franchise. The amendment strikes out the names and leaves 
the corporation to consist of persons who shall buy the franchise 
in the manner prescribed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And limits the grant of the fran- 
chise to twenty years, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; but in order to bring 
the matter up fairly, I will say that Iam perfectly willing that 
the limit 1 be extended to fifty years, and, if it is parliamen- 
tary to do so, I will now modify my amendment in that way. All 
that I want is to guard against granting these corporate privi- 
leges in perpetuity. I append to my remarks an article on this 
subject from the Evening Star of this city: 


STREETS, STREET RAILROADS, AND PROPERTY OWNERS, 


To the Editor of the Evening Star; 


In the discussion of the bill for the extension of the tracks of the Belt Line 
owners to dam- 
ages. Ci ngress let their homes 
be destroyed and the market value of their property, whether for their own 
use, tor rental or sale, be serio’ injured by the destruction of the trees and 


the parking, which now give tot sonoma shade and beauty and repose 
which are so highly ia without at least making the f corporation 
Hable for actual ascertainable damages. 


The United States dedicated the street and beautified it with trees and a 


propriated the spaces for roadway, sidewalk, and parking. The pa 51 

the trees was a pledge that the dedication was made in good faith, and 

if the citizen bought land abut on the street so dedicated and appropri- 

ated and spent his money in building a residence, the Government which 

had indu him to build would not allow the character of the street to be 

. changed and its eligibility for residence destroyed without com- 
n. 

To say that the Government owns the fee of the street and can do with it 
as it chooses, without ard to the interests of ths abutting owners, whom 
it induced to establish their homes where they are, is to say that the Goy- 
— — may be like a heathen god—a greater scouhdrel than any of his 

rs. 

It has been held by the highest courts of the different States that the right 
of an abutting owner to damages does not depend upon his ownership of the 
fee of the street. At one time the supreme court of New York took the ve 
that this right did so depend, but the court of appeals, in the Story caset 90 
N. Y., 122), and the subsequent elevated railroad cases, held that damages 
could be recoyered for an injury to an easement as well asto afee. The 
reason and right of the thing have been well stated by the supreme court of 
Colorado, in the City of Denver vs. Bayer (7 Colo., wt as follows: 

The position taken in some of the cases is, that if the adjoining owner 
have not the fee of the streets, and the value of his propert: diminished 
by 50 per cent by the construction of a railroad therein, he has no redress; 
while if he be the fortunate owner of this fee, he may recover not only for 
the taking or appropriation of the streets, but also for the interference with 
his easement, and the decrease occasioned in the value of his prem'ses. Yet, 
whether he own the fee or not, his rights in connection with the street, while it 
re a street, are practically the same. His possession of his fee in no 
special way contributes to the use or enjoyment of his lot, and enables him 
to exercise no greater control over the street than he would have without it. 

The distinction as to the fee seems to rest upon the fact that in one case 
there is a wrongful incumbrance of his frechold, while in the other there is 
not. The actual injury is about the same in both. But while, if the fee 
rests in the city, there may be no wrongful incumbrance of his estate inthe 
sense of these cases there is under our Constitution at least a damaging 
thereof, for which he is entitled to ca agin Are 

Congress can be trusted to eventually recognize a right which is now 
guarded by the constitutions or statutes of so many of the States, and to 
enact some fonera! law under which such franchises may be acquired, under 
po r cond Soma or their fair market value. What maybe accomplished 

is direction has been signally illustrated in the city of Glasgow, as 
shown in an article entitled “Street Railroad Franchises," published in 
last Wednesday’s Star. ox 


The question being taken on the amendment as modified, the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 47. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and Mr. COOMBS and Mr. 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee were appointed tellers. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 92, nays 67, 
answered ‘‘ present” 3, not voting 190; as follows: 


at 


YEAS—92. 

Arnold, De Armond, Lester, Richards, Ohio 
Balley, Dinsmore, Linton, 7 Robbins, 
Baker, Kans. Dunn, Livingston, usk, 
Baker, N. H. Erdma 1 Russell, Ga 
Bankhead, Everett, addox, Sayers, 
Barwig Forman, M 5 Shell, 
Bell, Tex. issenhainer, McCreary, Ky. Sibley, 
Black, Ga. Grady, McCollough, Sipe, 
Boatner, Hager, McDannold, Snodgrass, 
Branch, Hall, Minn. McEttrick, Springer, 

tz, Hare, McRae. Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Harris, Money, Strait, 
Bryan, ermann, Neill, Talbert, S. C. 
Bynum, Hooker, Miss. Ogden, te, 
Cabaniss, Ikirt, Outhwaite, Turner, Ga. 
Cannon, Cal. Johnson, N. Dak. Paschal, Warner, 
Catchin em, Patterson, Washington, 
Clark, Mo. Kyle, Pearson, Weadock, 
Coombs, P, Pendleton, Tex. Wheeler, Ala. 
Cox, Lapham, Perkins, Williams, III. 
Crain. Latimer, Pigott, Williams, Miss. 
Crawford, Lawson, Post, Wolverton, 
Culberson, Layton, Powers, Woodard. 

NAYS—67. 

Adams, Pa. Epes, Jones, Reed. 
Bingham, Funston, Kiefer, Reilly, 
Brosius, Fyan, Lucas, Reyburn, 

mus, Gardner, Mahon, Richardson, Tenn 
Campbell, Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Stephenson, 
Cannon, III. Grout, Martin, Ind. Stone, C. W. 
Cobb, Ala. Harmer, Marvin, N. T. Stone, W. A. 
Cobb, Mo. ugen, McAleer, Stone, Ky. 
Cogswell Heard, McCleary, Minn. weet, 
Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, Meredith. Tarsney, 
Curtis, Kans. Hepburn, Montgomery, Tawney. 
Dalzell. Hooker, N. V. Northway. Taylor, Tenn. 
Davis, Hulick, O'Neil, N homas, 
Draper, ull, Page. Updegrag. 
Durborow, Hunter, Pendleton, W. Va. VanVoorhis,Ohio 
Edmunds. Izlar, uigg, Walker. 
English, Cal. Johnson, Ind. N. , 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—3. 
Dingley, Ellis, Oregon Smith, 
NOT VOTING—1. 

Abbott, Alexander, Baldwin, Bell, Colo. 

Ky. en, es, Beltzhoover, 
Aitken, Apsley, Bartholdt, pdt 
Alderson, Avery, Bartlett, Black, III. 
Aldrich, Ba k, Belden, Blair, 
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Bland, Ky. Lefever, Ryan, | 
Boen, Enotes N.J. e, Schermerhorn, 
3 Enloe, Scranton, z 
Bower, N. C. Fielder, Loud, Settle, 
Bowers, Cai. t ck Loudenslager, Shaw, 
8 127. — ro Slekles 
Brickner, ss Gear, Marshall, impson, 
Broderick, eary, McCall, Somers, 
Brown, Gillet, N. Y. McDearmon, Sorg, 
Bundy, Goldzier, McDowell, Sperry, 
Bunn, Goodnight, McGann, Stallings, 
Burnes, Gorman, McKaig, Stevens, 
Burrows, Graham, McKeighan, Storer, 
Caminetti, Gresham, M traus, 
Carats, . MeN Swanson, 
aru rosvenor, cNagny, W. 
mane Grow, Meiklejohn, Talbott, Ma. 
Chickering, er. ercer, ‘Taylor, Ind. 
Hain Meyer, Terry, 
Clancy, Hall, Mo. illiken, Tracey, 
Clarke, Ala. Hammond. oon, Tucker, 
Harter, Morgan, Turner, Va. 
Cockrell, Hartman, Morse, Turpin, 
Coffeen, Hatch, Moses, ler, 
Conn, Hayes, Murray, an Voorhis, N. Y. 
“Cooper, Fla. Heiner, Mu r. Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, III. Newlands, Wanger, 
Cooper, Henderson, Iowa Oatez, Waugh, 
Cornish, Henderson, N.C. O'Neill, Mo. Wells, 
Cousins, Hicks, Payne, Wever. 
Covert, Hines, Paynter, Wheeler, III 
ih 55 ie 
Cur Y. olman, ps, j 
Sni Hopkins, III. Pickler, Wilson, Ohio 
Davey, Hopkins, Pa. Price, Wilson, Wash. 
DeFores ouk, Randall, Wilson, W. Va. 
n, udson, Rayner, ise. 
Dockery, Hutcheson, Richardson, Mich. Woomer, 
Dolliver, Johnson, Ohio Ritchie, Wright, Mass. 
Donovan, Kilgore, Robertson, La. Wright, Pa. 
Doolittle, Kribbs, Robinson, Pa. 
Dunphy, y, Russell, Conn. 


No quorum voting. 
Before the result was announced r 

Mr. PIGOTT. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] 
was obliged to leave the House an hour ago on account of sick- 
ness. I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. P 

Mr. BRETZ. My coll o from Indiana [Mr. TAYLOR] left 
the House a while ago, sick. Lask that he be excused for this 
day. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, I ask that the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. BOEN] be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEM. Task that my colleague [Mr. MCKEIGHAN] be ex 
cused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JONES. I ask that my colleagues from Virginia, Mr. 
TUCKER and Mr. TURNER, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am paired with the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BOUTELLE].- If he were present I should vote in the af- 
firmative. | 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. CHILDS. | 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. VAN VooRHIS of New York. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illi- 
no's. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD with Mr. AITKEN. 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. AVERY. - 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. SORG with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. TYLER with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. Moses with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. HITT. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. Curtis of New York. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr, MORSE. 


For this day: 

Mr. TERRY with Mr. WANGER. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BERRY with Mr. APSLEY. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina with Mr. STORER. 
Mr. WELLS with FUNE. 

Mr. ENGLISH with Mr. BUNDY. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
1 To Mr. Moses, for ten days, on account of sickness in his fam- 
y. 
To Mr. DANIELS, for one week from to-morrow, on account 
of illness in his family and important engagements. 
a To Mr. BLAND, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam- 
y. 
To Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness. 
To Mr. RANDALL, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness, 
Mr, STOCKDADE. Lask leave of absene2 for the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. HALL, on account of sickness in his family. 
There being no objection, leave was granted. 
The result of the votə was announced as above stated. 
And then, on motion of Mr. HEARD (at 4 o'clock and 25 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GRADY: A bill (H. R.7412) to fix the standard and 
regulate the quality and price of gas within the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. x 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A resolution fixing a day for the con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 7273 to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. RUSK: A resolution to pay the salary of clerk to the 
Hon. Robert F. Brattan—to thé Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were 1 and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 7408) for 
the relief of Lorenzo D. Gilbreath—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 7409) for the relief of W.S. Ham- 
maker—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7410) granting a pension to Mary Carrol—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 7411) for the relief of Louis A. 
Yorke—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of A. M. Wil- 
kins, of Amhurst, N. H., and 10 others of the same place, pray- 
ing that fraternal beneficial societies, orders, or associations, 
operating upon the lodge system and providing for the payments 
of life, sick, accident, and other benefits to members, be exempt 
from the operations of any income tax which may be enacted— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

ar Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of E. H. Bindley & Co., 
Cook, Bell & Black, and Samuel C. Parker, of Terre Haute, 
Ind., against any increase of the tax on whisky, and any exten- 
sion of the present bonded period, and to indorse most heartily 
the resolutions adopted at a mesting of the wholesale liquor 
dealers of Cincinnati, June 4, 1894—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ; 

Also, petition of M. N. Cortner and others, of Terre Haute, 
Ind., favorable to the eight-hour law proposed by Mr. GRESHAM, 
of Texas—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COCKRELL (by request): Petition of citizens of In- 
aon Territory for Federal court—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. ’ 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of James Higgins and others, 
of Haverhill, Mass., members of certain beneficiary orders, 
against an income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Resolutions of Congress of Ameri- 
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can Physicians, relating to medical department of the Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Three petitions.of A. vermeil & Son, 
James McKay, and Joseph Greenswald, citizens: of Pittsburg, 
8 any increase of the tax on whisky and nst any exten- 
sion of the bonded period—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of Brewers’ Union and the Ger- 
men Typographical Union of Detroit, Mich., for theestablish- 
ment of a Government telegraph system—to the Committee on 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Protest of W. P. Decker 
against any increase of the tax on whisky and any extension of 
the present bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Resolutions of the Cleveland Print- 

ressmen's Union, protesting against the manner of appoint- 
ment of pressmen in the Government Printing Office at Wash- 
ington, D. C., and favoring the passage of House bill 4737—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Also, resolutions of the Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, 
adopted May 15, 1894, advocating appropriation for Naval War 
Co. at NRCO R. I.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Memorial of the Commercial Club of the 
city of Albuquerque, N. Mex., praying Congress to pass legisla- 
tion e Meera’ of the United States to go upon grants 
of lands made by the Spanish and Mexican Governments, and 
mine for precious me to be found within the same—to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Protest of P. F. Dugan, of Celina, Ohio, 
and of A. Pauch & Son, of St. Marys, Ohio, against any increase 
of the tax on 3 any extension of the bonded period to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Petition of A. H. Ladner and others, 
against the employment of convict labor to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr.McCALL: Petition of citizens of Medford and Somer- 
ville, Mass., for an amendment to the proposed income tax—to 
the Committee on 87 75 and Means. 

By Mr. McDEARMON (by request): Petition of A. J. Collings- 
worth and 14 other citizens of Crockett County, Tenn., protest- 
ing against taxing income of fraternal beneficiary societies—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. i 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition by L. N. Francis, regent, and the 
eight other officers of Bristol Council, No. 158, Royal Arcanum, 
Taunton, Mass., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies be 
exempted from the provisions of the proposed income tax—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of citizens of Lancaster, 
Ohio, vrging amendment to the Wilson bill to exempt secretso- 
cieties, etc., from taxation—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolutions indorsed by Collins Bros., Lang, Schenck 
& Co., Theobold & Son, and Bott & Cannon, all of Columbus, 
Ohio, protesting against any increase of tax on whisky and ex- 
tension of bonded period to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of William Legg and 19 other citi- 
zens of Burrillville, R. I., and of H. S. Woodworth and 18 other 
citizens of Providence, R. I., asking for an amendment to the 
proposed tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PENCE: Petition of the Evangelical Lutheran Church 
of Morgan County, Colo., against the pro d change in the 
Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

ibe: petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Colorado 
Springs, for appropriation for Galveston Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 5 

Also, petition of Park County, Colo., to permit mining loca- 
tions on forest reservations—to the Committee on the Public 


Lands. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of 41 citizens of Sioux City, against 
an income tax upon beneficiary assessments—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union of Bingham- 
ton, N. V., on the subject of convict labor to the Committee on 


Labor. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for an exemption of beneficial societies from income tax—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIPE: Petition of 40 citizens of Boston, Allegheny 
County, Pa., and vicinity, members of benevolent societies, not 
for profit, and of Conclave No. 168, Improved Order Hepta- 
sophs, located at Red Stone, Pa., praying that such societies 
and orders be exempt from the provisions of the. bill passed by 
the House to tax incomes of corporations—to the Committee on 
‘Ways and Means. 

„memorial of Conclave No. 81, Improved Order of Hep- 


tasophs, located at McKe Pa., having a. membership of 
600, praying for the passage of Senate bill 1353 and House bill 
4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Board of Trade of 
the city of Detroit, Mich., protesting against the Hatch anti- 
option bill to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition. of the Board of Trade of the city of Detroit, 
Mich., urging certain amendments to the interstate- commerce 
law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Resolutions of wholesale 
liquor dealers at Cincinnati, Ohio, against increase of tax on 
whisky and extension of bonded period—to the Committee on 
Ways and: Means. 

Also, protest of beneficiary associations, against the income 
“en upon social associations—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WARNER: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the State of New York, in favor of provisionfor pooling agree- 
ments—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 12, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Rev. E. B. BAGBY, Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. CHANDLER, aod by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


HOUSE BILLS. REFERRED. 


The bill (R. R. 6500) to define and establish the units of elec- 
trical measure was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 7293) regulating the: procedure im criminal 
causes-in the district of nesota was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee: on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 172) granting full permission to 
the State of Maryland and to the several State courts to occupy 
the old United States court-house in the city of Baltimore for 
the period of five years was read twice by its title, and referred. 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of H. W. Cadott and 
sundry other citizens of Jackson County, Kans., praying that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations, operating 
upon the lodge system and providing for the payment of life, 
sick, accident, and other benefifs to the members, and depend- 
ents of such members, shall be exempt from all the provisions 
of this bill requiring taxation in any form; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. : 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of Hastings Saddle and 
Harness Makers’ Union, No. 41, of Hast , Nebr., remonstrat- 
in t the present system of convict labor; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the McCook Coiiperative Build- 
ing and Loan Association, of McCook, Nebr., praying that 
mutual loan and building associations be oxen from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also persented a petition of sundry citizens of the State of 
Washington, praying that section 2324 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to mining claims, be amended so 
as to suspend for the year 1891 the performance of 8100 worth of 
labor; which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Min- 


ing. 

Ar. PASCO. I present a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Florida, in the nature of a petition, praying that 
the Fort Jupiter military reservation be not sold at public sale, 
but that it be opened to homestead entry. Without the 
time of the Senate to have it read, I ask that it may be printed 
in the RECORD; and the bill on thesubject having been reported, 
I ask that it lie on the table. 

The petition was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

House joint resolution requesting the ot the Intertor not to 
‘ort Jupiter military reservationto be sold at 1 Sale; and to ß 
the Senators and Representatives from Florida in the ot the 


United States to secure the passage. by Congress ot an act g the said 
reservation to homestead entry: 


Whereas the Fort Jupiter military reservation in Florida wasestablished, 
by order of the President, May 14, 1855, and not being longer requiréd for 


igoz _ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


+ 


6143 


military purposes it was re uished Seo Wer Deparscgens, MANDIRI 
and ae och — terior; and 


W 5 qo 3 See 1 25 ntitied An act to vide 

reas, by an act o en 8 
for the disposal of abandoned and ask thd military reservations,” the Sec- 
retary of the interior was 8 to cause the lands embraced in said 
reservation to be sold at pao c sale to the highest bidder for cash; and the 
said lands never having been sold under the said act; and 

Whereas there are many residents on reservation who have in good 
faith settled upon the same and made extenstve and valuable improvements 
thereon, who would suffer great loss if the said lands were sold at public 
sale: Therefore, be it 

Resolved oy the Legislature of the State of Florida, That the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested not to cause the lands embraced 
= aa nore -hoaa military reservation in Florida to be sold under the act 
of Ju 4 À 

‘dnd be it Further resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress be, and they are hereby, requested to use every effort to secure the 
passage by Congress of an act opening the Fort Jupiter military reservation 
to homestead entry under the laws of the United States. 

And be it further resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby directed 
to send copies of this resolution to the Secretary of the Interior and to our 
Senators ana Representatives in Congress. 

Approved June 3, 1893. 


Mr. PALMER ees a petition of sundry employés of the 
Haish and J. L. Elwood manufacturing companies, and a peti- 
tion of the 1 Barbed Wire Company, all of Dekalb, III., 
praying that the Senate reconsider its action in placing fencing 
wire on the free list, and that the import duty of 14 cents per 
pound be restored on that article; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented memorials of F. Madelener and sundry other 
citizens of Illinois, remonstrating t an increase of the in- 
ternal-revenue tax on whisky, and against an extension of 
the bonded period; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of James W. Gifford and 
1,163 other citizens of Massachusetts, praying that in the pas- 
sage of any law providing for the taxation of incomes the funds 
of mutual life insurance companies and associations beexempted 
from taxation, and also that the premium paid for life insuranee 
by individuals who are subject to taxation shall be deducted from 
their taxable income in the same manner as such premiums are 
exempted under the income-tax laws of other countries; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VILAS presented the petition of A. J. Frame and sundry 
other citizens of Waukesha, Wis., and the petitionof Theodore 
Kersten and sundry other citizens of Wisconsin, praying that 
mutual life-insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the 3 income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr.CULLOM presented a petition of ty dow. jr Council, No. 
861, Royal Arcanum, of Lagrange, Ill., and a petition of sundry 
citizens of Emma, Ill., praying that fraternal beneficiary socie- 
ties, orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed in- 
come-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of George H. Newhall and 12 
other citizens of Lynn; of L. U.Francis and 8 other members of 
Bristol Council, No. 158, Royal Arcanum, of Staunton; of Joseph 
E. Ober and 15 other citizens of West Medford, and of Fannie T. 
Leonard and 24 other members of Siloam Commandery No. 360, 
of Haverhill, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 14 citizens of Pembroke, 
Me., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and as- 
sociations beexempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLS 1 a petition of the Commercial Club, of 
Albuquerque, N. Mex., praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing citizens of the United States to go upon grants of 
land made by the Spanish and Mexican Governments and mine 
for precious metals; which was referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

Mr, CULLOM presented sundry memorials of wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of Illinois, remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also 
= ae of the bonded period; which were ordered to lie on 

e e. 

Mr. COKE presented a memoriał of the members of the bar of 
El Paso, Tex., remonstrating against the ponga of the bill 
creating a court at Laredo, Tex.; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2005) to prevent the 
carrying of obscene literature and articles designed for indecent 
and Ennead use from one State or Territory into another State 
or Territory, reported it with an amendment and submitted a 
report thereon. 


SENATORIAL INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. GRAY. I submit a partial report from the special com- 


mittee to investigate ce matters ordered several weeks ago, 
and ask that the report may be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Delaware be kind enough 
to state what the nature of the report is? 

Mr. GRAY. It is a report from the investigating committee 
appointed some two or three weeks ago by the Senate to inves- 

gate certain alleged attempts at bribery and alleged connec- 
tion of the sugar trust with legislation. It is a report of the 
testimony of a witness and of the refusal of that witness to an- 
swer certain questions which the committee thought pertinent 
to the subject then under examination before the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. My object in asking the Senator's attention to 
the matter is to ascertain whether a similar report was printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not recollect whether the previous report 
are pene in the RECORD, but I ask that this report be so 
pr. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that if the other report was printed 
in the RECORD the whole history of the matter should be in- 
serted in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair}. 
The Chair will state that the former report having been read, 
it was made a part of the RECORD. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that as a part of the history of the 
transaction has been put in the RECORD, the Senator from Dela- 
ware had better ob leave to have this report, without being 
read, put in the RECORD. 

Mr. GRAY. If the report is printed in the RECORD it will 
answer every purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware 
asks unanimous consent to have the repor printed in the REC- 
ORD. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it isso 
ordered. 

The report is as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. GRAY, from the Special Committee to Investigate At- 
tempts at Bribery, etc., under resolution of the Senate of May 
17, 1894, submitted the following report: 

The special committee, under and in pursuance of a resolution 
of the Senate of May 17, A. D. 1894, as follows— 

Whereas it has been stated in the Sun, a newspaper published in New 
York, that bribes have been offered to. certain Senators to induce them to 
vote against the pending tariff bill; and 

Whereas it has also been stated in a signed article in the Press, a newspa- 

r published in Philadel that the sugar schedule has been made up as 

it now stands in the proposed amendment in consideration of large sums of 
money paid for campaign purposes of the Democratic party: Therefore, 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
these charges and to inquire further whether any contributions have been 
made by the sugar trust, or any person connected therewith, to any political 
party for campaign or election purposes or to secure or defeat legislation, 
and wheth: Senator has been or is specula! in what are known as 
sugar stocks during the consideration of the tariff bill now before the Sen- 
ate, and with power to send for persons and pa and to administer oaths. 

ipa elie nacelle aioe ty ac oe 
the action of any Senator has been corruptly or improperly influenced in 
the consideration of said bill, or that any attempt has made to so in- 
fluence legislation— 
have attended to their duties so far as they have been able, be- 
cause of the matters hereinafter stated, and ask leave to report 
in part as follows: $ 

In pursuance of said resolution the said committee met in 
the Capitol on the 21st day of May, 1894, at 10 o’clock a. m., and 
after the examination of certain matters embraced in the first 
E of the said resolution, the committee proceeded to 

vestigate further the matters submitted to them by the said 
resolution, and onthe 8th day of June, A. D. 1894, the committee 
being duly assembled, one Elverton R. Chapman, who had been 
coly subpoenaed and summoned as a witness to appear before 
said committee, then and there appeared and submitted to be 
examined as a witness. The witness was duly sworn by the 
chairman of said committee. 

After certain testimony had been given by him, his examina- 
tion was at his request continued until the 9th day of June, A. 
D. 1894, at which date he appeared, and the testimony of the said 
Elverton R. Chapman having been resumed, the following pro- 
ceedings were had before the committee, and he was asked the 
following questions, to which questions he made the following 
answers and refusals to answer: 
you were asked yesterday. Sainai Rinne 


inary dealings he 
ain tae air the pendency of the present tariff bill in the Senate, in 
which dealings Senators were, or are, directly or indirectly interested. That 
was the question in regard to which you yesterday t you would like, 
before answering, to co er. What do you say this morning in answer to 
that question already put, and I put it to you again? 


‘ 
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Mr. CHAPMAN. With reference tothe first yars the 4 as it is 
m e 


matter of public notoriety among our associa! embers of ‘ew York 

Stock Exch: I state that we have handled large quantities of stock of 

the American Sugar Refi: Com during the pendency of this bill. 
Senator LODGE. You have ht and sold? 

We Sense Bought and sold. Perhaps is better bought and sold than 


The CHAIRMAN. Were any of those transactions in sugar stock or certifi- 
cates, so called, transactions in which any Senators of the United States 
were interested, either directly or indirectly, during the pendency of the 
present tariff bill or the consideration of the present tariff bill? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. With all due respect to this honorable committee, I decline 
to answer that question or any question relating to the business of the firm 
of Moore & Schley, of which I am sparu 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you finished your answer? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I have. 

The CHAIRMAN. Youhave? Do 2 decline to answer that question on the 
ground that its ans wer may tend in any way to criminate yourself or expose 
you to a criminal prosecution of any kind whatever? 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer that question for the reason that we 
are brokers, and as such are engaged in the business of buying, muig and 

ing stocks, bonds, and other securities dealt in on the New York Stock 
Exchange for the account of our customers, who are the principals. 
transactions we are simply their agents, and as such have neither a moral 
nor a legal right to divulge the details of business with which we are in- 
trusted. Our relations with our clients are those of the closest confidence, 
and should we violate this confidence, even at the demand of this honorable 
committee, we should justly forfeit the respect of those upon whom we must 
depend for our business. 

e CHAIRMAN. You have given a reason for declining to answer the ques- 
tion before the last. My last question was whether you decline to answer 
for the reason that an answer might expose you to c prosecution or 
tend to expose you to such in any way. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN, You do not for that reason. 

“ome LODGE. You decline to answer for the reason that you have just 


The CHAIRMAN. And not for the reason that I have just asked? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. That is correct. 

Senator DAvis. You have been summoned to appear before this commit- 
tee as a witness, have you not? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. Yes. 

Senator Davis. And you appear pursuant to that summons? 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I do, sir. 

Senator Davis. Mr. Chapman, you are asked whether the firm of Moore & 
Schley have bought or sold whatare known as sugarstocks du the month 
0 bruary, 1 and after the first day of that month, for or in the interest 
direct or indirect, of any United States Senator. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer that 8 

Senator Davis. Has the firm of Moore & Schley during the month of March, 
poy ya oe or sold any stocks or securities known as sugar stocks for or in 
the interest, direct or of any United States Senator’ 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator DAVIs. Has the firm of Moore & Schley during the month of April, 
1894, bought or sold any stocks or securities known as sugar stocks for or in 
the interest, direct or indirect, of any United States Senator? 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator Davis. Has the firm of Moore & Schley, during the month of May, 
1894, bought or sold any stocks or securities known as sugar stock for or 
the interest, direct or indirect, of any United States Senator? 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator DAvis. Has the flrmof Moore & Schley, during the month of June, 
1894, bought or sold any stocks or securities known as sugar stock for or in 
the interest, direct or indirect, of any United States Senator? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator Davis. Is the firm of Moore & 8 at present carrying any 

stock for the benefit of or in the interest, direct or indirect, of any 

United States Senator? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator DAVIS. Mr. Chapman, has your attention been called to, and have 

ou considered, sections 102, 103, and 104 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates upon the subject ot refusal of a witness to answer a question per zi- 
nent to the cet Sa when addressed to him by a committee duly authorized 
to investigate 

Mr. CHAPMAN. In ageneral way, yes. 

Senator DAvIs, You have read the statute? 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I have not read it. ‘ 

Senator DAvIS. I show you the sections to which I refer. Just cast your 
eye over them. 

Mr. CHAPMAN (after reading). I have now read the statute. 

Senator DAVIS. After re: that statute, do you still t in your re- 

usal to answer the several questions which have been to you? 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I do. 

Senator ALLEN. Mr. Chapman, Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH is a United 
States Senator from the State of Rhode Island, now engaged in 93 
his duties as a member of the Senate, and has been since the ist of Febru- 
ary, 1804. Youmay state if he has purchased or sold any sugar stock, such 
as are mentioned in this resolution, through your firm during the period I 
have mentioned. I speak of the period from the Ist day of February, 1894, 
to the present moment, during all which time the tariff bill has been under 
discussion in the Senate. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. I want to state to you, in connection with this question, 
Mr. Chapman, that Iam the WILLIAM V. ALLEN whose name is embraced in 
the preceding qusetion, and I give you full liberty, and make personal re- 
quest of you, to testify before this committee if I have had any business 
transactions with your firm, or through your firm, in the purchase or sale 
of sugar stocks or any other stocks that perlod. hope you will 
waive your privilege, as you look at it, to that extent. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline toanswer. 

Senator Se pees You decline to answer that. The Hon, WILLIAM B. ALLI- 


Senator ALLEN. I put to you the same question in reference to Hon. WIL- 
LIAM B. EATE, a United States Senator from the State of Tennessee. 


Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. I put to you the same question with reference to Hon. 
JAMES H. BERRY, a United States Senator from the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOSEPH C. S. BLACKBURN, a United States Sen- 
ator from the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Hon. CALVIN S. Brice, a Senator from the State of Ohio, 
you have testified about. Hon. MATTHEW C. BUTLER isa United States Sen- 
ator from the State of South Carolina. Iask you the same question with 
reference to 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also the same question with reference to Hon. DONELSON 
CAFFERY, a United States Senator from the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILKINSON CALL, a United States Senator 
from the State of Florida. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHNSON N. CAMDEN, a United States Senator 
from the State of West Virginia. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JAMES DONALD CAMERON, & United States Sen- 
ator from the State of Pennsylvania. š 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOSEPH M. CAREY, a United States Senator 
from the State of Wyoming. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM E. CHANDLER, a United States Sen- 
ator from the State of New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. FRANCIS M. COCKRELL, a United States Sen- 
ator from the State of Missouri. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. RICHARD COKE, a United States Senator from 
the State of Texas. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. SHELBY M. CULLOM, a United States Senator 
from the State of Illinois. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JohN W. DANIEL, a United States Senator from 
the State of Virginia. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer, 

Senator ALLEN. Alsojthe Hon. CUSHMAN K. DAVIS, a United States Senator 
from the State of Minnesota. He is a member of the committee, and may 
speak for himself. 

Lennie Davis. Mr. Chapman, I request and insist that you answer that 

uestion. 
* Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator DAVIS. Do you wish to put me in the position of appearing to have 
speculated in sugar stocks priors es ‘our firm? 

Mr. CHAPMAN’ I do not; I simp! ecline upon general principles. 

Senator ALLEN. Also the Hon. NATHAN F. DIXON, a United States Sena- 
tor from the State of Rhode Island. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOSEPH N. DOLPH, a United States Senator 
from the State of Oregon. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. FRED T. DUBOIS, a United States Senator from 
the State of Idaho. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. CHARLES J. FAULKNER, a United States Sena- 
tor from the State of West Virginia. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN, Also Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, a United States Senator 
from the State of Maine. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JACOB H. GALLINGER, a United States Senator 
from the State of New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JAMES Z. GEORGE, a United States Senator 
from the State of Mississippl. £ 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. CHARLES H. GIBSON, a United States Senator 
from the State of ER ETE 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN B. GORDON, & United States Senator from 
the State of Georgia. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. ' 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. ARTHUR P. GORMAN, & United States Senator 
from the State of pipe fee 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. GEORGE GRAY, United States Senator from the 
State of Delaware. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

The CHAIRMAN. I make the same request that Senator DAVIS did, and ask 
and insist that you answer the question so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. EUGENE HALE, United States Senator from the 
State of Maine. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also the Hon. Henry C. HANSBROUGH, United States 
Senator from the State of North Dakota. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. ISHAM G. HARRIS, & United States Senator 
from the State of Tennessee. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, a United States Senator 
from the State of Connecticut, 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. ANTHONY HIGGINS, a United States Senator 
from the State of Delaware. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. DAVIÐ B. HILL, a United States Senator from 
the State of New York. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. GEORGE F, HOAR, a United States Senator 
from the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. E 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. EPPA HUNTON, a United States Senator from 
the State of Vir; 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. J. L. M. IRBY, a United States Senator from 
the State of South Carolina. 

Mr, CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 
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Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JAMES K. JONES, a United States Senator from 
the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer, 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN P. JONES, a United States Senator from 
the Stave of Nevada. $ : 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JAMES H. KYLE, a United States Senator from 
the State of South Dakota. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM LINDSAY, a United States Senator 
from the State of Kentucky, who is also a member of this committee, and 
who, I am well satisfied, would desire you to make any statement concern- 
es eae if he were present. He is de ed from the committee by sickness 

. CHAPMAN. I also decline to answer as to him. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. HENRY CABOT LODGE, a United States Senator 
from the State of Massachusetts, a member of the committee. 

Senator LODGE. I request and insist, Mr Chapman, as Mr. GRAY and Mr. 
Davis have done, that 15 reply whether, directly or indirectly, I have 
dealt through your firm in the purchase or sale of any kind of stocks? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senatcr ALLEN. You may assume that that request is made and urged 
upon you, Mr. 98 every member of the committee, collectively 
and individually. Also Hon. JAMES MCMILLAN, a United States Senator 
from the State of Michigan. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. 1 decline toanswer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN R. MCPHERSON, a United States Senator 
from the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN, Also Hon. CHARLES F. MANDERSON, a United States Sen- 
ator from the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN, Also Hon. JOHN MARTIN, a United States Senator from 
the State of Kansas. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. ROGER Q. MILLS, a United States Senator from 
the State of Texas. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. Idecline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN L. MITCHELL, a United States Senator 
from the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decine to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN H. MITCHELL, a United States Senator 
from the State of Drakon: 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senutor ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN T. MORGAN, a United States Senator from 
the State of Alabama. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JUSTIN S. MORRILL, & United States Senator 
from the State of Vermont, 

Mr, CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. EDWARD MURPBRY, Jr., a United States Senator 
from the State of New York. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN M. PALMER, a United States Senator 
from the State of Illinois. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. SAMUEL PASCO, a United States Senator from 
the State of Florida. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM A. PEFFER, a United States Senator 
from the State of Kansas. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, a United States Senator 
from the State of California. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, a United States Senator from 
the State of South Dakota. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. ORVILLE H. PLATT, a United States Senator 
from the State of Connecticut. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. THOMAS C. ROWER, a United States Senator 
from the State of Montana. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, 1 decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. REDFIELD PROCTOR, a United States Senator 
from the State of Vermont. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JAuxs L. PUGH, a United States Senator from 
the State of Alabama. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. MATTHEW S. QUAY, a United States Senator 
from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. Marr W. RANSOM, a United States Senator 
from the State of North Carolina. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM N. ROACH, a United States Senator 
from the State of North Dakota. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, a United States Senator from 
the State of Ohio. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. GEORGE L. SHOUP, a United States Senator 
from the State of Idaho. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

ALLEN. Also H 


Senator 5 on. JAMES SMITH, Jr., a United States Senator 
from the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WATSON C. SQUIRE, a United States Senator 
from the State of Washington. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM M. STEWART, & United States Sen- 
ator from the State of Nevada. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. HENRY M. TELLER, a United States Senator 
from the State of Colorado. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. DAVID TURPIE, a United States Senator from 
the State of Indiana. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. GEORGE G. VEST, a United States Senator 
from the State of Missouri. 

Mr, CHAPMAN, Idecline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM F. VILAS, a United States Senator 
from the State of Wisconsin. 
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Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. DANIEL W. VOORHEES, a United States Sona- 
tor from the State of Indiana. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM D. WASHBURN, a United States Sena- 
tor from the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Hon. Edward D. White, formerly United States 


r. I decline to answer. 
Senator ALLEN. Also the Hon. Senator JARVIS, of the State of North Car- 
olina. 


Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Senator MCLAURIN, of the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. NEWTON L. BLANCHARD, a United States Sena- 
tor from the State of Lo’ 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, a United States Senator 
from the State of California. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JAMES F. WILSON, a United States Senator 
from the State of Iowa. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. f 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. EDWARD O. WOLCOTT, a United States Sena- 
tox from the State of Colorado. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Senator PATTON, of the State of Michigan. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator DAvis. Also Senator Stockbridge, of Michigan, recently deceased. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Now, Mr. Chapman, I understand you to refuse to testify 
anything whatever concerning any dealings your firm may have had for or 
on account of any of the persons whose names we have mentioned’ 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I do. 

Senator ALLEN, As dealers in what are known as sugar stocks, pending 
the present tariff bill, since February 1, 1894, to the present time? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I do. 

AIRMAN, And also as to whether any of the persons named have 
had any dealings or not? 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline. 


The subpoena by which said witness was commanded to appear 
and testify before the committee at the time and place aforesaid, 
together with certificate of service thereof, is hereto attached, 
and marked Exhibit A:“ 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


Congress of the United States. 
To B. R. Chapman, New York City, greeting: 

Pursuant to lawful authority, you are hereby commanded to appear forth- 
with before the special committee of the Senate of the Unite tates, ap- 
3 under the resolution of the Senate of the United States of May 17, 

804, at the room of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, then and 
there to testify what you may know relative to the subject-matters under 
consideration by said committee. 

Hereot fail not, as you will answer your default under the pains and pen- 
alties in such cases made and provided. 

To Richard J. Bright, Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate of the United States, 
to serve return. 

Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 6th day of June, in 
the year of our Lord 1894. 

GEO. GRAY, 


Chairman Special Committee. 
SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Office of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 
Ido appoint and hereby oponer B. W. Layton to serve this subpæna, 
and to exercise all the authority in relation thereto with which I am vested 
by the within order. 
R. J: BRIGHT, 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the United States Senate. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 7, 1894. 


I made service of the within subpeena vege my deputy, B. W. Layton, 
by the within-named E. R. 8 at No. 80 Broadway, New York City, 
at 10 o'clock a. m., on the 7th day of June, 1894. E J. nr 


Sergeant-at-Arms, Senate of the United States, 


Your committee further report that during said examination 
the said witness, Elverton R. Chapman, refused and declined to 
answer sundry other pertinent questions duly pga gar rly put 
to him, as manifestly appears from a full copy of all of his testi- 
mony taken before said committee, and of all proceedings had 
in connection therewith, which copy is hereto annexed and is 
hereby made a part of this report, as fully as if it were incorpo- 
rated therein. (Exhibit B.) 

In the opinion of the committee each of the questions put to 
said witness was a proper question, and pertinent to the ques- 
tion under inquiry before the committee, and was necessary to 
make the examination ordered by said resolution of the Senate, 
and that said witness is in contempt of the Senate and merits to 
be dealt with for his misconduct; and that said witness, by his 
various refusals to answer the questions as herein set forth, has 
violated the provisions of that certain act of Congress in such 
cases made and provided, being chapter 7 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, which chapter is as follows: 

Sec. 102, Revised Statutes. Every person who, having been summoned as 
a witness by the authority of either House of keer, ‘sires to give testimony or 
to produce papers upon any matter. under inquiry before either House or any 
committee of either House of Congress, fully makes default, or who, 
having appeared, refuses to answer any question pertinent to the — 
under inquiry, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, punishable by a 
fine of not more than $1,000 nor less than 8100, and imprisonment in a com- 
mon jail for not less than one month nor more than twelve months. 


SEOC. 103. No witness is privileged to refuse to testify to any fact or to pro- 
c 


duce any paper respecting w he shall be examined by either House of 
Congress, 


or by any committee of either House, upon the ground that his 
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testimony to such fact or his 
him or otherwise render him 
Sec. 104. Whenever a witness summoned, as mentioned in section 102, fails 
to testify, and the facts are sonoron to either House, the President of the 
Senate or the Speaker of the 
fact under the seal of the Senate or 
District of Columbia, whose duty it shall be to bring the matter before the 
grand jury for their action. 

Wherefore the committee report to the Senate, and to the end 
that the President of the Senate certify as to said witness his 
aforesaid failure to testify and his aforesaid refusals to answer, 
and all the facts herein, under the seal of the Senate, to the 
United States district attorney for the District of Columbia, in 
order that said witness may be proceeded against in manner and 


form provided by law. 
- EO. GRAY 


* 
WILLIAM LIN SDAX, 
C. K. DAVIS, 
HENRY CABOT LODGE, 
WILLIAM V. ALLEN, 
Committee. 


Mr. ALLEN subsequently said: I desire to submit an addi- 
tional report on behalf of myself as a member of the special in- 
vestigating committee. I ask that it be printed as a document, 
and also that it be printed with the report filed to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks that the report submitted by him may be printed in the 
RECORD. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that as 
there was an order made to print the report submitted by the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] in the RECORD, it might be 
convenient for all of us to have his report immediately follow 
it in the RECORD, so that the two will appear together. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire this supplemental report to be printed 
immediately after the other report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the re- 
port will be read. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

ADDITIONAL REPORT OF MR. ALLEN, OF THE COMMITTEE. 


In addition to the above recommendation of the committee 
regarding the witness E. R. Chapman, I think he ought to be 
brought to the bar of the Senate and required to purge himself 
of the contempt of which he is guilty, or be summarily punished 
for a refusal to do so, I therefore recommend the adoption of 
the following resolution by the Senate: 

Whereas E. R. Chapman, a witness, was heretofore duly summoned a 
select committee of the Senate, and being lawfully required to testify 
fore said committee, has, as appears by the report of said committee, re- 
fused to answer pertinent and material questions propounded to him by 
said committee: Therefore, : 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate issue his warrant in due form 
under his hand and the seal of the Senate, directed to the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate, command him forthwith to arrest and bring to the bar of 
the Senate the body ofsaid E. R. Chapman, toshow cause why heshould not be 
punished for contempt, and in the meantime to keep the said Chapman in 
custody to await the ther order of the Senate. 


Respectfully submitted. 


uction of such paper may tend to disgrace 
ous. 


WILLIAM V. ALLEN. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be printed in 
connection with the report of the majority of the committee, in 
the absence of objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2111) for the relief of 
the estate of Hugh L. Gallaher, deceased, late of 3 
Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2112) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sidney Manse; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2113) to amend an act 
entitled An act granting to railroads the rightof way through 
the public lands of the United States,” approved March 3, 1875; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

r. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2114) relating to the proof of 
the genuineness of disputed writing; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 2115) to provide for the reg- 
ulated free coinage of silver bullion into standard dollars of the 
United States, and for ved PE of the parity of value of 
the various kinds of coined money of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

. AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 


N to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 
THE PADRONE SYSTEM. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the resolution I submitted yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT p tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by 
Mr. CHANDLER, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 
Senate, so far as the records of „ enable him to do so, to what 
extent the system now prevails er which immigrants from Tral „or 
other countries, fall into the hands of agents or bankers who entice or force 
them into contracts or customs under which their labor is farmed out to 
their employers, commonly called the padrone system; and also to inform 
hy the Treasury Deparcanens for breaking up every Sach ATEU: whether 
the Department has sufficient funds at its disposst derived from the head 
moneys, or whether additional appropriations are needed for the suppres- 
sion and extermination of such systems, and for the due enforcement of the 
laws prohibiting the importation of contract laborers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. -The Chair would suggest to 
the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senate, that the res- 
olution is the third now upon the table having the right to be 
presented this morning, coming over from a former day. The 
Senator from New Hampshire, however, asks unanimous con- 
sent that his resolution be now considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hearsno objection, 
and the resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask the attention of the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. President, recently the Italian Government has shown 
deepinterestinthesuppressionofthe arenes system in this coun- 
try under which Italian 5 into the control of agents 
and bankers who keep them in a state of half slavery, and exact 
from them, for no real service, a large portion of every day's 
wages which they earn by severe and honest toil. The ener- 
getic and courteous I ambassador, the Baron Fava, has 
made such representations to our Government that renewed 
efforts are being made by the President, the Secretary of State, 
and especially by the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, 
and the efficient Superintendent of tion, Mr. Stump, 
for the extermination of the vicious system. To bring depuis 
attention this creditable cobperative movement of the two Gov- 
ernments, and to ascertain the existing situation with a view to 
additional legislation if necessary, is the object of the resolu- 
tion now before the Senate, and which I hope may be allowed to 
pass unanimously. 

It will, however, be impossible to completely destroy the ob- 
jectionable padrone system until a sentiment hostile to its con- 
tinuance is avowed among the better and wealthier class of Ital- 
ians who have become residents in this country, and who ought 
to be willing to render their assistance through organized ef- 
fort. Something is being done in this direction, and more must 
be done to protect Italian laborers in the full and free enjoyment 
of their liberty and their hard earnings. 

T annex to these remarks an account from the Boston Journal 
of June 1 of a meetingin Faneuil Hallof an or tion against 
the padrone system which has been effected and is do noble 
sn in Boston under the lead of Mr. C. Conte, suppor the 
best citizens of Massachusetts. Similar organizations ought to 
be effected in New York City without delay: 


(Boston Journal, Friday, June 1, 1894] 


AN UPRISING—ITALIANS OF BOSTON HOLD A MASS MEETING IN FANEUIL HALL 
AND PROTEST AGAINST THE PADRONE SYSTEM AND OTHER ABUSES. 
A most significant meeting was held in Faneuil Hall last e 
a mass meeting of Italians and Americans, held for the purpose o 
the best means of helping, morally and socially, the oe of the Italian 
colony in Boston. ly 1,200 
pretty lively 


It Was 


tk. 

> Circolo Umani- 

tario Educatino, called the meeting to order and introduced Mr. Edwin D. 

Mead as sne pines 

he denoun the 

lained why this was so, and evidently had the sympat 
e spoke of the men under the direction of the bosses 


buy their food of their employers, and being charged ex 
it. Tue methods of some of we" Italian bankers were 


Avi 

an substantially what Mr. Mead had said in English. n Georgio 
Ca; presidente della Societa Fratelli Bandiera, was presented 
. address in English. He said that all Na ee 


me system as a species of human slavery. He ex- 
+ t hy of the audience. 
Lines | compelled to 

tant rates for 
strongly con- 


. 
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in justice and humanity. The Italian colony in Boston was 1 ` 


It was largely made up of poor laboring le Who are out of work. Th 
present condition was due to the bosses. bosses advertise for men, 
and, getting them, send them in freight cars like cattle far off. They are 
to work and are at the mercy of the bosses, of whom they are forced to 
their food. Exorbitant charges are made for bread, macaroni, ete.— 
twice as high as they would cost. at an ordinary grocery store in Boston. 
‘When these r people try to save their earnings and place them in the 
care ofan Italian banker they do not know positively that their money is 
Safe. Such people as these bosses and bankers are not fit to live in a civil- 
ized world, except behind prison bars, said the speaker, and the crowd 
cheered. . Continuing, he advocated the establishmentof national American 
banks at the North End, where the Italians could de t their money and 
know it was allright. There should also be reputable employment offices 
institutedartheNorth End. What should bedone was to make these Italians 
talians in Boston only 200 were 


Meeting. 
kept up a rous fight 
paper called L’Amico del Popolo, one page being printed in 
English. the rest in Italian. Mr. Conte spoke Ttalian and was really quite 
eloquent. He said that the question was a larger one than it was generally 
thought to be. It was a moral question first, because the families of most 
of the Italians who came here lived in Italy, The wives and children were 
without protection in Italy. Many of the Italians remained here seven or 
rene years without their families, and were led into temptation to commit 
sin. s 
Itis true that they are dirty, because fourteen or fifteen haye to slee 
little rooms with three or four beds in them. This kind of life has a bai 


Then these men do not love Italy after they have been here in America 


some time. America, All 
they know of America is 


ke slaves and 
abuse them all the time. become citizens. Under proper con- 


in 
in- 


agen bap, Je had re- 
ting the condition of the Italian laboring 


urge some action on the tof the Govern 
ment. -A brief speech in English was also made by Mr. Walker, of the Ep 
worth Mission, on Hull street at the North End. 

The following resolutions were unanimously adopted by the meeting, with 
cheers and hand-clapping: 

“The Italian Colony of Boston, in a mass meeting assembled, having 
learned the social condition of Italian immigrants in this city, and having 
studied ways and means of bettering these conditions, adopt the following 


mtly been in Boston inves 
lasses. It was hoped he woul 


resolutions: 
7 lved, As soon as possible, with the help of the Italian Liberal Asso- 
ciations. to naturalize Italians who can meet the requirements of ‘the 


naturalization laws of the country. 

“ Resolved, That in view of the good disposition of the Italians toward 
American laws and usages, the citizens of Boston be urged to infiuence 
American contractors to trust and employ Italian workmen. 

“Resolved, That in view of the failure and dishonesty of so many Italian 
bankers, that mit Donas Italian bankers unite to abide prue ieee of or] 
country, giving necessary and proper 1 an this possi- 
bie, that a branch of some well-established bank be located in North street 
to receive and transmit money to I 4 

“Resolved, In view of the abuses and failures of many Italian bosses and the 
outrageous abuses t the poor workmen by these, their own country- 
men, and also by other contractors, we advise that an employment office, 
subject to the laws of the State, be established for their use. 

“Resolved, That in view of these abuses, a committee of protection of in- 
fluential citizens be formed to aid in their en.” 

These questions, put to the audience b Conte, were answered in the 
Affirmative by a unanimous show of hands, they being put separately: 


“Is IT TRUE.” 


irst. many bosses take commission without giving work? 
“Second. That the price of commission is from $i to g 


commission? 
“Fourth. That gd aes sof food in the boarding places is two or three 
1 


TL, The the Italian s km bligell to buy their food of their 
“Pitt at the workmen are o eir of the 
ors or be dismissed? 
“Sixth. That generally they are obliged to pay 810 or $12 per month? 
8 That often the wages of workmen are reduced or taken from 
em ? 
e Eighth.’ 1 55 very many have lost their money through the failure of 
an Ss?" 
Mr. Conte will speak next Monday at 1 p. m., at a meeting to be held in the 
Chardon Building, Rev. Dr. Edward Everett Hale will preside. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I hope the resolution will be passed for 
the reason that I think it supplements the information we now 
have before the Committee on Immigration. Lamsatisfied that 
the information we shall get under the resolution will be bene- 
ficial in view of future legislation which that committee will 
pregent to the Senate for action. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the resolution read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to 5 that the Senate 
Committee on Immigration took testimony at its session in New 
York City, at which the Senator from West Virginia was pres- 
ent, where it went to some extent into this subject. There is 
very full information now in the archives of the Senate on the 
subject; but the precise ee! now is to bring to light the re- 
newed efforts which this Government in cohperation with the 
Italian Government is making to strike an effective blow at this 
very. pernicious system. 

r. SHERMAN. I do not ask for the reading of the resolu- 
tion. I have a copy of it before me. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 

5 resolution coming over from a former day, which will 
s f 

The SECRETARY. A resolution relative to the arrest of Elisha 
J. Edwards for contempt. s 

Mr. TELLER. Let the resolution go over. é 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Atthesuggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado the resolution will go over, if there be no ` 
objection. The Chair also lays before the Senate a resolution 

over from a former day, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution relative tothe appointment of 
a special committee to investigate the organized efforts of cor- 
porations to control elections of members of State Legislatures 
and members of Congress. ; 

Mr. TELLER. Let that go over also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theresolution goes over. Is 
it the pleasure of the Senate that these resolutions shall hold 
their place or go to the Calendar, as they will under the rule? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let them go to the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Both resolutions will be placed 
on the Calendar. 


PERSONS ENGAGED IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES. 


Mr. ALLEN. Task unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
‘ceed to the consideration of the resolution submitted by me May 
15, 1894. which is on the Calendar. ` 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. The morning businesshaving 
‘been concluded, and the Calendar under the rule being in order, 
ithe Senator from Nebraska asks unanimous consent that the 
resolution indicated by him be now considered. The resolution 
will be stated by title. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to inform the Senate of the total number of persons 
engaged in protected industries in the United States whoss 
wages are or may be claimed to be affected by tariff legislation, 


ete. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be read at length. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN, 
May 15, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treas: be, and he is hereby, direc: 
to inform the Senateof the total number of persons engaged 1 —— 
industries in the United States whose wages are, or may be claim 
affected by tariff legislation; the total number of persons 
industries whose are not, or Will not, be affected by tariff legislation, 
and the proportion of the population of the United States who depend upon 
the fore market for the sale of their products, classifying such industries 
respectively; such informationto be based onthe census of 1890. Also, that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed and required to 
inform the Senate of the total number of such persons who are native-born 

tizens of the United States of America, the total number who are natu- 
ralized citizens, and the total number of such persons who are aliens; and 
lace of native and naturalized cltizons of she Entgeld Bata in be reed 

ace of native and na g of the t 

ustries of the United States. see 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think such an inquiry would involve a 
great deal of labor to any Department, and if the resolution 
should pass at all it ought to be directed to the Secretary of the 
Interior. The . of the Treasury has no means of infor- 
mation as communicated by the Census Reports. As a matter of 
course such information would belong to the Interior Depart- 
ment, Ithink,myself,it would probably involve 9 
ol alarge sum of money without anꝝ useful purpose, but as I do not 
often object to resolutions of inquiry proposing to call for infor- 
mation for Congress, I do not care to object in this case. How- 
ever, the inquiry ought to be directed to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, because he has command of the sourcesof information, 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to 
the Senator from Ohio that the pen question on the resolu- 
‘tion is the motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] 
that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink the resolution had better go over 
for the Phe 

Mr. LEN. I hope the Senator from Ohio will withdraw 
‘the objection. The information is certainly very desirable for 
some members of the Senate at least. I understand that the 
matter involved in the resolution is now being considered by 
the Treasury Department, and I think we ought to have the 
information here, and have it published in document form, so 
that we may have the benefit of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That information 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand 
the Senator from Ohio to object to the present consideration of 


the resolution? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. Let it go over until to-morrow any- 
va I do not wish to displace it. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
on objection, and take its place on the Calendar as heretofore. 
FRANCIS M. TOMLIN. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. 
R. 1127) for the relief of Francis M. Tomlin. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
Francis M. Tomlin, of Columbia County, Arkansas, $186, er- 
roneously paid to the United States for certain described land 
in township 19 south, range 22 west, of the fifth principal meri- 


an. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EMMA A. RIPLEY. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 447) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue a du- 
plicate of a certain land warrant to Emma A. Ripley. 

The bill was read by the Secretary. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to know what committee reported 
the bill? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Committee on Private Land Claims. 
It was looked into very carefully, and the chairman was quite 
well satisfied that this scrip was lost when claimed. There isa 
very elaborate report with the bill, showing that the scrip was 
lost by this lady, and that there is no authority for the Depari 
ment to issue it unless such a bill is passed. I hope the Sena- 
tor from Florida will allow it to pass, 

Mr. CALL. I think the bill had better go over until we can 
understand it thoroughly. I understand it isa bill to provide 
for issuing a warrant where the original has been lost. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes. 

Mr. CALL. I think the bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida ob- 
jects, and the bill goes over. 

E. DOUGLASS. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1319) for the relief of E. Douglass, 
late Indian agent at White Earth Indian Agency. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from Committee on Claims with amendments: In line3, after the 
word the,“ to strike out Interior“ and insert Treasury;“ in 
line 6, after the word“ in,“ to strike out his hands” and insert 
“the Treasury;” and in line 7, after the word “ of,“ to strike out 
“six hundred and thirty-two dollars and seventy-five” and in- 
sert ‘‘five hundred and sixty-six dollars and sixty-six;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay to Ebenezer Douglass, late Indian agent at 
White Earth Indian Agency, n the State of Minnesota, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise Be rig nen the sum of 8566.66, for money 
paid outand services performed I d Douglass, at the request of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affair, in closing the accounts with said agency. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN F. W. DETTE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 203) for the relief of John F. W. Dette, which 
has ree peso passed the Senate, and has been again favorably 
reported. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. Itdirects the Secretary 
of War to cause to be examined the terms and conditions of the 
contract of John F. W. Dette with the United States to build a 
stone wall of masonry around the national cemetery at Jefferson 
Barracks, in the county of St. Louis and State of Missouri; and 
whether by reason of any change or modifications in the contract 
the cost of the work per perch was increased, and what loss was 
incurred on any additional work required by the changes or 
modifications, and what, if any, sum is reasonably and equitably 
due to him, in addition to the amount already paid him, by rea- 
son of the changes or modifications in his contract, and to report 
the result to Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. ‘ 

ELISHA B. BASSETT. 


Mr. DAVIS. Lask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1483) to correct the military record of 
Elisha B. Bassett. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Pres- 
ident of the United States to revoke, disapprove, and set aside 
so much of general orders numbered 253, headquarters Depart- 
ment of the Cumberland, Chattanooga, Tenn.,dated October 23, 
1863, by command of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas, general in 
command, as confirms so much of special field orders numbered 
171, headquarters sd garb of the Cumberland, Murfreesboro, 
Tenn., dated June 23, 1863, Maj. Gen. Rosecrans commanding, 
as dismissed Capt. Elisha B. Bassett, captain of Company B, 
Nineteenth Mic n Volunteer Infantry, from the service for 
cowardice exhibited by deserting his command while engaged 
with the enemy at the affair of Thompson Station, and to cause 
to be issued and delivered to his widow a certificate of honor- 
able muster out of the service as of the 23d day of June, 1863; 
but his widow and heirs shall not be entitled by virtue of this 
rey 55 any pay or allowance subsequent to the day of June, 


.The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NORTH DAKOTA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar 
under Rule VIII will be called. - 

The bill (S. 686) to amend an actentitled An act to divide the 
judicial district of North Dakota,” and to provide for the fees 
and compensation of the officers of the circuit and district courts 
of the said judicial district, was announced as first in order, and 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to côn- 
sider it. 

The biil was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was in section 1, line 15, after the word 

“repealed,” to strike out— 
And all suits, prosecutions, and processes, recognizances, bail bonds, and 
other OSOA of whatever nature pending or returnable to said court 
on the days last named are hereby transferred to and shall be made re- 
turnable and have force in the said respective terms provided in this act, in 
the same manner and with the same effect as they would have had had this 
act not been passed. 

So as to read: 

That sections 3and 5 of the act approved April 26, 1890, entitled An act 
to divide the judicial district of North Dakota,” are hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

“Sec. 3. That the terms of the district court for the district of North 
Dakota shall be held at Bismarck on the first Tuesday of March in each 
year; at Fargo on the third Tuesday of May in each year; at Grand Forks 
on the second Tuesday of November in each year, and at Devils e on the 
first Tuesday of July ineach year. And the provisions of law now exis' 
for the holding of said court on the first Monday in April and February o 
each year is hereby repealed.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 30, to insert 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That all suits, prosecutions, and processes, recognizances, bail 
bonds, and other 8 of whatever nature nding in or returnable 
to said district and circuit courts, respectively, on the days named in the act 
to which this is an amendment, are hereby transferred to and shall be made 
returnable and have force in the said respective terms of said district 
circuit courts, re: tively, as provided in this act, in the same manner 
with the same effect as they would be returnable and have effect in 4 a 
courts, respectively, at the terms thereof as now fixed by the act to which 
this is amendatory, as though this act had not been passed. 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5778) to sup Hy 
a deficiency in the grant of public lands to the State of M tah 
sippi for the use of the State University. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print 6,000 copies of the complete compila- 
tion of all the annual, special, and veto messages, proclamations, 
and inaugural addresses of the Presidents of the United Statés 
from 1789 to 1894, inclusive; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution to print8,000 copies of the fourteenth an- 
nual report of the director of the Bureau of Ethnology; in whi¢ 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had s pays following enrolled bills; and they were theréupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H.R. 2710) for the relief of the heirs of Edward Morri- 
son and Nellie Morrison, deceased; and 


1894. 
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A bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize construction 
of a bridge at Burlington, Iowa, approved August 6, 1888, and 
amended by act approved February 21, 1890. 


COMPILATION OF MESSAGES, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Houss of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth 6,000 copies of the complete 8 of all 
the annual, al, and veto messages, 5 and inaugural ad- 
dresses of the Presidents of the United States from 1789 to 1894, inclusive; 
hed copies for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House. 

e Si shall be prepared under the direction of the Joint Committee on 

ETHNOLOGICAL REPORT, 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolvedby the Houseof Representatives (the Senateconcurring), That there be 
printed at the Government Printing Office 8,000 copies of the fourteenth an- 
nual report of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology, with accompanying 
papers and illustrations, and uniform with the preced volumes of the 
series, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 5,00) for distribution by the Bureau of Eth- 


nology. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of half past 10 
o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before that is done, I wish to propose an 
amendment to precede all the matter in Schedule K. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will state his point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. Itwas unanimously agreed last night that the 
spectacle paragraph, which had been passed over, should be 
taken * be in order this morning. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understood thatan arrangement of that kind 
had been made, but I saw the Senator’s attention was attracted 
to something else, and I thought I would occupy the meantime 


by presenting the amendment. It will not interfere with that 
proceeding in the least. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 


the Senator from Kansas will be laid on the table until that part 
of the bill shall be regularly reached. The Secretary will read 
the paragraph referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

98, Spectacles, eyeglasses, ‘les, opera glasses, — 
ments and 8 tor the — 0 Dae cenit Sa es ademas eee 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield to 
me a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr, QUAY. Idesire to mention that my understanding in 
relation to the order of discussion agreed upon yesterday even- 
ing for this morning was that the Senator from Massachusetts 
was to be heard in relation to the paragraph on spectacles, and 
I was to succeed, before the woolen schedule was formally taken 
up, in continuation of my remarks, which were interrupted 
some four or five weeks ago. The amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas will come in, I suppose, after I conclude my re- 


marks. 

Mr. PEFFER. I suggest, Mr. President, to relieve all fric- 
tion, that when the matter referred to by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is disposed of, the amendment which I offer may be 
read, and then let the Senator from Pennsylvania proceed with 
his remarks. 

Mr. QUAY. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. HOAR. LIsuggest that the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas be read now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unanimous-consent agree- 
ment yesterday evening was that the paragraph referred to by 
the Senator from Massachusetts should. be first considered this 
morning, in view of which fact the Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I think if the Senator from Kansas will allow 
his amendment to be read now, it may be as well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there pe no objection the 
amendment intended to be proposed by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PEFFER] will be now read. The Chair hears ao objection, 
and the amendment will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
SCHEDULE K—WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF WOOL. 


—. All wools, hair of the camel, goat, hg sere and other like animals shall 
be diviaed for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon into 
the three following classes: 

Class one, that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, or 
other wools of merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing wools, 
and wools of like character with — ot the preceding, including such as 
have been heretofore usually im into the United States from Buenos 
Ayres, New Zealand, Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, 
Canada, and elsewhere, and also including all wools not hereinafter de- 
scribed or designated in classes two and three. 

—. Class two, that is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down comb- 
ing he ape Canada long wools, or other likecombing wools of English blood, 
and usually known by the terms herein used. and also hair of the camel, goat, 
alpaca, and other like animals. 

—. Class three, that is to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, 
Mra ging native Smyrna, Russian camel’shair, and including all such 
3 fo 5 ure omg a — nao 8 badge Shane rted into the 

tes from Turkey, Greece, t, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting: 
improved wools hereinafter provided foe, 

— The standard samples of all wools which are now or may be hereafter 
deposited in the principaleustom-houses of the United States, under the au- 
thority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be thestandards for the classi- 
fication of wools under this act, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall have 
the authority to renew these standards and to make such additions to them 
from time to time as may be required, and he shall cause to be deposited 
uya „ in other custom-houses of the United States when they may 

n $ 

—. Whenever wools of class 3 shall have been improved by the admix- 
ture of Merino or English blood from their present character as represented 
by the standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited in the 2 
custom-houses of the United States, such improved wools shall be el ed 
for duty either as class 1 or as class 2, as the case mar be. 

—. The duty on wools of the first class which shall be 4 
shall be twice the amount of the duty to which they would subjected if 
im: unwashed; and the duty on wools of the t and classes 
which shall be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which they 
would be subjected if imported unwashed. 

—. Unwashed wools shall be considered such as shall have been shorn 
from the sheep without any cleansing; that is, in their natural condition. 
Washed wools shall be considered such as have been washed with water on 
the 1 94 5 back. Wool washed in any other manner than on the sheep's 
back shall be considered as scoured wool. 

—. The dut; ayon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and 
other like animals which shall be imported in any other than ordinary con- 
dition, or which shall be changed in its character or condition for the pur- 
pose of evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admix- 
ture of dirt or any other forel substance, or which has been sorted or in- 
creased in value by the rejection of any part of the original fleece, sball be 
twice the duty to which it would be otherwise subject: Pro „ That 
skirted wools as nowimported are hereby excepted. ‘ools on which a duty 
is assessed amounting to three times or more than that which would be as- 
sessed if said wool was — a unwashed, such duty shall not be doubled 
on account of its being sorted. 

If any bale or package of wool or hair specified in this act imported as of 
any ified class. or claimed by the importer to be dutiable as of any |- 
fi class shall contain any wool or hair subject to a higher rate of duty 
than the class so specified, the whole bale or kage shall be subject to the 
highest rate of duty chargeable on wool of the class subject to such higher 
rate of duty, andif any bale or pociaga be claimed by the importer to be 
shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, hair, or other material of any class specified 
in this act, and such bale contain any admixture of any one or more of said 
materials, or of any other material, the whole bale or pack shall be sub- 
ject to duty at the highest rate imposed upon any article in said bale or 


kage. 
22 the duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 6 cents per 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class 7 cents per 8 
uty 


pp washed 


—. On wools of the third class and on camel’s hair of the t class. 
value whereof shall be 10 cents or less per pound, including charges, the à 
shall be 20 per cent ad valorem. 

—. On wools of the third class, and on camel's hair of the third class, the 
value whereof shall exceed 10 cents per pound. including charges, the duty 
shall be 25 per cent ad valorem. 

—. Wools on the skin shall pay the same rate as other wools, the 8 
and value 5 — ascertained under such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prese 2 

—, On noils, shoddy, top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, 
yarn waste, garnetted waste, and all other wastes composed wholly or in 
part of wool, the duty shall be 20 cents per pound. 

—. On woolen s, mungo, and flocks, the duty shall be 26 cents per pound. 

—. Wools and hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals, in the 
form of roping, roving, or tops, and all wool and hair which have been ad- 
vanced in any manner or by any 3 ot manufacture beyond the washed 
or scoured condition, not et provided for in this act, shall be subject 
to the same duties as are imposed upon manufactures of wool not specially 
provided for in this act. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to have paragraph 98 read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Secretary will read the paragraph. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
me Ri ie te Sle D Eor ae Sen ate oer ones tsira 

Mr. HOAR. Is there not a pending amendment of the com- 
mittee? J 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment from the com- 
mittee was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move tostrike out forty“ and insert sixty.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That,the Chair presumes, will 
have to be considered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. I presume there will be no objection to that 


course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ` Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
„ The Chair hears none, and the amendment will 

stated. 
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`~ The SECRETARY. In line 8, paragraph 98, strike out forty“ 
and insert ‘‘sixty;” so as to read: MD nae ad valorem.” 
The PRESID OFFICER. The hears no objection 
to the consideration of the amendment, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. sident, the argument for the great Ameri- 
can policy of keeping the American market for the American 
workman has been stated in many ways. Our early statesmen— 
the men who won in the great contest of the Revolution, the men 
who laid the foundations of the Constitution, the men who were 
the leaders of the young nation, who administered the Govern- 
ment when it was yet an experiment, liked to put the ar, ent for 
protection on the ground that it was essential to national inde- 
pendones: Washington, Jefferson, Jackson and Hamilton and 

ohn Adams urged 8 the American people that they could 
never be a great people if they depended on foreigners for iron or 
steol, or the products of iron or steel, for ships, for wool, or for the 
elothing of the people in peace or war. 

The next generation—W ebster and Clay and John Quincy Adams 
and Calhoun until he ceased to be a national and became a Southern 
statesman, dealt rather with the necessity for national wealth, for 
variety of employment, for the encouragement and support of infant 
TERTS which needed a certain fostering care to put them on 

eir feet. 

Later still the statesmen of the country saw more clearly that we 
were beco: , and were to become, a t man ing nation, 
and that, if t were 3 destiny of this country was to be 
controlled by the men who do its work in the workshop and on the 
farm; that these men could not be fit for the august function of 
aide esas unless a scale of wages should be maintained which 
would enable them to live in comfort and to keep a standard of 
living which should prevent citizenship itself from being debased. 
This however, no recent doctrine. Fifty years ago, my distin- 

~ guished fellow-citizen, Mr. Winthrop, who still lives to enjoy the 
affection of his countrymen, said in a speech in the other House: 


This, Mr. Chairman, I is what the of protection aimsat. Itlooks 
at the workingman, not hie mere brute Kapacity of a consumer, but in his 
higher nature of a ucer. It looks not to ing the price of what he cats 
or what he wears, but to keeping ap the of his own labor. It looks, in short, 
to wages first, wages last, wages alto, . Shall the w. of the whole civi- 

commercial world be equalized and leveled off? Thisis the briefest, truest, 
uestion between free 
understood not 


the corn-law rh of 
great mass of British opan ves. 
Listen te Charles B „In his admirable speech on systematic emigration as 
the only relief for the pauper labor of his , while he tells you “of human 
2 nddled ‘ther in defiance of comfort, oi and of health, in garrets 
and in cellars, and in the same hovels with their pigs; of workhouses crowded; 
of even the gaol resorted to for shelter and maintenance; of human beings pre- 
vented from actnally dying of starvation in the open streets, or of others allowed 
to expire from. — in the obscurity of their own dwelling places.” Listen 
to him again, while he gives you an account of thousands of men, women, and 
children congregated together without any regard to decency or comfort in noi- 
some sites and wretched ; of those who wear out their lives in the dark- 
ness of coal and iron mines, * what is commonly considered the work of 
brutes, in a moral and intellectual state hardly raised above that of the mere ani- 
mal; of the shirtmakers, who get tenpence for making a dozen shirts, and of the 
15,000 milliners in this me 1 8 working for the seantiest 
or fourteen 


wages in close rooms, always for ours a day, sometimes for 
“ days and nights together; nine out of ten losing their health in the occupation, 
— scores of them falling victims to consumption, or rendered incurably blind 


to 

whenever a court mourning or any festivity of particular magnitude tasks their 
powers more than 8 

Mr. Chairman, the fact is indisputable. The low prices of land and its vast ex- 
tent compared with the population, the vast amount of work to be done compared 
with the number of hands which can be commanded on our own soil to perform 
it—these and other influences secure now to American labor a remuneration which 
no other in the world receives. Shall this state of things, so fruitful of the great- 
est good to the test number, be continued, or shall we, in a fit of universal 
benevolence, go in for a horizontal scale of wages, and an average condition of 
8 ry wide = over 8 of earnings very § E mos = a 

ty of opport: es eges, and wa rougħoutthelengthand brea 
of our Jand no man 5 We deniro the establishment of no system 
which shall benefit or build up one class of our industry, or one section of our 
country, at the expense of e But can not our democracy be content with 
equality athome? Is it anti-republican or anti-American to maintain and protect 
the superior condition of our ownpeople? Can notthe neh pee our 8 
be appeased until it has accomplished that universal level of labor which can only 
be reached by the ome. of our own? Free trade says no to this question. 
e 


The Secretary of ury says no. The bill before us says no. Or if they 
= do not dare to so in terms, they propose and pursue a icy which leads to 
such a result with the speed and the directness of a ra‘ > 
The policy of protection, on the other hand, says: ‘‘Yes, yes; it shall not be in 
vain to the w of America that their ers threw off the colonial yoke 
and secured for them a and a government of their own. 


country Other nations 

| may well afford to enter into the free-trade copartnership with us, for their labor 
has already reached that lowest depth to which there is no lower deep, and from 

which every change must bo for the better. Other governments may ai to in- 

stitute a free-trade experiment on their own account, for they look to the intelli- 


gence, the education, and the independence of the few. But our institutions rest 
on the intelli enn ewes 3 of the pd ons 
rely on a o no a high ra wages main- 
tain. If our labor be ny must 


can 
off to the grade of European labor, our liberty 
be cut down to the standard of — . liberty. 
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Later still, as science has lent her aid and statistics ona rgo 
scale haye thered by national and State authority, the 


friends of protection haye been able to vindicate their prophecies 
by the test of history. Even their old triumphs in argument have 
pen surpassed in recent years by the triump. demonstration of 

e facts. 

But in all these ents the question has been dealt with on a 
national and ee papra scale. I want to occupy the attention 
of the Senate for a few moments in dealing with the subject in a 
little different way. I wish to take an example of an individual 
and local industry. It is one example. I suppose it would be easy 
to furnish a thousand. I want to show yousomething of the history 
and condition of a single . no better and no 
worse than a thousand others which could be found in our manu- 
facturing States, to show you how this protective policy, without 
burdening anybody, without increasing to any mortal the cost of 
any manufa article, has created hundreds of happy, comfort- 
able, prosperous American homes, has furnished employment for the 
laborer, has furnished a market for the farmer, has brought up child- 
ren to be men and women for the resource and service o the Repub- 
lie, in every exigency of war or peace. 

All this is accomplished simply by doing upon American soil and 
with American hands and brains what otherwise would have been 


ood 
instead of the noble, prosperous, American citizenship which 
has been alike the creator, the supporter, and the result of the pol- 
icy of protection. 
SOUTHBRIDGE. 

The town of Southbridge, in Massachusetts, has about 8,000 inhab- 
itants, and it is something like 20 miles from my residence in the 
county of Worcester. I know its people. Fifty years it was an 
agricultural community containing, 8 inhabitants. In 
1833 a small manufactory of spectacles and eye-glass frames was 
established there, which continued on a small scale until 1869, when 
the present corporation, known as the American Optical Company, 
was formed. 

In 1884 they began to manufacture spectacle lenses and increased 
8 . Demon from about $79,000 in to upwards of $1,200,000 
in ; 

They have a capital invested of $950,000, and 2 850 persons; 
733 are males, of whom 10 are between the ages of 15 and 16 years, 
and none younger. There are 107 females, of whom 11 are between 
the ages of 15 and 16 years, and none 8 

Their workmen are employed fifty-eight hours a week. Of these 
467 get from $5 to $9 a week, and 373 from $9 to $24 a week. Two 
other companies have since started in the town, employing 125 hands. 

So, if you allow an average of 5 persons supported directly and 
penny by these workmen, you have about 4,900 supported by this 
industry. 

Of the cost of this produet; about 90 per eent is labor, with the 
exception of the small number manufactured of gold or silver. 

Each of these 5,000 persons consumes at least twice as much 
some authorities estimate it much higher—of the product of Ameri- 
can agriculture as the persons performing the same labor broad. 

He gets, on an average, twice the wages of the person perform- 
ing the same labor abroad. é 

He is a skilled laborer. He not only consumes twice as much of 
tho Western flour, beef, and pork, but he consumes many things to 
which his foreign competitor would be an entire stranger. 

Of the Maryland strawberries, the Delaware peaches, the Florida 
oranges and lemons he is a large and increasing consumer, In 
recent years, and especially since 1890, the Boston expresses have 
been loaded down with these things every day in their season. 


A TYPE OF NEW ENGLAND TOWNS. 


Mr. President, I do nat claim any special preéminence for South- 
bridge. She is a fair type of many American communities. Beside 
her cities, Massachusetts has 64 towns with e exceed - 
ing 4,000 inhabitants. They are muth alike. What I say of her 
Isay ofall. She has her national bank; she has her savings bank; 
she has her town hall—the statehouse of her little republic—where 
her freemen meet as equals and debate in freedom and in honor the 
things which pertain to self-government. Every man has an equal 
vote, every man’s vote is freely cast, and every man’s vote is hon- 
estly counted. She has her churches, where men of different forms 
of church polity worship the common Father with all the essentials - 
of a common Christian faith. She has her excellentschools, which 
the people of any nation upon the earth might take as models. She 
has ka free public library. Under these institutions she has devel- 
oped a liberal, patriotic, American spirit. There is no bigotry; 

ere is no intolerance; there is no sectional hatred in the hearts of 
her people. While they prize what they did and what their broth- 
ers and fathers did for the safety of the 1 Se there would beno 
more welcome guest in that community than a brave Confederate 
soldier, who had himself laid aside the anger and animosity of the 
war. 
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These people are ready to welcome any generous emulation or 
rivalry in other paris of the country, They ‘hear of Birmingham 
and Atlanta and Chattanooga and Kansas City and Denver and 
Tacoma with as much pleasure as of Lowell or Worcester. 

Now, I would not arrogate anything for these people above other 
communities, especially above other American communities. There 
are such all over the country. But I say that such communities, 
whereyer they are found, are the one highest and best thing that 
this world produces. There is no better example of Christian 

brotherhood than their simple republican, social equality. Under 
no cathedral arches, under no domes of ancient synagogues is there 
taught a purer and sincerer faith than in these simple wooden 
churches. In no 3 house and in no royal council cham- 
ber are the principles of wise government better understood. These 
men never plundered anyb me or oppressed’ anybody, or took an 
advan of anybody. All they have, all they are, all they will be, 
pl they desire to be, they owe to their own honest labor, directed 

y brains educated in the common school. Every American citizen 
has had an equal opportunity, and if he will be industrious, frugal, 
and honest, can expect’an equal accomplishment. 

Now, under the existing law the protection on spectacles and eye- 

lasses, or spectacles and eyeglass frames, is 60 A 555 cent ad valorem. 
Sn ges ground or bey- 


spectacle and eyeglass lenses, with their 
eled to fit frames, 60 per cent ad valorem. 
The 2 lias not risen, but has been steadily and constantly 
going down from 1884 to 1892. l 
I insert a table of prices from the answers made to the inquiries 
of the Committee on Finance: 


1892 and 
1884. present. 
$1.04 | $0.99 90.94 
1.54 1.41 1.32 
1.79 1.64 1.55 
2.45 2.02 1,88 
4.70 3.05 2.80 
4.23 2. 50 2.35 
3.76 2.47 2.21 
Oe cute ip pan 7 1. 88 1. 50 1. 50 
spectacle ozen: 
No. 716 extend 18. 16.92 
24. 23.12 
28.20 
18, 61 
22, 00 
r) 
1884. | 1806. | 1892. | Present. 
Double convex, uncut: 
First qoali SSS $5.80 | 85. 15 $5.15 $5.15 
Second quality . 75 3.40 3.25 3.25 
8. 50 8. 00 8. 00 
5. 15 4.75 4. 75 
8.15 7.65 7.65 
q 6.40 5.90 5. 90 
Periscopic convex, ground to size: 
First quality 11. 50 10. 50 10. 50 
Second q ty... 8.15 7.25 7.25 
Cylinders, first quality. 15.00 15.00 15. 00 
Sphero-cylinders, first quality ...............|.....-.. 83.00 | 27. 00 27. 00 


The cost of the living of these men has been going down in all these 
years. I had a table made for me a year or two ago, carefully exam- 
ined by one or two grocers and by one or two market men in this 
very town of Southbridge, from which it appeared that a man with 
a wife and four children, getting double the foreign wages, in this 
very town of Southbridge would not pay more than $30 a year for 
his support for articles whose prices could be, on any theory, in the 
least enhanced by the protective tariff. 

IS NOT THIS COMMUNITY A GOOD THING! 

Now, Mr. President, I do not know what our Democratic friends 
may think; but I think a community of this kind is a good thing. 
The fathers and mothers are honest, intelligent, temperate American 
citizens; they are ready for the service of the Republic in war and 
peace; they can read and write; they understand public affairs; 
they attend the churches; their children are in school; they have 
built up a flourishing town; they have created an honest BIOEF 
It is a community without a lord and without a serf. They are cus- 
tomers to their brethren of the South and the West, and they supply 
a necessary of life at a price cheaper than it would have been sup- 
plied without their labor, their skill, and their competition. 

Now, I can not conceive any good reason why American states- 
manship should not be directed toward fostering and encouragin 
such communities as this. If they get crowded their children will 


go — or South, or wherever labor shall be respected and wel- 
comed, 

Two other concerns of the kind haye been started by their side 
in recent years. There are plenty of others in the country whose 
competition will continue to bring down this profit to the lowest 
point at which it can be furnished by human ingenuity and skill, 
always, however, keeping up and increasing the rate of be er 
The employer is the friend and companion of the wor > ey 
live side by side on the same village street as equals and friends. 
There is not a city in the Union that is not to some de bene- 
fited and does not to some degree profit by the work of these men’s 
hands and brains, There is not a penny of tribute in it from any 
quarter. It is all benefit. It is advantage. And what these 
people are doing a thousand other communities are doing all over 
a country, and every community in the country can do, if it see 

t 


Now, Mr. President, what are you přoposing to do to these people 
under this bill? You propose to reduce from 60 to 40 per cent ad 
valorem the protection on spectacles, eyeglasses, and other optical 
instruments and frames for the same; and from 60 to 35 per cent ad 
valorem, the protection on cle and eyeglass lenses with their 
edges ground or beveled to fit frames. è 

bor is 90 per cent of the product. Foreign labor gets less than 
one-half of what is paid to the domestic laborer, so that the ad- 
vantage to the foreign manufacturer, in labor alone, is at least 45 
per cent of the product. 

The amount of the foreign importation now just about equals the 
domestic production. So it is clear that this industry must be 
destroyed, or there must be a decrease of from 10 to 20 per cent in 
W. z e first thing then you propose to do to these people is to 
strike off from 10 to 20 per cent of their wages, : 

But you promised them that you would give them free coal, and 
free iron, and free wool, and free lumber, and free sugar, as at least 
a partial uivalent. I do not understand that the promise is to 
be kept. The junior Senator from Texas visited that neighborhood 
two or three years ago, and promised to be the Moses that should 
lead them into the mood land of Paradise flowing with milk, 
honey, and free coal. 

The Senator from Texas professes to be personally in favor of 
keeping his promise. But he tells us he is between the devil and the 
deep sea. Isuppose the devil of Democracy and the deep sea of pop- 
ularindignation. Idonotthink heisinany dangerofdrowning. I 
think, from the wail of anger and rage which he uttered when the 
word “sugar” was 5 the other day in his ears, that it is 

nite manifest who is getting him, and that all the use he will be 
able to make of his good intentions is to make a pavement for his 
future dwelling place. Iam afraid, however, that the New England 
manufacturers who were led to vote the Democratic ticket by his 
blandishments will be entirely indifferent to the fate of the honor- 
able Senator from Texas, and will make no large contribution to 
rescue him from either alternative. 

But the Democratic knife is being whetted for another blow at 
these American workmen. They have a savings bank in the town 
of Southbridge whose deposits amounted in 1893 to $1,735,768.36. 
Their semiannual dividend last October was 2 per cent. ‘The pre- 
ceding one was 2} per cent. I suppose they can not expect to 
make a dividend of more than 4 per cent annually in the future, 
They have 4,369 depositors, being an average of for each depos- 
itor. 

This community is not peculiar in this respect. All over New 
England, as well as in other mannfacturing States, a like condition 
of things will be found. In the six New England States there were 
deposited in savings banks, according to the Comptroller’s report 
for 1893, $741,335,979. The number of depositors was 2,057,401 per- 
sons, and the average standing to each depositor, $360.38. In Mass- 
achusetts alone there were 184 of these savings institutions, with 
an aggregate deposit of $393,019,862, There were 1,189,936 deposi- 
tors, being an average of $330.29 for each depositor, This is from 
the report of the Comptroller for 1884, which makes a part of the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I do not know the precise date to which this report of the Comp- 
troller applies. But the report of the savings bank commissioners 
of Massachusetts for 1893, which bears date January 23, 1894, shows 
the aggregate amount deposited at the close or the year 1893, for 
the savings banks of Massachusetts, to be $399,995,569.81—lacking 
less than $5,000 of #400,000,000. This sum is represented by 1,214,- 
493 accounts, being an average of $329.35 to each depositor. 

Now the whole aggregate deposits of the savings banks in this 
country is $1,550,820,403, representing 4,290,712 depositors, being 
an reece of $361.43 for each depositor. They are in the Nort 
and in other manufacturing States, including Delaware and Mary- 
land, with the single exception that there are in West Virginia two 
savings banks, with deposits amounting, in all, to $237,707. 

Now, upon the incomes of these depositors, coming from these 
little deposits averaging about $360 each, and Is never ex- 
ceeding 1,500, you propose to levy an income tax, from which you 
exempt every man with amoneyed ng oe or landed estate amoun 
to $100,000 in value, which yields him $4,000 or less. man, 
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Whether planter, or retired merchant with an income from invested 
property on which he can live in comfort and inidleness, is peculiar 
to no part of the country. But according to the census the number 
of such persons seems to be rapidly increasing in the South. Yet 
these men get off altogether from the tax which you fasten upon the 
honest and) frugal workman, with his wife and family of children, 
whose little savings against arainy day are deposited in the savings 
banks of the North. You cut down wages with one hand and 
tax his are with the other. 

Another thing. You ie sn to give to the manufacturer of Wi 
tacle frames an ad valorem duty of 35 per cent. But you put on she 
steel, which is his material, 1 cents a pound, fully 52 per cent ad 
valorem. But that is becoming largely a Southern industry. So, as 
I have just said, you cut down his wages with one blow, you tax 
his little savings with another, and you tax the material for his in- 
dustry with another. 
> PROMISE OF FREE MATERIAL BROKEN, 

Senators who have been profuse in their promises for free raw 
material tell us that they can not keep their eres to yer coal 
on the free list because they can not pass the bill if they do it. I 
wish some Senator who has made this suggestion would be good 
enough to tell the Senate, and the country, why not. Do you pre- 
tend that the bill could not pass the House? It has come over from 
that body with coal on the free list, and with a unanimous party 
majority for that proposition. Are you going to lose any Demo- 
eratic votes here? If so, won’t you tell us whose they are? Both 
the Senators from West Virginia, the great coal-producing State, 
the Senators from Alabama, and, I think, both Senators from old Vir- 

inia have earnestly, if not indignantly, disclaimed thisimputation. 
ho is it that is constraining the somewhat ostentatious virtne of 
the Senator from Texas, and the Senator from Arkansas, and the 
Senator from Missouri? Would it not be a good plan to have at 
least tried the experiment in this Congress, which is Democratic in 
both branches, before you tell us that the promise on which you got 
into bowe was broken because you found yourself unable to keep 
it? Have not the people at least the right to demand that some 
single Senator should rise in his place and take the burden upon his 

„own shoulders and relicve his Democratic brethren of the imputa- 


ican people declared itself in a but because you are afraid of los- 


DEMOCRATIC WOLF TO HAVE HIS SHEEP'S CLOTHING ON THE FREE LIST. 
Every one of these promises, which beguiled some of the credulous 
people of New England, for free raw material, is to be broken, with 
a single exception. Free coal and free iron have disappeared like 
disso ving clouds. Free wool is all that remains, The Democratic 
wolf is still to have his sheep’s clothing on the free list, unless our 
Democratic friends of the committee change their minds before that 
schedule comes up for action. 

So let me recapitulate how you propose to deal with the workmen 
engaged in this industry: You take off their protection, which has 
cost, and would cost if continued, no American consumer a dollar; 
you propose to tax their savings; you propose to tax their life poli- 
cies; you put a tax on the railroads, which is another form ot taxin 
their food; you break your promises on free coal, and free iron, an 
free lumber, in the interest of Southern producers. 


HIGH DUTY ON WORKMEN'S FOOD FOR THE SOUTH AND THE TRUST. 
Now what do you propose to do with their food? On the two, 
2 articles, sugar and rice, both Southern agricultural pro- 
ucts, you put a specific duty, although you declare . duties, 
when asked for them, to be a delusion and a fraud. You put a duty 
of 40 per cent ad valorem, for the Louisiana producer, on sugar, 
and one-fifth to one-tenth more per pound for the benefit of the 
sugar trust. You put nearly 85 per cent ad valorem on rice for the 
benefit of the Southern producer, and then ask the people of the 
country to believe you when you say you are in favor of a tariff for 
revenue only. Louisiana is the largest sugar growing State in 
the Union. It is the largest rice producing State in the Union. 
Now suppose we acquit you of the charge which is made in the 
newspapers of paying a duty to the sugar trust for a liberal contri- 
bution to the Democratic campaign fund. Suppose we acquit you 
of any sectional feeling in this matter. I say again is it but fair 
that the American people should know who it is, if anybody, that 
will decline to vote for your tariff bill if these ne es of life to 
the poor and plain people of the country shall be admitted free? 
You do not need it for your revenue, You have, with one possible 


in the Senate, solid for free 

and a bounty. as his hand on the throat of 
this mighty American people, whose majestic voice has just been 
uttered through the President, House of Representatives, and Sen- 
ate? Is it et trois Senator from Louisiana? By no means. He 
voted in the House of Representatives for a provision containing 
free ap heart a bounty. Where is this arch demon before 
whom dent, and House, and Democratic committee, and Demo- 
ae majority are powerless? Let us know his name, Let us see 

is shape, 


exception, the whole Republican par 
d Who is it that 


If shape it may be called, that shape hath none. 
Distinguishable in member, joint, or limb, 
Or substance may be called that shadow seems. 


No, Mr. President, these Democratic principles are not violated, 
these Democratic pledges are not broken, this alleged command of 
the American people is not disobeyed, for the want of Democratic 
votes in the Senate. It is for fear of public indignation in the 
elections. You are ready enough to strike at the industry of any 
Northern state from which Democracy has no hope in the future. 
You strike down the workman’s wages, you put protective duties, 
and specific duties of 85 cent on his food and his fuel, and his 
material, you tax his little savings, and the freight that brings him 
material, and fuel, and food, and when you tell us that you are 
doing what you know the people do not want you to do, and what 
you do not want to do yourselves because some nameless, shapeless, 
voiceless, shadowy, and unknown phantom stands ready to slay your 
bill if you do otherwise. 


NEW ENGLAND TOO NEAR THE NORTH STAR. 


Mr. President, can you find any other explanation of the policy 
that you seek to apply to these Massachusetts workmen except 
that they live a little too near the North star and have loved free- 
dom a little too much in our past history to come within the field 
of benevolent Democratic vision? 

How curiously an article which is produced at the South and con- 
sumed at the North seems to our friends on the other side to be an 
excellent subject for raising revenue. The shell-fish which the fish- 
erman of Maine gets off that stormy and rock-bound coast, even if 
it is canned, is to come in free. The sponge, which comes from the 
Florida reefs has a duty of 10 per cent. The sea moss from the 
rocks of the New England shore is free. The flax of the Northwest 
is to be on the free list. The sumacof Virginia has a protection of 
10 per cent. The chain which the Northwestern workman manu- 
factures has a duty as a protection of 30 per cent. The pig iron of 
Alabama and Tennessee, of which it is made, has a protection of $4 
per ton, equal to 50 per cent ad valorem. The freestone and sand- 
stone and limestone of Ohio, Rhode Island, and Connecticut, and 
of Berkshire County, Massachusetts, rough, are to come in free, and 
the manufactured are to have a duty of 20 per cent, while the 
rough marble of Tennessee and Georgia is to have 50 per cent (spe- 
cific) per cubic foot and 85 per cent per cubic foot manufactured. 
The sugar of Louisiana is to have 40 per cent raw, with its addition 
to the refiner, while wool—the great product of the North—is to 
come in free. Live animals of the West and Northwest are to have 
20 percent. Their grains are to have but 20 per cent, while the 
great Southern grain, rice, which the South grows and the North con- 
sumes, is to have 84 per cent protection. e grains of the North, 
of all kinds, are to have but 20 per cent. The tie for baling cotton 
is free, the hoop iron for the hay bundle of the North—a crop more 
valuable to this country than the whole vaunted cotton crop of the 
South—is to have 30 per cent ad valorem. 

My honorable friend from Ohio, from whose remarks of the other 
day I have taken a few of these items, which I have added to those 
I had previously collected, inquires what reason could be given for 
that. Mr. President, the honorable State of Tennessee, represented 
upon this floor and in this discussion so fearfully and wonderfully 
by my respected friend, her senior Senator, has made, I think, an 
ingenuous and complete statement of the whole Democratic argu- 
ment in this speech. I read the reply of the Concord Quarry Com- 

any, of Concord, Tenn., manufacturers of Tennessee marble, which 
is found in Bulletin No. 8 of the replies to tariff inquiries. Reply 
sia, {Established in 1881 to 1882. Capital invested, $10,000.] 


The value of onr 82 is from $10,000 to $50,000 per year. 

We ran less time during part of 1893 for lack of demand for products. 

To place domestic reduction on an equal footing with the foreign product the 
rates of duty should 65 cents per cubic foot (s; ic) for difference in labor. 
We have been able to compete at this rate, though the competition has been sharp 


and direct. 
Our selling price has been decreasing for the last ten years and we have now got 
ur 8 g Ie 


all we can do fame «eget 5 
Our products (marble) are a luxury and not needed by the masses. : 
Our stockholders are all Democrats and believe in for revenue only, butif 

you do not tax marble what under the heavens will you tax? 


IS THE SENATE ABOLISHED? 


Mr. 2 our Southern brethren a few years ago undertook 
the task of abolishing the country. They have abandoned that 
urpose, most of them, I have no doubt, in entire good faith. 
ey seem just now to be devoting their energies instead to abol- 
ishing the Senate, For all practical purpose, so far as this tariff 
bill is concerned, the unknown and mysterious power which passes 
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upon the details of this tariff bill, listening to no reason, giving no 
reason, concealing its identity, indifferent whether it shall per- 
suade anybody, or convince anybody, changing its own mind, not 
only on important matters o detail, but in essential matters of 

rinciple, every few weeks, mene as well announce its conclusions 
a the newspapers along with the reports from the Weather Bureau 
as to go through the formality of a vote in the Senate. 

When Congress met last December, we had a message from the 
Executive to the effect that a tariff bill had been prepared. 


A measure has been pre by the appropriate en eager ape committee em- 
bodying tariff reform on the lines herein suggested, which will be promptly sub- 
mitied for legislative action. It is the result of much patriotic and unselfish 


work, and I believe it deals with its subject consistently and as thoroughly as 
existing conditions permit. 


The public knew nothing about it. The House of Representatives 
who were expected to pass it was ignorant of its contents. The 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives had 
not seen it. They had not even hada meeting. The Democratic 
majority of that committee was totally unacquainted with it. 
Important schedules of that measure, afterwards adopted, had not 
even been disclosed to the committee itself. I would not undertake 
to penetrate Democratic mysteries too far, but there is good reason 
to baliers that the Secretary of the Treasury was not acquainted 
with it. But the infant itself appeared in due time. It was held 
at the baptismal font by the Representative from the State of West 
Virginia, whose name was given to it as its godfather in baptism, 
It survived and had a sickly and feeble life, though it was sorely 
wounded in the house of its friends. 

The bill came to the Senate. Three Democratic Senators met in 
conclave. They brought us another bill, never submitted to the 
fall committee, except with an agreement which prevented Demo- 
eratic Senators from voting according to their opinions. It was 
reported back, accompanied by statements which showed it had no 
majority of the committee in its favor. It remained here till the 7th 
of May. On the 6th, I think it was, perhaps a day or two earlier, 
the statement that important changes were contemplated was 
declared to be a falsehood by the Democratic leaders. But on the 
7th 408 amendments came in changing the whole structure of the 
bill, never submitted to the Committee on Finance at all. None of 
these amendments seem to have any relation to the opinion of the 
Senator who moves them. Few of them are defended in debate or 
reconciled with each other. 

This is the first debate in American history in which the shame- 
less doctrine has been avowed that the judgment, conscience, sense 
of constitutional duty, interest of his constituency, pledged public 
faith of his party, of an American Senator had nothing whatever to 
do with his vote. You may persuade all these, and you are as far off 
as ever from obtaining his vote. That stillis to be given the other 
way. You may show him that all these are on one side. You may 
show him that his vote is to violate all these. He will smile, or he 
will answer you with a gibe or a personality. But the vote will be 
unchanged. 

Here is the coal schedule. Did not your party promise free coal 
in the election of 18927 Certainly. Did not you who are to give 
your votes against it make the promise with your own lips? Cer- 
tainly. Why is the promise then not to be kept? Is the House of 
Representatives opposed toit? That House has declared its opinion 
in an emphatic 10 Is the President opposed to it? He told 
755 his opinion in his message before any legislator in either House 

ad made up his legislative mind. Has the Committee on Finance 
discovered some new and good reason against it? That committee 
has never acted upon the question at all. It is notorious that the 
Democratic majority of the Committee on Finance has had little 
to do with framing this bill. The Senator from Indiana, the chair- 
man of that committee, and the Senator from Tennessee who has 
charge of the parliamentary conduct of the measure upon this floor, 
neither of them will undertake to answer any question, either of 
fact or reason, as to the smallest detail of the measure. Another 
member, the senior member, save one, I believe, on the Democratic 
side of that committee, is reported to have recently testified, in 
substance, in regard to its most important item—that of sugar 
that he knew nothing as to what was to be in the bill; that he had 
not been consulted, but that he heard a rumor that they were about 
to do something in regard to sugar. 

Have the three gentlemen who have made up this present measure 
found some grave reasons of state to constrain them? I think every 
one of them has told us on the Senate floor that he remained per- 
sonally unchanged. But he said he found they could not pass a bill 
which contained such a provision. Is the majority of the Demo- 
cratic party in favor of a duty on coal? That majority is notori- 
ously the other way. Whoisit? Where is this unscrupulous and 
hidden power, greater than the President, greater than the House 
of 1 greater than the Finance Committee, greater 
than the Democratic party, greater than the sense of constitutional 
duty, greater than obligations and pledges of public faith, greater 
than conscience, greater than honor, which is constraining you to 
do this thing? it is not the Senators from the coal- roduciug States. 
Both the Senators from West Virginia have eni that they should 


support the measure agreed upon by their Democratic associates, 


whatever might be its policy in regard to coal. Both the Senators 
from old Virginia, if I mistake not, have made a similar statement. 
The senior Senator from Alabama has made 8 what I think 
the junior Senator from Alabama is also willing to say freely to 
anybody who asks him, that bans 8 shall support the policy of the 
party, whatever may be done with this particular industry. Does 
anybody claim or believe that the senior Senator from Maryland, 
now absent, would break down the measure pressed by the entire 
n party because of his individual opinion as to certain 
items 

Where is the man, if it be a man; where is the Senator, if it be 
a Senator, who is exerting this might; 8 irresponsible 
irresistible, before which the knees o mocratic committees an: 
Democratic majorities tremble, their arms are paralyzed, and their 
5 are dumb? 

the Senator from Arkansas be the Jupiter in this debate, the 
Senator from Missouri is the Mercury. He is the chief speaker. 
He comes to the assistance of his puzzled colleagues whenever it 
becomes necessary for the Democratic majority to ascend into the 
region of the higher mathematics. One would almost think, to 
hear the volubility with which he deals with paragraph and schedule, 
that his head was an ant-hill of units and tens. There would be an 
infinite pathos and tragedy, asitmust seem to himself, in the suffering 
of that worthy and excellent Senator, but for the infinite comedy 
which itexhibitsto the world atlarge. Wehaye heard that Senator 
for the past ten or twelve years as he inveighed-against the doc- 
trine of protection. Robber tariff and plunder barons, and monop- 
olist giants have terrified his life in the daytime and haunted his 
innocent pillow in the nighttime. He enlisted years ago a soldier 
for the war of extermination against all protected industries. But 
the demon—the witch—of protection seems to have appeared to him 
as he was sallying forth for his first encounter, demanding of him 
a high tariff on sugar for the benefit of the Democratic planter of 
Louisiana and the Democratic millionaire of the sugar trust. 

The only parallel that I can think of with the experience of the 
Senator from Missouri is the encounter of Dominie Sampson with 
the gypsy Meg Merrilies, as it is told in his matchless fashion by 
the magician of the North. The Senator certainly resembles the 
dominie in personal worth, in learning—especially on economic 
questions—in guileless simplicity, and in fidelity to the patron in 
whose service he is engaged. The Senator’s struggle, in his horror 
and terror of the protection demon, is well portrayed in the dominie’s 
encounter with the gypsy. 

Meg rages be fairly taken to represent the sugar trust, and the 
Dominie the simple-hearted Senator from Missouri. 


The figure of Meg Merrilies, well known, though not seen for many a revolving 
year, was placed at once before the ga of the startled Dominie. * * * 

“I kenn'd ye wad be here,” she said, with her harsh and hollow voice; "I ken 
wha ye seek; but ye maun do my bidding.” 

„Get theo behind me!” said the alarmed Dominie. ‘Avoid ye!—Conjuro te, 
JJ) ea A EE peat ae —m —con- 

uro te!!!" 

Meg stood her ground against this tremendous volley of 9 Fey he which 
Sampson hawked up from the pit of his stomach, and hurled at her in thunder. 
“Ts the carl daft,” she said, wi’ his glamour!“ 

i continued the Dominic, “Abjuro, contestor atque viriliter impero 

What in the name of Sathan are ye feared for, wi’ your French gibberish, that 
would make a dog sick? Listen, hha stickit stibbler, fo what I tell ye, or ye shall 
rue it while there's a limb o' ye h nga to anither! * 

* Assuredly,” said the Dominie, I am dubious, for woman, I am perturbed at 
thy words and my flesh quakes to hear thee.' * * * 

‘In the name of all that is g ” said the Dominie, ‘desist, I say—I am 
strong—lo, I will resist.” Here his speech was cut short, for Meg, armed with 
ee hang sb (as the Dominie asserted) broke in upon his guard * * * 
and lifted him into the vault. 

Sit down there,” she said pushing the half-throttled preacher with some vio- 
lence against a broken chair, Are ye fou or fasting?" 

" Fasting, from all butsin,” answered the Dominie, recovering his voice. 

Mog, in the mean while, went to a great black caldron that was boiling on a 
fire on the floor, and, lifting the lid, an odor was diffused through the vault. 
It Was in fact the savor of a goodly stew. * * * 

“So ye hae eat naething a’ day!” said Meg, heaving a large portion of this 
mess into a brown dish. * * * 

„Nothing.“ answered the Dominie—‘‘scelestissima—that is, gudewife.” 

9 9 — gi said she, placing the dish before him, theres what will warm 
your heart.” 

“Ido not hunger—malefica—that is to say, Mrs. Merrilies; for he said unto 
himself, the savor is sweet.” * * * 

"If ye dinna eat 8 put some saul iu ye, * * * I'll put it down 
your Shade , * * * whether ye will or no. 

Gape, sinner, and swallow.” 

Sampson, afraid of 8 of newt and toe of frog, * * * had determined not to 
venture; but the smell of the stew was fast molting his obstinacy, * * * un- 
ger and fear are excellent casuists. 

“Saul,” said Hunger, ‘feasted with the witch of Endor.“ 


And McKinley put a duty on refined sugar. 


“And,” quoth Fear, ‘‘the salt which she amar ye upon the food showeth 
plainly it is not a necromantic banquet, in which that seasoning never occurs.” 

And you have put a great many Northern industries on the free 
list, which shows this is not a protective measure. 


So ye like the meat? said the hostess. 

Vea,“ answered the” dominie, "and I give thee thanks—sceleratissima—which 
means—Mrs. ares.” * + a 

“Now, ye maun tak a dram.” 

“Iwill,” quoth Sampson, " conjuro te—thatis, I thank you an OS for, he 
thought to himself, in for a penn for a pound; and he fairly drank the witch’s 
health in a cupful of brandy. When he had put this capestone upon Meg's 
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cheer, pee ae lie said, “mightily elevated, and afraid of no evil which could“ The most remarkable cireumstance of the whole of which I have 


Will ye remember my errand now?” said Meg Merrilies. 

“I will Mrs. Margaret,” repeated Sampson, 8 y: 

This tarif bill, Mr. President, is the first Democratic measure 
that has been enacted for thirty-four years. The of the pur- 
chasing clause of the silver bill of 1890 did not, I believe, receive 
a Democratic majority either in this or the other Chamber. 
Indeed, it is a little singular that there has not, since this bill was 
reported, beon a Democratic speech made in its favor. The chair- 
man of the committee, indeed, made a speech in favor of another 
measure as different in principle, substance, and effect as are the 
five points of Calvinism from one of Ingersoll’ lectures. The prin- 
cipal single topics in that speech were the denunciation of the greed 
wickedness, and coyetousness of the persons engaged in rotected. 
industries in this country, and the special exposure of the infamy 
and fraud of specific duties, The other Democratic speeches, even 
from the three Senators who framed the measure, to the Senator 


from Texas 
Who, saying he would ne'er consent, 
Consented, 


have consisted in disavowiug the authorship or Ph vig art of 
this bill, and saying that somebody else made it and is forcing it 
down their throats. Indeed, the last person in the world to ask as 
to what this bill contains, with the hope of getting an intelligent 
answer, would be the Senator from Indiana, chairman of the Finance 
Committee, and next to him the Senator from Tennessee, who is its 
arliamentary manager on this floor. And, Mr. President, if the 
publican orator in the coming campaign desires to find a maga- 
zine of arguments nee most of its principal and distinguishing 
provisions, there will be no better place for him to find them than 
in the e of the Democratic members of the Finance Com- 
mittee, the Senator from Indiana, now its chairman, and the Senator 
from New Jersey, and the Senator from Missouri, and the Senator 
from Texas, formerly chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
of the other House, and a sort of ad interim member of the Finance 
Committee of the Senate when the learning or the endurence or the 
digestive powers of any of the regular apostles of free trade gives 


out. : 

John Randolph, in a famous taunt, compared the coalition of 
Jobn Quincy Adams and Henry Clay to a combination of the 
Puritan and the blackleg—of Blifil and Black George. I would 
not dishonor the brave and constant Puritan, as profound in civic 
wisdom as he was sincere in religious faith, by comparing him with 
the fickle, frivolous Mugwump. Nor do 1 find * either of 
honor, character, or capacity in the Democratic leader of to-day to 
remind me of Henry Clay. But surely there was never a politieal 
union so incongruous or so ridiculous as that which seems to 
inspire the council of the present Administration in uttering its 
edicts to the disgusted, puzzled but obedient Democratic Senators 
of the Finance Committee. A paragraph of high protection is 
followed by a paragraph of free trade. The Socialist or the 
Populist gets in an item here to be followed in the next line by 
protection toatrust. The American manufacturer has an increased 
tax put on the material of his industry and is comforted by reading 
in the same schedule a clause which operates as a bounty to his 
Canadian competitor. The method of carryi this bill is as 
wonderful as the contents of the measure itself. For fear of indis- 
cretion, its main contents, its 5 its policy, are carefully 
concealed from the chairman of the commi who reported it, 
and from the Senator to whom its parliamentary conduct is assigned. 

If you will ask the Senators who are expected to defend it in 
debate why one doctrine is applied to one product and a totally 
different one to another of the same class, you are told that the gen- 
tlemen who answers you does not approve it and does not under- 
stand it, but that it was necessary to pass the bill. I would not be 

uilty of indelicacy, but I suspect there can not be found in all 
iterature a choicer collection of emphatic theological 3 
in the private utterances of the Senator from Texas and the tor 
from Missouri in regard to the details of the measure they are com- 

Ued to advocate. If you press your inquiries too far the button 

s touched and the axe of the motion to lay upon the table comes 
down upon your neck. The Democratic champion of free speech is 
talking about a cloture., The New England independent demands 
the application of Democratic party discipline. The civil service 
reformer compares the Executive, who is using patronage to force 
distasteful measures down reluctant throats, to heroes of ancient 
time. I saw a cartoon the other day in which the draftsman made 
up in enthusiasm for what he lacked in artistic skill, in which the 
present Executive was compared to Horatius at the bridge: 

Alone stood brave Horatins, 
But constant still in mind, 
Thrice thirty thousand foes before 
And the broad flood behind. 

Mr. President, if there be any bridge by which our worthy Chief 
Magistrate is standing just now, it is the Pons Asinorum, which his 
Democratic pupils in the Senate will never be able to get over. 

These financial problems are more puzzling to the free trade 
intellect than the famous fifth pied EREN of lid. Our modern 
Horatius will successfully defend his bridge. 


ken is this curious substitution, for the ordinary conduct and 
unctionof thelegislator, of the behest of some mysterious, unknown, 
secret political power. Somebody somewhere a string and 
the Demoeratie majority is duly register We have . — 
of such things in ward polities in some Nortliern States, but this 
is the first time the political ward wire-puller has made his appear- 
ance on a national scale. The Senator from Tennessee is a good 
general, but his methods are those of the ancient Roman and not 
of the modern civil-service reformer. We are told by the historian 
that when the Roman general was to arrange his order of battle he 
sacrificed an ox to Mars, and the soothsayer consulted the entrails. 
The general obeyed the command. He yielded neither to expostu- 
lation nor to advice. He pretended no knowledge of hisown. He 
had but one answer, “Locutus bos.” That was sufficient for army 
and the people. What soothsayer consults the entrails, or in what 
white-porched temple near our Tiber the sacrifice is made, or the 
entrails are consulted, I can not say. But we get but one answer to 
our inquiries, Locutus bos.” The boss has given his orders. 

Why is Tennessee marble specific and Connecticut freestone ad 
valorem? Locutus bos. The boss has given orders. 

Why do you have specifie duties for the South and ad valorem 
forthe North? Locutus bos. The boss has given orders. 

Why deyo give duty and bounty both to the sugar trust? Locu- 
tus bos. boss has given orders. 

Why is rice 84 3 cent ad valorem with a son fie duty and wheat 
pres, sare barley per cent ad valorem? Locutus bos. The boss 

as spoken. 

Tia KONES which is to pass this bill is a coalition between the 
aristocrat and the Populist; betweon the spirit of the old slave 
master and the spirit which would make war on property, on fru- 
gality, on honest labor, on honest, moderate earnings. The alii- 
ance is between the spirit of sectionalism of the South and that 
spirit at the North which never has known the impulse of a true 
nationality. It protects by enormous duties, upon which it piles 
enormous. bounties, the industry of the South and the ill-gotten 
gains of the trust. Its warfare is upon the savings bank, upon 
the life 35 the yeoman, apan the farm, and npon the 
workman in the mill. The power which is behind it may seem to 
secure for itself a brief victory; but the men who are wielding it 
know well that itis doomed. Its suecess will be as short lived as 
itis mischievous. It may last for a day, for a year, and perhaps 
for a Presidential term. But in the end the issue of this contest 
ean not be doubtful. The stars in their courses ae againstit. The 
spirit of the American people is against it. e spirit of honest 
labor, the spirit of American liberty, are on our side. And in the 
fature, as in the past, God giveth to liberty nothing but victory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PEFFER. t the amentment be stated, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 98, on e 19, line 8, before 
the words per cent,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘forty” and 
insert ‘‘sixty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

98. Spectacles, eyeglasses, les, opera glasses, and other optical instru 
ments and frames for the same, 60 per cent ad valorem. 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 


roll 
The Secretary ded to call the roll. 
Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired 


with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], and with- 
hold my vote. a 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. If he were 
here I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], but I trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], who is 
paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], so 
that the Senator from Massachusetts and I can vote. I vote 
ét na * 

Mr. LODGE. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I announce m 

ir with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 

f he were nt I should vote nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Idaho[Mr. 8 I do not observe the Sen- 
ator in the Chamber and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuggest to the Senator from California that I 
am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH], and if 
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the Senator will agree to a transfer of pairs, I suggest that his 
pair with the Senator from Idaho be transferred to the Senator 
from Alabama, which will enable us both to vote. 

Mr, WHITE. That is entirely satisfactory. I vote nay.” 

Mr. HOAR. I vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. E 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. SQUIRE], but I am at liberty to vote to make a quorum, 
and I vote nay.” f 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], 
which will enable the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS] and me 
to vote. I vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. Under that transfer of pairs I vote yea.” 

Mr. QUAY. Is the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] re- 
corded as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama is 
not recorded. He has requested the present occupant of the 
chair to state that he is detained from the Senate by sickness. 

Mr. QUAY. Being paired with that Senator, I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. PATTON. I inquire if the junior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GIBSON] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. PATTON. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FRYE. The senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GOR- 
MAN] is detained from the Senate by illness. is paired for 
to-day with the senior from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to announce that my colleague 

r. BATE] is absent under the order of the Senate, as is the 
junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. J. They are paired 
with each other. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. POWER] to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr 
JARVIS], and vote nay.“ 

Mr. BRICE. Ihave transferred my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] to the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. IRBY] for the day, and I shall vote during the day 
without making any further announcement. I vote nay on 
this question. 

Mr.GORDON. In order to save time hereafter, I beg leave 
to state that the pair I have just announced of the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH] will stand during the day. 

Mr. DANIEL. As I am informed that a quorum has voted 
without counting my vote, I desire to withdraw it, and announce 
my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

‘The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Aldrich, Frye, Mand Sherman, 
5 Hale. Mitchell, Oregon Teller, 
Chandler. Hawley, Morrill, ashburn, 
Dixon, Hoar, Perkins, 
Dolph, Lod Platt, 
Dubois, McMillan, Power, 
NAYS—30. 
intel Coke, Lindsay Roach, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McLaurin, Vest, 
Blanchard, George, artin, Vilas, 
rice, Gordon, Voorhees, 
Butler, H Murphy, alsh, 
Caffery, Hunton, Pasco, 
II. Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Cockrell, Kyle, Ransom, 
- NOT VOTING—34. 
Allen, Gibson, McPherson, Shoup, 
Bate, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Smit 
Camden, Gray, Morgan, Squire, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Palmer, Stewart, 
Carey, ins, Patton, Turple, 
Cullom, HIR, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Danish . Proctor, Wolcott. 
a ar Pugh, 
Gallinger, Jones, Nev. Quay, 


So the amendment was 5858 8 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF- 


FER]. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I can not let the wool 
schedule pass without a protest, however ineffectual, on behalf 
8 the farmers of Michigan, a State which stands fifth among 

he wool- producing States of the Union. In Michigan the wool 
is about the first large product which the farmer brings to mar- 
ket. The money which he obtains for his wool is used to pay 
theexpenses of harvesting. Thecountry banks obiain their sup- 
plies of money from the Eastern centers on shipments of wool, 
and in this way the moving of the crops is assisted and made easy. 
Again, it has been found that sheep will thrive on what are 
ed the pine barrens” from which certain kinds of timber 


have been cut; and in this way large quantities of new land are 
brought into use. A 

Under the influence of a tariff designed to be protective the 

roduction of wool in Michigan has increased steadily from 153,- 
375 pounds in 1840 to 12,378,318 pounds in 1890. When the 
Me ey law was passed the intention was to give adequate pro- 
tection to wool, but by an error only half the duty intended to 
be placed on fine wools was provided for. Asaresult wool graded 
with fine Ohio washed was subjected to a duty of but 6 cents, 
instead of 22 cents, as intended. Hon, John T. Rich, the gover- 
nor of Michigan, in his address before the National Wool- 
growers’ Association, last October, well expressed the feelings 
of the Michigan woolgrowers, when he said: 

It is useless to e during the present Congress any amendment to the 


law of 1890 which help our case at all. On the contrary there is a well- 
8 fear that such ch. are liable to be made in the law that what 


tle protection we have ma out. 
done to avert this threatened action? Thisis 


The question is, What can 
the purpose for which you were called together. It is generally under- 
stood that the majority in to put wool on the free list and 


purpose 
remove the compensating duty on manufactures of wool. Now, if placin: 
wool on the free list did not entirely destroy wool-raising in the Unit 
ufactured woolens would be better than nothing, 
ble to have a market for our wool in this conntr: 


roduction the free list the wool, 
not feel an interest in hocking another product while his own had only a 
remote and incidental benefit, if he did not at once insist that all or none 
should go on the free list. It is evident that the people who are at heart 
just as much in favor of free woolen manufactures asof free wool recognize 


complished, they will then ask the indignant woolgrower to 
get even with the manufacturer by helping to put the manufactured article 
on the free list. i 
The final result of free wool must be that we shall come to de- 
pena on foreign lands not only to raise wool, but also to manu- 
acture woolens. Hon. M. E. Rumsey, of Leslie, Mich., states 
the case fairly in a letter, from which 1 quote: 
I have owned sheep for the past twenty-five years 


Says Mr. Rumsey— 


and am able to know something of the cost of raising wool, We, in the cen- 
tral portion of p sheep on land worth from to 260 an acre, 
and in order to make the business profitable we must have ad: te pro- 
tection against Australia and other countries, where a rental of a cent an 
acre is paid. Iam paying 


Mr. Rumsey is a dealer as well as a grower— 


from § to 10cents a pound for wool, all because of the prospect that wool is 
to be admitted free of duty. I know the Democrats argue that wool has gone 
down under the McKinley law. The reason is that the price of wool has de- 
clined the world over. Still, two years ago I bonght wool from the farmers 
of Michigan for from 22 to28 cents a pound; one year ago from 12 to cents 
a pound; and this year from 8 to 17 cents, according to quality and cleanli- 
ness. We are down to free-wool pies this year, or nearly so; because ot 
the almost certainty that before t year’s clip can be sold it will have to 
compete with the world’s supply. Free wool will dri 
Michigan, at least all except the mutton varieties. 


The little village of Saline, Mich., beautiful for situstion, is 
one of the headquarters for breeders of stud flocks of merino 
sheep. At Chicago and at the Michigan State and local fairs, 
the Saline sheep have won a large share of the prizes; and the 
names of the Shaws, the Hoyts, the Smiths, the W , of the 
Crittendens and of Parsons are known wherever in this country 
merino sheep are raised, and several of these breeders have a 
trade in Australia. Prior to the election of 1892 sheep for breed- 
ing were selling for from $10 to $40 a head, with occasionally a 
much higher price for N stock. The tariff agitation 
and the settled conviction that wool was likely to go on the free 
list has ruined the sheep-raising business. 

Mr. Benjamin N. Smith furnishes an example of the present 
condition of affairs in the case of Mr. 18255 S. Wood, a sheep- 
breeder of wide reputation. Mr. Wood decided last fall to give 
up to his son the businéss at which he had been so successful. 

e had a flock that cost him on an average 840 a head. It had 
been carefully culled every year and represented half a cen- 
tury of the most skillful breeding, each individual being a type 
of a breed. His son, having an equally good flock and one large 
enough to stock the place, the elder Mr. Wood offered his shee 
at auction, but could not get a bid on them. Then failing tose 
themat private sale, the owner resolved to fatten them and sell 
themformutton. This he did, and last March he sold them with 
the fleeces on for 1} cents a pound, or about $1.50 a head! In 
just four months a sheep that had been paying property at $40 
dropped in value to $1.50. 

During last winter Mr. A. S. Wood sold at 50 cents a head a 
number of sheep that six months previous would have readily 
brought from $10 to $15 for the Texas or the Western trade. 
With wool from six to ten cents a pound, less than one-quarter 
of the usual number of lambs are Totg raised this year. Mr. 
Wood writes that if wool is to go on the free list, the Michigan 
farmers must kill their sheep; for it is useless to try to compete 


ve the sheep from 
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with Australia and South Africa, where land is cheap and labor 
is a small item. A 

The pe, of 1 Michigan is worth 2 cents per head 
per week for six months in the year; and 5 cents per head per 
week for the other six months, making $1.82 a year. It takes 
an extra good grade of flock to average 10 pounds of wool toa 
sheep, and at present prices these 10 pounds are worth between 
seventy and ninety cents. Thus there is a loss of over 50 per 
cent on raising wool; and this means simply a slaughter of the 


sheep. 

Mr. H. D. Platt, of Ypsilanti, a man of wide experience in all 
that pertains to farming, gives his experience with Shropshire- 
down ewes, which he keeps for their wool and to fit their in- 
crease while lambs for market. The sales of wooland lambs for 
the past three years are given as a demonstration of the effect 
of free wool on the business of the farmers of Michigan. In 1892 
Mr. Platt sold his wool unwashed for 26 cents a pound and the 
lambs for 6 cents a pound. In 1893 he sold his wool for 22 cents 
a pound toa free trader who sold it later in the season for 15 
cents. The lambs sold for 5 cents a pound. In 1894 he sold his 
wool for 14 cents and his lambs for 4 cents. 

These figures show that since the ery of free wool has been 
raised the price of wool, as well as the price of the best mut- 
ton (lamb), has decreased, and if the threat of free wool is ful- 
filled the flock-masters of the Northwest will have to go out of 
business. : 

When the McKinley bill became a law the woolgrowers of 
Michigan expected to have at least a living chance with the man- 
ufacturers, but with free wool and protected woolens there is 
nothing but the ruination of the wool industry, and this will in 
turn affect every farmer in the State. 

Even the expectation of free wool has quite wiped out a ma- 
jority of the flocks of fine-wool sheep. Mr. J. Evarts Smith, 
the treasurer of the Michigan Merino Sheep Breeders’ Associa- 
tion, states that he has a flock of thoroughbred merinos which 
he started about thirty years ago by mp purchase of fifty-eight 
ewes, for which he paid $30 each. e has given his bestefforts 
to the improvement of his flock by judicious selections of males, 
for which he has paid hundreds of dollars. Previous to the 
last election he was doing a good business in supplying the ranch- 
men of the West with the means to improve their flocks, and 
was building up a good trade with Australia and South America. 
Since last November trade has been at a standstill. Wool, un- 
washed, is worth but from 7 to 10 cents a pound; and this the 
Democrats say is raw material. 

Every fine-wool sheep in Michigan to-day is being kept at an 
absolute loss, and it is only the disinclination to sacrifice what 
it Be cost so many years to perfect that has spared any of the 
flocks. 

„Last fall,” Mr. Smith continues, I sold about one hundred 
ewes for 80 cents each, that would have sold readily a few years 
ago for $2} each. I have saved a few for ‘seed,’ and my course 
is what nearly every breeder of my acquaintance has taken. I 
write as a breeder of a stud flock, but what I say will apply in 
some degres to every man who owns a flock.” 

Mr. President, I shall support the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Kansas, as well as any other amendment which 
will tend to the protection of this great industry. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
who I understand is going to take the floor, has kindly yielded 
five minutes of his time to me for the purpose of making a state- 
ment that I wish to make. ie, 

On Friday last the question arose in the Senate whether it 
had been customary, when the Senate was by unanimous consent 
acting under the five-minutes rule, to move to strike out the 
last word in order to getan opportunity to speak an additional 
five minutes. During the discussion that day the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] used the following language: 

The rules of the Senate are construed by its immemorial usage. The fiye- 
minutes rule, as it is called, has been in force in some form or other in this 
body as applied to the Calendar for forty years. During that time it has 
been the invariable custom of Senators to make a motion to strike out the 
last word and treat that asanamendmentfor this purpose. No experienced 
8 Senator sits here who has not done it, I presume, twenty times 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] added: 

Always. 

On the following day the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
used the following language: 


The plan of moving to strike out the first or the last word in aclause in 
order togain an additional five minutes for debate has been resorted to over 
and over again, as Senators on the other side of the Chamber know, and it 
os 3 een objected to. Our power to extend debate is almost un- 


The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] said: 


I wish to say that the agreement under which we are 888 was en- 
tered into yesterday in my absence, but I shall endeavor to keep it in letter 
and spirit. I know, and so does every Senator on either side of the Chamber 


know, that ever since [have beep in the Senate it has been customary for 
Senators on both sides, who w not satisfied with having ken for five 
minutes on any amendment, to move another merely form: 
for the purpose of extending pes remarks five minutes more. 
„ to this rule, and Senators who complain 
about it know that itis so as well as Ido. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] have stated this mo: 

7 — during their long service in the Senate that had been the universal cus- 


Mr. President, having been here for nine years and not having 
remembered to have ever heard the motion made, I consulted 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who is an exper- 
ienced man and has been here for seventeen years. He said he 
had no recollection of ever having heard the motion made. I 
then consulted the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. He said 
he had never heard the motion made, though it might have been 
done. I consulted a Republican Senator of long experience, 
and a very prominent one on the other side of the Chamber, 
and he made the same statement to me. 

I had a conference with our Journal clerk, Mr. Spencer. He 
said it might haye been done in the morning hour under the 
five-minutes rule or on an appropriation bill where an order had 
been made to act under the five-minutes rule. He would not 
say that it had; he thought ibly it had; but never had it 
been done within his knowledge where the Senate was ac 
under the five-minutes rule by unanimous consent. ; 

I then, last Saturday, went to the librarian, Mr. Church, and 
the assistant librarian, Mr. Baker, and talked with them in 
rogata 1 it, and I ask the Secretary to read the statements that 

ey make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The statements will be read if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
SENATE LIBRARY, CAPITOL, 
P Washington, D. C., June 11, 1894. 

DEAR SIR: I have examined with as much care as I could in the limited 
time giyen me both the Journal and the RECORD from the Forty-ninth to 
the Fifty-second Congress, inclusive, for precedents (both under the Anthony 
rule in the morning hour and under orders of the Senate as to the five-min- 
ute rule) for striking out the last word in an item or bill. I have not been 
able thus far to find any such precedent, although it is possible that I may 
have overlooked them. The nearest approach to it iswhere Senator Plumb, 
in the second session of the Fifty-second Congress, made a motion (after 
the adoption, by order of the Senate, of the five-minute rule) to strike out a 
whole paragraph of an appro’ tion bill, which was debated. (See Recorp, 
second session Fifty-second Congress, 1.) A 

I have made my examination of your question as thorough as possible in 
the short time allowed me, and can only say that if any such precedent ex- 
ists it has escaped my notice. 

Very truly, yours, 
ALONZO W. CHURCH, 
Senate Librarian. 
Hon. J. H. BERRY, 
United States Senate, 


SENATE LIBRARY, CAPITOL, 
Washington, D. U., June 11, 1894. 


DEAR SIR: In compliance with your uest, I have examined carefully 
the Senate Journal from the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress to the 
Fifty-second Congress, which covers a period of about eight years, and I have 
failed to find a precedent to strike out the last word” of a bill or amend- 
ment, when the bill was being debated under the five-minute rule. 


Most respectfully, 
JAMES M. BAKER, 
Assistant Librarian, 
Hon. JAMES H. BERRY, 
Senate Chamber. 


Mr. BERRY. Iwill only add that I requested them to go 
back to the Forty-ninth Congress, because that was the Congress 
when I first came here. 

Now, I do not say that no precedent exists. Precedents may 
be found, but I have failed to find them. I simply put this in 
for the purpose of stating that I did not at the time remember 
such a precedent, and I wanted to show that there are able and 
experienced Senators here who have been here longer than I, 
and that they are . ignorant ol such a custom, if ever such 
a custom has existed. simply wanted to put in the RECORD 
these statements, and I have no comments to make. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Pennsylvania will pardon 
me one moment, I merely wish to say that the question of strik- 
ing out the last word has nothing to do with it. Itis the ques- 
tion of moving an informal amendment, an amendment pro forma 
for the 4 8 ol debate. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Pennsylvania will al- 
low me a moment, I wish to state that after consulting the con- 
venience of Senators so far as I could I have ascertained that a 
number of Senators desire to speak on the wool question to-day; 
and I shall ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to-morrow 
morning, not interfering with other public business, to take the 
floor upon the question. 

Mr. QUAY ee the Senate. After having spoken one 
hour and twenty-five minutes, 

Mr. HOAR : Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsyl\ ania 
yields to me for a moment. I see the Senator from Texas [Mr. 


1894. 
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MILLS] is now in charge of the bill, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate go back, and that coal be put on the free 


list. . , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HUNTON in the chair). Is 
there objection? 

ris 1 2 I do not think that coal has been reached yet in 
the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that coal be now placed 
on the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MILLS. I have nothing to do with I pena coal on the 
free list in the bill until it is reached, and of course it has not 
been reached. mote 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the coal schedule 
be now taken up, and that coal be placed on the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand 
the Senator from Massachusetts withdraws his request for the 

resent? 
J Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I object to its being withdrawn. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent, as the 
Senator from Texas is now in 1 8 0 of the bill, and believin 
that he is not very much in love with it, that the bill and amend- 
ments be laid on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. It may be laid on the table without his con- 
sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that the bill be laid on the table. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MILLS. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I shall proceed with my remarks, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will theSenator from Pennsyl- 
vania yield to me to make a motion? 

Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move that the pending bill be 
indefinitel pont ned. 

Mr. QUA $ fam afraid that that motion may occasion some 
little controversy. ghor] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon 
moves that the pending bill be indefinitely postponed, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. On that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. QUAY. Do I understond the motion is withdrawn? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No; itis not withdrawn. The 

uestion is on the motion to indefinitely postpone, andI ask that 
the roll may be called apon it. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). 

r with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN]. 

e is not present in the Chamber I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he 
were present, I should vote yea” and I presume he would vote 
“ce na * 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called]. Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. If he 
were present I should vote nay.” 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]; otherwise I 
should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY 87 80 his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. I make the same transfer of pairs that was 
made on the last vote, and transfer my pair with the Senator 
from New York [Mr. HILL] to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], which will allow the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. sche and me to vote. I vote “yea.” 

ILLS. pair with the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] having been transferred, I vote nay.” 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South 
Carolina[Mr. BUTLER],and make this announcement for the 
day. If the Senator from South’ Carolina were present I should 
vote yea.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
has been called from the Senate Chamber to attend to some de- 

rtmental business, not anticipating that any vote would be 

ken on any part of the bill. I promised that Senator, however, 
to r with him in case a vote should be taken. I therefore 
withhold my vote. If the Senator from Tennessee were pres- 
ent I should vote yea! and he would vote nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] to the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. RoAcH], and vote ‘‘nay.” 


I have a general 
As 


Mr. PASCO. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 

NER] has been called from the Chamber, and I desire to announce 
N is paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAW- 
LEY]. 
Mr. CALL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] to the Senator from 1 [Mr. Mo- 
LAURIN], which will enable the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
DIXON] and me to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr.DIXON. That arrangement is agreeable to me, and under 
it I am permitted to vote. I vote 3 

Mr. FRYE (after having voted in the affirmative). The senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] was paired for the day 
with the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], but the Sen- 
ator from Nevada has now come into the Chamber and has voted. 
Therefore I resume my pair, which I have generally with the 
Senator from Maryland, and will withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote of the Senator from 
Maine will be withdrawn. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, as I observe it will make no dif- 
ference in the result, notwithstanding my pair I will let my 
vote stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Allison, e, McMillan, Power, 
Guilome” Hansbrough, Mitchell, Ore 7 — 175 

‘ansbro’ e on 

Davis, Hoar, aLa Perkins’ Teller, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Washburn. - 
Dolph, Lodge, Platt, 

NAYS—H. 
Alien, Coke, Lindsay, Ransom, 

rry, Daniel, Martin, ie, 
Blackburn, Mills, Ves 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Vil 
Brice, Gray, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Caffery. Hunton, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cali, Pasco, 
Camden, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Cockrell, Kyle, ugh, 
NOT VOTING—28. 

Aldrich, Gallinger, Irby, may, 
Bate, Gibson, McLaurin, h, 
Butler, Gorman, McPherson, Shoup, 
Cameron, Harris, Morgan, mith, $ 
Carey, Hawley, Morrill, Stewart, 
Dubois, ins, Patton, Wilson, 
Faulkner, a Proctor, Wolcott 


So the motion was not 45871 to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania 
yield to me for fifteen minutes? I wish to leave the city this 
afternoon, and I desire to make some remarks on the pending 


Mr. QUAY. Under the circumstances I will yield to the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the Senate has disposed 
of about all the items in this bill which are produced by the 
farmer, and what is the result? The duty on lve animals is re- 
duced to 20 pee cent ad valorem; buckwheat, wheat, rye, corn, 
oats, oatmeal, corn meal, eggs, broom corn and many other farm 

roducts are 5 on the free list, and the duty on barley 
s so much reduced that at least 10,000,000 bushels will be im- 
ported as against less than 2,000,000 last year. 

Free eggs will bring in from sixteen to twenty million dozens 
as against a little over 1,000,000 last year. In fact, the market 
for $15,000,000 worth of farm products is thus turned over. to 
Canada and taken away from the American farmer. Sixteen 
million dozen of eggs thrown upon the market of the United 
Saar will break the price and eggs will decline several cents 
a dozen. - 

Last week three car loads of South Dakota butter and eggs 
were shipped to this city, a thing that can not be repeated if 
this bill passes, for the nearer an farmer will have this 
market. With free corn the starch makers of New York will 
import their corn from the Argentine Republic, and within one 
yearafter this bill passes corn from South America by the cargo 
will be sold in New York, for the freight per bushel from the 
Argentine Republic is less than half the rate per bushel from 
Dakota or Nebraska, and the farmers of Dakota and Nebraska 
will be buying protected starch made of South American corn. 
It will not do to say we export corn and it can not come here 
from other countries. We export vast quantities of cotton, and 
I presume few people know that 43,000,000 pounds, valued at 
$4,680,000 was imported last year; yet such is the case. Of this 
cotton 28,000,000 pounds came from Egy tand is long, fine, staple; 
AN every pound of it could be raised in North and South Caro 

a duty was placed upon it sufficient to compensate for the dif- 

hy do you not put a duty on cotton and 


ference in wages. W 
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save this market to our own people? The sugar bounty is re- 
pee, giving the death blow to the bud industry in Ne- 

raska and Dakota, which would have soon given employment 
to thousands of people in those States. 

A duty has been placed upon raw sugar of 14 cents a pound, 
which equals a tax on the people of South Dakota of 874 cents 
per capita, as each person consumes 70 pounds of sugar per year, 
making a total tax of $350,000 per annum upon the 400,000 peo- 
ple who reside within her borders; and an additional tax of 424 
cents on each 100 pounds of refined sugar, which is a direct do- 
nation to the trust and amounts to 324 cents per capita, or a tax 
of $140,000 on the 400,000 people who reside in South Dakota as 
a direct contribution, per year, to the s trust. 

The population of Nebraska is 1,050,000, and their contribu- 
tion be a tax of 874 cents per capita, or $875,000 on the 
1,000,000 people who reside in that State, which goes into the 
treasury of the Government, and 324 cents per ag sy on refined 
sugar, levied for the benefit of the trust, or 8325, 000 per annum 
from her 1,000,000 people. 

I take these two States as examples, because the two Populist 
Senators in this body assisted in doing all this, and I want to 
give them a chance to explain to the people ay they did it. 

A Populist farmer with a family of five would pay 81.60 per 
ya to the trust, just four bushels of wheat at40 cents a bushel. 

imagine I see a Nebraska or Dakota Populist farmer, filled 
with joy, hitching up his team and starting to market with 
four bushelsof wheat, selling it for 40 cents a bushel, and send- 
ing the money to the sugar trust as his contribution to help 
maintain the gang of vampires that have hung around this Cap- 
itol for the past five months, disgracing the nation. With what 
elastic step and swelling heart filled with joy, will this farmer 
return home with an empty wagon and an empty pocket to bless 
God in his prayers that he has had the privilege of sending a 
Populist to the United States Senate who has assisted by his 
vote in conferring upon him and the people of his State the 
blessed chance to make this contribution. I hope the Populists 
of my State will not take this too much to heart, for this bill 
places lumber on the free list, and it is said millions will be 
saved to the psople by having their lumber free. 

Mr. President, free lumber will not chea that article in 
South Dakota or Nebraska one farthing. e lumber for Ne- 
braska and South Dakota comes from three sources: siding, 
shingles, and high grades of light lumber from Oregon and 
Washington, sawed along the bays and rivers which skirt the 
Pacific coast in those States. Will this lumber be cheapened 
any by taking off the duty? Not one penny. And the conclu- 
sive proof that it will not be cheaper is in the fact that millions 
of feet of lumber are shipped each year from Puget Sound to 
Asia, Australia, South and Central America, and the ships that 
carry this lumber come through British America, through the 
Straits of Juan de Fuca to reach the United States to get their 
loads. 

If lumber was cheaper in British America these ships would 
load there instead of coming to the United States, but the fact 
of the matter is American enterprise has made lumber cheaper 
in the United States than in British America in spite of the fact 
that under the present law there is a duty of $2 per thousand. I 
saw one hundred ships loading lumber for these foreign coun- 
tries in Puget Sound last summer, and when I crossed the line 
into British Columbia I found boundless forests on every hand. 

Logs are admitted free under the present law and are sawed 
in American mills, furnishing labor for American workmen. 
Asfar, then,as Washington and Oregon are concerned, freelum- 
ber will not cheapen the article 1 cent, but it will transfer the 
industry of man: turing a portion of it to a foreign country. 

Nebraska and Dakota get considerable flooring and finishing 
lumber from the forests of the South. Noone pretends this 
Southern lumber will bo cheaper. 

Most of the lumber used in Dakota and Nebraska comes from 
Northern Minnesota and Wisconsin, and this lumber will not be 
cheaper if you admit lumber free of duty. The only Canadian 
lumber that can compete with it is along the east shore of Lake 
Superior and the eastshore of Lake Huron, over 300 miles fur- 
ther from Dakota or Nebraska than the forests of Wisconsin 
or Minnesota; therefore, the difference in the cost of transpor- 
tation prevents the Canadian lumberfrom competing; but I will 
grant, for the purpose or argument, that the tranportation cost 
will be the same from and Wisconsin, or, in other words, 
that the Canadian lumber is as near Dakota and Nebraska as 
the Wisconsin and Minnesota lumber. Even then free lumber 
will not reduce the price, for lo come in free now and are 
rafted across the lakes and sawed in the American mills, and the 
cost of bringing them across the lakes in rafts of logs is no 
greater than it would be toraft the manufactured lumber to this 


country. 
When the McKinley bill passed there were many mills on the 
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east side of Lakes Huron and Superior, sawing lumber for the 
American market. After the of the act of 1890 these 
mills were closed and the logs sent to the United States and 
made into lumber. The only thing, then, free lumber will do is 
tosurrender part of our market and transfer the sawing of Cana- 
dian logs to the Canadian side of these lakes, depriving Ameri- 
cans of the employment and giving their places to Canadian 
workmen. 

All this talk about free lumber is demagogy, so far as it 
relates to Dakota and Nebraska; but it can do no harm, as our 
farmers are too intelligent to be fooled all of the time. I chal- 
lenge anyone to show how free lumber will cheapen that article 
in South Dakota or Nebraska. It may cheapen it a little in 
New England, but I doubt it. 

With free lumber disposed of, what has the farmer in this bill? 
You say, free barbed wire. This again isa delusion and a fraud. 
Dakota and Nebraska are too far inland, and the long haul by 
rail prevents them from importing wire. Ourbarbed wire comes 
from Illinois and Missouri, and it is worth at the factory to-day 
14 cents per pound. Free wire will not cheapen this article in 
these States, but it will allow German wire to reach our seaports, 
in some cases, and take partof our market away from the joke 
ican manufacturer, and part of the chance to earn a living away 
from the American laborer. 

There is one more point, and that is the advantage the su- 
gar trust derives from this bill over the McKinley bill, a point 
that has not been heretofore made. The sugar trust refines raw 
sugar, and their factories are in the cities along the coast. Su- 
gar made from beets is refined by the factory that makes it. If 
the bounty was not repealed, before ten years Nebraska and Da- 
kota would produce all the sugar used in this country and there 
would be no further use for the refineries or the trust, and their 
property would be valueless. Therefore the trust is interested 
in preventing the growth of the 5 industry in this 
country; is interested in proventing the United States from rais- 
ing its own sugar. To repeal the bounty is of no small import- 
ance to the trust, for if the bounty should continue and thus the 
sugar industry continue to grow year b 2 the refineries 
owned by the trust would have less to do and finally be closed alto- 
gether. In fact the discriminating duty now levied for the ben- 
efit of the trust of 32} cents for every person, if paid in cash to 
the farmers as a bounty on beet sugar, would soon make the 
United States independent of the world as far as a supply of su- 
gar is concerned. 

Mr. QUAY resumed his speech. After having spoken alto- 
gether two hours and forty minutes— 

Mr.POWER said: Will the Senator from Pennsylvania yield 
to me? 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection © paling to the Senator 
from Montana. I feel a little exhausted. 


[Mr. Quax's speech will be published entire after itshall have 
been concluded. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HOAR. I think this very important debate should be 
listened to by the Senate. I suggest that there is no quorum 

resent. 
P The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from Massachusetts suggests the want of a quorum. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Dixon, McLaurin, ay, 
Berry, Dolph, Martin, eR 
Blackburn, bois, Mills, uire, 
Blanc i Faulkner, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Brice, Gordon, Morrill, Turpio, 
Caffery, Hale, Palmer, V 

Call, Harris, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cameron, oar, Pefter, alsh, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Perkins, 

Coke, E Jarvis, Platt, White. 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Power, 

Daniel, le, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators having an- 
swered to their names, Sguman of the Senate is present, The 
Senator from Montana proceed. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, representing one of the States 
very largely interested in woolgrowing, I conceive it to be m 
duty to present a number of important facts concerning t 
industry, to which I 5 nvite attention of the Senate. 
Inasmuch as the industry of sheep-raising is not confined to 
any one section of the country, but is pursued to a greater or 
lesser extent in every locality, the great community of inter- 
est demands most careful treatment of the subject, and a thor- 
ough understanding of the important issues involved in ‘fixing 
tariff rates upon the American wool product. 

In 1893, after the second election of President Cleveland, great 
anxiety followed to those interested in producing wool, w 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 6159 


in many cases developed into a panic. Flocks were sacrificed, 
the value of the wool clip was cut in two, the price obtainable 
for sheep was less than half, and the won ee seemed doomed 
to bankruptcy and ruin. Whether these fears are groundless, or 
whether their dire anticipation has had only too sure a founda- 
tion, remains for this Congress to determine. 

Can there be a greater contrast than that afforded by the con- 
dition of affairs during the three previous years under the pro- 
tective system? Not only the three years previous, but protec- 
tion and prosperity seem always to have gone hand in hand. 

THE FIRST IMPETUS TO WOOL GROWING. 

The first protection to woolgrowing of any importance was in 
1867, under which this industry made rapid and continued ad- 
vancement. From 1880 to 1883, with protective duties, the num- 
ber of sheep increased 12 percent. In 1883 Congress unwisely 
reduced the wool tariff some 2 cents per pound, which reduction 
prevailed for seven years, and during this period the decrease 
was 6 per cent in the number of sheep. In 1888, with adequate 
tariff protection, the sheep industry prospered, the increase of 
the last three years up to 1893 being extraordinary, reaching 184 
per cent, showing our capacity for woolgrowing, which in a few 
years would have enabled us to produce the quantity of wool 
needed and, aceording to the leading authorities on wool, there 
is no quality of foreign wool that can not be raised in this coun- 
try. The only reason why the production of certain grades has 
been abandoned, is because we can not produce them as cheaply 
as foreign countries. 

The Australian Merino wool, which was quotedrecently as not 
being produced here on account of climatic conditions, is, ac- 
cording to Judge Lawrence, (one of the best authorities on this 
subject in the country) an American wool, bred from American 
sheop and their descendants, and chiefiy exported by Albert 
Chapman and others from Vermont to Australia. He says: 

Onr best clothing goods are made from wools embraced in the McKinley 
tariff law as class 1 (Merino, etc.) and class 2 (Southdown, Cotswold, Skrop- 
shire, etc.), grown in this country and unsurpassed in quality. 

Mr. Lawrence further asserts that there are no foreign wools 
essential to the production ofour fine fabrics, as our wools com- 
pare very favorably with those of the foreign product.” 

Mr. Charles Fletcher, of the Providence Worsted Mills, ina 
letter dated February 18, 1890, to the Boston Home Market Club, 
said: 

The talk of mixing Australian wool to make goods required for this mar- 
ket is all nonsense, as Australian wools are only used here largely when 
they are cheaper than domestic wools. 

In 1851, at the World's Exhibition in London, four prize međ- 
als were awarded to American sheep, and at the International 
Exhibition of 1863, at Hamburg, where all the finest flocks were 
represented, two first-class prizes were awarded to Merino sheep 
from Vermont. 

The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Depart- 
ment under President Cleveland’s first administration, refer- 
ring to the quality of American wool, in his wool report of 1887, 
page 36, says: 

Itis the current popular opinion that English and Australian wool sur- 

American in quality. But the reverse is true; American wool and 
ican manufactures excel those of ths rest of the world. 

In the face of this unequaled prosperity, why strive to change 
and force upon the country a policy that has always proved dis- 
astrous to this important branch of industry! 

s TARIFF REFORMERS LIKE TO KICK A SHEEP. 

It has been said that if there is 3 a tariff reformer 
hates, it is wool. We have also h of the free-trade states- 
man who would climb overa fence, when he sees a sheep, to kick 
it. Unfortunately that feeling against the sheep and its prod- 
uct seems not to be confined toa fewstatesmen. The entire 
Democratic party appears inclined that way. 

It must be thata prejudice exists against this industry, since 
in no other way can we account for this constant desire to legis- 
late to its injury. It always seems to be the one singled out to 


bear the burden. 
WHY NOT PROTECT WOOL? 


Tron is protected, sugar and rice are protected, all manufac- 
tured goods are protected, and properlyso. Whynotwool? The 
principle may be sacrificed on every other article, but never on 
wool. Why is this? The woolgrower demands a reason. He 
has a right to know why his product should be made free, while 
he is obliged 2 protective duties on everything else he uses. 
Is not wool of sufficient importance to be taken under the mother 
wing and cared for as she cares for the rest of her flock? 
Does it not employ enough labor? Does it not sufficiently add 
to the revenue of the country? Is it a commodity that we can 
readily dispense with? Is it an industry that can be experi- 
mented with free fromdetriment? Why seize upon this one ar- 
ticle of home production and home consumption to illustrate an 
illusive theory? Is it because wool is princi a product of 
the West, and, therefore, like silver, doomed to destruction? 


Are we to permit ourselves to legislate for sections or sec- 
tional interests, rather than for the whole country? The 
people of the West are broad enough and generous enough to 
want protection for all home products whether raised in the 
South, in the East, or the West. They do not manufacture to 
any great extent, but are willing that the manufacturers of the 
South and East should be protected, because it is equitable and 
just. Protection for all home industries or fornone would seem 
a just than this singling out of the products of certain sec- 

ons. 

As a class, the people of the West are above the pettiness of 
sectional jealousy, and while loyal to their own section, as the por- 
tion given over to their care and energies are, above all, Ameri- 
can citizens, and as such devoted to whatever promotes the 
happiness and prosperity of the whole nation. 


WOOL SHOULD NOT BE CLASSED AS “RAW MATERIAL." IT IS THE FARMER'S 
FINISHED PRODUCT. 


I venture the contention that notwithstanding the general 
classification of wool as raw material, any product of which 
labor forms so great a part is not, and should not be considered 
raw material. 2 

To the manufacturer, wool may be raw material—so to the 
tailor may be the cloth—his fi ed product being the gar- 
ment, and the finished product of the manufacturer, the cloth. 
8 is the finished product of the sheep grower? Is it not 

e clip? 

The Alpes have been cared for, herded at great expense, 
sheared, the wool baled,and when loaded in cars ready for ship- 
ment it will be found that the expenditure of labor and money, 
even to that stage, is a very large per cent of the value of the 
clip. The commission man, or manufacturer, receives, pa; 
freight, stores, grades and possibly scours. This requires still 
further expenditure of labor and money, and the outlay neces- 
sary to put the wool in the market in this country is estimated 
as being 70 per cent of the value of the clip. 

Take iron, for instance. The raw material is the ore in the 
mines. When this ore has been extracted aud run into pigs 
and bars it passesfrom the raw into the partly manufactured 
state, after which it is forged into various other shapes. Iron 
ore, including erous iron ore and also the dross resid- 
uum from burnt pyrites, is protected to the extent of 40 cents 
per ton. Iron in pigs, etc., 224 per cent ad valorem protec- 
tion; wrought and cast scrap iron, ete., has $4 per ton protéc- 
tion; iron slabs, blooms, etc., are protected at 25 per cent ad va- 
lorem; beams, girders, etc., at six-tenths of 1 cent per pound, 
and so on all the way through the iron and steel schedules pro- 
oon is given for what is really greater “raw material“ than 
wool. 

Other ores, clearly raw material, enjoy a certain rate of pro- 
tection, and the same may be said of almost every other con- 
fessedly raw material, subject to subsequent manufacture, speci- 
fied in the bill, including sugar and rice, while wooi, in the 
production of which the entire country is more or less interested, 
is placed on the free list and put aside as ‘‘accursed.” By what 
character of reaso can this cruel discrimination be recon- 
ciled? Why should wool be classified as raw material,” en- 
titled to no protection, when every other species of raw material 
3 rotected, to a greater or lesser extent, from foreign compe- 
tition? 

WOOL Is A LEGITIMATE SUBJECT OF REVENUE. 


Is not wool a legitimate subject of revenue, if a tariff is to be 


shaped upon lines of tariff for revenue only? Have we not 
hitherto collected hundreds of millions of revenue from wool 
importations, and why is it that this source of revenue is now 
to be cut off and the deficit occasioned:thereby made up largely 
from taxation of other material confessedly entirely raw,“ un- 
less it be that the policy of the present Administration is shaped 
understandingly in the interests of foreign wool producers and 
with the view to surrender our markets to their competition. 
THE WARNING OF JAMES d. BLAINE. 

True, such a policy must necessarily destroy our own sheep- 
roma industry and confiscate practically for the benefit of 

reat Britain the four hundred millions and more of American 
investment in this enterprise, not to mention the shrinkage of 
value in all the properties appertaining thereto, which must in- 
evitably follow. This is free trade” with a vengeance, and 
recalls the homily of America’s great statesman, James G. 
Blaine, whose lips, now silent in the tomb, never uttered wiser 
or more prophetic words nor drew a more significant picture of 
the situation than when he said: 

Ilove my country and my countrymen. lam an American, and I rejoice 
ort on o my lite that I Am. I 0 So ETEEN prop aire ete 
and I know that the 5 land are s bosh paid, the best 
and the best clothed of on the face of the Many of them 
have homesof their own. are surrounded by all the comforts and many 
of the luxuries of life. I shudder, however, at the thought that the time 
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Sanne will be destroyed, when the erost body of 
coun’ estroyed, when the grea y of wor 
who are now so prosperous, will hear their wives and childrens cry for bread; 
that the day must come when the great factories and manufactories of this 
land will shut down, and where is now life and activity there will be the 
silence of the tomb. And the reason why this must be is this: 

The great Southern wing of the 8 is determined to estab- 
lish the doctrine of free trade in this land. ey Will be assisted by their 
Northern allies. There is a great body of visionary but educated men who 


are employed day by ay in wri free-trade essays and arguments in fa- 
yor of the doctrine, which find their way to every newspaper in this land. 
The great body of our le have never experienced themselves the suffer- 


ings which always result when the protective principles are laid aside. Pot- 
soned and excited by the wild statements of these writers and the demagogic 
appeals of the Democratic speakers, the result will be that in the very near 
future these forces which are now working will be strong enough to defeat 
at the polls the party advocating the doctrine of protection. It must mevi- 
tably follow that uncertainty and doubt will ensue, 

The business men of the country, fearing the destruction of the principles 
of protection, will decline to engage in business, SANT mills will shut 
down and the workingmen be thrown out ofemployment. The people 
willthen see, as ng have never seen before, that they can not be prosperous 
and have work while this principle is threatened. In the midst of their suf- 
ferings they will learn that the only way they can be prosperous and happy 
is to vote for the party that has built yay ndustries by which they have 
oo a livelihood; becausethey will then see clearly that when the manu- 

actory is shut down there is no demand for the only thing which they have 
to sell, and that is their labor. 


THE WALKER TARIFF OF 1846 A FAILURE. 

The history of free trade and inadequate protection is not one 
that we should be anxious to have repeat itself. We have no 
record of any prosperous times in this country under either. 

The Walker tariff of 1846 was confessedly not a success. The 
revenue during its operations fell short of the expenditures 
about $70,000,000. Under the Walker tariff the making of broad- 
cloth, in which the United States had been very successful, had 
to beabandoned. Whole flocks of fine-wool sheep were rendered 
valueless, except where they could be cross-bred into coarse- 
wooled flocks. 


WHAT PRESIDENT BUCHANAN AND HORACE GREELEY SAID. 


That the country did not suffer more seriously at that time 
was due partly to the discovery of the gold mines in California 
which yielded the country about $290,000,000) and partly to the 
exican and European wars, which, for a time, created an un- 
usual demand for our products. In 1856, when was again 
established in Europe, giving their people the opportunity to 
attend to their home productions, our prosperity suddenly col- 
la „and the condition of the country is very forcibly de- 
scribed by President Buchanan in his message of December 8, 
1857. He said: 


In the midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions, and in all the 
elements of national wealth, we find our manufactures s mäed, our pub- 
lic works retarded, our private enterprises of diferent ds abandoned, 
and thousands of useful laborers thrown out of employment and reduced 
to want. 

Horace Greeley, commenting upon the state of affairs about 
that time, said: 

The making of roads is stopped, factories are closed, and homes and sho 
are no longer being built. ctory hands, roadmakers, 5 brick - 
layers, andlaborers are idle, and Paene is 8 embrac: every pur- 
suit in this country. The cause of this stop’ of circulation is to be found 
in the steady outfiow of gold to pay foreign balances for the cloth, the shoes, 
the iron, and other things that could be produced by American labor, but 
which can not be produced by our present revenue system. 


I ask, are we not, by the proposed legislation, forcing a simi- 
lar condition of things? While with free trade, European goods 
would flood our markets, and for a time perhaps lower prices 

revail, is it reasonable to suppose that with our checked pro- 
Soston, and the market absolutely in the hands of those only 
interested in getting all possible out of it, these low prices 
would continue? With little or no competition from our pro- 
ducers, the control of our market passes out of our hands and 
leaves us at the mercy of the foreign producer. Besides, what 
advantage can it be to the poor man to find prices reduced on 
articles, imported or otherwise, if his wages are proportionately 
reduced ? ill he be any nearer to the purchase of his little 
square of carpet”? 

WHAT MAKES BUSINESS PROSPER. 

The prosperity of the wage-earner means the prosperity of 
all eee 1615 the circulation of money in ‘tia heni of the 
wage-earners that makes business prosperous. Under protec- 
tion, the working people of this country are better clothed, 
better fed, and far better educated than the people of any coun- 
try on the globe. With the wages paid for labor during the 
past ten years in this country, the workingman could purchase, 
at prices charged for clothing more and better goods than could 
the foreign laborer even at the low prices said to prevail there. 

Yet we are told that it is in the interest of the r man that 
this change of the tariff is proposed, and particularly to benefit 
him that wool is to come in free. But he must remember that 
foreign sheep, foreign shepherds, foreign manufacturers mean 
for us foreign methods, foreign wages, abandoned farms and 


closed factories. 


be changed, when the general Dropar orto $ 


THE MENACE OF ENGLAND TO THE AMERICAN WOOL INDUSTRY. 


Should we open our ports to free wool, what chance will. our 
producers have in competition with England’s extensive supply, 
costing little for its production; or the product from the Argen- 
tine Republic, where the sheep multiply with such rapidity their 
owners can almost afford to kill them for the hide; or from 
South Africa, where negro labor forms the principal outlay in 
the production, together with the 2 China, with its 
rice-fed cheap labor? It simply means that our products, labor, 
and manner of living must be on a plane with theirs or else we 
must drop down and out. This means to the woolgrower of the 
West extermination and annihilation of his industry for with his 
climate it would be utterly impossible for him to live in the same 
manner as hiscompetitors. Yetwe propone, without an Vir. fade 
for the rights of our people or any idea of justice, to make em 
Doar this burden, and pass this law which will absolutely beggar 

em. 

HAVE THE WOOL GROWERS NO RIGHTS ENTITLED TO RESPECT! 

Have those who engaged in this industry no rights that we 
are bound to respect? The laws by one Congress invited 
this enterprise and, relying on this protection,'thousands of our 
people have invested their all. Now, this Congress proposes 
measures which will as surely and effectually destroy this in- 
dustry, lay waste and desolate the homes of those engaged in it, 
especially in the West, as if fire or flood had over that 
entire country. We may well hesitate before venturing farther 
in bringing about this radical change. With destitution and 
misery on every side, with riotous uprisings of different kinds, 
following apparently on the changes of the last year, it is a situ- 
ation that demands the most cautious and careful legislation. 
The demand that ‘‘something be done, and at once,” seems a 
popular cry, but it may not give such a measure of relief, after 
all, and result in the changing to a certainty that which is now 
only an impending evil. 

A surplus in the Treasury may have been a grave offense, 
but it is an evil apparently easily remedied. Weare not, at the 
present time, troubled in that way, nor are we likely to be. We 
now have to contend with a more alarming state of affairs, a 
Treasury with a deficit, a people struggling with poverty and 
wretchedness, and the masses of the 5 demanding re- 
lief from their impoverished condition. This, unhappily, is not 
a state or condition of things so easily remedied as was the over- 
flowing Treasury. It is now not how to dispose of a surplus but 
how to meet our obligations. 

In the present disturbed and agitated condition of the masses, 
any legislation that adds to the large number of unemployed 
must be extremely hazardous and fraught with the greatest 
danger to all. 

THIS IS NOT THE TIME FOR EXPERIMENT. 

In my opinion, it is not the time for experiments nor abrupt 
changes. Nosectionalor partisan feeling should influence those 
who, at this important juncture, claim to be striving for the wel- 
fare of the country. If change there must be, let it be gradual, 
bearing in mind that our conser = prosperity and the prosper- 
ity of the whole people are at stake. 

we Hon. WILLIAM L. WILSON, in his speech of May 5, 1884, 


As I have said, I am in favor ofa bill for the reduction of taxes. Where 
this bill departs from its generalscheme of merely reducing taxes and seeks 
to enlarge the free list it bears unevenly and, as I believe, unjustly on some 
of the interests of my own State. To take any one great interest and trans- 
fer it suddenly to the free list is to hold it tributary to all the rest, while 
depri it of any share in the common protection. Whatever reduction 
is made should be made so gradually as not to wreck, to disturb, or to alarm 
any of our great industries, and this return toward a peace tariff ought to be 
made by even progress on a scale of justice to all. 

The clause, to take any one great interest and transfer it 
suddenly to the free list, is to hold it tributary to all the rest, 
while depriving it of any share in the common protection,” 
seems particularly applicable to the position that wool appears 
to hold in the proposed arrangement of the pending bill. 5 

It is the one great interest,” apparently the only one, in 
which every State and Territory is interested, which is to be 
transferred suddenly to the free list, and which arrangement, 
according to the distinguished author just quoted, isto hold it 
tributary to all the rest and deprive it of any share of the com- 
mon protection.” Can we afford toput soimportantan industry 
in this position? Is this ‘‘ making the change so gradual as not 
to wreck or disturb one of our great industries?” 

Besides, this sudden change would be more unfortunate for 
wool than for any other industry. Wool is not a product like 
grain, coal, iron, lumber, and in fact nearly all other products, 
which may be abandoned for a time and on short notice re- 
sumed without serious damage. Should free wool force us te 
discontinue this industry even for a short time it would be abso- 
lutely impossible to retrace our steps and place it in the position 
it now occupies without great outlay of labor and money and the 
loss of much valuable time. 
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PRESIDENT CLEVELAND'S DECLARATIONS. 
Mr. Cleveland, in his letter of acceptance, September 26, 1892, 
states: 

_ Tariff reform is still our purpose. Though we oppose the theory that tariff 
laws may be passed havin for their object the granting of 3 
and unfair governmental aid to private ventures, we wage no exterminatin 
war against any American interests. We belleve a readjustment can be ac- 
complished in accordance with the principles we profess without disaster 
or demolition. We believe that the advantages of freerraw material should 
be accorded to our manufacturers, and we contemplate a fair and careful 
distribution of necessary tariff burdens, rather than the precipitation of 
free trade, 


“A fair and careful distribution of necessary tariff burdens ” 
seems to have been distinctly eliminated from the present bill 
so far as wool is concerned, and there is no question that if the 
present arrangement be carried out it certainly means an ex- 
terminating war on this industry.” 


COMMENT UPON MR. WILSON’S SPEECHES IN MONTANA, LETTER FROM MR, 
DAVID HILGER. 

This quotation from Mr. Cleveland’s letter, regarding his care 
for American industries, and statements made by the Hon. WIL- 
LIAM L. WILSON, when in Montana on his political tour organ- 
izing Democratic clubs, were used by the Democrats of our 
State in the campaign of 1892; and through this representation 
that party held itsstrength in the woolgrowing districts. The 
following letter from Mr. Hilger, a Democratic nominee for 
the Legislature in the last election, justifies this conclusion, and 
shows the teng now existing in Montana. I ask that it be 
read by the clerk. 

The lotter was read, as follows: 

f LEWISTOWN, MONT., December 80, 1893. 

DEAR SENATOR: As you are well aware, I am a stanch Democrat, and 
was one of the Democratic candidates upon the Legislative ticket of this 
county at the last election. Further than that, at the time of my candidacy 
I was inclined to favor free wool, among other reforms which 1 think neces- 
sary in the tariff laws of the United States, and still believe in the main fea- 
tures of the Wilson bill, on ciple. Nevertheless, as a woolgrower of this 
county, and having seen the effects of what has been termed a free wool 
scare” upon our business, Iam fearful that the results of free wool, ora 
sudden material reduction of the present tariff, would be very disastrous to 
the business of this county, as Well as to the individuals directly engaged 
in sheep-raising. For this reason I desire, as a Democrat, to submit to your 
consideration, and for such use as 2 5 may be able to make of it, the follow - 
ing statement upon the proposed abolition of the tariff on wool: 

fully agree with the figures given in the accompanying petition or re- 

monstrance, and am mainly in accord with the argument of the paper. 

Nevertheless, I believe that I state the position of the Democratic wool- 
at hare of this county fairly when I state that they are not in favor of put- 

ing wool upon the free list ediately, and that none of them ever con- 

templated such a radical measure in the event of Democratic success at the 

last Presidential election. I was firmly of the opinion that the party would 

reco; that an immense industry had been built up throughout the West 
under the fostering influences of tariff legislation and that it would be an 
injustice to place the products of that indus on the free list immediately, 

notwithstanding the party was not responsible in the matter. 

I believe it to be the sentiment of the Democratic woolgrowers of the 
county and State that the reduction in the tariff upon any article or prod- 
uct should be gradual, looking to the entire abolition after such time as 
will enable those affected by the reduction to so adjust their business mat- 
ters as to meet the reduction without loss, or with as little loss as possible. 
If the reduction or abolition of the tariff on wool was effected gradually, it 
would enable the woolgrower to adjust matters to meet the reduction, or 
to get out of the business without such harassing losses as would inevita- 
bly co al the total abolition of the tariff as now contemplated by the Wil- 
son bill. 

Iwould favor such a course, but am very much opposed to the free-wool 
clause as it now stands. 

Very respectfully, DAVID HILGER. 

Hon. T. C. POWER, 

Washington, D. C. 


PETITION OF WOOLGROWERS OF FERGUS COUNTY, MONTANA, PROTESTING 
AGAINST FREE WOOL, 


Mr. POWER. The petition referred to in Mr. Hilger’s letter, 
which I will also ask to have read, is 80 5 5 by various wool- 
growers of Fergus County, Democrats an 5 alike. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


LEWISTOWN, MONT., December 29, 1893. 

DEAR SIR: We, the undersigned citizens and woolgrowers of Fergus 
wet Mont., beg leave to submit the following statement to your con- 
sideration: 

1, Under the tariff system of the United States, the wool industry has grown 
to great proportions, and has become the main industry of the county, with- 
out which this county in all probability would never have been organized. 

There are owned and ranged in Fergus County upwards of 400,000 sheep. 
Prior to the last Presidential election there was a youd sale for sheep at 
to $3.50 per head, and the average net value of the wool clip was about $1.25 


r head, 
Since that time, and the consequent expectation of the material lowerin: 
or entire abolition of the tariff on wool, the market price of these samme 
sheep and of the wool clip hasdeclined until sheep can hardly be sold at 81.50 
per head, and the net value of the wool clip has been reduced to about 55 
cents per head, These figures are not mere theory, but are based upon act- 

ual business transactions within our personal knowledge. 

15 The ae en * — 82 a inc of ao to the woolgrowers 
of Fergus County is abou : e market value of sheep; and about 
£280,000 annually in the value of the wool cute. p 

3, In addition to the investment of our citizens in sheep, experience has 
demonstrated that the successful conduct of the business requires aninvest- 
ment of about the same amount in lands, camps, fences, bu dings, and ma- 
chinery. Owing to the conditions of the business, partly, the values of all 
this class of property has shrunk in about the same ratio as has the value 
of sheep. It is not fair to argus as many do, that the downfall of the sheep 
industry would be the upbuilding of iculture, for these reasons; In the 
first place, a very large proportion of the investment of our woolgrowers is 
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in lands which are wholly unfit for agricultural purposes, because of the fact 
that they are dry and arid, without suficient water available to make them 
productive; but which are essential to the woolgrower, because of some 
small spring, not sufficient for irrigation, and yet abundant forsheepranges. 

In the next place, owing to our remoteness from road connection—at 
least 100 miles to the nearest point—there is no market for agricultural prod- 
ucts, except the home market, which is already fully supplied; and even 
this limited market is made largely by the woolgrowers. A further reason 
why agriculture can not flourish here is that the climate is such thatirriga- 
tion is necessary, and the available water supply is entirely inadequate to 
make this a farming country, though sufficient to make it a g bet 
country. For these reasons, a large part of the investment in lands wo 
under free wool, or under such Seanad ate protection as would forbid our 
5 with foreign growers, be almost, if not quite, a total loss. 

IV. A just com mx Will show conclusively that it is impossible for the 
woolgrower of Montana to compete successfully with his competitors in 
South Africa, South America, or Australia, under existing conditions. The 
quality of the ranges, and the rates of wages, negunaan all other ex- 
penses are against the Montana grower and avor of rivals.” = * 

V. Wherefore, being well assured that without the protection of an ade- 
quate tariff our chief, almost sole industry, is threatened with extinction; 
and that if wool is placed apon the free list a majority of the woolgrowers 
of this county and State will be forced into insolvency or to retire from the 
business; and belie that wool, which is not-a raw material, but is our 
finished product, is as clearly entitled to an effective degree of protection as 
is the product of the manufacturer of the East, the S raiser of Louisiana, 
or the rice raiser of the Carolinas, we beg leave to remonstrate a; 
injustice of removing that protection, without which this indus 
not have been developed in our county and State and without which it can 
not exist, and pray that you, as ourrepresentative in the Senate of the United 
States, will use every Los, pears means of resisting any and eyery attempt 


to remove or materially lower the present tariff on woo: 
Very respectfully, 

S. S. HOBSON. G. M. STONE. 
E. HUSON. W. S. PERKINS. 
E. P. CHANDLER, EDGAR A. HAMILTON. 
D . H. WILLIARD. FRED. R. W. fi 
JOS. H. RALSTON, MRS. L. D. JACKSON, 
G. W. COOK. JNO. D. WAITE. 
SAML. PHILLIPS, L. H. HAMILTON. 


Hon. T. C. Power, Washington, D. C. í 
STATISTICS OF SHEEP GROWN AND WOOL PRODUCED IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. POWER. In support of the proposition that woolgrow- 
ing is a national industry in the broadest and most comprehen- 
sive sense of the term, I direct attention to the following 
table, which exhibits the number of sheep and the amount in 
pon of wool produced in each State and Territory for 1893. 

twill be observed that every State and Territory of our broad 
domain is included in this list,and hence a community of inter- 
est exists touching the wool industry that does not appertain to 
any other industry in the land: 
le showing number of she a pounds of wool 1 
~~ pinoy Slates rd Stated and erties oT ae Fe ee 


{Commercial Bulletin, Boston, December 30, 1893.] 


Pounds of 


States and Territories. Wool, 1893, 


858, 158 1, 432, 632 
580, 879 5, 808, 790 
240, 326 1, 682, 282 
4, 124,376 26, 808, 414 
1, 231, 484 8, 620, 388 
42, 479 212, 395 
Dakota, North... 890, 400 2, 342, 400 
Dakota, South... 324, 000 1, 944, 000 
105,405 | 8875 
432, 809 1,736, 246 
764, 262 5, 319, 834 
1, 187, 329 7, 123,914 
1, 080, 388 5, 942, 100 
791, 043 4, 746, 258 
889, 627 2,727, 389 
1, 237, 388 7, 424, 028 
191, 951 959, 755 
308, 704 2, 790, 928 
151, 506 606, 024 
53, 032 318, 192 
2,518, 544 16, 370, 196 
499, 941 2, 999, 646 
477, 156 2, 862, 936 
1, 099, 948 6, 599, 688 
528, 098 17, 686, 686 
272, 502 1, 907, 524 
555, 181 4, 441, 448 
135, 848 1, 086, 784 
61, 246 806, 230 

2, 730, 082 13, 650, 410 
1, 492, 528 10, 447, 696 
396, 115 1, 980, 575 
4, 378, 725 21, 893, 625 
2, 456, 077 19, 648, 616 
1, 637, 216 11, 460, 512 
12, 260 73, 560 
78, 384 891, 920 
541, 427 8, 248, 562 
4,334, 551 26, 007, 306 
117, 577 14, 823, 039 
329, 612 2, 636, 896 
498, 400 2,472, 000 
823, 825 6, 590, 800 
841, 434 4, 207,170 
1, 198, 175 7, 189, 050 
1, 198, 567 9, 588, 536 
273,553 | 299,752, 666 
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The following table shows the average price and value of 
sheep, and the number of pounds of wool grown in the United 
States during the years from 1871 to 1894: 


Table number, average price, and value of sheep, and the number of 
pounds wool grown in the United States during the years 1871 tO 1894. 
Pounds of 
‘wool. 


$2.33 | $74,035, 837 

31,875, 300 2.80 | 88,771, 197 l 

33, 002, 400 2.96 | 97, 922 350 000 
33, 938, 200 261| 88,600,589 | 170,000. 000 
33, 783, 600 2.79 | 94,320,652 | 181, 000, 000 
35, 935, 200 2.61! 93,666,318! 192,000, 000 
35, 804, 200 2.26 | 80,892,683 | 200.000, 000 
35,740, 500 2.26 | 80,603,062 | 203, 250, 000 
38, 123, 800 2.07 | 79,023,984 | 211, 000,000 
40, 765, 900 2.21 | 90, 230, 537 240 500, 009 
43, 569, 899 2.39 104. 070, 881 240, 000, 

45, 016, 224 2.37 | 106,595,954 | 272, 000, 000 
49, 237, 291 2.53 | 121,385,835 | 290,000, 000 
50, 626, 626 2.87 | 119,902,708 | 300. 000, 000 
50, 380,243 2.14 | 107,980,650 | 308, 000, 000 
48, 222, 831 1.91 | 92,443,867 | 202, 000, 000 
44,750,314 2.01 | 88.872.890] 285, 000, 000 
43.544, 755 2.05 | 89,279,926 | 289,000, 000 
42. 509, 079 2.13 | 90,640,369 | 265, 000, 000 
44, 338, 072 2.27 | 100,659,761 | 276, 000, 000 
43, 431, 136 2.50 | 108, 397,447 | 285, 000, 000 
44, 938, 365 2.58 | 116,121,270 | 287,018,405 
47, 273, 553 266| 125,900,984 | 299,752,666 
44, 000, 000 1.25 855, 000, 600 


8 


Norn. The for the year 1894 were taken from ay reports issu 
by commercial houses, and later re; it is estimated the decrease in 
the number of sheep will be 500,000 additional for the year. 


THE AREA WEST OF THE 100TH MERIDIAN AND COMPARISONS. 

West of the one hundredth principal meridian there areabout 
450,000,000 acres of unsurveyed and unappropriated lands, of 
which about 70,000,000 acres within the boundaries of Mon- 
tana. When it is considered that the total area of the State of 
Delaware is only 1,356,800 acres, and the total area of the New 
England States but 43,742,720acres, we can readily see how great 
a portion of our country still remains to besettled and developed; 
hence, instead of hindering and crippling this development, we 
should so legislate as to foster and protect any system likely to 
encourage the industries suited to this region. 

Great Britain, with a total area of 56,742,508 acres, New Eng- 
land, with a total area of 43,742,720 acres, and New Jersey, wit 
an area of 5,324,800 acres, are very similar in conditions, having 
a large population with no means of support outside of manu- 
facture and trade, In these localities no need exists for encour- 
aging immigration, but much need exists for the products of 
other places. In that portion of the country lying west of the 
one hundredth meridian the conditions are the very opposite, 
It is a field for unlimited speculation, and has the possibilities 
of a wonderful future. In that vast expanse of country lies the 
future of the entirenation. Its progress andadvancement mean 
the progress and advancement of the Eastern and Southern por- 
tions of our domain. 

Whatever is done for the development and improvement of 
the great West adds to the wealth and importance of the coun- 
try atlarge. The settling and development of the American 
Colonies added very materially to the prosperity of the mother 
country. The growth and advancement of the interior made 
the East prosperous, and the opening up of the great West has 
been one of the most important factors in the financial prosper- 
ity of the whole 9 as is particularly shown in the manu- 
facturing interests of the large cities. 

The following table exhibits the number of acres in the States 
lying in and west of the one hundredth meridian (Texas not in- 

uded), with the estimated number of acres in the arid and 


semiarid portion of that region: . 

Table = the area of the States and Territories L in and west of the one- 
hundredth meridian and the estimated number of acres in the arid and semi- 
arid portion of that region. 

ah 7 pons 
State or Territory. ind ge 
acres. 


240 7 240 
109882 240 100, 902 80 
66, 880, 000 66, 880, 000 
8288 8100 
„ 12 hon 
47,077, 359 20, 000, 000 
133 
33 
sk oon ie | Sk ose eo 
02,645,120 | 62, 645, 120 


795, 165, 040 
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As will be seen from the foregoing table, the total area of our 
domain lying west of the one-hundredth meridian is 973,097,679 


acres; that of this number 795,165,040 acres are arid, or over 
one-third of the entire acreage of the United States (2,291,615,- 
gn acres), including Alaska (369,529,600 acres), or 

the total acreage of the United States proper (1,922,085,747 
acres). By this it will be observed that more than one-third of 
the area of this vast country is included under the list of lands 
that can not be utilized to eny greatextent, except in developing 
mines and raising stock, and of these the sheep industry is the 
greeters factor, and the most conservative, permanent invest- 
men 

WHAT WOOLGROWING HAS ACCOMPLISHED FOR THE WEST. 


The stock-rais industry, combined with that of mining, 
makes a home market for all the hay, grain, and other products 
cultivated in this arid region and adjacent conntry, which can 
not be disposed of in any other way because of the distance from 
our commercial markets. The woolgrower has proved a most 
valuable adjunct in settling up these vast areas of our public 
domain, which, except for this purpose, would have little at- 
traction for the pioneer going West to seek permanent settle- 
ment. The settler finds these lands well adapted for the pur- 
pe of stock-raising, especially woolgrowing, and as this 

dustry appears to furnish a speedier and better way to the 
settlement of the great West, it wouldseem that all 3 
ment should be given these settlers, for it is by no easy methods, 
but rather by hard and unremitting toil that the woolgrower 
reaches desirable results. 

The following official statement supplied by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office shows that from 1884 to 1893, ten 
years inclusive, the Government has derived a revenue of 880, 
848,138.22 from receipts of lands sold in the public land States, 
netting 873, 830,564.57. Thisevidences the progress of settlement 
in the woolgrowing pas St a of the West, and the direct revenue 
to the Treasury to which this industry has so largely con- 
tributed: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 1, 1894. 
Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of Bth 
Se a ene ESDI by years for the last ten years, public land 
In reply I herewith inclose statement showing— 
I. Total amountreceived from sale of public lands; 
commissions 


IL Total amount received from fees and 
III. Total receipts from all sources; 


IV. Total of land offices; 
From July 1, 128 to June 3, 1893. 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. T. C. POWER, 
United States Senate. 


r cent 


S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner, 


Statement shwing (I) total amount received from sales of oe lands, (II) total 
amount received from fees and commissions, (III) total receipts from all 
sources, (IV) total expenses of local land offices, from July 1, 1883, to June 30, 


Total receipts | Total receipts; Total receipts! Total expen 
from salesof from fees and from all ses of local 


Fiscal year. 


publiclands. | commissions, sources. land offices. 
| $10, 902, 582. 49 $11, 838,993.07 | 2682, 590, 92 
6, 223, 926. 74 7, 686, 114. 80 672, 315. 66 
5, 757, 891. 08 7, 412, 767. 81 625, 234. 09 
9, 246, 321. 33 10, 783, 921. 72 670, 080. 13 
11, 203, 071, 95 12, 701, 072. 00 11, 020. 54 
8, 018, 254. 50 9, 270, 225. 73 706, 182. 53 
6, 349, 174, 24 7, 470, 870. 31 705, 821. 77 
4, 160, 099. 70 5, 105, 037.72 758, 206. 59 
3, 322, 865. 4, 387, 670. 27 748, 127.10 
3, 193, 280. 64 4, 191, 465. 29 737, 994. 35 
67, 777, 407. 66 80, 848, 138. 22 7,017,573. 05 


THE DIFFICULTIES ATTENDING WOOLGRCWING AND THE PROGRESS MADE 
IN THE INDUSTRY UNDER REASONABLE PROTECTION. 


Even at its best, with the fullest measure of protection, this 
industry furnishes no bonanza. The sheep-raiser hasa rigorous 
climate with which to contend, and his flock must be housed 
and cared for ina manner unknown to the woolgrower in warmer 
latitudes. Science has given him no helping hand, and if he 
succeed, it is only after close and unwearying attention, and at 
the sacrifice of many comforts and much that makes life desir- 
able. Notwithstan all these difficulties, the woolgrowers 
of this country have succeeded in producing about one-fifth of 
the clo wool of the world, and by pursuit of this industry 
-have settled and redeemed nine-tenths of the land now under 
cultivation in the Western country. 

In addition to the millions of dollars invested by our own peo- 
ple, the facilities offered for the prosecution of this raat 
ve attracted to our shores many foreigners bri th 
capital and individual enterprise. Our broad unoccupied lands 
in contrast with their limited areas, offered avery inviting field 
for investment, and the progress made in this industry, and its 
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development in the past few years through reasonable protec- 
tion, rendered this country a much more desirable field than 
either Australia or the Argentine Republic. 

At the rate of increase exhibited during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1892, and the year 1893, our product of wool would 
double in less than nine The increase in 1893 over 1892 
was over 31,000,000 pounds, bringing our last year's product up 
to 264,000,000 pounds. Add to this actual increase in product the 
development of our lands, the mos ent given directly to our 
people, and the market affo farmer for his hay and 
grain,and we must conclude that this industry is one of para- 
mount importance, in which every citizen who desires the pros- 
perity and advancement of his country should be both directly 
With just aod. proper protection by tariff duties, woolg 

ith just proper y uties, woolgrow- 
ing, T: tog snio in the list of the world’s industries, would 
very soon take the leading place, and be amply able to furnish our 
woolen manufacturers with all the material necessary to supply 
the demand for woolen s used in this country. Supplying 
this demand means giv: l ent to a large number of 
people, both in the factories of East and on the plains of the 
est and, in time, avoiding the necessity of importing yearly 
$40,000,000 worth of woolen goods, which, if wool were protected, 
couid and would be manufactured by our own people. 
THE PAUPER WAGES OF THE WORKING CLASSES IN ENGLAND. 


In this connection I contend that the interests of the wool- 
grower and those of the woolen manufacturer are so closely allied 
that legislation in the interest of one should include the inter- 
est of the other. Without an equitable duty on manufactured 
goods our manufacturers are brought into competition with the 
cheap-labor product of other countries, which would result either 
in the closing of our factories or the reduction of wages of the 
American artisan to the pauper rate of European workmen. 

I send to the desk, and request to have read, an extract from 
an article from the New York Eres 8 May 3, 1894, showing the 


wages of the wor in 
The Secretary as follows: 
WHAT THEY EARN. 
In the woolen milisa weaver earns on the average of 9s. Gd. (2. 37) 
nv ode Se yah ey oe, babe ne gp esr Ean en ‘ 
18. 94. weekly (82.90). And that is the limit of possible wages when milis 
e 


are running full time. 
In the syidence before the Labor Commission lately it was given as a fact 
that in the confectionery trade o from 58. ($1.25) to 9s. (€2.25) weekly, 


and 12s. — highest amount an expert worker. 
— ä (81.50) to 8s. (#2) per week, and find their own 
paste for 


boxes. 

In the Wholesale clothing trade, one woman, by working from 8 a. m. to 
6.30 p. m. (an hour off for dinner) in the factory, and then taking home 
bundles of work to finish and working until verage of 
15 or 16shillings a week. Out ot it she s d her parents, and at the 
end of — week she had, when all was tor, twopence left for personal 

oyment. 
making shirt fronts a halfpenny (1 cent) is paid, and by working 
steadily ten hours a day a woman can make twelve fronts, thus earning 
sixpence (12 cents) for her day's labor. 

Added to these miserly wages 3 in factories and mills, there is a con- 
stant tom of fines that robs the worker of a y portion of the earn- 
ings. a man or girlarrives at the mill late a fine is inflicted, and if there 
chances to be no work for the individual that day, and he or she sits idly by 
for the entire ten hours, the fine is deducted from the next day’s work, or 
the next work done, whenever it may be. 

A woman recently complained to the labor commission that she had 
earned 2s. 2d. (54 cents) ot vests, and when the work was completed 
she had been fined is. Id. for a ne govt pon work, receiving thus only le. 1d. 
for her work. Her employer had re to tell her wherein the work was 
defective and had sold the vests at full price as undamaged. The employer 
replied to this that of course he sold the goods as being perfect, all manu- 
facturers did, and the co: on him. 

At the recent investigations into such matters it was shown that as much 
as 12s. had been deducted in fines out of a 13s. income. 


HOW THE RICH REGARD THE POOR 


uggested improvement, arguing that “every poor life saved 
furnishes ae tor this reason he sees no argu- 
ment why they should not be killed off as rapidly as possible. He deplores che 
slight improvements that haye been made, on the ground that they have 
sayed worthless lives, and he concludes his remarks with this peroration, 
as reported in the official journal of the institute. 


AMERICAN CONSUMPTION OF WOOL. 

Mr. POWER. The total consumption of raw wool in this 
country for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, was about 650,- 
000,000 ds; of this amount 286,433,837 pounds were im- 
ported, 7365 pounds being in raw wool, chiefly merino, and 
about 114,000,000 pounds in imported goods(cloth valued at $38,- 
000,000, estimating three pounds of wool for $1 worth of cloth 
goods, equaling 114,000,000 pounds); in 1 wools of class 2, 
about 6,736,200 pounds, and of class 3, which includes tand 
coarse clothing wool, 122,286,072 pounds. Our domestic prod- 
At aggregated 364,156,666 pounds, making an estimated total 
consumption of 650,490,303 pounds. 
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With proper protective duties at the rate of increase during 
the last three years up to and including 1892 (184 per cent for 
the three years), it would take comparatively but a short time 
to supply all the wool necessary for our manufactures. . 


THE IMMENSE SHRINKAGE IN VALUE OF SHEEP AND WOOL THROUGH FEAR 
OF ADVERSE LEGISLATION. 


Through fear of adverse legislation the flocks of the country 


have decreased in number from 47,273,550 in 1893 to about 
44,000,000 in 1894. The report of the Department of icul- 
ture shows, from January, 1893, to January, 1894, a d ein 


value of sheep of $37,000,000, while the actual loss in the pres- 
ent market value is more than twice $37,000,000. Before the 
election of Mr. Cleveland to the Presidency 44,030,000 858 
worth 8120, 000,000; they now would not sell for over $35,000,000. 
The wool product of 1892 aggregated about 300,000,000 pounds, 
and sold at an average of 18 cents per pound, while the clip of 


1893 did not bring over 9cents per pound. 
This year, wool on the free list, it will not average much 
more than 7 cents per pound. Add to this loss the decline in 


value of the property and plant devoted to this business, and we 
may well be 2 atthe result of even the prospect of the pro- 
posed legisla: which, if carried out, will certainly tend to the 
total annihilation of this ee pa in the newer portions of the 
country. Nonprotected wool would bring our product into com- 
poson with that of South America, Australia, and Cape of 

Hope, where plentiful pasturage andcheap labor make the 
cost of woo ucing fully one-half less than ours, when trans- 
portation by rail and water is considered. 

STATISTICS OF THE WORLD'S PRODUCTION OF WOOL. 

The world’s production of wool for 1891 is estimated at 2,456,- 
773,600 pounds, of which only 307,100,000 pounds was in 
the United States. The follo table shows the world's esti- 
mated productionfor the yms and 1891, both by continents 
and countries. From this grand total of 2,456,773,600 pounds 


we find that . — through her numerous colonies and other 
and controls 910,156,000 pounds of wool, 
over 40 per cent of the supply of the world. 
World's wool production in 1837 and 1891. 


[From statement compiled by S. N. D. North, secretary National Associa- 
tion of Wool Manufacturers. Wool Book, 1892.] 


which gives 


1891. 
Pounds. junds 
262,966,000 | 291, 500, 
135, 936, 000 147, 475, 000 
‘80,138,000 | 124,803, 
68, 128, 000 66, 138, 
54, 894, 000 54, 804, 
43, 146,000 43, 14 
21, 885,000 21, 385, 
11, 155, 000 11,155, 
10, 362, 000 10, 362, 
4, 402, 000 4,409, 
3, 307, 000 3, 307, 
8,818, 000 8, 


88885 88 8 888388882888 


Wand. 787, 392, 
North America: 
FTT TTT 907, 100, 
British North American provin ces 12, 000, 
South America: 
Argentine Republic (exports, 1885) 376, 700, 
SSEOCAL Ss (52 Sedan stan TE E EAS 1,875, 
F ⁰———— K 6, 700, 
Uruguay (exports, 1894) .............22...2... 59, 084, 000 42,000, 
ustral r . AE 455, 470,000 | 550, 000, 


23, 128, 000 
paraiso aa canine CA” Sak GE OO 
Agna 3, 228, 000 
Thibe 


Na 


Total production] 1, 983, 398,000 | 2, 458, 773, 600 


WOOL PRODUCTION OF ENGLAND AND BRITISH POSSESSIONS. 

One of England’s possessions, Australia, contains about the 
same area as that of the United States, with a population in 1892 
of 3,980,312. England gives the land to those people at a nom- 
inal rent, which is Jess than the taxes paid by the landowner in 
this country. The climate in the greater part of that country 
is superior to ours, and the nature of the soil very much like 
that west of the one hundredth meridian in the United States. 
In India, Natal, and Cape of Good Hope the conditions are 


of class 
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equally favorably to sheep-raising and woolgrowing. The Aus- 

tralian product alone in 1891 amounted to 550 

and that of India and Cape of Good Hope 200,681,600 pounds, 
The Tono tag anie exhibits the wool prođuction of the United 

Kingdom and t 

Table showing the wool production or eee Kingdom and the British Posses- 


000,000 pounds, 


e British Possessions: 


Great Britain, including England, Scotland, Ire- 
land, and Wales 
British North America 
Australasia, includ New South Wales, West- 
ern Australia, South Australia, New Zealand, 
Tasmania, Queensland, and Victoria. 
Cape of Good Hope, including Natal. 
a 


147, 475, 000 
12, 000, 000 


1891. 
550, 
17,700, 000 
Indi: 72, 000, 090 23, 600, 000 
po. 
p 
fro; 
ire 
00 
1l 
gain. 
po ng 
tars in 
Emp 
es 189 
Ami 
eee 
lasia 
ri 
â 
sq’ 
q 
ld 


910, 156, 600 | 197, 162, 948 


ENGLAND'S EXPORTS OF RAW AND MANUFACTURED WOOL. 


During the year 1893 England exported 362,000,000 pounds of 
wool in the unmanufactured state, and of the manufactured prod- 
ucts to the value of $110,000,000. The United States is the larg- 
est single purchaser of these goods, importing in 1893 of class 1 
about 43,311,565 pounds; of class 2, about 6,736,201 pounds, and 
3, about 123,000,000 pounds. About $70,000,000 in gold 
are annually sent abroad in payment for these goods—seventy 
millions taken from us to enrich the manufacturers and wool 
raisers of foreign countries. 

With the product of her colonies to manufacture and dispose 
of, England necessarily finds it advantageous to encourage free 
trade, particularly since, while making a market for these colo- 
nial products, she reaps the benefit from the manufactures. 
The wool is sent to England, manufactured into goods, and then 
returned to the colonies, England thus securing the profits on 
the goods manufactured. One gains an intelligent idea of the 
extent and importance of England’s possessions and the vast re- 
sources at her command from the description given by the vers 
able lecturer, Mr Stoddard, in one of his recent addresses. He 
says: 

Not to mention the great continent of Australia and the vast stretch of 
Canada from sea to sea, think of her line of fortresses around the world; 
think of her strongholds gree one as he circumna tes the globe. 
‘Thus, we leave Japan and in four days we find the flag of land flying at 
Hongkong; a few days more and we behold the Union Jack at Singapore; 
then at Penang; then at Ceylon; then through the length and breadth of 
the colossal empire of India, as well as the gigantic area of Burmah. Em- 
bark a; If we sail southward toward the Cape of Good Hope we find 
the entire southern point of Africa in England's hands, or go northward, 
what do we find? The British citadel of Aden. A few days more and we ar 
rive at Egypt and the Suez Canal, both virtually now in England's hands. 
Then, like the three s Orion’s belt, across the Mediterranean, come 
Cyprus, Malta, and Gibraltar; a mighty line of strongholds all the way. 


THE AREA OF GREAT BRITAIN AND POSSESSIONS, AND ITS EFFECT UPON 
THE WOOL INDUSTRY, 


I here insert a table giving the area of the United Kingdom 
and her possessions, together with population: 
Table giving the area and population of the United Kingdom and the British 
re. 


Country. 


United Kingdom, British Isles 
Canada, ete.. 


British North è 
India and 0 
India and native states 
—T—TTbT—T—T—T——.. cx 
Cape of Good Hope and possessions in Africa 
‘West India Islands, Bermuda, and British Hon- 


1, 
455, 275 


344, 082, 119 


8, 798, 229 


The estimated ares of the land surface of the globe is 53,000,- 
000 square miles. The figures in the foregoing table give the 
total area of the British possessions as 8,798,229 square miles, 
or about one-sixth of the entire area of the land surface of the 
world. 

Itis not surprising that with this 
much of it devoted to woolgrowing, 
dependent of foreign supply, and while furnishing a market for 
the productions of her own possessions, she builds up her trade, 
brings to her market the material necessary to supply her fac- 
torias, and gives employment to her army of weeks 

ome. 

The foreign supply cuts so small a figure no necessity exists 
for legislation against its importation, and there is no possibili 
of other countries sending her cheaper wool. France, England, 


reat extent of country, 
gland finds herself in- 


ingmen at 


Switzerland, Holland, and Belgium, although 


roducing less 
than one-fifteenth of 


the merino wool of the world, manufacture 
more than half of the world’s product, evidently appreciating 
the importance of giving employment to their own people. The 
combined territory of these countries does not equal the united 
areas of Texas and Montana. Naturally they desire free wool, 
the purpose of England being to encourage and dispose of the 
product of her possessions, fearing no competition from outside 
markets, nor from France, Holland, Switzerland, and Belgium, be- 
cause with their limited areas they findit impossible to increase 
their product, which is totally inadequate to the demand for 
home consumption. 


THE UNITED STATES CAN GROW ALL THE WOOL NECESSARY FOR HOME 
CONSUMPTION 


i ear of prosperity increases our wealth and 
production. Our lands are broad, our climate good, and with 
needed protection we would be, in a few years. independent of 
foreign markets. It would be well did every pound of wool im- 
e or any other article not sufficiently produced for home 
emand, cost the buyer a good round price, thus giving an im- 
tus to home production, and forcing the man who desires 
oreign goods to pag see his preference. This country has the 
capacity for producing the quantity of wool necessary for home 
demand, as well as machinery and facility for manufacturing all 
the clothing necessary for our people. Under the protective 
system this is assured to us, and assured in the near future— 
judging from the progress made in the industry under this 
icy. 
Why should we change this for a policy which experience has 
roved is utterly destructive of these prospects, ame render use- 
ess the advantages which our country and people make possible 
for us—a policy apparently framed wholly in the interests of for- 
eign products and foreign labor? Have we no unemployed in 
this country? Are not millions of our people clamoring for 
work? Have we not the skill and the enterprise to build up our 
own industries? Why should we desire the so-called advantages 
of foreign markets? e have the facilities to make us entirely 
independent of them. We have only to stretch out our hands 
to our own land, accept the goods provided for us in such abun- 
dance and which shesofreely offers. With proper provision for 
the care and encouragement of our own resources we can be 
made entirely self-sustaining. 
WOOL IS ONE OF THE MOST ESSENTIAL MUNITIONS OF WAR. 


As a nation, growing, advancing, and second to none in point 
of intelligence and enterprise, we should be able to take care of 
ourselves, and feel that, at least for the necessaries of life,we can 
depend with absolute reliance upon ourselves. With no prod- 
uct is this independence of foreign markets more necessary than 
with wool. Aside from the leading place it occupies in the or- 
dinary comforts of life, the time may come when it will be still 
more important as a munition of war, and as such become abso- 
lutely indispensable. 
Although we are now at peace with other nations, we must not 
forget that we should! in time of peace prepare for war.“ Should 
we find ourselves involved with some foreign power, would it bean 
easy matter toincrease our home product to meet the unusual de- 
mand, or would we be willing to depend, at such atime, on foreign 
markets? Would it not be wise now to see to it that by no mis- 
taken legislation is the production of this most important muni- 
tion checked, or that we shall be deprived of this most valuable 
factor of success? 
From the year 1880 to 1890 the increase in sheep in foreign 
countries far exceeded that of the United States. The reduction 
of duties in 1583—some 2cents a pm in this country—checked 
very seriously the growth of the wool industry with us, but 
seemed to give an impetus to the foreign production. During 
this period the increase of pad in New South Wales was about 
58 percent. After the McKinley act increased the duty 1 cent 
per pomad, showing a disposition to increase protection and fos- 
ter home industries, new life was given to woolgrowing, and 
as the benefits began to be felt throughout the whole count: 
the increase was in this country very marked. From 1892 to 189 
our flocks augmented about 10 per cent, while the flocks of New 
South Wales decreased more than 6 per cent, 
REFUTATION OF THE CHARGE THAT THE M’KINLEY BILL CAUSED DECLINE 
IN WOOLS IN ALL MARKETS OF THE WORLD. 
The decline in wools for 1893 (which has erroneously been 
claimed to have ensued as a result of the provisions of the Me- 
Kinley bill), in all the markets of the world, was butslight. Re- 
liable statistics show that before the McKinley tariff was threat- 
ened with repeal, and even so late as in March, 1893, and indeed 
for several years previous to that date, the average value in 
London of American wools, or wools of corresponding texture 
was over 40 per cent below the average price in the United 
States under the McKinley act, and this decline of 40.92 per cent 
ss which American wools 
e-wool level and prices at 


With us, every 


since June 1, 1893, evidences the po 
have made in their fall toward the 


1894. 
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is date are acarcely 10 per cent above the free-wool level. 
is is the first time since 1861 when American wool has failed 
average double the price of foreign wool in the outside free- 
trade markets of the world. 
. J. H. Root, of Hartford, Conn., who has given the wool 
industry his special attention for years, says: 
T kets during th 1893 
nigh, Std Bhs adecten artain Eida t froigh wool Sthden compote 
with the 288 west of the ippt River (which is now the wool- 
producing po of the United States), shows really no decline. The sta- 
tics of ine London wool market—which market regulates the price of wool 
it the hig’) a vig issued for the year 1893) show that Capegrease woolin 
February, as sellingin 


yantat ge which price 1t 201 tm October 98. Siauey 
‘Ool advanced to 12 cents, gt whic ce it 50 T, e 

pet wool in February, 1935 sold aris cents a pound; in May it had me 

to 16 cents, at which price it held and sold in October, 1893. New 

a ase, X (cross) bred, in bf valance Chagas sold at 19 cents, advanced 

to 20 cents in May, and in October, November, and December, 1893, sold at 


same price. 
The above grades of fore wool compete in grade and character with our 
— mg River, The same statistics quote 


domestic, grown west of the ee: 
t scoured Port Philip (a e which competes with our very fine 
mine 9 m County, Pa., fleece). in De- 


uthern Ohio, West V: ashingto: 
cember, 1 at 83 cents; in May, 1893, the same wool sold at 38 cents, then 
155 ih October, November, and December, 1893, d 


tralian Port Phillip ave: greasy. December 31, 1892, at 15 cents 
gna tt an z 15 cents. Australian Port Philip 


verage, scoured, on December 31, 1892, was quoted at 31 cents, and Decem- 
ber at 31 cents. 


Janu 1, 1894, the o 
United States during 


he decline during this perlod was very slight in foreign countries, being 
hardly perceptible, while in this country it could be measured largely by the 
“ free-wool’’ schedule which the Wilson bill offered the woolgrowers. 

Australia, South America, and Cape of Good Hope are the only countries 
which produce merino wool in such quantity as to seriously compete with 
the United States. That there has been a depression in wool throughout 
the world is admitted, but the decline in value of merino wool, as a class, 
in no market of the world outside of the United States, from April 1, 1893, 
to October 1, 1893, a Goes of six months, exceeded 5 per cent, while in the 
2 dma oe the United States, for merino wool, the decline was from 33 
to 
THE PRESENT DEPRESSION IN AMERICAN WOOL VALUES WHOLLY ATTRIBU- 

A TABLE TO THE WILSON BILL. 

I will add, that since January 1, 1894, the decline to date has 
been at least 10 per cent more. This t depression, accord- 
ing to the best authority, is felt only in the United States, and 
is almost entirely the result of the panic caused by the possi- 
bility of the Wilson bill, as it first appeared, becoming a law. 

It does not appear, however, that this prospect has caused a 
corresponding depression in the foreign market. On the con- 
trary, statistics show when with free trade our prices and pro- 
ductions decline, foreign markets are unusually buoyant, and that 
even a low tariff stimulates the foreign production and results 
inunusually large importations tous. We have an illustration of 
this in the importation of third-class wools, which has about 
trebled during the last fiscal year. 

This enormous increase in the demand for this class of wools 
is due largely to the decrease in their production in this coun- 
try, owing to the mistake in their classification by the McKin- 
ley bill, which, as carpet wools,” admitted them on very low 
duty. This resulted in an immense importation of this wool at 
prices with which our producers could not compete, and aconse- 
quent decrease in production of this wool with us. 

The Boston American Wool Reporter (a free-wool journal) of 
January 15, 1893, says: 

The increase of third-class wools imported for a series of years has aver- 
aged about 5,000,000 pounds annually, the increase the present year being 
nearly three times the annual average. This large increase is not attribut- 
able to an in consumption by carpet manufacturers. The wools are 
being used for clothing purposes, going into men's wear, dress goods, cloak- 
ing, etc. The consumption of class 3 wools has become large enough to af- 
fect prices of domestic wools, these wools being a ater factor in deter- 
mining the ices of domestic wools than is generally believed. When the 
Me ey bill was under discussion the evidence was that only a small frac- 
tion of carpet wools was used for clothing purposes, mainly for blankets, 
and this evidence was undoubtedly correct. Since then fashion and exces- 
sive competition in the goods market have made it possible to utilize 
these wools in the manufacture of clothing. 

Much of this woolis grown in China, and with the opening u 
of the new woolgrowing sections in China, and her increase 
facilities for exporting, this supply might be said to be almost 
unlimited. 

Of the 122,000,000 pounds of third-class wools imported in 1893 
there were 20,000,000 pounds of China wool, direct imports, be- 
sides indirect (amount not ascertained), and substantially all 
used in the manufacture of clothing. The mistake of the Mc- 
Kinley bill was in classifying this wool as carpet wool, and as 
such admitting it at reduced duty. 

The wool purchased from China on a silver basis is paid for 
by the importer with exchange secured on the price of silver 
bullion, which is not much over 50 cents on the Rolin in gold. 


This is a double disadvantage to the producer in this country, 
eas offers but little incentive to enter into competition on this 


RATES OF DUTY ON WOOL UNDER VARIOUS TARIFF ACTS, 

With the view, Mr. President, of supplying information fre- 
quently called for in my correspondence, and doubtless by the 
correspondence of other Senators, I append a statement show- 
ing the rates of duty imposed on wool by the various tariff acts 
of Congress from 1789 to 1890, as follows: 


TARLFFS ON WOOL. 
Rates of duty imposed on wool by various acts of Congress, 1789-1890. 


Date of 
~ tariff. 


Date of act 


of Congress. Rates of duty. 


July 4,1789 7 

July 1. 1816 15 cent ad valorem. 

July 1,1824 | Value not exceeding 10 cents per pound, 15 per 
cent ad valorem. 

July 1,1824 | Value exceeding 10 cents per pound, 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

June 1,1825 | Value exceeding 10 cents per pound, 25 per eent 

June 1, 1826 

July 1,1828 


ad valorem. 
Value exceeding 10 cents per pound, 30 per cent 
ad val 
J 1, 1829 
ceed 1, 1830 
Mar. 3, 1833 


orem. 

4 cents per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem. 

4 cents per pound an 8 per cent ad valorem. 

4 cents per pound and 60 per cent ad valorem. 

d Value not over 8 cents per pound, freo, 
Mar. 3, 1883 Value over 8 cents per pound, 4 cents per pound 
and 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Jan. 1,1834 | Value not over 8 cents per pound, free. 
Jau. 1, 1884] Value over 8 cents per pound, 4 cents per pound 
Jan. 1, 1836 
Jan. 1,1838 
Jan. 1,1840 
Jan. 1,1842 
July 1, 1842 


July 4, 1789 
Apr. 27,1816 
By 22,1824 


May 19, 1828 
July 14, 1822 


Mar. 2,1833 


and 38 per cent ad valorem. 
Value over 8 cents per pound, 4 cents per pound 
and 386 per cent ad valorem. 
Value over 8 cents per pound, 4 cents per pound 
and 34 cent ad Valorem. 
Value over 8 cents per pound, 4 cents per pound 
and 82 per cent ad valorem. = 
Value over 8 cents per pound, 4 cents per pound 
and 26 per cent ad valorem. 
Value over 8 cents per pound, 4 cents per pound 
and 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Value not over 7 cents per pound, 5 per cent ad 
N 7 ts und, 8 ts d 
ue over 7 cen r cents per poun: 
and 30 per cent a4 valbrem. 
Thibet, 3 and other goats’ hair or mohair 
20 per cent ad valorem. 
All other wool, 30 per cent ad valorem. 
Value not over 20 cents per pound, 
bet, angora, etc., value over 20 cents per 
ah one 15 per cent ad valorem. 
other over 20 cents per pound, 24 per cent ad 
valorem. 
Sheepskins with wool on, 15 per cent. 
Value less than 18 cents per pound, 5 per cent. 
Value 18 cents and not more cents per 
pound, 3 cents per pound. 
Value over 24 cents, 9 cents per pound. 
Sheepskins with wool on, 20 per cent. 
1,1864 | Value pound 12 cents or less, 3 cents per 


pound. 

Value over i2cents and notover 24 cents, 6cents 

. per pound. 

Value over 24 cents and not over 32 cents, 10 cents 
per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Value over 32 cents, 12 cents per pound and 10 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Wools scoured, treble the amount of duty. 

Flocks, waste or shoddy, 3 cents per pound. 

Clothing wools, 32 cents or less, 10 cents per 
pound and 11 per cent ad yalorem; over 32 
cents, 12 cents per pound and 10 percent ad va- 
lorem; washed, twice the amount of duty. 

Combing wool, 82 cents or less, 10 cen r pound 
and 11 per cent ad valorem; over cents, 13 
cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Carpet wool, 12 cents or less, 3 cents per pound; 
over 12 cents, 6 cents per po 

treble the amount of duty. 


Aug. 30, 1842 


July 30,1846 


Mar. 3,1857 


Mar. 2, 186) 


Tune 30, 1864 


Mar. 2, 1867 


All classes, sco 


Mar. 2, 1867 | Mar. 2,1867 | Sheep and goat s „with wool on, 30 per cent 
ad valorem. 
Woolen rags, paoia; mungo, waste, and flocks, 
| 12 cents per pound. 
July 14,1870 Jan. 1,1871| Wools on skin to bedutiable at the same rates as 
| other wools. 
June 6,1872 | Aug. 1, 1822 Reduction of 10 cent on all duties. 
Mar. 3, 1875 Mar. 3, 1875 Rates under of March 2, 1867, restored. 


Mar. 3, 1883 July 1,1883| Clothing wools, value of 30 cents or less, 10 cents 
per pound; over 30 cents, 12 cents per pound; 
washed, twice the amount of duty. 

Combing wools, value of 30 cents or less, 10 cents 
per pound; over 30 cents, 12 cents — pound. 
Carpet wools, value of 12 cents or less, 2} cents 
r pound; over 12 cents, 5 cents por pound. 
oe of all kinds, scoured, treble theamountof 

uty. 

Wools on the skin, same as other wools. 

Waste, mungo, shoddy, etc., 10 cents per pound. 

Clothing wools, 11 cents per pound; washed, 
double duty; scoured, treble duty. 

Combing wools and hairs, 12 cents per pound; 
scoured, treble duty. 

Carpet wools, valued at 13 cents or under, 32 per 
cent; valued over 13 cents, 50 per cent ad valo- 
rem. 


Oct. 1,1890 | Oct. 6, 1890 
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THE COST OF TRANSPORTATION OF WOOL. - 

I desire to repeat what I stated in the Senate on May 3d last 

colloquy with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 

HANDLER], on the question of the rates of transportation of 
wool ra in the Western section. 

The transportation of wool has not been 5 fully. The 
rats by rail on scoured wool is times first-class. Merino 
wool, in which we are interested, is 70 per çent grease and dirt. 
r it takes 33 pounds of that kind of wool as you take 
it from the sheep to make 1 pound ofscoured wool. The freight 
on scoured wool from Arizona, New Mexico, Idaho or Montana 
would be about 9 cents a pound, while by steamer the regula- 
tions as to classification do not apply, particularly where rates 
are demoralized and freight scarce. < 

You ean ship scoured wool from the seaports of Australia, the 
Argentine, or the Cape of Good Hope for-three-fourths of 1 
cent per pound, a difference of 50 per cent on the wool in the 
gress: mention, for the serious consideration of the Senate, 

e fact that there is a difference of 9 cents a pound between 
scoured wool produced in the far-off Western States and that 
from the colonies controlled by England. 

The rates from the western 8 of our country referred to 
in the letter which the Senator has read are undoubtedly from 
Cheyenne or somewhere close to what is known in railroad par- 
lance as the Missouri River line, a common point. The rate on 

rease wool from Montana, Idaho, and Oregon to Boston runs 
$1.90 to $2.40 a hundred pounds. 

I am interested in this matter sufficiently to know. From the 
eastern portion of Montana the rate is $1.90 a hundred pounds, 
and from the eastern portion of Idaho and Oregon it is about 
$2.20, and in the west of those States it runs about $2.40 a hun- 
soured Se Then when you get over on the Pacifie coast the 
rate, I am advised, decreases to about 1 cent a pound, but there 
is no wool grown on the coast which youcan ship; it is the prod- 
uct of the inteflor. You have to ship by rail to the seaboard, 
aud that will cost you, perhaps, from 75 cents to $1.50 a hundred 
pounds. Water competition es the rate from the Pacific 
coast to New York from 25 to 37 cents a hundred pounds, and 
to London from 37 to 50 cents a hundred pounds. 

I will further state that the rate from Melbourne given by 
the authority the Senator from New Hampshire has quoted is 
certainly on scoured wool, because on wool in the grease the 
rate is only about 50 cents to London. It ce: must. be 
scoured wool, which would cost us 9 cents per pound from the 
West and Southwestern States. 

The following table shows the average weights of bales of 
wool, domestic and foreign: 


[Wool Book, 1892. 
Average weights of bates of wool. 
DOMESTIC. 
Pounds. 
ONG, HOP m / EN eens Sean Cee EE T E 200 
r bag 220 
Indiana, per bag 175 
Texas, per bag 210 
Utah greasy, per bag. — 
Montana greasy, per 
California pen, og per bale . 400 
California „Per bale 500 
Eastern Oregon „per bal 540 
Valley Oregon greasy, per bale .__ 520 
OSA DIe DO anae NS IIE a a n eee ee 300 
Now South Wales g i average per bai 200 
ew Sou greasy wool, ave e 

New South Wales scoured, average per Bale AL = 
1,000 
1,000 
500 
200 
300 
combing, per sheet 600 
Scotch carpet, per sheet 600 
Scotch t, per bag = 250 

KAPRO per Fr.... ͤ .... 
East ; Karadi, Bagdad, Turkish and Levan 350 
DR SR EA ek RE SRD EG SEM A A 7 — 800 


English woois very from 500 to 609 pounds. 


Mr. President, I very much fear, although I hope to the con- 
trary, that no reasonings however well based, no theories how- 
ever amply supported, are likely to find favor with those who 
are so intent on sacrificing some of the best interests of the 
country to this theory of free trade. It would seem as if the 
edict had gone forth and the death of one of the leading indus- 
tries of this country had been decreed, but I shall not believe it 
until the final vote on the passage of the pending bill, because 
it would prove a costly experiment, if experiment it be, and re- 


coil terribly upon the political party which justifies and ordains 
-the slaughter. 
That if accomplished it will shortly be repudiated and de- 


nounced by the rank and file of the Democratic par Heel is 
to my mind a Jarne conclusion, since every citizen the 
country engaged in the sheepgrowing industry, whether to con- 
siderable or inconsiderable degree, North, South, East, and 
West, must suffer irreparable pecuniary loss through opening 
our markets to free foreign wool. 

This conclusion is justitied and rendered more certain by the 
undeniable fact that itis by no means an easy task to recupera! 
and reéstablish the wool industry after it shall have suffere 
either partial or entire. destruction. It takes time and money 
to reproduce flocks; and who is to come forward and reinvest 
capital in an industry which must be rescued from ca 
tivity by foreign nations before it can ae be Americanized? 

You propose now to manacle and shackle the sheep-growing, 
wool-producing industry of the country, with all its varied in- 
terests, and deliver it intoforeign hands, regardless of the losses 
and injuries entailed upon our own people. American wool is 
to be made the outcast and pariah of American industries, the 
great sacrifice offered to propitiate the demands of the free 
trade Moloch. 

A PROTEST AGAINST SUCH A CONSUMMATION, 

Fully realizing thatno words of mine, nor cautions and pro- 
testations from out the mouths of the many wiser and more elo- 
quent of my colleagues, can or willstay the ruthless hand of the 
preordained free-trade assassination of the wool industry, I can 
only, in the name of the State I have the honor to represent and 
her citizens, interpose my solemn protest, and appeal to the 
American people for that vindication and retribution which fol- 
low, surely as night follows day, the commission of crimes 
against the welfare and happiness of the Republic! 


APPENDIXES. 
VARIOUS STATISTICS OF THE SHEEP-GROWING AND WOOL PRODUCING 
INDUSTRY. 


As I haye cited in the course of my remarks on vari- 
ous items affecting the wool ind I deem it r to verify 
the same by appending statistical tables obtained from sources 
8 and accepted as authentic. 

I. 1a" Lp D ‘ 

a pha — 0 icons 8 of Agriculture. 
aioe . — number pounds of wool produced in principal wool- 

IV. ot wool in United 

pear gre of D: States, Argentine Republic, and 


Asia, Africa, and A 
Ba Price of domestic wool in Boston wool market, year ending June 30, 
VI. Imports of wool and manufactures of wool, 1891, 1892, 1893, 1894. 
APPENDIX I. 
Approzimate statement of the world’s wool product according to the latest at- 
tainadle data, compiled by the Department of Agriculture. 


8885 
EIFE 
888883888888 


Sen 
S 


Outside of Europe: 
Australia 


Asiatic Turkey. 
British North America 
Other extra-European countries 


Total extra- European countries 
SUMMARY. 


Total for Burope ----.---.-----|-.------ 
Total extra-European countries 


These are the fi 


a (Russia. ) —— by Dr. Franz von Juraschek, on 
e 468, of Uebersichten der Wel = haft, for 1885-1839. His estimate 


on an assumed average of wool per head 
of sheep, the number of these in 1888 having been 48,220,119, without 
th wance of 6 Russian po’ 


ose in Asiatic Russia. The junds, or 
hr T pE in per capita, seems a rather large es- 


1894, 
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b (Great Britain and — 1 the Bradford Observer repro- 


Irelan 

duced in the Wool Book for 1 
(France.) naps to the Bul 01 the Ministry ot Agriculture for 
twelfth roanced was 


November, 1893 year, No. 6), the aay. of wool 


486,357 quintals, of which the figures in the table are the The 
8 of animals shorn is stated in the same place at ios. om: 75 on had 
the av e yield of wool is 2.93 kilograms, or 6.46 pita. It 18 


pounds 

probable, however, that the total wool clip, as stated in the ste 5 

= ere ae quantity of pulled wool, in which case the average tper 
jeece 

Fy! (German suey one ) The number of sheep on December 1, 1892, according 

to preliminary figures published in the Statistisches Jahrbuch fiir das 

Deutsche Reich for 1893 was 13,775,063, on which number the rA pon ane 

mds pe 


cap 
or 66,415,714 pounds, which was less than 3 po per capita 
then in the on ; Whereas Mulhall, es for 1887, put the total pr 
uct of theempire at 105,000,000 pounds. The number ot sheep has ‘aimin- 
ished b F alf millions within the last ten years. 

e (Italy.) The official fi for 9 — on page 3809 of the Annuario 
Statistico Italiane for 1892 make th of wool —— ter in that year 
9,622,851 kilograms, or, as stated in the Manis 1,214,537 pounds, and the value 
18,306,975 lire, or $3,533,246. 


yieid ot wool in 1881 was officially re 
ahrbuch des K. K. 55 tor 1 


pounds. 
Portugal. — Mii 2.077.464 sheep, the number in the kingdom 
11.10 anf ana 1) of 1} kilograms ot Wool per : the number of 


ear Book for 1889, and the yield of 


cessor, Dr. von Juraschek, in Uebersichten den Wi for 3 
high, but is retained for wantof a basis 


te appears to 

for a different one. 
(Australia) The net — age of the Australasian colonies for 1890 was 
105,556 poras or 12,607,331 ne gor less than the total as stated 
in the table. The fi there given are — from pago 5 of the Victorian 
Year Book for 1892, a work by Henry Hey Sarion overnment 
statist of the colony of Victoria. The net ae was 520,481, pounds in 
1889 and 612,637,738 in 1891; and it we st 8 net export in these vears to 
have fallen short of the total produc’ spel about the same amount as in 
1890, we shall have as to! uction about-533,000,000 in 1889 
and * pounds in 1891. woolen mills of Victoria and New Zea- 


cial handbooks for these colonies, in 1891 and 
— 


The figures for New Zealand are given as representing the quantities pur- 
chanel. U agra aae eia at hand as to the Guautition cousumiet 2 Other 
Australasian 

United States. ) “Om 1 
Argentine.) This is the quantity-of wool The exports for 
1891 amounted to 305,570,431 pounds. © quantity manufactured in the Re- 
public must be ant, gures on production were not avail- 
able, could not ae exceed the on on. figures on 
here given official report on commerce and nayi- 
gation for 1892. 
k n This is the quantity exported as wool ot domestic o dur- 


rigin 
rts of unmanfactured — ty are recorded for 1892 in 


5 from. tei ie 


o im 


document the quantity expor (stated in 
number of sheep in U: y 


come aire 
In 1555 pamphlet tho the total number —. or shee 


eg oo mtly made for 1891. 
bar beat be mech than 5.7 pounds, as in fact it f primma ye 
Colony.) Net export as stated in the Statistical Abstract of the 
r and other possessions of the United om, page 41, thirtieth 
number. The net pe for 1890 is stated in the same place at 65,655,917 
3 and that Si 


1 at 75,520,701 pounds. 
British Indi: 


chusive of 


ie . — it sed 80,000,000 to 40,000,000 kilograms. The 
85 these estima: placing i at i t 


bably above rather than mark, 
oqnivalent to 66 138 000 y below the is 


) This is the net export of sheep's wool, as stated in the Statis- 
tical Abstract of the colonial and other ret tt alg oko the United ———— 
thirtieth number. The number of sheep in the colony in 1891 is stated in the 
game document at 950,246, on which the net of wool in 1892 would 
„FF — per e ta. It is evident from this 


that the wool shipped from the ports o must have included a large 
quantity 3 — adjoining territory. * 
—.— to the Unites Kingdoms Dan ted in 1800 to 17 fie Oo Nang GT 
e ne Swoon ands of 
sheep or lamb’s wool and 9 1 5 oat's wool or — 18014 
amounted to 17,805,113 of the former and 6,496,115 of the latter; in 1892 it 


amounted to 22,774, 764 of the former and 7,774,541 of the latter. 


3 


Europe: 


p. (British North America.) The number of sheep in Canada in 1891 is 
stated in the Statistical Year-Book of Canada for 1892 at 2,513,977, on which 
the round-number estimate of 10.000,000 pounds of wool is a fraction less 
than 4 pounds per capita. The exports of home-grown wool from the Do- 
minion 3 the fiscal year June a * 1 to 916,390 pounds. 
alien kr extra-European countri to an estimate of the 
English firm of Jacoms Sons & Co. 8 © wools of Peru, Chile, 
Brazil, Egypt, 


Algiers, and other coun 
*Estimates of Dr. Franz von Juraschek, in his Uebersichten der Welt- 
wirthschaft. 


APPENDIX II. 
Table showiug the number of sheep in the world, 


From the Wool-Book, 1892.] 


The following table is based upon the estimates made by Hon. J. R. Dodge, 
Statistician of the Department of Agriculture, for the s; 
Bureau of Statistics on wool and its manufacture, pub 

ta, including the United States Consular 
the estimates for 1891. 
. Dodge's figures; 
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APPENDIX III, 


Table giving the popluation and the number of pounds of wool — in the 
gt jon bor 6 countries of. aa Cond ion 2800 40 1800. 


2817560 5. the world for the first fifty years of 
the mopar century was 82,300, 88 , 950 pounds, and the yearly average for the 
fifty years 647,217,639 8 s 


The following shows the world’s production of wool, in pounds, gtd 1801 
to 1890, inclusive, together with the increase in population, Boston 14 775 isa 
= the decrease or increase in sheep in different sections of the Uni 

tes: 


The production of bie pats 


[The American Wool Reporter, December 3, 1890.] 


Years. 


288388388 


PERE 


»The population in this table includes eighteen nations of — wn In 
America: The United States, Mexico, the tine Republic, and the Do- 
minion of Canada. 1 The Cape * n Australia: The 
whole continent. In haw India and Turkey. 


APPENDIX IV. 


dere the number unds of wool produced in the United States and 
by ine Republic, ee U Donna A as Europe, Asia, Africa, and Australia, 
j ron 7 to 2 


Eavan Argentine 
Year. States. |Republic. Europe. Africa. |Australia. Asia. 
Fornos Pounds. 2 4 100 
1800 
1810 8 * 56, 993, 200 
1820 4, wa * 68, 837, 420 
1830 ..... 2,200,000) 2, 70, 571, 200 
1840 51, 925, 9,950, 600 13, 860, 85, 149, 270 
1850 89, 985, 17, 825, 850 42, 958, 104, 941, 500 
1800 111, 976, 9 27,945,240) 69, 964, 121,910, 890 
1870 -.._. , 500, 68 45, 968, 880| 179, 459, 780| 184, 507, 120 
18800 680, 75 51, 928, 650 345, 010, 135, 095, 140 
18900 1, 342, 2 185, 400, 879, 264, 860, 050 


*No returns, 
APPENDIX V. 


Table showing the price of @amsstic wool in Boston wool market, year ending 
June 30, 1893. 


[Boston prices, June, 1892-1893, by Denny, Rice & Co.] 


=, Au Se Nov., | Dec., 
1805. 1892, | 1802. 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West 
Vir a: S Cents. | Cents. Cents. | Cents, 
x and pick-lock -| 82 -33 | 32 -33 82 -33 | 32 -33 
XX 28 29 |28 29 29 | 28} 29 
p 28 a 20 20 27 — 27 — 
No.1. 
No.2. 81 382 81 32 E 311 82 
Fine unwashed 19 20 19 20 19 20 20 21 
Unmerchantable . 22 2 2 221 22 224) 22 22 
Ohio combing No, 1 (j and 
U SS key sa. 85 36 35 36 35 26 85 30 35 36 
Ohio combing No. 2 ( 
—: ps et 33 34 83 84/33 34 34 |33 84 
Ohio delaine 32 33 32 33 31 32 31 82 382 32) 
Se New York, and 
New England: 
26 25 26 25 25 253 26 
82 31 3231 32 311 32 32 821 
32 31 32 31 32 32 31 82 
19 | 17 1917 19 17 19 17 19 
203) 19 20}| 19 20 19 20 19 20 
35 34 85 34 35 34 35 34 35 
83 32 33 82 33 32 33 33 
29 |23 29 |28 23} 28 28] 28} 29 
“combing. 26 | 25 26 |25 26 26 25 26 
Combing, 254| 24} 25 | 244 25 245 254) 244 25) 
Combing brai 23 | 21 22 21 22 238 | 22 23 
Clothing, į blood 25} 24 25j| 24 254 253 24} 25} 
0 „1 bl 25 24 25 21 25 24) 25 E 
0 $ 21 |20 21/20 21 20 21 20 21 
Texas (scoured basis): 
Spring, fine, 12 months....| 57 58 50 58 56 58 56 57 55 56 
Spring, fin 53 52 53 52 53 52 53 82 53 
Spring, medi um, i2 mon 5452 5452 54 52 53 52 53 


Table showing the price of domestic tool in Boston wool market, eto. OContinued. 
. RM BE EEN Sb CAN heat Lah act Secs Fete ABD shige inl enter 


Toras 8 basis) Con- 
"Spring: a medium, 6 to 8 


edium 
California eee basis): 

Spring, northern, free, 12 

ment seasann 
Spring, northern, free, 6 

to 8 months 
Southern, 12 months.. 
Southern, 6 to 8 month: 


3 Penns lvania, and 
Xxx and pick- Jock. 


onis de 
n ‘New 3 York, and New 


as goa above 


1 z 
ichigan com 0. 
Mlengan ‘com d 10 
chigan com 0 
4 blood F 
Mithigan delaine.......... 
yea re Indiana, and Mis- 
uri: 


Calitornia (scoured basis): 
Spring, northern, free, 
12 months i zej Eh 


‘all, free 
Fall, defective e 
red penin: 


1 Bet Sept. oa Nov., | Dec., 
16 8b feos? | ‘ison’ 1582 
Cents. Cents. | Cents, | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. 
48 52 48 52 48 52/48 52 48 520 48 52 
8 8 48 5048 52 48 52 48 52 
* *) |45 48/45 48 45 48) 45 48 
55 57 55 57 55 5755 57 54 56 51 56 
50 53 50 53 50 53 50 53 50 53 50 53 
52 55 52 55 52 55 52 55 52 55 52 55 
45 48/45 18 45 48/45 48/45 48 45 48 
(*) (*) | 48 50148 50 48 50/48 50 
30 4030 40 30 40 30 40 30 40 30 40 
53 50 53 56 53 56/53 86 53 56 53 55 
50 54 50 54 50 54 50 54 50 54 50 52 
53 56 53 56/53 50 53 56/53 56 53 56 
50 52 50 52 50 52 50 52 50 52 50 52 
57 590 56 58 50 58 53 58 55 57 55 57 
55 57 55 57 55 50 55 50 54 56 54 55 
52 54 52 54 52 53 52 53 52 53 52 53 
58 | 56 57 55 50 55 50 54 56 54 56 
57 54 56/53 55 53 55 53 55 53 54 
52 50 52 50 52 50 52 50 52 50 52 
2017 20 17 20 17 20 17 20 17 20 
1513 1513 1513 1513 1513 15 
20/24 e e e Nand Beadle 
M 
1 


Cents. Cents. Cente. | Cente, | Cente. 
32 -33 -34 34 -35| (*) (*) 
29 30 $1 31 82 | 28 -20 25 -26 
Ri 28) 28} 29 | 26 27/23 25 
324 33 31 33 34 31 27 28 
32 32) 210 32 821 27 28 
20 21 214) 20 20 22 20 | 17 18) 
23 22 23 22 23 22/19 20 
35 36 36 35 36 34 20 90 
3 34 34 3 34 3t | 27 28 
32 32) 33) 324} 334 227 29 
82 28 24 25 
32 32 83 27 28 
31 82 32 26 27 
17 19 20 16 18 
19 21 22 18 19 
3⁴ 35 27 28 
82 33 27 274 
28} 31 25 20 
25 21 217 
25 21 2 
22 18} 20 
9 EEE 
20 18 19 
55 48 52 
62 43 48 
62 43 42 
48 38 45 
48 8 
45 t 
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APPENDIX VI. 


ports of woot and manufactures of wool for fiscal years ending June 80, 1891 
sig = A's 1894, under iv Te Binley 3 with amount of duties col- 
lected on same. 


[Compiled by Theodore Justice, of Justice, Bateman & Co., Philadelphia.) 


Imports of wool. 


Ad valo- 


Year ending rem duty 


Duties col- 
June 30— a 


2 $6, 500, 000 35: 
F 7.750, 000 39 
S ET RES 8, 250, 000 39 
1894 % 22... 2, 300, 000 
Total.. +24, 800, 000 
Rate of 
Imports of A 
Year ending June 30— manufactures — 
valorem). 
Per cent. 
84.14 
95. 77 
97. 37 
97. 37 


$127, 400, 000 


for 1894 are all estimates based on the reported imports for 


The fi 
first nine months of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894. 

+ This 800,000 duties collected on wool are, by the pending bill, to be 
given away at a time when the Government needs revenue. 

¢This 8127, 400,000 duties collected on woolen manufactured goods, which 
are almost exclusively luxuries used by the wealthy classes, are by the 


ding bill to be reduced two-thirds, thus making a present to the wealthy 
Tlanae of over 880,000,000. This loss of revenue of over $100,000,000 heretofore 
collected under the McKinley law on wool and woolens is to be replaced by 
a tax on 5 of life, the per capita consumption of which is 


ugar, a necessary 

as great by the poor as the wealthy. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF- 


FER}. 
255. PEFFER. I desire to be heard a few moments on the 


amendment. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Isu gost the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The Senator from New Ham 
shire suggests the absence of aquorum. The Secretary will call 
the roll, 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

1 Kyl 8 
Allison, Dubois, Lindsay, ansom, 
Berry, Faulkner, ine > cg 
mie Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis, Squire, 
Butler, George, Murphy, Stewart, 
Caffery, Gibson, Palmer, Teller, 
Call, Gordon, Pasco, Turpie, 
Chandler, Gray Patton, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harris, Peffer, Vilas, 
Coke, Hawley, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, Walsh, 
Daniel, Hunton, Power, White. 
Dixon, Jarvis, Pugh, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators haye an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator 


from Kansas will proceed. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, when one speaks about dis- 
criminations in our tariff legislation against farmers and in 
favor of manufacturers, he is very apt to be charged with dem- 
agogy; as if he were speaking for mere buncombe; as if there 
were no real foundation to the charge which he makes. I want 
to direct the attention of the Senate to that particular point by 
way of introduction to some other practical matters which 1 
wish to present, 

In the first piss; Mr. President, the price at which the farmer 
sells his surplus produce is the price which obtains in what we 
call the market of the world. Take cotton and wheat, for exam- 

le, The cotton that is forwarded from Texas or from any other 

outhern State is forwarded to a market at the other side of the 
Atlantic Ocean. The price obtained for it there is something 
ee than the price for which the farmer sells it, but all of the 
added price is transportation, handling, labor of different kinds 
bestowed upon the article after it leaves the hands of the farmer. 
So with wheat. Take wheatfrom the farm in Kansas; as it pro- 
ceeds on its way to Liverpool or London it increases at every 
stopping place in its market value, but the farmer receives no 
benefit from that iucrease in value. I will make an illustration 


of it in a moment, so that the mind will readily grasp it from 
contrast. 

On the other hand, the manufacturer in this country receives 
the benefit of whatever is derived from protective duties in his 
favor. He has the benefit of whatever is added to a free-trade 
pore of the article by reason of tariff legislation, and whatever 

added to the 1 of the manufactured article by reason of 
this legislation is that much more than the free-trade cost of 
the article. So what is gained in the price of the manufactured 
article inures to the benefit of the manufacturer, while in the 
caseof the farmer what is added to the price of the article does 
not inure to him; it is simply paid out for transportation and in 
the cost of handling, warehousing, etc. 

In order to make it more plain, I have put it in this form: 
Wheat from a farm in Kansas sells at 65 cents a bushel, we will 
say, which is much higher than the price now. We will take 
100 bushels, making $65 worth. By the time it reaches New 
York $25 have been added to its value, because it costs Kansas 
farmers about 25 cents a bushel toland their wheat in New York 
City. When the wheat reaches New York it is worth 90 cents. 
But that does not ars the farmer out any. It proceeds on its 
journey to London. Ten dollars more areadded to the price of 
the wheat, making an even hundred dollars at London. The 
Kansas farmer received $65. The person who purchases the 
wheat in London pays $100 for it. 

The difference between $65 and $100 is $35 that the wheat has 
gained in value on its journey from the farm in Kansas to the 
warehouse in London; but not a penny of value has been added 
to the farmer’s price. 

Now, we will reverse the process. We will purchase $45 worth 
of sugar in London and bring it back to the United States. 
Sixty-five dollars’ worth of sugar by the time it reaches New 
York under the duties proposed in this bill would have added 
to it 40 per cent, which would makeit amount to $91 by the time 
it leaves the custom-house in New York City. 

I have not undertaken to compute what it will cost to dray the 
sugar from the Government warehouses to the warehouse of 
the wholesale merchant, but I consider 10 per cent on the price 
in the New York Custom House will pay the transportation to the 
townwhere I live in Kansas. That would give us $100.10 on 
this $65 worth of sugar when it leaves New York City; 10 per 
cent profit added to it by the Topeka merchant would make it 
cost the farmer of Kansas $110.1. Sixty-five dollars’ worth of 
sugar in London will cost the Kansas farmer $110, a difference 
of $45, and nearly all of that added cost comes from the tax that 
we place upon it in the way of a protective duty. 

mpare that with the otherjproposition. Sixty-five dollars’ 
worth of wheat leaving the Kansas farm, by the time it reaches 
London is worth $100, but that added cost yields the farmer 
nothing. The price in London is nothing to him; it is simply 
the transportation, the handling charges added to the cost of 
the wheat to the farmer; in other words, the farm price of the 
wheat follows it wherever it goes so far as he is concerned, but 
it is not so with the article purchased in London which the 
farmer has to use. Senators can see from this comparison the 
great difference there is in the effect of our tariff legislation 
upon the farmers and upon the manufacturers. 

That being true, when we call attention to this discrimination 
and ask for some sort of legerdeniain, if I may use that term 
properly, by which the farmer can in some way have this dis- 
crimination against him offset, we ought not to be charged with 
demagogy; we ought not to be charged with talking for bun- 
combe, for we are speaking plain, practical, common sense, sober 
truths; much learning has not made us mad; but weare talking 
the words of soberness, and of truth, Mr. President. 

Another item. The manufacturer, when he uses in his work 
an article of foreign product and then exports his manufactured 
article, receives a drawback amounting to 99 per cent of the 
duty which was paid upon the foreign article. If a manufac- 
turer in Boston or in New York uses foreign material of some 
kind, upon which $100 duty was paid, when he places this for- 
eign product in his own manufacture and exports it, he receives 
back $99 of the duty, leaving only $1, or 1 per cent of the duty 
which was paid originally. The manufacturer gets the benefit 
of that, but the farmer does not. The farmer pays the manu- 
facturer’s price. If the price of a unit of this particular article 
is $1 when it leaves the shop, although the manufacturer has a 
rebate of 99 per cent on the duty, the farmer pays $1 with the 
added cost of transportation. 

View this subject in any light you please, the discrimination 
is constantly staring us in the face, and this applies to a great 
many articles. It applies not only to wool, of which we export 
such a trifling amount that it is not worth talking about, butit 
applies to wheat, it applies to_corn, it applies to oats, it applies 
to cattle, it applies to dressed carcasses of meat, although the 
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farmer does not sell that; it applies to everything which the 
farmer exports by reason of 8 surplus over and above 
that which supplies the home market, and as to every article 
exported from the farm, as cotton or wheat, the price in the for- 
market governs the price of the entire product here. 

Mr. President, the farmer is trying to solve the problem of 
how toset off this discrimination him in the matter of 
transportation. I have recently seen a very interesting plan 

gested by a constituent of my amiable friend from California 
(ate PERKINS}, whom I do not see present. He suggests that 

Government pay the charges of transportation from Ameri- 
can ports to the world’s market on all farm products which are 
exported. It is a novel idea to many, and, of course, would not 
meet with favor in a Democratic Congress; and yet there is a 
vein of good, practical sense in the idea. 

Take, for example, this 100 bushels of wheat of which I spoke. 
The transportation costs us $35. If the Government should un- 
dertake to protect the farmer's wheat just as it protects the 
manufacturer’s cloth by a duty on foreign goods, by paying this 
$35 directly out of the public Treasury in such a way 
= by such regulations as that the farmer would get the 

nefit of it, itwould,as you see,immediately increase the value 
of the surplus to the amount of the transportation, and the 
farmer would get it. The effect on the farmer would be to raise 
the price of the wheat exported just what the transportation 
from port to cost. Ten dollars saved on a shipment of 100 
bushels would be equivalent to raising the price of the wheat 10 
cents a bushel. 

The weak point in my correspondent’s plan is this: He be- 
lieves that the price of all the wheat which is sold in the home 
market would be raised to the farmer just as much as this sur- 
plussentabroad. He would discover, however, thatthatiserror. 
The effect of the price of what is soldin the home market would 
not be anything. 

I mention these pointers to Senators for the purpose of calling 
attention to the fact, and emphasizing it, that the farmers are 

ng to solve the problem of this discrimination against them. 
ow I come to the item of wool—that:is what we are talking 
about here—and it is proposed by this bill to remove the duties 
which are now imposed upon raw wool, but not to remove the 
duties from manufactures of wool. If Senators will examine the 


wors yarns made wholly or in t of wool, wars 
the 8 . alpaca, or other pk h valued 3 one 
than 30 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half times 
the duty im y this act on s pound of unwashed wool of the first class, 
and in thereto 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Now, in most of the orks sir 3g following the same basis of 
computation is made. First, the amount of duty that is levied 
upon unmanufactured wool, a certain number of pounds is taken 
care of in the manufactured cloth. After that, 35 per cent ad 
valorem is levied. If Senators will examine the schedules in 
the bill before us they will ‘find that there is no provision for 
the raw wool, but the 35 per cent on manufactured wool is left; 
40 per cent is left; 45 per cent is left, and 50 per cent is left. 
There are only two cases in the present law, if I remember cor- 
rectly, where the duty on manufactured cloth of any kind ex- 
ceeds 60 per cent; but in most of them it is from 35 to 50 per 
cent, and on a few of the bag low grades it is 15 per cent. In 
every case, however, there is an allowance made for the duty 
upon unmanufactured wool. 

Now, Linsistin the presence of the Democratic majority that 
thatis unfair. Ido not know what other words touse. Dis- 
honest is not the proper word, because Senators do not mean to 
be dishonest. But it is unfair. That word can be used without 
being offensive and yet express the idea I have in mind. That 
idea is that the Democratic party is pledged to revise the tariff 
in aspirit of fairness. Those are the words of their platform. 
I know that platforms do not amount to much nowadays; but 
this is one ofthe principles ofthe party. This isa pledge which 
3 to the people of the United States; and every farmer 
in the land had a right to expect that this great party, to which 
the American people intrusted power, would perform their 
pledges, at least so far as this matter is concerned. 

The farmers did not understand at the time of the election in 
1892 that the money power was behind the tariff. They under- 
stood that the money power was ing in a good many other 
directions, but they had not at that time that it was the 
disposition of the money power to keep the tariff fight. before 


and | caring 


the people in order that while we were n they might 
run away with the spoils. The people did not imagine that. 
They ved and they had a right to believe that the Demo- 
cratic party was earnest when it incorporated in its platform in 
1888 a message of the President of the United States in which 
he proclaimed openly, boldly, manfully, and honestly, as I be- 
lieve, that the revision of the tariff would be done in a spirit of 
fairness to all industries. 

That being true, here is a great industry—the growing of 
wool. How great itis I will show ina short time. It is an in- 
dustry involving millions, and even hundreds of millions of dol- - 
lars in permanent investments of property. of different kinds, 
There are 45,000,000 sheep, which ought to be worthan average 
of $2.50 a head. That would be $117,000,000. It is an industry 
requiring the culture of large tracts of land to produce hay, to 
produce corn, to produce oats, and to produce wheat in order 
that the bran may be used; and it requires many other articles 
necessary to take care of the flocks and the herds. It requires, 
besides, a large number of men and women who are engaged in 

for the animals. It requires from two to three years to 
mature a sheep. 

It has Paes, pale a long period of time to develop our shee 
breeds to where they are now, and to develop the grade of woo 
we have now. From 1860 up to 1890 the e of our wool im- 
proved at least 100 per cent. The weightof the fleece increased 
250 per cent. So, whereas in 1860 our clips amounted to about 
2 pounds on the average or 24 pounds, in 1888 they amounted to 
6 pounds or 7 pounds, and the quality of the wool constantly im- 
proved. Ithas seguon the outlay of hundreds of millions, I 
might say thousands of millions of dollars to develop the sheep 
industry of the United States to its 22 high standard. 

I have before me a letter from a ouri woolgrower, with 
whom doubtless the junior Senator from Missourl [Mr. VEST] is 
well acquainted. Ido not see the Senator present. This gen- 
tleman been in the business of raising sheep and wool for 
many years, and he has developed the quality of his stock so 
that he sells the males as far away from the United States as 
New Zealand and in Australia. His sheep have been spread 
into the Northwestern States, and wherever in the United States 
the best quality of Merino sheep are used these Missouri rams 
are sent. It isa great business; one which involves talent, la- 
bor, and alarge investment of permanent capital. 

There is as much money invested in the sheep industry and in 
the wool industry as there is in the 3 manufacturing 
w There sre more men and women dependent upon it. 
Perhaps that is putting it a little too strong, but I will say that 
there are as many men and women engaged in the industry. 
But the farmer has still one advantage over the manufacturer— 
he has the great, wide, wide world near him, and if he is brats 
as a woolgrower invariably is, he is able to fake care of himse t 
with or without tariff legislation. 

But, Mr. President, if the 2 of this wool schedule would 
affect the wool industry of the country as all woolgrowers say 
it would, as common sense teaches us it would, and as our pres- 
ent observation and experience show that it would, it is an out- 
rage to pass such a measure when there is no necessity for it. 

But, say the Democratic majority, “ it isa part of our creed 
to give the people free wool.” ThatI know is true. It is a part 
of your creed to give them free coal, but you are not going to do 
it. It is a part of your creed to give them free iron ore, and you 
are not going to do it. 

Mr, President, you may go along through this bill and you 
will find the footprints of a power stronger than the Democratic 
party. That power has shapened this bill, and the only thing left 
to the solid, conscientious, old-fashioned free-wool Democrat is 
this item of free wool. 

I submit this proposition to the gentlemen who are in charge 
of the bill. I have shown that you are aeng off the duty on 
raw wool and leaving if on manufactured wool. There may be 
afew instances where the duties have been somewhat decreased 
below this point, but Pl Se in a general way ithas been the 
object to take out all the duties there were laid upon raw wool 
and leave the manufactured wool protected. 

This is the proposition I submit to those gentlemen: Com- 
promise with us as you have done with oneanother. Take part 
of the duty off of wool, take a tof the duty off of the manu- 
factures of wool, and you will have no difficulty in compromis- 
ing with the woolgrowers. The only difficulty will bewith the 
manufacturers, if there is any there, and I have no doubt there 
will be, because I have fo that my manufacturing neighbors 
insist m the last straw even though it does break the camel’s 
back. “Er anybody tas to goitis the farmer who must go, be- 
cause he is willing to vote the ticket straight and bear the bur- 
den. But we have now come to the conclusion that the roads 
fork, and we may possibly be blind enough to take the other road. 


1894. 
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Now, we do not want to be unreasonable, nor do we want to be 
threatening, but we insist that if a duty is placed upon woolen 
manufactures there ought to be a duty 8 upon raw wool, 
and that we are just as much entitled to it. 

Mr. HOAR (in his seat.) Amen. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Massachusetts approves the 
suggestion by an amen; and the heart of the people will respond, 
and the Democrats will respond—all except the manufacturers, 
who have doubtless controlled the inditing of these schedules. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PEFFER. Iamalwaysdelighted to yield to that Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to ask the Senator, who is always 
fair in his discussions, what evidence he has that|the manufac- 
turers are opposing the interests of the farmer by asking for free 
wool. I know that in our part of the country where the manu- 
factures of wool are a very important industry, the manufactur- 
ers, as a class, are in favor of retaining the duty on wool. I 
know in my State of but one manufacturer who has ever advo- 
cated the contrary, and I understand from reliable authority 
that he has changed his opinion and is now in favor of retaining 
a duty on wool. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I desire to re- 
enforce the statement of my friend from New Hampshire, I 
live ina woolen manufacturing region, and represent the largest 
woolen manufacturing interest in the country I suppose. Ihave 
been in this and the other House sinca 1869, twenty-six years, 
through the making of several tariffs, and I have had occasion 
to know all about the history of some of the tariffs that pre- 
ceded. Ido not know a woolen manufacturer who is in favor 
of free wool, except one or two who have the shabby and inde- 
fensible notion that they can set fire to this barrel of gunpowder 
and put it out when half burned up, and who think that they 
may possibly get the American people to submit to an arrange- 
ment which would give them protection on what they manu- 
facture, and free trado on what they buy; and those men have 
in every instance signalized their coming to that conclusion by 
goingover to the Democratic party. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will remember that two or 
three weeks ago I read a letter from Mr. John T. Busiel, of La- 
conia, N. H., inwhich he made avery strong and forcible argu- 
ment in favor of a duty on wool, and he brought out the fact 
that it is absolutely necessary to have some duty on wool in 

order to compensate for the increased cost of getting wool by 
rail from the mountain States to the factories of the country in 
competition with the water-borne wool from Australia. I have 
other letters from him on this subject, and also a magazine arti- 
cle which I intend to introduce into the debate. This manu- 
facturer, who is a student of the subject, is most earnest in be- 
half of applying the principle of pro to the farmer who 
raises wool, as well as to the manufacturer who uses it for the 
purpose of making textile fabrics. 
r.HOAR. If I may add one sentence without h 
on the great patience of my honorable friend from Kansas, 
will state that the free traders of New England, the Democrats, 
make their attack on this schedule of the protective tariff. One 
of their number quoted last year in a meeting of the tariff re- 
form clubs, Byron’s lines— 


While stands the Coliseum, Rome shall stand; 
When falls the Coliseum, Rome shall fall. 


He went on to say that as long as the protection on wool stood, 
the protective tariff in this panaka would stand, and that when 
the protection upon wool fell the whole system would fall. That 
is the opinion of the persons who are opposing a duty on wool in 
New England. 

Mr.PEFFER. I am satisfied that the manufacturers are com- 
ing to see very plainly that a contest that will be destructive is 
growing out of the tendency to remove duties from wool while 
re them upon manufactures of wool. 

Mr. HOAR. y I ask the Senator one question before he 
precede? Why does he use the phrase coming to see?“ They 

ave seen it for thirty years. 

Mr. PEFFER. I meant it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me further to quote 
the oxact language of the statement to which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has alluded. Will the Senator from Massachu- 
setts kindly listen to the statement? I desire to read the exact 
language of Hon. John E. Russell at the New England Tariff 
Reform dinner, which I happen to have in my hand: 


Let us get all that we can. If we can get only free wool we will have 
knocked keystone from the arch of — 


Mr. HOAR. That is from the last Democratic candidate for 
governor of Massachusetts, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kansas very well knows 
that that is the voice of the Democratic politician and is not the 
voice of the manufacturers of woolen goods. The whole scheme 
from the time it was made prominent by President Cleveland in 
1887 down to this hourof feking the duty off of wool and making 
wool free is a mere scheme to get the votes of the farmers to de- 
stroy the whole protective system; and nobody understands that 
better, I think, than the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. Last winter a yearago some friend forwarded 
to my address regularly a copy of a weekly periodical known as 
American Industries, a paper whose relations to the Democratic 

ty are the same as those of the American Economist to the 
epublican party, and I observed that in every issue there were 
interviews with manufacturers. Idonotnow remember whether 
the politics of the gentlemen interviewed were given, though I 
think they were; but there was a general agreement among 
them that in the revision of the tariff which was expected there 
should be an average duty of at least 50 per cent on woolen 


goods. 

I do not recall a single instance where any of those manufac- 
turers urged a duty upon wool. I think at that time manufac- 
turers generally expected that they would have free wool. I 
remember quite distinctly that a large number of them spoke 
about being able to compas with fates manufacturers if they 
had free raw materials, but they all argued that it would require 
along time by gradual process to get down to what would be a 
reasonable revenue tariff. They ought to begin with at least 50 
per cent, and then ht go down as low as 25, some of them 
thought, but most of them stopped at 40. 

My information is that the manufacturers of New England and 
of the country quite generally, whenever they discuss the sub- 
j are apt to consider that it would be of g 


1 of free woo. reat 
nefit to them, and that duties might be considerably reduced 
if wool were given to them free. e they have not argued 
in favor of free wool they have not, until quite gees a d so 
much spoina it as to produce any effect upon the public mind. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the truth about the matter is that since 
free wool has been talked about there have been a very few 
manufacturers in New N of the Democratic persuasion 
who have been in favor of free wool, but a very, very few in- 
deed; and with that exception the manufacturers of New Eng- 
land have not desired free wool, but have been constant and 
open in their opposition to free wool. 

Mr. HOAR. ay I be allowed one additional remark? 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Empi PEFFER. Iam very glad to see these gentlemen assist- 

g me. 

Mr. HOAR. Les, I want to assist the Senator. In the first 
pae as I said, I have represented for eighteen years in the 

ate, and for eight years in the other House, a wool manufac- 
turing constituency, and there never has come to me or to my 
knowledge any suggestion from that constituency (except, as [ 
said, a few selfish poreons who went over to the Democratic 
party when they did it) that they have undertaken to go forfree 
weol. The woolen manufacturers’ Bulletin is one of the t 
practical economical journals in this ia I think my hon- 
orable friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who certainly has no 
woolen manufacturing interests to represent but who been 
on the committee all the time, will testify to the great ability 
of that journal on this class of subjects. He must have seen it. 
It was edited by Mr. John L. Hayes, secretary of the New Eng- 
land Woolen ufacturing Association, and it is su by 
that association contributing in proportion, I believe, to the 
number of spindles in the several factories of the members of 
the association. 

The ablest and most powerful articles ever published in this 
country or elsewhere in regard to the development of the wool- 
growing industries of this country have appeared in that journal 
and were the work of that man, Mr. John L. Hayes. 

Mr. PEFFER. I know very well who he is. 

Mr.HOAR. He died about six yearsago. Mr. Hayes would 
have gone almost for a prohibitory duty on wool, you can 
not find stated anywhere the argument for a protective duty on 
wool with a power, with a fullness, with al with a prac- 
tical and scientific knowledge of the subject, as it is stated there. 
Ido not mean to apply it now to my honorable friend from Kan- 
Sas, for he is a man of very great wisdom and sense—and I think 
he is the only Senator who listened to my h this morning 
—— but I wish torepel with great indignation, as a sub- 

among the American and New England manufacturers any 


know something about, the idea that there ever has 
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considerable willingness to separate their interests from the 
woolgrowers. Is not that true, I ask the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, beyond any question. 

Mr. HOAR. They are as absolutely true and loyal tothe inter- 
ests of the woolgrower as the chairman of the Wool Manufactur- 
ers’Association. Myfriendfrom Iowa knows whether Lam telling 
the truth or not. He has been in this and the other House 
during all these contests for twenty-five years, and he knows 
whether there has been from any Republican wool manufacturer 
any hesitation on this subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator from Massachusetts has al- 
luded to me, I will state that I have been familiar with this sub- 
ject certainly for a great many years, and during all that period 
I think the universal opinion of the manufacturers of woolen 
goods has been that they were benefited rather thaninjured by 
the full encouragement of woolgrowing in this country. 

Mr. HOAR. By a protective duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. They have been in favor of a protective duty. 
I have no recollection now of any period when that was not 
true. 

Mr. PEFFER. Lsuppose Senators remember where the pros- 
ecuting attorney in a case had introduced one witness to prove 
that he had seen the defendant steal a pig, and the defendant 
said he could produce twenty-five witnesses who would swear 
that they had not seen him doit. There are doubtless a good 
many manufacturers in New England and in New York and in 
Pennsylvania who have taken part with the farmers in this wool 
contest. 

But, Mr. President, the Democratic party, being a free-wool 
party, has been frequently in control of the State so ably rep- 
resented by my friend on my left, the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT]; the State of Massachusetts has been several times 
under Democratic control; the State of New York is a very 
doubtful State; Pennsylvania still holds solidly Republican; 
New Jersey is Democratic most of the time. So itis with Del- 
aware, Those manufacturing States have a very large sprink- 
ling of Democracy. 

Tam inclined to think that at least one-half of the manufac- 
turers of New England are Democrats, and with a large majority 
of the Democratic manufacturers being in favor of free wool be- 
cause they can produce goods cheaper, and a very large propor- 
tion of the Republican manufacturers saying nothing but sawing 
wood, believing that if free wool would come it would benefit 
them just as well as it would their Democratic neighbors. The 
point I was making is that the manufacturers are coming to see 
as they never saw before that there is a necessity for affirmative 
action, 

Last summer in this Chamber we had a memorable contest, 
one that will never be forgotten in American history, When the 
manufacturers of the East, without respect to party, united with 
the gold gamblers of New York, without respect to party, with 
the great bankers of the great cities, without respect to party. 
They united their votes solidly, obliterating party lines, and 
undertook to thrash into harness the recalcitrant members, 
Those men were united then against the West and the South, 
not because it was the West and the South, but they joined ina 
matter of local interest to themselves, and seemed to care noth- 
ing about the rest of the country. 

Now comes another contest, when it becomes evident that in 
order to maintain party alignment, if there be no higher mo- 
tive—and I believe a higher motive does inspire many—but, in 
order to maintain party alignment, concessions are to be made; 
upon the part of Republicans concessions to the woolgrowers, and 
upon the part of the Democrats concessions to the manufactur- 
ers. There is the difference. 

Mr. President, these matters are brought up before the Sen- 
ate not for the purpose of creating discord, not for the purpose 
of saying unkind words, nor for the purpose of saying anything 
with an unkind spirit, but simply to present to the Senate a few 
plain facts. Our people will rebel against that doctrine if it is 
5 It may just as well be understood now as at any other 


e. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. ‘‘In the multitude of counsellors 
there is safety.” 

Mr. PLATT. I regret that the Senator from Kansas should 
have fallen into what I sup at the West is a somewhat popu- 
lar ee that there ts a spirit of antagonism on the part 
of the t toward the West, and the further error that we in 


the East have been acting upon a selfish theory in our ideas of 
protection. 

From the day when I first began to advocate the doctrine of 
protection I have disclaimed any selfish, sectional feeling or 
motive with regard to that great principle. It has been many 
years since I have advocated protection, as well for the West 
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and the South as for the East, because I believed it to be for the 
benefit of the whole country, and I have never failed, in discuss- 
ing anywhere this subject of wool and woolen protection, to 
advocate the doctrine of protectién for wool just as earnestly as 
I advocated the doctrine of protection for woolen manufactures. 
I make no distinction between industries in this country. Pro- 
tection is for the benefit and the industrial growth and develop- 
ment and prosperity of this ake 

Ido not wish to interject a speech into the speech of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, but I hope before this discussion ends to elab- 
orate more fully what Ihave stated. I wish to say now that I 
believe in my own State if this doctrine of protection could be 
submitted to a vote, independent of politics, five-sixths of the 
voters of Connecticut would vote for protection and for the pro- 
3 of wool just as much as for the protection of woolen manu- 

actures. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecti- 
cut before he sits down what was the attitude of the two Demo- 
cratic Senators who came here a few years ago from Connecticut, 
in regard to the matter of protection to wool? I know very well 
myself, but I should like to have the Senator state for the in- 
formation of others. 

Mr. PLATT. They were in favor of protection to wool. 

Mr. FRYE. I think, if the Senator will investigate, he will 
find that the State of Indiana to-day is running more sets of 
cards in the woolen industry than Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, and Connecticut combined. 

Mr. PEFFER. And her Senators upon this floor are advoca- 
ting free wool. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr.PLATT. That is incomprehensible. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand, Mr. President, the good nature 
and the good breeding and the good fellowship of all mankind. 
We are all made up more of good than we are of bad. While 
we are moved by selfish N yet in many instances selfish- 
ness is one of the most ennobling attributes of the human char- 
acter. The man and the woman who want to distinguish them- 
selves in some great undertaking for the benefit of their fellow- 
men and fellow-women are moved by selfish impulses; they want 
to do this work; they want to have a hand in it; they want to 
direct it; they want to be personally known in it; and it is one 
of the most ennobling ambitions that human nature is heir to. 
Then, from that on down to the miser there are a thousand 
grades of selfishness more or less to be approved or to be dis- 
pised, according to their character. 

The New England people are no more selfish than persons in 


other parts of the country, not any more selfish than we are; - 


the manufacturer not any more selfish than the woolgrower— 
not a particle. If they were, I would probably not be here ad- 
vocating the latter’s cause. 

But, Mr. President, the effect of the combined action of the 
people of the Eastern States and the old Middle States upon the 
interests of the people of the South and the West, is what we 
are complaining of. So when we speak of selfishness, we do not 
speak of those people as individuals, but we speak of the aggre- 
gate effect of what they do. 

But when it comes to a great question of currency, in which 
the people of the South are intensely interested, so much so that 
the farmers in their secret meetings undertook to solve the 
problem and finally published the plan known as the sub. 
treasury plan,” in order that they might get rid of the middle- 
man and get rid of the extortions of the banker, and the ware- 
houseman, and the merchant, here were three classes of citi- 
zens who were fattening upon the substance of the farmers; and 
in order to relieve themselves they formed what is known in 
political literature as“ the subtreasury plan.” 

The people of the South are trying to get rid of the 10 per 
cent tax upon State banks for the purpose, and the only pur- 
pose, of * more currency circulated among them than they 
now have. They know the difficulties in the way; but what 
they want is local currency that they can use in the transaction 
of their business without being compelled to subject themselves 
tothe whimsand caprices, and power, and influence of the Eastern 
bankers. They want money which they can use in their own 
neighborhood, which they can borrow and for the repayment ol 
which they can give as security that which their neighbors, 
which their bankers, will understand to be good, so that they 
will not have to mortgage their farms in order to borrow money 
on them at 8 and 10 per cent interest. 

Our Eastern neighbors are united upon this matter of protec- 
tion, so they say, and substantially that is true. They are also 
united upon the monetary question; and the people of the West 
are interested in both of these. If the manufacturers of the 
East and of the Middle States will unite with the farmers affirm- 
atively to solve the problem with which I began my speech this 
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evening, we shall be protected as they are protected now, and 
we can eyen up on this matter of transportation. 
If 1 will suggest to me a better method than the one sug- 
ifornia neighbor, or if they will unite wit 


may be, to the West, and distribute them there at the same 
price for a thousand miles that he would pay for a hundred miles, 
and in this way equalize the cost of our transportation, and in that 
way equalize the profits of our protective policy—if Senators will 
unite with me in working out a problem of thatkind, we canall 
be protectionists, we can all be consistent protectionists, and I 
say in this presence [should be glad if we could adopta national 
system of protection which would serve us all alike, and be so 
liberal in its operation as not 8 the importation of any 
goods that ought be imported, and not to interfere with the 
rights of people in other parts of the world. But here we find 
ourselves admitting labor of all kinds without ay restriction. 
We place a duty upon foreign manufactured articles, but we do 
not put any duty upon foreign laborers who come here and work 
for one-half or one-fourth of what our people work for. 


Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him at 
that point? 
Mr. PEFFER. Yes. 


Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator say how he would further re- 
strict the importation of labor than it is now restricted? We 
have a law which prohibits the making of contracts with per- 
sons in a foreigncountry to be performed by service in thiscoun- 
try—the alien contract-labor law. We have a law which pre- 
vents any criminals, paupers, or diseased persons from coming 
to our shores; and there are further restrictions which I can 
not now name. I presume that the Senator would not adopt an 
immigration law which said that no Irishman, no German, no 
Frenchman, no Scandanavian should come to this country. 
What would he propose further than our laws now provide in 
the way of restriction? 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator’s question impiies that we are 
without remedy, and to a ver, argo extent that is true, and it 
adds force to the argument which I am now presenting. 

Assuming, for the time being, that the Senator does believe 
that we are at theend of our road and thatwe have gone as far as 
we cansafely go, the result is that as many men and women, be- 
ing laborers, as wish to come to this country and go to work 
here, may come, and with that influx of laboring population, 
does not the Senator see that it 1 impossible to main- 
tain wages and keep all the people at work 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not propose to admit the 
assumption that I think we are at the end of the law with regard 
to this matter of immigration. I was inquiring of the Senator 
if he could suggest some further restriction, use I do not 
yield to him in my desire to check undesirable immigration into 
this country. I do not believe it practicable to shut out all the 
people of every 8 to this country. I should be 
very glad to have the Senator point out some way in which we 
may more effectually sift our immigration so as to get only the 
desirable immigrants and keep the undesirable away from our 


country. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am one of those who believe that the earth 
the whole earth, was made for the use of the human family; 1 
believe that every child born into the world has a right to live 
in the world, and he has aright to as much of the earth’s sur- 
face as will sustain his life. Following that, I believe that every 
man and every woman has a right to go at will up and down 
and across this earth wherever he or she pleases to go, with the 
exception always that he shall not disturb the peace and the 
3 of his neighbor. I believe further that nations, 
ike families, are entitled to exercise certain rights and powers 
which all other nations and all other families ought to respect, 

I go so far as to say that, in case there should be other families 
or other nations that do not respect these rights, they ought to 
be compelled to do so by force, if need be. 

In my family I have a right to choose who my associates shall 
be, who my guests shall be, but, Mr. President, I have no right 
to interfere with the Passage along the public highway of those 
persons who may be distasteful to me. 

The first bill which I introduced in the Senate, on the 10th 


tionand 


day of December, 1891, was a bill to amend our immi 
naturalization laws, so as to restrict the immigration to this 
country to such classes of people as we desire here, or rather to 

rohibit from coming here such classes as we do not desire. 

he classes whom we have a right not to admit are only such 
as by reason of differences in our grades of civilization would 
render our commingiing together unprofitable, unpleasant, dis- 


agreeable, and finally destructive to both parties concerned. 

By way of carrying out that idea I propose that our consuls 
and our representatives in different parts of the world shall be 
clothed with power to issue certificates of qualification for citi- 


zenship in this country, and that with copies of our laws before 
them they shall not admit to the rightof certificate any person 
who does not come within the provision of the law. I propose 


that the consul shall give them a duplicate certificate to a per- 
son who-comes within the provision of our law, and that copy 
be retained in his office, so that when the immigrant comes 
to New York or New Orleans, or wherever he proposes to land 
the certificate shall authorize him to land upon our shores, and 
the duplicate is handed to the officer. 

In addition to that I propose to require the oath before the 
consul abroad to be the immigrant’sfirst paper of naturalization 
in this country, so that he need not after that swear that he has 
absolved all allegiance to princes, poteatates and powers, etc., 
and that he will support and defend the Constitution of the 
United States. Then I propose that he shall be followed by the 
eye of the law wherever he goes up and down in the United 
States, and that he shall neither vote nor hold office until he 
has been here five years. Then let him take out his second 

per, just the same as he takes it out now, and from t time 

orward he will bə a full-fledged citizen of the United States. 

This is merely suggestive by way of answer to the Senator. 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] as to how we can keep out unde- 
sirable people; 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to in- 
terrupt him once more? 

Mr. PEFFER. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think the Senator and I disagree very 
much, but the difficulty is in securing the plan and pising itin 
operation. I think the Senatorfrom Massachusetts . HOAR 

so introduced a bill providing for consular certificates. 
Bere oval? that probably that would be an improvement upon 
our law. 

But I am told by those who are familiar with the subject that 


if we should leave the matter of selecting our rants to 
consular officers such as we have in the different ports from 
which immigrants sail, there is very much doubt whether we 


would not get more undesirable immigrants under such a sys- 
tem than we now get by inspection at our own ports. I myself 
confess that lam not satisfied upon that subject, and my idea 
has been in favor of consular inspection abroad. But when I 
have, as I have in my desk now, consular certificates and consu- 
lar invoices which have been left in blank for son bead agents 
to fill up, with the name of the consul and the consular seal upon 
them, which are sold for $2.50 in the market for export purposes, 
I begin to doubt whether we should get any better result in our 
immigration system if we were to submit the matter to the in- 
spection of our consuls. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Kansas permit me 
afew words? 

Mr. PEFFER. 8 

Mr. CHANDLER. I e occasion to say that there have 
been probably twenty-five or thirty billsintroduced arpa ne 
within the last four years proposing the restriction of immigra- 
tion through consular certificates. The subject which is 0 
up by this feature of the debate would r extensive discus- 
sion. I only wish now to say that the bill which was introduced 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], who served for a 
short time as a member of the Committee on Immigration, al- 
though he is not now a member of the committee, was a ver 
carefully pre bill, and one which, if it could be ado ted 
into law, or if the main features of it could be adopted into law, 
would do a great deal to check the tide of undesirable immigra- 
tion. 

I understand the Senator from Kansas to be in favor of check- 
ing immigration into this country. I have so unders him, 
and I trust I do not misstate his position when I term him a pro- 
tectionist, that he is in favor of using the taxing power of the 
Government to exclude foreign products made by cheap labor, 
and is also in favor of using the police power of the Government 
to keep undesirable immigrants out of the country. 

Mr. President, I think the tariff question and that of immi- 
gration are cognate subjects, although they are not exactly the 
same, and I have at times thought that in consequence of the 
suggestions of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] on the 
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other side of the Chamber, and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER], there oughtperhapsto be a few days giron during the 


consideration of the pending bill to the di of the immi- 
gration question. I myself have not as yet brought the subject 
within debate, but if the Senator from Kansas thinks the 
subject ought to be fully discussed in connection with the pend- 
1 ene it would be well to bring on such a discussion. 
> MRP: . Mr. President, this little digression empha- 
sizes the difficulties in the way of changing our immigration 
and naturalization laws. There isa great deal of objection to 
it, as I discovered early. Every time such a proposition is 
broached in this Chamber, if an is said about it at all, 
the same difficulties ap I have given attention to the sit- 
uation. I have given due weight to this difficulty. In answer 
to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] I said that I be- 
lieve every man and every woman is entitled to as much of the 
earth’s surface as is sufficient to keep him living. I do not 
believe that the earth or any part of it belongs to any one per- 
son in his own sole right, except only just enough to maintain 
him. I do not believe that when one nation takes land from 
another by force there is either right or justice in it. I do not 
believe that a nation has any right morally or 2 to foreibly 
take any portion of the earth’s surface from other people who 
have it. The natural rights of men and women are paramount 
to the legal right or the conquests of war. 

Starting out with that fundamental proposition of the equal 
rights of men, for me to defend here or elsewhere an indiscrim- 
inate prohibition ust foreigners coming tothe United States, 
when generations back all of my ancestry were fore rs, when 
all the inhabitants of the United States are descendants of for- 
eigners, and many of them foreigners now, would be an incon- 
sistency as well as a very disagreeable performance upon my 


t. 
Mos in view of all the facts I have stated, what are we todo? 
There was war yesterday or the day before in twelve States of 
the American Union—actual flagrant war. It all arises out of 
the fact that we have more working people in this country than 
we are able to em er 

That tells the whole story As to thesituationin the mineral 
regions, the men who have brought on these troubles are men 
who were striking for better wages or against a reduction of 
bat, 5 Then, in order to protect the ves in their contests 
with their employers, they said to the cheaper laborers, ‘* You 
shall not go into the mines and take our places. Go away, and 
we will settle the dispute and secure fair wages.” 

Then there was conflict. I heard it said one day, and elo- 
quently spoken from the very place where I now stand, that 
every man who wants to work in this country not only has a 
right to work, but that that right ought to be enforced by the 
whole power of the Government, if need be. To what will that 
lead us? The men who are out because their are not suf- 
ficient, say to other men, You shall notinterfere between us and 
our employers.” The men who are proposing to interfere are 
coming in to work for lower wages. Now, if the power of the 
Government is to be brought to bear to protect the men who 
come in to take lower wages, what are you going to do with the 
men on the outside? How are you going to keep the wages up, 
Mr. President? You can not do it in that way. 

I do not here defend the men who are on the outside quarrel- 
ing with the men who are going in. Iam not willing to dothat 
in the Senate; but if I were one of those men I believe I should 
do so, just as they have done. It is self-protection, and that is 
what we are talking about—protection of wages. Here are a 
thousand men being turned out of mines, being turned out of 
shops, because they are not willing to work for the wages which 
are offered. The say those wages are not sufficient, and they 
ought to know. Then the employer says, Here are cheaper 
men; let them come in.” 5 

The arm of the Government is used to protect these men. I 
ask again what are you going to do with the other men? Will 
— send them to prison and keep them there? Will you tax 

e people to them, to clothe them, and to feed them, and 
keep them in idleness? Had we not better, Mr. President, 
adopt some other method? Then you ask, What are yon going 
todoaboutit? That is what we are trying tosolve here. e 
not do it by ine duties upon woolen in order that 
we may give well-paid labor to a few of our people, and that the 
rest may go out apen the highways as tramps. Such men are 
dangerous men, Mr. President. There are at this hour 250,000 
men with arms in their hands in a dozen States in this country, 
ready at the drop of the hat to use those arms. 

The traveling bands are the most peaceful men in the world; 
nota * or a rifle or any other kind of firearms was found in 
a whole train load of men who passed through Kansas a week or 
two ago, 1 every one of those men is ready to fight at a 
moment’s notice. I tell you that when men are starving they 


are dangerous men. A man who has a spark of manhood leftin 
him with a wife or child or more beside him, is not going to 
stand up in the face of plenty and see the little ones starve; and 
Ishould not advise him to do it. Alone he is powerless, but 
when he meets his companions—five, ten, a hundred, or a thou- 


Tron sharpeneth iron, so a man sharpeneth the countenance of his friend. 


They constitute an army without banners, and they are dan- 
gerous. It is better for us as men, as statesmen, to look after 
these things, and now while we are disc this subject is a 
fit time to consider them. Hence, when I stand in the Ameri- 
can Senate and say that these things are driving me towards free 
trade, I say speak the truth. I do not see anyother way to solve 
this problem, unless we can restrict ration so as not to 
open our doors to the whole world. And if we can not restrict 
eee wages will have to be equalized. Ido not like the 
pros à 

Last summer I said to my Eastern neighbors that I represent 
in parta tagricultural region, one of the most beautiful por- 
tions of the earth that the sun shines upon, con a noble 
race of men, inheriting the best blood of Christendom, sober, in- 
dustrious, enterprising, great, big men. Weare near, very near 
the free-trade door. Our wheat and our corn go to a free-trade 
market, and you can not help us. If we could not afford to sell 
to you our wheat as cheaply as you can get it in Liverpool, you 
would buy it there. Youdo not buy anything from us unless we 
can sell it to you cheaper than you can get it from any other 
pines: Not in a spirit of unkindness, not in a spirit of malice, 

ut as neighbors and brethren we say to you that we want these 
things ewe pee in some way, and if you can not help us do not 
= 78 to help you. There is nothing unmanly about that. It 

So I say in this wool matter, if you want a duty upon manu- 
factured , give the farmer a duty upon wool. Senators 
on the other side who are doing me the honor to listen insist 
that they will give cheaper goods by 3 the duty off wool 
apply the same doctrine to manufactures and we shall have still 
c — goods. Ifyou say you want the duty for revenue, then 
divide it; give us some duty on wool and take some of the du- 
ties off of the manufac Take the duty ou are now 
proposing to place upon manufactured s and divide with 
the farmer. it is 50 per cent, divide it; put 30 per cent upon 
„ goods and 20 per cent on wool, and we will be 
satisfied. 

But I say to Senators in all frankness that if you put the 
entire duty upon manufactured goods and leave nothing on 
the farmer's wool, you will have trouble in your own ranks. 
You can not defend it before the people who sent you here. I 
can not defend such a policy before my people. If the farmer 
is to have free wool, give him free cloth. S for the wool- 
growers of Kansas, and I am satisfied that I may inciude the 
the entire number of woolgrowers in the country, they are will- 
ing to divide with you upon equitable terms. If the party now 
controlling the affairs of Government think that an average 
duty of 50 per cent on manufactures of wool is fair, if that is 
enough, strike an average; let the manufacturer have the lion's 
share, as he always gets it; let him have 30 per cent, and give 
us 20 percent. Then we can go back to our people satisfied 
that the Democratic majority have tried to treat the wool- 
growing interest teny: 

Mr. President, I a good deal more to say, but the day is 
far spent and I will stop with a very few more words. ve 
here a sample of wool in its finest form [exhibiting]. I wish to 
present it to the Senate for the purpose of showing to them that 
this is not something which grows upon trees; it is not some- 
thing that is drifted about by the wind; it is notsomething that 
comes up in a night like a mushroom; it is not a raw material 
but a finished product. It is an article that has been produced 
by hard labor and intelligent effort during a long period of 

ears. We have the finest wool product in the world, ready to 

transformed into cloth. Here is a great industry making 
this product. I ask the Senators from the South, 


necessary 
-who ought to be able to control their great party, to treat the 


industry of which this is a product, according to their pledges 
to the le, zga A That is all we ask, Mr. President. 

Mr. FARRIS. President, I venture to express the hope 
— shall make better progress with the bill to-morrow than 
Mr PLATT. We all aoe 80. 
Mr. HARRIS. Iam glad that we do all ho 
8 shall all concur in the effort. I move that 

he motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 4 minutes 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June 13, 
1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


s0, and I hope 
ə Senate do now 


1894. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


TUESDAY, June 12, 1894. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor- 
rected, and approved. 
LAWS OF UTAH. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from 
the secretary of the Territory of Utah, transmitting twò copies 
of the laws passed by the Legislative Assembly of Utah at its 
thirty-first session. i 

The SPEAKER. These volumes have been deposited in the 
Library for the use of the House. 


LAND GRANT, STATE UNIVERSITY, MISSISSIPPI. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R.5778) to 1 75 5 a deficiency in the 

rant of public lands to the State of ppi for the use of 
fhe State University. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment. ; 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Before the word “land,” in the forty-ninth line, insert the words ‘‘unoc- 
cupied and uninhabited,” so as to : “Out of the unoccupied and unin- 
halnted lands of the United States.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 


WETMORE & BRO., ST, LOUIS, MO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 210) 
for the relief of Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, Mo. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Treas is hereby directed to 

to Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, Mo., the sum of , being the amount 

2 t Ot fees due to them as attorneys in colored bounty cases, retained 
and covered into the Treasury. 


Mr. SAYERS. I wish to ask if this bill, ora similar bill, has 
been reported by the House committee? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I will state to the gentleman that 
this bill has passed the Senate several different times, and was 
twice unanimously reported by the House committee. It has 
not been reported by the committee of the present House, but 
was in the last Congress. The amount being very small, I was 
in hopes no objection would be raised to its present considera- 
tion, it having passed the House committee and the Senate in 
former Congresses. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have an 
explanation of this bill. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I would ask leave to state that this 
is for the payment of fees due to these attorneys in colored 
bounty cases, which were retained and covered into the Treas- 
ury and withheld without any authority whatever on the part 
of the Auditor. A bill for the relief of these parties has twice, 
Ithink, passed the Senate and has been twice favorably reported 
in the House. Itis money thatthey are clearly entitled to, and 
it has been so admitted by the Treasury Department. 


Mr. SAYERS. I suggest to the gentleman that he let it lie. 


npon the table until it can be investigated, and call it up here- 


ter. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Has the gentleman himself made a personal examination 
of the claim? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I have, sir; in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, at which time it was reported unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And after that personal examina- 
tion the gentleman thinks the bill should pass? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Ido. Itisa justand equitable claim, 
and has been so declared by both the Senate and the House re- 


peatedly. 
Mr. COOMBS. What is the amount covered by the bill? 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. Two hundred and twenty dollars. 
Mr. COOMBS. What is the purpose of the repayment? 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. It is for attorneys’ fees in colored 
bounty cases withheld improperly by the Auditor. 
Mr. COOMBS. How old is the claim? 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. Ten or twelve years, I think. 
Mr. SAYERS. Isuggest to the gentleman to let it lie on the 


table for the present, until investigation can be made of the 
matter. He can call it up to-morrow. 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. The amount being sosmall, I had hoped 


there would be noobjection. But Lask consent that it lie on the 
table for the present. 

There was no objection. 

SALARIES OF RAILWAY POSTAL CLERKS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 544) to 
reclassify and the salaries of the 1 olerks. 

Mr. B WS. Task unanimous consent t that bill lie 
on the table for the present. 

There was no objection. 

HIRAM SOMERVILLE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1301) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Hiram Somerville; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


NATIONAL HOME FOR COLORED PERSONS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7095) to provide 
for the erection of a national home for the aged and infirm col- 
ored persons, and for the maintenance of the inmates thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the sum of $100,000, out of all moneys, arrears of 
pay, and bounty which were dne the estates of deceased colored soldiers 
who served in the late war und were in the hands of the commissioner of 


hereby, a lated out ot any money in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise ge ey oP for the pu of anational memo: 
home for aged and co. and to aid in taining the in- 
mates of the same, the buil or d for said home to be 

the District of Columbia. upon lands by the association known as the 
Home for Aged and Infirm Colored Persons, a weap) going e duly inco: 
rated under and by virtue of the inco; tion laws of the District of Colum- 


deed of said property shall have been a of 
the United States, and until the associat: snall have given good and sum- 
aent paaa to be approved by the Attorney-General, conditioned upon the 


of their duties in the proper expenditure of the above- 


ans, cations, and contracts for the buildings to 
ome shall be submitted and subject to the approval ot 
the Secretary of War, and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and 
directed to pay the money hereby u priated to the association known 
as the Home for Aged and Infirm Colored Persons, in the manner provided 
for and upon the fulfillment of the terms of this act. 


Mr. COOMBS. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I ask some lanation of this bill. 

Mr. OUT. AITE. Mr. Speaker, a short explanation of the 
bill would about comprise what the report embodies, and if 
there is no objection I ask for the reading of the report. 

— — SEE In the absence of objection, the report will 
read. 

The report (by Mr. OUTHWAITE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
7095) to provide for a national home for aged and infirm colored persons, 
and for the maintenance of the tes thereof, have had the same under 
consideration and beg to submit the following report: 

The pres of the is to provide for the establishment of a national 
home for aged and infirm colored e, and a sum of money now lying in 
the Treasury of the United States w.) is due the estate of deceased colored 
soldiers is sought to be used for this purpose. A joint resolution was passed 

Congress in 1867 (see Statutes at Large, volume 15, pago 29) which - 
ed that all moneys certified to be due colored soldiers 4 ‘be paid to 
thecommissioners of the Freedman's Bureau. 5 

At that time most of the coaren ya e from the Southern States who 
would be entitled to this money that been slaves, had no individual rela- 
oot and where they had,it was im ible to trace it. The law now 
governing the pro r adjudication of these claims requires that the heirs 
of the d colored soldier must prove lawful relation 
by record evidence, and that to be certifled to by a notary public or clerk of 
the court in the several States, but as no marriage record was ever kept of 
the slaves it is impossible that the law can be complied with; so that in a 

at many instances the proper proof can not be made. The Second Au- 
rood of the Treasury in 1892, in his annual report, makes the following state- 
ment: 

When the Bureau (referringto the Freedman's Bureau) was discontinued 
in 1872 the un ed balance of said funds was turned over to the adju- 
tant-General’s Department for disbursement, and every effort was made to 
find the persons entitled thereto. In many instances it was ascertained 
thatthe payees were dead, and in all such cases the funds were_held for 
seven years and then repaid into the 
the death of the pay 


amount remaining unclaimed be: 
Your committee find that while ail of the money has been claimed (and in 
many instances as many as ten persons from as many different States filed 
claims as the lawful heirs of one deceased soldier) since the date of that re- 
rt there still remains in the Treasury atleast $300,000, which, under exist- 
— conditions, can never be paid out on account of the utter fol of 
the proof ed to esta the claims. There have been m ré- 
quests made by the colored people generally to apply the sum for the ad- 
vancement and benefit of their race, but as there was no law in existence 
whereby this money could be so used no 8 Was ever made. 
District of Columbia formed 
urpose of establishing and maintaining a home for 
vate sub- 
ble home 
TTC 
& PO: of the ustly, eq und iega. 
longs to the colored people. There is no question but that the aged colored 
people who were once slaves are more subject to and require 
charitable aid more t) other of people in the United States, anë 
as it is not the province ‘of this Government to establish charitable institu- 
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tions, but rather assist those n in the District, these people 
suffer for want of an institution of their own. A pì 

There are at the present time only ten colored le permitted admit- 
tance in the charitable institutions in the District of Columbia on unt 
of alack of accommodations, and those are provided for in the basement 
of the Children’s Asylum on Eighth street; therefore it iseminently proper 
that they should receive recognition to such an extentas will enable them 
to care for the needy and aged of their own race out of the funds which re- 
ally belong to them, and are withheld in the United States A 

By taking this money for the purpose set out, it is only gi the colored 
people the benefit and use of the fund that rightfully belongs to them, and 
which, if not a 8 for their use, or some other, will lie idle in 
the Treasury of the 


nited States until some Sg soo is made of it. The 
fact should clearly be borne in mind that this fund would be 


to the 
heirs of the deceased colored soldiers if proper proof could 8 but 
inasmuch as the requirements of the 1 can not be complied with, 
and satisfactory regulations as to identification of the claimants can not be 
now be made, unless some legislative action is taken whereby the money can 
be utilized for the benefit of these people it will remain where it is, and the 
race of people who are entitled toevery penny of it will be deprived of what 
is justlyduethem. The total number of colored soldies who served during 
the war Was 186,017, distributed among the several States as follows: 


23,708 
20, 183 
17, 869 
8,718 
8, 612 


AP. 


PPA AP nS 


RRSaseRsSslqsessnsasasze 


Pee 


Now, the sum pope to be appropriata in this bill and for this institu- 
tion and for the benefit of the co! Dennie of the country is less than 60 
conte Yd each colored soldier who served in the Federal cause during the 
rebellion. 

If it were not for the difficulties in the way of individuals making their 
proof to entitle them to the payment of their just claims against the Gov- 
ernment there would not be so many instances among the people req 


ce. 
Therefore, it appears to this committee that there can be no just and rea- 
sonable objection to the of the country contributing in this man- 


ner for the object of this bill out of the F aig N earnings of the colored peo- 
— A forever remain unpaid to the owners thereof through no 
‘ault of theirs. 
The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. I would like to ask first as to the amount of 
the appropriation contained in the bill? 

Mr. Bu HWAITE. One hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. COOMBS. What is the amount of this fund on hand? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Two hundred and forty thousand dollars, 
as I understand. 4 

Mr. HULL. Two hundred and forty thousand dollars was un- 
claimed, but the total amount repaid is $504,000. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, that is true; I thank my colleague 
for the suggestion. 

Mr. COOMBS. This does not use the whole of that fund? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Notatall. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is it supposed to be for the colored people of 
all sections of the country? 
$ Mr. OUTHWAITE. es; all are admitted. 

ome, 

Mr. PICKLER. How is it to be governed? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. By a board of trustees which has been 
already incorporated, consisting of colored citizens of the Dis- 
trict. They have obtained a site by purchase through subscrip- 
tion already made. They expect to continue the present system 
throughout the country of obtaining subscriptions for the bene- 
fit of maintaining the institution. 

Mr. HULL. As T understand, this board is com of repre- 
sentatives from all the colored churches of the District of Colum- 


It is a national 
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bia. It is under the control of the religious denominations of 
the 8 of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PO . Iunderstand that the bill proposes to give 
away this money for the pu of a home for aged and infirm 
colored people,on the coat that the colored soldiers were un- 
able to prove their legitimacy. i 

Mr. HWAITE. Not the colored soldiers, but those 
people who are claiming to be heirs of certain colored soldiers. 

. POWERS. Now, is it not just as easy to formulate some 
legislation that will do away with the red-tape regulations 
which cut off that proof, and to enable the heirs to get this 
money. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is not; because there are conflicting 
claims. There are in some instances as many as ten claims 
pending against the same sum. You know that the colored peo- 
ple, who were slaves, in moving about changed their names, and 

t would be impossible to arrive at any certainty with regard to 
the proper heirs of many of these persons. 

Mr. POWERS. You areproposing to give away the fund that 
belongs to these heirs. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Notto give itaway atall, but to put into 
use for the benefit of this race that fund which they have been 
unable individually to draw from the Treasury, owing to the im- 
possibility of establishing their claims. 

Mr. POWERS. That fund is in the Treasury, clothed with a 
sort of trust, in favor of the heirs of colored soldiers. 

Mr. BRETZ. Yes; but you can not establish who the heirs 
are. 

Mr. POWERS. Is there any difficulty about framing some 
regulations by which these heirs may be excused from making 
technical proof? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. There is great difficulty, because there 
is no way of establishing who are the heirs in a large number of 
instances. è : 

Mr.COOMBS. In other words, as long as this fund remains 
there it can never be of any use to them. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. That is the fact. 

17 5 HULL. There are $240,000 of this fund not claimed at 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is this a winding up of 
the old Freedman’s Bureau, established a while after the war? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. It is. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
sup d to be lost? 

r. OUTHWAITE. No, funds paid back. 
Mr. HULL. Pay due to colored soldiers, which has not been 


claimed. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. There is no way to get it 
out of the Treasury, excepting by a special enactment of this 
sort? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for unani- 
mous consent? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to hear the bilf read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The bill has been read, 
sore CANNON of Illinois. Ihave just sent for a copy of the 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have a copy of the bill, which the gen- 
tleman can have. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. (Examining the bill). I just wish 
to glance at this bill. Mr. Speaker, this thing ought not to be 
rushed through. If it is right, let us know it; and if it is wrong, 
let us know it. The light is not going to hurt it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am TONAS to throw all the light upon 
the subject that I can. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to ask the gentleman if it 
is contemplated here in the Districtof Columbia, outof the Na- 
tional Treasury, to found a national home for aged colored peo- 
ple, to be supported from the National Treasury? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is not expected to support it from 
the National Treasury; and, answering the gentleman correctly 
it is not proposed to establish this ‘home out of the Nation 
Treasury, but this is afund which was paid back from the Freed- 
man’s Bureau—unclaimed amounts. It isa portion of that fund, 
the unclaimed portion of $504,000 which was paid back by the 
Freedman’s Bureau, the amount then remaining unclaimed being 
$240,233. This is $100,000 of that. Now as to the other prop- 
osition, itis distinctly not proposed tosupport this institution out 
of the National Treasury. There is an organization of the col- 
ored people of the country, which organization expects to sup- 
port Ie and which has 5 so far as to procure the neces- 
sary land for a site. the gentleman has any doubt about that 
proposition, I am quite willing to offer, and to have passed, an 
amendment at the proper place, providing that this institution 
shall not become a charge upon the Treasury of the United 
States. 


In connection with funds 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. At any time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think that if the bill is to be con- 
sidered that is an apt amendment, because my experience and 
observation have been that all institutions, charitable or semi- 
charitable, national or otherwise, founded in the District, in an 
exceedingly short space of time come to depend purely upon the 
Treasury of the United States and of the District. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I will offer an amendment at the 
end of the 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Ohio will pardon me, 
I understand this fund is the remainder of the Freedman’s Bank 
deposits that have not been claimed under the act of distribu- 
tion that is now in the Treasury. Of course it has been used in 
the general expenditures. It is not a distinct sum that is set 
apart, except as a matter of bookkeeping. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Maine has a mis- 
apprehension as to the origin of this fund. It is not that par- 
ticular fund that the gentleman refers to, but is a fund made up 
of the unclaimed amounts due to the heirs of soldiers of the late 
war for pay, or bounty, or prize money which those heirs are in- 
capable of making satisfactory proof for 

r. DINGLEY. Ah! that is a different fund. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE (continuing). That is held in the Treas- 


ury. 
“hae. DINGLEY. It has been expended, except as a matter of 
bookkee ing. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I suppose the gentleman desires to refer 
to the condition of the Treasury at this time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the case with all these funds. How 
is it contemplated that this institution will be supported, outside 
of what may come from this fund. Of course in the future there 
is to be a jarge expenditure going on. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will repeat what I have said twice be- 
fore—that there is an organization of the colored citizens of the 
country, which organization is incorporated and has already 
made subscriptions large enough to buy a considerable tract of 
land for the establishmentof that institution. That corporation 
orpoa to suppor the inmates of that institution by obtaining 
su iptions from the colored people of the country. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then it is not to be confined to ex-soldiers, 


but it is for all dependent and destitute colored people? 
85 OUTHWAITE. All infirm and aged helpless colored 
people. 


r. DINGLEY. And the bill is guarded so that there can be 
no claim for the maintenance of the institution hereafter? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. With the amendment suggested by the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is there any limitation as to the number 
that shall come from the States? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not at all. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. My State could fill up any two such in- 
stitutions. What are you going to do when there are more ap- 
plicants for admission than you can accommodate? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is like all other charitable institu- 
tions—when it is full you will have to wait until the number of 
inmates is reduced. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Have you not made some provision that 
there shall be so many from each State? 

w Nef at ihe ote We did not enter into a scope as wide 
as that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I did not feel at liberty to object to 
the consideration of this bill, but I want to say to the gentleman 
that, notwithstanding the amendment he places in this bill 
that the Government shall not be responsible, the Government 
starts with a direct appropriation of $100,000 out of its Treasury. 
That is all there is of it. 

Mr, BRETZ. It is not a Government fund. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly it is a Government 
fund; and every dollar, notwithstanding this appropriation, that 
may be required to be paid by colored people would have to be 
paid. The Government starts with an appropriation of $100,000 
to begin with this building, and I have no doubt, notwithstand- 
ipg the amendment the gentleman proposes to put in, that next 
year and the year after, and for a generation, this charity will 
come to Congress for its exclusive support at the handsand from 
the coffers of the General Government. 

Mr. HAYES. Not exclusive support. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Substantially exclusive; and con- 
sequently I want to say to my friend that while I shall not ob- 
ject, as the Government has to foot the bills, I would suggest to 
TER if we are to authorize this charity, does he think it per- 
unre better that the Government take charge of it and adminis- 

r itt 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the-engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. : 

Mr. SAYERS, Unasiimous consent has not been granted. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair submitted the request. The 
Chair understood there was no objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I wish to offer an amendment, at the end 
of the first section of the bill, line 22, by adding this proviso. 

Provided, that this home shall not become a charge any time upon the 
United States Treasury. 

Mr. HULICK. M SA will notice that in line 11, on 
the first the bill not only appropriates for the erection of 
a national memorial home for aged colored people, but to aid in 
the maintenance of that home. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is to be done out of this fund. 

Mr. HULICK. It states that it is to be done out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise n 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the usual language. 

Mr. HULICK. It does not refer to this fund. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the usual language. 

Mr. HULICK. It should be“ not otherwise appropriated out 
of this fund.” 3 

Mr. SAYERS. Thatamendment ought to be made. 

Mr. HULICK. Isuggest that amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. It must be done before unanimous consent is 


given. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio suggests an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 11, after the word “same,” insert the words out of said fund.“ 


Mr’ HULICK. That will make it consistent with the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I will accept that amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

i on the word same,“ in line 11, insert the following: out of said 
unid.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULICK. It ay Peete to me, Mr. Speaker, that another 
amendment is required in the line previous to that, where it 
says, ‘‘hereby appropriated out of any money in the United 
States Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” Would it not be 
well to make the same amendment there, so that it would read 
“out of said fund?” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; because the money is not kept sepa- 


rate. 

Mr. MURRAY. What amount of money does the gentleman 
from Ohio say there is? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Two hundred and forty thousand two 
hundred and thirty-three dollars remained unclaimed. The 
amount paid back was five hundred and four thousand, but the 
portion which remained unclaimed is $240,233. The total amount 
repaid into the Treasury was $504,000. 

fr. MURRAY. And it has been all reclaimed except two 
hundred and forty thousand? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. It has not been proved up at all, 
but there was still this amount of $243,233 unclaimed. —. 

Mr. HULL. The $264,000 that has been claimed is claimed 
by a large number of different persons with conflicting inter- 
ests, so that practically it is in the same position of the $240,000 
that is unclaimed. In other words, it has been demonstrated 


-| that the claimantscan not make the proof that will entitle them 


to draw even the two hundred and sixty-four thousand from the 
Si cag 

Mr. MURRAY. So that practically there is $500,000. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes; about half a million dollars, 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, I think this is a very worthy 
cause. There are in this District and all over this country a 
large number of colored people who have no institutions of the 
kind proposed in this bill, where they can be taken care of when 
they are unable to take care of themselves. I am in favor of 
pape | some disposition of this money for the benefit of the 
colored people, and I think there are fA iv many worthy causes 
thatare su 7 for want of the aid that it would afford. I am 
in favor of establishing this home in the District of Columbia 
for aged and infirm colored people, and I shall vote for this bill, 
because I think the fund is sufficient for that purpose, and also 
to do what I want done with the balance. The colored people 
of this country need, more than anything else at this time, in- 
stitutions in which they can be trained industrially. We want 
industrial institutions for our people, and while the States have 
done a great deal for the education of the colored people, they 
have not established such institutions. 

We have two very laudable institutions, one at Hampton, Va., 
which is doing a great work, and the other at Tuskegee, Ala. I 
think those two are doing more than any other institutions of 
the kind in the whole country. I think they are meeting the 
conditions and requirements of the times better than any others. 
I believe that a people’s training ought to be in keeping with 
their condition, and, as I have said, I believe that what our 
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people need most of all now is industrial training. I think that 
the balance of this $500,000. and the amount that is coming tothe 
colored people from the unclaimed funds of the Freedman's 


Bank should be appropriated to establish and maintain indus- | 


trial schools in three or four different sections of the Southern 
country. 

As 155 this particular bill and its objeot, we find in this Dis- 
triot, and not only in this Distriet but throughout the country, 
a large number of colored people who are in needy circumstances 


and who require aid. There are a great many institutions for 


the care of the needy and suffering from which the colored peo- 
ple are excluded, and of course we are desirous of having some 
laces of our own where we can take care of our aged and infirm. 
Fam satisfied that no better use can be made of this money than 
to appropriate a portion of it for the object set forth in this bill, 
but I give notice that later I shall prepare and introduce a bill 
to appropriate all the unclaimed funds in the Treasury belong- 
ing to colored people, to establish industrial institutions for the 
education and training of the colored youth of the country. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio, which will be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of section 2 the following: 

Provided, That this institution shall not become a charge upon the United 
States Treasury at any time. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an 
amendment, adding at the close of section 2: 

Provided, That if residents of the District of Columbia become inmates of 
said home, and are supported in whole or in part by spe andere wise made 
by Congress, one-half of said appropriations shall be a charge upon the rev- 
ennes of the District of Columbia. - 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I shall not object to that amendment, 
though I think it is holding out an invitation to ask an appro- 
priation for this District to support its inmates of this institu 
tion. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois so as to provide that the en- 
tire appro priation shall be made out of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict. I want to protect the General Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why do you do that? 

Mr. SAYERS. If the inmates come altogether from the Dis- 
trict then the District ought to pay the expense. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But they will not comeal- 
together from the District. 

e SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] by 


=e lunatic lee oer . ~ = Districtare made up entirely 
of persons from the District ambia; he might say the same 
‘of the Soldiers’ Home. ; Procter 
Mr. TAYLOR of indiana. o idea of “infirm” people com- 
5 States to this District to become inmates of this 
ution! 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call for the previous question on the 
bill and amendments. 
The previous question was ordered. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SAYERS 
to the amendment of Mr. CANNON of Illinois, it was agreed to. 
The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. CAN- 


NON of Illinois as amended. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
mont ba amended be read, as many gentlemen do not under- 

2 ee ee ee as amended was read, as follows: 

ronided, That if resid: 

of said 2 dere ee — a „ 5 
. expenses be a charge upon the citizens ðf the Dis- 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment as 
amended, there Were on a division (called for by Mr. SANERS)— 
ayes 43, noes 4S. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There is no quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CANNON of Illinois and Mr. 
OUTHWAITE. were e 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I make a point of order on the amend- 
Bene to the amendment, that it is inconsistent with the amend- 
ment—— 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to make a point of order. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 69, noes 87. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. We may just as well havea roll call. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the point of “nd 
quorum ” is still insisted upon. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the yeas and nays, as the gen- 


| tleman from Illinois wants them. 


Mr. CANNON of IIlinois. ‘The yeas and nays, I presume 
would come necessarily, if there is — uorum. N K 
The yeas and nays were ordered, Mr. OUTHWAITE and Mr. 
CANNON of Illinois appointed as tellers, to act during the 
call of the roll. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois, I ask that some one better ac- 
3 than myself with the members may take my place asa 
er, 
The SPEAKER ointed Mr. LOUDENSLAGER in place of 
we, 3 of Tilinols. y 
e question was taken; and there were—yeas 113, nays 107 
answered **present” 4, not voting 128; as follows: at : 
YEAS—113. 


stri out all after the word Oon and inserting the entire ex- 
pense s! be a charge against the revenues of the District ot Columbia.“ ek 8 Tex. Kem, Post, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wish to be heard a mo- Aicxander, — moea Enos, 

mer. OUTHWAITE {desi th Bailey, Gravion lence Hebert, Ta 
v. 2 esire to move the previous question, ’ vreh bine T, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. T want to be heard, and | Baidein  Gurtis, Kans, Tinton, Bama Ga. 
have been recognized. The gentleman from Tetas Mr. SAYERS] | Bankhead, Davis, 2 Sea 
has stated that nobody is to get the benefit of this institution | Partie De Armond, Maddox, 
except residents of the District of Columbia. Bell, Galo. Dinko Marvin, N. Y 5 

Mr. SAYERS, That is my understanding. Bell, Tex, BRamunds, MeCui Stockdale, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But that is not the case. Biko 5 al. McDannold, cae Ky. 
The inmates are to come from all the States of the Union, if | Boon Ga. . Epa! n d 
they can get in; and the District of Columbia ought not to be Branch, Forman, McRae, Tate. 
saddled with the expense of taking care of the indigent people | Breckinridge, Ky. Pyan, Meredith, Taylor, 2 
of the States. I think my friend from Texas, in view of this | proceeds ost T my 8 
fact, will not insist on his amendment. We have made an agree- | Brown, Grimn. Murray, Turner, 
ment with the District of Columbia to pay one-half of the ex- Bryan. aroue ay Terne, 
penses of the District; that agreement has been in existence for Cabaniss 8 eden. ——.— 
sixteen years, and we ought to live up to it. There is no occa- on, Cal. 
sion to add to the bill such a provision as the gentleman from | Cannon. Ul. Henderson, N. C. 

Texas proposes; and I hope he will not insist upon it. 8 * 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I think wherever the inmates come | Coreen, Ikirt, | 
from the District of Columbia—— . Jones. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Les; but they come from NAYS—107. 
zie, SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, as] caught th ading Bauer, N.i Commish, 

ri r. Speaker, as I caught the re of this 5 Cn 
bill its pu is to provide for indigent colored people of the | Binghüz 1 7 — 
District of Columbia. On z i Bower, e Fee 
Seve EMBERS. no. 

Mr. SAYERS. If that is not the case— 5 8 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is the practical effect; there is no —.— Doolittle, 

vision by which the States can have their fair proportion of | Cadmus, Dunphy. 
[amates. —— Bar deres 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Yes, that is practically the effect, | Ohickering, Ellis. Oregon 
whatever the w ofthe bill may be. RA — 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How is it „ the practical | 8°)? 17. alder 


effest?” The gentleman might as well say that the tes of 


rank, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Ind. Outhwaite, Ritchie, Tawney, 
McCreary, K Page. Taylor, Tenn. 
M A Payne, pe, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
McEttrick, Walker, 

Se Pendleton, W. Va. Sperry. Beek 
aguy, * „ 
Meyer, vephenson, W. 
Money, Reyburn. Stone, W. A. Wolverton, 
Northway, Richards, Ohio Sweet, ‘Woomer. 
O'Neil, Mass. Richardson, Tenn. Tarsney 
ANSWERED “PRESENT'"'— 
Blair, Dingley, Hartman, Russell, Conn. 
NOT VOTING—123. 
Dockery. Lisle. She 
Aitken, Draper, Lockwood, Sibley, 
Alderson, E Ky. Loud, Sic 
Allen, English, N. J. Magner. Simpson. 
Apsley, Enloe, Marshall, grass, 
8 ck, Fonsi McCleary, Minn. Stevens 
a bcoc! ary, x 
es, Gilet, N. Y. cGann, Stone, C. W. 
Belden, Goodnight, McKeighan, Storer, 
Beltzhoover, Gresham McMillin, Straus 
Black, rosvenor, Meiklejohn, Strong, 
er, Mercer, pm 
Boatner, Hall, Mo. Mon ; bott, Md. 
Boutelle, $ Moon, Terry, 
Bowers, Cal. Harter, Morse, Tracey, 
Breckinridge Ark. Hatch, Moses, Turpin. 
Brosius, Heard, Mutchier, Te 
Bundy, Heiner, Newlands, 2 
Burnes, Henderson, III. Oates, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Caminetti, Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Mo. Wadsworth, 
ii pburn, PRUNAS Mast ngton, 
Ca: G as 
an” Hicks, Powers, Wells, 
Hines, Randall, Wever, 
Clarke, Ala. Hitt, Rayner, Wheeler, TI. 
kran, Hopkins, II. Reilly, White, 
Cooper, Fia. Mich. ting, 
“om Johnson, Ohio Robins on, Pa. Vison, Ohio 
oper, Wis. ‘ore, us ‘a. 
——— Kribbs, Woodard. 
Curtis, N. Y. Lane, £ Wright, Mass. 
iels, Lefever. Shaw, Wright, Pa. 


So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, my col- 
league, Mr. SNODGRASS, is detained from the House by illness, 
and I ask leave of absence for him during the day. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEM. Iask that my colleague, Mr. MCKEIGHAN, be ex- 
cused on account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McKAIG. Lask that my colleague, Mr. TALBOTT, be ex- 
‘cused on account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

The following pairs were announced. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. Curtis of New York. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. HITT. 

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. Moses with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts, 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. SORG with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. AVERY. : 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. DOCKERY with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD with Mr. AITKEN. 

1775 BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of IIIi- 
nois. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. VAN Vooruts of New York. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. CHILDS. 

Mr. OLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS, 

778 LAND 42 755 en MORSE. 

„HALL. of Missouri with Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. 

Mr, TYLER with Mr. MERCER. 

For this day: 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. WELLS with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. STORER. 

. ENGLISH with Mr. BUNDY. 
ji oo of Maryland with Mr. PHILLIPS. 
. ox of Illinois with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. TERRY with Mr. WANGER. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. S , Lam paired with the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE}. If he were present I would vote 
aye. AA 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The bill was ordered to beengrossedand read a third time; and 
was accordingly read the third tıme. 

The question recurred upon the passage of the bill. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ofera motion to recom- 
mit the bill to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. With instructions? 

Mr. DEARMOND. Without instructions. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill did not come from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and that committee have no jurisdic- 
tion of the subject. I make the point of order against the mo- 
tion. They do not want the bill, and it does not belong to them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
from Missouri that the motion would be to commit the bill to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I make that modification of the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, to commit the bill to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make the point oforder, 
Mr. Speaker, against that motion. A motion to recommit a bill, 
after or before the previous question is ordered on the passage 
of the bill, is admissible under the rule; but I doubt whether a 
motion to commit to a separate committee would come within 
the purview of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides that— 


It shall be in order pending the motion for, and after the previous ques- 
tion shall have been ordered, for the Speaker to entertain and submit a 
motion to commit with instructions, ete. 


The gentleman from Missouri moves to commit this bill to the 
committee without instructions. 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
DE ARMOND) there were—ayes 44, noes 113, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the age of the bill as amended. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. DE ARMOND) there were— 
ayes 102, noes 29. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. DE AR- 
MOND and Mr. OUTHWAITE as tellers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman insists upon the de- 
mand we may as well have the yeas and nays. That is, I sup- 
pose, the REY in making the point, = 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Ihave simply made the point that there 
is no quorum. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. OUTHWAITE and Mr. DE AR- 
en be as tellers atthe desk. r 

ə question was taken; and there were—yeas 148, na 
answered ‘‘present” 2, not voting 150; as follows: Ae he \ 


YEAS—148, 
Adams, Pa. Covert, cks, 
Alexander, Cox, Hooker, N. Y, Northway, 
Arnold, Crain, Hopkins, Pa Ogden, 
Bae Gni Beak 9 
ead, artis, Kans. 
Bartholdt, Dalzell, Hulick, 8 
tt. Davey. Hunter, P. 
2 Davis, r Payne, 
Bell, Colo. De t, 5 Pearson, 
z Dolliver, z ohnson, 2 Pence, 
ovan, ohnson, Pendleton, 
Black, Ga Doolittle, Kiefer, Pendleton, W, 
2 Dunphy, 2 
OW, am, Pigot 
Bowers, Cal. English, Cal. —— Pos 8 
Brickner, Epes, Layton, 
Broderick, Everett, Linton, 
aye . * 838 Reyb 
urn, 
Burrows, Funston, Lucas, Richards, Ohio 
822 Gardner, Maguire, Ritchi 
8 „ 8. 
Campbell, Geary, on, 
Cannon, J Marsh, mith, 
Cannon, III. Gillett, Mass. Martin, Ind. perry, 
Oatchings, Marvin, N. Y. S 
Causey, Graham, McAleer, henson, 
Chickering, Grout, Call. Taylor, Ind. 
Clancy, Grow, McCulloch, Taylor, Tenn. 
onono Hall, Minn. McDowell, War 
een, $ Dow. arner. 
Cogswell, Hare, McEttrick, Waug 
Conn, Harris, McKaig, We 
8 Hartman, McKeighan, ‘Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooper, — — * 0 McRae, yu 
don — Hermann, Money, Woomer, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 12, 


NAYS—52. 
Abbott, De Armond, Latimer 8 
in Edmunds, Matlocy, Sto 1 — 
muni Ory, me, 
Bell, Tex. Aman, McCreary, Ky. Strait, 
Bretz, Fithian, McDannold, Talbert, S. C. 
Brown, Forman, Meredith, Tarsney, 
Bunn. Grady, Mor, Tate, 
Cabaniss, Hammond, Neil Turner, Ga. 
Clark, Mo. olman, Patterson, Turner, Va. 
Cobb. Ala, Hooker, Miss. Reilly. Walker, 
Cockrell. Hutcheson, Robbins, Wil III. 
Crawford, Jones, Russell, Ga. W. 
Culberson. Kyle, Shell, W. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—2. 
Dingley, Russell, Conn. 
NOT VOTING—150. 
Adams, Ky. Ellis, Ky. Loud, Simpson, 
tken, Ellis, Oregon Magner, Sipe. 
Alderson, English, N. J Marshall, Snodgrass, 
Aldrich, nloe, cCleary, Minn Somers, 
*. ee 1 Sorn 
ey, ear, Lau vens, 
Avery, Gillet, N. X. McMillin, Stone, C. W. 
Babco Goldzier. McNagny, Stone, W. 
Baker, N. H. Goodnight, Meiklejohn, Storer, 
ês, Gresham, Mercer. Straus, 
Belden, Griffin, Milliken, Strong, 
Beltwzhoover, Grosvenor, Montgomery, Swanson, 
Black, Il Hager, Moon, Sweet, 
Bland, er, Morse, Talbott, Md. 
Boatner, Hall, Mo. Moses, Tawney, 
atari Harmer, Mutchler, Terry, 
Bower, N. C. Harter, Newlands, Thomas, 
Branch, Hatch, Tracey, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Hayes, O'Neill, Mo. Tucker, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Heard, Paynter, Turpin, 
Brosius, Heiner, Perkins ee 
Burnes Henderson, Towa Powers’ Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
urnes, erson, Io’ owers, an Voor 
8 Bes rufa =e 
pe ‘epburn, ndall, > 
Caru Hines, Rayne ashington, 
Silas 1 ins. Ill marcan, Mich. cleas 
Clarke, Ala. opkins, rtso ever. 
‘ y Robinson, Pa. Wheeler, IIL 
Cooper, Ind. Johnson, Ohio Rusk. te, 
per, Tex, Kem, Saas ting, 
Cooper, Wis. re, ermerhorn, Wilson, Ohio 
Curtis, N. Y. bs, n Wilson, W. Va. 
Daniels, Lane, Settle, Wolverton, 
Dinsmore, Lefever, Shaw, Wright, 
Dockery, Lester, Sherm: Wright, Pa. 
Draper, Lisle, Sibley, 
Dunn, Lockw Sickles. 
So the bill was d. 
The following additional pair was announced: 


Mr. SAYERS with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsyivania, on this 
vote. > 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid upon the table. 
BENJAMIN F. JONES. 


Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
unanimous conent to have a bill involving a very small amount 
considered. I desired to ask this consent earlier in the day, but 
have been prevented. I ask first that the bill be read, and then 
the report, which is very brief. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill and report will be read if there be 
no objection, after which the Chair will submit the request of 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas ata time, to wit, the 22d day of April, anno Domini 1883, when Ben- 
jamin F. Jones was postmaster at the town of Beauregard, Miss. the said town 


Was totally destroyed by a cyclone and every buil: in thetown swept away 
Including the buliding office was t 


posited in said post-office building, which said Jones was compelled to make 
— — to sald town 


to the town of Wesson, 1 mile from Beauregard, pidge said B. F. 
to trans esson to Beaure- 
97, which the 


court, an 
erefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treas be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause to be paid to the said Benjamin F. Jones, 
the Freasury of the United Staves not otherwise appropriated, the sure of 

0 of the tes noto appropria e sum o 
@97 in consideration of the aforesaid loss and Darton 5 


The report (by Mr. BUNN) was read, as follows: 


The facts are that 
Miss. On the 22d day of April, 1883, 


acyclone. The town yed. 5 
ing the mall for that point, ceased to deliver the mail there, but dellvered it 


at W. a station 1 mile 2 
ah — ap — — — 88 ere was no provision for transporting 
The postmaster, this claimant, carried the mail for thirty-four days be- 
tween said points; for twenty-three days of the time he had to employ & ve- 
hicle at #2 per day, and the remaining eleven days carried the mail on his 
back. He claims 81.50 per day for his services for thirty-four days (#51) and 
$46 for vehicle, the sum of $97, total amount claimed in the bill. 
There is no doubt that the service was performed, and your committee is 
of the opinion it was worth the amount claimed. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is there any communication from the Post- 
Office Department in reference to this claim? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Ihavenoneatall. It has been 
here a long time, always réported unanimously from every com- 
mittee to which it was referred. There is no question of the 
facts stated. All the napers show it. s 

Mr. LOUD. I remember this case before the Committee on 
Claims, but my impression is that it was amended, fixing the 


service at a dollar a day. 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. There is nothing of the kind 


in the report. 
UD. Ishall have to object to it unless the reduction 


Mr. L 
is made. > 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman will not 
make that objection. I have stood here a long time trying to 
get this little claim through. It has been pending here five or 
six years, and has swaye been unanimously reported by the 
committee having it in charge. - 

Mr. LOUD. I will consent to a dollar a day. 

Mr. COX. I will suggest to the gentleman that he do that. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I do not know of any amend- 
ment having been adopted in the committee. There is nothing , 
in the papers to show that any such amendment was adopted. 

Mr. LOUD. Unless that amendment is accepted, I shall ob- 


ject. 
What is it that the gentleman 


Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
wishes to do? 

Mr. LOUD. I want to allow a dollar a day for the carrying 
of the mail—thirty-four days. 

The SPEAKER. Is there abjection to the request for the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. LI object, unless that condition is accepted. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The gentleman from California 
(Mr. Loup] withdraws his objection to the bill just read. Iac- 
cept the amendment suggested by him. 

he SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? : 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Will 
ment which he proposes? 

Mr. LOUD. e amendment is to give $1 a day for the num- 
ber of days the mail was carried. 

The SPEAKER. But there is a provision in the bill for so 
much per day and so much for the vehicle. 

Mr. LOUD. Iunderstand that the bill was reported from the’ 
subcommittee, allowing simply $1 a day for thirty-four days. 

Mr. COGSWELL. This is a question of thirty-four half-dol- 
lars, and I think we will save money by passing the bill without 
discussing the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. But there is a provision in the bill to pa 
for the use of a vehicle. Thegentleman will please send up his 
amendment. A 

Mr. LOUD. My amendment is to strike out the total amount 
carried by the bill, which I believe is $97, and to insert $34. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands the gentleman's 
proposition, itis to make the total amount carried by the bill $34. 

r. LOUD. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is to strike out the amount 
named in the bill and to insert in lieu thereof $34. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrosssd and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CONSTRUCTION OF A MILITARY ROAD. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 7419) in lieu of H. R. 6920 for the construc- 
tion of a military road from the city of El Paso to Fort Bliss, Tex.; 
which was read a first and second time, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, ARK. 


Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on Public Lunds, reported 
a bill (S. 513) granting the use of certain lands in the Hot Springs 


the gentleman indicate the amend- 
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Reservation, in the State of Arkansas, to the Barry Hospital; 
which was read a first and second time, and, with the accompa- 
nying. report, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

CERTAIN LANDS IN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, ARK. 

Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
a bill (H. R. 3374) to sell certain lands in Montgomery County, 
Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal Church South; which wasread 
a first and second time, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 1 

A bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize construction 
of a bridge at Burlington, Iowa, approved August 6, 1888, and 
amended by act approved February 21, 1890. 

A bill H. N 27 10) for the relief of the heirs of Edward Mor- 
rison aud Nellie Morrison, now deceased. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was Si to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts 
in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
6913) making appropriation for current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, 
and for other pur 3 

The CHAIRMAN. On Friday, when the committee rose, 
the committee was dividing on an amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MORAER) The point of no quo- 
oe been made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
Non]. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment be 
again reported, and that we take the vote over. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the amendment was voted down. 

Mr. MCRAE. The point of noquorum was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis true that there were a greater num- 
ber of noes than ayes; but the point of no quorum was made. 
The gentleman from Ar asks unanimous consent that the 
amendment be n reported, and that the vote be taken over. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was reported as follows: 

Strike out lines 17, 18, and 19, on mre 7, and insert: “For pay of five In- 
dian inspectors, at $3,000 each, 815,000.“ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish simply to call the at- 
tention of my friend to the fact that in addition to the salaries, 
these inspectors are allowed $7,000 for expenses, which is 
largely more than $1,000 each. 

r. MCRAE. In reply to that, I wish to say that if there is 
to be any reduction at all it ought to be from that item and not 
from the salaries. If there is any abuse in that it is the fault 
of the committee. Iam in favor of giving them what the law 
allows, and no more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment, and 
the chairman announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 37. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For necessary traveling expenses of five Indian inspectors, inclu tele- 
grapbing and incidental expenses of inspection and 383 227050 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding in con- 
nection with that paragraph I simply, for information, desire to 
ask the gentleman in charge of the bill a question, because it 
may govern some future action on the bill. In the same page, 
lines 11, 12, and 13, this language is used: 

And all offices in the I 
3 he Indian service not herein provided for are hereby 

I desire to ask the gentleman now, in view of the fact that no 
3 is made for the Civil Indian Commission, whether 
s at provision in that paragraph abolishes the Indian Commis- 
sion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
restored to the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. . That is the very point I wanttoreich. You 
not only fail to appropriate, but by this paragraph you legislate 
this Commission out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, not exactly; 
legislated in. They were appointed 


It would, unless the Indian Commission is 


because they have not been 
under an appropriation bill. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I simply wanted toascertain whether it was 
the determination to abolish the Commission. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does not abolish the Commission; because 
the Commission was never established by law, but simply put in 
on an 5 bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman assume thatif this pro- 
vision continues in the bill that the Commission will continue? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, because it all depends upon the ques- 

tion of Tie 

Mr. BINGHAM. But that does not givemeananswer. Does 
this paragraph— 
and all offices in the Indian service not hereby provided for are hereby 
abolished — 
abolish the Indian Commission? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would undoubtedly abolish the Indian 
Commission if it existed by law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does that practically abolish the office? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly it does. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is what I desired to ascertain. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, after line 22, I move 
the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the expenses of the Commission of citizens serving without com- 
pensation, appointed by the President under the provisions of the fourth 
section of the act of April 10, 1865, $5,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think I ought to retain the question of 
order—thatitis new legislation; but I will not do so for the pres- 
ent, because I think this matter ought to be fully explained. I 
think the gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] and the 
gentleman from Sooria [Mr. MADDOX] ought to be heard. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I differ with the gentleman 
in thinking it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I supposed there was no question 
about this amendment being in order. The commission is now in 
service, and has been since i 

Mr. BINGHAM. Since 1869. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Since 1869. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Since Grant's first term. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is not made. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to submita few words about 
this amendment, and I think I can ina very few words say all 
that I desire. This commission, serving without expense to the 
Government, has become a part and parcel of the machinery in 
the administration of this Bureau, and that, it seems to me, 
ought not to be overthrown without the fullest consideration. 

Now, I want to say, in my judgment, since the commencement 
of Grant's first Administration until the present time that the 
Indian service, so far as a just and honest expenditure of mone 
under treaties with the Indians for the purchase of supplies an 
a LO e by the Government are concerned, have in the 
main been honestly expended. 

And, with the attention of the country year by year drawn to 
the expenditure of this money, with the increase in amounts 
1 for the support of the Indians, in my judgment 
this commission has done more for the common good, without 
charge to the Treasury, not only in seeing that contracts were 
honestly awarded and honestly complied with, but in helpin 
to mold a public sentiment that made honesty the rule inste 
of the exception, than any other machinery that we have had in 
operation. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I presume there are other gen- 
tlemen here who, like myself, are quite ignorant as to the duties 
and the powers of these three commissioners, and I wish the 
gentlemen would enlighten us on that point. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. There are ten commissioners. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Then I would like to know what 
their powers and duties are. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is the gentleman a member of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs? S 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I am not. IfI were perhaps I 
would not have occasion to ask the question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Perhaps I am notas well advised 
as to the details as I ought to be. The amendment explains it- 
self, and the power of the Commission is recited in the act of 1869. 

A AREEN of California. Well, I only want to get a gen- 
eral idea. à 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I understand it, these Commis- 
sioners constitute a board for the inspection of the goods that 
are furnished for the Indians under contract. 

ae BOWERS of California, Inspection of the goods them- 
selves: 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, sir; and of samples when con- 
tracts are e. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is under the act of 1870. 
There was an act epee in relation to these Commissioners in 
1869, and another in 1870 enlarging their powers. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. Now I repeat, Iam not as 
familiar with the administration of the Indian Office as perhaps 
Iought to be in order to give complete and full information as 
to all the details of the work that is done by this Commission. 
But I think I am familiar enough with it to say thatthe scandals 
which existed prior to the new departure made under President 
Grant have been lar done away with through the agency of 
this Commission, aud, for one, Lam not willing to see the appro- 
priation for the Commission omitted from this bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I will endeavor to state the 
reasons why the Committee on Indian Affairs have refused to 
include this appropriation at this time. This Commission was 
authorized under an act of Congress passed April 10, 1869, in an 
appropriation bill. Section 4 of that bill provides: 

SEC. 4. And be it further 


for the purpose of enabling the President to execute the powers conferred 
by this act, he is hereby authorized, at his discretion, toorganizea board of 
commissioners, to consist of not more than ten be selected by 
him from men eminent for their intelligence and anthropy, to serve 
without pecuniary on, Who may, under direction, exercise 
joint control with the of the Interior over the disbursement of 
a priations made by this act, or any part 3 that the President 

H of trans 


may- ; and to pay the necessary expenses tion, sub- 
said 8 . — in — 

se: a auy ury 
„„ ot $25,000, or so much chereot as may be 
necessary. 


Mr. HOLMAN. | That was soon after the Sioux war. 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, soon after the Sioux war. It will be 
seen that an entirely new system of dealing with the Indians 
5 by this ernment at that time, and in order to 
enable the President to putin force thisnew plan of controlling 
the Indians, this commission of citizens was appointed, and 
$25,000 was appropriated for their expenses. Theirduties were 
defined in the act. Inthe following year another act was * 
continuing them in office and 5 that they should con- 
tinue as long as any portion of the $25,000 appropriated to pay 
the expenses re unexpended. Clearly the idea was not 
to continue this commission 7 bee the period when that ap- 


iation for expenses should be exhausted. 
ag CURTIS of Kansas. Was not the appropriation in 1870 
$125,000 instead of $25,000? 


Mr. MADDOX. No, sir; it was 625,000, as I have read from 
the act. Now, in any event these commissioners were appointed 
to aid the President to carry out this new system of controlling 
and governing the Indians, his peace policy, as it is called. In 
1871 it was provided that: 2 
— unter the provisions of the dth Boc tion of the ace Of April 10, 1800, 46 
hereby continued, solong as the appropriation heretofore made for their 
expenses shall last. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What was the ap 

made” as specified in the act of 1871? 
the appropriation of 1870 and not that of 1869? 
Mr. DDOX. No, sir; there was no appropriation made in 
1870. There was a fund already on hand, and this act provides 
that they are to continue in office as long as any portion of that 
fund remains. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. As far as the $25,000 would go. 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, on the 29th of May, 1872, this law was 

4 A 


riation *“‘ heretofore 
s not that refer to 


* „ * And the said commission is hereby continued with the powers and 
duties heretofore provided by law: ided, That any member of the Board 
of Indian Commissioners is eens ce to investigate all contracts. 
expenditures, and accounts in on with the Indian service, and shall 
have access to all books and papers relating thereto in any Government 
office; but the examination of vouchers and accounts by the executive com- 
mittee of said board shail be a prerequisite of payment. 

In 1871 another act provided that no payments should be made 
to contractors for goods or supplies of any sort furnished to the 
Indians, beyond 50 per cent of the amount due, until the ac- 
counts and vouchersshould have been submitted to the executive 
committee of the Board of Commissioners. 

It provided, however, that the commission might make a re- 
port to the Secretary of the Interior, either a ing or disa- 
greeing to anything that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
might do, leaving it, however, to the Secretary of the Interior 
to decide the whole matter as he uy BYE proper—either to 
approve the report or disapprove it. the same the mat- 
estos left with him to-day. He is the final arbiter of all these 
matters. 2 

Now, the later act on this subject is in 1882—— 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I find on an examination of the stat- 
utes that $125,000 was not appropriated; but I want to ask the 
gentleman whether it isnot the fact that the duties of that.com- 
mission were enlarged by the act of 1870 


Mr. MADDOX. Yes, I think so. 1 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. So as to provide that they should 


Mr. MADDOX. I want to show, however, that these duties 


were curtailed in 1882. Here is the last provision on the subject; 
it is contained in the appropriation act of 1882: 


The commission shall only have power to visit and inspect neles and 
other branches of the Indian ‘service, and to goo purchased tor 
said ; shall consult with the 


commission in the 1 lies. The commission shall 
acts and doings to Secretary — the Interlor. e 


Here the hammer fell. 
r. CURTIS of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman’s time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the time of 
the gentleman from Georgia will be extended for five minutes. 

Mr. MADDOX. I trust I shall not be restricted to five min- 
utes. All J ask is time enough to explain the statutes bearing 
on this case. 

Mr. CANNON of IIlinois. I hope the gentleman will have 
such time as he requires, and that similar time be granted to the 
other side. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the gentleman 
from Georgia will proceed without restriction. 

Mr. WI N.of Washington. The gentleman from G i 
has been speaking of a report from the Indian Committee. He 
will remember that J, asa member of the committee, was op- 
posed to this provision going out.of the bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. Certainly; it is, however, the report of the 


majority. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. It is the majority report, of 


Mr. MADDOX. To inspec 
dian agencies. They have no-authority beyond that, under the 


law. 

, Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is it not the fact that ever since 
the law from which the gentleman is reading has been in force 
that Commission has been discharging a great many other duties 
Lowe war he has enumerated and to which he says they are re- 

Mr. MADDOX. I take it from their report that they have 
done nothing of the kind. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I take it from the report that 
they have been going on and discharging these other duties, I 
am satisfied, too, that they are authorized by the law to go far- 
ther than the gentleman states. 

Mr. EVERETT. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHN- 
SON] will permit me, and if the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
MADDOX] will yield —— 

Mr. MADDOX. The question is simply as to the construc- 
tion of the law which I have been reading. 

Mr. EVERETT. I wish to call attention to the fact that in 
the Revised Statutes of 1878, to which allusion has been made, 
it is provided on page 359: 

SEC. 2039. There shall be a board of Indian commissioners, composed of 
not more than ten persons, appointed by the President solely, from men 
eminent for sass tras philanthropy, and who shall serve without 

SEC. 5 The board of commissioners mentioned in the preceding sec- 
tion shall have power to appoint one of their own number as secretary, 
who shall be entitled to such reasonable compensation as the board may 
nbn yar payable from any moneya appropriated for the expenses of the 


Section 2041 provides that— 

The board of commissioners mentioned in section 2039 shall supervise all 
expenditures of money a ted for the benefit of Indians within the 
limits of the United States. 

So that this matter does not depend on any provision of ana; 

ropriation bill. The Revised Statutes have recognized t 
Boara of Indian Commissioners; it is established by law for the 

urpose of supervising all expenditures of money appropriated 

or tho Indian service. 

A MEMBER. But that law has been modified. 

Mr. EVERETT. I am aware that it has been modified; but 
I refer to those provisions of the Revised Statutes because the 
gentleman from Georgia has passed them over. 

Mr. MADDOX. + the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
just read did very well for 1878; but Iam reading from the law 
of 1882—four oe later. 

Mr. avon ‘TT. But you skipped what had been done in the 
interval. 0 

Mr. MADDOX. No, sir. I have been reading the various 
statutes which apply to this Board. Now, the In appropri- 
ation act of May 7, 1882, contains the clause which I am about 
to read. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] says that 
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the powers of the Board have beenenlarged. I will leave that 
uestion for the House. I read the provision of law, as the In- 
dian Commission reports it, after the revision to which the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts has referred: 
Ani hereafter the Commission shall only have power to visit and inspect 
necies and other branches of the Indian service and to inspeet goods pur- 
ed for said service; and the Commissioner of Indian ‘airs shall con- 
sult with the Commission in the purchase of np fre The Commission 
shall report their doings to the Secretary of the ‘ior. 

The original idea was that the Commissioners were to report 
directly to the President. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And theirduties extended to other branches 
than those mentioned by the gentleman. What does to other 
branches” mean? ; 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is the point I desired to 


make. 

Mr. MADDOX. Ladmit that they may go further; but I de- 
sire to show what the idea of the committee was in refusing to 
make this 3 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this Commission has been in service for 
twenty-five yearsand have made twenty-six reports. That they 
have done good service no one will question or deny. But it was 
the opinion of the Committee on Indian Affairs that io ae 
filled the purposefor which they had been originally appointed, 
and that there was no longer any necessity for their services. 
Now, let us see if they have not filled the purposes of their ap- 
pointment. 

According to their report they have been visiting the agencies 
and reporting upon their condition and surroun What 
have you done fifteen or twenty minutes in connection with 
this very bill? You confirmed the retention in the bill of the 
five Indian inspeetors, whose powers exceed those of these 
special agents or Commissioners or any of them, and I call at- 
tention to the powers conferred on these inspectors: 


8 for, contracts of all kinds connected 


hat use is made of the lands set apart for that purpose, 

to the Indian service. For the pur- 
pose of making such investigations, each inspector shall have power to ex- 
amine all and to administer oaths, examine 
ed in the superintendency or agency. 
or proper. 


Pa. 
on oath all officers and persons 9 
and pran other persons as ho may deem 


tereport 
tion; and By oo the conclusion of each exam- 


; Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. What is the gentleman reading 
rom? 

Mr. MADDOX. Iam reading from the Revised Statutes pro- 
viding for these inspectors and fixing their duties. 

Now, the inspectors are appointed by the President, and, to 
use their own language, they are the eyes, the fingers, the arms, 
and the hands of the Administration. They report directly to 
the President as to the condition of Indian affairs. They are 
invested with full power, and have nothing whatever todo with 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. They are entirely inde- 
pendent of him, They are neg emi by the President, and they 
are paid regular salaries for discharging the duties similar in 
every respect, in fact the same as these Indian Commissioners. 
According to the reports of the Indian Commissioners it seems 
the service has got to be honest at last; and I do not doubt that 
that committee of gentlemen, acting without compensation, con- 
tributed largely to that end. ö 

But these inspectors are discharging exactly the duties, with 
other duties added, that were formerly discharged by this Indian 
Commission. They are doing exactly the same work, and power 
is conferred upon them beyond what was conferred upon the 
Commission. They have power to remove at will, for instance. 
They may report to the President any agent or any other officer 
of the service that they may think proper, and they make their 
reports directly to him. They are authorized to administer 
oaths, and have power to conduct investigations to the fullest 
extent. What else, then, is the Indian Commission left to do? 
Nothing, except to visit the agencies when contracts are being 
made and the supplies. In other words, to see the char- 


acter of the goods furnished. 
Now, { wish to show how this money isexpended. I read from 
aus follows: 


a letter from the Commissioner of Indian 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrick OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., April 23, 1894. 
My DEAR Sm: In reply to your letter of this date, asking in what man- 
ner and for what purpose the $5,009 “for the expenses of commission of cit- 


he remainder of gage ee ap ork pe d 
expenses of its members or its secretary, as it directs, in attending the let- 
5 of contracts for the purchase of Indian supplies, and in making visits 
The work of the Commission is not under the control of this office, and 
they report directly to the President. 
Respectfully, 


Hon. WX. S. HOLMAN, 
House of Representatives. 


Now, you will find on examination of the statutes that the 
Secretary of the Interior, under this law, controls the matter 
atlast anyway. They may make what report they please to 
him and he may support, sustain, or set it aside altogether, as 
he pleases, under the law. So far as visiting the reservations 
is concerned, it is the duty of the inspectors who report directly 
to the President. What is the necessity for the President hay- 
ing five inspectors to visit these agencies and report directly to 
him if ten others, operating throughout the country, are.author- 
ized to dothe same identical thing. Andinaddition tothat you 
have five special agents who are also performing similar duties 
with the inspectors. 

Furthermore, let me call yourattentionagain tohow this money 
is spent. Here is $2,000 paid annually to the secre: . What 
do you suppose he does? He has 1 1 an Office in this city, pay- 
ing $300 a year rent for it; $50. allowed to keep it up, and 
$2,000 for his own services; and from what I have been told, I 
do not think he does ten days’ work in the whole three hundred 
and sixty-five—a mere sinecure. 

It was the opinion of the committee that the Commission had 
served its day. In other words, that it had performed the func- 
tions for which it was originally created, and hence we refused 
to make any Appropriation to continue it, not regardiug it as 
necessary any longer. That is, the majority of the committee 
took that view. These, Mr. Chairman, are the reasons that 
actuated us in ref this appropriation. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. 
Chairman and 8 I had prepared an amendment in ipsis- 
simis verbis with that offered by one of the cory, beara leaders 
on the Republican side, but I had concluded that the proper 
pase to in uce it was at the end of this section, on page at 

e10. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois is in the words of the last appropriat: bill; that is, the 
appropriation bill of March 3, 1893, and in the words of the ap- 
propriation bill of July 13, 1892. 

I shall endeavor to show you certain reasons why this board 
of philanthropists, and of independent, impartial gentlemen, 
should be continued in existence. I think it would have been 
somewhat fairer ifthe chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in his report had drawn the attention of the committee 
and of the House to the fact that he proposed to drop this Board 
of Indian Commissioners out of existence. Our attention should 
have been drawn to that 2 change in existing law; but, 
however, we have detected the innovation, and I propose to give 
certain reasons why this Board should be continued in existence. 

You will bear in mind that President Grant, on April 10, 1809, 
created this Board. He was empowered in the statute passed on 
that day to select not exceeding ten citizens from men eminent 
for p thropy and intelligence, and under that act he se- 
lected a board, some of the members of which were men of great 
distinction and . I will mention George H. Stew- 
art and William Welsh of Philadelphia, William E. Dodge of 
New York, and John Farwell of Chicago. It is conceded that at 
that time there was an actual, active, pressing necessity for the 
establishment of such a board of commissioners. Enormous 
frauds had been perpetrated in the Indian Department. The 
agent and the contractor were partners. False vouchers, false 
statements of accounts, were matters of everyday occurrence. 
= 5 became necessary to make some effort to check these 

auds, 

Now, I say that the same necessity exists in a modified form 
to-day for the continuance of this board. Why? Because the 
gentlemen composing the membership of that Board are impar- 
tial, honest citizens, standing aloof from any supervision or 
control, except the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and standing in an attitude of absolute impartiality as between 
the contractor and the Indian agent and the Ind and the 
public, their views being inspired only by the instincts of hu- 


9 : 
Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman allow me task hima 
question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 


D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 
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ou know that one of them has made it 
efore the Committee on Indian Affairs 


Mr. BARTLETT. As to what has taken place in the Commit- 


Mr. MADDOX. Do 
his business to be hera 
on ne-rly all occasions? 
tee on Indian Affairs, I know nothing. only know that the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. Serpent is 
in favor of the appointment of a board partly composed of citi- 
zen commissioners; and I wish to direct the attention of the 
committee to a bill which has been introduced by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], providing for the appointment of 
a partly military and partly civil commission. I say that posi- 
tion is utterly inconsistent with the position taken by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs to-day. 

Now, what do these gentlemen do? Let me call your atten- 
tion, in the interest of true religion and of philanthropy and 
in the interest of the friends of the Indians, to the membershi 
of this Commission. The chairman, Prof. Merrill E. Gates, 
the president of Amherst College in Massachusetts. Among the 
distinguished members are Darwin R. James, of Brooklyn, who 
was formerly a member of Congress; William H. Lyon, of New 
York, a man of the highest character andanold dry-goods mer- 
chant; Joseph T. Jacobs, of Michigan, and William D. 3 
from North Dakota; Albert K. Smiley, of Rhode Island, and El- 
bert B. Monroe, of Connecticut. 

This Board of eight or nine members is made up of citizens 
from various parts of the Union, and is com of men dis- 
tinguished for their high character and for their absolute hon- 
esty. They commit what impropriety? They spend $2,000 for 
the employment of a clerk or secretary, and to that payment of 
salary the gentleman from Georgia[Mr. MADpox]objects. Now, 
Isubmit that is a wiso use of theirfund. Itis necessary that 
they should have an office in the city of Washington, and it is 
necessary that they should employ a secretary or clerk, and the 
salary is no more than adequate. 

[The time of Mr. BARTLETT having expired, by unanimous 
consent, at the request of Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. JOHNSON of 
Indiana, it was extended five minutes.] 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ho is the rest of the money spent? Fift 
dollars is paid for the care of the room, $300 for the rent of the of- 
fice, and the balance is paidfor the expenses of these gentlemen. 
Now, what dothey do? Accepting the interpretation put on 
the existing law by the gentleman from Georgia[Mr. MADDOX], 
that the act of 1882 is our guide, and that it controls us, then 
under that statute they have two functions, one to visit the 
agencies and inspect them, and the other to inspect the supplies. 

Now, the first function, that of visiting the agencies, is abso- 
lutely necessary for the continued welfare of the Indians, and it 
is absolutely essential that this supervision should ba exercised 
over the various agencies. We spend millions of dollars for the 
agencies and the schools, and yet we hesitate to give $5,000 toan 
impartial board to visit these agencies and schools, and to see 
that the work is properly performed. Is that logic? Is that 
common business sense? 

Again, what is their other function? It is to inspect the sup- 
plies; and from the 15th of May to the 29th of May, five or six 
members of this board were present at the warehouse in Chicago 
and took prem the inspection of supplies. From the 31st of 
May the has been sitting at the warehouse in New York; 
so they are actually at work to-day while you are debating this 
question of cutting off this pitiful appropriation of $5,000. 

I submit that the interest of the Indian and his welfare, and 
the dictates of 8 5 that this Commission 
shall be continued. I submit that a proper supervision, a 
salutary supervision of the contracts and supplies requires the 
continuance of this provision. Mr. Lyon, the member at New 
York, is an old dry goods merchant, and last year he was obliged 
to throw out a good many of the blankets. Thatis one work 
1 can not secure from the paid employés of the Government. 

ou have got to get an outside man who is a man of impartiality 
and familiar with the goods to perform this duty. 

Now, let me call your attention for a moment to the proposi- 
tion that the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs has 
introduced into this House in this Congress. It is the House 
bill (H. R.3326) which provides for the creation of a commission 
composed of three military officers to bs detailed and three cit- 
izens. Itappropriates $20,000 a year for that commission, and 
it gives to them the same functions that are exercised by this 
Board of Commissioners, nonpartisan and without compensation. 
Isay that the introduction of any such measure is absolutely in- 
consistent with the discontinuance of the ap okt year we now 
x for. I would say in conclusion that we ho d be fair to the 

men, 

We have by the right of conquest, and vee right of superior 
eivilization; gradually segregated them into smaller areas and 
driven them on to smaller reservations, but at the same time we 
should remember that we are bound to do all we can to improve 


their condition and to ameliorate their ultimate fate, which mast 
be one either of extinction or absorption. I ask the committee 
to vote for the amendment and to retain the appropriation of 


$5,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this caph be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I object to that. I hope my col- 
league will five us a little longer than that. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from Indiana wants 
a little time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What time do you suggest? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want ten minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want five minutes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that all debate upon 
this paragraph be limited, then, to twenty minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. How much does the other side want? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall only want a few minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Better say forty minutes. This 
is a pretty important 1 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands there is no objec- 

tion to giving the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] ten 
minutes and the gentleman from Pennsylvania five minutes, if 
this is 1787555 to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Massachusetts desires 
some time, and there are other gentlemen who may desire to 


The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Indiana, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Make it forty minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will have to insist on 7 — time than that. 

Mr. EVERETT. Make it thirty minutes, then. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will only occupy two or three minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I k if the gentleman gets 
started he will find that he requires more time than that. 

Mr. LYNCH. It was suggested a moment ago that gentle- 
men have twenty minutes on that side. We will reserve ten 
minutes on this side; and therefore I ask unanimous consent 
that debate be closed in thirty minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I suggest that debate be closed in 
sobs minutes, and that the committee have one-half of that 

me. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I appeal to the gentleman to 
yield more time than that. I ask for ten minutes, and I do not 
desire to cut olf other gentlemen by taking that much of the 


time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to close debate on this paragraph and amendment 
thereto in thirty minutes, twenty minutes to be given to the 
other side. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iwould like to have afew moments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no idea that we will use ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwish to say in advance, Mr. Chairman, that 
while the statutes which have been enacted since 1869 are some- 
what ambiguous, and possibly the point of order might be sus- 
tained, I do not think that itought to be pressed. I think this 
is a question on which the committee ought to vote. Therefore 
I make no point of order on the subject. When the inquiry was 
made as to the expenditure of this money, and it appeared that 
more than two-fifths of the entire sum has been expended here 
in the capital ($2,350 of the $5,000), it occurred to the members 
of the committee that the object of this organization had long 
since gone by. a 

It was a valuable institutfon originally. It was originated in 
the Great Sioux war, which occurred just before this legislation 
commenced, and the object had long since been e 
otherwise Jam quite confident an agency would not be kept up 
in this city expending so large a portion of the $5,000. The 
original amount appropriated for this object was $25,000 a year 
which was not spent in one year for a series of years, an 
after that it was brought down to about $5,000, and some of the 
purest and best men were engaged in that Commission, if you 
mag call it a commission. They rendered very valuable service 
and did a great deal to quiet the Indians and to secure honest 
administration at the Indian agencies. No person calls that in 
question, but that this Commission should be kept in existence 
simply because it was able at one time to render valuable service 
does not seem necessarily to follow, although it is a question on 
which gentlemen may very well differ. 

As to the bill to which the gentleman from New York refers, 
and which he supposes is inconsistent with this proposition to 
drop this $5,000 a year, the history of that is this: Eight or nine 
years ago President Cleveland was anxious to adopt a compre- 

ensive policy with reference to the Indian tribes and had cer- 
tain views with reference to the Indian Territory, the forma- 
tion probably in the progress of time of an Indian State. 
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Comprehensive measures seemed to be necessary, and at his 
instance, if my memory is correct, Secretary Lamar drew up the 
bill to which the gentleman from New York refers, and it was 
introduced in Con as far back as the Forty-eighth Congress 
and has been ponds ares since. It had no relation whatever 
to any inspection by this Board of Indian Commissioners. It 
was a comprehensive plan for settling the Indian question, es- 
pecially as it was involved in the condition of the Indian Terri- 
tory. That measure, therefore, was for an entirely different 
ur pose. 

$ ow, I do not feel justified in occupying any material portion 
of the time on this question. Ifa mer of this body thinks 
it is well to continue this small item of $5,000 a year, well and 
good. I hope, however, that if it is to be continued, some gen- 
tleman will devise a plan by which the whole of it may be ap- 
propriated for the benefitof the Indians themselves. The great 
trouble about this Indian bill is that such a large proportion of 
the money we appropriate for the-Indians goes to the benefit 
of the white man, and not either directly, or in some instances, 
indirectly to the benefit of the Indian. We have an army of 
people fastened upon the Indian funds, and it is impossible to 
Abolish any of them, and almost impossible to reduce any of 
their salaries. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What remedy would the gen- 
tleman suggestas to how the money shall be used? I think that 
the Government should confine itself to the education of the 
reservation Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think so. That is one of the objects con- 
templated in the act to which the gentleman from New York 
has called attention, which was prepared by Mr. Secretary La- 


mar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHN- 
SON] is recognized, and asks consent that he may speak ten min- 
utes. 2 
There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, my attention was 
called to this matter only last evening. I have given it a hur- 
ried examination. I prepared an amendment similar to the one 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and had 
intended, like the gentleman from New York, to offer it a little 
further along in the consideration of the bill, but the action of 
the gentleman from Illinois relieves me from that necessity. 

Iam very much surprised that the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs has omitted the usual appropriation for the support of 
this Board of Indian Commissioners. I say this, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that I am familiar with the peculiar and well-known 
views of the chairman of that committee on the subject of pub- 
lic expenditures. The omission of this appropriation, however, 
it not only not economy—it is the worst kind of prodigality. It 
is a saving at the spigot that we may loseat the bung. This In- 
dian Commission, as has been stated here and as is well known, 
was first appointed under the Administration of President 
Grant, as far back as 1869. It was composed then, and always 
has been composed, of intelligent, philanthropic, conscientious 
men, who have performed their onerous duties free of charge to 
the Government, an Sppropriavon having been made by Con- 
gress simply to pay their necessary expenses. 

The Commission has never been partisan in its character, and 
it has been always composed of men of integrity and ability. 
During all these years, now a qartier of a century, it has dis- 
charged its đuties faithfully, and never has Congress refused to 
appropriate for its expenses except in one instance. In that case 

e members of the Commission defrayed their own expenses for 
the year, and Congress subsequently repaid them by a 8 
appropriation. e work its members have done has beensuch 
as to commend the Commission to this House. The abolition of 
the well-known frauds that were practiced against the Govern- 
ment and against the Indians in connection with the furnishing 
of supplies before the Commission was organized, and which the 
Commission brought about, was alone a sufficient ground to jus- 
tify its establishment and also justifies its continuance. 

ese Commissioners have saved thousands and thousands, 
and perhaps millions of dollars to the Government by their in- 
spection of the Indian mapp Toe There is only one class of men 
upon the face of the earth interested in abolishing the Commis- 
sion, and that is such men who sell goods to the Government 
for the supply of the Indians as are inclined to be dishonest. 
They, I have no doubt, would hail with delight the abolition of 
the Commission. Under the old system very few men bid for 
the furnishing of Indian supplies, and they were generally dishon- 
est men, for it was arecognized fact that there was very little 
honesty in the spportionmg of the contracts; and square bidders 
and live competition among bidders was rare, but under the sys- 
tem introduced and established by this Commission hundreds of 
people make bids and there is a great reduction in the prices 


which the Government has to pay for its supplies; a reduction. 


so great that there has probably been more saved in one year 
shan the Commission has cost in all the years it has been in ex- 
tence. 

Not only that, but this Commission agitated the subject and 
drew the law and presented it to Congress, providing for the al- 
lotment system of lands and the breaking up of the tribal rela- 
tions of the Indians, a measure which has proved very beneficial 
to the Indians as well as to the Government. 

Again, the Commission were largely instrumental in bringing 
about the abolition of what is known as the treaty system, a 
change highly approved by those best acquainted with Indian 
character and with the requirements of the Indian service. 
This Commission have done more, too, thanany other organiza- 
tion in the country to promote the education, and especially the 
industrial education, of Indian youth and their training in in- 
dustrial callings, and towards the moral instruction and civiliza- 
tion of the red man. 

More than that, they have insisted that the men appointed to 
the Indian agencies should have moral as well as mental quali- 
fications, and they have done much to raise the standard in that 
branch of the po lic service and to improve it and give it char- 
acter. Tried by its past achievments, this Commission has been 
a useful and beneficent institution, which deserves well at the 
hands of Congress instead of having its throat cut in this way 
by a refusal of this body to appropriate the paltry sum of 85, 000 
for its necessary expenses. 

It has been insisted, sir, that the powers of this Commission 
have been curtailed. But on examining the very statute quoted 
in support of this proposition by the gentleman who first spoke 
in this discussion and who advanced this claim, I find the lan- 
guage sufficiently broad to authorize the Commission to the most 
extended labor. There can be no question about the matter; 
and for years past and up to the present time they have gone on, 
not simply inspecting the character of the goods furnished for 
the In service, but doing much in the way of elevating the 
morals of the Indians and bringing about their education and 
enlightenment. They have done, as has been said by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, more to create a healthy state of public 
sentiment as to the proper manner of dealing with the Indians, 
than any other organization known to the — z 

It is said that these five Indian inspectors perform the very 
duties which have been assigned to this Commission. But I want 
to call attention to the fact that this citizens’ committee was de- 
vised as a system of checks and balances to prevent any collu- 
sion or fraud or connivance which might exist between the regu- ` 
larly appointed officers of the Government and those interested 
in selling goods to the Indians. I am not here to reflect upon 
8 Government officer; but it is a well-known fact that before 
this system was devised, great frauds were . upon 
the Government and great wrongs done to the Indians, and that 
in almost every instance of wrongdoing Government officials 
were implica This Commission composed of disinterested 

entlemen, operating outside of the Government employ, have 
n above collusion, and in this way have been an effectual 
check upon misconduct in the Indian service. 

This Commission goes out how and visits the various agencies, 
makes personal inquiry, holds its meeting; makes its reports to 
the Secretary of the Interior and to the head of the Indian Bu- 
reau. It has made a great many valuable suggestions upon 
which has been predicated some of the most salutary legislation 
peeved by rr Ur in connection with the government of the 

dians. The inspection of supplies, sir, is the smallest part 
of the valuable services which they render. 

It has been said that these Commissioners employ the $5,000 
appropriated to their use largely for the purpose of maintaining 
a home office. From the time of the inception of this body down 
to the present, covering a quarter of a century, they have of 
course maintained an organization; they have had a president 
and a secretary; they have conducted their business in a busi- 
nesslike way. 

It has been absolutely indispensable that they should have an 
office. The secretary whom they have appointed and who has 
been paid for his services, has earned every dollar of the mone 
paid him. Itis an easy thing for gentlemen to stand here an 
say that this office is a sinecure, and that thisman has been paid 
3 as did the gentleman from Georgia; but it is a 
much more difficult thing to prove any such statement. Dog- 
matism is one thing, and evidence is another. Lassert that itis 
necessary that this Commission in the proper discharge of its 
duties should have an extensive correspondence; and its secre- 
tary is employed a large portion of his time in that correspond- 
ence. His other labors are arduous and require intelligence 
and discrimination. Even while we are discussing this ver 
matter he is to-day absent upon important business connecte 
with the Commission. ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the time has not passed when this Com- 
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mission can be useful. If it has done so much in the past in the 
way of elevating the service, have we not the right to expect it 
still to do good in the future? It is not claimed that the Indian 
service is now perfected—that there are no defects to be ferreted 

~out, no wrongs to be remedied. And in the work of still further 
improving this service, upon what class of people can we better 
rely than upon intelligent, conscientious, and philanthropic cit- 
izens who work for their love of the business, and who, giving 
freely of their time and talents to the work, only ask that the 
Government shall Rey their necessary expenses? 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that it would be a reproach 
be Congress if we should refuse thisappropriation. Lunder- 
stand there is no opposition to it by the Secretary of the In- 
terior or the Indian Commissioner. I understand that from 
those sources this Commission is commended; that its services 
are re ed as valuable to the Government. Such being the 
case, the amount of the appropriation being only $5,000—a mere 
drop in the bucket, a mere bagatelle—it would be to me per- 
fectly amazing if the American Congress should decline to make 
the appropriation when this money, properly expended, as it 
woul tends so much to promote the good of the country and 
the benefit of the Indian service. I can scarcely deem it possi- 
ble that this House will consent to such a line of conduct. I 
earnestly insist that the appropriation shall be inserted, and 
that this Commission shall not destroyed in this unfair and 
left-handed way. 

In conclusion, I ask leave to have read at the Clerk's desk a 
communication addressed to me recently by a committee of the 
Society of the Indiana Yearly Meeting of Friends, assembled at 
Richmond, Ind., in my district. Thiscommunication.covers the 
subject I have been discussing so fully and ably that I hope the 
House will indulge me in having it read. 

The Olerk read as follows: 

RICHMOND, IND,, June 2, 1994. 
ESTEEMED REPRESENTATIVE: The committee on labor ot 
Indiana Yearly Meeting now in session in this cit; thy atten- 
tion to certain actions of the Appropriation Committee of 7 55 


gress, one ot w. the omi of the usual a priation to 
of the Board of Indian issioners. = 


Board was established at the earnest recommendation of President 


Grant and is a part of his favorite peace policy“ toward the Indians. He 
believed that honestdealing with these unlettered childrenof the forest was 
the first requisite in gaining their confidence in order to promote their wel- 
fare and civilization. 

‘The Commissioners give their services without compensation, and the 
small sum of $5,000 is for their actual expenses in ting ARa ARIA in 
ha the reservations allottedin severalty where practicable; in securing 
un lality in the reception of bids and the allotment of contracts for sup- 
pine. and, most important of all, a rigid inspection of goods after delivery 

a Government warehouse, so as to secure goods equal to the samples 
Offered and to save large sums of money tothe Government. At theirin- 
stance the ro peipaiple of . severalty to the Indians has been 
adopted and the retention of the tribal relations disco a 

To those who are familiar with the methods in the Indian De- 
partment prior tothe creation of this Commission, who can recall the part- 
8 between agents and traders and contractors, the overestimates of 
weight of cattle, the blank vouchers filled up with fraudulent sums, the false 
names carried upon pay rolls, the payment of employés for whom there was 
no my my eee the payment of others at higher or lower salaries than pro- 
vided w for 


the pur of em the difference, the farming out 
of appointments controlied by agen, and the selling of their own to 
the ns, With other like fraudulent schemes—the abolition of the Com- 


mission which has 22 and secured such vast reforms is hardly 
short of the grossest folly, unless it could be urged that their services are 


needed. 
be used at the present time. They 
eir services, are now 
inste 


practical 
5 o also desire toenter 
our protest and ask thy help in opposing the proposed reduction of the sal- 
aries of Indian agents. They earn little enough to secure the services of 
such men as are required for the delicate, and sometimes heroic, service 
which they have to perform. We understand that a reduction of from 10 to 
20 per contin these already meager salaries is proposed. The saving to the 
country of this insignificant sum is as nothing compared to the. to 
which the whole country is ex by the enforced retirement o 
agents, who can not be to remain at such reduced salaries, the 
substitution for them of incompetentand second-rate men. 

We hope thee may find it consistent with thy sense of duty to join us in 
this protest. We also to earnestly 2 against the proposen ro- 
duction of the salary of the 1 ot Indian schools a 000 to 


would seem to indicate that those who have failed in mas purpose to abol- 
ish this post altogether are determined to cripple its aay eens 


ing such meager compensation to it that the 5 be un- 
tenable to any man whose experience and ability fit him to fill 
; - AARON MO: 
Olerk of the — 00, 


HENRY U. Jomnson, M. O., Washington: r cheat se? 
Per the reading of the foregoing communication was con- 

udead— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana (when ‘his time had expired). I 


ask unanimous consent that, without any deduction from the 

time allowed for this debate, the reed of this communication 

pe finished. Iam satisfied it tends to the enlightenment of the 
ouse, 

Mr. MADDOX. How long will it take to finish it? 

ae: JOHNSON of Indiana. Not more than three or four min- 
utes. 

Mr. MADDOX. We may have some communications on this 
side that we want to have read. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I shall have no objection to their 
being read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended long enough for the 
Clerk to finish the reading of the communication which has been 
sent to the desk, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mappi, I object. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will not in- 
sist on his objection. This isa very clear and succinct state- 
ment, tending to the enlightenmentof the House. The reading 
can be finished in two or three minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I withdraw the objection. 

There being nofurther objection, the Clerk resumed and con- 
cluded the reading of the communication. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I find in reading the report 
upon this bill that no reference Whatever has been made to the 
proposedabolishment of the Indian Commission, either under the 
statute or the appropriation bill; nor have any reasons been 
given why this Commission, which has been in existence for al- 
most a guar 5 ofa century, should be abolished at the present 
time. I am free tosay the statements or arguments made by gen- 
tlemen having charge of this bill have failed to convince me as 
to the wisdom of this proposed legislation. 

It is always the rule, accepted in this House, when considera- 
tion is asked for important legislation, the expressions of the 
Department having the supervision of such legislation should 
be 3 upon the floor; and yet in the proponon submitted 
by the gentleman neither in report.of the Secretary of the 
Interior nor in the reportof the Commissioner of Indian Affains 
is there any reference, by letter or otherwise, wherein this radi- 
calichangeisrecommended. ‘This Commission of anum- 
ber of gentlemen—ten, Ithink-—who perform and have performed 
a valuable service. They are recognized in my community as 
having done so, and that is my reason for asking the attention 
of the committee in this debate. 

There is in my city a large element of Quaker people, whose 
views Laat epee acts 3 rae 3 erie been well 
recog’ or many years 1e people of t country. 
Perhaps no Christian or zelig ous sect evor coveredinsym thy 
a wider field of earnest work in regard to the care of the er 
as the wards of the nation, than have these citizens who form so 
large, respectable, and influential an element of the community 
I have the honor to represent. They, with one voice, appeal to 
me to utter my protest against the change proposed by the 
abolition of the Indian Commission, together with other changes 
of cutting down the privileges of the educational clauses in the 
statute and limitedly . for in this bill, 

In view of ths provisions of the bill, they are much exercised 
as to the future care of the Indian, in whom they have felt such 
a generous and philanthropic interest. Therefore I say to the 
gentleman that amongst the best friends of the Indians in this 
country that great Quaker sect is preéminent, and certainly if 
not the best, atleast the most active and watchful in their work; 
and they have with one voice appealed to me tolay the petition, 
the prayer, and protest, however humble on my t, or how- 
ever effective or ineffective it may be, before this House incon- 
demnation of the proposed changes in this legislation. 

Everyone knows the character of the gentlemen constituting 
this Commission. Thereading of their report will show the valu- 
able aid that they have rendered not only to the Indian Bureau 
but to the Indians themselves within the last twenty-five years. 
And whether the motive that prompted Gen. Grant in the selec- 
tion of the Commission is such as has been stated by the gentle- 
man from New York, which I do not concur in, I believe its 
origin to be just as Gen. Grant stated it when he believed it wise 
to organize the Commission. He said: 

From the foundation of the Government to the present the management 
of the original inhabitants of this continent, the Indian, has been a subject 
of embarrassment 


and has been attended with continuous 
upon the frontiers 


the whites who come most in contact 
hostilities. ä can not be undone, and the question must 
be met as we now find it. I have adopted a new policy toward these wards 
of the Gney snno ae in any other light than as wards), 
with fair results so far as tried, and which I hope will be attended ultimately 


with great 
of the Commission as created have been 


That the p 
in many completed, there is no question. But the field 
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of their watchfulness and the limit of their usefulness, with 

reference to subsistence, together with the expenditure of sev- 
eral millions of dollars annually, educational matters and things 
of that character, have not been exhausted. The consideration 
of educational questions, covering tens of thousands of families, 
are of vast importance; and their services will be required in 
the future in that connection; there seems to be no two sides. 
These gentlemen are nonpartisan. They stand as far as they 
can as a breakwater against any effort to make this ser vice par- 
tisan, and by their efforts the great body of the subordinate 
foree employed is to-day under the rules of the Civil Service 
Commission. 

Mr. Chairman, I present the wishes, as I have said, of a large 
portion of my community in entering my protest, not only against 
this feature of the bill, but wherever init there has been a re- 
duction made of the appropriations for compensation to the sub- 
ordinate officers and teachers and others connected with this 
service,and I protestagainst any effort or legislation which seeks 
to reduce the appropriations for this important service below 
what may be absolutely necessary. I hope it will be the wise 
conclusion of this House to continue the policy that has been so 
successful during the last quarter of a century. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 1127) for the re- 
lief of Francis M. Tomlin. 

The me also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 203) for the relief of John F. W. Dette; 

A bill G 686) to amend an act entitled “An act to divide the 
judicial district of North Dakota,” and to provide for the fees 
and compensation of the officers of the circuit and district courts 
of the said judicial district; r 

A bill (S. 5 8 55 the relief of E. Douglass, late Indian agent 
at White Earth Indian Ageney; and 

A bill (S. 1483) to correct the military record of Elisha B. Bas- 
sett. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILE. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. ONEIL of Mas- 
sachusetts in the chair. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I can hardly think that the 
force of the argument that I have furnished from the statutes of 
1878, is invalidated by the fact that a subsequent appropriation 
bill modified the powers of the commissioners. It has been 
maintained by the Committee on Indian Affairs, as I understand 
it, that the commissioners were constituted for atomporaty pur- 
pose, and owed their existence almost entirely to their recog- 
nition by the various successive appropriation bills which pro- 
vided for their support. The fact is that the same Rev: 
Statutes, which have been appealpa to as a justification for dock- 
ing the pay of members, and are held to be permanent in that 
respect, also recognize this Commission as a permanens arm of 
the Government, shows that they did depend for their existence 
on something more than mere appropriation bills, and also that 
they were constituted for something more than a mere tempor- 
ary purpose. 

ith regard to the services they have rendered I have noth- 
ing to add to what has 3 been said by the gentleman from 
New York, the gentleman from Indiana, and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. But Ido say this, that I shall vote for the 
restoration of the appropriation for their expenses, because I 
find that item in the estimates for the Indian service, and be- 
cause I believe that these estimates were cut down to the very 
lowest possible point that is justifiable in view of our relations 
to the Indians themselves. The end of this bill shows that the 
estimates for 1895 were $900,000 less than in the preceding bill. 
That is a sufficient cut, and I hold that when the committee try 
to cut a little nearer the bone by redu the estimates $320,- 
009 more, it is an unworthy attempt to reduce farther what has 
been already cutdown to the lowest admissible point. X 

I do not agree with the chairman of the committee that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of this House is as good a judge of 
the needs of the Indians as the Department of the Interior. I 
propose to vote for this amendment, and I propose, with possibly 
some exceptions, to vote for any amendment that will restore 
the estimates of the Department of the Interior, and not to go 
in for this unnecessary, uncalled for, and unworthy cut which is 

the Committee on Indian Affairs 


r. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Indian Affairs to give me three minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there are but 
two minutes left on that side of the question. 

Mr. MADDOX. Has the time on the other side been ex- 
hausted? 

The CHAIRMAN, Two minutes are left, and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. COOMBS] is nized for two minutes. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to cover the 
business reason for the continuance of thisCommission. I know 
two of the gentlemen who compose the Commission, Mr. Lyon 
and Mr. James. I have been very frequently in the department 
in New York, and have seen these gentlemen examining samples 
of goods with as much carefulness and particularity as though 
they related to purchases for their own account. They are men 
of a great deal of leisure, and I know that this to them is a la- 
bor of love. I know that by their close scrutiny of the pur- 
chases of the Government, and of the contracts, the Government 
Saves many times the amount of the expenses of the whole Com- 
mission. Anything else that the Commission may do for the 
benefit of the Indians is clear gain. 

Both these gentlemen whom I have mentioned are experi- 
enced in the department of goods that they undertake to exam- 
ine. I know that they save the Government money, I know that 
they are honest, and I know that their methods are fair. I 
know that they introduce honest methods for the government 
of others. Therefore I shall vote for the continuation of the 
8 

he CHAIRMAN. There are but five minutes remaining, 
ane me gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has control of 
8. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield theremainder of the time to the gen- 
tleman from Arizona [Mr. sere sig 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, having lived many 
years in the very shadow of an Indian reservation, and having 
ren. disiro asmany Indians and as varied tribes as are to be 
fo: in any part of this country, I have failed, in my experience 
of some fourteen years among them, to see any good of any kind 
resulting from this Commission. I do not know a member of the 
Commission who lives on the other side of the Rocky Mountains. 
I do not know any one of them that ever saw an Indian until he 
was appointed a Commissioner. And yet this is stated by the 
gentleman from New York to be a labor of love—a labor of love 
conditioned on $5,000, half of which is to be expended for a sec- 
retary, who, according to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Mappox] does not perform probably ten days’ work in a year. 

I will tell you the service of this Commission. It is, as every 
one on the Committee on Indian Affairs knows, to stand asa 
block between everything that is attempted by the Government 
for the amelioration of the condition of the Indians; to make 
technical quibbles over every contract made for the Indians; to 
look at supplies. I am not questioning the honesty of any of 
these men, and it is not necessary to question the honesty of any 
of them, but 1 wish to say to this committee that experience has 
demonstrated that the most dangerous thing on the face of the 
earth is sincere, ignorant honesty, applied to a thing that they 
know nothing about. It has been stated that they supervised 
these contracts, and what is the result of the supervision? 

Mr. COOMBS, They saye money there. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I will tell the gentleman how they 
saved it in one instance. The before last, at the San Car- 
los Reservation, there was a bid from Arizona to furnish flour 
and the samples sent here and inspected by the Commission, as 
I am informed—I do not state that they examined those sam- 
ples, butif ere are as zealous as the gentleman from New York 
states, they did examine them 

Mr. COOMBS. They are zealous. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Then they examined into this mat- 
ter, for it was one of the biggest contracts in that country; and 
the flour furnished was sent from Chicago, at a higher price, and 
the quality was absolutely inferior; an that isa sample of the 
work of this Commission, whose members live on the edge of 
Newfoundland, and Nantucket, and the northeast extremity of 
the United States of America. Think of their 1 77 55 
tion that lies down on the Gulf of California. And with all the 
Indian Commissioners, and with all the Indian inspectors, not 
one man among all of them, as far as I know, ever saw an Indian 
in his life until he held the office. 

4 xr LUCAS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him aques- 
on 

Mr.SMITH of Arizona. Yes. 

Mr.LUCAS. In your long experience among the Indians did 

ou ever know of any one of this Commission that ever came 
3 est to inspect the delivery of cattle or horses to these In- 
ans? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I never heard of one of them; and 
that leads to this suggestion. They are never there to do any 
of that inspecting 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Thatis under the charge of an officer of the 


Army. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I was going to say that was all pro- 
vided for. Now, we do not propose, as suggested 12 4 5 friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], to abolish this Commission. 
The bill leaves the Commission just as it was when it was 
started. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ask the gentleman from Indiana if we have 
not already passed a paragraph which does that. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona (to Mr. HOLMAN). Does the bill abol- 
ish it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We simply drop the salary. 

Mr. EVERETT. Ifthe gentleman will read lines 12 and 13 
he will see. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman stated this morning that it 
practically abolished the Commission. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On page 7 the provision is made that all offi- 
cers of the Indian service not herein provided for are hereby 
abolished. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Lask that the time of the 
Bye CANNON of Illinois. With five minutes on the other 
side. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. You have already had twenty min- 
utes, and we have had only ten. 

s a oan NON of Illinois. With five minutes on this side, if 
esired. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Sac yan asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Arizona 
be extended for five minutes, with five minutes on the other 
side, if desired. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I have not seen any 
of this Commission at all yetdeliver any of these goods. I have 
never heard of any of them being present, and the very Poe 
for which this Board was originally organized, as suggested by 
the gentleman, has entirely passed away. There is not an In- 
dian reservation that is not approachable easily. In the olden 
time it was a difficult matter to get there. It was alleged, and 

ustly alleged, that the same hundred head of cattle would be 

elivered to the Indians twenty times. That is impossible now, 
for the people around these Indian reservations, crowding them 
closer and closer, and the provision made in this bill, as sug- 
gested by the chairman of the committee, fills every single 700 
sition that this Commission could possibly be organized for. 
Then, why give $5,000, $2,500 of which goes for clerical hire, to 
that Commission. 

Now, let us see how it performs its duties. I read from page 
9 of the Twenty-fifth Annual Report of the Board of Commission: 

On the 16th of May the Board met at the Indian warehouse, New York, 
to witness the Co ioner of Indian Affairs in the opening of bids and 
the awarding of contracts for Indian goods and subsistence, supplies. 

How long an investigation was this—to look at the contracts? 
I guess there is where the service was. 

r. COOMBS. And to examine the samples and see that they 
were up to the contract. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I did not know that you were upon 
the Commission; if I had known you belonged to it I would have 
had you interpolate that. r 

Mr. COOMBS. That is what they do. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona: 

In accordance with the method practiced for several years, the pro 
four hundred and fifty-eight in number, were read in the presence of many 
contractors. The samples of clothing, dry goods, shoes, hardware, flour, 
coffee, tea, and other supplies were inspected —— 

Mr. MADDOX. With the aid of experts. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona(continuing reading). 
with the aid of experts in each line. 

By the aid of experts at this particular warehouse; and you 
had just as well trust to the delivery of those goods by that sam- 
pos as you would in buying a box of strawberries on the street 

lieving that the good ones were at the bottom of the box. 
Laughter.] These gentlemen make an inspection, and simpl 
o it by the aid of experts that are provided for, and who atten: 


gentleman be extended five minutes. 


sals, 


to this auy. Itis simply throwing away the money, as more 
than a million is thrown away, as I s show before we get 
through with this bill. 


ane HOLMAN. The experts are appointed by the Indian 
ce. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. These are the men that are doing 
all this work for love. It is not worth any more than the love 
8 give it. [Laughter.] 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I consider it an absolute waste of money. 
These gentlemen can go out, and when they are doing right 
God bless them—they can go out and make an inspection o 


these samples without spending this 
them there making an inspection to see 
ered as per sample, and we have no doubt they feel an interest 


$5,000. We never find 
if the goods are deliv- 


in the matter at the opening of the bids, especially from the 
fact that the contract originates somewhere in the neighborhood 
of the residence of the Commissioners, and at least I do not see 
any use of it. x 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman mean to in- 
sinuate that there is the least breath of suspicion of misconduct 
upon the part of the Commissioners in respect to the contracts? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Not at all; but I do wish to suggest 
this to the gentleman from Indiana: that I know that if to- 
morrow a contract was o be given out and one of his constit- 
uents was a bidder, that he would be inclined to give it to his 
district rather than see it go to an outsider. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But most of these supply goods 
are inspected in New York and Chicago, and would you have 
the President go west of the Rocky Mountains in order to select 
the Commissioners for their inspection? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would see that the goods are car- 
ried out there according to the samples. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman know that 
none of the Commission are present on the numerous occasions 
when the 1 were inspected? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. They can not know that they are the 
same goods without they have examined the samples. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does not the gentleman know 
that when the supplies are delivered in some parts of the coun- 
try they have been present? 

r. SMITH of Arizona. That may be true. I do not think 
they have any decided claim for existence. I know something 
about this system, and have seen something of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, What does the gentleman know 
about this system? How much is mere statement and how much 
actual knowledge? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. How much do you know about it? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Ihave talked some with members 
of the Commission; I have talked with the Assistant Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs; I have talked with officials of the In- 
dian Bureau; and I learned something from all of these sources 
and from various official reports. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Oh, yes. 

8 the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COOMBS. Task that the gentleman’s time be extended 
so as to enable him to answer questions. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. r. Chairman, I would like to hear 
the amendment read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 22, e 7, insert: For the expenses of the commission of citi- 
zens serving without compensation appointed by the President under the 
provisions of the fourth section of the act of April 10, 1869, $5,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, to that amend- 
ment there is no point of order. It speaks for itself and in- 
volves an expenditure of 85,000 only. It refers to the fourth 
section of the act of April 10, 1869,which I holdin my hand, and 
which will give the scope of the authority of the President un- 
der that spproprianion and of the Commission. Section 4 of the 
act of April 10, 1859, provides as follows: 

That there be appropriated the further sum of $2,000,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to enable the President to maintain the peace among 
and with the various tribes, bands, and parties of Indians, and to promote 
civilization among said Indians, bring them, where practicable, upon 
reservations, relieve their necessities, and encourage their efforts at self- 
support; a report of all expenditures under this appropriation to be 
made in detail to Congress in December next. And for the purpose of en- 
abling the President to execute the powers conferred by this act, hejis hereby 
authorized, at his discretion, to organize a board of commissioners, to con- 
sist of not more than ten persons, to be selected by him from men eminent 
for their intelligence and philanthropy, to serve without pecuniary compen- 
sation, who may, under his direction, exercise joint control with the Secre- 
tary of the Interior over the disbursement of the lid pi minor gs made by 
this act, or any part thereof, that the President may designate. 

Then it appropriates to pay the expenses of this Commission 
$25,000, and authorizes the employment of a clerk. 

Mr. HOLMAN, All of which has long since been spent. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly it has been spent. But 
this appropriation provided for in this amendment refers to 
that section of the act of 1869, and in the act itself you find the 
scope of the authority of the President and of the Commission- 
ers. Now, the President has the right to utilize these Commis- 
sioners to act jointly with the Secretary of the Interior. They 
act substantially without expense, and I take it that we shall be 
slow, in a bill which carries $7,000,000, to dispense with the 
services of these ten men in the name of economy, when their 
services are donated to the Government, and when, in fact, for 
a quarter of a century their services have substituted honesty 
and economy in the Indian service for extravagance and dis- 


honesty. [Applause.] 
Mr. Nab Bx. Does not the gentleman know that that law 
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of 1869 has been modified, and there is nosuch power now vested 
in this Commission? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But this amendment appropriates 
money, and in controlling the expenditure of that money, adopts 
section 4 of the act of 1869, by which the President can direct 
this Commission when and where they shall supervene. 

Mr. MADDOX. If that be true I make the point of order that 
the amendment is new legislation. It is not the law as it now 
stands. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The point of order comes too late. 
The amendment has been discussed, and besides, the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] expressly stated that he did not 
feel at liberty to make the point of order. It is precisely the 
same statute that we have for the current year. 

Mr. MADDOX. It is the same statute. The statute the gen- 
tleman has quoted requires these Commissioners to report to 
the President, and gives them equal authority with the Secre- 
retary of the Interior. The statute of 1871 re s that, and 
gives the Secretary of the Interior entire control over the mat- 
ter, and requires the Commission to Eeyore to him, and that is 
the law as it stands now if it stands at all. f 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Theappropriation speaksfor itself. 
As to the question of reporting, that is not material. As to 
their power, it is limited by section 4 of the act of 1869. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired. Does 
the Chair understand the gentleman to press the point of order? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is too late. : > 

Mr. HOLMAN. TL stated that I would not make the point of 
order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I just wish to state to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. MADDOX] that the amendment is word for word the 
same as the provision in the act of the current year. 

- The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CANNON 
of Illinois, the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have 
it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 65. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Indiana 

[Mr. JOHNSON] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
59, noes 79. : 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following-named 
members failed to respond: 


Abbott, Curtis, N. Y. Hines, Rusk, 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Hitt, Schermerhorn, 
Aitken, aniels, Hopkins, Ill. Scranton, 
Alderson, Davey, Hopkins, Pa. Settle, 
Allen, DeForest, ouk, Shaw, 
Apsley, Denson, Hutcheson, She 
Arnold, Dingley, Sibley, 
Avery, Dockery, Johnson, Ohio Sickles, 
Ba a Dolliver, Kilgore, Bunpod 
Barnes, Draper, Kribbs, k 
Bartholdt, D Lefever, Snodgrass, 
Barwig, Dunphy, Lisle, rg. 
Belden, z Li $ Stevens, 
Bell, Colo, E Ky. Lockwood, Stone, C. W. 
Beltzhoover, Eng N.J. Magner, rer, 
send 8 E Marsh, t, 
Black, III. elder, Marvin, N. Y. Stra 
Blair, thian, McAleer, Strong, 
Bland, Fletcher, McGann, Sweet, 
Boen, Forman. McKaig, Talbott, Md. 
Boutelle, Gillet, N.Y. c Tawney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillett, Mass. Meiklejohn, TTY, 
Brosius, oldzier, ercer, Thomas, 
Brown, Gocdnight, Meredith, Y, 
Bundy, ham, Moon, Turner, Va. 
Burnes, Grimn, Morse, in, 
Cadmus, Grosvenor, Moses, Tyler, 
Caminetti, rout, Mutchler, an Voorhis, N. Y 
Campbell, Hainer, Newlands, W: orth, 
Capehart, Hall, Mo. O'Neill, Mo. Wanger. 
Caruth, Hammond, Paynter, _ Was ton, 
Chickering, Harmer, Pendleton, W. Va, Waugh, 

ilds, Harter, Perkins, Wells, 
Cockran, Hatch, Phillips, Wever, 
Cockrell, Hayes, Powers. Wheeler, III 
Cogswell, Heiner, Randall, hite, 
Conn, Henderson, III. Rayner, Z Whiting, 
Cooper, Fla. Henderson, lowa Richards, Ohio Wilson, Ohio. 
Cooper, Ind Hendrix, Robbins, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Wis. Hepburn, Robertson, La. Wright, Mass. 
Covert, Hermann, Robinson, Pa. Wright. Pa. 


The roll call being concluded, the committee rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. O NHL of Massachusetts 
' reported that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union having had under consideration House bill No. 6913 (the 
Indian appropriation bill), had found itself without a quorum 
whereupon the chairman had directed the roll to be called, an 
now reported the names of the absentees. 


The SPEAKER. Inaccordance with the rule, the names of 
the absentees will be entered on the Journal. One hundred and 
eighty-five members have answered to their names. A quorum 
having responded, the Committee of the Whole, in obedience to 
the rule, resumes its session without a motion. 

The Committee of the Whole having resumed its session, 

The CHA AN. e tellers will resume their places; and 
the question will be again taken. 

The question was again taken; and the tellers reported—ayes 
67, noes 112. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For e ee of the Indian service, including traveling and incidental 
ee of Indian agents, and of their oft , and of the Commissioner of 
In Affairs, also traveling and incidental expenses of five special agents, 
at 83 per day when actually employed on duty in the field, exclusive of trans- 
Bylnw Hr py of enloyda not other g ber fer tay ote 
special agents, at $2,000 per annum each, $44,000. 7 

Mr. BOW ERS of California. 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, in line 4, page 8, by striking out the word ‘five’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “three,” and in line 8, same 7 75 ph, strike out the word 
He! and insert the word three.“ and in line 9, same paragraph, strike 
out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the words “thirty-five.” 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, the object of this 
amendment is to reduce the number of these special agents from 
five to three, and to make a corresponding decrease in the ap- 
8 I started in this morning to get some information. 

en I asked the gentlemen who are very desirous to have this 
Commission maintained as to the powers and duties of the Com- 
mission and what it has done, the answer came a little slowly at 
first; but as the gentlemen began to refer to the books and to 
compile and collate the various items of information which they 
individually possessed, they finally got at a statement of what 
the duties of this Commission are. 

I find that among these duties is that of inspecting goods pur- 
chased under contract and supervising their delivery. I asked 
my questionsespecially with reference to inspection and delivery. 
Now, we have already provided in this bill for five inspectors; 
and here is a provision for five special agents in addition. This 
duty of inspection appears to run through the whole business. 
The head of the Department, the Secretary of the Interior, does 
something in the way of inspection; then under him is the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, who is another inspector; then we 
have tencommissioners to inspect, and five Indian inspectors, and 
then these five Indian agents. So that we have in all about 
twenty-twoinspectors. 

Now, I want to read something showing the value of the in- 
spection we have had in this service which it is claimed has 
been so creditably and so honestly performed. I read from the 
proceedings of a board of survey convened at Rosebud Agency, 
S. Dak. The report is dated March 13, 1892: 

U 7 

pon ibet 1 AU So A e Indian Agent J. George Wright, the 

Capt. J. M. Lee, Ninth Infantry. 

A. Judson Morris, M. D., agency physician. 

Egbert J. De Bell, M. D., trader. 

+ * = * * * * 

The board finds t u 

ee “ploy? Pell. N80. antity of this bacon, 20, 000 pounds, was re- 
* s * * * * e 
The bacon has been sorted out in three lots. 


I offer the amendment which I 


* $ * * * * $% 

The board finds that the first lot of bacon, about 12,800 pounds, while not 
of the first-class quality, is issuable. 

Second. That the second lot of bacon, ot about 27,000 pounds, is not issuable 
inits entirety, because of its moldy and rancid condition, and because of 
“skippers” which numerously abound on the outside. By ing off 
about one: third of the outside the remainder can be issued. 

Third. The third lot, consisting of 245 sides and welghing actually 21,650 
pounds, the board regards as totally unfit for issue. 

This bacon is covered and permeated by “skippers,” is discolored through- 
out, rancid, and unfit to be eaten by any human being, and in the opinion of 
the board none of this lot should be issued. 

2 * * 2 = Š 


Then this report goes on to show why this bacon was in this 
condition. The board says that the bacon thus put up was the 
large heavy sides in which the shoulder bones were included, 


so that, of course, it could not keep. And this is only a i- 
men of the efficient manner in which inspections are made. Not- 
withstanding these twenty-two inspectors, the Secretary of the 


Interior, the Indian Commissioner, these ten good Christian 
gentlemen (I believe one member referred to them as being in 
search of pure religion), five Indian inspectors, and five special 
agents, this skippery bacon passed the inspection. It would a 
r that we want about twenty-five more inspectors, possibly 

ve hundred more, in order to prevent such unsuitable supplies 
being furnished. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee in charge of this bill, whether these Indian Commissioners - 
ordered that rancid bacon issued. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 
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uestion being taken on the amendment of Mr. BOWERS 
ornia, it was eee there being ayes T, noes 77. 


The 
of 


The Clerk read as follows: 


CITIZEN BAND OF POTTAWATOMIES. 
That the Secretary of the Interior and he here authorized and di- 
y to the Citizen Band of Pottawatomie or expend for 
their benefit, the sum of $13,981.58, now on the books of the 
being the unex. 


Treasury, and 
ded d: f th tion to t the pro- 
visions of the mathe at the Upived States and said band of — 
ratified and confirmed by act of Congress approved March 3, 1891. 
Mr. FLYNN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On 25, insert after the word . Une 17, the following: 
* That the restrictions in patents issued to the Citizen Band ot 
Eaten acto e io Aa rice aon FOHA TIONS ag lay bo prescribed 
by ane Secretary of the Interior on lands in Oklahoma, it being understood 
t they shall only or? gat of lands which they hold in excess of 80 acres 
each; except, where said Indians are nonresidents Of Oklahoma, they shall 
have the power to sell all of said lands.” 
Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, there are a great many of these 
Indians who have lands allotted to them in my Territory 
Mr. HOLMAN. Until I have had an opportunity to consult 
with some of my associates on the committee, I to reserve 
a point of order on this amendment. I do not make any point 
at present. 

r. FLYNN. Many members of this Citizens band of Potta- 
watomie Indians, who have taken allotments in what is known 
as Pottawatomie County, in my Territory, do not reside upon 
these lands, butare residents of ety Many of them, by their 
appearance, one would not be able to distinguish as having In- 
dian blood in their veins. They are engaged in various avoca- 
tions of life; and as they do not reside among us, it is desirable 
that sofar as practicable there should bé some disposition made 
of these lands, as otherwise they can not be taxed for twenty-five 

ears, 

; I introduced a bill for this purpose, which was referred to the 
Indian Department and received its recommendation. About 
one-half of Pottawatomie County is made up of lands held in 
allotment by members of various tribes of Indians. But those 
in particular who do not reside in the Territory, not occupying 
the lands, who are capable of maintaining themselves, and do 
maintain themselves elsewhere, should have the right, in the 
judgment of the Indian Office, or Congress should grant them 
the right, to dispose of the lands in Oklahoma, the deeds to be 
ee to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

1. WILSON. of W. ton. Under what limitation does 


the gentleman pro to sell the lands? 
~ 4 Under 8 


Mr. FLYNN. uch rules and regulatlons as may be 
1 the Secretary of the Interior. 

i L OH, How much land is involved in this amend- 
ment 

Mr. FLYNN. About 50,000 acres. 

Mr. LYNCH. Held by the Indians? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LYNCH. Where do they live? 

Mr. FLYNN. Some of them there, but a great many in Kan- 
sas. 

Mr. LYNCH. Have they allotments now? 

Mr. FLYNN. Some of them have, but quite a number about 


thirty years ago bought the lands from the Government at a 
certain price per acre. 

Mr. LYNCH. And they ask for this legislation? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes, sir; I have petition after petition asking 
for it. They own large tracts of land down there in Oklahoma, 
and they are living in Kansas. They are not leasing the lands 
or using them in any way, and we are unable now to raise money 
enough by taxation on actual settlers to pay the running ex- 
penses of the easy 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is not that largely due to the 
fact that the settlements there are of very recent date, the Ter- 
ritory being new, and things have scarcely established them- 
sel ves as yet upon a 5 footing? 

Mr. FLYNN. Well, these lands have been opened up since 
1891. A bill for this purpose was referred to the Indian Office, 
reported a ee favorably, and I herewith attach the report of said 
office in relation thereto: 


EL R. bill 6543 vides that me of the Sac and Fox tribe and of 
the Citizen Band of Potta — 5 ant ote Absentee Shawnee Indians of 


being Bags agoi 2 „and an allottee ot under 

m re ae oe 8 and rage ito or band of which 2 

person ember, or any act o: may appear 
petition ct court Of said Terri 3 N 
— ge alienation of such jotments, 80 acres 
shall be removed, and if upon the hearing of pe' it shall 

that the petitioner is m of — 1 —— education, inte 
ce arden: ence his business affairs, the may, 
its order t restriction be removed upon the 

alienation of all the lands allo titioner, excepting 80 acres 


tted to 
thereof, such finding and order be entered of record, aid whenever a copy 
thereof shall be recorded in the office of the regisver of doods the county 


lands so allotted to him, excepting the 80 acres 
That in the case of a member of the Citizen 
shall be a nonresident 1 


tos person. 
'oxes are concerned, I do not think sse ne 
is ry or desirable. with 
ratified by the act of 


ed 
should be held PAAA by the United States for a 23283 ot twenty-five 
years, trust for the od 
of five years, or, if 


1891, so that the restriction upon the taxation and alienation of 80 acres o' 

their lands will e: in a little over two years, unless the President should 

ex the time. For this reason I do not think it advisable to legislate in 

8 the removal of the restrictions upon the sale of lands patented to 
ese Indians. 


So tar as the Pottawatomies and Shawnees are concerned, I see no objec- 
tion to allowing them to dispose of the lands in excess of 80 acres each, as I 
believe that this is a sufficient quantity of land for any Indian to cultivate. 
The pen proposed in the i owever, does not meet with — be . — 1 

this Department should retain the right to determine w er any al- 


n H. R. 6543, viding that ber of 
raftofa mte for pro at any member o 
Band of Pottawatomie Indians and of the Absentee Shawnee 
9 to age a trust — ve — eee 18 

e act approv bruary tats., and 
age, may sell and convey any of the land covered 
excess of 80 acres, the deed of conveyance to be sub; to a) 
Secretary of the Interlor under such rules and ons may pre- 
scribe, and thatany Citizen Pottawatomie not upon his allotment, 
but being a legal resident of another State or 8 Uke manner 
gell and convep all the land covered by said Hace ami tu the a val 
of such deed by the Secretary of the Interior the title to land reby 
conveyed shall vest in the tee thereinnamed. At the on of the 
trust period the fee-simple title to be issued to such allottes or his heirg 
shall convey so much of the land described in the trust patent issued to 
such allottee as shall not have been conveyed under the foregoing pro-- 


on. 
I have also added sectlon?, providing that the land sold and conveyed under 
the provisions of the act shall upon proper recording of the deeds therefor, 
be subject to taxation as other lands In said Territory, but that neither the 
lands by such patents not sold and com the provisions 
of the act, nor any improvements made thereon, shall be subject to taxation 
in any manner by the Territorial or local authorities during the period in 
which said lands shall be held in trust by the United States. í 
It is that there are a number of Citizen eb haee pr hg reside 
in the State of Kansas and are well todo. The lands allotted in Oki 
homa are of no use to them and for that reason it is thought —_— 3 
be allowed to sell all of the lands, if they so desire. If such b è 
subject to the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, I have no objec. 
tion to such course. The Territorial authorities are attem to tax the 


th 
6 Citizen 
ot 


the provisions of 
over 2i years of 
such patent in 
val by the 


‘ovements of Indians u their allotted lands heid trust by 2 
United S I do not th . and 
have accordingly added a provision to that effect in the bill under er- 


a 
I return the 1 * 
r he reo aaa 
$ D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. _ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr.Chairman,I suggest to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma that he allow this to pass over in its present 
condition; that is to say, that he offers the amendment, has made 
his statement, and the question of order is reserved upon it; then 
I will ask unanimous consent to go back to this paragraph at the 
proper time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Indiana 
says he will ask unanimousconsent to go back to this paragraph 
at the proper time. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is very possible that 
he could not obtain that consent; and I think it isno more than 
fair to the gentleman from Oklahoma, if he withdraws the 
amendment at this time, that it should be understood, or at least 
that there is a tacit agreement, that we shall return to this item. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is my proposition. The item is only 
passed over temporarily, to be recurred to hereafter, and the 
genome amendment is pending with the point of order 
against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentlemanfrom Indiana that the paragraph be passed over with 
the pending amendment and the point of order reserved? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For blacksmith and assistant, shops and tools, iron and steel, por . 
article of treaty of July 20, 1831, and fifth article of treaty of Febru 23, 
1897, 8530; in all, $1,030, ‘ 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Eastern Shawnees: This amount to be paid per a i to the Eas 

the direction of the Secretary of the or and u 
States being tho residue of the suth u 


ted States to said Indians for session of lands under the 
treaty entered into by said band with the United States, pro- 
claimed October 14, 1368, 89,079.12. 
Mr. MORGAN. I offer this letter from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs in explanation of the amendment. 


1894, 
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m HOLMAN. For the present I shall reserve the question 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The letter to which the gentleman from 
Missouri refers will be read. 


of 


The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE or DIAN AFFA 
Washington, March 10, 1894. 


SIR: Ihave es honor to n a . sos 9 
Indian nt at Quapaw Agen tory. da e n 
which be inclones a 2 tion of the Bastern Shawnees addressed to the Con- 
gress, praying for the appropriation of the sum of $9,079.12 now to their 
credit in the United States Treasury. 

The tion sets forth that they have taken their allotments, are living 
upon them. and are greatly in need of money to enable them to buy stock, 
oo sen ene raa to erect houses, and prepare their homes as their 
whiten ors do. 

According to the last census this band numbers 83 souls, and the appro- 
priation asked for would give them a per capita payment of $109.23. In view 
of the fact that these Indians are poor, and have taken their allotments, I 
respectfully recommend that the petition be forwarded with the favorable 
recommendation of the Department. I inclose herewith a proposed amend- 
mont Pay the Indian appropriation bill, providing for the legislation re- 
quested. 

8 0 respectfully, 

ge re 2 D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 

The honorable SBCRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. MORGAN, It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that this 
amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN, 
the point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under the recommendation of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs it would seem to bea proper amend- 


ment. m 

The CHAIRMAN. The question, then, is on agreeing to the 
amendment, 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tor pay of additional employés at the several neies for the Sioux in 
Nebraska and Dakota, $12.500, $800 of which shall be used for the employ- 
ment of a second blacksmith at Cheyenne River Agency, South Dakota. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word, for the purpose of asking the gentleman in 
charge of this bill a question. 

I see that this paragraph provides for the pay of additional 
employés at tho several ncies for the Sioux Indians in Ne- 
braska and Dakota, $12,500. That is a reduction of $7,500for the 
current year, This year the appropriates was $20,000. Now, 
Iam not pro parod to say that the reduction is not a proper one 
nor can I say that it ought not to be twice as great. But 1 
would like to know from the gentleman why he makes it $7,500 
less for the coming year than for this year; and then, when he 
has answered that 3 I ask why he did not make twice as 
much reduction as has been made? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not able to state the exact conditions 
on which that was made; but I shall have no objection 
to going back to it after I inquire into the facts. The consider- 
ation of this bill was away back last January, and a good 
. many of the facts have passed out of mind. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then there is unanimous consent 
to return to pelea h? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Cer y; there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. We have changed so many 
3 in the bill since we first started that nobody can remem- 
ber them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Illinois any re- 
quest to make? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] asks that we pass this paragraph, with an agreement 
that we return to it after the reading of the bill is concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks it would be well for the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] or the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to make the request through the Chair. 

. The request is made, and I hope it will be 
granted. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope that we shall not have 
~ many paragraphs to go back to when we get through with 

s bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This will only take a moment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If we do not consider some of 
these things as we go along, we shall have the whole bill to go 
over z 
TheCHAIRMAN. Iftherebeno objection, the paragraph will 
be considered as one hes ; e 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


For subsistence of the Sioux and for purposes of their civilizati 
ion, as 
aos ratified by act of 8 approved February 28, 1827 81 - 
> Pr „That this sum shall include transportation of su; plies 
the termination of railroad or steamboat transportation; and 15 this 
ice Indians shall be employed whenever practicable: 
That the number of ons issued shall not exceed the n of 


Does the gentleman from Indiana make 


sery- 
* 


on 


trons | take 


pay a pariar Gera and any excess in the number of rations issued shall be 
owed in the settlement of the agent's account. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, there is an item in 
this par: toph which I wish to ask about. In lines 17 and 18, 
on page 32, there is an appropriation, in pursuance of treaty, of 
$1,000,000 for the subsistence of the Sioux and for purposes of 
their civilization. The appropriation for the current year is 
$1,150,000, and this is a reduction of $150,000.. I wish to ask why* 
this reduction is made? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is according to the estimate. 

„Mr. LYNCH. Yes; there is a reduction of $150,000 in the es- 


timate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. For what reason? Are these In- 
dians on the decrease? 

Mr. LYNCH. I can not give you any reason, except that that 
is the amount called for in the estimate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the estimate. The cost of maintain 
ing 8 Indians is very large, and the estimate has been re- 

uced. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then, that is the explanation of 
the reduction? I noticed that it was a large reduction, and I 
did not know why it was. 

A pao Clerk, proceeđing with the reading of the bill, read as 
ollows: 

For support and maintenance of day and industrial schools, includin; 
erection and ropas of school buildings, in accordance with article 7 0 
treaty of April 29, 1863, which article is continued in force for twenty years 
by section 17 of the act of March 2, 1889, $80,000; in all $1,395,600. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The amendment was-read, as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of line 13, page 33, the following: 

‘Provided, That when in pursuance of any treaty anappropriation has been 
heretofore made to erect schoolhouses for the accommodation of children 
of any tribe of Sioux Indians, out of fund belonging to said Indians. 
which appropriation is still in force, the Secretary of the interior shail pro- 
ceed as early as practicable to erect such school building.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope there will be an ex- 
planation of this amendment. 1 do not understand its terms. 

Mr. PICKLER. This takes nothing out of the Treasury, and 
it is not new legislation. It simply provides that where by an 
act of Congress schoolhouses have been ordered to be built for 
any tribe of the Sioux Indians, to be paid for out of their money, 
the Secretary of the Interior s proceed to build these school- 
houses. Anappropriation was made some two years ago to build 
two such schoolhouses in my State. The schoolhouses are 
needed, and yet for some reason or other the building of them 
has not been proceeded with. One of them is to be built at 
Chamberlain, S. Dak., and one at Rapid City, S. Dak., near largo 
bands of the Sioux Indians. 

All that is asked by this amendment is that the Secretary of 
the Interior shall ony out the act of Congress; and I think 
when Congress has ordered the building of a schoolhouse it 
ought to be proceeded with as early as ible. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Have you inquired of the Commissioner to 
know why the money had not been spent? : 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, I have inquired about it. An agent is 
sent out, and he looks the ground over and makes a report, and 
pee pee changing to another piece of land; and so it is de- 

ed along. 
r. HOLMAN. As the law stands now it is discretionary 
with the Commissioner to expend the money, is it not? 

Mr. PICKLER. The building of these schoolhouses is di- 
rected by an act of Congress. There is no discretion about it, 
only to carry out the act of Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the act specify where the schools shall 
be located? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, and the amounts to be paid; and they 
are to be taken out of the fundsof the Indians. ere i no ap- 
3 out of the Treasury of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out ths last word, 
for the purpose of asking the gentleman from Indiana a question 
about the provision in line 11 of page 23 of the bill, of $80,000 
for the support and maintenance of day and industrial schools, 
including erection and repairs of school buildings, in accord- 
ance with the treaty. There was appropriated under that treaty 
$100,000 for the current year; this bill only carries $80,000. Now, 


why? 

Nr. HOLMAN. Well, certainly; but the language that is in 
the present law, as well as in the bill, was for the support Ta 
maintenance of day and industrial schools, including the erec 
and repairs of school buildings.” There was a ed sopop 
ation made for the proai current year, and a considerable por- 
tion of the money has been e ded in the erection of build- 
; and this is a comparatively slight reduction when that is 
en into consideration. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is $20,000. ‘The buildings have 
already, I presume, been furnished. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. This is fully up to the estimate. A large 
amount of the expenditure, I k, as will be seen, was for the 
erection and repair of buildings. I think that the gentleman 
will find that this is the estimate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I believe that in this item 
the full amount ought to be given, because the gentleman will 
potice that this is an appropriation for day and industrial 
schools on the reservation under the treaty that we made with 
the Sioux. 1 think that isa very valuable kind of school, and 
it seems to me that if we owe them the money under the treaty 
that we should be as vigorous as possible in expending it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We do not owe that specific sum. The ap- 

opneem is $100,000 for the present current year. Ihave no 

oubt that the larger appropriation made for the maintenance 
of schools and the erection of a school building was due to the 
necessity for the erection of schoolhouses, and the absence of the 
latter consideration especially justifies this reduction. I know 
that this matter was very carefully examined, because the pur- 
pore was to be very liberal in this expense, so far as these In- 
ians are concerned. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will state to the gentleman that 
I will examine the question before to-morrow, and I will then ask 
him to return to that paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Perhaps the gentleman from South Dakota 


can explain it. X 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not catch the question. I think there 
will be no objection to returning to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wants it understood that re- 
quests for unanimous consent must be made from the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent to return to this item to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 


mous consent that this paragraph be d over until to-mor- 
row. Is there objection? After a pause.] The Chair hears 


none. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SPOKANES. 

For third of ten installments, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secre of the Interior, in the remoyalof the Spokane Indians to the Coeur 
d'Alene rvation, in erecting suitable houses, in assisting them in break- 
ing lands, in them with cattle, seeds, cultural implements, 
Baw and grist milis, thrashing machines, mowers, clothing, and provisions; 
in care of the old, sick, and infirm; in affording educational facilities, 
and in any other manner tending to their civilization and 9 as 
per article 5 of agreement with said Indians, dated March 18, 1887, ratified by 

t of Congress sopor July 13, 1892, $3,000: Provided, That any moneys 

eretofore or hereafter to be appropriated for the removal of said Spokane 
In to the Cœur d'Alene Reservation shall bə extended or expended to 
such members of the tribe who have removed or shall remove to the Colville 
or Jocko Reservations. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. It was evidently overlooked in the print of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word Colville.“ in line 22, page, 34, insert Spokane;“ so as to 
read: “Colville, Spokane, and Jocko Indian Reservations.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word, so as to make an inquiry of the chairman of 
the committee or the gentleman from Washington about this 
3 contained in this paragraph, which seems to be a pretty 

road proposition: 

That any moneys heretofore or hereafter to be appropriated for the re- 
moval of the said Spokane Indians to the Cœur d'Alene Reservation shall be 
extended or expended to such members of the tribe who have removed or 
shall remove to the Colville or Jocko Reservation. 

And now, as amended, the Spokane Reservation. Now, how 
much would have to be expended for those who have removed, 
and what is the object of this appropriation? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike 
out the last word. In the Fifty-first Congress legislation was 
had looking to the removal of the upper and middle bandsof the 
Spokane Indians. The treaty Leas that they should be re- 
moved to the Coeur d’Alene and Jocko Indian Reservations. 

But there were three, four, or five families who wanted to 
move to the Spokane Reservation, so as to be among their kins- 
men. The entire amountappropriated for this 55 1 55 was not 
given in cash to the Indians, as to the Coeur d’Alenes, but it 
made provision for the purchase of agricultural implements, ma- 
chinery, building houses,and giving them homes, and teaching 
them that which was believed to be the proper and legitimate 
way of civilizing the American Indians, by labor. Now, I have 
a letter here that I want to read in my time, which will more 

ully explain the matter than any statement that I can make. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
H Washinton, April 28, 1894. 
Sır: On March 12 last. I received by our reference for my consideration, 
| eet mE dated February 1, 1894, from C. A. Coulson, master of Union 
Tange No. 109, Patrons of Husbandry, asking by resolution on behalf of 
Said grange that such action as might be necessary be taken to throw open 


to settlement the Spokane Indian Reservation, W. and in 

AA wills tala EIA T bate te eis eek be N Prag 
ec vo 8 t i 

Capt. J. W. Bubb, United States „ac [In ns 60 

n said TEETE 


‘ane t. 

He was instructed to ascertain from the Indians whether it is their desire 
to take allotmentsof land in severalty and then to negotiate with the United 
States for the surrender of theirsurplus lands and to report upon this mat- 
ter his views as to the advisability of appointing a commission to treat with 
the Indians referred to for the surrender of a portion of their reserve. 

I am now in receipt of a communication from the said agent dated the 19th 
instant, stat: that in compliance with said office instructions he called a 
council of the Lower oe ge Indians, residents of the Spokane Indian Res- 
ervation referred toin the said resolution, at which Chief Lot, with his prin- 
cipal headmen and at least two-thirds of the male adults of his tribe, were 
present; that the resolution and said office letter were carefully interpreted 
and fully Ire to the Indians, as well as the laws governing the allot- 
ment of lands in severalty; that after some little discussion they adjourned 
for a time to talk the matter over among themselves; that upon reassem- 
bling Chief Lot announced in open council that it was the unanimous de- 
cision that the Indians did not h to give up any portion of their reserva- 
tion and take allotments of land in severalty, and that commissioners be 
not sent to them to negotiate for the dis of any part of their reserva- 


tion. 
Chief Lot, in announcing the decision in open council reached by the In- 
us after conference themselves, spoke as follows: vine 


among 

This is the land my Father purchased for us from the other tribes of In- 
dians with such OT AA we at that time (furs, skins, horses, etc.), in 
order that his people ht have a home and be at peace with all other tribes 
as well as with the white Na Wash: has already taken away from 
us much of the land my Father purchi and for which we have never re- 
ceived any money or other consideration. Now, all we have left is this little 
reservation and it seems that Washington is nowafter that. This land we 
now have is small, but it is too dear for us togiveitup. We would like 

Washington to 5 this a long time before taking it away from us. 
There has never ma thing that Washington has asked us to do but 
what we have done cheerfully. But this is too much, we can not do it. 
None of my people know anything about acres or surveys, and they are not 
able to carry out this thing of ta land each for himself. We have never 
had the schools promised us and * people are not much better fitted 
fora 3 than us old people. e not complain when some of the 
Upper Middle Spokanes came to live with us. They told us they would 
not get any of the treaty money. We have shared our with them and 
have made them welcome and we all live happy together. We depend on 
you, Washington, for oror amg and need your help for a while longer, and 
would like you to waita little longer about our land until our people . 
learn to read and write and are better able to do as they will have to do 
been ‘ou to 


when we sell part of our land. All these years I have ur 
ve us schools so we would be prepared to live among white people. So 
ar I have only had promises.“ 
According to the 


t's further report some of Lot's head men expressed 
themselves in a similar manner. 
The agent adds, that after carefully considering this matter in all its 
ps e is of the opinion that the time has not yet come for these people 
take their lands in severalty and be mixed up with white people, as the: 
would bein that event; that the reservation is small, being 8 miles wide an 
85 miles long, and not so well adapted to agricultural purposes as said reso- 
lution would seem to indicate; that it is hilly and much of it rocky and 
heavily timbered; that there are atleast four hundred and fifty Indians 
now living there, which number includes of the Upper and Middle 
Spokanes, who seem to fer living there even at the loss of their share of 
ich they would be entitled should they go to = one 
of the reservations named in the agreement with the apoa e. adlg 


is that they have not had schools; and that they have had only such religio 
teachings as they have been able to obtain from their own scanty contribu- 


tions. 
The agent concludes his report by stat that he does not recommend 
of negotiating 


sending commissioners to that reservation for the p 
with the Indians thereof for a surrender of a portion of the same. 

In view of the statements contained in Capt. Bubb's report, and the con- 
dition of the Indians referred to, I do not think that it would be wise to take 
any steps now looking to negotiations with them for the surrender of any 
portion of their reservation. 

Very respectfully, . 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 


Hon. JOHN L. WILSON, House of Representatives. 


Now, these Indians have gone there. They are living together 
in peace, and I only want to give them a little of this money to 

urchase agricultural implements and to enable them to make 

omes. Since 5 this letter I have called the attention 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to this appeal in relation 
to schools, and he has already ordered the construction of a 
schoolhouse on that reservation—— 

| Here the hammer fell. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, by unanimous consent, 
the time of Mr. WILSON of Washington was extended. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There was a large number of 
them around Spokane when we made this treaty. They havo 
gone out on that reservation. They are there with Chief Lot. 
They want education, they want to learn to till the soil, they 
want agricultural implements to do it with. They want to be 
taught how to work, for the only way you are going to civilize 


a barbarian is by and through labor. Give him a primary edu- 
cation and teach him to labor, and then let him take care of 
himself. 


Mr. REED. I desire to call the attention of the Chairman of 
the committee to the fact that it is 5 o’clock. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee rise. 
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The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported that they had haa under con- 
sideration a bill (H. R. 6913), the Indian appropriation bill, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. MARSHALL, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite 
leave of absence, on account of sickness. 5 

The House then, on motion of Mr. HOLMAN (at 5 o'clock and 
7 minutes p. m.), adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 5259) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives 
of Alfred Robinson, deceased. (Report No. 1061.) 

By Mr. AVERY, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 1665) 
for the relief of Solomon Lusk. (Report No. 1062.) 

By Mr.STONE of Kentucky, from the same committee: A bill 
(H. R. 2249) for the relief of Warren Hall. (Report No. 1065.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7065) for the allowance of certain claims re- 

rted by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury 
Be tment. (Report No. 1066.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4933) for the relief of the estate of John L. 
Sammis. (Report No. 1067.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) for the relief of the Madison Female 
Institute, located at Richmond, Ky. (Report No. 1068.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3031) for the relief of Washington College 
(now known as Washington and Lee University), located at Lex- 

n, Va. 7 5 885 o. 1069.) 
y Mr. BEL TZHOOVER, from the same committee: A bill (H. 
R. 3619) for the relief of the heirs of A. Lawrence Foster, de- 
ceased. (Report No. 1070.) 

By Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (S. 812) for the relief of William R. Steinmetz. (Report No. 
1071.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 2300) for the relief of J. C. Peebles. (Re- 
port No. 1072.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
178. 1008. 6336) for the relief of Maj. Thomas W. Lion. (Report 

o. 1073. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. MCNAGNY, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
bill (H. R. 772) for the relief of Tazwell C. Merritt. (Report No. 
1 


063.) 
Also, the petition for the relief of Dr. John B. Rumph. (Re- 
port No. 1064.) 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4713) establishing 
two judicial districts in the State of Indiana—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 7414) granting increase of 
pension to survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars and to their 
widows—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CADMUS (by request): A bill (H. R. 7415) to provide 
relief for the outfalls of the existing sewers within the Bistrict 
of Columbia, and for the disposal of its sewerage to a place of 
safety—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 7416) to amend an act to pro- 
vide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States, approved March 3, 1887—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7417) to cause 
storm and weather signals to be displayed on light-houses be- 
tween sunrise and sunset—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PENCE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7418) to limit 
labor of children, ete.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COFFEEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7438) to provide 
for the improvements of public roads, and for other purposes— 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


XXVI—388 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pote bills of the following 


titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7420) to correct the mil- 

i record of Capt. Henry Troll—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 
lso, a bill (H.R. 7421) to correct the naval record of Robert 
A. Russell—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7422) for the relief 
of Harriet Clayton to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7423) for the relief of heirs of Samuel A. 
Craddock — to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7424) for the relief of Frank Richardson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7425) for the relief of Catharine Bedel—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7426) for the relief of William Donald Me- 
Lean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7427) for the relief 
of J. R. Wasson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7428) to perfect the military rec- 
ord of Henry R. Gibson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 7429) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Newport, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7430) granting an increase of 
pension to Gilman Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 7431) for the relief of R. S. 
Thornton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7432) for the 
relief of Katherine Harrison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7433) for the relief of 
Francis M. Leake—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 7434) directing the issue of a du- 

licate of a lost check drawn by Capt. W. H. Bixby, Engineers, 
nited States Army, at Newport, R. I., in favor of Messrs. 
Hughes Brothers & Bangs—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7435) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth B. Russell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 7436) for the relief of 
certain parties, sufferers by the burning of the tug Mystic while 
in Government employ—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: A bill (H, R. 7437) for the relief of Wil- 
liam J. Bryan to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of citizens of Maynard, Mass., 
praying for exemption from taxation all fraternal beneficiary 
societies, orders, or associations operating under the lodge 
system—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Anthony Roeslein, second 
lieutenant, late of Company A, Third Regiment Missouri In- 
fantry Volunteers, praying for the passage of the bill to author- 
ize the 55 War to correct his military record to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition and affidavit of Robert A. Russell, in support of 
a bill to correct the naval record of said Robert A. Russell to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Protest of the citizens of the Tin 
Cup mining district, Lake City, and Spokane, Wash., asking for 
thesuspension of the mining assessment act for 1894—to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, resolutions of Pride of the West Council, No. 11, Junior 
Order American Mechanics, of Denver, Colo., commending House 
bill 5246, known as the Stone bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BERRY: Petition of Thomas Johnson, for relief—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COCKRELL: Petition of citizens of El Paso, Tex., 
protesting against the establishment of a Federal court at La- 
redo, Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of the Pattern Makers’ National 
League of North America, against the employment of convict 


labor—to the Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Verona, Pa., 
against the income tax as affecting beneficiary societies—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of several citizens of Brookline, 
Mass., that the income tax feature of the Wilson bill may be 
amended so as to exempt from taxation fraternal societies—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petitions of 44citizensof Danville, IIl.; 11 of Waterbury 
Conn.; of New York City; 34 of Ottumwa, Iowa, and 47 0 
Greenleaf, Kans., for the passage of House bill 5804, an act to 
mote the safety of railroad: employés—to the Committee on 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrance of H. Khinderust and 79 
other citizens of Detroit, Mich., asking Congress to reject a 
pro amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition for the relief of Christian F. 
Beyer, Colman, Ala.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PENCE: Petition of the miners at Duncan Camp, 
Colo., for the passage of the bill introduced by Mr. JOSEPH: of 
New Mexico; relating to mines and mining on unconfirmed land 
grants—to the Committee on Mines and g 

Also, memorial of mining men of the State of Was n 
asking for the suspension of the mining-assessment act of I 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, resolution of Pride of the West Council No. 11, urging 
the passage of House bill 5246, known as the Stone bill—to the 
Committee om aie own and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of 78 citizens of Massachusetts, 
urging the passuge of certain legislation to restrict immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of the New York City Branch 
Granite Cutters, for legislation pre saleof conviet- made 
goods outside of the Stato where they are made to tne Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY,. June 10, 1894. 


The Senate metat 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. E. B. BAGBY, Chaplain. of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, and by unanimous. consent, the: 
eyes ing of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 
with. 

LELAND STANFORD, IR., UNIVERSITY ENDOWMENT: 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, it is with a fee of some 
hesitancy that Trise in the Senate to a.question of privilege. It 
is not, however, of myself that I wish to speak, but it is to do a 
simple act of justice to the memory of one who for eight years 
8 a seat on the floor of the Senate, and whose place I am 
for the time called upon to fill. 

It was charged by a member of the House of Representatives 
on Monday, before a committee in this Capitol, and the state- 
ment has been telegraphed all over the country that Senator 
Stanford founded the great university of learning at Palo Alto, 
Cal., from motives of revenge, because he could not be elected 
a trustee of the University of California.” 

I desire to say that from my own personal knowledge I know 
the statement to. be entirely erroneous and without foundation 
infact or truth. During the latter part of my term as governor 
of California and during the recess of the Legislature, I, with- 
out his knowledge or consent, appointed Senator Stanford a 
regent of the University of California. He declined to accept 
or qualify, for the reason that he had not the time to devote to 
the work. His name, however, was sent tothe Legislature with 
other nominations, and failed of conflrmation, as I understand 
it, at his own request. 

My successor as governor, Gen. Stoneman, of national reputa- 
tion, would have reappointed him regent, but was informed by 
Senator Stanford’s friend and attorney, Col. Creed Haymond, 
that. he would not accept the position for the reason that his 
sympathies were more. inclined towards a college of manual 

a place where the youth of the country could learn pro- 

“fessions and trades that would enable them to more easily earn 

ee and that he intended some day to build such an in- 
stitution. 

His extensive business affairs so engrossed his time and atten- 
tion that he did not carry into effect his plan until death entered 
his home and took away their only son, the light of the home and 
the idol of the father and mother. Then he realized more fully 
the transitoriness of allearthly things; and he and his good wife 
resolved that the most appropriate and enduring monument they 
could erect. to the memory of their beloved son would be an in- 
stitution of learning that should be free to the of the 
land. In his own loving words he said: The children of Cali- 
fornia shall be our children. It is our hope to found a univer- 
sity where all may have a chance to secure an education such as 
we intended our son to have.” And from that time until his 
death Mr. Stanford consecrated his life to this work. 


torous for any 


There is a fi 
omission and co panies 
that owe obligations to the Government. But the way to do it 
is not by impugning the. motive that influenced the munificent. 


time and place to deal with the sins of 
ion of the different railroad com 


endowment Leland Stanford, Jr., University, for if there 

ever was an inspired and unselfish philanthropic act.it was the 

endowment by Senator and Mrs. Stanford of an institution of 

learning second to none im the land, and whose fountain of 
eis free to the poorest boy Gan A the land. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I to be allowed to say 
a word in addition to the statement made by the Senator from 
California. I do not regret that he has vindicated the late Sen- 
ator, Mr. Stanford, from the aspersion made against him, and 
yet I take occasion to insist that there could be no need of any 
such vindication for-the satisfaction of the Senators now upon 
this floor. Mr. Stanford had his faults, possibly, but no one who 
ever knew him could believe that he would act on any subject 
from a spirit of revenge. I think all will agree that no kindlier 
or more warm-h man over lived, or one less likely to be 
influenced by any such motive. Certainly it was most. prepos- 

person to su that a man who never showed 
the spirit of unkindness in way in any dealings whatever 
with his fellow-oreatures would found the magnificentuniversity 
to which he has devoted his great fortune from a desire to re- 
venge himself upon anyone. 
EXECUTIVE TION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 5th instant, in relation to certain deseribed otit- 
cial reports, a letter from the Acting Adjutant-General, dated. 
June 9, 1894, together with copies of the reports desired; which, 


with the accompany: rs, was referred to the Committee 


on Claims, and o 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition ofsundry mining men, of 
Spokane be mee gs fe that section 2324 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States be amended so as to suspend for the 
year 1894 the performance of 3100 worth ot labor upon mining 
3 which was referred to the Committee on Mines aud Min- 


ng. 

He also presented petitions of 9 citizens of Miami County; of 
44 citizens of Findlay and Toledo; of 16 citizens of Gibsonburg; 
and of 44 citizens, all in the State of Ohio, praying that mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 18 citizens of Leetonia, Ohio, 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PATTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Port- 
land, Mich., praying that the funds of fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties, orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; henis was or- 
dered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. HARRIS presented sundry memorials of wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of Memphis, Knoxville, and Nashville, all 
in the State of Tennessee, remonstrating against an increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an exten- 
sion of the present bonded period; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. TURPIE. I present a memorial of the National Furni- 
ture Manufacturers’ Association of the United States on the sub. 
ject of tariff rates upon looking-glass plates. The memorial seta 
forth that what are known as looking-glass plates consist of thin 
glass silvered, and are used only in the manufacture of cheap 
and medium furniture; that loo glass plates are manufac- 
tured only in Europe and have to imported into the United 
States; that by the addition of duties upon 8 plates, 
the cost of furniture in which such plates are used is increased 
without benefit to any manufacturers in the United States; and 
that the addition of such duties will only add to the cost of fur- 
niture which is purchased by the poorer classes of consum- 
ers in this country. I move tthe memorial be referred to 
the Committee on Finance, as the bill hasnot yet been reported 
to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE presented memorials of sundry wholesale and 


retail liquor dealers of Indianapolis, Terre Haute, and Evans- 


ville, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the internal-revenue tax on wh „and also against 
an extension of the present. bonded period; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented the petition of John 
S. Wright and sundry citizens of Wisconsin, praying that the 


1894.. 


CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD—SENATE. 


6195 


funds of mutual life insurance companies: and associations. be 
exempted from the 2 income- tax provision. of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


also presented ee of A. R. Autland and sundry, 
citizens of Green Bay, „ and a petition of Council No. 40, 
Royal League, of Milwaukee, Wis/, praying that the pending 


tariff be so amended that fraternal beneficiary societies, or- 
ders, or associations, operating u the lodge system and pro- 
viding for the payment of life, sick, accident, and other benefits 
to the members, and . of such members, shall be ex- 
empt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in 
any form;“ which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of P. F. Moran andsundry other 
wholesale and retail liquor dealers of the State of Wisconsin, 
remonstrating against.an increase of the internal-revenue tax 
on whisky, and against.an extension of the present. bonded 
period; Which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PASCO.. I present resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of. Florida, in the nature of a petition, praying that an ap- 
88 be made for improving and deepening the waters of 

harlotte Harbor and the mouth of Peace River. I do not wish 
to talce up the time of the Senate in reading the resolutions, and 
Task that they be referred to the Committee on Commerce and 
printed in the RECORD, 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and. 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution: requesting our Senators and members ot the 

House ot Representatives in the Congress of the United States to urge an 

and deepening the waters of 


Whereas thousands ot tons of phosphates are nowannually shipped from 
Peace River and the adjacent country, throughithe mouth ot Peace River 
and.thence through Charlotte Harbor to various foreignanddomestic ports; 

Wnereas the improvement of said waters would release commercial re- 
striotions upon an article now necessarily used by the farmers of the United: 
States and of the world at large: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Florida (the Senatecon- 

and and ier gral rs 5 of — 

ues! urge upon Congress the neces- 

sity of asafficient appropriationtor the improvement of the mouth ot Peace 
River and the waters of Ch 

Resolved, That the secretary ot state be, and he is he directed to tor- 
8 of this resolution to each of our Senators 


Congress. 
Approved May 11, 1893. 


Mr. MORGAN presented petitions of C. W. Hare and sundry 
other citizens of Montgomery County; of C. I. Daughtry and 
sundry other citizens of Lee County; and of John P. Adams and 
sundry other citizens: of Pike County, all in the State of Ala- 
bama, praying that the funds of mutual life insurance compa- 
nies and associations be exempted: from the proposed income- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PALMER presented memorials of J. M. Gross and sun- 
dry other citizens of Illinois, remonstrating a; t an increase 
of the internal-revenue tax on whiskey, and against an ex- 
tension, of the present bonded period; which were: ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr: MORRILL 3 petitions of sundry citizens Shel- 
don, Highgate, and Montgomery, all in the State of Vermont, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the States to 
enforce: State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy- 
products; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of Edward C. Woods, 
general manager Equitable Life and Assurance Association, 
and sundry other business men of Pittsburg; of sundry citizens 
of Philadelphia, Lancaster, and Allegheny, and of sundry citi- 
zens of Dauphin County, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing thatin the passage of any law providing for the taxation of 
incomes the funds of mutual life insurance companies and asso- 
ciations be exempted from taxation; which were ordered to lie 
on.the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Athens; Pa., 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 
to mails.as second-class: matter; which was) referred to:the: 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oil City, 
Hanover, and Pottstown, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations 
be eempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry wholesale and retail 
liquor dealers of Harrisburg, York, Philadelphia, Reading, Mo- 
Keesport, Allegheny City, and Allentown, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on whisky, an against an extension of the 
present bonded period; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also ted a memorial of the Maritime i 0. 


0 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the proposed transfer 


of the Coast and Geodetic Survey to the 


Representatives 


ical Survey and 
the Navy Department; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appro riations. 

5 joint petition of the Board of Trade, Com- 
mercial Exchange, Maritime Exchange, Drug Exchange, Gro- 
cers and Importers’ Exchange, Vessel Owners and Captains’ 
Association, of Wardensof the portof 5 Man- 
ufacturers’ Club, and the Trades League, all of Philadelphia, Pa., 
Eg auf that an increased appropriation be made for the open 

and maintenance of a channel from the city of Philadelphia 
to the sea, in width not less than 600 feet, and in depth at mean 
low water of 26 feet; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
Mr. QUAY presented resolutions adopted at a convention of 
independent producers, refiners, and exporters of petroleum 
from the States of New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and. West 
Virginia, held at Warren, Pa., on June 7, 1894, favoring the en- 
actment of legislation providing for an investigation Into cer- 
tain evils the interstate-commerce law by the Standard 
Oil trust; which were. referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of John B. Haley and sundry 
other citizens of Lawrence County, Pa., praying that the funds 
of mutual life insurance companies and associations beexempted 
from the posed income-tax on of the pending tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of William M. Westerman and 
sundry other citizens of Verona; of D. H. Stoner and sundry” 
other citizens of Mt. Pleasant; of John Curtis, jr., and sundry: 
other citizens of Strouse e and of the members of the Equit 
able Aid Union of Columbia, all in the State of Pennsylvan 
praying that the pending tariff bill be soamended that frater 

neficiary societies, orders,.or associations operating upon the: 
lodge system and providing for the payment of life, sick; acci- 
dent, and other benefits to the members and dependents of such 
members; shall be exempt from all the provisions of the bill re- 
„ in any form; which were ordered to lie on the 

©: 


He also presented memorials of T. Brecht & Son and sundry" 
other liquor dealers of the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against an increase in the internal- revenue tax on Whisky, and! 
also against an extention of the present bonded period; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented memorials of sundry wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of Norfolk, Fredericksburg, and Richmond, 
all in the State of Virginia, remonstrating against an increase 
of the internal-revenue. tax on whisky, and also against an ex- 
tension of the present bonded period; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. HOAR.. I present the petition of Julia Ward Howe, Ed- 
win D. Mead, and sundry other citizens of New England, whose: 
title to respect is unquestionable, praying for the passage of the 
joint resolution for the abrogation of the extradition treaty with 

ussin. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations: 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented memorials of J. A. and W. Bird & Co., 
and sundry other wholesale and retail liquor dealers of Boston. 
and Lowell, in the State of Massachusetts, . 
an increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky also 
against an extension of the present bonded period; wh 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of F. O. Baston and 36 
other citizens of Middlesex County, Mass:, praying, that the 
funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations. be ex- 
empted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending, 
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of L. P. Winchenbaugh and 21 
other members of Neponset Council, No. 136, of Hyde Park, 
Mass., and a petitionof Howard Council, No. 46, Royal Arcanum,- | 
of Boston, „praying that fraternal: beneficiary societies, 
orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed income-- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; whieh were ordered to» 
lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Lowell and 
Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, remonstrating against an 
increase of the internal- revenue tax on whisky, and also against 
an extension of the present bonded period; which were ordered 


to lie on the table. tee 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of O. O. Billinghurst: 
and sundry other citizens: of Muskegon; of Edwin L. Wright 
and sundry other citizens of Hancock, and of T. H. Soddy and 
sundry other citizens of Houghton, all in the State of Michigan, 
praying that in the of any law providing for the taxa+ 
tion of incomes, the funds of mutual life insurance: companies: 
eee ee taxation; Which were ordered to lie on me 

è. 


ich were- 
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He also presented the petition of F. H. Leavenworth and sundry 
other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying that premiums paid for 


life insurance by individuals, who are subjected to taxation, 
shall be deducted from their taxable incomes; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

INCOME TAX EXEMPTION OF BENEFICIARY ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. GALLINGR. I present several- petitions of citizens of 
New Hampshire, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, and associations, be exempted from the operation of the 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill. I give notice 
that at the proper time I s offer an amendment exempting 
such associations from the operations of that proposed law, as 
I believe the request of the petitioners is a justone. I move 
that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present a petition for the same purpose 
from A. M. Wilkins, Charles P. Hartshorn, C. F. Wells, W. B. 
Rotch, and 7 other citizens of Amherst, N. H., praying that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. A great many of those petitions are coming in, 
and I wish to make a few remarks, in order to relieve some ap- 
prehension. The Committee on Finance were unanimously of 
the opinion that the amendmentasked for in regard to these so- 
cieties is notn but as an amendment has been suggested 
on behalf of all these societies 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator can not be heard on this 
side. Lam interested in this matter, and should like to hear him. 

Mr. VEST. I say the Committee on Finance were unani- 
mously of opinion that no amendment is necessary to exempt re- 
ligious, benevolent, or fraternal societies. The bill, as it now 
stands reported, expresy ozompie from taxation all corpora- 
tions that are not organized for profit, and then goes on and 
states besides that all corporations or associations organized for 
charitable, religious, or educational purposes shall be exempt. 
But these societies seem to have agreed upon an amendment, to 
which the committee have not the slightest objection, because 
it simply makes clear and beyond question the meaning of the 
bill. at amendment is to insert: 

Peng the 1640 — FF — bytie of ute. 8 
and other benefits to the members, and dependents of such members. 

That is, that the exception shall extend to these corporations, 
including fraternal and beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions operating upon the lodge system, and providing for the 
payment of life, sick, accident, and other benefits to the mem- 
bers and the 8 r of such members. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Do J understand the Senator to say that 
the committee would be in favor of such an amendment. 

eet E Unquestionably, because that is the meaning of 
the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam very much gratified to hear it. 

Mr. VEST. We conferred with the attorneys and officers 
representing these societies and undertook to show them that 
that is the meaning of the proposed law now; and this is the 
5 which they agreed upon, and to which we have no 
objection. 

r. HOAR. Idesire to have the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to one point. These ordersin New England have 
very generally, at any rate in Massachusetts, been framed on 
the system I will state. They begin by paying into a common 
treasury what they call their monthly or weekly dues. That 
money is invested, and at the end of seven years or fourteen 
years, or whatever time is prescribed for the investment torun, 
each member draws out what he has paid in with his share of 
the accumulated interest, the earnings. But a member has a 
Hi 5 at any time to stop the payments of his monthly dues, as 
it is called, and borrow a sum of money which is secured by a 
lien; and then the monthly payment goes to paying off the prin- 
cipal and interest of that money. In that way, when he gets 
ready he buys a little lot of land, puts alittle house on it for 
himself and his family, and it is paid for in this manner by 
monthly payments. z 

Probably not one in a hundred of the original members of the 
institution will come out at the end a creditor, The money is 
nany paid in for the purpose of having a fund that the asso- 
ciation may loan in that way for the purposeof getting dwelling 
houses for the members. 

But under the bill as it now reads, and I am afraid under the 
amendment if I heard it correctly, if there be one man out 
of thethousand or three thousand members who remains simply 
alender of money, then the concern is not exclusively a bene- 
ficiary or home-getting institution, and still in regard to the 
other ninety-nine one-hundredths it comes within what the 
Senator very properly says is the desire of his committee. 


I wish to call the Senator’s attention to that point. I will not 
stir up debate on it at this time, but it is very desirable that 
where there is an association nine hundred and ninety-nine 
thousandths benevolent; and the other thousandth a mere in- 
vestment of money, either the association should be exempted 
altogether, which I think would be the most convenient way (be- 
cause the other part is so little itis not worth troubling your- 
self about), or we should make a provision which limits the in- 
come tax toso much of the institution as does not come within 
the principle of exemption stated by the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. I think the Senator from Massachusetts is now 
discussing the provision of the proposed law in regard to loan 
and building associations. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Weare N about fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties, such as the Knights of Pythias and the Royal Arcanum, 
which is a different branch of the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. The loan and building associations contain very 
often this other element. They mix the two classes together. 

Mr. VEST. That is another provision of the bill, I under- 
stand that these are simply mutual aid societies. When one of 
their members is taken sick he receives so much a month or 
week during his disability, or where he dies his widow and 
children are taken care of. But they are not in the nature of 
associations for loaning money to obtain homes, such as loan and 
building associations. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will give his attention to it at 
the proper time, I do not want to detain either him or the Sen- 
ate from other things now; but when this question comes up in 
the bill I suggest that the committee can probably very easil 
frame a clause which will cover all classes, savings banks aan 
everything else, and which will provide that in the payment of 
the tax so much of the funds of the society shall be exempted 
as belongs, in the judgment of the officials of the Treasury, who 
must decide it, of course, tothe kind of benefit which it is wished 
toexempt. I think it would be very easy to draft such a pro- 
vision in regard to this class of associations. 

Mr. VEST. We have an amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The associations which are intended to 
be protected by the amendment, if not protected in the bill, are 
associations, as the Senator from Missouri has suggested, who 
pay a sick and a death benefit to their own members and to de- 
pendents of their own members. They number hundreds of 
thousands in this country, and they have paid out hundreds of 
millions of dollars without any profit whatever to the member- 
ship beyond a proper salary to two or three officers in each order. 
I have drafted an amendment, a little different from that sug- 
gested in the petition which has been sent in, which I ask be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr, DANIEL. I present the petition of William S. Blank- 
ingsby and sundry other citizens of Richmond, Va., praying 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associations, 
operates upon the lodge system and providing for the payment 
of life, sick, accident, and other benefits to the members, and 
dependents of such members, shall be exempt from all the pro- 
visions of the bill requiring taxation inany form. The peti- 
tioners pray for the adoption of such an amendment as has just 
been referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts and the 
Senator from Missouri. I bag tosay that there seem to be very 
many le in my State who much desire that-such an amend- 
ment mnie be adopted, and I hope it will be agreed to at the 

roper time. 
E The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2116) making appropria- 
tions to the Department of Justice to pay Ellery P. Ingham, 
United States district attorney for the eastern district of Penn- 
sylvania, for extraordinary services rendered in relation to the 
condemnation proceedings for sites for anew United States mint 
at Philadelphia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
d by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
3 Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
RECEIPTS AND PAYMENTS OF GOLD. 


Mr. MORGAN. Isubmit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 


1894. 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to send to the 
Senate a statement in answer to the follo questions: 

1. What amount of gold coin has been act y received into the Treasury 
and the subtreasuries of the United States since the Ist day of November, 
1893, and on what account the same has been received. 

2. What part of the coin so actually received has been obtained from the 
sale of bonds of the United States, and to what persong, banking houses, 
banks, or corporations said bonds were sold and delivered; naming them. 

8. What payments or redemptions have been made in gold coin or bullion 
by the Treasury or subtreasuries of the United States since the Ist — of 
November, 1893, and what were the several descriptions of the obligations 
of the United States, and the amount of each of such classes of obligations 
to which such payments or redemptions have been applied, and the names 
of the persons, Banks, bankers, or corporations on whose demand, or to 
whom such payments or redemptions have been made or applied, with the 
dates of such redemptions or payments. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 


resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only doubt that occurs to me about 
the resolution is the propriety of calling for the names of sub- 
scribers to public securities. 

Mr. MORGAN. The names of subscribers for public securi- 
ties are not called for in the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought so, and the resolution was so un- 
derstood by Senators around me. 

Mr. MORGAN. [Itis the persons towhom gold coin has been 
paid in the redemption of obligations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave noobjection to that, but is has never 
been the custom to call for the names of subscribers to public 
securities. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 


Mr. HARRIS. I submit a concurrent resolution, and ask its 
reference to the Committee on Printing, with the accompany- 
ing paper. 

he concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind in cloth 
1,500 oes of the annualreport of the health officer of the District of Colum- 
bia; 100 for the use of the Senate; 350 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 1,050 for the use of said health officer of the District. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the resolution is referred T should like 
to say that neat leather backs, half morocco, are now about as 
cheap, I believe, in point of expense as cloth binding, and are 
very much more convenient for the preservation of such docu- 
ments, as well as more attractive onthe shelf. I shall not move 
any amendment, but I would suggest to the committee that they 
consider the practicability of having our public documents bound 
in half morocco instead of cloth. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have asked that the resolution may go to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. I do not ask to have it amended. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam glad to have the Senator's suggestion go 
with the resolution to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
referred, with the accompanying paper, to the Committee on 
Printing. 

TRADE RELATIONS WITH GERMANY, ETC. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That if not incompatible with the — 55 interests, the President 
be requested to communicate to the Senate forthwith all Eo smear bon ey 
written or oral, that haye been made to the Government of the United States, 
or the Department of State, by therepresentative of any foreign government 
in relation to the probable action of eee by way of retaliation 
for the proposed imposition by the Unt States of a duty upon sugar, and 
especially as to the probable exclusion of the agricultural products of the 
United States by such governments from their territories; and especially 
whether any, and what, representations have beenso received in relation to 
the probable action of Ge: and of Guatemala, or either of them. 

Further, That the President be r: fully requested to furnish to the 
Senate any information which he has received as to any measure pending 
in the Cortes of Spain loo to retaliation upon the United States for the 
proposed; oe on of the reciprocity with that country, secured by the 
statute o N 


HARBOR AT EVERETT, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. CALL (for Mr. SQUIRE) submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War is directed to cause a survey and estimate to be made of 
the cost of dredging the bar at Everett, in the State of Washington, so as to 
make a fresh-water harbor in or near the river with the greatest depth of 
water practicable: Provided, Thatif the information necessary to make such 
estimate is now in the possession of the Chief of Engincers it may be made 
without any further survey. The Secretary of War is directed to cause such 
estimate to be made and reported to Congress without delay. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Beit resolved by the United States Senate (the House p ce arene weer con- 
Swing), That of the Report of the Commissioner of ucation for 1891-92 
there be printed 6,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 12,000 for the use of 
the House of Representatives, and 20,000 copies for distribution by the Com- 
missioner of Education. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

7275 7 ii 210) for the relief of Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, 

o.; an 

A bill (S. 513) granting the use of certain lands in the Hot 
Springs Reservation, in the State of Arkansas, to the Barry 


ospital. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 3592) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


< ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


. The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1127) for the relief of Francis M. Tomlin; and 

A bill (H. R. 5778) to supply a deficiency in the grant of pub- 
lic lands to the State of issippi for the use of the State Uni- 
versity. 

SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. VILAS. Lask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1478) proving for an additional circuit judge in the seventh 
judicial circuit, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That there shall bein the seventh judicial circuit an addional circuit pago, 
who shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice a n- 
sent ot the Senate, and shall ess the same qualifications and have the 
same power and jurisdiction now prescribed by law in respect to the present 
circuit judges therein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL JUDGE EIGHTH CIRCUIT. 


Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1390) providing an additional circuit 
judge in the eighth judicial circuit. 

Mr. VILAS. That bill is in the same terms as the bill which 
has been for the seventh circuit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committes on the Judiciary 
ae an gape to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That there shall be in the eighth Doca circuit an additional circuit 


judge, who shall be appointed the ent, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, and shal the same qualifications aud shall 
have the same powers and jurisdiction now prescribed by law in respect to 
the present circuit judges. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. 

Mr. VILAS. Iask unanimous consent for the presentconsid- 
eration of Senate bill 1813, which is in identically the same 
terms as the bills just passed, providing an additional judge for 
the ninth judicial circuit. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1813) providing an ad- 
ditional circuit judge in the ninth judicial circuit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3592) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded, 
The hour of half past 10 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6199 


1894. 
Prices of fins, medium, and coarse washed clothing Ohio flescs wool in the East- 
ern pin reg the months of January, April, July, and October of each gear 


Srom 1352 to 1598, inclusive. 
[From Manger & Avery's Annual Wool Circular. 
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NOTEB BY Messrs. MAUGER & AvERY.—This table exhibits, in a concise 


form, the prices of the three grades of a standard domestic wool in 


the seaboard markets at the beginningof each quarter. In its present sha’ 
itis deemed to be comprehensive to all who are interested in wool In t. 
special features of character and condition, “washed Ohio fleece wool’ is 


tos in cle 


aning, 
speculative omg aed which a to products which may be dealt in as 
“futures.” these reasons the hioa of Woo! are not liable to the same 
changes as cotton, wneat, etc. 


This table shows that from 1852 to 1861, when we had coin pa; — 
ments, the wool crop in 1852 was worth 42 cents a pound, an 
1861 45 cents a pound, and varied between those figures, some- 
times a little below and sometimes a little above, never over 60 
cents a pound and never below 42 cents a pound. So during this 
period there was scarcely any fluctuation. So also during the 
period when we had currency prices, from 1862 to 1878, the prices 
ranged from 48 cents in 1862 up as high at one time as $1. It 
kept pace exactly with the depression of our paper money year 
by year. In 1865 It rose to $1.02, because at thattime our money 
was worth only one-half—50cents on the dollar. After that the 
price gradually lowered with the increasing value of greenbacks, 
until in 1878, when the specie standard was resumed, the price 
of wool was 44 cents a pound, exactly the price at the beginning 
of the 5 war. So the price had not changed, measured by the 

ie value, 

From 1879 to 1893 the variation was from 34 cents in 1879 to 29 
cents on the Ist of January, 1893, varying a little above and be- 
low, but never going above 50 cents a pound, dependent entirely 
upon the state of the market and the demand for wool. 

Therefore, wool under a fair protective system, such asexisted 
during all this period of time, showed a fixed degree of value; 
the farmer could depend upon it as a crop which was always re- 
liable, from the proceeds of which he could pay his taxes or 
meet other emergencies. 

Mr. President, the very threat of this bill, as is shown here by 
authentiestatements without contradiction or qualification, has 


had a most serious effect on this industry. On the Ist of Janu- 
sa? Ser as I have said, before Mr. Cleveland was sworn into 
0 , the price still remained precisely as it had been before 
and was no lower during the years 1890, 1891, 1892, and 1893; for 
two years of that time it was 33 cents a pound;for one year 30 


sss SEETEK SEB AES Sas ZassSSUS SSS | Coarse. 


cents, and for one year 29 cents. So that there was but 1 ore 
variation, but the very moment it became reasonably sure 

the Democratic party was committed to free wool. and a propo- 
sition was made here to that effect, that moment it fell at onee 
to free-wool prices. 

I know this of my personal knowledge. Iliveamonga 
where every farmer raises more or less sheep, having a flock 
of probably from fifty to two hundred on his farm, and he relies. 
upon his wool for a fixed income of a certain sum. When the farmer 
met the purchaser in the summer of 1893, he was told that in 
all probability wool would be made duty free, and that the manu- 
facturers could notafford to pay any more than free wool, or Lon- 
don prices, because they could not convert this wool into cloth 
for nearly a year after its purchase. It has to be put in the 
warehouse and kept there, and is very rarely used until the ex- 
piration of a year. The result was that the farmers of Ohio, as 
well as the farmers all over the country, had to submit to a re- 
duction of the po of their wool fully 11 or 12 cents-a pound; 
and here is a.table which shows exactly the prices of the differ- 
ent kinds of wool: i 


Table showing value of diferent kinds of wool in March, 1898, and June 1, 1894. 
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insurance; commissions, and all charges be- 


the Eastern factory. 
law was in full force, but since which 


*Including freight, ag be 

tween the farm or ranch an 
+Before which time the McKinley 

date its practical effects have been as nearly null and void as though the bill 


had actually been poaa; 
This table shows in the two right-hand parallel columns the free-wool 
87 — of the ipal grades of American wool on the farm or 8 
, 1894, and minimum price received on the farm under the ey 
law previous to March 1, 1 
The price on the farm isin the outside column. 


The nonwovens on the farm is in the next column. 
As I showed a while ago, the Ohio wool of the first grade was 
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worth 29 cents on the lst of January, and finally on the Ist of 
June, 1894, it was reduced to 12 cents a pound, even more than 
was proposed by the repeal of the duty. So that the actual loss 
to the farmer from the prospect of this great injury is a very 
severe one, and is a matter of universal complaint. 

Ihave here a specimen of Ohio wool, cleaned, scoured wool, 
carded and combed, ready to be manufactured into cloth. [Ex- 
hibiting.] Anybody who will look at this sample and feel its 
texture will see that it is equal to any wool that has ever been 
woven. Itis called Botany top, and is the standard for Ameri- 
can wools of merino blood. It takes, I am told, about 3 pounds 
of ordinary wool to produce 1 pound in this form ready for weav- 
ing. When in the summer of 1893 the farmers were met with 
free-trade prices for their wool by the English standard, some 
of our people, finding the market so low here, undertook to ex- 
port wool abroad, and they sent it to England. There it was 
sold alongside of the Australian and other wool, and it was a 

_loss from beginning to end. 

I have here a statement of shipments made to England, which 
shows the sacrifices our farmers were compelled to make. In 
eight months we exported 342,813 pounds of American wool. 
They did not like the proposition made by the manufacturers to 
pay them for their wool only one-half what they had received 
the year before, and therefore they thought they would send it to 
the foreign market to see if they could not geta higher price; but, 
as I have said, when it reached the foreign market it was com- 
pelled to be sold alongside the wools of Australia and of other 
countries at even a less price than was offered here. I say, 
therefore, that the mere threat of wool being made duty free 
has already inflicted upon the people of the United States an 
enormous loss. 

I have here a table—and I wish Senators would mark the 
figures which it contains—taken from the Statistical Abstract, 
issued by the Secretary of the Treasury, and there can be no 
question about it. It will be seen from it that on the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1893, we had in the United States of America 47,273,553 
sheep; and that their market value was $125,909,264. In 1894, on 
the Ist day of January last past, the number of sheep had been 
reduced to 45,048,017; over 2,000,000 sheep had been sacrificed 
and slaughtered, and then the market value of the wool of these 
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sheep was $89,186,110. So that the actual loss to the farmers of 
the United States, as shown by these tables, is something like 
$36,000,000 on a single crop. 

Is it desirable to emphasize the passage of this bill by such a 
sacrifice of the interests of more than one million farmers of the 
United States of America? 

I wish to say, also, that the production of wool in the United 
States in the past has always increased or decreased according 
to the extent of protection. Itso happened that in early times 
no one cared about a duty on wool or a duty on sheep, because 
our people had complete command of the market. Sheep were 
then grown in every part of the United States, and their growth 
was encouraged by the States, so that there was no duty paid 
upon wool until 1816, but the terrible experience of the war of 
1812 demonstrated the absolute necessity of our having control 
of the growth of sheep and having an ample supply of wool in 
our own country for American needs. 

It was then that Mr. Madison called attention to the necessity 
of a duty for the purpose of protecting American sheep, so that 
the production of wool might be increased. Mr. Jefferson, who 
was strongly in favor of the same doctrine, refused to wear any 
goods brought from abroad, and insisted that he would clothe 
himself in American cloth made from the wool of American 
sheep. In fact, the universal feeling of our country at that time, 
without PENA to party, was that we must be independent of 
the Toni the protection and development of this important 
interest. 

Now, who does not feel, who does not know, that the sheep in- 
dustry is not only necessary for the comfort of our life in time 
of peace, but that it is absolutely necessary in time of war for 
the clothing of our soldiers? It Is just as important as ammu- 
nition. Itis just as important as guns. From the beginning 
in 1816 to this time, there has always been more or less a pro- 
tective tariff on wool. It has varied somewhat, and the result 
has been that as it varied the number of sheep increased or 
diminished. That is a remarkable fact shown by the figures. 
From 1877 to 1884, a period of eleven years, the production 
under the tariff then in force increased from 170,090,000 pounds 
to 340,000,000 pounds, as shown by this table from the Statistical 
Abstract for 1893. 


Quantities of wool produced. imported, exported, and retained for consumption in the United States during 1840, 1850, 1860, and from 1868 to 1898, inclusive. 


= , Forel > To! 18 zer cent 
xports of | re or | sum on, of con- 
Imports oreign. consump- Wombentic sumption, 
tion. and foreign. ore 

Pounds. Pounds, Pounds. Pounds. Pounds, 

95,002; 114']........--..-- 9, 898, 740 85, 528 9, 813, 212 45, 615, 326 21.5 

52, 516, 959 18, 695, 204 18, 695, 204 71, 176, 355 26.3 

60, 264, 913 26, 282, 955 157, 064 26, 125, 891 85, 334, 876 30.6 
106, 000, 000 75, 121,728 708, 850 74, 412, 878 180, 057, 156 41.3 
123, 000, 000 1, 250, 114 223, 475 91, 026, 639 213, 871, 157 42.6 
142, 000, 000 44, 420, 375 679, 281 43, 741, 004 185, 274, 912 23.6 
155, 000, 000 71, 287, 988 852, 045 70, 435, 943 224, 462, 868 81.0 
100, 000, 000 38, 188, 882 619, 614 37, 538, 768 197, 231, 350 19.0 
168, 000, 000 25, 467, 336 2, 801, 852 22, 665, 484 190, 107, 049 11.9 
180, 000, 000 39, 275, 926 342, 417 38, 933, 509 218, 489, 122 17.8 
162, 000, 000 49, 230, 199 1,710, 053 47, 520, 146 209, 367, 254 22.7 
160, 000, 000 68, 058, 028 1, 305, 311 66, 752, 717 226, 727, 522 20.4 
150, 000, 000 126, 507, 409 2, 843, 937 124, 163, 472 274, 022, 957 45.3 
158, 000, 000 85, 496, 049 7, 040, 286 78, 455, 663 236, 380, 534 33.2 
170, 000, 000 42, 939, 541 6, 816, 157 36, 123, 384 205, 803, 784 17.5 
181, 000, 000 54, 901, 760 3,507, 627 51, 334, 133 232, 156, 099 22.1 
192, 000, 000 191 44, 836 1, 518, 426 43, 124, 410 235, 019, 642 18.3 
200, 000, 000 920, 42, 171, 192 3,088, 957 39, 082, 235 239, 002, 636 16.3 
208, 250, 000 207, 902, 48, 449, 079 5, 952, 221 42, 496, 858 250, 399, 004 16.9 
211, 000, 000 39, 005, 155 4, 104, 616 34, 900, 539 245, 839, 755 14.2 
232, 500, 000 232, 308, 128, 131,747 3, 648, 520 124, 483, 227 356, 791, 676 34.9 
240, 000, 000 239, 928, 545 55, 964, 236 5, 507, 534 50, 456, 702 290, 385, 247 17.3 
272, 000, 000 271, 883, 821 67, 861, 744 3, 831, 836 64, 029, 908 335, 913, 729 19.0 
290, 000, 000 280, 935, 526 70, 575, 478 4, 010, 043 66, 565, 435 856, 500, 961 18.7 
300, 000, 006 299, 989, 607 78, 850, 651 2, 304, 701 76, 045, 950 376, 035, 557 20.6 
308, 000, 000 307, 911, 904 70, 596, 170 3, 115, 339 67, 480, 831 375, 392, 825 18.0 
302, 000, 000 301, 853, 577 129, 084, 958 6, 534, 426 122, 550, 532 424, 404, 109 28.9 
285, 000, 000 284,742, 060 114, 038, 030 6, 728, 292 107, 309, 738 392, 051, 798 27.4 
269, 000, 000 268, 977, 836 113, 558, 753 4, 359, 731 109, 199, 022 378, 176, 858 23.9 
285, 000, 000 264, 858, 424 126, 487, 729 3, 263, 004 123, 224, 635 388, 083, 059 31.8 
276, 000, 000 275, 768, 958 105, 431, 285 3, 288, 467 102, 142, 818 377, 911, 76 27.0 
285, 000, 000 284, 708, 078 129, 303, 648 2, 638, 123 126, 665, 525 411, 373, 603 30.8 
294, 009, 000 293, 797, 544 148, 670, 652 8, 007, 563 145, 663, 089 }, 460, 33.1 
303, 153, 000 303, 061, 142 | 172, 433, 838 4, 218, 637 168, 215, 201 471, 276, 343 35.7 


a Year ending September 90. d From estimates of the Department of Agriculture. 


Let me goa little further. The number of sheep increased 
from 1880 to 1884 from 44,500,000 to 52,000,000. It decreased un- 
der the operation of the act of 1883 from 50,500,000 to 44,000,000. 
It increased again under the McKinley act from 1890 to 1893 
from 44,000,000 to 47,000,000. This year the number of sheep, 
owing to the fear onl. , the shadow only of your action here 
the Senate Chamber, has been reduced 2,000,000, and the value 
of those sheep has been reduced nearly $30,000,000. These facts 
are taken from the official statement furnished by our Secretary 
of the Treasury. I will add this table to my remarks: 


In 1883 a new tariff was passed, which reduced somewhat, 
much to the complaint of the farmers of the West, the duty on 
wool. The result was that from 1884 to 1890 the number of 
pounds produced decreased from 340,000,000 to 290,000,000 under 
the operation of a slight reduction. Then from 1890 to 1893 the 
production increased from 290,000,000 pounds to 364,000,000 
pounds. ‘There was that increase in four years under the opera- 
tion of the McKinley act. It will be seen, therefore, that the 
production of wool and the growing of sheep increase or diminish 
according to the extent of protection. 
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1809 37, TA, 279 882, 139, 979 
1870. 40, 853, 000 93, 364, 433 
1871 - 31, 851, 000 74,035, 837 
—— ͤ — anon A —E—— esos cone bal , 

1674.: 33, 928, 200 83, 690, 569 
1875 - 33, 783, 600 94, 320, 652 
1876 — 35, 935, 300 93, 666, 318 
1877. 35, 804, 200 80, 892, 683 
1878- 35, 740, 500 80, 603, 082 
1879 38, 123, 800 79, 023, 984 
1880 - 40, 785, 900 90, 230,537 
1881. 43, 576, 899 104, 070, 759 
1882 45, 016, 224 106, 595, 954 
1883... 49, 237, 291 124, 385, 835 
1220 50, 626, 626 119, 902, 708 
i eat] mar 
1887 _ 44,759, 314 89, 872, 839 
1888 43, 544, 755 89, 279, 926 
WD ett, eee 42, 599, 079 90, 640, 369 
1800.. 44, 336, 072 100, 659, 761 
1891... 43, 431, 138 108, 397, 447 
1603 ÿ&—bInM, aot 
T Ea A EEE ETS PEE SES EA E EE 45, 048, 017 89, 186, 110 

Mr. President, I should like to read a few paragraphs from a 
statement made by a gentleman who must be known by the Sen- 


ator from California. I should have read it at the proper place, 
but I will read it now. Itis the statement of Mr. Thomas Me- 
Connell, who believe is president of the Wool Growers’ Associa- 
tion, or holds some official relation with it. In speaking of the 
difficulties of raising wool in California now in comparison with 
the olden times, the time of Hollister, which I described, he 
says: 


There are very few free ranges, either in the valleys or in the mountains; 
the land has all been reduced to private ownership, and the sheepmen pay 
rent from 10 to 40 cents per acre for the use of the valley or foothill land 
where the sheep are wintered. 

There are some free ranges in the mountains. But the mountain counties 
where the sheep in im a license of 6cents per head, and their right 
to do so has been upheld by the supreme court. 

The profits of the business have only been reasonably remunerative for 


several years The climatic conditions are such that the sheep have 
be sheared twice each year, which also adds to the expense of running 
California. 


shi 
in 
The shrinkage in the value of their wool in 1893 has very ‘owes an 
the sheepmen of California, and they are now rere ewes 
wethers alike to the slaughterhouse, where they aresold at a gre: 


Two millions of them were sold last year. 
He says further: 
The business can not be carried on 5 conditions and prices 
without an actual loss of at least $740 to $1,000. 
My estimates are all conservative, and the facts can not be gainsaid or 
successfully controverted. 
I speak from an actual experience of thirty-seven years on the Pacific 
coast in this business. 
aho 5 in the past year on wool has been full 40 per cent below the 
ceso 
Prhe destruction and the annihilation of moolgrowing in California will 
be fa gt oe when wool is put upon the free list, as proposed by the so- 
called Wilson tariff bill, now pen: in Congress. 
I voice the opinion of at least nineteen-twentieths of the woolgrowers, 
8 and manufacturers of the Pacific coast. 
am also— 


He says— 


familiar with the sheep business as carried on in the Statesof Nevada and 
Oregon. They havesome free whichis more than overbalanced by 
the greater expense incurred in on the business. They have to pro- 
vide more or less feed for winter, ad freights and provisions are much 
higher, and also herders’ wages are paid 835 per month and board. 


Mr. PERKINS. I am personally acquainted with Mr. Mc- 
Connell, the gentleman referred to. He is . reliable, 
and has the confidence and respect of the people of California. 
I can bear testimony to the truthfulness of the statement he has 
made which has just been read by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words 
more in respect to the magnitude of this trade. As I have al- 
ready said, the number of sheep January 1, 1893, was 47,273,553. 
Their value was $125,909,264. The quantity of domestic wool 
produced was 303,153,000 pounds, and all this was consumed in 
our own mills. We exported no wool. That is one of the great- 
est advantages of this production, that it isconsumed by our own 
manufacturers, worked into cloth, and then consumed by our 
own people. We imported mainly what are called carpet wools 
of a cheaper grade to the extentof 172,433,838 pounds in the year 
4 5 The table gives the statisties up to the Ist of January, 


s Dutiable umports and duties collected, etc., 1875 to 1892. 


Wool, and manufactures of. 


Unmanufactured. Manufactures of. 
Values. | n Values. Values. 
631, 859 $45, 627, 923 $56, 928, 750 $17,465,298 | 8379, 113 
„031, , 627, „ „465, 
787, 208 34, 372, 726 46, 701, 396 15, 118, 678 Tt oo wee 
657, 997 26, 452, 207 42, 264, 832 14, 104, 094 298, 989, 240 
714, 396 25, 703, 392 42, 025, 702 13, 789, 124 297, 083, 409 
966, 276 25, 037, 110 16, 45, 219, 104 14,912, 166 296, 742, 215 
374, 217 31, 834, 547 21, 864, 153 59, 475, 382 19, 221, 207 419, 506, 091 
$60, 815 33, 103, 822 22, 424, 810 64, 994, 20, 804, 118 448, 061, 588 
854, 653 37, 284, 823 25, 398, 363 80, 591, 394 248, 245 505, 491, 967 
174, 628 42, 552, 456 29, 146, 265 77,500, 090 23, 705, 446 493, 916, 884 
522, 826 41,484, 872 27, 478, 400 68, 699, 010 9, 437, 786 456, 205, 124 
164, 206 36, 176, 705 24, 294, 939 60, 011, 637 17, 221, 106 386, 667, 820 
126, 108 40, 536, 509 27, 278, 528 63, 189, 404 18, 121, 485 413, 778, 055 
899, 816 44, 235, 244 29, 729, 718 71, 602, 193 20, 739, 352 450, 325, 322 
729, 487 47, 158, 048 32, 213, 121 80, 452, 282 22,801,614 | ` 468, 143,774 
982, 212 52, 681, 483 35, 373, 627 76, 122, 385 21, 033, 695, 484, 856, 768 
460, 886 54, 165, 423 37, 440, 051 77, 882, 384 21, 905, 788 507, 571, 764 
552, 268 43, 235, 409 34, 857, 453 85, 720, 641 26, 627, 890 466, 455, 173 
799, 086 35, 792, 906 34, 293, 606 75, 525, 738 24, 553, 884 355, 526, 742 
147, 220 36, 987, 904 36, 451, 552 85, 639, 246 27, 890, 801 400, 282, 519 


All other dutiable articles. | Total dutiable merchandise. 


I wish to call the attention of Senators who have charge of the 
bill to the revenue features of this proposition. We collected 
as duties from 1891 to 1894 on the imported wool I refer to $24,- 
800,000. It is proposed by the bill, as [ will show, not only to 
destroy the sheep naay or our country, but to repeal and 
throw off an income of $24,800,000 in four years. I ask Senators 
whether they are prepared for that sacrifice. Here we are ina 
condition where we are borrowing money to pay the ordinary 
expenses of the Government; where our expenditures will ex- 
ceed our revenue to the extent of nearly $100,000,000 this year. 
Already they exceed our revenue by seventy or eighty million 
dollars. There is a deficiency, and there is talk about sellin 
bonds. Yet now, in the face of this condition, on a tariff b 
3 to poras 5 se for the support o ark Government, 
Senators pro strike down a revenue which in four years 
was $24,800,000. < 


But that is not all. That the destruction of the wool industry 
wiil affect very seriously the manufactures of woolens is also 
true. We have collected duties from imported wool manufac- 
tures to the extent of $127,000,009 in the four years—from 1891 to 
1894. This revenue of $127,000,000 in four years, amounting to 
$32,000,000 a year, is proposed to be stricken outfrom our reve- 
nue, because no doubt the revenues will be largely decreased by 
the reduction of the rates of duty on the sat articles im- 
ported from other countries. In other words, we reduce our 
revenue from imported wool and woolens, for the benefit of for- 
eigners. They get the benefit of the reduction. They expect ` 
to make increased sales to us, as the duty upon these articles 
will be greatly decreased by the operation of the bill. Vet such 
a billis offered to us ata time when we are deficient in revenues 
and when it is proposed to resort to the domain of State taxa- 
tion in order to carry on the operations of our Government. 


i 
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imports of wool and manufactures of wool for fiscal years ending June 80, 1591, 
"ton, 298, 1898, under the Leid tan, lend with amount of dalies col 
‘ed on same. 


The figures for 1894 are all estimates, based on the reported 
imports for the first nine months of the fiscal year ending June 


30, 1894. 

This $24,800,000. duties collected om wool are by the: pending 
bill to be given away at a time when the Government needs 
revenue. 

This 8127, 400, 000 duties collected on woolen manufactured 
goods, which are almost exclusively luxuries used by the 
wealthy classes, are by the pending bill to be red two- 
thirds, thus making a proai to the wealthy classes of over 
$86,000,000. This loss of revenue of over 8100, 000, 000 heretofore 
collected under the McKinley law on wool and woolens is to be 
replaced by a tax on sugar, a n of life, the per capita 
consumption of which is as- great by the poor as the wealthy. 

Mr. ident, I beg also to remind our friends on the other 
side that when they propose a measure like this they propose 
to destroy the hen that lays the golden egg. The enormous 
revenue derived from wool is to be absolutely stricken outfrom 
our tables of revenue, and the duty on woolen goods is so largely 
reduced as greatly to impair the revenue. 

Now, there is another consideration. You may destroy the 
flocks, as they will be destroyed in my judgment, because the 
people of Ohio and the other States can not afford to raise shop 
under the proposed condition.. In. Ohio our flocks are 4 
Very rarely are there more than 200 sheep on a single farm of 
160 acres. Butsomeareonalmosteveryfarm. Sheep are raised 
on the farms in the State of Ohio to the vast number of 4,300,- 


000. Under these circumstances, if by your measure you com- 
pel them to destroy their sheep, if you destro es vis nd for 
ou may 


a moment the eo industry, you can not re 
stop a coal mine commence it the next day; you may stop an 
iron-ore mine and commence it the next day; but when you de- 
stroy a flock of sheep, it can not be restored again except in 
years. The whole experience shows that the fluctuation in the 
number of sheep grown is very regular, and any attempt to in- 
. crease the number is met by the laws of nature. You destroy 
the existing sheep industry, and as a matter of course you can 
not readily replace it. : 
Remember too, Mr. President, that the sheep industry in what 
is called the Ohio range, including Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, are nearly all of the finest 
breeds in the world. Our people have gone to at expense. 
I have known of gentlemen paying $600 to $1,000 for one sheep 
for stock raising. All this money has been expended, and yet 
all the sheep are to be destroyed by this sudden movement to 
make free wool, because it is said it is a raw material. Ishould 
like to have some of the gentlemen who think that wool is a raw 
material go and follow the farmer shepherd day by day. Let 
them follow the shepherd when in the winter time he goes out, 
the sheep and takes them to some kind of protection 
and cover, to care for them and nurse them and feed them. In 
summer they must be protected from the heat, and in winter 
from the storms. 
Mr. PLATT. Sometimes the shepherd has to dig the sheep 
out of the snow. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Sometimes the shepherd digs thesheep out 
of the snow. It is the most severe labor. The labor rmed 
by the farmers in sheep raising and producing wool is one half 
of all the cost of the clothes made in this or any other country. 
It is said to be a general rule that the work of the farmer con- 


tributes one-half to the value of all the cloth manufactured, 
whether it is fine or coarse. If that that be so, I appeal to you , 
whether it is wise for us to disturb this industry. 

Remember that the men who pursue this industry are the 
very base and corner stone of society. The most conservative 
element in our Government are the farmers. They think and 
think and think, while other people are acting foo y. As I 
say, theꝝ are the conservative element of society. I say to Sena- 
tors on the other side with all kindness, when you strike a blow 
at them you may not hear the noisy vaporings which would 
come from the machine shop or the manufacturing establish- 
ment, but you will hear their quiet voice in a way that will com- 
mand your respect. 

Mr. President, I have been somewhat amazed that our friends 
or eee 8 5 7 1 our 99 — ds to hese particular in- 

ustry. Perhaps itis because they may beso bound up b r 
trammels. I know that those Senators will not nee — 
which I will give to them from some gentlemen of the highest 
character in the State of Texas. I will read from what is said 
by Mr. A. E. Shepard, of the National Woolgrowers’ Associa- 
tion, long a resident of Texas. He says here: 

Now, he effect that the Wilson bill 
of Yea and in iaee of al provers west of te Masia is al ae 
on. Their flock and herds will be gotten rid of in every conceivable 
way possible (when I say growers I mean those solely in 8 
industry), as no man can raise wool at the mt live 8 
The sheep of Texas have already decreased about one-fifth,or from over 5, 000. 
000 to about 4. 000, 000. and soon, instead of the State ot Union 
in will fall to the third or fi place, 

San Antonio, 


it may be lower. 
the nearest market to where 


is akin to thooe 


further 
our wool, and this is the only try that 
In fact, the wool; 


foreign countries that are our competitors. ‘owers will 
have to go out of the business and come East and become importers of 
all kinds, as that is the o or.concern that I can 


woolen 7 — ot uy 
see will be benefited by free wool at the cost ot the utter destruction of the 
most beneficial and far-reaching industry of this country. 

Mr. President, I could here in the same connection read to 
1 the declarations made by all the Presidents up to and 

cluding James Monroe, emphasizing the special importance 
of the independence of our country from foreign control in cloth- 
ing, and especially in wool. {shall not do so, however. I may 
embody some of deste in my remarks. 2 

Sir, there is no higher object of national desire, no stronger 
object for the public good than to make ourselves absolutely in- 
dependent of all foreign production of wool and woolens. The 
woolgrowers and woolen manufacturers are akin to each other. 
They are bound to each other. If one falls the other falls as 
sure as fate, because if the farmers of our country can get no 
protection or bounty or help from the Government in the raising 
of wool, which is more than half the cost of the cloth, then surely 
it is not just to give the manufacturers any duty whatever upon 
woolen products. If we must have foreign wool as a substitute 
for domestic wool, let us buy cheap clothes in the markets of the 
world, and then, perhaps, some of our friends on the other side 
will be satisfied. We may get them a little cheaper at the ex- 
pense of the destruction of one of the great industries of the 
country. 

Iam glad that the woolen manufacturers are ees fairly 
treated and well treated in the pending bill. I s vote for 
all the protection that is given to them. But I trust Senators 
on the other side will review or reconsider the question of their 
duty to the farmers of the country of affording protection to 
them as well as the manufacturers. Our friends on the other 
side of the Chamber have from time to time yielded tothe mani- 
fest demands of the people as expressed through their Repre- 
sentatives and Senators. I hope, sir, they will do the same with 
this industry,and that in due course we shall have some propo- 
sition that will relieve the present distress. 

To emphasize what I have said about woolen manufactures, I 
wish to read a few extracts from an important memorial sub- 
mitted by the wool merchants of Boston. I thank them for it. 
Indeed, it is so good I may pa the whole of it in my remarks. 
I will read certain parts of it. 

Having waited for final and definite action by the committees of Con; 
in framing a bill for changes in the revenue la and much to. our p- 
i finding the bill to have come from the 

ualities and of especial injustice to the wool interests of the country, 
we feel that the time ze now . . 
no uncertain —— its views. J 
Then I omit some. 


Hence, as the woolgrower has sought the great West for the 
of his enterprise in this new country with his numberless flocks, he has 
proved to have been, while the pioneer, a most important factor in the set- 
tling up of the vast areas of our public domain from Texas to Oregon, into 


= 
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which have flowed multitudes from the most desirable populations of the | the markets of our farmers to free competition. There is to be: 
world. free rye, free wheat, free everything that can be produced in 


At the same time the Eastern, and particularly the Middle States, being 
well adapted by soil and climate for the production of the choicest of wools, 
ugh years of skillful and expensive nts and industry, now 

uce Wools which are second to none grown upon the face of the earth 

and which, under favorable conditions, may 8 y nearly if not quite all 
the wool of classes r for the machinery of this ripest a 
‘oducing ind ot the United States and tories, 

only an ađequate protection to 

in importance until it mar rival the product of the most 


kot 
a 


5 
1, 1 showing a shri: 0 
if we take into account the 
devoted to the sheep in- 


—— the twelve months, we may 3 r of contra- 
not 


dectine from, a 


It goes without saying that the interests are mutual of the woolgrower of 
the manufacturer who s the staple, and all who handle 
y are natural allies. 


wool in any of its stages or in any capacity, and that 

ond what benefits the — tor the — = teen i 
erefore, u whic! 

in the Wilson bill, with We! interests of the woolgrowers of this 8 

m ‘exas and from Geor; Oregon in view, we, the wool 


to 
distinction of party, whose si 


gia 

es are 
hereto representing with few exceptions the entire of wool 

dealers and ta ot this rapa A ie: ar 
the adoption of the in provisions of ule K of section ſ and 
paragraph 085 of section 2 of the measure now before the United Sen- 
known as the Wilson bill. Its adoption will be, in agreat d. de- 
structive to the the wool-producer, and wh it is his tto 
demand the perpetuity of his industry, its continuance will also „ We 


believe, to the general prosperity of th 


The memorial is signed by over eighty firms, said to be the 
283 8 men engaged in the manufacture of or in deal- 
wool. 

. President, it must be remembered that this earnest me- 
morial comes from people who are not represented here, except 
by Senators and Representatives. It is true that a committee 
0 r ioc came here, but they came at a time when the 
Committee on Finance thought it proper not to open their door 

to further investigation, and they were refused a hearing. 
There is no lob ere. There is no trust; there is no com 

nation which can bind these million men together. Their de- 
mand of you mir yen that reason, to be heard with more favor. 

There is no $85,000,000 trust here to demand a large increase 
of taxation upon the people. There is no combination of inter- 
ests coming and mousing about, appealing to us in every way to 

do this or that in the benefit of its particular interest. Hereis 
a demand from one million hardy yeomanry of our country who 
only ask justice and what has been granted by every Adminis- 
tration from Madison to this time. They only demand some 
reasonable protection. I do not care in what form it is made. 
It may be in the form of specific duties, if desired, or it may be 
in the form of ad valorem duties. Senators on the other side 
can determine that question. But these people do demand and 
do ask that some protection shall be given to them. 

Mr. President, I wish to say a few words only, the truth of 
which is known to all the Senators who hear me. The condi- 
tion of the farmer at this time is a very harsh one, to say the 
least. All kinds of agricultural products have declined in value. 
It is because of the enormous production within the last few 
yan, That has been broughtabout especially by developments 

India, in Russia, and in othercountriesof the world. Only a 
few years ago, all within my active lifetime, the wheat and prod- 
uce of the United States were shipped to all parts of Europe, 
and supplied their wantsentirely. Now the people of India have 
come in as competitors in the market. Since that time South 
America has been opened to active civilization. Australia, as I 
have said, has been opened, and it now supplies wheat as well 
as wool. So with all the other countries in the world. India is 
made to supply wheat, a thing not dreamt of in the olden times. 
Therefore the condition of the farmer at this time is a harsh 
one. Itis difficult for him indeed to make ends meet from year 
to year or from day to day. 

1 kuon 2 3 that the farms of Ohio are not 
worth so muc ay as they were thirty or forty years ago. 
That is because the vast region of tomer west 5 has pa 
opened to production, and there, with fresh soil, with free 
lands given to everybody who would go and settle upon them, 
with every advantage, with railroads equal to ours, they can 
send their wheat and their produce into our markets. 

Now, the other side of the Senate by their votes have opened 


Canada along the line 4,000 miles long. The farmers of this 
country are not protected on a single article of their industry. 
Every one of the articles which our farmers produce in the 
Northern States is left naked and bare without the ordinary 
protection, and yet the farmers are required to pay taxes. 

Yes, sir; free rye, free wheat, free everything, because the 
only condition dependent is that Canada and other countries 
shall impose no duty on wheat and rye and other cereals sent 
by us to them. Within twenty-four hours after the passage of 
this bill they will make their laws conform to our law, and all 
this region of country will be open and free. 

Mark it, Senators, I do not want to draw sectional lines. All 
pare of this country are mine. [look upon all with favor, and 

would not make any discrimination; but, in conclusion, it must 
be remarked that throughout this whole bill there are wide dis- 
criminations made in favor of a certain section of the Union. If 
Senators on the other side would extend the same rule and the 
raed principle to all our Northern industries it is all I ask of 


em. 

Now, this bill is not satisfactory to the farmers of Ohio whom 
I represent. I hear from them by letter. We have no remon- 
strances made here, no noisy declamation, but I assure Senators 
that the people of Ohio, like the rest of the United States, feel 
a deep and bitter hostility to this bill, 

I believe that if the question of the passage of this bill were 
left to the peonio of Ohio to-day it w not receive one-fifth of 
the vote of our people. They believe it is poisoned all through 
with sectionalism and favoritism; that it is destructive to their 
interests; and they will demand iis re as soon as possible. 
They demand that every resistance be made to it that will 
secure at least a full fair consideration of every interest. 

Now, the chief points in this whole controversy, so far as the 
farmers of Ohio are concerned, is free wool and the admission of 
grain from Canada free and without conditions into our markets 
to compete with our productions. These are the chief objec- 
tions made by the farmer. I do not speak of other features of 


the bill at time, but as 1 as some provision is not made 
for fair protection of their o productionsI shall continue my 
oppositions to the bill and I know my action will meet the ap- 
proval of my constituents. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. POWER. If the Senator from Idaho will permit me, I 
wish toask the Senator from Ohio a question. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. POWER. Referring to the sample of wool which the 
Senator from Ohio exhibited a little while ago, let me ask the 
Senator what it is called. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Itis Botany top, made from Ohio wool, XX, 

believe. 

Mr. POWER. Will the Senator state what is understood by 


Botany np 
Mr. S 3 Botany top, that is the best wool, of 
„ grade scoured and combed ready for weaving into 


Mr. POWER. On account of the name a great many, per 
3 not friendly to the protection of the wool indus- 
try, el that itis from Australia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; this is the top made here. The 
schedule shows it. I have also a sample of Australian wool of 
the same grade, but I did not bring it with me. I will read the 
tag attached to this sample. 


BOTANY TOP. 


1 like the sample to which this tag is attached, is such a stand- 
ard, and as is made of the average American wools ofM erino blood, which 
comprise over 75 cent of the whole American clip. The ay value 
of top like the inclosed sample, in free-trade Europe for a whole year previ- 
ous to March, 1893, was 37 cents, while the average value of the same article 
in the United States under the McKinley law previous to was 
over & cents. Its free wool value to-day all over the world is not over 35 
cents. and the value of raw scoured wool in the free-trade markets of the 
world is from 5 to 8 cents per pound below tho value of top. 


Mr. POWER. It ig merino wool, the Senator understands? 
Mr. SHERMAN. It is merino wool, carded and fixed ready 


for spinning. 
oMr. PO ER. And equal to Botany top produced in Aus- 


Mr. SHERMAN. Itis equal to any wool in the world. 

Mr. POWER. That is the point I wished to bring out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Boston authority, in their memorial, 
say that the wools produced by us are equal to or better than 
any others in the world. 

Mr. POWER. That is what I want our friends on the other 
side to understand. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, if the Democratic majority in 
this Chamber were willing to stand by the declaration of 


g national convention, that all protective đuties are unconsti- 
 Gutional; if they were w g to put in dperation the mandate 
ey profess to have received from the ple at the last general 
lection, to give effect to that declaration; if they were willing 
give their constituents and ours an honest chance to experi- 
ence the alleged blessings of a tariff for revenue only, the re- 
rks I now intend to offer would have remained unsaid. The 
oung State of Idaho isin the Union for better or worse, and 
he worst that can happen to our common country will never 
blench the cheek of an Idahoan toa paler cast than that worn 
by a true patriot anywhere, be it East, West, or South. 

But from the very inception of this now fatherless tariff bill, 
the Congressional representatives of the Democratic party have 
trampled on their national convention; they have torn up their 
professed mandate from the people, our masters; they have de- 
nied to that people the opportunity of testing in the high school 
of experience the rival theories of protection and free trade, 
and, worse than all, they have unsettled the bases of any tariff 
worthy to be called national, and discredited the capacity of 
Congress to do its proper and appointed work, by presenting to 
us a set of tariff schedules in which as much protection as is de- 
manded is yielded to those unjustly selected to enjoy it, while 
to all others is denied that equality before the law which is the 
broad foundation on which our Republic rests. 

Mr. President, speaking as one of the representatives hereof 
the little Commonwealth of Idaho, I say that if it should be the 
will of a majority of the people of the United States to strike 
down the interests and industries of the minority of that people, 
we should receive the blow in rs submission and patientl 
await the turn of the wheel thatshould bring us to our rightfu 
position again. But what threatens us now is not the popular 
will, but a perversion of that wili by those in whose hands the 
execution of it has been for the moment placed. In such a sit- 
uation, to salute our executioners would be cowardly; to protest 
against their betrayal of their trust, the right and duty of their 
temporary victims. Thisis my protest st this indefensible 
bill. I hope to live long enough to bear an humble part in re- 
moving the reproach of it from the statute book. 

What I have said, Mr. President, bears with especial force 
against the wool schedule of this proposed tariff act. Raw wool, 
one of the great staples of the country, a product in which the 
struggling farming interest throughout the whole land is con- 
cerned, an agricultural commodity peculiarly exposed to a de- 
structive because unequal competition with foreign fleeces, is to 
be denied the benefits of anewly-fangled protective policy, while 
other products, boasting of no greater intrinsic merit and far 
less importance, are to be the favored recipients of a syndicated 
protection. And this is the gospel according to St. Democratus. 

Mr. President, the Republican party is a protectionist party; 
but it is more, itis a national party. It does not pick and choose 
the objects of its care and fostering solicitude, but it looks over 
the whole Union and considers the interests of every class of the 
people. When moved by the pulas will to experiment with 
the industries of the country, it bidsall to participate in the bene- 
tits, and expects all to share in the losses of its adventures. 
Thus, sir, it is true to the people, even in its errors; and thus 
the people return to it again and again, after trying, for brief 
periods, a change of servants. 

From the first tariff, that of 1789, to the latest, that of 1890, 
the ee of protection has always been asserted. The prin- 
ciple itself was first challenged, with any show of authority, in 
the Democratic platform of 1892; a challenge from which the 
party shrank the moment its representatives were required to 
actup to it. Can you wonder, gentlemen of the Democratic 
party, that hosts of our people have put their energies and re- 
sources into industries dependent upon some form or de of 
8 in full confidence that protection would not be with- 

rawn from those industries without giving those engaged in 
them reasonable time and opportunity to prepare for thechange? 
That is just the case of the woolgrowers of Idaho. 

I assert that it was not within the bounds of human promi 
bility that our Idaho people, who had found in woolgrowing an 
outlet for their unemployed capacity, should foresee that their 
new, useful, and expanding industry would be struck out of the 
category of possible vocations without a fair chance of saving 
what they could from the wreck and devoting it to some other 
means of livelihood. Yet so swiftly is the stroke falling that 
though your tariff bill is still almost in embryo, it is not possi- 
ble to-day to sella pound of wool in Idaho except at a discount 
from the nominal market price equal to the present rate of duty 
onrawwool. The fleeces have been grown under a system of pro- 
tection, and are now tobe sacrificed under a system of free trade 
in wool, accompanied by an exasperating because unjust and par- 
tial reservation of protection for favored and selected industries. 

Mr. President, I am not asking, and shall not ask, for partial 
fayors to my State and people. I covet nothing that is not just 
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and fair to all. If the majority in this Chamber are willing to 
pass a tariff bill for revenue alone, and raw wool shall not be 
considered a proper revenue-produeing import, let it go on the 
free list with the many other things that would have to go on 
such alist in such a bill. But the bill being what it is, I must 
denounce the injury done to my constituents by this wool sched- 
ule, and done to all woolgrowers in the United States, as an out- 
rageous injustice, without palliation or excuse. The circum- 
stances that make up this injustice vary in the several wool- 
growing communities, and I speak briefly of those of my own 

tate only to add our contribution to the general sum of cir- 
cumstances that protest loudly against any sudden and total 
abolition of the raw-wool duty. 

Idahoentered the . lield under the encouragement 
of the McKinley tariff. That tariff came at an opportune time 
for the young T the means of putting to use à large 
area of unproductive land; of employing unused labor and addi- 
tional capital, and of making the future surer by increasing and 
diversifying the industries of the community. In the reports 
and debates preceding the conversion of the former Territory 
into the present State, woolgrowing was foreshadowed as one of 
the potent meatis by which the proposed new State would win 
and maintain a suitable position in the Union and contribute 
to the welfare of the sister States. Until now, the expectation 
has not been disappointed. Between 1890 and 1893 the flocks of 
the State more than doubled in number. 

The menaces ofthe Wilson bill fell upon nearly 800,000 sheep, 
worth but a little less than $2,000,000, and yielding an annual 
opor considerably more than 5,000,000 pounds of wool. The 
estimated losses of the Idaho woolgrowers, since free raw wool 
has been proclaimed, have been, in decline of values in sheep 
and clip, almost equal to the value of the flocks before the threat 
was heard. You will understand, Mr. President, that with pres- 
ent prosperity destroyed and a promising future wiped out, our 
Idaho woolgrowers needed at least the consolation of knowing 
that they have been sacrificed to the general good. What they 
do know is that they and hundreds of thousands of other of 
their . have been marked for destruction, for 
reasons which nobody has ventured to explain or dared to justify. 

The Idaho wool clipis part of that Rocky Mountain fleece which 
constitutes 60jper cent of our whole domestic production. Its 
market is in the East, and its present cost, laid down at Boston 
16 cents per pound. The present soning value at the railroad 
station in Idaho is less than half the cost of delivering it there, 
and this because of the determination of those in power here to 
reverse the poly of seventy-five years of direct protection to 
raw wool without giving even seventy-five days in which to face 
the change. This Congress has been asked to leave one-half of 
the present duty on raw wool for the time being, so that wool- 
growers may pt themselves to the change, but to all appear- 
ances this reasonable appeal is to be denied, while at the same 
time protection to the hilt“ is to be granted indefinitely te 
other and favored industries. For me to remain silent, under 
such an accumulation of injustice, would be 9 8 both to 
the people of Idaho and the people of the United States. Half 
the present rate would be a revenue duty, beneficial to the public 
Treasury, and hurtful to no meritorious private interest. What 
just reason is there for not imposing it? 

There is just one discernible reason for ruthlessly sweeping 
away the whole duty on woolen fleeces. It is the persuasion of 
those who desire the nearest ap roach to free trade that revenue 
necessities will permit, that with wool on the free list the whole 
system of protection will crumble to pieces. That such would 
be the ultimate result I make no doubt, but let us at least start 
fairly; let us all sink or swim together. Senators of the Demo- 
cratic party, pull down the American system, which has stood 
so long a pillar of national pride and prosperity, the creation 
of a long line of American statesmen, including those of 
your own party, as the Parisian communists did the Vendome 
column; openly, boldly, and all at once. Do not pretend that 
you are remodeling or reconstructing it, or fitting it with 
modern improvements. Do not bargain with esteemed or influ- 
ential friends, that they shall profit by the plunder of it while 
it is coming down piecemeal, Let it stand for all, or fall for 
all. That is the only manly course. ; A 
If the woolgrowing industry is destroyed by this bill, as it 


| must be by the present tariff schedule of the bill, it will not be 


possible to immediately restore it when a day of repentance 
comes. Legislation is the embodiment of practical statesman- 
ship, and, appealing to the force of that argument, I urge upon 
the Senate not to exemplify a mere theory by an immediate an 
total surrender of the wool duty, but to test the soundness of th 
theory by deliberate and successive steps, thus minimizing the 
actual danige and the possible peril of the experiment. 

Mr. President, while all parts of the country have suffered 
through the advent of the Democratic party to power it seems 
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that the Pacific coast has been the most conspicuous victim. 


Notwithstanding the fact that the Democratic platform and a | mor IN 


large majority of the Democratic party was favorable to silver, 
President Cleveland called Congress together in extraordinary 
session five months after his inauguration for the avowed pur- 
pose of taking away every recognition of silver. I do not in- 
tend at this time to review or renew thatcontroversy. It issuf- 
ficient to state that his influence over the representatives of his 
party in Congress was so powerful that he accomplished his ob- 
ject. 


: By this blow the Democratic party paralyzed an industry in 
the Rocky Mountain Us, fre amounting to about $100,000,000 a 
year, considering the value of the lead and silver product, which 
were both affected. It is impossible to estimate the loss which 
this act entailed on various other industries of that section. 
The condition was such that all business enterprises were de- 
pendent, more or less, on silver-lead mining. 

I am speaking of this question now, of course, from an entirely 
local standpoint and considering only the direct and plain injury 
which was inflicted on our people. It has been abundantly 
proven, and I think is rapidly becoming accepted as a fact, that 
the demonetization of silver hasinjured the 5 — — of the United 
States and the entire world as much if not more, comparatively, 
than it has the silver-produeing States. 

At the end of President Harrison’s term of office and when he 
was a candidate for retlection I made a thorough canvass of 
Idaho, ad rooms eparlicen principles. Atthattime all of our 
poopie were employed at good wages. Ourfarmers were receiv- 

g good prices for their products, our business men were pros- 
perous, and the outlook for our future growth and development 
was most gratifying. During that campaign, in every section 
of the State I publicly challenged any man in the audience to 
rise up and state that he could not get employment at good wages. 
There was work for all. 

What a contrast now after a year and a half of Democratic 
supremacy! Our mines are closed, our railroads are in the hands 
of receivers, and business of all kinds injured to a greater or 
less extent. The Union Pacific Railroad, which has more than 
1,000 miles of track in the State, is being run at a loss of more 
than $1,000,000 per month. In consequence, it has reduced its 
force about 50 per cent in Idaho, thus throwing out of employ- 
ment hundreds of our best and most industrious citizens. It was 
only last week that the United States district judge in our State 
sentenced over two hundred so-called commonwealers to various 
county jails for terms of imprisonment for from one to six 
months. It will not do to say that all of these idle men are 
vicious and will not work. They are foolish and badly advised, 
and are justly 3 for violating the laws of the land, but 
there is something wrong in the administration of so rich a 
country as ours which produces such distress and lawlessness 
throughout the length and breadth of the land. 

You will all recall the Homestead strike in Pennsylvania 
which occurred about two years ago, during the summer pre- 
ceding the Presidential campaign. It made such an impression 
upon the 8 that a committee of Congress, with Represent- 
ative Oates as its chairman, was 5 by Congress to in- 
vestigate and report the causes. From the printed testimony 
submitted by that committee it appears that the wages pan 
by the firm of Carnegie, een & Co, at Homestead ranged from 
14 cents per hour for unskilled and common labor, or $1.40 per 
day of ten hours, to about $280 per month, say of twenty-four 
or twenty-five days of eight hours each, for labor of the highest 
skill.” That the average paid to laborers in the 119-inch plate 
mill, which is the largest in the works at Homestead, is about 
$120 per month per man.” The point in controversy between 
the workmen and the company was the proposition by the com- 
peny to make a change in the contract under which the men 
worked which would have had the effect of making a slight re- 
duction in the wages of the workingmen. 

I do not care nor intend to enter into the merits of the con- 
troversy nor to say who was right or who was wrong. Had the 
men quietly submitted to the proposition of the company the 
fact stands out that they would have received steady employment 
at good wages. 

The Democratic party utilized the strike at Homestead and 
made it a conspicuous feature of their campaign. They pointed 
to it as an example of the injury which protection inflicted upon 
the workingmen. 

Such a strike, accompanied as it was by bloodshed, was so un- 
usual as tostartle the entire country. Occurring as it did under 
a Republican Administration, there is no doubt that it aided the 
Democratic party in its campaign. 

How insignificant it seems as compared with the present situ- 
ation! Let me read a few extracts from the newspapers, taken 
at random, showing the condition of business and the working- 
men throughout the country. 


[Omaha Bee, May 2.] 


CLEVELAND—MOTORMAN ROUGHLY HANDLED AND A STREET CAR 
ENTIRELY DEMOLISHED—UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN BECOME UNRULY—SEVEN 
- THOUSAND OF THEM PARADE AND TROUBLE OCCURS DURING THE MARCH— 

BULLETS AND STONES PLAY A PART—SOME OF THE STREET CARS AT- 
TACKED AND WRECKED BY THE MOB—PANIC ON THE CROWDED THOROUGH- 
FARES—SO FAR AS REPORTED NO LIVES WERE LOST, ALTHOUGH THERE 
WERE MANY NARROW ESCAPES FROM SERIOUS INJURY. 

[Chicago Times, May 19.] 

TRADE STILL BLOCKED—OBSTACLES TO ITS IMPROVEMENT DO NOT LESSEN, 
SO DUN SAYS—MANUFACTURERS AND RAILROADS EMBARRASSED BY THE 
COAL AND COKE STRIKE, WITH NO SIGNS OF RELIEF—STILL THE PUBLIO 
IS AMAZED AT THE VOLUME OF BUSINESS BEING DONE IN SPITE OF ALL 
THE DISADVANTAGES—FINANCIAL SOUNDNESS SHOWN BY DIMINISHING 
IMPORTANCE OF THE FAILURES IN THE COUNTRY. 


NEW YORE, May 18. 

R. G. Dun & Co.'s Weekly Review of Trade will say to-morrow: The ob- 
stacles to improvement do not lessen. The strikes of coal miners and coke 
workers have not ceased, but have caused the stoppage of numerous works 
this week and embarrassment to some railroads. The conference at Cleve- 
land exhibited much angry feeling and wider differences than was expected, 
and seems to render agreement more distant.” 

[New York Press, May 26.] 

BLOOD MAY FLOW IN THE COAL FIELDS—PENNSYLVANIA AUTHORITIES PRE- 
PARING TO RESIST RIOTERS—ARMS FOR DEPUTY SHERIFFS—OPERATORS 
COMBINING TO START UP THE MINES WITH NEW MEN, WHO WILL BE PRO- 
TECTED AT ANY COST—TROUBLE IN THE WEST—OTHER INDUSTRIES PAR- 


ALYZED. 
5 [San Francisco Call, May 26.) 


SEVEN MEN DEAD—RECORD OF ONE DAY OF FIGHTING—MINERS DRIVEN 
DESPERATE—HURLED GIANT POWDER DOWN A SHAFT, BURYING ALL WHO 
WERE BELOW—WAR HAS BROKEN OUT AND BLOOD HAS BEEN SHED AT 


CRIPPLE CREEK. 
[New York Press, May 26.] 


COLORADO MINERS MAKE OPEN WAR—ARMED DEPUTIES DEFEATED AND A 
SCORE OF THEM CAPTURED—SHAFT HOUSES BLOWN UP—THE LAWLESS MOB 
BARRICADED AT BELLE HILL AND PREPARED’ FOR A SIEGE—STRIKERS IN 
ILLINOIS AGAIN ATTACK A MINE, BUT ARE REPULSED—MILITIA ON GUARD. 


[Kansas City Times, May 27.] 

BATTLE IN THE DARK—STRIKING MINERS AND DEPUTY SHERIFFS COME 
TOGETHER—THREE MEN ARE SHOT DOWN—FIGHT TAKES PLACE AT CRIP- 
PLE CREEK AT EARLY DAWN—SIX OFFICERS ARE CAPTURED. 

[New York Press, May 28.] 

ON GUARD AGAINST THE LAWLESS MOB—MILITIA FULLY PREPARED TO RE- 
PULSE STRIKERS AT ILLS—1,000 RETURN TO THEIR HOMES—A 
LEADER WARNED THEM IF THEY PERSISTED IN GOING TO LASALLE THEY 
WOULD PROBAELY BE SHOT—PRESIDENT SLOCUM OF COLORADO COLLEGE 
STARTS A MOVEMENT FOR ARBITRATION. 

[New York Press, May 29.] 

MOBS OF ARMED MEN—SENATOR CAMDEN’S MINES PROTECTED BY WEST 
VIRGINIA MILITIA—FACED BY GATLING GUNS—GOVERNOR WAITE OF COL- 
ORADO DETERMINED TO GO TO CRIPPLE CREEK IN THE OF 


PEACE—THE STRIKERS IN COMMAND OF TRAINED SOLDIERS—OUTLAWRY 
IN SEVERAL DIFFERENT STATES. 


[Kansas City Times, May 29.] 
AN OUTBREAK FEARED—TROUBLE AGAIN LIABLE TO SPRING UP IN CRIPPLE 
CREEK—ARBITRATION IS REFUSED—OPERATORS DECIDE TO LET MATTERS 


TAKE THEIR COURSE—MINES LOADED WITH DYNAMITE—BOTH SIDES TAKE 
ADVANTAGE OF THE ARMISTICE OF SUNDAY—DISTRICT IS TERRORIZED, 


[San Francisco Chronicle, May 31.] 


MISSOURI MINERS DETERMINED—BETWEEN SIX AND EIGHT THOUSAND MEN 
ON STRIKE. 
JEFFERSON CITY, MO., May 81. 
State Coal Mine tor Charles Evans returned yesterday from a visit 
to the various coal es of the State. He says that there are less than 

1,000 men now at work in the entire State, and only two of the railroad mines 

are operated. The ers wor are scattered and working to supply 

local demands, such as flouring , waterworks, electric-light plants, etc. 

Inspector Evans does not see any indications of an early settlement, The 
miners, he says, are determined to fight to the bitter end. He adds that the 
miners are 8 8 and he does not think violence will be re- 
sorted to. r. Evans said that usually 7,000 men worked during the sum- 
mer months and 9,000 during the winter. This leaves the number of strikers 

at somewhere between 6,000 to 8,000. 

[New York Press, May 31.] 

MINERS RIOTING IN HOCKING VALLEY—GOVERNOR M’KINLEY ORDERS OUT 
FOUR COMPANIES OF MILITIA—A RAILWAY BRIDGE BURNED—THE STRIK- 
ERS STARVING, BUT DEFIANT—NITROGLYCERIN IN THEIR POSSESSION, 
WITH WHICH THEY THREATEN DESTRUCTION TO A RAILROAD—NO SETTLE- 
MENT IN SIGHT. 

[Chicago Times, June 1.] 


CRISIS IS AT HAND—RAILWAY UNION TO AOT IN AFFAIRS AT PULLMAN— 
SCREWS TO BE PUT ON—ORDER AGAINST HANDLING THE COMPANY'S CARS 
TO BE ISSUED—MOVE TO START AT ST. LOUIS—BOYCOTT EXPECTED TO 
SPREAD TO ALL EXCEPT NEW ENGLAND LINES. 


[Washington Times, June 2.] 


NONUNION MEN AT WORK—NEGROES FROM WEST VIRGINIA IN THE SCOTT- 
DALE COAL FIELDS—LABOR AGENTS BADLY BEATEN—MINE OPERATORS 
SEEM DETERMINED TO WORK THE MINES AT THEIR OWN PRICES—MEN RE- 
FUSED THEIR OLD PLACES IN MANY INSTANCES—ANOTHER CONFERENCE 


FOR NEXT WEEK. 
[Chicago Times, May 25.] 


IN A MOB’S HANDS—RIOTING MINERS TAKE POSSESSION OF LASALLE, ILL.— 
OPEN FIRE ON OFFICERS—STRIKERS SURROUND THE COAL SHAFT AND 
DBFEAT THE SHERIFF—ALL THE DEPUTIES ARE HURT—SHERIFF TAYLOR 
AND FORCE BEATEN DOWN BY THE CROWD—SITUATION IS STILL CRITICAL. 


[Special to the Times.] 
LASALLE, ILL., May 24. 
Lasalle is to-night in the hands of aninfuriated mob. The strikers held 
a meeting this afternoon in the eastern part of the city, and speeches were 
made denouncing the authorities. 


[Chicago Times, May 25.] 
WOES OF TOILERS—HARD LIFE, OF ILLINOIS. STEEL, COMPANY: 


EMPLO 

MEN, CAN BARELY LIVE—MANY, SUPPORT FAMILINS,ON.ONE DOLLAR 

A DAY—LESS- WAGES AND LONGER. HOURS—IMPORTED HUNGARIAN LABOR- 

ERS FAVORED: OVER. THE. O HEART FOR RESISTANCE. 

The lot of the toller at the Illinois: Steel Company's works at South Chi- 
cago is a hard one. Thousands of men there work twelve hours out of the 
twenty-four. They got in return, in meager quantities, the absolute neces- 
saries of life. of the common laborers with families of six and seven 
children receive only $1 a day. 

[Chicago Times, May 25] 

FOUR MINERS SHOT-—-DEPUTIES AND: STRIKERS. FIGHT NEAR: UNIONTOWN— 
OAUSED BY OFPFICERS—WORKMEN: FIRED UPON BEFORE; THEY DO ANY 
VIOLENCE—DESPERATE BATTLE IS WAGED—BOTH. SIDES: EMPTY. RIFLES, 
SHOOTING AT CLOSE RANGE TO KILI--MORB BLOODSHED: 

UNIONTOWN, PA., May 24. 

Once more riot is rampant among theminers of Fayette County. 
and the scenes ot bl have. not been equaled since the strike 
began in this region, over two months ago. ying 
dead and at least eight others wounded as a result of the day's confliets be- 
tween the and deputies. 


[New York Press, June 3.] 


TROOPS ORDERED OUT IN INDIANA—MINERS STILD DETERMINED TO STOP 
THE MOVING OF COAL. TRAINS—THE GOVERNOR FINALLY ACTS-—NINE COM- 
PANIES. AND- A. GATTLING GUN, SENT TO DAVIESS COUNTY—AN ARMED MOB 
STOPS A TRAIN) IN OHIO—INDIAN TERRITORY MINERS THREATEN TO RE» 


SISP REGULARS. 
[Washington Times, June 3.] 
M’KEESPORT IN AN UPROAR—STRIKERS 


WIRES BROKEN AND THE” CITY: IN 
DARKNESS. 
(Chicago Times; June 4. 
QUAIL BEFORE A. RIOTERS. MELT AWAY AT SIGHT OF THE 
SOLDIERY—GOVEBNOR THE WILL. BE 


END—STRIKERS, ATTEMPT TO WRECK FREIGHT CARS. ON THR. VANDALIA 
LINE—PORTION OF KELLY'S WEALERS STSAL A TRAIN, BUT IT IS TAKEN 


FROM THEM, 
[Chicago Times, June 5}, 

SHOTS FIRED BY MINERS—STRIKERS SEIZE\A- TRAIN, SET FIRE TO-A BRIDGE; 
AND USE WINCHESTERS—SHELBURN, IND., THE SOENE- OF UNEXPECTED VIO- 
LENCE AND DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY—TWO. COMPANIES OF MILITIA 
CHARGE THE RIOTERS, CAPTURING FOUR OF THE LEADERS—PREPARATIONS 


COMPLETE, FOR A BLOODY BATTLE: ON BUDE HILL IN THE: CRIPPLE’CREEK. ing: 


DISTRICT TO-DAY—GOVERNOR ALTGELD SENDS ABMS TO MARION, 


[Chicago Times, June-6.} 

AT A Mon's MERCY—M’KEESPORT, PA, OVERRUN BY ANGRY STRIKERS— 
POLICE ARE POWERLESS—?PHOUSANDS.OF MEN BREAK INTO THE NATIONAL 
TUBE WORKS PLANT—WORKMEN ARE BRUTALLY BEATEN—CHASE THROUGH, 
THE TOWN. WITH HOWLING HUNDREDS AFTER THEM—SOME OF THE VICTIMS. 


MAY DIE, 
[Washington Post, June 6.] 
RIOTING IN EARNEST—BLOODY FIGHT BETWEEN: MEINERS, AND: DEPUTIES IN; 


ILLINOIS—SHUT UP IN A BURNING SHAFT—IN PURSUANCE OF A DECISION 
TO CLOSE THE LITTLE BROTHERS MINE, A MOB: CHARGED ON THE WORKS 


AND OPENED: FIRE—MET AND OPPOSED BY A SHERIFE'S POSSE—ONE; MAN 


WAS KILLED AND SEVERAL WERE WOUNDED—ABOUD THIRTY THOUSAND 
DOLLARS WORTH OF PROPERTY. DESTROYED: 


(Chicago Tribune, June 7.] 
ENGINEER BARR IS KILUED—MINERS STONE A TRAIN’ NEAR BRAZIL WITH 
FATAL RESULT—STRIEERS DESTROY. PROPERTY; 
[Chicago Tribune, June 7.] 
WAR ONIN ILLINOIS—THE SHERIFF AND POSSE, DEFIED, 


{Chicago Tribune, June 8. 


TROOPS. UNDER: Anus—ENriun MILITARY FORCE OF ILLINOIS READY TO 
MOVE—GOVERNOR ALTGELD, SINCE THA OUTBREAK OF ANARCHY AMONG 
STRIKING COAL MINERS, HAS HAD LISUT. BAKER, UNITED STATES NAVY, AND 
THE SON OF THE STATE ADJUTANT-GENERAL INVESTIGATING, AND LAST 
NIGHT ORDERED THE SEVERAL COMMANDANTS TO BE PREPARED AT ALG 
TIMES TO 


[New York World, June 10.] 

NO AGREEMENT REACHED—CONFERENCES TO SETTLE THE SOFT ‘COAL STRIKE 
LIKELY TO COME TO NAUGHI—MANY OPERATORS WON'T MEET MEN—SOMB 
OF THE MEETINGS WERE FLAT FAILURES, EVEN THAT AT COLUMBIA, OHIO, 
IS AT A STANDSTILL—MORE TROUBLE BREWING AT PANA, ILL.—GHIGAGO 
TROOPS RECEIVE A HURRIED NIGHT SUMMONS THERE—STRIKERS AND 
DEPUTIES FIGHT IN PENNSYLVANIA, 


[New York Herald, June 10.1 


PREPARED FOR BATTLE—BIG COAL OPERATORS IN PENNSYLVANIA WILL 
MAKE A DETERMINED EFFORT TO RESUME—HUNDREDS OF ARMED. MEN— 
NEW. MINERS SENT TO HORATIO QUARTERED IN A BOMBPROOF FORTRESS 
AND WELL. PROTECTED—TO MAKE THE EFFORT MONDAY—COMPANIES IN- 
TERESTED HAVE MADE A COMPACT TO RUN THEIR MINES. AT ALL HAZ- 


PERR [New York Herald, June 10. 

THREE RIOTERS SHOT—BULLETS: AND: ROCKS IN’ A RIOT AT THH: SILVER 
BROOK: COLLIERY’ IN: PENNSYLVANIA—PLANT- ATTACKED BY A. Mun 
WORKMEN’ PUT TO FLIGHT AND INJURED AND POLICEMEN PELTED. WITH 
STONES—MILITIA IS ON BULL HILG—ORDERED BY GOVERNOR WAITS: TO 
PROTECT THE MINERS AGAINST THE SHERIFF. 

It is unnecessary to multiply these extracts. Every paper 
which you: pick up is filled with them. These riots, accom- 
panen bloodshed, have becomesocommon that we have ceased 

read them any more or to discuss them. Thousands of men 
out of employment, starting from every part of the land, are en- 
deavoring to reach. Washington in order to lay their grievances 
before-Congress in the hope-of getting. some relief.. So serious 
has the situation become that the Senate has appointed: a select 


— 


¥hs—. |. 


committee to hear their complaints—amost unusual and unheard» 


of ora BMY Republic. ; 
The. is with misery and woe. Hundreds: of thou- 
sands. of honest and willing men. are see. employment. im 
vain and are unable to earn the necessaries of life for themselves. 
and families. Here in Washington we do not appreciate the 
distress which prevails aronghoni the country. This is pecu» 
liarly a Government city. Twenty thousand- employés- of the 
nation reside in the District, to whom is paid $3,000,000 per 
month in wages. They receive their compensation in cash at 
stated times and short intervals. This vast amount of money 
being disbursed every month sustains the various. business en- 
terprises of the city, We can not and should not shut our eyes 
to the hapless condition of the emery boy large; 
Lam glad that a decision is near at d on the pending bill. 
The situation being as it is, I feel sincerely that it is the patri- 
otic duty of the Senate to act promptly. This rearrangement. 
of the tariff should be- pompad: as quickly as possible, or the 
bill under discussion. should be defeated with promptness. 
When the bill is disposed of and Congress adjourns there will 
be no incentive or motive for these large bodies of restless men 
to wander over the country in an endeavor to reach Wi n 
and the National Legislature. No votes in the, Senate be. 
changed by discussion and argument, and I would: say to m 
Republican friends that from a political standpointno additio 
is needed by the people.. The Democratic: party it- 
self, since it came in to power a year and a half ago, by its owm 
conduct. has spoken more eloquently in behalf of Republican 
rinciples:than all of us on this side of the Chamber can hope to. 


othing will appeal so strongly to the American voters: as the 
contrast, between: the Republican and Democratic administra- 
tion of affairs. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH.. [understand the Senator from Nevada 

Mr. STEWART] desires to roply briefly to: some remarks made: 

y: the Senator from Ohio, and L have consented to yield to him 
for that 3 
Nr. S ART: Mr. President, we are engaged in discuss- 
adiserimi rotective tariff bill. Every gentlemanwho 
has discussed iton either side has considered the effect of the bill 
upenindustriesand prices. The question has been at all times how 
industries would be affected. Many industries, and particularly 
those which are-conducted by, trusts, have been amply provide: 
for: If there is any great trust which has not received consid- 
eration, I have overlooked it, 

The proposition to put wool on the free list, I say to my Dem- 
ocratic friends, is unſortunate in the extreme, It is more, it 18 
cruel.. This industry is uliarly situated inthe West. About 
two-fifths of the area: of the United States is either arid. or 
semiarid. It is a. mountainous country and peculiarly adapted 
to raising sheep. It is an entirely similar country to larger 
portion of Mexico, South America, and Australia. It is ually 
well i PET to growing sheep-with any other country in the 
world. is impossible to conduct the industry in the United. 
States as cheaply as in the other countries named. Wages. 
are much higher necessarily. Our rivals are all silver standard 
countries. That gives them an advantage of about 50 per cent 
in wages over what they had formerly. The railroads have 
placed. Mexico nearer to the markets of the East than the 
great interior of the United States; the country is narrow be- 
tween the two oceans, and the distance to water transportation 
is short. They have gone largely intowoolgrowing, The same 
condition obtains along the coast of South America and in Aus- 
tralia. They are largely d in the business, and it costs 
for labor three or four times as much in the United States as it 
does in those countries. Transportation is in their favor. Con- 
sequently it is impossible to utilize our country for that purpose. 
There is an ample region in that part of our country for produc- 
ing all the wool the United States can possibly consumo and even 
a surplus, provided there was such protection as would make 
competition equal. 

Now, the region of the country that this provision falls es- 
pecially heavy upon has already received at the hands of this Con- 
gress a most fatal blow. Its great industry is destroyed. Thou- 
sands are thrown out of employment, and they are trying every 
way to make a living. If you destroy the wool industry you cut 
off one of the principal avenues still open to them. 

The duty on wool has been a very small one, a much lower 
duty than you figure it on paper, because the countries that com- 

te with us are nearly on the silver basis, and the tariff is 
eee every time thecommercial value of silver falls, because 
it is estimated at the custom-house according tothe commercial 
value of the bullion in the coin. That fixes price in foreign 
markets: It is according to the commercial value, according to 
the value of the dollar. The statute: says thatit shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to state the; value of for- 
eign coins according to the pure metal of standard value. This 
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is not done: The statute: is: disre: 
according to the pure metal of commercial value, and we have 
nominally now, say, I cents a pound duty on wool, but it amounts: 
to only about 6 cents a pound. 

The duty is very As it now exists; but since this propo- 
sition was made to put wool on the free list my neighbors: and 
friends write me that they are unable to sell their wool without 
making a still further reduction, Transportation from the in- 
terior is heavier than from some other countries. Labor is 
three or four times as dear, because we use white labor; we use 
Americans, and we can not get them down to the labor of the 
Mexican, They can not live on it. They can not live on the food 
the Mexicanlives on; it is impossible. And to-day what enables 
the American laborer to exist? It is a lower of living 
than we have. Oue peonia could not for generations be brought 
down to the low grade of living of other countries, and we can- 
not compete with them. 

Now, this is a protective tariff bill, and you are discussing 
what the industries will bear without any disposition to destroy 
them. There would be some reason in placing wool on the free 
list if woolens were so that we could buy where we sell. 
But the nonprotected industries buy all the ex ports and pay all 
the interest on our foreign obligations, and are compelled to sell 
their produets to bear that burden in the lowest market in the 
world, in a market made at gold prices in Europe, where they 
come in competition not only with the cheap labor of Hurope,. 
but with the-cooly labor of Asia. But we are.compelled to buy 
our opip in a protected market under this bill. Why should 
not our wool be protected? s 

Eeoncur with the Senator from Ohio. I did not rise to reply: 
to him except to one remark he made. He said that the cause 
of low prices was overproduction. I deny it. It is undercon- 
sumption. Last year for example—I need go into no other ar- 

nt—the wheat crop of the world was 325,000, 000 bushels, 
fom than an ayeragecrop, and still wheat has never been as low 
as. this year for three hundred years, bare raceme increased 
and the world’s crop falling off over 300,000,000 bushels, wheat 
is cheaper than it has been for three hundred years. So there 
must ba. some other cause besides.overproduction. 
You may tale.any article of that kind. You may take cloth- 
ing. The consumption. of clothing, like the consumption of 
everything, is falling oif. People are eeonomizing because they 
have not money to buy. The idea of overproduction is absurd. 
The whole world can not produce more than they consume. The 
wants of man multiply much more rapidly than production can 
be increased. It can not keep A pepe with the wants of man. It 
is only the question of the grade of living. In India the ryot 
lives on a mere pittance. He receives from 6 to 8 and 10 centsa 
day, and sometimes 4 cents a day, and ekes out a miserable ex- 
istence with that compensation, but he does not consume what 
he would consume if he had the money to buy. See how your 
houses would be furnished and see how your children would be 
clad and educated if you had the money to do it. It is under- 
consumption to get down to a gold standard. 

The se rap of the: world is measured by the gold standard, 
and there is not gold enough. Gold cannot be obtained. The 
gold of the world is pooled and it can not be obtained. Just see 
where your gold is. The amount of gold in the world to-day is 
estimated at from thirty-five to thirty-seven hundred million 
dollars, and it is said that a large portion of that, which is not 
exactly estimated, porab three thousand million, is in the 
United States and 


conntry. land with about $450,000,000. of gold pretends.to 
have free for the commerce, ef the world, and the world 
owes her ten billion acco to ne, or twelve billion 


according to Goschen, on which she is receiving interest to the 
amount of 8500, 000, 000 per annum, and she has to raise the rate 
of interest. to keep her gold at home. 

We have no way of protecting our gold under the policy of 


and it is measured | the 


Treasury, Department, notwithstanding all our obligations. 
are payable in silver, It goes out and there is no way, of 6500 
more. The United States is now said to have $600,000, 


ting 
‘of gold. We have no such amount. If we haye $400,000,000.it 


is à high estimate. That gives about 83,000, 000, 000, which. is all 
the gold there is in the United States and Europe, except in the 
small states. There may be from one — — and fifty to two 
hundred million among the little E and they hold it 
for a reserve and you can: not get : 

The reason why there is:underconsumption in this country is 
because the people can not sell their products for money. If 
they could sell at fair prices the produce that they have for 
money they would clothe their children well. They would build 
good houses. They would live in comfort if they could, but; 
under the: Sri, g al they: must adopt.a lower scale o! 
living;: they must live as: the: poor in other countries. That is. 
the condition of things, 

Whats people will consume is measured by what they can get, 
to consume, and it is: underconsumption by means: of falling 
prices, stagnation, and hard times. which. affects the country 


now: 
See how these mountain States are si with that class of 
people, with their principal industry ved, relying upon 


the few- sheep and 
the Me tariff law. ory 


There is no article on which the duty has been so affected! as. 
this one. Lou may well say that the McKinley act could. not 
keep it up. The reduction by the price of silver has been twice 
as much since the McKinley act was passed as the increase by 
the Me Kinley act. Sd the duty has been lowered. by the fall of 
silver since the Me Kinley act That is the reason why. 
the price of wool has en. has fallen because the prices 
of property have: fallen to the gold standard. It has fallen 
because the duty is estimated in foreign countries upon which 
the duty is based according to the commercial value of silver, 
and every drop in silver has reduced that duty. Consequently 
we might expect a fall in the price of wool. 

But this bill will make a still further fall and must destroy the 
industry. We can not produce wool upon the same conditions 
with our labor as in Mexico and South America. It is impos- 
sible, Our ple will be. driven to: Mexico. I meta gentle- 
man last night, a man: of wealth and enterprise from Illinois, 
who had been down to Mexico. He said he was going to Mexico, 
because he could do business there. He was „going to plant a 
colony in Mexico, because with the of labor and the free 
coinage of silver and plenty of money said he could make 
some money there. 

Mexico is being filled up by our best citizens ia their cotton: 
factories, their woolen factories, in their railroad building, and 
in their mining, because they have money with which to do busi- 
ness there. Here on the gold basis in this country if you strike 
down this tariff on wool you will strike a. cruel and a fatal blow. 
at a region of the country that has been affected more than any 
other because we have suffered in common with all others the 
baneful effects of the goln standard. We have not only realized 
the fall in prices which we have suffered, but our industry has 
been destroyed, our towns. depopulated, and our people thrown. 
out of employment. I beg of the Democratic. party not to place 
wool on the free list. 

Mr, HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, although I am a firm. 
believer in the principle of protection, and want to see that, 
policy sustained and perpetuated, I am opposed to the protec- 
tive tariff bill now before. this Senate. I am opposed. to it bo- 
cause of its discriminations, its sectional inequalities, and its 
false pretenses, 

It disortminates against the people of the Northwest by: plac- 
ing. wool upon the free list, and in favor of the people of another 
section by giving rice a duty of 90 per cent. It further discrim- 
inates against us in that it levies a. duty which has been esti- 
and almost on the, 


mated at more than 50 per cent upon 
-producing: 


sugar, 
next page provides that Canada and all other 


countries in the world may bring their products here free of any 
duty whatever: A 

Its other great inequality is the general rindiple which ayo 
n. 

e East 


tablishes of placing the raw materials of the West. 
free list and giving protection. to those institutions, of 
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and the Southeast that can no longer lay claim to being infant 
industries.” In view of this discrimination t our raw 
materials, the trifling reduction provided for in this bill upon 
manufactured articles does not remove the burdens that our 
friends on the other side claim were im d by the act of 1890. 

While its authors assert that it will extend the market for 
agricultural products, they have ina for the repeal of the 
beneficent reciprocity clauses of the act of 1890, thereby narrow- 
ing the American farmer's foreign market by many millions of 
dollars. Thus itis full of false pretense and flagrant deception. 

I am aware, Mr. President, that this may be considered a 
narrow, selfish, sectional view to take of a great question which 
concerns the whole country and all the e in it, but when I 
find in the bill now being considered a decided advance over the 
rates in the Wilson bill as it came from the House upon certain 
manufactured products of the States of Maryland and New Jersey; 
upon Tennessee marble and upon the Trojan industry of collars, 
cuffs, and shirts—the latter equaling the ah under the Mo- 
Kinley bill—I feel that in complaining over that which we of 
the West did not get, I should not meet with any severer con- 
demnation than is accorded to those who remain silent because 
of receiving that which they demanded. There is ground for 
the complaintI enter here 10 8 this measure which puts raw 
materials of my State upon the free list and gives the Louisiana 
Senators 40 per cent duty on raw sugar. 

There is reason in my opposition when we know that the in- 
dustries which sustain the peopleof North Dakotaare to besub- 
jected to open, unrestricted competition from every quarter of 
the globe, while coal, iron, steel, clothing, and in fact all the 

rincipal necessaries of life which they must buy are to be sub- 
jected to a duty ranging from 40 to 60 per cent. Nearly 42 per 
cent duty is levied upon woolen clothing, while raw wool comes 
in free. Little wonder that the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MILts] declines to share the responsibility for so unjust a meas- 
ure, but his friends at the hustings and the county fairs in the 
West, where his voice has so oftenbeen heard against the rob- 
ber barons,” will marvel deeply over the small part he takes in 
tariff tinkering this year. He may acquit himself, however, by 
telling our people, when he comes Westagain, that his colleagues 
on the committee relieved him of all responsibility, agreeing 
to do the ‘‘fat frying” themselves. So, too, may the senior Sen- 
ator from New Jersey enjoy the benefits of protection by telling 
his constituents he had nothing to do with it. 

Why are these discriminations made? The senior Senator 
from Maryland declares that the duties have been levied in the 
interest of revenue. Thesenior Senator from New York tells us 
that the bill will raise $75,000,000 more revenue than is required. 
If the latter statement is correct, it seems to me that it was the 
plain duty of the Senator from Maryland, who has emphasized 

is leadership on the majority side of the Chamber, to give the 
people on the Western prairies free coal, and to leave the duty 
on cotton duck out of which their overalls are made at 25 per 
cent, as in the House bill, instead of putting it up to 35 per cent, 
as in the Gorman bill. It may not be outof place toincidentally 
mention the fact that the manufacture of cotton duck is a lead- 
ing industry of Maryland. 

The census of 1890 returns eleven cotton-duck establishments 
in that State, producing 21,000,000 yards, valued at $4,000,000. 
It also shows seventeen establishments engaged in the wool in- 
dustry. It is perhaps only a coincidence, but there is also a de- 
cided increase in the Senate bill over the House bill in the rates 
on manufactured woolens, and it appears that they were all 
agreed upon only a short time before the distinguished Senator 
from Maryland made his compromise speech in this Chamber, 

redicting that the New York Senators and all the Democratic 
Eoaea would 5 his lead and vote for the meas - 
ure. The returns from New Jersey show fifty establishments 
engaged in the wool industry and seventeen in the cotton indus- 
try. Doubtlessanother coincidence. Vet the fact remains that 
manufactures of woolens have been given high protection; like- 
wise cotton duck. 

Does anyone believe that the able junior Senator from Cali- 
fornia has agreed to support this protective tariff bill because 
apples, dates, olives, figs, and raisins were taken from the free 

t of the House bill and put upon the dutiable list of the Sen- 
ate Finance Committee's bill at rates varying from 20 to 30 per 
cent ad valorem, and thatthe duty on plums, prunes, figs, raisins, 
and other dried fruits, including Zante currants, has been in- 
creased here on the floor to 114 cents per pound? Perish the 
thought! We know that he will support it solely for the sake of 
tariff reform. 

The senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MOPHERSON] tells 
us that the protection in this bill represents simply the amount 
of higher wages paid in this country. If this is true the labor 
cost of sugar and shirt making must be enormous, but we have 
reason to rejoice over the fact that the slogan of the Democratic 


stump orator that protection does not 5 the rate of wages 
paid in this country above the rate paid in foreign countries is 
to be heard no more in the land forever. Wherefore I am pro- 
foundly impressed with the belief that some people are content 
to sleep with their own consciences if they only may be permitted 
to enjoy the spoils of office. 

Mr. President, under this bill wool, wheat, wheat flour, oats, 
corn, corn meal, buckwheat, rye, and rye flour are on the free 
list—wool absolutely so, and the other articles will be, so soonas 
foreign countries take the hint and remove the duties upon our 
exportations of these articles. 

The most serious shock to the institutions of the West will be 
caused by the removal of the duty on raw wool. When asked 
why this should be done, the theorists responsible for this pro- 
posed legislation answer that we can not produce in this country 
the wool necessary to carry on the business of manufacturing 
certain lines of woolen goods. This unpatriotic proposition has 
been refuted repeatedly. If it were true, why not except from 
the operations of this discriminating measure the classes of wool 
that we can produce? The best authorities on this subject say 
that every class of wool required for manufacturing all kinds and 
grades of woolens, including carpets, is produced in the United 
States, and that adequate protection, continued as the policy of 
this Government, insuring safety of investment in sheep-raising, 
would result in the production of an abundant supply of wool for 
home comsumption.' 

Under this head I desire to submit to the Senate some extracts 
from a circular on the wool question recently issued by Justice, 
Bateman & Co., of Philadelphia, under date of March 1, 1894. 
Lask that the extracts marked with a pencil be read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 


cated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


1. Effect of the threat of free wool.—Rumors from Washington with refer- 
nee to the 1 passage or defeat of the tariff bill now influence the 
market. ith the waning pro: ts of securing any duty on wool, the de- 
ey has fallen off and is now limited to the temporary requirements of the 

8. 

Although prices are the lowest ever known in this country, there is no 
certainty that the bottom has yet been reached. 

Many industries that were on the eve of revival have been halted, and a 
more general 8 of business prevails. This contraction is shown in 

off in bank clearings which for the month of February were in 


by the army of unemployed. The heavy ag 

in the value of propery and merchandise during the past nine months in- 

volyes the wool market by the very great curtailment in the sale of clot. à 

ne pone production as well as the imports of which have so greatly 
allen off. 

2. Why should wool be free?—No satisfactory reason can be given why 
Wool should be e: to the destructive influences of foreign competition. 
It is a necessity of our comfortable existence, and no without wool 
could successfully conduct its operations in time of war. oolis as much 
a munition of war as any other material. If coal is not to be considered a 
raw material, there is much more reason why wool can not be so consid- 
ered. as it takes a whole year for a sheep to produce its fleece; yet coal in 
one hour can be got ready for market. The element of labor in marketing 
a ton of wool exceeds many fold that which is expended in marketing a ton 
of coal; vet there seems to be much greater chance for a duty upon coal 
than upon wool. If unfavorable l tion should close the coal mines of 
this country for a thousand years the coal would still remain there, ready 
for use whenever the nation was once more permitted to resume its indus- 
trial activities; but when the flocks of sheep disappear, as they are now do. 
ing, they can not be madeniy restored. Ifthis industry is to anew it 

take many years to its present proportions, and if the blow now 
srs toes the woolgrowing industry is struck it will cause its practical de- 
on. 

3. Free wool will cause the export of gold and bring financial panics. The 
ultimate result of this would be not only dependence upon fore coun- 
tries for our wool supply, but the loss to the nation of the value of the do- 
mestic clip, for, instead of distributing its cost among woolgrowers at home, 
to be spent at home, it must be paid in gold 8 With the ultimate 
result of higher prices for clothing. This would be a decided loss to the 
whole nation without any 5 

4. American woo wers can soon produce all needed wools under ade- 
8 protection. The American sheep husbandry under adequate 8 

on has twice made such rapid headway in the increase of flocks as to lead 
to the assurance that with the continuanceof that tection we would soon 
po the total amount of wool consumed by th 


per cent, that in ,000 
unds in 1884. If the duties had not been lowered at the end ot that period, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. T also send tothe desk and ask to have 
read a short article from the Philadelphia Manufacturer, of Feb- 
850 24, 1894, showing that adequate protection would soon give 
us the wool we need. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The figures respecting American wool published last week by the Bureay 
of Statistics were intended to prove that American sheep husbandry had 
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made no head ay under protection. They concealed the fact that between 
the years 1831 and 1890 the number of American sheep rose to high figures 
and then, under the infiuence of reduced duties, fell again. The correct 
figures eei Rog penile that the business prospers under high 
duties and decays er low duties. Under the high duties of the tariff of 
1867 the American clip expanded from 170,000,000 pounds in 1873 to 340,000,000 
pounds in 1884 That is to say, it doubled in twelve years. If the duties had 
not been lowered in 1883 we may fairly suppose that the same ratio of in- 
crease would have continued. 

In that case we should have produced 680,000,000 pounds of wool two years 
hence, in 1896. The total consumption at the present time (including the 
wool in imported fabrics) is about 650,000,000 pounds. This is the industry 
thatis marked for sl nter by the free traders at a time when the low prices 
of wool and the — consumption show that the high duties oppress 
nobody. Itis selected for sacrifice, not for the advantage of the ple; not 
for the benefit of anybody, but solely because the purpose of the free traders 
is to root out the system of protection to home anair and this can not 
be 1 8 while the farmers are interested with the manufactures in 
maint. t. 

Woolis the very last of the raw materials of indust: 
to the destructive influences of fore competition. In 
the first place, itisa positive necessity of comfortable existence in this coun- 
try. Without it our people can not live safely in time of peace. Withoutit 
no American army can conduct operation in time of war. Coal and iron 
ore are no more essential to the vital force of the nation. But no power in 
Congress or out of it can deprive the country of its mineral resources. If 
American legislation upon industrial matters should be controlled by jack- 
assery and treason for a thousand years, the coal and the iron ore in our 
minds would remain as they are, ready for use, whenever the nation once 
more permitted reason to resume its sway. The coal could be pl 
marketable shape within a few hours. 

The iron ore would be ready for the furnace fires as quickly. But, when 
American fiocks of sheep shall disappear, as now they are 8 they 
can not suddenly be restored, Beginning anew, sheep hus dry could 
hardly within twenty years regain its recent proportions. The blow aimed 
at the business now is, therefore, intended to produce destruction which may 
. eee for, While no assurance of continued protection shall 

given, Americans will find small inducement again to invest capital in 
the industry. The ultimate result will eya be, not only dependence 
upon other countries for a material which this country can easily produce, 
and not only the loss of the whole cost of the domestic wool clip, but higher 
prices for both wool and mutton. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. The ability of the American wool- 
raiser to eventually produce all the necessary grades is not seri- 
ously questioned by intelligent men; it is not even questioned 
by the members of the Finance Committee, who sent out a long 
list of interrogatories to wool men. 

Now, as to the necessity for protection. The domestic wool- 
raiser can not compete upon an equal footing with the wool- 
raiser of Australia and South America. First, climatic condi- 
tions are against him; and second, his mode of living is far above 
that of his foreign competitor. Details on these points are un- 
necessary; they are understood by everyone. 

If, however, there were not this great seen rhc conditions, 
theadvantage to the foreign wool-raiser in the matter of freights 
is so great as to leave no two opinions on the subject. That we 
may have the whole question stated in a nutshell, let us under- 
stand that as to the cost of production the figures are 2 to 1 
against us, and in the matter of carrying charges they are 9 to 
1. To be more explicit, wool can be and is produced in foreign 
countries at 6 cents per pound, as against 12 cents in this coun- 
try, while the freight rate from London to Live l is one- 
fourth cent per pound as against 24 cents irom Rocky Mountain 
points. Now, when it is understood that about 60 per cent of 
the sheep in this country are located west of the Mississippi 
River, we are at once confronted with reasons of the most em- 

hatice nature why there should be some encouragement for the 
omestic wool producer if he is to continue in the business 
against all comers. 

Sio pomaga of this monstrous measure means the complete 
annihilation of the woolindustry in the West. Sheep will here- 
after be reared only for their mutton. The seriousness of the 
situation may be seen when it is known that the value of invest- 
ments in the woolraising industry in this country is about $200,- 
000,000, and that at least 2,000,000 of people are engaged in it. 
Their plight will be much more serious than that of the factory 
hand, who, under this act, may accept the wages of the Euro- 

workman. Deprived of a market for their wool by reason 
of the great disparity in freights, our farmers must produce it 
at any cost or sacrifice or go out of the business, because the 
market will be entirely controlled by the Australian and the 
South American. Especially will this be true as regards the 
Western wool-raiser. In his case the triumph of free trade will 
be complete. 

It has been said that wool producing has not progressed under 
protection. The figures refute this statement. Under the law 
of 1867, which was repealed in 1883, sheep-raising progressed 
rapidly. In 1881 there were 290,000,000 pounds of wool produced 
in the United States. The amount had increased to 337,500,000 
pounds in 1884—47,500,000 pounds increase in four years. These 

avorable results were under the operation of a duty of 12} cents 
5 pound, which Congress in 1883 reduced to 10 cents per pound. 
his reduction in duty was the work of a Republican Adminis- 
tration in response to a great outcry by free traders and other 
superficial minds that the people were being robbed. 
- The Democrats in various parts of the country at once took 


, now dutiable, that 
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political advantage of it, and in Ohio strong resolutions were 
passed at Democratic conventions denouncing the Republican 
Congress for destroying the sheep industry. Well, there was 
some truth in the resolutions, notwithstanding their origin. 
Under this reduced wool tariff the product in the United States 
fell off about 30,000,000 pounds by1891. But the effect of the 
act of 1890—the McKinley law—wasalmostmomentary. The in- 
crease in sheep was very rapid and the output reached the un- 
precedented figure of 364,156,666 pounds in 1893—an increase of 
a Dor centin three years, under a duty of II cents per pound. 
r. President, it is said further that protection has not helped 
rices of wool. How utterly unworthy of sober serious thought 
this statement. Prices did decline after the passage of the 
McKinley act, but was that decline the fruit of that act? Let 
ussee. For thirty years the price of wool in free-trade London 
has been 50 per cent lower than the price in America under pro- 
tection. Mr. Theodore Justice, perhaps the best authority in 
the United States on wool, says that the 

London value of wool during the two years previous to Mr. Cleveland's in- 
auguration fell oft over 30 per cent, and d g the same period American 
wool declined less than 7 per cent. If it was not the protection of the Me- 
Kinley tariff that stood between Ohio woolgrowers and the cheaper wool 
markets of the world, what was it? 

Mr. Justice sums up the situation during the two years suc- 
ceeding Mr. Cleveland's restoration to power in the following 
terse language: 

Since President Cleveland's og etna and the assault by his Admin- 
istration upon the American wool industry, American prices have declined 
from25 to 2 85 cent, when the outside markets of the world are unchanged, 
and why? did American wools hold up before this Administration 
came in and fall immediately afterwards? It was because it was well known 
by everybody in the business that the London or free-trade price could not 
be reached without a decline in American prices of at least 50 per cent, and 
the movement toward the London market is in progress. 

The condition of the wool market for the past year or more 
is very accurately described in a recent number of the Boston 
Herald. I quote from its commercial columns: 

The woolmarket is ina peculiarstate. The fear of tariff legislation bring- 
ing free wool is 9 3 and dealer. The producer is be- 

alarmed into selling wool at prices lower than ever dreamed of in the 
industry, while the dealer is alarmed to the extent that he dares not buy 
this wool, however low it may be offered. For these reasons very little wool 
is poing purchased by the trade here, notwithstanding that it is at the begin- 
ning of the new clip, and a time when a good deal of wool would naturally be 
negotiated for in the country markets. 
vers are also afraid of advancing 
on consignment. They lost money last year by overadvances, and they are 
very cautious this year about doing the same thing again. 

It is true that freights are against the domestic grower of wool, as com- 
poses with the grower abroad. Wool has been landed here from Londonas 

ow as 1 cent per pound, while from some of the Territories it has cost, at 
the same time, 5 cents per 
deed, they are already lower, till to-day 3 cents per pound on Territory wool 
is considered a very high price. In the meantime, if the American wool- 
grower were allowed a 8 ual to the difference in freights, it 
would be the sentiment of very many in the trade substantially expressed. 

This, as I have indicated, is from the news columns of the. 
Herald. The opinions of the editor in the editorial columns 
are widely different, being in favor of free wool und advocating 
the beauties of that seats fatuus, the“ world’s markets.” Itis 
the old story again fully illustrating the difference between fact 
and theory. The reporter who went out among the buyers and 
dealers, the men who know something about wool, writes of the 
situation as it really exists, while the editor, his head filled 
with free-trade theories, continues to dream of the beauties of 
‘the world's markets.“ He persists in looking for great oceans, 
when we know that he will find only duck ponds; his mind run- 
ning to theairy and indefinable altitudes of commercial æsthet- 
icism, although he must soon realize the inevitable importance 
of returning toa plain everyday diet of home markets and baked 
be 


too much money on wool offered 


pound. Butsuch freights mustcome down. In- 


ans. 

Mr. President, if we accept the statement of those in authority 
in this Chamber that the protective duties in this bill have been 
levied with a view to fortifying the American workingman 
against the low wages of his Euro brother (the sénior Sen- 
ator from New Jersey has declared that to be the case) where is 
the consistency of putting wool upon the free list, when we all 
know that 90 per cent of the cost of producing it is labor? 

Here is an item showing the importance of the sheep industry 
in this country. At the date of the Republican victory of 1888 
there were perhaps 50,000 head of sheep in the State of North 
Dakota. Theexact figures are not known, because the industry 
was small, being confined under a hostile Administration solely 
to the demand for mutton. At the date of the Democratic vic- 
tory in 1892 the official figures showed the number of sheep in 
the State to be 557,590, an increase of 1,100percent. Under the 
impetus to woolgrowing given by Republican success, the sheep 
industry increased until it reached third or fourth place in im- 
portance among the industries of the State. Sheep were brought 
there from the widely separated States of Washington, Texas, 
and Ohio. The price paid ranged from $2.50 to $4 per head. 

Last fall, under the baneful influence of this free-trade and 
gold-standard Administration, sheep sold in North Dakota for 
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75 cents to $1.25 per head. There was practically no market for 
wool at any price. 

The free-wool value on the farm to-day for the leading grade 
of wool in North Dakota is 7t cents per pound, while the min- 


imum price for the same previous to rch, 1893, which was 
before the McKinley law was assailed and before the effects of 
= repeal had been discounted, was 16 cents per pound on the 
arm, 

It must be a very beautiful political theory, the success of 
which will compensate my constituents for their loss. It is 
doubtless near akin to the theory of the junior Senator from 
Texas that that other foreign relative of free trade, the Rus- 
sian thistle, may spread itself, unopposed by Federal authority, 
over every acre of land in every State of the Union, to the per- 
manent injury of agriculture, but he will agree to invoke the 
aid of the Constitution and go forth to do battle against it only 
when the District of Columbia is invaded by it. 

I find some very interesting statistics in a recent circular is- 
sued 1 85 ustice, Bateman & Go., and I will ask at this point to 
insert in my remarks a tabulated statement showing the prices 
of wool at various periods. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The table is as follows: 
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* Including freight, arayage, insurance, commissions, and all charges be- 
tween the farm or ranch the Eastern * 

. _ tBefore which time the McKinley law was in full force, but since which 
date its practical effects have been as nearly null and void as though the 
bill had actually been repealed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. This circular also contains an intro- 
ductory pa ph to the effect that if only 5 cents per pound 
duty is put upon wools of the first and second classes, which are 


mainly those qualities grownin the United States, over $18,000,- 
000 more than the free-wool price will be put into the hands of 
the woolgrowers for the wool crop of 1894, which is now being 
shorn prepared for market. : 

If raw materials like coal and iron ore are to be protected, al- 
though in one hour after lying dormant in the mine they can be 
got ready for market, why should not wool also be protected, 
when it requiresa whole year to prepare it for market as against 
one hour for coal and iron ore? If the free raw material planks 
of the Chicago platform are to be waived with regard to coal and 
tomma; whyshould the same policy not be applied to American 
woo 


“The tariff is a tax,“ has ever been the shibboleth of free 
traders. Is it true? Only partially so. Those who assert it 
rely upon theory for proof. What are the practical facts? 
Every mill or fraction of a mill placed upon imported sugars, 
raw or refined, is added to the costof the article when it reaches 
our shores, because we make so little sugar in this country that 
there is no competition here among producers. So that the 45 
or 50 per cent placed upon sugar, if this bill becomes a law, is a 
tax collected from the consumers. If we controlled the sugar 
market, as we would if we produced all or nearly all the sugar 
we consume, there would be competition at home, and competi- 
tion would adjust the price. 

By continuing the system of bounties inaugurated under the 
act of 1890 we would in a very few years produce all the sugars 
we need for our own use. A tariff on raw sugar simply permits 
the cane-sugar industry to exist, but it will not grow, because 
it has reached its limit. A continuing bounty upon beet sugar 
would build up thatindustry and enable the people of the United 
States to supply themselves instead of relying upon foreign 
countries, 

Now, let us pursue this 5 that the tariff is a tax” 
a step further. Take the item of barley as a fair illustration of 
the effect of a duty upon all imports of agricultural products. 
Practically all of these imports come from Canada. During 
three years under the McKinley act we have imported 5,037,663 
bushels of barley, upon which a duty of 30 cents per bushel was 
collected, amoun to $1,511,300. 

Now, if the New York price of barley was, as has been given, 
60 cents per bushel, and the tariff is a tax,” then the price of 
barley in Canada must have been 30 cents per bushel, Soin 
truth it was a tax upon the Canadian farmer and not upon the 
domestic consumer. The Canadian farmer paid the extra 30 
cents per bushel for the privilege of selling in our market, and 
the $1,511,300 collected upon barley imports was inthe form ofa 
contribution from him and went into the Treasury to help pay 
the running expenses of our Government. Our domestic output 
of barley during those three years was about 170,000,000 bushels. 
Consequently there has been competition at home, and this has 
regulated the price. If in that time we had produced only 
5,000,000 bushels, being obliged to buy the 170,000,000 needed for 
consumption, the tariff would be a tax,” because the original 
price of barley would have been fixed abroad. To this price 
would have been added the amount of the tariff. 

The wisdom of a bounty upon sugar, of which we produce but 
10 or 12 per cent of our needs, must be a nt. Under the 
McKinley act we are paying about $12,000,000 annually in sugar 
bounties, and at the same time building up the industry of beet 
sugar making in this country; under the Gorman bill we will 
pay a tax on sugar amounting to $50,000,000 or $60,000,000 per 
year, and the sugar-making industry here will come to a stand- 
still. There is no demand from any quarter for the abolition of 
this bounty. Itis now ens Sree to be a most econom- 
ical and farsighted provision. Nor is there any clamor for the 
aa pose gt of enormous duties upon this one of the great neces- 
saries of life. It is demanded only by the theorists. 

These illustrations might be carried through the entire list 
of agricultural products. The people of Canada have been 
under the present law contributing large sums of money toour 
Treasury every year in return for the privilege of selling their 
products in our markets. Now it is proposed to change this 
policy and give them free access. 

Under the policy of a tariff forrevenue undoubtedly the ‘‘tariff 
is a tax” upon our people; under the operations of the practical 
policy of protection it is not strictly so, because in hundreds of 

tances the foreigner pays it. 

I have found in mail recently a most interesting statement 
upon the general subject of protection, made officially by the Na- 
tional Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry. It is so coapse 
that I desire to have it read for the information of tho Se 90 
and I send it to the Seoretary's desk for that purpose. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


To tha Senators and Representatives assembled 
n the Congress of the United States: 
GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned, have been appointed a committee g 
the National Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry to urge before your hon · 
orable body such legislation as is deemed by our order essential tothe pros- 
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perity of the cn ig interests of our country; and in attempting to dis- 
charge this duty we find it necessary to emphatically object to some of the 
changes by the tural schedule of the so-called Wilson tariff 
bili, and in so doing we have nothing to say for or against protection as a 
Ars 2 the „ but as a revenue measure every American citi- 
gen terested. 

We deem it the true policy of the National Government to collect its rev- 
enueg, as much as ible, from duties on imports, as being a system of 
taxation more equitable and less burdensome when justly distributed than 
direct taxation upon the industries and property ofour people, thus leaving 
this class of subjects to the States for taxation for the collection of their 
revenues, as they can not levy an import tax under the Constitution of the 
General Government. Anotherreason why foreign tradeshould pay import 
duties is that our Government must maintain wharves and warehouses for 
the accommodation of their trade, and this trade should justly pay for this 
privilege out of which it is 3 to f —— a livelihood. 

The members of our order, of course, differ in their views upon the details 
of equitable tariff legislation. It is not the duty of the order to interfere 
with the free exercise of the rights of our members as citizens. p 

When the people at the ballot box decide any issue raised by the political 
parties on general principles our order cheerfully accepts thesituation,and 
oniy: insists that the policy thus indorsed shall be fairly carried into effect, 
without any discrimination against the farmer, or any class or interest in 


our country. 
When the le decided for the tective policy at the polls we asked 
mgress thavin the proposed tariff revision agriculture should receive the 


factures, which were — Cig give empio, 
on In fact this was guaranteed in the cago platforn of the present 
Pith legislative committee of the National „at the special session of 
Congress, advised the Committee of Ways and Means of the im of 
t care of the agricultural interests in drafting a revised ta bill. 

Had the committee reported a bill in strict conformity with the decision 
of the people at the polls we should have nothing to say against it, but be- 
cause the proposed legislation is very unjust, in 30 far as it ains to the 
farmers, and unfairly discriminates nst the interests of agriculture by 
virtually abandoning the New England, New York, and coast trade to Can- 
ada other foreign countries, by reason of proximity and cheap water 
transportation, which in effect bring the producers in foreign countries 
closer to these markets than our American farmers in the interior, who must 
transport by the more costly methods of rail. 

The Sposa fos ot agricultural products imported into the United States 
from a and countries beyond the sea are co in our seaboard 
cities and great manufacturing centers of the East, which should be pre- 
served as a market for the ucts of the farmers of the United States. 

Your petitioners tain that the difference in the cost of 
agricultural productions in the United States and in fi countries should 
be regarded asa just measure of theduties which may be laid upon the prod- 
ucts of foreign agriculture for the protection of American farmers. The 
cost of agricuitural productions, —— — transportation in the United 

States, exceeds the cost of such produ in including trans- 
portation, by 44 per cent, owing to the of labor. is at least 10 per 
cent in excess of the duties now im) by law upon the products of foreign 
agriculture, and the cost of agricultural productions in countries beyond 
the sea is even less than in Canada, o to the same cause. 

The Wilson tariff bill, as it now stands, as between the manufac- 
8 che farmer, who is a producer of wool, flax, and other fibrous pro- 

uctions that enter into the manufacture of cloth. If the manufacturer 
should haye free wool—then the farmer should have free cloth. 

We askonly for justice—that you treat the farmer as others are treated. 

The placing of tural im ts on the free listin com tion 
for the reduction of the duty on agricultural products is ridiculed by every 
intelligent farmer, as no agricultural implements are voy edges of con- 

ufactured in the 


sequence, being much inferior to those man United States, 
which are sold to the farmer for a less price and on than in any 
country in the world. 

ask all true friends of the 


In view of the hoa A Rhee Dal 05 
farmer to insist u a on of the „ and that in any legislation 
u the subject present agricultural schedule be maintained, or other- 

defeat the proposed legislation. 

We also desire to impress upon your minds the fact that we do not con- 
sider the present financial system of our country as satisfactory, and believe 
it is the cause of much of the financial embarrassment. Our members gen- 
erally favor an increase in the yolume of the currency to meet the business 

‘ements and revive the industries of our country and give employment 


to labor. 

The majority of our farmers are bimetallists. They may differsomewhat 

as to the details, but earnestly desire to maintain both silver and gold as 

money, With an issue of United States Treasury notes, if necessary, to bring 

the volume of the currency up to at least 840 capita. They favor suc 

finan legislation and such an adjustment the tariff as secure our 
erican markets for American labor and American capital which will 


Ami 
— start our country on a prosperous career. 
o therefore res 1 1 os your honorable body to favorably con- 
sider the great agricult terests of our country, upon which the pros- 
rity of all other industries depends, and so legislate that the foregoing 
Suggestions, which we have felt it our duty to present, may be ena into 
law, believing that it will be the means of bringing contentment and happi- 
ness to t — or rural homes and prosperity to our whole country. 
Rofpectt submi 


tted, 
J. H. BRIGHAM, 
LEONARD RHONE. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. This is a nonpartizanappeal from a very 
oldand thoroughly representative organization of practical farm - 
ers. Hasit been heeded by those in charge of this important 
ae Priel tio 

. President, what will be the consequence of the passage of 
this bil If we are to judge by past experience tho sons t is 
scarcely problematical. The balance of trade must be against 
us—largely so. Imports of merchandise must increase. Who 


is there here so sanguine as to look for an increase of exports? 
The treaties with foreign countries under which we have en- 
larged our markets are abrogated by this measure, and instead 
of reciprocity as to dissimilar products we offer them free trade 
as to like products. 

The articles that are foreign to our soil, for which we have 
been exchanging our wheat, flours, meats, etc., we must here- 
after buy for gold, while Canadaand the Argentine and the rest 
of the world may send their grains and flours to us free of duty 
and lay them alongside of our overstocked warehouses. On top 
of them the foreign sheep-raiser may stack his raw wool, also 
free of duty, while the woolen clothing our domestic sheep 
farmer must buy hasa duty of 40 to 50 per cent. Herein lies the 
inequality if not the infamy of this measure, Exporting Euro- 
pean countries will not reward us by purchasing . 5 quan- 
tities of our wheat products unless we undersell Russia, India, 
and the Argentine Republic, which we can not do and maintain 
our higher and better standard of living. Mark this prediction: 
The advantage in the freer trade promised by this measure will 
be with foreign countries and not with the United States. 

Mr. President, I believe that the chief cause of the distress in 
this country is to be found in the financial system dictated to us 
by England. The passage of this bill will increase the difficulty. 
I would not cast my vote for a measure providing for the issuing. 
of bonds and the purchase of gold, nor will I vote for a measure 
which sends our gold abroad to purchase goods we should make 
athome, Every vote in behalf of this bill is a vote to increase 
the indebtedness of our people and tocireumscribe them in their 
opportunities to pay the debts they now owe. Whoever advo- 
cates it can not consistently avoid advocating a bond issue. If 
we must buy we must pay, and the countries from whom we will 
buy greater quantities of goods, if this measure prevails, are gold- 
sa countries, so we must pay them in gold or its equiv- 

ent. 

Jam curious to know how my silver friends on the other side 
of this Chamber will justify their votes in favor of this measure 
with their past professions on finance. The case was stated in 
a very forcible way by a Western paper recently. It said: 

E measure that tends to increase the indebtedness of America to 
Great Britain is a measure that reénforces the power of European opposi- 
tion io American silver. Every tariff item that lessens the power dt an 
American mill or factory to make goods that will be sold in America in ex- 
change for American silver, at With American gold. is an item that com- 
pels an American to buy some from Europe, and pay for it in gold. 

The junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] saysif he had his 
way he would turn every custom-house into a schoolhouse. By 
this he means that he would remove every barrier and have ab- 
solute free trade. He would have us make a perpetual contract 
with Eu countries to take their cheap wares in the hope 
that they might conclude to take the equivalent in our products, 
And by his vote inthis Chamber last summer the Senator from 
Texas would enhance the value of that perpetual contract with 
foreigners by compelling this debtor country to continue pay- - 
ment to those creditor countries in gold. The folly of sucha 
policy is plainly to be seen as a result of the operations of the 
extravagant free list in the McKinley bill. 

For my part, I would be glad of the opportunity of voting for 
a measure that would put a 8 wall between England 
and the United States, for that, in my opinion, would be the 
surest and swiftest way to reach that period of financial inde- 
pendence, the lack of which has brought us to the verge of bank- 
ruptcy. I can not understand how it is possible for an American 
to be at one and the same time an honest free trader and an hon- 
est bimetallist. 

Mulhall, the great statistician of England, says that the sev- 
enty millions of le in the United States consume as muchas 
seven hundred millions of people of other countries. This tells 
the story of American protection. Thinkof the enormous trade, 
free trade, between the States of this Union. There is no 
record of this trade, or at least we have never heard it quoted 
by those who stake their political salvation upon acquiring the 
markets of the world.” 

Thus, under a system whose most prominent purpose is the 
betterment of our own people, we, one-twentieth of the world’s 
inhabitants, are credited with eating and wearing and otherwise 
consuming as much as one-half the total population of the earth. 
It is a long way yet to the average level of those with whom 
free traders wish to place us on an equality, but an enlarged 
volumeof imports, buying abroad more and more of those 
we should ourselves produce, and increased exportations of go 
to pay for them, will soon bring us to that level. 

Mr. President, there are at present some uliar conditions. 
There is, for instance, less wheat per capita in the world than at 
any time during the past ten or fifteen years, and yet the price 
is lower than it has been at any time in a hundred years. But 
here is a still greater paradox. Notwithstanding the excessive 
low price of bread, the mind of man does not run to at period 
when there were so many empty stomachs as now. is the 
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situation throughout the world, far less intense here than in 
foreign countries. Will an enlargement of our importations 
mitigate this condition of things? I donot believe it. 

If, as Mulhall says, we consume as much as half the peoples of 
the earth, our own trade is more valuable to us than all the trade 
of old Europe. The future of our own country and our own peo- 
ple is the paramount consideration. One hundred of the yeo- 
manry of our fields and factories are of more consequence to our 
national prosperity than one thousand monocled Anglomaniacs, 
with a thousand money-changers as a background. An Ameri- 
can community of practical, industrious people is worth a conti- 
nent of dudes. F 

The greater ability of the people to buy is the keynote to the 
situation. Give them work at the American standard of wages. 
Coin the product of American silver and of gold at the ratio of 
16 to 1. Open the American mines now idle and filled with 
water or inhabited by bats. Enter into trade relations with the 
silver-using peoples of the world. Encourage the construction 
of the Nicaragua Canal. Let us do that which experience has 
shown is best for us to do as Americans. Stop issuing bonds. 
Cease going into debt, especially to foreign capitalists. Encour- 
age a spirit of retaliation against those countries that oppress 
us. The equilibrium between our own people will thus soon be 
established. Their ability to buy amongst themselves will be 
enlarged. The prices of the things they have to sell to each 
other will afford them a profit and make life worth living. 

Under these new conditions, if the farmer raises more wheat 
than he can sell—all being fed to the fullness of plenty—there 
would then b2 overproduction, and other and more profitable 
avenues of work would be opened to the wheat-raiser. He would 
raise sheep, if protected against the cheap-labor wools of for- 
eign competitors. He would make ora if properly encour- 
aged todoso. He would produce something that was not being 
overproduced. Thus would our resources and our ability to 
consume be given full sway, and there would be fewer hungry 
ones at the back doors begging for bread and fewer shivering 
mortals along the roadsides looking for shelter; seeking a place 


resembling home, that refuge for which every human heart 
ee without which there is emptiness, discontent and 
esolation 


Can not the free trader see in conditions now existing the 
utter fallacy of his doctrine? With bread chéapened to the 
lowest point in our history, as a result of competition in “the 
world’s markets,” where the purchasing standard is about $2.50 
per capita, there is excessive want in the land. Will the oppo- 
nents of protection contend that the cause of this unusual situ- 
ation is that the people have not had the opportunity to buy the 
necessaries of life from foreigners? With the closing of mills 
and factories throughout our land, beginning mostabruptly after 
the result of the election of 1892 was known, multitudes of labor- 
ing people were forced into idleness. That was not the result 

- of existing laws; it came in consequence of the belief that the 
triumphant political party would carry outits oft-repeated prom- 
ise toexchange our home market for the markets of the world,” 
and it needed no prophet to foretell the consequences if this came 


to pass. 

The fellow over in Europe who expects his brother free trader 
in this country to make a market for his cheap goods, knows 
what it means. I find his view of the case in a recent number 
of the Birmingham (England) Daily Post. I will read it: 


cal trusts and combinations for limiting production and determining 
agreed aoe late years have attained such enormous development in the 
8. 


The editor of this British paper would be overjoyed if he knew 
how the trusts and combinations had been p verized by this 
pill. He may see for himself by examining the sugar schedule, 
the iron ore schedule, the cotton manufacturers’ schedule, the 
woolen manufacturers’ schedule, the furnishing goods’ schedule, 
in fact all the schedules covering the necessaries of life. Then 
let him turn to the schedules pertaining to those articles the 
farmers produce—wool, grain, flax, cattle, sheep, meats—man 
of the mostimportant of which are put upon the free list and the 
others are given insignificant duties. 1 — 

As I have already indicated, it is no answer for our friends on 
the other side to sy that their object is to gain a wider market 
for our agricultural products. There are two considerations 
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under which foreign peoples will ceed of us: first, if the articles 
they need can be had here cheaper than elsewhere; and, second 

if there is some sort of advantage to them in being able to sell 
something they have. What are the probabilities as to the first 
of these? Are we likely ever to reach that condition which will 
enable us to undersell the cheap-labor products of Russia, India, 
Australia, and the Argentine? If we do,it will be when our 
people have arrived at the same level of existence long since 
reached by those peoples. Free trade will bring us there. 

To the second—offering them an inducement to come to us 
with goods we do not produce in exchange for those things they 
do not have—what does this bill give? It repeals the reciproc- 
ity clauses of the McKinley act, thus destroying a very large 
trade built up in a wonderfully short space of time, and deprives 
us of the opportunity of enlarging that trade. 

Mr. President, I will insert at this point some statistical mat- 
ter showing the benefits resulting from our reciprocity treaties. 
The figures and deductions therefrom are contained in a very 
interesting communication to the New York Mail and Express, 
which I will ask the Secretary to read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

THE ISAAC HARTER COMPANY, MERCHANT MILLERS, 


Fostoria, Ohio, April 28, 1894. 
To the Editor of the Mail and Express: 8 


he 
ments from 874,000 to $130,000, passenger and freight cars from $127,000 to 
#271.000, India-rubber tro: 00 5 

to $2,792,000, cut nails from $48,000 to $107,000, steel bars from 


ese 7 eb are taken from statistics from Washington and represent 
me — of the business from the last year before the McKinley bill was 
sc 


But, under the 
this treaty will abrogated, and pyan will promptly reimpose its old 

erican g which w. xoy lar; 
omising market on grain, por » beef, cheese, butter, flour, iron, 
cotton and woolen foods, agricult implements, tools, and a vast num- 
ber of articles which we export. 

It as been suggested that an expedient method by which this — 5 be 
8 mo by the adoption of a retaliatory measure, something 
after the following: 

“Tf any nation shall hereafter increase the duties it char, on March 1, 
1894, upon articles produced or manufactured in the United States when the 
same are re ein into it or any of its colonies or possessions, then the tariff 
duties levied upon articles produced or manufactured in any such nation or 
any of its possessions or colonies shall be doubled or increased 100 per cent 
beyond the rate 8 at the time of such increase." 

t is a matter of vital importance not only to every manufacturer in the 
country, but also toevery culturist. The trade in flour alone has grown 
from „ ons when the duty was $7 a barrel to a total ex- 
port for the year 1894 of probably 800,000 barrels, and this is very likely to be 

creased under favorable conditions toa million barrels annually. 

This means a market for from four to five million bushels of the Ameri- 
can farmers’ wheat, which prevents it being thrown on our own or any 
other markets at depressing prices. 

I would be very much pleased to have your valuable journal make edito- 
rial comments on this present condition, dwelling particularly on the fact of 
the great inj it would be to the farmer, and urging this class as well as 
all others to te to their Senators protesting against the passage of any 
measure in Congress which will shut us out from so favorable a market. 

With the trade in South America rapidly ne te from us, we can 
eliberately shut ourselves out ofa 
way as that of Cuba. I would be very much 


island and heed the earnest P Proceed of the American people against the pas- 


sage of any bill which would destroy this favorable market. 
Yours, very truly, 
W. C. BROWN, Treasurer. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. The editor of the New York news 


r did comment on these figures as requested. The editorial 
fs brief, and I will ask that it be also read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


rocity agreement now in operation 
88 shows that under this 


3 
See SE 


5 


g 
E 


88888888888 
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E 


1894. 
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but comes far short of an adequate expres- 
sion of the beneficial results of the practical operation of reciprocity, even 


This is a remarkable show: 


within the circumscribed scope of our Cuban commerce. Under this sys- 
tem our flour exports increased from such an insignificant amount, as to 
scarcely deserve mention, to about 800,000 for the present year, with 
the promise of an annual exportation of a million barrels in the near future. 
This means a market for about 5,000,000 bushels of American wheat under 
conditions conserving American industries. 

If this is true in relation to Cuba, what will be our gate loss of trade 
when we consider the effect of the abrogation by this bill of all our other 
reciprocity agreements with neighboring sister republics, as well as with 
more distant foreign countries? e have not at present the figures equal 
to the demands of such a computation. 

It is enough to say that the proposed tariff bill in this, as in almost every 
one respect, means ruin and destruction to American trade and American 

ustry. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
widened the Cuban markets for our products. 
the effect has been upon our trade with Germany. 


Thus has our reciprocity policy 
Let us see what 
I shall insert 


the figures without reading them, as I know that every Senator 
who feels an interest in this matter is familiar with the subject. 
This table shows the exports to Germany of the articles affected 
by the reciprocity treaty: 


Articles, 1891. 1893. 

Agricultural implements.. -..........--.-..--------eenes #233, 781 $377, 735 

VVV 2, 042, 404 2, 794, 689 

116, 664 217, 782 

„953 | 2,569, 261 

41,089 1, 011, 385 

235, 575 537, 526 

399, 876 007 

360, 784 1, 423, 455 

100, 861 210, 140 

1, 182, O41 2, 328, 169 

168, 075 536, 587 

593, 034 829, 652 

Bacon and hams. r eee iy 578, 408 825, 456 

Distilled spirits 1 189, 365 1, 495, 557 

Unmanufactured tobacco 3, 757, 770 4, 604, 012 
Lumber: 

Boards, deals, planks, Jost. 262, 088 343, 702 

Timber 560, 422 627, 418 

1, 400, 459 1, 855, 740 


There was also a very decided increase in our exports to other 
countries affected by these reciprocity treaties, and it is a very 
remarkable fact that there has been a decided increase in export 
trade with all nonreciprocal countries. 

Directly in line, Mr. President, with these facts may be taken 
the effect of this bill upon the flouring interest. The question 
is very intelligently stated by a North Dakota correspondent, 
whose letter I ask to have read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

GRAND FORKS, N. DAE., January 16, 1894. 


DEAR SIR: As you are probably aware, the millers of the United States 
have at last been aroused to the fact that their product is in many foreign 
countries actively discriminated against by a higher duty being placed upon 
fiour than what is placed upon wheat, and are now endeavoring individually 
and by means of closer business association to do all in their power to have 
this matter remedied. It would se2m that the revision of our tariff laws, now 
engaging the attention of Congress, affords an opportunity that should not 
be neglected. It is, we understand, proposed that an amendment be offered 
to the Wilson bill, which would discriminate against importations from all 
countries which a higher relative rate of tariff on fiour than on wheat. 

We believe that such action would result in 2 foreign countries chang- 
ing their system and in the end that American millers would be enabled to 
very largely increase their field of foreign trade. We would ask you tocare- 
fully think this matter over, and if able to render any assistance in this mat- 
ter, as you undoubtedly would be, to do all possible. There is no reason that 
We can see why all, or mostly all, of our wheat should not go abroad in the 
shape of fiour. The millers uf the United States are certainly in position to 
milf their own wheat into flour cheaper than can be done by the European 
miller, and place them on an even footing. We think that they will do so. 
This is a matter of grave importance to the millers of the United States and 
should, we think, deserve the careful attention of all of our Representatives. 
Trusting you will give this matter your careful attention, we remain, 

Yours respectfully, 
NORTH DAKOTA MILLING COMPANY, 
By E. MAPES, Secretary. 
Hon. H. C. HANSBROUGH, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. A circular letter issued by the Win- 
ter Wheat Millers’ League, with headquarters at Indianapolis, 
Ind., goes further into the details of this question. The letter 
is short. Lask that it be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
‘ FEBRUARY 6, 1894. 

DEAR SIR: There will be submitted an amendment to the pend tariff 
bill in the interest of the flour manufacturers of the United States, in sub- 
stance as follows: 

“The duties levied and to be paid upon all wines, brandies, beverages, 
upon all china and glass ware, upon all silks, satins, velvets, upon all cut- 
lery and abet and upon all articles made from cotton, wool, silk, or 
linen poparen oa 8 a larger pro rata or relative duty 
upon ftour made in the a n upon wheat grown in t 
Skates shall be double the rates named in this bill.“ wy mae 

In 5 the claims of the American miller for official recognition, 
we desire to direct your attention to a few facts regarding this great in- 


terest. 
The milling industry is second to none in the United States in point of 
capitaland help employed. The mills in the United States have ample ca- 


+ 


8 convert into flour every bushel of wheat grown in this country, 
and like the railroads and farming interests, the mil industry is spread 
over the entire country, being confined to no ticular section. 

In 1835 flour represented 97 per cent of the wheat exports from the United 
States. That percent has steadily declined until flour represents now about 
30 per cent of the wheat exports, a decline of 67 per cent in the face of a 

ty to manufacture flour in this country. — 


8 ca) 
1892 the wheat exports amounted to 225,665,812 bushels, of which 157, 
bushels went as raw material and 68,395,461 bushels as the manufactured 
roduct. In 1893 exports amounted to 191,912,634 bushels, of which 117,121,109 
ushels was in shape of the raw material. ere it possible 8 this as 
flour the saving to our country would be from $8,000,000 to $10,000,000, the cost 
of manutacture. Of this amount the greater part would be outin . 
The agricultural interest of our country would be eq y affected with 
the millers in the extension of our markets for flour, as a larger local de- 
mand for wheat would naturally follow an increased demand for flour, and 
competition among millers for the grain;would enhance its value. 
than this, the farmer would be able to obtain mill offal at a much reduced 
figure, owing to a larger production, and thus be able to feed more live 
stock. 


A number of foreign countries, large consumers of breadstuffs, chief 
among which are France and Ger „maintain a tariff duty on American 
flour double that charged on American wheat. The consumers of bread in 
those countries prefer American flour on account of its superiority, but the 
discrimination noted prohibits our flour entering their markets. 

France has a millers’ organization pect eg over 3,500 members, and 
Germany some 2,800 members. These organizations have infiuenced their 
governments to discriminate in favor of our wheat as against our flour, thus 
enabling them to take the raw material nature has given us. The American 
miller has never asked any form of protection nor does he now, but he does 
ask, and justly tao, that the Government, while legisla! to trawma- 
terial free for other industries, take steps to prevent the drawing from the 
very mill door his raw material. * 

Very respectfully, 
E. E. PERRY, Secretary. 


Hon. Henry C. HANSBROUGH, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Besides putting wool on the free list 
and abrogating our reciprocity treaties, this measure invites 
foreign countries to remove theirimport duties upon eight prin- 
cipal agricultural prođucts, whereupon we agree to remove our 
import duties—made extremely low by this et e like 
products made or manufactured abroad. That is what Lincoln 
would have called the quintessence of free trade. What does 
this mean to the wheat-raiser of the Northwest? Itis notice to 
him that when this bill becomes a law and Canada removes her 
duty of 15 cents per bushel on wheat we will remove ours of 20 
per cent advalorem, and thus the Canadian farmer may dump his 
surplus of wheat upon the top of our surplus, further blockin 
the avenues of traffic, further engorging the local elevators an 
grain cars, and depressing local trade and prices. It moreover, 
without restriction, gives about 5,000,000 Canadians the mar- 
kets which belong to 70,000,000 of our own popie who pay taxes 
here, subscribe to our form of government, and protect our flag. 

In return, our farmers may hunt for a market in Canada for 
thesame products her farmers raisein abundance. Ifthe people 
of the Northeastern States have been purchasing flour from 
Minneapolis millers, under this bill they may buy in Toronto or 
Montreal, which they will doubtless do, as the freight is less 
from those cities to our Eastern seaboard cities. When the 
Canadian farmers and millers have thus secured free access to 
our markets for all they can produce, our own farmers and 
millers must look for a market for those of their products that 
have been displaced by Canadian Agha he Thus we may try 
to capture the markets of the world if first we let the world into 
our markets unhindered and free of charge. 

Mr. President, the great immediate benefit to the Northwest- 
ern farmer of a duty upon wheat is in keeping out the Canadian 
article, and to be of positive good the duty should be prohib- 
itory. A moderate duty that will let in Canadian wheat—a rev- 
enue duty, for instance—furnishes no protection. What our 
farmers want is to be protected against Canadian wheat itself, 
more than against the low prices of Canadian wheat. In 1891 
the States of Minnesota, Northand South Dakota produced 150,- 
000,000 bushels of wheat, the greatest crop on record. The fa- 
cilities for handling this great quantity of gon were very much 
overtaxed. . I have seen in North Dakota during the marketing 
season—September, October, and November—thousands of bush- 
els of wheat piled up on the open prairie after every bin and 
elevator on the farms and at the railway stations and every grain 
car had been filled; in fact, what may be termed a wheat gorge, 
with farmers’ wagons standing in line waiting for space or 
elevator room. 

Under these conditions the local market price is naturally af- 
fected. The temporary oversupply depresses values, and the 
glutting of the market, the engorgement of the elevators, the 
wheat blockade, bring stagnation to trade. Everything is 
stopped. When the farmer can not find a place to put his wheat 
the market is closed. When the market is closed trade in other 
lines is suspended. Under these conditions, if this bill becomes 
a law—when elevators, cars, and vehicles are filled with the 
wheat produced by our own farmers—the Canadian wheat raiser 
is given the privilege of bringing his surplus to our local mar- 
kets and dumping it in on top o us intensifying local 


ours, 
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conditions, further depressing local trade and prices, and pro- 
longing the period of depression and anxiety. 
one hundred domestic grain wagons are inline at the station 
waiting to unload, by this bill you say that any number of foreign 
espa ina may come in unhampered, take their places in the 
ine and share in such rights and privileges as our farmers may 
pe, think are or should be exclusively their own, If one 
undred freight trains, the total number available, are . 
in transporting our domestic wheat from local to central mar- 
kets, by this bill you make it possible for the Canadian a ae 
of wheat to employ any number ef those trains to transport his 
grain into this country free of duty, while the wheat in the do- 
mestic elevator must wait. One of the great drawbacks to the 
farmer in the Northwest is scarcity of cars to move his crop. 
Under existing conditions, with a duty upon Canadian wheat so 
high that it can not be sold here at a profit, the Canadian shipper 
must find a market elsewhere for his surplus. We do not want 
it. We can not take care of our own surplus. 

If this bill becomes a law the wheat from Manitoba and the 
great Saskatchewan country, extending a thousand miles north 
of the Dominion line, will be marketed at Minneapolis, Duluth, 
and Chicago. Doesanyone suppose thata single bushel of wheat 
raised in Minnesota or the Dakotas will be marketed in Winni- 
peg? This is the kind of reciprocity proposed by this bill. 
Again, with free trade in wheat, Russia, india, and the Argen- 
tine may possess themselves of a share of our domestic markets 
for wheat and flour. If it is simply a question of cheap wheat we 
oe West can not compete with them even for the New York 
trade. 

Mr. President, if we did not have a wheat surplus to send 
abroad, and with a sufficient duty on foreign 2 of wheat, 
the domestic farmer would get a living price for his grain. The 
world’s price for the little surplus we send abroad fixes the price 
for our entire product. With just enough for home ‘consump- 
tion, the price would be regulated by the.domestic demand, and 
that demand by the amountof money the people are able to earn. 
Instead of obliging our farmers to become more and more de- 
pendent upon foreign countries as respects a market for their 
wheat and cotton, make it an inducement for them to embark 
inother branches of agriculture. Give thema bounty upon every 
pound of sugar theymay produce. Make it possible for them to 
raise beets and have them manufactured into that great neces- 
sary of life for which they are now paying 8110, 000, 000 per an- 
num to foreign countries, Give them a duty upon that other 
great agricultural product, wool, and let them understand that 
the bounty upon sugar and the duty upon wool shall be suffi- 
ciently permanent to justify themin 78 investments in these 
enterprises. 

This is the true American polioy. It is the policy that must 
prevail, that will prevail. e passage of this malformed meas- 
ure simply postpones the ro when wisdom will supplant theory; 
when common sense will take the place of blind inexperience; 
when sectional prejudice will give way to patriotic duty. Mis- 
souri, Arkansas, and Texas can not frame a tariff bill that will 
do justice by all the great industries of this great country. Nor 
is it within reason to expect that such a bill as might be antici- 
3 from that source can be properly amended by New Jersey, 


ryland, and the purblind half of Ohio. 

Mr. President, the minority in this Chamber are charged by 
our opponents with filibustering. If my party leaders will per- 
mit me to join them in such an enterprise, I will agree to 
remain here with them indefinitely, or atleast until the expira- 
tion of my term as a Senator, and to assist them in the employ- 
mend of all the tactics known to the filibusterer, if by so doing 
this outrageous scheme may be defeated, 

I would force the majority to adopt a cloture rule before they 

d this bill. The business of the country is not now suffer- 
ng half as much as it will suffer if this measure becomes a law, 
Every Senator from the West should oppose it. With the raw 
materials from that section so completely and systematically 
free-listed as to ruin many of our industries and bankrupt our 
people; with all protection withdrawn from the articles we have 
to sell and high rates of duties levied in behalf of the finished 
articles of the East and the South which we of the West are ex- 
pected to buy, I should feel that I had misrepresented my con- 
stituents if I did not stand here every day during the remainder 
of my term, if necessary, to help defeat this iniquitous and 
trust-contaminated measure. 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. President, in answer to those who contend 
that protection has caused the values of wool to fall in the 
United States, I submit that the prices of that product have 
gradually declined for the past twenty years, not in our coun 
alone, but the world over; and that the ruling aay ese 
. grades of wool has been higher in the United 

tates than it was abroad. 

Though wool has fallen in fallen in all the markets of the 


world it has always been worth in the United States the price 
abroad on many grades, plus the amount of the duty levied at 
home, The exceptions are where we have produced certain 
granos in such quantities as to slightly affect the price by com- 
petition. 

I will undertake to show, later on, that wools in this country 
were higher up to the time that the Wilson bill was introduced 
than they were abroad, notwithstanding the fact that wool values 
were lower than they had ever been before. 

If duty levied for protection, and to enhance the value of the 
product of the United States, resulted in making the prices of 
that article lower to the consumer, why then do the opponents 
of protection object? Lower prices for the consumer is their 
contention, and if protection accomplishes that result whence 
comes their opposition to it? 

They must know that protective duties enhance the value of 
the article levied npon, until such time as increased home pro- 
duction and competition shall achieve lower values. In order 
to find therefore, why the prices of wool have fallen they must 
get away from the free-trade idea that protection has caused it 
and seek the true cause, which I contend is the shrinkage in the 
market value of wool the world over. 

Isubmit here atableshowing that the decline in price in twenty 

ears, trom 1871 to 1891, was as 7 50 in foreign wools as it has been 


n domestics, and consequently that the McKinley act did not 
cause the decline: 
Per cent 
1881. 1891. of 
decline. 
YOREIGN,* 
Port Phillip fleece (aver: ce)... 89 29: 42 
Port Phillip grease ebe A y 
Adelaide average) 18 13; 
Cape Eastern (average fleece) sae 22, 17 50 
Buenos Ayres (average grease) 15 14 10 35} 
Donskoi (average 27 19 14 48 
AMERICAN.t 
ehr A seers 55} 43 3ił 42 
( 45} 38 
ORIG CORTON ORA AA ASE 50} 38 30} 40 


* Taken from Bradford Observer. 
Taken from Mauger & Avery's report. Averaged from quarterly prices. 

A careful ae of the foregoing table, and of certain facts of 
production which go in conjunction with it, reveals the fact that 
these declines are the legitimate effect of the fundamental law 
of supply and demand: That as the production of any great 
staple increases, so will the price fall, provided there be not an 
equal enlargement of the consumption of that product.” 

The world’s production of wool in 1870, as estimated by the 
London Board of Trade, was 1,295,000,000 pounds. The produc- 
tion for 1890 showed an increase of 900,000,000 pounds over these 
figures, or about 70 per cent. The world’s increase in popula- 
tion during the same period was less than 10 per cent, as shown 
by the following table: 

The population of the world in 1870 was 1,391,000,000. 

The population of the world in 1880 was 1,468,000,000. 

The population of the world in 1890 was 1,490,000,000. 

From the 8 a will be seen that the percentage of in- 
crease in production is largely in excess of the percentage of in- 
crease in population, and this overproduction must necessarily 
have operated heavily against values of wool. 

There was another potent factor at work during this period, 
which has affected not only wool but every other product of 
human labor and skill. hen silver was demonetized, as a 
natural consequence the values of wool were impaired, and even 
if the law of production had not operated so heavily against it 
wool would have fallen; and it will continue to fall, in all coun- 
tries where the production exceeds home consumption, until 
silver is restored tothe position it held as money before it was 
demonetized. 

It is inconsistent for the free trader to tell us that he wishes 
to give the American producer of wool the world for a market, 
cl ng that the prođucer will be benefited thereby, 

Mr. President, we will investigate the world’s market for that 
product. We will take the staple grades of wool grown and con- 
sumed in the United States, and make a comparison with the 
competing woolsof Australia, South Africa, and South America. 
These wools are sold on the London market, which is generally 
recognized as the world’s market for wool. The comparisons 
given are the prices for January 1, 1894, in Boston and London 
and aretaken from the market reports of the American Wool 
and Cotton Reporter, whom no one will accuse of being partial 
to American wools. We must also remember that the prices 


* 


1894. 


for wool grown in the United States were from-20 to 40 per cent 
lower, according to grade, on January 1, 1894, than they wereon 
January 1, 1893, as shown by the following table. 

PRICES IN BOSTON AND LONDON. 

Comparison of prices January 1, 1894, in Boston and London 
for competing wools, showing that we were above the free wool 
basis, and what per cent our domestic wools had to fall to meet 
that basis: 

Ohio delaine, costing 25 cents in grease, shrinking 50 per cent, worth in 
Boston so cents scoured. 

Australian, costing 17 to 18 cents in grease, shrinking 50 per cent, worth in 
London 36 to 38 cents. 

3 costing 20 cents in grease, shrinking 56 per cent, worth 

Boston 50 cents. 

Australian, costing 15 to 17 cents in grease, shrinking 80 per cent, worth in 
London 32 to-35 cents. 

Montana clothing, worth in Boston 38 to 40 cents. 

Australian, worth in London 30 to 32 cents. 

California peste fa worth in Boston 34 to 36 cents. 

Australian, worth in London 30 to 82 cents. 


Per cent of decline tomeet foreign basis, January 1, 1594. 

Ohio delaine must fall 11 cents scoured pound, or 22 cent. 

clothing must fall 16} cents per scoured pound, or 33 per cent. 

Montana combing must fall 8 cents per scoured pound, or 20} per cent. 

Torritory clothing must fall 4 cents per scoured pound, or 11} per cent. 

It will be seen that Ohio delaines, selling at that date for 50 
cents per scoured pound in Boston, would only be worth 39 cents 
per scoured pound in London, and that it was selling in Boston 
at 11 cents, or 22 per cent above the price in London, where the 
price of wool outside of the United States is fixed. 3 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that something more alluring 
should be presented in order to convince our woolgrowers that 
they will benefited by having wool placed on the free list. 
It occurs to me that to aska e who are already on the verge 
of bankruptcy by reason of the declin e in value of their products 
tosubmit to greater sacrifices, is not giving them credit for 
proper re faculties. 

To seek a market already stifled with competition would cer- 
tainly not indicate sound judgment. 

We are told by those who seem determined to place wool on 
the free list that with the protective duty off in the United 
States, the price of wool would advance abroad. This is a 

culiarly ingenious argument. If the price of wool, with the 
duty off, is to remain the same to the consumer, why should 
it be taken off, and thereby throw away the millions of rev- 
enue which this duty produces? With the duty off, Ohio de- 
laine, Michigan clothing, and the Territory wool must either 
decline until they meet the level of London prices, or London 
prices must advance to meet the Boston quotations. If foreign 
wools do not advance, we not only lose our revenue but also de- 
stroy our grower; if foreign wools do advance we not only lose 
our revenue, but the cost of wool to the American consumer re- 
mains the same. Why not adopt the reasonable, rational course, 
and preserve both our revenue and our wer? 

Mr. President, for some time t I have watched the wool 
market with some interest; and I notice among other sales one 
lot of 100,000 pounds of Territory scoured at 30 cents per pound. 
A few sales of very fine Idaho and Montana wool scou were 
reported last week at 32 to 33 cents. Contracts are reported 
where Territory wool in the grease is to be delivered to mills at 
7 cents per pound. Sales of Oregon wool were reported last 
week at 32 cents scoured, or about the same as Idaho, Montana, 
and Wyoming. The prices realized for wool sold last week show 
that the Pacific States and intermountain States and Territories 
have lost the margin that remained on January 1 of the present 
year; and the wools grown in this country, if sold now, must be 
sold on the free-trade basis. In other words the same grades 
can not be sold to-day above the London market,and the margin 
left to the American woolgrower on January 1, 1894, has now 
disappeared. 

We are told by Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
that our woolgrowers will be benefited by having wool placed 
on the free list; that by so doing the markets of the world will 
be open to them. Mr. President, Ioan not understand how they 
hope to convince any American woolgrower by such an argu- 
ment. The markets of the world are open to them now, and 
have been open since this industry assumed prominence in this 
country. The placing of wool on the free list does not increase 
their opportunity to ship abroad. 

I want to say once more to our friends across the aisle that 
the owners of flocks in this country are inteliigent men, and are 
not deceived when you employ the argument that their wool has 
steadily declined on account of the protection given it under the 
present law. 

_You do not deceive them. They know and you know that un- 
til it became almost a certainty thatthe present Congress would 
place wool on the free list, it commanded a better price in 
this country than in any other marketin the world. T also 
know that if the present duty was not threatened the clip in 
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the grease would be worth from 8 to 11 cents per pound more 
than it is to-day, and that the great flocksof this country would 
be worth their former value of $3 to $3.50 per head and would 
not be selling at the low price of $1 to $1.25 per head, to which 
they have been reduced by the determination of the party in 
power to discriminate against this industry. 

DUTIES. 

There has been much said concerning the amount of duty ona 
suit of clothes which is actually paid by the consumer. Though 
this question covers a wide range, because of the great variety 
of woolen fabrics which are made, yet it is possible by peas, 
any finished, staple, and well-known article of wearing appare 
to draw up comparisons which are conciusive, in so far as that 
article is concerned, and which apply indirectly to all other 
articies bearing a duty. 

A prominent woolgrower in my State has made a practical 
test as to the amount. of duty actually paid by the purchaser of 
a suit of clothes. Ihave at d all the facts covering the cost 
of asuit of black diagonal, all wool, worsted cloth. e data 
includes every ope from the raw wool, as it is termed, to 
the finished suit. The figures given are the result of his per- 
sonal investigation, conducted upon the ground where the goods 
are made; and I have at hand the vouchers which test the genu- 
ineness of the investigation. 

The suit in question is all wool, made from 12-ounce diagonal 
cloth—a high e of goods, such as are worn by business 
and professi men. The amount of wool in the grease, or 
just as it came from the sheep’s back, used in making this suit 
was 12 pounds, and coston December 1, 1893, in Philadelphia, 
1 cents per pound. It was ſine medium Territory wool, shrink- 
ing 70 per cent, and yielding therefore 30 per cent of scoured 
wool, or 3.6 pounds. 

Had Australian wool been used in making this suit it would 
have taken 5 per cent less scoured wool, or only 3.42 pounds, be- 
cause Australian wools are not subject to so greata wastage in 
the eee of manufacturing as are our American elothing 
wools. 

Fine medium wool grown in Australia, the same as the cloth- 
ing wool used in this suit, will only shrink 50 per eent, and has 
therefore an advantage of 20 per cent in shrinkage over our 
American clothing wool. 3.42 pounds of scoured wool, 
made from wools that shrink 50 per cent (which is the shrink- 
age of Australian wool of this class), and reducing it to Austra- 
lian grease wool, we have 6.84 pounds, the equivalent of our 12 

of Territory wool. The duty on this grade of wool, un- 

r the McKinley law, is 11 cents per pound; 6.84 pounds of wool 
at 11 cents per peat. is 75 cents, which is the amount saved to 
the huver by removing the tariff on raw, wool entering into 
the-suit in question. 

Mr. President, does it seem wise or just to destroy a great in- 
dustry, ranking seventh among the American industries, and 
which employs over 5,000,000 persons, and turns off products 
worth over $200,000,000 annually, in order to save 75 cents on 
each suit of clothes of this high grade? 

The suit which was taken as a basis for this investigation con- 
tains more pure wool than does the average suit; which, on ac- 
count of the cotton and other textiles woven into the cloth, pays 
but a small duty ranging from 20 to 50 cents on each suit. 


FOREIGN. COMPETITION. 


The facts and conditions incident to woolgrowing in the United 
States and abroad have been discussed so.thoroughly, both in 
Congress and in the country at large, that the utter inability of 
our American growers to meet the cost price of the foreign pro- 
duction of wool is recognized by every one who has listened to 
the argument, or who has investigated the subject; hence I shall 
but briefly review that phase of the question, as a business propo- 
sition, by calling attention to a statement made by a woolgrower 
from New Zealand, which is properly vouched for; and also 
statements made by woolgrowers haying flocks or bands of sheep 
on our own ranges. 

The New Zealander's statement is as follows: 

D. E. Meikle, a. prominent woolgrower: from Chatham Islands, New Zea- 
land, stated in November last to a representative of the Wool and Mutton 
Journal, Minneapolis, published December 1, 1893, that he had resided in 
New Zealand for thirty years; that he isasheep-grower; that ocean freights 
are three-eighths of i cent per pound to ane that it costs him 4 cents per 


head to shear his s and t it costs 7 cents per pound to produce 
his wool and sell it on the London market. 


In contrast to this I have a statement made by an Idaho.wool- 
grower, as follows: 


A member of the firm of, and business manager for, J. D. Wood & Co., of 
Challis, Idaho, affirms that Mr. Wood has ed in Idaho Weber aed Heed 
Hane that he is a sheep-grower, and ranged about 30,000 head of sheep in 


In the above testimony there is such a great difference in the 
cost per pound of producing wool in Idaho and New Zealand as 
might cause some doubt as to the entire accuracy of the state- 
ments. I will therefore relate some of the conditions existing, 
which I think will clear away the seeming discrepancy. 
DIFFERENCE IN FREIGHTS. 

Freight rates per 100 pounds, from Melbourne to London 80.37 
Freight rates per 100 pounds, from Rocky Mountains to 

NOW LOPE ere sen eden enn Oa An SEOS 2.33 

DIFFERENCE IN LABOR IN THE UNITED STATES AND AUSTRALIA. 

In the Rocky Mountain region it requires one man to herd 
1,000 to 1,500 sheep. 

In Australia one man can take care of 4,000 sheep. 

Wages and board for herder in the Rocky Mountain region 
per annum, $540 to $600. 

Wages and board for herder in Aus 8240 to 8300. 

Shearing sheep in the Rocky Mountains, 8 to 10 cents per head. 

Shearing sheep in Australia, 4 cents per head. 

Commission — selling wool in London, 2 to 3 per cent. 

Commission for selling wool in Boston, 6 to 10 per cent. 

COST OF PRODUCTION OF WOOL PER POUND IN THE UNITED STATES. 

Woolgrowers in the far Western States and Territories assert 
that at the present price of wool and mutton, caused by the 
threat to place wool on the free list, they are doing business 
ata heavy loss. In 8 of this assertion I submit a state- 
ment made by Mr. Frank J. Hegart, of Idaho. Ialso have simi- 
lar statements from other prominent woolgrowers in my State: 
COST OF PRODUCTION IN IDAHO. 


Herder, twelve months, at $35 
Camp tender, or féreman, at 
Keep for herder 7 orema 
Three extra men during lambing 
Feeding hay in Tiner R weeks, 


E of kee horses for use of herders. 
In i ping Borns, burlaps to cover wool, etc. 


ls Beb8enh 8838 


Annual loss of sheep from wild s, natural causes, etc, 5 per 
cent, or 100 head, less value of pelts e 
Total yearly expense on 2,000 sheep, not including interest. . 2,324 


The average band of i eres e shear something less than 
14,000 pounds, which will make the wool cost to the grower 164 
cents per pound at the shearing corral; to which must be added 
2} cents per pound for freight to Boston and 2 cents per pound 
for commission, interest, etc., ma! the total cost of wool to 
the Idaho grower laid down in the Boston market, 21 cents per 


und. 
m have statements made by other prominent and thoroughly 
reliable woolgrowers in my State confirming the statement made 


by Mr. Hegart. 
COST OF PRODUCTION IN UTAH. 


Isubmit a statement of the Utah Woolgrowers’ Association, 
made on December 26, 1893, at Manti, Utah, based on a band of 


2,500 sheep. 

To two herders at $35 per month each, total per annum $810 
To POG TOR PAMA. ᷣ aperantan aen = 180 
To shearing expenses TA 175 
To sacks and twine, sacking Wool = 33 


To camp equipments 
To 2 tous of oats, winter feed and freignt 
To loss by wild animals and poverty, 10 per cent, 250 head at 82 


Total, not counting owner's time or interest on capitalinvested. 2, 237 
The average band of 2,250 Utah sheep will shear 13,500 pounds 
of wool, which makes it cost the grower 16 cents per pound at 
the shearing corral, and after adding railroad freights, commis- 
sion, etc:, over 20 cents per pound on the Boston market. 
The above association has made the following balance for the 
p year’s business on a band of 2,500 sheep: 
y — from 2,250 sheep, 13,500 pounds, at 8 cents per 
MIOUNG CoS ee eens Ge Se a te ae om ee eee 
By 787 lambs, at $1 per head .__-._......---------------- 787 


Nine In 1808-2 ~ lps E aa 1, 867 
Which, deducted from the expense as noted above, leaves a net 
loss to the owner of $370. 

It will be seen from the foregoing tables that the cost of wool 
production is greater than the selling price in the market, and 
the question arises, how. can the grower continue in the busi- 


ness? 
MUTTON. 
This b us to the consideration of the mutton question. 
Heretofore the margin realized. from the sale of mutton repre- 
sented the grower's profit. The profit heretofore realized from 
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the sale of mutton has disappeared. Sales of several consign- 
ments of Western sheep were reported last year at Chicago 
where the amount realized did not pay the freight and comm 
sion, bringing the shipper out in debt. 

I shall here introduce a table covering the number of sheep 
which entered the Chicago market in 1893, together with their 
price, compiled by the Drovers’ Journal, which is recognized us 
standard authority. An examination of these tables reveals the 
fact that in July, when the price of wool took its great fall, mut- 
ton also went down, and as the price of mutton went lower, and 
lower the number of sheep put on the market became gréater 
until in October, when sheep grown in the Middle and Western 
States sold down as low as 75 cents per 100 pounds: 


Receipts of sheep at Chicago, and price, during 1893. 


Price, 


Month. Number. | l Grass 


Grass 
fed. 


200,873 | $1.50 $4.25 28.00 
21,945 3.20 4.25 3.25 
225, 169 3.10 4.75 2. 60 
240, 788 275 5.00 2.50 
292, 847 2, 5.00 3.00 
261, 169 2.50 4.75 2.50 
230,138 1.50 3.00 1.25 

855 1.25 2.50 1.00 
268, 2.00 250 1.00 
326, 036 2.00 2.50 75 
258, 966 1.50 2. 25 1.00 
238, 000 1.25 2.50 1.20 


For the six months ending with December 31, 1892, the num- 
ber of sheep ship to the Chicago market was 1,070,582 head. 
For the same period in 1893, ending with the 31st of December, 
there were shipped to the same market 1,597,961 head, an in- 
crease of 50 per cent, or 527,379 head, for the six months ending 
December 31, 1893, over the same six months in 1892. 


Receipts of sheep at Chicago from July 1to December 1, 1892 and 1893. 


Western grass-fed sheep, which comprised the heaviest ship- 
ments to this market during the same six months, were quoted 
by the same journal over 50 per cent lower in 1893 than in 1892. 

While Chicago is the greateststock marketin the great West, 

et there are many other prominent 1 notably St. Louis, 
3 ee Sioux City, and I might name many more, 


at each of which the number of sheep marketed was greater in 
1893 than in any preceding year. The threatened legislation 
will, if enacted as proposed in the pending bill, bankrupt the 


sheep wers of this country. This is well known to the own- 
ers of flocks, who have been seeking every avenue to dispose of 
their sheep; hence the great increase in the number forced on 
the markets. So great has been the anxiety of many sheep 
growers in my State to dispose of their flocks that sheep which 
found a ready market eighteen months ago at $3 per head ara 
now being offered at $1.25. Our local papers report a sale of 
3,000 sheep two weeks ago at $1 per head. With free wool, our 
Western sheep growers will be compelled to dispose of their 
flocks at any price they can obtain. > 

I can not believe that Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber will strike down so many of their fellow citizens and such a 

reat national industry at the same time—an industry which 
keora millions of money at home that would otherwise enrich 
foreign countries, By retaining the present duty on wool we 
not only foster one of our great industries but at the same time 
provide revenue for defraying the expenses of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. President, Idaho is only an infant in the sheep industry, 
though her percentage of increase in 1893 was the greatest ol 
any State in the Union. 

în 1892 there were in the State 527,077 sheep, and in 1893 an 
increase of 45 per cent, making 764,262, that prođuced last year 
3 pounds of wool, 74, head of mutton, and 254,754 

mbs 


The number of sheep in the State at this time is, in round 
numbers, about 1,000,000 head. With the prices prevailing two 


1894. 


` 


ears ago the sheep owned in the State to-day would be worth 
33,000,000, but on account of the decline in their value, caused 
by the threatened repeal of the present law, they could not be 
marketed to-day formore than $1,000,000, a net loss to the owners 
of $2,000,000. ‘The clip of these sheep is estimated at 7,000,000 
pounds. The decline in the price of wool since 1892 represents 
a loss to our woolgrowers amounting to about $500,000, or a total 
loss of $2,500,000, : 

Mr. President, in behalf of those who have sustained this 
great loss, I, as one of the representatives of Idaho, appeal to 
the dominant partyin this Chamber not to discriminate against 
them and the woolgrowers in other Statesand Territories, who 
will be ruined if wool is placed on the free list. If you will not 
consent to the present duty, you can at least give it the same con- 
sideration that has been given to other products and to manu- 
factured goods. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment . the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF- 
FER). Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I had notexpected to resume my 
remarks this afternoon. 

Mr.PLATT. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Gallinger, McLaurin, Pugh, 
Berry, George, McMill an, may, 
Brice, Gordon, Martin, nsom, 
Caffery, Gray, Mills, ch, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Harris, Morrill, Teller, 
Oockrell, Hawley, Murphy, ie, 
cuion ater 1 5 9 
Daniel, unto atton, ‘oorhees, 

on, 8 Peffer, Walsh, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Perkins, hite 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Platt. 
Frye, Lodge, Power, 

Mr. RANSOM. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. 


JARVIS] is detained from the Senate 10 sickness in his family. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, we are now on 
the wool schedule. It is one of vast importance to many people. 
I have heretofore discussed it at some length since this debate 
began. Having been repulsed at every point and on every oc- 
casion during the discussion of the pending bill, it seems scarcely 
worth while that the Republicans of this Chamber should make 
another stand and seek once more to dislodge, even partially, 
the enemies of American industries and American labor from a 
position made seppren ty Naprog nable by the invincible power of 
the combined ‘trusts of the country. 

The present legislative situation in this Chamber is an unique 
one. After a month of continued debate on the pending meas- 
ure—able, instructive, intelligent, exhaustive debate—after 
many scores of amendments have been presented from the Re- 
publican side, ably advocated and voted on, not a single change, 
except perhaps a few mere formal ones, has been made in the 
pending bill at the suggestion of any Republican. Nor is this 
all, Outside of the Democratic members of the Finance Com- 
mittee, not a solitary amendment has been proposed to the bill 
by any Democratic Senator. The situation, therefore, is most 
unusual, not to say abnormal. It is simply this: The fiat has 
evidently gone forth that not one single amendment to this meas- 
ure, however meritorious, however well supported by incontro- 
vertible argument, however strongly sustained by reason, how- 
ever much demanded by the best interests of the country, shall 
have any consideration whatever in the way of voting or other 
support from the Democratic side, unless indeed such amend- 
ment is proposed by one or the other of the five Democratic 
members of the Finance Committee. 

The legislative journals of Congress, from the beginning of 
the Government to the present time, piers no parallel in the 
consideration of any tariff measure of such aggressive partisan 
audacity and unyielding and unreasonable obduracy as that ex- 
hibited by the leaders of the majority and supported by the ma- 
me Ges this debate. Can it be possible that all economic and 

egislative wisdom bearing on the question of tariff legislation 
is centered in the five Democratic members of the Finance Com- 
mittee? Are they the embodimentof all learning, all knowledge, 
all patriotism necessarily involved in the discussion of this great 
subject? Are the great experience and wisdom of the venerable 
and distinguished Senators from Vermont and Ohio [Senators 
MORRILL and SHERMAN], the universally acknowledged abilit; 
and learning of the able Senator from Nevada [Senator JONES], 
the rare practical business sense, long experience, and thoroug 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6217 


information of our distinguished friend from Iowa [Senator AL- 
LISON], and last but by no means least, as he is the peer of any, 
the remarkable scientific knowledge, clear economic wisdom, 
unbounded information, and legislative ability and prescience 
of the able champion and leader of the Republican side of the 
opposition to the pending bill, the distinguished Senator from 
Rhode Island [Senator ALDRICH]—are these, all these, to go for 
naught in this great contest? Are all these to weigh as noth- 
ing in the balance, to say nothing of the ability, experience, and 
learning of other distinguished Senators on this side of the 
Chamber, as against the legislative wisdom, experience, and 
ability of the five Democratic members of the Finance Commit- 
tee? To say that this should not be so is no reflection eitheron 
the ability, the learning, or even the patriotism of any one of 
the distinguished Senators who compose the majority of that 
committee. On the contrary, it must be conceded they are each 
and all able, patriotic, and learned men, Senators of long legis- 
lative experience; but thatin them alone, however able, learned, 
and experienced, are centered all legislative wisdom or all pa- 
triotism [ most emphatically deny. 

The Senate, it is said, isa deliberative body. Historians in 
the past, at least, have regarded this as afact. Senators of the 
olden time have said that it was so, and remarked the fact with 
a degree of pardonable pride. Unfortunately, these latter 
years, this alleged historical fact has been questioned by some 
of our modern historians, and even some of our journalistic 
friends have, not wholly without reason, intimated at times 
more recently, that the Senate was no longer a deliberative 
body, reaching and recording conclusions after and in the light 
of intelligent and able discussion, but on the contrary is, as it is 
alleged, a mere instrument, an automatic machine, registering 
from day to day the will of some unseen, occult, but strangely 
invincible power. 

However, this may be, of one thing we may be assured and 
that is when in the consideration of great economic questions, 
such as those now under consideration and which vitally affect 
the best interests of both capital and labor, it is decreed by the 
majority in advance ofall discussion, that every amendment pro- 
posed by the minority shall be voted down, as seems unquestion- 
ably to have been the case in this instance, irrespective of their 
merits, then it can not with any truth be longer said that the 
Senate of the United States is a deliberative body in any proper 
sense of that term. In such event the Senate loses much of its 
rightful dignity and prestige and its hold on the respect and 
confidence of the American people becomes at once necessarily 
weakened and lessened. 

No one can deny to the majority the ultimate right to control 
legislation within the lines by which the policy of their party 
is bounded, but does thisconceded rightdisfranchise the minor- 
ity? Does it disbar the minority absolutely from making sug- 
gestions and offering amendments, not in themselves incon- 
sistent with that icy and not inconsistent, moreover, with 
various other provisions of the bill, which should on their merits 
command careful consideration and respect of the majority? 
And must all such suggestions and amendments be frowned and 
voted down, not for the reason they are not meritorious, not for 
the reason they are shown by argument to be inconsistent with 
other features of the bill, not because they are in antagonism to 
principles already clearly recognized by the bill, but solely for 
the reason they haye been offered by a Republican, a member 
of the minority? 

Is it not quite possible, Mr. President—yes, is itnot more than 
probable—that the Republican members of the Finance Commit- 
tee, from their long experience in public life, their conceded 
ability, their knowledge of the subject, their patriotism, are 
able to offer suggestions and amendments not out of the line of 
the genes policy as set out by the bill, and which has received 
and is receiying the sanction of the majority which would, with- 
out destroying the policy—if, indeed, policy it can be called— 
be of invaluable service, not to any political party, but to the 
country? Will any member of this Senate on the other side 
cony this proposition? You and each Democratic Senator will 
doubtless answer no; and yet, by the course pursued in voting 
down every suggestion offered by this side, you do most em- 
phatically deny it. 

You say virtually by your recorded votes from time to time, 
not only to your Republican associates on the committee, butto 
each and every Republican on this floor, we not only do not 
want your votes, your suggestions, or your help in any way, but 
we are tired of your interference, of your arguments, andof your 
suggestions, and wish none of them. Is this the high ground a 
great party in power in the Senate of the United States ought 
to take? Is this statesmanship? Is this even common cour 
to an intelligent and, in the main, able and patriotic minority? 
Do you regard us, and would you have the country regard us, 
as somany useless Stoughten bottles? 
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Are you speaking and F only for your party, and not 
for your country? If for the former only, then goon. Wedo 
not desire to help you any more than our help is desired by you. 
But if your purpose is àa higher and a grander one; if you are 
aiming to legislate for your ponner good, for the welfare of 
the present generation and thatof the untold generations yet 
to come; if you are striving to promote the general welfare and 
advance the cause of civilization, progress,and happiness in 
America, then we implore you, publicans, Republicans, and sin- 
ners, as we are, to permit us to join you in that laudable pur- 
pose. Your peers, your colleagues, constituent parts of this, 
the grandest of all legislative bodies in the world, we beg of you 
to hear us for our cause, your cause, our country’s cause—the 
cause of forty-four States and sixty-five millions of people whose 
interests we, equally with you, have near at heart, and which we, 
with you, have sworn to protect; and if in hearing us you are 
able to see we are not striving for mere party advantage; that 
we are not laboring to pluck a single laurel of the Democratic 
‘party or throw one single impediment in the pathway of the Ad- 
ministration in power, nor yet to place another gem in the 
crown of Republicanism, already resplendent with the glory of 
illustrious deeds, but only striving in our humble and modest 
way, recognizing all the while the fact that we are a minority, 
to aid you if possible in doing something for our common coun- 
try in these perilous hours, when our industries are rocking to 
and fro, and the nation and her people are blindly staggering 
amid the darkness of financial and industrial convulsions, then 
we implore of you, the 1 Senators, statesmen, and pa- 
triots, that you rise equal to occasion and not condemn our 
suggestions in advance, but give them your cordial and hearty 
support. 

this and the pen of the historian will speak of you as states- 
men and patriots; fail to do it, and your record will be, as in 
such case it deserves to be, that of- unreasoning partisans, will- 
ing to place party above nee ! 
ith these prefatory remarks permit me to say you have 
in this woolen schedule mercilessly assailed a great industry by 
placing wool on the free list. The magnitude of this interest, 
its importance, the capital invested in it, the labor employed, 
the industries depending on it, is a story that has been oft re- 
peated and variously stated and illustrated during this debate, 
and is not unfamiliar to any. With it every Senator is thor- 
oughly conversant. It is an industry in whichare, according to 
the National Woolgrowers’ Association, deeply interested and 
engaged “aboutone-sixteenth of the total pulation of this coun- 
try, or 4,000,000 people, with a ‘‘ directly invested capital of over 
820,000, 00), and an indirect investment of over 8300, 000, 000 
more,” making a total of over 8500, 000, 000. 

The woolgrowers alone number more than 1,000,000 persons. 
They own more than 45,000, 000 sheep, of the value, under nor- 
mai conditions,” of more than 8150, 000, 000. The industry gives 
to labor, including the services of flockmasters, more than 885, 
000,000 annually. Its annual productof wool, mutton, and pelts, 
under normal conditions and at reasonable prices, amounts in 
value to more than $110,000,000. Such, inaword, is a bird’s-eye 
view of the importance and magnitude of the interests assailed 
by this schedule of the bill. And it isa notable fact, and one 
that must not be forgotten, that 45 per cent, or over four-ninths, 
of this vast industry and of the persons interested in it lie and 
reside west of the Rocky Mountains. In this I include the 
States of Colorado and Wyoming and the Territories of Ari- 
zona and New Mexico. In this distant region of our commcn 
country are located over 20,000,000 of the 45,000,0000 sheep now 
in the United States, while 60 per cent of the wool clip of the 
United States comes from west of the Mississippi River. 

For seventy clgnt years (since the year 1816) wool has been 
accorded protection under ‘all administrations. Never during 
all that time, except certain kinds of wool under the act of 1857, 
modifying the Walker tariff of 1846, has wool been on the free 
list. om that date until 1884, under a continuous policy, and 
especially under the highly protective tariffs of 1861 and 1867, 
our herds of sheep have increased from 10,000,000 in 1816 to 
50,626,626 in 1884, and our product of wool from 13,000,000 pounds 
in 1816 to 300,000,000 pounds in 1884; and while by reason of the 
reduction of tariff rates on wool by the act of 1883 our flocks 
fell off in 1889 to 43,599,000 head, they, under the stimulus of the 
increased rates of the McKinley act of 1890, had increased in 1893 
to 47,273,533 head, and so greatly had the character of the stock 
and its capacity for producing wool been increased that our 
47,000,000 sheep in 1893 produced over 64,000,000 pounds of wool 
more and of an infinitely superior quality, than did our 50,626,- 
626 head of sheep in 1884. uring the latter year the wool rođ- 
uct of this country was but 300,000,000 pounds, while in 1893 it 
was 364,156,666 pounds. 

While the proposition to place wool on the free list will bear 
ruinously heavy on the great States of Ohio, Michigan, and 


‘the ranch more than from one-fourth of a cent 


other of the Central and Mississippi Valley woolgrowing States, 
it means absolute annihilation to the wool industry west of the 
Rocky Mountains. Boston, Philadelphia, and New York are 
our common market depots; hence the question of transporta- 
tion becomes to the woolgrowers of Oregon, Washington, Cali- 
fornia, Montana, and other States and Territories of the far 
West amostimportantfactor. How can the woolgrowers of this 
vast region hope to compete with the woolgrowers of foreign 
countries? Wool can be shipped from any and all of the great 
wool-producing countries to Boston, Philadelphia, and New 
York infinitely cheaper than it can be from the Pacific coast 
States, or, in fact, from any State or Territory west of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

The cost of transporting wool form these Western sheep 
ranges to Boston and Philadelphia is from 800 to 1,200 per cent 
higher, and doubtless will continue to be so for many years to 
come, than is the freight from London to Boston, Philadelphia, 
and New York. The rate from London to Boston or Philadel- 
phia is for wool in grease but one-fourth of a cent per pound, 
while from the Pacific coast States it is from 3 to 5 cents per 

ound, while on scoured wool, on which values are based, the 
reight from London is a fraction less than one-half a cent per 

und, or 48 cents per 100 pounds, while on the like article from 
regon, Washington, Idaho, California, and Montana, the rate 


is from 7 to 8 cents per pound, The average cost to the Oregon 


woolgrower in getting his wool from his ranch to the point of 
shipment is for freight by wagon about 1 cent per pound, rail- 
road freight 2 cents, which, with storage, insurance, expenses 


iof sale, makes the total cost to the producer from the ranch to 
‘the Philadelphia or Boston mill, 5 cents per pound. 


not be worth on 
r pound to 3 
cents per pound. Recent Siapa tones, we are told, are to the 
effect that within the last week or ten days 30,000,000 pounds 
of wool have been withdrawn in London from public sale in order 
to prevent a break in the market, which since the last sales had 
already declined 5 per cent. In view of these facts it is quite 
apparent that with the free-trade basis Oregon wools in Phila- 

hia and Boston may rate as low as from 4 to T cents per pound. 

But,“ say our Democratic friends, Protection does not in- 
crease the price of wool,” and we are constantly taunted with 
the fact that the McKinley act has been in force since 1890—is 
still in foree—and wool is infinitely lower to-day than when that 
act was passed. Hence it is exclaimed in great glee, Protec- 
tion does not protect.” Surely our Democratic friends will not 
credit the Republicans or 7 considerable portion of the Amer- 
ican people of any party with being so obtuse as to be deceived 
by any such statement. Wool is lower, it is true, than in 1890; 

i concede this. But why is it lower? Everyone with the in- 
telligence of an oyster can not help knowing that so far from 
the McKinley act being the cause of the decline in the United 
States, but for the good effects of that act it would have been in- 
finitely greater than it has been. 

It is not difficult to divine the causes of the decline. They 
are two and only two. First, overproduction in foreign cheap 
wool-raising countries, causing a world-wide decline in the price 
of wool; and, second, the declarations and acts of the Demo- 
cratic party—first, in declaring constantly in their national 
platforms for free wool; second, by passing an act through the 
national House of Representatives in the last Congress placin 
wool on the free list; and, third, the action and contemplate 
action in the present Congress on the part of the Democratic 
party in power looking to the placing of wool on the free list. 

The increase in the product of wool in the Argentine Repub- 
lic has been enormousin the last three decades, increasing from 
55,885,760 pounds in 1860 to 295,425,200 pounds in 1890. In Aus- 
tralia the annual increase has been tely greater, increas- 
ing in the two decades—1870-1890—from 179,459,780 pounds in 
the former to 400,879,240 pounds in the latter. In Asia in these 
two decades the annual increase was 130,352,880 pounds, it being 
134,507,120 pounds in 1870 and 264, 860,000 pounds in 1890, The 
annual increase of the wool production of France was in four 

ears —1887-1891—44, 665,000 1 product in 1887 being 
ut 80, 138,000 pounds while 1891 it was 124,803,000 pounds, 
Russia increased her annual product in the four years ending 
1891, 28,534,000 pounds—herjproduct in 1887 being but 262,966,000 
unds, and in 1891 291,500, 000 pounds. In Africa also there has 
face an increase in the last four years in the annual product of 
over 10,000,000 pounds. 

These facts then, taken intoconsideration with thefurther fact 
that since 1860 the annual increase in production in the United 
States has been greater than in any other country in the world, 
the annual increase in these thirty-four years being nearly three 
hundred million pounds—the product in 1860, as shown by the 
census reports, having been but 60,264,913 pounds, against about 
365,000,000 pounds last year—ought to convince the most incredu- 
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lous as to the one great cause of the depression in the price of 
wool in the United States. The increase in production has been 
infinitely greater than the world’s demand; but while there has 
been a great decrease in the price of wool throughout the world 
by reason of this vastly increased production, this decrease by 
reason of the operation of the McKinley act has been infinitely 
less, more than 60 per cent less, in the United States than else 
where. ; 

In May, 1891, the very best scoured and purified Ohio merino 
wool was worth here 912 cents per pound; ten months later, in 
March, 1892, it was worth 63 centsper pound less, or but 85 cents 

r pound. In May, 1891, what is commonly known as top,“ 
Petre the highly purified Australian merino wool, was worth in 
London 50 cents per pound, while ten months later, in March, 
1892, the same article was vore Sero u oS less per Paad; 
or but 37 cents per pound, showing a decline of 26 per cent in ten 
months, as e a decline here during the same time of but 7 

reent. The former was the decline of the world, which, but 

or the effect of the McKinley act would have operated here, and 
in such event, that is, had there been no protection in the United 
States in virtue of the MeKinley act, the fall in the price of the 
Ohio merino wool would in the ten months have been 23.6 cents 
per pound, or 654 cents, or a decline of 26 per cent. 

1 would remind those who insist that the McKinley act has 
not been beneficial to the woolgrowers of this country that an 
act giving protection to American wool by levying a customs 
duty on foreign wool may in either one of two ways operate to 
aid the American producer. First, by leading the price of Amer- 
ican wool far inadvance in the world’s rising market of the price 
of wool in other countries; or secondly, by retarding a decline 
in this country and holding the price far above that of other 
countries when there has been, as there has been the last two 
or three years, a world-wide decline in price. The MeKinley 
aet has unquestionably had this latter effect. The evidence of 
this is incontestible and overwhelming. Any man, whether 
Senator or private citizen, Democrat, Populist, or Republican, 
who will gravely deny this must be possessed of a superabun- 
dance of audacity. 

The basis all over the world for fixing the value of merino 
fleece wool in the condition which the farmer sends it to mar- 
ket is what is known as Botan 9 is clean, seoured, 
carded, and combed merino 7 great difference in the 
condition of fleece wool of the same breed and diameter of fab- 
ric, renders the grease prices of but little value in comparing 
prices of one year with another, or in comparing wools of one 
country with another. And hence it is an uniform standard is 
only reached when the various wools of the world, differing 
widely as they doin the first or grease condition, are seoured, 
carded, and combed. 

This latter condition, therefore, or Botany top, being the 
world’s meridian, so to speak, or the common basis from which 
prices are ascertained, and this pi the wayis made of the aver- 
age American wools of merino b „which comprise over 75 

r centof the whole American product, it is worth while to 
inquire how the prices of this character and condition of wools 
have ranged the past year or two in this country and in Europe. 
The statistics on this subject show conclusively that the average 
value of this article—Botany top in London for the entire year 
prior to March, 1893, was 37 cents per pound, while the average 
value of the same article in the United States under the Mc- 
Kinley act was for this same period 85 cents per pound, or 54 
cents more than double the European price of the same article. 
Does any sane man doubt that this increase of the price-in the 
United States over that in Europe was occasioned by the Mc- 
Kinley act? Can any other rational reason for the difference in 
price be vouchsafed by anyone? I rehend not. 

The present price in London of this finely prepared wool is 
35 cents per pound, having dropped 51 per cent since March, 
1893, or from 37 cents then to 35 cents per d now. That is 
the world’s free-trade price to-day for this quality of wool,which, 
as we have seen, is the basis for prices of the world’s supply of 
fleece wool in the grease. Now, su the McKinley actis re- 
pealed outright and wool placed on free list. What will be 
the inevitable result? The United States will at once be ad- 
mitted into the family of free-trade wool countries, and as a mat- 
ter of course the price of our wool will at once, or as soon as 
there is sufficient for the full effect of the changed condi- 
tion to operate, fall to the level of the free-trade 
prices; and what does this mean? It means that our wool—Iam 

Speaking now of this quality“ top,” which is the basis of all prices 
and represents 75 per cent of our whole product, and which rated 
in this country in March, 1892, at 85 cents per pound—will go down 
59 3 from that figure, or from 85 cents, the American price 
in h, 1892, to 35 cents, the London price at the present 
time, June, 1894. And asa matter of course the price of all 

wool must go down in like proportion. This simply 


‘period, and this country had the greatest increase of any country 


means death and destruction without hope of resurrection to 
the wool industry of this country, especially to that industry 
between the Rocky Mountains and the Pacific Ocean. 

The statistics further show (see Miscellaneous Document No. 
35, second session -third Congress, page 56) that the average 
pereentage of cost free wool in London below that of pro- 
tected American wool in the United States between 1878 and 
1891 on a gold basis was 51.82 per cent, while the average per- 
centage of cost of free wool in London below protected wool in 
the United Stated between 1868 and 1877 on currency basis was 
50.95 per cent. It will not do, therefore, for the advocates of 
free wool to argue, or assert rather, because it is mainly asser- 
tion, that adequate protection does not sustain the price of Amer- 
iean wool largely in advance of the price of wool in free-trade 
countries. 

Furthermore, the records show that the increase in the pro- 
duction of sheep and wool in this country under the protective 
policy has been greater than that of any other country on 
earth, notwithstanding the great advantages of South America, 
Australia, Asia, Africa, and other countries in the matter of 
cheap lands, cheap labor, climatic conditions, ete. Moreover, 
it is an undeniable fact that the sheep in this country have pros- 
pered in proportion to the amount of protection accorded. The 
wool clip of this country increased during the last three years of 
the operation of the tariff of 1867, which gave an 3 duty 
of 12} cents pound on clothing, and combing wool 10} per 
cent, while during the seven years of inadequate protection be- 
tween the repeal of the aet of AHOT bY the less protective act of 
1883 and the 5 McKinley act in 1890 there was a 
decrease in the p of 6 percent. The duty during this 
period was less by 2} cents per d than under the act of 1867, 
and was inadequate to balance the advantagesof the woolgrowers 
of other countries, the average duty under the act of 1833 being 
but about 10 cents pe pound. 

The wool clip of the United States actually doubled during 
the last twelve years of the operation of the act of 1867. The 
total crop of 1873 was but 170,000,000 pounds, while in 1884, the 
act of 1 still affecting that the clip was 340,000,000 
pounds; this was an increase 100: per cent, or 46 per cent 
greater than the increase during the same period in any other 
country in the world. The increase in Australia during this 


in the world, except the United States, was but 64 per cent. In 
the Argentine Republic the inerease was 35 per cent, and at 
Cape of Good Hope 60 per cent, while in free- ə Great Britain, 
a country possessing climatic and other conditions similar to 
our own, except a tariff, there was a decrease in the wool clip 
of 19 per cent. 

This bill professes to be one for revenue only. ing the 
four years’ o tion of the McKinley act, notwithstanding the 
conning Aoro Sak: AAA OOO PERAE SoS oral, pen 
coun more „000,000 of fo wool, upon 
which a duty of more than $24,800,000 has been collected. This 
$24,800,000 in duty this bill di away as revenue. 
But not only so. During these same four years the value of the 
woolen cloth ts amounted to $137,000,000, on which a duty 
of over $127,000,000 was collected. These imported cloths were 
in the main luxurious, high-priced cloths, worn only by the 
wealthy, and if it be true, as claimed by our Democratic breth- 
ren, that the consumer pays the tax, this $127,000,000 was in the 
main 2 by the rich people of this country, by those able to 
wear fine clothes. 


This duty the present bill cuts down from one-half to two- 
thirds, thus diverting from the Treasury of the United States 
to the pockets of the wealthy of this country every four years 
from sixty-four to eighty millio ions of dollars, and on the whole 
transaction of placing wool on the free list, reducing the duty 
on woolen from one-half to two-thirds, annual customs 
duties of from $37,750,000 to $50,000,000 are relinquished, and 
what is the result? A great industry is destroyed, the wealthy 
who wear forega mans fine clothes are benefited, and the poor 
man’s clothes, cheaper now in this country than ever before, are 
not cheapened to the extent of a £ 

But this is not all nor even the one-half of the diabolism in- 
volyed in this proposition to. place wool on the free list, and in 
ređucing the duty on high-priced woolen goods. This loss of 
revenue to the Treasury must in some way be made up, and hence 
our Democratic friends turn to s , & prime necessary of life, 
used by the poor as well as the rich, and this common 
of life, used by every man, woman, and child t 
country, rich and pa must be andis by the pending 
down with a tax which will inevitably increase the price of every 
pound of sugar used inthis countryat least 14 cents and put into 
the pockets of the sugar trust, one of the most formidable mo- 
nopolies of America, or indeed of the world, more than $50,000,- 
000 the coming year, and many millions annually hereafter. 


6220 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 13, 


But while 60 per cent of the wool clip of the United States is 
west of the Mississippi River and 45 per cent west of the Rocky 
Mountains, we are so unfortunate as not to have a solitary Dem- 
ocratic member of the Finance Committee of the Senate who re- 
sides within a thousand miles of the eastern boundary of the lat- 
ter region. And in this connection it might be.worth while to 
inquire what States these distinguished Democratic financiers 
represent, and how much the people of these States and to what 
extent they are interested in the wool industry. I refer to this, 
not that it would have any influence on the judgment or disposi- 
tion or patriotism or entire fairness of any one of these genial 
and able Senators composing the majority of the committee, even 
though the States they represent never in the aggregate pro- 
du a solitary sheep, but I think it may be pertinent, and 
therefore admissible as testimony, as bearing upon the accuracy 
ee information and knowledge of those gentlemen on this 
subject. 

The distinguished chairman of the committee, our genial and 
e friend from Indiana, represents a State whose poops 
in 1893 owned only 972,345 head of sheep out of the 45,000, 
head in the United States. Next comes our sedate and vener- 
able Senatorfrom New J: arney nonar, MCPHERSON], represent- 
ing a State whosə people in 1893 owned but 57,571 head of the 
45,000,000. Then, next inorder isour venerable and able parlia- 
mentarian, our distinguished President pro tempore, Senator 
HARRIS, representing the great State of Tennessee, in whose 
borders are 519,777 head of sheep only of the 45,000,009 head in 
the United States, or but little more than one-hundredth part 
of the whole number. 

Then comes our incisive, at times sarcastic, but always de- 
lightful friend from the great State of Missouri, Senator VEST, 
whose people, savoring wa the last census, have 1,000,953 head 
of sheep, and lastly we find our able and accomplished Senator 
from Arkansas, Senator JONES, whose tact in avoiding discus- 
sion on his part, and that of his friends in his management of 
this bill has been a source of great satisfaction to his many ad- 
miring friends, representing a State whose people own but 
228,310 head of sheep. And so it happens that the five States 
represented by the five distinguished Senators who compose the 
majority of the Committee on Finance and who tender us this 
bill and whoinsist that we must swallow it without the crossing 
of at or the dotting of an i have within their borders in the 
aggregate but 2,778,949 head of sheep, or but a small fraction 
more than there are in the State of Oregon alone, and 1,445,009 
head less than one-half of the number there are in the two States 
of California and Oregon. 

CONCLUSION 

Now, in conclusion, I appeal to the majority of the Committee 
on Finance, I appoei to the majority of this Senate, not to per- 
mit the McKinley act to stand—to do this would be asking you 
to abandon your pledge to modify the tariff—but I do ap to 
you to not wholly abandon to destruction this great industry. 
Treat the farmer, the woolgrower, at least with the same con- 
sideration you treat the woolen manufacturer. Give, moreover, 
to the people of the West the same consideration you are giv- 
ing to the people of the East and South. You have cut down the 
duties on woolen cloths from one-half to two-thirds. Do with 
the woolgrower no worse than this. 

You have not wholly abandoned the manufacturer, and yet 
you turn your back on the Western farmer, the woolgrower, and 
stand mute. No member of the majority of the committee, no 
member of the majority of the Senate, so far as I am advised, u 
to the present time, has risen in his place to defend before this 
Senate and the American people the proposition to place wool 
on the free list. Shall we appeal to you in vain? ou will 
not listen to 9 colleagues on this floor, the accredi repre- 
sentatives of the State of Oregon and of other States in the 
West, then I beg you to hearken to the voice of an indignant 
and outraged people, who on the 4th of the present month in 
that far-off State, which I have the honor to represent in part 
on this floor, uttered a voice which had no uncertain sound, a 
voice clothed in no ambiguous meaning. 

The people of that State, engaged as they are in the great in- 
dustries of wool, wheat, barley, hops, prunes, coal, lumber, horses, 
` cattle, hay, flax, each and every one of which you seen) 
assail with your outrageously sectional and death-dealing bill, 
have arisen in their majesty and in rightful defense of their in- 
terests, their firesides, their families, their homes, have at the 
ballot box, by a pluralit: of more than 16,000 votes, and by a 
majority of all, in the election of two Republican members of 
the National House of Representatives, and by the election of 
a Legislature to which but a single member of your party was 
elected, set the seal of their unqualified condemnation on your 
miserable, un-American policy. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwas somewhat impressed with the Senator's 
argument in favor of taxed wool, and I desire to ask him a ques- 


tion. Ifa reasonable tax was placed upon the importation of 
foreign wool, would the Senator consent to that, without asking 
what is called a compensatory additional tax on woolen manu- 
factures? g 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The present bill already takes 
care of the woolen manufacturer, and all we ask is that the same 
kind of care, and to the same extent, be accorded to the farmer 
and the woolgrower. 

Mr. GEORGE. If a tax is laid upon wool, I inquire of the 
Senator whether he would regard it as right and proper that 
what is called a compensatory duty, to neutralize that tax, 
arses. laid, in addition to the present duty, on manufactures 
of wool? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think, inasmuch as the pres- 
ent bill proposes to reduce the existing rates of duty on woolen 
cloth from one-half to two-thirds, it would be but right, proper, 
fair, and just that a similar reduction, carrying out the views of 
the party on the other side of the Chamber, should be made in 
the existing duties on wool. Whether the rates on woolen 
clothes prescribed in the pending bill, would in the event of a 
reasonable duty on wool be sufficient, is a question more prop- 
erly to be propounded to an expert. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is not 5 an answer to my ques- 
tion. What I desire to know is this: The bill before the Senate 
gives us what is called free wool, and, at the same time, it gives 
a very considerable tax for the benefit, as I suppose, of the 
manufacturer of woolen goods, upon woolen goods. I wish to 
know from the Senator if the bill should be amended so as to 
allow the woolgrowers a fair and reasonable revenue duty upon 
wool, whether he would be content, when that is passed, not 
to increase the present rate allowed in this bill upon woolen 
manufactures? s 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should want the manufactur- 
ers of woolen goods to have just such protection as would enable 
them to go on with their business without breaking down, and 
which, at the same time, would enable them to purchase the 
farmer’s wool. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will ask the Senator another question, for 
it seems to take two questions toget an answer: He wants the 
woolen manufacturers to go on and wants them to have reason- 
able protection. Does the Senator regard the present duty, if a 
tax should he placed on wool, as furnishing that reasonable pro- 
tection; or, if we change the schedule so as to allow a tax upon 
raw wool introduced into this country, would the Senator not 
insist that, on account of that tax, the duty on woolen manufac- 
tures should be increased ? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. My individual opinion is that if 
we placed a tariff on wool of five or six cents a pound, reducing 
the 1 duty in the same proportion that the duty on woolen 
cloths has been reduced, no harm could come to the woolen man- 
ufacturer. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I answer the Senator's question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould be very glad to have a general an- 
swer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see the Senator's point. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator from Mississippi would an- 
swer it himself. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwill answer when I amon the stand, but now 
Iam interrogating. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized tha 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. * 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the Senator from Missis- 
sippi; he desires to puta duty upon wool. 

r. GEORGE. Idid not state that. That may be my opinion, 
but I have not asserted it yet. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. The Senator's inquiry inferen- 
tially implies that his mind is turning somewhat in that direc- 
tion. 

Mr. GEORGE. I admit that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifa duty is to be put upon wool it is for the 
purpose of 5 and caring for the wool- producer of this 
country. Henoe we must have a manufacturing industry in the 
country to consume that wool, otherwise woolen goods will come 
in from the countries so well described by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] and thus destroy the wool production 
of our owncountry, notwithstanding the duty. Therefore, I take 
it, the Senator from Mississippi, if he shall finally make up his 
mind—and I hope he will—to support a duty on wool, will admit 
that a corresponding schedule must be made up which will en- 
able our manufacturers to continue. I do not say that this 
schedule as it now stands willor will not do so. Iunderstand that 
it is claimed that the schedule as it now stands is not satisfac- 
tory to those who manufacture woolen goods, they believing that 
9 goods will be imported very largely et fs the existing 
se e. 

It seems to me the Senator must take into account the fact 
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that with a duty on wool we must make a scale which will ena- 
ble our manufacturers to compete with the manufacturers 
abroad, whatever that scale may be. Soitmight be necessary in 
some portions of this schedule to increase the duties. It might 
be that in some portions no increase would be required. I am 
not sufficiently an expert myself to answer that question, but I 
want the Senator to bear in mind that when we put a duty upon 
wool we must so adjust the schedule as that the wool will be 
eonsumed in our own country, for it can not be sold elsewhere. 

Mr. FRYE. But the Senator from Iowa may say this: If the 
committee has reported a reasonable duty in this bill, and then 
a duty shall be pe on wool, this would not be a reasonable duty. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think that is manifest. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is a very good statement. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator 

from Iowa if he can tell by reason of these many amendments 
what is the average reduction in woolen cloths by the present 
bill? 
Mr. ALLISON. On woolencloths what the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi very properly called the compensatory duty is entirely 
taken off, and then there is a considerable reduction of what is 
called the ad valorem duty, which in the present law ranges 
from 10 to 15 per cent. z 

Mr. HOAR. Now, I hope we shall have an answer from the 
Senator from Mississippi as to what he is in favor of. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have not had an onportunity 
for three or four weeks of saying what I am in favor of. I have 
been voting for some things, but I have not said anything. I 
now want to get through with this subject. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator voted for anything he was not 
in favor of? 

Mr. GEORGE. It is not a question of what I should like to 
have; but, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] very justly 
stated, my mind seems to have been turned of late in the direc- 
tion of what might be done in favor of those who raise wool, and 
having been turned in that direction, it occurred to me to in- 
quire of those who have advocated on this floor a tax on wool, 
whether if that tax should be enacted, it would not lead to an- 
other tax, that is, the schedule on woolen goods having been 
framed, as was suggested by the Senator, upon the idea that the 
manufacturers were to have free wool, if we concluded to give 
them taxed wool—— 

Mr. CULLOM. A duty on wool. 

Mr. GEORGE. A duty on wool—would it not then, in the es- 
timation of those Senators, be necessary and proper to increase 
the duty npon the manufactured article? Iunderstand the Sen- 
ator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] to state that that is so. 

So, Mr. President, the farmer, who seems to be the object of 
the solicitude and care of my friends upon the other side, stands 
in this relation, that he ought to have tax on wool, but he can 
not have it unless the manufacturers of this country are to be 
compensated for that duty on wool by an additional duty upon 
the manufactured article. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me ask the Senator from Mississippi a 
a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me get through with this argument. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, though it was on that point I 
wished to make my inquiry. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator will discover that I am not very 
familiar with tariff matters. I have surrendered my judgment 
during this entire discussion to what are called the managers on 
the Democratic side. > 

Mr. HOAR. Who are they? 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator sees them here every day. 

Mr. HOAR. Every oneof them says he does not approve of 
8 bill; that he has surrendered his judgment to somebody 
else. 

Mr. GEORGE. Never mind about that. 

Mr. President, I am a farmer myself, and follow no other busi- 
ness. The people of Mississippi are farmers. Taking them 
altogether they do very little of any other business but farming. 
They have considerable wool interest there; they have a large 
lumber interest there. TheSenator from Maine will remember 
that I have uniformily up to this time voted for atax on lumber. 

Mr. FRYE. And the Senator ought to do it now. 

Mr. GEORGE. I know that is the Senator's opinion. I also 
voted for a tax on wool, I believe, in company with Governor 
Brown of Georgia. We were the only Democrats, so far as Ire- 
member, who did so vote. Ivoted for it mainly upon the ground 
that at that time we were forming a protective tariff—confes- 
sedly so—and I thought when we were sitting down framing a 
protective tariff that the protection ought to go all around. I 
thought that but fair. In addition to that I wasin the minority. 
The majority had ulready imposed a compensatory extra dub 
upon woolen goods to equalize the tax on raw wool, and I did 


that is the point of bewi 


not think it was exactly fair after that compensatory aa DMI 
been laid in the bill to take away what benefit there might be 
to the farmer by making wool free. I did not think that was 
logical or fair. 

r. MORRILL rose. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, let me go a little further. I will yield 
to the Senator directly. 

Mr. MORRILL. Imerely wanted to getin a word. The Sen- 
ator says he considered that it was not exactly fair not to put a 
duty on wool after putting a eee, duty on woolens. I 
should like to know if he thinks it would be exactly fair after 
having taken off all of the compensatory duty upon woolens that 
we should make wool free and then put the rate on woolens so 
low that absolutely all the wool would be imported in the shape 
of woolens? 5 

Mr. GEORGE. That is exactly what I was trying to get at. 
I am not an expert in tariff matters, like my venerable and re- 
spected friend from Vermont and my friend from Iowa, equally 
respected but not quite so venerable, and so I have to feel along in 
this discussion with a little care and see where I put my foot, 
whether I put it upon safe ground or not, 

The remark made by the Senator from Vermont brings to my 
mind another thing to which I wish to call the attention of Sen- 
ators on the other side. I have heard it over and over asserted 
in this Chamber—it seems to be a kind of maxim accepted as 
the truth on the part of our Republican friends—that the way 
to get a thing cheap is to tax to protect it. The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] the other day, when we came to cotton bag- 
ging, pulled out a price list of bagging running back, I believe, 
as far as 1866, showing that it was very high in 1866, and thatit 
kept falling gradually until a year, which he mentioned but I 
have forgotten, when a tax or a duty was placed on bagging, 
and after that tax was placed on bagging, then, if I understood 
the Senator’s figures correctly, the fall became constant and 
rapid until we have got it down now toa very cheap thing. I 
understand it to be a sort of maxim on the part of the Repub- 
licans, the Republicans of the Senate especially, that the way 
in the end to have a cheap article is to protect it. Have I mis- 
stated it? 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. FRYE. But let me say to the Senator 

Mr. GEORGE. That is enough. I do not want to 
argument until I get through. You will throw me o 

Mr. FRYE. All right. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am not familiar with tariff matters like these 
experts from New en on 

Now, it is acknowledged that the way to have cheap goods is 
to tax them to protect them, that protection encourages pro- 
duction in our own country. If that be so, why is it not the 
very best thing in the world that we can dofor the woolen man- 
ufacturers to tax wool in order to get chee wool for their con- 
sumption? If that be so, and according tothe Republican argu- 
ment that is so, where comes in the rightfulness of your com- 
pensatory duty? 

Mr. President, [ have been a little bowildered at the various 
arguments which have been made during this very lengthy dis- 
cussion. That has been beaten into my mind, as everything is 
beaten into my mind which the Senator from Maine gets hold 
of; he generally makes it pian and forcible. But I notice (and 
derment with me) that whilst that is 
the argument which is always used when some Democratic Sen- 
ator commonly called a free trader gets up and opposes high 
duties on imported goods, and my friends on the other side of 
the Chamber stand by it when it is proposed to tax a manufac- 
tured product that will come in competition with the manufac- 
tures of thiscountry. Yet, whenever it is proposed to tax araw 
material in this country used by those manufacturers, then it 
will not do. 

We all noticed the other day that when the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] proposed to put a tax on hides, which is the 
raw material out of which boots and shoes are made, then the 
learned and distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HOAR] suggested, if he did not make the motion, that if you tax 
hides you must tax boots and shoes to compensate the manufac- 
turer for the tax on hides. Now, Ishould like to have the Senator 
from Massachusetts explain why it is that when you tax bya 
sacs a manufactured produet 

r. HOAR rose. 

Mr. GEORGE. Wait untill get through. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithought the Senator said he would like to haye 
it explained. I can explain it right here. 

Mr. GEORGE. Why is it when you tax by a ga eae to be 
introduced into this country that you are providing the most 
certain and sure means by which the people of the country are 
to get cheap goods of the kind taxed? 
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Mr. HOAR. Now, will the Senator let me explain it right 
there? I will see that he gets the information. 

Mr. GEORGE. Wait until I get through, and then you can 
explain. Now, youall agree to that. The Senator from Maine 
says very frankly that I am right on that point. Iam glad I 
am right once in his estimation. But When you come to apply 
that same principle to the product of the farm, and when that 
manufacturer is to be the purchaser of the taxed article instead 
of the ordinary consumer of this country, in every instance when 
you put the tax upon the article which the manufacturer has to 
use, then all this maxim accepted, as the Senator from Maine 
stated very frankly, to be a fundamental and indisputable prin- 
ape of the protectionists, no longer applies. 

want the country to understand that in the estimation of our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber if you tax a manufac- 
tured product you do not raise the price of it, you get it cheaper 
than you ever did before; in other words, that is the only way 
to get it cheap, I understand; but if you lay a tax upon a thing 
which the manufacturer has to buy, then it raises the price of 
it, and he must have a compensatory duty inorder toequalize it. 

Mr. FRYE. Can not the Senator see why? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, I can not, and no mortal man can see 


why. 

Mr. FRYE. I can, without the slightest difficulty. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well, you can explain it. In reference 
to sugar, when it was urged that sugar ought to be reduced in 
pas in the same way by the tax that other products were re- 

uced, it was said that the area suitable for the production of 
sugar is limited and there is no prospect for the amount of sugar 
to be produced in this country that would be consumed. kta 
said that. I thought that was avery proper answer. Laccep 
that. But now we have got out of that limited area. A Sena- 
tor on the other side of the Chamber, I think the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], said the other day that one 
single valley in his State would raise sugar beets anon to 
make sugar—I do not know, but enough for all the world, at 
least all we would wantin this country. We have also down in 
Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, Arkansas, and Texas an unlim- 
ited amount of land to produce beet sugar. 

Mr.FRYE. The climate is too warm there to make it a suc- 
cess. Beets must be raised in a colder climate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Atall events, we have reached the position 
on the sugar question that we have an unlimited area in which 
we can produce the sugar beet. We have got out of the old 
Louisiana circumscribed territory for raising cane. Now, when 
the Democrats wickedly, in the estimation of some of ourfriends 
on the other side, propose to tax sugar we hear lamentations 
and complaints from all quarters that we are increasing the 

rice of sugar; that we are taxing a necessity of life. You never 
fess a word suggested that the way in fact to get siete sugar 
is just exactly the way in which to get cheap woolen cloth or 
any other sort of cloth, to tax it. You do not hear that. 

So, Mr. President, I confess I have been a little bewildered 
about this matter. I could not exactly see through it; and I 
have about come to the conclusion that the maxim of the pro- 
tectionists, to tax an article to get it cheap, only applies when the 
tax is laid in favor of a manufacturer, but it has nothing in the 
World to do witha tax levied uponanagricultural product. And 
so we are running along in that way. Our friends on the other 
side are 8 consumers of the country that by taxing 
their hardware, boots and shoes, cloth, and all sorts of goods 50, 
60, or 100 per cent upon the imported articles is just the way to 
get the cheapest cloth orcheapest manufactured products in all 
the world; and when we come to apply that in favor of a tax 
which the manufacturer has to pay, then it does not operate; 
the tax raises the price. Now, our friends on the other side of 
the Chamber can ig ree that at their leisure. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. sident, I should not have supposed but 
for my great and undoubting confidence in the veracity of my 
friend from 5 that he was so guileless and innocent a 

person as he says he is. But of course he is; and being therefore 
a guileless and innocent person—a person whose guflelessness 
and innocence only finds a fitting illustration in the lamb whose 
wool is the subject of discussion at this moment—having the 
Senator’s own assertion, I think I am justified in the further in- 
ference that somebody has been imposing upon him and prac- 
ticing upon that ness and innocence in putting into his 
head the 5 which he has just made. It is not the Sena- 
tor's own. If he had set his astute intellect to work he would 
have seen the answer to his proposition; but it is only his lamb- 
like nature which has accepted (without any explanation of his 
own profound reasoning power) this suggestion of some crafty 
personage which he asks to have explained. 

The Senator wants to know how it is that the doctrine of the 
555 (being, as it undoubtedly is, that the encouraging 

y protection in this country of native domestic manufacture 


and agriculture by giving it the great American market to the 
exclusion of products of other countries who little or noth- 
ing for labor) reduces in the end the price. First, by bringing 
American competition into the field. 3 bringing Amer- 
ican in and inventive power into the field. i 
keeping up a rate of wages which gives an instructed brain an 
intellect, a hand skilled and muscle trained for the process so 
that class of mechanics and manufacturers and workingmen are 
all the time introducing and inventing and promoting processes 
which cheapen production, while the poor, cheap, and unreason- 
ing laborer of China and India would remain fora thousand cen- 
12582 doing the same thing without any substantial improve- 
ment. 

That being the doctrine of protection, the Senator wants to 
know why it is that when hides are to have a protective duty 
upon them the manufacturer of hides into boots and shoes does 
not say, Why that, of course, is going to cheapen my material, 
and therefore I do not need any additional duty for my protec- 
tion,” or when wool is to have a duty put upon it the manufac- 
turer of wool into cloth at once says, y, youare going to in- 
crease the cost of what Iam to buy and not diminish it, and, 
therefore, you must increase the rate on my product.” The 
Senator says he wants to know how that comes about. 

Does not the Senator see that when a product is not used ex- 
cept to be made into something else, as is the case with wool 
and leather, it is just as much making wool or leather free to 
import woolen cloths or boots and shoes free as if you admitted 
the leather or the wool free? The only market the American 

roducer of hides has is to sell to the manufacturer of leather 
in the United States, substantially the only market the American 
raiser of wool has (unless the Democratic orator wants a little 
to pull over somebody’s eyes) is to sell it to the American man- 
ufacturer of woolen Therefore, if with one breath you 
say there shall be a duty on wool, whether it is protective merel 
or whether it is prohibitory, and at the same time there shall 
not be any woolen manufactures in this country, you have said 
you can raise wool, but there shall not be anybody to whom you 
can sell it. 

If you say there shall be a prohibitory duty on hides and at the 
same time say that all our boots and shoes shall be made abroad 
and impo free, of course it is simply saying that there shall 
not be any use of the hides when they are produced. In other 
words, you have not a protective duty on wool if you let itcome 
in free or without sufficient protection in the form of woolen 
cloth or woolen garments. You have not a protective duty on 
hides if you say in the same breath hides may come in free in 
the form of boots and shoes. It is only a pretense of a duty. 

Therefore, the American manufacturer of wool and woolens 
very much prefers the duty on wool to free wool, because he 
knows not only that it is just to another industry, but he knows 
also that witha duty on American wool, wool is to be cheapened 
in the end to him by American competition. So if you say to 
the woolen manufacturer of the East, you may have an adequate 
duty, as this bill professes to say—I do not think it does, but ad- 
mitting it for the moment—and you may have your material free, 
the substantially unanimousanswer of the woolen manufacturers 
of the East is and always has been, with a very few inconsider- 
able exceptions, ‘‘ We do not want that arrangement.” 

In the first place, it would be a policy utterly base and in- 
famous for us to advocate, speaking of the matter of justice to 
other people. Next, it is against our highest self-interest, be- 
cause wé Claim that the protective duty on the American wool 
will in the end, while it secures a sufficient profit to the wool- 
raiser, bring down the price of American wool and the price of 
the American manufactured article made of wool. 

So in regard to hides. That is not so strong a case, because 
we are exporting considerably. In our manufactures of boots 
and shoes we haye an enormous advantage. “We have patented 
and other machinery, and organized labor in the manufacture 
of boots and shoes, and it occurs tosome extent in the same way. 

But in regard to wool, which is the thing the Senator deals 
with, if you put wool on the protected list and have an insuffi- 
cient duty orno duty on the woolen manufacture, there will not 
be a pound of wool raised in the United States, because we are 
not going to raise it and send it abroad and let it be manufac- 
tured and brought back ager 

Mr. KYLE. Ishould like right there—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish this statement. I am a good deal 
more simple-minded than the Senator 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator will allow me—— +» 

Mr. HOAR. I said no. If the Senator will pardon me, not 
at present. Indeed, I have lost what I was saying by the Sena- 
tor repeating his interruption. If, therefore, you put wool upon 
the protected list, as you should, by whatever name you it, 
revenue or protection, matters nothing nen ive a reasonable 
and adequate protection which enables industry to go on in 
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the new mountainous States of the Northwest, or in Ohio, or 

in Southwestern Virginia, or wherever else wool may be raised; 

you must, in order to do that, as a matter of logic, as a matter 
of necessity, have some fiscal arrangement under which there 
wil) also be a woolen manufacture hereafter in this country. 

Otherwise nobody would raise any wool. Now Iwil answer my 

honorable friend from South Dakota. 

Mr. KYLE. Ishould like to ask just at that point what the 

Senator would regard as a compensatory duty upon wool? 

1 Mr. HOAR. Ishould have to leave that to the experts, but 
suppose 
Mr. KYLE. IL notice that under the McKinley act the average 

tariff duty on the woolen list is 98.62 per cent, and the bill before 

the Senate proposes 41.13, it being cut down about 58 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Those averages, which Senators on both sides 
of the Chamber are fond of citing and quoting, and they have 
been quoted on the stump, tomy mind convey no idea whatever. 

They do not help me the least. A campaign speaker takes 

the McKinley act, or the previous law in force, or the Mills bill, 

and he lumps together the rates of duty on articles of which there 
is not an importation of $100,000 worth in a twelvemonth, and on 
articles of which there is an importation of $10,000,000 worth in 
the same period, and then says we have an average reduction or 
increase of duties in this bill; as if putting on an article like 
sugar, of which there are fifty or sixty million dollars’ worth 
imported, a quarter of a cent or a quarter of 1 per cent did not 
drown and sink out of existence an increase of 50 per cent ad 
valorem or a hundred per cent ad valorem on some little article 
1 8 1 75 for instance, like stained glass or something of that 


Now, take this matter of wool and cotton as well. Take all 
textile manufactures. Take silk. Of course they vary very 
much in value and they vary very much in demand. Therefore, 
it seems to me, with all respect, you have said nothing when 
you talk about an average on one bill and a comparative aver- 
age on another measure, : 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the speech of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is a very remarkable one. I do not think when 
we come to consider it that it was eversuggested to the Senator 
as he supposes mine was to me. I think that no sane human 
being will ever produce the exact ar ent with which the 
Senator has delighted the Senate to-day, unless, as [ suspect, 
the learned Senator from Massachusetts indulged in a little 
jest and joke at the expense of the Senate. 

Now, What is his first proposition? It is a very remarkable one 
when we come to the point in dispute; and I do not intend to 
allow the Senator, in order to cover up and disguise the point in 
dispute between us, to go into a general discussion of the bene- 
fits of protection. 

That question is not in dispute. The question between the 
Senator and myself, or between Senators on the other side and 
myself is, Ho is it that when you put a duty upon manufactured 
articles and the people complain that they are taxed in their 
clothing, taxedin their necessaries of life, the answer of the pro- 
tectionist is We do not tax you; we are actually giving zon 
things cheaper than you would otherwise get theni”? Yetwhen 
the manufacturers or their friends come to be heard upon a prop- 
osition to tax what they buy and not what they sell, then the tax 
always enhances the price. 

Will the Senator or any Senator answer that question? If the 
encouragement or the protection of a domestic production 
cheapens the article why, then, is it that the manufacturers, 
when an article which they buy is taxed, claim that it does not 
cheapen it, that it increases the price, and they must therefore 
have an increased duty in the way of a compensatory tax? I 
suppose that to carry out the argument of the Senators upon the 
other side legitimately means this and nothing else, that in 
order to cheapen the 8 let we must tax manufactured goods 
which come in competition with manufactures which are sold to 
the consumers. But if that be so, then I suppose when we tax 
the manufacturers’ raw material and add an additional tax to 
the manufactured article, that it is done for the pur of still 
further decreasing the cost of the manufactured ped tes 
Mr. President, this thing lies in a nutshell. 
to attempt to disguise it or to cover it up in any way. If pro- 
tection decreases the cost of the protected article, then the com- 
pensatory duty to the manufacturer for the tax upon the raw 
material ought not to be levied, because the best way to get for 
him the cheap raw material is to tax it and encourage it. The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] was ingenious enough 
to confess that fact before he got through, and I come to that 
now. He admitted that if we tax wool we make it cheaper, as 
in other cases. Now, I desire to have a question answered. How 
are the raisers of wool to be benefited by a tax levied on wool if, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts says, the inevitable, natural, 
necessary result of the tax is to make wool cheaper? 


here is no use 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Missis- 

sippi allow me? 3 
r. GEORGE. Ishould like to hear it explained. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It will make it cheaper when- 
ever the industry in this country is stimulated tosuch an extent 
that the production in the country is equal or more than equal 
to the demand. Then wool will become cheaper. That will be 
the result of protection eventually. It increases the price of 
wool for the time being, when the production of the country is 
not equal to the demand. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 
Oregon for that explanation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is not that a fact? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am very much obliged to the Senator for 
the explanation. When you deal with the farmer you say that 
the decrease will come only at the end of a long period. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Missis- 
sippi allow me? Is he familiar 

r.GEORGE. No; let me get through with my argument on 
this point. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
declines to yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. When you deal with the manufacturer the 
cheapening of the product is instantaneous. . 

Mr. FRYE. Nobody ever said that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very nearly so. 

Mr. FRYE. Notat all. 

Mr. GEORGE. How long? 

Mr. FRYE. I should like—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Please tell me how long? 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me 
to ask him a omen 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me get through with this point. I can 
not auswer everybody at once. I am not an expert on tariff 
matters. Iam not a member of the Finance Committee, and I 
have not given much attention to the question of taxes, or tariff,- 
or finance, except that I have a sort of old-fashioned notion in 
my head that anything I wish to buy is brought into this 
country and is taxed at the seaport 15 or 20 or 30 per cent, in the 
end I have to pay it. Ihave that sort of an old-fashioned notion. 

But right here I ought to explain in connection with that 

int another of the remarkable beauties of protection. I have 

eard it said over and over again that the American consumer 
does not pay the tax; that itis ae the foreigner. Yet while 
that is the argument always made when those on the other side 
are advocating a tax in favor of the manufacturer, it does not 
apply when pier advocate a tax in favor of the farmer. Now, 

that be true, if the foreign producer of wool pays the tax in- 
stead of the American manufacturer, I should like to know in 
God's name what is the use of giving the American manufac- 
turer a compensatory duty to equalize the duty on the raw ma- 
terial. Will the Senator explain that? 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill give the Senator an explanation, if 
he will allow me. 

Mr.GEORGE. The Senator from Nevada can explain it when 
I get through. 

r. STEWART. I will explain it now, if the Senator from 
Mississippi will allow me. 

Mr. GEORGE. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
declines to yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let us see about thesethings. They are the 
most wonderful things in the world. The beauties of protec- 
tion as explained by those on the other side are the most beau- 
tiful things that have happened since the dawn of creation. 
First, the more you tax an article which the manufacturer sells 
the cheaper it makes it. Therefore the manufacturer is tanung 
down to Congress or sending his committees day after day an 
month after month beseeching us all to levy a tax in order to 
make him sell his goods cheaper. That is the first thing. 

There is another. Apply it to wool. All our friends on the 
other side admit that the manufacturer has to have a compen- 
satory duty if we tax wool. If the foreign producer of wool (and 
all on the other side declare that that is a fundamental princi- 
ple in protection politics and protection political economy) has 
to pay the tax instead of the American manufacturer n I 
should like to know—will the Senator from Nevada explain 

Mr. STEWART. I am ready to explain it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Why, you give the American manufacturer a 
compensatory vege on we ugus to give it to the 8 if 
we give it to anybody? That is the way they reckon. It isa 
most wonderful species of logic. 

The Senator from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON] suggested that I fa- 
vored a duty on wool. I suppose he got that suggestion from 
some little intimation I made to him one day that my mind was 
running somewhat in the channel in which it ran when I voted 
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for a tax on wool several years ag „My mind was cunning a 
little that way, and I wanted a little light on the subject; I 
wanted to have it explained. When I asked the Senators on the 
other side whether, if T yielded and voted for a duty on wool, 
they would accept that with a duty on woolen goods just the 
same as if there was no tax. on wool, they all said they would 
not. I wish to have that explained. 

Mr. President, I will tell you what I think aboutit. If their 
logic is correct, if the tax on wool cheapens wool, if the tax on 
foreign goods cheapens foreign goods, then I think instead of 
asking for a compensatory duty for the little tax which we may 
put on wool the Senators on the other side, if they believe in 
what they profess, ought to move to reduce the tax to that ex- 
tent. 

I believe I have said about all I desire to say; and I shall be 
glad to have my venerable silver friend from Nevada explain 
the point I have suggested. 

Mr. STEWART. I will Fon ores the matter to the Senator 
from Mississippi. I will explain it to my satisfaction, and I 
hope to the Senator's satisfaction. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam very easily satisfied. Let me start out 
with this apd prea 

Mr. STEWART. No; I will go right on. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before you start so that we can go along to- 
gether, let us agree first that all the distress in the country 
now comes from the demonetization of silver. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; all the distress comes from that cause; 
but this is a question by itself. Other ngs being equal, the 
price of everything depends upon the demand. The supply re- 
maining the same, the price will depend upon the demand. If 
there is no demand for foreign wool by the United States, for- 
eign wool would ba cheaper than if the United States were in 
the market. The Senator admits that. 

Mr. GEORGE. We agree on that. 

Mr. STEWART. We have got so far along together. In the 
case of the United States we have probably a greater country for 

roducing wool than any other. Two-fifths of our country is not 
It for ordinary agriculture without irrigation, but it is pecu- 
liarly adapted to the production of wool. Wool can not be pro- 
duced here as cheaply as it can be produced in the same kind of 
ouy in South America, Mexico, and Australia, on account of 
the difference in wages and on account of the difference in the 
currency they use, which also enables them to produce where 
we can not. 

Mr. GEORGE. They are silver men down there. 

Mr. STEWART. They are silver men. 

Mr. GEORGE. Allright. We agree about that. 

Mr. STEWART. But if they were not silver men the wages 
of their labor do not exceed a third of our wages. Then, if we 
should attempt to pee wool in competition with them, in 
starting they would drive us out of the market absolutely; but 
if we put enone protection on our products, so that we could 

rtially equalize the difference in the price of labor, and pro- 
Soos in this country and have our vast demand supplied by our 
own country, both countries would produce wool, and foreign 
wool would be much cheaper. But if we could not produce wool 
in this country at all, then the foreigners would charge for the 
foreign wool according to the demand, and we would make up 
the great demand. . 

Foreign wool in the aggregate will certainly be cheaper if we 
produce our own wool. There is no doubt about that. The for- 
eigners will put the price at a point where they can compete 
with us and pay the duty, if it is a reasonable duty. Then all 
wool will be 8 It flows over. Protection does not 
stop the production, but it prevents the enormous rise in the 
price of foreign wool which there otherwise would be. I believe 
that taking off the tariff on wool in this country is going to raise 
the price of foreign wool, because in the first instance they will 
undersell us. They will break up the industry in this country, 
and it will take some years to startitagain. They will com- 
mand the market where the labor is cheap, and it will be a warn- 
ing to us not to commence again. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, will the Senator from Nevada stop right 
there and allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator knows that the manufacturers 
are the smartest people in the world. 

Mr. STEWART. Les; I admit that. 

Mr. GEORGE. They understand it all. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senator if taking off the tax on 
wool is going to increase’ the price of the foreign wool intro- 
duced here? 

Mr. STEWART. It will necessarily, because it will increase 
the demand. 


Mr. GEORGE. Why is it, if we put a tax on wool, that the 
manufacturers want a compensatory duty? r 

Mr. STEWART. Because they always want all they can get, 
and that is 3 excuse. ; 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘That is a good answer. 

Mr. STEWART. They want all they can get, and that is a 
good excuse, Asa matter of fact, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. ence stated, if you put such a tax on wool that 
we can produce wool in this country to supply ourhome market, 
all wool willbe cheaper. The foreign wool will be much cheaper, 
because you take away one of its markets. I do not believe the 
manufacturers need any compensatory duty. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to 
interrupt him right there? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator and I agree perfectly as to sil- 
ver. That is one bond of eternal friendship 5 — us. Now, 
we agree on another subject, and that is that no compensatory 
duty is needed by the manufacturer. That is another bond. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam perfectly certain that the manufac- 
turers would be benefited by allowing this industry to exist, in- 
dependent of any compensatory duty, and independent of any- 
thing else. I was struck with the remarks of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. I have been over the country. I 
know perfectly well that we can not produce wool as easly in 
the same kind of country as our competitors. I know perfectl 
well that if we can supply our own market the foreigners will 
have to sell their wool cheaper than they would otherwise do. 
We now buy some foreign wool. We have not produced all our 
own wool. I am certain it will be a great calamity to our man- 
ufacturers if this industry is destroyed. 

It will make wool higher, it will make clothing higher, to de- 
stroy in its infancy this industry, which has been started in a 
region of the country where they can supply the entire demand 
of the United States and have wool for export. You see we 
will have some wool. The industry willnot be destroyed all at 
once; it will be gradually destroyed. If you put the American 
producer in competition with the foreign producer, the foreign 
woolgrower can coon wool cheaper and bring down the price 
all the time until the area where wool is produced is going to 
be circumscribed. ; 

Wool will be dearer when it is circumscribed. It will take a 
long time to rehabilitate the industry. You say when the price 
of wool goes up, the Americans will go into the business again; 
but it will take along time. It will be a sad experience. Our 
peoria have their flocks and herds. If you destroy them now, 

y putting our producers in thiscompetition which they can not 
endure and gradually kill off the industry, it will take a long 
time for the industry to revive. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator and I are not going to quarrel, 
even about this. 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. GEORGE. We agree. I wish the Senator would turn 
around and convince his old Republican fellow-Senators that we 
do not want acompensatory duty. That is what I am trying to 


eye ea : 
Mr. STEWART. But here in this very bill we have a tariff 
on woolens and no duty on wool. We have a tariff on woolens, 
I have not discussed it and I do not propose to discuss it at all. 
There is no duty proposed on wool, and if you now destroy the 
flocks and herds which are struggling to come into existence 
in a country where the main industry of the people is already 
destroyed, and break up the industry, it will not start again for 
many years, and the area of production of wool will be vastly 
limited. That being true and the demand remaining the same, 
the price must rise. I believe that for cheap clothing and for 
the benefit of 8 the wool industry ought to be fostered 
and continued in this 8 It it is not continued the eventual 
result of the competition of foreign wools will put up the price, 
wool will be higher, and nobody will be benefited except, per- 
haps, the foreigners who raise the wool. 

do not object to benefiting the foreigners, but I am a little 
selfish as to my own country. I believe wool is one of the par- 
ticular articles where a reasonable protective duty isabsolutely 
necessary, because the difference in cost depends solely upon 
the price of labor. The country is entirely similar; the con- 
ditions of freight are similar; everything is similar but labor. 
We have anabundantregion. We can notcompete with the for- 
eigners as to labor, and without protection our wool industry 
will be abandoned. Then the foreign producers will have a 
monopoly of the market, and as the demand determines the 
price, it must go if you take off the duty. 

Mr. GEORGE. t me interrupt the Senator from Nevada 
right there for a moment. He thinks while a duty ought to be 
put on wool there should not be any eee pam duty. 

Mr. STEWART. Ifa duty is retained on wool, I think wool 
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will be cheaper, because we shall have a greater area of produc- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I also wish to agree as near] 
as I can with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 
should be glad to know of him whether he believes it is worth 
while to save the industry of growing wool in this country. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think so. I do not want to see any of the 
industries of my fellow-citizens destroyed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Neither do I. I take it, also, that the Sena- 
tor thinks it is desirable that we should have woolen manufac- 
tures in this country. 

Mr. GEORGE, rtainly. 3 

Mr. ALLISON. That being true, the question is what we 
shall do, first with wool, and secondly with woolen manufac- 
tures in order to preserve both? 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 7 

Mr. PALMER. Is it the opinion of the Senator from Iowa 
that neither the woolgrowing industry nor wool manufactures 
can be sustained in this country withoutsomething like a bounty? 
Mr. ALLISON. I know of no proposition in the pending bill 

to give a bounty. The other day we had a very close contest 
here about a bounty, and on the other side of the Chamber there 
was a great disinclination to give a bounty on constitutional 
grounds. We, on this side of the Chamber, were willing to give 
a bounty on sugar and in that way give it protection and admit 
it free. 5 

But I will answer the Senator more 5 08 8 I do believe 
that without a duty on wool the 5 dustry will be 
1 and I think swiftly destroyed. T also believe that 

we have no duty on woolen goods, it will be only a question 
of a brief space of time when our woolen manufacturers will be 
driven to the wall because of the conditions in this country as 
compared with the conditions in other countries. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to say that that is 
purely an abstract question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly it is, and I am answering an ab- 


stract question. > 
Mr. POWER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWER. Is the Senator in favor of giving all the pro- 
tection to the manufacturer and none to the woolgrower? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not see why my friend 
should ask me such a question as that. Iam certainly not in 
favor of it. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. I understand the Senator's position to be that 
neither the woolgrowing industry nor the manufacture of wool 
can be maintained in this country without the imposition of a 
protective 51 — 70 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator misunderstands me. I state 
that I do not believe the woolgrowing industry can be main- 
tained in this country in competition with Argentina and Aus- 
tralia and the Australian regions. I do not believe we can grow 
wool in this country in competition with them, although we have 
very excellent natural conditions. As the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] very justly said, we have ascale of living, a scale 
of wages, and ascale of costof production here which is unknown 
in the countries which come in competition with us. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like the opinion of the Senator from 
Towa, who has probably studied this question as much as any 
living man, as to whether he would not except from that gen- 
eral statement the raising of cheap wools where there are very 
large pastures and where the sheep can be taken care of at a 
very slight cost? 

Mr. ALLISON. Thereare portions of ourcountry where the 
climate is similar to the climate of Australia, where that can be 
done, or it may be done even in Nevada. 1 do not know how 
that is, but I should think it could be done. 

Mr. STEWART. It can be. 

Mr. ALLISON, I should think it could be; but what I want 
to get at with reference to my friend from Mississippi is to ascer- 
tain just what we ought todo. He and I agree, I think—Ishall 
not commit him, but shall commit myself to the idea—that we 
should putaduty upon wool. The Senator now says that if we put 
a duty upon wool we must give a compensatory duty upon woolen 
goods. That was not my proposition. My Blech was that 
we should put such a duty on wool as would preserve that in- 
dustry, and that being done, we should then ascertain what is a 

roper duty to levy upon woolen goods in order to preserve that 

dustry as well. 

I understand the Senator from Mississippi now to be inaccord 
with me 
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Mr. GEORGE. Not entirely. 

Mr. ALLISON. Because he does not wish to destroy either 
the industry of growing wool or the industry of manufacturing 
wool. Therefore we are in accord on that point. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me, I should prefer 
to state my own position; which is to adjust the taxes on woolen 
manufactures without reference to any taxes or want of taxes 
on wool. That being done, we come to consider whether we 
shall tax wool or not. That would be an independent proposi- 
tion; but I understand all the Senators on that side to say, if 
taxes on woolen goods are made on the idea that we are to have 
no taxes on wool, and you put a tax on wool, then the tax on the 
manufactured articles would not be sufficient. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall reach that point in a minute. 

Mr. HOAR. Nobody said that on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLISON. I heard nobody say it. I certainly did not 
say it, because Isaid distinctly to the Senator that I did not know 
but that the rate of duty now in this biil would be sufficient with 
a duty on wool. 

Mr. GEORGE. What about the compensatory duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam speaking now of every dof duty. I 
stated, in answer to the Senator, that there might be duties 
which were sufficient and there might be others which were in- 
sufficient. Under this new condition it may be, although I do 
not think so, that some duties might even be lowered under this 
bill, but I think some of them ought to be advanced. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [should like to statea mathematical prop- 
osition, and if I had a blackboard [ should prefer to demon- 
strate it in that way. I think I can make it so plain that any- 
one can comprehend it. 

In the first instance, suppose a controversy should arise be- 
tween the duty on wool and the duty on woolens. You can as- 
sume as an absolute proposition that the labor expended on the 
production of wool saua to the costof the manufacture of 
wool into cloth. That I believe is admitted on all hands as a 
general rule, though it varies somewhat. Now, the Senator 
will see that if one-half of the cost of a hundred yards of cloth 
was the cost of the wool, say $100, and the other half was the 
cost of manufacturing that wool into cloth, say $100, if the 
wool was imported at the rate of duty of 50 p cent, as a mat 
ter of course the duty on the wool would be $50. 

If, on the contrary, the cloth is imported, then the duty it 
$100. So the farmer gets the benefit of the duty and the manu: 
facturer gets the benefit of the percentage of 50 per cent, with: 
out any compensating duty between the two; because the differ. 
ence in value between the wool importedand the cloth imported 
would make the difference precisely 850. It seems to me, there- 
fore, that it an ad valorem duty was put upon wool and woolens, 
the duty on wool ought to be less than the duty on woolens. 

I should be very well contented with a duty of 40 per cent upon 
wool, and [ think our people generally would be. There is no 
necessity, in my judgment, to compensate the manufacturer who 

ets the full compensation of 50 per cent upon the full value of 


th. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 
Ohio for explaining this matter to the Senator from Mississippi. 
I was not undertaking myself to deal with the proper rate of 
duty. I was only undertaking to bring myself in accord with 
the Senator from Mississippi. In the view that, in the read- 
justments here, we ought to protect both the producer of wool 
and the woolen manufacturer alike. 

The Senator from Mississippi, however, has another difficulty 
which does not disturb me in the least, and that is, that where 
we levy a duty upon the raw material which enters into the 
manufactured product, we ought to levy a less duty on the man- 
ufactured product by reason of the fact that the levying of a 
suy upon the raw material diminishes the price 

r. GEORGE. No, L said if your argument was correct that 
would be the logical result of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Verywell. That is the statementof the Sen- 
ator as respects an assumed condition. He says that we always 
claim that the levying of a duty upon an article diminishes the 

rice. I did not know that that was the claim. It certainly 

oes diminish the price in very many instances, and the Sena- 
tor from Maine |Mr. FRYE] awhile ago gave an instance where 
the introduction of the manufacture of gunny cloth and the man- 
ufacture of cotton bagging into the United States diminished 
the price. Why? Before this industry was established in the 
United States Dundee and India had practically a monopoly of 
the production of those articles. 

~ We levied a duty upon gunnycloth and upon cotton bagging— 
it was not a heavy duty—and we put jute butts, from which t 
cotton bagging was made, on the free list. The result of that 
was that numerous factories started all over the country for the 
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manufacture of cotton ba ging apd gunny eloth. What wasthe 
result? The result was t Wi five years was estab- 
lished in the United Stgtes manufactories for this material 
which were sufficient to supply the entire consumption of the 
United States. 

What was the effect of that? The effect of it was to create 
sharp competition between the 9 here and the producers 
in Dundee and in India. Was not that a competition which had 
a tendency to reduce the price? Certainly it was, and it had 
that effect. 

In 1888—because I wish to give this full illystration—in the 
Mills bill this protective duty, as we eallit, was taken off cotton 
bagging and 1 cloth. 

Mr. GEORGE. That bill did not pass and become a law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas going to give the history of it. The 
the House of Representatives on the 21st day of July, 

hat was at a period when it was absolutely essential that 
the cotton producers should have gunny bags, and it was too late 
for anybody to import them from Dundee or from Calcutta. 


hose puta ee ges the cotton producers and raised 
the agree; th ised itabnormally for that single crop, 
knowing perfectly that it could not be continued; and yet, 


notwithstanding that illustration given the other day, itis true, 
as stated by the Senator from Maine, that the placing of a duty 
upon that article had a maracas means of competition to re- 
duce the price very materially. e might puta duty of 10 cents 
a pound upon cotton and it would not advance the price of raw 
cotton in the United States. 

Mr.HOAR. May Icall the attention of the Senator to a fact 
which is in line with his argument? What he says is undoubt- 
edly true; but in the early years of this Government, before the 
cotton industry had been established here, there was a protect- 
ive duty put on cotton in order tostimulate the American prod- 
uct. The result was that at first we got cotton enough for our 
own use; then we got cotton enough to export; and we at last 
commanded the markets of the world with our natural advan- 


es. 

ag the Senator will pardon me one moment—which seems a 

complete answer to the Senator from Mississippi—sup we 
had continued that duty on cotton with a provision either of 
free trade or an amendment that there should not be any cotton 
manufactured in this country, although there had been a pro- 
tective duty on cotton, there never would have been a shirt or 

= a sheet or any other article of human uss manufactured of cot- 
ton in this country. The result, then, would have been that cot- 
ton would have disappeared and the cotton manufacture would 
not have grown up in the United States. 

There can not be a more absolute illustration on both sides of 
this question than the history of cotton in this country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam obliged to the Senator. There was a 
duty on cotton, but we have a country which is ially adapted 
to the production of cotton, and therefore we do produce it and 
shall continue to do so as long as we can produce it at a profit. 
It is the competition of production which fixes the price of the 
article of cotton. 

The theory, as I understand, of those who believe that we 
should take care of our industries as against the industries of 
other countries is that, having a great country of 70,000,000 peo- 

ple, we should keep them all actively employed at fair, remuner- 
ative wages, some raising cotton, some raising wheat, some pro- 
ducing other articles of common consumption, and others 
manufacturing the articles which we must have here, rather 
than 9 them from abroad. That is all I understand 
there is in the principle. 

I want to say to the Senator from Mississippi—and Iam rather 
in accord with the view taken by the Senator on this point—that 
he has been so occupied during the seven weeks of debate on 
this tariff question that he has not given it that assiduous care 
which he usually gives to public questions. If he had, he would 
find that it is not claimed on this side of the Chamber that on 
every article upon which a duty is levied the price is thereby 
reduced to the extent of the reduction of the duty. 

Mr. GEORGE. I never asserted that. I asserted this—and 
I want the Senator to understand it distinctly—that the position 
on the other side was that the tax when levied on anything 
which came in competition with our manufactures always re- 
duced the price, and when it was levied on anything else they 
ft a that it did not. That was my statement. 

. ALLISON. I do not understand that to be our claim at 
all; but I think it must be manifest to the Senator thatifiron ore 
and coal are essential elements to the production of pig iron, 
and we levy a high duty upon iron ore and a heavy duty upon 
coal, neither iron ore nor coal will be imported, but iron 
will be imported instead, if it be made free. Inthatsensethere 
must run through these tariff bills what is called a compensa- 


tory duty. 
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I have seen the Senator from Mississippi vo over and over 
again in this very bill for such compensator duties. Why is it 
that he voted an eighth of a centa d duty upon sugar? It 
was because it was claimed, at least, thatif an eighthof a centa 
was not pas upon sugar, instead of br W sugar 
to the United States, importers would bring refined sugar into 
the United States, and thus destroy the American refiner. 
was it that the Senator voted for a tenth of a cent additio: 
duty on sugars which come from Germany, where a bounty is 
by the German Government for the exportation of sugar? 
twas to equalize the situation for the benefit of our refiners 
in order that they might compete successfully with those Ger- 


man refiners of sugar. That was the theory upon which that 
25 gone. I had supposed the Senator had looked into this ques- 
on before. 


If we put a duty on iron ore or on coal, we should put a duty 
of some d upon pig iron to equalize conditions; aah if we put 
a duty on pigiron, we must put a dutyon the finer formsof iron. 
pointed out, some time ago, when iron and steel schedule 
was under consideration, and you put a duty of 1.22 cents upon 
black sheets, and a duty of only 1.2 cents upon tin plates; that 
by thatdiscrimination you had made it impossible to import black 
tes and make tin plates here, but that you encouraged thereby 
the production of tin plate abroad and its importation here by 
3177 png is, that I am for givin 
say at I am for g a proper duty to 
the SSA pisa of wool and then I am for giving a proper duty, 
whatever it may be, to the manufacturers of woolen goods, just 
as I should have voted to give a duty upon prunes and plums the 
other day had the ponin not been coupled with a proposition 
to place a duty of 125 cent upon Zante currants. 

If Senators want to be fair-minded and divest themselves for 
the moment of the shackles and ties, whatever they may be, 
which compel them to stand here as one man and vote, they 
ought to be willing to do justice here to the woolen producers 
npn abe. DINAS and in the mountains of the West, and also to 
give a fair duty upon woolen goods. 

I want to ask why it is that we have a duty upon cotton goods? 
Cotton is free, a raw material. . 

Mr. BUTLER. To raise revenue. $ 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, as the Senator from Soyth 
Carolina says, to raise revenue; but there is not a man in 
Chamber so innocent as not to know that those duties are so 
levied and so finely adjusted as to effectuate the pur of con- 
tinuing the production of cotton goods in the United States. 
That is a commendable thing to do, is it not? That is all we 
have done. That is all anybody proposes to do, as I understand, 
respecting the woolen schedule, and we make that proposition 
because we find this bill coming here without aduty upon wool, 
which has porate’ practically from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment. I congratulate my friend from Mississippi that his 
mind is working up to a point where he will be w: to do 
justice to the farmers of the Northwest, who are the producers 
of wool, and the people who live upon the plains in the farther 
von who produce wool in greater quantities, and I hope that 

en—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to say to the Senator that I had not to 
do any working-up of my mind to that. 

. ALLISON. I am very glad of it, and I hope what the 
Senator has said this afternoon will have some poms on his 
associates on that side of the Chamber, so that, df all the things 
in this bill, wool and the wool-producer will not be singled out 
and decorated for the slaughter which is proposed by the bill 
many of its parts, and in no part so generally and so unive 
as in this schedule. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

Mr. POWER. With the Senator's permission, I should like 
to say a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure; but I do not want the Senator 
from Mississippi to leave just yet. I want to explain ething 


to him. 
s GEORGE. No, Ishall not leave; but Lam getting very 
Mr. POWER. Iam very thankful to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi for what he hassaid. He has stated that he is a prise 
of the farmer, and he has also stated that he is not quite satis- 


fied with his y's action in to free wool. 

Mr. GEORGE. I said that much of it. 

Mr. POWER. Then I will qualify what I said. e Sona- 
tor is not altogether satisfied. He voted the other with a 
few of my friends on this side of the Chamber to niake hides 


free. This gives the manufacturers of the East the advantage of 
getting cheaper hides. The farmers of the West and of the 
country generally are willing to have hides come in free, be- 
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cause beef is bringing a fair price. They are fair-minded and | manufacture, to close up eve 
liberal. The Senators of the deminant party areframing a bill, | their mills. in the best i 


and in that bill wool is made free of duty, while the manufac- 
turer of wool is protected. This is an injustice to the farmer. 

For this reason I want to thank the Senator from Mississippi 
for what he hassaid, that he wanted to arrange the matter in 
some way so as to do justice to the farmer ani the manufacturer. 
I am ready to join him at any time, or any other friends of 
farmers on the other side of the Sens: I am glad to say 
that we have some on this side—and vote for a bill that will pro- 
tect not only those who are engaged in the manufacture of wool, 
but also those who are engaged in the growing of sheep and the 
produetion of wool. 

i am ore glad to have heard what the Senator said to-day on 
is subject. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I should like to explain one thing 
to the innocent farmer from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]; and that 
is why a duty on manufactured goods in the long run decreases 
the cost of the goods to the people; and, as he is so innocent, I 
will do it in the old-fashioned way of an illustration, about the 
facts of which there can possibly be no dispute. 

Up to 1883 we manufactured in this country no mohair plushes 
at all. We used immense quantities for car seats, for furniture, 
covers, and all that sort of thing. The Senator has seen ita 

at many times. We bought it all of Germany and of France. 
Phe made it all, using handlooms. Having control of our 
err ia t, they had the control of the prices which we were com- 
pelled to pay. 

Tn 1883 the Goodalls, manufacturers in the State of Maine, 
and as skillful, as sagacious, as determined as any who can be 
fownd in any country, 2 that, under the duty which had 
been pluced upon mohair plushes at that time, they could trans- 
fer that industry from Ge and France tothe United States. 
They builta mill. Before the mill was completed and the ma- 
chinery was in, Germany and France made a cut on those plushes 
of 10 per cent for the purpose of breaking down this industry 
which was just coming into existence in the United States. 
They did not succeed. 

After the machinery was in the mill they made another cut of 
15 per cent, making 25 per cent: and within a year thereafter 
they made another of 15 per cent, 40 per cent in all. They came 
very near destroying this industry, struggling into: life; and if 
these men had been ordinary men, with mere ordinary deter- 
mination and pluck, they would have succeeded. But they were. 
not. They proceeded at once to see whether or not they could 
discover or invent some new dyes which would be better than 
those used in foreign countries; those fading rapidly. They 
succeeded in that. Then they started on the question of mak- 
ing these plushes by power-machinery instead of by handlooms, 
and in two years they had invented and perfected, at a cost of 
$30,000, a powerloom for their manufacture. 

From that time up to one year ago they ran their mill on full 
time, and made a fair profit. Six other mills came into exist- 
ence in the United States, and they had not only the 3 
tion abroad to contend with, but the competition at home. The 
result has been that to-day we are buying our mohair plushes 45 
penran less than we were when we had no mills in this country. 

ides, we are making better plushes with faster colors, and 
have compelled these foreigners to take our power looms to run 
their mills with. Thus there has been a reduction in price to 
the world as well as to the United States, and to-day we are sup- 
plying nine-tenths of all the plushes used in this country, at 45 
r cent less than they formerly cost. Is not that an object- 
esson perfectly plain to anybody? Surely my farmer friend, 
the Senator from Mississippi, can see in this case howa duty, or 
as he calls it a tax, resulted in a lower priced product to the 
eonsumer. 

I assert boldly, withoutany fear of contradiction, that no Sen- 
ator can name a single industry which has been started into life 
and successfully established in the United States by the policy 
of protection where the prices of the product of the 5 
have not gone down from 30 to 50 per esnt, while the wages of 
the workmen have increased. 

Let me illustrate the same thing by another industry; also 
the danger of reducing a duty below the protective point. We 
did not make any worsted goods in the United States until after 
1864, Paravany pody gore them. Weboughtthemfrom England 
Jargely, and from Germany. We placed what the Senator from 
Mississippi would call a heavy duty on worsted goods, and in a 
few years made nearly all we used. In 1881 the entire importa- 
tion of worsted goods into the United States was just $242,000 
worth, and before we started that industry weimported them by 
the millions of dollars’ worth. 

What was the effect upon prices? Worsted mills started all 
over the United States; they competitors with each 
ether, That required them to study every possible economy in 


ny loophele for loss, to reorganize 
possible manner, so as to produce the 
| largest product from a given amount of power; that compelled 
them to call on the inventive genius of the United States for 
new machinery, and the Senator knows that that genius re- 
8 here as it doesnot inall the world outside. Itdid notfail 

isindustry. Wewere making,as I say, all the worsted goods 


| we required, and they were 46 per cent less in cost to the people 
5 ioe nited States than when they were being manufactured 
road. 


Now, see whatis the effect of too greata reduction of duty 
upon an industry. In 1883 we revised the tariff, and made use 
of such. words in placing the duty on worsteds thatthe Treasury 
Department made a ruling—and I think it was sustained after- 
wards by the court—by which these goods did not bear the du 
of other PACER SON, though they were made of the finest 
but were dutiable at a much lower rate. What was the result 
In 1884 one-half of the worsted mills in the United States were 
shut.down, and one-half of the other half were running on half 
time. Those that shut down went into the general woolen in- 
dustry of the country, which overcrowded that. The entire 
woolen industry of the United States was so crippled that there 

hardly a manufacturer, exeept of special goods, who was 
making a dollar. What was the result? The very next 
we imported 8600, 000 worth of worsted goods, and it ran on 
that up to over $6,000,000 worth in 1890. 

The Democratic Secretary of the Treasury twice called atten- 
tion in his annual reports to the Democratic: House to that mis- 
take in the tariff act, and asked of them that they would rectify 
it. That Democratic House refused, and it was not rectified un- 
til the Republicans came into power four years ago in the House 
of Representatives, when the first bill passed was a bill restor- 
ing the duties intended to be levied in 1883. What was the re- 
sult? Two years after the importation of worsted goods ran from 
$6,000,000 dowm to-$2,500,000, and has been decreasing ever since. 

That is the effect of just a little: reduction of duty on woolens 
in the United States, and I say to Senators they must not make 
mistakes in these thi They aredealing with serious affairs. 

Mr. TELLER and Mr. PEF PER. How as to the prices? 

Mr. FRYE. Weare buying them at 50 per cent less to-day 
than we paid before they were manufactured in the United 
States, and the people of the whole world are: reaping like ben- 
efit. The foreign manufaeturers were compelled in order to try 
to kill us to put down their prices, and they never have been able 
to restore them. 

You may consider the duty on cotton goods. It is said the 
cotton schedule isa good one. I do not know whether it is or 
not; I am inclined to think it may be, but I believe it places too 
low a duty on fine cotton goods. We imported, I think, in the 
neighborhood of $30,000,000 worth in 1890. The intention of the 
McKinley bill was to put the duty high enough on fine cotton 
goods, where so much more labor enters into their manufacture, 
to transfer that industry to the United States. They held it was 
utterly absurd for us to raise cotton here, send it over to Liver- 
pool and have it manufactured into laces, muslins, and curtains, 
and all that sort of thing, and then they send their muslins, 
their laces, and their curtains over here, and we send our gold 
over there to pay the men and the women who made them. 

The McKinley act.increased the duty on fine cottons, not on 
any other. gt Pea by this we started in very shortly te 
manufacture them. There were one or two big mills in Phila- 
delphia, But we were stopped. Why? Because the next 
House elected was Democratic. The McKinley act never had 
any chance to do its perfect work. It never had any fair trial. 
It was handicapped from the very beginning. It took effect in 
October, an election followed in Noyember, and the interests of 
the Democratic party required that it should be blackened. It 
was handicapped too by the merchants of the United States, they 
seeming almost in a conspiracy to do it, though of course they 
were not. Why? Because their goods, as everybody knows, 
were too low in the market. 

The profits of the manufacturer were almost nominal, and 
those of the retailer were equally so. They thought it afforded 
a chance to mark up their goods and they marked them up, ut- 
terly regardless of the fact whether the McKinley act raised 
a duty or decreased it. Consequently every merchant in the 
United States became an advocate, unintentionally I admit, for 
the defeat of the MeKinley act in that he marked up his goods; 
and when inquired of why the price had been ies always re- 
piad, the McKinley act.” Every commercial traveler was do- 

g the same . The result was an immense Democratic 
victory. Our tariff law received a savage blow in the eye at 
the outset, and from that. time down to this has not per- 
formed its: efficient. duty. 

Yet, Mr. President, in spite of that it did transfer an immense 
amount of industry to the country. With the worsted schedule 


woolen goods we transferred in two years over $20,000,000 worth 
of manufactures of woolen goods to the United States from 
abroad. If that act had been allowed to stand undisturbed, if 
the Republican party had won in the next contest in this coun- 
instead of $20,000,000 worth it would have been twice that. 
r. President, who can give any reason why we should im- 
port $300,000,000 worth of woolens, of cottons, of silks, of linens, 
of the manufactures of iron and steel into the United States? 
We have the wool here; we have the cotton here; we have the 
iron here; we have the coal here; we have the men and women 
here to do the work. Why should we not do it here instead of 
sending our money abroad and hiring people there to doit? 
Why should not men and women doit here who will buy our 
products, who will clothe themselves in our woolen cloths, who 
will eat the food which our farmers raise, instead of having 
eee and Germany and France furnish the cloths and the 
food to the people who make the goods? 

The purpose of the McKinley act was to transfer those indus- 
tries. It transferred in the little time it was in operation, handi- 
capped as it was, over $60,000,000 worth of those industries to 
the United States, and employed thousands and hundreds of 
thousands of men here in this country. No Senator can name 
a single article of goods increased in Trios by reason of it. We 
undertook to transfer the remarkable industry of making tin 
plate in the McKinley act, and it would have been a profound 
success if the Republ cans had been elected to power the very 
nextyear. The Government agent in his second report said that 
in less than four years the entire industry would be transferred 
from Wales to the United States of America, and hundreds of 
thousands of men would have been employed, and we would 
have used our iron and our coal and our tin, instead of using 
iron abroad and coal abroad. 

But the Democratic party went into that campaign declaring 
that every tin pail that any workingman carried to his shop or 
to his work house would cost him 10, 15, or 20 cents more under 
the McKinley act. They made him believe it and vote the 
Democratic tloket. Yet, after six months’ time there was not a 
single utensil of tin in the United States that cost the man who 
bought it one single cent more. The great canners of the country 
were frightened by that cry. They found out in less than a 
year that they could make their contracts for cansas cheaply as 
they ever made them in the history of the 5 

e Democratic party came into power in the House, and the 
first bill they reported from the Ways and Means Committee was 
one placing tin plate on the free list. Why should not that stop 
the industry in its success? And it did to a very large extent, 
Ihave no doubt. 

I wasspeaking about the cotton schedule. A cotton mill in the 
United States in the last fifteen years could not run with any 

rofit unless it had changed two-thirds of all its machinery. 
Why was that? The competition was so close that whether 
there was a profit or not depended upon the amount of product 
for a given amount of power. That factory which reduced its 
product 10 per cent below what it ought to produce for the amount 
of power used failed. 
he factory which did not adopt every invention that the 
enius of this country offered it, to decrease cost, failed. We 
8 a spinning machine which reduced the cost of spinning 
cotton goods just nf one-half. The factory that did not 
take that spinning machine could not run successfully with the 
one that did; it was an utter impossibility. 

Are cotton goods cheaper anywhere than here? Ido not be- 
lieve it. I went into the city of Manchester, where they make 
cotton goods entirely, and where the women work for 35 cents 
a day, ours working for $1 and $1.25 a day. Asamere matter 
of curiosity I went to six or eight different retail stores to buy 
nightshirts, and the best offer I could get was $1.25 each. Ican 
go into any store in Washington—I could then; I can to-day— 
and buy the same shirt for 75 cents. 

Now, it may be that no high duty is required on the coarsest 
kind of cotton goods. Such a duty may not be needed as pro- 
tective,but may be as a preventive. You let England over- 
manufacture have a large product upon her hands. If there is 
no duty she dumps it upon our. wharves and breaks down our 
mills. If there is a duty which she is obliged to pay, she will 
not doit. So, whether a duty is required or not for protection, 
for prevention it may be very valuable indeed. : 

ow, let me briefly consider wool. There is not a woolen 
manufacturerin Maine (and we have a great many of them) who 
is not in favor of a duty on wool. There is not a Republican 
member of the House from New England who did not vote for 
such a duty. There is nota New England Senator here who 
will not do the same, and we represent the woolen industries of 
the country. There was one man who owned a mill in Maine, 
but lived in Boston, who wrote articles in favor of free wool. He 
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got his free wool and saw the woolen schedule reported by this 
committee. That cured him forever. He will write no more 
articles of that kind. That is the end of his literary life in that 
direction. 

Me are in fayor of a duty on wool because we do not believe it 
is a raw material, We do not believe that anything is a raw 
material which has been touched by the hand of man and in- 
creased in value by thattouch. Wealso believe that the farmer 
is just as much entitled to Paneer as the mechanic or the 
manufacturer. We are confident that you can not raise a pound 
of wool in the United States if you have no Soy: Weare satis- 
fied that it is in ths interest of our people to raise all of our own 
wool instead of half of it. Weare in favor of encouraging by a 
duty our farmers to raise flocks of sheep. They are useful in 
many ways besides raising wool. 

Before the committee investigating this subject in 1890 there 
was a very valuable witness, a man who could not be impeached 
in any way, and I wish to read a part of his testimony. It was 
Mr. E. N. Bissell, of Shoreham, Vt. He isa farmer. He went 
on to inform the committee that he had visited New South 
Wales, Australia, had spent a good deal of time there, and he 
says: 

I take this colony, as I am more conversant with this by personal obser- 
vation and interviews with prominent woolgrowers that Toide there. My 
pani observations were made in 1883; my last interview was with Mr. 

amuel McCaughey, of Coonong, Urana, New South Wales, who visited 
Vermont in 1887 and 1888, and who made his headquarters at my home when 

urchasing Merino sheep to ship to Australia. home farm is located 
miles from Per He owns 1,200,000 sheep, which graze on 3,500,000 
acres of land; 2,000,000 acres he owns and 1,500, he rents of the govern- 
ment at2cents per acre, the lease ru in some instances thirty-five 
years, and all permanent improvements e by him on this rented land is 
paid for by the government. He estimates that on an average it takes 3 
acres of land to keep a sheep one year; and as they have no frost or snow 
during the year they require no hay or pan, and his farm being inclosed 
2 1 or 3 containing 1,000 to 2,000 acres, he requires no shepherd 
e ocks. 

Mr. McCaughey has at different times in the years past hired others to kee 
sheepfor him, and paying 9 cents per head for one year's keeping; and m4 
this price he claims that the person keeping the sheep clears 3 cents a head, 
as he rents the land of the Government at 2 cents per acre, and it takes only 
three acres to keep a sheep a year. Mr. McCaughey’s sheep shear on an 
average 5 pounds per head, and it costs a trifle less than 2 cents per pound 
to grow woul in New South Wales when you hire them kept, or a e over 
1cent when kept on rented land. 

The cost of 1 wool from 88 toSydney by rail is one-half 
cent per pound. om Sydney to New York or Boston by sailing vessels 
the freight is 1 cent per porna and by steamer from Sydney to San Fran- 
cisco, and thence by rail to our Atlantic seaports, costs 3 cents per pound, 
making the total cost of growing and transporting wool a less than 
5 cents per pound. 


Australia is producing an enormous quantity of wool and con- 
stantlyincreasing her flocks. She can supply us. She can land 
it at a cost of a little less than 5 cents a pound in New York. 

Mr. President, is there a farmer in the United States, whether 
in the cold North, where you must feed your sheep six months 
in the year, or even in Texas, where yon need not feed them at 
all, but may keep them out during the year in the open coun- 
try—is there a farmer there,even, who can compete with Aus- 
tralia in raising wool if she can land that wool in New York for 
5 cents a pound? 

Mr. POWER. And make a diving 

Mr. FRYE. Well,and make a living; that is better. And 
yet the deliberate proposition, deliberately considered, deliber- 
ately proposed by the committee, with all of the other side of 
the Chamber pledged as deliberately to support anything which 
comes from that committee, whether right or wrong, is that 
there shall be no duty on wool, and that our farmers shall be 
exposed to that competition. 

Phe Senator from Mississippi thinks it is very strange that I 
take the attitude that the duty on sugar is a tax paid by the con- 
sumer, while the duty on manufactured goods is not a tax paid 
by 155 consumer; and yet the difference is as broad as the earth 
itself. 

Mr. GEORGE. I explained that. Š 

Mr. FRYE. Then the Senator in his own mind is not dis- 
turbed about it. : 

Mr. GEORGE. I explained the difference between sugar and 
other things. Lagreed to your theory. I acknowledged your 
explanation to be correct that the area for the production of 
sugar is limited. ý 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like the Senator from Mississippi to 
speak loud enough to be heard. A 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator from Tennessee does not com- 
plain thatI do not per loud enough? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Maine was speaking loud 
enough, but I did not hear a word the Senator from Mississippi 
said; and if not strictly confidential I think the Senate ought 
to hear what s here. 

Mr. GEORGE. I said tothe Senator from Maine that I had 
explained the difference between sugar and other things. I said 
there was a reason, and I gave the reason, I even agreed to his 
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own theory (and he answered it himself and acknowledged the 
the explanation to be correct) that the area for the production 
of sugar is so limited itcould not be extended to the extent of 
producing all the sugar consumed in the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. Thatwas trueup to 1890. There never had been 
up to that time any particular encouragement that we ever could 
make a success of sugar-raising in thiscountry. We undertook 
to tryanewplan, a pouty pian, and that, while it lasted, worked 
admirably. It gave the friends of the beet-sugar industry en- 
couragement to believe that by giving them the time allowed in 
the act they would supply all the sugar we needed in this coun- 
try. If under that bounty, or under prone either, sugar be- 
came a successful industry in the United States, then the policy 
of protection would apply to it, and the price of sugar would go 
down under the force of competition here at home. 

Now, as to wool. Why will not the duty on wool operate pre- 
cisely the same as the duty on manufactured goods? The Sen- 
ator loses sight of one thing, and that is that his side is claim- 
ing that wool is a raw material. In any raw material or in any 
product nearly so there is the least possible amount of labor, is 
there not? Then there is the least possible chance to save by 
machinery or by invention or by organization the cost of pro- 
duction. That is absolutely true of wool. Jf we in this country 
could get up a competition in the raising of wool by the inspira- 
tion of which we would introduce new methods of raising sheep, 
of producing lambs, of shearing, of feeding sheep, and all that 
sort of thing, then the same result would follow from a duty on 
wool as from one on manufactured goods; but not until then. 

It is only by competition, inspired by a protective tariff, in a 
successful industry, with an opportunity for the use of economy, 
skill in management, in organization, the invention of new ma- 
chinery, that we are able to pay higher and constantly increas- 
ing wages, and still keep down the price of the product. That 
does not apply to the production of hides or to the raising of 
sheep, and in neither case would a duty reduce the cost to any 
great extent. Ihave no doubt about this. The production of 
wool has been enormous in the Argentine Republic; they have 
increased their flocks to about 100,000,000sheep, producing nearly 
500,000,000 pounds of wool a year. 

In 1860 they did nothave a quarterof that. In Australia they 
have been increasing in the same ratio; and so too here. The 
Senator must remember that atthe same time we have been im- 
proving breeds of shevp so that woolgrowing has gone up in the 
Argentine Republic from 2 pounds in a sheep to 51 pounds, in 
Australia from 2 pounds to 5 pounds, in the United States from 
2+ pounds to 5 pounds to a sheep. 

Mr. POWER. Fully seven. 

Mr. FRYE. Fully seven. So the result is that there has 

2en an enormous increase in the production of wool the wide 
world over. That, of course, has reduced the price. The mo- 
ment the 1 is beyond the demand, down the price goes. 
There is no doubt about that. But the Senator must remember 
that up to one year ago the price of wool in the United States as 
compared with the price in Liverpool showed that our farmers 
got the full benefit of the duty on wool, the price being that 
amount higher right along, quotation after quotation, in the 
United States. So the farmers received the benefit. 

Mr. President, I beg the Senate’s pardon for indulging in a 
speech; I only intended when I took the floor to say a few words. 

Mr. QUAY resumed the speech begun by him yesterday. 
After having spoken fifteen minutes— 

Mr. HARRIS said: I desire to ask the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania if he has reached a point in his remarks where it will 
convenient for him to yield to me? 

Mr. QUAY. It will always be convenient for me to yield to 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator is kind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yields to the Senator from Tennessee. 


[Mr. QUAY’S speech will be published entire aftér it shall 
have been concluded. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I perhaps need not refer to 
the fact that we have been debating the general principles of 
tariff taxation since the 2d of April. We have been two days 
on the woolen schedule in general debate, debating everything 
else quite as much as wool. [should be exceedingly glad if we 
could get a unanimous consentagreement to apply the five-min- 
utes rule to this schedule. The senior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who has been ill for a couple of days, de- 
sires to submit some remarks upon the woolen 9 to-mor- 
row morning, and I think he ought to have the opportunity to 
do so, but I will ask unanimous consent that after he shall haye 
submitted his remarks to-morrow morning, the debate upon the 
various paragraphs and amendments to the schedule shall be 
limited to five minutes to each Senator. 


Mr. QUAY. Do I understand the Senator from Tennessee as 
gp a present for a unanimous consent agreement or merely 
as giy g notice that he will ask for such an agreement to-mor- 
row 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam asking itnow. 

_Mr. QUAY. Ishall feel it my duty to object at the present 
time, but I suggest—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwas going to remark, if the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will allow me, that if Senators desire to make set 
speeches on the woolen schedule, I for one will stay with them 
to-night as late as they may desire. I desire to deprive noSen- 
ator of his opportunity, but I do feel that there is an imperative 
duty resting upon me and those who are associated with me to 
try to make progress with the bill. 

r. LODGE. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. QUAY. Before yielding I wish merely to suggest to the 
Senator from Tennessee that ifhe will withdraw his request for 
the present and renew it to-morrow afternoon the conditions in 
the Senate may be somewhat changed. To-night, as I said, I 
can not consent to such an agreement. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
not say to-morrow afternoon. , k 

Mr. QUAY. Thatis my 8 

Mr. LODGE. Iwill state to the Senator from Tennessee that 
I do not desire to make a very long speech on the wool question, 
but I do wish to speak more than five minutes; and I should like 
to have time to speak to-morrow as I have been pretty closely 
confined in a committee room all day. Therefore, I hope the 
Senator will not press his request for the application of the five- 
minute rule quite so soon. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam satisfied as to the duties of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. I know he has been engaged on other duties 
which are confining. I think thereisabsolute merit in his sug- 
gestion, and if I could get the unanimous consent agreement 
after the Senatorfrom Rhode Island and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts shall have been heard, I should be glad to do it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I say ditto to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. I wish tomakesome remarks which will not occupy along 
time, but which will occupy more than five minutes. ig suggest 
to the Senator from Tennessee that we go on to-morrow under 
the five-minute rule, but with permission to any Senator who de- 
sires to speak longer to speak longer. [Laughter.] Ithink that 
would be the most amicable and the most satisfactory arrange- 
ment which could possibly be made. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thatis an India-rubber expansive idea which 
I can not quite take in. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will not this 
evening press any request for a unanimous consent agreement. 
I feel that it is my duty, representing a State which has woolen 
manufactories, to sa; something as to how our people feel about 
the removal of the uty on wool. The Senator from Tennessee 
knows that I have not made any set speeches on the tariff, and I 
do not propose to do so, but [can notsay what I desire tosay in five 
minutes or ten minutes. I do not make any long speeches on 
this subject. Ithink we had better run on to-morrowas we have 
gone on to-day. We should have proceeded a good deal faster 
if the entire debate to-day had, as usual, been confined to this 
side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know there are quite a number of Senators 
who desire to speak to-morrow. There are certainly twoothers 
besides those who have mentioned the fact that they desire to 
speak. I do not think there is the slightest disposition to delay 
the woolen schedule in any way. Certainly by Friday morning 
we can go on under the five-minute rule, and I hope we can do 
so to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Iowaallow me? I have 
been advised of some amendments which are likely to be pro- 
posed when we proceed with the consideration of the woolen 
schedule in detail, which will be pretty important and can 
scarcely be disposed of under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ofcourse, such an agreement requires unani- 
mous consent. I was not aware that important amendments 
were to be offered, but I suppose there will be important amend- 
ments presented. as this is a very important schedule. Indeed, 
I supposed that this schedule would take a full week. I believe 
we have occupied now only two days upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Especially on the woolen schedule, two days. 
The Senator from Iowa is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that 
he at least postpone the consideration of his request until to- 
morrow. The Senator from Rhode Island will be here and will 
make such obseryations as he may desire. Other Senators will 
do likewise, and porhapa by Friday we can make some arrange- 
ment, and possibly we may do so to-morrow. 
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Mr. DUBOIS. Lhope the Senator from Tennessee will not 
press his request now. As has been shown to-day, the North- 
western Senators especially take a great interest in this ques- 
tion. Sixty per cent of all the sheep in the gountry are in the 
Rocky Mountain region. The Senator fromColorado[Mr, TEL- 
LER] told me just before he left the Chamber that he desires to 
submit some remarks in regard to free wool. It occurs to me 
that this is a very legitimate subject of debate. Therefore I 

that the Senator from Tennessee will not insist on his re- 
quest to limit debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. In answer to the Senator from Iowa I will 
state that I am raising no question about intentional delay. 
What I complain of is the delay itself. That is the misfortune 
of the Senate and the country. But in view of the various sug- 
gestions which I am compelled to respect (and whether com- 
pelled or not a single objection checkmates me) I will adopt the 
suggestion of the Senator from Pennsylvania - QUAY] and 
postpone my request until to-morrow. I will repeat it to-mor- 
row, however, and I hope with much better success than this 


evening. 

Now, Mr. President, I am inclined to move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr.CAREY. Willthe Senator from Tennessee withdraw his 
motion and yield to me for one minute, that I may call upa 
private pension bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly; I yield to the Senator from Wy- 


oming. 
JOSEPH W. FISHER. 


Mr, CAREY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
3 of the bill (S. 1957) to increase the pension of Joseph 
8 er. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been d 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment: In line 7, 
before the word dollars,“ to strike out *‘ one hundred and in- 
sert * seventy-two,” so as to make the bill read: 


now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. j 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. Imove that the Senate proceed to the con- 
8 of executive 1 Fae 
e motion was agreed to; © oe een ae 
consideration of executive business. After twelve minutes t 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and {at 6 o'clock 
and 7 minutes p. m.] the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, June 14, 1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 13, 1894. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


Joseph R. Jewell, of Olean, N. Y., to be agent for the Indians 
of the New York Agency in New York, vice Augustine W. 
Ferrin, to be removed. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

John M. Evans, of Missoula, Mont., to be register of the land 
office at Missoula, Mont., vice Robert Fisher, to be removed. 

John W. Wehn, jr., of Wilber, Nebr., to be register of the 
land office at Alliance, Nebr., vice Frederick M. Dorrington, re- 
signed. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


William C. hy, of Missoula, Mont., to be receiver of 
8 moneys at ula, Mont., vice John B. Catlin, to be re- 
moved. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Franklin G. Holbrook, to be postmaster at Minneapolis, in the 
reson A of Hennepin and State of Minnesota, in the p of Wil- 
liam D. Hale, whose commission expired June 10, 1894. 

John T. French, to be postmasterat Hammonton,in the county 
of Atlantic and State of New Jersey, in the place of George 
Elvins, whose commission will expire June 14, 1894. 

Elliott P. Kisner, to be postmaster at Hazleton, in the count; 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Bide W. 
Wilde, whose commission expend April 28, 1894. 


J. Albert Jones, to be postmaster at Marcellus, in the county 
of Ca and State of Michigan, in the place of Joel J. Nash, re- 
moved. 

John Murray to be postmaster at Port Huron, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Michigan, in the place of 2 
A hanes Ff. The 

es E. Thomas, to be postmaster at Battle Creek, in the 
county of — Statoro! Michigan, in the place of Wil- 
liam H. Mason, whose commission exp June 2, 1894. 

Charles M. T to be postmaster at Fenton, in the count; 
of Genesee and of Michigan, in the of Lewis V. 
Curry, whose commission will expire June 27, 1894. 

CHIEF OF BUREAU OF INDEXES AND ARCHIVES. 


Pendleton King, of North Carolina, to be chief of the Bureau 
of Indexes and Archivés in the Department of State, vice John 
H. Haswell, resigned. 

UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

John H. Miller, of Kentucky, to be consul of the United States 
stn Stanley, Falkland s, vice Henry S, Lasar, re- 
0 i 

John B. Gorman, of Geren; to be consul'of the United States 


at Matamoras, Mexico, to fill a vacancy. . 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 13, 1894. 
CONSUL, 


William J. H. Ballard, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Hull, England. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George E. Van Kennen, of New Yerk, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Oswegatchie, in the State of New York. 
PENSION AGENT. 

H. Trimble, of Keokuk, Iowa, to be pension agent at 
Rage f 3 x ag 


NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 

Charles F, Stone, af New Hampshire, to be naval officer of 
customs in the district of Boston and Charleston, in the State of 
Massachusetts. A 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 


Charles S. Bundy, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 
the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 

William C. Harper, of the District of Columbia, to be justice 
of the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 

Charles F. Scott, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 
the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 

POSTMASTERS. 

William M. Reed, to be postmaster at Morris, in the county of 
Grundy and State of Illinois. 

Albert H. Jones, to be 
of Licking and State of Ohio. 

George S. Laird to be postmaster at Chelsea, in the county of 
Washtenaw and State of Michigan. 


r at Granville, in the county 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 13, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. 
p REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting the report of the Director of the 
Mint forthe calendar year 1893; which was ordered to be printed. 

WETMORE & BRO., ST. LOUIS, MO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 210) for 
the relief of Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, Mo. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the objection to this 
bill having been withdrawn, I ask unanimous consent for its 

consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was laid before the House on yes- 
terday, but was withheld until to-day by consent. The Clerk 
will again report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed 
to pay to Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, Mo., the sum of 8220, being the 
amount in part of fees due to them as attorneys in colored bounty cases, re- 
tained and covered into the Treasury. > 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. CO 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were severally referred as below: 

A bill (S. 1483) to correct the military record of Elisha B. 
Bassett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 205) for the relief of John F. W. Dette—to the Com- 
mittee on. Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 685) to amend an uct entitled “An act to divide the 
8 district of North Dakota,” ete.—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

A bill (S. 1319) for the relief of E. Douglass, late Indian agent 
at White Earth Agency—to the Committee on Claims. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had e i and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill E R.1127) for the relief of Francis M. Tomlin; and 

A bill (H. R. 5778) to supply a deficiency in the grant of public 
955 to the State of Mississippi for the use of the State 
sity. 


niver- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1390) providing an additional circuit judge in the 
eighth judicial circuit; 

A bill (S. 1478) providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
seventh judicial circuit, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1813) providing an additional circuit judge in the 
ninth judicial circuit. 


BARRY HOSPITAL, HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
at granting the use of certain lands in the Hot Springs Reser- 
vation, in the State of Arkansas, to the Barry Hospital. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby granted to the Barry Hospital of 
the city of Hot Springs, in the State of Arkansas, a charity hospital duly 
organized and chartered under the laws of the State of Arkansas, the right 
to oceupy, improve, and control, for the purpose of thereon a hos- 
pital for the use and benefit of the poor, and for no other purpose whatever, 
any of the lots, pieces, or parcels of land, situate in the county of Garland 
and State of Arkansas, now owned by the Government of the United States 
to be selected by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, Said hospital shall 
not be located on reservation which embraces the hot springa: Pro- 
vided, That the United States reserves to itself the fee and the right forever 
to resume possession and occupy any portion of said lands whenever in the 
judgment of the President the exigency arises that should require the use 
and appropriation of the same, or for such other disposition as Congress 
may determine. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, Iwish to ask the gentleman from 
Arkansas whether there is any limit to the amount of land that 
may be used for this A purponar " 

r. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. It is limited by the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary. The bill calls for a suitable lot, and 
the selection of it is left to the discretion of the Secretary. I 
will 980 to the gentleman that t numbers of indigent sick 
from all over the Union go to Hot Springs, and this is the only 
hospital nate for them, and it is supported entirely by the 
munici i 

Itis simply desired that the hospital may be allowed to oceupy 
this land, with the right on the part of the Government to re- 
sume possession at any time, atoaga, in point of fact, under 
existing law, the proceeds of all that land is devoted to Govern- 
ment purposes there. 

1 5 AYNE. I know it is theoretically, but not by law, I 
ie ve. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Yes; that is the exist- 
inglaw. The proceeds of that land are to go to care for the 
waterand carry out the Government's policy at Hot Springs. 

Mr. PAYN E. I think that if the Government could get rid 
of all that land there, it would be a benefit to the Treasury. 

we BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Well, that is another 
question. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has this bill been acted upon by any House 
committee? : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Oh, yes; the bill has 
passed the Senate and has been reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I understand 
that this isa bill to authorize the occupation of some public land 
at Hot Springs, in the State of Arkansas, for Konal purposes? 


of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 8 than it has now. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Yes, sir; to grant that 
Tivilege to an existing hospital which needs better accommo- 
e bill provides that the hospital 
shall be permitted to occupy some suitable lot,upon which a 
larger buil than the existing one can be erected. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The only reason why I oc- 
cupy any of the time of the gentleman from Arkansas con- 
nection with this measure is this. Iam usually favorable to all 
bills of this character, but I had a bill passed through the House 
some days ago which is of the greatest importance to the peo- 
pe o my State, and that bill is held up at the other end of the 

pitol. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Well, if the gentleman 
has as a bill as mine I would like to help him reform the 
Senate in that cular. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wantit understood now, so 
that there will be no uncertainty about it, that if the Represent- 
atives of the State of Arkansas can hold up matters that are 
purely local to the State of Washington, I will see whether I 
can not hold up matters here that are purely local to the State 
of Arkansas. i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Iwill 3 the gentle - 
man that this bill is not local in its bearing. the indigent 
patients in this leva ay only five are from the State of Arkansas; 
all the others are from other States, and the hospital is main- 
tained entirely by the charity of the ee of the locality. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. As I have frequently said, I 
never inte in any matter that is local to my neighbors, but 
the bill to which I refer is of very great importance to my people 
and toa large section of the country. It would not only give 
employment to prone who are now out of e Serra but it 
would make land that is not worth a cent an acre in its natural 
condition worth $50 anacre. As that land now is, you could 
not raise a spear of grass upon it, but with proper irrigation it 
can be made very fertile, and there is any quantity of water go- 
ing to waste in that valley, but the gentleman from Arkansas 
stands in the way of the sg, CASA that bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of kansas. The gentleman does 
not méan, of course, that I have in any way obstructed the pas- 
sage of his bill? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No; not this gentleman; but 
there was objection on the other side. I want to say here and 
now, that upon general legislation I never object. But upon 
local legislation, if Iam to be held up by the Representative 
from Arkansas, I will see if I can not object. p 

Mr. COGSWELL. I hope the gentleman from Washington 
will not object. 

Mr. BURROWS. He does not object. 

Mr. COGSWELL. We have all got to follow the golden rule 
and do unto others as we would have them do unto us. We will 
take care of the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WILSON] by. 


and by. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


ELIZA K. STARR. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 3487, granting a pension 
to Eliza K. Starr, - 

The bill was read, as follows: 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
consider this bill, which, as the Chair understands, has been 
Hates from the Committee of the Whole. Is there objec- 

ion? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole on March 18 

reed toan amendment to this bill, which amendment the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “fifty,” in line 9, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-five,” and after the word month,“ in the same line, add the words, 
“in Heu of her present pension. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment reported 
from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask that the report be read. 


` 
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The report (by Mr. LOUDENSLAGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. awd, en 
1 a pension to Eliza K. Starr, have considered the same and submit the 
ollo report: 

The claimant is the widow of Col. Samuel H. Starr, United States Army, 
whose military record, as reported by the War Department, shows he en- 
listed as a private October 27, 1832, and was assigned to Battery O, Fourth 
United States Artillery, and discharged as a sergeant October 27, 1837. 

He as a private June 23, 1846, and was assigned to 8 
United States Engineers. Appointed brevet second lieutenant Second Dra- 
goons, to rank June 28, 1848, and accepted appointment July 14, 1848. 

Promoted to be second lieutenant, same regiment, July 15, 1848. 

Promoted to be first lieutenant, same regiment, November 10, 1851. 

Promoted to be captain, same regiment, June 14, 1858. 

On August 29, 1861, he was granted leave until further orders to accept the 
colonelcy of the Fifth New Jersey Volunteers, and disch: from the vol- 
unteer service October 20, 1862, and rejoined the regular service in his old 
regiment. He was brevetted major, United States Army, May 4, 1862, for 

ant and meritorious services in the battle of Williamsburg, Va.,“ and 
peo to major of Sixth Cavalry April 25, 1863. He was brevetted lieu- 

mt-colonel June 21, 1863, for lant and meritorious services in action 
at U: e, Va.,“ and to colonel July 2, 1863, for gallant and meritorious 
ices in the Gettysburg campaign.” 

He was re from active service on December 15, 1870, with the full rank 
of ats command he held when he received his disabling wound—that of col- 
onel. 

The retiriiig board reported that he was 
‘ “Incapacitated for active service in consequence of the loss of his right 
arm 6 inches below the shoulder, said loss resulting from a hot wound 
received in the Une of duty in action at Fairfield, Pa., July 3, 1833. while 
holding the rank of major, Sixth United States Cavalry, and in actual com- 
mand of said regiment.” 

The medical records also show he was wounded in the face at the battle of 
— burg, Va., May 5, 1862, and that he died in Philadelphia November 


tis shown by the testimony on file in the Pension Department that the 
claimant was married to the soldier in 1841, and by other testimony on file 
in said office and amdavits filed with the committee, that the widow is with- 
out means of support and is dependent for her maintenance upon her two 
daughters, one a widow with two children, the other unmarried, and who 
are compelled to earn their own living. 
Your committee, after a full and careful consideration of all the facts, be- 
lieve this bill to be meritorious and its passage is recommended with the fol- 


loving. amendments: 

Strike out the word “fitty,” in line 9, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-five;" and after the word month,“ inthesame line, add the words 
in lieu of her present pension.“ 


The amendment adopted by the Committee of the Whole was 
reed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: 

A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza K. Starr, 


On motion of Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill passed was laid on the table. 


SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 


Mr. HUNTER. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty here- 
tofore made with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed tothe 
Territory of Utah, and providing for settling them down in sev- 
eralty where they may so elect and are qualified, and to settle 
all those not electing to take lands in severalty onthe west forty 
miles of present reservation and in portions of New Mexico, and 
for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the 


age of this act the Secre! 
in severalty, to be made to Aiad 


him qualified to take the same out of the cultural lands embraced 2 

ir present reservation in Colorado, such allotments to be made in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the act of Congress approved February 8, 
1887, entitled An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
Indians on the various reservations and to extend the protection of the laws 
of the United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other pur- 
poses,” and the.treaties heretofore made with said Indians. 

Suc. 3. That for the sole and exclusive use and occupancy of such of said 
Indians as may not elect or be deemed qualified to take otments of land 
in severalty, as provided in the preceding section, there shall be, and is 
hereby, set apart and reserved all that portion of their present reservation 
lying west of the range lying between ra: 13. and 14, west of the New Mexico 
principal meridian, and also all of townships 31 and 32of ranges 14, 15, and 16 
West of the New Mexico principal meridian, and lying in the Territory of 
New Mexico, subject. however, to the right of the Government to erect and 

tain agency buildings thereon and to grant rights of way through the 
same for oads, irrigation ditches, highways, and other necessary pur- 
poses; and the Government shall maintain an agency at some suitable place 

on said lands so reserved. f 
of this act 


United States, and shall be subject to entry under the desert, homestead, 
and town-site laws and the laws governing the disposal of coal, mineral, 
stone, and timber lands; but no settler receive a title to any 

of such lands at less than $1.25 per acre: Provided, That before lands 
shall be opened to public settlement the Secretary of the Interior shall cause 


the improvements belt to the Indians on the lands now occupied 
them to be appraised oe ge a 


dat public sale to the highest bidder, — 


improvements on lands allotted to the Indians in accordance with the ya 
ons of this act. No sale of such improvements shall be made for less 


than the appraised value, and the seve: asers of said improvements 
sani ne thirty days after the issuance of the President's e 


ferenzeright of entry of the lands upon which the rovements 
pure! by him are situated: Provided 5 3 — That the BRIA urchase 
Shall not exceed 160 acres; And provided further, That the pro of the 
sale of such improvements s be paid to the Indians owning the same, 
SEC. 5. That out of the moneys first realized from the sale of said lands so 


to be equally divided among all of said Indians per capita, irrespective of 


age or sex; also the sum of $20,000 of said proceeds be d to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, who shall invest the samein sheep and divide thesaid 
sheep among the In 


retary of the Interior may in his discretion cause to be paid any or all of the 
above sums of money out of the trust fund now held for said re the 
Government, and shall cause the same to be replaced from the pr s of 
the sale of said lands to be opened for settlement. 


The Committee on Indian Affairsrecommended the following 
amendments: 

That the words “and to carry out the prorisiong of the treaty made with 
said Indians June 15, 1880,” be added to the title. 

That the words “and the treaty made with said Indians June 15, 1880, be 
carried out as herein provided and as further provided by eral law for 
settling Indians in severalty,”’ be added to and made a part of section 1. 

That after the word “approved,” in lines of section 2, the words June 15, 
1880,” be inserted; and in e 13 of the same section, after the word ‘pur- 
poses,” “and the amendments thereto as far as applicable hereto,” be in- 


se 

That after the word “acre,” in line 13 of section 4, the words “ and shall be 
required to make a cash payment of 50 cents per acre at the time filing is 
made apon any of said lands” bə inserted. 

That in line 4 of section 5 the word ‘‘five” be substituted for the word 
“ten,” and the word “ten” for the word “five.” 

anas all of section 5after the words “ Ute Indians” in line 19 be stricken 
ou 

That there shall be added to and become a part of section 5 the words: 
“That not herein provided shallin any manner beconstrued to change 
or interfere with the right of said Indians under any other existing treaty 
regarding any annuities or trust funds or the interest thereon.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman for unanimous consent to consider this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

The title of the bill was amended by adding the following 
words: 

And to carry out the provisions of the treaty with said Indians June 15, 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill passed was laid on the table. 


THOMAS RHYS SMITH. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 499) to provide for the adjustment 
and payment of the claim of Thomas Rhys Smith for work done 
and materials furnished for the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author: 
ized and directed to examine and adjust the claim of Thomas Rhys Smith 
against the Government of the United States for work done and materials 
furnished for the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me., under a contract be- 
tween said Thomas Rhys Smith and the United States, and determine what 
amount of work was done and materials furnished thereunder, the amount- 

on account thereof, and the balance remaining unpaid, which balance 
eshall certify to the proper accounting officers for payment in the manner 
prescribed by law; and for the payment of said claim the sum of $8,391.12, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any 


making any partens the Secretary of 


The SPEAKER. Is there ie ona to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 
Mr. BYNUM. I should like to hear the report. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection the report can be read. 
The report (by Mr. Loup) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 499) to pro- 
vide for the adjustment and 8 of the claim of Thomas Rhys Smith 
for work done and materials furnished, having had the same under consid- 
eration, . Raons the Senate report, and make the same, together with 
pa Exhibits A and B. a part of this report. 

e committee recommend that the House concur with the Senate in the 
passage of the bill, and that House bill 1102, covering same subject, lie upon 
phe table. 


[Senate Report No. 191, Fifty-third Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. ran entitled 
“A bill to provide for the adjustment and payment of the of Thomas 
Rhys th for work done and materials fornished for the breakwater at 
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Bar Harbor, Me.,“ having had the same under consideration, beg to submit 
the following report: 

Under contract with the War Department, entered into October 18, 1890, 
the claimant, Thomas Rhys 5 New York City, 


pleted on or before the 3ist day of December, 1891. Before all the stone 
required by the contract was placed the work on the part of the contractor 
stopped about the middle of November, 1891. Acco: to the contract, 
payments were to be made monthly for the stone delivered and accepted, re- 
serving 10 per cent from each payment until the whole contract was com- 


pleted and accepted. 

When the contractors stopped work the reserved 10 percentages on pay- 
ments made amounted to $1,908.07, and stone had been delivered at contract 
price, acco! to the report of the Chief of Engineers, amounting to $4,483. 
upon which no payment had been made. The work seems to have come to 
a standstill because of d ments between the contractor, Mr. Smith, 
and parties who were furnis sng She stone and placing it. Each of the par- 
ties made request to the chief officer in charge not to make payment to the 
other, and in the course of the correspondence it came to the knowledge of 
the office of the Chief of Engineers, War Department, that a paper, of which 
the following is a copy, had been given by Mr. T. Rhys Smith to Neelon & 
Shields, the parties actually furnishing the stone and piacing it: 

GREEN'S LANDING, ME., May 25, 1891. 
To whom it may concern: 

This memorandum is to certify that the contract for the cur with the 
city of Was n and the contract for depositing the stone on the break- 
water at Bar bor, Mount Desert, Me., which were taken by me, were 
taken for the sole benefit of the firm of Neelon & Shields, their heirs or 
assigns, subject to my ment with them for expenses and commission. 
These contracts were taken in the latter part of the summer of 1890. 

In witness whereof I have this day and date above mentioned set my hand 


and seal. j 
jamar] T. RHYS SMITH, 
itnessed: 
E. E. SPOFFORD. 
E. E. SPOFFORD, 
Justice of the Peace. 

PORTLAND, ME., June 2, 1891. 

Upon the disclosure of the above, it was decided by the Secretary of War 
that this paper evidenced such a transfer of the contract as to cause an an- 
nulment of the same under section 3737 of the Revised Statutes. There- 
upon, the contract being annulled, the work rem was n adver- 

ed, and the lowest bid for the part of the work which Mr. T. Rhys Smith 
would have performed, had he completed his contract, was $1.23 per ton, 
that is one-half a cent less per ton than the contract price under the con- 
tract with Mr. Smith. 

The bill having been referred to the Secretary of War for report, was re- 
turned, transmitting the above facts, with the following statement from the 
Chief of Engineers: 

No objection is therefore seen to the 8 of the bill. 

“THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
“ Brigadier- General, Chief of Engineers.” 

The report of the Chief Engineers was transmitted to your committee 
with the following indorsement: 

“Wan DEPARTMENT, June 16, 1882. 

“Respectfully returned to the chairman of the Committee on Claims, United 
States Senate, inviting attention to the preceding report of the Chief of En- 
gineers on the bill, from which it appears that no objection is known to its 

sage. 
usin “L. A. GRANT, 
“Assistant Secretary of War.” 


In view of the foregoing, your committee report back the bill (S. 3221) with 
the following amendment, and recommend its passage: 

Add to the bill the following: 

‘ Provided, That before making any payment the Secretary of War shall 
exact from said Thomas Rhys Smith a bond to the United States in the 
penal sum of 810,000, with sufficient sureties, to be approved by him, condi- 
tioned to indemnify the United Statesagainst any lawful claim of any other 
party or parties.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. eran for unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. ° 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MILLIKEN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I again ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 
7278) toamend the seventh section of the act entitled ‘‘An act 
to establish circuit courts of appeals, and to define and regulate 
in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the seventh section of the act entitled “An act to 
establish circuit courts of appeals, and to define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses,“ approved March 3, 1891, bé amended so as to read as follows: 

SEO. 7. ù where, upon a hearing in equity in a district court or in 
an existing circuit court, an injunction shall be granted or continued or a 
receiver a inted, by an interlocutory order or decree, ina cause in which 
an appeal from a final decree may be taken under the provisions of this 
act tothe circuitcourtof appeals, an appeal may be taken from such inter- 
locutory order or decree granting or continuing such injunction or a; 
pointing such receiver to the circuit court of appeals: Provided, That the 
appeal must be taken within thirty days from the entry of such order or 
decree, and it shall take precedence in the appellate court; and the proceed- 
ings in other respects in the court below shall not be ed, unless other- 
wise ordered by that court, during the pendency of such appeal. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 


mous consent for the pressnt considerationof this bill. Isthere 
objection? 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. NER] explain the effect of this 
modification of the statute. . 

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the gentleman can make 
an explanation. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, this is a renewal of 
the request made by me last week for the immediate considera- 
tion of this bill, and some explanation was made on that occasion 
as to its effect. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] pre- 
ferred to take time to consider it. He has since examined the 
bill, and he has informed me that he has no objection to it. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is the same matter that was up last week? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The same matter. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I have no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time, 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. TURNER of Georgia, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

LEAVE TO SIT DURING THE SESSION. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
SHELL] desires to obtain consent that the Committee on Venti- , 
lation and Acoustics may sit during the sessions of the House. 
If there be no objection that leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAU- 
GEN] asks to have a reprint of a bill, the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5745) to limit the effect of the regulation of commerce between 
the several States and with foreign countries in certain cases. 


The SPEAKER. The print of this bill has been exhausted, 
and, without objection, a reprint will be ordered. 
There was no objection. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

BOATNER, for ten days, on account of important business. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. . 

The committees were called for reports. 

UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported a bill (H. R. 7384) to provide for the appointment of 
United States commissioners and to define their jurisdiction, 
powers, and duties; which was read a first and second time, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed and re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 


ARKANSAS, TEXAS AND MEXICAN CENTRAL RAILWAY. 


Mr. PENDLETON of Texas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. 7335) to grant the Arkansas, Texas 
and Mexican Central Railway Company a right of way through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was a 
first and second time, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


NAVY-YARD, SABINE PASS, TEXAS. 


Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 5777) to provide for the sclection of a site for the 
establishment ofa navy- yard and dry dock onor near Sabine Pass, 
in the State of Texas; which was read a first and second time, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed and re- 
pee to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

The call of committees for reports was completed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 


The motion was agreed to. 
nN the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts 


in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
6913) making appropriation for current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
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various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
or other ; 

The CHA MAN. On yesterday the committee ed over, 
on page 33, the paragraph between lines 6 and 13, with the un- 
derstanding that it was to be called up to-day. This action was 
taken at the request of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 


Non]. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, if I understood the inquiry of 
the gentleman from Illinois, it was as to why there was an ap- 
propriation of only $80,000 this year, while there was an appro- 
priston of $100,000 last year, I will state that the reason for 

his is that a part of the old appropriation remains unexpended, 
and the Indian Bureau say this amount will be sufficient for the 
Sra named. Furthermore the Sioux have a fund of $3,000,- 

rent half of the interest on that fund can be used for sub- 
sistence. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is this all that is asked by the In- 
dian Bureau? 

a PICKLER. Yes; the Bureau thinks this will be suffi- 
cient. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will 
resume the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WINNEBAGOES, 


For interest on $804,909.17, at 5 per cent per annum, per fourth article of 
treaty of November 1, 1837, and Joms resolution of July 17, 1862, and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior is here to expend said interest for the sup- 
port, education, and ci n Of said Indians, $40,245.45; 

For interest on $78,340.41, at 5 per cent per annum, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior for the erection of houses, im- 
provement of their allotments of land, Sets 889 of stock, cultural im- 
plements, seeds, and other beneficial objects, $3,917.02; in all, 162,47. 

Mr.LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, the committee offers the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of 36 insert the following: 
That the Secre of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to negotiate and effect, if practicable, an agreement with the Ogden 
igns, for the 7 nder and relinquish- 


found to have in and to any or all of the 
tion of Indians in the State of New York, if any found to exist. 
agreement made hereunder to be subject to ratification by Congress,” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that this isa com- 
mittee amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask 
the gentleman who offered the amendment if it provides for a 
commission? 

Mr. LYNCH. It does not apes how the Secretary is to do it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I understand the proposition 
perfectly. I understand that it emanates primarily from the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. HOOKER]. [understand all that; 
and I understand that it has been considered by the committee; 
but what I wish to get before the House and before the countr 
is, that we are continually, from year to year, treating wi 
these Indians for their lands, not in New York State, as that is 
probably all away, but throughout the West; we are on 
every Se ees bill providing for commissions to treat with 
the Indians for a cession of a portion of their land. 

These treaties come before the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and before Congress, and we very seldom have ratified any of 
them. Now, we have quite a number of such treaties—sixteen 
or eighteen—before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and we 
are not ratifying them. Congress has taken no action, and they 
are awaiting year after year for the ratification of these treaties. 
Something ought to be done by Congress one way or the other. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute for 
the amendment I offered yesterday, with the consent of the 
chairman of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the agreement 
was that the matter should be over until the conclusion 
of the reading of the bill, and then the committee would return 
to the paragraph suggested. 

Mr. FLYNN. My understanding is, that we could call it up 
at any time after giving the gentleman an opportunity to make 
an examination of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair now recollects that to bs the 
case, and the Clerk will report the amendment offered by the 
gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that being done if the 
committee is willing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On 25, insert after the word“ f 
23 That the W es in patents issued to the Citizen Band of 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I believe that this clears up all the bill that 
has been passed over, and we have gone back toall that we have 


agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. 
The Clerk read as follows: - : 


MISCELLANEOUS SUPPORTS. 


For support and civilization of the Apaches, Kiowas, Comanches, Wich- 
itas, and affiliated w. ave been co 
. „ „ upon the reservations set 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the committee have directed 
me to report the following amendment to that provision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 37, line 5, after the word 5 strike out “ninety and 
insert “one hundred;“ so as to read “one hundred thousand dollars,” 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr, Chairman, if I can get the at- 
tention of the committee I would like to ask where those 
Apaches referred to in that section are located? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Apaches are in Oklahoma. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. These are Indians in the Indian 
Territory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. They are not the Apaches further 
west? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; these are the Apaches, Kiowas, 
Commanches, Wichitas, and affiliated bands, and are located in 
the southwestern portion of Oklahoma. 

Mr. MADDOX. In and around Fort Sill, in the Indian Ter- 


ritory. 

Mr. CANNONof Illinois. Loffer an amendment to the amend- 
ment, making it $125,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have increased the appropriation to the 
estimate already. 

The amendment offered by Mr. CANNON of Illinois was read, 
as follows: 

mt as ” LES * * 
read 11000 ninety” and insert one hundred and twenty - ve; so as to 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, well, now the gentleman must remem- 
ber that these Indians receive $92,000 a year from the rent of 
their land in addition to the other provisions; and we have In- 
creased the SERED riation from $90,000 to $100,000, which I think 
is very liberal, as I assure the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would still be glad to have some 
specific information touching this appropriation. For the cur- 
rent year the amount appropriated for this same service is 
$125,000. The amount estimated for the coming year is $125,- 
000. The amount recommended by the bill—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is $90,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is $90,000. Now, the gentleman 
comes in and moves to increase the amount from $90,000 to $100,- 
000. Thus his amendment gives $25,000 less than the same serv- 
ice had for the current year, and $25,000 less than the Interior 
Department estimates in the estimates transmitted to ssn. ated 
Now, I am not prepared to say that the gentleman's amendment 
is wrong; but I may just as well be prepared to say that it ought 
to be $80,000, decreasing it $10,000, as I am that it ought to be 
increased to $100,000. 

Mr. HUNTER, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to my colleague 
from Illinois*that this particular item was discussed very fully 
before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and we had the officers 
of the Indian Department before us. They hesitated somewhat 
as to whether $90,000 was sufficient, but they were satisfied with 
$100,000 at the time, and so expressed themselves. It is under- 
stood this is all they desired to make that particular Depart- 
ment efficient. è 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman should be 
aware that these particular Indians receive a very large amount 
from their lands, and they also receive something like 810, 000 in 


the way of annvities. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. All I wanted was to ascertain the 
facts. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That is all they wanted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If this service is damaged on ac- 
count of insufficient sppeopristion for the coming fiscal year, 
then I want to know wherein it is to be injured, and let the re- 
sults of injury rest where it ough to. If the Department which 
sends this estimate, the official estimate, of $125,000 has any ad- 
ditional information that $100,000 is sufficient, then it ought to 
be somewhere in black and white. But I have accomplished 
my object in part when my colleague from Ilinois states, as he 
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did, that after investigation $100,000 is all that the administra- 
tion desires for this service. I understand that to be the fact. 
Mr. LYNCH. WII the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. LYNCH. That is not quite the fact. They were not sat- 
isfied with $100,000, The amount appropriated for these three 
tribes in the past has been: In 188) they had $390,000; in 1886, 
$375,000; in 1887, $325,000, and 1888, $300,000; in 1889, $275,000; in 
1890, $250,000; in 1891,$240,000; in 1892, $240,000; in 1893, $190,000; 
in 1894, $200,000. 

The Commissioner says in his letter here: 


That the reduction proposed by the bill will necessitate the reduction in 
next year of 1,000,000 pounds of beef and 30,000 pounds of flour. 


And, in his judgment, it is likely to provoke trouble. So that 
he takes into consideration, I take it, in the gradual reduction 
year by year the amount of money received from leases—— 

Mr. CANN ON of Illinois. The gentleman is giving informa- 
tion, if he will go ahead. 

Mr. LYNCH. He says that at the end of the letter— 

The appropriation for the Apaches, Kiowas, and Comanches should be in- 
creased at least 525,000. Even that appropriation would be $10,000 less than 
for the present year. 


Hence, I take it, that $115,000 this year would be satisfactory 
to the Department. ` 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will modify my amendment and 
make it $115,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope this: will not be done. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to complete what I have to 
say. The Interior Department gives a note of warning that 
this description of appropriation from e to year for the sup- 

ort and civilization of the Apaches, Kiowas and Comanches, 

ichita and i bands, contained in this proposition, 
will beget trouble. Now, whether this is right or wrong, for 
years and years we have entered upon and followed the policy 
of feeding these people; and if we do not feed them, as there are 
no more o; they go on the warpath. The gentleman recol- 
lects the outbreak in the Indian Territory, when “ Dull Knife ” 
went on the th and marched up to the Sioux through 
„leaving a track of fire and blood behind him, and that 
outbreak was put down at great 5 Now, so long as we 
pursue that policy, it seems we better appropriate some- 
thing near or substantially what the Department believes to be 
necessary, which is $125,000 now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Just a word more. And I therefore 
propo to amend the amendment so that the amount of money 

made $115,000, which is an increase of $15,000 over what 
the committee recommend. Therefore I shall stand by the 
amendment, and if trouble comes it rests upom the House rather 
than upon the Department. That is all I want to say. 

Mr. HUNTER. I want to say to my colleague that there is 
one item that he has not taken into account, and that is the fact 
that the landsof these Indians are et e in value, 
and the rents are constantly augmenting, which makes up the 
deficit which is supposed to exist in this bill, and that is the 
basis on which the committee acted in a large measure. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. ſs it nota fact that representatives 
of the Indian Bureau appeared before the committee and asked 
us to increase the appropriation to $110,000? 

Mr. HUNTER. Les, sir; that is true. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I hope this 
amendment of the gentleman from IIlinois may be adopted. In 
the consideration of this item it was reduced to 890, 000, and the 
Indian Office, as the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LyNcH]|has 
well shown, have stated that this will cause a reduction ofa 
million pounds of beef and 30,000 pounds of flour, and they go on 
to 1 e the significant remark that this will likely lead to 
trouble. 

Then they suggest how much should be appropriated, and I 
think that if they can get along with $115,000, which would be 
$10,000 less than was carried in the appropriation bill of last 
year, we ought to make the 1 on. This is a very im- 

rtant item, and I think we had better avoid trouble if possi- 

le, by making the appropriation 8115, 000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When the amount was fixed at $90,000 the 
Committee on Indian Affairs supposed that therents received by 
the Indians for their lands amounted to about $82,000, and I pre- 
sume that was the information of the Indian Office also at that 
time. Later we learned that those rents amounted to $92,000 
and were steadily increasing. 

That is one of the most fertile portions of Oklahoma, a region 
where advancement and progress ave naturally to be expected, 
and the committee thought that in increasing the amount from 
ninety thousand to a hundred thousand dollars, which would 
give those Indians $192,000, they were acting with great liber- 


ality.. I notice that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
passes by all the items where there is an increase. Where we 
made an increased appropriation for school buildings further 
back in the bill nota word was said, and when we come to the Arap- 
ahoes and Cheyennes further on, where there is an increase, 
nothing will be said, I presume, unless I call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact. But wherever there is a modest reduc- 
tion made the gentleman from Illinois is always on hand. 


hter. ] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me, I 
will say, in his time, that when an increase is recommended by 
a committee of which my friend from Indiana is chairman, that 
is so out of the usual course of proceeding that it seems to me it 
does not have to be challenged. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, Mr. C „it strikes me that 
this increase ought not to be made, for the simple reason that 
these Indians occupy a very fertile portion of the country, and 
have occupied it for many years, and the policy of the Govern- 
ment should be directed toward forcing, as fast as it can hu- 
manely, the Indian to care for himself. For this reason I think 
we ought to be vay cautious in increasing appropriations for 
the support of the Indians. A white man will not work if you 
give him all he wants, and the Indian certainly will not work 
unless you get him very og 8 

I believe it is best for the Indians that these decreases should 
be made every year- I believe that that is an educating policy 
for the Indian, and it certainly will not be productive of more 
suffering to him than every people in the world who have worked 
up through to a higher civilization. 

Mr. BLAIR. In view of the gentleman's great knowledge of 
this whole subject, I would like to ask his mas to the pro- 
Race of legislation looking to the early extinguishment of the 

dian Bureau, and whether he has in mind any method which 
would tend gradually, yet promptly, to that end. 

Mr. SMITH of E I woul like very much, Mr. Chair- 
man, toanswer the gentleman’s question, butit opens upso wide 
a field that it would not ke possible to deal with it under the 
five-minute rule. Briefly, however, I will say that my idea is to 
make the Indian a citizen.of the United States and a proper cit- 
izen, as early as possible. The more you keep doing for the 
Indian under the idea that you are go to Christian- 
ize him in fifteen or twenty minutes the less willbe his progress. 

He must be ht tol „as we all have to do, or have had 
to do at some portion of our lives, and until you get out of the In- 
dian the idea that he is better than an y else on earth, and 
that work is made for women and w. men to do, and not for 
an Indian chief, pou can do nothing with him. When you get 
that idea out of his head then you will get him started on the 
right road, but not before. S 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the gentleman think there is any real dif- 
ficulty in closing out this whole business within the next five 

ears 


y ? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I do not think you could ee do 
that with some of the tribes. Vou could do it easily, though, 
with many of the tribes. x 

Mr. BLAIR. With tribes in Arizona? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There are afew Indians there that 
the Indian Office pays little attention to now, those that we call 
the Pueblo Indians, who have been following some kind of farm- 
ing for the last three hundred years. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will ask the gentleman whether, in his opin- 
ion, the interest of the white race in the Indian Bureau is not 
greater than that of the Indian—whether it is not of greater 
pecuniary benefit to the white man than it is to the Indian? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Oh,I think not. I do not think 
the white man gets any 3 good out of it. I have never 
seen it do him any good, except, perhaps, where contracts are 
made to bring all the provender for the Indians from the East. 
That may help the constituents of some Eastern gentleman here, 
but it does not help the Western people at all. 

Mr. BLATR. ell, if it does not do the Western poopie an, 
goog would it not be well to look to its early abolishment an 

et the Indians take care of themselves? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes,assoonas that can be done; but 
we can not do it right now. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I will ask the gentleman 
whether he does not think a start should be made by diminish- 
ing the reservations. There are now about 120,000 reservation 
Indians, and they occupy about 5,000,000 acres of land. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes, they hold five times as much 
land as they ought to occupy. They are roaming over great 
areas of land now, and that tends to keep them in a wild state, 
because it keeps them removed from all sorts of civilizing and 
educating influences. As long as the Indian is allowed to occu 


reservations, some of which are as large as an Eastern State, ho 


will remain a wild Indian. 
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Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, this appropriation refers to In- 
dians who occupy lands in the Territory of Oklahoma. Bills 
have been pending for two or three apd past providing for the 


ceding of the surplus lands of those Indians to the Government. 
If the statements made by the gentlemen who appeared before 
the Indian Committee protesting t the ratification of 
those treaties are true, that the treaties were negotiated b 
commissioners on the part of the United States by force, and al- 
most at the point of the bayonet, through the aid of the mili- 
tary, then I think those Indians should be given all the relief 
that it is possible for the Government to give them. Residing 
among them as we do, I say that they are not peaceful Indians 
unless they are sufficiently fed. 

Give them enough to, eat on their reservations and they are 
ioe sy to stay there, but cut down the appropriations for their 
food and you will find Mr. Indian beginning to roam, and the 
moment he does that you will begin to hear complaints from the 
white settlers. I believe this bill should be so amended as to 
give the Indian every dollar that is necessary to furnish him 
ample rations. If the philanthropists in the t desire to aid 
the Indians, here isan 8 for them to do so. You will 
do the Indian more good by feeding him than by appointing 
cominissions to look after him. Feed him well and he will re- 
main quiet and cause no trouble to 8 

Mr. BLAIR. What sort of an idea would it be to cut up the 
reservations, leaving the Indian to occupy his section of land 
and the white man his section adjoining, so that the reserva- 
tion would be occupied by both whites and Indians, and the 
Indian would be taught civilization by example? 

Mr. FLYNN. The question of allotment of land to these 
blanket Indians isa problem that I do not see the solution of. 
For my own part, I believe the idea of allotting blanket Indians 
on quarter sections or a section of prairie land is wrong. Even 
though the Indian is supplied with farming implements he can 
not obtain a living in that way, for the simple reason that the 
white man who takes up the same land is often unable to get a 
living off it. : 

I really do not know what is the proper solution of this prob- 
lem. I realize the fact that we are constantly crowding the In- 
dian more and more off his reservations because we want more 
land for white settlement. But you can never crowd the Indian 
onto 160 acres, or even 1,000 acres, of prairie land in a country 
where it does not rain, and expect him to make a living off it, 
for the white man can not do that in many cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr.Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragraph be closed in ten minutes. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. HARTMAN, Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to ask 
the attention of the committee upon this question until later on 
in the consideration of this bill, but a question has been raised 
by the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] which I 

- desire to say a few words upon to this House—that is, a ques- 
tion as to what is an advisable Indian policy for this Govern- 
ment. It seems to me, sir, that the Indian policy of this Gov- 
ernment is radically wrong in this regard. e have proceeded 
here for years appropriating moneys for the purpose of support- 


ing great big buck Indians, any one of whom could take four 
average members of this House and throw them over hisshoulder. 
[Laughter.] 


We have given these men blankets, we have given them guns, 
we have given them ammunition, we have given them flour, ba- 
con, tobacco, sugar, coffee, and at the same time we have been 
saying to the poor widows of our owncountry, American women: 
“You must take in washing to support your families, or else go 
to the poorhouse.” Gentlemen, I say it is an infamous policy, a 
shame and a disgrace to the American Government. hy, sir, 
as I have said, we have given these big buck Indians, many of 
them physically equal to four white men, this subsistence year 
after year, and what has been the result? The result has been 
that fully 90 per cent of them are loafers to-day. Not a single 
one of them desires to do any manual labor. They do not want 
to work, and as long as the Government of the United States is 
foolish enough to appropriate for those big bullies, so long will 
they remain wards, sponges, and leeches upon the United States 
Government. : 

Now, what is the solution? Mr. Chairman, let.us proeeed by 
treaty to extinguish every right, if they have any, in the lands 
of the Indian reservations; let us purchase the lands and allot 
to them 160 acres each, and give them from five to ten years— 
not more than ten years—in which to improve those lands, and 
in which to give the Indians final title, and then say to those 
fellows, ‘‘ You rustle and earn your own living or starve.” 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that it is the duty of the 
American Government, whichis the voluntary guardian of these 
Indians, to say to them, We think more of you than we do of 
the citizens of our own Government.” 


But that is what we are doing to-day. You turn out some 
widow in this country, with five or six children to support, and 
compel her to do it by taking in washing. You say to these 
great, strong, buck Indians, physically superior to almost any 
stipe man, We will feed and clothe you from now till the end 
of time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what has been the inducement for the 
continuation of this policy? The inducement has been found in 
the philanthropic organizations of the East. I do not impugn 
their intentions, which are good; but, sir, the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. SMITH] hit the nail on the head the other day when 
he suggested that nothing was quite so dangerous as ignorant 
. people. And that is the trouble with this prop- 
osition. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, we can not, in the limited 
time allowed, enter into a full consideration of this Indian ques- 
tion; but just at this point, in the line of the few remarks that 
have been made by Western Representatives, who know some- 
thing of what they are talking about, I wish to say that I in- 
dorse many of the ideas which these gentlemen have put for- 
ward, and I also wish to take up, for a moment’s consideration, 
the question presented, whether the best method of civilizing 
these Indians may not be by interspersing white settlers among 
them, so that the white settlers may be an example to them of 
proper tamig and proper methods of earning a living. The 

ndians must live as white men must, by eating and by being 
clothed and sheltered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. COFFEEN. I fear my time is limited, but I will attempt 
to answer the gentleman's question. 

Mr. PICKLER. How would it be possible to do asthe gentle- 
man suggests, when the allotment laws always give the Indian 
the choice of the lands, and he goss and takes the best lands. 

Mr. COFFEEN. It would take thirty minutes instead of five 
to consider this question, and so I must leave some things unsaid. 
But living out on the borders of these reservations, as the gen- 
tleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] and the gentleman from Mon- 
tana [Mr. HARTMAN], and the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
FLYNN], and these other Western men do, we have learned some 
things that other members on this floor ought to learn from the 
Western Representatives, and which we would be glad to tell 
you if time permitted it. 

There is much more land given to the Indians in reservations 
than is proper. They have too much. I join in the sentiment 
that we must, by treaty, by purchase, and relinquishment, or 
by some other methods, cut down this vast territory in reser va- 
tions that often blocks the settlement of great tracts of Western 
country. That is one of the things that must be done. 

In the next place, you must realize that men who are trained 
in military occupations can not properly introduce the spirit of 
civilization among the Indians. We mustcivilize them through 
civilizing influences, through men and officers from civil life, 
and not through the military arm of the Government. Most of 
the Western Representatives on this floor will indorse that 
statement also. 

Then I want to say again that Indians, like white people, learn 
more by example than by precept. Therefore I shall favor, as 
soon as the time shall be found 5 with me it is op- 
portune now—the interspersing of white settlements all through 
these Indian reservations, right alongside of the Indians; not to 
deprive them of any rights which they have, and not in any 
manner to endanger the rights of the Indians in their allot- 
ments. I would increase their allotments to double or triple the 
amount which they are now allowed in that arid region, and I 
would still secure their lands to them by inalienable rights for 
a term of years, so that their lands can not be taken from them 
by white speculators before they learn the use and value of 
farming lands. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. COFFEEN. Yes, with pleasure. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. How would you provide for 
watering these arid lands which belong to the Indians? 

Mr. COFFEEN. I will take that up as the next thought, if 
time permits. I would provide for the watering of these lands, 
for the interspersing of white settlers, justas we provide for the 
watering of the lands of the Indians. And you who are not fa- 
miliar with these arid lands may begin to realize now, if never 
before, that neither white men nor Indians can make a living on 
these lands without irrigation. 

The construction of irrigation canals is a question too broad 
and too expensive for private and local and small ownerships to 
consider. It is therefore a State or national question, and this 


Will the gentleman allow me 


Congress will do a wise and proper thing if it allows two or three 
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days for the discussion of the irrigation question in the immedi- 
ate future; aud when that time is allowed this question can come 
up, and it. will be shown that irrigation works should be con- 
structed by State or National Government. t 

I would provide for the irrigation of the lands under national 
or governmental control for the white settlers, whom I would 
intersperse among the Indians, just as the Government now does 
for the Indians on some of the reservations, building these 
canals under proper surveys and utilizing the water to fertilize 
and reclaim these lands. Then, instead of a large allotment be- 
ing necessary, 40 acres, when well irrigated, will furnish a bet- 
terliving for an Indian, or a white man either, than 500 acres 
can now. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for debate on this 
amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I ask unanimous consent that 
we may continue this debate for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
WILSON] asks unanimous consent that the debate may be con- 
tinued for ten minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope that much time will 
not be taken, unless it is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish tos for three or four minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the time will be extended not to ex- 
ceed five minutes. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
WILSON] wishes five minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not object to the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
debate on this amendment be allowed to continue for ten min- 


utes longer? 
There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 


from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Chairman, I simply rise to resent the idea 
that there is any undue or improper stimulus, in the nature 
of philanthropic efforts, among the peopleof the East. Wehad 
the Indian question once and we applied the necessary rules and 

ulations to settle it. 

r. SMITH of Arizona. You did, indeed, 

Mr. BLAIR. And Ido not think the gentleman should make 
the suggestion that there is any inclination on the part of East- 
ern ple to deal with this question upon any other than prac- 
tical business principles, influenced as they ought to be by moral 
considerations. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman 
allow an interruption? 

Mr. BLAIR. My time is limited. Here are 250,000 ple, 
most of them savages, or on an ascending scale toward civiliza- 
tion, occupying an amount of territory which would well yield 
support to at least ten millions of civilized people. I do not con- 
nae that a savage race, or a civilized race for that matter, has 
that absolute and indefeasible title to any particular location of 
land, if the land is so misappropriated as to do essential mischief 
to the balance of human kind. 

You may recollect that Gladstone, in his proposed legislation 
with reference to the Irish question, laid down the principle 
that a nation has the right to so control the soil upon which it 
lives as to promote the general good, and if it be necessary to 
extinguish individual or private rights by general contribu- 
tion, that method o geen aa should be resorted to, it being 
a leading fundamental principle that in the end justice shall be 
done to the whole, and to the several individuals who compose 
the community. 

Now, this Indian question must inevitably very soon be re- 
solved upon different principles than those under which it is now 
being conducted. These 250,000 people must be brought under 
civilized conditions. We can not have among us this uncivil- 
ized, savage, barbarous element. Abraham Lincoln well said 
that this oey could not continue permanently half free and 
half slave, and it is equally true that it can not continue half 
civilized and half savage. The Indian must become civilized, 
or he must become extinct, or else his reflex influence upon our 
civilization will be such as to do infinite mischief unto it. 

Now, I am ready at any time to apply those general principles 
which our Western people so often advocate upon the floor of 
Congress. I believe the Indian Burean should itself be wiped 
out gradually, but very soon, and upon principles which will lead 
to the merging of the Indian into our civilization or to the ex- 
tinction of the Indian and his savagery altogether. 

Here the hammer jell) 

r. WILSON of Washington. One or two observations have 
been made by various gentlemen from the West in relation to 
the solution of what has been said upon the Indian problem. 

Mr. Chairman, I will draw one or two illustrations. 


Of course, if we are never to commence witha reduction of the 
reservations and of the appropriations, the Indian problem will 
not be settled in fifty or one hundred years, and if we continue 
on in the same manner and same way we are now going it wil} 
8 the Government of the United States not less than $200,- 


There are places, Mr. 
vations, that if Congress would do its duty could be closed up 


, and there are Indian reser- 


and disposed of forever. If we would ratify the agreements or 
remove the restrictions contained in the patent of the Puyallup 
Indians, they would have sufficient money to support and edu- 
cate them for all time. If they permit the Indian agent to dis- 
pose of the land above 165 acres, you would have sufficient money 
to support these Indians for all time. If you would take the 
Yakima Reservation, and permit a company to run irrigation 
ditches through there and make that land valuable, and permit 
the Indians to sell that land and take whatever it is worth, you 
will have enough money to support the Yakima Indians for all 
time, and we could dispose of that reservation. 

Now, the gentleman speaks about placing a white man on 160 
ucres and an Indian on another 160 acres. That is aniridescent 
dream; it is impossible. In my State I remember, away back 
that an Indian named Quinamozee came to me and made final 
proof upon his land. He was then 75 years of age. He had 
taken up an Indian homestead. White settlers surrounded him 
and he wanted to go over to the Coeur d’Alene Indian Reserva- 
tion in order to educate his children; and I went before the Sec- 
re of the Interior and asked for his favorable recommenda- 
tion for removal of the restrictions; and he recommended that 
it be not allowed. That Indian could have gotten $3,000, 4,000, 
or $5,000 for his land. He was old, and wanted to educate his 
children; but he was not permitted to do so. 

The great fault in all this business is that we are 3 
the Indians off the reservations. The Government of the Unite 
States ought to continue its appropriation for the education of 
children upon the reservations. Teach them to be clean, to be 
thrifty, to labor, to have one wife, then give them a primary 
education and tell them they must take care of themselves the 
same as anybody else. But it we go on giving to the 250,030 In- 
dians that are in the United States to-day, who own, outside of 
any treaties that have been made with them, 90,000,000 acres of 
land to roam over, it is an iridescent dream to talk about civil- 
izing them or to teach them anything. 

Now, you may sendsome to Carlisle or to Hampton, and there, 
perhaps, they will be taught to be harness-makers or tinners, or 
any other kind of industrial trade. Then, when they go back to 
the reservation, what use have they for a tinner or for a sad- 
dler? Ina little while the coat disappears and the blanket is 
worn; in a little further time the trousers disappear and then 
the leggings are worn; and in a little while the moccasin, and 
then the young Indian is back to idleness and filth, and nothing 
has been accomplished by this education you have given them 
away from the reservation. 

Let us give the Indian a proar education; teach him to 
plow, to sow, and to reap, and then let us tell him, “ Vou must 
take care of yourself.” not are him a large body of land. 
The Indian is not capable of cultivating over 80 acres of land. 
Now, there are over 320 acres in the United States for each In- 
dian, one-hundredth part of which receives no cultivation. The 
Indians on the Coeur d’Alene Reservation are taught to work. 
I went there a few years ago with an ctor, and we wanted 
to go to take a steamboat, and we asked old Chief Saltee to let a 
man go with us, and he told us they were all at work and none 
of them could go. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question will be taken on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois to make the appropriation $115,000. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 50. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered in behalf of the committee, increasing the appropriation 
from $90,000 to $100,000. - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and civilization of the Arapahoes and Cheyennes who have 
— collected on the reservations set apart for their use and occupation, 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to reduce this amount to 
$75,000, by striking out $90,000 and inserting $75,000. 
The Clerk read as follows: - 
Strike out “ninety ” and insert seventy-ve;“ so as to read: he Sa a 
on 


and civilization of the Arapahoes and Cheyennes who have been collec 
the reservations set apart for their use and occupation, $75,000." : 
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Mr. CANNON of Ilinois. I doit for this purpose, and Ido not 
know that I want the amendment adopted. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know you do not. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. But Ido itfor the purpose of find- 
ing out whether 1 do or not. For the current year the amount 
appropriated for this pa se was $75,000. The estimate for the 
fiscal year, made by the Interior Department, is 875,000. Now, 
for some reason or other, without any estimate, so far asI know 
the Committee on Indian Affairs recommends an increase o 
$15,000. Now, I would be very glad to know why, because there 
must be a good reason for cutting down thatitem we have just 
pona and increasing this item; and I would like to know what 

tis. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will allow me, I do not 
think friend would have called attention to that increase 
if I not mentioned a moment ago the fact that I did. 
Wherever an increase is made the gentleman seems to think it 
is good, and where a decrease is made that it is not good. 

here we improve certain buildings the gentleman overlooks 
the increase. The difference is this: A Committee on Indian 
Affairs that does not understand something about the Indian in- 
terest would clearly be incompetent to report a measure to the 
House. That is all there is ut it. 

Now, the committee in the consideration of these items have 
taken into account that there has been an enormous shrinkage 
in values in this country, a shrinkage in the price of em fl 
ment and the value of the products, of clo g and of s 
and we therefore thought that there could be a fair reduction 
made in the appropriations carried in this bill, But as to these 
Arapahoes, the case is this: The Apaches, the Kiowas, the Com- 
manches, and the Wichitas who occupy the southwestern por- 
tion of Oklahoma still hold all their s, They lease them 
out, and they receiye $92,000 on the leases for the present cur- 
rent year, which is an important item to be considered. 

The Araphoes and the Cheyennes, on the other hand, have 
taken their lands in severalty, and no benefit can accrue to them 
by any lease of their lands now. After a careful examination of 
thesubject, weare of the opinion that the estimates were hardly 
sufficient, and accordingly recommended an increase from $75,- 
000 to $90,000. Nobod more helpless than an Indian who is 
compelled to take his land in severalty, unless he has reached 
that point of progres and of civilization that enables him to 
understand something of the value of separate property. 

Now, these Arapahoes have taken their lands in advance of 
the time when they should have taken them. They have not 
taken them themselves, but the allotments have been made. 
The same is true of the Cheyennes. It is only nine years since 
my friend was around among these Indians, and he knows what 
their condition was then and can well understand their condi- 
tion now. While they continued as a tribe they were supported; 
but as soon as their allotments are made, they are thrown on 
their own responsibility; and the committee reached the con- 
clusion, after a careful consideration, that the item should be 
increased. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should like to make an observa- 
tion just along that line, if I may withdraw the amendment and 
renew it, for the purpose of securing recognition for five minutes, 
and I think I shall not take that time. Does the Interior De- 
partment recommend 2 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, not directly. My friend, the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH], insists that the Indian Bureau 
recommends it, but the gentleman will understand very well 
that a committee acts r careful consideration, and they 
have concluded, as an act of justice to the Indians, who are com- 
pelled to take their lands, that it should be done. I am not 
acting in this matter upon the recommendation of any executive 
department, because if the Committee on Indian Affairs bones 
into this House a bill which they recommend to be d with- 
a ilies something about it, the committee ought to be dis- 
missed. 

Mr. FLYNN: I desire to say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that these Indians are located in creda year „and last year it 
was necessary to issue them additional rations. I think the 
Committee on Indian Affairs not only should be supported in 
this, but that they are entitled to the thanks of the people who 
live in that section. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I understand, these Indians live 
in Oklahoma; and they have had their allotments? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. They are citizens? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Do they vote? 

Mr. FLYNN. Well, we tried to vote them. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Well, they have just as much right 
of citizenship and the right to vote belonging to citizenship as 
fully as any other citizen of the United States. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend know how long they have 
had their lands in severalty? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. A very short time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inside of two years. You have destroyed 
their tribal relationship, and given them their lands in sever- 
alty, and you must bolster them up in it. You can not do an act 
of injustice to them for the benefit of the white race. We have 
compelled these Indians to take their lands in severalty before 
they were in condition to take them, not for their benefit, but 
for the benefit of our race. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me say here, along the line of 
the allotment of land to Indians, when the law for the allotment 
is made, after the Indian, by allotment and acceptance, becomes 
a citizen of the United States, he is clothed with citizenship and 
with all the rights, responsibilities, and duties of citizenship. 
It may be that it was a mistake; but I want to say now, and I 
will withdraw this amendment in order that the gentleman may 
tell me the result, that if we are to enter upon and continue a 
poliey of appropriating from the national Treasury for the su 

rt of citizens of the United States, we begin a trick that will 

ast indefinitely. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We ought to have thought of that long ago. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And while I have been willing and 
somewhat slow to act, giving | lace to others who wished the 
allotment to be made to the and to have citizenship con: 
ferred upon them, knowing and believing that at least with that 
citizenship and its responsibility we would clothe them with 
the weapons of defense whereby they htdefend themselves, 
I believe that policy should be pursued that would enable the 
counties and States in which they live todeal with them as they 
deal with the balance of their own citizens. If they be poor, 
give them such relief as they are entitled to. 

If they be educated, let them be educated along in the same 
schools with the white brother and white citizen that lives side 
by side with the Indians; and when this is done you will begin 
to plant them on the true basis of civilization, namely, first, 
on that manhood that relies and enables and compels them to 
rely upon their efforts for support; second, that change in the 
minds of the children that comes from association with white 
children and other citizens and education in the same schools. 
If it can not be worked out this way, it can not be worked out at 
all except with the destruction of the Indian, and that, too, in- 
side of a generation. 

So that I view with alarmaclassof appropriations giving gra- 
tutities out of the national Treasury to a whole block of citizens 
of the United States in some State or some Territory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois to reduce the appropriation from ninety 
thousand to seventy-five thousand dollars. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


al 
ployss, aeron DAF ot physician, purchase of goods — 
86,125 
Mr. LINTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend that para- 
graph by striking out, in line 14, six thousand one hundred 
and twenty-five thousand dollars.” 


Mr. HO Does the gentleman propose to strike out 
the entire 8 
The CHA AN. That is the amendment proposed by the 


gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the paragraph by striking 
out six“ and inserting “seven,” so as to increase the appro- 
priation $1,000. N 

Mr. LINTON. Mr. Chairman, following the remarks of my 
colleague [Mr. WEADOCK] on Friday last there appeared in the 
Post of thiscity, and I presume in the press dispatches through- 
out the country, quotations in substance as follows: That the 
speech which I delivered here on 8 last had been pre- 
pared for me, that the delivery of it was dictated by a certain 
organization, that I am the mouthpiece on this floor of a secret 
society, and that I purposely withheld my remarks from the 
RECORD of the following day. I wish to say, sir, that each and 
every one of these statements, in whole and in part, is an abso- 
lute falsehood and an untruth. 

The gentleman stated also in effect that had I used ordinary 
diligence I would have found on page 626 of the report of the 
Secre of the Interior the information that I had asked for 
and which I appeared to have had some yop re in obtaining 
from the Indian Bureau. That statement also is false, as the 
information for which I asked is not contained in the report as 
cited. The gentleman saw fit also to go into the oath-publish - 
ing business. I have received a telegram from the supreme 
secretary of the American Protective Association, saying thas 
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he has prepared an affidavit and forwarded it, declaring that 
the oam as read here is not any portion of the oath of that as- 
sociation. 

I believe the gentleman's statement, and think he is entitled 
to credence from the majority on the other side of the House, 
as Mr. Beatty claims allegiance to the Democratic party, and 
in fact was a good enough Democrat d the last cam 
to be one of aoe eee of a political meeting in my city 
which was addresse 
dent STEVENSON, I do not now remember which. 

As to all that was stated here by my palleeg ees I shall take a 
more favorable opportunity to reply in de I made a spe- 
cial effort, sir, to have my remarks inserted in the RECORD on 
the day following their delivery, and I was promised that they 
would be so printed, but a gentleman from the Government 
Printing Office came to my house in the evening and stated that 
owing to the tables contained therein it would be simply impos- 
sible to perform the work in time to have the speech appear 
next day, and therefore, through no fault of mine, it was omitted 
from that day's RECORD. 

I was aware at the time, Mr. Chairman, that sectarian appro- 
priations and privileges were delicate subjects to speak upon. 
I knew that I might be the subject of ridicule, and undoubted] 
would be the subject of vituperation and abuse, as I have been; 
but I care nothing for those things. I believe and know thatI 
am in the right, and such attacks are not considered argument 
xi the American poopie: but simply show the desperate straits 

the opposition. e will see, sir, at the close of this contro- 
versy in connection with the Indian appropriation bill whether 
certain church influences are stronger than the platforms of 
parties, greater than the laws of our country, and superior to 
the Constitution of the United States. I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Iam resolved, sir, that so far as I am concerned the 
question to which I addressed myself the other day shall in no 
event descend to be a personal controversy. I said that the 
gentleman [Mr. LINTON] spoke as the mouthpiece of a certain 
organization, because the language which he used was their lan- 
guage, and the sentiments he expressed were their sentiments. 

was a matter of legitimate a nt. I am not in the coun- 
cils of the A. P. A., and I do not know whether or not he is 
their chosen PY Spi but Ido know, as a matter of fact, that 
he expressed upon the floor of this House simply what they could 
not express here, and that this speech was addressed to them 
and to their sympathizers rather than to the judgment of the 
House. Thereportof the Commissioner of Indian Affairs speaks 
for itself and contradicts the gentleman. 

So far as regards his speech not appearing in the RECORD the 
day after it was delivered, I stated that matter exactly as it was- 
Before my remarks were printed I gave the gentleman the ben- 
efit of the correction which he makes here to-day, and stated 
(on page 5999 of the RECORD) that it was not his fault that his 
speech did not appear the morning after it was delivered. 

It will be observed that as to the other matters referred to in 
my remarks the gentleman makes no explanation, and any 
member of the House who desires to examine the manuscript of 
the gentleman’s speech in the hands of the Official Reporters will 
find in it a complete verification of all that I said about that 
matter. I desire now to ask the gentleman whether he is a 
member of the A. P. A., or the American Protective Associa- 
tion, and I will allow him to reply? 

Mr. LINTON. I do not propose to be catechised at this time. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, that statement, in connec- 
tion with what we have . heard from the gentleman, is, 
Isubmit, Sore authority of all that I have said upon this fioor, 
none of Which I retract, and all of which I am satisfied with the 

roof of. Ishailnotenter into any bandying of words or charges. 
far as the gentleman's proposition is concerned, and so far as 
regards the question whether or not it was offered to please the 
members of certain organizations, I want to call his attention 
and the attention of the House and of the country to a publica- 
tion in the Detroit Tribune of the 9th day of June, 18 That 
is the leading Republican paper in the State of Michigan, and it 
is the gentleman's faithful supporter. In it I find this: 


LINTON IS PRAISED—PATRIOTIO SONS OF AMERICA PROFUSELY THANKED 
MR. LINTON FOR THE EFFORT, AND INFORMS HIM THAT THE ORDER STANDS 


SQUARELY WITH HIM. 
[Special telegram.] 
WASHINGTON, June 8. 


F. E. Steel, national secretary of the Patriotic Order Sons of America, of 
P sent the following to Re tative LINTON to-day: 
‘Accept rty congratulations from otic Order Sons of America 
for your noble defense of our American public-school system and vigorous 
ie ne union of church and mate and a priations of public 
mon: sectarian jurposes. Our er, num many housands, 
stands squarely with you. $ . 


either by Speaker CRISP or Vice-Presi-, 


No indorsement from the American people; no indorsement 
from the enlightened citizens of Michigan whom he misrepre- 
sents upon this floor; no indorsement from the enlightened 
public sentiment of this country; but a resolution from a secret 
oath-bound organization, that they indorse all his sentiments 
and 13 squarely with him. [Applause on the Democratio 
side. 

paare the hammer fell.] j 

e CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. The question is on the amendment ake 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] on be 
of the committee, to strike out six” and insert seven.“ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows, and also the succeeding paragraph: 


For rt and civilization of the Apache and other Indians in Arizona 
and New Mexico who have been or may be collected on reservations in New 
$185,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior 
is hereby autho „ under such rules and regulations as he may deem 
oper and necessary to tect the interests of the Indians and of the United 
tates, to sell or o pues 8 timber from time to time 
on the uasilia A panhia Tanan on, the proceeds to be used by him 
in the hase of such stock or other articles for the benefit of the Indians 
bel thereto 4s will best tend to promote their welfare and advance 
them vilization. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois (during the reading). Mr. Chair- 
man—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has not concluded the reading 
of the Ie Oe 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to oe igen 5 
the paragraph just ing. On e 38, line 21, I move 
strike out one et wor and eighty-five ” and insert two hun- 
dred,” so as to make the amount $200,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is a little late to go back to that para- 


raph. 
5 Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why? č 

Mr. HOLMAN. More than half of the succeeding paragraph 
r. CANNON of Ii All of the succeeding h 

w of Illinois. of the suc ing paragrap. 

was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I mean that more than half of it had 
been read before my friend from Illinois rose. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no: I beg the gentleman's par- 


don. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the gentleman 
from Illinois until the Clerk had entered upon the next para- 


h. i 
5 8 CANNON of Illinois., I know. The Clerk has a good 
strong voice, and I was unable to make myself heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The trouble is that the gentleman from 
Illinois is in the habit of offering his amendments and making 
his remarks without addressing the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I did not do it this time. 
[Laughter.] Isaid ‘‘ Mr. Chairman” at least a half dozen times, 
so that my amendment is in. 

Mr. MADDOX. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
that the amendment comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I appeal from the decision of the 


Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam willing that the gentleman from Illi- 
nois shall proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] appeals from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And Iwant to be heard on that ap- 

= seg —— 8 roe por “ onhan. = Hug 5 

ughter], page 39, which was the elose o. paragraph, I was 
upon my feet, and addressed the Chair, saying Mr. Chairman” 
at least a half-dozen times, and I continued to address the Chair 
until the Clerk had read from line 6 to line 9, inclusive. Then 
when he caught his breath the Chair heard me. I do not think 
oe gs heard me before, but I was trying to make myself 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was looking at the gentleman 
from Illinois, who had been on his feet while the whole of page 
38 was being read, and the Chair was listen to hear the gen- 
tleman, but was unable to hear him until the Clerk had reached 
the middle of the paragraph on 39. The moment the Chair 
heard the gentleman from Illinois he rapped the Clerk to order 
and recognized the gentleman. 4 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. On the contrary, Mr. Chairman, 
if there is to be any question about the fact —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must not put it in that 
way. The Chair merely states that he did nof hear the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 4 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not believe that the Chair did 
hear me; but that does not alter my right as a member, if I was 
in time in this amendment, or was in time in seeking 
recognition from the Chair. I was on my feet. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield fixe minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will take nothing by grace in 
this matter. Iam standing on my rights. 

Mr. MADDOX. If the gentleman takes nothing by grace, 
then I insist on the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then we will fight it out, if it 
takes all day. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to say that I was sit- 

ting here and I saw the gentleman arise, and heard him address 
the Chair at the proper time. He not only addressed the Chair 
once, but upon three different occasions. I do not believe, of 
course, that the Chair heard him. The gentleman who was 
reading the bill has a most magnificent voice, and he was read- 
ing in a very loud tone. It is well known that the Reading Clerk 
is a most magnificent reader, and that he has a very valuable 
voice, and the Chair did not hear the gentleman from Illinois. 
Nevertheless I distinctly heard him address the Chair upon 
three different occasions. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, a word and I 
have done. It is not a question that is personal to me so much 
as it is a question of the rights of the committee. This is the 
Committee of the Whole House, presided over by a member of 
the House, the Chairman of the committee, the Clerk being an 
employé or servant of the House. Under the rule, when the 
reading of a paragraph is concluded, it is then in order for any 
member of the committee to address the Chairman and to be 
recognized. 

In compliance with my right as a member of the committee, 
and in conformity to the rule, I state, measuring my words, that 
I addressed the Chair in apt time. I failed to be recognized, 
and I addressed the Chair many times while the Clerk was read- 


ing. 

Nr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Hold on a minute. I addressed 
the Chair many times while the Clerk was reading the first 
three lines in the next paragraph 

Mr. MADDOX. Ifthe gentleman will yield just for a min- 


ute— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will not yield fora minute. It 
frequently happens, in the confusion in the committee, that the 
Chairman fails to hear a member who addresses him, and if a 
member had to make himself heard his right would be lost. I 
have yet to recall any instance during my service in this House 
where a member arose in his place and said he addressed the 
Chair in apt time, where his word was not taken, and he recog- 
nized. That is all I have to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. In view of the statement made by the 
gentleman from IIlinois 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. MADDOX. My colleagues on the committee are of the 

-opinion that the gentleman rose in time. That being true, I 
withdraw the point of order. I wanted to do that some time 
ago, but the gentleman would not allow me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that of course when 
a member says he arose and addressed the Chair in time, his 
word must be taken, and the Chair has not any doubt when the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says it is true,*that it is 
true. The Chair will now recognize the gentleman from Illi- 
nois to offer his amendment, which is to strike out 185 and in- 


sert 200. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to in- 
crease this sum recommended by the committee by 315,000, to 
makeit the same sum that was appropriated for this service for 
the current year, and I should be glad to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the pill why it is that the committee recommend the 
reduction of this $15,000? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee will be very glad to furnish 
that information. Before doing so I wish to call the atteniion 
of the gentleman from Illinois to the fact thatthese two Territo- 
ries are very ably represented on this floor, and, of course, both 
of those Delegates are as familiar as the gentleman from Illinois 
or myself with the interests of those Indians; and one of those 
Delegates, the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH], is a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. JOSEPH] is well aware 
of this provision, and has been before the committee. Now 
submit in all kindness and fairness to the gentleman from Tili- 
nois that there are some other persons as well acquainted with 
these matters as he or myself, and the views of gentlemen repre- 
senting Territories or States where there are Indians are cer- 
tainly to be first consulted. They are best informed. But it the 
gentleman will permit me, I will say that in the northern por- 
tion of New Mexico, within the limits of the Indians who oc- 
cupy that region, and who are provided for by this Paragraph, 
there are extensive forests of pine timber, through which a 


railroad runs, and in the proviso to this paragraph the gentle- 
man will find the following: j . 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, under 
such rules and regulations as he may deem pro d 
the interests ot the Indians and of the United 


Now, in the judgment of the committee the benefits of that 
provision greatly exceed the difference between the $185,000 ap- 
propriated for next year and the $200,000 appropriated for the 
current year. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the 
amendment, and renew it for the purpose of having five min- 
utes upon it, if I need it. t 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, perhaps it will save 
time to let the gentleman-go on, but I do not believe it is ac- 
cording to the rule of the House or the committee. 

Mr. CANNON or Illinois. I guess it is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Go ahead. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yielded to the gentleman a part 
of my time for the purpose of trying to get some information. 
The gentleman took most of my time in delivering a lecture to 
me. What is his lecture? Because I, as a member of this com- 
mittee, asked him in a courteous way why it is that he de- 
creases this appropriation $15,000 for next year, the gentleman 
proceeds to inform me that Arizona and New Mexico are re 
resented by two 2 able Delegates. I confess it. And still I 
was entitled to that information, because my constituents and 
the constituents of every other gentleman on this floor help to 


pay these 3 and this is a part and parcel of the 
public service. 
Mr. HOLMAN. But the gentleman wants to increase the 


amount, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. One would have thought, to hear 
the gentleman make his rebuke, that this Indian service was 
run, in the light of the gentleman’s discretion and wisdom, for 
the benefit of the honorable gentlemen who represent Arizona 
and New Mexico. 

Having said this much with reference to the gentleman's lec- 
ture, I want to say that I have not received, in my judgment, a 
satisfactory answer to my question. What is this appropria- 
tion? Is it to take care of Indians who have received their al- 
lotments in severalty? No. Take the Apaches in the Terri- 
AN of the honorable gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH]. 

verybody understands the kind of Indians who are there, 
and everybody knows that they have cost this Government a 
reat deal to feed and to fight. They are not very popular out 
n Arizona, They are on a reservation, and this appropriation 
for their support is reduced in spite of the fact that everybody 
knows what difficulty we have had to keep them at peace, and to 
subjugate them from time to time. And while I ap rehend I 
have as much respect for the honorable gentleman from Ari- 
zona [Mr. SMITH] as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
has—and thatis great respect—and while I have equal respect 
for the gentleman’s ability, yet with all due deference to the 
gentleman from Arizona |Mr. SMITH], if I was going to hunt 
out the best guardian on the face of the earth for these Apaches 
who have given us so much trouble, and who reside in the gen- 
tleman’s Territory, I should not choose the honorable gentle- 
man from Arizona (Mr. SMITH]. [Laughter.] 

Now, I suppose this cut will be made. I supposed that there 
was some good reason forit. Isupposed that the Indian Bureau 
had su ep that it be made, or that somebody had recom- 
e e t, and that the gentleman had investigated it. I have 
failed to hear any such statement. I will not say that the main 
reason is that their lands have not yet been allotted to them, 
and that they can not vote, and therefore that their appropria- 
ations may be cut. That criticism might be made by a malicious 
man, as long as the appro riation was increased for the Indians 
over in Oklahoma, whose lands have been allotted and who can 
vote. But I do not think that is the case. Some badly disposed, 
malicious person might make that criticism, and therefore, out 
of tender regard for the eminent gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN], I modestly asked for the reason. I asked for bread 
and I have received a stone. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman asks for 
more than the Apaches do. [Laughter.] They ask for no 
bread, and for no relief. On the contrary, a portion of them 
voluntarily abandoned the relief and went to the White Moun- 
tains, and nine years ago the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
HONT we informed by Gen. Crook that those Indians had pros- 

red from the moment they left San Carlos and went up into 
the White Mountains. 
things. 


The gentleman is forgetful about some 


1894. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But those Indians broke out from 
the White Mountains, and terror and death followed in their 
footsteps as they went into Arizona and crossed over into New 
Mexico. You got them there. You are dealing with them, 
and I am perfectly willing to decrease the appropriation for 
their support if that is the proper thing to do, but I simply 
wanted to know about it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. All that trouble proved that 

we did not have inspectors enough! 

Mr. HOLMAN. All that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] knows upon this subject is what he has learned by ob- 
servation, for I can see he has not been studying up the Indian 
literature lately. The experience of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois is this: Some years ago he went to a little village called 
Willcox, on the Southern Pacific road. He had some friends 
with him. That place was about 140 miles from the Apaches. 
He was told by a friend of his that it was worth his life to go 15 
miles from that village, because fhe Apaches were out on the 
war path, and his life would be imperiled, and the country 
would be in danger of losing a valuable public servant. While 
that touched him for a moment, yet he straightened up very 
bravely and continued his journey. He went northward to the 
Gila River, which he reached at the end of the next day. And 
what warlike object do you think he encountered in that whole 
trip down the Gila to San Carlos, the Apache Agency? 

e encountered just five wagons, full of barley, driven by In- 
dians, They were a stalwart body of Indians, and they told us 
that they were hauling this barley, that they had raised on the 
Gila and San Carlos, to Camp Thomas, where they were to 
sell it. That is the whole of the warlike exhibition he saw in 
the whole of that trip [laughter]; and yet if he had been a timid 
man he would not have left Willcox, for he was informed that 
there might be trouble. I will brg him some of the spoils 
that gentleman brought from that Indian region to show the 
advances that these Indians have already e. I call fora 


vote. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. A word, and a word only. I recol- 
lect the trip that the gentleman refers to. When we went 
from the Southern Pacific up to the San Carlos Agency I was 
scared [laughter]; wonderfully frightened; and never would 
have started out it not been for the renowned warrior from 
Indiana in charge of this bill, who said: I take my life in m 
hand and am ready to sacrifice it in defense of the public duty.” 
Lava erie And when he pa his body into the ambulance, be- 

ween the door and where I sat, being courageous, I said: ‘I 
pa squeeze and slide behind the elegant and courageous gen- 
eman from Indiana;” and I did it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. You could do it safely. ne wed laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think we had the experience that 
he speaks of. Nevertheless, to speak earnestly and honestly 
about it—within twelve months of that time, as soon as the In- 
dians ascertained that the gentleman had made his trip and was 
not going back, they went upon the warpath and we had a war 
in which Gen. Crook, I believe, figured. $ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me. Geronimo was 
then on the warpath. Gen. Crook said that he had 37 men, 7 
rag 60 and 92 women in his army on the warpath. [Laughter.] 

. WILSON of Washington. I ask that this debate be con- 
tinued for twenty minutes, until we can getall these reminis- 


cences. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois. ‘ 
The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
nl support and civilization of the Kickapoo Indians, Indian Territory, 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike outthe words “five thousand dollars.” 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I have offered this formal 
amendment for the purpose of affording me an opportunity to 
make a few remarks upon the Indian question. It is not an in- 
appropriate place, for the reason that the paragraph is one of 
thirty-four, each one of which contains an appropriation for the 
support and civilization of some tribe or group of Indians, 

e have as a nation b2en dealing with this question for gen- 
erations, and it is very discouraging after so long a time spent 
in efforts to ameliorate the condition of the aborigines that the 
work of civilization has made such slight progress and that so 
large a portion of them should still require the support of the 
Government. 

Tt is undoubtedly a very difficult question to deal with; but the 
ahove factshould cause us to reSxamine our methods and see if 
they are the wisest that can be adopted, and with the light of 
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such dearly bought and often painful experiences devise some 
comprehoniTe plan looking toward a final settlement of the 

hole question, even though it takes a generation to do it. 

There are, of course, a variety of views in relation to the In 
dian. The Western man, he who lives upon the frontiers and 
has often suffered from the outbreaks of barbarism, is apt to think 
“that no Indian is a good one except a dead Indian,“ and he can 
not be blamed for entertaining that idea. i 

We in the East are incline 
of his case and possibly lose sight of his natural characteristics 
in dealing with him, or, in other words, we may commit the 
error of trying to elevate him by the use of the same methods 
employed in our efforts to improve the condition of the poor and 
bs ise of our home communities. : 5 

he word support“ that appears in these appropriations is 

very suggestive to my mind. 


It is a natural characteristic of the Indian that he considers ` 


work as degrading. With rich soil given him for cultivation, 
endowed with good health and strength, he is still an object for 
su 7 — and charity. I am certain that whatever we may do 
will be unavailing until he is brought to the condition of mind 
to feel that it is more degrading to receive charity than to work 
to supply his own necessities. 

It is possible that what we are doing every year in the way of 

support may toa very great extent neutralize our effort to edu- 
cate and Christianize him. Education and Christianity can not 
thrive in company with the degradation of character insepara- 
ble from a condition of voluntary pauperism. They should be 
forced to work to supply their own necessities; they should ba 
taught self-reliance; they should not be encouraged to believe 
that their lack of providence will be always remedicd by our 
bounty. 
5 of tribal relations should receive our earnest at- 
tention. Is it not ible that living under the same condi- 
tions that existed before the advent of civilization into this 
country may prevent the 3 of new ideas? It is probably 
an easier matter for us to deal with them as tribes than as in- 
dividuals; but I am convinced that until we deal with them as 
individuals we shall make no positive advances in preparing 
them to become citizens. The members of the same trib: differ 
in character and capacity, and-it is an incongruity that can not 
be tolerated that there should be divided fealty. 

I can not do more than hint at the various points in the five 
minutes given tome. I believe in giving them good, practical 
education adapted to their condition. hile I do not discour- 
age the methods now e I would give greater attention to 
their education at home. They should have the advantage of 
religious instruction tocounteract their native barbarism. They 
should, however, first of all be taught to work-uot as an experi- 
ment, but as a duty and necessity of life. They should not in 
thisrespect be exempted from the lot of common humanity; any 
wavering in this matter will be a concession to their barbarian 
ideas—unwarranted, and hurtful to them. 

No nation has ever treated its aborigines as kindly as has our 
nation. We can not, even though we resort to stern measures, 
be accused of heartlessness or cruelty. Our action will stand 
a an with that of any nation on the earth. x 

It is intolerable to suppose that their present condition shall 
be permanently the same. They should be taught, sternly if 
necessary, that it is their duty to prepare themselves for citi- 
zenship. Those who become sufficiently enlightened should be 
forced to assume its duties and responsibilities, not as tribes, 
but as individuals. Those who can not be redeemed from bar- 
barism should be separated from their fellows and be kept as 
prisoners within 1 boundaries. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman's time will 
be extended three minutes. ; 


Mr. COOMBS. Lamawarethat what I have so hurriedly said 


is incomplete, and I may lead to a wrong understanding of my 
attitude toward the Indian. I can not look npon this question 
in a sentimental way. I insist that however difficult it may be, 
some definite line of . soon be adopted whereby this 
troublesome question may be settled or put in the way of settle- 
ment. If what I have said will suggest some such plan, or ere- 
ate a discussion that will lead to an examination of the question 
I shall be more than satisfied. 
ere the hammer fell.]} 
he CHAIRMAN. The questionis on the amendment of the 

gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COOMBS. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of Shoshone Indians in Wyoming, $10,009. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois.. I move to strike out the word 
ten“ in line 23 and insert the word fifteen.” 


to take a more sentimental view 


The Clerk read as follows: ; 
On page 40, line 23, strike out the word ten.“ and insert “fifteen.” 


-Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But [ want to have my five min- 
utes. 9 

Mr. LYNCH. t is all right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That amendment was instructed to be re- 
ported by the committee. 

ae g NNON of Illinois. Then why did not the gentleman 
offer it 

Mr. HOLMAN. You apog up so Promptly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ah! Promptly! I did not getu 
to address the Chair until the Clerk had spoken the word for.“ 
I watched the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. COFFEEN], who 
represents the State where these Indians are situated, and I 
supposed that he would make this motion. I also had my eye 
in the general direction of the gentleman from Indiana. I did 

not see any indication of either gentleman rising in their places. 

Mr. HO I was just looking for a little pee 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In my time I would like the gen- 
tleman to state if he is satisfied with this, that this ought to be 
$15,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Letit go. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is the gentleman satisfied that it 
should be put on? 

` Mr. HOLMAN. Lam satisfied. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Have these Indians had their lands 
allotted to them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; the Shoshones have not had their lands 
allotted them, or if at all, only very 2 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iwill ask the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming if they have received their lands in allotment? 

Mr. COFFEEN. They havenot; but while on the floor I want 
to say that later an amendment will be offered that I hope will 
be accepted, providing for the relinquishment of a vast body of 
land belonging to these Indians for which they haye no use 
whatever; but I will also state that I am in favor of the amend- 
ment the gentleman has offered. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will be glad to hear from the gen- 
tleman from Indiana why it was that the committee which now 
recommends this increase, decreased the appropriation $5,000, 
and now so readily assent to the increase? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee afterwards considered the 
matter; that is all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Was it arbitrary, or was it placed 
on after a contest? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was not arbitrary first or last. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam heed ose to be able to offer 
an amendment which the 8 accept. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will you yield to me to 
offer an amendment to your amendment? 

The amendment offered by Mr. CANNON of Illinois was 


agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and civilization of Shoshone Indians in Nevada, including 
pay of employés, 210,000, x 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, I ofer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

After the word dollars“ in line 25, page 40, insert the 5 
Pip support, civilization, and instruction of the Seminoles in Florida, 
Mr.MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, thatamendmentis intended 
merely to restore an appropriation that was included in the ap- 
ropriation bill of the Fifty-second Congress, allowing $6,000 
or the instruction and civilization of the Seminole ians in 
Florida. I do not understand why the committee saw fit to 
drop that item. 

The Seminole Indians in Florida stand ina relation to the 
United States Government different from that of any other In- 
dians in thecountry. They are, in fact, hostile Indians. They 
are occupying a vast territory in the southern portion of the 
State known as the Everglades, contrary to the wishes of the 
Government. They are really there only by sufferance. The 
lines of civilization are tightening around them. Arailroad has 
gone far down on the east coast of the State, and on the west coast 
the people are flocking in and filling up the country. These In- 
dians are soday in a state of barbarism. 

The report of the individual who has had charge of the school 
of instruction down there shows their condition, anà shows that 
if there are any Indians in this country whom the United States 
Government should under take to help to climb upto civilization, 
these are the ones. Some three years ago this amount of $6,000 
was appropriated, and the disbursement of it was placed under 
the superintendence of the Woman's National Indian Association. 


They entered with much zeal on an effort to improve these In- 
dians. The $6,000 was utilized in building a sawmill and estab- 


lis a ponian a point 45 miles southeast of the most southern 
town lorida. nfortunately, at a comparatively recent 
period, those buildings were destroyed, but the association was 
making a recognized effort to bring the Indians into a line of 
action that would induce them to fraternize with our people. 

Now, I can say to this committee that unless something is done 
for the civilization of these Indians, or unless they are removed 
they will ultimately prove to be a festering sore in the midst of 
that section of the country. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir; there is no reservation. 
tae NON of Illinois. Are they citizens of the United 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir; they are not citizens of the United 
States, or of the State of Florida. Š 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What are they; just tramps? 

Mr. MALLORY. They stand alone among the Indians of 


Are they on a reservation? 


this FATAN E 
Mr. COOMBS. How many of them are there? i 
Mr. MALLORY. Between 400 and 600, as estimated; prob- 


ably about 500, all told. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. They have land? 

Mr. MALLORY. They have no land, but the State of Florida 
within a few years has granted to them 5,000 acres of State 
lands, which, however, I think haye not been located. Those 
lands are to be used in conjunction with the efforts on the part 
of the General Government to civilize these Indians. 

Mr.HOLMAN. These are anabsentee band ofthe Seminoles. 
The main body of the tribe removed many years ago to the 
Indian Territory, and these Indians would be entitled to the 
same rights as the others as soon as they joined their brethren 
across the Mississippi, but they have never gone there. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is correct; and the gentleman might 
add that they will not go. The United States Government 
exerted all itspower tocompel them togo, andhasfailed. They 
are in Florida contrary to the wishes and in defiance of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. It is true that the contact which 
they have had with the white le of late has to some 
extent changed them from the condition in which they were in 
1857, when the great body of the tribe were removed, but the 
are still savages. They live by hunting and furnishing bird 


pangs and alligator skins to the traders who deal with them. 
trust the committee will not oppose this amendment. 


Mr. HOLMAN, The only 8 the committee paa in drop- 
ping this item, which has been in the bill for a number of years, 
was this: These Indians have not occupied tribal relations for 
generations, and under the Constitution and laws of the United 
States they are citizens, though I do not know how that may 
affect their relation to the State of Florida, However, Mr. 
Chairman, as thissubject has not been very carefully examined, 
for one I shall not object to the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and civilization of the Yakamas and other Indians at said 
agency, luding pay of employés, $10,000. 


Mr. GEARY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Mr. GEARY. Mr. Chairman, this appropriation was recom- 
mended by the Department, but the estimate was sent in after 
the committee had prepared this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection to the amendment on 
the part of the committee, with the distinct understanding that 
the work is to be done by the Indians themselves. 

Mr. GEARY. That I agree to. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. GEARY. Task that the letter of the Secretary on this 
subject be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 13, 1894. 
Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a communication of 
10th instant’ from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and accompanying 
draft of a bill authorizing the construction of a wagon road on the Hoopa 
7 in the State of California, and making appro- 
m ‘or. 
The letters of the Commissioner and the acting agent, Capt. Wm. E. 
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Doug United States Army, show the necessity for the construction of 
K-74 ‘and the matter is respectfully submit for the early and favor- 
a bo eration of Co! 88. 

Ihave the honor to very respectfully, ‘ 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 10, 1294. 
Sm: I am in receipt of a communication from Capt. W. E. Dougherty, 
United States 9 acting Indian agent in charge of the Hoopa Valley 
Agency, Cal., dated November 21, 1893, in which he states that the superficial 
area o Hoopa Valley pro r is about 4,500 acres; that of this area the high- 
ter fl ty River takes in fully one-third, leaving at low 


shorn of etation and soil; that of the 


stock, which in a couple of years increased materially; that he now finds 
himself confronted with the same necessity that existed when he left the 
reservation; that the population of the valley must be thinned out and part 
of it placed on the new land, thereby giving more room and enlai g the 
holdings of those who remain; that many of the most industrious and 
capable are now anxious to move; that several of them have already taken 
up locations on the new land, and two families are li 5 
in greatly advanced comfort and abundance; that he is fa: ar with the 
locality referred to, having been over it many times, and estimates roughly 
that 2,000 acres of it can be brought under cultivation without any labor in 
cl it; that water is abundant, the 2 being numerous, and the 
oak and fir timber is the finest on the reservation, the soil being fertile and 
adapted to the hot grain; that to make this tract available for occu- 
cy and cultivation it must be made accessible over a wagon road, about 

10 of which should be o d, and that the greater part of the labor 
would be on the first 3 miles. He estimates the cost of the labor and mate- 
nec to construct this work at $3,509, and recommends that a bill 


Agen 
tion and of 
statements there is no doubt but that the const: of the proposed road 
would be of great advantage to the Indians and enable them to utilize this 
body of cultural land which it is necessary that they should have. 

Ihave therefore prepared a draft of a bill authorizing the construction 
of this roadand 9 the sum of $3,509 therefor, and have the honor 
to Seren rose that it be transmitted to Congress with request for favorable 
consideration. 

Vi respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ene D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


— 


UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, 
Hoopa Valley Agency, Cat., November'21, 1893. 


Sm: I have the honor to inclose a roughly made plat of this reservation, 
which shows, approximately, the location and extent of ‘the arable land on 
then part of it, which is not available to the Indians on account of 
the difficulty of reaching it with the means to bring it under cultivation and 
of getting to it from the valley, the only routes being difficult trails for pack 
or riding animals. i 

The superficial area of Hoopa Valley r is about 4,500 acres. Of this 
area, the high-water flood plain of the ty River takes in fully one-third 
leaving at low water extensive benches and bars shorn of e an 
soil. the remaining 1,500 acres, about 900 are cultivated, an 
can not be reel for some years, if at all; 60 
orchards, and the residue of 30 to 40 acres will be brought under cultivation 
joni og A further extension of cultivation is therefore impossible in the 
valley. 

Some years ago, when serving here, I prevailed upon the people to aban- 
don the vil. (rancheries), and by furnishing them with lumber and aid- 
ing them in the construction of frame houses and by dividing the land 
among them in small lots, induced them to live apart and independently 
and epena chiefly on agriculture for subsistence, instead of upon acorns 
and salmon. The response to this requirement was much more prompt and 
general than I anticipated. and I found that it was impossible to supply the 
people according to their ability and means with the amount of arable land 
83 to subsist themselves and their stock, which in a couple of years 
increas 2 11 > 

Soon afterwards I was relieved. Meantime no 3 occurred, and 1 
find myself confronted with the same necessity that existed when I left here. 
The population of the valley must be thinned out and rpa of it placed on 
the new land, thereby giving more room here and enlarging the holdings 
of those who remain. any of the most industrious and capable are now 
anxious to move (which er were not before). Several have already taken 
up locations on the new land, and two families are living there permanently 
in greatly enhanced comfort and abundance, ° 

I am familiar with the locality referred to, having been over it m. 
times, and I estimate roughly that 2,000 acres of it can be brought under — 
tivation without rene ¢ labor in clearing it. Wateris abundant, springs being 
very numerous, and the oak and fir timber is the finest in the reservation. 
The soil is fertile and 9 to the growth ot grain. 

To make this tract available for occu y and cultivation it must be 
made accessible over a bile road. About 10 miles of road should be 
opened. The greater part of the labor would be on the first 3 miles. I went 
over this section yesterday with a hand level, and estimate that about 3,400 
cubic yards of earth would have to be moved, and over the whole distance 
about 7,000, The remainder of the survey is over ground so easily worked 
that a valuation is difficult and scarcely necessary, being open ground on 
ga arnoa. very little blasting would be necessary, and no pudgine on any 


The work should be done by day labor by Indians. The following is my 
estimate of the cost: 
One span work mules 
One pair double harness 
One sidehill plow 
One dozen shovels, L. H. 
One-half dozen spades, — H., B. 

One dozen picks and handles 
One-half dozen axes, handled. 
Ono cross-cut saw, handled 
Two crowbars, solid steel, 20-inch.. 
Drills and tool steel — 
r a pre aes Se Na Ae eR MELEE FA 


: 


Parapo m poai 
8| 288828238388 


(Indians) 60 days, at 81.50 da 
Labor, 30 Indians 60 lave: bg $1. PENN 
Subsistence of 82 Indians 60 day: 
Contingencies 150. 


%%% E EE A E E A TEE A a AS N NE E TA 3, 509. 00 


Irecommend that a bill bs prepared, embracing the above-described sub- 
ject, to paverne the amount shown above for the purpose, and that it be 
submitted to the House of Representatives as early as possible in the next 
N ttun vedle 

am, sir, very respec 7. your o nt servant, * 
WM. E. DOUGHERTY, 
Captain Uniled States Army, Acting Indian Agent. 


The COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 


Insert after line 18, page 42: 

For the construction of a wagon road on the Lange Po Valley Indian Res- 
ervation, in the State of California, in accordance with the recommenda- 
tion of Capt. W. E. Dougherty, United States Army, ac Indian agent in 
charge of said reservation, to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated 
November 21, 1893, $3,500; the work on said road to be performed, as far as 
practicable, by Indians. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


traveling expenses of agentein Arizonk nd forthe support ead ATNA 
raven, 0 Nn 8 2 
tion o fodiane at the Colorado iver: Pina, and Maricops and “Moguls 
Hag big Agencies, $12,000; and pay of employés at same agencies, 86,000; in all, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word, 
in order to ask the gentleman why it is that the committee 
recommend $6,000 here instead of 88,000, the amount carried in 
the current appropriation bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee were of the opinion that, con- 
sider the situation of these agencies, the total amount of 
$12,000 in the bill was ample, and they thought that not more 
than $6,000, or half of the appropriation, should go to white men. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But there is a reduction of $2,000 
here. Does the Indian Bureau recommend it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir. The gentleman will observe that 
this does not embrace the Navajos, that portion of them living 
west of the boundary between Arizona and New Mexico. It 
merely embraces the Indians down on the Colorado River. It 
does not embrace the Apaches. It embraces only those named 
in the bill, who are all peaceable Indians, and the opinion of the 
committee was that an appropriation of $6,000 for white people 
and $6,000 for the Indians was doing pretty well for the whites. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In which opinion, however, the 
Indian Bureau does not concur, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Bureau does not recommend it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My friend says that the committee 
cut down the appropriation from 88,000 to 86,000, because they 
thought $6,000 was enough for pensioning white people. From 
that point of view, why not cut it all out? Why give any pen- 
sion to white people? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think myself that that proportion 
ought to exist. I do not think that more than a small percent- 
age of the whole sum appropriated should go to the benefit of 
the agents, but there have to be blacksmiths and erent and 
such employés, and they are covered by this $6,000. 

Mr. C ON of nois. Now, my friend gives the real 
reasop. In giving the other reason it seems to me, withall due 
a gi * the gentleman from Indiana, that he. did not do him- 
self justice. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not enter into the details; that is all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois.. The gentleman spoke of this as a 
gratuity or gift to white people, and said he thought $8,000 
was too much to give them. om that point of view I agree 
with him. Eight thousand dollars is too much; $6,000 is too 
much; anything is too much. But now the gentleman says he 
believes there ought to be a certain number of employés at these 
agencies, and that this appropriation will furnish a sufficient 
amount to compensate the necessary employés. I understand, 
however, that the Secretary of the Interior and the Indian Bu- 
reau do not with him. > f 

Mr. HOLMAN, I say they have not recommended any reduc- 
tion. That is all. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment, upon which, in view of what has occurred on the 
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. floor, I trust there will be no point of order made. I wish to 
offer it before we leave the Arizona part of this bill. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


That the names of Hon. W. S. HOLMAN and Hon. J. G. CANNON be placed on 
the pension roll, subject to the limitations and restrictions of the pension 
laws, in modest recognition of the gallant and valuable ser.ices rendered 
E States in the late war with the Apache Indians in Arizona. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the poins of order on that amend- 
ment. aher and cries of Vote.”] 2 

Mr.SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard 
on the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. U insist upon a ruling on the point of order, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the point of order to be 
well taken. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would like to say a word on this 
amendment not entirely in levity. I want to call attention to 
one thing which I wish to impress upon the members of this 
House. There is no man who admires either of the gentlemen 
named in this amendment more than I do; no man, probably, 
who has a higher respect for them both, andI believe that when 
they have done so much more than tha balance of this Congress 
which is legislating upon the Indian question, in actually going 
out to the Wilcox and San Carlos Reservations—a tract that I 
have sean made absolutely desolate, the ranches destroyed and 
the people murdered by thesə Indians—they ought to receive 
some special consideration. 

I believe that every Congressman who will take the trouble to 
go out and even locate a reservation is entitled to a pension or 
some special reward; because through such action on the part 
of our legislators we may finally get some sort of reasonable leg- 
islation on this Indian question. Before we leave the Apache 
Indian [ want to say to this committee that he is a dangerous gen- 
tleman to deal with. We have him among us in my Territory, 
and itis a question with us dayand night how tosolve that pro 
lem, and, iu view of the remarks of the gentleman from New York 
[ Mr, Coomss], I do not know but I should be willing to have his 
name added to this list. [Laughter.] These gentlemen know 
how to handle the Indian, though some of them, I think, would 
not know him if they saw him on Pennsylvania avenue; certainly 
they would not know him on his native heath, for they would 
never getcloseenough to the Apache torecognize him. [Laugh- 
ter. 

i my opinion those Apache Indians must be treated by this 
Government differently than any other Indian in the world. 
They ave absolutely the Ishmaelites of God’s creation. That is 
their record, going back farther than our history goes and tak- 
ing their traditions. From the most ancient times until now 
there never has been a day that the hand of the Apache has not 
been against all the world, and the hand of all the world against 
him in self-defense. The Chinaman, the African, the Mexican— 
even the Eastern Indian agent—are not free from the Apache 
when he has a fair chance. 

Nothing but fearwillrule him. His civilization is at present 
absolutely impossible, and yet he holds a domain larger than 
the State of Massachusetts, and with five times its natural re- 
sources. I suppose this will be attributed to a desire to get 
that land away from him, but these few thousand Indians, dan- 

rous to the peace and life of every inhabitant within a hun- 

red miles of them, are maintained on this great reservation 
instead of being held down close under a guard that can be 
maintained at T expense, and where the Indians themselyes 
can be maintained at less expense than we are now paying to 
support them. The hope of civilizing that Indian is just as 
brik ht as the hope of civilizing his food, the rattlesnake . 

You can not conceive of the Apache until you see him. He is 
absolutely incapable of the emotions that we feel. He is savage 
in every instinct. Yet he is left there to roam through those 
hills, getting hundreds of milesaway from his reservation when- 
ever he pleases. , And so he stands a menace to the community. 
Even to-day there are six or seven of them who for three years 
have been at large, pillaging and murderingin old Mexico and 
Arizona, and occasionally I believe crossing the line into the 
magnificent domain of my friend from New Mexico[Mr. JOSEPH]. 

hat reservation should be cut down and limited toa sma 

reseryation composed of the best lands on the river. These In- 
dians could be maintained there. They should be made to work 
and they should suffer, as you and I must suffer, under the law 
of God, that ifa man does not work neither shall he eat, and 
that in the sweat of his face shall he eat his bread all the days 
of his life. Spans Until they are taught that, they can 
not be eivilized, and I do not hope to seeit in this generation or 
probably in the next. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Do you believe it is an exhibi- 
tion of a Christian spirit to insist that an Indian should work? 
[Laughter.] 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Well, in discussing that question, I 
do not think any more of that than the Indian does after you 
7 to him about seven years. It isa purely practical ques- 

on. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. If I understand, the claim is 
that it is not Christian to compel the Indian to work, but that 
he must be supported by the Government. The whiteman must 
work, of course! 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The mistake made is in the hope of 
doing anything, for the present, in the education of that Indian 
until you teach him first that he must go hungry next winter it 
he does not work this summer. As long as you load him with 
all that he wants to eat and clothe him with all that he wants to 
wear—clothe him in fact better, if he will take care of his clothes, 
than many of the constituents I represent here, and feed him 
better—he will continue to live in absolute dirt and vermin, and 
degradation inconceivable to you. And then talk about sending 
preachers to preach the gospel and sing psalms! That is the 
civilization of the Apache Indian. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? I wish to know if it is not the gentle- 
man’s observation that the Indians have heen taught, or at least 
that they believe, that this Government must and will support 
them; that that is the one bap, | that the Indian Bureau has 
taught the Indians in Arizona and everywhere else? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There Is no doubt about it. Another 
thing, the Government is not fair in the way it does. Vou take 
these Colorado Indians, the Pueblo Indians, who have been there 
for hundreds of years, trying to plow and make a living, and 
succeeding in raising crops; they will be left to be mightily - 
pinched by hunger before the Government steps in to help them, 
and there has not been a time for years when they have not been 
working to help themselves, and the Government has no trouble 
with them; but while the Government lets them go on and take 
care of themselves, it has given to Geronimo in his day, and to 
the Apaches that are on that reservation now, a reward to keep 
them from going on the warpath. 

Every one of those Indians that goes off the reservation on 
the warpath ought to be hanged. ey know it as well as we 
do. Yetthey are not made to suffer the penalty of their crime. 
They are caught by the soldiers and brought k and locked 
up, and in a little while are in a fair way to escape and go 
out again into Mexico, as a few of them now are, murderin 
Recess and robbing them, and coming back into the Unite 

tates when they are pressed. 

This has been going on there for fifty years, and yet we are 
leaving these Indians to roam in a domain larger than some of 
our Eastern States. We are still talking about spending mone 
to educate and preach to them, instead of teaching them, as 
said before, to work. Instead of taking your hymn book to the 
Apache, teach him the song of the anvil, the sound of the drill 
in the mine. Teach him to raise fruit; teach him that the land 
he lives on can be made productive, and through that means, 
ne that alone, will we ever succeed in doing anything with 

m. 

Mr. PICKLER, I should like to ask the gentleman if he ever 
knew a preacher or teacher to go to an Indian tribe, but what 
the first thing he did was to clean up the Indians and get them 
into shape? é ` 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ihave known poopie to “clean them 
up,” just as people did in the East, in early days. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam talking about preachers and teachers. 
They ar do clean the Indians up the first thing. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ido not think that anyone who knows 
me, or who knows the influences under which I was raised, would 
think they would need come to the defense of the Christian re- 
ligion, or of any meek and lowly follower of our Saviour; but I 
say that by that means alone they can no more get that Indian 
into a state of civilization than they can get a house painted by 
singing to it. There are other means, The preacher is not 
ready for the Indian, and the Indian is not ready for the preacher. 
They have got a deal to learn yet. The Indians must learn to 
work, and to make their way in this world as everyone does, 
through toil, and trouble, and tribulation. 

Mr. COOMBS. I understand the gentleman, in the remarks 
he is making about the Indians, to refer to the Apaches. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. About how many Apaches are still there? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. About six or eight thousand. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What will the gentleman say 
about the preacher who went tothe Cour d'Alene Reservation 
seventy years ago, walked there, and who gradually taught those 
people by his piety and Christian influence to worx to support 
themselves? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, Who was taxed to pay that good 
soul? 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. Nobody. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ah, those are the men who educate 
the Indian. $ 

Mr. PICKLER. The same story might be told of many other 
Indian reservations, too. 

Mr.SMITHof Arizona, That is Christianity. Those are the 
kind of men who first went into Arizona and established those 
old missions all through Southern California and all that re- 
gion; who went among the Indians, teaching them to plow and 
to work, and they have been doing it since. But that was not 
done by taxing the people to send out agents, or to pay for 
preachers and schools. It is very well to preach, if they want 


to—— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
preachers for the Indians? 

Mr. PICKLER. Preachers are not supported by any tax on 
the Government, 

Mr. SMITHof Arizona, If the gentleman from South Dakota 
has any preachers up there who are not needed, why wesare per- 
fectly willing to have themcome down and preach all they want 
to. : am not making any assault on religion in anyshape in the 
world. 

Mr. PICKLER. T do not know that the gentleman is, but I 
do not know a preacher in the Indian service who is paid out of 
the public Treasury. The preachers are sent by the churches. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I can not hear the gentleman when 
Jam talking. One or the other of us must quit. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, I will quit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arizona is speaking 
toa point of order. The Chair wishes to remind him of that. 

Mr. COOMBS. I hope the gentleman from Arizona will be 
allowed to proceed. We are learning something from him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there isa general wish that the gen- 
tleman from Arizona be allowed to proceed, and I hope there 
will be no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was simply reminding the gen- 
tleman that he was speaking to a point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. In order to avoid the conclusion that 
might be reached from theinterruption made by my friend from 
South Dakota, I will say that it is hardly necessary for me to 
state, in this presence or anywhere else, that for the man whose 
life is spent in an effort to save somebody, I have as much re- 
spect, and Icontribute as liberally of my means, probably, with- 
out boasting, as any other gentleman present. But I am sim- 
ply trying to impress this one thing on the minds of this com- 
mittee, and that is that you are going backward all the time in 
the present manner of teaching the Indian children. 

There never was a nation, in my opinion, and I think my read- 
ing justifies the assertion, even contracted as it has been, as far 
as christianity goes, in which its real influences have ever been 
felt until the people have become civilized enough tounderstand 
and to accept it. You will never get the Indian a bit better 
than he is to-day; but in my 1 en gentlemen, you are mak- 
ing him worse by educating him simply to read and write; 
simply to read what the newspaper says, and to write your name 
to somebody else's check. 

The records of these Eastern schools show that when a man 
goes back he can not associate with those he left on the reserva- 
tion. He can not go back and maintain the habits he acquires 
in the East, for the moment he does so they say to him, Yow 
are putting on the airs of a white man.” He immediately be- 
comes either the worst Indian of the whole lot, and becomes a 
great deal more dangerous on accountof the education you have 

iven him, or else he starts out into a career of crime. And it 

s not worth while for me to say here what becomes of those 
rirls turned outof these schools when they go back. Instead of 
t being humanity towards those Indians you are teaching and 
supporting at these schools in the East, why in many instances 
it is making the Indians worse; and I do not know how it may 
be with other sections, but any gentleman who thinks that by 
educating the Indian he is better, is simply deluding himself by 
a beautiful dream, for him to laugh at. 

I saw one not long ago who had received an education at an 
Eastern institution. He could read the same as I. He wrote a 
good hand. I asked him how many feet there were in a yard. 

e did not know; and how many pecksin a bushel. He did not 
know. He knew not one of the simplest things which our 
children learn at 5 or 6 years of age, but he could read and 
write. Isoon found out that he knew nothing of any of these 
things; but if you asked him if ‘‘he knew who died that he 
might live,” he could answer you that categorically and very 
correctly. Now, do you mean to tell me that such education is 
going toaffect him any more than any Chinaman coming to this 
country is going to change his idea of religion to ours. 

That is a slow process, my friend. And if we let the religious 
question alone in this case and educate these Indians in practi- 


Do we tax the people for 


cal things, on the ground where they were born, and where their 
fathers and mothers can keep them, and let their father and 
mother see the process of their education, it will have an influ- 
ence on the older onesas they become accustomed toitfrom time 
to time; but so long as you keep them here it will be of no ad- 
vantage to them. ; 

There is not one of those who have been educated at Hamp- 
ton, I have been told, who will not go back worse than he came; 
and I believe that every dollar you spend in that way is worse 
than thrown away. In my judgment the best and tho most 

rofitable way to spend it is on the Indian reservations, teach- 
ng the Indian how to plow corn and how to preserve fruit as 
they are now doing in the school at Phoenix, Ariz. The great 
lesson taught there is how to preserve fruit, and it has led to an 
improvement in the education of these Indians greater than any 
in the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a point of order pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recognized on 
the question of order, so as to reply to the charge made as to the 
bad effects of teaching Indians in the Eastern schools. I think 
it nothing more than fair that a reply should be made to that 
charge. What the gentleman from Arizona has said may be 
true in respect to the Indians in Arizona, and I know that there 
are warlike tribesin that Territory; but the Apaches are not the 
only Indians in this country. ; 

I live within a few miles of an Eastern Indian school. I refer 
to the school at Carlisle, Pa., that contains from 700 to 809 In- 
dian children. I want to say to the gentleman from Arizona 
that in that institution you will find as apt scholars, you will 
find almost as high training as in any college in the East. I find, 
sir, from the report as to that college that 95 per cent of the 
graduates of the Carlisle School do not go back and become 
blanket Indians, but become useful citizens of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. From what tribes? 

Mr. MAHON.: From all tribes. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There is uot one from Arizona who 
has not gone back. 

Mr. MAHON. When the gentleman makes the charge that 
they go back and become robbers and thieves, and that the young 
maidens go back and lose their virtue, he is making a charge 
that he can notsubstantiate. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Wheredothey go? I want to learn. 

Mr. MAHON. They would prefer to stay in the East, with 
the people who havecivilized them. We ought to educate these 
people and allow them to ussimilate with our pee le. You go 
with me into the Cumberland Valley, and I will show you hun- 
dreds of Indian children, boys and girls, being educated in that 
school. I will show you during the summer vacation how they 
associate with our farmers, and thus make the very best citi- 
zens. You say that you can not civilize or Christianize them. 
I have heard an Indian preach the gospel of salvation in the 
pulpits of the Cumberland Valley and tell the story of the Cross 
with as much feeling and effect upon the people as many of our 
white pastors, 

Now, this charge that the gentleman has made has been de- 
nied over and over again; this story about these Indians going 
back into degradation and villainy has been proven false timeafter 
time. The facts will not justify the charge he has made against 
this Eastern school. If the gentleman will take the report of 
Bishop Hare, who was among the Indians, he will find that 95 
per cent of them do not go back to the habits of their people, but 
conduct themselves well. 

I will admit that a few Indians will go back and become de- 
graded, but that is no argument 1 87 7 educating them, and if 
there is any truth in this charge that the educating of these In- 
dians in the Eastern schools does not civilize them, if it does not 
lead these people out of degradation and savagery, then pray tell 
me what will be the effect of educating them upon the reserva- 
tions, surrounded by all the viciousinfluences of their tribal re- 
lations. If you propose to strike down the Eastern schools, you 
must admit that the idea of civilizing the Indian by education 
is a failure, and every dollar in this bill for the education of 
children in the reservation schools ought to be stricken out, and 
give up the whole matter as a bad job. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The only contention between you 
and myself is simply this. Ido not contend that there are not 
certain tribes in the United States far enough educated, but 
when they are far enough advanced by education you can not 
take one man to a tribe and elevate the tribe, nor can you take 
four and elevate the tribe. The whole tribe is against him. 
But you can in time by process of education on the reservation 
improve them by developing them and teaching them the rudi- 
ments, allowing those living on the reservation to see the benefit 
that it is to them; and in that way you will gradually bring them 
to a higher plane. 
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Mr. MAHON. The gentleman may represent a Territory in 
which tribes of Indians are very savage, but if he will go with 
me to the Cumberland Valley I will show him Indians amongst 
the best musicians in this country. They have a band there that 
I think is not equalled by the band of any other school. It is a 
band that will favorably compare with the Marine Band. You 
can go with me to that school, and I will show you mechanics 
that can not be excelled outside of the school. I will show you 
in all branches of learning that these children are educated to 
ahigh grade. Schools of that kind educate and civilize them. 

Mr. PICKLER. Inthe Carlisle school do they do anything 
inthe way of a practical education? I understand they have 
shops there to give them practical education. What does the 

ntleman say about that? 

Mr.MAHON. They have. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman tell us something about 
the practical education they receive? 

Mr. MAHON. What do you mean by practical education“? 

Mr. PICKLER. The education they get in the industrial 
schools. 

Mr. MAHON. In the Carlisle school 23 teach an Indian 
ad trade he may desire tolearn. They him to become a 


es 
. WILSON of Washington. 
where they come,from? 

Mr. MAHON. From all the Indian tribes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understood the gentleman tostate that they 
became useful citizens. My information is that those who are 
educated in the East and settle there do not become citizens at 
all. They do not become naturalized. Is that true? 

Mr. MAHON. Become voters? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAHON. T rae dey not require to become naturalized. 
If they sever their relations they become citizens. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course they do to become citizens of the 
United States. 

Mr. MAHON. Not in my State. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Supreme Court has expressly held that if 
an Indian belonging to a tribe separates himself from his tribe, 
he must still be naturalized before he becomes a citizen of the 


United States. 

Mr.MAHON. But they must first separate themselves from 
their tribes. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]— 

Mr. BAILEY. understand that, but they do not become 
naturalized. 

Mr. MAHON. They do. 

Mr. BAILEY. My information is different. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman from Texas may be right. I 
have not examined the decisions of the court as he has done, 
and am not as well posted on the subject as he is. 

Mr. HERMANN. Under the 3 tem of allotting lands 
to the Indians in severalty, the decision is that they do become 
citizens of the United States. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; the decision is that the mere breaking 
up of the tribal relation, or the mere separation of an Indian 
from his tribe, does not make him a citizen; that, having been 
born a member of the tribe, he can only become a citizen by 
naturalization. 

Mr. HERMANN. He becomes ipso facto a citizen of the 
United States when he severs hi from his tribe, and under 
the practice of allotting lands to the Indians in severalty it has 
been decided that they do become citizens of the United States, 
and they are entitled to vote in every State in this Union, and 
are now voting under that condition of affairs. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ina bill severing the tribal relations and al- 
lotting lands to Indians in severalty, the United States could 
of course make them citizens, but unless there is a provision to 
that effect they do not by mere allotment become citizens. 

In the ease of Elk vs. Wilkins an Indian attempted to vote and 
alleged that he had separated himself from the tribe and was no 
longer a part of it. He claimed that he was a citizen of Nebraska, 
and attempted to vote in the city of Omaha, but the register re- 
fused to permit him to register. The Indian sued him, and the 
case came to the Supreme Court of the United States, and is re- 
ported in the 112th volume of reports. The court held that he 
could not be a citizen of the United States without ha been 
naturalized, because he had been born a member of an Indian 


tribe. 

Mr. HERMANN. That was a condition of affairs in which 
there were no allotments. 

Mr. BAILEY. It the alloting statute provides for citizenship, 
of course the Indian becomes a citizen, but not otherwise. 

Mr. HERMANN. But the statute does provide that they 
shall become citizens of the United States upon the happening 
of that condition. 


Mr. BAILEY. That is upon allotment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa question of order. 
There is nothing before the committee. 

Mr. MAHON. One word more, Mr. Chairman. It is beyond 
all 5 that the education of the Indian children in the 
Eastern schools has been for the betterment of those people. 
This House wastes a great deal of time in discussing that ques- 
tion over and over and over again. TheIndians educated in our 
Eastern schools make good citizens. We bid them welcome to 
the State of Pennsylvania. We would not be sorry if every one 
of them remained in that State. They are a great deal better 
citizens than many that we have there. 

Pennsylvania to-day is cursed with a lot of anarchists, social- 
ists, bomb-throwers, men who destroy property with dynamite; 
alot of Hungarians, Italians, and oriana from foreign coun- 
tries, who are far worse citizens, worse enemies of this country 
to-day, and far more likely to destroy its liberties and peace 
than the poor Indian who travels the plains in all his savagery 
and debasement, and if this Congress should devote more atten- 
tion to eliminating that curse and less to the Indian, it would be 
better employed. I would like to trade off 300,000 of the Hun- 
garian, Italian, and other foreign criminals and scalawags that 
we have in the State of Pennsylvania for the Indians that be- 
long to the gentleman from Arizona. [Laughter.] We could 
educate and elevate the Indian to the plane of good citizen- 
8 

. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Task unanimous consent that debate on this 
cg be limited to five minutes. 

-REED. I object to that, because I want tosay afew words 
upon this if I can have time. 

Mr.HOLMAN. How much time does the gentleman from 
Maine want? 


Mr. REED. Five or ten minutes. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Then Task unanimous consent that debate 
be limited to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. REED, I object to any limitation. Let the debate go 


5 wa have a tribe here that needs some education on this 
su . 
-HOLMAN. The subject of Ind ian education is not really 


before the committee at all at this time. It will come up in its 
regular order. 

Mr.REED. Well, we have got into it, and we might as well 
talk it out. 

Mr. COFFEEN, Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention 
of the committee I desire to make a few remarks. I observe 
that the Western people, who, from practical experience with 
these Indians, areshowing that they understand something of the 
Indian question, and the Representatives of the Eastern portions 
of this country are manifesting a spirit of inquiry and of kind- 
ness in this discussion which is very encouraging and which I 
think makes it desirable that the discussion should be continued 
for a few minutes, because good is being accomplished by it. 

In reference to the education of the Indians at the Carlisle 
school, I wish to say that I attended an exhibition by the Indian 
pupils from that school at Metzerott’s Hall not long ago, and I 
was very much interested and impressed as I beheld those dark- 
eyed Indian young ple peering out, as it were, trying to com- 
prehend the future of themselves and of their race. I have 
nothing to say against the education of the Indians at the exist- 
ing schools, or against the benevolent efforts of our people in 
connection with the Carlisle and other Indian schools. 

But, coming from the West, where I have had opportunity to 
observe the reservation Indians, their needs and their habits, 
I desire to say, in harmony with what has been said by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona, that a much better use of the funds that 
are now expended for Indian schools would be secured by estab- 
lishing the schools in the West right beside the Indian. When 
you move your schools, your educational appliances, mechanical, 
scientific, and economical to the very home of the Indian, then 
you will secure results far beyond any that you attain now. > 

Imagine, if you pl the influence that would be exerted 
on the Crow Indians in Montana, or on the Shoshone Indians in 
the State that I have the honor to an pret by bringing them 
into contact with those educating and civili influences. 

You would thus be educating or lifting the whole tribe toa 
higher level, especially if you taught such branches and exer- 
cised them in such ane aris as would be properly adapted to 
the conditions in which they live and out of which they must 
emerge by slow degrees. 

Again, you bring at once into the minds of all the Indian pa- 
rents, who still must remain the natural guardians of their chil- 
dren, an ideaof the advan that there are in the education 
of the intellectand hearts of the children while you wisely train 
them also in the art of making a living. Secondly, you have 
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another valuable’ reciprocal influence, which acts upon the 
teachers and educators themselves, by which they learn and ap- 
preciate the difficulties and problems connected with the eleva- 
tion of the Indians, and which your teachers can never acquire 
by handling pupils in Pennsylvania or anywhere else in the 
Bast far distant from the actual homes of the Indians. 

These are among the results to be attained by schools among 
the Indians. Therefore, in harmony with the general Western 
sentiment, I say, move your schools and your institutions for 
see education of the Indian out where the Indians are, so that 

© Indian parent, as well as the children sig Seen the spirit 
and atmosphere surrounding your ‘schools, at will benefit 
thousands of Indians and gradually blend them into harmony 
who are now left to antagonize these young bright pupils whom 

ou educate in the East when they go back to their tribes in the 
est. 

When these children graduate and go West again, the change 
is so prear that they feel it most keenly, and it results disas- 
trously to them and does not accomplish the highand noble pur- 
poso you have in view. Instead of wasting $100,000 per year in 
training Indians at the Carlisle school in Pennsylvania in the 
higher branches and classical music, for which their parents 
and tribes at home have no use or appreciation, spend this sum 
in schools on the edges of the Western reservations and change 
the curriculum of studies into more practical channels. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Along the line of the gentle- 
man’s argument, which I have listened to with groat easure 
and considerable profit to myself, I desire to ask he does 


not think he can educate the Indians more successfully if the 
administration of affairs is put under the control of our own In- 
dian agents and our own teachers and farmers? [Laughter.] 
Mr. COFFEEN. Yes; and I indorse the general sentiment 
of the gentleman from Washington, indica by his question, 
and say that both agents and farmers to teach the Indians should 
come from civil life and have experience in the methods of 
mig and living in the regions where these reservations 
exist. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the path toward truth is said to 
be along a line of approximate inaccuracy, and S eap that 
may be our pathway to the truth with to Indian educa- 
tion. I desire to contribute some of the views which I entertain 
upon the subject, which I think may possibly be of use, though 
I decline to warrant it. I have listened to the remarks of the 
Delegate from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] and of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON], and although they seem to be at 
sword’s points, yet I venture to say that there is very little real 
difference between them. They are talking of different subjects 
and of different effects, produced by different courses of action. 
Unquestionably the education of the Indian may be carried to 
a point which, in individual cases, will fit him for association 
with the citizens of Pennsylvania or of Maine or of Massachu- 
setts, and if he stays with the citizens of those States he will 
undoubtedly be very much improved in his status, and the 
country will have the benefit of a new citizen. On the other 
hand, if he is educated beyond the reach of the tribe to which 
he belongs, and goes back to that tribe, he meets a great princi- 
ple, not of Indian nature but of human nature, which is exem- 
pinan among us at all times and on all occasions; that is, the 
emand for uniformity of thought and action. The human race 
has asort of instinct which obliges it to keep together, and it 
will not let any of usstray very far beyond the general sentiment. 
The man isa very bold man who to-day wears a very bright 
red necktie, and the man who twenty years ago had worn one 
would have been in great danger of personal assault. [Laughter.] 
The world will not stand anything except general uniformity. 
Asavage tribeis in precisely thesame condition. Itdoes notap- 
preciate a graduate of the Carlisle school, and it does not ap- 
reciate anybody who is much more elevated in social life than it 
Hence the problem, so far as the education of the tribe is con- 
cerned, is the raising of the whole tribe somewhat, rather than 
the raising of a single member of it a good deal. I do not care 
how high a man is raised above his community, if he goes back 
to it he will soon be brought downto its level of thought and 
action, This is a principle of human nature so widespread and 
so inherent in the race that it must be respected, and the more 
you respect it, the more sensible will be your eourse of action. 
Now, our newspapers are the palladiums of ourliberties. We 
all understand that. But our newspapers would lose their force 
at once if they undertook to be too far elevated above the peo- 
ple. They have to be within reaching distance. It is thesame 
with all other educational means 3 in this world. We 
have got to get people up, little by little, and in order to get 
them up at all we have got to get them all up. We have got 
to stop very often, for instance, in politics, in order to get 


our Democratic party np to the point for a new departure 
[Laughter.] And it would be im ible for an adyanced Re- 
publican to go amongst avery backward Democratic community 
without being very much lowered in his moral tone before he got 
out of it, if he continued to live with them any length of time. 
[Laughter.] : 

Now, that is an illustration which you will all understand 

rea haut and which, if you will apply it to the subject under 

cussion will, I think, reconcile in very many ways the appa- 
rently opposing views of the Delegate from Arizona Mr. SMITH] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine 
has expired. 

Mr. REED, I should like to have a few minutes longer. 

The AN. Inthe absence of objection, the time of 
the gentleman from Maine will be extended five minutes. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from pg ing Stree is arguing 
about the fitness of the education which is towed upon the 
Indians at Carlisle for certain purposes. Unquestionably he is 
right about that, and we should all be glad to see the aborigines 
of this country assimilate themselves with us. But when you 
come to take a tribe, which can not be separated and distributed, 
and the question is about the education of that tribe, it is the 
same with those people as it is with us. They must pass over 
the same road that we passed over. We did not arrive at our 
present condition of civilization by leaps and bounds. On the 
con we went ata snail’s pace, use we had to lift every- 


ae the s 

y, you are having that identical problem in the education 
of the colored people of the South. hen a Southern colored 
boy ds three or four or five or six hours in school, and theu 
goes home to his parents who have not had the advantages of 
that education, they are very likely to feel that he is a little bit 
uppish in his ways, and unconscio they try to push him down. 
So it is with regard to the Indians. Why, I recollect how it was 
when wewere boys, how we used to criticise our companions who 
undertook to be a little more educated than ourselves, or to wear 
their clothes a little more in the style of grown people. Itisa 
fact and a principle that runs through human nature. 

Now, it seems to me that the inevitable deduction from this 
is that while it may be proper to take individuals and educate 
them to be distributed among the community, it is also equally 
true that the best method of reaching the Indian question is to 
have those schools which commence with matters nearest to 
their present thought and ually lift them up through in- 
dustrial means, until they begin to realize and understand 
the advantages of the change, and when they all of them come 
to this understanding, whic is necessary for progress, each one 
supported by all the rest, then they will all come up gradually 
together, and very soon we will find them fit to be citizens of 
the United States, for that is not necessarily avery high stand- 
ing. It only requires that men comprehend what is necessary 
for laws to govern themselves. 

Now, ft seems to me that these are sound principles, and that 
it is worth while for us to apply them to this question which is 
before us. For my part, I should be willing to spend agood deal 
of money for an education like that, for while they have got 
to go over the samo road we went over, while they have got 
to pass from their present condition, which was ours centuries 
ago, they can, thanks to their surroundings, go over the road 
in a much shorter time than we went over it, and by taking them 
all together we shall get them there much more quickly than if. 
we undertake as c education. [Applause. : 

Mr. COOMBS. What does the gentlemen think of the edu- 
cation of teachers in Eastern schools to send back to teach their 


own tribes? 

Mr. REED. My rience about teachers has been that 
there may be such a thing as the overeducation of teachers. 
My impression is that the very best scholars are by no means 
the best teachers. Some time ago, in eee Aeee red ques- 
tion, apologizing somewhat for my inability to discuss itas full 
as might be, I ventured to say that I would discuss it, because 
had noticed that a 5-year-old boy could teach a 4-year-old boy 
more than Noah Webster could, with all the facilities of his 
dictionary. So it may be that we may educate teachers too 
much. What we want to do is to get within reach of the 
whole tribe, and lift the whole of it, thereby 8 our edu- 
cation complete. - 

The generation which has got beyond school days is to a cer- 
tain extent hopeless, but you get the whole of the younger gen- 
eration educated up toa certain point and you have reac 
that point permanently, and then the next generation has gota 
better chance; and so they will go on, and when the whole tribe 
gets permeated with the idea t education is a good thing, 
progress will be rapid. By education I mean the very broadest 
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kind of lifting up. I donotbelieve that education is book knowl- 
edge. Book knowledge is the very least part of education. 

1 think one of the brightest men I knew, when I first came 
out of college, was a man whose reports I had to write for him. 
But he was bright enough, and he gave me the idea that there 
may be an education which can make a man. which doos not 
necessarily come under the head of reading and writing. But 
applying the term education in its fullest and broadest sense, 
what we want to do is to educate them all, because—and I think 
it is a providential arrangement—you can not leave any large 

rtion of the human race outside of progre Your progress 
833 until you get them up to a fair level. ; 

You can not go ahead. You can not live with an ignorant 
majority pantie: your borders. You have got to raise them be- 
fore you can raise yourselves. You are subjected to that un- 
conscious but unfailing influence of the majority of sentiment, 
and until that majority of sentiment is lifted higher you who 
stand on the heights can climb no higher. [Loud applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

New Mexico: For general incidental expenses of the Indian service, in- 
eluding traveling expenses of agents in New Mexico and support and civili- 
zation of Indians at Pueblo Agency, $3,500, and pay of employés at said 
agency, $1,200: in all, $4,700. 

Mr.SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, I offer a pro forma amendment 
to enable me to make a statement. I move to strike out the last 
five words in the section just read. This morning, while my 
attention was otherwise occupied by two of my colleagues, an 
amendment relating to the Seneca Indian lands in New York 
was offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin on my left [Mr. 
LYNCH] and accepted by the chairman of the Indian airs 
Committee. It was my intention to raise a point of order against 
that amendment, at the request of my colleague [Mr. DANIELS], 
whois absent. I now ask permission of the gentleman from 
Indiana, chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, that I may be allowed to raise that 
point of order, and let it be disposed of ae Chair, without 
prejudice fromits not being raised and disposed of when the 
amendment was offered, when I was otherwise occupied. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please state where 
the amendment was offered. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. It was at the end of page 36. 

Mr. SICKLES. It isa provision to pay the Ogden Land Com- 
pany for certain claims which it says it has over this 50,000 
acres of Seneca Indian lands in Western New York. Whether 
or not they have a good claim I do not know; but this is new 
legislation, and it ought to be brought before the House ina 
separate bill. I ask permission to raise the point of order, as I 

romised my colleague 10 udge DANIELS] I would, and as I should 
bare done if my attention had not been occupied by two of my 
colleagues at the time the amendment was offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin offered an amendment at the end of line 7, 

e 35, and that the committee accepted it, 
r. SICKLES. Yes, it was accepted by the chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to return to that part of the bill and that he ma 
have permission to raise the point of order against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. It is too late. I object. 

Mr. SICKLES. Iam sorry that my colleague objects, and I 
give notice that I will demand a separate vote on that amend- 
ment, or will move to recommit the bill with instructions to 
strike out that amendment. I do not think it was fairly intro- 
duced. : i 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just one word in this connection. I do not 
think it is fair to take advantage of the mere circumstance that 
the gentleman was not able to make the point of order as he has 
said he intended. I think that under the circumstances the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SICKLES] should have permis- 
sion to raise the point of order. z 

Mr. SICKLES. My colleague, who objects, was one of those 
who engaged my attention at the moment the amendment was 
offered. e knew that it was to be introduced, and I had no 
opportunity to raise the point. Therefore my colleague is the 
last one who should object. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. This is a committee amend- 
ment, which was unanimously agreed to by the committee. 

Mr. LYNCH. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that this mat- 
ter was perfectly understood by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. It happened to be omitted from the draft of the bill, 
when it was last printed. Itcame from the whole committee as 
a committee amendment, and it was introduced by me this morn- 
ing at the oy time and place. 

f: PE ERE ips no fault om the 5 1 = 
appeal © House at the proper time to correct the ar- 
ity of which I complain. 8 be 


The Clerk read as follows: 

traveling expenses of agents in 0 ¼ and civilization of Zadians 

ort and c: zation of In a 
Uintah 7 
2 son ie all. Sen Agencies; 96,500" and pay of employés at said agen 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to call the attention 
of the chairman of the committee to this item, which relates to 
Utah, and I wish to offer an amendment. As it now reads it is 
$6,500 for incidental expenses, and for pay of employés at said 
agencies $1,500; in all, $8,000. In the bill for the fi year end- 
ing 1894 the incidental expenses and pay of employés were ap- 
propriated for together. If this $5,000 was used in pay for em- 
ployés, $3,009 was for incidental expenses, making only $8,000 in 
all. As it stands now it is not sufficient for the service. I will 
offer an amendment for incidental expenses, ete., $3,000, and pay 
of Pager es $5,000. 

Mr HOLMAN. I hope the Clerk will report the amendment 
again, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For genera) incidental N e of the Indian service, including travel - 
boy Seay ane of agents in Utah, support and civilization of Indians at Uin- 
tah Valley and Ouray Agencies, $3,000, and pay of employés, $5,000. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I want to change that soas to 
make it for pay of employés, $5,000; a total of $8,000. I do not 
change the total, and it does not increase the appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It increases the appropriation $1,600. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It gives $3,000for the inciden- 
tal expenses, and leaves $5,000 for the 5 

Mr. HOLMAN. It only leaves 81,500 for the Indian employés. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It was considered with refer- 
ence to Utah, and agreed to at the time. The same thing oc- 
curs with the State of Washington. Asit now stands itis prac- 
tically of no value whatever to the Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [hope the amendment will again be read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the provision of $1,500 for the pay of 
the Indian employés ought to retained. If my friend will 
just modify his amendment that way so that $1,500 shall be re- 
tained for Indian employés, I think his amendment will be more 
acceptable. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have no objection to that, if 
the chairman of the committee desires to have it divided up 
into Indian em 7 5 or anything else. As it now stands it is 
of no value to the Department, because we have only got $1,500 
and $6,500 for incidental expenses. The Department wants $3,000 
for incidental expenses and $5,000 for the pay of employés. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will say $1,500, and $1,500 
for the py of Indian employés, I think there is no objection. 

The AIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington will 
please present his amendment in writing. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr, Chairman, while the gentleman is pre- 
paring his amendment I can say all I desire to say. 

A moment ago, in a colloguy with the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. MAHON], I stated that an Indian leaving his tribe 
could not become a citizen of the United States without being 
naturalized. My assertion was contradicted, and while it is not 
a matter of special importance it is just as well to be accurate as 
we go along. I have before me the case in which the Supreme 
Court has expressly decided what I stated, and the language of 
the court is: 

Indians born within the territorial limits of the United States, members 
of, and owing immediate allegiance to, one of the Indian tribes (an alien 
though dependent power) although in a geographical sense born in the 
United States are no more born in the United States and subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof“ within the meaning of the first section of the four- 
teenth amendment, than the children of subjects of any part of government 
born within the domain of that government or the children born within the 
United States of ambassadors or other public ministers of foreign nations. 

The court continues and holds that the Indian is not born sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the United States within the meaning 
of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution, and therefore 
can become a citizen of the United States only by naturalization. 

In reply to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], who 
said that they became citizens when their lands are allotted, I 
beg to say that the act which provided for the apportionment of 
the land permitted them to become citizens, and therefore that 
act pro hac vice, is a naturalization, and when they had taken the 
land in allotment it made them citizens. 

Mr. HERMANN. In reply to that, permit me to say on the 
last proposition of the gentleman, that in accordance with the 
terms of the act in 1891 an Indian whose lands are set 
apart in severalty becomes a citizen of the United States upon 

at act. As to the gentleman's first proposition, I wish to state 
that the Supreme Court, sibly as far back as a quarter ofa 
century ago, distinctly held that when an Indian subject to the 
tribe separates himself from the tribe, absolves himself from 


allegiance to that tribe, and takes part of the duties imposed 
upon him by citizenship, he thereby becomes ipse facto a citi- 
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zen of the United States; that is to say, where he takes the dress 
and manners of the citizens of the country. i 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwill give the gentleman the facts on which 
this complaint is based: 


Thatmore than one year prior to the 
had severed his tribal relation to the In 


evances herein complained of he 
an tribes, had fully and completely 
surrendered himself to the jurisdiction of the United States, and still so 
continues subject to the jurisdiction of the United States. 


THis case was decided in 1884. 

Mr. HERMANN, Iwill pros with the gentleman about that, 
but he may not have adopted the dress and customs of civilized 
life. 

Mr. BAILEY. He was living in the city of Omaha, Nebr. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will oxamine that, and refer to the de- 
seon originally made by the Supreme Court of the United 

tates. : 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 25, strike out “six thousand five hundred,” and insert “five thou- 
sand.” Line 1, page 44, strike out “fifteen hundred ” and insert three 
thousand; in all, $8,000; of which at least one-half shall be expended for 
Indian employés.” 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That means that one-half of 
the $3,000 shall be expended for Indian employés. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Washington: For general incidental expenses of the Indian service, in- 


cluding traveling expenses of agents at seven agencies and the support and 


civilization of Indians at Colville and Puyallup Agencies, $14,000, and pay of 
employés, $2,000; in all, $16,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 44, line 6, after the word “agencies” strike out “fourteen thousand 
dollars;”’ and in line 7, after the word “employés " strike out two thou- 


sand and insert “sixteen thousand.“ Also in line 7 strike out in all six- 
teen thousand dollars,” 


Mr. HOLMAN. This does not change the amounts but only 
the arrangement, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. [understand thatif the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana prevails the appropriation 
will be for general and incidental expenses $9,500, and to pay 
employés $6,500; in all $16,000. That is the way it ought to be. 
That is the way the Department wishes it, and if we are to 
change this at all it 5 to be in that way. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that is not the 
amendment which has been proposed by the gentleman from 
Indiana, but the Chair will suspend action on the amendment 
and will recognize the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Doo- 
LITTLE], who, by unanimous consent, has been allowed thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 8, page 44, add the following: 

“ Provided, That all lands heretofore constituting a part of the Puyallup 
Indian Reservation situate near the city of Tacoma, Pierce County, State of 
Was now held in severalty by the Puyallup Indians, patents to 
which have heretofore been ed by the United States to said Indians, 
said patents con certain restrictions upon the sale and conveyance 
of said lands, are hereby declared to be the property and estate of each of 
said allottees or their heirs in fee simple, free and clear of each and every 
restriction as to the sale, conveyance, or other disposition of the same 
heretofore imposed by the Government of the United States: Provided, 
however, That no sale of said lands shall be valid until the parties shall a 

r before the United States district judge of the district in which said 

ds are situate, and thereupon submit to him all the terms and conditions 
of such roposed sale for his approval, and if approved by such judge he 
shall indorse his approvalon the contract or other instrument evidenving 
such sale; thereupon such sale may be executed and completed in accordance 
with the terms and conditions so approved by said judge. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, having reserved the point of 
order on a very similar amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Oklahoma, I shall feel in duty bound to reserve the point 
of order on this also. This subject, however, has not been very 
carefully considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I 
will call a meeting of the committee to-morrow morning to con- 
sider both propositions. In the meantime the gentleman from 
Washington can proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is in the 
interests of justice and right to every person concerned, both 
whites and Indians, living in the vicinity of these allotted lands. 
These Puyallup Indians who have taken their lands in severalty 
are civilized Indians. These allotted lands cover about 17,000 
acres in the valley of the ge bri River, in Pierce County, in 
the State of Washington. The westerly boundary of this reser- 
vation joins the city of Tacoma, my home town, in that State, 
and it stretches up the valley easterly for a distance of about 


9 miles, to the thrifty town of Puyallup, a place which to-day 
has about fourteen or fifteen hundred people. 

That valley is naturally one of the most beautiful in the State 
of Washington, and if it was cleared up so as to admit of being 
cultivated, it would be one of the most productive valleys in the 
entire Union. There are about six hundred Puyallup Indians 
occupying these 17,000 acres of land. Intelligent as they are, 
those Indi are desirous, and have been desirous for years 
past, of selling a portion of their lands in order to raise money 
to enable them to clear off the portion that they retain and make 
it productive. 

l venture the assertion that any gentleman in this House, or 
any white man anywhere who understands anything about the 
cultivation of the soil in our State, can take 7 acres of that land 
when it is cleared and ready for cultivation, and support a fam- 
ily of half a dozen people royally and well. The land is natur- 

N productive in grasses, in vegetables, in hay, 
and in fruit. No finer fruit country lies out of doors to-day than 
the Liew | of the Puyallup River. These Indians have taken 
their lands in severalty. They are citizens of the United States. 
They are voters. They have all the rights that any white citi- 
zen of this country enjoys. They are asking Congress that the 
restriction upon the sale of their lands be removed. 

What is the restriction they desiretohaveremoved? Within 
eight years time, under the law which was passed by the Fifty- 
second Congress, the restriction will be removed and the Indians 
will come into full enjoyment of this property as they now have 
dominion and controlover it. Under the existing law they have 
the right to lease these lands for a period not exceeding two 
years; but that is not sufficient for them. They desire to handle 
their lands as other citizens of the United States—white peo- 
ple—handle property, real and personal, and it is only the sim- 
pes kind of broad 8 1 to permit them to do so and 

orem dispose of their lands as their own judgment shall dic- 

tate. 
It is a wrong to these people, who have become citizens and 
who attend our county conyentions and our State conventions 
and sit upon the juries that try the causes that are tried in our 
courts, to longer withhold from them this right; especially when 
they have reached the condition of education and intelligence 
which they now enjoy. When the Commission was out there, 
more than two years since, it reported that it was wrong to con- 
tinue these restrictions any further than the necessity for them 
Sri and that ina short time they should be absolutely re- 
moved, 

These Indians decided years ago that the time had eome when 
they were qualified to handle their property like other people, 
and the white people of that section of the State are unani- 
mously in favor of the amendment I have offered. I have had 
within the few past days telegrams and lettersasking me to pre- 
sent this amendment to the Indian appropriation bill and to urge 
upon Congress to finally put an end to the difficulties which these 
prope are laboring under in this respect. Now, I desire tostate 
to this committee that these allotted lands are as a rule heavily 
timbered. It will require an expenditure of from $75 to $125 an 
acre to remove the timber from them. ' 

From this it will be seen how important it is that these Iu- 
dians shall have the right to sell a portion of these lands in 
order to improve the remainder. Like intelligent white people 
these Indians do not want any commission to go out there an 
say what portion of their lands they shall dispose of. When 
you are about to sell your farm or other property you make up 
your own mind about it; and they desire to follow the same 
course with regard to their lands; and I submit to the com- 
mittee, with all due respect, that these Indians never will con- 
sent, so far as these allotted lands are concerned, to any other 


method of disposing of them than by themselves in an independ- 


ent way, and as any American citizen is entitled to dispose of 
his property. Within the limits of this reservation there is a 
body of land, somewhere in the neig! borhood of 5,000 acres, 
which was reserved for school, church, and cemetery purposes 
when the allotments were made. This5,000acres which was not 
allotted has been spoken of always since the allotments were 
made as the reservation land proper. 

Now, during the last Congress a law was enacted relative to 
this entire subject, providing for the appointment of a commis- 
sion of three 8 to go into that country, upon the reser- 
vation, providi g also for an appraisal of these lands and the 
sale of them, and that the proceeds so far as allotted lands were 
concerned should be turned into the Treasury of the United 
States, and that the sale should be subject to the approval of 
this commission. 

Well, now, Mr. Chairman, when the Indians became aware 
that if they consented to the sale of these allotted lands, the 
money which was d for them was to be turned into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and then was to be paid out under 
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the approva of the Secretary of the Interior, they became dis- 
satisfied, because they did not wish the money that was paid for 
property in that locality to be taken away from that country 
and brought clear back here, nearly 4,000 miles from where 
it belonged, in that woy depriving the people of that country of 
its use. Neither did they want to be required to have their 
lands appraised and sold off in this way, or to have some com- 
mission select what portion of the land should be sold; and so 
these Indian citizens have refused to consent to the sale of these 
lands as each man before me would have done. 

They consented to the sale of the 5,000 acres which had been 
reserved when the allotment was made for school, church, and 
cemetery purposes. They consented to the sale of that land, and 
the commission is going on about its business in disposal of the 
reservation land proper. Now, I do not wish to be understood 
here as passing any criticism upon the commission. I am en- 
tirely content to have them proceed with their business, and I 
do not care what length of time is covered, but I know from the 
commissioners themselves that they will not be able to get the 
consent of any of the allottees for the sale of the allotted lands 
belonging to these Puyallup Indians, and, in my humble judg- 
ment, they should not. y 

Not knowing this to be the case, I haye submitted to those In- 
dians and to the white 2 ol that section of the country 
this amendment, * t before a sale is made the parties 
to the proposed sale s go before the judge of the United 
States district court, holding terms within and for that district, 
and submit to him the contracts, to have the terms and condi- 
tions of the sale approved by him. These Indians have confi- 

dence in this pe ge He was brought 2 in their midst. He 
read law in one of the cities adjoining reservation. 

Every one of those Indians knows this man intimately and 
well, and they are satisfied and contented to have him overlook 
their business concerns and transactions with reference to this 
land. It is a fair and open proposition and 3 1 
would as soon imperil my own existence as to do anything that 
I bad any reason to believe would inflict wrong on a single in- 
dividual of the Puyallups. On the contrary, I want to preserve 
and protect their rights in all things. But I tell you, gentle- 
men of this committee, that this amendment is in the interest 
of these Indians, that if adopted, as I believe it will be adopted 
by this House, it will result in bettering the condition of every 
individual upon those lands. They are an educated, self-re- 
liant, self-respecting people, and fill the bill completely when 
you come to require an educated, cultured red man. They are 
everything that education and culture will make of those people 
during the life of the ang generation. 

Now, I desire to call your attention, lest it be forgotten, again 
to the fact that these restrictions, under the law as it now exists, 
will be removed in eight Menig time. If there hasever been any 

uestion as to their ability to protect themselves in their rela- 

ons to each other or in their relations tothe white people sur- 
rounding them, I wish to say they are just as well q ed and 
prepared for the removal of this restriction to-day as they will 
be at the expiration of eight years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this obstacle to the 

wth of one of the cities of my State should be removed. It 

long seemed to me that these Indians were entitled to the 
removal of these restrictions, and I know that if you adopt this 
amendment, as it seems to me you will, in the interest of justice 
and right to all concerned, there will be a happy crowd of In- 
dians upon those allotted lands within the limits of my State, 
and I know that the white ple surrounding them will be 
happy, because they desire to have these lands cut up intosmall 
pieces and made fertile and productive. The obstacle to the 
growth of our city will be removed, and the interests of all 
ties will be advanced. What I want zai to do here to-day is to 
let my people go.“ Let them have their rights, as white people 
enjoy their rights, and as these red men are entitled to enjoy 
theirs. [Applause. 


The C RMAN: The Chair understands that this para- 

graph and amendments are to go over until to-morrow. 
. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. What further time have I, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes left. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Washing- 
ton to let the matter go over. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to reserve the remainder of my 
time, with the exception of such time as my colleague [Mr. 
WILSON] desires to consume. 

Mr. ON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, it is hardl 
pace & nor would I be able, to add anything to what col- 
league, the gentleman from Washington [Mr. DOOLITTLE] has 
already said, relative to the removal of the restrictions upon the 
Puyallup Indians. A single word in this connection, however, 


may be of some benefit to the committee in determining its ac- 
tion upon this question, which is of so great importance to a por- 
tion of the State that I in part represent. 

In the Fifty-first Congress, at its first session, I secured an 
appropriation to send a commission to see what was for the best 
interest of the Indians on the Puyallup Indian Reservation. 
The commission made a report and submitted a map, of which 
I wish every member of this committee might have a copy. 
Could we have had action on the part of Congress at that time, 
we would have been able to dispose of these lands for at least a 
million dollars more than we would now be able to dispose of 
them. The appraisement of the Puyallup Indian lands by this 
commission was $3,322,184.50. The great body of those lands 
could have been sold at that time. 

While there were some differences of opinion as to the man- 
ner in which the money should be controlled, if we could have 
had this restriction removed we would have placed sufficient 
moneysomewhere, eitherin the hands of the Indians themselves 
or in the Treasury of the United States, to have supported them 
and their 3 for all time to come. We could have dis- 
pensed entirely with the appropriations made in this bill for 
the education of the Puyallup Indians and for incidental ex- 
popao and for that agency there, in all amounting to some $16,- 


Now, you must understand that it is not the intention to dis- 
pose of all of the lands. The Indians will still have a sufficient 
amount. It will push them farther back, but they will still 
have sufficientland. Gentlemen will see by examining this map 
that there is a very narrow place here for the railroads to come 
around into the city of Tacoma. Every railroad that comes in 
there has to cross this reservation. The location of this reser- 
vation has ha aa the growth, progress, and development of a 
city of 40,000 inhabitants. s 

It will be observed that in 1886 patents were issued to the 
Puyallup Indians under authority of the sixth article of the 
treaty with them, and that the title was vested in the patentees 
with certain restrictions upon its sale, which restrictions a 
State in which these lands might be situated could remove, but 
not without the consent of Congress. These restrictions were 
removed March 22, 1890, and it now remains for Co to 
give its consent or modify those restrictions as it shall see fit. 

Certain conditions make these lands of great value. They 
are two or more miles fronting on the water and adjoining the 
limitsof Tacoma ee That city lies on the southwestern shores 
of Commencement Bay, and the reservation on the northeastern 
shore. The bay in front of a large portion of the city, being 
from 2 to 21 miles wide, furnishes a harbor of unusual commo- 
diousness and safety. These few Indians are the owners in fee 
simple of this valuable land, which is of immense value to the 

rowth and future of the city of Tacoma. The great body of it 
A absolutely unused by them, and most of it is in a state of na- 
ture and covered with a growth of timber. 

Thatit is a great drawback to the growth of Tacoma to have 
such a large area of unoccupied land hindering its commercial, 
manufacturing, and social development needs no argument from 
me. Not only is this state of affairs extremely detrimental to 
the city of Tacoma, but it is also seriously affecting the growth 
and prosperity of the entire Puyallup Valley. This valley lies 
eastof the reservation, and in productive oa is unexcelled 
by any equal area in the United States. These lands are in a 
eae measure devoted to the raising of hops, a very important 
industry. 

To allow the oa tap Indians to sell their lands would not be 
forcing them to sell them. It would only be giving them a right 
to sell, and they could by disposing o rtions of their lands 
develop other portions. As it stands the lands are not doing 
themselves or anybody else any good. They are notable to im- 
prove the property, and are ply land r.” -If an Indian 
could sell half or any other portion of the land which he holds, 
he could obtain capital sufficient to clear and otherwise improve 
the other half. To allow him to sell, I repeat, is not to force 
him to sell all or even a part. To hinder him from selling keeps 
his lands tied and hinders him from doing anything to ease his 
way through life. 

With a proun of kindness to the Indians they who stand in 
the way of the = nga of the reservation are doing the Indians 

t injury. ey are hinder: them from the common en- 
joyment of the common necessaries of life and sending them to 
their graves in poverty and yet rich in somethiny which they 
can not enjoy. y a poor old Indian would die suffering for 
food and clothes, if the obstructionists could have their way, 
who might otherwise spend the balance of his days in comfort. 
Indians can not eat nor can they clothe’ themselves with fir 
trees, water frontage, or land, so long as these stand as they 
were placed by nature. 
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More than all, it is important to the city of Tacoma, in the 
broad and public sense, that this reservation shall be opened to 
occupancy and improvement without gelag. = 

In fact, I might say in passing that all the tribes of Indians in 
the State of Washington are ina much better condition than 
those in other parts of the West. The white citizens of our 

tate have treated them with uniform kindness and justice, and 
none of their reservations have been reduced or lands taken 
away from them without compensation and treaty agreements, 
and only one reservation has n reduced, and this by agree- 
ment between the United States and the Indians. The Neah 
Bay, the Nisqually, the Quillayute, the Puyallup, the Yakima, 
ef the Colville Reservations all remain the same as guaranteed 
to them by treaty. 

But while thisis true, Mr. Chairman, thatthe State hastreated 
the Indians with great justice, so rapidly has the increase and 
development of the great State of Washington been that some- 
thing must be done and done immediately to reduce these reser- 
vetions and throw them open to white homestead settlers; and 
this is notoriously so in case of the Puyallup, Colville, and Yak- 
ima Reservations. As these reservations now stand, they area 
blot upon the State, blocking progress, 5 noone, retard- 
ing the prosperity of the Indians themselves. It is not only right 
but it is the duty of the Government with determination an 
firmness to relieve the people of these barriers in the way of 
their future 8 and development. 

I admit, Mr. Chairman, that the lands of the Puyallup Res- 
ervation are valuable, but what has made them so? Certainly 
not the Indian, but the energy, enterprise, and industry of the 
people of Tacoma, who have built a great city upon its borders, 
and whose further progress and development is greatly imper- 
illed by the failure of ae to act upon the removal of the 
restrictions placed upon these lands; lands, too, unoccupied for 
any purpose and absolutely of no benefit to the Indian. It smacks 
very strangely, sir, of the dog in the manger policy. 

By the removal of the restrictions placed upon them by the 
United States the sale of these lands would average something 
like $270 per acre, which would givo the Indians a large amount 
af money, with which they would be able to cultivate the por- 
tion not sold; building homes for themselves and families, edu- 
cating their children, and preparing themselves and children 
for the citizenship now conferred upon them by the Government 
of the United States. It remains for Congress to say whether 
a fbi proceed upon this line, or will continue to permit these 
Indians to exist in 53 ignorance, although rich in lands 
that the paternal Government will not permit them to utilize 
for their own benefit. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that these lands will ever be 
more valuable to the Indian than they are now, and I do believe 
that the sale of them is to his interest, both now and in the fu- 
ture; if I did not believe it I would not ask the adoption of the 
amendment offered by my colleague, Mr. DOOLITTLE. 

The adoption of this amendment will not affect the section of 
land owned by the Indians as tribal perty. It is known as 
the school section. It is not intended by the proposition of my 
colleague [Mr. DOOLITTLE] to disturb that in the slighest de- 
gree, Thatis already being disposed of in the way provided in 
the act of the Fifty-second Congress, at its second session, to 
wit, by platting it into lots and streets, the same as the city of 
Tacoma is 
the sale of that land will go into a common school fund, for the 
education of the Puyallup Indian children. So much for that. 

Mr. CANNON of California. Is any 1 of this land 
within the corporate limits of the city of ma? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No, sir; the corporate limits 
of the city of Tacoma come up to and join the Indian reserva- 
tion. The limits of the city can not of course be extended any 
further. Now, at the time of the passage of this act to which I 
have referred, as has been said by my colleague [Mr. DooLIT- 
TLE}, we cut down the restrictions from twenty-five years to 
ten years. Two years of that time have already elapsed, and in 
about eight years more all restrictions will be removed. 

Now, under that act a commission was via {etme composed 
of three gentlemen from Illinois, Ohio, Georgia. I made 
some reference to the members of that commission on Saturday 


last. 

It was our-wish and hope that we might have an Indian Com- 
missioner from our own State, who thoroughly understood the 
situation relative to these lands. These lands, some of them, 
border upon tide water,and are of immense value, some of them 
estimated to be worth a thousand dollars an acre for the pur- 
poses of commerce and trade, for the accommodation of railroads 
and steamboats. Yet they lie there the same as they did a 
thousand years ago, absolutely of no use either to the Indians or 
tip the people of Tacoma, retarding the growth and commercial 


latted and surveyed, and the money derived from 


advancement of the city. Now, if we can remove these restric- 
tions and have these lands, or such portions of them as the In- 
dians may desire, put upon the market and sold, it will give 
them suflicient means to go forward and educate their children, 
and to take care of themselves. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. What is the objection to this proposi- 
tion? I do not see 5 urging any objection to it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The objection has been the 
same objection that is always heard on the opening of Indian 
reservations, to wit, that these lands are valuable—and we do not 
deny that. They are extremely valuable, and the objection is 
that the white people are seeking to take some commercial ad- 
vantage of these Indians. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But J understand that these Indians are 
all 3 this? $ 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr.Grover Cleveland, Presi- 
dent of the United States, in 1886 issued patents to these lands, 
but put in a restriction clause that we could not alienate them 
for twenty-five years, or could not lease them for a period of 
more than two years. There was a petition praying for the re- 
moval of restriction passed by the Legislature and sent to Con- 
gress. They came to Congress asking consent to the removal 
of the restriction. This Congress denied. Then we obtained 
an appropriation for another commission to go out there. They 
went out, and we gave them $20,000 to enable them to make an- 


while we are here sweltering and 

Now, what ought we todo? Say an i 
wants to sell it; he can not doit. He can get nothing for it. 
He wants to di of part of it for $20,000 and improve the re- 
maining acres, and he would be able thereby to get something 
very greatly to his advantage. What objection can there be to 


that. Here are 40,000 Anglo-Saxons, h of your flesh and 
bone of your bone, your own kin and kindred, who are see 
their inter- 


> 
opportunity to develop their property and deve 
ests and increase their commerce upon the publichighways and 
navigation of the seas, and for the 8 railroads; none 
of which they can do owing to the restric imposed in this 
trade, and they are compelled te come to Congress asking some 
consideration at your hands. The present condition is unjust 

to all of these ae if 

Mr. TALB of South Carolina. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman n 5 r the apa Reg the ai pae yam other 

appropriation bills were passed by former gresses? 
r. WILSON of Washington. Oh, yes; they existed in the 


Fifty-first ocean and in the Fifty-second Congress, and in 
the Forty-nin and in the Forty-eighth Congress. 
There 3 — — abees tat 8 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And do I understand the 
gentleman to say that this is the first effort that has been made? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No,no. We made an effort 
in the Fifty-first Congress, and in the Fifty-second Congress; 
and we are here still fighting along to get something in order 
that we may take away these restrictions. l 

Mr. T ERT of th Carolina. I merely asked the gen- 
tleman for information. I am inclined to favor his proposition. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to say to the gen from 
South Carolina there was a case t by the district court in 
the State of Washington, the facts in which are that a corpora- 
tion was trying to get a right of way through this reserva- 
tion, and the troops were brought upon these lands in order to 
prevent the g of the tracks that had been ceded to this 
8 by these so-called Indians. Judge Hanford, of the 
United States district court, decided that the troops had no au- 
thority to prevent them; and we have the opinion of a judge of 
the United States court, which states that Indians holding these 
Peet lands have the right and authority to grant this right 
of way. 

Now, then, an appeal has been taken to the United States cir- 
cuit court of L N from the decision rendered by Judge Han- 
ford and has n tried recently in the city of San Francisco. 
This decision I undertake to say to this committee will have its 
effect upon all these reservations where the allotments have been 
made; and Ihave no doubt that the opinion of Judge Hanford 


will be sustained. 
You are asking for the 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
3 

Mr. DOO LITTLE. We are not asking for a dollar, and I de- 
sire to say here, further, that this will lessen the expense of this 
bill and lessen the amount for this commission. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I see you are only asking 
for the privilege. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, Mr. Chairman, iu che 
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limited time left to me I will state there is nobody asking for 
any land. Weare only asking that the restrictions may be re- 
moved, and that if the Indian desires to sell his propery the sale 
shall be subject to the approval of the United States district court; 
that the price per acre shall be approved by that court; and if 
the court thinks it not sufficient in price, of course he will not 
py ay of the trade. It is all to be subject to the approyal of 
the United States district court; and in this connection I wish to 
say that in all my State there is not a white man that desires in 
the slightest degree to take any advantage of these Indians. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HUDSON] shakes his head. 
I will give him a little history that he perhaps is not acquainted 
with. I desire to tell him that in every trade concluded with 
Indians, Puyallup, Tulalip, Yakima, Colville, and all the Indian 
reservations in my State they were treated fairly by the State 
of Washington. There is not a single acre of land that has 
ever been taken from an Indian by acitizen of that State unless 
by due process of treaty under which he has paid him dollar for 
dollar of its value. The Indian has not been cheated of a single 
dollar. I will conclude my remarks by adding the memorial 
from the city council of Puyallup on that subject. 


APPENDIX. 


To the honorable the Senate and House Rep tbe ae 
of the United States of America: 


Your petitioner, the city 8 of Puyallup, Pierce County, State of 


8 tfully re mt: 
That the city of Puyallup is situate about 9 miles southeasterly from the 
oy of Tacoma, in the Puyallup Valley, on the line of the Northern Pacific 


That the Puyallup Indian Reservation abuts upon the western limits of 
our city and lies between us and Tacoma; that this vast extent of the finest 
in the State of Was m lies almost wholly dormant, without culti- 
vation, and is a menace to the wth of both our 1A 5 Tacoma, for the 
reason that neither can extend its limits beyond the bounds of the reserva- 
tion in its present condition of bondage. 

The reason for this condition of things exists in the fact that the Congress 
of the United States has not yet ac upon the petition and memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Washington to remove the restrictions im- 

upon said reservation; and the object of this petition now is to bring 
the notice of your honorable bodies the necessity for immediate action in 
this matter, at this your present sessſon. 

The Indians upon this reservation are civilized and fairly educated, and 
are cou of their own affairs and, in our judgment, mak a 
oe bie living; but they are unable to do so at present for the reason 
that they are restricted from sell their lands or any portion thereof, or 
Erte AA incumbering them, and the communities surrounding them know- 
ing this, and knowing that no indebtedness incurred by the Indians can be 

‘orced against them, refuse to extend to them that aid and credit which 
would enable them to improve their farms that they might be able to main- 
tain themselves in a respectable manner. They are practically homeless 
and without food or shelter, for the reason that they can not obtain credit 
for the necessaries of life on account of their lands thus tied up. 

Our State Legislature knowing these unfortunate conditions, and the ab- 
solute necessity for the 8 of that portion of the State in which this 
Reservation is situated, pron pa y and in accord with the wishes of the 

le of the State and the Indians themselves, all of whom petitioned the 

lature to take action, removed the restrictions, subject only to the 

further action of Con; s ratify: their act; and at the same time memor- 
ijalizing Congress to have the restrictions unconditionally removed. 


It seems v. unreasonable and ust, not only to the Indians themselves, 
who are thus left in abject poverty, but to the State of Was m, and es- 
the counties in which this reservation is situated, that these In- 


ns should be made citizens of the United States, subject to all its laws, 
with full right of the elective franchise, and yet that they should not have 
the right to sell their lands or in any way encumber them when necessary; 
and upon the other hand, that the State should be aopa of the reyenues 
to be derived from these 8, Whereas all other of citizens and 
their property are subject to taxation. These are g necessities, which 
demand prompt action on the part of Congress in removing these restric- 


tions. 

We, who are here among the Indians and who are their neighbors on each 
side, can see the absolute necessity for the prompt action of Congress more 
plainly and certainly than anyone else, and we are better qualified to judge 
of the necessities than those who live away from us; and it is for these rea- 
sons, herein set forth, that we earnestly paon your honorable bodies to 
take early andimmediate action in unconditionally removing these restric- 
tions. for the benefit of the Indian, the people, and the State. 

And we will ever pray. 

Adopted by the city council, January 18, 1892. 

S. MEEKER, Mayor. 
O. C. FIELD. 
G. MATTHEW, 
F. LITTLE, 


JOHN U. HUSTIS, 
City Councilmen, 


City Clerk. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks that 
this paragraph with the amendments offered by himself and by 
the gentleman from Washington go over until to-morrow, wit 
the point of order reserved. 

ere was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: > 


Wyoming: For general incidental expenses of the Indian service, includ- 
ing traveling expenses ¢f agents, 7800 „ =? 


Mr. COFFEEN, I see that in Wyoming, instead of giving 


$1,000, the committee gives $800 for incidental expenses. I do 
not wish to make any improper amendment; but I think that 
81,000 would be nearer the proper amount than $800 for our ex- 
penses, and therefore I move to strike out the word ‘ eight” 
and insert ‘‘ten.” 

Mr. LYNCH. The estimate is only $1,000. 

Mr. COFFEEN, That is a pretty small sum for taking care 
of the Indians of Wyoming. 

Mr. LYNCH. It is for the incidental expenses of the Indian 
service, including traveling expenses of agents. A thousand 
dollars is ail they asked for. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Let us make it $1,000. If they want $1,000 
and ask for it, I think they ought to have it. 

Mr. LYNCH. The Commissioner's estimate is $1,000 for this 
purpose. 

r. COFFEEN. Then we better give it to them. 

Mr. LYNCH. I do not know any reason why we should not. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Then I move to strike out the words “eight 
hundred” and insert one thousand,” so as to make it conform 
to the estimate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 10, line 44, strike out the words “eight hundred“ and insert one 
thousand,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the President to cause, under the provisions of the act of Feb- 
ruary 8, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of lands in sey- 
eralty to Indians,” such Indian reservations as in his judgment are advan- 
tageous for agricultural and grazing purposes to be surveyed, or resur- 
veyed, for the purposes of said act, and to complete allotment of the same, 
including the necessary clerical work incident thereto in the field and in 
the office of Indian Affairs, and delivery of trust patents, so far as allotments 
shall have been selected under said act, 830.000. 


Mr. COFFEEN. I move to insert after line 4 the following 
amendment, 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by inserting after the word “dollars,” in line 4, page 45: 
“For the purpose of conduc negotiations with the shones and Ara- 


paho Indians for the sale and relinquishment of certain portions of théir 
reservations in the State of Wyoming to the United States under charge óf 
a commissioner to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, or he may 
detail an Indian tor to conduct such negotiation, and there shall be 
appropriated the sum of $3,500, to be immediately available: Provided, That 
any agreement entered into for said land shall be ratified by Congress before 
it becomes binding.“ 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Chairman, for the present I will have to 
reserve the question of order upon that proposition. There will 
be a meeting of the committee to-morrow morning. It has not 
been considered by the committee, and after it has been con- 
sidered by the committee, why we will determine whether to 
press the point of order or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The chairman of the committee asks 
unanimous consent that the matter may go over until to-morrow 
with the point of order pending against the amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


line 4. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that by unanimous 
consent that goes over until to-morrow, 
a: CANNON of Illinois. And will besubject to amendment 
then? 
The CHAIRMAN. It will. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For the construction, purchase, and use of irrigating machinery and ap- 
liances on Indian reservations, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
terior and subject to his control, 830,000. Š 
Mr. PICKLER. I offer an amendment that I send up. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting at the end of line 8, e 45, the following: 
“Provider, That a sum not to exceed 65005 may be used in completing 


I move to strike out thirty ” in 


'| three artesian wells at Pine Ridge, Rosebud, and Standing Rock Agencies, 


this amount in addition to the sum appropriated for that purpose by act of 
March 3, 1893.” 

Mr. PICKLER. It will only take a moment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. desire to offer an amendment to 
perfect the text. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that 
this is liable to lead to some debate; and it seems to me that he 
had better move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us hear the amendment first. 

Mr. PICKLER, I think there will be no objection to the 
amendment that I have offered. Under the act of March 3, 
1893, $15,000 was appropriated to put down three artesian wells 
at three different agencies. That amount has been found in- 
sufficient, and I only ask that $5,000 of the amount appropriated 
in mo paragraph bə used in addition to that to complete those 
W. 


ells. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Not in addition to it, but out of this sum. 
Mr. PICKLER. Yes; out of this sum. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from 
South Dakota that — will be a meeting of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, of which he is a member, to-morrow morning, 
vaen we shall consider this subject. I have no objection to 


Mr. PICKLER. I spoke to the members of the committee in- 
formally about it, and I do not think there will be any objec- 
tion toit. The $15,000 is not sufficient. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Does not that amendment mean that 
ou propose to take one-sixth of this appropriation and apply it 
n your particular district? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; it means that we shall take, if nec- 
essary, $5,000 more to complete these wells. Two of them are 
in my district and one in North Dakota. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Has the fund been exhausted? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, but they can not make the contracts 
satisfactorily without an additional appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isuggest to the gentleman from South Da- 
kota that there is another fund which is owned by the Sioux In- 
_ dians from which this money can come. I have no objection to 

the appropriation myself. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If my friend would make an addi- 
tional appropriation of $5,000 for this purpose I would not feel 
inclined to object, but I do feel slightly like objecting when he 
proposes to take one-sixth of this $30,000, although he has not 
more than one-twentieth of the Indians, and to apply it to this 
particular work. 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly the gentleman would not say that 
when we have appropriated $15,000 for this work it should be 
jeft unfinished for want of a few thousand dollars more. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Jagros with the gentleman as to the 
amountof the appropriation, but he knows that this kind of 
work is just as necessary for the popio inmy p of the country 
and E more so than it is in his, and it seems to me that 
totake one-sixth of this $30,000 and put it at one or two agencies 
is hardly fair. 

Mr. LUCAS. This would not be more than the proportion 
that the State would be entitled to, at any rate. 

Mr. LYNCH. I understood the gentleman from South Da- 
kota to say that if an appropriation was made for this purpose 
it should betaken out of the Sioux fund, and I understood him 
to express the opinion that the Indians would not object, but 
9 be rather glad to have a chance to use the money in this 
way. 
Mr. PICKLER. It was taken out of this fund the last time, 
and I thought there would be no objection to this proposition 


now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These wells are located at the schools, I un- 
derstand? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir; at the three schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there will be no trouble about it. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. * 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts reported that the 
Committee of the Whole having had under consideration the 
bill u R. 6913)—the Indian appropriation bill—had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

CORRECTION. 


Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to correct the RECORD. 
In the list of public bills introduced I find a bill (H. R. 7438) re- 
ported as introduced by me. That bill was introduced by re- 
quest, and that statement was plainly written on the document. 

I ask that the RECORD be corrected so as to show that the bill 
was introduced by me by request without any indorsement on 
051 of its provisions. . 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. OATES, by unanimous consent, obtained an order for a 
reprint of the bill (H. R. 4617), the edition being exhausted. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. SIPE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for one week, on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HOLMAN (at 4 o’clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, privata bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims, with 
amondments, the bill(H. R. 7357) granting jurisdiction to the 


Court of Claims notwithstanding any statutory bar, of the claims 
of J. F. Bailey and others. (Report No. 1080.) +e 
Also, with an amendment, the bill (H: R. 491) for the relief of 


J. J. Lints. (Report No. 1081.) : 
By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 3219) granting increase of pension to Georgianna C. 


Hall, widow of William Hall. (Report No. 1082.) 

By Mr. MCNAGNY, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H. R. 3691) 
for the the relief of Alice Utz. (Report No. 1083.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was dischar, from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7426) for the relief of William Donald McLean, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7439) to purchase an additional 
tract of land, the same to be added tothe United States custom- 
house lot at Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 7440) to restore the pensions 
of widows in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr.CATCHINGS: A resolution providing for}printing the 
report of the Director of the Mint on the precious metals in the 
poe States for the calendar year 1893—to the Committee on 

rinting. $ 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNES: A bill (H. R. 7441) to remove the charge of 
5 against James Harrington—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary rs. i 

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R.7442) for the relief of George 
Baldey, of Louisiana, late private Sixth Infantry in the Mexican 
war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 7443) granting a pension to 
Harriet T. Sheldon, of Detroit, Mich.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 7444) to increase the pension of 
Mary A. Wilkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PENDLETON of West 5 A bill (H. R. 7445) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of John Lyons 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 7446) for the relief of Julia 
Nutt, widow and executrix of Haller Nutt, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


‘Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of E. F. Hall and 
22 others, of Brookline, and of C. H. Goodwin and 17 others, of 
Nashua, N. H., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, etc., 
operating upon the lodge system, be exemptfrom the operations 
of any income-tax law which may be enacted—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BALDWIN; Preamble and resolution of the Duluth 
Produce Exchange, favoring State control of the sale of oleo- 
margarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BINGHAM; Petition of John L. Jack and others, of- 
Clover Council, Royal Arcanium, asking forrelief of taxation 
upon fraternal beneficiary societies, etc., that aid the sick and 
others of their respective associations—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOEN: Petition of citizens of Hennepin County, 
Minn., for a special election to decide the question of money, 
tariff, and an income tax by a direct vote of the people—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRYAN: Four petitions for the free coinage of sil- 
ver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, nine petitions in the interest i the fraternal societ, 
and college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Post-Roads. : 

Also, petition of citizens of Hitchcock County, Nebr., for re- 
survey of said county—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Revision of the Laws. 
Also, petition st the Christian amendment to the Con- 
stitution—to the mittee on the Judiciary. ~ 

Also, petition against raising tax on cigars—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition for loan to embarrassed gold and silver miners, 
by S. M. Benedict—to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Resolution adopted by the bar of Webb 
County, Tex., 8 the e of House bill 7150, pro- 
viding for terms of the Federal courts of the western judicial 
district of Texas to be held at the city of Laredo—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judic 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg 
and Allegheny, Pa., against the income tax as affecting benefi- 
ciary societies—to the Committee on mays and Means. 

Also, petition of Joseph Slubich, a citizen of Pittsburg, Pa., 

ainst an increase of the tax on whisky and against an exten- 
sion of the bonded 8 the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FUNK: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Normal, Ill., asking the expulsion of W. C. P. 
BRECKINRIDGE from the House of Representatives—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of the Mic Life Insurance 
Agents’ Association against income tax on life-insuranee funds 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of Col. Fred Taylor Council, No. 


762, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of nee ; 


Pa., in favor of the issue of bonds under the authority of the 
Government of the United States, for public improvements in 
States, Territories, counties, townships, and municipalities; 
also, in favor of stopping or greatly restricting immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of E. D. Miller and 25 other citizens 
of Rockwood, Pa., praying for.the exemption of benevolent and 
fraternal societies from taxation under income feature of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of W. H. Mellinger and 16 other resi- 
dents of Leetonia, asking that all fraternal beneficiary societies 

be exempt from taxation—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Gilman Williams, to accompany 
House bill 7430—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCALL: Petition of Charles W. Boyer and 104 other 
citizens of Boston, Mass., and vicinity in favor of an amendment 
to the tariff bill relating to the income tax—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Francis C. Barlow and others, for the abro- 
os 0 ne extradition treaty—to the Committee on 

By Mr.OGDEN: Petition of Whited & Wheless, of Shreve- 
port, La., favoring aduty on lumber—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Whited & Wheless, of Shreveport, La., rela- 
tive to right of way for lumbermen over Government lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. ; 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of Robert D. Barr and 18 other citi- 
zens of Westerly, R. I., for amendment to the proposed tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. REILLY: Resolution of wholesale liquor dealers, 
5 Pes increased tax on whisky and extension of bonded pe- 
riod—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of Frank E. 
Doremus and 65 other citizens of Portland, Mich., asking that 
benevolent, life, and accident insurance companies be exempt 
from payi income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of the survivors of the Union Army 
and Navy, for speedy settlement of all pending claims for pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition C. B. Kibler and others, of Corry, Pa., 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, etc., be exempt from the 

rovisions of the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 
Br. Mr WILLIAM A.STONE: Resolution and protest of Max 
Klein, of Allegheny, Pa., sens’ increase of tax on whisky and 
heer of bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Resolutions of Charles Nelson and 
J. ney & Co., of Nashville, Tenn., protesting against the 
poopoo increase of the tax on whisky—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 5 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Emma, 
White County, Ill., asking that fraternal beneficiary societies 
be exempted from the operations of the income tax—to the Com- 

*mitteeon Ways and Means, 
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SENATE. 


THURSDAY, June 14, 1894, 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev, E. B. BAGBY, Chaplain of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

The Secre proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TURPIE presented memorials of sundry wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of Evansville and Indianapolis, in the State 
of Indiana, remonstrating t an increase of*the internal- 
revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the 
bonded period; which, on motion of Mr. TURPIE, were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also prosontod a memorial of tho Winter Wheat Millers’ 
League, of Cincinnati, Ind., remonstrating against the passage 
of any bill that does not recognize the millers of this country 
by reciprocal treaties with all countries; which, on motion of Mr. 
TURPIE, was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Temple, Hummel Ellis Com- 
pany, cigar manufacturers of South Bend, Ind., praying for the 
adoption of the duty on wrapper tobacco of $1 and 81.25, as re- 
pocan by the Finance Committee; which, on motion of Mr. 

URPIE, was referred to the Committees on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Winter Wheat Millers’ 
League, of Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, Illinois, and e pire 
praying for the enactment of legislation legalizing railroad pool- 
ing, under such restrictions as are embodied in the proposed 
amendment to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL pel Rags ph memorials of sundry wholesate 
and retail liquor dealers of St. Louis, Kansas City, Springfield, 
and St. Joseph, all in the State of Missouri, remonstratin 

stan increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, an 
against an extension of the present bonded period; which, 
on motion of Mr. COCKRELL, were referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of A. H, Weld and sundry 
other citizens of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against an in- 
crease of thé internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also st 
an extension of the bonded period; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas R. D. Stewart and 
sundry other citizens of South Boston, Mass., praying that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or tions be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of P. J. Judge and sundry other 
citizens of Worcester, k g thatin the passage of any 
law proviđing for the taxation of incomes the funds of mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from tax- 
ation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of J. E. Dickerman and 
20 other citizens of Waterbury, Conn., praying that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from 
the income-tax proxision of the pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the A. B. Williams Company, 
of Glastonbury, Conn.; the Pratt and Whitney Company of Hart- 
ford, Conn., and sundry citizens of the State of Connecticut, 
praying that in the passage of any law providing for the taxation 
of incomes the funds of mutual life insurance companies and as- 
sociations be exempted from taxation; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. POWER. I present a petition, signed by 764 citizens of 
the State of Montana, praying that the present duties on for- 
eign wool be maintained. The petition is headed by the gov- 
ernor, lieutenant-governor, secretary of state, treasurer, auditor 
attorney-general, justices of the supreme court, superintenden 
of public instruction, and other officers of the State of Montana 
and citizens of both the Democratic and Republican parties of 
Butte, Helena, Great Falls, Fort Benton, Chinook, wiston, 
Billings, Livingston, Assinniboine, Havre, Highwood, Shelby, 
Pondera, Christina, Maiden, Whitlash, Ubet, Halbert, Yale, 
Stanford, Grafton, Denton, Fort Maginnis, Musselshell, Lucille, 
Big Sandy, Warwick, Steele, Belleview, Dupuyer, Brighton, 
Armington, Kibbey, Choteau, Judith, Pioneer, Boxelder, Big 
Timber, Augusta, Bynum, Cascade, Lacy, Martinsdale, Harlem, 
Lloyd, and Flatwillow, all the towns in the State. i 

I also present a petition of 64 citizens of Billings and Still- 
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water, Yellowstone County, Mont., praying that the duty on wool 
remain unchanged. 

These petitioners are en in the business of sheep-raising 
in the State of Montana, the majority of whom from small be- 
ginnings and by careful management have increased their flocks 
to considerable portions, which represent all they have to 
show for hard labor and great privation on the frontier. They 
were induced and encouraged to follow this business, owing to 
its being a well-understood protectedindustry. In the last fifteen 
months the price of their product, in anticipation that wool 
would be placed on the free list, has depreciated 50 per cent. I 
move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POWER presented petitions of 19 citizens of Beaverhead 
County; of 4 citizens of Park County; of 19 citizens of Cascade 
Conoy; and of 16 citizens, all in the State of Montana, praying 
that the present customs duties on wool, lead, and barley be 
maintained; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Vermont Associa- 
tion of Life Underwriters, praying that the funds of mutual life 
insurance companies andassociations be exempted from thepro- 
posed income-tax 5 of the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE. I presenta petition of 16 citizens of Lebanon, 
Me., and a petition of 13 citizens of Gilead, Me., praying that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations, be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the ding tariff 
bill. The committee having given notice that they will report 
an amendment satisfactory to the petitioners, I move that the 
petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Al- 
bany, Ga., and a petition of sundry citizens of Martin, Ga., pray- 
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He =o resented memorials of sundry wholesale and retail 
liquor dealers of Atlanta and Savannah, in the State of Georgia, 
remonstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax 
on w. and against an extension of the bonded period; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 


DISTRIBUTION OF GOLD AND SILVER. 


Mr. KYLE. I present a criticism by Frederick C. Waite, late 
5 agent of the Eleventh Census in charge of Statisties of 

rue Wealth, on the census distribution of gold and silver by 
States. I move that the paper be printed as a document and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Census. 1 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on the Library, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
ap eee bill, the amendment providing for the repair of 
paint gs within the Capitol, including repairs to the frames of 
the same; which was ordered to bo printed, and, with the accom- 
panying paper referred to thə Committee on Appropriations. 

r. VOORHEES. The bill (H. R. 6500) to define and estab- 
lish the units of electrical measure after passing the other House 
came to the Senate and was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. On consultation it isthought the bill ought to go to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. It relates to an international 
question. I report k the bill from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The report was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2117) for the relief of Mrs, 
Sabina O'Callaghan, administratrix of the estate of Denis O Cal- 
laghan, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2118) authorizing the sale 
of title of United States to a tract of land in Montgomery 
County, in the State of Maryland, to William H. and Geo 
Bobinger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to ‘the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 2119) for the relief of 
Charles B. Stivers; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, ` 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to bə pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 


by him to the naval appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment in to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation 8 
which was referred to the Committee on the trict of- Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be prinsa: 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be propia 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FORT D. A. RUSSELL MILITARY RESERVATION LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no concurrent or 
other resolutions, the Secretary will announce the first billon the 
Calendar under Rule VIII, commencing at the pointreached on 
the last call of the Calendar. : 

Mr. CAREY. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
168) granting to the State of Wyoming certain lands in the Fort 
D. A. Russell military reservation for agricultural fair and in- 
dustrial exposition grounds, and for other p 8. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. j 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
TOWBOAT FUTURE CITY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (S. 207) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court of 
Claims in the case of the towboat Future City, her barges, car- 
goes, ete. A similar bill has passed the Senate once or twice, 
and it has always been favorably reported. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
JOSEPH REDFERN AND ELIZA J. REDFERN. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
first bill on the Calendar, commencing at the point reached on 
the last call. 

The bill (S. 807) for the relief of Joseph Redfern and Eliza J. 
Redfern, his wife, was announced as first in order on the Calen- 
dar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It proposes to to Joseph Redfern and 
Eliza J. Redfern, of the et of Columbia, $2,728.40 in full of 
all demands inst the United States for injuries to and rent 
of buildings Nos. 1719 and 1721 G street northwest, in the city 
of Washington, D. O., used by the Signal Service of the Army 
of the United States during the period from November 1, 1871, 
to December 31, 1888. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WOMEN AS PUBLIC SCHOOL TRUSTEES. 


Mr. MARTIN. Task the unanimous consent of the Senate 
for the present consideration of the bill (S.1717) to authorize 
the Nee Gta of women as public school trustees in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. The bill has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia for some time, and I should 
like very much to have it of. It is a local matter, and 
it ought to be disposed of at once. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HOAR] hasan amendment which he desires to have 
made to the bill, to which I have no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has heretofore been 
read as in Committee of the Whole. The pending question is 
55 ro amendment of the Senator from usetts [Mr. 

OAR 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘appoint,” in line 4, strike 
out the words not exceeding three.” 

Mr. HOAR. The bill as originally drawn prescribes the num- 
ber of ladies who may be trustees on the school board. The 
amendment simply leaves the number to the diseretion of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. I understand the 
amendment has the assent of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ; 
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SILK CULTURE. ; 

Mr.PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
115) for the development and encouragement of silk culture in 
ae y aeg States under the supervision of the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture; 

The PRESIDENT pro ere Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. .Let it first be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. COCKR I should like to hear some reason why we 
should have extra experiment stations when we already have 
them in every State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will say,in answer to the question of the 
Senator from Missouri, that it is not intended to establish new 
stations, This is for the purpose of dividing up the supervision 
of the silk industry of the United States among the agricultural 
experiment stations now established. The object is to create 
five different stations in the different sections of the country, 
and to have the Secretary of Agriculture take jurisdiction over 
the whole subject and designate the particular sections of the 
country where in his judgment the development of silk culture 
can be best nourished. That is the object. It is not intended 
to increase the aes nor to establish anything new. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that there is an experiment 
stationineach State. Is there not? 

Mr. PEFEER. We have onein Kansas, but I do not know 
of a silk station anywhere else. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have one in Missouri, and have had for 


ears, 
7 Mr. PEFEER. But it is under State jurisdiction, is it not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; but it is incoSperation with the De- 
partment of Agriculture. 

Mr. PEFFE This wouldsimply extend the industry to other 
parts of the country. Iwill say to the Senator further, that some 
twenty or twenty-five yearsago porhapi; soon after the war, there 
was a very considerable development of silk culture in some of 
the Southern States, especially in Mississippi. The object of 
this bill is to spread the culture of silk over the country more 
largely. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itmust necessarily become a local industry 
at the place where established, and it ought to be intrusted to 
the State experimental station, this part of it, as a matter of 
course, being under the direction of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture. If we should send to the State of Mississippi or any other 
State persons not residents there to establish an experiment 
station they might never induce the people there to engage in 
the business, whereas if it is under State control and under their 
direction, and there is anything in it, it will be developed there 
and become permanent. 

Mr. PEFFER. But this is intended to enlarge the sphere of 
this industry. I will state further for the information of the 
Senator from Missouri and other Senators that it is one of those 
peculiar kinds of industrial enterprises the women and the 
children in a farmer's family or in a family in a city anywhere 
can, without any added expense or without any additional labor 
or trouble or confusion take care of,and that it amounts toa 
very considerable sum of money in the course of ayear. It re- 

uires about six weeks, or two months at most, during a season. 

he women and children take care of the growth of the worm 
and the manufacture of silk through the worm, and then the 
cocoons afterward, and that disposes of the business for the en- 
tireseason. We have found it in Kansas to be very fruitful 
among our farmers, and the people think a great deal of contin- 
uing the work. This bill—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has ex- 
pired. The first amendment of the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry will be stated. : 

The first amendment was in section 2, line 2, after the word 
“establish,” to strike out ‘‘a number of” and insert ‘‘five;” in 
line 3, after the word“ stations,” to strike out“ not exceeding 
five in number. They shall be located by him“ and insert one 
each;” in line 4, after the word different,“ to strike out 
parts“ and insert ‘‘sections;” in the same line, after the word 
„the,“ tostrike out United States” and insert country:“ and 
in line 6, after the word ‘‘ culture,” to strike out ‘‘in the sec- 
tionsin whichsaid stationsmay be located” and insert through- 
out the United States;” so as to read: 


. . That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to establish five silk 


ent stations, one each in rent sections of the country, with the 


view of developing silk culture throfghout the United States. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line 9, after the word they,“ to 
strike out “ are” and insert may be; and in same line, after the 
word located,“ to strike out ‘‘ and now established and receiv- 
ingappro riations from the Treasury of the United States;” so 
as : 


Said silk-culture stati xperim: 
tions in the States in which they may Lelocated © 88 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 13, after the word 
who,“ to strike out is to’ and insert shall:“ so as to read: 

The work at each station shall 
director of such station, who Sails E on FV 
lations to be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 15, after the word 
“hereby,” to insert ‘‘annually;” in the same line, after the word 
“appropriated,” to insert ‘out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated;” in line 18, after the word“ estab- 
lished,” to strike out “by the Secretary of Agriculture;” and in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘under,” to insert the provi- 
sions of;“ so as to read: 

A sum of %,000 is hereby annually appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise , 
which shali be established ander the provisions of this ace ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 22, after the word 
the,“ to insert ‘‘several;” and in the same line, after the word 
in,“ to strike out common“ and insert ‘‘connection;” so as 
to read: 

Said sum is to be drawn from the Treasury of the United States on requi- 
sitions made by the Secretary of Agriculture in favor of the directors of 
the several experiment stations in connection with which the silk-culture 
Stations are established. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 24, after the word 
“ diminish,” to insert or discontinue;” in line 25, after the 
word ‘‘the,” to strike out ‘appropriation ” and insert sum of 
money;” and in line 26, after the word ‘‘it,” to strike out the 
remainder of the section in the following words: 

He shall have power, also, to discontinue the 8 of the appropria- 


tion for any one of the stations if he shall deem t the work in relation to 


silk culture performed at said station is not performed in accordance with 


the rules and regulations prescribed by him. 
So as to read: 

The Secretary of Agriculture shall have power to diminish or discon- 
tinue the sum of money to be used at any station or stations if in his judg- 
ment the public good requires it. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF JAMES BRIDGER. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 217) for the relief of the heirs of 
James Bridger, deceased, which has been reported favorably 
sundry times by the Committee on Claims, and has been here- 
tofore passed by the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
the heirs of James Bridger, deceased, $6,000 in full satisfaction 
for his improvements made at Fort Bridger, Utah Territory 
which were appropriated by the United States Army in the fall 
of 1857, under command of Brig. Gen. Albert S. Johnson. 

The bill was reported to the Senaté without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN WIGHTMAN, 


Mr. QUAY. There is upon the Calendar a bill (S. 886) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of John Wightman, deceased 
which is suspended by a motion made to reconsider its final 

sage by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]. AsIstated 
when the bill was pending in the Senate previously, I have no 
objection, if the Senator from Wisconsin desires it, to have the 
bill reconsidered and recommitted to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads for examination; but if he does not desire 
that, I submit to him whether it would not be better to allow 
the motion to reconsider to be voted down and let the bill go to 
the House of Representatives, where it may be reéxamined. I 
care nothing about the passage of the bill, except that those in- 
terested in it are very needy and the claim is really meritorious. 
I should like to see it expedited. 

Mr. VILAS. Other Senators whose attention has been drawn 
to the bill are of the opinion that it ought to be reconsidered. It 
may be reconsidered or go to the Committee on Post-Offloes and 
Post-Roads, or retain its place on the Calendar. 
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Mr. QUAY. As I said, I have no objection to the bill being 
recommitted to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
if that is the desire of the chairman of that committee. 

Mr. VILAS. voy good. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
votes by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and 
passed will be reconsidered, and the bill recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. The Chair hearing no 
objection, it is so ordered. 


MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1515) to amend chapter 
6 of Title XXXII of the Revised Statutes, relating to mineral 
lands and mining resources. 

1 will state that it is a bill which has passed the Senate on two 
former occasions. It is a technical bill, amending the mining 
laws, and inasmuch as the time for doing certain work is regu- 
lated in the bill, and there are many petitions asking for this 
legislation—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of half past 10 
o'clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before 
the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. STEWART. I give notice that I shall make a request 
for the consideration of the bill to-morrow morning. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 499) to provide for the adjustment and payment of 
the claim of Thomas Rhys Smith, for work done and materials 
furnished for the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H, R. 7095) to provide for the erection of a national home for 
aged and infirm colored persons, and for the maintenance of the 
inmates thereof; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Pres- 
ident had on this day approved and signed the act (S.591) to 
donate to the county of Laramie, Wyo., certain bridges on the 
abandoned Fort Laramie military reservation, and for other 
purposes. 
f HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R.7095) to provide for the erection of a national 
home for aged and infirm colored persons, and for the mainte- 
nance of the inmates thereof, was read twice byits title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 2 question is on 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER]. ` 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the wool industry or sheep hus- 
bandry, which has been singled out by the pending bill for de- 
struction, has been the industry which, above all others, among 
all intelligent nations hasengaged the especial attention and pro- 
tection of statesmen and of governments. Politically and eco- 
nomically it is the first industry which should receive govern- 
ment protection and encouragement, and it should be the last 
to lose it. 

The production of wool was regarded in England three hun- 
dred years ago as the foundation of her prosperity, commer- 
cially and financially; and in the time of Elizabeth an act was 
passed to prevent its exportation. The wool sack of the lord 
chancellor, on which he sits to-day in the House of Lords, is, 
as everyone knows, the symbol of the time when England looked 
upon her wool production as the principal source of her commer- 
cial and financial greatness, 

In this country the same ideas have prevailed from the begin- 
ning of the Government. We find in the early Congresses that 
the attention of thestatesmen of thatday was given particularly 
to sheep husbandry and to wool. It was toward the production 
of wool and woolens that the colonists turned when they desired 
to establish their industrial and political independence of Eng- 
land at the time of the stamp-act trouble. 

I have here a letter of Washington's, which shows the view he 
took in regard to the importance of sheep husbandry. There 
are many letters in which he refers to it, and he gave to it that 
weight, importance, and place which I think all great modern 
statesmen have given. This letter was written just after the 


formation of our Government, on the 22d of November, 1789. It 
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is addressed to Beverly Randolph, governor of Virginia. He 
says: : 
y NEW YORK, November 22, 1789. 

Srg: From the original letter, which I forward here-vith, your excellency 
will comprehend the nature of a proposal for introducing and establis 
the woolen manufactory in the State of Virginia. In the present stage o 
population and culture I do not pretend to determine how far that plan 
may be practicable and advisable, or, in case it should be deemed so, whether 
any or what public encouragement ought to be given tọ facilitate its execu- 
tion. I have, however, no doubt as to the good policy of increasing the num- 
ber of n State. By a little legislative encouragement the 
farmers of cticut have in two years pastadded one hundred thousand 
to their former stock. 

in my late tour through the Eastern States I found that the manufactur- 
ers of woolens (for the manufacture of woolens is carried on there to very 
considerable extent and advantage) preferred the wool raised in Vir; 
for its fineness, to that raised in more northern parts of the continent. Ifa 
greater quantity of wool could be produced, and if the hands, which are 
often in a manner idle, could be employed in manufacturing it, a spirit of 
industry might be promoted, a great diminution might be made in the an- 
nual expenses of individual families, and the public would eventually be 
exceedingly benefited, 

We see from this how deeply the subject had engaged the at- 
tention of Washington and how fully he approved the spouse of 
giving to the production of wool Government aid and encour- 
e That which is true of Washington is equally true of 

l our other statesmen, and the reason which governed them 
was not merely that it was a useful industry, but that the pro- 
duction of wool and the consequent growth of woolen manu- 
facture is always one of the most important foundations and one 
ol the greatest necessities of an independent nation. Every- 
one admits that it is of the last importance to a nation to be 
able to arm its soldiers and to build and man ships of war, but 
there is no use in arming soldiers or in paneme ships and put- 
ting sailors upon them if you are unable to clothe your soldiers 
and sailors and to furnish them with proper woolen clothing. 

It is for these reasons, not only of an economic character, but 
as affecting the independence and strength of a country, that 
the wool and the woolen industries have always engaged the 
particular attention of the statesmen of every enlightened land, 

Mr. President, this bill proposes to destroy the wool industry 
of the United States. Protection, which already existed in 
many directions in the bill as it came from the House, has been 
restored and increased on one article after another, until wool 
and lumber practically alone remain unprotected. This great 
industry of woolgrowing, employing thousands of men, distrib- 
uted among thousands of farmers, has been singled out for de- 
struction solely because it is considered to bə valuable as a cam- 
paign cry. What a degraded, what a base reason for destroying 
millions of property and depriving thousands of men of occupa- 
tion! After everything else has got a protective duty, sheep 
husbandry, the woolgrowing industry, is to be overthrown. 

There is no trust among the wool farmers; there is no con- 
centrated capital which is able to come here and obtain high 
rates of duty. The woolgrowers are scattered throughout the 
length and breadth of the land; their votes are widely distrib- 
uted, and they have not that power of eoncentration which has 
been feltin so many items of this bill; and yet, Mr. President, I 
do not hesitate to say that, ofall the great staples, thereisnone, 
apart from the staples of food, so important to the well-being of 
the whole United States as the wool-raising industry. Theyare 
slaughtered in order to give u ery to the Democratic stump- 
speakers, because they are not a trust and lack the force of con- 
centration to saye themselves. 

Out of that wool-raising industry we have built up a great 
woolen-making industry, which is largely carried on in my own 
section of the country, and their prosperity is essential to ours. 
A great deal has been said as to the attitude of New England, of 
the New England manufacturers, and of the New England oper- 
atives in regard tothe duties on wool. That is apointon which 
I wish to leave no doubt whatever. 

In the first place, Mr. President, as I have before said in 
speaking in the Senate for myself, and I believe for every other 
New England representative on this floor, we know and declare 
that it is wholly indefensible to give protection to woolens and 
destroy the wool industry. We recognize that to the wool in- 
dustry protection must be first given, and we are quite ready to 
believe that those who are interested in woolgrowing appre- 
ciate, as we appreciate, that wool raising and the woolen in- 
dustry are bound up together. No one who has given thesubject 
pronor consideration can believe that the arguments advanced 

y a very few of the great woolen manufacturers of the country 
in favor of free wool, while they demand for themselves a duty 
on woolens, is other than selfish, unfair, and, more than that, 
purblind and short-sighted to the last degree. 

Mr. President, it is utterly untrue that the manufacturers of 
the East as a body or any considerable number of them have 
any such desire for free wool. No Republican has, at all events. 
There has never been a time since the wool and woolen tariff of 
1867 "was adopted that an overwhelming majority of the New 
England manufacturers have not favored the continuance of the 
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equitable ad 2 of the duty on wool and on woolens reached 
in that tariff. is adjustment calls for equal protection to the 
8 of and the manufacturers of wool, with a compensatory 
uty for the latter, toenable them to manufacture on equal con- 
ditions with foreign ufacturers having free wool. every 
when the tariff has been er consideration the New 

England manufacturers have reaffirmed this position. 

I desire, Mr. President, to put in some statements in regard 
to that point. In October, 1889, the National Association of 
Woolen Manufacturers passed a resolution: 

Resolved, ti Association of Wool Mam 
tothe att 5 — stentiy held since its Alten and Mag in 
mind the proper protection of the American woo! industry, leaves 
Wholly to the wisdom of Congress the determination of the rates of duty 


W. should be a ed to the raw material wool, rit nears ge tna ena- 
Soho une 8 to continue to produce a sufficien quantity 4 


Wools as ee re advantage for the consumption of the Ame 
a ufacturer. 0 ot demand lower rates of duty on our chief raw 
terigi, wool, no; other materials used in the fabrication of our goods, 
nor eripi; the e wé employ. 

In 1892 the wool manufacturers 5 against the House 
bill to put wool on the free list and reduce the duties on woolen 
Ig 5 is given in the memorial of the National 

tion of Wool Manufacturers, as follows: 


Of the 1,000 8 to whom this petition was sent, replies have 
beén ved from 917, ores, bees signatures. 
Others have replied, expressing thoir entire approval of the petition, but 
hold reasons themsel the 


are at 


t 
Some few Save howe Seances See 7 
ye hope, with 6 Who ha . themselves as 
vo coaie us to state the a ty of the manu- 
— who ask for the passage of at about 700 cards 


To this . ‘esenting 5.848 sets 
of cards and 1 In ad . 
number of woolen and worsted manufacturers who do not employ either 
caràs or combers, but are engaged only in the more advanced processes of 
all their yarns. 

resents tho — of woo! cards in the United 


custom mills; 
0 exclusively u cotton for cotton hosiery and knit goods. No 
Aiempi wa i? ee ee the — 2 — > employed 
the wool man ‘oper, this on rej ents abou r cent. 
S whole natab cam be sites — 


The ms ot showed 855 machines in active tion in the 
of these the tion represented on petition is 
over 93 per cent. d 

This pett shows that the attitude of the National tion of Wool 
Manut. asset forth in the memorial to Congress, at its an- 
nual apita r nines and herewith at represents the views 
of those eng int at ind more gene than was ever before 
the case since the on was founded in 1867. 

Mr. President, I also have here, in Senate Miscellaneous Docu- 
ment No. 44, the petition and protest of the manufacturers of 
woolens and worsted goods, carpets, hosiery and knit goods, 
wholesale clothing and cloak manufacturers, wool dealers, and 
commission merchants of the United States, adopted at a mass 
meeting held in New York City, on Wednesday, January 10, 
1894, against the prarain of the wool and woolens schedule of 
the Wilson tariff bill, together with the names of one thousand 
one hundred and fifty manufacturers and establishments indors- 
ing the same. 

hey say in the protest—and they are all manufacturers of 
various kinds of woolens— 

b th t rded th 1 
maay ula ai ee ists Wi os Bae 
the extreme and more radical and proscripive than in any other schedule. 

* 2 s s ° $ 

A great majority of the manufacturers have approved and still approve 

this arrangement - 


That is, putting a duty on the cheap raw material of the 
woolen manufacturer— 
believing that the benefits of the protective system should be shared equally 

farmer and manufacturer; and they have repeatedly protested against 

© repeal of the duty on wool, 

Here I have the memorial to Congress submitted by the wool 
merchants of Boston, the men who deal in wools, who buy and 
sell them, and who supply the great woolen ind of the coun- 
8 The memorial already been printed, and I will merely 
ask now to incorporate it in my speech, because it shows the 
exact opinions of the men en; d in the wool business who fur- 
nish the wool to the mills, whoare also largely interested in 
those mills. The testimony of all these gentlemen is absolutel 
uniform, They are all as firmly and strongly for a duty on woo. 
as any sheep owner or flockmaster in the country. 


[Adopted March 27, 1894.] 
Memorial to the Congress of the United States, submitted by the wool mer- 
chants of Boston. 
Ha eee ee seen eee none SON eee oe 
in a bill for changes in revenue laws, and to 
tment finding the bill to have come from the Senate ot 


imam rka p panar E g a Driene Pa Ae E A Y the ae we 
feel that the time has now arrived for the wool trade of this, the acknowl- 


edged wool market of the coun’ to make itself h — 
leading terns try, eard with no un- 


Woo! is one of the t ucts of this country, and the one with 
which we are in sym from the character of our business. It 
is threatened with most serious disaster, and, n parinn es to the 
vast areas ot the newer er of the country, with almost total annihila- 
tion. While millions of dollars have been invested in this t industry by 
our own native citizens, the and individual enterprise of 1: num- 
bers from the peoples of northern Europe have been ati to our 
land by the facilities offered by our broad plains and temper- 
ate te. Hence, as woolgrower has sought 

rosecutionof his enterprise in this new country with numberless flocks, 

e has proved to have been. wae the pioneer, a most important factor in 


time, the Eastern and particularly the Middle States, being 
well adapted by soil and climate for the production of the choicest of wools, 
through years of skillful and expensive experiments and industry now pro- 
duce wools which are second to none grown on the face of the earth, and 
which, under fayorable conditions, may supply nearly, if not quite, all the 
wool of certain required for the machinery of this country. 

That the wool-producing industry of the United States and Territories, 
already the third largest of the world, needs only an adequate protection to 
increase ra diy in importance until it may rival the product of the most 

lific of the poguen tec nr Ho shown by the fact that under the favor- 
ee eatened wi ee — — in os oe 1892 was 
er 31,000, unds, e product of last year u © enormous 
sum of 384,008,500 55 hitherto Profitable Ag increasing busi- 
ness to be transferred from our own to the hands of the foreigner? 

Already in a single year, from the mere fear of such! lation, the fioci 
of the United States has shrunk in numbers from 47,273,558 to 45,048,017. In 
a single year the farmers of the United States, according tothe Department 
of ct hpne have seen the total value of their sheep decline from $125,- 
909,264 on 8 1, 1893, to $89,186,110 on Jan 1, 1 showing a shrink- 

of about $27,000,000 in this brief ; and ift we take into account the 
8 e in value of farm and ranch property devoted to the sheep industry 
. — © twelve months, we may say, withont any fear of contradiction, 
that direct loss on the fixed 3 wers during one year 
has been not less than $50,000,000, But isnotall. It is a very moderate 
estimate to state that the decline in the value of the wool taken from these 
Shs co 800 axe reduced the purchasing power of the woolgrowers by at least 

more. 


If such losses have 8 been inflicted by the possibility of this 
bill, who shall measure the damage to follow if the bill itself becomesa law? 
tg without saying that the Interests are mutual of the woo er of 


erica, the manufacturer who manipulates the staple, and all who handle 
wool in any of its stages or in any capacity, and that they are natural al- 
lies. Hence, what benefits the grower is for the good of all. 

Therefore, romning upon all sectional legislation, which is too apparent 
in the Wilson bill, with the interests of the woolgrowers of this broad land 
from Maine to Texas and from Georgia to Oregon in view, wè, the wool 
merchants of Boston, without distinction of — whose signatures are 
bereto affixed, representing with few excep the entire catalogue of 
wool dealers and commission merchants of this market, earnestly protest 

t the adoption of the inconsistent ons of Schedule K of section 

o. 1 and paragraph No. 685 of section No. 2 of the measure now before the 
United States Senate known as the Wilson bill. Its adoption will be, in a 
22 degree, destructive to the business of the wool producer, and whereas 


tis 
also add, we believe, to the general prosperity of the country. 


tion be accorded to the woolgrowers of this 1 

uty upon manufactured 
goods, The one can not logically be expected without the other, for, other- 
and the grower’s market 


8 with little p: 
ufacturing interests as related to the raw materials” so called. It has 
been made to appear, for obvious reasons, to certain factions, who, while 


tion as unconstitutional, are subsidized by the Mad Pood peng whi 2 5 
a, c gran 


Again, we protest, because the fact is unmistakable that the country does 
not desire the changes proposed in this legislation, as is evidenced by the. 
votes of the ple, wherever this opportunity has been given to express 
their wishes in recent local elections, 

We epee to the Senators and e ot the country at large to 
use influence and votes against the consummation of the wrongs em- 
bodied in the so-called Wilson or in any similar legislation. 


SIGNATURES, 


Fenno Bros, & Childs, Jeremiah Williams & Co., Hutchins & 
Co., G. Moses, J. Koshland & Co., Walter Brown’s Son 
Walter Wilder & Co., E. 


H. „ 
B. Hecht, Liebman & Co., Coffin 
OAE eran ee LEET 
„ P: ut we * x A 
“§ h A. Molineaux, H 


1894. 


Not 4 = cent of the owners of the New England wool ma- 
chinery 8 Regie 7 any time favored free wool, 2 eisai 
utlemen very few exceptions were Mugwumps mo- 
—— Their notion of tariff reform was to take the duty off the 
article which came into their mill and maintain a high protec- 
tive duty on the article which went out of their mill, and they 
seemed to think that that sort of system, absolutely unjust and 
unfair as it is, could prevail. They are few in number. The 
are growing still fewer, for they have learned the lesson whic 
the past twelve months have been teaching to the country—some 
of them 55 3 have done so, ee 2 L pooner’ agp of wuar 
are incapable of learning anything. © proportion favoring it, 
I will add also, is smaller to-day than it has been at any time 
since 1867. 

Mr. President, the present systemof duties on wool and woolens 
has justified itself and has proved entirely feasible and successful 
inoperation. New England manufacturers favor a duty on wool, 
first, because they believe protection should be equitably distrib- 
uted, to the farmer equally with the manufacturer. Second, be- 
cause they believe it is necessary to the preservation of the Ameri- 
can clip, which they desire to inasmuch as it is better 
adapted tothe needs of American manufacture than any other. 
Third, because they believe that while the duty adds to the 18 5 
of wool, its removal would not decrease 83 sufficiently to 
make it any objeot either to them or to the American consumer. 
That is to say, the removal of the duty would destroy the Amer- 
ican clip, and the price of foreign wools would advance sufliciently 
to offset the difference in price created by the duty. 

ae 8 e e e ee sgt ly cage 
wools req or purposes, American wools are e 
in character, quality, and amount to meet all the requirements 

of the highest development of the manufaeture. Fifth, because 
it has been demonstrated by experience that itis possible for 
the manufacture to 8 develop with a wool duty equally 
with that of any other country; and it is sound econ- 
omic policy for the nation to encourage making its own cloth- 
ing, but to grow the material for that clothing. Such, in a 
rough summary, is the opinion of the woolen manufacturers and 
wooldealers of the 8 States. But there is a large 
body of men and women in New England more vitally inter- 
ested in this question than any dealer or manufacturer. These 
are the people who earn the wages of the woolen industry and 
bers well-being is more important than everything else in- 
volved. 


I hold here a 1 5 Which I have 
by one hundred and 


ustry. 

These men represent the attitude, I believe, of all the woolen 
workers of my State. And they send with the petition a letter, 
dated February 12, in which they state: 

The inclosed petition we forward to you. We, pein, the carpet business, 


will give you all information to the best of our a „ This petition was 
drawnup by the working people of Roxbury Carpet 4 

one of these weave rooms and those who wished could; sign no influence has 
been used whatsoever. It represents interests of eight or nine hundred 


We interviewed some of our weavers who had worked in 


two years ago, 
men-weavers, 


company 
ceived a l 

of the 
per cent or 
should be put on tapestry carpet instead of 


The letter issigned by James A. Price and Henry Tyler of the 
committee. I received only yesterday another letter from the 
same committee, in which they state: 

This mill is still working under a 10 per cent reduction. The Malden Car- 
222 sixty-five looms, have not made a yard since the Ist of July, 

The Lowell mills el down on Saturday with $500,000 
Siia an, have Deci W — sinc cease ine nd 
the outlook is very dark for us all. VERES Sagas is: 

They wish me to make mention in my remarks of the prayer 
and petition sent in their behalf. I most gladly do so, for no 
more forcible reason could be given against the passage of this 
5 pis than their unstudied arguments and plain state- 
ments of fact, 
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Mr. President, these men protest against the woolen schedule 
and these duties on woolens because they know, some of them 
from harsh experience in England, that it means a reduction of 
wages to every one of them. At the same time there is not one 
these men who would wish to ses the duty taken from wool. 
He desires to see the same ampie protection given to the farmer 
hat he asks for himself, and I believe that the American farmer 
or the American laborer or anyone interested in agricultural 
productions in this country is just as anxious to give protection 
to the workman of New England as the workman of New Eng- 
land is to give it to him. Ido not believe, sir, that the Amer- 
7j or TAIN E Wicling reine oe oink 
who makes „or burlaps, or wine, or woolens. 
think he is anxious that they should have a fair protection, and 
that the same protection should be given to him. That, at all 
events, is the Republican doctrine. 

Such, Mr. President, is the attitude of the New England man- 
ufacturer and the New England operative in our woolen mills, 
and itis a righteous and intelligent attitude. 

Let me say before I pass from this branch of the subject that 
if instead of the slaughter of nearly all the small industries of 
New England which is contained in the pending bill, every in- 
e great or small, within those States received a high mess- 
ure of protection, my vote would still be cast against the bill 
while it contained the clause for free wool. We have no favors 
to ask at the expense of any other American industry and no 
trades to make for ourselves by the sacrifice of others. We 
want protection for all. To remove the duty from wool is not 
8 false, is not only unjust, but it isa direct blow 
at the industrial independence of the country and at its capacity 
to properly clothe its sailors and soldiers in time of war when 
the outside and foreign wool supply may be largely diminished 
or wholly cué off. 

Mr. President, I now desire to say just a few words to show 
what the actual effect of the McKinley act has been on the wool 
clip. I quote a short from the Commercial Bulletin of 
Boston, the great wool and woolen newspaper there, and a jour- 
nal noted for its care and thoroughness in the preparation of all 
1 8 rae relating to wool and woolens. Under date of April 14, 

„It Saye: 


On page 2 we give in detail with the the petition of the Ohio wool- 

eee ee cee 2 eee oa of the 

wool trade. glance at counties represen m the signa- 

sey rae J ~ — — ted. 

ready free-trade newspapers in t est an where are desperately 
endeavoring to belittle the efect of these petitions. 

‘The most common form used in the Boston Herald and the Detroit Press 
is to pretend inability to understand how in 1803 the flock of the United 
States could shrink from 47,273,553 to 45,048,017 while the clip increased to 
364,000,000 pounds, the t figure ever known. 

Thanks to protection, American fiock had increased during 1892, and 
on Jan 1, 1893, there were 47,273,553 sheep. From those sheep was shorn 
the largest clip ever taken from the American flock. After the clip had been 
shorn an enormous quantity of sheep were slaughtered, as the threatof Wil- 
sonism them unprofitable. Consequently on January 1, 1894, we find 
that the fiock has decreased to 45,048,017. 

Is it not possible fora November gale to ruin an apple orchard in the 
same year which yielded in September a bounteous crop? The free trade 
blight of 1893 naturally could not prevent the Increase in the flock of 1892, 
from which was shorn the clip of 1893 before the sheep slaughter commenced. 


Mr. President, that article shows, in a few sentences, the in- 
crease which occurred in the flocks of the United States under 
the protection given by the McKinley act. -It shows also the 
destruction which was wrought when the threat of free wool 
was held over the country. The result of the times which have 
been upon us has been the reduction in the price of wool practi- 
cally to the free-trade price sodesired by the Democratic ante 
Yet I question very much whether the workingmen of t 
country have been so helped by the reduction in the price of 
wool that they do not think they have paid a heavy price for 
this illusive benefit in the loss of wages and of work which has 
beset them during the last year. 

In regard to the woolen schedule, which follows close upon the 
clause destroying the sheep husbandry of the United States, I 
have also a few words to say. 

It involves a heavy reduction in the protective duties, and it 
also involves placing the woolen manufactures on the ad va- 
lorem basis, about which I shall have something further to say 
in more detail later on in the debate. This schedule I under- 
stand has had very largely the benefit of the suggestion and ad- 
vice of Mr. Jacob Schoenhof, lately a consul of the United States. 
I think he has been advising the committee in regard to it. 
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it would indicate, I think, that fitness which no doubt led to his 

being called in. 

ait VEST. To whom does the Senator from Massachusetts 
ude? 

Mr. LODGE. Iam alluding to Mr. Schoenhof. If he was not 
called in to advise on the schedule, of course I have nothing fur- 
ther to siy. — 

Mr. VEST. So far as I know, Mr. Schoenhof has had as little 
to do with this schedule as any man living. 

Mr. LODGE. He has been consulted upon it. 

Mr. VEST. He has not been consulted as far as I know, and 
certainly his advice has not been adopted. Mr. Schoenhof is 
opposed to all high duties in the bill. 

r. LODGE. If Mr. Schoenhof has not been consulted, I have 
not a word to say, but I have understood that he was consulted. 
I have been told so by gentlemen interested in the woolen busi- 
ness, who have given me to understand that they saw him in re- 
gard to it, from which I supposed that he was being consulted 

y the committee in making up the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Itis hardly necessary to take up the time of the 
Senate to discuss a personal matter of thiskind. Mr.Schoenhof 
is connected with the Government service, and he has brought 
us such information as he could obtain in regard to the price of 
woolen cloths and other expert testimony. But his views in re- 
gard to the duty upon woolen cloths are not represented in the 


pending bill. 
Mr. LODGE. I quite understand that the duties in the bill 
do not go as far as Mr. Jacob Schoenhof would like to go in the 


work of destruction to American industry, but I thinkit is worth 
while to show his fitness for the position of adviser on the wool 
schedule by simply calling attention to the published statement 
of his business career in this country: 


Mr. Schoenhot is a German Jew, who first appeared in that city in the 
spring of 1865 as a dry goods dealer in partnership witha Mr. Hoeber. The 
new tirm promptly proceeded to fail, and 25 cents on the dollar was all that 
could be secured by its creditors. In 1868 Jacob Schoenhof’s name appears 

in mercantile records, this time as a small dealer in ladies’ furnishing 
goods. His business was understood to consist chiefly in supplying peddlers 
with their outfits, Three years later a Mr. Rosenhe 
concern, but his presence was a short one, for in February, 1872, Mr. Jacob 
Schoenhof was sgan conducting the business alone. 
1875, he allied himself with a Mr. Sigismund Herzog, and in 


In Februa: 
December, 1878, the failure of Jacob Schoenhof & Co. was recorded, with es- 
timated liabilities of $50,000. Seti th its creditors ona basis of 15cents 


S 
pos notice as consul, by grace of President Cleveland, at Tunstall, Eng- 


That was immediately after his fourth failure. 

Now, Mr. President, we have all seen his letters and his con- 
tributions to economic thought from England and elsewhere. 

Mr. POWER. How many times did the Senator say Mr. 
Schoenhof has failed? 

Mr. LODGE. Four times, it is here stated, and I understand 
the facts are taken from the commercial reports. 

Mr. POWER. He is in a better business now. I do not think 
he will fail now. 

- Mr. LODGE. He is in very much better business for himself. 
If it is desired to have an expert in bankruptcies to deal with 
the business of the country involved in these schedules, I do not 
know that a better man could be selected. 

As Ihave touched on this subject of one of our consuls, I will 
call attention in this connection to another consul. I hold in 
my hand some extracts from the Bradford Observer, a paper 
published in Bradford, England. The Bradford Observer says: 


Mr. Claude Meeker, the American consul in Bradford, who has certainly 
go far proved himself a trus prophet on the subject, is of opinion that the 
new American tariff bill, which has just passed the House of Representa- 
tivés, will also pass the Senate, though, pernapa, with some modifications 
and some little delay. Once enacted, he believes the new tariff will intro- 
duce a period of great prosperity for America, and that if Bradford con- 
tinues to make s of the same hich ganny as she does to-day, and gives 
some credit to those who have been pmo ed during the late financial depres- 
sion, she will get her full share of that prosperity. 


There are also some further remarks in the Bradford Ob- 
server of January 30, 1894, upon the minority report of the 
Ways and Means Committee in regard to the American tariff 
bill. Mr. Claude Meeker furnished it to the Bradford news- 
paper, and the Observer gives a summary of the points in the 
report. Then it concludes: 


As has been said, the committee took all sorts of evidence, and, therefore, 
what has been said by one or two Bradford experts as to the effect of vhe 
tariff was no news to the committee, The minority complain that in fixing 
the duty on cloth at 40 per cent the committee has practically granted the 

uest of the foreign manufacturers. Mr. Henry Latzko, a manufacturer 
of fine cloths of Brunn, in Austria, told the committee that a duty of only 35 
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per cent on such goods would enable the fore: manufacturer to sell them 
to advantage in America. The minority — Tne majority of the com- 
mittee granted his request within 5 per cent, a difference which the custom- 
ary undervaluations (under the ad valorem system) will more than offset. 
The foreign manufacturer has won his case in a committee of the Fifty- 
third Congress, where American manufacturers have pleaded in vain.” 

Under this article in the Observer is printed a letter from 
Mr. John Maddocks, of Bradford, who was interested in the mat- 
ter of the wool duties, to correct some statements which he made , 
in a lecture on Our future trade with America.” Mr. Mad- 
docks: says 

It is quite true that I said “I had heard that the new tarif was to be wool 
tree, 35 to 40 per cent ad valorem duty, and no weight duty— 

I suppose he got his information from our consul— 


that I did not wish the reduction to be too extensive all at once, and that 
with a 80 per cent ad valorem peice only the English manufacturers would 
be put in such a position that perhaps half the mills in America would be 
closed for a time, and the people of the States would in their disappoint- 
ment begin to look at the matter in a false light, and there would be a great 
reactionin the hope of mig maps 4 employment for the people.” My subsequent 
remarks, however, went to show the audience my strong faith that the Gov- 
ernment of President Cleveland would not neglect the true interests of its 
home industries by going too quickly from one extreme to another in tariff 
refo m; that we in Yorkshire must not build up our ho; on a tariff that 
would enable us to ship largo uantities of goods to the States for a year or 
two, for such a thing would be but a curse in disguise; it would either wake 
up the American people toa knowledge of their great economic delusion and 
make them once for all adopt perfect free trade, or they would demand from 
the next President and his party a tariff bill which would eclipse the Mc- 
Kinley one in its severity against imports of all kinds, 
He says further: 


I do not want to convey the idea that Iam giving gratuitous advice, or 
trying to preach wisdom to the American people. ng know from experience 
purpose to serve in Aaron ine free trade for Cousin Jonathan! experioves 
8 me that I can only Bi happy and iprosperous when thoes around 
me are getting their full share. 7 

Those extracts I read simply because I was reminded by Mr. 
Schoenhof of this new form of consular activity, and they illus- 
trate very well the practical danger which now threatens our 
woolen industries. It is, as the employés of the Roxbury carpet 
mill have stated, a great reduction of wages that at the very 
least they have to dread. And yet, Mr. President, their lot is 
not so harsh as that which has been meted out to the producers 
of wool. I consider the destruction and extinction of that great 
industry of woolgrowing by this bill one of the severest blows 
which has been struck at the business of this country and at its 
general prosperity in the lifetime of a generation. 

Something was said the other day at the time of the passing 
of the cotton schedule in regard to the fact that no New Eng- 
land Senator rose to oppose the passing of that schedule. The 
reason was perfectly obvious. It was impossible for any New 
England Senator or anyone familiar with the cotton industries 
to get up here and denounce a schedule which was more scienti- 
fically drawn and arranged on a better basis for protection than | 
think any schedule ever proposed in a tariff bill. The rates on 
fine goods are too low in many instances, but the schedule was 
drawn on the best and fairest principle of protection that wa 
ever putinto a bill, The schedule was the work of the Fall 
River manufacturers, who are among the greatest manufac- 
turers of cotton goods in the world. It was a scientifically _ 
drawn protective schedule. 

Why is it that the cotton textile industries were provided for 
in a way which has never been given to them before, so far as the 
method of collecting the duties go? Were they saved because 
there were thousands of men throughout the length and breadth 
of the North whose daily bread depended on the work in those 
mills, or because there were thousands and millions of dollars 
of Northern capital invested in those industries? No, Mr. 
President, what preserved the cotton textile industries of the 
United States was the great growth of those industries in the 
South. When the committee came to deal with an industr 
which was prove up at their owndoors, and the value of whic 
they saw, they did not turn to Mr. Jacob Schoenhof, but to the 
best manufacturing experts in the country, to get a schedule 
which would give a proper protection to the cotton textile in- 
dustries of the United States. 

Mr. President, I FN the action. It shows the teaching 
offacts. The South has advanced under the lessons of the great 
cotton mills which are rising up in those States. It has come 
to understand the cottonindustry. Itknowsitsvalue. It wants 
to build it up. Therefore we have in this bill a cotton schedule 
which is a credit, and the only schedule of which that can be said. 
That isthe reason that while woolens are slaughtered the cotton 
textile industries are saved and put upon a sound basis. 

Mr. President, I welcome the appearance of that cotton tex- 
tile schedule, for it is the forerunner in legislation of that 
which will overspread the whole South. In ten years, certainly 
in fifteen years, there will be no more chance of otting a free- 
trade vote out of Georgia than there is now out of Pennsylvania 
or Massachusetts. 


1894. 
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The South is coming to understand that its interests are one 
with those of the North in the development of its industriesand 
the protection of its labor. It is beginning to see that the lum- 
ber industry, which is worth, I believe, $150,000,000 a year to 
the Southern States, is something worth saving, and the time 
isnot far distant when the South will join with us in restoring 
lumber and woolens to the position they should have. They 
should be saved now and the frightful loss which the destruc- 
tion of these industries by this bill will cause should in this way 
be avoided. 3 

It is the coming of that great industrial movement in the 
South which has saved the cotton schedule, and it is that same 
industrial movement we hear speaking also in the resolutions of 
the Louisiana sugar planters. That great industrial movement 
sees no State lines, has no evil memories, but realizes that this 
is a common country, and that the prosperity of one part of it 
is the prosperity of all. The new industrial South is national 
and real. This bill represents the ghosts of dead issues and 
embodies living revenges. 

We have been fighting here over this bill for many days. It 
has come from the other House to us, and in the other House 
there was a great struggle over it. For many years the Demo- 
cratic party has been going to the country on the cry of tariff 
reform. Under that cry it has tried to set class against class. 
It has preached to the 1 that they did not get their 
share of the profits, but if they would only restore the Demo- 
cratic party to power then they would get their proper share. 
The Democratic party demanded tariff reform in season and out 
of season, At the last Presidential election, in 1892, they went 
to the country not only on the ground that free trade was eco- 
nomically right, buton the ground that free trade was the only 
lawful thing, and that any attempt at protection was unconstitu- 
tional and unlawful. They have come here with their Presi- 
dentin the White House, with a majority of 100 in the other 
House, with a majority in this Chamber; and to-day we are pass- 
ing a high protective tariff, a bad protective tariff, an unjust 
protective tariff, but still a protective tariff. 

If free trade can not pass a bill in a Congress elected ona free- 
trade platform, where is it to succeed? It is said that this group 
of Senators and that man and the other man have succeeded in 
choking the bill. Very likely that is the immediate cause of 
the strange measure which now lies upon our desks. That is 
the reason, perhaps, why it is so twisted and distorted; but under 
that apparens cause lies something more powerful and more far- 
reaching. 


8 

The fact is that this Congress was nominally elected and the 
President was nominally elected on a free - trade platform and the 
unconstitutionality of protection. It was really elected on doc- 
trines that the American people do not believe, never have 
believed, and do not believe to-day. Free trade, with every 
branch of the Government in its hands, has met on this floor 
the greatest and most disastrous defeat it has ever sustained in 
the United States. It has been stabbed to death in the house of 
its supposed friends. It is a declining cause. Whatever may 
be the fate of bills or of parties; whatever may become of us or 
of our opponents in the next election; whatever may be the 
shape of this bill, the doctrine on which the present Congress 
was elected has been beaten here in the very Congress which 
was supposed to favor it. Free trade has been defeated, whether 
Democrat or Republican has won, and it is defeated because 
the great forces of this country are against it. 

The forces of the North and therising forces of the South that 
make for union and prosperity are against it. The whole tide 
of human thought, of human endeavor, of human advance is 
against it. It is those great forces working here that have 
beaten this bill. The Democrats have brought in no free-trade 
bill. They have passed no bill making a perceptible advance 
towards free trade, because they could not do so. The forces 
that met them at the threshhold were too great, and these forces 
have sustained protection and overthrown free trade. 

It is that fact, obvious toevery mind, clear in every paragraph, 
which emphasizes the absolute cruelty of this destruction of 
wool and makes it ten thousand times more infamous. To give 
a duty on coal is right, as I look at it as a protectionist. To 
give a duty on iron is right, as I look at it. But to give a duty 
on coal, and a duty on iron, and a duty on half a dozen other 
great staples, and then to strike down the sheep husbandry 
of the United States is intolerably bad. To put in a cotton 
schedule, which is the best protective cotton schedule ever 
framed, except that therates in a few instances are too low, and 
then to put side by side with it a schedule on woolens which 
will destroy the woolen industry, is a bitter injury, wrong, and 
injustice. Mr. President, such a system as that is utterly mon- 
strous and without defense anywhere. You may be able to de- 
fend free trade; you may be able to defend protection, but a 
bill of preferences, and especially a bill of preferences to trusts 


and sections, is an infamy beyond the power of any words of 
mine to describe. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the 
Senate by any wy, veel remarks. I have felt for some time since 
that nothing can be gained by a continual discussion of these 
questions. This one item of a duty upon wool is a question of 
local interest to the people I attempt to represent on this floor 
in part, and I have felt at least that I would be justified in tak- 
ing a few moments of the time of the Senate upon it. 

Wool has been the subject of legislative care, I believe, in all 
the tariff bills of the past, and it will require some explanation 
to the people who raise wool why now it is put on the free list 
when comparatively nothing else that we expected to go on the 
free list is to be placed there. 4 

We were told early that when the Democratic party came into 

wer they would relieve the people of the burdens that had 

n put upon them by the McKinley act and similar acts, and 
they would put a number of articles on the free list which 
would compensate the manufacturers for the loss that they would 
sustain by reason of the reduction of the duties. We had ex- 
pected that there would be free coal, and free iron, and free 
wool, and free lumber, and various other articles of that char- 
acter that have been erroneously denominated raw materials. 
It is a little difficult to say what is raw material. One thing is 
certain, wool is not a raw material. Wool is the product of the 
farm, and it is the product of much labor and much care. Inno 
way can it be said to be a raw material so far as justifying the 
placing of it on the free list. 

Mr. President, I have not the faintest expectation that any- 
thing I shall say on this subject will have the slightest weight 
with the committee, and not having any weight with the com- 
mittee it will not have any weight with the majority of the 
Senate, for I have discovered that the majority of the Senate 
have agreed to follow the committee. In other words, the ma- 
jority of the Senate upon all questions touching this proposed 
tariff have surrendered to the committee in charge of the bill, 
nota majority of the Senate committee, but only half of the 
Senate committee. 

The arguments of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and various others, 
have rendered it entirely rf eared ie me to speak of the 
important wool industry or the sheep industry in this country. 
That has been done in eztenso and better than I could do it, by 
those who are more familiar with the subject. In my section of 
the country we have a large number of sheep. We had in Col- 
orado, in 1890, nearly two million sheep. f believe there has 
been a reduction of three or four hundred thousand in the State 
since the census of 1890. That industry in Colorado must neces- 
sarily grow less under any conditions, I think, because of the 
increased settlement of the country and the development that 
is going on. I think it will not be in that country a permanent 
industry with as large an interest and of as much importance 
as heretofore. So I have no more special interest in this sub- 
ject than other Senators sitting around me and representing 
other States in the Union. 

But, Mr. President, I think the sheep industry is nota focal 
one. As has been stated, itis carried on in every section of the 
country to someextent, and in very many sectionsof the country 
where it is not carried on to considerable extentit would be profit- 
able ‘if the people would engage in it, provided there was a 
fair prospect of a fair price for wool and a fair price for mutton. 
The demand for wool and for mutton ought to increase very 
largely in this country with the increase of population. 

The great herds of Montana, Colorado, Idaho, New Mexico, and 
Texas will in time disappear. New Mexicoand Texas will for some 
time yet undoubtedly support vast herds of sheep. The shee 
industry eventually must be that of the farmer in small flocks 
over the country where farming is carried on; and there is no 
portion of the United States where farming is carried on where 
the sheep industry can not be profitably carried on, whether it 
may be in the cold region of the extreme North or in the semi- 
tropical regions of the South. Everywhere the sheep industry 
can be made profitable both for wool and for mutton. 

We can undoubtedly buy abroad all the wool we need for our 
manufacturers, and L am of the impression that we can buy it 
cheaper than we can raise it. So from a free-trade standpoint 
I suppose we should have free wool. However, there is not any 
question but that the English people can manufacture cloths 
very much cheaper than we can in the United States; and if the 
free-trade doctrine is to be applied why not apply it to woolen 
cloths as well as wool? There is no question but that cotton 
goods can be manufactured in India and sent to the United States 
cheaper than we can manufacture them here. In ten years I 
have no doubt but that all the range of textiles of every kind 
and class can be manufactured by Asiatic labor for very much 
less than we can manufacture in this country. If we are to ap- 
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ply the free-trade principle we should apply it to all; that is, we 
should accept the doctrine of free 83 and if there are any 
duties to be collected and we find we can not adopt free trade, 
then there should be at least a fair distribution of duties for the 


yat pose of revenue. . 

the time ever comes when we do not need any revenue, or 
when some method will be adopted, perhaps like an income tax 
on the rich that shall make it unnecessary to collect import du- 
ties, then we can dispense with the duties on woolens and with 
the duties on wool, because somebody can make them cheaper 
than we can. 

Mr. President, I need not say here—and Iam not going into 
any discussion of the tariff question—that I do not believe in 
that doctrine. I will admit that you can raise wool in Australia 
cheaper than youcan raise it on American farms or on Texas 
ranches. I donot believe there is aspot on thiscontinent where 
vou can raise wool as cheaply as you can raise it in some countries 
outside. Let I would insist, if I had my way, that there should 
be such a duty put upon wool as would enable the American 
farmer to raise as much as he ever did raise, and in fact a great 
deal more. I would do that because I am a protectionist, be- 
cause I believe it is a right and a just thing for a country to so 
regulate its revenues as to protect its industries. I not 

uarrel with those who say that it is to be incidental provided it 

urnishes protection, although [have never seen myself in prin- 
ciple the slightest distinction between a duty that was levied 
for the express purpose of protection and one where protection 
was incidental E the revenue. They rest upon the same prin- 
ciple practically, it seems to me, and the effect is the same. 

Mr. President, no country, as has been said, can afford to buy 
its wool abroad, and no country can afford to buy its cloths 
abroad. I should just as quickly myself think of bringing about 
a condition of aff: where you could not buy any munitions of 
war iv this country, as that you should not buy woolen clothing 
manufactured on our own soil. We all know that during the 
rebellion a few years ago the South suffered immeasurably from 
the fact that it did not have within its borders either the means 
of making the munitions of war or woolen goods, and I do not 
think I overstate it when I say that the South suffered more be- 
cause it did not have woolen goods than because it did not have 
munitions of war. It found it a great deal easier to provide 
munitions of war than woolen clothing. In a climate like ours, 
whether it be in what you call the South, or the North, or the 
East, or the West, a good portion of the year is so inclement 
that an army clothed with anything but woolen goods would be 
practically useless. 

Itis as essential that the Army of the United States shall haye 
woolen clothing when it goes into active operation in Florida or 
Louisiana,as when it goes into active operation in Pennsylvania 
or New York, There is no portion of the country where the 
health of the soldier can be maintained without some portion of 
his clothing being woolen. Woolen blankets can not be dis- 
pensed with. . . 

Mr. President, a great nation like ours, having all the advan- 
tages of climate and soil for the production of wool and woolen 
goods, ought never to surrender to any other nation the oppor- 
tunity of making its clothing, any more than it should surrender 
to a nation foretge to it the right to make its guns. So the wool 
question is not simply a local question; it is of interest to every 
portion of this country. 

We havea duty upon woolen goods. I do not know whether 
that duty is a proper duty or not; I can not myself determine, 
because I am not sufficiently skilled in the matter. If I had to 
determine the question, I should have to rely upon those who 
knew more about that thanIdo. I have been told by some peo- 
ple who profess to know that the duty on woolen goods is am- 
yore the protection of the manufacturer of woolen cloth. On 

other hand, I am told by others who profess to know that 
it will be exceedingly disastrous to that industry; that they will 
have to do one of two things either close up their manufac- 
tories or reduce the wages o. American labor employed in those 
3 to a degree never heard of nor supposed possible in this 
country. 
I find in the New York Tribune yesterday a statement which 
somewhat surprised me, and I desire to ask some Senator familiar 
with this duty whether there is anything in the statement. I 
think it is pertinent, because yesterday the question was put to 
the friends of a duty on wool—and I believe on this side of the 
Chamber every Senator is in favor of a duty on wool, and I know 
a gaoa many on the other side would beif they were free to act— 
whether the friends of a duty on wool were willing to have a 
reasonable duty laid upon wool and leave the tariff upon woolens 
as now fixed by the committee. I should hardly know how to 
answer that question, because I regard it as absolytely essen- 
tial to the woolgrower that there should be manufactures of 
wool in this country, for the moment you close all the manufac- 


tories in this country and buy your woolen goods abroad there 
will be no market for American wool, and of course’ that will 
be a condition which will be even worse than free wool with the 
manufactories in full operation. 

I find in the New York Tribune of yesterday, which is sup- 
posed to be a paper favoring protection, an article which I wish 
to read, and I wantsome Senator who knows about this schedule 
and has had the opportunity of knowing the costof manufacturer 
and who has come in contact with the manufacturing interests, 
as I Hayo not, to tell me whether there is anything in this state- 
ment: 


In the woolen schedule some AT haan are not improbable. 


alpable 
indecency of free wool with pro! ive duties on some woolen 5 


The 
s would 
be rendered even more glaring if the duties on should 
30000 e — ther 3 4 —— that the Senatorial auctioneers 
changes 
ee cent tayor upon — woolen pen a dindane Aso rE 
I should like the Senator from Rhode Island p ALDRICH], 
who is familiar with this subject, to tell me whether there is 
anything in this statement, whether there is any class of woolen 
goods on which the aay aa prohibitive, because if it is I am not 
myself in favor of a prohibitive duty. T want the duties to just 
equalize the difference in the cost of labor in Europe and labor 
here. If any Senator on this side can tell me, I shall be glad to 
have an explanation from him, or if any Senator on the other 
ss knows anything abont it, I shall be glad to haye him state 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Colorado appeals to me 
upon this question, and as I have been familiar with the woolen 
manufacturing industry of the country and with the duty upon 
wool and woolens for some years, I think I can answer the ques- 
tion with a certain degree of authority. 

I will say that, so far as the duties contained in the bill or in 
any amendments which the committee have proposed are con- 
cerned, no prohibitive duty has been suggested, but there are 
no duties which under existing conditions give any adequate 
protection. It would be under any rates of duties 
which have been suggested, to reduce the wages of the opera- 
tives in the woolen mills of the United States to an extent, as 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has already suggested, 
which would be without parallel in the history of this country. 

As to the other suggestions contained in the paper from which 
the Senator has erg I will say that they are absolutely untrue; 
and, so far as I know or believe, have no foundation whatever. 

Later on Iintend to show, and I think I shall be able to prove 
to the satisfaction of the Senator from Colorado and I believe to 
the satisfaction of the Senate, that the woolen industries of the 
United States need much higher duties than any which it will 
be possible to procure from this Congress, in order to continue 
the industry successfully. 0 

Mr. FRYE. Under compound ad valorem and specific duties. 
ae ALDRICH. The duties ought to be specific instead of ad 

orem. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. Icall the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island to the fact that in the pending bill the duties, which by 
the existing law, the McKinley law, are levied upon wool being 
left out on aconsiderable number of the different classes of man- 
ufactures, the duties are as high as they are under the existing 
law and no difference is made. For example, on page 33 of this 
ae book Tariff Rates, I find in paragraph 391 of the present 

w: 

On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly orin part of wool, worsted. the 
hair of the 3 alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more than 
80 cents a pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the 
duty im by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first-class, and 
in addition thereto, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

All along through these paragraphs, under the existing law 
the first thing provided for is a specific duty upon wool by the 
pound, and then, when they come to levy duties upon manufac- 
tures of wool, the duty upon the raw wool is included, and an 
ad valorem duty after that is levied upon the manufacture. The 
same will be found in paragraphs 392 and 393 and so on, running 


on through the act. : 
` I find in paragraph 391 that the ad valorem rate, throwing out 
the specific duty, is 35 per cent; in the next paragraph 40 per 
cent, and it runs up to 50 per cent. It seems to me, as to some 
articles at least, the Senator from Rhode Island must be mis- 
taken, provided always that free wool is to be considered. 

Mr. Rip CH. Ishall not presume to answer the question 
of the Senator from Kansas in the time of the Senator from Colo- - 
rado. I expect later in the day, when I take the floor in my own 
time, to take up that 8 and I shall be very glad then to 
answer the question of the Senator from Kansas 


* . I should like to ask one simple question, 
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whether the Senator from Rhode Island, who has charge of this 
bill- 


Mr. ALDRICH. No, I beg pardon; I have not. 

Mr. POWER. I mean on this side. I ask the Senator what 
is the difference between the present schedule of proposed du- 
ties, protect the woolen manufactures, putting wool on the 
free list, and the rates of duty prescribed by the McKinley act? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That involves practically the same A eae 
which the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] has ask . 

Mr. POWER. It is a very simple question. I ask what is 
the difference between the McKinley act and the present bill 
putting wool on the free list? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rates in the present biil are very much 
below the McKinley rates, even if the specific duties were com- 
pensatory for the duties on wool. 

Mr. POWER. What would be the difference, leaving out the 
compensatory duties? i 

Mr. ALDRICH. If you leave out the compensatory duties, of 
course you ask a different question entirely; but can not 
leave t duty out, because it is utterly impossible to discuss 
the matter intelligently without taking both into consideration. 
When I get the floor I shall try to explain that matter satisfac- 
torily to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. POWER. Ishall be glad to have the Senator do so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will simply say now, in anticipation, that 
leaving what are called the compensa‘ duties out of the ques- 
tion, the duties proposed by the bill of the committee will very 
much lessen the ad valorem rates now imposed by the McKinley 
act upon those manufactures. 

Mr. POWER. To what extent is that true? 3 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is general. It runs almost all through 
the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. It is so in almost every one of the duties. 

Mr. POWER. Butit is small. 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. The Senator is mistaken 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me? 

Mr. TELLER. Iyield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. If Senators will take the trouble to look at the 
Treasury reports, they will find a complete answer to the in- 

uiry of the Senator from Colorado, whether satisfactory or not 
eas of course, upon our opinions in regard to the tariff 

uestion. 

: As I understand the statement of the New York Tribune, 
which has been read, itis to the effect that bargains have been 
thade by somebody with certain specific manufacturing woolen 
interests, which have resulted in the obtaining of absolutely 
prohibitory duties. under the pending bill. As å matter of 
course—I say as a matter of course—it is so absurd that it does 
not need any notics hardly. So far as the Senators on this side 
of the Chamber are concerned who are attempting fo frame this 
bill, there is not the slightest foundation for any such statement, 
and there could be no motive for any such arrangement. 

Mr. TELLER. If there is a charge at all, it must be against 
the Senators on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. VEST. It is a myth; itisa fiction. It is like 90 per cent 
of all these newspaper statements in the nature of sensational 
conjectures. Therecould be no motive for making any bargain 
of t kind; and none has been made. We feel that we are at- 
tempting to frame the best bill we can to pass through the Sen- 


ate. 

- Coming to the statement as to whether there are prohibitory 
duties and as to what cne ponang bill does, if Senators will turn 
to page 10 of Governor McKinley's report upon the tariff bill 
which bears his name, they will see hisstatement and argument 
elaborated that the specific duty in the McKinley act was com- 
pensatory to the woolen manufacturers for whut they were about 
to pay under that act for foreign wool in the way of tariff duties. 
To use his own language, his idea was, in giving the compensa- 
tory duties, to give the woolen manufacturers free raw material; 
and that, put in another formof words, simply means that if you 
strike out the compensatory duties and give free wool, you have 
done the same thing that Governor McKinley did in another 
fashion. That is the statement, and he elaborated it over and 
overagain. Mr. Amidion, formerly the president of the Wool 
Manufacturers’ Association, made the same statement; and Pres- 
ident Garfield, when he was a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, made the same statement. 

So we come, then, to the reports of the Treasury Department 
to see what is the difference after you strike out the compensa- 
tory duties and give free wool, and free wool is equivalent, ac- 
cording to the McKinley argument, to compensatory duties. 
Then, what is the difference in ad valorem between the McKin- 
ley act and the pending bill? Take, for instance, on page 194 of 
the Treasury reports, and we find of “cloths, woolen or worsted, 
valued at not more than 30 cents per there were im- 
ported 48,852.25 pounds under the M ey act, and the duty 


was 33 cents per pound and 40 per centad valorem. Give that 
manufacturer free wool and strike oui the duty of 33 per cent, 
which is the com tory duty,and, based upon that, you have 
40 per cent ad valorem given tothe woolen manufacturer by the 
McKinley act, 40 per cent by the bill as it came from the House, 
and 35 per cent by the pen bill. 

Take the next item, which is ‘‘ woolen or worsted clo 
valued at more than 30 and not more than 40 cents per pound, 
of which there came in 347,450.50 pounds; the duty in the Mo- 
Kinley act is 384 cents a pound and 40 per cent ad valorem. Now, 
strike out the Oon eager ee, Aan and the ad valorem would be 
40 per cent under the Mo ey act, 40 per cent under the bill 
as it came from the House, and 35 per cent under the bill as it 
now stands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. VEST. The Senator will permit me to finish my state- 
ment, : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Taking the next item, which is really the im- 
portant one, “woolen or worsted cloths valued above 40 cents 
per pound,” of which there came into the country 14,250,621.63 

unds, under the McKinley act the specific or compensatory 

uty was 44 cents per pound and 50 per centadvalorem. Strike 
out the compensatory duty and give the manufacturers free 
wool, and the duty under the bill as it came from the House 
would be 40 per cent, and as reported by the committee 35 per 
cent. 

One other word, and I am done. The statement of the New 
York Tribune must be absolutely false, and it is absurd, with all 
due respect to the editor who prepared it. Under the com- 
pound duty of 38% cents per pound, 44 per cent, and 50 cent 
ad valorem, there came into this country nearly $15,000,000 
worth of those goods. i 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the Senator a question, as he is 
familiar with this matter. Does he understand the compsnsa- 
tory duty was put on to 2 the condition created by put- 
ting 3 eae on ‘wool? Is that what he speaks of the compensa- 

uty doing? 
r. VEST. Mr. venner states it very clearly. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the Senator's idea? 

Mr. VEST. On page 10 of his report, Mr. McKinley says the 
compensatory duties were intended to put the woolen manufac- 
tures upon a free raw material basis; in other words, to pay the 
manufacturer for the increased duties upon the foreign wool 
which were necessary for his manufacture, he was given these 
compensa duties of so much a pout. 

Mr. TELLER. And increase the price of his manufactures. 

Mr. VEST. And, then, in order to pay the difference between 
the American and foreign labor, was given the ad valorem of 40 
or 50 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Did Mr. McKinley say in his report that so much 
of this duty as is specific is intended as exactly an equivalent to 
the 5 duty? 

Mr. VEST. Substantially. I should be glad to have it read. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will have it read. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to hear it. 

Mr. VEST. It is Mr. McKinley's argument, and I should like 
to have it read; and it is also the argument of Mr. Amidon, Mr. 
Whitman, and others. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In revising the woolen-goods schedule so as to afford adequate protection 
to our woolen manufacturers and woolgrowers, we have continued the sys- 
tem of compound duties which have proved to be so essential in any tariff 
which protects wool, providing first for a specific compensatory pound or 
square yard duty, a to the duty which would be paid on the wool 
if imported, for the efit of the woolgrower, and an ad v: m duty of 
from 30 to 50 per cent, according to the proportion of labor in the 
manufacture of the several classes of goods, as a protection to the manufac- 
turer against a competition, and 10 per cent additional upon ready- 
made clothing for the protection of the clot manufacturers. 

The existing tariff gives an ad valorem duty of from 35 to 45 per cent for 
the protection of the woolen manufacturer, and the bill which passed the 
House at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, which abolished all 
duties on wool and consequently the equivalent specific compensato: 
duties on manufactures of wool, gave a uniform duty of 40 per cent on 
woolen goods without regard to their character, This duty is more than is 
required for unfinished goods like cheap blanketsand flannels and less than 
is requisite for fine finished manufactures of wool, which = tee im- 
ported in so large quantities. For this reason, and to adapt tife duties to 
the comparative cost of manufacturing different woolen fabrics, we have 
given be cent to the lowest grade of blankets and flannels, 35 per cent to 

um grades, 40 per cent to the highest grades of blankets (flannels 
valued above 50 cents per pound being classed as “dress goods,” which 
practically are), and the lower grades of ed cloth and 
. cent to the finer grades of finished 
cloth and to all- Gress goods, requiring the highest skill and 
amount of labor. 


These advanced rates on the better grades of goods for the ot 
the manufacturers, with c duties fully compensatory for the duties 


on wool, will, it is believed, have the effect to largely diminish importa- 
tions of tures of wool, and consequently to reduce the revenue 


manufac’ 
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e revenue as would be 


instead of increasing case if the ig i 
should continue the e. From the t info tion We can obtain, it is 
bable that the increased rates af duty given to manufactures of woolens 
re c y not increase, ho reyenue ot source, an trans- 
country the manufacture of from $15, to 520, 000,000 of woolen 
goods now made ab; i 
In computing the equivalent ad valorem duty o: 
the com! tion of both the fiċ duty, which is pl Sp ares ry for 
the duty on the wool of which thé woolgro bigs me the behellt, and 
the duty which tects the — facturers, makés the average resultant 
rate of the wodlen-goods schedule r cent. 
The average rate under hy he aw, as computed on the basis of the 
importations of the last fis 
T however, is about 10 per cent lower than it would have been if the 
which corrected a flagrant wrong by which wopleén cloths 
known as worst bap 65 aq oths knowf as woolen 
cloths, had been made at the beginning of the fiscal year instead of the close; 
and at least 15 per cent lower than it would have been if worsted qaa ad 
d the same Auth as woolen yarns costing thesame. That is,if both of 
ese manifest errors, working serious injustice to the woolen manufactur- 
ing industry, had been cofrected at the beginning of the last fiscal year, the 
average råie of duties in the woolen-goods schedule of the present tariff 
would have been nearly 89 per cent — 91.72 per cent as proposed. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. POWER. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me? 

Mr. TELLER. Les. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island 
fe ALDRICH] asked me what I was trying to arrive at. I say 

at it is an evident conclusion that the farmer and the shoop- 
raiser have to stand all the burdens, while the manufacturer 
going to be protected. I want the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee on this side to locate that responsibility. Iwanttoknow 
who is to blame for this great wrong. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to defend the 
article in the Tribune which I have read. Ido not know any- 
thing about it. I thought as it appeared in a protection paper, 
and a paper which is opposed to the passage of the bill, it could 
hardly be overlooked, and I wanted some information about it, 
because if there are any of these duties which are unduly high 
I should be glad to see them reduced. But Ido not want to 
understood as ee, the schedule on woolencloths or assert- 
ing for a moment that it is higher than it ought to be. I have 
never heard that it was higher than it ought to be; I have been 
told by some that it was a fair protective duty, but not according 
to the notions of the manufacturer. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will allow me, if all the sched- 
ule which is pro d by the Finance Committee goes through, 
there is no possible question but that some of the best woolen 

. manufactories in New England can exist only bya reduction of 
wages from 15 to 40 or 50 percent. This b an industrial 
revolution and a calamity which goes straight to the laboring 


man. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not much doubt but what the Senator 
from Connecticut states the proponon correctly. Iam myself 
rather inclined to think, from all the evidence which I can get, 
thatthe manufacturer will continue to manufacture; and if he 
does not manufacture with as much profit as heretofore, he will 
still continue his business; but he will take the reduction of du- 
ties out of labor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He will do that or quit. 

Mr. TELLER. The manufacturer will not quit, because he 
has too much capital involved in the business; he will not quit 
because the skilled labor, the men who have been taught to do 
this work, will find it utterly impossible to secure any other em- 
ployment, and there will be no avenue open to them; it will be 
starvation presented to them on one hand and lower wages on 
the other; and inevitably they will take lower wages. 

Mr. President, there is no use of talking, the laboring man 
who lives from the fruits of his daily toil is never in a condition 
to make a contest with capital. Whatever you may say about 
it, though he may create, as was said by the Senator from Kan- 
ee PEFFER] yesterday, a revolution in ten States and prac- 
tical war if the attempt is made to reduce his wages, but the 
ultimate and inevitable result of it always is that his wages are 
reduced. 

This does not mean, if the duty is an unfair one, the destruc- 
tion of the manufacturer; it does not mean the loss of capital, 
but it means the deprivation of profitable employment and re- 
aes wages to the great mass of men working in the fac- 
tories. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me 
to put info his speech at this point an object lesson? 

Mr. TELLER. Sarny My speech is not a very in br 
or extensive one, and I will let the Senator put into it anything 
he chooses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have in my hand a sample of what are 
called clay diagonals, a fine worsted cloth weighing 16 ounces 
to the yard, and selling in Bradford, where it is made 

Mr. TELLER. Bradford, England? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Bradford, England, where it sells at 60 cents 
a yard, less the usual trade discount, so that goods of this charac- 
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ter can be laid down in New York at a cost of not exceeding 60 
cents per yard, without ony. Under existing law these Sen 
pay a ay of 44 cents specific and 60 per cent ad valorem, which 
equivalent to74 cents a yard.) The total cost, then, of the goods 
laid down here would be $1.34 a yard. That is without the usual 
commission and expenses. If you add these, it will make a total 
cost of those goods laid down here of $1.41 6585 yard. Under ex- 
isting conditions they are sold in the United States to-day at 
about $1.75 a yard in the usual retail quantities to tailors and 
others who use them. 

These goods, I can state on the authority of one of the best 
manufacturersin the United States, can not be made with free 
wool at 90 cents a yard, which would be the cost laid down with 
a 50 per cent ad valorem duty on cloths, without a reduction in 
wages of at least 40 per cent below existing rates. That shows 
the situation in which the woolen manufacturer would be left 
if a duty of 50 per cent is levied. 

Mr. VEST. What is the specific duty? 

Mr.ALDRICH. Forty-four cents per pound now. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if I may be allowed to return 
to the question of the duty upon wool, which we have left for a 
moment, it seems that the committee having this bill in charge 
have felt that they were bound to do something for the manu- 
facturer. Heretofore the manufacturer has been protected bya 
duty upon his finished product. Now, the committee have very 
generously concluded that they can not protect him any longer 
to the extent which has been done, but that they will give him 
eee in lieu of that, and so they give him free wool, which, 
in the plainest possible English, means that the farmer or sheep 
raiser shall be sacrificed for the benefit of the manufacturer. 

Mr. President, I would not sacrifice the manufacturer; I be- 
lieve in protecting him by a proper tariff. The committee 
which has this bill in charge do not believe in that. They say 
that this idea of protecting a man and giving him advan- 
tages is contrary to correct principles of administration, and 
yet they turn right around and say to us, we have not put on 
as large duties as you put on the manufactured goods, but we 
have given himother advantages.” In principle they have done 
just what we have been doing; that is, they propose to give him 
advantages by law. In the first place, we give him advan- 
tages which, under certain conditions, might have been taken 
out of the foreigner who brought his goods here, but under any 
condition of affairs, under any theory of the tariff being a tax 
on consumption and being added to the consumer of the product 
here, it came out of everybody whoused this article. The com- 
mittee, however, have selected a small portion of the American 
people, the most deserving, the most distressed I may say just 
now, the American farmers, and they propose to take it out of 
them for the benefit of the American manufacturers. 

I am in duty bound to say that I do not believe the American 
manufacturers ask that interference on their part. I do not be- 
lieve that they have been here to any considerable extent de- 
manding free wool. Of course, thera are exceptions. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator kindly yield to me to put 
in a word at that point? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I never had a letter from a woolen manu- 
facturer in my State—and the woolen manufacture is a very 
great interest there—asking for free wool, with one solitary ex- 
ception, from a very excellent 8 a Democrat; but I 
think he was in error then, and that he has been effectually 
cured by the present wool schedule: 

Mr. TELLER. The committee have not been consistent. 
They have said substantially,“ We will not give anybody any 
advantage, and we shall put a duty on woolen goods because we 
have to get a revenue, and if it incidentally helps the manufac- 
turer, that, of course, is all right.” They go further than that, 
and say, We now specifically and purposely leave off the duti- 
able list an article which has been upon the dutiable list for a 
hundred years, which brought to the Government of the United 
States a revenue of $8,000,000 last year, an important article of 
the farmers’ product; and we depreciate that property for the 
benefit of the manufacturer.” at position is not logical, nor 
is it just. Why should the farmers make up to the manufac- 
turers the loss which is likely to be put upon them by a reduc- 
tion of the duty on cloth? hy should the farmer be selected? 

Mr. President, I said I was not going to make any extended 
remarks, and I am not. I know I might as well speak to the 
blustering northeast wind as to talk upon this question. I know 
that nothing is to be done for wool; I know that the Democratic 
party went into the campaign of 1892 with a promise of free 
raw product, as they called it, to the manufacturers of this 
country, which included iron and coal and wool. They have aban 
doned iron and coal, and they dare not go to the country unless 
they can have something to present upon which they can say, We 
have carried out our 5 but I want to say to the Demo- 
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oncessions as they choose to the manufacturers, if they thin 
ey are concessions, but the manufacturers of this country are 

o intelligent to believe that that is in their interest. 

They know very well that if you maintain a tariff duty in this 
country,if must be maintained upon reciprocal lines; they know 
that you can not maintain a tariff duty upon manufactured 
articles and not upon articles which are the product of the farm; 
they know that the 6,000,000 farmers in this country will rebel 
against that; and it looks tome as though it was a method by 
which the majority have taken to bring protection, if possible, 
into disrepute by compelling the farmer to feel that he is being 
improperly treated. 

I want the farmers of the country to understand that that im- 
propor treatment does not come from this side of the Chamber. 

want the woolgrower of my section, of the country to under- 

stand that every Republican in this Chamber, without exception, 
whether he represents a manufacturing State or a woolgrow- 
ing State, concurs in this question that there shall be a duty 
equal—not equal in amount, but equal in justice—upon wool to 
that upon the manufactured product of wool in this country; 
and Mr. President, they will understand it. 
The men who grow wool in the Northwest, on the farms of 
Iowa and Illinois and Ohio will understand it. They will un- 
` derstand that it is an attempt on the part of the Democratic 
party to placate the manufacturer and get him on their side. 

We were told a day or two ago—and I have been told in pri- 
vate conversation twenty times—that a reduction of the tariff 
upon wool would in nowise interfere with the sheep industry. 
In 1883, when a tariff upon wool was made which was not what 
it ought to have been, the number of sheep began gradually to 
decline in this country. I venture the assertion here and now 
that 1,500,000 of sheep, or thereabouts, which are kept in Colo- 
rado will disappear with free wool. I have before me a letter 
on this subject written by a very intelligent constituent of mine 
to a brother Senator here, from whose State he originally came. 
He is a woolgrower, and I know him. He is not a woolgrower 
like the Mexican woolgrower or the Australian woolgrower, 
but he is a man who would find himself not out of place, but at 
home, in this Chamber. He is a gentleman of e ucation and 
character. He says: 

Our wool has averaged in price one year with another for the fifteen years 


rior to 1893 about 18 cents per pound, after paying freight charges to Bos- 
ton; at which price there has been a fair, though moderate, profit in the 
jusiness. 


pr side of the Chamber that they may make Fb as man 


Last year, however, owing to threatened tariff changes, the price was re- 
duced to less than 7 cents per pound, at which price it is impossible to grow 
it, even under the most favorable conditions, without loss. And what is 
true here is also true throughout the entire woolgrowing regions of the 
United States. 

If the Wilson bill becomes a law it will inevitably bankrupt the American 
sheep industry. This means not only the destruction of hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars“ worth of property, but also the permanent depopulation 
throughout all the States and Territories west of the Missouri River, of 
large regions of country which can be profitably utilized only for woolgrow- 
ing on account of the scanty rainfall and total lack of water for irrigation. 
It is the wool industry which has settled up the great plains of the far West, 
and is the only industry which can thrive there. 

It is a matter within my own knowledge that within this State alone thou- 
sandsof families will be ruined and hundreds of thrifty little country towns, 
with their schools and churches, will be wiped out. 

We can not compete with Australia and South America in the growing of 
wool. There is no degree of possible economy by the practice of which our 
people can produce wool and transport it to the Atlantic seaboard as cheaply 
as it can be Jaid down there from foreign countries, 

Nothing can be more certain than that if the existing tarif be materially 
reduced our American sheep industry will within two years have become a 
thing of the past, and the American manufacturer and consumer of woolen 
goods will thenceforth be alike dependent on the foreign market unchecked 
as heretofore by American competition. 


I believe that that is a true prophecy. I do not suppose that 
all sheep-growing willstop. I think the State of Ohio willcon- 
tinue to raise more or less sheep for mutton. Ohio has a great 
market for mutton in the cities of Cincinnati, Columbus, Cleve- 
land, Chicago, and New York, but the extreme West will not 
be able to raise sheep for mutton to any considerable extent, 
and the people of my State will be practically unable to raise 
sheep. Of course, we shall have some demand for mutton, but 
it will be comparatively small. The reduction of the 45,000,000 
sheep now in this country to 20,000,000, to which I have no doubt 
it w. 15 go, means dearer meat to the laboring people of this 
country. 

Who is to be benefited? What influence is there here which 
demandsfree wool? [havesaid—andI think nobody will stand on 
this floor and deny it—that the manufacturing interests of this 
country do not require free wool. There is nointerestdemand- 
tog free wool. ö 

repeat that I do not care to waste the time of the Senate in 
discussing this question, for I know that whatever is said falls 
on unwilling ears on the other side of the Chamber. I know 
that the committee do not intend to yield on this subject. I 
know very well that, as a general rule, in matters of this kind 
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nothing is secured by a general discussion, and that if anything 
could have been secured for the woolgrowers it would have been 
before the committee and through private intervention with thd 
committee. I want to say, for the benefit of the woolgrowers 

that there has been nothing left undone to secure to them tha 

which they had a right to expect—a duty upon wool—ff this 
tariff was not based upon pure free-trade principles. We who 
are interested in woolgrowing knew that this was not to be done 
by abuse of the committee or by violent speeches. 

We hoped in the beginning that we could induce the com- 
mittee to see the justice and the propriety of it, and I venture 
to say there is not a man representing a woolgrowing State—I 
am speaking now of the great woolgrowing States of the North- 
west—who has not done everything in his power to secure rec- 
ognition. We have said, Cut down the duty upon wool as you 
have cut down the duty on woolen cloths; if you have reduced 
that 50 per cent, then reduce wool 50 per cent; give us some rec- 
ognition; give us 5 cents a pound if you will not give us 10 cents; 
give us any recognition of wool as one of the things to be pro- 
tected in this country; if you will not recognize it as a proper 
subject of protection, then recognize it as a proper subject of 
revenue.” They tell us that sugar is a proper subject of reve- 
nue, and therefore it goes upon the dutiable list, and yet they 
say that wool is not a proper subject of revenue. 

r. President, the growth of wool in this country is as neces- 
sary as the growth of sugar, not perhaps so important in the 
number of dollars it yields; we do not send out as much to buy 
wool, but we shall send out to buy wool and woolens a large 
amount of money. The year before the tariff of 1890 went into 
effect we sent out $56,000,000 for woolen goods; we sent out last 
year $38,500,000 of good sound money foranarticle which we pro- 

uce in this country, in exchange for woolen goods, every yard 
of which ought to have been made on American soil, every yard 
of which could have been made here, and every yard of which, 
if made on our soil, would have furnished labor to an American 
citizen who would have been a consumer of American products. 

There is no reason why wool should not be put upon the duti- 
able list. There is no reason why the men who raise wool should 
not be entitled to the same protection as the men who raise sugar. 
4 Mr. SQUIRE. May I ask the Senator from Colorado a ques- 

ont 

Mr. TELLER. potter rs 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ishould like to know whether, if the woolen 
schedule remains as it is in the bill, it would be an act of injus- 
tice to the manufacturers of woolen cloths in America to impose 
a duty upon foreign wool? 

Mr. TELLER. Whether that would be an injustice to the 
marufacturer depends entirely be bg the amount of duty now 
imposed. Representatives on this side of the Chamber, of the 
woolen manufacturing States have said to me and have said, I 
think, to Senators on the other side of the Chamber, that they 
were quite prepared to admit, even with the present duty on 
woolens, a duty upon wool; but such a duty will not be allowed, 
and will get no support from the other side of the Chamber. 
Why? Because there must be somebody sacrificed that this bill 
may carry with it the pretense of giving free raw products to 
the manufacturers of the country, which has been a Democratic 
idea for so many years. 

The stock in trade will be gone if they donot have something 
on the free list. So, I repeat, the woolgrowers dre to be sacri- 
ficed. You could have left sugar on the free list; but no, the 
sugar industry is to be protected. I know it is denied by the 
Senators who were so anxious to secure a duty upon sugar that 
after all it is for protection. If there is $50,000,000 collected as 
duties on sugar, there is $8,000,000 or $10,000,000 collected as 
duties on wool; and I repeat, if one is an article of revenue duty 
so is the other. 

Mr. President, the American farmer is having a hard time. 
He will see his flocks disappear. He willsee one method of ac- 
quiring ready cash, because wool has heretofore been a cash 
product, disappear and taken from him. Unless he lives neara 
great city or town where he can sell his mutton, he will find it 
unprofitable to raise sheep Le Ayers meat. The product of 
wool, which has been more than ,000,000 pounds a year, will 
fall off, and as it falls off the importation of wool must increase, 
We poned last year 168,000,000 pounds of wool, for which wẹ 
paid American gold, because, put it as you will, whenever the 
balance of trade is against us yi pay for it in gold and nothing 
else. Every 81 the demand for woolen goods must increase, 
Every year the imports of foreign wool must increase, even if 
there is a duty upon wool. Itmustincrease rapidly, as the prod- 
uct in this country decreases, and in time I fear that the foreign 
woolgrower and 3 will make the wool as dear in the 
manufactured goods as a duty would. 


I believe that a duty on wool would raise the price of it aud 
not make it cheaper. 


I would not advocate here a duty upon 
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wool if I believed it would make wool cheaper at because it 
is selling to-day ata cheaper price than that at which it can be 
raised. In very many sections of the country the wool can not 
be put into the market for. the price that is being offered at the 
local railroad station. 

It is true that it is one of the theories of the advocates of pro- 
tection that protection upon certain articles makes them cheaper, 
but theyare articles, as wassaid by the Senator from Maine (Af. 
FRYE], in which machinery enters and in which ingenuity plays 
a 


8 no cheapening of wool by a tariff any more than 
there can be the cheapening of iron or coal by a tariff. A duty 
of 40 cents a ton does not make iron ore any cheaper and it never 
can. It isa tax upon the consumption of iron. The duty on 
coal is a tax on the consumption of coal, and so is the duty upon 
wool a tax upon the consumption of wool. But it is a question 
whether we had not better pay it to our own people than to pay 
it to foreigners. The tariff will not cheapen such an article any- 
where. You can not take a raw product like iron or a material 
of that kind and cheapen it by a tariff. There the tariff is a 

rotective tariff, not for the purpose of developing the indus- 
— but for the protection of ‘ican labor, pure and simple. 

Mr. SQUIRE. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me, be- 
fore this 1 is passed, not to interrupt him at any great length, 
I should like to make a suggestion. 

We have on the Pacific coast a large amount of first-class iron 
ore, magneticand hematite ore. Thatore has not been brought 
out ofthe mine. It Is still in the mountains and foothills, 0 
vessels that come to the Pacific coast for wheat bring iron there 
in ballast or they bring coal in ballast. We can not develop 
this iron ore in the States on the Pacific coast, particularly in 
the State of Washington, if the protection should be removed 
from iron ore. I take it the Senator from Colorado does not 
mean to say that it would be an ad vantage for the State of Wash- 
ington, for example, in developing its iron ore if all protection 
should be removed from iron. 

Mr. TELLER. On every occasion when I have had an oppor 
tunity I have voted for a duty upon iron. I voted for such a duty 
on the theory that it is better to open our own mines and develop 
our own hidden riches than it is to buy from abroad. Ihave 
never given my vote with the idea that it would cheapen iron 
ore. It does not cheapen iron ore. A duty will be a benefit to 
us, inasmuch as it will save the American market to the mine 
owners of the United States and be an inducement to them to 
open their mines and develop them and take out their ores and 
son saei The great point to bs considered in all this is the 

mand. 

Products of all kinds depend upon the demand. If you have 
a demand you have a product, and you will not have a product 
withouta demand. e great beauty of the American tariff has 
been that it has preserved to the American people the greatest 
market in the world. The manufacturer who can run his factory 
with fifteen hands and make no money, can add ten hands or 
twenty hands and make money. If he can work his factory 
eleven months in the year and live, he can make a profit-when 
he works the twelfth month. So the great question is, where is 
the market? -Make the demand and the product always follows. 
It is an elementary principle in political science that demand is 
the firstgreat question. Weinsistupon preserving to the Ameri- 
can manufacturer the demand; in other words, the American 
market for American manufactures. 

We who believe in protection as a principle, believe it is bet- 
ter to give the market to our producers, and we believe that in 
a great variety of cases a great big market enables a man to 
manufacture infinitely cheaper than he could with a small mar- 
ket. So the question, I repeat, is one of demand. Make the de- 
mand for your products, and the products will be manufactured 
cheaper. Everybody knows that a mill can manufacture $100,- 
000 worth of products cheaper proportionately than it can man- 
ufacture $50,000 worth or $25,000 worth. The American people 
8 the great market, a market unlike anything in the 
world. 

‘There are no 70,000,000 people on the face of the earth who 
cousume as the American people consume, Why have we so 
consumed? We have so consumed because we have had an in- 
terchange of commodities with each other. The man who man- 
ufactured iron manufactured it here and sold it to the menswho 
manufactured other eae. here, and one became the consumer 
of the products of the other. Fifty million or 100,000,000 peo- 
ple 9 with each other are as profitable as inter- 
changing with a foreign nation. What more profit can there 
be for a man from Rhode Island to send his products to Euro 
and sell them than to send them to Colorado and sell them? If 
there is any money made in the transaction in the latter case it 
remains here. It is a th of modern science at least that in 
_ the interchange of commodities there is a profit to each man. 


The old theory was that there was not any profit at all; that 
in the interchange each man stood equal = 1 5 What he de- 
sired. But there is a profit to each one. There is a profit to the 
man who sells and there is a profit to the man who buys. When 
you send your goods abroad, or when you buy abroad, there is 
one profit, and one profit onl , and when you trade ininterstate 
commerce, between the different States, there are two profits. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to drift into the discussion of 
the tariff question. I have only wished to say upon the wool 

uestion t there is not any reason why the raisers of wool 
ould not be protected. I wish to say to the Democratic side 
of this Chamber that the woolgrowers of the Northwest had 
a right to suppose that when the Democrats abandoned the 
doctrine of free raw material as to iron and coal they would 
abandon it as to wool. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose, after the ver 
able and eloquent of my colleague [Mr. LODGE], to ente 
into a discussion of this question at the present time. But I 
wish, as the representative of the largest wool manufacturing 
constituency in this country, to indorse every word which has 
fallen from the lips of the honorable Senator from Colorado 
p: TELLER], and to thank him for the erous statement he 

made as to the attitude of the manufacturers of New Eng- 


d, 
Mr. President, I know, if I know anything, the 8 of the 
men who have built up the ee e towns and cities of 
peer paren ol the country. I have lived among them from my 
ch ood. They are 8 and political friends. They 
are my companions in leisure. Before I entered public life they 
were my clients. I know their opinion through and through, in 
and out, to the very core of their understanding and their soul. 
They understand perfectly well that not only their honor but 
their interests is inextricably bound up in the matter of the pro- 
tective duty on wool. They know that it would be a base thing 
for them, or for any representative of them, to undertake to se- 
cure by any vote, by any bargain, or by any silence, anadvantage 
to themselves over the farmers who raise the wool in this coun- 
try. The man who anywhere imputes to a New England Sena- 
tor a desire to separate in this matter the fortune of the New 
land manufacturer from the fortune of the farmer who raises 
his material, imputes to him a thing unutterably base. 

Mr. President, free wool is free trade in principle, in policy, 
in substance and in effect, and the sta ip of the Demo- 
cratio party, drifting without purpose, without calculation, and 
without rudder, and without port, in so many things which this 
bill contains, has shown at least sagacity when it has held on to 
the doctrine and purpose of free wool. Wool is the great ob- 
joes lesson of the protective system. There is not an argument 

or protection anywhere which does not apply in fullest p ors to 
the protection of wool. The authority of the fathers, the au- 
thority of the great statesmen of the revolution, the authority 
of the great statesmen of the Constitution, the authority of 
their successors of a later date is in favor first and principally 
of this protection. 

The statesmen of the day of the revolutionary war, in the Con- 
tinental Congress declared that that wool might be protected 
was one of the objects of theircontest with Great Britain. Wash- 
ington instan it, as my colleague showed in the interesting 
letter which he made public this morning. It is of infinitely 
more importance as a matter of national wealth and as a matter 
of national strength—of wealth in peace and of strength in war 
that this product should be protected than that any other sin- 
gle product which can be named should be protected. 

Mr. President, it is an interest which affects the farmer. The 
farmer is the bone and sinew of the land, the breeze in the 
brick, the strength of the mortar. It is an interest which affects 
almost all portions of the country alike. If you are without 
wool youare defenseless against foreign nations in time of war, 
as has been well shown here this morning; but when you have 
your wool, even if you have no woolen factories, your women 
can spin it on their wheels and can weave it on their looms, and 
the soldier can be taken care of. 

The competition offoreign and pauper labor applies to this 
article more than toany other. It is a foul shame which the 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber are proposing, to 
have the American farmer raise his wool in competition with 
men to whom wool as a garment and wool as a manufacture are 
strangers; that the sheep-owners and farmers of California and 
Oregon and Colorado should be held to a competition with men 
whose only garment is a breechcloth; that they should be held 
to competition with men who may almost be described as the Aus- 
tralian was described, I think by Sydney Smith, asa man whose 
only food was the contents of a watermelon, the shell of which 
he cut in two, and put one-half of it on his head to protect him 
from the sun, which was his only moo ng; and sat down on the 
other half, which was his only pretense of a home. 
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If it were not so disgraceful it would be shortsighted and fool- 


Mr. POWER. Yes, sir; and as the bill reads, wool is to be 


ish for any woolen manufacturers of New England to consent to | free? 


such an arrangement as this. Our statesmanship this year is 
not intended for the next six months or the next twelve months. 
It is not intended primarily, stilliless is it intended chiefly, to 
tide over these miserable d times which a Democratic Ad- 
‘ministration has brought upon us. We are dealing with the 
permanent policies of American statesmanship. 
We want to make our battle here. We know very well that 
if the wool-raising in this country is doomed, sooner or later the 
woolen manufacturer of the country is doomed with it. A little 
advantage which might be got from a schedule in the next six 
months would be an apple of Sodom in the mouth of the people 
of New England. The dead and dry and poisonous apple which 
it is proposed, if it is proposed anywhere, to hold to our lips we 
is Fg and scorn. f s 
. President, there is but one interest in this country that 
is in favor of free wool, and that is not a very valuable or a very 
large interest in the country just now. That, as the Senator 
from Colorado well said; is the interest of the consistency of the 
Democratic party. You went into the campaign with free ma- 
terial on your banner. You want to have a little of that motto 
left for another campaign. The Democratic wolf wants his 
sheep's clothing on the free list; and he is the only being under 
the erican who is interested in this policy. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has always been friendly and fair to protection. I ama 
protectionist. In framing the tariff act of 1890 everything the 
representatives of the West asked was granted and cheerfully 
voted for by the then dominant par ty on this side. But the sit- 
uation now is peculiar. We are in the minority. In the other 
House, Mr. STEVENS, a manufacturer of Massachusetts, is a 
member of the Ways and Means Committee. T should like to 
ask the Senator from Massachusetts if Mr. STEVENS is nota 
free trader and a manufacturer. Of course he is a Democrat; 
but I understood the Senator to say that all the manufacturers 
of the East are protectionists. I admit that a majority of them 


are. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not wish to be understood as saying that there 
are none. I said a day or two ago that whenever one of the 
very small number of men who thought they could set this bar- 
rel of 5 on fire and extinguish it when it was half 
burned, or who thought they could get protection for what they 
made and free trade forall they bought, came to that conclusion 
he at once went over to the Democratic party. The Senator 
will of course excuse me from undertaking to discuss the indi- 
viduality of a colleague of mine in the other House. I believe 
he does take for granted the idea that he can get protectionfor 
his manufactures and free trade for his material. 

Mr. POWER. He is a large manufacturer of woolen goods? 

Mr. HOAR. So I understand. 

Mr. POWER. And on that account, being a member of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, it is extremely unfortunate for 
the producer of wool, the farmer, that the conditions are such. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator understands that he is a Demo- 
crat? 7 

Mr. POWER. I understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. Without knowing much about it, I do not un- 
derstand that the gentleman whom the Senator from Montana 
has named had a great deal of influence with the committee in 
the other House in framing the bill. Whatever changes may 
have been made in the bill Ido not think have come from that 
quarter. 

Mr. POWER. I understood the opposite to be the case, and 
that the bill was framed in this respect by him. All I wish to 
say is that the people of my State will not get any good from 
this arrangement. The result is not what they desire. I tried 
to make it plain this morning. The manufacturers are pro- 
tected, and free wool in a manner placates them, but the sheep- 
grower of the West and of the whole country is to be slaughtered 
and his investment almost annihilated. This is cer y un- 
just. Ido not give up the situation. I should like, if the Sen- 
ator from Missouri or the Senator from Arkansas will consider 
it, to divide the duty between the manufacturer and the farmer 
so as to do justice to both. 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator from Montana will permit me, it 
seems to me, before he makes a proposition of that sort, he ought 
to state the details. What is the division he proposes between 
the manufacturer and the wool producer? Is he authorized to 
state what they are willing to do? > 
Mr. POWER. The manufacturer of woolen goods is protected, 
is he not? Task the question of the Senator. Under the pres- 
„ the Senator has charge the manufacturer is 
pro 

Mr. VEST. There is a duty upon woolen goods. 


Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. POWER. If you would give 30 per cent protection to 
wool, even if you had to take some from the protected woolen 
goods, would that be unjust? < 

Mr. VEST. How much does the Senator propose to take from 
woolen goods? 

Mr. POWER. I do not like to take any, but I do not want to 
put all this burden upon the farmer. ; 

Mr. VEST. I merely wanted to know what the proposition 


was. 

Mr. POWER. Ishall present an amendment at the proper 
time. I should be willing to take 5 cents a pound duty on wool; 
I should be willing to take 40 per cent ad valorem—whatever is 
satisfac to the majority of the Finance Committee. 4 

Mr. FRYE. And take it off from the woolen manufactures? 

Mr. POWER. Ishould like to have justice done. Ido not 
care to take anything off of woolen goods, but I would not stand 
here and allow the farmer to be divested of every privilege and 
right due him, and give it all to the manufacturers. While Ido 
not want to take a dollar from the manufacturer,and would vote 
to increase the duty on woolen goods, I do want justice done, and 
Lask that it be done. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator succeeded in killing the woolen 
manufacture he would have a very poor market for his wool. 

Mr. POWER. I understand that the two interests are iden- 
tical; but I do ask for and insist apan fair play. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Montana is 
justly indignant at the treatment which the woolgrower is re- 
ceiving in this bill. He is, and it is not to be wondered thathe 
is, smarting under the sense of injustice to the woolgrower. 
But he is too fair and just a man to desire that injustice should 
be done to others because the Democratic party insist upon do- 
ing e to the woolgrower. I am sure of that. It would 
be little consolation to him to take part in doing injustice to tho 
manufacturer because the Democratic party have been unjust to 
the woolgrower. I donot think I misstate him in that respect. ` 

Mr.CAREY. Wiil the Senator from Connecticutallow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. CAREY. The Senator from Connecticut is always fair 
and honorable. Letus get some tariff on wool and then con- 
sider the tariff on woolen goods afterwards. Is it right tocom-. 
plicate our desire with that of the manufacturers? 

Mr. PLATT. I had not intended to discuss the duty upon 
woolen manufactures; Ido not intend to discuss it now. But 
for the remarks which have just been made by the Senator from 
Montana, I should not have alluded to it, I think, in the course 
of my remarks. $ 

I will say this, that among all the abhorrent features of this 
bill there is none to my mind so abhorrent as the proposition to 
pe wool on the free list, and for many reasons. There is nothing 

that article which makes it proper that it should go on the 
free list any more than any other production in the United 
States. On the other hand, in my judgment, if the Democratic 
policy is to prevail of putting certain products of the United 
States on the free list, wool should be the last product which 
should be placed on the free list. I will give some reasons for 
it. Iam not going to elaborate them. ; 

A country that does not produce wool itself, if its soil is 
adapted to such production, will never be a very highly civil- 
ized country. It never will be strong enough to maintain itself. 
Those propositions were fully stated this morning in the re- 
marks of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and it is not 
necessary that I should enlarge upon them. I would as soon 
think of having no ships as not to grow wool. I would as soon 
think of not having an army or a navy as not to grow wool and to 
have a duty upon wool if necessary to protect its growing. 

I am in entire and thorough sympathy with every Senator 
who desires a duty upon wool. I have always been so. There 
has been no changing, no variableness, no shadow of turning 
with me with regard toit. Ihave advocated it in the Senate. 
I have advoca itupon the stump before the manufacturers 
and workingmen of Connecticut, before the men engaged in the 
woolen shops of Connecticut. Everywhere that my voice has 
been heard it has been uniformly for a duty upon wool, 

There is another reason besides the great national reason I 
have given why we should protect the growing of wool in this 
3 and that is because it is an agricultural product, and 
agric ee eee are just as much entitled to protection as 
manufactured products, and I do not know but more so. The 
farmer of thiscountry is having a hard time ot it, everybody is hav- 

a hard time it, and perhaps the farmer has the worstend of the 
stick. Perhaps he is suffering more in the intense dep. 


eee the threat that this bill is going to be passed than 
ple 1 in other occupations. He is shut up to his farm 
or a livelihood and for the obtaining of the necessaries and the 
comforts and the luxuries of life, for the education of his chil- 
dren, for the developmentof himself and his family. He is shut 
up to what he can raise on his farm. Wheat has gone down and 
corn has gone down; the great products on which he has relied 
haye come to be very cheap; and it is very hard for the Ameri- 
can farmer to obtain such returns from his farm as will enable 
him to maintain such a condition of life for himself and his wife 
and his children as he ought to enjoy. Now, there are a mil- 
lion of them in this country who are ongagod in the business of 
raising sheep, if I am not mistaken. It has been stated here 
that there are 1,000,000 flockmasters in this country. 

Mr.PEFFER. There are a million flockmasters. 

Mr. PLATT. Saying nothing about the increased number of 
people whoare engaged in the work and occupation, there are a 
million farmers who have flocks of sheep. There are some great 
sheep-raisers in the Northwest, but 5 there are a mil- 
lion who on their Jittle farms throughout the United States are 

g to eke out their incomes by the sheep industry, by small 
flocks, ten, if you please; a hundred, if you please. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH,. The Senator from Connecticut will 
remember it is also estimated that there are another million 


popis interested as assistants, making 2,000,000 people engaged 
in the sheep industry in this country. 
Mr. PLA T have no doubt of it. I think very likely that 


is under the mark. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will allow me just a moment, I 
wish to say that in the Eastern and old Middle States, and all 
the States east of the Mississippi River, most of the owners of 
sheep have but small flocks, flocks of from fifty to one hundred, 
very much upon the plan of old farmers of forty and fifty years 
ago, while the larger flocks are now almost all west of the Mis- 
sissippi River. There are about 60 per cent of the total number 
of sheep in the country now west of the Mississippi. As you get 
into those regions where the pastoral facilities are greater you 
observe that the flocks are larger. 

Mr. PLATT. That is just What I was trying to say, that these 
farmers scattered through a great many States—— 

Mr. PEFFER. All the States. 

Mr. PLATT. Through all the States, are trying now in this 
time of extreme depression and struggle to eke out their living 
and to get some little return from the small flocks of sheep 
which they haye, and I can not understand the policy which in 
a time like this, and with the sympathy which is expressed for 
the farmer, expressed by the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, who told how he loved him, and how he hadsummered 
and wintered with him and almost slept with him, of all the 
items in the bill puts wool on the free list. It seems little less 
than criminal. It may at least be called insane legislation. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr.CULLOM. The Senator is speaking of the sheep indus- 
try scattered all over the whole country. He will find a table, 
which I can hand 3 the number of sheep, the pounds 
of wool, etc., in each State and Territory of the United States. 
I want to say while I am upon the floor, by the leave of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, that I had the honor of presenting to the 
Senate almost a wheelbarrow load of petitions coming from the 
others States in the Union in favor of a protective tariff upon 
wool, : 

The petitions were signed by the persons owning the sheep, 
and each petition stated the number of sheep owned by the per- 
sons signing the paper. So, if that petition was ever looked at 
by the Committee on Finance they were enabled to see exactly 
where the sheep industry is mostly located and the number of 
persons who are engaged in the industry. If the Senator de- 
sires to refer to the table, I have it here. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam familiar with the table, but I am not put- 
ting statistics into this impromptu speech. I said it was almost 
criminal to do this at such a time. 

If agricultural industry were on the highway of success, if the 
returns to the farmer were great, if he was not under the stress 
of necessity, there would be perhaps a little more excuse for 
this, but when he is in the trough of the wave, in the valley 
of the shadow of death, as he is represented to be here, I can 
not understand how it is that the . party propose to 
take away from him this little opportunity to get along and 
make a living outside of the general agricultural business of 
raising his crops. If it were possible by legislative act to have 
the farmer’s barn and the grain or the hay in it burned up it 
would be scarcely less criminal than it is to adopt a policy to 
destroy his flock of sheep. 

All over the country everywhere, whether in manufacturing 
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or in rural communities, sheep have been considered as being 
entitled to the special 8 ol the Government. Take the 
sheep- raising States. ere is not one of them, I think, which 
has not passed a law to pay the farmer for the sheep he may 
lose through the ravages of dogs. I have no doubt that is soin 
Kansas. It is certainly so in my own State. It is so in Ohio, I 
have no doubt. By the States the raising of sheep is considered’ 
so important that to encourage the farmers to continue it the 
States pay out of the public treasury the loss which he may. 
sustain by dogs that tear and lacerate and kill the sheep. Yet 
the great Democratic party of the country is engaged in a policy 
which will compel the farmer to kill them. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will state to the Senator from Connecticut 
that we have no law in Kansas providing for the payment of 
losses sustained by ravages of dogs and wolves and: other ani- 
mals, but at different times we have had legislation in order 
to tax dogs out of existence or to get rid of their ravages in one 
8 ur 5 ve 8 all along in our his- 

ry rotect the flocks of sheep from the ravages of dogs and 
wild finale: is * E vt 

Mr. PLA?PT. Mr. President, I am opposed to the removal of 
the duty on wool, further, not merely because it is a blow at the 
sheep-raiser and the woolgrower, but also because the blow 
against the system of protection can be dealt with the deadliest 
foree in that way. That is the secret and motive of this pro- 
posed action. I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate 
unnecessarily in this matter. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Connec- 
ticut whether he does not believe that if wool goes upon the free 
list the result inevitably will be that the manufactures of woolen 
goods will go there, too? 

Mr. PLATT. Everything will gothere. The Senator need 
not say the manufactures of woolen goods alone, but everything 
that the free trader can reach will go upon the free list or the 
revenue- duty list if the other side can once establish the propo- 
sition of putting wool on the free list. That is the reason why 
this blow is dealt at the sheep-raiser and the woolgrower. 

Mr. President, the whole industrial edifice of the United 
States rests asit were on two pillars, wooland iron, and thefree 
trader well knows that if, like Samson, he can break even one 
of those pillars the whole industria) edifice will tumble. If he 
does succeed in it, I warn him that although he may get a little 
temporary success he will be crushed under the ruins. ‘ 

So the tactics of the free trader from the commencement have 
been, first, to bribe the manufacturer of woolen goods with the 
idea of free wool and protected manufacture of woolen goods, 
and then, when that has been accomplished, excite the hostility 
of the woolgrower and the farmér against the manufacturer. 
That has been the plan. The first proposition of that plan in- 


volves the idea that the manufacturer of woolen goods can be 


bribed. A very few, exceedingly few, manufacturers of New 
England undertook to represent the views of New England man- 
ufacturers. There is about one in a State, so far as I know. 
They are Democrats or Mugwumps who are anxious to have the 
Democratic party succeed and anxious atthe same time to make 
a little more on their woolen manufacture.. So they have car- 
ried the idea to our Southern and Western free-trade Democrats 
that all the manufacturers of New England could be purchased 
by the bribe and could be caught by the bait of free wool. 

But, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] has re- 
marked, I think I know the woolen manufacturers of the East, 
and I think I know the men who work in the woolen factories of 
the East, and I tell you that you can not find among the fifty or 
sixty woolen establishments of my State more than one manu- 
facturer who has been willing to be purchased by this bribe. Ido 
not know how it is through the other States, but I think it is the 
same in those States. Notwithstanding all that has been said 
upon the other side, they believe in the protection of American 
industries, not so much because they want to make money, but 
because they do not want American labor degraded. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] said the other dayin 
alittle colloquy with me that we were all more or less selfish; 
that there were certain degrees of selfishness; that there were 
some degrees which were not really reprehensible. I suppose 
everybody has more or less of selfishness. The fact is none of 
us would be good for much if we did not have some selfishness. 
If we did not have selfishness enough to make our own way in 
the world, without trampling upon other’s rights, we should not 
beof much value to anyone. But I tell you that neither the New 
England munufacturer nor the New England workman in the 
woolen factories is selfish enough to desire to make way by 
trampling upon the rights of the woolgrower, or farmer, or any- 
pony else in this country. 

or does the manufacturer wish to make his money by cut- 
ting down the magos ofhisworkmen. We have no t number 
of woolen establishments with large capital in my State. J find 
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that the wholenumber of woolen and worsted establishments in 
Connecticut is sixty-five, and the average capital is $240,000 or 
thereabouts. There is no great aggregation of a ey They 
are establishments of reasonable capital. I think I know what 
I affirm when [ say there is no desire on their part to get a little 
patry advantage, if there were any, in this matter of free wool 

y bringing ruin or injury to the farmers and those engaged in 
the raising of sheep. 

Iam going to vote for the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], and I shall vote for it if he will insert 
in it the rates of the 8 act, because I believe those rates 
are right, because I believe they are needed, because I believe 
that without them we shall not be able to continue this industry 
in the United States. I am going to vote for the amendment 
without any pledge or any knowledge of what will follow if it is 
adopted. If itis adopted Iam going to try to get a reasonable 
duty npon woolen goods, but I am not going to make my vote 
depend upon whether a correspondingly increased duty upon 
woolen goodsis to follow. Iam going to vote for it because I be- 
lieve that the man who engages in the raising of sheep is just 
as much entitled to a protective aniy as the man who engages 
in the woolen manufacture or any other manufacture. 

I can not avoid, at this stage, in the few remarks which I am 
making, alluding to the fact thatthe pending bill seems tostrike 
its deadliest blow at the farmersall around. It is not woolalone 
which is slaughtered; but there is to be free wheat, free corn, 
free rye, free oats, a reduction of one-half of the duty on hay, 
the largest crop in the United States, and innumerable reduc- 
tions below the protective point upon the products of the farm. 
Why is it? Is the farmer the robber“? Is the farmer the 
robber baron”? Is he the“ greedy monoponas f Is he the 
man who is pandering the people? ere is but one reason for 
it; there is but one explanation of the policy of the bill, and that 
I have already given. Itis, strike the farmer first, then arouse 
his hostility against the protected industries in the country. 

I said that the woolen manufacturer of New England was not 
to be purchased by that bribe, and was not to be caught by that 
bait. I have too much faith in the agriculturist of the country 
to believe that he will fall into the trap which has been set 17 
the free traders. There is no reason, as I have said, why th 
should be done. No excuse can be given for it. If a revenue 
tariff is the doctrine of the Democratic party, there is no article 
upon which a revenue duty could be more properly imposed than 
upon wool. Ifa revenue duty with incidental protection be the 
doctrine of the Democratic party, there is no article upon which 
an incidentally protective ty could be more properly levied 
than upon wool. This proposition is without excuse, wicked 
and monstrous, 1 a away the revenue which is derived 
from this article, and which ought to be derived from it, upon a 
pretended benefit to the consumer of-woolen goods: : 

I desire to say that free wool will benefitnobody. In my judg- 
ment the consumer of woolen goods will never receive one penn 
of benefit from the destruction of this industry by placing woo. 
upon the free-trade list. Suppose he should receive some benefit, 
how much benefit would he receive? Ithink it was the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] who 8 told us if the person 
who desires to purchase a suit of clothing could have deducted 
from the price the exact equivalent of the duty on wool which 
is taken off, that according to sne quality of the suit which he 
might buy he would receive an vantage of $1 or 50 cents, or 
upon the ordinary suit of clothes 25 cents. 

Suppose it is true that he would receive that advantage. I 
believe it not to be true. I will say a little more upon that 
poins soon. But suppose it was true, and suppose you went to- 

ay to the ordinary working people of this country who have 
to purchase woolen clothing and you said to them, The great 
sheep-raising industry of this country is about to be destroyed. 
The farmers of this country who desire to proest the industry 
fear that it is going to be destroyed, and they think that by a 
contribution of a half dollar on the part of every workingman 
in this country it could be saved.” there a workingman in 
this country who would not put his hand in his pokes and say, 
“ Here is your half dollar; do not destroy the sheep-raising in- 
dustry in the United States?” 

There is not one. The workingmen of this country have 
learned that an injury to one is the concern of all. They donot 
want to see the sheep industry destroyed. They would willingly 
contribute, as willingly as they contribute to sustain their com- 
rades who are on strike, to prevent this beingdone. That bribe 
will not be accepted; that bait will not be seized. 

But, Mr. President, there is to be no benefit to anyone. The 
woolen manufacturer is to get no benefit. Even if the entire 

rotective duty on woolen goods were retained, he would receive 
no benefit from free wool. How would he be benefited? The 
compensating duty which he enjoys is for the purpose of equal- 
izing the conditions under whic. ie suffers by having to pay an 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. . 


6269 


increased price fi pve wool by reason of the duty pet upon 
it. Is not uss the question whether it is an exact 
be es ry Pai but I will assume, for the sake of the argument, 

Suppose you take the duty off wool and take the compensating 
duty off the manufactured product. You have left the manu- 
facturer just where he was before, in competition with the for- 
eigner who is making the same kind of goods. You have not 
benefitedhim. He stands precisely where he did before. Ifthe 
compensatory duty is an exact equivalent of the wool duty, 
and if you take off the compensatory duty and reduce the ad va- 
lorem duties, then you put him into just so much fiercer compe- 
tition with his foreign rival. Last year we had $36,000,000 of 
foreign woolen goods introduced into this country, and by just 
so much as you lower the ad valorem duty by just so much will 
the Peewee of foreign woolen manufactured goods be in- 
creased. 

There is another condition, Mr. President, which I think will 
work to the disadvantage of the woolen manufacturer and to 
the disadvantage of the whole country in the removal of the duty 
upon wool. Every woolen manufacturer now buys his wool in 
the fleece and treats it in his own factory. I think that almost 
without exception that is true. He takes the fleece, he has it 
sorted in his factory, he has it washed in his factory, he has it 
scoured in his factory, he has it carded or combad in his factory, 
itis spun or twis in his factory, and then woven into cloth 
in his factory. 

The foreign manufacturer proceeds upon a different principle. 
There the business is subdivided. Great establishments with 
great capitalization treat the wool in the preliminary ? 
of manufacture only, and those who weave the cloth an 
those who spin or twist the wool buy their woolinan 
stage or process of manufacture, where it has been prepared in 
these great establishments which do nothing else. By those 
means the foreigner has been able to reduce the cost of the 
preliminary stages of manufacture tothe very lowest ‘point. 

e takes advantage of all the economies which come witha 
great business, the advantages in purchases, all the advan 
2 in the disposition of waste. 

ith free wool the woolen manufacturer of the United States 
will no longer be able to prepare his wool for 3 or twist- 
ing in his own factory, but will be compelled to buy it of the for- 
eign manufacturer, . That involves the surrender, the giving up 
ofa great portion of the machinery of our woolen manufacturers, 
converting the machinery so far as possible into adaptation for 
other uses. So the American manufacturer will not be placed 
on an equality with his ips 5 rival if the duty is taken off wool, 
and the compensatory duty is taken off of woolen foots and the 
manufacturers duty suffered to remain, but he will be under dis- 
advantages in his manufacture which do not exist now. So, if 
the manufacturer were looking only to the selfish side of the 
popoe tiot, if he had no regard for the system of protection, if 

e had no regard for the woolgrower, if he were willing to suc- 
ceed, prosper, and thrive by trampling down a million farmers 
in the country, he would see, as he has seen, that it is not to his 
interest that wool should be placed on the free list. 

Therefore, when it is suggested, suspected, or intimated in 
any way that free wool is to be 5 as a boon, a benefit to 
the New England manufacturer, I wish once for all to deny it. 
I wish to deny that they have kept silent on this subject and 
have been willing that it should come while not advocating it. 
With the exception of those few men who have let their poli- 
tics run away with their business judgment to the extent that 
they suppose that in some way or other they might be benefited 
by free wool, there has been no such sentiment among the 
woolen manufacturers of New England. 

Mr. President, I will say a few words about the raw-material 
cry. Even the President of the United States alluded to it in 
his message. I think I have it here. It is the most astonish- 
ing proposition of the whole message, and I have not heard it 
alluded to before. The President says: 

Even if the often disproved assertion could be made good that a lower 
rate of wages would result from free raw materials and low tariff duties, 
the intelligence of our workingmen leads them quickly to discover that 
their steady employment, permitted by free raw materials, is the most im- 
portant factor in their relation to tariff legislation. 

IL understood the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] and 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] to say that in 
his letter of acceptance the President sbandoned the doctrine of 
the Chicago piston and proposed to have the tariff adjusted, 
not on the theory of free raw materials, but of ‘‘ freer” raw ma- 
terials. That was when the Senator from West Virginia was 
talking about coal aud iron. But when it comes to wool, itis to be 
free, absolutely free, raw material. By what -process of logie, 
by what system of reasoning the President of the United States 
thinks it will be any benefit or any compensation to the work- 
ingman of this country for the lower wages which the President 


rocesses 
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3 admits the wor will have to take to have 
raw materials for the ufacturer, I can not understand 
or discover. 


Where does the President of the United States suppose that 


with free wool the manufacturer of woolen gots is to sell his 
product so as to give steady employment at reduced es to 
the employé? ‘ore the election of the present Chief Magis- 
trate the workingmen had ‘‘s 


teady employment at high wages 
as com with any other country on earth. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Senator from Connecticut 
will please suspend while the Senate receives a message from 
the President of the United States. 

[At this point a message was received from the President of 
the United States, which appears elsewhere in to-day's proceed- 


4 

r. PLATT. Ishould like to be interrupted by the recep- 
tion of another message on the subject which I am discussing. 
I should be gratified if the Pres t of the United States 
would send us another message, telling us where he sup 
the American manufacturer, who has this great boon of free 
wool given to him, as the free trader would make him believe, 
is to sell his goods so as to give steady employment at a lower 
rate of wages even to the people whom he em 8. 


ted 
States Which was not running full-handed and on full time, and 
with better wages than were ever before paid anywhere in the 


worid to workingmen — in the same industry. We know 
tion upon 


that with A e ‘ool and a reasonable protection upon 
the man’ of woolen the wor ould 
steady employment and not have his w 
teaches that; observation teaches that, 

It is said sometimes now that we sep under the 
MeKinley act and thatthe prices of at this are Me- 
Kinley prices. I have only to appeal to the Senators from the 
great Northwest, where the wool is grown, for proof of the fact 
that the men who go out to buy the wool from the farmer say 
that they will only offer and do offer only free-trade prices for 
the wool, the price which the wool will be worth with the duty 
taken off, 3 will buy at no other rate. Am I not correct 
in this statement 

Mr. PEPPER. I think the Senator from Connecticut is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. PLATT. So we are not, so far as the wool industry is 
concerned, under the McKinley act or McKinley . e 
are under free trade. The woolgrower already unders what 
it is and what it is to be. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. [will state that the wool buyers of the East, 
who send their agents out among the woolgrowers of the West, 
the Northwest, and the Southwest, instruct them to purchase 
wools upon what the price would be on a free-trade basis, and 
not to purchase wool or to agree to purchase wool upon any 
other basis. Asa result, woolgrowers, for example, are 
now being offered about 8+ cents a pound on the average fortheir 
wool, when it costs them from 20 to 25 cents to produce it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask the Senator from Kansas how long ago 
that direetion to the agents of the wool buyers commenced? 

Mr. PEPFER. This summer; this year’s crop of wool. 

Mr. PLATT. It commenced when the edict went out from 
the Senate Chamber that hy eg result ofa party caucus enough 
Democratic votes were to be cast in favor of this measure to 
make its passage certain. You can not blame people, if they 
believe that the bill is to pass within the next two or three 
months and become a law, for as those who have articles to 
sell to sell them at the price at which they will have to sell after 
the bill becomes a law. 

I was to say something as respects thé idea that wool is 
a raw ma . I think I have a little personal knowledge of 
the question whether labor is e the growth of wool. 
It was my good fortune and not my misfortune to work on a farm 
until I was 20 years of age. It was my misfortune, perhaps, in 
that I was not able to acquire the education which I might have 

uired under different and more favorable circumstances, but 


wi receive 
reduced. Histo 
it can not bed 


it was my fortune in that it enabled me to understand the 
ht, habit, the desire, the feeling of the agriculturists 
of country, However far I may have gone away from the 


farm I have never grown away from love of the men whom I 
knew in the earlier years I spent upon the farm. I do not bə- 
lieve Ihave grown away from an understanding of them. I do 
not. yield to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES]in m 

love for and appreciation of F 


~ 


ene independent occupation of the world—the tilling of the 
I have had m some to do in my early days with 
raising sheep. I know how mi labor is expended in that in- 
dustry. Ihave dug them out of the snow in winter, as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. n has to be done; I have 
washed and sheared them in summer; I have looked after 
them the year round; and I knowit is labor which produces the 
wool which is sent to the manufacturer, just as much as it is la- 
bor which produces the cloth which goes to the manufacturer of 
ready-made clothing. No raw material question enters in here. 
It is a purely and rem a malicious desire on the part, of the 
tariff reformer to strike down the whole tariff system through 
this most important industry. 

But, Mr. President, nobody is going to be benefited by it. I 
alluded to the fact that I believed say man who buys an ordinary 
suit of clothing in this country would be w to contribute 
the half dollar, which itis 3 he may ly gain, to the 
protection of the industry in country. I know he would do 
it. Buthe willgainno „Mr. President. Quality for quality, 
style for style, serviceability for serviceability, the workingman 
can buy his clothing cheaper in the United States, notwithstand- 
ing the duty, than clothing can be bought anywhere else on the 
face of the earth. He certainly can buy it cheaper than it is 
bought in 2 and I believe that can buy it cheaper 
than it can be bought in Germany or Belgium. What more does 
he want? Does he sup that with these duties removed he 
would be able to get clothing stillcheaper? Oh,no. That is 
the favorite argument; that to be sure prices have been falling, 
and we have been getting our manufactured goods cheaper, we 
have getting our cloths and all the products of the factory 
and the loom cheaper, but if it had not been for the protective 
duty we would have got them cheaper still. Oh,no; take off 
this duty, break down the woolgrowers and the woolen manu- 
facturers, let the foreigner in, and you will find vefy soon 
whether you will get anything 8 r or not. 

Is it not enough that a man can be elo cheaper, consider- 
ing the er and style and serviceability ot the article he gets, 
in the Uni States than anywhere else? Doyou need any 
other illustration of the benefits of Š papigiai I say nothing 
now about the million of mene in the production of wool; 
I ay nothing about the several hundred thousand men engage 
in the turning of the wool into cloth and thecloth iito ala ng; 
I say no about their interests. Take the petty, narrow, 
selfish interest of whether a man is going to get his suit of clothes 
50 cents or a dollar cheaper, if he gets it cheaper now than any- 
where else in the world, why s d he comp. ? 

Oh, Mr. President, there are a t many things that may 
be too cheap in the world. REDEN when that Jenna is ap- 
plied to the individual, it will not be admitted. A man may 
think it is to his interest to buy where he can buy cheapest, but 
let me remind him that he can buy cheapest when there is 
widely extended bankruptcy. There is no place wheré a man 
can buy so cheaply as at a t sale; and we can have no 
goods so cheap as under a condition of universal or widely ex- 
tended 3 

Does the man who gets his cloth or clothing a at cheaper 
because somebody has failed, suppose he gains any advantage? 
If this free-trade wolf gets into our fold and the wool industry 
isstricken down, and the wool manufacturing industry isstricken 
down, and the man who, perchance, is fortunate enough to find 
something to do in some other occupation of life shou et his 
suit of clo 50 cents cheaper, does he think he would be any 
better off for it? 

Mr. President, there are some things which may be alto- 
gether too cheap in the world, and that suit of clothes which is 
so cheap that the American farmer can not raise the wool and 
the American workman can not produce the eloth under condi- 
tions which will enable them to occupy the grade in society 
and the station in life which the American woolgrower and tha 
American workman is entitled to occupy, is far too cheap for 
the individual as well as for the nation. 

Perhaps, before leaving the subject, I ought to say a word 
more as to whether we are going to gat wool or woolen clothing 
any cheaper after this destructive policy shall have been put 
into operation, 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] would have the wool- 

wer believe that the time will come when he can get more 

or his wool under 122 Woda = ropt yin dy ? ae he has 

the advantage a exas e p pro- 

ducing he ee, ak han ee industry haa been destroyed 

everywhere else in the country, and the p which produced 

the wool have been venga then there will a demand 

spring up which will e the Texas sheep-grower to get a 
her price for his wool. > 

s that an argument to be addressed to the American Senate? 
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Undoubtedly the far-off effect of the removal of the duty on wool 
may be to increase the price of wool from its present low free- 
trade price; but there will be few sheep — 7 which to produce 
it in this country when that time comes, and it would take along 
time for the industry to grow up again under the fear that, in 
some way or other, by falss pretenses, the Democratic party may 
again get into power and strike down the dutyon wool. Pass 
this bill and the wool-raising industry in this country has re- 
ceived its deathblow for the next quarter of a century at least. 

I want to say a word to our Democratic woolen manufacturers, 
at the door of a few of whom, I think, may be laid a large share 
of this trouble. They are not to remain unscathed. The Sena- 
tor from Ohio, fair and just as he is, uttered the other day this 
warning: 

8 e farmers should see that the wool 
when pave tous in the TAME ot . — all over this country could not 
be raised in competition with the wool produced in South Ameriea and Aus- 
tralia, and yet there was a high duty of 50 per cent on woolen 
manufactured from these very wools imported, it would create a et 
unrest, of opposition, which would lead to the destruction of this most im- 
portant industry. 

That is what the men who are the taking off of the 
duty on wool want. The woolgrower is to suffer first and the 
wool manufacturer next. It is strange that anybody but a be- 
fogged Mugwump would not be able to see that that was what 
was in store for him. Iwant to call the attention of these Mug- 
wump and Democratic manufacturers of wool who suppose that 
they can get free wool and have high protective duties upon 
their manufactured product and thus make more money than 
they have been in habit of making, by way of illustration, 
to the story of Ulysses in Homer’s Odyssey. 

It will be remembered by those who have had the benefit of 
enjoying a classical ed which I have not, and also by 
those who have been able to read translations of the old classics, 
as I have, that after Ulysses had passed by the land where 
the lotus-eaters were and had succeeded in rescuing his men 
from that land, he sailed on until he came to the island where 
the Cyclops resided, and where a one-eyed giant dwelt alone 
in a great cave—Polyphemns, tall and fierce as the giants of 
mythology, combining with his ferocity the pastoral habits of 
those Eastern people. By night he fed his goats and his sheep 
in this great cave, and in the daytime he pastured them on the 
hillsides on the sweet grass and the herbage, and thus he lived 
ferocious and alone. 

Ulysses, in his wandering with twelve of his men, came to this 
cave and entered under the great stone door with which the 

iant blocked the entrance when he shut it up for the night. 

e entered ihe cave and awaited the return of Cyclops, and at 
last, when he came in, his wrath was excited and he immediately 
seized two of the twelve, hurled them upon the floor, dashing 
their brains out, tore them limb from limb, and ate them, wash- 
ing down the unholy meal with the milk of his goats and his 
sheep. Ulysses and his men were in fear. They skulked in the 
corner of the cave until the morning. In the morning the Cy- 
clops ate up a couple more of them, destroying them, and eat- 
ing them in the same way, and, then, imprisoning Ulysses and 
the remnant of his band in the cave, he went off with his flocks 
to pasture them upon the hillsides. 

During the day they contrived various plans whereby they 
might escape. e only one that seemed practicable was that 
they should got this great t drunk on wine, and then that 
they should bore out the tary eye that he had with the fiery 
end of a sta stick. So, when he returned that night, having 
completed the preparations, Ul produced his famous 
wine, which was given him by the son of a priest whom he had 
visited, and said: : 

Here, Cyclops, drink some wine after your meal of human flesh, and see 
what sort of 1 j greeted ship held. I brought it hither as an offering, in hope 
that you would pity me and send me home. But you are mad past bearing. 
Reckless! Howshould a stranger come to you ge from any people, when 
en er d BB ho was wit ibs ante x the owoce gus ait 
thus he asked ie fs it 8 

“Give me some more, k sir, and tell your name at once, that I may 
give astranger’s gift with which youshall be Ah, yes; the Cyclops’s 
fruitful fielis bear wine in the heavy clusters, and the rain of Zeus makes 
the grape grow, but this is a bit of ambrosia and nectar.” 

So he spoke, and I again offered the sparkling wine. Thrice did I bring 
and Sede and thrice he drank it in his folly. Songs aay ee crept round 
the clops’ senses, in words I said to , “Cyclops, you asked 
my noble name, and I will tell it; but do you e the stranger’s gift, just as 
you promised? My name is Noman. Noman Iam called by mother, father, 
en 8 from an heart he straight answered, “N: 
Feat Sier after hia Gommention: AIt: the sent AFDE and thas SAIT be the 
stranger's gift for you.” 

That is the free traders’ gift to the manufacturer. They will 
eat him up last—the woolgrower first, and that is all the manu- 
facturer can expect. 

Mr. President, I have detained the Senate perhaps longer 
than I ought to have done. 


mor, and 


Mr. HOAR. May Lask the Senator from Connecticut a ques- 
tion before od ies from that point? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly.. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask him, as he is so very famil- 
iar with the classics, if Ulysses, who was a very shrewd man 
did not finally escape with his men by holding fast to the wool 
of the . they ran out of the cave? 

Mr. PLATT. Les, that was the way he escaped after he put 
out the eye of the giant on hes — 

Ne HOAR. And after put out the eye of the Demo- 
cratic x 3 

Mr. PLATT. Thisis the most indefensible, the most inex- 
cusable, the most vicious possible legislation for the country 
and for all the people of the country. I despise it in my heart, 
and I denounce it with all energy. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, this bill will put wool on the 
free list, and thereby add to the free list another product of 
Canadian production. To that extent it will increase tothe re- 
lief given to the 8 of Canada by the reduction of the duty, 
either in part or in whole, upon their natural products. 

I do not propose at this time to add anything to what I have 

y taken occasion tosay during this debate upon this meas- 
ure as one of merely domestic policy. Important as that is it 
does not constitute its entire, and I am not prepared to say that 

I think it constitutes its chief,importance. In more ways than 
one, and in no way more vital to the interests of the American 
people than in respect to its effect n our relations with Can- 
ada, it isa measure of far-reaching foreign policy. 

We hear its reverberations already from beyond the waters of 
the Atlantic in its propositions to uproot the policy of recipro- 
cal trade with Germany and continental Europe as respects sugar 
and our agricultural products on the one hand, and with our 
ee, de of South America and the Island of Cuba upon 

e other. 

All that, Mr. President, which is of so much importance to 
the consumer and the public of the United States, which is of 
so much importance and has been of so much benefit to the 
farmers of United States, is condemned ruthlessly to the 
block, and I do not know but what there is a feeling on the 
other side of this Chamber, there certainly is in some of the 
offices of the able editors in the land, that the time of the Sen- 
ate is wasted by a discussion before the great forum of the 
American people as to the effect of this proposed policy. 

This bill, as I have already taken occasion to discuss during 
the debate, as it was passed by the House of Representatives 
and 8 to the Senate, abrogated the reciprocity treaty 
with Hawaii. Iam glad to say that that has been altered by 
amendment, an amendment in whichI hope the House of Rep- 
resentatives will agree. { 

But I wish at this time to ask the attention of the Senate to 
some observations which I feel moved to make with regard to 
the effect of this bill upon our relations with our neighbors of 
Canada, and therein and thereby of the most far-reaching con- 
sequence to them and to us as common citizens of one continent. 

Lam free tosay, Mr. President, that when the Senate consid- 
ered the McKinley bill and passed it four years ago, it really 
took very little account of its effect upon Canada. We passed 
in that measure a schedule on agricultural and other natural 
products of Canada of the utmost consequence to them, and, in 
à certain sense, of the utmost disastrous consequence to them, but 
in doing it we really took very little thought of them. I doubt 
if more than a very few members of either House of Congress 
had their attention drawn to the great and important effect on 
our Canadian neighbors of the provisions of that bill. 

_ The farmers of the United States—the Republican farmers— 
wanted protection. They said if there was protection to be 
given to the manufacturer they wanted protection to the farmer, 
and out of regard for them, and out of regard for their cireum- 
stances, and for the consistency of the policy of protection, which 
should hold in equal esteem the products of the soil and the 
products of the loom and the anvil, we enacted the provisions of 
that law, which also, as E have said, had their effect upon the 
natural products of Canada. We, in fact, were involved in a 
protonic self-contemplation, and were lost toall thoughtof any- 

y outside of or aliunde ourselves. 

When the McKinley bill was passed, with its agricultural 
schedule and the duty onlumberand coal, the American market 
was secured to the American producer, and that, too, without 
any additional cost to the American consumer. Prices did not 
rise within the wide limits of this broad land, because the con- 
sumer was left to the industry and capacity of the American 
farmer and lumberman and miner. Our splendid resources were 
fully adequate to that task. We needed for that purpose no as- 
sistance from Canada - non tali auilio— and from that source no 
additional cost thereby has been put upon the American 5 poopie 

As shown, however, by the figures of the tables. which I will 
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beg leave to submit to the Senate, the duties upon the products 
introduced into the United States from Canada all fell upon the 
Canadian producer, and we enforced that much of a right royal 
contribution to the American exchequer, and to that extent 
augmenten our revenues from our neighbor. 

The McKinley legislation, Mr. President, if I may call it so, 
is an object lesson upon both sides of the line. It shows to the 
American farmer what an easy remedy he has against fore 
competition, and how he can secure for himself the plenitude 
of our domestic market for his product, a matter of concern the 
largest at times when we are met in the markets of the world 
by all the problems of Asiatic and South American and Aus- 
tralian and other foreign competition, and all the complexity 
of the problem of silver as a money metal. 

To the Canadian it was an object lesson at the same time. It 
showed to him the absolute uncertainty of the American market 
for him so long as he chooses to inaug in the luxury of being 
either foreign to the United States ora British dependency; that 
whatever crop he may plant, whatever particular manufacture 
or mining plant he may establish, its prosperity and welfare or 
its destruction are dependent upon the vicissitudes of American 
politics, and upon the action taken in this Legislature over 
which he has no control. 

The bill now before the Senate, for the first time in American 
history, proposes to give and hand over to the Canadians almost 
a free market in their natural products, absolutely without any 
compensation in return. The history of our reciprocal relations 
with Canada is important and interesting in this connection. 

Our statistics available are only to be found from 1821 to the 
present time. In 1846 the British Government took the great 
and impressive step for themselves of free trade, and in the same 
act cut up by the roots the theretofore differential advantages 
A had given to their colonies and dependencies in their trade 
with the mother country; and Canada found herself cut off from 
an advantageous market for her natural products in Great Brit- 


At the same time she found herself face to face with an ad- 
verse tariff in the United States. The Walker tariff, of which 
we have heard such encomiums in this discussion, placed high 
duties upon agricultural products and the natural products of 
Canada. So it came about that there was at that time in Can- 
ada a condition of profound discontent, so great that the Brit- 


ish Government sent one of its first statesmen over there as 
governor-general, Lord Elgin; and, as we are told by an emi- 
nent publicist of England, Lord Elgin himself wondered that 
the Canadians had rested under the adverse conditions which 
affected them. 

As a remedy, he came to thecity of Washington and proposed 
to the then Democratie Administration the reciprocity treaty, 
since known by his name, which was adopted by this country. 
It offered to the United States reciprocity in the natural prod- 
ucts of Canada by giving to the United States a free market for 
agricultural and the like products in Canada in return for free 
markets for such Canadian products in the United States. That 
convention and arrangement was what is known as “jug- 
handled ”—it was all on one side. 

There was no market for which we cared in Canada for the 
articles which by the treaty were made free. It was everything 
to her to have a free market in the United States for her nat- 
ural products that we thus gave to her free, while she retained 
her existing duties upon manufactures, and thus excluded us to 
the extent of her duties from selling our manufactures in her 
markets, wherein and whereby alone we could get any advan- 


tage. 

I submit at this point some tables which have been prepared 
by the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department in re- 
sponse to an inquiry by a resolution of the Senate, giving a re- 
capitulation of the trade of the United States with the British 
North American Provinces for the years running from 1821 up 
to 1893 inclusive, and also a table, which is a recapitulation of 
these annual reports by periods, showing in one set of figures the 
exports from the United States to Canada and in the other the 
exports from Canada to the United States. The periods are co- 
temporaneous with what may be called the tariff periods of the 
United States, and I do not think that such tables have ever be- 
fore been prepared. 

The periods are as follows, giving the years inclusive: 1821 
to 1832, 1833 to 1845, 1846 to 1855, 1856 to 1866, being the period 
of the Elgin treaty; 1867 to 1873, that being the year when our 
tariff was first materially reduced; 1874 to 1883, when occurred 
the next reduction of our tariff; 1884 to 1890, the year of the 
enactment of the McKinley law, and 1891 to 1893, the last year 
for which we have at this time available figures. The tables 
are as follows: 


Trade of the United States with British North American Provinces. 


MERCHANDISE, 

Exports Imports. Excess of 

Years ending — — rts (—) or 
z Domestic. Foreign. Total Free. | imports Ch. 
9 22, 009, 596 4, 933 $2, 014, 529 $220, 541 8180, 959 8401, 500 

y „ ` 180, 1. — 81,813. 029 
1822 1, 882, 587 16, 286 1, 828, 873 229, 672 138, 920 368, 592 —1, 530, 281 
1823 1, 821, 206 5, 907 1, 827, 203 87, 258 156, 781 244,039 —1, 583, 164 
1824 1, 780, 350 2,617 1, 782, 967 180, 705 230, 229 410, 934 —1, 372, 033 
1825. 2,554, 292 1,740 2, 556, 032 200, 700 218,788 419, 488 —2, 136, 44 
1820 2,105. 115 21, 430 2, 126, 545 275,818 153, 144 428, 957 —1, 697, 583 
1827 1, 803, 382 6, 075 1, 800, 457 178, 045 112, 566 290, 611 —1, 518, 46 

1828 1, 544, 788 3,114 1, 547, 902 169, 920 97,795 287, 725 —1, 280, 1 
1829 2, 138, 104 552 2, 138, 656 189, 038 „507 336, 605 —1, 802, 051 
1830 2,741,211 f 8,021 2,749, 232 236, 180 161, 844 398, 024 —2, 831, 205 
1831 . 3, 070, 292 9, 546 3, 079, 838 300, 457 287, 255 587, 712 —2, 492, 125 
182 3, 815, 269 28, 122 3, 343, 391 296, 286 390, 495 686, 781 —2, 656, 010 
1833 4,033, 781 66, 299 4, 100, 080 536, 236 439, 277 975, 513 —8, 124, 567 

1834 8, 077, 209 57, 567 3, 134, 776 582, 604 313, 776 896, 380 —2, 238, 

18358 3, 364, 246 44, 859 3, 409, 105 614, 148 623, 620 1,237, 768 —2, 171, 33“ 

1838 2, 424, 265 162, 563 2, 586, 828 1,093, 701 787, 396 1, 881, 097 — 705,7 
1837 2, 730, 349 136,512 2, 875, 861 982, 904 927, 757 1, 910, 661 — 965,201 
1888 2, 155, 229 138, 054 2, 293, 283 620, 682 484, 176 „1,104, 858 —1, 188, 425 
1839 3. 408, 470 139, 684 3, 548, 154 879, 836 843, 528 1, 723, 364 —1, 824, 790 
1840 5, 884, 466 204, 035 6, 088, 501 610,777 616, 819 1, 227, 596 —4, 860, 905 
1841 6, 270,790 187, 673 6, 458, 463 821, 546 670, 750 1, 492, 296 —4, 965, 167 
3 1842 5, 903, 143 228, 090 6, 131, 233 359, 857 634, 075 993, 932 —5, 137, 201 

une 20— 

1843 (nine months) 2,555, 571 82,517 2, 638, 088 154, 602 299, 549 454, 151 —2, 183, 937 
5, 297, 186 707, 478 6, 004, 659 264, 929 574, 791 1,019, 720 —4, 984, 939 
4, 091, 417 873,714 5,565, 131 225, 217 880, SST 1, 106, 604 —4, 459, 527 
5, 790, 766 1, 363, 767 7, 154, 533 348, 531 964, 143 1,314, 674 —5, 859, 859 
5, 809, 467 1,685, 801 7, 495, 268 305, 678 1, 174, 798 1, 480, 476 —6,014, 792 
5, 994, 059 1, 832, 696 7, 826, 755 268, 075 2, 418, 244 2, 686, 319 —5, 140, 430 
5, 932, 106 1, 990, 661 7, 922, 707 278, 268 2, 085, 951 2, 364, 219 — 5,558, 548 
7.728.247 1,790, 744 9,515, 991 322, 637 4, 856, 863 5, 179, 500 —4, 336, 491 
9, 050, 357 2,719, 735 11,770, 002 276, 648 5, 003, 070 5,279, 718 —b6, 490, 374 
6, 604, 097 8, 625, 511 10, 229, 608 839, 435 5, 130, 010 5, 469, 445 —4, 760, 163 
7,801, 827 5,131, 270 12, 432, 597 395, 091 6, 132, 468 6, 527, 559 —5, 905, 038 
15, 005, 244 9, 068, 164 24.073, 408 495, 995 8, 288, 417 8, 784, 412 —15, 288, 996 
15, 746, 642 11, 995, 166 27, 741, 808 8, 085, 678 7, 032, 611 15, 118, 289 —12, 623, 519 
22, 710, 697 6, 314, 652 29, 025, 349 20, 454, 890 821, 724 21,276, 614 —7, 748, 785 
19, 820, 113 4, 818, 369 24, 138, 482 21, 281, 172 827, 744 22, 108, 916 —2! 029; 568 
19, 591, 758 4,012, 768 23, 604, 526 15, 293, 104 491, 732 15, 784, 836 —7, 819, 680 
21, 724, 947 6, 384, 547 28, 109, 494 18, 553, 850 733, 715 19, 287, 565 —8, 821, 929 
657, 4, 038, 829 22, 695, 928 22, 902, 386 670, 410 28, 572, 796 876, Ses 
18, 814, 615 3, 861, 898 22, 676, 513 204, 078 520,411 22, 724, 489 47, 971 
185, 2, 887, 846 20, 573, 070 17, 981, 767 529, 258 18, 511, 025 —2, 062, 045 
967, 2, 651,920 27, 619, 814 16, 503, 591 981, 195 17, 484, 786 —10, 135, 028 
24, 188, 147 2, 386, 477 26,574, 624 27, 946, 755 1, 661, 981 29, 608, 780 2 
„045, 1, 784, 378 28, 829, 402 31, 962, 960 1,301, 443 264, 403 435. 001 
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l Trade of the United States with the British North American Provinces—Continued. 
MERCHANDISE. 
Imports. | Excess of 
—) or 
Total. Froe. j| Dutiable. 1 ay 
22, 380, 652 2, 448, 228 24, 828, 880 029, 389 5, 499, 239 628 699, 748 
17, 205, 837 3, 724, 465 21, 020, 302 488 718 23, 153, 287 2 042005 TPR ot 25 
21, 419, 222 2, 661, 555 24, 080, 77 1,762, 840 24, 498, 539 26, 261, 379 2, 180, 
20, 085, 805 3, 295, 666 23, 381,471 3, 011, 630 26, 282, 186 29, 293, 766 +5, 912, 295 -~ 
21, 060, 369 4, 278, 886 25, 339, 254 2, 669, 901 33, 595, 427 36, 265, 328 +10, 926, 074 
27, 564, 344 4,711, 832 32, 276, 176 2,781, 254 29, 760, 883 82, 542, 137 Ta seers 
24, 426, 465 4, 984, 989 29, 411, 454 4, 715, 379 31,631, 551 86, 346, 930 „935, 476 
30, 361, 368 4, 203, 745 84, 565, 113 6,275,425 31, 374, 107 87, 649, 532 -+3, 084, 419 
38, 883, 931 4, 589, 243 43, 473, 174 8, 409, 649 25, 956, 312 34, 365, 961 , 107, 213 
32, 238, 965 3, 986, 770 36, 225, 785 7, 522, 753 20, 749, 173 28, 271,926 —7, 953, 809 
31, 526, 415 3, 477, 716 35, 004, 131 7, 164, O89 21, 846, 162 29, 010, 251 —5, 993, 880 
36, 676, 160 2, 698, 020 39, 874, 180 6, 809, 862 17, 467, 516 24, 277, 378 —15, 096, 802 
34, 929, 072 8, 355, 349 38, 284, 421 528 i 17, 954, 030 25, 357, 803 —12, 926, 619 
28, 381, 569 2, 462, 133 30, 843, 702 7, 403, 18, 730, 146 26, 133, 554 —4, 710, 148 
28, 062, 680 2,713, 191 39, 775, 871 9, 512, 820 23,701, 520 33, 214, 340 +2, 438, 469 
35, 798, 031 3, 719, 845 39, 512, 876 10, 896, 286 27, 145, 661 38, 041, 947 —1, 470, 929 
35, 289, 859 3, 279, 953 38, 569, 822 12, 658, 318 38, 455, 157 51, 118, 475 +12, 543, 653 
42, 831, 005 8,749, 248 46, 580, 253 14, 201, 349 50, 539, 527 44,740, 876 —1, 839, 377 
42, 510, 932 3, 900, 518 46, 411, 450 15, 237, 307 23, 778, 533 39, 015, 840 —7, 395, 610 
35, 976, 815 4, 148, 092 40, 124, 907 12, 871, 884 24, 088, 657 36, 960, 541 — 8B, 164, 366 
31,953, 124 2, 831, 897 34, 785, 021 12, 042, 627 25, 453, 711 37, 496, 338 2. 711,817 
33, 495, 403 2, 666, 944 36, 162, 347 11, 885, 368 26, 130, 216 38, 015, 584 1, 853, 237 
34, 432, 059 2, 813, 060 87, 245, 119 12, 917, 954 30, 166, 169 43, 084, 123 „ B39, 004 
39, 806, 682 2, 334, 474 42, 141, 156 13,519, 114 29, 400, 359 43, 009, 473 868, 317 
38, 544, 454 2, 959, 358 41, 503, 812 12, 189, 489 27, 257, 491 89, 396, 980 —2, 106, 832 
87, 445, 515 2, 098, 240 39, 443, 755 11, 752, 344 27, 682, 191 39, 434, 535 — 9,220. 
42, 580, 578 2, 305, 410 44, 885, 988 9, 923, 299 25, 411, 248 35, 334, 547 —9, 551, 441 
44, 830, 203 3, 798, 305 48, 628, 508 11, 649, 414 26, 536, 928 38, 186, 342 —10, 442, 166 
RECAPITULATION, BY PERIODS. 
i Per cent of 
Exports. Imports. imports. 1 5 
' Had Hee Duna] pers” 
č r 
Domestic. | Foreign. | Total. Free. | Dutiable. Free. Pple. Pe 15 
1821 to 1882 (12 Fears) ness 82, 276, 52. 47. 03} 82, 642, 966 
1883 to 1845 (13 Vear—— 62 8, 275, 48.35 51.05 5, 450, H6 
1846 to 1855 (10 years)... 8 ; 827| 11; 116, 43, 088, 20.51 79. 4 18, 036, 743 
TERS $0 1800 (25° a r Orso os susannccdceusvanpecasnn 238, 086, 100 40, 589, 982) 278, 676, 082/258, 113, 14, 088, 8| 94. 47 5. 53} 50, 075, 352 
1867 to 1873 (7 years) “3 102, 213, 410 27, 861, 137| 190, 074, 547| 23, 107, 147| 200, 295, 10. 34 89. 59, 068, 218 
1874 to 1883 (10 years) -| 344, 612, 687) 34,031, 4780 378, 644, 165) 91, 982, 242, 545, 27. 72.51 71,317,168 
1884 to 1890 (7 years) -| 258,719,469) 21, 654, 343) 278, 373, 812] 90, 613, 743| 186, 365, 1 82. 71 67.29) 79, 336, 099 
1891 to 1893 (3 years) .. 2 9 8, 201, 182, 958, 251 33, 325, 057 79, 630, 387 1 29.49} 70.51 81,971, 225 
: * Period of reciprocal trade. 


This table, when you come to rest your eye upon it, is most 
instructive. It discloses the fact that in the year preceding 
the adoption of the reciprocity treaty, both the exports and the 
imports between Canada and the United States were greatly 
augmented, and that that increase of trade has continued almost 
without intermission from that time until the present; but it 
shows also that there was a great advance of the free imports 
by reason of the Canadians taking advantage of the trade in 
those articles which came in free under the treaty; and a corre- 
sponding falling off of the articles which were dutiable, thereby 

roving that, while the volume of the trade was not so greatly 

creased, the burden of the tariff of the United States under 
the treaty was taken off of the Canadian exporters and the loss 
borne by us; while both before and after the treaty it was borne 
by the adians. 

For instance, the amount of free imports into the United States 
from Canada in 1854 amounted to only $495,995, while in 1855, 
and presumably in the three and one-half months between the 
16th day of March, when the treaty took effect, and the 30th day 
of June, when the fiscal year ended, the free imports from Canada 
amounted to the enormously increased sum of $8,085,678, while 
the dutiable imports from Canada, which were in 1854 $8,288,417, 
fell in 1856, the first full 1 ol the treaty, to 8821,724. The 
last year of the wees 1866, when it was abrogated, the free 
imports had increased from the sum of $495,995 in 1854, to the 
enormous sum of $43,029,389; and the dutiable goods imported 
that year were $5,499,239, being a great increase over any pre- 
vious period of the 18 they ranging from as low as $491,732 
in 1858, to $1,661,981 in 1864. 

With but one other conclusion shall I burden the Senate from 
these tables, and that is in respect to the balance of trade. The 
balance of trade in our favor when we entered into this reci- 
procity convention was $15,288,996 in 1854; in 1855, during which 
we were only under the treaty for three months and a half, the 
balance in our favor was $12,623,519. It-immediately fell off 
under the treaty and went as low as $47,976 against us in 1861. 
The balance against us in 1866, the last year of the treaty, was 
$23,699,748, while under the McKinley act the balance was, the 
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first year, 1891, in our favor 89, 220, ana in the last year, 1893 
510,442 10 6. ; ong Ste 


I'shall leave these tables, however to speak for themselves, 
and shall not trouble the Senate with drawing any further de- 
ductions from them. 

It will be remembered by some of the older members of the 
Senate that in 1874 Canada, through the British minister, ten- 
dered to the United States a renewal of the reciprocity treat; 
of 1864, with the addition theretoof a o list of manufactu 
articles of the United States, which would be admitted into Can- 
ada free of duty. President Grant submitted that project to the 
Senate for its consideration and advice, and the Senate advised 
against it. That was the action of Congress in 1874 on the ques- 
tion of . 

In 1892, under the pressure of Canadian politics and the effect 
of the McKinley act upon their trade, the government of Sir 
John A. Macdonald, who was at that time alive and the pre 5 
through their representatives, members of the Canad min- 
istry, and the British minister here, presented to Secretar 
Blaine, under President Harrison’s Administration, a proposi- 
tion for the renewal of reciprocity relations. They offered to 
Mr. Blaine to renew the treaty of 1854, and that he respectfully 
declined. Mr. Blaine told them that he would only consider: 
the project of reciprocity as it should include certain manufac- 
tured articles to be upon, as well as natural products. 

Before any answer could be given, however, by the Canadian 
representatives to that proposition, they put a further question 
to him as to whether the United States would require, in the 
event of the conclusion of such an arrangement, that whatever 
priest es rd should be given to the United States by the reduc- 
tion of the Canadian tariff on our manufactured goods, should be 
exclusive to the United States, or whether weshould be willing 
to have it granted to Great Britain and her other dependencies 
and colonies. Mr. Blaine’sanswer was that it must be exclusive 
to the United States; that we should not be willing to submit 
our tariff arrangements in that way to Great Britain, and should 
not be willing that whatever advantages by. this convention 
should be given to the United States should given to Great 
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Britain and her dependencies. ‘Thereupon, sofar as this branch 
of the conference was concerned, the representatives of Canada 
terminated it. : 

So, Mr. President, was shown by this very adroit and states- 
manlike treatment of these negotiations by our great premier, 
the utterly illusory character of any proposition for reciprocity 
between the United States and Canada. 

What shall be our policy toward Canada, the policy of the 
McKinley law or the policy of this so-called Wilson bill? I sub- 
mit that our true policy toward Canada must be governed, 
under present conditions, not so much by commercial as by po- 
litical considerations, and that it must be governed by the great 
fact of our geographical proximity and of her membership as a 
dependency of the British Empire. 

t is not the same case as it would be if we were dealing with 
Australia, or the Cape Colonies, or India, or any other British 
dependency. Indeed it is not the same case at all, because all 
the reasons lead to the conclusion that they never would ask for 
any special arrangement with us of that kind. Canada only 
asked for a special reciprocal treatment from us in our tariff be- 
cause of her geographical proximity,and indeed her geograph- 
ical proximity is the great vital fact and consideration in t 

licy. 

501 . Mr. President, that the outstanding difference be- 
tween Canada and the United States, growing out of the fact 
that we are under two different governments, never has received 
a settlement, and never will receive a settlement until we cease 
to be members of separate empires and become membersof one. 

I beg the attention of the Senate to a hasty résumé of these 
outstanding differences, which can not bs left out of account in 
any adequate consideration which is given to this subject. The 
first in time, if not the first in importance, is the ancient and 
outstanding difference with regard to the fisheries. Under the 
treaty of 1818, negotiated on our part by Albert Gallatin and 
Richard Rush, the American fishermen could only land on Ca- 
nadian soil in order to obtain shelter and repair damages, for 
wood and water, and for no other purpose. It has been contended 
by our Government that circumstances have altered the original 
construction of that treaty, and that we have the right under it 
to enjoy all the ordinary rights of hospitality in Canadian ports. 

That has been steadil resisted by the Canadians, who have, 
in asserting the right ey claim under the treaty, denied to 
American fishermen the privilege of landing in their portsfor the 
obtainment of bait, seines, supplies, or outfit, or the transmission 
of their catch of fish to United States ports. Their reason for re- 
fusing to give to American fishermen the commonest rights of 
hospitality has been that they want to force the United States 
to give them a free market for the fish caught by Canadian 
fishermen; and on that we have had a long outstanding differ- 
ence. It was one of the matters brought into the treaty of 
Washington in 1871. x 

By that treaty it was agreed that we should let Canadian fish 
be brought in free for ten years, if on the other hand these rights 
I have spoken of, hitherto denied, were given for a like period 
to Ame fishermen. But inasmuch as the con- 
tended that the rights they granted were more valuable than the 
rights they obtained by the treaty, we provided for an arbitra- 
tion of such difference and the payment of the sum so awarded. 
We went into the arbitration and we were astonished to find as 
an off-set to the $15,000,000 awarded us under the treaty of Wash- 
ington for the Alabama claims, an award of $5,000,000 against us 
to Canada for this alleged superiority of rights granted to us 
over what was granted to them in their fisheries. 

Mr. FRYE. An award made by a packed court. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Laccept the statement of the Senator from 
Maine. He knows more about it than I do, for I was not then 
in public life. But on the abrogation or expiration of the treaty 
of 1871, no other arrangements having been entered into, the 
Canadians began a systematic harrying of our fishermen, seiz- 


ing their vessels and condemning them in their courts in order 


to Raap the United States to admit their fish free. 

I the attention of the Senate and the country to the fact 
that they never tried that with a Republican Administration, 
but they did it in Mr. Cleveland’s former Administration, that 
Administration being full believers in the doctrine of free trade, 
which then would admit Canadian fish free, as it is now proposed 
to admit Canadian fish free under the pending bill, 

But they proposed a treaty; and a negotiation was entered upon 
in the city of Washington that resulted in the draft of a treaty 
known as the Chamberlain treaty, negotiated on the part of me 
land by Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, which admitted Canadian fi 
free upon their granting to the fishermen of the United States 
these rights in Canadian ports. That treaty was rejected by the 
Senate of the United States, then under a Republican majority. 
Thereupon these commissioners, probably indebted to the good 


sense of Mr. Chamberlain, who was a practical man, tendered to 
the United States what is known as the modus vivendi, under 
which American fishermen pay to the Canadians for the enjoy- 
ment of these rights of hospitality—to land on Canadian shores 
to dry their fish, procure bait and seines and nets and outfits, 
and transship their catch of fish—$1.50 per ton per annum on 
the tonnage of their vessels, 

That modus vivendi has been continued. Thus in this uncer- 
tain way the fisheries question between the United States and 
Canada remains outstanding, and promises to remain outstand- 
ing while Canada remains a part of the British dominion. 

Another difference arising out of the treaty of 1871 is the Ca- 

nadian discrimination in respect to canal tolls. Under that 
treaty Canada, in respect to her Welland and St. Lawrence Ca- 
nals, and the United States, in regard to the Sault Ste. Marie and 
St. Clair Flats Canals, agreed to grant each to the citizens of the 
other country the same privileges that were granted to citizens 
of its own country in these canals. 
In the face of that the Canadians imposed tolls of 20cents a ton 
for all transportation through the Welland canal and the other 
canals and allowed a drawback of 18 cents a ton on all grain 
shipped to Montreal, thereby giving a differential rate of 18cents 
a ton to the grain shipped to Montreal, for the obvious purpose 
of building up the commerce of that port to the injury of the 
commerce of American ports and through American canals or 
transportation in our own country. 

This was called to the attention of the British commissioners 
by Mr. Blaine in February, 1892. According to Mr. Blaine’s 
account they promised to rectify this discrimination, but accord- 
ing to their own account they only promised to take it into con- 
sideration. When they got back to Ottawa it was found that 
the Canadian government was unwilling to discontinue this 
discrimination which it was making in plain violation of the 
ala Thereupon President Harrison after due deliberation 
re ted by imposing alike discriminatory tariff upon all Cana- 
dian vessels passing through the American Sault St. Marie 
Canal, and there the matter has remained but for the reason that 
the Canadians are paralleling our canal at that point with one 
of their own construction, which is about reaching the point of 
is pana When it is completed they will have a system in 
itself complete from one end of their country to the other with- 
out having to use any part of the American canals, and being 
independent they pro to discriminate to their heart’s con- 
tent. Thatis the attitude they assume towards us in that re- 

ct. : 

Buta matter of very much more importance is the aggressions 
of the Canadian railways upon American railways and transpor- 
tation interests in the internal commerce of the United States. 
As we all know, the policy was adopted at the very outset of our 
Government that coastwise commerce must be carried in 
American anipe: Not a pound of British or Canadian or other 
foreign freight between American ports could be carried in 
other than American bottoms; and such is the law to-day. It 
is the law upon the Great Lakes quite as much as it is upon the 
seaboard on either the Atlantic or the Pacific coast. Yet there 
has wn up a practice only permitted, not authorized by 
law, by which Canadian railways carry American merchandise 
through Canadian territory from one point in the United States 
toanother point in the United States, thereby absorbing traffic 
which if carried on by shipor vessel could only be by an Ameri- 
can ship or vessel. 

The origin of this was quite simple and quite unobjectionable. 
A moment's thought of the cal boundary between 
ourselves and Canada in the eastern part of the country shows 
the origin of it. It grew up under two sections, 5 and 6 of the 
act of Congress of July 28, 1866, now known in the Revised 
Statutes as sections 3005 and 3006, Under section 3005 any 

s or merchandise landed at the ports of Portland, Boston 
ew York, or other ports to be designated by the Secretary of 
the Treasury and intended for their final destination in the ` 
Canadian Province, can be entered at the custom-house and car- 
ried through the territory of the United States on cars under 
seal, and in not to violate the customs laws, without the 
payment of any duty to the United States. Everyone will se- 
1205 that is nothing but a fair and wise and neighborly convene 

tion. 

Canada for six months in the year is cut off from the sea by 
ice. Montreal and Quebec can not be reached. The Intercolon- 
ial road from Montreal and Quebec to Halifax passes h 
a country practically impassable at that time of the year. Sc 
their easy and natural course during the iee-bound season is 
through our Atlantic ports; and in that section we have simply 
said to them that we will permit goods to be carried from Eu- 
es elsewhere ie hei eee through our United States 
Atlantic ports and over our railways to Canada without impos- 
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ing any duty, and in alike way from Canada to be carried through 
the United States and exported from our ports without the pay- 
ment of duties; and our railroads get the benefitof the carriage. 

Now, that is one section, and a v proper one. The other 
section is the one under which this abuse has grown up, and it 


grer up in this way. It was very convenient to the United 
tates to permit the carriage of American goods through the 
ninsula of Ontario between Niagara Falls on the one side and 


troit on the other, or any other route across that peninsula, 
for goods going from the East to the West or from the West to 
the East. Both the Michi Central and the Canadian South- 
ern roads cross the penins of Ontario in this way, and they 
have been in l; measure a convenience to American com- 
merce. I donot know, and I do not admit that they are neces- 
sary to-aay. I see no reason why we should not require that all 
such traffic should go over the Lake Shore or Nickel-Plate road 
on the south of Lake Erie, quite as well as to go through Onta- 
rio on the north. 

But no objection ever would have been raised to that. This 
‘statute, to which I have called attention, was enacted in 1866, at 
a time when the Canadian Pacific Road was not projected, but in 
1886 the Canadian Pacific Road was thrown open to traffic. Then 
arose an exercise of the power under the statute that was never 
contemplated when it was enacted. 

I have omitted to say that this statute is merely permissive. 
It permits goods to be carried in this way from American ports 
through Canadian territory under tions to be adopted by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. So this whole traffic rests merely 
upon this permissive statute and certain regulationsof the Treas- 
og hes tment, which at any time may be altered or revoked. 

e ian Pacific Road extends from ocean to ocean. It 
has one terminus through the Intercolonial at Halifax and 
another h a branch or terminal road it has through the 
State of Maine ata port, the name of which I have forgotten, 

just north of the boundary between Maine and Canada; and from 
there it extends to Vancouver on the Pacific Ocean. It has vari- 
ous connecting roads; the Soo railroad, so-called, from the Sault 
Ste. Marie through Wisconsin to St. Paul, and the Wabash 
system, which goes from Detroit; the Boston and Maine system 
= the east and the Vermont Central, the Ogdensburg and New 


It has various roads, which operate as feeders, extending down 
into the heart of our country. On the Pacific coast there is a 
line of steamers (I do not know whether they are run under the 
American or the British flag) from San Francisco to Vancouver 
taking to be carried over their road. They make rates 
from one end of this continent to the other for American goods 
carried through Canada, not merely goods whose transportation 
originally begins in the Statesof the northern border, but by 
means of these feeders on the coast, as well as inland, extending 
down into the heart of our country. For a reason T shall give 
in a moment they can afford to make always and every time a 
lower rate than any American road can afford to make, and 
they do make a rate low enough to secure the traffic. 

us, Mr. President, ashipper at San Franciscocansend goods 
destined to New York up the coast to Vancouver, across the con- 
tinent by the Canadian Pacific, then down to New York by its 
eastern connection, at a lower rate than he can send by an 
American railway. How is it that the Canadian Pacificcancom- 
mand this trade? Itis because unless it had this traffic it could 
not exist as a business undertaking. It could not earn its own 
axle grease by Canadian traffic alone. 

After leaving Ontario it passes a long distance through unin- 
habited regions until it reaches Manitoba, where there is but 
a relatively small population, and after leaving there it goes 
through another waste equally long, and over the triple 
of the Rocky and other mountains to British Columbia. But be- 
cause it earn’ nothing from Canadian freight it can afford to take 
American freight at any rate lower than the rate made by an 
American railway, because whatever it gets is just that much 
more than no This is the attack that is leveled by the 
Canadian corporation at the railway and transportation inter- 
ests of the United States. 

Now, if this was done by a merely commercial corporation it 
would be important enough and serious enough, but it is a very 
much more serious matter. The Canadian Pacific road was 
constructed primarily not for commercial purposes so much as 
for political, military,and imperial purposes. It was to make 
this railway and the Dominion of a the connecting link 
between Great Britain on the one side and her Asiatic and Pa- 
cific Ocean dependencies upon the other. It was intended to 


accomplish the same object for which the Dominion of Canada 
was created—the consolidation of the confederated Canadian 
provinces under one government in order to maintain their 
homogeneity and their dependence upon and allegiance to the 
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British Crown. It was intended for the tion of troops 
and munitions of war from one part of to another 
of 3 and to weld the whole together into one harmonious 
entity. : 
Theseratesare made not merely from the coast; they are made 
from points inland. I can say that positively, because as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Interstate Commerce of the Senate, in 
arecent hearing with reference to the amendment or re al of 
the clause of the interstate-gcommerce act forbidding poo! „We 
had before us a very intelligent witness, having a full knowled, 
of our internal trade by railway, who testified to the fact that 
Canadian Pacificroad made rates to the East for their grain in the 
very heartof Iowa, and thusfrom St. Paul, from Iowa, from Den- 
ver, from all points in the heart of the country, this marader 
upon our internal commerce and traffic levies its contributions 
upon our American labor. N 
The fact that this was a political rather than a mere commer- 
cial scheme is shown in its innate character and policy; but 
there is direct evidence in regard to it. Sir E. W. Watkin, 
member of the British Parliament, ina work upon Canada and 
the States,” published in 1887, in his preface s about this. 
Sir Edward Watkin made, I believe, some thirty visits across 
the Atlantic with regard to strengthening the British connec- 
tion. He says: j 


Is this great work— f 
It was the year after the railway was opened— 


the Canadian Pacific Railway, to be left as a monument, at once, of Can- 
ada's loyalty and foresight, and of Canada’s betrayal; or is it to be made 
the new land-route to our Eastern Australian Em ? If itisto be 
shunted, then the explorations of the last three hundred years have been 
‘The dreams of of test of 


self-contained route, 

ofthe pasts if they believe in empire; H they 
e — empire; 

998 of strength and magnitude, beginning at Halifax on the At- 

lantic, and ending at the Pacific, will give gre to the Dominion, and 

wherever the red-coat appears confidence in brave old country will bo 

restored. s 


P 
ven by this glorious 
enew countries, is wasted. 


Which is it to be? 


s * s s 
A. Macdonald said: “I hope to live to see the 
son be spared, to see Canada the right arm 

a po auxiliary of the Empire, not, as now, 
a source of danger.” 

Later Sir John A. Macdonald, in an interview with a repre- 
sentative of the Pall Mall Gazette, said what I shall read from 
the testimony of Mr. Joseph Nimmo, jr., before the Select Com- 
mittee on Relations with Canada, at page 894 of Senate Report 
1530, part 2, Fifty-first Congress, first session: 


About three years ago Sir John A. Macdonald 
tors of the Pall Mall Gazette the 


toone of the edi- 


that he was an 


Then, 
im: econfederationist. 
5 


The leaders of the political party in power in Canada to-day make no at- 
tempt to d their purpose. The Handbook of Canada recently pub- 
lished by the Dominion government, states that the Canadian P. c was 

s interests of the Empire at 1 as well as those of Can- 


two 


era 
This significant remark also follows: 

“Tt was asingularcoincidence and perhaps a etic omen of the fature 

importance of this railway, that the loaded train that passed 

over its entire length from ocean to ocean was freighted with naval stores 


belonging to the imperial war department, transferred from Quebec to Van- 


couver.” 
In sneaking of the negotiations for a British subsidy in favor of the Cana- 
dian Pacifc steamer line to China and Japan, the president of that railroad 


said in his annual report for 1887: 
“The imperial interests involved in this question are so important that 
there can be little doubt of asatisfactory result,” 


If this matter were confined to railway Sanepo riena it could 
be thwarted; but the scheme is more far-reaching, and in tit 
has been carried out. In connection with the Canadian Pacific 
road there has been established on_the Pacific a line of fast 
steamers, heavily subsidized by the British and Gov- 
ernments, running from Vancouver, the Pacific terminus of the 
Canadian Pacific road, to Japan and China by one route, and to 
Australia by the other; while ships are now building under the 
assurance of alike subsidy and like speed, faster, or as fast as 
any yet put upon the ocean, to run between Halifax and Liver- 
pool. S 


6276 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 14, . 


This means British invasion of the Pacific market—the last 
refuge of the once almost triumphant American marine. Un- 
til this competition arose the Pacific Mail and other lines of 
American steamers commanded the trade between San Francisco 
and our other portson the Pacific coastand Japan, China, Hawaii, 
and Australia, and generally our American trade in what up to 
recent times has been a most remote region of the globe. The 
condition is now different. At the outbreak of the civil war we 
had the second greatest marine of the world and were fast chal- 
lenging British supremacy. The Alabama, the Shenandoah, and 
the Florida put an end to that. Saling trom British ports, our 
Southern friends were able to drive the knife home toour vitals. 
It remains to be seen whether by this bill they will succeed in 
increasing the damage which was inflicted then. 

But this imperial extension doesnot stop with the railways or 
the fast sailing vesseis at the ocean termini of the railroads. 
There is now projected an ocean cable between Vancouver and 
Australia in . to a French cable which has been pro- 
jected to one of the Australian colonies, I believe, from some 

oint on the coast of Asia. On the 21st of the present month 
thas is to meet in Ottawa a conference of representatives from 
Great Britain, the Australian colonies, and the Dominion of 
Canada, to consider the joint and respective subsidizing of an 
ocean cable from Vancouver to Australia as acompletion of this 
imperial scheme of commercial advantage and military aggres- 
sion and defense. 

I read at this point a short extract from a letter to the Lon 
don Times of the 25th of May last froma correspondent who has 
been writing voluminously to the Times from ada with re- 
gard to the matter. He says: 


And for what was this hty barrier of the Rockies and Selkir! 
600 miles wide, tous crouses? aguy a 
Not to unite two 


at communities striving for closerintercourse, as was 
the — when the 


,000,000 people of the Eastean and Western States, al- 
beyond the ppi, made the first American line 
across a narrower range of mountains to get in touch with San Francisco, 
and the large 8 Of the Pacific States, which was also 8 up 
to the base of the Rockies. In Eastern Canada there were only 4,000,000 peo- 
ple; in British Columbia there were less than 50,000 white people—the pop- 
ulation of a small English manufacturing town—and few of these on the 
mainland, when the road was undertaken. 

It was to complete and round off a national conception; to pave the way 
for commercial and 8 ad van as yet far remote, and by man 
deemed imaginary, that the work was faced. British Columbia, ins: - 
cant in 3 was significant rete peer position and in some of its 
resources. It fronted on the Pacific; it splendid harbors and abundant 
coal; it supplied a new base of sea power and comme: influence: it sug- 
gested a new and short pathway to the Orient and Australasia. The states- 
men at Ottawa, who in 1867 began to look over the Rockies to continents be- 
qa the Pacifc, were not in im: tion; many claimed that 

heir on qutran their reason; but in the rapid course of events 
their dreams have already been more than justified. 

They were, poan, building even better than they supposed. We now 

apanese and Australian mail and trade routes are already 
and Pacific cable schemes are being discussed 


a. Common as 
anda t common task, with the stirring of enthusiam which followedon 
den widening of the Canadian horizon, did more than anything else 
to draw those provinces out ot their own narrow circles and to give them 
the sense of al r citizenship. 

So, though British Columbia made no great addition to the population of 
Canada, its absorption into the Dominion some years after confederation, 
and the pledge of a transcontinental railway which was the condition ot 
that absorption, marked a great turning point in Canadian history. 


0 è $ * * * = 


Vancouver is the meeting place of the Empire’s extreme west and east 
and south, for of the two main lines of steamships which frequent the port, 
one has its further terminus at Hongkong, the other at Sydney. Their pres- 
ence vindicates the policy which led Canada to make such sacrifices to se- 
cure a base upon the fic. 


Mr. President, it does not even stop there. I brought with 
me, but can not lay my hands upon it this normia clipping 
from the London Times which says that on April 25 it had in- 
telligence from Apia that the conference at Ottawa would con- 
sider the question of the disposition of Samoa, and that colonial 
interests require the putting to an end of the tripartite arrange- 
ments now governing Samoa. 

So, Mr. President, we mark the interesting advent of a new 
feature in the dominion of the world. We have known in the 
pet plenty of things that have been done in support of British 

terests, but we now have the introduction of colonial interests. 
I trust that the day will be long distant when for any consider- 
able time, at least, there will be a disregard in this Chamber of 
American interests. 

But this feature of the question does not rest here. It began 
with the existence and presence on our Atlantic coast of the 
fortifications at Halifax, Bermuda, and Kingston in Jamaica; 
not aimed at France, not aimed at Europe, not aimed at Ger- 
many, nor at Russia. They can be aimed at nobody but the 
United States of America and her colonial posts. Now we are 


having added by the joint contributions of British and Canadian 
funds a like fortification at Esquimault, in the neighborhood of 
Vancouver. It is idle tosay that it is being built because of the 
Russian fortress at Vladiovostock on the far-off Pacific shore of 
the Russian Possessions. It is a menace and a threat at Puget 
Sound, and Portland, and San Francisco,and San Diego. It can 
be no other. 

I do not find fault with this. Everybody has a right to take 
care of his own, and Great Britain has a right to take care of her 
own. What I do find fault with is that these grave facts are 
being ignored by American statesmen, who thereby fail to take 
care of their own. 

But, Mr. President, not only these lines of shipping, but the 
Canadian Pacific road itself was built by subsidies. It never 
could have been built otherwise. The amount which was given 
in various forms and ways for the construction of the lines of 
railroad has been variously estimated at from two hundred and 
fifty to three hundred ion dollars, in addition to the subsi- 
dies that are given to the line of steamships from Vancouver to 
the Orient and to Australia, and that are to be given on the ling 
from Halifax to Liverpool, and upon the proposed oceanic cable 
from Vancouver to Australia. 

We hear enough of the doctrine of Cobden—luissez faire—let 
things go as they will, Ido not propose to trench upon the 
ground treated of in such a masterful fashion by the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] in the earlier stages 
of thisdebate. Nomorestriking illustration of this is furnished 
than by the present example to which I am alluding, that while 
Great Britain wisely relies upon free trade where it is to her 
advantage, she does not hesitate to offer subsidies and bounties, 
and to apply the doctrine of protection wherever that will be to 
her advantage. So we have built around us by subsidies a cor- 
don of railway and steamer lines encroaching upon our domestic 
and foreign commerce, as well as a military and naval cordon 
that in any time of difference would be precipitated upon our 
undefended cities and shores. 

Mr. President, in this dark picture there is one bright spot 
that gleams out on the sky like the North star, shining with no 
borrowed light, drawing its luster from no sun, a lesson of cour- 
age and of statesmanship worthy to be learned by the men who, 
sitting in this Chamber, direct the destinies of the American 
Republic. I refer to that noble band of Americans in Hawaii, 
the picket guard, the outpost of American interests, standing 
there by themselves, loyal to the country of their origin, loyal 
to the ideas which carried them there, not to be seduced and 
not to be driven even by the resistless power of that Republic 
for whose interests they have stood and whose rulers with folly 
predestinate strove to overthrow them, 

Mr. President, there is one safe point for American interests 
in the Pacific Ocean. There is no merit in the American Gov- 
ernment; but a good deal is due the American people for the in- 
ee they have exerted in this critical exigency in their 

rs. 

This country, with its vast resources, with its magnificent pos- 
sibilities, with a prosperity up to the time of the advent of the 
Democratic Administration without parallel in the experience 
or history of the world, could well afford to contemplate with 
equanimity and relative indifference any prosperity which Can- 

amight have by any means whatsoover. 

We might look on and view it with comparative indifference. 
Certainly if that were all, I should not submit the remarks I am 
now making to present this view of the subject. But we are 
concerned as respects the Canadian Pacific road and its influence, 
with the removal of a duty upon wool and upon Canadian natural 
products, and the effect of that policy upon the future problem of 
the unity of the English-speaking people of this continent. 

No American has any thought of the conquest of Canada by 
force of arms. Profoundly as many Americans believe that the 
welfare of all English-speaking people upon the continent, on 
whatever side of the line they may live, demands the unity of 
the two 1 under one Government, we would not be willing 
to accept such a unity as the result of war of conquest. 

If Canada comes to the United States she must come of her 
own free will and as a result of her recognition and her realiza- 
tion that such unity is demanded by her own permanent and 
paramount interests. I am one of those who believe that the 
permanent and paramount interests of the American people and 
those who live on our side of the line equally demand the union 
of the continent, and hence I am opposed to the policy of the 
present bill and the rate of duties it imposes upon Canadian 

roducts. 

s The dominating fact for Canadian and American alike is the 
American market. It is a necessity to Canada equally with the 
United States. Canada in respect to it holds a peculiar place 
arising out of her geographical position. Canada is divided into 
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tour distinct and separate sections, each separated from the other 
by a vast uninhabited waste, having no immediate trade or com- 
merce with one another. You have on the east the maritime 
provinces; in the eastern center, Ontario and Quebec; in the 
western center, Manitoba and the northwestern provinces, and, 
on the Pacific coast, British Columbia. Their natural trade is 
with the United States rather than with each other. If you 
were to compare them to the fingers of one hand, the tie is nat- 
urally with the palm rather than with each other. That palm 
in this case is the United States. 

The prosperity of the maritime provinces rests upon their 
being able to trade freely with New England and the eastern 
sectionof our country. In like manner the prosperity of Quebec 
and Montreal depends upon their free access to the markets of 
our neighboring States. So with Manitoba and British Colum- 
bia. Thay are merely joined together by this political road and 
by no natural tie, as they would be if they lay along the same 
line of longitude but different lines of latitude, instead of lying 
along the same lines of latitude. 

If the union between Canada and the United States that was 
made in 1763 by Chatham and Wolfe had not been broken up by 
the American Revolution, to-day itis altogether probable that 
instead of 5,000,000 people Canada would have 20,000,000 people, 
and if she could have, without obstruction, free access to our 
markets for her natural products, especially wool, while she is 
free to impose duties against us tor manufactured goods, she 
wouid grow in like manner. 

But for the growth that was made during the pendency of the 
reciprocity treaty of 1854 she would not have anything like the 
population she has to-day. Under the influence of the adverse 
tariffs, particularly those of the McKinley act, one-third of the 
people born in Canada are to-day residents and possibly citizens 
of the United States. She is but a way station for immigrants, 
that are brought to her shores at great expense and after great 
advertising, for their ultimate destination in America. 

Her entire prosperity, so far asit depends upon the American 
market, is of absolutely uncertain foundation just so long as she 
remains a distinct country. 

Whatever may have been their dreams about reciprocal trade, 
they were rudely broken up by the McKinley tariff; and what- 
ever expectation they may have of prosperity from the pending 
bill, they may rest equally assured that at the end of four years, 
whatever business may be started during that time is liable to 
be cut up by the roots by another President and another Con- 
gress who will hold sway here at that time. 

The Canadian Pacific as I have already said, rests for 
its trade upon our sufferance, upon a merely permissive statute 
and a Treasury regulation. I am not unaware of the strength of 
the position it holds by reason of the certain or uncertain trans- 
. advantages in cheaper freights that it gives to the dis- 

inet sections of our country on the northern border. Jam aware 
that parts of New England have made use of the Canadian Pa- 
cific Road to obviate What they consider to be the unfair results 
to them of the antipooling and the long and short haul clauses 
of the interstate commerce act. 

Their patriotism may not be enough for so severe a test, but it 
is possible that the clause of the interstate commerce act forbid- 
ding pooling may either be repealed or greatly modified, and 
the long and short haulclause as it applies to them may be modi- 
fied,and thus they can have a relief from what they consider the 
hardships of that act without feeling compelled unpatriotically 
to build up a foreign corporation at the cost of the permanent 
and paramountinterests of theirown country; and the same may 
be said of every community and every city along the whole 
northern border from one ocean to the other, 

One or two other problems in like manner are outstanding 
and not to be solved by any scheme of policy found in the pend- 
ing bill. We need not have had any trouble about the Alaskan 
seals. We need not have had any arbitration over the seals, 
You needed only to have staged that the transportation in 
bond and under seal of goods through Canada between American 
ports would be suspended to have put an end to every proposi- 
tion of the Canadians to poach upon our seals. That would have 
been a swift and a short remedy, and acompleteone. If Canada 
and British Columbia had been a part of the American Union 
we would have had no seal question. 

There was no marauding upon the seals from American ports. 
It was only from Canadian ports; and it is to be borne in mind 
that the British Government did not want to engage in it. Lord 
Salisbury, an English nobleman—gentleman, perforce—wascom- 
pelled to become the agent of the Canadian poachers to trench 
upon our right to the seals purchased from Russia, belonging 

roperly to the owners of the Pribyloff Islands, if not by any 
aw hitherto laid down, by a law that ought to be laid down under 
the circumstances of the peculiar case, as law alwaysisa growth 


in the application of sound principles to new facts. Thus we 
have the most unsatisfactory condition of this seal question left 
to us as a consequence of our present relations with Canada. 

But there is another question, Mr. President, of far graater 
importance. There is no doubt about the attitude or the policy of 
the ple of the United States on Chinese imm tion. There 
ought to be none in the Democratic-party. We believe in their 
exclusion. Certainly we have had trouble enough from race 
peek sre in this country. We donot want to introduce another. 

am one of those who would give the largest measure of justice 
to the negro, but no one realizes more than he does the hardship 
that is being imposed upon the people by his presence under the 
circumstances as a part of the American Republic. 

We do not want to bring the Chinese here, we all say, and yet 
to-day any Chinaman can come into British Columbia by the 
payment of a license of $50, and then walk across the border, 
and you can not detect it or prevent it. So while we are stop- 
ping up all other gaps, this great wide one is left open, and that 
too while this fast line of steamers is put on between Van- 
couver and Chinese ports, that will greatly facilitate all means of 
transportation, while the owners of these ships will have all the 
inducements tomake money by the transportation of the Chinese, 

But, Mr. President, the American people have a large inter- 
est in this question themselves, and from our standpoint I took 
occasion a few days ago, in the course of this debate, to call at- 
tention to the fact that we have arrived at the end of our last 
available land for homesteading. Possibly there may be a few 
acres added from the Indian reservations. The rush for the 
Cherokee Strip a year ago furnished an object/lesson. For the 
first time since John Smith landed at Jamestown, or the Pil- 
grims at Plymouth Rock, there is no longer a home for any 
American in need or want to be had for the asking and the tak-. 
ing. That idea has been almost like what metaphysicians tell 
us of time and space, that they are conditions of thought. One 
never thought of America but that there was a suggestion of a 
farm for everyone. 


Uncle Sam isrich enough to buy us all a farm. 


Very little attention has been called to this fact, and yet the 
future historian will speak of it as one of the epochs of America 
and its people, ranking in importance with the discovery of th 
continent by Columbus, with the landing at Jamestown and a 
Plymouth Rock, with the Declaration of dependence and the 
destruction of slavery. The army of the unemployed can no 
longer go out upon the prairie and find a home and a compe- 
tence for the breaking of the soil. They can no longer go into 
the forest and find a competence by the clearing up of land. It 
is all in private ownership and has to be paid for, even though 
much of it is yet practically unocupied. 

The unemployed to-day are not going to the 88 They 
are joining the army of the unemployed, or Coxey's army. 
North of us in Canada there is an illimitable expanse of unoccu- 
pied lands, and the isothermal lines formed by the chinook winds 
coming across the low ses of the Rocky Mountains to tha 
north make the land habitable and arable and profitable to oc- 
cupy away up on the Peace River of the North. 

o- day the Senate is going to vote to break down the barrier be- 
tween the American à poopie and that landand turn the tide of 
r. 


emigration north. resident, shall they go there under the 
American flag or go there under Her Majesty’s ? That is 
an issue of great moment to this continent and to all who live 


on it now or hereafter. 

So far our policy has kept our people within our own limits. 
Now, there is proposed one which will expatriate our people and 
send them asemigrants upon a foreign soil. 1 say to our South- 
ern brethren, who held the other ye convention at Augusta to 
ad vance immigration to the South, that their talk is idle. ers | 
can not compass it by the policy of this bill. Not South will 
this hungry poopie go to buy land or to compete with the negro. 
You are going tosend them north to build up a new empire 
under an alien flag. 

Mr. President, to the Senate, to the country, to the continent 
and its people there is presented the most momentous question 
of the day. Compared with it, your talk about parties and pros- 
perity and power, or wealth or taxation or welfare, is idle and 
relatively unimportant. Itis the great question of peace or of 
war. We have had it before. This is not the first time this 
people have had that issue presented to them; and when the 
were confronted with it they gave no uncertain answer or sound. 

No one recognizes more than I do the inexorable influence 
that drove the South into rebellion. But, Mr. President, if the 
South did not agns to preserve slavery, the North did not fight 
to destroy it. If the South foughtfor the right of secession, 
North was nerved to the expenditure of its last dollar and the 
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last drop of its blood because it intended that there never should 
be on this continent, if it could help it, two governments. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
ask him what answer he gave when that issue of war was pre- 
sented a good many years ago? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I gave the same answer that I give now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not quite understand what answer-the 
Senator gives now. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Tennessee repes this 
question? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Delaware was: suggesting 
that there was an issue of war between. sections. He has de- 

rted from the wool schedule of the tariff bill and is discussing, 

understand, the issues of 1861, and I was-alittle curious to know 
what he did then. 

Mr: HIGGINS. I did not have to go to Mexico, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. There were quite a good many Northern men 
who:shouldered their muskets and went into the Army. What. 
did the Senator do? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I shouldered mine for æ very little while. 

Mr. HARRIS. I expect it was avery little While; and I hope 
he will shoulder it for a shorter time in the Senate hereafter in 
respect to such questions. 

Mr. HIGGINS 
of the Senator from Tennessee: In presenting a serious ques- 
tion ey eee to this bill and brought up by its issue; 
IT have given example, in which every American citizen 
has the interest on whatever side he may have been 
in the conflict of arms of a q rof æ century and more 
ago. IT have presented it as an example, showing the ulti- 
mate issue and outcome of that co was: that we should not 
have two flags and two countries: in what was to bethe United 
States. What L say now is worthy of the attention even of the: 
Senator from Tennessee. IL say we should not adopt a Policy. 
that would create on the North the same conflict. that we had 
made upon the South, and I said it in terms without any reflec- 
tion whatever upon the causes that led to the late civil war. 

Now, Mr. President, because of the 5,000,000 people on the 
North we have the least possible concern. It is not a power 
that threatens us in the least. Coupled with the military and 
naval power of Great Britain, it becomes.a matter of much more 
concern, and yet we take it easily. Butitwillbeamatterofvital 
difference when Canada contains a population of 20, 000, 000 or of. 


50,000,000, Then, Mr. President, we have the ques- 
tion d of peace or war. As Thave y pointed ou 
the exis foreign: military establishment of forts and nw 


armament is a threat and menace upon our coasts.. When that 
comes, whatever the time or period may be, there willi be a 
trial of strength. 

Mr. President, the matter would be very different if Canada 
were independent of Great Britain, but asa dependency of Great 
Britain she becomes apart of the European system, arsystem 
the character of which is best designated by the term used as 
the balance of power.” She is subject to all the vicissitudes of 

war and peace to which Great Britain herself is subject, grow- 
ing out of European and Asiatic complications. We have no 
cause of war that is not distinctively American, but Canada is 
involved in all causes of war which are Enropean or Asiatic. 

The difference between Russia and England in India may 
create war for Canada. The differences between France and 
England in Africa may create war for Canada. She is liable to 
become involved at any time, and whenever she does the inter- 
ests of nations 5 their course and their policy, just as 
in the war of 1812 or in the Napoleonic wars we were finally 
involved in conflict with Canada. So in the future we are likely 

to be. To-day, growing out of Asiatic and European complica- 
tions, land is the silent partner of the Triple Alliance or the 
Dreibund made up of Germany, Austria, and Italy. Against 
them stands the tacit alliance of Russia and France. 

T can conceive that in the event of the confi ion of war 
breaking out upon the European continent we should find that 
our interests were identical or at least lay alongside of those 
of Russia and France. It would not be so if land were: to 
withdraw from this continent. With that withdrawal would 


Sen 
forces 
* continent. invidious and essentially hostile towards us. 


member. Our army in the Revolutionary war was called the 
Continental’ Army, Srei we proposed to include the entire 


That answer may be and it may not be worthy 


tion and development af the: 
Southern States. The South needs diversifled industries to pro- 


continent. When we came to the pan of 1783 it was Franklin 
who constantly insisted: with the British negotiators that we 
should have Canada, because thereby only could we haye peace. 
Our experience in 1812 is a pregnant confirmation of his pres- 
cience and his wisdomand the truth of his declaration, although 
peace has prevailed from that time until now. 

Mr. President, the McKinley act, which places practically pro- 
hibitive duties upon the natural products of Canada, was a long 
step in the truesolutionof this question. Even before it wasen- 
acted great restlessness was beingmanifested in Canadabecause of 
their need of access to our markets free from any tariff restraint. 

Whatever may be the course that is taken upon. this bill, it 

need not be expected that the American people will permit its 
enactment to stand as a settlement. You may succeed in pass- 
ing the pending bill and strike this blow af the welfare and 
future- peace of the English-speaking race upon the American 
continent, but that race is too strong, too sagacious, too sensi- 
ble to permit this temporary obstruction to stem the tide of its 
imperialdestiny. The pending billis but the ephemeral expres- 
sion of forces essentially secondary. The primary and everlasting 
forces: will speedily reassert. themselves. four years hence 
will see a President and Congress here that will tear the bill to 
tatters and retnact laws: and policies that are for the lasting 
welfare of all 5 of this continent. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DOLPH] on Monday last, after the cotton schedules in the 
pending bill had been passed over without debate, criticised the 
absence from the Chamber of several. New England Senators, 
including: those from New Hampshire. My colleague: was out 
of the city for one day, and I been called to another part of 
the Capitol for a short time. However, Ldid not intend to speak 
in connection: with the cotton schedules, but to submit some 
observations, as I now propose to do, concerning both cotton 
and wool. and the manufactures of cotton and wool, in connec- 
tion with the woolen: schedules now under: debate. 

I have no doubt that the subdivisions of the: schedules fixing 
duties on the manufactures: of cotton are judiciously made in 
form. I have little doubt that the duties on the lower 8 
of cotton goods made at the South are high enough, and I hope 
that the duties are sufficienti, ve upon the higher grades 
of cotton goods made at the North, although I fear they are not. 
If the bill becomes a law time will tell whether or not the manu- 
facture of the highest grades of cotton can. survive the re- 
ductions-of duties made by the pending I shall wait there- 
sult hopefully, but withmany apprehensions. Any reduction in 
exii rates is unnecessary and uncalled for by any sound pub- 
lic consideration. 

There are many reasons: of wise public policy for the protee- 

mamufacture-of cotton cloths in the 


mote that growth which her natural resources entitle her to 
attain. The conditionof that section at the close of the war was 
indeed lamentable.. All values had been destroyed, and nearl 
all the property itself had been destroyed. The agricultu 
lands, indeed, necessarily remained, but they were unfenced, un- 
fertilized, uncultivated, and of little or no money value. Few 
buildi were in existence, except dwelling houses, and those 
were dilapidated:. Horses and cattle were scarce; and tangible 
personal property had almost disappeared.. 

The railroads were nearly worthiess,. with bridges gone, rails 
worn out, and rolling stock shabby and insufficient. ve mil- 
lions:of slaves, who had been rated and valued as property, had 
become free. Whatever value there may have: been in these 
slaves—and it was nominally à vast amount—had been lost b 
their owners. The banks and corporations: had become insol- 
vent. The value of all the credits or choses in action which 
survived the war was insignifleant. The papar money of the 
whole South was good for nothing, and of gold. and silver they 
had none: Surely never was à brave race, after a devastating 
and unsuccessful war which brought m of the: strongest 
and most stalwart mem to: bloody death and forced grief and de- 

ndency into every household, left in amore pitiable condition 
m were the people of the South at the close of the war of the 
rebellion in 1865. ; 

But the recuperation of the Southern States during the 
twenty-nine years since they found themselves in such sorrow- 
ful ease has, on the whole, been rapid. The growth of cotton 
and its sale at the North and in Europe has broughtmuch money 


to that section. The former slaves have labored intelligently 


and with assiduity, and have accumulated property for them - 
selvesand their employers. In addition to prosperous agricul- 
ture the vast mineral resources are being developed. Above all, 
manufacturing, which before 1861 was inconsiderable, has: be- 
come: an industry of vast-importance:. The “New South,” sa 
graphically described by the accomplished scholar and veteran 
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editor, the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], has be- 
come a hopeful reality. Newer, higher, and better prosperity 
has come to the land once depressed by the existence of slave 
and all the concomitant evils which surround it and followin its 
course. 

In this new South the development of the coal and iron in- 
dustries is perhaps the most marvelous. But the: erection: of 
cotton mills, giving profitable manufactures of cotton, is a strik- 
ing evidence of the change which the new order of things has 
brought to the Southerncountry. During a recent trip to Ashe- 
ville, N. C., I passed through one section of that State which 
Was fairly filled with cotton mills all in busy motion. The:won- 
derful growth of cotton manufactures: in the Southern again 
espec 
be made apparent by certain census’ statistics, which [now ex- 
hibit to the Senate. 


Here is a table relating mainly to cotton industries im the: 


y in Georgia, North Carolina, and South Carolina, will 


United States. That portion ee the cotton indus- 
try is compiled from the Eleventh Census, Bulletin No. 242. 
After the total for the United States, figures are given for New 
England, the-Middle States, which are New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Maryland, and for the Southern 
States V ia, North and South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, 
Alabama, issippi, Louisiana, West 8 Kentucky, Ten- 
nessee, Arkansas, and Texas. In the Western States table, 
which includes all the rest, Ohio, Indiana Illinois, Michigan, 
Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, Utah, Washing- 
ton, Oregon, and California are given separately in the bulletin, 
but the others areconsolidated.. Subtractions are made to obtain 
the amounts of increase in the decade. The amount of yearly 
wages is obtained by dividing the total amount paid by the num- 
ber of operatives; the cost of cotton by dividing the total cost by 
the number of pounds purchased, and the per capita product by 
dividing the total product by the number of operatives. 


Cotton. manufuetures in the United States. 
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Cotton manufactures in the United States—Continued. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 


8.318 8201578. ö 


5, 008, 5 


MANCHESTER, N. H. 


9, 230, ma 1, 609. 35 


INCREASE OF CAPITAL IN COTTON MANUFACTURING, 


Examine some of the results shown by the foregoing table. 
We had in 1880, in round numbers in the United States, $208,- 
000,000 invested in the manufacture of cotton. This, in 1890, 
had increased to $354,000,000, the percentage of increase being 
70. New England, which had much the PAAT part of the 
capital, only increased 55 per cent. The Middle States, which 
stood next, increased over $22,000,000, showing nearly $52,000,000 
of investment, and 66 per cent increase. The Western States 
advanced 71 per cent. But the Southern States advanced 209 

r cent—that is, more than tripled their capital, ing the 
Miadle States in the race, and having 827, invested 
in this industry against $17,377,897 in 1880. New Hampshire 
increased its capital only 34 per cent, while Georgia increased 
hers 179, North Carolina 277, and South Carolina 301. 


INCREASE IN NUMBER OF COTTON OPERATIVES. 


Look next at the number of operatives. In the whole country 
the increase was 26 per cent, from 174,000 to 221,000. In New 
land the increase was 16.95 per cent; in the Middle States, 
14.02 per cent; in the Western States, 41.83, and in the South- 
ern States, 122 per cent. In New Hampshire it was 18.20; in 
Georgia, 66.4; in North Carolina, 161.50, and in South Carolina, 

299 per cent. 

INCREASE IN WAGES PAID IN COTTON INDUSTRIES. 


The total amount of wages paid in the 2 8 increased from 
$42,000,000 to $69,000,000, be 65.35 per cent. In New England 
the increase was 55.14; in the Middle States, 62.75; in the West- 
ern States, 97.81, and in the Southern States, 184. 20 per cent. In 
New Hampshire the increase was 50 n in Georgia, 107; 
in North Carolina, 277, and in South lina, 332 per cent. 


INCREASE IN POUNDS OF COTTON USED. 


The number of pounds of cotton used in all the works of the 
_country increased 49 per cent, from 750,000,000 pounds to 1,117,- 
$00,000 pounds. In New England the increase was 32 percent; in 
the Middle States, 17.30; in the Western States, 60.25, andin the 
Southern States, 197.5 percent. In New Hampshire the increase 


dees E eee ee 11,872 29... 20, 187, 295, 


1,315.04 


5, $49, 191, 458 
9, 054, 435, 337 


78, 928, 028 1. 540. 00 
85, 770, 1.355. 25 


was 40.50; in Georgia, 104.8; in North Carolina, 350, and in South 
Carolina, 410 per cent. 
INCREASE IN PRICE PAID FOR COTTON. 


The sum paid for this cotton in 1880 was $86,945,725, and the 
rice was 11.58 cents per pound. The amount paid in 1890 was 
117,392,576, an increase of $30,446,851, and the price was 10.50 

cents per pound, alittle more thanlcentfall. Of these vast sums 

New England paid in 1880, 72 per cent, and in 1890, 65 per cent. 

Cotton cost New England a cent per pound more than it did the 

Southern manufacturers. 


INCREASE IN VALUE OF MATERIAL USED. 


It required $102,000,000 in 1880 and $154,000,000 in 1890 to buy 
all the material required for use in the cotton factories of the 
country, and the rates of increase in the various sections and 
States were very similar to those already given. 


INCREASE IN TOTAL PRODUCT OF COTTON MANUFACTORIES. 


The value of the total product was in 1880 $192,000,000, in- 
creased to $268,000,000 in 1890. The value of the product per 
capita was $1,100 in 1880, and $1,209.39 in 1890, an increased 

ue of output for every worker in the land of $109.38. The 
average product per capita in the South in 1890 was $1,116.92 and 
in New England $1,217.82, showing either the production in New 
England of a ater quantity, per capita, or of a better article. 
But the Southern States wonderfully improved the value of 
their per capita output in the decade under consideration, it be- 
ing only $975.85 in 1880 while it was $1,116.92 in 1890, an increase 
of $141.07. 

INCREASE IN WAGES PAID IN COTTON FACTORIES. 


But by far the most important information revealed in this 
table is the result on wages. Much has been said and many 
wild declarations made on this question, but here are facts from 
the official records of the country which doubtless can not be 
controverted. During these ten years of protection there has 
been an enormous advance in the wages paid to the cotton op- 
eratives. The totals have been already stated, and to show the 
average per capita rates and to explain them more fully and 
plainly they will be stated in a different form: 
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Aver yearly per 
Papita. 


Increase. 

1880. 1890. 

$240.70 $313. 60 $72. 90 
253. 00 335. 82.59 
233, 13 332.79 99. 66 
164. 20 210, 32 46.12 
213. 61 298.00 84. 39 
259. 59 329. 14 69.55 
179, 03 224.70 45. 67 
131.50 188. 30 56, 80 
185. 55 201. 00 15. 40 


This puts the whole subject of wages plainly before the eye. 
There was an average increase of wages to the cotton workers 
of the country from 1880 to 1890 of $72.90. They earned that 
much more money. The New England cotton workers hada 
larger increase. They earned $82.59 more in 1890 than they 
did in 1880; and looking up and down that column it will be seen 
that the New England operatives received more wages both in 
1880 and in 1890 than the average, and were d higher rates 
than in any other section. In 1880 the New England operative 
received $253, which was $89 more than the Southern, $40 more 
Tien the Western, and $20 more than was paid in the Middle 

tates. 

In 1890 the New England operative received $335, which was 
$125 more than the Southern, $34 more than the Western, and 
$3 more than the operative of the Middle States. This shows 
that while the Southern States increased their capital, the num- 
ber of their operatives, the amount of material used, and the 
value of their product, largely more than any of the other sec- 
tions the actual rate and the per capita rate of their wages was 
increased much less. 

Taking the four States shown separately in the table, New 
Hampshire increased its average wages $69.55, while Georgia 
showed oniy $45.67, North Carolina $56.80,and South Carolina 
$15.45, and in 1880 South Carolina bor higher Wages than any 
of the other Southern States and North Carolina lower wages. 
But while the wages of these Southern States are lower than 
those of any other section, the advances made are wonderful 
and creditable. Georgia and South Carolina paid out in 1890 
$5,660,000 in wages to cotton workers instead of $1,950,000 as in 
1880, this $3,710,000 increase being expended by those who re- 
ceived it in the very place where it was earned, instead of being 
sent abroad—that is, to New or Old England—to purchase cotton 
or other clothing. 

INCREASE IN THE TOTAL MANUFACTURES OF ALL KINDS IN THE UNITED 
STATES. 

As there is included in the first table presented a statement 
of the total manufactures for the United States and for the State 
of New Hampshire, showing the increase in the ten years from 
1880 to 1890, it is proper something should be said in explana- 
tion. There never has been so remarkable a showing made. 
The increase from 1870 to 1880 in the capital invested was from 
$2,118,208,769 to $2,780,766,895, but little over 31 per cent, whilst 
in the last decade it was 120.76 per cent. The total amount of 
wages paid to officers, employés, and operatives increased from 
8775, 5343 in 1870 to 8947, 953,795 in 1880, an increase of 22. 2 per 
cent, while in the years from 1880 to 1890 the increase was greater 
than the amount of wages paid in 1880, and amounted to 131 per 
cent. hed Sia increased on the average over $130 to each person 
employed. 

evalua of the products increased from $4,232,325,442 in 1870 
to the value of $5,349,191,458 in 1880, or 26 per cent, and the ar- 
ticles manufactured were cheaper, taking the average, than they 
were in1870. Butthe increase from 1880 to 1890 has been $3,705,- 
243,899, equivalent to over 69 per cent; and again it can be said 
that every article of home manufacture is cheaper than it was 


in 1880. 
This is the vindication of protection. In twenty years, under 
a Republican protective tariff, the value of the manufactured 
roducts of the country has increased from $4,232,325,442 to 
9,054,435,337, more than double, and the products have grown 
cheaper all the time. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE’S GROWTH IN MANUFACTURES, 

New Hampshire can point proudly to its place in the ranks of 
the manufacturing States. ith but one-half of 1 per cent of the 
population, it has more than 1 per cent of the capital in all man- 
ufactures, and produces nearly 1 per cent of the total values of 
all articles manufactured in the United States. It is the sixth 
State in the list in the production of woolen manufactures, and 
the third in cotton manufactures, and its people know that they 
owe their pr rity to thesystem of protection. They stand by 
that policy and want the people of every other State to doso, be- 
cause it will bring prosperity to them. 


The population of the State in 1890 was 376,530, of whom, it 
appears by the table submitted, 63,361 were engaged in manufac- 
turing industries. The assessed valuation of the State for the 
year 1893 was— 

In 
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According to the 1890 census estimates of wealth, New Hamp- 
shire had 8825, 128, 740, or $863 por capita of her people, while it 
appears by the table submitted that the capital invested in the 
State in manufactures was in 1890 the sum of $79,375,360, and 
the value of the product for the year was $85,770,549. 

THE GROWTH OF MANCHESTER, N. H. 

The ee, e ETIE city of my own State is Manchester, 
which had, in 1890, 44,126 inhabitants. Of these, 15,351, alittle 
more than one-third of the whole number, were engaged in re- 
munerative employment. They received yearly an average of 
$387.75 in wages, and turned out products to the value of $20,- 
187,295, a per capita of $1,315. 

Of these workers, 9,617 are engaged in cotton manufactures 
of various kinds, in which business there is invested $13,845,304, 
The operatives receive $3,417,235 wages, an average of $355.33, 
and produce cottons to the value of $10,957,219, the per capita 
product being $1,139.36. Taking the totalamountof wages paid, 
the cost of material, $6,465,886, and the miscellaneous expenses, 
$535,946, a total of $10,419,067 is paid out z factories to secure 
goods to the value of $10,957,219, leaving $538,149 profit, which 
is not 18 4 per cent, instead of the vast sums we hear so 
much about as the profits of the cotton manufacturers. 


THE PROSPERITY OF AUGUSTA, GA. 


There is another city of which I have the statistics. It hasa 
number of cotton factories, with a capital invested of $5,337,362. 
It has 2,982 workers, who receive $709,525 in wages, an average 
of $237.93. The value of the cotton products of this city is $3,979,- 
042; the value of the product of each operative is $1,334.34. See 
the contrast between the two cities. In Manchester, N. H., the 
operatives are paid an average of $353.33 for producing goods to 
the value of $1,139.36; in this other city the operatives are paid 
$237.93 for producing goods to the value of $1,334.34. Yet the 
New England manufacturers are denounced for oppressing their 
workmen—for introducing cheap Canadian labor. The junior 
Senator from Georgia can verify these figures, for eget are taken 
from page 722, part 2, of the Compendium of the Census, and 
apply to the city of Augusta, in his own State. 

In this connection I will read a short extract from the Wash- 
ington Post of June 11, 1894, credited to the Atlanta Constitu- 
tion. It is as follows: 

All through the dull seasons of the present financial depression the South- 
ern cotton mills have been on full time and leiding bigger divi- 
dends than those of their Northerncompetitors. The D. A. Tompkins Com- 
pany’s mill at Charlotte, which was mentioned as a notable example in 
these columns a few days ago, is so crowded with orders for its fine num- 
bers that it has to run night and day. The cotton mill is destined to be the 
most powerful factor of Southern 8 in future. When we manu- 
facture our leading staple and sell the product of our mills to home and for- 
eign markets, this will b the richest region on the globe. 

The Senators who represent States in which these prosperous 
manufactories are situated should remember that there are 
other sections where the mills are silent, the workmen idle, 
their families destitute, and gloom and sadness prevail. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the labor employed in the Georgia cotton 
mills white or colored? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not informed as to that. My own 
impression is that in Georgia both white and colored labor are 
employed in the cotton mills. Will the Senator from Georgia 
kindly tell us? 

Mr. WALSH. I willstate for the information of the Senator 
from New Hampshire that all the employés in the cotton mills 
of the South are white. 

Mr. CHANDLER. So far as the operatives engaged in the di- 
rect work of manufacturing the fabric are concerned? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes, sir. 

AMERICAN WAGES AND FOREIGN WAGES IN COTTON MILLS. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The difference in the costof labor in Europe 
and America ought certainly to be taken into consideration in 
determining the rate of duty upon any article we manufacture 
in this country. In my remarks about the cities of Manchester, 
N. H., and Augusta, Ga., an easy method of obtaining the labor 
cost in the cotton goods manufactured in these two cities was 
given. In Manchester $353.33 worth of labor produced $1,139.36 
worth of material; in Augusta, $237.93 of labor produced finished 

oods to the value of $1,334.34. The percentage of labor cost in 

anchester was 31 per cent; in Augusta it was 17.83 per cent. 
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Comparison of the daily es of variousclasses of ves 
in the cotton mills of the Northern and Southern ets of the 
United States, on the continent of Europe, and the island of 
Great Britain has been made under the direction of the Hon. 
Carroll D. Wright, Commissioner of Labor, and the result is 
to be found in the first volume of his Seventh Annual Report, 
pages 614 to 712, where are given the actual rates paid to 3,232 
workers in textile fabrics in the countries and sections named. 
The Commissioner says (page 5): 

In see the information, experts and agehts were sent directly to the 
producer. The personal method, that of sen well-informed, well-in- 
structed agents to obtain what is wanted, is the one on the hole that 
will secure satisfactory results. 

Within the Northern district: of the United States, in the 
States of Maine, New Hampshire, Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Maryland, thirty-eight establish- 
ments were examined. In the Southern district thirty-two es- 
tablishments were examined, situated in Virginia, North and 
South Carolina, Georgia, Mississippi, Louisiana, Ken- 


Alabama, 
tucky, and Tennessee (page 20, ort). The results are. given 
in the following. table: eee 
Wages in cotton factories. 
(Where several rates of pay are given: tliree or more are added togetiier and the 
average takem] 
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75 cents 
Average te the Northern Americam is 81.48 — — 
Hon less than two to one, so that a high duty is necessary to pro- 
tect. American labor from the cheaper 


There are thirty-eight examples given from the continent of 
Europe, and comparing these with the thirty-eight from the 
northern district, gives 55 cents as the average for the day’s 
labor in Europe, and $1.52 as the Northern American's average. 
This shows that a much higher duty is: required to protect our 
workers and put them on an equality with the German worker. 


CHEAP LABOR IN THE COTTON FACTORIES OF CHINA AND JAPAN, 


But it is not alone: the low rate of European wages against 
which our American laborers are entitled to be protected. 

I have already in this-debate called attention to the remarkar 
ble paper of Mr. D. Lubin, Sacramento, Cal., published in the 
number for May, 1894, of the American Federationist, of New 
York, the official organ of the American Federation of Labor, 
where the second point he makes is as follows: 3 

The influence on the American wage rate in the use of labor-saving agri- 
cultural devices and machinery by the semi-civilized races. of the cheapest 
field labor in the world. 

He says that the removal of protection would bring, in time, 
the Chinese wage rate for labor. For, with free trade; there 
will be nothing to prevent a manufacturer starting shops and 
mills in China with Chinese laborers at Chinese wage rates, and 
sending hiş products to New York or San Francisco.” 

In the Manufacturer, published in Philadelphia, June 9, 1894, 
there is contained an article from the Boston Commercial Bulle- 
tin, of June 2, 1894, which I reproduce, headed Foreign Compe- 
tition on Cottons:“ 
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Bombay. Last year there were 
indles in operation in Japan, and by the end of this year 750, 


000 will 
be 
The factories in Japan are at Osaka. They have the advantages of cheap 


| coal, cheap skilled as well as unskilled labor, and a fixed rate of exchange, 


and India being on asilver basis. The prices on Ja cotton 
and Hongkong are cut sharply below poth Manchester 


| yarns'at 

and Bombay rates, 

| Thefirst mill waserected in that country in 1805, and no other 
was until 1880, when. three: more were erected, and by 


eleven more were in operation. 
By 1890, twenty-three were added to those already existin; 
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Commenting on the foregoing the Manufacturer speaks as 
follows: 

The workman in the textile millsof out 15 cents a day; and he 
tolls from twelve to fourteen hours a day Including Sundays. In Japan male 
operatives in the cotton mills earn about 16 cents 1 the female op- 
eratives about Scents. The cotton f: cs under these 


manufacture of con- 
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With all the conditions above depicted itis not wonderful that 
the framers of the nt bill, the Senators from Missouri and 
Arkansas, have undertaken to make a cotton schedule that will 
protect the product of the rapidly increasing cotton factories of 
the Southern States of this Union. It is to be hoped that the 
have also equally protected the cotton mills of New England, 
including those of New Hampshire, which produce cotton goods 
of a finer texture and of more expensive finish than those made 
in the Southern factories. 
CHEAP EGYPTIAN COTION AND COTTON YARNS. 

Mr. President, it is not only neces: to have duties for the 
protection of cotton manufactures in country, but I call the 
attention of Senators from the Southern States to the faet that 
the importation of cotton and cotton yarns raised and spun by 
the cheap labor of Egypt will soon make it necessary to puta 
aog upon raw cotton, and certainly will soon require increased 
duties upon cotton yarns. The earliest tariff bill passed by 
Congress on July 4, 1789, for the encouragement and protection 
of manufactures,” provided a duty of 3 cents per pound on cot- 
ton. Soon will there be a demand for æ renewal of the du 
and even the raw material which cotton is, will not be allowe 
to come free to our manufacturers of cotton. 

The imports of raw cotton from 1871 to 1890 increased from 
1,196,840 pounds to 8,407,160 pounds.. I herewith give a table 
showing the importation of cotton for the last four years: 


Imports of cotton. 


Of the 43,000,000. pounds. imported in 1893, the Senator from 


South Dakota[Mr. PETTIGREW] says 28,000,000 came from Egypt. 
This isa fine cotton, superior to South Carolina sea-island cot- 
ton. 


Mr. FRYE. Doesthe Senator from New Hampshire say the 
cotton referred to is superior to South Carolina cotton? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is superior tothe South Carolina sea- 
island cotton. This last named cotton has been allowed to de- 

nerate in recent years and can not hold its own against the 

e Egyptian cotton which is brought here raw or as cotton 
yarns, and used for making the t variety of cotton under- 
wear now so abundant in this country. It is also mixed with 
silks in the manufacture of some goods. 

South Carolina will find it necessary to secure a duty on this 
Egyptian cotton and cotton yarns made therefrom, and also to 
endeavor by improved methods and greater care in cultivation 
to bring her sea-island cotton back to the standard it occupied 
before the war. The transcaspian provinces of Russia are being 
developed as a.cotton-growing region, and in 1892 produced 163,- 
000,000 pounds. 

Isubmita table showing the importations for the last four 
years of fine cotton yarns: 


Ad va- 
1. ; Pounds. Value. Duty. | lorenr 
i rate. 
Valued at over 70, 698. 03820, 286.31 49; 89 
and not exc 30, 214. 50.24 
80 cents per 28, 470. 50. 08 
23,475.01) 50. 48 
Valued at over 8 44, 78. 7 52. 84 
ts and not ex- 57, 420. 1 53. 38 
ceeding $1 per 87 — — 
valued at over il per 50, = — 
* oe 50 
28, 810 50 


WOOL AND WUOLEN MANUFACTURES. 
FFF which I have 
thus to the Senate may not be without interest, [ pro- 
ceed now to consider somewhat in like manner the condition of 
the woolen manufactures of the United States. I submit first 
the following table, headed, “ Manufactures of woolen goods in 
the United States, 1§80-90:’ 


Manufactures of woolen goods in the United. States, 7880-1890. 


of 


operatives. 
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PERCENTAGES OF CAPITAL, WAGES, AND OUTPUT. _ 


Of the total woolen manufactures of the country, New Eng- 
land had of the capital invested 50.74 per cent in 1880 and 50.30 

r cent in 1890. The Middle, Western, and Southern States 
EE 1800 had, respectively, increased 82.65, 90.76, and 185 per cent. 
The wages, as in the cotton industry, were larger per capita in 
the New England than in any of the other States, both in 1880 
and in 1890, being 8111 more in New England in 1890 than in the 
Southern States, 895 more than in the Western, and $22 more 
than in the Middle States. The average annual output of the 
New England operative was nearly $ above the average in 
1880 and $138 in 1890. 

It is a noticeable fact that there was an average decrease in 
the cost of wool of 6.55 cents per pound, but this decline doubt- 
less resulted from the imports of cheap carpet wools, which en- 
ter into the general average. 

INCREASED CAPITAL AND WAGES, WITH LOWER PRICES TO CONSUMERS. 

The manufacture of woolens in this country is an enormous 
one, and under the re influence of a protective tariff has 
been rapidly developed. The table presented shows an increase 
in capital from $159,000,000 to $296,000,000, equal to 86.41 per 
cent. It shows that the operatives increased from 161,000 to 
219,000, and the total wages paid from $47,000,000 to $76,000,000, 
whilst the average per capita wages increased from $293.25 to 
$350. The value of material increased from $164,000,000 to $202,- 
000,000, and the value of the products from $267,000,000 to $337,- 
000,000. The value of the productfor each operative decreased 
from $1,654.73 to $1,541.39, and this is the most significant item 
in the table. 

It has been stated here and elsewhere, so often as to be mo- 
notonous, that the high duties collected on woolen imports in- 
creased the cost to the consumer. No one will pretend to say 
that the operative of 1890 did not produce a larger quantity of 
the same quality of goods than he produced in 1880. In fact, 
everyone knows that with improved machinery and facilities the 
average quantity and quality of the goods produced, to the 
operative, was largely increased. What, then, becomes of the 
statement that the cost of woolens is increased to the consumer 
by the tariff? 5 

The operative in 1880 produced a certain quantity of woolen 
goods of the value of $1,654.73, at which price they were placed 
on the market. The operative of 1890 produced an equal or 

ter quantity of woolen seer which were put upon the mar- 
et for $1,541.39, a saving of $112.34 to the consumers of woolen 
goods in the United States upon the labor of every operative 
engaged in producing woolen goods; and as there are 219,132 
operatives engaged in the woolen industry, this shows an actual 
saving in cost to the consumers of over $24,000,000 as against 
rices paid in 1880. With this plain and indisputable fact, it is 
ime to cease repeating the statement that the duty on woolen 
s will always be a tax upon the consumer. 

Is it not plain to the dullest comprehension that if the o 
tive peste in producing woolen goods in 1880 and in 1890 pro- 
duced a like quantity in each year, and that if the same quan- 
tity produced in 1890 sold for $113.34 less than a like quantit 
produced in 1880, the consumer purchased his goods that muc 
cheaper? The figures given have been carefully collated from 
the official oe and that is what they prove. 

Mr. PAL At this point I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire how he accounts for the falling off in 
the price. How does the Senator explain it? 

Mr. CHANDLER, I think it can be explained in various 
ways, but beyond all question the fall in the price of the mate- 

used by the factories in 1890, as inst the cost of the ma- 
terials used in 1880, contributes largely to the result. It must 
be that, assuming that the operatives have grown more skil#ful, 
if anything, because here is the larger product to each opera- 
tive than there was in 1880. 


CAPITAL NOT EXCESSIVELY REMUNERATED. 


It is the custom of the Southern tariff reformers to complain 
much of the enormous profits of the manufacturers of the North, 
and to repeat President Cleveland's foolish fallacy that every 
tariff duty increases the cost not only of the imported article, 
but also by a like amount the cost of every such article pro- 
duced at home. One of the latest misrepresentations of this 
2 3 to woolen goods is admirably exposed in the follow- 

ng letter: 


rae 


LACONIA, N. H., June 5, 1894. 

My DEAR Sm: In following the tarif debate I run on to many very curi- 
ous statements, which are so utterly at variance with the facts that itis 
simp! to try to account for them. 

On 6771, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Senator JONES of Arkansas is re- 
to have said, “ Then the tax levied on the domestic consumption of 
woolen goods has amounted to about $171,000,000; the tax on 8 
| Sy to about $36,000,000, a total tax on woolen of about x 

000. Of this vast sum only 


000.000 goes into the while $171,- 
000,000 goes to the manufacturers.” : Z 


In the Eleyenth Census of the United States, page 
statement of combined textile industries in the United States, is found the 
following statement: 


4, Table 1, comparative 


Wool manufactures, 1890. 


ee Of Ghtablish Mente «oo oss cece ces ir cese we aeonenesancrses ue 1 
. $296, 494, 4 
Employés .. 2 219. st 
ages 660, 
Cost of materials used - $203, 005, 
GAG GOT sa de aoe oe e pve nacnsceneuenen $337, 768, 


Now, the total amount of wages and cost of materials used is $279,756,314, 
and the difference between this and the value of the product is 58,012,210, 
which would be the gross profit. 

How can the wool manufacturers of the United States have received #171,- 
000.000 if their gross profit was but $58,012,210, or only one-third of 171,000,000? 

They did not receive #171,000,000, and Senator JONES stated what was not 
in any sense true. 

The 858,112,210 gross profit is too large, because in the total product of the 
mills there is a duplication of products in the total. 

On page 47 of same census report, this duplication is shown to have 
amounted to over $30,000, which reduces the amount of gross profit to 
1 520,000,000; and renders the statement of Senator JONES as absurd 
as untrue. 

If men like Senator Jones know no better than this, if such statements 
are made with gravity in the Senate, if Democrats thought worthy to repre- 
sent States in this highest branch of our legislative boay make in good 
faith such erroneous statements, it is indeed no wonder that we have such a 
bill under debate as you now are acting upon, and it will be a great mercy 
if the textile industries of our country have anything left after these men 
get done with them. 

It does seem toan outsider asif these men in charge of the tariff bill should 
exercise a little common sense not make = such statements as Sena- 
tor JONES did, for if he had taken the trouble to look at the total capital in 
the woolen industry, $296,494,481, he would have seen that his 817,000, 000 
meant $57.77 on the capital employed, and the wildest tariff reformer must 
see the absurdity of that. 


It is simply pitiable that a gor mamay; produ nearly 8800, 000, 000 
worth of g per year should be subjec to legislation at the hands of 
men who show such ignorance in re; to it, and that it should be practi- 


cally ruined by the proposed rates of duty while a great trustilike the sugar 
trust isso tenderly cared for by men who are suspected of enriching them- 
selves by specula in its shares. 

Yours, truly, 


JOHN T. BUSIEL. 
Hon. WM. E. CHANDLER. 


WAGES PAID OPERATIVES IN WOOLEN MILLS. 


As in the consideration of the mages in the cotton 0 1 
call attention to the wages paid to the operatives in wool. The 
table shows an increase in the country at large, from an average 
of $293.25 in 1880 to $350 in 1890. This may be considered a fair 
annual wage, when the fact is taken into consideration that 
12 per cent of the workers in woolen mills are children under 
the age of 15 years and 30 per cent are females. But it isnone 
too much. In fact it is barely enough, and would be more if the 
present protective system should be continued, for it is a well 
understood principle ‘‘that like produces like,” and as the pro- 
tective system has produced an advance of 20 par cent in the per 
capita wages of the operatives in the last decade, there is na 
reason why we should not expect a similar advance should it 
be continued in the present decade, unless free trade or tariff 
reform arrests the increase. 

Here are given the wages paid in the United States and Eu- 
rope to thirty-eight classes of wool-workers: 


Wages paidin United States and Europe in woolen manufacture as reported by the 
= Commissioner of Labor, Seventh Annual Report. by 


Daily pay 
Occupation. Uni Vol. 1, 
Pate | maropo, [Ke 

Blacksmiths . $1.80 $0. 87 616 
Brushers 1. 00 34 618 
Burlers. 75 325 618 
Card strippers ....-..--.......secceeneseeeeees 1,25 8⁴ 622 
Carders .....--.--.- 1.10 34 6%, 
C ters 2.59 92 626 
Cloth inspectors 1. 83 57 028 
Cloth room hands.. 1.10 1. 971 628 
Drawers- in 1,014 + 37; 634 
Drawing-frame tenders 74 30 636 
Dressers ......---- 1. 00 55 636 
Engineers 2. 60 80 640 
— prt helpers 1. 50 48 640 
Finishers............. 2.02 . 87; 642 
Finishing-room hands -94 -37 642 
Firemen.... 1, 60 -80 644 
Folders..... 1,12 36 646 
Gasmen 1.25 77 646 
Harness hands 1.15 «72h 648 © 
Laborers ..... 1.21 +85 650 
Loom fixers 2. 66 > 652 
M — 2.44 89 654 
Measurers 1.55 38 656 

ern. 3.00 10 658 
Overseers’ carding department. 3.50 1,554 662 
Overseers’ dressing room 2. 00 82 662 
Overseers’ spinning department 2.75 1.11 666 
Overseers’ Weaving room 2.75 1.14 670 
—. iso | ceal 8 

urers - s 

Second hands 1.73 40 682 
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Wages paid in United States and Europe, etc.—Continued. 


e, it will be seen, is $1.60 to the American and 68} 
cents to the European. These figures, it must be remembered, 


The ave 


are not from a cam n document, prepared to exploit a 
ticular idea. They are from the report of a Government officer 
of high character; were collected during the first Administra- 
tion of President Cleveland neal locas shortly after its close. 
Free trade in woolens would uce the American worker in 
wools to the average of the European worker, for the nonsensi- 
cal idea has been exploded that because of modern inventions 
and improved machinery” we produce more to the operative 
than is produced in Europe. No modern invention or im- 
yor əd machinery” which adds to the capacity of the operative 

in use in America for a year but what its duplicates can be 
found in European factories. 

The free traders and the tariff reformers want us to give up a 
market for the products of the farm, the field, and the work- 
shop, where the operative in woolen goods gs an average of 
$1.60 per day, and go to where he gets only 68} cents, and where 
we would have to compete with all other nations on equal terms. 
The protectionists want to build up this home market, where 
labor is well paid, and let the others severely alone. The 
whole question of the tariff is a question of wages. Shall the 
be maintained at the American or reduced to the foreign stand- 
ards of Europe, or worse yet, to those of China and Japan? 


THE GROWTH OF WOOL PRODUCTION UNDER PROTECTION. 

Mr. President, it is not my intention in this speech, which is 
devoted rather to a submission of statistics than to argument, 
to repeat what I have already said in this debate to prove that 
the manufacturers of woolen gonds are not only willing, but anx- 
ious, to have sufficient duties levied upon the rtation of raw 
material of wool to protect the flocks of sheep in this country. 
They believe in protection to the farmer as well as to the man- 
ufacturer, and are disposed to resist any attempt, by depriving 
the farmers of the country of the duty on wool, to induce them 
to lend a hand in tearing down the whole system of protection. 

The arguments in favor of the protection of wool have been 
ably stated by other Senators. 

he growth of the sheep and wool industries in the United 
States under protection is displayed in the following tables: 


Sheep. 


To destroy through the Wilson bill the farmers’ flocks of 
sheep and the whole wool industry by free trade in wool, while 
trying to protect more or less, either adequately or inade- 
quately every other 7 industry except that of lumber, de- 
serves the stigma of infamy if anything in connection with an 
economic question can be called infamous. 

In my remarks on the 3d of May I stated the absolute neces- 
sity for some protection upon foreign wool on account of the 
fact that wool can be carried from Sidney, New South Wales, to 
New York and Boston for less than it can be transported from 
Oregon, Utah, Wyoming, Idaho, Montana, and Arizona. The 

int was based upon a letter from Mr. John T. Busiel, Laconia, 

H., dated March 28, 1894. It is found in the record of the 
debate of May 3, and strikingly presents the facts, and they are 


* 


also brought out distinctly in the remarks of the Senator fro 


ro ape r. POWER] made on May 3, and also on June 1 
‘í Free wool” is 


actual discrimination in favor of foreign 
wool by reason of the fact that water-borne wool can be placéd 
in New York and Boston cheaper than the wool from the moun- 
tain States of this country, or even from Ohio. The facts are 
indisputable. I will not again enlarge upon them. . 
THE UNITED STATES NOW PRODUCE TWO-THIRDS OF THE WOOL USED IN 

CLOTHING OUR PEOPLE. = 

Mr. Busiel has also taken due occasion to contend that in justly 
considering the relative use in this country of home and foreign 
wools, in connection with the question of protecting wool by a 
duty, there should be excluded from any figures used the third- 
or carpet wools, which are not worn as clothing. 

This point of Mr. Busiel’s is developed in an article written 

by him in the American Journal of Politics for the month of 

ay, 1894. This journal is devoted to the free discussion of 

Po a questions, national, State, and municipal, by writers on 
es. 

The article is entitled ‘‘On the consumption of wool, foreign 
and domestic, from a manufacturer's standpoint,” and is written 
in answer to a communication in the February number of the 
same journal from Mr. Daniel Strange, in which he says, We 
produce but little more than half the wool worn in this coun- 


3 
Fir. Busiel refutes this statement so completely and shows so 
clearly how the law of 1890 increased the production of wool in 
this country that I shall read his article and incorporate it in 
my remarks. I do this all the more readily, as I know Mr. Bu- 
siel to be thoroughly competent to discuss the subject. 


THE CONSUMPTION OF WOCL, FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC: FROM A MANUFAO- 
TURER'S STANDPOINT. 


[By John T. Busiel.] 


A curious case of the blind leading the blind appears in the article of Dan- 
iel Strange in the 3 number of The American Journal of Politics. 
He says“ We ha but little more than half the wool worn in this coun- 

: J Ee er on, quotes George M. Bond, meaning, I presume, George 
m i 

I wish to present some — from Georgo William Bond & Co.'s annual 
wool circular for 1894—which show that „Strange is incorrect in the 
above-quoted statement. I first give a table showing all fo: 


tered for consumption, the amount of wool used in all the imported 
into the United States, and the total wool product of the United States. 
I with the year 1836, as the first year in which imports of foreign 
wool exceeded 100,000,000 pounds, and call this Table I.: 
TABLE I. 
Total wool | Estimated Total 
Year. entered for | wool used | product of 
s consump- |in goods Unitea 
tion. imported. States. 
. 
A EA SE EA A 107,910,549 | 121,609,527 | 322, 305, 000 
— 114, 404,173 132,705,729 | 333, 500, 000 
1888... 97, 231, 2 141, 474, 144 $22, 300, 000 
1889... 126, 181, 274 158, 044, 295, 779, 479 
1890. 109, 902, 1 162, 526, 309, 474, 856 
1891. 119, 390,280 | 129,606,230 | 303,401,507 
1892. 134, 622,336 | 107, 377,71 333, 018, 405 
Ra ee —. ea eee 175, 636,041 | 110, 963, 71 364, 152, 666 


It will be seen from this table that in only one year (1889) is it correct to 
say we produced but little more than half the wool worn in this country. 
— 8. other years, it will be seen, we produced considerably more than one- 


But this table is constructed from the tariff-reformer's standpoint, and 
shows that when he refers to wool worn in this country.“ he includes - 
t wools. Now third-class wools are not worn in this coun- 


or 

try” except on the floors of our houses, and, so far as wearing apparel is 

concerned, have nomore right to appear in the table than importations of 
ute. 


To show what part of the wool worn in this country“ is fore and 
What t domestic, I will construct another table, which I will Table 
II. and give the total first and second class, or clothing and combing wools 
in the first column; estimated wool used in goods imported in the second 
column; the domestic wool product in the third colu and the per cent 
of imported wool to total amount of fore and domestic consumed, in the 
fourth column, for the same years as in Table I. 

The first and second class wools are the wools imported to be used in the 
clothing worn in this country.“ 


3 
i 


asenet 


t. 


. 


It will be from this table that the United States has produced two- 
of in this country! in every year but 1889, 1890, and 

1691—and nearly two-thirds in those years. It will ore also that in 1892 
1893, under the operations of the McKinley law, the United States not 
8 largest proportion of the total amount of wool 2 

that the on Was in relative to the total consumption. 
ora nan: og poe tye reeset pi ag ongar pe 1891, 

is striking evidence of the benefit of the Mo- 


ars, Bucceeding father, 
e above 8 Mr. 
Im fre- 


e I can truthfully say is totall correct. wool 
ne worked, or man 3 by itself. There is pro not a worsted 


urely of imported wool, but it is safe to say thata g 
f the woolen mills ot the United States use no im: 


alone. 

The statement that not a spindle in America is running on either do- 
mestic or foreign wool alone” is so ly inaccurate that it throws a 
strong doubt u the sources of Mr. Strange's information. In my own 
State f am with many milis that 
all their dies on domestic woo]. I have had occasion to use about three- 
fourths of a m unds of domestic wool yearly for many years, and 
in twenty-five years have not used one hundred bales of imported wool. 

I have used any imported Wool I have usually used it alone, and not 


X neg enormous duties—the tariff on 
me grades of scoured wool 


° 5 
rate of duty as if it were a cogfimon rate and fixed the price ot impo: 

‘ool to us, and of domestic wool Nothing could be farther from the 
truth. 

In Table No. 24, United States Treasury Department, Annual Report of 
the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on Commerce and Navi m, are 
given the quahtities and values of im of wooland manufactures of 
wool entered for consumption in the U; States, and also rates of duty 
and amounts of accruing duties gn the same, during the years ending June 
20, 1892 And 1893. In this table it appears that we imported in i892: 


Per cent. 


28 


SS Sen SER BSE 
ase 


Kinley’ 
5 goods) displaces American labor, and you 
can not get around that” by saying, “ But if we but once think of the fact that 


s statement: 


that it seems to expose its fall again. 
Under the Walker tari, from 1847 until 1850, — were but two years, 


he excess of imports over exports in this period of the Walker tariff 
amounted to more than $400,000,000. This excess was paid for in gold and not 
by an “surplus” created by employment of labor, as Mr. Strange’s theory 
should have worked to pay the excess. Had the mines of California not 
been discovered, and had they not produced such phenomenal quantities of 
gold for export to A rA this immense excess of imports over e the 
condition of the U ~ a States would haye been even worse financially than 

is not a asnon which 


it was from 1857 to 
It is not necessary to argue that the United Sta 
anufactures largely for export, and that it is a mation which does largely 
cultural products; these are self-evident facts. 


Now, the importation into the United States of more manufact' 
more 8 of foreign manufacture—is not going to cr: more demand 
ad for progucts. 1 of India 
the Argen or Russia, at lower prices than of she will not 


buy American wheat, simply because we are buying more goodsof Bradford 
she will buy in the chea; a Bory So, too, of other nations suppl: 8 as 
with manufactured imports of manufactured goede 


double or treble and the chief articles of export not increase in amount pe. 
ported, because of such imports. Aga o old system of barter or ex- 
change of products between nations is no longer in 0. 
The submarine cables, the swift steamers—the rapid means of communi- 

cation and tation—enable a merchant to buy as easily in 
as he can order a suit of clothes of his tailor, nor does he stop to consider 
the means of pa; t more carefully in one case than the other. He knows 
that if he can not pay for Bradford cloths in wheat, he can and will pay in - 
ge pa ge is just what he does when the scarcity of bills of ex: 

125 against exported agricultural products is great enough to make go! 

s necessary. 

ut, itis argued, we shall export more manufactured goods. Why or to 
whom? Every market of the world outside the United tes is now sup- 
plied with goods made of free raw materials, and with much cheaper labor 
than eaters into any goods made in the United States. Where is the new 
market in which our goods will be paid for at a higher grios than is now 
paid there for foreign goods? There is nosuch market. So long as the pres- 
ent standard of wages is maintained inthe United States and the present 
number of working hours for labor, the price of our ‘oods in 


manufac 
the case of nine-tenths, or more, of all ds of goods will be higher than the 
goods of like character, and they will not be largely e 
of cotton goods 


xported. The 

ted to-day by our propie aresuch as contain 

the raw material as the chief element of cost, and into which labor enters co 

the smallest extent, the coarse grades of heavy cloth. 

With free raw cotton we yearly import some $30,000,000 worth of fine cot- 
tons, in which labor is the chief element of cost, in spite of the 

tariff and free raw material. The same is true of silk goods, into w. en- 

ters raw material free of duty. Itis inevitable that imports shall exceed 

under a low tarif, and it is also inevitable that such excess will be 


in gold, if long ued, such a fiscal system will bring about great 
to'a agree which as mot boon suai m tho Risory OF our e, 
a W. no n of our country. 
2 ja JOHN T. B 


The points made by Mr. Busiel may be recapitulated as fol- 
fows: 

1. In answer to the charge that we produce but little more 
than half the wool worn in this Somme he shows, by excluding 
the importations of carpet wool, that the true result is that of 
the wool worn in this country we produce two-thirds. 

2. He shows that many of our mills are run entirely upon do- 
mestic wool. 

3. He dispels the charge that the rate of duty on wool is over 
100 per cent, and that the price of all wool is thereby enhanced 
100 per cent. He does this by showing that the rates of duty on 
the larger quantities of wool (igor: 3 on carpet wool 
and unwashed wool, have been only 32 and 55 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 

4, He refutes the free-trade t that importations into 
the United States of foreign increase our e ts of agri- 
cultural products, because he truly says that no na buys =r 
thing from us for any other reason than that she can obtain it 
at the lowest possible price. The world's needs and the world’s 
prices, and not our duties on importations, determine the quan- 
tity of our exports. 

5. He concludes that it is inevitable that our imports will ex- 
ceed our exports under a low tariff, the excess to be paid in 
gold; and that such a system will bring about great distress and 
widespread poverty. 

It is impossible successfully to dispute the correctness of Mr. 
Busiel's conclusions. 

AMERICAN WAGES CAN ONLY BE KEPT UP BY PROTEOTION. 

Mr. President, I trust that the facts which I have to-day pre- ` 
sented to the Senate, together with my desultory remarks in- 
tended to show the importance of protection to the cotton and 
woolen industries of the country, may not be 8 ol 
thoughtful consideration. The whole case may be summe rap 
as follows: If the present high wages are to prevail in the Un: 
States, neither the cultivation of cotton nor the production of 
wool can be maintained with the admission of these so-called 
raw materials free of customs duties in the face of the cheap 
cotton of India and Egypt and the cheap wool products of the 
Argentine Republic and Australia. ith the present high 
wages the manufacture of cotton and woolen goods can not 
maintained without customs ditties in the face of the cotton and 
woolen mills of China and Japan and of those of all the crowded 
nations of Europe. 

PROTECTION AND THE REPUBLICAN PARTY WILL TRIUMPH IN 1895. 

What, then, shall the national policy be? If free trade; all 
these industries areruined. If a tariff for revenue only, it can- 
not exceed 20 per cent duties upon all imported merc 
without distinction, which is also ruin to the industries. If a 
tariff is to be levied upon a different principle, can it be any 
other than one which designedly protects these great industries 
by duties amply sufficient to equalize the conditions in foreign 
countries in this country, under which the industries are 
carried on? The principal aps grt of conditions ws out of 
the difference in the wages of labor in the United States and 
everywhere else in the habitable globe. To this complexion, 
then, the question always comes at, last, Shall tariff duties be 
maintained for the avowed purpose of rooting highly paii 
American labor against compe with cheaply labor in 
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coun 2 What wi final answer this ti relent and that we could secure votes enough u: the other side 

2 — ot this „ Ki 3 of the Chamber in favor of a reasonable ay ane wool to carry 
Mr. CULLOM. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator from | the proposition. 7 : x 

New Hampshire I do not suppose that anything I can say upon the subject will 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is no interru have any effect whatever. The matter has been fully presented. 


tion. 

Mr. CULLOM. But I wish to janie whether in his opinion 
if a tariff were made upon the basis of the difference of the cost 
of labor in this country and in other countries, we would or 
would not have sufficient protection to carry on our industries 
in competition with the balance of the world? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That has always been my impression, and 
I have felt that the true Republican principle could eae be 
better enunciated in that way than in any other. That prin- 
ciple was distinctly voted down in the Democratic national con- 
vention of 1892, and the declaration was made instead that all 
protection is contrary to the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from New Hampshire will bear 
with me one word further, I will state that I desire, before the 
consideration of the pending Dill is finally concluded, to give the 
other side a chance to vote it down again if they wish to do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Illinois will give 
them an opportunity, but I have an impression that the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1892 is already obsolete in this Chamber. I 
know of but one Senator on the other side who even professes to 
adhere to it. = 

During this debate the Senator from Missouri[Mr. VEST] has 
confidently predicted the approaching downfall of protection. 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has met the assertion by 
the counter averment that protection is daily growing stronger 
with the American people, and by the prediction that it soon will 
be established permanently and beyond challenge as a part of 
the fixed economic and fiscal policy of the United States. The 
Senator from Maine must be right. 

Whether the ding bill passes or does not I feel sure 
that there will toon overwhelming defeat of the Democratic 

rty which is trying to pass it inflicted at the polls in Novem- 
5 next; that in the Presidential canvass of 1896 both parties 
will pronounce licitly in favor of the protection by tariff du- 
155 1 adasia ara „55 and — — = 

uty of maintaining principle upon-whi parties wi 
then agree, will be intrusted by an enlightened and aroused peo- 
ple to the ever faithful nati Republican party organization. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Ore: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator from Oregon is about to proceed to 
address the Senate, and I thinkit important that we should have 
aquorum. Isuggest the absenceof a quorum. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum be- 
ing suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


m yield to me? 
nator from Oregon 


Aldrich, Dolph, Jones, Nev. Power, 
Allen, Dubois, pach Pugh, 
Allison, Faulkner. dsay, Quay, 
Bate, e, Manderson, 
Berry, Gallinger, Martin, Roach, 
Gall Gib: tchell, Ore; Smith, 
5 son, gon 
Carey, Hansbrough, Murphy, Squire, 
Chandler, ; Stewart, 
Cockrell, Hawley, ` Teller, 
Coke, 3 Patton, Vest, 
Cullom. Hoar, Peffer, Vilas, 
Daniel, Hunton, Perkins, Walsh, 
Davis, Jones, Ark Platt, te. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 
The Senator from Oregon wi 3 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the woolgrowing industry is a great 
industry in the State of Oregon. During the discussion of the pend- 
ing measure I have several times incidentally alluded to that indus- 
try, and I had intended when the woolen schedule was reached to dis- 
cuss it more elaborately. I had collected some statistics and some 

uotations from eminent Americans which I intended to present to 

e Senate in addition to those I have heretofore presented. But I 
have been for the last two days in great doubt whether it would 
answer any useful purpose for me to further discuss the question as 
to whether wool s be placed upon the free list. I have never 
believed that the Democratic majority in this Chamber could be 
induced to keep wool npon the dutiable list. , 

Since I have been a member of the Senate, several times a vote 
has been taken upon the question whether wool should be placed 
npon the free list, and with one or two exceptions, I think with 
but one, in the last eleven years the Democratic side of this Cham- 
ber have voted for free wool. But my friend from Montana [Mr. 
Power] has been confident that the majority in the Senate would 


The statistics of the woolgrowing industry in this country and the 
wool-manufacturing industry have been presented. Ifear no appeal 
which can be made to the fairness and patriotism ef the majority, no 
argument for the protection of this industry, and no showing that 
can be made con the iniquity of protecting the wool-manu- 
facturing industry, the iron and steel industry, the cotton ind A 
and the mannfacturing interests and other i tries of the Sout 
while placing wool upon the free list, will avail. 

The wool industry is doomed. Our Democratic friends have for 
years, in this Chamber, been expressing great solicitude for the 
farmer. They haye been lamenting over the pitiable condition of 
the workingman of this country, and have been denouncing the 
manufacturers and the millionaires of the country. Now, when 
they have an opportunity to legislate in the interests of the farmer, 
they propose to strike a deadly blow, not only to the wool indus- 
5 to nearly all the agricultural interests of this country. 

e Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, in opening the discussion on this measure, 
evidently not familiar with the provisions of the bill, induiged in 
some of the old Democratic rhetoric in regard to the men who haye 
accumulated wealth and have invested their money in the great 
industries of the country which give employment to American 
labor. The Senator from i apparently oblivious to the fact 
that many of the great manufacturing interests of the country will 
be reasonably protected by this measure, and that it is the indus- 
tries of the farmer and the laboring people which are to be stricken 
down by the pending bill, 3 his rhetoric to denounce the 
men who are enga: in carrying on the great industries which 
give employment to labor. I can not do better than to quote what 

i i Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] said inregard 
dep extravagant denunciations of the Senator from Indiana. He 
said: 

I Listened the other day with considerable interest to the distingni 
from Indiana in his fierce denunciations of the le in this coun 
been fortunate enough to accumulate a com H. usted the 
es of abuse in the es which a he 

” he described their “brutal Phe 


st, — — — conduct; he pictured — 
or love of country; he to 
them an intention and willingness to commit perjury and other crimes 
the convict stripes of the peniten are the 
summarily adjudged them ity 


Senator 
who have 


„FFF 
known a one SW 
he co Thome all to overiacting ete sg 
Mr. President, this denunciation by the Senator from Indiana ap- 

rs to have been intended to answer for the whole majority and 

r the whole discussion of the tariff bill. There has been no repe- 
of robber barons, or the people who have grown zich by paternal- 
ofro , or the who have grown - 
ism. The Senator from Iowa (Mr. PERA I think, sha teh day 
or the same day intimated that the Senator from Indiana did not 
know. what the bill centained, and did not understand this bill. 
Sir, the sequel has shown that the Senator from Iowa was correct. 

How ridiculous does this denunciation, this display of rhetoric, 
appa when taken in connection with su nent discussion 
of the bill on the other side of the Chamber, and the ions of 
the bill a bill in which the trusts are provided for; a bill in which the 
iron and steel schedules were made so satisfactory that they passed 
the Senate with scarcely a question, and even an amendment which 
my friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. Quay) offered was 
out a division; a bill so satisfactory to the cotton man 
the cotton schedulo of ten pages was in thirty minutes; a 
bill in which every great industry of South is protected; a bill 
eee eee UDEN PIRRE a bill which has been made sat- 
isfactory to the sugar trust; a bill which gives 83 per cent protection 
to the producers of rice; a bill which applies the doctrine of the 
Democratic party of tariff for revenue only and free raw materials 
to two great products of the Northern agriculturists and laborers, 
to wool and to lumber. 

President Cleveland in his free-trade m e of 1887, followed 
the lead of his distingui 5 and advo- 
cated free Wool. Mr. Manning in his annual report, advocated re- 
form of the tariff and announced the true doctrine of tariff for rey- 
enué only substantially as being a tariff which levies duties upon 
articles like tea and coffee that we do not produce in the United 
States and which do not come into competition with articles of our 
production and admits free, or without protective duties, produc- 


tions which do come in competition with the products of American 
industries. 
The Secrotary of the Treas advocated free wool, but favored 


e reason he said that when a 


a revenue duty upon su; for 
— wa ition wi 


is placed upon any product which comes in competi 
American products, the consumer is compelled, not only to pay a 
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tax upon the product imported into the United States, but the price 
of the domestic product is increased and the consumer is compelled 
to pay a tax uponit. He contended that inasmuch as we only pro- 
duce about one-eighth of the sugar consumed in the United States, 
the tax which the consumer is Fompelled to pay upon the domestic 
roduct is small, and that therefore sugar is a proper subject for 
tion, for the levying of revenue duties. Our Democratic 
friends argue that free wool will not decrease the price of wool, but 
that by the removal of the duties the price will be increased. At 
the same time on every stump they have 75 777 that wool should 
be made free because wool is a product which is used for the manu- 
facture of clothing, used by every citizen of the United States, and 
that placing wool on the free list, by making wool cheap, would 
reduce the price of clothing. 

These contradictory and inconsistent arguments have been heard 
all over the country and in this Chamber. But President Cleveland 
did not deny that placing wool on the free list would reduce its 
price. He said: 

I think it may be fairly assumed that a large proportion of the sheep owned by 
the farmers throughout the country are found in small flocks numbering from 
twenty-five to fifty. The duty on grade of imported wool which these sheep 

ield, is 10 cents each pound if of the value of 30 cents or less, and 12 cents if of 

he value of more than 30 cents. If the liberal estimate of six pounds be allowed 
for each fleece, the duty thereon would be 60 or 72 cents, and this may be taken 
as the utmost enhancement of its price to the farmer by reason of this duty. 
‘hteen dollars would thus represent the increased price of the wool from twen- 
ty-five sheep, and $36 that from the wool of fifty sheep; and at present values this 
addition would amount to about one-third of its price. 


The President, then, basking in panio favor, receiving a salary of 
$50,000 a year, surrounded by all the conveniences and luxuries 
which wealth can procure, paid for by the Government, forgot that 
in thousands and hundreds of thousands of households in the United 
States, $36, which he estimated would be the loss on the wool of 50 
sheep, or at least $72, which he estimated would be the loss on a 
flock of 100 sheep, would probably be an amount. greater than all 
the mone expended by the household for clothing during the year. 
The President treated this depreciation of the products of flocks as 
a trifling matter; but accepting the President’s estimate, which I 
think is too low, placing wool on the free list will cause a serious 
loss to, all the flock-holders in the United States. Let us take the 
President’s figures and make a little calculation. 

Eighteen dollars the President estimates as the loss at the then 
price of wool upon the product of 25 sheep; $36 as the loss on the 
product of a flock of 50 sheep; $72 as the loss on the product E 
100 sheep. Now, we will take larger flocks, and we will reach the 
owners of the flocks in Oregon, the men who are interested and 
engaged in this great industry there. The President’s estimate 
would mean a loss of $720 per annum on 1,000 sheep, of $7,200 per 
annum on 10,000 sheep, of $175,000 per annum on the flocks in Ore- 
gon, estimated at about 2,400,000, and upon the product of the sheep 
in the United States, at the President’s estimate, the loss would be 
over $3,500,000 per annum. - 

Mr. President, the State of Oregon is divided by the Cascade 
Mountains into eastern and western Oregon. Western Oregon con- 
sists of a succession of valleys and mountain sides, of prairies and 
forests. Time was when the sheep industry of western Oregon was 
a great industry, but owing to the increase of population, to the 
utilization of our beautiful valleys for the raising of cereals, for 
fruit orchards, and for hop yards, this industry to-day isprincipally 
conducted in Oregon east of the Cascade Mountains. About one- 
third of the State of Oregon is west of the mountains and about 
two-thirds east. With the rages pe of the slope of the Cascade 
range, of the Blue Mountains, and other spurs of the Cascade range, 
and the Boy Mountain system and a few valleys, eastern Oregon 
is largely within the arid or semiarid regions. 

The area in which agricultural products can be raised without 
irrigation is comparatively small.. But in the large area of eastern 
Oregon, being some 300 miles north and south and nearly 200 miles 
east and west, are vast regions which are suitable for sheep-raising, 
where immense flocks of sheep graze, and if, in the dry season, the 
feed becomes short they are driven up on the mountain sides and to 
the watered valleys, places where they can find food. The wool 
raised in eastern Oregon mainly finds its way to market by being 
transported by wagon to the Columbia River, or to the Oregon 
Railway and Navigation Company’s line, a railroad which extends 
from Portland up the Columbia River some 200 miles or more, to 
Walla Walla and connects with the Northern Pacific, branches off 
at Umatilla, crossing over the Blue Mountains and entering Idaho 
at the boundary of the State. 

Nearly all the wool product of eastern Oregon is grown so distant 
from railroad and water salen arene that it has to be transported 
at great cost a long distance by teams. The product of last year is 
still largely held in the warehouses of eastern Oregon. There has 
been no pares for the product of this year, and if you pass the 
pee bil 151 will perpetuate the present conditions there. It 

been said that near some of the large cities in the East where 
there is a great demand for mutton, sheep-raising may still be prose- 
cuted, but pass the pending bill and the wool industry in Oregon is 
doomed. e sheep will be driven out of the country. They will 
he driven to the slaughter pens. 
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The indu can not be prosecuted with profit. It must be 
remembered that whatever reduction there is made in the price of 
wool comes from the profit of the industry. When President Cleve- 
land was 8 the loss to the farmer by putting wool on 
the free list would be small, not more than pend | of the value of 
the product, he cy that the expense of raising wool would be 
just the same, that the value of the land would continue the same, 
that the cost of feeding the sheep would be the same, that the cost 
of shearing and marketing the product would be the same, so that 
the whole loss caused by the depreciation in the price would come 
out of the profits of the industry; and, with wool at the price it will 
be if this bill passes and wool is placed upon the free list, I repeat, 
the 5 industry in the State of Oregon will be doomed. 

Only those who know something about that country know what 
that means to the prosperity of Oregon. It is the great industry 
of eastern Oregon, as I have said, embracing two-thirds of the area 
of the State; but when the sheep are sold and driven out of the 
State, or driven to the slaughter pens because they can no longer be 
fed and cared for and sheared and their product marketed at a 
profit, not only that industry and all that it has produced, all that 
it has added to the 3 of the zon of the State will be 
gone, the lands that have been occupied for pasturage will lie idle 
and be unprofitable; they can not be turned to any other profitable 
purpose; they are unfit for agriculture unless water can be gotten 
upon them, and the people who are now engaged in the wool indus- 
try will be driven to other employment to compete with those em- 
ployed in our already overcrowded industries. 

Mr. President, in view of the disastrous effect of the destruction 
of this great industry in my State, and in view of the other pro- 
visions of the pending bill, which will strike a deadly blow at 
other great industries of the State, which I have heretofore dis- 
cussed—the provision putting lumber upon the free list, the provi- 
sion reducing the duty upon hops, and the duty upon fruits—if I 
saw any way to defeat this measure I should certainly improve it. 

_But, as I said when I arose to address the Senate, I am becoming 
discouraged. It is whispered around that this bill is likely to come 
to a vote before long, possibly during the present month. IfIhad 
my way, if I could prevent it, the final vote upon the bill never 
should be reached until the people of this country should have 
another opportunity to render a verdict upon the tariff question 
and to say whether they desire the sce 8 law to remain upon 
the statute books or this so-called Wilson bill to be passed. 

Tt is the t Northwest which is to be the greatest sufferer from 
the effect of this bill if it becomes a law. As I have already inti- 
mated, many industries in the South are protected and provided 
for, many of the great industries of the country have been fairly 
protected, and even the woolen mannfacturers, if we are to believe 
statements made upon the other side of the Chamber, are to receive 
considerable protection; and it is argued that the placing of wool 
upon the free list renders a less rate of duty upon imported woolen 
fabrics necessary for them. 


I was interested in the discussion yesterday between the Senator 
from 5 [Mr. GEORGE] and my colleague . MITCHELL] of 
Oregon] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. I really began 
to think that possibly the Senator from Mississippi was relantin = 
and that he intended to vote with us on this side of the Chamber fo 
put some duty upon wool; but when I found what he was driving 
at, when I understood the ropo of his question, that what he 
wanted to know was if wool was given a duty, we on this side of 
the Chamber would insist upon an increase of. the duties upon 
woolen manufactures, I saw that he did not understand the ques- 
tion of the protection of wool at all. 

Mr. President, ample protection of woolen manufacturing is just 
as necessary to the continuance of the woolgrowing industry as a 
protective duty upon wool itself. What good would a duty upon 
woolalone do? Suppose you were to give us even the McKinley 
duty upon wool and remove the duties from woolen manufactures 
do you suppose that would be of any benefit to the woolgrowers¢ 
No, sir. 1 the wool used in this country would come into the 
country manufactured; the woolen manufacturing industry would 
be destroyed; there would be no domestic market for wool, and 
there would be none imported. Domestic wool, if raised, would be 
compelled to find a market abroad where the wool was manufactured. 
It is entirely indifferent to the farmer whether the 160,000,000 
pounds of wool we import comes irito this country unmanufactured or 
whether that amount shall be brought in manufactured. It afects 
the industry the same. - 

The senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], I think it 
was, the other day referred to something I had said about the wool 
industry, and quoted some figures in regard to the woolgrowin 
industry in several of the Southern Sta comparing them wi 
some of the New England States. I presented tables to the Senate 
the other day showing the number of sheep and the number of 
pounds of washed wool and scoured wool in each State of the Union, 
and I then segregated the table, showing the number of sheep in 
the Southern States and the number of pounds of wool produced 
there. I showed that only 20 per cent of the sheep of the United 
States to-day are owned in the Southern States, and nearly cne- 
half of those are owned in the State of Texas, and about the same 


1894. 
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cen’ of the amount of wool was raised there. The single 
Plate of Texas is the only State which is really interested to any 
considerable extent in the question of a duty upon wool. 

I stated the other day that I had heard the argument made that if 
wool were made free of duty there would be large importations of the 
finer wools of Australia and other ray fe countries, and the coarser 
wool of Texas would be in greater demand. The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE], I think it was, suggested to me another matter, 
in substance, that the conditions in Texas are more nearly like to 
those in foreign countries, where wool can be produced cheaply. 
There are large tracts of unoccupied land there, labor is cheap, the 
climate is mild, and it may be supposed that the wool industry in 
Texas can survive, while the industry in other States of the Union, 
the Northern States, where the winters are more severe and land and 
labor are dearer, will be destroyed. 


Mr. President, it has been argued, as I have said, that placing 
wool upon the free list will make it cheaper and make clothing 
cheaper. It will make wool cheaper in the United States for a time, 
and until the industry in the United States is destroyed, but when 
the foreign producer and foreign dealer can control our market it is 
more than likely that the price of wool will be increased; but what 
will our condition then be? The wool industry is an industry of 
slow growth. It hastaken years of patient toil to enable it to reach 
its present condition; but when our sheep are slaughtered, when 
the wool industry is abandoned, and there comes a change of the 
political control of this body, as there will come speedily, and a 
duty is Leh a on wool, then, sir, it will take years of protective 
Say and of care and attention to revive the industry in the United 

tates. 

If our friends upon the other side of the Chamber would consent 
to give us a duty, not a highly protective duty, but such a duty as 
would enable the industry to be 8 without a loss, enable 
the industry to live, prevent the sheep from being slaughtered, and 
leave the industry in a condition to be revived when there is a 
change of policy in regard to it, they would be doing a business- 
like and sensible thing. But, if they now destroy this industry 
and wipe it out, it can not be revived until after many years of 
patient effort and toil. 

We hear a great deal of talk about the prices of clothing. Woolen 
clothing to-day is cheaper in the Uni States than it has ever 
been before in all our history. A month’s wages in the United 
States to-day will buy more woolen clothing than can be bought by 
a month’s wages in any other country under the face of the sun. 

Mr. GRAY. Shoddy, you mean? 


Mr. DOLPH. No, I do not mean shoddy. Inever expect to con- 
vince the Senator from Delaware upon any proposition connected 
with the tariff or concerning any fact in regard to our products in 
the United states or their value. The Senatoris wedded, apparently, 
to free trade; he is wedded to a policy which, as I told him the 
other day, if it had prevailed in his State, would have made the 
great commercial and manufacturing center of his State, now a 
credit to the State and to the nation, a country village. But the 
Senator will persist in his unsound theory, and will not be con- 
vinced, not even by the object lesson which is now afforded to the 
American people by the condition of our industries, brought about 
by the mere threat of free trade. 

Mr. President, I repeat, that a month’s wages in the United States 
to-day will buy more and better clothing than can be bought by a 
month's wages in any other meeps | under the sun. 

I suppose that there are somewhere from 3 to 5 pounds of wool 
used in a suit of clothing. If the duty were 10 cents a pound, that 
would be from 30 to 50 cents reduction in the price of the wool 
which enters into a suit of clothing. If that difference in price 
could be traced from the woolgrower through the commission mer- 
chant and the warehouseman and the wholesale buyer, and the 
manufacturer of cloth and the wholesale cloth merchant, and the 
retail dealer and the clothing manufacturer, and the wholesale 
dealer in clothing and the retail dealer, down to the customer, it 
would be but a trifle; but you might as well attempt to irrigate 
the arid plains of the West by pouring a pail of water on the top 
of the Rocky Mountains as to attempt to trace this difference in 
the price of the wool in a suit of clothing through all the middle- 
men, dealers, and manufacturers from the growers of the wool to 
the man who purchases the clothing. 

Our free-trade friends contend also that if we had free wool we 
could manufacture woolen goods in the United States to supply the 
world’s demand for woolen cloth. That is a most ridiculous propo- 
sition. We never could furnish the foreign markets until we put 
labor in this country upon an equality with the labor of other 
countries. There is imported annually in all countries, besides the 
United States, about $100,000,000 in value of woolen cloth, but we 
import annually from fifty to sixty millions in value at the forei 

rice, and in the neighborhood of from eighty to one hundred mil- 
fion dollars at the domestice price after the duty is paid. We 
should endeavor to secure our own market before we talk about 
securing the foreign market. 

The absurdity of the claim that free wool would enable us to 
secure the foreign market for woolen goods is clearly shown by the 
following, taken from the report of the minority of the House Com- 
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mittee on Ways and Means upon the House bill to place wool on the 
free list in the Fifty-second Congress: 
THE CHIMERA OF ‘FOREIGN MARKETS.” 

The jority of the committee declares that the cheapening of production 
that will follow free wool will enable American manufacturers, Within a reason- 
able time, to sell many grades of woolen goods in troen markets, thus relieving 
them from the embarrassment of overproduction and enabling them to take 
advantage of the world's market. Instead of being limited in their market to 
the een million consumers in this country, would in a few years’ time 
be able to compete successfully with their foreign rivals in supplying the hun- 
dreds of millions of people who patronize the markets of the world.” 

There is no chimera of the free-trader more flimsy and hollow than this one in 
a foreign market for American-made woolen goods. 

Such a market can never be possible to us until we reduce the labor cost in 
woolen goods to the labor cost of similar goods made by the nations which now 
possess these markets. 

In limited lines of cotton goods it is possible to obtain some foothold, the pro- 
portion of labor cost being relatively small, and superior organization and greater 
speed in machinery overcoming the disadvantage of higher wages; but in the 
woolen manufacture these conditions do not and can not exist. 

But the greatest error of the majority lies in its extravagant overestimate of 
the importance of the “world’s market” for woolen goods. The total amount of 
the net importations of woolen goods by all the countries of the globe, exclading 
our own, does not equal $100,000,000 a year: 

The United States in 1890 im $54,000,000 worth of woolen#, foreign valu: 
or about $85,000,000 in duty-paid value; so that that limited portion of the Uni 
States market for woolens which, up to the enactment of the ce law, was 
held by foreigners was nearly equal in volume to the value of the remaining 
available markets of all the world. 

To hold that market for ourselves is worth far more to us, economically, than 
would be the opportunity to contest on equal terms with in gree France, Ger- 
many, and Belgium for the Neb ees “eas markets for which these nations are 
struggling desperately in order that they may possess an outlet for their surplus 

W e 
8 They esteem the American market, which the Democratic party pro to sur- 
render as a free gift to them, worth more than all other markets combined. 

It is worth more to us than any other market, and it can be as well supplied 
by our own as by any other people. 

‘The “open markets” of the world are no longer sufficient to consume the prod- 
nets of the machinery competing for them. There are no such open markets 
sae wus 50 trade in woolen goods could be extended under the fiscal policy 
of the majo: . 

The 8 policy of the United States is now followed, to a greater or less 
degree, by every important nation, Great Britain alone excepted; and Great 
Britain is, by the general ent of her Parliamentary committees and her 
citizens, the chief, and, in fact, the only sufferer from this universal application 
of the principle of a protective policy. 

As was stated by some Senator to-day we produced in the United 
States over 300,000,000 pounds of wool last year and imported 
about 160, 000,000 pounds. With the continued growth of the in- 
dustry, which has taken place since the McKinley law was 
it would be but a short time, if a protective duty were maintained, 
until we would produce all the wool in the United States which is 
consamed here. 

It may not be generally known, but it is true nevertheless, that 
we can raise in the United States as fine wool as can be raised in 
any other portion of the known world. We can raise in California 
and in Oregon as fine wool as can be raised in Australia. I was 
surprised myself, when, as a member of the Senate Committee on 
our Relations with Canada—the committee was taking testimony in 
California and Oregon—I ascertained from experts upon the wool 

uestion that such was the fact. I am told by my friend from 

ansas, now sitting. near me [Mr. PEFFER], that as good wool is 
raised in Kansas as is imported from any quarter of the globe. 

Why should we in view of these facts; why should wein view of 
the fact that we are Inporta largely of wool now, why should 
we in view of the fact that we are now growing 300,000,000 pounds 
of wool in the United States, and the industry is growing and 
the amount of production is increasing; why should we, in view 
of the fact that we have millions of acres of land unsuitable for 
general agriculture, but suitable for sheep-raising; that we have 
vast territories in which this industry can be profitably conducted, 
strike a blow which will destroy the industry? Why should we 
prefer the sheep-raisers of Australia and the Argentine Republic 
and of other foreign countries, where land is cheap and wages are 
low and the sheep require little care, to American citizens? No 
one has answered, and no one can give any satisfactory answer to that 
83 The industry of the farmers of this country is to be 

estroyed in pursuance of a theory only, the theory of free trade. 

The wool manufacturers have not asked it, the farmers have not 
asked it, no class of citizens in this country has asked it. No one 
complains about the price of clothing, but the Democratic party is 
determined, having abandoned their prinniples as to everythin 
else, to hold fast to free lumber and free wool in order that it sh 
not be accused of entirely abandoning its position upon the tariff 
question. < 

Mr. President, it is idle to claim, as some have claimed, that the 
price of wool in the United States will not be decreased by placing 
wool on the free list. The price of wool is fixed in the great mar- 
kets of the world like the price of every other product of labor; it 
is fixed by the world’s supply and the world’s demand, and for 
years—in fact, ever since we have had a duty on wool—the price in 
the United States has been the London price with the duties exacted 
at the custom-house added; but when you put wool on the free list 
the price in London and the price in New York will be the same. 

The Democratic majority in this body has abandoned its platform 
and abandoned Democratic panapos and has protected nearl 
everything except lumber and wool. As I have shown, the Sou 
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has very little interest in the wool question. The pen measure 
proposes duties which give satisfaction to the Carnegies and to all 
the iron and steel manufacturers. The Democratié majority has given 


a reasonable schedule to the cotton manufactures; it proposes to 
maintain a duty upon woolen manufactures. It has shed tears 
over the condition of the poor farmer, and it talked week after week 
and month after month here during all the time the McKinley bill 
was under consideration about the robber barons, the man 

and the money kings—has made provision for the manufacturers and 
for the wealthy people of the country, and proposes to strike this 
deadly blow at-a great industry of the farmers and the laboring men 
of this country. 

I submit a statement in regard to the market for wool in Great 
Britain and the effect of free wool upon the price of wool in the 
United States, taken from the circular of Messrs. Justice, Bateman 
& Co., issued June 1, 1894, I ask the Secretary to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from n? The 
= liears none, and the paper referred. to will be read by the Sec- 
retary. 

The Secretaty read as follows: 

FOREIGN MARKETS. : 

In the event of wool being placed on the free list, it is conceded that London 
ices will be the free-wool erican prices; therefore, unusual interest is taken 
London quotations. Recent advices state tatan aver- 

2 yer sent balay the iaat r 
be ht to'a close to-day, — This 
dition of the London market is a source of surprise, as it has been generally sup- 
that the of wool on the free list in the U3 States 

an advance in markets of the world. Leading London merchants 
that the effect of “free wool” in America — foreign prices has been already 
discounted, and that but for the immedia rospect of a 
American trade, foreign would inevitabh 
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t month was about 
40 cents as against 60 cents previous to March, 1893; so that 60 centa scoured, 
and. upward, may be considered the basis upon which the m clip under 
protection has grown te its present proportions. It now remains to seen 
what will be the condition of the wool industry when prices are adjusted to an 
average seoured basis of 30 cents instead of 60 cents, as heretofore. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hold in my hand a statement of the importations 
of wool, the number of pounds, the value, the duties collected, and 
the rates of duty for fonr years, 1891, 1892, 1893, and 1894. 

In 1891 we imported 129,303, 648 pounds, valued at $18,200,000, and 
we collected in duties $6,500,000 on a cifie duty of 5 cents — 
pound and 354 per cent ad valorem; in 1892 we imported 143,670,652 
pounds, valued at $19,600,000, and the duties collected were $7,750,000, 
with a duty of 54 5 and 39} per cent ad valorem; in 
1893 we imported 168,433,836 pounds, valued at $21,000,000, and we 
collected in duties $8,250,000. Then the duty had been changed by 
the McKinley law to 4.9 cents per pound specifie and 39} per cent 
ad valorem. In 1894 we imported 48,792,168 pounds, valued at 
$6,000,000, upon which $2,300,000 in duties were collected. It will 
be seen that both theimportations and the duties have largely fallen 
off on account of the condition of the country. 

This makes the total importation for the four years 495,200,304 

munds, of the value of 800,000, and the duties collected in the 

‘our years amounted to $24,800. 000. 

Our friends on the other side of the Chamber claim to favor a 
tariff for revenue, but there was a revenue collected from duties 
on imports of wool of $8,250,000 in 1893, which it is now proposed 
to throw away. 

I have also a statement showin 
wool during the same period. 
statement in full. 


the imports of manufactures of 
shall insert in the RECORD the 


The statement referred to is as follows: 


I of wool and manufactures of wool for fiscal years ending June 30, 1891- 
, under the McKinley HA 8 collected on 


with amount of duſies 


The figures for 1894 are all estimates based on the reported imports fé 
nine oh of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894. 3 
This $24,900, collec 


000 duties ted on wool are, the bill, to be given 

away F ee a 
This $127,400,000 duties collected on woolen manufactured goods, which are 
almost — f luxuries nsed by the wealthy classes, — Py. the pending 
bill to be reduced two-thirds, thus making a to the wealthy classes of over 
$80,000,000. This loss of revenue of over 600,000 heretofore collected, 
the McKinley law, on wool and woolens is to be re’ by a tax on sugar, a 
— e o, the per capita consumption of w. is as great by the poor as 


All this revenue is to be abandoned ata time when the Govern- 


ment needs it for the payment of expenses. 
Mr, 3 (at 6 . p. m.). Will the Senator from Ore- 
n me? 


Mr. DOLPH. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. Isit the desire of the Senator from Oregon to 
conclude his remarks this evening? 

Pein DOLPH. It is entirely immaterial to the Senator from 
regon. 

Mr. QUAY. The usual time of adjournment has arrived. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator from Oregon has not con- 
cluded his remarks upon this subject, and as he has never been 
heard before on the tariff question, I think he ought to have the 
fullest 8 to be heard. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PH. The Senator from Tennessee is very kind, and 
I am very greatly obliged to him. 

Mr. HARRIS. I knew the Senator would be, and he oughtto 
be, for I have endured almost beyond the point of human endur- 
ance. I hope the Senator will proceed. 

' Mr. QUAY. I desire to mention to the Senator from Tennes- 
see that I understood the Senator from Oregon to state that he 
does not desire to conclude his remarks this evening. 

Mr. HUNTON. The Senator from Oregon said it was imma- 
terial to him whether he concluded this evening or not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope he will conclude. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
The question is on the motionof the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered,and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he 
were present I should vote yen.“ 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called.) Iam paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON], but i transfer 
my pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and vote 


Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
JARVIS], who is detained from the Senate by reason of sickness 
in his family. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I inquire if the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. McMILLAN] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan 


has not voted. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I am ed with that Senator, and 
he were present I should vote 


therefore withhold my vote. 
te 
Mr. BRICE. I transfer my with the junior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] to the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. TRBy] and vote “nay.” 
L. Lam with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] with the privilege of voting to make a quorum. I 
shall not vote unless I find that my vote is necessary for that 


ur 
p Mr. DANIEL grias having voted in the negative). I dis- 
cover that the from Washington [Mr. Squire], with 
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whom I am paired, has not voted.. I therefore withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. CARRY: (after having: voted in the affirmative), I am 

red with the Senator from Wisconsin: [Mr. MITCHELL], and 
esire to withdraw my votes- 

Mr. FRYE. [Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN]; who is detained: from the Chamber by ill- 
ness, and therefore withhold: my vote: 

Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the negative). Linguire: 
ifthe Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has voted?’ 

„F OFFI The Senator from Maine has 
not voted. 


Mr. RANSOM. I beg leave to withdraw my vote; as I am B 


paired with that Senator.. If there is not a quorum, however, I 


shall feel at liberty to vote. 

The result was-announced—yeas-16, nays 33; as follows: 

YBAS—i6- 
Aldrich, . Dol Jones, Nev. Platt, 
9 Guliwer, Mitchell, Oregon Power, 
Cullom, Hawley, Perkins; Shoup. > 
NAYS—33. 

Allen, George, McLaurin, Stewurt, 
Bate. Gibsons Martin, Turpie, 
Blach Gra Murphy; Nilas 

ac 7 A ; 
Brice. a i Banger, Walah, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Coke, le, 
Faulkner. yi Smithy 

NOT VOTING—2. 

pi àn Ditvois, 8 uay; 
Call," Gorman; McPherson, Sherman, 
Camden. Hale, Manderson. Squire, 
Cameron, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis: Tetler, 
Carey, Hill, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hoar; Morrill, Washburn, 
Davis; Irby; Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Dixon. Jarvis, N, Wolcott: 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING-OFFIGER. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 


Mr. QUAY.” Mr. President 

The PRESIDING-OFFICER.. Does the Senator from Oregon. 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. QUAY called for the yeas and nays: 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proeeeded 
to call the roll. ; 5 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). Lam paired 
witb the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” - 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont. [Mr. MORRILL], otherwise 1 should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called), Lam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and therefore re- 
frain from voting. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Lagain announce, 
for the evening, that I have transferred my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Towa [Mr. WILSON], who will stand paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARVIS], and I vote nay.“ 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mo- 


5 
Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). L transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Isl [Mr. Drxon] to 
the senior Senator from. Indiana [Mr. VooORHEES], and vote 
nay. 

The roll call was.concluded. i 

Mr, CAREY. I desire to announce that am paired with the 
junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

~ Mr. TURPIE. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
mr: Davis], but Lam at liberty to. vote to make quorum.. I 
vote nay. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative}, I 
am paired. with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MiLLSI, 
who has not voted, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DANIEL.. In order to make a quorum; I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CALL. I am authorized to vote in the absence of a 
8 and I vote “nay.” 


LANCHARD.. Under the pair I Have with the Senator | 


from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], I reserved the right to vote 


to make a quorum, and I vote nay.” s 
The t. was announced—yeas 10, nays 34; as follows: 
YBAS—i0. 
Alliso’ Hawley, Pat Shoup, 
Gulom, Jones Ner. Perkins, 
Dolph, Mitchell, 
NAYS—3t 
Kyle, Smith, 
Bate, Daniel, y; Stewart, 
Faul A MeLaurin, — 2 s 
Blanchard, Gibso; Murphy; Vilas, 
Brice, Gordon, Palmer, Walsh, 
Caffery, Gray, Pasco, White. 
Call, Peffer, 
Cockrell, Huntom; Roach, 
NOT VOTING—I. 
Aldrich, Gorman, McPherson; Ransom, 
Butler, Hale, anderson, 
Hansbrough, Squfre,.- 
Cameron, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Carey, $ organ, Voortees; 
Donte Hoar; 58 Washburn, 
a Irby, ttigre x 
Dixon; Jarvis, Power, Wolcott. 
Dubois,. Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
. Lodge, Pugh; 
Gallinger, McMillan, Quay, 
So the motion was not to. s r 
The PRESIDING OFFI The Chair recognizes the Sen- 


ator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. H Will the Senator from Oregon yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will. 

Mr. HARRIS: Mr. President, sinee the 2d day of April I 
have urged, as earnestly as I knew how to urge, the making 

rogress with and the final disposition of this bill, not because 1 
any. personal interest in it, but because the business of the 
country is paralyzed and will remain paralyzed until the country: 
is 8 of what the rates of tariff taxation are to be in the 
future. I have at no time sought or desired or been willing to 
subject any Senator to any inconvenience; but I have all the 
time thought, as I think now, that Senators can better aflord to 
subject themselves to some ht inconvenience, to some slight 
diseomfort, than to'continue indefinitely this uncertainty that. 

yzes business and distresses the whole country. 

I had desired this evening that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH] should conclude his remarks. I had an understanding 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], so far as 
two Senators could control the question, that we should take the 
vote upon the question of free wool. before adjournment. He 
and I have been thwarted in our hopes. Is it possible now to 
get an understanding and an agreement as to the time when we 
cani get a voteupon thatquestion? I should beexceedingly glad 
to do so. 

Mr: ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee 
has stated what took place between him and me in regard toa. 
desire to reach a vote upon the pending amendment in regard 
to free wool this evening; and he has stated that we have 
been disappointed in our efforts in that direction. I have been: 
trying during the day, as the Senator knows, to get the floor for 
a short speech. I think the debate upon this particular part of 
the woolen schedule is practically exhausted, or nearly so: I 
know of no Senator, except the Senator from 8 and me; 
who desires to be heard, and I shallinot. detain the Senate a 
great while. 

Iam inclined to think that to-morrow morning we may be able: 
to come to an agreement as to the time when the final vote shall 
be taken u this part of the schedule. 

Mr. RIS. the Senator from Rhode Island does not 
propose to consume much time, possibly the Senator from Ore- 
gon might give us some idea as to about how much time he will 
desire to consume. 

Mr. DOLPH. I can not determine that to-night, Mr. Presi- 
dent. II it will suit the convenience of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee any better, I might conclude this speech- to-night and 
make another in the morning; but my present intention is not 
to continue at any great length. Ido not, pie he er to 
agree at any time when I am in the Chamber, when that matter 
is brought up, as to the time when a vote shall be taken upon 
this schedule. 

This isa matter in which the people of my section of the coun- 
try are vitally interested, and we would a t. deal sooner suf- 


grea’ 

fer some inconvenience until the 4th of March next rather than. 
have a great industry in our State destroyed for to comes 
Th as to how long. L should take when L 
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rose, and I have not now any definite idea how long it will take 
me to finish. 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave no doubt that, if the Senate adjourns at 
present, there will be an agreement reached to take a vote to- 
morrow. I do not doubt it, though, of course, I am not able to 
guarantee it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My impression is that, after the Senator 
from Oregon shall have concluded, we may be able to fix a time 
at which a vote can be taken at some hour to-morrow, not late 
in the day. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that that 
pron is the best arrangement which can be made; that we 

d better adjourn now, and to-morrow, after the Senator from 
Oregon shall have concluded, try to make an arrangement for 
a vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr, President, perforce, and not by inclina- 
tion, I am compelled to submit to the inevitable. I think, how- 
ever, I shall avail myself of this occasion to say that, after three 
days consumed on this particular schedule, not to mention the 
months which have been consumed in the same general charac- 
ter of debate, I hope we shall make progress to-morrow; and, if 
we do not, I hope that no Senator will complain, not even the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], in the liberality and 
kindness and generosity of his heart, or the Senator from Ore- 

‘on, with all his volubility, if he will pardon me, if I ask the 
Bonate to stay here to-morrow without regard to time until we 
have made some progress with the bill. 

I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 25 minutes p. 
ct pond Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 15, 1894, 
at 10 o'clock a, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 14, 1894. 


The House met ati2o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E, B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LUCY A. M. JONES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from 
the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting theifindings of the 
court in the case of Lucy A. M. Jones vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


ELY MOORE AND DANIEL WOODSON, 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask that the Committee on Appropriations 
be discharged from the further consideration of Executive Docu- 
ment No. 221, and that the same be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The title of the document was read, as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a com- 
munication from the Second Comptroller, with enclosures certifying for an 
appropriation the amounts found due E)y Moore and Daniel Woodson un- 

_ der the joint resolution approved April 2, 1894. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change of reference 

asked by the gentleman from Texas will be made. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were severally read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (S.1390) providing an additional circuit judge in the 
eighth judicial circuit; 

A bill (S. 1478) providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
seventh judicial circuit, and for other{purposes; and 
A bill (S. 1813) providing an additional circuit judge in the 
ninth judicial circuit. 
£ LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. WOLVERTON, for this day, on account of business, 

Mr. LYNCH. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the committees. 

AMERICAN REGISTRY FOR STEAMER MARGARITA. 

Mr. PIGOTT, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6986) to pro- 
vide for the American registry of the steamer Margarita; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port orderr d to be vrivted, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. MADDOX, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. O'NEIL 
of Massachusetts in the chair) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6913), making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose yesterday an 
amendment had been offered by the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. COFFEEN], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 4, on page 45, the following: 

For the purpose of conducting negotiations with the Shoshone and Ara 
aho Indians for the sale and relinquishment of certain portions of their 
reservation in the State of Wyo! to the United States; under the charge 
of acommissioner to be appoin 8 the Secretary of the Interior, there 
shall be appropriated the sum of $2,000, to be immediately available, the re- 
muneration of said commissioner not to exceed & per day, and necessary 
traveling expenses: And provided further, That any a ment entered into 
for said lands shall be ratified by Congress before it omes binding.” 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, was a point of order made on 
that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, A point of order was reserved. 

Mr. MADDOX, I now make a point of order against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, on 
the ground that the amendment involves new legislation and in- 
creases appropriations. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Lhope that point of order will be withdrawn. 
If the Chair will indulge me a moment, I wish to say that this 
matter was ede by the Committee on Indian Affairs this 
morning, and it was agreed (I think the chairman of the com- 
mittee will so state) that the point of order should be waived 
and the amendment allowed to come in. Am I not correct in 
that statement [to Mr. HOLMAN]? 

Mr. HOLMAN, That was the view of the members of the 
committee who were present. I hope my friend from Georgia 

Mr. Mappox]willallow the amendment to come in. The amount 
nvolved is very small. 

Mr. MADDOX. I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is insisted upon, and 
the Chair sustains it. There was also pending yesterday an 
amendment offered by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting at the end of line8 e 45, the following: 

“ Provided, That a pum not to . —. 35000 Tay DO sed 11 completing 
three artesian wells at Pine Ridge, Rosebud, and Standing Rock Aronen 


this amount in addition to thesum appropriated for that purpose by act o 
March 3, 1893." 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Has the point of order been reserved 
upon that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been, 

Mr. PICKLER. By advice of the committee I ask leave to 
withdraw the amendment at this place, and offer it at its proper 
place, in line 18, on page 32. 

The CHAIRMAN. The same amendment? 

Mr. PICKLER. The same amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is suggested by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to recurring to page 32, 
line 18, for the purpose of considering the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from South Dakota at that point? 

Mr. MADDOX. Whatis the request? 

The CHAIRMAN. To recur to page 32, line 18. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman that this money 
comes out of the Sioux fund, and is for the benefit of their com- 
mon schools. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. This is the same amendment 
that was objected to at another place, and the gentleman only 
asks now that it be considered where it properly belongs. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Is there objection to recurring to the paga 
and line indicated for the purpose of considering the amend- 
ment? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment will be reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let us have a vote. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, there was an understand- 
ing between the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and myself last evening in reference to the amendment that I 
offered on page 44 after line 18. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tho Chair will state the present under- 
standing relative to the amendment of the gentleman. 
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Mr. MADDOX. Before that let me ask if the point of order 
is considered as pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isuggest to my friend from Washington that 
this subject has been referred to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, and I presume we will have an answer in an hour or 
two. Iask, therefore, that it go over temporarily. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I simply wanted an understanding, Mr. 
Chairman, that we would recur to this when the information is 
obtained from the Department. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let it be passed over inform- 
ally, with the privilege of recurring to it hereafter. : 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to passing over the 
paragraph and the amendment temporarily, to be recurred to 
hereafter? 

Mr. MADDOX. It is understood that the point of order is 
reserved: otherwise I will insist on immediate action. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be reserved. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph at the bottom of page 44 
has been passed over to be recurred toagain. The Chair will 
call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
to the paragraph, as it was passed over at his request. No 
amendment nding. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word 
simply for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee 
a question. I wish to inquire why in this paragraph, which pro- 
vides an appropriation for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
the Indians, the committee has seen proper to reduce the amount 
from $40,000 for the current year to 830,000 in the next year? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Illinois must see that 
this work is being completed, and that so large an appropriation 
will not be constantly required. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Being completed? 

Mr. HOLMAN. You do not Reopens to appropriate $40,090 
every year for work that is gradually approaching completion? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. BES r. Chairman, from the 
reading of the report of Mr. Donaldson, who made the Indian 
census, one of the most intelligent men and best informed in 
this country on that question, it would seem that we are just be- 
ginning the work. It ought to be done with discretion, but 
there are certain reservations where the allotment ought to be 
speedily completed, according to his report; and I am inclined to 
think he is correct, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I have read the report of Mr. Donald- 
son very carefully. What particular reservation does the gen- 
tleman refer to? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, some reservations in the 
Northwest? 

Mr. HOLMAN, After looking over the ground carefully, the 
committee were of the opinion that 330,000 was sufficient. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What portion of this bill are 
we discussing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The last paragraph on page 44. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. as there an understanding 
to return to fhat? 

The CHAIRMAN. There was, last night. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. All I desired to know was 
where we are at.” 5 $ 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. e are at the last paragraph on 


age 44, 
p Mr. WILSON of Washington. Iam much obliged tothe gen- 
tleman for the information. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before making a material motion 
having moved to strike out the last word—I wish to ask whether 
the Indian Bureau agrees with the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The estimate of the Department is $40,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What does the Indian Commis- 
sioner or the Secretary of the Interior say about it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. He makes no special recommendation, but 
estimates $40,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the committee fixed the 
amount at $30,000. > 

Mr. HOLMAN. Which is the amount that we believe to be 
necessary, owing to the present progress of the work. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois is familiar enough with the preparation of 
appropriation bills to know that while you generally follow the 
estimates, you must at the same time assume that the commit- 
tee in preparing a bill will exercise some discretion in such 
matters. The amount here appropriated is in the judgment of 
the committee ample. If the gentleman, however, desires to 
move an increase he can do so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not want it increased one 
cent. I would rather seeit reduced, or stricken out entirely, if 
it can be without injustice to the service; and all I am seckin 
te learn is, inasmuch as we have entered upon the allotment o 


lands to Indians in severalty, whether the decrease of this 
amount by $10,000 will cripple the service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, the committee think not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand the committee think 
not, but that is arbitrary. How full have the inquiries been? 
What reservations are being allotted? What allotments will 
the $30,000 complete? Does this appropriation drag this ma- 
chinery along for the benefit of hungry politicians, who hold 
places from year to year? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Certainly the taking off of $10,000 would 
not have that effect. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, but there area certain num- 
ber of them in the service now. Is it proposed to give them 
lifetime jobs instead of giving what the Bureau estimates for, 
and completing the work as it ough to be completed? Now, I 
donot know. I simply ask, and I get the reply that the com- 
mittee are of such and such an opinion. I have great respect 
for the committee, but I want the facts. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, since the bill was printed it 
has been carefully examined by the Indian Office, and no sugges- 
tion came for an increase of the $30,000. The office did suggest 
increases in all the items which it considered too small or which 
would interfere with the service, but this item was not men- 
tioned, and hence we take it that this amount was satisfactory 
to the office. i 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, one word upon 
this item of the bill. I desire to say that as a member of the 
minority of the committee, I think the appropriation should be 
$40,000, for the following reasons: It is a well-known fact that 
we have been proceeding from year to year to make allotments 
of Indian lands in severalty. It is also well known that we have 
never had sufficient funds to carry out the work with the rapid- 
ity that was desirable. Now, owing to the fact that we have 
not sufficient funds, the matter has been delayed at various In- 
dian agencies throughout the country, and it has cost the Gov- 
ernment more money to turn back after a few allotments have. 
been made, and endeavor to complete the work than it would to 
appropriate the whole amount and complete it with rapidity on 

è various reservations. 

The work has been delayed for years at the Mission Agency, 
in Southern California. At the Yakima Reservation, in my 
State, the allotments have been goingon for two or three years 
and could have been closed up last year entirely if we ha had 
the money. At the Colville Reservation 1,500,000 acres are to 
be allotted, but can not be allotted at all, because there are not 
sufficient funds to goforward and make theallotments. I think 
the appropriation ought to be the amount estimated by the De- 
partment, and I shall so vote, if opportunity is afforded me. 

Mr, Chairman, the amount for survey and subdivision of In- 
dian reservations and of lands to be allotted to Indians of $15,000 
is entirely too small. The recommendationof the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs upon this subject is as follows: 


Surveying and alloting Indian reservations (page 46, line 13), $15,000. 


These are those reservations on which allotments are nowin ‘ess, the 
3 of which are defrayed from this a tion—the on, in 
California, and the Lower Brule and Rosebud uth Dakota. It is prob- 


able that the work on the first will be brought to a close early in the next 
5 year, but on the other two it will not be completed before the close of 
that year. 

The expenses of each allotting agent, including his per diem, a surveying 
corps, and incidentals, amounts to about $8,000 per annum, so that the en- 
tire amount of $15,000 will be required to prosecute the work on the two res- 
e this 8 tion th f all bound: uty paid 

om this appropriation the expenses o; undary sutveys are as 
well as the cost of subdivi lands in the several Siouxreservations. The 
entire sum of $15,000 could be advantageously expended in making surveys 
on the Pine Ridge, Standing Rock, and other Sioux reservations, which 
have been urgently recommended by the agents in ¥ 

Wherever allotment work iscommenced onan Indian reseryationit should 
be prosecuted to completion without interruption, as any other course 
ie iad stag onthe part of the Indians, and frequently necessitates doing 

e work over ag: 

The amount estimated for ($25,000) was the lowest sum this office believed 
to be necessary, and is the same as that appropriated for the current year, 
which was found to be insufficient. 

Istrongly recommend that this item be increased to $25,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
WILSON] moves to strike out thirty“ and insert ‘‘forty.” The 
question is on the amendment, 

The amendment of Mr. WILSON of Washington was rejected. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ practical farmers and 
practical stockmen in addition to the agency farmers now employed, at 


wa not exceeding $75 each per month, to superintend and direct f 
sa 6 among such Indians as are making effort for self- support, 


Mr. BOWERS of California. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to amend the text. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. My amendment will not inter- 
fere with the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 
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TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemen from California[Mr. Bow- 
rns offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 8 

On page 45, line 14, strike out the word “seventy and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “five,” 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, here is a section 
that appropriates 870,000. I believe that not a single good rea- 
son exists for the appropriation of a penny of that money. Ac- 
cording to its terms, that appropriation would hire seventy- 
seven farmers for twelve months inthe year. It wouldhire one 
hundred and fifty farmers for six months. Now, these one hun- 
dred and fifty farmers are to be in addition to the agency farm- 
ers. I want toask the honorable chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs [Mr. HOLMAN], who has this bill in charge, 
if he knows how many agency farmers are now employed? 

Mr. HOLMAN. About sixty, I think. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Then we will baye two hundred 
and ten farmers. What for? Now everyman must speak on 
this subject from his own observation, or know , derived 
in his own locality. I pro to speak upon this subject from 
what I know about it in my cpap There are several Indian 
reservations in my district. We do not have any of these farm- 
ers that I know of in connection with reservations in Southern 
California. Why, in that country we hire the Indians for farm- 
ers. The stockmen and cattlemen hire them for vaqueros, and 
those Indians who are hired can teach every one of these politi- 
cal farmers, and giye them all points in the business for which 
they are ostensibly appointed. 

Mow, then, whatare yougoing toteach them? To plantcorn! 
Why, God bless your soul, they planted corn before Columbus 
discovered America, [Laughter.] And many of these political 
farmers at $75 per month would not know whether the corn 
grew on the tassel or on the top. 

A MEMBER. Or at the root. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They know no more about that 
than they do about growing peanuts, capers they may know 
something about growing them. Now, what are you going to 
teach them? How are you to keep them employed for twelve 
months? Are you going toteach them to cultivate corn? Why 
they did that before the Indian Bureau existed. Why, whether 
the Republican party or the Democratic party were in, with 
both parties these tions are simply soft places, where we re- 
ward our men; and that is all there is of it. 

Why not just call it that? Ifthey are there to be bosses of 
servants, to aid the Indian agents, why not call them so? The 
whole of this farming business is nonsense; there is nothing in 
it. Here we see now 210 farmers for the whole year. hy, 
you only plant corn fora month or so. You are going to teach 
the Indian how to plant corn! It is ridiculous! One Indian can 
teach another. You can teach them to do it in away, but the 
whole isa simple steal. We had a bill up here the other 
day providing for the payment of $200, an honest debt of the 
United States, and you kicked like a lot of bay steers; but here 
you give away ee both parties wantit. The Re- 


ublican party expect to have that little billet pretty soon, but 
t is all viens f 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Will the gentleman al- 


low me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Corde 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. ve not these appro- 
priations been made heretofore? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They have always been made. 
Right along we have provided these places. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Have you been objecting 
to it? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Why, yes. You will find that 
ever since I have been here I have been objecting to it. I be- 
lieve that the Indians of Southern California have not been ben- 
efited by the efforts of the Indian Department. I believe the 
system and the policy of the Indian Bureau (even if carried out 
with absolute honesty, and as to that we know it is not, and 
never has been) is wrong; Sg a its first teaching—and that 
is in teaching the Indians that the Government must support 
and take care of them. That is what the Indians have been 
taught everywhere. 

In my own county a white man, a citizen of the United States, 
filed on 160 acres of land in accordance with law, lived on it for 
over four pas and until near the time for finalentry. During 
this time he employed the Indians on the adjacent Indian reser- 
vation to do much of the work, and them forit. He cleared 
100 acres, planted 10 acres in o „and as much more in 
He built 2 miles of fence, a good house, and other im- 
ie mala He expended in various ways nearly or quite 


A few months before the time when under the law he could 
make final entry, by an executive order the Indian reservation 


was floated over his land and the reservation enlarged to take 
in his home. He was ordered off his land, out of his house, and 
the Indian i cop pee took possession of his home and farm. 
It placed one Indian on it and gave him the house to live in. I 
I saw the place two years after it was turned over to this In- 
dian. The fences were down. The agent had ordered the In- 
dian toroll up the wire and place it in the barn. The orchard 
was then nearly destroyed; the vineyardalso. Neither had been 
cultivated or cared for, and to-day both are blotted out and have 
disappeared. One and one-half acres of the 100 cleared had been 
scratched over and planted to barley. Outside of that the whole 
ps was goin k toits primeval state. It is now to be al- 
otted to the PREPO A more deliberate, cowardly, inexcusable 
robbery was never committed by any one person, corporation, 
or government upon a citizen than the robbery committed by 
the Executive of this Government, at the instance of the Indian 
Buroni upon Charles Hensley, of El Capitan, San Diego County, 


I believe the condition of the Indians of Arizona, of New Mex- 
ico, of California, have not been improved under the Indian Bu- 
reau, butthatthey were better farmers before the Indian Bureau 
existed than now, because they knew they must support them- 
selves. Now they have been taught that they are tho wards” 
of the country and this sarah has had a demoralizing ef- 
fect. It has removed the incentive to work and support them- 


selves. 

. TALBERT of South Carolina. I only asked for infor- 
mation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has expired. 

Mr. BOW. of California. Mr. Chairman, I have not oc- 
cupied much time, and I ask unanimous consent for five minutes 
more on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Californiaasks unani- 
mous consent that his time may be extended for five minutes. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I did not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. A gentleman on this side objected. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I ask, then, to have permission 
to print an extension of remarks in the RECORD? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gen- 
tleman from California will be satisfied with permission to print 
the remainder of his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the request. The 
gentleman from South Dakota requests unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from California may extend his remarks in the 
RECORD. Is there objection? 

Objection was made on the Democratic side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The gentleman from 
South Dakota is re A 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I trust this appropriation 
will remain inthe bill. 1 donot understand how gentlemen can 
talk one day about practical education of the Indians and then 
the next day turn around and absolutely cut out the appropria- 
tion that makes education practical. In my opinion there is no 
more practical n in the bill than this, which pro- 
vides the means for farmers and for stock-raisers. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Can you tell me where there 
are twenty of them employed. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
where they are employed. z ‘ 

Mr. PICKLER. I think I have the floor. They are employed 
on all the agencies; and I want to say to the gentleman from 
California, as much as he says about the political farmers, I think 
they are practical farmers that are appointed, and none other 
can be appointed. The gentleman is speaking about the condi- 
tion in California. Now, in my State,where there are 20,000 
Sioux Indians, we have large tribes, and there is not a farmer 
who can teach them in an hour how to farm there as the gentle- 
man of California claims can be done. We have any amount of 

rasses on the plains; if we could use these Indians we could util- 
ize and make those grasses valuable. We want practicalfarmers; 
men who understand stock-raising; men who are well informed in 
regard to farming, and who are stock-raisers. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I would like to know who was 
there first? 

Mr. PICKLER. Stock-raising is something that the Indian 
naturally takes to [laughter] more than he would to raising 
corn, 

Mr. COOMBS. Or to raising scalps. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom New York will be 
inorder. The tleman from South Dakota has the floor. 

Mr. PIC . Gentlemen, this talk of scalping may be 
amusing to you; but if you gentlemen FA results 
this appropriation you can not get it any better than by having 


I defy the committee to tell 


1894. ees CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 6295 


these practical farmers. I was saying that the Indian would 

refer to raise stock; and I will also state that in that country 
2 may not be developed in many places, nor profitable in 
some places. This isa great service for them, to teach them, 
and I think it is a thing that should be en in them. 
We want them to have these practical farmers; men who know 
something about raising stock. 

I know that the farmers out in my country give very valuable 
instructions to the Indians. The farmer makes hisrounds from 
farm to farm and teaches the Indians all about running their 
wagons and keeping them in repair; all about running their 
plows and sharpening them, and all about harrowing; all about 
everything connected with farming, planting, cultivating, and 
harvesting, and I say that this is one of the most beneficial ap- 
po ET in the way of practical results that is provided for 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman tell what 
are the going wages for farmers in that part of the country 
where ae hired? 

Mr. PICKLER. The wages for farm hands in my county are 
$25 a month and board, and the amount provided in this bill, 
where the farmer travels and boards himself, is very little if 
any more than we pay farm hands in my county. This is notan 
extravagant appropriation. It is not à cent more than these 
farmers are worth. It is a reasonable appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent that all debate 
on this paragraph close in five minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Chairman, this is a very practical ques- 
tion, and I trust that this committee will not strike out the a; 
propriation. The idea that this is a waste of money is ce y 
amistake. I live on the borders of three Indian reservations 
where, twelve years ago, there was scarcely an acre of land cul- 
tivated by an Indian, and now under the system providing for 
farmers to instruct the Indians in the methods by which they 
can earn a living from the land, the Crow Creek Reservation 
to-day has at least two hundred Indians who are cultivating 
farms all the way from ten to one hundred acres of land each, 
and doing it successfully. They have been taught by these 
farmers to cultivate their lands. They have been taught the 
methods of farming; they have been taught the lessons of econ- 
omy and of industry, and all this instruction tends to elevate 
the Indian, and bring him up to that position that we desire to 
have him attain. 

Nof only that, but they have been taught the rulesof business 
through these farmers. These men have gone from farm to 
farm and have instructed the Indians how to use their imple- 
ments, how to keep them in re , how to take care of them, 
and when they have raised their crops they have been taught 
how to market them, and I have seen a line of twenty or thirty 
Indian wagons loaded with the produce of their own farms, 
which they had raised through the instructions they had re- 
ceived at these agencies. To discontinue this appropriation 
would be to set those Indians back. It is a great mistake to at- 
tempt to economize at this particular point. Those Indians are 
now 5 to adopt the methods of husbandry that is prac- 
ticed among the whites, and the policy of the Government should 
be = encourage and continue that progress and not to discour- 

eit. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does not the gentleman 
think that it would be better to wipe out this appropriation 
and save that much money, and let those Indians who wish to 
work at farming go and hire themselves to practical farmers? 
It seems to me that the farming education they would get in 
that way would be much more practical, while at thesame time 
the Government would be saved this expense. 

Mr. LUCAS. I think not; for this reason. These Indians 
are on reservations generally far removed from white farmers, 
and it would not be practicable to separate them from their fami- 
lies and distribute them among the white farmers. 

Mr. PICKLER. And there are no white farmers there. 

Mr. LUCAS. No. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is there not a scarcity of 
farm labor? 

Mr. LUCAS. No. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. The white farmers hire the In- 
dians in our country. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why, Mr. Chairman, in the country the gen- 
tleman is talking about there are two thousand Indians on the 
reservation and there are no white farmers around them at all. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct. These Indians are living upon 
their own lands which have been allotted tothem. Theyare liv- 
ing there with their families. They are learning to cultivate 
their lands to advantage, and the object of this appropriation is 
te continue to instruct them in farming methods, and in m 
opinion it is one of the most meritorious appropriations in this 


bill, because the instruction for which it provides tends to make 
the Indian entirely dependent upon lf. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from California Mr. BOWERS] to strike out seventy” 
before the word ‘‘ thousand,” and insert fl ve.“ 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 8, noes 84. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
an amendment to perfect the text. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 45, after line 4, addas follows: “and no person shall be employed 
as such farmer or s an who has not been at least five years pre- 
ine to such employment practically engaged in the occupation of farm- 

Mr. HUNTER. That is the law now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order that that is the 
lawand has been ever since the Forty-eighth Congress, if [ re- 
member correctly. However, to save time, if the gentleman 
irom Illinois will consent to a vote, I will withdraw the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There can not be any debate upon the 
question because the committes has already by unanimous con- 
sent closed debate on this paragraph. 

mere CANNON of Illinois. I do not think debate is closed on 
this. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment, 
and the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Task fora division. I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may have two minutes to explain this 
amendment. 

Mr. MADDOX. I object. 

Mr. CANNON of lllinois. Then, Mr. Chairman, let us have 
a division. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I ask that the amend- 
ment be again read, and let us have order so that it may be 
heard. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask to be allowed two minutes to 
explain this amendment. 

r. HOLMAN. I have no objection to the amendment, ex- 
cept that it is the law now. 
; Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ah, but you left it out of the bill 
ast year. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that he be allowed to speak for two minutes. 

Mr. MADDOX. I object. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois, there were—ayes 60, noes 58. 

Mr. MADDOX. Task for tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This provision is now the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Mappox]ask for tellers? 

Mr. MADDOX. Ido. 

2 of ** Too late!“ 

. WILSON of Washington. I make the point of order that 
the request of the gentleman from Georgia comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 25 voting in favor thereof. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars” in line 14, page A ; 

“Provided, That such practical farmers and practical stockmen shall be 
appointed from the State or Territory in which said agency is located." 

Mr. MADDOX. L raise a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia makes a 
point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The gentleman from Washington [Mr. WILSON] moves to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph has been ex- 
hausted. The committee, by unanimousconsent, agreed to close 
debate on the raph; and debate is not now in order. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, Mr. Chairman, I may 
have been in fault, but I did not hear 

[Cries of Read!“ Read!“ 

Mr. MADDOX. L insist that the gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. e gentleman from Georgia 
will make nothing by his haste. 

The CHAIRMAN. ee ee from Washing ton does 
not wish to violate the rules of the House 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly not. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Or the agreement entered into by the 
Committee of the Whole. y 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But I wish to state that I did 
not hear, nor do I think members around me heard, the request 
put by the Chair for unanimous consent to close debate on this 
paragraph. And further, it is a well-known fact— 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, under the rules, can not allow 
this debate. : 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Very well, I will get in what 
I have to say on this subject if it takes all day and twenty days 


more. 
1 855 CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the 
b f 


ll. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ suitable persons as 
matrons to teach Indian girls in housekeeping and other household duttes, 
ata 22 — to exceed per month, and for furnishing necessary equip- 
men 000. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. I move to amend by striking 
out the last three words. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire the at- 
tention of the House for a moment while I give the reasons why 
I oppor Mua provision 

r. MADDOX. Irise to a point of order. I believe debate 
on this 3 was exhausted. 

The CHA AN. This is another paragraph. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Georgia 
does not know where we are at.“ 

Mr. MADDOX. You never do. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Ofcourse not, according tothe 
estimate of the gentleman from Georgia. 

F The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California has the 
oor. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
state the point I make against this provision of the bill. All of 
us who know anything about farming know that the ordinary 
wages of a farmer are about $20 to $25 a month; and girls who 


work upon farms, doing housework, etc., receive on the average | 3 
Over. 


88, 810, and 812 a month. Now, the trouble is—— 

Mr. TRACEY. It is impossible to hear the gentleman from 
California, there is so much noise in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. BOWERS of California, Now, you propose to give to 
these women e to teach the Indian girls ‘housekeeping 
and other household duties” $60 a month; and you propose to 
ge the farmers $75 a month. We all know that there are 

armers all over the United States who would be very glad to 
get $25 a month. They would have been very glad d g the 
ast two or three years to bave received$25amonth. We know, 
too, that these men engaged as ‘‘farmers” in connection with 
the Indian service do not do any work besides drawing their 

es, except perhaps giving some directions. 

ow, the point Iam is that we are not doing what 
is fair and right in this matter. We tell our farming people 
when we employ them to work on our farms that we are only 
willing to give you $15 or $20 a month at the outside; but if you 
can get an appointment as an Indian farmer we will pay you $75 
u month. Itisall wrong. It is a wrong to the people of the 
country, and especially a wrong to the laboring people. It is 
wrong to make these men pay such wages for such soft places, 
You all know it is wrong, and you know that the purpose is a 
selfish one, so as to secure some favored appointee a soft place 
somewhere. [Laughter and applause.] You are squandering 
the public money to do it, and the sooner it is stopped the better. 
[Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma 
amendment as withdrawn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment to this para- 
a Debate, I believe, is exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed by order of the 
committee. 

The Clerk will read the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the word “five,” in line 19, page 45, and insert the word ten.“ 


The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ve 
tion of 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out in line 3, on 
page 46, the word “‘ twenty-five” and insert “‘ fifty;” so that it 
will read, one hundred and fifty thousand dollars.” 

I make that motion with an interrogation point after it. I 
desire to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill why it is that 
the appropriation for the Indian police is decreased $25,000? 
One hundred and fifty thousand dollars was appropriated for 
the current year; and you now propose $125,000. 

Mr. SIC S. They behave better now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iwant the gentleman to answer, in 
his own time, if in his opinion the good of the servico will per- 
mit this reduction. If so I have no objection to it. 

But I wish to say further that I had alittle observation of this 
question some years ago, in a somewhat extended investigation 
of the Indian service in connection with the gentleman from In- 
diana himself, which satisfied me that the Indian police service 
was casas the most valuable service in connection with the 


When you employ an Indian and clothe him with authority as 
an officer of the Government, at a small salary, of $10 to $25 a 
month, he is in touch with his fellows, and he cando more to 
keep them in subjection I think than perhaps half a dozen white 
men can do. It is an economical service, and a service that I 
would sooner see increased than decreased, because it is along 
the line of practical education and administration; and there- 
fore I make this motion for the purpose of eliciting from the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] a statement as to the 
change,if any, in the situation that justifies the decrease of this 
appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will say that there was no intention to 
change the pay of the privates from 810 per month. Nor was 
there any intention to change the compensation of the officers 
from $15 per month. Whether the footing is correct or not, I 
do not know. There was no intention to make a change ia the 
rates of compensation. So that for the purpose of looking into 
the matter, I ask that this be passed over for the present. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. For investigation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; I ask that the paragraph be passed 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is satisfactory. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, it will be passed 
over. : 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

For the purpose of continuing and completing ths appraisal of improve- 
ments of intruders in the Cherokee Nation under the provisions of the act 
of March 3,1893, $41,995, the sam to bs immediately available. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, T wish to offer an amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 23, page 48, add 


Mr. CRAWFORD. LIrise for the purpose of offering an amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment offered by the 
the gentleman from Oklahoma, which the Clerk is reporting. 
The Clerk will read the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 23, e 48, add: 

“That the right of commutation is extended to all bona fide homestead set- 
tlers on the lands in Oklahoma Territory opened to settlement under the 
provisions of the act of Congress entitled act appropriations 
for current and contingent expenses and Ste | treaty stipulations with 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894,’ approved March 8, 1893, 
and the President's proclamation in pursuance thereof, after fourteen months 
from date of settlement, upon the payment for the lands as provided in said 
act.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iwish to examine the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma, and for that purpose I wish to 
reserve the point of order until the gentleman is heard. 

Mr. FLYNN. I contend that this amendment reduces ex- 
penditures. When the Government purchased the Cherokea 
Strip from the Cherokee Indians it issued Government paper in 
the amount of about $18,000,000, bearing 4 per cent interest. 
There is no section of Oklahoma Territory which to-day has not 
the right of commutation granted toit. The settlers residin 
upon these lands, for which they are compelled to pay two dol- 
lars and a half an acre, have petitioned for the right after four- 
teen months’ residence, to pay the Government the money which 
is due to it, so that the Government will not be compelled to 
continue paying interest to the Indians upon this money. 

I have no doubt that as soon as this becomes the law and the 
fourteen months expire, two or three milliondollars will atonce 
be turned into the Treasury of the United States, thereby stop- 
ping the payment of 4 per cent interest on that amount of money. 
I insist that when a mau has got to pay for his land, after he re- 
sides upon it for fourteen months, he has earned it. The condition 


1894. 


of the country to-day is such that we should be anxious to get 
every dollar into the Treasury that we legitimately can, and this, 
as I say, will immediately bring in two or three million dollars 
to the Treasury and ee the Government paying 4 per cent in- 
terest on that amount of money. Imight ray that this bill has 
been favorably reported, for asi provision is en ted in 
a bill favorably reported by the Committee on Public ds. If 
entlemenare desirous of economizingand having money enough 
in the Treasury to pay the running expensesof the Government, 
they can here, without injustice to anybody and with fairness to 
the people in the Cherokee Strip, stop the payment of 4per cent 
interest on $3,000,000, and have that amount of money turned 
into the f be pal i 
r. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is quite an important 
provision, and it changes existing law, so that for the present I 
shall have to insist on the point of order. The committee have 
not had an opportunity of examining the amendment. 

Mr. FLYNN. Will the gentleman consent to allow it to go 
over until to-morrow? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should rather not do that. 

Mr. FLYNN. The gentleman from Indiana is in favor of 
bringing money into the Treasury and reducing expenditures, 
of course? 2 

Mr. HOLMAN. We wish to guard against any injury to the 
public lands. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. What objection is there to letting 
this matter go over until to-morrow mo g? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I donot think we ought to do that. We have 
had no time to consider this, and itis a very important change 
in the law. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr.WHEELERof Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 23. page 48, insert the following: 

‘Provided, That paragraph 4, of section 10,of ‘An act making appropria- 
tions for current and coasiagent expenses, and fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with Indian tribes, for fiscal year ending June 30, 1894,’ be, and the same is 
hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

And the provisions ofsaid ment so amended shall be fully performed 
and carried out on the part of the United States: That the money 
ery AY ropriated shall be immediately available and the sum 
of 88,300, FF to carry out the provisions of 
said agreement as amended and according to this act (to be payable at the 
pans of the United States in one or more payments after the 4th day of 

rch, 1900, said deferred payments to bear interest at the rate of 4 percent 
per annum, to be paid semiannually), and the amount required for the pay- 
ment of interest as aforesaid is hereby 5 And provided further, 
That of the money hereby contracted to be paid, a sufficient amount to pay 
the Delawares and Shawnees their pro rata share in the proceeds of sai 
Outlet shall remain in the Treasury of the United States until the status of 
said Delaware and Shawnee Indians shall be determined by the courts ofthe 
United States before which their suits are now pending; and a sufficient 
amount shall also be retained in the Treasury to pay the freedmen who are 
citizens of the Cherokee Nation or their legal heirs and representatives such 
sums as may be determined by the courts of the United States to be due to 
them. Norshalla herein be held to abridge or deny to said freedmen 
any rights to which they may beentitied under existing laws or treaties. The 
acceptance by the Cherokee Nation of Indians of any of the money appropri- 
ated as herein setforth shall be considered and taken and shall operate asa 
ratification by said Cherokee Nation of Indians of said agreement, as it is 
hereby proposed to be amended, and as a full and complete relinguishment 
andex ishment of all their title, claim, and interestin and to said lands; 
but such relinguishment and extin. ent shall not inure to the benefit 
of any company, nor vest in soy railroad company any right, title, 
or interest in or to any ofsaid lands: Provided, That said railroad shall be 
relieved from any further payments of Pom Sree to said Cherokee Na- 
tion as required 1 tox running said ra across said Cherokee Out- 
let: Provided further, That the extension of the time of payment, as above 
provided for, shall only become binding-on the Cherokee Nation or its as- 
signs, or on either of them, after the same shall haye been accepted for the 
amounts of indebtedness which they hold respectively, and notice in writ- 
ing or er acceptance duly filed with the Secretary of the Department of 

0 or.. 


Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
the amendment. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
just read by the Clerk seeks to amend the act providing for the 
urchase of the Cherokee Outlet. The House will remember 
at this act was the result of a conference report agreed upon 
late in the night of the last day of the Fifty-second Congress. 
That act provided for dividing the payments into five equal an- 
nual installments, the supposition at the time being that the 
money to be paid for the lands by settlers would meet these va- 
rious installments. It soon became evident that this calculation 
was very erroneous, and Senator JONES of Arkansas introduced 
Senate bill 515 as a proposed amendment to said act. 
The bill is as follows: 
A bill to amend an act entitled “An act making appropriation for current 


and con ent e mses, and fullfilling treaty stipulations with Indian 

tribes, for the fi: year ending June 30, 1894.” 

Be it enacted, ete., That the word semi shall be inserted before the word 
“annually ’ in the ninth and tenth lines of the fifth paragraph of section 10 
ol said act, so that it shall read: said deferred payments to bear interest 
at the rate of 4 per cent per annum semiannually.” 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, if it shall 
be deemed necessary, to secure loan authorized by said act to modify the 
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terms of the contract guthorized in the first parsers: h of section 10 of said 
act, and the fifth of said section 10, so that instead of five by too 
ual installments s. Ka PA pleura spaces 0 
and Arih installments may be pald by the Secretary of the Ticeasury om the 
ents ma 0 ‘etary ot the Treasury on the 
4th of March, A. B. 1883 oF redeemed March 4, A. D. 1900. 


The bill was referred to the Secretary of the Treasury and b 
2 referred to the Secretary of the Interior by the following 
etter: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. OFFICE OF THE 9 
Washington, D. C., August 23, 1893. 

Sm: I have the honor to J e y pdn a copy of Senate bill No. 515, to 
amend certain ons of the n appropriation act for the fiscal year 
1894, approved 3, 1893; copy of a letter on this subject addressed 
to me by William. A Phillips for the Cherokee Nation. 

Is) be pleased to have your o on as to the probable time when the 
Government will be in receipt of the proceeds arising from the sale of the 
Cherokee lands which have been g ased and are to be paid for under the 
provisions of the act above mentioned. 

Respectfully, yours, 


The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


The Secretary of the Interior replied to this letter on August 
30, fully considering the conditions under which the lands were 
being occupied by settlers. The letter closed with these words: 

On review of the whole subject, and giving to it the fullest consideration, 
it is the opinion of this Department that it would not be safe to count 
a receipt of more than one-third of the proceeds of the sale before the end 
of sev po from the opening of the Outlet to settlement and the bi 
at the end of ten years. 

The Secretary of the Treasury then returned Senate bill 515 
to the Senate, accompanied by the following letter: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., August 31, 1893, 


J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


the Cherokee Ind 
that I sporeve of such a modification of the contract above mentio; as 
will enable the United States to defer paying the second, third, fourth, and 
fifth installments of the purchase — 46 of said lands, until a part, at least, 
of the proceeds of sales to settlers shall have been received into the Treas- 


A this connection I transmit a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior relative to the time which must elapse before the Treasury will re- 
ceive the proceeds of said lands; I also submit draft of a bill which, in 
my opinion, would accomplish the object if enacted into law. 

Respectfully yours, 


J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary, 
Hon. JAMES K. JONES, 
United States Senate. 


My information is that upon receipt of this letter, the Sen- 
ate Committee upon Indian Affairs considered bill No. 515, and 
directed its favorable report to the Senate, with the modifica- 
tion suggested by the Secretary of the Treasury, but soon there- 
after an erroneous impression was created that the necessity 
for the legislation did not longer exist, and the bill was never 
pee upon the Senate Calendar and the papers became mis- 


Mr. FLYNN. May Task the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FLYNN. If the amendment which I just offered were 
allowed to prevail, is it not a fact that there would be no neces- 
sity for this, as the money would be paid in by the settlers? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The Secretary of the Treasury 
thinks it would not. 

Mr. FLYNN. The Secretary of the Treasury does not know 
anything aboutit. Itis the business of the Secretary of the In- 
terior. ; 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The Secretary of the Treasury 
has made an exhaustive examination, and we have letters from 
the Secretary of the Interior—— 

Mr. FLYNN. Is it not a fact that the Cherokees have parted 
with all interest in these bonds, and that they are now held by 
Eastern banks? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. They did part with a greater 
portion of the Government obligation, but not all. 

Mr. FLYNN. How much is there remaining in their hands? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. About one-fifth. 

In the meantime the Council of the Cherokee Nation passed a 
resolution appointing a commission to negotiate a sale of a por- 
tion of the obligation of the Government which was due them, 
and the same resolution empowered and directed the commis- 
sioners to secure from the Government such modifications of the 
actcreating the obligation as might be desired by the purchasers 
of the obligation, of course with the condition that such modifi- 
cations should meet the approval of the Government. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Willthe gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Do you provide here that nothing 
shall be done without the consent of the Cherokee Nation? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly; and it will be filed 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 14, 


in writing 


I trust there will bə nọ objection to this, because it 
is essential for the settlement of this business. 

It is recommended by everyone connected with the matter. It 
is recommended by the Secretary of the Interior, recommended 


by the Secretary of the Treasury, and requested by every per- 
son that has an interest in the Government obligation. 

Mr. . Mag I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. LYNCH. Has this bill ever been considered by a stand- 

committee of the House? x 
ir. WHEELER of Alabama. Itwas referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and I saw the subcommittee, and the gen- 
tleman who asks me the question told me that he would adyo- 
cate it. 

Mr. LYNCH. I do not recollect. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Thad a talk with you, and with 
the gentleman from Indiana Me: HOLMAN], and the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX], and every member of the com- 
mittee Ieould find. Iwent to the committee room several times, 
and I thought every member of the committee favored the 
amendment. - 

Mr. LYNCH. It seems to me that this is too important a 
matter to be disposed of under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The 8 it makes in 
the law of 1893 is this, that instead of the payments 
run along for five years, it allows it all to be paid at once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to 
have a few minutes more. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

There was no objection. 

Me. PICKLER. I would suggest that this amendment go over 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There is but very little differ- 
ence between this amendment and the soap an, ge It simply 

the time of payment and then it no other ma- 
terial change. 

The original act provided for the retention in the Treasury a 
sufficient amount to 8 Delawares and Shawnees and 
freedmen the amounts w might be found to be due them. 

It was estimated that this would take about one and a half 
million dollars, and the meaning of the act evidently was that 
this money should be retained out of the money contracted to be 
paid, but the wording of the act was— 

to 
said Onde? 


That of the money hereby appropriated a 
Delawares and Shawnees their pro rata share in 


Then, make it three minutes. 


cient amount 
o proceeds of 


shall remain in the Treas of the United States until the status of said 
Delaware and Shawnee ans shall be di by the courts of the 
United States, before which their suits are now pending. è 


Now, the original act does not appropriate any part of money 
contracted to be paid, but only appropriates the interest, and in 
order to comply with the letter of the law and at the same time 
administer the act, so as to carry out the evident meaning and 
intention of Congress, it is to substitute for the words 
“hereby appropriated,” the words hereby contracted to be 

d * 


This could have been accomplished by a short bill substitut- 
ing words, but it is better practice in amending a paragraph of 
a law to set out the entire paragraph in the language which is 
proposed to be substituted for the original. 

Again, the original act authorized the Cherokee Nation to 
issue bonds for the principal and interest of the deferred pay- 
ments, and as the act provided that the debt should be divided 
into five payments, it would of necessity require the issuance of 
five different series of bonds, which would involve considerable 
useless expense, all of which would be saved if all was made 

ble at the same time, so as to require but one series of 
mds. 

Lt will be observed that the Secretary of the Treasury recom- 
mended this amendment last summer. He afterwards verbally 
recommended the amendment in the language as read at the 
Clerk’s desk, and recently the Secretary of the Treasury has 
again in a letter to Mr. HOLMAN, the distinguished chairman of 
the committee on Indian Affairs, commended the amendment as 
read by the Clerk. 

In addition the Hon. J. W. MADDOX, a member of thesubcom- 
mittee which has the bill in charge, informs me that he sub- 
mitted the amendment to the Secretary of the Interior, who also 
recommends its adoption. 

I will remind the gentleman from South Dakota that he is one 
of the gentlemen of the committee to whom I submitted the 
amendment, and he assured me that it met his full approval. 

Tt seems that the proposed slight modification of the law isde- 
sired by the Treasury Department, the Interior De ent, 
the Indians and their assignees, and it also appears that it will 
be beneficial to all parties, an dof not a particle of injury to any- 
one. I therefore trust no one will make any phon — 


-uses the exact language 


sy is clear that the amendment is not subject to a point ot 
order. 
5 8755 the law as it stands one installment of $1,660,000 will be 
pa le March 4, 1895, during the current year for which this 
provides, and therefore it would be the duty of Congress to 

include an appropriation for that amount in bill. 

Now, this amendmentis in the nature of a substitute for such 
an appropriation, and therefore reduces the bill by that amount. 

Then it is certainly germane to the bill, and it is eminently 
proper for the Indian appropriation bill of 1894 to correct or 

the the Indian says eur anon bill for 1893. 
or years it has been the practice in Congress to incorporate 

in appropriation bills amendments to previous appropriation 
bills which appropriate for the same general purpose. 

This has been a so vay universal practice that it would bo 
difficult to find adjudications in cases like the present. 

I recall one in the first session of the last Congress. It was 
then decided, page 1792, that— 

An amendment to the pensionappropri 

nadie a member of — panini . wh es 1 dot 


bo 

actually participate is not subject to a point of order under this rule, since, 
ses g existing law, its effect is to reduce expenditures by decreas: 
ing compensation. 


The case under consideration is somewhat similar. The ef- 
fect of the amendment now before the House is to reduce the 
amount of the appropriation for the current year, which is the 
same as red the amount of money covered by the bill. 
Again, in the Fifty-second Congress, first session, page 1792, it 
was decided that— 

An amendment to the pansion appropriation bill, tending to increase tho 
class of persons prohibited from the benefits of the pension laws, Is in order, 
because its effect would be to reduce expenditures. 

This amendment has the same tendency. 

It certainly tends to increase the items which can properly be 
omitted from the bill, and its effect is to reduce expenditures for 
the current year. 

I could multiply similar decisions, but I feel confident that it 
is unnecessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What about the railroads? I did not under- 
stand what it provided about the railroads from the reading of 
the amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It does not change that. There 
are no changes except as I have ex The amendment 

of the original act, except the change 
in the time of payment, which is recommended by the Secre 
of the Treasury, and the substitution of the words “ contracte 
to be paid” for the word “appropriated,” and this, too, is rec- 
ommended by Mr. Carlisle. 

The only other change is the correction of the spelling of the 
word Shawnees. 

The amendmentis a printed copy of the bill which was printed 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs many weeks 

o a copy of which the gentleman from Indiana referred to Mr. 
Carlisle, and which Mr. lisle, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
sent back with his a bari and recommendation to the gentle- 
man from Indiana, chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

In addition I have had other letters read in which the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury recommends the of asimilar Sen- 
ate bill, and have also read an extract from a letter from tho 
Secre of the Interior. 6 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will you not send up the letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and let that be read? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is a long letter. I read the 
closing part — in my remarks. I would be glad to have the 
entire letter read. It is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, August 80, 1393. 


Sim: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of August 
23, 1803, transmitting a copy of Senate bill No. 5i5 to amend certain 9 
sions of the Indian appropriation act of March 3, 1898 (27 Stat., 612, 641, and 
642); also copy ofaletter from Mr. William A. Phillips to youin relation to the 

posed amendments. Referring to the inclosures, you request my “ opin- 
Da as to the bable time when the Government will be in receipt of the 
roceeds arising from the” lands in the Cherokee Outlet, purchase 
Be d for under the provisions of said act. 

e inquiry you make is a difficult one to answer, with even an approxi- 
mation to exactness, because of the very many cont: which may 
arise under the legislation relating to the subject-matter. 

Under the terms of said act and the rules and regulations estahlished by 
authority thereof, the ceded landsin the Outlet can only be d of under 
the homestead laws; Sna paragrap 7 of said section 10 declares that each 
settler on said lands“ , before recei patent for his homestead,” pay 
to the United States for the lands so taken by him $2.50 per acre for lan 
east of 974° west — 1 $1.50 per acre for land between 974° and 98}° of 
Shalt pan tars t on tus putes MONAT at tno Tae of A Por cont por autumn 
8 terest onthe pure! mi a rate o 
Pi thus seen. that the entryman is only required to 

nt. 


residence, otc., is required betore an 
proof of n 
try. Under 


and to 


in Be 

the rules of the 
for the land, with the inter- 
bmitted. 


entryman 

9 1 3 entry. 
tment, the ment o purchase money 

Ser thereon, 18 required to be made at the time that final proof is su 


1894. 
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Therefore, if quarter section of land were entered at the time of the 
of theOMtilet by a party whois able and willing in good faith to com- 
y with the requirements of the homestead laws, and 8 as a 
thome for himself, the earliest day at which the proceeds of the 
s would be in the hands of the officers of the Government would be five 
in September, 1898; to this should be added the time 
ary nm of themoney tothe . Butitis safe to 
y that no such promptitude will be exhibited, and it ts far more probable 
the larger number of those who will be promptest to prove up and pay 

up will take the fuil time allowed—thatis, seven years. 
are some few grounds, such as sickness or climatic reasons, on 
the be induced in individual cases to extend for a 

ear the period within w. proof is to be submitted. 
But itis most improbable that all of the first entries will be made for por 
ent settlement. On the contrary, 8 the experience ot the 

tin land matters, it is safe to say t not over one-third of the 
t entrymen will consummate their entries by . The contests, 
use of 5 or of other sufficient causes, alone will reduce 
the number. Inability from sickness, impecuniosity, or other causes will 
induce many abandonments, and the constant temptation to sell out and re- 
linqnish the right of entry offered by speculators or newcomers will reduce 


the number more than all the other causes put together. 


Under the law a party might enter a tract, hold it for seven years or less 

time, and then Lell nis re uishment to another who would make entry 
d whocould proceedexactiy in the same way—sell to another in six months 
six years, and so on indefinitely. 

Tt is farther to be considered that the land in the western — of the 
Outlet is reported as being poor and undesirable, the price being uoed 
for those reasons to ŝi per acre. These lands in all probability will not be 
go readily entered or proven upon as the others, and further and greater de- 
lay in 5 may occur as to them than the others. 
bn review of the whole subject, and giving toit the fullest consideration, it 
is the opinion of this Department that it would not be safe to count upon a 
receipt of more than one-third of the proceeds of the sale before the end of 
seven from the opening of the Outlet to settlement, and the balance at 
the of ten years, 


Very respectfully, 
E JNO. M. REYNOLDS. 


Acting Secretary. 
To the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. HOLMAN. This subject is one of interest; perhaps it has 
not been considered by all the members of the committee. I 
would ask that the gentleman have permission to print this let- 
ter in the RECORD, so that it will appear to-morrow morning, 
and let the amendment go over with the point of order pending. 

Mr. WHEELER of bama. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the amendment go over until to-morrow, with 
the point oforder pending. Isthere objection? [Afterapause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. How often are we going back- 
wards and forwards in this matter? 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I desire tooffer an amend- 
ment to this paragraph. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. By agreement, this whole paragraph goes 
over until to-morrow. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following paragraph: 


For tof Indian and industrial schools and the erection and re- 
2 — b yds reservations, 


of which may be used for the purchase of horses, cattle, snoei goats, and 
and tion o ils 
hools: Provided, That not more than $167 of this ap 


than three supervisors of Indian schools shall be appointed or paid from 
this fund: And also provided, That $3,000 of the amount hereby appropriated 
shall be expended in the construction of school buildings for the Cherokee 
Training School at Cherokee, N.C. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that it might be well to 
ask unanimous consent that all the paragraphs in the bill 
touching appropriations for schools should be treated as one, 
should all be read as one paragraph, and then should be open to 
amendment. I make this suggestion because that method of 
considering these paragraphs would give scope for amendment 
that would be uniform in the event of any amendments being 
adopted, and also scope for a substitute or substitutes if such 
should be the sense of the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection myself, Mr. Chairman, 
to that suggestion, but the question has not been considered by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, If the gentleman's sugges- 
tion should be adopted, I suppose the paragraphs would be 
treated as one down to the end of page 58. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. LYNCH. I S ae to the request, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr, WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. LYNCH] think it will not be advisable to read these para- 
graphs through together and have them subject toamendment? 


Mr. LYNCH. I think we had better proceed in the regular 
way. Weshall get rouge faster. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No, you will not make any 
time in that way, because unless some concession can be made 
to this side on some of these matters along some line, we shall 
have to use what privileges we have later on and make the point 
of no quorum. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
an amendment to this paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer some amend- 
ments on behalf of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first recognize the chair- 
man of the committee to offer the committee amendments, and 
8885 that will recognize the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHN- 
SON]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam directed by the committee to offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 49, line 22, where the name “ Ware” occurs after the letter “ W," in- 
sert the letter “e;” making the name read “Weare.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there beno objection, that amendment 
will be agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I object. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman 
declared that the ry seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 4. 

Mr. WILSON of W: ton. No quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment is simply 
for the purpose of correcting the mis-spelling of a name, an 
withdraw it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It is too late, after a division 
has been had, 

The CHAIRMAN. If objection is made the amendment can- 
not be withdrawn. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Wash- 
ro gee Mr. WILSON, and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr, 


OLMAN. 
es tellers took their places, and the committee again di- 


Mr. WILSON of Washington (pending the division). I with- 
draw the point of no quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is withdrawn, 
and the amendment is agreed to. 

An amendment previously sent up by Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana 
was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘two thousand five hundred," in line 12, page 50, and 
insert im lieu thereof the words “three thousand.“ 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, Judge HOLMAN, 
who opposed with such vigor the other day the appropriation 
of 85,000 to defray the expenses of the Board of Indian Commis- 
sioners, whether he will not consent that this amendment, put- 
ting back the salary of the superintendent of Indian sch to 
the amount at which it now stands, may be adopted? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I could not consent to that without consult- 
ing with the members of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana desires to offer any other amendments on 
behalf of the committee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. I wish to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 50, line 11. insert after the word “school” the words “and twenty- 
five hundred dollars of this fund is also apr aas available for the pay 
of one su tendent of Indian schools, one thousand for the pay of 
the necessary traveling and incidental expenses of said superintendent.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. One other amendment, Mr. Chairman, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the words one million,” in line 15, insert and seventy thousand.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHN- 
SON] is cath Sacre to offer his amendment. 

The amendment offered by Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana was read, 
as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘two thousand five hundred” on line 12, of page 50, 
and insert in lieu thereof the words three thousand.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of order on 
that amendment. It strikes out language which has just been 
inserted by order of the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I will ask the gentleman from 
Indiana if that was his purpose in getting his amendment in 
first—to cut out my amendment? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, not at all. On the contrary, this was | in which I have sometimes been compélled to indulge with the 


agreed to soon after the bill was reported to the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the lastword, and I ask unanimous consent that I be allowed 
ten minutes. 

Mr. WEADOCK. 1 object. 

* . JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, while the debate 
with respect to this bill has been progressing, I have not been 
entirely without information as to the character of the measure, 


or as to the circumstances sending its birth. The bili upon 
its face seems to have some peculiarities, and I think it may be 
said to be somewhat unigue in its formation. It is certainly 


loaded down with various kinds of sins, those of commission as 
wellas those ofomission. Members of the committee, and pretty 
bright members, too, have told me that the bill had undergone 
so many changes at the hands of the distinguished gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLANI; who has had it in charge, that it 
became absolutely im ible for them to follow it, and that 
they had thrown up their hands in despair. That the gentle- 
man is largely controlling this bill is evident from the parlia- 
mentary maneuver which we have just witnessed, the sole pur- 

of which was to prevent an increase of the salary of an of- 
Sear of this Government, who deserves every dime which the 
amendment I propose would give him. 


Mr. HOLMAN. My friend knows—— 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman will please not 
interrupt me. I am not in a mood to be interrupted. 


Mr. HOLMAN again made a remark. f 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman is consuming m, 
time, and Ido not desire to be interrupted. Idesire to be hea 


rough. 

The CHAIRMAN . The Chair understands that the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. WEADOCK], who objected to extend- 
ing the gentleman’s time, is now ready to withdraw his objec- 


on. 
Mr. WEADOCK. I was under a misapprehension in object- 


ing. 

Tue CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection to allowing 
the gentleman from Indiana ten minutes? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection, if the same courtesy 
is to be allowed on this side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. With that understanding, the Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, as to the circum- 
stances of the birth of this bill, inasmuch as I have not the honor 
to be a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, I trust that 
if I happen to divulge some of the secrets of the committee room 
it will not be thought that I am violating either the etiquette or 
the ethics of parliamentary law. I understand that in the first 
place the formulation of this place was referred to a subcommit- 
tee of which the chairman of the full committee was also chair- 
man, and that when the result of the labor of this subcommittee 
was reported back to the full committee, it had so unmercifully 
and outrageously ‘‘cut” the yf aha eaten which are usually 
made for the benefit of the Indian service that out of a sheer 
feeling of shame and self-respect the full committee enlarged 
the measure to its present ample proportions, proportions so 
gigantic that I believe they fall only about $320,000 short of the 
amount which the sworn officers of the Government have sol- 
emnly declared was necessary for the decent administration of 
the Indian Bureau, and only about $1,200,000 shortof theamount 
appropriated for the current year. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, to what end is all this? Under what ban- 
ner is this pretended battle for frugally being waged? What 
is the significance of the red cross which this new crusade bears 
upon its breast? I lower my voice toa respectful andawe-stricken 
tone when I inform the House that it is all done under the Demo- 
cratic shibboleth of economy, retrenchment, and reform.” I 
have no doubt that, considered from the mere standpoint of dol- 
lars and cents, the mere saving of money, this bill isa great 
achievement on the part of the committee, especially when one 
loses sight of the’ulterior consequences which are to flow from 
this niggardly economy, and lays out of view entirely all the 
sacrifices which it necessarily entails. 

So far as I am personally concerned, however, I trust I may 
be pardoned if I suggest that it might not have been an un- 
statesmanlike thing to have considered somewhat the humani- 
ties in the formulation of this bill; and that it might also not 
have been a bad thing to have considered something as to the 
education, the civilization, and the moral and physical advance- 
ment of the North American Indian. I admit, Mr. Chairman, 
that lam a very great fool. Infact a number of people have 
been kind enough to suggest to me this fact as I have limped 
haltingly along the humble and mediocre pathway of my un- 
` eventful life; and I have also evolved this knowledge from my 
inner consciousness, in those reflective and introspective moods 


view of relieving the monotony of my existence. 

But pay equipped as I am, I think I have rubbed up against 
my fellow-men enough to have acquired some knowledge of 
human nature; and I have not put my hand on the public pulse 
without being able to give some kind of a guessas to what were 
the sentiments of my countrymen. And I am very much mis- 
taken if the American people have not sufficient sense of dis- 
crimination to distinguish between that just economy in the ex- 
penditure of the public money which the gentleman who Is chair- 
man of this committee seems sedulously to have avoided and 
that parsimonious disposition which he seems steadily to have 
courted in the formulation of this bill. 

If I am not wrong about this matter, when the 
opportunity to express themselves at the polls th 
sense of public discrimination will bear proper fruit. If it does 
not, I am willing here and now to say that I will come back to 
this House after the November election and get down on my 
marrow bones to the distinguished economist from Indiana, 
apologize to him, and make reparation to him if I have done 
him any wrong, and I will also cheerfully in this prediction ad- 
mit to my colleagues and the country that I am not only the 
fastest talker, but also the most unscrupulous liar in the Amer- 
ican Congress. [Laughtér and applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the North American Indians haye been sub- 
jected toa great many hardships and trials during their exist- 
ence. The marrow in their bones has been congealed by bo- 
rean blasts; they have been the victims of tornadoes which have 
visited the country where they reside. They have not always 
come off first best in their struggles with “ fire-water;” for the 
American Indian, like one of the leading characters in one of 
Mr. Thackeray’s novels, is sometimes his own worst enemy. 
They have been afflicted with contagious diseases; they have been 
robbed without stint by post traders, and unmercifully plundered 
by Government officials. They have been gradually pressed 
back from the land of their fathers toward the setting sun, un- 
til at last they are entrenched simply on a miserable remnant 
of land in the shape of reservations, and the white man is now 
seeking to despoil him even of those. 

But with all these evils I doubt whether the noble red men 
lave ever stood in the presence of a genuine calamity until they 
faced the gentleman from Indiana as chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Appropriations. I have no doubt thatif the ab- 
origines who greeted Columbus when he landed on this continent 
had been gifted with the power to look down the vista of the 
future and see what was to befalljthem and their posterity, they 
would not have been appalled at anything until they saw the ap- 
parition of the gentleman from Indianain the noonday of the nine- 
teenth century, standing apn the American House of Commons 
with his well-known face, begrimed all over with the war paint 
of economy, holding in the one hand his scalping knife and in 
the other thatinstrument of still worse torture, his contemptible, 
penurious Indian appropriation bill, and with the scalps of his 
victims dangling on the belt which encircles his familiar form. 

I have no doubt that if they had witnessed that sight they 
would have committed suicide then and there in the presence of 
the adventurous Spaniard, preferring to die by their own hand 
rather than live to breed a posterity which, after enduring so 
many trials, would finally be totally exterminated by the slow 
and tedious process of starvation, through the manipulation of 
any appropriation bill in the hands of the gentleman from 


ople have an 
enlightened 


iana. 

[Here the hammer tas 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask that my time may be ex- 
tended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the problem what 
to do with the North American Indian is one which has invited 
the attention of a great many mediocre men in Congress, and 
of some of the wisest men outside of Congress. There has been 
some diversity of opinion as to what we ought to do with poor 
Lo.” Some men have thought he ought to be ostracised, or 
what is about the same thing, ought to be colonized. Some 
idealists have said that he ought to be Christianized. Philan- 
thropists have said he ought to be civilized; and some gentle- 
men, judging from their conduct, have thought that he ought 
to be brutalized. 

But I think we are a great deal nearer the solution of the In- 
dian problem now than we ever were before. I think that If we 
just give full range to the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs for about two or three years, he will solve the much dis- 
cussed problem—not solve it probably along the line of human- 
ity, but solve it very effectually, nevertheless; for, with all the 

hysical hardihood and vitality of the average North American 
Pidin, [doubt very sincerely whether he has constitution enough 
to live very long under the system of legislative strangulation 
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which the poeman manifests the disposition to apply. And 
it will not be long before he will turn up his toes, go under the 
1 50 and be gathered into the happy hunting grounds of his 
fathers. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, some gentlemen, who ignore the fact that 
language is the most appropriate vehicle through which to ex- 
press thought, and have been content to make their meaning 
apparent by sundry and diversmysterious winks, nods, and ges- 

culations, have been unkind enough to intimate hereabouts 
that there was aspecific purpose and deep design behind the pro- 
motion—mark you, I say the promotion—of the gentleman from 
Tamana Ber HOLMAN] to a chairmanship where he controls one 
appropriation, from a chairmanship where he controlled all ap- 
propriations. It has been unkindly insinuated, I believe, that 
certain gentlemen who had a very high estimate of the value of 
Indian lands, and a very low estimate of the value of Indian lives, 
and who wanted to get hold of the remnant of the Indian’s prop- 
erty, had insisted that the gentleman should be appointed to the 
chairmanship of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Now, I am not disposed to say that that charge is true, be- 
cause if it is true it necessarily involves the honorable Speaker 
of this House in the unpleasant alternative of being either an 
idiot ora knave; an idiot if he permitted such a covert and cruel 
scheme for the extermination of the North American Indian to 
be carried rani on under his nose without perceiving it, and a 
knave if, having observed what was going on, he consented to 
allow such a thing to be done. Be that as it may, I want to sug- 
gest that the gentleman from Indiana, by the little parliament- 
ary artifice to which he resorted a little bit ago, as well as by 
his general conduct with reference to appropriations, has taken 
a long step toward the extermination of the dusky son of the 
forest. I very much doubt whether the average chief, by the 
time he has run the guantlet of the present appropriation bill, 
along with his squaw and papoose, and a buck or two, will have 
conte 4 left him outside of a greasy blanket or so and a spavined 
pony or two from the whole domestic outfit with which he is at 
present provided. 

Such, Mr. Chairman, isthe possibility from the manipulation of 
anappropriation bill. Verily, verily, all wisdom did not die with 
the fathers, but some of it has survived to the present genera- 
tion. Iwant to suggest to the gentleman that this parsimonious 
legislation of his is a beautifu Nb to present to the coun- 
try and the world. It simply illustrates, as I have said, the 
possibilities in the hands of a small and penurious man, of jug- 

ling with one of the greatest appropriation bills introduced 
y one of the greatest committees in the greatest legislative 
body of the greatest nation upon the face of the 1 25 
r. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I think 
the attack that has been made on the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] by his colleague [Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana]is one 
that is thoroughly uncalled for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, I hope the gentleman will not notice 
such trash. 5 on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PEND N of West Virginia. However muchI may 
disagree with Judge HOLMAN’s ideas of economy, I do not pro- 
pore to stand by and see such an attack made on him in the 

ouse of Representatives without showing that I for one re- 
sentit. From my boyhood I have read of him as a gentleman 
who has done more to prevent steals, to carry on our Govern- 
ment under rigid economy, to enact . in the in- 
terest of American people, than any other member who in the 
last third of a century has found a seat upon this floor, and after 
hearing such an attack on him, I can not refuse to say that I 
utterly disagree with it, and that I think it ought to be resented. 

Now, as to this . for Indian schools; two years 
ago, when my attention was first called to it, I was utterly op- 

sed to the idea of educating the Indians at all, because all the 

ormation that I had had upon that subject in the past had led 
me to believe that the result of the education that was given to 
the Indians had been disastrous to the Indians and wasteful and 
expensive to the Government of the United States. But of late 
Ihave had some experience upon that subject, and I am some- 
what a convert tothe doctrine of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] and to the remarks that he gave here upon the floor 
of the House yesterday; and I must say that, as [listened to the 
remarks of that gentleman, I was forcibly reminded of what was 
once said of Edmund Burke. I felt sorry that the gentleman 
8 Maine so often gave up to party what was meant for man- 

I was some months ago a visitor at the Indian school at Hamp- 
ton. I was there for several days and I had an opportunity to 
observe for myself the effect that was brought about by the edu- 
cation of the Indians. I saw there a large number of pupils who 
had been there for a few years and another number who had re- 
cently come in, and I found that the difference between the In- 
dian girls and the Indian boys who had had one or two years of 


instruction, and those who were new recruits, was as wide and 
as far apart as the poles. : 

I saw Indian girls there who were competent to be sent forth 
as teachers, who could converse in the English language, who 
were able to talk on literature, on critical and scientific sub- 
jects, with a facility that utterly surprisedme. Iama convert, 
sir, to the theory of the gentleman from Maine—that is, thatour 
fault is thus far that we are educating too few of these people. 
The trouble is that the few we haye educated, when they are 
sent back and circulate amongst the great mass of the Indians, 
are not sufficient in numbers to do any great amount of, good, 
ren the tendency on their part is to lapse to their original con- 

on. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on 3 the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana increasing this salary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have made the point of order against the 
amendment, Mr. Chairman, that it proposes to strike out mat- 
ter which has been inserted by a vote of the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. That was simply perfecting the text; that 
would not affect the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think it is in order to move tostrike 
out matter that has just been inserted by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis within the power of the committee 
to do so. The insertion of the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana certainly would not affect the power of the 
committee to strike out the entire paragraph, nor would it pre- 
vent the offering of the amendment proposed by his colleague, 
which is to increase the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I beg to differ with the Chair. While this 
matter was pending and before the committee had taken action 
upon it under the amendment of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, it would have been entirely in order to move to strike 
out the $2,500 fixed in the paragraph and insert $3,000, or any 
other sum, but after the adoption of the amendment fixing the 
salary at $2,500, it seems to be entirely inconsistent with the 
rules of the House that you may go back and amend the para- 
graph still further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on this 
amendment, and I ask the committee to give me its attention 
for a few minutes while I call attention to the facts in connec- 
tion with it. 

The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHN- 
SON] is recognized by the Chair as the prevailing amendment, 
the Chair, as I understand it, having overruled the point of or- 
der; and the proposition is to increase the compensation of the 
Superintendent of Indian Schools $500—that is, leave it at what 
it was last year, the proposition of the committee being to re- 
duce it $500. 

This Superintendent of Schools under the last Administration 
and for the last two years received $4,000 per annum. It was 
afterwards cut down to $3,500 per annum, and afterwards to $3,000. 
Now, when the gentleman that has been appointed under this Ad- 
ministration, Prof. Hailmann, who is from the gentleman’s own 
State of Indiana, takes charge of this important work—and I 
know of no greater work than is given to this Superintendent 

oe CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow a ques- 
tion? i 

Mr. PICKLER. Notnow. I say when this gentleman has 
been d to this important position and the salary of $3,000 
is fixed by law, I think it altogether unfair to undertake to cut 
it down, especially when it is already alow salary in view of the 
importance of the work that he is called upon to perform. Itis 
an exceedingly 1 position. The Superintendent of In- 
dian Schools has charge of all the Indian schools in the United 
States. It is one of the most important positions in the Govern- 
ment, and this Indian service depends largely, as I know per- 
sonally, upon the Superintendent of Schools. 

Now, it was proposed, in the first place, and the majority of 
the committee gave its assent to it, to abolish the office. Bet- 
ter judgment, however, . it is proposed now 
to cut the salary down $500. That is not fair. He is not that 
kind of aman. In my opinion he is a valuable man, one of the 
most valuable that could be appointed, and is worth the price. 
The service he performs is most valuable. It is worth more 
than the service which is rendered in most of other schools in 
the United States; and this gentleman could command an equal 
ora larger salary in any other school throughout the country. 
There is onlyone such position in the United States. With the 
large number of Indian schools in my State, I recognize the im- 
portance of this work, and it is just as important now as when 
the salary was $4,000 heretofore. He has the same work to do 
that he had then, not a whit less than before, and I trust his 


` 


salary will not be brought down: as is proposed by the commit- 
copys 


E believe that Prof. Hailmann, after he has been induced. to 
accept. this office, after he has given up other work in which he 
was engaged: to accept it, is justly entitled to receive the com- 
pensation which was awarded to at the time he accepted 
the position.. E have had considerable tance with him 
since his induction into office, and I know the valuable services 
he has rendered to the Indian service. We believe that he is 
the right man in the right place, andI trust the committee will 
not, after lie was en edat a salary of $3,000, go in now and 
oet down, as pro here, to $2,500.. It is not right and it 

not fair. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has expired. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
from South Dakota a question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MADDOX. Have you ever read the rules that were pro- 
mulgated by this Superintendent? 

Mr. PICKLER. Les; I have looked over them. 

Mr. MADDOX. What do you think of them? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, I do not know about the rules. I do 
not claim to be an adept on rules. There is no member of Con- 
gress who, it would appear, does not know all about the Indian 
service better than the Indian Commissioner himself. There is 
no question about that. I do not undertake to set up my judg- 
ment as to whether the rules of the Superintendent are good or 
not. He is a practical a oe of ability, a man who was 
selected on account of his peo fitness. He has been out among 
the Indians, and has looked at the Indians on the reservations, 
and in their schools. I believe he has promulgated some rules, 
and I think that he believes them to be good. ones, and I pre- 
sume they are. 

Mr. MADDOX. Do you think they are practical rules? 

Mr. PICKLER. I have not examined them particularly to 
see. I dare say that some of them are not. Every one of them 
may not be: ss but we know that nobody can make rules 
every one of which would be practical at the beginning. 

Mr. MADDOX. One more question. Do you know what he 


is engaged on now? 

Mr. PICKLER. Do I know what he is engaged on now? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. He was attending to official’ business the 
other day when I saw him. 

Mr. MADDOX, He is making an arithmetic; a special one 
for the Indians. i - 

Mr. PICKLER. It is very likely that they need something 
more simple than the system which is commonly used. 

Mr: MADDOX. You are mistaken about that, and about it 
being more simple. 

Mr. PICKLER. - One of the propositions that this Superin- 
tendent made to me struck me as showing that he had a full 
conception of the subject he had in hand. He said there was 
too much of this education, that it was not practical enough, 
that he wanted to have all the boys-and girls sent to these In- 
dian schools and to teach them from the ground up, and that 
he was e i establish—— 

— 5 MADDOX. I did not yield to the gentleman to make a 

ech. 
aT desire to say to the House that the rules that have been 
promulgated by the Superintendent shows that he is not a prac- 
tical man 

Mr. PICKLER. But you ought not to cut his salary down. 

Mr. MADDOX (continuing), And that he is not fit for the 

tion to which he is appointed; and the gentleman from 
nth Dakota knows it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, I desire to say that the gentleman from 
Georgia and I agres in most matters as to this service, 
but I undertake to say that neither he nor I are capable of de- 
termining so well what are practical rules for the government 
of the ssi sabes this Superintendent, about whom he is making 
this speech.. 

Mr. MADDOX. Isay that you are mistaken. I insist that 
we hag 7 to have alittle common sense in this Indian business. 

Mr. PICKLER. This Superintendent is a man of common 


sense. 

Mr. MADDOX.. My friend from South Dakota is altogether 
mistaken. I admit that he is à very good man. I have nothing 
to say in that line; but so far as injecting any common sense into 
this: Indian service, I think we have to get it from some- 
where else. If the rules by this Superintendent 
are any evidence of his capacity, then we had. better get a new 
man. 

No such foolishness has ever been submitted to the American 

people; und not only that, he is net satisfied with the arithmetic 
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that, the rege of 2 country = „and which we have in 

our schools, e gone to wor repare one especiall 

for these Indians, which is not a. stnpte one be any po 

have made an examination of it. It isone he has especially pre- 

pa for the Indians, and because he has nothing else to do 
ut to make an arithmetic. It is all nonsense, and I hope the 

Seen’ will be voted down by men of common sense in this 
ouse. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I rise to enter 
the protest of a class of people who, if they were present, would 
not participate in this political wrangle, but whose judgment 
and whose experience is entitled to some consideration by those 
who have the true interest of the Indians at heart. For a pe- 
riod eovering centuries the relations of this simple sect of pe- 
ple, in their dealings with the red man, have been honorable 
and successful from the first sp Sane they signed a treaty which 
was faithfully kept so long as they had control of it, and which 
never caused a drop of blood to be shed in its fulfillment. They 
have continued their relation in the treatment and in the edu- 
cation of the Indians from that day until this; and there is 
no body either civil or religious whose testimony and whose 
judgmans is entitled to greater consideration. than the Society 
of Friends, commonly known as Quakers. [Applause.], 

Mr. PÍ is right. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsyl I have the honor of claiming 
many such among my constituents, and I rise to present their 
protest against certain features of this bill, and especially 
against the one now under consideration. I have peti ea let- 
ters from the Quakers of Philadelphia, in which they protest 
against the reduction. of this salary. 

We have had the a; propeta tios ae away from the commis- 
sionersang we have the astounding announcement made 
on thisffloor that the original cause of the creation of that Com- 
mission was that the corruption in the Indian Department was 
so great that it was necessary to have these outside and impar- 
tial observers. We have further heard, it stated that it was 
still necessary to continue the existence of this Commission, be- 
cause that department was not yet purged of all evil and cor- 
rupt influences.. 

ow, we come to another phase of the subject, that relating to 
the education of the Indians, and it is pro to strike down 
the salary of this Superintendent of Schools. Stopforamoment 
and think of the proposition that a man who is capable of super- 
vising the instruetion of wild, unlettered Indians is not worth a 
posh $3,000 a year. The position is a much more res ible 
one than auy that is occupied by a school superintendent in the 
East, the task is a more difficult one, and it requires certain 

ualifications that are very, very difficult to find anywhere in 
this country, or in any other. friends who have charge 
of schools in Pennsylvania, both in the city of Philadelphia and 
elsewhere, well know the qualifications that are required of a 
man to fill this position. ey indorse the qualifications of the 
present Superintendent, and they protest earnestly and most 
vehemently against any reduction in his salary. 

In fact, they go further and say that it is their firm conviction 
that this is a blow intended to force the present Superintendent 
out-of office, because, as has been already weil said, his services 
are worth much more in other quarters. Therefore, Mr. Chair- 
man,in behalf of those upright, pure-minded people, who for 
centuries have controlled in a proper and friendly spirit their 
relations with these unfortunate rigines of our country who 
have been driven by the white man from pillar to post until now 
they have remaining but a strip of what was originally their 
own great domain, I protest against this policy. I vrotest 
against it in the name of these good people, whe approach the 
question from no political standpoint, who approach it from no 
interest in supplies and contracts, who approach it simply in the 
spirit which perenes their creed and their religion, that of 
humanity and justice to all their fellow-men.. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out. the last 
word. I desire to suggest as a point which will certainly ap- 
peal to the common sense of this committee, that if it be true, 
as the gentleman from [Mr. MADDOX] suggests, that the: 
present Superintendent is dick that he has promul- 
gated rules which are impracticable to be carried out and ab- 
surd in their character, there is an easy way of dealing with 
that matter, and that way is by the Superintendent's removal 
and by the appointment of a man who is competent and who can 
prom rules are practicable. Certainly it is not the 
fair way in the middle of a public servant's term of office to re- 
duce his salary. If there is one'principle that the people of this 
country have given general adherence to; itis the prineiple that 
the rof a officer shall not be raised or reduced dur- 
the term of service for which he is chosen, and that is cor- 

y principle that ought always to apply. But it it betrus 
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that this general Superintendent has been making bad rules and 
falsearithmetics, the gentleman from Georgia will notelaim, Lam 
sure, that all thesuperintendentsof the Indian schools se 
derthisgeneral superintendenthave been doing that sortof thing. 
They have not of them been Se ATES of mathe- 
matics; and yetif you will look through ill you will find 
that, one after another, the salaries of the superintendents in 
the local schools all over the country have been reduced. And 
in the mean time their labors—I ask the committee to bear this 
in mind—in the meantime their labors have been increased. In 
the schools where the number of goos at presentis only 300, 
provision is made in this bill for 350 or 400, and yet the salary 
of the superintendent there is reduced from $2,000 to 81.500. 

Mr. PICKLER. If I mayinterruptthe gentleman, I wish to 
state that this reduction is not recommended either by the 
Secretary of the Interior or by the Indian Commissioner- 

Mr. QUIGG. I was about to of that. None of these 
reductions are recommended by the Indian Bureau or by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and yet they extend throughout the 
whole of our Indian educational system. Now,I appeal to the 
common sense of my Democratic friends. I am just as anxious 
as they are that this Congress shall make a record for economy. 
No man here wants more money spent than ought to be spent, 
but is this a good object to make a reduction upon? 

Is the education of these people, whom we have from time imme- 
morial neglected and wronged, for whose care we ought to have 
done a great deal more than we have, for whose education we 
oughtto have made amuch better provision than has been made 
atany time is their education a good object. to begin reductions: 

` ? I protest that this is unfair; I insist that it is unwise; 
and I hope that the amendment of the ime from Indiana 
[Mr. JOHNSON], in despite of his possibly too ardent protests 
against the economies to which his colleague from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] is addicted, will prevail. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If I understand the gentleman, he 
protests against improper administration on the of the Ex- 
ecutive, improper according to the opinion of individual mem- 
bers, being reached by the cutting down of the salaries of per- 
sons who hold office, the offices themselves necessary, un- 
der wise administration, for the well-being of the service? 

Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman has stated my protestand objec- 
tion with great clearness and force. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Before the gentleman takes his 
seat I want to announce to him that my possibly too ardent pro- 
test against the economy of the gentleman from a was not 
made entirely on the ground of his frugality. In the first place, 
it grew out of the fact that having cut down the salary of this 
official, he had come into the House and attempted by a subter- 
fags > prevent any amendment to rectify the wrong being 
offered. 

Mr. QUIGG. Well, I hope the gentlemen on the other side 
of the House, in voting on this amendment, will not take into 
consideration the language of the gentleman to his colleague, 
but will vote on it with regard simply to the justice or injustice 
of the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I hope at the same time gentle- 
men will not fail to have the courage of their convictions. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I should be disposed to agree 
with very much of what. was said yesterday by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] on the question of education, and with 
what was said a little while ago by the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON]. It is perfectly possible to educate 
people too much. It is perfectly possible to educate the Indians 
too much. AndIshould be the last man to deny that a great deal 
of all education, high and low, in this country has been thrown 
away, and applied to objects that can not well receive it. But 
for all that, sir, education is coming to bea science. It is al- 
ready recognized as being an art; and it is altogether impossi- 
ble to carry on education, high, low, or medium, byany rule of 
thumb, by any mere application of common sense,” or by any 
of the methods that answered a hundred, or fifty, or even thirty 
or twenty years ago. 

There is no principle now more thoroughly ized in the 
educational ms of our country than that we must employ 
superintendents; that a system of education must be put under 
one head. It may be that originally this office of superintendent 
of education was constituted as a sinecure, and that the salary 
was cut down because there was really nothing for the officer 
todo. But as Indian education stands now, whether we carry 
it on upon the reservations, whether we carry it on at contract 
schools, whether we onre on at Carlisle or anywhere else, 
whether it is to be prac „Industrial, mechanical, literary, 
or musical, I care not what, if Indian education anywhere in 
this country is to be worth anything at all it must be under a 

single superintendent, with great powers and with a large 


that they were the rules adopted by his p 


23 „because that is the recognized way in which education 
now on. 

This is a matter on which I have a right to speak as an ex- 
pert. And gentlemen from any part of the country who have 

d any attention to education know that if there is anything 

tter established in the science and art of education than an- 
other, it is that a system of education should be put under one 
responsible head, whose supervision shall be extended over the 
whole system which the Government—general, State, or mu- 
nicipal—is unde carry on. 

Now, Isay that to attempt to legislate a given official out of 
office by lowering his salary is no way to do, on any principle, 
political or economical. Some of oursuperintendents of Indian 
education have been injudicious men. ey have had the sen- 
timental element too strong in them; they have had the mis- 
sionary element toostrong in them; they have not looked at the 
practical side of matters; they have notrealized the demands of 
the question. The present Superintendent was selected by the 
Secretary of the 3 advices from numerous sources. 
He is a man who hasstu education scientifically, and Lhesi- 
tate not to say practically. If he has been giving some of his 


time to pre a arithmetic for the Indians, I can tell 
entlemen of House, if they do not know it, that he could 
2 do a better thing; for there is 1 in this 
country that needs revising more than the pre g arithmet- 
ical text-books scattered among our schools. 
re the hammer fell.] 


. COOMBS. I hope the time of the gentleman from Mas- 

sachusetts will be extended. 

Mr. EVERETT. I should like to have a few minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time 
of the gentleman for five minutes? 

Mr. MADDOX. I object, with all respect to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I desire to be heard briefly on 
the merits of the amendment. I have offered it in good faith, 
and I believe logic and good sense require that it should be 


adopted. 

The regularity with which Congress has been cutting down 
the appropriation for the salary of this Superintendent of Indian 
Schools is striking, ifnot commendable. First, he was awarded 
a salary of $4,000. That was reduced to $3,500. At a subsequent 
session Co reduced it to $3,000, which was the amount ap- 
propris for the current year. Now it is pro to out it 

own to $2,500. The House can readily see that at this rate of 
progression, or rather retrogression, for such it is, we shall soon 
reach that point where because of the inadequacy of the salary 
it will be e to get the services ofa first-class man to 
fill this position 

I think this is a very inopportune time for this reduction; and 
I wish to say to the gentleman from Georgia that I think he is 
mistaken in saying that the present incumbent of the office got 
up himself these rules which have been referred to. [understand 
that he simply adopted these rules for the time being, until he 
could get time to formulate a more matured system of rules, and 
ecessor in office. . 

I doubt not that the present incumbent of this office may have 
come to the discharge of the duties of his office without being 
entirely familiar with the needs of the Indian service. That is 
highly possible; but that he will familiarize himself with those 
duties in a short time and make an acceptable Superintendent of 
Schools I do not at all doubt. 

Prof. Hailman is a graduate of a Swiss university; subse- 
quently he graduated at an Ohio literary institution; after that 
he graduated at a medical college located in the same State. 
He was fora time superintendent of schools in the city of De- 
troit, Mich., and was on the board of education of that city for 
anumber of goarn. After that he was superintendent of schools 
in the city of Laporte, Ind., for a number of years, and in eve 
instance, as I am informed, discharged his duties faithfully an: 
with excellent capacity. He is a gentleman of intelligence, a 
man of large educational experience, and fine executive ability. 
He has come into this office with the purpose of thoroughly de- 
voting himself to the discharge of itsduties; and he has set about 
learn g how to perform those duties in such a way as will soon 
enable him to promote the good of the Indian schools. 

I hold in my hand a list of the duties which he is required to 
perform; and they are very onerous, as the committee will dis- 
cover when I tit, which I will now do: 

It shall be the duty of the Su tendent of Indfan Schools to administer 
— — to roti manga tte, assign to duty stuperin- 
tenden ns, and other employés in the school service; to 


pre} courses of study and 5 ins rning the ed 
0 


t 
and other 


conce! u- 
thods of work; to examine and 


select text- 
from agents, 


- 
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duct and progress of the schools; to visit and inspect, in person or through 
ancrediten i agents, all schools in which Indians are taught in whole in 
part from (sok EE trom the United States Treasury; and to report 


to the ioner of Indian Affairs conce: their condition, defec' 
and uirements, and to perform such other duties as may be impos: 
upon by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, subject to the approval of 


the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. Chairman, the Superintendent of Indian Schools sustains 
to the Indian schools the exact relation which the superintend- 
ent of schools sustains to the public schools ina great city. It 
is absolutely necessary that there should be some supervising, 
controlling power in charge of the Indian schools, to classify 
them, reduce them to order, and oversee and direct them, and 
which should also be the medium of communication between 
these schools and the Secretary of- the Interior and the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. EVERETT. And $2,500 is a very poor salary for such a 


man. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, there is not a city 
in this country, with a population of 25,000, that does not pay 
its superintendent of schools more than the amount which is 
proposed to be given here for the salary of the Superintendent 
of Indian Schools, and his duties are much more onerous, much 
more difficult to perform, much more responsible in their char- 
acter. Why, you are proposing even now to abolish the Congres- 
sional appropriation for sectarian schools for the education of 
Indians, which you have been accustomed to make for years. 
This officer already has a A and visitorial jurisdiction 
over those schools, but if this proposed nonsectarian legislation 
is carried out you will increase all the more the onerous duties 
which he has to perform. It ought to cause the blush of shame 
to rise to the face of every Representative on this floor that it 
is here seriously proposed torequire this able executive officer to 
perform the duties of this high and honorable office at the pal- 
bt paiay which is proposed in this bill. 

r. NDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 
the Superintendent of Indian Schools. I do not even know his 
name; but I have before me letters from friends whom I know 
take a very great interest in this subject of educating the In- 
dians of the country, and from them I understand that this of- 
ficer is a very worthy and papanie officer and gentleman, and 
deserves to be sustained in the good work in which he is en- 

ed; and I rise simply to say that I hope hissalary will not be 
reduced—in other words, that the amendment offered toincrease 
the salary will be adopted and the salary remain as it is. 

These schools are scattered over a vast extent of country; the 
office is a very important and a very responsible one, and there 
certainly should be a good man at the head oftheseschools. And 
now, as I understand, the present Superintendent of Indian 
Schools to be a capable and efficient officer, I hope he will be sus- 
taind by an adequate compensation. 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, the salary of this responsible officer 
will not be reduced as 3 by the bill under consideration. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to submit as a matter of wise legis- 
lation and public policy, so far as I am concerned, when an offi- 
cial has been duly appointed and inducted into his office, and is 

roperly performing the duties of that office, having made his 

scal arrangements on the basis of the salary paid at the time of 
his appointment, a change in his compensation is an unjust and 
unwise legislative act, unless it takes effect in the future, boyana 
the expiration of his term, or unless there is an all-controlling 
reason for the change. 

Gentlemen will remember a few weeks ago the Committee on 
Appropriations brought in the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cant appropriation bill. In that bill was a proposed reduction of 
the compensation of the Register of the Treasury from $4,000 to 
$3,600. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON 
and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] proteste 
emphatically against the change, and in filing that protestmade 
these statements, simple in language, but truthful, and to my 
mind potential. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON] said: 

Now, I undertake to say that after an efficient, competent gentleman has 
been brought here and put into this work, responsible as it is, in the midst 


of his term it is just and unfair to reduce the salary, and therefore I hope 
the amendment will prevail. 


The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON] said: 


Mr. Chairman, I am utterly opposed to this warfare on the present Reg- 
ister of the Treasury. From my information about him, he isan honest and 
capable officer. He was appointed to this 1 and accepted it entirely 

th the expectation that if he performed duties he would serve at least 
a four years’ term, and, as I understand it, he has done like other gentlemen 
under, ar circumstances, has left his business, left his matters at home 
and come here, locating himself, expecting to receive the mny ed by the 
law at the time of his eee So far as I have information, up to this 
hour, he has served efficiently. 

Ido not believe, sir, that this House should now in the middle of his term 
single him out for the p of cutting off a tof his salary and making 
an example of him almost alone in the entire tive bill. I think the 
policy unwise, and that when a man has been appointed to fill a position of 
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responsibility, as this gentleman has been, I do not believe in making his 
a small one already, still smaller by attempting to cut it down in 

JFF 

nessee will be adopted. 155 e 

So the debate went on, and when the question came to be de- 
termined by the committee, the proposition of the Committee 
on Appropriations was rejected, and the compensation of $4,000 
was continued. Therefore it will be no severe criticism upon 
the gentleman having charge of this bill, if this committee 
its wisdom determines upon a policy, that when a man has been 
appointed at a certain compensation, it should continue through 
his term as a fair, equitable consideration; for the obligations 
which he incurred when he entered upon his term of office. 

If the Superintendent of Indian Schools is incapable, turn him 
out; if not, then keep your faith and pay him in accordance with 
your contract both specific and implied. 

Mr. PIGOTT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to take the floor not 
for the purpose of indorsing the criticism of the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, but merely to say that I do 
not want to have this question considered asa political question, 
in which way it seems to have been considered pretty generally 
by those gentlemen who have taken the floor, and especially 
those who favor the pending amendment, with the exception of 
my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT]. But as a repre- 
sentative of an intelligent constituency, as a representative of 
Yale College, the professors of which great institution take a 
deep interest in the question of Indian education, I merely take 
the floor for the purpose of saying that they are entirely insym- 
pathy with the amendment whic Bounce to give the gentle- 
man occupying the important position of Superintendent of In- 
dian Schools an adequate salary. 

I speak, then, their wishes when I say I trustthatthe amend- 

ment of the gentleman from Indiana will be adopted. I do not 
know the gentleman who occupies this position, and do not care 
who he may be; but if he is incompetent to perform the duties 
of the office, let him be removed and a competent man substi- 
tuted in his place. 
But there is another objection to the cutting down of this sal- 
ary which has not been thus far alluded to in the debate, that 
is, if because of incompetency or for any other reason, personal 
to the present incumbent, you reduce the salary, you thereby 
make it almost impossible, when a competent man gets the place, 
to have the salary restored to what it ought to be. 

I trust that my Democratic friends on this floor will bear in 
mind that there are many men in the East in sympathy with the 
Democratic principles of economy who are unwilling to reduce 
this salary, and for that reason I favor the adoption of the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment which has been reported. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not profess to any par- 
ticular familiarity with the Indian service. I have had, per. 


haps, the same experience that most gentleman living east of 
the Mississippi River have had in regard to this service. But 
gentlemen situated farther West are, of course, more familiar 
with it than we can reasonably be expected to be. I know, how- 
ever, something about the duties of the office of Superintendent 
of Indian Schools. 

This office was created during the Forty-seventh Congress, 
known as the Keifer Congress, Mr. Keifer of Ohio being the 
Speaker of the House. At the time the office was created onan 
appropriation bill, and not by law—no law having been enacted 
on that subject—and the salary was fixed at $3,000 a year. That 
was one of the most expensive Congresses, as gentleman are 
aware, that we have had in our time. A great many salaries 
were raised, and at that time this office was created. 

The question was what service could this Superintendent ren- 
der, or whether he could render any, and if so, if he could ren- 
der any service which gentlemen here could render, why not 
devolve the duties on the Superintendent of Education, an office 
that is only slightly important, as the business of education is 
nota Federal business, but belongs to the several States. It 
was then thought that it could be conferred on the Superintend- 
ent of Public Instruction. Others thought that any duty which 
might be required of him could be performed, as now, by and 
under the Commissioner of Indian Affairs; for I wish tocall your 
attention to the extraordinary fact that this office is after all,so 
far as the Superintendent is concerned, under the charge of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. There has been an effort to 
abolish the office from time to time years ago, but of late that 
subject has received no attention. The salary at one time went 
up to $4,000. It was then subsequent! M reduced to $3,000. 

Now, what does this official do? There is no explanation of 
the duties at all. You had under the last Administration a su- 
perintendent and six supervisors. I will not speak with cer- 
tainty, for I have not examined the matter lately, but I believe 
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rvisors received either $1,500 or $2,000 a year and their 
traveling expenses. 

Mr. PIC R. Let me ask the gentleman a question. We 
have recommended in this bill to cut off two of the super- 


the su 


visors—— 

Mr.HOLMAN. Iam coming to that. Under this Administra- 
tion there are nowfour persons employed as supervisors. Now, 
what duty is performed, let me inquire of gentlemen who pro- 
fess to know all about the subject, and especially my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT), who spoke so well, what duties 
are performed except the duties performed by the supervisors? 
You have, I repeat, four of them now. This- bill proposes to 
continue three of them. They report to whom? To the gentle- 
man who is supposed to be at the head of this educational sys- 
tem in the Capitol? No; they report directly to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs. What does the Commissioner of In- 
- dian Affairs say about their duties? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
has expired. z 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to be per mitted to 
proceed for afew minutes. s 

Mr. PICKLER. Let him proceed without limit. 

Mr. EVERETT. I object. 

Mr. PICKLER. I Bope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. EVERETT. I should be happy to withdraw my objec- 
tion, but objection was made to my continuing a speech. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did I object? 

Mr. EVERETT. No, sir; buta member of the committee did. 
However, I will withdraw the commer 1 admit that the 
chairman of the committee has peculiar claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, [ask no more than any other member, 
Mr. Chairman. : 

Now, the supervisors, of whom there are four, go from ons 
school to another and examine. Their traveling expenses are 
paid. The reports come to the Commissioner on Indian Affairs, 
and in the office of the Commissioner is a small bureau, known 
as the Bureau of Education. 

Now, with that little board of education the Superintendent 
of Schools has nothing to do. That is a board, I believe, com- 
posed of seven persons. 

Mr. COX. ho are they? 

Mr.HOLMAN. I do not know who they are. 
one of them. 

Mr. PICKLER. They are clerks. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, with ahead. That board has always 
managed this business. The superintendent stands upon exactly 
the same footing as one of these supervisors. He travels when 
he thinks proper among the Indians, and you pay him, as pro- 
posen in this bill, $1,000 for expenses of traveling, which is sub- 
stantially making his salary $4,500 a year. You pay him that, 
and yet he performs exactly the same duties that these super- 
visors perform, to whom you pay smaller salaries; but who are 


gentleman from Indiana 


I do not know 


very intelligent men, and the superintendent has nothing to do 
with them. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question there? 

Mr. HOLMAN. IfI may be allowed further time. 

Mr. PICKLER. We will gre you all the time you desire. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does not the superintendent of education 


stand in exactly the same relation to the Indian service that 
the superintendent of education stands to the State? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. And does he not stand in the same relation 
to these supervisors as the State superintendent would to county 
superintendents? 

r. HOLMAN. Why, not at all. They all make their re- 
ports to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. Their report is sent in to the Su- 
perintendent of Education. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Their report goes to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr.PICKLER. He is at the head of Indian education. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Certainly; and that little bureau transacts 
the business. 

Mr. PICKLER. Under his direction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to say in reference to this gentleman 
who now holds the office, that he is a reliable gentleman, a very 
reliable Democrat, and a very good man. I want to emphasize 
that—that he is a 3 good man. I never saw him but once or 
twice in my life, but I was very much impressed with him; and 
I understand him to be thoroughly a good man. But what has 
that to do with it? 

Mr. COGSWELL. The Indiana man is a good man, but the 
other men you do not know anything about? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I said the jana man was & good man, 


XXVI— 395 


Mr. COGS WELL. But as to the other seven, why, you do not 
know anything about them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I never saw them, that I know of. Do you 
suppose that I would vote to pay a man a large salary simply 
because he is a clever gentleman? This salary is above the av- 
erage for that class of employment. 

r. PICKLER. I never knew the gentleman to discriminate 
against an Indiana man before. 

Mr. QUIGG. Does the gentleman discriminate against the 
superintendent on account of the rules he has promulgated? 

r. PICKLER. The gentleman from South Dakota does not 
know whether I discriminated against any man. : 

Mr. QUIGG. Does the gentleman discriminate against the 
rules which the superintendent has promulgated? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a superintendent of the schools at 
the agencies and he is paid a handsome salary, and is usually a 
very competent man; and then the agent there is an intelligent 
gentleman. These schools are all on the agencies, beyond the 
Mississippi. The agent at the Indian agencies has some super- 
vision over all those people. 

Mr. PICKLER. ut the agents are not school men. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These schools are first under the supervision 
of the superintendent of the schools, and secondly under that of 
the Indian agent, who is almost uniformly a competent man. 

Mr. PICKLER. But they are not school men. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A few yearsago I visited those agencies with 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and we always found in- 
telligent men at the head of the schools. The superintendent 
of theschool wasunder the eyeof the Indian agenton the ground. 
Then we have the supervisors and inspectors, five in number, 
constantly visiting these schools, and also special agents, whoare 
doing practically the same work. Why, gentlemen, the whole 
fact about the matter is this: This man performs exactly the 
same duty that twelve other persons perform. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. QUIGG. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended 
five minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Lask that it be ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington asks 
that the time of the gentleman from Indiana be extended ten 
minutes. Js there objection? 

Mr. HAINES. I object. 

Mr. KEM. I move that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
gentleman's time be extended five minutes? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COX. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to ask the 
gentleman one question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. COX. Now, you have got these supervisors in regard to 
these schools? d 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 
field. 

Mr. COX. Now, let me draw your attention to the point. 
What are they for? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are to do any duty in connection with 
the Indian service, and the main duty is an educational duty. 

Mr.COX. Now, then, what do you want with asuperintendent? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We do not need him at all. edo not need 
the office. 

Mr. QUIGG. But the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], 
as I understand, withdraws the imputation made bythe gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX] as to the incompetency of this 
Superintendent. 

Mr. MADDOX. The gentleman from Georgia has made no 
such charge. 

Mr. QUIGG. IT think you have. 

Mr. MADDOX. I have not done any such thing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me state what supervision we now have. 
In the first place we have, as gentlemen say here, a competent 
superintendentof schools. Then there is the Indian agent. right 
on the ground, whose principal duty is to look after the schools. 

Then there are the five inspectors, who look after everything 
pertaining to the schools, and they are generally competent 
men. Then we have five special agents to look after these 
schools and after the agents themselves. Then, in addition to 
that, we have in the field to-day four men who are performing 
the same duties that would be, or could be, performed by the 
Superintendent of Indian Schools. All these make their re- 
ports to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. We have all this 
superintendence, and yet there is a clamor here, gotten up by 
letters from all over the country—I have received hundreds. 
many of them from my own part of the . ou 
with a loud voice against the slightest reduction of th . 

Mr. KYLE. Do all these men make separate reports? 


We have got four of them in the 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly they make separate reports. 
They all report to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who gives them their instructions? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They have their instructions from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; they have their instructions from the 
Superintendent of Education. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to have 
this considered as a party question, although it has assumed 
that aspect, I admit. [Laughter.] In the interest of economy, 
I insist on this reduction. Ido not think this office ought to 
exist at all. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to ask the chairman 
of the committee a question. When this subject was before the 
subcommittee there was some disposition to make the salary of 
this office three thousand or four thousand dollars—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nobody mentioned more than $3,000. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, perhaps it was $3,000; 
butin the Fifty-second Congress it was $1,000. Now, we have 
agreed to cut it down to twenty-five hundred. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The office was created in the Forty-eighth 
Congress, I think, and enlarged in the Fifty-first Congress, and 
somehow or other it has always been a political office. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, is not this amount— 
$2,500—that the committee agreed upon, about the average sal- 

received by professors in colleges other than the highest 
throughout the country? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where can you find in any of the colleges of 
the West any official of this kind so well paid? 

Mr. PICKLER. You can not find a man inthe United States 
fit to occupy such a position that can be had for $2,500. 

Mr. HOLMAN. e salary here is $2,500, and you have not 
an official connected with education in your State who gets as 


much. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I would not detain the com- 
mittee longer upon this subject, only that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is so woefully mistaken in regard to the 
facts of this question. He talks about these different supervisors 
of Indian education being turned out loose without any head. If 
there is no general head over them, who is to instruct them in 
their duties? This matter is really very easily understood. You 
have a corresponding system in your several States. You have 
a superintendent of instruction—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, that is not this case at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor. You have your State su- 
perintendentof publicinstruction, and then you have your county 
superintendents. Now, the proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana is to abolish this office altogether; that is, he proposes 
to expend all this money for the education of the Indians with- 
out having any head to supervise his expenditure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What about the Commissioner of Indian Af- 


_ fairs? 


Mr. PICKLER. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs has a 


~ dozen other things to attend to. 


Mr. E And he is nota professional educator. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; he is not an educator. He is chosen for 
other qualifications. We have never had a professional educa- 
tor for Commissioner of Indian Affairs so far as I can recollect. 
Now, just consider for a moment the idea of the gentleman from 
Indiana that we are to appropriate these largo amounts of money 

ear by yonr for these Indian schools, and yet are to have no 
Tank of Indian education, nobody to guide the men who are en- 
d in educating the Indians.- The gentleman talks about the 
erent supervising officers that he has enumerated making 
their reports to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Why, sir, 
everybody in that Bureau makes his report to the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and the Commissioner turns over these reports 
to the Superintendent of Education. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend knows that the committee were 
informed that the reports made to the Commissioner went to 
the Indian Bureau. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, there were one or two men who had an 
ax to grind, who wanted this office abolished, and who testified 
to that effect; but the Commissioner of Indian Affairs will tell 
you that all these matters are turned over to the Superintendent, 
and the present Administration has conferred more authority 
3 the Superintendent of Education than he has ever had be- 


‘ore. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We had before the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs two of the most competent men connected with the Indian 
Bureau, one of whom had served d the last Administra- 
tion, and one serving under the present; and they both informed 
us that there was no excuse whatever for the existence of this 


ce. 
Mr. PICKLER. One of them, Ibelieve, was turned out of office 
some time ago, and has an ax to grind.” . 
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Mr. HOLMAN. He was a Republican, though. 

Mr. PICKLER. The question comes right down to this— 
whether you want to expend all these ions of dollars for 
these educational purposes, with no head to the educational es- 
tablishment, with no one to direct this work of education. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was not the work done without this Super- 
intendent before this office was created? 

Mr. PICKLER. The very reason the office was created was 
because the need for it was felt. There is not another man con- 
nected with the service who is a specialist in educational mat- 
ters. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs is not a specialist. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He isa scholar. 

Mr. PICKLER. He is a scholar, but not a practical educator. 
We certainly ought to have for this duty a man who has been 
engaged in practical school work and who understands it. I 
understand that there is not in any college of the United States 
a man occupying any such important position who does not re- 
ceive 83, 000 or more a year. I defy any gentleman on this floor 


-to name such aman. It can not be done. 


Mr. HOLMAN. What are the salaries paid in your State? 

Mr. PICKLER. In some cases $2,500, and in other cases 
$3,000. But we have not in my State any such position as this. 
ae HOLMAN. What college president in your State receives 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no college president who occupies 
such a position as this. 

Mr. COX. Asasubstitute for the ponding amendment, I offer 
the amendment which I send to the k. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Superintendent of Indian Schools bs abolished, and the salary 
provided be omitted from the bill. 


Mr.COX. Mr.Chairman, if this discussion has developed any- 
thing, it is that this office of superintendent is unnecessary 
the administration of Indian affairs. You have supervisors of 
instruction receiving their salaries —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. With traveling expenses and all? 

Mr. COX. Yes; you pay them their traveling expenses as 
well as their salaries. bill provides for a certain number 
of supervisors of instruction for Indian schools. These officers 
are paid a salary and their traveling expenses. Now, I am at a 
loss to know what they are to do except to attend to the schools 
provided for these Indian children. The pending proposition is 
that we must have a superintendent over these supervisors—— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington rose. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman must excuse me just now. I want 
to state this matter as I understand it. You have first your 
et Pech rs to supervise these Indian schools. That is correct, 
is it not 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is correct. 

Mr. COX. I do not want to misstate any fact, for I do not 
profess to know much about the Indians or the Indian service. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does the gentleman under- 
stand how these supervisors are appointed? 

Mr. COX. I take it for granted they are 18 for the 

urpose of taking care of the schools. That is all they have to 


0. 

Mr. PICKLER. They do not do anything but what the Super-, 
intendent directs them to do. 

Mr. 3 What have they to do except to attend to the 
schools? 

Mr. PICKLER. If you abolish the Superintendent, there will 
be nobody to direct them. 

Mr. COX. Now, let me ask, who directs these supervisors in 
the absence of a Superintendent? Why, the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, of course. Now, 1755 put in the Superintendent 
as a kind of supernumerary—“‘a fifth Wheel to the wagon.” And 
it would seem, he does not, in fact, superintend anybody. What 
is the use for him? 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman might as well ask what use 
there is for the governor of a State? He might as well propose 
to ee the ollice of governor, and let the State machinery 
run itself. 

Mr. COX. If thesesupervisors control the Indian schools 

Mr. PICKLER. They do not control them at all. 

Mr. COX. Then who does? 

Mr.PICKLER. The Superintendent of Indian Education, the 
man you are pro to abolish. 

Mr. COX. Who controls him? 

Mr. PICKLER. 8 

Mr. COX. Well, then, he is a greater power in this service 
than anyone else. Now, what can be the reason or policy of ap- 
1 supervisors of Indian schools 

Mr. PICKLER. There are only three. 

Mr. COX. Well, I do not pretend to know the number. And 
then after appointing these supervisors you appoint a supertn- 
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tendent to supervise them; and then you have a Commissioner 
òf Indian Affairs to supervise the Superintendent. j 

There is no use about this matter; you are putting a 
man into this office to be like the fifth wheel to a wagon. 

Mr. PICKLER. These supervisors bear practically the same 
relation to the Superintendent that your clerk does to you. The 
clerk does what you direct him to do; these supervisors do what 
the Superintendent directs. z 

Mr. COX. Oh, well, I understand all that; but when you go 
to appoint a Government officer, and pay him a certain amount 
of money, and other officers perform of the duties, what is 
the 1 continuing the office? 

Mr. PICKLER, But that is not the case here, by any means. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, In all the cities, as the gentle- 
man knows, we have a school board 

Mr. COX. Oh, I understand that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Just hear my question out. Then 
we have a superintendent—— 

Mr. COX. I understand all of that, of course; but it has no 
connection here. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. You do not allow me to finish my 
question. We have, then, the teachers—— 

Mr. COX. Do a honestly believe this man, this Superin- 
tendent of Indian Schools, is essential to the service, oris worth 
one cent to the service? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think he is worth very much 
more than that or I should not have offered the amendment. 
I think it would be a most serious mistake to abolish the office. 

Mr. COX. Suppose the office is abolished; will not the su- 
pervisors do all the work? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Unless you have some central 
power, a superintendent, to act as an intermediary between the 
teachers and the Indian Bureau, then you have no proper con- 
nection between them. 

The © Š 
see has expired. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington was recognized. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to be heard for a few mo- 
ments for the purpose of asking if an amendment would lie to 
abolish the office—and I will offer it for the time being anyhow— 
in this shape: 


Provided vats ign! the office of Commissioner of Indian Affairs be, and is 


hereby, abolish: 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the Chair state the parlia- 
mentary status? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
on that amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized the gentleman 
from Washington. 

x Me JOHNSON of Indiana. I desire to makea parliamentary 
nquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Theamendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee is an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is an amendment in the nature of asub- 
stitute, as the Chair is advised. 8 
n of Illinois. And subject to an amendment under 

e rule. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I think that 
the understanding of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I 
only speak as my own recollection, was at the time we had the 
item for the compensation of the Superintendent of Indian 
Schools up for consideration that I wanted to let the salary re- 
main as it was. I believe my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN], perhaps the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH], and 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX], thought $2,500 with 
traveling e ses was sufficient. 

Mr. MADDOX. I had nothing to say about it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I was only giving my recollec- 
tion, and of course withdraw the reference to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr, LYNCH. I did not either. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. At all events, there was an 
agreement in the subcommittee that the salary should be $2,500. 
Iam inclined to the opinion that the com ation for the 
service of the Superintendent of Indian Schools issu 
you include the traveling expenses and per diem. 

Mr. COOMBS. What do you mean by traveling expenses 
and per diem? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, he gets a certain per 
oe: faa vd 3 3 ing expenses. My eee 

ge per day for expenses While visiting 
the reservations and * 


The time of the gentleman from Tennes- 


I desire to be heard for a moment 


cient when 


Mr. COX. Will the ere allow a question? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. Now, you have a supervisor, and this Superintend- 
ent—what does he superintend? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, as a matter of fact, it 
has been the duty of the Superintendent of Indian Schools to 
visit all, or as many of the schools as he could. 

Mr. COX. Precisely; that is a frank answer. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But his duties in that connec- 
tion are arduous. 

Mr. COX. If it interrupts the gentleman I will not persist. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It is no interruption. I yield 
to the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. EOX. Now, if the supervisors do their duty, what is the 
need of theSu 

Mr. WILSO 
their duty, I might ask, what is the use of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs? 


rintendent? 


of Washington. Well, if the Indian agents do 


Mr. COX. If you put somebody in the shape of a supervisor 
to attend to this at ag you do not need the Superintendent. 
Mr. WILSON of Washi Now, you have cut down the 
salary from $4,000 to $2,500. I think, as I have already said, 
and as was believed in the subcommittee, that that is a fair 
compensation for the work when you include the traveling ex- 
mses, 
Pot is as much as is received by any professor or any president 
of any Western college of which I have knowledge. d while 


j ition isa man of the 


the gentleman at present occupying the 
very highest education and ee think the salary paid 
on that the agreement 


him is sufficient, and I am of the op 
reached by the Committee on Indian Affairs should prevail. 
A few days ago I made some observations to the effect that 
the present Superintendent was engaged in goring ons a new 
arithmetic. This morning I received a letter from him stating 
that he was not engaged in getting out a new arithmetic; that 
he was simply engaged in getting out a new method by which 
arithmetic ht be taught to the Indians. And in so far as I 
stated he was engaged in getting up a book, I desire to make a 
correction at this time. He is only getting out a new method of 


cube root which and through which the Indian may be 

hta er and more poreo civilization. 

. BO of North lina. A more perfect system of 
digging roots. [aughise} 

. BLACK of Georgia. I move to close debate on the pend- 
ing amendments. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia moves that 
all debate on the pending amendments be closed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope that will not be done until 
ay amendment is read. The gentleman will save time now by 
allowing us a little more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois to the fact that the motion is only to 
close debate on the pending amendments, not on the raph. 

The gentleman from Georgia moves that all debate on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHN- 
SON] and the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Cox] be closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, debate on the pending amendments was closed. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to offer it be- 
fore a vote is taken on the other amendments? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; to add to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], 

The C . The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] the 
re “and the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is hereby abol- 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the 
attention of the committee to thisamendment. The President 
of the United States being the executive, has his branch offices 
or de ents, the Interior, the Post-Office, and soon. They 
are his aids and helps. But the President is the executive. 
When you come to the Interior Department there are ten or 
twelve bureaus, because this Department has a great deal of 
business. The Indian Office is one of the bureaus of the Interior 
Department. Congress in its wisdom, in former years, has seen 
proper, step by step, in the interest of the public service, to cre- 
ate these bureaus. Then, again, many of the various bureaus, 
much larger than any department of this Government fifty years 
ago, are divided into divisions. All this saves labor, and gives 
uniformity and efficiency in administration. 

Now, in my judgment, this branch of the service that super- 
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intends the schools which educate 16,000 Indian children, with 
200 different schools, expending between. $2,000,000 and $3,000,- 
000, is of great importance. ngress, in its wisdom, 3 
there ought to be a head to this service. The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Cox] think there ought not to be a head. 

Mr. HOLMAN. h, no; I distinctly disclaim that. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. They think there ought not to be 
a head to this division? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentlemanismisstating me. I have not 
suggested that. 


r. COX. The gentleman is misstating me also. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, an amendment comes to 
abolish the office. Now, if they wish to do that, I want to see 
them, and go them one better, because we can save the salary 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and let the honorable 
Secretary of the Interior, Hoke Smith, whose friends claim he 
is the best worker in the country, shoulder up and administer 
that office, too. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend know that the salary of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is carried on the legislative 
bill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well, all bills a place and all 
seasons a time to save money—to economize. This is a propo- 
sition to abolish an office. Now,I have nothing to say against 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. He is from my State, and 
so far as I know he is an able and competent official; but here is 
a chance to save that salary, and let the honorable Secretary of 
the Interior look after the details himself. This is mere bureau 
work. 

Mr. COX. Now, will the gentleman yield to me for one mo- 
ment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. Do you mean to say that when an office like that 
of the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs is created, and when you find a . under 
him who is not necessary, that in order to abolish the supernu- 
merary it becomes necessary to go back and abolish the head of 
the Department? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In my judgment this official at the 
head of this school service is just as important in his sphere as 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs presiding over all the divis- 
ions of the Indian Bureau is in his sphere. ; 

And while I am not in favor of my amendment, abolishing the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs [laughter], I offered it here to 
call the attention of the gentleman to what he is doing. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DocKERY). The Chair desires to call 
the attention of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to 
the fact that his amendment would seem to come in more prop- 
erly at the end of the section, inasmuch as the amendment pro- 

osed by the gentleman from Tennessee is to strike out certain 

ines in the bill. If there be no objection, the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois will be treated as coming in at the 
end of the section. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. MADDOX. I move that debate be closed on the pending 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I 1 8 1 want to 
know if an amendment would be in order to abolish all the In- 
dian agencies. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not pass on any question 
until it arises. 7 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
an amendment. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please withhold his 
amendment until a vote is taken upon the pending amendment, 
upon which debate has closed. The question is first on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON], in- 
creasing the salary from $2,500 to $3,000. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 61. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I change my vote from no to aye. 

The CHAIRMAN (continuing). Theamendment isdisagreed 


to. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask for tellers. 
Mr.TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of no quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes 
the point that no quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] and the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] as tellers. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 76. 
Mr. TRACEY. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think we might as well have a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk 8 to call the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Then I will inform the gentle- 
man that he will have the point of no quorum raised again. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just a moment, Mr. Chairman. In view of 
the fact that this is a subject to be voted on in the House, I will 
there call for the yeas and nays. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws 
the point of no quorum. 5 

Mr. MADDOX. I renew it, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I desire to give notice to the gen- 
tleman that I will call for a quorum every time until this bill is 
concluded if he persists. 

The Clerk continued to call the roll. 

Mr. MADDOX. I give you notice that Ido not care if you do. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Youcan get a vote in the House. 
Why, then, make the point of no quorum now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen are not now in order. 
Gentlemen in the front of the Chair will please be seated. 

Mr. MADDOX (to Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana). You are not 
bulldozing anybody. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I do not want to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. MADDOX. I say that you can not bulldoze me. 

1 JOHNSON of Indiana. You can get in a vote in the 
ouse. 

Mr. MADDOX. You need not throw out your threats to me, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I say you can get a vote in the 


House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia will be in 
order. The Sergeant-at-Arms will request gentlemen to take 
their seats. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana (to Mr. MADDOX). 
be good-natured. 

ne CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will please 
be seated. 

Mr. MADDOX rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia and the 
gentleman from Indiana will be in order. à 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Iam trying toget the gentleman 
from Georgia to be in order. / 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will please 
take his seat and observe the rules of the House. [Cries of 
‘Regular order!“ : 

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 


You ought to 


to respond: 
Abbott, Dingley, Hulick, Schermerhorn, 
Aitken, Draper, Johnson, Ohio Scranton, 
Alderson, Dunn Kilgore, Settle, 
Allen, Dunphy, Kri Shaw, 
Apsley, Ellis, Ky. Lapham, Sibley, 
Avery, Ellis, Oregon Lefever, Sickles, 
beock, lish, Lisle, Simpson, 
Baldwin, English, N. Livingston, Sipe. 
es, Fielder, Lockwood, Smith, 
Bartlett, Fithian, Magner, Snodgrass, 
Barwig, Ys Mahon, X 
Belden, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, S r, 
Bell, Colo. Gillett, Mass. Marshall, Stevens, 
Beltzhoover, ht, McCall, Strong, 
Bland, Graham, McDowell; Sweet, 
Boatner, Gresham, Meiklejohn, Talbott, Md. 
Boutelle, Griffin, Mercer, ylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Grosvenor, Meyer, ITY, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, Money, Turner, Va. 
Brookshire, Hager, Moon, Turpin, 
Brown, Hainer, Morgan, S 
Burnes, Hall, Mo. Morse, an Voorhis, N, Y. 
Cadmus, Harmer, Moses, adsworth, 
Caminetti, Harter, Mutchler, Walker, 
Capehart, Hatch, Newlands, Wanger, 
Cato Heard. ates, Wells, 
Chickering, Heiner, O'Neill, Mo. Wever, 
ds, Henderson, Iowa A rig Wheeler, IL 
un. Hendrix, Phillips, White, 
Cooper, Ind, Hepburn, Powers, Whiting. 
Covert, Hermann, all, Wilson, Ohio 
i Hines, Rayner, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dailzell, Hi Reed, Wise, 
Daniels, Hooker, Miss. Reyburn, Wolverton, 
De Forest, Hopkins, III. Robertson, La. Wright, Mass. 
Denson, Hopkins, Pa Rusk, Wright, Pa. 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my colleague [Mr, 
GRAHAM] be excused, on account of sickness. 

Mr. NEILL. I ask that the gentleman from California [Mr. 
ENGLISH] bə excused. He left the House on account of sick- 
ness. 

The committee rose, and the Speaker resumed the chair. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having under con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 6913, found itself without a quorum. 
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The Chair directed the roll to be calied, and [ herewith report 
the names of the absentees, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reports that that committee, having had under consider- 
ation the bill H. R. 6913, found itself without a quorum; that 
he directed the roll to be called, and reports the names of the 
absentees. The names of the absentees will be entered on the 
Journal. Two hundred and eight gentlemen having answered 
to their names, without motion the committee will resume its 
session under the rule. 

The committee resumed its session, Mr. O’NEIL of Massachu- 
setts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
86, noes 94; so the amendment was rejected. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] á 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]; which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Thatthe Superintendent of Indian Schools be abolished and the salary pro- 
vided for be omitted from this bill. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COX. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 107. 

Mr. COX made the point of noquorum, but immediately with- 
drew it. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
ment which is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize first the gentle- 
man from Iowa, and afterwards the gentleman from California. 
The Clerk will report the amendment of the gentleman from 


Iowa. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in line 19, after the word schools,“ the following: 

“And it is hereby declared that itis the intention of this act that no mone; 
herein appropriated shall be paid for education in sectarian schools, an 
the Secretary of the Interior is hereby charged with the duty of so using 
and adminis said appropriation as to carry out said object, and he is 
hereby autho) and required to make all needful rules and regulations 
necessary to prevent the use of any part of said fund for education in secta- 
rian schools." 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve the point 
of order on that amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I make the point of order. 

Mr. GEAR. Then I will speak to the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill reserve the point of order until we un- 
derstand the amendment. 

Mr. GEAR. I thinkif the gentleman from Indiana has any 
objection to this on a point of order he ought to state it. 

r. HOLMAN. I do not know whether I have or not, but I 
desire to reserve the point of order until the amendment is fully 
understood. 

Mr. GEAR. Let the gentleman state his point of order. 

Mr. TRACEY. 1 make the point of order that it is new leg- 
islation and does not reduce expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair willhear the gentleman from 
Towa on 1 of order. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill which provides for 
the education of the Indians and appropriates certain moneys 
therefor. The amendment which I have sent to the desk to be 
read simply provides how that money may or may not be dis- 
bursed. Itseems to me thatthe point of orderisnot tenable. I 
will ask the gentleman from New York to state wherein this 
changes ee law. 

Mr. TRACEY. The point of order I made was that the amend- 
ment was new legislation and did not reduce expenditures. 

Mr. GEAR. That point of order is not tenable. The amend- 
ment simply provides how the money herein appropriated shall 
be disbursed. It is not new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is very clear that the propo- 
sition advanced in the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa 
is new legislation, and does not retrench expenditures, and the 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. GEAR. I will state to the Chairman that the amend- 
ment does not change existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it makes law which is different from 
the law existing to-day, it changes existing law. 

Mr. GEAR. But it does not change existing law. [Cries of 
“ Read!” Read!“ and confusion in the Hall.] 

Mr. GEAR. I would like to have order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. GEAR. This amendment does not change any existing 


Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 


law; it simply puts a limitation upon the expenditure of the 
money herein appropriated. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled that in his judgment 
it is new legislation and does change existing law. 
Mr. GEAR. Will the Chair state what law it cha 
The CHAIRMAN. It changes the existing law which is in 
the appropriation bill of last year. 


‘es? 


Mr. GEAR. Not at all. I beg to differ with the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled. The gentleman 
from Iowa has it in his power to appeal from the decision of the 
Chair if he chooses. 

Mr. GEAR. Of course, I understand my remedy, Mr. Chair- 
man, but I think the Chair is under a misapprehension. This 
amendment does not change the law of last year atall. Weare 
now making a law for the next fiscal year, and this simply pro- 
poses to provide a limitation as to how the money here appro- 
priated shall be expended. 

The'CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already ruled upon the 
point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think that the proposition 
of my friend from Iowa is not open to the objection that it 
changes existing law, but is new legislation. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is not inor- 
der. The Chair has ruled. = 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then [move to strike out the last word of 
the pending paragraph. 

Mr. GEAR. I have the floor,Mr. Chairman. I can not be 
taken off the floor by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has no right to the floor. 
The gentleman having made his point of order and the Chair 
having ryled upon it, the gentleman has lost his right to the 

oor. 

Mr. GEAR. But I want to exercise my right to appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair gave the gentleman ample 
time to do that, but if he chooses now to appeal the Chair will 
recognize him for that purpose. 

Mr.GEAR. Ido. Oneword. Thisisa matter of some impor- 
tance. I will not discuss the merits of the amendment now, but 
will state here and now that I propose to offer at the proper time 
a motion to refer this bill back to the committee with instruc- 
tions that the amendment I offer be incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The appeal is withdrawn, I understand. 

Mr. GEAR. No, sir; I insist on my appeal. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, on that question, then, I wish 
to say a word in answer to the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. GEAR], 
for the motion he has made implies that there are some what he 
would call ‘sectarian appropriations” in this bill. My friend 
misapprehends the fact; there are no sectarian appropriations 
in the bill, as I understand the matter. I hold in my hand a list 
of all the contract Indian schools as they have existed for years 
and as they exist now and will probably exist in the coming year. 
Attached to this list is the following statement of the Indian 
Bureau: 

This list sets forth the schools with which contracts for the education of 
Indian children were made for the fiscal year 1894 (the present fiscal year), 
and which were not specially appropriated for. It will be noticed that con- 
tracts were made with individuals and not with denominational bodies, ex- 
cept such incorporated institutions as Hampton, Va., and the Lincoln Insti- 
tute at Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

I understand that at the Indian Office they never inquire 
whether the party with whom the contract is made belongs to 
one denomination or another, but make the contracts with the 
8 having charge of the schools, without any regard to the 

enominations to which they belong. 

Mr. GEAR. That is not the question. Weare now making 
appropriations for the year 1895, not for 1894. 

Mr. HOLMA But we are making them on exactly the same 
basis as in former years. 

Mr. GEAR. And there are some persons who think, and very 
properly, in my view, that they have aright to determine the 

ind of legislation which shall now be adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Thisis the same legislation and system of 
Indian school contracts as existed under the last Administration. 

Mr. GEAR. It is not a question of which Administration. It 
is simply a question whether we are now going on to recognize 
this class of appropriations as has been done iu the past. There 
is no politics in this matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course not. Iunderstand from the Indian 
Office that no contract has been made either during the last Ad- 
ministration or the present with any denomination or with the 
board of any denomination. Formerly contracts were made with 
boards having a certain denominational character, growing out 
of the “ peace policy” which was inaugurated in 1869 under the 
Grant Administration. But now, instead of contracts being 
made with denominations they have been made for years past— 
during the last Administration and under the present Adminis- 
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tration up to the present time—not with boards of the various 
denominations, but with the individuals having charge of the 
schools. 2 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
this question: Is there any appropriation carried in this bill for 
any sectarian school? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not for a sectarian school. But IL have no 
doubt Baptists, Methodists, Catholics, Presbyterians, and all 
the other denominations are in some way or other, as they have 
been for many years past, connected with these various Indian 
schools. Not as sectarians, butas individuals. Itcouldscarcely 
be otherwise; for in this country nearly everybody belongs to 
some religious denomination. 

A MEMBER. And so they ought. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But Iam assured by the Indian Bureau that 
no contract has been made in recent years with any board of 
any denomination or with any denomination for the education 
of Yada children. 

Mr. GEAR. Ido not say that there has been; I simply say 
that I do not believe it is the policy of this Government, either 
the General Government or that of the States, to reco e any- 
thing but a common-school education. And that is what is pro- 

in the amendment I have offered, which it was my inten- 
tion, if it had been adopted, to supplement with suitable provi- 
sions for AC it into effect. 

Mr. HOL Does the amendment propose to abolish all 
these existing contract schools? 

Mr. GEAR. I am not discussing the relation of the Govern- 
ment to any individual or any board; I simpl; 5 to extend 
to these Indians what I believe to be the SR t kind of eđuca- 
tion; to give them the same kind of education that we give our 
own children. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would the gentleman confine appropriations 
by the Federal Government to schools on the reservations? 

Mr. GEAR. I want to apply this principle to the whole sys- 


tem. 
Mr. HOLMAN. But the gentleman does not propose to 
abolish all these existing schools outside the reservations, does 


o: 
Mr. GEAR. No, sir; but I am advocating what I believe to 


be a sound 8 

Mr. HOLMAN. What does the gentleman propose to do with 
oe me or eight thousand children in these various contract 
schools? 

Mr.GEAR. These veryappropriations will provide for them; 
or if not, I should offer a supplemental amendment authorizin 
the Secretary of the Interior to carry out this policy in its f 
spirit and tenor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend does not assert, and I presume 
he will not, that any contract has been made for this year or for 
four years past with any denomination or with any board of any 
denomination. : 

Mr. GEAR. I am not making any such assertion; the gentle- 
man as puting words in my mouth. Isimply say that ina broad, 
genes way I am in favor of educating the Indian to the highest 

egree that his capacity will ag but Iam in favor of edu- 
cating him in accordance with the same methods that we adopt 
in educating our own children in the public schools of the coun- 
Ey; That is all there is in this question. [Applause.] 
Ir. HOLMAN. I think nobody is opposed to that. 

Mr. GEAR. If I were to read the bill, the gentleman from 
Indiana is in charge of, [would take, in my judgment, a different 
view when I look over the class of schools for which large appro- 
priations have been made. Why, Mr. Chairman, we have ap- 
propriated for this class of sectarian schools within the last 
eight yearssome $4,000,000. In 1894 we appropriate nearly $400,- 
000, and a large porkon of it is paid out for the support of what 
may be termed, in ordinary parlance, sectarian schools. Now, 
Iam notin favor of that system. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend would reduce the schools? 

Mr. GEAR. If my friend from Indiana will permit me, I 
know somewhat of the system of missionary work 5 7 1 0 the 
Indians. I was the son of an Indian missionary, and I know 
how much has been done by these missionaries, who go among 
them and preach, as the gentleman from Arizona properly has 
said, the meek and lowly Jesus, and I know that they have done 
very much good. But I do know and believe as honestly as I do 
an tag else that the class of legislation conferred on tħese 
wards of the Government is not, 
the better thought ane Judgment of the people of this country. 

ts) 


able poopie throughout the country. It is the substance of a 
petition to be 1 here to the House to-day, a petition 
signed by 400 of the ablest men in the United States, opposing 
this principle of sectarian education. > 

Mr. COOMBS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would 
Ake to know how this discussion comes in? : 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has appealed from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. COOMBS. I thought a motion had been made by some 
géntleman to lay that on the table? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TARSNEY. I took that back. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman knows that that motion 
could not be entertained in committee. i 

Mr.GEAR. Mr. Chairman, the discussion has beensomewhat 
desultory, and there has been, by common consent, some talk 
permitted upon the bill and its merits, although the question 
pending, I know, is the appeal from thedecisionofthe Chair. In 
view of that factI will avail myself of the courtesy of the House, 
and ask that this petition be read and printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. TUCKER. And not read? 

Mr. GEAR. Lam having it e with my remarks, and 
ask just to have the heading of it read from the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Congress 
appropriations 


Mr. BYNUM. [I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BYNUM. The only question before the committee is the 
ap from the decision of the Chair. The gentleman now asks 
2 ave something read that has no connection with that ques- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hold, if it has no conneo- 
tion with the ap , that it could not be read. 

Mr. GEAR. only ask to have the caption of the petition 


Mr. BYNUM. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
can not have the petition read, or any part of it, at this time. 

Mr. GEAR. I make the point of order that the Clerk had 
3 to read the petition, and 1 insist upon the reading 
of it. 

Mr. BYNUM. [object to its being printed now. 

Mr. GEAR, Do understand the Chair to hold that I can not 
have this petition read? 

The CHAIRMAN, TheChair thinks that if it has no relation 
to the pending question it can not be read or printed in the 
RECORD without unanimous consent. The Chair understands 
however, that the gentleman desires to have it printed as a part 
of his remarks. 

Mr. GEAR. I want to have the petition of it read. 

Mr. BYNUM. Lobject to that. The gentleman can discuss 
nothing accept the apoa pending. e can not discuss the 
9 the proposition and, therefore, the petition is not in 
order here. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is impossible for the Chair to deter- 
mine whether what the gentleman desires to have read is per- 
tinent or not until he has heard it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Does the Chair hold that it can be read in the 
face of objection? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know whether it can 
or not, until he hears it. 

Mr. BYNUM. What doés the Chair know? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He knows that it is out of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Iowa if the petition has anything to do with the 1 

Mr. GEAR. I had stated, Mr. Chairman, that by common 
consent, as it were, we had had some little debate here that was 
outside of the pending question, and as a of my remarks [ 
desired to have read the caption of the petition which I would 
then have printed in the RECORD by consent. The Clerk had 
begun to read the petition when the distinguished gentleman 
from Indiana made his objection. I claim that the gentleman 
was too late to interpose objection after the re had begun. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think that the fact 
that the Clerk had begun the reading of the petition would 
make any difference. The point of order can be interposed at 
any time, even after the re has progressed for some time. 
The Chair understands the gentleman desires to have this paper 
printed in the RECORD. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. SOMERS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SOM- 
ERS] objects to this petition being printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. GEAR. If the Clerk will pass it back to me, as I have 
the floor, I will read it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I rise to a pointof order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GEAR. I will read this petition myself. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If the gentleman reads 
this petition, I want to know if I cannot get in an article from the 
New York Times also? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GEAR. Now, Mr. 8 if the gentleman from In- 


of the United States: A petition concerning sectarlan 
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diana [Mr. BYNUM] still objects to allowing the Clerk to read 
this, I will read it myself. 

Mr, BYNUM. I make the point of order that it has no bear- 
ing on the question before the House. 

Tus CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman has no rigbi to read it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I submit this as a parliamentary 

roposition. Ido not care whether the petition is read or not, 
but the gentleman from Iowa has taken an appeal. He has the 
floor, and having the floor, has it for an hour. If there is objec- 
tion to the manner or matter of his debate, all the Chair can do 
is to say to him that 5 from Iowa will proceed in 
order.” Otherwise it would be in the power of the Chair and 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] to make his speech 
for him. 

Mr. BYNUM. I understand it is the province of the Chair 
not only to decide that a member shall speak to the question be- 
fore the House, but to make him s to the question before 
the House, and if-he does not do it, to order him to take his 


seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. SOMERS] withdraws his objection to 
printing this petition in the RECORD. If there be no further 
objection leave will be granted. Is there objection? [After a 
gi The Chair hears none. 

GEAR: Mr. Chairman, in support of the position that I 
‘eke Iam going to read this. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has already had leave to 


print it. 
mp GEAR. (Reading)— 
the Congress of the United States: 
A 88 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call the gentleman to order. 
555 GEAR. I have the floor, Mr. Chairman, and I do not 
ield 
z Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call the gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio calls the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to order. The gentleman from Iowa will 
please take his seat. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. The gentleman is addressing the Chair 
upon an & 99 and that is the only business before the com- 
mittee. gentleman proceeds to read a petition addressed 
tothe Congressof the United States which in nowise whatever 
relates to the parliamentary question before the House. 

Several MEMBERS. How do you know that? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is not necessary that we should know 
the contents of it to know that a petition addressed to Con- 
gress upon the merit of a bill or measure before it can in no- 
wise te to a question of parliamentary law that is to be con- 
sidered by this committee at this time. 

Mr. GEAR. I think it probable—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman himself has admitted 
that this petition does not relate to the question of order. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already ruled that the 

tion is not in order, because the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
GEAR] has himself stated that it has no reference whatever to 
the appeal. 
Ar. GEAR. No, I beg the pardon ot the Chairman, I did 
not so state. Do I understand that the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SOMERS] has withdrawn his 0 to printing 
this petition? 

The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. GEAR. All Moke haa I will let it be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. SOMERS. Inasmuch as the gentleman has not availed 
himself of the withdrawal—— 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, let him pan it. 

Mr. GEAR. Then Iwill take it back and read it in my time. 
Does the gentleman renew his objection? 

Several MEMBERS. No. 

Mr. QUIGG. The Chair has already decided that the petition 
Tay pel printed in the RECORD. 

CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

ie Did the Chair hold that this petition can be 

prin 

The CHAIRMAN. Les; the Chair submitted the request, and 
there was no objection. 

The document referred to is as follows: 

A petition concerning sectarian appropriations for Indian education. 

[A careful perusal is respectfully requested.) 


To the Congress of the United raged 
The National League for the Protection of American Institutions peti- 
tioned both sessions of the Fifty-first and Fifty-secona concern- 
ernment for Indian educa- 


appropriations by the National 
tion. A 


The Pan Jura now addresses the tition to the Fifty-third Con- 
. ston bill 7 
The PER petitions against the violation of the American principle 7 
the separation of ae and state which is involved in shaking any sec’ 


riau a tions Saina education. 
The hest melar odies o f the seers the Methodist Episco 
the Presbyterian, and the Protestant 1 Churches have deter: 
to withdraw their a anon for funds from the United States Ponte 
because of the le which they now see is involved in this d. 
8 a they ciple wi henceforth to support their own schools thout 
ernment aid. 
The league petitions that the N Government now 5 t a defini 
aud tho um, 


distinct the functlons of church eyes state be no more fostered by any yr 
tions of the Spina Government. 

OMcers: William H. Parsons, president; William Strong, vice-president; 
— 2 N 5 W Fellowes ok bey ta 


Eaton, W. W. Hopi fn Yous 
Eper D. “Mackay, Tho omas J. Morgan, 
5 8 korgan, William H. Parsons, John Sinclair, “John D. 
a 0! r elch. 
aw Committee: William 


Adams, 
„LI. D., New York City, N. Y. Hubert H. Bancroft, 
San Francisco, Gals Rey. William A. Bartlett, D. D., Washington, D. C.; 
Gen. H V. sg pe ony Washington, D. C.; Rev. Bishop Thomas Bo 


„LL. D., B alo, N. agen! 
D.C.; on Charles 

Wilian Ge "Fork C i Doane, *. 
Rev. e on. Neal Dow, 
Portiand, 4 5 Hien. — = President — Dwight 
i "Hon 18 John Eaton, W: D. C.; Hon. 


N. — Ark.; Hon. Jose gg ore by Olivet, Mich.; 
President L. R. Fiske, B. D., ., Albion, Mich.; James N. Fitz- 


y 
5 z 


p Mich. ent C. G D., 
Dr. Gustay Got New York City, N. X.; Gen. A. W. G: , Washing- 
ï te Q.; Hon. G 


Yee. D. D., Chatta- 


ooga, Tem. ; 

Chicago, III.; President S. D. Lee, tural College. Mississippi; Hon. 
= idney Coll Vi 21 G. Maran X Ye Ck N 
am aa ey e a.; Henry esq., New York City, 

M hi II.; Hon. Gaorge Hoswelie Mito burn, 
Gex Mont; ident 0. 
dent James D. Moffat, D. D., W. 


rge 

cameo Be. Ye Rev. Bishop Joba’ P N 

ew. 

man, D. P., LL. D., Omaha, Nebr.; Rev. Bisho op Wiliam X. Ninde, D. 
D., Detroit, Mich. ; President Cyrus N lis, Minn.; 

Rt. 8 W. Paret. D. D. more, — MA 

Paul, esq., Woodstock, Vt.; Rt. Rev. Bish: Henry C. Potter, D. D., LL D., 

New York City, N. V.: John Harsen Rhoades, 
Richardson., M. D., Louisville, Ky.; Hon. Ring, Carson City, 

Ney.; Gen. William B. apr Washington, D. C.; D. B. St. John Roosa, 
M. D., New York City, N. Y.; Gen. Rufus Sax bh gerne de rp D.C.; Rt. 

ugh, D. D. ; President William 

Henry . Hon D., 8 Ohio; 82 pawan Simmi esq., New York 

on. Cha: n, James M M. Sany 


V.: 
Francisco, Cal. 5 Augustus 7, ce Tion! 3 N.Y.; Rev. 
n : 


Whipple, Faribault, Minn’: Hon. William G. Little 
Rav. aie V- Whittaker, D D., Phil A.; 
3 — Washingto! ent George T. Wins LL. D. 
Chapel „ N. G.; Presidént Janiga Woodrow. D 755 LL.D., Colum. S.Q; 
Rer. Theodore S. W. ‘oop, D. Washington, D. ; Rt. Rev. Bishop 
S. Tuttle, D. D., St. 

Some representativ: ve names of citizens who are members or adhi 


thon — . F. 7 
X.; Hon. iliam H. Arnoux, eongo W, 1 City, N.Y: Hon. J. M. 7 


Toledo, Ohio; President erton, 

Darius Baker, esq., Ne ; President W. G. Ballentine, D. D., Ober- 

lin, Ohio; President J. V D. D., Delaware, Ohio; Hon. R. C. Bas- 

gett, Seneca, 5 Hon. N Newton Bateman, LI —.— D., 3 DL; H. M. 

1 eee esq., New York Ci 
rnelius N. ec oe York 2 55 a Yr FAL Robert R 


N. Brainerd, A. i Middlebury, Vi: v. Edward 
Bright, D. D., New York City, N. Y,; Martin Brimmer, LL. D., Beverly Farins, 
Mass.; Isaac V. Brokaw. 5 York City, N. Y.; Rev. Arthur Brooks, D. 

3 t W. Leroy Brown, uburn, Ala.; 


Rev. James M. Buckley, B. D 1 J.; 
— dwell e 5 Yi President, Horatio Butterfield, D. D. nie Mich.; R. A. 


6311 


6312 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. June 14, 


New York City, N. V.; Edward F. Choate, esq., New York City, N. X.; Pear- 
son Church, esq., Meadville, Pa.; John Claflin, esq., ap age el N. V.; Hon. 
A. T. Clearwater, Kingston. N. V.; President David H. hran, LL. D., 
a pes be N. F.: He S. Cohn, esq., Louisville, Ky.; M. A. Co! esq., 
Little k, Ark.; Charles L. Colby, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Prof. James 
F. Colby, Hanover, N. H.; James B. Col, „New York City, N. X.; 
Rev. H. Price Collier, D. D. sheng ty Be or v. Robert Colyer, D. D., 
New York City, N. V.; Washington E. Connor, esq., New, York City, N. V.; 
James M. Constable, esq., New York City, N. Y.: Joseph Cook, LL. D., Bos- 
ton, Mass.; Hon. Oscar H. Cooper, Austin, Tex.; Hon. Austin Corbin. New 
York City, N. Y.; Rear Admiral Plerce Crosby, Washington, D. C.; R. Fulton 


Cutting, esq., New York City, N. V.; E. Kieth Dargan, esq., Darlington, S. C.; 
G. F. Darrow, esq., Ogdensburg, N. V.; Hon. J. C. Bancroft Davis, Wash- 
in; D. C.; Hon. B. H. Davis, Olympia, Wash.; Hon. R. C. Davis, Louis- 


ton, 

e, Ky.; Amos B. Denison, .» Keene, N. H.; Richard H. Derby, M. D., 
New York City, N. Y.; Theo. L. Vinne, esq., New York City, N. V.; Rev. 
Daniel Dorchester, D. D., Boston, Mass.; F. Wayland Douglas, esq., In- 
dianapolis, Ind.; Hon. W. C. Dovey, Carson City, Nev.: Prof. Henry Drisler, 
New York City, N. V.; James B. Dudley, esq., Wilmington, N. C.: Rev. 
James B. Dunn, D. D., Boston, Mass.; Rt. Rev. Bishop T. U. Dudley, D. D., 
Louisville, Ky.; Rev. Arthur Edwards, D. D., Chicago, III.; President E. 
C. Eldridge, LL. D., Troy, Ala.; Rev. Joachim Elmendorf, D. D., New York 
City, N. Y.; Hon. Heman Ely, El Ohio; President Simpson Ely, D. D., 
Canton, Ohio; President Calvin Esterly, Los Angeles, Cal.; Julius Estey, 
esq., Brattleboro, Vt.; Sherman Evarts, „ New York City, N. V.; Hon. 
Enoch L. Fancher, New York City, N. V.; Prof. Henry W. Farnham, New 
Haven, Conn.; Edgar H. Farrar, esq., New Orleans, La.; Prof. W. Wayland 
Fellowes, New Haven, Conn.; Hon. A. L Felt, Seneca, Kans.; President A. 
H. Fetterolf, A. M., Ph. D., Philadelphia, Pa.; President John H. Finley, 
LL. D., Galesburg, III.; James G. Flanders, esq., Milwaukee, Wis.; Hon. Da- 
X.; Prof. Wm. atts Folwell, Minneapolis, 
Minn.; President Edward S. Frisbee, D. D., Aurora, N. V.; Prof. Jonn R. 


French, LL. D., Syracuse, N. Y.; Rey. E. M. Gallaudet, D. D., Was ton, 

D. Hon. James Gayler, 

New York N. Y.; R. Swain Gifford, esq., New York City, N. V.; Ar- 
Daniel A. 


Holt, mee New York 
Cit ishop Howe 
D. aylan 
Hoyt, D. D., Minneapolis, Minn.; Prof. N. Hunt, LL. D, New York City, 
N. V.; Richard M. Hunt. esq., New York City, N. X.; President F. T. Ingalls, 
D. D., Springfield, Mo.; Anthony Ittner, esq., St. Louis. Mo.; Charles P. 
Jacobs, esq., Indianapolis, Ind.; Rear-Admiral T. A. Jenkins, Washington, 
D. C.; Eastman Johnson, esq., New York 8 N. V.; Rev. Herrick Johnson, 
D. D., Chicago, III.; Rossiter Johnson, esq., New York City, N. V.; Gen. R. W. 
Johnson, United States Army, St. Paul, Hon. J. B. Julian, Indianapo- 
lis, Ind.; Linden Kent, esq.. Washington, D. C.; Hon. John A. King, Great 


Neck, N. V.; Hon. T. H. Kirk, St. Paul, Minn.; Charles Lanier, „New 
York City, N. X.; J. B. Larimer, esq., Topeka, Kans.; Hon. Hen Lea, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; Hon. J. M. Longyear, Marquette, Mich.; Daniel Lord, 


jr.. esd, New York City, N. X.; Rev. George C. Lorimer, D. D., Boston, 
Mass.; R. R. McBurney, esq., New York City, N. L.; Rev. C. C. McCabs, D. 
D., New York City, N. V. John J. McCook, esq., New York City, N. v.; 
Chancellor William F. McDowell, Ph. D., Denver, Colo.; Hon. E. B. McEl- 
roy, Salem, Oregon; Rev. R. S.MacArthur, D. D., New York City, N. V.; 
Chancellor Edward Mayes, LL.D., University, Miss.; Rev. H. Pereira Men- 
des, D. D., New York City, N. Y.; Frank D. Millet, . New York City, N. 
X.; Ezra P. Mills, esq., New York City, N. V.; Hon. Bankson T. Morgan, 
New York City, N. Y.; J. saponi Morgan, „New York City, N. X.; Hon. 
Levi P. Morton, New York City, N. X.; Hon. C. C. Nott, Washington, D. C.; 
Prof. J. Edward Oliver, Ithaca, N. Y.; Frederick Law Olmstead, esq., 
Brookline, Mass.; Hon. Alanson S. Page, Oswego, N. V.; Hon. Isaac C. 
Parker, Fort Smith, Ark.; John E Parsons, esq.. New York City, N. Y.; 
Hon. Charles A. Peabody, New York City, N. Y.; Rt. Rev. Bishop George 
W. Peterkin, D. D., Parkersburg, W. Va.; Henry E. Pierrepont, esq., 
Brooklyn, N. Y; S. S. Prentiss,esq., New Orleans, La.; George L. Putnam, 
ga Non York City, N. Y.; James le, esq., New York City, N. Y.; John 
D. ‘kefeller, esq., New York City, N. V.; esident Henry Wade Rogers, 
LL. D., Evanston, III.; V. Henry Rothschild, esq., New York City, N. Y.: 
Hon. Russell Sage, New York City, N. V..; Charles Scribner, esq., New York 
City, N. V.; President L. Clark Seelye, D. D., Northampton, Mass.; Hon. C. M. 
Sessions, Mount Vernon, Iowa; Albert Shaw, LL. D., New York City, N. V.; 
Hon. James Shearer, Bay City, Mich.; Hon. Charles C. Smith, Rutledge, 
Tenn. ; S. Fleet Spier, M. D., 3 N. Y.; Edmund C. Steadman, esq., New 
York City, N. X.! Hon. mard Stewart, New York City, N. T.; Hon. Ma- 
son S. Stone, Montpelier, Vt.; Rev. Richard S. Storrs, D. D., LL. D., Brook- 
lyn, N. Y.; President William M. Thornton, LL. D., Charlottesville, Va.; Hon. 

erick Townsend, Alb: „N. X.; Prof. Moses Coit Tyler, Ithaca, N. X.; 
Cornelius Vanderbilt, esq., New York City, N X.; Kiliaen Van Rensselaer, 
esq., New York City, N. Y.; Richard M. Venable, esq, Baltimore, Md.} 
1 Eni New York City, N. Y.; Rev. Samuel H. Virgin, D. D., 
New York City, N. Y.; President Leslie n LL. D., Austin, Tex.; 
Hon. Francis A. Walker, B. Prof. Francis Wayland. 


Charleston, S. C.; President W.C. Young, D. 
koffer, New York City, N. Y. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it.. 

Mr. GEAR. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes 40. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina 
makes the point of no quorum. The Chair will appoint the gen- 


tleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TRACEY] to act as tellers. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I with- 
draw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HICKS. I renew it. 

8 further count, í 

Mr. HICKS. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

TheCHAIRMAN. On this question the 2 are 125, the nays 
9. The ayes have it, and the decision of the Chair stands as 
the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr.Chairman, I haveanamend- 
ment I desire to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 7, page 51, the following: 

“Provided, That from and after the Ist day of July. 1896,no money shall be 
appropriated or expended for the transportation of any pupil to or from 
any Indian schcol, nor for the support and education of any Tnaian at any 
school except such as is located on or near an Indian reservation or conven- 
ieont thereto, and under Government control, and excepting also the public 
schools of any State or Territory. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, for the present I wish to re- 
serve the question of order. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be 
heard on that question, the point of order being reserved. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the inconsistence and the incongruity of 
this bill in some respects is only equalled when compared with 
that nondescript, that ‘‘ what is it,” called the tariff bill, which 
is undergoing dissection in the other branch. 

Now, on e 44 of the bill $30,000 is appropriated for the pur- 
pose of 5 55 g allotments to Indians, which is the most impor- 
tant business of the Indian Bureau. It is important above ev- 
erything else to make them citizens, to give them farms, and 
make them N On the next page we find $70,000 
appropriated for hiring farmers; and up to this time not a man 
on the committee has ever been able to state where any of these 
farmers are located, or what they are doing, or to assign any use 
for them. They have seen“ this $30,000 for allotments, dou- 
bled it, and gone $10,000 better“ for these farmers. If that 
allotment goes on—and it is right—it takes away the opportu- 
nity, it takes away the chance for the appointment of the two hun- 
dred farmers and the other officers that you ‘‘ stake ” out there 
at the expense of the Government. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, as a matter of business, and I ask 
you gentlemen as a business proposition, is it business to ex- 

nd $30,000 in kidnapping, in netting, in catching, in grabbing 

ndian children and transporting them 3,000 miles across the 
continent? It is nota business proposition, and no business man 
would so hold it. True were the words of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] yesterday, and no less true the words of the 
gentleman from Arizona yesterday, and they receive the appro- 
bation of every thinking manin the United States who is not 
interested in an appropriation for the Indian Bureau. When I 
heard the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 9 boasting 
that his State welcomed the red men to its borders, I thought 
“ yes,” but with all due respect to him, I must reserve the right 
to believe that if these red men did not come bearing gifts to 
that State to the tune of $100,000, we would not have heard the 
point of the great generosity of that State made so energeti- 
cally; because, so far as my observation has gone, Mr. Chair- 
man, I find that such eloquence all circulated around an appro- 
priation or for an increase of same for salary. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not a member of any church; but so 
far as my observation has gone there is not much difference 
in these denominations; they are much alike; but I want to 
call your attention to the scene presented in this House during 
the last week. This House has witnessed an acrimonigus re- 
ligious debate, brought on rina appropriations made for the 
support of sectarian schools. It is a 1 that you must 
meet sometime, and very soon, and I think my amendment meets 
it. I think it is cruelty to these Indians to transport them 
across this country and educate them, to place them for several 
years in surroundings they can not have and can never hope to 
continue in, and when they get back they are not satisfied with 
their tribal relations or their tribes or homes, and they can not 
take the other place and keep up. I say it is wrong. 

The solution of this question as to the education of these In- 
dians is to make them self-supporting, and the great mistake 
of the Indian Bureau and the Indian system of this country is 
that you have always taught the Indians that they were to be 
t wards.” Isay that that is a mistake. They should be taught 
that they are to earn their own living like anybody else, and 
that they are no better than anybody else. The system now in 
vogue has been actually a detriment to the Indians, and as a 
ri no one can point out where they have been bettered by this 
system. It is all wrong. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. I see the gentleman from In- 
diana before me, and I desire to ask him a question for infor- 
mation. It will be remembered that at the committee’s sittings 
there was an agreement to increase the amount from $15,000 to 
$20,000 for the allotment of lands, on page 46 of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That will be attended to. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That amendment has not been 
offered. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; but I have it before me. Mr. Chair- 
man, after reading this paragraph again, I am not inclined to 
press the point of order. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Just one word more, Mr. Chair- 
man. I want to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that this is not to go intoeffect until 1896, thus giving two years 
to make arrangements for it and not interfering with present 
contracts or anything of that kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I ask the indulgence of the 
committee for a minute or two on this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California, that he be allowed to continue his 
remarks? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I ask unanimous consent that debate be now 
closed on this Ay Se 

The CHAIRMAN. That is equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Can not you give me a couple of 
minutes? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimousconsent that in two minutes 
and a half debate on this amendment be closed. 

A MEMBER. I object. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. ThenI move to strike out the 
last word. Mr. Chairman, this subject has been brought to my 
attention in Southern California, where there are numerousres- 
ervations. There isa school gt Perris, which is full of Indian 
scholars. It is convenient to two or three reservations. InSan 
Diego there are three or four reservations, and many of the In- 
dian children are now being taught at the public schools adjoin- 
ing the reservations—schools under the supervision of the State 
and of the county—and they are being taught at one-half what it 
costs in the reservation schools. 

This question will settle itself in a business way if you have 
business men to settle it, by the Indians sending their children 
to the publicschools. Three orfour of theschools in mycounty 
are supported in part by the Indian scholars, who come in the 
morning and going back to their homes at night. In those 
schools they are try the things that are necessary for them 
to know—not the “higher education.” This is the solution of 
this question in a large part, and every business man must see 
that the only practical way to do any good to the Indians is to 
locate the schools at their homes. Mr. Chairman, history re- 
lates that many years ago Russia used to sénd her young men 
to school in countries outside of her own dominion, and one day 
when they were talking that matter over at court, the court fool 
said to the Czar, ‘ You are a fool.” 

What do you mean?” said the Czar. ‘‘I will prove to you,” 
said the court fool, that you are the fool, not I.“ He took a 
piece of paper and made a crease in it and said to the Czar, ‘‘ Take 
that crease out.” The Czar and his cabinet tried, but they could 
not take the crease out of the paper. Then the court fool said: 
When you send your young men to foreign countries to ba ed- 
ucated, they get a foreign crease in them and you can never take 
it out; and that is why I say you are a fool for sending them 
there.“ So it is with the Indian who is educated in these schools 
off the reservation. When he goes back to his tribe he is neither 
white nor Indian. There is a crease in him which can never be 

ot out. You are doing the Indians great wrong by that system. 
am a friend of the red man as distinguished from a friend of 
Indian agents. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
r. SMITH of Arizona, Mr, Chairman—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 would like to come to some understanding, 
Mr. Chairman, as to how much time shall be consumed upon 
this amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I do not want to consume any. I 
simply want to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I ask unanimous consent that all debate on 
mie paragraph and amendments thereto be closed in five min- 
ntes. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I am now pretty well satisfied 
that my friend from California [Mr. BOWERS] does not know 
what he is talking about. [Laughter.] I did suppose that he 
knew something about the Indian question, but now I doubt it. 

I took the trouble last evening to interview three Indian dele- 
gates who are here representing their tribes. I interviewed 
the delegate of the Creek Indians, who is not only the speaker 


of the upper house of the tribal legislature, the House of War- 

riors, but a successful farmer; I interviewed the delegate from 

the Choctaws, the Osages, and other tribes, and these men say, 

without any hesitation or qualification, that the very best peo- 

pe they have in the Indian Territory to-day are those who have 
n educated at the Virginia and the Carlisle schools. 

I have in my hand a list of members of the Creek Nation who 
graduated in the class of 1889, and if I had time to state the po- 
sitions that those men occupy to-day aud the occupations they 
are engaged in it would be interesting to every member of this 
body. Now, sir, with all the arraignment that we have heard 
here of the Eastern schools, where is there a gentleman, either 
in this Congress or elsewhere, who can find any representative 
of the Indian tribes who wishes to strike down these Eastern 
schools? 

I defy the gentleman from California to find any such one. I 
can give him the names of five hundred Indians who have been 
graduated at Carlisle and other schools, with the places where 
they live and the occupations they are engaged in, and I defy him 
to point to a solitary Indian man from any tribe who was edu- 
cated at said school, and who has gone back into savagery or 
into criminal life. Can the gentleman name one? 

Now, I say the Indians want these schools maintained. The 
people who represent them here in Washington want these 
schools maintained. They say that they can be taught reading 
and writing on the reservation, but that is not the education 
they want. They want to go away to some place where they will 
be severed from the tribal relations, where they cansee thefarmer 
at work on his farm, where they can see the banker in his bank, 
where they can see the merchant in his store, where they can 
see the mechanicin the greatmachine shop. Observing in this 
way the active pursuits of men in civilized life, they acquire an 
education that they can not get upon an Indian reservation. 
And this makes them better citizens; and it sends them home 
well educated, on lines that no reservation school can afford. I 
am in favor of this education by observation, because it is such 
education that broadens and deepens the mind. Our people are 
getting tired of these attacks on the Easternschools. If gentle- 
men want to strike them down, all right; but first let them pro- 
duce their evidence showing what is alleged, that the liala 
educated there are worse by reason of the education they re- 
ceive. 

Mr. PICKLER. We do not want the Eastern schools abol- 
ished. Many of us believe in the Eastern schools, and want to 


keep them up. 
r. MAHON. I am glad of that. I am willing to join with 
our Western friends in educating Indian children on the reser- 
vations by Government aid. I want to advance their welfare in 
whatever may be best. 
Mr. BOWERS of California, I challe, 
ive the names of fifty of those Carlisle 
as referred. 
Mr. MAHON. I can do it. 
Mr. BOWERS of California. Only fifty—I do not say five 
hundred. 
Mr. MAHON. I can give them, if you will give me time. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
he question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BOWERS 
of California, it was rejected, there being—ayes 2, noes 96. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I offer the amendment which I send . 
to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word ‘‘schools,” in line 1p, page 50, add 
Provided no part of said sum shall be applied 


rting any Indian child to any school sit 
miles from the reservation home of suc! 
The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For support and education of two hundred and fifty Indian pupils at Al- 
uerque, N. Mex., at $167 per ui h il, $41,750; pay of 
Intandent, 6.60) per annum: in all, 63,00. Pe 5 8 
Mr. QUIGG. Imove to amend by striking out the word “‘ five,” 
in line 12 of the para; reon just read, and inserting ‘‘eight,” soas 
to make the salary of this superintendent $1,800. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve a point of order on that amendment. 
Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to resist 
unduly the evident purpose of the majority of the committee to 
reduce expenditures in the conduct of the Indian schools; and I 
trust this amendment will not be accepted as indicative of any 
such purpose. But I think it suitable to call the attention of 
the committee to the precise state of facts with regard to the 
propositions offered by the gentleman in charge of the bill in 
relation to the salaries of the superintendents. 
I do not refer tothe salary which we have already disposed of— 
that of the General Superintendent of Indian Schools. Irefer to 
the salaries of the superintendents of the various Government 


e the gentleman to 
uates to whom he 


e following words: 
the expense of trans- 
ted at a distance greater than 
child.” 
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schools located here and there over thecountry. In the bill before 
the committee I find that in nine case the salaries of these super- 
intendents have been reduced by amounts of from $200 to $500, 


gregating the picayune sum of $3,400. Now this small sum of 
money is saved out of the salaries of nine men who, if they are 
worth acentin teaching the Indian children, are worth every 
dollar they are now getting. 

The salary of the school superintendent at Albuquerque is re- 
duced from $1,800 to $1,500; the Ay of the superintendent of 
the training school at Cherokee, N. C., is reduced from $1,400 
to $1,200; the salary of the supsrintendent at Carson City, Nev., 
is reduced from $2,000 to $1,500; the salary of superintendent at 
Chilocco, Ind. T., is reduced from $2,000 to $1,500; the salary of 

e superintendent at Fort Totten, N. Dak., is reduced from 

1,800 t0 $1,500; the salary of the =i abi ape ye at Genoa, Nebr., 
is reduced from $2,000 to $1,500; thé salary of the superintendent 
at Phgehix, Ariz., is reduced from $1,800 to $1,500; the salary of 
the süperintendentof the industrial school at Pipestone, Minn., 
is redyced from $1,500 to $1,200; and the 1 the superin- 

dent at Salem, Oregon, is reduced from $2,000 to 81, 500, mak- 

g a net saving in 


ae these nine salaries of the small sum of 
5400. 

It appears when you compare this bill with last year’s bill that 
in se¥eral cases the work required of these superintendents is 
increased; in no instance is it decreased. The number of pupils 
for whom they have to provide is in every instance the same as 
it has been, or it is much larger. The number of pupils at 
Carson City is incre. from 100 to 125; the number a penis 
at Chilocco, Indian Territory, is increased from 250 to 350; and 
the number of pupils at Genda, Nebr., is to be increased from 
825 to . Now, it is observable, Mr. Chairman, that these 
9 pe are reduced in every instance in the Governmentschools. 

provision for the contract schools for the various religious 
ar a tions, remains as it was. There is no reduction in any 
of them. 

Let me say right here that I do not agree with my friend from 
Iowa who Pre that we shall not continue these contract 
schools. I ha¥e visited the Indian country and spent six months 
among the reservations. I know the work these schools are do- 
ing; and while I disapprove of the system of having our guig 
done by others, yes the work of the religious societies isa g 
and faithfulwork. It should not be too suddenly supplanted, nor 
should the pupils now being taught at the contract schools be 
unre to suffer for want of the teaching the churches now af- 

ord. 

We must make provision for them; and if the Government is 

ing to continue, as this bill seems to imply, a policy of neg- 

det and inattention — if, indeed, its policy is to me one of 
reaction — then all the more need is there for the religious so- 
cieties of the country to enter the field, and all the more occa- 
sion is there for the Government to encourage them. The fact 
of the matter is—— 

The CH MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. QUIGG. May I have two minutes more? I will say to 
the gentleman from Indiana that I do not propose to offer any 
further amendments if this is rejected. I will assume that the 
action of the committee inregard tothis amendment will gov- 
ern in reference to all others. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no objection to the gen- 
tleman E 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. - 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to gentlemen tha 
in my opinion the thing that this committee ought to do is to 
resist every one of these reductions proposed by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. It ought not to engage in a policy of reac- 
tion in the matter of education. Every dollar that is needed to 
nore for the proper care and education of these school chil- 

ren ought to be 5 Lou know that you are not in 
this bill 3 e number of school children for whom 
provision should be made. Probably you are providing for the 
number that can, under all the circumstances of the case, be con- 
veniently accommodated. But the workof educating the Indian 
is at the very beg inning. “a is not by any means concluded. 
You ought not to take a back track in that direction, or discour- 
age people who gant yi in the practical work of education 

cutting down s or dealing with them in a mean and 

gardly way. We ought to encoi è, help, and sustain them, 
and do all that we can to give more pupils to the schools and give 
larger work and better facilities for the education of these people. 
I hope, therefore, that the amendment, in view of these consid- 
erations, will prevail. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, after careful consideration of all the salaries, and in view 
of seyeral facts which were 8 to the atten of the com- 
mittee, were impressed with the idea that a few persons em- 
ployed in this service might have their salaries reduced with- 


out detriment or injury to the service; in those cases especially 
where favoritism had manifestly been carried out in former ap- 
ropriations. The qualifications of the superintendent of one 
f these schools are about the e as the qualifications that are 
required in the common schools in all parts of the States. 
r. QUIGG. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know that there are few instances where 
such employments are paid as high as under this bill. 

The gons oman must bear in mind that everything at the 
agency belongs to the Government; the buildings, the horses and 
carriages, and everything of that kind, belong to the Govern- 
ment; so that it is not simply the $1,500 salary, but the further 
use of a very comfortable house—sometimes, in fact an elegant 
one to live in; which has, asa general rule, no connection with 
the agent; and so, too, with the horses and carriages. The su- 

rintendent of schools practically has the use of them, as they 

long to the Government. T sup as a matter of fact the 
salaries of these gentlemen will average as much as $2,500. 

Mr. QUIGG. Oh, no. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Thehighestsalaries would certainly average 
that. These privileges, the gentleman must remember, are 
very valuable, and when taken into account will show fully that 
average. ` 

Mr. QUIGG. The 83 is certainly mistaken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The privileges are important and valuable; 
and the salaries, I repeat, are ample, beyond the average paid in 
any State whose system I have had occasion to investigate. 

Mr. FLYNN. t me suggest to the gentleman further tho 
fact that in many instances these teachers, while against the law 
and contrary to it, live on the rations provided for the Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; and you can not prevent it. All of 
these things go in to make up the salaries. 

Let us have a vote. a 

Ths querian was taken, and the amendment of Mr. QUIGG was 
rejected. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
edtication of one hundred . y 
ene achan Henning ae BAM tian Pools at St. Bonttacea 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out in line 15 the 
words at St. Boniface’s Industrial School.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in line 15 the words, at St. Boniface’s Industrial School:“ so 
that it will read: For support and education of one hundred Indian pupils 
at Banning, Cal., $12,500.” . 

Mr. HULL. This does not interfere with the appropriation. 
I understand that at Banning they havea pE yi BBA village, 
with public school facilities, and this appropriation can go to the 
public schools there and not deprive a single Indian of any ad- 
vantage or 1 of education that he has to-day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is as to the privileges they get under 
the common-school education? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the case all over the country. 

Mr. HULL. Now, sir, so far as I am concerned, wherever I 
can by ay vote, on any amendment to this bill, give the public 
schools the right to educate the Indian child, 1 shall vote for 
suchamendment; and Ishall vote for it not because I am opposed 
to any church or denomination, for I recognize the fact that any 
religion is better than none, nor shall I stop to inquire what 
church has charge of the matter. 

J am in favor, first, of educating these Indians. If the Govern- 
ment can not educate them through the public schools—nonsec- 
tarianschools—I would then vote the money to sectarian schools, 
although I believe that the principle of giving one dollar to 
sectarian schools for the education of any of the youths of this 
country, no matter of what nationality, is contrary to the cor- 
rect theory of our Government. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Your amendment does not pre- 
vent the Commissioner of Indian Affairs from directing that 
these pupils be educated at this school. It simply leaves it to 
his discretion. 

Mr. HULL. Now, I understand from the remarks of the gen- 
tlemanfrom Indiana that the Methodists and 5 
Baptists are all in this same boat as well as the Uatholics, Q 
that this is not a blow at any church, Itissimplyan 3 
get our school system back to the line it ought to be on, of edu- 
5 the children of the country in secular affairs, and allow- 
ing the churches to educate them in religious affairs. 

Mr. EVEBSTE Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
questio: 


= > Yes. 

Mr. EVERETT. Does this public school, where rag? ant. 
man thinks the Indian can be educated as well as at St. Boni- 
lug School, have the industrial element in its course of teach- 
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Mr. HULL. I can only say that the industrial element is an 
clement that does not enter into our public schools as a rule, 
and I can not see why we should go outside and give any de- 
nomination the right to teach our Indians how to work. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. You can hire them to work. 

Mr. HULL. Youcan hire themtowork. Youcan put teach- 
ers there to teach them to work. That is no argument against 
the amendment L offer. e ee it kor the of bring- 
ing this question of education k where it should be, so that 
~ where there are public schools, where the Indian can beeducated 
just as your children and mine are educated, there shall be no 
discrimination in favor of sectarian schools. 

r. BO of California. The gentleman’s amendment 
still leaves it with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the 
Bureau, to keep these Indian children at the school where they 
now are if it is desirable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Asa matter of fact, if the appropriation was 
not made at all, your common-school system would embrace 
these Indian children. 

Mr.HULL. Where there is a large reservation close to a 
town, if you are going to throw the burden of educating Indian 
children on the 9 schools, the Government ought to give as 
much to the public schools as to a sectarian school. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam inclined to admit that; but if the Gov- 
ernment made no appropriation at all, the Indian children would 
still have the benefit of the public schools. 

Mr. HULL. I do not believe that would be so in all cases. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hurn), as I understand it, is to give the 
Indian children the benefit of the common schools of the coun- 
try, wherever we can. 

Mr. HULL. Wherever we can. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But what will you do in cases 
where there are no common schools? Take a large reservation 
that is miles and miles away from any of the public schools of 
the State or Territory in which the reservation may be located; 
what method will the gentleman adopt for the education of the 
Indian children upon those reservations? Take, for the sake of 
illustration, the Yakima Indian Reseryation, where the agency 
is 40 miles away from any public school of the State. 

Pies HULL. How many schools have they in that reserva- 
on? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Two, 

Mr. HULL. Then those schools are 20 miles apart? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No, they are all at the agency. 

Mr. HULL. And the pupils are 40 miles from the schools, you 


say? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. They bring them in froma hundred miles 
away, sometimes. 

Mr. HULL. Can they not bring them in just as well in this 
case? But, I will say to the gentleman, that it will be time 
enough to consider that question when it arises. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts, chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the In- 
dian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


DEFICIENCY IN PUBLIO PRINTING. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 


esk. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Anact R.7458) making appropriations to supply a deficiency in the a 
propriation for public printing and binding Tor the fiscal Tear 1894, dua 
or other purposes. 
Beit enacted, etc., That the 8 be, and the same are hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


namely; 
PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 


For the public printing and binding, and for paper for the public printing, 
including the cost of 2 the debates anid proceedings of Gangrene i 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECOED, and for lithographing, mapping, and engrav- 
for both Houses of Congress, including the salaries or compensation of 
necessary clerks or employés, for labor (by the day, piece, or contract) 
oP ware icing Bao for she Dopariie T at tmento Be 
A ‘or the De mt of the Interior, bei: 
eee nde sal yonr 1h, 0000, sog, ie 
o enable the Public Pr! Ly y to the employés heretofore or now 
employed in the Government Prin Office mines: July 1, 1893, such sums.as 
may be due them for leaves of absence, notwithstanding the fact that thir 
days’ leave of absence, with pay, had been granted to such persons in . 
fiscal year on account of service rendered in the preceding fiscal year, and 
ae GR ae or N of 5 n leave of absence which they 
tain ack of necessary a 
other cause, 865,000, or so much thereof as may be n 5 te 
Hereafter the Public Printer is authorized to pay pro rata leave of ab- 


Government Office in any fiscal year, notwithstanding the fact that 
3 days’ leave of absence, with pay, may have been granted to such em- 
ployés in that fiscal year on account of service rend in a previous fiscal 


sence, out of appropriation for leaves of absence to employés of the 
Printing 


ear. 
7 CUSTOMS SERVICE. 

To defray the expenses of collec! the revenue from customs, being ad- 
ditional to the permanent appropriation for this purpose, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1804, $185,000 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request? 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if the House give me its 
attention I will explain the necessity of passing this appropria- 
tion this evening. = 


Mr. BURROWS. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. y 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Texas what is meant by the appropriation there 
for leaves of absence of employés of the Government Printing 
Office? As [I caught the reading, it provides that a leave ma 
be granted for a part of a month, or thirty days, to an employé, 
notwithstanding the fact that such employé may have had 
thirty days’ leave of absence in the preceding year. Is that 


correct? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, under the law as it now exists, 
and as construed by the Court of , an employé of the 
Printing Office, in order to secure any leave, must have 
served twelve months. In other words, if he shall have served 
the last fiscal year he would be entitled to leave at the rate of 
two and one-half days per month for the entire year, but he 
would not be paid until after the close of that year. Now, itso 
happens that the 600 or 700 employés who have been discharged 
lately by the Public Printer in fact earned leaves during the 
present year at the rate of two and one-half days for each month 
while employed; but inasmuch as this fiscal year during which 
they were paid for leave earned in the previous fiscal year has 
not expired, they would not be entitled to receive their pay at 
the present time. They have really earned their leave, and it 
ought to be paid. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They have earned their 
pro rata of the thirty days’ leave, and this provides that these 
men shall be paid the proportion that they have earned, not- 
withstanding the fact that they have not earned the entire 
thirty days? 

Mr, SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is exec hy ane and 
I wanted to have that expression made. I think it has always 
been the law, but it has not been so construed. 2 

The bill.was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
boing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 8 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A peas 210) for the relief of Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, 
Mo., an 

A bill (S.513) granting the use of certain lands in the Hot 
8 . in the State of Arkansas, to the Barry 

ospital. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

e (at 4 o'clock and 47 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 6502) to refund certain fines to the State of South Caro- 
lina. (Report No. 1084.) 

Also, a bill (S. 344) for the relief of William M. Keightley. 
(Report No. 1085.) 

By Mr. AVERY, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 7027) for the relief of Francis Gay. (Report No. 1087.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7429) for the 
relief of Thomas J. Newport, late of Company C, Sixth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteers, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 30f Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowingtitles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7447) for the erection of a 
monument in the city of Washington tothe memory of the late 
Commodore John Paul Jones—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7448) to properly recognize the services of 
acting assistant surgeonsof the United States Army who served 
in the late civil war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Min- 
neapolis Gas Light Company, of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay 
submerged gas pipes across the W River at Minne- 
apolis—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 7450) granting to the North- 


ern Mississippi Railway Company right of way through certain 
Indian reservations in Minnesota—to the Committee on Indian 
Affa 


irs. 
By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill 155 R. 7451) to amend an act en- 
titled An act granting to railroads the right of way through 
the public lands of the United States,” approved March 3, 1875— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7452) to provide for the re- 
pair of the piers of the Aqueduct Bridge and for its use by a 
Street railway—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7453) to amend an 
det entitled An act to provide for the settlementof all outstand- 
ing claims against the District of Columbia, and conferring juris- 
diction on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other 
poran: approved June 16, 1880—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ic 


By Mir. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 192) tendering the of Congress to Commodore J. H. 
Gillis—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LANE: A resolution to pay the laborers in the cloak- 
room additional wages—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution to print 
4,000 copies of the report of the select committee of the Medical 
Society of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, pret bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. H. 7454) granting a pension to 
Lucy L. Sanger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: A bill (H. R. 7455) to correct the mili- 
tary record of John Sorg—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7456) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam Frederick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: A bill(H. R. 7457) granting 
a pennon to Harriet Lemert—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, thefollowing petitionsand papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: Resolution of the 
Sons of the American Revolution, for the publication of Revo- 
lutionary records, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROEN: Petition of citizens of Hennepin County, 
Minn., for a special election to decide the question of money, 
tariff, and income tax by a direct vote of the people—to the 
Committee on the Judic A 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of Kramer & Kaufman, and 
Henry Meyer, of Terre Haute, Ind., against an increase of the 
tax on whisky and any extension of the bonded period—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of citizens of Lancaster County, 
Pa., against imposing an income tax on fraternal and beneficial 
associations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Four protests of the Evan- 
pon Lutheran churches of Clinton, Hanover, Waterford, and 

anesville, Wis., against the bill to amend the preamble of the 
Constitution of the United States by recognizing and inserting 

; 8 of the Deity therein to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL:; Petition of Otto Frey, a citizen of Pitts- 

burg, Pa., against an increase of tax on whisky and against an 

ays and 


extension of the bonded period—to the Committee on 


eans. j 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Olathe, Kans., 
praying for a law to suppress lotteries—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post Roads. : 


By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of Coast City Council, 
No. 813, ao Arcanum, of Asbury Park, N. J., in favor of ex- 
empting building associations from the income tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HO : Petition of Phillip Roubideaux, in rela- 
1 the employment of Indians to the Committee on Indian 

8. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Betterton & Co., Perry & Co., and 
Fitzgerald & Ashe, of Knoxville, Tenn., against the increase of 
tax on whisky, eto.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7439—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of J. Franklin Tice 
and 53 other citizens of Williamstown, N. J., and of W. F. 
Iredell and 11 other citizens of Mullica Hill, -N. J., asking 
for the passage of an amendment to the income-tax bill to ex- 
empt all benevolent and fraternal beneficiary associations oper- 
ating under the lodge system and providing for the payment of 
life, sick, and other benefits to members from all the provisions 
of said bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of St. John’s Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Church, of Sleepy Eye, Minn., against any 
change in the preamble to the Constitution, si Aaa hy Rev. S. 
Denberboth, pastor, and H. Offerman, H. H. Meyer, and F. H. 
Benlow, trustees, representing 94 communicants—to the Com- 
mittee on the J udiclary. 

By Mr. MCETTRICK: Petition of Thomas R. D. Stuart, Frank 
N. ay 18 and 53 others, of East and South Boston, favoring an 
amendment to the tariff bill exempting fraternal beneficiary 
organizations from the provisions of the income tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Petition of W. H. Tigar and 38 other 
citizens of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying that the provisions of the 
income tax shall not apply to fraternal charitable associations— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of Julius Nathan & Co., Fort Wayne, Ind., against 
extension of the bonded period for whisky—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Edwin D. Mead and 5 other cit- 
izens of Boston, asking for the abrogation of the extradition 
treaty with Russia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. PAGE: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Provi- 
dence, R. I., for legislation regarding the interstate commerce 
law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PENCE: Protest of S. C. Henton, of Yokima, Wash., 
Agana the passage of House bill 6425—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Also, protest of the Evangelical Lutheran settlement and 
others, of Wray, Colo., against the God in the Constitution 
amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution in favor of the House bill 119, known as the 
McRae bill—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the citizens of Park County, Colo., asking 
amendment to the law creating South Platte forest reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of H. A. Rowe, L, O. Schaefer, C. 
H. Schaefer, and 57 others, to exempt fraternal and beneficial 
societies from all the provisions of the income tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. P. Traphager, J. Gunsaul, W. W. Buys, 
and 60 others, of Court, Van Buren County, Mich., asking for 
the passage of the Stone bill, entitled ‘‘ An act to secure a bet- 
ter grade of immigrants,” etc.—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 15, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. E. B. BAGBY, Chaplain of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, 
the 3 of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dis- 
pensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Balti- 
more (Md.) Corn and Flour change, praying that the inter- 
state-commerce law be so amended as to enable the Commission 
to secure stability in rates and nondiscrimination among ship- 
pers and competing points; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PATTON presented a petition of the Michigan Life In- 
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surance Agents’ Association, of Detroit, Mich., praying that the 
funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations be ex- 
empted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending 
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Reed City, 


Mich.; New York City, N. Y., and Washington, D. C., praying 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be ex- 
empted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending 
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Hamilton County 
League of Building Associations of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying 
that national building and loan associations and local building 
and loan associations be exempted from the proposed imcome- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the State of 
Tennessee, praying that in the passage of wy law providing for 
the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life insurance com- 
panies and associations be exempted from taxation; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nashville, 
Tenn., and a pouon of sundry citizens of Harriman, Tenn., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petitionof sundry citizens of New 
York City, N. Y., Cambridge and Boston, Mass., Buffalo, N. Y., 
and Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the abrogation of the extra- 
dition treaty with Russia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a memorial signed by members of 
various fraternal beneficiary orders composing the National Fra- 
ternal Congress, having a combined membership of over 2,000,- 
000, complaining that the income tax bears heaviy and unjustly 
ùpon members thereof, nine-tenthsof whom can ill afford to bear 
the burden of this additional tax. I move that the memorial 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. lalso present a memorial signed by many 
hundred citizens of St. Louis, Mo., in which the memorialists 
“ respectfully but vigorously protest against the recent adoption 
of the Allen amendment to the Wilson tariff bill, by which barb 
fence wire is put on the free list. 

We are wire-workers by trade and depend wholly upon this 
business for our living and feel confident that this recent action 
of our Senators will seriously cripple if not destroy this import- 
ant branch of the wire industry.” I move that the memorial 
lie on the table, as the bill to which it refers is now under con- 
sideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM Marea! a petition of sundry citizens of Cook 
County, Ill., praying that in the passage of-any law providing 
for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life insurance 
companies and associations be exempted from taxation; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Eureka, Ill., 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 
to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 5 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Galesburg, 
Ill., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or as- 
sociations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provi- 
550 of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 
Mr. HARRIS presented sundry memoriais of wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of Springfield and Memphis, in the State of 
Tennessee, remonstrating against an increase of the iuternal- 
revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the 
present bonded period; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of S. C. Keel and sundry 
other citizens of Green Oak, In preying that the pension claim 
(No. 354342) in favor of Elizabeth New, be madè special; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of sundry wholesale and retail 
liquor dealers of Terre Haute, New Albany, Evansville, Lafay- 
ette, Logansport, Fort Wayne, and Indianapolis, all in the State 
of Indiana, remonstrating against an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the 
present bonded period; which, on motion of Mr. TURPIE, were 
referred to the Committee 6n Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas Campbell and sundr 
other citizensof Vincennes, Ind., praying „that fraternal benefi- 
ciary societies, orders, or associations operating upon the lodge 


system and providing for the paymentof life, sick, accident, and 

Other benefits to the members and dependents of such members 

shall be exempt from all the provisionsof the bill requiring tax- 
* 


ation in any form;” which, on motion of Mr. TURPIE, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a resolution adopted by the Kan- 
sas City 8 Transportation Bureau, transmitted by its presi- 
dent, A. J. Vanlandingham, in favor of the so-called Patterson 
amendment to the act regulating commerce, as reported W the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 6 ouse 
of Representatives May 31, 1894. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented sundry memorials of wholesale 
and retail liquor dealers of Kansas City, Mo., remonstratin 
against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, an 
also against an extension of the bonded period; which, on 
motion of Mr. COCKRELL, were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gentry 
County, Mo., praying that in the passage of any law providing 
for the taxation of incomes the funds of mutual life insurance 
companies and associations be exempted from taxation: which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the memorial of David Wise & 
Co., of Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against an increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension 
of the bonded period; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. HUNTON presented a petition of the Goodman Manufac- 
turing Company, of Virginia, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation regulating convict labor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR presented ‘the petition of Frederick W. Abbott 
and 31 other citizens of Taunton, Mass., praying that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations operating upon the 
lodge system and providing for the payment of life, sick, acci- 
dent, and other benefits to the members, and dependents of such 
members, shall be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
ae of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PALMER presented petitions of the nee of the wire, 
rod, and billet mills of Joliet, Lockport, and Waukegan, all in 
the State of Illinois, praying that the Senate shall reconsider its 
action placing fence wire on the free list and that it shall restore 
the tariff upon the same to 1ł cents per pound; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations 
be exempted from the propoed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of wholesale and retail 
liquor dealers of Illinois, remonstrating against an increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an exten- 
a Sa me present bonded period; which were ordered to lie on 

e e. 

He also presented memorials of employés of the Consolidated 
Steel and Wire Companies, of Rankin and Allentown, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, and of the Cincinnati Barbed Wire Fence 
Company, of Cincinnati,Ohio, remonstrating against the adoption 
of the so-called Allen amendment to the Wilson tariff bill placing 
barbed fence wire on the free list; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Highland, - 
Ill., praying that a duty of not less than 60 per cent ad valorem 
be placed upon laces and embroideries and articles wholly or 
partly composed thereof, whether made of metal, cotton, flax, 
silk, or wool; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented sundry memorials of wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of various cities in Illinois, 5 
against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, an 
also against an extension of the present bonded period; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. . 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Winnebago 
County, Ill., praying thatfraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
or associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
eee of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 

0. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of D. L. Pratt, jr., and 
sundry other citizens of Woodbury County, Iowa, and the peti- 
tion of M. L. Temple and sundry other citizens of Iowa, praying 
that in the passage of any law providing for the taxation of in- 
comes the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associ- 
ations be exempted from taxation; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of 8 =. 
ing that the funds of- mutual life insurance companies an 
ciations be exempted from the proposed income-tax prov. 
of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to Ile on the table. 
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Mr. FRYE. I present a petition of 35 citizens of West Scar- 


boro, Me., and a petition of 25 citizens of Augusta, Me., praying 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or 3 iat ms be 
exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pend- 


ing tariff bill. I ask that the petitions lie on the table, the 
Committee on Finance having agreed to report an amendment 
which responds to the ‘est of the petitioners. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of John R. Story and 55 
other citizens of Essex County, Mass., praying that the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. à 

He also presented petitionsof Herbert A. Boynton and 22 other 
citizens of Newtonville; of H. A. ett and 13 other members 
of Crescent Council, No. 71, Royal Arcanum, of Chelsea; and of 
C. W. Boyer and 114 other citizens of Somerville, all in the State 
of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, or associations he exempted from the proposed income- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. : 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Boston, 
Muss., remonstrating against an increase of the internal-revenus 
tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the ‘present 
bonded period; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the memorial of A. Goodman, of Po- 
cahontas, Va., aye | 2 un increase of the internal - 
revenue tax on whisky, an against an extension of the 
present bonded period; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Thad. Wootten and sundry 
other citizens of Norfolk, Va., praying that the funds of mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. : 

GONZAGA COLLEGE LAND. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6576) 
to provide for the ce et, at part of an alley in square 622, in 
the city of Washington, D. C., and for the relief of the presi- 
dent and directors of Gonzaga College, to report it without 
amendment. A similar Senate bill was reported favorably some- 
time ago, and it is very important that the measure should be 
passed. I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the bill (S. 1855) to provide 
for the closing of part of an alley in square 622, in the city of 
Washington, D. C., and for the relief of the president and di- 
rectors of Gonzaga College be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. KYLE. I am directed by the Committee on Education 
and Labor, to whom was referred the bill (S.2110) to aid and 
encourage the holding of a Cotton States and International Ex- 
position at Atlanta, Ga., in the year 1895, and making an appro- 
priation therefor, to report it favorably without amendment, 
and to request that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations to be considered as an amendment to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 

he report was agreed to. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bil] (S.1881) for the relief of Edward H. Murrell, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. STEWART. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1515) to amend chapter 6 of Title XXXII of 
the Revised Statutes relating to mineral lands and mining re- 
sources. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada that we 
had better get through with morning business. I have a report 
from a committee to submit. 

3 VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business is not yet con- 
cluded. 

Mr. VEST. I am directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 172) granting full permission to the State of Maryland and 

the 818525 State courts within the city of Baltimore to 2 

o old United States court-house in the city of Baltimore for the 

of five years, to report it withou ndment. Both 

o Senators from Maryland are very anxious to have the joint 

tion ered, as it is of pressing and immediate im- 


ce. It refers to the occupation of the United States court | settlement 


room in the city of Baltimore. The court is in session, and itis 
necessary for it to have the use of this room. 
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Mr. H 
Mr. B 
Mr. HARRIS 
consideration of the joint resolution when the routine morning 


AR. 


k Let the jointresolution be read for information. 


Let us finish the morning business first. ` 
. I suppose there will be no objection to the 


business has begn concluded. é 

The VICE- ENT, The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor, from Missouri for the purpose of g up the joint reso- 
lution át the conclusion of the routine bi ess. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 


lumbia, submitted a written re to accompany the bill (H. R. 
6171) to authorize the Metropolitan Railroad pany to change 
its motive power for the propulsion of the cars of the said com- 


pany. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the amendment submitted 
by lf May 11, 1894, intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, submitted a favorable report thereon, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R.6016) making appropria 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2120) for the relief of Wil- 
liam T. Holman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2121) to establish a sys- 
tem of assessment and permit work, and to make service connec- 
tions with water mains and sewers in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2122) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Eunice Ida Gallup Rhoades; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
by him to the Indian e e bill; which was re- 
erred ae the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
rinted, 

E Mr. SHERMAN. I offer an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the post-office appropriation bill, which I ask may be 

referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

Mr. CULLOM. [should like to have the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Ohio read, if it is not long, as that bill has 
been under consideration by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
If there be no objection the proposed amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk ap ee ne to At- 
lanta, and from Cincinnati to Cleveland, 6100, 000; vided, no part of 
the appropriation made by this paragraph shall be e: ed unless the 
Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure ne order to pro- 
mote the interest of the postal service. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, in 
the absence of objection. 

Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
. to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 5 

ELECTRICAL EXPERIMENTAL STATION. 

Mr.PEFFER. I find on examination that the bill (S.1170) to 
establish an electrical experimental station for the purpose of 
investigating and 8 whether electricity can be profit- 
ably applied as a motive power in the gies ee of farm ma- 


chinery and implements needs some little abengment, and I 
therefore move that the bill be recommitted td Committee 
on Agriculture and Foresty. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REEXAMINATION OF TREASURY SETTLEMENT. 
Mr. HILLsubmitted the following resolution, 5 was read: 


numbered 4,813 of 1884 heretofore certified to wanao 
tion in favor of the Sun Mutual and insurance com 0 iar 
ork for ces paid on the steamer lâ, and to the reas. 
for said „ together with a detailed statement of facts 


1894. 
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8), in regard to 


settlements certified to Congress for appropriation at the same time as t 


settlement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the request of the Sena- 
tor from New York in regard to the resolution? 

Mr. HILL. I should like to have the resolution passed. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there a report connected with it? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it explained. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Probably the resolution had better be 
printed and go over. It raises an important question, whether 
the Senate has a right to direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
to review an account that has been once adjusted and reported 
to Congress and make a new decision. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not understand that the resolution went so 
far. I did not rise for the purpose of objecting to it at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The 3 asked whether it came from 
a committee. Do J understand that the resolution has been re- 
ported by a committee? 

Mr. HILL. It has not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has not been reported from any com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over and be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I interposed an inquiry which 
led to the going over of a resolution submitted by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. HILL] this morning. I supposed, by hear- 
ing it read imperfectly at the desk, that it was a measure to set 
aside some action; but I see it isa mere resolution of inguiry, 
and I desire to withdraw my suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so noted. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be passed, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

: The VICE-PRESIDENT. An objection was interposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], as the Chair under- 
stands, to its present consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggested that the resolution had better be 
printed and lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I made an inquiry as to the resolution, but I see 
it is merely a resolution of inquiry, and, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I do not wish to inte any further objection to it. 

Nr. HARRIS. II it be on y a resolution of inquiry, I have no 
objection to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the reso- 
lution will be considered as before the Senate. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced thatthe House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3487) granting an increase of pension to Eliza K. 
Starr; 

Aobill (H. R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty heretofore made 
with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed to the Territory 
of Utah, and providing for settling them down in severalty 
where they may so elect and are qualified, and to settle all those 
not electing to take lands in severalty on the west 40 miles of 
the present reservation and in portions of New Mexico, and for 
other purposes, and to carry out the provisions of the treaty 
with said Indians June 15, 1880; : 

A bill (H. R. 7278) to amend the seventh section of the act en- 
titled “An act to establish circuit courts of appeals, and to de- 
fine and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts 
o faa palon States, and for other purposes,” approved March 

j ; aun 

A bill (H. R. 7458) making a 55 . deficiency 
in the appropriations for public printing and ding for the 
fiscal year 1894, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The meena? also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 210) for the relief of Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, 


o.; and 

A’ bill (5. 513) granting the use of certain lands in the Hot 
Springs Reservation in the State of Arkansas to the Barry Hos- 
pital. 

MINING CLAIMS. y 

Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 1515) 
to amend chapter 6 of Title XXXII of the Revised Statutes, re- 
lating to mineral lands and mining resources. 


1 by Mr. P. O. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Mines and Mining with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 28, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out ten” and insert fifty; “ so as to read: 

On all lode claims located pe to the 10th day of May, — 5 810 worth ot 
100 7 t in length along th in until tof the 
a certificate of entry DaS DAAN BANAT eee Ae Pe each 20acres of placer 
claims, and for each subdivision thereof less than 20 acres, $50 worth of la- 
bor shall be formed or improvements made during anca ied until 
payment of the purchase money and a certificate of entry shall be issued 

The amendment was agreed to. 8 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 20, before the 
word “agriculture,” to strike out or“ and insert ‘‘than;” so 
as to make the additional proviso read: 

That in investigating the character of land with a view to ascertain 
whether it is more valuable for mineral than agriculture, evidence may be 
taken of the mineral discovered or developed acent to such land. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Nevada 
if this is a copy of the bill which has heretofore passed the Sen- 

te? 


a 
Mr. STEWART. Exactly, except changing the date. 
Mr. DOLPH. From what somites does it come? ; 
Mr. STEWART. From the Committeeon Mines and Mining. 
Mr. DOLPH. Does it relieve the mine holders from the bur- 
den of doing the necessary work for the present year? 
Mr. STEWART. It does, and one-h 
Mr. DOLPH. I am satisfied with it. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3487) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
K. Starr was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 7278) to amend the seventh seetion of the act en- 
titled “ An act to establish circuit courts of appeals, and to define 
and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the J N 

The bill (H. R. 7458) making appropriations to supply a de- 
ficiency in the Appropriations for preio printing ad binding 
for the fiscal year 1894, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. _ 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The hour of half past 10 o'clock 
1 arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 

usiness. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. PEFFER. 

Ir. DOLPH. . President, I regretted to observe last evening, 
when I reluctantly gave way to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Quay], that my friend, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
RIS], manifested some indications of impatience and seemed to 
think that the business of the Senate was not proceeding as rapidly 
as it should, and that we should vote immediately upon the pending 
measure. The Senator from Tennessee has not always my 80 
anxious to oe the business before the Senate, and I appre- 
hend thatif this were a Federal elections bill, or a measure for 
strengthening the credit of the Government and to maintain the 
present money standard of the country, he would not now be so 
anxious to have the business expedited and come to a vote on the 
measure. a 

I recollect during the first session of the present Congress, the 
special session, when I manifested some degree of impatience at the 
tactics which was resorted to to prevent the measure then pending, 
which was the bill to repeal the purchasing clause of the Sherman 
act, from coming to a vote, and inadvertently suggested that I was 
tired of such tactics, my friend from Tennessee remarked, in his usual 
bit that if the Senator from Oregon was tired he had better sit 

own. 


— 


for the next year. 


man, 
tion; 
deration, delib- 

as 
last 
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tariff for revenue only, and claims that this bill is a fairly protective 
bill as to many industries, that the bill should be made uniform and all 
industries should be alike protected. I certainly shall do my best 
to secure such deliberation and consideration and discussion, and 
shall endeavor to secure amendments to the bill to make it reason- 
ar Sea ae to the people I in part represent. 

I had presented last evening, before I yielded to the motion to ad- 
journ, a statement showing the number of pounds of the importa- 
tions of wool and the value of the same for four years, and also of 
woolen manufactures. Inow present a statement showing the per- 
centage of shrinkages and loss in scouring wool, the London 
scoured value, and the free-trade scoured value in the Eastern 
American markets; London fleece price, and also the free-wool 
price in the Eastern American markets; the cost per pound of ship- 
ping from tho farms to the factories, including freights, insurance, 
shipping commissions, etc., which I ask to have inserted in the 
RECORD in full. The wools are classified by sections, and it isa 
very interesting and condensed statement, showing the effect which 
the threat of placing wool upon the free list has already had and 
which it will have in the future. 

Tho Secretary read as follows: 


The destruction of woolgrowing in the United States. 


{Prepared for William Lawrence, president National Woolgrowers’ Association, 
Page} Bateman & Co., wool commission merchants, Philadelphia, June 
w b 


2 r to 2 © 
(EF Beg 3 . 33 igs 
ay fide et |Eb| et 
S sion 
155 Si lees 33 33 25 
a E SSES | sa | as 8 
123 FE Ect [gs | ha |s 
43 5828852 Sa 33 325 
© 92 8282 8 E #8 
8 388822 Ag PEJETA 
Jeg 235 E82 28 32 aS 
FASTE EAEE 
525 858 8 25 835 
£ 8 jS 
Average qualities produced in the 
Monntain region and 
upon the Pacific coast: 
Graded Montana fine delaine | Per et. Cents. Cents. Cts. | Ota. | Cts. 
EC 5 42 16 
California fine, av: fine Mon- 


and the 


tana, choice Neva 
9 — clips in Wyomin 
y 


e fine Nevada, averago 
fine 


yoming, and averagefine 
Utah, Oregon, Colorado, New 
RSR fine below average 
eva 


Montana and Wyoming coarse or 

one-fourth blood (Shropshire) .. 

Im Mexican ......... 
Ohio Valley and Lake region: 

Eastern wools.—Ohio XX fine 


oe 
an on on a 

~ 

= 


washed fleeces.............--.. 52 16 8} 123 26% 
Ohio X, New York State X or 
CC ˙ 55 134| 3 10 25} 
Michigan X, Wisconsin X or 
o T 56 134 34 23 
Ohio XX fine unwashed ......... 65 105 3 7 2⁰ 
Kentucky, Missouri, Indiana, III. 
ois, Michigan, New York, and 
isconsin X fine unwashed ... 66 10 3 7 19 
Ohio medium half-blood washed 
2 r 40 17 8} 32 
Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, Kén- 
tucky, and Missouri medium 
unwashed (half blood) 55 123 3 93 2 
Wisconsin, Ohio, New York 
coarse washed (Shropshire)... 25 20 | 34| 16| 30 
Indiana, IIlino isconsin, 
average Kentucky, and Wis- 
consin coarse unwashed 40 16 3 13 23 
North Missouri Valley: 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Dakota 
medium or half-blood un- 
OS REO NERS See 60 11 4] 3| 16 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Dakota 
coarse or pshire un- 
ooo ASS 50 14 4 8} 18 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Dakota 
unwashed ...........-.--++ 70 8} 4 4h 134 


*Including freight, drayage, insurance, commissions, and all charges between 
farm or ranch and the Eastern factory. 
t Before which time the McKinley law was in full force, but since which date 


its effects have been as nearly null and void as though the bill had ac- 
been repealed. 

This table shows in the two right-hand parallel columns the free-wool price of 

8 graden A£ Amaria weed on farm or ranch June 1, and the 

price received on the farm under the McKinley law previous to March 


ihe McKinley peice oh the farsa is in the outsida column. 
The free-wool price on the farm is in the column next to outside column. 


THE EFFECT OF FREE WOOL. 

The pending Wilson-Brice tariff bill proposes to take $40,000,000 annually from 
the woolgrowers of the United States 1 the removal of 11 cents pce daties, 
lowering the value heretofore received for-the wool crop of 365,000, unds by 
more than $40,000,000 below the values annually received previous to 1068. 

THE EFFECT OF 5 CENTS PER POUND DUTY ON WOOL. 

If only 5 cents per pound duty is put upon wools of the firstand d classe: 
which are mainly thoss. anale: i. in the United States, over $18,000,000 ore 
than the free wool price will be put into the hands of the woolgrowers for the wool 
Sop of 1894, which is now being shorn and pre for market. 

If raw materials like coal and iron ore are to be protected, although in one hour 
after lying dormant in the mine they can be got ready for market, why should not 
wool be protected, when it requires a whole year to prepare it for market as 
against one hour for and iron gro! If the free raw material planks of the Chi- 
cago platform are to be waived with regard to coal and iron ore, why should the 
same policy not be applied to American wool? 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr, President, in regard to the cost of the produc- 
tion of wool in Oregon and the effect of free wool upon the indus- 
try there, I desire to let some of the wool-producers and persons 
familiar with the subject speak for themselves. I hold in my hand 
a statement sent me not forthe purpose of publication, by Mr. E. P. 
Cranston, of Keating, Oreg., showing the cost of a band of 1,500 ewes 
for one year, and the value of the products at the present prices of 
wool. Mr. Cranston assures me that— 

There is no money in the sheep business, and should wool be placed on the free 
list I shall quit the business. e longer I remain in it the worse I shall be off. 

The statement is in the form of. an account. I ask that it be read 
at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested, in 
the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Expense on a band of 1,500 ewes one year. 


Cost, say, at $1.25, $1,875. Wool at 5 cents. These prices are all 1 and 
will bring to-day. 2 2 n e 


Interest on cost, $1,875, at 10 per cent.. 8187. 50 
ISO SONS DRY, BE 95 cs ce ces wecscccubeasscacuccutousdcacaccseeuese = 750. 00 
14 tons salt, at $25 Sadnovulsasacseonsacunvsyicuasucere 87.50 
3 extra herders during lambin g. 105. 00 
Loss on 1,500 sheep, 5 per cent for year (small) 93, 75 
Shearing 1,425 sheep, at 7 cents 99, 75 
1 herder one vat 420. 00 
33 wool sacks, for wool oses 16. 50 
One-half of one man’s time in tending camp, 

PACK MMOUION! GUO . caccenksuasecaniansrsees 200. 00 
18 months board of herder and tender, at 610 180. 00 
6 days with 4-horse team hauling wool 20 miles 42. 00 
3 extra men during two days shearing, at 561.50 9. 00 
Board 10 men d two ba shearing, sixty meals, at 25 cents.. 15. 00 
Expense and feed of team and wagon ninety days, winter feedin 67.50 
Taxes on 1,500 sheep, $1,875, 2 per cen. 37. 50 

2, 261. 00 
Incidental, 10 per cent on $2,261............ccceccececscceccccceccecsecss 226.10 
C TT—T—T—T—T—T—TV—T——.. ̃ Ä eee 2, 487,10 

Cr. 
Wool from 1,425 sheep, at 7 pounds—9,975 pounds, at 5 cents 408. 75 
1,068 lambs (75 per cent of 1,425), at 75 cents ae. 801. 00 
1, 299. 75 


Net loss for one year, $1,187.25. 
Same band of sheep at old rates of wool and price of sheep. 


Add to expense account difference of taxes and interest on difference of cost 
between $1.25 and $2. This difference is $1,125. 
Interest one year on $1,125, at 10 per cent.. 55 $112. 50 
Taxes one year on $1,125, at 2 per cent 22. 
Add above expense on the 1,500 
By 9,975 — Wool, at 15 conts (average 
By 1,068 bs (75 per cent of 1,425), at $1.50 
: 2 668.2 
Profit at former 4 K $476.15. 
This seems small, but we have the profit on our own hay, also profit on our own 
teams and pack horses, and our own tender on camps. 
T consider the above a fair estimate. 
E. P. CRANSTON, 
Keating, Oreg. x 
Mr. DOLPH. In connection with this statement I submit an- 


other communication from a constituent of mine—a citizen of Ore- 
gon engaged in sheep growing—which will present the Oregon 
woolgrower’s case better than I can present it myself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested, 
in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary as follows: 


Hon. J. N. DOLPH, 
Washington. D. C.: 
Dear Sm: Ihave been requested, as a woolgrower of east Oregon, to write 
ou in regard to the condition of the sheep and wool industry of this country 
uring the last administration and at the present time. x 
the last adminstration stock sheep were worth at this season of the year 
from $3 to $3.75 head, mutton from $3.50 to $4.25. At the present time stock 
sheep are worth from $1.25 to $1.50 per head, and mutton from $1.75 to $2.35. 
There are sheep-raisers in Wasco 3 who are offering to engage their entire 
flock, at $1 per head, after shearing; not only one man, but many. 
I sold my wool during the last administration for from 15} to 18 cents in The 
Dal les. The same claas ul wool is worth bere at the present time from 6 to 8 cents 
per pound. 


Tun DALLES, OREG., February 10, 1894. 
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During the last administration the woolgrowers of tbis country were among 
the most prosperous class of people inthe State; their credit was among tho best; 
their patronage as eagerly sought after by bankers, merchants, and all other busi- 
ness men as the most valued customers o — 6 class of ucers in this country. 

The present price of wool and shee not pay the expense of caring for 
and raising them, and the credit and patronage of the woolgrower at the present 
time is considered as doubtful and e ages as much to be avoided by bankers, 
merchants, and other business men as the poorest in the land. Having been en- 
gaged in the business during the last ten years, therefore speak from poea 
experience and observation, and from the opinions of representative woolgrowers 
with whom I am acquainted and have known for a number years. 

During the time that I have been en in wool and sheep raising, and 
3 under the operation of the Mc ey bill up to the time of the suprem- 
acy of the Democratic party, conditions were such that any person with ordinary 
in ce, industry, and pa had every reason and assurance that they 
could 1 in the sheep business. 

I could mention the names of many in my own vicinity and adjoining sections 
whom only a few years ago started, in the most humble positions (sheep-herding) 
without any capital, through their own exertions, prudence, and industry, stand 
to-day among the well-to-do, prosperous, and honorable citizens of our State. 

The conditions under pees were such as to build up hope, encourage and 
stimulate the poor man in his honest endeayor to secure a competency and inde- 
pendence for himself and those dependent upon him, a happy state to which the 
poor of other countries seldom A 

Not only has the protection of our sheep and wool interest in the lonely deserts 
of the West made i Rosathie for the penniless sheep-herder to become a wealthy 
man and influential citizen, but has enabled him to contribute largely toward the 
support of other people. 

armers, merchants, laborers, and even to the great Transcontinental Railroad 

all have received their portion of the distributions of the Western woolgrowers. 

As you are no doubt aware, among the most pros us cities of the d em- 

pire owe their prosperity in a measuré to the benoficial conditions under 

which our yer and wool industries have existed, and the same may be said of 

* Kos the cities and communities contained in the great “arid” regions of the 
es 

Is it any wonder the thousands of industrious, energetic men scattered over all 
this great Western range country, 8 toiling along the road of pros per- 
ity, urged on by hope and expectation until success is almost within their grasp, 
should view with fear and trembling this great obstacle (the Wilson bill) that has 
appeared before them; this loathsome blight, that is threatening to destroy their 
fields of labor when the golden harvests are almost ready to be gathered; a blight 
so destructive that it will leave the products of their la worth less than the 
costs of the raising? Is it any wonder that the flock-masters of this Western 
country are willing to sacrifice their flocks at almost any price? 

When it is known the wool from Australia and other foreign countries, with 
whom we can not (with wool on the free list) compete on account of cheaper labor 
and other natural advan such as we do not possess can be shipped to Bos- 
ton or New York for less than it costs the Western. woolgrower (on an 3 
to trans his wool from the shearing corral to the nearest line of transporta- 
tion. The great danger of the immediate removal of the only barrier now stand- 
ing between us and the destruction of our great industry can scarcely be com- 

rehended. But knowing, as we do, your valued t record in caring for and 

efending the interests of all the people of this State, do not deem it necessary 
to remind or urge upon you the —_ importance of this one. 

Thinking that perhaps a few p. facts from one actively engaged in a valued 
industry of your State, now threatened by legislative destruction, might be of 
some benefit, I remain, si 

Yours, truly, A. M. KELSEY. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, yesterday I stated that the destruc- 
tion of the woolgrowing industry in Oregon would deprive several 
thousand farmers and laboring men and many more persons depend- 
ent upon them for support of the means of subsistence, and would 
render valueless large tracts of land in the eastern portion of the 
State which can be utilized for pasture for sheep, but can not be 
improved for general agricultural purposes. The letter just road 
at the desk reminds me that there are other interests which I did 
not mention yesterday that will be disastrously affected. For in- 
stance, 2,500,000 sheep in eastern Oregon, scattered throughout that 
great extent of territory, make a local market for hay and for grain 
which can not be marketed after the woolgrowing industry is 
destroyed and the sheep driven out of the country or to the slaughter 

ens. The wool product and the increase of the flocks also provide 

reight for the transportation lines, and so there are great numbers 
of men employed in the various industries who are indirectly bene- 
fited by the 5 industry in the State and who will be 
indirectly injured by its destruction. 

I haye here a copy of a letter written by one of the most intelli- 
gent citizens of Oregon, who has made the question of woolgrow- 
ing and sheep-raising and the subject of agriculture and fruit- 
growing a study fora lifetime. It was written to Hon. William R. 

is, one of Oregon’s Representatives in the other House, and is a 
very intelligent statement of the condition of the woolgrowing 
industry in Oregon, the cost of conducting the same, and the profit. 
. impatience of my friend from Tennessee, I shall not 
ask that it be read if it can go into the RECORD without reading, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Oregon? The Chair hears none, 

The letter is as follows: 

Tue DALLES, OREG., December 10, 1893. 

Dear Sm: As one of your constituents allow me to thank you for your action 
favoring the extension of time for the payment of dues upon our railway lands, 
The passage of that bill will be a blessing to many who are trying hard to make 
homes for themselves and families in this highland region. 

I also offer you a representation of our woolgrowing industry, and beg leave to 
express with regret the pone of gloom which seems to thoroughly prevail 
among a large portion of the settlers who came in upon these highland plateaus 
and mountain sides, and made homes upon lands not suited to diversified farming 
but excellent for sheep meric’ 

The withdrawal of protection from woolgrowing, by allowing the admission ot 
foreign-grown wool free of duty, and the inability of & hepherds to dispose of their 
last gers product, which in this eastern m valley amounts to 23,500,000 


Don ind not gen So) sb distress, but paints the fours of this heretofore prosper- 
ous industry, which is far greater than all else here, with the most distressing 


XXVI——396 


I am personally acquainted with many sheep owners who have ‘ht lands 
and fitted up homes and ranches under the protective encouragement of the Goy- 
ernment, especially that of the McKinley tariff, and were thoroughly prosperous 
their highland homes, two, three, four, five, six, and some seven 
thousand feet above the ocean, which is almost in sight to the west of some of the 
plateaus upon the Cascade Range, where they find the finest grasses, in a climate 
unsuited to varied agriculture, but splendid for sheep grazing and the production 
orano Gotas martan I will sh Bo 

eir business, I assure you, was very prosperous, as show you. Some 
of these men, nay, most of them, pane: hock onl entered upon this Rational in- 
dustry without capital, and some of them have eight, ten, twelve, and sixteen 
thousand sheep, and have established home ranches and improvements all over 
an area of forty to fifty thousand square miles; bringing vilization, schools, 
houses, churches, villages, mills, and comfort and heppi ess. And now they bow 
to what appears inevitable—destruction and ruin of their industry and its great 
privileges; the American wool market offered free to the foreigner and to semi- 
civilization. 

I assure yi 


these sheepmen aro conscious of the effect of the complete change 
in the economic policy of the Government toward sustai: 


ning their oe pa and, 
are trying to sell their sheep at $1, and, in some càses, at 70 cents per head. en 
I came here twenty years since, there were in this immense great mountain basin 
but 21,000 ane rae sheared only 5} pounds of wool each; last year (1892) we 
sheared 23,000,000 pounds of wool from sheep that i paca 7 to & posmas each, 
upon the great ranges almost all in sight of this locality. The physical character 
of the sheep has been much improved for mutton, consequently of the fiber. 
You will please bear in mind that this great industry now forced to compete 
with Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Buenos Ayres, etc., is in eastern Oregon 
distributed all over the land and is, or has been, a blessing to all of the people, 
bringing comfort and plenty to any industrious man's door who would enter upon 
it, and within the reach of any industrious man; its stock in trade was at home; 
it fed and clothed and found its market for the produce at home, and distrib 
all its blessings at home, instead of going to a foreign le with them. Trust- 
ing you will pardon the liberty I have taken in addressing you, I want to be 
owed to present facts to convince you of the calamity we feel awaits us in 
removing the tariff now upon foreign wool. 


In the year 1892 we received at this depot 5,532,000 pounds, and paid 
akin 


therefor an average of 16 cents pound, m g cash received.. $885, 120. 00 
Mutton, 130,000 head, at $2.25 each ...........-----. -- 292,500. 00 
Wool pelts, at 114 cents per pound, 6 pounds each.. 41, 400. 00 

e 1, 219, 020. 00 

Amount for lambs not obtained. = 


This year of 1893 the amount is not quite so large, but it is as follows: 
Wool production at The Dalles, Oregon, 1893. 

Wool pn clip 1893, 5,125,000 pounds, and placed at 7 centa per 

und ꝛuumUZ—aewꝛÿ- scorer cncesececces ve cuccnsccccenscsessecvececocesene 

Matton sheep at average $1.50 each (170,000) = 

Wool pelts, 19,200, 6 pounds each, at 4 cents per pound 

Total receipts, 1G0S oan ws ccnccsccccbovunacsacthécstacvounes 


Amount paid for lambs not obtained 
Amount forward for 1892 . 
Amount as shown for 1893.. P= 


-« 1,219, 020. 00 
-- 659, 830. 00 


Difference in receipts, 1892 and 18909 559, 190. 00 
aa pe tr d, 1,693,961 pounds rice, 13 cents 219, 314. 00 
ool receive „981 pounds; average price, 13 cents. 2 „314. 

2,000 wool pelts, 10) Gente CAD 22s ee 1, 200, 00 
220, 514. 00 
Pendleton, 1893: ——— 
Wool received, 1,126,627 pounds, at 6 cents 67, 597. 62 
Wool pelts, 25 cents each......- F/ 375. 00 
67, 972. 62 

Heppner, 1892: 
#250 pounds ü A TT 272, 500. 00 
ohen onal ice ecicasevendensevee vane seawas 247, 000, 00 
~~ 519, 500, 00 
Beppe 1893: = 
Vool, 2,500,000 pounds, at 7 cents 175, 000. 00 
Mutton, 80,000 sheep, at $1 each ..... 2.0.2.2 cece cece wees ens eceeee 80, 000. 00 
~~ 255, 000, 00 
Arlington, 1892, 1,512,000 pounds wool, at 16 cents 247, 920, 00 
Arlington, 1893, 1,110,000 pounds wool, at 7 cents . 77,700. 00 
925, 620. 00 


I am not able to hand you the wool receipts for Baker City, La Grand, and 


other posts in your district, butjyou may rely, upon the numberof sheep returned 
that the district you represent has produced this past year 24,000,000 pounds o 
wool. By the price I 


ve given you as that paid last year (1892) at the pro- 
ducer’s home market and that received this year, being less than as much, 
and mutton a cin, Ange fh one-third as much as in 1892, such action by Con- 
2 virtually stop the progress of all the population in this immense graz- 
ngdom. 
hope you will not think I write at random. 

Until I came here I was a wool manufaturer, and was eng: in handling the 
wool of all countries that was on the market, and as a fair judge I am proud of 
what my neighbors have done in bast am | here on American soil the best 
kind of sheep breeding, and systematically feeding their sheep so as to 8 a 
fine, long, strong-fibered wool. Eight and 8 pounds of wool on a fat, well-fed sheep 
is what intelligence among these high mountain shepherds has done, instead of 
shearing only 5) pounds, the old average here. All of this wool has a splendid 
felting fiber, and sithough 3,000 to 7, fect above the ocean, has no tender spot 
in the fiber for the dry ays of July and August—night dews. 

The Oregon woolgrower was proud of his success, but it is unfortunate that 
political success demands that a gears party shall break down such an indus - 
try and discourage such a splendid set of men and their families, and for the sake 
of political ascendency give these established privileges to great united masseg 
of capital which control semicivilized sheep ranges of other countries. This act 


to remove protection to American woolgrowers will, begat Reap pon ayse seri- 
ously injure 25,000 men, women, and e n in these high ds, who under Re 
pablicas economy found comfort and plenty at their own “ doorsill.” 


Iam, tfully, your friend, 
F THOS. S. LANG. 
Hon. WILLIAM R. ELLIS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
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Mr. DOLPH. To emphasize what has already been so well stated 
on this floor by the Senator from California . PERKINS] and my 
colleague [Mr. MITCHELL] and others concerning the erence in 
the cost of transportation of the American wool product, as com- 

with the cost of transporting the product of some foreign 
countries whose citizens compete with the citizens of the United 
States in woolgrowing, I wi anoi briefly from a letter received 
from Messrs. Keyser, Fisler & Co., of Philadelphia, as follows: 
` À NEW ZEALAND WOOLGROWER. 
D. E. Meikle, a N woolgrower from Chatham Islands, New Zealand, 


This is accompanied by a statement of an Idaho woolgrower, 
Frank J. Hegart, of the firm of J. D. Wood & Co., Challis, Idaho, 
who is ready to make affidavit— 

That Mr. Wood has resided in Idaho twenty-seven years; that he isa 1 
grower and ranged about 30,000 sheep in Idaho year; that railroad freigh 
she that 1 costs him over 20cents per pound to produce his wool, and tll on 
8 ; 
the Philadelphia market. 

Mr. President, this shows that not only in the matter of pasture 
lands or the cost of lands, the cost of labor, and in climate, but that 
in ortation many of the foreign woolgrowers have a decided 
advantage over the American producer of wool. 

If we were to leave out all considerations of the difference in the 
ene of labor, the difference in the cost of pasturage, and the dif- 

‘erence in the expense of shearing, the simple difference in the cost 
of transportation would seem to require that a duty should be 
levied upon the foreign. po to equalize the difference of the 
ace seni between the foreign producer and the American pro- 

neor. 

I desire to quote briefly from a memorial which I hold in my 
hand, signed by the wool merchants of Boston. They say: 


idly in importance until it meira the product of the most prolifio of the Eng: 


the 
Arar in a single year, from the mere fear of such legislation, the flock of the 
United States 8 in numbers from 47,273,553 287 45,048,017. In a single 
ear the farmers of the United States, a to the Department of - 
have seen the total value of their sheep di from $125, yi | 
1, 1893, to $89,186,110 on January 1, 1894, showing a shri ut $37,000, 
in this brief period; and if we take into account the in value of farm 
, and ranch property devated to the sheep industry durin; * twelve annin S 
may say, without any fear of coni ction, that the t loss on the 
property of woolgrowers during one year has been not less than $50,000,000. But 
this is not all. It is a very moderate estimate to state that the decline in the 


valno of the wool taken from these seeep in 1893 reduced the purchasing power of 
the woolgrowers by at least $20,000,000 more. 


Seventy millions of dollars of loss in the decline of the value of 
their property, their flocks, and their wool product to the farmers of 
the United States in a single year by the mere threat of placing wool 
on the free list. They proceed to say: 

If such losses have already been inflicted by the 


bill, who shall measure the to follow if the bi 
It Ahere saying that 


its stages orin any 8 


of 
Therefore, fro upon all — — legislation, which is too apparent in the 
Wilson bill, with 3 of the woolgrowers of this broad laid trom Maine 
from Georgia to Oregon in view, we, the cd sora ene pa of Boston, 

8 are here 


ibility of passing this 
itself . a red 7 


of the measure now before the United States ilson bill, 
Its adoption will be, in a degree, destructive to the business of the wool 


ucer, and whereas itis his demand tho tuity of his indus 
3 S 

I desire to quote some brief extracts from the memorial of the 
Ohio Woolgrowers’ Association, which I will insert in my remarks 
without Ss a 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McLAURIN in the chair). The 
Chair hears no objection and leave is granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
AMERICAN WOOLGROWEES CAN WITH ADEQUATE PROTECTION SUPPLY ALL NEEDED 


American woolgrowers with 5 protection can and soon will supply all 


nati 
adapted to Texas and some of the new States and Territories, all needed 
lied. Senate Doo. 


Association 
Treasury Department Wool port, 20577 f. 287. Consular Reports U. B. State 
o0 ; m $ 
Department No. 128, May, 1891, p. 112; The — Wool Interest, New Vork 
American Protective Tariff League, September, 1892, p. 8.) 
FREE WOOL WILL SUBSTANTIALLY DESTROY THE AMERICAN WOOL INDUSTRY. 


This can be readily proved. The t of washed merino wool in the 
wool-manufacturing centers, New York, Phindeiphin, and Boston, are from 20 to 


2 cents; for unwashed about 15 cents, for the wools of the Northern States east 


The price for North Dakota, western Kansas, 2 Wyoming, Idaho 
unwus merino is about 10 to 13 cents. For 8 Temes, New 
Mexico, from 8 to13 cents. Other grades sell at corresponding rates. 
a angers . — sales Svat known in SA country. 
price n for own because wool mannfacturers ly believed 
that before they could manufacture wool into goods they would E = fry by the 
rtation of woolen goods on free-wool prices, and so could not afford to pay 


as more than free-wool prices in 
try exists. 


to 

cover local wool-buyers’ profits, profits to wool merchants in 9 
their commission for 5 storing, insurance, and selling to manufacturers. 
1 from bourne, Australia, to Boston for less than 1 cent 
m the Pacific States, Texas, and our new interior States 


8 in scouring only 50 
from 66 to 70 per cent, Sa some 


COMPARISON OF SHEEP AND WOOL MANUFACTURING. 
The wool industry now under normal conditions, as in former years, would 
represent the following: 
Capital in sheep 8120, 000, 000 
Capital in farms and barns for sheep 450 000, 000 
ä 
um men em a n 8 
Wool produced, pounds T 
Vale 3 
sheep. — ae, % 
sold for pelt and food. 


85 


82888828882 


— 


III. The product of the gold mines of the United States in 1892 was 1,596,375 
fine ounces, of the value $33,000,000; the of ver mines was 
58,000, ounces Troy, worth at the comm valuo of 80.875 
1 $50,750,000, or a total of both of 750,000. Great as this is it 

less than the annnal value of the m and the wool shorn from our 
d wen be uid Koon siaip nea prohibit th: king 

0 © Wor) of our gold mines 
and thus destroy their value = 


We have heard much and truly of the ruin of the demonetization of silver, but 
free wool would be more ruinous than the destruction of our mines of gold and 


silver. 

If a foreign army should TT le 
te wacom the tonincs with tiendy iene to keninbie gate aaa 
to invaders Dd hands to hospitable graves.” 

But we are now threatened- with invasion by the woo! 


of the outside 
world, whose it is to our hus! to ish our 
people, and earich th Renee, The’; The „ 3 sub- 
stantially nothing from us but gold in return for their thus robbing us of 


the coin we need for the success of all our industries. we the wool 
we have it and our gold—a double source of wealth; when we send gold abroad 
to buy foreign wool we have the perishable wool, the foreigners have the perma- 


aneia. — mr because of the export of gold. If buy forei 
p: come 00 0 wo cease to 00 
wool we can forever avoid panics from that Anan as = 


A GROSS AND UNJUST ATTACK ON AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRIES. 

IV. Free wool, with such protection for wool manufacturing as 
“imperil nor o ee 5 a permanent polley, would be an invidious discrimi- 
nation in favor of man turers against growers and the great body, ót our 
people engaged in agricultural pursuits. 
VI—SHEEP HUSBANDRY HAS STRONGER CLAIMS TO PROTECTIVE DUTIES THAN ANY 

AMERICAN INDUSTRIES. 

1. This is so because it is the only absolutely national industry which reaches 

into Bun can be 5 aod; ge inp essings ani 3 to all the 
e, in every an and in o coun’ country. 

575 en Gen. Hancock was a candidate for the Presidency he said: he taritt 
is euo question.” ogee ne as m many 3 The onary ee lead, 
coal, m ore; toppes; production of sugar, rice, tobacco, oran; o mann- 
facture of cotton, hemp, flax, iron, and other miabatals, all d a protection 
fre all local. But sheep hus —the production of wool and mutton—is 
broad as the Republic; oray inhabi: must have wool for clothing and needs 
mutton because healthful, the 5 best of all meat foods. 

It gives employment for every ty, fertilizes lands all over the country 
wherever the golden hoof” is found, and gives comfort from every golden 


2. Sh husban has preeminent claims to tection because it is 
the al — — t ot inves 


go areas of land available for no other 
nal and individual wealth, thus sharing and relieving burdens 
taxation in every county in the Republic. 

3. There is not one argument in favor of protection for any industry which is 
not more than equally applicable to sheep husbandry. 

4. Neither wool nor mutton ever jian, eag and neither ever can be, made the 
subject of combinations or trusts to secure romper recta There are 
industries in which both foreign and American comb have been to 
limit production and demand extortionate prices, but sheep husbandry encoun- 
ters no such r 

5. Who asks Tor free wool? Outside of the minority of Eastern wool manufac. 
turers who favor free wool, and the few whom they influence, there is no demand 
5 No petition from any other source has gone up to Congress for free 
Woo 

Mr. DOLPH. As I have said before, this industry gives employ- 
ment to American labor, to unskilled laborers. There are said 
be over a million sheep-raisers and wool-growers in the United 
States. To be sure, a very large proporuon of the sheep of the 
country are owned in large flocks, but they constitute as a rule in 
such cases the entire property of the owner. Sheep-raising and 
woolgrowing is his business, and he is engaged in no other. His 
lands, his time, his entire capital are en in the business. 
Then there are a large num of smaller flock-owners, small 
farmers, who, as has been said on this floor, depend upon the 


1894. 
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product of their flocks for the ready money required to buy the 
necessaries of life and for the pa ent of taxes. These are a class 
of our citizens who are entitle 


‘ to the pathy and the aid of 
legislators. The Democratic party has mays claimed to be in 
esirous of legislating in their 


sympathy with them and to 
interest. 29 

Then this industry provides employment for many other citizens 
of less means, men who work for dail yor monthly wages, as herd- 
ers who care for the sheep, tho shearers of sheep, and incidentally 
the industry furnishes employment to many others engaged in trans- 
portation, in ee HA, grain, and other employments. If any 
class of the poopie of the United States should be preferred when 
we come to legislate ueo the tariff or upon any other subject it is 
the men who labor with their hands. In this country the American 
citizen who works by the month or by the day, in theory, at least, 
has the same political power as the man who owns his millions, as 
the man who controls the great industries of the country, as the 
man engaged in great enterprises. 

This class of men are in the majority in this country, and to 
repeat what I haye 3 said. many times before, this is the 
class that has made this country whatit is to-day, and will decide 
the destiny of this country in the future, and if republican govern- 
ment is to be maintained, if our free institutions are to endure, this 
class of citizens must be made Sg (us and independent. 

Mr. President, I do not care to follow up the discussion of this 
branch of the subject, but I will submit as a part of my remarks 
two brief quotations from the New England business men’s memo- 
rial and petition to Congress, one under the head of“ Necessities of 
American citizenship,” and another under the head of “ Rights of 
the American workingman.” 

Il—NECESSITIES OF AMERICAN CITIZENSHIP. 

American citizenship is connected with all the tions of our laws and sco! 
of governmental authority, and links the humblest with the highest type of citi- 
zenship upon a common level in the exercise of the aowa of our people, 
Whatever benefits and privileges belong to a citizen are by right the common 
heritage of all, and each is entitled to t in the distribution of the general 
The right to earn an honest livelihood is one of the rights of an American citi- 
zen guaranteed by the Constitution, which provides for the general welfare, and 
that the fruits of his labor shall be that which shall provide for his self-respect 
and comfort and tend to the development of true manhood. Intelligent, in the 
enjoyment of his high 7 eas n citizen of a government which 8 
— hk Aep and 5 or the 8 its people, he may improve the condi- 
tion and control the destiny of his children, thus provide for the future typ- 
ical American citizen. z 

The welfare of the masses, including provision for their physical comfort and 
happiness, while enjoying the privileges of education and moral elevation, is no 
Utopian conception in our political economy, accepted and advocated in the free 
institutions of the American people. 

So long as our Government standamong the nations of the earth, the neces- 
sities of the American people will demand that the fruition of their labor shall 
exceed that of any other people. Their war should be and must remain higher 
to e the demands of American citizenship, which is the endowment of human 

om. 


II—RIGHTS OF THE AMERICAN WORKINGMAN. 2 
The American workingman, let it be remembered, is an American citizen whose 


— 
comfort, t, and happiness is guaranteed by the Constitution. His edu- 
cation, in that constitutes true manhood and "Intelligent conception of his 
duties and privileges as a citizen, is necessarily linked with the ucts of his 
labor, and its wise and economical expenditure should tto him more com- 


forts and true enjoyment than that which belongs to any subject of 
tate or government on earth. His duties and responsibilities are 
ted to no other individual of any nation. Th Tales to his own free sys- 
of government, which degrades none of its citizens, but seeks to exalt all 
alike, and become ‘‘the light and illumination of the world; a government that 
most truly re nts the cause of freedom and equal rights; that sel- 
fshness, and within the reach of its influence the welfare of the entire human 
race. Ho must be deeply impressed with the greatness of his i 
it to be the mission of the government in which he is an active parti 

He is not called upon to sacrifice his manhood, for the benefit of the less- 
favored peons of foreign nations, by accepting the pittance which d ic and 
selfish forms of government dole out to their unfortunate subjects as the wages 
of a people who have not yet awakened to the joys of manly 
. belong to an American citizen. 

is right to protection from such a fate is transcendent in our republican form 
of government and any tariff laws which result in the redaction of the wages 
of our citizens, thereby depriving them of the means required to maintain their 
home comforts and meet the expenditures involved in good citizenship must 
meet the hostility of the people. Should the result lead to the actual deprivation 
and sufferings of the unemployed, until it be said that the family of an American 
citizen is deprived of bread by the legislation of Congress, such injustice is nom 
the less a crime, though it executed by the iron hand of law and be the 
3333 ees aae beneficence is 1 scope, yet 3 
cover the necessities of our own countrymen or grasp tho lo: 

mission of the free institutions of America. ingens 2 7: 

Your memorialists can not believe that an American Congress would willingly 
and knowingly enact legislation which will result in enforced idleness of 
employés of industries or curtail the of workingmen, and trust that every 
claim advgnced by industries that the adoption of the proposed bill will entail the 
necessity of reduced wages and discharge of employés or the closing of mills 
shall be carefully and impartially investigated, and if the claims be found to be 
sufficient to warrant tho increase of the tariff in the proposed bill in such cases 
that it may be done. 


As pertinent to the somewhat broader question than that under 
discussion, but a question always involved when the question as to 
whether any product of American industry shall be protected by a 
duty or shall be placed apor the free list, I desire to present, and 
have inserted in my remarks, an elaborate table, headed ‘‘Chronol- 
ogy of the economic conditions of the United States from the for- 
mation of our Government to the present year—a period of one 
hundred and twenty years.” 

This table shows Py Sera the total ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment yearly, the total ordinary receipts yearly, yearly surplus, 
yearly deficiency, amount of customs duties paid yearly, what our 
customs duties would haye been under the theory of tariff for “ rev- 
enue only,” our yearly imports and value, and condition of the 
national debt yearly. It is 8 with some marginal ex- 
panay remarks, and also gives the date of each prevailing tarif 

aw. Ithinkitis of sufficient general interest to be inserted in 
Boon in full. Ishall not read it if I may have permission to 
sert it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection the table will 
be inserted in the RECORD. 

The table is as follows: 


‘privileges 


dependence and 


Chronology of the economic conditions of the United States from the formation of our Government to the present year, a period of one hundred and twenty years. 
[Prepared and copyrighted by Charles S. Hill.) ; 
(For an analysis of these conditions, resulting from each tariff, see series of ‘' Tariff Roviews."’) 


Total o: 


Total ordinary ex- d Te- 
ceipts yearly. 


Year. penses yearly. 


$1, 919, 589. 52 $4, 409, 951. 19 
5, 896, 258. 47 3, 669, 960. 31 
1, 749, 070. 73 4.052, 923.14 
3.545, 299. 00 5, 431, 904. 87 
4, 862, 541. 72 6, 114, 534. 59 
2, 551, 303. 15 & 377, 529. 65 6, 
2, 836, 110, 52 8, 688, 780. 99 5, 
4, 651, 710. 42 7, 900, 495. 80 8, 
©, 480, 100.72 7, 546, 813. 31 $ 
7, 411, 369.97 10, 848, 749. 10 3, 
4; 981, 669. 90 12; 985, 830. 95 7, 
3, 737, 079. 91 14, 995, 793. 95 1, 
4, 002, 824. 24 11, 064, 097. 63 7 
4, 452) 858. 91 11, 826, 307. 38 7. 
6.257 234. 62 13, 560, 693. 20 7, 
6, 080, 209. 36 15, 559, 931, 07 9, 
4, 984, 572. 89 16, 398, 019. 26 11. 
6, 504, 338. 85 17, 060, 661. 93 10, 
7, 414, 672.14 7,773, 473. 12 
5, 311, 082, 28 9, B84, 214. 28 4, 
5, 592, 604. 86 14, 422, 634. 09 9. 

17, 829, 498. 70 9, 801, 132. 76 

28. 052, 296. 92 14, 810, 409. 95 

30, 127, 686. 38 11, 181, 625. 16 

26, 953, 571. 00 15, 696, 916. 82 

23, 873, 432.58 | 47, 676, 985.06 

15, 454, 609, 92 33, 099, 049. 74 

13, 908, 673. 78 21, 585, 171. 04 

8 - 


Yearly surplus. | Yearly deficiency. 


What our customs duties would have 
been under the theory of tariff for 
revenue only. 


Amount customs 
duties paid yearly. 


Over years would | Short years would 
have been, have been. 


. 00 
4, 255, 306. 56 
4, 801, 065. 28 
_ 8, 888, 461. 26 
6, 507, 987. 94 541, 761. 44 
7, 549, 649. 65 1, 696, 979, 1 
7, 106, 061. 93 3, 857, 271. 55 
6, 610, 449. 31 4, 543, 802. 72 
9, 080, 932. 73 5, 643, 553. 60 
10, 750, 778. 93 2, 797, 117. 88 
12, 438, 235.74 1, 179, 521.70 
10, 479, 417.61 8, 428, 144. 22 
11, 098, 565. 33 3, 725, 116. 86 
12, 936, 487. 04 5, 733, 128. 46 
14, 667, 698. 17 5, 187, 976.46 
15, 845, 521. 61 4, 432, 075. 24 
16, 863, 550. 58 5, 807, 227. 53 
7, 257,506. 62 6, 098, 705. 64 
8) 583, 309. 31 4.510, 177.31 
13, 313, 222.73 3, 483, 193. 60 
8, 958, 777. 53 
18, 224, 623. 25 
5, 998, 772. 08 
2 
26, 283, 348. 49 
7, 176, 385. 00 N e 


‘ 
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What our customs duties would have 
been under the theory of tariff for 
Total ordinary ex- revenue only, 


Year. penses yearly. Yearly surplus. 


Yearly deficiency. a ped poate. 
s Over years would | Short years would 
havo been. have been. 


$16, 300, 273. 44 $24, 603, 374. 37 , 608, 11, 980, 507, 83 
134, 530. 57 17, 840, 669. 55 15, 005, 612. 15 10, 299, 473. 17 
„723, 479. 07 14, 573, 379. 72 > 447.15 91, 545, 416. 50 
9,827, 643. 51 20, 232, 437. 04 17, 589, 761. 94 
9, 784, 154. 59 20, 540, 666. 26 19, 433. 44 
15, 330, 144. 71 19, 881, 212. 79 17, 878, 325. 71 13, 827, 257. 63 |. 
11, 490, 459, 94 21, 840, 858. 02 20, 088, 713. 45 9, 748, 315. 37 |. 
3, 062, 316. 27 25, 260, 434. 21 „341,331. 77 
653, 095, 65 22, 966, 363. 96 19, 712, 283. 29 
13, 296, 041. 45 24, 763, 029. 23 23, 205, 523. 64 
12, 641, 210. 40 24, 827, 627. 88 22, 681, 965. 91 
13, 229, 533. 33 24, 844, 116, 51 21, 922, 391. 39 
13, 864, 067. 90 28, 526, 820, 82 24, 224, 441. 77 
16, 516, 388.77 81, 867, 450. 66 28, 465, 237. 24 
„713, 755. 11 $3, 948, 426, 25 29, 032, 508. 91 
18, 425,417. 25 21, 791, 935, 55 16, 214, 957. 15 
17, 514, 950. 28 35, 430, 087. 10 19, 891, 310. 59 
30, 868, 164. 04 50, 826, 796, 08 23, 409, 940. 53 
27, 243, 214. 24 24, 954, 153, 94 |. 11, 169, 290. 30 $23, 456, 351. 49 
33, 849, 718. 00 26, 302, 567, 71 16, 158, 800, 36 |. 23, 706, 716. 63 
20; 409, Ne 81, 482, 749. 61 23, 137, 924. 81 8 
24. 139, 920. 19, 480, 115. 33 13, 499, 502, 17 18, 159, 306, 95 
26, 196, 840. 29 16, 860, 160, 27 14, 487, 216, 74 24, 823, 896. 
24, 361, 336. 59 19, 976, 197. 25 18, 187, 908. 76 
11, 256, 508. 60 8, 231, 001. 26 7, 046, 843. 91 
20, 650, 108. 01 29, 320, 707. 78 26, 188, 570. 94 
21, 895, 369, 61 29, 970, 105. 80 27, 528, 112. 70 
26, 418, 459. 59 20, 699, 967. 74 26, 712, 667. 87 
53, 801, 569. 37 26, 467, 403.16 23, 747, 864. 66 |. 
45, 227, 454. 77 35, 698, 609. 21 81, 757, 070, 96 
39, 933, 542. 61 30, 721, 077. 50 28, 346, 738. 82 
37, 165, 990. 09 43, 592, 888. 88 39, 668, 686. 42 
44, 054, 717. 66 52, 555, 039. 33 49, 017, 507. 92 
40, 889, 954. 56 49, 846, 815. 60 47, 339, 326. 62 
44, 078, 156. 35 61, 587, 031. 68 58, 931, 865. 52 
51, 967, 528. 42 78, 800, 341. 40 64, 224, 190. 27 
56, 316, 197. 72 65, 350, 574. 68 53, 025, 794, 21 
66, 772, 527, 67 74, 056, 699, 24 04, 022, 863. 50 N 
66. 041, 143. 70 68, 965, 312. 57 63, 875, 905. 05 60, 951, 736. 18 
72, 3830, 437. 17 46, 655, 865. 96 41, 789, 60. A TENRA hee 
66, 355, 950. 06 52, 777, 107. 92 49, 565, 824. 38 |. 
60, 056, 754. 71 56, 054, 599. 83 53, 187, 511. 87 |. 
62, 616, 055. 78 41, 476, 299. 49 39, 582, 225. 64 
456, 379, 896, 81 51, 919, 261. 09 49, 056, 397, 62 |. 
694, 004, 575. 56 112, 094, 945. 51 |. 69, 059, 642. 40 |. 
811, 283, 676. 14 243, 412, 971. 20 on 102, 316, 152, 99 
1, 217, 704, 199, 28 $22, 031, 158. 19 H, 260. 60 
385, 954, 731. 43 519, 949, 564. 38 133, 904, 882. 95 179, 046, 651. 58 
202, 947, 733. 87 462, 846, 079. 92 159, 898, 946. 05 |. — 176, 417, 810. 88 
229, 915, 088. 11 370, 434, 453. 82 140, 519 805, 71 „„ 164, 464, 599. 56 
190, 496, 354. 95 857, 188, 256. 09 166, 691, 902. 14 |. 5 180, 048, 426. 63 
164, 421, 507. 15 395, 959, 833. 87 326, 194, 538, 374. 44 95; 
157, 583, 827. 58 OO 28 J a So eer errr re errr 206, 270, 408, 05 x 
153, 201, 856.19 | 364, 894, 229. 911 211,182, 373.72 |........s........... 216, 370, 286. 77 1 
180, 488, 636. 90 | 322, 177,073.78 | 141, 689, 036. 8846 188, 089, 522. 70 40, 400, 485, 82 099 
194, 118,985.00 | 299, 941, 090.84 | 105, 822, 005.8 16%, 103, 833. 69 57, 281, 827. 888 „„ 
171, 529, 848. 27 157, 167, 722. 35 44; 676; 700. ee 
164, 857, 813. 148, 071, 984. 61 22,908, 218. 00 
144, 209, 963, 28 130, 956, 493. 07 ee 
134, 463, 452. 15 180, 170, 680. 20 7, 187, 355. 95 
161, 619, 934. 53 187, 250, 047. 70 26, 647, 845, 40 
169, 090, 062. 25 186, 522, 004. 60 22, 085, 625. 57 
177, 142, 897. 63 198, 159, 676, 02 14, 982, 669. 60 
186, 904, 232. 78 220, 410, 730. 25 3, 789, 712. 75 
206, 248, 006. 29 214, 706, 496, 93 22, 667, 121. 17 
261, 637, 202. 55 „ a 220, 668, 584. 57 88, 224, 806, 49 9 
458, 121, 000. 00 430, 121, 000. 00 ssc cee ewes 28, 000, 000. 00 175, 000, 000. 00 }...... .ꝑ „000, 
8, 866, 251, 509. 51 9, 763, 215, 086. 90 8, 492, 619, 950. 43 2, 682, 975, 646. 63 5, 476, 908, 914. 17 1, 312, 893, 917. 84 | 8, 551, 611, 658, 99 
2 2, 682, 975, 646, 68 Rapobesoonvents|aheodssésimh buaskenslaetucaschace eoeatwar 1, 312, 893, 917. 84 
Actual surplus since 17ůo 99m —ũ„ũ, 809, 644, 303. 80 4, 864, 505, 576. 888 4, 864, 505, 576. 83 
Total surplus over and above what would have been our custom receipts for revenue only since 1790.) 5012, 403, 337. 34 
Yearly imports. 
ee Condition Date of the pre- 
Year. „eustom national debt, Nature of the economic policy existing. yailing tariff 
Value. yearly. law. 
duties 
received 


thereon. 


Madison's tariff—preliminary “until a system of permanent duties could be | July 4, 1789. 


perfected.” A protective 9 


Hämilton's tariff, rn A A Aug. 10, 1790. 
Special tariff. Distribution of surplus revenue among States Mar, 3, 1791. 
Increased protection, for frontier, eto e 1792. 
“Increase upon special home product June 7. 1794. 
„ = 
——— % 75,879,406] 10 82, 064, 479. 83 | Changes according to necessities developed by experience. . Mar. 8, 1797 
BES tc 3 VDE aay a 
4424242424224 kͥ˙ %ꝛ'&Bi 79, 000, 145| 9 178, 408, 809. 777 :ckkhckh5hcchõõG.':ũcC4-᷑ꝛ(7Gmn ́ n 332««b˖ 0. 


1801 R 
180 . 70, 833, 333 


i 


FEE EL en OO EMM mL et GON gan Wl thang ee eR a I sar nl a eM BMY fey eee Te eka pe ane eA 


Year. 


101, 029, 266 
108, 118, 341 


126, 520, 332 
149, 895, 742 
189, 980, 035 
140, 989, 217 
118, 717, 404 
162, 092, 132 
107, 141, 519 


127, 946, 177 
100, 162, 087 


314, 639, 942 
360, 800, 141 


282, 613, 150 
338. 768, 130 


248, 555, 652 
445, 512, 158 


417, 831, 571 
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Condition Date of the pre- 
national debt Nature of the economic policy existing. vailing 
yearly. law. 

STF; OBE, ORB BOTs cas , y many enesewansens cups 5 May 13, 1800. 
86, 427, 120. 88 | ‘‘ Jefferson's tariff,” to protect American commerce and American seamen— | Mar. 26, 27, 1804. 

(passed unanimously). 
82, 312, 150. 50 Do. 
75, 723, 270, 66 Do. 
69, 218, 398. 64 Do. 
65, 196, 317. 97 Do. 
57, 023, 192, 09 Do. 
53, 173, 217. 52 Do. 
48, 005, 587. 76 Do. 
45, 209, 737. 90 July 1, 1812, 
55, 962, 827. 57 July 29, 1813. 
81, 487, 846. 24 0. 
99, 833, 660. 15 Do. 

127, 834, 933. 74 Apr. 27, 1816. 

123, 491, ay 16 Do. 

103, 446, 633. 83 Apr. 20, 1818, 
95, 529, 648. 28 May 3, 1819. 
91, 015, 566. 15 Do. 

89, 987, 427. 66 |. Do. 

93, 546, 676. 98 |. Do. 

8 | a 
83, 788, 432.71 |. Do. 

81, 054, 059. 99 |. Do. 

73, 987, 358. 20 Do. 

67, 475, 043, 87 .| Mar, 19, 1828. 
58, 421, 113. 67 |. 

48, 565, 406. 50 May 20, 1830, 
39, 123, 191. 68 |. =e Do. 

24, 322, 235. 18 į increased protection to in istry July 14, 1832, 

7, 001, 032. 88 se tariff or ten-year erse 0, ple of a ar. 2, 1833, 

reductionf{of one-tenth per cent of excess of 20 per cent ad valorem every 

4, 760, 081.08 At this timo pr 8 ailed; no debt, and surpl distributed Do 

„081. s time pros prev: ; no debt, and surplus was distribu . 

37, 733. 05 ? among States. $ Do. 

37, 513. 05 Do. 
336, 957. 83 Do. 

3, 308, 124. 07 Do, 
10, 434, 221. 14 Do, 

3,573, 343. 82 | By ‘‘sliding-scale"’ reduction the debt increased under low tariff, and bank- Do. 

rupted the Treasury. 

5,260; 876; 54:| roe ͥ¶ A ²³o³ . ᷑ ·—om, ‚ = Sept. 11, 1841. 
13, 594, 480.73 | Increased rates; Whig tariff; recuperati vnn pares anes 1842, 
20, 601, 226.28 | Saltonstall’s supplemen not, protedtivee ccceccceccccccoccnaceccce se 5 
PAARL CEO e x E reas erharennsnenons aes Do. 
5B, S20 BOR OLN in cnswuass'sobs cuucdsbusenkboacundsbiensteoncsovasnCancesepedet Gaarkebidermbiaas Do. 

25, 550, 202: 97 [lu Walker's tariff” and attempt to create so-called free trade under title of G Aug g. 1646. 
47. 04 4, 862. 23 revenue tariff. Dallas's casting vote in Senate secures passage. Do. 
63, 061, 858. 69 | Treasury exhausted; importers’ monopol Do. 
63, 452, 773. 55 A x Do. 
68, 304, 796. 02 Do. — 
66, 199, 341.71 Do. 
59, 803, 117. 70 Do. 
42, 242, 222. 42 Do. 
35, 586, 956. 56 Do. 
31, 972, 537. 90 Do. 
28, 699, 831.85 | Reduction from rates of the Walker tariff (1846) by combine of free wool ; Mar. 3, 1857. 
44, 911, 881. 03 a eei by to ti D 
„ . ves ons Jon, as to corruption. ..-.. 2.20... 2..- eee eens neeeeeeee 10. 
58, 496, 837. 88 z x $ v Do. 
64, 842, 287. 88 Do. 
90, 580, 873. 72 Mar. 2 and Dec. 

524, 176, 412. 13 July 14, 1862. 

1, 119, 772, 138. Mar. 3, 1863. 
1, 815, 784, 370. 57 June 30, 1864. 

„680, 647, 869. 74 Mar. 3, 1865. 
2, 773, 236, Mar. 6, and July 

25, 1866. 
r d d 2 2 Mar, 2, 1867. 
L GNF ORI RON car GO cimh AA , July 20, 1868, 
A DOG, ia SL ON tins d EA adsense hevanaie Feb. 24, 1869, 
! r July 14, 1870. 
$, 808, 215, 8829: 88 | 2205 2 do sc ssa seasons AN EE AR S os sespenae tea mvaneu S 3.1871. 
„ e c es June 6, 1872. 
// ⅛ͤd:ymſn —————r—!—!—!.!.!... sek March 3, 1873. 
2, 251, 690, 468.43 |...... 4 ³ ³ ·w E E June 22, 1874. 
2, 232, 284, 531. 95 
2, 180, 395, 067.15 
2, 205, 301, 892. 10 
2215 857 ir No action of importance beyond special revision. 
2, 120, 415, 370. 63 
2, 069, 013, 569, 58 
1, 918, 312, 994. 03 
1, 884, 171, 728.07 | Reduced tariff generally. (‘‘ Senate bill” passed after failure of ‘‘House bill” | March 3, 1883. 
and commission's rates.) 
1, 552, 140, 204.73 | McKinley tariff “for revenue and home industry . October 1, 1890. 
1, 567, 923, 341.13 | Wilson bill”—Revenue only (professed), admitting a deficit of $75,000,000. | (1) 
Ruin to Southern interests. 


These amounts represent the surplus revenue there would have been these years without tom d t all. 
No returns these <a but ila aan the average rate estimated. 2 8 Dee 
Secretary Treas 


ł Estimated to June 30, 1894. 


under the McKinley tariff. 


not more 


(See Report 


§Or an average of only $6,446,350.92 per year 
A similar exhibit 8 — 
"Tarif Reviews.” 


ary, December, 1893.) Our foreign commerce the largest amount in the history of the United States 


. — gel = A “tariff for revenue only,“ even considering war debt. 
of our gross expenses and rece: 
for revenue only.“ What, 


ipts would show even a greater d dence upon protective laws; hence our customs receipts have been actually 
therefore, would have been the deficit of the National Treasury under a “free-trade policy?” See series of 
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Mr. DOLPH. It will be understood from what I have already 
said at this time, and what I have said on previous occasions, that 
I believe the pro, of this bill should stop here, at least until 
some concession is made by the majority in regard to wool. I 
hardly know what my duty is in regard to the matter. My own 
opinion has been that if the minority in this Chamber were united 
and were determined to accomplish that result, this bill could be 
beaten, and it should be beaten. 3 

Considering the fact that the pa e of this bill would be 
destructivo to every great interest of this country, and instead of 
relieving the present conditions, as is supposed by the Senator 
from Tennessee 1 88 Hannis] would be the case, would 3 
the existing conditions in this country, would prevent the revival 
of business, except in connection with such a reduction of wages 
as would be disastrous to the workingmen of this country, and 
inasmuch as this bill once passed, the mistake or the evil can not be 
remedied until the party which favors the protection of American 
yuan rig Mea believes that protection to American capital and 
American labor is necessary to individual and national prosperity 
is again in power, I have believed that it was the duty of the 
Republican minority in this Chamber to enter into a struggle of 
physical endurance with the majority, and to treat this bill as the 
other side of the Chamber, heretofore in the minority, have treated 
measures to which they were opposed. 

I do not sympathize much with the idea that because the Demo- 
cratic party succeeded to power and claim that that was a verdict 
of the American people in favor of tariff for revenue only, which I 
deny, no obstruction should be placed in the way of the majority, 
but that they should be left frec to impose upon this country such 
legislation as they favor. If next fall the Congressional elections 
orm we shall surely elect a Republican majority in the other 

ouse) could also reverse the verdict so far as the Presidency is con- 
cerned, and the political majority in the Senate, I should be willing 
to make a brief trial of the Democratic doctrine; but, sir, consider- 
ing the fact that if this bill once becomes a law it must remain on 
the statute book for an indefinite time, at least for two or four 

ears, I have believed it to be the duty of the minority in the 
Sanaa 1 ee by any parliamentary means to defeat the passage 
of this bill. 

But, sir, when I come to consider that it is the great Northwest, 
the new States of this Union, which are to be injured most by this 
legislation, the States Which are dependent upon great industries 
that are to be stricken down and destroyed; when I recollect that 
three of those States are but partially represented in the United 
States Senate; that two are represented in the Senate in whole or 
in part by Democrats; when I find that the distinguished Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and tle distinguished Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Dunors] differ with me for some reason as to what meas- 
ure should be adopted for the defeat of the pending bill; when I 
find another distinguished Senator from one of those States seldom 
voting upon the bill; and several more absent, I become discour- 
aged and I know that what ae be accomplished by unity of 
action, by an agreement in regard to the measures which should be 
adopted, can not be accomplished under such circumstances. 

So, as my friend from Tennessee says when he not very good- 
naturedly yields to the necessity that is upon him, not on account of 
opposition alone on this side of the Chamber, but the failure of his 
own side to stand by him, I, from force of circumstances, will per- 
haps be compelled to cease my further opposition to the considera- 
tion of the bill and its final disposition, and leave it to our friends 
on this side of the Chamber and the Senator from Tennessee to 

‘make their own agreements about schedules, about the rule which 
shall limit debate, and about the time when votes are to be taken. 

mai? PLATT. May J interrupt the Senator from Oregon for a mo- 
ment 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Suppose the te | 8 pending before the Sneate 
were the question 3 e wool should be put on the free list. If 
that were an independent proposition, disconnected from the other 
items of the pending measure, does not the Senator from Oregon 
think that a ortnight or three weeks would be the shortest time in 
which a proposition of that magnitude could he properly discussed 
in the Senate? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think sọ. 

Mr. PLATT. Yet, here we are complained of because we are tak- 
ing two or three days to discuss it. 

Ir. DOLPH. We have consumed two days and a portion of the 
third, That is the truth. The suggestion of the Senator from Con- 
necticut only emphasizes what I stated a few moments ago in iy ke 
to the impatience of the Senator from Tennessee. The Senator from 
‘Tennessee does not seem to be charged with the duty of determin- 
ing what the provisions of the bill shall be; he does not seem to be 
charged with the duty of discussing the bill, but he seems to be 
imbued with the idea that the billis to confer a great blessing upon 
the Sens of the United States, and should be rushed through with- 
out discussion. Lhave seen nothing to compare with the impatience 
of my friend from Tennessee, except the impatience of press 
and of a few people who, when the bill for the repeal of the pur- 
chasing clause of the Sherman act was under consideration, believed 


what I did pat, tas the purchase of silver was the cause of our 
financial trouble, and that it was necessary, in order to restore 
financial ee in the country, that that bill should be imme- 
diately disposed of. We have been N the question as to 
whether wool shall go upon the free list two days. For two days 
we have been discussing the question which has been discussed D 
the American pae for a hundred years, as to whether the woo 
industry shall be protected. 

I had statistics concerning the industry; I had quotations here 
from, youmightsay, the fathers of the Revolution, the framers of the 
Constitution, from Democrats and Whigs alike in early days, show- 
ing the propriety and necessity of protecting the woolgro 
industry; showing that domestic wool is as necessary to the defense 
of the nation as forts and guns and armies, I might have presented 
them to the Senate, and I should have presented them to the Senate 
if I had supposed it would accomplish any fot purpose. I beg to 
assure the Senator from Tennessee that I have not at all failed to 
do so out of regard for his impatience or out of consideration for 
his desire to secure the early disposition of the bill. 

Another Leet waian has discouraged me largely is that one or 
two of our friends from the West have been e+ to belittle the 
alleged effects of the threat of free trade upon the industries of the 
country, and have been Seeg to belittle the supposed effects ot 
the passage of the pending bill upon the industries of the country. 
My friend from Nevada . STEWART) has gone so far on this 
floor as to state that the gold standard and trade should go 
together. I do not agree with those Senators that the present con- 
dition of our industries has been brought about by financial 
legislation. I deplore as much as any member of the Senate 
and as much as anyone can the existing financial condition of 
this country and the world. I believe that I am a better friend to 
silver to-day than any man who advocates the free coinage of sil- 
ver. I believe that one who advocates the free coinage of silver 
is a silver monometallist. I think there arebut two courses for this 
Government to pursue. 

One is to maintain the present standard and to endeavor to secure 
aninternational agreement between the principal commercial nations 
of the earth for the free coinage of silver by those countries at an 
agreed ratio, and the other is to adopt free coinage of silver and 
go to the silver standard. I have never believed and I could not 

convinced, because it would be con to all our ience, 
that the free coin of silver by the Uni States alone would 
increase the value of silyer bullion until 16 ounces of silver would 
be worth an ounce of gold. I know that gold has appreciated in 
value and that that has affected prices in this country and through- 
out the world. I know as well that silver has depreciated in vias 
and that that has affected paee everywhere. Ido not agree with 
those who =a that gold alone has appreciated. Ido not agree 
with those who suppose that silver alone depreciated. 
_ The increased demand for gold for money has, no doubt, largely 


in its value. The decreased use of silver for money has, no 
doubt, largely deereased its value. If I knew of any legislation 
by which 


e silver-mining sar je of this country could be made 
profitable, by which the value of silver bullion could be advaneed, 
and the value of gold 88 relatively to silver, I should be 
very glad to adopt it. We have now a few prominent persons con- 
tending as to who is the inventor of some new scheme concerning 
silver, which proposes, by retaliation upon Great Britain and other 
gold-using countries, to force them into some international agree- 
ment for the use of silver, or into the use of silver as individual 
nations. Ihave no confidence in any such scheme. I do not believe 
that Great Britain, or any other country in the world, can be forced, 
by any discriminating policy of the United States, into any course 
which she does not believe to be to her interest. It seems to me 
that we are in the situation in which, as I say, we are bound to 
adhere to one policy or the other, and everyone is free to believe 
that we had better go to the free oinak oz silver, that we had 
ee adopt the silver standard than to adhere to the gold stand- 
ar 


I am not going to discuss that question to-day. I simply say 
that, in my judgment, the free coinage of silver would place us upon 


the silver standard, as Mexico is to-day; it would reduce the pur 


ing power of the American standard silver dollar to about the value ot 
the bullion it contains; it would strike down atone blow more than 
one-half of the value of all the silver money in this country in the 
hands of the holders, whether in the shape of silver dollars or silver 
certificates; it would prevent the further coinage of gold; it would 
drive gold ont of circulation; it would contract the eirculatin 

medium; it would bring about great financial disaster, and when it 
was all done ar ide were upon the silver standard and our silver 
dollar was worth only the same as the Mexican silver dollar in pro- 
portion to the bullion it contained, silver, instead of going to the 
mints to be coined, in my judgment, would have to be sold in the 
open market for whatever it was worth, and the United States 
would have no way of increasing the amount of silver currency; 
there would be no cause for the co: of silver, and the sum 
coined in the American mints might not be $1,000,000 or $500,000. 
So, with gold gone, a depreciated silver dollar, and no means of in- 
creasing ting medium, with a contracted currency and 
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disturbed financial conditions, I fear that our condition would be 
very much worse than it is now or than it is likely to be under the 
present standard. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DOLPH. Let me finish. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. y 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not rise to discuss the financial question; 
but I wish to say now that some financial legislation is necessary ; 
that this country can not go on year after year without any in- 
crease of the circulating medium, with the population increasing, 
and the demand for money increasing, and whenever business re- 
vives in this country the disastrous effect of the policy of this 
Administration will be seen, It is the duty of the Administration 
in power to present some financial measure, some measure by 
which there Will be an increase of the circulating medium. I say 
that it is the duty of this Administration, and this Administration 
will be held responsible for not so doing. I haye not felt called 
upon to formulate a financial policy for this Administration. I 
have some ideas in regard to the subject. ; 

The Democratic party in its last national platform resolved upon 
the repeal of the tax on the issues of State banks, with the idea of 
inereasing the circulating medium, butif we are correctly informed 
about what has transpired in some other 7 soph body, which I 
shall not name, there is no likelihood that the Democratic doctrine 
on that question will be carried out, and I think it is well for the 
country and well for the Democratic party that that has been 
abandoned. I do not believe that the business men in this country 
are willing to g back to the old days of State bank bills, to the 
depreciated and rotten State bank currency. 

am one who believes that the General Government should con- 
trol the circulating medium and should provide for it. Iam one 
who believes that all banking should be controlled or supervised, 
at least, by the General Government. Notwithstanding the unreas- 
oning opposition to the national-banking system, I think everyone 
will concede that that system has given us tho best circalating 
medium this country has ever had; has given us a currency good in 
every portion of the Union. 

Mr, PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish the Senator would let me conclude. 

Mr, PEFFER. Very well. : 

Mr. DOLPH. The currency furnished by the national-banking 
system has been good in foreign countries. e Senator from Idaho 

. DuBors] says, What do you suggest?” I can only make a 
suggestion as to how our circulating medium may be increased. I 
am not the adviser of the administration, I am not a member of any 
committee whose duty it is to formulate any financial system; but 
it seems to me—and I indicated that in some remarks I made on the 
risa a of the free coinage of silver several years ago—that the 
national-banking system might be so changed and enlarged as to 

ive this country a sufficient circulating medium. I think it would 
S a good thing if the national-banking law were amended so that 
banks of deposit and exchange might be organized upon the deposit 
of a single thousand dollars United States bonds, the banks becom- 
ing subject to all the laws regulating the national-banking system 
and subject to the supervision of the national authorities. I think 
that what has been 8 often in this Chamber might be safely 
adopted; that we might authorize a larger issue of circulating 
notes upon the bonds deposited to secure the circulation, at least, 
to the par value of the bonds. 

It is possible that some modification of the law in regard to the 
_ circulation of banks might be made to secure the necessary issue. 
Isee no reason why State bonds, the bonds of counties, and the bonds 
of cities of the United States might not be received as security for 
bank issues, their value to be passed upon by some authority, board, 
or commission 1 ea under Federal authority, and the existing 
laws, or amended laws, concerning the national-banking system 
applied to them. Something hasto be done, If anyone can pro- 
pose a better system, I should like to hear it, and I shall be ready 
to help adopt it; but, I repeat, that while I differ simply as to the 
remedy, or substantially as to the remedy, with my friend from 
Nevada . STEWART], while I claim to be just as good a friend as 
he is tothe mining industry of his State and to the great Northwest, 
and just as good a friend to silver as is the Senator, I differ with 
him in regard to the methods by which the mining industry and the 
silver interest can be advanced. 

I do say that there should be some financial legislation, and it is 
the duty of the present administration to formulate and present to 
Congress some plan; it is the duty of the majority in this and the 
other branch of Congress; and we should not go on from month to 
month and year to year without any increase of the circulating 
medium, but with an actual decrease, on account of the raid upon 
our gold coin and the decrease of national-bank circulation. Isay 
we are going on not only without an increase of the circulating 
medium, but a decrease of the circulating medium, and this can 
not continue if the erity of this country is to be restored. 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. DOLPH. 8 

Mr. PALMER. Lask the Senator if his attention has ever been 
called to Senate bill 1791, I think is the number, a bill prepared by 


my friend, Capt. Cowden, of Illinois, which probably meets the 
Senator’s views. 

se DOLPH. I have not seen the bill to which the Senator 
refers, 

Mr. PALMER. I commend it to the Senator. 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall be glad to examine it. 

Mr. PALMER. That bill goes far beyond accepting the bonds of 
towns as security for bank issues. It authorizes such issues on 
wheat and pork and butter, I think, and such things, taking them 
as security for banking circulation. I commend that bill to the 
attention of the Senator. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not think my friend from IIlinois really thinks 
that I am advocating any such circulating medium as that based on 
that sortof security. 

x Mr. PALMER. my friend will allow me again—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I har ly Aink that the Senator can construe my 
remarks in that way at all. 

. PALMER. I wish to say to the Senator that while he very 
cruelly, I think, has refused to give us the benefit of his plan, I beg 
to remind him that for some thi qas his party has been in 
power, and they have not matured a plan which reaches the idea of 
the Senator. 

Mr. DOLPH. While my party was in power it provided for an 
increase of the circulating medium by the very law which the Sen- 
ator’s party denounced and proposed to repeal in its national plat- 
form. It was an expedient that was adopted at the time for that 
purpose, and if the Republican par remained in power, that 
increase of the circulating medium have been discontinued, some 
other y would have been made for additional circnlation. 

Mr. President, I can not believe that the Senator from Illinois 
would place the bonds of the State of New York or the State or 
Illinois, or the city of Chicago, or the city of New York, or the city 
of Portland—for we have issued bonds in the city of Portland— 
with wheat and butter; and I do not believe 
the Senator would think that the bonds of the city of New York or 
the bonds of the city of Portland would not be substantially as 
good security for the issuing of circulating notes by national banks 
as national bonds. 

I admit that to make such a modification of the national-banking 
act would be to go a step farther than we have gone; would be to 
adopt a new expedient; that, as the bonds of the National Govern- 
ment, which are the security for the payment of the National bank 
notes issued, are the debts of the National Government and are held 
ee Government as 5 for the payment of the notes, and the 

nited States, in assuming the payment of the notes, substanti 
only assumes the payment of its own debt to the note holder. It 
pays its bonds, but pays the money to the holders of the national 
notes with the other. : 

Some new liability would have to be assumed by the Goyernmen’ 
but the beneficial result whieh would come from an enlargemen 
and an increase of our circulating medium—an enlargement of the 
system, if nothing better could be done—would amply compensate 

e Government for the risk which, after all, would be nominal, 
because the amount of the cireulating notes to be issned, upon the 
State or municipal obligations, could be fixed by law,-and the 
question as to the value of the bonds would be fixed by the Federal 
authority. I do not care to follow that question further. 

I hold in my hand a statement of the present condition of the 
industries in Oregon. I shall not take up the time of the Senate 
to read it, but shall ask leave to insert the quotation in my remarks, 
if there be no objection, 

The quotation referred to is as follows: 


in the same catego: 


Considering that the population of Oregon is not so 
densely wonton manufacturing and industrial States of the t, our efforts to 
ascertain the condition of labor in that State have met with 
have received 140 different reports from 35 different townathere, the result being 


tabulated as follows: 
Average number of 
eek hands employed. 
1892. | 1893. | 1894. 
9 30 21 
1 E ee 
$ 20 20 
8 210 110 
2 9 7 
1 8 
1 12 12 
1 5 1 
1 4 2 1 
3 10 12 
1 8 4 2 
1 8 8 1 
2 n 7 6 
1 27 22 12 
2 9 0 3 
1 2 2 2 
1 8 8 3 
1 22 14 4 
1 5 3 2 
1 25 20 0 


number of 
employed. 

8 1892, | 1893. | 1894. 
ee ne aeactasecscene Scadedccrseccessccesccess 1 420 52 
Pendleton. 8 21 8 
Portland 76 1,990] 1,154 
Prinoville. 2s. cc ccccvcsncvcsecss 3 5 4 
Prosper 1 28 17 
FP 2 10 6 
Bellwood. .....22-20.--ss0ess00-0 1 10 3 
Silverton ........ 1 5 4 
Springfield 1 10 2 
5 ; 113 

mpqua Ferry. 

Union che 5 1 9 8 
Weston.. 2 4 3 
Woodburn. 2 42 26 
C Ä A 3, 848 | 3,021 | 1,512 
Decrease in 189099 cacccenccecesese S 21 per cent of 1892. 
Decrease in 1894 ... -- 50 per cent of 1893. 
Deren in WA 2.0... cc ces ee e eee eee eee 60 per cent of 1892 


From these reports, sent by 140 different employers of labor in 35 different towns 
in it appears that the total number of hands for whom they found employ- 
ment in 1892 was 8,848, but in 1893 thé same 140 employers could only find work 
for 3,021 persons—a decrease of 21 per cent within a year. Coming down to the 
present year up to the end of April, 1894, we further find that these same 140 
employers have only been able to give work to 1,512 persons on an average every 
day from January 1 up hou, ie 30, 1894. 

e condition of Oregon is such this year that 140 employers of labor, in 35 
different towns in that State, can find work only for exactly one-half the number 
of people to whom they gave aoe deo throughout the whole of last year, 
and there is a decrease in the num of persons employed this year of 6 per 
cent as compared with those who were bus: ny work in 1892. It is thus very 
a) t that the lo: the present administration remains in power the worse 
it every day for the condition of labor in the State of Oregon. 

This deplorable ocratic condition of labor in the State of Oregon is not con- 
fined to any one industry in particular, our reports being received from those 
engaged in quite a nde d of occupations. For instance, we find reports made 
by those who are en in the business of storing grain; from flour mills; from 
cDthiers and tailors; dealersin agricultural implements and vehicles; and an 
unfortunate druggist who has been obliged to dismiss all his help owing to the 

evcland times. 

The sheep and wool industry employers have been obliged to discharge half the 
men they employed. The furniture and —— trade has been cut down 50 

r cent, turning half its men idle u he world. The lumber and box trade 
ke suffered 30 per cent, and even the hotels haye felt the wave of free trade, for 
at Astoria we notice one hotel where the number of employés has been reduced 
by 75 per cent. The iron works in that city have also suffered, and at all towns 

ere must have been a ed decrease in the general merchandise trade, judg- 
ing from the number of hands whose services have been dispensed with in that 
line of business. 

Hardware, boots, shoes, furnishing goods, and even newspapers have not flour- 
ished since ident Cleveland began to carry out his theoretical prophecies of 

times. There has been less demand for agricultural implements on the part 
of the farmers, who must be making their old implements da further service 
when they are sadly in need of new ones. How the sawmills have suffered, too, 
under the threat of free lumber, which would give the lumber trade, now taken 
care of by Oregon, to the mills of British Columbia. 

The iron and steel business appears to have been as dull in on as it was 
elsewhere. We find a furnace producing p iron that can only give work to 52 
men this year where it was able to keep 4 nds busy an 3 the good times of 
McKinley protection. Wire mattresses seem to be a luxury that the people have 
to do withont; in fact, many men have not been able to get a mattress of any 
kind. The building trade, too, must have fallen off by66percent. Half the printers 
appear to have been out of work, and at one of the pantog mills where steady 
work was given to 25 men almost every day in the year 1892, the r reports 
this year that his pay roll consisted of one man and one watchdog, thus estab- 
lishing a new industry—the watchdog industry—for which President Cleveland 
and his free-trade followers must be given due credit when they are taken totask 
for all the destruction caused ee | their policy of prostration. 

Men who are out of work can find no use for tools, so, of course, we find that 
the tool manufacturers in Portland are closed down, and in that city the effects of 
tariff tinkering are felt more seriously than elsewhere, our 76 reports from Port- 
land showing that only 1,154 people are Trag this year where 2,589 people 
were busy and happy in 1892. The check to buildings, of course, reflects 5 
the paint trade on upon sashes and doors, while the people seem to have little 
use for an that the blank-book manufacturer can make, possibly there 
being no entries nowadays for cashbooks, 9 — or ledgers. 

The livery-stable keeper who hires out his teams on Sundays and holidays and 
for pleasant evening drives is one of the first to feel the effects of hard times, so 
that this business forms an excellent index of the Cleveland conditions. At one 
livery carriage stable in Portland the decrease in its business has been very 
marked. It employed 300 persons on an average in 1892, only an average of 250 
during 1893, and during the first four months of 1894 this business has sodwindled 
awa t it now has only 52 persons on its pay roll. 

e might go on enumerating such particulars by the score, but conclude with 
mentioning the case of one of the largest n ens on the northwest 
coast where 100 men used to find steady work, but where now there is business 
for only 20 hands. These same farmers and nurserymen put over $50,000 in the 
bank between December 1, 1892, and May 1, 1893, but a year later, between Decem- 
ber 1, 1893, and May 1, 1894, their deposits were below $20,000, part of which was 
for collections from the sales made the previous ma In a great many instances 
the men are kept at work more from charity and compassion than for any other 
reason. They have been working steadily for their employers for years, and their 
employers make every effort to retain their service. 

One old Oregonian who has long been established out West writes us that 
business is rotten out here.“ It is sad to sce the same wail of distress from the 
far, far West that we hear so much of in the East, a condition that has existed 
only under a Democratic administration that threatens to overthrow the entire 
industrial and economical affairs of the United States, and that threatens to sup- 
plant American institutions and their output with the products of foreign factories 
made by the cheap pauper labor. 

Sach a condition can not last long in America, but it has already lasted too 
long. At every opportunity that has been affo: the people to express their 
opinions of Cleveland and of the Democratic party, the people have done so most 


can ako allen Einav Wek e ela 


rotest against t of a pernicious s; 
ben every Donberati dato nominated for mepa regon, 
— — revio uired from other those Ore- 
gon show the fiken Apa Sage 43 
Number of hands em- 
State. Re- ployed. 


ts. 
* 1802. | 1893. | 1804, 
Rhode Island 8 75 10, 14,770 | 10,966 
100 | 22) 17,480 | 12, 
67 | 13,777 | 11,564 | 8,53 
140 | 3,848 3,021 1,512 


In 1894 there were 43 o; in all 
of these States combined, but in Oregon the decrease was 60 per cent doth the 


cent less people at work for the 382 empl: 
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Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, Oregon is having a hard time 
between Pennoyerism, the Democratic party in Congress, and the 
floods. Pennoyerism is wiped out, the floods are receding, the 
damage will be repaired, and the Democratic party will be retired 
after a time; but if the majority in Con pass the pending 
measure, thus striking down the wool indus of the State, 
destroying the lumber industry of the State, and injuring the hop 
industry and other industries of the State, it will be many years 
before she will again enjoy the prosperity which her citizens have 
enjoyed ever since she became a portion of the Federal Union. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I was much gratified to learn 
that the Senator from Oregon had finally come to the conclusion 
that there is not money enough in circulation, that gold has ap- 
preciated, thatsilver has depreciated, and that prices have fallen 
in co uence thereof. Those admissions are fundamental. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish tosay tothe Senator thatif he will refer 
to the very first speech, some two or three years ago or more, 
that I made in this body on that subject he will find I asserted 
substantially the same thing. 

Mr. STEWART. I inferred from the uniform votes of the 
Senator and from what I have heard of his speeches that he en- 
tertained entirely different views. I stand corrected if he ever 
had those views and had expressed them on this floor. 

Mr. DOLPH. I never entertained any other views. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator says he never entertained any 
eure views. I leave him to reconcile his votes with that state- 
ment. / 

Now, the Senator is in favor of international bimetallism. I 
should like to have him or any other Senator point to any gov- 
ernmental action on the part of any European country during 
the last eighteen years, when we have been applying to them 
for an international conference, indicating that they had any 
intention or purpose of complying with our request. On the 
contrary, every one of them, so far as governmental action is 
concerned, has uniformly and on all occasions declared that 
they would not comply with any of our requests for interna- 
tional money. We have had three international conferences, 
and we have always been treated in the same way. 

The party in power in Great Britain to-day treats with con- 
tempt the suggestion, and when a resolution was offered and the 
day fixed a few weeks ago for a vote to be taken upona propo 
sition looking to an international conference, they were unable 
to get a quorum of forty in the House of Commons to consider 
the question. 

That being the uniform decision of all other governments, 
and we having supplicated for eighteen years, and sent three 
commissions to Europe, only to be sent back with a flat denial, 
it seems to me that itis time to stop discussing that question. 
It is the plea which has been used to deceive the people of the 
United States and prolong the distressed condition which has 
prevailed; it has been the plea which has been used to delude 
the people from the beginning ever since it was discovered that 
silver had been demonetized. > 

For any Senator here to propose as a remedy an international 
conference, with the attitude which the European governments 
occupy and still occupy, seems trifling with the subject. A 
man who would postpone it and suffer the evils that we now suf- 
fer until they change their minds ought to be able to show some 
probability of achange. It hardly seems that those who con- 
tend for an international conference as a remedy can be acting 
in good faith in view of the absolute refusal of Europe to join in 
such a conference for the purpose of action, They will join in 
the conference for the purpose of discussing and eg, AR they 
have done. Great Britain at each of those conferences been 
fair in this regard. She notified us before the conference was 
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held that her delegates would have no power to bind her to 
change her gangs 

The people of Great Britain have no voice in the government 
on the financial question. It is the money power which holds 
nearly $4,000,000,000 of British consols. It is the Taney power 
that has cornered the gold and holds it, not the general cred- 
itors, for they will be swindled. Your bonds of States and of 
nations have been unloaded on the general public, but the syn- 
dicate that controls the action of Great Britain holds its invest- 
ments in gold and such bonds as seem free from all danger of 
repudiation. 

f we wait until that money power yields, we shall wait until 
this generation passes. This is a contest between government 
by consolidated wealth in the hands of the few and governmen 
by the people. The gold advocates boldly proclaim that wealth 
should govern. They declare that wealth can not be consoli- 
dated in the hands of the few in order to govern except through 
a contraction of the money volume. That must be in the hands 
of the few; for if the volume of money is increased by remon- 
etization of silver, opportunities will be offered to the people to 
acquire wealth, and the people will demand a voice in the gov- 
ernment. i 

This is a contest between democracy and the aristocracy of 
money. It is governmental as well as financial, and is so pro- 
claimed and maintained by English journals who are advocat- 
ing the gold standard. They do not profess to believe in the 
right of the people to govern, and they desire to take from the 
people the means of asserting their rights. 5 

Poverty is weakness. Make the people poor and they will 
submit. That is the theory which is being carried out. With 
the money power it is prosecuting a scheme of aggrandizement, 
a scheme of despotism. So much for an international confer- 
ence. 

But the Senator says that we will go to a silver monometal- 
lism. All there is of bimetallism is the right to coin money of 
either of the precious metals. If no gold shall be coined for the 
next twenty years, and silver alone shall be used, it would not 
be silver monometallism, because the right would exist to coin 
gold offered for coinage. 

But we now have gold monometallism. The right to coin sil- 
ver is denied. Give the American pels the right to coin sil- 
ver and every willing hand in allthis broad land will find work. 
Give them the right that they inherited from their ancestors, 
that is incorporated in the Constitution, that was maintained 
previous to 1873 for more than three thousand years—give back 
that right and the American people will make this the leading 
nation of the earth. 

But we are without money and without the means of uir- 
ing it, because property will not buy gold; if it does, it will be 

at such a sacrifice that it will ruin the owner of property. Give 
the people money enough to restore prices and revive business, 
and they will be independent and govern themselves. The in- 
ducement to acquire property will be restored, and producers 
will prosper. 

There is no inducement now to enterprise. If you get prop- 
erty you can not do anining with it. You can not exchange it 
for money. All people are seeking to make investments in 
money, because money alone is rising in price. This they do by 
buying bonds, most of which will be repudiated. Only the cun- 
ning few who manipulate will find bonds that will not be repu- 
diated. Look at the thousands of millions of bonds and securi- 
ties in this country that have been destroyed within the last 


year. 

Look at the foundation upon which your savings banks and 
your trust companies rest. There are now in this country in 
round numbers $4,500,000,000 of securities held by private banks, 
trust companies, and savings banks used for the purpose of ac- 

uiring interest to pay their depositors. The investments in 
these securities were made when the securities were worth 
twice as much as they are to-day. They have fallen 50 per cent 
since the investments were made. How can the savings banks 
that invested in securities when they were 50 per cent higher 
liquidate to-day? The continued appreciation of gold will shake 
the foundation out of your savings banks, and they must fall, and 
this little clique of a money power will govern. 

I told aSenator here on this floor years ago, when he was plead- 
ing for gold for the depositors in savings banks, that they had 
better look to the securities upon which those savings banks 
rested and see that they were not being destroyed. With 50,- 
000 miles of railroad in the hands of receivers, with eight or 
ten States under arms to keep down the pople, with industries 
. on account of the shrinkage of the volume of money, 

do not wonder that the Senator from Oregon and all others 
should wake up to the terrible danger that awaits this financial 
policy. This to me seems to be the very crucial crisis of our 
ciy tion. If our civilization withstands this continual shrink- 


ing of the volume of money it will be an exception in all his- 
tory. No civilization has ever been able to withstand the con- 
tinual and perpetual decline of prices. Prices must decline as 
other money is destroyed and gold takes its place. 

But the Senator from Oregon tells us that he would invent 
some kind of credit that will only aggravate the evil. As I 
have before said, credit which is only redeemable in gold is de- 
ceptive. It may relieve for the moment. But the results that 
must follow will be still more terrible. It is like the man who 
has been indulging in alcohol. He takes a drink in the morn- 
ing to revive him, but only to sink into deeper gloom later in 
the day. That is the condition of your credit, your bubbles. I 
am opposed to bubbles. I want the foundation of our financial 
system restored. We can not restore it through an international 
conference. That is absolutely impossible. 

How, then, shall we restore it? I know of but one means, 
apon the mints to silver; adopt bimetallism; use either metal 
offered for coinage, and that is bimetallism; and if only one comes 
allright. There have been many times when only one came. 

From the discovery of America until 1803, there was very 
little gold produced. Von Humboldt says there were 44 ounces 
of silver produced during that period for every ounce of gold. 
Gold played a small part in the revolution from the Dark 
Ages produced by the gold and silver from the New World. The 
great revival of the sixteenth century resulted from silver. 
Silver was and is better than gold because it is distributed 
among the people at large. It is the people's money. Gold has 
always been held by the rich forreserves. Silver has done aay 
as money and penetrated almost every region of the earth an 
enabled the people to prosper and advance. 

This civilization is more indebted to silver than to any other 
cause for its existence. It was silver that broke the clouds of 
the Dark Ages. It wassilver that raised the price of property 
throughout the world, and set willing hands to work to create 
property and acquire independence for themselves. When the 
people have property they will assert themselves. You see it 
in the vagrant; you see itinthetramp. You seehow submissive 
and weak he is when he is starving, with no money. Give him 
wealth and he will assert himself. Itisthe privilege to acquire 
wealth and independence that makes free institutions. The 
English gold journals tell you that an increasing volume of 
money will increase democracy, because it will make the people 
independent, and a decrease the volume of money will in- 
crease aristocracy, because it will make the people dependent. 
That is the theory which has been worked out here. 

The Senator says we can not restore silver alone. We know 
that we shall have no help. The monarchies of Europe do not 
symphasize with democracy. They have refused for twenty 
zean to listen to our nupp ranoni We know we can get no 

elp from that quarter. it possible that 70,000,000 people are 
utterly powerless to rescue themselves from the distressed con- 
dition into which the gold aristocracy has plunged them? We 
have examples in other countries older than ours. We know 
how India 1 when her mints were opened. 

She paid the interest on her foreign debt; her exports in- 
creased more than fourfold; her factories were so increased 
that she supplied her own home market, so far as textile fab- 
rics were concerned, and exported over 350,000,000 worth, mostly 
to China and Japan, the year previous to the suspension of 
coinage in that country. What has been the result since? 
Herexports have fallen off one-half. She is now issuing bonds 
and borrowing money. She got an authorized loan a few 
months ago, and a month ago she had used up $35,000,000 in de- 
fraying her expenses, with an anticipated deficit for the coming 
year of nearly $100,000,000. Suspension of silver coinage pros- 
trated industries in that country; and you see in the papers ru- 
mors of an uprising of that peons against the t ny of 
gold 3 inflicted upon her by the greed of this British 
syndicate. = 

We saw Japan, that we have been taught to look upon as a 
semibarbarous country, establish woolen mills and cotton fac- ` 
tories. I do not know the exact number, but I am told that one 
mechanic reports that he went out there this year to set up 
twelve of those establishments, the machinery going from Eng- 
land. Japan has established a steamship line to Bombay and 
other Asiatic ports, and she has prosperity. Look at the in- 
creasing manufactures of China. This policy will transfer man- 
ufacturing from Europe and give it to the Asiatics, who will 
have the advantage of money. They will take the place we now 
occupy if we submit to the iron yoke of the money rule, more 
galling than any other despotism, and from which all despotism 

ows 

Look at Italy. Twenty years ago she hada Liberal Parlia- 
ment. To-day her Parliament is a por a the past. She sold 
pee bonds, increased taxation, and continued to do it until she 

reached the end of her power to raise more money. During 
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the last year her army has been in the field to suppress the 
hungry people who were clamoring for bread. Her deficit last 

ear was over $31,000,000. Next year there is a deficit staring 
ter in the face said to be over $50,000,000. Taxation can not be 
increased to raise more funds. I am told that they have in- 
creased the income tax in that country to 24 per cent, They 
` have about exhausted taxation, and they are at last discussing 
the necessity of selling their art treasures to bridge over the 
current year. Thatis the effect of incurring gold obligations 


without gold to pay. i 

We are adopting the same pits . We borrowed 850,000, 000 
on the Istoflast February. It will all be expended before the 
end of the present month. Our industries are prostrated and 
we are resorting to further taxation. Weare fo in the 
lead of Italy and all other countries who suppress industries by 
gold contraction. We proposo to impose an income tax, and I 
want to say to my friends who have incomes acquired by the ap- 

reciation of gold, they must contribute to thisscheme that they 
5 and this trifling income tax is but the entering wedge 
for a 24 or 50 a per cent tax on incomes if the gold standard is 
maintained. = 

Break the corner on gold, liberate the people from the distress 
which they now suffer, and the burdens of this Government will 
be but a feather’s weight. But now who is to B the taxes? 
Who is making any money to pay taxes with? bill, when 
it passes, may lull some people into the idea that it will relieve 
the situation, and they may breathe easier for a few days, but 
they will find that the bill, the same as the act of the extra ses- 
sion, will leave them on the downward road. 

We were told here at the extra session, cont to reason, 
contrary to philosophy: contrary to the first principles of math- 
ematics, if we would destroy our silver, if we would stop issuing 
Treasury notes on silver, all would be well, that a boom would 
follow; and ambitious people invested in stocks anticipating a 
boom. Has the boom come? Can it come with the gold in the 
world cornered? Where is the $100,000,000 of gold tis free 
to-day? It is in the vaults of banks or in Government vaults for 
military purposes. It is held from the people as an instrument 


of fo year 

e are told that we have no redress. I do not advance any 
new scheme. I say this war on silver, this destruction of half 
of the basis of circulation, has done the evil, and to reverse the 
policy will restore the ean re It has done more than to de- 
stroy it. The output of gold is consumed in the arts, and tho 
wealthy who hold the gold obligations are gathering in and 
hoarding up for power and plunder what gold there is. Under 
the gold standard there is nothing left but harder and harder 
times, more and more misery, more and more tramps, more and 
more soldiers to keep the peace. That is the spectacle which is 
presented to us. \ K 

Is it possible that this is a scheme to make the people so dis- 
tressed that they will rise in insurrection, to be put down by the 
er and thus establish a military government in this coun- 
try? I looks very much like it. How often do we hear people 
say what we want is a stronger government. I say what we want 
is a happier people. A happier people will take care of the 
Government without soldiers and without trouble of any kind. 
They have done it in this country, and if they will now rise in 
their ht and demand the restoration of the money of the 
Constitution and repudiate the gold trust, we shall have free- 
dom and prosperity in this country. Itcan come through no 
other source. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to make a silver speech, but 
the remarks of the Senator from Oregon showing that he had 
some conception of the evils that afflict the country induced me 
to say what I have said. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, the Democratic ty moves 
in mysterious ways its wonders to perform.” hy this blow 
should be made against the sheep-growing industry of the United 
Statesat this time is beyond the comprehension of any man who 
understands the industry as it exists in the country. In the 
West proper, that is west of the east line of Texas extended to 
the northeast corner of North Dakota, there are thirteen States 
and four Territories. With the exception of three States in- 
cluded therein, this great country scarcely had a political exist- 
ence previous to the civil war. The country described has a 
| Cougs of 10,000,000 of le. One of their chief industries 

the sheep business and the growing of wool. The Rocky 
Mountain States can not afford to lose this industry at this time. 
They can not afford to have it broken down. It is in some of 
these States and Territories the chief icultural industry. 

There are fully one-third of the sheep of the United States 
the States and Territories alluded to. 

If there was anything to be gained by the destruction of this 
industry, if we did not need the revenue that is annually derived 
from the industry, if we had more wool in this country than we 


consumed, there a possibly be some excuse for this pro- 
posed legislation. But no excuse can be found. No reason can 
be given, and no one hasattempted to give a reason in this body, 
why the duties should be taken off. We feel a deep concern for 
this industry. It concerns my people. 

The Republicans representing the States alluded to appear to 
have done all in their power to save this industry. If the Demo- 
cratic Senators from the State of Illinois[Mr. PALMER] and from 
the State of Ohio [Mr. BRICE], or the two Populist Senators who 
sit on the other side of this body, or the two Democratic Sena- 
tors who represent the greatest shoeparowing State (Texas), 
had used one-tenth or one-eighth of the energy that was used 
by the Senators from the State of Louisiana to protect the sugar 
industry, the West would not have been left in the unfortunate 
poetiion in which the pending bill places them. They would 

ve secured a duty on wool. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator from Wyoming understand 
that there are any Populist Senators who sit on the other side 
of the Chamber now? 

Mr. CAREY. When they last announced their politics they 
were members of the Populist party. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
Does ee Senator from Wyoming yield to the Senator from South 
Dako 


Mr. KYLE. I want to ask the Senator from Wyoming if he 
thinks the Populist Senators who sit on this side of the Chamber 
are members of the Democratic caucus and are able to control 
things as they are done on this side of the Chamber? 

Mr. C. „It is not worth while for me to answer that 
question; butI say I am satisfied, and I know the Senator from 
South Dakota is satisfied, that if he and his associate of the 
Populist party on that side of the Chamber had stood up and 
made a manly fight for wool, I do not care whether it is inside 
the Democratic caucus or outside the Democratic caucus, they 
would have saved this industry in the West. 

Mr. KYLE. It remains yet to be proved whether we are not 
making a fight for wool. 

Mr. CAREY. I hope it will so turn out; and I shall make a 
very humble apology for alluding to it if you do. 

. KYLE. be the Populist Senators shall vote for a 
duty on wool, would the Senator not be very much mistaken in 
his t upon this question? 

. CAREY. The Populist Senators will have to do then as 
the Democratic Senators do, refuse to vote for other provisions 
of the bill unless they give the West protection for wool. In 
this wise you can save the wool industry. 

Mr. KYLE. Does the Senator from Wyoming 3 that 
we hold the balance of power on this side of the Chamber? 

Mr. CAREY. You do if you will vote against the other pro- 
vistons of the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. I think the Senator will find when the vote is 
taken that the Populists do not hold the balance of power and 
that they are in no way responsible for the passage of any par- 
ticular amendment or any provision in the bill. 

Mr. CAREY. The people of the United States are against 
this measure. It is not necessary to go out and obtain the judg- 
ment of the people of the United States. It has been announced 
by one of the most distinguished Senators on the other side that 
there is no man sitting on the other side of this body who be- 
leves in all the provisions of the bill or who would frame such 
a bill, if any one of them had the framing of this measure. It 
is neither a protection bill nor a free-trade bill. It is not in ac- 
cord with the Democratic platform. I can notsee why any mem- 
ber on the other side can refuse, since they have fixed up the 
billin the manner they have, to give us some protection on 
wool. If you can not give us the protection that is in the Mo- 
Enegia give us half of the protection in the McKinley act. 

I believe the Democratic party is against this measure. Ionly 
have to call attention to Democratic 5 to establish the 
fact. The Democratic Ms gay of the Uni States have but 
few words of commendation in favor of the bill, while such news- 
papers as the New York Sun, the Eve Post, the Brookl 

le, the Philadelphia Record, the P. elphia Times, the 

timore Sun, the Louisville Courier-Journal, the Chicago 
Times, the Cleveland Plain Dealer, condemn all or many of its 
provisions. Even the American Industries, the Democratic offi- 
cial organ ofstariff reform, founded, I understand, by Josiah 
Quincy, the late dispenser of Democratie pudding, indorsed, as 
the paper is by many of the leading Democrats in this 3 
has devoted its columns for weeks to showing the bill to be 
many ts false to Democratic theories. The Washington 
Post, which we all must confess is one of the ablest and most in- 
fluential papers in the United States, not managed in the inter- 
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est of any political party recently summed up the situation in 
the following editorial. 3 


The Post says: e 
) “WRERE ARE WE AT.” 


‘The triumphant column that entered Washington a year ago with Grover 
Cleveland atits head and took complete ion of the executive and 
legislative branches of the Government h such loud-sounding promises 
of reform and prosperity is already on the eve of a panic that may end ina 
rout without a parallel in the political history of the country, and the prom- 
ised land into which they have entered be turned over to their old enemies. 

Divided counsels and an army of s ers are working the dissolution. 

The Minnesota Democratic committee ed a proclamation reading out 
of the party eight Senators, headed by GORMAN, and BRICE. 

Gov. an of South Carola serves notice on the Washington Democ- 
racy that he is done with them, and that a new Democratic party will be or- 
ganized without New England and the Eastern Middle States. 

Ex-Gov. Russell of Massachusetts, at the head of the Democratic army in 
New England, makes a raid on Senator HILL and his friends that means a 
War of extermination. 

Senator VOORHEES’s organ at Indianapolis declares that HILL is a hypo- 
crite and a pretender, a Democrat no longer, and the most unprincipled apol- 
ogy for a statesman since the days of Aaron Burr. 

Brother Dana, in the Sun that shines for all, says that Mr. Cleveland is de- 
stro the Democratic party by making war on its regular organizations, 
and trying to build up a Cleveland y. 

Thats and reliable Sun that shines in Baltimore says that there is a 
reaction go on in the country against Democratic methods and in con- 
flemnation of Democratic cowardice, imbecility, and eee espe- 
cially as exhibited in the conduct of the Democratic majority in Co Bee 

From away ont in Montana, where it was supposed the Democracy had an 


intre camp, comes word that the Democrats are going to fight under 
the Populist banner hereafter. 
For the last six months there has been an almost unbroken series of Dem- 


ocratic disasters at the polls, and the strange eis seen of theold and 
reliable strongholds reversing their positions, and to the utter amazement 
of the leaders on both sides roll up steadily majorities for the 
Republican tickets, delivering old tenho certs that were considered im- 


prognabie to the enemy without a 8. 

Brooklyn, Albany, Jersey City, Newark, Chii , Milwaukee, Kansas City, 
Indianapolis, Columbus, St. Louis, Cincinnati eveland, Buffalo, and hun- 
dreds of smaller cities, with the great State of New York and the smaller 
5 . 55 New Jersey, are all treading new political roads that lead away 

om the Democracy. 
tame Sonuna of alarm and unrest that is spread over the country is doing 

wor . 

Big Tom Reed tauntingly says that the Democratic mortality will be so 
eat next fall that their dead will be buried in trenches and marked “ un- 
own.” 

Itis over six months till the fall elections, and there is still time for an- 

other revolution. 

Abraham Linco: and was 


ear ah essee, and was still run- 
ning, with heavy losses of men and Lincoln exclaimed, “That is 
really good news,” and on being as ‘or an explanation said he had been 
afraid that there was not enough of them left to run, so even the last re- 


turns from Rhode Island are capable of a humorous side for Mr. Cleveland. 


Time alone will tell "where we are at.“ 


When the foregoing was written elections had not been held 
in Illinois and in Oregon. These expressions all tell of the pub- 
lic sentiment in the United States in reference to the pending 
tariff bill. Take for instance the election in the State of Oregon, 
a State which for years has been evenly balanced between the 
political parties. Itis stated that in the election last week the 
combined opposition to the Republican party only elected 8 mem- 
bers to the Legislature,7 of whom were Populists. Only 1 Demo- 
crat was elected in an election affecting 75 members, distributed 
all over the State. 

Mr. President, I say there is no reason for the destruction of 
the wool industry of the United States. We consume 500,000,- 
000 posna! of wool. We produce but about half of that quantity. 
During the last thirty years there has been a gront inoroase r 
capita in the consumption of wool in the United States. 
proris are using more wool. The increased facilities for turn- 

g wool into manufactured products make it move available for 
all classes of peopie. Why the industry should be stricken 
down, why the extreme Western States—these new States which 
reed this industry—should be punished in the way it is proposed 
to punish them in the bill I can not understand. 

Lhave been told repeatedly during the last three or four days 
that if the chains were taken off the members of this body who 
sit on the opposite side of the aisle and they were permitted to 
vote their sentiments in reference to wool, that we would re- 
ceive the votes of probably half the members who occupy seats 
on 2 5 Democratic side of the Chamber in favor of a duty on 
wool, 

Woolgrowing is an agricuitural employment. It gives em- 
ployment toa great many men. It utilizes large quantities of 
waste land. Itis an industry that is always engaged in during 
the transition period, between the time when a country is 
pares y settled and the time when itis becoming thickly set- 

ed. We need the industry in the West. 

We can not afford to abandon it at this time. We have made 
ever: appeal possible to save this industry, but it seems to be 
the decision of the Democratic side that if nothing else is saved 
of the Wilson bill they will save the one provision, and that wool 
shall be put on the free list. It has been stated that we have to 
have the foreign wool. 


It is true we will have to have a very | 


considerable quantity of the foreign product until we have greatly 
increased the industry in the United States, but we are to-day 
producing every conceivable kind of wool in the United States, 
the coarse wools and the fine wools. During the last ten years 
we have been great progress in this industry, improv- 
ing the breeds of shep; increasing the quantity of the fleece, 
and improving its quality. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has repeatedly stated 
that he believes that if wool were put on the free list the price 
of wool to the woolgrower in the United States would be in- 
creased. I do not propose to go into this question, as it has 
been very fully discussed by other Senators on this side of the 
Chamber. I have tables of London and American prices before 
me which show unag given periods much greater ređuctions 
in the prices of wool relatively in London than in the United 
States. By comparison we will find on the wools which are 
made the standard in the determination of prices, that while 
for eleven months, commencing, I think, in May, 1891, wool de- 
creased 26 per cent in the London markets, it decreased only 63 
per cent in the American markets. 

I believe in fair play. In considering the industries of the 
United States each industry is entitled to consideration at the 
hands of the National Legis ture. If you protect one industry 
other industries are entitled to protection. If youstrip oursys- 
tem of what is known as protection, if we raise our revenues in 
the same manner in which revenues are raised by the British 
Government, then no industry will have the right to complain. 
I believe in protection, but I believe in fair play. It was said 
a few days ago by the Senator from Texas that he would raise 
all the revenue on a fewarticles, naming them. We need the 
duty. It is not good 3 to sell bonds to pay current e 
of the Government. ool and woolen goods are good revenue 
producers. The following table speaks for itself: 

Imports of wool and manufactures of wool for fiscal yar 2 June 30, 1891, 
her with amou: 


1892, 1893, 1894, under the McKinley law, toget of duties col- 
lected on same. 


Imports of wool. 


Year ending 
June 30— 


Imports of Rate of 
aimportsot | 5 Grate | col- 


Year ending June 30— 
of wool. ctoa. lec 


*The figures 
first nine months of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894. 
+This $24,800,000 duties collected on wool are, by the pending bill, to be 
given away at a time when the Government needs revenue. 
‘his $127,000,000 duties collected on woolen manufactured goods, which 
are almost exclusively luxuries used by the wealthy classes the 


for 18% are all estimates based on the reported imports for 


pending bill to be reduced two-thirds, thus making a present tothe) weal 
classes of over $80,000,000. This loss of revenue ot over $100,000,000 heretofore 
collected under the MeKinley law on wooland woolens is to be replaced by 
a tax on sugar, a necessary of life, the per capita consumption of which is 
as great by the poor as the wealthy. 

On three or four articles—sugar, tea, coffee, and spices—arti- 
cles which can not be produced in this country, or of which we 
can not produce sufficient quantity to supply our own people, we 
could raise revenue equal to that raised under the MoKinle 
act—$200,000,000. But that has not been the theory upon whic 
this Government, from its foundation, has raised its revenue. 
The Democratic party sometimes preaches free trade, but the 
Democratic party has not at any time, so far as its action has 
been concerned, gone entirely to free trade. The pending bill 
has 5 init. Now, if you protect other industries, the 
wool industry is entitled to protection. If you protect raw ma- 
terial, and you say that wool is a raw material, something I do 
not admit, then wool is entitled to protection: This discrimina- 
tion is unjust, it is unfair; and I do not see how the Democratic 
party can consistently go before the people of this country, es 
cially the farmers of this country, with wool on the free list, 
while iron ore and coal are on the dutiable list. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I did not intend to take part in 
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the discussion of the wool ee or in the discussion of any 

uestion connected with the tariff bill now under considera- 

on, but a few words are demanded, inasmuch as 1 we 
have been charged by Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber with taking a position which is in direct 8 to the 
views of the people of our respective States; other words, 
that we are codperating with the Democratic party at the 
expense of the interests which we represent. 

No question has been bandied back and forth like a football 
more $ the tariff, and it is still the bone of contention in Con- 
gress and the subject for stump speakers in the field. No cam- 
paign is carried on without it. No Congress has done its duty 
till it has tinkered with it. And yet the enigma is as far from so- 
lution as it was fifty years ago. It will remain unsettled and 
unsolved as long as selfish interests conflict and the greed of 
man is unsatisfied. That the tariff is a local question is dem- 
onstrated more clearly at this time than ever before, when tariff 
reformers forsake cherished theories to scramble for a share of 
the coveted spoils. 

Selfish interests creep into the formation of any bill in spite of 
cherished tariff doctrines, and few of us will be satisfied with 
any measure that can be passed. 

1 think that the teachings of a hundred years should have a 
trial, and every restraint as to intercourse between this and 
foreign nations be removed so far as is consistent with revenue. 
The elections for the past few years show conclusively that the 
people have not been satisfied with the legislation of the past 
thirty years. The great West, now the center of power in this 
Government if she chooses to exercise it, has voted with the 
East on this question merely for the sake of Saronno be- 
because the ve ever gotten anything in return. They have 
voted gold into the pockets of Eastern manufacturers, but have 
themselves fed on the husks of promises. 

What has the country westof the Mississippi River to do with 
the system of protection? What has the United States to do 
with it, except a small Northeast section? And yet Western 
voters have never failed to dance when the Eastern capitalist 


p 5 

Thirty years of this régime, Mr. President, has brought us 
to the verge of national poverty, if not bankruptcy. I do not 
claim that the tariff system is the greatestevil the country con- 
tends with, but it is second in importance to the money question. 
By indirect taxation the pockets of 60,000,000 of people are 
drained in order to make millionaires of a favored few. 


In other words, the most threatening national evil to-day— 
„ of wealth is encouraged and built up by the tar- 

system. 

Mr. President, we are now dealing with one of the most im- 
portant schedules of the present tariff bill—the citadel of the 
protected interests. To clothe our people is a great problem, 
and a tax on clothing may be made a national burden. In deal- 
ing with this question we wish to be fair to woolgrowers, and 
yet preserve the interests of all the people. 

I recognize just as well as does the Senator from Wyoming the 
importance of the wool industry. 

e have in the United States millions of acres of the best 
grass lands, a genial clime, and an energetic population. We 
have to-day more than 45,000,000 of sheep, valued at nearly 
$90,000,000. We produced in 1893 more than 300,000,000 pounds 
of wool. Here are the complete tables from the statistical ab- 
stract of 1893 showing the number and value of sheep from 1869 
down to 1894, together with the quantity of wool produced, im- 
ported, and exported: 


January 1— 


Number. Value. 
37,724, 279 $82, 189, 979 
40, 853, 000 , B64, 483 
81, 851, 000 74, 035, 837 
3% Soma 

9 * 
33, 928, 200 88, 690, 569 
33, 783, 600 94, 320, 652 
35, 935, 300 93, 666, 318 
35, 804, 200 80, 892, 683 
Bison | mE 
„ RG 
40, 765, 900 , 230, 537 
43, 576, 899 104, 070, 759 
45, 016, 224 106, 595, 954 
49, 237, 291 124, 365, 885 
50, 626, 626 119, 902, 703 
Real “aise 
* 9 
4854785 | 80'872 89 
42, 599, 079 90, 610, 369 
44, 336, 072 100, 659, 761 
43, 431, 136 108, 397, 447 
44, 938, 365 116, 121, 290 
47, 278, 553 125, 909, 264 
45, 048, O17 89, 186, 110 


Quantities of wool produced, imported, exported, and retained for consumption in the United States during 1840, 1850, 1860, and From 1863 to 1893, inclusive. 


Year ending June 30— 


Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. 5 
25, 802, 114 - 35, 802, 114 85, 528 9,813, 212 21.5 
52, 516, 959 85, 898 52,481,061 | 18,655, 24 18, 695, 204 26.3 
60, 264, 913 1, 055, og 59, 208, 985 157, 064 26, 125, 891 85 30.6 
106, 000, 000 355, 105, 644, 278 708, 850 74,412, 878 41.3 
123, 000, 000 155, 482 122, 84,518 114 223, 475 91, 026, 639 213, 42.6 
142, 000, 000 468, 182 141, 533, 818 44, 420, 375 679, 281 43, 741, 004 185, 274, 012 23.6 
155, 000, 000 973, 075 154, 024, 925 71, 287, 988 852, 045 70, 435, 943 224, 462, 868 31.0 
160, 000, 000 307, 418 159, 692, 582 38, 158, 382 619, 614 87,538, 768 197, 231, 880 19.0 
168, 000, 000 558, 435 167, 441, 565 25, 467,336 | 2,801, 852 22, 665, 484 190, 107, 049 11.9 
180, 000, 000 -444, 387 179, 555, 613 89, 275, 926 342, 417 38,933,509 | 218, 489, B 17.8 
162, 000, 000 152, 892 161, 847, 108 49, 230, 199 1,710, 053 47, 520, 146 209, 367, 22.7 
160, 000, 000 25, 195 159, 974, 805 68, 058, 023 1, 305, 811 66, 752, 717 226, 727, 622 29.4 
150, 000, 000 140, 515 149, 859, 485 126, 507, 400 2, 343, 937 124,168,472 | 274, 022, 957 45.3 
158, 000, 000 75, 129 157, 924, 871 85,496,049 | 7,040, 886 78, 455, 663 236, 880, 534 33.2 
170, 000, C00 319, 600 169, 630, 400 42, 939, 541 6, 816, 157 36, 123, 884 205, 803, 784 17.5 
181, 000, 000 178, 034 180, 821, 966 54, 901, 760 8, 567, 627 51, 334, 133 232, 156, 099 22.1 
192, 000, 000 104, 768 191, 895, 232 44, 642, 836 1, 518, 426 43, 124, 410 235, 019, 642 18.3 
200, 000, 000 79, 599 199, 920, 401 42, 171, 192 3,088. 957 39,082,235 | 239, 002, 636 16.3 
208, 250, 000 347, 854 207, 902, 146 48,449,079 | 5, 952, 221 42, 496, 858 250, 399, 004 16.9 
211, 000, 000 60,784 210, 939, 218 39, 005, 155 4, 104, 616 34, 900, 539 245, 839, 755 14.2 
232, 500, 000 191, 551 232, 808, 449 128, 131,747 8, 648, 520 124, 483, 227 356, 791, 678 34.9 
240, 000, 000 71,455 | 239, 928, 545 55,964,236 | 5,507,534 50, 456, 702 200, 385, 247 17.8 
272, 000, 000 116,179 | 271, 883, 821 67,861, 744 3, 831, 836 64, 029, 908 335, 913, 729 19.0 
290, 000, 000 64,474 | 289, 935, 526 70, 575, 478 4,010, 043 66, 565, 435 856, 500, 961 18.7 
300, 000, 000 10,393 | 299, 989, 607 78, 350, 651 2, 304, 701 76, 045, 950 376, 035, 597 20.6 
308, 000, 000 88, 006 307, 911, 994 70, 596, 170 8, 115, 339 67, 480, 831 375, 392, 18.0 
302, 000, 000 146, 423 301, 853, 577 129, 084, 958 6, 534, 428 122, 550, 532 424, 404, 109 28.9 
285, 000, 000 257, 940 284, 742, 060 114,038,030 | 6, 728, 202 107, 809, 738 392, 051, 798 27.4 
262, 000, 000 22,164 | 268, 977, 836 113, 558, 753 4, 359, 731 109, 199, 878, 176, 858 28.9 
265, 000, 000 141,576 | 264, 858, 424 126, 487, 8,263, 094 123, 224, 685 388, 083, 059 31.8 
278, 000, 000 231, 042 275, 768, 958 105, 431, 285 3, 288, 467 102, 142, 818 377,911, 778 27.0 
285, 000, 000 291,922 | 284,708, 078 129, 303, 648 2, 638, 123 126, 665, 525 411,373, 603 30.8 
294, 000, 000 202,458 293,797, 544 148, 670, 652 3, 007, 563 145, 663, 089 439, 460, 633 33.1 
303, 153, 000 91,858 | 303,081,142 172, 433,888 | 4, 218, 637 168, 215, 201 471, 276, 343 35.7 

a Year ending September 30. b From estimates of the Department of Agriculture. 
I reco; that we have in our own State upwards of 325,000 | tice to the popie of that region. I understand that the farm- 
sheep. I recognize that the industry is increasing from ers of the West are already overburdened with taxation, and 


ear to 

ear. I recognize that from the Missouri River to the Rocky 
ountains the a. of sheep is one of the important industries, 
and that to strike it down means a very great wrong and injus- 


are scarcely able to make a living upon their farms. Wheat- 
ys no longer. It does not pay to raise corn or flax or 


raising 
e are now, I fear, sounding the death knell of the sugar 


oats. 
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industry of the West, which Is beginning to make itself one of 
importance, and now it is said that to destroy the wool industry 
will be the last and the greatest blow. 

But, Mr. President, I am not pespered to say that we are 
striking down the wool industry by placing wool upon the free 
list. For my own part, and I s for but one member of the 
Populist party, Iam not afraid of placing wool upon the free 
list. The advantage accruing to the American people because 
of the reduction in the cost of clothing will more than compen- 
sate for the destruction of the duty upon wool. 

Let me read afew letters which I happen to have in my desk, 
to show the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] something of 
the sentiment of the woolgrowers of the West. I believe many 
of them to-day realize they can raise wool upon the prairies of 
Dakota and Nebraska and 1 as cheaply as it can be raised 
upon the continent of Australia or in South America, the state- 
ments of the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber to the 
contrary notwithstanding. Here is an article from the Sheep 
Breeders’ Gazette, which is quoted approvingly by one of the 
largest sheep-growers in South Dakota, The writer says: 


Contrary to the general impression the Australian flock-owner does not 
have his pasturage free. He musteither own the land or pay the govern- 
ment for its use. For this reason, and the varying carry capacity of 
lands, the consul finds some difficulty in estimating the actual cost per 
sheep, and states: 

“ Estimates, however, have been made by experts, which doubtless proxi- 
mate the actual cost, and which may form something like a guide for those 
interested in r npn the cost of wool production. The cost of rent for 

toral land es from a nominal sum to about §1.84 per acre per annum. 

e cost of rent in an averge district, say for a well-improved freehold coun- 

try, with a good rainfall and capable of carrying one sheep tothe acre, would 

be about 73 cents per acre, and if capable of carrying two sheep to the acre, 

it would be from $1.45 to 81.95 per acre; the average cost in the dry districts 

would be about 18 cents per acre. He then sums up the cost of production 
as follows: 


Carriages (improvements, etc.) — 05 

annual cost - 02 
Assessments, rabbits, eto - 02 
Expense of management — 19 
Shearing; pressing, r -09 


L A A e $1.07 
„Against this is placed the credit of $1.17 for wool, and returns of sales fo 
fat sheep or stores (allowing 75 for increase and $1.68 for net sales),”” making 
49 cents more, or gross increase per sheep of $1.66, and leaving net profit of 
59 cents per head.” 
The above extract from an article in The Breeders’ Gazette, on the com- 
parative costs of growing wool, shows figures that ought to encourage wool- 
growers in this part of the country. 


That is, the Black Hills— / 


Reliable men who are in the business here in the Hills, claim that shee 
can be kept in bands of 1.000 or more, at a cost not to exceed 75 cents per h 
which is 32 cents less than it costs in Australia, where our severest compe- 
tition comes from, 


This is sent to me by a man who, I presume, is one of the larg- 

est sheep-growers in the Black Hills region, and perhaps one of 
the largest in the State of South Dakota. I have some other 
correspondence which, although it is very interesting, is very 
voluminous, and I shall not burden the Senate by reading very 
much of it. But I wish the Senate to know something of the 
sentiment of our sheep-growers. Iam not quoting the words of 
fancy farmers, full of theory but wanting experience, but those 
rather of actual sheep-growers who understand something of 
this question. Here is the opinion of one, D. A. Williams, of 
Grant County, S. Dak.: 


D. A. Williams, one of the most intelligent farmers of this county who 
called at the Review office a few days ago, one who is quite extensively en- 
gaged in sheep-raising, stated that notwithstanding the low price of wool he 
Was making money at the business, and that he did not fear having the 
tariff entirely removed from wool, but he wanted the tariff also taken off 
manufactured goods. He said that he seriously doubted whether the tariff 
on wool increased the price to the American farmer, but even if it did that 
the difference was more than made up in the higher prices he was compelled 
to pay for the manufactured goods he had to buy. ere is a farmer— 


Says the editor— 


who does not claim to be astatesman, but who has intelli 
cause to effect, and clearly understands the deception 
ticed upon the agriculturist by the high tariff taxers. 


I have here one more, and it comes from the State represented 
by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], who preceded me 
in this discussion. The Minneapolis Times says: 


Wool and Mutto: a paper printed in this city, devoted to the wool and 
mutton interests of the United States,“ quotes approvingly the statement 
made by ex-Senator Warren of Wyo: „before the national convention 
of the National Woolgrowers’ Association in Washington last month, that— 

“There were 4,000,000 people directly interested in the growing of sheep and 
wool, with a direct investment in that industry of $20,000,000 and an addi- 
tional $300,000,000 indirectly interested. To all these the Wilson bill meant 
practical annihilation. * * + Putting woolon the free list, in brief, meant 
the damage of an investment of $500,000,000—the annihilation of 47,000,000 
sheep now be for their wool, and thé removal of employment of 
3,500,000 people.” 

The editor goes on to remark: 

Ot course, as one of the prophets of high protection, Wool and Mutton 
echoes this lamentation over the blue rufa which is going to overtake the 


poor woolgrowers as soon as the new tariff goes into effect. This recalls the 
attempt last December to collect ammunition in the shape of letters from 


ntly studied from 
at has been prac- 


A series of questions were propounded in a circular letter to sheep farm 
with the request that the answer sent to Hon. JULIUS C. BURROWS, the 
Mic apostle of McKinleyism. 

One of the sheep farmers thus appealed to for facts furnis @ mass of 


interest to 25 general 


The Senator’s own State. x 


Replying to the inquiry, just why wool can not be grown as cheaply in 
country as in Australia or other foreign countries, hesays: Where 1: no — 
son why we can not grow wool as cheap, if nôt cheaper, here than any other 
place in the world.” 

In response to the vital question, what did wool net you on the farm of 
ranch during the past season in comparison with previous ones? Mr. BuR- 
ROWS got some very discouraging disclosures. I. Wyoming woolgrower 
states that he netted 9} cents per pound for what he has sold of his 1 clips 
that the clip of 1892 netted him 14cents per pound, and that the clip of 1801, 
sold before the McKinley law went into effect, netted him the best 4 3 —— 
ofall, 17 cents per poond. This fact, loupe pained unavailable as it is for high- 
protectionist orators and organs, was clinched by the further testimony 
of this candid Wyoming woolgrower. My oh eg ee he wrote, “du: 
the past season is that it is the dullest I have had, in spite of the fact thai 
there is a duty on the foreign wool that amounts to more than the value of 
mine.” He insisted that the American has the 8 of the foreigner in 
no wool- growing, and wool sells for less under the Mc. ey law than ever 

efore.”” 

The closing sentences of this plain-spoken woolgrower's reply is particu- 
larly notable, which itis not at all likely that Wool and Mutton will care 
to quote. In summing up whole business,“ says he, I have come to 
the conclusion that we have nothing to hope for from protection, as the duty 
on foreign wool is more than the price of American wool. We have nothing 
to fear from the foreign woolgrower. The cause of the depression in the 
wool business is that the manufacturers and commission men have taken 
advantageof the tariff agitation and general business depression to put down 
prices, so that they can get wool for their own prices.” 

There is quite another standpoint to which the attention of Wool and 
Mutton is respectfully invited. This is the standpoint from which free 
wool can and will be Jastified—the standpoint of the woolen clothing and 
carpet manufacturers, whose business will be built up By it, and the yet 
broaderstandpoint of the general mass of the consumers, whose clothing and 
carpets will be reduced in cost. At the same time it is reassur: tothe 
friendsof true tariff reform who do not desire to injure any American iñ- 
dustry in the process of reducing and equalizing tariff burdens, to learn 
from the testimony of the men who know best—the woolgrowers them- 
selves—that the McKinley duties have not really hel them atfall, and 
that the transfer of wool to the free list will not hurt them; moreover, that 
it will liberate them from the clutch of the protectionists, who are now able 
to combine under the shelter of the high tariff on foreign wool, to dictate 
low prices for the American clip. 


Mr, POWER. Will the Senator from South Dakotaallow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. POWER. What is the name of the correspondent whose 
statement the Senator is reading? 

Mr. KYLE. The article is from the Minneapolis Times. 

Mr. POWER. I thought the Senator read a letter from a cor- 
respondent. 

r. KYLE. The name of the correspondent is not given, but 

he lives at Carbon, Wyo. 

Mr. POWER. I should like to know his name. I am afraid 
he is holding an office under the present Administration. 

Mr. KYLE. I rather think he is not, although I do not know. 

Mr. POWER. I should like to have his name. 

Mr. KYLE. Ipresume the Senator from Wyoming knows 


Mr. POWER. If the Senator will give me the name of the 
correspondent we should like to look it up. 
Mr. KYLE. If the Senator from Montana will wait, before I 


et through I will give him some names. The letter is not one 
rom my own State, and the correspondent's name is not given 
in the article referred to. ; 

Mr. CAREY. As the Senator from South Dakota says he 
read the article for my benefit, I wish to cail his attention to a 
letter which is published on page 357 of- memorial presented 
to the Senate by the Senator fram Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] Janu- 
dt ED 1894. The letter is an anonymous one, and the Senator 
will find it very fully answered in this document by my late col- 
league, Hon. F. E. Warren. It is an anonymous letter, and 
we have not been able to have any person living inside the 
State acknowledge that he wrote the letter. 

Mr. KYLE. I am glad the Senator from Wyoming has 
brought the matter to the attention of the Senate. I do not 
know the gentleman at all, but no memorialist would probably 
print such a letter from an anonymous correspondent. 

Mr. CAREY. Ido not know him. 

Mr. KYLE. But I have no doubt he represents the views 
of many woolgrowers there.- I will read now an article written 
by W. F. McCulloch, of Jessie, N. Dak.: 

Iam a woolgrower, and have as good sheep perhaps as can be found 
the country I live in. Yet, Iam not a woolgrower who wishes the Dem 
cratic party in hades on account of their free-trade principles. I never 
yoted a Democratic ticket in my life 

I presume, therefore, he is not a Democrat— 


put I can not understand why farmers with sheep want protection on wool 
when they must know that they can not be beneiited by a tariff on wool, uñ- 
less they form a combination and set their own price. This they have never 
done and never will. 3 eile 
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. must know that this 8 
the gem eae hh a neari; LIT tue tebe of a t 
t. 1 i e e their wool fixed both the 
price of their wool and their coats. The manufacturers were in a tion 


sell on the 

tion, while the American farmers less for their wheat, corn, e, hogs, 

ete., at cago than the prices paid at Toronto in Canada. Now, these are 

more than mere assertions, for the writer lived beside the line, between the 
was carried 


s than the ys workt out for a year. 
goods wor ‘or 2 
Ot all e the face of the earth the American farmer has been hum- 

and fooled the worst, and . a lying 


Republic. Do our farmers, having a few sheep, expect to get less for their 
wopl under — they have been getting a 
the highest tariff the world has ever known? 
When will the American farmer awake and take a look around him, rather 
tions? When willthe American farmer 


out sh the farmer having sh being the exception, and not the rule? 
And w. is the result when the farmer tales his wool to market? "He ro- 
0 0 or! 


clothed with rags, shoddy, 
can not reach it. Remove the tariff from wool and woolens, and allow the 


sheep, and their hearts will warm up. They will draw nearer together and 


We are daily reminded that “ without a protective tariff we would have no 
sheep.“ How do those hi account for the fact that our 


try 
Nearly joe Serra who tills the soil has sheep, and not somet: resemb- 
3 tween a coyote and a wolf, as bulk of our Americansheep 
0. 


Mr. POWER. Will the Senator from South Dakota yield to 
me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. POWER. The latter part of the article which the Sen- 
ator has read refers to sheep in Canada. 

Mr. KYLE. It refers to the grade of sheep in Canada. 

Mr.POWER. With the permission of the Senator from South 
Dakota, I wish to give him a little history as to the matter. 
ae KYLE. The gentleman who wrote the article lives onthe 

e. 

Mr. POWER. I also live near the line, and I wish to give the 
Senator the facts. 

Mr. KYLE. ‘The Senator from Montana can state the facts 
when I get 8 

I know personally many of the people in Upper Canada, along 
Lake Erie, Lake Ontario, and part of Lake Huron. Numbers 
of them came from the States of Ohio and New York in early 

ears. They are the best farmers of N 

ave the very best sheep that are known in the country to-day. 
I wish to read a short letter, written by a gentleman in my own 
State with his own hand, which explains the sentiments of one 
who, I think, isa just man as well as a man who knows about 
sheep. He says: 


As members of Spay pres seem so anxious to protect the farmers and es- 
pa on wool, I give you afew facts in regard tomy own county and 

tate. I learn from the auditor of this county (Davison) that we havea popu- 
lation of about 7,000 and about 1,400 voters, and there are not ten farmers in 
thecounty who own sheep. In my own township we have a population of 
about 3,00 and about:60 voters, and I am the only man in the township who 
has any interest in sheep. 

I now ask, would it be just and fair that 7,000 people should be taxed in 
order that we ten farmers might obtain a few cents more for our wool? I 
think not. Every man, woman, and child must have woolen clo We 
all must use coal or hay for fuel. We must have lumber. Some ot us love to 
wear white shirts with collars and cuffs, and all of us desire to be protected 
from eee tariff. We desire the income tax, and all of the farmers 
wil gladly welcome the day when we have it to pay. 


This isa man who, I believe, represents the sentiment of a 

eat many people throughout the Westerncountry, that though 

ey may have a few sheep, and even though a protective duty 
upon raw wool would benefit them a little, yet they feel that 
little is more than overcome by the duty which they are com- 
pelled to pay upon the clothing they buy. 

These views are also expressed by Mr. R. W. Kennedy, of Oak- 
ville, N. Dak., in a plain, matter-of-fact way. 

A TARIFY QUERY. 


few there are provauly twenty fa ths De 
ow, are pro y twenty in Dakotas who buy wool in the shape of 
clo for every one Who raises that comimodity for DlA. 1 
protective tariff, must these twenty poor, struggling 


orth America. They f 


ae 8 n rm sn order to help this great sheep and wool man to 

n ? 
“Why should the laborersin busy factories all over this broad country, and 
their dreary toil, and be to 


the ly pua es. come up from requested 
contribute pennies to support these great leading sheep and Wool men? 
Truly; selfishness renders men as blind as it makes them meat. 
“Oh wad some porer et EENS + Sted 
To see oursel's as others see us!” 


Mr. President, I have not stated, perhaps, what action I may 
take upon this floor. It may not be just for the farmers of this 
country to sacrifice everything upon raw wool while the manu- 
facturers are still holding the lion’s share. Although 1 have 
read these letters in your presence to-day, representing thesen- 
timent of some farmers, there are other farmers, and many of 
them, who say that if the manufacturers are to have everything 
in sight they do not wish to be left out and have no duty upon 
raw wool. 

I now ask your attention to a little document, entitled Im- 
ported Merchandise, 1893, prepared by the Finance Committee 
and for the benefit of the people who read the RECORD I will 
compare the duties paid under the McKinley act with the duties 
proposed under the pending bill. The first is yarns: 


Average acd valorem under 


Present} House | Senate 
law. bill. bill. 


Yarns, woolen and worsted: 


-Valued at not more than 30 cents per pound. 278.66 30 39 
Valued at more than 30 and not more than 

40 cents per pound —ayp- ... 118.79 30 30 

Valued at more than 40 cents per pound . 105. 42 35 2 

Cloths, woolen or worsted: 

Valued atnot more than do cents per pound. 163.09 40 40 
Valued at more than 30 and not more than 

40 cents per pounxdgdd d 2... 114, 86 40 40 

Valued above 40 cents per pound - 99. 50 40 40 


Now, here is the blanket list. Blankets are a great necessity 
among the people, and itis the complaint of the American farmer 
that he can take almost his entire wool product to market and 
rar be able to bring blankets enough home to supply his 

amily: 


verage ad valorem under— 


Blankets: 
Valued at not morethan 30 cents per pound_ 
Valued at more than 30 and not more than 
40 cents per pound -............252..2.-..2 
Valued at more than 40 and not more than 
50 cents per pound 
Valued at more than 50 cents per pound 


The next is a very important article of consumption amongst 
the farmers of the United States—flannels for underwear: 


Average ad valorem under— 


Present | House | Senate 
law. bill. bill. 
Flannels for underwear: 

Valued at not more than 30 cents per pound. 84.90 2 5 
Valued at more than 30 and not more than 

40 cents per pound 103.51 30 » 
Valued at more than 40 and not more than 

50 cents per pound ...._........-..------.... 103, 22 35 
Weighing over 4 ounces per square yard 96.54 40 40 


Mr. President, these are but rep of the exorbitant charges, 


os Salad have . ee est as paat We hi nig rob- 
Y, upon us by the McKinley act on the clot we 
wear on our backs. Vet there are Senators upon the other side 
of the Chamber who are inveighing against Democratic Sena- 
tors for voting for a duty upon sugar, and against the Populists 
for codperating with them, because, forsooth, this article is a 
necessity of the American people. I would like to know if 
clothing is not also a necessity. Every man, woman, and child 
in our country must be clothed. In our Northwest country we 
can get along without sugar if it comes to the pinch, but we can 
not get along without clothing. 

The question occurs to us many times whether we need even 
such exorbitant duties as those which are proposed to be im- 
posed under the present Senate bill. 

I have made some computations in regard to the reductions. 
The average under the McKinley act, reducod to an ad valorem 

v of the duties in that act e Oe and many are 
aa valorem is 93.62 per cent upon wool woolens. The aver- 
age ad valorem duty upon raw wool is 44.30 per cent 
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The average upon woolens alone is 88.96 per cent. The billas 
it now stands has cut the duty upon woolens 53.7 per cent; in 
other words, it is cut from 98.62 per cent, as given in the sched- 
ule, to an average of 41.13 per cent. That is a remarkable fall, 
and the people of the country will rise in gratitude to the framers 
of this bill because they have been able to cut down the duties 
upon this great necessity. 

But I ask in all honesty, have the rates been cut low enough 

et? Are not the marks of the woolen manufacturers still in 
this bill? Have these men not been lingering near the Finance 
Committee; have they not been button-holding the members 
upon this side of the Chamber, as well as those upon the other 
side, to protect their interests, and are they not protected? I 
have heard it hinted upon both sides of the Chamber that the 
manufacturersare satisfied with the present woolen schedule, and 
will be glad and thankful when it goes through. 

The first question that will be put to me when I go to the 
West, will be whether I could not have done something toscale 
down the duties from an average of 41.13 per cent to agi re 
or 35 per cent as a compensation for the reduction of the duty 
upon raw wool. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isita matter of entire indifference to the 
Senator whether clothing be made in this country or abroad? 

Mr. KYLE. It is not a matter of so much difference to me. 
but I tell you it is to the people in my section of the country. I 
can point you to American citizens living on the prairies of my 
State. They are honorable men and women, some of whom 
came from the Senator’s own State of Connecticut, who were 
educated in your schools, men with as noble aspirations and pur- 
poses in their hearts as ever were formed, and women who are 
as tender in their affection for their children and as noble in 
every respectas can be found anywhere on the face of the earth. 
They are to be found on our broad prairies, living sometimes 
in tarred shacks, sometimes in sod shanties, with no ceilings 
above their heads, and sometimes upon dirt floors; and to-day, 
when they are selling wheat for 35 cents a bushel and can not 
dispose of the cattle they raise for above 2 or 2} cents a pound 
on the hoof, it is a matter of very little consequence to them 
whether they buy their clothing from an Eastern manufacturer 
or whether it comesfrom China, or England, or Australia. The 
eee. with them is where they are going to get clothing the 
cheapest. i 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould be glad to make another observa- 
tion just there. 

Mr. KYLE. Very well. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There arə people in the State of Connecti- 
cut just as badly off for work as there are in South Dakota. 
They have not any wheat to sell at any price per bushel, and 
they are waiting until this bill shall be concluded, so that they 
may know whether their factories are going to be opened again 
or not; and those people subsist upon the provisions brought to 
them from the West. If they can not get work in the factories 
they will go to the farms, and the competition in farming will 
be still greater and wheat will be still lower. 

Mr. KYLE. Ihave understood from the Senator and others 
on that side of the Chamber that the rd on; Serr in New Eng- 
land have in the aggregate millions of dol in the savings 
banks; which shows that many are in good circumstances; but 
I know there are poor people living there as well as in the West. 
But, Mr. President, the question comes to me again, as it comes 
toa great many others, would not the New England manufac- 
turers, were they to deal justly by their employés, be able to 
pay them better wages than they are now paying them. 

have some facts which I shall present in regard to the per- 
centage of the cost of production paid to the American wage 
worker. I have been over New land; I have been in the 


manufactories; and I want to sg gn here that [ do not have 
1 anaoa sympathy for the New England manufacturer as I used 
ve. 


We enacted a law in this country, the alien contract-labor 
law, for the purpose of keeping out of the United States the pau- 
per labor of Europe, against which the people represented by 
the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber have been pray- 
ing to be protected for the last thirty years; and yet when we 
protected them against the pauper labor of Europe, and when 
they have been given also the additional protection afforded by 
the McKinley tariff law, they have dealt unjustly by the best sons 
and daughters of America, thrusting them out of the manufac- 
tories, and have imported into New England between 400,000 
and 500,000 French Canadians to take their 3 and those 
people are living to-day on wages upon which the ordinary 
American New England man or woman would starve. 

Ihave understood from a statistician of Springfield, Mass., 
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that there are 100,000 French Canadians in that old Bay State. 
I have gone through the cities of New England, where the old 
Puritans used to walk in their pride and where I expected to 
see the sons of those old ancestors occupying the homesteads. 
You may to-day walk five or ten blocks and not hear your na- 
tive tongue spoken. Go into the old hotels, in whose re- 
sounded the voices of some of the famous statesmen of former 
days, and there at the tables you may hear nothing but a jargon 
of French during the whole meal. When you go into the fac- 
tories and other places you hear nothing but French. That is 
the way high protection has affected the young men and the 
young women of New land. 

Go into the old State of Pennsylvania, where some of my an- 
cestors lived. I go there now, and I find the children of the old 
Pennsylvanians removed from the manufacturing establishments 
and their places are filled by Poles, Hungarians, Slavs, Bohe- 
mians, and all of those classes which are now supplanting our 
American citizens—men who work for starvation wages and who 
can live in a manner that would be considered degrading by 
American citizens. ; 

A reporter of Pittsburg went into the mines of Pennsylvania 
a year or two ago and reported this fact: There wasa class of 

uns or Slavs or Poles working in a certain district who lived 
in common board houses, the cracks of which you could see 
through. There were from ten to twenty-five or thirty and in 
one case even thirty-five men, women, and children, old and 
young, all living in one room and sleeping upon the floor. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt hima 
moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from South Dakota yield? 

Mr. KYLE. Ido. 

Mr. WALSH. I should like to ask the Senator if it is a fact, 
as alleged by Republican Senators, that American artisans have 
retired from certain industries as a matter of choice, and not as 
a matter of necessity? ially, I understand, is this alleged 
to be the case in the New England factories; that they were not 
compelled to give up their places or to the special pur- 
suits in which they were engaged as a matter of necessity, but 
as a matter of choice, because they found more remunerative em- 
ployment. That is what I understand the argument to be on 
the other side of the Chamber. - 

Mr. KYLE. I will Say, Mr. President, that I have talke 
with New England men and women, who say they have leftsuch 
3 simply because they are no longer renumerative; 
and further, the erican people, with their pluck, will never 
retire from any sort of employment so long as it furnishes them 
decent living. . 

I was referring, when interrupted, to the Huns and Slavs. The 
reporter to whom I have alluded, stated that instead of their 
sitting at a table, as does the ordinary American, with perhaps 
an oilcloth spread before him,if he can notfurnish anything 
else, and plates and knives and forks, these people were eating 
their black bread without any of the accessories of civilized life, 
but in the manner they were accustomed to in the countries 
from which they came, and for butter they were = ie eee upon 
the bread-brown colored axle grease, which they had bought at 
the neighboring grocery store. They were working for wages 
which were entirely consistent with this manner of living. Must 
we ask the American employé to do this and to come down to 
these starvation wages? Or can the American manufacturer 
state without blushing that he has fulfilled his moral contract 
with the American people, by which he promised to protectand 
defend his employés from the beggared condition of the Euro- 
pean laborer? 

Mr. President, I believe that the American manufacturer, 
with free wool, will be able to compete with any fo coun- 
try, I do not care where it is, in the manufacture of clo The 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] the other day stated that 
we were buying as good clothing in the United States now, and 
as cheaply, as itcan be bought anywhere in Europe. I have 
seen the same statement made in the other branch of Congress. 
With the improved machinery now in the United States, with 
the energy of the American people, and with free wool I do not 
hesitate to say that we can compete with any nation to-day in 
the production of clothing, and without any duty whatever upon 
manufactured goods. 

I have some facts here in re to the wages paid by American 
manufacturers—only a very few of them—but they are of great 
interest. The contention of the Republican party has been for 
years that there should be a tariff upon all imported goods to 
equalize the difference paid in wages in this and other coun- 
tries. That is the stand which has been taken heretofore, and 
it is that which is taken by Senators on the opposite side of the 
Chamber to-day, that there should be a duty of such an amount 
as will equalize the difference in wages between this country 
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and Europe. Let me state certain facts. I quote from the sev- 
enth annual report of the United StatesCommissioner of Labor, 
to be found on pages 52 to 63 of the majority report of the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, 
giving the are of the cost of production paid in wages 
to employés in the United States and in Europe. 

In the manufacture of cashmere and cassimeres in forty-five 
establishments inthe United States the manufacturers paid their 
employésas wages 25.01 per cent, and in 14 establishments on the 
Continent of Europe the percentage was 19.82, a difference in 
favor of the United States of only about 6 per cent. We have 
the spectacle before us of Senators contending over and over 
again for more than the 41.13 per cent of protection accorded in 
the pending bill. 

In the manufacture of ladies’ dress goods, sevenestablishments 
in the United States paid 20.62 per cent of the cost of produc- 
tion in wages; three establishments in Great Britain paid 21.43 
per cent; and on the Continentof Europe one establishment paid 
22.33 per cent; in other words, a difference of about 1 per cent 
in favor of Great Britain, and 2 per cent in favor of the Conti- 
nent of Europe. 

Take worsted goods, of which the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] spoke so vehemently only a day or two since. There are 
three establishments, recorded in this paper, in Great Britain 
from which returns have been received, and they pay 23.56 per 
cent of the cost of production as wages, while thirty-five estab- 
lishments in the United States pay 21.94 per cent, and the Con- 
tinent of Europe three establishments pay 20.73 per cent, 2 per 
cent greater in Great Britain than in the United States, and only 
1 per cent less upon the Continent of Europe. 

the manufacture of tweed goods, one establishment in Great 
Britain paid 35.47 of the cost of production to labor, and in the 
United States one establishment paid 29.12 per cent; in other 
words, 6 per cent less goes to wages in the United States than in 
Great Britain. , 

Mr. CAREY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. KYLE. I hope the Senator will wait until I get through. 

Mr. CAREY. Very well. 

Mr. KYLE. In the manufacture of serge goods in the United 
States, one establishment paid 26.08 per cent of the cost of pro- 
duction for labor, and upon the continent of Europe nine estab- 
paid 15.20 per cent, 11 per cent greater in the United States than 
upon the continent of Europe. > 

Mr. President, the figures I have given are, as I stated, from 
the seventh annual report of the Commissioner of Labor, and I 
presume they are authentic upon this point as far as the re- 
turns have been received. 

I have here a statement of the comparative average wages 
taken from Census Bulletin No. 169, es 6 to 10, issued March 9, 
1892, and only recently published. The statement is as follows: 


Per cent. 

Woon goak WAGE. s x 21.4 
Worsted goods, wages 20. 

Felt goods, wages 22.4 

by bos hats, wages sg $ 
Jarpets, wages EIEEE X 

Hosiery and knit goods, wages 222. 22-2 ---- 22 nee 27.1 

e ER EA SA es abaehonerosmaane mdse yanks 23.4 


Where is the ground of your contention for 41.13 per cent as 
an average ad valorem duty on woolens? Task, Mr. President, in 
the name of the American people, are the manufacturers to have 
every advantage in this bill? There seems from this Census 
Bulletin to be some ground for the statement that the Ameri- 
can manufacturer has been satisfied in the consideration of the 
bill now before us. 

Iam not willing, as a Senator representing in part the agri- 
cultural State of South Dakota, to strike down all the duty upon 
wool if the Eastern manufacturers are still to contend for that 
which I believe to be utterly unjust. They do not need the ex- 
orbitant duty. If they would do the fair thing by their em- 
ployés, I believe that mer would be able to run their factories 
upon full time and pay their employés their old schedule of 

es. 

r. President, as I have stated, I should feel perfectly safe in 
voting for the removal of all duties upon raw wool; yet I feel, 
under the circumstances, since the manufacturers are to be pro- 
tected as they are in this bill, that I can not consent to strike 
down all the duty upon raw wool. There has been a scaling 
down of the duties upon manufactured woolens of 53.7 per cent. 
Are Senators willing to scale the duty upon raw wool to the same 
extent? The same sliding scale of 53.7 percent running through 
raw wool would bring the present duty down to about 5 cents, as 
against 11 cents of the McKinley law and about 51 cents as 
against the 12-cent duty. I do not know that there is anybody 
in the Senate who will present an amendment on that line, but 
if such an amendment should be offered, I shall be compelled, 


for the sake of justice and for the protection of m 
vote tor A 155 j p y people, to 
r. President, the Populists upon this side of the Chamber 
have been criticised a great deal for the votes we have cast on 
various amendments. e were criticised by the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], by my colleague [Mr. PETTIGREW], and 
by other Senators across the aisle, because of the votes we cast 
in favor of amendments when the sugar schedule was under con- 
sideration. I want to say right here, that whether the law 
heretofore passed was good or bad, it would be to the honor of 
the American Congress that it should fulfill every jot and tittle 
of its pledges under the statutes, which pledges were a moral, 
if not a legal, contract with the sugar people. 

On general principles I am opposed to the bounty system. I 
do not think we should pay a bounty to the sugar manufacturer 
any more than we should pay a bounty to the wheat-grower of 
South Dakota or those who RES cattle; but since we have passed 
the McKinley law, and have made specific mention in paragraph 
231 of a bounty on sugar, which should continue from 1891 to 
1905, I believe that we, as the people’s representatives, should 
so that obligation to the letter. Let me read you the obli- 
gation: 

231. That on and after July 1, 1891, and until July 1, 1903, there shall be paid 
from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, under the 
provisions of section |3689 of the Revised Statutes, to the producer of sugar 
testing not less than 90° by the polariscope, from beets, sorghum, or sugar- 
cane grown within the United States, or from maple sap produced within 
the United States, a bounty of 2 cents per pound; and upon such sugar test- 
ing less than 90° by the polariscope, and not less than 90°, a bounty of II cents 
per , 5 under such rules and regulations as the Commissioner of Inter- 
—.— 2 with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall 

Mr. President, I know something about law, though I have 
never practiced at the bar; but there are Senators here in my 
presence who have not only roe but who for years sat 
upon the bench, and who are distinguished jurists, and I put it 
to you whether, what is clearly to the people of the United States 
a moral obligation resting upon the Government is not in the 
minds of fair-minded judges a legal contract. I recognize the 
argument made by some Senators, that it is a unilateral con- 
tract, and can therefore be broken. 

I recognize that; but it is nevertheless a contract or agree- 
ment upon the part of the United States Government that from 
1891 to 1905 any person who should erect a sugar refinery and 

roduce a pound of sugar and present it to the Government for 
inspection should receive a bounty. That was the contract 
offered on the part of the Government, and those who entered 
into this enterprise struck hands with the Government and the 
contract was completed. I believe that to-day, if the question 
were brought before the United States Supreme Court, we should 
be holden to the contract, and would be compelled to pay the 
bau’ which it was provided by law should be given to the sugar 
producer. 

Mr. President, when this question came before the Senate, I 
recognized from the sentiment on this side of the Chamber and 
the sentiment in the other House that it was impossible to pre- 
serve the bounty upon sugar, and in explanation of the vote of 
myself and my colleague from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], in cast- 
ing our votes for a diminishing bounty, I desire to say we cast 
those votes because we thought it was the best we could do under 
the circumstances toward keeping our contract with those we 
are now about to wrong. 

Now, a word also in regard to the vote cast by my colleague 
from Nebraska and myself in favor of a duty on sugar. Idesire 
to say to the Senate that I am not only in favor of free sugar 
for the American breakfast table, but I am in favor of free every- 
thing. Ido not care what it is. 

I am in favor of the duty being taken off iron and steel, and 
coal and lumber, and manufactured goods, too, for that matter. 
I shall vote, every time I get the opportunity, to remove all du- 
ties from the manufactured necessaries of life if by so doing we 
can still pay the current expenses of our Government. We are 
bound to provide revenue in some way. Let me tell you what 
these expenses are at the present time. It is estimated thatfor 
the year 1895 we must provide 8454, 427, 748. That revenue must 
be provided for, however much we may wish to preserve pet in- 
dustries for our own States, however much we may wish not to 
tax certain necessities of the poor poo le. 

I have taken the ground—and I think my colleague from Ne- 
braska has taken the same position—that while we are going 
over the bill in Committee of the Whole we are giving ano 
taking here and there, as all must know. We are taking the 
duty off some things and increasing it on others, and we can 
not tell, until we have gone over the bill in Committee of the 
Whole, just what the total amount of revenue is going to be. 

The estimated receipts under the bill as it came from the 
House were $440,093,416.91, about fourteen or fifteen million 
dollars short of the necessary expenditures during the year 
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189. Under the bill as it now stands in the Senate, the esti- 
mated receipts will be $491,073,818.28; in other words, in the 
neighborhood of from thirty-six to forty million dollars more 
than the estimated expenditures for 1895. 

If in the final making of these schedules I find we can meet 
our running expenses and yet strike the duty off sugar, I shall 
vote to doit and I shall be the one to offer an amendment to 
that effect. If any Senator offers an amendment to continue the 
diminishing bounty on sugar until at least the year 1899, until 
the sugar men can get upon their feet and take care of them- 
selves, I shall cast a vote for that. They were innocent of any 
future action by ish pg 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator permit an interruption? 

Mr. KYLE. I will. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As the Senator is predicting his action 
when we shall come into the Senate with this bill, and, as I was 

rticularly struck with his very able argument that under the 

Kinley law the bounty provision was a contract, involving not 
only a moral but probably a legal obligation upon the Govern- 
ment, am I to understand, when the bill comes into the Senate, 
that the Senator will not only vote fora diminishing bounty but 
for the bounty of the contract? 

Mr. KYLE. Ishall vote for the bounty of the contract if we 
can have it. : ~ 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is right. 

Mr. KYLE. The bounty of the contract, the one which the 
Government is bound to fulfill, I shall vote for if there is any 
show of getting it; but I tell the Senator frankly, with the dis- 
position that now exists in the other House and with the disposi- 
tion on this side of the Chamber, we can not get a bounty of 2 
cents a pound; and I think the Senator will agree with me that 
we must do the very best we possibly can to take care of that 
great industry and fulfill the letter of our contract. 

The men engaged in the production of sugar, as I was remark- 
ing, went into the business innocently, oblivious of any future 
action on the part of the United States; they supposed we were 
going to keep our contract; mey invested several millions of 

ollars in their plants. During the first and second years it was 
impossible for them to pay expenses, but now, the third year, 
they are just Se Gare to realize some profit. Just as they 
have gotten to point it is proposed to destroy the bounty, 
break our contract, and put the business of these men in jeop- 
ardy. It is not right. I stand here to-day as therepresetative, 
Iam glad to say, of poor people in the United States; but I not 
only want to be just to poor people, but it is right to be just to 
the rich, it is right to be just to corporations, it is right to 
be just to all classes, and my vote shall always be cast in the 
line of 45 87 so far as I am able to discern it. At the same 
time I do not believe in casting any vote here that will in any 
measure enable the sugar trust to continue to hold the people of 
our country by the throat. 

A great many Senators criticised my colleague [Mr. ALLEN] 
and myself because we voted for the tariff duty upon sugar, 
which included one-eighth of a cent a pound duty upon sugar 
above No. 16 Dutch standard. Mr. President, I think that comes 
with very ill grace from Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber who voted for the old McKinley law, which contained 
in it a duty of one-half cent a pound upon all sugars above No. 16 
Dutch standard, and also 10 per cent additional duty upon the 
sugar exported from those countries which paid a bounty upon 
sugar. This exorbitant duty, according to Mr. Havemeyer be- 
fore the special n committee a few days ago, netted 
the sugar trust from $25,000,000 to $35,000,000 during the past 
three years. 

The sugar refiners testified here, I believe, that they could 
not existand carry on their business with less than one-fourth of 
acent a pound upon sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard. That 
estimate has been cut In half by the Senate bill, which shows that 
the finger of the sugar trustis not manipulating this legislation 
iu the Senate. Again, at the time my colleague from South 
Dakota moved to strike out the one-eighth of a cent a pound on 
sugar above No. 16, I stood with him, because I wished to re- 
move every vestige of that which the sugar trust might have in 
the bill, if there was any suspicionin regard to that matter, and 
Ishall vote for such an amendment again if it is presented. 

In conclusion, let me say that while I am not satisfied with the 
tariff bill in its present form, while there are imperfections 
through and through, I like the bill infinitely better than I do 
the McKinley act. I can see that the Finance Committee from 
the start have been actuated by lofty purposes. They have been 
actuated by a disposition to provide for the running expenses of 
our Government, which are now very large, much larger than 
they were when the McKinley act was passed, and therefore a 
great many things have to be taxed that we would like to leave 
upon the free list. 

But as I look at it all the way through, there have been re- 
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ductions made in the interest of the people of our country, the 
people who need to be relieved from the burden of taxation; 
and if, when the bill is finally adjusted in Committee of the 
Whole and reported to the Senate and the final amendments 
are made, it is still in the interests of the people instead of the 
protected few, and is better than the McKinley act, I shall cast 
my vote for it and I shall not be ashamed to do so. 

Mr. President, I wish to append as a portion of my remarks 
some tables relating to the sheep industry taken from the Sta- ` 
tistical Abstract of 1893, showing the number of sheep by States 
and Territories from 186) to 1894. Also a table showing the 
number of sheep and the amount of wool produced by States and 
Territories during the year 1893. 

Number of sheep in each State and Territory of ths United States in 1960. 


States and Territories. Sheep. 
f LE SLA S OE y EN AE EA 117,107 
MAINO E E A A A A AET 452, 472 
Massachusetts ... 114, 829 
New Hampshire.. 310, 534 
Rhode Islaud 32, 624 
Vermont 752, 201 
1, 779, 707 
18, 857 
40 
155, 765 

135, 

2, 617, 
1,631, 540 
ane y I A S A 4,559,285 
— ̃ E A D EA N — — 370, 156 
E E A E N ͤ N ET E ANEN 512, 618 
Borla 30, 159 
entuc: = 938, 990 
Louisiana - 181, 253 
Mississippi 352, 632 
North Carolina. 546, 749 

South Carolina. 233, 
Wen RAMGNG ⁵- f 773,317 
irginia 1,043, 269 
Southern States ð ᷣ ññ— S aaa ea 4, 932, 651 


Utah 
Wise 
Western States and Territorles ................22..-.2ce0e- 


California . 
Nevada 


Number of sheep in each State and Territory of the United States in 1870. 


States and Territories. 


—— ² A A e a r a 
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Massachusetts 
New Hampshire 
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District of Columbia 

Maryland 
New Jersey... 
New Vork 
Pei Ivania 


West Virginia 


Number of sheep in each State and Terr: of the United States in 1390, and 
the value of the same on January 1, 1800. 


States and Territories. 
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Vermont 
New England States 
Delaware 


Maryland 520, 
New Jersey 416, 807 
New York.. 5, 481,423 


nomi hon 
West Virginia.. 


Middle States 


413, 613 
610, 173 
220, 
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783, 891 

ety 487, 357 1,072, 185 
688, 387 2, 090, 287 
1, 278, 000 3, 822, 821 
2 VE 
2,240, 841 6, 858, 766 
1,198,200] 2,500794 
1, 989, 845 4, 467,799 
239, 400 503, 338 
3, 092, 736 3, 872, 108 
3, 943, 589 11, 927, 884 
4, 732, 640 7, 239, 096 
2, 055, 900 4, 281, 617 
809, 009 2, 202, 446 
1,017, 373 2, 249, 921 
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California... 


Number of sheep in each State and Territory of the U States in 1894, and 
the valus of the same on January 1, > 
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Pacific States and Territories -1ae nnnm — 


oN IRS aE ee es EN ae EN 


Value. 
Sho —jç—·jV „44% nene $1, 753, 981 
Hamois wat 2, 450, 632 
jana .. 2, 325, 654 
ipa — 2, 004, 724 
ausas 635, 789 
Michigan.. 392, 5, 409, 523 
ta 514, 1, 128, 129 
Missouri 1, 000, 1,914, 023 
Montana. 780, 4,891, 895 
Nebraska 277, 643, 014 
New Mexi 2,921, 3, 689, 169 
North Dakota 370, 754, 073 
OMG seppe ana 3, z 8, = = 
Oklahoma „ «ia 955 
ve, 
480 
sons 
2, 606, 284 


365 
512, 396 


8 


TATT 


rá 
. 


r 


158 632 
879 720 

326 232 

376 358, 547 414 

484 334, 234 383 
n 2, 342,400 

000 073, 209 944, 000 

551 47,281 67,255 

108, 495 221, 964 532, 475 
432, 809 841, 141 1. 736, 246 
764,262 | 2, 119, 242 5, 819, 834 
1, 187, 329 4, 490, 773 7, 123,914 
1,080, 888 4,863,404 5, 942, 100 
791,043 | 2, 649, 652 4, 746, 258 
389,627} 2, 253, 240 2, 727, 389 
1,237,888 | 2,777, 533 7, 424, 028 
191, 951 440, 688 959, 755 
704} 1,864,009 2,790, 928 

151, 506 543, 225 606, 024 
53, 082 2417814 318, 192 
2,518,544 | 12,378,318 | 18, 870, 196 
22% 148% 288 
1,099, 948 £040, 084 6, 599, 688 
528,098 | 9,835,551 | 17, 688, 686 
272,502 791,534 1, 907, 524 
555, 181 1, 450, 868 4, 441, 448 
185, 848 717, 149 1, 080, 784 
61, 246 180, 844 308, 220 
2,790,082 | 4,074,508] 13, 650, 410 
1,492,593 | 6,715,686 | 10, 447, 603 
396, 115 733, 705 1, 980, 575 
4, 878, 725 20,987, 74 21, 893, 625 
8,450,577 9,982,910 | 15,648,616 
1,637,216 | 6,441,164 | 11,460,512 
12, 280 41, 021 73, 560 
78, 384 157, 707 391, 920 
541,427 | 1, 397, 666 3, 248, 562 
4,334,551 | 14, 917,068 26, 007, 206 
2,117,577 4, 660, 250 14, 823, 039 
820,612 | 2,118, 883 2, 638, 896 
498,400 | 1.449.219 2.472, 000 
823,895 | 1,556,792 6,590, 600 
841,484 | 2, 580, 859 4, 207, 170 
1, 198, 175 4, 981, 083 7, 189, 050 
1,198,567 | 4.140, 778 , 588, 538 


47 278, 553 | 105,419,250 | 300,758,068 


The following letter is from Col. M. W. Sheafe, one of the 
most prominent Democrats in the State of South Dakota, a wool- 
rower, a public-spirited man, and posted as well upon tariff 
Guestions as any person in our State. His letter is a complete 
gument upon the wool question, and is worthy of a place in the 
INGRESSIONAL RECORD, and I will append it in full as a por- 

of my remarks: 


DEAR SIR: Inasmuch as the Wilson bill is soon to be a matter of discussion 


beforethe honorable of which you are a member, and as the wool sched- 
ule seems to form one of the princt topics for discussion in that docu- 
ment, I desire, as one of your constituents, and more especially as a wool 
grower to an extent fully equal to that ot any other w wer in the State, 

urge upon yon the importance of placing wool upon free list. 

One is not apt, even for n to advocate a measure which he 
deems derogatory to his „ but on the contrary will sometimes de- 
part rome PariS: Ines to advocate a measure where ho thinks it will replen- 


his purse. 
So iis in the wool industry; from selfish and business motives I am ex- 
tremely anxious that wool should be placed upon the free list. 
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One has but to examine the statistics for the past seventy-five years as re- 
gards vag pans of wool to discover the fact that whenever wool has been 
upon the free list it has commanded a higher price than when a duty has 
been . thereon; and ap ee when the duty was light, prices have been 

er than when the duties have been exorbitantly high as under the Me- 
ey bill. This is a fact, and it is stated that “one fact is worth a thou- 


facturer for mixing Ara —— 
wools by the } 


can W. when averaging up the cost of raw ma 

It was my good fortune two years since to meet one of the] woolen 

in New d, speaking on q I asked 

him why the manufacturer should no: American wool and the 
which would to be for the same by reason of upon 
foreign wool? He informed me that im; wool neces 
sity with him in the manufacture of woolen goods, that wool varied in qual- 
ity in diferent latii and in fact in diferent altitudes, a differ- 
ence of 200 miles in tude and a difference in the o! soll 
madea erence in the grade of wool produced, even in the 
same breed of sheep. 

He informed me imported wool from 


seen that 


of fo com 
gas aos for the Delos of wool, and ff, 
foreign e 1i cents or 12 cents must be added. 


f 


to this 
reached D; Say meeps ema wools. 
In proof of I beg leave to quote from a circular the 
Home Market Club, an ofa radical M proteus — 3 
In that circular we find the follo to wit: “Itis a en 


many manufacturers that 8 
on; 


to my mind, that a 
of the woolen manufacturer to 


es gn uane can wool ata lower price, rather jthan to increase the 
price 3 

I beg leave to call your attention to there; of the consuls of the United 
tne den ee No, 128, , 1891, and refer you to page 
III of that report, wherein you find that in the year 1890 the prices of 
wool at New South Wales ave: 


from 14 cents to 18 cee ee oe 
me Soe prinia of American wool at that time did not average over Ia cents 

or 15 cen 
I also beg leave to call your attention to the same report, 114, of the 
imports to America 9 kaw wherein you will Aib teak therehas 
been a steady increase notwithstan: the high tariff placed on — 
wools. That the number of bales which were received into the United States 
from Australia for the year end: June 30 would be 100,000, while in the 
ears 1871 and 1872 the number of bales imported into the United States were 

t 18,659. ted the o uoa 


frien: 
absolutely 


D 
WOOGIE were 
this view, 
the free 


constrain: 

tthe manufacturer would be enabled to 

at a much less price than at present, thus enabling to enter into com- 

3 successfully with foreign manufacturers and thus a steady 
mand for American wool and consequently higher prices ‘or. 

Again, with free wool and a reduction of the tariff on mani goods 
the consumption of woolen ‘ould increase materially. We have 
every right to sup: that were the masses of the none enabled to pur- 
chase woolen instead of shoddy at a reasonable price, that the 
effect would be similar to that in the case of 8 when 1 upon the 
free list, and an increase in the demand would naturally fo thus giving 
another reason why our manufacturers would find use for an in 
amount of American wool. 

On March 24, 1890, Senator ALLISON, of Iowa, stated that he regarded a duty 
on wool and woolens as nos an intentional fraud, but it had operated as 
though it were a fraud upon the masses. He made quite an elaborate argu- 
ment in favor of free wool, and you can refer to that and find a great many 
arguments which are as true to-day as when uttered by him twenty years 
ago. One other statement made by was to the eff that under the in- 
creased tarif on wool the number of sheep in Iowa di materially. 
This we know holds good to-day that under the exis tarif laws the n 
ber of sheep east of the Mississippi River has decre: amazingly, sho’ 
that it is Vela 2 for grazing lands to be free in order to 
8 raise wool in the United States, notwithstanding the inte: 
protection pun this industry. 

nt is short and your time too valuable for me to argue this ma 
ey length; but one fact stands towering above all others, t 
in England hada tive tarif on wool, which was re ed a 
time after that date. or to its repeal a howl went up fr the 
tionists of England, to which the present howl made by our man 
is but an echo, that such a course would destroy the woolen industry of 
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see 


g boa history tells us that the contrary was the result, and t seems 
the lamp of history we might be guided at present. 

e find, in lien of destruction, the number of sheep increased in England 
and that the profit in sheep-raising was greatly enhanced by 7 wool 
on the free list, and that the woolen manufacturers of England commenced 

“an era of poupar which has lasted from that time to th Above all and 
beyond all. there is a question of morality involved in thism atter, and when 
one stops and thinks that the laws of trade are violated; that the peon are 

upon; that the conditions of life are made harder forthe poorer 
classes by this grasping and avaricious protective tariff on woolen goods, it 
is plain to be seen that a halt should be called and that the masses should be 
given their innings. 

Mr. McKinley patriotically and wisely says that the tariff on wool is 
ages there because there is a tarif on manufactured woolen goods, and in 

he same breath gives as a reason for a high tariff on manufactured goods 
that there isa tariff on wool. Thisis about the sum and substance of the 
average protective ment. ‘ 

As an individual, I became interested in the sheep industry in 1888, be- 
lieving that there was a reasonable chance of woo] being placed upon the 
free list. I was disappointed, and in lieu thereof the McKinley bill was en- 
acted and an increased tariff 288 upon wool. From that time wool has 
steadily decreased in value. In 1858 I disposed of my clip for 19 cents a pound 
at my ranch; in 1889 it fell 2 cents. In the year 1890 I was glad to got 16 cents 
apound; in 1891 13 cents was the price offered me for my wool. In 1892 I gladly 
accepted 12 cents, notwithstanding the tariff of my friend McKinley was equal 
to that amount. 

In 1893, with the same tariff laws in effect, no price whatever could be of- 
fered and wool was a drug upon the market. ence it is as a woolgrower 

and representing the sentiments of a large number of the woolgrowers of 
this State, we say that certainly matters can be no more worse with free 
wool than under the high tariff, and if we are to get no more for our wool 
we certainly will be able to buy our clot for less. 

The statistics show us that the average labor cost in the manufacture of 
woolen goods is but one-tifth of their total cost, and yet we are told by Mc- 
Kinley and hissatellites that the patriotic manufacturer must be protected 
to the extent of five times the labor cost, and all for the benefit of the la- 
borer. Weare told that this 90 per cent more or less of the protective tariff 
paca upon woolen goods is placed there in order that the woolgrower may 

protected and thus both parties to the contract, the producer and the 

consumer, aided. r 

It isthe same old story of the Indian and the white man dividing up the 
result of the day's hunt: The Indian got the buzzard and the white man 

got „ just as the woolgrower gets nothing and the manufacturer 
getsrich. 


as people will believe in accep: in blind faith the theories of self- 
guardians, so l as men wi)! blindly follow the teachings of 
demagogues and neglect to study this question of such vital importance to 
themselves, just so long will they be imposed upon and just so long will 
emagogues flourish. 
It is your duty to poeson, to the honorable body of which you are se hon- 
ored a member thé fact that the Dakota woolgrower does not believe that 
tection aids the price of wool any more than does a 25-cent tariff upon 
Ho wheat raise the price of American wheat one-tenth of 2 millon a 
ê 


We wish you success in your endeavors, and believe with the passage of 
the Wilson bill that every mandepending upon his own resources, as he should 
do, and with the means of taxing the masses taken away from the few who 
receive this tribute, that our country will enter voon an era of 13 
where fortunes will not be made in a day perhaps, but where profits will be 
more uniformly distributed and where the poorer classes will have a a chance 


live. 
Very truly yo 
7 8 MARK W. SHEAFE. 


Proprietor of Crystal Springs Ranch, Deuel County, S. Dak, 

Hon. JAMEs H. KYLE, 

Member United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Republicans in general 
hold that it is the duty of a government to secure to its people, 
so far as possible, the production within their own limits of the 

reat maps and necessaries of life. But the Senator from 
uth ota [Mr. KYLE] adopts in full, it is fair to infer from 
what he has said, the doctrine that it is our duty to buy where 
we can buy cheapest. Economie independence is of just as much 
apace as political independence. A desire for an econom- 
ical independence was the original source of the efforts of the 
colonies for independence. 

We ought to produce our own cotton, but suppose we can find 
Egyptian and Indian cotton cheaper, according to the doctrine 
of the gentleman we must buy it there. We ought to produce, 
and ultimately we shall p uce, all the sugar we need on this 
continent, but as we can buy it cheaper the gentleman says bu 
it abroad. We ought to produce all our own iron ore and all 
the subsequent advanced products of iron and steel, but accord- 
ing to the free-trade doctrine, inasmuch as there are people who 
can produce iron and steel cheaper than we can, it becomes our 
Christian duty to buy there, and take no pains to protect the 

growth of any such industry here. 

We ought to be able with all our resources to produce all our 
own food here, but if anybody in Canada or anywhere else can 
sell us wheat, or oats, or oatmeal, or corn, or corn meal any cheaper 
than we can produce it, we ought to buy there. We ought to 

_ be able to raise our own wool in this country, substantially all 
that we need. We raise wool of various grades, and some of 
the finest and best in the world, but the gentleman is within a 
hair’s breadth of saying we ought not to try to raise wool here 
while we can buy it cheaper abroad. 

We ought to able to do our own weaving here. We do it 
very cheaply now, on the whole. We ought to be able to make 


all our own clot ; and the gentleman been arguing with 
great zealand heatihere that we ought to buy our clothing abroad, 
where ibly we can getita little cheaper. He can go upon va- 


rious streets in this city and get avery good suit of clothes for 


$15 now; but if he could buy a suit for $14 or $12 in Europe 
where men and women work for about half price, he would hold 
it to be a moral duty to buy there. 

There is scarcely a thing that we need—food, clothing, house- 
hold implements, implements of trade, or anything else that can 
not be produced cheaper by somebody else where labor gets 60, 
or 40, or 30 cents a day. he doctrine of the free trader de- 
prives us of work and makes us buy everything abroad; and what 
are we to buy with? Where is our work? here is our pur- 
chasing power to come from? Daniel Webster said substan- 
tially this, that the very first duty of a government is to assist 
its people in securing employment. Give thememployment and 
they will take care of themselves. The scale may be higher or 
lower, the higher the better; but if they are sure of steady, con- 
stant work they will inevitably adjust themselves to it and will 
be prosperous. 

he gentleman referred with almost an air, I will not say of 
displeasure, but of reproach, to the fact that the people of New 
England have large sums of money in the savings banks, and he 
thinks they can get along. So they could. ith the provi- 
dence characteristic of the New Englander they have been try- 
ing to lay up a little something for a rainy day, and you can not 
starve them to-day, or the next, or next year in all probability. 
But the secret of $133,000,000 in the savings banks of Connecti- 
cut is permanent employment. 

I do not omit moral character, and habits of industry and 
economy, but the economic secret is continuous employment. 
I am proud to say that there are 335,000 depositorsin the savings 
banks of Connecticut out of a population now of perhaps 760,000. 
Saving is the habit of our people. It is taught to the children. 
It is a common thing for the 5, 6, 7, or 8 year old child to have its 
bank book. It is a common ing to en banksomething when 
the child is born to be given to it with its accretions when the 
child is 21 years of age. 

I do not know half a dozen millionaires in New England who 
made their money by manufacturing alone. I know men who 
laid the foundation of their fortunes by manufacturing, and by 
fortunate investments elsewhere became millionaires. I have 
known men who are engaged in manufacturing and by the for- 
tunate help of some valuable invention have accumulated amil- 
lion. There was Mr. Howe, a citizen of Connecticut, who by 
the beautiful little device of putting the eye of the needle in the 
point of the needle made the sewing machine possible, and he 
revolutionized a field of the industrial world. Did he not de- 
serve from mankind the million he is said to have recoived? 

No matter how high the testimonial paid, because the share 
contributed by the sewing women was infinitesimal, and the 
whole world was blessed with cheaper clothing from that day. 
The Senator observed that he found many foreignersin our New 
England factories; some Canadians among them. We know lit- 
tle of Bohemians, Slavs, and Poles, but have many of Irish, Ger- 
man, British, French, and Scandinavian origin. 

The French Canadians, to whom he specially referred, come to 
this protection-ridden country precisely because it is the happiest 
country in the world to live in and the one that best cares for 
the poor people of all e ye coe: For some years they came 
for a season or a year and returned to Canada. They came into 
our factories and soon learned to claim as high wages as any, 
and for many years they have been settling among us, becomin 
industrious, peace-loving, law-abiding citizens of the Unite 
States. : 

But he says our American girls have gone out of factory work. 
I can remember very well the time when you found a great 
many of our girls, bright, intelligent young American girls, in 
those manufacturing establishments. I know they have toa 
large extent gone out, but I beg you to observe that it was be- 
cause they could do better. They have the shrewdness of their 
race. They went where they could do better, and another class 
of people largely, not entirely, have taken their places at the 
loom, and the various positions in all the great manufactories. 

I must read a little bit here. I think it will not be tedious, 
and I commend it especially to the Senator from South Dakota, 
and to anyone who will do me the honor to listen. 

A very unusual, unexpected delegation came here afew weeks 
ago, a delegation of women selecte orks from New England 
manufactories. They had no formal hearing before a commit- 
tee, but some members of the Committee on Finance received 
and listened to them. Mr. MORRILL, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLI- 
SON, Mr. ALDRICH were there and several other Senators. 
These women testified freely of themselves. They were intelli- 
gent and sensible people. Let me read a little from their testi- 


mony. 4 
Ms. Harriet Branch, of East Greenwich, R. I., a A len 
sewer, said that she had worked in the Phoenix Woolen Mill for 


ten years, and had received from nine to ten dollars a week; at 
present she was not employed in the mills, having lost her situ- 
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ation some three weeks ago, but expected to go back as soon as 
the workincreased. Let me read from the report: 


What wages did you receive at the mill? 

2 My pay was 29 xo Slo a week. I now earn 83, and sometimes #1.90, per 
week in plain sewing; some weeks not 5 

Q. Do you know the cause of the reduction at the mill? 

A. I do not; the only th: I know is that the reduction isso I have not 
got work. If Ihave no work Lean not earn the money. The girls in our 
mill feel terribly about the reduction. There are twenty-five or thirty in 
my room alone that are supporting the mother, father, or children. Of 
course, when they get only & a week you can tell yourself how far Ma week 
will go with a family of two or three. 

Q. 1 ALDRICH.) Have you any family dependent on you for support? 

A. I support myself and my 8 1 14 years old. She does not work in 
the mill; Che goes to school. All T have is what I make for myself and her. 

Q. Were you born in this country? 

A. I was born in Scotland. 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) How do you geton in this country as compared 
with the old country? 

A. In the old country we were kept down by not having the money tospend. 
Of course in this country we have much better advantage of getting along 
and being one with the people. In the old country we had not that. As long 
as we appear as ladies in this country we can be ladies; but in the old coun- 
try it is different. Here women have a dignity and they do not like to go 
elsewhere. In the old country the servant girls are considered above the 
mill hands. There the working classes are kept distinct. 


Miss Florence Briggs, of Anthony, R. I., a cotton-weaver, 
stated that she had worked twelve years in the place where she 
is now employed and was receiving $6.50 or $7 a week where be- 
fore she had been getting $8 and over. 

Q. When were your N cut down? 


A. A short time ago; It it was in January. The works have not been 
2 they have n running full time, but they talk now of stopping if 
this Wilson bill is passed 


Q. Are any of your family 8 on you for support? 
A. I help take care of my mother and myself. Our small farm is the only 
other means of support. 


Mrs. Mary Brooks, of Fitchburg, Mass., a cotton-weaver, came 
from Glasgow, working there as a cotton-weaver: 


Q. How long have you been in this country? 

A. Ihave only been in this country three years. I came from Glasgow. 
There I worked at weaving cotton, just the same work as I do here. 

Q. What were your Sagos there and here? 

A. I have a dollar here for a shilling at home for thesame kind of work. 
we x A ALDRICH.) How did you live in Glasgow as compared with 

te ? 

A. We do not live over there the same as we do here. Smaller rooms, 
smaller houses, not the same comforts. For two years I make $10 a week 
here, and since the cut down, $7.50 a week. The cut down came last fall. I 
do not know why. The mills stopped for two months, shut down and then 
put down prices besides. 

Q. tara ALLISON.) Do you support one besides yourself? 

A. Ihave two little boys to care for beside myself; the 1 1 5 one 3. 
the oldest one 5. I pay for their keep out of the wages I make. I could not 
do this there. That is the reason I am here; my mother came along with 


me. 

Q. Geneve ALLISON.) What did 7107 state about the wages in Scotland? 

A. The wages there were about a shilling, as compared with a dollar here. 
That was the ordinary pay there. [could save not 
by the piece; we only ran two looms at home. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Do you work harder here than at home? 

A. No; I would rather run six looms here than three at home; they are 
heavy looms; they are different kinds of looms altogether. I could do four 
looms here better than two at home. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Do you know about the cost of livi: 

A. Yes; I kept house in Glasgow and ran my own household; there were 
two in the family. Ihadone room and kitchen. We paid 12}s. a month 


About $3— 


for rent; $10a month for rent here. We have six rooms here for the #10, 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) How about the furniture? 

A. The furniture was respectable, but I could not get any luxuries there; 
had to confine ourselves to food and necessaries of clothing. 

Q. (Senator SERBET Could you have any musical instruments? 

A. No; we could not have any musical instruments or spehd anything 
out of the bare necessaries of life. I lived there in the same way as the 
others; there was as much labor over there in working as here. 

Q. Is it any better here? 

A. Yes, indeed; the first nine months I was here I saved $150, besides keep- 
ing myself and children. Over there I could not save enough to bring me 
to this country without the help of my mother. It I had not had my mother 
to help me I do not believe I would ever have gotten here. 


Miss Hattie Freeman, of Woonsocket, R. I., a worsted sewer, 
is employed in the Harris Woolen Company, of Woonsocket, R. I. 


Q. What pay do you get? 

A. I make $7.50 a week. Itis day work. We have short time, but no re- 
duction in price. The mill had a reduction, but not the sewers. Beside 
short time, they have been stopped and then they started a; „ but they ex- 
pect another reduction of 20 per cent; that is what they had before. The 
sewers get the most day pay; the weavers make the most by the piecework. 

Q. Do you support anyone beside yourself? . 

A. I take care of my mother, and we can live comfortably on What I make. 
I pay #9 per month rent for six rooms, for just me and mother. 


Mrs. Amy Lees, of New Bedford, Mass., a cotton weaver, came 
from Lancashire, England, and has worked seven years in this 
country. 

Q. What was your Sire there and what is it here? 

A. Over there I made about 15 and 16 shillings a week off three looms. 

About $4 on an average. 


Here $8.50 off seven looms : 
2 aaro ALDRICH.) Is the work harder here? 
work here is a little harder, butnot much. I workedin Blackburn, 
I live with my husband. 


g at home; that was 


in Glasgow? 


t costs more to live here than there, because we have better and more 
to eat here than there, 


. y 
A. We could notafford them in England. 
Q. Would you like to go back to England to live? 
A. No; I would sooner be in this country. 


Alice Jukes, of Cambridge, Mass., a net and twine maker, 
has been engaged for fifteen years with the American Knitting 
and Twine Company, Cambridge, Mass. 


Q. How much do you make a week? 

A. Before the reduction I made $a week. I make $6.50 to * now. I am 
on full time but reduced wages, and expect more reduction if the Wilson 
bill goes through. 

Q. In what branch of the business are you engaged? 

A. [make gillingnets. They are made out of linen. There are a number 
maae of cotton, but the greatest number, probably, is made of the linen 
X. 

Q. Have you ever worked in the old country? 

A. I have worked in the old country, but not on the same work. In Bir- 
mingham I worked in Gillott’s pen manufactory. 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) Do you know the wages paid in England for work 
similar to that which you do here? 

A. Yes; the pay over there is 6 sh a week for the same work on the 
flax machine. Here we get 87 in place of 6 shillings. 

Q. Were you able to live as well on what you received there? 

A. No, indeed. You can exist on ds. a week, but you can not live on it, be- 
cause it is not living. We survive, that is all, It is the custom of the 
country. But of course youdo not get any chance of becoming any better. 


That is very significant, and very well said by a plain working 
woman in the mill. 


Q. Do you support anyone beside yourself? 

A. [have my mother totake care of. I help to take care of her. 
works in the same mill, and with her help we keep home. 

Q. Have you been able to save anything? 

A. Yes; I have been able to save since I have been in this business, and 
we have built a house with the money we have got. But with another re- 
duction, of course, we could not save. We saved up $1,000 between us and 
we paid that much on the house we built. 

Q. Do you live in the house you built? 

A. Yes; we live in our own house. 


Mrs. Agnes Pohlman, of Fitchburg, Mass., testified next: 


Q. Mrs. Pohlman, what do you do and where are you from? 
A. Iam a cotton-weaver from Fitchburg, Mass., but I do not work there 
just now, because the mills are shut down; they have had a very hard time 
there since Jast summer—lots of suffering; with no work. If the mill is shut 
down, all the business is shut down, everything isdown. So we had very 
hard times since last summer, and we had lots of poor to help. Tt is just as 
Lop there now. I could not get work, and that is the reason I am not work- 
now. 
. (Senator ALDRICH.) Is anyone dependent upon you? 
; A. xoa) my boy. He goes to school. Iam able to take care of him when 
t work. 
Are you from Germany? 
A. Yes; I was born in Germany. I didnot work very much there, because 
I was young when I came from there. 
Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) What about the manner of living there and here? 
A. I know we could not live there as we live here, and if I had to go there 
and work I would not do it, because we can live higher here. I wish we 
could soon have our old times again, so that people could get work and 
live like they used todo. There are a lot of women out of work in our place. 


Miss Hannah E. Ryan, of New Bedford, Mass., a cotton-spin- 
ner, testified as follows: 


2 88 ALLISON.) What about the cost of 8 and here? 
e 
th: 


My sister 


A. W. 

Q. What are your wages? 

A. My wages now are $5.50 a week. Two years ago I got over 86, but we 
were cut down in October, and they now speak of another cut down if the 
Wilson bill passes. If we do not kill the Wilson bill, it will kill us. The 
girls in the mill know if the bill passes we will be reduced again. We can 
not live on less than $5 a week, 

Q. Have 7 — anyone to support? 

A. Yes; I have 1 and brother and sister to support, My brother 
works part of the time, but work is slack. In July it started with work for 
four days in the week. 


Miss Minnie Spearin, of Manville, R. I., worked by the week 
as an inspector of fine muslins. 


Q. What wages do you make? 
1 — I make the average wages. I had formerly 86.42 per week; now I make 
Q. Has there been acut down in the mill where you work? 
A. The wages were cut down last fall 10 per cent. The works have not 
Kopt on full time since. Last April there was a strike among the spinners, 
and they have never done so well since. We were raised 10 per cent two 
Jone ago this April and cut down last fall. I do not know the cause of the 
cut down. 
Q. Are you suppo: anyone besides yourself? 
A. Isupport myself. I am not helping anyone. 


Miss Emily S. Young, of Providence, R. I., was examined: 


Q. What is your work, Miss Young? 

A. I am shipping clerk for the manufacturing jewele: 
ton, Providence. I have worked there sixteen years, not 
but for that firm. My work is by the day or week. 

Q. What do you receive per week? 

A. I receive $10 a week. 

Q. Is your business good at the present time? 

A. In all the years that I have worked there I have not known them to 
work so short hours as they are working now; never. Of course, now and 
then a day or job work, but the shop seems to be almost.closed. 

(Senator ALDRICH.) Could you estimate the reduction? 

A. At least 50 per cent from now and two years ago. 


Potter & Buffing- 
that department, 


T 
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Q Miss . 
Yes, I am 
support ourselves. € 
Miss Mary J. Ryan, of Woonsocket, R. I., stated that she had 
worked as a weaver twenty-three years for the Social Manufac- 
turing Company: 
55 1 averaged $10 —— unt Sepromber, 1893. In October, $9 a week 
50 a day. 


, are you dependent on yourself for support? 
— — for aupport; my uote and I together 


2. 1 ALDRICH.) Explain what you mean by that. 


ed? 
A. I was never told why the work was slack, but I learned through the 
press. 
Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Have you been able to save anything from your 


A. Yes; I have been able to save something in these years, but I have not 
saved anything for 7 5 — months. If this Wilson bill goes into effect, wesup- 


Q Do support agen 1t? z 
ou pop faa o yourself? 

z e dependent on me alone. Two sisters and myself 
work together inthe mill; we all work together, and have everything that 
is required, with comfort. We work together in the mill, and all come to- 
gether in the home. 


Miss Edith Wolstencroft, of Taunton, Mass., works for the 
Whittenton Company as a weaver of ginghams. 


Q. What wagescan you make? 

A. Lean make 88 on the average a week. 

Q. Have you ever worked in any other country? 

A. Iwas. in England. I worked in I worked on velvets at 
home at Oldham. I made from 16to 18s: a week. I had two looms. 
I work two hours more now a week than I did at home. Fifty-eight hours 
now, fifty-six over there. 

9 (Senator ALDRICH.) What is the difference in the cost of living here 
and in England? 


A. Lthin ee d Ce ee eras eens ae ee ee vo. 
The clothing is a good heavier at home thanitis here. The is 
so much different. It is damp, heavy, foggy weather there; of course it is 


and pay $7 a month. Wehad 


, but it was notas comfortable: 
we paid 5 shillings a week at home, that is $1.25 a week. We had not the 
same conveniences at home as we have here. y 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) Who do . support beside yourself? 

A. [have my mother to kee eare . 
house. I get on better in t country. I co not keep my mother at 
home. Itis better living here; I would not go back againand work there. 


Mrs. Martha Haworth, of New Bedford, Mass., a weaver, has 
been employed for five years in a cotton mill. 

Q. What wages can you make? 

A. I now average about $8.50; I made $10 and $11 in good times. It is not 
short time; itis. short pay. 

Q. Have you anyone to care for but yourself? 

A. Thave one little girl dependent on me for support. She is 9 years old; 
she is in school. I keep house with the little girl. 


Mrs. Elizabeth Tyler, of Boston, Mass, a carpet-weaver, born 
in England, has worked twenty-one years for the Roxbury Car- 


pet Mills, 
Q. What wages do you get? 
A. Tayerage my wages for 1892 and 1893 up to the last of August at 8 and 
some odd cents. Since that time the average pay, to 98 time, 
been atout $3.50; I formerly made something over 38 a Iwork by 


difference? 

A. The mill has been closed down twice; the first time six weeks, the last 
time four. There was a 10 per cent reduction on the 9th of October. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Have you always worked in this country? 

A. Lwas born in England. I worked there for the John Bright’s concern. 

91 8 ALDRICH.) How do wages paid there compare with wages 
paid here 

A. They a a yard, which would be equal to 2 cents; whereas 
our Bent —.— — ha cents for weaving a yard. It is now 10 per cent 


ess. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) What do you know about the conditions of living 
in the two countries? 

A. We could not live in this country on the wages paid in England. I have 
conversed with several that have come from England, and have worked 
there, and they are unanimous in sa; that th back to 
the old country to work. It costs a girl & a week for board and } g,and 

ciđen! When we have work here wecansaye 


Wages that will be paid; they can not do it; 
want to do all we can to defeat the Wilson bill. 


Miss Margaret Wright, of Boston, Mass., a carpet setter, has 
3 
worked twenty years for the Roxbury Carpet Works. 
Q. Please explain your work? 
A. I make the patterns such as are in the t on this floor. 
Llearn some new pattern as a general thing. It is very dificult, and n 
t to have them very perfect. If I donot, I have got topou 
over. fw paor aat If there is one thread out of 
piaco, Tam calle® to the room and sometimes fined 50 cents, which 
des not occur often. In all the twenty years I have been fined: only twice. 
It is very nice work,and I can earn very good pay. Up to withina year 


ving is too high We 
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or two ago, f. e., 1892, I could earn i a day and more. I call the average 82a 
day. I worked very hard. I worked harder than the average run of girls. 
There are a few who can earn that pay a moor & Two girls work together 
on what are called frames; twenty-three lines underneath and twenty-three 
above. It is Brussels — I work at. I form these flowers that are on 
the pattern. It is something that can be made plain to you unless 
vou see it. I work with both hands all the time, setting the patterns. M 
eyes have got to be on them. If I take them off and let my hands stay still, 
Ido not earn any money; so I have to work very hard. 

Q. Have you had steady work? 

A. We shut down from last August to the last of October, going back to 10 
percentreduction. If this Wilson bill goes into effect it means further reduc- 
tion for us and it means not steady work, which we have not had since last 


April. 

La Where do you live, Miss Wright? . 

A. Ilive about 4 miles out from the works. Ihave got to take the steam 
cars and then the electric cars. It costs 22 cents in the winter and 16 cents 
in the summer. Ilive athome. I am one of the fortunate ones that bas no 
one de ent upon me. 

Q 1 mator ALDRICH). Are you a native ot this country? 

A. Lam not a native of this country. I was born in Scotland. I never 
worked in Scotland. I was nothing but a very little girl when I came to 
Boston. I was left to amuse m in the daytime, and I remember won- 
m at night. In Scotland there is a feel- 


father that 1 did not know but what I would like to fet work. 

He said: ‘Perhaps you would like to get a job at ssmaking,™ He took 
me visiting and I met a young lady who worked in the setting room and I 
asked her to get me work. e remark I made tomy father was: I donot 
care if I do work in a factory, because nobody knows me here;” but I have 
never regretted that [ went to work ina factory. A lady isa lady anywhere 
here, whether her pocketbook is full or not; it is not the same on the other 
side; you pare gos to have money, and your people have to have a high 

0 


stan in ty before you can get into it. 
Ido not only formyself, but forall the girls who work in the depart- 
ment with me. I hay the fortunate one who was chosen by the 


ppen 
girls in my department to come here. No one of the company had anythin 
todo with it. I think if this bill goes into effect it will lower our wages an 
bring us to the 8 ot -country people. Itis degrading the work- 
rtment with me there are 84 girls; a 


ing ple. In the de t many with 
invalid mothers, brothers, and sisters, all dependent upon them. I can say 
that in Roxbury in September, and ly during Noxember m- 


ber, the suffering was something 

hundred people dependent on that Roxbury mill; 
work there, but also the people who keep stores. 
pass. 


Iam sorry to have detained you; but I desired to pur this 
interesting evidence, that I may give-it to some of those who, 
like the Senator from South Dakota, know nothing about New 
England industries. 3 

Mr. President, only a few wordsmore. Weare plunging iuto 
a great industrial revolution, and Heaven . where we 
shall come out. Iam 0 well aware t what is gained 
by free traders in this bill is not all that they intend to have. 

Notice has been served upon us repeatedly that this country 
is to move on in the direction of buying where you can buy 
cheapest. We are engaged this very moment, probably, in de- 
stroying an industry of the very greatest importance, deemed 
essential to national comfort and success 8 sensible econ- 
omist who ever wrote. I refer to the great wool-producing in- 
terest. We are in danger of greatly crippling and in some 
branches destroying another enormous interest, the woolen man- 
ufacture. We are in danger of checking the growth of sugar 

5 industry that promises an immeasurable benefit. 

e are threatening great injuries to iron, steel, silk, and agri- 
cultural interests. In my judgment, the general course we aro 
probably to take is against the dictates of sound common sense 
and sure to involve us in years of industrial depression and re- 
organization. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

Mr. DOLPH. Letit be read. 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to make one or two slight changes in 
in the 8 of the amendment. ; 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest, if we are to have a vote on this im- 

rtant amendment, that we ought to have a quorum here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
suggests the want of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 


are some seven or 
not only the poopie who 
We hope the will not 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Aldrich, Faulkner, Lindsay, j- 
$ r MeMillan, Roach, 

Bate, Gibson, ae Shean 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Mills, Smith, 
Brice, a Morrill, 5 
VV 
— Hoar, Peffer, Vilas, 
Daniel, Hunton, Per Voorhees, 
Da Piatt, W: 
Dolph, Jones, Ark. Power, White. 

bo: Jones, Ney. Pugh, L 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-nine Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Chair rec- 
ognizes the Senator from Kansas [Mr. — A 


1894. 
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Mr. PEFFER. I desire to make a slight modification in my 
amendment. First, on page 3, line 61, there is a proviso: 

Provided, That skirted wools as now imported are hereby excepted. 

I wish to strike out that proviso. 

Then, on page 4, line 80, after the word “ be,” I wish to strike 
out “six” ait insert five; ” and in line 81, after the word 
‘t glass,” to strike out seven“ and insert six; so as to make 
the clause read: 

The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 5 cents per 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class 6 cents per pound. 

In line 81, I wish to strike out twenty and insert “ fifteen;” 
só that the clause will read: 

On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class, the value 
whereof shall be 10 cents or less per pound, including charges, the duty shall 
be 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The suggested modifications 
of the amendment will be made. 

Mr. PEFFER. The amendment is pretty long and has once 
been read. I think a very brief explanation of it will be suffi- 
cient without the formal reading of the amendment again. 

It is simply a reprint of the present law, so far as wool unman- 
ufactured is concerned, with the exception that where in the 

nt law a duty of 11 cents a pound is levied upon wool of the 

rst class my amendment proposes to levy & duty of 5 cents, and 

where the present law levies a duty of 12 cents a pound upon wool 

of the second class my amendment proposes 6 cents, reducing the 
duties of the present law 50 per cent. 

Then, as to the third-class wool, the present law makes a di- 
viding line at 13 centsa pound. Onwool of the value of 13 cents 
a pound and less the duty is 32 per cent ad valorem. My amend- 
ment proposes 15 per cent on wool of the third class above 13 
cents in value; the present law im s a duty of 50 per cent 
and I put it at 25 per cent. But I have changed the 13-cents 
standard to 10 cents, so as to reduce the value. I have stated 
the entire change from the present law, with the exception that 
the present law provides that skirted wool shall be excepted 
and that is stricken out, so that there will be no exception. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, not having occupied unduly 
the attention of the Senate, I think I may be indulged for a few 
minutes, representing in part as I do a State that in proportion 
to its population will be more seriously injured by free wool 
than any other State in the Union where sheep husbandry is 
conducted. 

In our early years in the State of Vermont and in many other 
States there was nothing grown but natiye sheep, and almost 
every man who had a farm hada small flock of sheep, from thirty 
to filty, and sometimes a hundred, enough at least to produce 
the wool that could be consumed in manufacture in their own 
families. There was also a spinning wheel and loom in every 
house, and a carding machine and fulling mill in almost every 
town. Adam delved and Eve spun, and thus all domestic wants 
of woolens were supplied. 

Under the Ad tration of Thomas Jefferson, William Jar- 
vis, a distinguished Democrat of Vermont, was sentas consul to 
Spain. Upon his return home at the end of his service there 
he brought back a large flock of merino sheep. Those sheep 

. were kept by him on a magnificent farm on the Connecticut 
River and were bred from year to yearand distributed, not onl 
through Vermont, but through nearly all of the Northern aan 
Northwestern States, and from that stock there grew up what 
were called the improved Vermont merino sheep. The native 
sheep only yielded from 24 to 3 pounds per fleece, while this im- 
pons stock yielded more than double that amount, and where 

ormerly a sheep when clipped produced only 3 pounds or less, 
one that would produce 6 or 7 or 8 pounds was obtained. 

In that bet dhe became profitable to continue sheep husbandry 
in Vermont in larger flocks,and in many other Northern States 
the farmers increased their flocks largely, so that instead of 
3 all their wool at home they raised it for sale, 
sold it for cash in the spring of the year, and bought their man- 
ufactures. The encouragement that was given them by the 
tariff of 1816 and 1828 was entirely in harmony with the Demo- 
cratic practice, with Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, and with 
such Vermont Democrats as Consul Jarvis. 

In 1818, I believe, the journey of Monroe took place through 
the country and through our State of Vermont. We then, in the 
town where I lived, had a manufactory of copperas. President 
Monroe came about 25 miles out of his way to see that manufac- 
tory, where there were not over fifty men, perhaps, then em- 
ployed. Yet he paid so much attention to an establishment of 
that sort that he went out of his way and visited the town, and 
a very large crowd of people, I remember as a boy of about 8 


years of age, assembled to greet him on that occasion; and they 
were told, as everybody was told at that time, that there was 
not a thread of clothing on the back of the President that was 
not of American manufacture. So wedded was he to the system 


of tariff protection that he not only recommended it in his mes- 


sages, but in practice personally adopted it. 
Now, Mr. President, let me say a word here in Passing, to our 
friends upon the other side. They think that if they could be 


rid of a few men among their associates to whom they have 
been compelled to listen, and for whom to make changes in their 
bill, they could obtain Democratic successors hereafter who 
would make a bill for revenue only. Let me say, however, that 
the interests in Louisiana, Alabama, Tennessee, New Jersey, 
Maryland, West Virginia, New York, and Ohio will continue 
forever, will grow in magnitude and they will be represented 
here, whether by Democrats or Republicans, by persons who 
will look out for their proper protection. Iron, coal, sugar, and 
marble will not vanish, nor will even cuffs and collars. 

I wish to refer Senators to the act of 1346, known as the Rob- 
ert J. Walker tariff act, anact that Democrats always present as 
their model tariff act. Letthemnowcontrastit with the proposed 
act and they will hardly find a line that does not swear against 
the present bill, brought here with no one acknowledging its 
paternity; but I believe we have a special committee investi- 
gating to find out who was its father. 

If you look into the first paragraph ot the tariff act of 1846 you 
will find that it was passed on July 30, and it was not to take 
effect until the Ist of the next December. If you will look at the 

resent bill it will be seen that it is to take effect on the 30th of 
5 une, or perhaps before it pages the Senate. Probably that will 
be changed so as to make it operative the day after its passage. 
That is one important distinction. When we come to the arti- 
cle of wool you will find that they p> in the Democratic tarift 
of 1846, 30 per cent duty on wool. at was among the highest 
duties they proposed except upon afew luxuries that were p 
at 100 per cent, and some af 40 per cent. 

You will find in = sant E raa of 227 am that 22 im- 
posed a duty upon brandy and other spirits of grain o r 
cent, and yet it is only a few days ago that this committee, aar 
proposing a larger internal-revenue duty upon our spirits from 
grain, proposed to reduce the tariff duty on foreign brandy 
from $2.50 a gallon to $1.80 a gallon, and the same reduction on 
spirituous liquors, absynthe, maraschino, ratafia, and so on. 

The South and Robert J. Walker and all were quite content 
with 30 per cent on sugar. Now, in a bill nom y to reduce 
taxation, it is serie e pay some 40 or 50 or 60 per cent upon 
sugar which is now free, or 40 per cent ad valorem, and then 
one-eighth of a cent more in behalf of the refined sugar and 
more still if imported from where it bears a bounty. 

On iron, such as cotton ties and all manufactures of iron, a dut: 
of 30 per cent was proposed 1 act of 1846, and yet this b 
proposes that cotton ties shall be free. On rice and paddy a duty 
of 30 per cent only was asked for then by Walker, and yet under 
this bill it is proposed that they shall have 83 per cent, although 
I believe that is to be reduced. There was a duty also imposed 
in the Walker bill upon wheat and wheat flour, corn and corn- 
meal, oats and oatmeal, barley, and potatoes; and it was not pro- 
posed that if any other omni should take their duties off, 
prođucts should also be tted tocome in free from any such 
country. The Walker tariff also imposed a duty upon boards, 
shingles, timber hewn and sawed, pine and spruce clap $ 
and yet this bill proposes to make them all free. I may add 
that even copperas, the manufacture which President Monroe 
Rene so many miles out of his way to see, they propose to make 


ree. 
It will be seen also that in the Walker bill it was provided in 
relation to some articles which were to be admitted free of duty 


That this 5 shall not be construed to include machinery or other 
articles imported for use in any manufacturing establishments or for sale 


While that has been copied from the Walker tariff, or other 
tariffs, yet the present bill proposes that Sporn tooth and disk 
harrows, harvesters, reapers, agricultural drills, and planters, 
mowers, horserakes, cultivators, thrashing machines, and cotton 
gon may be imported free from any other country where they 

o not impose a duty against us upon the same article. Ofcourse 
the only two countries that would manufacture them and would 
desire free trade with us would be Canada and Great Britain. 
Such machines have parts that wear out, or by aceident anny pe 
broken. To send abroad for repairs might prove costly and in- 
convenient. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], day before yes- 
terday, who we all know is a strong man in argument, attempted 
instead of ument to be as funny as he could. I did not, how- 
ever, see the buttons burst off of anybody else but himself when 
he shook his sides. He pro aconundrum to the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. POWER] as to whether he would accept a 
3 which put a duty on wool without putting any duty upon 
woolens. 

Of course the ingenious Senator from Mississippi unders*ood 
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very well what he was talking about. He is a free trader, and 
was digging a pit for the Senator from Montana. He saw at 
once that if he could impose a duty upon wool and leave manu- 
factures without a sufficient or a compensatory duty, that no 
wool raised here could then find a market in this country, butit 
would all come in the shape of manufactures, and the Senator 
from Mississippi was killing two birds with one stone. By put- 
ting a duty on wool he could place it out of the reach of manu- 
facturers and have our markets open to foreign manufactures. 
In the tariff of 1883, although wools were protected, yet the Su- 
preme Court decided that worsted goods were not made of wool, 
and, therefore, a large amount of wool was imported in worsted 
oods. This error was subsequently corrected, and wool is not 
ess wool, though combed. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to occupy much time on this 
subject. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], in his 
opening speech, I think, said that if he believed that taking the 
tariff off of wool would reduce its price he would not be infavor 
of it. When that Senator a year or two hence, at his own home 
in Indiana, finds that over 500,000 of the sheep that formerly 
were herded in his State have vanished, it will hardly do for the 
chairman of the Finance Committee to say that he did not know 
his bill was loaded. 

Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, [shall take the time of the 
Senate for but afew minutes. I suppose it is entirely useless 
for anyone to speak any Jonger upon this question, as I think 
there is a disposition on the part of both sides of the Chamber 
to vote. But I can scarcely believe that the majority in this 
Chamber really intend to put wooluponthefreelist. I still hope 
that when the time for vo comes, and it is now about here, 
if they, the Senators on the other side, have not already deter- 
mined to put a duty upon wool, will reconsider the matter and 
come to the conclusion that it is only fair that that great pro- 
duction of the farmers of this country should have some little 
protection. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] has said that his 
State is very much interested in this production, more perhaps 
than the people of any other State in proportion to population. 
I will say that the State which I have the honor in part to re 
resent 1 in shep and woolgrowing. Il- 
linois has 1,198,175 sheep, producing 7,189,050 poundsof wool. I 
do not rise, however, to speak merely because my State is in- 
terested in this matter, but because I think it is only fair to the 
sheep and wool interest, if we are going to make a bill with any 
protection in it at all, that they should have their share. 

As has been often said, here is a bill which provides for a 
duty on iron. It provides for a duty on coal, and as has been 
shown here that it provides for reasonable duties on cotton 
manufactures. There is some degree of protection in the bill 
in the duty upon woolen goods. 

Mr. FRYE. There is mighty little protection in it. 

Mr. OULLOM. There is not very much. As the Senator 
from Maine says, there is mighty little protection, but there is 
some, and it seems to me that as the bill stands the majority of 
the Senate have singled out wool and put it upon the free list 
for the purpose of having the country believe that they are mak- 
ing a free-trade bill all the way through. If an Sea not trying 
to do that they certainly can not believe that the country 
feel that they are treating the wool interest as fairly as they do 
other articles and other interests. 

When [ come to look over the history of the tariff in relation 
to wool, I find that substantially all the time since 1816 there 
has been a tariff upon wool. Sometimes it has not been very 
large, but the record shows that nearly all the time there has 
been a duty on wool. Before 1816 it would seem from history 
that wool was free. The reason why it was free is that in the 
early period in our history we were exporting what little wool 
was produced here ins of importing wool. 

In other words, we had more wool than our people required 
for their own use, or it was exported to be manufactured in 
Great Britain. But in 1816, immediately after the war of 1812, 
the policy was changed, and the tariff on wool was fixed at 15 
per cent. In 1824 it was 15 per cent; in 1828 it was 4 centsa 
pound and 40 per cent ad valorem; in 1830 it was 4 cents a pound 
and 45 per cent ad valorem; in 1832 cheaper wool, not exceed- 
ing 8 cents a pound in value, was free, and on wool exceeding 8 
cents a pound the duty was 4 cents per pound. 

So the record shows that the policy of the Government from 
1816 down to the present time has been to maintaina tariff upon 
wool, and sometimes a very substantial protective tariff. In 
view of this history I am unwilling to believe, until this subject 
is disposed of, that it is the determination of the Senators in 
charge of the bill and the majority in the Senate to allow raw 
wool to be placed upon the free list. a 

I appeal to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], who is, I 
think, the only Senator in charge of the bill now present. Iap- 
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peal to him in the interest of the farmers of Missouri and of the 
country to consent to a small duty upon raw wool, if he is not 
willing to give a fair one. 

Mr. VEST. If it does not interrupt my friend from Illinois 
I should like to ask him if he thinks that the increase of thd 
duty on raw wool would increase the price? 

r. CULLOM. It certainly would not reduce the price, and 
I hope that it would increase it. It is true the price of wool is 
going down now, as everything else has been going down in 
the last hed I will not undertake to give the reason why. 

Mr. VEST. In 1883, as the debates show, the leaders of the 
Republican party contended that the increase of the duty on 
raw wool would necessarily decrease the price; that that was 
the logical and inevitable result of protection; that as you in- 
crease the duty upon wool, as a matter of course you decrease 
the price of it, and that therefore it gave to the manufacturers 
their raw material cheaper. 

I remember distinctly that the Senator from Ohio] Mr. SHER- 
MAN] made that argument, and the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE], who is present here now, stated that the effect of the high 
duty of 1867 had been to reduce the price of wool. The Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] made the same argument. The rec- 
ords can be produced, if there is any question about it. So I 
wish to know whether the Republican party has changed its 
ground on that question. When my friend from Illinois [Mr. 

ULLOM] 3 to me personally in the interest of the wool- 
growers of Missouri to put a duty on raw wool, then the other 
side must take away the argument which they made in 1883, that 
the effect of the increase of the duty on raw wool is to decrease 
the price. That has been theeffect, for the price has fallen ever 
since 1883, when the duties on raw wool were increased. 

Mr. CULLOM. I can scarcely understand the argument that 
the Senator from Missouri attempts to make when he under- 
takes to say that protection to American wool and American 
sheep husbandry is likely to reduce the price of the product 
3 Sup we had a protective tariff that was prohib- 

tory of the introduction of wool into this country, would the 
Senator from Missouri argue that it would reduce the price of 
wool in America? 

Mr. VEST. I am merely giving the protection argument 
that the other side made in 1883. 

Mr. CULLOM. Lask the Senator whether, if we had a pro- 
hibitory tariff on wool it would reduce the price of wool and the 
price of sheep in the United States. The Senator knows very 
well that it would not. I do not ask for a prohibitory duty, but 
I wish to have a duty which will give some protection to this 
industry as well as to the other industriesof the country. Iam 
very certain that such a policy would not result in the reduc- 
tion of the price of wool or the price of Ee? 0 

The statistics show that when we have had a good protective 
tariff on sheep and wool the flocks of sheep increased all over 
the country, and when the duty on sheep and wool was reduced 
the flocks have disappeared from the country. 

I have here a letter upon this question, of which I should like 
to reag a portion. Ttisfrom a gentleman in Chicago, dealing 
ìn wool: 


The grower unable to hold his wool can not do it, and the seems bulk ot 
wool in Montana, Wyoming, Utah, Idaho, Arizona, and Texas is being con- 
signed to this and Eastern markets on an advance of 3 vo 5 cents a pound, 
which is all the commission houses feel safe in advancing, and few of the 
growers have reason to believe they will receive anyt further than their 
advances, and the inclosed telegram shows the conditions only on which 
some will consign their wool. 

Many ofthe large growers in the States above named last winter mort- 
gaged their sent clip of wool to obtain the means to carry their flocks 
through, and now receiving even less for their clip than for the clip of 
1893, and no protection given to wool, next fall will see such a slaughter of 
sheep as was never before seen in this country, and this t woolgrowin: 
industry receive a blow from which it will not recover for many a year 
ever, but if a small duty can be put on wool, say Scents, it would prevent a 
further decline, set the current the other way, help to ascertain and estab- 
lish values, and, more than all, give a little aid and comfort to the now dis- 
heartened and discouraged grower by assuring him that his rights and his 
interests will not be unprotected, even if he be without organized, infiuen- 
tial, and s representation in the halis of legislation; and the man or 
men whoshall be instrumental in securing protection for thatclass willnot 
be forgotten in the days that are surely coming. 


This letter comes from a gentleman who is buying wool and 
knows what the sentiment of the farmers is on the subject. I 
think he has a very definite idea of what will be the result 
upon the wool industry of the country if wool goes upon the free 
list. 

Now, my friend from Missouri said the other day, with a good 
deal of confidence and with a flourish of his hand: I am for 
the farmer.” So am I. I think one way to be “for the farmer? 
in this instance is to protect one of the industries of the agri- 
culturists of the country and give them the same opportunity 
to conduct their business as is given to others, the products of 
whose industry are upon the protected list by the consentofthe 
Senator from pri 
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Mr. VEST. Ido not believe it is protection to put a duty 
upon raw wool. 

Mr. CULLOM. Nor does the Senator from Missouri believe 
that a duty on wheat is a protection to wheat grown in this 
Sah? A 
Mr. VEST. No; I do not. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator does not believe that a duty on 
corn will be any protection to corn. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Illinois will convince me, or 
even make a plausible argument showing that a protective duty 
on wheat helps the American wheat-grower, when we exporta 
hundred million bushels and import so small a quantity, I shall 
be glad to vote for such a duty. 

r. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri make the 
same promise as to wool? 

Mr. VEST. As to wool, I will state that the cases are so en- 
tirely dissimilar that I should hate to make a promise until I 
have heard the argument and the conclusions of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will submit my views later on. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Missouri says that if I will 
convince him that a protective duty on wheat would do the 
wheat-grower any good, he would vote for such a duty. I have 
no idea that I can convince him or that any other man on earth 
could accomplish so great a feat. 

The Senator in one argument says he is for the farmer, and the 
next thing he does is to put wheat and corn and other articles 
which the farmer raises on the free list. When we appeal to 
him to protect the farmer he says, Oh, protection to the 
farmer is a mere myth; it amounts to nothing.” If it amounts to 
nothing, why does the Senator from Missouri insist upon tak- 
ing such duties out of the bill? Letussee whether it willamount 
to anything in thecondition of the country as it exists to-day. 

Mr. President, I do not care to take up the timeof the Senate 
any longer on this subject. I rose principally to appeal to the 
Senator from Missouri to know whether he will not consent, be- 
cause apparently we can not do anything unless the Senator does 
consent, to a duty, a small duty of 5 cents a pound, or some duty, 
upon wool along with the other articles that he has kindly con- 
sented to protect. 

The time has gone by when the Senator can insist upon any 

rticular line of policy upon this question, because everybody 

nows, he as well as the rest, that there is no particular line of 
public poney which has been carried out so far by the managers 
of the bill on the question of protection. We have had free 
trade; we have had a little protection; we have had revenue re- 
form; we have had good protection; and all these ideas and 
liciesare to be incorporated in the provisionsof the bill. Now, 
et us have some kind of protection upon wool, and then we will 
go on with the bill as rapidly as is consistent with fair discus- 
sion. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to offer a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does the Senator from Colorado say he offers 
a substitute? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; I propose to substitute the McKinley 


rates. 

Mr. PEFFER. Perhaps it would be better to put it in the 
form of an amendment to my amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A substitute is the same thing. 

Mr. TELLER. It is the same thing. I understand the Sen- 
ator from Kansas has adopted in his amendment the classifica- 
tion of wool which is in the McKinley act, but the rates are en- 
tirely different. 

Mr, PEFFER. There is a proposed reduction of about 50 per 


cent. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it will save a little time to offer my 
amendment, which contains the McKinley rates with the Me- 
Kinley classification. If it is voted down, then we can take the 
5 m the Senator’s amendment. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] will be stated. 

Mr. TELL Isuppose by unanimous consent the reading 
of the amendment might be dispensed with, as everyone under- 
standsit. Let the 7 5 5 be put on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the question be put on the amendment. 
I repeat that it is simply the McKinley classification and the 
McKinley rates. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not desire to take up time, but I think if 
the amendment is acted upon without reading it will establish 
aprecedent which might be troeblesome at some time. It will 
not take more than three or feur minutes to read the amendment 
to the amendment 
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Mr. TELLER. It will not take long. Let it be read. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the amendment of Mr. PEFFER 
and insert in lieu thereof: 


All wools, hair of the camel, goat, al: „and other like animals shall be 

oe ao the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon, into the 
0; owing classes: 

Class 1, that is to say, Merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, or other 
wools of Merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing wools, and 
wools of like character with any of the ing, inclu such as have been 
heretofore usually imported into the United States from Buenos Ayres, New 
Zealand, austenite Cape of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, and 
elsewhere, and also including all wools not hereinafter described or desig- 
nated in classes 2 and 3. 

Class 2, that is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Linconshire, Down comb 
Wools, Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of English blood, 
usually know by the terms herein used, and also hair of the camel, goat, al- 
paca, and other like animals. 

Class 3. that is to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, Valpa- 
raiso, native Smyrna, Russian camels’ hair, and including allsuch wools of 
like character as have been heretofore usually impor into the United 
States from Turkey, Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting im- 
proved wools hereinafter provided for, 

The standard samples of all wools which are now or may be hereafter de 

ted in the principal custom-houses of the United States, under the 
authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be the standards for the 
classification of wools under this act, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
have the authority to renew these standards and to make such additions to 
them from time to time as may berequired, and he shall cause to be de 
ited ap ie pi in other custom-houses of the United States when they 
ma; n 2 

hene ver wools of class three shall have been improved by the admixture 
of Merino or English blood from their present character, as represented by 
the s' samples now or hereafter to be el, Soa in the princi: cus- 
tom-houses of the United States, such impro wools shall be classified for 
duty either as class 1 or as class 2, as the case may be. 

The aiy on wools of the first class which s be imported washed shall 
be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if im- 
ported unwashed; and the duty. on wools of the first and second classes 
which shall be 3 scoured shall be three times the duty to which they 
if imported unwashed. 

U: considered such as shall haye been shorn from 
the sheep without ay cleansing; that is, in their natural condition. Washed 
wools shall be considered such as have been washed with water on the 
sheep's back. Wool washed in any other manner than on the sheep’s back 
8 be considered as scoured wool. 

The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and 
other like which shall be in any other than ordinary 
dition, or which shall be 8 in its character or condition for the pur - 

or ch shall be reduced in value by the admix- 


be it gaia wool was imported unwashed, such duty shall not be 
doubled on account of its being sorted. If wools, the quantity and value to 
eee under such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 

On nolls, shoddy, top waste, slubb: waste, roving waste, waste, 
yarn waste, garnetted waste, and all other wastes composed wholly or in 
part of wool, the duty shall be 30 cents per Bante 

On woolen rage, mungo, and flocks, the duty shall be 10 cents per poran: 

Wools and h: of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals, the 
form of roping, ro or tops, and all wool and hair which have been ad- 
vanced in any manner or byany process of manufacture beyond the wasbed 
or scoured condition, not y provided for in this act, shall be subject 
to the same duties as are imposed upon manufactures of wool not specially 
provided for in this act. 

Mr. HARRIS. Question! : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

Mr. TELLER and Mr. MILLS called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. : 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name wis called). By arrangement 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] the Senator from Iowa 
pe WILson] will stand paired with the Senator from Mary- 

nd [Mr. GORMAN]. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Inana ee. Drxon] to 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy] and vote 
“ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present I 
should vote “yea.” 
The roll call was concluded. 


Me ANSON: Has the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
voted 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE]. If he were present he would vote ‘‘yea” and I 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am paired with the Senator from New 
Jersey teens MCPHERSON], and:I suggest to the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. ae Pag that we transfer pairs, so that 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. will stand paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc N] and we may rote. 
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Mr.RANSOM. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr, HIGGINS. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. CAREY. Lam paired with the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. MITCHELL], who is detained at home by sickness. 
If he were present I should vote yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. I was requested to state that the Senator from 


I vote “nay.” 


present, and he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BRICE. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Colorada [Mr. WotcorT]. If he were present he would 
vote yea” and I should vote nay.” 

Mr. QUAY. I have already announced my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. Morgan]. Irise to state that my col- 
league [Mr. CAMERON], who is necessarily absent, is paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina . BUTLER]. If my. col- 
league were present he would vote yen.“ 

Mr. CHARD. My coll 1 CA FFERxI is ed 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. If my co 


Mr. BRICE. 
Colorado [Mr.. WOLCOTT] to the junior Senator from Wisconsin 


Mr. D Iwish to state that I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. Squirz].. Otherwise I should vote 
nay.” 


Mr. POWER(after having voted inthe afflrmative). Has tho 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery] voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


vised. 

Mr. POWER. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CarFEeRy], 

Mr. DANIEL, F t to the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
POWER] that we pairs so that the Senator from Louis- 
ians . CAFFERY} will stand paired with the Senator from 


Washington . SQUIRE}. . 

Mr. POWER E Would be pleased to make the transfer. 
Mr. DANIEL. Then I vote “nay.” 
Mr, POWER. My vote will stand. 
The result was announced—yeas.29, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—2). 
Aldrich, 8 McMillan, Proctor. 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson,, Sherman, 
Carey. Hans Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, `~ Hawley; orrill, Stewart, 
Cullom, Higgins, Patton, Teller. 
Davis, Hoar, Por 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Plats, 
Dubois, Lodge, Power, 
NAYS—37. 
Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Roach, 
Bate, Lindsay, Smith, 
Berry, Gibson, La Turpis, 
e , ee e 
6: s 
Brice, 3 Harris, Palmer, Walsh, 
Call, Hill, 
Cockrel, Hunton, Peffer, 
Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
NOT VOTINGS 
Butler, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
7, = 1 — 8 
Cama tby. grow, ilson, 
— McPherson, Quay, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Martin, — 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing 


to the: amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 


FFER] 

Mr. PREFER. I wish to say to those Senators who were not 
present when my amendment was read that it simply proposes 
to reduce the duties on unmanufactured wool from the rates pre- 
scribed in the present law, the McKinley act, 50 per cent. 

Mr. POWER. Iwish to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas. I propose to lower the duties 
of the McKinley act. It is the McKinley act, with T cents in 
place of 11, and 8 cents in place of 12. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from. Montana to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
wilt be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 80 of the amendment it is proposed 
to strilce aut six and insert ‘“‘seven;” in line Sf, to strike out 


eae oe ee 


“seven” and insert ‘‘eight;” in line 83, to strike out ten“ and 
insert ‘‘nine;” in line 84, tostrike out 1 20 per cent ad valorem” 
and insert ‘'4 cents;” in line 87, to strike out ten“ and insert 
nine,“ and in line 88, to strike out ‘25 per cent ad valorem” 

and insert “5 cents;” so as to read: 
The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class opan 
and upon all wools.or hair of the second class 8 ae 


On Wools of the third class and on camel’s hair of the . 


class the value 
8 eo be 9 cents or less per pound, including charges, the duty shall 


On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class the value 
naira shall exceed 9 cents per pound, including charges, the duty shall bé 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on tei to the 
amendment of the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER] to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

Mr. TELLER and Mr. DOLPH called for the yeas and nays, 
and er were ordered, : 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). Iagain transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from. Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] to 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], so that the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] and I may vote. I vote 

nay. 

- QUAY (when Mr. CAMERON'S name was called). I rise 
to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] with the 
Senater from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. If my colleague 
were present he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. GORMAN’S name was called). The sen- 
ior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who is detained from 
the Chamber by illness, has a general pair with me, but for the 
day the pair has been transferred to the junior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON], giving the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GOR- 
DON] and 5 right to vote. 

Mr. HI . I transfer my jpo with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE}. e Senator from o is paired with the Senator 
from North. Carolina [Mr. RANSOM], and under this arrange- 
ment the Senator from North Car and I will vote. I vote 
t yea. 

r. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. % 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from. Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present I 
should vote yea. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota. [Mr. WASHBURN]. He would vote 
“ yea” and I should vote nay on this question. 


tee eents per 


Therolleall having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 29, nays 37; as follows: 
YEAS—2. 
Aldrich, Ə; Me. Proctor, 
Alison; Galitager, 8 Sherman, 
rey, Hansbrough, iche 
Chandler, Hawley, orrill, rcs oa 
Cullom, Higgins, Patton, Teller. 
Davis, Hoar, Per 5 
Dolph. Jones, Nev. Piatt, 
Dubois, Lodge, Power, 
NAYS—37. 
Bate 88 Lad Smith, 
ate. e; sa; 

7 Gibson, 1 Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Vilas, 
Blanchard, Gray, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Brice, B: A Palmer, Walsh, 
Call, Hill, Pasco, hite. 

ell Hunton, Peffer, 

Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
| NOT VOTING—i9. 
Butler, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Caflery, Hale, Morgan, Washburn, 
Camden, Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson, a 
Cameron, McLaurin, Quay, Wolcott. 
Dixon, MePherson, Squire, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the modifications I have made in 
my amendment my be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 61 strike out the following: 

Provided, That skirted wools as now imported are hereby excepted. 

In line 80 strike out six and insert five;” im Hine 81 ete 
out “seven” and insert six;” and inline 84 strike out “twenty ” 
and insert “‘fifteen;” so as to read: 


The upon all wools and hair of the first class shall peor 
pull T tion all wools or hair Of 40 28 80m cla d cota poe . 
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t the third class and Vs hair of the third ue 
8 shal bet cents or less 2 Mand, manama eg e 4 hall 
be 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PEFFER. In the top line, on page 5, 25 percent is to re- 
main. It is achange from the existing law, which is 50 per 


cent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

Mr. PEFFER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). If agreeable to the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], I will make the same 
transfer of pairs, so that the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wotcort] will stand paired with the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. MITCHELL]. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
pe transfer of my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 

CPHERSON] to the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], so that 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] and myself 
can vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
ee with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he 

re present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” While I am on the floor I 
desire to announce the pr of my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] 
with the Senator from South Carolins [Mr. BUTLER]. If my 
colleague were present he would vote “yea.” I make this an- 
nouncement for the last time during to-day’s session, 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). [haveageneral pair, 
as I have heretofore stated, with the Senator from Minnesota 
par: WASHBURN]. I will transfer my pair to the Senator from 

uth Carolina [Mr. IRBY], who is absent, and vote ‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McLAURIN. If it is agreeable to the junior Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], I will transfer my ee with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], so that we can both vote. 

Mr. QUAY. The arrangement is perfeotly satisfactory to me. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I vote nay. ““ 

Mr. QUAY. I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—&. 
Aldrich, rea McMillan, Proctor, 
Allen, Gallinger, Manderson, uay, 
Allison, Hansbrough Mitchell, Oregon herman, 
Carey, Hawley. Morrill, Shoup, 
Chandler, Higgins, Patton, Stewart, 
Culiom, Hoar. Peffer, Teller. 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Perkins, 
Dolph, Kyle, Platt, 
Dubois, Lodge, Power, 


NOT VOTING—17. 


Butler, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Wilson, 


Caffery, Hale, Mor, Wolcott. 
Camden, Hin, Pett W, 

Cameron, a A erie 

Dixon, McPherson, Washburn, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer an amendment to come in at the 
head of the schedule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert: 

All wool of the sheep, t 3 5 
mals, and all wot = hate on the: sc, no 8 oe 

flocks, waste, 
— week pradapa 3 aste, or rags composed wholly or in 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, before the vote is taken 
onthe pending amendment I ask theindulgenceof the Senate 
for not more than five or ten minutes. 

The first recorded attempt to break down the interests of 
sheep husbandry was when Cain slew his brother Abel, who 
“was a keeper of sheep.” [Laughter.] The motives and pur- 
poses which actuated Cain were plainly the same as those which 
actuate his followers to-day. It was jealousy of a preferred and 

tected industry. Cain was a “tiller of the ground, and 
8 the fruit of the ground an offering unto the Lord.” 
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This offering may have been of rice, or cotton, or of sugar—the 
record does not state. But Abel brought of the firstlings of 
his flock, and of the fat thereof, and the Lord had respect unto 
Abel and to his offering, but uato Cain and his offering he had 
not respect.” 

The punishment meted out to Cain fairly foreshadows that 
which shall be meted out by the psople to the promoters of this 
measure: A mark shall be set upon them, and when the time 
of retribution comes they will say with Cain, My punishment 
is peser than I can bear.” 

he Holy Writ gives abundant evidence thatsheep husband 
was considered from the earliest times a favored industry, an 
recognized as one of the first importance. Abraham tendered 
ewe lambs as witnesses of an oath in one of the earliest real- 
estate transactions on record. 

And Abraham set seven ewe lambs of the flock by themselves, 

And Abimelech said unto Abraham, what mean these seven ewe lambs 
which thou hast set by themselves? 

And he said, for these seven ewe lambs shalt thou take of my hand, that 
they may be a witness unto me, that I have digged this well. 
at erefore he called that place Beer-sheba; because there they sware, both 

The first successful effort at improvement of the breed of sheep 
was made by Jacob, and grew out of a bargain with his father- 
in-law, Laban, and is described in the thirtieth chapter of 
Genesis. The original color of the fleece is generally believed, 
with exceptionally a streak of white, to have been a d black. 
Laban stipulated with Jacob that he might have the speckled 
and ring-streaked of the flock—that is, the few which were in 
part white—in pe ment for his services as shepherd. 

Laban thought he had made as barg but his thrifty 
son-in-law, Jacob, by his shrewd application of what are now 
well-understood principles of ets | largely increased the 
number of the flock having more or less white wool. His ex- 
ample was doubtless followed by others in selecting for breed- 
ing those which had the largest tion of white, for David 
likens wool to snow, and Solomon likens the whiteness of the 
seek ot his mistress to a flock of sheep just come up from the 
washing. - A 

The shepherd and his and his flock are often alluded 
to in the Holy Writ, and furnish some of its grandest moagery 
and most beautiful illustrations. Many of those specially favo: 
of the Lord were shepherds, and everywhere that 9 is re- 
ferred to as one of the highest character, plainly We aa 
its importance to the welfare and prosperity of the people. 
cob“ rolled the stone from the well’s mouth and watered the 
flock of Laban ” as the firstevidence of hisloveforRachel. Saul, 
when in trouble with the Philistines, said unto Jesse, Send me 
David thy son, which is with the sheep.” 

The fate of those who attack this industry and the flocks of 
| their country is plainly foreshadowed and prophesied in man; 
places: x 

| Davidsaid unto Saul, Thy servant kept his father’s sheep, and there came 

a lion, and a bear, and took a lamb out of the floc 

Andi went out after him, and smote him, and deliveredit out of his mouth; 
: os n against me, I caught him by his beard, and smote him 
5 hy servant slow both the Ion and the bear; and this uncircumcised Philis- 
y Goa shall be as one of them, seeing he hath defied the armies of the living 


The same fate, Mr. President, will surely be meted out to the 
{ poean Philistines of the present day in November, 1894 and 
71896. [Laughter.] 

The rewards awaiting those who are faithful in sustaining the 

industries of their country are also foretold: 

So will I seek out my sheep, and will deliver them out of all places where 
they have been scattered in the cloudy and dark day. 

And T will them out from the people, and gather them from the 
countries, and bring them to their own land, and feed them upon the 
mountains of Israel by the rivers, and in all the inhabited places of the 


country. 

v4 Wilt feed them in a good pasture, and upon the ‘h mountains of Israel 
shall their fold be; there shall 5 and in a fat pasture 
shall they feed the mountains of Israel. 

I will seek that which was lost, and bring again that which was driven 


which was sick, but I will destroy the fat and the strong; I will feed them 
with judgment. 

As a further evidence of the Divine preference it is written 
that, He shall set the sheep on His right hand, but the goats 
on the left.” [Laughter.] The proper application of this sen- 
tence to the present situation is so obvious that it need not be 
stated. [Laughter.] 

To establish the connection between the sheep industry of our 
own country and the flocks of Bible times, I quote from the en- 
cyclopedia. Of the Spanish Merino it says:“ In modern times 
it has been Mp ce to the greatest perfection in Spain, though 
its originals probably formed the flocks of the purren thou- 
sands of years ago and have been the stock of all fine-wooled 


The breed was probably brought from the East to Spain by the 


away, and will bind up that which was broken, and will 8 hen that 
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Moors, as it was known and written of there inthe time of Cæsar 
Augustus, > 

It is easy to establish our inheritance of the best of the his- 
toric flocks of Spain, which had been for centuries jealously 
fostered and protected by the Government and grandees of that 
country, and their exportation forbidden by law under penalty 
of the most severe punishment. The opportunity came as a re- 
sult of the Napoleonic wars of the Peninsula. It was fortunate 
for us that we were represented at that time at Madrid by Col. 
David Humphreys, of Connecticut, a scholar, gee patriot, sol- 
dier, and diplomat, the military aid and friend of Washington, 
and member of his family several years after the Revolution. 
And it was equally fortunate that we were represented at Lisbon 
by William Jarvis, of Vermont, of whom Jefferson spoke as pre- 
eminently among the faithful of the public servants.” 

These far-seeing and patriotic menembraced the opportunity, 
which except for the convulsions of war might never have oc- 
curred, and made large purchases, which they shipped to this 
country, and with painstaking intelligence distributed to prom- 
inent farmers from Maine to Virginia, in many cases by g t. 

I will let Consul Jarvis, as he was known in my State during 
the many years of his useful life, tell the story of these importa- 
tions by reading brief extracts of a letter dated Weathersfield, 
Vt., December 22, 1841, and addressed to Henry S. Randall, cor- 
responding secretary of the New York State Agricultural So- 
ciety, and published in the transactions of that society for that 
year. in speaking of the Merino breed of sheep, he says: 


It was known in Spain in the time of Columella, a writer on culturein 
the reign of Augustus Cæsar. But whether indigenous in that kingdom, or 
imported into it at an earlier period, is not certainly known; but the latter 
is the most probable, from their name Marino,“ which is the Spanish spell- 
ing, and which means beyond sea. The Merino sheepof Spain are of two 
3 the trashumantes or traveling sheep, and estantes or stationary 
een. 
= * * s 0 $ * 

The question may be asked, Why are they called traveling sheep? The an- 
swer is that they are driven to the fiat, level country in October, to be pas- 
tured until April, and in April they are driven into the and mountain- 
ous districts, to be pastured until October. 


> $ 8 + $ 


+ 
So did the Spaniards value this breed of sheep, that they were pro- 
hintaa by law from exportation, under ees: of E ira eh tonthe 
mines, or confinement to the galleys for life. 
+ * e * * * La 


The first that were sent to this country was in 1802, by Chancellor Living- 
ston, of New York, then minister to France, who ob ed a buck and two 
ewes from the Rambouillet fiock; and the same year the Hon. David Hum- 
parey who had been minister to S. got out 200 through Portugal, 
which were sent to Connecticut, and p. aced on his farm near New geroy 


States; and those 1 — importations remained unnoticed 


known, until the e 

quent years cut off our f woolen goods from 

and began to call the attention of reflec! men to the necessity of render- 
ing ourselves independent of fore: nations for the supply of those all-es- 
sential articies of h comfort, the esta 


factures among ourselves. 
; 3 independence it is now proposed to surrender to Eng- 
and. 


‘When the second 0 of the French armies into Spain in the winter 
of 1809 drove the Sp: Junto from Madrid to Badajos, the Junto was with- 
out money and without resources. 


= 2 $ * * + = 
No alternative was therefore left them other than to sell the four flocks 


of Merinos which had been confiscated with the other property of four 
grandees who had joined France, with license to transport them out of Spain. 


2 0 * * * * a 
chased the Negretti flock, of 
Aer he sent to England. I also 
about iy 3 and 
Wise in Spain 200 of the Escurial flock from the mayoral, 


. I shipped in 1800 
and in 1810 about 3, ing all 
which I pur ns 

ew o 1, 


and almost un- 


a A Sg the other fourth ot E 
uar ue other fourth o 
tatoos, wile I Ada mixed together. 
s * * + * 
Allthose sheep were Leonesa, trashumantes, and were of the prime flocks 
of Spain. 
* s $ + * + * 


Twenty-five years’ experiences satisfies me that the wool of the Spanish 
Merino has rather improved. About six years ago I compared my Merino 
wool with fifteen or twenty samples of the Paular flock that had been sent 
me from S when I purchased; and eight or ten judges who e ined 
the two 1 85 decided preference to that taken from the ks of my sheep. 
Mr. James Shepherd, when he carried on the factory at Northampton, and 

, Who ased my Merino wool for several years, told me that the super - 
fine broadcloths made from my wool handled softer than did those from the 
best Gan hin Spanish wool he could purchase. When the Merino has been 
bred with attention and care the wool has not deteriorated in any other 
—.— ae England, and the deterioration there has unquestionably been 

, owing to the uncommon humidity of that climate. 


From this baginning have come the wonderful results which 
have added hundreds of millions of wealth to this country, be- 
sides giving us the groas national advantages which result from 
aed independence of other countries for the supply of this great 
staple. 

ile wool-raising has ceased in my State to be as profitable 
as formerly, the breeding of a very high class of Maio sheep 
is still a very important branch of agr ultural production. 

The breeders of Vermont, and doubtless those of other States, 
annually visit and exhibit their sheep at the fairs in the wool- 
raising regions of Australia and South America and take the 
leading premiums in those countries. As a result of the supe- 
riority of their sheep they have made large sales abroad. Buy- 
ers from those countries come here every season to make their 
purchases. How much our success in breeding has done to in- 
crease the average weight of fine wool fleeces may be under- 
stood from the fact that within fifty years the average in the 
United States has increased threefold, and in Australia it has 
nearly doubled in thirty-five years. 

Thatthis result, this great addition to the wealth of the world, 
isdue to American breeders is clear from the fact thatthey were 
the first to start upon a scientific and systematic course of im- 
8 of the breed of Spanish Merino sheep, and they still 

old a long lead in this direction. 

This controlling position has been ganed only by more than 
eighty years of earnest, persistent, and able effort on the part of 
our leading sheep-breeders, a class of men who have counted 
among their number many of the most intelligent men of the 
country. 

The American Merino leads the world, and always will, unless 
we willfully and wickedly surrender the advantages which na- 
ture and Oppo aunt ay and the enterprise of our farmers have 
given us. I claim that the development and improvement of 
the Merino sheep by intelligent and scientific breeding is the 

reatest single achievement of the American farmers. It may 

true—I believe it is—that the climate and other conditions 
necessary for producing the very best Merino sheep are ex- 
tremely favorable in our Northern States. But despite our 
3 advantages, we can not hope to continue to be the lead - 
ing sheep-breeding country of the world if we cease to be also 
a wool-raising country. 

To strike down this industry is not only to bring immediate 
ruin to the wool-raisers, but to surrender a great national 
interest, and, by making the breedingof the best sheep in the 
world unprofitable, to put itout of our power for generations to 
come to recuperate and recover our present position in sheep hus- 
bandry and woolgrowing, which are of such great national im- 
portance. 


[Mr. ALDRICH addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 


Mr. POWER. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Rhode 
Island whether the trouble does not come very largely from the 
fact that cotton is largely mixed with wool in the production of 
blankets and other goods? I had occasion to make some in- 

uiry into the matter in order to ascertain why the reduction 
in the price of wool at the present time was so great, and I was 
answered that it was on account of the use of cotton goods. I 
haye a letter here from Mr. Roland P. Marks, in charge of the 
woolen department of Marshall Field & Co., which explains 
the situation fully, which I ask permission to read. The letter 
is as follows: 

CHICAGO, December 12, 1893. 


ested in my letter of last week, I give you below cer- 
as re- 


DEAR SIR: Ass 
tain information asked for, which is to be taken more as facts than 
flecting my own personal views: 

The cotton-blanket industry, it I am not mistaken, was started about 1875 
or 1876, the s being first introduced by the Eagle and Phoenix Mills, of 
Columbus, Ga., nome made only in white, 3 to 4 pounds in weight, and cost- 

e 


$1.25 or $1.50 per pate: 
ceedingly limi or the 


Since then the growth has been steady, and during the year 1993 we have 
used 10 per cent more white and colo’ all-cotton 51 ets alone than we 
used in 1830 in all kinds of all-cotton, all-wool and part-cotton white and 
colored blankets. Thatis, 10 percent more pairs blankets; but of course 
the cost is very much less per pair. 

While a cotton blanket can be made as low as 2 pounds to the r, an all- 
wool blanket can not be well made under 8} pounds to the pair in the same 
size, as wool can not be worked to the same advantage as cotton can. 

I ĉonsider that the cotton-blanket industry is in the nature of a * fad,” 
though the hard times may have had something to do with it, andit may dio 

ut when it is found they really will not take the place of all-wool g on 

ount of lack of warmth. 

In that Teapot, they are almost valueless, but it can not be denied that 
they have en the place and reduced the production of all-wool goods. 

Tt will propady result eventually in there being less all-wool and all-cot- 
ton b ets , and more cotton and wool mixed. 

—— g nappen — 7 5 made 2 an o— Ind N Nen aana —— 
year 1,900 cases in various fo: of which there Was not a y: made - 
vii to 1890; when the; were introduced ina small way d that year, 


ous 
we used bably less twenty cases, and the has n & steAdy 
one. wed tay wave taken the place of Awo Hannes, cotton and wool 
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mixed flannels, and all-cotton hard finished shirtings, the sale of which 
latter has almost disa; 

‘There has been a complete revolution in the use of wool. 

Years ago there was a very large sale in all-wool plain and twilled flannels, 
while now the business is scarcely 25 cent of what it was ten years ago. 

The first cause of that decline was found in the use of knit underwear, 
which could be manufactured cheaper and 12 a better garment than 
when woven and manufactured, but there been a change also in that 
kind of underwear, as in all kinds of flannels other than cloths and cassi- 


meres. 

While it was once thought all flannels should be all wool, it is now found 
when mixed with cotton they are much more desirable, wear longer, shrink 
less, and are quite as warm. 

Good cotton mixed with wool is much better than a low grade of all wool, 
both for service and general a rances. 

I believe this is one of the principal reasons why wool has declined. 

I shall be glad if any of the above information is of use to you. 


Very respectfully, 
ROLAND P. MARKS. 
Senator T. C. POWER, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not rise to prolong this de- 
bate, except to call attention briefly to one point which has been 
several times suggested by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], who have 
constantly put the question which has been answered in other 
ways, and I do not suppose it needs any further answer, whether 
the effect of a duty is to reduce the price of the article pro- 
tected or to enhance it. They say, If the effect of your duty 
is to . the price, how do you benefit the person whois pro- 
tected? 

Tt seems to me, Mr. President, that, in considering that prop- 
osition, we ought to take the two things together, the question 
of the comparsiiyo prices and the question of the increased 
production in the country. They can not be separated. 

Wow, suppose you take the entire woolgrowing industry of 
this country, secure to it the American market, and thereby 
double or treble or quadruple the product, it is an advantage to 
the woolgrowing community even if the price is being con- 
stantly lowered. 

Take the illustration of a single farmer. We will suppose 
that he has, as an adjunct to his farm, a small flock of sheep, 
and he raises wool ata cost of $90, which he sells at $100, thereby 
making $10. We secure him the market from a neighboring 
manufactory, and the next year he raises $200 worth instead of 
$100 worth, having his foreign competitor shut out, and supply- 
ing that neighboring mill himself; but on that $200 he makes 
$15, selling his wool at a smaller price than before, and only 
makes 7+ per cent above what it cost him, instead of 10 per cent; 
but by the doubling of his sales he has made $15 at the end of 
the year, when the year before he had only made $10. 

Mr, President, that is the law governing not only woolen 
manufacturing, but every one of these protected industries, 
about which this question, which our Democratic friends are so 
fond of putting, is put, How do you benefit an American 9 
ducer by a duty under which his price is constantly being low- 
ered?” You benefit him, at least, by doubling his product, and, 
whether you take the individual man or the whole aggregate of 
that kind of production, you benefit the consumer by reducing 
the price the consumer has to pay for the materials, and you 
benefit the manufacturer in the end by reducing the price which 
the manufacturer has to pay. 

But you benefit the producer by giving hima market which 
enables him to double his profit. So the large sale at the small 

rofit is not only more profitable to the man to whom he sells, 

t it is more profitable to the seller at the small sale than the 
large one. That seems to me a conclusive answer to the conun- 
drum which our friends are fond of putting to us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

r. HALE. On that Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington[Mr. SQUIRE]. Otherwise Ishould 
vote ‘‘nay.’ 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he 
were present I should vote yea“ and he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN, I transfer 
my pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY] and 
vote ‘‘nay.” f 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Iwill transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to the Senator from Kansas 

r. MARTIN] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (after having voted in the negative). I inquire 

if the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] has voted? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has not voted. 
Mr. TURPIE. I withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Aldrich, Frye, MeMillan, Power, 
Allison, G ger, Man lerson. Proctor, 
Carey, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Quay, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Patton, herman, 
om, Hawley, Peffer, Shoup, 
Dolph, oar, Perkins, Ste 
bo: ge, Platt, Teller, 
NAYS—S. 
Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Ransom, 
Bate, George, Linisay, Roach, 
aoe! Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blac burn, Gray, Mills, Vest, 
Blanchard, Harris, Morgan, Vilas, 
ice, Hill, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Hunton, Palmer, Walsh, 
ary: Pasco, White. 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
NOT VOTING—22. 
Butler, Dixon, McPherson, Turpie, 
Gordon. rtin, Washburn, 
Camden, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Wilson, 
Cameron, Higgins, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Irby, Pettigrew, 
Davis, Jones. Ney. Squire, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I wish to offer one further amendment and 
then I shall be done, so far as I am concerned, with this subject- 


matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert as paragraph 2774, the following: 

All wool of the oye hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like ani- 
mals, and all wool and hair on the skin, noils, yarn waste, card waste, bur 
waste, rags, and flocks, including all waste, or rags composed wholly or in 
part of wool, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have before me what is called the Walker 
tarif act, which has been the boast of the Democratic pray 
since 1846. It is the last expression of the Democratic will on 
all subjects of tariff legislation since that time. It has been 
made the subject of eulogy in this debate. The honorable Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] spoke of it as being the best 
tariff which had n framed in this country, and the model of 
other tariff acts. Now, whenI look at the tariff act of 1846 I 
find a duty levied on unmanufactured wool of 30 per cent ad 
valorem, and on ‘‘ manufactures of wool, or of which wool shall 
be the component material of chief value, not otherwise pro- 
vided for,” 30 per cent ad valorem. : 

So the idea then of the Democratic party was that the farmer 
should be dealt with precisely as the manufacturer was dealt 
with—that to the extent of his labor he should be protected in 
his industry. This was the rule and law of the Democratic party. 
From 1816, after the war of 1812, up to this hour there has always 
been a duty on wool proportionate to some extent to the duty on 
woolens; but as manufacturing increased the rates of duty on 
woolens were I think properly increased. 

What reason can be given why we should now refuse to the 
farmer the duty of, say, 20 or 30 per cent or 40 per cent on the 

roduct of his industry? The circumstances are not auspicious 

or such a movement as is pro d. It is hard upon the teenie 
at best to live. He is brought into competition with all the 
world in his production. $ 

This little duty of a few cents a pound on wool has always 
given a price which has made the product a sure resort for the 
payment of taxes. It has one been a sure reliance for almost 
every farmer in the State of Ohio and to some extent in all the 
other States. Such is the case even in Texas. I have herea 
telegram requesting me to call upon the honorable Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLsS]and have him present the unanimous declara- 
tion of alarge mass-meeting somewhere in ‘Texas against this 
free-wool clause. I suppose that is the substanceofit. I called 
upon the Senator for it at the request of this person and he said 
that he had left it at his house, but no doubt he will bring it 


here in the morning. It purports to be the proceedings of a 


large mass-meeting in Texas. 

This feeling is universal among the farmers of the country. 
I do not speak for sree purposes; I think [ have got beyond 
that; but I should like to make an appeal to the Senators of the 


United States on behalf of the farmers, laboring as they are un- 
der severe conditions, under hard lines and hard times, compet- 
ing with their Wester brethren on cheap farms and cheap land. 
The farmers of our Eastern States and the Middle States are, to 
use a common expression, very hard up, although the great mass 
of them are the best people of our country. 

I say it is unjustifiable, it is wrong, it is cruel, and it is unjust 
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in every sense of the word that you should make this discrimina- 
tion when all those who went before you now for nearly eighty 
ears have given the farmers an equal chance in the race of life 
their production. The tariff actof 1846, which you boast as 
the model and pride of your party, shows that those who levied 
these duties put an equal protection on the farmer and the 
manufacturer. No ty has dared since 1816 to leave wool off 
the tariff list, and prior to 1816 all the wool produced in this 
country was consumed here; there were neither exports nor im- 
rts of wool. Thad the book here the other day before me, 

t forgot to refer to it. 

Until 1816 our wool was always consumed in the cheap and 
homely way carried on in every house with the old-fashioned 
wheel, which was as necessary a part of the household furniture 
as the stoveinthe kitchen. Since that time manufacturing has 
become an art, and we are making as good cloths as any in the 
world. I do not object to the pronon which has been given 
by the pending bill, nor would I object to giving additional pro- 
tection to tho manufacturers of wool; but that which you gave 
to the farmer forty or fifty years agoought to be given now, and 
if you do not do it they will have sense enough to see that your 
ground is not tenable. If the old Democratic ty was Sa Sat 
forty or fifty years 7 00 it is wrong now. Every dictate of in 
est, every impulse of honesty, every sign of patriotism, demands 
that you should extend to them the same benefits that you ex- 
tend to the other branches of industry. 

This is all I desire to say on the subject. I feel earnestly 
about it, and Ih that our Democratic nds for their bene- 
fit as well as for the benefit of the people of the United States 
will not carry out what I calla bad conspiracy against the in- 
dustries of the farmers of our country. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio has al- 
luded to 3 which was sent to me from a meeting of 
woolgrowers at San Angelo, Tex. I did not understand that the 
telegram was intended to be presented to the Senate. It was 
simply addressed to me with a request that I should show the 
telegram to the Senator from Ohio and to the Representative of 
that district in Texas, Hon. Mr. PASCHAL. I paid no further 
attention to it. 

The people of Texas know very well that Iam not in favor of 
a duty on wool. They know that I have never been in favor of 
aduty on wool. These are constituents of mine, respectable 
gentlemen. They had a right of course to send the telegram to 
me, and I have a right to decline to comply with the request 
which they have made, and to continue to represent the great 
body of the Democratic ple of Texas, who are in favor of 
free wool and free everything else they can get free from taxa- 


tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I 
feel bound in courtesy to the Senator to say that I showed him 
the telegram and he told mo to present it to the Senate in the 
nature of a petition or memorial. At any rate I showed it to 
the Senator and did 

Mr. MILLS. Tho Senator showed me his telegram, but mine 
was simply addressed to me and contained no request to present 
it to the Senate. However, there was a request that I should 
show it to the Senator from Ohio. It was on my table. I do 
not know where it is now, but it was a 8 for a vote to put 
a tr on wool, that we should not have free wool, but a duty 
on wool. 

I wish to make simply one remark in reference to the state- 
ment made by the distinguished Senator from Ohio about the 
Walker tariff. If the Senator from Ohio will read alittle book 
called Does Protection Protect, written by Mr. Grosvenor, who, 
I believe, is,or was for some time, the tariff editor of the New 
York Tribune, he alludes to the very fact to which the Senator 
callsattention in the Walker tariff of 1866, that the duty on wool 
and woolen goods was the same—30 per cent—and that the result 
was almost the destruction of the woolen manufactures of the 
United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH... Mr. President 

Mr. MILLS. Hold on a moment, my friend. We imported 
very largely until 1857, when the tariff of 1857 was 8 1 
think my friend from Ohio had something to do with that act, 
and, if I remember aright, the duty on wool under 20 cents a 
pound was removed and it was made free. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have also the tariff act of 1857 here. I 
was a member of the Co which passed that act. 

Mr. MILLS. That is what I thought. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I remember aright, the schedules named 
in the tariff act of 1846 were simply reduced about 20 per cent. 

Mr. MILLS. But all wool under 20 cents a pound was put on 
the free list. My friend from Rhode Island knows that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Twenty-four. 
Mr. ALDRICH. All wool under twenty-four. 
Mr. MILLS. Twenty, I think. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Twenty-four. 
Mr. MILLS. That is much 9 but I thought it was 
twenty. Does the Senator from Island wish tò say some- 


thing 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to say a word in justice to Mr. Gros- 
venor. I think it ought to be stated that since the publication 
towhich the Senator referred he has repudiated the publication 
and its doctrine. 

Mr. MILLS. He repudiated a most masterly work on the 
subject of free trade. But neither friend from Rhode Island 
nor my friend from Ohio will agree that a tariff on such a raw 
material as wool of 30 pe cent and a tariff on manufactured 
goods of 30 per cent is the right thing to do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio, on which the Chair un- 
derstands the yeas and nays to be demanded. 

The yeas nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll, 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. With the 
consent of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], I transfer 
pair to the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT], — 
vote veg.“ 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I should vote 
“yea” if he were present. : 

„ MoLA (when his name was called), I announce for 
the day that I am paired with the junior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. DIXON]. If he were present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. J transfer 
my pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irby! and vote 
“nay. 

The roll call was concluded. 

net ERTE: Has the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia has not 
voted, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I think it would be proper he should stand 

with his general pair, the junior tor from Iowa [Mr, 

ILSON], and I will resume my with the senior Senator from 


Mary. oe GORMAN]. -~ 

Mr. P. R (after having voted in the negative}. Has the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada has not 
voted, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. PALMER. I made a temporary pair with that Senator 
and withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 34; as follows: 


YE AS—29. 
Aldrich, Dubois, McMillan, Proctor, 
Allen, Galltnger, Manderson, ay, 
Allison, le, hell, 
` Hansbrough, Pa Shoup, 
Chandler, Hawley, Peffer, 
Cullom, Hoar, Perkins, 
Davis, Kyle, Platt, 
Dolph, Lodge, Power, 
NAYS—3. 
Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Smith, 
y George, M: 8, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mills, Ves 
Blanchard, Gray, Morgan, Vilas, 
Brice, Harris, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Hill, Pasco, alsh, 
Call, Hunton, Pugh, 
U. Jarvis, Ransom, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Butler, Gordon, McPherson, tewart, 
Camden, Gorman Mitchell, Wis. Washburn, 
Cameron, Higgins, Morrill, ilgo: 
Daniel, Irby, Palmer, Wolco 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 
Frye, M Squire, 


So the amendment was rejected. i 
Mr. PEFFER. I propose an amendment. I move to insert: 


All articles of manufacture, composed wholly or in part of wool or hair of 
the camel, goat, alpaca, and other ike animals shall bs admitted fréé of 
duty. 


Mr. President, we have arrived at a point in this discussion 
when it is made > petlensly evident that raw wool, unmanu- 
factured wool of classes and varieties raised by American 


farmers is to be placed in open competition in the world’s mar- 
ket with wools raised in Australia, in South America, in Rus- 
in the colonies in the southern part of 
ons of the world. 


sia, in In in C 
Africa, and in all po 
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It has been shown during this discussion that there are some- 
where in the neighborhood of a million farmers—not simply 
men, women, and children—but a million men and women, tak- 

g them individually, owning sheep in the United States, and 

t those sheep are beipg raised and the wool from them is be- 
ing cared for as a part of the livelihood of those farmers. It 
has been shown, too, that there are about $500,000,000 worth of 
invested cafital in the business of raising sheep and producing 
wool 


Now that it is determined that these farmers and their prod- 
uct shall be placed in competition with the cheap labor of other 
countries, I ask the Democratic majority of this body to apply 
the same rule to the manufacturers of wool. I hold that the 
farmer's interests are as sacred as those of the manufacturer, 
and that if revenue is needed it can be raised with quite as much 
propriety upon unmanutactured wool as upon mauufactured 
855 Further, I hold that if it is a matter of protection, the 
interests of the farmer are as much in need of protection as the 
interests of the manufacturer. 

I have taken occasion two or three times during this discus- 
sion to call attention to the fact that as toa great many articles 
which the farmer produces he does not need any protection; he 
does not want any protection. It would be of no sort of use to 
him. For example, in the matter of wheat and in the matter of 
corn aud 5 our production is so much er than 
our co on that any amount of 3 even though it 
should amount to prohibition, would not do us any good; but 
that, whenever a case occurs where either by prohibiting theim- 
portation of an article aan paon would have the benefit of sup- 
plying the amount so prohibited, or, as in the case of wool, when 
we are not able to supply the entire demand of our own market, 
we would get the benefit of a duty levied upon foreign compet- 
ing articles. In all such cases I have insisted uniformly that if 
there is any virtue in protection to anybody there is equal vir- 
tue in it to the farmer. 

Before going any further I wish to call attention to a mat- 
ter in the most kindly spirit, but I want to do it with sufficient 
plainness so that every Senator will understand exactly what I 
mean. L charge, to begin with, that the Demoeratic majority 
is treating the farmers of the country unfairly. I charge upon 
the Democratic party in the Senate that they ara trea them- 
selves unfairly, that they are abandoning their record, that 
they are betraying the le, that they are doing those things 
they promised the e they would not do, and that — 75 are 
leaving undone things they told the people they wo do. 
These be plain words. I want them to be so, and, without in- 
tending to be offensive, I want them to go straight home to the 
hearts and consciences and brains of the Senators who are lis- 
tening to me. 

In 1884, when the Democratic banner was flung high, and the 
party met in national convention, they gave to the world these 
words: 

The Domocracy pledges i purify the Administra 
tion, to restoré ecomomy, 8 — Boe law, and og a eeg tion 
to the lowest limit consistent with due regard to the preservation of the 
faith of the nation to 1tS creditors and pensioners. Knowing full well, how- 
éver, — legislation affecting the operations of the people should be cau- 
ee sors The aa 
Sha A CE iene A atures ee Jae 

Task Senators who listen to me whether the woo wing in- 
terest is not one of the interests of the American people; whether 
it is not the seventh in magnitude of all our great industries, and 
whether the tariff ought not to be revised in a spirit of fairness 
to that industry? Senators must remember that wool has been 
protected every year since 1816. This is one of the industries 
that has grown up among the American people under the fos- 
tering care of the Government precisely the same as the manu- 
facturing of wool, and the W of cotton, and the man- 
ufacturing of iron have grown up. Thers is no difference between 
them whatever. 

In 1850 our wool clip amounted to about 2 pornas or 2} pounds 
to the sheep, while now we have increased it to an average of 
vory nearly 7 pounds, and in very many places fully 7 pounds. 
Some individual fleeces have already reached 23 and 24 pounds. 
It is a great industry, and I submit to the Democratic major- 
fin vai that, when you are removing at one stroke of the leg- 

tive pen every vestige of protection from an industry w 
has as much right to claim the protection of the National Leg- 
islature as any other industry in the country, and let the in- 
dustry drop, while you are keeping 40 per cent, 45 per cent, 
and 50 per cent ad valorem Ba a the manufactures of wool, you 
are not treating us fairly, we feel it down in our manhood 
277700 dase pot sean tate on ee 
as leg rs, how dare yous wn the farmer’ 
industry and hold up the eee eee esi 


You will arouse a spirit of indignation the farmers that 
you can ndtexplain away. There is no “child's play about this 
thing. You strike us with an open hand while we are loo! 
at you, just as a highwayman comes up in front of his victim an 
suys, Deliver tome;” but you do nos do that to the manufacturer. 
I would not be at all surprised if before this discussion ends we 
should find that the duties upon manufactured goods are raised 
by the gentlemen in charge of the pending bill. Having called 
attention of Democratic Senators to their platform in 1884, I 
come to the platform of 1888: . 


The Democratic party gt the United States, in national a as- 
sembled, renews the 0 of its ker tes to ocratic faith, ånd reaffirms 
the platform adopted by it$ representatives åt the convention of 1884— 


It is reaffirmed that you will revise the tariff in a spirit of 
fairness to all industries. But they do more than that Mr. 
President— 
ant — bap the vigws 8 pi dln eaten in — earnest 

essage as the correct interpretation of that platform u 
the question of tariff réduction. P arai 

Now, we will see what are those views. President Cleveland 
says: 

It is not proposed entirely to relieve the country of this taxation— 

Speaking of protection 

It ayn’ > extensively gaue gral as the Kong estan the nd rena la — 
come, a readjustmen tarig rests o erican 
engaged should SA carefully — as 


well as the pres- 

servationof our manufactures. It may be called protection, or by any other 

name, but relief from the hardships and of our ent tarif laws 

7 be devised with . —.— precaution aga! impe tho existence 
our manufacturing X 


* 3 + 5 kd ka s 


The standard of our laborer’s life should not be measured by that of any 
eng Pee ER YOON: SAR ERE STS ener ene EETA OE AE 


= kd * * * . . 


2 „ ind 
to the op for remunerative labor w. e i a and 
with benefit to them and all 9 popne toar of sub- 
sistence and increasing the msastre of their com: 

Mr. President, the Democratic party taught us that doctrine 
from the platform; they taught it to us the press, until 
the American people largely, and especially farmers, came 
to believe that erp Bien were in earnest about it, and that if 
they were intrusted with power they would und: e to revise 
the tariff in a spirit of fairness to all industries for the purpose 
‘of cheapening the necessaries of life, so that men could live 
cheaper and yet live just as well. But now when we come to 
this point where they stand before us they say to ugs, We will 
strike down your industry; we will take away the tective 
hand of the Government from it, and let it „While we will 
protect the industries of half a dozen men,” who have forced 
this infamous measure upon this body. 

Mr. President, I want to call the attention of those Senators 
to the condition of the sheep industry. I have these fig- 
ures by me all the time, but thought I would wait until th 
supreme momentand see whether we are to be slaughtered 
in the face of our pretended friends. I have here a statement 
made by woolen manufacturers, who are very much interested, 
of course, having large investments in the business, in which 
they show what is now the free-trade price of wool upon the 
farm and what it costs to get the wool tọ the market. They have 
sent out their agents into the Northwestand Southwest to pur- 
chase wool, and haye instructed every one of them to pay onl 
this much or less, and this much is the 5 price, expec 
ing that this bill will eventually pee per that the crop of wool 
2 they wil then have on will be purchased at a 

e price. 

I find here that one grade of Montana wool is 5 cents upon the 
farm, and 9? cents is the London price of graded Montana — 2 
delaine fleeces. It costs 5 cents to take that wool to market, 
which would leave 42 cents a pound for wool on the farm in Mon- 
tana. Coming down to , I find that Kansas wool, thé 
London price of which is 11¢ es it costs 4 cents to get to mar- 
ket. That leaves us7} cents for our splendid clip of woolin the 
State of Kansas. So it runs all along through the different 
poni of wool. California—the price of same o of wool in 

don is 8} cents, and it costs 5 cents to get t wool to the 
factory, which would leave 33 cepts to the woolgrower. 

Mr. ent, without going into the details further, I say to 
you that at one of the meetings of the Kansas Woolgrowers’ As- 

a few years ago a committee reported that it costfrom 
22 to 25 cents a pound to raise first-class wool in the State of 
Kansas. There are gentlemen here who are interested person- 
ally in the business of woolgrowing who understand the truth 
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of what I say. It costs on an average to produce a first-class 


clip of American wool from 25 to 30 cents a pound, taking the 
country over, on high-priced landsof Pennsylvania, New York, 
and Ohio, and through that section of country and going on 
west through the lower grades of land a fair average price of 
the cost of producing good wool in the United States may be 
put down at 25 cents; and yet we find here that an average of 
what our farmers would receive for their wool after the expense 
of getting it to market is deducted would not exceed 8 or 10 
cents a pound—more than 50 per cent below the actual cost 
price of producing the wool. 

That being true, none of the Senators who represent constitu- 
encies engaged in re renin tre industries will pretend to say 
that the duties which are p d by the bill to be laid upon 
manufactured gcods will interfere with the business of manu- 
facturing to the extent of reducing the value of the goods in 
the market 50 per cent below their cost. They understand very 
well that an average duty of 35 to 50 per cent on the manufac- 
tures of woolen goods is enough. It is enough to protect the 
manufacturing industries of the country, and hence they have 
not complained. 

Now, I want to know, and I have a right to know, because 
when I go home to my constituents I wish to explain it to them, 
the reason why the Democratic majority in the Senate of the 
United States have done this. and I ask the Senators to an- 
swer me and to answer me openly and before the Senate and the 
country, why it is that they are not willing to leave us some pro- 
tection upon our wool industry when they leave ample protec- 
tion upon themanufacturesof wool? That is a fair rhe ate sap and 
I ask it expecting it to be answered. There certainly is some 
Senator here who can answer the question. There must bs 
some reason for it, and I wish to know what it is. I see the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance in his seat, but probably 
it would hardly be fair to ask him to answer, for the reason that 
on account of the Senator's health he has not been able to at- 
tend the meetings of the committee nor the sessions of the Sen- 
ate as frequently as he otherwise would have done. But surely 
there is some Senator, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], 
or the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who can answer it. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Kansas wish me to answer 
in his time? 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish the Senator to answer now. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I can give in a very few words 
the reason which controls my vote and my action as a member- 
of the Finance Committee. 0 

The Senator from Kansas has been engaged, in the remarks 
he has just made, in proving to the Senate that notwithstand- 
ing the duties imposed by the McKinley act upon wool and 
woolen goods the price of raw wool has continued to fall to the 

roducer in his State and in mine and throughout the country. 
Not only is that true, but the number of sheep has decreased 
until to-day east of the Mississippi River there are about one- 
half the number of sheep there were in 1867. 

More than that, the report of the Agricultural Department 
for 1891 shows that while the number of sheep has slightly in- 
creased, taking the whole country, east and west of the Missis- 
sippi, the increase has been ca the increase of what are 
ed the mutton breed, in the vicinity of the cities, for the use 
of the markets in the way of food. Butas to the quantity of 
wool and as to the number of wool sheep, there has been a de- 
crease notwithstanding the high duties, and there has also been 
a falling in prices. 

Now, it has beensaid here that the wool-producer will receive 
twice as much if there be a duty put upon wool, because there 
will be a larger quantity of wool 7 ohh byhim. These duties 
were imposed in 1890, and yet the quantity of wool did not in- 
crease, and the market for wool went down upon the producer of 
wool. Still the Senator stands here and demands that the duty 
shall be retained or made greater. ; 

Experience demonstrate’ that it does not benefit his people 
nor mine who raise the wool, nor hasit benefited really the body 

f the woolen manufactures. We have the highest testimony 
m experts in woolen manufacture to the effect that this coun- 
try can not produce the wools which are necessary to enable us 
to compete in the manufacture of woolen cloths with foreign 
1 We are bound to have foreign wool, and if we 
increase the quantity of foreign wool brought in to this 
country, we will increase the demand for domestic wool, which 
is necessarily to be mixed with it in order to produce the cloths 
that would give to us any portion of the markets of this country 
or of the world. 

I do not believe that taxing wool has been a success. I donot 

believe it has hel the wool-producers of the United States. 


1 have the statistics here showing that in Missouri the number 
~ 5 has steadily decreased. I have here the exact figures. 
e 


tate of Missouri in 1868 there were 1,377,547 sheep; in 


1892, there were 916,623. In Ohio there was a loss from 1868 to 
1892 of 2,262,039. In Michigan there was a loss from 1868 to 
1892 of 1,594,412. In Pennsylvania the loss was 2,330,525; in 
New York, 3,575,425, and in Illinois, 1,888,339. Now, does the 
Senator from Kansas mean to tell me that if duties upon raw 
wool made the raising of wool profitable our people would not 
have found it out? 

I went to Missouri when I was a boy, in 1852, and I remember 
that in Central Missouri there were men with from 7,000 to 10,- 
000 sheep upon their farms. They deliberately abandoned the 
raising of wool because it was not profitable, and turned their 
land to other culture and to other interests. Are our people so 
stupid that they are not able to realize their own interest? Why 
is it, if the duties in the McKinley act operated in favor of the 
woolgrowers, that the price of wool has continued to fall? The 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] tells us it is because 
of the great production throughout the world. But the price 
has gone down in this country to a larger degree than it has 
abroad, and if a high tariff would prevent such a result why has 
it not done so? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The tables which I have put in the RECORD 
to-day will show exactly the opposite result. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. ithout going intoan examination 
of those tables, which we shall see to-morrow, I assert this prop- 
osition, which no tablès can controvert, thatthe price of wool 
has gone down in the face of these high duties since 1890 when 
Iheard in this Chamber that if this duty were put on wool there 
would be an increased price to the woolgrowers. That has not 
been true. Hundreds of men, who voted for Mr, Harrison be- 
lieving vuey would receive more for their wool, were disap- 
ponies until in my State to-day it is a standing jest with the 

mocrats who remained true to the party that many of their 
neighbors who voted for Harrison can not now look a sheep in 
the face. [Laughter.] 

I have here the statement of Mr. Whitman, of the Woolen 
Manufacturers’ Association, to the effect that it is impossible to 
produce in this country all the varieties of wool which are nec- 
essary to the manufacture of cloth. Now, are we to be told that 
we must continue this system, which so far has not inured to the 
benefit of the woolgrowers? Does the Senator from Kansas in- 
tend to go on in the same road that we have been pursuing for 
years? Does he think that the result in the future will be dif- 
ferent from that which his obtained in the past? What right 
has he to assume that to put back the McKinley duties or any 
portion of them will inure to the benefit of the woolgrower as to 
the price he will receive for his product? 

In the McKinley act we have enormous duties e to 
over 225 and 230 per cent, in favor of the manufacturer. Phe 
argument has been made, and but for the consumption of time 
I could read here statements to that effect from all the authori- 
ties of the Republican ty, including Mr. McKinley himself, 
that the specific duties in the McKinley act were put there to 
compensate the manufacturers for what they were compelled to 
pay for foreign wool, and that those specific duties were put 
there for the benefit of the woolgrowers. Now, what do we 
propose to do? We propose to remove those specific duties and 

ive to the manufacturers what Mr. McKinley said he gave them 

n effect, and that is,free wool. But the moment we undertake 
to meet the argument and the demand of the Republican party 
in 1890 we are told that will not do; (we want to retain the 
specific duties.” In other words, they admit that those duties 
were not for the benefit of the woolgrower as they said in 1890,- 
2 went into the pockets of the woolen manufacturers them- 
selves. 

The Senator asks me why I favor free wool. I favor it in the 
interest of the wool producers of this country and the consumers 
and users of woolen cloths. I favor it to get rid of 230 and 240 
per cent upon one of the prime necessaries of life. I favor it be- 
cause we have tried the system now crystallized upon the statute 
books in the shape of the McKinley act, and we have found that 
every promise made to the people of the United States has proven 
to be false. Let usin the name of the people try something else. 

Let us give to the wool producers of the United States the 
chance to test what I absolutely believe to be true, that when 
foreign wools which we can nof produce come here and can be 
caer ty our manufacturers in being mixed with the domestic 
wools, there will be a production of woolen cloths never before 
known in this country. There will be a demand for the domes- 
tic article which we have never known and the result will be, as 
it always is, that increased demand will increase the price, and 
the people in Kansas and Missouri and the other States of the 
Union in which wool is 3 will reap the result. 

This, Mr. President, is inferior to the other great considera- 
tion. Woolen clothes will bə cheaper. These enormous duties 
will not be recouped off the people of the United States, either 
by the importers or by the domestic manufacturers. We will 
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not be compelled to pay as much in the shape of duties as we 
fey Bor for the cloths themselves. Does the Senator from 

sas want this result, or does he want to put a duty upon raw 
wool, and then force us to pùt up the duties on manufactured 
products, which would be the inevitable and logical result? 

If you put a duty upon raw wool you must increase the duty 
upon the manufactured cloths, because the manufacturer has 
the right to say to us, ‘‘You have increased the price of m 
raw material aud you must compensate me for that legislation.” 

Mr. HOAR. hat if you do not? 

Mr. VEST. If you do not, then of course gaunt famine will 
stalk in the streets of all the manufacturing towns and cities, 
and there will be desolation in the land. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me for 
a second? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes; for one second. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to pul upon record as against the 
statementof the Senator from Missouri the statement that every 

romise made by any of the ad vocates of the act of 1890 as to the 
neficial effects of that act upon the wool-producing ipa ond in 
the United States, or the woolen manufactures of the United 
States, or as to the reduced price of clothing to the people of 
the United States, has been verified a thousand times over by 
the actual results. It is true—— 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Just a second. It is true there was aslight 
decline in the price of wool in the United States for the fifteen 
or twenty months subsequent to the passage of that act, but 
while there was a decline of about 6 per cent in the United 
States there was a decline in London during the same period of 
nearly 30 per cent, showing that our tariff had saved the pepe 
of the United States from the disastrous competition which 
came from reduced prices. 

It is further true that after the election in November, 1892, 
there was a ruinous fall in the prices of wool which has con- 
tinued to the present moment, growing outof the threats (which 
the people of the country believed would be kept) of the de- 
struction of the wool-producing interests of the country. 

Mr. VEST. In other words, the fear of a Democratic victory 
within one year after Harrison was elected caused a fallin the 
pie of wool. Who believes that statement? I want to say 
this—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. No; one year after Cleveland was elected. 
Mr. VEST. One year after Harrison was elected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not talking about that. I have made 
no such statement. 

Mr. VEST. It is exactly the same statement. In 1890 the 
voters of the country were told, Elect Mr. Harrison and the 
price of wool will go up.” He was elected, and the price of 
wool went down, and it shows that the Republican victory, with 
the prospects of the increased duties by tariff legislation, did 
not have the result which the Republicans are claiming to-day, 
and which they claimed then. é 

But, Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island, when he talks about the falling in the prices of woolen 
goods, what has been the fall abroad? How is it the importers 


are able to pay these enormous duties that you put upon cloth in 
the McKinley act and yet take a large portion of this market? 
Does anybody believe they give their goods away? Does any- 
body believe they bring these goods here inthe spirit of philan- 
thropy and love of the American consumer? ho pays those 
duties? Why isit that to-day we are taxed to the amount of 
these enormous duties and these goods are brought in here for 
consumption, and yet we are told that goods have fallen in this 
country since the Sa ee of the McKinleyact? How much have 
they fallen abroad? How much more do we pay than the for- 
eign consumer by reason of thattariffact? Thatis the only ques- 
tion. 
However, I merely wish to ask in corroboration of my asser- 
tion—I shall not take time to read it or have it read—that the 
statement of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers 
in regard to the object of the compensatory duties in the Mc- 
Kinley act,and also the statement of Mr. Whitman, ex-presi- 
dent of the National Woolen Manufacturing Association, in re- 
gard to the absolute necessity for the importation of foreign 
wools to enable the American manufacturer to compete with his 
foreign rival, be inserted in the RECORD. 
The National Association of Wool Manufacturers in a communication ad- 
dressed to the Secretary of the Treasury in October, 1885, gave the following 
explanation of the woo bebe a 
The wool manufacturer is to be placed in the same position as If he had 
wool and other raw material free of duty; and then to receive substan- 

y the same measure of protection accorded to other industries. The 
Method by which this problem is solved is — the imposition upon woolen 
cloths and other manufactures of wool of such specific duties as will be suffi- 


t to reimburse the manufacturer for the amount of duty and other ma- 
5 into such manufactures, and the amount paid on account of 
uty. 


XXVI— 398 


The protection to the manufacturer is provided by an ad valorem duty; 
being, with slight exceptions, fixed in the old and existing tariff as 35 
cent—these two classes of duty, the specific and ad valorem, constitu 
that system of compound duties which is held to be the only one that can be 
effectually defensive of the woolen manufacturer, or is consistent with pro- 
tection to wool. 

A . 
dimculties is to be 
will be abundantly supplied under due protection. 
neither our own country nor any other in the world does or can 
advantage, wools of all kinds and grades. Experience under h protec- 
tion of wool in this country for over thirty years has demonstrated that our 
domestic woolgrowers find it to their advantage to produce only the staple 
wools for the ordinary Tenge of woolen fabrics; and as these 
fabrics willalways be in demand, they build up their flocks, a work of time, 
for the production only of the fleeces which will be profitable for a lo 
series ofyears. This system, gripe be providing admirable raw ma 

for common s, is incompatible with the variety required for the diversi- 
fled and highly advanced manufacture which shoulda be our aim. The Ameri- 
can manufacturer to compete with the fabrics of other nations in the end- 
less variety demanded by our times, must have the power of selecting a 
rtion of hisraw material from all the world’s sourcesof supply. Thesud- 
en and exceptional demand for more or new raw material must be supplied 
by importations.” 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I do not ouvert to be called 
away from the basic point of my question by a discussion of what 
effect duties or the absence of duties have upon prices. What 
I want to know is why it isthat when you take these duties away 
from unmanufactured wool you do not also remove the duties 
from the manufactures of wool. That is the question, and the 
Senator has given me no answertoit. What he has answered is 
upon his own responsibility as a Senator, and does not assume 
to answer for the party. 
Mr. POWER. Wi the Senator from Kansas allow me? 
Mr. PEFFER. I should rather not yield until I get through 
with this thought. It isa pretty big thought and it will take 
me some little time to deliver it. 
Mr. POWER, I wish to give the Senator some information 
as to prices. 
Mr. PEFFER. The Senator will have an opportunity when 
Iget through. The prices of wool have fallen; the prices of 
manufactured wools have fallen. I have shown to the Senate 
and to the Senator that by reason of the expectation of the pas- 
sage of the pending bill the wool buyers are now purchasing 
wool and making contracts upon the free-trade basis, which is 
some 4or 5 cents below the price of raw wool on the farms. 
That being true, I say to you that the removal of these duties 
destroys the wool industry to that extent. 
The same argument that the Senator from Missouri addresses 
to me and to the Senate, that protective duties are destroying 
the wool industry, will apply to the woolen-manufacturing in- 
dustry. The argument that is good for John is good for Peter; 
the argument that is good for Paul is good for Silas; the argu- 
ment that is good for the farmer is good for the manufacturer. 
What I wish to know the Senator has not answered. He insists 
that the prices of wool have been falling. I concede that. We 
all know that. 
The prices of wool have been falling,and without reference to 
what has been the cause of it, if it be true, as the Senator from 
Missouri says, that it is because of the high duties upon wool, 
then in the name of all that is fair and honest remove duties 
from woolen manufactures. You will have my hearty consent. 
I am not objecting to the wool schedule. That is passed. I 
offered two or three amendments. I presented such arguments as 
I was able, to show that we were entitled to a reasonable protec- 
tion if anybody is, and I do not ask it unless the others are en- 
titled toit. The farmers are perfectly willing to abandon the 
whole system of protection, as I have told you before a dozen 
times in this Chamber. 
The farmers and woolgrowers of Kansas and Missouri and 
every other State in the Union, so far as I know, are perfectl 
willing to abandon duties upon everything that they raise 
you will only abandon duties upon the articles you manufac- 
ture. Now, I ask you is that not fair? It is an answer to that 
uestion that I want. Why do you do this thing? Here are 
the disciples of Jefferson and of Jackson, who have promised 
us time and time again that they are going torevise these duties 
in a spirit of fairness to all industries, and yet you cut off all the 
1 8 upon wool and leave it upon the manufactures of 
wool, 
Mr. VEST. I endeavored to the best of my ability to state 
this fact 
Mr.PEFFER. I understood the Senator very well, but I did 
not understand him to answer my question. 
Mr. VEST. I am not responsible for the Senator’s conclusion 
that I did not answer. I tried to answer him. 
Mr. PEFFER. Then the Senator says, and he says truly, that 
if duties are levied upon wool there must be compensatory du- 
ties levied upon manufactures, provided of course that there 
any necessity for levying duties upon either. Now, if you 
say to the woolgrowers that we do not need any protection, then 


rtations of tool. It may be said that aremedy for thess 
‘ound in the exclusive use of the domestic wools, which 
To this we reply bg 
uce, 


. 
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wo say to the manufacturers, you need no protection; and we 
put it upon the simple proposi on of common fairness between 
men, common fairness between industriesin which men are en- 
ged. If you remove our duties, we will remove yours. That 
just what my amendment means, and I submit it to the Sen- 


ate. 

All I ask is that when you come toa vote that the Senate do 
me the kindness and the courtesy to give me a yea-and-nay vote, 
so that those who wish to place themselves upon record as be 
fair and candid men can do so and the record can go down. 
do not care to detain the Senate any longer. Ihave tried to put 
the proposition plainly and forcibly in order that Senators may 
understand that I am perfectly candid aboutit. I want duties 
taken off all manufactured wools if they are taken off unmanu- 
factured wool. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, we have the verbal assurance 
of the Senator from Missouri that free wool would not be an in- 
jury to the sheepgrower, but nothing to prove they are the facts. 

have written to Boston commission men in the last few days 
to know what they advanced on shipments of wool from Mon- 
tana commencing in 1887. Jeremiah Williams & Co. say: 

In reply to yours of the 11th will say that we buy several million pounds 
of Montana every year, and our prices have been as follows: 

In 1887, 20 cents to 22 cents, 

In 1888, 15 cents to 17 cents. 

In 1889, 20 cents to 22 cents. 

In 1890, 18 cents to 20 cents. 

In 1891, 19 cents to 20 cents. 

In 1802. 17 cents to Id cents. 

In 1893, 10 cents to 11 cents. 

After the election of Mr. Cleveland 5 

Ten cents to 11 cents. 

In 18%, under free wool, we can not pay over 6 to7 cents. 

What does thismean? These are facts. This is not asimple 
assertion. The farmers know this. One-third at least of the 
citizens of my State have come from the State of the Senator 
from Missouri, and they all realize that these are facts, not ver- 
bal assertions. 

You notice that in 1888 prices were 15 to 17 cents. That was the year free 
wool was being agitated and the Mills bill was before the House, if we re- 
peggy rightly, and we bought Montana at 17 cents that we paid 22 cents 

or > 

Here isa letter from Fenno Bros. & Childs, also of Boston, 
dated June 14, 1894: 

Your esteemed favor of the llth is at hand and we note contents with 
interest. In the year 1888-89 we handled about one and one-third million 
pounds of Montana; in the year 1889-80 about the same amount; in 1800-91 
about one and three-fourths million; in 1891-92 about two milion; in 1892-93 
about two and one-fourth million; and in 1893-94 a little less than two mil- 
lion. What we shall handle this year is of course problematical. 

In 1888 we advanced 15 cents to 16 cents; in 1889, 16 cents to 17 cents; in 
1890 about 16 cents; in 1891, 15 cents to 15} cents; in 1892, 14 cents to 15 cents. 

An advance is when the woolgrower has his wool ready to 
ship, and landed at the railroad. Then the commission man ad- 
vances him the amount named and takes the bill-of-lading wool 
consigned to him. 

In 1893— 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator 

Mr. POWER. In a minute; when I finish this letter. 
Brothers & Childs say: 


In 1893, with the possibility of free wool in view, 7} cents, and this year, 
when we are apparently nearer than ever the solution of the wool-tarif? 
biem and on account of the passage by the House of the Wilson bill por 
wool on the free list, 5 cents to 6 cents. Should wool be put on the free 
list we should feel that even these advances were dangerous. 

You will thus see how fearful a blow the threat of free trade has struck at 
the interests of the Montana woolgrower. On account of its evil influence 
the price of scouring fine medium Montana wool, which isthe average grade, 
has declined since 1891 in the neighborhood of 50 — cent. This ought to be 
a sufficient commentary, even to the most doubting among our legislators, 
upon what the agriculturist or woolgrower be forced to suffer in caseof 
free wool. As you and we very well know, no one can stny raise fine 
sheep in thiscountry with wool at its present price, and that Industry will 
assuredly be killed out in case we have free wool. 


Fenno 


ata very low figure, and the delay in the settlement of the tariff question, 
which has existed up to this date, has resulted in the makers of these tops 
being obliged to now turn them into money at fearfully low prices. 

We have heard of fine tops being sold as low as 35 cents per pound in the 
European markets. Of course these will be manufactured into yarns which 
can be offered also at ruinously low prices, and then the s which are 
made up from these yarns will probably be ship to this country no mat- 
ter what legislation occurs upon the tarif; all this has been brought 
about by 8 owing to the well-known proclivities of the party 
in power, r in the breasts of the Europeans of free wool free tops, 
or at most a very slightduty upon them. 


We very sincerely hope that you will be successful in stimulating the Sen- 
ate to agree toa duty on wool. We feel positively sure that the interests of 
the fine-woolgrowing industry in this country depend upon it. 

And we remain, very truly, yours, 


FENNO BROS. & CHILDS. 
BOSTON, MASS., Juns 14, 1904. 


Mr. VEST. What has been the fall in the price of wheat and 
horaes? 


Mr. POWER. In regard to the fall in the price of wheat we 
agree perfectly. We understand the cause, 

Mr. VEST. Iask what the fall in the price has been? 

Mr. POWER. We passed on that last September. Weunder- 
eles that perfectly and we agree entirely. We killed the Sher- 
man law—— 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is talking about the silver question 
now. Does he mean to say that has not affected everything that 
is for sale. I want to ask him if he does not think that has af- 
fected woolens. 

Mr. POWER. Isay to the Senator that the price of wool in 
the market has declined, but you can not deny that if you give 
the woolgrower 5 cents protection the wool will be worth that 
much more. Lou can not deny that proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Then when the duty was put up in the McKin- 
ley act the price ought to have gone up instead of going down. 

Mr. POWER. It did go up as compared with European Lon- 
don prices. : 
eee VEST. It did not go up; it fell all over the United 

8. 

Mr. POWER. Here are the prices that I have read to you. 
Now wool is worth 6 and 7 cents use of your free-trade bill. 

Mr. VEST. Wheat was then worth $1.25 and $1.30 a bushel 
and now it is worth 35 cents at the country depots in the West. 
The fall has been much greater in wheat; and a distinguished 
citizen of the Senator's State told me not long ago that he shipped 
one hundred and fifty horses from his horse ranch to Tin is 
and the proceeds of the sale in Illinois did not pay the freight 
from Montana there. - 

Mr. POWER. The Senator has asked why the price of horses 
has declined. I will tel! him, One reason is because of tho 
electric roads. The general decline in business is, of course, 
another reason. The price of horses everywhere has declined 
on account of the use of electricity. Every man, woman, and 
child in the country knows that to be the situation. 

R 182 VEST. And wheat, too, I presume, on account of elec- 
ricity. 

Mr. POWER. We agree on wheat exactly. The decline in 
silver is the reason of the decline in wheat. But wheat is ex- 
ported, while wool sufficient to satisfy our demands has to be im- 

rted, and that is the reason why the farmer should have a 

uty upon wool. I believe the Senator understands the situa- 
tion. 

Mr. DOPLH. Mr. President, Ido not know that I understand 
exactly the position of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 
If I do ho has been contending that the tariff upon wool wi 
not increase the price, and that the effect of the McKinley law had 
been to decrease the price of wool. But whenever the Senator 
from Missouri talks about the tariff he talks about a tax, and he 
claims that the duty levied at the custom-house isa tax upon the 
consumer and adds just that much to the cost of the article to 
the consumer. If that is true in regard to anything it is true in 
regard to wool. It seems to me the Senator is rather inconsis- 
tent. He had better stop talking about a tax, and if the duty 
levied at the custom-houso does not increase the price of wool 
then he had better levy duties so as to get some revenue, as it 
will do no one any harm. 

The truth is, as I said yesterday, the price of wool is fixed in 
the London market by the world’s supply and demand, and th. 
price of American wool since the McKinley act and before and 
ever since and until to-day has been the London price, with the 
duties collected at the custom-house added. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to make an op: 
peal to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 3 to press h 
proposition to put manufactured woolens on the free list. He 
certainly does not wish to put himself in the attitude of destroy- 
ing the industry of manufacturing wool in the United States 
3 5 effort to put a duty upon wool has received a tempo- 
rary check. 

The Senator can not fail to have noticed how near he came to 
carrying his amendment monge duty upon wool. It was lost 
by only two majority; and the Senator from Kansas, instead of 
proceeding to become an iconoclast and seeking to destroy, ought 
to persevere in an effort to get a majority for previous amend- 
ment. I suggest to the Senator that he endeavor to get his Pop- 
ulist party to continue to act unitedly, and they may get one 
more vote. The Populist party in the Senate has wobbled a 
good deal during the present session. It has not shown eres | 
of action; it has not shown that osition to harmony an 

ted action that a little party of three men ought to show. 

t to-day the Senator from Kansas got them 5 three 
of them, they voted together, and they came within two of car- 
rying a duty upon wool. 

Now, I suggest to the Senator from Kansas, considering what 
I know of his perseverance, and that of the Populist Senator 


. 
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from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and the Populist Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], t they three, if they unite, are 

ood enough for one more vote. That will make a tie,and then 
f am sure the devotionof the Vice-President to the sheep of this 
country would induce him to give the casting vote, and then the 
Senator will have accomplished all he desires. It can not be 
that those three Senators can not capture the Senator's colleague, 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN], in favor of a duty 
upon wool. Iam sure that if the junior Senator from Kansas is 
appealed to he will give a vote as the other Populists want him 
to vote. 

The junior Senator from Kansas was elected by a Legislature 
that had but three Democrats init. There were Republicans, 
and there was a Populist majority, but there were almost no 
Democrats there; and he represents on this floor the Populists 
of Kansas and not the Democratsof Kansas. Iam sure, if he 
were approached in the right way by this united Populist party, 
he would vote for a duty on wool. ere are two or three other 
Senators upon the opposite side of the Chamber who I am quite 
sure are shaky on the subject, and who do not like to be put in 
the position of voting to make 3 else dutiable, more 
or less dutiable, adequately or inadequately dutiable, and plac- 
ing wool, the universal product of the farm, on the free list. 

I say tothe Senator from Nebraska, and to the Senator from 
South Dakota, and to the Senator from Kansas, go to work and 

roselyte a little between now and the next two or three days, 
3 of trying to break down the manufacturers of wool in 
this country, and either by an accession of votes on thatside, or 
by the vote of the Vice-President, we shall have the flocks of 
this country saved from destruction. If the Senator from Ne- 
braska will put half as much energy into goring one more vote 
to protect the sheep of this country as he is putting into the ef- 
fort of his lifetime to find out the mysteries of the sugar trust, 
we shall have the sheep of this country protected before to- 
morrow night. 

Mr. President, I can not think of any better idea on which to 
adjourn than that the now reunited i Sega party in the Senate, 
after praying over the subject all night, are to go to work to- 
morrow morning, and try to get at least one vote on the other 
side of the Chamber which has some sympathy and some regard 
for the sheep industry of the United States. 

Mr. POWER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Me COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will withdraw that 
motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator to withdraw the motion 
which he has just made. The Senator from Missouri, the chair- 
man of the Committee on oy Ree ered desires very much to 
have a deficiency bill considered, it being important that it 
should be considered promptly. After that a short executive 
session is necessary this evening. I therefore suggest to the 
Senator from Montana that he withdraw his motion. 

Mr. POWER. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] that he ask for the consideration of the deficiency 
appropriation bill at this time. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS FOR PUBLIC PRINTING, ETC. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam directed by the Committee on Ap- 
eeropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7458) making 
eed SP reer to supply a deficiency in the N for 
public printing and bading for the fiscal year 1894, and for other 
purposes, to report it without amendment. It makes appropri- 
ation for the Printing Office and the payment of some salaries 
there, and for a deficiency in the Treasury 3 
Mr. CHANDLER. Lask the Senator from Missouri whetber 
the consideration of that bill will not displace the tariff bill? 
If so, I ask that unanimous consent be given that, after the ap- 
propriation bill is disposed of, we may go on with the considera- 
tion of the tariff bill. 
Mr. HARRIS. I will not trouble the Senator to ask unani- 
mous consent. I think I can get the floor, and may possibly 
have votes enough to take up the tarif bill it it should be dis. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I shall vote with the Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam glad that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think we ought to proceed as rapidly 
as possible with the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the appropriation bill which I have just reported. 

Mr. HOAR. e deficiency bill justreported been printed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been printed as by the House 
= 5 ane ere are no amendments reported to it. 

is a very short a a e and a half, with practieall 
oniy Mirob Henia 10. if er . es 

r. HOAR. Why should we not go on with it to-morrow? 


Mr. COCKRELL. Simply because this is the day whenalarge 
number of employés in the Printing Office ought to be paid, and 
there is no appropriation from which they can be paid. 

Mr. HO hat is a good reason. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7458) making PPro” 
priation to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for public 
printing and binding for the fiscal year 1894, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. HARRIS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tonen in the chair). The 
Senate resumes consideration of the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Saturday, June 16, 1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


— — . —— —ͤ̃ —„—t-—— 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 15, 1894. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

J. George Wright, of South Dakota, to be agent for the In- 
dians of Rosebud Agency, in South Dakota, his term of office 
having expired. 

POST MASTERS. 

Frederick B. Clark, to be postmaster at Moodus, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of Charles 
H. Emily, whose commission expired May 7, 1894. 

Frederick E. Jacobs, to be postmaster at North Haven, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
Edward L. Goodyear, deceased. 

David C. Lee, to ba 8 at Kissimmee, in the county of 
Osceola and State of Florida, in the place of Willard L. Van 
Duzor, whose commission expired May 7, 1894. 

James D. Casey, to be tmaster at Ligonier, in the county 
of Noble and State of Indiana, in the placeof John H. Hoffman, 
whose commission will expire June 14, 1894. 

Henderson S, Martin, to be postmasterat Marion, in the county 
of 3 and State of Kansas, in the place of John Lynch, de- 
ceased. 

Thomas R. Phelps, to be postmaster at Harrodsburg, in the 
county of Mercer and State of Kentucky, in the ei of Ovie 
Smedley, whose commission expired March 24, 1804. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Ordnance department. 

First Lieut. Sidney E. Stuart, to be captain June 12, 1894. 

First Lieut. J. Walker Benét, to be captain June 12, 1894. 

First Lieut. William W. Gibson, to be captain June 12, 1894. 

- CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 15, 1894. 
CHIEF OF BUREAU OF INDEXES AND ARCHIVES. 

Pendleton King, of North Carolina, to be chief of the Burean 

of Indexes and Archives in the Department of State. 
ASSISTANT UNITED STATES TREASURER. 

Campbell P. Berry, of California, to be assistant treasurer of 

the United States at San Francisco, Cal. 
ASSAYER. 

Eugene B. Braden, of Montana, to be assayer of the United 

States assay office at Helena, Mont. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Howard H. Baker, to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York. 

William F. Hutton, to be postmaster at Holstein, in the county 
of Ida and State of Iowa. 

Z. B. Dunlap, to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Iowa. 

Matthew J. McEniry, to be postmaster at Moline, in the county 
of Rock Island and State of Ilinois. 

George W. Mathews. to be postmaster at Armour, in the 
| county of Douglas and State of South Dakota. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, June 15, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. RUTER W. 
SPRINGER. 
The eat of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. 
ash COLVILLE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of de- 
ficiency in the appropriation for opening a part of the Colville 
Reservation in Washington, submitted by the Secretary of the 
Interior; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House copies of the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the cases of the following-named 
penons against the United States; which were severally re- 

erred to the Committee on War Claims: George Black, de- 
ceased; H. A. Butler, and N. H. Knight, deceased. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. 

SECTION 3331, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 6054) to 
amend section 3331 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

RESTRICTIONS ON SALE OF LEAF TOBACCO. 

Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R.6993) to re- 
move certain restrictions on the sale of leaf tobacco; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
me 9 7 5 and, with tho accompanying report, ordered to be 
pr 5 


RIGHT OF WAY, EASTERN NEBRASKA AND GULF RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 
(S. 1995) granting to the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway 
Company right of way through the Omaha and Winnebago In- 
dian Reservation, in the Stateof Nebraska; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHICAGO, ILL, 

Mr. SWEET, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 
(H. R. 1 providing for the erection of a public building at 
Chicago, III.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole, 
and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC PRINTING OFFICE, 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with the resolution 
of the House, I am directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
inge and Grounds to report a bill locating the Public Printing 
Office. 

The bill (H. R. 7459) to authorize the erection of a Government 
Printing Office in the city of Washington, D. C., was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE, EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 


Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation an act (S. 1390) provid- 
8 additional circuit judge in the eighth judicial circuit, and 
obtained leave to file the report thereon later in the day. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Rules, and ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The report was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the House 
Shall resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of House bill 6913. That, beginning on 

e 51, line 14, the bill shall be read througb, and 1 such 
ts of order made against any provision in the bill shall be decided by the 
debate on each not to exceed ten minutes. That at the conclusion of 
the further consideration of the bill shall be resumed by the 


Committee of the Whole under the five- ute am. ents shall 
be in order to 1 fe thereof. That at the hour of 3:30 p. m. this day, the 
bill as am the commi pending amendments, shall be 


. to 7 — — —. a = r L r shall then be mg 5 
ding and the Anal passage and no interven- 
ing motion shall be in order until the bill is fully posed of. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. On that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. MCRAE. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon the 
adoption of that rule at this time unless modified so as to respect 
the agreement heretofore made. 

The general debate on the second section of this bill was ex- 
precy reserved until it was reached and a fixed time allowed for 

ebateupon it. It is an important matter, in which the people of 
my State are interested; and Idesire an oportunity to discuss and 
amend that portion of the bill. I was recognized by the Chair- 
man and the Committee of the Whole House gave me unanimous 
consent that this should be done when that part of the bill is 
reached. I think it would be unfair and unjust to insist now 
upon the adoption of such a rule as this before we reach that 
paragraph and before those who desire to amend it are allowed 
the opportunity which the Committee of the Whole House has 
already agreed to accord tothem. We have not been responsible 
for the delay upon the bill. 

Se HOLMAN, It was agreed by the Committee of the 
ole—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] whether it is his purpose now to allow 
debate on the resolution, or to insist on his motion for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have asked the previous question—— 

Mr. BURROWS. That of course is not debatable. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But I presume this discussion is not to 
be considered in the nature of debate. A 

Mr. BURROWS. If this debate is to preclude the opportu- 
nity for debate after the ordering of the previous question, I 
want that fact understood, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is not my purpose. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to understand this matter from the 
Chair. I ask the parliamentary inquiry whether, if the previous 
question should now be ordered on this resolution, debate al- 
ready had would be considered as such debate under the rule as 
would preclude debate after the ordering of the previous ques- 
tion? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The present discussion is not in the 
nature of debate. The gentleman from Arkansas has simply 
been permitted by the House to make a statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise toa question of order 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
has 8 risen to a question of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What transpired in the Committee of the 
Whole will, of course—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend one moment. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] has raised an in- 

uiry which is very proper. The rules of the House provide 
that where there has been debate on a proposition preceding 
the ordering the previous question there shall be no debate 
after the previous question is ordered, but where there has been 
no debate preceding the ordering the previous question, then 
there shall be thirty minutes’ debate after it is ordered. 

The gentleman from New York inquires whether the debate 
which has already taken place on this resolution would be con- 
sidered by the Chairas such debate, in the contemplation of the 
rule, as would preclude the thirty minutes’ debate after the or- 
dering of the previousquestion. The Chair is inclined to think 
that any debate preceding the ordering the previous question 
cuts off debate after it is ordered; but he would suggest to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] that the matter can 
be easily wranged by yielding before the ordering of the pre- 
vious question fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I had asked the previous question. I 
did not yield the floor. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
McRAE] was making a personal statement—— 

The SPEAKER. But that is in the nature of debate. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If that isto be regarded as in the nature 
of debate, then I shall permit this debate to run on for thirty 
minutes, meanwhile retaining the floor and the control of the 
resolution, and then ask the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Ohig 

ield? 

y Mr. BURROWS. With due deference to the sugges don of 
the Chair, it seems to mo the statements which have been 
made ought not to be regarded as debate on this proposition, 
because the motion for the previous question is not debatable, 
and therefore this debate was not in order; so that anything 
which may have been said 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] to withhold the demand ior the previous 
question. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withhold it, and yield fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR- 
ROWS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentar 
inquiry. I desire to know whether this order, if adopted, will 
cut off amendments which were proposed to be offered to a par- 
agraph beginning on page 48. This resolution provides that we 
shall begin at pags 51 to read and consider the bill under the 
five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. Page 48 is passed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. [rise to a question of order. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am making a parliamentary inquiry. 
Yesterday evening a paragraph was carried over upon a point 
of order; it was withheld until this morning; and all amend- 
ments which were proposed to be offered tothat paragraph were 
promised this morning a standing by the Chair. I proposed to 
offer an amendment to a paragraph A page 51; and the 
Chair informed me that that would be in order this morning 
when that paragraph, on page 48, was taken up. Now, will this 
e adopted have the effect of cutting off the oppor- 
tunity to offer such an amendment? 

TheSPEAKER. II this order is adopted, only those portions 
of the bill 1 page 51 can be considered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parlia- 


monay SER 
Mr. MCRAE. This matter was passed over in committee with 
the distinct understanding that I have stated. 

The SPEAKER. TheChairhas no knowledge of passing over 
anything in committee. It is not customary forthe committee, 
and the Chair, of course, has no information as to the matter. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, I desire to submit a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. On the day before yesterday an amend- 
ment was offered by myself which has not been passed upon. 
The Chairman of the committee reserved the point of order on 
it, and I have had no opportunity to present my side of that con- 
tention. My question is as to whether or not I will have per- 
mission under this rule, if it be adopted, to recur to that amend- 
ment and have it considered? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not go back to page 
51 if this rule is adopted. 

The gentamen from Michigan is recognized. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I think it ought to be de- 
lored on both sides of this Chamber that the Committee on 
ules should feel constrained to bring in an order like the one 

just reported. We are considering a very important bill em- 
racing 138 pages. Only 51 pages of the bill have been read in 

committee and considered up to this time. 

There has been nothing, so far as I have observed, in the con- 
sideration of this bill towarrant theorder now proposed. There 
has been no filibustering; the amendments proposed, as a rule, 
have been substantial amendments, and have been presented in 

ood faith, debated, and voted upon. The difficulty with the 
mmittee of the Whole is a difficulty inherent in the rules 
themselves. Had a provision been adopted to limit a quorum 
of the Committee of the Whole to one hundred, much of the 
time spent in committee would have been saved during the con- 
sideration of this bill. : 

A considerable time has been taken up in roll calls to secure 
the presence of a quorum, which by the rules, in Committee of 
the Whole, is the same as a quorum of the House. If we hada 
rule such as the Fifty-first Congress adopted, making a quorum 
of the Committee of the Whole one hundred, as it 1 have 
been, no difficulty would have been experienced and the busi- 
ness of the House could have been much more rapidly advanced. 

This order proposes to take the bill from the Committee of 
the Whole and put it upon its passage, with the previous ques- 
tion ordered upon it, at half past 3 o'clock this afternoon. The 
only thing the committee can do under the order is to make 
points of order against the various provisions of the bill as they 
are read. Then debate can proceed upon points of order for.ten 
minutes, after which the point must be decided. 

I want to call attention to another provision: 


At the conclusion of such reading further consideration of the bill be re- 
sumed by the Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule, and 
amendments shall be in order to any part of the bill. 


Now, by that provision this House, or the committee, will be 
precluded from making any amendment but one, because it is 
provided that it shall be in order to offer an amendment to 
an. portion of the bill to be considered under the five-minute 
rule. 

One amendment might take the entire time of the committee 
until 3:30 o’clock this afternoon, preventing any further amend- 


ment, and preventing any member of the committee from offer- 
ing but the one amendment named. Had the rule read “and 
may offer an amendment to any other portion of the bill on which 
there shall be debate pro and con for five minutes,” it would have 
given liberty to any member of the committee to offer such 
amendments as he thought proper. But if you adopt this rule 
in its present form, you bind yourself hand and foot, put it in 
the power of any member to take up the entire time by the dis- 
cussion upon a single amendment, as I have already suggested. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire 
any time? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the gentleman from Indiana does not 
wish to occupy the floor now, I want to suggest merely this to 
my friend from Ohio incharge of thisresolution—that there are, 
I fear, some matters embodied in the bill which will not have 
sufficient time, under the arrangement proposed by the resolu- 
tion, for their proper consideration, and I will call attention to 
one ot them, which refers to a question of settlement between the 
State of Tennessee and the United States. There are bonds of 
my State, as the gentleman is aware, held by the Government 
of the United States in trust forcertain Indian tribes. We have 
had a complicated sort of claim with the Government pending 
for many years, but have not been able to secure asettlement. 

There has been an effort made on the part of those of us rep- 
resenting the State to have a clause included concerning this b 
means of which the matter could be properly adjusted, I 
hoped that when we reached that portion of the bill we could 
frame a satisfactory clause to be incorporated and a conclusion 
arrived at by which this complicated l between the Gov- 
ernment and the State could be settled. I hope too little time 
for this will not be allowed. 

I wanted merely to make this statement in view of the resolu- 
5 pending, so that it might be placed properly before the 

0 


use. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just a minute in regard to the bond matter. 
These bonds do not belong to the United States and never have. 
Indian funds were invested in these bonds, and the Government 
holds them in trust, just as it would have held the mouey that 
was invested in them. 

The Committee of the Whole agreed, by unanimous consent, 
that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] should have 
half an hour, and thatthe geatleman from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] 
should have half an hour upon that question. The provision is 
subject to a point of order, I think, but the object was that the 
subject should be brought before the attention of Congress for 
the first time in thirty years, so that the facts should be under- 
stood, and I hope no action will be taken which will deprive 
these gentlemen of the opportunity of delivering their addresses. 

Mr. COX. What arrangement as to time is made in regard 
to the bonds of the State of Tennessee? This gives all the tim 
to the gentleman from Arkansas. : 

Mr. LYNCH. Half an hour upon each side. 

Mr. COX. It is not the same matter at all. 

Mr. LYNCH. It the bond provision is not stricken out on a 
point of order, I have no doubt that unanimous consent will be 
given to the gentlemen to engage in debate. 

Mr. COX. There are half a dozen States involved. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Cox] want any time? 

Mr. COX. No; not on the rule. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I believe in cloture, and I am al- 
ways in favor of the most speedy action that can possibly be had 
upon any measure after a reasonable time has been given for dis- 
cussion; but I do not believe that it is just at this time by a 
special rule to take this bill from the committee before the im- 
portant parts of it have been reached and thereby defeat my re- 
served right to speak. The parts which have been reached deal 
with salaries and matters that must of course be passed, but 
the remainder of the bill is full of legislation, new legislation, 
important legislation, and legislation which, if it is enacted as 
5 committee have proposed it, will outrage the public land 

ws. 

There is legislation embodied in this bill which can not be de- 
fended upon sound principle. I have amendments prepared to 
perfect it in every respect. I had a solemn agreement with the 
committee to discuss the matter that my State was particularly 
interested in. I am anxious and ready todo it. The Chairman 
recognized me. I had the consent of the committee to pass it 
until the paragraph was reached, and I think it is very unjust 
treatment now to have the Committee on Rules undertake to 
take this measure out of the hands of the committee without 


6358 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 15, 


providing for thé time that has been agreed on by the commit- 
tee. [Applause. 

Mr. OUTHW. There is no feeling on the part of the 
Committee on Rules. It is a mere matter of business. 

Mr. MCRAE. I know there is no feeling with you, but there 
is feeling with me, because this isa matter to which I have de- 
voted a part of my eight 8 of service here, and I feel deepl 
upon it, and I want this Congress and the people to understan 
tho matter. The State of Arkansas has been charged with being 
adefaulter. We resent it, and stand here to show that she is 

to pay every dollar that she justly and equitably owes. 
She has invited the United States to a settlement upon honor- 
able and equitable terms, and when this, the best chance that 
we will perhaps have, is taken away in this manner, L say and 1 
repeat it, that it can not be justified, and I can not but feel that 
s House, as it now understands the facts, will vote down this 
order and give me the time that I am entitled to under the 
agreement. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr.McRAE. Yes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is this matter in the latter part of the 
bill, or has it been over? 

Mr. McRAE. It has not been reached. The agreement was 
that when it was reached weshould be heard upon it, and rather 
than discuss the matter in general debate before it wasreached, 
an express agreement was made that I should be allowed to be 
h when the 8 was reached; because I desired that 
this House should understand what we propose and what the 
eee a ee Congress to do, by an act of its 

slature. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The Committee on Rules has no disposi- 
tion, and the gentleman should know it, to cut out any agree- 
ment that has been made, or to cut-out any State or section of 
the country from a fair consideration of measures of such im- 
portance as those that he represents his to be. But the gentle- 
man must have observed that this bill has dragged its slow 
length along under the most exasperating tactics. 

Mr. Ma Ladmit all that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And that there has been gross abuse, a 
violent abuse of the prerogatives of members of this House b 
the tactics which have been pursued. We have had roll 
after roll call about nothing, and points of no quorum made 
about the most trivial sort of matters. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is all true; but it does not appl. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Wehave had discussions w 
have shamed school boys. 

Mr. MCRAE. But it does not apply to those of us who are 
interested in this matter in the slightest, because we have con- 
2 no unnecessary time and should not suffer for the acts of 
others. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not mean to intimate that the gen- 
tleman has; but the Committee on Rules is 
the time necessary for the consideration of these impor tant 
se ties How much time was it that the gentleman was to have 


Mr. MCRAE. I think it was thirty minutes. 

Mr. SWANSON. And the State of Virginia is also involved. 

Mr. COX. I want to make a statement with reference to 
these bonds in which Tennessee is involved. 

Mr. OUTHW. AITE., What does the gentleman from Tennes- 
see say? ; 

Mr. COX. Iwant to make a statement to you. There isa 

roposition that has been introduced here and which has passed 
the Senate in behalf of the State of Tennessee, which has in- 
vited the Government to asettlement of accounts in which these 
bonds are involved; and under the proposition contained in this 


to me. 
would 


pill they are to put up the bonds and sell them. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE, But is not that proposition subject to a 
point of order? 


Mr. COX. Iclearly think so. Now, I say to you, so that the 
House will understand, that there is a proposition coming from 
the State, which has passed the Senate and is in this House, to 
settle this question. Now, then, the Government proposes to 
take a part of the bonds that the Government insists is in- 
ine hea in the settlement, put them up to the highest bidder, and 
se m. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. As one member of the Committee on 
Rules I wish to say that I apprehended no danger on that, be- 
cause I was under the impression that it would go out on the 
point of order, but I may be mistaken. 

Mr. COX. if not, we want to get at it on the merits, 
5 AITE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 

m 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say 
nection with this rule, that there is a proposition which will be 
reached in the bill for the saleof bonds of the State of Virginia 


in con- 


A vie to extend- 


owned by the United States. It is proposed to sell these bonds 
that the United States hold as trustees for the Indians. For 
the past sixty years the State of Vir has been endeavoring 
to get the United States to settle accounts between them, 
but she has failed to do so. Yesterday the whole day was taken 
Ep in the consideration of an amendment to raise a salary from 

„500 to $3,000. Yet here a rule is introduced that cuts off the 
consideration of the question of a settlement between the United 
States and the State of Virginia, and other States, Virginia has 
been endeavoring to secure for sixty years, and a State, too, 
which has been the most generous State to this Union of all the 
States in the Union, and yet we are to be cut off and can not get 
= 1 to present our claims to have that account set- 

Now, I say that it is not fair to those States which stand here 
by the proposition in this bill as being in the attitude of default- 
ers. This is the only 1 we have had to discuss the 
matter, and there are precisely the same kind of claims presented 
by. other States as are claimed by the State of Virginia. I say 
it is not fair or just to cut off this opportunity for a discussion 
and settlement of those claims. Ishall not vote for this rule 
unless ample time is given. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Having heard these statements, it ap- 
pears there would be some justice in extending this time, and 
permitting these matters which have been passed over, or upon 
which an agreement has been made for time to be kept so far as 
possible; and therefore I suggest as a modification of the rule, 
that debate shall close.at 5.o’clock this evening instead of 3:30. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let me suggest to my friend that that does 
not obviate the difficulty in the case; and you could not obviate 
it by contin debate until 5 o’clock. 

r. OUTHWAITE. I think the ements already made 
could be carried out in an hourand a half. 

Mr. BURROWS. You can not carry them out. 


sible. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. But if the rule is so modified as to per- 
mit it, why can not we carry it out? 

Mr. BU WS. That cuts off every other amendment. The 
sone time could be consumed in the consideration of one amend- 
ment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does not cut out anything. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Ohio that he withdraw his order and modify it as he would like 
to and ak it in later. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I suggest the modification of the rule 
which I have designated, that debate continue until 5 o'clock, 
the vote to begin to-morrow immediately after the reading of 
the Journal; the bill to be reported from the committee to the 
House to-morrow, after the reading of the Journal, the hour 
and a half additional time to be devoted tothe consideration of 
those matters on which gentlemensay an agreement has already 
beon made. 

Mr. HARTMAN, I wish to ask the gentleman a question. I 
have an amendment for an appropriation to main a school 
which was.established in my State last year,and which has now 
231 pupils, an appropriation which is recommended by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and is omitted from this bill. May I have an opportunity to 
offer that amendment? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The opportunity to offer that amend- 
ment is not cut off by this rule. The gentleman will certainly 
have an opportunity. 

Mr. BURROWS. But I want to say to my friend that he will 
not have an opportunity to offer his amendment under this rule, 
because any amendment that is offered may be debated until 5 
o'clock. If the rule had provided that upon any single amend- 
ment there should be.only five or ten minutes’ debate, then all 
these amendments might be reached; but the difficulty is that 
one amendment may take up the whole time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Notat all. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I can not read the English language. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The rule provides thut we are to proceed 
under the five-minute rule, and if is to be expected that under 
the five-minute rule the Chairman will see that debate does not 
extend egone the proper limit. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the gentleman mean to say that un- 
der the five-minute rule one amendment can not be debated 
more than five minutes? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ifthe rule is strictly construed. The 
practice has been very liberal I know, but under the rule you 
ean s debate at any time. 

Mr. BURROWS. You can, if you can get a quorum, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, if there is to be filibustering on 
that line, we shall only have to let those who do the filibuster- 

suffer it. 
. DOOLITTLE. I want to ask the gentleman from Ohio 


It is impos- 
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whether this rule will cut off votes upon amendments that have 
been already offered but have not been voted upon, or the pres- 
entation of {points of order that have been raised and reserved 
regarding such amendments? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It will not cut off the vote upon any of 
the amendments that have been offered. They are pending 
amendments, and are provided for in the rule. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. And it also gives a sufficient time for the 
presentation of questions arising on points of order? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Only ten minutes, which is more than 
sufficient for some of them. Now,I have asked gentlemen who 
are interested in the bill whether the modification of the order 
that I propose, extending the time until 5 o'clock, will be sat- 
isfactory. 

Mr. MCRAE. Does that preserve the agreements? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Using that hour and a half for the pur- 
pose of preserving any agreements that may have been made. 


Mr. UYNCH. If the bond question does not go out on a point 
of order, there will be no necessity for extend the time on 
that 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I would like, with the con- 
sent of my colleague on the committee [Mr. OUTHWAIrTE], to 
ask unanimous consent that this bill be proceeded with in the 
usual way, and that the bill and any amendments that may be 
pending at 3 o'clock to-morrow be:voted upon at that time. I 
do not see how there can be any objection to that. t 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. iy not let this report be with- 
drawn, trusting that the admonition which this committee has 
had that there is a disposition to bring in a rule will bring real 
consideration of the bill, if there has not been such up to this 
time. Let us devote to-day and to-morrow to the bill, and if the 
consideration of it is not carried on in good faith it will then, I 
submit, be time enough to bring in a new rule. This is an ex- 
traordinary bill; time is required for its 1 consideration, 
and I do not believe there has been any filibustering up to this 


time. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Mississippi [Mr. CATCH- 
INGS] asks unanimous consent that this bill be proceeded with 
in the usual way, that to-morrow at 3 o'clock it be reported back 
to the House, and that the vote be then taken. 

Mr. SICKLES. Say Monday. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi? 

Objection was made. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of 
the report from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I will amend the rule by 
striking out ‘*3 o’clock and 30 minutes to-day” and inserting 
‘3:30 p. m. to-morrow; ” with the modification that the agree- 
ments heretofore made by the House and the committee shall 
be first acted upon. That gives an opportunity for carrying out 
all agreements that have been made. I demand the previous 
question upon that proposition. 

Mr, PAYNE. Do not you propose to yield any time to this 
side? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw the demand for the previous 
question until the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] 
shall have exhausted his 15 minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, when the House surrendered its 
powers to the Committee on Rules we were told that there was 
no surrender, that the whole matter was left in control of the 
House, and that whenever a rule was brought in that the ma- 
jority did not agree to, the House could vote it down, and thus 
take its business into its own hands. Ihave been waiting fora 

ear to see enough manhood manifested on the part of the mem- 
Tars of this House to take the business of the House into their 
own hands in opposition to the Committeeon Rules. Timeand 
time again we have seen rules brought in here that cut off de- 
bate and cut off amendment, and bill after bill has gone from this 
House to the Senate not expressing the will or the mind of the 
House, simply because the Committce on Rules had interposed 
its power and compelled the House to submit to this dictation. 
Now the House has an opportunity to show the manhood of its 
individualmembers. The modification proposed in this rule 
does not help it at all. 

Why, do gentlemen realize that the whole time from now till 
half past 3-o’clock to-morrow can under this proposed rule be 
consumed on points of order? Points of order can be raised on 
every paragraph; and with the usual number of members pres- 
ent an appeal can be taken on every paragraph of the sixty, yes, 
ee odd pages of the bili yet to be read. Are you to be hood- 
winked by any such proposition as that? 


Some ot the gentlemen whom I see here this morning are very 


much interested about the proposed removal of the Indian ware- 
house from New York to Chicago. I do not care anything about 
it myself. My constituents are not interested. Only for the 
general good of the Government am I interested at all. But 
are you gentlemen interested, and will you sit supinely by and 
not join in voting down this gag rule brought in here—the last 
and the worst of outrages, both grand and gouty, attempted by 
the rulers of this House—the czars of this House—the Commit- 
teg on Rules? Yet, I suppose you will walk up and take your 
icine. The members who are interested in this bill, among 
them the gentleman from Arkansas, so much interested that his 
life work in Congress seems to be hanging in the balance upon 
this bill, will, I suppose, walk up and take their medicine. 
When we call the roll and have the yeas and nays, | want to 
see how many men there are on that side of the House ho do not 
belong absolutely to the Committee on Rules, who will not sur- 
render their convictions, who will notgurrender their judgment, 
who will not surrender their patriotism to the sup exi- 
gency that compels the Committee on Rules to bring in this res- 
olution when the House has not in front of it any business that 
will occupy: more than one or two weeks. Why, the Committee 
on Rules will be in here before a great while, asking the House 
to save itself from bad legislation because it has nothing else to 


0. 
Here the hammer fell,] 
r. BURROWS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON |; 

Mr. CANNON of ois. Mr. Speaker, this bill has taken 
much time in the Committee of the Whole; but it is a-wonder- 
fully important bill, and has in it more of change, more of im- 
portant appropriations and proposed legislation than any Indian 
appropriation -bill of which I have knowledge in twenty 
years. Its consideration has not taken undue time; and we have 
just reached. one important measure, and are about to reach still 
other important measures in the bill, which ought to be con- 
sidered and settled in justice and righteousness after full debate 
and amendment by the people's representatives in Committee of 
the Whole. This.rule cuts up such consideration by the root. 
Under this rule, if adopted, whether the time allowed for con- 
sideration be one day or two days, makesnodifference; the right 
of consideration in the great Committee of the Whole House is 
practically destroyed. 

What are we on now? The consideration of the Indian school 
appropriations have just been entered upon. Do gentlemen 

hink that by adopting this rule they can avoid the responsi- 
bility of properly making those a ie ogee by abridging de- 
bate and cutting off amendment: e ought to consult, we 
ought to debate, we ought to amend, we ought to understand 
what appropriations should be made and how made; not in preju- 
dice, but in the very right, as sensible men throughout the 
United States, American citizens. of all churches and of no 
church would agree to. Itis practicable to do this by entering 
upon the policy of vigorously expending Government money in 
Government schools and allowing all persons the largest liberty 
in education at private or church schools at their.own expense. 
But you propose by this rule to place it out of the power of the 
minority; ay, more, if you adopt the rule, it will be placed out 
of.the power of the majority to have honest debate and a fair 
vote upon these questions, Let gentlemen understand what 
they are doing when they adopt this rule. 

One word further. There is no necessity for this haste. The 
Senate has not touched an appropriation b We are far ahead 
of the Senate. This House has not begun to take the time on 
appropriauon bills that was ooonpiad in.the corresponding ses- 
sion of the Fifty-first Congress. Ihave here a statement made 
by the clerk of the Committee on Appropriations, a correct and 
painstaking man, In the first session of the Fifty-first Congress 
we took sixty days in this House in the discussion and amend- 
ment of appropriation bills in the Committee of the Whole. 
Now, we have the time. Let us votedown this rule in the in- 
terest of fair play and sound legislation. 

In conelusion, I again say if gentlemen adopt this rule they 
can not hereafter say that under the rules of the House they 
had no chance to discuss or amend, because you are now to 
male tho rule that puts it out of the power of the majority to 
either amend or eonsider important legislation or 8 
tions proposed in this bill or to be proposed touching the 
e of the bill. 5 

I yield back to the gentleman from Michigan the remainder 
of my five minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS (addressing Mr. OUTHWAITE). Have you 


any time? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE.. I would like to have the gentleman 


an use the rest of his time. 
Mr. BU. WS. Let monn, a aaa ei be read. 
Twould like to hear the mod tion. 
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The Clerk read as follows the resolution as modified: 


Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the House 
shall resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of House bill 6913. That beginning on 

e 51, line 14, the bill shall be read through, and 2 such 8 all 
ts of order made against any provision in the bill shall be decided by 
© Chair, debate on each not to exceed ten minutes. At the conclusion of 
such reading the further consideration of the bill be resumed by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole under the five-minute rule, and amendments shall be 
in order to any part thereof. That on Saturday, after the call of commit- 
tees for reports, the committee shall resume the consideration thereof; and 
at the hour of 3:30 p. m. on that day the bill as amended in the committee, 
with all pending amendments, be reported to the House; and that the 
oer question shall then be ordered on pending amendments and the 
1 to its final e and no intervening motion shall be in order until 
the bill is fully of. This order not to interfere with any agreements 
as to debate that have heretofore been made; but the same shall be carried 
out within the time herein mentioned. 


Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, the only modification 
proposed by the gentleman from Ohio to this rule is the exten- 
sion of the time until to-morrow afternoon at half past3 o'clock, 
and also to permit the agreements made in Committee of the 
Whole for debate upon certain propositions to be carried out. 
How many there are of those propositions I do not know. But 
the modification does not meet the objection which I made to 
this order in the beginning. 

While the order specifies that poiar of order may be made 
oe any portion of this bill and limits debate upon such a point 
of order to ten minutes, it does not limit debate upon amend- 
ments; and any gentleman getting the floor and pe ing an 
amendment this áfternoon can, under the practice mmittee 
of the Whole, consume the entire afternoon on that amendment; 
for he can move to strike out the last word, he can withdraw 
that amendment, somebody else can renew it; and thus debate 
can go on under the practice, and the whole time may be con- 
sumed. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] says that this 
resolution preserves pending amendments. But that clause re- 
lates entirely to the reporting of the bill back to the House. It 
provides that pending amendments shall be considered when 
the bill is reported to the House. But that provision does not 
refer to consideration in Committee of the ole. I hope the 
resolution will be voted down, 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, it would probably be a 
very difficult thing for anyoneon this side of the House to frame 
a rule or a resolution which would be entirely satisfactory to 
the last three gentlemen who addressed the House on this sub- 
ject. The first presents to this side of the House the question 
of patriotism, and asserts that bills have heen d by the 
House, under orders from the Committee on Rules, which did 
not meet the approbation even of the gentlemen on the majority 
side of the House. That assertion is one the correctness of 
which I challenge. 

No bill has ever passed this House driven through the House 
by a report from the Committee on Rules, as they were in the 

ty-first Congress, when the gentleman from Michigan and 
his colleagues on that side of the House saw no occasion to pro- 
test against it. He appeals to the manhood and the patriotism 
of the House, and presents himself as one by whom members on 
this side of the House shall 7 1 their patriotism and man- 
hood in disposing of legislative questions. Thegentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] also takes up the subject, and in discuss- 
ing it points out to the Democratic majority on this side of the 
House, as he usually does, with craft and cunning, the danger 
they are in; that they will not be able to control this bill, and 
that they will not be able, even ina majority, to do what they 
believe to be right and which their consciences approve con- 
cerning it, if they bind themselves, as he says they will be bound, 
by thisrule. Such appeals, Mr. Speaker, are not worthy the 
consideration of gentlemen on this side of the Chamber. 

This rule as now modified provides for keeping all of the 

reements which have been heretofore made in Committee of 
the Whole, as to those important questions on which gentlemen 
have proposed, or propose, to address the committee. It pro- 
vides ample time, as I said in my remarks a few moments ago, 
for the discussion of the important features of the bill. The 
conduct which we have witnessed from some individual mem- 
bers of the House in the consideration of the bill was not of a 
character to reflect honor or credit on the American House of 
Representatives. 

ntlemen point out dangers which donot exist except in their 
imagination, dangers which do notlurk inthis order. There is 
no probability even that the proposition concerning the removal 
of the Indian warehouse from New York to Chicago will not have 
full and ample consideration, or that any gentleman who is in- 
terested in that matter shall not have a sufficient opportunity 
present his views in the time here fixed. There is no probabil- 


ity that the proposition concerning the schools will be deprived 
of proper consideration. 

rontlemen familiar with the bill know that most of the re- 
mainder of it consists of treaties, and that page after page is 
filled up with the names of Indians, maces to the treaties, which 
are unnecessary even to read, and which can take up no time, 
at all events, in disposing of. 

The rule proposes, and all it proposes is, that the bill shall be 
read through and points of order to portions of it disposed of, 
and then a fair opportunity offered for amendments, which may 
be proposed by any member of the committee. If gentlemen see 
proper to raise points of order against paragraphs of the bill as 
they are reached, they are permitted to do so under the rule, 
Sag debate on such pointsof order is limited to a reasonable 

me. 

Under the terms of this rule, when a parliamentary question 
is under consideration and when an appeal will be submitted, if 
it shall be submitted to the Chair, we will not see, as we saw on 
yesterday, a gentleman from Iowa insisting upon reading a peti- 
tion to the Congress of the United States and a list of names 
which occupied nearly a column of the RECORD, which was to 
have been read from the Clerk's desk at his request as a part of 
the a amonati discussion on that point of order. This rule 
permits a discussion for ten minutes on a point of order; and if 
gentlemen can not make it clear in ten minutes’ time as to what 
the point of order is and the reasons for or against it, then, with- 
out wasting any more time of the committee, it will be decided 
by the chairman of the committee without difficulty. 

I ask the previous question on the rule as amended. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BURROWS) there were—ayes 128, noes 63. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the resolution 
N on a division (demanded by Mr. BURROWS), ayes 131, 
noes 6. 

Mr. BURROWS. No quorum, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE and Mr. BURROWS as tellers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 176, nays 76, 
answered“ present” 3, not voting 97; as follows: 


YEAS—176. 
Abbott, Covert, Txirt, Ott, 
Alexander, Izlar, ce, 
Allen, ain, Jones, Reilly, 
Arnold, Crawford, em, Richards, Ohio 
Bailey, Cummings, Kiefer, Richardson, Mich. 
Baker, Kans. Davey, Kyle, Richardson, Tenn, 
lawin, avis, e, Ritchie, 
B e pi Robbins, 
Bartlett, De Forest, Latimer, Russell, Ga. 
wig, Denson Lawson, yan, 
Bell, Colo. Dinsmore, Layton, Sayers, 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, Lester, hell, 
Berry, Dunphy, Livingston, Sibley, 
Black, Ga. eye anon, Sickles, 
Black, III. anpe, al adãox, Somers, 
Branch, Enloe, Maguire, Sperry, 
Breckinridge, Ark.Erdman, Mallory, Vad pi 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fielder, Martin, Ind S 
Brotz, Fithian, McAleer, Stevens, 
Brickner, Forman, McCreary, Ky. Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Funston, McCulloch, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, Fyan, MeDannold, Strait, 
Bryan, Geary, McDearmon, Straus, 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, McEttrick, Swanson, 
Bynum, Goldzier, eGann, Talbert, S. C. 
Cabaniss, Gorman, McKal lbott, 
Campbell, Grady, MecKeighan, Tarsney, 
Cannon, Cal Graham, Mou Tate. 
Capehart, Griffin, N 1 Taylor, Ind 
Caruth, Haines, McRae, Terry, 
ate Hall, Minn. Meredith, Tracey, 
Causey, Hammond, Money, Turner, Ga. 
Clancy, are, Montgomery, Turner, Va. 
Clark, Mo. Harris, Morgan, Turpin, 
Clarke, Ala. Hatch, Ne ler, 
Cobb, Ala. Hayes, Oates, arner, 
Cobb, Mo, Heard, Ogden, Washington, 
Cockrell, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. Weadoc 
Coffeen, ines, uthwaite, Wheeler, Ala. 
Conn, Holman, age, Wil 5 
Coombs, Hooker, Miss. Patterson, Williams, Miss, 
Cooper, Fla. Hudson, Pearson, Wise, 
Cooper, Ind. Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. Wolverton, 
Cornish, Hutcheson, Pendleton, W. Va. Woodard. 
NAYS—76, 
Adams, Ky. Brosius, Dalzell, Grow, 
Adams, Pa. Bundy, Dolliver, Hager, 
ich, Burrows. Doolittle, Harmer, 
Baker, N. H. Cannon, II. Draper, Hartman, 
Bartholdt, hilds, Ellis, Oregon Haugen, 
Bingham, 8 Fletcher, 8 
Blair, Cooper, Funk, opkins, Pa. 
Cal. Curtis, K gene” Hull.” 
ans, i 
ick, Curtis, N. Y. Grout, Johnson, Ind. 
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Johnson, N. Dak. McDowell, Ray, Stone, C. W. 
Lacey, Murray, Reed. Stone, W. A. 
Linton, Northway, Robinson, Pa, Storer, 
Loud, Payne. Russell, Conn. Strong, 
Loudenslager, Pence, Settle, Sweet, 

cas, Perkins, Shaw, Tawney, 
Mahon, Pickler, Sherman, Thomas, 
Marsh, Post, Smith, Waugh, 
Marvin, N. Y. Quigg, Stephenson, Woomer. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—3. 
Everett, McCleary, Minn. Wilson, Wash. 8 
NOT VOTING—97. 

Aitken, English, N. J. Lockwood, Scranton, 
Alderson, apea, Magner, Simpson, 
Apsley, Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, Sipe. 
Avery, Gillett, Mass, McCall, Snodgrass, 
Babcock, Goodnight, McLaurin, Sorg, 
Barnes, Gresham, Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn. 
Belden, Grosvenor, Mercer, cker, 
Beitzhoover, Hainer, Meyer, Updegraf, 
Bland, Hall, Mo. Milliken, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Boatner, Harter, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Boutelle. Heiner, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Bower, N. C. Henderson, Ill. Moses. Walker, 
Burnes, Henderson, Iowa Mutchler, Wanger, 
Cadmus, Hendrix, Newlands, Wells, 
Caminetti, RED O'Neill, Mo. Wever, 
Chickering, Hicks, Paschal, Wheeler, II. 
Cockran, Hitt, Paynter, hite, 
Cooper, Tex. Hooker, N.Y. Phillips, Whiting, 
Culberson, Hopkins, III. Powers, Wilson, Ohio 
Daniels, Randall, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dingley, Johnson, Ohio Rayner, Wright, 
Dockery, ore, 8 Wright, Pa. 
Dunn, bs, Robertson, La. 
Durborow, Lefever, Rusk, 
Ellis, Ky. Lisle, Schermerhorn, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I wish to obtain leave of absence 
for the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. He received 
a telegram that his wife was very sick, and so he has suddenly 
left the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] will be given indefinite leave of ab- 
sence, on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. SORG with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. MOSES with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. HITT. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. DOCKERY with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr: Lock woop with Mr. AITKEN. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr, HOPKINS of Illi- 
nois. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas with Mr. AVERY. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

For this day: 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. WANGER. 

Mr. SIPE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. MEYER with Mr. Hunick. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. WELLS with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. My pair with the gen- 
tleman from Illinois[Mr. HOPKINS] was read, but I voted in or- 
der to make a quorum, that right being reserved. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed towas laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, by unani- 
mons consent, leave was given to withdraw from the files of the 


` 


House without leaving copies the papers in the case of Andrew 
S. Bloom, Fifty-second Congress, there being no adverse report 
thereon. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa 
matter of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be inorder. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] states that he rises to a 
question of personal privilege. 

[The foregoing is given as understood by the reporter. For 
incidental correction, see proceedings immediately following 
the conclusion of Mr. RICHARDSON’s statement, | 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, for nearly 
ten years I have been a member of this House, and during that 
period I have never felt called upon to make a statement of mat- 
ters personal to myself.. 

On yesterday an evening paper of this city, the News, contained 
in its local columns an article on the subject of the overhead 
trolley for street railroads in this city, in which reference was 
made to myself. The same paper also contained an editorial 
i to the same matter, and I now ask to have this 
editorial read at the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the matter referred 
to by the gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A JOB IN THE HOUSE. 


the incarceration of its presses and paste-pots by anindignant 
Those statements — 2 


Philadelphia syndicate, and four days later favorably reported the syndi- 
cate’s Belt Line Railway bill to the House. This may be a perfectly legiti- 
mate manner of doing business on the 3 member ot Congress. 
That is for the House to decide. The News es no charges; its state- 
ments simply tell the whole story, and quote from the records, which a 
House investigating committee can examine. 

There is no malice in these statements of the News, only a desire to 
tect the interests of Washington, for which it hopes it will not be sent to 
jail. The statements show how the city israped yearafter year; how official 
power is prostituted by men from far-off States, who have no love for the 
city, in the bar; and sale of its franchises and the trading on its pub- 
lic interests. No wonder Mr. WALKER said that on District day reputable 
members told him to Kopana from the Honse; that they never went; that 
it was a day of jobbery. e statements in the Richardson trolley road story 
of to-day throws a powerful light on the processes to which District legisla- 
tion is subjected. 

We have made no charges. The statements about Mr. RICHARDSON arp 
sufficiently serious, however, it seems to us, to rob the Senate ofa monopoly 
of holding an investigation, and to show the House that it, too, better in- 
vestigate the whole District Committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it will be 
seen that the editor states that there is no malice in the state- 
ments which are published, and further he says: We have 
made no charges.” The reflection on me in these articles is in 
part direct and in part by innuendo, 

I recognize, Mr. Speaker, that as a public man all my official 
acts are entitled to be subjected to the severest scrutiny. I do 
not shrink from any investigation of them. On the contrary, I 
invite it. The newspapers have nearly always been as fair and 
just tome as I deserved asa public man, perhaps more so. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that under the circumstances I shoud 
make a plain statement of the facts of my connection with the 
sale of real estate which is referred to in these articles, and I 
will proceed to make that statement somewhat in detail, in or- 
der that I may be set properly before the House and the coun- 
try, and I shall rely upon this statement as an answer to all the 
charges directly and indirectly made. 

The facts are, that on May 26, 1891—not in October, 1892, as 
stated in the article—in connection with a gentleman from Mur- 
freesboro, Tenn., Mr. C. H. Byrn, who is my son-in-law, I began 
purchasing from Mr. Gilbert Moyers, an attorney at law of this 
city, not a real estate dealer, part interests in said square 1030 
in this city. His deed to us for the interests purchased then 
bears date May 26, 1891, and was duly recorded June 5, 1891. 
This was before I was ever on the District Committee or ever 
expected to have a place on it. 3 

was put upon the committee in the following December, when 
the Fifty-second Congress was organized, being placed there by 
the present occupant of the chair, without solicitation upon my 
part or knowledge that I was going to be placed upon that com- 
mittee until the committees were announced at the Clerk’s desk. 
The following year, in October, 1892, Byrn and I purchased other 
portions of said square from Mr. Moyers. The entire interest 
of Mr. Moyers in the square had been bought by himat different 
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dates from different persons prior to this sale to us, for about $39,- 
000. In his purchases of the property he had paid about one-third 
* , 


of the purchase money, say $13 thus leaving unpaid two- 
thirds thereof, or about $26,000. 

He conveyed to Mr. Byrn and myself, as stated, an undivided 
one-half of interest, and we paid him one-half he had paid, 
and we assumed the payment of the one-half of the remainder 
of the unpaid purchase money. We all expected to sell the 
property before having to meet the deferred payments for the 
same, in which hope, however, we were disappointed by reason 
ofthe dullnéssin the sale of realestate in the District of Columbia. 

The unpaid purchase money became due in the summer of 
1892, 1893, and 1894, and as the same fell due, not being able to 

ay, the same was extended by our paying interest, and in some 
tancescommissions. Being unable to meet and discharge the 
remainder of the purchase money as the same matured, we agreed 
last fall and winter to sell the property. To this end Iwent to. 
Austin P. Brown & Co. and Messrs. Emerson & Cahill, reliable 
real estate firms, and asked them to find a purchaser for the prop- 


erty. 

About the first of March Mr. Brown reported to me that he 
could get a purchaser who would pay Mr. Moyers, Mr. Byrn, and 
myself the moneys we had paid out, which, as stated, was about 
one-third of the whole purchase money, say 313,000 with inter- 
est, and would assume to pay the remaining two-thirds thereof, 
say $27,000, and asked for an option to this effect for sixty days. 
Messrs. Emerson & Cahill at one time reported that they had 
secured a purchaser at about the cost of the property to us, but 
this offer failed for reasons not to mention here. 

Feeling unwilling to try to carry the debt longer, the offer of 
Mr. Brown was-accepted by us, and was reduced to writing and 
signed by the parties. It Is as follows: 


Crry or WASHINGION, —— of 


The undersigned, Gilbert Moyers, J Ams D, RICHARDSON, and C. H. Byrn, 
own j the west one-half-of-equare. 1030, W. ington, D. C., which one 
halt 1 uare feet of ground, and includes sublots 4,5, 6, 7, 
8, U. 10,11, 12, 18. 14,15;the Moyers o one-half thereof, and said 

a’ the other reof. Said 
2 to them by deeds from at different dates, all of 
which 3 the office of the recorder of deeds of the District 
of Columbia, Of the for said rty said Moyers, RICH- 


purchase money 
ARDSON, and Byrn have heretofore paid one- k. 813, more or 
less, and in the — i Moyers and the other half by 
i together. 

‘The remainder of the purchase money for ‘said rty is „bein 
about two-thirds thereof, and amounts to about 833,000, and 2 on 
n of which is shown by deed and conveyances of 
record ſn said office of the recorder of deeds, Nowitishereby agreed by and 
betweensaid Moyers, RICHARDSON, and Byrn, and the ed Austin P. 
Brown, that the said Brown shall become the purchaser of said property 
upon the condition set forth below, to wit: 

hat he shall within sixty days from date thereof pay to said Moyers, 
ARDS the purchase money they have heretofore p for 


oyers, RICHARDSON, and Bryn in said 
rown or his-order, and will be properly executed upon the 


x JAMES D. RICHARDSON. 
G. H. BYRN. 
GILBERT MOYERS. 
AUSTIN P. BROWN. 

That is a copy, Mr. Speaker, but I hold in my hand the orig- 
inal, which any gentleman who desires'to do so can see for him- 
self. 

Shortly after this, and in accordance with the terms of the op- 
tion, Mr. Brown reported that he would consummate the sale of 
the property if we would make the deed. He prepared the deed 
to Mr. Henry Guillaume—who Lafterwards learned was a elerk in 
his office—which was signed by us ull on o about March 31, 1894. 
As I have stated, Messrs. Moyers, Byrn, and I were not able to 

the purchase money due thereon, and were glad to be re- 
Tioved of our purchase The sale to Mr. Gillaume was consum- 
mated, and we were paid back the money which we had paid out 
for the 8 Mr. Moyers receiving as his half of the same 
$7,964, and Mr. Byrn and I the same sum, or $3,982 each. I now 
hold in my hand the receipt of Mr. Moyers for said sum in the 


following words: è 
. WASHINGTON, D. O., Maroh 31,1504. 
5 oranin chaise agent, $7,964, in full payment of my interest 
175 ; GILBERT MOYERS. 


And on the back of said receipt are these words: 


Received of Austin P. Brown 87,964,in full payment of the interest of C. 
H.-Byrn and myself in said square 1030, men tleged in within receipt. One- 
halY of this sum, $3,982, belongs to me and the same sum to C. H. Byrn. 


his March 31, 1804, 23 
JAMES D. RIOHARDSON. 


ee which I hold in my hand is the original, which has 
been y furnished to me by Mr. Brown. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it only remains, I think, for me to say, 
which I do here and now say, that we did not sell this property 
to Mr. Bowers of Philadelphia, as alleged in the paint a n the 
paper, or to his agent, Mr. Schoepf, manager and 8 
of the railroads known as the Belt Railroad and the Eckington 
Railroad in this city, nor to the street railroad company. It 
was a sale to Mr. Austin P. Brown, as I have stated; he, how- 
ever, taking the deed to his clerk, Mr. Gillaume, for reasons 
9 a were satisfactory to him, and which I did not inquire 


I hold in my ‘hand, Mr. Speaker, a letter from Mr. Schoepf. 
But before mentioning this, if my colleague [Mr. SNODGRASS] 
is here, it occurs to me that I ought to make one statement. In 
addition to having this property offered to Mr. Austin P. Brown 
& Co. and to Emerson & , the real estate agents of this 
city, I also offered it to my colleague [Mr. SNODGRASS] about 
the same time and at the same price; that is, the cost and inter- 
est to me, and he considered purchasing it for a while, but de- 
clined to do so for reasons satisfactory to him. I mention this 
Mr. Speaker, simply to show that I was endeavoring to get rid 
of the property at first cost and interest. 

Now, sir, I-hold in my hand a letter, dated this morning, from 
W. Kesley Schoepf, vice-president and 8 manager of the 
Eckington and Soldiers“ Home and Belt way Companies; the 
railroads which I have mentioned. It is in these words, andad- 


dressed ‘to me: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 15, 1894. 
My DEAR Sin: Having seen the article in the News of yesterday, Inwhich 
itis oe that you had sold certain land to the Eckington and Soldiers“ 
way Company, 1 would state that while eng: in looking for a 
suitable ! n forthe id gem car barn and stables for the above-men- 
Brown called upon me and offered the westhalf 
extensi 


‘ashington on terminates, 
per square foot than any other 3 in 
this section, and suitable for the parpose named. Iagreedwith to pur- 
chase the land, and until after that date I did not know that you were or 
ever had been the owner of the property. 

y: 
W. KESLEY SCHOEPP, 
Vice-President and General Manager. 
Hon. JAMES D, RICHARDSON, 


House of Representatives United States, Washington, D. C. 


I have also, Mr. Speaker, a letter from Mr. Brown, the pur- 
chaser of this property, dated June 15, addressed to me. He 


says: 
‘WASHINGTON, D. C., June 15, 1894. 

DEAR SIR: The facts. regarding the real estate referred toin an article pub- 
5 an eae awe of yesterday with which my name is connected, are as 

‘ollows, to P 

You requested mein January last to find a purchaser for the said real 
estate, stating that you and the other owners were very anxious to sell, and 
that you would be glad to let the property go at the price paid for the same 
and the interest thereon. 

I informed you about the ist of last March that if I could an option 
for sixty days I had no doubt but that I would be able to of the 
8 Yousecured the option and I sold the property, which was deeded 

omy gem Mr, Guillaume, at my request and was conveyed by him as di- 
r y me. 

You had noinformation from me as to whom I had sold the property to. 

The statement that I told the Ninth street builder that I received the 
money from yog to pay a note presented Af him is false. 

You are at liberty to use this statement if you so desire. 


Very respectfully, 
AUSTIN P. BROWN. 

Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. Speaker, I submitted this statement this morning to Mr. 
Moyers, a reputable attorney of thiscity, from whom these pur- 
chases were made. [have his letter in my hand, which reads as fol- 
lows: i 

Washington, D. C., June 15, 1894. 

DEAR SIR: Ihave read bed statement, to be made to the House to-day, in 
regard tothe sale of certain lots of land located in square 1080, Washington, 
D. C.,and find the same to be absolutely true in every particular. 

The sale of said real estate was to Mr. Brown, areal 2 agentof this city 
without our knowledge of any interest or prospective interest of any - 
road company of this city or elsewhere in the same. 


Very respectfully, yours, 
5 ver GILBERT MOYERS. 
Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
House of Representatives, City. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I have the statement of Messrs. Emerson & 
Cahill, which I believe I did not read, but will read now: 
WASHINGTON, D.C., June 18, 1994. 
DEAR SIR: We have seen the article in the News, in which your name is 
mentioned. We have also read the statement which you make tothe House 
every particular so far as we areeoncerned. Both 
‘ou and Col. Moyers authorized our firm to sell the property last winter at 
rst cost to yourselves wi terest. 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. J. D. RICHARDSON, 
House of Representatives. 

Now, sir, this ended my connection with the matter, except 

that soon after the sale, as stated in the News article, a builder 


EMERSON & CAHILL. 


on Nirith street, T presume Mr. Z. Jones is referred to, oullett to 
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gee me about the payment of a debt due him of $1,252.55, bei 
Apart of the unpaid purchase money, saying he had seen Mr. 
oyers about it and had been dhe mee tome. I told Mr. Jones 
t we had sold the property, but that the purchaser from us 
ould pay his debt an the other unpaid purchasemoney. Of 
course I knew I was bound for it, as have stated, and so I commu- 
nicated with Mr. Brown, possibly by telephone, and I also went to 
his office in person, and asked to pay Mr. Jones, which I was 
ee he would do, and which I was informed he did. 

And now as to the reference in the article to the overhead 
trolley, I wish to state emphatically that never at any time or 
place any human being asked me, or in any manner solicited 
me, to support auy measure for the use of the overhead trolley 
in the city of Washington. I do not consider it would be a dis- 

race if I had been asked to do so, or if I favored it. But as a 
act I have never favored the introduction of the overhead trol- 
ley on the principal streets of this city; and as I have stated, 
nobody has asked me to favor it. I do not favor its use on the 
Belt Line extension, or L street line, now pending before the 
House of Representatives; and I have never been asked by any- 
body to favor it on that road. On the other hand, I offered an 
amendment to the bill forever excluding its use on that L street 
line. Such is the position I now opanpy apon it. 

Now, one of the charges made is that I reported the House 
bill (H. R. 6596) on the 6th day of April, 1894, for the char- 
ter or for an amendment of the c rof the Belt line, to run 
on L street. I did so, Mr. Speaker, in the honest discharge of 
my duty as a member of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. It was the unanimous report of that committee, and I 
believed then, as I do now, that the bill should pass. I had in- 
troduced the bill in the House on the 22d of February,1894; and 
it is a copy of a bill previously introduced intothe Senate by Mr. 
GORMAN of Maryland. 

I simply used the bill which he had introduced in the Senate, 
striking out only such words as made it applicable to the House. 
The report on this bill was made in pursuance of the recom- 
mendation of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 
They recommended that it be changed from M street and placed 
upon L street, and the Committee on the District of Columbia 
made its report in accordance with their recommendation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I state that I have acted in 
all these proceedings ina proper manner; and I state that I 
have received no compensation, nor am I to receive any what- 
ever for my services. I sold the proporty honestly and in good 
faith, and got back the money which I had put into it, with in- 
terest, and some little amount of taxes L had paid. Lam content 
to leave this matter without further reference to it, and, as I 
have stated, confidently rely upon the honest judgment of all 
those who know me, and on the truth of the facts that I have 
given for my full vindication. I thank the House, Mr. Speaker, 
for its courteous attention. [Loud general applause. | 

The SPEAKER. Under the order adopted the House will 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. O’NEIL] will take the chair. 

Mr. REED. A parliamentary inquiry. Was this proceeding 
had by unanimous consent of the House? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman asked consent to make a 
personal explanation. 

Mr. REED. Asked consent? Was unanimous consent asked? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asked consent. 

Mr. REED. Was that put to the House? ; 

The SPEAKER. Ofcourse that was put to the House. Why 
does the gentleman ask the question? 

Mr. REED. Because I did not hear it. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman had been here he would 
probably have heard it. Under the order ra a the House 
will resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
please take the chair. 

Mr. REED. Iam informed that it was not put to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The House will resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts will take the chair. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 6913, and under the rule 
the Clerk will now proceed with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Che CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. BURROWS. I think it would be well if the Chair will 
interpret this order before the reading of the-bill goes on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated ‘that under the pro- 
visions of the order the Clerk would now proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill. ; 


Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir, I desire to ead of the Chair 
whether if any points of order are to be madé against any por- 
tions of the they must be made during the first reading 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr.BURROWS. I hope the Chair will so state; and if the 
points of order are not made during this first reading, the com- 
mittee will be precluded, or any member of the committee will 
be precluded, from making points of order. 

ho CHAIRMAN. The ir so understands the rule. 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Do J understand that the bill is to 
be read through and then to be re-read for amendments? 

Mr. BU WS. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

ee of Illinois. "When are amendments to be in 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman desires information he 
will please address the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to know at what point 
amendments are in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. After the bill has been read, subject. to 
points of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And amendments will then be in 
order to any part of the bill. ; 

The CHA AN. To any part of it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It will not be read a second time. 

The CHAIRMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then, Mr. Chairman, Iam correct in the 
baer I asked tho Chair, that points of order must be made 

uring this reading or not at all. 

The CHATRM They must bo made during this reading, 
or not at all. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Chairman. I was not in when the ruling was e. I want to 
know whether it will be absolutely necessary for the Clerk to 
read that portion of the bill that contains all those Indian 
names? 

The CHAIRMAN. Unquestionably. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then we will not get through 
by to-morrow:at 3.30. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will get through by 3.30. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. All right; I will wait for the 
pronunciation. Ey Toa | 

The Clerk, reading the bill, read as follows: 


Suc. 2. That the baile? Bd the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to upon the books of the to the credit of the several 
Indian interested therein, the face value of cert nonpaying State 
bonds or stocks, including certain abstracted bonds des: on s 153 
and 154 of annual estimates for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1895 (House 
Executive Document No. 5, third „second session), to draw 
interest at the rate of ö per cent per annum, as provided by the act of April 
1, 1880; and thereupon said State bonds or stocks shall become the property 
Ger ine had ee interest onsaid for th year 

‘or ent o rest on bonds for the fiscal ending June 
30, 1894, 875 0. and the Secre of the Treasury is authorized and di- 
rected to sell and dispose of said bonds with the accumulated interest 
thereon at the best price that can be realized for the same, and to that end 
he shall at once advertise, for thirty days, inviting sealed proposals, and 
shall accept only such bids as may equalor exceed the face value of the 
principal of such bonds as the bidder proposes to buy. 


Mr. OUTHW ATTE (before the reading of the section was com- 
8 Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of order on 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order may be reserved. It 
was agreed, by unanimous consent, that at this time the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] should have thirty minutes to 
address the committee, and that the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. CURTIS] should have the same time. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 


‘Chairman. Does not the rule that we are now operating under 


overrule.all other agreements until the bill shall have been read 
through, and do we not then come back to execute the agree- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. We are operating under the 
direct order of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I understand the order, the debate on 
this provision by the gentleman from Arkansas and the gentle- 
man from Kansas is to occur now, and then will come the ruling 
on the point of order raised by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE]. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I do not see how the gentlemanin 
charge of the bill can makeany arrangement of that kind. The 
gentleman from Arkansas has no more rights here than we who 
represent Tennessee have, upon a matter invol the same 
question, and to a certain extent the same points. exclude 
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Tennessee and turn over all this n Arkansas? I wish 
to ask the gentleman from Ohio a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that the rule as originglly brought in by the 
Committee on Rules was afterward modified so as to provide 
that any arrangements or agreements that had been made should 
be enforced. Now, early in the consideration of this bill, be- 
fore it was taken up under the five-minute rule, unanimous con- 
sent had been given that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
McRaer]and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] should 
have thirty minutes each when this portion of the bill was 
reached. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, however, that rule may have been 
adopted—and I make no criticism upon it—why shonld Arkansas 
have ar i that is denied to Tennessee? 

The C RMAN. The gentleman must see that that is a 
matter that the Chair has no control over. 

Mr. COX. One more question, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Mc- 
RAE] has the floor. 

Mr. COX. Wait a moment. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] raises a point of order here. 

The CH MAN. Debate on that point of order will take 

lace after the gentleman from Arkansas and the gentleman 
From Kansas have been heard. 


Mr. COX. Will the Chair 2 75 bear with me for a moment 
until I can get m; ition right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can proceed only by unan- 
imous consent. 


Mr. COX. I understand that the point of order goes to both 
these sections of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Only one has been read. The point can 
be raised as to the other afterwards. 

Mr. COX. Well, I reserve the point of order upon both. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. It seems to me that under the terms of the order the 
Chair should determine the point of order now, because the rule 
declares that the Chair shall pass upon the points of order. The 
latter portion of the rule, modified after it was brought into the 
House, preserves previous agreements. I think this debate 
should occur at the close of the reading of the bill, or certainly 
after the point of order is disposed of. The bill is read now 
simply for points of order, and for the informationof the House, 
and I think it would be well for the Chair to dispose of the point 
of order now, and let the debate take place after the Resp ae is 
completed. In that way, it seems to me, the Chair would carry 
out the order of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will keep the agreement that 
has been made, and will now recognize the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas Mr. MCRAE] for thirty minutes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
guy. As I understood the reading, the Clerk read only the 

rst paragraph of the second section. I desire to ask whether 
it is not the opinion of the Chair that the whole of that section 
should be read? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I was under the impression that the 
whole section had been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will complete the reading of 
the section. 

The Clerk read the second paragraph of section 2, as above. 

Mr. OUTHW AITE. I make the point of order against this 
whole section that it is new legislation, and does not on its face 
reduce expenditures. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To save the trouble of offering an amend- 
ment to the bill, I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that he 
except from his point of order the first three lines of the sec- 
ond pa ph, which simply maket he ordinary appropriation 
which, of course, has to be made for the payment of interest 
on said bonds for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894—1894, not 
1895—$78,320.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have no objection to those lines re- 
maining in, 

Mr. HOLMAN- So the point of order is not made as to the 
first three lines of the second paragraph. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the point 
of order against that t of the second section beginning at the 
word and,“ in line 16, and ending with the paragraph. 

Mr. COX. And I desire to reserve the point of order on the 
section commencing on line 1, page 59, and extending down to 
and including line 23, on the same page. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Except the three lines I have indicated. 

Mr. COX. No; I do not except anything. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] desires to make a brief statement, 
and I yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. CRAIN. Under the decision of the committee or of the 


House, I was A ge sl fae to occupy thirty mintues during the 
discussion of bill under the five-minute rule. I wish now 
to transfer my time to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 


Basten ot? 
Mr. SWANSON. I reserve that time until the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] gets through. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I am glad that the Committee 
on Indian Affairs has called the attention of Congress toand made 
it possible for us to legislate with reference to bonds of certain 
States held by the United States for the Indian trust fund. 
Early in the first Administration of President Cleveland the 
Treasurer, Mr. Jordan, took up the question of the indebted- 
ness from the several States to the United States and to the In- 
dian trust fund, and I will ask the Clerk to read the following 
correspondence had upon the subject at that time, from which 
the legal status will be very clearly understood. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, Washington, May 7, 1888. 


Sin: My attention having been called to certain bonds and stocks of the 
Indian trust fund, held in custody in this office, on which principal and in- 
terest are due and unpaid, [have the honor to submit at once the accom- 

nying statement of such bonds. 

Under the act of June 10, 1876, Revised Statutes, volume 1, page 58, trans- 
ferring the Indian trust fund from the Department of the Interior to the 
custody of this office, it is made the ay of the Treasurer of the United 
States to make all purchases and sales of bonds and stocks authorized by 
treaty stipulations or by acts of Congress, when uested so todo by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and to collect all interest falling due upon the 
bonds and stocks so held. 

The principal and interest of a large number of these bonds have become 
due and remain unpaid, some of them for many years. 

While it is made the duty of the Treasurer, er the act, to make all pur- 
chases and sales of bonds and stocks when requested so to do by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and to collect all interest fall due without such re- 
quest, there may be a question as to the responsibility or duty of the Treas- 
erer in reference to such past-due bonds the interest thereon. Id 5 
therefore, for my guidance and information (if any action is to be taken by 


this office), toknow— 

(1) What steps are necessary to collect the principal of overdue State 
bonds, or to prevent statutes of limitation in the respective States from 
5 action that may hereafter become necessary. 

2. What steps are necessary to collect past-due Interest on such bonds, or 
on bonds not yet matured. 

3. What p should be taken where the bonds are liens upon rail- 
roads and other corporations, as in the case of some of the bonds of the State 
of North Carolina. 

Formal demand has been made for the payment of certain North Carolina 
bonds and refused, and correspondence has n had with the authorities of 
States in reference to the payment of past-due bonds with similar results. 

Under section 3481, Re Statutes United States, moneys due ce: 
States have been we by this Department and the amount applied to the 
payment of interest due. e items are set forth in the accompanying List. 

e statutes of the different States authorizing these bondsare not acces- 
sible to this office, and therefore the conditions under which the bonds were 
issued and the full nature ofthe liens are not known here. 

Several of the State authorities have made propositions, authorized by 
their respective Legislatures, for the exchange of bonds at certain rates for 
those of a new issue, which propositions could not be entertained without 


the authority of essional action. 

Ifit shall be held that further demands be made for the payment of over- 
due principal, or that demands be made or suits instituted for the payment 
of overdue interest, I respectfully ask for instructions. 

Very truly, 
C. N. JORDAN, 


Treasurer United States. 
Hon. DANIEL MANNING, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


(Statement of bonds and stocks inclosed with letter.) 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 26, 1885. 

Sin: I have received your letter, “J.C. B.,“ of the 7th instant, asking for 
information respecting your duties as custodian of certain bonds and stocks 
of the Indian trust fund, under the act of June 10, 1876. 

In 17 Pe inclose herewith copy of communication, dated 22d instant, from 
the Solicitor of the Treasury, to whom your letter had been referred, stating 
his views on the eee of your inquiry. 


Very respectfully, 
C. S. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 
Tho TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
OFFICE OF SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. O., May 22, 1885. 

SIR: the act of June 10, 1876, the securities held by the Secretary of the 
Interior in trust for the benefit of Indian tribes were transferred to the cus- 
tody of the United States Treasurer. 

It was made the duty of this officer to collect the interest falling due 
thereon and deposit the same, and issue certificates of deposit therefor in 
favor of the Secretary of the Interior as such trustee, and to make purchases 
and sales of the securities authorized by treaty or acts of Congress when re- 
quested by the Secretary of the Interior. 

From a statement made by the Treasurer it Appears that the principal 
and interest of a large number of these securities have become due and have 
remained un) some of them for years. 

He asks, in view of this fact, what steps are necessary for him to tak 
collect the 1 and interest of overdue State bonds, and what pr 
ings should be taken where 
col 


to 
ed- 
a the securities are liens on railroads or other 
rations. 

e statute to which I have referred places a certain responsiblity on the 
Treasurer. He is to be the custodian of the bonds, He is to collect the in- 
terest as it falls due, and he is to make 5 and sales ot bonds when 
so to do by the Secretary of the Interior. His duties, it seems to 

me, as defined by the act, are ministerial simply. 
If the principal of the stock or bonds or the interest on the same falla due 


and is not paid on demand made by the Treasurer of the United States, that 
fact should be communicated by him to the trustee, the 


Secretary of the 
Interior. 


Whether or not such suit should be brought or other proceedings taken 
to compel payment from the defaulting maker of the bonds or other securi- 
ties 7 5 With e of the Interior, the trustee. 

ery respec’ 
cd 5 A. MCCUE, 
Solicitor of the Treasury. 
Hon. DANIEL MANNING, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


This correspondence was then referred to the Secretary of the 
Interior, with the accompanying letter, the reply to which is 


herewith given: 
TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, May 28, 1888. 

Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of an opinion of the 
Hon. A. MeCue, Solicitor of the Treasury, delivered to the honorable Secre- 
tary of the 3 reference to certain unpaid stocks and bonds of the 
Indian trust fund, in response to a request made by myself on the 7th in- 
stant, a copy of which is also melosed. 

If, in pursuance of this opinion, it is necessary to take any action in refer- 
ence to the unpaid principal and interest of said bonds, I respectfully ask 
for . 5 thereto. 

Jery respectfu 
5 O. N. JORDAN, 
Treasurer United States. 
Hon. L. Q. C. LAMAR, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, August 7, 1885. 


Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 28th 
of May last, inclosing, for the information of the Secretary of the Interior, 
as trustee for ce an trust funds, a copy of an opinion of the Solici- 
tor of the Treasury regarding the duties of the Treasurer of the United 
States in the matter of certain unpaid State stocks and bonds belonging to 
the Indian trust fund. 

The State bonds now bel to the Indian trust fund which have ma- 
tured and remain un are as follows: * * * 

The interest on these bonds is also due and unpaid by the States for differ- 
ent and various periods. 

The Indian trust funds were invested in these bonds by the Secretary of 
the Interior prior to 1861. The laws governing the matter at the time of 
purchase will be found in the act of January 9, 1837 (section 2096, R. S.), and 
act of September 11, 1841 (section 3659, R. S.). 

By the act of June 10, 1876 (10 Statutes, 58), the stocks, bonds, securities, 
etc., of the Indian trust fund were transferred to the Treasurer of the United 
States as custodian, and it was thereafter made his duty to collect the inter- 
est theron asit became due, etc. 

The Solicitor holds in the opinion referred to that the Treasurer’s duties 
as defined by this last-named act are “ministerial simply.“ 

“If the principal of the stock or bonds or the interest on the same falls 
due and is not paid on demand by the Treasurer of the United States, that 
fact should be communicated by him to the trustee, the Secretary of the In- 
terior. The duty of the Treasurer in this regard ends here. Whether or not 
suit should be brought or other proceedings taken to compel payment from 
the defaulting maker of the bonds or other securities rests with the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, the trustee.” 

In view of this opinion, you request instructions in relation to the unpaid 
principal and interest of said bonds, ifit is necessary to take any action in 
relation thereto. 

This matter has heretofore been considered by Congress. By the act of 
March 3, 1865 (13 Statutes, 539), appropriations were for the Indians for 
whom the nonpay bonds were held, in sums equal tothe interest then due 
and unpaid. Since that date annualappropriations have been made to meet 
the beg ea interest, notonly on the bonds notyet matured, but also on those 
which have matured, 

The act of March 2, 1867 (14 Statutes, 497), required: 

“That the Attorney-General of the United States shall be, and is hereby, 
instructed to inquire into the condition of all funds held in trust by the 
United Statesfor said tribe (Chickasaw) and for all other tribes of Indians, 
and what proceedings should be taken for the security of the United States 
in respect to the same, and report thereon to Congress on the first Monday 
in December next.“ 

The report of the honorable Attorney-General made in compliance with 
this lawis found in House Executive Document No. 59, Fortieth Congress, 
second session. The concluding portion of the report is as follows: 

So far as the States are lfable upon these, either as principal obligors 
under the bonds issued by them respectively, or as guarantors of bonds is- 
sued by private or munic pe corporations, I see no ground upon which that 
liabilitycan be enforcedeither at law or in equity. A State can bo sued only 
byitsownconsent. [am not advised that either of these States has, by its own 
consent, submitted itself to suit In any court. Nor is there a case made 
here for o al suits against either of these States in the Supreme Court 
of the United States under the Constitution of the United States; for whether 
we regard these bonds as belonging to the United States or to the respective 
Indian tribes, the right to bring an original suit upon them against a State 
in the Supreme Court of the United States does not exist either in favor of 
the United States or any of these Indian tribes; for neither the United 
States nor an Indian tribe is a foreign state within the meaning of the con- 
stitutional provision, and as such entitled to bring an original suit against 
a State in the Supreme Court of the United States. But if any of these 
States hold claims against the United States, it may be deemed expedient 
to exercise the right of retention and application in the nature of a set-off, 
following the precedentset by the joint resolution of March 3, 1845 (5 Statutes 


at Large, page 801). 
Me resolution is as follows: 


That whenever any State shali have been or may be in default for the 
8 of interest or principal on investments in its stocks or bonds, held 
y the United States in trust, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to retain the whole, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of 
the percentage to which such State may be entitled of the proceeds of the 
Sales of the public lands within its limits, and apply the same to the pay- 
ment of said interest or anctpel, or to the reimbursement of any sums of 
money nded by the Uni States for that purpose.’ 

“As to the remedy upon the bonds issued by private or municipal corpo- 
rations by action at law to recover the amount due for principal or interest, 
or by proceedings in foreclosure, where the bonds are secured by mortgage, 
or in mandamus to compel the levying of a tax by municipal corporations, 
in order to provide panari the remedy would be the same in favor of the 
United States as in favor of any individual creditor upon the bonds. 
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“Tam ata loss to est any measure for further security in re- 
spect to these bonds. Butit may happen that the indebted States and cor 
1 may offer propositions for compromise favorable to the bond - 

olders, and Congress may deem it expedient to give the Secretary of the 
Interior authority to entertain, and, in the ex of a proper discretion, 
to agree to such propositions.” 

Sums of money found by the Tre: due the States in default of — 
ment of interest on bo: have been from time to time covered into the 
bo power h to reimburse the United States for moneys appropriated by reason 
of such default. 


The authorities of the State of North Carolina submitted in 1883 aproposi- 
tion for the substitution of the old bonds of that State for those of a new 
issue, authorized 7 act of the State Legislature. It was considered 


mgress. 
plated the granting of thenecessary authority, 
subject. 


The facts regarding these State bonds which have matured, as well as those 
upon which instaliments of interest are t due, are essentially the same 
or similar to those which obtained at the time of the report made by the hon- 
3 whose opinion and conclusion on the subject are 

uoted above. 

1 In view of the opinion of the Attorney-General, and of the further facts 
herein set out, the Secretary of the Interior does not consider it necessary 
or 5 that any further means should be attempted with reference to the 

lection of the unpaid princi and interest of the bonds under consid- 
eration until appropriate legislation therefor shall have been enacted by 


Congress. 
Very respectfully, 
L. Q. C. LAMAR, 
Secretary and Trustee. 
Hon. C. N. JORDAN, 
Treasurer United Slates. 


Extract from Treasurer Jordan's report for 1885-86: 


The bonds held by this office should receive the serious attention of the 
legislative power, the greater part of these bonds having been in the 
vaults of the Treasury, pa; no interest save such as May have N se- 
questered from sums due the respective defaulting States „ 
the fact that these States have in great part compromised with their 

tors, and are now pa: interest ona portion or the whole of their debt. 
These securities have cost the United States par, and there would seem to 
be no good reason why proper efforts should not be made to obtain payment 
in full or effect some compromise with the insolvent States. 

By a former ruling of t Department it has been held that money due 
the respective defaulting States could not be seized except for the cur- 
rent interest, and that no attention should be paid to the fact that by reason 
of default the principal had become due. The Treasurer has advised, under 
date of October 8, 1886, each of the Secretaries and accounting officers who 
may be called upon to settle the accounts of these States, that all sumsdue 
the has Sieh States should be held by them in order that such sums shall 
be applied to the payment of the principal or interest, or both, when any 
indebtedness from the Government to these States may arise. The corre- 
spondence in regard to this matter is herewith submitted. 


TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, October 8, 1886. 

Sin: Referring to section 3481, Revised Statutes of the United States, pro- 
viding for the retention of moneys due from the United States to any State 
that may be in default in the payment of principal or interest on stocks or. 
bonds issued by said State and held in trust by the United States, I have 
the honor to call your attention to the follo States whose bonds are 
held in this office in trust, on which principal and interest are due and un- 
paid; and to request that payment of moneys due any of said States be 
Withheld and this office advised of such action: Arkansas, Florida, Louis- 
iana, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia. - 


Very respectfully, N JORDAN 


Treasurer United States. 
To the FIRST COMPTROLLER. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, October 27, 1893. 
Sim: Iam in receipt of your letter of September 10, instant, referring to 
me House bill No. 117, „to authorize a compromise and settlement with the 


State of Ar „With the request for my opinion as to the propriety of 
passing said bill. 
I transmit herewith a report from the Commissioner of the General Land 


Office, which contains all the facts shown by the records of his office relative 
to the claims of the State against the United States. 

I have no information as to what amount of bonds and coupons of the 
State of Arkansas are held by the United States in trust, or otherwise, nor 
Seagal indebtedness arising under claims by the Government against said 

Iwould s 
certain such 


gest that the bill be referred to the peop De t to as- 
debtedness. In the absence ot such informatſon I am unable 
ess an opinion upon the merits of the bill. 


ery respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
Hon. THOMAS C. MCRAE, 
Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, House of Representatives. 


DEPARTNENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 21, 1898. 


Sm: I am in receipt by departmental reference of September 12, 1893, from 
Hon. THOMAS C. MCRAE, chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands 
of the House of Representatives, H.R. bill 117, entitled An act to author- 
ize a compromise and settlement with the State of Arkansas,” with his re- 
quest for an os as to the propriety of passing the same. 

By this bill it is provided that the United States “cancel and deliver to 
the proper officer of the State of Arkansas all the bonds and coupons issued 
by said State now owned or held in trust by the United States u the 
relinquishment by the State of all her “claims and demands against the 
United States for the 5 per cent fund allowances under the act approved 
June 23, 1836, „ + * fora portion of the distribution fund under the act 
1 e September, 1841, for indemnity under the acts approved March 
1 March 3, 1857, and under this act, and for all swamp and overflow: 


lands under the act approved September 28, 1850, not heretofore approved 
go 857 State, and i prisoners under Executive order of February 


SRS 
28 EB 
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4 tly careful 
0 fce, furnished a statement showing that 
760 acres of selected swamp lands in said State had been sold for $196,- 
, 106,560 acres had been located with warrants, and 55,529 had been taken 
under the homestead law. 
Selections 


il 
Ep 
f: 
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3 
; 
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In view of the fact that mang 
ustment and settlement is likely to be asource of much annoyance and will 
volve a large amount of labor and cost, both on the part of the State and 
of this De ent, it is deemed advisable to ech some equitable and fair 
astm which would lead to a speedy and complete adjustment of the whole 

m 7 
‘The General Assembly of the State of Arkansas on the 8thday of April, 1889, 
‘ering the promise and 


passed the following fully empow: overnor to com 
settle the claims of Beg term to wit: £ 


“Be tt enacted by the General Assembly of ths State of Arkansas, That the gov- 
ernor be, and he is hereby, authorized and empowered to enter intonegotia- 
tions with the proper a) ties of the United States, with a view of com- 
all or any of the claims of the State of 

ereafter accrues under exis: and 
future laws on grants; and h 
compromise, 
he may desm just and 


or demands 
State of such of her bonds as he may 


to be e by a commission created directly — 
medium ot mts appointed by Department, th 


ite by all means in its power a successful compromise of the existing 


Very respectful. 
res: A 

PY: ~ S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 8, 1893. 

Sır: Referring to your written request for an expression of my opinion as 
to the advisability of the of House bill 117, and to several more re- 
cent interviews on the same subject, and request: information concern- 

the indebtedness of the State of as to the Uni 


the hon: 

indispensible to facilitate a sa 

complex and long-standing 

State of Arkansas growing out of their mutual claims and demands, and I 

3 heartily approve the plan that looks to such appropriate legisla- 
on. 

It appears to me, however, the bill submitted does not give suflicient 
power and discretion to the pro contracting powers or their agents to 
cover so fair and full an adjustment of such differencesas is desira since 
it seems to contemplate only a mutual c: tion and surrender or dis- 
charge of all claims or obligations that each may haye against the other, 
without regard to balances, 
erefore — and recommend that the bill be so amended as 

toauth the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of 
the Treasury, or three such competent persons as they may or cause 
to be selected on behalf of the United States, to fully settle, compromise, and 
adjust the differences contemplated herein with the governor of the State 
of Arkansas, or with such person or persons as may be authorized by the 


laws of that State to.act in the ses. 
The accompanying compiled from the files and records of this 
Department, shows approximately and as accurately as can be ascertained, 
in all probability, until a final adjustment is had, the state of the differences 
F De t 
more ult matters of adjustment per 
out of the claim of Arkansas against the vernmen 
tion the public lands, you are respectfully referred to the Se 
—̃ T ¶ WIR SOAS branch of the sub, 


Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. THOMAS C. MORAE, 
Chairman Comanitice on Public Lands, 
House af Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. MCRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman, we haye here the recom- 
mendation of the late Treasurer Jordan and the lamented Lamar 


J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


connec, June 30, 1 


when he was Secretary of the Interior, and also the present Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury and Interior, that authority should be 
13 to compromise and settle these old matters. It is per- 
ectly apparent that no settlement can be had until there is some 
8 legislation upon the subject. I have labored hard 
to have such legislation so far as the bonds of Arkansas are con- 
ee I submit that pend 
to sell her bonds is a most remarkable one. 

I can not belieye that those who brought it here understood 
all the facts growing out of the complex and long-standing dif- 
ferences between the State of Arkansas and the United States. 
I desire to briefly state all the facts. The mutual claims, though 
complicated, ought to be understood by Congress before it passes 
any law to sell bonds agains which the plea of payment is al- 
leged, and if the committee will give me attention I will try to 
state the history of these transactions and the present status, 
so far as the State which I in part represent is concerned. The 
State of Arkansas, in the year 1838, borrowed from the Smith- 
sonian Institution fund, which was thén in the United States 
Treasury, the sum of $538,000, and issued State bonds therefor, 
dated January 1, 1838, bearing 6 per cent interest, $500,000 of 
7 0 0 were redeemable October 26, 1861, and 838,000 January 1, 

The State ceased to pay interest on $404,000 of the above loan 
January 1, 1842; the Smithsonian Institution fund was reim- 
bursed by ap ropriation of Congress August 10, 1846 (9 Statutes, 
102). An adjustment made by the Secretary of the Interior with 
the State by virtue of the act of December 13, 1872 (17 Statutes, 
397), whereby certain Indian trust bonds were funded, resulted 
in the issue of State bonds to cover the indebtedness due from 
the State arising from appropriations to pay interest accrued, 
but for the payment of which the State was th default, 

The amount of interest thus appropriated for was $91,800; but 
the United States had withheld $7,677.80 due the State for the 
care of military convicts, and in the adjustment this sum was de- 
ducted, leaving a balance in favor of the United States on ac- 
count of interest a Decree for of $84,122.20. The State paid 
$122.20 in cash der elivered to the United States $84,000 in 6 

reents, dated January 1, 1870, redeemable January 1, 1900. 

hese bonds are owned by the United States. 

This adjustment also resulted in the issue by the State of $168,- 
000 funded stock, 6 percents, dated January 1, 1870, redeemable 
January 1, 1900, and the payment of $300 in cash. These bonds 
belong to the Indian trust fund, and are a part of the bonds in- 
volved in the pending bill. 

Three thousand do in registered 5 per cents, dated Janu- 
ary 1, 1837, redeemable January 1, 1887, bonds of the State of 
Arkansas, were also acquired under authority of an appropriation 
made by Congress to pay Hiram R. Pitchlyn the proceeds of the 
sales of two quarter sections of land which were sold and the 
proceeds invested in the stock of the State of Arkansas, pursu- 
ant to the provisions of the eighth article of the treaty with the 
Chickasaw Indians. (10Statutes,43.) Itwill thus beseen thatthe 
United States holds in its own right, in all, bonds of the State 
of Arkansas, the principal of which amounts to $625,000, all of 
which are in the Treasury. 

The Treasurer of the United States, as custodian for the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, trustee, holds the $168,000 in Arkansas 
bonds belonging to the Indian trust fund before mentioned, and 
these are some of the bonds now soughtto be sold by the second 
paragraph of the pending section. 

No interest has been paid either on those bonds (8168, 000) be- 
10 to tho Indian trust fund or those held for the United 
States ($84,000) since 1874. 

The State ceased to pay interest on $366,000 of the Smithson- 
ian Institution loan January 1, 1842; on $1,000 July 1, 1852, and 
on $133,000 July 1, 1860, and on that of the loan redeemable 
in 1868 ($38,000) it ceased to pay interest January 1, 1842. On 
855 . 5 per cents no interest has been paid since 

; “ 

Hut the e | Department has retained under joint reso- 
lution, March 3,1845 (5 Statutes, 801), and section 3481, Revised 
Statutes, the sum of ,410.75, accruing to the State under the 
act of June 23, 1836, on account of 5 per cent of the net proceeds 
of the sale of lands in the State of Arkansas. re were two 
instalments found due, but never paid to the State, under the 
distribution act of September 4, 1841 (Statutes 5, page 453); one, 
842, for the sum of $4,482.79, and the other, July 1, 
1842, for $529.37, making a total of $5,012.16, also held and which 
should be applied to the bonds of the State. 

The State authorities insist, and I think properly, that the 
sums thus retained, with what is ae and equitably due on the 
unadjusted swamp-land claim of the State, will more than 
what she owes on the bonds. The State claims and is, beyon 
question, entitled to a cash and land indemnity under the 
acts approved March 2, 1855 (10 Stat., 634), and March 3, 1857 


such measures the proposition 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD—HOUSBE. 


5 y — 


6367 


(11 Stat., 251). Not has ever peen allowed or credited to her 
on this account, as has been done for other swamp-land States. 
The Interior De ent admits that the State has a just claim 
for both cash and land, butthe amount has never been officially 
determined and credited on her debt. In fact, there is no law 
authorizing any such credit to be entered by the Department, and 
it can not be done without legislation of the character I will pro- 
ose. 

p The Government of the United States has sold about 200,750 
acres of swamp land, the property of the State, for which it 
received thesum of $196,990, and has also disposed of, for land war- 
rants, scrip, and homestead, 162,080 acres of otherswamp-lands, 
worth at $1.25 per acre, the sum of $202,600. The State should 
therefore in common fairness be credited with the sums so re- 
ceived, as of the years in which the sales were made, and should 
also be allowed $1.25 per acro for such lands as were otherwise 
erroneously disposed of. 

The total claim on account of swamp-land indemnity is $399,590. 
So we have an aggregate, about which there should be no ques- 
tion, of about $609,012, to say nothing of the contested claim for 
967,325 acres ofswamp lands selected, and still pending before the 
Interior Department, nor for 5 per cent of the value of lands lo- 
cated with land warrants and as homesteads, which if allowed 
would more than double the claim of the United States. 

A large part of these swamp selections the State insists should 
have been approved to her because the field notes show them to 
be swam qed the United States have agreed to settle by the field 
notes. Tho United States surveyor-general certified all of them 
to be of the character contemplated by the act. The State also 
insists that as a matter of simple justice she is entitled tohave 
and ought to be credited with 5 per cent on all public lands en- 
tered under the homestead laws and located with military bounty 
land warrantsand scrip, estimated at the minimum price for Goy- 
ernment lands, $1.25 peracre, but the payment now insisted upon 
does not depend upon the allowance of this nor is it involved in 
the amendment I will submit. My apology for referring to it is 
to show how strong the equities in favor of Arkansas are. 

Tn 1836, when the State was admitted to the Union, there was 
no way of disposing of public lands except by cash sale or for 
warrants and scrip. The homestead law was not passed until 
1862, and the State, with such a contraot as it made, does not 
think it just to her that the General Government should be al- 
lowed to adopt a eg es will have the effect to diminish the 
fund, upon which she had a right to rely, for the payment of the 
bonds in question. She did not borrow the money until after 
the United States had solemnly pledged her 5 per cent of all the 

roceeds of the public lands within her borders for making pub- 
fie roads and canals. She had a right to rely upon this fund to 
aid her in repaying the money she borrowed © greater part 
of all lands disposed of in Arkansas within the last thirty years 
have been given away by the United States under the homestead 
law, and nothing has been allowed the State for it. 

Up to June 30, 1887, the date of the latest statement I now 
have, the aggregate of such lands taken as homesteads and with 
bounty warrants and scrip was 7,795,451.02 acres. Estimating 
them at the minimum price fixed by the law, the State would be 
entitled to the sum of $487,215.65 for such lands. Thisis more 
than has been allowed on all sales under the present rulings of 
the Department. 

Iam aware that the Supreme Court, in the 5 per cent cases 
(110 United States Reports, 471), has decided that the States 
are not entitled to the percentage on the value of the lands dis- 
posed of by the United States in satisfaction of military land 
warrants; but in view of the very able dissenting opinion of the 
lamented Justice Miller, concurred in by Justice Field, and of 
the fact that the question of jurisdiction was not passed upon by 
the court at that time, I do not regard the question as finally 
settled against the State. 

The question of allowing the claims forsuch a percentage on 
homesteads has never been presented to the court, and besides 
the personnel of the court very much changed since the 
land-warrant decisions were rendered. But whether this rule 
will be adhered to or not, I ask, Mr, Chairman, is it right and 
just in a matter of sacred contract like the admission of a State 

to this great Union for the United States on one part to make 
so radical a change in the disposition of the lands as to destroy 
the consideration passing to the State? Against the right and 
objection of the State, the other party to the agreement, can the 
Government honestly rely upon such an unfair and illiberal con- 
struction made by its own courts? 

This Government can,in my opinion, afford to be honest with 
the States in matters of contract and account like this. Ibelieve 
that it will in the end be fair, and I predict the time will come 
when the injustice of this ruling of the court will be corrected. 

The act of June 23, 1836, for the admission of Arkansas (5 Stat- 
utes, page 58), says that in lieu of the propositions submitted to 


Congress by the Territorial convéntion, which are rejected, the 


following propositions are hereby offered to the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Arkansas for their free acceptance or rejec- 
tion, which, if accepted, shall be obligatory upon the United 
States. They were formally accepted by the General Assembly. 
So the propositions were the resultofa negotiation. Itwas NRE 
contract, entered into between sovereign parties. The third 
item of the contract, which was accepted by the State and is yet 
obligatory upon the United States, is as follows: 

Third. That 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the sale of lands lying within 
the said State, and which shall be sold by from and after the Ist 
day of July n after ded all expenses incident to the same, shall be 
reserved for ublic roads and canals within the said State, under 
the direction of the General Assembly thereof, * * * Provided, That the 
five foregoing propositions herein offered are on the condition that the 
General embly or Legislature of the said State, by virtue of the power 
conferred upon it by the convention which framed the constitution of the 
said State, shall provide by an ordinance, irrevocable without the consent 
of the United States, that the said General 1 of said State shall 
never interfere with the osal of the soil within the same by 
the United States, nor with any regulations Congress may find necessary 
for securing the title in such soil to the bona fide purchasers thereof; and 
that no taxshall be imposed on lands the 8 of the United States; and 
that in no case shall nonresident proprietors be taxed higher than residents; 
and that the bounty land granted, or hereafter to be granted, for military 
services during the late war shall, whilst they continue to be held by the 
patentees or their heirs, remain exempt from any tax laid by order or under 
authority of the State, whether for State, county, township, or any other 


purpose, for the term of three years from and after the date of the patents 


respectively. 

The State had the right to tax all the lands of the Govern- 
ment as soon as i ean of, and had other rights as to the dis- 
posal, but in consideration that she would agree not to:interfere 
with the primary Sp ye nor tax nonresidents higher than 
residents, nor to tax the property of the United States, nor lands 
granted for mili services for three years after the date of 
the patents, either for State, county, or township purposes, the 
United States agreed to pay the State 5 per cent of the net pro- 
ceeds of the sale of lands lying within the said State, and which 
ire be sold by Congress from and after the 15th day of June, 

Land warrants were receivable for public lands at $1.25 per 
acre. Homesteads are granted to all settlers who are qualified, 
upon the payment of certain fees and five years’ continuous resi- 
dence and cultivation upon the lands. This was a wise and 
proper policy for Congress, but the same necessity for public 
roads exists in a country settled under the homestead lawas one 
settled under the prezmption or graduation laws. While I be- 
lieve that this is the best disposition to make of public lands, 
the State should not be cheated out of the 5 per cent of the value 
which she had contracted for and had a right to expect. Con- 
gress can be just to the State as well as generous to the settlers. 

Many of the public-land States settled prior to the passage of 
the homestead law, or principally under the pretmption law, 
have received large sums on such sales, but Arkansas has prac- 
tically received nothing since 1862. Upon this item alone the 
State ought to be credited with at least $500,000 more than she 
has received, but I do not say that she can get it without other 
legislation. I stand here to say for the State that she will pay 
every dollar she honestly owos on the bonds owned in their own 
right or held in trust by the United States, under the law as 
construed by the courts; but I protest against the erroneous and 
misleading statements here and elsewhere which represent her 
as a defaulter until some opportunity is given her to settle. 

The Departments have by might and power appropriated to 
their own use over $600,000 of money due the State, and by a 
narrow and selfish construction of a contract cheated the State 
out of as much more, and it is now proposed to ask Congress to 
extend and onlarga this fraud upon the rights of the State b; 
selling a part of the bonds which the State alleges have in 
honesty and fairness been paid. For nearly ten years I have 
asked Congress to authorize an adjustment of all the differences 
between the State and the United States, and I must now insist 
that something of that kind should be done before any sale of her 
bonds is authorized. 

The Treasury Department has more than once suggested that 
some authority ought to be given to compromise, adjust, and 
settle these matters. The State Legislature has long ago au- 
thorized the governor to make a fullsettlement of all the matters 
in dispute, and I appeal to this ss to pass this amendment 
and let the settlement proceed upon the lines of equity and com- 
mon fairness. 

Mr. Chairman, I repeat that 5 which I desire to 
submit does not require that the United States shall waive 
of their rights under these bonds; the amendment does notas 
Congress to make a settlement; it simply provides that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior, or any 
three persons they may select, may make a settlement with the 
State of Arkansas and report to the nextsession or to some sub- 
sequent Congress. That is all that is involved in the p i- 
tion, and er it the whole of these matters can be settled, or 


6368 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 15, 


if not settled the facts and points of difference officially ascer- 
tained and reported to us. 

I stand here now to say for Arkansas, representing a genera- 
tion of people a irgo part of whom had nothing to do with se- 
curing this loan and nothing to do with the other matters that 
have brought about this delay and complication, thatshe is ready 
and willing to pay every dollar that she honestly and justly 
owes. Through her representatives she has invited Congress 
year after year to provide some method for a settlement of 
these matters. We stand here to-day sppesling to youin the 
name of fairness instead of denouncing her as a defaulter for re- 
fusing to pay interest on her bonds, which have been fully paid, 
that you give authority to some one to make a settlement with 
her. Wesubmitit is not manly, it is not fair, it is not honest 
to refuse to authorize such a settlement. You should make 
haste to withdraw the erroneous charges that have been pre- 
ferred against a proud and progressive people of a great State, 
and meet her upon the honorable terms proposed in my amend- 
ment. I feel that you will do so. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that there can be no 
more fitting time for such just action than the 15th day of June. 
On this very day fifty-eight years ago Arkansas was solemnly ad- 
mitted into this great Union upon equal terms with the other 
States, and she would like to put this old debt matter behind by 
an honorable settlement. Since that time her people have un- 
dergone many trials and afflictions; but they are as honest now 
as they were then. She has hardships yet to encounter, 
troubles to endure, andmany debts to pay; but on this the anni- 
versary of her admission as a State I promise for her and her 
people that she and they will be honest amidst it all. 

“But though they suffer, they shall triumph yet, 
For once again our State is free, 


And 8 . soon destroy 
00 


I appeal to you gentlemen to give this matter a fair considera- 
tion and vote to authorize negotiations with the State looking 
to a final settlement. When the time comes for me tooffer this 
amendment, I will propose the following in lieu of that to sell 
the Arkansas bonds, My amendment which I will print should 
follow the first paragraph of this section: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior, or 
any three persons they may jointly select or cause to be selected on behalf of 
the United States, are hereby fully authorized and empowered to compro- 
mise, adjubt, and finally settle with the governor of the State of Arkansas, 
or with such person or persons as may authorized by the laws of that 
State to act in its behalf, upon such terms and conditions as to them may 
seem just and equitable, subject to approval by Congress, as hereinafter 
provided, all or any of the differences between the Government and the said 
State growing out of and arising from the issue of certain bonds by the said 
State which are now owned in their own right or held in trust by the United 
States; the 5per cent fund which accrued to the said State under the act ap- 
proved June 23, 1836; the unpaid portion of the distribution fund which ac- 
crued to the said State under the act approved September 4, 1841; the 8 
and overfiowed lands in place gran by the act approved September 28, 
1850, and not heretofore approved to the State; the land and money indem- 
1 due the said State under the acts approved March 2, 1855, and March 3, 
1857, and all other claims and demands of whatever kind or nature; and any 
compromise or settlement they may make with the said State shall be fully 
reported back to Congress, giving the basis thereof for its further action, 

compromise not to be effectual and final until approved by Congress. 

I yield the remainder of my time to my colleague, the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. 

Mr. PAYNE (before Mr. MCRAE had concluded his remarks). 
I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is debate proceeding on this 
ier and not on the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I would like to know how that can be 
done under the order of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has once stated how it can be 
done. The order was so modified as to carry out previous ar- 
rangements in regard to debate. The debate on this question 
was included in one of those arrangements, it having been 
agreed that when this paragraph of the bill should be reached 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] and the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] should each have thirty minutes. 
That 3 having been excepted from the operation of 
the order, the Chair has recognized the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. McRae] for thirty minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not understand there was any such mod- 
ification of the order. I should like to see the order. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas will pro- 


eed. 

Mr. MCRAE resumedand concluded his remarks, and then said: 
Mr. Chairman, if I have any time left I yield it to my friend 
from Iowa Mr. LACEY], one of my associates on the committee. 
- The CH The gentleman from Arkansas has four 
minutes remaining. 

- Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, in the four minutes allowed me 
Ican perhaps say all that I desire to say on this question. The 


matter which has just been discussed by the gentleman from 
Arkansas was presented to the Committee on Public Lands in 
bill 4903, on which the committee has expressed its views in re- 
port No. 239 of the present Congress. is Indian bill proposes 
to dispose of $187,000 of trust funds of the State of Arkansas 
which are held for the benefitof certainIndians. Itis roposed 
to treat these bonds as money, to turn them into the Treasury, 
and to account for that money in some form to the Indians. 

It seems to me very proper that in this connection the condi- 
tion of accounts between the United States on the one hand and 
the State of Arkansas on the other, so far as concerns this sum 
of $187,000, should be investigated and disposed of, and that pro- 
vision on this subject may properly be made on this bill. But 
the State of Arkansas can not settle with the United States 
without the consideration of a number of other items of account 
between the two governments; and the bill reported back by the 
Committee on Public Lands provides that a settlement shall be 
negotiated, that this settlement shall be referred back as soon 
as agreed upon to Congress, to become effective and complete 
when approved by Congress. Thus in that bill the rights of the 
Government are fully and completely preserved. 

Now, the amendment which I understand it is proposed to 
offer to this bill proposes to incorporate as part of it the bill 
which has already been reported unanimously by the Commit- 
tes on Public Lands. This measure, in short, simply provides 
that these two governments shall appoint commissioners, who 
shall go through the entire accountand agree upona settlement 
and report the settlement to the United States on the ons hand 
and the State of Arkansas on the other. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatis rather important legislation to 
be put on an Spproprin tion bill. 

r. LACEY. It is e legislation, but it is not at all 
complicated legislation by no means as complicated as the legis- 
lation brought in here by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DOCKERY] upon a bill which we passed a few days ago, provid- 
ing for a reorganization of a part of the business of ‘the part- 
ments—a provision upon which a point of order was made and 
overruled. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There were special reasons for that. 

Mr. LACEY. This question in regard to this sum of $187,000 
ought to be disposed of in some way. It can not be disposed of 
without a settlement with the State of Arkansas, and such a set- 
tlement ought to be provided for. Either the Government of 
the United States ought to take up that $187,000 as here pro- 
vided, or else the obligation on the part of the State upon those 
bonds ought to be provided for in some way. The legislation 
proposed in connection with this subject is very simple in its 
character. It is tentative. It reserves the right of Congress 
in the future to approve or disapprove any settlement that may 
175 2 It seems to me it ought to go through on this 

ill. 

A MEMBER. 

Mr. LACEY. 
similar claim. 


Has any other State a similar claim? 
I think the State of Virginia has a somewhat 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having 
taken the chair as Speaker Eo tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 6576) to provide 
for the closing of part of an alley in square 622 in the city of 
Washington, D. C., and for the relief of the president and di- 
rectors of Gonzaga College. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A pill (S. 115) for the development and encouragement of silk 
culture in the United States under the supervision of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture; 

A bill (S. 168) granting to the State of Wyoming certain lands 
in the Fort D. A. Russell military reservation for agricultural 
fair and industrial exposition grounds, and for other purposes}; 

A bill (S. 207) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court 
of Claims in the case of the towboat Future City, her barges, 
cargoes, etc.; 

A bill (S. 217) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, de- 


ceased; 

A bill (S. 807] for the relief of Joseph Redfern and Eliza J. 
Redfern, his wife; 

A bill (ETIL to authorize the . of women as pub- 
lic-school trustees in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 1957) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee again resumed its session, Mr. O'NEIL of Mas 

sachusetts in the chair. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, in 1836 Congress au- 
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thorized and directed the Secretary of War to invest, in the 
manner which, in his judgment, would be most safe and bene- 
ficial to the Indian trust fund, certain moneys in the Treasury be- 
longing to certain Indian tribes and all moneys that might there- 
after be received under treaties, containing stipulations for the 
payment to the Indians annually of interest upon the proceeds 
of the lands ceded by them. 

By virtue of the authority given in 1836 there was invested 
up to the year 1860 in State bonds the sum of $3,396,241; the 
Government was bound to Rey interest to the various Indian 
tribes on this amount annually and has done so. 

In 1860, Mr. Godard Baily, who held the position of Indian ap- 
eal clerk and as such had possession of these bonds, embezzled 
70 of them, which amounted to $870,000. 

In all reports and estimates since 1860 these bonds have been 

designated as ‘‘abstract bonds.” 

Theoriginalamountof abstracted bonds was $870,000, as follows: 


a ee e 
North Oarouna sss... oe ncwesescocensanacaee 
Tennesse ech acess a we eee neeweeel 


Belonging to— 


Kaskaskias, Peorias, etc 
Gherokee national fund. --. 2 ae on eean nia 
Gherokee nnn!!! ee Css ceawounn 


The amounts belonging to the Delawares, Iowas, and Kaskas- 
kias, etc., were provided for by the act of July 12, 1862 (12 Stat., 
539, 540). A limited number of those abstracted were traced to 
certain parties, but what became of the remaining is not known. 
(See report of committee, second session Thirty-sixth Congress, 
volume 2, page 9.) 

The abstracted bonds not yet provided for by the United States 
are as follows: 

Cherokee national fund: 
MIOU G Banc ony soa e $50, 000 


North: Carolina sss 8 13, 000 
Moennsesee O'R << neoseses-ndene=cacces—s ce 5, 000 
868, 000 
Cherokee school fund: 
North Caroline OB ..-.-- 22-2 gh.- <n ns ace 8, 000 
res won une — 7, 000 
— — 15, 000 
C nena e nee ate 83, 000 


There are still $83,000 of the abstracted bonds not yet provided 
for, and upon which the Cherokee tribe is receiving interest an- 


nually. 

In addition to these abstracted bonds there are 1,277 State bonds 
which the Government is holding trust for various Indian tribes, 
and is paying thereon interest avory year. 

I herewith submit a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
in regard to said bonds and the date from which interest is due. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, May 7, 1801. 

Sır: In compliance with your verbal request, I have the honor to furnish 
the follow statement relative to the funds held in trust for Indian tribes. 

‘The bonds held are as follows: 
State of Arkansas, 6 per cent... 
State of Florida, 7 per cent. 
State of Louisiana, 6 per cent 


State of Tennessee, 5} per cent : 5 663 
State of Virginia, 6 per cent. nonn 541, 000. 00 
United Statesissue to Union Pacitic Railroad, Eastern Division 
SPSP' CONG sas ose ² ð y . ]% ..... E spseu=s „966. 10 
Ill eae eed PE NA E sen 1, 508, 632. 763 


The interest due on these bonds is as follows: 
STATE OF ARKANSAS. 


From July 1, 1877, $139, 000, 00 
From January 1, 1 29, 000. 

168, 000. 00 

7, 000. 00 

10, 000. 00 

2,000, 00 

1, 000. 00 

27, 000,00 

4, 000. 00 

18, 000. 00 

69, 000. 00 
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STATE OF LOUISIANA. 
Bonds mature: Cherokee school, May 1, 1897; Cherokes national, $4,000 
May 1, 1897, $7,000 November 1, 1894; Iowa, May 1, 1897. 
Interest due Cherokee national, from November 1, 1891, on.. 87, 000. 00 
Interest due Cherokee national, from May 1, 1 4, 000. 00 
Interest due Cherokee school, from May 
Interest due Iowa, from November 1, 189 


STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA. 
Bonds matured: Cherokee national, October 1, 1866; Delawares, October 1, 
1866; Iowas, $16,000 April 1, 1887, $1,000 April 1, 1889. 
Interest due Iowas, from October 1, 1860 (less six months’ inter- 


est April to October, 1868), uw... +--+ -e-2- === 817, 000. 00 
Interest due Cherokee national, from April 1, 1861 (less six months’ 
e na ATA mn i . E A E ET T 21,090. 00 
Interest due Delawares, from April 1, 1861 (less six months’ inter- 
ORN COU Ss aA AOADA AAP ELADA pA aRU ROSKA Aa AE EAA AES RNA 3,000. 00 
41,000. 00 


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Bonds matured January 1, 1881. 
Interest due Cherokee national, from July 1, 1860, to July 1, 1867, 


RU Troms Sule), 170) ON cassie cod sock bran sachevebodcnsessencess $118, 000. 00 
Interest due Cherokee school, from July 1, 1860, to July 1, 1807, 

man,. ee E EAAS 1, 009. 00 
Interest due Iowa, from July 1, 1860, to July 1, 1867, and from July 

SIRES OM on ore Re veasn en cena de En A A E A te se REN a ae aaee 3, 000, 00 

> 122, 000. 00 


5 STATE OF TENNESSEE, 

Bonds matured: Chickasaw, $104,000 July 1,1890; 808,666.66 July 25, 1861; 
Cherokee, $125,000 January 1, 1863; Menomonee, 619,000 January 1, 1870. 
Interest due Chickasaws: 

From January 1. 1861, to January 1, 1868; from January 1, 1869, 
to January 1, 1874, and from July 1, 1875, m $92, 000 
BLOM SANUALTY 1,100, OR os nonce paccwendsnaseunsdupncsnnin 11, 009, 
From January 1, 1869 (less $19.49), to January 1, 1874, and from 
DULY Fp IGT By Os vealens . 000. 
From January 25, 1861, on 660. 
Interest due Cherokee, from January 1, 1861, 866, 

and from January J, 1869, n... .--- ee ones s-ee nakoen y 

Interest due Monomonee, from January 1, 1870, çmm 19, 000, 00 


> STATE OF VIRGINIA. 
Bonds matured: Cherokee and Choctaw, January 1, 1894; Cherokee school 
November 13, 1882. 
Interest due Cherokee school, from January 1, 1861, on... #1, 000. 00 


1, 1887; from January 1, 1870, and 2 per cent January 1, 1867, to 
CO SORREIY 1) 10st OR soos ois . Ea „000. 00 
Choctaw, from January 1, 1831, to January 1, 1897, on 450, 000. 00 
541, 000. 00 


UNITED STATES. 


Bonds mature July 1, 1898. 
Interest due from January 1, 1804, on $230, 960. 10 


Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Szeretary. 
Hon. CHARLES CURTIS, House of Representatives. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. It appears from this statement that 
of the $3,396, 241.82 invested under the act of 1836, there is still 
held for the various Indian tribes the sum of $1,277,666, upon 
upon which the United States is paying interest each year and is 
receiving no interest from the States. 

The balance of the $3,396,241.82 has been, so far as the Indian 
tribes are concerned, provided for, and an amount equal to the 
sum held in trust for the tribes, except those shown in said state- 
ment, has been placed to their credit, or they have been fully 
paid by the Government; but a large number of the bonds are 
still held by the United States. 

The Arkansas bonds were purchased with the funds belonging 
to the Indians February 27, 1839, and no interest was paid up to 
1873, when the State funded its bonds and the aad interest; 
the Arkansas bonds now held in trust amount to $168,000, the 
unpaid interest May 1, 1894, amounted to $170,550, making a 
total of $338,550. 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to the way 
these bonds came to be funded in 1873. By an act of Congress 
passed December 13, 1873, it was provided as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Department of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to issus at once and deliver to the 
secretary of the State of Arkansas the full amount of college scrip, to wit, 
150,000 acres, and 90,000 acres to the secretary of the board of trustees of the 
Florida State Agricultural College of the State of Florida, as provided for 
in said act, to be used and appropriated to and for the purposes and objects 
in said act specified, and none other: Provided, That no scrip as aforesaid 
shall be delivered to the authorities of the State of Arkansas until said 
State shall have made some satisfactory arrangement by which the bonds of 
said State, principal and interest, now held by the United States as Indian 
trustfunds shall have been funded in new bonds authorized to beissued by 
said State for this purpose. 


The Florida bonds were purchased October 4, 1857, and the 
amount now held in trust is $69,000; the unpaid interest May 1, 
1894, amounted to $97,538.33}, making total of $166,538.33}. 

The Louisiana bonds were purchased October 4, 1857, and the 
amount now held in trust is $22,000; the unpaid interest May 1, 
1894, amounted to $2,120, making a total of $24,120. 

The North Carolina bonds were eae October 4, 1857; the 
amount now held by the United States in trust is $41,000; the 
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un interast amounted to $80,665 May 1, 1894, making total 
of $121,665.11. 

One hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars of the Tennes- 

see bonds were purchased July 21, 1836; $66,666.66% were pur- 
chased March 3, 1837; $19,000 were purchased April 13, 1853, and 
$104,000 were purchased in October, 1851. Theamountnow held 
in trust is $314,666.66}. The unpaid interest amounted to $501,- 
115 on the Ist day of May, 1894, making a total of $815,781.66#. 

The South Carolina bonds were purchased February 4, 1858, 
and the amount now held in trust is $122,000. The unpaid in- 
terest May 1, 1894, amounted to $193,926.66, amounting in all 
to $315,926.66. 

The bonds of the State of Virginia held in trust for Indian 
tribes were purchased July 9, 1860, and amounted to $541,000; 
the unpaid interest on these bonds ep May 1, 1894) amounted 
to $827,600, making a total of $1,368,600. 

It will be seen that the State bonds of the seven States above 
mentioned, with the unpaid interest, which are held by the 
United States in trust for the Indian tribes, amount to the enor- 
mous sum of $3,151,181.66%. 

I am informed that a demand has been made every year since 
1874, upon the various States, for the payment of the interest 
due on the Indian trust fund bonds, but they have not paid. 

In response to a letter addressed to the honorable Secretary 
of the Treasury, I am informed that— . 


The uniform reason given by the different States for not paying their bonds 
when due, is the want of funds and the absence of any provisions of law aun- 
thorizing the same. 


Several States whose bonds are t due have statutes Lethe age the 
refunding of their indebtedness, but no action has been taken these 
refunding statutes in reference to the bonds held for the Indian trust fund. 

It will be seen that the States mentioned have been in no haste 
to Ry, the interest as it became due. 

either have 2 expressed any desire to pay the bonds. 

These States should be made to pay their indebtedness to these 
tribes and to the United States. There is no reason for this long 
delay in the payment. Other States have paid their obligations 
and these States should be compelled to do so. 

The committee having charge of this bill thought it would be 
a good plan to place to the credit of each tribe the amount of 
money inves 
said tribes, and then to sell the bonds with accumulated interest 
to the highest bidder for not less than their face value, as pro- 
vided in section 2. 

The objection of the several States to this section is not sound; 
they can set off no claim they may have against the United 
States against these bonds, for they belong to the Indian tribes 
and not to the United States. And therefore the objection of 
the gentleman on the other side to the sale of the t-fund 
bonds is not good. There can be no legal set-off against them. 
The Government of the United States does not own them. 
They belong to the Indian trust funds, belong to the various 
Indian tribes. The States can not set up any claims they may 
ae against the United States as a set-off against these trust 

unds. 

Why do not these States do as the other States have done? 
The other States that had claims against the United States and 
the United States held certain of their bondsin trust for the 
Indian tribes, d off their bonds and then urged their claims 
against the United States. 

Many members of the committee believe this action by Con- 
gress will bring about a settlement in a very short time, and that 
such a section will enable the Government to dispose of said 
bonds without loss, and should it prove a success it will furnish 
a good way to dispose of the remainder of the bonds which orig- 
inally belonged to the Indian trust fund, but which Congress 
has at different times made appropriations to pay the Indian 
tribes the amount of money invested in them for their benefit. 

These bonds with unpaid interest amount to several hundred 
ne nag dollars, and aro still held as the property of the United 

The following is a list of the bonds which Congress have been 
providing for by the United States, but which the States have 
not paid, and Lask the Clerk to read a communication which I 
send to the desk from the Treasury Department bearing upon 
this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE TREASURER, 
Washington, D. C., May 28, 1894. 

Str: Inreply to your letter of the 25th instant, in reference to the bonds 

jonged to the Indian trust 


owned by the United States which formerly bèl 
fund, I have to furnish you the following information: 


State bonds belonging to the United gy 8 tec belonging tothe Indian trust 
‘und. 


Arkansas, 887,000, interest due at 6 per cent on 884,000 from J 1, 1874; 
VVV 
at cent on om Jan i 

interest due at 7 per cent on $21,000 trom July 1, 1 iren 


by the Government in these bonds in trust for | 


Louisiana, $15,000, interest due at 6 per cent on $10,000 from October 1, 1873; 
interest due at 6 per cent on $5,000 from November 1, 1873. 

North Carolina, $20,000, interest due at 6 per cent on $13,000 from October 1, 
1871; interest due a ig cent on $7,000 from April 1, 1861. 

South Carolina, 83,000, interest due at 6 per cent from July 1, 1800, to July 
1, 1867,and from July 1, 1871, to date. 

Tennessee, 221,000, interest due at 5 per cent on $15,000 from January 1, 1869; 
interest due at5 per cent on $3,000 from January 1, 1870; interest due at 5 per 
3 7 January 1. 1872; interest due at 5 per cent on 81.000 from 

Virginia, 853,800, interest due on $41,800 from January 1, 1801, to Janu: 1 
1867, aoe par outs from January 1, 1807, to Jan 1. 1870, at 2 cen a 

to date at 6 per cent; 

terest due on $12,000 at 6 

In addition to the fore; 
Arka bonds 


On these bonds interest is due at 2 cent as follows; On $133,000 trom July 
1, 1860; on $404,000 from January 1, 1842; and on $1,000 from July 1, 1852. 
The States of Virginia and Arkansas, in addition to the reason of no funds, 

claim as a ground for refusing payment thatthe United States is in- 
debted to them. 

Respectfully, yours, 

D. N. MORGAN, 
Treasurer United Slates, 

Hon. CHARLES CURTIS, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. [ am informed by the gentleman 
— — 5 Florida that the same claim is made on the part of that 

0. 

It will be seen that the States have neglected to pay the in- 
terest upon these bonds, the same as they have upon ae bonds 
which belong to the Indian trust funds. 

The State of Arkansas is in very poor situation to object to a 
dis tion of these bonds. 

oney pen a4 to the Indians was invested in Arkansas 
bonds in 1839; the State paid interest until January 1, 1842, and 
paid no interest from that date until 1873, when the bonds of 
said State, principal and interest, held by the United States as 
Indian trust funds, was funded in order to obtain certain col- 


lege serip. 

he State paid interest until January 1, 1842, and paid none 

from that time until 1873, when the bonds of that State, princi- 

pal and interest, held by the United States as Indian trust funds, 

were 4 in order to obtain the college scrip heretofore men- 
oned. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think the gentleman is mistaken as wo the 
college scrip, and I know that the gentleman misrepresents me 
when he seeks to put me in the attitude of opposing the peono 
sition to credit the Indians with face value of the bonds. I have 
said that I was in favor of that proposition, and commended the 
3 on Indian Affairs for taking hold of this matter in 

way. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I am glad to hear the gentleman 
favors the proposition. I am not mistaken about the college 
scrip, as I have had the law read in regard to it. 

Mr. MCRAE. All I desire is to secure an amendment to au- 
thorize the Treasury and Interior Departments to make settle- 
ment with the State as to all matters of difference. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I am glad the gentleman wants to 
settle even this late, but my time is limited and I decline to 
yield further. 

The bonds were funded in 1873, butthere has been no interest 
paid and the State is still in default for interest on said bonds, 

An examination of the bonds held by the United States shows 
that there are now $168,000, on which no interest hag been paid 
since 1873; really none since 1842. 


This amount, with accrued interest, still belongs to 
the Indian Trust Fund, and principal and interest 
Bow amounts —?:nu 
They can make no set-off against this as it belongs 

to the Indians. 

There is also $87,000 in the bonds of this State that 
formerly belonged to the Indian Indian trust fund, 
but now belongs to the United States. No interest 
has been paid on $84,000 since 1874, and none on 
$3,000 since 1876. Principal and interest amount to- 

And there is belonging to the United States $538,000 
Arkansas bonds which formerly belonged to the 
Smithsonian Institution; the principal and interest 
Wande ADNANE EEA 


$338, 550 


Total 2,61 
Taking out the amount belonging to the Indian trust fund, 
7 of acuinasik, {civ han acc ER, agains 

8 may set off against any leg: 
ihe DAA Staten. Ieetraly laa RONO againks the Todies . — 
f 


‘unds. 

There is another thing that I wish to call attention to. Is it 
not a very poor claim that they must rely for its ore upoh 
the fact that because there has been a change in the U: 
States Supreme Court they hope the court may 5 
former decision of that court? If the Supreme Oour ts 


f 
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United States has held, as the gentleman said, that a partof their 
claim was not a legal claim against the United States, I do not 
see how they can ask Congress to hold it to be good because 
they hope that the court may decide it to be a legal claim now 
when formerly it decided against it. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman misunderstood my argument 
entirely. That was outside of the claim altogether. I had al- 
ready shown that the indebtedness of the United States to the 
State for claims about which there can be no question equaled 
the aggregate of that of the State, and the Sper cent claim is 
outside and above it. I was simply making that argument to 
show how strong the equity in the claim of the State is. There 
is nothing in my amendment overruling the decision in the 5 
per cent cases.” 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. You claimed to the committee that 
if you could get a chance to settle that the claim would be up- 
held, because the court had been reorganized. I have not seen 
the gentleman’s amendment. y 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman misunderstood me entirely. 
WhileI deny the correctness of the decision, the payment claimed 
does not depend on that. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, if these States 
have a claim against the United States at all, it will be paid just 
as the claims of the other States have been paid. But why do 
they, the ssven Southern States, or rather the two, not pursue 
the same course in regard to the adjustment of their claims that 
was pursued by the State of Kansas and Pennsylvania and other 
States? The United States Supreme Court has held that cer- 
tain of these claims have nofoundation infact, and are not just. 
I repeat then, it is a poor claim that must depend upon a re- 
versal of the former opinion of the court, simply because there 
has been a change in the court. Now, all the second section 

ovides for is asale of the bonds that belong to the Indian trust 


und. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him a moment? Does not the gentleman know that 
the Treasurer of the United States = the Secretary of War 
zare both reported that the United States owes the State of 

lorida over „000 of principal and interest away beyond our 
Bonea etre by the Government, and we have not been able to 
get it paid: 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, I stated to the committes that the 
gentleman from Florida claimed that there was an offset against 
the United States similar to that claimed by the State of Ar 


kansas. 
Mr. COOPER of Florida. The Treasurer of the United States 


80 reports. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Therecan be no legal set-off against 
these trust funds. And let me ask in this connection why were 
the bondsof Arkansas funded? There is nouse talking; gentle- 
men should not ask to have a set-off or ask that the Indian trust 
fund be held back and not settled simply because they pretend 
to have some claim against the United States. I submit, Mr. 
Chairman, that their conduct shows beyond all question they 
have no legitimate claim against the United States. 

The time has come when this matter should be settled, and 
the sooner itis settled the better it will be for all concerned. 
There can be no possible excuse forfurther delay. If the States 
can not Poy then they should at least settle with the Govern- 
ment and fund their indebtedness by issuing new bonds. Other 
States have paid their indebtedness, and why not these States? 
If this section does not have the desired result, then the officers 
of the Government should be directed by Congress to take the 
necessary steps to collect the amount due on these bonds. [Ap- 


plause. j 
[Mr. SWANSON withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.} 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a few remarks in 
reply to the gentleman from Kansas, who, inspeaking of the in- 
debtedness of Virginia to the Federal Government, or rather, I 
should say, to this Indian trust fund, said that that State should 
be compelled to pay her honest debts. 

In reply I say yes; but the obligation upon Virginia to pay 
her debts is not st er than is the obligation upon the on 
ernment of the United States to pay its debts and to deal fairly 
with all, and I undertake to say that if the members of this 
House will take the trouble to inform themselves what the prop- 
osition is that we are discussing, every gentleman within the 
- of my voice will agree that to carry it out would be un- 
conscionable. What is it? It is to take the bonds of my State 
een ery them. How did the Government get possession of those 

n 

In 1860, as was stated by the gentleman from Kansas, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States took $581,000 from the Indian 
trust fund; if that was improper it was the act of the Govern- 


ment of the United States and not of Virginia. 
ment took 8581, 000 of that trust fund and transferred it to m: 
State, and took in exchange interest-bearing bonds, the bon 


The Govern- 


to which this section alludes and which it is proposed to sell. 
How stood the account between Virginia and the National Gov- 
ernment at that date? At that time the Federal Government 
owed the State of Virginia over $1,000,000; $339,212 principal, 
and over $700,000 interest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend tell me when it was that the 
Government finally settled with Virginia? 

Mr. WISE. The indebtedness of which I speak still exists 

Mr.HOLMAN. Did not the Government settle with Virginia 
when it settled with Maryland? 

Mr. WISE. On what account did the Federal Government 
owe that money to the State of Virginia? The debt had its 
origin in the expenditure by the State of Virginia of certain 
moneys for military 1 during the war of 1812—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. w did it happen, then—— 

Mr. WISE. I decline to be interrupted. Moneys were ad- 
vanced at the same time by Massachusetts, New York, Mary- 
land, Pennsylvania, Delaware, South Carolina, and the city of 
Baltimore—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. And we have paid them all off, 

Mr. WISE. Money wasadvanced by all these States, and this 
Government has paid husetts, Maryland, and other States; 
but there has never been a settlement with Virginia, as youwill 
find in the reports on this subject in every Co for the last 
thirty years. It thus appears that the Federal Government has 
been indebted to my State for nearly one hundred years on ac- 
count of advances made in the prosecution of a war with Great 

ritain. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, the . is submitted that the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be clothed with the authority 
to sell her interest-bearing bonds, which were obtained as I have 
explained, and now constitute à part of this Indian trust fund. 

nstead of the tration of such a foul wrong upon one of 
the States of the Union, fair 9 and honesty alike require 
asettlement in accordance with the principles of justice and 
equity. There is nota Representative within the sound of my 
voice who, if familiar with the facts of this case, will ever vote 
2 put into this Indian appropriation bill such a provision as 
that. 

If you do not mean to pay, then, in the name of God, do not 
resort to this trick in order to make complications in my State. 
Virginia's indebtedness has been settled with her bondholders, 
and it is not fair or just that the Government should take such 
action as is here proposed. 

But, gentlemen, I have not stated all, I have only spoken of 
the indebtedness of the National Government on account of ad- 
vances for the war of 1812. My colleague [Mr. SWANSON] has 
alluded to the fact that the United States owes Virginia $120,- 
000, advanced after the Revolutionary war for the erection of the 
Capitol in which we sit. 

I hold in my hand a copy of the act penned by John Marshall, 
the first and greatest Chief Justice of the United States, who 
was then a memberof the General Assembly of Virginia—an act 
by which was advanced to the Federal Government $120,000, 
more than one hundred years ago, to be applied toward erecting 
public buildings. This money has never been returned; and to 
emphasize the fact that this was an advance, when that act was 
under consideration in the General Assembly of Virginia, the 
word grant“ had been inserted in its title by mistake. It was 
stricken out upon the motion of Judge Marshall, and the word 
“advance” was substituted. 

Yet, notwithstanding these facts are staring us in the face, 
the gentleman from sas gets up here and tells us that we 
ought to make—make—Virginia pay her debts! I think, as 
Isaid in the beginning, that the obligation is no greater upon 
the State of Virginia to By, her honest debts than it is upon 
the Government of the United States. No conscientious, hon- 
est Representative knowing the facts as I have stated them will 
vote for such a proposition. 

Mr. Chairman, if the point of order raised by the eee 
from Tennessee should not be sustained, as I think it ought to 
be under the rules, then I call upon gentlemen upon both sides 
to vote to strike out this provision of the bill and let this ques- 
tion remain as it is until the National Government is ready to 
come up and treat on honest, fair terms for the settlement of 
account between my State and the National Government. e 
ask for no generosity; only poe [Applause.] 


Mr. Cox addr the © 
TheCHAIRMAN,. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
makes a point of order against these two paragraphs on 59. 


uae the order the Chair will hear the gentleman for five min- 
u . 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. This is a most interesting 
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question, involving considerable to various States. I ask unani- 
mous consentof the committee that the debate proceed for thirty 
minutes longer. = 

The CHAIRMAN. The House has adopted for the guidance 
of the committee a rule fixing the time for debate; and the com- 
mittee can not set that aside. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I thought the Committee of 
the Whole might do whatever it agreed to do, by unanimous 
consent, 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not set aside an order of the House. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. We did set aside an order of 
the House. 

Mr. TRACEY and others. Regular order! 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The order of the House wasa 
beet peculiar one. 

eCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
will proceed. j 

Mr.COX. Mr. Chairman, upon this question I have yielded as 
far as I could to the Representatives from Arkansas and Virginia 
as much time as they desired. I now wish to occupy only a few 
moments. First, I want to address myself to the point of order 
which has been raised and which the Chair is now called upon 
to decide. It arises upon two paragraphs on e 59, and the 
point I make is that the provisions embraced in these para- 
graphs are entirely new legislation. I submit that these two 

rovisions—the first charging these bonds over against the 

nited States as an obligation of the United States, and the sec- 
ond, providing for taking these bonds and putting them on the 
market for sale—I submit that these two provisions are entirely 
new legislation. That is the point of order. 

Now, when you come to the words in line 14— 

For the payment of interest on said bonds for the fiscal year ending June 
$0, 1804, 878, 80— 


I do not think my point of order reaches that. I think those 
words ought to be included in the bill. But outside of those 
lines, 14, 15,and 16, every line of that provision is new legisla- 
tion, ‘and 1 do not ip e the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs would dispute it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will remember that when 
the gentleman from Ohio . OUTHWAITE] reserved the point 
of order against these two paragraphs, he thenasked unanimous 
consent to exempt these three lines quoted by the gentleman 
from Tennessee from the point of order. 

Mr. COX. That is right; and I said that the gentleman from 
Ohio was entirely correct, on an examination, to exempt these 
lines. The rest of it, however, is clearly subject to the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will also modify the point 
of order he is now making to exempt these three lines? 

Mr. COX. Exactly; to conform to the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Ohio; so that the point of order goes to the 

hole of these two paragraphs, except the three lines 14, 15, 
and 16, up to the word dollars.“ i 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, these three can only be ex- 
empted from the point of order by unanimous consent. Is there 
objection to the point of order being made, as suggested by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, except as to the three lines of the 
second paragraph on page 59, lines 14, 15, and 16, which the 
Clerk will read? 

The lines were again read. : 

Mr. COX. These are the lines exempted from the point of 


order. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Is the point of order raised on the 
section, except these three lines? ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I desire to be heard on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 


Kansas. 
Mr. COX. Ido not desire to insist on any more time, but it 
is a very strange thing that the gentleman from Virginia, the 
entleman from Arkansas, and the gentlemanfrom Florida have 
ussed the whole merits of this question, and Tennessee 
should be excluded. Therefore I ask five minutes in the dis- 
cussion on the merits, in so far as it affects the State of Ten- 
nessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to state to the gentle- 
man that the time which has beenallowed to the gentlemanfrom 
Arkansas the gentleman from Kansas, and the gentleman from 
Florida was allowed by the committee before debate begun under 
the five-minute rule. And it was granted by unanimous con- 
sent. Under the order adopted by the House ten minutes only 
can be allowed to debate a point of order. The Chair has given 
the first five minutes of the ten to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
and if the chairman of the committee does not desire to occupy 
other five, the Chair will recognize the .gentleman from 

ansas. 


Mr. COX. I understand, then, that so far as Tennessee is con- 
cerned, she is confined to five minutes, when Virginia and Ar- 
kansas and Florida have an hour? 

Mr. MCRAE. Because the gentleman asked no such privi- 
lege at the time we did. He made no request for any time, and 
therefore his reflection on those of us who did is not just. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is one of parliamentary procedure. If I 
understand correctly, the point of order raised now expressly 
excepts lines 14, 15, and 16 on page 59? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It only puts us to the trouble of reoffering 
the provision. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, shall occupy only a 
part of the five minutes and be very glad to yield whatever time 
remains to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

I take it, Mr. Chairman, that if there had ever been enacted 
a statute authorizing the sale or soe ears of these bonds, and 
itis still in force, that then section 2 is in order, and I desire to 
call the attention of the Chair to the act of April 1, 1880, which 
provides as follows: 


to the Indian trust 
. dian trust funds or 
on account of the sales of stocks lately purchased for temporary invest- 
ment. + 

Now, here is an act of Congress directly authorizing the sale 
of these bonds, because they are the only ones that are held in 
trust, and it directs what shall be done with the funds received 
from their sale. All that is attempted in section 2 is toprovide 
how said bonds shall be sold and in what way the sale shall be 
made; that is, by advertising, and to the highest bidder, for not 
less than their face value. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Kansas to the fact that the second section refers 
specifically to nonpaying State bonds or stocks, and the law to 
ice the gentleman has referred makes nospecial reference to 


em. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. While it does not name them, they 
are the bonds meant, because they are the only bonds held in 
trust for the Indian tribes and they are described as nonpaying 
bonds or stocks, because the States have been failing to pay in- 
terest, and that is the reason they are so described in that sec- 
tion; and this act authorizes the sale of those stocks, which are 
the ones that we attempt in this section to have sold, and the 
only ones. They are the only bonds that belong to the Indian 
trust fund, and they are the ones that are provided for by the act 
of April 1, 1880. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Nr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this point of order is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. MCRAE. I want to say that í think the gentleman from 
Kansas is correct. These are the bonds referred to, and I think 
the point of order should be overruled. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that this is new leg- 
islation, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A parliamentary inquiry. Be- 
fore we commence reading the bill, I wish to say that on day be- 
fore yesterday there was an amendmentoffered by my colleague 
[Mr. DOOLITTLE], which it was asked might go over until the 
chairman of the committee could have a meeting of the commit- 
tee, or obtain some information. Under the rule that we are now 
operating under, when will it be proper to have that matter 
come up? 

The CHAIRMAN. After the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
ceeding some time, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: Mr. Chairman, the Clerk has now read 
down to page 77. I wish to ask unanimous consent that the 
names of the Indians who subscribed to this agreement, all from 
line 11, page 77, to line 23, page 92, be omitted. These pages 
embrace the names of the Indians who subscribed to this agree- 
ment and the various certificates of authentication. I suggest 
that 1 be omitted. 

Mr. M . Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I object. 
the order of the House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. One minute, Mr. Chairman 

Mr.MARSH. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill, Having 
proceeded for some time, 


After pro- 
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Mr. MAHON said: I ask unanimous consent that all those 
names be omitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MAHON] renews the request that the names of the Indians sign- 
ing this petition be omitted by the Clerk. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What is that? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MAHON] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of these Indian names in the treaty. Isthere objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

r. WILSON of Washington. The Chair will recollect that 
I called his attention to that matter in the early part of the read- 
ing of this bill. There is not a human being on earth who could 
read them so that anybody could understand, and I will not ob- 
ject. 

The Clerk, omitting the reading of the signatures, proceeded 
with the reading of the bill. Having read the first paragraph 
on page 94, 

Mr. McRAE said: A parliamentary inquiry. Should a point 
of order be made before a paragraph is read, or after? 

The CHAIRMAN. At the conclusion of the reading of the 
paragraph. 

Mr. MCRAE. I desire to make a point of order to the second 
paragraph on page 94. Š 
` Tne CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Second. That the lands by said agreement ceded to the United States 
shall, upon prociamation by the President, be opened to settlement, and 
shall be subject to disposal only under the homestead and town-site laws 
of the United States (except section 2301 of the Revised Statutes. which 
shali not apply), excepting the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in 
each Congressional township, which shall be reserved for common-school 
porgono and be subject to the laws of the State of South Dakota: Provided, 

hat each settler on said lands shall, before perp? final proof and receiy- 
ing acertificate of mey pay to the United States, for the land so taken by 
him, in addition to the fees provided by law, the sum of 88.75 per acre, one- 
half of which shall be paid within three years from the date of his 1 
entry; but the rights of honorably disch Union soldiers and sailors, 
as defined and described in sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, shail not be abridged except as to the sum to be paid as 
aforesaid: Provided, however, That each settler shall be limited to 80 acres 


in amount, but after the e tion of six months from the open! of said 
land to settlement, may take an additional 80 acres from any of the lands of 
said tract then subject to entry: And provided further, t after three 


years’ actual and continuous residence upon said land from date of settle- 
ment, the settler shall, upon full B pe of 83.75 per acre, receive patent 
for the tract entered: Provided, t settlement shall be made under this 
act within thirty days from date of filing on land. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, that paragraph changes the 
public land laws of the United States, is new legislation, and 
contradicts the very treaty that it confirms. Article 8 of the 
treaty provides that surplus lands shall be disposed of under the 
existing land laws of the United States. This paragraph of the 
bill which has just been read involves new land legislation, and 
I have always contended and now insist that while all the 
treaties that can possibly be should be ratified, yet I do not want 
a separate land system for every reservation that is opened. It 
is vicious and makes a great deal of trouble and allows fraud in 
many cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
or any member of the committee care to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I suppose as a matter of fact 
that the provisions which have already been read are subject to 
the same objection as this particular section. The legislation 
is founded on a treaty or an agreement with an Indian tribe. I 
suppose thet at the present time these are regarded as agree- 
ments or as :ontracts between an Indian tribe and the United 
States. They were formerly treated as a treaty, and stood on 
the same footiig as a treaty with a foreign nation, until about 
fifteen years ago. 

Since that time they have been considered as contracts, requir- 
ing the action of both Houses of Congress. Prior to that time 
they were ratified in the Senate, after they had been negotiated 
by the President, just the same as a treaty which had been ne- 
gotiated with a foreign nation. This is the ratification of an 
agreement between an Indian tribe and the United States, and 
it involves a modification of the treaty or the provisions of the 
agreement; as, for instance, the agreement provides that the 
money is to be placed to the credit of this Yankton band, bear- 
ing interest at the rate of 5 percent. That is above the rate we 
have been paying of late years; and therefore it is proposed to 
modify this agreement so as to reduce the amount of interest to 
4 por cent, as of late years we have never paid more than 4 per 
cent. 

There are all through this ratification changes in the terms 
of 35 and I admit that in the particular section 
refe to, thereis a provision that modifies the landlaw. The 
2 law, the act of March, 1891, provides for a residence of 

ourteen months to the extent of a quarter section of land. 


This provision contemplates a homestead of 80 acres, instead 
of 160 acres, except that after a period of six months after the 
land has been opened, if the land is not taken up, a settler may 
enter an additional 80 acres, making 160. In this respect there 
is a change made in the law nowinforce. There is also a pro- 
vision extending the time of commutation from fourteen months 
to three years; and I do trust that my friend from Arkansas will 
not object to that. The homestead law of 1862 contemplated a 
residence of five years. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to know what paragraph the 
gentleman makes his point of order on. 

Mr. HOLMAN, To the second paragraph. 

Mr. MCRAE. If I could make it toa part of it I might do it, 
but I made it to the whole of the paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He made it to the whole of the second para- 


graph. 
r. MCRAE. Not in reference to the bonds. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the at- 
tention of the Chair to the fact that this legislation is based on 
an act of Congress providing for negotiations with these In- 
dians for the cession of their lands and taking a portion of their 
lands in severalty. It is based on an act of Congress, and under 
all the circumstances it seems to me it comes within the rule, as 
it is carrying out an agreement made under an act of Congress, 
and it modifies that agreement and refers the subject back to 
the Indians. I did not think of this point being raised, or I. 
would have had the law; but I would be very glad if the Chair 
will see the law under which this agreement was made and on 
which this legislation is founded before deciding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Indiana that the point of order, as stated by the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, is that it changes the existing law under 
which this treaty was made between the Yankton tribe anda 
commissioner of the United States. Article 8 says that aftor 
the ratification of this agreement by Congress these lands shall 
“be offered for sale through the proper land office, to be dis- 
posed of under the existing land laws of the United States,” etc. 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana admits, as the Chair under- 

stands, that this is a modification of the existing laws of the 
United States, and that in that respect it differs from the treaty 
which has been agreed upon between the tribe and a commis- 
sioner of the United States. 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is not only with reference to that provision, 
if the Chair please, and not only with reference to that article 
of the treaty, but here all the articles are modified and sent back 
to the tribe. The Chair will have to consider the existing law 
authorizing these negotiations so as to see whether this comes 
within the inhibition 

Mr. PICKLER. Call the attention of the Chair to the words 
‘fas modified,” on page 93, Mr. HOLMAN, and to see whether 
that is subject to the point of order? If it is new legislation 
me included by the existing law, why the point of order is well 

aken. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, in theline 
of his argument, I desire to call his attention to the general 
allotment act,” which authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
to do certain things by or between the Government and Indians. 
For instance: 


And provided Further, That at any time after lands have been allotted to 
all the Indians of any tribe as herein provided, or sooner if in the opinion of 
the President it shall be for the best interest of said tribe, it shall be lawful 
forthe Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with such tribe for the pur- 
chase und release by said tribe, in conformity with the treaty or statute 
under which such reservation is held, of such portions of its reservations 


not allotted as such tribe shall from time to time coasent to sell, on such 


terms and conditions as shall be considered just and equitable between the 
United States and the said tribe of which purchase shall not be 
complete until ratified by Congress, and the form and manner of executing 
such release shall also be prescribed by Congress. 


Now, the position of the gentleman from Indiana, chairman 
of the committee, as I understand it, is that all of this proceed- 
ing is in line with existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In line with existing law. 

Mr. HERMANN. And this law authorizes the Secretary of 
the Interior to enter into negotiations with these Indians. 

This particular paragraph includes matter which forms the 
substance of an agreement with the Indians, modified by these 
proceedings on the part of Congress, and therefore it is in line 
with existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is an important provision and the ques- 
tion which it raises is applicable to some other provisions of the 
bill. I therefore suggest to the Chair that this second clause on 
page 94 be passed over for the present until we can look up the 
statute. 

Mr. PICKLER. Nearly all of this section is a recital of the 
present law. ` = 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands the objection of 
the gentleman from Arkansas to be to the proviso beginning in 
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‘line 9, page 95, and extending down to and including the word 
“entry,” in line 14, 

Mr. McRAE. No, sir. I make the point of order against 
the second subdivision of this section, because it can not be 
amended. If I could submit my amendments now I think I 
could make it conform substantially to the land laws, but as I 
can not do that, I am compelled to make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes the gentleman will 
agreo to let that go over also. 

Mr. MCRAE. Ihave notthe slightest objection to that; with 
the understanding that the point of order is still pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is pending, of course. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are two other provisions that cover 


the same ground. 

Mr. MoRAE. I make the same point of order on the next 
paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be read first. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Third. That = on who was not the owner of land in any State or 
Territory of the 


States at 1 ot this act may make an 

entry ot the lands open to settlement er the provisions of act, al- 

though said person may have heretofore made an entry under the pro- 

visions 1— * homestead law: Provided, That said person is not otherwise 
un f 


Mr. MCRAE. I make the 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
let that go over too. 

Mr. MORAE. That is satisfactory to me, with the same un- 
derstanding as in the other case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


int of order on that paragraph. 
air suggests that the gentleman 


under such 

scribe, open said lands to settlement, provided 

shall be uired to pay 78 cents per acre at the time of 
Provided, That the proclamation of the President opening 

t, in seetion 3 of this act, shall be issued bry thirty 

sa dians, 


6 ratification of the changes insaid agreement 
in section 1 of this m shall be is- 


Mr. MoRAE. I make the point of order on that also. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this paragraph also 
will go over until to-morrow. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls attention to the fact that 
there is a duplication inthe printed bill, beginning on line 10, page 
108, and extending down to and including line 19, page 116. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee are aware of that. That isa 
mere blunder of the Printing Office. 

The Clerk continued the reading, and read the bill down to the 
word Congress, line 23, page 127. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the Committee 


rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported that they had had under consid- 
eration a bill (H. R. 6913), the Indian appropriation bill, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bille, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 499) to provide for the adjustment and payment 
of the claim of Thomas Rhys Smith for work done and materials 
furnished for the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. MAGUIRE, indefinitely, on public business. 
To Mr. MALLORY, until Monday next, on account of siekness. 


E WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of A. J. Bioom, Fifty-second Congress, no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 

RECESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, under the rule a recess 
is taken at 5 o’cloek until 8 p.m. If there be no objection the 
Chair will now declare the House in recess. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will perform the duties of the 
Chair at the evening session. - 

The House accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 58 minutes) took a 
recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m., 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER lai tbig The House is in session under 
paragraph 3 of Rule A 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that after this evening session the previous question be 
considered as ordered upon the amendments, engrossment, third 
rari and final passage of each bill which has been recom- 
mended to the House by the Committee of the whole, subject, 
however, to the precedence of existing orders, general appro- 

riation bills, and conference reports. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. JONES, Ishall have to object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Let me suggest to the gentleman 
from Virginia that this does not include any cases of the kind 
that he has been opposing, except possibly one. 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the gentleman that I do not think 
consent ought to be given for that order in this slim House. 
did not intend to — — objection myself, but there are scarcely 
a dozen members here, and if the gentleman will make this re- 
quest when there is a fuller House, or when as many members 
are present as we usually have at these Friday evening sessions, 
I promise not to make any objection, but I do not believe the re- 
quest ought to be made now when there are only a dozen pres- 


ent. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, for the pur- 
pose of considering bills upon the Private Calendar. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of business upon the Private Calendar, 
under the rule. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding 
to the Calendar, I ask consent to make a very brief 
statement, not to occupy more than two or three minutes. 

There was no ob on. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desireto call the attention of the 
Committee of the Whole to these facts. There are now on the 
Calendar, reported from the Committee on Pensions, of which 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Moss] is chairman, fourteen 
bills. There are on the Calendar several bills—I have not 
counted the number—reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, involving the charge of desertion. There are no bills 
that I have any knowledge of on the Calendar from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary for the removal of political disabilities. 
There are thirty-five bills on the Calendar that have been favor- 
ably reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Of 
this number four involve the N of geneng a pooten 
again to a woman once pensjoned on account of the death of her 
husband in the service, she having been remarried and divorced 
on account of the brutal or cruel conduct of the husband. 

There is one other bill involving something of that character, 
the Mary E. Trickey bill, making, altogether, five bills of that 
particular type. There are also five bills involving the cases 
of widows whose husbands died in the service who remarried, 
and who again became widowed by the death of the second hus- 
bands, the proposition of the bill and of the reports accom- 

anying them being to restore those widows to the pension roll. 

hat makes ten of these two classes of bills. Subtracting these 
from the thirty-five reported by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, there remain twenty-five of an entirely different charac- 
ter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am most sincerely, heartily, and ear- 
nestly in favor of the passage of the ten bills of which I have 
spoken. But I want to present to the Committee of the Whole 
this evening the question whether, in view of the fact that there 
is less than a quorum present, it would not be best to agree toa 
proposition rE pan over the bills reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs and these ten bills involving the question of 
remarriage and of divorce, and proceed at once to the consider- 
ation of the other bills. I will add that I have had an assur- 
ance given to me by the 8 from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], 
from the Committee on Pensions, that fair hearing and consid- 
eration, without filibustering, will be bestowed upon these other 
twenty-five bills. 

Having made this statement 1 will, for the purpose of testing 
the sense of the House—acting on my own responsibility and not 
undertaking to represent any other member or any committee— 
ask unanimousconsent that the bills reported from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and the ten bills referred to which have 
been reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions be passed 
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over at this evoning session without prejudice and withoutlosing 
eir places on the Calendar, and that we proceed to consider in 
Calen ar order the other bills reported from the Committee on 
valid Pensions, and also the bills reported from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I would like to understand what 
reason there is for passing over the bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs which simply remove the charge of 
desertion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If I may be permitted, I will ex- 
plain. A number of gentlemen in this House have made up their 
minds resolutely that they do not intend that these bills pen- 
sioning deserters and bills paying pensions to women who were 
the widows of soldiers and who, hay remarried, are widows 
again, and bills of a third class proposing to pay exceptionally 
large pensions to officers of the Army or their widows, shall ever 


pass. 

Every Friday night these bills absolutely block the proceed- 
ings here. At the same time there are some meritorious pen- 
sion bills here, bills which any reasonable man on the face of 
the earth would agreo aro proper and just. Some of them are 
to pension very old or very necessitous people. Why not dis- 
pose of these bills? And then, if gentlemen want to engage in 
a wrangle about these other propositions, let them make a test 
case of one bill and fight it out, but not obstruct business every 
Friday ni hi by. ressiug bills of that character. 

The CHA N. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. T object for the present. Iwant 
simply to say this d 

ee CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. Debate is not in 
order. 


Mr. LANE. Task unanimous consent thatto-night each mem- 
ber may be permitted to call up one bill—an easy bill. [Laugh- 
toril will call up my -bill first, if there be no objection. 
[Laughter.] I think there will be no opposition to it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object to that. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I ask leave to state the reasons 
for making my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
unanimous consent to state 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

: The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first business 
n order. 


gontloman from Pennsylvania asks 
is reasons for objecting. 


HARRIET WOODBURY. 


The Clerk read the bill (H. R. 811) for the relief of Harriet 


Woodbury. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What has become of House bill No. 1196 
which precedes on the Calendar the bill just read by the Glerk? 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair was 
not in the chair at the last evening session, but is advised that 
the bill just read is pending as unfinished business. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. This bill having been debated on 
two previous evenings, I ask unanimous consent that it be passed 
over without prejudice. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3156) 
for a pension to Cornelia de Peyster Black, widow of Henry M. 
Black, late colonel of United States Army, deceased. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill, which has been the subject of much discussion, be passed 
over without prejudice. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


MARY E. TRIOKEY AND OTHERS. 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1196) to 


restore, Mary E. Trickey, and children of Hartwell M. Trickey, 
to the pension rolls, 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill has heretofore been considered 


by the Committee of the Whole; butas there are several gen- 
tlemen here now who were not present on that occasion, I will 
briefly ae from the report—— - 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has Doet been reported. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well; I make my explanation 
after the bill has been reported. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War of the United States ae 
he is hereby, directed to restore Mary E. TANT widow of Hartwell M. 


Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and New York Volunteer In- 
2. 7 and their children, to the pension rolls as of the Gate of December 1. 


: The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
ows: 

Strike out all atter the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations - 
of the act approved June 27, 1890, the name of Mary E. Trickey, as widow of 
Hartwell M. Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry.” 

Mr. STALLINGS. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iwas about to read the body of the re- 
port in connection with the statement I pro to make. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I prefer first to hear the report, and then 
the statement of the gentleman. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I beg leave to ask 
the very careful attention of each member of the committee to 
the ing of the report. Probably it will result in avoiding 
an extended discussion. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEADOCK. How often can a report be read on the 
same bill? , 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that a report is not 
read as a matter of right. It can only under the rule be read 
in the time of some gentleman. 

Mr. WEADOCK. This report, I think, has been read two or 
times already. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It has been read once. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Lask that it be read in time. 

on CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio was recog- 
nized. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If I am recognized I intend to use the 
report in connection with some remarks I wished to make upon 
the bill. After that, if any gentleman desires to have it at 
ae Say it can be read. 

5 STALLINGS. I ask the gentleman to have the report 
read, 7 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly, if the gentleman desires it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

The report (by Mr. HARE) was read, as follows: 
11807 55 on 1 to — — was referred Poe —— (H. R. 
submit the following: report: 855 4 


A bill was favorably reported in the Fifty-second Congress, but 
failed of The facts shown are as follows: 

Hartwell M. Trickey served as a private sagas og I. One hundred and 
sixth New York — — July 22, 1882, until June 22, 1835. He was 
RT at #4 per month forgunshot wound of left forearm, and died June 


Mary E. Trickey applied for pension as his widow, and Proved to the sat- 
225 mf the Pension Bureau that she was married to the 
and pens: 


ey ai pe i tion 

the legal widow of the soldier, and a special examination was had to deter- 
mine the facts, which are as follows, as is fully shown by evidence now on 
Ale in the Pension Bureau: 

The soldier, while home on furlough, was married November 12, 1883, at 

Ogdensburg, N. Y., to one Jane Ritchey, and remained with her one or two 

time. Again, after his discharge, he lived with her as his 
wife for about one and a half years, when he went to Pennsylvania and she 
did not 6 and never afterward did they live together. The 
reasons fort ee do not appear. This in yp seems to have 
been about 1887, 1868 the present claimant, Mary E. (Montgomery), met 
the soldier at Pottsville, Pa., and on July 2, 1872, they were married at 
Wilkesbarre, Pa., and lived together continuously as man and wife from 
that time until his death, and they had five children. 

Itap however, that the soldier was never divorced from Jane, his 
first wife, and hence this so-called to Mary E. was not legal. Some 
two or three years after the separation above referred to Jane commenced 
to live with one William Rogers, and t. hi 
‘and wife openly and publicly since that time, 
children, one of whom is 20 years of age, and she is commonly. 
gane Rogers. All thisis shown by her own admissions and by other evi- 


ence. 

On November 29, 1890, Jane filed a claim for the accrued pension due the 
soldier at the date of his death, and although this had vere | spt a to 
Mary E., it was determined in the light of all the facts that it must be paid 


to Jane, as the former payment to Mary E. was ; this was accord- 
ly done, and the name of Mary E. was permanently dropped from the 
ro. The amount of accrued on which was thus d 


seems to 
have been not more than 813, and ly not more than Mat the soldier 
himself lived to draw the pension for the quarter e June 4, 1889 
Although it has been determined that Jane was 
crued pension, it does not follow that she is entitled toa continuous pen- 
sion as widow. It is evident that she has lived as wife with Rogers both be- 
fore and since the 3 death, and, even if a common-law 


Inasmuch as the object of this bill is to pension the beneficiary as an act 

i e EIA OT SRo aeea el ee ee 

sum of money has alre: np er 5 through 

no 8 oe of her own, pension, if my aan should date from the ap- 
e act. 

your committee therefore return the bill and recommend that the bill do 


pass, after being amended as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


“That tho Socretary of the Interior be, and he is horo authorized ‘and 
directed to place on pension roll, subject to the pro ns and limita- 


report that this soldier abandoned his lawful wife and married 
another woman simply because he preferred the second woman, 
and not because of any fault of his wife. 

Now, if this dead soldier deserted his wife for this woman, who 
lives in the district of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE], does the gentleman think that under those circum- 
stances this woman ought to be pensioned on account of his sery- 
ices? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think so, because this woman had no 
knowledge of his previous marriage. This woman met him, sup- 
posing him to be a single man, and married him. Her intention 
was good. Her skirts are as clear of offense against the moral 
law and as white as snow. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that. Ido not understand that 
there is anything in the report that at all reflects on this woman. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. True. 

Mr. JONES. But the doubt in my mind arises from the fact 
that she was not his wife during the war. She did not suffer 
any privations on his account during the war. She simply mar- 
ried him in 1872. Now, at thattime, if he had actually eee 
the wife who had lived with him during the war, if it was his 
fault, does the gentleman think she ought to be pensioned on 
account of his service during the war, for it is on that account 
she is to be pensioned, if pensioned atall. If he had not been 
in the war at all she could not, of course, ask for a pens' on. 
The gentleman would not ask for a pension for her except on ac- 
count of the services of this man during the war. She married 
him long after the war, when he had deserted his lawful wife, 
whether she knew that fact or not. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let me call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Virginia to this fact, that there is no discrimination 
in the act of June 27, 1890, between the widow of a soldier who 
married a soldier during the war or before the war, and a widow 
who had married a soldier subsequent to the war. This woman 
is in the same predicament as many—— 

Mr. JONES. Of course I understand that perfectly; but if he 
had not been a soldier, of course the gentleman would not be 
here asking to pension this woman? 

Mr. OU AITE. Certainly not. 

Mr. JONES. And the distinction I draw is that the wife who 
lived with him during the war, and who lived with him a year 
and a half after the war, was deserted by him, as I infer from 
the language of this report. It may be that because of conduct 
of the abandoned wife after her desertion she can not now se- 
cure a pension, but is that any reason for pensioning the woman 
who never could have been his lawful wife and who is not now 
his widow? Is it absolutely necessary that somebody must be 
pensioned simply because this man was a soldier? 

5 di OUTHWAITE. Is not the gentleman assuming a good 
(s) — 

Mr. STALLINGS. I think Loan clear the gentleman's mind. 
The trouble is that the wife in New York is barred from getting 
a pension on account of her misconduct. 

. JONES. I am perfectly aware of that fact. But must 
this other woman be pensioned simply because the true widow 
is in a position which precludes her obtaining one? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; and I will give you the reasons. 
This widow did not know anything about his ever having hada 

revious wife until she presented herself in 1890 at the Pension 

ureau. This widow had no means of investigating whether 
Mr. Trickey deserted his wife or his wife deserted him; but the 
fact that his wife immediately joined this other man and has 
been living with him 

Mr. JONES. Not gir omar fo according to the record. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. She had a child 21 years of age when 
this testimony was taken, and this testimony was taken over two 
years ago. 

Mr. JONES. It was some two or thres years after the sepa- 


ration. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Some two or three years afterwards, and 
that was before this woman married Mr. Trickey. 

Mr. CABANISS. Does not the subsequent misconduct of his 
first wife naturally raise a presumption that he deserted her or 
left her on account of her misconduct? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, I do not like to draw any infer- 
ence against her. 

Mr. CABANISS. That strikes my mind. 

Mr. JONES. On the other hand, may not the fact that this 
poor woman was shamefully deserted have had some influence 
on her subsequent life and conduct? 

Mr. OUT AITE. No. I do not wish to try her in any 
May whatever. The amendment is a new bill, simply to place 
her on the pension roll at $8 a month. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, if there was any way in which, 
in this class of cases, we could go on record and havea recorded 
vote, I should make no objection, except simply to vote my con- 


tions of the act 6 June 27, 1890. the name of Mary E. Trickey, as 
widow of Hartwell M. Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixth 
nay mE New York Volunteer Infantry.“ 

Also amend the title so as to read A bill to pension Mary E. Trickey.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, this report is slightly 
incomplete, and for the purpose of supplementing it I will make 
a brief statement in regard to this case. A similar bill was 
favorably reported to the Fifty-second Congress, but failed of 
pange: It did not fail of passage in the House, however, it 

wing been discussed in Committee of the Whole, passed in the 
committee, and passed the House, but reached the Senate too 
late to be taken up on its Calendar. So that it has this indorse- 
ment that comes from the Fifty-second Congress, so far as that 
may weigh on the mind of anyone. 

In the second place, it does not appear from the report, as it 
should, that the place at which Mr. Trickey met this claimant 
was quite a considerable distance away from the point where the 
other woman was living. It was a distance of over 500 miles. 
He first married in Northern New York, and the second mar- 
riage occurred over four years after that, in the coal regions of 
Pennsylvania, more than 500 miles away, and of these regions 
it may be said thatthere were no railroad connections. Trickey 
lived near the present claimant four years as a single man. 
She met him asa single man and married him lawfully, accord- 
5 to the forms of the church and the ordinary requirements 
of law. 

After that timethey cameinto my district tolive. She bore 
him five children, all of them takinghis name. She nursed him 
in his final illness, and after his death she sophea for a pension. 
It was granted her because she made all the proofs necessary 
under the law. 

Now, why was she dropped from the rolls? Sometime after- 
wards, the other woman learning of his death, and being advised 
that she had a legal claim to the accrued pension of $13, made 
application and secured the pension. At the time this bill was 
considered in the Committee of the Whole here at the last meet- 
ing the gentleman from Virginia raised the question as to the 
probability of the other woman coming in and getting a pension. 

The report says, in an argumentative way, that this could not 
be. Butsince that time, in order to make sure of the fact that 
it would be impossible for the other woman to get a pension, and 
that but this one woman could get it as the widow of the man 
Hartwell Trickey, I visited the Pension Office and examined 
the papers, and requested the Commissioner of Pensions to ex- 
amine and give mea report on the subject as to the condition 
of the claim and as to the facts which exist in relation to this 
inquiry. I have that letter before me. It is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., April 27, 1894. 


Sır: In reply to your —— uiry of this date I have the honor to 
advise qon that one Jane Trickey, of Gouverneur, St. Lawrence County, N. 
Y., applied for pension on the of November, 1890, as the widow of Hart- 
1 1 Trickey, late private Company I, One hundred and sixth New York 
olunteers. 
She has never been pensioned, but, on the contrary, the claim has been 
rejected on the ground t she is not now the soldier’s widow, having lived 
= and cohabited with one William Rogers for more than twenty-one years 
past, being known by that name, and as his wife. She has, in fact, no title 
to pension under the act of June 27, 1890, nor under any other law. 


i fea É WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 

Hon. J. H. OUTHWAITE, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certain 85 : 

Mr. STALLINGS. I understand the claim of the first woman 
was investigated by the authorities, and it was held that she 
was not entitled to a pension. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is correct. I did not know when 
the bill was under consideration before thatit had been actually 
investigated and rejected. Jane Rogers has, in fact, no title 
to pension under the actof June 27, 1890, nor indeed under any 
other law. 

This letter puts a very different face on the question from that 
presented by the committee, as will be seen. 

Mr. JONES. May Lask a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. I observe in this report that it is stated that 
this soldier, for whose services this woman deserves a pension, 
left his first wife in New York, and went to Pennsylvania? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. JONES. And that she did not accompany him? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. True. 

Mr. JONES. And that the evidence does not show what was 
the cause of the separation? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatis true. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that to be the case. Now, the re- 
port does not show whether this soldier willfully deserted his 
wife and went to Pennsylvania, or whether or not he left her be- 
sause of some misconduct on her part. I should infer from the 
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victions. But we never have a quorum here, and therefore 
there is no way to have a record vote. 

Mr. HAYES. Let it be voted on in the House. 

Mr. LANE. We are considering these bills here in the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We make a record here. 

Mr. TATE. Weare making arecord now. The gentleman 
can state how he is going to vote. Then he has made his rec- 


ord. 

Mr. LANE. That is what I am here for, but I have not quite 
finished my statement yet. 

I say that if there was some way of designating those who 
voted for those bills which are not meritorious I would make no 

uestion at all. I am satisfied myself that this woman is not 
the widow of this soldier, neither by a lawful marriage nor by 
a common-law marriage; and lam not willing to pension women 
who are not widows of soldiers until soldiers’ widows are pen- 
sioned. After pensioning all the widows of soldiers, then I am 
willing to consider this question as a member of Congress.- These 
parties were simply living in adultery. Ido not care anything 
about the intention. f 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman says she was not the wife of 
this soldier. She was married according to the laws of the State 
of Pennsylvania. i 

Mr. LANE. That has nothing to do with the question here. 
It was neither a common law marriage nor a lawful marriage, 
but pear adulterous cohabitation so far as she was concerned. 
Her children were not legitimate. : 

Mr. BRETZ. You could not convict her in any court in the 
land. 

Mr. LANE. I am not trying to convict her. Iam simply 
stating the legal fact. If the legal widow had died in the mean- 
time, while they were cohabiting, that would have changed the 
ease, and if no change of relations took place, that would have 
become a common law marriage; but it never could become a 
legal marriage so long as the obstruction to the marriage ex- 
isted, and it still exists. 3 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit 
me just one moment? 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If it were a legal marriage, there would 
have been no necessity for a special bill. It is only because there 
could be no lawful marriage that a special bill is introduced. 
When this lady lived in every sense of the word an innocent, 

ure woman, and bore the soldier children, and took care of 
bim and nursed him when he was suffering from the effects of 
his wound, I think it is such a case as to warrant me in pre- 
senting this bill. 

Mr. LANE. I understand exactly the merits of her case; but 
that does not change the fact that these are not his children. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Whose are they? 

Mr. LANE. You can pension both these women. These 
children are not the soldier's in law; they are bastards in law; 
they are nullius filius. In law they have no father. If she was 
the widow of this man she would get a pension at the Pension 
Office. The question I am presenting to you is: Do you want to 
pension women who are not the widows of soldiers before you 
pension those who are the widows of soldiers, for there are thou- 
sands who are not pensioned? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Let us come to a vote then. 

Mr. LANE. Youcancome toa vote, and then I willnotcontend. 
Iam simply making a statement. I am liberal in voting to pen- 
sion widows and to pension soldiers who are entitled; but I say, 
gentlemen, there is not money enough in the Treasury to go 
around and pension this class of women. Having said this much, 
I will content myself by voting against the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is onagreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is an amendment to the title 
recommended. 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill will be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that the title be changed in accordance 
with the recommendation of the committee. 


MARTHA E. MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
2908) restoring the pension of Martha E. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre t th 1 
suthorixed 8 ‘directed to 3 the „ Marua 


E. Miller, widow of Alexander N. Miller, late of Com O. Twenty-sixth 
Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, to take effect from the passage 


The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2008) restoring the pension of Martha E. Miller, having examined and con- 
2 the same, report it back to the House with a recommendation that 

t do pass. A 

This same matter was before the Fifty-second Congress and passed this 
House, and the re which we adopt, was as follows: 

“Martha E. er was the wife of Andrew W. Miller, late of 8 O,. 
Twenty-sixth Regiment Iowa Infantry, who died at Jeffersonville, Ind., June 
17, 1864, from wounds received at the battle of Resaca, Ga., May 14, 1864. She 
—— granted a pension as his widow soon thereafter, which she drew until 
“On January 22, 1867, she married one James E. Irwin, and lived with him 
until the fall of 1871, when he deserted her, leaving her without any means 
of support whatever, and upon this she obtained a divorce from him. 

“When she married said she had saved upand had a cfg ode! pg f 
but it was all used up during her married life with him, and when he left 
her she had nothing, and has ever since earned her own support by sewing, 
and now, being of advanced age, she is unable to make a li , and has no 
one upon whom she can call for aid. The evidence of these facts and a copy 
of the decree of divorce is now on file in the Pension Office and in the district 
of Clinton County, Iowa, in June 1881. 

“This case is in the line of precedent and your committee recommend the 
passage of the bill.” 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the minor- 
ity report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The views of the minority will be read. 
i ae views of the minority (by Mr. BALDWIN) were read, as 
ollows: 


The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions submit the following 
statement of their views in regard to the bill (H. R. 2908) restoring the pen- 
sion of Martha E. Miller: 


the benefit of this one individual the sub- 
limitation of the general laws that the pension of soldiers’ widows 
who have remarried shall cease. 

The objections to be against such bills as this arenumerous. In 
the first poos it makes an exception of a case which is in no wise excep- 
tional. ere may be 8 of destitution in different cases, but 
it may be fairly stated that cases of widows who have remarried and 
again become husbandless by reason of death or divorce present the same 
substantial conditions, 

If any widow so situated should be restored to pension all widows so situ- 
ated should be restored, and this by general enactment and not by individual 
private bills, whereby those who may happen to have a friend to espouse 
their cause secure a benefit which the modest and the unknown never think 
ofseeking. Special pensionactsare justifiable only in cases which are essen- 
tially exceptional, and should not be used to t to one that which is de- 
nied to the many, whose situation is precisely the same. But aside from 
this consideration, however, the soldier's widow who remarries voluntarily 
relinquishes her pension, because she fers to do so. 

The Government can not becomean insurer against an unfortunate termi- 
nation of this second matrimonial venture either by divorce or death. To 
restore on in case of divorce is to encourage remarried widows to seek 
divorces, and, in any event, it is to give them an ostensible claim u the 
soldier's death and memory, which they have long since renounced by pref- 
erence. 

Furthermore, it is not to be assumed that legislation of this character is 
in the line of justice or of honor to the soldiers themselves, or that it is nec- 


y à or favored by the soldier classes. A contribution from the 
the public Treasury to the ing eerie of the widow of the soldier, so long as 
she re his widow, evary soldier, perhaps, desires, and the common con- 


sent of the nation for thirty years has — — this, but that each soldier 


looks forward to and desires that his services and his memory shall be the 


basis of a pension to his wife at some remote day, beyond an intervening 
period of matrimonial alliance with some other husband, is by no means 
self-evident or fairly to be presumed, 

M. R. BALDWIN. 


O. J. ERDMAN. 
JOHN J. MCDANNOLD. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, this is one of three or four bills 
towhich objection has been made by the gentleman from Virginia 
Bir: JONES], and I think also by the Soa pay from Alabama 

r. STALLINGS]. At last Friday nightsession, I think the vote 
was about 3 to 1 in favor of this class of bills. The objection 
was made that the Committee on Invalid Pensions had not re- 
ported a general bill on this subject, and that a general bill 
could be made that could cover most cases of this class. 

Now, I suggest, and I ask unanimous consent, that the action 
of the House be taken on them, that the committee to-night 

two or three of these bills, and letthem be reported to the 
ouse with an order that a yea-and-nay vote be taken thereon, 
because a general bill could come up at the same time if neces- 
sary, and then we could get the action of the House on this 
class of legislation, and not simply throw out this kind of legis- 
lation by the actof a single man, or two or three men, out of the 
whole House. Refer it to the whole House, where a quorum 
could vote upon it, and have a yea-and-nay vote. I ask unan- 
imous consent that that be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. JONES. What was the request? 

Mr. LACEY. The request was this: That this bill and the 
other three or four bills of the same character that havealready 
been voted onand have not passed through the Committee of the 
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Whole for the reason that the question of no quorum has been 


raisod 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had better confine the re- 
quest to this bill, 

Mr. LACEY. I was 5 in reference to the other 
bills in order that we could get these out of the way. I make 
the suggestion as to this particular bill and will make a sim- 
ilar request as to the others that this bill be passed through 
the Committee of the Whole with the recommendation that it 
pass, and with the agreement that a yea-and-nay vote shall be 
taken in the House. 

Mr. HAYES. That has been frequently done with pension 
3 in such cases there has always been a certain amount 
0 te. 

Mr. BATLEY. Before the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa is put, I desire to ask him whether he believes that the 
oe of the Whole can bind the House to take a yea-and- 
nay vote? 

Ar. LACEY. Any gentleman can compel a yea- and - nay vote, 
or the vote of a quorum. 

Mr. BAILEY. Butifaquorum votes without a call of the A hit 
and nays, then you can not have a yea-and-nay vote, and if there 
is no quorum your bill does not pass, 

Mr. LACEY. Well, if there is a quorum a yea-and-nay vote 
may not be insisted upon. If the expression of the will of the 
House can be fully ascertained without such a vote, then the 
yeas and nays may not be demanded. 

Mr. BAILEY. I made the suggestion merely to the gentle- 
man so that it might be comprehended in the agreement, if any 
agreement was to be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is correct 
Of course the Committee of the Whole can not bind the House; 
but agreements are often made informally in Committee of the 
Whole which are ratified in the House. 

Mr. LACEY. This has been done frequently in previous Con- 


sses. 
* 5 PICKLER, Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry: 
There is nothing to prevent this committee from recommending 
a d-nay vote in the House, is there? 

he CHAIRMAN, That would be in order. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, [ suggest 
to the gentleman from Iowa that the difficulty may be obviated 
if he will simply ask that this bill be reported to the House 
without any recommendation, and that it be taken up in the 


use. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It would lose its place on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, [ desire to make a 
parliamentary inquiry. Is it not true that in order to obtain 
action in the Houso on a bill this Committee of the Whole 
must take either favorable or unfavorable action upon it? 

The CHAIRMAN. -The Chair thinks it would be competent 
for the Committee of the Whole to report a bill without recom- 
mendation. j 

Mr. LACEY. I make this suggestion in view of the fact that 
the committee has already voted on this bill, and that there has 
been quite a large majority vote in favor of them, although not 
aquorum. Whether we act for or against a bill here the action 
of the House will be conclusive in the end, and by adopting my 
suggestion we shall get rid of this class of bills which are now 
ph tem the way of other bills upon the Calendar. 

The CHAI N.. Will the gentleman please state his re- 


quest again. z 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation and with 
an agreement that a yea-and-nay vote may be had in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? : 

Mr. STALLINGS, I object. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. In view of the fact that general 
legislation upon this subject is about to be enacted, or at least 
to be brought before the House for action, I would suggest that 
all these cases pass to the foot of the Calendar. 

The CH AN. Does the gentleman make that requestas 
to this bill? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I do. 

Mr. HAYES. I object. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Then I ask that it be passed over 
without eae ce. That will leave it just as itis. 

Mr. YES. Mr. Chairman, this billis a fair subject upon 


which to test the sense of the House in regard to this class of 
8 for the reason that it is not claimed that there is any- 
ing uliarly against the precedent that has been set so far 
as the facts in the case are concerned, and the facts in this case 
are ly strong in favor of granting the pension. 
I do not wish to block the way of other cases, but, as a matter 
of fairness, the House ought to be allowed to take a vote on this 


bill, Iam perfectly content to take the vote here to-night and 
abide the result, quorum or no quorum; or I am perfectly will- 
ing that the bill shall go into the House and let the House de- 
termine the question. That is certainly a fair proposition and 
one that ought to be acceded to; but if that can not be done, as 
I do not wish to block the way of other pension bills, I will ask 
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. HULL. Ican not see any object in the world in passing 
these bills over every Friday night without prejudice,” an 
then taking them up again and having the same reports read 
over and over again at every Friday evening session. It is in 
the line of the precedents since the war for such bills as this to 
pass where meritorious cases are presented. 

During the Fifty-second Congress I had one bill of this char- 
17 5 oe my own district. It passed the Committee of the 

Mr. HAYES. I will consent that the bill shall go to the House 
with an adverse report. We will bring it right up and let the 
House take action on it. 

Mr. HULL. Very well; that would dispose of it and get it off 
the Calendar. I am perfectly willing that any action be taken 
which will prevent bills of this class from standing at the head 
of the Calendar, depriving us of the opportunity of reaching 
other measures in which we are interested. I am interested in 
some bills farther down on the Calendar which have been held 
back for three weeks on account of these bills coming up ever 
night and occupying the entire time of the evening session. 
am entirely ready to consent to any action that will get them off 
this Private Calendar. Iam not willing to consent to any ac- 
tion that will hold them at the head of the Calendar to obstruct 
other business N me 

The CHAIRMAN. ə gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] 
moves that this bill be reported to the House with an adverse 
recommendation. ` 

Mr. HAYES. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. In 
the event that the bill should be so reported, and the ouse 
should reverse that action of the Committee of the Whole, would 
the bill have to come back to the Committee of the Whole? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not. 

Mr. HAYES. Then Iam perfectly content to have the mat- 
ter go that 355 

r. HUDSON. I want to make a parliamentary inquiry. If 
the bill be reported adversely, does not that kill it? 

The CHAIRMAN.. Cer y not. 

Mr, HUDSON. Can it go on the Calendar and come up after- 
wards if it be reported adversely? 

Mr. HAYES. I will withdraw the motion to report the bill 
e although Iwill not oppose the motion if made by any- 
one else, 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. I understand that a motion has been made to réport 
the bill favorably, and a motion is suggested to report it un- 
favorably. Now, it would seem that a compromise between 
these two propositions would be to report the bill without rec- 
ommendation. Lask whether that can be done. I seems to me 
the Committee of the Whole would have the right to make such 
& report. 

A MEMBER. That can not be done. 

Mr. HULL. If the bill be reported adversely, will it not go 
on . or will it come up without being called up 
specially 

he CHAIRMAN. It will not. 

Mr. HULL. It will not take its place along with bills reported 
8 
Wee CHAIRMAN, The bill will come up in its order in the 

ouse. 

Mr. LACEY. Ifthe Chair will hear me a moment, I wish to 
read from the rules upon a point which the Chair was asked 
about. In Rule XXIII, clause 7, I find the following: 

Whenever a bill is reported from a Committee of the Whole with an ad- 
verse recommendation, and such recommendation is disagreed to by the 
House, the bill shall stand recommitted to the said committee without further 
action by the House, 

So that under this rule, if we send this bill to the House with 
an adverse report, and the House should disagree to that report, 
the bill will simply come back to the Committee of the Whole 
and we shall find ourselves in the same hole as when we started 


in. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] a question. If this bill should be re- 
ported to the House with an adverse recommendation, and should 
then bə sent back here, would not the Committee of the Whole 
take that action of the House as an instruction to reverse its 
previous action and to make a favorable report upon the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. The committee are already in favor of the bill. 
It is simply one or two individuals who are unwilling that the 
committee should act. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Will the Ken ienen from Iowa [Mr. LA- 
CEY] be kind enough to cite for the information of the Chair the 
clause of the rule to which he just referred? 

Mr. LACEY. Clause 7 of Rule XXIII. ae 

The CHAIRMAN. [Aftera pause.] Afterexamining the rule 
as cited by the gentleman from Iowa, the Chair finds that his 
impression as stated a few moments ago was incorrect. 

Mr. HAYES. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be passed 
over without prejudice. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 

Mr. HAYES. I move that the bill be passed over and be 
placed at the foot of the Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER and others objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatmotionisnotin order. The question 
is on laying the bill aside to be reported to the House with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 41, noes 14. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, Mr. JoNES, and the gentleman from lowa, 
Mr. HAYES. 

Mr. HAYES. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed 
over and go to the foot of the Calendar. I do not want to do 
anything, Mr. Chairman, to block the way of another class of 

nsions that the committee may be willing to pass. I am will- 

to take my chance in some other way in the House, 

The CHAIRMAN, Pending the count, is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. HAYES. I hope some other member will appointed 
in my stead, Mr. Chairman, as a teller. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint the gentleman 
from Indiana, Mr. MARTIN, to act as one of the te lers. 

The committee proceeded to divide. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Does the 
Chair hold that it is incompetent for the committee to report 
this bill without recommendation? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so decide. 

Mr. PICKLER. If it can be reported without recommenda- 
tion, Lam willing that that shall be done. But I think we ought 
to have a vote one way or the other on the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why not report it adversely? 

Mr. PICKLER. That you can not do because the majority of 
the committee are in favor of the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They might agree to report it ad- 
versely for the purpose of getting it before the House. í 

Mv. PICKLER. That can not be done when the majority are 
in favor of the bill. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will report. 

The tellers reported—ayes 44, noes 15. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the ly acca to the request of 
the gentleman from Iowa, that this bill be passed over without 

rejudice, and take its place at the foot of the Calendar; but it 
s the last bill, I want to give notice now, so far as I am con- 
cerned, that can take that course. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this bill will be passed 
over without prejudice, and go to the foot of the Calendar. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JONES. I withdraw the point of no quorum, 

Mr.MAHON. Before going further, Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to make a motion that any bill on the Calendar, taken up and 
read, and the report of the committee read and discussed, where 
the motion is made by the gentleman having charge of it to lay 
it aside, that it go, without further action, to the bottom of the 
Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion would not be inorder. It 
could only be made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, Lask unanimous consent. The commit- 
tee, of course, can make such an order. 

Mr. LANE. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is equivalent to an objection. 


MADISON M. THOMAS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1112) to correct the military record of Madison M. Thomas. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That bill is not in order. It went 
to the foot of the Calendar last Friday night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will’ report the next bill: 


LOUISA B. HULL. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (EI. R. 3693) granting a pension to Louisa B. Hull, widow of James 
E. Darrow. 


Mr. LACEY. Task unanimous consent that this bill be passed 


manos ree judice, in view of the action taken a few moments ago 
on a similar bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. PICKLER. I object; and pending that I would like to 
ask a question by consent. Why did the gentleman ask to have 
this go over? 

Mr. LACEY. Because it stands in the way of other bills that 
will not be objected to. 

Mr. HULL. But the other bill went to the foot of the Calen- 


r. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let us have the regular order. The 
Chairman had decided that this bill could be passed over before 
either of these gentleman got up. I insist that the decision of 
the Chair shall stand. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair asked if there was objection, 
and 15 gentleman from South Dakota promptly rose and ob- 
jected. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do J understand that this committee, when 
it comes to a certain class of bills which have been favorably 
reported by the committee, will refuse to consider them? 

Mr. LACEY. We either have to do that or adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior is hereby directed to 
pea upon the invalid pension roll of the United States, subject to the lim- 

tations of the general law, the name of Louisa B. Hull, widow of James E. 


iw, late of pany D, Thirty-third Iowa Infantry Volunteers, at the 
rate of $12-per month. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to have the report of the commit- 
tee and the views of the minority read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid 8 whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3693) ranking a pension to Louisa B. Hull, submit the following report: 

This is a bill to grant a pension to Lucinda B. Hull. There is an error in 
ghar the Sezai of Mrs. Hull being Louisa. The bill should be corrected 

n that respect, 

Mrs Hull was the widow of James E. Darrow, of Com D, Thirty-third 
Iowa Infantry, and as such widow was granted a under certificate 
70080, Her husband died in the United States service. tg meena 8 she 
remarried to Benjamin Hull, from whom she was afterwards divorced on 
her own application on grounds of desertion. Her decree of divorce is filed 
with the committee. She is now very poor and advanced in years, and her 
restoration to the pension roll is recommended. 

She remarried September 9, 1865. Benjamin Hull, whom she married as 
her second husband, was also a soldier. Since the said devorce said Hull 
remarried and died, leaving a widow surviving him. Her first husband died 
April 28, 1864. Her divorce was granted September 13, 1880, by the district 
court of Lyon County, Kans. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do after being ee by 
inserting “Louisa” in place of “Lucinda” in line 5. Also, amend title to 
read "Granting a pension to Louisa B. Hull.“ 


The views of the minority were read as follows: 

The views of the minority (by Mr. MCDANNOLD) were read as follows: 

The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions submit the follow- 
ing statement of their views in regard to the bill (H. R. 3698) restoring the 
pension of Louisa B. Hull: 

“The minority have expressed their views inthis class of cases in report 601 
on the bill 2908, to pension Martha E. Miller. That statement is equally ap- 
plicable to this case, and is as follows: $ 

The purpose of this bill is torestore her to the pension roll the same as if 
3 still the widow of the soldier whose name she voluntarily surren- 

e ars ago. 

To this bill is to nullify for the benefit of this one individual the sub- 
stan limitation of the general laws that the pension of soldiers’ widows 
who have remarried shall cease. 

The objections to be urged against such bills as this are numerous. In the 
first place, it makes an exception of a case which is in nowise exceptional. 
There — he varying degrees of destitution in different cases, but it may 
be fairly stated that all cases of widows who have remarried and again be- 
come husbandless, by reason of death or divorce, present the same substan- 
tial conditions. 

If any widow so situated should be restored to pension, all widows so sit- 
uated should be restored, and this by general enactment and not by indi- 
vidual private bills, whereby those who may happen to have a friend to 

use thelr cause secure & benefit which the modest and the unknown 


never think of seeking. Special pension acts are justifiable only in cases 
which are W cana exceptional, and should not used to d to one 
that which is denied to the many, whose situation ts precisely the same. 


But aside from this consideration, however, the soldier's widow who re- 
marries voluntarily relinquishes her pension, because she prefers to do so. 

The Government can not become an insurer against an unfortunate termi- 
nation of this second matrimonial venture either by divorce ordeath. To 
restore pension in case of divorce is to encourage remarried widows to seek 
divorces, and, inany event, it isto give them an ostensible claim 2 . the 
soldier's death and memory, Which they haye long since renounced by pref- 
erence. 

Furthermore, it is not to be assumed that l lation of this character is 
in the line 8 or of honor to the soldiers themselves, or that it is 


n q or favored by the soldier classes. A contribution from 
the public Tre; to the support of the widow of the soldier, so long as 
she remains his widow, every soldier, perhaps, desires, and the common 


the basis of a pension to his wife at some remote day, beyond an interven- 
ing sie 55 5 alliance with some other husban 1, is by no means 
self-evident or to be pres 

sf = 55 R. BALDWIN, 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana (pending the reading of the minor- 
ity report), Mr. Chairman, I make the pointof order that this 
bill comes ap for consideration at the point where we left off 
considering it at the last Friday night session, It had been fully 
discussed, and we wero voting on the question of laying it aside 
when the point of no quorum was raised. It seems to me that 


the reading of these reports is an unnecessary waste of time. 
The CHAIRMAN. But there was no order to close debate, 
was there? 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. None. Iagain renew the request 
for unanimous consent that this bill be passed by on the Calen- 
dar. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

= PICKLER. I object; and pending that, if I can have a 
word 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous consent. The gentle- 
man from Virginia is entitled to the floor, and the report is be- 
ing read in his time. 

r. PICKLER. The bill is before the House then? 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis. The Clerk will continue the read- 


ing. 
Fhe Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the minority 


report. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to appear ob- 
stinate, because I am never obstinate. 

Mr. BRETZ. Withdraw your objection, then. 

Mr. PICKLER. I believe I have the floor. I have no criti- 
cism upon any gentleman upon this floor for any action he takes 
upon the pension question. Isuppose he is representing his con- 
stituents. T am seriously opposed to the position of some gentle- 
men here in regard to pensions, but 1 haveno personal criticism 
of those gentlemen; but, Mr. Chairman, it is evident to me, it is 
evident to every man who has been attending these Friday night 
sessions during this session of Congress, that there are a few 
gentlemen here who are determined that no pension legislation 
shall pass if they can help it. That is their prerogative, and I 
have no difference with them as members of the House. It is 
their business. 

Now, I have objected to this bill going to the foot of the Cal- 
. endar. Lobjected to the bill of the gentleman from Iowa, on 
the other side of the House, going to the foot of the Calendar. 
The gentleman has as much right to have his bill considered 
as any other member of this House. He is a constant attend- 
ant here, and a faithful member. He brings up a bill, and yet 
he can not have consideration of it. I am a member of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. We have carefully considered 
these bills. These widows of soldiers have the right to the 
voice of this committee as to whether they shall have relief or 
not. Butit seems that a few gentlemen here are determined 
to make this a stumbling-block for all pension legislation. 

Now, my opinion is that these gentlemen are opposed not 
only to these bills, but to all bills to pension anybody, and if 
there can be any excuse mustered up they make use of it. I 
have no fault to find. That is your business. If that is all the 
Union soldiers are entitled to, if you believe the Government 
owes soldiers and their widows no more than that, that is your 
prerogative, and I have no quarrel with you personally, as you 
well know; but it does seem to me that it is poor treatment of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, after they have considered 
these bills, for any gentlemen to dictate and say that only cer- 
tain bills which they select shall be considered, and that bills to 
which they object shall have no consideration. That is unfair 
to this House, it is unfair to the committee, and gentlemen are 
unfair to themselves when they take that position. It is tooar- 
smth it seems to me, for any gentleman to assume any such a 

on. 
ew: I want to ask the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions a question. Two or three gentlemen have lately said 
to me that it is the intention of the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions [Mr. MARTIN of Indiana] to try to get a day 
in the House for the consideration of thess bills for the pension- 
ing of widows. I should like to ask the gentleman about that. 

. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, by direction of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions—probably the gentleman was 
notat the meeting—I introduced a resolution, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules, asking them to give to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions two days for the consideration 
of bills favorably reported by this committee. I have no doubt 
that within the next thirty days, and probably within two weeks, 
time will be given for the consideration of these different bills. 

Mr.PICKLER. Yes;I was at that meeting, but I have not 
a“ whether the gentleman succeeded in getting the days or 
no 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not yet. 

Mr.PICKLER. Are these bills to have consideration if you 
get those days? 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, I should like to know if the chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions has consulted these gen- 
tlemen who select these bills, and the gentlemen who are giv- 
ing us a calendar of their own rather than the one that is 
printed; and I should like to know whether there is any other 
class of bills that we shall not be allowed to consider? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I have not con- 
sulted with any gentleman upon this question except thus far: 
As I explained to the Committee on Invalid Pensions to-day, the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] came to me on Tuesday 
with a proposition. I told him I did not like the idea of a few 
members objecting to a class of cases and taking them away 
from the consideration of the House. I felt opposed to it. The 
more I thought of it, however, the more I felt it my duty to lay 
his proposition before the committee of which I have the honor 
to be chairman, which I did to-day. „ 

I laid before them the proposition, as coming from the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], a gentleman who has never 
raised the point of no quorum, I had no consultation prior to 
the request I made this evening with anybody else except the 
gentleman from Missouri, and with our committee to-day. Now, 
if you will pardon me for taking another moment, there are, be- 
sides the nine bills which are objected to, twenty-five other bills. 
There are bills for insane children, helpless children, for widows 
who have been trying for twenty-five years to get some relief, 
widows whose husbands died years and years ago. 

I feel, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, under all the circum- 
stances, that it would be the best thing to doif we would lay these 
other bills aside temporarily, without any thought of abandon- 
ing them. They would come up when the Committee on Rules 
would give us a day, and I think that it would be better for all 
concerned to lay these bills aside temporarily and take up bills 
to which there is no objection. 

Mr. BRETZ (to Mr. PICKLER). 
tion to that? 

Mr. PICKLER. There are widows and insane children and 
old men dying every day, that these men have sent to the poor 
house by their objections. It is these gentlemen who have 
made the point of no quorum who are keeping these bills back. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like tomake 
a statement, and then I would like to ask the gentleman two or 
three questions; and then maybe we can get at the facts. I 
have never made the point of no quorum, and I do not make any 
factious 721 ition apanas pension bills. 

Mr. PI ER. I believe that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I believe I have the right to fight 
every pension bill that I think is bogus, and 1 am going to do 
it. Now, I want to ask you two or three questions. e have 
these three classes of pensions that have been suggested by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]. If they were taken out 
of the way we would be ready and have an opportunity to dis- 
cuss pension bills on their individual merits. Each one of these 
three classes of pension claims which have been referred to pre- 
sent a principle different from the ordinary principle contained 
in individual cases. Is not that true? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know about any other. 
talking of these widows’ cases. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Iam coming to the three classes. 

Mr. PICKLER. What are the other classes? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The first class is the widow of a 
soldier who has remarried and then become a widow again. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is one class, Thesocond class 
is that of paying large pensions to men simply because they held 
rank above that of a private soldier. I am teetotally opposed to 
pensions of that kind. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, most of us are opposed to such cases. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well. And the other class is the 
indiscriminate removal of charges of desertion against men 
who did desert during the war. Now, I want to ask you this 
question: Has not your committee reported a gene bill to 

ension these women who have become widows a second time— 
not that true? : 

Mr. PICKLER. We have reported a bill that will pension 
some of them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
are going to report it. a 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; it is ready. It is agreed to in the com- 
mittee. e 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, there are 20,000 or 30,000 or 
50,000 widows in the United States who are justas much entitled 
to a pension on any principle you can present as either one of 
these women. Is not that true? 

Mr. PICKLER. Not so 8 70 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. hy do you want to single out one 


You can not make any objec- 


We aro 


You have prepared a bill, and you 
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here and there because she simply N to have an e 
member of Congress to take care of her interest? y not 
wait 3 you can get to consider a general pension bill on this 
uestion? 
* Mr. PICKLER. Because you can not keep ten thousand from 
dying then you are willing that five thousand should starve. 
tis your proposition. 

Mr.C of Missouri. You have already wasted enough 
time at these Friday night sessions to haye passed many pension 
bills. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who has? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You have. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, wait a moment. I am the 
friend of all of you, and I like you all, Iam friend of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. JONES] and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama and you; and one is just as bad as the other about raising 
objections here. [Laughter and meee 

r. PICKLER. No, indeed. Thisside never raises the ques- 
tion of no quorum. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to finish my statement. 
The very minute we get the gentleman from Virginia and the 
gentleman from Alabama pacified, you or somebody else bobs up 
with one objection or another. pas hier and applause.] Now, 
I want to say this, and then quit on the subject: I have come 
here every one of these Friday evening sessions. I would rather 
be at home reading even a cheap novel, or history, or the Bible, 
or going to the theater, or doing whatever else I please, than 
come here and hear men rehashing the same arguments night 
after ht. Now, if you will get out of the way, and two or 
three other people, the committee will agree that these bills be 
laid aside, and we can discuss fifteen or twenty meritorious 
measures fe So 

Mr. PICKLER. How many will you insure to pass? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Iwill insure that every bill will 

that we consider genuine. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, what is the argumentof the gentleman 
from Missouri? It is simply this: The rules of the House gave us 
a Calendar, and that Calendar is made under the rules of the 
House; and the gentleman from Missouri says now that the whole 
committee shall surrender to two or three gentlemen who have 

revented this legislation. Thatis the proposition—that this 

ouse shallactually get down upon its marrow-bones and desert 
the rules of the House, desert the Calendar, and surrender to 
their domination. That is what 2 5 ask, Brother CLARK. 

You talk about this class of widows and others that ought to 
be pensioned. There is no such number of them as you name, 
but where is the justice in saying, when you have a meritorious 
widow’s bill on the Calendar, that you will not give that widow 
a pension because there are a thousand others who ought to have 
pensions? Again, the very gentlemen who have been objectin 
to these bills to pension widows, when interrogated, have sta 
that they will not vote for a general measure. That is as in- 
consistent as anything can be. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, no; it is not. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes it is. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me suggest this to the gentle- 
man, A man has a perfect right to insist that a bill which in- 
volves a principle, as this one does, shall have fair discussion, 
not by half a dozen or a dozen members at these evening ses- 
sions, but in a full House. While I have not made up my mind 
as to whether that kind of a general bill ought to be passed or 
not, because there are good arguments a; st it and good argu- 
ments in favor of it, still I say there is all the difference in the 
world between voting a pension to one widow while you leave 
thousands of others who are on the same footing without pen- 
sions, and taking up and discussing a general bill to pension 
widows of that class; and a man who says that he will object to 
every one of these bills and will vote against a general law is 
not inconsistent when he says that he wants that general law 
discussed here. 

Mr. PICKLER. These gentlemen who are making these ob- 

ections have rolled these cases as a sweet morsel under their 

mgues, and I have no doubt they thank God that they can have 

the excuse of a widow’s claim of this character to cut out other 
pensions. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Well, if you get out of the way 
we will demonstrate whether that is so or not. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WEADOCK). The committee will be 
in order. Gentlemen must not interrupt the gentleman from 
South Dakota without his gonsent. t 

Mr. PICKLER. Irather enjoy it, Mr. Chatman: 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire tocall attention of the 


e 
gentleman from South Dakota to one fact. The very next bill 
on the Calendar succeeding this one, which the gentleman in 
charge of has asked to have laid aside, isa bill to pension a 


woman 71 years of age and very poor. It is intended to remove 
a technical difficulty. Her husband has been gone for years and 

ears and she can not make proof of his death, although he has 
Tean gone long enough to presume death. Now, the next bill, 


I say, hinge np his question 

r. PIC R. The reason that old woman has not been 
pensioned and has not been drawing ber pension for six months 
past is because two or three gentlemen on this floor have made 
the point of no quorum on these bills night after night, and the 
blame is upon their heads and not upon mine. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I decline to yield. 

Mr. LANE. I raise a point of order, Mr. Chairman. What 
is the question before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] will proceed in order. 

Mr. LANE. Icall the gentleman to order. He has not the 
floor on any question before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The 
gentleman from South Dakota will proceed in order. 

Mr. LANE. What is the question that is before the commit- 
tee? 

Mr. BRETZ. This widow's bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word 
now in reply to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], be- 
cause I have a prons respect for his opinion in these matters. 
He talksabout bills being reported here for the“ indiscriminate” 
removal of the charges of desertion. There is no such class of 
cases here. There are no indiscriminate bills of that character 
reported to this House. The fact is that many of us here are very 
hard upon men who technically “‘ deserted” when the war was 
over, but who really were not deserters at all. 

We have forgiven every other class of men who sinned against 
the Government during that war except some poor boy who had 
not seen his mother for months or years, or some poor husband 
who had not seen his wife and children for months or for years 
and who left the army after the war was over without a techni- 
cal formal discharge. That is the kind of deserters ” that we 
are relieving and that is the kind of charges of desertion that 
Suet to be removed. Thirty years have passed since the war, 
and in cases of that kind, where the men have wives and fami- 
lies, that technical disgrace ofsuch a charge ought to be wiped 
out in all cases where the men were not really deserters in the 
true senseof the word. We have tried it here night afternight 
and we can not pass that kind of a case. 

Now, so far as officers are concerned, I think nobody here 
wants an officer to have any advantage overa private. I am 
sure [ donot. I was two years and more in the ranks; I know 
whatthe privates and the noneommissioned officers to bear 
and my sympathies are with them all the time. So far as that 
matter is concerned,'gentlemen undertake to raise a bugbear 
which has no real existence. Weare notreporting bills on that 
line at all. I know that our committee is not. 

Having said this much, and having detained the committee 
thus long, I will only add that if it is the will of the majority 
that two or three men are to dictate our legislation here; if two 
or three men are to say that the rules of the House are to go for 
naught and that we must obey their behests; if the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions desires to acquiesce in that 
88 and surrender to those men; if we are to desert this 

alendar and let those gentlemen select the sort of legislation 
we are to consider, and if the gentleman from Iowa, whose bill is 
now pending, desires to lay it aside under such circumstances, I 
shall not object further. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say just a word 
before renewing my proposition. I want to call the attention 
of the committee to the fact that there have been 991 pension 
bills referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions in this 
House. Two weeks ago I called the attention of the Committee 
of the Whole to the fact that only two pension bills had become 
laws during the present Congress—one of them granting a pen- 
sionon account of service in the war of 1812, the other on ac- 
count of service in the Revolutionary war. 

I wish to say to-night that sincethatstatement was made, one 
more pension bill has gone through—a bill granting a pension 
on account of service in the Seminole war. So that up to the 
present date, nine months of the session having passed, just 
three private pension bills have gone through, and not one of 
them granting pension on account of service in the war of the 
rebellion—not one out of 991. Now, I would like to see one such 
bill get through; I should like to see some soldier of the late 
war pensioned by this Fifty-third Congress before the election. 

Therefore I withdraw my motion that this bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation, and in the hope that we 


may meet some bill which will be satisfactory to gentlemen who_ 


have been interposing objections I will ask unanimous consent 
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that this bill be passed over without losing its place, and that 


the next bill be taken up, 

Mr. JONES. I object. Mr. Chairman—— [Cries of ‘‘Reg- 
ular order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WEADOCK), Ta ntleman having 
objected, the question is on laying the bill aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. For what pur- 
pose does the gentleman from Virginia rise? 

Berek JONES. Irise to speak to the question before the com- 
ttee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs leave to remind the gen- 
tleman that— 


No member shall ak more than once to the same question without 
leave of the House, unless he be the mover, proposer, or introducer of the 
ase— 


matter pending, in which c: 
Mr. JONES. How y times have I spoken on this bill? 
The CHAIRMAN. ree times, to the Chairman’s knowl- 


edge. 
Mr. JONES. I ng ate to differ with the Chairman. Ihave 
not done any such Fu 
e RECORD shows how often the gentle- 


The CHA N. 
man has spoken. 

Mr. JONES. Ihave not spoken three times on this bill, or 
twice. The report was read in my time, and I did not say one 
word. After that the gentleman from South Dakota got the 
floor in my time; and I have not addressed the Chair or the 
House sigce. 

The C AN. That is true as to this evening; but the 
gentleman spoke on this bill a week ago 3 two weeks ago. 

Mr. JON. Does the Chair mean to hold that because I 
spoke on this bill a week ago and two weeks ago, I can not speak 


on it again to-night? 
The © MAN. Most certainly. 
Mr. JONES. en I understand that, as I have heretofore 


spoken on this bill twice—once a 3 and once two weeks 
1 BE pees on it at all ton ght 
eC RMAN. That is my understanding of the rule. 
Mr. JONES. I desire to have the ruling of the Chair on that 


int I will a; any such ion as that. 
P The CHAIRMAN. PR Bink: will pea oF sixth clause of 
0 4 
The Clerk read as follows. 


No member shall more t 
leave of the Ho s he be tit mover, trodueer of the 


abt anth over ia whio oaa to ak oe in reply, but 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I understand that the gentleman 


from Virginia [Mr. JONES I 0 12 minutes, and I ask 
unanimous consent that he be allowed tos for that time. I 
think this is the 8 way to get rid of this matter. 

The 8 AIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. ERORAR: I óbject. 

Mr. JONES, I would ug. ig es a ruling of the Chair on 
the gt 175 my right to the r to discuss this bill. 


the same —— without 
, or 


Mr. HAN. I object. 

The ©. > s the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Nebraska tọ withdraw the objection? 

Mr. MoKBIGHAN. I refuse to withdraw the objection. 

Mr. JONES. T ask a ruling of the Chair on the question of 


my right to address the committee. The gentleman from South 
Dakota has addressed the House on this question more fre- 
quently than I havo, and he has been permitted to speak with- 
Gut limit. He spoken flve, or perhaps ten times on this 


very bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not understand the gen- 
tleman had previously spoken on the bill. But the Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Virginia in his own right. 

Mr. JONES. I merely yh to say & word in reply to some 
remarks that have fallen from the lips of the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] and the gentleman from Iowa 
pars LACEY]. the first place, I will remind the committee 
pu t the reason no more pension bills have been passed by this 


ngress— 
Mr. MCKEIGHAN. Mr. Chairman, I a to this debate. 
The O AN. The Chair is admonished that the prac- 
tice has n to ize ey ay even if they have spoken 
more than once, and therefore the Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from Virginia, who is talking in his own time. 
Mr. JONES. I will first call the attention of the gentleman 
from Iowa to a statement made by him, that only three pension 
ills have been passed at this session of Congress. I want to 
his attention to the fact that many more than that num- 
ber of bills have passed this branch of Congress. 
Mr. HULL. ow many more? 
Mr. LACEY. Forty-one have passed the House. 
Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Iowaadmits that forty-one 
have passed the House; and the only reason, I can tell the gen- 


tleman, why they have not passed Congress is because they have 
not been able to secure consideration at the other end of the 
Capitol. In that branch of Congress there is pending to-day a 
measure inyolving the interests of thousands upon thousands of 
people throughout the length and breadth of this land, and the 
passage of which is being blocked by the political associates of 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

I want to say to the gentleman that the reason why those forty- 
one pension bills, of which he spoke, have not become laws at 
this Congress is because his party associates at the other end of 
the Capitol are preventing and blockading all legislation by 
their obstructive tactics, and in order to prevent the 6 of 
a measure for which the people of the country are clamoring, 
and on account of the delay in the passage of which every inter- 
est in the land is suffering. 

And I want to say to the gentleman from South Dakota, who 
has been kind enough to say to those of us on this side of the 
House who have sometimes objected to the passage of these bills 
and sometimes been guilty of demanding that a quorum shall be 
present when bills of the character of this one are passed—I want 
to say to him that I am very much obliged to him for stating 
that he does not find any fault with us personally for our conduct 
in regard to these matters, which he nevertheless seems to con- 
sider very reprehensible. 

But the gentleman does some of us on this side of the House 
very great injustice when he says ourobject ig to defeat all pen- 
sion legislation, and when he says that we roll these particular 
classes of cases under our tongues as sweet morsels, because we 
find in them excuses to block pension legislation. 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not mention the gentleman from Vir- 


ginia. 

Mr. JONES. As I believe there has been some sort of an un- 
derstanding on this side of the House that if bills which did not 
come within the classes mentioned by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK] were taken up and considered on their merits 
there would be no quorum demanded; and the only objection 
that has come to that proposition has come from the gentle- 
wan from South Dakota and other gentleman on his side of the 

ouse, 

Now, the only reason that these bills, which the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions speaks of as pending here, 
have not been considered, is because of the persistency and the 
obstinacy of gentlemen on the other side, whoinsist on boorling 
all legislation on the subject of panions es — before 
body that they know there be objection to and that 
they know can never bə passed by this y without the pres- 
ence of a quorum. 

The gentleman from South Dakota said, in reply to the gen- 
theman from Missouri, that the bills that have n before the 
committee for the purpose olf - removing charges of desertion 
have been to correct the military records of poor boys who tech- 
nically deserted after the close of the war in order to join their 
mothers, or husbands who left the Army for the purpose of see- 
ing their wives and children. I want to say to the gentleman 
that the only bill I now recall to remove the onergo of desertion 
which has given rise to long discussion, was one where the facts 
showed the man had twice deserted, and both times to go to 
Mexico to continue his fighting under another flag and for an- 
other count That was the case that excited the admiration 
of my friend from Alabama [Gen. WHEELER], sapiy because 
the fellow deserted in order to satisfy further his desire for 


war. 
These are the character of bills we are op to—bills cor- 
recting military records of desertion to put deserters on the 
ension rolls; bills intended—and the gentleman himself admits 
e is not so much in favor of that class of bills—to increase the 
pensions of the widows of officers (and I understand the commit- 
tee, of which he is a member, is not very favorably disposed to 
that class of cases either), and bills to pension widows who have 
remarried, but who have since lost their second husbands, 

Those are the three classes of cases that have been blocking 
legislation. Those are the cases that I and those who have 
with me have objected to, and those are the cases that the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota . PICKLER] persists in keeping 
before this body, if not for the purpose, cer y with the rê- 
sult, of preventing all legislation on the numerous bills now 
awaiting action, and many of which may be meritorious, 

I have heard no gentleman on this side object to considering 
cases not embraced in the enumerated classes, g: have 
never objected to them, and I came here to-night with the hopi 
that gentlemen on the other side of the House would see the 
futility of trying further to foree through this body this abies 
tionable class of cases, and that they would leave those cases and 
take up individual cases not open to the objection so often urged 
upon floor. . 

So far as I am personally concerned, I never expect tosupport 
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any bill to pension anybody unlo Iam persuaded that it is a 
meritorious bill. Every bill shguld be discussed, or, at least, 
the report should be read in each case, and when that has been 
done I shall be prepared to vote apon all cases not embraced in 
the classes which have boen named. 

If there are cases here that are meritorious, there will be no- 
body in this House more willing than myself to have the com- 
mittee pass upon them. If I can not support them, I will vote 
against them, and unless they are more — ordinarily objec- 
tionable, I will not raise the question of a quorum against them. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my objection to passing this 
bill by Fioni cy 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I beg the gentleman’s pardon for 
asking to occupy the floor for a few minutes. 

Mr. RAY. Very well. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It isa matter that is somewhat 

rsonal to myself. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
FERI made a remark a little while ago, per inadvert- 
ently, to which I desire to call his attention and the attention 
of the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, as chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, I have felt somewhat of a responsibility resting upon my- 
self to insist, whenever a Tuesday morning came, on a meeting 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and whenever a Friday 
morning came to insist on having a meeting of the committee, 
and on every re night that we should have a meeting here. 
I have felt all the time that it was my duty to insist on carrying 
out the rule of the House requiring a Friday night session. 

I think I have been as attentive as any other member of the 
House in coming here and, with deference to the feelings of 
every other member on this floor, undertaking to secure the 
passage of some of the bills which have required the work, the 
care, and the study of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I 
am sure that every member of the Committee of the Whole 
now present will bear me out in this, that I have persistently, 
night after night, insisted upon the passage of the bills favora- 
bly reported by our committee in the order in which they have 
stood upon the Calendar, 

I have insisted week after week, by m: nal intercourse 
with members, and in every way that I know of have tried to 
jnduce members of this House on both sides to come here for 
the pu of making a quorum. No member of this House 
has felt so keenly as I have the fact that, after discussion on 
bills had taken place, after members had occupied the floor for 
fifteen or twenty minutes, or maybe an hour, that when a bill 
came to passage and an overwhelming majority sustained the 
views of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, that then the point 
of no quorum should be insisted apon. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that isa thing that I can not help. The 
consience of each member is in his own keeping. I feel that I 
have done my duty when [ have insisted, in a gentlemanly and 
earnest way, upon the consideration and passage of these bills 
by this committee. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I recognize thisfact. Night after night 
we have failed to secure the passage of these bills because the 
point of no quorum has been made. Thirty-five bills are now 
on the Calendar, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. LACEY. Will my colleague yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Ina moment. Of these, nine are 
of a kind to which objection has been made. Twenty-five oth- 
ers of these bills are of a class to which I think there can be no 
objection, embracing in some instances relief in cases of destitu- 
tion which appeal to the sympathy of every member of this 
committee. 

In view of that fact, can the gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. PICKLER] afford to say, because I wish that human distress 
shall be relieved, because I ask this committee to pass over bills 
which every member present here knows can not be passed on 
account ol the absence of a quorum, in order that we may pass to 
the consideration of other bills for the relief of want, for the re- 
leif of people in the poor house, for the relief of the imbecile and 
insane, for the relief of people lying upon sick beds—can the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] afford to say here 
to-night that I have surrendered, in the matter of the consid- 
eration of these bills, when I ask that they be d over? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow 
me, the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions knows 
very well that I never reflect on him. I believe the soldiers 
have as goog a friend in him as can be found. My suggestion 
was that it was humiliating that any two or three members 
could compel the gentleman to surrender. Another thing. 
gme of these widows are in poorhouses and are just as poorly 
p ted as the class of people whom the gentleman describes. 
‘hese widows have the right to have their cases considered. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Let me say in regard to that, that 
in the Fifty-second Congress I had the honor to report a bill for 
the relief of the whole class of remarried widows whose second 
husbands had died. 

It is not violating the secrets of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions to say that a general bill has been agreed apon bine 
not yet reported, to reach cases presented by this bill, and 
in d to remarried women whose second husbands have 
died. That report, Mr. Chairman, will soon be before the House 
for its action. I will not consent under any circumstances to 
abandon a case, because I believe they are right; I believe that 
we should not because the are objected to; but when we can 
not help ourselves we should not refuse to pass to the consider- 


ation of other bills. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I appeal to members of this 
committee on both sides of the House, as to whether I have 
ever asked of you to do that which is dishonorable, or asked any 

entleman who believed in the justness of a bill to retreat from 

is own tion on that subject. But we are confronted with 
this condition. What shall we do? Had the request I preferred 
this srann before a bill had been taken up for consideration, 
been agreed to—and I say this not to criticise the objection 
made by any gentleman—but had that been agreed to we would 
have tested that which the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] seems to question, the good faith of all the members 
of this House; and if they hadacted in good faith—and I have no 
reason to doubt their words and their declarations—I think they 
would have done as they said, instead of being now at ten min- 
utes to 100’clock, within forty minutes of the when we must 
sonm, engaged in this debate, we would have considered and I 
believe that this committee would have been ready to report 
favorably to the House a dozen or twenty bills to relieve the 
sufferings of some distressed people. [Applause.] 

Mr.PICKLER. There is plenty of time if they will repent. 

Mr. RAY. I notice, Mr. Chairman, that the gentlemen on 
the other side of this House, who have occupied two hours in 
constant talk, are now, just as the hands of clock approach 
the hour when we must adjourn, very, very that gen- 
tlemen on this side say nothing and that we go ahead, as the 
gentleman remarks, and pass a few bills 

Mr. MARSH. Twenty of them. : 

Mr. RAY (continuing), When they know that not one pen- 
sion bill can be discussed or voted upon, and when they know 
that it is not desired thata pension bill shall be discussed or 
yoe upon; how suddenly virtuous after a long career of dissi- 
pation 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Does the gentleman refer to me? 

Mr. RAY. Now, if the gentleman will kindly obey the rules 
of the House for a few minutes I have a few words that I desire 
to utter, and my only excuse for speaking is that the hours of 
this session are © by and that we have reached that hour 


when it is im ble to do any business. {Cries of Oh, no] 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. If you will stop talking we can. 
Mr. RAY. Oh, ; the tleman from O is now very 
anxious, rough 


having got his bill 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, that others shall get theirs through. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). And the hours of this session having 
been wasted by gentlemen on his side of the House, that we 
should keep silent on this side; but we shall not keep silent. I 
have the floor, and I propose to occupy it until Iam through 
with my remarks. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Break away. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman from Ohio has been heard, and I 
voted for his bill, because it was a pension bill and would assist 
a poor woman who thought she was a soldier’s wife, against r 
better judgment, [Laughter and applause.] Because—yes, 
did it—because I was voting, as was said here by some of our 
friends, to pension a woman who never was the widow of a sol- 
dier; and the gentleman from Ohio knows that his associates— 
he has not done it—who voted for his bill to-night, have come 
here time and time again and done everything they could to 
prevent the granting of a pension to honest, ae and destitute 
widows of a Union soldier. But they stand by the gentleman 
from Ohio out af Democratic courtesy, I suppose. 

Mr. COX. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX. What is there before the committee that is open 
to debate now? There was a request for unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. There is a bill pending be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. COX. Unanimous consent was asked that that bill be sent 
to the heels of the Calendar. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
JONES] objected, and then withdrew his objection, I do not 
know what is before the House. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota also objected, and withdrew his objection. 
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The CHAIRMAN. That request has not been submitted to 
the House. 

Mr. COX. It was submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question has not been formally sub- 
mitted a 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 


rman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not take the gentle- 
man off the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RAY. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has the 
floor. The bill is before the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I rise toa point of order, then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. The request was made from the 
Chair that the bill before the committee be laid aside without 
premalo. The gentleman from 9 r. JONES] objected, 

ut afterwards withdrew his objection as it not, then, the 
duty of the Chair to have declared the bill laid aside without 
pre udice, or at least to have asked whether there was further 
8 
he CHAIRMAN (Mr. DOCKERY). The present occupant of 
nis chair was not presiding at the time, but his recollection 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. The gentleman from Virginia 
pax donen] can answer for himself as to having withdrawn his 
objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the case stated by the gentleman from 
Illinois it would have been the duty, or at least the privilege, of 
the Chair to have again submitted the question and asked 
whether there was further objection; but that was not done, so 
the bill is still pending, and the gentleman from New York has 
the floor. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not wonder that some of the 
gentlemen on the other side are mighty anxious to raise a point 
of order as a means of preventing any member on this side of 
the House from being heard. 

In the first place, I desire to call the attention of this commit- 
tee to the proposition of the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, presented here repeatedly, to abandon all of 
these bills on the Private Calendar except one certain class, and 
to take up and consider those. What assurance has he that if 
we do abandon three classes of cases the same gentlemen on his 
side who now object will not raise objections to the remaining 
class? When we have surrendered three points and only one is 
left, then we shall be at the mercy of these same gentlemen as 
to the other bills, and if they raise the point of no quorum they 
will have made these Friday night sessions absolutely futile and 
fruitless. 

It seems to me that the correct rule by which the members 
of this committee should be guided is to regard the principle 
upon which bills are reported from the various committees of 
this House, and when those committees have found certain bills 
and measures to be meritorious and proper to come in here, 
into the House, then we, like good citizens, faithful represent- 
atives of the people, and I may say like good soldiers, should 
stand by our guns, and if any gentleman throws in objections of 
any kind, let us fight it out on the line of justice to the Union 
soldiers, even if it takes all of these Friday night sessions, even, 

in the words of Grant, if it takes all summer.” 

I donot believe in yielding the principle upon which these 
bills are reported because of the factious opposition of any one, 
or two, or of half a dozen men. If the bill is just and proper 
and meritorious, and ought to become a law, we fail in our duty 
if we yield to the groundless objections of any Representative 
here. Let us stand by the right, and if we go down let us go 
with colors flying. 

If a quorum is not present there is a way to produce a quorum, 
Let us exert the powers that abide in this House and a quorum 
can be produced here on Friday evenings the same as it can be 
produced on any day that Congress is In session. The sugges- 
tion has been made that we set aside one day or two days in the 
House for the consideration of these pension bills. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will ask the gentleman whether 
itis nota fact that within the two hours anda half to which 
these Friday evening sessions are confined, the attempt to pro- 
_ eure a quorum in the way he suggests would simply result in 
the expenditure of whatever amount of money was necessary 
and finally inanadjournment withoutaquorum? That hasbeen 
my experience. 

r. X. Well, that may have been the gentleman’s experi- 
ence, but during this session of the Fifty-third Congress I have 
not seen the experiment tried. 

Mr. BRETZ. It has been tried. 

Mr. RAY. No effort, so faras I know, has been made to pro- 
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duce a quorum on ey, evening here. Now, it rather 
strikes me thatif the officers of this House should set themselves 
busily to work they could producea quorum. If you will do me the 
honor to make me your Sergeant-at-Arms, and give me the 
power ares deputies, I will go into all the saloons—— 

Mr. IAMS of Illinois. Of course you will. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. I will go into all the saloons and hotels and par- 
lors, and in the very first saloon I strike I shall probably find 
anywhere from twenty-five to fifty Democratic objectors to pen- 
sions. [Laughter.] Now come again if you want to. Mr. Chair- 
main, what I was saying is that we could produce a quorum here 
if we desired todo it. The suggestion has been made that we 
should have the Committee on Rules set aside a day or two for 
the consideration of pension bills, and some of my Republican 
friends are so green as to think that that is a bona fide proposi- 
tion, or that the Committee on Rules would seriously consider it. 

Why, sir, the Committee on the Judiciary which has charge 
of the most important legislation, except the appropriation bills, 
affecting the people of this great country, has been clamoring 
for a week or even for a day or two for the consideration of the 
many important measures that are reported from that commit- 
tee, and thus far it has been absolutely impossible to getan hour's 
time; yet gentlemen think that the Committee on Rules, after 
our rules have set apart every Friday evening for the consider- 
ation of pension bills, would step in and assign a day or two days 
to this particular business! 

The idea is ridiculous upon its face, and it hardly seems tome 
that the proposition can have been advanced in good faith. But 
suppose that were done by the Committee on Rules, what would 
be the result? Why is it that our Democratic friends, with 
their majority of 80 or 90, are not here at these Friday evening 
sessions? Is it because they are busy elsewhere saving the 
country? Not at all. It is because they are not disposed to 
come here. It is because they do not want to come here. It is 
because they do not intend to come here to help pass these pen- 
sion bills. It is because they think that enough pension legis- 
lation has passed the Congress of the United States, and there- 
fore they remain away from these Friday evening sessions. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia and Mr. CAPEHART rose. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I should like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. RAY. I can not accommodate you all at once. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Just one question: 
Why is it that the Republicans are not here? There are only 
about twenty Republican members here. 

Mr. RAY. I will answer that question in a minute. Now, 
what is the other g ntleman’s question? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I merely wanted to make a similar sug- 
gestion. There are three times as many Democrats here as Re- 
publicans. 

Mr. RAY. Very good. Two gentlemen have made the same 
point, or asked the same question. Now, it will be a saving of 
time to answer both at once. 

Mr. CAPEHART. How many nights have you been here? 

Mr. RAY. Ihave been here every Friday night, with two 
exceptions. I never have made a speech before to-night at any 
one of these Friday nightsessions. I have come here and seated 
myself, and behaved myself like a gentleman. [Laughter.] I 
have listened to rant and declamation, principally from your 
side of the House, all of you proclaiming your lovefor the Union 
soldier, all of you telling how much you would do for the Union 
soldier if we would only give youa chance. And then just as we 
had a bill well under way—when every man in the House, Re- 

ublican or Democrat (it made no difference which), rose up in 
avor of the bill—some particular member on your side of the 
House who had kept silent as a mouse, quiet as ‘‘ pigs in thun- 
der” down to that particular moment, would rise up with all 
the dignity of an American legislator and raise the point of no 
quorum;” and so allthe work previously done would be fruitless. 

Now, you ask me a question which I have not answered and 
which I desire now to answer without interruption. You ask 
me 

Mr. LIVINGSTON rose. 

Mr. RAY. Let me answer this question first, and then I will 
listen to you. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wanted to Suggest that with the num- 
ber of Democrats we have here to-night, if you had the entire 
representation of your party here, we would have a quorum. 

Mr. RA Oh, yes; the blame is all on the Republicans! I 
have two points to make on that beforeI get through, because 
the gentleman from South Carolina has broughtthat up already. 
Now, I want to answer why the Republicans do not come here. 
In the first place, the Democratic party holds control of this 
House by about 90 majority. We havecome here—the Repub- 
licans I refer to now—we have come here night alter night 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. When? 
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Mr. RAY. Early in the session—all there were of us. 

A MEMBER. How many? 

Mr. RAY. Every one of us. We would muster every man 
and come here. But we could not muster a quorum. We have 
not enough Republican members in this House to muster a quo- 
rum. But, thank God, Mr. Chairman, in the next Congress we 
are going to have enough, a greatabundance, so that we can mus- 
ter aquorum on this side of the House; and we will not ask any 
odds of you on that. [Applause on the Republican side.] That 
is one reason why we do not come hereany more. We have got 
sick and tired of it. Every time we come here, our feelings are 
so stirred up 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I would like to ask you 
another question. 

Mr. RAY. Let me answer this one. 

Mr. 5 of West Virginia. I thought you had got 
through. 

Mr. RAY, We are so stirred up; we are made so indignant 
through and through by the kind of talk that we hear from such 
gentlemen on your side as the gentleman from South Carolina, 
to whom I desire to addressafew remarks before I get through, 
that many keepaway. We found it useless to come. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, Are you not mistaken in 
referring to me? I will bs on hand if you want to talk to me. 

Mr. RAY. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I did not refer to 
him. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Was the gentleman a 
member of the Fifty-first Congress; and does he not know that 
never during that Congress was there a Republican quorum in 
this House on any Friday night, atany time in the history of 
the American Congress? 

Mr.RAY. Oh, mydear, lovable, generous, eloquentfriendfrom 
West Virginia, do not travel so far back in history! [Laughter.] 

Mr. WAUGH. Allow me to say that the Fifty-first Congress 

sed more than 1,300 private pension bills; the Fifty-second 
ngress passed but 200; and this Congress has passed only 3 up 
to date. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Of course, there must 
be fewer pension bills from year to year. You do not expect 
these bills to increase in number as time goes on. 

Mr. RAY. My colleagues have peenis very n the 

work that was done by these past Congresses; but if the Fifty- 
first, or the Fiftieth, or the Forty-ninth Congress committed sins, 
that is no reason why we should commit sins. If they were 
guilty of errors of omission or commission, it is no reason why 
we should follow their pattern. We should take warning from 
them and do better ourselves. 

But itseems to me sometimes that you gentlemen on the other 
side are trailing along in the halls of progress anywhere from 
two hundred to five hundred years behind the times; and when 
you talk on these subjects you insist on talking aboutsomething 
that is dead and gone and buried. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Like the Republican 

arty. 

= Me. RAY (continuing). Let the dead past bury its dead. 
Let us act like men in the living present. Let us do what we 
ought todo. Let us take hold of this pension legislation and 
consider these matters on their merits; and, if deserving of a 
favorable recommendation at the hands of this committee, letus 
say so and report the bills to the House for its action. 

r. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I am ready to report 
one before we go to-night if you will give us a chance. 

Mr. RAY. I desire to call the attention of gentlemen to the 
fact that no Republican ona pension bill has ever made the 
point of no quorum. If you can find one noted in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD who has done it, I will give you a premium of 
$25. That E te to satisfy the fastidious taste of my esteemed 
friend from West Virginia. And, Mr. Chairman, no Republi- 
can ever voted, it is suggested to me, against a general pension 
law for the Union soldiers. 

And I want to say to gentlemen on that side of the House that 
I have seen bill after bill presented to this Houss for the pen- 
sioning of men who served in the Indian wars and served in the 
Mexican war, and after that time went into the war of the re- 
bellion and fought against the Union; I have seen bill after bill 
in their behalf. There were menon thisside who voted against 
the pensioning of that class of men. I was not one of that class. 
Ido not care how many years a man fought or how well he fought 
in the armies of the Confederacy. 

I believe that the rank and file of that army were as sincere 
and honest in their convictions as were the boys who wore the 
blue; and while I would not give them a pension for that serv- 
ice, yet, if previous to making that mistake, they fought under 
the Stars and Stripes to maintain the dignity, the character, and 
the honor of the old flag and the honor of the country, I would 
give them a pension; and the fact that they fought in the Con- 
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federacy makes no difference to me when called on to act on such 
a question. We have wiped that score out. We have extended 
to them the right hand of fellowship. 

Whenever an old soldier of the Confederacy comes up loyally 
to the support of the Union under the Star Spangled Banner, 
he will find the hand of fellowship extended to him, the fra- 
ternal hand extended in a warm and friendly grasp; we will 
treat him the same as we treat one of the boys who wore the 
blue, just so long as he behaves himself, obeys the laws of the 
country,and adheres to the principles of the Constitution. I do 
not know how you can ask any man to go farther or to take 
broader ground than that. 

I trust you will not look upon meas a partisan in this matter, 
but I do feel that if any class of American citizens are desery- 
ing of recognition at the hands of this Government it is that 
class of men who now, when their hairs are growing gray, are 
going with trembling feet towards the grave, conscious of duty 
nobly done—it is that class of men who fought for the Union in 
its days of trial and peril and gave their all, and became dis- 


eased or maimed on the field of battle and in the service of the 


country. Lassert if there is any class of men deserving con- 
sideration, these are the men. 

They and their orphan children and their widows are deserv- 
ing of recognition at the hands of this Government, and I hope 
no man in this Congress or out of it will ever sneer at the idea 
of giving a pension to one of that class of our citizens. True and 
devoted when we needed true men, let us be true to them now. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one other thing and I have done. A few 
moments ago the gentleman from Virginia over yonder sme- 
where taunted my friend from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] in reference 
to a certain matter pending in the Senate. He said the reason 
that more pension bills had not passed the Fifty-third Congress 
was because his political associates on this side—referring to the 
Republicans—had blocked legislation in the other branch of 
Congress. I desire to resent that imputation. 

Some months ago—so long indeed that it is almost past the 
memory of the members of this body—a bill known as the Wil- 
son tariff bill, under whip and spur did this House and went 
over to the Senate. It went into the Finance Committee, into 
the hands of a Democratic committee, and there it slept for 
weeks and weeks. The sugar trust of New York City had fas- 
tened on it its long and bony fingers; and that sugar trust de- 
creed that that tariff bill should not come out of the Finance 
Committee of the Senate of the United States until the proposed 
legislation had been made agreeable to it. 

or weeks, perhaps I may honestly and truthfully say months, 
the bill, shorn of all its ornaments, so much changed and 
torn and riddled that its own father in this House would not 
and could not have recognized it, emerged into the full light 
of the Senate and of the country, and then the Democrats of 
that body commenced to quarrel over it, and that quarrel has 
been in progress ever since, waxing hotter and hotter all the 
time, and you know it. Finally, after some weeks of quarrel- 
ing, it was recommitted, or in some way or other it went back 
into the Finance Committee, and finally there was somethin 
like 425 or 430 amendments proposed to that bill. By whom? 
By the Republicans? No; by the Democrats. 

A MEMBER. And by the sugar trust. 

Mr. RAY. Yes, and it is suggested by the sugar trust, which 
is probably true. I do not know; I would have to inquire of my 
Democratic friends, not having associated with the sugar trust 
myself. No sugar has fallen on my plate. Well, with these 
amendments, the bill againcame before the Senate, and there it 
has dragged its slow length along. Who has op osed it most 
bitterly? Who are the known enemies of that bill? Is it the Re- 
publicans? Why, you come now witha bill in many of its fea- 
tures so near the McKinley tariff bill which you denounced so 
bitterly in days gone by, you come so near toit in many features 
that you can only distinguish the difference with a magnifying 


glass. 

It is full of the protection you once so bitterly denounced, al- 
though the protective features are entirely sectional. Rice is 
protected; the sugar trust is tenderly cared for, but the North- 
ern farmer is forgotten, and his sheep bleat in vain for mercy. 
Republicans oppose the billsurely, honestly, andconscientiously, 
for it is unfair and sectional, not broad and comprehensive. 

You approach the McKinley bill in some respects—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Including the sugar trust. 

Mr. RAY. Oh, no; there is one of the great differences. The 
Republican party, when it had control of legislation, took the 
duty off sugar and gave free sugar to every citizen of the United 
States; but our Democratic friends, after claiming for months 
and years upon every stump in the country that they would 
lessen taxes for the poor man, haye turned squarely around anà 
at the beck and nod of the sugar trust are proposing to tax every 
poor man who uses a single grain of sugar. 
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Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. RAY. Les. 

Mr. JONES. Did I understand you to say that the McKinley 
bill made sugar free to anes Deus 

Mr. RAY. Well, I said that in substance and effect. 

Mr. JONES. Is that true? 

Mr. RAY. Well, Iso understand it. Iam not going to stop 
here to discuss all the details of the tariff bill, for I have not 
got time. I must get through now. But the Democratic part; 
over in the Senate, after holdi moring after meeting behind 
closed doors, has at last bowed down to the god of sugar. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman 
allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. RAY. Yes. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. We only have about 
ten minutes remaining, and there is an old widow, about 71 
years of age, who is waiting to get her eure and if the gen- 
tleman will quit right now we pass it. It will be the t 
thing he has eyer done yet for the widows. 

Mr. RAY. Allright. You have made your r now 
let me make mine. I know of hundreds of r widows—— 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. ell, this one is wait- 


ing. 

Nir. RAY (continuing). Who have been waiting for their 

ponon for themselyes and their orphan children for thirty 
ong years. They have appealed again and again to the Demo- 
cratic party for what is their due without avail, and I want to 
say to the gentleman that if this old widow, whom he now has 
his eye on 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I want her bill to get 
through to-night. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). Waits until the gentleman from 
West Virginia champions her cause, she will wait until a thou- 
sand and one yearsafter doomsday. ; 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Is the gentleman ready 
to let us have a vote now? 

Mr. RAY. Now, I will say—— 

Mr. CABANISS. Will the gentieman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. RAY. Yes. : 

Mr. CABANISS. You state that the present tariff bill is in 
the interest of the sugar trust. Under the McKinley bill was 
there not a tax of one-fourth of 1 cent upon sugar above a cer- 
tain standard, and was not that tax in favor of the sugar trust 
and the sugar trust alone? 

Mr. RAY. There was something of the kind, but not in favor 
ol a sugar trust; but I just told the gentleman that I was not going 
to stop here to discuss the cents and the half cents in the Mo- 
Kinley tariff bill. 

Mr. CABANISS. What is the duty proposed in the present 
tariff bill? Is it not one-eighth of a cent a pound on refined 


sugar? 
“tir. n of West Virginia. It is less than the Me- 
Kinley bill. 

Mr. RAY. I want to say to the distinguished gentleman that 
he knows more about the sugar trust, more about its operations, 
more about its true inwardness, than I do, because he is in it, 
and his party is in it away up to the chin, and it is going to 
toner you mightily to get out. [Applause on the Republican 

e. 
Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I will make another 
tion to my friend —— 
r. CABANISS. I want to thank the gentleman for the in- 
formation he has given me about the sugar trust. 

Mr. RAY. Weare not in the sugar trust at all. 

Mr. CABANISS. Ido not know a single man connected with 
the s trust, or anyone who has any interest in it. 

Mr. X. One other suggestion 

Mr. CABANISS. What the gentleman has said is not true, 
and he knows it. 

Mr. RAY, Who was it that led the war in the Senate of the 
United States against the Wilson tariff bill as it came forth from 
the hand of the Finance Committee? Who was it that led the 
war against it even after the four hundred amendments had been 
proposed? Why, it was that man who two years ago was looked 
up to and worshipped by the Democratic party all over this land 
as the one only great I am a Democrat.” Do you know who it 
was? Do you love him to-day? Whoobstrucistariff legislation 
in the Senate? Is it the senior Senator from the great State of 
New York, or is it the Republican ty in the Senate? 

Take that proposition into your 8 consciousness and 


solve it to your own satisfaction, if you can. 
Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I would like to tell the 
83 from New Vork that the widow has only six minutes 
which to get her pension to-night. 
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Mr. RAY. I have already said that there are too few Repub- 
licans to grant any relief to the widows and orphans of the old 
soldiers, and they long ago gave up all hopes of receiving any 
support from Fear peg as the one who addressed me from 
the State of West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON]. You are a good 
man, you are a good Democrat, you mean all right, but you 
no sym: — 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. The widow has only 
five minutes now. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). In your heart for the old Union sol- 
dier, nor for the widow, nor the orphans of the Union soldier. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. We will have one widow 
on the rolls in five minutes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
he has concluded? 

Mr. RAY. We have a pension bill under consideration, and 
I think it is a bill for the relief of the widow of an old soldier. 
Am I not correct? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. You are. 

Mr. RAY. That being the case. Mr. Chairman, I now, in con- 
clusion, and in order to test the faith of my Democratic 
friends, who for the last hour have been clamoring with their 
mouths, but objecting in their hearts, for an opportunity to do 
something for the widow of an old soldier, ask unanimous con- 
sent that this pending bill be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I am glad you stated the time and 
the hour you occupied. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I beg the attention of the com- 
mittee fora moment. There is a proposition before the House 
to pass some bill. A bill is pending. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill, 
which was reported two hours since. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1 5 granting a pension to Louisa B. Hull, widow of James 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent that this bill be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 


ve 


I desire to ask the gentleman if 


The CHAIR 8 
Rax] submitted a request for unanimous consent. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. There was a request made pre- 


vious to that. „ 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection was made on the right. 

Mr. LACEY. I call for a vote on the bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I demand the regular order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were —ayes 35, noes 19. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia makes the 
point of no quorum. The hour having arrived for the adjourn- 
ment, under the rule of the House, the committee will rise, the 
point of no quorum being 8 

The committee rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE having resumed 
the chair as Speaker Bg tempore, Mr. DocKERY, chairman of 
the Committee of the ole, reported that that committee had 
had under consideration bills on the Private Calendar and find- 
ing itself without a quorum the committee rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10 o'clock and 30 
minutes having arrived, the Chair declares the House ad- 
journed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 664) for the relief of Joseph Hague, of New York City, N. 
Y. (Report No. 1088.) 7 

By Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 6901) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. 


Stahel. (Report No. 1089.) 
By Mr. TIN of Indiana, from the same committee: A bill 


. R. 6651) to pension Susannah Kepford, of Noble County, Ind. 
Report No. 1080.) 
so, the bill (H. R. 6927) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. 
Thomas, formerly Elizabeth M. Swain. (Report No. 1091). 
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By Mr. ERDMAN, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
6187) for the relief of Martha Lindsay. (Report No. 1092.) 

By Mr. BALDWIN, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 

) for the relief.of Catherine Ott, widow of Joseph Ott. (Re- 
port No. 1093.) 

By Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
Ba 75 5 1716) granting a pension to Ellen Carney. (Report 

o. 1094. 3 

Also, a bill 2 R. 2051) to grant a pension to Eunice Putman. 
(Report No. 1095.) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 4850) 
granting a pension to Marcus D. Box, of Company D, First Mis- 
souri Volunteers. (Report No. 1098.) 

By Mr. FIELDER, from the same committee: A bill (S. 634) 
for the relief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet. (Report No. 1097.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re adversely the bill 
(S. 1391) granting a pension to Mrs. Levenia D. Athon, widow of 
Dr. James S. Athon, deceased, of Indianapolis; which, with the 
accompanying report (No. 1104), was ordered to be printed, and 
indefinitely postponed. 

PUBLIC BILLS. 

Under elauso 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 

introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CABANISS: A bill (H. R. 7460) to increase the num- 
ber of army officers to be detailed to colleges—to the Commit- 


tee on Mil at Affairs. 

By Mr. INGSTON: A bill (H. R. 7461) to amend an act en- 
titled An act to create a new division of the northern judicial 
district of Georgia,” approved March 3, 1891—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7462) to pen- 
sion certain widows and children of officers and enlisted men of 
the Army and Navy olf the United States during the late war of 
the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.GEARY (by request): A bill (H. R.7463) to provide 
for public improvements and employment of the citizens of the 
United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. pee bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 7464) in relation to refund- 
ing certain sums to port wardens and harbor masters—to the 
‘Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7405) for the relief 
of William Armstrong—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 7466) for the relief of Wil- 
‘liam E. Fenton, a resident of Milledgeville, lowa—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. LAPHAM: A bill (H. R. 7467) for the relief of Lewis 

į Brown—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 7468) for the relief of William 
T. Holman—to the Committes on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 7469) granting a 

nsion to George C. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of A. H. Hoyt 
and 150 others, of Penacook, N. H., praying that fraternal bene- 
ficiary societies, etc., operating upon the lodge system be ex- 
empt from the operation of any incomoe-tax law which may be 
enacted—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOEN: Petition of citizens of Douglas County, S. Dak., 
for a special election to decide the question of money, tariff, and 

an income tax by a direct vote of the people—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of H. V. Porter and others, of 
Pembroke, Me., that fraternal beneficiary orders be exemptfrom 
the operation of the proposed income tax—to the Committee on 
‘Ways and Menns. 

By Mr. BRETZ: Petition of Thomas Campbell and others, of 

! Vincennes, Ind., as that certain fraternal societies be ex- 
peg from the operation of the income tax—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of Canes Council, No. 463, 
= Arcanum, of Lancaster, Pa., against imposing income tax 
ontraternal associations to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


By Mr. CARUTH: Views of John G. Wolf, of Louisville, Ky., 
in regard to the increase of tax on distilled spirits and the ex- 
pei of the bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. CRISP (by Def res Petition from the Congress of 


American Physicians and Surgeons, asking the appointment of 
aspecial committee to investigate the prevalence of leprosy in 
soo nypa States and adj g countries—to the Committee 
on es. 


By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of S. C. Gallot and 21 others, of 
New York City, praying that fraternaland beneficiary societies, 
ete., operating on the lodge system be exempt from the opera- 
tion of any income-tax law which may be enacted—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of H citizens of Hiawatha, Kans.; 
58 of Baltimore, Md.; 94 of Chicago, III.; 47 of Philadelphia and 
51 of Foxburg, Pa.; 51 of Champaign, III.; 22 of Laramie, Wyo.; 
16 of Trinidad, Colo.; 9 of Henderson, Ky.; 70 of Lincoln, Neb.; 
21 of Wheeling W. Va., and 11 of Rome, Ga., for the assage of 
House bill 5804, an act to promote the safety of railroad em- 
it getPos the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

y Mr. EVERETT: Petition of Charles Chamberlain and 
other citizens of Lynn; of James L. Duncan and others, of Chel- 
sea, Mass., in favor of exempting fraternal beneficiary associa- 
he from a tax on incomes—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of citizens of the State of Min- 
nesota and members of certain beneficial associations, praying 
Congress not to put an income tax upon the funds of said associa- 
tions, ete.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of L. C. True, of Kansas City, 
Kans., for an amendment in the postal laws relating to obscene 
literature and letters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of 83citizens.of Seneca County, Ohio, 
for passage of House bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Wells Peppers and 20 other 
citizens of Milledgeville, Iowa, asking relief for William E. Fen- 
ton—to the Committee on A 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of Rey. John P. Scott, tor of 
Presbyterian Church of Lebanon; Mary L.Frost, president, and 
Idelette Drake, secretary, of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Presbyterian Church of Lebanon, 
Ohio, against lotteries using mails, ete.—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of Charles R. Judd and other citizens 
of Canton, Ohio, asking that all fraternal beneficiary associa- 
tions be exempted from taxation—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of P. S. Henderson and many 
others, of St. Paul, Minn., against imposition of income tax on 
fraternal beneficiary orders—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LOUD: Protest of J. D. Spreckles Bros. & Co. and 
85 other managing ship-owners of San Francisco, against the 


assage of Maguire’s shipping bills, H. R. 5501, 5502, 5503, 5304, 
505, 5506, and 5603—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 


By Mr. McCNAGNY: Petition of William Frederick, Hudson, 
Ind., to correct his military record, with proof in support of pe- 
tition—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of druggists of Lancaster, 
Ohio, urging increase of tax on beer and none on alcoholic 
spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of J. M. Gross, of Peoria; Beardsley 
& Bailey, of Rock Island, and Froldech, Gardt & Co., of Gales- 
burg, Ill., against an increase of tax on whisky and extension of 
bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of O. W. Walkup (secretary Royal Arcanum) 
and 18 other citizens of Galesburg, III., in favor of an amend- 
ment to the tariff bill exempting fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, and associations from taxatlon—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, petition of the officers and members of Typographical 
Union No. 288, Galesburg Ill., in favor of claims of laborers and 
mechanics under eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Pres- 
ton, Conn., in favar of legislation to suppress lotteries—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of H. L. Claiborne and 
others, of Nashville, Tenn., asking an amendment to the pro- 
posed Wilson bill—to the Committee on 8 and Means 

Also, petition and resolution from Ragsdale and athers, of 
i Ser sae Tenn., protesting against the increase of the tax on 
whisky—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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SATURDAY, June 16, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of P siaii 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with his 
approval, the draft of a bill submitted by the Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Statistics, requiring the agents of steam and sailing ves- 
sels to deliver to the customs officers at the port of sailing lists 
of passengers or emigrants embarking therefrom; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration, and ordered to be printed. 


SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a bill received yesterday from the House of Top eee 

The bill (H. R 6792) to disapprove the treaty heretofore made 
with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed from the Territory 
of Utah, and providing for settling them down in severalty 
where they may so elect and are qualified, and to settle all those 
not electing to take lands in severalty on the west 40 miles of 
the present reservation and in portions of New Mexico, and for 
other purposes, and to carry out the provisions of the treaty 
with said Indians June 15, 1880, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to take 
up the bill and put it on its passage. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill what is 


its purport? 

‘the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] is in charge of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. 1880 we made a treaty with the Ute Indians 
and gave them a tract of land 110 miles long by 15 miles wide on 
the border of New Mexico, in Southern Colorado. Later, while 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] was Secretary of the 
Interior, a treaty was made with these Indians, by which they 
were to be removed to Utah. A great deal of opposition was 
developed against that treaty. The other House has declined 
at different times to allowa bill to pass to ratify that agreement. 

The pending bill simply carries out the treaty of 1880, with 
modifications. It provides thatthe Indians may select land any- 
where within the reservation as established by the treaty of 
1880, and that those who do not choose to make selections shall 

o 40 miles to the west of the present reservation—which is the 
best part of it—and make their selections there, or make no se- 
lection, just as Shey see fit. . 

Mr. LODGE. The bill does not propose the removal of the 
Southern Utes? 

Mr. TELLER. It does not propose to remove thematall. It 
leaves them on their reservation, but opens the eastern end of 
the reservation to settlement, and provides that they may select 
their land in it if they choose, anywhere on the reservation, but 
if they do not choose to select their land there, they must go to 
the west end. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand that it is a compromise. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill passed the other House unanimously 
on the unanimous report of the House committee, and while not 
satisfactory to the people of Colorado, itis the best measure 
they thought they could get. 

Mr. LODGE. T have no objection to the bill. I merely de- 
sired to have it explained. 

Mr. TELLER. No one oBjected to it in the other House. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, i am not willing against the 
unger’ desire and very strong opinion of the Senator from Colo- 

oto interpose an objection to the consideration of the bill, and 
yet I am not very well satisfied with it. 

A commission was raised under an act of Congresssome years 

to treat with the Southern Ute Indians for the surrender of 

eir reservation, which certainly ought to be opened in the in- 
terests of the people of Colorado, for it lies like a barrier be- 
tween that State and New Mexico. Under that act of Congress 
the commission negotiated with the Southern Ute Indians a 
treaty which was satisfactory to them and which they have 
always been pressing to have carried into execution. That 
treaty was opposed by people who had the impression that the 
exchange was to put the Southern Ute Indians into the es- 
sion of lands less beneficial to them than the lands they already 
occupy in their present reservation; and in consequence of that 
PAA in which, in my belief, originated in and was fomented 


chiefly by a cattle- ing company; the execution of the treat, 
has been deferred tors peig Jarre. z 

Now, Congress is interposing here by this proposed act arbi- 
trarily to overrule that treaty and to take from the Southern 
Ute Indians about two-thirds of their reservation without any 
bargain whatever and without seeking their consent, and add in 

lace of it a tract of country much less in extent. The Senator 

rom Colorado can give the exact area lying below the western 
SH of their present reservation in New Mexico. Withouthav- 

g carefully examined the treaty, [ merely wish to enter by 
these observations my dubitatur. 

Mr. TELLER. This proposed act carries out the treaty of 
1880, which provided that after the Indians had taken their al- 
lotments of land the remainder should be sold and the money 
should go into the Treasury for the benefit of the Indians. This 
bill provides that they may do just what the act of 1880 said 
they should do; that is, toselect their lands in severalty anywhere 
they choose on the reservation. & large number of the Indians 
decline to select lands and will not select them. Those who do 
not care to select lands are allowed to go on the west 40 miles of 
the reservation or on the additional land in New Mexico. 

If after the bill passes the Senator from Wisconsin shall, after 
looking it over, think it ought to be further considered, I shall 
not offer any objection to a motion to reconsider. The bill is 
not satisfactory, of course, to our people. I agree with the Sen- 
ator it would have been better for the Indians and better for us 
to have had the other bill passed, but we made up our minds 
that it would not pass, the controversy being sosharp. Many 
people thought it would be a hardship to remove the Indians 

rom the reservation, and it was determined to leave them on 

the land. It is not proposed to remove them at all. The addi- 
tional land in New Mexico was added before the passage of the 
bill in the other House, with the approval of the Delegate from 
New Mexico, I understand. > 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator in what respect 
this bill executes the treaty of June 15, 1880? 

Mr. TELLER. That treaty provides that they shall take land 
in severalty, and after that the excess shall be sold for their 
benefit. The bill modifies it by saying that those who will not 
take land in severalty shall go upon the west end of the reser- 
vation, which I assure the Senator is really the most valuable 
for the Indians, because it is accessible to water, and the cli- 
mate is a little better than the eastern end although the east- 
ern end is more valuable undoubtedly for minerals, which is not 
of any value to the Indians. There is some land in the east 
end which will become valuable, and of course they will get the 
benefit of it. 

Mr. VILAS. Ialways understood that the treaty of June 15, 
1880, was executed by the creation of the present reservation 
and the establishment of the Southern Utes upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. The treaty of 1880, the Senator will see, re- 
quired that they should take land in severalty. The Indians 
have refused to take land in severalty. There is a small num- 
ber of them who will, but the great majority of them will not 
take land in severalty, and il it is set apart for them they will not 
occupy it. 

Mr. WHITE. Let me ask the Senator from Colorado a ques- 
tion. As Tunderstand the Senator, when this proposed act goes 
into effect the Indians will be removed to a place other than that 
which they now occupy; that is, thoss who do not take land in 
severalty. 

Mr. TELLER. They will be removed from their present 
agency a distance probably of 40 miles, but on the same reser- 
vation. 

Mr. WHITE. They have occupied by choice, of course, the 
land where they now are; that is, they have preferred it. 

Mr. TELLER. They have occupied it because the agency 
was put there on account of the railroad, not because it was the 
best land or the best place for them, but because it was contigu- 
ous to a railroad which crosses the reservation. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it the understanding of the Senator that the 
Indians will be forced upon this new land? They will not go 
there of their own volition, I presume. 

Mr. TELLER, They will not be forced on it. Those who 
choose to remain under this proposed act can take their lands 
in severalty and remain where they are. 

Mr. WHITE. But assuming that moy decline to accept land 
in səveralty, they will then be removed by the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose then the agency will be moved down 
to the western part of the reservation, and of course with the 
removal of the agency, it isimmaterial to them where shey go if 
they remain on the reservation. They do not cultivate the soil 
in any shape except in a few cases. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it ought to be stated that ver 
many of these Indians have already practically taken land an 
made improvements on it. 
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Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will excuse me, I understood the 
Senator from Colorado to say that but few of them have accepted 
land in severalty. 

Mr. MAN DERSON. Not taken in severalty, but quite anum- 
ber of them have selected certain pieces of land and have im- 
proved it. Of course those Indians would take the land that 
they have thus improved. 

Mr. TELLER. They can take the lands now occupied, and 
they will undoubtedly do so. 

r. VILAS. I wish to observe that if the treaty of 1880 was 
executed there would be no land for the United States to take 
and sell. 

Mr. TELLER. Why? 

Mr. VILAS. I will read the clause of that treaty. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to interpose an objection to this meas- 
ure. It has now consumed twenty minutesof the morning hour. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that the bill may go over until Monday 
morning. In the meantime the Senator from Wisconsin can 
look atii. 

Mr. VILAS. Very woll; but I merely wanted to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Colorado to the treaty. I suppose 
the bill is regularly before the Senate, no objection having been 
made to its consideration and the Senate haying deliberately 
agreed to consider it, it is, I think, too late to interpona. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the objection 
does not come too late under the rule. An objection can be in- 
terposed at any time. 

r. HARRIS. That is certainly the rule. ; 

Mr. VILAS. I hope the Senator trom Nebraska will at least 
not interfere for a moment; and I do not exactly see how he can 
take the floor from me to make an objection. > 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Wisconsin will observe that 
we have but ten minutes left for the transaction of morning 
business. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
the od 70 be allowed to lie on the table just as it is until Monday 
morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it isso ordered. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (S. 1852) to provide an American 
register for the steamer S. Oteri. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that petitions 
and memorials are in order. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Very well. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the New 
York Board of Trade and 5 remonstrating against 
the restoration of the system of damage allowances” on im- 
ported articles; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Congress of American 
Physicians and Surgeons, praying for the appointment of a 
commission to investigate the existence of leprosy in the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
San Angelo, Tex., remonstrating against placing wool on the free 
list; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 16 citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
and a petition of 83 citizens of Norwalk, Ohio, praying thatfra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of P. S. Hendrickson and 
sundry other citizens of St. Paul, Minn., and the petition of 
J. H. Hunt and sundry other citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., 
praying thatthe pending tariff bill beso amended “ thatfraternal 

neficiary societies, orders, or associations operating upon the 
lodge system, and providing for the payment of life, sick, acci- 
dent, and other benefits to the members and dependents of such 
members, shall be exempt from all the provisions of the bill re- 
gure taxation in any form;” which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of F. J. Evrett, of Ramsey 
County, Minn., and the petition of A. W. Armatage and sundry 
other citizens of Hennepin County, Minn., praying that the 
funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations be ex- 
empted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending 
tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Smyrna, Del., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, or- 
ders, or associations be e gey from the proposed income-tax 
poron of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on 

e . 


Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Doug- 
las County, Nebr., praying that in the passage of any law pro- 
viding for the taxation of incomes the funds of mutual life in- 
surance companies and associations be exempted from taxation; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON], 
who is absent owing to illness, I present a memorial of the Gen“ 
eral Synod of the Reformed (Dutch) Church, of Asbury Park, 
N. J., remonstrating against the admission of Utah into the 
Union as a State. I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Newman Grov 
Improvement Society, of Newman Grove, Nebr., praying tha 
the funds of mutual building and loan associations be exemp 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tari 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GORDON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fulton, 
Clarke, and Coweta Counties, and the petition of R. F. Shedden. 
of Atlanta, all in the State of Georgia, and of 42 citizens of 
Charleston County, S. C., praying that in the p: e of any la 
proving for the taxation of incomes the funds of mutual lif 

nsurance companies and associations be exempted from taxa- 
tion; which were ordered to lie on the cable. 

He also presented the memorialof C. A. Trevitt, of Rome, Ga., 
remonstratin, inst an increase of the internal-revenue tax 
on alcohol; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Hightower, of Empire, 
Ga., praying for the retention of the present duty on lumber; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Corset Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation of the United States, of New Haven, Conn., praying 
that horn strips be retained on the free list; which was ordere 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of J. E. Doherty & Co., 
of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against an increase of the in- 
ternal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of 
the present bonded porna; which was ordered to lie ón the table. 

e also presented the petition of Arthur S. Gay, and sundry 
other citizens of Massachusetts, praying that the fynds of mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exei 1 from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Council No. 487, Royal Ar- 
canum, of Dorchester; of John Burke and sundry other citizens 
of Boston: of A. Kenfield and sundry other citizens of Chicopee 
Falls, and of Suffolk Council, No. 60, Royal Arcanum, of Boston, 
allin the Stata of Massachusetts, praying that the pending tar- 
iff bill be so amended ‘‘ that fraternal beneficiary societies, or- 
ders, or associations, operating upon the lodge system and pro- 
viding for the payment of life, sak accident, and other benefits 
to the members, and 8 hea of such members, shall be ex- 
empt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in 
any form;” which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Charles M. Dilhson 
and sundry other citizéns of Sioux City, Iowa, praying that 
fraternal beneficiary socjeties, orders, or associations, be ex- 
empted from the proposg income-tax provision of the pending 
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of George W. Harbin and sundr: 
other citizens of Black Hawk County; of S. W. Rathbun an 
sundry other orages of Iowa, and of E. T. Davenport and sundry 
other citizens of Marshall County, Idwa, praying that the funds 
of mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the State of 
Washington, praying that section 2324 of the Revised Statutes 
be amended so as to suspend for the year 1894 the performance 
of $100 worth of labor on mining claims; which was referred to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also A sundry memorials of wholesale and retail 
liquor dealers, of Dubuque, Council Bluffs, Burlington, Daven- 
port, Dyersville, and Clinton, all in the State of Iowa, remon- 
strating againstan increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, 
and also againstan extension of the present bonded period; whic 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SQUIRE 1 sundry petitions of citizens of Pierce 
and King Counties, in the State of Washington, praying thatin 
the passage of any law providing for the taxation of incomes, 
the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations be 
orompioa from taxation; which were ordered to lie on the ta- 

e. 5 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of James G. Walker, 
W. P. Cummings, F. M. Cummings, J. E. Merrill, and 7 other 
citizens of Hudson, N. H., praying that fraternal beneficiary so- 
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cieties, orders or associations, be exempted from the proposed 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of 75 citizens of Monroe County, 
N. Y, praying that the funds of the mutual life insurance com- 
panies and associations be exempted from the proposed income- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to call up House joint resolution No, 
172, which was reported yesterday by the Senator from Missouri 
pis VesT], from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. I ask un us consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have a similar request already pend- 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that morning 
business is in order. Reports of committees, standing and se- 
lect, are next in order. 
REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the aniendment submitted Mr. 
VILAS May 24, 1894, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

GEORGE P. FURBER. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
reported the foll resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee to Audit Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 

r 
a 0 Senate, as co 2 poy 


on of the second edition of Senate the volume 
Privileges of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SMITH (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 2123) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of James de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. a) parong a service pen- 
sion to soldiers, sailors, marines, and their widows and 2 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2125) to ect the 
military record of Henry R. Gibson; which was twice by 
its title, and referred to tae Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2126) to authorize and provide for 
the location of Sioux half-breed serip (or certificates) by power 
of attorney and to authorize the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to approve and issue patents to any lands located 
thereby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 2127) for the relief of Rich- 
mond College, located at Richmond, Va.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee op Claims. 

Mr, LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2128) authorizing Commander 
Davis, United States Navy, to accept a decoration tendered him 
by the Government of Spain; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. )toauthorize the entry 
of land for reservoir purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2130) granting a pension to 
Amelia M.Grobe; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
pone him to the naval 5 bill; which was referred 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I submit an amendment intended to be 
proposed to House bill 5481, the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill, which I ask to have read and referred to the mit- 
tee on the District of Columbia; and that it be ted. 
The amendment was read and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 
— r yh ne Bs Sian fire-alarm for the public 
Fo ns! 
puninda of tho District of Colusa Eseo 7 aT TOF tho pubio school 
Mr.GALLINGER. In conjunction with the amendment I sub- 
mit an editorial from Kate Field's W. ton of recent date, 
treating on the same subject; which I move be printed as a docu- 
poen t, and referred tothe Committee on the District of Colum- 
a. 
The motion was to. 
gaged typ gpega saby ͤ A dy aagi dae a oe 
tothe sun appro > 
Herre to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER S. OTERI. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1852) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the steamer S. Oteri. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. ; 

REPRESENTATIVES OF DANIEL C. RODMAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Task unanimousconsentfor the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 814) for the relief of the representatives 
of Daniel C. Rodman, deceased, and others. I will state that 
this bill passed the Senate two years ago and four years ago, but 
failed to receive consideration in the House of Representatives. 
It has been always unanimously reported. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment in line 3, to 
strike out the name ‘Slazer” and insert ‘‘ Seager.” 

Be it enacted, etc., That Daniel G Rodman, Ossian B. H 

Ozias B and Joseph R. 


Calvin L, Ro 
upon thebond of 
released and P p aiena K and 
whatsoever on account of said bond. 

Mr, HAWLEY. Theamendmentisincorrectly printed. The 
name should be “ er.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so cor- 
ao The question is on agreeing to the amendment as cor- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PRICE OF LANDS UNDER DESERT-LAND LAWS. 


Mr. CAREY. Task unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 160) to fix the price of lands entered 
under the desert-land laws. 

There being noobjection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to hear the Senator from Wyoming 
make some explanation of the bill. 

Mr. CAREY. A similar bill passed the Senate in the last 
Congress. For about a year a g prevailed in the Interior 
Department that the price of desert lands within railroad grants 
should be $2.50 per acre. This ruling was afterwards changed 
by the law of 1891, and the Secretary of the Interior ruled he 
had no right to pay back the money. Since then the Court of 
Claims have decided that the ruling was in violation of the law. 
The universal ruling for ten after the desert-land law was 
passed fixed the price of such lands at $1.25 an acre. The bill 
ony covers avery short period and a very small quantity of 


Mr. CALL. I understand that this is simply to refund the 
excess of the purchase money? 

Mr. CAREY. Thatis all. It places those who entered un- 
der the desert land law in the same position as those who en- 
tered land under the laws of the United States where the pay- 
ment was erroneous, which can be paid out of a fund for that 


ee 
CALL. It does not authorize any new purchase of land? 

Mr. CAREY. Not at all. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

OCCUPATION OF COURT-HOUSE IN BALTIMORE. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 172) granting full per- 
mission to the State of Maryland and to the several State courts 
within the city of Baltimore to occupy the old United States 
court-house in the city of Baltimore for the period of five years. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

LOUIS A. YORKE, 

Mr. CALL. Lask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 1438) 
for the relief of Louis A. Yorke, which was reported adversely 
and is now on the Calendar, be recommitted to the Committee 


Morgan, as 
of 
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on Naval Affairs. Iam authorized to say that there is no ob- 
1 75 to this order on the part of the Senator from South Caro - 
[Mr. BUTLER], who reported the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it will be so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of th 
Boue had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
t groupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 499) to provide for the adjustment and payment of 

e claim of Thomas Rhys Smith for work done materials 

nished for the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me.; 

A bill (H. R. 6576) to provide for the 2 part of an alley 
in square 622 in the city of Washington, D. C., and for the relief 
of the president and directors of Gonzaga College; and 

A bill (H. R. 7458) manng appropriations to supply a defi- 
ciency in the appropriation for public printing and binding for 
the fiscal year 1894 and for other purposes. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Allarticles ot manufacture, composed wholly or in part of wool, or hair of 
ek gost, alpaca, and other like animals, shall be admitted free of 
ty. 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the vote on that amendment may 
be taken by yeas and nays. I hope the Senate will consent to 
that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like the Senator from Kansas to 
explain the amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. The amendment is to put all manufactures of 
wool on the free list, and the reason for itis thatunmanufactured 
wool has been placed on the free list. Thatis the only reason. 
It is not an attack on my part upon manufacturers at all, butin- 
asmuch as the producers of wool are to be put in competition 
with foreign producers, I insist that fairness dictates + the 
manufacturers ought to be put upon the same basis. That is all. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I would remind the Senator 
from Kansas that two wrongs nevermake aright. The Senator 
from Kansas himself, I think, hardly believes that all woolen 

oods should be placed upon the free list. He knows, as we all 

ow, that that would result in the entire destruction of the 
woolen industry in the United States. 

Nobody feels more strongly than I do the injustice which has 
been done in putting wool upon the free list, but surely the 
Senator can not repair that injustice by putting woolen goods 
upon the free list. He feels, and justly and properly feels, that 
the action of the majority of the Senate in putting wool upon the 
free list is to lead to the destruction ofa great industry among the 
agricultural people of the United States; but surely he can not 
desire on that account to put woolen manufactures on the free 
list, and thus lead to the destruction of another great industry 
in the United States. He is simply helping the free trader to 
destroy all our industries by his amendment; and itseems to me 
that the Senator is too just a man to desire to inflictinjury upon 
others because injury has been inflicted upon the people whom 
he represents. 

Mr. PEFFER. Only a word, Mr. President, in addition. The 
Senator from Connecticut expresses my views quite accurately. 
Ido not want to destroy anybody, Personally I am ö 
give anything that I have in this world to anyone in need, but 
when you come to strike my friend I will defend him. I am here 
charged to represent the interests of the men who sent me here. 
They are, 75 per cent of them, farmers, and I shall stand by 
those men no matter who else falls. Individually, I am willing 
to go down, but I am not willing to go down ess the other 
men go with me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON], 


with the reservation of the right to vote to make a quorum. If 
my vote be not necessary to make auon I withhold it. 

r. QUAY (whenhisname was-called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], but I transfer that 

i to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY], and vote 

‘nay. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. x 

The roll call was concluded. 

_Mr. HIGGINS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
New 3 MCPHERSON], but, after consulting with his 
colleague [Mr. SMITH], and considering the nature of the vote, 
I feel free to vote. I vote “‘nay.” 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN], who is detained from the Chamber by if 
ness; but as he and I on this 8 would vote the same way, 
I take the liberty of voting. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I have a general pair with the Senator from 


Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], but I have taken the liberty to vote 


in this case, being satisfied if he were present he would vote in 
the same way I do. 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa Ar. WILSON] to my colleague [Mr. WALSH], and vote 

nay. 

Mr.BLANCHARD. Iam paired with the Senator from Mich- 

[Mr. MCMILLAN], but I understand from his colleague [Mr. 

ATTON] that if he were present he would vote “nay.” IL there- 
fore feel at liberty to vote, and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I withhold my vote, as I am paired with 


that Senator. 

Mr. MILLS. Linguire if the Senator from New Hampshire 
IMr. GALLINGER] has voted? 

The VICE-P: IDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I withhold my vote. Ishould vote nay” 
if he were present. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think I can safely say to the Senator from 
Texas that if the Senator from New hire were present 
he would vote “nay.” LIassume the responsibility of saying that. 

Mr. MILLS. As I am paired with that Senator in his absence 
I withhold my vote. ` 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the negative). I in- 
ose the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. ROACH] has 
vo 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that the junior 
Senator from North Dakota has not voted. 


Mr. PERKINS. I am paired with that Senator, and in his 


absence I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. QUAY. I omittedjto mention, when the name of my col- 
league [Mr. CAMERON] was called, that he is paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. I make this an- 
nouncement to cover all votes during the day. 

The result was announced—yeas 3, nays 46; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Allen, Kyle, Pefier, 
8 NAYS—46. 
Allison, Davis, Hoar, 
Bate, Dubois Hunton, Ransom, 
burn, Pope, 5 10 l Sh £ 
o, ones, oup, 
Blanchard, Gibson, È 
Call, Gordon, erso; er, 
Carey — Mitchell, Wis. = i 
al * 
Cockrell, Harris, Palmer. Voorhees, 
Coke, Hawley, Pasco, White. 
Cullom, Patton, 2 
Daniel, y : Proctor, 
NOTVOTING—36. 
Aldrich, George, Martin, Y, 
Brice Gorman, ills, ach, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon 
Caffery, Irby, organ, Stewart, 
Camden, Jones, Nev. Murphy, Vilas, 
Cameron, Lindsay, Perkins, Walsh, 
McLa ettigrew, 
8 Me Millan, Platt, Wilson, 
Gallinger, McPherson, Power, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. DUBOIS. I was requested by the senior Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], before he left, to see that his 
ir was properly observed and announced. It does not a 
the RECORD that his pair with the junior Senator from West 
CAMDEN] was announced yeste I wish to 


state kat al through the voting of yesterday the z enater from 
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South Dakota was paired with the Senator from West Virginia. 
The pair will also stand for to-day. 

Mr. GRAY. The pair was observed, but not announced, the 
Senator means? 

Mr. DUBOIS. It was observed, but not announced. It does 


not appar in the RECORD. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 


sumed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

278. Wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, al and other like ant- 
mals in the form of slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, mungo, shod- 
dies, garnetted or carded waste, carbonized noils or other waste product, 
any of which is com d wholly or in part of wool, the hair of the camel 
ese alpaca, and other like animals, which has been Spores or advance 

ond its original condition as waste by the use of machinery or the appli- 
cation of labor, or both, and carbonized wool, shall be subject to a duty of 
15 per cent ad valorem. < 

Mr. ALLISON. From the print of the bill which I have it 
appears that the committee recommend that paragraph 278 be 
5 out. Is there any amendment pending to the para- 

h 
eT e VICE-PRESIDENT. Noamendment has been proposed, 
the Chair will state to the Senator from Iowa. A 

Mr. PLATT. I ought to know, but 1 should like to inquire 
what the present duty is. Will the Senator from Iowa tell me? 

Mr. ALLISON. My impression is thatitisa e duty. 
Bi duty is 30 cents a pound, I think, upon some of these ar- 
ticles. 

Mr.QUAY. Hasthecommittee amendment, striking out par- 
agraph 278, been adopted? 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 278 has been read by 
the Secretary, but no action has been taken, the Chair will state. 

Mr. PLATT, We on this side of the Chamber are quite in 
the dark as to what the committee propose to do. 

Mr. ALLISON. I find that the duty on most of the articles 
described in this paragraph is now 30 cents apound. 

Mr. VEST. The paragraph has been put in the free list on 

e 119. Ithink I have a wrong copy of the bill. Some one 
ben tilapiaced my copy. I had one that is marked correctly. 

Mr. PLATT. I think we ought to understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 685,I think, puts the whole of 
paragraph 278 on the free list. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. It is on page 119. 
correct copy of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Then the Senator from Missouri proposes an 
amendment to strike out Paragraph 278? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; that is to be stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the reason why I called the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the matter. It appeared to me that there 
was some amendment to be proposed. 

Mr. VEST. My attention was diverted at the moment. I 
move that raph 278 be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 1 is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri, to strike out para- 


graph 278. 
r. PLATT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the roll is called I should be glad to 
have the Senator in charge of the billexplain why it is that all 
these various articles are to be put on the free list. Is it be- 
cause wool is on the free list? I suppose that is the idea. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse that is the reason of it. The paragraph 
embraces ‘‘wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and 
other like animals in the form of slubbing waste, roving waste, 
ring waste, mungo, shoddies, garnetted or carded waste, car- 
bonized noils or other waste product, any of which is composed 
wholly or in part of wool, the hair of the camel,” ete. 

On page 119 of the bill will be found the provision which 
places these articles upon the free list: 


All wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like ani- 
— and all wool and hair on the skin, noils, yarn waste, card waste, bur 
waste. 


Mr. FRYE. But the Senator does not in that paragraph put 
shoddy on the free list. In paragraph 279 I see there is an- 
other provision. There is a proposed amendment in paragraph 


Mr. VEST. Yes. 

boa FRYE. Does the committee still adhere to that amend- 
ment? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. What I want to understand is this: I know 
that wool has been put on the free list, but if this paragraph is 
stricken out are roving waste, ving waste, mungo, e Serey 
and carbonized noils,” etc., any of which has been roved or 
advanced beyond its original condition as waste by the use of 
machinery or the application of labor, or both,” put on the free 
list? That is what I wish to ascertain. 


I now have a 
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I do not think that any wool which has been advanced at all 
from its original condition by the use of machinery or the ap- 
plication of labor should go on the free list. If raw wool is to 
go on the free list, that is one thing, but if the manufactures of 
wool in the early processes are to go on the free list that is an- 
otherthing. It is possible that the proposed amendment in par- 
agraph 279 answers my objection. I do not quite understand it. 

Mr. VEST. Paragraph 279 answers the question of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. SHERMAN. After having denied a duty on wools of the 
highest price and the greatest value in the pending bill, then to 
put a duty on shoddy, mungo, ring waste, roving waste, slubbing 
waste, andall the other wastes, it seems to me, would be rather a 
singularresult. I do not know exactly what the purpose of the 
committee is. Is the proportion of the Senator kom Missouri 
to strike out paragrap 218? 

Mr. MILLS. That is the motion, to strike out paragraph 278. 

Mr. VEST. The roving and tops and roping, which are in 
paragraph 278, as proposed to be stricken out, are put back in 
paragraph 279 with the same duty, 15 per cent ad valorem. Of 
course the raw wool, which has not been advanced in any degree 
by manufacture, is by the bill put on the free list. 

Mr. MILLS. As I understand, the distinction between Seip 
graph 278 and paragraph 279 itis that the waste of different kinds 
and the mungoand shoddy and all those articles are to be on the 
free list, except when they have been carded and advanced to 
the form ready for spinning, as stated in paragraph 279. Itis 
to be dutiable at 15 per cent when it is in the form of roving, 
roping, or tops, and that is when it is carded and cleaned and 
ready for spinning. But when it is in rags and dirt and unpre- 
pared for spinning it is on the free list.. I myself think it all 
ought to go on the free list; but thatseems to be the distinction 
here. Ihave had some of those tops sent tome. I know theyare 
very fine wool, drawn out to the full length of the fiber, hand- 
somely cleaned and carded, ready for spinning. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is there any purpose on the part of the com- 
mittee to put a duty on shoddy so as to keep it out of the coun- 
try? 

Mr. MILLS. IL suppose not at this low rate; but the commit- 
tee can answer themselves. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it is intended to keep it out of the country, 
they had better increase the duty on it. 

r. VEST. One of the effects of putting high duties on fine 
woolens has been to increase the importation of shoddy as used 
in so-called woolen goods. A process has been adopted largely 
by the manufacturers of woolen goods in the United States 
called cropping, by which the backs of almost all the garments 
we use are principally cotton and other adulterants. 

The reports of the Treasury Department which I have before 
me show a vast increase in the amount of shoddy used in the 
United States, and of cotton, which is an adulterant used in the 
manufacture of woolens. If ay Senator will call upon any mer- 
chant tailor he will find that while he has Feral see 
or a hundred pieces of mixed or adulterated cloth in his shop, 
he has not one single pobos of pure woolen cloth. This has been 
caused, as we contend, by the mee price of foreign wools by 
reason of the McKinley act, and the duties imposed by the act 
of 1867, and even by the act of 1883. 

This vast increase in shoddy has taken place, not only in this 
country but in England, because the same cause which operates 
upon the American manufacturer operates upon the English 
manufacturer who wants to obtain a marketin thiscountry. In 
order to compete with these adulterated woolen cloths as the 
are called, m ed woolen cloths, these mixtures, the Englis 
manufacturer must pay pas high rates of the McKinley tariff, 
and come into this market with mixed goods also. The result 
is,as is the experience of every man and every woman, that 
there are no pure woolenclothsinthe market. They are all mixed 
cloths, and they wear out in a very few years, so that the supply 
has again to bs met on the part of the consumer. 

Now, we did not propose when we gave to the country free 
wool to let shoddy in free. Our idea is that when you cheapen 
the wool to the manufacturer he will use moreof it, and that we 
shall have a better article of woolen cloths, and get rid of the 
adulteration and the fraud which is perpetrated to-day in the 
name of wool upon the consumers of the United States. If we 
had come intothe Senate with free shoddy, immediately the bill 
would have been attacked upon the ground that we admitted a 
shamanda fraud worse than the enemiesof oleomargarine declare 
itto be. We have therefore put a duty upon shoddy, which is 
largely imported into the United States. 

r. ALLISON. A duty of 15 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; a duty of 15 per cent. We did not want to 
put it on the free list. We put the same duty upon it that we 
paa upon roping and roving and tops; and it is the proper 

uty to put upon it. . 
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Mr. ALLISON. Roping waste,ring waste, carded waste and, 
all waste are put upon the free list. 
Mr. VEST. Not in paragraph 279. On wool in the form of 
roving, roping, or tops” there is a duty of 15 per cent ad valo- 
rem. That is the provision I refer to. 

Mr. PLATT. I think I have studied out the effect of the ge 
posed striking out of paragraph 278. If that paragraph is 
stricken out then waste, noils, and all waste products which 
have not been treated by machinery or advanced in the process 
of manufacture will go on the free list, and the waste which has 
been treated by machinery will, under paragraph 279, be dutia- 
ble at 15 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

Mr. PLATT. I can see no inconsistency about that. 

Mr. VEST. There is not the slightest inconsistency. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will read paragraph 279 he 
will find that there is omitted from it the very clause which he 

says ought to be preserved. 
fr. VEST. e can not hear the Senator from Ohio on this 
side, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I say paragraph 279 omits the clause in 
paragraph 278 which puts a duty on wools, etc., advanced be- 
yond the condition of waste, by the use of machinery or the ap- 

lication of labor. I think that provision is not in paragraph 

79 at all. 

Mr. VEST. It is not. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me read paragraph 279 as proposed to be 

amended. 

On flocks, mungo, shoddy, garnetted waste, and carbonized noils, or car- 

wool, and on wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or 

. like animals in the form of roving, roping, or tops, 15 per cent ad va- 

oae roping, and tops, I understand, are forms of wool or 

waste which have been advanced to what we used to call rolls, 
or the fine wool which was shown here the other day 

Mr. ALDRICH. Tops. 

Mr. PLATT. Under the name of botany top. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They are not the less waste. 

Mr. PLATT. When waste has been advanced to that point, 
roving, ropiug, or 7 5 then it is to have a duty of 15 per cent. 
So with mungo and shoddy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But if the Senator will look again—I am 
somewhat familiar with construing the laws on this subject—he 
will see that the words now referred to by him ‘‘in the form of 
roping, roving, or toph apply only to the wool of the sheep, 
camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals, and do not apply to 
fiocks, mungo, shoddy, garnetted waste, ete. 

Mr. PLATT. I supposed they did. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They do not. 

Mr. PLATT. Iconfess the matter is somewhat complicated, 
and I have had difficulty in understanding it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis certain the committee now propose to 
put on the free list a large portion of the importations which 
pay 30 cents a pound. These tops, roping, roving waste, etc., 
now have a unit of value on their importation of 36 cents a pound. 
I 25 it is a great change to put all these articles on the 

ree list. 

I should like to have some Senator who is familiar with the 
manufacture of woolen goods explain to me why it is, as was just 
now stated by the Senator from Missouri, that a very large por- 
tion of the woolen goods manufactured inthe United States is 
composed of shoddy. I hadadifferent view, and if it be true that 
the manufacturers of woolen goods in our country used chiefly 
shoddy, I should be glad to have it explained a little more in de- 
tail than the Senator from Missouri has explained it. 

Mr.HAWLEY. That is a very great mistake. I do not 
know anything about the proportion of shoddy used, but it is a 
comparatively small class of coarse goods. I doubt whether 
there isan ounce of shoddy in all the woolen goods worn by Sen- 
ators here. 

Mr. ALLISON. I observe that there is very little shoddy 
imported. Of course it must be manufactured here, and I do 
not quite understand how so much shoddy can get into woolen 
manufactures. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The ea aa will tell it, and they do not put 
it in except as I have stated. 

Mr. PLATT. With regard to shoddy and the alleged in- 
crease of shoddy in this country stated by the Senator from Mis- 
souri—— 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Connecticut deny there 
has been an increase? He speaks of the “alleged increase.” 
Does he deny that there has been an increase? s 

Mr. PLATT. There has been an increase in pounds, but not 
an increase in per cent. -In 1880 the amount of shoddy and ani- 
mal hair consumed in this country was 56,970,682 pounds. In 
1890 it was 73,678,056 pounds. But in 1880 the per cent of shoddy 


to all woolen goods was 22.06 per cent, and in 1890 it was 22.72 
per cent. So while there has been an increase in the number of 
pounds of shoddy used in the woolen manufacture in thiscountry, 
no larger proportion of the goods manufactured is now com- 
posed t of shoddy than in 1880. Therefore, while the state- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri is true in one sense, it is not 
true in the sense that the proportion of shoddy consumed in 
this country has been increased in the last ten years. . 

Mr. VEST. The statistics show that in 1870, according to the 
census of that year, there were fifty-six shoddy factories in the 
United States, and tapis product was $1,768,592. In 1880, ten 
years afterwards, they had increased toseventy-three establish- 
ments, prođucing $4,989,615 worth of goods. In 1890 there were 
ninety-four establishments, producing $9,208,011 worth of goods, 
an increase of double and more. In 1890there wereconsumed in 
the United States 61,626,261 pounds of shoddy.. Of wool in the 
grease the United States produced 276,000,000 pounds in 1890 or 
92,000,000 pounds of scoured wool. This shows that of shoddy 
there was nearly 70 per cent relatively to the wool used in this 
country. 

I argued this question in 1890, and produced here the adver- 
tisements of the shoddy establishments in the United States. to- 
gether with statements of their product. The answer to it has 
always been that shoddy had also increased in evena larger pro- 
eon in Great Britain, our great manufacturing rival. That 

true, for the reason which I undertook to give a few minutes 
ago, that the use of shoddy and cotton, which is a great adulter- 
ant in the manufacture of woolen goods in this country, necessi- 
tates the same procedure by our rivals across the ocean, because 
in undertaking tocontend with us for the American market they 
are compelled toadulterate what are called woolen manufactures 
in order to compete with us. 

Now, I do not care anything about the per cent, but here are 
the figures. The fact remains, without going down to the exact 
mathematical N propo SOn that there has been a vast increase in 
the use of shoddy, and the experience of every consumer of what 
are called woolen goods will bear out the assertion which I have 


made. 

Mr. PLATT. I took my statement from the publication of 
the Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, and I have always found 
their statements and statistics correct. That since 1870 there 
has been an increase in the number of pounds of shoddy used in 
the manufacture of woolen goods nobody denies. That there 
has been an increase in the number of factories—small factories 
they are—which are producing it and putting it into the shape 
of yarns and tops, there is no question. The question is whether 
as com d to the whole amount or woolen goods used in this 
country there has been any increase, and I understand there has 
been none. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was not in the Chamber 
when the original statement of the Senator from Missouri was 
made, but I understand that he claims that a large propor- 
tion—72 per cent—of the woolen goods made in the United States 
is composed of 1 Ol course that statement is very wide 
of the mark. It would be hard to imagine a statement further 
removed from the actual truth. The proportion of shoddy as 
compared with the wool and other substitutes for wool used in 
the United States has kept pace with the growth of the country 
and with the consumption of wool and woolen goods. Existing 
duties upon shogay boig prohibitory, there has been no impor- 
tation of foreign shoddy; and as shoddy is simply a remanufac- 
ture of woolen cloths or of other articles of wool which have 
been used, the consumption in the United States must necessa- 
rily be limited. It has grown simply with the growth of the 
population of the country and its consumption of woolen goods. 

n 1880, according to the census figures, the amount of shoddy 
and animal hair, not otherwise specified, used in the woolen 
mills in the United States was nearly 57,000,000 pounds. It is 
well known that in certain coarse products—heavy, cheap goods— 
cow's hair and the hair of other animals is used to a very large 
extent. These figures include shoddy and other substitutes for 
wool. The amourt consumed in the United States in 1880, in 
the census year, was 56,970,000 pounds, and in 1890 73,678,000 
pounds, or an increase in ten years of 17,000,000; while the total 
consumption of wool and substitutes for wool, taken together, had 
increased from 252,474,545 pounds in 1880 to 324,259,060 pounds 
in 1890—a total increase of wool and substitutes for wool of 72,- 
000,C00 pounds, and an increase in shoddy of only 17,000,000, 
conclusively showing the truth of the statement which I have 
made, that the increase in the use of shoddy in the mills of the 
United States is only the natural increase. 

The Senator from Missouri used the word “shoddy ” asif there 
were some fraud about its use; as though a manufacturer who 
manufactures ponas of shoddy was doing something criminal. 
The use of shoddy is simply a utilization 

Mr. GRAY. A substitution. 5 
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Mr. ALDRICH. No; it is not a substitution. It is simply a 
utilization of what would otherwise be a waste product.: 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will pardon me, I think the con- 
tention of those who have looked into this matter and studied 
the effect of a very high tariff is that there has been a resort to 
shoddy material in order to make the cheaper grades of cloth- 
ing which could not be made out of the coarser wool, and that 
free wool will allow the manufacturer of woolen cloth to utilize 
it for the cheaper form of clothing where shoddy is now used. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is quite mistaken in that as- 
sumption. Shoddy is used more largely in Great Britain and in 
Germany than in the United States in the production of woolen 
goods. The processes of manufacturing shoddy have been im- 

roved in these countries beyond what has been the case in the 

nited States. There isa greater tendency than formerly in 
these days to utilize all waste products, and the case of shoddy 
is notan exception to the general rule. Statistics show that 
there is four times as much shoddy used in the woolen mills of 
Great Britain as in the woolen mills of the United States. The 
statistics which I have just read show that instead of 72per cent 
of the cloth made in the United States being made from shoddy 
but 22.72 per cent is so made. 

Mr. VEST. Shoddy and cotton? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. I am talking about shoddy now, not 
cotton. Of course, cotton is used to a large extent in mixing 
with woolen goods all over the world, but that fact furnishes no 
reason for complaint. I certainly trust that the Senators from 
the Southern States sitting upon the other side of the aisle do 
not object to the use of cotton wherever it can be used prop- 
erly in the manufacture of clothing for the people of this or any 
other country. There is no contention, I su , that thesale 
of a piece of cotton and wool (sold for what it is) is a fraud upon 
5 There is no sugg tion, so far as I can see, t 
this materialis improperly used. The only question is as to the 
extent of its use. 

Let us see what would be the effect of the ae Serio of the 
committee in increasing or decreasing the useofshoddy. There 
is now a prohibitory duty imposed upon foreign shoddy and 
upon other substitutes for wool except cotton. You now pro- 

to admit those articles free of duty. You to give 
unobstructed admission into the rere all the rags and second- 
hand clothing, all the waste and all the filth and dirt of the 
whole world. 

Now, if the Senator from Missouri believes that the tendency 
of this action will be to diminish the use of shoddy and increase 
the use of wool in the United States, I should be very glad to 
have him state the manner by which this result is to be ac- 
complished. j 

It seems to me the inevitable result will be to very largely in- 
crease the use of shoddy here, because we shall import large 

uantities of the fore: article, and instead of 22 per cent of 
the American product being made from shoddy and from sub- 
stitutes of wool, a very much ter T will be made of 
these articles. The effect of the schedule submitted by the 
committee, taken together, will undoubtedly be to admit these 
articles manufactured into cloth; but if that was not the case, if 
the woolen manufacture in the United States should be pre- 
served, there would certainly be a largely increased 8 
ol that manufacture produced from shoddy imported from other 
countries. 

Mr. VEST. The great preventive as we understand to the 
use of shoddy will be free raw wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me right there? 
Free wool for half a century in Great Britain has brought about 
the result I have alluded to, namely, that they use four times as 
much shoddy in proportion to their production as is used in the 
United States. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President, and that has been caused by 
the tariffs of the United States. I have repeatedly stated here 
that the British manufacturers were compelled to use shoddy 
in order tocompete with the manufacturers of the United States 
who also use it. f 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me another interrup- 
tion? Those goods are not sent to the United States at all. Our 
tariff is not only prohibitory N but it is absolutel 
prohibitory upon goods made shoddy, owing to the hig 
Specific rates on the lower class of goods. Those goods are 
sent to Russia and to the semibarbarous countries in cold cli- 
mates. They are heavy goods, and are sold in those countries 
in competition with their domestic manufactures. 

Mr, VEST. Out of the $40,000,000 worth of woolen goods, so 
called, that come to the United e e the Senator mean 
to say that they are all pure wool? What lady wears to-day a 
woolen dress made out of pure wool? What man to-day wears 
a suit of clothes made out of pure wool? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Shoddy neyer enters into the manufacture 
of dress goods. 


Mr. VEST. It goes into the manufacture of all these goods. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all, 

Mr. VEST. And the trouble with the consumers is that it is 
impossible for them to tell how much wool they are buying in 
shoir goods. They are purchased as pure wool, but they are 
no 

Mr. ALDRICH. Shoddy is never used in the manufacture of 
dress goods in this or any other country. Shoddy is only used 
in the manufacture of heavy goods for men’s wear, and these do 
not come to the United States. They are, as I haye said, sent to 
Russia and other cold and semibarbarous countries. 

Mr. VEST. Ican produce better authority than the Senator 
from Rhode Island to show that in these heavy dress goods used 
by ladies both cotton and shoddy are used as component parts. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould be very glad if the Senator could 
furnish any such testimony. Dress goods are made from combed 
yarns, and it is hee impossible to comb shoddy. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator admits that shoddy goes into men’s. 
goods. We know it as a matter of actual observation and expe- 
rience. Let any gentleman go to a merchant tailor and under- 
take to buy a dress suit, or any other suit made out of wool, and 
he will find thatit is not for sale. There was a time in this 
country when a tleman thought he was not dressed even for 
everyday life he had all-wool garments upon his back. 
But now they are 1 to use the manufacturing expres- 
sion, and cotton and shoddy are put into them. So it is impos- 
sible to get an all-wool dress suit or any kind of an all-wool suit 
from a merchant tailor. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me further? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator never saw a piece of goods in 

this country or anywhere else fit to make a dress suit of contain- 
ing one particle of shoddy. 
Mr. VEST. I know that you can go to any merchant tailor 
in this city, or New York, or Baltimore, or Philadelphia, and 
ask him in regard to the use of all-wool goods for men’s wear 
and he will tell you that they have gone out of fashion. There 
is not a Senator here who has AH back a coat made of all 
wool. With the finish the manufacturers give it is impossible 
to tell what are the component materials. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. It is impossible to tellit. They will sell youa 
coat like the one I have on, which they call vicuna woolen, and 
when examined by an experthe will find cotton init and shoddy 
in it; it is not all wool. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
want to ask a question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwas simply going to make a general con- 
tradiction. I said a while ago that there is not an ounce of real 
shoddy in this Chamber. Ido not know what the Senator has 
on, but I tell him 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know, either. 

Mr. FRYE, He has not on any shoddy. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I know that a merchant tailor can go up to 
his coat and tell him ina moment whetherit containsany shoddy 
or not. 

Mr. VEST. I know that this coat was sold to me for vicuna 
wool, but I know it is not. Vicunais the finest South American 
wool, but it is adulterated, and every man wears such goods to- 
day. Youcan go toa merchant tailorin e I have taken 
pains to inquire if they deal in all-wool goods for gentlemen’s 
wear here. I found one who said he one piece out of one 
hundred and seventy-odd pieces that he knew to be all wool. 
But let me show how much shoddy is used in this country. I 
see on the floor here, to-day, the secretary of the Woolen Man- 
ufacturers’ Association, who is assisting our friends inregard to 
this bill. He has been here ever since the commencement of 
the debate. The Senator from Rhode Island tells us that by 
putting only 15 per cent upon shoddy we invite this material into 
the country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You put it on the free list. 

Mr. VEST. Under the McKinley act the duty is prohibitory. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have said you putiton the free list. That 
is what I have understood is the practical effect of the propo- 
sition of the committee. 

Mr. VEST. No; 15 per cent is the rate in parien h 279. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood that was to be stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. No, it is not stricken out. But let me go on, if 
the Senator pleases. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator says they put on prohibitory duties 
in the McKinley act and kept out shoddy from this country. 
What has been the result? I will read the testimony of the 
secretary of the Wool Manufacturers’ Association before the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. TURNER said: 

And, coming to the secretary of the Wool Manufacturers’ Association 

Which this Mr. North testified he was— 
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who is undoubtedly a graduate of this business, I want toread the following 
statement of this book of Mr. Lewis, which, I , he would not insert 
if it was not true, and you can correct it if he is to blamefor it. I read from 
pago tt of the book called Our Sheep and the Tariff: The secretary of the 

ool Manufacturers’ Association estimates that there is now one pound ot 

ber 5 used in so-called woolen goods for every pound of wool. 

Mr. NORTH. I think thatis pretty nearly correct, sir. 

So here we have the very highest possible expert authority 
to the effect that for every pound of wool which goes into 
manufactured in the United States there is a pound of shoddy 
and cotton. 

Now, the Senator asks me if I object to the use of cotton. I 
do object to it if it is put in as wool. When I buy woolen 
goods I want woolen goods, because Lwant the warmth that is 
given to protect my body during the inclement season of our 
country. I do not want goods half cotton and half woolen sold 
to me as woolen goods. I voted against the oleomargarine bill 
when it was brought*in, and I did it upon the ground that if a 
man wanted oleomargarine and knew it was oleomargarine he 
hadaright to haveit. Ifit was properly stam and there 
was no fraud, I was willing for him to put into his mouth what- 
ever he pleased as a substitute for butter; but I was as much op- 
posed as anyone to half oleo and half butter. And so I am in 
regard to this matter. 

i a man sells mo woolen goods I want woolen goods. 
sells me half cotton and half woolen and I know it, then it is my 
fault if I get a bad article, and I have no right to complain. 

But what is the difference between shoddy and cotton? One 
is clean, pure woolen goods and avaluable article. The otheris 
the refuse of hospitals, old clothes that have been worn ont. 
Shoddy latent mor 12 oe United dee naye ag 50 

tting a prohibitory duty, to stop its use, the Senator says, but 
e has failed in doing it, for the consumption has gone on in- 

g until, according to the secretary of the Woolen Manu- 
facturers’ Association, there is one pound of cotton and shoddy 
to-day used for every pound of wool. 

I recollect that in 1890 I quoted on this floor the statement, 
which I have here somewhere, that the governor of Maine had 
sent abroad to buy uniforms for his staff and himself, because 
they could not get the pure woolen sin this coun The 
Senator from Ohio answered me in that debate in regard to that 
article, and said there was nota Senator present probably who 
did not buy foreign goods. That is trae; and those goods come 
into this country made up partly of shoddy, tly of cotton, 
and partly of, wool. They are the same with the American 
goods, and the prohibitory duty of the McKinley act increased 

he consumption of shoddy. Therefore my answer to the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island is that to continue prohibitory duties 
does not remove this evil. It is impossible to deny statistics 
that are furnished by the protectionists themselves. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is true that a prohibition upon the im- 

rtation of shoddy wiil not prevent its use in the United States. 
Ft will not prevent the use and consumption of the American 
product, whatever it may be. But what does the Senator ex- 

t to accomplish by opening the doors of the custom-houses of 
The United States to the free importation of shoddy from all 
parts of the world if its use is such an undesirable thing? 

Now, the Senator made two or three astonishing statements 
in the course of his remarks, 

Mr. VEST. We make wool free and tax the shoddy, 

Mr. ALDRICH. You tax it in one form, but let it in with- 
out limitand without duty in other forms. You admit woolen 
rags, etc., free, and this will only allow shoddy come in under 
another name. 

The Senator tells us he has a tailor who has informed him 
that he had no all-wool goods in his shop. I do not know what 
tailor the Senator from Missouri pat: but I will venture 
the statement thatthere is notaman in this Senate Chamber at 
this moment who has on a coat or a suit of clothing that con- 
tains any cotton whatever in the cloth from which it is made, 
and I venture—— 

Mr. VEST. And no shoddy? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I feel equally sure about shoddy. Shoddy 
only goes into heavier goods; and there is probably not a man in 
the Chamber who is wearing goods heavy enough to contain any 
admixture of shoddy. 

Mr. VEST. Or in winter either? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In winter I would not feel so sure. But m. 
assertion is that there is nota first-class tailor in the Unite 
States, nor a second-class tailor, whose stock is not made up very 
largely ofall-woolcloths. At the present price of all-wool cloths 
there is no excuse for the use of anything else. 

I do not think, however, that a mixture of cotton in woolen 

is such an undesirable thing asthe Senator from Missouri 
seems to think itis. Cotton is used for this purpose to a very 
t extent all over the world, and to an eee pias extent per- 

ps. The movement in this direction may be retarded some- 
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what by the decline that has taken place in the price of wool, 
bringing the prices of cotton and wool nearer together. f 

If it were not for this fact there would be a constantly increas- 
ing use of cotton for mixing 2 wool in cloths used for cloth- 
ing, and Ido not think that that is altogether an undesirable 
result. There. are some classes of cotton and woolen mixed 
goods that are stronger and more durable than those made of all 
wool. To revert, however, to the question which we were dis- 
cussing as to the extent which shoddy and other substitutes for 
wool are used in this country. 

In justice to Mr. North I think I oughtto put into the RECORD 
a letter which he wrote to the Ways and Means Committee in 
explanation of the testimony to which the Senator from Mis- 
souri has referred. The letter is as follows: 


Quantities of scoured wool, and of cot 


shoddy, and other so-called adul 
ants, used in wool man sa 


‘actures, 1850-1880, 


Materials. 


Total 


Scoured wool, including cam- 
el's hair and mohair... ......_. 


TTT 
Instead of 1 pound, as the Senator from Missouri has said 
and that the increase in the use of the adulterants was relatively small— 
The increase being from 22.6 in 1880 to 22.7 in 1890, the change 
being only one-tenth of 1 per cent. 


The erroneous statement that 1 pound of substitutes was used for each 

nit goods wore incimed as'a part of the atatistioe ot wool Msn fg 18 
0 es c5 Of Wool ma 

making the calculation— k 8 

Hosiery and knit goods being made almost entirely of cotton. 


Inasmuch as a t of the hosie: nd ta 
tinctively a e itsstatistics ould 3 N Ers . 
such a computation. 
Very respectfully, 
S. N. D. NORTH, Secretary, 

With modern processes and modern machinery shoddy can be 
cleansed, treated, and by a judicious use in connection with 
wool or wool and cotton made into cloth, that will have as good 
an appearance as if it were made of all wool; and for clo 
pu , so far as keeping out cold in a rigorous climate, i 
would be as good as though it were made entirely of wool. It 
will not wear as long. There is not as much tensile strength in 
the made from wool after it has been worn and remanu- 
factured in this way, but it would lead to.a criminal waste of 
material if we should prevent by legislation, if this were possi- 
ble, the remanufacture of wool which had once been used. 

Mr, QUAY addressed the Senate in continuation of the speech 
heretofore begun by him. After having spoken for half an 
hour z 3 

Mr. HANSBROUGH said: Will the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yield to me for a few moments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair), 
Does the Senator from Pennsylvania yield to the Senator from 
North Dakota? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr.HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, in the debate yesterda: 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] challenged this side of 
Chamber to show that a duty on wheat benefits the American 
wheat-grower. I do not hope to convince the Senator from Mis- 
souri that he is wrong in his view of the case, but I think the f 
as they 3 themselves to one who comes from aleading whea 
State, should be given to the Senate and to the country. It has 
been a favorite pastime of those entertaining the free trade 
idea to ridicule the claim that protection is of any service to 
the wheat farmer. They have pointed out that the price of our 
entire wheat output is regulated by the price we receive for the 
surplus we send abroad, and that a duty can have nothing what- 
ever to do with it. It is true that the foreign po does fix the 
domestic price, and it will be so as long as we have a surplus tò 
sell in the world’s markets, 

I stated in the course of some remarks offered here afew days 
ago that I believed it tobe the duty of Congress to t 
the enactment of legislation which would make our wheat sur- 
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us any greater than it nowis. Indeed, good policy dictates 
we should not havea surplus of wheat. Then the domestic 
and and the ability of our own people to buy would fix the 
5 , and with our per capita of domestic money, about ten 
es greater than the world’s per capita, our wheat-raisers 
would reap larger rewards for their labors. The way to avoid 
having asurplus, which we all know must find a market abroad, 
is to encourage other lines for the farmer. Assist him to raise 
all the wool we need for home consumption. Encourage him to 
produce his own sugar. Take him out of the businessof wheat- 
raising. Open the silver mines and coin the product into 
money, to stand as the basis of our currency. This would give 
employment to thousands who are now eking out a mere exist- 
ence raising wheat. 

By the policy which underlies this bill you propose to lower 
the wages of our working people and compel many of them to 
go into the business of farming. You propose also that a large 
share of the two millions of people now engaged in wool-raising 
shall cease raising wool; consequently, they must raise wheat. 
You strike a blow at beet-sugar making, and as the people en- 
gaged in this work are mostly farmers, they will be driven back 
to the wheat field. Wheat-raising is the last resortof all classes 
of men when they are deprived of other work to do. 

So, instead of diminishing the surplus of wheat, you propose 
to increase it. More than this. You intend to open the door 
to the foreign grain-raiser from every quarter of the globe. You 
invite the adian farmer, for instance, to bring his fifty or 
one hundred millions of surplus wheat into this country, free of 
duty, and place it on top of our surplus. You invite the Cana- 
dian farmer to add his surplus to ours, thereby increasing the 
amount of wheat for which we must find a market abroad. You 

ive him not only the markets of Minneapolis, Duluth, and 

hicago, but make it possible for him to crowd our own wheat- 
raisers out of those markets toa large extent, because in the 
Northwest there is always, during the marketing season, a scar- 
city of elevator room, and grain cars are in great demand for 
moving our own crop. 

I believe that the surplus from the wheat regions of Western 
Canada which, under the operation of aduty upon wheat exports 
to this country has been and is now being sent east to and through 
the Gulf of the St. Lawrence and over the ocean to Liverpool, 
will, if this bill becomes a law in its present form, be marketed 
at Minneapolis, Duluth, and Chicago. I would liko to know 
what the ‘American farmer gets in exchange for this. With a 
duty upon wheat in this country the Canadian farmer must send 
his surplus abroad; with free trade in wheat he will send it here. 

Nor is this all. Russia, India, and the Argentine, if they 
have free access to our markets, will ship wheat to us. It costs 
about 25 cents per hundred pounds to ship wheat from the State 
of North Dakota to New York and other seaboard cities. The 
foreign wheat countries, all of which are highly favored with 
water transportation, can lay their grain in New York at a 
freight chargo of 8 to 10 cents per hundred. India can send 
wheat from Bombay through the Suez Canal and the Mediter- 
ranean at a less rate than the North Dakota farmer is required 
to pay to send his wheat to Chicago. If you do not change the 

rain schedule in this bill the Boston bread-eater will buy his 
our or the wheat to make it in South America. What follows? 
The flour-maker in Minneapolis and the wheat-raiser in the Da- 
kotas must reduce their prices so as to compete with foreign 


wheat. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Willthe Senator from North Dakota permit 
me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I would ask whether it is not true that the 
American prefers flour made from American wheat to flour 
made from foreign wheat? Is there not a decided difference in 
the quality of much of the wheat raised abroad and that raised 
in the United States? Is not the American wheat relatively 
more valuable? Does it not in many instances bring a higher 
price abroad? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There is some difference, the best 
grades of wheat produced in this country being superior to the 
wheat produced in most of the foreign grain-raising countries. 
The lower grades of our wheat are about on a par with the best 
grades raised ubroad. Nevertheless the price at which wheat 
can be produced and „ to this country from India, 
Russia, and Argentina is so far below the price at which it can 
be roduced and freighted in this country that foreign wheat 
will come into active competition with our wheat. 

Prices here are now below the profit line. South America is 
shipping wheat to Europe to-day in competition with North 
American wheat. Remove the duty, and it will be ores 
more easily to Galveston, New Orleans, Charleston, Norfolk 


Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, and Boston than to Liver- 
pool, because the distance to our ports is not so great. So in 
this r speca the bill is a double calamity. It increases our sur- 
plus and narrows our markets at the same moment. 

Mr. President, the more we study this proposed tariff bill, the 
closer we analyze its provisions, the nearer we seem to approach 
a great sea of commercial uncertainty. No, it is not an uncer- 

n sea. It is a treacherous gulf of swirling, seething waters; 
a dark expanse of shoals, eddies, and uncompassed currents. 

7 75 QUAY resumed his speech. After having spoken nearly 
an hour, 

Mr. GALLINGER said: Will the Senator from Pennsylvania 
allow me a few minutes? 

Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wish to occupy a few 
minutes in calling attention to some remarkable statements 
made by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] in his 
speech of yesterday on the wool schedule. I regretexceedingly 
that Ido not find his speech in the RECORD this morning, as 
otherwise I should have reviewed it at greater length than I pro- 
po-e now todo. Before calling attention to the statements of 
the Senator from South Dakota, I desire in a single word to re- 
peat what I have already said, and to reiterate what other New 
England Senators have said over and over in, as to the atti- 
tude of the manufacturers of New England toward the wool- 
growers of the United States, 

I have said, and Irepeat, that so far as my knowledge extends 
(and I have lived for thirty-four years among people who manu- 
facture largely), I have known of but one instance of a woolen 
manufacturer who has openly advocated placing wool on the free 
list, and I have information that that man has changed his opin- 
ion and is now an advocate of retaining a proper duty upon raw 
wool. Why, in the face of such facts, the stalecharge should be 
repeated and reiterated by Senators on the other side that man- 
ulucturers are in favor of free wool surpasses my comprehension. 

But what I desire to call attention to more particularly was 
the statement made by the Senator from South Dakota, that 
he has traveled over New England towns; that he has gone past 
block after block of residences, and has not heard a word of 
English spoken. Mr. President, I can not for the life of me 
understand what towns in New England the Senatorfrom South 
Dakota has visited. They certainly are unknown to me; and I 
venture to say they are unknown to every New England Sena- 
tor on this floor. 

That we have to some extent introduced into our factories 
Canadian Frenchmen, many of whom do not speak English, is 
true. That they have taken the places voluntarily relinquished 
by Americans is likewise true. But that our population is so 
largely made up of foreigners that the English language is not 
spoken from one end of a block to another, or through several 
blocks, is an absurdity so patent that I need hardly call atten- 
tion to the statement. 

A further statement made by the Senator from South Dakota 
was that he has been in the hotels of New England, and at the 
tables he has heard nothing but the jabber of French. I am 

leased to stand here to say a good word for the Canadian 
*renchmen who come to New England. They are industrious, 
intelligent, honest people. chet porom good work; they re- 
ceive good pay. They pay their bills and they observe our laws, 
and so far as I know the people of New England are very glad 
to employ them in their factories in the absence of American 
help. As I have said, I have lived in New England thirty-four 
ears. I have associated with her people very intimately. I 

ave been in a great many‘of the hotels of New England, and 
so far as I can now recall I never heard a word of French, Pa- 
risian or Canadian, spoken at a hotel table during those thirty- 
four years. Sothe wonder came to my mind yesterday, as it 
does to-day, as to what class of hotels the Senator from South 
Dakota has patronized in New England. 

Mr. President, this is all I care to say. Daniel Webster, a 
great many years ago, on avery notable occasion, spoke for New 
England. New oglana has held her place among her sister 
States eversince. She is inhabited by an industrious, law-abid- 
ing, God-fearing, prosperous people, striving to do their full 
part in the industrial progress and prosperity of this great na- 
tion; and I suhmit that it is not becoming the Senator from 
South Dakota, or any other Senator, for the purpose of making 
a point against the manufacturers of this country, to utter libels 
upon the people whom I in part represent. Every New Eng- 
land Senator has voted for a duty on wool; every New England 
Senator has steadily voted to eee the farm products of the 
great Northwestern States, and it isa r réturn for our action 


to be misrepresented and reviled by a Senator from that sectioh 
of the country. 

In every part of the Union New England men can be found, 
among the most intelligent, industrious, and progressive in 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6397 


every community where they reside; but while they have con- 
tributed so much to the prosperity and 3 of other Com- 
monwealths, the interests of our ownlittle States have not been 
overlooked or nortedtod: The same principlesof freedom, equal- 
ity, justice, and liberty of conscience that characterized and dis- 
tinguished the early settlers are still found in New land, 
oi 5 her peuple the championsof the school, the church, and 
of every benevolent and charitable movement of the age; and 
equally so in this great contest for industrial freedom, New Eng- 
land stands unflinchingly in support of the industries and labor 
of the people of our own country against those of any other na- 
tion on the face of the earth. 

Mr. QUAY resumed his speech. After having spoken alto- 
gether about one hour and three-quarters, he said: 

I will print the statement by Maj. Hanson without 3 it, 
und as it seems to be the disposition of the Senate to proceed to 
a vote upon the pending paragraph, I will cut short my remarks 
at this point, and unless there is objection on the part of the 
Senate will print much of the documentary matter which I pro- 
posed to read. 


[Mr. QUAY’S speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. See Appendix.] 


Ths PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] 
on behalf of the Committee on Finance to strike out paragraph 
278. 

Mr. PLATT. Lat it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out paragraph 278 
in the following words: 

278. Wool of the shee’ „Hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like ani- 
mals in the form of slubbing waste, roving waste, waste, mungo, shod- 
dies, panne, or carded w aste, carbonized noils or other waste product, 
any of which is com wholly orin = of wool, the hair of the camel, 

‘oat, 1 maps andother like animals, which has been improved or advanced 

yond its original condition as waste by the use of machinery or the appli- 
cation of labor, or both, and carbonized wool, shall be subject to a duty of 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and na 
ordered upon ageeeing to the amendment, and 


will call the roll. . 

The 55 roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 
absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. I will 
transfer my pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY], 
and vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called), I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Oregon 125 MITCHELL], but by con- 
sent of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], who is paired 
with my colleague [Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin], my colleague 
being detained from the Chamber by the sickness of a child, we 
will transfer our pairs, so that the Senator from Oragon will 
stand paired with my colleague,and the Senator from Wyoming 
and myself will vote. I vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PEFFER. I was requested tostate that if the junior Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] were present he would vote 

yea.” 

Mr. PATTON. I was requested to announce that my col- 
league [Mr. MCMILLAN] is absent from the city and is paired 
with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (after having voted in the affirm- 
ative). The Chair desires to withdraw his vote, as the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], with whom he has a general 
pair, is absent. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I wish to announce my pair with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 
poset with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], and voted 

vertently. I withdraw my vote. If the Senator from Ore- 
gon were present he would vote “‘nay” and I should vote yea.” 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
whether the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. CALL, Then I withdraw my vote and announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (after having voted in the negative). I 
wish to inquire if the junior Senator from Illinois[Mr. PALMER] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 


have been 
e Secretary 


I am paired with 
In his 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. ThenI withdraw my vote, being paired 
with that Senator. f 

Mr. GORDON. Bg an arrangement with the junior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. PATTON], I transfer my pair with the junior 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the junior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GIBSON], which enables the Senator from Mich- 
igan and myself to vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. PATTON. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] 
is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 
I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. Iam 
willing to transfer pairs so that the Senator from Delaware and 
I can vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam content with that arrangement. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] will 
stand paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
SON]. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote S pag 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps I ought to state for the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], that he left the Chamberunderstand- 
ing that there would be no vote reached upon this question in 
the course of the afternoon, a suggestion for which I am my- 
self responsible. If the Senator from Oregon were present he 
would vote“ nay upon this question. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator's pair has been taken care of by 


transfer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand. 

Mr. QUAY. The junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON] 
left the Chamber understanding, or rather the assurance con- 
veyed by me, that there would be no vote taken this afternoon. 
I presume he is paired. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By a transfer just made the 
Senator from „ GIBSON] stands paired with the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. BRICE, Iam paired with the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WOLCOTT], but transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. WALSH] and vote ‘‘ yea.” 


The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 23; as follows: 
YEAS—82. 
Bate. Faulkner Kyle, Ransom, 
Berry. rgo, Lindsay; Roach, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Mills, Smith, 
Brice, ray, Morgan, Turpie, 
Caffery, rris, Murphy, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Pasco, Vilas, 
Coke, Jarvis, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pugh, White. 
NAYS—23, 
Aldrich, Galling r Manderson, a % 
Allison, Hale, Patton, — 
Carey. Hawley, Perkins, Shoup, 
Chandler, Piatt, Squire, 
vis, Jones, Nev. Power, Teller. 
Dubois, ge, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—30. 

en, Dolph. McLaurin, Pettigrew, 
Blanchard, Frye, McMillan, Stewart, i 
Butler, Gibson, McPherson, alsh, 

1, Gorman, Martin, Washburn, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Wilson, 
Cameron, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Wolcott. 
Cullom, Hoar, Morrill, 

Dixon, Irby, Palmer, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

279. On wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like ani- 
mals, in the form of roving, roping, or tops, valued at not more than 35 cents 


per pound, the duty shall te 25 per.cent ad valorem; valued at over 35 cents 
per pound, the duty shall be 30 per cent ad valorem. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment, in line 6, 
after the word tops,“ to strike out ‘‘ valued at not more than 
35 cents per pound, the duty shall be;” and in line 8, after the 
words ad valorem,” to strike out ‘‘ valued at over 35 cents per 
pound, the duty shall be 39 per cent ad valorem.” - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Imove a further amendment to the 
paragraph, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment wiil be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, after the word on,“ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘flocks, shoddy, garnetted waste, and carded 
waste, and carbonizeds noils, or carbonized wool, and on.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 7, before the words per 
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cent,” I move to strike out “twenty-five,” and insert “fifteen;” | rate at which the House left it, the House having made aserious 


soas to read 15 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will not 
insist upon this amendment, for its adoption would be absolutely 
destructive to the wool-spinning industry of the United States. 
If we can import the articles named in this agraph, wool 
topi; for instance, at 15 per cent ad valorem, there is no possi- 
bility that they can be made in the United States; and instead 
of importing raw wool, we shall import all wool in the form of 
tops. That will be the certain result of this amendment, and 
I cae the Senator will allow the original House proposition to 
stand 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not think this amendment 
ought to be adopted without a protest on the part of those who 
desiro to preserve that portion of the woolen industry in this 
eountry which is engaged in transforming the fleece into yarn. 
All the preliminary processes of the manufacture of wool up to 
the stage of yarn is involved in this Fee Roving, if I 
understand it, is the carrying Along ¢ the wool upon the cloth, 
and is practically ready for spinning; roping is like our old 
carded wool, and tops is the last process prior to the spinning. 

As I said the other day in some remarks that I made about the 
duty on wool, there ARO differencein the way woolis treated 
in this country and in foreign countries. In foreign countries 
the treatment which produces the roving, roping, or tops, is a 
separate manufacture by itself, and the man who weaves cloth 
either takes the wool in the formofroving, roping, or tops from 
the factories in which it has been prepared or in the further ad- 
vanced stage of yarn. The manufacturer of woolen cloth abroad 
does not take the fleece and sort it, and wash it, and scour it, and 


put it through the preliminary processes which form roving, 


doubt if there is a sing 


is extremely difficult, or certain! 


roping, tops, and yarn: but the American manufacturer does. 
le woolen-cloth factory in the United 
States which has not now the machinery for these preliminary 
sses. If there are any, they are very few in number. 
ere may be a few cloth factories which buy yarn and manuac- 
ture the cloth but if so they are the exception. 

It will be observed that there is a very low duty placed upon 
the manufacture of wool when it is advanced to this stage when 
only 15 per cent ad valorem is allowed, and it is one of those 
articles to ascertain the value of which for importing purposes 
somewhat difficult; in other 
words, there will be undervaluations even with this duty of 15 
per cent ad valorem. It is to be seen, and it can not be other- 


Wise, that all the machinery which is now ee in this 


country in these preliminary stages of manufacture will have 
to be a oned. That will result in failure and bankruptcy to 


a great many concerns. 


in this country. 


The very strong concerns will be, perhaps, able to staud the 


loss and will on by the importation of the roving, roping, 
tops, or yarn from abroad, but the effect of so low a duty upon 
this process of manufacture will be that it can not be carried on 


Do Senators on the other side desire such rates 


of duty ass either drive the business out of the ar ga! 5 
t 18 


force the combination of capital and of establishments? 


only possible for this business to survive in this county By 
adopting the English and the German method of doing the - 
ness, having certain factories which prepare the roving, the 
roping, the tops, or the yarns, as the case may be, and confine 
themselves tothat particular business, which will require great 
capital. It will not be immediately done, but when the little 
concerns have been broken up and destroyed, then probably the 
large manufacturers will combine together and establish manu- 
factories for this class of woolen manufacturing upon a large scale. 

The inevitable tendency of low duties, as I have already had 
occasion to remark, is the formation of trusts and combinations 
for self-defense and self-protection, not for the pu of mak- 
ing money, but to be able to compete with the foreign manufac- 
turers, who have utilized all ble economies in the manufac- 
ture of wool e point. That will be the inevitable result 
of it loss to all woolen establishments and destruction to many, 
and a final combination and aggregation of concerns toendeavor 
to meet the foreign manufacturers. 

I am sureif Senators on the other side understood this matter 


as do the Senators from the woolen manufacturing States, they 


would not insist on pee ae duty 10 per cent below the 
duty whieh was fixed in the bill asit came from the House of 
Representatives. That was bad enough, Mr. President; that 
was ruinous in itself almost; but it is possible that it would not 
have been absolutely destructive of the industry in this country. 
Wool wason the free list as the bill came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. The Ways and Means Committee and the House 
itself thought that 25 per cent ad valorem was a fair duty upon 
wool advanced to this stage of manufacture, and I should like to 
know what representations have been made to the committee 
which have induced them to reduce it almost one-half from the 


reduction from the present law. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 
some Senator who is familiar with manufacturing in New Eng- 
land as to the probable extent to which shoddy is usedin the 
manufacture of cloth known as woolen cloth. 

I have a letter here from a gentleman residing in Vermont, 
in which he incloses some samples of shoddy and of the goods 
manufactured from it. He shows that the material which is 
used in the manufacture of a certain grade of cloth is made up 
of 7,000 pounds of rags to 350 pounds of wool. 

Then heshows certain samples which I have here 8 J; 
and which Senators can see if they wish to. No. 1 is material 
made up of shoddy rags and wool ready for carding; No.2 is the 
same, and shows the materials carded; No. 3 shows the same 
material partly twisted; No. 4 shows the fabric pressed and fin- 
ished; No. 5 shows the fabric not finished; and No. 6 shows the 
fabric after it has been worn. 

The letter is as follows: 

APRIL 10, 1691. 


My DEAR SIR AND BROTHER: As tho far-famed fizzle is now before the 
Senate (the Wilson bill), I thought some ideas from a Vermont wool- 
grower might not be out of place. 

The inclosed samples are the product of one ot our Vermont woolen mills, 
Every woolen mill (to knowledge) in the State, save one, and that is 
Idle, manufactures a ar fabric and is now doing from a fair to a rush- 


ing b % 
The raw material used is cotton 


No. 1 is shoddy, of rags and 


wool, ready to 0. 2 is same carded. No. SA pares SNe. 0.4 is 
ted. o. 6is fabric after 


fabric pressed and printed. No, 5 is fabric not prin 


I have the honor to be, sir, fraternally, 
©. S. LOUIS, 
Secretary Vermont Executive Committees People's Party 
and Acting U! man of rama, 
Senator PEFFER, Washington, D.C. 


Senators can see from these samples that the nap or the woolen 
rtion of the cloth which has been used has been worn off, 
ving the cotton warp exposed. It certainly is a veryinferior 
grade of cloth; and what I should like to find out from Senators 
who are familiar with the business is, to what extent probably 
this kind of manufacture is now going on in the United States? 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Kansas had been pres- 
ent this morning and listened to the discussion which took 
place, he would have had the information fresh in his mind. 

Mr, PEFFER. Iwas necessarily absent in attendance upona 
committee of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. About 22 per cent of the material used in 
1890 in the manufacture of wool and woolen products was shoddy 
and other substitutes for wool, including hair. 

Mr.PEFFER. Do Tunderstand the Senator from Rhode Island 
to answer that about 20 per cent of the importations 


Mr. ALDRICH. No; 22 per cent of the domestic manufac- 
tured product. 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, there is one other thing which 


ought to be said, and I think it was said this morning by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. The 15 per cent 
which is to be placed by this tariff upon shoddy applies to the 
shoddy when it has been advanced to the condition of roving, 
roping, or tops, and not to the shoddy in its original state. 
hoddy, as I understand, is woolencloth which has been picked 
ents shoddy like that in the sample which the Senator from 
[Mr. PEFFER] exhibited, and which I hold in my hand, 
bill.. The next process is that by 
which it has been a from a condition somewhat resem- 
bling wool to a condition resembling carded wool, on which a 
duty of 15 per cent is imposed, but shoddy by the pending bill, 
before it has been advanced to the condition of roving, roping, 
or tops, is to come in free with wool, and there is not any ques- 
tion in my mind about it; but it will very materially increase 
the proportion of shoddy goods in the country. A. 

Mr. ALDRICH, There is no doubt about it whatever. 

Mr. PLATT. AsI said this morning, if wool is to be placed 
upon the free list, it is consistent that shoddy should go on the 
free list; but it is not right that it should go on the free list ay 
more than it is right that wool should go on the free list. A 
however, it is determined that wool shall go on tho free list, 
then I suppose consistency requires that shoddy in its origi- 
nal condition should also be placed upon the free list. It 
will be a damage to the people in this country; it will increase 
the proportion of shoddy goods which will be made and worn in 
this country, for the proportion of shoddy goods is much greater 
abroad than itis here. There is no question about that. It 
will come right homeſto the man who buys a cheap suit of ready- 


comes in free by the 3 
vanc 


made clothing. Whereas he now gets a fair article, an article 
which wears well for a low price, he will get, with shoddy on 
the free list, the article which the Eng wor wears 
at the same price, which is not half as good. That is to be the 
result of putting shoddy on the free list. 

I do not know that I need say anything more about this mat- 
ter; but, in answer to the question which the Senator from Kan- 
sas asked, I will state that the whole quantity of wool and similar 
materialsused in the production of woolen s in this country 
in 1880 was 252,474,545 pounds; in 1890, 324,259,060 pounds. That 
included all the materials used in the nature of wool in the man- 
ufacture of woolen cloth. Of those 56,970,682 pomas were used 
in 1880 and 53,678,066 pounds in 1890, being 22.6 of the entire 
material used in 1880 and 22.72 per cent of the entire material 
used in 1890. So, although the number of pounds of shoddy used 
had increased between 1880 and 1890, the percentage remained 
the same. 

During the last ten es there has been no increase in the 

roportional amount of shoddy goods made in this country; but 
let shoddy in free and, first, it will come in free in its original 
condition, or under this very low duty, as it will be, when ad- 
vanced to the condition of roving, roping, or tops; and I have no 
doubt you will find that beet aie ee of shoddy goods will be 
very greatly increased in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I feel obliged to utter an- 
other word of protest in regard to the provisions of this para- 


aph. 

mA the duty upon wool tops is placed at 15 per cent ad valorem, 
three-quarters of the woolen-spinning machinery of the United 
States will be rendered valueless. There are twelve different 

rocesses from the wool to the finished and nine of those 
joke place before the top is produced. shall insert in the REO- 
ORD a statement of what these processes are in order that Sena- 
tors may understand whatI mean. 

The statement is as follows: 


Memorandum of the processes of making worsted yarns. 
First. Sor' the wool. 
Second. Was the wool. 
Third. Drying the wool. 
3 Preparing through five machines, (Some use carding machinery 
ere. 
Fifth. G for the winder. 
Sixth. Win for the comb. 
1 . (The wool is here eee into Bost SADES 
illing a! combing. (This ving 0 
is h. Drawing through five machines. (ints ma 0s W tats roving.) 


t 
a machine. 
Tieren ‘Twisting on one machine. . 
NTT 
o product of the first processes, and three-quarters of 
the manufacture is then completed, 

In this paragraph the duty on wool tops, a highly advanced 
manufactured roduc is 3 at the same rate as that imposed 
upon mungo, flocks, and shoddy. The inequality of this action 
must be apparent to any Senator at all familiar with the pro- 
cesses of woolen manufacture. There is no one pa ph inthe 
bili which is quite so unequal in its operation, or quite so incon- 
sistent as the paragraph now under consideration. 

I think it not an unreasonable estimate to say that one-half of 
the entire amount invested in woolen manufacturing plants in 
the United States at the present moment will be destroyed if 
this action should receive the assent of the Senate, and if the 
bill with this provision incorporated in it should be come a law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment 8 by the Senator from Ar as [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. PLATT. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). With the con- 
sent of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], and vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], but I transfer that 

5 to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irby], and vote 
ea.“ 

. VILAS (when his name was called). 

the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam paired with the Senator from Mich- 
igan [Mr. McMILLAN]. If he were present [should vote yea.” 

Mr. VILAS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN], 
and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I am with the Senator from Oregon 

Ir. DOLPH } and withhold my vote. 
Mr. C DLER (after having voted in the negative). 


I am paired with 


I am 
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paired with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY], 
and withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 23; as follows: 


EAS. 
Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay Roac 
Bate, ; Mills. * 
Berry, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. V 
Brice, Morgan, N 
Gan Jarvis, — Paseo, ' Wate” 
Cockrell, ones, Pug 
Daniel, le, Ransom, 

NAYS—23. < 
Aldrich, e. Manderson, Qua 
Allison, Salinger, Morrill, Shahan: 
Carey, Hale, Peffer, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hansbro Per 5 
Davis,. Hawley, Platt, 
Dubois, Hoar, Power, 

NOT VOTING—32, 

Blackburn, Dolph, Pettigrew, 
Blan Georg, McLaurin, Proctor, 7 
Butler, Gibson, McMillan, Smith, 
Camden, Gorman, McPherson, Ste 
Cameroi . Martin, alsh, 
Chandler. Hill, Mitchell, Oregon Washburn, 
Coke, Irby, Murphy, Wilson, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Patton, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

sae VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed, A 

The Seoretary read as follows: 

280. On woolen and worsted 3 made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more 
than 40 cents per 80 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 40 
cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
paragra h in line 12, after the word animals,” to strike out 

‘valued at not more than 40 cents per pound;“ and in line 13, 
after the words ad valorem,” to strike out ‘‘ valued at more 
than 40 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment,and move to substitute for it the amendment which I send 
to the desk. A 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by tho 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 280, line 14, after the word 
„pound,“ it is proposed to strike out“ thirty-five” and insert 
“forty;” so as to read, “40 per cent ad valorem” e 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison theamendment 
prance by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the adoption of the 
amendment 83 by the Senator from Arkansas leaves the 
duty on woolen and worsted yarns “ valued at not more than 40 
cents per pound,“ 30 per cent ad valorem; and those “ valued at 
more than 40 cents per pound,“ 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Iam very glad to see that increase in the duty on woolen and 
worsted worth over 40 cents per pound; but it seems to 
me that in fairness to this industry the committee has hardly 
gone far enough. I think it will be conceded that the line as to 
pr between thoss low grades of yarn which go to the manu- 

ture of carpets and those of better grades which enter into 
the manufacture of dress goods and men’s apparel, is 30 cents 
per pound rather than 40 cents. 


I have had occasion, because of an interest which I can not 


ignore, tolook somewhatinto this matter, and I holdin my hand 
a letter which presents the matter very derb mii fully, from 
worsted yarn makers in the city of Philadelphia, who say that 
they make a grade of yarn which enters into the coarser fabrics 
of men’s and women's wear, which is worth over 30centsa pound; 
that they can exist and can conduct their business if there shall 
be granted to them on wools worth over 30 cents per pound, a 
duty of 35 cents. 

The decrease in the ad valorem rate upon these yarns is enor- 
mous, even if the amendment which I suggest should obtain. 
Of course, there is included in the equivalent average ad valorem 
under the present law that compensation which comes from the 
duty upon wool; but looking at the rates under the present law. 
I find that upon the yarns, woolens, and worsteds valued at no 
more than 30 cents per pound in 1893, taking the current prices, 
there was a duty of 278.66 per cent, and that duty it is proposed 
to reduce now to30 per centon yarns, wools, and vores valued 
at more than 30 and not more than 40 cents per pound. 

The duty was 118.79 per cent, which it is proposed to reduce 
to 30 per cent, and on ns, woolens, and worsteds valued at 
above 40 and not ex 60 cents per pound, the equivalent 
average ad valorem under the present law, in 1891, was 66.87 
por cent; on yarns valued at above 60 cents and not ex 

cents per pound, the equivalent in 1891 was 71.23 per cent. 
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So it will be seen that here isa very radical, . and, I 
fear, destructive lowering of the rate of duty. I ho e com- 
mittee will be able to see its way to making some increase in 
this rate, and that which is asked is one which is very modest. 

1 propose an amendment to strike out the word ‘‘forty,” in 
line 12, and insert thirty; to strike out the word thirty,” in 
line 13, and insert thirty-five;“ and to strike out the word 
“forty,” in line 13, and insert thirty;“ so that the dut, 
would be on woolens worth not more than 30 cents per pound, 
35 per cent ad valorem, as against 278.66 per cent ad valorem 
under the present law; and on wools worth more than 40 cents 
per pound, 40 per cent ad valorem, as suggested by the commit- 


I earnestly hope that this very modest limited demand for the 
protection of this great industry will be granted. Under it we 
may continue in a sort of lame and halting way the manufacture 
of woolen fabrics in this country. It certainly would be a most 
disastrous condition if we should not only import wools, but the 
woolen yarns which go into the fabrics made in America. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12 strike out ‘‘forty” and insert 
“ thirty; ” in line 13 strike out“ thirty“ and insert ‘‘thirty-five,” 
and in the same line strike out “forty” and insert“ thirty; ” so 
as to read: 

280. On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of wool, 
worsted, the hair of the camel, goas, alpaca, or other animals, valued at 
not more than 30 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem; valued at more 
than 30cents per pound, 40 per cent ad valorem. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I shall not ask for the yeas and nays, but 
I will ask for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays, which will de- 
velopaquorum. A division will not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ves, I think we shall havea quorum ona 
division. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us try a division, 

Mr. FRYE. It will pasily develop a quorum. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

The amendment was rejected; there being, on a division—ayes 
19, noes 27. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed, 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

231. On woolen or worsted cloths, shawls, knit fabrics, and all fabrics made 
on knit machines or frames, and all manufactures of every description 
made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, 
or other animals, and any of the above having Indiarubber as a component 
material, not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
in line 22, page 71, by striking out ‘‘ forty ” and inserting “‘ thirty- 
five;” so as to read, 35 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out, in line 15, the 
words in brackets, ‘* woolen or worsted cloths, shawls.” All the 
different amendments I propose to the paragraph constitute 
really one amendment, and I think it would be better to state 
them all at one time, and let us have a single vote. In line 16, 
after the word “frames,” I move to strike out the words inclosed 
in brackets and insert the words printed in small type; and also 
in line 19, after the word animals, I move to strike out the 
words inclosed in brackets and insert the words printed in small 
type; and to insert the small type in lines 22 and 23. 

Nr. ALLISON. What is reg. — done with the amendment in 
line 22, striking out “forty” and inserting ‘‘ thirty-five”? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let that be considered also as apart 
of the amendment. I move to strike out the word “forty” and 
insert “thirty-five,” the committee amendment, in line 22. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 281, page 71, line 15, strike 
out the words ‘‘ woolen or worsted cloths, shawls: * in line 16 
strike out and all manufactures of every description” and in- 
sert ‘‘not including wearing apparel, and on shawls;” in line 19 
strike out ‘‘and any of the above having India rubber as a com- 
ponent material, not specially provided for in this act,” and in- 
sert valued at not exceeding 40 cents per pound;” in line 22 
strike out ‘‘forty” and insert ‘‘thirty-five,” and after the word 
“ad valorem,” in line 22, insert ‘‘ valued at more than 40 cents 
per pound, 40 per cent ad valorem,” so as to make the para- 
grap. ead 

281. On knit fabrics, and all fabrics made on knitting machines or frame: 
not includ wear. apparel, and on shawls made wholly or in part o 
wool, worsted. the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued 
at mot exceeding 40 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem; valued at 

more than 40 cents per pound, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment 9 by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr, President, I wish to say a few words in re- 


lation to the general woolen schedule. It is not satisfactory at 
all to the woolen manufacturers of my State. We have a large 
number of them. They are mostly what would be called small 
manufacturers, running from four sets of cards up to twelve, 
with a very large majority below ten sets. 

As a rule, in the small mills the men who run them own nearly 
the whole stock. I know allof those woolen manufacturers per- 
sonally. My father was one for over fifty yearsin Maine. These 
men have commenced with the picker and gone through the 
entire manufacture of woolen cloths. 

They are familiar with everything connected with the manu- 
facture of wool. A great many of them are of Scotch descent. 
I do not believe that in the world there can be found more skill- 
ful, more sagacious, more economical manufacturers than those 
of woolen goods in the State of Maine. They have had a hard 
struggle. For the last three years, excluding the latter part of 
last year, they had been reasonably successful, but ten years be- 
zor the industry was seriously crippled, and they had hard work 
to live. 

I have received letters from, I think,every one of those manu- 
facturers, and the opinion expressed by those experienced men 
and honest men, and I have no doubt honestly expressed, is that 
this schedule will ruin their industry or compel them to reduce 
wages at least 40 per cent. That, they believe, is beyond ques- 
tion. They complain, and I think with great cause, too, that 
the duty now imposed in this bill is entirely an ad valorem duty. 
They say, and they say truly, that it is an invitation for fraud, 
an invitation that is always accepted. No regrets are ever sent 
back. It has been the experience of the last fifty years that a 
50 per cent ad valorem duty will not produce really over 35 pOr 
cent of money collected by the custom-house officers on the value 
of the goods, and that a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem will not 
produce more than 20 per cent to the Treasury of the United 
States from the goods imported. Ido not believe that anybody 
can successfully question that experience of the past. 

I alluded the other day to some of the frauds which are prac- 
ticed, and I desire to attention to them again. The world 
has not changed, and resorts will be made to the same kind of 
expedients by foreigners to avail themselves of a low duty 
on the goods that they export to this country. I hold in m 
hand a consular certificate prepared in aforeign country, whic 
I will not name, and the Reporter will be obliged to take it as I 
read it, because I shall not surrender the certificate to him when 
Iam through. It is froma manufacturing city abroad, and it 
reads in two different languages. I read the English: 

I, , do solemnly and truly declare that and shipper 
of the goods, wares, or merchandise in the annexed invoice mentioned and 
described; that the said invoice is in all respects true; that it contains a 
true and full statement of the time when and the place where the goods, 
wares, and merchandise therein mentioned, and which are subject to duty, 
etc., regulated or directed by law to be estimated or based upon the value oi 
the Lowe yard, or of any s ed quantity or parcel purchased, and the 
act cost and quantity thereof, and of ail charges thereon; that no dis 
counts, bounties, or drawbacks are contained in said invoice but such as 
have been actually allowed thereon; that the currency in which said invoice 
is made out is the currency which was actually paid, or is to be paid, for 
said goods, wares, and merchandise, and that no different invoice thereof 
has been or will be furnished to marone 

I further declare that it is intended to make entry of the gocds, wares, 
and merchandise mentioned in said invoice at the port of in bond to 


2 in the United States of America, dated at „ this —— day of. : 


On the back is the following certificate: 


I, the understand, do certify that at on this —— day of „A. D. 
1888, the within invoice numbered —— in which are mentioned and described 
certain amounting with the charges thereon to the gross sum of 
was produced to me iin person by -—— for of , and 
shipper of the goods, wares, and merchandise therein mentioned, who 
thereupon declared in writing that it was intended to make entry of said 

‘oods, wares, and merchandise at the port of in bond to in the 

nited States of America. 

Ido further cer that I am satisfied that the person making the declara- 
tion hereto annexed is the person he represents self to be, and that the 
actual market values or wholesale prices of the 8 wares and merchan- 
dise described in the said invoice in the principal markets of the country at 
the time of exportation are correct and true, exceptin, 
and set forth in the column of consular corrections and estimates. 


On the inside is the seal of the United States. On the back 
of the lastcertificate which I have read isthe name of the Amer- 
ican consul. Notwithstanding this particular description of the 
manufacturer or merchant who supplied the invoice, or who 
was to supply the invoice, he never appeared before the Amer- 
ican consul at all. 

Notwithstanding the certificate refers to the ‘“‘annexed in- 
voice,” it wasnot annexed when the certificate wassigned. Not- 
withstanding the signature of the American consul with the 
last declaration which I read, no manufacturer or merchant ex- 
porting goods to the United States ever appeared before the 
American consul. Here is a receipt: Fee $2.50; received.” It 
was received, but the American consul, as I am informed from 

rfectly good authority, sold these certificates, signed by him 
fa blank, with the seal of the United States annexed, to the at- 
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torneys for the manufacturers and merchants abroad, and they 
were at entire liberty to fill up the blanks and put in their in- 
voices when they sent the goods. 

Now, is there any escape from a fraud and a cheat there. Is 
this the only American consul who ever did it? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine 
if he feels justified in Sa Sent the name of an American con- 
sul guilty of a fraud such as he has just described. 

. FRYE. The Senator from 
the present at any rate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lregret that the Senator does. The consul 
deserves thorough exposure and punishment. 

Mr. FRYE wish to say further in relation to this matter 
that that is not an isolated case by any manner of means, lam 
informed that hundreds of those certificates were sold by this 
American consul, and that the goods exported to the United 
States came in under any declaration that the manufacturer or 
merchant exporting the goods was pleased to make. 7 

Now, let me go further. When Mr. Cleveland was President 
in his former term, he appointed as consul at Stuttgart, Ger- 
many, a large manufacturing city, Hon. Charles P. Kimball, of 
Maine, who had been three times the Democratic candidate for 
governor of my State. I knew him well—a thoroughly honest 
and upright gentleman—but born a Democrat, he never knew 
anything else, and he was a free trader, as much so as the Sena- 
tor from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. <A good man! 

Mr. FRYE. Hewasa good man undoubtedly, but with awfully 
bad theories. Mr. Charles P. Kimball went over to Stuttgart. 
About a year afterwards I saw him. I said to him,“ Well, Mr. 
Kimball, how is it? Is your Democracy as pure as formerly and 

our free-trade theory persisted in by 1 as much as formerly?” 
Bald ho, It is all blown to the wind.“ I asked, Why, what 
is the trouble, Mr. Kimball?“ He said, I pay my coachman 
40 cents a day and he boards himself. I pay my cook in the 
kitchen 35 cents a day. I can hire all the men and women I want 
here at from 30 to 50 cents a day to do anything I wish them to 
do; and when Germany is manufacturing and using the same 
machinery you are in the United States how on earth you can 
compete with Germany without a protective tariff I can not see.” 
„Well,“ said I—— 

Mr. MILLS. If my friend from Maine will permit me, I do 
not doubt what the Senator is saying is accurate and true of 
Mr. Kimball; but a very distinguished gentleman in the United 
States who was once Secretary of the Treasury wrote a letter to 
me in which he said that he had lived abroad in England and 

ot servants at the same rate my friend is now speaking of, but 
he said he and his wife both agreed that one American servant 
is worth three or four such servants as the Senator is speak- 
ing of. 

Mr. FRYE. As nearly all our servants recently come from 
abroad, I do not see where the difference would come in—at 
least up in our part of the country. 

Now, I want to goa step further in relation to this Charles 
P. Kimball history. The largest corset mill in the world was 
at Stuttgart. Mr. Kimball told me that he had spent three 
months in investigating the corset factory in that oye He said 
he found to his utter amazement that the women employed there 
received on the average 30 centsaday. He said he found that 
the entire product of the corset factory, not even excepting one, 
was exported to the United States of America, to the city of 
New York, to an agent of the angan manufacturing company, 
and inyoiced at just exactly one-half the cost, and thatup to Mr. 
Kimball's investigation that invoice had been accepted by the 
customs-house officers in New York as the true value of the cor- 
sets. He made a complete and thorough investigation, as I said, 
and called the attention of the collector in New York to the fact, 
and it was stopped, but for years that had been going on. 

Now, let us call the attention of the Senate to another thing. 
In the first place, take the returns which have been made in 
reply to the inquiries of the committee—forty or fifty of them. 
Iran them over as they came out. On the matter of fabrics I 
doubt if there is a single return which does not declare that an 
ad valorem duty will not do; that there will be frauds and un- 
dervaluation under it; that it affords no reasonable protection, 
and that specific duties are required wherever they can be had. 
I admit that on all fabrics, so far as I know, you can not have 
entirely a specific duty, but you can have a compound duty 
which shall be perfectly fair. 

Here are two or three statements from consuls which I desire 
toread. Mr. George H. Murphy, United States consular agent 
at Hanover, in a report to the Department of State, dated Jan- 
uary 15, 1893, says: 

The fault lies * in the provision of the law which causes the duty 


on consigned wares to be based, not on the yo paid by the purchaser in 
America (as with other wares), but upon a foreign market value, which, in 
many 


cases, does not exist. 


aine does suppress it, for 
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Mr. Evans Blake, United States consul at Crefeldt, in a letter 
to the Department of State, dated May 29, 1893, states that he 
had submitted to a manufacturer twenty-five samples of goods 
made by Hermann Schott, of Rheydt,which goods had previously 
been invoiced by Schott to Louis C. Wagner & Co., of New York, 
and asked the manufacturer what would be his wholesale price 
for such goods. The result shows that, averaging the twenty- 
five samples, his wholesale price was 26 percent Higher than as 
invoiced by Schott; twelve of the items averaged 37.7 per cent 
higher, and only one of the twenty-five was invoiced at the same 
price. 

Consul-General Edwards, of Berlin, stated to Mr. R. M. Don- 
aldson, of New York, that— 


In no line of goods is there a market pris in Germany where the consign- 
ment of goods to the United States is the practice, and the consignment of 
free or specific goods is unknown. 


These statements are conclusive as to the fact that no foreign 
market value exists on consigned goods (and a large proportion of 
them are consigned goods), and that it is practically impossible 
to ascertain their value. Comparison shows that the manufac- 
turer quoted by Mr. Evans Blake patriotically made his price 
. low, the real difference in price being from 50 to 638 
per cent. 

Mr. President, the nations of Europe are wise, as wise as we 
are. They have been trying every conceivable scheme of fraud 
upon our custom-houses ever since we have had what is called a 
protective tariff. If there has been an unbaptized spot any- 
where they have foundit. For years they have been enjoying 
this experience, and for years they have been undervaluing their 
goods and sending them into the United States to escape taxa- 
tion. 

Every one of those European governments has made a tariff— 
a tariff for protection, too. Taking the paragraphs and items, 
y will number by thousands. 

_ Now, do you suppose after an experience of thirty or forty years’ 
in cheating us that they have the folly to expose ORANE to 
being cheated in turn by us? As a matter of course, they have 
availed themselves of that experience. You may take to-day 
the tariffs of all Europe, with their thousands and tens of thou- 
sands of agraphs and items, examine them carefully and you 
will find but ten ad valorem duties in the whole, and those in 
cases where it wasanabsolute necessity. Iwill state that again. 
I say you may examine all the ee es tariffs and you will 
find only ten cases of an ad valorem duty; they are all specfic; 
and it comes from their experience of the last thirty years in 
undertaking to defraud the revenues of the United States and 
take away from us the protection which the law has given us. 
And here we are exposing ourselves once more. Does anyone 
sup se that those countries will not take advantage of us? 

now perfectly well what the Senator from Texas thinks. I 
have served with him upon the Committee on Waysand Means. 
He thinks nothing on earth is decent but an ad valorem 5 
and the only thing more decent than that is no duty at all. 
That is the Senator’s view. But, Mr. President, itis apparent 
to everyone who has anything to do with these industries—I do 
not believe an exception can be found—that under an ad va- 
lorem duty on fabrics (and I go no further than that, for I know 
nothing about the others) cheating by underyaluation is inevi- 
table. There is no escape fromit. When Senators say they 
have made an adequate duty for the protection of woolen man-, 
ufacturers they are stating the duty at the face of it, when asa 
matter of fact you must inevitably cut it down from 15 to 20 
per cent. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I dislike very much to take up 
the time of the Senate when it is very precious, but I wish to 
are few things in reny to my friend from Maine, 

e has spoken of the fact that in recent years a large amount 
of goods have been imported into the United States that have 
escaped the taxation imposed by the Government. Ido not 
question it. I have been wondering for a number of years how 
it was possible that our exports have sọ largely exceeded our 
imports in value as returned to our Government, and I am satis- 
fied that it is occasioned, not exclusively but in a great measure, 
by frauds on our revenue laws. 

But, Mr. President, the frauds are not confined to the duties 
imposed by value. They have been equally as great in those 
goods that are imported and charged with specific duties. My 
friend remembers—I alluded to that some time ago—when he 
and I were on the committee together in the other House, the 
sugar schedule was the one in which the largest frauds were 
being perpetrated. The distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], now a member of this body, who was then Secretary 
of the Treasyry, came before us and told us of the enormous 
frauds being perpetrated on the Treasury, not under ad valorem 
duties, but under specific taxes. The country is still listening 
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to the frauds being perpetrated by specific duties in the im- 
portation of opium. 

Mr. President, what is the cause? There is a cause for all 
thisthing. Thecause doesnotarise in the form of duty, whether 
it Is ad valorem or specific. The frauds arise from amount 
of duty that is imposed. It is as 8 tor or 
trader to get into the market and goods, and make a 

rofit. en you have a large ad valorem duty he will beat it 

he can. If you put on a large specific duty, he will beat that 
if he can. 

The. only question before us is whether the ad valorem duty 
furnishes better op for fraud than the specific du- 
ties. I can not see where it does. A low duty, whether it is 
by specific quantities or by the value of the article, will always 
let the goods come into the market then it does not 

rohibitthe importer from entering; he simply enters and trans- 
fors his charges to the consumer, and he puts the profits in his 

t. 
Poty friend s again of the low wages that the foreigners 
receive; and he replies to the statement which Imade, and which 
was given to me byadistinguished ex-Secretary ofthe Treasury, 
by saying that the same foreigners are coming over here and do- 
ing our work. My friend forgets that he is trying to protect 
them against competition with the foreigners who are staying 
over yonder. There is some in this country, whether itis 
the genius of ourinstitutions or whether it is our climate, what- 
ever it is, which causes the man who labors in this country to 


produce more for his emp „and if the employer be himself 
to produce more for than the laborer in 5 other part 
of the world, civilized or savage. That is a fact. It can not be 


disputed by any well-informedman who has studied the question 
of wages and the produet of labor. Yet my friend speaksof these 
coming over here as though they were the productof cheap 
to displace the goods made by our dearer labor in this 
country. 

Mr. President, with all our genius and all our productive 
power there are some things we can not do. There are some 
things other le can do better than we can do. We have 
not à mon all the genius and all the skill of the world. 
Other people excel us in some branches. I made a speech on 
the same line with this one in the city of Providence, the city 
in which my distinguished friend from Rhode Island Mr. Ar- 
DRICH] lives. I was talking along onthis line. The nextday I 
was invited by a generous and kind toaclub dinner. I 
was never treated better anywhere in my life than in that city. 
I fell in love with the people. At the club dinner they took up 
the ie, 700 with me again. I still contended that I was right; 
that while we pay the highest rate of wages by the day, week, 
month, or year, still we produce the that come in 
petition with the market cheaper than y are produced in 
other countries. ‘Thatis}the general rule. Of course, there are 
exceptions to it. 

One gentleman, whom my friend knows, whose name I will 
give to him but not to the pu was sitting at the table with 
me at the time, and he said, Gentlemen, Mr. MILLS’S state- 
ment is true in man as I know.” He said, ‘You all 
know that I am gas high if not the highest wages paid in 
the city of Providence;” and there they pay as high wages as 
are paid anywhere in the United States; “and yet,” hesays, “I 
import steel from France and payiĝi5 import duty on every hun- 
dred dollars worth of steel. I manufacture that steel into edged 
tools, and I send those edged tools right back to France again. 
I take the marketfrom everybody in who competes with 
me. I have now a contract on my hands in France for some 
fifty or sixty thousand dollars”—l forget what amount it was 
that he stated; it was a e one to manufacture edged tools 
out of steel imported from France.” 

There was a man paying the highest wages in the world, com- 

ting with those who paid the lowest rate of wages. But what 

s the fact that remains? It is that a certain firm in France at 
some point could makeand temper steel in sucha wayas adapted 
it to the manufacture of these tools, when nobody could do that 
in the United States; and, on the other hand, that the American 
with his skill,*could take that steel and make an edged tool 
out of it that defied the skill of France. Then this gentleman 
3 the seater: „Why should not I have that steel 
of duty; and if I had, could I not manufacture more of 
these tools and ay employment to more people?” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator must be mistaken as to 
the article which the gentleman was manufacturing. I do not 
think it was edged tools, because there is no manufacture of edged 
tools in Rhode Island. 

Mr. MILLS. He was manufacturing tools from steel imported 
from France. = 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink the gentleman referred to manufac- 
tures fine tools. / 


com- 


Mr. MILLS. I may be mistaken aboutedged tools, but he im- 
pores steel from France and manufactured tools and sent thefn 

ck to France and sold them there. 

That is not all of it. I went into the town of my friend from 
the State of Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY]. I found aman 
watches and clocks, I was very much interested in it, He was 
making watches to send all over the wholé world, and sell them 
cheaper than anybody else, too. It was the finest timepiece I 
ever saw. He gave me one of them, worth three or four dollars, 
as good a timepiece as I ever had in my life. He was fixing the 
springs for the watches, and I asked him, Where do you get 
this metal?” He gotit from France. I said, “My friend, you 
are a Republican.” Of course they badgered me a little, and 
I did es er We heta little fun at 12 — other's ex- 
pense. 7 o you not get your steel for the watch- 
2 in the United States? Why do you go to France for it? 

ou contend for a tariff to protectand build up American indus- 
tries, and here you are importing steel springs from France.” 
He laughed and said he could not get that kind of steel in the 
United States; he could not get steel with the constant textile 
strength of that steel to the inch, however long it was; that his 
business er pape him to make the very best product for the 

could not afford to use a spring in watches where 
it was constantly breaking; that the character of his watches 
would go down and his business would suffer. 


of iron from 3 have piled up here in your factory?” 
“From Norway,” . Isaid, 
caniron?” Hesaid “‘ Nobody in the U; 


was shipping me some things and sending them to my home. 
55 that I was a farmer, like some of the rest who 


money perhaps. 
tools and sent them tome. He put ina pound of these nails and 
said: “Give them to your blacksmith and let him try them and 
see whether they are good or not.“ Idid so. When I got home 


I took them to my who was an old-fas Illinois 
in my town, a strong friend of mine. 1 got up on the 
weak side of I said: Here is an old Connecticut Demo- 


crat who is 3 horseshoe nails, I think yon ought to buy 
some, and I brought you a pound so that you could sample them. 
He said to me, Business is businesss. I ama friend ot yours, I 
should like to do anything to gratify any of your friends; but,” 
he said, ‘‘if I were to buy nails simply because they came from 
a Democratic manufacturer and they were inferior nails, and a 
horse should cast his shoe when he struck a hard, rocky road, 
my reputation as a blacksmith would be gone. I can only make 
the best of nails myself to keep up my business.” 

He said to me, Do you know a nail when you see it?” 
Isaid, ‘‘ No; of course I do not.” He said, “I did not think you 
did. I will tell you what is a good nail. Let me try this one. 
I am going to double the nail up on this anvil and hammer it. 
If it breaks to pieces and the fibers part, it is of no account; it 
is not the sort of nail I want. If you double it all up and ham- 
mer it down and the fibers do not part, and I can er it 
down like a wafer, then it isa good nail.” So he told me then, 
before he touched it, and he did double it and hammer it down 
until it was as fine as a wafer, and not a fiber parted on it. He 
said, That is a good nail.” 

I mention these facts to show that there are certain things 
we must import from foreign countries, and you find them fa 
almost every manufacturing establishmentin New England. In 
manufacturing in this country we have the most skillful and 
enterprising people on the continent in that branch of industry, 
and yet, as I remember, I did not go into a single factory where 
there was not something broughtfrom foreign jag pen thathad 
to be used. [remember in New Haven one of the largest manu- 
facturing establishments in the United States, where a gentle- 
man was importing Scotch pig iron and paying a duty of $6.72 
a ee said he awe it to make a aa | Py of ar- 
ticle e was making, e was m a variety of things. 
My friend Senator HAWLEY doubtless knows him very well. I 

er to Mr. Sargent. 5 makes a number of 
things. He bought largely e iranis pig iron and pig iron 
manufactured perhaps 888 of thé United States, but 
he said his business required him to have some Scotch pig iron 
to make certain things. I went into a woolen manufacturing 
ent in Massachusetts where wool was brought from 
other countries. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to 
‘help him out a little with the story in reference to the Nor- 
W. entleman, who isa well-known citizen of Connecticut? He 
Lert g like very much to have a good deal of raw material, be- 
cause much of his work is a very simple process and he can 
easily transform it, throwing it into the molds. He used to be 
a Republican. He joined Democrats in order to get Scotch 
pig free, and now the other side put a duty of 50 per cent on it. 

Ar. MILLS. To get it free is a very good thing, I reckon. I 
wish some Republicans would take that view of the question and 
get their pig iron free. 

As I was going on to say, I went intoa woolen establishment, 
one of the largestestablishmentsin the United States. They had 
woolfromev: herein the United States;and woolfromforeign 
countries and thesame thing was told tome. Wemust have wool 
‘trom foreign countries, wool of all Kinds, and there is almost as 
much difference in wool as ‘there are in the features of man. 
The tastes of people differ. One man wants one kind and un- 
other man wants another kind. It takes different varieties to 
meet the differences in the tastes of the people. 

Now, why should we keep these things out of the -country 
when their introduction would give employment to the labor of 
this country and -meet the wants, not only of people here, but 

ple in foreign countries? It should be our policy to reduce 
the cost of production so as to increase the amount of product 
and increase the co tion, and thereby increase the.employ- 
ment ot our people, for the vast body of them depend upon con- 
stant employment for a livelihood. 

Mr. DLER. Mr. President, Lam not familiar with the 
rates which the majority ol the committee have pro er- 
tainly not with those which they ma ypose, upon the various 
articles in the woolen schedule of the bill. Itrust that they may 
be high enough to allow fhe industry to survive, but Tam afraid 
they are not. I believe that the rates which are now contained 
in the bill, or which may be there when the bill bacomes a law, 
will be destructive of many forms of woolen industry in this 
country. Lhope that some rupo 
side of the Chaniber will take occasion, before we proceed much 


_ further with the woolen schedule, to inform the Senate whatre- 


duetion ot rates is effected by the -bill_and‘toavhatextentit will 
prove to be injurious to the woolen industry. 

For my own part, I now desire to enter a protest against any 
considerable rẽduction in the duties imposed by the McKinley 
act. The industries which are to be affected by the reduction in 
the duties on woolen goods are -very-important.in this country. 
They are large in amount; they are far- reaching, and they need 
the fostering care of the Government. 

Thope that in this workofsecuring adequate duties upon woolen 
3 we. iar, ined Fro 5 on Jonde 3 

rom New. Jerse r..SMITH], who Ivegret to say has just left 
the Chanter, bat who I presume will return before J finish my 
remarks. 

The industries of New Jersey and the similar industries of 
other States are deprived substantially of the benefit of the la- 
‘ors and efforts in committee and in this Chamber of the senior 
Senator from that State [Mr. MCPHERSON]. The condition of 
‘his health has prevented him from rendering as much service 
— as continuous. service for the protegtion of the industries of 

ew Jersey as I have no doubt he would have been glad to have 
rendered. But he is absent, and has been absent most of the 


time. 
The junior Senator from New Jersey has occupied a peculiar 
position. He has spoken honestly against the incorporation in 
e bill of the Populist measure known as an income tax, and 
the Senator has not spoken upon any other feature of the bill. 
He has, however, I have no doubt, been endeavoring to secure 
protective duties upon the manufactures of New Jersey. I trust 
e Senator will continue his efforts, because I call his attention 
the fact thab not only are all the schedules in the bill open to 
„ us in Committee of the Whole, but they will be 
pen to consideration when the billshall be reported to the Sen- 
=, or final action. 


, Isay, Mr. President, as I seo the junior Senator from 

281 Jersey has returned to the Chamber, that he will not con- 
his . to an endeavor to eliminate the income tax from 

e 1 . continue his 5 to secure such rates of 


ator upon the committee on this 


The täble is à table of woolen 


produced withinits own borders almost everything to 
the sustenunce and the comfort of mankind. t was more t 
twenty years ago; and the industries of New Jersey have ad- 
waneed with the increasing prosperity of this country. I have 
taken the pains to prepare some erie u this subjeot, to 
which J invite the attention of the Senator from New Jersey, if 
he will do me the honor to listen to me. 

I have here a statement of the New Jersey wool industry from 
Census Bulletin No. 242, which Iwill insert in the RECORD. It 
gives the capital invested, the workers employed, the wages 
paid, the wages per capita, and the value of the product, There 
was an increase in the capital invested between 1880 and 1890 of 
106 per cent, of the workers employed of 41 per cent, of the 
wages paid of 73 per cent, of the wages per capita of 23.3 per 
cent, and of the value of the product of 46.2 per cent. 


NEW JERSEY INDUSTRIES, FROM CENSUS BULLETIN NO. %2, 
COMPARED. 


The wool industry. 


FOR NEW JERSEY. 


2923.35 fr 259, oug 
350.00 | 337,768, 524 
57,575 | 29,271,755 | 59.05 70,815,611 

38 ar | 29 ky: 2.4 


Inow compare these percentages with thesimilar percentages 
ut the United States on all these woolen 5 
ustries. In the United States 
‘the-increase in ‘invested between 1880 and 1890 was onl 
84 per cent against 106 in New Jersey; in the workers employ 
only 38 per cent in the United States, us against 41 in New Jer- 
sey; in the wages paid in the United States 61.7 per cent, as 
against 73 per cent in New Jersey; in the wages per capita, 29 
por cent in the United States, as against 23.3 per cent in New 
fersey, and 26.4 per cent the value of the product in the United 
States, as against 46 per cent in New Jersey. 
Lalso insert in my:remarks a table of the wool, cotton, and 
‘silk industry in New Jersey, as compared with the wool, cotton, 


and silk industries-of the whole United States. 


Wool, cotton, and silk. 
FOR NEW JERSEY. 


2 E — 8880, 497, 515 367,553 | 576, 802 | 78268. 10 ; 

SMO ree ist 701, 532, 861 | 491,630 (105, 60, Sa 857.35 823.048.703 
Increase 124, 077 07, 038 89.25 | 1 634 

Increase, per cent 83:5 Gaja 68 | 2 0735 


These tables show that in the tissue fabrics, wool, cotton, and 


silk, the ee = ti in the United States increased 81.5 
cent. New Jersey it increased 155 per cent. Employés 

increased in the United States 33.5 per cent; in New Jersey, 41 
per cent. The amount of ig, ee paid in the United States in- 
creased 68 per cent; in New Jersey, 72 per cent; and the value 
of the product increased in the United States 38.5 per ceftt, while 
it increased in New Jersey 63.5. 8 

Mr. President, these figures show the marvelous growth of 
the Senator's State. They show that New Jersey has been per- 
haps preintinent in the.advances which have been made in the 
United States within the last decade in the woolen, the cot 
and the silk industry; and therefore the Senators from tha 
State, the Senators pees this floor, the Congress of the United 
States should see to itwhen they fix the schedules of duties upon 
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wool, upon cotton, and upon silk, that no risk shall be run of the 
destruction of those industries either in New Jersey or any- 
where else in the United States. 

Let us look at the wages paid in these industries in the United 
States, as compared with the wages paid in other parts of the 
world. I have here astatement of the wages paid in the silk in- 
dustry. Col.Carroll D. Wright, Commissioner of Labor, in his 
eleventh annual report, part 1, upon labor and wages, gives the 
am unts paid to a few workers in silk textiles in Europe. They 
are given below with reference to the page of the report where 
they can be found: 


Occupation. 


Engineers... 
Fishers 


Spoolers -. 
Tureaders. 
Warpers 
Weavers 
Winters... 


It will be observed that these vagos vary from 37 cents 14165 
the lowest, to 93 cents a day, the highest. The average daily 
wages paid to all employés in the silk industry in New Jersey, 
as shown by Census Bulletin No. 242, is $1.33) a day. 

It must be evident to the Senator from New Jersey, it must 
be evident to every common-sense man who studies the subject, 
that if the workers in the silk industry in foreign countries are to 
be paid as wages on an average from 37 cents up to 96 cents a day. 
while the average for the New Jersey workers in the silk in- 
dustry is $1.33, high tariff duties are necessary to equalize those 
conditions. ` 

Ths industries of which I have spoken, especially the cotton 
and woolen industries, have made great strides, not only in New 
Jersey, but allover the United States during the period from 
186) to 1890. I have a table showing the conditions in the wool, 
cotton, and silk manufactures, taken from the Census Reports for 
those two periods, 1860 and 1890, and I can not refrain from say- 
ing that the first period was when the Republican party came 
into power, and the second thirty years after. I insert the table: 


Census report for 1830 and 1890 in wool, cotton, and silk. 


Wages! vatue of 
capita: product. 


~---| S141, 068, 288 | 185, 466 | 837, 580, 181 


701, 522,851 | 491,630 | 165, 


2202. 50 

65, 830,832 | 357. 35 048, 
500, 454, 575 | 306, 164 | 128,254,154 | 154.85 | 494, 612, 690 
307.5 165 314 76.4 250 


$198, 436, 114 
693, 048, 702 


Increase 
Increase, per cent 


In thirty years of Republican rule, under its protective policy, 
the amount of capital invested in the manufacture of wool, cot- 
ton, and silk increased 397.5 percent; thatisto say, it nearly quad- 
rupled. The number of persons employed increased 165 per cent. 
The money paid for wages went up from $37,000,000 to$165,000,000, 
or 344 percent. The average pay of the employés in 1860 was 
$202.50 per year. The wages went up under Republican pro- 
tection to $357.35, an increase of $154.85. The value of the prod- 
uct increased 250 per cent. 

One noticeable feature of this table is that in 1860 the total 
value of the annual product was greater than the capital in- 
vested, showing 140 per cent of production to capital, while in 
1890 the total gross product amounted only to 98 per cent of the 
capital. In 1890 the value of the product of the wool, cotton, 
and silk industry of the United States was $693,048,702. 

Mr. President, can we afford to tamper with these industries? 
Can we afford to take any risk in dealing with these industries? 
Shall we allow a 8 party exigency to induce us to go 
through this tariff bill and cut down the rate of protection 
from 25 to 50 per cent in order to fulfill some supposed party 
promise which very few people know anything about, or can 
explain, and which still less, when the principles of the plat- 
form are stated, do they seem to care anything about? I trust 
that this great woolen industry will not be made to suffer, as I 
fear it if the proposed schedule in this bill is adopted. 

I called attention the other day to the condition of as oten, 
and I repeat that New Hampshire, with 376,000 people, 63,- 
000 actually employed in manufacturing. There isa productof 
$85,000,000 annually, and the wages paid reached $24,000,000. 

New Hampstiire is also an agricultural State, and agri- 
culture goes hand in hand with . yet it is of the 
utmost importance that the manufacturing cities and villages 


of our State shall remain prosperous; that thereshall be an end 
of the silence and the gloom and the despondency which now 

revailin many of the and the mill towns of New Hampshire. 

tis of the utmost importance to us that those towns shall be 
made prosperous; that they shall continue to consume the agri- 
cultural products of our State, and, Mr. President, it is impossi- 
ble that that prosperity shall remain to us, unless not only the 
cotton industry, but the woolen industry of New Hampshire is 
protected, as the manufacturing industries of New Jersey and 
all the other manufacturing industries of the United States 
ought to be protected. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not wish to delay action 
upon this schedule, yet I feel compelled to say a word in repl 
to what was said by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE 
yesterday, relating to the character of the people employed in 
the mills of New England. There is no place where I shall bg 
able to say it so 8 as upon this woolen schedule. 

The remarks of the Senator from South Dakota have not yet 
been published in the RECORD, and therefore I can not quote 
him exactly in what he said with reference to the French Cana- 
dian population; but the whole tenor of his remarks was to the 
effect that they were an undesirable people to have in our midst, 
and I remember that he spoke, either in tones of sadness or de- 
rision, of the fact that in some of the manufacturing cities and 
towns of New Engiand he could go from one end of a street to 
the other and hear nothing but the jabber of French Canadi- 


Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I should like to say to the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut that I wish him to quote me accurately in 
the matter. I said I could go a distance of five or ten blocks. I 
did not say from one end of astreet to the other. I have counted 
those blocks myself in the limits of certain towns. 

Mr. HOAR. What does tho Senator mean by blocks“? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know what distinction the Senator 
makes between streets“ and “blocks”, 

Mr. KYLE. A street may be a mile long. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the Senator's speech been printed? 

Mr. PLATT. Ithas not, and therefore, as I said, I can not 
quote him accurately. 

I desire to say, however, with regard to the French-Canadian 
population, and the Canadian population in general, which has 
to some extent immigrated to New England, that when the time 
comes that we are ready to say that we will have nobody come 
to the United States, that we will have no immigrants landed 
on our shores or crossing our lines, it will be quite soon enough 
to object to the pores amongst us of people who have come 
from Canada. I have been unable to see any consistency in the 

ople who advocate the annexation, but are unwilling that 

anadians as individuals shall now find a home with us. They 
are not an undesirable class of our population. They are not 
to be compared, as I understood the Senator yesterday to com- 
pare them, with the Hungarians or the Poles or the Slavs. 

I have known these pos for forty years in the city where I 
reside, and I am proud to number among them very many val- 
ued acquaintances, social 9 with whom lam as glad 
to associate as with any of the citizens of my town. They are, as 
a rule, intelligent, industrious, thrifty; and conservative; they 
make good citizens; they accumulate property, they are mechan- 
ics, agriculturists, and merchants, and among them are many 
scholars, authors, and men representing the different professions; 
they assimilate with our native population; their children inter- 
marry with ours; they are eee and unostentatious; they make 
no trouble, and after a period of residence here they can scarcely 
be distinguished from our own native population. 

Their children attend our schools, take prizes in competition 
with the children of the old inhabitants of Connecticut, and in 
no respect can they be taunted with being an inferior or unde- 
sirable people. Usually they accumulate property, and they do 
not return to Canadacarrying away the money which they haye 
earned here. They do not supplant our American workmen by 
accepting lower wages. They work for the same wages thatthe 
native workman receives; they work beside him at the same 
bench or on the same machine. There is no prejudice against 
them. They are achurch-going and a religious people, moral 
as well as industrious. They do not appes our police courts, 
but they do take part, as they should, in our town meetings. 

Mr. sident, why should they be held up to disparagement, 
not to say ridicule, here? If, as I saidin the beginning, we are 
to adopt the principle that no foreigner shall come to this coun- 
try, then shut them out; but if America is still to be a land to 
which the oppressed and the lowly may come, desiring to be- 
come a part of us, to live with us, and to accept all the respon- 
sibility of American citizenship, why this continual taunting of 
Nen, gland with having French Canadians among its popula- 
tion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to say asingle word in addition to 
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what the Senator from Connecticut has said upon this subject. 
The conditions which he has described as Bs Hipage to his State 
are equally applicable to mine. There no better class of 

ple in the United States, in my opinion, than the French 
8 who come to live and work with us. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to say but a word in re- 
lation to this matter for the information of my friend from South 
Dakota [Mr. KYLE]. 

I live in a city of about 25,000 inhabitants, 10,000 of whom are 
French Canadians. They are excellent citizens; they are tem- 

rate; they are hard-working; they are economical. They 
tay lands and build houses. They are citizens of my city; and 
the only thing under the sun I know against them is that a ma- 
jority of them agree in politics with my friend from South Da- 

ota, [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, there is a very large French Ca- 
nadian population in the State which I represent, and in the 
county and. city where I dwell. 

There is a very close tie between the people of New England 
and the French Canadians. It is very well known that it was 
among the dearest desires and hopes of the statesmen of the Rev- 
olution, especially Dr. Franklin, that the Canadians should join 
with us ana ehould be a part ot our country. There was a special 
and earnest appeal made by the Continental Congress to the 
people of Canada. In fact, one of the very greatest of those 
great State papers, which Lord Chatham said were equal to any- 
thing in Thucydides, set forth the desire of our fathers to that 
effect. 

It is well known that the expedition under Montgomery and 
Arnold was designed with the hope and expectation of a Cana- 
dian rising against the British Government, but the priesthood, 
who are on terms of great affection and confidence with that 
people, probably more than any other priesthood are anywhere 
with their flocks, did notlook favorably upon thescheme. Very 
likely they were repelled a good deal by the puritanism of their 
New England neighbors; but, at at any rate, whatever may have 
been the cause, the French Canadians have been in Canada among 
the most obe lient and docile and orderly subjects of Great Brit- 
ain. They took very little porh comparative in the Canadian 
rebellion before the Dominion of Canada was formed. 

They have retained, very curiously, their French attachments. 
In spite of their loyalty to the British Crown, they feel that 
they are Frenchmen, and a Canadian orator of great fame said 
in a famous speech a few 1 ago that if anybody doubted 
whether the people of Canada were still Frenchmen, he had but 
to go to one of the humblest peasants on his farm in the interior 
of Canada and tell him that Germany had beaten France, and 
then put his hand on the man’s heart or his pulse and feel it 
beat. 

Mr. President, these people, though they have held aloof from 
our invitation to a political union, probably having, a good many 
of them, the dream of establishing another France in this coun- 
try, to be independent of Great Britain and separated from the 

estern Canadian provinces, where they should have a great 
French Catholic power, still are among the best neighbors we 
have. Our troubles with Canada do not come from the men of 
French origin. The Frenchmen in the Canadian Parliament 
have never been in favor of the measures which have excited 
complaint with us. 

Many of them come down to New England in the winter and 
chop wood in the forests, some of them come in the summer to 
labor on the farms, and those persons return, just as the High- 
landers of Scotland used to do the harvesting in the northern 
shires of England, and return with their wages. But for the 
last twenty or twenty-five years in Massachusetts, in Connecti- 
cut, in Rhode Island, in Maine, and in New Hampshire 

Mr. MORRILL. And in Vermont. 

Mr. HOAR, And in Vermont, those men have been attracted 
by our institutions and have come to stay. Iam speaking more 

articularly now of the manufacturing towns. They come, they 
ike our institutions, and they are among the most quiet, order] y, 
law-abiding citizens. 

My friend from Maine [Mr. FRYE] says that they agree politi- 
cally with the Senator from South Dakota. I donot think they 
do. 

Mr. KYLE. Iam glad to hear that they are getting their 
eyes opened in New England. : 

Mr. FRYE. I was not counting the Senator from South Da- 
kota asa Populist, but asa Democrat. We have, I think, but 
two Populists in Maine, one is a candidate for governor and the 
other is a candidate for Congress, Laughter.) 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator will find a good many more of them 
in his State. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The French Canadians in my State are more 
- enlightened than that. They are nearly all Republicans. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not wish to spend any time about their pol- 


ities. If the Senator from South Dakota entertains, or if an 
other Senator entertains—I do not wish to make any perso 
application to him—any disorganizing sentiments, any disloyal 
sentiments, any sentiments which are opposed tohonest gain, to 
frugality, to industry, to the rights of propery toa moderate 
extent and degree, he will get no sympathy whatever from that 
class of men. They are law-abiding, conservative, industrious, 


frugal, temperate, and religious. They are under the influence 
of their religious instructors more than is the fashion of men of 
Saxon origin. 


If nothing else, gratitude ought to keep any American states- 
man from saying anything unkind or disrespectful of the people 
of French origin. They were the early discoverers of the North- 
west—— 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Ina moment. 

They were the early discoverers of the Northwest. They set 
an example of heroism, courage, fortitude, and religious faith, 
which the annals of mankind and all history can scarcely par- 
allel. In our New England States are found many geographical 
names of French origin. The beautiful Lake Champlain, which 
is the glory and ornament of the State of our honored and be- 
loved associate from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], is one; and in the 
State of Maine, in the State of Rhode Island, are found names 
which are memorials of the kindly relations which existed be- 
tween our fathers and the French people. 

Mr. President, I have no sympathy with the bringing into 
this country of vice or ignorance; of men who are to bring for- 
eign fashions and keep foreign fashions here; of an element 
which is opposed to a true Americanism; but I have also no 
sympathy with that sentiment which would strike at any class 
e 5 or at any class of mankind because of their na- 
tio ty. 

These men are to furnish a valuable, important, and perma- 
nent element in our national life. Our children and theirs are 
tomingle in this great strain which is to be made up of so many 
nationalities. Our national motto, # pluribus unum, is as ap- 
plicable to men of different nationality, to men of different 
faith, as it is to the men of the different States which make up 
the Union. Our national motto, E pluribus unum, of many one, 
of many States one nation, of many races one people, of many 
creeds ove faith, of many bended knees one family of God, is 
the one distinguishing American fact which this nation has con- 
tributed to history. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, [am sure the Senator from Mass- 
achusetts does not mean to misrepresentme in any way. It was 
far from my purpose yesterday to cast any reproach or to sa; 
any unkind word in regard to the people of New England, 
amongst whom I have many very warm friends, and what I said 
yesterday would not apply to a very large number of the towns 
of New England. Sinz 

I recognize that in Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massa- 
chusetts, Rhode Island; and Connecticut there are many small 
towns where industries are carried on, where there are manu- 
factories, and where the sons and daughters of American peo- 
ple are treated as liberally as they were in days gone by, I did 
not mean to cast any reproach whatever upon the C ian peo- 
ple or upon the Canadian French. What I did say was that the 
people of New England in the larger cities, the larger manufac- 
tories, were crowding out the American workmen and were in- 
troducing French Canadian labor because it was cheaper. 

Mr. HOAR., They are receiving the same wages as the 
American workmen, and they are receiving higher and better 
wages than they got in Canada. 

1 KYLE. Canadian labor is being imported because it is 
cheaper. 

Ido not mean to say that the Canadian people are going to re- 
main as they were perhaps across the border in Canada. The 
American spirit is dominant always; and by and by the New 
England people—certainly I hope so—will be able to bring 
those people up to the average intelligence of their own class. 

I hope also that there will liberality shown by the people 
and the manufacturers of New England in paying these Cana- 
dians by and by as good wages as they ought to pay to the sons 
and daughters of the American people. 

I corroborate what the Senator from Massachusetts has said 
in regard to the people of foreign nationalities coming upon 
American soil. We welcome people from all nations and from 
all climes, from Russia, and from Scandinavia, and from Germany, 
and from England, but I believe the Senator will also agree with 
me that the undesirable classes of their population should not 
be allowed toland upon our shores. We know also that it is 
the custom of those nations to get rid of their undesirable pop- 
ulation, if possible, by sending them to America, There is no 
use of disguisin that fact. 

Mr. HOAR. m Canada? 
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Iam speaking of 


r coun- 


Mr. KYLE. Iam not speaking of Canada, 
2 nationalities of Germany, England, Russia, and o 
es. 
I did make some reflection upon the class of population we find 


in certain mining districts of 3 and I sr every 
word I spoke yesterday about that class was absolutely just. th 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, when the remarks of the 
Senator from South Dakota are printed we shall see exactly 
what he did say. 

I suppose it is no reproach to good immigrants that they ro- 
tain an attachment to their native language; andso far as streets, 
and neighborhoods, and communities re the use of their 
native language, that happens quite as frequently, much more 
frequently indeed, in the Western States than it does in the 
French communities in New England. I have been told—the 
Senator from South Dakota can correct me if I am wrong—that 
now and then there isa Western village which has been peo- 
pled by immigrants from Europe which retains to a large ex- 
tent, perhaps universally, not merely the general customs, but 
the language, the speech of the country whence they came. 

Certainly, therefore, a mere attachment on the t of immi- 
grants to their own language is not to be censured. It isdesir- 
able that allimmigrantsshould come in time to speak the Eng- 
lish language, that they should mingle with American citizens, 
and come to understand the Eng tongue; but there is no 
great danger, I imagine, of any injury to result to this count 
in this particular. Certainly there is none as to the Frene 
immigration into New England. ; 

The French do le with our own people; they do become 
thoroughly Americanized; and they are coming to constitute a 
very helpiul and important part of our population. 

Mr. MORRILL. And they will not work for any less wages 
than the Yankees. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As the Senator from Vermont suggests 
tome, they also become Americanized in the matter of wages. 
Whatever their es may have been in Canada, they receive 
American wages the result of American wages in their life 
in this country. 

Mr. President, when the first French Canadian migrations com- 
mencedinto New Hampshire, Vermont, and Massachusetts,there 
was some prejudice against that migration because the immi- 
grants were in the habitof coming only foralittle while, They 
wouldcome to work for thesummer; would go back in the winter; 
they did nottake root inour soil; and there was some prejudice 
aguinstthat kind of migration. But of recent years large nup- 
bers of French Canadians have come, and they have come to stay. 
They haveacquired habitations. Not merely have laboring men 
come, but there have come their religious teachers; there have 
come cultivated men, educated men; and now, among someof the 
most intelligent and eloquent orators in New England, are those 
who have comefrom Canada to make their permanent residence 
in New England. 5 

I can confirm, from my own observation, everything which 
has been said here Ge commendation of the French im- 

rantsas a whole. They are industrious, they are econom- 

, they are well behaved, they are patriotic, and I do not 
agree with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] that a majority 
of them belong to 23 to Which he said the Senator from 
South Dakota belonged, the Democratic party. I be- 
lieve, now that there have come to be somany French Canadians 
in New England, they have studied our institutions and studied 
our economic questions, they have studied the tariff, they have 
mingled in our politics, they have held office to some extent, 
and beyond all doubt the tendency of the mind of these people 
is in the direction of joining the Vind inser party. 

T believe to-day that a large majority of the French Canadians 
who have become voters, not only in New Hampshire, but in 
Vermont and in Massachusetts, and I am inclined to think also 
in Maine, are Republicans. But whether they are or not, Mr. 
President, does not matter. They have come here to enjoy our 
institutions, our freedom, our right of suffrage, to participate in 
a larger degree than whey did in Canada in the formation of the 
Government under w they live, and they enjoy that right 
of political freedom which entitles them to belong to whichever 
political party they choose to attach themselves. They make 
good citizens, g politicians; and they are, as a whole, in 
every way acceptable to the native-born citizens of New Eng- 


Mr.HOAR. Mr. President, I meant to add, before I sat down, 
one word. I think my colleague [Mr. LODGE] will confirm what 


say. 

JEE the French population im Massachusetts are a good 
many very able lawyers and newspaper editors of both parties. I 
remember one especially, Mr. Hugo Dubuque, of Fall River, Mass., 
one of our most eminent lawyers. He was a member of the Mas- 
sachusetts Legislature for several sessions, and a member of the 


judiciary committee of that body. Iam not sure whether he was 
chairman or not, but he was a man hay the great respect of 
all the people of the Commonwealth. He was commended to 
President Harrison for a very high office under the Government, 
though I believe somebody had already been fixed upon before 
6 recommendation for his appointment was made. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I very gladly, as my colleague 
refers to me, confirm entirely what he has said. The number 
of French-Canadian pas Palos coming to New England is yer 
large. They are among the very oldest settlers on this conti- 
nent. They are thorough Americans in feeling, I am sure, and 
are now assimilating very rapidly in my part of the country with 
thepeople there. I everything which has been said about 
them here to-day has been well deserved. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tus VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

282. On blankets, hats of wool, and fiannels for underwear, and felts for 
paper-maker's use and printing mac! composed wholly or in part of 
wool, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not 
more than 39 cents per pound, 25 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 
30 and not more than 40 cents per pound, 30 per cent ad valorem; valued at 
more than 40 cents per 85 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That on 
blankets over three 4 in the same duties shall be paid as on 
Woolen and worsted cloths, and on flannels wi over four ounces per 
square yard, the same duties as on 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
paragraph, on page 72, line 4, after the word thirty,“ to strike 
oui and not more than forty;” and in line 5, after the words 
ad valorem,” to strike out ‘‘ valued at more than 40 cents per 
pound, 35 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 


ment, 
Brg VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
The Secretary read as follows: 


bunting, and goods descri or . wholly 
art of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other ani- 
and not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move the amendment to that 
arent which I send to the desk, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 13, after the word “bunting,” it is 
proposed tostrike out and“ and insert“ or;” in line 14, after the 
word “ character,” to insert ‘‘and on all manufactures;” in line 
16, after the word animals,“ to insert ‘‘including such as have 
India rubber as a component material;” in line 17, after the word 
“act,” to strike out * 40 per cent ad valorem,” and insert val- 
ued at not over 50 cents per pound, 40 par cent ad valorem; val- 
ued at more than 50 cents per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem.” 
Mr. PEFFER. How the paragraph read as proposed to 


be amended? - 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The paragraph will be read as 
pro to be amended. 
Secretary read as follows: 


283. On women’s and children's dress goods, coat Linings, Italian cloth, 
bunting, or goods of similar description or character, and on all manufac- 
tures composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, 
goat, alpaca, or other animals, including such as have rubber as a 
component material, and not specially probided for in this act, valued at 
not over 50 cents = pound, 40 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 50 
cents per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment 1 205 by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. COKE. On that I ask for the yons and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who ordinarly is paired with me, is 
pairs to-day with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON I. 

Me GALLIN 

Mr. G GER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], whom I do not 
see in his seat, and therefore withhold my vote. I should vote 
„en“ if he were present. 

r. GORDON (when his name was called). Under the ar- 
rangement just announced by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE], lam permitted to vote. I vote“ 8 : 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he 
were present I should “yea.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer the 
pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon] to my 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and vote “ yea.” 


1.894. 
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Mr, PALMER (when his name was called). Iam ed with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If he were 
present I should vote yea.” 

The roll call was ngad 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is 
temporarily absent from the Senate. If he were present he 
would vote yea.“ Iam informed that the senior Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray], with whom I am paired, if present would 
vote “yea,” and I therefore cast my vote. I vote“ yea.” 

Mr. CAREY. The junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
MITCHELL], with whom I am paired, is not in his seat. Ifitbe 
agreeable to the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr, SMITH], 
Who is paired with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots], I sug- 
gest that we transfer our pairs. 

Mr. SMITH. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr, CAREY. I transfer the pair of the junior Senator from 
Wisconsin to the Senator from Idaho, and vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. SMITH. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. BRICE. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WOLCOTT] now and for the day to the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. WALSH], and vote “yea” - 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am pai with the Senstor from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], with the right to vote if necessary to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator that I stand 
paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], and 
that we transfer our and both vote. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Very well. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with the Senator from 
Michigan Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were present I should vote 
“ ea.” 

Mr. VEST. L am paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
WASHBURN], but I transfer that pair to the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. IRR], and vote “yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
notice that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has 
not voted. Iam paired with that Senator, and withdraw my 
vote. 

The result was announced—yenas 48, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—48. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
Bate, e, Jones, Ney. Pugh, 
price, G: A Lindsay, Quay, 
ory, George, ge, om, 
Call. Gordon, McLaurin, Roach, 
Camden, Hale, Sho 
Carey. Morgan, 
Chandler, Hawley, Morrill, Squire, 
Cockrel, > Murphy, s 
Cullom, Hoar, Pasco, Vest, 
Daniel, Hunton, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Davis, Jarvis, Platt, White. 
NAYS—5. 
8 Kyle, Peffer, Teller. 
e, 
NOT VOTING—82. 

Alten, Faulkner, McPherson, Power, 
Biackba Gon Mills, Stewart, 
skburn, orman, W. 

Blanc A Gray, Mitchell, Oregon 

Butler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. W. 
Cameron, Palmer, Washburn. 
Dixon, Irby, Patton, Wilson, 
Dubois, 0 Pettigrew. Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I voted for the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] because the 
rates of duty contained in it were higher than those contained 
in the bill as it came from the House of Representatives; but I 
desire to put on record the statement that those rates are en- 
tirely equate for the protection of the woolen manufacturer 
of the United States. N 
8 fie ranon 5 a been zone roy ge portion of 

che as t made by the paragraph w just passed 
from the „ of the Senate. The reductions range 
from 50 to 75 per cent of the existing rates. 

For instance, take woolen cloth valued at 40 cents per yard, 
weighing 16 ounces to the yard, the rates at the present time are 
44 cents a pound and 50 per cent ad valorem, or 64 cents a yard. 
The proposition of the committee is to reduce these rates to 16 

nts a yard; from 64 to 16 cents, or a reduction of 75 per centon 

xistidg rates. At 16 cents a yard duty the goods in question 

an not, I am sure, be made in the United States. I desire to 

say to the Senate that the enormousand uncalled for reductions 

in this 5 will be certain to prove disastrous to this im- 
ustry. 5 


Of the articles provided for in this paragraph more than 830 
000,000 in value were imported last year. It is perhaps the 
most important singlo paragraph in this whole bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL, hat is the reduction made on the man- 
ufactures referred to in this paragraph as compared with the 
McKinley act? 

Mr. RICH. From 50 to 75 per cent, and on a large class 
of goods the reduction of 75 per cent, as in the class whichI 
have just cited, where the reduction is from a duty of 64 cents a 
yard to 16 cents a yard. 

Take goods like the sample I exhibited to the Senate on yes- 
tered, valued at 60 cents a yard abroad, the duties under the 
peecon law are 44 cents a yard and 50 per cent ad valorem, ora 

uty of 74 cents per yard, while under the proposition of the 
committee the rate would be 30 cents a yard, a reduction of from 
74 to 30 cents, or about 60 per cent. On all classes of goods in 
use here is a similar reduction of rates. 

I hope the majority of the committee, upon such investigation 
as they may be able to give to the subject between now and the 
time action is to be taken in the Senate, will then consent to the 
5 of adequate rates upon this large and important class 

goods. 

The woolen manufacturing industry of the United States is ina 
peculiar condition. At the present moment the duties upon 
the goods they make arespecificand ad valorem, andamount to 
equivalent ad valorem of from 100 to 125 percent. To reduce 
those duties at one blow to an ad valorem rate of 40 per cent is 
not in any respect fair treatment for this great industry. 

We are now obliged to make limited classes of goods, such 

oods as can be made from the wools produced in the United 

tates, and of such wools as can be 1 under the existing 
law. conditions will be changed with free wool; changes 
in methods, changes in machinery, changes in character of 
plants will be necessary under the new conditions. The woolen 
manufacturers of the country, if their interests are to be con- 
3 at all, should not have these great reductions forced 
upon them. 

I repeat, I hope the committee, before this question is reached 
again in the Senate, will take into consideration these condi- 
tions and the necessities of the industry, and advance these 
rates so that they will be reasonably adequate. 

Mr. HAW LEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode 
Island spoke for Connecticut in what he has just said concerning 
these great reductions in woolen goods, and the influence they 
will have on the employment of our people. It is useless $3 
complain now. The bill which is cursed by all parties will be 
approved by none in the coming elections. 

Something was said this mor: about the quantity of shoddy 
used in the manufacture of cloth. The Senator from Missouri 

. VEST] observed that there were practically no goods made 

this country wholly fine or without shoddy. I told him I pre- 

sumed there was not an ounce of shoddy in the clothing of this 
Chamber, though I did not know what peculiar fancy some Sen- 
ator might indulge. 
I telegraphed to what I consider a model, typical New 
land town, or rather young city. I asked for the sum of the 
production and the quantity of shoddy. Not a great many years 

this town was a ravine running through rough, unproduc- 
tive highlands, one or two hundred feet above the — | 
stream. At the head of the valley is a fine lake or a nat 
reservoir, from which the strong stream runs rapidly down, 
e be noble water power. Now great mills succeed each 
other at short distances in what has become a prosperous and al- 
together comfortable and happy town of fine churches, halls, 
and homes. 

I asked the question: What are your annual products and 
what shoddy do you use?” 

I wish to say of their goods, that after pay getinto New York 
they are frequently pat upon the shelves and are sold by tailors 
for French-made and English-made goods of the highest ‘class. 

The reply is as follows: 


ROCKVILLE, CONN., June 8, 1394. 
To Hon. JOSEPH R. HAWLEY: 80 s 


Estimated annual production five fine cloth mills in Rockville, $4,000,000— 


Remember, that this is a place where was the ravine I de- 
scribed a few years ago— 
no shoddy; only fine wool and worsted yarns used in these mills. Two 
other mills here make blankets, knit goods, and — — an estimated 
annual production of 8400,00. One mill makes sh to sell to mills out- 
side of Rockville, 
H. L. JAMES. 


There are $4,009,000 worth of beautiful dress goods of the 
highest and the finest class made in that town. How this tariff 

ill operate upon these manufactories six months or a year 
hence, 1 do not know. 

Shoddy is spoken of as if it were altogether adishonest thing, 
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like the clay the English manufacturers work into the cotton 
they send to Asia aud sell, which adds to the weight, but which 
does not deceive the Chinaman much, for after one washing he 
never buys cotton with that mark. He prefers the mge stamp. 

“Shoddy” is a word derived, I judge, from some local dia- 
lect, perhaps a derivative of ‘“‘shod.” There is a recognized 
word ‘‘shode.” It represents the waste of woolen mills thrown 
off in the weaving, finishing, and trimming, and also refuse 
woolen stuffs that are run through machines that may be said 
toresembleacotton gin. I speak from limited technical knowl- 


0. 

Tris usually worked int» the coarser and inferior cloth. It 
seems to give body and warmth, and has a legitimate place. It 
is a perfectly honest, useful product save when the manufacturer 
lies aboutit. The expert recognizes it at sight. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 


ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

23). Oa clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- 
scription, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, felts not woven, and not specially provided forin this 
act, and plushes and other pile fabrics, all the foregoing, composed wholly 
or art of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other 
animals, including those having India rubber as a component material, 45 
per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
paragraph, in line 2, on page 73, alter the words ‘ pile fabrics,” 
to insert and imitations of fur,” and in line 5, before the words 
“ pər cent,” to strike out “forty-five ” and insert “forty.” 

r. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendment tothat 
paragraph is withdrawn. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Arkansas how the rate of duty in paragraph 284, which has just 
been read, will compare on an ad valorem standard with the du- 
ties under the present law? Paragraph 396 is the correspond- 
ing para raph in the McKinley law. 

Mr. VEST. Under the McKinley act the duties would be on 
clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel, except 
knit goods, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, 80.32 
per cent. and we make it 45 per cent. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator will understand that the exist- 
ing law provides for four and one-half times the duty imposed 
upon a pound of unwashed wool in connection with an ad valorem 
duty of 60 per cent. It seems to me that if the Senators in 
charge of this bill want to keep the ad valorem rate of duty 
where it is now, inasmuch as they have removed theduties from 
wool, they ought to make the duty 60 per cent on the manufac- 
tured article, without anything in addition whatever. 

Mr. VEST. If the contention made in 1890 is true, that these 
specific duties were given as compensatory to the manufacturers 
on account of the high duties on the foreign wool, we have re- 
duced 15 per cent the 60 per cent ad valorem which was left to 
the manufacturers to compensate them for the difference be- 
tween wages paid labor here and abroad. 

Mr. PEF FER. Then there would be a reduction of about 10 
per centad valorem? 

Mr. VEST. A reduction of 15 per cent ad valorem upon the 
highest grade, from 60 to 45 per cent. 

r. PEFFER. You take all the duty off of wool and only 15 
per cent off of the manufacturers of wool. 

Mr. VEST. We take off 15 a cent ad valorem, and then we 
take away the specific duties altogether. It is a simple calcula- 
tion under the Treasury reports, amounting to 80.32 per cent up 
to 109.09 per cent. We reduce it to 45 per cent, 

Mr. PLATT. That is just what we complain of. You might 
just as well go and apply the torch to a great many of the fac- 
tories engaged in this business as to do that. 

Mr. PEFFER. We might as well understand while we are 
upon this point, that the cost of a ten-dollar suit of clothes will 
be increased just $5, according to the rate of duties proposed by 
the Sénators in charge of this bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Under the McKinley act you could buy a suit of 
ready-made clothing just as cheaply in New York or in Boston 
as you could buy it in Liverpool or London, of better style and 
as good — 418735 

Mr. PEFFE That may be true, but I am arguing from the 
standpoint of the Democrats. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh! 

Mr. VEST. I desire to state to the Senator from Maine that 
Ithink the present duty is a great deal better than that of the 


McKinley act. If the cost of a suit of clothes would be in- 
Ta = under the present bill, it would be increased $10 under 
e other. ; s 


Mr. PEFFER. That may be all true; but we are not called 
upon now to reënact the McKinley law, which none of us is re- 
sponsible for, except the Republicans. This is a bill prepared 
by the Democratic party. 
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Mr. VEST. If you beat this bill the McKinley bill will be 

re&nacted. 
Mr. PEFFER. The Democratic party say to us in their plat- 
form, upon the stump, and in the press that every dollar of duty 
is added to the cost of the article. That being true, why do 
they take the duty off wool so that the farmers’ wool will be 
brought into competition with the cheap wool from all parts of 
the world, and make us pay for a $10 suit $5 more than it is 
worth? That is the point I want to getat. 

Mr. PLATT, The Senate is tired and I am tired of talking 
about these duties; but the truth about the question is that 
under a 60 per cent ad valorem duty in the McKinley act, in ad- 
dition to the specific duty, we did not have any particular ad- 
vantage over the foreigner in this business, or {r we did it was 
very slight. Now, the duty has been taken off wool, and the 
specific or compensatory duty has been taken off of this brunch 
of manufactures, Sofar as that is concerned, if the duty re- 
mained at 60 per cent ad valorem, ws should stand just as we 
did before, nothing having been gained to the manufacturer, 
but when the manufacturer's duty is reduced from 60 to 45 per 
cent the American manufacturer is practically at the mercy of 
the foreign manufacturer. 

Mr. LODGE. As I understand it, Mr. President, the commit- 
tee in this paragraph have returned to the House rate of 45 per 
cent. That is a little better than what the committee proposed, 
but it is bad enough. There is a very large number of persons 
engaged in this country in making ready-made clothing: they 
are very poorly res and it is among that class of people that 
has arisen what is known as “the sweating system,” which has 
been a curse to the people of all our large cities. I know that 
it is useless for me or anyone else to seek to get a proper rate 
of duty on ready-made clothing, but I desire to at leastenter my 
pror against these insufficient rates, and to say a word in be- 

alf of the large body of people who are engaged in this indus- 


try. 

Thero has been sent to me, as showing with what we have to 
compete, this suit of clothes [exhibiting „which is an English 
suit of clothes, and the labor in that suit of clothes cost 90 cents. 
That is the labor with which our people in our cities are called 
upon to compete. That suit was sent to me by a member of a 
large clothing house in Boston, which deals in home-made and 
imported clothing. 

I do not know in what part of England this suit of clothing was 
made, but it was made in England, and anyone can see that it is 
very well made clothing. e work, as I have said, cost only 
90 cents on that entire suit. 

Mr. President, that is the sort of labor with which the people 
engaged in our large cities in the manufacture of ready-made 
clothing will have to compete. They are a large number of peo- 
ple; they are ill paid now; and it seems to me that they, of all 
others, should not be subjected to any further competition. If 
the loss falis anywhere, it will fall on them; and they are least 
able to bear it. 

T have no intention of delaying the bill by offering an amend- 
ment, which I know will be voted down; but I at least desire to 
enter my protest against the rate proposed by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
reading of the bill will proceed. : 

The Secretary read as follows: 

285. On cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, oe other outside gar- 
ments for ladies“ and children’s apparel, and goods of similar description 
or used for like purposes, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the 
hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, made up or manufactured 
wholly or in part, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [move to strike out that porsgraph 
and insert what follows it in the bill, printed in small type. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment willbe stated. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to strike out paragraph 285, 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

285. On cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside gar- 
ments for ladies’ and ein a apparo, and goods of similar description or 
used for like purposes, and on t wearing apparel, composed wholly or in 
part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, 
made up or manufactured wholly or in part, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I think that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF- 
FER], and that any Senator, even a free-trade Senator, ought to 
be content with paragraph 284, which cuts plushes and other 
pile fabrics from 118 per cent down to 45 per cent. That, I 
should think, was cut ee 

Mr. McLAURIN. That is very satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


283. On webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, bindings, brai 
cords and tassels, dress . 


e fringes, gimps. 
roideries, head nets, buttons, or barrel buttons, or buttons of other forms, 
for tassels or.ornaments, any of the foregoing which are elastic or nonelas: 


1804. 
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tic, made of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, al or other ani- 
mals, or of which wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, ;goat, alpaca, or 
other animals is a component material, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Kunnen zoparen an . ore 

raph, on e 74, line 2, before the wo per cent, 
pied ont k forty” and insert“ thirty-five.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendmentis with- 
I move to strike out 40 per cent” and insert 50 per 
cent.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 74, line 2, before the words per 
cent,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘forty” and insert fifty,” so 
as to make the rate 50 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

287. Aubusson, Axminster, Moquette, and Chenille carpets, figured or 
plain, carpets woven whole for rooms, and all carpets or carpeting of like 
character or description, and oriental, Berlin, and other similar rugs, 35 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PLATT. I may as well say on this paragraph, as on any 
of these carpet paragraphs, what I wish to say. 

The reduction of the ad valorem rate on carpets is, I think, 
more unjust than any of the reductions which are made in the 
woolen schedule, for the reason that there was in the compensa- 
tory duty, as it is called, some protection to the carpet manu- 
facturers upon certain grades of their carpets. It was more 
than an equivalent for the duty npon wool. For instance, quite 
a number of carpets are made with linen backs, jute backs, and 
cotton backs. In all those branches of carpet manufacture there 
was some protection afforded in the 40 po cent ad valorem duty, 
because the materials were not all wool. 

As to purely woolen goods, the duty on wool has been taken 
off, and the specific or compensatory duty has been taken off. 
That leaves the manufacturer even so far as these two matters 
are concerned. Then, the reduction of the ad valorem is a re- 
duction upon the duty afforded for the protection of the manu- 
facturer. But the Democrats say that the woolen manufacturer 
has free raw materials, or free materials, as we say; that they 
have made wool free. They have done no such thing with the 
carpet manufacturer, unless the manufacturer's carpet is made 
ea wio. If he manufacture a Brussels carpet,and, indeed, 
any of the common carpets, except ingrain, he still has a dut 
upon a portion of the materials, which isequal tothe duty whic 
is givento him upon the manufacture by this bill. Jute yarns 
are 30 per cent, linen yarns are 35 per cent, and cotton yarns 
are 40 per cent. The manufacturer of carpets of those grades 
has to use the linen yarn, the jute yarn, and the cotton yarn. 
On those there are the duties which I have specified. So he 
does not get his materials free; and yet, in addition to that, his 
ad valorem duty has been reduced in this bill. 

Itis unfair treatment, Mr. President, and on this Saturday 
afternoon, when the Senate is so thin, I can not ask for a yea- 
and-nay vote upon amendments which I should like to propose; 
but I wish to say I am not going to gira up this point, and when 
the bill comes into the Senate, we shall see whether some proper 
amendment can not be made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Inline 6, of 
out ‘ thirty-five” and insert“ fifty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 287, line 6, before the words 
15 por cent,” it is proposed to strike out *‘ forty” and insert 
“fifty,” so as to read ‘‘50 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam in favor of this amendment for two 
reasons: First, that the articles enumerated in this paragraph 
are pure luxuries upon which a high revenue duty ought to 
5 I know of no reason why a person who wants to buy 
Oriental rugs, Axminster, or other imported carpets of this 
character, should not pay at least 50 per cent ad valorem upon 
their fore value; and it seems to me there can be no reason 
for this reduction of rates from a revenue standpoint. 

Iam for an increased duty, in the second place, because these 
rates are not adequate. I agree with the Senator from Connec- 
ticut [Mr. PLATT] that the Senate should not allow these low 
rates to stand upon carpets. I regret that L have left at my room 
some memoranda I have, giving in detail the difference in cost 
in manufacturing carpets here and in competing countries; but 
when these items are reached in the Senate Ishall join the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut in trying to impose adeqate protective du- 
ties on the carpets imported that do compete with those made 
in the United States, and in having a high revenue duty upon 
those that do not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH|}. 

The amendment was rejected. 


aph 287, I move to strike 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 


proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: r 

283. Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay veivet carpets, fi r a 
Prt or ext peting of like character or 8 . 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 10, before the words ‘ per cent,” I 
move to strike out thirty-five ” and insert “fifty.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

289. Brussels carpets, figured or plain, 1 carpet carpe 
character or desc pelo, 0 per 9 en ai! mae ce EES 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 12, before the word ‘per 
cent,” I move to strike out thirty“ and insert“ thirty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

290. Velvet and pores A velvet carpets, figured or plain, printed on the 
warp or otherwise, and carpets or carpeting of like character or descrip- 
tion, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould on the preceding paragraph and 
on this and the following paragraph have offered the same 
amendment if I was not certain, from the indications, that these 
different amendments would be voted down in every case. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 12, before the words per 
cent,” I move to strike out ‘‘ thirty ” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five.’ 

Mr. LODGE. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out thirty-five” and inserting “forty.” 

I called attention the day before yesterday, when I spoke in 
regard to the question of wool aad woolens generally, to this 
matter of tapestry carpets. I desire to call attention to it again. 
The letters from which I read, and the petitions which I have 
presented, were from the weavers engaged in the making of 
tapestry carpets. ? 

hey have been suffering from a 10 per cent reduction; they 
are threatened with afurther and inevitable reduction if these 
rates prevail; and they petition the Senate to give them, as 
wage-earners and workers, a proper protection. Some of them 
are men who have worked in the John ropy mills, at Hali- 
fax, England, where they received fromį12 to 18 shillings a week, 
and did not get steady work. The average pay of a weaver in 
the Roxbury mills was about $8 a week, and with labor paid at 
the rate of $8 per week we have to compete with labor paid, at 
the highest rate, of $3 per week. 7 

Mr. President, there can be but one end to that competitionif 
proper protection is not given, and that is a heavy reduction in 
the wages of the operatives. They are the persons who have 
written me, and who have forwarded their petitions. They are 
the makers of tapestry carpets, on which they ask a heavier 
duty than that offered by the bill. It is for that reason, Mr. 
President, that I move this very slight addition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendmentof the Senator from Massachusetts st T, LODGE] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

291. Tapest: 
CCC 
per cent ad valorem. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out thirty“ and 
insert“ thirty-five;” so as to read 35 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. LODGE. I move the same amendment, to make the rate 


40 7 8 cent. 

r. ALDRICH. T hope before this matter is 1 5 — reached 
to be able to show definitely to the Senate the difference be- 
tween the foreign and domestic cost of carpets and the necessity 
for higher rates of duty than those imposed in these para- 

raphs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES}. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

292. Treble ingrain, three-ply. and all chain Venetian carpets, 30 per cent 
ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 23, I move to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;” so as to read: 35 per centad 
valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

293. Wool Dutch and two-ply Ingrain carpets, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 24, after the word “‘ carpets,” 
Imove to strike out twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ thirty ;” so as to 
read: “30 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

201. ts and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, felt carpeting, 
figured or p 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 2, I move to strike out 
“twenty-five ’ and insert thirty;” so as to read: 30 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

5. Carpe. t wool, or cot or sed art ot 
eier, nok specially provided for in this ‘act, W per b a ge. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 6,1 move to strike out 
‘+twenty-five and insert thirty;“ so as to read, 30 per cent 
ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


236. Mats, rugs, screens, covers, h. bed sides, art squares, and other 
portions of ore et pore! made wholly or in part of wool, and not 
for int 


proctelly Soest —.— . „C 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move in line 7 to insert after the 
word ‘‘ rugs” the words for floors;” so as to read: 
Mats, rugs for floors, screens, eto. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


297. The reduction of the rates of duty herein provided for manttfactures 
of wool shall take effect December 2, 1804, and on all rates of duty in the 


woolen schedule, except on carpets, 5 a reduction of 1 per cent 
y. 


p 
a z the ist d 3, and thereafter of 
ambonnt en the ist Gay of July, 1897, 1898, 1999, 1900, respectively. acd 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by striking out lines 15 to 21, inclusive, in the following words: 

p rates of duty in the woolen schedule, exce carpets, th 
Sete EAA ot 22 8 to take 3 — ist rot 
July, 1896, and thereafter of alike amount on the ist day of July, 1897, 1898, .1899, 

1900, respectively. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 13, I move to strike out 
t December 2” and insert Jan 1;” also to strike out the 
word ' ninety-four,“ in line 14, and insert ‘‘ ninety-five,” and to 
strike out the remainder of the paragraph; so as to make it 
read: 

297. The reduction of the rates of — 4 herein provided for manufactures 
of wool shall take effect January 1, $ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
roceed. ' 

£ The Secretary read as follows: 


SCHEDULE L.—SILKS AND SILK GOODS—— 


Mr. LODGE. I desire, before we pass from Schedule K, to 
offer an amendment, to be numbered paragraph 2973. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as paragraph 2974: 


297}. In all cases where the appraiser shall believe that there has been un- 
dervaluation in the invoices of any importations of manufactures of wool 
in this schedule, and where the person importing such manufactures is dis- 
satisfied with the appraised vaiue placed upon such importations by the ap- 

the collector of the port shall be authorized to take such goods, pay- 
8 owner the declared y value and an advance of 5 per cent, and hall 
then order such goods sold for the benefit of the Government in such a man- 
ner as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Ad valorem duties are abandoned by all the 
countries of Europe as far as they possibly can be abandoned. 
They are recognized, I think, by all tariff experts outside of the 
United States as an undesirable form of duty, because they lead 
to vast frauds and bring many goods into the country at a. lower 
rate than they cost, which is an injustice to the home producer 
if he has a protected industry, and is also a severe discrimina- 
tion t the honest importer. 

As I said, they have practically abandoned ad valorem duties 
in the foreign tariffs, except in those instances where they felt 
they could not avoid them. The opposition to them is so strong 
that in the German tariff there is à clause such as I have now 
presented 


Tho object of that clause is to prevent frauds under the ad 


valorem system. It operates in this way: If an appraiser is of 
opinion that the goods presented are undervalued and the im- 
porter objects to his valuation, the collector of the port then has 
the right to take those goods, paying to the importer the in- 
voice price and 5 per cent, and then to sell the goods at auction. 


It is a simple protection of the Government against frauds un- 
der ad valorem duties. 

The ad valorem duties imposed in this schedule make in re- 
ality a much heavier reduction than 2 on the face. A 
dishonest importer has no difficulty in bringing in clothing in- 
voiced at a very low rate, and unless some power is placed some- 
where in the handsof the officers of the Government there isno 
method of putting a check upon that fraud. 

Thisamendment of mine raises no duty. It simply rovides a 
method by which importers shall be forced to make honest re- 
turns of the value of their goods, because if they do not the 
goods will be taken from them at the invoiced price and sold at 
auction. Such a provision, borrowed, as 1 have said, from the 
German tariff, would, I think, very largely check the dangers 
to be apprehended from the ad valorem system. 

Mr. President, I have gone through the reports of the collec- 
tors of the American ports on this matter of ad valorems and 
specifies, and even there, with all the desire that those eminent 
gentlemen have to say “ditto to Mr. Burke,” to agree with the 
Secretary of the Treasury, a large majority are obliged to con- 
fess the specifics are the only proper method of levying duties. 

ĮI will 1 these extracts from the collectors with my re- 
marks. the other bulletins, of which we have thirty or forty, 
the testimony from the home producers is almost overwhelming 
in favor of specifics. There is hardly any opposition to them. 
Therefore, it seems to me that it is entirely consistent and would 
be greatly for the advantage of the revenue to put in some such 
clause as [ have now suggested. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


AD VALOREM. 
COMMITTEER.ON FINANCE, UNITED STATES SENATE, 
January 10, 1801. 

My DEAR SIR: view of proposed tariff legislation the Committee on 
Fimance is desirous of having a full and comprehensive report from you 
concerning the workings of the existing tarif laws in your district. It is, 
therefore, desired— 

First. That you submit your views as to eee or changes 
which you or your ble subordinates eve would insure a better 
administration of the customs laws. 

Second. The views of yourself and your immediate subordinates as to 
whether ad valorem or specific rates of duty are most desirable, and why. 

Very respeeifully, 


: D. W. VOORHEES, Chairman. 


The COLLÆCTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
(L) 
Hovss, NOGAL®S, ARIZ., 
Dran Sim: In reply to E ER e ate 
EAR 2 Tre our e an ues) T- 
tions — ret — 


va workings of the pirat py, ie laws, I wi state 
thatexperience and observation in this district 
the revenue p of the tarif laws will be best accomplished by a reason- 


pron pus on, í 
mask the enormity of exaction, under the guise of specific duties. 
he ii s belag taxed, butts often —— by specit duties eee 
s u c duties. 
These i are indorsed by all the force in our office. The collector hev- 
ing been called away, I write at his request. Hoping for the speedy success 
of tariffreform, Iam, 


Very respectfully, 
2 7 H. M. WOODS, Statistical Clerk. 
Hon. D. W. VOORHEES, 
United 


States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Wilmington, Del., February 2, 1894. 
Ad valorem duty is much easier to collect, because duty can be estimated 


and collected m the sworn I are, mmy judgment, 
safer, as there is no temptation to i tion. i 


Very res ' 
ERIE GEO. L. TOWNSEND, 
— Collector of Customs. 
‘CUSTOM HOUSE, INDIANAPOLIS, IND., 
Surveyor’s Office, February 12, 1893. 
As to the tariff schedules I give it as the opinion of myself and chief dep- 


uty that as a general ad valorem duties are preferable to specific, and 
that in the preparation of schedules compound rates of duties should be en- 
tirely omitted. 

Very respectfully, 


GEO. G. TANNER, 
Surveyor of Customs, 
9.) 
CUSTOM-HOUSE, BRASHEAR, LA., 
Collector's Office, Morgan City, La., February 7, 1894, 
Sin: Tour circular No. 9 is at hand. The importation of merchandise at 
this point is very limited, and the importers reside in New Orleans. 
pinion that an ad valorem duty is most desirable. It places the 


0 
ding of specific and ad valorem, which gives the customs o 

greater work, besides creating appeal upon appeal as to classification of ar- 

— increase the 


= 2 customs revenues, 
respectfully, etc., 

Ay JAS. R. JOLLEY, Collector. 

Hon. D. W. VOORHEES, 


Chairman Finance Committee, United States Senate. 


1894. 
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CUSTOM-HOUSE, GALENA, ILL., SURVEYOR'S OFFICE, 
January 12, 1894. 

Sm: In reply to yours of the 12th ultimo, I have the honor to report as to 
circular 9, as follows: 

I have obtained the ideas of our leading manufacturersand business men, 
and especially of such as are trne and patriotic Democrats, and found them 
unanimous in favor of the Wilson bill. 

Second. They also believe 96 in the ad valorem rates of duty, be- 
cause they consider the same and most honest one. 


Vy re tfully, 
pods CHARLES H. MILLER, 
Surveyor of Customs, 
Hon. D, W, VOORHEES, 
Chairman Finance Committee. 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of St. Paul, Minn., February 10, 1894. 


DEAR SIR: * * As toyour second inguiry, Whether ad valorem orspe- 
cificrates of dutyare the most desirable, am of the o that ad valorem 
rates, notwithstanding occasional undervaluations, are the et Fre most 
equitable, and most desirable. Purely specific rates are fixed and arbitrary, 
resulting in onerous and unreasonable exactions, in many instances amount- 
ing frequently to prohibition. On the other hand, ad valorem rates adjust 
themselves to trade conditions and the rise and fall in the prices of foroi; 
commodities. Specific rates, with few exceptions, are only defensibleon the 
that they protect the Government against frauds upon the revenue 


h undervaluations, : 
aisi 7 ete JOHN ©. GERAGHTY, Collector, 
„W. Voor i 
* Chairman Finance Committes, United States Senate. 


OVSTOM-HOUSE, Sr. LOUIS, MO., 
Burveyor's Office, February 17, 1594, 
* + * * * * * 


It this is done, then to my mind second question, “whether ad va- 
lorem or s rates of du C 


that aa tes of duty are the most desirable. 
Ii the to raise revenue and not protection, and the tions 
ae I havé made with reference to the consul invoice be obser this, in 


t, would operate equitably upon all; all would pay taxes on the 
what they purchase. 
Very respec y, 


R. DALTON, Surveyor of Customs. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Edenton, N. C., February 5, 1894. 


2 kd 0 11 0 * 


Second, Myself and subordinates are convinced that ad valorem duties 
are Ldap bys a 5 And — OC Beir 5 ee e N circum- 
stances no payment of duty except for value received. 
5 N R. K. PENDLETON, 
Collector of Customs. 


CUSTOM-HOTSE, NEWBERN, N. C., 
Collector's Office, February 6, 1894. 

Sr: Inreply to your circnlar letter, No, 9, interrogations concerning 
working of the existing “tarif laws,” I would respectfully state, first, that 
I believe they should be changed. and that the Wilson bill as formed by the 
House of Representatives, including the internal-revenue and income tax, 
meets with general approval of this community; second, I belleve that both 
ad valorem and specitic duties are necessary, but where it is possible the ad 
valorem duty should be applied. 


— Respectfully, 
3 8. H. LANE, Collector of Customs, 
Hon. D. W. VOORHEES, Washington, D. C. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Oswego, N. Y., February 9, 1894. 

Second. It is belisved that ad valorem duties should be levied instead of 
specific. They are more just to the poor consumer. If the poor man 
pays 25 per cent ad valorem duty on 5 yards of Look rapa cloth, worth s per 
yard, used in a suitof clothes for himself, the dutiable increased 
cost to him 18 52.50. Ifthe rich man uses 5 of cloth worth $5 por yard 
the increased dutiable cost to him is 86.20. This is as it should be. The 
consumer should pay in proportion to the value he consumes. 


Yours, very truly, 
d yi W. J. BULGER, Collector. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of New York, February 28, 1894. 
In answer to your second inquiry, I have to say that, in my own opinion, 
ad valorem duties are more desirable than cific rates of duty as a 
rule, There are, of course, instances in which the specific rates would, in my 
ion, be more desirable, but these are exceptional. ` 
can add not! by way of argument in favor of this position to that 
which has already been fully and ably expressed by the honorable Secretary 
of the Treasury in his recent annual report. 


Very respectfully, yours, 
85 ms JAMES T. KILBRETH, Collecior. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Philadelphia, February 14, 1894. 
On the question as to whether ad valorem or specific rates of duty are 
most desirable, I beg to state that ad valorem duties appeal at once to the 
common-sense view of exacting duties and collecting revenue, appearing so 
just and impartial as to require but little examination to gain the approval 
ofmost men. The duties follow the rise or fall of values so AAS and 
sympathetically as to — 7 to leave nothing more to bə desired on the 
: score of equality and just. 

This view, however, loses its practical feature in the face of tests which 
develop frand and undervaluation, dishonest methods of concealing the qual- 
ity of materials used in manufactures, the employment of bribes in some in- 
stances to corrupt public officers, to which may added, what is perhaps 
the greatest objection of alli to ad valorem rates, the tendency to the 
control of the most valuable imports in the hands of foreign man turers 


having agents in this country to whom they consign the ucts of their 
factories at cost of production, or emis toe m which has béen 
carried to such an extent as to force a large number of merchants in our 
chief commercial cities out of the importing business, compelling them 
buy their goods from such agents who are enabled by the ad valorem syste! 
to sell the goods, duty paid here, at lower prices than an importer could buy 
them at the foreign point of manufacture. 

It is therefore apparent that the ad valorem rate in such instances, while 
a to be most just and equitable, is practically the one best adapted 


to injure the revenue. ; r 
THOS. V. COOPER, Collector. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE. PETERSBURG, VA., 
Collector's Office, February 6, 1894. 

Sır: Your circular reached me a few days ago: 

Since the tariff legislation has been under cussion my attention has 
been particularly drawn to the question of specific and valorem rates, 
and as you invite expression of opinion and reasons therefor, I have no hes- 
itation in saying that ad valorem taxation seems to me far preferable to 
specific rates; and big A 

Take for example: One of our wealthiest citizens might desire to buy a 
peana piano, at a cost of 8 from one of the great manufactur: estab- 

shments of Germany. He has the right, unquestionably, to indulge his 
preference, and, being amply able to pay his way, why not uire him to 
pay a duty according to the valueof the instrument? Should the duty be 20 
per cent on valus, the Government would realize the sum of 8600, Then su) 

ose a less-favored citizen, wishing to be fashionable, should also decide to 
port a plano, the cost of which might be 3500. At 20 per cent ad valorem 
he would pay $120 duty. Then suppose the tax to bea 
instrument; the Government would only realize $200 for 
with small means would be required to pay as high 
wealthy neighbor. This example would, it seems to me, be appl. 
majority of instances. . 


T. J. JARRATT, 
Collector of Customs, Port of Petersburg, Va. 
Hon, D. W. VOORHEES. 
United States Senate. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Nantucket, Mass., February 5, 1894. 
Specific duties here are well enough, thongh I am a believer in most cases 
of ad 8 hore — 
faa. 4 JOSEPH W. CLAPP, 
Collector of Customs. 


SPECIFIC. 


OFFICE or THE COLLECTOR or CUSTOMS, 
Port of San Diego, Cal., February 10, 1894. 
In reply to second inquiry, I am of the opinion that specificrates are most 
desir Because (1) they are most uniform in their application; (2) they 
make fraudulent undervaluation impossible; (3) they are the most easily 
assessed and collected; (4) they are the most simple. 
JOHN R. BERRY, Collector, 


- 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of New Haven, Cona., February 8, 1801. 

Second. As to whether ad valorem or specific rates of duty are most de- 
sirable, and why?" 

In y to this I would say that, so far as importations at the compara- 
tively small and unimportant ports of entry are concerned, in my opinion 
Specific rates of duty are ferable, for the simple reason that in the smaller 
towns and cities it is cult in many cases to determine the values of im- 
ported goods. In the 7 cous expert appraisers san merchants familiar 

ore: 


— 


with the market 
dervaluations. aces, where 
the custom-house official appraiser is seldom familiar even with the kinds 
and qualities of imported goods, much less with foreign market values. 
There is thus ample opportunity for undervaluation to pass undetected, 
es ally in invoices to established houses whose reputations have been 
ected to no suspicion, but which may passively accept undervaluations 
the condoning thought that “it is done everywhere and we must sub- 
mit to it or cease business.” I know of no other or stronger reason why, in 
a places of lesser importance, specific duties are preferable to ad va- 


Very respectfully, 
sad J. RICE WINCHELL, Collector. 


OFFICES OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Tampa, Fla., February 6, 1894. 
Second. Our ai papae here clearly indicates the specific rate of duty as 
preferable. Wh Ican only say that it is not always penon to have 
an expert appraiser at every port capable of detec a false valuation, but 
there are none who are unable to read the on a scale or beam. 
E. R. GUNBY, Collector, 


CUSTOM-HOUSE, BALTIMORE, MD., 
Collector's Office, February 8, 1894. 
Specific rates are simple and far more easily collected. They afford less 
chance for fraud, where suscep‘¥ble of Impasucement wei bh and gauge. 
Values are more readily ascertained, and rates less dimo tof a 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of New Orleans, February 12, 1894. 
The examiners concur in the opinion that specific duties generally are 
more desirable than ad valorem duties, stating that the possibilities ot 
fraud are much greater and the detection thereof much more difficult. 
THEO. S. WILKINSON, Collector. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE, GLOUCESTER, MASS., 
Collectors Office, February 13, 1894. 


Sin: In answer to your circular letter of the 10th ultimo (No. 9) re 
district, I would say 


DEAR 
garding the workings of existing tariff laws in this 
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that, in my opinion, a s, 


cific duty on salt and fish, the two principal arti- 
cles of importation at 


rt, is preferable to an ad valorem 
po p 


duty. 

M A. PEW, Collector. 

Hon. DANIEL W. VOORHEES, 
Chairman Committes on Finance, Washington. D. C. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Port of New Bedford, Mass., February 8, 1894. 
The specific rates of duty seem to be the most desirable where practicable. 

as it does away with questions of fictitious or fraudulent invoice values å; 
obtaining more nearly the exact duty without a delay on the part ot the Im- 
porter in custom-house liquidations. 
Respectfully, yours, : 
JAMES TAYLOR, Collector. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Hilsworth, Me., February 10, 1894. 


In answer to question second and in reply would state that specific rates 
of duty are most desirable. An ad valorem duty gives an importer too much 
chance to defraud the Government by invoicing the goods much below the 
value of them. 

Respectfully, 
JOHN D. HOPKINS, Collector. 


OFFICE OF COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Eastport, Me., February 9, 1894, 
Such experience as I have had leads me to fer specific rates as involy- 
ing less time and expense of inspection appraisal and also avoiding the very 
frequent efforts at undervaluatſon, and, within the limits of my own obser- 
vation. I think the honest importer suffers less from inequalities under the 
specitic than under the ad valorem rates. : 
espectiully ours, . 
275 GEO. A. CURRAN, Collector. 
3 EY 
7 OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
7 Port of Detroit, Mich., February 20, 1894. 


My idea is that itis impossible to have a wholly specific tariff; but, where 
speeificsystem has much to recommend it. For instance, 
is ble to arrive exactly at the amount of duty to be collected, as 
: or 5 ean be estimated exactly, and questions of classification, 
causing delay by protests and sometimes expensive suits, do not arise. 
JNO, B. NY, Collector, 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Duluth, Winn., February 7, 1891. 
hit ew "as to whether ad valorem or specific rates of 
ble,“ I to state that in every instance known to me 
TORO gm rates are le they are preferable to ad valorem rates. 
yy) use $i Because the specific system diminishes the possibility of defraud- 
ing revenue by undervaluation. 1 


G. F. 
OFFICE OF ru SURVEYOR oF CUSTOMS, 
Port of St. Joseph, Mo., February 6, 1894. 
In many instances the duty ought to be specific, as it prevents undervalu- 


The second 
duty are most 
0 


ations, Tin plate, dress x cottons, etc. Specific and ad valorem duties 
both are subject to objec ons. Y 
Respectfully, = :- 


JAMES LIMBIRD, 
Surveyor of Customs. 

Orion OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Fort Fort Benton, Mont., February 9, 1894. 


So far as the district is concerned if makes no difference whether an ad 
valorem or 1 5 i ee However, the latter. in my judg- 
ment, would be preferable, as amount of duty is more easily determined 
than where valuations must be determined. 

DAVID G. BROWNE, ` 
Collector. 


OFFICE OF THE SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Omaha, Nebr., February 5, 1894. 
Second. (1)—I hold to specific duties, whenever practicable, because I be- 
lieve the Government loses less through fraud, and would be saved much 
costly litigation. There could also bea saving in cost of expert service in 
valuation. (2)—It is practically impossible, at many interior ports, to 
intelligently upon values where a great variety of merchandise is handled. 
It is, therefore, possible for importations to be undervalued without detec- 
tion, whereas specific duties invite computation which can not fail of being 


accurate. 
W. H. mna eh tog 
Surveyor, Omaha, Nebr. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, ` 
Port of Pembina, N. Dak., February 21, 1894. 

Second. As to whether ad valorem or specific rates of duty are most de- 
sirable, and why? 

I have the honor to state that the experience of this office has been thatin 
the interest of the vention of fraud upon the revenue, 8s ific rates of 
—— Dregs cases where such rates are practicable, are decidedly the most 

esirable, 

The most fruitful source of frauds upon the revenue from customs would 
seem to be a persistent system of undervaluation by means of fraudulent 
invoices. It is true that ail foreign invoices of importations, valued at 8100 
or more, must be accompanied by consular certificates, ostensibly certify- 
ing to the foreign market value of the goods; but this uſrement is, ina 
great many cases, rendered valueless by collusion between the foreign vender 
and the American vendee, whereby one set of invoices (undervalued) is tur- 
nished to the United States consul for customs purposes and another cor- 


rect set furnished the importer. 
N. E. NELSON, Collector of Customs. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Suspension Bridge, N. Y., February 13, 1894. 
Second. As to my views, and my immediate subordinates, as to whether 
ad valorem or specific rates of duty are most desirable, and why? 


Iam entirely clear in my own d, after considerable experience, that 
specific duties on nearly all the m ndisé imported at this port 1 
rts along the Canadian frontier are most desirable, for the reason that 
hey obviate the opportunities for fraud and undervaluation, and render 
more economical the collection of the revenue. 
Itis not djfficult to ascertain the number of bushels of beans, peas, barley, 
potatoes, apples, etc., or the tons of bran or hay, pounds of butter or ch h 
number of lambs, sheep, horses, or cattle, but very difficult to ascertain the 
actyal market value of these products in the prinsipal markéts of Canada, 
and will be so as long as human nature remains as it is. 
My experience has taught me that many importers will invoice below 
actualvalue to escape pa; — ate proper duties; that diferent shippers 
ve different values, and different appraisers or collectors will come to dif- 
erent conclusions as to values, so that rates are hot the same at the differ- 
ent ports on this frontier. 
JAMES LOW, Collector. 


OFFICE OF COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Rochester, N. Y., February 5, 1894. 


Second. In my opinion specific rates of dut; ve less opportunity for 
fraud upon the revenues than ad valorem rates. Tus ts, Kerle heey ion 
of most of the Treasury oficials. 
Respectfully, yours, 
HENRY HEBING, Collector. 


OFFICE OF COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Port of Og burg, N. Y., February, 7, 1894. 

Fifth. That specific duties are most desirable in every case where it is pos- 
sible to levy them, for the reason (1) that it always be ee e 10 a 
33 how much there is of animportation, whether the dyty be so much 
per yard, pound, bushel, ton, or other unit of quahtity m: no differ- 
ence, the amount being in each instance easily calculated; (2) that it 
most an impossibility for an 8 to know how much another 
paid for aay article which he Wanted—for instance, the market value 
article might be a certain amount and a person 1 7 1 to it, and 
order to get bod pay much more than the market valub and yet enter it fi 
that, the appraiser being ee to detect the fraud; (3) in e wh 
the whole product of a mill is purchased „ot ber, for ins 
the United States it 


certain price, when it comes to be shi 
and qualities ch: d so much that almost an impossibjlit 
fraud to be detected; (4) flugtuations in the Market value are 


oa 
soe 
ring, and a value correct one week may be en wrong the t, and t 
appraisers not be able to ascertain the. trus the. z With 2 Phi $ 
ey may go up or down and the Government get all its dues. 
Such are some of the reasons which haye come. er oheexvations 
Sorta 4 service at this port since April 1, 1867, y duties sho be spe- 
cific, € 
Respectfully, yours, 
FRANK JOHNSON, Deputy Collector. 


OFFICE OF THE OTOR OF MS, 
Port of To , Ohio, Feb. 5, 1894. 
Second. The impor 


tations through this office-have been Limited as 
variety, but in such lines as have been brought to dur attention there 
arguments to offer in favor of both ad valorem and specific rates of duty. 
Our chief importations are tin (specific), crockery (ad valorem), and bicycle 
fittings (both specific and ad valorem). We believe there is force in the 
ecient that an ad valorem duty offers opportunities for Underspiuats F 
and henceof defrauding the Government, that under a specific raté of duty 
does not obtain, at least to the same extent. 
D. R. AUSTIN, Cotlector of Customs. 


OFFICH OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Sandusky, Ohio, February 3, 1894. 
Second. Iam most decidedly in favor 8 duties, as I believe that 
the adoption of an ad valorem system wo be an incentive to dishonést 
foreign producers and dealers, at the instance of importers who are equ: 
dishonest, to undervalue their commodities in invoices in order to evade 
the payment of duties in full. The adoption of ad valorém duties, would, in 
my opinion, inaugurate a system of speculation by importers, upon the 
judgment of appraisers, and open the way to frauds innumerable by which 
the revenue would suffer great losses. Specific duties, wisely soui; 80 
as not to be burdensome, are, in my opinion, far preferable t valore 
duties, as they offer no incentive to dishonesty, and the Gov: ent runs 
risk of loss of revenue by undervaluation or errors of Judgment on the part 
of appraisers who are not absolutely experts in determining the values 
the vastly differing commodities upon which it is their duty to fix — 
tions as to duty. 
Very respectfully, 
T. PITT COOKE, Collector. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
3 Corpus Christie, Tex., February 27, 1894. 
The brief experience that I have had in this office inclines me to the beliet 
that ad valorem rates of duty are more desirable than specific rates. The 
great objection to specific rates is that they are inequitable. All articles in 
the same class are not of the same quality and value. The importer pur- 
chases in the foreign market to meet the demands of all classes of con- 


sumers at home. 
FRANK B. EARNEST; Collector. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Laredo, Tex., February 10, 1894. 
First. As to ad valorem and specific rates of duty, it seems that specifia 
rates are desirable in many cases, because of the inclination to undervalue 
commodities and opportunities of importers to take advantage of the lack 
of the necessary information of customs officers. 
F. E. THOMPSON, 


Deputy Collector. - 


CUSTOM-HOUSE, FEN ANDINA, FLA., 
z Collector's Office; February 5, 1894. 
My sagen opinion as to rates is that 2 rates ot duty are the most 
desirable—based largely on the facilities for false valuation allowed by an 
ad valorem system. 
Respectfully, 
JAMES A. PINE, Collector of Customs 


1894, 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Cape Vincent, N. Y., February 5, 1894. 


lam positive in the opinion that specific rates of duty are far ferable, 
where practicable; and this opinion is concurred in by my special deputy, 
who has had over twenty-five years’ experience in the customs service. 

In this district duties, s o, can and have been collected at a less ex- 
pense than ad valorem. y cases of undervaluation have been detected, 
while undoubtedly many have escaped detection, with a consequent loss of 
revenue. It often becomes necessary to send officers to Canada to ascertain 
in regard to values, which expense is avoided where specific rates prevail. 


ull 
Very respectfully, G. H. SMITH, Collector. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE, CATRO, ILL., 
Surveyor's Office, February 5, 1894. 

As regards the second query, I beg to say that, in my opinion, if a duty is 
to be imposed on foreign goods for revenue only, a specific duty is by far the 
more desirable. It would be more easily assessed, easier of comprehension 
by the average i gee and therefore more favorable to commerce. It 
would, I think, be less exposed to misrepresentation, undervaluation, and 
fraud. 

The markets of foreign countries would fluctuateso that the importer who 
made an honest valuation of his goods could never more than approxi- 
mately tell what duty he would be expected to pay next year or even next 
month. Nor could the customs oficer do more t guess what the revenue 
would be from an estimated quantity of goods to be imported. An ad valo- 
rem duty would render it possible forim 8 control dutiable 
values, and thus control the amount of duty paid on the merchandise, even 
if their invoices show the actual price paid for it. I would, therefore, re- 
spectfully say that, in my opinion, the rate of duty should be made spe- 
elfic instead of ad valorem so far as the nature of the merchandise will ad- 
mit. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
n JOHN F. RECTOR, 

Surveyor of Customs. 


OFFICE OF THE SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Wheeling, W. Fa., February 6, 1834. 


As to whether ad valorem or specific duties are more desirable, I think 
there is no doubt that specific duties are far more desirable, because in case 
of dispute or protest the rates can be adjusted on this side, while the ad va- 
lorem system offers too great facilities for dishonest shippers to commit 
fraud, Over which we have comparatively no control. 

JOSEPE A. FARIS, 
Surveyor of Customs. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LODGE]. : 
The amendment was rejected. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


298. Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk, and not 
further advanced or manufactured than carded or combed silk, 25 cents r 
und. Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, tram, organzine, 
sewing silk, twist, floss, and silk threads or yarns of every description, ex- 
cept spun silk, 20 per cent ad valorem. Spun silkin skeins, cops, warps, or 
on beams, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph- 
on page 75, line 25, after the word ‘‘silk,” by striking out 
25 cents per pound” and inserting 20 per cent ad valorem;” 
on page 76, line 3, after the word “description,” by striking 
out except spun silk, 20 per cent ad valorem,” and inserting 
“and;” and in line 5, after the word“ beams,” by striking out 
“twenty,” and inserting '‘ twenty-five;” so as to make the par 


agraph read: 
298. Silk partialy manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk, and not 
further advanced Or manufactured than carded or combed silk, 20 per cent 


ad valorem. Thrown silk, notmore advanced than singles, tram, organzine, 
sewing silk, twist, floss, and silk threads or yarns of every description, and 
spun silk in skeins, cops, Warps, or on beams, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Upon this paragraph there will be a con- 
test. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that the para- 
graph be passed over until Monday for consideration, and that 
the other pore ove of the schedule, which will not give rise 
to any considerable discussion, be read to-night, and that we 
shall then take an adjournment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We will agree to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HALE and others. Agreed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 
Earagraph 298 will be passed over and paragraph 299 will be 
re 


ad. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
209. Velvets, plushes, chenilles, or other pile fabrics, 45 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 7, Imove to strike out 
forty-five” and insert ‘‘fifty:’ so as to read, 50 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I had supposed that silk and 
manufactures of silk, silk goods, were a proper object for the 
levying of high duties. If I am not mistaken, both parties in 
this Chamber during the last ten years haveadvocated a system 
of customs taxation by which h duties should be levied upon 
articles of luxury. That certainly has been the doctrine of the 
Democratic party. I had supposed that silks and the products 
of silk, silk goods, were articles of luxury. 

I had an impression that silks are worn by the wives and 
daughters of wealthy men, men who are amply able to pay the 


the McKinley law as it has been for me to ask that a duty be re- 
tained on wool and lumber, and that the industries of my own 
State shall be protected. 

I hold in my handalittle pamphlet entitled Facts Referring to 
the Silk Industry of America, from which I quote briefly: 

The growth of the silk industry in this country for the past thirty years 
has been steady and healthy, so that now more than half, probably two- 
thirds, of the silk goods consumed here are made in the United States, and 
are sold cheaper than corresponding goods of foreign manufacture. 

The growth of this industry has been only possible under the duties which 
have been imposed on imported silks, and its further progress depends upon 
maintaining them. 

Here is an opportunity to tax the rich. Here is an opportu- 
nity to tax articles of luxury. Here is an opportunity to raise 
the necessary revenues by taxation upon the rich in order that 
the poor may be relieved, and at the same time give such inci- 
dental protection to this industry as to contimue its growth. 
This pamphlet states that more than one-half, probably two- 
thirds, of the silk goods consumed here are made in the United 
States. Why should we not make them all, or at least if the 
rich people of the United States are determined to import for- 
eign silks, either because they are foreign silks or because they 
sup them better than domestic silks, why not make them 
pay for that indulgence? . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It has been suggested that we pass 
over paragraph 299, and I ask unanimous consent that that be 
done. Let it go over with the preceding paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the next paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

300. Web 0 ; „ b ltings, bin: . 
loons, Nin geen cons, Bad tassels, ang of toe foregoing wien ATO @lastis oF 
nonelastic, buttons and ornaments made of silk, or of which silk is the com- 
ponent material of chief value, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 12, after the word “value,” 
I move to strike out ‘‘forty” and insert “forty-five,” so as to 
read 45 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas by striking out “forty-five” and insert- 
ing “ fifty,” so as to read 50 per cent ad valorem.” 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on e 
to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

501. Laces and articles made wholly or in part of lacs, and embroideries, 
including articles or fabrics embroidered by hand or machinery, handker- 
chiefs, neck ruffilings and ruchings, clothing ready made, and articles of 
wearing apparel of every description, including knit goods made up or man- 
ufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, com- 
shee of silk, or of which silk is the component material of chief value, and 

aded silk goods, not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent ad yalo- 
rem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
on page 76, line 22, after the word “act,” by striking out “ fifty“ 
and inserting ‘‘ forty-five.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendment is with- 
drawn. I move, in line 17, to add the words ‘veils and veil- 
ings” after the word ‘‘ruchings,” so as to read: 

Handk iefs, k rumi: and ruc vel 
ready 1 5 of Weng . e tare 

The mendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 22, after the word ‘ act,” I move to 
strike out fifty“ and insert ‘‘sixty;” so as to read 60 per cent 
ad valorem.” / 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read t he next paragraph, as follows: 

392. All manufactures of silk, or of which silk is the component material 
of chief valua, 3 those having India rubber as a component mate- 
rial, not specially provided for in this act, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 2, page 77, after the word “act,” I 
move to strike out “ forty-five ” and insert ‘‘ fifty; so as to read 
50 per cent ad valorem.” A 

The amendment was rejected. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
SCHEDULE M.—PULP, PAPERS, AND BOOKS, 


Mr. HARRIS. Itis now six minutes of 5 on Saturday even- 

ing. In view of various requests made by Senators, I move that 
the Senate adjourn. 7 

Mr. VILAS. Will not the Senator from Tennessee withdraw 
that motion and move to proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 5 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. Afterseven minutes tin 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
133 p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 18, 
1894, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 16,1894. 
CONSUL. 


John H. Miller, of Kentucky,to be consul of the Dnited States 
at Port Stanley, Falkland Islands. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical department. 

Maj. John 8. 

Capt. William R. 

Capt. George H. Torney, assistant surge 

Lieut. Col. Joseph P. Wright, deputy surgeon-general, to be 


assistant 
85 85 ‘Alfred A. Woodhull, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-gen- 
eral. 


Oavralry arm. 
Second Lieut, Nathaniel F. McClure, Fourth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant. 
è Infantry arm. 


First Lieut. John J. Crittenden, Twenty-second Infantry, to 
be captain. 
First Lieut. William T. Wood, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
captain. 

Bowed Lieut. Thomas G. Hanson, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. : 

Second Lieut. Herman Hall, Fourth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant. 

Second Lieut. William Weigel, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. John C. Gregg, Sixteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

First Lieut. William P. Evans, Nineteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain. 

First Lieut. Robert J. C. Irvine, Eleventh Infantry, to be cap- 


j Artillery arm. 
Second Lieut. Charles C. Gallup, Fifth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Charles M. Topping, to be postmaster at Fenton, in the county 
of Genesee and State of Michigan. 
Charles E. Thomas, to be postmaster at Battle Creek, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Michigan. : 
A. E. Blakeslee, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 
John H. Tower, to bs postmaster at Sutton, in the county of 
Clay and State of Nebraska. 
Frank E. Fritcher, to be tmaster at Nashua, in the county 
of Chickasaw and State of Iowa. 
John T. French, to be postmaster at Hammonton, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey. 
Ralph F. Krieger, to be postmaster at Weehawken, in the 
county of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 
Henry Schneider, to be 1 at West Hoboken, in the 
the county of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 
John S. Smith, to be ter at Osceola, in the county of 
a te Picken t be pas t Harrodsburg, in th 
ps, postmaster a e 
county of Mercer and State of Kentucky. * 
Henderson S. Martin, to be postmaster at Marion, in the 
county of Marion and State of Kansas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, June 16, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Rev. WILLIAM 
H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER- Tf there be no objection the Journal will he 
approved. > 

Mr. REED. Iobject for a moment, Mr. Speaker. I do not 
observe that any mention is made inthe Journal of the question 
3 which was raised by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. There was no action taken by the House 
upon the matter. It was a personal e tion. 

Mr. REED. It was part of the proceedings of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It was not necessary to incorporate it in the 
Journal. It is not customary, the Chair thinks, to include 
matters in the Journal. It was a matter of debate, a personal 


5 
. REED. I have not examined the matter, but it was cer- 


tainly a of the proceedings of the House, and I do not see 
Ar ould „ than any other proceeding. 
The RECORD reads: 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a matter of personal 
Privilege 

The SPEAKER. That is not correct. : 

Mr. REED. Whereupon Mr. RICHARDSON proceeded with 
his statement. 

The SPEAKER. That which the gentleman has read is in- 


correct. 
Mr.REED. Well, on thatI think opinions perhaps will differ, 
The SPEAKER. What is the suggestion of the gentleman as 
to the Journal? 
Mr. REED. n is that there should be some state- 
t 


ment in the Journal t the ‘gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
rg poe arose on a question of privilege dressed 


House. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly there can be no such statement 

as that, because that is not the fact. 

ane mere But here is the RECORD which states that that 
‘act. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee himself will 
state that it is not the fact. ‘The Chair has knowledge that it 
is not the fact. ‘ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will say this, Mr. Speaker, 
when I prepared my remarks I expected to address myself to a 
matter of privilege,and the first sentence in the typewritten 
speech which I prepared makes that statement, but by inad- 
vertence on m; anes I was prevented from 80; in other 
words, the sss rule rted from the Co tee on Rules 
was presented before I had an opportunity to take the floor ane 
u that rule, or resolution rted, there was a demand for 
the yeas and nays, and a yea-and-nay vote was taken. 

hile the yea-and-nay vote was g taken, L went to the 
e knowing full well that under former rulings of the 
C I was not entitled to the floor upon a matter of privilege 
and asked to be recognized to ask permission to make a state- 
ment by unanimous consent, and was informed that I would be 
l for that p Immediately after the closing of 
the yea-and-nay vote I arose and addressed the Chair and asked 
permission to make a statement by unanimous consent on a 
matter which I thought would ordinarily be privileged, dr words 
to that effect. That is about the statement I made. I looked 
over the House toascertain whether I could have order, and as 
soon as order was restored I began my statement. I understood 
that I was proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, this situation would not be com- 
plete unless it is presented fully to the House. On page 7510 of 
the RECORD the following colloquy is reported by the official 
reporters, and I do not see any note here to indicate that there 
is any doubt about this: 


Mr. REED. A parliamentary inquiry. Was this proceeding had by unani- 
mous consent of the House? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asked consent to make a personal explana- 


on. 

Mr. REED, Asked consent? Was unanimous consent asked? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asked consent. 

Mr. REED. Was that put to the House? 

The SPEAKER. Of course that Was putto the House. Why does the gen- 
tileman ask the question? 

Mr. REED. Becanse I did not hear it. 
SPrEeaker. If the gentleman had 
heard it. 

That, whether intended or not, contains a suggestion that I 
was not present at the time. The Speaker then proceeded to 
Bay: ; 

Under the order adopted the House will resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will please take the chair. 


‘been here he would probably have 


1894. 
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Meantime, I had asked some of my hbors whether my 
recoll n was correct or not, and, finding it confirmed, I made 
this remark: 


Mr. REED. I am informed that it was not put to the House. 
The SPRAKER. The House will resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House Òh the state of the Union, and the gentleman from Massachusetts 


Will také the chair. 

I at once went to the orterand got his notes of the trans- 
action, just as he had them down, because I wanted to 
know whether my recollection was accurate or not. It had 
meantime been fortified by.the recollection of all the gentle- 
men I knew who had noticed the transaction, which recollec- 
tion I think I may state agrees with the Reporter’s notes. Iwill 
read the reporter’s notes: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, Iriseto a matter ot persona 
privilege— 

Not a personal explanation, you will see, but a matter of per- 
sonal privilege, which was precisely what it was in parliamen- 
tary language. 


PEAKER. The House will be in order. The gentleman from Tennes- 
: TTT toa quession of personal privi- 
as ‘RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, for nearly ten years I have 
been a member of this House— 

And so on. 

According to the Reporter's notes there was no question put to 
the House; according to the Reporter’snotes there was no request 
for unanimous consent; according to the Reporter’s notes there 
was no request to make a personal e ; but, on the con- 
trary, the gentleman rose toa of personal privilege; 
and there was no question put to the House whatever. Now, 
there is an inaccuracy here somewhere. The Reporters have 
added this note, or somebody has: 


The foregoing is as understood bythe Reporter. For inciéental cor- 
FCC folowing the conclusion of Mr. RICH- 
AEDSON'S 


The SPEAKER. The Chair ought to state 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Before the gentleman 
from Maine concludes, if the Chair will indulge me, I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Maine whether he was in his 
seat or heard what occurred when I did rise? 

Mr. REED. I did. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. My distinct recollection 
is that I addressed myself to the Chair, and asked consent to 
make a parsoni: explanation. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman will have to make another 
one before he gets h with this. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman be 
kind enough to inform me to what he refers in order that I may 
begin to eres. for that explanation? 
Mr. REED. I think that the present proceedings have indi- 
cated it already. I mean by that, frankly, that I think the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee is mistaken in supposing that he asked 
unanimous consent, I think he is mistaken. I think he may 
possibly—for I am desirous of being entirely courteous to the 

ntleman—I think it is ible that he may have had such an 
intention. If he says so, Ishall not be inclined to disbelieve it. 
But the action that took place before the House wassoplain and 
simple—the House will remember the transaction, and will re- 
member the language which I have read, and will see at once 
that I am somewhat concerned (although it is a very small mat- 
ter) in believing the actual truth presented in the RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, only a word 
or twoinreply. I do not usually put my recollection against 
the recollection of other gentlemen. But I knew I had to make 
my remarks as a personal explanation, not to present a matter 
of privilege. As I have said, my remarks were typewritten. 
The first sentence in my remarks was “I rise to a question of 
personal privilege.” But that is omitted from the printed 
statement, because I did not use that „knowing I was 
not addressing myself to, or had not obtained the floor on, a mat- 
ter of personal privilege. I am further sustained in my recol- 
lection by reason of the fact that when I went to the Speaker 
and asked him to me to make a personal explanation, 
I knew I could not in the condition of at that time, by 
reason of the special rule under which we were acting, rise toa 
question of p lege; and therefore I knew I must make it a 

nal explanation.” And that is what I intended to make. 

am further su d in my recollection by at least one gen- 
tleman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ], now sitting 
within a few feet of me, and who was sitting there yesterday 
when I rose, and who says that I did say that I rose on a matter 


of 588 e ation. ‘ 

Mr, HOLMAN (to Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). You 
that statement; 88 heard that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] states that he so understood me. 


Mr. HOLMAN. My attention was called to the matter from 
the fact that I desired to correct the RECÒRD; and the gentle- 
man was standing by me at the moment before he went to 


seat. 

Mr. LANE. I was sitting right here; and I heard the gentle- 
man make the distinct statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I knew that was what I 
was obliged to do and that is what I tried to do. That is the 
explanation I make. 

Mr. REED. It will be perceived—and I call the attention of 
the gentleman from Tennessee to this—that this is not simply 
astatement made by the gentleman from Tennessee and taken 
down by the reporter, a part of his notes, I riseto a mat- 
ter of personal privilege,” but the Speaker repeats, ‘‘ The House 
will be inorder. The gentleman from Tennessee states that he 
risesto a question of personal privilege.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is undoubtedly true; 
but the gentleman from Maine well knows that that is the ordi- 
nary form when a gentleman rises to a matter such as I had in 
hand enen, and the reporter being so familiar with the 
usual form, might have put it that way. I do not say it oc- 
curred that way. I simply state what my recollection was; and 
I find that recollection by the 1 from Illi- 
nois [Mr. LANE] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], 
who were very near me. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARKE] now repeats the statement; and the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. CaTCHINGS], and perhaps other gentlemen near 
me also sustain it. s 

Mr. REED. Do you now claim that it was submitted to fhe 
House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In this way: I do notun- 
dertake to say that the Speaker said, The gentleman asks unan- 
imous consent, etc.; is there objection?” which would have been 
the formal way if he had adhered strictly to the rule; but the 
gentleman knows that three times out of five, if a gentleman on 
this floor desires to object to a request for unanimous consent he 
objects, and the S er takes note of the fact; but when he 
pauses and waits for objection, as I did, and there was no objec- 
tion, because I would not have proceeded if there had been any 
objection, it is assumed there is no objection, and the gentleman 


proceeds. 

Mr. REED. But I desire to refresh the mind of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee by this recital: 

Mr. REED. Was that put to the House? 


The SPEAKER. Of course that was put to the House. Why does the gen- 
tieman ask the question? 

After having his mind refreshed by that, does he think that 
it was put to the House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am noton the floor to 
answer that question. I do not think that is material; but I 
would ask the gentleman, without getting into any controversy 
with him 0 

Mr. REED. It seems material to accuracy. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Without getting into any 
controversy, when it ee D7 De Chair, yesterday, that 
the geutleman was not on the floor, the gentleman from Naine 
did not reply that he was on the floor. 

Mr. REED. The time was somewhat limited. The Chair 
seemed to be desirous of closing the incident. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it proper that he should 
make pome dines about this matter. z 

Ordinarily the Reporters are very accurate, and as we all 
know, they sometimes make 3 It 18 n⁰ me it Sk Artes. 
for gentlemen to rise and correct the RECORD as tô statements 
alleged to have been made by them, but not made by them. 
And that is not remarkable when you consider the size of this 
pea and = confusion usually incident to the transaction of 

in it. 

If there were no incident connected with this matter, except 
that which ordinaril bi as place in the House, to have fixed t 
recollection of the „the Chair would be inclihed to accept, 
as he always has been inclined to accept, the notes of the Re" 

rters. t in this matter there was q circumstance w 

ed and fixes the recollection of the Chair. . 

The gentleman from Tennessee F rep N! came to 
the Chair 8 the considera th e from the 
Committee on Rules, and stated that he å reply $0 ® 
matter which had a F hing- 
ton, But,“ he said, At will o og t.” In- 


asmuch as the order w. Was then beto. — 
that y upon its Toe the House should resolve 
itself into the ttee of the le to consider a given bill, 


it would require unanimous consent to interrupt that automatic 
action 8 by the order, and the Chair said to the gentle- 
man, “It will require unanimous consent to do this.” 

The gentleman from Tennessee, after the order was eho ees 
in the eye and ear of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN], rose and asked unanimous consent to make a personal 
explanation, or to refer to a personal matter, and the Chair 
stated, after rapping for order and asking for order, If there 
be no objection, the gentleman from Tennessee will be permit- 
ted to make his personal explanation.” That was an invitation 
to any gentleman to object who desired to object. That was 
submitting the matter to the House. 

The gentleman asking unanimous consent to make the ex- 
planation, the Chair said: “If there be no objection, the gen- 
tleman will be permitted to make the explanation.” The gen- 
tleman took the floor. He made his explanation. No one ob- 
jected. After the gentleman had finished his explanation, after 
the matter had passed, as it were, from the consideration of the 
House, when there was nothing before the House for action, 
the gentleman from Maine arose and asked how it was the 
gentleman from Tennessee obtained the right; or to quote his 
own language as reported: 

Mr. REED. A 8 inquiry. Was this proceeding had by unani- 
mous consent of the House? 

Now, that was after the proceeding was over. It was at a stage 
when the gentleman from Maine, whether it was had by consent 
of the House or without the consent of the House, could take no 
action relating to the explanation. After the transaction was 
completed the gentleman from Maine asked: 

Was this proceeding had by unanimous consent of the House? 

The Speaker replied: 

The gentleman asked unanimous consent to make a personal explanation. 

The Speaker made that reply because he had a distinct recol- 
lection, | Brenn the incident just indicated, that he did make the 
request. Quoting further: 

Mr. KEED. Asked consent? Was unanimous consent asked? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asked consent, 

Mr. REED. Was that put to the House? 

The SPEAKER. Ofcourse that was put to the House— 

And the Speaker reiterates now that it was put to the House 
by the Speaker stating, The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent to make an explanation, and in the absence of objection the 
gentleman will be permitted to make his explanation.” 

Then the Chair said: 

Of course that was put to the House. Why does the gentleman ask the 
question? 

The Chair asked why the gentleman propounded the question, 
because there seemed to be nothing practical, no practical re- 
sult that could arise or occur, whether it was by unanimous con- 
sent or without unanimous consent, because it was a completed 
and a perfect act. The gentleman replied: 


Because I did not hear it. : 
2323 PERLEA If the gentleman had been here he would probably have 
t. 


All this is in accordance with the recollection—the distinct 
recollection—of the Chair. Now, the gentleman from Maine 
bea REED] refers to a note which the Chair sees now for the 

rst time, or saw this morning for the first time, and of which 

rior to that time the Chair had no knowledge. The reporters 
— inserted that note. They quote the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] as saying: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a matter of per- 
sonal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The House will bein order. The gentleman from Tennes- 
ret ga RICHARDSON] states that he rises to a question of personal privi- 

And then this note appears in the RECORD: 

The foregoing is given as understood by the reporter. For incidental 
correction, see proceedings immediately following the conclusion of Mr. 
RICHARDSON’S statement. 

The Chair desires to say that so faras that note is concerned, 
he is no wise responsible for it, and did not 6 it in any 
way. After the incident on yesterday, the Chair's attention 
was called to the fact that the notes of the reporters were called 
for as to what took place when the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] arose. The Chair desired that a copy of 
those notes be furnished to him. They were furnished to him. 

When the Chair saw them, he saw that the reporter’s notes 
were inaccurate and incorrect; but inasmuch as this colloquy 
took place between the GENOMAN from Maine and the Speaker, 
after the completion of this transaction, the Chair expressly de- 
clined to make any correction of the RECORD. He wrote a line 
to the reporters, saying that the statement in the notes was in- 
correct, but under the circumstances the Chair declined to make 
any 1 as to a change, and only wrote this line so that 
he might not be unders even by implication, having seen 
fie notes, to approve their correctness. That is the whole of 

e transaction so far as the Chair recollects it. i 
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The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] makes the point that 
this eer should go into the Journal, and that is a practical 
question. 

The Chair has not looked at the precedents. The Chair is 
informed that those matters only go into the Journal where 
there is some action of the House upon a resolution or question 
of order, or a matter of that kind. When a gentleman arises to 
a personal explanationit is not stated in the Journal; and while 
the Journal has to contain a recitation of the proceedings of the 
House, it does not mean the debate that takes place in the 
House. Debate is not entered upon the Journal; but it is some 
action of the House upon some pending measure or questions of 
order that are contained in tne Journal. Therefore the Chair 
does not see that itis necessary that this should go in the Jour- 
nal. There is no objection, however, if the gentleman desires 
that this should go in the Journal. 

Mr. REED. r. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. I desire to say that I procured at once, tbere be- 
ing a difference of recollection between the Chair and myself 
upon the point, as the Chair had manifested by suggesting that 
I was absent, the notes of the Reporter, and was assured that 
that was the transaction as it took place. I do not know what 
caused the Reporters to put that note in the RECORD. Certainly 
something caused them to doit. In that I had no hand or part. 
I desire to say that among the gentlemen who recollected this 
as I do are three gentlemen immediately around me—the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Loup], the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE], and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL]. 

I desire to suggest to the Chair, in furtherance of the idea 
the Chair suggests, that this can not go in, because it was nota 
ye of the business of the House; if unanimous consent of the 

ouse was asked, it thereupon becomes the business of the House; 
and it would therefore seem as if the journal clerk’s recollection 
and that of gentleman about me, was the same as the Reporter’s 
notes. I do not desire in the slightest degree to make a moun- 
tain out of a mole-hill or to make any particular comment upon 
inaccuracies which have occurred. 

I think the prenan divined what my motive was in puttin 
the question. In addition to the answer which I made that 
did not hear it, I was at the time, of course, a little doubtful of 
my recollection, inasmuch as in the hurry and confusion of this 
House aman may be very easily mistaken. While I felt confident 
of it, [had thestatement of the Speaker at the time, and I thought 
there might be some doubt; I thought possibly I might have 
been mistaken, and I do not desire to make mistakes if I can 
help it about this matter. 

I think the Speaker also divined the point which I intended 
to bring to his attention, and which I should have brought to 
his attention if the gentleman from Massachusetts had not taken 
the chair, was that ruling of the Speaker to which I had ob- 
jected, and on which I addressed the Chair a number of times 

fore, that one of these orders stops the privileges of the House, 
and was not only incorrect in theory, as I think I had demon- 
strated, but was also exceedingly inconvenient in practice, be- 
cause it would put a gentleman in a position of submitting in 
silence to a newspaper statement which was absolutely jn- 
correct and which he thought to be damaging to himself. I 
think I may be doing the country more service in pointing out 
the practical results of what I conceive was the mistaken theory 
of the Chair. That question I am not marag except so far as 
it incidentally comes up in the statement wh ch I make. 

Now, in regard to this amendment of the Journal, it seems to 
me very clear that it must be made, especially after what the 
Speaker says on the subject of having put this question to the 
House. If he had put it to the House it certainly was a trans- 
action of the House; and if he did not put it to the House, and 
it was not 2 transaction of the House, I wonder what in the 
world it was; because the House of Representatives does not 
usually spend ten minutes in what it is obliged to admit in its 
Journal was absolutely nothing. 

The Journal is a statement of the proceedings of the body. It 
is accurate, and intended to be so, for all purposes; and if this 
question was put to the House, and the House gave unanimous 
consent for the gentleman to proceed, then the Journal ought 
to state it; and if the Journal does state that unanimous con- 
sent was given, of course the responsibility for that statement 
will rest upon those who choose to make it. For my part, with 
my recollection fortified by that of a number of opine gentle- 
men, and agreeing perfectly with the notes of the orters, I 
may be pardoned for still continuing to think that there is a 
possibility of an inaccuracy somewhere or other in this transac- 
tion. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say afew words. 
I have a ve qimir recollection of what occurred Gar. Rio 
day. Shortly fore the gentleman from Tennessee f 


` 
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ARDSON] took the floor to make his explanation, he met me be- 
hind the railing and told me that he contemplated making an 
explanation with reference to a publication that had been made 
in the News, and that he had been informed by a mutual friend 
that I had said that if I were in his place I would treat the 
charge as unworthy of answer. 

I told him that I had so stated; that I did not 8 75 that 
any body in this House would believe for a moment that he was 
guilty of the act which was charged against him. He said, 
however, that he had prepared with care what he was satisfied 
would be a complete answer to the charge, and that he proposed 
to make a statement. Just then he left me and walked down 
the aisle, and I followed him for the purpose of Resting: what 
he had to say. He stood near the seat now occupied by the 
gentleman from Indiana, Mr. MARTIN, and I sat within a foot 
or two of him, across the aisle. I have a distinct recollection 
that he rose to address the Chair and stated that he desired to 
ask consent to sabmit to the House an explanation of a nature 
personal to himself. 

Iam very sure that nothing was said about rising to a ques- 
tion of personal privilege. The Speaker thereupon made a state- 
ment as I remember—and my recollection is quite vivid—using 
about theze words: “The gentleman from ‘Tennessee asks con- 
sent to submit a statement of a nature personal to himself. If 
there be no objection, the gentleman will proceed.” There was 
no objection, and the gentleman from Tennessee did proceed. 
Thatis my recollection of what occurred, and I believe I state 
the transaction correctly. 

Mr. REED. I only want to say to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi—and I wish I could reach the country—that, in view of his 
statement, I trust none of us will ever be accused hereafter of 
doing things or saying things here upon the mere authority of 
the Reporters. B 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have made no accusation against any- 
boly. I have taken the floor simply to make this statement 
because of the statement made by the gentleman from Maine. 
I have made no accusation against him or anybody else. I can 
well understand how things that occur in the bustle and turmoil 
which often exists on this floor may be misunderstood. I think 
it very likely that a dozen of us might get together any time 
and undertake to recite what had occurred during the preced- 
ing hour and might all differ about it, but I have no doubt my- 
self that what I have stated is exactly what occurred here yes- 
terday. 

Mr WALKER. Mr. Speaker, [rise to a question of personal 

rivilege. 

K The SPEAKER. There is one question pending now. The 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] suggests that the action of 
the House on this matter should be entered upon the Journal. 
That is the practical question and the only practical question. 
The Chair has no doubt himself as to what took place on yester- 
day, hisrecollection being distinctfrom the previous conversation 
with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], and the 
Chair has no concern as to what gentlemen may think as to 
whether the Chair’s recollection is correct or incorrect. 

Conscious that his recollection is correct, the Chair would 
not yield it to the notes of anyone, no matter who he might be, 
nor to the recollection of anyone, no matter who he might be, 
and the Chair will not be deterred from stating that recollection 
by any intimation that ‘‘ hereafter it will be understood the Re- 
porters’ notes are inaccurate.” : 

While the official reports are generally correct, yet no fair- 
minded or just man, knowing the nature of the proceedings of 
the House and the circumstances under which the Reporters are 
required to perform their duties, would expect them to escape 
occasional inaccuracies. For this reason a ‘‘correction of the 
RECORD” is always recognized as a matter of privilege; yet on 
such occasions, and they are not infrequent, no gentleman has 
ever heretofore risen and made the suggestion, ‘* Hereafter be 
it understood that the notes of the porters are not to be 
trusted.” 

It is well enough to be fair and just and honest with each other. 
The practical question now is whether the Journal should con- 
tain a recital of the fact of the gentleman from Tennessee rising 
on yesterday to make a personal explanation. The Chair is in- 
formed that it never has been the habit to include such matters 
in the Journal. A gentleman rises and asks leave to extend his 
remarks in the RECORD, and no reference is made to it in the 
Journal. The House gives consent that he shall extend his re- 
marks in the RECORD, and that is found in the RECORD, and not 
in the Journal, A gentleman rises to make a personal explana- 
tion involving no resolution, involving no action of the House 
except the mere action by which he is permitted to make the 
. and it is not customary to put such a matter in the 

ournal. 

No practical purpose would be subserved by including such 
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matters in the Journal, and the Chair is informed by the Jour- 
nal Clerk that such has not been the practice. Therefore, the 
Chair thinks that the Journal, so far as that is concerned, is 
correct. The question is upon the approval of the Journal. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the 
Chair to another matter in the Journal. L[understood the Jour- 
nal, as read, to state that the modification of the rule proposed 
by the gentleman from Ohio was made by unanimous consent of 
the House. The modification was offered and was objected to, 
and then it was offered by way of amendment by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITR], he having withdrawn the previ- 
ous question. ee 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it was modified by the 
8 from Ohio, on consultation with the gentleman from 

ichigan, Mr. BURROWS], the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS],and the Speaker. The unanimous consent, how- 
ever, will b2 stricken out. The question is on the approval of 
the Journal, 

The Journai was approved. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend a moment that 
the House may receive a message from the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment, bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7458) making appropriations to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriation for public printing and binding for the fis- 
cal year 1894, and for other 1 and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 172) granting full permission to the 
State of Maryland and to the several State courts within the 
city of Baltimore to occupy the old United States court-house in 
the city of Baltimore for the period of five years. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 1515) to amend chapter VI, of title 32, of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relating to mineral lands and mining resources, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 160) to fix the price of lands entered under the desert- 
land laws; 

A bill (S. 814) for the relief of the representatives of Daniel 
C. Rodman, deceased, and others; and 
8 es bill (S. 1852) to provide an American register for the steamer 

. Oteri. 
QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER] rises to gt pect one of personal privilege. 

veal WILSON of Washington. I rise toa parliamentary in- 

uiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. According to the rule under 
which we are operating, does it not require unanimous consent 
to present a question of personal privilege? 

he SPEAKER. It does not. There is nothing in the special 
rule requiring that the House shall consider the nae bill 
until after the first morning hour—after the call of committees 
for report. : 

Mr. WALKER. My question is this: The records of the re- 
porters having been refused to me, and I having been told that 
they were refused under the direction of the Speaker, and it 
having appeared in the debate this morning that a copy of the 
records has been furnished to other members at their request 
where the matter was not a matter of controversy between them 
and other members, my question is whether there is a discrimi- 
nation made as between the members of this House; in other 
words, who may and who may not have a copy of the records of 
the reporters of this House? And if you will allow me, my 
theory about the matter is 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s proposition? 

Mr. WALKER. My question of privilege is that I have been 
refused a copy of the records of this House; I have been denied 
the opportunity to verify my recollection of what transpired in 
the House by having the reporters furnish me a copy of the 
records or read to me those records. It appears that the gen- 
tlemanfrom Maine did receive a copy of the records of the House 
about a transaction of the House in regard to which he was in 
doubt. Now, if one member of this House has aright to that 
privilege, it seems to me all members of the House have that 
right. I have been told that the Speaker directed the reporters 
of the House not to give me a copy of the records of remarks 
and transactions in the House about which I was in doubt, be- 
cause I had no right to them, unless it was a matter of personal 
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controversy between me and the member whose remarks I 
wanted. =, 

Now, it does not appear by anything that has been said this 
‘morning that there wasa personal controversy between the gen- 
tleman from Maine and the gentleman from Tennessee. My 

point is this—that I have the same right. to verify my recollec- 
tion af remarks that were made here, by access to the records 
of any transaction on the floor, that the gentleman from Maine 
hi 


as. 

Let me say that I do not question the right or the propriety 
of any gentleman on this floor changing to any extent that his 
‘judgment dictates any remarks that he may have made on this 

Rose which, when he sees the record of the Reporters, he decides 
do not receive-his deliberate approval. 

But if, on the other hand, any member desires to have, for any 
reason that commends itself to his judgment, a record of the 
exact words pronounced on this floor, which are taken down by 
the public reporters, which as printed are spread broadcastover 
the country by the newspapers, he has such right; otherwise he 
may never know whether they are correctly published or not in 
the RECORD. When he may recite those remarks himself upon 
the stump before his constituents or anywhere in the country, 
he may be called to account for stating that which is not true, 
although he heard them with hisownears. Therefore I con- 
tend that each member has a right toobtain from the Reporters, 
if they are willing to be at the trouble and cost of giving it to 
him, the record of anyt which has been said on the floor of 
the House. And that righthas been denied me. That is my 


point. ' 

The SPEAKER. It is, of course, a very difficult matter to 
determine exactly what is the limit of the right of revision. 

Mr. WALKER. This is a question of discrimination— 
whether I am to be discriminated against. > 

The SPEAKER. Itisa yery dificult question to determine 
exactly the extent of the right of a member to revise his re- 
marksfor the RECORD. Ofcourse, there is some a limit, 
and generally all are inclined to be very liberal in allowing the 
revision of remarks where there is nothing personal added or 
subtracted. Where thereis simply a discussion of economic or 
other public questions, and no personal reference is made to in- 
dividuals, the House, so far as the Chair knows, and individual 
members, have generally been very liberal in their view of this 

uestion. 
$ Now, the Chair does not recollect exactly the circumstances 
incidentto tħe matter referred to by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. He can refresh his recollection by inquiry of the Re- 
porters, if necessary. But the case was something like this: A 
ntleman on the floor had made remarks and withheld them 
or revision; he took them and revised them; and the revised 
speech was then published. As the Chair recollects, there was 
no reference tothe gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] 
in the remarks—— 

Mr. WALKER. Will the Chair allow me one word? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. WALKER. No reference whatever. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair thought. 

Mr. WALKER. My point is that in quoting those remarks 
I might be confronted by the remarks as revised and printed, 
and I 8 unjust] charged withstating that which was not 
true. T fore ed that if I chose of my own motion to 
put the actual remarks made in the RECORD, I ought to have 
the right to do so. f 5 

Furthermore, as I have before said, Iam in favor of the most 
liberal changing of remarks, even to any extent that a member 
chooses, if his deliberate and final judgment does not approve of 
what he has said on the floor: but if any member, in order that 
he may be certain of his memory, desires to have the original 
record, the original notes, my point is that he has aright to 
have them. 

The SPEAKER. The point was this—because the Chair does 
not want to be misunderstood about it—it a to he this 
kind of a case, as the Chair recollects: A gentleman on the 
floor made certain remarks, withheld them for revision, the 
notes were sent to him, and he revised them, and perhaps, as 

by the gentleman from Massachusetts, on cool reflec- 
tion in his room, when he revised his remarks, he left out cer- 
tain things, not personal in their nature to anybody, and the re- 
vised remarkswere printed. Then, as the Chair understands it, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts wanted to get from the Re- 
porter the ori remarks, which the gentleman himself had 
never published, which he had revised and left out, the part 
omitted refiecting on nobody. 

The Reporter came to the Speaker about it, and the Speaker 
said there was no fixed rule about how far one member had a 
right to see the original manuscript of another’s remarks, except 
that wherever there was a personal. controversy between them, 


wherever one reflected upon the other, or anything that seemed 
to point to the right of the member to have an examination of 
the original, that they ought to be furnished, but where it 
seemed to be a mere effort to criticize something not personal 
that a gentleman had spoken and did not want printed the Chair 
did not think the Reporter should furnish the original. That 
was all there was of it. ‘ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I wish to correct the RECORD. On page 
r the middle of the page, appear the following re- 
marks: 

Mr. HOLMAN. To save the trouble of offering an amendment to the bill, I 
suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that he except from his point of order 
the first three s of the second paragraph, w. simply make the ordi- 
nary appropriation which, of course, has to be made “for the payment of 
gg on said bonds for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894—1894, not 1895— 

At the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana I imme- 
diately asked unanimous consent to except those three linesfrom 
my point of order. It was granted. It does not appear in the 
RECORD, and I think it ought to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be corrected 


IMMIGRATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
Paap of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, in relation to the importance 
of the question of determining the movement—passenger and 
immigrant—from the United States to foreign countries, and in- 
closing the draft of a bill for that purpose; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


Senate bills of the following titles were severally laid before 
the House and referred as indicated, namely: 

A bill (S. 115) for the development and encouragement of silk 
culture in the United States: under the supervision of the Secre- 

of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

A bill (S. 168) granting to the State of Wyoming certain lands 
in the Fort D. A. Russell military reservation for agricultural 
fair and industrial exposition grounds, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

A bill (S. 207) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court 
of Claims in the case of the towboat Future City, her barges, 
cargoes, ete.—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 217) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 807) for the relief of Joseph Redfern and Eliza J. 
Redfern, his wife—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1717) to authorize the appointment of women as pub- 
lic-school trustees in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1957) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
WASHINGTON until T y, on account of sickness. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I desire to gy en that my col- 
league, Mr. BOUTELLE, may have indefinite leave of absence. 
heSPEAKER. In the absence of objection, leave of absence 
will be granted to the gentleman from Maine as requested. 
There was no objection. 


ERRONEOUS PRINT, INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask a single moment. On 
yesterday I made a statement in response to an inquiry in refer- 
ence to a certain duplication of a pai of the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, and stated that it was a blunder at the Printing Office. 
The accomplished Public Printer calls my attention to the fact, 
and on examination I find it to be true that the blunder was com- 
mitted in the committee room and not at the Government Print- 
ing Office. 

I ask that this letter go into the RECORD: 


OFFICE OF THE PUBLIO PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., June 16, 1894. 


e discussion of the Indian ap m bill, tement made 
by the Chairman of the Co’ ttes of the Whole . OY NEIL], that there 
a a duplication in the printed bill then under consid: th: 
such duplication or error was a “mere blunder of the Printing OMce.” 

I desire to say that the error was not a blunder on the part of this Office, 
but was an exact print of the copy, furnished by your committee; further, 
your committee had a proof of this copy sent them, and the error was re- 
turned to us d: I think it is due the Public Printing Office that 
these facts should be made as prominent in the records of Congress as the 
unjust statements which appear in to-day’s issue of the RECORD. 


Very respectfully, 
TH. E. BENEDICT, 
Public Printer. 
Hon. WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, 
Chairman. Committee on Indian Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. g. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
rts. 
Phe committees were called*for reports, none being submitted. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule the House will now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the Indian appropriation 
pill, and the gentleman from Massachusetts will please resume 
the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. O'NEIL of 8 in the chair. g 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, before that I desire to state 
that my colleague, Mr. SHERMAN,a member of the committee, 
desired to submit some remarks on a paragraph of the bill, but 
was called away suddenly last night. He d to haye leave 
to print his remarks in the RECORD. Š 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, leave will be 
granted to the gentleman from New York. = 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the same 
request. 

he CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUNTER. I also, Mr. Chairman, as a member of the 
committee, ask the privilege of submitting certain remarks to 

be printed in the RECORD. 
he CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order upon 
this provision in the bill which has just been read by the Clerk: 
The mineral lands shall be disposed of under the lawsapplicable 
thereto, and the balance of the lands so ceded shall be disposed 
of until further provided by law under the town-site law and 
under the ms of the homestead law: Provided, however, 

That each settler, under and in accordance with the provisions 
of said homestead laws shall, at the time of making original 

entry, pay the sum of 50 cents per acre in addition to the fees 
now required by law, and at the timeof making final proof shall 
pay the further sum of $1 per acre, final proof to be made within 
ve years from the date of entry, and years’ actual resi- 
dence on the land shall be established by such evidence as is now 
required in homestead proofs as a prerequisite to title or patent. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to understand what the point of 
-order is made against. 

Mr. MCRAE. Beginning with line 21 after the word law“ 
on page 136 and down to and including line 9 on page 137. 

Mr. HERMANN. Is it not too late now to make that point? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will also reserve the decision 
on that point of order. The Clerk will proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Thatimmediately after the passage of this act the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior shall 8 rules and regulations to procure the ratification by said 
Indians of the Siletz Reservation to the changes in said agreement, as pro- 
vided for in this act, and shall without delay, upon the t of said 
Indians to.said changes, under regulations as 


' such as he may prescribe, open 
said lands to settlement after sixty aays notice, 
4 222785 MCRAE. I also make the point of order against that pro- 
vision. $ 
The CHAIRMAN. That also will be reserved for the present. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
BC. 10. That to the expense of purchasing go suppli 
— service Sod am — of ca seat Pony FS at rates not ex- 
ing regular commercial rates, inspection, and all other expenses con- 
nected therewith, including telegrap 5 $33,000: Provided, That the office 
Lor purchasin: and the principal depot shall he es- 
tablished at cago, and the bids shall be opened there. 
The CHAIRMAN. This completes the reading of the bill. 
Mr. STRAUS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the point of 
order against the provision on page 138, beginning with line] and 
ending with line 3, the proviso to section 16. Imake the poiat 
of order that this is new legislation and that it does not reduce 
expenditures. It makes it incumbent upon the Secretary of the 
Interior to establish a warehouse contrary to any previous reg- 
ulations; consequently it does not retrench expenditures, but on 
the contrary increases them. 
Mr. HAR: N. I rise toa 5 inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
ae HARTMAN. Are amendments now in order under the 
rule? 
TheCHAIRMAN. Not at present: a point oforder is pending, 
raised by the gentleman from New York. The gentleman wi 
please restate his point of order. 


and ies for the 


Pr 
eipal depot shall be established at Chicago, and 


Mr. STRAUS. I raise the point of order on lines 1 to 3 on 
page 138,,beginning with the word“ Provided,“ as being new 
egislation and not reducing expenditures. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report tbat particular part 
of the bill to which the gentleman from New York raises the 
point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ovided, tthe 1 ods and supplies and the 
omy Mall 5e eee Led at U 80 the Blas shall be —.— 
€ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to second the de- 
murrer and objection made by my colleague from New York 
ee STRAUS] to this proviso, on the ground that it has no place 

the bill; that it is class ee that it is vicious, and does 
not retrench expenditures. There is no reason why the amend- 
ment should be ingrafted on this bill at the presenttime. Why 
it was put in originally is a question that is agitating the minds 
of the people of our section of the country. 

I have here a petition, or letter, from the Clothing Manu- 
facturers’ Association of the city of New York, which will thor- 
oughly explain the facts and circumstances yug toe provision 
should not remain in the bill. I ask that it read at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NEW YORK, May 28, 1894. 


DEAR Sır: We would respectfully call Ad attention to the follo 
words in the Indian appropriation House No. 6913, page 138, lines 1, 2, 


3, viz 

“ Provided, That the office for purchasing goods and supplies and the prin- 
os l depot shall be established at Chicago, and the shall be opened 

ere. 

This is an attempt to interfere by legislation with the discretion vested in 
the Secretary ot the Interlor, to receive bids and purchase supplies in such 
market as he may deem most advantageous to the public interests. 

It is unjust to New York and the Hast, as a very proportion of the 
moi 1 supplies, etc.— 


or in 
reason that the Eastern prices on them could not 


Tae perea would work an injustice toNew York, whence these supplies 
mus 


The Government wo: be put to aconsiderably increased in pro- 
curing these sw not yin fr t, but also on the ad tto be 
paid in purchasing from second hands instead of first hands, as heretofore. 


There is at present under order of the Secretary of the Interior, dated 
March 31, 1894. an office and warehouse at Chicago for receiving 8 es 
and for purchasing the goods which experience has shown are f at 
et ee in Chicago and the 1 and one in New zon 7 mee: 
samples an 1 ose goods, which experience has shown 
are furnished at lowest prices at New York and the Bast.” 

The present arrangement is an eminently fair 
BEAS honorable Secretary of the Interior after a thorough examination. 


the executive an 


fair, and respect 
Very respecttully 
rei r 
ee Tan CLOTHING MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
ALBERT F. 2 dea President. 
SAMUEL FLEISCHMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL, d 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. Chairman, the letter which has just 
been read from the Clothing Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York fully explains why no change should take place, and why 
the warehouse of the Indian Bureau should remain at 
the city of New York, as they are one of the best cage ge! and 
one of the most reputable organizations in the State and city of 
New York. 

Also, Mr. Chairman, I present an editorial from the New York 
Herald, giving further reasons why the Indian supply ware- 
house should not be removed from its present location. 


TRICKERY CONCERNING INDIAN SUPPLIES. 


The 1 in the Indian appropriation bill, by which 
Brown and the Committee on Indian Affairs are seeking to remove the 
Indian supply warehouse from New York to Chicago, came in for another 
scoring yesterday in the House, this time at the hands of Representative 


This rider which the committee sought to insert in the bill aroused suspi- 
cion that something was wrong from the time it first appeared. That Com- 
missioner Browning and the Indian Affairs Committee should endeavor to 
override the Secretary of the Interior, who favored the onango dmy e 
as he was in ignorance of the character of the jobbery d it, of 
tends to confirm this suspicion. 

ess is certainly in no temper to tolerate anything which is likely to 
bring Indian scandals again, and the news from W is to the 
effect 2 the voting on the amendment takes place it be defeated. 
There is no honest reason why the Indian supply warehouse should be 
moved from New York, the natural market for nearly one-half of the sup- 
the natural market forless th 


pties purchased, to an one-tenth 
the supplies, and the of economy is in favor of its retention here. 


` 
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During the discussion on this paragraph last week, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. GoLDZIER], in his speech of wit and 


sarcasm, took occasion to interject my name, and say that 1 


called the people of Chicago guerr .” I suppose the re- 
mark was made in a Pickwickian sense, as there should be no 
sectional differences between the Eastand the West, for NewYork 
has always been ready and willing to extend the right hand of 
fellowship to all parts of the country when the same is needed. 

I trust that the Chairman may, with his usual good sense and 
prament see his way clear to decide the point of order made 

y my associate [Mr. STRAUS] as well taken, and thereby pre- 

vent future legislative jealousies between the Eastern and West- 
ern States, as such jealousies are detrimental to the inter- 
ests of all sections of the country. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask that I be allowed five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can not be done under the order of 
the House. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, Iask that I be given five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. It cannot be done under the rule which 
the House adopted. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman voted for that 
rule, and he is now suffering from the same. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am not suffering from anything; and 
ter nenn can not make me suffer from anything. [Laugh- 

r 


r. KIEFER. Mr. Chairman, when this bill first came up 
the other day New York and Chicago gave a complete and 
thorough exposition of their relative greatness and importance 
—and we all agreed that both cities are ably represented on this 


_floor—and I for one am quite sure that the House long since be- 


came satisfied that neither of these greatrivals for commercial ol- 
scurity wanted the World’s Columbian Fair—New York refused 
it and Chicago had it unwillingly thrust upon her- and now both 
towns are so excessively jealous lest they ma appear to want 
8 from the Government, and especially a little matter 
like the Indian supply depot, that the champions of both Chicago 
and New York, as I willshow, haveinadvertently admitted that 
if the business principles which they urge are 8 to the 
proper purchase and distribution of Indian pupp’ es, the city 
of St. Paul is the logical center for the depot, the very center 
of distribution. 

In all the arguments thus far essayed for or against either 
New York or Chicago, there have been three propositions sub- 
mitted upon which claim to superiority is made. First. Facili- 
ties to obtain . and commodities needed and desired. 
Second. Ability of persons, firms or corporations handling the 

oods and commodities needed to furnish them at a low price. 
d third. Transportation facilities, which is the most impor- 
tant point of the entire question after all. On any one, and on all 
of these propositions, I am prepared to prove that the gentle- 
men from New York and the gentlemen from Chicago have 
made effective arguments in favor of St. Paul. I will also show 
that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the honorable Sec- 
retary of the Interior are essentially, regan ie rhaps uncon- 
sciously, valuable advocates of the city for which I speak. 
ST. PAUL'S ADVANTAGES. 

I do not claim that St. Paul produces as many goods, or that 
it has as large a trade as either of the other cities—that is not 
the question involved—but I do maintain that St. Paul pos- 
sesses many advantages over New York and Chicago, which 
makes it the logical distributing point for the Indian reserva- 


tions, upon which a greater portion of our Indian population is 


located, and I propose now briefly to show why. Mr. Commis- 
sioner Browning stated the salient point of the entire question 
when he said in the letter which has been read from the desk, 
“Whatever difference there might be,” meaning in the cost of 
the goods and supplies purchased,“ will be more than offset by the 
difference in transportation, which is on an average of 30 cents 
pe hundred less from Chicago to the various agencies than 
ram New York.” > 

Now, Mr. Chairman, St. Paul is much nearer more reserya- 
tions, and more Indian agencies, and to a greater part of the 
Indians who are supplied by the Government, than Chicago or 
New York; and I will, before I conclude, produce a table of 
freight rates taken from transportation contracts with the Goy- 
ernment which shows how much of a saving will be effected. 
Applying Commissioner Browning’s figures, that $18,000 can be 
saved in freight rates between New York and 3 delivery 
on 6,000,000 pounds, the same number of pounds shipped from 
St. Paul would effect a saving of more than $30 000, for the aver- 
age difference rate from St. Paul to the agencies where deliver- 
ies are made is an average of 50 cents a hundred. 


Now, themain argument made hereon behalf of New York is 
that that city is the natural base of supplies. To prove this re- 
markable claim the gentleman from the city that is 1,500 miles 
further from any big reservation than is St. Paul, say the rec- 
ords show that for many 1 past 85 per cent of the supplies 
have been furnished by New York bidders. In answer to this 
the champions for Chicago have clearly shown that their cit 
is as well aou ped and in many instances better than New Yor 
York to make bids and deliver the supplies, 

The statement has been made and has not been contradicted that 
Chicago sent out more packages, more pounds of freight, last 
year than did New York. The gentleman from Chicago [Mr. 
ALDRICH] ee figures showing that out of 80,000 packages 

urchased by the Bureau of Indian Supplies in 1893, „000 went 

rom Chicago, and the statement has not been questioned, so far 
as I know. 

But, say the gentlemen from New York, if bids can only be 
opened in Chicago and the West and goods only delivered 
there, it would necessitate sending a corps of men there by the 
heretofore successful bidder, for submitting samples as well as 
for the ultimate delivery of the goods; and as it often happens 
that some lots of goods are rejected because they are not up to 
sample, these New York gentlemen would have to take into con- 
sideration the reshipping of such goods back to New York and 
the replacement of them with other satisfactory substitutes. 
“All the risk and expense,” complains Mr. STRAUS, “the New 
York bidders would have to add to the price of their goods or 
desist from bidding altogether”—a handsome argument in- 
deed. Now then, Mr. Chairman, that involuntary admission 
by the gentleman from New York, has lost the battle for him 
and the cause he represents in this controversy; and I have been 
wondering, Mr. Chairman, why some of our Chicage friends did 
not take up that admission. 

First, he says that the successful bidders send men out with 
samples; then admits that Eastern samples are not up to con- 
tract requirement; and, third, says that if the depot comes West 
New York must cease bidding altogether. Ah, Mr. Chairman, 
that is the very reason why the Western cities have been un- 
able to come boldly to the front. Is the gentleman from New 
York so selfish that he is not willing to give to other cities the 
same privileges that he himself asks for New York? I want to 
say right here, Mr. Chairman, that if this House finally con- 
cludes toleave the purchase of supplies and location of a depot 
open for the next year, and will allow the Department to make 
comparisons as to where it can do the best for the kind of goods 
needed, you will not hear of New York in 1895. 

In St. Paul the manufacturers make a class of goods especially 
designed for the West. The sizes of shoes, mittens, socks, 
caps, outside coats, and, in fact, ail wearing apparel, run larger 
than in goods made in the East. I venture to say that the 
many great firms engaged in making boots and shoes, cloth- 
ing, knit and woolen goods, blankets, etc., in and about St Paul 
will furnish samples that will be filled to the very letter in a 
contract. 

One reason why Eastern bidders have had more contracts on 
these goods is, I am told, because they are given an opportunity 
to replace a rejected lot that are not up to sample. 

Chicago's chief 3 on this floor, Mr. ALDRICH, in his 
very able speech said: 

The nearer the base of supplies is to the consumer, the cheaper the con- 
sumer obtains his goods. is a well-reco; axiom among business 
men and the first principle of commercial science. There will be ten bidders 
through this transfer where there is powone. Warebouse facilities, as 
pointed out by the Commissioner, will cheaper and better, because lo- 
cated in the greatest railroad center of the country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is absolutely true, and following 
that proposition to a legitimate conclusion, I will now cite a few 
reasons why St. Paul should be selected as the distributing 
point of Indian supplies. 

Take the latest map issued by the Interior Department and 
enumerate the different Indian reservations in the United 
States. You will find that the greater number of them lies 
within a Territory that is tributary to the city of St, Paul, and 
that St. Paul is the logical distributing center. With three 
great transcontinentnl lines of railroads from St. Paul to the 
coast, and with nine other lines centering at St. Paul, the great 
Mississippi River and the Great Lakes, the transportation facil- 
ities, as shown by the statistics from the Indian Bureau, show 
plainly that St. Paul is a better shipping point for the Govern- 
ment for its Indian supplies than either New York or Chicago. 

Embraced within a territory that is nearer St. Paul than any 
other city that ranks at all as acommercialcenter and distrib- 
uting point there are more reservations, more agencies, and 
more Indians than in all the other territory combined. 

The total Indian population exclusive of the Five Civilized 
Tribes, as shown vg the Commissioner’s last report, is 178,866. 
Of this number, 106,305 occupy the territory which I have men- 
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tioned as being nearer to St. Paul than the other cities who are 
seeking to have the supply depot. In some of the States the In- 
dian population has been consolidated, and former reservations 
as shown on the maps are now open in some instances to settle- 
ment. In other cases, as in my State, the lands are to be sold for 
the benefit of the various tribes. 


Number of reservations and population. 


Popula- 


States and Territories. 


La IR a ant oe 
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New Mexico 
North Dakota 
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In addition to the above number, there are, as stated by the 
Commissioner's report, upward of 2,500 Indians outside of the 
State of California and Indian Territory that are not under con- 
trol of an agent. Those in California and the Indian Territory 
who are not looked after by the agents of the Department are 
included in the totals given in the above table. 

Take the four States of Minnesota, North and South Dakota, 
and Montana, and there is an Indian population of 43,345. Add 
Idaho, Oregon, and Washington, and it makes nearly half of 
the total of all in the States and Territories mentioned. This 
territory is strictly in the dominion of St. Paul, and that cit, 
has a large trade with every section of the territory mentioned. 
Moreover, the very articles that are furnished the Indians are 

roduced by manufactures and raised from the soil in the great 

orthwest. 

Minnesota makes more flour than any other State. We have 
immense stock yards at St. Paul where the beef of Montana and 
the pork of Minnesota and the Dakotasare packed. The North- 
west raises barley and beans. We manufacture a high grade of 
woolen blankets especially adapted for the use of the Indians. 
We have some of the largest boot and shoe factories, and St. 
Paul’s wholesale grocers import coffees and teas direct via the 
Pacific coast, and sell these articles as cheap as New York. Agri- 
cultural implements are now made very near to the big reserva- 
tions of the Northwest. Everything in the way of natural facili- 
ties gives that city the advantage. 

So much has been said by our friends from New York since 
the proposed removal of the supply depot concerning freight 
rates that one might suppose that New York was the only place 
where transportation contracts could -be made for the best ad- 
vantage to the Government, 

But whatare the facts? It will not do for New York to claim 
that it can give a lower freight fora longer distance than either 
Chicago or St. Paul. The tabulated statement of transporta- 
tion contracts, as shown on page 774 of the report of Commis- 
sioner Browning, shows that the depot should be located at the 
place that is nearest to the great boay o: the consumers. Icite 
only a few rates by way of comparison: From New York to 
Devils Lake, N. Dak., the rate giyen per hundred is $1.35; from 
Chicago, $1.17; from St. Paul, 72 cents—63 cents per hundred 
in favor of St. Paul. 


HOW THOUSANDS CAN BE SAVED. 


| 
Sone: lcnteazo as Paul. 
Fort Berthold, N. Dak $1. 89 $1.80 80. 95 
a 1.16 80 - 90 
1.59 1.35 1.17 
1.17 -88 - 80 
1.48 1.19 1.08 
1.09 94 -54 
:92 73 5⁵ 
9 - 80 40 
2.55 2.41 2.05 
2. 65 2.51 2.10 
1. 88 1.76 1. 46 


These are mere instances chosen at random from the report 
of the Commissioner. But it proves that St. Paul, as a distrib- 
uting point, has advantages in freight facilities that other cities 
can not have. The Northern Pacific and Great Northern sys- 


i 


tems terminate in St. Paul running from the coast. Shipments 
made on these lines do not become subject to any charges by 
traffic agreements with other lines. 

In answer to a request from the superintendent of the Union 
Depot Company at St. Paul, Mr. C. B. Brunson, secretary of 
that company, answers as follows: 

There are at this time about one hundred and 


western, known as the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Om ; Chicago, 
Milwaukee and St. Paul, with several divisjons anaunga Irom this great 
at Western; the Chicago, 


center; the Burlington line, the Chicago, G 
Island and Pacific, of which the Minneapolis and St. Louis is a division: the 
Wisconsin Central, St. Paul and Duluth; the Great Northern Transcon- 
tinental system; the Northern Pacific Transcontinental route, and Minne- 
apolis, St. Paul and Sault St. Marie. 


With the divisions and with the smaller lines absorbed the 
total number of lines radiating from St. Paul are twenty, repre- 
senting a mileage of 42,308 miles. In tne lakeseason boats come 
up the Mississippi to St. Paul, and we are enabled to get a lake 
and rail-route rate that is more favorable for the purposes de- 
sired than any other city. 

Within a radius of 20 miles from St. Paul there is made an- 
nually from good No. 1 hard 10,000,000 barrels of flour—more 
than is produced at any other point in the world. This brings 
us on an overage of $45,000,000. We have immense packing 
houses, and the business done last year was 95,775,000. In the 
manufacture of boots and shoes we did last year $11,690,000. 
In groceries $24,500,000. Fruits, produce, fish, ete., $9,893,000. 
Paints, oils, varnishes, ete., $1,540,000. Dry goods and notions, 
$15,000,000. Harness, leather, and leather manufactures, $2,000,- 
000. 


We manufacture blankets of every quality, and the North 
Star” woolen mills, at Minneapolis, turns out as good an article 
of this kind as there is manufactured in the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemenof this committee, let me 
ask in all candor, what does the Indian receive from his Great 
Father? The main articles are: Beef, on the hoof; beef, in bar- 
rels; pork, smoked and salted; flour, in barrels and sacks; rice, 
in Bon beans, in sacks; sugar, in barrels; tea, in boxes; 
coffee, in packages; blankets, clothing, shoes, agricultural im- 
plements, etc. These are the main articles the Government fur- 
nishes the Indians. 

Mr. Chairman, where are all these articles produced? Beef 
cattle are raised upon the broad fields of the great Northwest, 
and not in New York. Pork is raised in Minnesota, Iowa, and the 
Dakotas, and not in New Vork to any extent. Flour is made in 
Minnesota more than in suy other State. Rice is grown on the 
Lower 1 River lands, which admits of the cheapest 
river freight to St. Paul. Beans are raised in Minnesota. Sugar 
is produced on the Lower Mississippi River lands, and is laid down 
at St. Paul under a much lower freight than it can be laid down 
at either New York orChicago. Tea and coffee is placed at St. 
Paul at a rate as low asinanycityinthiscountry. Enterprising 
wholesale merchants at St. Paul are buying their tea and coffee 
directly at the plantations where it is produced. Coming as 
these articles do, via the Pacific Ocean and through rail to St. 
Paul, purchase and freight are cor raed in favor of my city. 

Blankets are made within 10 miles of St. Paul at Minneapolis. 

Clothing and boots and shoes are made by the millions of dol- 
lars worth per annum in that great metropolis that I have the 
honor to represent upon this floor. 

Agricultural implements: St. Paul has one of the greatest 

lants in America—the noted Walter A. Wood harvester works, 
The work of this firm goes all over the great Northwest, in 
which territory New York does not sell a plow. 

It is for these reasons that I, as the representative of 200,000 

ople, ask that this supply depot, if located permanently at all, 

placed at St. Paul. And if you see fit to leave the matter 
open for the next year, and if the Department will make a spe- 
cial effort to ascertain where all supplies can best be laid down, 
I will be satisfied. All St. Paul asks is a fair field and no 
favor. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the time of Mr. 
KIEFER expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man's time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate on the point of or- 
der is exhausted. 

Mr. KIEFER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule adopted by the House that 
motion can not be entertained. = 

Mr. PAYNE. Task unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may be 8 to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

he CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from 
New York and the gentleman from Minnesota may be allowed 
to extend their remarks in the RECORD. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. 
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Mr. BURROWS. Let us have a decision on the point of or- 


der. 

Mr. KIEFER. I now move 

The CH A point of order is pending, and an amend- 
ment can not be offered at this time. 3 

Mr. HOLMAN. I admit, Mr. Chairman, that this provision 
does not upon its face retrençh ex tures; buf as a matter of 
fact it does, as a reduction of $28,000 has been e by the au- 
thority of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs from the appro- 
priations in the bill on account of this provision, $18,000 of the 
amount being for transportation and $10,000 for the warehouse, 
which amounts would be saved to the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate onthe pointof order is exhausted. 

The gentleman from Indiana, chairman of the committee, ad- 
mits that this provision on its face does not retrench expendi- 


tures. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it does so in fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not go beyond the face of 
the provision. On its face it does not; it is unquestionably new 
legislation; and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

he Chair would suggest to the gentleman from Indiana, 
chairman of the 5 that there were several things 


passed over and that it would be well to go back and dispose of 
them. $ 

Mr. HOLMAN. To go back to whatever was passed on points 
of order I think will be entirely proper; but other I ask 


permission to submit the amendments which the committee rec- 


ommend. 

The CHAIRMAN. On e 44, at the end of line 8, the gen- 
tleman from Washington |Mr. DOOLITTLE] offered an amend- 
ment to the bill, t which the chairman of the committee 


or some other member of the committee reserved a point of 
order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not remember what that amendment 
was. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 8, 44, ada the following: 

“ Provided, That all lands heretofore constituting 2 of the Puyall 
Indian Reservation, situate near,the city of Taco County, State o: 
Was , now held in several the Puyailu 


which have heretofore been I s United Siaa to sai | . —— 
said patents containing certain restrictions upon the sale and conveyance 
of said lands, are hereby declared to be the property and estate of each of 
said allottees or their heirs in fee simple, free and clear of each and every 
restriction as to the sale, conveyance, or other tion of the sama 
heretofore imposed by the Government of the Uni 

That no sale of said lands shall be 

Sener gre for Dai val, and it a —.— b; saa tates ee 
shall indorse his approval on 2 ox 9 . inter evidencing 
such sale; thereupon such sale may be executed and completed in 
with the terms and conditions so approved by said judge. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isimply reserve the point of order until the 
gentleman is heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington is rec- 
ognized for five minutes. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, [ observe that inadvert- 
ently King County was not inserted in the amendment. Now, 
I desire to have the words King County inserted after the words 
Pierce County. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can so modify his amend- 
ment. It will be so modified by the Clerk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is an exceedingly im- 
portant provision, involving a very important effect; but inas- 
much as if does not come within the rule, and does not retrench 
expenditures, I will have to insist upon the point of order. 

T DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the 
ground of objection in this point of order is that it does not de- 
crease the appropriation. 

That I believe is the case. Now, Mr. Chairman, in present- 
ing my side of this contention I desire to call the attention of 
the Chair to the statute which provided for a commission. I 
suppose that the chairman of this committee will take judicial 
notice of the law which this amendment, if it be adopted, will 
modify, and for the information of the Chair I will read a por- 
tion of the statute I refer to: 


That the President of the United States is hereby authorized, immediately 
after the passage of this act, to appoint a commission of three persons, not 
more than one of whom shall be a resident of any one State, and it shall be 

such portions of the al- 

the Indian allottees, and also 
y tract, exclusive of the bur: ground, not needed 
Reservation in the State of Washing- 


accordance 


the duty of said commission to select and a 
lotted lands as are not required for homes 
that part of the 


And, if the Secretary of the terior shall a; ve the selections and 

© by said Co: ion, the allo lands soselected shall 

be sold for the beneilt of the allottees, and tract for the benefit 
of e after due notice at publie auction, at not less than the 


af eg nea value for cash, or one-third cash, and the remainder on such time 
as Secretary of the Interior may determine, to be secured by vendor’s 
lien on the property sold. . 


This amendment relates solely to the allotted lands of the 
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Puyallups, and not at all to the reservations or the school lands 


proper. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman lí says that this is 
a modification of existing law. Thereforé it is new legislation. 
_ Mr. DOOLITTLE. The point is not made that it is new leg- 
islation. The point of order is based entirely on the other 
ground, and is so presented to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair only heard the gentleman from 
Indiana state that he insisted on this point of order agaitist the 
amendment. So far the Chair has unable to hear what 
the grounds are. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. But if it please 7 Chair, the grounds 
were stated, and the point or order was nbt made upon the prop- 
osition that this is new legislation, but solely on the ground I 
have stated. 

But, as I have said, this amendment relates only to the al- 
lotted lands. Now, on page 634 of the Statutés at Large, Fifty- 
second Congress, I find this: 

he sum of $20,009, or s 
Andt o much me s be necessa 


8 for the ose Of paying mses of said 
rei 


be ursed to the United States t 8 
Portiofl ot thé agency tract, by be immaecrately a athe i 

That, of course, relates to the allotted lands. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, if this amendment shall become a law the necessity for any 
further work upon theseallotted lands will have been done away 
with entirely; so that the gpp of this amendment will de- 
crease the expenditures of the Gévernment ås cohtemplated by 
this law, and the amendment is in the way of tree pe 
penditures rather than of increasing them, as I have attempted 
to show by the reading of this statute. It seems tome there can 
be no question, then, as to this amendment 
not being subject to the point of order that 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe Chair has any doubt upon this ques- 
tion, I desire to be heard for a moment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no doubt About this being 
new legislation. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. ON of Washington. One moment, Mr. Chairman. 
Our ten minutes have not been exhausted, have they? 

The CHAIRMAN, Only five minutes have been used. 

i Mr. DOOLITTLE. I yield the balance of the time to my col- 
eague. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I do not desire to convince a 
man t his will, and if the Chair has already made up his 
mind that this is new legislatlon—— 

The CHAIRMAN. It is admitted to be so by the gentleman 
himself [Mr. DOOLITTLE]. 

Mr. N of Washington. Well, I do not want to argue 
that point now, but I wish to call theattention of the Chair and 
of the House to the fact that year after year when we havo come 
into the House with an Indian appropriation bill, there has been 
a great hue and cry about the expenditures contained in the 
bill and about the amount appropriated. Every time that we 
discuss the bill we seek in some manner to do those things that 
U uaaa result in decreasing the expenditurés for Indian 

‘airs. 

I called the attention of the House to four or five cases the 
other day, three of them in my own State. Now, if you will 
permit these Indians to sell their lands at what they are worth, 
subject to tho control of the United States court, sufficient 
money will be obtained to support the Indians for all time, and 
it will not be necessary to e any further appropriations for 
an Indian agent, or for the schools at that agency, because the 
section of land which is owned by the tribe as a whole and which 
has not been allotted will sell for money enough to swell the 
school fund that is already provided for by law so that it will 
educate them forall time to come. This amendment, therefore, 
does tend to decrease expenditures; and the only way that 10 5 
can ever succeed in reducing the expenditures of the Indian De- 
partment is by gradually cutting off the Indian agencies wher- 
ever it is possible, and decreasing your 5 in that way. I 
might add that you can also make a saving by Se am 
warehouse farther West. You can save $27,000 or $30,000 at 


way. 

Atter this agency has been out at Chicago a little while, if 
entlemen can not agree about satiny Seed there, we will take 
tout to Spokane; and that word means in the Indian language 

‘Take everything insight,” and we are trying to do it. [Laugh- 


, is hereby 
ay hed 
sale Of that 


ing in order and 
as been raised by 


r. - 

Does this amendment decrease expenditures? How, Lask the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], under the policy that 
you have sought to inaugurate, are you going to stop appropr - 
ating money for Indian agencies unless ym permit the Indians 
to sell their lands where they are valuable and put that money 
into a fund to take care of them and educate them—their own 
money, not the people’s money? 


1894. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. - The gentleman will remember that he got 
an act meet on this subject in the last Congress covering the 
same ground. 

. Mr. WILSON of Washington. Iknow an act was passed by the 

last Congress; but the Indians say in reference to that act, It 
is none Of your business; we will not sell our lands that way; we 
have acquired them by treaty, and we want to dispose of them 
ourselves, and take our own money to provide for our own com- 
fort and happiness.” They are educated. They own probably 
as valuable a body of land as can be found anywhere in the 
United States. À 

Mr. HOLMAN. You provided by that act, I believe, thatthe 
money should go into the Treasury, and the Indians should be 
paid the interest on that money. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was that a safe measure? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I think so. I can not go back 
on that. I was constrained by the gentleman from Indiana to 
accept that as the very best I could get. [Laughter.] I wanted 
to go farther; but the gentleman from Indiana said, Thus far 
shalt thou go, and no farther.” $ 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Does not the gentleman from Washington 
- know this to be true—that this Government has been engaged 
for the last fifty years or more in the attempt toeducate the In- 
dians, to make men of them capable of transaeting their own 
business; and does he not know further that these people, the 
Puyallups, holding these allotted lands are educated, capable of 
transact: their business; and can he tell me why, under the 

licy of this Congress, we find the Government of the United 
Eaton holding on to thoss men with a stronger grip than it 
would hold on to blanket Indians, uneđucated and uncivilized? 
Why will not this Government allow those men to go free? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WILSON.of Washington. IJ can not answer the gentle- 
man, because my time has expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will now read the next amendment pending, which 
was offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. HULL. At the time the House adjourned on the day 
preceding the adoption of the special rule, we were consider- 

an amendment on s 

The CHAIRMAN. That is still penning: 

Mr. HULL. But for the existence of the rule, that amend- 
ment would haye come up the first thing the next morning, 
when the consideration of the bill was resumed. 

The That amendment is still pending. The 
Chair is taking up the amendments as they come. 

Mr. BURROWS. The points of order are now being disposed 
of, as I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. Points of order were reserved against 
these amendments. At fhe same time the gentleman from 
Washington offered his amendment to the first paragraph on 

e 44, the gentleman from Indiana offered an amendment on 
half of the committee. Both amendments were allowed to 
goover. The Clerk will now report the latter amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 44, after the word “agencies,” in line 6, strike out ‘$14,000;’’ and 

y nd insert “sixteen 


in line 7, after the word “employés,” strike out “two a 
thousand; also, in line 7 strike out the words im all $16,000." 


The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] to page 
48, upon which a point of order was reserved. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding after line 23, page 48, the following: 

“Provided, That paragraph 4 of section 10 ‘of ‘An act making appropria- 
tions for current and con ent expenses and fulfilling treaty stipulations 
-with Indian tribes for fiscal year ending June 30, 1894,’ be, and the same is 
hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“And the . of said agreement so amended shall be fully performed 
and carried out on the part of the United States: Provided, That the money 
hereby. a priated shall be immediately available, and the remain! 
of $8,300,000, or so much thereof as is required to carry out the provisions 
of said agreement as amended and according to this act, to. be payable at the 

leasure of the United States, in one or more payments, after the 4th day of 
ch, 1900, said deferred payments to bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent 

per annum, to be paid semiannually, and the amonnt required for the = 
ment of interest as aforesaid is hereby appropriated: And provided Jur 2 
That of the money hereby cont to be paid, a sufficient amount to pay 
the Delawares and Shawnees their pro rata share in the proceeds of said Out- 
let shall remain in the of the United States until the status of said 
Delaware ang Shawnes Indians shall be determined by the courts of the 
United States before which their suits are row pending; and a sufficient 
amount shall also be retained in the Treasury to pay the freedmen who are 


sum 


citizens of the Cherokee Nation, or their legal hsirs and representatives, 
such sums as be determined by the courts of the Uni States to be 
po them. Nor shall anything herein be held to abridge 

edmen an 


to said 

y rights to which they may be entitled under laws 
or treaties. The acceptance the Cherokee Nation of Indians ot of 
the money appropriated as herein set forth shall be considered and taken 
and shall operate as a ratification by said Cherokee Nation of Indians of 
Said agreement, as it is hereby proposed to be amended, and as a full and 
compete relinquisument and extinguishment of all their title, claim, and 


interest in and to said lands; but such 1 and extinguishment 


shall not inure to the benefit-of any railroad company, nor vest in any rail- 
W or interest in or to any of saidlands: Provided, 
That be relieved from any further payments of compen- 
sation to said Cherokee Nation as 9 law for running said railroad 
across said Cherokee Outlet: Provided further, That the extension of the 


time of ent, as a ovided for, shall only become on the 
Cherokee Nation, or its or oneither of them, after the same shall 
have the amounts of indebtedness which they hold re- 


been for the 
tively, noti wri of such ptance duly filed with the Sec- 
rege of the Department of the interior.” z 
he CHAIRMAN. On this amendment a point of order was 
reserved. Is the point of order pressed? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington and Mr. HUDSON. We insist 
on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 1 1 5 ol order being made against 
this provision, the Chair will hear the gentleman from Alabama 
on the point if he wishes to be heard. 

Mr. LER of Alabama. The 5 in the 
point of order upon this amendment having been so recently de- 
cided by the Chair, I do not think it would be proper for me to 
consume any portion of the very limited time left for the con- 
sideration of other amendments, particularly as the Chair fully 
considered the question on Thursday and now has my argument 
before him. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk will re: the next amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of Was ton. Before that, Mr. Chairman, 1 
had an understanding with the gentleman from indiana, the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, thata certain item, 
which had been overlooked, inereasing the appropriation from 
fifteen to twenty thousand dollars, as agreed on by the commit- 
tee, for the allotment of lands in severalty would be presented. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that after the 
pending amendments are disposed of the Chair will recognize 
the committee for other amendments. 

The Clerk will report the next pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 51, in line 15, strike out the following words: At St. Boniface’s 
Industrial School.” 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recog- 
nized to address the committee on that amendment. 

I desire, first, to send to the desk the following resolution 
which I have prepared and wish to have read, prefacing it with 
the statement before it is read that if I am recogn or the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] is recognized, 28 he gave no- 
tice he would desire to be, at the proper time I shall move to 
recommit this bill to the Committee on Indian Affairs with the 
instructions contained in the resolution which I now ask to have 


read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 6919) ““making appropriations for current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and NTE trea 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending. — 
1895, and for other purposes,“ be recommitted to the Committee on 
Affairs, with instructions to report the same back to the House forthwith, 
amended as stoners “Striking out oe ot 7 — bill 21. oe 3 N 

line 8, on page 40, and all of pages 51, any 
58,” and ting in lieu thereof the following: i 

“For support of Government Indian day and industrial schools and the 
of Government school buildings on ‘reservations 
e the Government has established and is now maintain- 
ing Government Indian schools, and for each and every purpose 1 
inthe judgment of the Secretary of the Interior for the establishment an: 

oper conduct of such schools, 82,250,000: i That pe: the estab- 
Fistunent ofsuch schools on Indian reservations, the Secretary of the Interior 
may, in his discretion, during the fiscal year 1895, authorize contracts to be 
made with established schools not conducted by the Government for the 
education and of Indian pupils and to pay therefor from this ap- 
ropristion; and the Secretary of the Interior shall report to the first regu- 

ar session of the Tifty-fourth Congress, in detail, all expenditures made 
and authorized by him under this appropriation; Provi = „That 
no erein shall be construed to prevent the sending of In: children, 
at no expense to the United States, to schools not conducted by the Govern- 
ment.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwish to reserve the question of order on 
that proposition. 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, it is not offered now. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is only read for information. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have given notice of the reason 
why I desired to have the resolution read. I wish now to sub- 
mit a brief explanation in support of it. 

I want to say to the committee, Mr. Chairman, that the cen- 
sus of the United States for 1890 shows the Indian ulation 
to be 247,498; of these Indians there reside on reservations sit- 
uated in twenty States and Territories, 133,417; of these Indians 
on reservations 31,785 are supported, in whole or part, by the 
Government, having rations issued to them; while 93,785 on the 
reservations are self-supporting. There are 58,806 Indians off 
the reservations who are taxed or taxable, self-supporting, and 
most of themare citizens of the United States and voters. re 
are, in addition, the five civilized tribes in the Indian Terri- 
tory, in number 49,392 (the richest population in the world in 


erection and 
and at places W. 
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agricultural lands), Add to these the Six Nations of New York, 
5,309 in number, and you have, total Indians not supported by 

e United States, 212,139, as against 34,785 that are supported 
by the United States. 

The report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, page 7, for 
1893, gives the enrollment of children at Indian schools for that 
year at 21,138, and the average attendance at 16,333. Of these 
children 11,229 were in Government schools (training, boarding, 
and day), 160 in local public schools; 4,916 were in contract 
schools, not controlled by the Government, but the tuition and 
subsistence of the children was paid by the Government. 
Some of these schools were under Protestant control, most of 
them were under Catholic control. 1 of these 
children were in mission schools, not assisted by the Govern- 
ment. I will state further that of these children in contract 
schools 3,430 were in boarding schools, 1,111 were in boarding 
igs specially appropriated for, and 342 in contract day 

ools. 

Mr. Chairman, the appropriations by the Government for edu- 
cation of Indian children began in the year 1877, for which year 
the appropriation was $20,000, and the average attendance of 
children in schools was 3,508. These appropriations have in- 
creased every year until now for the year 1893 the appropriation 
by the Government for this purpose was $2,315,612, and the av- 
erage number of children in attendance 16,333. On page 19 of 
the reportof the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is a statement of 
the various-amounts of public money set apart for various reli- 
gious bodies for Indian education for each of the fiscal years 1887 
to 1394, inclusive, from which it appears that $502,635 was so set 
apart for the year 1894. 

Mr. Chairman, from all of which it appears that over two- 
thirds of these children are being educated in schools exclu- 
sively under Government control and less than one-third of 
them, in round numbers5,000, in contract schools not under con- 
trol of the Government, but substantially under control of the 
various religious bodies, but all at the expense of the Govern- 
ment. 

Now, having hastily outlined the situation, I have to say this 
proposition that I have read briefly would do this: For the com- 
ing year it would increase the appropriation for schools over the 
amount recommended by the committee in this bill a quarter 
of a million of dollars, and $100,000 over the estimate; the ob- 
ject being, if it should be adopted, that the Secretary of the In- 
terior, in the exercise of a wise discretion, shall prepare Gov- 
ernment schools on the reservations for the education of these 
children that are being instructed in contract schools. 

Pending the construction of such public schoolhouses, as 
there are nearly 5,000 children in the contract schools, it gives 
the Secretary of the Interior the exercise of a wise discre- 
tion, not to turn them out without any school, but to use the 
appropriation, so far as necessary, to put these children in es- 
tablished schools, giving him plenary power in the premises, 
and heisrequired toreport his expenditure of this money to the 
first session of the next Congress. z 

Mr. Chairman, it is perfectly evident that for fifty years to 
come or more, the public sentiment is such that as these Indians 
get ready for citizenship the Government will pay for the edu- 
cation of most of them. We have passed beyond the experi- 
mental stage with them. In my judgment the time has come to 
enter vigorously upon the policy that all expenditures of public 
moneys for the education of these, the nation’s wards, shall be 
in Government schools. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Just one moment more, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

One other remark. The last proviso in the resolution pro- 
vides that any Indian child may be sent to any private or reli- 
ous school, but not at the expense of the Government. This is 
and libsral ground, on which we can all stand, and in my 
dgment will meet the approval of theintelligent, liberal mem- 
rs of all churches and of no church. 
That is all I desired to say. [Applause.] 


[Mr. HOLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix.] 2 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will permit me, 
I will state that I hope the bill will be recommitted for the pur- 
pr of securing the consideration of this proposition; and it is 
the power of this House, by the adoption of a rule, to consider 
that amendment, which will not unnecessarily cut off debate, as 
that rule adopted yesterday. À : 
Mr. HOLMAN. It will have tobe pal ta back instantly. 
Mr. BURROWS. Not necessarily. There is plenty of time. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The Speaker and the majority of 
this House hive the power, if they will exercise it, to consider 
itat this session. 


Mr. TRACEY. We do not want it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ah; the gentleman from New York 
saya he does not want it. Then his ears are dead to my propo- 
sition. 

Mr. TRACEY. At this session. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If I had the time I would. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. PICKLER. You propose to strike out from page 50 to 
58 inclusive. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, I want to inquire why you strike out 
theGovernmentschools? Thereare several purely Government 
schools you strike out. How is that? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It provides for every Government 
school in existence. 


Mr. PICKLER. It does not in detail. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. While it may not in detail, it does 
in the lum 


Mr. PICKLER, I have two such schools in my State, the 
Flandrau and Pierre schools. 
Bore CANNON of Illinois. It provides for schools of that 


ind. 

Mr. PICKLER. But I want it to provide for them in terms. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois, It can be. The gentleman can 
trust, of course, to the general provision. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not propose to do that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Very well; then the gentleman 
can vote against it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to support the proposition, and 
it would not hurt your proposition to put these schools in, as we 
have provided for education there. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It would bs the duty of the Com- 
missioner, if this 1 were adopted, to utilize every 
Government school to its full capacity, and then to go on and 
build other schools on the reservation—day, industrial, and 
board—and to take care of the children in these schools. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is all right; but after we have pro- 
vided oe certain schools in the bill I want that provision in your 
proposition, 

Mr. BURROWS. Then you would have to mention in detail 
every one of them, 

Mr. PICKLER. There are only two or three of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has expired. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr.Chairman, I desire not tomake aspeech, 
but to enter my own indorsement of the motion made, and hope 
the committee will accept the situation and go at once to it. It 
is the proper thing. most all the Western men have favored 
it. Because they see the way that the minds of the people are 
inclined, I hope the committee will take this up and will be 
willing to work a little while longer on it. It would make the 
education of the Indian children depend on schools on the reser- 
vations as far as possible. 

Mr. PICKLER. We have already provided in this bill that 
these children can not be taken more than 40 miles from their 
homes without the parent's consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. e have made great progress as to the res- 
ervation schools in this bill. This is the most progressive 
measure of the kind we have ever passed by Congress. e have 
taken a long step in that direction, the gentleman will see. 

Mr. COFFEEN. So far so good. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ths amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa, which the Clerk will report 

in ; 


‘The amendment was again reported. 2 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Chairman, 


The CHAIKMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Would it be in order to move this 
amendment by way of amendment. 

The CHAIRM The gentleman from Illinois knows it cer- 
tainly would not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
in order under the special order. 


I was not sure whether it would be 
I know it would not be in or- 


der under the general rules of the House. 
The question was taken on agreeing to the. amendment; and 
the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. HULL. Division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 57. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Pica CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now turn to page 94, line 


1 
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I offer an amendment to the next section? 


tye CHAIRMAN. Not i 
e . Not now. 
ate BINGHAM. Do I understand that no mendment can be 
éred to any part of the bill preceding page 90: 
The CHAIRMAN. Not until the unfinished business has 


been disposed of. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


d. That the lands by said a ent ed to the ed States 
sph a n prodi mat y ne President, be opened e and 
Shall be subjec 5 nl der the homestead and toWi-sité laws of 
the i tes (excépt 1 of thé Revised Statutes, which shall 

A + e: p 


the ase Kuen and red tor 8 ctions in Pack Con: 
reserved for a 


on school Bend fe ae 


resaid: 
acres i ount, 
ope’ Of said lands to 


t then subject to ent provided (eee: That after three years’ 


actual andoon uous residence u said from date of settlement, the 
ttler shall, upon full payment of 83.75 recel¥é patent for the tract 

entered: onud That settlement shall bé made under this act wit 

th date of à 


tered: Pr 
3 land. 
And garaia urther, That 5 Mons 16 and 36 of the lands ceded and relin- 
ned by said aj ment hereby confirmed ws State of Oregon for 
8 of the conimon schools of said sae det the limitations pre- 
¢ by law; the 3 lands shall be posed of under the Jaws ap- 
plicable t ereto, and thé balance of the lands so ceded shall be di ot 
until further provided by law under the town-site law and under the pró- 
IAA of the homestead law: Provided, however, That each settler under 
din accordance with the provisions of gaid homestead laws shall, at the 
time of making his original entry, pay the sum of 50 cents per acre in addi- 
tion to the fees now required by law, and at the time of m ing ane proot 
shall pay the further sum of $1 per acre, fi roof to be made within five 
years from the date of entry, and three years’ actual residence on the land 
Bhall be established by such evidence as is now required in homestead proofs 
as a prerequisite to title or patent. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. MCRAE] makes the point of order. 

Mr. MCRAE. The point of order sppties to what has been 
read on pages 94 and 95, and to all of the paragraph on pages 
136 and 137, beginning with the words the mineral lands,” in 
line 21, page 136, dowh to and including the word “ patent,” in 
line 9, page 137, and also to the lines from 14 to 20, inclusive, on 


e 137. 
mi HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. The géntleman from Arkansas did not make his point 
of order until after the Clerk had proceeded to read the last 
line on page 136, and about six linesbeyond. His point of order, 
as I e applies to all after the words provided, how- 
ever,” on line 25, page 136. 

Mr. MCRAE. No, sir; the point of order applies beginning 
at the word “law,” on line 21, page 136. 

Mr. HERMANN. ThenI make the point that the gentleman 
did not make his poms of order until after the Clerk had passed 
that point in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the proper time to make the 
point of order, after the 8 was read. 

Mr. HERMANN. But the Clerk had read six lines beyond that 
particular 1 1.7 8 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman's point 
of order is in time. 

Mr. MCRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will repeat what I have 
3 said, that these provisions will change the manner of 
1 1 855 ieo the lands treated for, and are therefore new legis- 
lation. This kind of legislation does not belong on an appro- 
priation bill. So far as I am personally concerned, I wish these 
and all other treaties could be ratified, but when the Committee 
on Indian Affairs undertakes to change the public-land laws 

agreement with an Indian 


simpl reo we have ratified an 
tribe, Lt ink itexceedsits jurisdiction. These provisions change 


cases only 80 aéres of land where the general law 


the public-land laws in several particulars. They allow in some 
seid ig ah 
her éises they allow poopie who have no right ne 


and in o 
nellt ot the homestead law to take the benefit of it. The 
ow persons ho have taken the benefit of the law and whi 
have sold thé land tospeculators to enter under this act. They 
suspend the operation of some of the laws by making them inoper- 
ative here, and in many other important réspects they change 
the public-land laws as to these reservations. 

Now, I maintain that we should ratify these treaties, but that 
these provisions should go out, and instead of them we should, 
if necessary, enact a general provision for the disposal of the 
lands acquired by this act, or that may be acquired hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman claims that the provi- 
sions in this section interfere with the laws in relation to pub- 
lic lands now on the statute books. Are those lands, before the 
treaty is confirmed, subject to the laws of the United States? 


Mr. MCRAE. Certainly not until the treaty is confirmed; but 
theše provisions change the methods of disposing of the lands 
that will become a part of the public domain under these 
ments and set up in every reservation a different system of land 
laws, asystem under which, in Oklahoma, in the Outlet, and on 
other reservations, we hdve had the most outrageous 8 
and frauds upon the honest settlers that haveever disgraced our 
Government. Now, in the face of the experience we have had, I 
feel it my duty to make the point and to warn this committee 
that there are in the bill provisions which will allow 4 repeti- 
tion of those outrages. I will not quietly consent for th d 
laws of this country to be so changed as to make it fossil e for 
those outrages to berepeated. Iwantthese reservations opened, 
but I want them opened in a orderly way under 
public-land laws, or under some system adapted to the end in 
view, and I insist that we ought not to change existing laws in 
this way on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, the different propositigns con- 
tained in this bill for disposing of the surplus lands oh the sev- 
eral reservations are n it but in each instance they are 
conformed to the e ee f the case as nearly as possible. 


I contend that this point of order is not well taken, because the . 


lands to which these provisions apply are not now public lands 
of the United States. The Government has no interest in them, 
and it will have no interest in them until it acquires such inter- 
est by the ratification of each of the treaties separately. en 
that is done and the Government acquires these additional lands 
it has a perfect right to prescribe the methods by which they 
shall be disposed of. 1 

Mr. MCRAE. But are the treaties themselves germane to an 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. LYNCH. Entirely so. 

Mr. PICKLER. Posit 95 80. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is too late to make 
that point now. 

Mr. LYNCH. The Government obtains these lands at differs 
ent prices in different cases.- By some of the treaties the 
cost 75 cents or 80 cents or $1 an acre; and in one s 1 7 
the Yankton Reservation, the Government pr 50 an ’ 
so that it would have to sail that fanf for J. g Le order tO ch 
outeven. These cases, therefore, can not all be provid 
any general uniform law. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think they can be. I think I haveanamend- 
ment which will cover the whole matter, and could be adopted, 
I think, at this time. 

Mr. LYNCH. Ihave read the gentleman's bill and I wish it 
could be passed, but itis too importanta matter t6 be considered 
and disposed of in the short time now at our command. If the 
gentleman can pass that bill, it can be so modified as to include 
these cases, because its e will be subsequentto this. These 
different methods of disposing of these surplus lands are abso- 
lutely necessary. In regard to the Yankton Reservation the 
committee were of the opinion that as the price of those lands 
was $3.75 an acre, $1.60 an acre would come too high for a poor 
man to buy, and therefore we concluded to reduce the amount 
which one man could enter thereto 80 acres. Each reservation 
was taken up on its own merits, and disposed of on its own merits, 
it being impossible to make any general rule or law 3 
to all these cases. I contend that as the Government does not 
own the land now, it has a perfect right to acquire that land and 
dispose of it upon any terms that it may deem fit, regardless of 
existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me suggest to my friend that these con- 
tracts are made in pursuance of law: and this proposition simply 
carries the agreements into effect. 

Mr. LYNCH. Thatis all. The Government finds itself the 
owner of those surplus lands, and must dispose of them. They 
are of no account while they remain in the possession of the 
Government. It seems to me that it is simply acting in further- 
ance of their acquisition to adopt limitations or restrictions in 
regard to their sale, and to dispose of them as may be deemed 
proper; and this I submit is not a change of existing law. 

r. MCRAE. It is new legislation; that is the point. 

Mr. LYNCH. Well, everything is new legislation in one 
sense. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The purpose is to carry out existing law. 

Mr. LYNCH. Contracts are made according to law. The 
treaty is referred to Congress according to law—— 

Mr. TERRY. Allow me to ask this question: As soon as 
these lands were purchased under this treaty, did they not be- 
come a part of the public domain of the United States? 

Mr. LYNCH. Not necessarily. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; they are to be sold at $3.75 an acre—— 

Mr. TERRY. Did not the United States purchase the land? 

Mr. PICKLER. If they were public lands, under the home- 


for by 


e existing 
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stead law they would have to be granted to homestead settlers 
for nothing. 
ere the hammer fell.] 

„PIC. Mr. Chairman, I submit thatthe t ot or- 
der made by the gentleman from Arkansas is clearly not well 
taken. We do not by this provision e one word or sylla- 
ble of the public laws of the United States. I ask theat- 
féntion of the Chair to that proposition. We simply provide in 
this bill how these 168,000 mre of 1 uired from the In- 
dians l be di d of. It 5 * 
and 


` title. iñ this Aira is impossible, acquire these 
lands at 250 an acre, and dispose of thera to netia at.$3.75 
an acro. So that the public nes laws of the U tates will 


not a case. 
Whi vat the Valse States we do act invertase Hit Year at. 
t.or - 
e simply carry out the ents 
ass. The eee a s proposi- 
$ 2 


the OLMAN may 
at as a parliamentarian Mr, has had few superiors in 
this House—that the: on of a treaty where opre sagen aay ie 
or 


had been appointed, and its action saipe baay 1 nd me 
wor was there- 


ratification, was in pursuance of a 
fore proper on an 3 b 
Now, ratification of a treaty is proper on an Indian ap- 
propriation bill, then whatever is necessary to carry out such “3 

t is proper and in order. We are inevitably forced to 

—— Bit brot —. covered by thissoctiohts inorder, 

us it 18, and would have been under this decision even if a point 

of order had been made arena it—then whatever is necessary 
to carry out ‘that treaty must ne ‘be in order. 

But, Mr. Chairman, my other tion is, too clear for ar- 

ent. We do not interfere with ‘the public land laws of the 
v nited States. We ar pi to Nga the only course possible to 
dispose of these lan: tion affects no land but 
thatwhich has been 3 e conditions I have stated. 

Mr. HERMANN. ME Chairman, inasmuch as this point of 
1 the poean p pe to the allotment of 
lands to t is in some respects dif- 
ferent from that whic series to the Dakota reservation. 

‘Now, in the first place, I ask the co ration of the Chair 
to this fact—these are not public lands of the United States. 
They are lands be to the n reservations and to-cer- 
tain t bands of Indians. ey do not become lands of the United 
States at all until after the ratification of the treaty made with 
a Then and only then do they become subject toour 

aws 
i Now, as to the nee Sg Ry the 4 that this is new 
legislation, . to make th epeo that this is 
inaccorđance with existing inte, me that therefore it is pursu- 
ant to regulations already provided and strictly in accordance 
with such tions. In order to convince the Chair of that 


fact I ask his kind attention to the act approved February 8, | 


1887, the law providing for the allotmént of lands in severalty 
psat 22 Todien tribes, in which will be found this provision: 


Tennad to th 195 aled by any Indian t iy the Ugited a 
— — — asi 


be disposed o t by the rioa States to achual xa 
tracts not 
shall prescribe. 


Go athe to any one pene 
In reference to this proviso us to the 
is no minimum fixed for — Sgle of the 
mum limit prescribed by ale Soe Pt Be 
res; but as to Ls Frag 
bill, — 


ribed in this 
providing for the 190 


general got of 

severalty to the . — So, Mr. oi 
1 of it, and 
the gentleman makes is 


are in line with exis 
it occurs to me that the eee et ok order 
dot tenable. 
Now, to show again the effect of it, 1 
000 shall be paid to 8 
t $42,000 shall comé come by way a dat ld, 
appropriated by thé bill, A 8 shall co from 2 
the lands; that in order to economize, oo ah se oy simii hvo 
fians an.acre for the homestead land, ong tiat tere 
160:acres:of land and shall be he an be 


‘gen 1 0e Aa 


ve 
them 


according to the provisions of the homestead laws of the United 


States. 
The Spade will recive, therefore, that there is here 
7 es vention ofthe existing law. It is pursuant to thé wall: 

own provisions of law regulating the homestead lands of the 
United States and isin strict accordance with the language o 
the provision of the general law which I have read, which pro- 

es that Congress may regulate the terms and conditions on 
which the land may be sold to the settlers after the lands are 
segregated from the rest of the Indian lands and become excess 
lands and subject to disposal by the Government. 

But the first fact that I desire to impress upon the Chair is 
that they are not public lands of the United States; they are not 
governed by any of the public land Jaws until they become seg- 

as Sree the Indian lands and become in fact a part of our 
omain. 


pos qe ne hammer fell.] 
Mr. I think the point of order su 


mitted by my colleague,§ Mr. MORAE, is very well taken. 

seems to me, sir, very clear that}the provisions contained in the 
bill are not germane to the treaty proposed to be ratified. A 
modification or achange to be germane to a contract or an agree- 
ment is one that in some way or other naturally affects ther hts 


of both zorom to the contract. 
Now, the question as o how the Spee 3 ee 8 
of these after she has a matter 


which the Indians have no chaser, and thérefore it 
— very plainly that it is not germane to a question of con- 


Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 
As to the Indians not being concerned in the transaction, it is 
just the reverse. They can not obtain payment, according to 
the treaty, unless the funds are derived according to the provi- 
sions objected to by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. TERRY. That is not in the treaty. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes it is. 

Mr. TERRY. You are putting it in here. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is a modification. 

Mr. TERRY. Of course, but the terms of the treaty provide 
that Congress should 5 confirm the treaty terms and coh- 
ditions, no not as to how the lands should be speed ot, but how 

may should be purchased. 

Mr. PICKLER. In the pense of oer against my bill, it is 
provided in section 8 that 2 

But another question, if the will pens ne. D 
not the gentleman know that there has never tyr 
ified by enw in all these years, but the ca for “the di poši- 
tion of the land followed directly the ? It Is 

Mr. TERRY. That may be, but it has nothing to with the 
point of order. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. And this bill was prepared by the Indian 
Bureau in accordance with the ent. Itis their bill. 

Mr. TERRY. Very well; I have endeavored to.answer the 
gentleman's question. 

Now, as I say, the original act provided for a commission which 
was sent to ngs hear the purchase of this land. 

They have submitted a treaty, which has beensigned by theg 

If we wish to modify the terms of ‘iat ie treaty as 
ing more or less for the land,.oras to when ent shall 
made, etc., that is all germane; butto bring perm leg ginle 
tion as to what the United States shall do with the 0 115 
they have purchased them isnot germane to the proposition 


of 3 them. 
* RMANN. Will =. 


Tae 


fa Ea ulge me again— 
and this is a very vital ask the gen man what is his 
construction of pro 122 law which ae have have Jy udted? 
oe N. I did not have my attention that. 
That the specific act of | provid- 
ing for th otment of lands to the 3 neh that as 
lands they shall be disposed of senian 
aie the homestead act, ‘under 8 
ess shall be.” 
Now ess is proposing 


15 


1 ask Ball 


FE spare 


eral provision of the 1 Sheen lane 
ttlers, but one of the o anal proe shall 
ts |B 1.50 per acre at the — of final 
ai I. Nos e 
ot now 
— oh the gentleman from Oreg . f refers, I 


leave the answer on ee —— to my colleague 
or to him. who hs Just boon examining 1, and T now y the 
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1894. 
we should, under the public land laws. The gentleman 
ts to this law, which requires that they shall be disposed of 


under the homestead law, and yet he contends for a proposition 
in this bill which literally takes all the life and vitality out of it. 
That is what I complain of. ; g 

Mr. HERMANN. My answer to the gentleman is this, Mr. 
Chairman, that if that were the construction to be placed upon 
this provision, then it would be necessary simply to say that 
they shall be acquired under the conditions imposed by the 
homestead act, but we go further, according to the language of 
the allotment act, and we are standing upon the allotment act, 
which provides for such terms and conditions as may be pre- 
8 Congresss. Why insert those words if the lands were 
to be disposed of under the homestead act? r 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman forgets that this isa point of 
order, and the question is, at what time and upon what bill shall 
Congress make or prescribe these conditions? The pointI make 
is that it can not be done upon an appropriation Now this 
is a very plain proposition, that does not, as my colleague has 
correctly and clearly stated, have any reference to the confirma- 
tion of the treaty; but it isa proposition to change the land 
laws, so far as these lands are concerned, giving men the benefit 
of the law who are not entitled to it, changing the time of resi- 
dence from five to three years and depriving settlers of the 
right of commutation. most every important provision of 
the homestead law is changed. Men who have had tho benefit 
of it can take it again under this bill, and gentlemen will find 
that if these provisions are adopted the land jumpers and 
‘‘sooners” will take every valuable piece of land that you open 
to settlement by it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. LYNCH. Will they not take it under the homestead law 
just as well? 

Mr. MCRAE. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not? 

Mr. MCRAE. This bill restores the right to those who have 
lost it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I only rise to correct a mis- 
take in the statement of my friend from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 
There is no such change here as from five years to three. The 
act of the 3d of March, 1891, provided a period of fourteen 
months, and this makes it a period of three years. That is the 
only difference. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it to prevent fraud? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The Chair 
was of the oppa yesterday that perhaps the point of order was 
well taken, but he has given the matter very careful considera- 
tion last night and this morning, and the Chair wishes to direct 
the attention of the gentleman from Arkansas to the fact that 
the question whether or nota gor of order would lie against 
a treaty in an appropriation bfil does not now come up for con- 
` sideration. It is too late to raise that point, and that noth- 
ing whatever to do with the question before the House. Now, 
it is conceded by the gentleman from Arkansas that these lands 
are not public lands of the United States, and are not governed 
by the laws now on the statute books in relation to the public 
lands of the United States. 

In addition to that the Chair finds, upon looking atthe mat- 
ter, thatit is the universal custom, in considering these treaties, 
to modify and change them just as now being done in the pres- 
ent bill, and that is not only true of Indian treaties, as the Chair 
understands, but it is also true of other treaties. In fact, the 
Chair is informed that when the treaty between France and the 
United States was made, by which the United States acquired 
the pron territory of Louisiana, after that treaty had been made 
by the high contracting parties, the great Napoleon twice modi- 
fied the treaty, and the ‘Senate of the United States once modi- 
fied it, before it finally became a law. It seems to the Chair, 
therefore, that in view of the custom which has existed from 
time immemorial in this country that the point of order is not 
well taken, and the Chair so rules. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I rise to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MCRAE. “I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to be perfectly fair, 
and he will first recognize the chairman of the committee to 
offer any amendment. This cleans up the four points of 
order which were pending against the bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, since the preparation of this 


bill—— 

Mr. MCRAE. I understand the Chair's decision goes to all of 
these, the whole of them. 

The C . The Chair thinks the 
against each is good on the same ground. 

Mr. MCRAE. Thatany kind of land legislation as to these 
lands will be germane. Is that the ruling? 

The . The Chair so holds. 


guage: 
“And also 3 that the Pueblo, Jacarilla A; 


point of order | 
| 


Mr. MCRAE. Then 15 wanted to move an amendment myself. 


That is the reason I asked the question. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Mr.Chairman, I submit the following amend- 
ment in behalf of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 7, line 8, after the word ‘‘ Muscogee,” insert the following lan- 


,in New 


gency, Mexico, is 
heréby a and consolidated with the Southern Ute Agency, Colo- 


rado.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On e 53, e 18, “ 1 “ ne 
e 5 8 55 Un after the word “thousand” insert “fifty,” making it 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection this amendment will 
be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the understanding was yesterday 
reached that all the duplicate matter shall be omitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was not read, and it is to be omitted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all on page 77 after the word seal,“ in line 12, and insert the 
words “and others;"’ and strike out all of 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 88, 87, ~ 
88, 89, 90, 91, and all of page 92 down to and incl line 22. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thisstrikes out the signatures and names. 
If there is no objection, this amendment be agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say before the Chair 
announces the result, that it has not been 5 necessary of 
late years to insert the names of the Indians who sign the con- 
tracts, as was done in former years, for the reason that the orig- 
inal agreement is on file in the Interior De t and there 
is no necessity for anything more than to refer to the law. 

The names are left in, however, so that if any question should 
arise in the House there would be an easy reference to the num- 
ber of persons who signed the agreement. I now submit, with 
the same object in view, the following amendment. 

‘There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Strike ont all on page 101, after the word “seal,” in line 16, and Insert the 
words “and others,” and strike out all of pages 102, 103, 104, 105, —.— 108, 
109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, and all of page 116 down to and including 19. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this amendment 
will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I also offer the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this amendment 
will also be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [also offer the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of page 131, after line 17, and insert the words “and others,” 
and strike out all of pages 182, 133, 134, and 135 down to and including line 11. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment, 
which T have left on the table in the room of the committee on 
oars re PREES but I will ask leave, if I find the amendment, to 
su it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana if he has offered the amendment in accordance 
with the agreement of the committee, on page 46 of this bill, 
relative to the allotment of land, that the appropriation was to 
be increased from $15,000 to $20,000? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has not of- 
fered any amendment to page 46. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to call the attention 
of the chairman of the committee to the fact that this amend- 
ment was agreed upon by the whole committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, the amount in the appropriation— 
what line is that? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Page 46, allotting lands. In 
line 17, is my recollection. 

Mr. HOLMAN, ‘The amount appropriated is 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Fifteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Fifteen thousand dollars. - 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. We agreed to increase that 
amount to $20,000. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. With reference to one of these items the 
monsy is to be expended by direction of the President. This 
item provides for the expenditure under the authority of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. The Committee on Af- 
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fairsdirected me to move an amendment increasing the amount 
from $15,000 to $20,000. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves to 
strike out the word “fifteen ” and insert twenty.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. p 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to withdraw the 
amendment, fixing the salary of the superintendent of schools at 
$2,500, which was adopted. That provision is already in the bill, 
so of course there is no necessity for duplicating it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana to withdraw this amendment? 

There was no objection. A 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee 
amendment which I send to the desk. ‘ 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out lines 7 to 14, inclusive, and insert the following: 

“For support and education of one hundred and fifty Indian pupils at 
Mount Pleasant, Mich., at $150 per annum each, $22,500; for pay of superin- 
tendent, 81,500 per annum; general repairs, 81,000; construction of laundry, 
$500; construction of storage building, $2,000; in all, $27,500." 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment for the committee. i 

The amendment was read, as foliows: 

Strikeout the word six in line 16, on page58, and insert the word ten.“ 
Also insert “ten after the word “ thousand” in line 17, page 53, 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I ofer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word dollars in line 16, page 59, the fol- 
OTOS ted, That the sum of 39,500 shall be subtracted from the amount to 
be paid to the Chickasaw tribe of Indians on account of the interest herein 

vided for, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay the saidsum of 

„500 to W. B. Munson, of Denison, Tex.“ 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I have discussed this amend- 
ment with the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and most of the members of it, and every one of them to whom 
I have explained it have agreed that it is a proper one. It is 
intended to reimburse Mr. Munson for money which was ad- 
vanced for the Chickasaw Indians, and for which he had the 
acceptances of the auditor of that tribe. This money was used 
for an Indian school at Lebanon, in the Indian Territory. 

The amendment was ed it Ý 5 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
offer an amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After land.“ page 95, line 19, add: 

“That the right of commutation is extended to all bona fide settlers on 
the lands in Oklahoma Territory opened to settlement under the provisions 
of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act making appropriations for current 
and contingent expenses and fulfilling treaty stipulations with Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year end: June 30, 1894" approved March 3, 1893, and the 
President's proclamation in pursuance thereof, after fourteen months from 
date of settlement and upon payment for the lands as provided in said act.” 

The amsndment was agreed to. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 7, page 51, insert the following: 

“ Provided, That so much of the appropriations made in this bill for the 
payment of agents as shall not be required for that se is hereby made 
available for educational purposes, to be added to the 81,000,070 already ap- 
propriated, and used for the same purposes if required.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order on that fora 
moment. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that there is already a provision in the bill which authorizes the 
use of surplus appropriations to the amount of $25,000. The truth 
is that this will amount to about $40,000, My friend will bear in 
mind that twenty-three military men are acting as agents, and 
of course appropriations are made for those agencies, all of 
them, and I should think the salaries of all the twenty-three 
would be in the neighborhood of $45,000. That would make the 
whole amount about seventy or seventy-five thousand dollars. 
However, I will not press the point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendmont was read, as follows: 

After line 19, page 51, insert the 3 

For support of Indian school at Fort Shaw, Mont., as follows: 

For support of 230 Indian pupils, at $167 per annum each, at said school, 
$38,000; for pay of superintendent, $1,500; for repairs of buildings, $3,000; for 
fences. farm implements, seed, etc., $1,000; for irrigation ditches, laterals, 
etc., $3,009; in all, $48,509." 

M 1 HOLMAN. I make the point of order on that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is no new legislation. 
I hold in my hand a letter from the Acting Secre of the 
Treasury, inclosing a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
and a letter from the Indian Commissioner, recommending this 


appropriation, only that they recommend $62,250 instead of 
$46,500, as is proposed to be appropriated by my amendment. 
Now, I want to say here that from the records it appears that 
last year there were 171 pupils in this school. It is a Govern- 
ment school; a reservation school. There was an average at- 
tendance of 136 last year, and during the present year there are 
231 Indian pupils enrolled and 216 as an average attendance. 
And I do not know upon what principle this has been omitted 
from the bill. 
Mr, CURTIS of Kansas. Was this provided for last year? 
Mr. HARTMAN. It was. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. And no provision is made for the 
matter in this bill? 
Mr. HARTMAN. No provision is made this year. 
Mr. HOLMAN. There was no estimate for this. 
Mr. HARTMAN. Why, the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
HOLMAN] is entirely wrong. I hold the estimate in my hand. 
Mr. HOLMAN. From the Secretary of the Treasury? 
Mr. HARTMAN. From the Secretary of the Interior 
Mr. HOLMAN. We do not get our estimates from him, 
Mr. HARTMAN. And also from the Indian Commis- 
sioner-—— e 
3 ae HOLMAN. We do not get our estimates from him, 
either. 
Mr. HARTMAN. Anda letter from the acting Secretary of 
the Treasury, Mr. Curtis. 
Mr. HOLMAN. What does Mr. Curtis say. 
Mr. HARTMAN. Here is his letter; and with the permission 
of the gentleman I will read it: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 81, 1894. 


Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of 
Congress, an estimate of appropriation submitted br the Secretary of the 
Interior on the 29th instant, for the support of the Indian school at Fort 
Shaw, Mont., for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, $62,250, this school be- 
ing now maintained out of the general school appropriation. 


Respectfully, yours, 
W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER Of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ah, that comes out of the $1,070,000. That 
is why it is omitted here. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
this question: How happens it that other Government schools 
are agin | provided for and this is not? 

Mr. LYNCH. This was anew school just started a year ago, 
and was not carried in the appropriations. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Then I presume I have the assurance ol 
the chairman of the committee that this school will be taken 
care of out of that general fund? 

Mr. LYNCH. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will say without hesitation that out of the 
general fund this school has been opi up till the present time, 
a period of two years; and,so far as I am concerned, I shall in- 
sist that the necessary money for this school shall be taken from 
the $1,070,000. 

Mr. LYNCH. There is no danger about that matter. 

Mr. HARTMAN. What sum will be allowed for this school? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whatever is necessary—based on the aver- 
age attendance. 

Mr. MCRAE. I now move to amend by inserting on page 59 
of the bill the provision which I send to the desk, as a new par- 
agraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secret of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior, or 
any three persons they may jointly select or cause to be selected on behalf 
of the United States, are hereby fully authorized and empowered to compro- 
mise, adjust, ind finally settle with the governor of the State of Arkansas, 
or with such person or persons as may be authorized by the laws of that 
State to act in its behalf, upon such terms and conditions as to them may 
seem just and equitable, subject to approval by Congress, as hereinafter 
3 or any of the differences between the Government and the said 

tate growing out of and arising from the issue of certain bonds by the said 
State which are now owned intheir ownright or held in trust by the United 
States; the 5 per cent fund which accrued to the said State under the act 
approved June 23, 1836; the unpaid 3 of the distribution fund which 
accrued to the said State under the act 9 86552 September 4, 1841; the 
swamp and overflowed lands in place granted by the act approved Septem- 
ber 28, 1850, and not heretofore approved to the State; the d and mone: 
indemnity due the said State under the acts approved March 2, 1885, an 
March 3, 1857, and all other claims and demands of whatever kind or nature, 
and any compromise or settlement they may make with the said State shall 
be fully reported back to Congress, giving the basis thereof, for its further 
action, said compromise not to be effectual and final until approved by Cons 
gress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, while I am in complete sym- 
pathy with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] in re- 
gard to the adjustment of these mutual accounts between Ar- 

ansas and the United States, and while they certainly ought 
to be adjusted, this subject has never been considered by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs; and I feel that I should be doing 
injustice to my colleagues on that committee if I consented that 
so important a provision should go into this bill without an 
opportunity for its consideration by the committee. I ehall, 

erefore, have to insist on the point of order. 
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Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard on the point 
of order. This matter, to which I move this as amendment, in- 
volves, as was stated yesterday, the bonds, the interest upon 
which is provided for. I claim that thisamendment is germane 
to that section, and I insist that under the last clause of the sec- 
ond paragraph of Rule XXI, inasmuch as this is a proposition 
coming with a favorable report from a committee having juris- 
diction of the subject-matter, it is admissible. Let me read the 
clause of the rule to which I refer: 

That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report of the 
committee or any joint commission authorized by law or the House mem- 
bers of any such commission having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of 
such amendment— 

The Public Lands Committee in this case— 
which amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall 
retrench expenditures. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the bill which is embodied in this amend- 
ment has been considered and reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands, and substantially appro ved by two Departments. 
It does cecur to me that when we have so reasonable and just a 
proposition as this, which must come back to Congress before any 
settlement is approved relating to a matter for which Congress 
is now called upon to make an appropriation which may be saved 
in future by this provision, it does seem to me the gentleman 
from Indiana, who has so often given me the assurance that he 
would like to see this provision enacted into law, should now 
withdraw his point of order. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Arkansas does 
not, of course, pretend that this provision retrenches expendi- 
tures; that is the frailty of the proposition—it does not retrench. 
My friend must see that I should be doing gon injustice to the 
committee of which I am the chairman, consented to so im- 
portant a proposition as this, without the committee having an 
opportunity to consider the subject. I repeat, I am in full sym- 

thy with the gentleman on this question, and always have 
en. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: z 

Amend, in line 3, page 138, by striking out the word Chicago“ and insert- 
ing “St. Louis.” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. This contest, Mr. Chairman, of our great 
cities for the Indian warehouse may not be as lofty as was that 
of the seven cities of ancient Greece for the honor of being the 
birthplace of Homer. In accordance with the spirit of the 
times, it is waged for things material. Yet there are involved 
in this controversy not merely questions of pecuniary gain, but 
also paramount considerations of fairness and justice. 

If a father of a family be good and just, he will distribute the 
good things at his dis equally and impartially among the 
members of his family. But to us, to St. Louis, Uncle Sam“ 
has not been a good and just parent, but rather a stepfather. 
While all her sisters were constantly receiving presents of some 
kind or other, St. Louis's invariable lot was to goempty-handed. 

However gigantic the national pie, there never was a crumb 
left for St. Louis, and we are thus unlucky under Democratic as 
well as Republican Administrations, because, let me tell youcon- 
fidentially, both parties deem Missouri too safely Democratic to 
require looking after. Consequently, when we ask for the pro- 
tection of our farms against the annual floods, we are told that 
no money could be spent for this purpose; when I ask for the 
building of a road to our military reservation, Jefferson Barracks, 
in order to enable the farmers of St. Louis County to haul sup- 
plies there; when I ask that that reservation, which is now only 
a recruiting station, be turned into a regular military post; 
when we prove by facts and figures that our postal facilities need 
extension onaccount of the natural growth of our city, the stereo- 
type answer of Congress and the Executive Departments to all 

ese questions is, No money.” 

Even our pension claims are disregarded, neglected, and ig- 
nored, or how will you account for the astounding fact that I 
now have over seven hundred unadjudicated pension claims on 
my files? Claims, too, of men who deserve to be remembered 
above ali others, because they were the first to take up arms in 
defense of the nation,and were the ones who, by capturing Camp 
Jackson, did so much to save Missouri to the Union. 

My people have patiently stood this sort of treatment for more 
than a quarter of a century, but the time has come when pa- 
tience ceases to be a virtue with them. They begin to ask them- 
selves, ifsuch are the results of Missouri always going Demo- 
cratic, whether it would not be wise, whether it would not be a 

‘ood investment for them to for once hand the Stateover tothe 

publicans and to forever thereafter keep Missouri in the col- 
a of the doubtful sisters, sg as to be looked after“ in the 
uture, 

And let me say right here, that if the proposition of the com- 


mittee to transfer the Indian supply bureau from New York to 
Chicago is made with a view to offering a present to Illinois in 
order to keep that State in the Democratic phalanx, the same 
argument, motive,and consideration holds good with respect to 
Missouri, in fact more so, because Missouri now is a doubtful 
State, while Illinois, as recent elections show, is again as safely 
Republican as is Pennsylvania. 

I sincerely trust, however, that political motives are not ac- 
tuating the committee in a matter that presents a plain business 
proposition and nothing else. The only question is, can the 
Government buy the $3,000,000 worth of supplies that are an- 
nually furnished the Indians as cheaply in St. Louis as in New 
York or Chicago? h 

I unhesitatingly answer this question in the affirmative, and 
this being the case, I claim that the metropolis of the Missis- 
stopi Valley ought to have a chance for once. As a base of sup- 
N es for the Indians it is more favorably located than either 

ew York or Chicago, because it is equally near to the South- 
western and the Northwestern Indians. It isthe principal mar- 
ket of the staples of the South, and not only of those, but it is 
also one of the greatest flour, vegetable, and cattle markets, and 
the greatest tobacco and mule marketin the country. And when 
you ask about the character of St. Louis business enterprises. 
we Sr say to all the world, Match it, if you can, the proud 
solidity of our commercial houses, the honor and integrity of 
our merchants.” 

cris ve many of my Southern friends will not admit the 
adaptability of the allegory when I say that Uncle Sam was, in- 
stead of a kind parent, a stepfather to us—because their polit- 
ical theories preclude that admirable gentleman from being 
either an uncle or a father—but I know they will bear out my 
assertion that of all larger cities of the country, there is none 
more closely related to the South, in a commercial sense, than 
is St. Louis. The father of waters has connected us and tied us 
together for all time tocome. Weare selling your products, 
and we now merely ask you to help us get Uncle Sam as a cus- 
tomer for them. ill you do it? 

Politically speaking, Mr. Chairman, St. Louis knows no East 
or West, North or South. She is the heart of the continent, in 
which sectionalism has no place, and which beats alike for all 
sections and all the people of our common country. This is a 
time, Mr. Chairman, when we should carefully avoid emphasiz- 
ing questions and framing laws which have a tendency to sepa- 
rate us. We should rather seek points that unite us, and strive 
to discover common ground upon which North and South, East 
and West can stand. Therefore do not incite the envy of the 
West and South by unduly favoring New York, and do not go 
out of your way to confer new national favors 2 a a city which 
has but recently been the recipient of the grandest boon in the 
giftof the nation. The whole country has ungrudgingly contrib- 
uted to make the World's Fair the grand success it was; now 
1 do the graceful thing and step aside for her Missouri 
sister. 

In harmony with this suggestion two Representatives of Chi- 
cago have indeed declared upon this floor that it was really im- 
material to them whether they would get the Indian Supply 
Bureau or not. Tous, Mr. Chairman, it is not immaterial; we 
want it, we need it, and we think we are entitled to it; and since 
there ought to be a branch bureau somewhere in the West, Iap- 
peal to the House in the interest of economy, fairness, and good 
Government, to locate it at St. Louis. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the amendment of 
the gentleman from Missouri as withdrawn, as this provision 
has been eliminated from the bill. 

The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. CRAWFORD], who, on yesterday, was granted leave to 
offer an amendment on e 48. 

4 = CRAWFORD. offer the amendment I send to the 
esk. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert on 48, in line 23, after the word “available,” the following: 

8 Provided however, That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the United 
States court in the 5 hear, try, and determine claims for Chero- 
kee citizenship in all cases where the claimant canshow a prima facile right to 
citizenship by reason of being a Cherokee within the meaning of treaties and 
laws guaranteeing hisrights as such; and shall inall cases have theright of a 
peal to said court from the decision or judgment of any commission, cour 
or tribunal of the Cherokee Nation, and pending such appeal neither he nor 
his ANEA shall be disturbed in their possessions until the suit is ter- 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill have to reserve the point of order on 
the amendment, and hope the gentleman from North Carolina 
will be heard. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ofer this amendment 
with the view of taking the jurisdiction or authority out of the 


council of the Indian Territory and giving it to a court of the 


United States which is now located in that Territory. 
Everybody knows, who has given any attention at all to the 
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question, that the council of the Cherokee Nation has, contrary 
to any authority, in my judgment, ever conferred upon it, taken 
jurisdiction of all questions affecting the right of hip in 
that Territory. 
Now, we have a large number of the old Cherokee tribe inmy 
district in North Carolina; but under the usurpätions of the 
Cherokee council they assume the right to reject any Cherokee 
from my district, if they so desire, and put him off without the 
provision of law as an intruder. I maintain, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Cherokee council has no Jonon whatever, either 
of the person or the property, of so-called intruders into that 
Territory, and that they can not determine the question so as to 
‘legally put them out by the court or by any departmental rul- 
ing, and I think it perfectly fair that some pro n should be 
made by which those who have certain rights under the treaties 
with the United States, could have them determined by an im- 
partial court. It has been recently decided by the United States 
court in the Territory, Judge Stuart presiding, when the ques- 
tion was brought before himonan ap „that he had no jurisdic- 
tion whatever in the case where Cherokees alone were involved 
so as to determine the question of citizenship. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Let me ask the gentleman what 
there is in the report that the nation frequently refuses to give 
those who claim to be citizens an opportunity for a hearing? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It amounts to this, that the council 
claims absolute power over the matter, without any right ofap- 
peal on the part of the defendant. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. That is, that they refuse to grant 
such hearing? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. They refuse to put them on the roll of 
citizenship and they are not recognized unless they are en- 
rolled. In this case to which I have referred, that went to the 
United States court over which Judge Stuart presided, it was 
clearly established that the applicant for citizenship, who had 
been declared an intruder, was a Cherokee, and it was so held 
by the court; but when the question was decided in favor of the 
so-called intruder as to his being a Cherokee hecould not take 
further jurisdiction of the matter, and it was consequently dis- 


The only thing that the Cherokee chief has to do now is sim- 
ly to designate any man in the Territory noton the rolls as an 
truder, and the commission of appraisers go on and appraise 
the value of the property, and that is all that has to be done be- 
fore the Department can proceed to remove him as an intruder. 
Now, I maintain that the Cherokees of North Carolina, or any- 
where else, have a perfect right to go there under the treaties, 
and there is no authority in any council, or in any court, or in any 
Department, to exclude them upon any proposition made by the 
nation or by the council, for the treaties are the supreme law. 

Isay thatthe court which you have recently established should 
have jurisdiction of thé matter. How can the Department know 
anything about intruders there, simply when the appraisement 
has been made and referred to the Secretary of the Interior? 
No other facts are submitted in support of it. You must have 
some kind of a court with jurisdiction to determine the question 
involved, before the Department can act intelligently and fairly. 
The Secretary can not go into the matter, but must act on the 
report of the appraisers, and this appropriation is for the pur- 
pose of executing their decree. 

Lask, then, Mr. Chairman, that the court be given jurisdiction 
to determine the question of the right of these Cherokees under 
the 3 That is all the amendment pro It does not 
prevent the Cherokees from By pepe intruders, but it permits 
the Cherokees who are entitled to citizenship to have the privi- 
lege of having that right determined by some proper tribunal 

thout having a judge sitting in his own case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I hope I will have a few minutes more, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill yield two minutes of my time to the 
gentleman. A 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Now,Ithink the gentleman from Indiana 
3 HOLMAN] ought to withdraw the point of order and let the 

ederal court in the Territory determine whether or not they 
have these hts, whether or not they are entitled to these 
rights under the treaties which have been made, which question 
has not been determined. The case of the Eastern Cherokees 
vs. The United States and the Western Cherokees does not de- 
termine the question of the right of the council to determine 
who shall be citizens, but it only goes to the question of tribal 
relations with the Western Cherokees; and I say right here that 
they have usurped the right of the United States, and that the 
power ought to be assumed by the Federal court, as proposed by 

amendment, to decide this question. 8 

I will ask the chairman of the committee to withdraw the 
point of order and let the court determine the question without 
prejudice. What objection can be made against the United 


States court determining the rights of citizenship? They have 
been refused when it has been found that they were Cherokees 
and had those rights under the treaties. The court determined 
that question in favor of the defendant, holding that the pro- 
ceedings by the council were illegal, and yet it could not take 
jurisdiction simply for the reason the suit was between two 
Cherokees. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. HOLMAN, Mr, Chairman, I wish to say just a word. 
More than one treaty e confers upon the Cherokee Na- 
tion the power to determine who its citizens are, and it isno use 
to adopt my friend’s proposition. We have no right to violate 
those treaties, and I trust we never s 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. 
JoHNSON] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 23, page 53, strike out the word “five” and insert the word “eight.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the effect of that amendment? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. It is to retain the present 


salary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. The effect of it is to pay 
the superintendent of schools $1,800 instead of $1,500 per annum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must raise the pra of order on that. 
There is no law fixing the salary at $1,800. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. That is the existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the Chair holds that an appropriation 
bill is alaw within the meaning of Rule XXI, of course the Chair 
must overrule the point of order. 

8855 CHAIRMAN. The Chair is obliged to overrule the point 

of order. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust that the amendment will not be agreed 
to 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 46, noes 75. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COFFEEN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


sary traveling expenses: And provided Further, That any agreement en- 
cored into for said lands s Co: 4 


The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Although that subject has not been consid- 
ered by the Committee on Indian Affairs, Iam not inclined to 
press the point of order, if my friend will consent to strike out 
the provision for a commissioner, and authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to have these negotiations carried on by one of 
the Indian inspectors. If that change is made, and the appro- 
priation of $2,000 is stricken out, I shall not object. 

Mr. COFFEEN. That neutralizes everything and renders it 
valueless. 

At the request of the committee we cut down the provision 
from $3,500 to $2,000, and cut down the three commissioners to 
one, and then the committee agreed to it. It only went out the 
other day upon the objection of the gentleman from Georgia, 
who has now withdrawn his objection, so that it can be d 
upon as it was agreed upon. I do not see why that should not 
be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no necessity for the expenditure of 
this $2,000. There are so many of these commissioners and In- 
dian tors, and so many officers employed all the time, that 
this bill is terribly top-heavy. It is almost as much a bill for 
patronage as it is a bill providing for the Indians. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is it not necessary that there should be in- 
spectors or commissioners employed? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not employ inspectors, Indian inspect- 
ors, or special agents? 
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Mr. COOMBS. 33 say that the bill is top-heavy; but 
it is necessary to have either inspectors or commissioners. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Indian inspector is not an Indian. 
isa ele en and there is really nothing much for these in- 

rs to do. 

Mr. COFFEEN. I ask to be heard a moment on this. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I want the attention of my 
friend from Wyoming. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one amendment pending. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

‘Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to obtain the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Wyoming. Iam exceedingly anx- 
ious that he shall have some one appointed to make this treaty, 
and I suggest that he take the same method and the same plan 
as has been suggested by the chairman, which I took in the 
Fifty-second Congress. have had two treaties ratified, and 
they have been better made and the Indians have been better 
pleased by having the Secretary of the Interior send one of the 
five inspectors to negotiate the treaty than any other treaties 
we have had made in my country. I think it is in the interest 
of the Indians and the interest of the gentleman from Wyoming 
that he accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana. 
He will be much better provided for, and his treaty will be rat- 
ified much quicker, by having one of the inspectors authorized 


to make the treaty. 

Mr. COFFEEN. I regret, Mr. Chairman, that any discussion 
should be necessary. e have done all the work that could be 
done to get the committee harmonized, and it was understood 
that it was going on as it was, after we had given away on every 
point that we could. We have endeayored for years and years 
to get the Shoshone Reservation, which paari Aa three times 
as much land as is necessary, or in any manner used by the In- 
dians, relinquished to the United States, so that people could 
settle on it and make homes and go on and develop that part of 
the State. Therefore, we have asked that a commissioner be 
appointed, not three, but one, at a very low rate, and the work 
that is already almost completed can then be accomplished. 
Now, let me say one wordfurther. There is nothing whatever 
in this amendment which would not permit all that the gentle- 
man from Washington said as to the appointment. 

The Secretary can appoint one of the tors if he chooses. 
I hope the chairman of the committee will notice that. I ask 
that he may have latitude, so that we may secure the appoint- 
ment of a commissioner or of one of the inspectors and get this 
work completed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend will authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior, in his discretion, to devolve the duty of conduct- 
ing the negotiations upon one of the inspectors I think there 
would be no objection. 

Mr. COFFEEN. All right. i 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman modify his amend- 
ment? 

Mr. COFFEEN. I modify it in that line. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Mississippi, who desires to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all from and including line 8, on page 50, to and including line 
ee 3 lines 14, 15, and 16, page 51, and insert instead thereof 

“For the establishment and maintenance of public schools for Indian chil- 
dren between the ages of 7 and 18 years, 8200, to be expended under the di- 
rection and on such plan adopted by the Secretary of the Interior.” 

TheCHAIRMAN. That is not an amendment to the amend- 
ment now pending. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why not? 

The CHAIRMAN. Because it is offered toa different part 
of the bill. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The amendment now pending applies to 
schools, and this is a motion to strike that part all out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the amendment is 
not in order. The Clerk will report the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming as modified. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. What was done with my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was ruled out by the Chair. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. On what ground? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain it as an 
amendment to the pending amendment when it was not to the 
same paragraph. 

The Clerk will report the amendment of the gentleman from 
Wyoming as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the purpose of conduct: negotiations with the Sh 

ahoe Indians for the sale nae ta aca of a rt ger 8 ripe a 
reservation h the State of Wyon to the United States under charge of 
a commissioner to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, there shall 


be appropriates the sum of $2,000, to become aes ae 


necessary tra expenses: And ede Ne t t 
: 8 a men 
are 15 any agree 


Mr. hater cata of Washington. I make the point of order 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I make the point of order against that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I object to the Secretary of - 
the Interior having discretion in the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington and the 
8 Mississippi both make the point of order against 

e amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The agreement was that the 
Secretary of the Interior“ shall“ detail an inspector; and unless 
that is agreed to I shall object. 

The C MAN. The gentleman from Mississippi is re- 
cognized. 

r. STOOGKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, in refer- 
ence to this point of order, that the whole system of Indian 
schools is t the spirit of our institutions, and the money 
expended ought to be expended in common schools. s 

l the States haye common schools. Very few support high 
schoolsat the pioua expense. I believe itis an unwarranted and 
unwise expenditure of public money to support high schools any - 
where. The public of any community or any government are 
not called upon to do more than to give the poor children of the 
community what is known as a common-school education. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Washington in- 
sist upon his 5 10 of order? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I do, unless the amendment 
be modified so as to provide that the Secretary of the Interior 
shall detail an inspector for this purpose. J 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I ask the gentleman from 
Wyoming to accept this amendment: Provided, That the Sec- 
oo. of the Interior shall detail one of the inspectors to make 

ment.” f 


Lask him to accept that amendment, and to strike out the 
$2,000 appropriation. 
The CHALRMAN . The point of order is withdrawn, then? 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. It is withdrawn if the gentle- 
man will make that modification. 

Mr. COFFEEN assented. 

The amendment as modified at the suggestion of Mr. WILSON 
of Washington was adopted. 

Mr. BO of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 51, Line 24, strike out the word “two” and insert in Heu thereof 
the word ‘‘four;"’ so as to make the provision read: “For pay of superin- 
tendent, 81,400." 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is more than the law allows. 

Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. The has been at that 
re heretofore. The amount in the bill is a reduction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think Sipalay as superintendent has been 

$1,200, but he has received additiona’ pay in some other capacity. 

Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. Mr. C this school 
is not located in my district, so that I have no peculiar inter- 
est in it, but this amendment simp! av, a to restore the 

of the superintendent to what it has been heretofore, and 
I add, by way of argument, that the agency at this pointhas 
been discontinued and, as a result, the duties to that 
agency have been transferred to the superintendent of schools. 
Instead of reducing his salary, therefore, it occurs to me that this 
is a very proper case for an increase but the committee, inad- 
vertently, I suppose, has seen fit to decrease this offloer's salary 
to $1,200, and my amendment simply proposes to restore it to 
$1,400, the amount at which it goo ore. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend will find as a matter of fact that 
the case stands this way: There was a Spy aera ener of $1 
fixed by law for this office of superintendent, but afterwards 
was added for his services as agent. His salary as superinten- 
dent has been $1,200. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will 


not make the point of order this amendment. I want to 
make a plain statement of case. There was an agentatthis 
school, and the Fifty-second Congress abolished the agency and 


transferred all of the agent's duties to the superintendent, and 


made the salary $1,400, thereby saving the Government $600. I 
offered an amendment to theappropridtion bill myself giving the 
superintendent $200 addi because of the extra duties that 


were imposed him, and it was adopted. Now, the commit- 
tee are not 3 away the duties that are put upon him, yet 
they propose to reduce his salary without giving a e ani reason 
for it. It is the only case where there is a dual capacity, super- 


intendent and agent. < 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, there are no agency duties there. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. This superintendent has a great many 
duties to perform for the board in the capacity of agent. It is 
his duty to attend council meetings, make reports to the Indian 
Bureau, keep recordsand furnish evidence in litigation, prevent 
trespass being committed, and many things too numerous to 
mention here, and this amendment restores the salary to what 
it has been heretofore. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We allowed you $3,000 on a new building, 
you know. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

he question was taken on the amendment; and the Chairman 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr, CRAWFORD. Iask for a division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 95, noes 13; so 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 64, line 22, after the word “child,” add “ under the age of 14 years.” 

Also, on page 65, lines 1 and 2, strike out the words and If neither of them 
are living without the voluntary consentof thenext of kin of such chlid.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask the Clerk to report the provision as it 
stands, and then as it is proposed to be amended. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

SEC. 11. That no Indian child shall be sent from any Indian reservation to 
a school beyond the State or Territory in which said reservation is situated 
without the voluntary consent of the father or mother of such child if either 
of them are living, and if neither of them are living, without the voluntary 
consent of the next of kin of such child. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I ask that he read the provision as 
pro to be amended. 

e Clerk read as follows: 

That no Indian child under the age of 14 years shall be sent from any In- 
dian reservation to a school beyond the State or Territory in which said 
reservation is situated without the voluntary consent of the father or 
mother of such child if either of them are living. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall not object to that proposmon pro- 
vided the gentleman will strike out the limit of 14 years of age. 
I think that that would destroy a very valuable feature of this 
provision. 

Mr. MAHON. If you let the provision stand as it is, you will 
not get any Indian children into these Eastern schools. If an 
Indian boy is 14 years old and wants to go to an Eastern school 
for the purpose of becoming a teacher or learning any other busi- 
ness, he certainly ought to be allowed to come. Even as the 
law now stands, where they can take a child off the reservation 
at a much less age the Commissioner says that no harm is done; 
that there has been no complaint made for the last year or two. 

A MEMBER. Make the limit 18. 

Mr. MAHON. Oh,no. If you can not get an Indian to go to 
school before he is 18, you had better keep him away entirely. 

Mr. HERMANN. Allowmeasinglesuggestion. Iunderstand 
the limitation in this case is that children under 14 shall not be 
sent to any school beyond the boundaries of the State or Terri- 
tory where those children are. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. Now, I submit to the gentleman that some 
of these Indian training schools are 300 miles away from any 
reservation; and it might be as great a hardship to send chil- 
dred under 14 to a school three or four hundred miles away, even 
though within the limits of the State or Territory, as to send 
them a thousand or two thousand miles to a school beyond the 
limits of the State or Territory. 

Mr. MAHON. I do not agree with the gentleman. At pres- 
ent you can not send these children 40 miles away from the res- 
ervation, no matter what their age. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] 
says there has been no compat of late years about children 
being taken away from the Indian reservations and sent to re- 
mote schools in the East. The gentleman labors under a mis- 
3 If there is Any thiig that creates dissatisfaction 
and wretchedness on your Indian reservations, itis this snatch- 
ing away of the Indian children from their homes and their 
— You hear that complaint all along the line in the In- 

n reservations. The Indian is devoted to his children. 

Parental affection is a universal instinct, and a strong one 
among the Indian tribes. I was told a few years ago by a Men- 
nonite teacher (the Mennonites are great missionaries and eager 
to {benefit mankind) that he had been sent out by his people, 
18 in Kansas, to establish a school at an old abandoned fort 
called Cantonment, in the old Indian Territory, and he had 
3 around him quite a large number of children of the 

pahoes and Cheyennes, neither of which tribes, as gentle- 
men know, are very highly civilized yet. 

He told me there never was a day that he could not look up at 
the windows of his school room without seeing some mother or 
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father or some other relative of the children looking in for th 
purpose of seeing that their children were safe. d when 
was at Rosebud, S. Dak., an old lady came, as the agent, Mr, 
Wright told me, a distance of 90 miles, footsore and weary, fo? 
the purpose of seeing her little girl. He told me that she m dè 
this weary journey twice a year for this purpose of seeing he 
little girl at the school at Rosebud. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. In the 
event that all the time remaining for the consideration of this 
bill in Committee of the Whole should be consumed by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, I want to know whether or not we shall be 
permitted to repeat the old legislative fraud which has been en- 
acted in former times—the turning of the clock hands back? 

Several MEMBERS. It is the Senate that does that. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This old lady came to the door of the school 
room, and her little girl came out to her. They went out upon 
the prairie and sat down. They did not seem to talk much td 
each other; but after they had sat there together for half an 
hour the child returned to the school room and the old mother 
got up and started homeward on her weary journey. Now, gen- 
tlemen, consider the agony of the old mother if her little girl 
was taken away by the agent of some Eastern institution in the 
name of philanthropy, when the little one would even, if in after 
years she returned to her, bə lost to her. Is there any philan- 
thropy in this? [Applause.] I venture to say that no well- 
authenticated case can be found throughout all your Eastern 
Indian school system where any Indian father or mother has 
voluntarily surrenderedachild. In the name of common human- 
ity let the Indian children be educated among their people, 
elevating at once the whole tribe. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of half past 3 having arrived, 
the Committee of the Whole will now rise and report the bill. 

The committee accordingly rose. 

The Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. O'NEIL of Massa- 
chusetts reported that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union had had under consideration House bill No. 6913 
(the Indian 1 mon bill); that, in accordance with the 
order of the House, the hour of half past 3 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the committee had risen, and now reported the bill back 
to the House with sundry amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the previous 
question is ordered on the amendments recommended by the 
Committee of the Whole and amendments pending when the 
committee rosa. Only one amendment was pending, as the 
Chair understands, and that.the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 11, on page 64, line 22, after the word child,“ insert the follow- 
ing, “under the age of 14 years; and on page 65, after the word “ living,” 
strike out the following, “andif neither of them are living, without the vol- 
untary consent of the next of kin of said child.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will be voted down. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. Now, unless a separate vote is demanded, 
the vote will be takenin gross upon all the amendments reported 
from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COOMBS. Task a separate vote upon the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH], on page 
36 of the bill. Ido this at the instance of my colleague, Judge 
DANIELS. 5 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. If a separate vote 
is not demanded on any other amendment, the remaining amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the Whole will be voted 
on in gross. [A pause.] 

The question being taken, the amendments reported from the 
Committee of the Whole on state of Union (excepting that upon 
Which a separate vote was demanded by Mr. COOMBS) were agreed 


to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the amendment on 
which the gentleman from New York [Mr. Coomss] has asked 
for a separate vote. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of pa insert the following: 

“That the 8 the Interior be, oA he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to negotiate and effect, if practicable, an agreement with the Ogden 
Land Company, its successors or assigns, for the surrender and relinquish- 
ment to the United States of all such right, title, and interest as it may be 
found to have in and to any and all of the lands occupied by the Seneca na- 
tion of Indians in the State of New York, if any right is found to exist. Any 
agreement made hereafter to be subject to ratification by Congress.“ 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill with 
the following instructions. ee 3 

Mr. TRACEY. I make the point of order against the motion 
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to recommit the bill, that there is no provision authorizing the 
motion under the special rule adopted by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is nothing in the 
rule which would prevent a motion to recommit the bill. Has 
the gentleman examined the order? It provides: 

mi amend- 
mans and dns Pit te is inai passage, and no intervening motion Ahali be 
in order until the bill is fully d of. 

That does not prohibit the motion to recommit. 
the intent to cut out the motion to recommit. 

The Clerk will report the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 6913) “making appro: tions for current and 


contingent er of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 


It was not 


for other pur s,” be recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
with instructions to report the same back to the House forthwith,amended 
as follows: 


Striking out all of the bill relating to Indian school, beginning with line 
8 on page 50, and all of pages 51, 52, 


54, 55, 56,57, and 58, and inserting in 
en thereof the following: 


For support of Government Indian day and industrial schools, and the 
erection and re of Government school buildings on Indian reservations 
and at places where the Government has established and is now 3 ve 


ment. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. I desire to make a point of 
order inst the Le pe instructions. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman will state it. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. I make the point of order, Mr. 
Speaker, that this amendment is out of order for the reason that 
such an amendment is new legislation, and would therefore not 
be in order as an amendment to the bill while being considered 
in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
That being so, according to the uniform rulings in this House, 
a motion to recommit, with instructions to report a certain 
amendment, is not in order if the proposed amendment would 
not be in order as an amendment to the bill. That has been held 
uniformly by Speaker Carlisle, and other Speakers. 

The SPE R. There is no question of that. 

Mr. BURROWS. If it was not in order in committee, of 
course it would not be in order now. 

Mr. O’NEILof Massachusetts. I make the point that itis new 
legislation and not in order; that it changes existing law and 
does not retrench expenditures, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will -hear the gentleman from 
Towa if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
wishes to be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, after a careful ex- 
amination of this amendment I am satisfied that under the rules 
it is in order, and for the follo reasons: If the Chair will 
take the Indian appropriation bill itself, he will find that the 
pages proposed to stricken out cover appropriations in one 
sum of $1,000,000and over for Indian schools, contract and Gov- 
ernment. Then there are specific appropriations for the support 
and education of Indian children in certain specified religious 


schools. 

Now, what is the law? That these expenditures have always 
abounded in appropriation only; and if the Chair is willing I 
will send the Book of Estimates to the Chair, which shows that 
this is a service that abounds only from year to year in 1 
propriations and has for the last twenty-five years substantially 
so abounded, and that there is no law for the same outside of 
annual appropriations. 

Now, what does the amendment propose to do? Simply to 
strike out these items and to substitute in their place an appro- 

riation of two and one-half million of dollars; to do what? 
To support exactly the same kind of Government schools that 
have n carried on heretofore, with the addition of more 
os Bina is carried by the bill, for additional Government 
schools. 

Again, there is one further provision in this bill, that the 
Secretary of the Interior is provided, pending the building of 
Government schoolhouses, [with power to extend such educa- 
tion as in his discretion may be necessary; to do what? To 
utilize other schools than Government schools for the education 
of these children precisely as it has been done for the last quar- 
ter of a century and as it is now being done. 

Having said this much as to the provisions of this resolution, 
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let me call the attention of the Chair to Rule XXI. I read it, 
the second clause; if the Chair will observe, it provides: 

No ps phy mate shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or 
be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law, unless— 


And I call the attention of the Chair to the next clause— 
unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects 
as are already in progress. 

Now, this object has been in progress for a quarter of a cen- 
tury, and this appropriation is for the support of schools estab- 
lished, perhaps not by law, except as the grant of annual ap- 

ropriations constitutes the law, the bill each year being a law 

or that year, and that is all that is proposed by the resolution 
which I offer, namely, an appropriation of money to support the 
Government schools in existence, for the education of Indian 
children in Government schools, wherever they may exiat, and 
for the construction of Government schoolhouses upon Indian 
reservations, and for the utilization of this money in contract 
schools, so far as necessary, pending that construction; this ap- 
propriation in the original bill being for precisely the same 
La viet differing only in degree. à 

r. BURROWS. Asto the manner of the expenditure. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, one other observation and I 
have done. This resolution, if adopted, changes no legislation 
withia the meaning of the rule. It is protected by the rule, as 
I have pointed out to the Chair. Again, even if there was a per- 
manent law which said that the United States should expendso 
much money in contract schools every year, it would be in the 
power of Congress to appropriate or not, as it chose, and it has 
always been held that it was within the power of Congress, in 
making appropriations, to direct the application of the specific 
money appropriated. 

Now, I do not think that is the true ground, or that it is neces- 
sary to put iton that ground. I think this is in order on the 
other ground already stated; but from every standpoint itseems 
to me there can be no question but what the motion is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 
makes the statement that this appropriation bill differs from most 
of the others, as legislation has generally been on this bill; that 
is to say, that the appropriations are made, not in conformity 
with existing law, but from time to time, as the exigencies of 
the Indian service require. 

Now, assuming that to be the case, the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, who has presided during the debate, has 
held repeatedly that this Rule XXI referred to existing law, 
and that the appropriation law was the law to which reference 
was made, and that therefore, if there was an appropriation 
made for a given service for the present fiscal year, that ad- 
mitted of the reappropriation of the same sum of money, or an 
increased or less amount. That is the position he has been tak- 
ing, and that principle has been very generally adopted. No- 
body pretends from that standpoint that this changes the exist- 
ing law, except the law making an appropriation, but it does 
8 new legislation. My friend can not get around that prop- 
osition. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, What legislation does it make in 
contravention of Rule > 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itcreates new principles of administration 
of the Indian school system. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly it does. It is too obvious to 
talk about. These schools are carried on under a given system. 
The effect of the proposed amendment would be to entirely ` 
change that system, and to largely increase the appropriations. 
The appropriation in this bill for educational purposes is about 
$1,929,000, while the effect of your proposition is to enlarge it 
much more than a quarter of a million dollars. It is new legis- 
lation, adopting a new policy or system. 

I call attention to the fact that if this bill was referred back 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and the committee should 
report it in accordance with the order of the House, it would 
then be subject to the point of order that it must be considered 
in Committee of the Whole, and when the subject should come 
before the Committee of the Whole, it would go out on a point 
of order that it is new legislation undoubtedly. 

It is clear that on an appropriation bill, under the rules of the 
House, no such radical legislation is possible. Such legislation 
as the gentleman demands must be by direct legislation and not 
an appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that an amendment 
substantially embodying the provisions of the instruction now 
asked for by the gentleman from Illinois was presented in the 
committee, and inthe committee held subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How is that? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that an amendment 
was offered in the Committee of the Whole embracing substan- 
tially the provisions of this proposition. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will correct the Chair about that. 
That is, I will give the Chair the correct understanding, This 
morning I obtained the floor on another amendment, and gave 
notice, having this resolution read, that Lor some other member 
would move to recommit this bill with that instruction. After 
that, out of an abundance of caution, Lasked the presiding officer 
if it would be in order to offer it as an amendment to an amend- 
ment toa single paragraph or provision in the bill. He said 
that I knew it 5 85 not. IL said that I knew it would not, un- 
der the rules of the House, because it would strike out thirty or 
forty paragraphs before they had been reached, and it would be 
larger in scope than the paragraph considered. I said I only 
asked him the question, because I Was not quite clear, and wanted 
to be absolutely certain whether the special rule changed the 
general 28 law of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was misinformed then. 

Mr. BURROWS. It was not offered as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 
Indiana what the statute is now, what the law is, in relation to 
the maintenance of Indian schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The law forthe current year? 

The SPEAKER. Any law that may exist on the subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The law in foree in regard to these Indian 
schools whieh are affected by that amendment is contained in 
Indian appropriation bills, a series of them, and I submit further 
to the Chair that this changes existing law, and makes new law. 
It is entirely a new system of legislation, and if offered in the 
committee would be subject to the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair wants to find out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There isa large inerease in the appropria- 
tion—over a million dollars, It is new legislation, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Anything thatauthorizes the Secretary of 
the Interior to do anything that he hitherto had not the power 
to do is a change of existing law. 

The SPEAKER. Itseems to the Chair that this is new leg- 
islation on the subject of Indian schools. Does the gentleman 
know of 9 by which such legislation may go on an 

ropriation bill except when it reduces nditure: 
Ir. CANNON of Illinois. Wherein does 5 legislate? 

The SPEAKER. It provides 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It appropriates. 

The SPEAKER (continuing): 


For support of Government Indian day and industrial schools and the 
erection and re of Government school buildings on Indian reservations 
= laces w: the 5 8 and is now maintain- 
overnment Indian schools, and for each and every purpose necessary 
in the Judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, for the establishment and 
proper conduct of such schools, $2,250,000. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then I just want to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair 
The SPEAKER. And then it says: 


That pending the establishment of such schools on Indian reservations 
the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, during the fiscal year 
1895, authorize contracts to be made with established schools. 


That authorizes him to make temporary contracts for the es- 
tablishment of schools. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, sir. May I call the attention 
of the Chair to one thing, because I think the Chair has not ex- 
amined it or the billitself. This resolution provides for all the 
Government schools that the bill provides for and for a of 
the contract schools temporarily that the bill provides for, the 
Chair will find; and if there is legislation in one there is legisla- 
tion in the other. And the Chair will find, further, that there 


is only 57 phoma in either. 
Mr. BURROWS. These contract schools are already pro- 
vided for by law. 


The SPEAKER. These are contract schools; but this pro- 
poses to give 8 to make contracts with other schools. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ah, but this provides for contract 
schools in any degree if no Government school be near. 

The SPEAKER. Then you propose legislation to go beyond 
this Sons 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. It must be one or the other. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We do not legislate at all in that 
resolution within the meaning of Rule We only provide 
in that instruction for the expenditure of the money appropri- 
ated here for the coming fiscal year, nothing more or — and 
no broader in that respect than is the bill itself. 

The SPEAKER. . 

3 rei law, 1 15 POVRO contained in Pha hor aaa bills, 

e Governmen engage supporting ucation of In- 
dians by contracts with exist — 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And by Government schools and 
contract boarding schools. 


the Chair understands it, under the | 


The SPEAKER. Does the proposition contemplate abandon- 


ing the 8 contracts? 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. So far as this particular affair pro- 
vided for in the resolution is concerned, I will say to the Chair 
no, because then it provides an appropriation of money for Gov- 
ernment schools, and provides that while schoolhouses are be- 
ing built that the Secretary of the Interior may contract for the 
education of the children with established schools not owned 
by the Government. Even if the permanent law did provide for 
contract schools it isin the discretion of Congress, in whole or 

art, to withhold appropriations, although the law might be an 
inch thick. But this resolution does utilize for the coming fiscal 
year a portion of this money for contract schools. But suppose 
itdid not utilize any ofit, itwould merely be a failure to appro- 
priate for an object that the Government has heretofore appro- 
priated for. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is not that new law? 

The SPEAKER. TheChairthinksso. The Chair thinks that 
the scope and intent of this is to get away from the contract 
schools and establish schools by the Government. Therefore the 
Chair holds that it would not be in order as an amendment, and 
not being in order as an amendment, it is not in order by way of 
indirection, because that which can not be done directly can not 
PE ARTO Yanan. dene appen 

1. nois. I tiall, from the de- 
cision of the Chair. pic 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. CANNON.of Illinois. The gentleman from Michigan de- 
sires to be heard on the appeal. 

Mr. TRACEY. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman has moved that the appeal 
be laid on the table, and of course that is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. The previous question 
has been ordered, and all collateral questions must be decided 
without debate after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. CRAIN. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on laying the appeal on the 

The House divided; and there were—ayes I71, noes 35. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 35 
members. voted in favor thereof; not a t number.. 

Mr. BURROWS. Task for tellers on ordering the yeas and 


nays. 
Tellers were ordered, 40 members voting therefor; and the 
Speaker appointed Mr. CANNON of Illinois and Mr. HOLMAN. 
The tellers reported—ayes 47, a sufficient number; so the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER appointed to act as tellers at the desk Mr 
Hou and Mr. HOLMAN. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 158, nays 58, an: 


swered ‘‘ present” 1, not voting 135; as follows: 
YEAS—158. 
Abbott, Cox, Hutcheson, Price, 
Alexander, Crain, Ikirt, Reilly, 
All Crawford, izlar, Ohio 
Apsley, Davis, Kem, n, 
Arnold, DeArmond, Kyle, Richardson, Tenn 
Bailey, De Forest, Lane, Ritchie, 
Baker, Kans. nson, Lapham, Robbins, 
Bankhead, Dinsmore, Latimer, Russell, Ga. 
Bai 4 Dockery, Lawson, Ryan, 
Bell, Colo. Donovan, Layton, Sayers, 
par Tex. DEEDAR, 2 i 3 
Ty, unn, vingston, ey, 
Black, Ga. Dunphy, ay 5 Snodgrass, 
Black, DL Durborow, Somers, 
Branch, unds, Martin, Sperry, 
Bretz, English, Cal. McCull Springer, 
Broderick, nioe, MeDannold, Stal 
Brookshire, S 
Bryan, Everett, McEttrick, S 
Bean Fos Makala. . 
ynum, rman, 2 us, 
Sad TEE. 
p : 
Cannon, Goldzier, McMillin, Tarsney, 
—— Grady Mey: Tarior Ind. 
ngs, „ er, + 
Causey, Graham, M * Terry. 
Child: Griffin, Montgomery, Tracey 
Clark, Mo. Hall, Minn. M Turner, Ga. 
Clarke, Ala. Hall, Mo. Neill, aes 
Gob; Al Eip ——— 

0. e; en, ‘arner, 
Cockrell, Harris, Outhwaite, Weadock, 
8 Bea Waa Ut 

Henderson, N.C. P. ‘Williams, Miss. 
Coombs, Hermann, Pendleton, Tex. T a 
Cooper, Fla. Holman, Pendleton, W. Va. W 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Miss. A 
Cooper, Hunter, 
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Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. TUCKER with Mr. Powers. 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. MCDOWELL. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. PHILLIPS. 
Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. WANGER. 

Mr. Kress with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 
Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. AITKEN. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. 
Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS. 

Mr. Moses with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr. SORG with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr, GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. DINGLEY. , 
Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. AVERY. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. HITT. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. PASCHAL with Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. BOUTELLE. 
The following for this day: 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr, GILLET of New York. 
Mr. McCreary of Kentucky with Mr. REED. 

Mr. COVERT with Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia with Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. MAGUIRE with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 
Mr. WELLS with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. REYBURN. 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 
NAYS—58. Mr. CLANCY with Mr. HOUK. 
Ad . Linton, 8 Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 
8 Gardner, pond, e league, Mr. BALDWIN, be excused for to-day on account of sick- 
am, T, Maho: * Storer, * ness. 
$ Hangen, Marsh, Strong, There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
1 oc ag Ea ew he a ler Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my ool- 
5 Hopkins. Pa. Ponce” Phomas. league, Mr. MCCALL, excused on account of sickness in his 
Cannon, III. Hudson, erkins, pasetan, family. 
Goopes, Wik 3 5 7 woe Ohio There was no objection, end it was so ordered. rA . 
hnson Robinson, Pa. Wilson, Wash. Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, Iam e gentleman 
Doina 23 N. Dax. Settle, 1 i from Pennsylvania, Mr. HARMER, who was compelled to leave 
Doolittle, Kiefer, haw, the House awhile ago. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ aye,” 
id 5 3 as The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT —}, On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, the appeal was laid on the table. 
cee eg The SPEAKER. The question now is, Shall this bill pass? 
NOT VOTING—185. Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, is it now in order to make a mo- 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, II Rayner, tion to recommit? 
e Balg Spt asl 8 The SPEAKER. It is. 
Avery, Ellis Ky. Lisle, Ro D, La. Mr. MCRAE. Then I move torecommit with the accompany- 
beock, Aas Seas — 8 ing instructions. 
e N — l A MEMBER. That motion was ruled out a while ago. 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Maguire, anton, Mr. MCRAE. The point of order was made and sustained 
lett, ton. — oS oo against the other motion to recommit. 
e Sales N. . Regler, prod Mr. SPRINGER. The motion was nevertheless made. 
Bland. Gillett, Mass. McCall, ” Sipe, The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that if it 
Boatner, Gooanight, FC was ruled out it is hardly a motion. It was not entertained. 
38 9 NN Talbott, Jia. Mr. SPRINGER. What was ruled out was the instructions, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Groult. Neixlesohn, Taylor, Tenn. but it seems to me that the motion to recommit is still pending. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grow, Mercer, 8 The SPEAKER. It was a motion to recommit with instruc- 
del —— ee — ag tions. It was all one motion. The Clerk will report the motion 
Brown, Harmer, Moon, Van Voorhis, N. Y. | which the gentleman from Arkansas proposes to make. 
Bundy, 5 Fey vou The Clerk read as follows: 

5 o 8 95 the word “e a” 
Cadmus, Hayes, Murray, 3 14 down to and including the word, ang, in line 18 . 
Caminetel, pene pe Newlands Wever Strike out all after the word “third,” in line 20, page 95, down to and in- 
Onicker im O'Neil ‘ Wheeler, Il cluding the word “disqualificated,” in line Aube fo: 

Chickering, Hendrix, O'Neill M 8 hite, Strike out all after the word “law,” in line So age 136, down to and in- 

Cock Hines, Paschal ting, GIAE ue ea, acne ee eee Sen en PESA o 

* se @ 

Cornish, owl N.Y. SATON wie Onto a. shall, 3 eine the . — ed to settlement and dis- 

Solder Hop in! Philip Wolverton, posal under the public laws of the United States. 

Culberson, one Reo ng . — Strike out all of this paragraph after the word “acre,” in Line 5, page 137, 

Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, Ohio Quigg, Wright, Mass. down to and including the word patent,“ in line 9. 

Dalzell, ones, da! Wright, Pa. Mr. SPRINGER. Imakeapointoforderon that, Mr. Speaker. 
The following pairs were announced: There are about halfadozen amendments there. None of them 
Until further notice: 


are 5 with each other. 4 
Mr. PICKLER. And they were held to be out of order in 
Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. MCRAE, Oh, the 8 is mistaken. There was no 
opportunity to present them there. I made points of order 
t these and other provisions, which were overruled. 
Mr. PICKLER. They were the same propositions substan- 


tially. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would not be in order in Committee of 
the Whole to move all these amendments together. 

Mr. McRAE. These are notamendments. They are instruc- 
tions to strike out certain parts of the bill. They are offered 
not as amendments, but as instructions to strike out certain 
ps so as to make the bill conform to existing law and prevent 

raud and injustice in the entries. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a proviso there which changes 
existing law. i 

Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman’s motion is not germane. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speake 

The SPEAKER. This question is not debatable. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the motion of Mr. 
MoRaE, it was rejected, there being ayes 9, noes 130. 

The question being then taken on the passage of the bill, 
Das were, on a division (called for by Mr. GEAR)—ayes 137, 
noes 2, = 

Mr. GEAR. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. GEAR and Mr. HOLMAN were 
5 

r. PICKLER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

The pa and nays were not ordered. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 156, 


r-— 


noes 23. 

So-the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr, PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6576) to provide for the Ne of part of an alley 
in square 622 in the city of Washington, D. C., and for the relief 
of the president and directors of Gonzaga College; and 


6436 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 18, 


A bill (H. R. 7458) making appropriations to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriation for public printing and binding for the fis- 
cal year 1894, and for other purposes. ; 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. CANNON of Illi- 
nois obtained leave to extend their remarks in the RECORD on 
the bill just passed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HOLMAN (at 4 o'clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (S. 237) to pension Mrs. Ann Bradford, mother of William 
K. Bradford. (Report No. 1105.) 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 2454) for the relief of Joseph Redfern and Eliza J. Red- 
fern, his wife. (Report No. 1106.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Underclause 20f Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7061) for the relief of Mallory C. Carey—the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 5 

A bill (H. R. 7275) to amend section 3480 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States—the Committee on War Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr.McKAIG: A bill (H. R. 7470) to provide for the secur- 
ing of plans and for the erection of the ee buildings of the 
oe States—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 7471) to erect a monument to 
Judson Kilpatrick—to the Committee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 7472) for the relief of 
James Welch—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRETZ: A bill (H.R. 7473) to pension Elizabeth Crane, 
widow of Nathaniel Crane, late of Company A, Ninety-seventh 
Bamon Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7474) author- 
izing Lieut. Col. Forwood and Dr. George H. Penrose to accept 
certain testimonials from the Argentine Government—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7475) authorizing Commander C. H. Davis, 
United States Navy, to accept a decoration from the King of 
8 to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill gr R. 7476) for the relief 
of the heirs and distributees of Joseph Snapp, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Philadelphia 
Board of Trade against removing the Indian depot for supplies 
i New York to Chicago—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of members of benevolent organ- 
izations in the city of Brooklyn against the income tax, and ask- 
ing an amendment to the proposed law—to the Committee on 
‘Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Resolution of the New York 
Board of Trade, protesting against the restoration of the system 
of damage allowances on imported goods—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of citizens of the State of New 
York, praying that fraternal and beneficiary societies, etc. 
operating on the lodge system, be exempt from the operation o; 


anyincome-tax law which may be enacted—to the Committee on 

Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Nine petitions of the citizens of 
Kansas, asking Congress to give efficiency to the legislation of 
the several States by the passage of the bill accompanying the 
memorial presented by Lyman Abbott and others—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Two petitions of sundry citizens of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., against an income tax as affecting beneficiary so- 
cieties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

_ By Mr. DAVIS; Petition of about 50 names from Minneapo- 
lis, Kans., and 50 more from Randolph, Kans., for admission to 
the mails as second-class matter all college and fraternal society 
journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of policy-holders in life insur- 
ance companies of St. Louis County, Minn., protesting against 
an income tax on funds of mutual insurance companies—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HATCH: Protest of Missouri Medical Association 
against reduction of appropriation for National Medical Museum 
library—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Petition of citizens of Kansas City, Kans., 
for suppression of lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of the Chippewa River and Me- 
nomonee Railway Company, of Appollonia, Chipewa County, 
Wis., against the passage of House bill 5746, to restrict the sale 
and use of oleomargarine, etc.—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. - 

By Mr. McETTRICK: Petition of Charles J. Chance and 175 
others, of South Boston, Mass., for the establishment of a life- 
saving station at City Point, South Boston, Mass.—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Frederick W. Abbott, M. D., 
and 30 other citizens of Taunton, together with William H. 
Spencer and 22 other citizens of East Weymouth, Maas., pray- 
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies be exempted from the 
provisions of the proposed income tax—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PENCE (for Mr. Stupson): Petition of the citizens of 
Hayes, Kans., for a Federal act to enable the States to enforce 
State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy produce— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wichita, Kans., for the suppres- 
see of lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

8. 
By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Elliot Loeffler Company and Ig- 
natz Schierl, of Lacrosse, Wis., against any increase of the tax 
on whisky and extension of the bonded period—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of Richard E. Price and 15 other 
citizens of Massachusetts, urging the amendment to the tariff 
bill to exempt fraternal associations from taxation—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany House 
bill 7469, for the relief of George C. Reynolds, child of Green- 
berry Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Three petitions of the citi- 
zens of the State of Washington, in opposition to the passage of 
House bill 5746—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, June 18, 1894, 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was 
dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PERKINS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying that the fundsof mutual life insurance companies 
and associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
vision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Grange Congress of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the construction of the Nicaraguan Canal; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented sundry memorials of wholesale 
and retail liquor dealers of Chillicothe, Nevada, and St. Louis, 
allin the State of Missouri, remonstrating against an increase 
of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an ex 
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tension of the present bonded period; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PATTON presented the petition of C. E. Covell and sun- 
dry other citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., and the petition of 
E. D. Wheeler and sundry other citizens of Manistee, Mich., 
praying that the funds of mutual life insurance companies be 
exempted from the proponon income-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nash- 

ville, Tenn., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
or associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
Teon of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 
Mr. HARRIS presented sundry memorials of wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of Nashville, Paris, and Knoxville, all in 
the State of Tennessee, remonstrating againstan increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension 
of a present bonded period; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. FRYE pe a petition of 22 citizens of Deering, Me., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempted from the pro d income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. G INGER presented a memorial of the New Hamp- 
1 . Depa genes of 9 N. H., 3 

against the e of the proposed income- tax provision o 
the pending tariff Dill: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of J. H. Bidwell and 48 
other citizens of Collinsville, Conn., praying that the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of George H. Cowell and 110 
other members of Mattatuck Council, No. 718, Royal Arcanum, 
of Waterbury, Conn., praying that fraternal beneficiary soci- 
eties, orders, or associations be 5 from the proposed in- 
come - tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr, VILAS presented a petition of the common council of 
Kaukauna, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to aid 
and indemnify the property owners adjoining and abutting the 
United States Government canal at that city, onaccount of land 
slide and damages to buildings caused by Srenlging and deepen- 
ing that canal from time to time; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a porion of sundry citizens of 
Wellsville, Ohio, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed income- 
tax poreon of the pending tariff bill; which was orđered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of S. H. Woodbridge and 
8 other citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of E. M. Cooke and 106 other 
citizens of Salem, Mass., praying that fraternal society and col- 
lege journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
mu was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

8. 

Mr. PLATT presented the affidavit of James C. Jewett, of 
Brooklyn, N. V., in the matter of the claim of J. Floyd John- 
ston, as administrator of the estate of John Floyd Johnston, de- 
ceased; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOE presented a petition of the Oregon State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the governmental control of 
the telegraph service, the free coinage of silver, the election of 
United States Senators by the people, and the control of the 
railroads by the United StatesGovernment; which was referred 
tothe Committee on Railroads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Multnomah 
County, Oregon, praying that in the passage of any law provid- 
ing for the taxation of incomes the funds of mutual life insur- 
ance companies and associations be exempted from taxation; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr.CULLOM pesong sundry F wholesale and retail 
liquor dealers of various cities in Illinois, remonstrating against 
an increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also 
against an extension of the bonded period; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Winnebago 
County, Ill., and a petition c sundry citizens of Grundy County, 
III., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance companies 
and associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax 
alters of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on 

e e. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, 


Ill., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or asso- 
ciations be exempted from the pro d income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of E. F. Fellows and sun- 
dry other citizens of Marion County, Mo., praying that in the 

e of any law providing for the taxation of incomes the 
funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations be ex- 
empted from taxation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. MORGAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of San 
Juan County, N. Mex., remonstrating against the proposed at- 
tachment of certain territory in New Mexico to the Southern 
Ute Indian Reservation in the State of Colorado; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS (for Mr. COKE) presented the petition of W. H. 
Austin and sundry other citizens of El Paso County, Tex., pray- 
ing that in the passage of any law providing for the taxatjon of 
incomes the funds of mutual life-insurance companies and asso- 
ciations be exempted from taxation; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1468) for the relief of Jamas L. 
Townsend, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRIS (by request of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia) introduced a bill (S. 2131) to secure uniformity in 
the names of minor streets of the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
coupes ing paper, referred to the Committee on the District of 

olum 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2132) granting to the 
Northern Mississippi Railway Company right of way through 
certain Indian reservations in Minnesota; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2133) for the relief of James 
H. Cromwell, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2134) to amend section 4472 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, forbidding the transpor- 
tation of certain explosive articles on steamers carrying passen- 
gers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 2135) to provide that a 
termof the circuit and district court of the United States for 
the district of Vermont may be held at Montpelier; which was 
peaa twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2136) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at De Witt, Car- 
roll County, Mo., and to establish it as a post-road; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2137) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Osage River, in the State of Mis- 
souri; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. Z 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which'was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be pro d 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Library, and 
ordered to be printed. 


He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 


him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Approprtstions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
ed him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BERLIN SILVER COMMISSION. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I submit a resolution, which I ask may 


be printed and go over until to-morrow morning for considera- 


tion. 
The resolution was read and ordered to lie over, and to be 
printed, as follows: : 
Resolved, That the Finance Committee of the Senate have authority to 
translate p! of the Silver Commission, held at Berlin in Feb- 
ruary and April, 1894, and report the same to the Senate. 
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SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a bill from the House of Representatives, which will be read by 
title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 6792) to disapprove the treat; 
heretofore made with the Southern Ute Indians to be remove 
from the Territory of Utah, and providing for settling them 
down in severalty where they may so elect and are qualified, 
and to settle all those not electing to take lands in severalty on 
the west 40 miles of the present reservation and in portions of 
New Mexico, and for other pu es, and to carry out the pro- 
visions of the treaty with said Indians June 15, 1880. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the bill just come from the other 
House? It ought to go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The bill was under consideration 
on Saturday. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator from Colorado think that 
would be the better course? 

Mr. BERRY. The bill was discussed on Saturday. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think there was an agreement by unanimous 
consent, on the request of the Senator from Colorado, that the 
bill should come up this morning. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘Fhere was; but there seems to be some objec- 
tion to the bill. I ask that the bill may lie on the table just as 
it is, without any action this morning. 

Mr, COCKR . There is no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the bill will lie 
on the table for the present. 


CHARLES W. CRONK. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar is in order. 

Ti VIORE RESIDENS: The first bill on the Calendar will 
be stated. . 

The bill (S. 1228) for the relief of Charles W. Cronk, was an- 
nounced as first in order on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. MOPHERSON] who has c of the bill is not present. 

Mr. COCKR Let the bill and report be read, and let it 
go through, and get it off the Calendar. The bill is all right. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to pay to Charles W. Cronk, late an 
acting first assistant engineer, United States Navy, $264.46, be- 


ing the amount of three months’ extra pay which he failed to 
receive as a volunteer officer at the date of his discharge. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. BuTLER, for 
Mr. McPHERSON, January 31, 1894, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1228) 
for the relief of Charles W. Cronk, have had the same under consideration 


and leave to report it back and recommend its passage for the reasons 
— 2 the — letter ot the Acting Secretary of the Navy. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 18, 1590. 


Sır: Ihave the honor toreturn herewith the petition of Charles W. Cronk, 
late an first assistant engineer in the rori aang to be allowed 
three months’ extra on account ot his service in the war of the rebellion, 
and to furnish the following statement, in compliance with your request for 
information and suggestions relating thereto, viz.: 

Charles W. Cronk was appointed an acting second assistant engineer in 
the Navy October 10, 1863, but the appointment was revoked on the 17th of 


that month on account of an injury he had received which vented him 
from reporting for duty, and he was informed that upon his hing the 
Department with a-medical certificate of recovery from the effect of such 
injury his appointment would be 

Mr. Cronk was re ted an ac second assistant engineer November 
21, 1863, and on the of October, was promoted to the pot aonig 
first t Under date of July 27, 1865, Mr. Cronk was de 


from the United States steamship Naubue and given two months’ leave of 
absence, to take offect from the date of the receipt by him of the order grant- 
ing the same, and notified that if at the expiration of such leave of absence 


his services were no lo: uired he would be honorably discharged from 
the service. The order Mr. Cronk from the Naubue and granting 
him leave of absence was not vered to him, as a from the papers 


accompanying his tion, until September 13, and as he was ordered 
to duty again on the 20th of that month, he had only seven days leave there- 
un 


der. 

Mr. Cronk remained in the service as an ac first assistant engineer 
until December 22, 1868, when he was honorably from the service 
and informed by letter of that date that the leave of absence granted him in 


been written upon the sw 
which he was entitled 
having been 


pt 

It ap; , therefore, that Mr. Cronk, through circumstances 
control, failed to receive the leave of absence with pay which, in accord- 
ance with the practice of the Department, was granted to volunteer officers 
of the Navy prior to their honorable discharge from the service, viz, one 
month for each year or portion of a year greater thansix months, of service 
rendered prior to May 1, 1885. 

This ce was adopted by this Department in of the pas- 
sage of an act of Congress, approved March 3, 185, allowing to officers of 
the volunteer Army who remained in the until the of the late 
war three months’ extra pay on being mustered out of the service. 


The petition of Mr. Cronk is recommended to the fayorable consideration 
of the committee. 
, Very respectfully, 
‘Acting Seer —.— 2 
Hon. J. R. MCPHERSON, sd . 


Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ESTATE OF ALEXANDER W. BALDWIN. 

The bill (S. 1365) to refund ille internal-revenue tax col- 
lected of the late Alexander W. Baldwin as United States dis- 
trict judge for the district of Nevada was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the words“ to the,” to insert le- 


gal representatives of the;” so as to make the pill read: 


authorized and directed to refund to the legal representatives of the esta 
of Alexander W. Baidwin, late United States 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended,and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF JOHN SHERMAN, JR. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 763) relieving the personal representatives 
of John Sherman, jr., late United States marshal for the Terri- 
tory of New — from the requirements of section 833 of 


United States marshal for the Territory of New Mexico, from 
the rendition of his emolument returns for the periods from 
July 1 to December 31, 1881, and from Janry 1 to April 21, 
1883, as required by section 833 of the Revised Statutes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
feces „ for a third reading, read tho third time, 
an k 


ELECTRICAL EXPERIMENT STATION. 


Mr. PEFFER. A few days ago I had the bill (S. 1170) to es- 
tablish an electrical experiment station for the purpose of in- 
vestigating and determining whether electricity can be profit- 
ably applied as a motive power in the propulsion farm 
machinery and implements recommitted to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. My object in asking the recommittal 
was that I might procure authority from the committee to make 
one slight verbal change in the framework of the substitute re- 
ported by the committee, to enlarge its scope a trifle. I report 
the bill back with that amendment to the amendment, and ask 
unanimous consent that it may be considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
eonsideration of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will state the object of the bill as now re- 


ported before it is read. 
It is a bill to authorize and empower the Secretary of i- 
culture to make experiments with a view to ascertain whether 


electricity may be used profitably as a motive power in the pro- 
pulsionof farm machinery. The amendment which I have made 
is, after the word “electricity,” wherever itoccurs, to insert or 
any gaseous substances.” My correspondence with gentlemen 
who have been experimenting in this direction inform me that 
they are making very good progress in the Spp pakian of to 
the propulsion of mac ry, and that the nk could be a 
plied on farms ae rofitably. Now I ask that the bill be 
The VICE-P. DENT. The substitute reported by the 
eommittee will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The Committes on Agriculture and For- 
estry report to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 


That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, authorized em. 
ay or manner that he may deem bes 


can be profitably used and applied as a motive in pro- 

of farm machinery used in the tiling of the soil ant harvesting and 
Moringo crops. 

SEO. L. That for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of this act 


the sum of 2.500, payable on warrants issued by the Seer of culture, 
is hereby RULON? eppropeiated. The Secretary will 8 Con- 
gress annually his proceedings under the of this act. 


1894. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Isuggest to the Senator to strike out annu- 
ally and not make it a permanent appropriation. If the proposi- 
tion has merit regular appropriations can be made. i 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator will see that there is nothing in 
the bill which requires this action to be taken. Itis left purely 
amatter of discretion with the Secretary of the Treasury as to 
whether he shall proceed or not, and of course there would be 
no appropriations made unless he did proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Still, I am opposed to making permanent ap- 
propriations for such matters. the proposition has merit an- 
nual appropriations will be made, and if it has not they ought 
not to be made. t 

Mr. PEFFER. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the bill 
m De considered as before the Senate as in Committee of the 

hole. 

Mr. HOAR. Letit be again read. 

Mr. BATE, I ask the Senator from Kansas if the Secretary 
of Agriculture has recommended the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. No. 

Mr. BATE. Has it never been referred to him at all? 

Mr. PEFFER. The present Secretary of Agriculture, I 
think, is not in favor of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill had better be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 
Sere Secretary again read the substitute reported by the com- 

ttee. à 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I doubt the usefulness of the 
bill. There are already hundreds of thousands, if not millions, 
of dollars offered as a premium for somebody to do this thing, 
Men of the greatest ingenuity are studying all the problems.con- 
nected with electricity, with an intense anxiety to advance the 
use of itin any and every direction. Itis quite useless, in my 
judgment, to ask the General Government to take charge of t 
subject, or to go to the ex of appropriating $2,500 for it. 

The technical schools of the country have branches devoted 
especially to the study of electrical matter. The whole thing 
is a very great and wonderful subject. A man who will go to 
the Patent Office and read the successive applications for patents 
and seo the patents granted there will get a faint idea of what is 
being done in this very wonderful field. You might justas well 
appropriate 1 cent as $2,500 for all the good it will do. It will 
pay some clever fellow to go around and visit places and go tothe 

atent Office and look up the matter, but it will be of no mate- 
rial use in the world, in my judgment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there aig to the present 
consideration of the bill? If not, the bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole; and the question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought we were proceeding under the Calen- 


dar. 

Mr.PEFFER. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I asked a few days ago to have the bill recommitted to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, so that I might 
make a verbal change, adding the words“ or any gaseous sub- 
stances,” and I have now reported the bill back, and ask that it 
be acted on; that is all. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought when it was read it was to be consid- 
ered as a bill upon the Calendar under the five-minute rule and 
liable to objection after explanation. I do not think it ought to 
come up. It seems to me—— À 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is liable to an objection, 
the Chair will state. It was reported this morning. If there is 
objection it goes over. 

r. HOAR. I should like to say, it seems to me it is very 
much as if somebody should propose to offer asixpence toenable 
the Secretary of Agriculture to inquire what is the best model 
of ocean steamers, and whether we could not surpass the rest of 
mankind in naval architecture. As the Senator from Connecti- 
cut says, every technical school now in the conntry has estab- 
lished or is seeking to establish a department of electrical en- 
gineering, where this precise problem is being studied. The 
mechanical genius of the country is dealing with electricity at 
this moment. Therearegreat establishments, like the Thomson- 
Houston in Massachusetts, devoted to the manufacture and per- 
fection of electrical machinery, and they seek dily, they 
hunger for the best inventive faculty, and the t scientific 
— and youth possessing these command large salaries in- 


ntly. 
Now, to give this little pisanog $2,500 is totally inadequate. 
The Government would vieing with private citizens in a 
problem where they are s ing hundreds of thousands al- 
In the next place, the Secretary of Agriculture is not 
the official, if anybody, todeal with such a question. Itshould 
be the Commissioner of Patents, who has jurisdiction over in- 


8 


vention, and who has under his control a trained body of men to 
deal with the problem of inventive and scientific development. 
The Secretary of Agriculture has no capacity for the work. I 
speak of this with the greatest respect for him. I suppose he 
does not know any more about it than I or my friend from Kan- 
sas. So I think I must object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, justa word. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwithdraw the objection, of course, so that the 
Senator from Kansas may be heard. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator from Massachusetts wishes to 
enlarge the 9 Ishallnot object. The amount which 
I had in the originally when it went to the committee was 
$10,000, and I thought that was low enough. If the Senator is 
in earnest in his objection I shall be very glad indeed to have 
him propose an amendment. I infer, however, from the criti- 
cism which the Senator makes, that he is opposed to the spirit 
of the bill. Ali that I care to say, in reply to that,\is that the 
Senator has been here now in the neighborhood of some two 
months asking for what amounts tothe same thing, the paternal 
care of the Government over the industries in which he is in- 
terested, and when I ask a little help for my people, technical- 
ities and quibbles are Sra e 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think this will help the Senator's peo- 
ple a particle. I move to amend by substituting 8100, 000“ for 

82,500,“ and then I shall object to the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to the further consideration of the 
bill. Let the bill go to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, There is objection, and the bill 
will go to the Calendar. 


PAYMENT OF TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr.PROCTOR. Task unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1597) to amend an act entitled An act 
for the support of the government of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes.” 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend 
section 4 of the act entitled An act for the support of the por- 
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1878, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1877, 
so as to read as follows: 

Sec. 4. That if one-half of the tax herein levied u per- 
sonal property taxed by this act shall not be paid before the Ist day of De- 
cember in pat f ‘ear, said installment shall ne be in arrears and de- 
linguent; and there shall then be added, to be collected with such taxes, a 
paa of 1 per cent u the amount thereof, and a Uke penalty on the 

t day of each su month until payment of said installment and 
And if saidinstallment shall not be paid before the ist day of June 

ollow: together with the one-half of said original tax due before said 
ist day of June, a like penalty shall then be added on said last one-half of 
such tax; and the whole ther shall constitute the d nent tax, to be 
dealt with and collected in the manner prescribed by this ac 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


n the real and 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
sentatives, by Mr. T. O. 
had passed 


A message from the House of Re 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House 
the bill (H. R.6913) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. N 

HARBORS OF SUPERIOR AND DULUTH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next business on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution 
(S. R. 57) directing the Secretary of War to appoint a commis- 
sion of engineers to examine and report upon the cost of deep- 
ening the harborsof Superior and Duluth and theirentrances to 
a uniform depth of 20 feet. : x 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, 

Thejointresolution was reported tothe Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossedfor a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 6913) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
fiscal year ending June 20, 1895, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 5i 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clock 

re arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other ye eee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 


ceed. 
Mr. PLATT. Paragraphs 298 and 299 in the silk scheđule 


were over on . practically at my sbi See and I 
should like to have another day with reference to their consid- 
eration. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There will be no objection to that. 
Let them be panee over for another ony: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection, the paragraphs 
will be passed over. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SCHEDULE M.—PULP, PAPERS, AND BOOKS, 


Pulp and paper: 
303. Mechanically-ground wood pulp and chemical wood pulp unbleached 
or bleached, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire an amendment to this 

raph. Maine, like Bozarris, is bleeding at a great many 

veins under the blows inflicted by the pending bill, and this is 
one of them. 

The wood-pulp industry has grown up in this country since 
1870, and ithas reached enormous porportions. There are over 
$60,000,000 of capital invested in it to-day. It employs at least 
70,000 men, able-bodied, grown-up men; no women, no children. 
Its product every year is worth $35,000,000. It pays out inlabor 
alone $23,500,000 annually; It isa very beneficent industry. It 
has reduced the cost of paper of all kinds enormously. 

I notice that wool fiber in 1870 was 7 cents a pound; last year 
it was 21 cents. Ground fiber, in 1870, was worth 44 cents; last 
year it was worth 14 cents; and it has, as I say, reduced the 
price of all kinds of paper all over the world. 

Our competitors are Austria, Sweden, Norway, and Canada. 
Austria, Sweden, and Norway have all of their chemicals free 
of duty. Ours are all dutiable. Austria, Norway, and Sweden 
employ women largely, and their wages are only one-quarter of 
the wages paid in the United States in the same industry. I 
have somewhere the cost per ton in these countries. In German 
the cost of labor is $4.49 per ton; in Austria, $2.83 per ton; an 
in the United States, 813.27 per ton. 

The importations have been largely increasing. In 1886 they 
were 16,000 tons, and last year 63,566 tons, showing that under 
the duty in the McKinley law the importations are growing 
every year. : 

There are twenty-nine States interested in this industry, 
Maine more ca, Pad than 5 except New York. The an- 
nual product in Maine is „000 tons, and in New York 1,000,- 
000 tons, 

I think that an ad valorem duty was tried awhile on this arti- 
cle, and the frauds under it were so greatthat it failed. Under 
the McKinley law I see that the ad valorem duty al ed dried 
for paper- ers’ use was only 10 per cent; on w: ulp me- 
chanically ground in, 17.52 per cent; on chemical, unbleached, 
11.61 per cent; and on wood pulp chemical, bleached, 10.38 per 


cent. 

This bill provides for an ad valorem of 10 per cent. I wish to 
ask the committee, there being so little decrease in duty, 
whether or not it can not consent to restore the specific duties 
in this matter of wood pulp? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the committee ex- 
amined this subject with as much careasthey were capable of do- 
ing. When we took this schedule up the argument was pressed, 
ot was earnestly and vigorously pressed, in favor of a specific 
rather than an ad valorem tariff, and the difficulties of the admin- 
istration of the law when there was an ad valorem tax heretofore 
im d were pointed out; but after consultation with the offi- 
cials of the Treasury Department and the custom-house officers, 
and a full examination of the question, we thought there would 
be practically no difficulty in enforcing the law under an ad va- 
lorem tariff. We believe there will be no injustice done and no 
difficulty in the execution of the law. With that sort of a con- 
viction, I donot see how we could consent to make the change 
fromanad valorem to a specific basis. 

Mr. FRYE. The duty is an exceedingly low one, as the Sen- 
ator himself will admit—10 percent ad valorem; itis the lowest 
duty you have provided in this entire bill, and the industry is an 
exceedingly valuable one. It is very valuable to the farmers, for 
it makes a marketfor their wood, which otherwise would be ut- 
terly useless, a mere waste. I wish thatthe dutycould be made 
specific, even though it be not over 10 per cent. 

I know that we have exported a little wood pulp during the 
tast two or three years, but that came from the dullness of the 
times and the overproduction of wood pulp in the United States. 
We exported some to England, but the exportation will stop at 


once. Itismerely temporary. There is a syndicate to-day with 
$3,000,000 of capital which has bought an enormous tract of for- 
est land in Norway, and is erecting pulp and paper mills there. 
We can not compete with that product produced in Norway at 
their price of labor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine to the fact that during the last year we imported nearly 
$3,000,000 worth. 

Mr. FRYE. We imported nearly 93,000 tons last year, and 
the importation has been increasing for the last four or five 
goara I shall be obliged to ofer an amendment to the para- 
graph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out paragraph 303 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

303. Mechanically ground wood pulp, 82.50 per ton, dry weight; ch 
vont . 80 per Oa ey weignt; bleached. 755 per oo ae 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on the amendment 
proposi by the Senator from Maine, 

r. VEST. Mr. President, I saw the other day—I think it 
was the day before yesterday—one of the most vicious and out- 
rageous attacks upon my colleague from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] 
and myself in regard to the construction of the pending bill. 
The principal feature of the indictment was that we had been 
influenced by some Democratic leaders in New York, naming 
one of them, a distinguished Democrat who was a member of 
Mr. Cleveland's Cabinet when he was last President, to fix the 
schedule upon wood pulp because they had made a large invest- 
ment, and that they had been consulted in regard to these rates. 
I only mention this to show how utterly unjust and reckless are 
the statements made in regard.to public men who are engaged 
in public duty. ‘ 

ur only object in framing this paragraph was to make an ar- 
ticle of every-day and hourly necessity as cheap as possible to 
the vast body of consumers in the United States. On one hand 
are the manufacturers of wood pulp in New York and New Eng- 
land, demanding an increase of duty, but nobody has applied to 
us in the interest of the importers or of outside manufacturers 
to put this duty down. We have allowed it to remain as it was 
in the bill as it came from the House of Representatives. 

It is an article so universally consumed, which enters into 
every family and business use, and public and private employ- 
ment in the United States, that itseemed to usour manifest duty 
to make it as cheap as ible, and to puta duty upon it, which it 
is trye, as the Senator from Maine says, is low, and we intended 
to make it low. It has not been done in order to meet the wishes 
of any manufacturers or importers, but because it is one of those 
3 like salt and lumber, that ought to be made as cheap as 
possible. 

That isthe whole argument on behalf of the committee, and it 
seems to me it ought to be a paramount argument, unless we 
were consulting o 8 interests. Asa matter of course, 
the manufacturers in this country want the duty put up on it, 
for it gives them a market and excludes the foreigners. If we 
consulted the interests of the foreigners alone we would let it 
come in entirely free. Butas itis, we have put this small duty 
upon it for the purpose of revenue and in the interests of the 
great body of the people of the country, as we understand it. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the Senator from Maine pro- 
ceeds, I should like to suggest,in addition to what the Senator 
from Missouri has said, that the groat bulk of the importations 
into this country were of unbleached chemical wood ulp; that 
42,090 tons of this article came into the United States in the year 
1893; that the tax was $6 per ton, which was an equivalent of 
12.38 per cent; and that the tax now proposed is 10 per cent, 
which is a reduction of but 20 per cent below what it was under 
the law as it existed at that time. If we are to make any kind 
of a reduction it would seem that this is a reasonable one. 

Mr. FRYE. On wood pulp mechanically ground, by this book, 
the ad valorem duty was 17.52; on pulp ried, 10 per cent; on 
wood pote chemically unbleached, 11.61 per cent; on wood pulp 
chemically bleached, 10.38 per cent. Iam not complaining that 
the bill has reducedslightly the existing duty; but I am asking, 
and all I am asking is that it should be made specific instead of 
ad valorem, on account of the frauds about which the Senator 
says complaint was made before his committee. 

r. PLATT. Will the Senator from Maine state how the 
value of wood pulp can be ascertained? Is it a thing which has 
a stable and well 3 market value? 

Mr. FRYE. I doubt if any wholesale prices in markets abroad 
can be ascertained. The markets ab are Austriaand Norway 
and Sweden. Of course they could probably be obtained in Can- 
ada, but Canada isnot our great competitor to-day, although she 
will be. It must be understood that this industry is and will be 
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a Northern industry, because the woods grown in cold climates 
have a much finer fiber than in the warm climates. That is wh 
Maine is carrying on so immensely the pulp industry to-day, an 
Upper New York. Canada has the same advantage exactly that 
we have, with 40 per cent less of wages, 

Norway has the same advantage as to its forests, and so with 
Sweden. Austria has not the same; but England is looking en- 
tirely to Norway, and purchasing all the forest lands there in 
order to come in and be our competitor in this matter, as she 
will be undoubtedly. ° 

The most I care about is to make the duty specific instead of 
ad valorem. Senators will recognize the fact that there is no 
rate of duty in the whole bill less than 10 per cent ad valorem. 
There is no lower duty in the bill than the specific rate which 
I propose on wood pulp. 

r. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I remember well some four- 
teen or fifteen years ago in the House of- Representatives the 
discussion about wood pulp, and it became the mouths of 
many men who did not understand the subject, a prolific subject 
of jeers. I remember a distinguished statesman from New 
York who was called Wood Pulp Miller for some time because 
he desired a protective duty on wood pulp and at the same time 
was interested in it himself with others. We were told about 
the anxious desire of those men to keep up the price of the ne- 
cessities of life. Well, some duty was placed on it, and it has 
continued to be a profitable industry up to this time. 

Then I know very well the paper made fromitfor newspapers 
was sold at 6 cents a pound, and instead of the price being raised 
or even kept up in accordance with the uniform rule, the price 
of paper for newspapers has gone steadily down until it can be 
bought in large quantities for large newspapers at considerably 
less than 3 cents a pound. I dg not wish to say exactly how 
much, because my concern has been buying some, but it has 
gone down more than one-half since thattime. There has been 
a steady decrease in the price. Of course it is very easy to see 
if there should not be sufficient protection given to it one has 
only to take his capital across the line to Canadaand avail him- 
self of the boundless spruce forests there, and pay about halfas 
much for wages as we pay here, and trundle it over the border 
and take away a very large and interesting industry from the 
United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkan- 
sas called attention to the fact that the importations were largely 
of chemical unbleached wood pulp during the last year, over 
43,000 tons having been imported, and he suggested that the 
proposed lowering of duties was only 10 per cent. If foreign 
manufacturers of wood pulp were enabled, with a duty of 12.38 
per cent, to send 43,607 tons into this country last year, of the 
value of more than $2,000,000, I submit that under a reduction 
of 20 per cent they will probably be able to send in ten times that 
amount, and they will displace the manufacture of chemical un- 
bleached wood pulp in this country. 

The Senator from Connecticut calls attention to the great re- 
duction in the price of paper in this country during the last 
decade. I was in New York a few days ago, and a friend of 
mine purchased, I think, 200 reams of paper suitable for print- 
ing ordinary documents on for 2? cents a pound, a price un- 
known in this country before. There never was a time in the 
history of the United States when paper was sold as cheap as it 
is sold to-day. It does seem to me that under these circum- 
stances there ought not to be the 1 Sri reduction upon a 
manufacture such as wood pnl , Which is being carried on by the 

ople of Maine, New York, New Hampshire, and some other 

tates of our country. 

I trust the amendment of the Senator from Maine as offered 
will be adopted. I wish it might be accepted by our friends on 
the other side, because it does seem to me that it is absolutely 
justand very necessary if we are to prosper in the manufacture 
of wood pulp in the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Maine whether the specific duties which he now moves are in 
the Tag ol 10 per cent, which the committee propose, so 
that the substance of his amendment is that we shall have spe- 
cific duties instead of ad valorem? 

Mr. FRYE. They are very nearly, but I propose to change 
my amendment so as to make the duty exactly 10 per cent ad va- 
lorem of the present prices, and they certainly can not go any 
lower than they are now. Where 86 occurs in the amendment 
I propose to make it $5, and where $7 occurs to make it $6.50. 
That makes a specific duty equivalent to 10 per cent ad valorem 
through the 5 

Mr. GALLINGER. And on the mechanically ground wood 
do you not make it $2.25 in place of $2.50? 

f . FRYE. No; that is only 10 per cent now. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It does not seem to be so in this book. 
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„F The amendment as modified will 
8 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 303 and insert: 

Mechanically und wood pulp, $2.50 per ton weight; chemical wood 
pulp unbl , % per ton dry weight; bleached, 85.50 per ton dry weight. 

Mr.ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Missouri will accept 
the amendment as now ore by the Senator from Maine, 
ating the duty specific instead of ad valorem. Whatever may 
be said about the ease with which ad valorem duties can be col- 
lected, it is absolutely certain that to make these duties specific 
will simplify their collection. Ido not believe that the 8 
appraiser or surveyor acting as appraiser at the small ports w. 
be able to distinguish these pulps so as to make in every case an 
accurate estimate of value. If the duty is made equivalent to 
10 per cent, why should it not be specific? Certainly no harm 
can be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ere to the 


amendment 8 by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. FRYE and Mr. SMITH called for the yeas and nays, and 
hey, were ordered. 

The Secretary 9 to call the roll. 

Mr. CAF FERM (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I havea general 


pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he 
were present I should vote * yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when name was called). Ihave a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from-Texas [Mr. MILLs], who 
informed me on Saturday that he would necessarily be absent 
to-day and to-morrow. Therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the senior Senator from New 1 [Mr. McPHER- 
SON] to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots], who is paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], thus enabling 
the junior Senator from New Jersey and myself to vote. I vote 

yea. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am parod with the Senator from wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

. PATTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If he were present 
I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I am pairet 
with the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] 
until he arrives to-day. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. POWER] to the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
WALSH], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Or- 
egon Ar. DOLPH] to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], and 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. VILAS. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL], who is detained from the Chamber on business, anë 
I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin 
Mr. Meera that, as I am paired with the Senator from Texas 
Mr. MILLS], we shall transfer our pairs so that we may vote. 

Mr. VILAS. Very well. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. HOAR (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
if the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. ` 

Mr.HOAR. Iam paired with that Senator. Iwill withdraw 
my vote unless a transfer of pairs can be arranged. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BRICE. I wish to announce my pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. 

Mr. SHOUP (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the 
senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


vised. 

Mr.SHOUP. Iam paired with that Senator and withdraw 
my vote. ; 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—20. 

Aldrich, Gallinger, Lod, Platt, 
Allison, Hale, erson, Proctor, 
EEC 
Frye, Higgins, D Wasbburn. , 


1 on rge, K or Ransom, 

ate, orman, ay, 

Black Turpis 
Hill, Morgan, x 

Caffery, Irby. Mı 7 Vest, 

Call, Jarvis, Palmer, Vilas, 

Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Voorhees, 

NOT VOTING—37. 

Blanchard, Dolph MeMillan, Shoup, 

Brice, 50 McPherson, Squire, 

Butler, Faulkner, Us, Stewart, 
Gibson, tchell, Oregon Walsh, 

Cameron, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. White, 

Carey, Gray, Patton, nm, 

Coke, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 

Cullom, Hunton. Power, 

Daniel, Jones, Ney. h. 

Dixon. McLaurin, Sherman, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 


ceed. 

304. Sheathing paper and roofin: r cent ad valorem. 

305. Printing paper, unsized, s y for books and newspapers, 12 
per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 
out paragraph 305. 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

306. Printing paper, sized or glued, suitable only for books and news- 
papers, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph, 
on page 77, line 12, after the word paper,” by inserting ‘‘un- 
sized; and in line 13, after newspapers,“ to strike out fif- 
teen,” and insert ten.“ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert after the word 
„paper,“ in line 12, the word “ unsized.” 

e amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The other part of the amendment 
of the committee is withdrawn. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to offer an amendment and have it 

rinted. I ask leave to offer it now. On page 83, paragraph 
538, I move to strike out all in lines 7 and 8 down to the word 
“including” in line 9, and to insert: 

Dlamonds, whether cut or uncut, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 
pro d by the Senator from Colorado will be printed. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall also move to add atthe end of the para- 
graph what I send to the desk. I ask that the proposed amend- 


ment be printed. 
Let it be read. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. TELLER. Very well; let it be read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 
by the Senator from Colorado will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 338 add the fol- 
lowing: 

To secure more effectually the conditions of this act, and the revenue to 
be derived from it, it is enacted that all diamonds entering this country as 
the property of travelers shall be subject to the duty where their value ex- 
coeds 8450: Provided, however, That diamonds or precious stones the A pes A 
erty of travelers shall enter free where it is shown bya consular certilicate 
that they have previously left this country, their identity being further es- 
tablished by a pho aph of the stones in their settings, which shall have 
been d. ted with the consul at the port of departure in the United States. 

And it is hereby declared that any informant who notifies the customs 
authorities that an attempt is to be made to smuggle precious stones shall 
be entitled, where a conviction is made, to the mue of the stones, de- 
ducting only the duty owing to the Government; that this provision to re- 
ward informants applies equally to all tradesmen or jewelers in i of 
this country to whom sm led stones may be offered for sale: Provided, 
That such persons can establish the fact that the stones are contraband. 

That from the total duty derived from precious stones, 5 cent shall be 
1 pene to pay the salaries of special whose duty it 
1 be towatch sales of 


recious stones and oee customs authori- 
ties when they suspect t the illicit introduction of such stones is con- 
templated. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed as 
uested. The reading of the bill will proceed. 
; o Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


felt, 10 
table o 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by striking out ‘‘ twenty-five” and inserting thirty;“ so as to 


read, 30 per cent ad valorem.” 
Mr. PLATT. I had ho that the Senator from Arkansas 
would make a divisionof this paragraph so as to give the papers 


pa- 
‘here 
price 


first mentioned in the paragraph, copying paper, filterin: 
r,and silver paper, a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem, 
such a distinction in the cost of manufacture and the 
of these two classes of paper that it seems as if they ought not 
to go under one uniform duty of 30 per cent, I was informed 
that the matter had been brought to the notice of the commit- 
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tee, and I was indulging in the hope that there ht be a di- 
vision suggested by the committee with a slightly higher rate 
of duty on copying and filtering and silver papers. I should 
like to inquire of the Senator from Arkansas whether he is un- 
willing to make such a division? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Idid not understand the question 
of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr.PLATT. Linquireof the Senator from Arkansas whether 
he is willing to make a division of the paragraph by which the 
papers first mentioned in the paragraph, copying paper, filter- 
ing paper, and silver paper, shall be made 35 per cent? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee under consid- 
eration the proposition as to whether there should be a change 
made in the paragraph. We had not finally determined when 
the paragraph was reached as to what action we would take, 
and will simply pass it over with the intention to consider it 
further. Wes make up our minds when we have further 
time te consider it and determine whether to make a different 
recommendation in this connection. Ido not want the change 
made now. í 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator will allow the paragraph to be 


over for the present? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I simply want to have the para- 
graph acted on. The committee further consider it, and it 


they believe it should be changed, they will propose it later. 
r. PLATT. The Senator means that he will propose an 

amendment when the bill comes into the Senate? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If we think a change ought to be 
made we te it when the bill gets into the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. th that understanding, I shall offer no 
amendment to the —— at the present time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair.) The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was — to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 


proceed. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
308. 


or in ted books 5 the same), and articl 
either in whole or in part by lithographic robess, and pho 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by striking out “twenty-five” and inserting “ thirty;” so as to 
read, 30 per cent ad valorem.” . 

Mr. GALLINGER. Some months ago a committee of gentle- 
men were in Washington, and they confided to me a memorial 
touching the matter of surface-coated papers, which I handed 
to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who assures 
me he will be able to procure it in a very little time, but he has 
it not at hand at the present moment. I ask the committee to 
let the paragraph be passed over for a few minutes and it can be 
taken up again. Ido not know but that the amendment to be 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas is satisfactory, but 1 
want to examine the memorial of those gentlemen, who are ve 
respectable gentlemen, and who ought to be heard on this ma 


ter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The C hears no objection, 
aud the paragraph will be passed over for the present. The 
reading of the bilt will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: J 

` Manufactures of papie- 

309. Paper envelopes, Spe cent ad valorem. 

310. Paper hangings and paper for screens or fireboards, eggs per, 


. books of all anas; 20 per ese besser | 5 including 
pamphle e und or unbound, pho! phs, etchings, ma 
charts, and all p r for in this act, 25 ped 


ted matter not specially pro 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr, QUAY. I move to amend paragraph 311 by inserting in 
line 23, after the word “including,” the words books printed 
in any foreign language;” so as to cover foreign books. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “including,” in line 23, 
paragraph 311, insert books printed in any foreign language.” 

Mr. QUAY. I move this amendment at the request of the 
bookbinders and printers, especially of German books, in this 
country, who advise me that their industry will be absolutely 
destroyed if these books are placed on the freelist. I should be 
glad to know from the gentlemen in charge of the bill what 
reason there is why these foreign books are to be exempted from 


duty. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not distinctly understand the 
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Senator from Pennsylvania, but it seems to me that the amend- 
1 proposed by him does not extend the paragraph a par- 
ti 


0. 
Mr. QUAY. It does extend it. It defines it, and it makes it 
apply specifically to books ge in any foreign language. I 
ropose to follow that up y striking off the clause in the free 
fist which exempts such books from duty. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the consideration of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania whether the true way would not be to move 
the amendment when the free list is reached, because if that 
clause is stricken from the free list then this paragraph covers 
all books in whatever language. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That would certainly be the way 
toreach the purpose the Senator has in view. 

Mr. QUAY. Till withdraw the amendment and renew the 
proposition when the free list is reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania is withdrawn. The reading of the bill 
will be resumed. - 

The Secretary read as follows: 


332. Playing cards, in not exceediug 54 cards and at a like rate for 
any number in excess, 10 cents per pack and 50 per cent ad valorem. 


812. Manufactures of or of which is the component material 
of chief value, not spactaliy peovaded for ot act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
SCHEDULE N.—S 


UNDRIES. 
314. Hair pencils, brushes, and feather dusters, 30 per cent ad valorem; 
brooms, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Buttons and button forms: 
315. Button forms: Lastings, mohair, cloth, silk, or other manufactures of 
cloth, woven or made in pat of such size, 


shape, or form, or cut in such 
manner as to be fit for buttons exclustvely, 10 per cen t ad valorem. 

316. Buttons commercially known as agate buttons, 25 per cent ad valorem; 
pearl and shell buttons, wholly or manufactured, 1 cent per line 
per gross and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. After the word line,“ in aph 
316, line 24, I move to insert“ button measure of one-fortieth 
of an inch.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

T. ry, v. 1 4 bu , Wholly o 

317. Ivo ee ner ters ah eee or horn buttons, wholly or partially 

The Committee on Finance reported toamend the paragraph on 
page 80, paragraph 317, by striking out “ivory” and inserting 
buttons of ivory,” and in line 2, by striking out the word but- 
tons.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the word 
“twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five” in line 3, so as to make 
the rate ‘35 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move toamend the amendment by strik- 
ing out *‘ thirty-five” and inserting “fifty,” which isthe present 
law on ivory buttons. 

= r. JONES of Arkansas. Idid not understand the proposi- 
tion. 
Mr.ALDRICH. My proposition is to restore the present law 
on ivory buttons—50 per cent—instead of 35 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment 
has been agreed to. An amendment was offered by the Senator 
from-Arkansas to make the rate 35 per cent, and the Senator 
from Rhode Island moves to amend the amendment by striking 
out *‘ thirty-five” and inserting fifty,“ so as to read, 50 per 
cent ad valorem.” The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was eed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


318. Shoe buttons, made of paper, board, papier-maché, pulp, or other 
similar material not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to in- 
sert after paragraph 318: 

Ce SAREE ERE and shale, 40 cents per ton; coal slack or culm, 15 cents 
per 

Mr. HILL. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out in line 8, on page 80, the words 
„40 cents per ton,” and insert “shall be admitted free from 
duty;” so as to read: 

Coal, bituminous and shale, shall be admitted free from duty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment sepan by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. r. President, the amendment which I have of- 
fered proposes to place bituminous coal and shale upon the free 
list. Ido not intend to detain the Senate with anylengthy re- 
marks upon the amendment. Lassume from what has taken 


in the past two weeks in the Senate that this motion to amend will 
be defeated by substantially a unanimous Republican vote and 


by those Democrats upon this side of the Chamber who seem 
to be voting against this class of amendments. 

The country e ted that a Democratic Congress in framing 
a tariff-reform bill would place bituminous coal upon the free 
list. It was substantially so required by the e Demo- 
cratic platform. Every Democratic orator in the land who has 
spoken upon this subject hasdemandedfreecoal. I listened the 
other day with great interest to the remarks of the junior Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN] when he made an elab- 
orate plea in the Senate for free coal. I regret that he is not 
now in his seat. I assume that after those remarks he will be 
glad to avail himself of the opportunity of sustaining the pend- 

amendment. 

r. President, if there is one thing more than another to which 
the Democratic y stands solemnly pledged, it is to place raw 
materials upon the free list, That has been said over and over 
again by prominent Democrats throughout the whole country. 

coal is not a raw material within the m of Democratic 
orators I do not know of a single item in the bill that can be 
called such. 

I have heard no definition of raw material given here. I can 
suggest one. It isa production which is in its lowest orcrudest 
form when it enters intocommerce. Under this definition coal 
constitutes a raw material, Iron ore constitutes a raw material. 
Lead ore constitutes araw material, and yet itis proposed by the 
bill to place a duty of 40 cents upon this raw material. 

Tobserve sincel began my remarksthat the champions of this 
measure who have had charge of it during the past two or three 
weeks have left their seats. IL assume they had nothing to say 
in defense of this provision and in — ition to my amendment. 
I am waiting to hear if the old thr isto be presented 
that the FinanceCommittee have been b into the accept- 
ance of this provision. If so, I should like to know who has bull- 
dozed them. I should like to know what Senators have an- 
nounced that they would refuse to vote for this bill if coal should 
be placed upon the free list. Let them benamed so that we may 
know who they are. 

Mr. President, it ought not to require any argument in a Dem- 
ocratic Senate to induce Democratic Senators to vote for this 
amendment. If we place the proposed duty upon coal we go 
back upon all the Democratic arguments uttered in years past. 
We virtually repudiate our platform adopted in Chicago and we 
are brought into ridicule at the hands of the American people. 
Is one, substantially one, single article which may properly be 
denominated raw material—wool—to be singled out as the only 
triumph that is to be achieved for tariff reform in this bill? 

I do not propose to detain the Senate by any further remarks 
upon my amendment. It of course has been decreed that it is 
to be defeated. I trust the little band who have stood together 
thus far in the Senate for free raw materials will stand together 
now, whether they be one, two, three, four, or five. A princi- 
ple is involved in this amendment. A principle is at stake here, 
one or ono even if I am alone, I propose to stand up for that 

rinciple, 

Š Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, have a much stronger reason 
for supporting the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New York than he gives. I understand the Senator’s reason 
chiefly to be that the Democratic platform has promised free 
coal. I have no more respect for that platform than the Demo- 
crats themselves have. Hence, I will not waste any time on 
that line of argument. 

But there is a deeper, a broader, and a much grander reason 
than that. It is that with free coal under the surveillance of 
Government officers the people who are entitled to the use of 
free coal would obtain it, whereas, now, under existing condi- 
tions, if we were to have free coal, and if the Democratic plat- 
form was to be spread all over the country, coal would be but 
little cheaper than it is now to those who most need it. I care 
much less for the character of coal as a raw material than I do 
for its character as a substance of fuel for the use of the poor 


people. 

ge a most interesting little document in my hand which 
will indicate measurably at least what I have in mind just now. 
During the hard pressing times of last winter when it became 
necessary for the city authorities in different parts of the coun- 
try to look after the interests of the poor people, one particular 
person in the city of New York disposed kindly towards all 
classes, and especially towards the poor, opened a coal house 
where he sold coal in small quantities to poor people, such peo- 
ple as have been compelled to pay from two to four times as 
much for the little coal that they use as the well-to-do people 
across the street or within a block or two from their doors. 
Here is a record of what this good man did. It shows the num- 
ber of tickets that he sold. 
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Task that Senators will listen. Every Senator in the room, I 
hope, will listen to these figures. He sold 200,501 five-cent tickets 
to the poor people of the city of New York. Think of that, Sena- 
tors; men and women buying coal by the 5 cents’ worth when you 
and I buy it by the ton or the carload, according to what we use! 
He sold 18,933 ten-cent tickets, 7,799 fifteen-cent tickets, 2,933 
twenty-cent tickets, and 3,121 twenty-five-cent tickets. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How many five-cent tickets did he sell, 
may I ask the Senator? 

Mr. PEFFER. The 5-cent ticketsnumber 200,501. They pro- 
cured from 20 to 25 pounds of coal. That is the way the poor 

le, those who are out of employment, those who are pinched 
bye ose poverty, those to whom the future is all dark, were able 
rocure their coal. 
ow, there is another phase of this subject. The men who 
have control of the coal mines are either rich individual menor 
they are wealthy corporations and syndicates. While every 

mine in the country and every coal field, no matter whatits 
extent, ought to belong to the entire people of the country, and 
the coal mined and paid for at fair wages to the persons who do 
the work, so that the people can procure it cheaply at cost, the 
truth is that all the coal mines of the country are owned by pri- 
vate persons or by corporations and syndicates, and they have 
reduced the wages of their miners to such an extent that the 
men are in open rebellion. ; 

On the 4th day of May last a dispatch was printed in the vari- 
ous newspapers, and here is one of them, headed— 

PROMPT ACTION DID IT—PREVENTED A RIOT OF COAL MINERS IN THE 
VANDERBILT REGION. 

And then it goes on to describe what was done by prompt ac- 
tion of the authorities and people to prevent proat trouble in the 
coal mines. On the 7th day of May another dispatch came. In- 
deed, they were coming every day numerously, but I have 
selected a few along from day to day. This one, dated May 7, 
Birmingham, Ala., is headed as follows: 

STRIKERS RESORT TO DYNAMITE-—-ALABAMA MINERS BLOW UP MACHINERY 
AND ROLLING STOCK. 
Then it goes on to describe the affair: 


A mob numbering from two hundred to five hundred went to Price's mines 
at Horse Creek last night at midnight and blew up the boilers and other mine 
machinery with dynamite and fired one hundred shots into the company’s 
store and houses. No one was hurt. 


On the same day there came another dispatch, as follows: 


OMENS OF BLOODSHED—STRIKERS USE DYNAMITE IN ALABAMA AND WEST 
VIRGINIA—MORE VIOLENCE EXPECTED TO-DAY—WORKS AND CARS BLOWN 
UP AT PRICE'S AND THE VICTORIA MINES—RIOTOUS DEMONSTRATIONS AT 
THE PARSONS PLANT—SERIOUS CONFLICT BREWING IN THE UNIONTOWN 
AND CONNELLSVILLE DISTRICTS—THE COMPANIES TRYING TO BREAK THE 
STRIKE WITH NEW MEN. 


On May 9 we had the following: 


BATTLE BETWEEN STRIKERS AND SHERIFF'S DEPUTIES—UNION AND NON- 
UNION LASTERS VIGHT—AUSTRIAN STRIKERS FIRED ON AND DISPERSED— 


GENERAL LABOR TROUBLES. 

This came from Uniontown, Pa. May 10 we had the follow- 
ing from Birmingham, Ala.: 
ALABAMA TROOPS ARE UNDER ARMS—COAL STRIKERS ASSUME A THREATEN- 

ING ATTITUDE THERE. 

Then the dispatch proceeds: 

Troops of Birmingham, Woodlawn, and Bessemer have been ordered 
under arms. i 

Followed by other descriptive matter. May 9 we had a dis- 
patch from Connellsville, Pa. Itis headed as follows: 


BEATEN NEARLY TO DEATH—COKE STRIKERS ATTACK WORKMEN AT THE 
HILL FARM—SEVERAL RIOTERS WOUNDED BY DEPUTIES—MORE DISORDER 
NEAR SCOTTDALE—DEPUTIES ARE TO BE ARRESTED—BALTIMORE AND OHIO 
TAKES COAL IN TRANSIT FOR ITS OWN USE—FACTORIES CLOSING—ANTHRA- 
CITE MINERS MAY JOIN. 


Here are ia I from Albany, N. Y.; Watertown, N. 
eas 1 hio; Wheeling, W. Va., and Scottdale, Pa., 
dated May 14, all relating to thesame subject. Hereis another 


dispatch from Cleveland, Ohio, in reference to the meeting of 

operators and miners conferring for the purpose of adjusting 

their differences. The dispatch is headed as follows: 

NOW WAR TO THE DEATH—THE CLEVELAND CONFERENCE FOR THE SET- 
TLEMENT OF THE COAL STRIKE ENDS IN A FLAT FAILURE—MINERS WILL 


YIELD NOTHING—“'NO COMPROMISE ALONG THE LINES OF STARVATION 
WAGES," SAYS PRESIDENT M’BRIDE—OPERATORS ANGRY, ETC. 


Under date of May 22, we have the following: 


TROUBLE AT MISSION FIELDS—DEPUTY SHERIFFS ARMED WITH WIN- 
CHESTERS SURROUND THE WORKS—GUNS FOR THE COKE REGIONS— 
ONE THOUSAND ARMS SHIPPED TO THE SCENE OF THE RIOTOUS LABOR- 
ERS IN PENNSYLVANIA—OFFICERS GUARDING WORKING MINERS AND 
THE STRIKERS THREATEN FIGHT, ETC. 


That is from Danville, III., and relates to the region about 


there. Under date of May 22 we have the following: 


MOBBED BY STRIKERS—MINERS BEATEN INTO INSENSIBILITY—ASSAILANTS 
SURROUND A MINE AT LA SALLE, ILL., AND ATTACK THE MEN AS THEY 
COME UP—CITIZENS FEAR A WORSE RIOT TO-DAY. 


From Uniontown, Pa., May 24, we have the following: 


STRIKERS SHOT DOWN—BATTLE WITH DEPUTY SHERIFFS AT DAYBREAK— 
MANY VOLLEYS FIRED AT CLOSE RANGE—FIVE REPORTED KILLED ANDA 
NUMBER INJURED—THE OFFICERS FIRED FIRST— 


With descriptive matter following along. 
: 85 May 24, we have a dispatch from La Salle, III., headed as 
ollows: 


MOB LAW IN ILLINOIS—LA SALLE GIVEN OVER TO THE FURY OF STRIKING 
MINERS—BLOODY RIOT WITH DEPUTIES—CITY AUTHORITIES OVERPOW- 
ERED AND TROOPS CALLED ¥FOR—AFTER VANQUISHING THE SHERIFF'S 
FORCE THE RIOTERS TOOK POSSESSION OF THE TOWN AND COMPELLED 
THE RELEASE OF PRISONERS FROM JAIL—PANDEMONIUM PREVAILED— 
PANIC AMONG THE CITIZENS, ETC. 

3 I nava a number of others. One which catches my eye is 
eaded: 


KILLED LIKE DOGS—DEPUTIES SHOOT DOWN STRIKING MINERS WITHOUT A 
MOMENT’'S WARNING—EIGHT OF THE MEN WERE LEFT DEAD IN THE PUB- 
LIC ROAD, WHILE MANY OTHERS RECEIVED SERIOUS WOUNDS FROM THE 
WINCHESTERS, 


That is from Fayette City, Pa. 

And yet, Mr. President, while reciting these bloody notes I 
observe but few Senators listening to them, although I doubt 
not nearly all at least hear them. Has it come toa point when 
in the highest, most exalted and dignified legislative body in 
the country such recitals as these can be given in open daylight 
and not create wonder and surprise? it be that we have 
grown so callous that our hearts are not affected by this turbu- 
lence, by this rioting, by this violence and bloodshed among our 
people? Are we so far along as that none of these things at- 
tract our attention and we prefer to goalong ina humdrum way 
discussing tariff schedules and stopping upon free coal, thinking 
nothing about what is surrounding us? 

I urge, Mr. President, that coal be put upon the free list, and 
more than that-—— 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr.PLATT. The Senator has called attention to the very 
serious condition of things in the ozonit: I think I appreciate 
its seriousness as much as he does, but Ido not see exactly how 
it is to be helped by putting coal on the free list. If he will in- 
form us about that I shall be glad. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is only the firststep in what ought to be 
done. We must begin by A apee coal on the free list. Then 
we must hurry up our Judiciary Committee, and if we can not 

et an act of Congress through the Judiciary Committee let the 
ational Legislature take charge of this subject, let it take pos- 
session of all the coal beds and all the coal mines in the country; 
and let the coal be given to the people freely. That is the 
only way to settle this work. Senators smile. 1 remember that 
just about two years ago, when the Homestead trouble came, I 
offered a resolution for the purpose of testing the question which 
was involved in that struggle. When I said tothe Senators 
there were but three ways out of the difficulty they smiled. I 
ut it to them in this way: First, just keep your hands off and 
et the employer and the employé settle their disputes among 
themselves. 

That will soon arrange it all peacefully, amicably, and justly. 
But if you are not willing to keep hands off in case of disturb- 
ance, then treat bothsidesalike. If youare determined to bring 
out the military arm of the Government in order to protect one 
side, protect the other side as well. If you can do neither, 
and if you are determined to put your hands on, then put them 
on the entire business and take charge of it as a Government in- 
stitution, and manage it in the interest of the people, letting the 
profits go to the people and into the public Treasury instead of 
going into the ib of millionaires, whom we are just now ex- 
aming for fraud and conspiracy. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not wish at this time to 
discuss the serious condition with which we are confronted, so 
far as any final remedy is to be concerned, but the point I wish 
to get at is, how does it help the matter to put coal on the free 
list? How does it help the matter to adopt legislation which 
must necessarily, if it has the effect which it is desired to have, 
reduce the production of coal and throw out of employment men 
who are now engaged either at proper wages or at wages which 
are not satisfactory in the production of coal and throw them 
into idleness? How is it to help this condition of things in the 
coal industry to put coal on the free list and get it from Nova 
Scotia, ig by Nova Scotians, or from elsewhere out of the 
countr 

Mr. PEFFER. Does the Senator wish to be understood as 
saying that if coal is placed on the free list any miners will be 
thrown out of employment or their wages will be reduced? 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave not any doubt that to par coal on the 
free list would throw out of employment one-third of the per - 
sons engaged in mining coal in the United States. 


Mr. PEFFER. That is one of the surprising things of this 
debate. It only costs from 40 to 46 cents a ton to mine coal, and 
we are proposing to put a duty of 40 cents a ton on foreign coal. 
I do not believe that it will affect the occupation of a single 
miner; but I am taking advantage of this opportunity to call the 
attention of the Senate and of the country to the dangerous con- 
dition of public affairs on aqcount of the management of mines 
now existing, and to impress upon the minds of Senators that 
we have got sooner or later not only to deal with this subject 
but with a great many others; and this is one | optical for 
Senators, for the members of the other branch of Congress, for 

ublic men everywhere, for newspaper writers, for legislators, 

or political speakers, for all classes of the people who are pre- 
sending to instruct their neighbors, to take up this subjectfrom 
the standpoint of the people. X ‘ 

Let us get it out of the hands of 8 and corporations 
and wealthy individuals who control large tracts of land. There 
ought not to be a mine of coal, lead, zinc, copper, gold, or silver 
owned by any private individual. All of these things are for the 
public use. Just as soon as a man or a corporation ora company 
gets hold of a mine they begin immediately to raise the prices 
upon the people. ‘ 

The extract that I read in the beginning of my remarks shows 

«the straits to which poor people are brought. They go to the 
coal bins with baskets. You and Ihave seen them on the public 
streets many, many hundred times picking up coal by the single 
piece at a time, not bigger than a marble or a walnut ora hen’s 
egg, and putting them into a basket. 

We have seen little boys, smaller than the pages here, and lit- 
tle girls, feeble, frail, little creatures, gathering up the specks 
of coal. What would these boys do if they were placed under 
such circumstances? What would we full-grown men do under 
like circumstances? It appeals to the sympathy as well as to the 
conscience and to the brain of men. 

I hope that the amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
York will prevail. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, as I have heretofore sug- 

ted, the political campaigns in New England for the last half 
ozen years have been waged along the line of a contest for free 
raw material, and especially free coal. 

Our Democratic friends in those States have made the removal 
of the duty on coal the cardinal point of their political faith; and I 
shall be greatly surprised this morning if the Senator from New 
York does not succeed in securing a larger following in his vote 
upon this part of. the Democratic platform than he succeeded 
when he made his last effort. 

I am gratified that there is even an a ce of disagree- 
ment on that side of the Chamber upon this important question. 
If I thought that this disagreement was large enough to imperil 
the passage of this bill I would suggest that we might pass this 
item over until a new Democratic caucus could be held and a 
further agreement made as to what should be the attitude of the 
party upon this particular item. 

But I have great fears that the Senator from New York will 
not be able to call to his assistance this morning, notwithstand- 
ing his eloquent statement of the case of the Democratic party, 
a sufficient number of followers on that side of the Chamber to 
make another caucus nece 5 

So far as Iam concerned, I am inclined to allow my Demo- 
cratic friends to settle this question of free coal among them- 
selves; to abstain from voting, and allow them to say whether 
they intend to follow in any instance the policy and principles 
which they have heretofore advocated. 

Mr. VEST. Mr.President, we have at last a statementof the 
higher order of statesmanship from the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. I understand now that he proposes to 
abnegate his duties as a United States Senator, sent here to rep- 
resent the people of thiscountry, and, in order to obtain a po- 
litical advantage, to sit quiony and silently in his seat. If that 
is the Senator’s idea of the dutiesof an American Senator, I can- 
aot: . him upon the plane where he has now located 

self. 

We have heard some extraordinary statements here this morn- 
ing. The Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], who is opposed 
to this bill, as I have understood, because it contains a provision 
for an income tax, now asks information of those of us who have 
been earnestly laboring to construct a tariff bill which will 
Congress, to know who has caused to be inserted in this bill a 
tax on coal instead of free coal, as it came here from the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. President, we are here to give information, but not to 
those who are as well informed as we. The Senator from New 
York knows as much in regard to this matter as we do; and, as 
a matter of course, his inquiry is not for information, but in or- 
der to elicit some statement which would antagonize the pas- 
sage of this bill in its entirety. 


Ihave had occasion tosay, and even under oath, Mr. President, 
the evidence being published, that there are a great man 
things in this bill which do not receive my personal approval, 
if isolated and by themselves; but I deem it ey aay oak ta 

t 


the general result as to what will be for the terests of 
the entire country to the 857 degree. It is impossible that 
any Senator should obtain all that he wants in a great measure 
like this; but if I obtain the best that I can, and in the right di- 
rection, whilst I may deprecate and regret that I can not go 
further, I shall not hesitate as to how far I shall go. 

We are determined, if we can, to supplant the McKinley act 
with a better measure, and if I am compelled to give up ay 
opin in favor of free coal, and to take a duty of about one-h 
of that imposed by the McKinley act, whilst I regret the differ- 
ence of opinion which compels that necessity, I shall not re- 
main silent, and leave it to others to discharge the duties which 
Ihave sworn to perform. I am here as an American Senator 
to do the best I can; and when I can not have my way, I shall 
compromise so far as it is necessary, if I can thereby obtain 
something better for the people of the United States. This 
much, Mr. President, is due to the committee; this much is due 
to the people of this country. 

I agree with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] that coal 
ought to be made cheaper; but there is nothing in the parallel 
which he instituted between the buying of coal by the ton and 
the poor people of New York buying it 5 cents’ worth atatime. 
The Senator uses in this city anthracite coal, which is alread, 
upon the free list, and the price of it is therefore not affecte 
by the tariff at all. I should be glad to see the people of this 
country who are not now able to buy anthracite buy it as 
cheaply as possible and in such quantities as their means admit. 

I would not take the coal mines of this country into the pos- 
session of the Government any more than I would take the rail- 
roads of the country. That is not my idea of the functions of 
the Government of the United States. If I were hunting votes 
in a country where there is universal suffrage, and the vote of 
the poorest man is equal to that of the richest, I might favor 
these wild socialistic reforms, as they are termed; but the func- 
tions of the Government of the United States are not such as 
the Senator from Kansas supposes them to be. 

The functions of the Government are simply to give to the 
people of the United States, of all sections, of all classes, of all 
races, and of all colors,equal privileges and equal protection 
under the law. This Government is not a merchant, it is not 
a warehouseman, and it was not constructed to take into its 
hand what belongs to the people or tothe States. Therefore, 
against the opinions of the Senator from Kansas I am as much 
opposed as I am to the opinions of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. Whatever the Democratic platform may have declared, 
it never could bind me to give up whatI believed was for the 
benefit of all the people of the country, because I could not get 
what that platform declared to be good and right policy. 

I remember once in the Senate, after a national convention of 
the Republican party had declared for a service poao; I think 
it was some eight or ten years ago, when the bill was reported 
by the then Senator from Kansas, Mr. Ingalls, not now a mem- 
ber of this body, just before a Presidential election, and those 
of us on this side, who had differed with our brethren upon the 
other side in the late war, felt ourselves coerced into silence by 
reason of the positions that we had occupied. I remember very 
well when the proposition from the committee was reported by 
Mr. Ingalls,I concluded it would immediately pass, because the 
national convention of the Republican y had declared for it, 
and because the trend of events and of popular opinion was in 
that direction. 

Inever had more respect for any public man in my life than 
for the Senator from Ohio now sitting before me [Mr. SHERMAN], 
with whom I differ as radically as I do from any man living, 
when he rose ia his seat and, amidst profound silence, op d 
the passage of the bill, and he uttered the sentence to be found 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: Mr. President, I say that no 
8 party can govern my action as a Senator of the United 

tates in making laws for the people.” 

I would no more hesitate here to-day to ignore the declara- 
tion of a convention of the Democratic ty of the United 
States in regard to a law I considered inimical to the best inter- 
ests of the people of this country, than I would to tear into 
atoms a piece of blank paper. iam here under oath todo my 
duty, to get the best law I can, and if, on account of differences 
of opinion, I can not get free coal, I will take a duty of 40 cents 
a ton on coal, instead of 75. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, so far as I can now remem» 
ber, I do not recall a paragraph of this bill which the Senator 
from Missouri has advocated or defended con amore, or in ac- 
cordance with any principles or ideas which he has heretofore 
held upon the question of tariff revision. He has disclaimed 
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responsibility for the bill, and stated in 
paragraph upon which he has spoken that it was 
aoe that he was forced into the attitude which he oc- 
cu 2 š 
Mr. VEST. Personally it isamatter of very little im 


to every 
best he 


tome what statement the Senator makes . position; but as 
this matter is all to go into the RECORD WIII go to the 
country, and as there are some people whose good opinion I 
value, I will say that I have stated here repeatedly that I am 
entirely responsible for everything in this bill. should be 
ashamed of myself if I endeavored to evade pai pouon of tho 
3 which rests upon me when I vo or the bill to 
reported. 

In the second place, the Senator's memory is very short as to 
my not supporting anything con amore in this bill. I defended 
free lumber, I defended free wool, and [never intimated in 
to those matters, which are cardinal features of the bill, that I 
— anything else except the largest approbation for both of 

em. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I shall have to admit that in respect 
to the two items to which the Senator from Missouri has re- 
ferred, I was mistaken. I had for the momentforgotten his po- 
sition in respect to these. From the statement which the Sen- 
ator has made so frequently, that the provisions of this bill did 
not meet his views and that he had them un- 
ee duress, I had forgotten the exceptions to which he now re- 

ers. 

The Senator from Missouri, in his attempts to defend this bill, 
has not always been able to conceal the awkwardpess of his posi- 
tion. The actor upon thedramatic stage, who appeared fora 
lifetime in the réle of a heavy tragedian, when suddenly 
called upon to assume the partof comedian is gum likely nat to 
make the best impression upon the audiences before whom heis 
called upon toa in his new character for the first time. The 
Senator from uri is apparently out of place in his defense 
of the protective duties of the measure which he is now called 
upon to advocate. 

I regret that the testimony to which the Senator from Missouri 
has referred as to the authorship of this bill and as to the per- 
sons who have obliged him to assume this new role, was not as 
definite and as clear as I hoped that it might have been. It is 
true, he says that certain gentlemen—naming them, some five 
or six Senators—came before the Democratic members of the 
Finance Committee; but these “conservatives” did not at that 
interview agree among themselves as to what attitude should be 
taken, and, as I understood from the Senator's testimony, he 
asked them politely to leave the room of the Finance Commit- 
tee and said: Gentlemen, we shall fix this bill to suit our- 
selyes.” After this I suppose the functions of the Senator from 
Ohio . BRICE], of the tor from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], 
and of the other Senators mentioned by the Senator from Mis- 
souriceased, and from that time forward whatever was done with 
this bill, whatever changes were made inits various provisions, 
were made by the Senator from Missouriand by the Senator from 
Arkansas, and I suppose from testimony of the former Senator 
that they alone are nsible for the measure as it now appears. 

I would ask the Senator from Missouri if he does not think it 
would be wise, in view of all the circumstances, ifhe should add 

one other item in this bill to those he has mentioned to which 

he can give his cordial support now and hereafter? If he has 
soothed his conscience somewhat by making lumber free, and 
by making wool free, why not make coal free? 

The Senator suggests that it would not be good statesmanship 
for me to abdicate my functionsin regard to this particular vote. 
There is a family difference of opinionin respect to this question 
which I would be glad to havesettled without Republican inter- 
ference It is a question whether the Dem c party are in 
favor of free coal or of a duty upon coal. Whenever they settle 
that question among themselves, we will then take our s of 
pe Sood SEE fixing the rates, if any duties are to be 


Mr. VEST. Will my friend from Rhode Island oblige meand 
the Senate—I undertake to put the question for a large number 
of Senators here—by telling us why he favors putting coal upon 
the free list? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I do not favor putting coal upon the free list. 
Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator to ask me to add free 
coal to free lumber and free wool. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I was making the suggestion to the Senator 
from his own standpoint and for own reputation. 
Mr. VEST. Oh! 


aa ALDRICH. Iam not undertaking to argue this ques- 
n. 

Mr. VEST. Task the Senator if he is for free coal or for a 
duty upon coal? 


Mr. ALDRICH. I am not for free coal in a protective meas- 
ure. Ina protective tariff bill I am for protecting every indus- 
try of the country that is entitled to protection; — 0 coal, I 
think, is one of those. I should vote for a duty upon coal which 
1 eee to be adequate in a bill which gave protection to all 


Mr. VEST. I would not insult the Senator by supposing that 
his opinions of the people of the United States are governed by 
the nature of the particular measure or the place upon which It 
comes and is pe He must certainly have some ideas, as 
an old and experienced legislator, as to whether free coal is 
good or bad for the people of this country,and I assume that he 
would vote 5 Lask him eategorically, without mean- 
ing to be offensive, does he think that the interests of the peo- 
ple of this whole country demand a duty upon coal or that coal 
should be free? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think most emphatically that the inter- 
ests of the people of this country demand, first and above every- 
thing else, the defeat of the measure which is now pending 
the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. But that has nothing to do with coal. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may have a great deal to do with coal. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator can not escape on the ground of ig- 
norance of not having formed an opinion on this subject. ‘ 
opinions are crystallized and perfected so far as he i$ concerned 
upon all the items of this bill, and he knows more about these 
details than any of us, and I cheerfully eld that acknowledg- 
ment to him. He says lam at times, but I 
fully yield to him the palm. Task the Senater—and he certainly 
knows as well as any man—what he thinks about this particular 
item before the Senate? We have been repeatedly warned to 
discuss the pending issue and not to go back to 1890, to the Mc- 
Kinley act. Does the Senator believe a duty upon coal is neces- 
sary to the welfare of the people of the United States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What I believe fe that subject is shown 
by my vote and Bot! action in assisting in the preparation of 
the act of 1890, which imposed a duty of 75 cents a ton upon coal. 

Mr. VEST. Then the Senator believes itis right to puta duty 
on coal? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire above everything else to continue 
in existence the act of 1890 with a duty of 75 cents a ton on coal; 
and every effort of mine shall be made in that direction and to se- 
cure that result. If I believed the Senators from West Virginia 
and Maryland and the other Senators who have been instru- 
mental—I do not use the word in any offensive sense—in fixing 
this rate of 40 cents a ton on coal, would vote against the bill, if 
coal is upon the free list, I should vote for free coal without the 
slightest hesitation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEST] I understood had recently been delivering lectures 
on statesmanship to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH]. The Senator from Rhode Island, when I was outof the 
Chamber, I understood suggested that he thought it would be 
wise, so far as he was concerned, to leave this question of free 
coal or dutiable coal to be settled by the Democratic side of the 
Chamber; and thereupon the Senator from Missouri arose to 
deliver his lecture on statesmanship and to suggest that if the 
Senator from Rhode Island took that course he would be remiss 
in his ead as a Senator and a statesman. 

Only a little while before that I heard the Senator from Mis- 
souri, when he was asked by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
why he was not willing to take a 7 — duty on wood pulp in 
the place of an ad valorem duty, although they were substan- 
tially the equivalents of each other, give the Senate to under- 
stand that he was afraid to do that, because there had been 
rumors that a member of the Cabinet of President Cleveland 
during a former Administration was interested in the 
manufacture, and that, therefore, improper motives woul: 
attributed to him or to the committee on the other side of thé 
Chamber, or to whoever they may be who are up 
bill, if they consented to so simple a thing as the imposition of 
a specific duty upon wood pulp, in the place of an ad valorem 
duty, althoug ey were substantially the equivalents of each 
other. I should to ask the Senator from Missouri what 
sort of statesmanship that is? 

Mr. VEST. I e no such statement, and the RECORD will 
show that I made no such statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator to give the fact 
that that member of the Cabinet was sup to be interested 
in the pulp manufacture as the reason why the committee was 
not wi to give a specific duty on wood pulp. 

Mr. T. I did not give any such n. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What did the Senator say? 

Mr. VEST. Lstated simply, in showing the injustice that was 
trated upon those of us who are f. bill in re 


to the wood-pulp matter, that the charge had been made t 
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there was an agreement between the members of the committee 
and certain distinguished Democrats in thisconneetion, not that 
we were afraid or that—— s 
Mr. CHANDLER. You were not influenced by that; oh, no. 
Mr. VEST. I stated that no such thing had happened, and 
that nobody had approached us in any such interest; and that 
that illustrated theabsolute falsehood of the charges made daily 


in regard to the f of this bill. q 
Mr. CHANDLER. I the Senator's pardon. I certain! 
understood him to give all this as a reason why he was not will- 
ing to agree to a specific duty on wood pulp. If the Senator 

mentioned the story inorder to deny it, as he has had oc- 
28 to mention a great many other somewhat vicious news- 
per stories in connection with this bill in order to deny them, 
baro no criticism to make of the Senator; and he may be much 
more of a statesman in disposing of the various items in this bill 
than is the Senator from Rhode Island, if he chooses to set up 
that claim. 

But, Mr. President, there is another question of statesman- 
ship that I wish to submit to the Senator from Missouri; and 
that is, why this bill is made up by two or three Senators, a 
little handful of men gathering together, and deciding yea or 
nay, and then their decision being ratified by substantially a 
. unanimous vote on the Democratie side of the Senate? Is that 
statesmanship? Is thata statesmanlike way of making a bill? 

The Senator criticises Senators w this side of the Cham- 
ber, and has criticised the Senator Rhode Island because 
he thoughtof not voting on this ion of coal, and yet every- 
knows that, instead of m g up these schedules here 
by discussion; instead of having amendments moved 
and discussed and voted on and decided in a Senate of statesmen, 
if there are any here besides the Senatorfrom Missouri, the 
whole thing is decided outside of this body. The dictum of two 
or three Senators upon the other side of the Chamber settles the 

uestion, and discussion is of no more use than whistling against 
the north wind. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that a singular spectacle is pre- 
sented to the country when a tariff bill is not made up by dis- 
cussion in the Senate, by open, public dealings on the floor of 
the Senate, but where 8888 which two or three Senators 
upon the other side of the ber favor goes, and everything 
to which they are fails of adoption, and the Democratic 
party rallies almostas one man to ratify these secret decisions. 
which are thus made upon the other side of the Chamber. 

E have a word to say om this amendment. I could refrain from 
voting upon it without any fear of the criticism of the Senator 
from Missouri that it would not be a. statesmanlike act 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me a word there? 

Mr.CHANDLER. Certainly. ’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. My 2 in making the suggestion I did 
was that this question might be settled by the entire Democratic 
Senate. I den bee the Senator from Missouri, notwithstand- 
ing his disclaimer, which was more or less emphatic, is acting 
under the orders of a junta of Democratic Senators to'a greater 
or less extent, two, three, four, or half a dozen, to which he sub- 
mits his conscience and his judgment. I desire tohavealarger 
forum, a larger court to decide this question, and J desire ta 
have the whole Democratic party act. That was my purpose im 
marng the suggestion I did. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, on the subject of coal, if I 
vote upon the question, I shall vote in favor of the duty upon 

. Iama protectionist, and I shallanswer the question which 
the Senator from Missouri asked of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. I believe the best interests of the whole country will 
be promoted by a duty on coal. Therefore, I am to pro- 
tect the industry of Ohio, and West Virginia, and Virginia, and 
Maryland, and every other State where coal is produced, because 
of the = interest of the whole country. I believe thatfor coal 
we should depend as largely as possible upon our own mines, and 
sione not depend upon the mines of Nova Scotia or of 0. 

erefore, I shall vote, if I vote at all, for this duty; and I re- 
gret that the existing duty is to be reduced. 

Te tulate the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE] and the 
Senator from West Virginia pe FAULKNER], whom I see upon 
the floor, upon the fact that, notwithstanding this bill came 
from the House of Representatives with free coal, coal is to be 
made dutiable because an important industry of their State will 

protected by the duty which is to be imposed upon coal. If 

tors choose to disclaim, as the Senator from West Virginia 

as once or twice done, having exerted any influence to secure 

— 3 upon the uct- of their State, I aceept that 
er. 

I 8 not know — the subtle influence was which led to the 
agor ee sen the dutiablelist, notwithstanding it came from 

H free in the pending bill; but whatever the influence 
y have been, whether creditable or not ereditable to the 
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ties who exerted it, it was an influence exerted in the right 
tion. I believe that the dutyshould remain, notwithstand- 
ing the promise of the platform of the Democratic party is to 


be broken, and notwithstanding the heroic devotion to that 
platform of the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. 

I am inclined to think, however, that we s have free coal. 
Lean not doubt that the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] before 
this bill finally passes will make ua rally in order to redeem his 

omise to New England. I can not believe that the Senator 

rom Texas has so thoroughly obliterated his personality incon- 
nection with tariff legislation that he will not su before. 
this bill in giving some other free raw material to this 
country besides lumber and wool; and when, as the Senator be- 
lie ves, the restoration of the industries of New England so much 
depend upon the fulfillment of his promise of free raw material, 
which he has made so many times to the people of New England, 
I believe that he will make a rally and at last succeed in giving 
more free raw material than we. are now promised by this b 

Mr. President, I believe there is another reason why New 
England will get free coal before this bill passes through the 
committee of conference and is adopted by both Houses of Con- 

ress. I understand that the Nova. coal syndicate rests 
in serene confidence that the promises which have been made 
to them will be fulfilled. 2 

The Senator from Missouri has taken occasion to allude to a 
member of a former Cabinet of President. Cleveland as being in- 
terested in the manufacture of palp, That gentleman also, it is 
rumored, is lanpa interested in Nova Scotia coal 3 
the syndicate which has been formed under his auspices, I have 
information from New York, is resting serenely confident that 
when this bill comes out of the -conference committee, coal will 
be put upon the free list, in pursuance of some understanding 
which they have with somebody. : 

So, in spite of my vote; in spite of the vote of the Senator from 
Rhode Island; in spite of the very reluctant vote of the Senator 
from Missouri to puta duty upon coal, it is quite likely that, if 
there was a contract with the Nova Scotia syndicate, and if the 
men who have made that bargain are as successful as the sugar 
trust has been, the Senator from Texas and the Senator from 
Missouri, after all, when this bill finally becomes a law, if itever 
does become a law—which God. forbid—will at last give free raw 
material of coal to the people of New England. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] both 
seem to favor a duty upon coal. The Senator from Rhode Island 
spoke of the differences upon this side of the Chamber in regard 
to certain portions of the pending bill. The differences seem to 
be no greater upon this side of the Chamber than they are be- 
tween those who advocate this duty upon coal. The Senator 
from Rhode Island favors a duty upon coal because he is a pro- 
tectionist, and, to be consistent with his position upon other. 
matters contained in the bill, he of course expects to vote to 
place a duty upon coal or to continue the one already thereon. 

The Senator from Missouri says, as a matter of pes he 
would favor free coal. I understand him to say that he believes 
that a reduction of the duty upon coal would make coal cheaper. 
If that be so—and I hope it is so—then a still further reduction 
or an entire abolition of the duty upon coal would make coal 
cheaper still. Therefore, in voting for free coal it shall not be 
charged, at least to-day, that I am playing into the hands of any 
trust. gases another article upon the free list. 

The House of Representatives the Wilson bill, and, in 

| its wisdom, saw fit to coal upon the free list. Thecoun 
was not surprised at that action. The country demanded it, an 
expected it; and the surprise of the country is that this Demo- 
cratie Senate is going back upon its record in the past, and now 
proponos to place a duty upon coal. 

I have received letters and telegrams and resolutions from 
all parts of the country, many of them from Missouri, Indiana, 
and Sina gigs of the West and Santhana g moio support the 
Wilson as it passed the House, great emphasis being a 
laid upon that portion of the resolutions and letters and tele- 
grams as it passed the House.” 

I can comply with that request in this ular. I have ad- 
vocated free raw material in all the speeches which I have made 
upon the subject of tariff reform for the past five or ten 12 
= not see any reason why I should take back what I have 


Mr. President, I favor free coal because I believe it will make 
coal cheaper. Lam op d to the duty upon it because I think 
it places the Democratic party in a false and inne) ee 
tion. Iam in favor of this because the party stand co tted 
by its record, by its votes in the past, and by its platforms, and 
in its procedures heretofore in favor of free raw ma I 
stand to-day where I have stood for many years. . 

The Senator from Missouri seeks to attribute to mea motive 
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for making this motion which I can not accept. 
I make the motion because, ‘‘as he understands,” I am op 

to certain features in this bill, and desire to defeat the whole 
bill. Who is his informant? Whence comes this information 
of which he is the exclusive possessor? What Senator around 
this circle has dared to assure him of any such fact? What 
ASEPE eas dared to deliver my vote one way or the other upon 
this b 

Mr. President, I am ob ee to certain features of this bill. 
I have expressed my views upon them heretofore. I am op- 
posed earnestly, and conscientiously . to that socialistic 
and Populistic principle which you have engrafted upon the 
pending bill, of à war income tax. ILexpressed my views before, 
and I pro to express them again when that schedule of this 
bill shall be reached; but while I have opposed that portion of 
the bill, while I have sought by my vote to eliminate what I 
thought were bad features of the bill, and sought to make it bet- 
ter, no Senator around this circle has a mans to say that he 
understands” I am opposed to the whole bill. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I utterly disclaim the two statements of the Sen- 
ator or the two imputations, in the first place, that I undertook 
to state what I had been informed in regard to his vote by any 
one else, or, in the second place, that I undertook to put any in- 
terpretation upon what he has said himself which his language 
does not justify. 

In an address, a carefully prepared address to the Senate upon 
that feature of this bill which is known asthe income tax—and 
I think the record will substantiate what I now state—the Sen- 
ator from New York said that he could not, and would not, vote 
for a measure containing that provision; and assuming that that 
provision will remain in the bill, as I have no question it will, I 
think I am authorized, therefore, in stating that the Senator 
meant he would not vote for the bill in the shape it now is. If 
he did not mean that, I am exceedingly glad to know it. No 
one separates from the Senator as to any measure pending here 
with more reluctance than I, but I simply undertook to give 
what I understood him to say in his speech regarding the mat- 
ter. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, then we are to understand from 
the disclaimer of the distinguished Senator from Missouri that 
his only authority for making the broad statement that he un- 
derstood that I was 1 to the bill was the address which 
T had the honor to deliver to the Senate some time ago against 
the income tax. The RECORD will speak for itself. I ask the 

Senate to peruse that speech, and then point out to the Senate 
the line or the sentence from which he has a right to make that 
inference. I neither said that L intended to support this bill if 
it contained the income tax, nordo I say at this time that I shall 


He says that 


not. 

I shall cross that bridge when I reach it. No ingenious sug- 

estion of the ingenious Senator from Missouri will have me 
pars and now declare what I shall do when the final vote comes 
upon the pending bill. God knows, no one can tell what this 
bill will be when it passes the Senate, or what it will be when 
it comes fromthe conference committee. I know not how many 
concessions are yet to be extorted from the Finance Committee; 
I know not how many other Democratic principles may have to 
be yielded at the dictation of some one, no one knows whom. 
Therefore, sir, I reserve my right to vote upon this bill, or I 
reserve an expression, rather, of my views upon this bill until 
I see what the bill is when it is presented to me asa finality. 

I understood the Senator from Missouri to say that no one 
knows better than I how these schedules came to be prepared. 
I do not know why he makes that statement. Iam not a mem- 
ber of the Finance Committee. I have attended but very few 

times before that committee. I have no more reason to know 
how those schedules were made up than any other member of 
the Senate. Once I happened to be in the Finance Committee 
room, where, I desire to say, I have been always treated with 
the utmost courtesy by the distinguished chairman and by the 
other members of the committee. 

I was there one day when I heard the distinguished Senator 
from West Virginia ur. FAULKNER], whom I always delight to 
hear, speaking ably and eloquently in favor of a tax upon coal. 
He'was representing, as he understood, undoubtedly, the best in- 
terests of his State and the best interests of the country. I sat 

uietly by and listened. Isaid not one word. I do not assume 
that he will say or that any other person will say that I acqui- 
esced in the propre’, of his argument or that I acquiesced in 
the tang sk ee of having a duty placed upon coal. 

The coal schedule was made up by the Finance Committee ac- 
cording to its own pigment I do not know of any Senator on 
this side of the circle who threatened to vote t the bill on 
its final passage if coal was not protected. there is such an 


one, let him be named here and now. I do not understand that 
the Senator from West Virginia made any demand, made any 
threat, or even hardly made à request. He simply presented his 
arguments, and relied upon those, and those alone; and the 
committee, in the discharge of its duty to itself and thecountry, 
saw fit to place this duty upon coal. 

Now, when a Senator rises here and moves to place coal upon 
the free list the Senator from Missouri says if he had his own 
way he would place coal upon the free list, he believes in it, he 
believes in the doctrine, as I understand him, of free raw ma- 
terial, or else he believes in the doctrine of free trade, it mat- 
ters not which, and away down in his heart he would like to 
vote for my amendment, but there is some power, some source, 
nobody knows where it exists, which compels him to vote, much 
as he regrets it, with the Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber. 

I do not know how a duty came to be placed upon coal. 
Surely, the very first report of the Finance Committee which 
was submitted to the Democratic caucus contained, if I recol- 
lectaright, a duty upon coal. It certainly did. Am Inotright, 
I ask the Senator from West Virginia? He says that I am. 
Nothing, therefore, that took place in the three days Demo- 
cratic caucus compels the placing of coal upon the dutiable list; 
nothing that took place in the subsequent 7 5 70 before the 
Finance Committee compelled it. I think it would be wiser and 
better for the Finance Committee to come here and defend this 
provision rather than attempt to apologize for it and excuse it. 

The Senator from Missouri in his remarks alluded to certain 
sworn testimony of his before the special investigating commit- 
tee on Saturday last. The proceedings of that committee are 
secret. I have not been furnished yet with a complete copy of 
the testimony. I have only seen portions of it published in the 
press. Certain wrong 1 are liable to be made by what 
the Senator intentionally or inadvertently stated. In sub- 
stance, Iunderstood him to say, and he allowed it to be inferred, 
that after the famous three-days conference of the Democratic 
Senators, at which no conclusion is conceded to have been ar- 
rived at, certain Senators waited upon the Finance Committee, 
Senators GORMAN, SMITH, BRICE, CAFFERY, and myself. 

From the manner in which the testimony was given it would 
seem that we went there in a body. No such thing ever oc- 
curred. I was invited there by some messenger from that com- 
mittee to give my views, saying that I was desired there. I 
went alone; I went in company with no one; although I do not 
wish it to be inferred from that statement that I should have 
been ashamed of such excellent company as these gentlemen 
were. There other gentlemen came et went away. There 
was no hearing in the proper sense of the word. There was an 
informal talk. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] said but little 
upon the subject. The discussions were hadinan informal way, 
upon the sugar question principally. I do not intend to go into 
the details of what took place before the committee, but Í think 
a wrong inference can be drawn from the Senator’s testimony, 
although I have not had the pleasure of perusing a copy of it. 

I desire to say right here that I made no demand, 2 made no 
request, I made no r in favor of a duty pon sugar in 
55 interview before the committee; andI ask the Senator from 
Missouri, who I know does not wish to do me an injustice, 
whether that is not true? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, Iso stated expressly and emphat- 
ically in my testimony, which has been pub ished, I will say to 
the Senator from New York. I do not know how it happened 
that he has not seen a copy of it. It was in yesterday’s papers. 
I expressly stated that the Senator from New York said noth- 
ing; and I never intimated that the Senators to whom he has 
referred came there in a body. Ido not know who sent for them; 
but when I walked into the committee room [found them there. 
I never undertook to say how 5 came there. They met the 
committee there. The Senator is 1 mistaken when he 
assumes that I stated that he made any demand. I expressly 
stated that he did not open his mouth. 

Mr. HILL. And I deny that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN], in behalf of myself or in behalf of any other member 
of that delegation, made any demand upon the committee. None, 
certainly, was made by me whilst sitting by and hearing the 
subject discussed. Is it to be said that I favored a tax upon 
sugar before that committee, and then came here and voted the 
other way? Ihad my on views upon that question. [expressed 
them in the caucus to a slight extent; 1 had expressed them 
elsewhere in public places. I said that the propriety of placing 
a duty upon sugar depended upon a large number of other things 
not now necessary to be mentioned. It depends largely upon 
what is retained in the bill; it depends largely on the amount ol 
revenue you feel compelled to raise; it depends largely upon 
other considerations not now necessary to be mentioned. 
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Therefore, I assert right here—and let the denial go forth to 
the country—that before the Finance Committee or on any other 
occasion, not by my silence, not by my act, noray any word, or 
by any deed of mine was the present sugar schedule placed in 
this bill. It was not done to oblige me. It was not done in pur- 
suance of any demand, of any request, or of any suggestion of 
mine, or in order to conciliate me in the slighest. Other Sena- 
tors may speak for themselves; I can only speak for myself and 
as to what occurred in that interview. . 

When the testimony comes to be printed, it is possible that 
these inferences, to which I have alluded, may, hereafter be un- 
founded, and it may simply be the errors which sometimes creep 
into the press in their accounts of these affairs, but that is an- 
other reason, in my judgment, why the sessions of the commit- 
tee ought to have been open, so that the press might be right 
there to hear what actually occurred, and so that they might 
publish to the world re: Bale took place. The public then 
would not be subjected to these statements, sometimes éx parte, 
which are made before committees, and e not correctly 
reported. That is all that I have to say upon that subject. 

r. President, Iam not going to speak of the difference be- 
tween the two parties on the subject of protection or free trade. 
I differ with my associates upon this question of free raw mate- 
rials; but it isa respectful difference; it is an unpleasant task. 
The Senator from Missouri says he regrets to differ with me. I 
regret to differ with himand with my otherassociates. I did not 
suppose in all the discussions which were had amongst the Dem- 
ocrats that there wereserious differences upon the question of 
raw materials; but it seems there were such differences; it 
seems there are such differences; and the committee, in its wis- 
dom, has seen fit to reflect, I think, their own judgment as well 
as the judgment of the majority upon this side of the Chamber 
in framing a duty upon this article. 

Iam not here to unduly criticise that. I simply respectfully 
differ from my party friends upon this question. When I first 
arose, I simply intended to state the Democratic position, as I 
understood it, to ask for a roll call, and to be content with the 
result. Ihave no question that the protectionists“ upon the 
other side of the Chamber and the free traders” upon thisside 
of the Chamber will all rally again once more in favor of a duty 
upon another raw material. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, Ishall detain the Senate 
buta very few moments in reference to the subject which is 
now before it for its consideration and action. 

I desire to say with perfect frankness to the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Yan] and to the Senate that were I convinced 
that there was any Democratic principle which required me to 
vote for free coal I should not hesitate one moment to doit. If 
I were so anxious to put raw materials upon the free list, as the 
Senator from New York seems now to be in reference to coal, I 
should not follow what I remember to be his example. When 
the question was before the Senate for its action in reference to 
raw wool I should have voted my sentiments, and not remained 
quietly in my seat and declined to be recorded. 

My purpose in rising here is to state from the standpoint of a 
Democrat why I submitted to the committee the propriety of 
placing a reasonable revenue tariff upon coal. 

In the first place, we have the facts of history to show that 
for over fifty years bituminous coal has always been upon the 
dutiable list. We have the further fact to sustain us thatnever 
has a-Democratic tariff bill been presented to an American Con- 
gress which did not place coal upon the dutiable list. 

The Walker tariff, regarded as the very embodiment of a rey- 
enue tariff, placed a duty of 30 percentupon coal; and this tariff, 
which is not regarded as the embodiment of a revenue tariff or 
the expression ofa true revenue sentimentin the Democratic 
party, only places a duty of 123 per cent ad valorem upon coal. 

Again, if there was asentiment in the Democratic platform 
which demanded of me, as a Democrat, to place coal upon the 
free list, recognizing, as I do, its obligations, I should not hesi- 
tate one moment. 

But what is that ptatform? It approves the doctrine of a ten- 
dency to freer raw material, and, for argument’s sake, at this 
point permit me to admit that coal is a free raw material. In 
what connection was that expression used by the Democratic 

rty at Chicago? It was in reference to the bill passed by the 

ouse of Representatives putting raw wool upon the free list, 
and it simply expressed the opinion that as a policy the party 
should be pledged by its declarations to the adoption of freer 
raw materials. It was clearly an enunciation of the doctrine 
of freer raw materials, and not that all raw materials should be 
free, and was so understood and explained in the letter of ac- 
ceptance of Mr. Cleveland. 
n accordance with that plank and with that letter of accept- 
ance, I should not have thought of asking the committee, from 
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my standpoint as a Democrat, to have maintained that duty at 
75 cents a ton. I believe that it should be reduced, and so i ex- 
pressed myself. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FAULKNER, I will. 

Mr. HILL. Then it seems to me that the Democratic House 
of od ator a has almost unanimously misconstrued the 
President's letter of acceptance and the Democratic platform. 

Mr. FAULKNER.. The Senator from New York no rea- 
son to assert and express his opinion as to what actuated or con- 
trolled a majority of the House of Representatives on this or any 
other question, and especially 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Inone moment—and especially when that 
question was not even discussed or an expression of sentiment 
1 7 by a single gentleman, so far as I remember, in reference 


Mr. HILL. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from New York? 

r. FAULKNER, Ido. 

Mr. HILL. I am not criticising the motives of the Repre- 
sentatives in the other House. Iam speaking of results. The 
House placed this article upon the free list, first the Ways and 
Means Committee, and next the House itself, and no Democrat 
sought to make a motion to place a duty upon it. 

r. FAULKNER. The Senator from New York is as mis- 
taken in his last statement of fact as he wasin the expression of 
hisopinion. A seriousand earnest debate occurred in the House 
upon a motion to restore a duty upon coal, which motion was 
made by a Democrat. 

Our Republican friends, acting from the standpoint of polities 
alone, when it was ascertained that no Democrat was willing to 
vote for a duty on coal at a rate higher than 50 cents a ton, were 
willing to vote for an amendment to fix the duty at 75 cents, 
knowing that it could not be carried, and declined to vote with 
a minority of Democrats for a duty of 40 or 50 cents upon coal. 
Their votes declared the Republican policy to be that, if you do 
not retain the present rate of the McKinley bill, coal shall be 
placed upon the free list. This action upon their part being 
prompted by political considerations regardless of the merits of 
the question, 

Iwas speaking, when diverted by the Senator from New York, 
on the question of my construction of the platform and the letter 
of acceptance of President Cleveland. Consequently, when I 
appeared before the committee I informed .its members of the 
construction which I had placed upon the platform when I can- 
vassed the State of West Virginia and asked the ses Py of its 
citizens in that greatcampaign, when there wasarrayed against 
the Democratic party of the State, not only the great influence 
of the local Republican organization, but also the power and in- 
fluence of the national aly „Which gave liberally its talent and 
money to bring West Virginia into the Republican column. 

But even in the face of that opposition and the critical condi- 
tion of the State, I determined that I would promise nothing to 
my constituents that I could not ask of a Democratic Congress 
under a Democratic platform should we carry the election and 
elect a President and both branches of Congress. Isaid to them 
frankly then that if we carry this election, if must be understood 
that we intend to pass an honest revenue-reform tariff bill, and 
that I would not be willing to ask a Democratic Congress to put 
a duty on coal that would be greater than the average duty that 
will be placed on other articles in that bill. 

The tariff was reduced on an average by the Wilson bill some 
28 per cent, and by the Senate bill we have reduced it about 25 
por cent. When I went before the committee [ suggested a re- 

uction of almost 33 per cent, but after full consideration the 
committee made a reduction of 43 or 44 per cent. Instead of 
making an equitable reduction upon the general average, as was 
done on everything else, or oniy reducing it 33 per cent, as I had 
requested, which was below either the Wilson or Senate bills 
reduction upon other articles, they reduced it 430r 44 per cent 
below what it has been since 1867, and it was made absolutely and 
purely a revenue duty. a] 

Therefore, from the standpoint of a Democrat, from the stands 
point of one who is anxious to see these high and onerous dutie- 
taken off the shoulders of the people, I was anxious to see the 
same equitable reductions made in this article as in every other, 
although my entire State is interested init. Out of 24,000 square 
miles in that State, 16,000 are underlaid with bituminous coal. 
Since the idea of putting coal upon the free list has been agi- 
tated in the House of Representatives, not a single acre of coal 
land as such has been sold by a farmer or property owner in the 
State of West Virginia. 

Mr, President, this is one of the evils our people must suffer 
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the coal-producing States on the Pacific coast, but I wish to ask 
a question to make it clear. Am I to infer from what the Sen- 
ator has said that he means to say he is satisfied with a duty of 
40 cents a ton, representing as he does a coal-producing State, a 
State producing bituminous coal? Is he satisfied with thisduty 
or does he think it ought to be somewhat higher? He said he 
did advocate some reduction in the pons rate, butis he sat- 
isfied with the duty im d under the terms of the bill? 

Mr. FAULKNER. own judgment was in favor of putting 
a duty of 50 cents a ton upon it, which was 33 per cent reduc- 
tion, but I yielded without a moment’s hesitation to the judg- 
ment of the Finance Committee when they considered, after ma- 
ture deliberation, that it ought to be reduced to 40 cents a ton. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Why? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Isupposed they took into consideration 
other articles made dutiable in the bill, and equalized as the 
considered the ratesupon all. They are more competent than 
am to speak, and I propose, as I stated to them then, and [have 
no hesitation in stating now, to follow their judgment in refer- 
ence to this question of duty. 

But I want to answer the Senator from Kansas. I wish to say. 
to the Senator from Kansas, that when the Democratic party in 
1888 took the position in favor of free wool, although my State 
was a large woolgrowing State, and I may say growing a grade 
of wool equal to that of Pennsylvania and Ohio XX wool, I did 
not hesitate in that campaign to go upa the stump and to ad- 
vocate the policy that the party outlined in the Congress 
of the United States. It wasa very dangerous measure for us 
then, but my party had taken its tion on that question 
through its nin the House of Representatives, and whether 
we failed or succeeded I did not hesitate to follow the lead of 
the party of which I was an humble member. 

It came very near causing the defeat of the Democratic ty 
in West Virginia in 1888. The people were not prepared for it, 
and the woolgrowers from one end of the State to the other ral- 
lied under the leadership of well-known and old-time Demo- 
crats against free wool. e did not give pane struggle, but 
carried the State by 688 votes. We went into the campaign 
again in 1890, advocating free wool, because the Democratio 
party announced its position in favor of free wool, and we had 
no hesitation in assuming that position before our constituency 
and making the issue sauarely upon it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. 1 would be pleased to ask another question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let me first get through with this his- 
torical narration. We increased the Democratic majority in 
that campaign. We went before the people again under this 
very policy, announced as the policy of the party in 1892, approv- 
ing the act of the House of Representatives in the Chicago plat- 
form putting woolon the freelist. Wesubmitted it to the people 
again, and I am glad to say that the woolgrowers of West Vir- 
pinia, realizing the fact that they had been misled by the Woolen 

ufactures’ Association of this country, wheeled around and 
gave their almost unanimous support to the Democratic party 
upon the free-wool platform. 

They believed that they were being made the mere tools of this 
association, which, with its perfect organization, as the sole 
chasers of the American product, had the power and exercised 
it to control the price of that product, t this association 
with its thorough organization, monthly fixed the price ot 
American wool. It was the belief of the woolgrowers in my 
State that that association fixed the price of American wool, 
and that the higher you made the duty on the immense product’ 
of foreign wool that had to be imported, amounting to 160,000,- 
000 pounds to 200,000,000 pounds, just in that proportion did 
they lower the price of American wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. I must confess that I did not fully under- 
stand the Senator from West Virginia, but if he means to sa; 
that there is any organization or association in the Uni 
States that has ever undertaken to fix the price of wool—— 

Mr. PLATT. Or todepress it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or to depress the price of wool in any man- 
ner, the Senator from West Virginia is entirely mistaken. No 
such organization exists or ever has existed in this country. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether there is nota manufacturers’ association composed of 
the woolen manufacturers throughout this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; there is an organization of woolen- 
manufacturers, but they never have undertaken to confer in re- 
lation to or to fix prices of wool. They meet only once a year. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Wait a moment [ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island whether that association is not thoroughly and 
completely organized. 


which have been granted for the first time in the history of that 
country, Canada would certainly not think of taking off the duty 
or of adopting reciprocity in coal. F 

Mr. SQUIRE. I it not necessary in order to have a reeiprocal 
duty with Canada now that the Dominion of Canada should pass 
another act? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ofcourseitis. That is unquestioned. 

Mr. SQUIRE. We get nothing out of it now. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. PEFFER. We have had someinformation touching who 
will be benefited by a reduction of duty on coal or by placing 
coal on the free list. I wish to inquire of the Senator who will 
be benefited by retaining a duty on coal? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I must be as frank in answering that ques- 
tion as I would any other on the floor of the Senate. Mr. Presi- 
dent, the only persons who could possibly be benefited by any 
duty upon coal are those engaged in the occupation of mining 
in the States of West Virginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania, and 
Virginia, for the reason that they are the only ones to come in 
competition with the Nova Scotia coal. 

The rest of the country would not be affected in any way af 
all, unless it would be perhaps some of the States on the Pacific 
coast, but I am alluding to the Central and Eastern States. 
Those are the only four States, in my judgment, that would in 
any way be benefited by this duty. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator name the States again? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Maryland, West . Pennsylvania, 
and Virginia. Those are the only States that ship to the east- 
ern seaboard, and that come in competition with Nova Scotia 
coal; and therefore they would be the only States that would 
be in any way benefited by this duty. 

But I must go further, and be entirely frank, Idonot believe 
that after one or two yearsof experience even with free coal the 
mines of West Virginia, Virginia, and Pennsylvania could not 
compete eee with the Nova Scotia mines. After the 
paralysis that would exist for a year or two shall have passed, 
the enterprise, pluck, and business sagacity of the American 
operator would 1 hope make up for the difference in cost of trans- 

portation; and I will hail with delight the hour when I can 
stand upon the floor of the Senate and advocate free coal, in the 
interest not only of the Eastern section of this country, but of 
my own State. 

I believe the duty the Finace Committee has imposed upon 
coal will demonstrate within one or two years to the people of 
those four States thatthey will and must beable to compete with 
Nova Scotia by the adoption of new appliancesand cheaper trans- 
portation, withoutany reduction of wages of labor. Witness the 
condition of those States to-day. Strikes, lock-outs, involving 
the interests of thousands of miners, all growing outof the ques- 
tionof wages. If without any preparation, if without any notice 
a policy is adopted different from that which has existed for fifty 
years, you fall from a high protective duty of 75 cents, prohibi- 
tory I may say in its character, to free coal, could you estimate 
the injury which your policy would entail during the next two 
or three years upon the people of those States? 

Mr. PEFFER. That is what we said about free wool. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator asks me, and it is a perti- 
nent question—he almost throws it at me with the semblance of 
a taunt—what about free wool? 

Mr. PEFFER. I say what the Senator has said about coal is 
what we said about free wool. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the constituents of the Senator from 
Kansas stood in the position where mine stand to-day I hope he 
would find me acting as fairly and as justly to them as I hope 
he will act towards mine. The question of free wool has been 
debated in this country for three great campaigns. My State is 
a large woolgrowing State. 

Mr. HOAR. May Task the Senator a question right there? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask whether in the campaign in the 
Senator's State, with which he is familiar, the public speakers 
on the Democratic side advocated free coal or a duty on coal? 

Mr. FAULKNER. They advocated in the cam; of 1892, 
under the platform, an equitable and fair reduction of the duty 
in bg Seen to the reduction on other protected articles, 

Mr, HOAR. The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who ad- 
dressed the people in Massachusetts in the same campaign, ad- 
dressed 8 in West Virginia, did he not? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not remember whether that distin- 
guished Senator addressed my constituents in West Virginiain 
1892. I think not. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I would like to ask a question there tosmake 
the point clear. I listened to the remarks of the Senator from 
West Virginia with great interest because I am very much in- 
terested in this question of a duty on coal. I believe the pres- 
ent duty of 75 cents a ton ought to be maintained in justice to 
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dent, a vice-president, asecretary,a treasurer, and various other 
officers, but that they have any organization to affect prices, or 
have ever undertaken in any way to control prices is entirely 
untrue. 

Mr. FAULKNER. One more question. I ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island whether that woolen manufacturers’ associ- 
ation, or at least the members who com it, are not the sole 

urchasers of the wool clip of the United States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It must be very evident that the people who 
produce wool inthe United States must sell their clip to the 
woolen manufacturers of the United States, because they can 
notsend it anywhere else. That is the only 458 of the state- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia in which he is in any 
sense correct. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Now, we have all the facts. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; the Senator from West Virginia is 

entirely mistaken. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Human nature is always the same and it 

‘is easy to suggest the conclusion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is entirely mistaken as to the 
fact. There is no business arrangement or agreement of any 
nature or description as to purchases or prices of wool or other- 
wise between the members of the National Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation. 

Mr. LODGE. They neither fix the price of things sold nor 
those bought. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Nor the product. 

85 LODGE. It is a mere association without reference to 

rice. 

2 Mr. FAULKNER. Are you gentlemen members of that as- 
sociation? 

Mr. LODGE. Ihave not the slightest interest in it. 
ei 3 Is the Senator from Rhode Island a mem- 

ol it 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Are you part of its executive board? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then, how do you know what the asso- 
ciation does? 

Mr. LODGE. Because all of its proceedings are published, 
and they are just as well known as the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate. g 

Mr. FAULKNER. Like the sugar trust. 

Mr. LODGE. Nò; like the Senate, not like the sugar trust. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then, without any knowledge whatever 
the Senator makes denial of what the Woolen Manufacturers’ 
Association do? The woolgrowers of West Virginia believe 
that the association do control the price of wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know what the woolgrowers of 
West Virginia believe. They may have been deluded into the 
belief the Senator from West Virginia has indicated. I am 
stating what the facts are, and I am stating them from a per- 
sonal knowledge of those facts. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator told me he is not a member 
of this association, that he is not on the executive board of the 
association, and yet he tells me that they have nothing to do 
with fixing the cost of any article produced or any article bought. 
On the admitted facts, as stated ay the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land, I say that human nature will assert itself, and that greed 
and selfishness, having the power, and by his admission being 
the sole purchasers of the wool clip of this country, will natur- 
ally dictate and control the price of the home market. 

Mr..PEFFER. Let me ask the Senator where he gets the au- 
thority for his statement that the Democratic party in its plat- 
votan DAB pledged itself in favor of removing all the duties from 
w 


ool? 
Mr. FAULKNER. I thought I had stated that previously. 
It is in the allusion in the platform in which it declaresin favor 
of the tendency to freer raw material. I believe the purpose of 
that expression was to indorse the act of the House which was 
pera patning wool on the free list, and which never came up 
the Senate, because it was pigeonholed by the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does not the Senator consider that that is a 
matter of construction? How am I, for example, listening to a 
Democratic speaker who is talking in favor of free wool, to un- 
derstand except what he tells me outside of the platform, when 
there is nothing of that kind in the platform? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not know whether the Democratic 
speakers in Kansas made the point squarely, boldly, and man- 
oy beore their constituents as we aid in West Virginia. We 
declared that if the Democratic party came into power it meant 


to place wool on the free list, and we did it in three campaigns; 
in the last campaign, as I stated, the woolgrowers became fully 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Ido notunderstand what the Senator means | convinced that it was to their interest to try free wool under any 
by thoroughly and completely organized. They have a presi- | circumstances, as they had seen the price of their product going 
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down every day as higher duties were placed upon it. 

Mr. PEFFE I understand all that, but I am inquiring as 
to the authority, so that I may find it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The authority is found in acts passed in 
the Fifty-firstand Fifty-second Congresses, and, as I claim, the 

rticular reference in the platform was an indorsementof the 

ree-wool bill of the last Congress. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator concedes that the words are not 
to be found in the platform? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The words relating to free raw materials, 


no. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not say free raw material, but free wool. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The term ‘free wool ” does not appear in 
the platform. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If it will not interrupt the Senator from 
West Virginia, although perhaps not exactly in the line of his 
remarks, as an allusion was e by him earlier to one point, I 
should like for my own information and satisfaction to have a 
reply. Among other things the Senator said that in the last 
campaign he pledged the people of his State that if he were 
elected to the Senate he would never vote for any tariff bill that 
was not a genuine revenue tariff bill. I should liko to ask him 
if this bill, which is 9 to pass, and which I have no doubt 
sri vote for, is that kind of a genuine Democratic revenue 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Minnesota has simply 
misquoted my language. I never said I stated to my constitu- 
ents I would never vote for any bill that was notagenuine tariff 
reform bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I did not say that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Istated that if the election was carried 
and both Houses of Congress and the President were Demo- 
cratic, the Democrats would seek to passa gonntas tariff reform 
bill, and that in the formation of that bill coal would have to 
suffer a reduction in proportion to all other protected articles. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understood the Senator to say that he 
would never support any bill that was not a genuine revenue 
bill, and so assured his people. I was going to ask him if he 
felt that by supporting this bill he would have made good his 
pledge. Our people in the Northwest have suffered so severely, 
so many of our great interests being absolutely slaughtered, 
with free wool and free agricultural products almost without 
exception, that I should like to have them know this bill, which 
does that thing, is a genuine tariff reform revenue bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not think the Senator from Minnesota 
can bring me to the absolute and unqualified admission he desires 
from me. I will say to the Senator that I shall vote for this bill 
with pleasure. It gets rid of the onerousand burdensome taxa- 
tion of the McKinley act. It reduces largely the duty on wool- 
ens and other necessaries of life, and still leaves the manufac- 
turers a sufficient protection. Although it may not be as far as 
I would like to go on these and other lines, yet I shall gladly 
welcome its passage rather than allow the present act to remain 
upon the statute books. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Senator has been drawn into a slight de- 
bate on the subject of wool. I want to bring him back to his 
mutton, to the coal question. I understood the Senator in an- 
swering me to say that he was not satisfied with the duty upon 
coal as 8 in this bill, but he accepted it perforce because 
he could not do any better under the circumstances, and because 
he thought that the rate proposna in the bill was an average 
with the reductions over the McKinley rates. Is that correct? 

Mr. FAULKNER. That seemed to be the judgment of the 
committee, and I yielded to it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I understand that answer fully, but I wish to 
hear the Senator on one other point,and that is reciprocity. Is 
it fair, when the Dominionof Canada charges the United States 
60 cents a ton duty for coal brought in from Canada that we 
should reduce the duty on coal in the United States to 40 cents 
a ton without an opportunity to make a fair and equitable reci- 
procity arrangement on that aw pea Would it not be bet- 
ter, in other words, to give authority to the President to make 
such a reduction dependent upon legislation had in the Domin- 
ion of Canada, so as to have the interests fair, impartial, and 
equitable as between the people of that country and the people 
of the United States? Inasmuch as this has been the subject of 
consideration by the Dominion Government heretofore, would 
it not be wise and prudent for us to insertsomething upon which 
we might arrange an ment? 

Mr. FAU ER. Idesire tostate to the Senator from Wash- 
ington that I am not interested from the standpoint of my cou- 
stituents in the question of reciprocity. 
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Mr. SQUIRE. Youare interested as an American citizen and 
as an American Senator. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [I haye left the question of reciprocity to 
those gentlemen who are interested in that question. It would 
be of no benefit to the States of West Virginia, Virginia, Mary- 
land, or Pennsylvania, but to Iowa, Illinois, Washington, and 
those States it would be of advantage. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Would it not do good to the interests of the 
whole United States if coal should be introduced into Canada 
at the same rate that the Canadian coal is introduced into the 
United States? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have fully considered that question. It 
certainly would not affect beneficially the interests of my State. 
I think it would be beneficial to Ohio, Illinois, and Iowa, and 
perhaps to all the Northwestern States, but little coal would be 
shipped from my State to Canada. 

r. President, I have occupied the time of the Senate much 
longer than I intended. Iam sorry that I have become an ob- 
structionist on the Democratic side, and I assure the Senate it 
was done almost unconsciously upon my part, as I did not expect 
to occupy five minutes when I arose to express my views in refer- 
ence to this question. I wish to add merely one more word and 
then I propose to close. 

pon the question of raw material, I desire to say coal is not 
a raw material in any sense whatever. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator point out some articles in this 
bill which are usually understood to be raw materials? 

Mx. FAULKNER. No, sir; I shall not undertake to point 
out any articles or involve myself in a controversy with any 
other interest. I am not here for that purpose; but I hold that 
a raw material must be something in the mind of everyone that 
enters into and becomes a part of the finished product. When 
you take the coal from the ground and put it upon the cars it is 
a complete and finished product. It is then ready forall of the 
use zon can make of it. 

There is no other form into which you can transpose it. Upon 
what theory do Senators maintain that it is a raw material? 
To the manufacturing industry? Its use for the purpose of manu- 
facturing is insignificant compared to its other uses. It is em- 
ployed almost exclusively, at the present day, for steam pur- 

s. Its greatest use is for transportation by land and water. 

t is used toa limited extent only for domestic consumption—I 
mean for the stove, the kitchen, and the household. But few 
use bituminous coal for that purpose. Anthracite coal is the 
great domestic coal. 

Mr. HANSBROOUGH. I desire to ask the Senator if the same 
is not true with respect to flour which it is proposed to put on 
the free list? Is not flour a finished product also? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I would say it was. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I would ask the same thing about lumber? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I would say that lumber is not a finished 
product—not undressed lumber. 

Mr. SQUIRE. How about dressed lumber? 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iam not an expert on that subject. Sen- 
ators declare that under the provisions of this bill great injury 
will be done their States. Lumber is on the free list. t is 


on the free list. Wool is on the free list. All those are large 
products of my State; but her people are not complaining in ref- 
erence to its provisions. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I interrupt the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia further? = 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Senator has said that he was interested 
mainly because the interests of his State are in this coal ques- 
tion, and perhaps exclusively—— 

Mr.FAULKNER. The Senator misstatesme. Idid notspeak 
of the interests my State had in it. I said I had not an interest 
in the question of reciprocity, as it did not in my judgment affect 


my State. 

Vr. SQUIRE. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ihave not studied the question of reci- 
procity, or the results which might flow from it, as in my judg- 
ment it would not affect the coal interests of the States of West 
Virginia, e ia, Maryland, or Pennsylvania, 

Mr. SQUIRE. I desire to ask the Senator one further ques- 
tion. I do not desire to harass or annoy him. But is it not 
important in this phase of the question? The people of the New 
England States are under the terms of this bill to be served 
yi — 5 from Nova Scotia, are they not? Do you suppose they 
W ? 

Mr. FAULKNER. That will have to be tested by the expe- 
rience of the future, 

Mr. SQUIRE. T hold in my hand a statement in regard to 
that subject entitled Nova Scotia vs. Virginia, some comments 
on the prospectus of the Dominion Coal Company. Itis dated 
Norfolk City, Va., January 15. ; 


Mr. FAULKNER. I have read it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Senator has read it. It is assumed that 
the article is in the main correct? Is it not from a responsible 
source? 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is a great deal in it, and I do not 
want to pass judgment on an article in that way. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Is it true that if the New England States 
should be supplied with coal to any large extent from Nova 
Scotia that that would lessen the consumption of coal from the 
mines of Virginia and West Virginia? : 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should assume so. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Then have not the people of those States a di- 
rect interest in this question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Reciprocity, in my judgment, does not 
touch that question. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I leave the subject of reciprocity. Would not 
the fact that a large amount of the supply of coal for the New 
England States is to come from Nova Scotia so reduce the output of 
the coal mines of Virginia and West Virginia as to make them 
less valuable as property and make the mining of coal relatively 
dearer there, so that it would directly affect the interest of every 
consumer of coal in all the Southern States? Would not tbis re- 
duction of the output of the Southern coal mines affect the rail- 
road and other important interests very largely? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not think that the question will af- 
fect the price of coal in West Virginia one way or the other. I 
can say that to the Senator without hesitation. 

One other question now, Mr. President, I desire simply to re- 
fer to, in connection with raw material. The Democratic prin- 
ciple upon which the doctrine of free raw material rests is this: 
Where the cost of the raw material enters into the cost of the 
finished product and the cost of the raw material is enhanced in 
price by reason of the duty upon it, that duty ought to be as low 
as possible, or the article ought to be put upon the free list soas 
to make the price of the finished product as low as possible. 
Mr. President, Iam satisfied there is not a Senator here who 
would not vaniy the statement I am about to make, even the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

There has never been a tariff bill framed by either party in 
which those who were considering its several schedules of rates 
took into consideration, in fixing the duty upon the finished 
pronos the question whether coal had been placed upon the 

utiable or the free list. Therefore the applicationof the Dem- 
ocratic principle in reference to free raw material could have 
no application whatever to the subject of coal. : 

Mr. PERKINS. In my remarks, Mr, President, a few weeks 
ago upon the tariff bill now under consideration, I took occasion 
to state that when we reached this paragraph I should refrain 
from voting upon it for the reason that [ have a personal indi- 
rect interest in coal mines upon the Pacifle coast. It matters 
not that they have been unprofitable. Ideem it the duty of every 
member of Congress to refrain from voting N any measure 
in which he has a pecuniary interest. His relation to the peo- 

le is similar to that of a judge upon the bench or ajuror in the 

x. He has no right to cast a vote that places him in a position 
to be criticised for his act. 

Yet, Mr. President, I can not refrain from stating that I be- 
lieve, so far asthe Pacific coast is concerned, the removal of the 
duty upon coal would not decrease the cost one farthing to the 
consumer. I believe that the proposed reduction from 75 cents 
a ton to 40 cents a ton upon coal from foreign countries will go 
into the pocket of the foreign mine owner and the foreign ship- 
owner. e have no way of judging of the future but by the 
past. Experience has demonstrated to us in California at least 
that it is the domestic output of coal in the States of Washing- 
ton, Oregon, and California which has held in check the impor- 
tation of coal from foreign countries. 

Only a few years since it was possible for the coal combina- 
tion of San Francisco to buy up and control all the coal that was 
afloat in shipping from Australia and Great Britain to the Pa- 
cific coast, and the result was that the price of coal advanced 
from $5 per ton to $10 per ton by the cargo. That price gave a 
new impetus to our mine owners in the States of the Pacific 
coast, and we commenced to turn out our domestic coal, and 
from that time to the present those mines on the Pacific coast 
have been a check upon the great coal trusts that oppress the 
people in the manner the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] 
has alluded to. 

The Senator from Massachusetts asked my friend from West 
Virginia howit would affect the transportation business. I want 
to answer that question, because I have some practical knowledge 
of the transportation of coal by water. Fortunately for us, only 
an American-built ship can engage at the present time in the 
coastwise business of our country. But the moment they are to 
ply to a foreign port ships of foreign build will come here in 
competition with our own people, and instead of the coal that is 
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now lying in West Virginia being transported from tide water 
from Newport News or Baltimore in American vessels to the 
home of my friend from Massachusetts, near Boston, coal will 
be taken from Nova Scotia in vessels of foreign build, manned 
by foreigners, who will carry out from this country that which 
they receive for the transportation of the coal. 

Such is the 8 of affairs on the Pacific coast to-day. 
Our coal from British Columbia is transported from Vancouver 
Island to San Francisco, San Diego, and other ports in Califor- 
nia in English, German, and other foreign-built vessels. It is 
transported in what are known as English tramps, that come 
here under contract with their crew and with officers for aterm 
of years to engage in the business, and the wages for which they 
work is at least 50 per cent less than that which is paid the 
crews of American vessels. We have an object lesson bronghs 
directly home to us in the transportation business on the Pa- 
cific coast. The moment you remove all of the duty you not 
only strike a blow at the American minersof coal, but you strike 
a blow at the American shipping of the Pacific coast that will 
be almost fatal to that industry. 

We have to-day in the State of Washington alone nearly 
twenty thousand men engaged in the industry of coal mining, 
or directly and indirectly dependent n that industry. The 
same may be said of Oregon and ifornia; thirty thousand 
people or more are interested in the industry. The 40 cents a 
ton n the committee have agreed to report will perha 
enable them to exist, but if you remove it altogether it will 
im ble for them to continue to operate those coal mines. 

ur mines are 1 located in California and Washing- 
ton from those in the Island of Vancouver. The veinsstand up at 
an angle of forty-five degrees, and in some cases are almost per- 
pendicular. his necessitates expensive pumping works. If 
the mines are permitted to fill up cavings take place. The re- 
sult is that the mines become almost useles, and when they are 
again workéd new shafts must be o and new mac ay 
erected. Expensive transportation is reauired to take the 
from the interior to tide water. The distance varies from 10 to 
100 miles inland, while in British Columbia their mines are al- 
most at the water's edge, where the ships can go under the 
chutes and re the and rt Be to market without any 
very extrao ary atte t. 

But we have 6 as I said before, that removing 
the duty from coal would not cheapen it to the consumer one 
farthing. In the year 1892 we imported into San Franciscoalone 
65,000 tons of anthracite coal. It came in free of duty under the 
present law, not one cent paid to the Government. It 
came from Wales and Great tain. Yet that coal was not 

iven to the consumer for one sou markee less than the prevail- 

market price, which was regulated by our domestic coal. 

t is estimated that we have in the State of Washington alone 
1,000,000acres of coal land. It has been demonstrated that there 
are deposits of coal extending all over that vast area. Noan 
as great an extent exists in the two States of Oregon and - 
ifornia. Our people to-day, while cut off from silver ing and 
some of our manufacturing interests, hope to develop those 
mines and to give our people cheap coal, which is done by com- 
peting with each other. 

I believe the committee have done a wise act in placing 40 
cents duty upon coal. I believe they would have performed a 
wiser act had they permitted it to remain where it was at 75 
centsaton. As the Senator from West Virginia says, coal is a 
finished product after it is raised from the mine and placed in 
the coal bunkers ready for shipment. As proof of that fact, I 
can sell you through friends any quantity of coal as it lies in the 
mines for 10 cents a ton royalty, and our people are satisfied to 
sell it to the consumer, to the poor friends of my friend from 
Kansas, for 15 cents a ton, covered bya margin. I will enter 
into a contract to give him all the coal he wants for the next 
twenty years for 15 cents a ton margin of profit to them. 

In the great West we are not in a coal trust. Weare not coal 
barons; but we are satisfied with a fair and reasonable profit. 
We are satisfied to live up to the teachings of the golden rule: 
**Do unto others as ye would that other should do unto you.” 

Our neighbors in British Columbia are standing ready to take 
advantage of the bill under consideration. Already they are 
shouting with exultation that the duty is removed from lumber, 
and that free wool is to come in to compete with us. Allow me 
to read what one of the leading journals of Victoria, British Co- 
lumbia, says about the coal trade: 


The mine owners expect to more than double their production should Con- 
gress pass the proposed tariff bill. Even with the duty of 75 cents a 
ton British monopolizes the markets. in 
British Columbia is m much cheaper thanin Washington. In oneor 
two of mines the wages will barely a peggy exclusive of board. 
if the new law goes into effect you can look for a boom in the British Colum- 
bia coal mines as well as in the lumber markets. 


This is the testimony of our neighbors in British Columbia. 


They at least are commending us, if our own peo le do not, for 
the le tion we are enacting for Canada and British Colum- 
bia. I for one am in favor of an American policy for the Amet- 
ican people.. I believe not only in protecting coal, but lumber, 
and iron, and every other American industry that comes in com- 
petion with foreign labor. While, as I said, I shall refrain from 
voting upon this measure because T have an indirect interest in 
mines, I believe it is a just and a wise provision as contrasted 
with free coal. If we can not get 75 cents a ton protection, for 
revenue, if you please, then we will take 50 cents or 40 cents. 

_Mr. AL . Mr.President, I was not in the Chamber at the 
time the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] moved to place 
coal on the free list, as I was at that time engaged on the spe- 
cial investigating committee. I 5 to Know, however, 
that the Senator from New York has taken this important step. 
It satisfies my mind that the heart of the Senator froth Néw 
York is in the right place. 

The question of isan 1 one. In the State in which 
I have the honor to reside and represent in part in this Cham- 
ber I think I am safe in saying that 95 per cent of all the fuel 
consumed is coal. 

It is the fuel of the rich and the poor, the fuel of all classes 
of people; and in a climate such as we haye and such as ranges 
throughout the United States it is nota matter of choice with 
any citizen whether he will use one class of fuel or another. 
The fuel which makes the homes of our people warm, which is 
essential to sustain life and bring some degree of comfortto the 


masses of our people, ought to be admitted free of duty to them, 
especially when we are ucing and can produce coal as 
cheaply as any section of the known civilized world. 


I approve the sentiments of the Senator from California [Mr. 
PERKINS] when he says that he is in favor of an American 
pote: I believe in Americanism. I believe in America. I 

lieve in an American But Ido not believe in that kind 
of a so-called American policy which taxes every article of ne- 
cessity used by the poor people of this 9 I believe an 
enlightened and just American policy would dictate the taking 
of the burden of taxation from every essential necessary of life 
so far as thatcan be done consistent with raising the requisite 
revenue toconduct our Government. 

Coal is one of the articles that the people must have. It is 
bought in various quantities throughout our larger cities. It 
is bought by the pound and the mere basketful ata time, to such 
a great extent does poverty prevail. To say that the coal they 
purchase by the mere basketful should be taxed to any extent 
whatever, it seems to me, is an outrage upon their rights and 
upon justice. 

Mr. President, owners of the coal mines would have no occa- 
sion whatever to complain about the removal of this tax upon 
coal. It has been their policy, so far as I understand it, to drive 
out American labor, naturalized and native born, and give its 
place to a class of laborers brought into this country for the spe- 
cific purpose of mining coal below living rates. 

If I am informed correctly there are something like six thou- 
sand coal miners in the State of Pennsylvania to-day who are 
under arms, who are Mera | the laws of that State in various 
strikes against a reduction of their wages. Their s have 
been reduced to a point where a self-respecting Ame citi- 
zen, if Iam correctly informed, can not earn a livelihood for 
himself and his family, and he has been compelled by force of 
circumstances tocease mining coal and go into some other occu- 
pation or to go upon the streets in absolute idleness. 

I do not propose to consume the time of the Senatein discuss- 
ing this matter. I simply rose for the purpose of 8 the 
hops that the Senate in voting upon this measure be guided 
e great mass of our people and 
rtant item goan the free list. 


was not so understood among the people of my State, nor was 
that the ground taken by the Democratic orators and the Dem- 
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ocratic party in my State in regard to the question of coal. I 
have here the platforms of the Democratic ty of my State 
for 1889, 1991, and 1892 on this point. That of 1889 says: 

Weg heart; t to th tition of the present 

ce l Stats aad other leading iron and steal 9 of both 
olin parties, addressed to the New York members of Congress, anong 
48 coal and iron ore and lower duties upon pig iron. and we comme: 
tpe r efforts to save this important industry, threatened with extinction in 
Qursection of the country through failure to adopt tariff duties to the changed 
condition of the fron market. 

In 1891 they said: 

Werenew our demand for the repeal of all its provisions which increase 
rates of duties, and for the enactment of a genuine measureof tariff reform. 
We believe that all taxes upon food, fuel, fibers and ores, and also upon the 
érude or partly manufactured materials necessary in the process of our do- 
mestic industries should be repealed, thus affording © protection 
alike to the workingmen and the manufacturers of our Commonwealth. 

In 1892 they said: 

Wedemand for the true development of our greatindustries that raw ma- 
erlals shall be admitted free of duty, and we ularly emphasize the 
ecessity of free wool, coal, iron, lumber, and all drugs, dyes, and chemicals 

used in our manufacturing enterprises. ` 

There was the attitude of the Democratic party in Massachu- 
settsin regard to coal. That is positive; they used the positive 
and not the comparative. They said they wanted free coal and 
not freer coal. They failed utterly to recognize the 3 
so correctly laid down by the Senator from West Virginia, that 
a duty was necessary in order to protect the wages of the coal 
miners. At the same time the Democratic governor of Massa- 
chusetts, from whose volume of hes I have already quoted 

in referencs to iron, made several statements which I think are 
interest now. The book may not be a great addition to the 
literature of eloquence or of economic thought, but it is inter- 
esting as showing what the Democratic party at that time 
thought fit to advocate for the purpose of securing votesfrom the 
people. He said to the convention of Democratic clubs in 1888: 
Economy, low ti free wool, free lumber, free salt, free coal, cheaper 
necessaries of life, raw materials that quicken industry, we believe to 
be the true American policy. 
Again he said in 1889: 


Now contrast that evasive platform with the declaration of Democracy 
upon the q We do not hesitate to , in answer to the demands of 
business interests and of the whole people, sas we stand for free wool, for 

0 


free coal to make more cheerful the the humblest home and to 


give our industries greater prosperity. Free iron we raw ma 
terials we demand, and cheaper necessaries of life. Thereis no evasion in 
_ the platform of the Democratic party. 


te said again in a speech at Dedham, as late as October 9, 


If giving free wool, coal, ore, copper, and tin to our great industries, with 
a protective tariff on their finished product, is free I mistake the sen- 
nen of New England if it does not demand this benefit, under whatever 
name it comes. 


Again he said in his speech at Haverhill in October, 1893: 


What is the Democratic policy? It is to reduce tarif taxation so as to 
of life and give free raw materials to ourundustries. 
declared in i 


as ts national con- 
over again, in bills which it has 
formulated, aud in votes which it has given. 

Just as certain as that the vente A bill has got to go, itis also certain 
that in its place will come a Democratic bill, with free wool, coal, fron ore, 
and other raw materials for our industries, and still raising the revenue 
necessary for public purposes. 

That was the bill the Democratic governor of Massachusetts 
sketched, and it is very easy to see how closely it resembles the 
bill now before us. 

Upon the subject of coal I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to one point which seems to me of real importance. 
There was formed not long ago in my State a company known as 
the Dominion Coal Company, its president and principal mana- 
sgot being Mr. Henry M. Whitney, a well-known business man 
of great ability, and a brother of the former Secretary of the 
Navy, Mr. Wiiliam C. Whitney. They bought up some large 
mines in Nova Scotia and elsewhere beyond the Canadian bor- 
ders. The company was formed with American capital. 

It was formed with the idea that they were to have free coal 
into this aged The old Nova Scotia mines were not, as I 
have ere rstood, serious competitors with the coal of 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia because they con- 
tained so much sulphur that they were not desirable for manu- 
facturing aay aa The new mines which have been bought 
by the Do n Coal Company are, I understand, a much bet- 
ter quality of coal. 

Now, the situation is just this: That Dominion Coal Company, 
controlled by American capital and American capitalists, has 
absolute control of the Canadian market, where it has a protec- 
tive duty on coal; and it was the desire of its owners to get free 
entrance to the American market. 

In that way they would have a protected market under their 
hands in Canada and a free market open to them just over the 
border in which they could come and compete with their coal 
produced at much lower wages than those paid in this country. 


I for one think that it ht be very desirable if we could 
apply to coal the same provision which was applied to the great 
cereals of this country in a previous clause of the bill. If they 
would open the markets of Canada to our coal and allow us to 
get in there without the payment of a duty, I am inclined to 
think that, owing to our much greater supplies of coal and our 
neighborhood to the market in certain parts of this country, the 
balance would be perhaps largely in favor of the American mine 
owner. But as the matter is now adjusted it is arranged to give 
toa group of American capitalists a free entrance or an entrance 
ata lower rate of duty to the American market, while they have 
control of every Canadian market under a protective system. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to state to the Senator, in line 
with the argument he is now making, thatI have prepared an 
amendment which I propose to offer. Itis to insert after the 
word ton,“ in line 10, on page 80, the following words: 
3 
e eee po: y on the like product when expor 

I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts that this is the 
exact language used in connection with paragraph 190, on 0 
43, with respect to . products—wheat, flour, 
buckwheat, corn, maize, other agricultural products of our 
1 propose to offer that amendment at the proper 


e. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam very glad to hear that that amendment is 
to be offered, for I think it will test the sincerity of the makers 
of this bill. As the bill stands now it reduces duty on coal, 
and very possibly when the bill reappears from conference there 
may be no duty at all on coal, and in that case the situation will 
arise which I have pointed out, by which this coal company of 
which Mr. Whitney is president, organized with American cap- 
ital, would have a protective market in Canada and free en- 
trance to the markets of the United States. 

The amendment of the Senator from North Dakota is in the 
nature of a reciprocity provision, and therefore falls into the 
line of the Republican policy; but the bill as it now stands aban- 
ore iho piece o the ratic party made to the people of 
New England in favor of free coal. At the same time, I have 
been told—I do not know how correctly—that while this lower 
rate of duty will discriminate more or less 3 
most Canadian coals, it will admit the coal of the Dominion 
Company ata small but reasonable profit. I desired to call at- 
tention to this specific instance because I think it shows the in- 
justice with which the bill has been made up. 

Weare told in every Democratic speech thatthe desire is to 
give the poopie cheaper necessaries of life, to lower the rates of 
the McKinley act and to take from these robber barons, these 
coal-mineowners, these manufacturers, their gigantic profits; and 
yet we find that in this arrangement of duties a situation has 
been created in which a body of American capitalists whose en- 
terprise and foresightas to the probable action of the Democratic 
party have taken them to receive this enormous encour- 
agement. If anybody is to be encouraged by our tariff legisla- 
tion, if any industry is to be developed, surely it should be our 
own. It is certainly a great mistake to put a premium on taking 
American capital over the line into Canada or to any other coun- 
try to pay wages there, todevelop mines or start industries there, 
rather than within the borders of the United States. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, [can hardly permit this sched- 
ule to pass without some further reference to the coal of the Pacifio 
coast, although I have enjoyed the remarks of the Senator from 
California [Mr. PERKINS}on this subject, and I have previous! 
addressed the Senate in acarefully prepared speech in which 
adverted to the subject of the production of coal in the State of 
Washington in detail. Therefore I do not expect to go over 
that subject fully again. 

I merely wish to call attention to a few points before this fea- 
ture of the discussion is passed by. In starting I wish to refer 
for a moment to the statement made by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN], to the effect that by the reduction of the 
tariff the cost of would be so lowered that the people of his 
State would enjoy lower rates for fuel. It seems to me that the 
suggestion e by the Senator from Nebraska has very little 
relevancy, because itis a well-known fact that no foreign coal 
reaches the interior of the United States, in the far Western 
States, those situated near the Rocky Mountains, unless itshould 
be some special coal for some special p x 

There is very little of that imported I think tothe far interior 
of the United States. The that is consumed in the West- 
ern States this side of the Rockies is mined to some extent in 
the States near the Atlantic seaboard and mainly in the inter- 
mediate Western States, and there is no effect whatever pro- 
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duced upon the price of coal in Nebraska in consequence of the 
duty that may be levied upon foreign coal. Coal is mined as far 
west as Indian Territory and Colorado. 

Mr. KYLE. Does the Senator from Washington mean to say 
that there has been no coal imported under the McKinley law? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Itis not probable that there would be much 
coal imported in any event that would be shipped to the State 
of Nebraska 

Mr. KX LE. Is that a guess? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Because the cost of transportdtion from the 
seaboard to the State of Nebraska would be far more than the 
cost of the coal. The Senator knows very well that coal is 
mined for about $1.25 or less per ton in the States of Ohio, In- 
diana, and Illinois. 

Mr. KYLE. Can not coal reach the West and Northwest by 
way of the lakes? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam told py tno principal mine operators in 
the State of Ohio that there is no interference whatever so far 
as Canadian coal is concerned. We know perfectly well what 
the cost of coal mining is in the States of Indiana and Illinois. I 
have been told recently by the operators who are acquainted 
with the events of the recent great strike that $1.25 a ton is the 
average cost of the coal to mine it. The miners are paid 69 cents, 
it has been stated, for certain kinds of coal, and from that up to 


85 cents. 

. I wish to ask the Senator from Washington if I 
understand him to say that bituminous coal can be mined and put 
on cars fora dollar and twenty-five cents a ton in the State of Ohio? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ido. For one dollar and a quarter. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to state to the Senator from Washing- 
ton that the same coal which may be mined in the State of Ohio 
and placed on the cars fora dollar and a quarter a ton will be 

sold in the State of Nebraska for about $5.50 or $6 a ton. The 
suggestion I wish to make is that if onr porie are open to free 
coal it will have the effect of driving from West Virginia, 
Ohio, and those States into the great West and give us the 
benefit of the reduction of the prices of coal. 

I believe that; but I did not speak particularly of the State of 
Nebraska, because I believe that I am large enough to be in fa- 
vor of legislating for every person upon this continent. I do say 
it is surprising to me that a Senator with the known humane 

ualities of the Senator from Washington should stand in this 

amber and insist upon a tax going uponcoal that isconsumed 
in the midst of the poverty-stricken nomes of the nation. Is 
not the Senator from Washington willing that the people should 
have free coal, especially in view of the fact that no coal can be 
brought to this country and successfully compete with the coal 
mined here by our miners? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I will say that no one engaged in the business 
of coal mining or who knows an 8 it believes that the 
reduction in the duty would reduce the cost of coal to the con- 
sumer, excepting possibly to the New England States. That 
problem is yet to be worked out. 

I have a letter in my possession from one of the leading Dem- 
ocrats in the State of Washington, agentleman who held a high 
position as chairman of the executive committee of the Demo- 
cratic party, in which he says distinctly that— 

In my Nag oe our State will be much better off if the duties remain as 
they are. Lumber and coal are our chief industries, and will doubtless 
continue to be whether these articles are placed on the free list or not. The 
only effect I can see that taking the duty off will have will be to reduce the 
wages to the same level as those in England, Australia, and Canada. Tak- 
ing the 8 off will not aid a le ustry or lift a single burden in any 
one of the Pacific States. It will not extend our markets in any direction. 
There is nothing to be gained by the pro tariff law and much may be 
lost. If a man is in favor of low wages he should favor the bill. otherwise 
he should oppose it. 

The remainder of the letter is a discussion of the iron ore 
question. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Washington permit me 
another question? I understand the Senator to say now that 
taking the duty off of coal would not reduce the price to the 
consumer. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I grant it will not. It will not reduce the 
price of coal. Iam speaking more particularly with reference 
to the people of the interior of the country. That is my view. 
I doubt very much whether it will reduce the price anywhere. 
I think the capitalists who have arranged to bring in the prod- 
uct from Nova Scotia will get the benefit ofthe reduction of the 
duty and will make some profit. The consumer will pay about 
the same. 

Another thing I will say to the Senator, when you talk about 
reducing the output of American mines you increase the relative 
cost. When the mines of West Virginia, and Maryland, and 
Virginia find themselves shorn of their business by reason of 
the admissicn of the Nova Scotia coal without paying any duty 
upon it, or even with a duty of 40 cents a ton, they will find the 
consumption of their product necessarily cut off or reduced. 


Their expenses will be increased relatively thereby; the rail- 
ways that have been operating will be unable to carry coal at 
the price they have been carrying it, and consequently the cost 
of Peay oe it will be higher. 

Mr. If the Senator will permit a question, I under- 
stood him to put his argument in favor of taxing coal upon the 
thought that it would protect American labor engaged in coal 
mining. If it be true that it will not affect the price of coal in 
this country, how can it affect the wages of the miners? 

Mr. SQUIRE. It prevents the coming in of foreign coal to 
take the place of the coal of our mines. 

Mr. ALLEN. The introduction of foreign coal brings about 
competition. $ 

Mr. SQUIRE. It brings about competition, but by that com- 
petition the coal of foreign mines takes the place of the coal 
that we would mine. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ifit brings about competition, does it not nec- 
essarily force the miner of bituminous coal in the United States 
to ship his coal into the interior at a reduced price? 

Mr. SQUIRE. It may in some places. Iwill not deny that 
in some places the increased competition may temporarily de- 
crease the price of coal on the seacoast, not in the States of 
Ohio or Ind and not in the State of Pennsylvania, because 
they mine there themselves cheaper than theycould buy itfrom 
the seaboard—not certainly in any State west of these great 
Middle States, because they can get their coal from Ohio, Illi- 
nois, or Indiana more cheaply than they can get it from the sea- 
board. But at certain times it may happen, and doubtless will 
happen, that the introduction of this foreign product into the 
markets of New York and Boston, particularly, will reduce the 
prico of coal to consumers there. Now, that may be true. I 

ave no doubt there will be an effect of that kind atcertain times. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me make this suggestion to the Senator 
from Washington; If our ports are open to coal and this section 
of the country is flooded with toreign coal, thatnecessarily forces 
down the price of coal here, does it not? 

Mr. SQUIRE. On the seaboard, provided the Nova Scotia 
trust does not keep up the price. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the miner of coalin the United States 
must seek an enlarged market at a reduced price for his prod- 
uct, must he not? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes; or fail to mine it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Or fail to mine it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. And that would be the result. 

Mr. ALLEN. The effect of that will be to force him to send 
his coal into the interior of the nation in competition with coal 
mined in Ohio, Indiana, and Iowa? 

Mr. SQUIRE. It would only go where he could afford to send 
it—where the freight rates would permit it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, if coal can be mined in West Virginia 
and placed on cars for $1.25 a ton, does the Senator from Wash- 
ington say that money can not be made on that coal to take it to 
the State of Nebraska and sell it for $3.50 or $4 a ton? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I suppose the coal has to go through several 
hands; in the first place going in large quantities to job opera: 
tors, and then finally going all through the various avenues of 
distribution to the retail dealer. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the jobber in coal in Omaha, for instance, or 
in the State of Nebraska anywhere, comes down to this part of 
the country and buys his coal for $1.25 a ton or less—— 

Mr. SQUIRE. Certain kinds of coal—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean ordinary bituminous coal that is used 
in the family of the farmer. If he can come here and buy it for 
that price, I say to the Senator from Washington that the effect 
of admitting coal into this country without any duty upon it 
will be to force the American product out into the interior of 
the country and save the consumer of coal possibly $1.50 or $2a ton. 

Mr. SQUIRE. It seems to me the Senator from Nebraska 
does not quite understand the situation. In the coal that is 
mined, as I have before said, in the States of Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois, I am not talking about the price that it is sold for; I 
am talking about the cost of mining and putting it on the car. 
I refer to the actual cost, without reference to the capital em- 
ployed in it, simply to put iton board of the car, the actual cost 
in moving it out from the mines and putting it on the cars. It 
is about the same in the State of Washington, about $1.25 a ton. 

Does the Senator suppose that the coal that can be brought 
from Nova Scotia by water to Boston and New York will com- 

te with the coal mined in Ohio, and that the people of Ne- 
raska will not get their coal from Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, 
and from the coal mines of the West? 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me suggest to the Senator that the people 
of Nova Scotia have free access by water to the portof Chicago, 
and from there the coal can be ship in direct competition 
with the coal mined in Illinois and Indiana and States of that 
character. 
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1894. 
Mr. SQUIRE. How will it go there? 
Mr. EN. It will go there from Chicago and other dis- 


tributin, 7 along the lakes. ; 
15 80 IRE. But outside of Chicago where will it come 
from? 


Mr. ALLEN. From Nova Scotia, a great portion of it. 
r. SQUIRE. It will cost too much to get it there. The coal 
of sore Scotia, as I am told, can not profitably be shipped to 
Chicago. ` 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose that coal comes right to Washington 
City itself, right here at the seat of the Eastern coal market of 
West Virginia, would not that have the effect of forcing down 
the price of coal to the consumer? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Notas against the cost of transportation. 

Mr, 3 . Then the law of competition is entirely de- 
stroyed. 

Mr. SQUIRE. But when you take into consideration the cost 
of transportation, that must govern. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, I desire to make 
this ala A aps, and then I think I will leave him to his lory. 
If you take off the duty on coal and make our ports free for bi- 
tuminous coal, it will have the effect of forcing down the price 
of coal along the seaboard, and will force the coal of West Vir- 

inia, Ohio, and States of that character near the interior of the 
nited States to a reduced price. It must either have that ef- 
fect or there is no such thing as the law of competition. 

Mr. SQUIRE. As I stated before, I have no doubt there may 
be times when the people on the seaboard will receive a benefit 
by competisiots but at that same moment the people engaged 
in mining coal in the States of Pennsylvania, Virginia, West 
Virginia, and the other States near the seaboard will find their 
production undesired; that is, they could not peono com- 
se There may be times of glutin the market when these 

tates could not compete, and when their mines would have to 
shut down, or else the relative cost of mining would be largely 
increased by reason of the reduced output; and then the effect 
would come home to the people of those States and to the con- 
sumers they do necessarily supply, because the miners of coal will 
have to raise their rates to the consumers in their vicinity and 


in the interior, to which they are now supplying coal. I have 
in my mind the States of Virginia and West Virginia. 
Mr. PALMER. Let me make one observation. I live in a 


State where there are, as my colleague [Mr. CULLOM] said the 
other day, 35,000 square miles of coal lands. I will not say as 
much as I should like to now, because the subject requires more 
time than I could give to it in replying to the Senator from 
Washington in the midst of his speech. 

If coal was brought from Nova Scotia to Boston or New York, 
and was absolutely given to any person who might want to use 
it in Nebraska, it would not be worth the freight, for that coal 
could not be transported. 

The trouble with the Senator from Nebraska is as to the cost 
of the coal. I know that in Illinois coal is loaded in the sheds 
of the railways for their own use at 80 cents aton. In the city 
and county in which my colleague and I live, there are nearly 
twenty coal sheds, and most of them are situated on the railways. 
Coal is delivered to the railway companies for their own use at 
80 cents a ton. 

Asa matter of fact, in all the coal regions of Illinois, coal is 
delivered to paver parties, and I have bought many a ton of it 
myself at $1.50 a ton, delivered and thrown into the coal house. 

r. ALLISON. What did I understand the Senator to state 
the cost of coal is to the railway companies and to the large con- 
sumers of coal? 

Mr. PALMER. Eighty cents a ton. 

Mr. ALLISON. And the duty upon coal is 50 per cent ad 
valorem? 

Mr. PALMER. Forty cents a ton, I believe. 

I hope the Senator from Washington will tolerate me a mo 
mentlonger. I have in the discussion about coal come to the 
conviction that the whole dispute involvesnothing in the world. 
It may interest the railway companies who transport coal to the 
seaboard, and it may interest the consumers of coal near the sea- 
board, but it has no interest whatever to any other persons. 

I apprehend, Mr. President—if I may be allowed to take the 
liberty of saying it—that if it were not for the necessity of satis- 
fying the country that the Republican party are for protection 

at all times and under all circumstances, they would really pre- 
fer free coal, It is a combination of interests; it is a partner- 
ship of interests that makes them oppose free coal in order to 
give the impression that they are for protection under almost 
all circumstances. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator kindly tell us what com- 
bination of interests induces the Democratic party in the Senate 
to favor a duty on coal? 

Mr. PALM Necessity, not choice. 


Mr. CHANDLER. What kind of necessity? 

Mr. PALMER. There are interests that demand a auty on 
coal, and as 40 cents a ton is preferable to 75 cents a ton, 
ofus who believe it is all humbug prefer the 50-cent duty rathe 
than the 75-cent one. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why-I speak not now of the Republican 
ey on coal, but of the Democratic policy—should not the 

mocrats, who have a majority in this Chamber, or are sup- 
posed to have, give New England the free coal which they say 
the Republicans really want? 

Mr. PALMER. I am now trespassing on the time of the Sena- 
tor from Washington. If I can obtain the floor for twenty min- 
utes after he is through, I shall answer that question. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wasspeaking afew moments ago in regard to 
the argument of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] that 
he was in favor of giving the people of his State cheaper fuel. 
After that, when I remarked that the people of his State would 

et no benefit from the coming in of coal free of duty on the At- 

antic seaboard, the Senator said he was broad enough and big 
enough to be willing to help the people of the Atlantic seaboa 
to cheaper rates. Of course, if he feels that way about the peo- 
ple of the Atlantic seaboard, he would feel the same way about 
the people of the Pacific seaboard; and on that subject I have 
some authority that I should like to quote. 

The statement has been made by very able authority on the 
Pacific coast, and arguments have been broughtforward toshow 
that when there has been for any reason a reduction of the price 
of foreign coal—that is, when the purchase price of the foreign 
coal was less than the rate there before charged for it—the price 
in California was not lowered one bit. I have the statement 
here ofa gentleman whois largely interested in the coal business 
in San Francisco. He says: 


Who will benefit by the abolition of the duty on coal? As the function of 
such laws is to do the greatest good to the masses, let us anal the coal 
traffic of California and ascertain whether the great public will reap any 


material advantage. 
The American coal-producer on the Atlantic seaboard protests against 


any reduction in duty, because the Nova Scotia mines will disturb his trade 
in the great consuming centers of New England. 
The American miner on the Pacific coast contends for a chance to keep his 
pronos trade in California against mines in British Columbia, but the same 
à of practical reasoning 8 in the East does not fit the peculiar 
conditions here. It may be said in ony in a that if the proves duty be an- 
nulled, the most of the 75 cents will to the pockets of the British miner 
and shipowner. Theoretically it should go to the California consumer, 


Practically it will not. 
As a proof of this, I will state that on Janu: 1, 1894, the Australian miners 
ships at their wharves. Im- 


announced a decline of 1 shilling free on 
mediately the ship owners made an advance of 1 shilling in freights to Cati- 
fornia, and reaped the whole benefit from the drop in price. 

Mr. President, it seems to me sometimes, as I look over the 
entire situation and all the phases of the discussion of this bill 
rather hard that the main onus seems to fall on the people o 
the new communities, the new States of the West, and particu- 
larly on the State of Washington. Only a few days ago we had 
the duty entirely removed from sawed lumber and dressed lum- 
ber. at is the principal industry of the State of Washington. 
Now, it is proposed to reduce the soy on coal from 75 cents a 
ton to 40 centsaton. That is probably the second industry in 
point of prominence in the State of Washington. 

So the people of the new States, who have been all their lives 
helping to keep up the system under which they have prospered, 
who have gone out into this new country, and just at the time 
they get fairly started in the ba re of their industries 
they are to lose the benefit of the protection they have been as- 
sisting to give to the people of the Union up to the present time. 
Itseems to me rather hard. They have not the diversification 
5 industries which the people of the Eastern and Middle States 

ave. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator omitted wool. - 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes, sir; I should have mentioned wool. Iam 
thankful to the Senator from Connecticut for mentioning wool. 
I can not understand why these three industries, which are the 
great industries of the State of Washington and of several other 
States in the far West, should be singled out in this mistaken ef- 
fortor pretense to try and relieve the people of the United States. 
I can not understand why this blow should be aimed by this great 
country at these relatively poor communities; I mean in point of 
developed wealth; for they are rich in point of brains, rich in 
point of energy, rich in all the resources that nature has bestowed 
upon them, rich in their soil, climate, and unrivaled seabord, rich 
in their great cereal producing plains, rich in their vast forests 
of merchantable timber, rich in their mines of coal and of iron, 
and they are rich in their manhood, their energy, and their tact, 

They understand the situation, and they know how to avail 
themselves of all these resources, and just as they get 3 
started at the work, having placed their small fortunes in laud- 
able enterprises, the Congress of the United States takes awa: 
all the protection it has heretofore afforded to those States, an 
thus you leave us without anything by which we may go on in 
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our good work of developing our region of the country, and 
leave us a prey to foreign powers. ; 

As I said before in the remarks I formerly submitted, vessels 
go around Cape Horn to receive the wheat product of the Pa- 
cific coast States. They have not much to in the way of 
merchandise to the people of the Pacific coast, but ray Penland 
coal in ballast, they bring iron in ballast, and it costs them in 
that way practically nothing for the transportation of these ar- 
ticles to our ports. We have to compete with this foreign coal 
and foreigniron. As Ihave said, itis not fair or just to the 
people of the Pacific coast that this reduction should take place 
upon these great elements of their industry, and all this talk of 
free raw materials comes right home to th roducis, of which, 
as in the case of lumber, at least from 90 to 95 per cent is labor. 
There is nothing raw in the material of lumber except the tree 


in the wood. 

iarly ghee to the people of my own 
State. When it comes to the question of competition with Brit- 
ish Columbia on the north, there are extensive coal fields on the 
island of Vancouver. The island of Vancouver is a large island. 
It has sometimes compared in size with the island of Ire- 
land, with which ue are generally more familiar. It con- 
tains the capital of British Columbia—the city of Victoria. It 
has extensive coal mines at several places,and this coal is of ex- 
cellent quality. 

We have had a great contest recently in trying to prevent the 
Navy Department of the United States from procuring coal with 
which to supply the fleet of the Pacific Ocean, including the 
Bering Sea fleet, from the mines of British Columbia. The order 
had been given and I believe a large purchase had been at first 
made of the coal of British Columbia. Later, upon reports made 
to the Navy Department, the question was reconsidered, and ul- 
timately the vessels then about to sail eee on board 
ooal from the State of Washington, although I ve a large 
shipment of coal had been sent north in advance of the gomg of 
these vessels, which had been purchased in British Columbia. 

I think it important that the mining interests of coal on the 
Pacific coast should be protected. i 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have heard it often stated that the coal of 
British Columbia is superior to the coal of the State of Wash- 
ington for steam purposes. Is that in any sense true? 

r. SQUIRE. I do not believe it is true. 
- from the best experts on that subject, and it is 
coal of the State of Washington is equal to the coal of British 
Columbia in every respect. It has been used for steam coal for 


more than twenty years with the greatest success. There are 
sometimes agen in operation to secure the taking of coal in 
localities, and Iam told such influence was exerted 


atthe time the to which I have referred was taken from 
British Columbia, without reference to the quality of the coal. 
Sometimes there has been a disposi’ to draw distinctions un- 
favorable to the coal of the State of Washington. Iam happy 
to state now that the Secre of the Navy has ordered the 
coast defense vessel Monterey, in Puget Sound, to make a thor- 
ouch comparative test of different kinds of coal. 

There are some e connected with the subject of the 
construction of the boilers and furnaces of these great war ves- 
sels as to their adaptability to different kinds of coal. Itis 

. very evident that if there is any fault in the construction, or in 
relation to the forced draft of the air in the furnaces of the ves- 
sels, or if there is any fault which interferes with the consump- 
tion of American coal, that construction ought to be changed 
and that difficulty, if it is only a mechanical one, ought to be 
obviated, so as to use American coal on American war vessels, 
which might be engaged in a war with the very country from 
which they would be compelled to obtain their coal if these ex- 
periments are not made and if these changes are not made, if 
they are found to be needed. 

Mr. President, the coal of British Columbia lies very near the 
water, while the coal of the State of Washington lies at various 
points distant, say from 10 to 50 and 100 miles from the coast, 

necessitating railway transportation, whereas in British Colum- 

bia the coal can be put right on the vessel. That is an element 

- entering into the cost. en, in British Columbia the kind of 

labor employed is much less expensive than that in the State of 

Was The State of Washington is called the Pennsyl- 

vania of the Pacific coast. It has a vast area of coal, more than 

1,000,000 acres, which coal area is said to be larger than that of 

any other State in the Union, and, in fact, larger than that of 
any country in the world. As yet there is only a beginning of 
the development, but it is capable of great expansion. 

The Chamber of Commerce of Seattle in its petition to Con- 
gress states the following: 


One of the chief resources of this State is coal. Its discovery was made in 


1853. Geologists estimate the coal area at 1,000,000 acres. Development ot 
this resource has been slow. Nothing was or $9 ths War of the TE 
bellion. After 
ed 8 n 10.009 75 mined; in 1877, 150, 000 tons; in 

e r ms were ; „ i 1887, 
800,000 tons, and in 1892, 1,150,000 tons. : ‘ 

Thatis stated by one authority. I think the correct state- 
ment of it is 1,213,427 tons, as ascertained by the United States 
Census authorities: 

More than 3,000 men find employment in the mines. A great number of 
other men are engaged in the transportation and distribution and sale of 
coal. Incl those dependent upon these men and others indirectly in- 
terested in the trade, it is a reasonable estimate to make that 20,000 ple 
in the State of Washington live to-day m the interests involved 2 eg 
or and operation of coal mines. interests could be vastly in- 
cre: and would be were the import par diner or to the old figure of 
$1.25 per ton. Our chief competitors in this line of trade, as I have said, are 
in h Columbia, Canada’s Pacific province. 


These Canadian mines employ Chinese, and the lowest grade 
of Chinese. Our coal mines pay the highest price which is paid 
to colliers anywherein the world. We pay more relatively for 
coal mining in the State of Washington than is paid inany other 
country on the face of the globe. Our miners are prosperous 
and asa rule they are contented. What the effect will be of 
the reduction of the duty to 40 cents a ton I can not fully ex- 


plain. 

This petition concludes as follows: 

Free coal will mean an increased product of 50 per cent from the mines 
= eR Columbia, and a — uct of * Ké 3 the ee} 
poverty and strite soath. That the American Congress will ever Dok with 
pain upon the American people in matters of this character is our present 
and constant prayer. 

I only know that it is impressed n meon every hand by 
Democrats as well as by Republicans, in fact by the ablest and 
best men we have, that it will be disastrous to reduce the duty 
to 40 cents a ton. It is just about 40 cents which makes up the 
difference in the cost of transportation to the seaboard between 
the coal mines in Was m and those in British Columbia. 
Besides that, we have their cheaper labor to compete with. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator know what the duty is 
span our coal that is admitted into Canada? Is it not 60 cents 
a ton? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes. I spoke of that before in my discussion 
with the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ifthe duty on the Dominion coal coming 
into the United States is to be 40 cents a ton, does the Senator 
know of any reason why we should put our duty at that figure 
when theirs is 60 cents? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I think itis very evident that we should not 
reduce our duty below the duty imposed by Canada upon our 
coal. Itis very evident if the purpose to do so is contemplated, 
that it ought to be made the subject of careful consideration 
and perhaps of an interchange of views by those representing 
our Government with thoserepresenting the government of the 
Dominion of Canada. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is not the result inevitable, if you havo 
coal of the same kind in Washington as that in British Colum- 
bia, that we shall import largely of their coal while we shall 
not send them a ton of ours? 

Mr. SQUIRE. That would be the practical effect, having the 
same kind of coal. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thatis what I mean. Is not the coal of 
the same kind? 

Mr. SQUIRE. In our part of the country it is. 

It is very seldom we have an opportunity to explain to the 
Senate and to the people of the United States the character of 
our resources and of our development in the State of Washing- 
ton; and I ask permission to insert in the RECORD, without read- 
ing, an article on the subject of the Washington coal fields. It 
is a special article recently addressed to the New York Tribune. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Washington? The Chair hears none; and 
it will be so ordered. 

The article referred to is as follows: 

WASHINGTON COAL FISLDS—PROBABLY THE LARGEST IN THE WORLD—THE 
PRODUCT BEING TESTED ON UNITED STATES STEAMSHIPS. 
. [Special] 


Tue result of the recent test of W; 
Sea fleet 


SEATTLE, WASH., May 7. 
coal made by the several ves- 
ted for with considerable interest 


ordered the Bering Sea fleet to visit 
trial of the steaming qualities of the Was. prod Mohican, 
the flagship of the squadron, took 125 tons; the Yorktown, 200 tons; the reye- 
nue cutter Bear, 350 tons; the Corwin, 40 tons; the other vessels of the fleet 
1 With full bunkers, but will use the Comox coal after the present 


importance of a coaling station on this side of the continent is easily 
apparent. In the eventof war with England, the British Columbian mines 
would be immediately shut off, and in case of a quarrel with another coun- 
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try, the neutrality laws would forbid E to supply. us. There seems 
no reason for erring the British Colum tothe coal. The 
latter has been in use for on all the coast steamers, and has given uni- 
versal satisfaction. The Oregon Improvement Co’ runs more than a 
dozen — 75 boats, including the Queen, the finest on the Alaska route, all 
using coal from the company’s mines. 

The revenue cutter Bear, one of the largest carriers of the Bering Sea 
fleet, uses the American coal from preference. The Bear is one of the finest 
vessels in the service. She has been selected to make the annual trip to 
Point Barrow, the northernmost point of Alaska, and is tho only ship, ex- 
cept whalers, that goes so far north. The Washington coal will be cheaper 
to use, and in the opinion of experts, will give better satisfaction, since it 
contains less sulphur and less ash- material than the average out- 
put of the British Columbianmines. Itis possible that some slight altera- 
tion will have to be made in the furnaces of vessels before the coal can be 
made ects are useful, but the result would morethan pay for the trouble. 
It can be u in the present furnaces, with rather more frequent feeding 
than the Comox coal requires. 

The magnitude of the coal deposits in the State of Washington is little 
realized away fromthe Pacific coast. Not all the Atlantic States combined 
contain such a supply. Workable veins are known to exist in eighteen out 
the 5 counties, and they cover an area of more than 1.000, O00 acres. 
The coal ranges in character from cannel to semianthracite, through all 
grades of domestic, gas. 5 , coking, and coals. With the 
exception of the Roslyn mines in tas County, the uctive measures 


lie west of the Cascade . They are all lignite and bituminous. 
Anthracite has been fo in the Olympics and in the Cascades, and there 
is a fine deposit at the base of Mount r. These, however, have not 


been developed sufficiently to judge of their values. The te Measures 
extend from British Columbia on the north to the Columbia River, and east 
from Puget Sound 15 miles. The area covered is estimated at 800,000 acres. 
Less than 2 per cent of all this territory has been worked, although about 5 
per cent of it is owned by companies os to open up veins as soon as 
the market is ready for the output. y hundred acres are held by pros- 
pectors who lack the money to develop their claims. 
Of the mines already in operation the New Castle, owned by the Oregon 
provement Company, lies 21 miles from Seattle, and consists of four 
veins, the shallowest of which is 3 5 the deepest 12 feet. The coal is ex- 
cellent for steaming purposes. The G mine, 42 miles from Seattle, is 
now working two of its five veins. The output is high-grade lignite, with 
small streaks of bituminous; too small, however, to warrant se; on. 
The Cedar Mountain mine is working two veins, one of them 11 feet 6 inches 
in Creet At Franklin the coal is of a semibituminous character, the de- 
posit of a somewhat older geological formation. The same is true of 
the Black Diamond mines, 80 miles from Seattle. This mine 3 some- 
thing like flve hundred men, and its capacity is estimated at 1, ms per 


day. 
Thes t County mines bid fair to be of immense value in the near 


than the others, four veins 
steam coal. Twelve miles north is the 
eight veins, four of which 


and cover an area of 100,000 acres. The 
1886. Over 1,000 men are 8 and the daily output is a 
of bituminous lump coal, we. re ao to domestic and steaming purposes. 
The first discovery of coal in was made in 1862, at Belling- 
ham Bay, but no export of importance was made until 1870. Last year over 
a million and a quarter tons were marketed, which for a season of depres- 
sion is no bad showing. The Was coal veins are easier mined than 
those of the Eastern States, on account of the angles at which they dip al- 
lowing them to be opened by tunnels and saving the expense of hoisting the 
output. Timber for bunkers, etc., is cheap and abundant; water for wash- 
ers isto be foundeverywhere. This, of cou has a t bearing on the 
values of the measures. It seems only a question of o before = 
ton will be the largest coal-prođucing trict in the United States, an: 
probably the largest in the world. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I may say also in this connection, in regard to 
the rate of wages rr § in the different countries, that the av- 
erage cost of coal in the United States is far above the 
cost in Great Britain. I have here a tableshowing the average 
cost of coal mining in the United States and in Great Britain. 
As a rule, where in the United States the worker in coal 

»gets $2, in England the same worker gets $1, in France and in 

ermany 60 cents, and in Bohemia and the eastern parts of Eu- 
cig e 50 cents. 

r. President, I say, in conclusion, that I trust before this bill 
is finally d of, the Committee on Finance will be willing 
to increase the rate of duty on coal to at least 60 centsaton. I 
am very glad to get 40 cents rather than no duty at all; but I 
hope the committee will increase it at least to the extent of 50 
or 60 cents a ton. 

Mr.PLATT. They ought to make it 60 cents a ton. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Sixty cents a ton would be preferable; and if 
no other Senator does so, I shall first propose an amendment 
making the rate 60 cents a ton, and if I do notsucceed in getting 
that, I may propos an amendment at50 centsaton. I mayadd, 
in this connection, that I hope there will not be exercised that 
kind of spirit the lumber industry that seems to exist 
now in the minds of the members of the Finance Committee. It 
is not right, it is not fair, and the Democratic party, if they in- 
sist upon entirely etry, È theduty upon sawed lumber, will be 
held to a severe account by the people of the State of Washington. 
Thope, before we get through with this bill, a reasonable duty 
will be placed upon lumber, at least a small duty, say 50 cents 
per thousand feet on sawed lumber and $1 per thousand on 

ressed lumber. 

Mr.HARRIS. Mr. President, this amendment has been under 
discussion for about four hours, and I move to lay the amendment 


of the Senator from New York to the amendment of the commit- 
tee on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators au- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Allison, . sa A 
Bate, Ga A asay, 

Berry, rege, j Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gordon, McLaurin, Seri i 
Blanchard, Gorman, Manderson, Smith, 
Caffery, Gray, Martin, Squire, 
Call, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Camden, Hansbrough, rgan, Teller, 
Cameron, Morrill, Turpie, 
Carey, Hawley, Murphy, Vest, 
Chandler, T, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Hi ý Voorhees, 
Coke, Hoar, Peffer, 

Cullom, Irby, Perkins, Washburn, 
Dolph, Jarvis, Piatt, White. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The question recurs 
upon the motion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask consent of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee to withdraw his motion, that there may be a direct vote 
on the merits of the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifa direct vote can come without further de- 
bate I should prefer taking it upon the amendment, but the 
amendment has been debated for four hours and I think the 
country is sufficientl wet gee pis upon it. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from ‘Tennessee. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from Tennessee accede to the 
request I made? I think I can assure him that there will be no 
further debate upon this particular question. 
trouble is that the Senator from New 


Mr. HARRIS. Theon 
York can not assure me t others will not debate it. If he 
can I should most cheerfully accede to his request. 


Mr. DOLPH. Let the Senator from New York ask unani- 
mous consent to that effect. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that no further debate 
ye mete som the proposition to place bituminous coal upon the 

ree list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. - Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New York? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw my motion to lay the amendment 
to the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Tennessee being withdrawn, the question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The 8 and nays were ordered. e 

Mr. HIGGINS. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 8, on page 80, it ispro to strike 
out 40 cents per ton,” and insert shall be admitted free from 


duty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays will be called 
on the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANC (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MOMILLAN]. If he 
were here I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). As arule I'am 
aired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]; 
ut if he were present I think he would vote ‘‘nay,” and there- 

fore I shall vote “nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his namo was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he 
were present I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired-with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. If he were present 
I should vote “nay.” k 

I desire, while I am on my feet, to say that I voted this morn- 
ing inadvertently upon some roll call when the Senator from 
Virginia was absent. Itry to be very particular respecting my 
pairs, but forgot it this morning. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS], and my 
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colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON] has a general pair with the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. Hiccrns]. I desire to transfer that 
pair, which will allow the Senator from Delaware and me to 
vote. J vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” A 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam paired generally with the junior Senator 
from Mich [Mr. PATTON]. Iam not advised as to how he 
would vote if present, but I presume he would vote yea.“ I 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am red with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], but I transfer that pair to the Sena- 
tor from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], which will allow the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and me to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PLATT. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 50; as follows: 


YEAS—7. 

1 Kyle. Washburn. 

Hansbrough, Irby; Peffer, 
NAYS—50. 
Aldrich, Cullo: Jones, Ark uay, 
1 ace h, Lindsay, m, 
al er, odgo, 

Berry, Gibso $ igi Shou 25 

on, rtin, „ 
Brice, G — Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Call, Gray, Morgan. Teller, 
Cami Harris, Murphy 8 

ero rri urphy, 
Carey, 0 Hawiey, almer, Walsh, K 
Chandler, Higgins, Pasco, White. 
Cockre Hoar, Platt, 
Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 
NOT VOTING—23. 

Blanchard, Gallinger, McPherson, Proctor, 
Butler, George, 8, uire, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Daniel, Hunton Patton, Turpie, 
Davis, Jones, Ney. Perkins, Vilas, 
Dixon, McLaurin, Pettigrew, - Wilson, 
Dubois, McMillan, Power, Wolcott. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Dakota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of line 10, 
page 80: 

But the above product shall be admitted free of duty from 3 country 
which imposes no import duty on the like product when expor from the 
United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from West Virginia 
amr FAULKNER] made a very remarkable statement, consider- 

g the attitude which has been taken by his party in this de- 
bate. He said that possibly some few years hereafter, when the 

ople’s minds had been prepared by discussion for free coal 

e might himself be able to stand up here and advocate it. it 
there is anything that our friends on the other side haye in- 
sisted upon in this debate, it was that the people’s minds on all 
these questions had been proparog by abundant discussion, and 
had been not only made up, but expressed in the Presidential 
election of 1892; and it is a little remarkable that when the peo- 

le’s minds had got so made up and expressed, according to our 
8 brethren, the Democrats come in here and under- 
take to act directly contrary to its expression. 

If there is any one thing which the mind of the people who 
voted the Democratic ticket was made up on in New England, 
it was free coal. That has been the cry of all the Democratic 
speakers and the burden of all Democratic resolutions and plat- 
forms. The Democratic party went into that campaign with a 
orca as ‘they allege, and a promise. The principle was 

hat a protective duty was robbery; was unconstitutional; that 
no ose pi American could support it; that they proposed 
to abandon it in establishing this duty, as they have in a thou- 
bee other cases where a Southern industry comes into consid- 
eration. 

Then they have made this particular and express promise as 
to its application. The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who 
must be somewhere, mourning and wringing his hands when he 
can not be present, uttered that promise all over the State of 
Massachusetts, and, I think, in some other New England States, 
certainly in Connecticut. The Democratic platforms in each 
State had the same principle and promise. 

The Senator from Missouri 2 VEST] lectured us on states- 
manship a little while ago, and thought it was a great wrong 


that any Senator on the Republican side should refrain from 


voting on this question if he thought best. I think of the two 
it is better statesmanship not to vote at all than to constantly 
and confessedly keep voting against what you think is the inter- 
est of your country, sound constitutional principle, and your 
own promises; and with this r excuse that these Senators 
want to vote for free coal and free raw material, but there is 
some hidden person who will not let them. 

Now, I appeal to the honorable Senator from Missouri to tr 
to have an honest vote once; lethim get up and make his conse 
in favor of free coal and free sugar, which he believes in, and see 
if he can not convert these people. Let him move an amend- 
ment. A groat many amendments have gone through here on 
the authority of the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from 
Arkansas Mr. JONES]. Why will they not just try once moving 
an amendment which represents their ee and their prom- 
ises? Perhaps that is what my honorable friends are consult- 
ing about at this moment. [Laughter.] I shall wait, if the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri would like 
to have me, until they finish their consultation. I presume it is 
a new idea to my honorable friends on the other side—— 

Mr. VEST. I did not hear the Senator's question. 

Mr. HOAR. My question was whether the Senator would 
once move an amendment in accordance with his own belief and 
make a speech in favor of it? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, I thought the Senator was talking about the 
size of some duty. 

Mr. HOAR. [ suggest that before the Senator yields to this 
unknown Ethiopian in the Democratic woodpile, he should once 
move something which he believes in, and make a speech in its 
favor, and try a vote in the Senate on it. 

Did the Senator ever hear before of statesmanship which car- 
ried its point by sflence? Did he ever before hear of statesman- 
ship which carried its point-by voting against everything in 
which it believed? Did the Senator ever before hear of states- 
manship which was constantly making motions to amend a bill, 
which was right as the Senator found it, to make it wrong? 

Mr. President, it does seem to me that our honorable friends 
on the other side never can go to the American people—I do not 
know that wob oror expect to go to the people of New England 
again—and ask the confidence of ang human being, merely on 
this claim that they were forced to do something by somebody 
whom they do not name. Why can you not stand up like men 
and move an amendment to po coal on the free list, and votefor 
it? Why can you not stand up like men and move an amend- 
ment to put sugar on the free list, and vote forit? Why can 

ou not stand up and move an amendment to put iron on the 
ree list, and vote for it? 

Where is this man? In regard to this particular matter of 
coal, as I said the other day, every Democratic Senator from a 
coal-producing State has told the Senate that he would vote for 
the pending bill whatever you did with coal—every one of them, 
both Senators from West Virginia,both Senators from old Vir- 

nia, and one Senator from Alabama, and the other, I have ne 

oubt, knows very well his purpose in the same way is perfectly 
understood. Can the Senators on the other side of the Cham 
bername a man on that side whose vote would be lost if you com 
cur with the House of Representatives and concur with the Presi- 
dent? Yourpromise, your word of honoris broken. Iamspeak- 
king now of the party, and not in the personal sense. Your 
principles are abandoned and gone. 

Mr. President, there was a New England post and prophet» 
who described the present situation of the Democratic party a 
good many years ago, and I should like to commend the narra- 
tive to my honorable friend from Arkansas. History repeats it- 
self. The same old Democratic party—I was going to use another 
word, but Ishall simply confine myself to that, for Ican not say 
anything worse than that [laughter]—has been in existence a 
good many years, and here is a description in regard to it in 
reference to this very tariff question, which I commend to my 
honorable friends on the other side: 

A marciful Providunce fashioned us holler 

oO’ Laeger thet we might our principles swaller; 

It can hold any quantity on em, the belly can, 

An’ 8 em up ready fer use like the pelican, 

Or more like the kangaroo, who (which is stranger) 

Puts her family into her pouch wen there's danger. 

Ain’t principle promona: Then who’s goin to use it, 

Wen there's resk o’ some chap's gittin up to abuse it? 

I can't tell the w'y on 't, but nothin’ is so sure 

Ez thet pee kind o' gits spiled by exposure. 

A man thet lets all sorts “ folks git a sight on t 

h’ to hev it all took right away, every mite on 't; 

Ef he can’t keep it all to himself wen it’s wise to. 

He ain't one it’s fit to trust nothin’ so nice to. 

Besides, ther's a wonderful power in latitute— 
West Virginia and Massachusetts, for example 


To shift a man’s morril relations an’ ee 
wanted 


makes a change o condition, 
An’ thet everythin’ 's nothin’ except by position; 
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Ez, fer instance, thet rubber trees e ch pga 
Wen p'litikle conshunces come into w 5 
Thet the fears of a monkey, whose holt chanced to fail, 


t ro 
An’ sartin it is thet a man can not be strict 
In bein’ himself when he gits to the Deestrict, 
Fer a coat thet sets wal here in ole Massachusetts, e 
Wen it gits on to Washinton, somehow askew sets. 


I recommend that to my honorable friend from Texas—— 


So they march in percessions, an’ git up hooraws 
An’ tramp thru the mud fer the food o' the cause, 
An' think they're a kind o’ the prophecies, 
Wen they're on'y jest peangi the holders of offices; 
Ware A sot afore, B is comf tably seated, 

One humbug's victor'ous an’ t'other defeated, 

Each honnable doughface gits jest wut he axes, 

An the people—their annooal softsodder an’ taxes. 


Now, to keep unimpaired all these glorious feeturs 
Thet characterize morril an’ ’ creeturs, 

Thet give every paytriot all he can cram, 

Thet oust the un tworthy Presidunt Flam, 

An stick honest Presidunt Sham in his place, 

To the manifest gain o the holl human race, 

An’ to some indervidgewals on °t in partickler, 

Who love Public Opinion an’ know how to tickle her— 
I say thet a party with gret aims like these 

Must stick jest ez close ez a hive full o' bees. 

I'm willin’ a man should go tollable strong 

Agin wrong in the abstract, fer thet kind o wrong 

Is ollers unpop lar an' never gits pitied, 

Because it’s a crime no one never committed; 

But he mus‘n’t be hard on partickler sins, 

Coz then he'll be kickin’ the people's own shins; 

On’y look at the Demmercrats, see wut they ve done 
Jest simply by stickin’ together like fun; 

They've sucked us right into a mis’able war 

Thet no one on airth aint responsible for; 

They've run us a hundred cool millions in deft 

(An fer Demmercrat Horners ther's good plums left yet); 
They talk agin tayriffs, but act fer a high one, 

An’ so coax all ties to build up their Zion; 

To the people they’re ollers ez slick ez molasses, 

An’ butter their bread on both sides with The Masses, 
Half d whom they’ve persuaded, by way of a joke, 
That Washinton’s mantelpiece fell upon Polk. 


Mr. VEST. Ihave an amendment to offer after that literary 
production. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there not an amendment pending? 

Mr. VEST. The amendment pending has been voted upon, I 
understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, Iam rather sorry my friend 
from North Dakota has offered this amendment. I know that 
it is in accord with a great many amendments which have al- 
ready been voted into this bill. It is provided in the bill that 
wheat and wheat flour, rye and rye flour, oats and oatmeal, corn 
and corn meal, buckwheat and buckwheat flour, and perhaps 
some other things shall come into this country free of duty from 
the Dominion of Canada when the Dominion of Canada admits 
free of duty similar articles from this country. 

Ladmit with the Senator from North Dakota that consistency 
would-seem to require that the same arrangement should apply 
to bituminous coal; but the Senator from North Dakota forgets 
that under the coal arrangement, as it now stands in the bill, the 
coul miners of Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Virginia, and 
Maryland will be unable to transport their coal along the sea- 
board line, with the provision of 40 cents a ton, as against like 
coal transported southwestward from Nova Scotia, and that it is 
not intended by the producers of coal, first, in these States, and 
secondly, in Nova Scotia that this competitive market with a 
40-cent duty per ton upon one side and 60 cents duty upon the 
other side shall get very far away from the seaboard; because if 
it did the coal of Ohio and the more westerly coal would find a 
market in the Western portion of Canada, and possibly in the 
neighborhood of Manitoba, and thus interfere with the trans- 

rtation of the Canadian railroads and the Nova Scotia coal 

to the provinces of Ontario and Quebec. 

So it is intended that this shifting as between the Southern 
regions of coal producing shall have their play along the sea- 
board, and that Ohio and other Western States, which produce 
coal, shall be shut out of the Canadian market, and the Cana- 
dian coal shall be shut out of the interior regions of the North- 
eastern States. 

So these rules, I submit to my friend, do not seem to apply 
with the force with which they applied to wheat and corn and 
oats and buckwheat, because, in that instance, nobody but the 
people of the Northwestern States is to be injured by such a 
proceeding; but in this instance it will cut alittle both ways, 
possibly, and that will do very well. It is all well enough to 

ut these great Northwestern products into- on tition with 

without duty on either side; but when it Gomes to coal 


i ede be left, the Atlantic seaboard to play on one side or on 
e other. 

Mr. HOAR. IL should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if 
there is not a very large export of bituminous coal from this 
country into a? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is very large; I do not know how much 
but nearly 2,000,000 tons, I think, per annum, and yet it pays 60 
cents a ton duty. 

Mr. HOAR. If that duty were taken off would it not extend 
our exports into Canada of that coal very far to the eastward of 
the supply now—«bout as far east as Quebec? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; and in doing thatit would come in com- 
petition with the Nova Scotia coal, which is no part of the go 
pose here; but the purpose seems to be to keep out the Ohio 
coal from this competition, in order that the Nova Scotia coal 
may get as far into Ontario as possible. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I trust the Senate will not adopt the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from North Dakota, because, if it 
does, it will not be operative. The ple of Canada now ship 
largely from Ohio and from other Northwestern States across 
the Canadian line. Indeed the coals of the United States sup- 
ply all the demand in that whole country from Montreal clear 
westwardalmosttothe Rocky Mountains, where they have plenty 
of fine anthracite coal. T. y therefore will not accept this 
condition if it is proposed, while it leaves the other provision, 
which has already been acted upon, to operate entirely against 
the people of the United States. 

There is now no wheat, no buckwheat, no rye, and no grain of 
any kind shipped from the United States of America to Canada. 
The farmers of Canada supply these articles for their own peo- 
ple, consequently the provision which has already been inserted 
will be very injurious to the Northwestern States, as will indeed 
be many of the provisions of this bill. I think this is one of the 
most injurious in a financial sense. 

The people of Canada will notsurrender the 60-cent duty upon 
coal in order to avail themselves of the privilege of free coal. 
They regard the duty on our coal as a revenue duty, and it was 
imposed for that purpose. They know the coals from Nova 
Scotia can not go west of Montreal. The conditions of commerce 


-| and everything prevent it. The coals of Nova Scotia must find 


their market, if anywhere, either in Quebec or in the New Eng- 
land States, and can not by possibility be extended up the St. 
Lawrence beyond the city of Montreal. Nova Scotia coal will 
not be transported above Montreal west, for that region is sup- 
plied entirely by our coal. < 

The Canadians, I am quite sure, will not surrender the reve- 
nue which they derive from coal, which is quite a necessary item, 
and is vital to them. If the quantity imported into Canada 
amounts to 2,000,000 tons, at 60 cents a ton it would be $1,200,000, 
a very large sum, and a sum that they can not do without. 
Therefore, it is useless to insert, this provision here, and it will 
probably set a bad example. 

I trust before this bill passes away from the Senate that the 
other provisions, which entirely place our market at the com- 
mand of the Canadian farmer without any corresponding bene- 
fit whatever to us, will be changed, because no grain whatever 
is transported from the United States across the water into 
Canada, and they supply themselves with the cereals. Theland 
in some parts of Canada in some respects is better than the 
. land in the United States for wheat, rye, oats, and 

ey. 

I therefore shall vote against this amendment, however plausi- 
ble it may appear to be. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from North Dakota to the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were 
present I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from Texas[Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I take occasion to 
again announce my pair with the junior Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. PATTON]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think it is quite clear that the Sen- 
ate or some of the Senators do not understand the proposition 
before the Senate, and I ask that the amendment be read and 
then that the parliamentary situation be explained. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the roll call proceed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I object to debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thereisobjection. The Secretary 
will proceed with the roll call. . 

The roll call was resumed. 


6462 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 18, 


Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I suggest to the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] that we transfer pars sD 
that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] will stand 
puri with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], and we may 

vote. 

Mr. GORDON. That is entirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. GORDON. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON]. If he 
were present I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. VILAS (when his named was called), 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On this question Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH]. If he were present I 
should vote *“‘ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon 

. DOLPH], but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Texas 
Mr. COKE], and vote yea.“ 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] has been 
called away from the Chamber by illness. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iagain announce my pair with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were present I 
should yote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], and 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CAMERON. Assuming that the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], if present, would vote the same way as 
I do upon this Sie a I vote yea.“ 

Mr. MURP. I am pai with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and withhold my vote. If he were 
present I should vote yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 13; as follows: 


Jam paired with 


YEAS—33. 
Allison, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Bate, Faulkner, ay, herman, 
Berry. George, Martin, Smith, 
Black Gordon, Morgan, Vest, 
Brice, Gorman, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Call. Harris, Pasco, te. 
Cameron, Hawley, 
Higgins, uay, 
Culiom, Jarvis, som, 
: NAYS—13. 

Dubois, Kyle, Washburn. 
Hansbrough, Shoup, 

iil, anderson, “Sq „ 
Hoar Morrill, Teller, 

NOT VOTING. 

Aldrich, Dixon, McLaurin, Platt, 

len. Dolph, McMillan, Power, 
Blanchard, e. McPherson, Pri 5 
Butler, 4 s Stewart, 
Caffery, 7 ‘tchell, Turpie, 
Camden, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Carey, Hale, Murphy, Walsh, 
Chandler, Hunton, Patton, Wilson, 
Coke. Irby, Perkins, Wolcoit. 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 


So the amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I offer anamendment to theamendment, which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8, on page 80, after the word 
“ shale,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ forty ’ and insert sixty.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQuIRE] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. I shall support this amendment with a great 
deal of pleasure. I should support it in silence by my vote, if I 
did not fear that after what has been said here to-day by some 
Senators from my section of the country it might be charged 
or suspected that New England wants free coal, or coal at a 
largely reduced rate of duty. 

I am sure that what all those Senators intended should beun- 
derstood from their remarks was that it was a criticism upon 
the very great inconsistency of the Democratic party in trying 
to ob votes upon a promise to give free coal, and then when 
in power keeping coal dutiable. hat inconsistency, Mr. Presi- 
dent, hardly ought to be remarked upon in the Senate. It isso 
common and has been so universal in all the past history of the 
Democratic party that it should try to secure votes by promises 


which it never intended to keep, that it is scarcely worth while 
to remark upon it. 

Tshallalso pier this amendment very heartily, because the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] says that nobody 
in the world is to be benefited by a reduction of the present 
duty upon coal, except some people along the seaboard. The 
people along that seaboard do not want a reduction, and have 
no respect for the gift so bestowed by the people of West Vir- 
ginia upon them. J wish to vote fora larger duty than that 
recommended by the Committee on Finance for the purpose of 
emphasizing the fact that we do not want this reduction of duty, 
either suggested by the Senator from West Virginia, or recom- 
mended by the Finance Committee, or by any member of the 
committee, for the p se of benefiting anybody up in New 
England or in New York; but I do agree with the Senator from 
West Virginia to the extent that the reduction of this duty will 
benefit nobody. 

He thinks it will benefit nobody, except some people in Bos- 
ton and New York and nota mile back from the Atlantic sea- 
board. The reduction of the duty will benefit nobody else all 
over the country. I donot know when I have been more pleased 
by the statement of a law of political economy by a concession 
to the theory of the protectionist than I was by the admission of 
the Senator from West Virginia. 

It is rather curious to witness what reasons are given by a 
free trader and a man who believes in free raw material when 
he wants to get a duty which will protect. He wants to reduce 
the duties in this bill because he wants to take some burdens off 
of somebody's shoulders; but the moment it goes to coal, and 
the reduction of the duty on coal from 75 cents a ton to 40 cents 
a ton, that willtake the burdens from nobody’s shoulders and be 
of no earthly begefit to anybody, except some few within a mile 
of the Atlantic seaboard! 

Why not? If this great reduction of the duty on coal from 75 
cents a ton to 40 cents a ton is not going to lift a burden from 
anybody’s shoulders, how are all these other reductions which 
the Senator votes for, and for which Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber vote, going to take burdens off the people’s 
shoulders? It shows the inconsistency of the claim that this re- 
duction is going to benefit somebody. 

Then the Senator said this 40 cents per ton duty is a revenue 
duty, and he said that 75 cents a ton was arevenue duty. If 75 
cents a ton duty was a good revenue duty, why in the world 
impose a duty of 40 cents a ton? Will 40cents a ton getaslarge 
revenue as 75 cents per ton, when they are bothrevenue duties? 
I notice we got quite a good deal of revenue out of the importa- 
tion of bituminous coal last year. Of bituminous coal and 
shale we had an importation of 1,090,374 tons, of the value of 
$3,599,037, with a duty of $817,780; and the reduction of duty as 
figured by the expertof the committee is from $817,780 to $436,- 
149. A peculiar kind of a reyenue duty transaction this! 

Mind you, the 75 cents per ton duty was a revenue duty, and 
the 40 cents per ton is a revenue duty, which is going to reduce 
the revenue by some $300,000, more or less—I do not remember 
the exact figures. If the 75 cents a ton was a revenue duty and 
yielded this largerevenue, why notkeep it? 5 it to 40 
cents per ton and obtain less revenue? Is the Treasury so ple- 
thoric that we do not need the revenue? 

When this Congress first met we were told that there was to bea 
deficit in the Treasury of about $28,000,000. Under Republican 
administration, the year ending June 30, 1893, there had been 
no deficit; the revenue had been equal to the expenditures, and 
a little more; but after we got together here in session we were 
told there was going to be a deficit of $28,000,000. That ran 
along fora time, bad enough to contemplate, but after awhile 
those figures were revised by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and we were told that there was to be a deficit of $78,000,000 
about the 30th of June. 

Here is the end of the year, and I have the last estimate of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, undoubtedly to be corrected, and the 
deficit in our receipts, as compared with our expenditures, for 
the past year is from $75,000,000 to $78,000,000. Why, then, 
when we have a revenue duty which produces $800,000 and over, 
we should go and put on another revenue duty which will raise 
only about $100,000, is one of the things that I can not under- 
stand. 

There are several things about this bill which, to use the lan- 
guage of a famous comedian, ‘‘no fellow can find out,” and one 
of them is, why it is that this marvelous change has come over 
the spirit of the Democratic dream since this billcame from the 
House of Represontatives. When the bill was in the House of 
Representatives it was a revenue bill; it was a Democratic bill; 
it was a reform bill; and adhesion to it was thought to be a test 

of pure Democraey; the things which were vaunted in the bill, 
the things which were praised to the skies, the things which 
were so eulogized that not only the Hall in the other end of this 
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building rang with the eulogies, but all the Democratic papers 
in the land took up the ery, were that sugar and wool and coal 
and iron and lead were on the free list. 

That was the crowning glory of the Wilson bill, and there 
went up one universal cry from the mouth of all Democrats in 
the United States just as soon as this bill got bver into the 
Chamber, ‘‘Pass the Wilson bill.” . 

What was the Wilson bill? A bill for free coal. That was 
the burden of the Democratic song; that was the si cance of 
‘the Democratic cry, their banner cry—‘' Pass the Wilson bill.” 
Well, the Wilson bill said “free coal.” I suppose I may not 
read from what anyone said in the other House, but I want to 
read what was said somewhere. 


Of all the reductions made inthis bill there are none in their benefit to the 
consumer, none in their benefit to the laborer, that can be compared with 
the removal of taxes from the materials ofindustry. Wehave felt that we 
could not begina thorough reform of the exis system, built up,as I have 
by story, until it has pierced the clouds, except by a removal 
of all taxa’ on the great materials that lie at the basis of modern indus- 
try, and so the bill proposes to put on the free list wool, iron ore, coal, and 


lumber. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


There was a Democratic doctrine then. 
little something more said about coal. 

With such exhaustless supplies, so close to the surface that the cost of 
mining has been reduced toa um, to less ible in Nova 
Scotia, to less than is actually paid in England, the question of a tariff on 
coal is neither a question of tection nor a question of revenue, but sim- 
ply a question of subsidy to the great railroad corporations of the country. 

+% * + * x E * 
r DOA TOGES this duty Ont 
0 ara e 0, re uty on 

to hold on to markets so remote fom the coal mines that railroad Sans. 
portation is their chief item in the cost of fuel. 


Have we at last, Mr. President, come to the reason why this 
Wilson bill, which put coal on the free list, has been changed, 
and a duty of 40 cents a ton put upon coal? I have got so that 
in scanning the bill and analyzing its provisions, it has come to 
me naturally to hunt for a corporation behind any of the pro- 
posed advances. Let me read again what was given elsewhere 
as the only reason for keeping a duty on coal: 


A tariff on coal is neither a question of protection nor a question of reve- 
aue 5 a question of subsidy to the great railroad corporations of 
country. 


Then there was a 


It was a Democrat who said that, and a Democrat who has a 
right to speak for the Democratic party. The bill came here to 
the Senate with that notice, that to put a duty on coal would be 
to grant a “‘subsidy to the . 855 railroad corporations of the 
country.” Yet, notwithstanding that, here comes this duty on 


coal. y only objection to it is that it is not enough, as I shall 
— to show before I get through the few remarks which I am 
making. 

Tos that there was not any mistake about what the Wil- 


son bill meant, I wish to read from a review made of it by a very 
distinguished exponent of the Democratic party,so much so that 
he was invited to write the review of the Wilson bill for the 
North American Review of February, 1894: 


respo burdens on another. 
word, and placed in 
edges we 
ty, and the future is soon to tell whether we have the 
‘essions we have made, and whether we have the ability to execute the 
t confided to our hands. 


Let me read once more what this other noted Democrat says: 


A tarif on coal is neither a question of ef nor a question of reve- 
— but simply a question of subsidy to the great railroad corporations of 
e country, 


The article in the North American Review proceeds: 


The Democraticparty * + + inthe press, on the stump, and in conven- 
tions has condemned every form of 1 tion that conferred bounties and 
exclusive privileges on one class of people and corresponding burdens on 
another. 


But here comes this Wilson bill which had free coal init, with 


a duty on coal, as its author says, for the benefit of the ‘ great 


corporations of the country.” Now, we go on a little further 
with this review of the Wilson bill: 


The very first step to take is to 2 materials that are to be manu- 
factured or remanufactured on the list. The work must not stop with 
. Wool and coal and ores, but it must be extended to all materials. 

In looking at the schedules, the first in the list is chemicals, every article of 
which should be placed on the free list. Almost every article on that sched- 
ule is used in our metal and textile manufactures. Inthe metal schedule, all 
ores, pigs, bars, blooms, slabs, ingots, sheets, plates, and rods, should be 
freed taxation. In textiles, all wool, cotton, silk, flax, hemp, and jute, 
and the yarns and threads of every fiber should be admitted free. All ma- 
chinery oils and dyes, and everything that increases the cost of the finished 
articles, and especially of those we export, should be untaxed. 


platform again 


But wool, coal, and ore were indispensable. It never entered 
the mindof this ed mel pipe of the Democratic part 
that the party in the Senate could stop short of wool, coal, ray 
ore. That was in the Wilson bill. The Wilson bill, as it passed 
the other House, was Democratic gospel. After looking at the 
bill before us I think the author of this article, who, by the way, 
is the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], will read the following 
sentence from his review with interest: 

Invested with full Ponen the people expect us to e to them from 
the tryanny to which they have been so long enslaved. e have put our 
hands to, the plow and should not look back. We have started out from 
Sodom, and should “remember Lot's wife.” There should be no halting, 
doubting, or debating as we stand on the banks of the stream. 

That was when free coal was going to be adopted as a Demo- 
cratic measure. But it strikes me if that Senator could now ex- 
press his real sentiments about this bill, which goes back upon 
every promise of the Democratic party made to secure votes, he 
would think that if they had started from Sodom with the bill 
as it was passed by the other House they were only going over 
to Gomorrah with the bill as it will pass the Senate. 

Mr. President, there are different degrees of virtue in the 
world, as we were told the other day by the Senator from Kansas 
* PEFFER], there are different degrees of selfishness. There 

that virtue which is proof against all assailment, which noth- 
ing can overthrow and nothing can destroy. Then there is vir- 
tue which resists a good deal of temptation and pretty strong 
assaults. Then there is virtue which yields pretty easily when 
tempted or assaulted. 

Now, we are told by the Senators on the other side that they 
have been forced to this matter of a Ea ifa coal; that they 
yielded from necessity, not from choice. ey are free traders 
still in this matter ot coal. They are going home to their constit- 
uents and they are going to ring the an on the same old 

they are going to tell them that they are for free 
coal, but they could not got it this time and they will next; and 
the reason why they could not get it this time was because they 
were overpowered and forced, and their virtue was not proof 
against the assault which was made upon them. 
_ Mr. President, we have not seen any evidence here of resist- 
ance which entitles the people who put up that plea to any great 
sympathy. I never before have understood that two or four or 
six persons could control a Democratic caucus. I had 8 ` 
that the majority controlled in a Democratic caucus. en I 
am told that two or three or four or one mythical Senator had 
to be conciliated by a duty on coal when everybody else wanted 
to make free coal, I beg to say that there is not any such evi- 
dence of resistance as justifies the assumption of any extraor- 
dinary virtue in respect to this bill, and that the plea of pena 
forced to take the 8 duties which are scattered 
along through the bill will scarcely go down hereafter even 
with Democratic audiences. 

Now, Mr. Pres ident, a little more on the subjectof the fierce 
assault which was made upon the virtue of Senatorson the other 
side. They mighthave taken warning from something which 
was found in the letter of acceptance of President Cleveland, 
which was not incorporated in the speech of the Senator from 
Maryland[Mr. GORMAN]: They mighthave taken warningfrom 
this, when the President said: 

The struggle for unearned advantage at the doors of the Government 
tramples on the rights of those Whopatſently rely on the assurance of Ameri- 
canequality. Every governmental concession to clamorous favorites in- 
yites corruption in political affairs by encour: the nditure of mone; 


expo! 
to debauch suffrage in support of a policy directly favorable to private an 
selfish gain. 


I think the Senators who. were constructing this bill, when the, 
great coal barons we have heard so much abcut came to the doors 
of the committee roomand demanded this duty, might well have 
turned as to their political bible to the following phrase of 
President Cleveland: ~ 

Every governmental concession to clamorous favorites invites corrup- 
tion in political affairs by encouraging the ture of money to de- 
. in support of a policy directly favorable to private and selfish 
gain. 

Is it so that the concessions which have been made to clamor- 
ous Democratic favorites will debauch the suffrage? That is 
what the President says. The chairman of the committee had 
a little experience with these clamorous favorites in the con- 
struction of the bill. With, as I thought, a somewhat unneces- 
sary parade of the virtue which had been overthrown, he said 
when he made his speech in place of a report upon the pill that— 


Obstacles have, of course, been encountered gigantic in size, wk ge 
insolens, dictatorial, and, in some instances, sinister, perfidious, and dis- 
honest in character. 


Were those resisted or did the Senate committee succumb to 
them? Were the influences which got this duty on coal obsta- 
cles which were ‘‘gigantic in size, arrogant, insolent, dictatorial, 
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I do not want 
to believe it, Mr. President; I am loath to believe it; but we 
must find some reason why these pledges, and these (shige 
these oft-reiterated principles of the Democratic party have been 
overthrown, and why when they were once incorporated in the 
Wilson bill in the nature of free coal they are overthrown by 
the imposition of a duty of 40 cents a ton on coal. I do not sup- 
that the Senator reporting the bill intended the coal bar- 
ons by this sentence—I merely read it to show what they had to 
contend with— 
Manufacturing interests * * * haughtily strutting the corridors and 


issuing their edicts in the tones of dictators for or against the enactmentof 
pending measures in the halls of Congress. 


Unfortunately the manufacturing interests, however much 
they have strutted these corridors, however loud they may have 
been in their demands, and however dictatorial they may have 
been, bave not succeeded in getting so well taken caré of as 
these coal barons. 

There was someting said this morning about statesmanship. 
Itwas intimated that if we did not vote upon this subject on this 
side of the Senate we should not be statesmen. I would rather 
not vote at all than to vote for something that I do not believe 
in. I express my D conviction (and I express it publicly, 
for the benefit of all Senators on the other side of the Chamber) 
thata majority of the Democratic Senators do not believe in a 
duty on coal. Yet they are going to vote forit. They vote one 
way when they believe another. 

It is a sad spectacle, Mr. President, when the whole Demo- 
cratic majority in the Senate quails and surrenders before two 
or three. Do they believe in the majority rule, or do they be- 
lieve in the minority rule? Have they the capacity to carr 
into legislation their belief? I respect and admire the disci- 
pline of the Democratic party. I can not respect their surren-. 
der of the many to one or a few; but when they have surren- 
dered I respect and admire their discipline. Senators are go- 
ing to vote for this bill when they know it will consign them to 
private life in their own States. 

- —Democratic Senators are going to vote for this bill, when they 
know that it works a revolution in politics and brings the Re- 
ublican party again into power. Yet there is no flinching. 
ot a Senator halts in the onward march to the destruction of 
the Democratic party. The discipline is splendid. It is like 
the soldier of aforlorn hope. He believes that he is going to 
be shot down; he believes that he is not going to succeed; but 
he never falters or misses a step. Even in that grand charge 
at Balaklava of the six hundred, wheresome one had blundered, 
not a soldier faltered. 


Forward, the Light Brigade! 
Was there a man dismay'd? 
Not tho’ the soldier knew 
Someone had blunder’d; 
Their's not to make reply, 
‘Their’s not to reason why, 
Their's but to do and die: 
Into the valley of Death 
Rode the six hundred. 


è * * * * 


Storm’d at with shot and shell, 
Boldly they rode and well, 
Into the jaws of Death, 

Into the mouth of Hell, 

Rode the six hundred. 


Not a Democratic Senator flinches or falters, knowing that 
the action of the Senate in passing the bill, unless the action 
shall be overthrown in the conference, means the death of the 
Democratic party. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if that 
is the reason why he so vigorously opposes our action? 

Mr. PLATT. I warn you to “fee from the wrath to come.” 

Mr, HARRIS. Warn yourselves, 

Mr. PLATT. Believing one way and voting another reminds 
me of nothing so much in the world as the account which Mr. 
By-ends gave of his kindred in Pilgrim’s Progress. 

t will be remembered that after Faithful had lost his life at 
Vanity Fair, and Christian and Hopeful escaped with their lives 
and went on their journey, Mr. By-ends, of the town of Fair- 
speech, overtook them. Christian questioned him with regard 
to his ancestry, and I shall read his answer: 


CHRISTIAN. Pray, who are your kindred there, if a man may be so bold? 

BY-ENDS. Almost the whole town, and in particular my Lord Turn-about, 
my Lord Time-server, my Lord Falr-speech, from whose ancestors that 
town first took its name; also Mr. Smoothman, Mr. Facing-both-ways, Mr. 
Anything, and the parson of our — 8 7 Mr. Two-tongues, was my mother’s 
own brother by father's side, and to tell you the truth I am become a gen- 
tileman of good quality. Yet my grandfather was but a waterman, looking 
— way and rowing another, and I got most of my estate by the same occu- 

on. 


sinister, 1 dishonest in character?” 


Believing one way, and voting another, and hoping to secure 
in some way a Democratic estate by that means. They will be 
mistaken, Mr. President. 

I have thus far alluded to what seemed to me the shameful in- 
consistency of the Democratic party in the Senate in disfigur- 
ing, so far as the Democratic party of the country is concerned, 
this bill by Protan to duties. Iam glad enough to get them. 
When I find one in the bill I vote with the committee to retain 
it. “I omy wish they had some principle about it, and that the 
bill was not fashioned on the principle of the church festival 
grab-bag, by which everybody grabs and gets all he can, for if 
the grab-bag game was to be applied to the bill I regret that 
Republican Senators have not had an opportunity to put their 
hands in and grab too. 

Mr. STEWART. And Western Senators in regard to wool. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Nevada speaks about wool. 
I want to say that I regard free wool as the crowning shame of 
the bill. It is shametul in a good many respects, but that is the 
worst. WhatI complainof is that if the bilkis to be constructed 
onthe grab-bag principle we are not allowed inthe game. The 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], in his youthful impetu- 
osity, one night told us we were not to be in the game at all; 
that the Republicans were to have no hand in it; that it was all 
going to be constructed by Democratic hands. I had not then 
come to understand just exactly how it was to be constructed. 

My complaint about the duty under consideration is that it is 
not large enough, and I propose to vote for the duty proposed 
by the Senator from Washington. If this has been a revenue 
duty at 75 cents a ton nobody ought to oppose it. Nobody ought 
to oppose a duty of 60 cents a ton. As I said, we do not want to 
throw away this revenue. I never did see such hot haste as the 
Democratic party makes to empty the Treasury, and to keep it 
empty. If there is an article here which produces revenue like 
wool, coal, lumber, brandy, and all those things which might 
stop the continual outward flow of money from the present Dem- 
ocratic Treasury, they will not have any revenue from that 
source. 

I shall vote for this proposed duty of 60 cents a ton, because I 
want the coal we use mined in this country by American work- 
men, and if there are some undesirable men among those Amer- 
ican workmen, some who think they do not have their rights 
and take improper measures to obtain those rights, as they sup- 
pose them to exist, that is noreason why I should favor haying 
this work done out of the country. 

I wish the Democratic free trader could get the one idea into 
his mind as to what a benefit it is to the country to have all our 
work done here, what a benefit it is to have our wool grown 
here, and our ore dug here, and our coal mined here rather than 
to have it done somewhereelse. I should suppose that the un- 
derlying patriotism of American Senators would get the better 
of their party predelections and party pride, so that they would 
not put into the bill anything which would strike down indus- 
tries in this country. 

Mr. President, at a rate of 40 cents a ton coal will not be mined 
in this country in competition with Nova Scotia and Vancouver 
Island except at a great reduction of wages to the miner, and it 
is poor wages enough that the miners get now. Everybod 
knows that. The Senator from West Virginia admitsit. He 
admits that at 40 cents a ton the Nova Scotia coal will meet the 
Cumberland coal at New York or further south, Who will 
mine the Nova Scotia coal? Notan American workman. And 
what will the American workman do, who might have mined 
the coal in the United Statesif the duty had not been reduced 
from 75 cents a ton to 40 cents a ton? 

He will not work at less wages in the mines, because when 
the work is being performed in Nova Scotia and on Vancouver 
Island there will be just so much less work performed in the 
mines of this country, and there will be just so many less men 
required to perform it as are employed in Nova Scotia and in 
Vancouver Island. What is he todo? What other occupation 
is he going into? Is he to go into the already crowded occupa- 
tion of e with its blessed prospects under free wool, and 
free wheat, and free corn, and free oats? The rest of the miners 
will be toldand told justly, thatthey can not compete with the 
Nova Scotia mines and the Vancouver mines at the rate of wages 
which has been paid; that if they will goon paying the same rate 
of wages their coal will be met at New York with Nova Scotia 
coal, which will come down to Philadelphia, and the coal of 
Vancouver will go on down the coast to San Diego, and there- 
fore the wages have got to be reduced. 

Mr. President, I stand for the system of protection because I 
will not desert the American laborer. I have no special right 
to call myself his champion, but I believe that the continuance 
of all these industries in the United States by American labor 
is the salvation of our civilization, and it is for that reason 
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that I am a protectionist. No supposed sentiment that we 
could get a little cheaper in New England will for a mo- 
ment turn me from the plain, straight path of protection, which 
a man who acts from principle and not from selfish aims ought 
to pursue. : < 

I hope the amendment of the Senator from Washington will 
be adopted. a 

Mr. HARRIS. If we had fewer common scolds in the Senate 
we would get on with thé public business much more rapidly. 
I move to lay the amendment on the table in order that we may 
make some pro . x 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is evident that the discussion upon this 
particular amendment is exhausted, and I hope the Senator will 
allow the vote to be taken on it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwas speaking of the character of the discus- 
sion and not of the discussion itself. z : 

Mr. ALDRICH. H hope the Senator will withdraw his motion 
and allow the vote to be taken upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can come to a direct vote on the amend- 
ment it is just as satisfactory to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Washington TMr. SQUIRE] to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. ; 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pan with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] to the Senator 
rom Texas [Mr. COKE], and vote nay.“ 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I announce my 

r with the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. PATTON]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New J ersoy (Me. MePHERSON]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. If he 
were present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia[Mr. HUNTON]. If he were present 
I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. VILAS 5 his name was called). I have a general 
pair, as heretofore announced to-day, with the Senator from Ore- 

on [Mr. MITCHELL], which I will transfer to the Senator from 
Perle Mr. COKE] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] and withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to announce my pair with the 
junior senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I will transfer my pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the junior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON], who is paired with the junior 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], enabling the Sen- 
ator from pee tard ay and myself to vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘ nay,’ 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam paired with the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PETTIGREW], but with the distinct understanding 
that I may vote when necessary to make a quorum. Is my vote 
1 to make a quorum? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. S (after having voted in the negative). I learn that 
another Senator has transferred his pair to the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. COKE], and that the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. IRBY] has not yet been paired. I therefore transfer my 

air with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] to the Senator 

rom South Carolina pe IrBy}. I have already voted. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am paired with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. He would vote nay if present, and 
I should vote “yea.” i 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—I6, 
Aldrich, Da Hawley, Mand 
Babes y. an 8 1 
Carey, Frye, Hoar, aire, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Lodge, Teller. 
NAYS—3. 
Allen, Call, Gorman, Jones, Ark. 
Bate, u, Gray, Kyle, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Hill, Matania, 
. eorge, Jarvis, artin, 


Mitchell, Wis. Peffer, Smith, Voorhees, 
Morgan, Turpie, Walsh. 

. Ransom, Vest, 
Pasco, Roach, Vilas, 

NOT VOTING—3S. 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Mills, Proctor, 
Butler, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Caffery, Gordon, Morrill, Shoup, 
Camden, Hale, Murphy, Ste 
Cameron, Hunton, Patton, Washburn, 
handler, Irby, Perkins, White, 

Coke, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Dixon, McMillan, Platt, Wolcott. 
Dolph, McPherson, Power, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. In line 9, after the word “culm,” I move to insert 
the words ‘‘such as will pass through a half-inch screen.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee in line 9, after the word ‘‘culm,” by inserting 
such as will pass through a half-inch screen;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

Coal, bituminous, and shale, 40 cents per ton; coal slack or culm such as 
will pass through a half-inch screen, 15 cents per ton. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to in- 
sert as a new paragraph after line 10, page 80: 


Coke, 15 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. HILL. After the word “coke,” I move to strike out 15 
por cent ad valorem ” and insert shall be admitted free of 

uty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York to the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. HILL. The Wilson bill as it passed the other House 
placed coke and charcoal and articles of that nature u the 
free list. The present bill, which has been termed the Gorman 
bill, provides a duty of 15 per cent ad valoremon coke, and leaves 
charcoal still upon the free list. I do not propose to detain the 
Senate with any argument in favor of placing coke upon the free 
list. I submit the question to the judgment of the Senate. I 
should like to hear some reason Se the bill as it passed the 
other House is departed from in this particular. I should like 
to know why coke has been changed from the free list to the 
dutiable list and charcoal allowed to remain on the free list. I 
await some reply to my inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. HILL. No explanation seems to be made for this most 
extraordinary distinction. I assume that none can be made. I 
will content myself, Mr. President, with asking for the yeasand 
nays upon the amendment tothe amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the Senator in 
charge of the bill state about how much coke is imported into 
the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Eighty-seven thousand two hundred and thirty- 
eight dollars’ worth in 1893. 

Mr. ALLISON. Where does it come from? 

Mr. VEST. I will sayin reply to the Senator from New York 
that it is one of the blessings of our rule that we are unable to 
stop debate or control the action of the Senate in any way. The 
Senators in charge of the bill are constrained to give as little 
cause for discussion as possible. It is generally used asa great 
argument against any previous question in the Senate that this 
is the only place in the country where there is unlimited free 
debate. The fact is that our present rules discourage debate 
and make it an ex parte matter entirely. That has been the ex- 
perience of the Senate on various occasions. 

When it was determined to put a duty of 40 cents upon coal 
as a matter of course, and I use the words advisedly, it followed 
that there should be a aoe upon coke, and as there was $87,000 
worth imported into the United States under the McKinley act, 
the rate being 20 per cent, it was considered only proper to put 
aduty of 15 per cent upon coke, a reduction of 5 per cent from 
the McKinley duty. 

The Treasury reports do not give the countries from which 
coke comes. 

Mr. FRYE. It must come from British Columbia. 

Mr. ALLISON. It comes from British Columbia, I supposa. 

Mr. VEST. I think that is very probable. I do not Know. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will becalled on the amend- | Jones: Nev. Marpa, er Wilson, 
ment of the Senator from New York to the amendment of the | McMillan, Patton, Shoup, Wolcott. 
McPherson, Pettigrew, Stewart, - 


committee. 

The Secretar 3 to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MOMILLAN]. If he 
were present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If he were present I 
should vote“ nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. I should 
vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were present. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS! 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I transfermy pair 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dorn to the senior Sena- 
tor from Texas JMr. COKE] and vote nay.“ 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. PATTON], 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I will transfer 
my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] 
to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ree so as to enable 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] and myself to 
vote. [vote ‘‘nay.” . 

Mr. KYLE (when his name was called). I wish tostate that 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has gone 
from the Chamber, and I am paired with him. Not knowing 
how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MURPHY (when his name was called), [am paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. If he were 
present I should vote nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his named was called). I am generally 
paired with the Senator from Virginia Mr. Hunton]. I pos 
pose if he were present he would vote nay, but I am not ad- 
vised, and therefore I withhold my vote. I should vote nay“ if 
he were present. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the negative). I observe 
that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] is notin the Chamber, 
and I withdraw my vote. Iam paired with that Senator. If 
he were Peete I should vote nay.” 

Mr. BERRY. Iam paired with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. CALL. I am authorized to vote in the absence of a quo- 
rum and I vote“ . 

Mr. GORDON. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. KYLE. The junior Senator from New York [Mr. MUR- 
PHY], who is the regular pair of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], having returned to the Chamber and 
announced his pair, I will vote “nay.” 

Mr. CAMD. I have a right to vote under an arrangement 
with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW |, with 
whom I am paired when my vote is necessary in order to make 
aquorum. I vote “nay.” 

r. CAFFERY. Under the arrangement I made with the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER] I have a right to vote to 
make a quorum. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the negative). I under- 
stand a quorum is present without my vote, and I withdraw it. 

Mr. T (after banog voted in the affirmative). ILwith- 
draw my vote. I understand the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY] has announced a pair with me. 

The result was announced—yeas 4, nays 46; as follows: 


Lam paired with 


am paired 


Hil, Peffer. 
NAYS—45. 
Kyle, Quay, « 
y, . 
McLaurin, Smith, 
Manderson, Squire, 
Turpie, 
Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Morgan, ‘oorhees, 
Palmer, aish, 
r Washburn, 
Perkins, 
Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—3. i 
Coke, G: i 
5575 Shas 
Dolph, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment. was agreed to. 

The next amendment of tha Committee on Finauce was to 
strike out paragraph 319, in the following words: 

819. Manufactured corks, 20 per cent ad valorum. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

319. Corks, manufactured, 10 cents per pound. i 


Mr, JONES- of Arkansas. I move tọ amend the committee 
amendment by adding the words “wholly or partially,” after 
the word *' corks,” in line 12. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

320. Dice. draughts, chessmen, chess ball x 
balls, of ivory, pone, or other eee . ee 

The Committee on Finance réported to amend the p raph 
by striking out fifty“ and inserting thirty:“ soasto read, 20 
per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the committee will withdraw the 
amendment. There certainly can be no reason for reducing the 
duty on dice and this class of articles from the House provision 
or the present law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee have made no 
agrenn to withdraw this amendment, and I think it will have 

stand, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move 

Mr. ALLISON. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee. Let us vote it down. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All right. s 

Mr. ALLISON. I shouid like to have a division upon the 
amendment. The other House put 50 p cent.on these articles, 
which are articles of pure luxury. I think we ought to have 
the sense of the Senate on the question. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Most assuredly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VEST. The duty in the MecKi net was prohibitory. 
Only $21,582 worth came in in 1893. W they are articles of 
luxury—that is, i suppose men can live without them—yet they 
are used in innocent amusements. The idea that a man can not 
play a game of backgammon without paying an enormous duty 
upon dice or that our le can not make them 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
8 to the fact that the other House provided a duty of 50 per 
cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly, whether our people can make 
these articles or not, there ought to be a high — of duty im- 
posed on them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Fifty per cent is too much, 30 per cent is a 

fair revenue duty. It is not prohibitory; it is not oppressive, 
and it makes enough difference, if there should be a difference 
between labor here and abroad, which is the standing argument 
in favor of high duties. 
+ Mr. PLATT. The Senator from West Virginia[Mr. FAULK- 
NER] told us to-day that he is supporting this bill because he 
wanted to take the burden off of men’s shoulders. Whose 
shoulders will it take burdens off to reduce the duty on dice and 
billiard and pool balls? It does not seem to me we ought to be 
in great haste to take burdens off the shoulders of the people 
who shake dice for drinks and loaf around billiard rooms. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is true that the importations of these 
articles last year amounted to only a little more than $21,000, 
but it is est that they were manufactured in this country 
and gave employment to American workmen. They are not 
articles of prime necessity. Itseems to me that instead of giv- 
ing a practical monopoly of the business of manufactur: ce, 
chessmen, and other articles of that kind to artisans in Europe 
we ought to keep the manufacture in this country. 

We confer a benefit upon our workingmen in permitting them 
to manufacture these articles, the use of which very often works 
tothe detriment of those who employ them. It does seem to 
me that this is one item in the schedule that ought to be left 
unchanged. That it can do any earthly good to the people of 
the United States to. allow foreign mechanics to manufacture 
these articles and send them to our people to purchase, even 
though they may get them a little cheaper by the process, sur- 
passes my comprehension. It is one of the things, it strikes me, 
that we ought to insist upon, and, if possible, retain as it is in 
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the existing tariff law. I amsurprised that any Senator should 
insist that we ought to reduce the duty on these articles so that 
they arf come in here and be bought perhaps alittle cheaper by 
our people. 

Me. YLE. Mr. President, it seems to me this isa question 
entirely of revenue, and the people of the country in looking 
upon it will not understand how itis that we increase the duty 
upon sugar, a necessity of life, and cut it off on dice, billiard 
balls, and such articles, which are not a necessity, but rather a 
luxury. Itseems to me the committee ought to withdraw the 
amendment and leave the duty just as it was when the bill came 
from the other House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the committee. : 

Mr. LODGE. On that Task for the years and nays. 

Tho yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. ~ 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN}. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). Under the terms 
of my pair with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER] I am 
permitted to vote if necessary to makeaquorum. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL j 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. If he were 

nt I should vote “nay.” $ 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. If he were present I 
should vote“ nay.” . 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was 9 5 5 I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. d 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey Mr. McPHER- 


SON}. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HONTON]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” ` 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY] for the day unless the Senator 
from South Carolina comes in. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 3 ‘ 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Shou]. In his absence I with- 
hold my vote. ` 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McLAURIN, I announce my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLau- 
RIN] is willing, we can transfer our pairs and vote. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Iam willing to make such an arrangement, 

Mr. HIGGINS, I vote “nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. TELLER. I inquire whether the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. BERRY] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas has 
not voted, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I will withhold my vote. 
with that Senator. 

Mr. CAREY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Lam paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas[Mr. MILLS]. The Senator from . GEORGE] 
is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. I ask 
the Senator from Mississippi if it would be agreeable to him to 
transfer pairs that he and I may vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ivote “nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Mississippi has announced 
that he would vote nay ” but for the fact that he was paired; 

din the face of that announcement a Senator on the other 
side pro to transfer pairs with him so as to get two more 
yotes on therecord. The Senatorscan determine for themselves 
the fairness of such a proceeding. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Istand on the declaration as it was made. 
Isimply followed the usages of the Senate and made a transfer 
of my pair. The Senator from Tennessee has no right to call 
my action in 5 

r. GEORGE. There was no necessity, I presume, for a trans- 
fer of my pair. Isuppose the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] 
would have voted “ nay ” if present, and that was my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON, I desire to announce my pair with the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. PATTON]. 


Iam paired 


The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—%. 
Bate, Gray, Murph: Vest, 
Blackb’ is, ico Vil 
Caffery, Jarvis, Pugh, Voorhees 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Ransom, Walsh, 
el, Lindsay, ach, 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Smith, 
rman, organ, Turpio, 
NAYS—2A4 
Aldrich, Dubois, Hawley, Manders 
Allen, 8 Hin Palmer, 
Allison, Gallinger, H Peifer, 
Chandler, George, Hoar, rkins, 
om, Hale, Kyle, ay, 
Davis, Hansbrough, Lodge, Washburn 
NOT VOTING—36. 
F 
ani 3 erm 
Brice, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup” 
Butler, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. 
Call, Hunton, Morrill, Stewart, 
Camden, Y, Patton, er, 
Cameron, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, te, 
Carey, McMillan, Platt, Wilson, 
. McPherson, s, Power, Wolcott. 
So the amendment was d to, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. i 


The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

821. Dolls, doll heads, toy marbles of whatever material composed, and al 
o ona wate tnt ee forint Boe Spar och cd E 
Toren, This paragraph shall not take effect until October 1.1801 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the paragraph, 
in lines 22 and 23, by striking out the words, This paragraph 
shall not take effect until October 1, 1894,” and inserting * This 
paragraph shall not take exect until January 1, 1895.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Arkansas to explain 
briefly m that change of date is proposed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There were some representations 
made to the committee asto the date, October 1, interfering with 
the operation of the trade in some way that I donot distinetly re- 
call. TIremember that weagreed to it, thinking at the time it was 
a good and sufficient reason. I have some doubt about the pro- 
priety of it myself, and I am perfectly willing to withdraw the 
re ee 7 matter stand as it was. 

r. ALLISON. o not make any suggestion respecting 
that. I did not know but that there was some special reason 
why the date should be changed to January I. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Some statements were made as to 
its interfering with the time of manufacture in some way that 
Ido not eae As is 33 to me by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], the dealers have fo purchase these arti- 
cles long before, and the former date interferes with the trade 
in a way that we are not justified in interfering with it. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know about the matter, but I suggest 
that as these articles are sold largely at Christmas for the holi- 
day trade it is very possible that the makers in this country de- 
sire not to be cut off by the foreign manufacturers before the 
holiday trade. I do not know that to be fact, however. 

Mr. FRYE. That is undoubtedly the reason. 

Mr. PLATT. I suppose that is true, and I think the amend- 
ment a very proper one. 
5 JONES of Arkansas. 

t. 
Mr. HALE. Why not let the amendment be agreed to and it 
can be fixed in the Senate afterwards, if necessary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope that will be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out “twenty-five” and in- 
sert “thirty-five.” I do not ask for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment, but I desire to have a vote on it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 21, paragraph 321, before the words 
“per centum,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘twenty-five” and 
insert  thirty-five;” so as to read: 35 cent ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. ‘ 

The Secretary read as follows: 

322, Emery grains, and emery manufactured, ground, pulverized, or re- 
refined, 1 cent per pound. ` 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 1, 
on page 81, after the word refined,“ to strike out 1 cent per 
pound” and insert ‘20 per eent ad valorem.” 


There is some such trade reason as 


~ 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the committee 
amendment and insert eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

tao VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Explosive substances: 

223. Firecrackers of all kinds, 8 cents per pound, but no allowance shall 
be made for tare or damage thereon. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 4, 
after the word kinds,” to strike out ‘‘8 cents per pound,” and 
insert 50 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that the amendment will not prevail. 
The proposition of the committee will reduce the revenue from 
the importation of firecrackers at least $350,000 par annum, 
and if there is any public reason why the revenue from the im- 
portation of firecrackers should be reduced to this extent I 
should be very glad to have the Senator from Arkansas state it. 
I do not believe that any such reason exists, and I do not believe 
that that change can be defended here or elsewhere on any 
ground of public pee 

Mr. VEST. The duty under the:McKinley act upon single 
firecrackers is 147.32 per dent. The importation was $335,478. 
We propose to reduce this ad valorem to 50 per cent. 

It is true that the boys of this country can live and exist with- 
out firecrackers, and that they are a luxury; but at the same 
time, by the customs and habits of the country, we know that 
firecrackers will be used and will be imported; and we know 
that our people are also manufacturing them, and that the skill 
and resources of the American people, with a moderate duty, 
will insure the revenue and will give the manufacturers all the 
advantages they need. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the Senator from Mis- 
souri state where any firecrackers are manufactured in the 
United States? 

Mr. VEST. I understand that there is a large factory in the 
city of New York. That is my information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I never knew of it. 

Mr. VEST. And if I am not mistaken, there is a large fac- 
tory in the city of St. Louis. 

r. RICH. There may be some Chinamen who make 
firecrackers in this 3 

Mr. VEST. I am itive with regard to the fact that we 
manufacture firecrackers; but it is true that the great bulk of 
them come in from abroad, and that China furnishes most of the 
importation that comes into this country; but our people have 
been, I think, manufacturing them to a considerableextent lately. 

But, Mr. President, if it is necessary to exclude firecrackers 
from the country, then double the duty in the McKinley act and 
collect no revenue from them. It seems to me 50 per cent duty 
is 2 7 5 to put on them, and the enormous duty in the Me Kin- 

t 


ley act is to ay mind absurd, unless we propose to use it for the 
pu of prohibition. 
. LODGE. I wish to say that we have been manufacturing 


firecrackers in this country within afew years; I think the manu- 
facture of very large crackers, somewhat high explosives, has 
grown up in this country, but the small, common firecrackers, 
with which everybody is familiar, I do not think are yet made 
here. I think only the large ones, the high-explosive, giant, or 
thunder crackers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. With the peculiar notions the Senator from 
Missouri has as to what are necessariesof life, I suppose we shall 
have to submit to this duty. We have had the duties reduced 
upon cosmetics and upon alcoholic perfumery and artificial flow- 
ers on the ground, as stated by the Senator from Missouri, that 
they were necessaries of life, and now he proposes to add another 
item to the catalogue in the shape of firecrackers. 

If the revenue from this source is to be maintained, it will be 
necessary to import three times as many firecrackers as we do 
now. Is that desirable? Who is desirous of having three times 
as many firecrackers imported into the United States as now? 

Mr. WHITE. The boys. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Possibly, but I think the Senator from Cali- 
fornia will 7 with me that there are quite enough im- 

rted now. I do not think we have suffered—possibly cart 

ave in California from having too few firecrackers. But, wit 
all deference to the action of the committee, it seems to me to 
reduce the duty on firéorackers two-thirds is simply absurd. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The question ison the amendment 


1 by the committee. 
i r. "ALDRICH, I should move to strike out 50 per cent ad 
valorem” and insert“ S cents pr und” but for the fact that 
the same object will be accomplished by voting against the 
amendment of the committee, and letting the paragraph stand 
as it came from the House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 


The amendment was ae to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 


bot octo read as follows: : 
1. mina ulmina 
vided for in e 30 r e enen 

335. Gunpowder, and all explosive substances used for mining, blasting, 
artillery, or sporting p es, When Valued at 20 cents or less per pound, 
5 cents per pound; valued above 20 cents per pound, 8 cents per pound. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 325, after the word purposes,” at the end of line 11, strike 
out when valued at 20cents or less per pound, 5 cents per pound; 
valued above 20 cents per pound, & cents per pound,” and insert 
10 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment of the committee 
is withdrawn. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

326. Matches, friction or lucifer, ot all descriptions, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
paragraph, in line 19, before the words ‘‘per cent,” to strike 
out yea and insert “ten.” 

x Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendment is with- 
rawn. 

Mr. FRYE. I offer as a substitute for the paragraph what 
send to the desk. 55 F : 

326, Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, 

— — Ae —— matches per box 8 cenia por a ne vey a be — 
three-fourths of 1 cent per 1 009 matches. SOR PRES Ree eee OR 

Mr. FRYE. This specific duty is about equivalent to 25 per 
cent ad valorem. I offer it on account of the information con- 
tained in this letter from the Portland Star Match Company. 
It is as follows: 

If Wilson bill is passed as amended Canadian and Swedish matches will 
drive us out of business, unless labor will submit to a reduction of at least 
— — cent. Do all you can to keep present duty of 10 cents per gross. Will 

In our facto ne-third of the labor is à 
thirds by men ana pore: at an average of 1127 per, 58 ee nee 

In Canada girls at about 40 cents per day do nearly all the work, very few 
men and boys being employed. 

3 we are informed, the work is done principally by girls at 20 

Agata. on glue, whiting, ro ym ngs we are to pay a duty of 25 per cent 
oat . — footing with our competito: H 
you will do ali you can for us. R 

N PORTLAND STAR MATCH co. 

This, to be sure, is a small industry, but it employs about six 
thousand 9 5 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This criticism, as I understand, is 
to the House bill as amended. 

Mr. FRYE. This is a criticism of the Senate amendment re- 
ducing the rate from 20 to 10 per cent, but these persons desire 
very much a specificduty; andas I have drafted the amendméht 
it is a specific duty equivalent, as I have said, to about 25 per 
cent ad valorem. Iwish the committee would accept it. Ihave 
reduced the rate in the McKinley act from 10 cents per gross to 
8 cents per gross, and from 1 cent to three-quarters of a cent 
per thousand matches when imported in boxes containing not 
more than 100 matches each. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I propose an amendment, which I 
send to the desk, to be numbered 326, to come in after the par- 
agraph just acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert asa new paragraph 
the following: 

326}. Musical instruments, or parts thereof, except pianoforte actions, 
and parts thereof, strips for musical instruments not otherwise enumerated, 
cases for musical instruments, pitch pipes, tuning forks, and tuning ham- 
mers, and metronomes, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PLATT. To what does the exception refer? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It excepts only the pianoforte ac- 
tions and ts thereof. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is another reduction upon articles of 
luxury, and it ought not to be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
i sa by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 8 

cik Percussion caps, 30 per cent ad valorem; blasting caps, 85 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 21, after the words " blast- 
ing caps,” I move to strike out “35 per cent ad valorem” and 
insert 82.07 per thousand caps.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

328. Feathersand downs of all kinds, when dressed, colored, or manufac 
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tured, monine gua ot ãown and other manufactures of down, and also 
including dre: and finished birds suitable for millinery ornaments, and 
artificial and ornamental feathers, fruits, leaves, flowers, and stems, 
or parts thereof, of whatever material composed, suitable for millinery use, 
not specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out 35 per cent” and in- 
sert ‘50 percent.” What the committee propose is another re- 
duction upon articles of artificial feathers, flowers, and millinery 
ornaments. P 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In ph 328, on e 82, line 5, before 
the word “per cent,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five” 
and insert fifty;” so as to read, 50 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

329. Furs, dressed on the skin but not made up into articles, and furs not 
on the skin, prepared for hatters’ use, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘ articles,” to insert 9 cent ad valorem;“ 
and in the same line, before the word“ furs,“ to strike out the 
word and.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move in line 8, before the words 
„per centum,” to strike out ten“ and insert twenty.“ 

r. ALDRICH. I was about to suggest that this is the Mc- 
Kinley rate, but perhaps I had better not make the suggestion. 
I withdraw it in deference to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
a luxury. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
ah pa by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

330. Fans of all kinds, except common palm-leaf fans, 40 per cent ad va- 


l. Gun wads of all descriptions, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in para- 
graph 331, line 12, before the words“ per cent,” to strike out 
‘ twenty-five ” and insert ten.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
332. Hair, human, if clean or drawn but not manufactured, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. k 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert as paragraph 3323 
what I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as anew paragraph: 
32). Hair, curled, suitable for bedsor mattresses, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. PLATT. Whatis the rate now? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Fifteen per cent. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that paragraphs 333 and 334 may be 
passed over for the present. I have some figures which I wish to 


We thought that perhaps furs were 


1 


present in relation to them. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Those paragraphs may be passed 
over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, paragraphs 333 
and 334 will be over. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


335. Hats for men's, women’s, and children's wear, composed of the fur 
of the rabbit, beaver, or other animals, or of which such fur is the com 
nent material of chief value, wholly or partially manufactured, including 
fur hat bodies, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment after the 
words “ hat bodies,” at the end of line 23, to strike out “ thirty” 
and insert “thirty-five.” 

Mr. VEST. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
“ thirty-five ” and inserting ‘‘forty;” so as to make the rate 40 
per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. PLATT. That is not a sufficient duty, but I. despair of 
getting any higher duty by moving an amendment. The rate 
ought to be 55 pox cent, as is in the existing law. : 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the commit- 
tee. p 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Jewelry and precious stones: 

336. Jewelry: All articles not specially provided for in this act, and com- 
DENI known as “jewelry,” and cameos in frames, 35 per cent ad va- 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. After the word “act,” in line 3, I 
move to strike out the word “ and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
itty ALDRICH. I move to strike out“ thirty-five and insert 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, it is proposed to strike out! 
“ thirty-five” and insert fifty;” so as to read, ‘fifty per cent 
ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the reason for reducing the duties 
„pon jewelry is the fact that jewelry is largely a 3 
life in Missouri and in Arkansas. I can not understand any other 
reason why this reduction should be made. Certainly the rate 
Sugat to be retained at 50 per cent ad valorem. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
pro by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

387. Pearls, 10 per cent ad valorem, 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment tothe para- 
graph, in line 6, strike out “fifteen ” and insert ten.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
pro d by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. TELLER, I ask the Senator who has this bill in charge 
to allow paragraph 338 to be passed over. I wish to offer an 
amendment, which has not been printed, in regard to diamonds 
and precious stones. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to passing 
the paragraph over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 
The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Leather, and manufacturers of: 

Sole leather, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 

ragraph, in line 17, before the words per cent,” to strike out 

‘ five” and insert“ ten.” 

Mr. PEFFER. I propose an amendment striking out u- 
graphs 339, 340, 341, and 342, and inserting in lieu thereof what I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Sa from Kansas vai be 3 — ki 

e SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragrap 
339, 340, 341, and 342 and insert: 
All leather and manufactures of leather, except ladies’ and children's 
loves, peared for in paragraphs 343 to 348, inclusive, shall be admitted 
ree of duty. G 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proponod by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

340. Bend or belting leather, and leather not specially provided for in this 
act, 10 per cent ad valorem. , 

341. Calfskins, tanned, or tanned and dressed, dressed upper leather, in- 
cluding patent, enameled, and japanned leather dressed or undressed, and 
finished; chamois or other skins not specially enumerated or provided for 
in this act, 15 per cent ad valorem; bookbinders’ calfskins, kangaroo, sheep, 
and goat skins, including lamb and kid skins, dressed and finished, 15 per 
cent ad valorem; skins for morocco, tanned but unfinished, 10 per cent ad 
valorem; pianoforte leather, and pianoforte action leather, 25 per cent ad 
valorem; ts and shoes, made of leather, 2) per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance 1 an amendment to para- 
graph 341, in line 25 on page 83, to strike out the word “ fif- 
teen ” and insert “‘twenty;” in line 3, page 84, to strike out ‘‘fif- 
teen” and insert ‘‘ twenty;” and in line 6, to strike out ‘‘ twenty- 
five“ and insert twenty.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The articles included in this paragraph might 
properly be called necessaries of life. Instead of being treated 
as jewelry and the various other articles we have d over, 
which were reduced from 20 to 30 and 40 per cent, the duties on 
these articles are increased from 15 to 20 per cent, showing, I 
suppose, that some different influence has affected these articles, 
other than the influence which affected duties on jewelry and 
articles of that nature. 

Tne VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

342. Leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps, or other forms, suitable for 
conversion into manufactured articles, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

343. Gloves made wholly or in part of leather, whether wholly or 
manufactured, shall pay duty at the following rates, the lengths sta in 
each case being the extreme length when stretched to their full extent, 


namely: 
344. or children’s “ glace finish, Schmaschen (of sheep origin), 
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Hy — 7 5 3 3 per dozen pairs; ars 14 8 and poe 2 — 
1 ength, ozen pairs; over inches 5 
min pairs; men’s “glace” finish, Schmaschen (sheep), 2 — — 2 
Mr. VEST. In paragraph 344, line 23, I move to strike out 
the word two,“ and insert“ three;” so as to read, 83 per dozen 
n 


The amendment was 1 oE to. = 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: = 

345. Ladies’ or children’s glace“ finish, Iamb orsheep, not over 14 inches 
in length, $1.75 per dozen ; over 34 and not over 17 inches in length, $2.75 
per dozen pairs; over 17 inches in length, 83.75 per dozen pairs. Men's 

glace“ finish, lamb or sheep, $3 per dozen pairs. : 

Mr. VEST. In paragraph 345, line 8, I move to strike out 
“eight,” and insert four, before the word “ dollars.” 

The amendment was eed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

Tha Secretary read as follows: 

245, Ladies’ or children’s “glace” finish, g 
of sheep origin, not over 14 inches in length, $2. 
and not over 17 inches in length, $3 perdozen 
# per dozen rs; men's “glace” finish, 
of sheep o $3 per dozen pairs. 

Mr. VEST. In that paragraph, I move to strike out, in line 
15, the word “three,” before the word “dollars,” and insert 
“four.” 

The amendment was agaes to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 


ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

$17. Ladies’ or children’s, of sheep origin, with exterior grain surface 
removed, by whatever name known. not over 14 inches in ＋ at isa 
dozen pairs; over 14 and not over 17 inches in length, $2.75 Fs ozen p 8 
over 17 inches in length, 83.75 per dozen pairs; — — ep origin, with 

terior surface removed, by whatever name known, 8&3 per dozen pairs. 


ex! 
Mr. VEST. In line 3, 86, paragraph 347, before the word 


“dollars,” I move to strike out three” and insert four.“ 


kid, or other leather than 
per dozen pairs; over 14 
over 17 inches in le 

goat, or other leather t 


The amendment was to. 

ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

348. Ladies’ or children’s kid, goat, or other leather than of sh 05 


pairs; men's goat, kid, or other leather than of sheep o: with exterior 
grain surface removed, by whatever name per dozen pairs. 


Mr. VEST. In line 15 of that ragraph, before the word 
„dollars,“ I move to strike out three” and insert four.“ 

The amendment was — to. 

zee VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

349. In addition to the foregoing rates, there shall be paid on all leather 
gloves, when lined, 60 cents per dozen pairs. 

Mr. VEST. In line 17, I move to strike out sixty cents” 
and insert one dollar.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

. ranks, with or with 
paris — debs of the duty 1 eee 
which they are suitable. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to occupy time, but I observe 
that there is an entirely new classification here in this bill as it 
comes from the House of Representatives, and I notice that the 
Senator from Missouri has quite largely increased, not only the 
specific rate in each paragraph, but at the end of paragraph 349 
a dollar a dozen is to be added for gloves lined. 

Inasmuch as our tables are all made on the basis of 40 percent 
ad valorem, I should like to ask the Senator to give usa general 
idea of the equivalent ad valorem rates of the scheme, 
especially on what are known as the cheaper gloves, gloves of 
cheap origin, worth four and five dollars a dozen. 

Mr. VEST. This is a slight increase over the bill as it came 
from the House in regard to men’s gloves. The other ratesare 
substantially unchanged. The intention in the House was to 
make it about 40 per cent ad valorem or the equivalent, although 
they adopted specific rates. My impression in regard to it, upon 
such examination as I could give, was that the duty ought to be 
ad valorem. 

There was no schedule in the whole bill which gave me so 
much trouble to understandas the duties upon gloves, and Ihave 
never yet found any man who understood it. They were made 
up by experts, by importers, in the McKinley act, and the House 
followed the same classification. The importers and manufac- 
turers having made the schedule, it is simply impossiblefor any- 
body but an expert to know when you put duty upon a par- 
ticular length or upon the number of buttons and the number 
of stitches, what is the equivalent ad valorem. 

All I could arrive at was that the House intended to put on 


the equivalent of about 40 per cent. We have added to some of 
these classes, for instance, on men’s gloves an increase of 81 
ona oe paie and it would make slightly over 40 per cent. 
Mr. SON. I should like to ask the Senator if he under- 
stands this as a sufficient protection to our own glove-makers in 
New York and elsewhere? 
Mr. VEST. It is not all they ask; but so far as I can judge, 


they always ask more than they expect to get; and it was 
thought a very fair duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is satisfied that none of these 
duties would go above 50 or 60 per cent? 


Mr. VEST. I think not, unless we have been grossly deceived 
by the appraisers and by the manufacturers and importers. 
There has been a great difference of opinion as to whether these 
duties should be ad valorem or specific. The appraisers first 
held, as shown in the testimony under the bill of 1888, identi- 
cally the same appraisers—said an ad valorem was the fair duty; 
but of late years the weight of testimony has been the other 


way. 

It is impossible for an appraiser to sustain an ad valorem duty, 
because it increases his work so much that it would not be human 
nature for him to pas it upon that ground alone, and so he does 
not stand by ad valorem duties. But the pressure was tremen- 
dous on all sides for a specific duty, and the House has put aspe- 
cific duty there. We contented ourselves with increasing the 
rates htl n certain classes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not object to this scale of duty, but I 
think we ought to have a sort of general understanding amongst 
ourselves that it is a pretty high rate on some things. e scale 
as it came from the House was said to be on some of the cheaper 
classes of goods about 120 per cent ad valorem. I notice the 
Senator from Missouri has added $1 a dozen here and there. I 
should think that rate must be in the neighborhood of 150 per 


cent. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is entirely mistaken. We did not 
increase the rate on the lower grade of goods, of which he is 
speaking. The increase was e alone on men's gloves and the 

her priced gloves. 
r. ALDRICH. The increase is satisfactory to me. 

ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Miscellaneous manufactures: 

351, Manufactures of amber, asbestus, bladders, coral, or whipgut or 
TTT 
this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 5 7 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment after the 
word “coral,” in line 2, page 87, to insert “cork.” 

The amendment was agreed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 


ceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

352. Manufactures of bone, chip, grass, horn, Indiarubber, palm leaf, straw, 
weeds, or whalebone, or of which these substances or either of them is the 
component material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 25 
percent ad valorem. But the terms grass and straw shall be understood to 
mean these substances in their natural form and structure and not the sep- 


arated fiber thereof. 

353. Manufactures of leather, fur, genet sais vulcanized India rub- 
ber, known as hard rubber, human hair, papier-mache, a. of Paris, in- 
durated fiber wares, and other manufactures composed of wood or other 
— of which these substances or either of them is the component ma- 

of chief value, all of the above not specially provided for in this act, 

30 per cent ad valorem. = 
` ufactures ot ivory, vegetabie ivory, mother-of-pearl, gelatine, and 
shell, or of which these substances or either of them is age ng poet mate- 


rial of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, manufactures 
ponte SOSEA, as bead or beaded trimmings or ornaments, 35 per 
cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the word 
“or,” in line 6, after the word ‘ beaded,” and insert or jet.” 

The amendm ent was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In lines6 and 7 I move tostrike out thirty- 
five” and insert forty;“ so as to read 40 per cent.“ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 


ceed. : 

The Secretary read as follows: 

355. Masks, composed of paper or pulp, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

255. Matting and mats made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 356, after the word “rattan,” in line 10, to insert “and 
floor matting manufactured from round or split straw, including 
what is 5 known as Chinese matting.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. The proposition of the committee is to take 
what is known as Chinese matting from the free list and impose 
a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem upon it. 

Chinese matting is not made and can not be made in this 


country. It is used as carpe bre large class of the poor 
people of the United States, and the different treatment afforded 
to this article, when there is no necessity of revenue, as com- 


1894. 


red with the reductions which have been made to-day upon 
jewelry and all those articles of luxury, will, I think, create 
some surprise, to say the least, in the minds of the American 
people, and there is no economic policy, of which I know any- 
thing, that will justify this action. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment, 
and I desire to say something on the matter of cocoa mats and 
mattings made of cocoa flber and rattan. Ishould be very much 
obliged if the Senator who has the bill in charge would allow 
this clause to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. VEST. I withdraw the committee amendment, and let 
the paragraph stand as it came from the House, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment of the committee 
is withdrawn. 7 5 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator from Missouri it he will be 
Willing to lot this porsgropi go over until morning? Itisnow 
very late, and I should like to offer an amendment and speak 
for a few minutes in regard to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean as to Chinese matting or 
as to cocoa matting? i 

Mr. LODGE. I mean tho paragraph relating to matting made 
of cocoa fiber or rattan. I desire to offer an amendment to it, 
and I have some petitions and papers I desire to present. TLalso 
desire to say something about it, but it is so very late that I 
should be obliged if the Senator would let it go over. I shall 
only take up a few moments. 

Mr. VEST. Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed 
over. The Secretary will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

357. Pencils of wood filled with lead or other material, 35 per cent ad 
Valorem; slate pencils, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 16 
to strike out “ thirty-five” and insert ‘‘forty,” and in line 18 to 
strike out “twenty-five” and insert thirty.“ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I moye the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 15, it is proposed to insert “and 
slate pencils covered with wood;” in © 16, to strike out 
“forty” and insert ‘‘fifty;” after the words “ad valorem,” in 
line 17, to insert all other;“ and, in line 18, to strike out 
“twenty-five ” and insert thirty.“ $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Are those the ordinary pencils which are 
used in our schools? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. ¢ 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it were not so late, I should be glad to have 
the committee explain why these progressive advances are made 
from 15 and 20, to 30 and 45 per cent. I suppose it would be ask- 
ing too much at this late hour of the evening to tax the chair- 
man of the committee to that extent. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is too late. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

258. Pencil leads not in wood, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to add asa new paragraph, 
to be numbered 358+, what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

853}. Photographic ary plates or films, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the present rate on the article? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. About 45 per cent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
8 by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

859. Pipes, pipe bowls, of all materials, and all smokers’ articles whatso- 
ever, not specially provided for in this act, including tto books, cigar- 
ette-book covers, pouches for smoking or che tobacco, and cigarette 
paper in all forms, 50 percent ad valorem; allcommon tobacco pipes of clay, 

ued at not more than 50 ceuts per gross, 10 cents per gross. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
8 in line 25, after the word pipes” to insert“ and pipe 

wls;” in line 1, on page 89, after the word clay“ to strike 
out“ valued at not more than 50 cents per gross, 10 cents per 
gross,” and insert ‘10 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee, and I move the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. After the word “ pipes,” in line 25, itis 
proposed to insert and pipe bowls made wholly of clay, val- 
ued at not more than 50cents per gross, 10 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the committee amendment will not 
be adopted. The effect of it would be to absolutely destroy the 
American industry, not a very large one, it is true, but one em- 
ploying a very considerable number of men. Clay pipes can not 
be made in the United States with a duty of 10 per cent ad va- 
lorem; and as the paragraphs which have just been 3 
give 20 and 25 and 50 per cent upon industries which are of no 
more consequence so far as the labor in them is concerned, I 
think it is unjust and an unfair disorimination against the people 
engaged in this little industry. 

We propose to impose 30 per cent, as the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] suggests, upon common slate pencils and 
oniy 10 56 cent upon clay pipes. 

r. VEST. Does the Senator call these articles of necessity 
or articles of luxury? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Practically of necessity. They are, however, 
no more necessary than slate pencils or lead pencils. Does the 
Senator from Missouri think that clay pipes are any more an 
article of necessity than lead pencils? 

Mr. VEST. I think clay pipes are an article of luxury in my 
pas rs the country; I do not know what they are in Rhode 

sland. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then you shouldnot puta higher duty than 
10 per cent upon them. , 

r. VEST. The McKinley act put a duty on these articles of 
over 50 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The House 
whatever it may have been. 

Mr. VEST. No; 10 cents a gross, which I think was about 
33.41 per cent. Under the House provision it was 50 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why does the Senate committee propose a 
reduction of from 33 to 10 percent. below the House rate? 

Mr. VEST. Because it is an article which is used by all 
classes.of people here; it is to them an article of necessity, and 
the best reason in the world exists for making it as cheap as 
possible. The Senator says it isan article of necessity, and I 
accept him as the highest authority on the tariff question. 

Mr, ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri,in paragraph 
356, proposes to take an important article of common use from 
the free list and put a duty of 20 per cent on it. If this para- 
graph proposes to reduce an article that is not as important and 
not in as great use from 33 to 10 per cent, there is certainly no 
consistency in the action upon the two paragraphs. 

Mr. GRAY. That amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand that. 

Mr. VEST. I withdrew that amendment, as the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] said he wanted to speak on cocoa 
matting, and the whole paragraph went over; but if it will re- 
lieve the Senator any we will withdraw the amendment and let 
it go back to the free list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will only relieve mo by having it go to 
the free list, where it belongs. 

Mr. VEST. Loet it go there. 

Mr. LODGE. I want to say in regard to this heavy cut on 
clay pipes that if they are necessities, certainly the match which 
lights them isa POORT; and the duty on matches now stands 
at 20 per cent in the bill, and the duty on matches is raised in 
every case but one. 

I have a table here furnished by the importers of matches, 
who have been consulted largely as authorities on this subject, 
and it appears that the duty on matches have been increased in 
some instances over the McKinley rate from 300 to 500 per cent, 
on wax matches particularly; and cortainly if those increases 
were made on matches, I see no reason for making this immense 
reduction of duty on clay pipes, which the Senator from Rhode 
Island stated, as I understand, will stop the manufacture in this 
country. 

The price of those pipes is so very small that the foreign im- 
porter will have to put them in the markets at the same price 
and he would undoubtedly carry the duty. The only result o 
the reduction would be to destroy that particular industry, and 
at the same time these increased duties are put upon matches, 
whioh; I understand, although a small industry, employs many 
people. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think this is a proper place for me to pro- 

e an amendment which I wish to offer, to put a duty on salt. 
see that these miscellaneous matters are arranged in alphabeti- 
cal order, and I will ask the committee whether I am correct in 
assuming that this will be the proper place to propose tha 
amendment? 

Mr. GRAY. Where? 

Mr. PEFFER. Just before paragraph 360. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the Senator propose the 
amendment at the end of these articles, just before the free list. 


provision put on the same rate, 
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Mr. PEFFER. I prefer to propose the amendment now, Mr. 
President, if this be the proper place. I wish to say that my 
amendment is to insert as a new paragraph: : 

359}. Salt, 5 cents per 100 pounds. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
atorfrom Kansas for the purpose of offering the amendment 
after this paragraph is concluded. 

Mr. PEF FER. TL understood it was disposed of by the Senate. 

Mr.GALLINGER. With reference to the tremendous cut 
that is proposed on clay pires, I desire to detain the Senate a 
single moment by calling attention to the fact that with a 50 per 
cent duty we imported 185,327 gross last year, the value of which 
was nearly $56,000. Now, it is proposed toreduce the duty four- 
fifths from the present rate, from 50 per cent and a fraction to 
10 per cent. 

It can not dootherwise than to utterly annihilate this industry. 
I do not know how extensive itis. Iam notan authority on pipes 
of aay kind, but it must necessarily, it seems to me, utterly de- 
stroy the industry; and the worst partof it is, that after we have 
imported all our elay pipes and given this work to foreigners in- 
stead of to Americans, the poor American citizen, whether he be 
a Yankee or an Irishman or a Dutchman, will pay his 1 cent for 
his clay pipe just the same. It is not going to reduce the price 
of Pipes to the r man who uses them, but it will transfer this 
industry from American’ soil to foreign soil. It is to take from 
us the very considerable revenue that comes in now under this 


50 per cent duty. 

anybody can tell me who is going to be benefited by this 
proposed change I shall be very glad to get the information. It 
seems to me, while this is a very small matter, it is one never- 
theless involving a 1 that we ought to contend for; and 
the best interests of the country require that the duty shall not 
be reduced, certainly, to the extent pro by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
pro d by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair now recognizes the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to insert as a new paragraph— 

359}. Salt, 5 cents per 100 pounds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Kansas will permit me, 
salt has heretofore been in the agricultural schedule, and if salt is 

ut on the free list, it should be stricken from there, and can be 
PR in some other place in the agricultural scheđule rather 
than here. Of course it is not very material, but I want to make 
that suggestion to the Senator, if he desires to move the amend- 
ment to-night. 

Mr. PEFFER. I can enter the motion now, and I wish to 
submit a vay small amount of matter from the salt people in 
Kansas, and I might just as well do it now as ia the morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill suggest to the Senator from Kansas 
that I think the salt provision will lead to considerable debate, 
and if it will suit him to pass it over, I should like very much 
to get over this schedule to-day. 

r. PEFFER. nik Wa, let it go. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading will be resumed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


360. Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades, covered with material com 
wholly or in part of silk, wool, or goat hair, 45 per cent ad valorem; 
ered with paper or other material, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I move to strike out the words or 
goat hair,” in line 8, and insert what is printed in the small 
type following down to the words ad valorem,” in line 10, and 

en to strike out the remainder of the paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8, after the word wool,” it is pro- 

d to strike out or goat hair” and insert ‘‘ worsted, the 

r of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, or other ma- 

terial than paper;” and after the words ‘‘ad valorem,” in line 

10, it is pro to strike out the remainder of the paragraph, 

as follows: If covered with paper or other material, 35 per cent 
ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.PLATT. Isimply want to call attention to a paragraph 
which, on 34, comes into this bill in some mysterious way, 
and I think this is a pretty good place to speak of it. 

The paragraph is as follows: 

Umbrella and parasol ribs, and stretcher frames, tips, runners, handles, 
or other parts thereof, made in whole or chief part of iron, steel, or any 
other metal, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

It crept into that schedule where all the manufactures of iron 
in my State are getting only 35per centad valorem. Ihave had 
a great curiosity to know the history of it, and it has in no re- 
spect been allayed by the fact that the manufacturers of um- 
brellas and parasols are only to get 45 per cent ad valorem, less 
duty than is given upon the ribs, frames, tips, eto. I should like 
on some convenient occasion, when we have more time, to have 


cov- 


explained how it was that that paragraph has crept into this 
schedule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I supposesome Yankee who wanted 
to make those things got it put in. 

Mr. PLATT. That will not do. 

Mr. ALLISON. As to that explanation of the Senator, it 
seems to me that the duty upon the finished article ought at 
least to be as high as upon the parts, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The cost of the finished article 
would hardly have anyrelation to the cost of these items, which 
would enter into the construction of it. I do notsee that that is 
inevitable by any means. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see how you can have an umbrella 
without a rib, and if you pay 50 per cent on a rib, it is probable 
that you willimport the rib, andnot manufacture it here. That 
would be my idea, although I may be wrong about it. 

_Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the umbrella cost $1.50 and the 
ribs 25 cents, 45 per cent on the umbrella would be very much 
eth according to the value, than 50 per cent of the cost of the 
parts. : 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator does not seem to get my point. 
We are providing here for umbrellas on the supposition that the 
manufacturer will make the umbrella and every part of it. If 
he undertakes ’to do that, he will find his neighbor importing a 
good part of thése articles or manufacturing by his side with a 
greater protection than he receives. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that the 
bill as it now stands imposes a duty of 50 per cent upon the um- 
brella frames, and a duty of 45 per cent on the covering, if of 
silk 45 per cent, and if covered with woolen or worsted it would 
pay 45 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator is certainly in error 
when he states that the umbrella would be admitted at 30 per 
cent. The Ponce I see, is 45 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You struck out paragraph 361? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Paragraph 341 has not been adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Forty-five per cent is the proposition oi the 
committee. I do not understand that the bill increases that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


361. Umbrellas, 8 and sunshades, sticks for, if plain or carved, 
finished or unfinished, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The language in this paragraph should be 
changed. The words “sticks for” should be put at the head of 
that paragraph, or else you are liable to have a construction 
given by some appraising officers that umbrellas and parasols 
are provided for as well as sticks. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think that is a correct criticism; 
and I move to transpose the location of those words, so that it 
will be clear that it means the sticks for umbrellas and parasols. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

362. Waste, not specially provided for in this act, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was d to; and (at 6 o’clock and 15 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 19, 1894, 
at 10 o'clock a.m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 18, 1894. 


The House met at 120’clock m., and was called to order by Mr. 
THOMAS O. TOWLES, Chief Clerk. 
The following was read: 


Sim: I hereby name Hon. JOSEPH W. BAILEY,a Representative from the 
State of Texas, to perform the duties of the Chair for this aa: 
CHARLES F. CRISP, Speaker. 
Hon. JAMES KE 


RR, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
Mr. BAILEY took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


Prayer was offered by Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain 
of the Senate. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 


proved. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SIOUX FALLS, S. DAK. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, referring to an esti- 
mate of deficiency in the appropriation for the completion of 
the United States custom-house and post-office building at Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak., transmitted by him on February 6, 1894, and 
recommending that the same be reduced to $15,000; which was 
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3 di the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
rinted. 
5 SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House Senate bills 
of the following titles; which were severally read twice, and re- 
ferred as stated: 

A bill (S. 1515) to amend chapter 6, of Title XXXII, of the Re- 
vised Statutes, relating to mineral lands and mining resources— 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

A bill (S. 160) tofix the price of lands entered under the desert- 
land laws—to the Committee on Public Lands. . 

A bill (S. 814) for the relief of the representatives of Daniel 
C. Rodman, deceased, and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1852) to provide an American register for the steamer 
S. Oteri—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported a bill (H. R. 7477) 3 gy wea 
tions to supply deficiencies in the spproprasans or the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. McCREARY of r I desire to ask that my col- 
league from Kentucky, Hon. W. J. STONE, who is sick, be ex- 
cused for to-day. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEARD. I wish to ask indefinite leave of absence for the 
gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. CARUTH, who received this 
morning a telegram from Louisville, summoning him home on 
account of sickness in his family. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. GARDNER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. RICHARDS, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE IN EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1390) providing an addi- 
tional circuit judge in the eighth judicial circuit. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. REED. Before unanimous consent is granted I should 
like to know what are the grounds for this application. I think 
«zich a matter as thisought to bə fully understood by the House. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. My colleague [Mr. CLARK] will make 
an explanation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I think I can explain 
the situation in a very few minutes. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to object to this measure. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then, of course, there is no use in 
making a statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will withhold the objection, however, until 
the gentleman can be heard. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The situation is about this: In the 
eighth circuit the court business has grown so much and the 
courts are so much behind the docket that it takes nearly the 
entire time of all the district judges, in the circuit, to sit as cir- 
cuit judges, and they do notkeep up with the work; so that prac- 
tically we have had no district court in the eighth circuit for the 
last two or three years. Now, if it is the intention of Congress 
to transact the business of the country, then we ought to have 
this additional judge. 

Mr. REED, How does this circuit compare with the others? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why thisisone of the largest, con- 
sidering the number of people in connection with its geograph- 
ical configuration, of any district in the country. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] can tell all about it. 

Mr. HULL. It should be stated also that it is a circuit that 
does the largest business of any circuit in the United States. 

Mr.CLARK of Missouri. es; there are morecases pending 
in it now than in any other circuit in the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The remedy is to reduce the jurisdiction of 
the Federal courts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH OMAHA AND WINNEBAGO RESERVA- 
TIONS. - 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


the present consideration of the bill (S. 1995) granting to the 
Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Company right of way 


through the Omaha and Winnebago Indian 


State of Nebraska. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to 
the right of objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 


Mr. DUNPHY. I object. 
AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3291) to amend 
5 22 of an act to regulate commerce, as amended March 2, 
1889. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to 
objection. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 22 of an act to regulate commerce, approved 
February 4, 1887, and as amended March 2, 1889, be, and is hereby, amended 
by ad thereto the following provisio: 

“ Provided further, That noth in this act shall prevent the issuance of 
joint interchangeable 5,000-mile tickets, with special privile, as to the 
amount of Fe baggage that may bs carried under mileage tickets of 1,000 
or more miles.” z 


The Committse on Interstate and Foreign Commerce recom- 
mend the adoption of the following amendment: 


Insert after the word “ miles“ in section 1 of the bill: 

But before any common carrier, subject to the provisions of this act, shall 
issue any such joint inte able mileage kets with privi- 
leges, as aforesaid, it shall file with the Interstate Commerce Commission 
copies of the joint tariffs of rates, fares, or charges on which such joint in- 
terchangeable mileage tickets are to be based, together with s cations 
of the amount of free baggage permitted to be carried under such tickets, 
in the Same manner as common carriers are required to do with regard to 
other joint rates by section 6 of this act; and all the provisions of said sec- 
tion 6 relating to joint rates, fares, and charges 8 said 

— and enforced by the Interstate Commerce Commission as 
5 with regard to such joint interchangeable mileage tickets as with re- 
ga to other joint rates, fares, and charges referred to in said section 6. 
t shall be unlawful for any common carrier that has issued or authorized 
to be issued any such joint interchangeable mileage tickets to demand, col- 
lect, or receive from any person or persons a greater or less compensation 
for transportation of 9 or baggage under such joint in le 
mileage tickets than t required by the rate, fare, or charge specified in 
the copies of the joint tariff of rates, fares, or charges filed with the Commis- 
sion in force at the time. The provisions of section 10 of this act shall ap- 
ply to any violation of the requirements of this proviso.” 


Mr. PICKLER. Let us have an explanation of this bill. 

The SPEAKER He tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to have the gen- 
tleman from Illinois make some explanation of the bill first. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Iwill be very glad todo so. If the Clerk 
will first read the report I will then supplement it with any ad- 
ditional information that may be required by any member. 

The report (by Mr. DURBOROW) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3291) “to amend section 22 of an act to regulate com- 
merce, as amended March 2, 1889.“ report the same back with an amendment, 
and with the recommendation that the bill as so amended do pass. 

Your committee is of opinion that there is * in the act to regulate 
commerce which prohibits the thing which this bi 3 and that the 
only object of the bill is to be declaratory to that effect. But they have 
deemed it proper to offer the amendment proposed in order to prevent the 
declarations of the bill from beingmade, under any circumstances, a vehicle 
of discriminations between any of the people in the United States who use 
interstate transportation. Should the amendment be adopted, there is no 
reason, your committee believes, whythis bill should not 

Your committee further recommends that H. R. 1938, W. is a bill inthe 
same general interest as the present bill, do lie upon the table. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, this bill is one the passage 
of whichis earnestly desired by commercial travelers all over 
the country. The interstate-commerce law, it is believed b 
the committee, does not really prohibit the sale and use of this 
class of tickets now, but the transportation companies have 
stated to the commercial travelers’ associations that before 
they issue such tickets as the bill provides they prefer to have 
special authorization from Congress to that effect; they are per- 
fectly willing to do it, but believe that it would make the law 
clearer if this amendment to the law, as proposed by the pend- 
ing bill, shall be adopted. 

The largo body of men throughout the country who will use the 


servations, in the 


tickets will greatly contribute to the commercial interests ofall 
sections, and it is believed that the bill will give very tand 
needed relief in many directions. The Committee on Interstate 


and Foreign Commerce have investigated the matter thoroughly 
and this isa unanimous report from the committee. It is de- 
sirable that this measure should be acted upon if possible to-day; 
and I have been requested to call it up by reason of the fact that 
the National Commercial Travelers’ Association of the whole 
country is now in convention assembled at Milwaukee, Wis., and 
as they earnestly desire the passage of the measure it will af- 
ford them much pleasure if such action shall be taken to day, to 
be able to annouce it authoritatively to the convention. . 
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The SPEAKER pro emeni Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was again 


reported. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I would, like to say, Mr. Speaker, with 
reference to this amendment that the committee drew the 
amendment very carefully, because the only objection to this 
measure was that in practical effect it might lead to unjust dis- 
crimination. Itis believed by the committee that the amend- 
ment as reported will prevent anything of the kind and make it 
applicable especially as intended. 

‘he amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DURBOROW, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 

The SPEAKER protempore. In the absence of objection, the 
bill (H. R. 1938) will be laid on the table. 


JUDGMENTS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr. e I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. BRYAN] asks unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of a bill, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Olerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6979) to amend section 8 of an act entitled “An act to regulate 
the —2 of Jua — and decreos of the courts of the United States,“ ap- 

The SERASA jie tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? d 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the first part of the bill be re- 

rted again. There was such confusion that it could not be 


eard. 

The Clerk again read the first portion of the bill. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair 
that there is an amendment reported by the committee. The 
Clerk will now report the amendment. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Is this bill before the House by unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair directed the Clerk 
to read the bill and amendments, after which the Chair will sub- 
mit the request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BRYAN. Iwill explain the bill so that I think there 
will be no objection to it. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR and Mr. PAYNE objected. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will you allow me to explain? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make no objection to the bill itself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH OMAHA AND WINNEBAGO INDIAN 
RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. DUNPHY], who objected to the con- 
sideration of the bill for which I asked unanimous consent, has 
withdrawn his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
PERKINS] states that the objection which was made to the con- 
sideration of the bill called up by him hasbeen withdrawn. The 
Chair again submits the request. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. The bill just read? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the bill the title of which 
the Clerk will now feport. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1995) granting to the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Com- 
penya por ed ae, a the Omaha and Winnebago Indian Reservations, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 
~ There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The biil has already been re- 
ported. The question is on its third reading. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into the 


Is there objection to the present 


Committee of the Whole on the stateof the Union, for the con- 
sideration of bills raising revenue. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HATCH] moves that the House resolves itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills raising 
revenue, 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, a ee e inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MORAE. Is that motion in order until after the call of 
committees for reports? 

The SPE R pro tempore. This being the third Monday of 
the month, there is no morning hour. 

Mr, BYNUM. Mr. a eset Idesire to raise a question of 
Cee or the motion made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

ATCH]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will state the point of order. 

Mr. BYNUM, I will state the grounds of my objection. The 
Chair will find by examining clause 57 of Rule XI, that certain 
billg reported by certain committees are privileged mutters. 
Clause 57 of Rule XT reads as follows: 

57. The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any time 
on the matters herein stated, viz: The Committee on Rules, on rales, joint 
rules, and order of business; the Committee on Elections, on the right of a 
member to his seat; the Committee on Ways and Means, on bills raisin 
revenue; the committees having jurisdiction of appropriations, the genera! 
appropriation bills, etc, 

The only privilege provided in the rules for the consideration 
of bills is the provision contained in this rule, which provides 
that certain committees shall have the right to report at any 
time. Under the construction of this rule in the Thirty-second 
Congress, it was held and has been held continuously from that 
time to the present that the right to report at any time carried 
withit the a apep bill consideredatany time. So, instead 
of providing in the rules that certain bills shall be privileged 
to be considered at any time, the provision simply is that com- 
mittees having jurisdiction of certain bills shall have the right 
to report at any time, which carries with it the right of consid- 
eration at any time. 

I can find no other provision for the consideration of revenue 
bills. Now, Ido not contend for one moment that this bill is 
not a revenue bill, but I maintain this position, that no other 
committee of this House has the right of Panoga as to revenus 
bills, except the Committee on Ways and Means, and that reve- 
nue bills reported by the Committee on Ways and Means are the 
ed ones that are entitled to privilege under the rules of the 

ouse, 

It is true, Mr. Speaker, that this House has the right to refer 
any bill to any committee; but that does not change the effect 
of the rules. I have no doubt but that this bill will be consid- 
ered; and I do not raise this point of order for the purpose so 
much of antagonizing this same, as to settle this question, be- 
cause if the Committee on Agriculture has the right to take the 
privilege of the Committee on Ways and Means, then every 
other committee in the House which might acquire jurisdiction 
of a bill which was privileged from some 5 committee 
would be entitled to the same privilege, and the entire mode of 
procedure as prescribed by this House in its rules for the pur- 
pose of controlling and regulating its business would’ be com- 
pletely overthrown, 

It is well known to the Chair and to the House that under our 
present system there is no trouble insecuring the consideration 
of any measure that the Committee on Rules and the House de- 
sire to take up. Formerly there was great difficulty in reach- 
ing measures which the House desired to consider. Our rules 
have been so modified, amended, and improved that the House 
has it in its power, with the consent of the Committee on Rules, 
to consider any bill which it desires. Therefore I maintain, 
Mr. Speaker, that there is not the slightest excuse for deviat- 
ing from the strict construction of the rule as laid down by the 
House for the government of its proceedings. 

There are certain reasons, Mr. Speaker, why this should be 
done. There are certain rules which must be strictly adhered 
to, and which are essential to the government and regulation 
and proper conduct of the businessof the House; and itisas essen- 
tial in prese the order and the dignity and the regularity of 
its proceedings that weshould adhere strictly to the construction 
of the rules, as it is that the doctrine of stare decisis be adhered 
to in the construction of the State statute and the enforcement 
of rights under the common-law rights. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is but one paras which might be in- 
sisted as giving the Committee on Agriculture the right of privi- 
lege, and that is that this being a revenue bill, and having been 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, it was subse- 
88 by the House taken away from it, and referred to the 

mmittee on Agriculture. 

I maintain, Mr, Speaker, that whenever the House lays down 


The gentleman from Indiana 
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rules for its government it ties its own hands in the same man- 
ner that the people tie their hands when they prescribe a con- 
stitutional provision regulating their own conduct. The House 
has designated certain matters as being priverai: The only 
revenue bills that are privileged are revenue bills reported by 
the Committee on Ways and Means; not all revenue bills, but 
all revenue billsreported by the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Tho very same is true in regard to appropriations, general ap- 
propriation bills coming from the Committee on Appropriations, 
not all appropriations. Also certain matters referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and certain matters to the Committee 
on Accounts are privileged. And therefore, Mr. Speaker, I 
maintain that revenue bills reported only by the Committee on 
Ways and Means are privileged, and that the general motion to 

o into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of revenue 
Bills is not in order, because thatincludesa motion broader than 
the rule prescribes as privileged. Itshould be a motion that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of revenue bills reported by the Committee on 
Ways and Means, not a general motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of rev- 
enue bills, because the latter motion may include bills which 
under the rule are not privileged. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it may be urged that the rules construed 
ase whole apply to all revenue bills, from whatever committee 
they may come. Rule XXIV, clause 6, provides as follows: 

6. Unfinished business, if any, having been disposed of, motions shall be 
e Thatthel Bouse resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union to consider, first, bills raising revenue and general 
appropriation bills, and then other business on its Calendar. 25 

That provision, Mr. Speaker, is contained in a rule prescrib- 
ing simply the order of business or hdres of procedure, and 
must be construed in connection with the other rules of the 
House. Therefore the first motion isa motion to consider reve- 
nue bills, under the clause I have cited, which gives the privi- 
lege to revenue bills from the Committee on Ways and Means. 
I take it that that does not confer any additional power, so far 
as the question of privilege is concerned, than that which is con- 
tained in the provision I have already cited. 

This I look upon as an importantquestion. It is a well-known 
fact that the Committee on Ways and Means, as well as the 
Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on Elections, 
are selected, that the minds of their members are directed in 
certain lines ok investigation, and that they become better 
equipped for those special matters than committees which are 
given jurisdiction of other matters, and therefore in the organi- 
zation of the House there are certain policies to be carried out, 
and the committees are organized in that view, and the privile 
is conferred upon the committee in connection with such special 
measures. 

Now, if that is not true, Mr. Speaker, then we are at sea so 
far as concerns the measures that may come before this House 
for consideration. A number of bills may come from a com- 
mittee that have had little experience in the investigation of 
the matter. 

General me riation bills might come from any other com- 
mittee than e on Appropriations, who devote their 
entire time and attention to the consideration of such measures. 
So revenue bills need not come from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, but might originate in other committees, who de- 
vote no time to the consideration of the general question of 
revenue, but simply desire to bring in some special measure to 
affect some special interest under the guise of a revenue bill. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I maintain that the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri, if entertained at all, must be restricted 
to revenue bills reported from the Committee on Ways and 
Means. I make the further suggestion to the Chair that it must 
be made by order of the Commitee on Ways and Means. It is 
not the individual right of any member of the House to move to 
take up a bill which is privileged only because it is reported by 
acertain committee. It isthe hikes of that committee alone 
to determine when a motion shall be made to take up sucha 
measure. In accordance with that idea, upon questions which 
may be called by a committee in the morning hour, it has been 
repeatedly held that no member of the committee can call up a 
bill in the morning hour unless he is authorized to do so by the 
committee reporting the bill. I take the same view of all these 
pero eena measures. They must be reported by thecommittee 

aving the privilege, and must be called up by the consent of 
that committee. 

. Now, Mr. Speaker, upon the point which I did not elaborate, 
as to the reference of this bill by the House tothe Commi on 
Agriculture, I maintain that whenever the House has established 
acode of rules prescribing certain privileges for certain commit- 
tees, those rules must govern, and the mere fact that the House 
has the power to refer bills to any committee it may choose does 
not give to it the power to transfer the privileges which it has 


given tocertain committees to other committees. To admit that 
right would amount toa complete abrogation of the rules and to 
a Violation of the provisions prescribed in the rules by which 
they may be changed. 

It is well settled that the people of a State, or of the United 
States, can not amend their constitution except in conformity 
with the modes prescribed in the constitution itself; and equally 
is it true that House can not onango its rules except in the 
mode prescribed by the House intherules. Therefore, themere 
right of reference, or the mere right to change the reference of 
a measure from one committee to another, does not carry with 
it the right upon ioe paso the House to transfer the privileges 
which it has conferred byits rules upon one to another commit- 
tee when the latter has been denied sucha privilege by the rule 
of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a point of 


order. 

Tho SPEAKER protempore. There is one point of ordernow 
pending. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana a question. 

Mr. BYNUM. What is the gentleman's question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The question I desire 
to submit to the gentleman from Indiana is whether he holds 
that this motion made by any member of the House on this par- 
ticular day, under clause 6 of Rule XXIV, would be out of order 
5 the member were recognized by the Speaker to make the mo- 

on? 

Mr.BYNUM. By clause 6 of Rule XXIV a mere order of busi- 
nessis prescribed. Certainmotions would beinorder. Ofcourse, 
a number of privileged questions may come before the House 
and they take precedence, according to previous rules. For in- 
stance, a motion togo into Committee of the Whole for the consid- 
eration of revenue bills, or of bills making general appropria- 
tions, would take precedence over a motion to go into 8 
tee of the Whole to consider a bill from the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. Why? Because the Com- 
mittee on Waysand Means and the Committee on Appropriations 
have priority of privilege. 

Mr. BREC RIDGE of Kentucky. The point I want to sub- 
mit is this. If a gentleman were to rise this morning and ask 
for the regular order, and the Chair called the regular order, 
and the gentleman Missouri, or any gentleman represent- 
ing any other committee, were to rise and make a motion under 
subdivision 1 of clause 6 of Rule XXIV, and the Chair were to 
recognize him, would not that be in order without regard tothe 
argument presented by the gentleman from Indiana as to privi- 
leged motions? 

Mr. BYNUM. The order of business in the rule is intended 
to prescribe the order in which the business of the House shall 
be transacted, even as between privileged questions. Thereare 
several privileged e that may come up, but the Chair 
would have to decide the order of their precedence under the 
order of business, and that is all the order of business is for. In 
order to determine which question had precedence it would be 
necessary to go back and look at the éntire body of rules to see 
what authority was conferred upon the committees concerned. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think it necessary to 
reply at any length to the argument of the gentleman from In- 
diana. I willsimply call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that so distin: ed a Speaker of this House as the Hon. John 
G. Carlisle held in the Forty-eighth Congress that a bill raising 
revenue, which had been referred by a vote of the House to the 
Committee on Agriculture and reported back from that commit- 
tee, had all the rights and privileges of a revenue bill reported 
from the Committee on Ways and Means. After extended argu- 
ment upon a pointof order made against that bill, similar to the 
one made now by the gentleman from Indiana, the Speaker held 
as I have stated, and the motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of what was known as the oleomar- 
gerine ai was entertained day after day until the bill was dis- 
posed of. 

In the Fifty-second Congress the present Speaker of the House 
(who I think understands the rules of this House fully as well 
as the gentleman from Indiana) decided in the same way, not 
only once but repeatedly, by entertaining the motion made by 
me that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering a bill similar in many respects 
to the bill now before the House. 

Mr. BYNUM. Was the point ever made against that bill? 

Mr. 5 The point was made and argued at the very 
ning. ; 

Mr. BYNUM, What bill does the gentleman refer to? 
Mr. HATCH. The antioption bill, in the Fifty-second Con- 


gress. 
Mr. BYNUM. I have examined the RECORD, and I find thai 
no point of this kind was raised against that bill. 
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Mr. HATCH. I think the gentleman is mistaken, because my 
recollection is that on that occasion I referred the S er to 
the ruling made by Mr. Carlisle in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

But whether the point was raisedor not the motion was enter- 
tained by the Speaker day after day; and it was acted upon by 
the House. If thepresent occupant of the chair has any doubt 
whatever in his mind upon this question I shall be glad to get 
the RECORD of the Forty-eighth Congress and read it. The 
practice has been unbroken from that Congress down to the 
present time; and Mr. Carlisle stated in his ruling on the oleo- 
margarine bill that the very highest privilege that a bill could 
have,coming from any committee,was acquired by a direct vote 
of the House referring it to that committee for consideration; 
and that when it came k to the House it had under the rule 
all the ee thereby implied. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of 
the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. BYNUM] to Rule XXIV, which 
prescribes the order of business. The second clause of that 
rule provides that there shall be a call of committees for reports 
on all days except the first and third Mondays of the month. 
The fourth clause of the rule provides that after the call of com- 
mittees for reports has been completed, or the hour has been 
exhausted, the Speaker shall again call the committees in their 
order for the consideration of such bills as each committee may 
see fit to callup. The fifth clause of the same rule then pro- 


vides that—— 
After the hour under the 3 clause shall have been occnpied, it 
shall be in order to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business 


in which the House may have been engaged at an ournment, and at the 
same time each day thereafter, other than the first and third Mondays, 
until dis: of; and it shall be in order to proceed to the consideration 
of all other unfinished business whenever the class of business to which it 
belongs shall be in order. 

This being the third Monday in the month, there is neither 
the first nor the second morning hour, and there is no unfinished 
business to which the House can proceed. Now, the sixth para- 
graph of the rule provides that— 

Unfinished business, if any, having been disposed of, motions shall be in 
order as follows: ’ 

“First. That the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider, first, bills raising revenue.“ 

The Chair thinks that it is not material what committee or 
what member of the House makes this motion. The motion it- 
self is in order, without reference to the member making it. 
The Chair suggests to the gentleman from Indiana that this is 
a motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue. 
There may be, and there probably are, more bills than one on 
the Calendar raising revenue; and it is not possible for the 
Chair to determine atthis point that, the House having resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
ing bills raising revenue, the committee will then proceed to the 
consideration of a bill which may not be a revenue bill. 

The Chair conceives that if that question can properly arise 
at all, it must arise in Committee of the Whole, because the 
motion here is a general motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue. 
There may be one, there may be two, or there may be several 
bills of that character on the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole. And the House having resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole, if the committee should then undertake to pro- 
ceed with the consideration of a bill not a revenue bill, the point 
of order could certainly be made in the Committee of the ole. 
With this view of the question, the Chair overrules the point 
of order. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr.SPRINGER. The parliamentary inquiry which I desired 
to submit was this: This being the third Monday of the month, 
and preference being given on this day under the rule to com- 
mittees that may desire to move to suspend the rules, and after 
that has been exhausted by committees, the privilege being 
then accorded to individuals to make that motion—whether it is 
not now in order, even pending this motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri, for the Chair to entertain a motion to suspend 
the rules for the purpose of passing any bill which may be desig- 
nated, where a committee may have recommended that motion 
to be made? 

The custom heretofore has been on the third Monday of the 
month for the Speaker to call the committees in their order for 
the purpose of preventing any conflict as to whether one com- 
mittee or another should come in first. The committees having 
been thus called, the Chair would then recognize motions sub- 
mitted by individuals for suspension of the rules. This day be- 
ing set apart for a special purpose, it seems to me that special 
8 should be first carried out, if desired by any committee. 

at appears to be the Intention of Rule XXVIII. 

As to clause 6, of Rule XXIV, which has been referred to by 
the Speaker, it seems to me a part of the general provisions of that 
rule relate to all days other than the first a third Mondays, 


and on all days other than those the business there specified is 
to be the order of business; but on those days, under the uni- 
form practice, the committees have been called for motions to sus- 
pend the rules. And I submitthat is now the order of business, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], the Chair would say that there is no 
rule providing that the Chair must at any time entertain a 
moran to suspend the rules. On the contrary, the rule provides 

at— 

No rule shall be suspended except by a vote of two-thirds of the members 
present, nor shall the Speaker entertain a motion to suspend the rules ex- 
cept on the first and third Mondays of each month. 

If he does entertain a motion to suspend the rules, the pro- 
vision is that “ preference shall be given on the first Monday to 
individuals and the third Monday tocommittees.” But itis not 
obligatory upon the Speaker to recognize either an individual 
or a committee to move to suspend the rules. The provision 
simply is that the rules shall not be suspended except by a two- 
thirds vote, nor shall the Speaker entertain a motion tosuspend 
paom at all except upon the first and third Mondays of the 
month. 

Undoubtedly the Speaker could to-day in the exercise of his 
discretion, recognize the chairman of any committee, or any 
member of a committee on its behalf, to move a suspension of 
the rules. But the Chair has not done that. The Chair has 
recognized the gentleman from Missouri to make a motion whfch 
is now in order. And therefore the Chair thinks the ree ee 
order submitted by the gentleman from I!linois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
is not well taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair pardon me 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will stato it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Suppose the House should vote 
down the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, there would 
not then be anything under the rules, 1 take it, to prevent the 
Bore from recognizing somebody to move a suspension of the 
rules? i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There certainly would not be. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri 
thatthe House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills 
raising revenue, 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
GOLDZIER), there were—ayes 79, noes 72. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. No quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The as and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of 
Mr. FORMAN and Mr. GOLDZIER as tellers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 136, nays 79, 
answered“ present“ 3, not voting 134; as follows: 


YEAS—136. 

Abbott, Crawford, Ikirt, Pearson, 
Alexander, Curtis, Kans. Izlar, Pence, 
Allen, avis, Johnson, Ind Perkins, 
Arnold, De Armond, em, Pickler, 
Baker, Kans. Denson, Kyle, Richardson, Mich, 
Baldwin, Dinsmore, Lacey, Richardson, Tenn, 
Bankhead, Dockery, Lane, bbins, 
Bell, Colo. Dolliver, Latimer, Russell, Ga. 
peni Tex. 8 sawaan, N 

erry, ayton, ttle, 
Black: Ga. Fihi N Linton, Shell, 
Blair, Forman, Livingston, Sibley, 

n, Fyan, Lucas, Smith, 
Bowers, Cal. Gear, Maddox, Snodgrass, 
Branch, Gorman, Mallory, Sore, 

Bretz, Grady, arsh, Stallings, 
Broderick, Grosvenor, Martin, Ind. Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Hager. McCreary, Ky. Stone, C w 
Brosius, Hall, Mo. McCulloch, Swanson, 
Brown, ammond, McecDannold, Talbert, 8. O. 
Bryan, Hare McKaig, Tate, 
Bunn, Harris, McKeighan, Taylor, Ind 
Cabaniss, Hatch, McLaurin, rry. 
Cannon, Cal. Haugen, MeNaguy, Turner, Va. 
Capehart, Heard, McRae, Turpin, 
Catchin Henderson, III. Meredith, aper, 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, N.C. Money, augh, 
Cobb, Ala. cks, Montgomery, Weadock, 
Cockrell, olman, organ, Wheeler, Ala. 

mn, Hopkins, Pa. Murray, Whiting, 
Cooper, Wis. ouk, eill, Williams, III. 
Cousins, Hudson, Northway, Williams, Miss. 

x, ull, Ogden, Wise. 

N Hunter, Patterson, Woodard. 
NAYS—7. 
Adams, Ky. Cannon, III. Draper, Harter, 
3 
ey, 

Baker, N. H. ali 
Bngasm, 
Black, III. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bundy, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
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ites wy. Beli Rotan Pa Strath 
McDearmon, Pendleton, W. Va. Russell, Conn. Talbott, Ma. 
McEttrick, ‘ott, haw, reney, 
McGann, Somers, Tracey, 
McMillin, y. Sperry, Turner, Ga. 
Mercer, Sp: r, Walker, 
er, Reilly, Stephenson, Warner. 
Outhwaite, Reyburn, tevens, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT’’—3. 
Cooper, Ind. Ellis, Oregon Wilson, Wash. 
NOT VOTING—1%. 
Adams, Pa. Dingley, Kilgore, an, 
Aitken, Dunn, 5 Schermerhorn, 
Alderson, Edmunds, Lisle, cranton, 
very, Ellis, Ky. Lockwood, Sherman, 
Babcock, lish, Cal. Loudenslager, Sickles, 
Balley, English, N. J Magner, Simpson, 
arnes, Enloe, aguire, Sipe, 
Bartholdt, Everctt, ars) Stone, W. A. 
Bartlett, Fielder, McAleer, Stone, Ky. 
Belden, Funston, McCall, Strait, 
Beltzhoover, Gardner; McCleary, Minn. Strong, 
Bland, Geissenhainer, McDowell, Sweet, 
Boatner, Gillet, N. Y. Meiklejohn, Tawney. 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. en, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bower, N. C. Goodnight, Moon, Thomas, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gresham, Morse, Tucker, 
Brickner, Grout, Moses, 8 
Burnes, Grow, Mutehler, Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Burrows, Hainer, Newlands, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Caminetti, es, Oates, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, Harmer, O'Neil, Mass. Wanger, 
Caruth, einer, O'Neill, Mo, Was n, 
usey 8 Iowa Paschal, Ashen 
ring, endrix, ayne, A 
Sais 2 Hepburn, oe “wor bere III. 
Clancy, Hermann, „ 
Cockran, es, Post, zy Wilson, Ohio 
Coffeen, Hitt, Powers, Wilson, W. Va 
Cornish, Hooker, Miss. ice, Wolverton, 
Culberson, Hooker, Randall, oomer, 
is, N. Y. Hopkins, Ill. Rayner, Wright, Mass, 
ls, utcheson, Richards, Ohio Wright, Pa. 
Davey, Jones, Robertson, La. 
De Forest, Kiefer, Rusk, 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. KILGORE with Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 

Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. RANDALL. = . 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. HUTCHESON with Mr. KIEFER. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. RICHARDS with Mr. MCDOWELL. 

Mr. MOsEs with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illi- 
pois. 

Mr. Lock woop with Mr. AITKEN. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. WANGER. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr, PHILLIPS. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr, STRAIT with Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. PASCHAL with Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. HITT. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. AVERY. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. CAUSEY with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. Grout. 

For this day: 

Mr. WELLS with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. BARNES, on the antioption bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my vote, as I find 
Iam paired. I should have voted in the affirmative on this 


ab See don. 
r: ENLOE. I am paired with the gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. BOUTELLE. If he were present I would vote “aye.” 

The SPEAKER protempore. Before the announcement of the 
result of the vote, the Chair desires to submit the request of 


the gentleman from New York [Mr. Coomss] for a reprint of 
House bill 7133, the present supply being exhausted. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
aae House on the stateof the Union, Mr. LIVINGSTON in the 
chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 


Whole for the purpose of considering revenue bills, and the 
Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5442) to impose a tax on corporate and individual incomes, to 
increase the tax on distilled spirits, and for other purposes. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, that bill has already been dis- 


posed of by the House. I do not know how it happens to be on 

the Calendar, but I move that it be passed over. 

1 1275 TOBB of Missouri. I object. I would like to have the 
read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is, Will the committee agree 
to pass over this bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask for the reading of the bill. We want to 
know what it is. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The title of the bill has already been read. 
It will be reported again for the information of the committee. 

The title of the biil was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Will the committee agree 
to pass over this bill? 

The committee 12 to divide. 

Me BYNUM. Ido not understand that this bill has been 
read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is not custo- 
mary to read a bill in full when objection is made to its consid- 
bats The practice has been to read only the title of the 

ill. 

Mr. BYNUM. Weare entitled to know what the bill is, and 
to have it read in full. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not the practice. 


Mr. BYNUM, It has always been heretofore. I do not know - 


whatit is now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair differs with the gentleman 
from Indiana. 3 

Mr. BYNUM. Weare entitled to the full reading of all bills; 
even on the third reading, when the demand is made. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, and con- 


versation on the floor must cease. The Bergeant-at-Arms will 
see that order is preserved on the floor, and the Chair wants 
this to be the last time he will have to make that request while 
he is in the Chair. ughter.] 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I would like to know 
what is before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will let you know when hecan 
get order on the floor. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I think in the confusion the 


motion put by the Chair was not understood. If gentlemen will 
allow the Chair one moment, that he can hear what is going on 
on the floor, it will facilitate business. 

If the Chair pleases, there are many gentlemen here who do 
not understand the motion put by the Chair to over the 
bill known as the income-tax bill, it having ee eee acted 
upon by the House as an amendment to the tariff bill, but by 
some means is still on the Calendar. My motion is to pass that 
bill over, in order to reach the House bill known as the anti- 
option bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, there was an objection by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COBB] to passing it over, wn the 
only thing the committee can do is to rise and report that ob- 
jection to the House. It is for the House to instruct fhe com- 


mittee. 
Mr. HATCH. That was the rule in the former Congress, but 
m rule now provides that the committee itself can pass over a 


Mr. BYNUM. Thatisa mistake, I think. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read 
the fourth paragraph of Rule XXIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. In Committees of the Whole House, business on their calendars shall 
taken up in regular order, except bills for raising revenue, general a 
priation bills, and bills for the improvement of rivers and ‘bors, w 
shall haye precedence, and when objection is made to passing over any bill 
or proposition, the committee shall thereupon rise and re such o 
tion to the House, which shall decide, without debate, whether such bi 
proposition shall be considered or laid aside for the present; whereu' 
the committee shall resume its sitting without further order of the Ho : 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now rise, and the 
Chair will report the matter to the House. k 

The co ttee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
man of Committee of the Whole House on the stateof the Union, 
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reported that that committee, having proceeded to the consid- 
eration of bills raising revenue, and having reached the bill 
(H. R. 5542) to impose a tax on corporate and individual incomes, 
to increase the tax on distilled spirits, and for other p 8, 
that being the first revenue bill on the Calendar, and re- 
quest having been made that it be over, and objection 
being made to passing over the same, that under the rule he 
reported the action of the committee to the House. 

e SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Georgia, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, reports that the com- 
mittee having proceeded to the consideration of bills raising 
revenue, and having reached the bill (H. R. 5542) to impose a 
tax on corporate and individal incomes, to increase the on 
distilled spirits, and for other purposes, a request was made 
that it be passed over, to which objection was made. The com- 
mittee has accordingly risen and reported the matter to the 
House, The question is, Willthe House order the Committee of 
the Whole to proceed with the consideration of the first bill? 
the negative of which, of course, would direct the committee to 
pass to the consideration of the second bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. I suppose it is essential to have the bill re- 

rted to the House, so that we may know what it is. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The provisionof the rule is that 
the question shall be decided without debate. 

Mr. BYNUM. That is true. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair thinks that the 
title of the bill having been read 

Mr. BYNUM. But the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole should havereported to the House what bill it is, in or- 
der that we may know whether we want to pass it over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The practice has been to read 
merely the title, and the Chair thinks the practice a reasonable 
one. 

Mr. BYNUM. The Chair does not understand me. My point 
is that the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole did not re- 
port to the House what bill was attempted to be d over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairman did report that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I desire to say that I had the title ofthe 
bill read twice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho Clerk will now report the 
title of the bill, to the ing over of which objection was made. 

The Clerk read as follows:* 

A bill (H. R. 5542) to impose a tax on corporate and individual incomes, to 
5 tax a distitied spirits, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall this bill 
be est over in the Committee of the Whole? 

e question was taken, and the Speaker protemporeannounced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire and Mr. TRACEY demanded 
a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 10. 

Mr. TRACEY (sitting in his seat). No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
makes the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that no gentleman 
aoe in his place and addressed the Chair in accordance with the 
rule. 

Mr. TRACEY rose. 

Mr. HATCH. It is too late now. Ihave made the point of 
order, and it is too late. No gentleman can sit in his seat and 
yell any of these objections atthe Chair. He must rise and ad- 
dress the Chair before the Chair can entertain the gentleman’s 
proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Undoubtedly the rule does re- 
quire thatbefore any gentleman can submit any motion, he shall 
rise and address the Chair. 

Mr. TRACEY. I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes have it, and the House 
orders the committee to pass over the first bill. In accordance 
with the rule, the House will now resolve itself, without motion, 
into the Committee of the Whole, and the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] will resume the chair. 

The House accordingly again resolved itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Lrv- 
INGSTON in the chair. 

TAX ON OPTIONS. 


ae CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the next 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A DILL(EL R.7097 1 the sale of certain agricultural products, defin- 
ing options and — and imposing taxes thereon 8 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, under the rules of the House 
having the right to open and close this discussion, I shall con- 
tent myself on this occasion with a plain, full, and frank expla- 


nation of the provisions of this bill, and what I believe to be the 
importance of its To some extent it is a new depart 
urein revenue legislation. It isnot following in the ved te of 
all legislation for the raising of revenue that has gone before ít; 
and co from a committee to which it has been specially com- 
mitted by a.direct vote of the House, it is due to the House that 
I should explain fully and as frankly as possible the provisions 
and effect of this revenue measure. 4 

The first criticism upon this billis thatit does not come within 
the lines or within the limitations of the constitutional provi- 
sion in regard to Federal taxation. Ihave studied that ques- 
tion very closely, not only in connection with this measure, but 
with a similar measure now upon the statute books, known as 
the oleomargarine bill. I yield to no ame mess upon this side 
of the floor in my devotion to a fair and rational construction of 
the Constitution of the United States in regard to the question 
of taxation. I do not believe that the taxing power should ever 
be used except for the primary purpose of raising revenue; and 
I would not myself support any measure as a representative of 
my own people that had not for its foundation principle the rais- 
ing of revenue for the Government. 

That this bill in all its provisions is within the Constitution I 
assert with the utmost confidence, because I am sustained in that 
posag by not only the action of the two Houses of Congress, 

ut by the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
The Supreme Court has stated, and has held more than once, 
that the power of taxation in the two Houses of Congress was 
unlimited. The two Houses of Congress, that constitute the 
legislative branch of the Government, are the supreme power as 
sha Sa the subject of taxation, and whenever their action is ap- 

rovod- t 
9 Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gen- 


tleman a 5 

The C. MAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman will allow 
me to state my position. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Certainly. Iwas only going toin- 
terrupt you to the extent of inquiring to what decisions of the 
Supreme Court you referred? è 

Mr. HATCH. I will come to that presently, and refer the 
gentleman to those decisions. 

When the two Houses of Congress have acted and that action 
has been approved by the Executive power of the Government, 
and the statute becomes the law, the lawof the land, there is no 
perce in the courts of the country to go behind that statute and 

quire into the motives of Congress or of any member of the two 
Houses as to the subject-matter of that taxation; and I referm 
friendfrom Georgiato the well-known cases upon the State 
tax and the more recent decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, the titles of which I will furnish the House be- 
fore this debate closes, upon the oleomargarine bill, which has 
been twice before the Supreme Court. 

Now, my position is, that the power over taxation and over 
the subjects of taxation, is within the two Houses of Congress, 
when thataction is approved by the Executive power of the Gov- 
ernment. . 

Now, some of our Democratic friends say that this powershould 
never be used except in the strictestsense for the purpose of rais- 
ing revenue only,” and for no other purpose; and that any rev- 
enue act of which that is only a secondary effect is undemocratic 
and unconstitutional. To that position I can not agree, In the 
exercise of my right and duty as a member of this ee body, 
and representing an independent Congressional district of the 
State of Missouri upon this foor, I not only have the right, but 
it is my duty to select such subjects for taxation as will do the 
8 good to the greatest number of people of the United 

tates, and fall with the least burden upon the smallest number 
of the Usdin of the country. Since I have been a member 
of this House I have voted to put matches upon the free list. 
Why? Because matches have become one of the necessnries 
of every-day domestic life of nearly every family in the land. 
Matches are of universal use and consumption, and they ought 
to be free. Yet the Government must have revenue; and if 
every member of Congress was to say in regard to everything 
in the present tax bill now pending before the other branch of 
this Congress, and that recently passed this House, was a neces- 
sary of life, and that we sho 5 them all on the free list, we 
would have no revenue. I voted to tax opium and put quinine 
on the free list. I voted to put quinine on the free list, because 
it is of almost universal consumption, harmless in its administra- 
tion within reasonable limits, and one of the ord remedies 
for certain diseases used in families throughout the length and 
breadth of the land. À 

I would not vote. to put opium on the free list, because I be- 
lieve that opium is a dangerous drug, that it ought to come in 


here through our custom-houses, and I believe in the wisdom of 
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those laws of nearly every State of the Union, if not ewy 
one, that restricts the sale of opium to licensed ts 
pharmacists throughout the land. Opium ought not be of un- 
restrained use and unrestricted sale and purchase like matches 
or quinine; and, therefore, in the exercise of my judgment as 
a legislator, I voted to tax opium and voted to put quinine on 
the free list. 5 5 

I justified my position in reporting the oleomargarine bill to 
the House of Representatives and its pa through the House 
and the Senate—that bill whichis now the law of the land—upon 
the same ground that I justify myself in reporting this bill to the 
House. That ground is that I would raise revenue from the 
manufacture of an article that was a common adulteration and 
was palmed off at that time upon the people of the United States 
under the name of butter and by other fraudulent plans and de- 
vices. I voted to put a tax upon the manufacture of that article 
so that it could be regulated by the Government. : 

The effect of that legislation has been just exactly what I, in 
the Forty-eighth Congress, predicted it would be, namely, that it 
would be a benefit to the consumers of the commodity, because 
being placed under the ban of the Federal law the manufacture 
of it would go into the hands of reputable and competent deal- 


ers and manufacturers and itsquality would beimproved. That — 5 55 


such has been the result no gentleman who knows anything 


about the facts will now question. There are now but few manu- within 


facturers of oleomargarine in the United States, and among them 
are some of the very largest and most reputable packers either 
in this country or in the world. 

The quality of the article has been improved a thousand fold. 
All the little dead animal factories that were making itthrough- 
out the length and breadth of the land have been closed u 
under the operation of that law; and whilst I have no more ad- 
miration for oleomargarine as a food product than I had when I 
so persistently pressed that bill to its final enactment into law, 
Ido not hesitate, in justice to the firms that are now manufac- 
turing it, to state that the quality of it has been wonderfully 
improved, and I state that not only to their credit. but in thein- 
terest of the consumers of the article throughout the United 
States and the world. 

Now, in the selection of other subjects for taxation I find one 
that, like the poisonous drug of opium, or like the outrageous 
and villainous practice of manufacturing oleomargarine out of 
unwholesome and unhealthful articles and palming it off on the 
people under the name of butter—I find, I say, confronting the 
people of the United States and of the world to a system of 
commercial transactions in the great agricultural products of 
the country that, in my judgment, has been the bane of eve 
board of trade in the United States, a violation of all the ol 
commercial regulations and practices of a céntury before, and 
which, in my judgment, has wrought more injury and brought 
more disaster to the people who produce the great staple com- 
modities named in the bill than any other commercial practice 
ever devised by the ingenuity and avarice of man. 

Now, I state frankly that in judgment the Congress.of the 
United States, under our Constitution, has nopower to regulate 
these sales upon boards of trade except by the exercise of the 
power of taxation. For myself I would tly prefer the en- 
actment of a substitute for this bill which was offered in the 
Senate during the Fifty-second Congress, which simply declared 
this gambling to be a misdemeanor and a crime, and fixed the 
penalty for these fictitious sales, but I do not believe that such 
alaw would stand the test of the courts for an hour; and,on the 
other hand, I do believe that under the power to tax and un- 
der that power alone has the Federal Government the right 
to regulate these purchases and sales on the boards of trade. 
The bill that is before this committee for consideration is dif- 
ferent from the bill reported from the Committee on Agricul- 
ture in the Fifty-second Congress. 

The foundation principle of it is different, and if I can get the 
attention of members of this committee I canexplain this billin 
avery brief time, so that therecan be no mistake about it. The 

bill has, of course, been misrepresented. There has been a sys- 
matic misrepresentation of it from the time it was reported 
from the Committee on Agriculture down to this very hour. 
Not one gentleman out of ten who are listening to me now has 
taken the pains to study the bill and the report carefully, or to 
ee its provisions. Several members have told me so them- 


selves. 
Within the last thirty minutes certain gentlemen came and 
asked me questions about the bill. I asked them if they had 
itan See said they had not. Well,“ I said, “I cannot 
ertake to educate you now, unless you are willing to listen 
to what I have to say on the floor.” Gentlemen have even pub- 
lished criticisms u the bill, and when those criticisnis were 
examinrted it was discovered that they were direcied against the 
bill which was before the Fifty-second Congress and not 
this one. Before this debate closes I may have some to 


say in reply to certain gentlemen who have run into the press 
in criticism of this measure in advance of any discussion of its 
merits upon this floor and have denounced it as a combination 
of ng CROTT and anarchism.” Those gentlemen will hear from 
me bly equally emphatic language before this discussion 
is concluded; but now I have a more agreeable duty to perform, 
namely, to exactly what this bill is. 

I start out with the proposition that there is nota principle 
involved in this bill from the beginning to the end of it that has 
not been incorporated in the charters and rules of every board 
of trade in the United States. I challenge and defy any gentle- 
man to produce the charter and the rules and regulations of any 
board of trade in the United States that do not recognize the 
fundamental foundation principle of this bill. Whatisit? In 
the first and second sections we simply define options“ and 
“futures.” Every representative ot every board of trade in the 
United States who appeared before our committee, either in 
this Congress or in the Fifty-second Congress, stated emphatic- 
ally that to the first section of this bill they had no objection, 
but would 5 110 it. That is the section which defines options. 
I want to read it. 


mdee, thereto, person 
halt wash conkeene is made, — the t or privilege of demanding 
and receiving from another at a price, at a future time, or within 
a designated month or other but is not thereby obligated to receive 
and pay for any of the follo articles, namely: Raw or unmanufactured 
cotton, wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, pork, lard, bacon, dry-salted 
meat, or pickled meat, 

To that first section, I say, the representatives of the boards of 
trade who are opposed to the enactment of this bill into law in- 
terpose no objection. They put their entire opposition n 
the definition of “futures,” which is found in the second on. 

Mr. COX. The trouble with those parties seemed to be that 
they could not enforce delivery of the article according to con- 
t 


ract. 

Mr. HATCH, Iwill come back and explain that. Thesecond 
section is as follows: 

Sec. 2. That for the purposes of this act the word“ futures“ shall be 
understood to n . thereto, or any party for 
whom or in whose such contract is 2, contracts tosell and deliver 
to another, at a future time, or within a designated month or other period, 
any raw or unmanufactured cotton, hops, wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, pork, 
lard, bacon, dry-salted meat, or pickled meas. 


Now, in every board of trade in the United States there is an 
obligation on the seller of these commodities named to deliver 
them at the designated time; there is an obligation on the part 
of the purchaser to receive them. And in this bill there is not 
another provision that does not hinge around thatone great 
principle of the measure. The only difference in tho world be- 
tween this bill and the regulations of the Chicago Board of 
Trade, or any other board of trade in the United States, is that 
this bill, if enacted into law, will compel that delivery in good 
faith and honestly, while to-day these boards of trade, after 
making their own rules, have builded up a system of evading 
those rules by allowing the transaction to be consummated with- 
out the delivery of a single pound or ounce of what issold under 
the contract. 

I again challenge any gentleman on this floor to produce the 
regulations or charter of any board of tradein the United States 
that do not contain such a provision; and then I challenge him 
to deny that the provisionis violated in that board of trade every 
day and every hour. 

‘Anarchistic,” they say this billis. Itis the first time Iever 
heard that the enactment of a law compelling the observance of 
laws was “anarchistic.” I tho bt ‘anarchism meant the 
breaking down of laws. Now, if it is right that the man who 
sells upon a board of trade 1,000,000 bushelsof wheat, the sale to 
be consummated by delivery in the future, should deliver that 
wheat—if it is a fact that it has been so declared in the rules and 
charters of the boards of trade—where is the anarchism“ in 
this bill, which simply seeks to enforce that contract? 

Now, the difference between this provision and the bill of the 
Fifty-second Congress is that any nonowner, any citizen of the 
United States who desires to buy and sell any of these commodi- 
ties for future delivery, shall have the right to doit. The bill 
of the Fifty-second Congress restricted the sale to owners, or 
those who had acquired the right from owners tosell. All we ask 
of any man who goes upon a board of trade and offers 500 or 1,000 
bales of cotton or a million bushels of wheat to be delivered in 
the future, is not that he shall be the owner or in possession of 
the commodity at the time he makes that sale, or that he shall 
have acq the right from the owner to sell, but when the 
hour comes that the contract. is to be consummated, that he shall 
actually deliver in good faith the wheator the cotton that he 
sells. This delivery, of course, is constructive, either by ware- 
house or elevator receipt, or bill of lading, or actual delivery, 
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at the option of the seller under the rules of the board of trade 
where the contract is made. 

Mr. COX. Iam very much interested in this point, and I 
hope the gentleman will pardonan . In the case the gen- 
tleman sup s, a man contracts to deliver the wheat or the 
cotton at à designated hour. Now, suppose the party that made 
the purchase is willing to release the seller from the obligation, 
does the gentleman mean to say that he would make the seller 
deliver the goods whether the buyer wants them or not? Iam 
insympathy with the gentleman from Missouri in regard to the 

rinciples of the bill; but I want to get at the exact working of 
hs rovisions. ’ 

r. HATCH. If the gentleman will possess himself in pa- 
tience for one moment 

Mr. COX. With pleasure. 

Mr. HATCH. I will answer him not only fully but frankly 
and candidly. I say that no man in the United States has any 
right to go upon the boards of trade and make a sale or a pur- 
chase that is in such bad faith that when he comes to consum- 
mate it, he is going to destroy the value of the property of the 

country. 


people of the 
. COX. I agree with the gentleman on that. 

Mr. HATCH. Thatis my answer. And that is exactly what 
these men have been doing. They have contracted to deliver cot- 
ton and they have delivered wind;” they have contracted to 
deliver wheat and they have delivered wind.“ They have 
simply multiplied upon their sales-boards from day to day, to 
an exorbitant and out us extent, pretended sales of com- 
modities that never existed; and in this way they have depressed 
i R the producers throughout the land of the commodities 
thus sold. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. In every sale of the character which the 
gentleman describes there are two parties—one party who buys 
and another who sells—one party whois interested in depressing 
the price, as the gentléman says, and another party who natu- 
rally must bə interested in raising the price of the product. 
Now, how can a transaction of that kind affect the price of the 
yy ; 

Mr. HATCH. Well, thatis an easy one, [Laughter.] 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I would like the gentleman to give me an 
answer. 

Mr. HATCH. That is one of the oldest gags” in the ar- 
gumentofthis whole question from beginning toend—that where 
there is a seller there must be a purchaser. Now, my friend is 
a good lawyer; I am not sure he knows anything in the world 
about the transactions of the board of trade; the lesa he knows 
about them the higher respect I have for him, especially the 
board of trade in Chicago. [Laughter.] But the gentleman 
ought to know that the seller is the man who has unlimited con- 
trol—of what? Not of theactual commodity that he pretends to 
sell, but pimply to offer to the mipposod tra an option or 
a bet upon what the price of it will be in the future; and thus 
the selling indefinitely and in a magnified degree of these com- 
modities upon the boards of trade depresses the price whatever 
the purchase 1 5 

Mr. GOLDZIER. How about the bet that the price shall go 


up? 

Mr. HATCH. My friend, I will answer all these matters as I 
come to them. The man who bets that wheat is going higher 
has no control over the class of men whe have walked upon the 
boards of trade in Chicago, as your own papera have stated, and 
sold from a million to amillionand a half o bushels—yes, 3,000,- 
000 bushels of wheat—within an hour and a half, when if they 
had been compelled to deliver that wheat they could not have 
delivered one-tenth part of it to save their lives. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. If the gentleman will yield for just one 
more ert I will not bother him further. 

r. HATCH, All right. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. In the sales of which the gentleman speaks, 
the man who has that unlimited amount of wind,” as the gen- 
tleman calls it, at his disposal, can not make any earthly use of 
it, unless there is some other fellow who wants to buy the 
„ind.“ Is not that right? 

Mr. HATCH. Well, that is easily explained and easily under- 
stood by every gentleman who has ever studied this question. 

Mr, CRAIN. They can not take the wind out of your 


r. HATCH. This bill will take the wind out of all their 
sales. [Laughter.] 

The man, as I said before, who goes on the market to depress 
it, and whose only purpose in going on the market is to produce 
such an effect on a commodity that it will drop in price, use 
if it does not drop in price he loses, and the buyer is the man 
who is compelled to put up the margin; when the seller puts 
3,000,000 or 5,000,000 bushels of wheat on the market in Chicago 


to-day that does not exist, and the sales of which are published 
all over the world as bona fide sales of wheat, when it is simply 
such a transaction as these boards of trade have denounced the 
bucket shops to be, the worst species of gambling known to the 
ingenuity of man—I say, whensuch a condition of affairs as that 
exists, it is time that the Governmentof the United States should 
step in and protect the people. 2 

ow, Mr. Chairman, all this bill seeks to do, and all that 
there is in it—every other provision simply clusters. around this 
great principle to enforce it—is to prevent such transactions as 
that. There are but a half dozen sections of the bill that it is 
necessary for the House to consider to get a full and accurate 
statement of every single principle involved in it, because all 
of the remaining sections are those that look to the execution 
of the law if it goas upon the statute books; and thé principle 
underlying the whole is the principie that whatever is sold for 
future delivery shall bs in good faith delivered—not delivered 
as you deliver it to-day, on the board of trade. ; 

ow, these gentlemen, when they came before the committee 
two years ago and the hearings were all pubiished, every oné 
of them contended that the rules of the boards of trade com- 
pees these deliveries, if insisted upon or if anybody wanted to 

emand it. That is, that the purchaser had a right to demand 

the wheat that he bought, and the seller had the right to de- 
liver it, and the purchaser was bound to accept it. But when 
you come to find out the facts you find that rule is not enforced; 
and I want some of those gentlemen when they come before this 
Committee of the Whole of the House of Representatives in de- 
nunciation of this measure and trying to defeat its pa e, and 
especially those gentlemen who represent districts in the city 
of Chicago, to explain to the Houseand the country that damag- 
ing testimony that stands here printed in a House document—the 
hearings before the Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives during the Fifty-second Congress, when the 
president of that board of trade, a fair-minded and honorable 
witness as ever testified, as far as I have ever heard, stated in 
his cross-examination, in response to questions put by me, when 
he insisted that this was the rule of the board, and I asked how 
often it was enforced, he said as far as he knew during the en- 
tire hours of the regular board. 

„What is the regular board?” was asked. According to his 
statement it met at half past 9 o’clock and closed at half past 1, 
or at 10 o’clock and closed at 1. I have forgotten the exact 
hours, and do not care to take the time to refer to it, as it is not 
material, but one or the other, and at that hour the board of 
trade closed its doors. The question was asked if that was the 
end of its daily session. Les,“ he said, of the regular board.” 
Was there arta yi 1 y the board of trade under dit- 
ferent rules in thë building?” Ves, sir.” Was that meet- 
ing held in a room on the ground floor?” giving the size of it. 
“Yes, sir.” „Who had admittance to that board of trade?” 
None but members of the Board of Trade of the city of Chicago 
and theirclerks.” Guarded at every door by Chicago policemen, 
in that room from 1 o’clock until 5 o’clock in the evening the 
worst system of gambling ever known in the civilized history of 
man took place to the injury and the detrimentof the producers 
of the great commodities of this country. 

Gentlemen have said to me, Do not say harsh things about 
these boards of trade. There are some very honorable men 
amongst them.” I know that, Mr. Chairman, and I glad to 
state it in this presence. I know of members of the Merchants’ 
Exchange in St. Louis who would no more sell an option than 
they would play faro or deal faro. I know members of the Board 
of Trade of Chicagowho are as far above the suspicion of soe 
ing in this system of gambling as any merchants in the world, 
and my judgment is to-day that there is a large minority, if not 
indeed a majority on these boards, if they could be heard, who 
are opposed to this system of gambling known as futures and 
options,” where no delivery takes pine: 

I have the very highest admiration for a large number of the 
merchants in the United States, both on these boards of trade 
and those who are not on them. I look back to a period just 
after the close of the war, when under the constitution of my 
State I could not enter the courts of my State to practice m 
profession, and during that struggle, when we came back, I, 
with you [Mr. COBB], wasa member of the Merchants’ Exchange 
of St. Louis. That was before such a system of gambling was 
ever known on a board of trade, and a more honorable body of 
men I was never associated with in my life or ever expect to be; 
men whose words were as good as the bonds of any nationa 
bank in the United States to-day; aye, Mr. Chairman, as good 
as the bonds of the Government of the United States, and many 
of them arethere yet. Thissystem of violating their own rules 
and selling like gamblers on boards of trade, has sprung up 


in the last twenty or twenty-five years, and, as I said before, has 
wn in judgment into the most infamous system of gam- 
fling ever devised by mortal man. 
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No man on this floor has a higher regard for what is known 
as beg Cor ver speculation in these products than I have. Iwould 
not, if I know my own heart and judgment, undertake to pre- 
vent it; and I would erase from that bill any single word or any 
sentence or paragraph in it that would interfere with the free 
and unhampered and legitimate speculation in the commodities 
produced by the farmers of the United States. I like it; I want 
to see every legitimate merchant who is willing to sell the farm- 
ers’ product for present or future delivery, have the right to do 
it But when he pretends to sell wheat or cotton I want him to 


deliver wheat or cotton, and not terminate the contract by some 


system that ends ging in a gambling transaction at last. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman allow an interruption for 
information? 

Mr. HATCH. I yield for a question. 

Mr. COOMBS. You demand the absolute delivery of the 
product which is sold. The party who is selling a commodity 
for future delivery must have a guarantee from the party to 
whom he sells that he will receive it. In case the second party 
is unable to receive the product on delivery, and the party who 
makes the sale has it for delivery, do you not involve the mat- 
ter in additional possibility of loss in case there is a misfortune, 
by which the party purchasing can not receive the commodity? 
Do you not, in other words, complicate what would otherwise be 
a very simple transaction? 

Mr. HATCH. Well,I am afraid my friend is one of that 
class of whom I have spoken, and that he has not read the bill. 

Mr. COOMBS. No, I am honest in asking the question. 

Mr. HATCH. Has the gentleman studied the bill carefully? 

Mr. COOMBS. I have carefully studied it. 

Mr. HATCH. I am sorry the gentleman has overlooked that 
provision. If the gentleman from New York sells to me to-day 
a hundred bales of cotton, to be delivered in the city of New 
Orleans on the Ist day of September next, at 7 cents a pound, 
he may not own any cotton, but he has a perfect right to sell it 
under the provisions of this bill. 

The 1st of September comes around, and in the mean time cot- 
ton has gone up 1 cent a pound, and the gentleman says: ‘‘I can 
not deliver that cotton; I can not bay it at 7 cents. If I buy it 
I have got to buy it at 8 cents.” The present plan is to settle 

that with the 1 cent difference; but under this section of the 
bill, if the gentleman refuses or fails to deliver it, he must pay 
1 cent a pound to the Government for his failure to deliver. 
That hasnothingin the world to do with his obligation tome. I 
have the same remedy under this bill, to compel the enforce- 
ment of that contract in the courts, that I would have to-day. 

If the gentleman sells me a thousand bales of cotton for deliv- 
ery in New Orleans on the Ist day of September, under the pres- 
ent laws of the country, if he fails to deliver, every lawyer in 
the House knows what my remedy is. Statedin a nutshell, it is 
tosue him for the specific performance of his contract, or for 
damages for his failure to deliver the article sold to me at the 
price agreed upon. 

Mr. CRAIN. Whatis the measureof damages? Is it not the 
difference between the contract price and the market price? 

Mr. HATCH. Of course it would be the difference between 
the contract price and the market price in New Orleans on the 
Ist day of September. 

Mr. CRAIN. Very well; is not that what he has got to pay 
when he makes the bet, as the gentleman calls it? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. He may go and buy the cotton and 
deliver it, and avoid the penalty. 

Mr. HATCH. Ofcourse he can, My colleague [Mr. COBB of 
Missouri] talks like a merchant. He knows exactly what he 
would have to do to-day, and that is what every honest mer- 
chantin the United States ought to do, and what we seek to 
compel him to do. If he sells cotton let him deliver it, and if 
he has not got it let him go and buy it. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Suppose you do not want it? 

Mr. HATCH. Then you have no business to sell it toa man 
who does not want it, and I have no right to buy it if I do not 
want it. You know you can compel me to take it A you want to. 

Mr.GOLDZIER. Suppose theseller of this cotton, at the time 
he sells it, hasactually the whole quantity ofcotton that he sells, 
but between the time of the sale and the time of delivery his 
cotton burns up. You want to impose a punishment upon him 
for the misfortune that he has met. He must 
eee in buying other cotton in order to deliver it. Is that 
right? 

Ir. HATCH. Now, there is another instance of a gentleman 
who has not read the bill. There is a provision in it as plain as 
the English language can make it. Possibly I could have made 
s piaren Thad put it in a half dozen other languages, but not 

n English. 
can GOLDZIER. How many other languages do you under- 
8 ; 
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and swell the 


Mr. HATCH. I only understand one, and I am very proud of 
it. I was born an American, and never was ashamed of the fact 
anywhere in my life, wherever I was. 25 

Mr. GOLDZIER. You would have no business to be. 

Mr. HATCH. So cautious were we to cover the very case 
suggested by the gentleman from Illinois, that there is a provi- 
sion in the bill that if any owner of cotton, or wheat, or other 
commodity, owning it at the time he makes the sale, has it de- 
stroyed by fire or casualty, or if it is en route to the place of 
delivery and is delayed by the act of God or the king’s enemy, 
or any of the ordinary disturbances of transportation, all he has 
todo is to state that fact, and the Co ioner of Internal 
Revenue, under the rules and regulations of the Secretary of 
the Tepang, absolves him from the payment of the penalty 
provided. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. That answers that question. Now, sup- 

se a man has a contract with another man upon whom he re- 

ies for the delivery ot this cotton. The other party breaks his con- 
tract and fails inthedelivery. Do you wish to punish that merch- 
ant or speculator, or whatever you may choose to call him, because, 
without his fault, itis beyond his power to make delivery? 

Mr. HATCH. If heis relying on the promise of somebody 
else, and is not taking a sufficient guaranty for the delivery, of 
course under this bill he would be held responsible. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Then he has got to be punished. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He gets backfrom his other 
man what you get from him. 

Mr. COOMBS. I should like to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: If A sells to B and B sells to C, who is the consumer, and 
A fails to meet his obligation to B, thereby forcing a failure of 
obligation on the part of B,do A and B both have to pay the 
penalty to the Government? 

Mr. HATCH. Not at all. 

Mr. COOMBS. There is no such a provision in the bill? 

Mr. HATCH. My time is almost exhausted, and I want to 
make this opening statement about the provisions of this bill. 
Now, this bill provides that these contracts shall be in writing. 
There is no hardship in that, for every board of trade to-day re- 
quires that they shall be in writing. It is true that itis a very 
brief statement. They make a memorandum, but it is always 
made in writing, and nobody will suffer if there is a written con- 
tract from purchaser or seller. It will be some little trouble in 
the beginning, I have no doubt, for legitimate traders of the 
board of trade to confarm themselves to the provisions of the 
bill if it becomes a law, and that they shall have these blanks, 
which shall be filled up and evened and will show identically the 
transaction, and that the bill of sale in duplicate shall bear a 
nominal revenue stamp. 

Now, that feature alone makes this bill, as I designated itin the 
beginning, an absolute revenue bill, and that aside from the $12 
license demaned of these dealers. That alone makes it a reve- 
nue measure, because every single commercial transaction on 
the boards of trade will bear that nominal revenue stamp pro- 
vided by the revenue department. Now, when you come to ter- 
minate that contract, if it is terminated in good faith by the de- 
livery of the commodity, no other tax is imposed on the dealer 
or seller. It simply bears the additional nominal revenue stamp 
of the deliveranceof the contract, and that is an end of it. Now, 
if parties desire to evade the provisions of the act by settling 
this contract in any other way than by actual delivery, then 
there are these additional taxes provided for in the bill, so much 
a bushel on wheat and so much a pound on cotton and other com- 
modities will be affixed by the revenue officer. 

Mr. COX. That is where they do not deliver? 

Mr. HATCH. That is where delivery is not made; but when- 
ever the failure to deliver comes from misfortune, fire, destruc- 
tion of the property, either at home oren route to the place of 
delivery of it, or it is delayed—all the casualties, in other words, 
of commercial transactions, are provided for and taken care of. 

Mr. STRAUS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask one 
question. 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. STRAUS. The purpose of 15 bill is to prevent specu- 
lation that has not a basis of actual merchandise. Now I want 


Mr. HATCH. Ican not yield to anything in the nature of 
argument. I have only five minutes; but if the gentleman de- 
sires toask a question [ will answer it. 

Mr. STRAUS. A spinner buys a thousand bales of cotton at 
a time when the cotton itself is in the market, in order to pro- 
cure the exact quality he requires. Now, he sells the cotton 
short in order to cover his wants monthly and have his cotton 
cost him the price prevailing when he needs it. Are you not, 
by preventing him from securing himself against speculation 
doing the very thing you are aiming to destroy—thatis, increased 
speculation? 
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Mr. HATCH. The gentleman has very adroitly made that 
statement. I understand the whole transaction. 

Mr. STRAUS. This is an actual transaction. 

Mr. HATCH. Here is the transaction. Here is a man who 
goes into the market to-day and he buys cotton that he wants to 
manufacture, and he does not want it until next month. 

Mr. STRAUS. That is it; possibly his wants for six months. 

Mr. HATCH. He goes into the market and buys it; and not 
satisfied with that, he goes into the market and sells, and by 
that sale depresses the price on the other delivery. 

Mr. STRAUS. You do not understand my question. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I think I do. 

Mr. STRAUS. No, sir; the man buys a thousand bales of cot- 
ton. He needs 300 bales a month. In order not to speculate he- 
sells cotton short in order to cover at the beginning of each 
month, so that he is not pire ing. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, if he makes a sale under this bill, and I 
understand it perfectly, if he sells cotton either short or long, 
and you may call it what you please, if he sells cotton for future 
delivery, he has sree deliver the quantity sold. Any sale not 
accompanied by delivery will be speculative gambling and an 
evasion of the law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And it will have its legiti- 
mate effect on the price of cotton. 

Mr. HATCH. That is it. There is nothing in the world in 
this feature against which there can be objection, and if gen- 
tlemen vote against that they may just as well vote against the 
whole bill. 

Mr. STRAUS. Iam —— ainst it on that account. 

Mr. HATCH. understand that. ‘The gentleman is voting | 
against the bill for the very reason I voted for it, because it in- 
terferes with the short sale, and I am 1 it, because, in 
my judgment the people want every sale in the United States 
confined to sales of actual commodities of those that are sold on 
the board of trade. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, ming as Ido by the courtesy of 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, who yields me his precedence 
bat not his time, I disclaim interference with the informal arrange-_ 
ment by which my friend (Mr. Coss of Missouri) controls the time in 
opposition to this bill. 

Now, sir, I want to start off by joining with my friend from Mis- 
souri (Mr. Harca) in the straightforward ap that he has made 
to this House. I beg every member of this House to read this bill 
through—not to read merely the four, five, or six sections which my 
friend from Missouri thinks will be enough for you, but to read the 
Whole bill. Read it through from beginning to end—and it will be 
too much for most of you. 

If we could have a civil-service examination of the Democrats in 
this House upon this bill and be assured that they would all so 
qualify themselves as to try to pass it, there would be no question 
but that, without a single negative vote from the other side, we 
would overwhelmingly defeat it by our own votes. It is because 
this bill is undemocratic; it is because it is paternal; it is because 
it is unconstitutional; it is because it is intermeddling; it is because 
it sums up in one bunch nearly all the sins for which we have so 
long cursed and labored with the heresies of our brethren on the 
other side of this House that I, for one, am opposed to it. 

Now, sir, it is vey reassuring to be told, as we are told by the 
report upon this bill, that the bill is the result of long and patient 
investigation and study, that the committee have had it T COn- 
sideration since early in the session. Why, Mr. Chairman, that 
statement is alto; er too modest. Since the time when it was 
introduced as a Republican measure in the doy Gorge Cen 
right down to the present time, long after it has been repudiate 
by gentlemen who first poan it, I scarcely aday or 
an has passed but that my friend from Missouri has been giv- 
ca Ae measure careful consideration, and if there is 5 
which proves that, it is the extent to which, by giving it consid- 
eration, he has changed his mind since he last explai this meas- 
ure to the House. : 

On a survey of his work no one will question the further sugges- 
tion of the report that— 

The opposition to this bill will be different from that which had to be met in 
the bill which was before tho last Congress. Every argument urged against 
that measure is met in this. 

In fact, there is scarcely a shred left of the bill, which, two 
years ago, was pressed as perfect, and there is scarcely a single 
argument which could have been urged in support of the former 
measure which the bill as now presented does not repudiate. = 

Two years ago my friend from Missouri was breathing fire against 
all dealers in produce for future delivery, and was willing for the 
time being to throttle his Democratic tendencies, and adopt- the 
most 3 methods to stamp them out. He proposed to make 
everybody who dared touch the accursed thing first pay a license of 
$1,090, and then proposed to fine him at the rate of 5 cents for every 

tnd of cotton, hops, pork, ete., and 20 cents a bushel for all pro- 


uce sold by that measure, and to make him give a bond of $40,000 |. 


to keep his books so that the Government could always ‘‘make the 
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penalty fit the crime.” Such was his position after the two years of 
consideration he had then been enabled to give thematter, Two 
years of further study have ameliorated his mental condition. He 
is now careful to in that “legitimate speenlation is the very 
heart blood of commerce ;” and is as vociferous in defending con- 
tracts for future delivery as he was two years since in their con- 
domnation. Two years ago the result of his study had convinced 
him that “most members of the exchanges deal in ‘puts and calls,“ 
which he nightly brands as gambling of the worst sort; but now 
he tells us that but a small percentage of the menbership of any 
board of trade in the United States, save perhaps the Cotton Ex- 
change of New Orleans, and the Cotton Exchange of New York, 
deal in ‘speculative gambling’ contracts.” 

If confession is good for the soul, and we can judge of his feelings 
by the wholesale renunciation of the views entertained by him two 
years ago which he has made, my friend from Missouri is doubtless 
the sb gerd man in this House, If this is his experience, as I have 
no doubt it is, I know he will thank me for the suggestion that 
he ask unanimous consent that the pending measure be referred 
back to him for farther consideration. For, sir, if we are to judge 
of the future by the past the result would most certainly be that, 
by this date two years hence, his patient investigation and study 
would have obliterated the bill entirely, and my friend from Mis- 
souri would lead the Democrats of this House in opposition to any 
such scheme as this for extension of Federal powers, for paternal 
interference with the details of legitimate business, and for obstrac- 
tion to that part of our commerce, the free transaction of which is 
most essential to the great agricutural interests of our country. 

FLOUR. 


I am sorry, however, not to be able unreservedly to congratulate 
my friend upon the progress he has made. As his bill was intro- 
duced, it included flour among the articles over which his watchful 
care was to be exercised. I understand that this article was omitted 
from the bill as finally reported by him upon information that this 
article was always sold by special brand of the miller who ground 
it. Personally I have not been able to understand why every facil- 
ity should be given the miller to corner the wheat market, at tho 
same time that the system of sales for the future delivery of flour 
was encouraged so as to keep anybody from cornering him. 
however, might be explained by the fact that the correspondin 
bill in the te, known as the Washburn bill, was compos: 
under circumstances which did not exclude the milling interests 
from close consultation. 

Nosuch consideration, however, would commend such a course 
to my friend from Missouri, who is certainly more of a farmer 
than he is a miller, and I know he will 8 my defense of his 
motives, at least, when I assure him that he is mistaken in his as- 
sumption regarding flour, and indeed that he must have been 
stuffed” by wicked men with intent to lead him astray. It is 
true that the Washburns, and Pillsburys, and other great North- 
west millers, do have their special brands, and, to a large extent, do 
actually manufacture the flour they permit to be sold under those 
brands. It is, however, equally true that our great exporters and 
jobbers, through whom is carried on our great foreign trade, are 
accustomed to make sales for future delivery, either by contracts 

roviding that the flours delivered shall be 75 to samples, or by 

rands of their own which have no earthly relation to any mill or 
miller, but which represent simply a standard grade which they 
carefully maintain, and to fill contracts for which they purchase 
flour indifferently from any source whatever that furnishes it in 
sufficiently good and uniform grades. In other words, while it is 
true that but a small proportion of the flour marketed is marketed 
by sample, it is also true that the practice of selling futuresin flour 
by brands which are merely guaranties of quality, and which are 
filled by purchases afterward made, is so general as utterly to 
vitiate the 5 supposition. I have no question as to the 
sincerity of my friend from Missouri. however, one may judge 
from such a particular as this, it is evident that his opinion has 
been swerved by someone who was about a thousand times as much 
of a miller as is my friend from Missouri a farmer. [Langhter.] 

I have such respect, sir, for the eee of my friend, and I know 
that the House will rely so large y upon his judgment, that before 
I take up the special provisions of his pending bill I venture hastily 
to sketch his attitude from another standpoint. How radically 
different is his present bill from that of two years ago I have inade- 

tely s ted. But, sir, when we come to compare the report 
that he made then with the one which accompanies the bill now 
under discussion, it is as surprising as pleasing to find that his 
t statement of the several objects had in view is almost word 
Yor word that with which he prefaced the one we were not permitted 
te discuss in the Fifty-second Con How valuable, however, is 
this statement, which is the backbone of the recent report, may be 
inferréd from the fact that two years since it ae er With e 
grace a most full and contradictory explanation of a totally - 


ent bill. 
THE CHARACTER OF THIS BILL. 

Taking up the bill reported by the committee—the ruins of the 
really imposing structure presented by it afew ago beg, 
sir, to call attention to a defect of that old bill which this new one 
has preserved and even exaggerated. In the first section is carefully 
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defined what among business men is known as “ privilege” dealing— 
gambling in “pnts and calls,” “straddles and ” Ido not 
suppose that there is any one in the United States that will defend 
these. The very ones who en in them would be most prompt 
to admit that they are gambling, poe and simple. j 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would like to ask a single question. 
My friend is talking about;“‘options,” „puts,“ and “ ” and other 
transactions that I do not know much about. But I find that in 
section 5, page 4, of this bill there is a provision —and I am inclined 
to think it is a very valuable one, because I do not know exactly 
what it means [laughter]—that a “contango” agreement shall be 
in writing. I think that must be something very useful. 

Mr. WARNER. Iam coming to that section; and I am going to 
demonstrate that my friend from Missouri does not know—I will 
not say he does not know what ‘“‘contango” means—bnut that he 
does not know what some other words there mean. It must be 
remembered, however, first, that these gambling transactions have 
nothing whatever to do with either the real produce or its price. 
They are simple bets as to what at some definite time in the future 
will be the price or variations in price of the article referred to. 
They have no more to do with actual supply and demand, which is 
the real criterion of price, than do the bets upon a horse race add 
toor take from the speed with which either of the horses completes 
his course. There is, however, no defense for them. NN 

Tue only questions in this iy aap are, whether the evil is one 
which may 3 be attacked by law, and, second, whether it is 
one the dealing with which comes within the legal powers of Con- 

ess. 2 

I had expected, Mr. Chairman, to make somewhat of an u- 
ment on these questions, but from a Democratic standpoint the 
objects of this vill are so scandalous, and this was so well illustrated 
by my friend himself in his discussion of them, that he leaves me 
but little todo. He admits that his object is to enact by Federal 
statute a new provision of criminal law. He tells you that he p 
fers the proposition which was pending in the other Honse, which 
directly undertook that; and he then admits that such a provision 
would be unconstitutional, and that he has therefore gone at the 
business in this indirect and, it I may say it, un-Democratic sort of 
way in ordertoreach the same result. If any Democrat on this com- 
mittee will weigh that admission, it will be just as impossible for 
him to vote for this bill with that intent confessed by its author 
as it would be for him to vote for a bill assuming jurisdiction of 
petty larceny in the States; and it is not a defense of gambling any 
more than it would be a defense of petty larceny to object to this 
unconstitutional and paternal attempt to interfere with and regu- 
late by Federal enactment the local affairs of the several States. 

If, on the other hand, the gentleman tells me that I ought to 
regard it as a sufficientexcuse for the transaction, that he expects to 
get revenue from this measure, Iaskhim: ‘Why don't you get down 
and sweep the other gutters of life in order to raise revenue?“ Why 
docs the gentleman omit so many other sources of crime and de- 

ravity from which he might get revenue for the Government of the 

Jnited States * Bape in human vice, human misery, and human 
weakness? If, Mr. Chairman, this had been sug, by a Repub- 
lican, as it was four years ago, we would all have denounced it asa 
most immoral and scandalous proposition. Ifit had been proposed 
by a pagan we would have used it as an argument for standing by 
our — 7 missionaries in their attempt to carry enlightenment to 
the far-off corners of the world, where poor degraded wretches were 
brought up with such sentiments and surroundings. But when it 
comes to a Christian Democrat [laughter], and he tells us that in 
order to interfere with the local and criminal jurisdiction of the 
States, as he admits we can not constitutionally do, he will find an 
excuse by levying a toll on crime; I can only urge that, remembering 
what the gentleman himself has admitted, you determine that ques- 
tion for yourselves when you come to vote on this proposition. 


REAL MEANING OF ** OPTI A i 


In the second section are properly defined the contracts of a 
ment in general use in many lines of business and which have 
come to be known as futures. Right here it may be proper, 
in view especially of the way in which the draftsman of this 
bill has used the term “option” in the first section, and of the 
extent to which that word is frequently used to designate “futures” 
as such, to explain the real meaning of that term. For it should be 
understood that the numerous references to “options” which may 
be seen in our commercial papers do not refer to the gambling 
te privileges” described in the first section, but in general to the 
legitimate transactions known as “futures.” One of the uses of 
futures is this: Millers, fac owners, contractors, and others, 
knowing far in advance that they will require largo and definite 
—— of raw supplies, find it to their advantage to contract 

in advance for the delivery of those supplies at fixed prices 
and thus to lessen the risk of any attempt to corner the actu 
Wheat, cotton, or other product before they need it for use. And 
ori 2 contracts were drawn, for example, providing for cotton 
to delivered upon a definite date in a certain month in the 
future. It was soon found, however, that in the ordinary course 
of business the exact dates at which the more important contracts 
became due were generally known, and corners were engineered by 
those wishing to take advantage of the situation, which could be 


successful in their ends—that of fleecing consumer on the one hand 
and producer on the other—provided the available stock could be 
carried for a few days only, including the date at which the con- 
tract fell due. 

In order to avoid this trouble, and to put it out of the power of 
speculators to corner the market unless they were competent to 
carry for a considerable time all available stocks, the following 
plan was devised: Contracts for future delivery were so drawn as 
to give to the seller the option of ea within a certain month 
named, the day upon which he would deliver the produce bought. 
From that time on, under such contracts, with ordinary caution on 
the part of the seller it was practically impossible to corner any given 
product except at a cost and risk which of themselves were a guaranty 
against the attompt. A January option, therefore, does not mean a 
gambling privilege, according to which buyer or seller has the 
option to carry out or to repudiate his contract; but it means a 
definite sale to a purchaser, who expects to receive the produce, by 
a seller, who is bound to deliver it, to whom, however, in order to 
tako away ot pt ears for cornering the market by others, is given 
the option of choosing the particular day in the month named upon 
which he will deliver the 2 sold. An “option,” therefore, as 
one referred to, is so from 2 a panving per e that 

t is rather a special form of a contract for fature delivery devised 
to reduce the gambling risk in legitimate business, 
EXTENT OF INTERFERENCE PROPOSED. 

This bill, sir, may be summarized as based upon two propositions— 
both grossly mistaken ones. The first one is that the adminis- 
trative features are reasonable and tolerable, either from a business 
or political standpoint. Om this point I can characterize, in no 
other way so completely as by quoting extracts therefrom, the 
utterly ruinous and paternal intars 
principal food products in which it is proposed our Government 
shall engage. 

Sec. 3. That 9 and futures contracts and all transfers and as- 
signments thereof de in wri and signed in n 
and every options“ contract state in explicit terms the o when the 
right or privilege of delivering, or the right of demanding the delivery of the arti- 
cle or articles named, shall expire; and every futures“ contract shall 
state in explicit terms the quantity and the day upon which, or the last day of the 

iod wi which, the article or articles contracted to be sold shall be 

vored; and in each such contract the party so contracting, or the party for 
whom he acts as agent, broker, — in making such contract to sell and 
deliver, shall state explicitly whether or is as wet toe tang the owner 
of the article or arti: so contracted to be sold and delivered, or or has not, 
as the case may be, theretofore it or them by purchase, or is or is not, as 
the case may be, then entitled to the right of the future possession of such article 
or articles under and by virtue of a contract for the sale and future d thereof 
previ made by the owner thereof; and any such contract not incl! such 
Tintemente and not eo made and signed shall be unlawful, bus nothing ecttained 


in this section shall be FF 
“fatures” from the penalties and taxes p for by this act. 

SEC. 4. That whenever any options“ or futures contract shall be termi- 
nated by the absolute sale and actual delivery of the raw or nnmannfactured cot- 


ton, hops, wh barley, pork, -salted 
pickled . by such emmy the — — 8 


sell and deliver shall execute a bill of sale in which shall be ified the num 
of pounds of raw or unmanufactured cotton, hops, — bacon, dry-salted 
meat, and pickled meat, the nnmber of bushels of wheat, corn, oats, rye, and bar- 
, delivered, with the name, — Bod — — and place of business 
of tho custodian, and the serial numbers and dates of the ces, certificates, 
its, freight or way bills, or other vouchers representing the quantity of each 


article sold and delivered. 

See. 5. That any oe | “options” or “ futures“ contract shall be termi- 
otherwise than by 1 
factured cotton, hops, Wheat, corn, oa ered Di rk, lard, 
mont, and pickled meat embraced in 833 — sinken, 
shall be d: or postponed beyond time des tod by the con- 
tract, ere A arapen . . — ——— contango, eens. 
ation, waiver, -out, or other ox arrangemen which 
Sank CBE GORIL. TTT 5 
pret Ahan oh: gen porte omnes e voe eroa 
termination s postponed, or obviated, shall be executed ting 

par hong eo — Aga ies thereto. 
SEC. 6. . as follows: Dealers in options“ or 
futures“ shall pay twelve dollars. Every person who in his own behalf 


gram, 

or by an agent, broker, jli or resident in an; country, 

5 or ass TVT ini — — 
3 contract entered terminated 


orassigned orks futures” contract, entered into or terminated 
within the United States, shall be deomed a dealer in “fatures.” 


p. ting taxes as follows, wena: For 
every ten thousand pounds or fractional part thereof of cotton, — po , lard, 
bacon, ary salted meat, and pickled meat, and for every one tho —e or 

or cov- 


‘tract, 
contract and the duplicate thereof, or by separate 
h ——— or assigum tis 


erence with the marketing of our * 


L 
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tract shall have affixed thereto an internal-revenue adhesive stamp of the denom- 
ination of two cents. 
To the original and duplicate of every Loman oe clearance, settlement, acquit- 


tan contango, backwardation, privilege, Waiver, ringing-out or other agreement 
by which the options“ or “futures” shall be terminated otherwise than by an 
sheotute sale actual delivery of the articles embraced in or covered by such 


contract, or by which such termination is or shall be delayed, postponed, or 
8 be affixed internal-revenue adhesive stamps representing taxes as 
For every pound of raw or unmanufactured cotton, hops, pork, lard, 
7 salted meat, and pickled meat embraced in or covered by such con- 
tract, one cent; for every bushel of wheat, three cents, and for every bushel of 
corn, oats, rye, and barley embraced in or covered by such contract, two cents. 
Every “options” contract that shall expire by limitation without an absolute sale 
and actual delivery of the article or articles emb in or covered by such con- 
tract, shall, at the time Geo ee by such contract for its tration, have 
affixed to the copy thereof, which shall be retained by the vendor therein named. 
internal-revenue adhesive stamps representing taxes as follows; For every pound 
of raw or unmanufactured cotton, bou; pork, lard, dry salted meat and pickled 
meat embraced in or covered by such contract, one cent; for every bushel of 
wheat, three cents, and for every bushe] of corn, oats, rye, and barley covered 
5 ged in or intending to be engaged in the busi 
. 8. That every person enga; n or intending to be en o busi- 
ness of a dealer in 0 tions or of a dealer in futures shall, before commenc- 
ing or continuing such business, give notice in writing, subscribed by him, to the 
collector of internal revenue for the district wherein such business is to be carried 
on, stating his name, residence, and if a company or firm the name and residence 
of each member thereof, the name and residence of every person interested or to 
be interested in such business, the principal place where such business is to be 
carried on, and whether of dealing in options or “fu or both, and if 
such business is to be carried on in a city, the residence and ioe of business 
shall be designated by the name of the street and number of the building; and if 
the whole building is not occupied, the number or other designation of each ver 9 
and the number and other designation of each room so occupied or to be occupied. 
copa f person intending to commence or continue the business of a dealer in 
“options” or of a dealer in “futures” shall, on filing with the collector of inter- 
nal revenue his notice of such intention and before proceeding with such busi- 
ness, and on the first secular day of J ay. of each succeeding year, execute a bond 
in the form prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and ere 
by the Secre! ‘reasury, conditioned that he shall faithfully comply with 
the provisions of law rela’ to the duties and business of a dealer in 
options“ or a dealer in futures, as the case may be, and shall pay all taxes 
due and all penalties incurred or fines imposed on him for a violation of any of 
said provisions. Said bond shall be, with at least two sureties, 8 yy, the 
collector of the district, and for a penal sum of threo thousand do . Nothing 
in this act shall be construed to require more than one permit to or bond from 
m dealing in “futures” re sepa a to prevent a change of the prin- 
ci lace of business of such dealer in “futures” by first giving notice thereof 


0 
follows: 


n which delivery shall be 
futures” contrac 


0 
tarag the fiscal year shall be aumbered 
8 commencing with number one for the first contract executed on or 

0 


to i eg with the number of the contract and recorded in the 
name, title, or designation and place of business of the custodian and serial num- 
bers and dates of the acceptances, certificates, eee freight or waybills, or 
other vouchers representing the 8 of each cle so sold and delivered. 
Whenever any options or ‘‘fatures"’ shall be terminated otherwise than by an 
absolute sale and anactual delivery of the article or articles embraced in or covered 
by the contract, or the termination thereof shall be delayed or postponed beyond 
© time fixed by the contract the . 1 acquittance, 
contango, backwardation, privil ging out, or other agreement or 
arrangement by which the “options” or “futures” is so terminated, 5 
postponed, or obviated, shall be numbered to correspond with the number of the 
contract and recorded in the book as in the case of a bill of salo where the termina- 
ation is by absolute sale and actual delivery. Such book shall at all times be kept 
in the dealer’s place of business and shall be subject to inspection by the collector 
or any gee diag of internal rovenue or by any gay authorized internal-revenue 
fagent w aal make memoranda or transcripts therefrom. And such further 
particulars 8 be entered in such book as may bo prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the Secrotary of the Treasury. It 
shall be the duty of every person ig eg to keep the book provided for in this 
y to the collector of internal revenue for the 
district in which ng opone or futures“ contracts required to be entered 
into such book shall be made, transferred, or assigned. The first return shall be 
made on the first secularday of the month next succeeding the date of commenc- 
ing business, or within five days thereafter, and returns shall be made on the first 
secular day of every subsequent month or within five days thereafter. Each 
return shail be under oath and in such form as the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, and 
shall show each "options" and futures contract made or entered into or trans- 
erred or assigned by such person in his own behalf or in behalf of others durin 
the preceding month, together with all the particulars relative to such contrac 
as are shown by the record, or which may be required by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the ury. 


In the uotations I have just given I have noted only those pro- 
visions which the vender himself is obliged to carry out. Other 
sections provide for a most complex and obtrusive system of Goy- 
ernment espionage and a highly specialized system of penalties and 
criminal law to enforce the act, so that to the pestering of individu- 
als it is proposed to add the multiplication of: Federal officers and 
the elaboration of criminal law appropriately devised as a po of 
the new system of interference and espionage proposed by the bill. 

There is no parallel in the world for such officious intermeddling, 
except in some of the tyrannical governments of Europe, where 
certain vices, being under police supervision, are looked after as 


waiver, 


section to make a return month! 


carefully as my friend from Missouri proposes to look after the 
marketing of American produce. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Has the gentleman any idea how many 
thousand internal-revenue deputies would be required ? 

Mr. WARNER. The bill if enacted must fall by its own weight. 
No human being can do business if there are enough deputies about 
his door to keep track of what he is doing under this bill, and no 
self-respecting human being will do business with the prospect of 
such espionage as is here contemplated. 

A great many years ago it was recognized that although there 
might be tares in the wheat field, yet it would be better to leave 
them aor together until the harvest. But my friend from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Hatch] introduces a new principle. He says: No, I 
do not believe in pulling up the tares; that may hurt the wheat. 
All I propose to to do is to pinch each blade of wheat as it comes 
up, so that if to my enlightened thumb it feels like a tare I can 
put if down in my books”; and it would be just as possible to 
make a success of wheat-raising under those conditions as tò 
attempt to do business in the marketing of American produce 
under the conditions prescribed by my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
Hatch]. Mark you, the gentleman in his present report explains 
that he is not against legitimate speculation. He explains that 
only a few of the members upon any of the exchanges—except the 
two wicked ones, the cotton exchanges of New York and New 
Orleans—do much in this line. Mind you therefore, that, in order 
to meet what he himself not merely confesses but demonstrates is 
an infinitesimal proportion of the business of this country, he pro- 
poe to stick his intermeddling hands into every legitimate trans- 
action. 


‘RINGING OUT." 
It is poria to the credit of my friend from Missouri that the 
provisions of his bill demonstrate his unfamiliarity with such leg- 


islation. It would be easy to tako up section after section and show 
its absurdity. A single instance must, however, sufico here. By 
section 7 a penalty is provided for any “ringing out” of contracts 
for future delivery. 

What my friend from Missouri fails to appreciate is that the 
“evasion” which he proposes to punish so severely is not an evasion 
of fulfilment of contracts which haye been made, but simply an 
avoidance of unnecessary trouble and expones in carrying them out. 
The process of anging out is not a substitute for actually fulfill- 
ing a contract, but s p y an expedient to avoid extra expense and 
trouble in fufffllin The “ringing out” is exclusively ar 
arrangement by which brokers in providing for their numerous 
customers do so at the least expense to themselves, For example 
supposing that my friend from Missouri should to-day order mo a 
New York to purchase him, for gs) ees to Europe in November, a 
boat load—or 8,000 bushels—of wheat at $1 per bushel, and sup- 

osing that two weeks afterward my friend from Georgia should 
nstruct me to sell for him at 98 cents per bushel a boat load of 
wheat deliverable at New York in November. Having placed both 
these contracts on change, it is not improbable that before their 
maturity they may have both 1 57 into the hands of a single 
broker who, discovering that he is obliged to receive from me a 
boat load of wheat in November and also deliver to me the same 
amount in the same month, notifies me of the fact and suggests 
that he is ready to receive the difference in rice, and to consider 
the contracts as ‘‘rung out,” that is to say, that together they have 
made a circle or ring, and met and canceled each other, In other 
words, “rin out” is simply an adjustment between brokers to 
save the cost of transferring produce back and forth. The cus- 
tomer has nothing whatever to do withit. The man who bought 
the grain will receive it in November as he stipulatedfor. The man 
who sold the grain will have to deliver it as he stipulated for. The 
only difference is that, instead of each broker, through whose hands 
the contracts have passed, being compelled to attend to both the 
receipt and delivery of the grain, it has been arranged between them 
that there should be but one receipt and delivery, and that—since 
these can be most easily attended to by the one who has both to 
receive and deliver the same amount—that all others interested shall 
be excused from bothering themselves with it. The result is simply 
so much less trouble in handling grain and so much less of cost to 
come between the producer and consumer. There is nothing of 
gambling about it at all, and it is simply one of the methods by 
which business is facilitated. 

In practice, among the hundreds and eyen thousands of members 
associated upon an exchange, these opportunities for cancellation 
naturally occur as a result of a series of contracts rather than of a 
simple interchange between two brokers. In every great exchange 
firm there is therefore some clerk whose business it is to keep track 
of all their contracts, both bought and sold, and, whenever possible 
to do so, to obviate expense of mutual receipt and delivery by 
interchanging against each other corresponding contracts for pur- 
chase and sale—the saying of time and expense being simply enor- 
mous and absolutely essential to enable expense of handling produce 
contract to be kept at a point sufficiently low to make them attrac- 
tive for temporary investments. It is true that upon these can- 
cellations differences are paid in cash. This again, however, is 
neither bling nor has it anything to do with the purchaser or 
seller. It is simply a case where a broker, by the rules of his 
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exchange 3 for his customers, finding that in dealin 

with another broker he is obligated to receive money for the credit 
ofa customer, and to pay out money for the account of another custo- 
mer, simply sends or receives the balances between the two amounts. 

A MEMBER. How about ‘‘contango”? 

Mr. WARNER. I will say that “contango” is not particularly 
wicked. It is not, however, the same transaction as ‘ringing out.” 
It isa 775 . gecesi f to postpone settlement. 

Mr. WALKER. It is the same kind of a transaction. 

Mr. WARNER. It is, in a way, similar, but not the identical 
transaction involved in “ringing out.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. What is that transaction? 

Mr. WARNER. It is an arrangement for postponing delivery of 
goods purchased. I have heard it most frequently used with ref- 
erence to the public securities of different countries. I do not see 
any reason why it should not appi to produce, but it is not gen- 
eréily used in that way; at least ve not uently so heard it. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. If I understand you the ringing-out pro- 
cess is see a clearing-house process. 

Mr. WA R. That is all. The whole business is simply and 
purely one of clearing-house methods adjusted to the complex re- 
relation of contracts involving produce as well as money; the reasons 
for the methods adopted, the economies in their use, and the facili- 
ties given to the advantage ot all concerned, and the utter lack 
of effect except to reduce the expense of doing his business upon 
the contractor or contractee being precisely the same as in the 
case of a clearing-house in its relations to banks and their individ- 
ual depositors. A bank depositor draws a check addressed to his 
bank requiring the 3 to a certain individual of a certain 
amount of money. This particular thing is, however, one of the 
most rare of occurrences. What the person does is to deposit 
that check in his bank, requesting its payment to such bank. 
What that bank does, however, is not to present that check, but to 
turn it into the clearing-house; and what the clearing-house does 
is not to present the check, but to add it with hundreds of other 
checks against the bank in question and offset it by the equally 
numerous credits in favor of the bank in question, and as a result 
receive from one or another of its members, and pay to one or an- 
other of its members, a balance, infinitesimal as compared with 

the total amount of its transactions, and haying no special ref- 
erence to anyone of them—this without in the slightest degree 
affecting the relations of any of its associated ba with their 
customers, whose accounts are kept in precisely the form that would 
be the case were the primitive method of settling each check by 
payment in cash at the bank upon which it was drawn in actual 
vogue. 
was about to say that it would be just as sensible to fine every 
drawer of a check for permitting it to be paid through the clear- 
ing-house. This, however, Mr. Chairman, would be an understate- 
ment, for the check involves money transactions alone. The 
multitudinous contracts thus “cleared” by the ‘‘ringing-out” 
process involves cach the handling of enormous bulks of stored prod- 
uce as well as the handling of the money involved. And, therefore, 
when my friend from Missouri proposes a 3 for the ringing- 
out of contracts this is much worse than if heshould forbid any chec 
to be settled otherwise than By, sparen payment in cash at the 
teller's window, as is the handling of a boat load of wheat more 
onerous than the Pk eg about of a check. The utter igno- 
rance, not merely of the conditions with which he is dealing, 
but of the most common expedients of permitting business to be 
done ina civilized way, is the only excuse which my friend can 
urge. If he were to be c ae with the intent to accomplish what 
his proposition would actually do if carried out, he would become 

an outlaw to be abated as an Apache ora dynamiter. Of course, I 

appreciate that he intends no such attack ae commerce. Such, 

however, is practically the attitude in which this bill places him, 
and the consideration to which, if he is to be taken seriously, the 
commercial world must consider him entitled. 


THEORY THAT “FUTURES” ARE WRONG 


The second theory on which this bill is based is that deals for future 
delivery are immoral, and hence that any interference with them is 
5 a good thing for the farmer and probably for every one 
else. 

THE OBJECT OF “FUTURES,” 


As to this, I believe the real trouble to be that our friends aro 
either unacquainted with the nature of the transactions with which 
they propose to deal, or on the other hand, forgetful of the condi- 
tions under which commerce and business have developed. I am led 
to these conclusions by the suggestion still frequently made, though 
not as often as it was two years ago, as in the mind of the speaker 
a conclusive answer to any defense of the contracts called futures, 
viz: That they are plainly an attempt on the part of a*person to 
sell what he does not own. That is an entirely correct description, 
Mr. Chairman, one with which I shall not for a moment quarrel; 
and it is just because such is their nature that the business of dealing 
in futures is a natural and beneficent one, and will become more ex- 
tended and more beneficent as our civilization develops and the pro- 
cesses of production and distribution become perfected as to one 
after another of our great staples. To theextent that dealings in 
futures are substituted for what is known as spot transactions is 


the gambling element eliminated from the business involved, the 
effect being in each case to relieve the one who participates in each 
stage of the transactions involved from all speculative risks except 
that particular one which, it being his special busness to estimate, 
is for legitimate and for any one else would be illegitimate. 

Let me explain. If a jackal wants a shelter, he goes into a con- 
venient cave. If Amoma hog wants one, with somewhat more of 
intelligence directed to that particular object, he digs him a hole. 
If a savage feels similar need, with still . use of intollect, 
he puts together, or makes his wife do so, the materials of which 
his rude hut is constructed; or if he is a great chief and wants a 
bigger one he causes to be brought together the material, and when 
he has gotten them they are fashioned and put together as he may 
order. If, however,a civilized mau wants a house, about the last 
thing he does—or about the first thing he is sorry for if he docs do 
it—is to purchase the lumber, the stone, and the brick, and then 
hire the men to put up the house himself. The reason is plain. In 
direct proportion as we take advantage of civilized condition we 
have to deal with a greater and greater proportion of matters as to 
which no man can be an expert in more than one, and the man who 
undertakes to be his own architect and carpenter and to serve him- 
self as contractor in every branch required for housebuilding is 
simply taking in each case a gambling risk about which he can 
know little or nothing. What he does do, however, is to goto a 
builder whose special business it is to arrange for the erection of 
houses in that locality and he contracts with that builder for his 
house—in other words, he buys a future in houses, deliverable six 
months, or a year, or two years hence. 

Mr. PENCE. And what if he does not deliver the house? 

Mr. WARNER. If for ma eoon he does not want the house, or 
he wants a different or better house, or if for any reason the two 
parties concerned come to a different conclusion than they at first 
3 beneficent Government—up to date—allows them 
to attend to their own business. 

It is not assumed—it generally is not the fact—that the building 
contractor has a single foot of the timber, a single one of the stones, 
a single thousand of the brick, or, indeed, any of the material that 
he thus sells in the shape of a future in houses, 

No one, however, would claim that this is a gambling transaction; 
every one, on the contrary, would appreciate that, so far from a 
gambling transaction, it was a legitimate process by which what 
would have been a speculative risk in the man who wanted the 
house, but who knew nothing about building, was transferred, to 
his great advantage, to a contractor who could legitimately assume 
the risk in question, for the very good reason that it was his par- 
ticular business, in which he had carefully trained himself, so as to 
make the contract for him a legitimate business transaction. This, 
however, is only the first step. e contractor himself is not equally 
an oe in carpentry and mason work, in plumbing and gas-fitting, 
and decoration, exterior and interior. He, in turn, having made a 
contract for the future delivery of a house, calls in several trades- 
men, each most conversant with the particular branch with which 
he is to deal, and the general contractor buys of one a future in 
masonry, of another a future in a pape work, of another a future 
in plumbing and gas-fitting, of another a future in painting. And no 
one knows better than himself that no one of these has on hand a 
single item of the work he thus contracts to deliver. But, just as 
the owner recognizes the contractor as a man who can undertake 
the general risk for him much more cheaply and much more legiti- 
mately than he could undertake it for himself, just so the contractor 
recognizes each one of these several tradesmen as one who can under- 
take in his specialty much more cheaply and much more legiti- 
mately than can he the special risk involved. 

Not merely the articles mentioned in this bill, but iron, copper, 
tin, cotton goods, butter, cheese, coffee, 2 and exchange are 
regularly contracted for long in advance by those who are thus 
enabled to make definite provisions for the particular industry in 
which they are engaged. Lines of cloths are sold in the same way 
long before their manufacture. Building materials are thus con- 
tracted for long before the timber is hewn or the clay dug. That 
the gentlemen who are pressing this bill have not heard of these 
futures and do not provide against them simply shows how little 
are they acquainted with the universal tendency of civilized busi- 
ness. That they have selected the cases which are best known and 
most universally practiced simply shows to me, sir, that in their 
misinformation they have so drawn their bill as to apply it to the 
very cases in which, on account of the market being universal and 
the information as to the supply and demand being most easily and 
most promptly secured, the possible good to be done by such a bill, 
even upon their own assumption, is the least, and the certain inter- 
ference in legitimate business the greatest possible. Indeed, the 
future system is being gradually extended to cover every product 
in regard to which practical methods of grading and preservation 
are devised; andin every quarter where this has not already been 
accomplished the ingenuity of intelligent producers and dealers is 
exercised toward the solution of the problem. It is the universal 
experience that in a ortion as the grading of a product can be 
perfected and the mate it systematized is the economy with 
which it can be handled between its production and ultimate use 
to the equal advantage of the one who produces it and the one by 
whom it is finally consumed. 
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ILLUSTRATION FROM COTTON TRADE. » 


Now take the case of the cotton manufacture. I can not but feel 
that the theory upon which this bill is drawn is that the cotton 
manufacturer, when he finds he wants cotton, takes a cart and goes 
around and buys it of the planter, takes it to his mill, weaves it 
into cloth, ang then takes the cloth and carts it about, seeking some 
one to whom he may sell it. This does approach the primitive 
the barbaric—method of doing this kind of business; and itis but 
fair to admit that under such circumstances there would be no 
trouble about dealings for future delivery. Such, however, as every- 
one gaat dos not the case at present. The business of cotton plant- 
ing, of cotton marketing, of cotton manufacturing, and of distribu- 
tion of cotton is in each case a highly ialized industry 
capable of engrossing all the enterprise, intelligence, and tact of 
any man, and as to which no prudent man wishes to undertake more 
than one at a time. In the case of the manufacturer, for exam- 
ple, the one thing with which he is conversant is manufacturing— 
the process by which, the cost at which, the time within which, 
given thematerial ready for his use, he can produce the cloth redy 
Tor sale. He does not know anything about cotton-raising. An 
it would be impossible for him to keep track of the relations between 
the supply and the demand of cotton, the development of transport 
and commercial facilities, and all the other data that are included 
within the province of the cotton dealer. Ho is 3 unac- 
quaintedwith the methods by which through wholesaler and jobber 
and retailer, in accord with the varying demands arising from 
varying conditions, his goods must be marketed to the ultimate 
consumer. What he does know, and the only thing it is safe for 
him to a aay upon knowing, is the process of manufacture. The 
risks involved in this are the ones whichit is his legitimate busi- 
ness to assume, for the reason that he appreciates and can 
handle them better than anybody else, so that what to anyone else 
would bea mere eens venture is to him a business enterprise. 
How does he do this? : 

In ee as you know, the process is about as follows: The 
manufacturer is without capital except a small margin above that 
sufficient to enable him to ran his factory. He goes to the factor 
at New York, Boston, or Philadelphia—the man who is specially 
versed in the methods of distribution of cotton He consults 


ip nes ati of goods 
uture, and the last delivery being fifteen months off. In turn, the 
factor contracts to advance funds to the mill owner from month to 
month at a rate not to exceed a certain rate per yard or per piece of 
the goods to be delivered, to market the whole product as advan- 
tageously as possible, and to render an account at certain dates, in- 
terest being charged and paid at a certain fixed and generally mod- 
erate rate. There is now left for the mill owner but one factor of 
anxious uncertainty in the situation. As to the manufacturing, he 
understands perfectly its different conditions, and as the price of 
cotton then rales, he knows there is a fair margin for safety and 
pon in the transaction. The price of cotton, however, may vary 

y 25 or 40 per cent in the course of the year. It is something 
which he is utterly powerless to influence. 

After all these arrangements noted are made, he is still in a position 
3 ngs a 5 reduction nae price of 2 may add 
greatly to his profit, a sharp rise in thi ce may g certain 
ruin. Should ie on under these conditions his business is u- 
lative, risky, illegitimate. There are just two ways in which he 
can avoid this: can buy at once, by spot contract, the whole 
amount of cotton he will need for the next fifteen months, thereby 
necessitating the use of an enormous capital and excessive expense 
for interest, storage, handling, and insurance; or, going into the 
market, he can buy cotton in such amounts as he shall estimate he 
will need for delivery month by month in the future. His expe- 
rience has taught him that the grades which are near the standard 
eg vary with such exactness in proportion as does the price of 

t grade, that he need not concern himself as to the precise 8 
he wishes; but that by making a present contract for future deliv- 
ery, month by month as he estimates he will need the cotton, of a 
sufficient quantity of a standard e, he can, on any month when 
such contracts ma secure any marketable grade above or below 
that standard by simply paying the difference, if what he wants is 
a better quantity than standard, or by realizing the difference 
in case the cotton he wishes to use is of a poorer quality. 

In other words, by the system of dealing in tutures the cotton 
manufacturer is enabled to do his business with but a small propor- 
tion of the capital he would otherwise need, and to do it upon a 
profit margin much smaller than would be necessary if he was 
obliged either to take the bling risk involved in waiting until 
he needed the cotton ‘ore he contracted for it, or, on the other 
hand, in keeping idle the money and meeting the expense involved 
in the purchase and holding of the enormous amount of cotton 


required. And I need not add that in proportion to the cheapness 
with which the manufacture can chap bis eitie on, the amatino 


of the margin whichmanufacturers are willing to t, the induce- 
ments which are thus giv manufacturers by relieving em from 
all risks except the one which they are specially qualiſſed to undet- 
take, is the man of cotton encouraged, the margin between 
the cost of the product and the cost of the raw cotton cheapened, 
the consumption inerea ma the demand for and the price of the 
planters’ product in 
To subject such deals to the provisions of this bill not merely 
involves a harassing trouble and but—since there is ño 
necessary contract relation between the deals in standard grade ho 
has thus made for future delivery, and his actual purchases of spe- 
cial grade, when he comes to need them—the manufacturer would 
be subjected to all the pains and penalties provided by this bill for 
fonning transactions, The only alternatives would be such addi- 

onal complexity in the bill, and the practice under it as would 
make it impracticable, or such evasion by a system of “washing” 
contracts as would tend to drive straightforward men out of the 
business. 

‘FIRM OFFERS ''—WHEAT EXPORTS. 


Take our great agricultural export trade—that upon which, to 
a greater extent than upon any other branch of our commerce, 
depends se pr sa the great agricultural classes of the conn- 
try. Take the item of wheat, which perhaps is more characteristic 
than any other, except cotton. American wheat and other prod- 
ucts of the kind are marketed in Europe and throughout the 
world by a system known as “firm offers.” That is to say, in the 
afternoon of each day on the Produce Exchange at New York, or 
the Board of Trade at Chicago, the American broker sends cable 
advices to each one of his foreign correspondents—sometimes hun- 
dreds in number andin every ee ofthe civilized world, especially 
throughout Europe—naming the price at which he will contract 
to ship them wheat, corn, or other produce, pratan the accept- 
ance reaches him before the noon of the following day. 0 
European correspondent neither knows nor cares about the con- 
ditions which will probably govern the course of prices in the 
next twenty-four hours. But he does know the conditions which 
affect the immediate demand for wheat or other produce in his 
country or 3 or is in oa: fe, a communication with those 
who do know. 6 Euro er, therefore, calculating upon 
the basis of the offer made him, sends to his own customers through-~ 
out the province, or the country where his connections are, and 
offers to deliver them American produce at certain fixed rates in 
case their answer is given within a certain number of hours. 
- At the expiration of the time thus pu each European corre- 
spondent knows whether he will be able to market at a profit tho 
American produce that has been offered him at a fixed price; and 
before the close of business on the day succeeding that upon which 
the American broker has made his offer, there come back to him the 
acceptances from every part of the world of mig fry who, at the 
price named, cares tohandle ener insu ese acceptances 
are, of course, from but a comparati small proportion of those 
to whom the offers were made. Advised of the amount he will be 
called upon to deliver, the American broker 42 upon“ ' change“ and 
purchases to cover the sales thus made, and having made his offers 
according to the best information in a matter in which he is an 
expert, the average result is a net profit to him on the transaction, 
By this process, without the employment of any extraordina 
8 capital, without assuming any risk except the one which 
he is best qualfied to measure, and in return for the assumption of 
which he has named and received his compensation, the American 
broker has succeeded in offering at every spot in the entire world 
American wheatin competition with thatfrom every other country. 

If, however, he is not to be permitted thus to do business; if he 
is not to be permitted to sell wheat until he has bought it—for 
the sale is closed the moment the return telegram is received—this 
whole system of offering and marketing American produce must 
ce except in so far as it shall be carried on by the few who are 
able and willing either to contract in advance for tenfold the 
amount of produce that they can possibly capers to market, and 
thereby tenfold increase their expense and risk, or who are willing 
to limit their offers to the few cases which would be possible if their 
aggregate is to be confined to the amount the American broker has 
contracted for. The result would be practically to stop the offering 
of the American produce in most of the markets in the world in any- 
thing like sharp competition with that from other countries, or 80 
to increase the amount of capital required and the amount of risk 
involved as to require the exaction of a much larger margin 
between the price at which the firm offer is made and the price at 
which the produce can be p here. And as the former—the 
selling price abroad—is fixed by the level of the world’s commerce, 
this would mean just so much lower prices to the American pro- 


ducer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This bill does not do that. 

Mr. WARNER. It is ng. en by my friend [Mr. WILLIAMS of 
Mississippi] that the bill does not do that. It may be claimed 
that if the 1 8 8 order is filled by the shipment of standard grade 

But it must be remembered 


that the bill does not prevent that. 
that every single one of these orders on in trade is negoti- 
able; and when a contractor in Bristol, for example, 


t 
wants to be sure that he will be able to get the wheat he does want 
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ata price which will enable him to make æ profit ont of his con- | used alike to reduce the price to the producer and increase it to the 


tract, he buys No. 2 red Wheat. And then, even though he does not 
want as good a quality, or even if he wants a better quality, he 
knows that when the time comes he can exchange or settle that 
contract in such a way as to secure without sacrifice just the 
quality he wants, the relation of the prices of the two grades being 
practically constant throughout the world. The case is the same 
as with cotton. The penalties of this bill would prevent perfectly 
legitimate transactions. : : : 
Yow, there is the trouble with the bill of my friend from Mis- 
souri. His intentions are all right; but he does not know what he 
is about. He assumes that he knows what we mean when we 
contract, and that if we do not do the gears thing he expects us 
to do we are committing a crime which, under appointment from 
heaven, it is bis business to look out for and punish; whereas this 
is legitimate business; and in a great measure, although contracts 
for future delivery of cotton, as well as wheat, are in what is 
known as the standard brand, this is the way by which, indirectly 
as I have mentioned, not merely the standard brands and grades 
but the whole great product, of all grades, is marketed to the 


purchaser. 
INSDUCEMENT FOR TEMPORARY INVESTMENT. 


I have attempted to illustrate but two of the numerous features 
of deals for future delivery, the conditions of which are inherent in 
the natural process of the marketing and use of our chief agricul- 
tural staples. There is another consideration which most substan- 
tially affects their price, and by which, not as a matter of original 
intent, but as a matter of beneficent result, the producer and con- 
sumer alike are greatly aided. Under the old system of spot deals 
in the products now largely handled by sales for future deliv- 
ery, the investment in them—as is still the case with every product 
not dealt in by futures—tended to be limited to those who were 
specially conversant with the circumstances of their production and 
use, and had an extraordinary amount of capital at their di 
As fast, however, as an article became one genrally quoted on the 
exchanges and extensively dealt in for fature delivery it became 
an attractive object for temporary ee which is what, I 
prome; is meant by my friend from Missouri w he talks.about 

egitimate speculation. That any product may be attractive for 


temporary inyestment—i. e., for the use of the vast amount of float- 
ing capital that is waiting entinvestment, or kept in hand by 
its owner as a safety margin in case his more risky ventures fail 


certain matters are essenti The product must be a well-known 
staple, so largely produced and so generally dealt in as to be famil- 
iar to the general public; and the conditions of its supply and use 
must be such as to make it reasonably sure that it has an actual 
worth in dent of all probable risks which can be realized at 
any time without extrao ary trouble or sacrifice. 

‘hese conditions are most nearly metin the case of our great agri- 
cultural staple; and to the precise extent that facilities for infor- 
mation, 3 and trade have been perfected, our food 
product has become more and more the normal investment for 
enormous amounts of capital that, until lately, were left idle in 
banks or confined to investments in Government funds. An im- 
portant effect of this development has been, first, greatly to increase 
the number of investors and the amount of capital available for 
investment in farm produce, and thus somewhat to increase, and 
even more, to steady its price; and, second, to reduce the margin of 
expense for ee produce between the producer and the 
consumer, and thus benefit both. 

As to the former, the advantage of more numerous 
and more capital for investment in a given product, 
assume any special explanation to be ni z 

On the second point, however, a word may be in order. So long 
as the dealing in produce is confined to those who have chosen it as 
their main business, the average profit which they expect must at 
least be as high as the ordinary interest upon capital, plus the re- 
ward for whatever of risk is involved. Temporary investmen 
however, are made as an alternative for leaving capital idle; an 
therefore, provided the investment is one from which his capital 
can be easily and promptly withdrawn, the investor is willing to 
purchase the wheat or cotton involved on any terms which, on the 
average, will secure him a small fraction of the ordinary profits in 
his main en rises. As a result of the presence, bidding for wheat 

i far in the future, of a vast amount of capital which 
will be satisfied on the average with profits at the rate of 2or 
3 per cent interest, the discount is lessened—that is, a higher price 
is offered to-day for the wheat which will be needed next De- 
cember, than could be afforded by one who was making the purchase 
and sale of wheat simply his main business, and who therefore 
would insist upon discounting the expected future price to an ex- 
tent which would give him 6 percent or more interest as well as profits 
for histrouble. As a natural and desirable result, the great bulk 
of the ordinary business of ing and marketing the farm produce 
of the civilized world is done through the temporary investment 
of floating capital willing to serve its purpose at an interest from 
“= os cent down to nothing, and eagerly competing for the chance 
0 80. 

The difference, after deduction of all strictly t and hand- 

ling charges, between the old profit margin—which in former times 


urchasers 
shall not 


consumer—and that which obtains to-day is a practical illustration 
of the nature and extent of the universal benefit thus secured. 

It may be urged that the great amount of business has of itself 
permitted a lower relative scale of charges and profit. But even 
this is, in its turn, directly attributable to the eagerness with which 
capital seeking temporary investment avails itself of the opportu- 
nities offered. If it is the result of this system—and it 1 
is so- that to-day there are five or ten purchases and sales of grain, 
including the great number made by those who have taken it only 
as a temporary investment, as compared with the far less number of 
those made in the main by special dealers a few years since, this 
simply measures the competition for employment of capital that has 
been the result of present methods, and indicates the inevitable low- 
one of interest and carrying charges that is the result of this com- 
petition. : 

The farmer is, therefore, directly benefited in the resulting 
cheapness with which his necessary business is transacted, while 
the extent of the competition for investment in that business 
measures the average reduction m the discount—greater for every 
month in the future—that will be madein naming a present price to 
the eg ee probable worth of the wheat at the time when it 
shall be finally ground into flour. 

Noris this all. Such is thesanguine temperament of humanity that, 
in the case of any article thus made a natural subject of temporary 
investment, the tendency always is to offer more than conservatism 
would estimate as safe. It is a most striking and conclusive result 
of this that the New York market i ia igher than the Liver- 
pool market, and the Chicago market higher than the New York 
market, when cost of transport is considered—in other words, that 
the temporary investors on the average lose their interest and pay 

rt of the rtation to boot, so that the Western farmer or 

uthern planter gets just so much more for his wheat or cotton. 

This feature—an advantage alike to the producer and consumer of 
wheat would be simply obliterated by such legislation as that now 
proposed. Not only does the fact that the investments are #2 
rary, and that the same wheat is sold over and over again withinafew 
months, multiply the obstruction and expense involved by the pro- 
visions of this bill; but it is a fact that frequently though not 
nearly so often as claimed—it is convenient for all parties con- 
cerned to settle by paying differences. I presume my friend from 
Missouri will saree that if a bona fide temporary investor occa- 
sionally wants to back out of his contract he should be permitted 
to do so if he can arrange with the one to whom he is under 
obligation. But the trouble is that if he wishes to do so once in ten 
times the penalty provided by this bill will destroy his chances of 
profit on the whole ten deals, and the result will be that no one 
will have to do with business subjected tosuchintermeddling, except 
the few genuine gamblers, who will arrange to evade the law, as 
8 easily do if they are unscrupulous enough. 

. COX. You have demonstrated in your proposition that in 
order to send the wheat and the cotton to the consuming market, 
you bring into use the floating capital, and that makes it much 
more beneficial to the consumer. 

Mr. WARNER. It makes the interest charge less. 

Mr. COX. If that is true, what is the man to do that has to buy 
the actual cotton? 

Mr. WARNER. I must confess that my friend has touched a per- 
fectly pertinent point. The man who actually proposes to specu- 
late in spot cotton has to make his maney out of the lower price he 
can compel the producer to accept and the higher price he can 
an el 2 consumer to give; and he is the man who would be hurt 

N 
Mr. COX. Then the man who buys the cotton and pays the 
money for it and gets the cotton is the fool in the transaction? 

Mr. WARNER. It is actually the fact that most money made in the 
business of marketing cotton consists in the commissions which are 
received from sanguine gentiomen, who at the end find they have 
invested their money and transported the cotton without receiving 
much, if any, interest. It isnot profitable to-day, as it used to be in 
former years, for a man to go out and try to corner and control the 
crops of a single neighborhood, or to try to control the supply of a 
certain number of factories. If he tries to pinch the producer and 
the consumer in that way, the system of deals for future delivery 
will pinch him between them, and give the producer a better price, 
at the same time that the consumer gets his supplies more cheaply. 

Mr. WALKER. I think some gentlemen have failed to see 
that this transportation is done practically for nothing, that the 
crops of this country are handled practically for nothing. 

Mr. WARNER. I should not put it quite as strongly as that. I 
think they are handled practically for nothing so far as the interest 
charge is concerned, and very frequently the competition of capital 
does pay a part of the transportation. 

sat VA rae one It brings the consumer and the producer right 
together, 

r. WARNER. Right together, at the expense of these middle- 
men about whom I have been talking. 
Mr. TALBERT, of South Carolina. 

money, then? 

Mr. WARNER. Therecords will show that, of the thousands who 


How do those men make their 
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do this great business and invest their money to move your crops 
- from the different parts of this country to Europe, nine-tenths of 
them lose money, and not one-tenth of them have as much money 
when 275 Bet rough as one-tenth of the nine-tenths have lost. 

Mr. TALBERT, of South Carolina. They get rich all the same. 

Mr. WARNER. I beg your pardon, they do not get rich. The 
brokers do well, who also at the same time are profited by the 
sanguine temperament of these gentlemen; but the man who, with 
the great competition of capital, actually goes to the Southern 

lanters and buys their cotton and takes that cotton himself and 

ies to market it in Liverpool, paying all freight and charges, is 
tlio fool from whom his money will be soon parted; and I do not 
know of a man who has been crazy enough to do it lately. 

Mr. COX. Is there not some way to protect him? 

Mr. WARNER. This bill would doit. This bill would put the 
farmers at the mercy of the local factors, and it would put the 
factories under the thumb of men who will corner the spot cotton. 

EXEMPTIONS PROPOSED. 

Iam aware that by asomewhat elaborate system of exemptions, my 
friend from Missouri believes himself to have left the capitalist 
opportunities for investment in every direction where it will help 
the farmer at the same time that he has cut him off from realization 
in every direction which is an inducement to capital. This is a 
marvelously astute plan—provided the capitalist is an ass and will 
walk into a hole for the farmer's benefit, knowing that he can never 

et out of it for his own. Until, however, there shall arise a new 
find of fool—one who keeps his money until he lets the farmer fleece 
him—all such exceptions are simply ridiculous, and no capitalist 
will be attracted by — 17 eee, to go into a speculation, by 
which somebody else W assisted, at the same time that he is 
forbidden to get out of it in the way most likely to be of advantage 
to himself. If he can not sell or settle his futures as he pleases, 
he knows better than to buy them from the farmer or anyone else. 

THE TEST OF EXPERIENCE. 


No test of the pudding, however, is so conclusive as the taste, and 
nothing can be more conclusive 
our PERUDA markets under tho development of the system of deal- 
ing in futures; and with one . I shall quote the statistics 
I have lately had preparen at suggestion is this: While the 
result is uniform] emonstrate that so far from excessive deal- 
ings for future delivery being a detriment to the price of the prod- 
ucts dealt. in, the Danbury: is the result, and prices are actually 
found to be higher in proportion to the extent of such dealings in 
futures, I must not for a moment be understood to attribute to the 
extent to which futures are dealt in the whole of the more favor- 
able market which coincided with the increase of such deals in 
futures. For, although the tendency of sosystematizing a business 
as to make it attractive to a vast amount of capital that otherwise 
would be unavailable for its purposes is inevitably to cheapen the 
processes of such business and give better prices to the producer, 
yet in the long run the relations of supply and demand are the great 
determinant factors in the price of farm products, as in the case of 
everything else. 

To a considerable extent, however, on account of the sanguine 
tem t that characterizes human nature, the extent of deals 
for future delivery is in a measure a consequence of high prices and 
at the same time a stimulus to higher ones. No one appreciates 
more clearly than I do that, since every investment in wheat has its 
. sale and every sale its correponditg investment, the 
effect, so far as concerns the mere balance of sales and investments, 
is rather to steady the price than to improve it, such enhancement 
as comes from these deals being due to the competition of capital 
thus induced and the cheapening of interest and other carrying 
charges thereby resulting. 

< I. 


The first table which I quote shows the wheat transactions on 


the New York Produce Exchange for the past six years. 


Total sales on the New York Produce Exchange of wheat for future and spot delivery, 
with the range and average price of the po tte fy — 2 fA- each mend, monthly, 
Jor the past siz years. N 


No. 2 red winter wheat. 
Price per bushel. 


Average for 
month. 


Cents. 
January 66, 561, 000 91 
February 76, 167, 000 89 
March 96, 038, 000 
2 seecescecacssopessotsossssoses 123, 221, 000 93 
vs 171, 833, 200 
June 89, 043, 000 
July 125, 226, 000 
A 263, 522, 000 97 
8 157, 868, 100 99. 
October . 224, 505, 200 11¹ 
November 114, 954, 000 1 
49, 203, 000 10 
Totals, range and average s} 


than the tabulated experience of | Mare 


Total sales on the New York Produce Exchange of wheat, ete.— Continued. 


nnr 78, 070, 600 
February 60, 346, 000 
h.. 176, 626, 300 
April .. 152, 587, 188 
Fics 53, 700, 1 
8 146, 761, 150 
8 1 
Soptember 65, 100, 000 
October 146, 565, 000 
November... 66, 435, 000 
PPC —T—T—TP—T0T— 58, 567, 000 
Totals, range and average 1, 123, 148, 600 | 88} 
„n A 52, 531, 000 
February.. 80, 024, 000 
March.. 116, 938, 000 
April. 245, 189, 000 
May.. 138, 475, 000 
Juno.. 66, 547, 000 
July 95, 218, 000 
Au 137, 625, 000 
Se 94, 914, 000 
Oc 76, 435, 000 
90, 138, 000 
9Jꝙ9J2ͤͤ Ä 44, 343, 000 
1, 238, 327, 000 
ß W 53, 823, 000 
February . 71, 062, 000 
h 190, 305, 000 
April .. 287, 507, 000 
May. 218, 910, 000 
June.: 121, 202, 000 
PP a a e ON 124, 616, 000 
August 169, 732, 000 
38 118, 814, 000 
October 146, 076, 000 
November 117, 424, 000 
DOQUAOEE csacescencnenslineredectaus 711, 000 


to 1 1 
2 104 
fe a| a 
9 99 
PE 
aR s 
Octobe: 72, is 3 
ctober - 2 
November 63, iat 77 Tote 
r en asenacacsnsesesas 43, 74 79 7 


2 


Sanur 77 
Dr 7 70 
March 75 
April. TA: N 7 
. 743 81 77 
June. Ti 72 
July Gi$ 73 7¹ 
Sor „ 68 
ember 6 74 
October 651 72 69, 
November 64} 68i 
a II AA N 04 69 07 
ates Gi} 82 725 


The most summary consideration of this table makes it evident 
that prices and future dealings are directly proportioned to each 
other, į. e., the more extensive the dealings in futures, the higher 
the price, and vice versa. Taking the summary for the several 
years, we have during 1888 sales of 1,560,000,000 bushels, includin 
spot, at an average of 974 cents per bushel; in 1889, 1,123,000, 
bushels of sales, at an average of 88} cents; in 1890, an aggregate of 
1,240,000,000 bushels, at an average of 96} cents; in 1891, an aggre- 
gate of 4, 700,000,000 of sales, at an average of $1.08; in 1892, an 
aggregate of 1,150,000,000 of sales, at an average price of 89 cents; 
and in 1893 an aggregate of but 1,050,000,000 of sales, atan average 
of only 72} cents. In other words, the greater the extent of the 
so-called speculation in wheat, the higher its price, and vice versa. 


II. 


There is another way of looking at the same question, and with- 
out special introduction I present the following table: 
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Prices at New York and Liverpool for t No.2 red wheat. Ocean stea New York to Liverpool. Total sales of wheat, spot and futures, at New 
York Gale. tal wheat crop of the United States. of aggregate sales to crop, and amount of exports. x 
Prices at New York of No. 2 | Prices at Liverpool for hts on wheat, 
red wheat (the standard No. 2 red wheat, per | bDi 90 „New York Ratio of sales 
grade) for spot delivery. bushel. to Liv Wheat crop | at New York 
Highe d lowest i U ited States 2 5 t Exports of 
ighest an wes nit and spo’ o. 
price actually so! Highest a dowes Total sales of | for the cor- | wheat to the| wheat and 
Crop year, July-|Annual Por, with extreme ires OOUT SPS, wheat at New | responding | wheat crop flour from the 
1 to June 30; average range. x York,spot year, as est.“ of the United States 
5 — and future for mated by United States| for the same 
eke Ex- the U.S. 4 for the same crop year. 
y Ki 5 ent o crop yoar 
per Reng Sa 5 2 rae 0 1 Low 3 (times 
bushel. price. | price. | for | °° oh greater). 
season. 
sae) satel ce „purtat 
1. * U 4 à 
“Tost big 4 1 934 1, 279, 907, 
1. 3 21g) 105% 4 1, 876, 397, 
1.07 . 8¹ ` 1. 11 P 1,794, 961, 
11 22 ri List 654 1.853.200 
L 1 al Lo 2 1, 154, 710, 
1. . . 1.26 1 1, 481, 575, 
1.1 . 1. 21 
7 : 


4 ba of seriously underestimated, and now officially admitted to have been so. Crop undoubtedly underestimated. e Ratios calculated u 
mates of th 


the official esti- 


© crops, which are undoubtedly much too small, making the apparent ratios of sales to crops too large. d About. First 10 months. 


Unless I am mistaken as to the çlear and conclusive character of 
this table, it needs but little explanation. The volume of trading 
in futures and cash wheat at New York has declined in the decade 
from three and one-seventh times the crop in 1883-84 to two times, 
or actually less, in 1892~93 and 1893~94; that is, prices and vol- 
ume of deals have decreased together. 8 

Again the Liverpool market is usually lower than the New York 
market, freights and necessary charges being considered, and New 
York is likewise usually lower than the Chicago market, which is 
generally considered the home of speculative trading. Or to sum 

up the consequences of the excessive speculations in wheat, the cost 
of transporting wheat from Chicago to New York and from New York 
to Liverpool, and of the interests and nee involved in carrying it 
from the time it is received at Chicago until it is actually consumed, 
on an average of six months later, is so reduced by the competition 
of capital utilizing wheat futures as a temporary investment that 
the business is practically done for nothing, and the cost of all 
processes between the time when wheat reaches Chicago and the 
time when it is sold to an English miller is practically reduced to 
the cost of transportation alone, and the producer and consumer 
arealike benefited by being thus brought more nearly together and 
relieved from what otherwise must be the far greater charge of 
serving them both. 


III. 


In order to put upon record as well a clear exhibit of the business 
transacted, as to avoid the merging and thus losing even immate- 


rial details in the figures of a general average, I shall add as an ap- 
pendix to my remarks a table prepared by Mr. J.C. Brown, statisti- 
cian of the 


ew York Produce Exchange, to whom I am glad to ac- 
knowledge other indebtedness, showing the approximate sales on the 
New York Produce Exchange of contract wheat for future delivery 
for each month, and separately in each month for every other month, 
together with the monthly range and monthly average price of spot 
No. 2 red winter wheat, monthly during the same period from Jan- 
uary 1, 1890, to June 1, 1894. 

Though perhaps superfluous, a brief explanation may be proper. 
Taking the first line of the first table (in the appendix) the state- 
ment indicated by the figures is as follows: During January, 
1890, spot wheat ranged between 84,4, and 87i cents per bushel, 
averaging for the month a price of cents. During such month 
(January, 1890) there were sold for future delivery wheat as to 
which the seller was bound to deliver it in the month named, but 
as to his option asto the day of the month, 1,536,000 bushels 
for delivery during the same month, or January, 1890; 3,648,000 
bushels for delivery in February, 1890; 4,136,000 bushels for delivery 
in March, 1890; 1,536,000 bushels for delivery in April, 1890; 
82,104,000 bushels for delivery in May, 1890; 2,784,000 bushels for 
d Toya June, 1890; 2,656, bushels for delivery in July, 1890; 
1,824,000 bushels for delivery in Augant tele, 136,000 bushels for 
delivery in 1 eect 1890, and 768, bushels for delivery in 
December, 1890, the total amount thus sold during January, 
1890, for future delivery being 51,128,000 bushels. There are many 
interesting details which might be noted here. Of these the most 
important, however, are the obvious increases of sales for delivery 
in July and September, and the extraordinary extent to which 
deliveries are contracted for May and December. As to J uly and 
September, this comes from the fact that the harvest of winter and 

ring wheat is expected to have developed by that time, while 

y and December are respectively months as to which the former 


is the earliest one for which itis eer that lake and canal shi 
ments can arrive in time, and the latter, the latest one, not like], o 
be demoralized bree closing of our lakes and canals for the winter. 

I am far from claiming that every figure in the appendix noted is 
significant upon the questions involved in this bill. Indeed, the 
one direction in which they are conclusive is as demonstration of 
the immateriality of such considerations when compared with the 
dominant one of the relation of general supply and demand, and the 
12755 important variance that of temporary conditions of transpor- 

ation. ° 

To an extent, however, which I myself did not anticipate, I find 
that the e connection between the volume of sales and the 

rice of wheat is not merely in the direction I have indicated that 
is, toward the coincidence of extensive sales and high prices; but 
that this tendency is even more marked than I had sup , and 
in this connection I submit a diagram (see page 6491), ing in 
graphic proportion the comparative course of average prices and 
volume of business, including sales for future delivery (which 
indeed constitute its far larger portion) in wheat upon the New 
York Produce Exchange for the last six years. It needs no explana- 
tion. It appears there so plainly that he who runs may read—unless 
heruns away from it—that, generally speaking, in proportion to the 
activity in dealings in wheat as measured by the extent of the very 
business this bill is intended to hamper, is the price which makes 
its production a profitable one to our farmers of the Northwest. 


IV. 7 


So much for the general argument upon this point. It may be 
suggested, however, that it would be more conclusive should I take 
the conditions which, because they now prevail, are those at once 
most serious and most practical. If the bill introduced by my 
friend from Missouri is thus to be judged, damnation awaits it. 
The price of wheat for May of this year, the great delivery month 
in the Eastern markets, has ranged from 56 cents to 612, averagi 
58§ cents per bushel. The sales for delivery during the month A 
May, 1894, on the New York market were as follows: 


Contracts made in— Average 
Bushels. price. 
Cente. 
180, 000 
910, 000 
2, 685, 000 
31, 445, 000 
37, 090, 000 
19, 765, 000 
29, 690, 000 7 
83, 820, 000 
68, 185, 000 63 
51, 555, 000 633 
325, 825, 000 68 


From this it is plain that, so far from the bears last summer, 
autumn, and winter having beaten down the price of wheat by sales 
for future delivery, it was the bulls instead who, on their faith in 
wheat prices, invested in wheat futures an amount sufficient to carry 


our total stock of wheat on hand, at prices averaging about 9 cents 
above what it was worth during the month of May and who have 


found themselves the losers to the extent of many millions of dollars 
on account of the fact that they had to > pay during May, 1894, a far 
higher price for the wheat which they had bought months in advance 
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than, when the price came to be ee by supply and demand in 
that month, the actual wheat was worth. 

In other words, the farmer who took advantage of the market 
afforded last September by the system of sales for future delivery 
obtained 24 cents per bushel more for the wheat that would have 
been called for by actual demand in May than he who held it until 
May received for similar mann when the price was fixed by actual 
supply and demand. Ifhe sold in October he received, under the 
same system, 19 cents more than though he had waited until May. 
If he sold in November his advantages was 15 cents; in December, 
13 cents; in January, 11 cents; in February, 6} cents; and even 
after holding it until March or April, if he then took advantage of 
this system, he would have received 3% cents per bushel more than 
the 5 in May as settled by supply and demand. 

Mr. TE. That was before we repealed the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman law. 

Mr. WARNER. Wheat which was sold for future delivery near 
to the time of the repeal 3 the highest price, much higher 
than when it was afterwards fixed by the law of supply and demand. 

Mr. SIBLEY. What about those who got only 35 cents a bushel 
for their wheat? 

Mr. WARNER. Where were they? 

Mr. SIBLEY. They were in Tennessee, the constituents of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [MR. Cox]. > 

Mr. WARNER. They must have been waiting for this bill to pass. 

Mr. SIBLEY. They have been waiting for something along time. 

Mr. WARNER. They ought to have sold their wheat. last. fall, 
for future delivery, when they would have gotten good s 

And these fi develop another consideration, namely, that, 
instead of the in fu fixing i of spot wheat, itis, 
on the contrary, the growing certainty of the relation of rigs Pw 
demand for any given date that, as t date draws nearer, deter- 
mines the price at, which futures then deliverable can be sold. The 
demonstration of our late experience is therefore absolute, first, that 
by tho system. of sales for future delivery the farmer has not been in- 
. but has been ore advantaged as compared with what would 

e been his fate he depended upon spot sales; and, second, 
that the price of spot wheat is really fixed by supply and deman: 
which, in its turn, as fast as its proportions develop, controls, an 
is not controlled by, the market for future delivery. 

THE REAL CAUSE OF LATS LOW WHEAT PRICES. 

But my friend from Missouri may remind me that the price of 
wheat is a serious and material matter, and may ask me to account 
for its serions decline during the past few years. Imight retort by 
quoting ffom his own speeches antl penenr to the price of silver 
and ta ing about Indian rupees and Indian exports. But I think 
he knows better than that now, as I certainly do. And knowing 
that it is supply and demand, and not rupee exchange or Hindoo 
pao that govern the price of wheat—knowing, as E suspect 

e does, that so far from the decline in silver prices of late years 
having stimulated Indian exports of wheat, those exports have, on 
the average, been getting less and less instead of greaterand mo 
I simply quote here the statistics as to exports of wheat from British 
India, which show that the only year of late in which wheat exports 
have been as large as they were ten years ago was the year 1891-92, 
when wheat was higher here than in any other year of late, and that 
exports of wheat from India have on the whole decreased since 1881. 

orts of wheat from. British India, from oficial sources, expressed in bushels of 
~~ á 60 N N the years ee 5 April 1 to March 31. 


y Wheat ex- Wheat ex- 
April 1 to March 31— | 3 April 1 to March 31— | meke 


Bushels. 
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I have done what I am afraid my friend from Missouri has not 
done, looked about the world to see what was the explanation of 
the fall in price of American wheat. There are a number of causes 
sir, but they may all be characterized by the one which I shall call 
to your special attention. 

ARGENTINE WHEAT DEVELOPMENTS. 

The Argentine Republic has of late been developed for agricul- 
tural purposes, especially wheat production, with a rapidity which 
is comparable only to the promptness with which, when her broad 
lands were once opened to communication, Dakota became so 

important a factor in our own wheat supply: I append the statis- 
tics. for the last twenty years, from which it w that wheat 
exports from the Ar, e Republic, starting at nothing in 1870 


and not becoming constant in any degree until 1 had risen to 
18,000,000 bushels in and 30,000,000 bushels in 1 


Exports of wheat, of flour, with total as wheat, from the Argentine Republic an- 
nually, from oficial sources. 


Totalas wheat 
Wheat bushels (reck- 
elsot 


& 


Flour 
Year. 


(barrels of joning flour at 43 
„ bushels to a 
barrel). 


ſunds). 106 pounds). 
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*Commercial reprint of Argentine official figures. 


While the monthly bulletin for March, 1894, of the Bureau of 
American Republics estimates the exports for 1894 at 2,000,000 tons, 
or between 65,000,000 and 70,000,000 bushels, 

The startling showing thus made of sudden and great increase in 
gag te is made more so by the data thus far received as to 1894, 

en I first made note of matter to be referred to on this discussion 
the Corn Trade News of May 14 was the latest number of that peri- 
odical showing wheat in transport. On page 1122 I find that there 
was at that date actually afloat in transitu between the Argentine 
Republic and Great Britain alone 1,500,000 quarters, or 12,000,000 
es of wheat; a Soar rai be also in Se — ices same 
time for continental po quarters, or 5,000, ushels ; 
while thelist of ships already chartered and yet to load was simply 
anappalling one. How great the entire ment of wheat from 
the Argentine Republic to Great Britain and the continent will be 
during the present year is one which no 5 put below 
most extraordinary Py tin All calculations have already been dis- 
tanced, and not until the capabilities of the Argentine Republic 
and theirrate of development have become more generally known 
than at present would it be safe to prophecy what is the future of 
wheat-growing in the United States. I am perfectly well aware 
that there is more than one consideration which may mitigate the 
result which nowseemsimminent. I suspect, indeed, that the unex- 
pone increase of Argentine production may have so startled the 
usiness world as to have been more than discounted, and thus to 
have made prices unremunerative even to Argentine producers, 
There is, however, nothing sure as yet. The situation ean not be 
handled by any obstruction interposed by our Government to the 
most economical and natural methods of wheat marketing by those 
who are engaged in ithere. 

There never has been a good time—there never will be—to enact 
any such legislation as that proposed by this bill. It seems, how- 
ver, like the irony of fate that it should be pending at just the mo- 
ment when its uselessness has been most 3 demonstrated 
by the course of late events; and when the damage to be done by its 
enactment will be of most fatal consequence to American wheat- 
Sona who are now facing the most serious crisis by which they 

ave ever been met. How desperate is the condition which this 
bill would further ag vate may be eee when I note that 
under date May 28, „Jam advised that grain room to Antwerp 
had been taken the week before at Baltimore for nothing; that is to 
say, that. one of our great grain-exporting points found so little 
demand for a commerce which in former years so a epe filled 
every outgoing vessel as to — Meet 2 of them back in ballast, 
that the comparatively few vessels which have ee cargoes to 
her found no grain to be carried eastward, except what they were 
: 5 $ take as ballast alone and without any charge whatever 

or freight. 

Ido =e know, sir, that I ever felt much like getting very indig- 
nant at Nero because he fiddled when Rome was burning, because. 
if anything is well established historically, it is that he was a good 
fiddler, and I do not suppose his fiddling helped the conflagration. 
(Laughter. ] But now, just at the very time when our export 

e in produce is in the very worst peril it has ever experi- 
enced, when it seems essential that every scope should be given our 
traders to handle their business in the most economical and easy 
way possible—at such a time as this, for PEA from Missouri— 
who, althongh he may know something ut fiddling, does not 


* 
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know anything about dealing in wheat or cotton—to come in and 
ropose his intermeddling expedients in order to harrass and put to 
farther expense the men who are already almost driven out of busi- 
ness, is almost. too much to view with equanimity. I know he does 
not mean it; I know he would not doa bit of hurt intentionally; 
but, sir, his is the calm assurance of a baby trying to mend a watch, 
or an anarchist arranging to fix a government. [Laughter.] The 
only trouble is that the gentleman is of „and we cannot deal 
with him according to our sympathies, but must do so with regard 
to the merits of the measure he proposes to father. 
It would fatigue criticism, sir, to attempt any adequate exposé 
of this bill and of the depths of misinformation disclosed by tho 
rt which accompanies it. And I care now to call attention to 
but one further consideration in this line. 


‘THE BILL ENCOURAGES ‘‘ CORNERS,” GBSTRUCTS LEGITIMATE BUSINESS, AND LEAVES 
GAMBLING UNTOUCHED. 


Every great speculation in produce which has brought disaster 
either to the producer, the consumer, or the speculator has been 
made effective by the purchase and withholding from market of the 
actual produce involved. If this law forbade this, and its enforce- 
ment could prevent thus forestalling the necessaries of life and 
industry, and demoralizing the business dependent upon their con- 
sumption, there might be some excuse for it. So far, however, is 
the bill before us incapable of producing this effect that it does not 
even pretend to attempt it, but, leaving untouched every oppor- 
tunity for this crime against civilization, proposes to discourage 
capital from produce investments so as to make more easy and 
more disastrous the “cornering” of the actual product. The 
effect, therefore, is to discourage legitimate business and to lessen 
the amount of capital available for carrying the world’s stock of 
produce, thereby facilitating speculation in it by those who shall 
actually attempt to f it, with the inevitable result, when 
the market breaks, of a time of lower prices than any which could 
otherwise have ruled. 

The law, however, would be utterly ineffective to 
bling in farm produce. For the whole world is to 
market, and purchases are made from Chicago, at London, at Berlin, 
at Calcutta, as easily as they are at Duluth or New York. Legiti- 
mate business must be carried on and legitimate investments are 
made along well-defined limits of trade, and within comparatively 
narrow limits of locality. The gambler is indifferent as to the 
market in which he deals. The result, therefore, of the enactment 
into law of this bill would be to demoralize legitimate business in 
America. As to ling, however, it would still be carried on 
by the same men in the same way, ex that thenominal place of 
the fictitious sales and purchases would be London or Berlin instead 
of New York or Chicago—in the world’s markets where the price of 
these products is fixed—and whence prices in America would be 
afflicted at all) precisely the same as though the fictitious sales 
were e here. = 

Ihave omitted, sir, to refer to the puerile devices by which it is 
attempted in the bill now pending to bring within the scope of this 
bill numerous classes of contracts which ordinarily would not be 
subject to the jurisdiction either of our Government or that of any 
of the States. I shall not assume that there is any member of this 
House to whom they will nat upon reflection plainly appear to be 


vent — 
y a single 


the shams which they really are. Ishall not digni by the 
notice involved in an argument against them. a lawyer, 5 5 
ever, I will ily state—what will be concurred in, I believe, 
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by. every brother lawyer in this House—that no client of mine 
who is willing to do his business through foreign offices will ever 
be in the least degree troubled by them. When we shall all have 
become wonted to the methods I shall suggest he will beso little 
bothered by anything which my friend from Missouri has concocted 
that he will not have even unpleasant reason to remember his exist- 
ence. But to the American citizen who must do his business here, 
I can offer no such guarantee. 
CONSTITUTIONALITY. 

As to the broad question of constitutionality, a similar reason 
would prompt me to let the obviously unconstitutional character of 
this legislation develop itself from the ents of those who 
ventured to defend it. But, sir, I have another reason—and to me 
even a better one. The ends proposed and the means suggested are 
so far outside of what seems to me desirable and tolerable, that 
questions of technical constitutionality are of little moment. To 
one like myself, who has the little regard for the intent of this bill 
and the utter abhorrence of the means proposed that I entertain, 
it is worse than frivolous to urge in addition that it is unconstitu- 
tional. On the other hand, with anyone who, thoroughly under- 
standing the scope of this measure, s deliberately conelude its 
end to be laudable and its means proper, I do not care to discuss 
questions of constitutionality. There is no earthly reason in my 
mind why, bent upon such an errand, he should allow himself to be 
restrained by either law, morals, or common sense. 

If there is any man, i lfa Democrat, who, after fully 
understanding this bill, needs to consult the constitution or any 
other document in order to know whether he shall favor it or not, 
then, sir, either he of I is in the wron; 5 

The bill is simply a meddling one. enacted into law, it would 
be worse than worthless for the aims it professes and which, in sim- 
ple charity, are all those which I attribute to the conscious intent of 
those who promote it. It is so outrageous that if enacted it must 
roduce such a revulsion as shall blot it from the statute 
ere it a ublican measure, I should have it photo- 
Fü and exhibited as a horrible le of the consummate 

olly of blind paternalism. As it is, [can RE appeal to those of my 
Democratic friends who may have the least intention of supporting 
28 to keep on studying it until they are sure they understand it. 
is being done, not merely is the measure before us foredoomed, 
but the disgrace of even the presentation of another of its character 
ever ave: from our party. 

The chairman of the committee 8 it has admitted that the 
bill is an attempt to interfere with What he concedes to be legitimate 
business in order virtually to apply Federal criminal law to a matter 
which he confesses is none of the business of the United States 
Government. And in order to dodge the Constitution, he 8 
another evasion; and under the assumption that this ce pe belongs 
to the Committee on Agriculture, brings in a revenue bill, and inter- 
feres by an unconstitutional use of the taxing power. 

It seems to me, sir, that as representatives of the various sections 
of this country, we should not merely avoid interference with the 
legitimate business of citizens, but that, as Congressmen of the 
United States of America, we should confine the exercise of our 
fanections within that range of both eriminal and civil law that is 
confided to our jurisdiction. As Democrats we should remember 
that the welfare of this country demands less rather than more of 
Federal interference; that we come here not to extend paternalism 
but to abolish it; and that our office is rather to repeal bad laws 
than to make worse ones. [Loud applause.] 


CHART SHOWING MONTHLY VOLUME OF TRADE IN WHEAT AND AVERAGE PRICE OF NO. RED WHEAT ON THE 
NEW YORK PRODUCE EXCHANGE. 
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APPENDIX. 
Table showing the approximate sales on the New York Produce Exchange of contract wheat for future delivery, together with 


Spot No.2 red winter per bushel 


Sales each month for future delivery in— 


Months. for month (in store) 
Range. 
te Cents. Bushels Bushels. | Bushels. | Bushels. 
January, 1890... 32, 104, 000 Bushels. Bushels. 
h i 


Spot No. ya np pee benel, Sales each month for future delivery in— 
Months. SG Lara 
Range. Avorage price. July, 1891. | Aug., 1891. Sept., 1801 
Cents. Cents. Bushels. 
January, 1891 .... spat oat 105% 680, 000 920, 000] 2,168,000 |............ 3, 0 
Feb „1891... 1 110 150, 000 1, 448,000 3. 
March, 181 109 E. r EE N i) T 22 
April, 1891 ....... 114} 1 ETa A E EE E AT EA 4, 
. 1 1 17000000 NOT E 33, 
June, 1891111 102; 11¹ 1077 —— 24 — 44*Aã'2ùTꝶ r 322 18, 
TAY, WD ER r . N 20, 
August, 1891..... 97 114 LOGE [cnccceccccce|cccncccnswcn|scccnccnssbalocccncssescalaceatocccccs|seccuscoesen|scccassacas= ts 
September, 1891 100 1073 103f—6ʃDꝓVVN—R⸗VœWœ xx XA—V—2qꝙ́ꝙ— ?ñ—!9— xt. 4 —ͤ—ͤů —n—VUBP!l !- 2—A2———ͤã— —ͤ—([— 22222 
October, 1891 102 107 1 
November, 1801 1033 108 105; 
December, 1891 103 1075 1 
Total deliveries contracted for...............-.-| 10,312,000 2, 380, 0007] 8,744,000 |...........- 
Spot No. 2 red winter per bushel 
Months. for month (in store). 


Spot No. 2 red winter per 
Months. bushel for month (in store). 
Range. 
Cen: Cents. 

January, 1893 773 to 
ee ge 764 to 8: 
March, . 734 to 79 
April, 1893. 74 to 78 
May, 1893.. 745 to 81 
June, 1893. tof 
July, 1893 645 to 73: 
A 1898 ..... to 
Sepiem , 1893 .. 684 to 743 

ber, 1893 ..... to 72 
November, 1893. to 684 
December, 1803 644 to 69 

Total deliveries contracted for 8 


Spot No. 2 red winter, per bushel (for 
Months month in store). 


93 


64 


APPENDIX. 


the monthly range and monthly average price of spot No. 2 red winter wheat monthly, from January 1, 1890, to May 81, 1894, 
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July, 1893. 
Bushels. 


June, 1893. 
Bushels. 


| 


July, 1891, Aug., 1891. | Dec. 1891. | delivery. 


May, 1893, 
Bushels. 


May, 1891. 


| 


Nov., 1894. 


Apr., 1891. 


Mar., 1891. 
Bushels. 
Mar., 1893. 


Sales each month for future delivery in— 
Oct., 1894. 


Sales each month for future delivery in— 
Sales each month for future delivery in— 
Sales each month for future delivery in— 


Sales each month for future delivery in— 


g : HEE a : 
ale AEE f 2 i 88888888 i 
j . 18 1 
F : 3 [8888888 | | ; i e : 
z : 0 38 : : 
VVV : : 
| 8888888288885 A 3 «223388333383 |3 1 4 8888338388 |8 f 
3388888328287 |g 3288288832228 5 = 238823 5 + 
f R ed A Nass |Z 8 SAA f 
faii: 3 28888 ile 388882 8 f 
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[Mr. BRYAN withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 


Mr. HATCH. How much time has the gentleman from Ne- 
braska re F 

The CH . The gentleman has seventeen minutes. 

Mr. BRYAN. I yield that to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HATCH. I reserve that time, and move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having re- 
sumed the Chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, reported that that committee had had underconsider- 
ation the anti-option bill (H. R. 7007), and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. OATES, until August 8, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. 3 for one week, on account of business en- 

ements. 
nd then, on motion of Mr. HATCH (at 5 o'clock and 10 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. HARE, from the Committee 
on the Public Lands reportot the bill (S. 1076) to release a cer- 
tain limitation existing n an act of Congress touching the Epis- 
copal Church at St. Augustine, Fla.; which, with the accom- 
panying report (No. 1107), was ordered to be printed and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MCRAE, from the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, reported adversely the bill (S. 1583) for 
the relief of Wesley Montgomery; which, with theaccompany re- 
port (No. 1108), was ordered to be printed and indefinitely post- 
poned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3of Rule XXII, bills, and a resolution, and a 
memorial of the following titles were introduced, and severally 
referrred as follows: 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7478) to se- 
cure adequate compensation for the ge dae to construct, use, or 
extend, and operate streetrailroadsin the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 7479) to secure uniformity in 
the names of minor streets in the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A resolution to allow the Committee 
on Ventilation and Acoustics aclerk for the session—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, 

By Mr. HULICK: A joint resolution adopted by the General 
Assembly of Ohio and memorial relative to pensionsof soldiers 
of the Union Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAPEHART: A bill (H. R. 7480) for the relief of J 
W. and J. P. Hall—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7481) to restore 
Margret Barney, widow of Herman Fenskey, to the pension 
rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R. 7482) granting a pension to 
Dora Sangston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7483) for the relief of Mathias Krouse, alias 
Mathias Weibel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7484) granting a pension to Robert McDon- 
ald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEARY: A bill (H. R. 7485) to increase the pension of 
Cornelius D. Hughes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD: A bill (H. R. 7486) for the relief of 
Richard Pool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 7487) for the relief of Sarah 
Grisson—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: - 
By Mr. APSLEY Petition of Puritan Council, No. 1018, 


Royal Arcanum, of Gardner, Mass., praying for an amendment 
to the tariff bill relative to fraternal benefic societies, ete.— 
to the Committee on 2 and Means. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: Evidence to accompany House bill 575, 
a bill for the relief of Charity Ann Smith—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Gloucester Council, No. 
319, Royal Arcanum, Gloucester, Mass., for e of Senate 
amendment to tariff bill to exempt fraternal beneficiary socie- 
ties from income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAIN; Petition of citizens of McMullen County, 
Tex., for passage of House bill providing for the terms of court 
at Laredo, Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. ENGLISH of California: Memorial to Congress of the 
HumboldtChamber of Commerce, urging the construction of the 
Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of the cigar-makers of 
New Brunswick, N. J., in favor of a duty of $4 per pound on ci- 
gars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of Alexander Wilson, J. E. Hill, and 
20 other citizens of Morrellville, Cambria amay Pa., praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the tariff in exempting 
fraternal societies from the provisionsof theincome-tax feature 
of said bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of Rev. W. F. Silvens, pastor Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church, and of Rev. J. P. Porter, of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Lebanon, Ohio, and of the con- 
8 thereof, for the suppression of the lottery traffic in 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. — 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Three petitions of citizens of , 
Cleveland, Ohio, for the passage of an act recognizing the serv- 
8 ye aay telegraph operations—to the Committee on Mil- 

ry rs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of W.S. Hendrixson, J. Macey, and 
others of Iowa College, against Honduras lottery—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of citizens and ex-soldiers of 
Columbus, Ohio, urging passage ofaservice-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STORER: Petition of Fred W. Merdel and 15 other 
citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of the exemption of fraternal 
beneficiary societies from the income tax—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, asking increased appropriation for fast-mail service from 
Cincinnati to the South—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of Roeper & Beyer, John E. Dana- 
her, John Wansboro, and E. Schell, protesting against any in- 
crease of the tax on whisky and any extension of the bonded 
period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles R. Heller and 17 other citizens of 
Albany, N. V., against income tax on fraternal beneficary orders 
to the Committe on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of certain members of the Royal 
Arcanum, praying the adoption of amendment to the income-tax 
feature of the tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WARNER: Memorial of United States Council, No. 
639, Royal Arcanum, and of Independence Council No. 687, 
Royal Arcanum, in favor of exemption of fraternal beneficiary 

1 etc., from the income tax to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. , 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 19, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr, QUAY, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. QUAY presented petitions of Edwin H. Chase and 16 other 
citizens of Luzerne; of Alexander Wilson and 22 other citizens 
of Morrellville; of Edwin L. Morgan and 17 other citizens of 
Reading; of John D. Hanlon and 34 other citizens of Pittsburg; 
of P. Crawford and 14 other citizens of Lancaster; of Charles H. 
Wenhold and 30 other citizens of Bethlehem; of S. B. Abbott 
and 46 other citizens of Philadelphia; of T. H. Robinson and 21 
other citizens of Allegheny; of S. B. Hills and 11 other citizens 
of Jermyn; of E. D. Miller and 26 other citizens of Rockwood; 
of H. H. Pritchard and 10 other citizens of Bangor: of John J. 
Jack and 39 other citizens of Philadelphia; of J. C. Schutteand 
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45 other citizens of Lancaster; of H. B. Goldsmith and 22 other 
citizens of West Newton; of A. H. Hechlerand 25 other citizens 
of Petrolia: of G. E. Noble and 49 other citizens of Erie; of J.S. 
Frazier and 45 othercitizens of Punxsuta ; of J. I. McKenna 
and 20 other citizens of California; of T. O. Tairman and 16 
other citizens of Creekside; of Charles M. Fairmanand 11 other 
citizens of Pittsburg; of M. F. Church and 16 other citizens of 
Bethlehem: and of Joseph Newman and 6 other citizens of Pitts- 
burg, all in the State of Pennsylvania; and the petition of W. W. 
Bacon and 71 other citizens of Steuben, N. Y., praying that the 
funds of mutual life insurance co and associations be 
exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MARTIN presented the petition of L. L. Northrup, H. L. 
Henderson, H. W. McNeill, and sundry other citizens of Allen 
County, Kans., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance 
companies and associations be exempted from the proposed in- 


come- 8 ok the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the board of directors 
of the Merchants’ hange of St. Louis, Mo., praying that an 


approp akion be made for a national exhibitat the Cotton States 
and International Exposition, to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in the 
fall of 1895; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Mr. GALLINGER ted the petition of A. M. French and 
sundry other citizens of Gilsum, N. H., praying that fraternal 
3 societies, enters or 8 be 2 men 

e proposed income provision o pending tar : 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Blish Milling Com- 

y, of Seymour, Ind., and the petition of Igleheart Bros., of 
E d., members of the Winter Wheat Millers’ League, 
ray ing for the enactment of legislation legalizing railroad pool - 
Es which were referred to the Committees on Interstate - 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Indiana Association of Life 
Underwriters, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying that the funds of 
life insurance com es and assoc: be exempted from the 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented sundry tions of citizens of 
Hennepin County, Minn., praying that fands of mutual life 
insurance companies and associations be exempted from the pro- 
posed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented petitions of B. J. Wade and sundry 
- other citizens of Montgomery; of John and sundry other 
citizens of Highgate, and of A. T. Leach and sundry other citi- 
zeus of Sheldon, all inthe State of Vermont, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws 
regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate ree. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 33 citizens of Bangor, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress the lottery 
traffic; which was ortlered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of 8 citizens of Lisbon Falls; of 15 
citizens of Rangeley, and of 35 citizens of Lisbon Falls, all in the 
State of Maine, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, or- 
ders, or associations be exempted from the proposed income- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the. table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. BUTLER on the 
14th instant, intended to be proposed to the naval 3 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 


agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submited by Mr. BurLzRon 
the 14th instant, intended to be proposed to the naval appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Appo tions; which was agreed to. s 

e also, from the sams committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. HUNTON onthe 15th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the naval a riation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with the 
orp ek É paper, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. . 
Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2138) authorizing the 


MinneapolisGaslightCom of Minneapolis, Minn., tolay sub- 
merged gas pipes across the Mississippi River W 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 8 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2139) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River from a t 


within the limits of the city of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, 
known as Eagle Point, to the te bank of said river in the 
county of Grant and State of Wisconsin; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2140) granting a pension to 
Katharine K. McCartney; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS ‘TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
oe to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be a osed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
JJV 
printed. 

PUBLIC SAVINGS BANES. 

Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution; which I ask ma; 
read, printed, and lie over. The resolution was read an 
dered to lie over, and to be printed, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committes on Post-Omees and Post-Roads be, and it is 
practicable, a 2 5 ma 


be 
or- 


BERLIN SILVER COMMISSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] 
coming over from a previous day. 

The tion submitted yesterday by Mr. VOORHEES was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Finauce Committee of the Senate have authority to 
translate the proceedings of the Silver Commission hsld at Berlin in Feb- 
ruary and April, 1694, and report the sams to the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will explain the resolution in just a mo- 
ment; and I am very glad tosee the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] in his seat. The papers that I ask to have translated, 
to be submitted to the Senate and published as a document, are 
the daily reports of a commission on the silver question which 
satin Berlin. I understand from the brief examination I have 
been able to make, with my ignorance of the German language, 
this commission was composed of the most scientific and learned 
men, really the savants of Germany, Austria, and France, on 
the silver question. I am led to believe that their report isa 
most valuable contribution to the cause of silver money and its 
rational and proper use among the nations of the earth. I con- 
sequently ask that the Finance Committee be authorized to have 
it translated and submitted to the Senate. 

I will state in this connection that from the investigation I 
can make, the expense will be insideof the limitof $500. There 
is no doubt about that. Itis thought by some that it will not 
be over $250, but it will be inside of the limit. With these re- 
marks I trust the resolution will be adopted. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Indiana 
if this is the conference which adjourned but recently, in which 
Dr.- Arendt took part? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think it is. I see by the proceedin; 
that it ran to the latter part of April, beginning some time in 
February. It was suggested to me at my seat yesterday by Sen- 
ators that they thought the matter had already been Errante’, 
and we had seen it here. In point of fact it has not been in this 
country at this time more than forty-eight hours. There have 
been references to it in the newspapers. 

Mr. TELLER. There has beenno translation. A very worth- 
less synopsis of the general work of the commission has been 
published, but nothing of any importance. 

Mr. QUAY. I think the resolution ought to be adopted. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the proceedings will be published. I 
think it is a very valuable work. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the resolution ought to be adopted, 
and that we ought to have the benefit of the information cgn- 
tained in the proceedings of the conference. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. I will simply state that I shall see that a 
pa person is employed to make an acceptable transla- 
on. 


SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, 
and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill (H. R.6792) to disapprove the treaty 
heretofore made with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed 
from the Territory of Utah, and providing for settling them 
down in severalty where they may so elect and are qualified, 
and to settle all those not electing to take land in severalty on 
the west 40 miles of the present reservation and in portions of 
New Mexico, and for 1 oses, and to carry out the pro- 
visions of the treaty with said Indians of June 15, 1880, was yes- 
terday ordered to lie on the table to be called up perhaps this 
morning. Iask that it may be continued on the table. The 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] is not yet here to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it willbe so or- 
dered, The first bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII will be 
announced. 

YANKTON INDIAN AGREEMENT. 

The bill (S. 1538) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Yankton tribe of Sioux or Dacotah Indians South Dakota, 
and to make r for carye the same into effect, 
was announced as first in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

LUCY BROWN. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, dependent foster mother. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place 
upon the pension roll the name of Lucy Brown, dependent foster 
mother of Aaron B. Divinny, late of Company B, Ninety-first 
Regiment Indiana Infantry, in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be announced. 

The bill (S. 1545) to provide for the destruction and extermi- 
nation of the noxious plant or weed known as Russian thistle or 
Russian cactus, technically salsola kali tragus, was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 
well go to the other Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will goover, on objection. 


PUNISHMENT OF FRAUDS. 


‘The bill (S. 1320) to provide for the punishment of certain 
frauds was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment in line 5, after the word mails,” 
to insert or in any other manner;” so as to read: 

That any person who shall by fraud, deception, or false pretenses prac- 
ticed the use of the United States mails, or in any other manner, 
procure to be sent into the District of Columbia any eka goods, wares, 
or merchandise, with intent to cheat or defraud, may be prosecuted therefor 
in the courts of the District of Columbia, and upon conviction shall be pun- 
ished by a fine not to exceed 81,000 and by imprisonment not to ex five 


years, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. i 

The bill was ordered to bə engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
PERSONS ENGAGED IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES. 


Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent to call up Order of 
Business No. 448, beinga ee the Secretary of the 
Treasury to inform the Senate of the total number of persons 
engaged in protected industries in the United States whose 
1 es are, or who may be claimed to be, affected by tariff legis- 

n, etc. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN, 
May 15, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
toinform the Senate of the total number of persons engaged in protected 
industries in the United States whose wages are, or may be claimed to be, 
affected by tarif legislation; the total number of persons ed in such 
— ipa whose U 25 are not, or will not, be affected by ta egislation, 

the portion of the po mlation of the United States who depend upon 
the f. market for the sale of their products, cl. such industries 
respectively; such information to be based onthe census of 1890. Also, that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed and required to 
inform the Senate of the total number of such persons who are native-born 


It may as 
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and laborers have been taking the 
citizens of the United States in the protected 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, resumed the consideration 
of the resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask to have the resolution referred to the 
Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is such a motion pending, I think. 

Mr. MORRILL. Thereis. I have heretofore moved to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to say to the Senator from Ne- 
braska, who has seemed anxious for the passage of this resolu- 
tion, that I do not object to calling for any information that is 
now contained within the records of the Treasury Department. 
If the Senator has knowledge that a committee or a board of 
experts have made a report covering these points of inquiry, 
there could be no objection to calling forthatreport. Whether 
it was wisely ordered or unwisely ordered, there would be no 
cavil about the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
transmit the information if he has already compiled it. 

But the Senator knows very well the objection stated by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and also by myself, toa res- 
olution wherein the Senate seems to order the collection of in- 
formation upon certain points, ascertaining how many people in 
this country have their wages affected by a protective tariff, 
and to what extent foreigners have taken the place of native 
citizens in protected industries. It is not within the proper 
function of the Senate by a resolution of the Senate alone to di- 
rect such an investigation to be made. It is a subject-matter of 
legislation. It is not a call for information. 3 

herefore, there has been objection on this side of the Cham- 
ber to the passage of a resolution which would seem to impose 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury a duty to do something of 
this kind. It imposes upon him, according to the language of 
the resolution, almost the necessity of forming an opinion, which 
opinion he has not already formed. I submit to the good 
sense of the Senator from Nebraska that it is not wise, neither 
is it competent, for the Senate by its own action to direct this 
whole ground to be covered by the procaring of statistical in- 
formation not now in existence, and by the formation of an opin- 
ion thereon not already formed. : 

I repeat to the Senator, if he will modify his resolution so as 
to call for documentary evidence already existing or for a re- 
port on these subjects already made. I for one shall make no 
objection to it; but I do stand here to object to a resolution of 
the Senate which undertakes to direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to gather information which he has not already gath- 
ered, to compile information which he has not already compiled, 
155 spe purpose of forming an opinion which he has not already 

ormed. 

I trust the Senator from Nebraska sees the distinction. 1 
think it is a sound distinction. 7 

Mr. MORRILL. My motion was not made in any hostility to 
the resolution, but in order that the resolution might be per- 
fected so as to call for See what is wanted. I think it needs 
verbal amendment in several places, and it can only be done in 
a committee where both protectionists and free traders are fully 
represented. 

Mr. LODGE. I should be very glad to have this information 
in the form of the request of the Senator from Nebraska. I 
think it is very valuable and would be extremely convenient. 
But do not statistics of population come 3 under the head 
of the Bureau of the Census? They must be all there, and they 
only need to be collated and put into different form. I do not 
know where the Secretary of the Treasury would have them. 
It seem to me, as suggested by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, that it is imposing an immense work on a Department to 
which the inquiry does not strictly belong. The census has 
gathered all the statistics of population, and I suppose it would 
only requirea new classification to give us what we want. Lask 
thesSenator from Nebraska whether he would not better reach 
the result desired through the Bureau of the Census than 
through the Treasury Department? 

Mr. ALLEN. I certainly hope that the Foso kong to the 
passage of the resolution will be withdrawn. They appear to 
me to be purely captious, and to illy conceal a purpose on the 
part of some Senators on the other side of the Chamber to defeat 
any information uponthis importantsubject. The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has made it his duty, seemingly, to studi- 
ously object to the consideration of this resolution. The reso- 
lution calls for vital information. It is not without precedent 
at all; for in 1886 the Secretary of the Treasury appointed three 
different persons to compile information of t precise char- 
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acter based upon the census of 1880, which is found in Appendix 
D of Mr. Manning’s report for the year 1886. The information 
is valuable, according omy way of thinking; and I believe that 
the Treasury Department has the means of furnishing us with 
reasonably accurate information upon the subject. 

I can realize vergen and very fully that gentlemen who be- 
lieve and who teach the doctrine that protection comes to the 
home of every American citizen, regardless of his occupation, 
can wage war upon 4 resolution of this character, which will 
have a tendency if properly answered, in my judgment, to show 
the reverse of that claim. [am not a believer myself in that 
doctrine. If it be possible to obtain information that is reason- 
ably accurate and reliable, showing the exact number of persons 
in this country who are engaged in 1 occupations and 
whose wages are directly affected by legislation, 1 think the 
Senate and the country are entitled to that information, and I 
think it will be information essential to enable every Senator to 
intelligently cast a vote upon the pending tariff bill, or uponany 
other tariff measure that may come before us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is compelled to inter- 
rupt the Senator. The hour of half past 10 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. The committee were kind enough last night to 
pas3 over, on my suggestion, pea 356, matting and mats 
made of coco: fiber or rattan, to which I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. I move to strike out that paragraph and insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 356 
and insert: 


£59. Matting made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 12cents per square yard; mats 
made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 8 cents per square foot. 


Mr. VEST. Let the amendment be again read. 

Mr. LODGE, Iwill state that it proposes a restoration of the 
McKinley rates. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 7 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the manufacture of cocoa mat- 
ting and mats made of cocoa fiber or rattan is not a large indus- 
try. It has grown up in this country under great difficulties. 
It has been obliged to compete with the very lowest form of 
labor, the cooly labor of the East and the convict labor of cer- 
tain prisons. It has had a hard struggle for existence, but it is 
estimated by the president of the Mat Makers’ Union, in Brook- 
lyn, that there alone they have some five hundred men em- 
ployed. The exclusion of the convict-made goods has relieved 
them from one important point of competition, but they are still 
exposed, if they are not given a proper duty, to the competi- 
pai the labor in India, perhaps the lowest paid labor in the 
world. 

There is no reason in the nature of things why this industry 
should not be domesticated here, and my itshould not give em- 
ployment to large numbers of men. They are not engaged in 
imine a necessary of life; but they are engaged in a very use- 
ful employment, and I propose to show by the testimony both of 
the manufacturers and of the workingmen themselves engaged 
in the industry that the proposed change offered by the Finance 
Committee means the absolute destruction of this industry and 
the throwing out of employment entirely of the men who now 
earn a living in it. 3 

I have here a letter from one of the makers of mats. I will 
say that these are small firms; that there is no large aggregate 
of capital in the business, except in the case of one person, who 
is principally, I am informed, an importer, and therefore favors 
a reduction of duties. This letter is dated June 18, 1894, and 
was sent me by a representative of the United States manufac- 
turers as set forth in their various petitions. It makes the fol- 
lowing statement: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., June 19, 1894, 
To the honorable Senators of the Finance Committee 
having in charge the tariff bill now under consideration: a 

Sms: Referring to the 8 change in Schedule N, miscellaneous 

manufactures, paragraph , Which now reads, Cocoa matting, 12 cents 


per square yard; cocoa mats, 8 cents a per square foot,” and which it is now | 


proposed to change to 20 per cent valorem, we would herewith beg to 
give a few particulars regarding this industry, which is comparatively a 
new one in this country, and the enactment of the present law has only 
made it possible, since its enactment, to compete with India coolie labor. 

Taking cocoa matting, the average cost of producing this in United States 
is from 10 to 12 cents per square yard. © proposed change in the new 
tariff, of 20 Ra cent ad valorem, of value of matting made in India, costing 
from 6d, to 12d, per square yard, cost and freight New York, would average 
about 3.6 cents square yard duty. 

The cost of m such matting in India would not exceed 1 cent ber square 
yard (native workmen get there only 3 cents tos cents per day and less); this, 
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with above duty, would make these moots stand, including cost of making in 


India and the coy as 20 per cent, laid down in thiscountry, 4 to 4.6 cents 
square yard ag: t 10 to 12 cents per square yard cost to make in Uni 
States; so that the cost of mak these goods in India, including the duty 
of 20 per cent, is about one-third of cost to make in United States. 

cocoa mats, the average cost of producing these in United States is 
estimated at 6 to 8 cents per square foot, viz, for cost of making only by 
American skilled labor. 


The proposed duty af 20 7 cent ad valorem would mean on the India 


value of these s about 1} to 2 cents per square foot duty, 8 
somewhat less (if values in India continue to decline). Add to this the cost 
of making with coolie labor in India not over I cent per squar efoot (but 
rather under this), would make the foreign or India product cost here, duty 
paid, eo ao India coolle labor, not over 2} to3 5 square foot, or 
say about half to one-third of the cost to make in United States, includ 
duty. So it must be plain to you from the foregoing that if this pro 

duta of 20 per cent ad valorem on mats or matting is made a law, it can only 
result in the complete stoppage of this industry in our country. 

The benefit of low cost of producing in India these staple articles of house- 
hold use as imported by our foreign competitors has, however, never been, 
nor will it ever be, given to the consumer, and these said importers and for- 
eign manufacturers have practically had a monopoly of forty years of this 
business prior to 1890. It was only when the existing law was enacted that 
our American mills could in any way compete with the coolſe labor of India. 
Formerly the importers and foreign firms charged fancy prices, while now 
that these goods are made in the United States the consumer (and these 
goods are used in nearly every household in this country) gets the benefit of 
the lower price of door mats and mattings, which is now ig ee per cent 
lower than when the said foreign firms had the monopoly of the business, 
and it was made possible for them to have this under the tariff of 1883 (20 
per cent) and prior. 

With the present duty of 12 cents per square yard on matting and 8 cents 
persquare foot on cocoa mats, our manufacturers have taken heartand have 
embarked in the promotion of this industry in the United States, which 

usiness has been now so extended that we need no longer look to the na- 
Pro 5 India or the cheap labor of Europe to supply us with these com- 
m es. 

Should, however, the existing tariff be changed back to where it formerly 
was (prior to 1890), i e., 20 per cent ad valorem on this basis, it would be im- 
possible to compete with tne India made, or even European convict-made 
goods, and the importers and Shag in manufacturers could safely and easily 
reduce and regulate their prices for a time sufficient to kill or stifle our 
newly created industry in this country, and after having done this, 

85 complete control ot this trade for another thirty or forty years, as they 

ormerly did, and on their own terms, unless, indeed, we were to transfer 
our manufacturing interests to India, and manufacture there; which, tak- 
ing into consideration that the industry has only gotten on its feet after 
considerable expenditure of money, labor, etc., based on the existing law, 
can not very well now be done. 

We can not therefore contemplate without serious veo such a 
ehange as is proposed in the existing tariff on the articles cocoa mattings 
and cocoa mats, and we ask in fairness, and in the interest of the number 
of people employed in this business in the United States, that the present 
rates of duty on cocoa matting, 12 cents per square yard; cocoa mats, 8 cents 
per square foot, remain as it If it must be m od, and can not be left 
as it is, we pray that the duty be made a specific one of 9 cents per square 
yard on matting and 6 cents per square foot on cocoa mata. 

This would be fully 25 per cent reduction on the existing specific duties. 
and under this rate it be barely possible to make these goods in the United 
States. And since only our fore: competitors have in view the abolition 
of this duty. and the manufact' community of this country is vitally 
interested in its maintenance, the modification proposed of 20 per cent ad 
valorem would mean, as said before, the complete stoppage of this business 
in the United States. 

Therefore, in view of the various lengthy petitions received from the mills 
in this country and signed by the numerous working people, as well as the 
representative citizens of the various cities and towns this Union, we 
would most respectfully submit this matter for your careful consideration, 
believing that you will do our American interests and the 1 people 
3 in this business justice, and protect them against the India coolie 
abor. 


Yours, respectfully, 
JOHN W. GREENE, 
Representing United States manufacturers as eet forth in t 
various petitions as signed by them from Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, New York, Massachusette, ete. 


The article known as floor matting manufactured from round or split 
straw, including what is commonly known as Chinese or Japanese mat- 
ting,” is, we believe, not made in this country at all. It has been proposed 
in paragraph 356 to classify these cheap straw mattings and the heavy sub- 
stantial cocoa door mats and matting alike, There is, however, no similar- 
ity whatever. Ourdomestic cocoa matting and mats needs adequate duty 
against the coolie labor, while the straw matting can evidently only be 
made profitably by coolies labor of India and China. 


That is the statement in behalf of the manufacturers. I now 
desire to read and put into the RECORD a statement made in be- 
half of the workingmen engaged in this industry, signed by D. 
J. Curnen, ex-president of the Mat Workers’ Protective Asso- 
ciation, of 319 Plymouth street, Brooklyn: 

BROOKLYN, N. X., June 9, 1894. 


DEAR SIR: In their own defense the workingmen of the cocoa mats and 
matting industry respectfully present the real facts 5 condition 
of their small industry and beg your kind consideration in their behalf as 
American citizens. i 

The petition submitted asking for a reduction of duty on the above: named 
articles contains many misrepresentations which we are in our own de- 
fense 0 to expose and contradict, a review of which shows the purp 
of this old firm of importers; that purpose is a reduction to the old rate, 

cent, which they enjoyed for such a long period it has enabled them to 
me very wealthy at our expense. 

We were obliged fora long time to witness shiploads of their coolie-made 
oods landed here in an unfinished condition, finished here, and placed on 
he market, and we had to remain idle half our time. 

They wish to resume and continue this state of affairs, and in justice to us 

ma o families, you should not permit them by giving them the desired 
uction. 

The firm of Darragh & Smail claim to be the largest American manufac- 
turers. There is no factory in Brooklyn or elsewhere in the United States 
run under that firm name; the factory to which they refer is that of Jos. 
Wild & Co., in which, from their manner of doing D esd, We believe they 
have some Slight interest or private unders 


arr ic pea got Somer upwards of 200 men; ‘the fact is, there are not 100 
employed, and near them have been for a long time on three and four 
s a Week and some on less. 
the face of this condition of affairs they claim their cooly-made goods 
does not compete with the American-made goods; they claim their imported 
mati 1 in quality and can not be 
here. The is, all the grades are made here and of better workmanship, 
as our facilities are far in advance of that of India, but of late years they 
haye taken ste ps to increase and perfect their facilities 2 on their 
skilled foremen and improved machinery to better train coolies. 
They claim that only the labor of eight workmen is involved; the fact is. 
apie five soe is eae we are — = . instead 
afew wealthy importers who care no or the suffering they may 
gs men who 5 devoted all their lives to the business. 


terests, for it would prevent us altogether from importing the higher grade 
wax matches, which we have introduced into this country at — SANDO 


b 

— — ur honorable committee to give this matter your favorable 

eral we are, 
Yours very truly, 


S. HOFFNUNG & 00., 
Agents for Messrs. Bryant & May, Limited, London, Bngland. 


Comparative statement of duties on ther most ular styles 
4 Maye pop yles of Messrs. Bryant 


of India matting, $9; freight, #2; duty, 81.80 ad valorem; total, $12.80. Total 
cost of same quality made in United States, 817.80. Total cost of one dozen 
best quality mats made in India, $5.80. Total cost of one dozen best quality 
mats made in the United States, $12.51 


Bryant & May's— 


Fac- Kin- 
tory ley | posed 
cost. | duty. | duty. 


Thus you can see at once why they want to manufacture in India, where Large Tiger matches. Duty same. 
labor can cock nee | 3 ten to 10 — a day. 3 ace ed — art matches. Slightly decreased. 
why want the du uced. You may think possi ‘or Large matches crease cent 
native coolies to live on this small sum. The reason they do so is that they | Wax 88 sic 
have no ambition but merely to live; their food consists of rice and native D ees eee 8 4 Increase nearly 300 per ct. 
fruits, which grow there in abundance, . Increase over per cent. 

The importers who have petitioned for the reduction know fully the sad Increase over 500 per cent. 
condition ot prices in the market, by their cooly goods and the 

made by convict labor in the penitentiaries of Pennsylvania and New 
ersey, Which we have been fighting against for nine years past and during 


which time we were o ed to submit to short time and very short wages. 
The fact that they want a reduction proves they are willing to pay 20 per 
igoera moek kaks — nns the market 
no rs an m 
. 


the of in India and tue United States. This will do us We find that schedule N 324 in the proposed new tariff bill readsas follows: 


Matches, 3 or lucifer, of all descriptions, 20 per cent ad valorem," 


b law, confirm the facts she toyou. 
That the rate in the present law is not too high is proved by the amount im- 


packed 
containing less than 100 matches, and afterward those ked in boxes con- 
taining more than 100 matches. The above in change cause a re- 
duction only on such goods which cost at the factory in af country 
50 cents per gross boxes or less, if such matches are packed in es CON- 
taining less than 100 matches per box, as 20 per cent of 50 cents is 10 cents, 


Hoping to see your name recorded in our favor, on ‘behalf of my fellow- 
7 


Pi th Street, Brooklyn. 9 case the proposed ad valorem and the now levied specificduty 
Hon. Henry C. LODGE. On all matches, packed in boxes containing not more than 100*matches 
Mr. President, that is the case as stated by the manufacturers | per box, costing more than 60 cents in a f 9 


and by the workmen employed in this industry. They are 
obliged to face this . If this duty goes into 
effect a few firms here export American machinery to In- 
dia, and will there make these cocoa mats and matting at the 

rices of Indian labor, which is anywhere from 6 to 14 cents a 

y; and with that they will take completecontrol of this mar- 
ket; there will be no domestic competition and no check upon 
them; there will be no advantage, in the run, to the con- 
sumer, but these men will be cut out of their industry; their 
employment will be taken from them. 

Tf all industries had been treated alike in this bill,I should 
not think of making this argument in behalf of the cocoa mat 
and matting makers, because I am only too well aware that a 
small number of Northern workingmen oe, in an ga eda 
of this kind have no claim for in this bill. But when 


cent, and 
seriously ely stop, the importation of this line. 
It is, however, the high-class article ot wax anntches Which Would be most 


x: most of our styles are packed, some in wood, some in tin boxes, con- 
taining from 30 to per box. these wax 1 
as just described, there is not one single style which costs at the factory in 
England less than 2s. 6d.—00 cents—per gross boxes, and they run as high 
as l4s., or about 83.50 per gross boxes. 

These two prices are t about the lowest and highest market 
Values at the in England for the high-class of wax matches 
0 


| 


see some of the protection that is given to other industries in O 1u baxan. CONRAN Ok Moro EN 100 tatohet par Bos Which Wwe 
the bill, I can not imagine why these men should not have the | willsee thata change to 20 per eur ad valorem would ean an increase 
same chance. I yesterday referred briefly to the matter of the | of the duty to 12 cents on the ch cents per gross 


duty on matches. It is nota large industry. It is in a close 
trust. I think there is a firm in ine, one in Massachusetts, 
one in Brooklyn, one in Detroit. 

The duties in the McKinley act were supposed to be high, 
amply protective duties, and yet I find from this circular which 
is Pup ed to us by an importer—and importers are generally 
considered by the Democratic party as the best authorities on 


1 

boxes on all the lines. If this posed 20 per cent ad valorem duty on 
the goods above described . become a law it would stop their impor- 
tation al ther and entirely ruin our trade and business, for the buil 

up of which we have spent much time and large sums of money. We have 
no doubt that it is not and has not been the in n of the framers of the 
tariff bill to increase duties out of all 3 and to eee 
as We 3 — purpose and intent of the bill to be to reduce 


American industries—that the duties on matches have been Sonaduie Nas follows? = mported otherwise than Apts containing not 
raised with a single exception over all the McKinley rates. I | more than 100 matches each; that is, matches packed in boxes each contain- 
over 100 matches. The wood matches im taining more than 


find that the large Tiger match, as it is called, has the same 
duty; the small Tiger match is slightly decreased; the large 
safety match has an increase of 100 per cent over the McKinley 
act; the wax matches in their different grades range from 300 to 
500 per cent increase over the McKinley rates. I will print this 
circular with my remarks to illustrate it more in detail. = 


MATCHES IN THE WILSON BILL, 


con 
1 DAONA SV DEE ATO ONORAT PRONO e 
matches, and are known in the o as “Nominal 5008.“ There are also 
imported boxes containing about 200 and 300 matches, though not to a very 
large extent. The duty on the so-called “Nominal 500's” under the present 
law is between 50 and 60 cents A gs gross boxes (1 cent thousand matches). 
bo that th posed d or 80 — C 
xes, SO e uty o per cen on these 
Han 60 cents, or about the same as the present 


8 that the new tariff bill had been framed with In wax matthes, however, which are largely boxes 

a view of reducing the duties which are now being enforced under the Mo- | about 350, as well as in boxes a t matches (known to the 
3 beg most C to your honorable commit - | trade as nominal 50% and nominal 1.0008 respectively), the ce be- 
teo that under Schedule N of the Wilson bill, or of the bill now under © present specific duty and the ad valorem is enor- 
consideration in the Senate, if passed in its present form, matches (except- * tariff the two ds mentioned a duty of 
ing the lowest grades, which remain taxed about the same) would sub- | about 53 cents and $1.22 respectively. The value of the 8 
jected to an increase of duty ranging from 100 per cent to 300 per cent as matches at the factory in England eS a de conan The 725 on 

or an 


Tue effect * ag be that ‘only thi chen and kind 
wo every pest commonest ot 
matches could in future be imported, which would be disastrous to our in- 


-= 


tmerease 
200 per cent in dut . The value nominal 1, 000 wax matches at the 
factory in England is from $16 20 to $17 per gross, and the duty un these un- 
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on a basis at least as favorable as those at pans in force (under the Me- 
Kinley tarif), which puts a duty of 10 ceni A2 ene boxes on matches 
packed in boxes eee less. 5 1 qa thousand on 
arty ae ata e S. HOFFNUNG & COMPANY, 
N Sole agents for the United States and Canada 
> Jor Mesèrs. Bryant & May, Limited, London. 

The point I wish to make is that here is this increase given 
on the production of an article of such common consumption as 
matches. Iam not prepared, as a protectionist, to question that 
it is necessary. I-have no desire to break down or injure 
the match industry in this country, but I do say that the dis- 
tinction to be drawn between the men who make matches and 
the men who make cocoa mats or clay pipes is to me wholly in- 
defensible. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VLas in the chair). Does 
e Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from New 

ork? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. - 

Mr. HILL. Do I understand the Senator from Massachusetts 
to say that there are numerous articles in the bill now before 
the Senate whereon the duties have been increased from those 
in the McKinley act? 

Mr. LODGE. I took the figures from thecircular of S. Hoff- 
nung & Co., agents for Messrs. Bryant & May, limited, of Lon- 
don, England, which I sup was sent to every Senator. They 
are the great match manufacturers of lani. They gave a 
statement of the duties imposed. The le is onthe second 

ge, and they give the duties in cents, showing the actualrise 
atts 20 per cent ad valorem imposed by the pending bill. 

ey involve. apparently a very large inorease in the case of wax 

+ matches, although they keep the same rates as the McKinley 

rates on wooden matches with one single exception, where there 
is a slight decrease. 

Mr. President, the point I make is not that these rates are ex- 
cessive. I dare say that the committee, in their further inquiry, 
have found that it is necessary to give just that on on 
matches in order to properly protect the persons engaged in 
the industry and to guard them t a competition which 
they can not stand. e nature of that competition was pointed 
out yesterday by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. I have 
no question of the exactness of his figures. I do not quarrel 
with any proper, protective ratesthat the committee put on, but 
Ido say that it is absolutely unfair to give this protection toa 
small number of match companies which have their factories in 
Maine, Massachusetts, Delaware,and Michigan, and their work- 
ingmen, and then absolutely destroy the industry of the mat- 
makers and makers of cocoa mats and matting by throwing this 
8 open to the control of the importers of cooly-made 

8. 

k The same injustice exists in the matter of clay pipes, where 
the result could not be any increase to the consumer and where 
our industry is destroyed by the rates imposed in the present 
bill. If it ust to give to the match-makers the protection 
which the bill affords, then it is simple justice to give the same 
protection to all the other small industries. Th momig out 
of one industry here and there and giving it all it desires and 
cutting down on all sides of it industries equally deserving, is 
something which can find no defense eithcr in the doctrine of 
free trade or in the doctrine of protection. 

Lask leave to modify my amendment by making the rates 9 
and 6 instead of 12 and 8. I have reduced them to the very low- 
est line under which the manufacturers and workingmen say it 
is eyen possible for them to exist, and in that form I ask for a 
vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be modi- 
fied as suggested. 

Mr. VEST obtained the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question before the Senator from Missouri proceeds? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Did I understand the Senator from Massachu- 
setts in his statement to claim that putting Chinese matting on 
the dutiable list would in any way interfere with the manufac- 
ture of the persons whom he represents? 

Mr. LODGE. These matting-makers state that the Chinese 
matting, which it is proposed to take from the free list and put 
on the dutiable list, is not made in this country at all. I do not 
know whether they are correct in that statement. It does not 
interfere with them or their productin the least. It is only the 


cocoa mats and matting with which they are concerned. They 
now have a specific rate on those articles. 

Mr. PLATT. They would have no objection, then, to placing 
the Chinese matting on the dutiable list? 

Mr. LODGE. They do not care whether it is on the duti- 
able list or the free list. It does not affect their industry. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me a 
few moments further? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not like to talk about anything in this 
connection as to which I am not thoroughly informed; but a 
manufacturer in Connecticut, a Democratic friend of mine, un- 
dertook the manufacture of a matting in this country to come 
in competition with the Chinese matting, using certain Ameri- 
can weeds or grasses not now utilized, and there being no nes 
upon it, he found it was impossible for him to succeed. He al- 
ways thought that with a moderate duty on Chinese matting he 
could succeed and produce from American materials a matting 
which would serve the same pu as Chinese matting. 

It is, perhaps, some six months ago that he told me he had to 
abandon his business because he found that he could not com- 
poa with Chinese matting, which came in free, but he felt that 

there were a reasonable duty upon it he could compete with 
it and produce as good matting as the Chinese matting. I 
simply make this statement, not understanding very much about 
the matting business. The instance I have stated, however, is 
a matter which is within my personal observation, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, Istated yesterday on behalf of the 
committee that we were entirely willing that Chinese matting 
should go back to the free list. It is a very cheap article and is 
used largely now in this country. We saw no reason, under the 
arguments made by the Senator from Rhode Island and others, 
why it should not go back to the free list, and we adhere to that 


opinion. 

Now, I wish to say a few words in regard to what the Senator 
from Massachusetts |Mr. LODGE] so persistently and energetic- 
ally advanced to-day. The Mc y act put 71 per cent duty 
upon cocoa mattin, 3 for twenty years before that time 
had borne a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem. We put 20 per cent 
on cocoa matting and 20 per cent upon matches. 

All this agitation about the increase of the duties upon matches 
above the rates in the McKinley act comes from the fact that 
under the ad valorem of 20 per cent upon the higher-priced 
matches known as wax matches, and only used by the rich and 
luxurious classes, the ad valorem is higher than the specific 
under the McKinley act. Upon the common matches, which 
are used by he large body of the people, there is no advance in 
duties at all. It would be preferable, perhaps, if the duty were 
smaller, but the eliegation (and that is the intent of all these 
statements) that the duties upon ordinary matches which go so 
moves into consumption have been put up, is not true. 

Mr. DGE. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator from Missouri class the 
wooden safety matchas an ordinary match incommon use? The 
Senator was speaking of common matches as distinguished from 
wax matches. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course these matches are ve 
cheap and go into ordinary use. Everybody's experience will 
bear out the suggestion. 

Mr. LODGE. On the wax match the duty has been doubled. 

Mr. VEST. One rarely sees these wax matches. They are 
used by ladies, possibly, in their boudoirs, or by some dude in his 
dressing room. ; 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, Mr. President, they are used by a poor fisher- 
man like me. 

Mr. VEST. I might make an issue with the Senator on that 

int. I should not say he is a poor fisherman, because I know 

eisagoodone. But I merely mean to say, without m 

any strict issue with the statement of the Senator from Maine, 
that we do not use these wax matches. In the West one does 
not see them. The safety matches are generally used, and the 
common matches, which are now sold generally at 1 or 2 cents a 
box, and can be found anywhere, in any country store. Those 
are the matches, in which our people are interested. We have 
not advanced the duty upon them. We have 3 to make 
the duty equal by putting 20 per cent upon both articles. 

But, Mr. pe Borg I do not want to take time. I wish to call 
the attention of the Senator from Massachusetis, however, toa 


before the Wa: 
sentatives. 
ting manufacturersin the United States, y 
state that — largest manufacturers; that they reek 
over two hi hands; that the duty ought to be 20 per 
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that there is no reason for advancing it; that the duty under 
the McKin'ey act is excessive and monstrous; and they asked 
the committees of the two Houses to put this article at 20 per 
cent ad valorem, and we complied with their wishes. 

Mr. LODGE rose. 

Mr. VEST. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to say about Mr. Smail, that the 
Senator from Missouri evidently did not listen to the statements 
which I read. They controvert that precise petition. It is 

nst that that these arguments are directed. They say that 

r. Smail employs only one hundred men, and only for a por- 
tion of the time; that he is an importer of matting, and thatthe 
manufacturing part of his business is small. The other manu- 
facturers and workingmen protest against it as being in his in- 
terest as an importer to bring in these goods. They protest 
against it on the ground that he has petitioned for it. 

Mr. VEST. I only know that Danagh & Smail are the largest 
manufacturers of these goods in this country. My experience 
leads me to adhere strictly to the rule that when manufacturers 
ask for a reduction of duty which is against their ordinary in- 
terest, it should receive the largest weight with the framers of 
a tariff bill who believe that the burdens should be lessened 
upon the consumers as far as can be done. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says these statements are 
not true, and he quotes other manufacturers. These are reputa- 
ble people. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] knows 
them. I have some private letters from them addressed to 
their Senators in which they combat the position of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, and reiterate the statement that 20 per 
cent isenough. They do not ask forany more. They had 20 
per cent for twenty years prior to 1890, and they say that since 
the McKinley act went into effect their business has fallen off. 
115 would rather have a duty of 20 per omena I am entirely 


ng to give it to them, for I think it is in the direction in 
which le isfation ought to go. 
Mr DGE. I have no doubt that the business of the firm 


referred to has fallen off. They bring over here from Indiaa 
mat partially made, nearly completed, and have it com- 
pleted here. Their principal business is that of importers. Of 
course these patriots want the duty reduced. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Massachusetts say this 
statement is false? 

The undersigned, the largest manufacturers 

Mr. LODGE. Isay it is contradicted by all the other manu- 
facturers and by all the workingmen employed, who took up this 
yery point and discussed it. 

Mr. VEST. They say they employ two hundred hands. 

Mr. LODGE. Those porsona say this pro d change isin 
the direct interest of this large firm and it takes from them 
their employment. 

Mr. VEST. It is im ible that they could be anything but 
the worst sort of falsifiers if they are simply importers. ey 
em loy awo hundred hands. 

Mi . LODGE. I did not say they wore simply importers. I 
said they —- these things in from India partially completed 
and complete them here, which gives very limited work to only 
about half the number of workingmen they claim to employ. 
The workingmen state that the employment is for only three or 
four days in a week on the average. Of course, it is to the in- 
terest of this firm to get their imported matting in as cheaply 
as they possibly can. 

Now, on the matter of matches I do not want to be thought to 
have misstated therates. Onthelarge Tiger match, asitiscalled, 
which is a wooden match in common use, the duty under the Mc- 
Kinley act is 54 cents a gross; the 3 duty is 55 cents a 
gross. On the small Tiger match, also in common use, a wooden 
match, the McKinley duty is 10 cents, the 8 duty is 8 
cents. That is the only duty in which there isa reduction. It 
is a reduction from 10 cents to 8 cents, On the large safety 
match, which is a match in common use, and also a wooden 
match, the duty is 10 cents under the McKinley act and 20 cents 
under the proposed law. 

All the wax matches, as the Senator from Missouri admits, 
are enormously increased in their rates. Those are matches 
which are very largely used elsewhere, and which are coming 
here I have no doubt. 

As I have said, and I reiterate it, I did not bring this matter 
in to say that the matchmakers were unduly protected, but to- 
show that the discrimination in favor of one industry and against 
another, especially in favor of an industry where there is a close 
trust and sete dustries where there is none, is very unfair. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Massachusetts mean to 
be understood as saying that the duty on the common lucifer 
match is too high in this bill? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not. I have not questioned these rates at 
ail, Isimply say that to give an ample and an increased rate on 


matches,and then deny it to the maker of clay pipes and the 
maker of cocoa matting, is a gross injustice. The rate ought to 
be the same on the other articles; that is all. 

Mr. FRYE. 1 tried very hard yesterday to get the duty in- 
creased on the common lucifer match, and failed as a matter of 
course. I find on looking atthe RECORD this morning that I was 
made to say (and very likely I may have said it; I presume I did) 
that the complaint of my correspondent was against the Senate 
committee’s reduction to 10 per cent. Itwasnot. It wasagainst 
the original House bill at 20 per cent ad valorem, declaring that 
that was entirely too low, and that they could not manufacture 
matches under it. The letter which I read was dated March 11, 
and therefore it must have referred to the House rate of 20 per 
cent rather than to the Senate committee’s 10 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the amendment may be read as I 
have modified it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read 
as modified. 

The SECRETARY, Strike out paragraph 356 and insert— 

Mat made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 9 cents per square yard; mats made 
of cocoa fiber or rattan, 6 cents per square foot. 

Me; LODGE. I call for a division on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. x 

Mr. VEST and Mr. JONES. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. I will transfer my 
pair to the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON], so 
that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN] and myself 
can vote. I vote“ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was N I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who is neces- 
sarily absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I announce m 

air with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If, 
e were present I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], and with- 
hold my vote. à í 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu]. If he were 
present Fshould vote 1 

Mr. PLATT (when name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], who has been unavoid- 
ably called away from the Senate. If he should not come in 
during the day I will let this announcement stand for the day. 
I should vote! yea” if he were present. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to state that the Senator from Georgia 
pe WALSH] has been called from the Chamber for to-day and 

aired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

r. GORDON. By an arrangement with the junior Senator 
from California [Mr. PERKINS] I transfer my pair with the Sena- 
tor from lowa . WILSON] to the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Roach] and vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I vote yea.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were here I should vote 
nay. 


Mr. PALMER. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. COKE] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to transfer my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] to the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], so that the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. HicGrys] and myself can vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Lodge, Sherman, 
Allison, At hed Morrill, Shoup, 
Carey. Hale, Patton, Teller, 
Chandler, Hawley, Per Washburn. 
Cullom, Power, 
Davis, Hoar, Proctor, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Quay, 
NAYS—33. 
Alle Gorman, Martin, Smith, 
Bate,” Gray. Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Berry, Harris, Morgpn, Ves 
Caffery, Hin, Murphy, V 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pasco, White. 
gue Elis, = Eas 
m, y, 
on, McLaurin, Ransom, 


? 
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NOT VOTING—27. Mr. VEST. I have no objection to the amendment in that 
Blackburn, Coke, Mc Roach, ‘orm. 
Blanchard, 2 8 seule, Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose it would be better, but it would 
tler, s 4 Wale be very difficult for the customs officers to say what pigment was 
Hansbrough Mitchell, Oregon D, introduced for that purpose. Isuggestto the Senatorfrom Mis- 
amden, Rooi EENET, Wolcott. souri to put up the rate in paragraph 21 to 25 per cent now, and 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have already called the attention of the 
Senators in charge of the bill to the discrepancy between para- 
raphs 21 and 45, and I should like to have that corrected now. 
aragraph 21 imposes a tariff of 20 per cent ad valorem on ink 
and ink powders, while paragraph 48, which is the general clause, 
rovides for a duty on paints, colors, and pigments from which 
Tok and ink powders are made of 25 per cent ad valorem. Either 
the 25 per cent in paragraph 48 ought to be reduced to 20 per 
cent or the 20 per cent in raph 21 should be increased to 25 
per cent. I called the attention of the Senators having charge 
of the bill to the matter aud I understand they are willing to 
make the correction. They have not stated which they would 
refer. 
i Mr. VEST. I suppose that the duties upon paints and colors 
ought to be reduced to 20 per cent. ~ 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly the articles from which ink is 
made ought not to be higher than the duty on the article itself. 
I am assured 2 Bes very prominent firm in Cincinnati that this 
would be very injurious to the manufacturers of ink and ink 
powders, but they are perfectly willing to pay the same duty for 
the pigments they use In their work as the duty imposed upon 
the product they manufacture. If that is the desire of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, I move thatin paragraph 48 the duty be re- 
duced to 20 per cent. 
Mr. VEST. Yes, strike out the word “five,” after twenty,” 


in line 20, page 8. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 8, line 20, in paragraph 48, strike 
out ‘‘ twenty-five and insert twenty;” as as to read, 20 percent 
ad valorem.” 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave no objection to the reduction on pig- 
ments, but we do not want to reduce the duty onall other paints 
and colors to 20 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. That must either be done or else the other duty 
must be raised. We do not want to raise the duty. 

- Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that both clauses produce 
considerable revenue, and that it would be better to raise the 
duty, in paragraph 21, to 25 per cent. That would come up to 

the average rate on all the other articles in that schedule. 

Mr. VEST, It the duty in paragraph 21, on page 4, should be 
raised it would read: 

Ink and ink powders, printers’ ink, and all other inks not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That would be a handsome duty. 

Mr. VEST. We do not want to make that increase. We 
think that duty is high enough already. 

r. SHERMAN. y impression is that the present duty on 
both items is 30 per cent, and if it is reduced it ought to be re- 
duced either to 25 or 20. I think it would be better for revenue 
purposes to make it 25. It isa duty that affords revenue on this 
article now. s 

Mr. VEST. I sugggest to the Senator from Ohio to let his 
first suggestion obtain. 

Mr. DRICH. We shall have to resist that very strenu- 
ously, because it would not only reduce the duty on pigments 
that go into the manufacture of ink, but it would make a reduc- 
tion on all paints and colors. It is the basket clause of the paint 
and color schedule. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that. We can either do that or 
make a separate paragraph and say: 

— gw) all pigments used in the manufacture of ink or ink powders, 20 per 
cont ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that proposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then put it in paragraph 21. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am willing to accept that. The onl 
int is that I am informed the manufacturers of printers’ in 
pori certain oils that are not produced in this country. I do 
not know what the nature of themis. It extends to oil, but the 
pi ments are the principal thing they use in the manufacture 
0 

Mr. ALDRICH. The suggestion of the Senator from Iowa I 
think would be better, to add to paragraph 21: : 

e ar used in the preparation of ink and ink powders, 20 per cent ad 


Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 21 would then read: 


Ink and ink powders, printers’ ink, and all other ink not O- 
vided for in this act, and spupnenta used in the prepara of ek a tok and ink 
powders, 20 per cent ad valorem. 8 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 


he will have it in power at any time to correct the matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is better, because then it will leave 
1 21 open to adjustment afterwards. As paragraph 21 

now, it could not be changed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from Missouri will agree 
to a duty of 25 per cent. ; 

Mr. VEST. Of course it will have to be settled hereafter. I 
will agree to 25 per cent in paragraph 21. We can adjust it 
either in the Senate or in conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, para- 
graph 21 is considered as amended by the insertion of the word 
“five” after twenty“ in line 20. The amendment to paragraph 
48 is withdrawn, the Chair understands. 

Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. VEST. It is withdrawn. j 

Mr. ALLISON. As we are making corrections, I ask the at- 
tention of the Senator from Arkansas to paragraph 190, on page ‘ 
43. I understand the committee have made a further examina- 
tion of the proviso in paragraph 190. I ask the Senator from 
Arkansas to modify that paragraph by striking out but each 
of the above products,” etc., beginning in line 15, down to and 
including the words United States,” in line 18. 

Mr. JONES ‘of Arkansas. The committee will agree to that 
amendment. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 190, line 15, after the word 
‘tad valorem” strike out 
but each of the above products shall be admitted free of duty from any 
country which imposes no import duty on the like product when expor 
from the United States. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now,I ask the Senator from Arkansas to 
turn to page 45, and on line 4, perhaps after paragraph 198, to 
insert as a new paragraph, 1984: 

Eggs, 3 cents per dozen. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We will agree to that amendment 


80. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Insert as a new paragraph on page 45, be- 
fore paragraph 199: 
198}. Eggs, 3 cents per doze... x 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the ameng- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Yesterday, at my request, paragraph 308, 
page 77, was passed over, and I ask that it be now considered. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: ° 
308. Parchment papers, surface-coated papers, and manufactures thereof, 
cardboards, lithographic prints from either stone or zinc, bound or unbound 
(except illustrations when forming a pars of a periodical, newspaper, or in = 
8 ark b —— mie N hotogran 9 
scrap albums, wholly or partially Pranufactured, 25 per cent ad SAO. 
The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by striking out twenty-five” and inserting thirty;“ so as to 
read, 30 per cent ad valorem.” 
Mr. JO of Arkansas. I move to strike out the entire 
paragraph and insert what follows in lines 6, 7, 8, and 9. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bestated. 
The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 308 and insert: 
5 papers, ee 5 and 1 * 
board ra au rap a. „ r . 
tially Septet tone a — apo m apeg 2 e 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I also move to add what I send to 
the desk, both provisions to constitute paragraph 308. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The residue of the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas will be read by the Secretary. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


gon ie gree pos from either stone or zinc, bound or unbound (except 
cigar labels ani 


or if bound in or formin, rt of books), on paper or other mate- 

Sau 4 an inch thick 20 

pound; on paper or other material exceeding . ot an 
c 


in thickness, and ex 
ing 35 square inches cutting size in dimensions, 8 cents per pound; prints 
exceeding elght-thousandths of an inch and not ex twenty-thou- 
Sip A anana ente per Penn Be ADETA pelate from althor stone 
m cents per pound: 0 © prin' om e 
— Kataria ex ceding twenty-thourandthe ofan 
phic ci 


or zini th 
c on cardboard or other ma 3 
rinted in less than 
printing, 20 cents per 


inch in thickness, 6 cents per pound; lithogra 
lettered or blank, printed from either stone or zinc, 
ten colors, but not including bronze or metal leaf 
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pound; re bronze but not in- 
7 9 8 Homan if prin 2 or in part 
in metal leaf, 40 cents per pound. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the paragraph relating 
to lithographic prints is entirely satisfactory to me, and I be- 
lieve it been agreed upon by the tiesin interest. It is 
especially satisfactory for the reason thatit recognizes the prin- 
ciple of specific duties. The Parner ee relating to parchment 
and surface-coated papers I should like very much to have 
amended, so as have specific rates substituted for ad valorem, 
as has been done in reference to lithographic prints. With that 
end in view, I move to strike out the words thirty per cent,” 


We hope we have been able to prove to your committee 

First, that in the new tariff, as 1 2 by the House, surface · coated papers 
have been üstly discriminated against. 

Secondly, t an ad valorem duty does not afford sufficient protection to 
the Uni States against frand. 

We therefore hi that you may consider our proposition favorably, but if 
it ap) im cable to make such a change at present, we would uest 
that the duty on surface-coated papers be left at the present rate of 
cent ad yalorem, as this is hardly sufficient to cover the difference in labor 
between the United States and 2 $ 

Porra Scrimgeour, New York; Walther & Co., New York; J.B, 
aiser, New York; Louis Dejonge & Co., New York; Western 
Coated Paper and Card Com , Chicago, III.; Rhode Island 
Card Board Company, Pawtucket, R. I.; Linton Bros. & Co., 
Pawtucket, R. I.; Champion Card and Paper Company, Pep- 


at the close of that paragraph, and insert the words five cents $ i . — — 
per pound.” I desire to bo keard briefly on the amendment., Pamvnckes Glazed Paper Company, Pawiuckot Ñ. E 10 Hamp- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment proposed by Cand aay 8 my, oro ©, ge AF — 


the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 8, paragraph 308, it is proposed to 

strike out 30 per cent ad valorem ” and insert 5 cents per 

ound.” : 
p Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have here a memorial 
of the manufacturers in this country of chment and surface- 
ceated r, which I desire to putin the RECORD. The first 
part of Tis. an argument in favor of dividing the schedule. As 
the committee has divided the schedule, making lithographic 
prints a separate aomi; I shall omit reading that partof the me- 
morial, but will have it inserted as a part of my remarks. 

The memorial is as follows: 


CHAIRMAN OF THE FINANCE COMMITTEE, 
Eoas United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: * 


Sim: We, the manufacturers of surface-coated 
card boards, re ting an invested capital of $5,000,000 and gi employ- 
ment to 3,000 American workmen at fair and commensurate aron rOs Ct- 
fully urge your honorable et! . Learn alg Se $05, Scheduie 
tarif bill, recently passed by lower House.of Congress, as f Ws: 

“Parchment papers, surface-coated papers, and manufacture thereof, card- 
board, 5 cents per pound! 
thereb 5 the above manufactured goods from lithographic prints, 
eto., an Dee manufactures do notstand in any relation to these works of art, 
though they may be executed on paper, which, however, represents only a 
minimal part of the value of these art productions, 

We further desire this separation on the grounds that surface-coated 
popore and cardboards are of sufficient importance to be treated separately 
the 


tariff. 

The tariff bill, just passed by the Ho proposes toreduce theduty on our 
products from 85 per cent ad valorem to r cent ad valorem, a reduction 
ofalmost 30 per cent, which we consider extremely unjust and inequitable, 
inasmuch as same tariff does not afford us an equal relief on our raw 
materials. his is quite evident it your honorable body will kindly re- 


ter to— 

Schedule A, relating to chemicals, oils, and paints. 

Paragraph 17, glue, leaves the present duty of 25 per cent ad valorem at 
the same rate. 

9 7 $6, blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, and Chinese blue, etc., the 
present rate of 5 — 5 ot 6 cents per pound is maintained at the same rate. 

P. other paints and colors and ee etc., the present 
duty of 25 per cent ad valorem is also left undistur 

It appears, therefore, that while under the new tariff 5 isto be 
reduced almost 80 per cent, the main raw materials are left at the old high 
fates, thus not affording the American manufacturers any relief whatso- 


ver. 

A It is further a well-known fact that under the present rate of duty on sur- 

face-coated papers and cardboardsat 35 per cent, no protection is afforded to 

the American manufacturer, as may be seen from the records, which will 

show that the 1 ot ä pers . spernenn 

from year to year, un @ present time. e find 0 surface- 
Pane broughs t> this market. and are here sold with & fair 


pany, Fitch Maaa s Anama ard aud Glazed Pe r Com- 
— aaa Paper 5 ; Niagara 
Glazed Pay Niag d. V.; 8 

Glazed Paper Company — ee e e 

These memorialists represent, as I understand, almost the en- 
tire manufacturing interests in this line in the United States, 
I think these gentlemen have made a good argument in favor 
of a specific duty in preference to an ad valorem duty, and an 
inquiry made satisfies me that 5 cents per pound is not an ex- 
cessive rate. I hopo that the amendment may be adopted. I 
will say that, if it is not adopted, I shall then move an amend- 
ment 1 he rate of duty as it is in the existing law. 

Mr. PEFFER. I beg to inquire of the Senator from New 
Hampshire how much his amendment pro to increase or 
diminish the rate of duty provided in the bill? 

Mr.GALLINGER, I have not been able to determine that 
offhand. I shall make a little investigation, and perhaps shall 
be able to answer the inquiry in a few moments. 

Mr. PEFFER. Is d say, in addition, that my preference 
is always for specific duties, but I do not wish to increase any of 
the rates above those provided for in the bill, except upon arti- 
cles of luxury. Of course, if the Senator's amendment does not 
increase the rate provided in the bill I have no objection to it. 

Mr. GALLINGE Sofar as I know, nocomputation has been 
made on that point, and Iam unable to answer the Senator's 

uestion; but I think the rate of 5 cents per pound will be prac- 
tically the same as proposed by the bill, the chiefadvantage be- 
ing that it is C. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Next to the correct application of the prin- 
ciples of equity and consistency to its different paragraphs, I 
think simplicity is the most desirable element to be sought in 
the enactment of a tariff. The amendment which is proposed 
by the committee in regard to photographic and lithographic 
prints is about as wide a 1 from 3 as it is pos- 
sible to imagine. I should very glad to know in what way 
this schedule is to be enforced, and I should be glad to have 
some sort of explanation as to what change it proposes in the 
existing law, and what the effect of these various rates will be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER] to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I now move to strike out the word 
“thirty,” and insert “ thirty-five;” so that it will read ‘35 per 
cent ad valorem;” and I desire to be heard a moment on that, 

I find that under a duty of 35 per cent, which is the duty in 
the existing law, last year there were imported into this coun- 
try of the classes of papers mentioned in this paragraph $1,855,- 
980 worth, almost $2,000,000. These papers came 3 Ger- 
many and other countries in competition with American manu- 
facturers under a rate of duty of 35 per cent ad valorem. It 
does rhage ne Towo that 8 . 5 the proposed ae of 5 
The difference in wages here and in Europe is almost four times | per cent from the existing ra a very severe blow to 
Ses Gena oa eka eaa |S een ne eee 

equ ae rer in pa, | and I can not myself unders why it sho 0. 
tope have been and still are sending their product to thia market at iess | The people of New Hampshire have some interest in the 
Bava termi scons ie T butters CDAS ponerse ab becca oe EO ae Fanta nein allen Moe tome es Te nd Oe 
pa a b OF. cs, | setts e Islan ew Jersey, New York, and other o 0 
th 2 > U ? 
i Hag, toe samo eee oF this un, pond the very sams | Northern States. -T do not know that 1 have any grounds upon 
Senos . to knowot such facta, and eee it E impossible | which to 8 m pete 175 oe 3 nao will 81 aged 
1 actual value r Dee concession; but, in the interest of American labor, as well as 
We could produ ce that very similar looking. papers vary quite the interest of revenue, it seems to me we ought not to disturb 
G the existing law. thang I am incorrect in saying in the inter- 


ce eviden 
considerably in price, and that it is ible to de 
of these papers unless they are su ted to an It is, however, a 
tir Tacs ests of revenue, because, if the rate is reduced, I apprehend the 


Well-known that unscrupulous importers have taken advantage of these 
difficulties and have fraudulently undervalued their ti 


ons. 4 
For ——— Commi! change importations will be increased to such an enormous extent tha 
auty on our ducts 2 Bax duty or conte per roma 2 on 3 xe arg get more 3 we now get, but if we get 
= DATATA: 2 ° t, we get it at the manufacturers workmen o 
Farchment papers, surface-coated papers, and manufactures thereof, | the United States. I hope the slight concession I ask on this item 
will be granted, and that the old rate of duty may be retained. 


card boards, 5 cents 
“Lithographic prints, ote, ete 


1894. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire to the 
amendment pro d by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. f 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. If he were 
present I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] 
to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. ROACH]. By con- 
sent of the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON], who is 

ired with the Senator from Iowa[Mr. WILSON], we will trans- 
k pairs, and therefore I vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 7 8 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. If he were present 
Ishould vote “yea.” 0 x 

Mr. PUGH (when aed cera Aig 404 Tam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts . HOAR}. 5 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. i 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were present, I should vote 
ina S 7 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to state for the day that the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CoKE] is absent from the Senate because of ill- 
ness. He stands pared with the Senator from North Dakota 

r. HANSBROUGH]. 
Mie CAMDEN. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—2I. 
Aldric Dubo; Shoup, 
1 riggs Patton, Teller, 
Carey, Hale, Perkins, Washburn. 
Chandler, Hawley, Ete 
Cullom, Lodge, octor, 
Dolph, Mande S. 
NAYS—29. 

Bate, Gibson, Turpta, 

a Gorman, Wis. Vest, 
Blackburn, Harris. Murphy, Vilas, 
Caffery, Irby, a Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, White. 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Faulkner, Kyle, 
George, Lindsay, Smith. 

NOT VOTING—3. 

Allen, Dixon, Jones, Nev. Bagh, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, McLaurin, uay, 
Brice. Gordon, Mc Roach, 
Butler, Gray, MePherson, Squire, 
Call. Hansbrough, 5 Stewart, 
Camden, ý Mitchell. Oregon Walsh, 
Cameron. Hil, M n. Wilson, 
Coke, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Davis. Hunton, Platt, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the committee amendment be 


stated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was about to ask whether the commit- 
tee amendment on this subject had been adopted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment as 
printed in the bill has not been considered. The amendment 
pro by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] is by way 
of substitute, to strike out the paragraph and insert: 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it the paragraph which follows, begin- 
ning with parchment papens 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is, but the second paragraph 
is different from that as printed on page 78, the Chair will in- 
form the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I ask that that may be read, for the 
purpose of saying something upon the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph as proposed by 
5 

e Secretary again read the amendment as pro by Mr. 
Jones of Arkansas. a a 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not understand that that amendment 
as now offered has been printed hitherto. It is not the amend- 
ment printed on page 78 of the bill, is it? r 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The first paragraph of the pro- 

amendment, l will say to the Senator, is as printed in the 

ill on page 78. The subsequent part relating to lithographs 


has not yet been printed. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rose to congratulate the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] upon the rapid progress 


7 


which his committee is making in the application of the prin- 
ciple of protection to American industries. This clause is much 
more carefully and scientifically constructed than the provisions. 
of the present law. The present law imposes anad valorem duty 
upon all these articles of 35 per cent. Ad valorem duties are 
vicious; ad valorem duties tend to fraud. Discriminating spe- 
cific duties are of the very essence of a wise system of protec- 
tion. The system of specific duties is complicated; it is difi- 
cult; but all in human life which are worth anythingare 
difficult. So the principles of protection, the great Amer 
3 the great Republican principles of protection can not 
applied to the thousands of complicated industries of the 

United States without labor, without effort, without scientific 
study, and without a careful application of those principles. 

That has not been done with reference to lithographic prints 
hitherto. It was not done under the McKinley act; but the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] 
have thrown their minds upon this subject, so that they have 
carefully classified all the various lithographic prints—elass 1, 
class 2, class 3, class A—and have given specific rates to these 
various classes of lithographic work, and they have done it 
faithfully, patiently, assiduously, and scientifically, and when 
this bill mes a 
be one species o} industry in this country where, thanks to the 
Senator from Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri, the ju- 
nior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY], and the je r 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], the provisions relating 
to it have been correctly, elaborately, scientifically con- 
structeđ upon the true principle of protection—— 

Mr. VEST Iam afraid there is something wrong about this 
amendment. hter.] 


Mr. CHAND: And not upon ad valorem duties, which 
lead to frauds, but 8 duties. Ico tulate the Senators 
upon the pro; ey aremaking. Is now listen to the 
Senator from uri with pleasure 


Pp > 

Mr. VEST. Isay Ihave great doubt about this paragraph 
now, after what the Senator from New Hampshire hassaid about 
it, and after the laudation by the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I fear I may cause the Senator from Mis- 
souri to retract. I have succeeded in that way two or three 
times, and I have been very successful in developing the prin- 
ciple of give and take, offer and back out, upon which the two 
Senators have constructed this bill; but, fortified as they are on 
the one side by the Senator from New Jersey, and on the other 
sido by Fiaa Senator from New York, I know they will not back 
out to-day. 

They may back out in the committee of conference, they will not 
back out here in the Senate. They will not back out under fire, 
Mr. President, any more than they did when it was demonstrated 
to them that by postponing the duty on sugar until January 1. 
1895, they were giving $35,000,000 as a donation to the sugar 
trust. They then said: “It will not do to back out under fire; 
we can withdraw these little amendments if anybody criticises 
them and asks to have a specific duty applied in some other di- 
rection, when it is applied ina direction which meets with favor 
from the committee; but it will not do to back out here in the 
Senate now under the charge thatthesugar trust is to have $35,- 
000,000 by postponing the sugar duty until the Ist day of January, 
1895; we will take care of that in conference.” 

I rose to congratulate the Senatorfrom Missouriand the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas, I felt inan amiable frame of mind toward 
them, and I should have continued so, but for the fact that the 
Senator from Missouri had interrupted me to make his usual 
threat of withdrawing the paragraph which is so in accordance 
with the principles ok pray that my heart swelled within 

me and led me to thank the Senator for the good work that at 

that particular time he was doingin accord with the principles 
of protection. That is what I rose to do, and also to say that I 
can not understand why in the world the two Senators will not 
apply that same principle to parchment paper. 

Why will ies not apply it to So paper and surface- 
coated paper and manufactures thereof, and photographic and 
autographicand scrap albums as well as ey to lithographic 

rints? They have improved upon the McKinley act, as I say, 
reference to lithographic prints; and lithographic prints, 
which are pictures, works of art, they propose to let in bya 


w, if it ever does become a law, there will 


specific pound rate. Parchment papers, surface-coated papers, à 


and photographic papers are to continue to come in under 
inferior, this injurious, this pernicious method of an ad valorem 
system of duty. 

Mr, President, in all sincerity and with much love and affec- 
tion for those two Senators, I ask them why they can not apply 
this principle of specific duties, carefully discriminated, and 
scientifically applied to lithographic prints also, so as to protect 
American pare nt rs made by American labor? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 2 President, the principal charge made 
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against the framers of the act of 1890 was that in the 3 
tion of that act manufacturers were permitted to write the sched- 
ules and to fix the rateofduties. Thatcharge wasentirely with- 
out foundation, but in the particular item now under considera- 
tion; I am afraid, if the exact truth were known, it would appear 
that the manufacturers have prepared this new paragraph. 

I can not agree with the Senator from New eee Mr. 
CHANDLER] that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] from 
his inner consciousness had evolved ascheme providing a difer- 
ence in rates between papers eight-thousandths of an inch in 
thickness and twenty-thousandthsofaninchinthickness. Ithink 
the manufacturers, the lithographersof the United States, must 
have prepared this schedule. In fact, as I understand, It is in 
print as a schedule prepared by the tariff committee of the Na- 
tional Lithographers’ Association. 

I do not object to that. I believe that a Committee of Con- 
gress, having these matters in charge, should consult with the 
people who know most about the business connected with the 
articles upon which the rates are to be fixed, and I am very glad 
that the committee have adopted this schedule of the Lithog- 
raphers’ Association. I have no doubt it is a correct one, but 
I suggest to these Senators that, if this 8 was applied all 
through the bill, we should have a tariff bill of 10,000 pages at 
least, and one which would require at least 10,000 appraisers to 
enforce it. 

If these minute subdivisions of rates were to be applied to 
all the thousands and tens of thousands of articles covered by 
this tariff bill, we should never get through with its considera- 
tion, Ana, we should have great difficulty in collecting duties 
under it. 

I feel like joining with the Senator from New Hampshire in 
congratulating the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from 
Arkansas upon the proso which they are making in adopting 
ad 5 rates in these various par: į 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask to go back to n 314 
on e 79, in order that I may move the amendment which 1 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 79, paragraph 314, line 12, after 
the word “ thirty,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘five;” and at the 
end of the paragraph to add “ bristles, sorted, bunched, or pre- 

in any manner, 74 per cent ad valorem; ” so as to read: 
$14. Hair pencils, brushes and feather dusters, 85 per cent ad valorem; 
brooms, 20 per cent ad valorem; bristles, sorted, bunched, or prepared in 
any manner, 7} per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. For convenience, I suggest to the Senator 
that he make the rate 8 per cent ad valorem, which is only a 
difference of one-half per cent. 8 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Seven and one-half per cent is a 
reduction of 25 per cent on the present rate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know; but it will be more convenient in 
computation to make it 8 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There will be no difficulty about 
Democratic custom-house officers making that computation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
9 an amendment? 

. ALLISON. No; I shall not interfere with the Senator’s 
amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 85, paragraph 347, there 
was an error made, which I now ask to correct; and for that 
pur I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 347, line 20, before the word 
„inches,“ it is proposed to strike out fourteen“ and insert 
“seventeen;” in line 21, after the word over,“ it is proposed to 
strike out “fourteen and not over;” and in line 23, after the 
word pairs,“ to strike out over 17 inches in length, $3.75 per 
dozen pairs.” 

Mr. ALLISON. It is proposed to make two classifications in- 
stead of three, as I understand. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the paragraph read as 
it will read after being amended as proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ecretary will read the 
paragraph as proposed to be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

$47. Ladies’ or children’s, of sheep origin, with exterior grain surface re- 
moved, by whatever name known, not over 17 inches in length, $1.75 per 
dozen pairs; over 17 inches in length, 22.75 per dozen pairs; men's, of sheep 


Pp 
„With exterior 
89 surface removed, by whatever name known, & per 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ere was passed over, when I was not 
in the Chamber, early in the consideration of this bill, the article 
of sponges, which is proposed to be reduced by this bill from 20 
per cent ad valorem to 10 per cent ad valorem. Thisis a subject 
which caused much tribulation in 1890, when the rate was fixed 
at 20 per cent. 

Iam very much opposed to the reduction, I will state to the 
Senator from Arkansas; and I should like to move to restore the 
20 per cent rate, to make a few remarks, and to have a vote upon 
the amendment at such time as may be convenient to the Sena- 
tor; but I desire to do so when the Senators from Florida are 
both in the Chamber, for I count upon their valuable and neces- 
sary assistance to protect the sponge industry, which is an im- 
portant industry in Florida. {shall accommodate myself to the 
wishes of the Senator from Arkansas in taking up this subject; 
but I certainly want, in some way, to secure the attendance in 
= 7 8 when it is being considered, of the Senators from 

orida. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to taking the 
paragraph up whenever the Senator from New Hampshire de- 
sires to take it up, either now or at any subsequent time. He 
may take his own time for that. 

r. CHANDLER. I shall ask to take it up at come time 
when the two Senators from Florida are in their seats. 

The 5 OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


FREE LIST. 


Sec. 2. On and after the Ist day of June, 1894, unless otherwise vided 
tor = this act, the following articles, when imported, shall be execpt from 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment, on page 
89, line 19, after the words“ Sec. 2,” to strike out “On and 
after,” and insert After;” and in the same line, before the 
wa day,“ tostrike out first“ and insert “thirtieth,” so as to 
read: 

After the 30th day of June, 1894, etc. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the fixing of the date should 
go over for the present. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the amendment will be passed over. ? 

The Secretary read as follows: 

363, Acids used t edi: 
especially 8 ee —— rn Soat Sa ee or manufacturing purposes, not 

. Aconite. 

365. Acorns, raw, dried or undried, but unground. 

366. tes, unmanufactured. 

367. Albumen. 

368. Alizarin, and alizarin colors or dyes, natural or artificial. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment intended to be 
propos by the Senator from Missouri[Mr. VEST] to paragraph 

8 is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to that, of course, but I haye 
had several letterssuggesting that all coal-tar dyes should be put 
on the free list or all should be taxed. There are certain other 
dyes, as I understand it, which are practically in competition 
with these dyes, which are not yet on the free list. I wish to 
call attention to paragraph 443, page 98, in connection with this, 
wherein coal tar, etc., preparations and products of coal tar, not 
colors or dyes, are put on the free list. Now, these alizarin col- 
ors and dyes, I understaud, are used for the same purpose prac- 
tically, and are in accord with other coal-tar dyes, and it seems 
to me if one is put upon the free list the other should also be 
upon the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. These alizarin colors have been 
on the free list all along I understand. We simply leave them 
where we find them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know they have been on the free list, but 
in the existing law certain colors are e ga page 361. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose that all the colors enumerated in 
the act of 1890 would come in free under the language here used b 
the committee. That is my understanding of their action. 
should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas if that is not hig 
understanding. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ves, sir; I understand so. 

Mr. ALLISON. I so understand. In connection with that, 
before we pass from the p raph, I desire to haye read a let- 
ter which have just received upon this subject. I will have it 
put in the RECORD, so that we may see what we are doing about 
these colors. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as in- 
dicated. 


The question is on the amend- 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
_ 178 FRONT STREET, New YORK, June 15, 1894. 

SIR: It has come to our notice that a firm of importers of coal-tar dyes 
have written a large number of mills asking them to urge upon their rep- 
Tesentatives in Congress that the coal tar dyes sold by them as alizarin 
orange. alizarin 1 OW, a green, alizarin blue, alizarin brown, ala- 
zarin black, etc., be admitted free of — * 

Wo beg to call your attention to the history, as we understand it, of the 
classification of these alizarin dyes. 

About fifteen or twenty years ago, when artificial alizarin was first discov- 
ered, the che ai and soda fabrik, represented in this country by 
Pickhardt & Kuttroff, took out ey rs tor the production of artificial aliza- 
rin, but shortly after another discovered a method so much superior 
to their patented method that the Badische Company abandoned their mode 
of manufacture, we are informed. 

At this time, artificial alizarin was selling throughout Europo at about 
80 cents per pound, and aniline cea; as coaltar dyes were then known, paid 
a duty of 50 cents per pound, and 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Messrs. Pic t & Kuttroff succeeded in getting a decision sustaining 
their patent in a distant circuit court, and secured injunctions restraining 
everyone from importing, dealing in, or selling artificial alizarin in the 
United States. By unusual skill they succeeded in keeping this case from 
reaching the Supreme Court for about a space of seven years, and when 
the case reached the Supreme Court the patent was declared 7 them to be 
void. At about the same time they secured their first judgment in a distant 
circuit court, they succeeded in getting Co to put artificial alizarin 
on the free list, on the ground, we suppose, that it would be a benefit to the 
textile industry of the country to have the tax of 50 cents per pound and 35 
per cent ad valorem removed. 

When Co; removed this tax of 50 cents por pound and 85 per cent ad 
Valorem the firm of importers represent the ische Company put their 
own tax of 81 per pound on the article, so it was selling here at about $1.30 
per pound, while it sold throughout ao at 30cents per poma This 
continued for about seven years, d which time the importers have ley- 
ied a tribute on every consumer in country, putting them at a disad- 
Vantage as compared with European 3 

Since the Supreme Court gave their decision breaking the patent monop- 
oly the price dropped to a with that in Europe, from 81.30 to 30cents 
per pound, and Be ‘nt tion has gradually come down now to 14 or 15 
cents p pound for cial alizarine or alizarine red. 
© the tariff of 1890 it was provided that alizarine, 

free, and in the tariff of 1890, or the McKinley 
III.“ to the surprise of Ses ee of coal tar dyes, in the free list it was 


tence had been add: 
as alizarine or: 

me brown, and 
free list are coal tar 


duty. Those other coal eer ee rted by 
diamine yellow, di: blue, di 0 ange 
diamine violet, and brown,” are not produced in this country, nor 
are they likely to be F sigan here. 

Our point is, that above two classes of coal-tar only in 
being separate Classes of coal-tar dyes, should be trea free or 
both taxed. There is obvio no propriety in basing a discrimination with 
A atan to the poo Boe 5 y., on the commercial name. The class of 

-tar dyes, co 85 ly known 


that thi „ 
Doth ase re donot caro ai. onrTo tO Da SEAGHY aliko, oth fron, oF 
- Reapecttully, Wu. J. MATHESON & CO., LIMITED, 
B. D. BACON, Treasurer. 
Hon, WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ofcourse I am not familiar with the differ- 
ence between these diamine dyes and other coal-tar dyes which 
are now put upon the free list by this arrangement and which 
were on the free list under the act of 1890, but it seems to me 
if diamine dyes are not produced in this country and come in 
competition with other dyes or colors which are put upon the 
free list, they ought to be treated in the same way. Not vouch- 
ing for the accuracy of that information, but ing the atten- 
tion of the Senators in charge-of the bill to statements there 
made, I hope, with the writer of the letter, thatthe two articles 
will be treated alike or some reason given why they should not be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state the reason why the alizarin 
colors named in the act of 1890 were put apon the free list. It 
5 from the testimony of every one interested in the ques- 

on that these alizarin colors could not be made in the United 
States at the rate of duty which had been imposed upon aliza- 
rin colors and dyes, and that the imposition of a duty in this 
case was simply one a burden upon the consumers of these 
particular dyes in the United States. There was no difference 
of opinion in the committee who then had this matter in charge 
as to the desirability of the duty being removed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iso understand. 

Mr. ALDRIOH. The Senator from Iowa assents to that prop- 
osition. Now, whether these dyes which these rival manufac- 
turers make come within the same category I do not know. 
I do know that the dyes in question are not made in the United 
States, and are not likely to be made in the United States, 
and I think the committee have wisely acted in allowing 
them to remain upon the free list. Whether the free list ought 
to be extended so as to include other dyes which can not be 
made in the United States, I am not certain. That is a matter 
which I suppose the committee will take up later on. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee was very strongl 
inclined to add coal-tar dyes to the free list in connection wi 


these alizarin dyes, and the most vigorous o positon was made 
y 


by the persons interested in the business an their friends in 
the Senate and out of the Senate. It was stated that large 
amounts of money had been inyested in developing the produc- 
tion of dyes from coal tar, that it was done to a much greater 
extent in Germany than in this country, and that we would be 
destroying an industry which deserves consideration. 

We found the provision as it is in the bill, alizarin dyes free 
and coal-tar dyes taxed. We reduced the tax on coal-tar dyes 
somewhat in the proportion we reduced taxes upon other things 
and left the paragraph as it stands, because we were not pre- 
paroa to say that the coal-tar dyes could safely be put upon the 
ree list with the alizarin dyes, and we have no idea of 
5 dyes off the free list and putting them on the taxable 
is 


Mr. ALLISON. This firm, which seems to be a reputable 
firm of merchants, states that these diamine dyesare not made in 
this country at all, and that they come in competition with the 
dyes which have been put by the bill upon the free list. It 
seems tome worthy of consideration whether we should not 
make such a provision as will deal fairly with those people, as 
well as with the consumers of the articles in our own country, 
where there is no production of the article here. I call atten- 
tion to it for the purpose of doing at a later stage what seems to 
be just in the matter. 

I do not know whether there are colors or dyes made in this 
country which come in competition with these diamine dyes. 
Somebody ought to know whether that is the case ornot. If 
so, I shall not ask that they be put upon the free list; but if not, 
then I see no reason why one Class of coal-tar dyes should be 
put upon the free list and another class excluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no question before 
55 1 8 The Secretary will proceed with the reading of 

e bill. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

339. Amber, unmanufactured, or crude gum. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. After the word ‘‘amber,” in para- 
graph 369, line 7, I move to insert and amberoid,” so as to read: 

Amber and amberoid, unmanufactured, or crude gum. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me inquire what amberoid is? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The statement was made by a cus- 
tom-house officer that it is some imitation of amber and looks 


very much like it, but it is difficult to be distinguished from it. 


There is some difficulty about classification in connection with 
it. I know nothing about it personally. 

Mr.PLATT. Lhaveafear that it may include a manufactured 
amber made in this country by taking little bits of amber and 
making them up into larger pieces. I do not know that it is 
true, but I merely speak of it in this connection. I suppose 
the committee do not desire to put a manufacture of amber on 
the free list. Iam not sure that Iam correct, but I know that 
that manufacture is carried on in this country. 

wl JONES of Arkansas. That would be a manufacture of 
amber. 

Mr. PLATT. Exactly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand this is an imitation 
or something that is taking the place of amber, and is not & 
manufacture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

370. Ambergris. . 

$71. Ammonia, carbonate of, muriate of, or sal-ammoniac and sulphate of. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 371. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follo ws: 

372. Aniline salts. 

373. Any animal imported specially for breeding p ses shall be ad- 
mitted free: Provided, That no such animal shall be admitted free unless 
pure bred of a recognized breed and duly registered in the book of record 
established for that breed, and the Secretary of the Treas may prescribe 
such additional regulations as may be required for the strict enforcement 
of this provision. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 373, to insert at the end of the paragraph: 

Any cattle, horses, sheep, or other domestic animals which have strayed 
across the boundary line into any foreign country, or where such domest; 
eder ee Ta anne may be bonan fuck © the United Sia 
trae ot uty tet regulations tobe peascribed by the Secretary of the 
ury. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment, and move to insert: 


Cattle, ho: sheep, or other domestic animals, which haye strayed 
the boundary line into any foreign country, or have been or may be drived 


across such bo: line by the owner for purposes, with 
their increase, back to the United States free of duty under 
regulations to be by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment : propoed by the Senator from Arsana 
Mr. ALLISON. That seems to be a pretty broad provision. 
It would enable our own people, of course, to carry their do- 
mestic animals across the boundariesfree and breed them, keep 
them there as long as they desire, and then return them free of 
duty. Iam 5 t lead to some confu- 
should be glad to have the Senator 


tock wan- 


in some localities it is a matter of absolute necessity that 
shall be driven from the location of the ranches across into the 
pastures on the other side and ke nage “asia . time 
until they can be safely brought to this side. inten- 
tion of the amendment is simply to 2 that stock which 


shall be returned without a duty. Ifthe provi- 
sion I is open to any abuse, I shall be glad to have it 
limited so that there will be no danger from it. 


Mr.. ALLISON. It looks to me as 


portation. 
7 JONES of Arkansas. That would have to be established, 
course. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know enough about the subject to 
make any criticism upon it. I suppose is some necessity 
for a provision in the nature of the amendment proposed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand this vision was 

Depart, and that it has the ethan —— 
ury t. t ap e 
of the in its present form. i 
Mr. PAL The last remark of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas answers the point I was about to make, whether the Secre- 
tary of the has the power to prevent abuses. The Sen- 
ator’s e nation is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand the Secretary of the 
Treasury has the power. 

Mr. HARRIS. I chance to know that in Northwestern Texas 
it has been frequently absolutely necessary for a ranchman in 
time of great drought to drive stock some times hundreds of 
miles to find water and pasturage so combined that the stock 
can have the benefit of both. Occasionally they are compelled 
to cross the Rio Grande and find pasturage near enough to the 
Rio Grande to get the benefit of the water. 

I take it for granted from what the Senator from Texas, who 
prepared the amendment, said to me yesterday, thatit is in- 
tended to provide for that exact case. From my little knowl- 
edge of the stock business I do not think there can be any diffi- 
culty or danger of any traffic, because every herd has its brand 
and is easy of identification, and therefore the stock that is 
driven across would have the privilege of being driven back. 

Mr. ALLISON. Having had the whole question elucidated 
by my friend from Tennessee, I withdraw any further opposi- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question iş on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas: 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
The Secretary read as follows: 
374. Animals in 
ate. ne ato tho United States tempo: 


a p agrionlsar 1 acing associati bu shall 
olle any ural ox r. ation; but a 
1 — s Š 


t 

givi with bed by the Seere of the 
; also, teams of animals, incl their and tackle and 
Wagons or other vehicles actually ed by ar ipen from 
pay —— —— —— 

on er ans as the 
. — may enters eg and intended for exhibition 
for scientific purposes, and not for 


rted to amend paragra h 374 
on page 91, line 4, after the word “agricultural,” to Strike out 
or r: 
Mr. JO. of Arkansas. The amendmentis withdrawn. 


JUNE 19, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

375. Annatto, roucou, rocoa. or orleans, and all extracts of. 


376. Antim crude 
—— 8 sulphite of, and antimony, as regulus or metal. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 378, in the following words: 

378. Appies, green or ripe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 379, in the following words: 


1 ru or prepared in manner. 
not otherwise provided for in — — =~ a 


The amendment was 3 

The Secretary read as follows: 

380. Argal, or or crude tartar. 

331. ee 

383. ot * x 

334. Art educational stops, composed of glass and metal, and valued 
more than 8 cents per gross. £ = TEOS 

255 Dateien ion eee com neni —.— 
vided for In this act 8 dyeing or tanning, not specially pro- 

. growth, prođuce, manufacture of the United S 

when after having been without having been ad 
in value or in condition by any process of manufacture or other 
means; casks, and vessels of American 
facture exported with or exported empty and re- 
turned filled with foreign returned as 
rels or boxes; also q) ver flasks or bottles, of either domestic or 
eign manufacture, which shall actually from the United 
—— — the of such articles. be made, under gen» 
eral ions to be by the Secretary of the but 


the time of exportation, such shall be 


and not refunded: Provided, è this 


„ß„ß%7ͤ sey pea ian wep 

ex upon 

of duties equal to the drawbacks allowed; or to any article manti 

in bonded warehouses and under any nof law: 
tobacco ch has been ex. 
NAD DE ——äů—. 


of, and beet-root ashes. 
tumen, crude or dried, but not otherwise manipu- 


1. Asafetids. 
392. Bacon and hams, mutton, and and meats kinds, 
pared or preserved, —— — fas bs this act. =“ SEST 

eee eee e to amend paragraph 392 
by striking out beef, mutton, an k,” after the word hams.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wiiharaw the amendment of the 
committee, and move to strike outallof paragraph 392 after the 
word “ hams.” $ 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to strike out the entire ph. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know whether the motion to strike 
out the paragraph is to be resisted on the other side. Lhope it 
will be accep I do not know why bacon and hams should 
come in from other countries in competition with our farmers 
and the men who prepare them here. Will the committee con- 
sent to strike out the eS egy aged 

The PRESIDING OFFICE amendment proposed from 
the committee will be first submitted to the Senate; that is, to 
strike out a part of the paragraph. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas to strike out all of 
the raph after the word hams.” 

e ame t was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas, to strike out 
the paragra h as ed. 

Mr. P ER. Mr. President, I wish to say just a word. - 
riculture in general has been unfairly trea I think in th 
bill. Here is an article the farmers are very much interested 
in—bacon and hams; and I submit it is a proper subject for at 
least a revenue duty. At the proper time, if the amendment I 
now propose is carried, I expect to move to vote to place it upon 
the dutiable list, and I shall ask for a vote by yeas and nays. 

Mr. VEST. The effect of this amendment, unless the Sena- 
tor has some specific duty to propose otherwise, would be to put 
20 per cent upon these articles. We bring into this country 
forty-odd thousand dollars’ worth of Westphalia hams, They are 
a peculiar article of that genus. 

. ALDRICH. Why should they not pay a duty? X 

Mr. VEST. I have notthe slightest objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then let the aragrap be stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. We send ont 000, pounds. It does not 
amount to anything. It is merely leather and prunella. 

Mr. ALLISON. It costs 19 cents a pound. 
Mr. VEST. I know it does. 
Mr. ALLISON. That isthe unit of value. It seems to me 
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5 can afford to pay 20 per cent. The duty ought to 


the im 
be highe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] to strike out 
the paragraph as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
continued. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


398. Balm of Gilead. 

304. Barks, cinchona or other, from which quinine may be extracted. 

395. Baryta, carbonate of, or witherite, and . — sulphate of, or barytes, 
unmanutactured. including b earth. 

396. Bauxite, or beauxite. 

397. Beeswax. 


4 iy broken, and bell matal broken and fit only to be remanufactured. 

All binding twine manufactured in whole orin part from New Zea- 

ey en ane or Zaue fiber, manila, sisal grass, or sunn, of single 
ply and measuring not exceeding 600 feet to the pound. 

Mr. VEST. Let the amendment of the committee to para- 

h 399 be stated. 
. JONES of Arkansas. I understand there is a committee 
amendment to strike out the word manila.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a Vest amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
will observe that it is an amendment to be proposed, not an 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The word manila“ should be 
stricken out. It is a committee amendment, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is an amendment which was 
intended to be proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Perhaps the Chair is correct. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam glad we have a discriminating Presid- 
ing Officer who is able to tell the various classes of amendments 
which have been offered to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas move to strike out the word “ manila?” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not. I understood the Senator 
from Missouri was to move to strike out that word and insert 
“manila twine not exceeding 650 feet to the pound.” I do not 
know whether the Senator from Missouri gropon to move the 

amendment or not. I have no mak 

BR VEST. Ididintend to move it, but IL understand there was 

amendment pending to strike out the word manila,“ and 
pe it was carried I proposed to move to insert— 
and manila twine not exceeding 650 feet to the pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
1 will 10 2895. 92, line 2, after th 

The SECRETARY. In paragrap) , page r the 
word “fiber,” strike out manila,” andafter the word “t pound,” 
in line 4, insert: 
and manila twine not exceeding 650 feet to the pound. 


Mr. ALLISON. LI hope the Senator from Missouri will give 
some explanation of his prepo to take manila out of the gen- 
eral scope of the andinsert 650 feet to the pound in- 

stead of 600. That seems to be adistinction that has some reason 
for it, but I do not know whatit is. 

Mr. VEST. This was s d upon samples which were 
exhibited to us, showing that unless this amendment was made 
it would not out the intention of the committee as to ad- 
mitting binding-twine free; it would let in rope. There isa 
difference, the experts assured us, in regard to the quality of 
this twine, which is regulated according to length. I have the 
samples in the eli tem ifitis necessary to produce them 
here. We were satisfied that statement was true, and that we 
would render the rest of the provi on inoperative as to free 
binding-twine unless we made amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amend- 
ment by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

400. ey — stuffed, not suitable for millinery career gage and] bird skins, 
prepared for preservation, but not further advanced in manufacture. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I move to strike out the words in- 
closed in brackets. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the following words at the be- 
ginning of paragraph 400. 

Birds, stuffed, not suitable for millinery ornaments, and 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

401. Birds and land and water fowls. 


uth, 
403. . of animals, crude, salted for preserya- 
and unmanufactured, not specially provided for in this act. 


dried. 
405. Blue vitriol, or sulphate of co 
406. Bologna 3 —— i as 


407. Bol clo es; f but not 
an ting FF.. not suitable for 


408. Bones, crude, or not burned, calcined, ground, steamed, or otherwise 
manufactured, and bone dust or animal car and bons ash, fit only for 
fertilizing purposes. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 409, in the following words: 

409. Bone char, suitable for use in decnlorizing sugars. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


410. Books, engra hs, bound or un etchings, 
and charts, which tail Neve teen eration, more seen serene eee at at tne 
date of of importation, and all = tie ke! eg charts and books 
devoted exclusively to ongia S © research, and publica issued 
for their peony arp tifle and ee associations or academies, or 
publications of individuals for private circulation. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to add at the end of para- 
graph 410: “And Pee documents by fore governments.” 

Mr. GALLING I should like to inquire of the Senator if 
foreign governments admit our documents free of duty. Ought 
there not to be a clause making it reci ? 

huge JONES of Arkansas. I Think they do. The Secretary of 

the eee suggested this amendment. 

Mr. QUA I move further to amend the 3 by strik- 
ing out all after the word charts,“ in the line, on} page 
95, down to the word “or,” inline 5. I move this eee at 
the suggestion of Pressmen's Union No. 4, of the city of Phila- 
5 in pursuance of resolutions which I send to the desk to 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read: 


The Secretary read as follows: 
Rooms OF TYPOGRAPHICAL UNION, No. 2, 
124 NORTH NINTH 


phia, December 19, 1892. i 
To PRESSMEN’S oe No. 4: 
Sr 


fellow-workmen 
clauso in the proposed tariff 

Whereas, in the tariff bill to be 
Means of the onsa ot Representatives, 
of viduals or of institutions, 


indt 
rly bee u eee can and proba 
of duty all wor pular, 
ASORI. DANOI 


stitutinga very large portion of tae currènt publications of the day’ 


e I. TEN we viow with alarm the A aa of the interference with 
8 this clause will effect if shall become a law in its 


omission of the said 


II. That Wo, respectfully but earnestiy request the 
clause from the free list, as we do that no discrimination of the 
kind can be so WCCCCVVVVVCCCCC de ania ce 


III. T pi sent to the members of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and to the 8 and Representatives ot this 
State in Congress, and that —. * latter re meer urge urged to prevent by 

oy the enactment o 

IV. That copies of the rectly — — — and resolusions 5 be forwarded to 

the 1 of the International Union, to our sister unions, and to the dit - 


trade organizations with the 9 that a take immediate favor- 
action; and that they forward their central labor coun- 
cils for similar action. 

GEORGE CHANCE, President 


WM. J. SLOAN, Recording Secretary. 
e QUAY. Lask for a vote on the amendment. I shall not 
oecupy the time of the Senate upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2, on page 95, after the second word 
“and” and before ‘ books,” strike out— 
0 en and periodicals devoted exclusively to original nr thie MOO TOMSON 

ublications issued for their subscribers by scientific and literary asso- 

ä x 

So as to make the paragraph read: 
410. Books, e hotogra bound or unbo etchings, ma 
ga ars waia sua bare boga printed more than penty yous a GN 
viduals for private cireulasion. r 

Mr. HOAR. Iconfess that the phrase in the paragraph as it 
stands, devoted exclusively to original scientific rese con- 
veys no elear whatever to my mind. Ishouldlike to or 

my honorable friend from Missouri (who I suppose is as capa 
of answering such questions as anybody in the Sonate) if he wil wil 
mention a book which is 9 exclusively to orig 
tific research that he thinks of in this world? I do not think of 
one. I su e no mathematician, no chemist, no biologist, no 
metaphysi could write a book which might be said to be de. 
32 © tis Bernie bs Oo M niti 
say, with no t to nator, 
be boiia English books on political economy, tho scientific re- 
search of which is entirely original and was not borrowed from 
anything else in heaven or on earth. I can not conceive of any 
book which 8 phrase aptly describes. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould t that the very celebrated 2 
tion, Darwin's Origin of Species, ought to come under 
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nition. I willstate tothe Senator frankly my idea about it. We 
discussed the matter in the committee. This was intended to 
apply not to collations or to books which were prepared from 
other books, but original publications, original scientificresearch, 
that is, where an author gave the result of his own researches, 
not copying from anybody or not collating from other authors. 
That was our idea in regard to it, and it was no doubt the idea 
ol the House of Representatives. If any more apt language can 
be discovered of course we would be very glad to adopt it. Ido 
not think the Senator from Massachusetts will disagree with the 
intention of this proposed legislation. i 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that in describing what belongs 
to science, we ought not to use the most unscientific and inexact 
phrase in the whole bill for the purpose. Darwin’s researches, 
which the Senator speaks of, can not be described as a book 
devoted to original scientific research. He may have used ina 
thousand ways all the research which had preceded him; it may 
have been a collection of other men’s researches. 

I understand of course what the Senator has in mind, but I 
do not see how when a man gives the result of the scientific 
researches of all ages and all time openly itcan be announced as 
a theory of his own, or described as a book devoted exclusively 
to scientific research. I think this is a puzzle, I will not say 
anything about Democrats, but I think it would puzzle all Re- 
a ATA appraisers, or whatever officers are to deal with it, 
whom I have ever known. If you should say books relating to 
natural science, to mathematics, or to science, that is one thing. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me toask himif this language is found in any preceding tariff 
law? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not find it in any. It is a new phrase. 

Mr. PALMER. If it has not already received the construc- 
tion of the revenue officers I think the words are ambiguous. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri whether a book like Lecky's History of England, or Wal- 

le’s work, now in process of publication, might not be held to 

a book of original scientific research? 

Mr. VEST. I should hardly think so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are certainly original books, and they 
are books of research. 

Mr. VEST. Waiving the argument of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that there can be no trouble amongst Democrats, be- 
cause we are 80 ignorant, I take it, we can no 

Mr. HOAR. Gh, no; I beg the Senator's pardon. I carefully 
avoided anything that could possibly be an imputation by saying 
that I do not know any Republican appraiser who would not be 
puzzled by such a phrase. I do not undertake to speak for any 
other person. 

Mr. VEST. Let memakeasuggestion. I know exactly what 
I want to accomplish. Whatever the House of Representatives 
intended by using this language, I wantto exempt from duty all 
scientific works. I did not object to the word ‘ original” in the 
way I understood it, and that was that the provision should not 
apply to collations, as I have stated, simply works of labor with- 
out any original thought, like a dictionary, for instance, like one 
of these gazetteers, which is the lowest order of literary work 
so far as intellectual effort is concerned. 

Mr HOAR. If the Senator from Missouri will pardon me, my 
friend, the illustrious scientific man who died last week, Prof. 
Whitney, was the author of the Century Dictionary; and I do 
not suppose there is a work anywhere which contains the result 
of more original scientific research than the Century Diction- 


ary. 

Mr. VEST. I will modify the statement. I meant the higher 
order of intellectual effort, which is that which originates a sys- 
tem of thought—that which is not borrowed from any other 
source. But I have not the slightest Sh to strike out the 
word “original,” and say devoted exclusively to scientific re- 
search,” because so far as my ideas are concerned, you can not 
make this sort of legislation too broad. I think every nation in 
the world is entitled to the thought of every other nation. 

Mr. LODGE, The first part of this clause excepts all books 
poeg within twenty years of the date of importation. That 

as been the general provision, I think, in the tariff laws, and it 
is directed of course against books printed in the English lan- 
guage. Books in other languages are admitted free. The 
reason of it undoubtedly is to give protection to the printers 
and the men who are engaged in the material production of 
books in this country. : 

The objectionable feature of this new clause is that there is 
one particular class of works singled out to come in free. If it 
is right to let in free books which contain scientific thought, it 
is just as right to let in all other forms of original literature. 
There is no reason I can see for singling out science, letting it 
in free and keeping a duty on works of history, or poetry, or 
drama, or fiction, or theology, or any other subject. 


Mr. HOAR. Or morals. 
Mr. LODGE. Morals, or ethics, or the great social questio 
which are now filling men’s minds and on which there {s a grea’ 
deal of modern literature in England. There is no more reason 
for picking out scientific books than for picking out any othe 

class of literature. Either we should let in all books free an 
give no protection whatever to those engaged in the material- 
roduction in our own country, or we should put a duty on all 
ks published within twenty years and give protection to those 
engaged here in the material production of books. I think that 
1 fair, and that is the principle recognized in our copyright 
aw. 

The Senator from Missouri said he does not want to keep out 
foreign thought on any subject. No one does. Under thecopy- 
right law foreign thought comes in free, and is protected here 
just like ourown authors. It is a wise measure. Nothing kee 
out the ideas contained in those books. The only 5 12 
that the men who print them and bind them and make them 
shall have protection on English books printed within the last 
twenty years. If that is to be extended to books generally, it is 
N to put in a loose clause like this excepting scientific 

8. 

There is no more reason for excepting science than there is for 
excepting anything else. I think the argument made in the 
tition presented by the Senator from Pennsylvania as to the 
looss construction which this would cause is a very forcible one. 
It does not seem to me that that argument applies to publications 
issued by scientific associations for their subscribers or anybody 
else, for those works are not reprinted here asa rule and have 
a very trifling circulation. There would be no work given here 
if a duty was put upon them, to books and periodicals devoted 
exclusively to original research. I can not see on what ground 
it is justified to except the one particular class of books. It 
seems to me a class discrimination. I do not see any reason for 
doing it whatever. If the committee desires to make them all 
free, that is another and broader question, involving a question 
o: prapa, but to select this single class does not seem to me 
to be 


Mr. MORRILL. I have an impression that this paragraph in 
relation to the admission of books free more than twenty years 
after their publication was introduced many years ago as a fa- 
vorite hobby of Senator Sumner, I rather thought it was 
wrong, for all that is necessary to be done in the case of any of 
the standard works of literature of the foreign country is just 
to put the date twenty years back, and the works of Shakes- 
peare, 8 or Scott, or any other of the distinguished authors 
of Great Britain can be brought here in the finest kind of bind- 
ing. I think the Whole provision in relation to this matter 18 
wrong and ought to be stricken out. è 

Mr. ALLISON. The original provision respecting the ad- 
mission of books without duty provided that the books should 
not only be printed twenty rig ago but bound and manufac- 
tured twenty years ago; so that it was an easy matter for our 
customs officres to distinguish the binding of the ancient books. 
Now, it is proposed to strike out the provision as respects bind- 
ing, and eiri aa tay that they shall have n printed 
twenty years. I think that the original clause which has passed 
through many tariff laws, providing that the books shall have 
been printed and bound or manufactured twenty years ago, 
should be retained. 

That is the first criticism I make upon the change proposed 
by this paragraph. I think we ought to insert the provision 
which has been in the tariff laws for many years, that the books 
shail be printed, bound, or manufactured for twenty years. 
agree wholly with the Senator from Massachusetts that it will 
not bean easy thing for any appraiser or collector to draw th 
line with reference to books devoted exclusively to original scien- 
tific research. In any event, these words should be stricken 
out. s 

Mr. VEST. Which words? 

Mr. ALLISON. Books and periodicals devoted exclusively 
to original scientific research.” That, I submit, is a provision 
which could not be executed with any degree of accuracy by 
anyone who is likely to have control in our custom-house or ony 
where else, because what would be a book of exclusive scientific 
research to one man would be an ordinary book to another. 

Mr. HOAR. It would have to be left to a jury, then. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would have to be left toa jury, as the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts suggests. Under this new law the ques- 
tion would have to pass into the courts and be subjected to the 
personal examination of judges. To the next clause I have no 
objection; that is, ‘‘ publications issued for their subscribers by 
scientific and literary associations or academies.” I do not 
think those productions are reprinted as a rule in this country. 
It is a common thing for scientific and literary associations to 
have quarterly publications. 


1894. 


Mr. QUAY. I have no objection to modifying my amendment 
so as to retain the clause the Senator has just read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Does the Senator from 5 
vania also propose to strike out after the word “academies” the 
words or publications of individuals for private circulation?” 

Mr.QUAY. Idonot. Myamendmentceasesatthe word ‘‘or.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That clause is impossible ot execution. Here 
is a person in Europe who publishes an edition of a thousand 
copies, if you please, for private circulation. How is that fact 
to be ascertained in this country? If a gentleman publishes a 
book for a limited circulation and sends it to his friends, it seems 
to me the ordinary rule of paying duty ought to be followed. 

Mr. HOAR. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that this phrase 8 to books for private circulation. A 
parean may have a k published to give to his friends, or to 

sold 


Mr. ALLISON. That is, I may order a book from a book pub- 
lisher in London. That would be a book for private circulation 
and it would be so considered. At least no customs officer could 
say that it was not for private circulation or for a public pur- 
pose or for use in a public . 

Mr. LODGE. I Will state to the Senator from Iowa that there 
is an entire class of books not adapted to general circulation 
which would come in free under that clause, such as Burton's 
Arabian Nights, the publications of the Villon Society, the 
limited edition of Payne's translation of the Arabian Nights, and 
other works of that character. 

Mr. HOAR. I speak of books sold to subscribers only. 

Mr. LODGE. They are limited mainly to private circulation. 
Burton's translation of the Arabian Nights, which isasomewhat 
notorious book on account of the character of the notes, would 
come in free under this clause, and the last poems of Tennyson 
would have a duty upon them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think everything in the paragraph should 
be eliminated except the clause relating to publications of scien- 
tific societies abroad, and we ought to restore the phraseology 
of the existing law which is, Which shall have been printed 
and bound and manufactured more thantwenty yearsago.” The 
ancient binding and manufacturing will as a rule enable the 
eustoms Officers to distinguish between a modern book with an 
ancient date and a book actually manufactured more than twenty 


ears ago. 
= The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania as modified. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2, after the word charts,“ strike 
out the words: 
ae and periodicals devoted exclusively to original scientific re- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is u 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania as modified. 
the question.) The ayes appear to have it. 

ie VEST. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

r. ALLISON. If the yeas and nays are to be taken upon the 
question 

Mr. VEST. I will be entirely frank about this matter —I am 
willing to modify the language so as to carry out our opnan but 
Tam not willing to have the paragraph eliminated in this way. 
1 do not agree with the Senators on the other side that there 
no good idea 8 in this proposed enactment. I am em- 
phatically and decidedly in favor of admitting free of duty all 
scientific works. I would goa great deal further if I could. I 
would favor the introduction of all books into this country free. 
I think they ought to be entirely free. If there is an thing in 
tbe world that ought to be free it is the advanced thought of 
age and the right thought of all ages. I do not appreciate 

e argument of the Senator from Iowa that we ought to stand 
on a question of binding. If a book was bound twenty years 

o, and has become injured by time he wants to let it come in 

e country free of duty. It is not the binding that we care any- 
thing about; it is the essence of the book printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] 
said that under this provision there would be frauds; that the 
E would be modern and the date ancient; and I suggested 

at there was a safeguard in the old clause which provided 
that they must be books that had been printed and bound or man- 
ufactured twenty years ago, and it isnotso easy to counterfeit a 
pope thus 3 as to counterfeit a date simply in the 
printing. at was all I suggested about it; and Pt ink for 
= 988 8 5 the words ‘‘ bound or manufactured” should be re- 
stored, 

Mr. VEST. IfI were looking simply to the manual work of 
dollars and cents involved in the 8 I might appreciate 
the argument in regard to binding and printing, but what I want 


n the amend- 
(Putting 
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to do is to let in books, good books of all countries, to elevate 
the people, books that are valuable to public thou ht in every 
country. I would do anything that I could as a legislator to 
allow such books to come to this country, and to go from this 
country abroad. 

My objection to this paragraph, if I have any, is that it is too 
narrow. Itoughttogofurther than books of scientific research. 
It is not possible that as American legislators we are to be gov- 
erned pany by the question of giving a few dollars to the print- 
ers or binders of this Souny Bas we thereby sacrificed the general 
interests of the community in regard to better ideas and better 
thought and better civilization. Ido not want to talk about it 
in any zesthetic way, but that is my idea in regard to the whole 
matter. If we can agree upon some words that will bring about, 
even to the limited extent that the House of 3 ves has 
attempted it, the idea I have advanced I am willing to join in it, 
5 8 05 not want this paragraph cut to pieces and eto mean 
no i 

Mr. KOAR. I hope the Senator from Missouri will allow the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania, to strike out the 
words ‘‘and books and periodicals devoted exclusively to orig- 
inal scientific research” to stand, as the Chair declared it car- 
ried, without insisting upon the yeasandnays. Those are words 
which nobody on either side of the Chamber likes. I think we 
are all agreed that they ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts if it 
would not greatly improve the matter just to strike out the word 
‘‘original,” as there seems to be doubt as to what is meant by 
books of original scientific research ”? 

1 TELLER. I suggest that we strike out exclusively“ 
also. 

Mr. VEST. We understand what is scientific research. 

Mr. HOAR. That would improve it a little, but it would not 
then express anybody’s meaning. The book is not devoted to 
scientific research. The book is the record of previous scien- 
tific research. If it is devoted to scientific research, and that 
puan has any meaning, it means simply that it is a scientific 

ook; which is an indefinite and indistinct phrase. 

I think before this matter comes up in the Senate the Senator 
from Missouri can probably đevise some phrase which will have 
at least the merit of precision, as his 1 7 generally do, and 
enable us either to support it if we like it or vote against it if 
we do not like it; but we shall understand what we are voting 
for or what we ure voting against. Nobody likesits phraseology. 
I hope the Senator will take that course and let these words 
stricken out. Then in the meantime, before the matter comes 
into the Senate, where itis all to be done over again, he can 
have his phrase ready. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that perhaps the word devoted“ as applied to periodicals 
would not be so bad—periodicals devoted to scientific research. 

Mr. HOAR. Toscience. IfI wanted to carry out what the 
Senator from Missouri does I would say, devoted exclusively 
to science.” That, then, would present the question whether 
history is a science, whether ethics is a s ence, and so on, rais- 
ing the question that my colleague suggested. We might say 
devoted to natural science.” That would be probably nearer 
what he seems to mean; but I do not think a phrase of that 
kind ought to be formulated on the floor of the Senate in a three- 
minutes’ discussion like this. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know what the Senator would in- 
clude in natural science. 

Mr. HOAR. At any rate there would be some things not in- 
cluded in it. 


I rose to say in reply to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- ` 


RILL] that I always had a strong feeling in favor of Mr. Sum- 
ner’s view. I should like to have the thought on any subject 
whatever of any man on the face of the earth brought into this 
country and presented to the intelligence of the American peo- 
ple without any fetter, without any constraint, and without any 
condition—poétry, history, science, moral discussion, eloquence, 
fiction, fun, or wit, everything that is literature, everything 
that is history, everything that is science. 

I agree with my friend from Vermont, that the paper manu- 
facturer and the mechanic who binds the book an e printer 


are as much entitled to protection as any other class of our me- 


chanics or artisans, and that whatever bs the sound policy in re- 
gard to others is the sound pouoy ee regard tothem. That 
what I understand the existing law in this country procee 
upon. The international copyright law, which the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] got through, is on that theory, to pro- 
hae the mechanic and put the thoughts face to face, and let 

em 
the thinkers of all other countries. 

omy! friend from Connecticut 2 PLATT] suggests to me that 
this language ought to be considered very carefully in its rela- 


rapple, as Milton says, the thinkers of this country and 
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tion to the international copyright law where we have made cer 
tain conditions in regard to the introduction of works of foreign 
authors; but I believe, and I think a majority of the American 
people believe, that it is a sound, and healthy ged ee let 
every product of a human brain which is not immoral and inde- 
cent in its tendency circulute in this country, wherever Bongi 
nated, side, by side with every other, the foreigner and the 
American on an equal are pet 
When it comes to printing wid gery Dryden, or other books 
which are = 3 zoan , the EPA who — the a 
chanical wor p g binding and setting the type an 
making the paper is as much entitled to protection as workmen 
are entitled to be protected on other articles. That is what I 


understand is the exis 3 
This ph is in violation of that policy, because it pro- 
‘ks of what we 


vides that w. certain works come in, the wor 
call original scientific research, or works published by individ- 
uals for private circulation, the mechanical part of them is to 
come in without a duty as much as the thought or the work that 


is original. 
I do not think that is necessary, and it is a violation of the 
the bill as the other House passed it 


principle established 
and established by the as the committee e e If you 
are going to adopt that doctrine, then place books, engravings, 
and photographs on the free list and stop. But you do not pro- 
pose that, in p g else it seems to me 
ought to have the clause carefully drawn and precise. I 
53 Senator from Missouri will think best to 
strike out what nobody wants, and will address himself to pre- 
ing a r phrase before the bill 
Mr. VEST. Let me make fg cate I 
on with the bill. In line 2, between the 
“books,” I to insert “scientific,” and to strike out de- 
voted exclusively to original scientific research;” so as to read: 
and all hydrographic charts, scientific books, periodicals, and publications. 
Mr.HOAR, That is more precise in its meaning, butI should 
like to have the Senator say, then, what he means by scientific 
books. Does he include ? 
Mr. VEST. Of course not. I mean books devoted to scien- 
tific subjects. 
Mr. HOAR. Does he include ethics? 
Mr. VEST. Scientific books and periodicals. We all under- 
stand what is meant by science and scientific. I think any ap- 
raiser would come to a conclusion on that It would not 
. it „ it would not include 
philosop my ; 
Mr. ALLISON. Or fiction. 
Mr. VEST. Or moral essays; but it would be science. 
Mr. HOA Natural science includes what the Senator 
speaks of. 
Mr. VEST. It would include called science. 


am anxious to get 


Mr. LODGE. Ithinkthereisone point to be considered incon- | Camden, 


nection with the copyright law. The operation of that law is to 
encow the English writer tocopyright his book in this coun- 
try for the purpose of getting the American market and the copy- 
5 855 royalty. The result is that we get books printed here 
tions suitable to our market. Our market requires and calls 
for popas and cheap editions; but I think the tendency of this 
rovision will be to open the door to the introduction of a book 
the original lish edition, which is generally a much more 
expensive one and quite different from that pre for our 
market, and prevent the writer from copyrighting his book here. 
We shall be obliged to take it in the expensive English edition 
instead of the cheaper edition which is prepared for our own 
market. Itseems to me that this is a clause which ought to be 
carefully considered before it is passed upon. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to add one word. All lawyers 
maintain that law is a science. A great many of the modern 
law books 3 mechanical. Some clerk or young law stu- 
dent spends hours of leisure in making a collation of cases 
and statutes. Sometimes it is very well done; sdmetimes it is 
very badly done. As IL said, I am in favor of having such works 
come in free so far as the intellectual work is concerned, but 
there is no reason why they should come in without having the 
binding and printing protected, if you are going to protect it at 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
asks for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GRAY. Let the amendment be read. 

ON OFFICER. The amendment will be read as 

The SECRETARY. After the word “charts,” in line 2, 5 
strike out ‘‘and books and periodicals devoted . 
original scientific research.” 


word and and | his 


Mr. TELLER. Iwish to have the clause stricken out, not be- 
cause I care about elimina it from the paragraph, but be- 
cause it will put it in a form where it ean be put In a shape sat- 
2 to everybody. Therefore I shall vote to strike out the 
clause. 

The ee Te e to call the roll. : 

Mr, BLANC D (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were 
present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I announce my 

with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If 
were Peyi Iehould vote “yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I announce my 
pale with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. ROACH]. 
he were present I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present 
I should vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Lam paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska . MANDERSON], but I will transfer my pair to my col- 
Mr. LINDSAY], and vote “nay.” 

r. PALMER. I transfer my pair with the Senator frem 
North Dakota [Mr. — to the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. COKE], and vote nay.“ 

Mr. CALL, I announce my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. : 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to state that m [Mr. HUN- 

Senate by illness in 


TON], who is unavoidably detained from 
Pear y,is paired the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Aldrich, Dolph, S 
ANison, Dubois, Patton, Toller, 
Carey, Frye, F, Washburn, 
‘Chandler, Hawley, x 
Cullom, Hoar, Sherman. 
NAYS—2. 
Bate, orge, Jones, Ark. Ranso: 
— 7 Gibson, Kye Smith,” 
Blackburn, Wis. Vest, 
Brice, Murphy, Vilas, 
Caffery, Gray, Palmer, White. 
rris, Pasco, 
D „ DY, 
Faulkner, J 5 Pugh, 
NOT VOTING—28. 
Allen, Hale, Manderso: Roach, 
Hansbrough, Martin, — Squire, 
Butler, Higgins, Mills. Stewart, 
Call, 1, Mitcltell, Oregon Turple, 
eo Morgan, Voorhees, 
Came Jones, Ney. Morrill, Walsh, 
Ooke, Lindsay, Perkins, 
Davis, McLaurin, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Dixon, c Platt, 
G + McPherson, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
3 proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, which will 

sta 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the paragraph it is pro- 
posed to add “anà public documents issued by foreign govern-. 
ments. 

The amendment was to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out or publications of in- 
dividuals for prai circulation.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, after the word “academies,” it is 
proposed to strike out or publications of individuals for pri- 
vate circulation.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment p by the Senator from Iowa. (Putting the ques- 
tion.) The ayes ap to have it. 

Mr. VEST. I for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
this amendment, or some amendment at least, should manifestly 


be made to this h. 

Mr. HARRIS. Senator from Iowa 5 1 
allow me to su; to my friond from Missouri [Mr. Vest], 
to the Senate t we let this paragraph go over for the pres- 


ent until the bill is 4 apres to the Senate, and I bope the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will have time to scrutinize and preparesuch 
form as may seem in his judgment proper. It seems that the 

here is not altogether satisfactory to him, and it is un- 
satisfactory to others. Itake it for granted that the Senator 
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can, if he will take the time to look at it between now and the 
time when the bill is reported to the Senate, prepare a satisfac- 
tory amendment. . 
r. ALLISON. That will be entirely satief to me. 

Mr. HARRIS. I presume that will besatisfactory to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 
Mr. ALLISON. Lam clear that this paragraph ought to be 

changed; and my object was simply to get some amendment to 
enable the conference committee, if we are ever to have one, to 
deal with it, in order to secure r phraseology; but passing 
over the paragraph will be perfectly satisfactory to this side of 
the Chamber. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the amendment withdrawn? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Iowa says it will be perfectly 
satisfactory,“ and Isuppose it would be more satisfactory to some 
on this side of the Chamber, and I suppose to all, if we did with 


this legisiation as we do with all leg’ tion—let the Senate vote 
ac to the opinion of its majority. I never knew a tariff 
bill, oran appropriation bill, or a bill of any kind where the rep- 
resentatives of the dominant did an ng more than 


t 

formulate its policy and 5 is the first time in our 
history that a eee Senate have eee the be 
that they propose to e twas pro 

them 8 they liked it 2 nid not like it, — 5 propose to 
commit their conscience and judgment and the public interests 
to two men, and have nothing to say about it themselves. So I 
do not say this is perfectly satisfactory, but I think it is better 
than voting into the bill a yea-and-nay vote things which 
everybody agrees are ous. 


quite inaccurate, I meant merely to that the over | 
of the par h would be 8 under e 9 
conditions, being the best possible thing obtainable at this 
moment, 


Mr. VEST. I want to say, once for all, that this continued 
scolding and criticism will not avail anything. So far as I am 
concerned, Ihave no apologies to make toanybody. I am doin 
my duty as I see it; and that is satisfactory tome. I have tried 
to make this sentence carry out what I believe is the intention 
of the majority of the Senate, but our friends on the other side 
seem satisfied with nothing but cutting this 
and leaving it in such a condition that it conveys nothing 
the intent of the House of Representatives or the intent of the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate. 

If the Senator only wants to bring this matter into confer- 
ence, I will move to insert between the word “and,” and the 
word books,“ in line 2, the word scientific,“ so as to read, si- 
8 books and periodicals devoted exclusively to original re- 
search. 

Mr. ALLISON. Strike out“ exclusively.” 

Mr. VEST. Strike out ‘‘exclusively” and insert scientific” 
between the word“ and” and the word“ books,” in line 2. 

Mr. HOAR. Why is not the shortest way to strike out the 
entire paragraph as a matter of form, and then the whole thing 
will be in the power of the committee of conference? 

Mr. VEST. Because I do not choose to accede to the idea 
that the ph does not contain a good intent in the way 
ofl islation. I prefer to have it in some sortof shape convey- 
ing the idea it does. As to the words to be used we can arrange 
them afterwards. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered, and unless the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Iowa is withdrawn—— 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri seems to think 
that these amendments are proposed merely for captious pur- 

s. I want to ask the Senator from Missouri in good faith 

ow this portion of the paragraph can be executed which reads 

or publications of individuals for private circulation?” There 

is a class of publications that are to come in free under one con- 
dition; that is, where they are for private circulation. 

How can a custom-house officer execute a provision of that 
character? I do not see how it is possible to be done; and, 
therefore, whatever else is done, it seems to me we should not 
open a wide loophole here for fraud as respects the importation 
2 poaa; It would be better to make all books free than to do 

at. 

Mr. VEST. I have never known any difficulty in regard to 
Bas what is a book for private Siea eee if is not 
put u 
publisher or author. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it is not a donation. It may be sold. 
The paragraph does not say“ books for private circulation not 
sold or given away.” 

Mr. T. Ido not think there is an 


3 $ doubt i 
the meaning of those words. I do not th in 


any Man, w. 


d to 
er 


n the market and not sold; when it is donated by the | 


| 3, 


a literary man or not, would have 9 in ascertaining, 
what the language m or publications of individuals for 
private circulation.” That is in contradistinction to the idea 
that they are to be put on the market for sale, where they are 
presented to friends or gratuitously offered with the compli- 
ments of the author. Doubtless every Senator has received 
books in that te and receives them every week. 

Mr. ALLISON. It the Senator will say “for gratuitous cir- 
culation,” that will be all right. Iwill withdraw my original 
amendment and say for gratuitous private circulation.” 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The previous amendment of 
the Senator from Lowa will be considered as withdrawn, and the 
ordering of the yeas and nays will also be reconsidered if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now move before the word “private,” in 


line 5, to insert the word ‘ gratuitous.” 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 410, line5,on page 95, before 
the word . private,” it is pro to insert gratuitous;“ so as 
to read: “or publications of individuals for gratuitous private 
circulation.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I 3 an amendment, in Iine 2, before the 
word“ books,“ to the word “scie: o;“ in the same line, 


after the word devoted,“ tostrike out “ exclusively;” and in line 
before the word “ research,” to strike out “scientific.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will bestated. 
The SECRETARY. In paragraph 410, line 2, before the word 
“t books,” it is proposed to insert tific;” after the word 
“devoted,” at the end of the same line, to strike out ‘‘ exclu- 
sively;” and in line 3, before the word“ research,” to strike out 
‘*scientific;” so as to read: 
And scientific books and periodicals devoted to original research, etc. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from i 


The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The reading of the bill will be 
resumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
napish pragen and m aA IA 5 5 bythe! blind. 


Mr. QUAY. I move to amend that ph by striking out 
all of line 7 and line 8, down to and 8 the word also.“ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theumendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In paragraph 411, line 7, it is proposed to 
strike out Books and pamphlets printed exclusively in lan- 
guages other than English; also,” so as to read: 
Books and music, in raised print, used exclusively by the blind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is onthe amend- 
ment epee br the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. This proposition to put books printed in a for- 
eign language u the free list made its appearance first in the 
McKinley act, after which this bill seems to be to some extent 
modeled. Iknow of no reason for its insertion here except that 
it wds inserted in the McKinley act, unless the committes and 
the majority in thisChamber mean to discriminate against those 
who speak, write, and print English, in favor of books in foreign 
languages, especially the German tee which is a very 
important interest in the United States, particularly in the city 
of ape eg To my mind there is no reason why the print- 
ers and binders of German books in this country are not entitled 
to the same protection accorded to the printers and binders of 
English books. I have here the answer of Mr. Ig. Kohler to the 
inquiries of the Committee on Finance, and will take the liberty 
of reading a portion of it. He says: 


5. We have published since 1879 621,608 Mia ger begnya Se our Ca- 
tions. In that year our house was destroyed by so We are unable to say 


in new 


than 1,000 copies; our publications comprise 
‘works, comprising from ito 12to 14 to 54 volumes, costing from 8500 to $10,009 
a work, according to number of volumes. 

6, In the last two years we have not worked full time, the reason why is 

German books are allowed to enter free of duty, as all German publi- 

cations are in the same order as ours. 
7. We recommend the same duty upon German books as is on English. 
8. Vc d, we 
00 ve to make 


would, no d a reduction in the same 

9. Our books are sold 3 houses, prepa ig and canvassers 
SAPA de United States; we allow from 40 per cent to 50 per cent dis- 
count on retail prices. 

10. The competition from Germany is very great and injurious to 
German publishers here, on account of the very one ae 

13. We are paying good wages, but we will be unable to continue doing so 
unless we receive ction. 

e and Sts eee as tt 
has caused a reaction upon our whole industry. 


A 
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16. The price of living has been the same as in former 5 —.— 

17. Our opinion is that the McKinley law relating to German books has a 
good deal to do with our depression in the German book market on account 
of competition from Germany. 

24. We employ about ten men and ten girls; we pay skilled males from $15 
10 16. Oura tices earn from 83.50 to & per week. Females earn from 
$5 to & per week, as most of them are piece workers. 

25. Some work full time, others half time, according to the work that is to 


be done. 

26. All foreign articles of the like kind enter into competition with us, and 
to such an extent that it is injurious, as they manufacture much cheaper 
there, on account of the cheap labor; we Dao p $2.50 and more a day, 

t dollar a day. 


while * a skilled workman only receives a 


America from having their boo! France, or Germany. 
And, in conclusion, we beg to say we do not look at this from a selfish mo- 
tive, but from real, earnest principle. 

Allow me to state briefly how the duty was managed to be taken from 


books. A lot of New York importers got together, sent out circu- 
lara to colleges, schools, professors, and teache titions signed and 
sent to Congress asking t the duty be taken from ks, only for their 


rsonal ends, not for the country’s welfare, since which time there has 
not been any reduction in retail prices. We have no objections for institu- 
tions of learning Leder | their ks come in free of duty; we favor this 
always. We hope and sincerely pray that your committee will grant us the 


desired protection. 

To show the extent of the industry in the city of Philadelphia 
I will read, or have the Secretary read for me, a petition signed 

by firms in Philadelphia representing the publishers, printers, 

bookbinders, paper manufacturers, and manufacturers of book- 
binders’ materials, interested in book-making, ete., praying for 
a restoration of at least 25 per cent on German books. The pe- 
tition is addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Hon. JORN G. CARLISLE, 
Washington, D. C.: 

DEAR SIR; We, the Ean ar aay firms of Philadeiphia, represen the 
publishers, printers, bookbinders, paper manufacturers, bookbinders’ ma- 
terials, all interested in the manufacture of boo! , etc., petition for 
the restoration of at least 25 per cent duty upon German books. 

lishers: Ig. Kohler, 911 Arch street; Charles G. Fisher, 907 
Arch street; G. W. Fredericks, 117 North Sixth street; Boer- 
ick & Tafel, 1011 Arch street; A. J. Halman & Co., 1222 Arch 
street; National Publishing Company, 241 Levant street; 
Bradley Bros., 712 Sansom street; P. W. Zeigier & Co., 720 
Chestnut street; Pelkinpine & Higgins, 914 Arch street; His- 
torical Publishing Company ; 
lander (Philadelphia Abend Post), 408 North Fourth street; 
Henry S. Boner, 42 North Ninth street; F. W. Schmid (Phila- 
delphia Tageblagt), 613 Callowhill; J. M. Stoddard, Limited, 
Seventh and Cherry; The A. R. Keller Company, Ridge Ave- 
nue and Noble. 

Printers: William F. Fell & Co., 1222 Sansom street; Globe Print- 
ing House, 112 North Twelfth street; Sherman & Co., Seventh 
and Cherry; Avill Printing Company, John D. Avill, 3943 Mar- 
ket street; Walther Printing House, 413-415 Girard avenue: 
Stahl Bros., 501 North Fourth street; Franklin Printing Com- 

, 516-18 Minor street; Binder & Kelly, 518-520 Minor street; 

m J. Dornan, 100 North Seventh street; William H. 

Keyser & Co., southwest corner Fifth and Locust; Th. M. 
Armstrong & Co., 710 om street; Frank T. Armstrong, 

1318 Reed street; Thos. M. Armstrong, 1511 North Twelfth 
street; McIntire & Weldin, Limited, 514-516 Minor street; 

< vere S. Ferguson & Co., 15 North Seventh street. 

Bookbinders: Oldach & Co.,1215 Filbertstreet; Righter & Gibson, 

„ Philadelphia; The William Marley Com „Philadelphia; 

Henry Daniels & Bro., Philadelphia; Need & Co}, 825 
Cherry street: rr & Stanwood, Philadelphia; Oxford 
Bindery, Fred. Shields, president, 529 Arch street; James Ar- 
nold, 518 Minor street; John W. k's Sons, northeast corner 
Seventh and Commerce, W. J. McLeester, manager. 

Paper dealers: A. G. Elliott & Oo., ä 5 & 
Green, Pbiladelphia; Charles Beck — — mpany, ted, 
Philadelphia, A. S. Beck, secretary and treasurer. 

Bookbinders’ materials: J, L. Shoemaker & Co., Philadelphia; 
Schulte Bros. & Co., Philadelphia. 


Mr. QUAY. also desire to bring to the attention of the Sen- 
ate a letter which I have received from Mr. T. H. Diehl, a highly 
respectable and prominent citizen of Allentown, in which he says: 


ALLENTOWN, PA., March 21, 1894. 


DEAR SIR: I am a publisher of German books, of religious character, in 
ae with the tenets of the Lutheran Church, so largely represented 
‘ennsylva 

When the McKinley tariff bill was under consideration, certain importers 
of books and periodicals re ented to the committee that the pub aning 

interests in the German and other ages than the English in the Uni 
States were of yery little consequence, that a continued duty on such pub- 
lications was a hardship on those who were obliged to import from abroad 
and with such and similararguments impressed the committee (unfamiliar 
with the subject) sufficiently to secure the Hern J of such publications on 
ject to the same duty (25 


PHILADELPHIA, April, 1893. 


JUNE 19, 
tion of a kug character. Ami such are ‘the many juveniles, which 
schools are in the habit of using for reward or 8388 . 
Amer n made better than the Euro) article, 


ks have usually bee: 
is withdrawn the former will have to be made extromely 
le, wages reduced if the publishers are to be able todo any 
usiness whatever. 
D the last two years some American-German publishers have been 
able to little with their stock, and their plants are in danger of bein, 
wiped out. 1 accumulations of plates and stock are nearly worthless, ant 


tox com. tion, printing, bin: , etc., Will afford. 

x I will not need to multiply words. The case seems to me to be self- 
evident, and to my view affords a strongargument against tariff reductions 
generally, since the same results will follow most likely in other branches 
of manufacture and trade which have followed the inadvertent remission of 


who have a free market us. 

Another point of view remains to bs considered. The present law affords 
large opportunities for fraud. Nearly all the small tmas, Easter, and 
other fine booklets, ètc., for English and American houses are made in Ger- 
many. Since the new law is in existence at least some of these houses have 
commenced to make such booklets with German text, although very few 
are sold in this country. To me it does not appear improbable that, to some 
extent at least, the latter help to bring the former into this country free of 
duty. I have no positive evidence of such being the case, and do not make 
the chargo, but bo suggestion is worthy of consideration. 

ours, truly, 


S. H. DIEHL, 

Hon. M. S. — * — 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
I sincerely trust the committee will see pepper to modify the 
agraph as it is now in the bill. If they will not, I shall ask 
or the yeas and ce on my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. Does. the 
Senator from Pennsylvania ask for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes,sir, Isincerely trust the committee will 
accept the amendment. I do not sup the majority in this 
Chamber are so wedded to the Mc ey law that they insist 
upon the rate named in the bill merely because if stands in the 
oneng law. This provision first made its appearance in that 

aw. 

The yeas and nays were orđered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. I should vote 
“yea” if that Senator were present. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON], and 
withdraw 58 vote unless it be necessary to make a quorum: 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. RoacH]. If 
he were present I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. 

Mr. QUAY (when name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama Jars MORGAN]. 

The roli call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont[Mr. MORRILL], and shall not vote unless it be necessary 
to make a quorum. 

Mr. SHOUP. I am paired with the Senator from California 
[Mr. WHITE], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Mich [Mr. McMILLAN], to the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
COKE], and vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—18. 
I. Dubols, a, Sherman, 
Chandler, e, Manderson, Teller, 
om, e Patton, Washburn. 
Davis, Haw. Peffer, 
Dolph, Jones, Ney. Power, 
NAYS—26. 
Allen, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
pais, amtie , J 
eorge, „ 
Black Gi V 
ee Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees 
3 Harris, y, 
U Jarvis, Paseo, ° 


— 
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NOT VOTING—4I. 


Aldrich, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 

Allison, Hansbrough, Morgan, uire, 

Brice, Higgins, Morrill, Stewart, 

Butler, Hib Paimer, le, 
Hoar, Perkins, alsh, 

Camden. Hunton, Pettigrew, te, 

Cameron, — 4 Platt. Wilson, 

Coke, McLaurin, Proctor, Wolcott. 

8 ali Nen. = 

uger, 
Gordon, Mills, Roach, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 


proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


412. Books, engravings, photographs, etchings, bound or unbound, maps 
and charts 2 by authority or for the use ot the United States or for 
the use of the Library of Congress. 

413. Books. maps, lithographic prints, and charts, specially imported, not 
more than 2 copies in any one invoice, in good faith, for the use of any so- 
ciety incorporated or established for educational, 2 literary, or 
religious purposes, or for the encouragement of the fine arts, or for the use 
or by order of ont college, academy, school, or seminary of learning inthe 
United States, subject to such regulations asthe Secretary of the Treasury 
shall prescribe. 

414. Took, libraries, usual furniture, and similar household effects of per- 
sons or families from peter countries, if actually used abroad by them not 
less than one year, and not intended for any other person or persons, nor for 


sale. 
415. Borax, crude, or borate of soda, or borate of lime. 


The Committee on Finance proposed an amendment to strike 
out paragraph 415. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


416. Brazil paste 


417. Braids, plalts, 1 and similar manufactures composed of straw, 


chip, grass, ps m leaf, ow, osier, or rattan, and sweat leathers, bindings, 
bands, and tips, when cut to length for felt or wool hats, suitable 
for making or ornamenting hats, bonnets, and hoods. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 
out paragraph 417. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The proposed committee amend- 
ment is withdrawn, and the fine print below in lines 7, 8, and 9 
is offered as a substitute. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out paragraph 417, 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 


. Braids, plaits, laces, and similar manufactures composed of straw, chip- 
ass, palm leaf, willow, osier, or rattan, suitable for making or ornament, 
g hats, bonnets, and hoods. 


The amendment was ed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


418. Brazilian pebble, unwrought or unmanufactured. 

419. Breccia, in block or slabs. 

420. Bristles. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 420 I move toadd the 
words which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is propona to add to paragraph 420 
t oruđe, not sorted, bunched, or prepared.” 

Mr. HALE. How does that accord, let me ask the Senator 
from Arkansas, with the amendment which was offered this 
morning? 

` Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It coincides with the amendment 
exactly. That proposition was that bristles sorted, bunched, or 

repared, should be taxed 7+ per cent. This is to make ‘‘ crude 
Pristics, not sorted, bunched, or pro ared,” free. 

Mr. HALE. So that it was only the higher grade of bristles 
which was covered by the amendment this 1 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the effect of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestionis on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

421. Bromine. 

422. Broom corn. 


7 ae JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

423. Bullion, gold or silver. 

424. Burgundy pitch. 

425. Cabbages. y F 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 425. 
The amendment was agreed to. = 

The Secretary read as follows: 


423. Old colas and medals, and other antiquities, but the term antiqui- 
tles as used in this act shall include only such articles as are suitable for 
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souvenirs or cabinet collections, and which shall have been produced at any 
period prior to the year 1700. 

427. um. 

428. Calamine. 

429. Camphor. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, After the word ' camphor,“ in par- 
agraph 429, I move to insert “crude.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

430. Castor or castoreum. 8 

431. Catgut. whipgut, or wormgut, unmanufactured, or not further manu- 
factured than in strings or cords. 

432, Cerlum. 

433, Chalk, unmanufactured. 

434. Charcoal. 

435. Chicory root, raw, dried, or uridried, but unground. 

436. Cider. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend by striking out 
paragraph 436. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

437. Civet, crude. 

438. Chromate of iron or chromic ore. 
F blue clay in casks, suitable for the manufacture of 
0. Cla; ; 4 
1 8 aye on eles unwrought or unmanufactured, not specially pro- 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 440. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The Secretary read as follows: 

441. Coal, anthracite, bituminous, and shale, and coal slack or culm. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words 
‘bituminous, and shale, and coal slack or culm,” and insert after 
the word ‘‘anthracite” the words“ and coal stores of American 
vessels, but none shall be unloaded.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was in error a few moments ago 
in moving to strike out paragraph 425 and pe raph 436. Both 
of those paragraphs should remain in the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. After the pending amendment 
is disposed of the Senator can move to reconsider. The ques- 
tion is on the améndment proposed by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas to paragraph 441. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to inquire if paragraph 422. 


was stricken out of the free list? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to reconsider the vote by 
Wao toat was done, and that that paragraph be restored to the 
free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
moves to reconsider the vote by which paragraph 422 was stricken 
out. Is there objection? If not objected to, the motion will be 
considered as sarees to. 8 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to restore 

raph 425, which was striken out by mistake. ° 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
aky unanimous-consent to restore paragraph 425. Is there ob- 
jection? 

: Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not mean to object to the action, but I 
do object to its being done by unanimous consent. I have no 
doubt the majority of the Senate will restore it, but I do not de- 
sire to have it understood that it was done by unanimous con- 


sent. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I move to restore paragraph 
425. To be ee I shall move to 8 
the vote by which the paragraph was stricken out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not object to the process by which it is 


done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well; then I move to restore 
the paragraph. è 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
moves to restore to the bill paragraph 425, which was stricken 
out. If there be no objection, the motion will be considered as 


agreed to. 
eG 5 I do not see why that should be struck from 
the ‘ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The principal reason is because we 
intend to put it on the free list. 

Mr. HALE. What is the force of the brackets inclosing that 

raph? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We had given notice of an intention 
to propose a tax of 2 cents a head on cabbages, and then it would 
have been proper to strike cabbages from the free list; but in 
going over the bill for the moment the matter had passed from 
my mind, and I had forgotten the fact that we had not offered 
the amendment to tax cabbages; and therefore it should properly 
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be on the free list. I had cabbages stricken [rom the free list, 
and this is a proposition to restore them to the free list, 

Mr. HALE, he final action is as the House sent it to us. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; to leave cabbages free. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion will be considered 
as agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is objection to it. 

Toa PRESIDING OFFICER. Then thè question is on the 
motion. å 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to restore paragragh 436 
in the same way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Arkansas to'reconsider the votè by which 
paragraph 436 was stricken from the free list. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the amendments to strike out 422, 425, and 436 are 
withdrawn. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

3 JONES of Arkansas. And they are restored to the free 


Mr. PLATT. Not without objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Bya vote of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. By a vote of the Senate. 

, Mr. HARRIS, Let it so appear. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote on the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
to restore the three phs named to the freelist. [Putting 
the question.] The ayes have it and they are restored. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I desire to speak on the motion, Mr. Presi- 


dent. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Hew Hamp- 


shire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I suppose we had better 
have another vote on this amendment. 

The statement of the Senator from Arkansas, who inadver- 
tently allowed these two articles to be stricken from the free 
list, was . It indicated that the Sena- 
tor still adhered to abandonment of his amendment upon 
page 45 of the bill, which gave some little encouragement to 
those of us who are interested in maintaining the duty on agri- 
cultural products. There it stands at the head of page 45, re- 
ported on May 7: 


Cabbages, 2 cents each. 
Older, 3 cents per lon. 
Eggs, 


3 cents per dozen. 
Eggs, yolk of, 15 per cent ad valorem. 


There it stands; and there it stood for several weeks, and the 
hearts of the agriculturists of the country were encouraged by 
the hope that these little duties, which protected our farmers 
on the Northern frontier from immediate competition with the 
farmers of the Dominion, would be retained; but when the para- 
graph was reached, the Senator from Arkansas receded from his 

Promise; he did not gratify us by the entertainment to which 
we had been apparently invited during all these weeks. I had 
hoped when I saw the Senator from Arkansas allow these para- 
graphs on the free list to be stricken out, that he had reached 
the conclusion that duties should be imposed upon the articles 
named in them. 

Alas! Mr. President, I was mistaken. There they stand on 

ages 96 and 97, surrounded by encouraging black marks. Cab- 
— and cider were to go out of the free list, and of course the 
Senator from Arkansas intended to move to put a duty upon 
them; but in a moment again our hopes were dashed, as they 
have been many times before. I understand the Senator has re- 
lented on eggs, and that this forenoon eggs were made dutiable, 
I think at 3 cents a dozen. 

Mr.HALE! Made dutiable for the day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They were made dutiable this morning at 
8 cents a dozen; and I tremble now with fear that one or the 
other of the two Senators in charge of the bill will rise and 
withdraw the concession, and strike them out. But I under- 
stand that of all that tantalizing list of five commodities on page 
45, we are to be gratified by being treated to only one of them, 


a4 bb 3 cents per dozen,” whilst broom corn, cabbages, cider, 
and the yolks of eggs are not to be made dutiable. 
Mr. President, I sup we shall have to submit to this fit- 


fulness on the part of the Senator from Arkansas, but I do hope 
he will be more tractabie when he comes to other various items 
in this bill, and not tantalize us, as he has done, both when we 
were considering the duty upon eggs and the articles we have 
just now been considering on the free list, by leading us to su 

pose that he has some idea of protecting these tural prod- 
ucts, and then, suddenly changing his mind, withdrawing his 


concessions and plunging us and the farmers along the Cana- 
dian border into the extreme depths of despondency, into which 
they are cast by this last and, Pier, unrelenting mood of the 
Senator from Arkansas. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Arkansas to reconsider the vote by 
3 paragraphs referred to were stricken from the bill as 
agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rose to speak, and as I rose there was a 
request, which J heard, for a vote from two or three Senators, 
I ask for a division myself. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be again put. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas 
pee: JONES] to reconsider the vote by which paragraph 422, 

room corn,” was stricken from the free list. 

Mr. O DLER. I ask for a division. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is equivalent to a call for the 
yeas and nays. We may as well have the yeas and nays, and qe 
8 dered, and the Se 

è yeas an 8 were ordered, an è Secretary proceeded 
to call The roll, sii Ae 

Mr. BLANCHARD ice his name was called). I announce 
my pair with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MOMILLAN]. If 
he were present I should vote yen.“ 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY], and vote 

ea. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called), I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Roach]. If he were present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. If he were present 
Tshould vote “nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior from Idano [Mr. DUBOIS]. If he were here 
I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am with 
the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP]. I withhold my 
vote for the present, as I do not see him in the Chamber. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont ons MORRILL]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (after votinginthoaffirmative). Iannounced 
a transfer of my pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
DIXON] to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy]. As the 
Senator from South Carolina has entered the Chamber and voted, 
I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Lam paired with the Senator from Michi- 

n [Mr. MCMILUAN], but I transfer my pair with him to the 

nator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and vote yen.“ 

Mr. WHITE. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Idaho 
Ar. SHouP] to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] and vote 

e; 


‘ A. 3 

Nr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Kentucky Mr. BLABKBURN], who is absent. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote “nay.” ; 

Mr. GORDON, In order that there may be no misapprehen- 
sion, I now announce that the between the junior 8 
from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] and the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Roach] will stand, unless the Senator from North Dakota 
Sn ST in the Chamber during the day. 

r. CAREY (after having voted in the negative). Lam paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], and I 
withdraw my yote, having voted inadvertently. 

Mr. PERKINS. Under the 55 announced by the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon] I am now at liberty to vote, 
and I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Allen, Faulkner, Irby, Pasco, 
Bate, Gibson, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Berry, Gordon, Jones, Ark. 
Blanchard, Gorman, Kyie, Vilas 
Brice, Gray, say, White. 
Cattery, Harris, Martin, 
Danie „ Murphy. 

NAYS—18. 
Aldrich, Frye, Patton. She 
Allison, Hale, Petter, Squite, 
Chandler, Hawley, Perkins Teller, 
Oullom, Hoar, Power, 
Dolph, Lodge, r, 
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NOT VOTING -I. 


Blackb Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Bauer, e, Mitchell, Wis. Turpis, 
Call, Hansbrough, Morgan, Vest, 
Camden, Morrill, oorhees. 
Cameron, Hunton. Palmer, Walsh, 

v. Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Cockrell, cLa 4 Platt, ilson, 
Coke, McMillan, Quay, Wolcott, 
Davis, McPherson, Roach, 

Dixon, Manderson, Shoup, 
Dubois, Mills, Smii 


So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ding question is on the 
motion to reconsider the vote striking from the free list para- 
graph“ 425. Cabbages.“ S 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A motion was made to strike this 
article from the free list. That was carried, and I moved to re- 
consider the vote by which it was carried, and that the article 
be restored to the free list. As I understand, there is nothing 
more to do, the whole thing is accomplished. 

Mr. HARRIS. The various paragraphs are disposed of by 
the vote just taken. ‘ 

Mr. LODGE. Has paragraph 436 been disposed of? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been dis d of. 

Mr. LODGE. I understood the motion of the Senator from 
Arkansas referred to paragraph 435. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Arkansas distinctly stated 
that he made the motion in respect to the several paragraphs 
named, including paragraph 436. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And it was so stated by the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. I think not. Iheard the statement of the Chair, 
and I noticed that the statement when the vote was put was only 
on paragraph 425. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. The Chair distinctly stated that 
my motion was to reconsider the vote by which hs 422, 
425. and 436 were stricken from the free list; and on that the 
vote was taken. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask fora separate vote on paragraph 422, and 
then a separate vote on paragraph 425, Paragraph 436 has not 
been voted upon, 3 : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator desires to go back 
and take these things up and consume time, I have no objection, 
and we can not help ourselves; we are powerless. I asked unan- 
imous consent not to be required to go through the form at the 
time and it was agreed to, and then I made the same request as 
to all the paragraphs I named. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator undoubtedly did that; but when the 
Chair put the motion he followed the parliamentary rule of only 
putting it as applicable to one paragraph, 422. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not notice the language used by the 
Chair, but I did notice what the Senator from Arkansas said. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I happened to be occupying the 
chair at the time this action was had. I understood, when the 
vote came to be taken, the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] objected and insisted that instead of its being done 
in a bunch as to all three, it must be done in accordance with 
parliamentary rules, and I did so state that the motion was to 
reconsider the vote by which paragraph 422 was stricken from 
the free list. : 

Mr. HALE. That is my recollection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well. 

Mr. VILAS. Previous to that time the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Jones] had asked that the three paragraphs should be con- 
sidered as restored, and that I put as one request; but it being 
objected to when the vote was en, I felt bound to put the vote, 
according to the parliamentary rule, as to the particular para- 


aph. 
1 0 JONES of Arkansas. Ishall not make any motion as to 
ragraphs 425 and 436 at this time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed, ~ 
The Secretary read as follows: 


442. Coke. T 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 
out the paragraph. 2 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


433. Coal tar, crude, and all preparations and products of coal tar, not 
colors or dyes, not specially l for in this act. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 4, after the word “tar,” I 
move to insert the word “ crude,” and in the same line, after the 
word “preparations,” to insert except medicinal coal-tar prep- 
arations.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 443, line 4, after the word 


tar,“ it is proposed to insert ‘‘crude,” and in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘ preparations,” to insert except medicinal coal- 
tar preparations;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

443. Coal tar. crude and all preparations except medicinal coal-tar prep- 
arations and a of coal tar, not colors or dyes, not specially provided 
for in this ac 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary readas follows: 
444. Cobalt and cobalt ore, and oxide of cobalt. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. After the word “ore,” I move to 
strike out the words, and oxide of cobalt.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

445. Cocculus indicus. 

446, Cochineal. 

447. Cocoa, or cacao, crude, and fiber, leaves, and shells of. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 447, after the word ‘‘crude,” to strike out and fiber.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

448. Coffee. 3 

449. Coins, gold, silver, and copper. 

450. Coir and coir yarn. 

451. Copper imported in the form of ores. 

452. Old copper, fit oniy for manufacture, clipping from new copper, and 
all composition metal of which copper is a component material of chief 
value not specially provided for in this act. 

453. Copper, regulus of, and black or coarse copper, and copper cement. 

454. Copper een bars, ingots, or pigs, and other forms, not mannfac- 
tured, not specially provided for in this act. 

455, Copperas, or sulphate of iron. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Task that paragraph 455 may be passed over 
in the hope that the committee eee to report an amend- 
ment in favor of placing a small duty upon Coppers: 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the paragraph be passed over 
by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

456. Coral, marine, uncut, and un manufactured. 

A 2 Cork wood or cork bark, unmanufactured, or cut into squares or 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line I, after the word unmanu- 
factured,” I move to strike out the words or cut into squares 
or cubes,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ga. Coton tes OF TEON or Hien DAD TO lengths, hed t 

. 80 On or s cu 0 
with or Without buckles, for bailing cotton. ‘te 9 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out paragraph 459. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 1 is upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island to strike out paragraph 
459, which has just been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

460, lite, lii 

S 

462. Curling stones, or quoits, and cur ling-stone handles. 

463. outy, and curry powder. 

464. Cutch. . 

465, Outtlefish bone. 

466. Dandelion roots, raw, dried, or undried, but unground. 

467. Glaziers and engravers’ diamonds not set, and diamond dust or bort, 
and jewels to be used in the manufacture of watches or clocks. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment at the be- 
ginning of the paragraph to strike out the word ‘‘ glaziers’ ” and 
insert “diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, in- 
cluding miners’, glaziers’;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

467. Diamonds and other SS 1 stones, rough or uncut, inclu miners’, 


laziers’, and engravers’ diamonds not set, and diamond dust or t, and 
ewels to be used in the manufacture of watches or clocks, 


Mr. PEFFER. I move to strike out the entire paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Lask the Senator from Arkansas to allow that 
paragraph to be passed over with the other on that subject, 
which has been passed over, and we will take up the two to- 
gether. One might be dependent upon the other. I am not 
ready to take BP the 1 now, but ask that it be passed over 
for the time being. It will only occupy a few minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEETER] ask for a vote on his amendment? 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the vote may be taken upon the 
amendment, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator insist on asking 
for the vote now? Is he not willing to accede to the request of 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] that the paragraph be 
passed over? 7 


Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection to letting it be passed 
over. 

The TOETREE In the absence of objection, the 
paragraph will be passed over. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Bele noo 

720. Druss such as barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, bulbs, bulbous 
roots, excrescences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, dried insects, gums 
and gum resin, herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, roots and stems, spices 
vegetables, seeds aromatic, seeds of morbid growth, weeds, and woods us 
expressly for dyeing; any of the foregoing which are not edible, whether 
crude vr advanced in value or condition by refi or grinding, or by other 
process of manufacture, and not specially provided for in this act. 

Mr. VEST. In paragraph 470, line 25, after the word fore- 
going,” I move to insert the word ‘‘ drugs.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. VEST. In the same paragraph, line 1, on page 100, after 
the word edible,” I move to strike out the words“ whether 
crude or,” and insert and which have not been.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: a 

471. Eggs and yolks of, and eggs of birds, fish, and insects. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. At the n the paragraph 
I move tostrike out the words Eggs and yolks of, and;” so that 
the paragraph will read: 

Eggs of birds, fish, and insects. 

Mr. LODGE. When the question of eggs was discussed some 
little time ago I think it was generally agreed in the Senate 
that we should prevent as far as possible the importation of the 
eggs of game birds, especially of wild ducks, whose nests, prin- 
cipally in Canada, have been largely destroyed by the opening 
of our market to them. The Canadian Parliament passed a 
law to prevent the destruction of the nests, which would lead to 
the extermination of all those species of birds. I offer now an 
amendment, which I have submitted to the committee, and 
which meets with the approval of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest], to add at the end of line 6: 


Provided, however, That this shall not be held to include’the eggs of game 
birds, the importation of which is prohibited, except specimens for sclen- 
tific collections. y 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on theamendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thereading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

472. smeT ore. 


mi Connon palm leaf fans, and palm leaf unmanufactured. 
475, Farina. 2 

478. Fashion plates, êngraved on steel or copper or on wood, colored or 
plain. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to strike out paragraph 476. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). The 

uestion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 

ansas, to strike out paragraph 476. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

477. Feathers and downs for beds, and feathers and downs of all kinds, 
crude or not , colored, or manufactured, not specially provided for 
7 welds ar. 

22 Felt, Pihosive, for sheathing vessels. 

480. Fibrin, in all forms. — 

481. Fish, frozen or packed in ice fresh. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let paragraph 481 be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 481 will be passed 
over if there be no objection. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed 


The Secretary read as follows: 


482. Fish and bait. 

483. Fish skins. 

4%. Flint, flints, and ground flint stones. 

485. Floor matting manufactured from round or split straw, including 
what is commonly known as Chinese matting. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 485. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to this paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. Theamendmentis withdrawn. 
is restored to the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmentis withdrawn. 
The reading will proceed. 


Chinese matting 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
480. Fossils. 
487, Fruit plants, tropical and semitropical, for the purpose of propaga- 
tion or cultivation. 
Fruits and nuts: 
488. Dates. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 

strike out paragraph 488, in the following words: 
488. Dates. j 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

489. Fruits, green, ripe, or dried not specially provided for in this act, 

Mr. ALLISON. I see there is an amendment marked in the 
bill. What becomes of it? 

1 JONES of Arkansas. Bananas are ineluded in paragraph 
Fruits, green, ripe, or dried not specially provided for in this act. 

Pineapples are put on the dutiable list in paragraph 2135. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

490. Tamarinds. 

491. Cocoanuts, Brazil nuts, cream nuts, palm nuts, and palm-nut kernels. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in para- 
graph 491, after the word ‘‘ cocoanuts,” to strike out Brazil 
nuts, cream nuts.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment. I move to strike out the word “ cocoanuts,” before the 
word“ Brazil,” and at the end of the paragraph to insert“ not 
otherwise provided for; ” so as to make the paragraph read: 

491. Brazil nuts, cream nuts, palm nuts, and palm-nut kernals, not other- 
wise provided for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph as follows: 

492. Furs, undressed— 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert after the words 
‘“ undressed ” in line 13, the words, dressed fur pieces suitable 
only for use in the manufacture of hatters’ fur,” so as to read: 


Furs, undressed; dressed fur pieces suitable only for use in the manu- 
facture of hatters’fur, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
493. Fur skins of all kinds not dressed in any manner. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 494, in the following words: 
494. Gambier. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the committee were to with- 
draw the amendment. There certainly is no reason for restor- 
ing gambier to the dutiable list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmentis withdrawn. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

495. Glass, broken, and old glass, which can not be cut for use, and fit only 
to be remanufactured. z 
496. Glass plates or disks, rough-cut or unwrought, for use in the manu- 
facture of peice instruments, s les, and eyeglasses, andsuitable onl 


for such use, Provided, however, That such disks exceeding 8 inches in di- 
— fed may De polished sufficiently to enable the character of the glass to 
e 


Grasses and fibers: 

497. Istle or Tampico fiber, jute, Jute butts, manila, sisal 5 flax 
straw, flax not hackled, tow of flax or hemp, hemp not hackled, hemp, flax, ` 
jute, and tow wastes, and all other textile grasses or fibrous vegetable sub- 
stances, unmanufactured or undres sed, not specially provided for in this 


246 Gold-beaters’ molds and gold-beaters’ skins. 

499. Grease and oils, such as are commonly used in soap making or in wire- 
drawing, or for stuffing or dressing leather, and which are fit — 5 for such 
uses, not specially provided for in this act. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 499, line 11, after the word uses,“ to insert “and 
cod oil;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

Grease and olls, such as are commonly used in soap-making, or in wire 
drawing, or for stuffing or dressing leather, and which are fit only for suck 
uses, and cod oil, not specially provided for in this act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have an explanation of the 
amendment. I do not see why cod oil, unless it is suitable only 
for dressing leather, should be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand it is used by leather- 
dressers. Isee no reason why it should not be admitted free of 
duty. It is a product, as I understand, which can not be put to 
any other than mechanical uses. It is a cheap product which is 
used by leather-makers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All fish oils are made dutiable by the bill 
and cod oil itself is made dutiable at 15 per cent ad valorem, il 
I remember aright. 
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Mr. HARRIS. This paragraph provides for oils ‘‘not specially 
provided for in this act.” 
Mr. ALDRICH. I cannot quite understand 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think the Senator from 
Rhode Island will find a provision making cod oil dutiable. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think I will. I will call attention to it in 
a moment. By the paragraph at the the top of page 6, as I re- 
member the final action of the Senate, cod-liver oil wes made 
dutiable at 10 per cent or 15 per cent. 
Mr. VEST. It was stricken out in lines 2 and 3. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that 
that clause was stricken out. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I can see no reason why cod oil should be 
treated differently from other oils. Cod oil is an important 
roduct of the American fisheries, and I can see no reason why 
oreign fishermen should be allowed to import their cod oil free 
of duty any more than any other oil. If there is any reason I 
should be glad to have the Senator from Arkansas state it. 
Mr. VEST. Paragraph 499 in part says: 


Grease and oils, such as are commonly used in soap-making or wire: draw 
ing or for stuffing or dressing leather. 


The customs officials said that that did not include cod oil; 
and there should be a specific-provision if we intended to admit 
itfree. Therefore it was inserted, and also because it was rep- 
resented to us that it was exceedingly important to this indus- 
try that it should be specifically named. 

r. ALDRICH. hat industry asked to have it done? 

Mr. VEST. The leather dressers, 

“r, ALDRICH. Did the leather dressers ask for this amend- 
ment ‘ 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave not received any snch request. I sup- 

ose I represent the largest leather cory community in the 
Enitea States, and the same is true as tocodoil. I have notre- 
ceived any such request. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Massachusetts object to 
cod oe pete put in the paragraph? We do not care anything 
about it. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas asking where the request came from. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From leather dressers. 

Mr. HOAR. What leather dressers asked for it, and where 
are they located? å 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ican not give the names. There 
were a number. It was stated that there was difficulty in dis- 
tinguishing this, which is a common oil e pylonen dressers, 
from other oils provided for in the paragraph; that there was 
difficulty in separating the two. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri asked me whether I 
objected to the amendment. The subject is entirely new tome. 
Iam surprised that I should not have received some communi- 
cation on the subject, if any change is desired. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President > 

Mr. VEST. If the Senators representing these large leather 
interests think that this is an inimical movement to them let 
us understand it. We were under the impression that this is 
an article necessary in the dressing of leather and that we were 
doing something in the interest of leather manufacturers, mak- 
ing ts and shoes cheaper, by furnishing them their raw 
material free of duty. If we have made a mistake about it we 
want to know it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri says they are 
doing something for the leather manufacturers. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me that the first words in this clause 
cover entirely the oils which are used for these specific purposes. 
Itsays ‘‘ grease and oils, such asarecommonly used * for 
stuffing or dressing leather.” I do not see why this fish oil, a 
product of Northern fisheries, should be singled out from all 
others and placed upon the free list. As far as the request of 
leather dressers and persons engaged in the léather trade go, 
I think my colleague and myself represent in our State as 
large an industry of that sort as any in the United States. I 
have not heard a single word from any human being in regard 
to it, but I have had a great many letters from the men engaged 
in the fisheries expressing the greatest possible anxiety as to 
all the products of those fisheries. Ido not see why cod oil is 

ut in the paragraph. It is not putin as an oil simply for dress- 

ng leather, but it is putin generally. It is selected out of all 
the fish oils and made free in this paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. I meray wish tostate to the Senator from Mass- 
achusetts that if he will turn to page 62 of the testimony in re- 
gard to chemicals, taken before the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee of the other House, he will find that it is the nature of this 
article that it should be used only for manufacturing’ purposes, 
and it is only so used. 


Mr. ALDRICH. What page? 
Mr. VEST. Page 62, under the head of cod oil. 
This article was free when imported from Canada under the treaty of 


barber ne, prey rior to the abrogation of certain articles of that treaty which" 
provided for feo entry of fish, etc. * 


0 * * e s S 0 
rhe cod oil used by tanners is made from cod livers and other offal of cod- 


Mr. ALDRICH. The statement to which the Senator refers 
is that of some man in Indiana. The dressing of leather in the 
State of Indiana is not a very large industry, L understand. It 
isa large industry in Massachusetts and in most of the New 
England States. The duties upon leather have been retained 
by the committee at the rates now existing under the McKin- 
ley law I think in every instance. I believe there has been 
no reduction in any article of leather in the entire bill. I sug- 
gest that it is unfair to the people engagod in the fisheries to 
take one of their principal prođucts and make it free simply for 
the benefit of leather manufacturers or the men who are en- 
gaged in dressing leather when all the duties upon leather are 
maintained throughout the entire bill. i 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will turn to page 64 of the same 
document he will find that Mr. Frederic W. Clarke, of Boston, 
under date of September 19, 1893, reénforces the statement from 
which I read in regard to this produab. 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest to the committee, if they mean to in- 
sist upon the amendment as to cod oil, that they put it in line 9 
after the words ‘‘ grease and oils,” so that it will read ‘grease 
and oils and cod oil, such as are commonly used,” etc., so as to 
confine it to the leather use which they say is the reason for its 
being on the free list. Iask the Senator from Missouri if he 
sees any objection to chauging the place? 

Mr. VEST. I didnot hear the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, as there is so much talk in the Chamber. 

Mr. LODGE. As the Senator has it now, cod oil is made free 
for all uses. I understand the Senator's object in putting it on 
the free list is to have it free for the special uses enumerated. 
Would there be any objection to placing it in the ninth line— 

Grease and olls, such as are commonly used, etc. 

Mr. VEST. I do not see how it would be practicable for the 
customs officials to foliow the article to its uses. 

Mr. LODGE. The transposition 1 suggest would make it free 
for the uses for which the Senator desires to make it free. As 
it is now worded, he makes it free for every possible use. 

Mr. VEST. It would be utterly impossible for the customs 
officials to follow it, as I stated, into its uses. All we can do is 
to take the evidence before us that it is only used for this pur- 


se. 

Ue. LODGE. I ask the Senator from Missouri why it is more 
difficult for the officials to make this distinction in the case of 
cod oil than with other oils. There must be some standard of 
defining the other oils which have specific uses. Why cod oil 
alone should be singled out I can not understand. 

Mr. VEST. Because there has been some difficulty in regard 
to including it with the other oils which are used in the dress- 
ing of leather. As we intended to put upon the free list all the 
oils which are used by the leather manufacturers, when they 
asked us to specify cod vil, so that there could be no mistake 
about it, we saw no objection. 

Mr. LODGE. The proposition which I make leaves cod oil 
free for all the uses of the leather dressers, It simply keeps it 
on the dutiable list when employed for other uses. 

Mr. VEST. It is utterly impossible to follow it to its use. 

Mr. HALE. If the object is, as the language of the paragraph 
indicates, to put on the free list only such oils as are commonly 
used in soap-making or in wirg¢ drawing, or for stuffing or dress- 
ing leather, and which are fit only for such uses, there is no use 
to put cod oil in at all, because the language is very 1 
and embracing. It says ‘‘ grease and oils — that includes co 
oil as much as any other oil—‘‘such as are commonly used.” As 
the Senator from Massachusetts says, while the clause generally 
confines the free admission of oil to a particular branch of human 
industry, by putting cod oil at the end and after other oils have 
been named, it admits it free for every purpose. Why does the 
Senator put cod oil in at all? Why is it not embraced in the 
words! grease and oils?” 

Mr. VEST. Isuppose cod oil may be used for some other 
purpose than dressing leather. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator want to amplify this branch? 
These oils are put in for a direct purpose, as stated, to be used 
in soap-making, or wire-drawing, or for stuffing or dressing 
leather and fit only for such purposes. It is not a general clause 
admitting all oils free, but only oils for certain purposes. Now, 
the reason and purpose of the clause are entirely departed from 
when at the end, after making the restriction, you put in cod 
oil” and place no restriction upon it. 
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Mr. VEST. suppos we strike out the word and,” and say 
‘including cod oil.” 
Mr. E. It would then read: 


Such as are commonly used in soap-makingor in wire-drawing, or for 
stuffing or dressing leather, and which are fit only for such uses, including 
cod oil for such uses. 


Mr. HOAR. It had better come in after the word oils,” 


* and oils, including cod oil.” 

Air. HALE. That is the proper place if it is to be put in at 
all. I do not see that it is necessary to put it in. 

Mr. VEST. Put it in in line 9, after the word “oils.” 

Mr. HALE. Grease and oils 

Mr. VEST. Grease and oils, including cod oil, such as are 
commonly used,” ete. 

Mr. HOAR. That is better. i 

Mr. HALE. That:will do. A 

Mr. VEST. Then Iwithdraw the committee amendment, and 
move to insert including cod oil,” after the word ‘‘oils,” in 
line 9. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated— 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘oils,” in line 9, insert: 
“Including cod oil.” 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

ting or in wiredrawing, of tor sealing Or dressing leather, and which 
c 
naa take AN uses, not specially. provided for in this act. ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [asked the Senate a moment ago 
to pass ayot eee fish, frozen or packed inice, fresh.” 
L had misl an amendment sent me by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which I wish to offer in connection with that para- 
graph, or rather as a substitute for it. IL send it to the des now 
to be read 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 
The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 481 and insert: 


481. Whenever the President shall be satisfied that the Governments of 
vided for the free ot poe 


eries carried on by the of United States, as well as the usual 

and necessary cans, and other usua. n coy- 

erings containing the prođucts vo mentioned, that the said Govern- 

ments 5. 5 —— a es 5 7871 to E 8 
aun censes, free of charge, vilegeof o @ port 

— 5 harbors of the coasts of Canada and Newfoundland for the follow 


8 namely: 
I. The purchase 8 bait, 


selnes, lines, and all other su 
plies and outiits, provided that such the exception of ¥ 
shall not be ob’ 


0 mee by barter. 
II. Transshipment and transportation of catch by any means of convey- 
ce 
the same, and thereafter fish 
oll, be: 


usual necessary coverings of 
admitted into the United States tree 
of duty, and the 


enjoy like privileges and immunities on the Atlantic coast ot the United 
States as haye then been accorded to the vessels of the United States 
by the Governments of Canada and Newfoundland, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if this amendment is to be acted 
upon by the Senate [ shall feel it my duty to ask its postpone- 
ment in order that L DAP as myself with some authorities 
to address the Senate at length upon the subject. It is a matter 
which, in my judgment, is foreign entirely to the purpose of the 
bill. It brings up the great question in our foreign relations, 
whether we will consent under any circumstances. or upon any 
terms to purchase of Canada the ordinary hospitalities for our 
fishing vessels to which we are entitled under the law of nations 
as modified in modern. times. 

By the treaty of 1818 we secured some special and conditional 
and restricted title to a brief hospitality, but that was at a time 
when American vessels were not itted into the colonial ports 
of Great Britain for any commercial purpose whatever, and there 
were special provisions for a recognition of the title to the hos- 
pitality of the fishermen engaged in their dangerous and ad- 
venturous pursuit. Canada of late years has insisted that when 
all other vessels have the entire and complete hospitality which 
modern civilization exacts, the fishing vessels shall still be re- 
stricted to the provisions of the treaty of 1818 and that that shall 
be still a definition of what they s receive. 

Mr. President, if I had my way, if I had the honor to be 
clothed with the executive powers, including those which have 
been recently and expressly for thatvery pu conferred upon 
the President of the United States, I should say at once that 
there should not be a Canadian vessel of any kind admitted into 
one of our Atlantic ports or into any other port in this country 


until the complete hospitalities which decency requires, the 
power of refitting, the power of repairing vessels, the power 
of getting supplies, and the right to at their convenience 
for an ted time, were granted to all our fishing vessels. 

But isa great question. It would involve the discussion 
of a history extending back to a time prior to the Declaration of 
Inde ence; prior to the treaty of 1783. It would involve re- 
viewing the whole history of the transactions which led to the 
war of 1812; the transactions which led to the peace of 1815, and 
the commercial treaty of 1818. Ishall detain the Senate for but 
a moment, because I know the of the Senator from 
Arkansas, but it is due to my constituents that I should say what 
Lam saying. 

There is another great question which is connected with this 
matter, entirely foreign to a tariff bill. That is as to the ex 
diency of maintaining and protecting by these duties upon fish 
and the products of fish, the fishermen of Gloucester and Prov- 
incetown and the few Maine ports that engage in the same in- 
dustry as a nursery for seamen. 

When the fishery treaty negotiated by Mr. Secretary Bayard 
was before the Senate five or six years ago it was discussed for 
several weeks, and the discussion turned upon the point which 
L have just suggested and upon this other point to which I am 
now speaking. Admiral Porter wrote a letter addressed to me, 
which was read in the debate here and will be found in the 
RECORD, in which he declared that the importance of our New 
Foundland bank fisheries as a for seamen was never so 
great as it had been since the substitution of steam for sails as 
the motive power for naval vessels. 

You do not find men familiar with boat craft, you do not find 
men familiar with the waters of the Atlantic coast, you do not 
find men who are with the constant changeable dan- 
gers which attend navigation and which attend especially naval 
warfare, except those who are ially trained in these fish- 
eries. That gave great value to the Norsemen and the other 
men of the northern nations of Europe who enlisted in our naval 
service, but we can not depend in war on a ship’s crew which is 
not made up certainly in a large partof Americans who love the 
flag and who were born under if, 

herefore, Mr. President, if we abandon the doctrine of the 
protection of our fisheries, we shall have to spend much larger 
sums, larger by millions upon millions, in establishing institu- 
tions for the training of seamen for our naval service. I believe 
my honorable friend from Arkansas, whatever opinion he may 
form as to the merits of this amendment, will agree with me in 
thinking that it belongs on a se te measure in regard to 
which other policies may be co ered, and noton a tariff bill, 
whether for revenue or protection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. I merely desire to say a word. I shall not de- 
tain the Senate more than a moment, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I only wanted to withdraw the 
amendment, but of course I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not wish to discuss the amendment. I 
merely wish to say to the Senator from Arkansas that this is a 
matter of most vital interest to our people, and that we should 
feel obliged to discuss it: at conside: o le and could not 
help doing so. Our people believe, asI believe, that it involves 
the whole question of giving up their rights in consideration of 
certain tariff advantages, 

Mr, HALE. Does the Senator from Arkansas withdraw the 
amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Lrose for that purpose. I was go- 
ing to say in connection with it that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury sent me the amendment, and I know bis idea was that it 
would be entirely acceptable. I had no idea of pressing it un- 
less it was generally acceptable in the Senate. But as Senators 
on the other side have indicated 5 STR toit, I withdraw it. 
Paragraph 481 has been read, I believe, and I offered this asa 
substitute for it. Inow withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. There is so much confusion in the Chamber I 
can not hear what is going on. Do I understand the Senator to 
withdraw the amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is what I did, unless the Sena- 
tor from Maine wishes to make some remarks upon it. 

Mr. HALE. Iam very glad the Senator from Arkansas has 
withdrawn it. It certainly could not have been disposed of with- 
out 5 e 1 e to 8 to 8 para- 

raph 481 by striking out the paragraph an r Ə pres- 
RARES as 8 tn Arkansas a substitute for the 


atone vce 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offered asa substitute for para- 
graph 481 what was read at the desk. I have now withdrawn 
the amendment and offered no other amendment to the para- 
graph, unless somebody else wishes to make—— 
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Mr. HALE, Then I propose the amendment which I ask the 
Secre to read. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 481 in the following 

words: 
481. Fish, frozen or packed in ice fresh. 

And insert in lieu thereof: 8 
Pan 3 8 5 an SOARS Oe II nets or 

er devices owned by citizens of the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask the Senator whether what he movesis the 
present law? 

Mr. HALE. It is the present law exactly. I ask the Senator 
from Arkansas to let this paragraph be for the moment. 
My colleague [Mr. FRYE] desires to be here when it is consid- 
ered, anne have sent for him. The reading of the bill can pro- 
ceed, and we can go back to the paragraph afterwards. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to that 


course. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to 
the request of the Senator from Maine. The reading of the bill 
will be proceeded with. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


500. Guano, manures, and all substances expressly used for manure. 
501. Gunny bags ret gunny cloths, old or refuse, flt only for remanufac- 


bd Guts, salted. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 502. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Secretary read as follows: 
05501 Aale o horse, cattle a and other animals, cleaned or uncleaned, arawi 
Sravided fo: os W ee n NUAN, hair, raw, uncleaned, and not drawn, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, In paragraph 504, line 20, I move 
tostrike out and curled hair suitable for beds or mattresses.” 

The amendment was.agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

505. Hides and skins, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled. 


Mr. PEFFER. I move to strike out paragraph. 505. Ipro- 

se this amendment because leather and manufactures of 
3 which are made of hides, are dutiable, and I think hides 
ought to be dutiable also. 

“The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

506. Hide cuttings, raw, with or without hair, and all other glue stock. 

507. Hide rope. 

508. Hones and whetstones. 

509. Hoofs, unmanufactured. 

510. Hop roots for cultivation. 

511. Horns, and parts of, unmanufactured, including horn strips and tips.’ 

Mr. QUAY. I move to strike’ out the concluding words in 
lines 7 and 8, “including horn strips and tips.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 511, line 7, after the word 
“u unmanufactured,” strike out including horn strips and tips;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

Horns, and parts of, unmanufaetured. 

Mr. QUAY. The argument for the amendment is very suc- 
cinctly stated in a circular letter which I have received, and 
which I ask may be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Letit be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. QUAY. No; let it be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the letter, which is as follows: 

NEW YORK, April 5, 1894. 
The Hon. M. S. QUAY, 
Senate of the United States: 

Your attention is respectfully called to an inconsistency in the present 
tariff bill regarding the duty on horn strips, this article being admitted free 
of duty while other articles manufactured of horn pay a duty of 25 per cent. 

The manufacture of horn strips or French horn” was first begun in the 
city of Paris in about 1870. At 3 there are twelve manufactories of 
this article located in the city of Paris, four in the suburbs, and one on the 
. Two of these concerns, to wit, Bonzanes Freres and Roux e 
to 


tine Republic. 
Section 511, free list of the tariff bill at present before the Senate, provides 
for “horns and parts of, unmanufactured, including horn strips and tips.“ 
This ph in the act of 1883 read: “Horns and parts of, unmanufac- 
tured, and horn strips and tips.” 

e act of 1890 it was intended to limit the provision to unmanufactured 
horn strips and tips, but in administration it has been so construed as to ad- 
mit the manufactured article free of duty. No objection was raised to this; 
on the contrary, the parties princi, interested—manufacturers of cor- 
sets—were instrumental in ha construction placed upon the clause, 
as noone had ever been successful in manufacturing the same in this coun- 


up to that time. The only concern that had endeavored to do so was the 
th avenue, New York, 
they sunkover $100,000in the attempt. In 1892 the 


Gibbs, etc. bet 55 
turers. It was admitted that the goods that they turned ont were in all re- 
Spects equal to those manufactured abroad. 

But as they accepted orders at the quotations of the and were 
unable to procure labor in this country as low as is paid for the same in 
France, they succumbed to the inevitable and were sold out under fore- 
closure in August, 1893, having been about one year in existence. The plant 
of , Which is yetstanding, cost over 880,000. It is held intact by the 

esent owners in hopes that Congress will recognize this question andal- 

ow,them a reasonable duty, the same as is laid on or covers other articles 

manufactured ofhorn. The Empire Horn Company was located at 15, 17, 19 
Hope street, Brooklyn, N. Y., and is still there, altho’ not in operation, 

Another concern, known as the Franco-American Horn Manufacturing 
Company, with an office at 108 Cliff street, this city, formerly, were also 
Manufacturers. of the article in qu ‘and were in 1892-93’ located at 
the corner of Roebling and Hope streets, Brooklyn. They likewise found 
that they could not compete with foreign labor, and were sold out under 
foreclosure, the machinery, etc., being now owned by a party named Philip 
Lewinski, 12 Atlantic avenue, Brooklyn. — 

The Empire Horn Company had at one time in its employ about 500 peo- 
ple, the Franco-American about 200. 

ü vie 80 per cent of the cost of manufactured horn strips is represented 


labor. A 
The cost of the horn of cattle varies, and at present runs from 
15 cents per pound. the horns of American cattle the comb and um- 
man ps; the ee part of the balance goes 
to waste. It as estimated that if the introduction of the manufacture of 
this country, towed gr 5 ment of the in- 
00 rned 


the value of American ng- cattle of 
Texas, would be! increased threefold. ; manufacturers. use for 
short strips the horn of native cattle, and for extra long strips, 15 to 24 


inches, the horn of cattle from India and South America. 

The manufacture of what is known in the trade as “horn strips“ or 
Med den 9 is a simple pape eget 2 — . ing o 
scription of the same, ally a thoro n chemi- 
cally prepared vat custing to polish , or, in other words, loosening the 
fiber and then it out. 


y water, it remaining there 

irom Pert eee to two weeks, according to the age of the horn. 

4 . —— e pared. water strongest solution—and 

y pre . solu 

ayer there from three to fle weeks. 

9. Keeping in ovens and ba it on an average of three days. 
10. Placing each niga nadar hydraulic and steam pressure. 
11. Cutting it into thin strips. 


12. Us machines and squaring the edges. 
18. P. and finishing strips to a smooth surface. 
14. Polis: the same with buffs. 


15. Washing the same. 3 
1 8 in chemically prepared sawdus' 
as 


18. Drilling the holes. 


p. 8 in cm ; 
y g in sawdust. 
21, Polishing again, 
22. Counting. 

23. „ and 


24. Ng 

This manufactured horn is admitted by the manufacturers of corsets to 
be a splendid substitute for whalebone; but the lower price of labor in 
France is the only cause that it has not been successfully produced in this 


country. 

W. ne at the present market rate is worth about 85 per pound. It has 
been as high as 815 a pound and as low as 84. It is now used only by corset 
manufacturers on high-grade goods. 

The relative cost of whalebone and manufactured horn strips is in the 
proportion of about one-fifth, or in other words, where 40 cents worth of 
the genuine whalebone is used, 8 cents is the cost of horn substituted. 

The boot sa pt and intended y to be used in corsets are sold 
by the weight, the cost of hg gene same at present being 2 per kilo (2 
pounds 4 ounces) for those 
these strips come in a kilo. x 

The maximum number of horn strips used in each corset made of those 8 
inches long is between 32 and 40, wi , according to the present rate, costs 
the manufacturer 7 cents all told. That would make the duty on the same, 
if the article was dutiable at 25 per cent, the same as other goods Ə of 
horn, less than 2 cents per corset—not enough to cut any figure when it is 
considered that the average selling price of great quantities of corsets used 
in this country is $15 per dozen, they being made and sold at all prices from 
as low as 50 cents to as high as $10 each. And thousands are employed in 
the manufacture of the same. Yet the corset manufacturers are o; 
the introduction of the manufacture of horn in this country, where thou- 
sands of hands could be giyen permanent employment. 

There are practically, though, two classes of horn strips imported, those 
used as above for corsets. and another class which are commonly known as 
waist stays. These are used in the waists of dresses. The latter asa rule 
are highly polished, a little broader in width, have rounded ends, and holes 
drilled into them. They are counted into dozens, neatly wra „ and 
packed in boxes, the cost of the latter being about 30 per cent more thanthe 
strips intended for corsets. Those made for corsets are in widths, 
SAT reed finished, being neither polished, oiled, nor drilled: 

When the Treasury Department's attention was called a month or so ago 
to the fact that the horn strips mentioned in the free list was a manufac- 
tured article, and samples both of the raw horn and of horn strips at their 
various stages of production were shown them, they at once admitted that 
they were impression, and had always been, that horn strips and 
simply the horn of cattle cut into large strips as a matter of con- 


inches long. On the average, a thousand of 


were 
venience in im 


5 
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The Treasury Department appeared never to have had any idea that the 


_ strips were in any way a manufactured articie, and after inves’ the 
matter they recommended to the subcommittee of the Finance ttee 
of the Senate that the clause including horn strips and tips“ be stricken 
out of what is known as the Wilson bill.“ the principal point the in- 
alee parpi of the same with another raph of the same act which im- 
posed a duty of 25 per cent on manufactures of horn. It was also under- 
stood that completed knife handles have been admitted free, they being 
claimed to be tips of horn. There was no more reason or justice in admit- 

free horn strips and stays used in the manufacture of corsets, etc., than 
any other manufactured material. It 18 in other words simply giving addi- 
tional protection to such special manufacturers, The raw material should 
be admitted free, as it is necessary to have the same for extra long strips. 
All the Empire Horn Company ask is that they be permitted to haxe an op- 
portunity to make these goods by ha some slight tariff discrimination 
against the European manufacturers. ere is no justice in legislation in 
the interests of one manufacturer to the injury of another, and it is not be- 
lieved that such is the idea of the framers of the new tariff bill. 

There are to-day in France and on the German border between 12,000 and 
15,000 workmen erg age in manufact these horn strips. ve Mads 
Meir productions to all parts of the world. Between $300,000 and $100,000 
worth, according to the values stated in the Customs Department, were im- 
3 by this country during the year 1893, all of which should have paid a 

uty. Should the Congress in its wisdom place this manufactured article 
amongst other manufactured articles of horn, there is no question that 
within a few months several thousand employés would be working at 
industry, skilled labor not be: necessary for 95 per cent of the manu- 
fact ste pror and as stated before, over 80 per cent of the cost is repre- 
sente T, 


The average daily wages of men employed in the factories of France run 
from 3 to 5francs—60 cents to $l. Ifa duty of 25 per cent as on other manu- 
factured articles of horn were placed on horn strips, this item would assure 
thesuccess of the enterprise sufficiently to give employment, as stated be- 
fore, to thousands of people, and a staple industry be introduced in this 


country. 
The Treasury De ent has recommended this alteration, as has also 
General Arpraiser enor, who in a letter of recent date states that there 


is no reason why the finished manufactured knife-handles or strips of horn 
a — admitted free of duty more than a button or any other manufac- 
ure of horn.” 
P: ph 511 of the free list should be amended by striking out the 
words frctuding * horn strips and tips.” 
A 2 EMPIRE HORN COMPANY, 
15, 17,19 5 Street, Brooklyn, N. T. 
S. F. MYERS & 


45 and 50 Maiden Lane, New York, N. F. 


Before the rone A concluded— 

Mr. QUAY. It the Secretary has read enough of the 
letter to indicate its purpose and argument. I will be satisfied 
with the printing of the letter in the RECORD without further 

. Laskfor a vote onthe amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will appear in full in the 
RECORD. The question is on agreeing to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


818 India rubber, crude, and milk of, and old scrap or refuse India rubber, 
which has been worn out by use ana is fit only for remanufacture. 

514. Indigo, and extracts or pastes of, and carmines. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out paragraph 514. Thope 
the Senator from Arkansas will let it go out. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Why? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The article ought to be dutiable at 10 per 
per cent. All other extracts of dyewood are dutiable at 10 per 
cent, = I can see no reason why indigo should be treated dif- 
ferently. 

Mr. VEST. It has been a very valuable article to the manu- 
facturers of New England, although alazarin and coal-tar prod- 
2 1 37 akan the place of it to a large extent. Yet itis still 

rgely used. 

Pr: YLDRICH. I will modify my amendment. I did not in- 
tend to strike out indigo. I modify the amendment so as to 
strike out all after the Ford indigo.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 514, after the word“ indigo,“ 
2 out and extracts or pastes of, and carmines;” so as to 
read: 

514. Indigo. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


515. Iodine, crude, and resublimed. 

518. Ipecac. 

517. Iridium. 

518. Iron ore, includ: 
from burnt pyrites, an: 
natural state. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 


strike out 8 512. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be agreed to 
if there be no objection. 


manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
sulphur ore, as pyrites or sulphuret of iron in its 


Mr. PLATT. I do not like that way of ing over para- 
graphs of this sort. None of these paragraphs are stricken out 
without objection. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will submit the question 
to a vote. The question is on agreeiag to the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance to strike out paragraph 518. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for a division on that question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. If he were 
present I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXSON]. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS], who is absent. If 
he were present I should vote yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], but I transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], and vote. I vote yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DOLPH]. Otherwise I should vote“ yea.“ 

Mr. CAREY (after haying voted in the affirmative). Iam 
paired with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], 
and therefore desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. HUNTON]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
New Je ersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he were presentI should vote 

a 


ea. 

Nr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote, as I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
ASHBURN]. 
_Mr. CAREY. With the consent of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], I transfer my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] to the junior Senator from 

Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON] and vote yea.” 

Mr: McLAURIN. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. VEST. I will vote to make a quorum, I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. VILAS. I havea general pair with the Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. MITCHELL], which, as has already been announced by the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], stands transferred to the 
Senator from Georgia (Ar. WALSH] until he returns. I can 
therefore vote. 1 vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave arranged with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to exchange our pairs so that we 
can both vote. He is paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Donen and Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon Hur. 

LPH]. á 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. GEORGE. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. CALL. I have already announced my pair with the sen- 
ior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. A hora aright te 
vote to make a quorum, and vote yea.” $ 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 4; as follows: 


YEAS—43. 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Hoar, Power, 
Allison, Daniel, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Bate, Fauikner, Lindsay, . 
Berry, Gallinger, e, herman, 
Blackburn, George, McLaurin, quire, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, Teller, 
Brice, Gordon, Morgan, rpie, 
Cattery. Gorman, Murphy, Vest, 
Call, Gray, Pi „ Vilas, 
Carey. Harris, Patton, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hawley, Per 
NAYS—4. 
Allen, Hill, Kyle, Peffer. 
NOT VOTING—38. 

Butler, Hale, Mills, Shoup, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Mitchell,Oregon Smith, 
Cameron, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 

ke, Hunton, Morrill, Walsh, 
Cullom, Irby, Palmer, Washburn, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, White, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Platt, Wilson, 
Dolph, McMillan, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Dubois, McPherson, Ransom, 
Frye, Martin, ~ Roach, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

519. Ivory, sawed or cut into logs, but not otherwise manufactured, and 


vegetable ivory. : 
‘Seo. Jalap. 


1894. 


521. Jet, unmanufactured. 

522. Joss stick, or joss light. 

623. Junk, old. 

524. Kelp. 

525. Kieserite. 

626. Kyanite, or cyanite, and kainite. 

527. Lac-dyé, crude, seed, button, stick, aud shell. 
623. Lac-spirits. 

820. Lactarine, 

530. Lard. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move tostrike out paragraph 530. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

531. Lava, unmanufactured. 2 


532. Leeches. 
583. Lemon juice, lime juice. and sour-orange juice. 


534. Licorice root, unground. 
apparatus specially ip eae aah? societies in- 


535. Lifeboats and life-saving 
corporated or established to encourage the saving of human 

eB. Lime, citrate of. 

687. Lime, chloride of, or bleaching powder. 

688. Lithographic stones not engraved. 

a 2 prepared or hot prepared. 

. ones. 

5441. 17 75 and munjeet, or Indian madder, ground or prepared, and all 
extracts of. 

pie Magnesia, sulphate of, or Epsom salts. \ 

3. Magnesite, or native mineral carbonate of magnesia. 

514. Magnesium. $ 

545. Magnets. 

646. Manganese, oxide and ore of. 

547. Manna. 

548. Manuscripts. 

549. Marrow, crude. 


550. — bee mallows. 
551. Medals of gold, silver, or copper, and other metallic articles manufac- 
tured as trophies or prizes, and actually received as honorary distinctions. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, after 
the word “received,” in line 8, page 105, to insert or bestowed 
and accepted;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

551. Medals of gold, silver, or copper, and other metallic articles manufac- 
tured as trophies or , and actually received or bestowed and accepted 
ashonorary distinctions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

552. Mica, and metallic mineral substances in a crude state and metals un- 
wrought, not specially provided for in this act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Senator from Arkansas whether 
he proposes to move the amendment which is stated in the print, 
to strike out: 

And metallic mineral substances in a crude state and metals unwrought, 
not specially provided for in this act. 

Mr. HALE. What has become of the amendment indicated 
in the print? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That amendment will not be of- 
fered. The wie i will be allowed to remain as it is. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to strike out the words ‘mica 
and.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 552, before the word“ metal- 
lic,” strike out the words“ mica and;“ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

Metallic mineral substances in a crude state and metals unwrought, not 
specially provided for in this act. 7 ‘ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, mica is now dutiable atthe 
rate of 35 per cent ad valorem. This mineral is produced in 

New Hampshire, North Carolina, and in other States of the 
Union. Itisalsoa 8 of India. It is impossible to work 
the mica mines of New Hampshire and North Carolina in com- 

etition with the mica mines of Indiaunless there is protection. 

nators know very well what is the cost of labor in Asia. Five, 
10, and 12 cents a day are the wages paid to the mica workersof 
India. A dollar, $1.25, $1.50, and $2 a day are the wages paid 
to American workers in mica. 

The wages in North Carolina are undoubtedly lower than the 
wages paid in New Hampshire, but micacan not be mined profit- 
ably in either State if it is upon the free list. As I have said, 
there is now a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem on mica, and I have 
heard no reasonstated by the committee why the duty should be 
removed. I may add that I do not expect to hear any stata- 
ment. 

Mr. President, this question was pretty thoroughly inyesti- 

ated in 1890, when the McKinley bill was passed. The investi- 
Kation made by the House committee is contained in a volume 

entitled Tariff Hearings, Fifty-first Congress, first session 
House Miscellaneous Documents, 1889-90, volume 15, pages 1174 
to 1186, inclusive. 

I find by reference to that volume that addresses were made 
before the House committee. On page 1174 there is the state- 
ment of James M. Gere. Then follows the statement of Repre- 
sentative H. G, Ewart, from the Ninth North Carolina district; 
an additional statement of Mr. Gere; the statement of the Rug- 
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gl s & Randall Mica Company, by Charles L. Randall, presi- 
ent; the statement of the Palermo Mica Company, of New 
York; the statement of George H. Randall; the statement of Mr. 
O. C. Moore, who then represented that district of New Hamp- 
shire in Congress; the statement of Mr. Frank H. Clark, ropre- 
senting the Thompson-Houston Electric Company, who opposed 
the duty in the interest of the manufacturers of dynamos; the 
statement of Mr, H. T. Richardson, 234 Wall street, New York; 
aa steranient of F. W. Webster, and the statement of W. H. 
ough. 

I recite the names of parties who appeared before the com- 
mittee in order to show how fully the subject was considered 
the House committee. The result was that the McKinley bill 
came to the Senate with a duty of 35 por cent upon mica. But 
the bill fell into unfriendly hands in the Committee on Finance, 
and thatcommittee recommended that mica should be continued 
upon the free list. It was not considered with favor by the 
members of the committee, but the recommendation that mica 
should be placed upon the free list made by that committee was 
resisted in the Senate. Quite a debate took place, to which I 
shall briefly call attention. The subject was discussed on the 
26th day of August, 1890. I find the report in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, volume 21, part 9, beginning on page 9166, 
where the Senator from New Hampshire, Mr. BLAIR, my then 
colleague, made a very full recital of the facts connected with 
the mica industry. I read from his statement: 


reason of improvements in the arts. In the State of North th 
deposits are, to speak moderately, immense. There is a single county in 
North Carolina where the deposits, of a most excellent quality and various 
qualities, are suficient probably to supply tho world. 


Senator BLAIR also states that mica is to be found in New 
York, all through the Alleghany range, in both the Virginias, 
and South Carolina, and then says: 

If [remember aright, there are deposits in Texas, certainly extensive de- 
posits in the Dakotas, where we have, as we know, & vast deposit ot tin also, 

But it is an old and an established industry which has been with 
somewhat of profit and to the supply of the entire country until within a 
very few years. By reason of the entire absence of 8 competition it 

sie tat Une 


has always been an article placed upon the free list 
1882, when extensive deposits were discovered in India, and since 
the mining industry has been pursued there with, as the data w have 


before me show, labor at 50 cents ger on; plus the little co clo’ be 
used as apparel; and inesthetic New Hampshire our kind of le have 
been called upon to pursue this industry with mica on the free in com- 


petition with that sort ofservilelabor. The result has been that the indus- 


try in New Hampshire and the industry in North Carolina have been para- 


lyzed and substantially destroyed. 

At the present day over four-fifths of the mica used in the country is im- 
ported. It is brought here in the form of ballast in ships. It costs next to 
. these mines are located, and is of course å very much reduced 
article in price, so that the domestic industry is destroyed. 

The Senator subsequently stated that mica has also been dis- 
covered in Siberia and that vessels are bringing the Siberian 


mica to the United States mined by the convict labor of the 
Russian Empire. 

Thereupon the present Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH] gave some slight encouragement that a duty might be 
placed upon mica, and asked that the amendment might be 
passed over without prejudice and the discussion ended for that 
day. 

The consideration of the paragraph came up again on the 4th 
day of September, 1890. The debate is to be found in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 21, part 10, beginning on page 
9724, where Senator BLAIR again stated the case and said that 
the taking off of the duty on mica of 25 per cent ad valorem, 
which had been placed upon it prior to 1883, had ruined the in- 
dustry. I read from his remarks: 


Now, I want to say in regard to this industry that the entire amount of 
mica consumed is between seven and elght hun tho gapiar wort 
A single mine in New England properly worked would pr: at least 
a million a year. There are thirteen mines in our State (only one or two o 
them are now in operation) that have been in operation until the circum- 
stances of the last few years to which [havealluded. Something like seven: 
existed in the State of North Carolina. Over thirty have been worked in thi 
course of the last ten or twelve ye and so far as I know not a single one 
of them is now in operation; or Sera only one or two. The industry was 
absolutely ruined by reason of the of proper protection. 


The Senator proceeds then to state that the consumers of the 
article are the stove manufacturers and the electric light com pa- 
nies, and he contends that the cost of the stovesin which mica 
is used is not increased to the consumer by a duty upon mica 
and he contends that there is no reason why the electric ngb 
manufacturers should have free mica for their dynamos. e 
says: 


They are protected in their patents and in everything that enters into 
their business. 


They win the — ee rofits of any business that is now be carried o 
in the GOETS and if they do pay for the article which they being in from £ 
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abroad, it is actually of no eo nence whatever. It will not be folt in the 
cost of 3 to the people of the United States if this article id placed 
upon the free list. 

Thereupon the discussion was continued. The Senator from 
Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, advocated a duty. The Senator from 
Kentucky, Mr. Carlisle, participated in the discussion and stated 
that the industry had seeméd to be prosperous while mica wás 
upon the free list. I read from the debate: 

Mr. BLAIR, I beg the Senator’s pardon. It has been utterly prostrated 
through that policy until only one zine is in operation in State, and, so 
far as I know, only one in North Carolina, every other one being absolutely 
destroyed. It is not a case where we are to establish a new industry, butto 
reyive an old industry already destroyed. 

ter I read from Senator BLAIR: 

‘Will the Senator allow me to say in to that, that there is a mica. 

trust which controls this matter abroad. ese little manufacturers of mica, 


th scarcely any capital at all. They 

The Senator from raring e STEWART] advocated a duty on 

mica: So did the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], al- 

though he stated that there was no mica in Conneeticut. e 
Senator from Connecticut said: 


My information is that in the new State of not yet represented 
Geox Tass ote: pirmai erap aai (Erona tree en one: te dpe 
worked and which is of the pest character. 


The Senator from Montana, Mr. Sanders, stated as follows: 


In the State of Montana there haye been recently found large beds of mica, 
and I am well satisfied that we shall de there an industry of no incon- 
siderable tude; and in conjunction with the existence of mica in the 
otber States I think it is wise that we should lay a duty upon it. 


Ino read from the remarks of the Senator from North Car- 


olina [Mr. RANSOM]: 

——.—.— 1 get na — r 
ö rr that you can of, paysa du 
why mica should not the reasona an Hg ani nan can not 
to what has-been so said by the Senator from ay may Sr age 
immense mica deposits in Nort and I believe in too. I 
geo the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH] in sight ot me. I think there are 

E 3 


Mr. RANSOM. Gentlemen from the great- West aay they have it there, and 
if we puta tarif duty apon almost every other of buman consump- 
tion T da not.see why should be . SEES PA 
the tres list, when it is stated here, when itis demonstrated before the w 
—.— that putting mics- upor the free list has destroyed the industry in 

There the Senator from: Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
came to the defense of the crip mega ner ad Ser that the 
mines of New Hampshire and other parts of the United States 
could not produce sufficient mica to supply the demand in the 
UnitedStates. The question went to a vote, and the Senate Fi- 
nance Committee were defeated. This seemed to have been an 
occasion upon which the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH] the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] were a little 
discouraged about the doctrine of protection. This was one lit- 
tleinfant ind i 

Mr. ALLISON. Itcertainly musthave been the Senator from 
Rhode Island, because I have never been discouraged in any 
vote except in that particular case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I find the yeas in favor of putting mica 
upon the free list, begin, ‘Messrs. ALDRICH, ALLISON.” Isup- 
pose the constant and habitual association of those two Senators 
misled the Senator from Iowainto voting with the Senator from 
Rhode Island on that oceasion, and that he really thought per- 
haps unless mica should be protected the mica in this coun 
would not be developed. He perhaps voted from that esprit 
corps which sometimes prevails in committees, and which ex- 
ists now strongly between the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] and the Senator from. Arkansas [Mr. JONES], so that we 
notice no difference of opinion between them on any question. 

I only regret. in this case that if the Senator from Iowa 
thought really that the mica industry was * protec- 
tion, he did not pull the Senator from Rhode Island hi „in- 
stead of having the Senator from Rhode Island pull him in his 
direction. 

At any rate the cause of mica protection: triumphed by 34 
votes to 21, and I find among those whojvoted to reject the prop- 
osition to putiton the free list, when the House had decided 
op a 35 per cent duty, Senator Barbour of Virginia, Senator 

lodgett of New Jersey, Senator BUTLER of South Carolina, 

FAULKNER of West Virginia, Senator Gibson of Louis- 
iana, and Senator GORMAN of Maryland, Senator Hearst of Cali- 
rnia, Senator RANSOM of North Carolina, and Senator Vance 

t North Carolina. 

All those Democrats voted for the protective duty of 35 por 
cent ad valorem upon mica. So Senators will see that the cause 

f protection to mica at that time had a very handsome Dem- 

tic support; aud the protection then given can be con- 
ued to-day if we can have the votes of the same Democratic 


tors now in the Senate who voted for a duty on micaatthat | 
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time and were not deterred from voting for a duty upon mica 
because the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Rhode 
Island faltered in the good work of protection. 

The duty of 35 per cent ad valorem went upon mica, and there 
has been a considerable American product; E do not know how 
much. Senator BLAIR stated that the product consumed was 
seven or eight hundred thousand dollars’ worth a year. I find 
that the importations under the present law are considerable. 
In 1891 there were $110,000 worth of mica waste, and $21,750.01 
worth of mica. In 1892, $179,865.12 worth of mica, and in 1893, 
$214,679.99 worth of mica were imported, So the Senator from 
Rhode Island was mistaken in saying that this country could 
not supply the demand. 

Mr. DRICH. I do not think the Senator from Rhode 
Island was mistaken at that time. I notice that the Senator 
from New Ham has fallen into a habit of thought that I 
think is common perhaps among people who have a, particular 
industry upon which they want to have a very high duty placed 
in thinking that any man falters in the cause of protection who 
is not in favor of the highest possible duty upon every conceiv- 
able product of the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I notice that the Senator from Rhode 
Island sometimes falls into a habit of thought which is 
this: That although every duty which he thinks ought to be 
protected must be pro yet that any duty which he does 
not think worthy of protection must go to the wall. 

Now, I think this duty is to be stricken down for the benefit 
of the electric dynamo manufacturers in this country, and if I 
am speaking under the influence which a Senator is likely to 
have in reference to an industry in his own State, I may sa 
perhaps the Senator from Rhode Island, insensibly to himself 
of course, may ba influenced by the disposition to.cheapen the 
manufacture of electric dynamos in co for I can con- 
ceive of no other interest that would be o to maintaining 
the duty upon mica, [regret that I have not the estimate ag 
to the amount used in this country, but I have certainly given 
the correct figures as to the amount imported. 

It is only 000 worth. Ibelieve, the statistics presented 
by Senator BLAIR, my former coll showed that six or 
eight hundred 1 8 me 88 rhs ae 
country every year. that case, then s coun 
shown under the operation of the 35 per cent ad valorem duty its 
capacity to produce two-thirds or three-quarters of all the mica 
consumed in this country. 

As I look at the subject, there is not any doubt at all that the 
present duty should be continued. I can understand why there 
may have been a disposition to cut it down from 35 per cent ad 
valorem to 25per-centadvalorem. Ihave been living in hopes 
that the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM], who spoke 
and voted in favor of the 35 per cent ad valorem 2 85 which waè 
imposed in 1890, and who assisted in securing this duty by his 
voice and his influence, would succeed in inducing the members 
of the Finance Committee to put at least a duty of 25 per cent. 
ad valorem upon mica in the bill. 

Mr. President, I do not see this result accomplished 3 the 
Senator from North Carolina. I see this industry which is bő- 
ginning to grow, which was simply on the varie the production 
of all the mica that is needed in the United States, doomed tö 
destruction if the bill I can not understand wh fae 
industry can not be allowed to survive, as it is to be kopai 
many of the industries of this coun may survive, notwi' 
standing the ‘Passage of the Wilson b; 

I shall not detain the Senate longer, 1 is muc 
to be said upon this subject. I ve that this duty is be 
sacrificed to the desire of the Senators upon the other side o 
the Chamber to strike down the industry, that it is bein 
sacrificed in the interest, and possibly spon tt the influence 
the great electric dynamo manufacturers of this country, wh 

robably are imbued with a spirit such as has been suggest 

y the Senator from Rhode Island this afternoon as appl 
to myself and other Senators who care for any industry in theif 
own State, the spirit which leads them ta desire to have free o 
duty everything which they use in their manufacture in th 
conduct of their business, and to bs protected either by paten 
or otherwise in the enjoyment of a monopoly of the business 
manufactu’ electric dynamos in this country. 

I do not believe that is a sound principle upon which to d 
with this subject, and as the electric companies of this countr., 
have large privileges and large opportunities, I think they sho 
be compelled to submit to the development of the mica indus 
in this ċountry, and that it should not be sent to destruction 
all the mica thatis used in this soniy introduced and furnished 
by the cheap and degraded labor of Siberia and of India. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the — —— - 
pro by the Senater from New pshire [Mr. Q 
The amendment was rejected. 


1894. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 
The 8 read as follows: 


553, SS et crude or unmanufactured. 
888 Mineral waters, all not 8 and mineral salts of the same, ob- 


tained by evaporation, when accom: mee! duly authenticated certificate, 
showing that they are in no way 


and are the product 
of a designated mineral spring; . G 8 ‘ater, and all similar 


‘waters. 
556. Minerals, crude, or not advanced in value or condition by refining o 
grinding, or by other process of manufacture, not specially provided for în 


this act. 

Mr. VEST. Returning to the paragra; D rego mica on the 
free list, pa ragraph 552, the remainder o e. paragraph after 
the word Re mica” ought to be stricken out, as I understood my 
colleague on the committee to withdraw that amendment. The 
same provisions are virtually contained in paragraph 556. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 556 is very much the same, and 
paragraph 552 ought to be Gis out, 

Mr. VEST. I Sn ht all to be stricken ont except the 
word mica,” “ should remain. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT: The amendment to paragraph 552 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out a = paragraph 552 after the 
word “mica,” in the following words 

And metallic 5 substances in a crude state, and metals unwronght, 
not specially provided for in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


557. Models of inventions es of other in the includ- 
ing patterns for machinery, but no — be dee shall be deemed a or pat- 
tern which can be titted for use otherwise. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I move to add as a new paragraph 
the small print at the top of e 106. 
The VICE-PRESIDE: The AES will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Add as paragraph 
557}. Molasses testing not above 40° 3 is and containing 20per 
cent or less of moisture. 
The amendment was e ogg 
The VICE-PRESID The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


558. Moss, seaweeds, and table substances, erude or unmanufactured, 
not otherwise mpesaby. provided for in this act.a 
= —— , crude, e 


S185 

563. ETN Se ae 0 — kima Lorg which nickel is the compo- 
nent material of chief 

Mr. JONES of preda I move that paragraph 563 be 
stricken out. 

The amendment was bain Sie 

Sh VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceo 

The Secretary road as follows: 


564. Nux vomica. 


565. Oakum. 
800 Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and umber 
N ae ROARED specially provided for in this act, dry. 
aniline, asp Amo api ne enes parira ag ri anise or anise seed, 
aspic or spike lavender, bergamo! eput, caraway, cassia, cinna- 
t, chamo; , citronella 8 lemon grass, civit, cotton seed, cro- 
ton, agg a 9 — or Jasimine, Juglan r. lavender, lemon, 
limes, mace, neroli or orange flower, nut oil or oll of nuts not otherwise 
special oo for in this act, — oll, olive oil for manufacturing or 
"of roses, p unfit for eating and not ot provided for in this 
palm and cocoanut, rosemary or anthoss, sesame, or 
sesam A: oF bean, um, red or white; valerian; and also 
spermaceti, whale, and other fish oils of American fisheries, and all other 
articles the produce of such fisheries; petroleum, 3 5 or refined. 


58 5 Committee on Finance reported to amend paragra ph 5 
age 107, line 9, after the word all,“ by striking out.‘ 8 
ark cles the produce“ and inserting “‘ fish aaa other rop P 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert, in line 1, p 
107, after the word flower,“ “ 8 grease, “and tostri 8 
out the comma as it a 8 in the prin 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; the comma — to be stricken out. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ flower, don page 107, line 
1, insert “ enfleurage grease.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words 
‘other For the produce,” in line 9, and insert "fish and other 
produc 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Atthe endof the I ic I move 


to insert the proviso as printed in small type ` 
That if petroleum, crude or refined is im from any coun- 
try which im a duty ón the mom the U: 


samo article © 
1 a collected upon 
crude or refined, e Shali bo lovlod, paid, and coll to the — 0 
Mr. QUAY. I wish to offer an important amendment to this 
paragraph, and on it I wish toaddress the Senate at some length. 
Fo fame the Dosgni i the bill to let the paragraph go over until 
morro 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there . — 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I could not hear what was said by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. QUAY. My request is that the paragraph shall go over 
until to-morrow without further action, for the reason that I 
have an important amendment which I desire to offer to it and 
which I have mislaid. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Under the circumstances of course I 
can not object, acs Joke I should be glad to dispose of the par- 
agraphs as we reach 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the paragraph 
will 10 ape over. The Secretary will proceed with the read- 
0 5 
‘he next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, to 
strike out paragraph 569, in the following words: 
569. Olives, green or prepared. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert as a new paragraph: 
509. erude or unmanufact and not adultera con 9 
per — p py over of morphia. ye ragi rota 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
75 88 and N aa not preserved, candied, or otherwise prepared. 


The ee on 2 reported to strike out paragraph 

i in the following words: 
72, Orchids, the valley, azaleas, palms, and 

5 under Bs deh cut . — or Sac ame e e 

The amendment was to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

= Senta of gold, silver, and nickel, and nickel matte. 

575. Paintings, in oil or water colors, 1 . — sketches, 
vided for inthis ack bus — stan 2 yas here bse used {shall 2 
wood, or metal, ofa — or sculptor only. > 2 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend raph 575, 
2 875 108, line 6, after the aed “only,” to strike on such;“ 


n 


- 


after the word “wood, » to insert “or, ” and in the same 
line, after the word “sculptor,” to strike out only, and insert 
as used in this act, s not be un- 


Sa productions, „in Iine 6, the words whether round or in relief,” 
aan to strike out such, ” in the same line. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘only,” in line 6, strike out 
e guch,“ and after the. wo: Of seamen in the same line, in- 
sert “whether round or in relief.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whatis the m perio i of the word round“ 
in that connection? I do not understand its meaning there. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand it means the full, com- 
plete figure—tfull relief entirely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 7, I move to insert the word 
or,” before ve word „metal,“ and in the same line I move to 
strike out “o oe and insert the words printed in italics. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary willstate the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, after the word wood, insert 
“or” and after the word“ sculpture, strike out the word 
“only,” and insert the words— 

And the word “ painting," as used in this aes . —.— not be understood to 
include such as are made wholly or in part by stenciling or other mechan- 
ical process. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire tostrike the entire paragraph 575 from 
the free list, viz: 


„ and statuary, not we 
herein used shall be un- 


— — 
process. 


6524 


And insert the present law, paragraph 465 of the McKinley 


act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 575, 
on page 108, and insert: 

Paintings, in oil or water colors, and statuary, not otherwise provided for 
in this act, 15 per cent ad valorem: but the term “statuary as herein used 
shall be understood to include only such statuary as is cut, carved, or other- 
wise wrought by hand from a solid block or mass of marble, stone, or ala- 
baster, or from metal, and as is the professional production of a statuary or 
sculptor only. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, if this amendment shall be sus- 
tained paragraphs 686, 687, and 688 of the pending bill provide 
for the entry of foreign oil paintings, water colors and statuary 
when to be used for exhibitions, museums, education, and cul- 
ture. No art the work of an American artist residing abroad 
has ever paid duty under an American tariff law, and will not 
under the proposed change. Many so-called American artists 
living abroad are in fact, by long absence, almost foreigners, 
but these are also exempt. 

Mr. President, all the tariff laws of the United States, I believe, 
have recognized foreign oil paintings, water colors, and statuary 
when imported for private use, luxury, and commerce as articles 
of luxury, and classed them for revenue along with silks, feathers, 
diamonds, ribbons, jewelry, velvets, champagne and other wine, 
brandies, and Persian rugs. There is no protective element in 
this classsfication. It is revenue from articles of luxury. For- 
eign oil paintings, water colors, statuary and artists’ proofs of 
etchings and engravings, for private use, in homes, houses, 
saloons, bar rooms and what not, are luxuries. Youcan not eat, 
drink, or wear them. 

Free luxuries and taxed necessities do not work well together 
in a proper government under a tariff law. 

The several tariffs on foreign art and for luxury were, in the 
tariff of 1790-91, 1792, 10 per cent ad valorem; acts of 1794 and 
1795, 10 pa cont; acts of 1797-1800, 12+ por cent; acts of 1804 
1807, and 1808, 15 per cent; acts of 1812, 1813, 1815, and 1816, 30 
per cent; acts of 1841 and 1842, 20 percent; acts of 1812 and 1846 
paintings on glass, 30 per cent; act 1861, to March 3, 1883, 10 

r cent; act March 3, 1883, 30 per cent, and by the act of Octo- 
r 1, 1890, the present law, 15 per cent. 

It will be noticed thatparagraph 575, in addition to foreign oil 
8 water colors, and statuary, adds to be admitted free of 

uty, and artists’ proofs of etchings and engravings.” Artists’ 

roofsot etchings and Stan fbr are copies signed by the artist 
or etcher or engraver, or by both, and are frequently held at high 
figures. The dealers purchase the plates and then corner the 
market as to prices. These, along with foreign oil Fa 
water colors, and statuary, are favorite investments of the rich, 
for private use and luxury. These are to be exempt from duty. 
They are bought by the rich. The favorite investment of the 
average American in the foreignart line isan unsigned etching 
lithograph, chromo, or a pantograph; these, it will be observed 
by paragraph 311 of the pending bill, are to be taxed 25 per cent 

valorem. is seems to be a most glaring inconsistency. 

The revenues in this bill are claimed tobe laid where possible 
chiefly on articles of luxury—and properly should be. Why not 
give the poor man his low-priced picture free while giving the 
rich man his ‘h-priced picture free? Shall Mr. Vanderbilt 
enjoy a $50,000 picture in his private house free, while Magee 
pays 25 per cent ad valorem for the privilege of his small 
chromo? 

Shall Mr. Havemeyer, the sultan of the sugar industry, bow 
in his private house before a $40,000 oil painting free of duty, 
while Smitz, a sand pounder or furrow-turner, must pay 25 per 
cent ad valorem when he hangs in his house an unsigned etch- 
ing or a chromo, lithograph, or photograph? 

f Mr. Vanderbilt, or Mr. Havemeyer, or any otherof the rich 
atrons of foreign art, and whose houses contain millions of dol- 
ars’ worth of foreign art, desire foreign art to enter America 
free, let them import and present foreign art to any museum, 
art gallery, school, or other place of instruction, and where the 
public can see it, and then it will be admitted free; but when 
they import foreign art for their private useand luxury, as they 
do diamonds, silks, velvets, champagnes, etc., let them pay a 
duty. Shall a man be exempt from a tax because he is rich? 
The discrimination proposed by paragraph 575 and 311 would 
eee to be a legislative recognition of a most dangerous propo- 
sition. 

For the year ending June 30, 1893, the importation of foreign oil 
paintings and water colors was in value $2,086,764.69. The duty 
collected on the same at 15 per cent was $313,014.71. The for- 
eign statuary imported during the same time wasin value $175,- 
002.16. The duty collected on the same at 15 per cent was $26,- 
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250.32, a total importation of foreign oil paintings, water colors, 
and statuary, 3 by foreignartists, 82,261, 766.85, on which 
a duty was collected of $339,265.03. 

This foreign made and produced art was imported entirely for 

rivate use and luxury, or as articles of commerce, because had 
it been imported for education, museums, art galleries, or agso- 
ciations, or other means of public culture, it would have come 
in free of duty. 

The proposition embraced in paragraph 575 is to presentabout 
$350,000 annually to the rich picture dealers and buyers of for- 
eign art to be used for private luxury. 

In the many efforts made by rich men in the past ten years to 
repeal the duty on foreign art used for luxury, there have been 
some notable contests and several speeches of value made against 
it. In 1884, and again in 1890, there were three speeches against 
it which can now be read with profit. 

In the House, in May, 1884, the Ways and Means Committee 
reported ona bill on the subject. It was a bill to merely reduce 
the then 30 per cent duty to 10 per cent. On the 19th day of May 
1884, on this bill reported by Mr. Hurd, of Ohio, the 1 0 
Representatives, after a full discussion on the question of sus- 
ponang the rules for the passage of H. R. 6751, which was to re- 

uce the tariff duty on foreign art used for luxury from 30 to 10 
pr cent, refused to do so bya vote of 52in its favor to 179 against 
t, 92not voting. Of the 52 who voted aye only 17 survived in 
the Congressional election of that fall. 


Mr. MILLS, now a Senator in this Chamber, not a Senator 
then, said: 


Mr. Speaker, Iam opposed to this bill not so much on accountofthe amount 
ofrevenue that is involved init as on account of the violation of what I believe 
tobe the correct principle of Jovy ing taxation. The whole of our onerous sys- 
tem of Federal taxation is levied on consumption. Wedonottax the property 
ofthe wealthy. Now, I hold that all 5 ought to be taxed, because 
property is powerless; the object of government is to protect, and that 
which needs protection more than else in this world is 18 
But our whole system of taxation is levied on consumption, and rests in- 
discriminately on all the population of the country irrespective of their ca- 
pacity to pay; that is, faba e of the amount of property they own. It 
ought to so apportioned even in le it on consumption that the 
wealthy should bear some appropriate part of the burden. 

Now, here it is pro that we shall take off taxation from a lux- 


my: * 

painting is a luxury; a fore painting especially is a luxury which 
costs much money. It goes to ——. the 58 of the wealthy; zon you 
ought not to take off the taxation they pay when the House itively re- 
fused the other day to reduce the taxation on a woolen shirt. You refused 
to reduce the taxation on woolen goods and on boots and shoes, and on farm- 
ing implements, and on all implements with which our plo toil to make 
theirdaily subsistence. Yo urefused to take 20 per cent off thattaxation; and 
yet you are ready to reduce the taxation on a magnificent painting from % 
per cent down to 10 per cent. 

On the oe of labor, some of them, you levy a tax of from 75 to 101 
per cent. e necessaries of life in the shape of clothing and food come in 
under a rate of 76 of 100 per cent, and you ‘refused to reduce it to 50 
or 60 per cent. at the same time you propose to bring down the 
duty on the spn pty a tings which are im: to adorn the parlors 
of a Gould or a Vanderbilt to 10 percent. And the House was asked to put 
them on the free list because the tax was burdensome. Whata record we 
are m: to go before the country upon! How strong an appeal we will 
be able to make to the people of the United States upon such a record! 


I also quote from the speech of Mr. Dunn of Arkansas, u 
Democrat: 


We, the Democrats, seek to make all taxation equal and uniform, to limit 
it to the actual needs of the revenues, to remove all unnecessary taxation, 
and to take it off of the common necessaries of life and letit rest as far as 
possible upon luxuries. Every argument that comes from the Republican 
side of the House, and every motion that comes from members on that side 
of the House, is an ument or motion based upon the idea of protecting 
something or somebody, and the only inquiry with thom is, Whom does it 

rotect and how much does it protect? The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Kasson] holds up a bundle of petitions from American artists at home and 
abroad and says that they ask for no 3 Ido not care what protec- 
tion they ask for or do not ask for. If they ask me for protection I would 
refuse to give it to them as protection and for the sake of protection. 

+ * * Limit this bill to the simple removal of these discriminations, and 
leave the tariff on the works of art, as you do the tariff on all the neces: 
sities of lifeconsumed bythe poor, and I will vote for it; but when you re- 
duce the tariff on works of art and other luxuries of the rich, I demand the 
same or a greater reduction on the necessaries of life. 

Mr. KASSON (Republican). That isall this does. 

Mr. DUNN. Oh, no! itreduces the tariff on works of art from 30 to 10 per 
cent. And this reduction of taxation is on luxuries and fine ornaments of 
the very rich. Not only can the poor not afford these things, but people of 
average good fortunes can not. è burdens, galling as they are, that rest 
upon the great masses of the people, are to remain as the pressing necessi- 
ties of a great war that ended twenty 2 ago left them. 

These are some of my objections to the bill. Itis wrong in principle and 
unjust to take taxes off of the luxuries of the rich, while we are refusing to 
take off the necessities of the poor. * + * 

Tax the salt of the humblest laborers of the land and take off the tax from 
the one-hundred-thousand-dollar header and other works of art of the mil- 

Is that justice? Tax the wool hat or the blankets of the tolling 
millions, and take it off the luxuries of the rich! [Applause.] Tax tha 
trace chains, the implements of industry of the laboring masses, and give 
the wealthy their 1 ries and ornaments free! Give away the revenues of 
the 8 from whisky to jobbers, but leave the tax to be paid by the 
consumer 

Sir, go on in thatline of revenue reform and the country will rise up and 
ask us, Is all this poean of tarif reform a Trojan horse with an army ot 
spoilsmen concealed within it, or are you earnestly and honestly for reform- 
ing the administration and reducing taxation? [Applause.| Sir, let us all 
50 home, if that is the rule, and it that is to be our policy, with our heads 

wed down in shame and humiliation, confessing our sins, and calling upon 


g 


the mountains to fall upon us and hide us from the sight of a deceived and 
betrayed people.. E 
A oni sir, it is unfortunate that no man can speak for the sapere here 
thout being howled against as a communist or a demagogue. Sir, that 
denunciation has no terrors for me: and so long as I stand here you shall 
never, with my consent, remove taxation from whisky, nor from works of 
t, nor from luxuries, nor from silks, nor from fine raiment of any kind, 
anti you reduce it on all the articles consumed by the toiling poor and the 
overtaxed people of this country. [Applause.] 
Hon. GEORGE W. COOPER, of Indiana, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives May 14, 1890, said on the McKinley bill: 


47, 

Now, by this bill, all this revenue is to be surrendered. For whom and 
why is this done? It is sald that it is done to encourage art and cultivate 
the taste, but this is not so, for already all such articles are admitted free 
of duty where it is shown that they are for public galleries, to be placed 
upon exhibition for the benefit of the public. No, Mr. Chairman, it is to en- 
able the rich, who can always get a hearing here—it is to enable them to 
decorate their parlors and ornament their homes without the payment of a 
tax. 


This tax was reinstated in the Senate by the Republican ma- 
jority, and is now the law. ; 

Mr. President, there is much more of the same kind that has 
been said b; 8 in the two Houses of Congress upon this 
subject, aan t does strike me forcibly that the discrimination 
made between the massive and costly oil painting of the man 
who is able by his fortune to put hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars of costly oil paintings made abroad in his dwelling, against 
the man who isonly able to hang in his house a cheap lithograph 
or engraving of some kind, is one that ought not to be made. 
In my judgment one of the surest tests of a refined disposition 
is to find in the house of a citizen a nice picture of some kind, I 
care not how cheap it may be. It may not be worth 50 cents or 
a dollar, and yet it is silent evidence of the fact that works of 
art, cheap as they may be, deficient as they may be, are highly 
appreciated by the members of that family. 

Pao not believe it is either wise or just to the common peo- 
ple of this country that the cheap pictures which they hang in 
their houses shall be taxed 25 per cent ad valorem, or in fact 
any sum whatever, and yet a picture, which in itself amounts to 
an enormous fortune, be suffered to be brought into this coun- 
try entirely free of duty, If American citizens are able to go 
abroad and purchase at fabulous prices the works of foreign art- 
ists and hang those pictures in their houses as a private luxury, 
why should they not be compelled to pay a tax equivalent at 
least to the tax that is paid upon the cheaper pictures of the 

oorer classes of our poopie; e haye a right to demand that 
hese articles shall placed upon the taxable list when used 
for this purpose. 

The amendment which I offered, and which is now the law, 
provides that when these pictures are placed in museums, or in 
art galleries where the people are permitted to see them, they 
shall be admitted free; that whenever they are placed where 
the great masses of our people for a small compensation can visit 
them and get the benefit of them, in our academies and places of 
that kind, they shall be admitted free, but the moment that 
they are taken into a private residence to adorn it, the moment 
they become a luxury of the man who can invest thousands, and 
even hundreds of thousands of dollars in luxuries, that moment 
in my judgment they should pass from the free list to the dutia- 
ble list. 

I know of no reason, and I do not believe the American peo- 
ple will see any reason why splendid works of art should be ad- 
mitted into this country as a matter of private luxury, while the 
cheap pictures of the farmers,and the laboring men throughout 
the country are taxed 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask for the yeas and nays upon agreeing to 
the amendment. J 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
whether he proposes to incorporate the present law? 

Mr. ALLEN. That is the identical amendment. It is the 
present law. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like at this time to offer an amend- 
ment to the pending bill to have it printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment will be re- 
ceived if there be no objection. It will be printed and lié on 
the table. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I should like to have an px- 
planation from the committee as to the propriety of the para- 
graph proposed to be stricken out. Of course, I have been vot- 

g all along to sustain the committees, but unless I can haye a 
reason given that has not occurred to my mind against the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska, I shall be 


very much embarrassed. I am unable to see any reason why 
the paragraph should stand. I hope, therefore, that the com- 
mittee who have the management of the bill will furnish a 
proper reason for this proposed legislation. 

r. VEST. The Senator from Mississippi as a matter of 
course, like any other Senator, has a perfect right to know the 
reason why we have reported the provision. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly I have. 

Mr. VEST. My reasons(and I think my colleagues on the 
committee agreed with me) were that everything in the way of 
art, which elevates our people, which increases the love of the 
beautiful and the refined, which makes usin every respect a bet- 
ter es should be encouraged by legislation. 

The McKinley act put a duty of only 15 per cent upon these 
articles. We propose to put them upon the free list, because, 
if great artists see proper to bring their work to this country 
in order to elevate the taste of our people, in order to create 
the generous competition between artists which always is to be 
encouraged, we did not think that, with the other provisions 
in the bill, it was necessary to put a tax upon the productions 
2 the artists, but that they should rather be encouraged to come 

ere. 

I had occasion to say this morning, and I repeat, that no 
litical exigency would ever induce me to shut out from 
country any work of literature, no matter what branch of litera- 
ture it might appertain to, that gave new thought and better 
thought to the people of the United States. £ 

I am nota worshiper of the esthetic. I am not aconnoisseur in 
painting or in sculpture. But, Mr. President, as an educated 
man, fit to be here as the representative of an educated people, 
I must say that one tendency of this age is going to the extreme, 
and that is the tendency to the exclusively practical, that we 
should escape if possible from all that seems to be æsthetic, or 
beautiful, or artistic, and confine ourselves to absolute physical 
necessities. 

The greatest peoples of the whole world have been those who 
were practical and at the same time devoted to art and scul 
ture. When the people of the United States by their leg 
tion discriminate against art in any shape, whether paint- 
ing, or sculpture, or fine literary production, then the d ence 
of the A will commence. There is something else in this 
world besides meat and bread and clothing. A people who have 
nothing else are on the verge of barbarism. A people who can 
not admire art, who eschew it because it is unnecessary, will 
soon degenerate into fit subjects of despotism. 

As long as I have a place in this body, I shall vote to encour- 
age everything that lifts and elevates the people, and without 
criticising other Senators, I should, with my opinions upon this 
5 prove derelict in every way to my sense of duty if I did 
not do so. 

When a great painting comes to afree people, it aks to 
them oftentimes with a voice which oratory can not rival. It 
teaches themagreatmoral lesson. It encourages them to heroic 
endeavor. It softens the hard places in the everyday life of all 
of us, and leads us to that higherand better life for which every 
human soul must aspire. 

I hope I shall not be accused of sentimentality, for I am not a 
sentimentalist; butasa legislator, representing agreat Common- 
wealth,whichI 9 ad vanced not only in material wealth 
but in the love of the good and the great and the beautiful, 
shall by every vote and Word of mine encourage sculpture, paint- 
ing, music, literature, and all that makes our human life better. 

r. GEORGE. Mr. President, of course I amimpressed with 
the eloquent remarks of the Senator from Missouri. I know the 
ennobling influences of fine paintings and of fine statuary. But 
what I would like to know is this: In every tariff which hasever 
been enacted, if the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is cor- 
rect, commencing with the very first and extending to the pres- 
ent hour, duties were laid upon this kind of property. In the 
McKinley tariff act a duty was also laid upon it. I fail to see 
that the American people have not advanced morally, artistic- 
ally, or in every good way during all this long period, with the 
duties imposed upon these works of art. 

I do not think that thére has been any retardation of our ad- 
vancement by reason of these taxes. Call mea radical if you 
please, or what not, there is, I am bound to say, a great deal in 
the argument made by the Senator from Nebraska that, when 
the works of art, the engravings, lithographs, ete., which be- 
come the private property of the poor are imported into this 
country they are taxed, and when the great works, which cost 
large sums of money, and which can only be the private prop- 
erty of the rich, are admitted itis proposed that they shallcome 
in free of duty. 

There is in the human heart, and especially in the Ameri 
heart, a sentiment which demands equality in burdens as we! 
as equality in civil rights and political privileges. So, as a 
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lain man, if provision be made, as suggested by the Senator 
m Nebraska, for the admission of statuary and tings free 
of duty when they are to be put in public gall where the 
people at large are to be admitted to view them, I can not see 
why, when they are admitted for the simple private use of a 

rivate verson, they should be exempt from taxation. 

I should like to know how much educational influence is im- 
parted to the great mass of the American people by the impor- 
tation of a fine picture, or a fine statue, and ing it in a pri- 
vate house where the great mass of the American people are 
not permitted toenter. That kind of a painting or statue may 
contribute to the 1 it may contribute to the artistic taste 
of the owner and family, and the friends who are permitted 
to visit his private gallery, but how it is to contribute to the 
advancement, to the welfare, to the education in an artistic 
sense of the great mass of the American people, I fail to see. 

Then again, Mr. President, Bg yi „Which we have 
just passed, books and pamphlets printed exclusively in lan- 
guages other than English,” are to be admitted free. If the 
view presented with so much beauty and with so much elo- 

uence and force by the Senator from Missouri be correct, 
at he would not exclude from the American poopie any op- 
portunity to commune with the great thoughts of the great men 

. of the world by a tariff tax, I should like to know how we are to 
justify the paragraph which I have read. You allow persons 
who are so well educated as to read foreign languages, whether 
living or dead languages, to import their books free, and you 
exclude from the great mass of the American people the oppor- 
tunity of reading, of considering, of being improved by any- 
thing said by a foreign author in a l ew. he can read. 

So, Mr. President, I believe the best way to settle the ques- 
tion raised by the Senator from Nebraska is to reénact the 

mt law upon this subject. Then those ms who are 

. vored by fortune so as to enable them to import for their 
; private galleries great works of art, whether paintings or stat- 
uary, may be compelled to share the burdens imposed by this 

bill upon the humble to purchase engravings and ren ee 

I do not see how, in legislating for a free people, a people com- 

as well of poor as of rich, we can draw this line of distinc- 
tion as it is drawn in tho bill. .So, I hope that for once the 
Senate may reénact A pees of the law which is so much op- 
posed upon this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have no desire to detain the 
Senate any length of time. Ifullyand heartily concurin all that 
has beensaid by the honorable Senatorfrom Missouri [Mr. VEST] 
as to there being more in this lifo than merely struggling for 
animal existence. I am not an artist myself; I am not related to 
any artist; I have but very little of the artistic in my nature; 
rf yet I think I i BIST a fine painting or a pictureas well 
as any man alive. I might not be able to describe it in classic 
language, I might not be able to express my appreciation to any 
very great extent, and yet [ believe all people are conscious in 
avery great degree of the influence which a fine picture exercises 
over them. 

The law which is now in force levies atax upon the oil paint- 
ings which are painted abroad and which are imported into this 

: country and used exclusively in private residences. 

Is there any reason why Mr. Belmont, forinstance, should im- 
port a $50,000 oil 1 from Europe entirely free of any tax 
whatever, and I should pay upon a cheap representation of that 
picture which I hang in my house 25 per cent ad valorem or 27 
cents a pound? I can not indulge in these luxuries, but I am 

rfectly willing that he shall. I do not envy him his riches or 

ability to gratify his taste in that re aig but I say if heex- 
pends his money by the thousands of dollars in Europe for for- 
eign-made pictures and s them in his house to the exclu- 
sion of the public, he should be required to pay a tax upon such 
ictures the same as upon any other eee e but whenever he 

ings those pictures where the Senator from Missouri, and I, 
and the common people of this country can look upon them and 
enjoy them, when we can feel the inspiring influences of those 
pictures, then they should come here free of taxation. 

The time never will come when the committee will be able to 
explain to the common people of this country why they suffer 
those great pictures to come here, which involve fortunes within 
themselves, and go into private residences, and then tax the 
picture which goes into the house of the poor man 25 per cent 
ad valorem or 27 cents a pound, as this bill does. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, 1 merely want to add a word to 
what has been said by the Senatorfrom Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], 
and that is to give the amount of duty collected upon oil paint- 
ings and statuary during the past year, 1893. From the report 
as given in the appendix to the bill now under consideration, I 
find that the value of paintings in oil and watercolors imported 
in 1893 was$2,086,764, and the amount of duty collected was $313,- 
014.71. The value of the statuary impo was $175,002.16, and 


the duty collected was $26,250.32, making a total of some $340,- 
000 in round numbers. g 

I submit that in the adjustment of the tariff schedules here 
day it is very much a matter of revenue as to whether we s 
exempt certain articles or impose duties upon them. e 
American people, after what has been said this afternoon with 
reference to oil paintings end statuary, will want to understand 
why it is that we exempt those which are used only by the rich 
people of the country, and deny ourselves a revenue of about 
$340,000 from them, and place a tax upon the paintings and lith- 
ographs which are in use in the homes of the poor people. 

That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would kindly withdraw that 
motion for one minute. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I wish the Senator from Tennessee would 
yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall be obliged to yield to the Senators, 
but I regret the necessity of it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think there is a good reason 
for the action of the committee in this ticular, independent 
of the one which is generally stated, and on which they can vin- 
dicate themselves to any audience, whether of simple and plain 
people or other people. I am not speaking now of the fact that 
a great work of art is an instructor to people; that it is like a 
great book, and that sooner or later it gets into public galleries. 
The ownership of these things by private persons is always very 
brief, as the ownership of great properties is brief. But Ido 
not put it on that ground. i 

Nearly ove which pays a duty in the tariff is imported 
forconsumption,and isconsumed. Food products, whether they 
pay a duty or come in free, are consumed in the year; nearl 
everything perishes with the „and if it is material for 
something else, it is used as a mate and changes its char- 
acter, and the article which is made of it, in its turn, is worn 
out, whether it be clothing or medicine or anything else; but 
the — 5 eg 3 a part N property of the 
man whoimpo: a tang: and I suppose in ever 
State of the Union it is taxed ead ch oe S 

Itis in Massachusetts, and I do on know of any other State 
where it is not. So, if I import—if I could afford to do so—a 
$20,000 picture, I have to pay a tax on something which will 
constantly be increasing in value, as all paintings do with age 
if they have any value to begin with, forever to the State. So 
it does not escape taxation, but is taxed more than any other 
article in the tariff. When an article is imported and is con- 
sumed, itis taxed but once; but a work of art is taxed eve 
year, year after year. ‘Therefore, there is a reason which 
think will satisfy the people of all the States. If it is imported 
on the 30th of April and gets into the port of Boston, it is taxed 
in Massachusetts the next day, the Ist of May, to the owner. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me to ask him a 
question, I ask him if that is not true of a horse or an ox? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; itis true to some extent of the horse and 
of the ox, but it is true to a very brief extent. If the ox is im- 
ported and fatted, thatis the endof him. If the horse is im- 
ported he lasts two, three, or five years—I do not know what 
the average age of a horse is in point of use. I heard of a Ver- 
mont deacon once who sold a horse which he called 7 years old, 
which was discovered to be 18 years old, and when he was ques- 
tioned about it he said, They lie so about the og horses 
that I do not put any confidence at all in them.” t is about 
the only instance of an article imported which goes into State 
taxation at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. Task the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
he thinks there ought to be any discrimination? If oil paint- 
ings and valuable pictures are to be admitted free for private 
use, why not do the same thing on the cheaper grade of pictures 
for the masses of the people? / 

Mr. HOAR. I am not sure that I should not be willing to do 
that on the cheaper grade of pictures spoken of by the Senator. 

It is true that even if a paintingisina private galery, the owner 
does not keep it for his own use, exclusively, but a great aed 
see it and enjoy it. Take Mr. Walters’s picture ery at Balti- 
more. People go over from Washington and the surroundin 
cities on regular days to see that collection of pictures, and 

is a semipublic institution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is it not true that in the citiesof Boston, Philadelphia, 
New York, and other similar cities, there are millions of dol- 
lars’ worth of oil paintings of a high order, which are kept fo 
purely private purposes and which the public are not permit 
tosee? 


Mr. HOAR. Ido not know about the city of New York, but 
Ido not think it is true in the city of Boston. I think generally 
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t the paintings belonging to people in Boston gointothe art 
8 the atheneum, where they are seen by the public. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the very interesting angu- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] in toed- | 
ucation in art, it seems to me does not apply with force, espe- 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Missouri 
8 He has not voted, and therefore I refrain 
rom ios, 
The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 36; as follows; 


YEAS—5. 
cially in regard to statuary. It seems to me that it would be | g 
much more for the interests of art and its ere in ane — : Kyle, 7 : Enon 
this country, if our artists and our sculptors resided here and Chandler, George, Perkins, Toller. 
had their studios here where the le could visit them, see | Davis, Hawiey, Power, 
the designs, see the models, see their works in the course of } NAYS—26, 
construction, and see them when completed. As it is now, it is ee Gordons cates. ear Roach, 
a mere question of mechanics. Our scul reside abroad, not Berry, Gray, Sortan. Sautes, 
because there is a greater atmosphere of art there, but because | Brice, Hale, Murphy, Turple, 
the mechanics who execute their work can be employed there 3218 ee Palmer, y 8 
very much cheaper than they can be here. Daniel” Haar 3 Tortes 
"he case is different with paintings where the artist himself | Fautkner, Jones, Ark. ‘Washburn, 
executes his design, but in statuary he merely makes the clay Frye, Lindsay, Quay, 1 
model; he rarely ever in these days touches the chisel. The NOT VOTING—3i. 
ancient sculptors executed their own works, but the sculptors | Allison, Dixon, McLaurin, Piatt, 
of the present day make their clay models, and the work is ex- 3 ——— — ares Bansom, 
ecuted entirely by a mechanic, by a system of measurements. Sates Hacc oath Santoro: — — ber 
. ——— tm chet | Camden, E —— 
mpleted. I have he can à 
stud os in Italy say that it was merely the mechanical question; Cameron; le peer Oregon Wolcott. 
that they would much prefer to in America, that their | Coke, Jones, Ney. > Pettigrew, 


orders came from America, that they would prefer to live here, 
and that they should like to be here to see their customers; but 
that they were obliged by the cost of execution to reside abroad. 
They canemploy mechanics in Italy who will execute accurately 


at 80 cents or 81 a day, and the stu- 


an 8 from the cla 
8 ll of them. here, the workman would receive at 


least three times that. That is about the average difference in 


wages. 

Tam in favor of the amendment, because I think in both re- 
spects, cially in regard to statuary, it is for the encourage- 
ment of education in art to do to induce our artists 
to come here and execute their work here, and because it would 
give protection to American labor and American mechanics. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 


roll. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know What is the exact mo- 
tion before the Senate? 2 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion before the Senate 
is the striking out of ph 575 and the insertion of the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]. 

Mr. GEORGE. And not the motion tolay the amendment on 
the table? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr. GEORGE. Itisa vote directly on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
Mr. Harris] has withdrawn the motion to lay on the table. 

‘The Secre proceeded to call the roll. = À 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Tam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. The Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is d with the Senator from 

Bours] I suggest to him that we transfer our 


Mr. GALLINGER. I vote ea.“ 

Mr. GEORGE. I vote yea.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I suggest to the 
Senator from Georgia that I am paired with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and that we transfer pairs and 
vote. 

Mr. GORDON. Very well. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote “nay.” : 

Mr. MCLAURIN (whenhis name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. mingar, A 
Mr. PALMER (when his name was gag ing paired 
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HaNSBROUGH], I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], and 
vote nay.“ 

Mr, PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. If he were present 
Tshould vote “yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
‘the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

‘The roll call was concladed. 

Ma. BLACKBURN.. I am pen with the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON}. I learn that he has not voted, and 
I withhold my vote. 


I 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwas absent from the Chamber attending a 
meeting of the special investigating committee when ph 
308 was passed. I now ask permission to turn back to that 
a Dhan and I move to strike out the substitute forthe para- 


graph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I must object to going back to 
another part of the bill which has been passed It is a 
violation of the unanimous- consent agreement of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then L desire to give notice that in the Senate 
at the time I shall ask a se te vote upon it. 

Mr. JO: of Arkansas. That is all entirely proper and en- 


tirely lar, and I have no objection to it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 


pr 
The Secretary read as foliows: 
— orne. of @escription, including all grasses, 

3 ot every ption, a a fibe: 
Tags, waste, shavings, clippings, old paper, rope ends, waste rope, — 
bagging, old or refused gunny bags or gunny cloth, and poplar or other 
woods, fit only to be converted into paper. 

578. Parafiine. 

579. Parchment and vellum. 

580. Pearl, mother of, not sawed or cut, or otherwise manufactured. 

581. Pease, green, in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar packages. 

582. Peltries and other usual goods and effects of Indians passing or re- 
F the United States, under such regulations as 
he Secretary of the may prescribe: Provided, That this exemp- 


1 — shall not apply to goods in bales or other packages unusual among In- 
ans. 


583. Personal and household effects, not merchandise, of citizens of the 
United States dying in foreign countries. 
— Pewter and britannia metal, old, and fit only to be remanufactured. 


gal and ap) tus, instruments and ee: 

E nat Seating, Spectator is bed aus cot ts as ot a 
e use 

institution incorporated ‘or established for religious, philosophi- 


8 
cal, educational, scientific, or literary purposes, or for encouragement of 
the fine arts, and not intended for sale. 5 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 


Mr. ALDRICH. T hope the Senator from Arkansas will not 
insist upon that amendment. Ido not know why these dier- 
ent societies should be permitted to import utensils free. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The utensils are meant to cover 
simply those that are used for scientific purposes. It seems to 
meas proper that they should be included as are other things 
of the same sort. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly the word apparatus covers all 
utensils which could be used for scientific purposes. It seems to 
me 1 word “utensils” opens a door which should not be 
opened. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A contention was made before the 
committee by persons who represented this interest, that this 
word is absolutely necessary to include classes and things of the 
same nature and character as these, and the impression made 
upon the committee was that that was correct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


— 585, after the word“ apparatus,“ in line 7, to insert “ uten- 
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The next amendment reported by the Committee on Finance 
to the p: raph was, in line 8, to insert including bottles and 
boxes 8 the same.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported by the committee to the para- 
graph was, in line 10, after the word ‘‘ etchings,” to insert in- 
cluding stained or painted window glass or stained or painted 

glass windows.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw that amendment. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 
The reading of the bill will proceed. r 
_ The Secretary read as follows: 

583. Phosphates, crude or native. 


587. Plants, trees, shrubs, and vines of all kinds, commonly known as 
nursery stock, not specially provided for in this act. 


Mr. HALE. What has become of the amendment of the com- 
“mittee to paragraph 587, as indicated by the brackets? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that that 
is not a committee amendment. 

Mr. VEST. We offer no amendment there. We do not pro- 
pose to strike that out. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out the paragraph. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves 
to strike out paragraph 587. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

688. Plaster of Paris and sulphate of lime, unground. 

580. Platina, in ingots, bars, sheets, and wire. 

sls and ati Rara speed a pacers adapted or conte sees 
r. Plows, tooth and disk 3 harvesters, reapers, agricultural drills, 


and planters, mowers, horse rakes, cultivators, thrashing machines, and 
cotton gins. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There isa committee amendment 
ere. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re- 


rted. 
The SECRETARY. After the word gins,” inline 3 of the par- 
agraph, it is proposed to insert: 
Provided, That all the articles mentioned in paragraph 591, when imported 
from any country which lays an import duty on e articles co from 


t; 
the United States, shall ba subject to the duties existing prior to the pas- 
sage of this act. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the committee 
amendment as indicated on the paper I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to amend the committee 
amendment so as to make it read: : 


Provided, That all articles mentioned in this paragraph, it imported from 
acountry which lays an import duty on like articles imported from the 
Matted s tates, £ be subject to the duties existing prior to the passage of 

ac 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


502, 33 

503. Plush, black, known commercially as hatters’ plush, composed of silk, 
or of silk and cotton, and used exclusively tor making men's hats. 

594. Polishing stones, and burnis stones. 

595. Potash, crude, carbonate of, or black salts.” Caustic potash, or 
hydrate ot, including refined in sticks or rolls. Nitrate of potash, or salt- 
ee 3 N ee of potash, crude or refined. Chlorate of potash. 

uriate of po 

596. Professional books, implements, instruments, and tools of trade, oc- 
cupation, or employment, in the actual possession at the time of persons 
arriving in the United States; but this exemption shall not be construed to 
include machinery or other articles imported for use in any manufacturing 
establishment, or for any other person or persons, or for sale. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in para- 
graph 596, after the word sale,” in line 28, to insert: 


Nor shall it be construed to include theatrical scenery, properties, and ap- 
parel, but such articles brought by proprietors or eae of theatrical 
exhibitions arriving from abroad for temporary use by them in such exhi- 
bitions and not for any other person and not for sale shall be admitted free 

eee may pre- 
0 


ot duty under such e as the Secretary of the 
scribe; but bonds shall be given for the payment to th States of 


such duties as may be imposed by law upon any and all such articles as 
shall not be exported within six months after such importation: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Treasury may in his discretion extend such pe- 


riod for a further term of six months Yo case application shall be made 
therefor. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert in line 3, on e 
111, after the word “sale,” the words and which have 8 
used by them abroad.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

pg Pulu, 


Mr. PERKINS. I hope that the committee will not insist 


apoo placing quicksilver upon the free list. If they do, I should 
certainly like to hear some reason given for that action. 
Quicksilver is an industry in which California is especially 
interested. Of all the States and Territories of this Union, 
California is the only State which produces quicksilver. There 
are from twenty to talrig million dollars of capital invested in the 
industry. It gives employment to 5,000 miners, to mechanics, 
to laborers, to machinists, to our foundries and machine shops. 
It consumes the supplies produced by the farmer, gives employ- 
ment to wood-choppers, to coal-miners, to charcoal-burners, and 
thousands of others who are dependent upon this industry. 

Noone, to my knowledge, has asked to have quicksilver placed 
upon the free list. There are only four countries in the world 
which produce quicksilver in any considerable quantity. Those 
countries are Spain, Austria, Italy,and California. The Idria 
mines of Spain have been werked for more than 2,000 years. 
They belong to the Government of Spain. They are worked by 
convict labor, by cheap labor brought into Spain. The same is 
true of Austria. For the past five years the mines have been, 
and for the next twenty-five years will be, under lease to the 
Rothschilds of London. The whole prcduct of those mines be- 
longs to the Rothschilds, and if you strike out the duty on quick- 
silver and close up this industry in California, it will be done in 
the interest of the great Rothschilds of Europe. I think they 
have money enough without asking the people of the United 
States and the laboring men and mechanics, to contribute more 
to their great fund. 

Not only that, but the mines of Spain and Austria are the 
richest cinnabar mines known in history. The average yield of 
cinnabar is 10} per cent of quicksilver, while in California we 
have worked our mines, and the most they have ever reached 
has been about 2 per cent of quake ner during the past ten 
years. Last year they went as low as 1f per cent of quicksilver. 
I can not understand any reason why this article should be 
placed upon the free list. 

I find by comparing the figures on page 194 of the Mineral In- 
dustries of the United States for 1890, that when there was an 
increased 8 in California prices invariably declined. 
When the California production decreases prices advance, show- 
ing that the California production for forty years has in great 
measure controlled the prices of the world. It has been the 
equalizing lever which has prevented the Rothschilds from com- 
ing in here and crushing out the industry, and then charging 
our people what they please for their quicksilver. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask the Senator from California 
a question, if he will yield. 

r. PERKINS. ith pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. Itis as to the statement the Senator has just 
made. Do not the Treasury reports show that we imported 
94,000 pee and exported 424,000 pounds last year? 

Mr. PERKINS. The books of the Treasury show that in 1893 
California produced 30,164 flasks of quicksilver, about 2,262,300 
pounds; they show that we exported about 5,600 flasks of quick- 
Silver, or 425,000 pounds, and that we imported 94,000 pounds of 
quicksilver. 

Mr. VEST. That is what I said. 

Mr. PERKINS. Showing a surplus of about 4,000 flasks of 
quicksilver, which we produced in this country more than were 
required, and those 4,000 flasks of quicksilver we were enabled 
to export by reason of the cheap freights on the Pacific coast. 
We sent it to British Columbia, we sent it to Mexico, to South 
America, and Australia; but we are producing in California 
about what we require for use in this country, while last year 
there was a surplus of 4,000 flasks of 75 pounds each, which 
our people produced and sent abroad at its actual cost so as to 
keep our mines running. If weclose up the cinnabar mines they 
fill with water; the 8 must be removed, the furnaces cor- 
rode, and the machinery is eaten away by iron rust. To close 
down the mines means death to the industry. 

So our people, with their enterprise, their goaheadative- 
ness, their application, have ee their mines running; and last 
year we were able to export 4,000 flasks ofquicksilver. Instead 
of censuring us for it, the Senator from Missouri should com- 
mend the enterprise of California for being able to do this. If 
we had not done it we should have taken out of this country 
hundreds of thousands of dollars to add to the riches of the 
Rothschilds, instead of putting that money into the pockets of 
our American citizens. I can not, asI stated before, see one 


reason why quicksilver should be placed upon the free list. 


I reiterate that at the New Almaden mine, which was the only 
rich mine we have ever had in the United States, the 1 


of cinnabar would compare with the -paroon eof S h cin- 
nabar. We find that in 1874 it produced only 27,000 flasks of 
quicksilver, but in 1875, 1876, 1877, 1878, and 1879 e 
respectively, 50,000, 75,000, 70,000, 65,000, and 75, flasks. 


While the price in 1874 was $118 per flask, in 1876, when the 
production was trebled, the price dropped to $53 per flask; and 


1894. 


by 1879 it had fallen to $34 per flask; eh ee wholly due to 
the production of this article of commerce in California. 
ere was alittle variation in the price after the duty wasim- 
poren in 1883 until the production commenced to run down very 
argely, amounting, in 1886, to 29,000 flasks, 5 against 75,000 
flasks i 1876. By continuing an examination of the list we find 
this to be the case, that as California’s production diminished 
the price increased,and as California's production increased the 
price diminished. An examination of the statistics will show 
that while quicksilver was on the free list from 1875 to 1883 it 
sold for a higher price in the London markets than it ee in our 
markets. e United States was used by the Rothschilds as a 
dumping ground for their surplus supply of quicksilver, and the 
prices in Europe and London were very much higher than they 
were in the United States. 

The conservative policy of the Rothschilds has influenced them 
in producing quicksilver as it has in their great financial busi- 
ness. They could to-day take out ten times the quantity of 
quicksilver which is required for consumption in mining, in the 
arts and sciences and other industries, but they only produce 
what is necessary to supply the trade and to keep the prices up. 

I believe that the cost of quicksilver to us in California is not 
less than $27 per flask, and yet it can be produced in Spain as 
low as $8.50 per flask. It is only because we are producing this 
that we are enabled in a great measure to control the market 
price in this country; but if you close up our mines, as this will 
surely do if pre var is permitted to remain upov the free 
list, we shall be at the mery or the Rothschilds of Europe. 

In 1878 we had thirty working mines of cinnabar in Califor- 
nia. To-day we have only eleven, and six of those produce less 
than 100 flasks of quicksilver per month. Yet our people are 
prospecting, are delving into the earth; they are bringing u 
cinnabar; they are taking it to the furnaces, are reducing it, an 
turning out the liquid quicksilver, paying the money they re- 
ceive for it to our people. 

I beg of you, I entreat of you, not to do this great wrong to 
the people whom I in part represent. We have a great State 
on the western line of this continent, and this Congress have 
sent some heavy thrusts hometoit. They putcoal and vHoyput 
lumber on the free list; they pas wool on the free list; they have 
struck down 50 per cent of the duty upon our fruit, upon our 
vines, and they are striking at our various industries. There 
may be some reason for some of those things you have done, but 
I challenge anyone to successfully show why quicksilver should 
be placed upon the free list, when the only competitors we have 
in the world are the Governments of Spain, of Austria, and of 
Italy; and those Governments are under contract for all the pro- 
duction of all the mines with the great house of Rothschilds. 

Five thousand—yes, ten thousand—peoplein California, directly 
and indirectly, are dependent upon the quicksilver mining of 
that State. They are working for very small interest upon their 
capital. They are paying out eighty-odd per cent of their gross 
receipts for labor, and 15 per cent more goes for supplies. y 
will you, then, ruin this great industry in which our people are 
80 deeply interested? The greatest reduction you can make, if 
you are fair, if you are just, is to ređuce itin the same ratio of 
percentage that you have reduced the tariff upon other things. 
The duty to-day is 10 cents a pound. If, then, you will reduce 
it, reduce it in the same l percentage that you have the 
balance of the schedules, which I understand to be about 30 per 
cent. Our people will accept a reduction of 30 per cent if you 
will make it specific, 7 cents a pound. But I beg of you not to 
go below that figure. California will believe that you have dealt 
d with her if you do. 

ifornia cast her last electoral vote for the party which is 
to-day in the majority. She did not believe that that great 
party, with its traditions, with its history, with its protestations 
and declarations of what it would do for the laboring man, for 
the workingmen of this country, would do this thing. The peo- 
le who gave their votes for that 1 7 which to-day controls 
heir destinies and their interests did not believe you would be 
so unjust to them as to strike at this great industry. 

Therefore, I ask again if you can not permit the law to stand 
as it is, then reduce it in the same ratio that you have reduced 
the tariff upon other articles which have been before you for 
consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the only thing thatis advanced 
on this destruction of the quicksilver industry is the statement— 
for it can not be called an argument—which the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEsT] makes, that we exported a large quantity 
to some other country. Asa general proposition, that amounts 
to saying that the moment an industry in this country gets 
sufficiently strong to command its own home market and export, 
it will be stricken down. But this is very easily explicable; 
fhough I doubt very much if the Senator from Missouri knows 

w these exportations have come about. A very large ex- 
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portation was made in 1891; I will take that as an example. I 


quote from the letter of the vice-president and general manager 
of one of the quicksilver mines, who says: 


Boston, December 26, 1893. 


DEAR SIR: I inclose you herewith memoranda relating to quicksilver, 
which I think you will find sufficiently Complete to explain the state of the 
industry. We invested our capital under existing laws and ph de cy + that 
capial aa surely would be done by putting quicksilver on the list, is 
neithér just nor right. 

The chief objection raised against our industry by Mr. WILSON was that 
at times we were enabled to export some quicksilver, notably in 1891, when we 
opi 575 or 4,000 flasks to Mexico. This occurred under anomalous con- 
ditions. By one of those spasmodic efforts which the Rothschilds put forth 
once in a great while, in November of that Te they raised their price of 
quicksilver from £6 10s. to £10, and six weeks later it was back to its former 
price. Wesold all the quicksilver we had to Mexico, where we had the 
advantage of them in the matter of freight, believing it to be good busi- 
— to do so, when we could get such an advantage over the ruling price of 

e year. 

It is only when some such sudden and uncertain jump in the price occurs 
that we can think of competing with them for rt. You are well aware 
from my former conversations with you that the returns for the capital in- 
vested in this industry are very meager, and with the duty of 10 cents per 
pound taken off, with the present low grade of ores, it would mean ruin to 
our business and closing down of the California mines. 

I wish to thank you heartily for your courteous attention, and assure you 
that I appreciate it most highly, and should the opportunity ever present 
. 9 ne he moss ashe 5 8 ang it in kind noraa I can. 

e est Fe , I am, very re: ; 
W. B. BUCK MIN STER, 
Vice-President and General Manager, 
ina Consolidated Maeve Mining Company, . 
Napa Consolidated Quicksilver Mining Company, 


and representing the Quicksilver Mining Company of New Almaden, Cali- 
fornia; the Standard Quicksilver Mi Company, California; the Sulphur 
Bank Quicksilver Mining e California; the Redington Quicksilver 
Mining es 257 California; the New Idria Quicksilver g Company, 
California; the Napa Consolidated nln Com F 
the Great Eastern Quicksilver Company, California; the Great 
Western Quicksilver Mining heer ogg A California; and the Great Eastern, 
No. 2, Quicksilver Mining Company, California. \ 
Hon. HENRY CABOT LODGE, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. President, that illustrates precisely the condition of this 
industry. The Rothschilds hold a monopoly of it practically. 
The product of Italy is very small, and the Rothschilds control 
the mines in Idria, Austria, and the minesin Almaden, Spain, 
and they could make the price of quicksilver, except for the 
California competition which has been built up here. When 
they raised the price, as in 1891, when they pushed it from £6 
10s. to £10, at that moment the California product began to pour 
into Mexico, as appears from our Treasury reports, and down 
the price came. 

Quicksilver is used chiefly by miners—I think I am correct in 
that statement—and every man engaged in practical mining will 
know that, if you withdraw the California competition, you will 
have an immediate rise in the price of quicksilver, which they 
so much need; in other words, you make a monopoly when you 
close the California mines, and the removal of the duty on quick- 
silver will close the Californiamines. The Rothschilds, control- 
ing the Spanish and the Austria mines, will pour in quicksilver 
here at low prices, made by low wages, until they have closed 
every quicksilver mine in the country, thrown all the plants out 
of operation, disperse the miners, and then they will raise the 
price of quicksilver to our miners to any price they like. IfI 
am mistaken in this statement the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART], whom I see sitting near me, can correct me. 

If anyone will take the trouble to examine the tables which I 
shall print in the RECORD, he will notice that the price of quick- 
silyer has declined when the California mines were encouraged 
and running full, and it has gone up in exact proportion as these 
mines have been shut down, as when quicksilver was on the free 
list, to which the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] has al- 
ready alluded. t 

There never was a plainer case of the interest of our people in 
maintaining an industry than in this case of quicksilver. It 
seems to me to be absolutely without any excuse whatever; and 
the argument about our exporting it turns out, as I understand, 
to be an argument in favor of maintaining it, for it shows the 
capacity of the Rothschilds to lift the price of quicksilver; and 
if we are not there with our competition there is nothing to pré- 
vent their putting it to any poe they like. 

Taking off this duty and the breaking down of the American 
quicksilver mines means the raising of the price of quicksilver 
and the putting of agreat many millions into the pockets of 
the Rothschilds. 5 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator kindly explain how the 
Rothschilds came to control the foreign mines? 

Mr. LODGE. The Rothschilds have control of the mines of 
Spain and Austria. 

Mr. PERKINS. Under a thirty-years lease. 

Mr. LODGE. I was going to say they have control under & 
thirty years’ lease; under mortgage to secure a debt of 
countries they hold those mines a bsolutely. 
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75 SePinp ; 
; ot the d a this past at all. 

ma ai acta Mesias Rin fee | Uy Sa er ea 
8 and ee oe nes paid for labor, ours being making the co Would Ue with the Spanish and Austrian Governments: ag 

e and the: . thschilds, and ‘cy. 

Mr. HALE. The Rothschilds are creditors of these countries, thks au w.. atta i a AAE Macht ph i American mines, 
and have the mines as security? ; 1 — — estar ty * a duty of 10 cents per pound. This is little 

Mr. LODGE. They are creditors and have the mines as se- enough, and we ask iu co ration of the capital involved, and the labor 


curity; they control themabsolutely, and there is no quicksilver 
supply outside of Austria and Spain. They are the creditors of 
theS h Government; the mines belong to the government, 
and the governments have pledged the es and given them 
over to the Rothschilds to work as security for money which the 
Rothschilds have lent those governments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the whole business outside of the 
Uniied States is a governmental trust? 

Mr. LODGE. The whole business outside of the United 
States, except a very small gono in Italy, is the pro y of 
the Spanish and Austrian Governments, in the control of the 
Rothschilds—there is no else—and it is a governmental 
trust, as the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
suggests. If you take the table which I have here, and which 
I shall not read to the Senate, you will see that the range in 
poop has varied precisely with the activity of the California 
mines. 

We not oie hare to pay higher rates of wages, but our rock 
is not so r as that in the Spanish and Austrian mines. 
The only way that we can hope to compete with them is by a 
protective duty, and if we can have it we can keep down the 
world’s price of quicksilver. It has been done, and it is a mat- 
ter of lute proof that if we do not keep our niines open the 
Rothschilds will raise the price, just as they raised it in 1891, 
when we exported 4,000 flasks of quicksilver to Mexico. They 
raised the price and put it up £4 a flask, 820 a flask, and they 
kept the price there for six weeks. It was the American com- 
petition which forced it down again, and which keeps it down 
to all our miners. 

ĮI now ask leave to insert in my remarks the statement and ta- 
bles to which I have referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, it 
will be so ordered. +: 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

QUICKSILVER. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 11, 1893, 
To ths Honorable Chairman and Members of the 
Ways and Means Committee, Washington, D. C.. 
GENTLEMEN: Sulphide of mercury, or cinnabar, from which quicksilver is 
Zita i am tpartat atest cuore giving employaiont to ove §,0N be 
uc * * 
at good wages, and representing a seed tO of invested capital. The 
only other countries produ this are Spain, Austria, and Italy, 
the first. two produ largest amount and owned and worked by 
the hand A’ Governments, I produ but asmall amount. 
NTT 
riod of thirty years . — 1870, in repayment of a loan made by them to ine 
Spanish Government of £1,696,000, with interest at 8 per cent per annum. 
ntil the discovery of the American quicksilver mines quicksilver brought 
a 3 rice, more than three what it is selling for at present, 
andt uction of the California mines has, therefore, since their dis- 
controlled the price of quicksilver in the world, a a 
and Austrian mines from having a coset pg ese 
two in Spain, and Idria in Austria, are very rich and hold 
immense reserves. The ore is found in two immense bodies or chimneys in 
the Almaden, and shafts have been sunk toa depth of a thousand feet, find- 
ing the mineral fully as rich as it goes down. e grade of the ore in the 
Almaden and Idria is about 4 cent. 
‘ornia mines the mineral is found in 5 — 
istances ore 


1 per cent, 
. — D haven e Spanish mines with the New Almaden of 
ear by year the es e New en o 

California, nr the amount of rock mined, we find that in the S 
mines 98 per cent of the r mined was enough to run through the 
; while in the new aden of ‘ornia, 24 per cent only could be 
used, showing Sere ena of the rock mined was waste—the New Almaden 
the most complete figures and a fair sample of the 


wages man in Spain are 60 cents; the average r 
The average cost of a flask „ 
Almaden, Spain, is 7.80; the average cost in California is $33.31, of which 78 


cent is labor. Comparing the two, allo for sake of com 
Rat the wages paid in Bp in were boleh an . . 1 
the cost of a flask of ver in S 27.86, of which there was paid for 
8, 0 od a flask in Califoraia is 


labor 78 per cent, or 36.1 0 — 
$33.31, of which there is paid for la cent, Or 825.98, showing a difer- 
of 0.8 r flask. stand- 


Dor r 
ence in wages to the Amé workman 
0 3 
= 
1250 
22 ĩͤ v “I 25800 


The amount produced in this country is its needs at present, 
But little has been imported for a ore ot. sinee the imposition 


of five thousand men employed at good wages, that it be kept at the present 


rate. 

Quicksilver is an article which can be used only forspecific purposes 
narrow limits, and the price has little to do with the consumption. A low 
price will not extend its uses, which are confined to amalgamation of ores, 
vermillion, and mercurial 
in mining. the td figure 5 preparations of mer- 
by a duty higher — that on quicksilver, so that no det- 


— is low, which 
an ad valorem guy does not do, but affords great protection when least 


The quicksilver mines of this country are ling forexistence because 
of the low prices exis and were lower to come, would have to suc» 
cumb to foreign com tion. The a gs of ore now being worked is but 
little over 1 per cent, ylelding 20 pounds of quicksilver to the ton; while the 
Almaden of Spain yields between 10 and if per cent, or over 200 pounds to 
the ton—a difference in favor of the Spanish mines of 180 pounds per ton. 

You may ask why we are able to compete with quicksilver uced in 
Spain at $7.86 per flask, while the cost o on here is 31. Spain 
authorized the loan in 1870, from Messrs. Rothschilds, of £1,698,000, hypothe- 
cating the Almaden mines and stipulating therein that they should not sell 
om at less than £6 per flask (which at 
resent rate of 3 amounts to 820.75 per flask) and as much more 

t. If to £678., the nt ice, we add the duty of 
oe flask, we have $37.50, which we can o for quicksilver in com- 
petition with 


agreement with the Rothschilds, the Messrs. 
ds enjoy without interest all the money which collects from the 
sale of quicksilver in London during the until the settlement in tors 
above 28 per fask in London for trying fo improve the selling price of quick 
above r fias. ndon for toimprove the si 0 ＋ 
silver. Finally by article 10, in the same agreement, they are — — to 
sell such quicksilver for £6 per flask, but no less, as Messrs. Rothschilds 
think ble to send to other markets, whatever the 12 may be in 
London. So that, though the price may be £8, £9, £10, or £11 in on, as 
it has been within the last three years, they can use this country as — me 
ing ground for their surplus product ata price of not less than £6 per flask. 
n other words, it is only the prod m of quicksilver in California 
which keeps us from being subjected to a tie monopoly. It is an arti- 
cle which we must have to reduce our gold and silver ores, and did we not 
produce it in competition with the Ro we should have to pay their 
price of not less than £6 in any event. and as much more as they could force 
us to 22 25 agi speech of Señor Marcoarto, delivered in the Spanish Senate, 


.) 
In other words, we are at the me! — — 
Messrs. Rothschild if we 


Lae monopoly which is con- 
O no! 
silver or nearly enough for our own needs in this 


produce sufficient quick- 
col Since the Cali. 


ucer, 
22 be ke: 
Were this duty allowed 
no question but what,iwith the low grade of ore which we aremow mining, 
the ornia mines must shut down. Once shut down it is not only a red 
tion of enormous expense to reo them, owing to their becoming filled 
with water and shafts and tunnels caving in, but it is a question of time as 
well, and it would take many months, if not years, to put them in active 
working order if they were once closeddown. Capital is timorous of invest- 
ment and would hesitate to seek again any employment in which it has been 
so grievously disappointed. Again, quicksilver can in no sense be called a 
raw material. It isa manufactured article, into the production of which 
labor largely enters, quite as largely as any manufactured article produced, 


averaging 78 per cent of the total cost in wages alone. 

To summarize: The ores of Almaden, S and A rum Ii per 
cent ore: the ores of the California mines average but 1 cent. The cost 
of a flask of quicksilver in Spain and Austria is $7.86, which price is increased 


to the consumer by the Rothschild monopoly to gat the lowest, and as much 
more as they can increase it; the cost of à fiask of quicksilver in Califor- 
nia is $33.31, 78 per cent, or $25.98, of which is in wages alone. The industry 
gives employment in California to about five thousand men. Were tho 
mines closed down these men would be out of employment and driven to 
seek work in other branches; thus displacing a like number of men, or low- 
ering the wages of all, for supply and demand govern the labor market. 
Our own country produces sufficient quicksilver for its own needs, in 
which case any importation from abroad must displace an equal amount of 
American uct, and the money paid for the same goes into the coffers of 
the Rothse instead of into the American workingmen's pockets. The 
of a product manufactured exclusively by foreign 
governments (which themselves have a high protective tariff) to the detri- 
ment and ruin of an American industry is an anomaly in our revenue laws 
which we beg may not take place. The foreign mines are owned by govern- 
ments; our own mines are owned by individual citizens. 
ich are reliable, will the honorable chair- 


t, 
drive into other industries 5,000 laborers earning unequaled Nhe, et 
will be the inevitable result of such determination. In my opin on it would 
be wise to increase the tariff to insure the continuance of t: industry to 
compete with a monopoly of foreign bankers in an article that has no equiv- 
Our consumers must have it ut some price or abandon enterprises 


requiring its use. 
uch a course would violate no principle of protection or free trade, as 


except that of nature's. 1 — law, selt- preservation. 
I have the honor to be, very truly, yours, 
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of California; the New Idria Mining Company of Californias 88 
ornia; the 


Mining 
8 sng oe apy wd of ‘ornia; the Great Western Consoli- 
8 g Company of California; the Great Eastern, No 2, 
0 0} 


See Exhibits A, B, and O, attached. 

The returds on capital invested are very meager. In the ten years from 
1874 to 1884 the production was 590,224 flasks, In the ten years from 1884 to 
1804 (1894 estimated) the production was only 286,866 flasks, showing con- 
clusively that it there were any great profit in the business the output would 
have increased rather than diminished. 


EXHIBIT A. 
STATISTICS. 


Comparative statement of rates of import duty on 
tariff acts, from July 80, 1846, to 


icksilver under the several, 
‘ay 21, 1890. 


Act of— Duty. 

July 30,1846... 20 per cent. 
March 3, 1857 15 per cent. 
March 2, 1861 -| 10 per cent. 
August 5, 1861 ..... Do. 
December 24, 1861 Do. 
July 14, 1862 Do. 
March 3, 1883 

30, 10 and 15 per cent, 
March 3, 1865 Do. 
March 16, 1866 Do. 
May 16, 1866... Do. 
June 1. 1866 ............. Do. 
July 28, 1866... 2-22... .....--.- 15 per cent. 
March 2, 1887 Do. 
March 22, 1867 Do. 
March 25-26, 1867 Do. 
February & 1888. Do. 
July 20, 1868 Do. 
February 19-24, 1809 Do. 
July 14, 1870. ................ Do. 
December 22, Do. 
May 1. 1872.. 90 paeo cent of existing duties: 
June 6. 1972. x 
1 Free list. 
March 8. 1883 10 per cent. 
ch Soe ar E A 10 cents per pound. 


The act of May 21, 1890, was as follows: “Quicksilver, 10 cents per pound. 
The flasks, bottles, or other vessels in which quicksilver is impo: „ Shall 
do! bea the same rates of duty as they would be subjected to if im- 

rted empty.“ 
7 Soon list. Quicksilver flasks, or bottles, of either domestic or foreign 
manufacture, which shall have been actually exported from the United 


States.” 
EXRHInIr B. 
WAGES. 

ney or at the Spanish Almaden mine, so far as I have been en- 
abled to o them, are reliable. 
Miners’ ore contract, per day. 22-2 n cere cane secececnesnasescnennse 80.81 
Miners’ rock contract, per day 57 
Masons in quarries, per day 1.03 
Lumbermen, per da 55 
eee DET RP coe os occ welavieamuensctqesaassuune -40 


These departments command the highest ages hence we may conclud 
their wages to be from 50 cents to 60 cents per day. 
The amount of wages paid in California for relative positions is: 


Laborers in ore chambers, per day... #2. 00 
Miners... ..5....-.<. 2. 80 
L borers on surface 2.00 
emen > 1.75 
Timbermen, including captain 3.20 
Carpenters... -..--....-...--.-... .-- 83 and 83. 50 
Blasters — 2.75 
o R a E A E D A E A E 1.50 
ORE. 

Of all the rock mined in Almaden, Spain, 93 per cent is sufficiently. good 
ore to be put through the furnaces. In California, of all the rock ned 


only 24 per cent is sufficiently good ore to go through the furnaces, 
PRICE. 


In 1850, when the Cinnabar was discovered in California, the ruling price 
per flask of 76} pounds, standard weight, was $114.50, or $1.50 per pound. It 
now $37 per flask, or 48.3 cents per pound, and though great fluctuations 
in price have occurred during the forty-two years of its production in Cali- 
10 yet notwithstanding these fluctuations, its price has been in the main 


EXHTUTT C. 
Production of quicksilver-in California, and prices from 1849 to 1893. 


y deci 


Soar Number | Highest | Lowest 
E of flasks. Price. price, 

7.7 8114.75 8884. 15 
27, 779 78.50 57.35 
20, 000 61.20 45.45 
22, 284 55:45 55,45 
30, 004 55.45 55. 45 
33, 000 55. 45 51.65 
30, 000 51. 65 51. 65 
28, 804 53. 55 45. 90 
81, 000 49, 75 45.90 
13,000 76.50 49. 75 
10, 000 57.35 49.75 
35, 000 49:75 34.45 
42, 000. 38.25 34. 45 


EXHIRTITr C—Continued. 


$15. 90 25 

45.50 90 

45. 90 45.90 

57. 35 45.00 

45.90 90 

45.90 45.90 

45.90 45, 90 

63. 85 45.90 

68. 85 57. 35 

621 68.95 65. 00 

' 642 91.80 68. 85 

750 118. 55 91.80 

50.250 118.55 40.76 
75,074 53.55 34.45 
79, 396 44.00 20. 60 
63, 880 35.95 29, 85 
73, 684 24.45 25. 25 
59, 926 34.45 27.55 
60, 851 31.75 27.90 
52, 732 29.10 27.35 
48, 725 28. 50 20.00 
$1,913 35. 00 23.00 
2.073 32.00 28. 50 
29) 981 39.00 32.00 
33, 800 48.09 36, 00 
33, 250 48.00 37.00 
25, 560 50. 00. 40.00 
22.615 58.00 40.00 
25, 584 51.00 42. 00 
27, 000 14.00 36.00 
(*) 40.00 30.00 


Not yet known, but will probably be considerably less than 1892. 

Astrong 1 * which I wish to make is, that with the increase of the Cal- 
ifornia product prices declined; as it deer prices advyai „Show. 
I production has for forty-two years controlled the price of the 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I move to strike quicksilver 
from the free list. 

Mr. STEWART. This is a product on which both the pro- 
ducers and consumers want a tariff. There is no doubt about 
that. I have been familiar with the quicksilver question for 
the last forty years, and I*will state that the principal portion 
of the quicksilver consumed in the United States has been con- 
sumed by the miners and in the mining regions. It has been 
understood that there is no check upon the Rothschilds to mo- 
8 the industry other than the production of the United 
States. 

The European mines are much richer than the mines in Cali- 
fornia; the mines in Spain and Austria are greater mines than 
ours. There is certainly 10 or 15 cents difference in the cost of 
a pound of quicksilver, and whenever there has been no duty upon 
quicksilver the habit has been to put down its price until the 
American mines were closed, and when they are once closed, it 
takes.a long time to get them in operation, for it is very expen- 
sive to start them again. When quicksilver advances in price 
the mines are again opened and when the price decreases they 
are shut down. The existence of a duty has been a great pro- 
tection to the miners in setting the price, and preventing the 
Rothschilds from controling it. 

I speak advisedly when I say that the duties which have been 
maintained for some years are essential to this industry. There 
is no objection on the part of the consumers to the duty, because 
they know very well what will happen and what has 3 in 
the past when the duty was removed. For a little time the price 
will be put down, the mines will be closed, and then we shall be 
compelled to pay the exorbitant prices which may be fixed by 
the Rothschilds. 

I hopo the committee will let the tariff on- quicksilver stand 
as it is in the existing law. Certainly that will be more satis- 
factory to all the parties concerned and to the consumer as well 
as the producer; though I speak especially in the interest of 
the consumer, 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada 
a question. I ask him is it not the desire of the miners, who 
are the great consumers of quicksilver, that this duty shall be 
kept on and the American quicksilver mines kept open? 

r. STEWART. Undoubtedly. I have received constantly 
petitions and memorials on this subject during my service in 
the Senate, and the desire has been universal that a suitable 
duty should be imposed on quicksilver. I have not known & 
single exception to it. No miner has ever asked to have the 
duty taken off; on the contrary, the miners have asked to have 
it maintained, for the reason that it gave them cheaper quick- 


silver. 

I will say to the Senator from Nevada that 
ast year quicksilver has been as low as $30 per flask, 
5 i Bosa pointreached in that period on the Pacific coast. 
n $58. 
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Mr. STEWART. If theduty is removed they will not be able 
to produce it atall; andit will only be a question of afew months 
when the mines of the United States will have to close. After 
they have remained closed for a time, it will be difficult to start 
them up, for the mines will fill with water, the machinery will 
rust, and great damage be done in every way. That is the ex- 
perience we have had for forty years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out: 

599. Quicksilver. 


Mr. PLATT. Ido not really ses why quicksilver should be 
ut upon the free list if the statements made by the Senator 
rom Nevada [Mr. STEWART], the Senator from Massachusetts 

[Mr. LODGE], and the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS], 
who oponen the-discussion, are true, Nobody in this 2 
asks that it shall be done, and the only persons to be intereste 
in it are the Rothschilds. I had observed, Mr. President, that 
certain trusts in this country seemed to have duties or the lack 
of duties according as they desired, but why we should frame an 
item in this bill simply for the purpose of 3 the Roth- 
echilds is a thing which I can not understand. 

But, if the statements which have been made, and made em- 
phatically in the Senate, that there is nobody in this country 
asking to put this article on the free list, that the consumers as 
well as the producers of it want the duty, and there is nobody 
anywhere in the whole world who wants it made free except the 
Rothschilds, it seems to me that it does require some explanation 
on the other side of the Chamber before the Senate should be 
asked to take off the duty and put quicksilver on the free list. 

Mr. LODGE. Before the vote is taken I want to say a single 
word more on thissubject—simply to emphasize the position that 
the consumers want this duty kept on. Ithink the great bulk of 
the consumers, who are mine owners, and the practical miners 
of the United States want this duty kept on, because the Ameri- 
can competition, which keeps down the price of quicksilver, is 
all-important to them. The producers want the duty kept on; 
the men employed in the quicksilver mines want it kept on. 
The dividends paid by these Amerigan mines are extremely 
small. They do not yield great incomes, 

There does not seem to be a single argument even advanced, 
except that on an exceptional occasion 4,000 flasks of quicksilver 
were exported, and because under the putting. up of the price 
by the Rothschilds monopoly our people have been able to ex- 
port and lower the price again; and for that act they are to be 
punished here, and have their mines closed. The taking away 
of the duty will close the quicksilver mines, and no argument is 
advanced in favor of it, and I have not heard of any request for 
it being made by the consumers or by any portion of the Amer- 
ican people. 

Mr \ HITE. Mr. President, I have a letter on this subject 
from a gentleman who is really the managing man in the quick- 
silver business in California, which gives certain facts which I 
think ought to go in the RECORD, and I desire them to go there, 
making some correction as to the amount of quicksilver returned 
in the Treasury reports as having been exported. There is an 
amount given there which is 2 than the total produet of 
California. In this letter Mr. dol points out how that error 
occurred, and I should like to have it go into the RECORD as 
part of my remarks. 

Mr. LODGE. Let it be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. As we are to vote on this question, I think 
we ought to know the contents of the letter, and I ask that it 


may be read. Arne! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
letter will be read. The Chair hears none, and the Secretary 
will read as requested. 
SAN FRANCISCO, May 18, 1894. 

DEAR Sir: 8 to the enclosed letter from our friend, Mr. J. Dow- 
ney Harvey, I to inform you that with my associates I had invested over 
„ ver properties in California shortly before the exit of the 
1 eee and now under the change pro in thenew 
tariff bill of putting quicksilver on the free list in place of the duty then and 
now existing of 10 cents per pound, we are threatened with almost the total 
loss of ourinvestment in an industry carried on solely in California in all of 
the United States, and, as will be shown by the papers herewith, one that is 
subject not only to the fluctuations of commerce but to the extraordinary 
competition of the quicksilver mines owned and worked by the Governments 
of Spain and Aus in addition to the risks attending all mining indus- 


3 relative position of the mines of California and Spain have not 


since the period when the Hon. Mr. Felton presented the subject to 
the House of Re tatives, except that the California mines have had 
poorer ores and lower 


rices and consequently are now more than ever un- 
ii 


ual to continue the battle between quicksilver produced in the Untted 


panducet vy the mines A Epait, and Lari: Austria, EEE owned 
u e mines of Almaden, us 0 
. and worked by the Governments of those coun! and also by mines in 
Italy, all of which have the advantage of 3 labor, in one or 
ore instances, higher grade ores, notably the aden mine of Spain, 
— The Jewel of the Crown.” . 


If the two mines—Almaden and Idria—were not Go 


as opposed to the individ a Gee 


verum 
industries of the United States in Calif 
this appeal to your assistance would have less merit and perhaps would n 
need to be e, but when "The Jewel of the Crown.“ the enofs p 
has an average production of 45,009 flasks for the eight months in which it 
is worked yearly, theore 9 10 percent, t 30,000 flasks produced 
in California by twelve months’ continuous work yearly, the ores in the last 
instance averaging less than 2 per cent, we believe the question should be 
considered not as between individuals and com es, but one of national 
importance between the United States and Spain and Austria. 

It must be evident that if those nations succeed in their evident intention 
to close the quicksilver mines of the United States, they can and will place 
the price of quicksilver, for this country at least, at a height before unknown, 
and will have it in their power to cripple and retard not Seni f the gold and 
silver industries but the many and various industries dependent 
for successful continuance upon a fair price for quicksilver; such as the 
manufacture of mirrors, of colors, of chemical preparations and drugs, of 
nip 5 and also restrict its use in electricity and other arts. 

am informed, and 1 believe 8 that the proposed removal ot duty 
on quicksilver arose from an error in figures made by some one in the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the Honig of Representatives, when the ques- 
tion of the free list was under consideration, and the general principle Was 
made that articles having a large exportation as shown by the customs re- 
turn exhibited to that committee could with justice to all © free. 

I do not object to that principle, but quicksilver does not come within it— 
on merit. Nor was it the intention of the majority of the committee to in- 
clude it, but they were led astray by a curious mistake in division. 

The customs returns showed an export for the year of 300,000 pounds. Re- 
ducing that to flasks, which were grexagey at 75 pounds each (although the 
exact contents of each American flask 5 the result should be 
4,000 flasks exported, but a blunder made it 40,000 flasks, an excess of 36,000 
flasks, which as shown by the inclosed statement of production was largely 
beyond the total yield of all the mines in the Uni States for any one of 


the past four years. 
Is it not right that this error should be corrected and the quicksilver pro- 
ducers of California saved from extermination, and be pe tted to exist by 


continuing the present duty? 

If it is thought otherwise or found to be impossible, can not at least this be 
done—add to the paragraph on quicksilver in the free list, Provided, That 
upon quicksilver the product of zay country which 9 a duty upon 
quicksilver exported from the United States, there shall be levied, p d, and 
collected the rate of duty existing prior to the gé of this act.’ 

It should be understood that 3 is not a raw material. 

The cinnabar ore from which it is produced is mined under extraordinary 
difficuities, at great depth, in nearly all American mines. That by the ap- 
plication of heat and condensation in costly furnaces and condensation 
mae Sg hes the metallic quicksilver is obtained and that labor forms a large 
part o cost. 

In conclusion I haye to thank you for your consideration of this state- 
ment and beg you will exert your powerful infiuence in behalf of the Cali- 
fornia quicksilver producers and not pee thom to suffer a great and un: 
Meise fon injury through an error which you have power to correct. 

ours, truly, S 


J. B. RANDOL. 


Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 
Mr. LODGE and Mr. PERKINS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the vote is taken on the pending 
amendment, I desire to make a single observation. 

One of the most ordinary arguments that has been made in 
this prolonged discussion has been that the moment it is shown 
that we are producing in America anything that is exported, 
therefore the duty should be lowered upon it, or it should be 
placed upon the free list. TheSenator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] 
a moment ago called attention to the fact that there were large 
exportations of quicksilver, and therefore, presumably, it should 
go on the free list. 

As I have read modern political history in this country, it is 
one of the cardinal doctrines of the Democratic party that we 
should get possession of the markets of the world. It has been 
dinned in our ears, certainly for the last ten years, in all eco- 
nomic discussions that we should so legislate as that we should 
get possesion of the markets of the world. Just how we are 
going to get possession of the markets of the world if, when we 
commence to export an article, the duty is to be reduced or it is 
to be placed on the free list, I confess surpasses my comprehen- 


sion. 

I Speen very 8 5 with the Senator from California 
[Mr. PERKINS] and with the people of California in reference to 
this industry. Itseems to me we ought to protect it; it seems 
to me we ought to stand here in advocacy of an American in- 
dustry asagainsta great AS na trust, organized, fostered, 
and dictated by the Rothschilds. ; 

T can not persuade myself to believe, before the vot2 is taken, 
that the majority in the Senate will, in the face of the facts 
which have been developed in this debate, place this product 
partially of the mines of California on the free list, and by so 
doing absolutely destroy it, and give the monopoly into the 
hands of fore 88 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 


roll. 
The Secreta’ roceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], and 
therefore withhold my vote, 
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Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. Sala 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas Mr. MILLS]. The Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. Will it be agreeable to the Senator from 
Mississippi to transfer those pairs on this vote, as we have done 
on former votes? 

Mr. GEORGE. That will be agreeable to me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote“ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I vote“ nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when hisname was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. HOAR (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from bama [Mr. PUGH], but I am authorized to vote 
to make a quorum. I should vote “yea” if my vote were neces- 
sary to make a quorum. I shall not vote at present. 

r. McLAURIN (when his name was led). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON]. If 
agreeable to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIG INS], I will 
transfer that to the Senator from New Jersey |Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON], which will enable the Senator from Delaware and 
me to vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I prefer to observe my pair. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Then I announce my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. PALMER. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] to the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. COKE], and vote“ nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. If he were present 
I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I will transfer my 

r with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the sen- 
or Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], and vote nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], and withhold my vote unless 
it be sence | to make a quorum. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam paired on this question with tho Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT], and unless my vote be necessary 
to make a quorum I shall not vote. 

Mr. PATTON. I am paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GIBSON], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], though I am at 
liberty to vote if my vote be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to announce that on this vote my col- 
league Neath WOoLcorT] is absent by leave of the Senate on ac- 

count of sickness. If present he would vote yea“ on this ques- 


on. 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—23, 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Lodge, Shoup, 
Allen, Hale. Morgan, uire 
‘Allison, Hawley, Peffer, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hill, Perkins, Teller, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Washburn, 
Dubois, Kyle, uay, 

NAYS—20. 
Bate, Gray, Martin, Roach, 
Berry, Harris, Murphy, Smith, 

s Jarvis, Palmer, + Vest, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Vilas 
George, Lindsay, Ransom, Walsh, 

NOT VOTING—42, 

Blackburn, Davis, Irby, Platt, 
Blanchard, Dixon, McLaurin, Power, 

ce, Dolph, McMillan, gh, 
Butler, ê, McPherson, Sherman, 
Cattery, Gibson, Manderson, Turpie, 
Call, Gordon, Milis, Voorhees, 
Camden, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon White, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Wilson, 
Carey, Higgins, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Coke, Hoar, Patton, 

el, Hunton, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
i ae PERKINS. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the 
esk, é 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from California will be stated. 


| The SECRETARY. On page 37, after line 2, it is proposed to 


insert as a new paragraph: 

Quicksilver, 7 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
continued. - 

The Secretary read as follows: 

600. Quills, pre dor unprepared, 

601. uinia sulphate of, and ail ee ce unit at pre og —— 

602, Rags, not otherwise specially provided for in this act. 

603. Regalia and gems, statues. statuary, and specimens of sculpture where 
specially imported in good fáith for the use of any society incorporated or 
established solely for educational, philosophical, literary, or religious 
poses, or for the encouragement ore arts, or for the use or by order ofany 
college, academy, school, seminary of learning, or public library in the 
United States; but the term regalia“ as herein used shall be held to em- 
brace only such insignia of rank or office oremblems, as may be worn upon 
the person or borne in the hand during public exercises of the society or in- 
stitution, and shall not include articles of furniture or fixtures, or of regular 
wearing apparel, nor personal property of individuals. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the committee what is meant 
by the words “specimens of sculpture.” I bellevethislanguage 
comes from the old law, butitseems to be a very curious phrase. 
What are“ specimens of sculpture?” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Plaster casts. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Rhode Island, who had some- 
thing to do with the framing of the old law, says it is intended 
to cover plaster casts. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I know the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is on his feet and I know he is speaking, but I have not 
been able to hear a single word he has said. 

Mr. HOAR. I inquired of the Senator from Arkansas what 
was the definition of the term specimens of sculpture.” It 
comes from the old law, I understand, and is not the phrase of 
the Senator. -s 
i Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Isupposeit means articles of sculp- 

ure. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Rhode Island understands 
that it means plaster casts. I should like to insert after the 
word “specimens,” if there be no objection, the words or 
casts.” I suppose that would make the meaning clear. I donot 
know but that it is provided for elsewhere. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As that phrase is in the existing 
law there can be no difficulty about its construction. 

Mr. HOAR. It has been only the law for two years. This 
provision applies only to articles ‘‘ imported in good faith for 
the use of any 8 incorporated or established solely for ed- 
ucational, philosophical, literary, or religious purposes,” etc. 

I think the words ‘ or casts,” should be inserted. . 

5 JONES of Arkansas. I agree to the Senator's sugges- 
tion. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 603, page 111, line 21, after 
the word specimens,“ it is proposed to insert “or casts;” so as 
to read: 

3 and gems, statues, statuary, and specimens or casts, or sculpture, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


605. Saffron and safflower, and extract of, and saffron cake. 
606. Sago, crude, and sago fiour. 


607. Salacine. 

608, Salt in bulk, and salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, but 
the coverin. shall p the same rate of duty as if imported separately: 
Provided, tit tis imported from any country which imposed a du 
upon salt exported from the United States, then there shall be levied, paid, 
and collected upon such salt the rate of duty existing prior to the passage 
of this act. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. On 112, line 16, paragraph 608, 
I move to insert after the word“ country,” the words“ whether 
independent or a dependency;” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That if salt is imported from any country, whether independ- 
ent or a dependency, which imposed a duty upon salt exported from the 
United States, then there shall be levied, paid, and collected upon such salt 
the rate of duty existing prior to the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Arkansas whether the word ‘imposed in line 16 should not be 
‘í imposes”? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It should be “imposes.” I thank 
the Senator for the suggestion. Ihadit marked, but overlooked 
it 


Mr. PLATT. Let it be corrected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction will be made if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to amend the paragraph by it en 
after the word packages,“ in line 14, “6 cents a hundre 
pounds;” so as to read: 

Salt in bulk, and salt in sacks, barrels, or other pac! 5 cents 
5 e k, : bags, sacks, packages, per 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas will he stated. 

Tho SECRETARY. In paragraph 608, page 112, line 14, after 
the word packages,” insert 5 cents per hundred pounds;” so 
as to read: 

Salt in bulk, and salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 5 cents per 
hundred pounds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HOAR. President 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HOAR. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. I hope 
he rises for the purpose of moving that the Senate adjourn. It 
is very hot and uncomfortable. 

Mr. HARRIS, I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
and 22 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, June 20, 1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 19, 1894. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

Jobn P. Dunn, of San Francisco, Cal., to be register of the 
land oon at San Francisco, Cal., vice John F. Sheehan, term 
expired. 

ohn C. Gamble of Garberville, Cal.,to be register of the land 
office at Humboldt, Cal., vice Joseph Tracy, term expired. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Edward Hackett, of Oakland, Cal.,to be receiver of public 
porns) at San Francisco, Cal., vice Thomas B. Shannon, term 
expired. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate June 19, 1894. 
Perry Bartholow, of Missouri, to be consul of the United 
States to Plauen, Germany, whose nomination was sent to the 
Senate on the 5th instant. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Brecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 19, 1894. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
J. George Wright, of South Dakota, to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Rosebud Agency, in South Dakota. 
POSTMASTER. 


Frederick B. Clark, to be postmaster at Moodus, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


TUESDAY, June 19, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by 
Mr. THOMAS O. TOWLES, Chief Clerk. 
The following communication was read: 
JUNE 19, 1894. 
SIR: I hereby name the Hon. JOSEPH W. BAILEY, a Representative from 


te of Texas, to perform the duties of the Chair for this day. 
8 CHARLES F. ORISP, Speaker. 


To Hon. JAMES KERR, 
Olerk of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. BAILEY took the chair as 9 8 5 85 pro tempore. 
Prayer was offered by Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain of 
the Senate. ` 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CHIPPEWA INDIANS, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5103) to amend an act entitled “An act for the relief and civil- 
ization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota." 


Be it enacted, ete., That the fifth section of the act of eee 
uary 14, 1889, Fo for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa in- 
8 tate of esota, be and the same is, amended so as to read as 
‘ollows: 


“Seo. 5. That after the survey, examination, and a 
100,000 acres of said pine lands have been made, the por 


of at least 
on so surveyed, ex- 


` 


amined, and appraised shall be proclaimed as in market and offered for sale 
in the following manner: The Commissioner of the General Land Office, un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall cause notices to be 
inserted once in week for four consecutive weeks in one newspaper of 
eneral circulation published in Minneapolis, St. Paul, Duluth, Crooks- 
n, Minn.; Chicago, III.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Detroit, Mich.; Philadelphia 
and Williamsport, Pa., and Boston, Mass., of the sale of said land at public 
auction to the highest bidder for cash at the local land office of the ict 
within which said lands are located, said notice to state the time and place 
and terms of such sale, At suchsale said lands shall be offered in 40-acre 
parcels, except in case of fractions containing either more or less than 40 
acres, Which shall be sold entire. In no event shall any be sold for a 
less sum than its appraised value. The residue of 8 lands remaining 
unsold after such public offering shall thereafter be subject to private sale 
for cash at the appraised valne of the same, upon application at the local 
land office. And from time to time, as fast as a quantity of 100,000 acres of 
the rem: pine lands, the disposal of which is provided for in this act, 
or a final residuum of a less quantity, shall haye been surveyed, examined, 
and egret the same course shall be pursued for the pa handar thereot 
until all shall have been disposed of as provided for herein.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 

as follows: ; 
Insert after the word “amended,” and before the word so,“ 
the following: 

So far as the same relates to the White Earth and Red Lake Reservations, 
and as to the other reservations mentioned in said act whenever all the 
allotments of land in severalty shall have been made to the Indians of each 
reservation, respectively, as therein provided; 


And after the word “ Duluth,” in line 16, insert the words “ Stillwater, 
Taylor's Falls, St. Cloud, and Brainerd." 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, what committee is this bill re- 
ported from? 

Mr. BALDWIN. It is reported from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. They have reported it unanimously. The bill is 
recommended by 

ae DOLMA What member of the committee made the 
report? 

r. BALDWIN. The report of the committee is at the 


Clerk's desk if you desire it read. 

Mr. HOL I hope the report will be read. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. This is nota bill reported from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MCRAE, I think witha word or two we can explain this 


bill and save the time necessary for the reading of the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then the measure comes from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, so that I was not familiar with it. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman from Minnesota is doubtless 
more familiar with the subject than I am, but it involves, I 
think, only a single question, and if he will allow me I will ex- 
plain it as I understand it. The act of which this is amendatory 
does not authorize the sale of this timber until all of it is ap- 
praised, which is estimated at about 4,000,000 acres, I be- 
lieve. The Committee on Public Lands, in reporting this 
bill, acted upon the recommendation of the Department of the 
Interior, and all concur in the opinion that the placing on the 
market of so large an amount of pine timber at any one time will 
not be beneficial to the Indian or to the Government; so this 
amendment is intended to authorize the sale in lots of 100,000 
acres as appraised, and to increase the number of places for ad- 
vertising the sales. That is all there isin it. The sale is to be 
made under the old law, and at the minimum price fixed by it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, then, this isfor the sale of the timber 
alone, and not for the sale of the land. 

Mr. BALDWIN. If I may be permitted a few words of expla- 
nation 

Mr. HOLMAN. This measure belongs to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, but may not inappropriately have been referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. It might properly be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, but more properly to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman is mistaken about the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on Indian Affairs over this bill. The 
treaty with the Indians was ratified in 1889, and the land is now 
being examined and disposed or by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, and the jurisdiction has passed from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BALDWIN. This measure is in the interest of the Chip- 
pewa Indians of Minnesota, and is asked for by those Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What are the changes from existing law? 

Mr. BALDWIN. The Nelson act provided for the sale of 
these lands, provided that they should be sold when all the pine 
has been 3 and then it is to be sold in a body. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is, the timber and not the land. 

Mr. BALDWIN. It is the timber and not the land. The 
land is provided for in another clause of the act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? [Afterapause.| The Chair hears 
none. The question is on the amendments recommended by the 
committee. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. e 

I move to amend, on page 2, line 20, by inserting after the 
word Duluth” the word Winona.“ 

Mr. BALDWIN. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BALDWIN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS THE MONONGAHELA, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6078) to authorize 
the Pittsburg and Mansfield Railroad Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pe. 
ent consideration of the bill indicated by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was at length. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LANDS FOR PARK, NEWPORT, KY. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2586) granting certain 
property to the city of Newport, Ky. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is thereobjection to the present 
consideration of this bill? . 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the bill 


read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all the right, title, andjinterest of the United States 
Sy a to the ote EnA pean or ee ea and appendages 
or barracks property 

ew- 


thereunto comprising the old tary ya 
situated at the confluence of the Ohio and Licking Rivers, in the city of 
port, in the county of Campbell and State of Kentucky, be, and is hereby, 
granted and conveyed to the said city of Newport, to have and to hold for 
public pepes forever. 

SEC. t whenever said city shall cease to use the said property for 


blic purposes, or shall use the same, or any part thereof for any other than 
Public . — all the right, title, and Interest hereby granted and con- 
veyed to said city, shall at once and without any act whatever upon thep art 


ofthe United States revert to and become the property of the United States 
The following amendments recommended by the Committee 
were agreed to. 


Section 1, line 10, before public’ insert a.” 

Line 10, strike out the word “pw and insert park.“ 

Section 2, line 2, strike o 
poses,“ and after sert of a public park.” 

— 3 and 4, strike out “public purposes” and insert for a public 
park. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

d 0 a : 
ape cng een rag an Sagging to 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BERRY a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had d bills and a joint resolution 
of the following titles; in which concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 1228) for the relief of Charles W. Cronk; 

A bill (S. 1365) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected 
of the late Alexander W. Baldwin as United States district judge 
for the district of Nevada; 

A bill (S. 763) relieving the personal representatives of John 
Sherman, jr., late United States pee, for the Territory of 
—. . the requirements of section 833 of the Revised 

tutes; 

A bill (S. 1597) to amend an act entitled “An act for the sup- 
port of the government of the Distrietof Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes;” and 


„Public,“ insert “the” before the word pur-. 


A joint resolution (S. R. 57) directing the Secretary of War 
toappoint a commission of engineers to examine and report upon 
the cost of deepening the harbors of Superior and Duluth and 
their entrances to a uniform depth of 20 feet. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, de- 
pendent foster mother. 


ALBERT E. REDSTONE. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1105) for the 
relief of Albert E. Redstone. 

The SPEAKER pro tem; Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from California for the present consideration 
of the bill indicated by him? 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the bill be read, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I will say to the gentleman that 
this bill has passed the Senate, and has been favorably reported 
by the House committee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ena etc., That „ 2 
= peer the Secretary of the 99 5 au- 

ted, the sum of $1,800, to Albert E. Redstone, of 
oss sustained by the incorporation of his rna 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I ask that the report in that case be read. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, the report is quite 
long, and I can explain the matter briefly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from California will 
make a statement as to the facts. 

Mr. HATCH. I trust the gentleman from Alabama Mr. STAL- 
LINGS] will not insist on having this long report read. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. STALLINGS. Then I will askfor the regular order, Mr. 


S i 
tthe SPEAKER pro tempore. That is equivalent to an objec- 
tion. The regular order is the call of the committees for re- 


Orts. 
p Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a 
joint resolution from the Committee on Military Affairs, and 1 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would not be permissible 
unless the demand for the regular order should be withdrawn. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. This is a matter of public business, 
and I ask the gentleman to withdraw the demand for the regu- 
a order so that this joint resolution may be considered at this 

ime, . 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will withdraw the demand for the pur- 
pose of having the matter considered which is called up by the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. If the gentleman from Alabama withdraws his de- 
mand, does not that bring up my bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. An objection would defeat the 
particular bili. The demand for the regular order would 
defeat all bills, and uire the callof the committees for re- 
ports. The withdra of the demand for the regular order 
with a view to permitting the House to consider the joint reso- 
lution presented by the gentleman from Illinois would only be 
equivalent to an objection to the particular bill called up by the 
gentleman from California. The Clerk will report the pa 

m 


resolution for the consideration of which the gentleman 
Illinois asks unanimous consent. 
The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution, as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 188) for the appointment of Charles M. Anderson 


a member of the Board of Managers for the Homes for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers of the United States. 2 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this joint resolution? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Lask that the resolution be read. 

Mr. BRODERICK. How many managers does this resolution 
propose to appoint? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. One. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. There are three vacancies; and the reso- 
lution reported from the committee as a substitute provides for 

i three. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair 
that the committee reports a substitute for the original resolu- 
tion, and the substitute will now be read, subject to objection- 
The Clerk read the proposed substitute. 


7 
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Mr. BRODERICK. I think this resolution chould be taken 
up when we have better opportunity to examine and discuss it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
a ae and the regular order having been demanded, the Clerk 
will call the committees for reports. 


MANAGERS OF SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported as a substitute for joint resolution H. Res. 179 and 
186 a joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to‘appoint three members of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

he joint resolutions (H. Res. 179 and 186) were, by unani- 
mous consent, laid on the table. : 


COLD WATER RESERVOIRS, HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported as a substitute for House bill No. 6987 a bill (H. R. 7488) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant leases for 
sites on the Hot Springs Reservation, Ark., for cold water 
reservoirs; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

3 or bill No. 6987 was by unanimous consent laid on the 
able. 


LAND FOR MILITIA PURPOSES IN NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
rted back e the bill (S. 171) granting to the State of 
orth Dakota certain lands heretofore set apart as a wood res- 
er vation for Fort Totten military reservation for the use of the 
militia of North Dakota, and for other purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


-PENSIONS,. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7440) to restore the 
pensions of widows in certain cases; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEAD RIGHTS. 


Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported as a substitute for House bill No. 5268 a bill (H. R. 7489) 
toamend section 3 of an act to withdraw certain public lands 
from private entry, and for other purposes, approved March 2, 
1889; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Bal unanimous consent, House bill No. 5268 was laid on the ta- 

e. 

ANTIOPTION. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mitttee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of bills raising revenue. 

The motion was > eer to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. LIVINGSTON in the chair) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7007) regulatin 
the sale of certain agricultural products, defining options an 
futures, and 8 taxes thereon and upon dealers therein. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, the address of my colleague 
from New York [Mr. WARNER], submitted to the House yester- 
day, carried so many of the points with which I proposed to deal, 
that I have found it necessary to change the order of my re- 
marks, and omit many of the points that he treated so admirably. 
While I deplore the havoc that this circumstance has brought 
to the symmetry of my 7 I must congratulate the House 
upon having been treated to so masterful, minute, complete, and 
truthful a description of the various classes of operations of the 
exchanges and bankers, which the authors of this bill claim are 
warded the farmers, and which it is their object to correct or 
prevent. 

You must have been struck, whatever your prejudices may be, 
with the admirable organization which skillfully unites enter- 
prise and capital in the work of marketing the great staples of 
our country. 

You can not also have failed to observe the minute subdivision 

-Of the work resulting in bringing s y skilled men into the 
rformance of each branch of it—the arrangement for the elim- 
ation, as far as possible, of every risk, and the world-wide 

scope of its operations, : 


t 


My colleague did his work so thoroughly that any attempted 
addition on my part would not add to your information, and 
would needlessly consume the time of the House. 

I shall therefore pass on to other matters. 

We are ing through aseason of great business depression. 
It affects all classes, rich and poor; the farmer, the manufacturer, 
the mechanic, and the sap t. There are very few failures, 
but a 8 paralysis of trade and enterprise. This condition 
not on y revails in our own country but is general throughout 
the world. [hayenot, ina business experience extending through 
a period of forty years, during which time I have done business 
with nearly every nation on the globe, knowna time when some 
of them could not be pointed out as being prosperous. To-day I 
do not know a single exception to the prevailing depression. I 
shall not attempt to account for it; the globe seems to be swing- 
ing in a cloud. I think that it can be fairly claimed that we are 
$ ; as prosperous asany nation, and more prosperous than most 
of them. 

The business philosopher will not be greatly disturbed by this 
condition. He knows that it is only one of those periodical de- 
pressions that always follow seasons of prosperity, when com- 
merce and enterprise are resting, as nature rests in winter. He 
will account for its universality by the fact that the commercial 
relations of nations are more interlocked than ever before; that 
when one suffers all must be affected. He believes that when 
overproduction has been consumed trade will agon spring up, 
and the wheels of commerce and manufacture will again be set 
motion. The machinery of commerceis not destroyed, but only 
working on half time, and is all reađy and in good order to ré- 
sume full operation when the proper time arrives. 

The man who has a pet theory and narrow views, the result 
of limited experience, will claim that all the difficulty arises 
from adisregard of the idea that he advocates. Soithappens that 
we are now deluged by a great number of crude eee as 
to what will most quickly remedy the evils of the times and re- 
store prosperity to the nation. They find their advocates in 
Congress, and the bill now before the committee is one of them. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] asked me yester- 
day, in reply toa question that I addressed to him, if I had 
studied the bill. Lreplied that [had done so. I have studied 
its provisions carefully and, with a full knowledge of what he 
seeks to accomplish, am prepared to tell him without hesita- 
tion that it is absolutel practicable. That even if the end 
that he seeks to accomplish were a desirable one, the mechan- 
ical defects are so glaring and so poorly adapted to existing con- 
ditions that they would defeat it, or so seriously cripple the 
operations of commerce as to justify its disregard from the be- 
ginning. You can no more subject the rushing, roaring cur- 
rents of the business of the New York and Chicago exchanges, 
where hundreds of transactions involving millions of dollars are 
rushed 8 in a day, to the petty annoyances of this scheme 
than you can dam the floods of Niagara with one of his proposed 
revenue stamps. 

Now, I propose to come to the consideration of the report ac- 
companying the bill. Although it is divided into several heads 
it is all upon the claim that speculative sales and resales 
of certain farm and plantation products have a tendency tolower 
the prices of those products below the limits that they would 
5 maintain were there no such operations. That is their 

rst claim, 

The report does not contend that these operations are in vio- 
lation of the laws of the several States in which they take place; 
and the right of the General Government to interfere and im- 
pose pains and penalties on such transactions is based solely on 
the question of revenue that may be derived from the tax, or 
the sale of stamps, and the penalties collected. 

I see that no estimate is made of the amount of revenue that it 
is Med Tere will be collected under the operation of such a meas- 
ure. the revenue bills now before Congress are sufficient to 
provide needed support for the Government, then this would be 
an excess of revenue and to that extent undemocratic. I shall 
deal with these propositions in the reverse order of their state- 
ment. 

I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman in charge 
of the bill will claim that revenue is the primary consideration, 
but will admit that it is a device to make possible an enactment 
overriding State laws and the practices permitted in the States 


under the State laws. $ 

A simple statement of this point should be sufficient to secure 
the attention of anyone who believes that legislation should not 
be strained to accomplish a temporary purpose; that the Gen- 
eral Government should not by indirection seek to accomplish 
what it can not do under the p and Tope 5 of 
the Constitution, and that due regard should be paid to the laws 
of each State regulating its internal affairs. 
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The gentlemen making the report fail to state how the og 
pression of these pean. that they so strongly condemn 
this country—and I beg gpr attention at to this point— 
will relieve the farmer and the planter from the results of the 
same practices and mode of doing business in the countries 
that consume our surplus, and practically set the prices, subject 
of course to the laws of supply and demand for not only our 
surplus but also for what we ourselves 5 

ey also fail to tell us how it is that, notwithstanding all the 
manipulations that they so strongly condemn in regard to these 
products, our prices have never differed, except by avery small 
margin, after calculating freights, from those that prevail in 
consuming countries. T ey claim that the prices in this coun- 
try are put down below their normal condition by the operation 
of our exchanges. And yet they do not explain, I repeat, why 
itis that there is no difference practically between our prices 
here and the prices on the commodities in consuming countries. 
They must either assume that the operations of our markets 

d exchanges control the markets of the world or they must 
yield the point and abandon the claim that these practices in our 
markets unfavorably influence the prices. : 

They also fail to tell us how the farmer and the planter are to 
be benefited by practically limiting the demand for their prod- 
ucts toa smaller circle of buyers. This would inevitably be the 
ease where the artificial help to carry the crop is withdrawn 
and the demand is limited to the few rich capitalists who have 
the money to invest in the crops and the ability to hold them 
until they are required for consumption. 

They also failed to tell us, Mr. Chairman, why it is that the 
Consolidated Millers’ Association of the country, without an ex- 
ception, favor this law. They are buyers of wheat. Why do 
they favor the law? Fortunately, we are not left in ignorance 
upon this point, as they have, in moments of confidence, said 
that the price of wheat was too high, and thatif speculative 
competition was withdrawn they would be able to deal with the 
farmers upon their own terms both as to prices and date of 
delivery. 

8 Mr. Chairman, was made to my own firm b 
the agent of the milling syndicate in the West. He was asked: 
„Why do you favor the antioption law?“ and he said, We 
want to deal with the farmers directly. We shall get our wheat 
cheaper, and we shall take it just as we want it.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. In that connection, why is it that flour 
is not included in that bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. Because the millers wanted to be left to specu- 
late in futures, but to deny the privilege to the exchanges on 
these articles which go to make np sneu products, 

There is one omission that I see in this report which ap 
in the report of the former bill made to the Fifth-second Con- 
gress, but it was practically repeated by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HATOH] in his address yesterday. 

In the former report they stated that every speculative sale 
supplanted the sale of an equal amount of the real product, and 
BR INET its price proportionately. in that same report it a) 
peared that fifty times the product of the country was actually 
sold upon the exchanges. 

Take the two things together, gentlemen, the statement that 
every fictitious sale made had the same effect as though that was 
real wheat produced. Consequently, as wheat was at that time 
under what they call these unfavorable conditions, selling upon 
the exchanges at 80 cents a bushel, it should, according to that 
claim, have sold at 840 a bushel had these unfavorable condi- 
tions been removed. 

ow, I submit, gentlemen, that if that is the style of reason- 
ing which underlies the conception of this bill, that itis very 
unsafe for us to follow it; that it does not furnish us assurance 
enough of wisdom in its conception to warrant us in perfecting 
it into legislation. They will not deny that this one reason is 
their sole basis for this pro d legis tion; if they have an 
other I now call upon them for it. if I have in that simple cal- 
culation proved the absurdity of it I may reasonably hope that 
it will have some influence upon your votes. 

We are told that the agricultural interests of the country are 
in avery depressed condition, that the farmers are very much 
dissatisfied, and demand this legislation. It is very difficult to 
tell whether this statement is true or not, for, unfortunately, the 
farmer has become a bone of contention between rival political 
parties, and statements are not always made with the finest re- 
gard for accuracy. 

The farmer, or the imaginary farmer, has become a political 
factor, There are in my mind, gentlemen, twoclasses of farmers; 
that is, there is a class that I will call the farmer of the politi- 
cian, the imaginary farmer that he has set up for his political 
purposes. He isanarrow, cramped man, looking with jaundiced 
eyes upon the world, prejudiced, ready to accept any advantage 


that they can offer him, whether it is honest or dishonest. He is 
set up upon 1 onio platform,and patted on the back and 
cried over. He ike the stuffed figure ata wake. He is car- 
ried around in processions, and becomes an article of trade and 
commerce for the politician. 

Mr. SIBLEY, ill the gentleman pardon an interruption for 
a moment? I should like to ask the gentleman from New York 
if he is quoting now the Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. COOMBS, No; I have nothing that he has said or writ- 
tenin my mind. [Laughter.] 

Now, 1 this is not my idea of the farmer. I will tell 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY] what my idea 
of the farmer has always been. I remember the farmer as the 
pioneer of civilization; I remember him as the man who hewed 
the road into the forest, who beat back the hordes of savages, 
who climbed the mountains and went through their passes, who 
carried civilization to the prairie and to the valley. I remem- 
ber him and picture him as an aggressive man, accustomed to 
self-reliance, ready and willing to his full share of the ills 
of life without murmuring or complaint. 

I do not look upon him as a narrow-minded man, who is nat- 
urally full of prejudices against everything thatis Eastern. You 
for your own reasons have tried to make him so, but I do not be- 
lieve that you havesucceeded. The farmer of the Westand the 
planter of the South are the natural allies of the merchant 
of the East. For while they are cutting the paths for civiliza- 
tion in the forest and mountains, subduing the prairies and the 
secluded valleys and covering them with waving harvests, his 
brother the merchant of the t, is opening the paths of com- 
* to every market in the world to dispose of his produc- 

ons. - 

Their interests are mutual, and their natural alliance should 
not be destroyed by meddling politicians for selfish purposes. 
I do not believe that the farmer is pleased with the pictures of 
him that are 3 to the people of the East, and that are 
constantly held up in Congress. He will some day, ifhe does 
not now, resent it and hurl from power the men who misrepre- 
sent him. 

We all know that there is a great falling off in prices of agri- . 
cultural products, but there has also been a falling off in the 

rices of all other products, and there is no doubt that while he 

as suffered by the falling off of 3 he has also profited by 
this decline to a corresponding degree, and in many cases toa 
far greater degree. 

Ido not think that it will be denied by the advocates of this 
bill that the farmer could to-day buy more agricultural imple- 
ments of a better class, more clothing, more supplies, for the 
same quantity of wheat than he could in the year 1860. brio 
who produce these things that he buys have been correspond- 
ingly benefited by their ability to buy theagricultural products 
that they consume at a much less price. 

A bale of cotton to-day in the South will buy more bacon and 
other food, as well as agricultural implements, than it would 
in the olden times. Some gentlemen Rona this floor who 
represent the cotton-growing sections of the South have told 
me so. 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] yesterday, in an- 
swer to my question, admitted this, and seeing the force of the 
argument and the danger of the admission, turned to the ques- 
tion of the debt upon the farm. It was a confession of weak- 
ness. 

I do not think that you who listened to his reply were ticu- 
larly impressed by his fairness. The merchant in the city, the 
mechanic in the village, and the manufacturer all have mort- 
gages upon their property; and why should the hardship in one 
case be conside as greater than in another. There are un- 
doubtedly cases of great hardship, particularly to those farmers 
who have from lack of foresight located in sections of the coun- 
try where soil is r, irrigation imperfect, and where, as in 
some portions of sas, they can only average a crop once in 
three years. But certainly these extreme cases, which could 
have been 88 by wise foresight, should not be taken as 


types in judging of the condition of agriculture penoa i 
r. HOOKER of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 


Mr. COOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I understand 
the gentleman from New York to say that the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] in his speech on yesterday had admitted 
there never was a time in the history of the country when the 
product of a bale of cotton would buy more of bacon, a great 
article of consumption with the people of the South, or more 
mess pork than now. If the gentleman made that admission, 
he did not know anything about the facts in the case. For the 
last two years cotton has sold for 64 and 7 cents a pound, and 
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mess pork has sold at 819 to $20 a barrel and bacon from 12 to 18 
cents & pound. 

Mr. MBS. Then certainly the farmer of the West has 
no reason to complain of the price of his product. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. That is what Southern men 
had to pay. 

Mr. SIBLEY. And it was the bankers who got that money 
and not the men who raised the pork. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I desire to ask the gentleman 
whether he believes this bill can do any harm to the merchant 
who is doing a legitimate business? 

Mr. COOMBS. I will answer that further on. 

Mr. Chairman, I will send to the Clerk’s desk an editorial from 
the St. Louis Republic of May 29, which I desire to have read. 
Itis a thoughtful article and well worthy of the consideration of 
those Democrats who are ready tolower the standard of Democ- 


racy. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


TO DEAL WITH POPULISM. 


There are Democratic politicians who think that the ty must take a 
erent den of pains to prevent the growth of the P. Party in Demo- 
cratic States. 


As far as the Populists are Socialists, any Democratic effort to win them 
over would be a futility from the start. The Democratic party must be born 
and born very different, if it is to ever be a success as a teacher of So- 


The average Populist is not a Socialist at all. Heis a natural Democrat 
Tes to learn politics. The alphabet stage of political educa- 
on 


ages. 
now before the leaders who are professional Socialists will be unable to col- 
lect railroad fare and lecture fees. 
The American voter ws faith in Socialistic 
See how soon the ultra 
and subtreasuries 


in the 
iiaa ee eee 
a of the Democratic 
will be 
to the strai; 


utekly ow 
Socialist 


ocratic States. 
Coxeys oe Beye can be understood by the centr: 


presupposes tically 

In States which have been ne noes the people know too much to 
believe in any of the idols of centralization or They are not 
fooled by protection, by war debts, by irred: A Government 
supportandownershipof labor, or by any of the other beauties the central- 
izers exploit. No further experience is needed to teach them that govern- 
—.— from the town to the nation, can do no more than to spend money 


ed ucted from the earnings of labor. 
‘very Democrat is clear about that truth, and the man who has reached 
noe not going to be deceived about what a Government’s limitations 
ow 


be. 
He is not going to seppe thata Arak socialized Government which has 
beenan oppression under the Republicans will become a blessing when still 
more zed and under Weaver, PEFFER, Mrs. Diggs, Waite, 3 
and SIMPSON, who have the bad doctrines of the Republicans, with muc: 
less capacity and nce in the conduct of business. 

The Democratic ty need not worry about the spread of Populism. Let 
it stick to its tried and proved principles and to its habit of plain, sensible 
among the Populists will come to it. 


wernment. All the healthy 
fine unhealthy minds will remain socialistic and either join the Republicans 


or hold out for their own somewhat more advanced form of centralization. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is that from the New 
York World? 

Mr.COOMBS. Itis from the St. Louis Republic. 

It has always been understood to be a distinetive feature of 
Democratic policy to interfere as little as possible in the domes- 
tic and business affairs of the people. 

It has always insisted upon State's rights, and the 2 of 
leaving to the people the working out of their own ortunes, 
unaided and unhindered by governmental interference. 

We still believe that that is the only safe policy for our Re- 
public; its effect is to build up our trade and industries upon a 
natural and true basis, and tocultivate in the people a spirit of 
manly self-reliance. While it entails some temporary đisad van- 
tages, they are far outweighed by the evils that would result 
from a departure from such a wise system. 

The temptation to legislate to meet temporary emergencies 
of trade or condition are very frequent, but should be resisted, 
for it is a hopless task to undertake to follow and regulate them 
in their swiftly 3 relations; they are too subtle for such 
orude 5 once entered upon, oreate demands from 
so many conflicting interests that it will be e ese eS to satisfy 
them. The equilibrium once disturbed by artificial interference 
works untold injury to every interest, not excepting the par- 


ticular one that we attempt to benefit. 

If we resist the temptation and remain loyal to our peg 
tion of the true functions of government, the difficulties will ad- 
just themselves or disappear under the operations of the un- 


written laws of trade, conflict of intelligent self-interest, and 
natural forces. j 

Our party has heretofore been true to this idea, and I trust 
will not now ignore its record. 

The Republican ang has stood as the representative of o 
posite views on this question, the most conspicuous example 
of which has been in the practice of the doctrine of poenton 
whereby it was sought to build up our eee e manufac- 
turers by imposing discriminating duties upon the products of 
other countries. 

This was an attractive doctrine until the people began to un- 
derstand that they were all being taxed geome for the bene- 
fit of special classes—when they rebelled against it and hurled 
that party from power. Events that are occurring at this time 
prove to us that it came too late to prevent a dangerous perver- 
sion ot public sentiment and an injury to the quality of our citi- 
zenship. 

The giving of bounties to one class not only demoralized them 
and sapped their self-reliance, but led to demands from all other 
classes and gave birth to a brood of political heresies that are 
antagonistic to the simple conception of government entertained 
by the founders of the Republic. 

We are asked for subtreasuries and Government loans to in- 
dividuals; unlimited issue of currency and Government employ- 
ment of all of the unemployed; ed armies march from all 
sections of the country 2 Washingto m to enforce their de- 
mands upon Congress. of this indicates that socialism has 
taken root in our midst, and that it is dangerous to proceed fur- 
ther in the direction of class legislation. 

The Populist party to-day is the outgrowth of the Republican 
policy of paternalism, and is the natural ally of the Republican 
party, and as such it and its theories are to be fought, and not 
adopted by the Democracy. 

lam, therefore, very sorry to see this bill, which is a part of 
the faulty policy of pate , introduced into this House and 
pressed for adoption by so sterling a Democrat as the gentle- 
man from Missouri. 

It is clearly an attempt to legislate in the supposed interests 
2 —* class, and is the first break of Democracy in that 

rection. 

It proves that even our Democratie blood has been poisoned 
by the virus of paternalism. It would have been much more 
natural that this measure should haye emanated from the other 
side of the Hall, for it is a natural outgrowth of their policy. 

Government must not be encour: to further encroach upon 
the domain of the people; class legislation must ceaseif we wi 
to preserve our institutions and beat back the hordes of social- 
ism which are clamoring for tion. 

When a false stop is taken, and special privilegesare accorded 
to any class, we find by experience that it is very difficult tore- 
trace it. The battle that is to-day going on this Capitol 
should be a sufficient warning. Every inch of ground held b 
the privileged class is being contested, and a đefeat of the dé- 
mands of the people seems imminent, 

My experience as a merchant has given me great respect for 
the laws and regulations governing the commerce of the world, 
as well as for the machinery for carrying it on, that has been 
created to meet its necessities as they have arisen, and to fa- 
cilitate its operations. 

That organization is the growth of centuries, and has by uni- 
versal acceptance readily adapted itself to changed conditions. 

When produce, consumption, and operations were small, it was 
much simpler; with the increase of production and consumption, 
aswell as enlarged intercourse bronghionons by steam and elec- 
tricity, it has become more complicated, but has thordùghly 
adapted itself to the work of carrying on the enormous com- 
merce and moving the immense crops of the world with the 
comparatively small cash capital in existence. 

Organization, credit, and confidence have more than quad- 
rupled the working power of the money of the world, because 
they are universal in their operations, ignoring nationalities 
and boundary lines; a partial realization of the dream of the 
brotherhood of mankind. I can not, therefore, look with any 
compiace: upon the extremely unwise legislation proposed in 
t ill. 

Its inevitable effect will be to throw us out of harmony and 
relations with the highly organized commercial machinata Ge 
the world; drive from us a large amount of the capital which is 
used and isnece in moving our crops; and force us to stand 
in this day, when all mankind is seeking closer relations with 
one another, solitary and alone. 


[Mr. SIBLEY withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman, in the district which I have 
the honor to represent, and in which I reside, islocated the Chi- 
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cago Board of Trade. Its members for the most part are my 
personal friends, and I may well regret that they have not a more 
eloquent champion of their cause tospeak for them here to-day. 
For many years I was myself a member of that organization, 
and what I shall say now will be from personal knowledge and 
from information born of an experience on that board. : 

While I shall say nothing about ‘‘ oaks,” nor “ flowers,” nor 
‘“bullfrogs,” nor indulge in any flights of eloquence such as we 
have just listened to, yet I hope to present for your considera- 
tion a few practical thoughts bearing directly upon this subject, 
and to which I most respectfully invite and crave your atten- 
tion. And before entering directly 5755 the argument which I 
wish to make in opposition to this bill, I will take the present 
opportunity to correct some of the errors into which the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. HATCH] seems to have fallen, and to 
which he gave utterance in his opening speech of yesterday. 
Says the gentleman: 

Now, in every board of trade in the Unite& States there is an obligation 
on theseller of these commodities named to deliver them at the designated 
time; there is an obligation on the part of the ade pee to receive them. 
And in this bill there is not another provision that does t hinge around 
that one great penae of the measure. The only difference in the world 
between this bill and the regulations of the Chicago Board of Trade. or any 
other board of trade in the United States, is that this bill, if enacted into 
law. will compel that delivery in good faith and honestly, while to-day these 
boards of trade, after eee | their own rules, have builded up a system of 
evading those rules by allowing the transaction to be consummated without 
the delivery of a single pound or ounce of what is sold under the contract. 

I again c 3 gentleman on this floor to produce the regulations 
or charter of any of trade in the United States that do not contain 
such a vision? and then I challe him to deny that the provision is 
violated in that board of trade every day and every hour. 


Why, my friend can not mean this! If he is at all conversant 
with the principles of trading on the Chicago Board of Trade 
he can not mean that the rules of that body do not provide for 
constant settlement of trades between its members without the 
making of an actual delivery of the produce in every case, and 
if he is wrong in that particular he is in serious error tocharge 
that the rule in question “is violated in that board of trade 
every day and every hour.” To be sure the rules do provide 
for actual delivery when it is demanded by the buyer and that 
rule is most faithfully upheld, but another rule of the board of 
trade, which it seems impossible he should have overlooked, 
provides for offsets orsettlements of the same by mutual consent 
of the Le ies to the transaction and is as follows (Rule XXII, 
section 6): 


In case it shall appear that the delivery of any outstanding trade or con- 
tract between members of the association may be offset. by some other cor- 
responding trade or contract made by the parties with other members of the 
association, and the parties to such trade or contract, or their authorized 
agents, consent tosuch offset, such trade or contract shall be deemed to have 
been settled,and any balance between the current market value of the pro; 

erty covered by such trade or contract, and the several contract prices sha 

be due and payable immediately by the parties from whom such balance 
may be due to the party entitled to receive the same under his contract, etc. 


There is no occasion, therefore, for any appeal to Congress for 
the enforcement of this 8 rule of the Chicago Board of 
Trade. The trouble with all these gentlemen seems to be that 
they seem determined to confound the trading in futures, which 
is the legitimate part of the business on the board, with options, 
which is the illegitimate species of business engaged in, it is 
true, by certain members of the board, but notrecognized under 
its rules. Nor is relief granted in, nor any control exercised by 
the board over such transactions. 

There can be no possible objection made to legislation which 
will prohibit this species of illegitimate trading, if national leg- 
islation to cover gambling of this nature is desirable at all, and 
at the proper time I shall offer an amendment to eliminate 
everything in this bill pertaining to futures, so that it may apply 
solely aud, only to the illegitimate dealing in what is known as 

tions. > 

ut, Mr. Chairman, so much has been said upon this subject, 
so much has been printed in the yay of testimony taken by com- 
mitteesof Congress and otherwise, that at first blush one isquite 
prepared to believe that we have had enough of it, and that the 
time is ripe for a vote and final disposition of the bill. I do not 
believe this to be so. 

It is true the agitation of this question two years ago was fought 
with some good, inasmuch asitled to a studyof the subject such 
as the producing classes particularly have never before given to 
it, and as an educator it was something of a success, so much so 
that I confidently expect, as the sequel of the shanties ora 
rites ee ue a full and complete indorsement of the 
system, at presen vogue on our great exchanges, by ev 
farming constituency represented in this 5 * 

It is a system that can not be discussed or deliberated over 
too freely nor too extensively—it will stand the search-light of 
investigation and scrutiny, for it is founded upon principles of 


equity, fairness, and justice to both buyer and seller—to the 
producer as well as to the consumer. Legislation, therefore, 
such as proposed, is entirely unnecessary, uncalled for, and un- 
just. 

g Now what is this system of trading in futures which it is pro- 
posed under this bill to curtail, if not to absolutely annihilate? 

Nothing more nor less than the buying and selling of prod- 
ucts for thirty, sixty, ninety days or more, as the case may be, 
with the cost of storage, interest, and insurance added to the 
cash priee—the article to be paid for when delivered. 

During the interim between the time when the goods are 
bought or sold and when they are delivered, both buyer and 
seller are, under the rules of the exchanges, protected in their 
trades by the deposit of margins when called for, as.a guarantee 
against any change in the market price, and the trade is thereby 
protected until the delivery takes place, or until the trade is 
closed by cancellation or settlement. This is all there is to it, 
and the system is not only a legitimate and healthy one, but af- 
fords the producer better prices, and was conceived in his 
interest and has inured to his henefit as I will endeavor to 
show. 

Mr. Chairman, in the limited time allotted to me in this 
debate, I can hardly hope to do more than to reiterate well- 
known and well-understood principles of trade as practiced on 
the great exchanges of the world; principles born of experience, 
and as well understood by our great merchants as are the un- 
derlying foundations of advanced medical or engineering sci- 
ence by the great masters in those honored professions; proe 
ples as well uñderstood by the merchant as are the principlesof 
corn and ċotton raising by the farmer and planter. Merchants, 
as à rule, make poor farmers, and the converse of this 2 
tion is equally true, bus that their interests lie along the 
lines is undoubted. 

The present Secretary of Agriculture hit it about right when 
he said the farmer needs protection“ protection from his so- 
called friends.” Before taking his seat as a member of the Pres- 
ident’s Cabinet he is reported to have made the following state- 
ment: 

(From a reported interview with Hon. J. Sterling Morton, 
early in 1893): 

0 tion ot the 
nove the farmer meda proiection, he weeda protection trom Rl oll 
friends. He should be saved from some of the agra which seem to be 


believed by a large number of them. One 
bill. It has been said that the b majority of the supporters of the bill 


If there were no exchanges the deal- 
own price on the farmers’ products, and the 


The farmer has ideas. and those ideas need changing; a certain 
kind of education would not do him any harm at all. He needs saving from 
economic fallacies. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this is precisely what the farmer needs, 
so far as this proposed legislation is concerned. He needs ‘‘say- 
ing from economic fallacies.” 

e Lord knows he needs more than this, but if there is one 
thing that he does not need it isa further contraction of the 
markets of the country such as this legislation would cause. 
The trouble with the producer is not in the system by which 


and through which his products are marketed, but as is the case 


with all other commodities when prices decline, because of an 
overproduction of his product. 

When through the operation of natural laws things go wrong, 
we are quite likely, if we be the parties interested, to hit upon 
something in the social or economical system that is at fault. 
This was the case in 1892. The people of this country, or a ma- 
jority of them, thought we needed a change in the political con- 
trol of the country; butit will be observed that when changes 
are made because everything does not seem to go right with us 
the experiment is usually a failure. The present system of deal- 
ing in farm products is no more responsible for the prevai 
low prices than was the Secretary of the Navy r sible for 
the sinking of the Kearsage a few weeks ago, or than was my 
friend, Mr. BOUTELLE, for the hauling down of the American 
flag at Hawaii last year. 5 

If wheat gets down to 50 cents in the Chicago market it will be 
because there is too much of it in the country. 

It would indicate that for the present at least the limit of pro- 
duction has been reached, and that the export demand for our 


eo egies ceased. We need not be told that at 50 cents per 
bushel in Chicago for No. 2 spring wheat the product can not be 
raised; indeed, it is doubtful if 60 cents a bushel in that market 
would cover the cost of production on many western farms. Al- 

of the Senate committee, of which Senator 
rman, and which devoted considerable time to 


though the re 
PEFFER was 
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the inves 
things on that subject: 


tion of the subject, has this to say among other 


Competition among farmers affects prices just as competition in other de- 
partments of industry affects values in those departments. There is a kind 
of competition among farmers that does not affect prices — or 
e What has been known as ‘‘ bonanza” farming, as. it is carried on 
Omen who operate on large tracts of land acquired when land values were 
low. ‘his method of fa has brought the cost of producing wheatdown 
to about 35 cents a bushel on an averagein NorthandSouth Dakota. When 
it is considered that the market price of our surplus wheat is fixed in Liver- 
pee ae. the export price to a large extent controls the price for which it 

sold in the home market, it is readily seen that large quantities of nt 
wheat thrown on the market must havea depressing effect on the eral 
average of profits in wheat farming. In Calitornia (says the report) under 
the improved methods of porma seeding, and harvesting, 


the. cost of pro- 
ducing a bushel of wheat been reduced to about 22 cents on an average 
crop. 


But I shall not attempt to analyze or explain the causes for 
the existing depression in values for farm products further than 
to maintain that it is not due to the system of trading employed 
on our exchanges. 

During the panic of last year, from April to December, there 
was a decline in the price of wheat, corn, and cotton of 17 per 
cent, 13 per cent and 6 per cent respectively, but in the same 
time the decline in wool, print cloths, and brown sheetings 
3 to 234 per cent, 24 per cent, and 20 per cent respec- 
tively. 

Surely this decline in wheat, corn, and cotton, amounting rela- 
tively to but little more than half that of the latter articles 
named during the same period, will not be attributed to the 
method of trading employed on our large exchanges. May we 
not rather believe the converse of this proposition to be true, 
and that pricesforfarm products may have been better sustained 
through the panic by reason of this very system which is now so 
harshly condemned by the advocates of this bill? 

The ny of those competent to judge (and I will remind 
the chairman of the committee of what was said by the presi- 
dent of the New York Cotton Exchange during the hearings on 
this subject) is thatactive speculation conduces to higher prices. 
More business is done on higher markets than on low ones; or 
to put itin another way, the more active the trading the higher 
are prices. As the president of the New Orleans Cotton Ex- 
change put it: There is very little doing on a declining mar- 
ket, but great activity on an advancing market.” 

Now, this does not mean thatactive 3 makes higher 
prices; but it does refute the idea which some people still seem 
to entertain, that it tends to depress prices. 

It is a favorite theory—but poor argument because so easily 
refuted—that the selling of the crop several times over produces 
lower values; that from the beginning to the end of these sales 
for future delivery, through some legerdemain or manipulation 
by the traders themselves, prices are held down: below their 
normal level, and that the farmer is thus deprived of a fair and 
legitimate return for his products. One needs but to exercise 
0 y intelligence and study the market reports of the past 
to satisfy himself of the fallacy of this proposition. 

This question was raised during the hearings of the commit- 
tee, and I shall take occasion to refer to it later on in my re- 
marks, for it involves the principle of short selling and all the 
alleged iniquities chargeable thereto. 

I will simply refer here to one case of thousands that could be 
mentioned—the case referred to by a member of the New Orleans 
Cotton Exchange—where in one season future sales of cotton 
for November delivery were made at 6+ cents a pound, though 
when November came around the actual value of cotton was 10} 
cents. 

The fact must not be lost sight of in all this discussion that 
for every seller there must be a corresponding buyer. I refer 
to this now because in all the arguments in favor of this bill it 
will be noticed that the seller is the party whois always referred 
to while nothing is said about the buyer. As though the crop, 
for instance, could be sold over and over without its being 
bought over and over again! So that if the seller’s interest is 
to depreciate values there isalwaysacorresponding buyer inter- 
ested in appreciating values. 

Now, from the report 9 this bill we learn the ob- 
jects sought by the proposed legislation to be: First, to obtain 
revenue. At this time (says the report) additional revenue is 
desirable and imperative. Unlike former bills reported to the 
House covering the subjects embraced in this measure, it will 
more surely and steadily provide a constant revenue to the Gov- 
ernment, and that withoutan additional corps of revenue officers 
and at a minimum cost for its collection. 

Jo obtain revenue.” The bill provides that for every 1,000 
bushels of wheat, corn, oats, rye, and barley actually delivered 
for none can be bought that is not delivered—there shall be a 
tax of 1 cent (1 cent for selling and 1 cent for buying). Now, let 


us see what that would amount to in the way of revenue. In 
Chicago last year the total receipts were as follows: 


Bush 
Ne E T E T E 35, 355, 1 
at a a RE E E E A E I A 91, 255, 1 
M AAA AE E A A E T 289, 
% VVVTTTTTTTTTTVTTTTTTTTTTTTT ie 1,707, 07 
ENI ĩð d EA ERIE OES 13, 345, 845 
Orale PARMAN ATNA 225, 953, 058 


which at a taxof 2 cents per thousand bushels, and a 2 cent rev- 
enue stamp on every 5,000 bushels would have amounted to the 
munificent sum of 328.68 on grain handled at Chicago. 

Let us see what this would be in New York City, at which 
place the total receipts of— 


Bushels. 
Wheat for 18983 wers — 48, 777, 985 
r 19, 436, 610 
III.... tn pe i Pi ye 29, 597, 902 
PRY O wee Senn been ee E wos ecRescae n= 556, 178 
Barloy concen ara ka aane A a AAAA OAA oe 3, 806, 195 

OA SAAC AA ans at aense PHA AER A 102, 174, 870 
The revenue under this bill from the city of New York would, 


therefore, have amounted to the fabulous sum of $2,860.88. 

Now, clearly, this is just what we would come to if this bill 
were enforced, because speculation would cease absolutely if its 
Bind ee were regarded, and but one sale of the produce would 

effected. Think of it, $6,326.68 collected in Chicago and $2,- 
860.88 at New York as the total tax on grain that would have 
been paid into the United States Treasury in 1893 to recoup its 
depleted and vacuous condition! ‘‘Additional revenue is desir- 
able and imperative at this time,” says the committee. What 
statesmanship! What breadth of mind to conceive so grand a 
scheme for enriching the Treasury of this great country! 

Why, the members of the Chicago Board of Trade contribute 
more to charity every year than this entire revenue would come 
to, and [have no doubt the same is true of the Produce Exchange 
merchantsat New York. Thirteen thousand nine hundred and 
eighteen dollars was the amount raised on the Chicago Board of 
Trade, by voluntary 55 for charitable purposes dur- 
ing 1893, besides large supplies of meat and of flour. (See page 
39, Report of Chicago Board of ‘Trade for 1893.) 

Many acity and town throughout the West and the South, 
which has been stricken at some time with flame, or flood, or 
disease, has received its first responses for succor and help from 
the big-hearted, big-brained, generous men who constitute the 
membership of our board of trade. Appeals of this kind have 
aeres fallen upon deaf ears in the great temple of exchange at 

cago! x 

How consistent the bill, its provisions, and its promoters are 
can be best judged from the fact that it purposes first to stop 
speculation, and then second, to get a revenue which, to amount 
to anythingat all, would be predicated upon the aggregate of busi- 
ness done before speculation had ceased. It is the great double- 
action project of the day! The gun may “ go off,” gentleman, 
but its kick“ will be worse than the discharge. Ifspeculation 
were continued on present lines revenue would result, otherwise 
not; therefore, if the purpose be to obtain revenue, the other 
provisions of the bill must be ignored. Clearly, the bill is not 
a revenue bill! 

The second alleged object for which this legislation is sought, 
viz, to enable the producer to realize higher prices for his 
product is, in my judgment, purely mythical, and a condition 
which legislation is powerless to accomplish. That section of 
the report reads as follows: 


Second. To relieve the producer of the destructive competition to which 
he is now subjected by the offering, upon exchanges, of illimitable quanti- 
ties of fiat or fictitious products by those who do not intend to and can not 
terminate the contract by actual delivery of the articles which they pre- 
tend to offer and sell. 


If special legislation were needed at all it would be in the di- 
rection of broadening, not contracting, the markets of the 
world. What the producer wants is a large number of buyers, 
any where, everywhere, at all times, the world over. An active, 
ready market in which he can sell his products at whatever 
time and to whomsoever he pleases, whether for pow or for 
future delivery. Competition in this can not in the very nature 
of things be destructive to his interests. 

But it is charged that unlimited offerings of produce by those 
who do not intend to and can not terminate the contract by act- 
ual delivery tend to depress the market, and results in a lower 
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level of values. Why, this is the sheerest nonsense, and in both 
respects. There can be no unlimited amount of selling without 
equivalent purchases. For every pound or bushel sold there is 
a pound or bushel bought. The one offsets the other so far as 
that factor is concerned. And to talk about the sellers being 
unable to terminate the contract by actual deliveries is equally 
absurd, for the property must be delivered, and in the month 
specified, if it be demanded by the buyer. 

It is in evidence before the committee that under the rules 
governing transactions in the yariousexchanges in the country, 
actual deliveries are contemplated in every contract made be- 
tween trades. A seller is bound to deliver the specified quality 
or grade of products sold to the amount contracted for if the 
buyer insists upon it, and these rules are recognized in the vari- 
ous State courts having jurisdiction. It is onlyfor the conveni- 
ence of trade that buyer and seller alike agree to daily settle- 
ments of trade where such is possible, rather than to postpone 
such settlement to the month for which delivery in the contract 
called for, and it is this right of clearing-house settlements that 
is contended for by the various exchanges of the country, and 
which the very necessities of the trade demand! 

It would be as reasonable for the banks to demand a delivery 
of currency on every check passed through their clearing house, 
as to ask for the actual delivery of commodities in every case 
on our exchanges! 

If there be any suspicious member in this presence who does 
not believe that an actual delivery is ib, in every in- 
stance let him send his order to Chicago or New York for the 

urchase of five or ten thousand bushels of July wheat. If he 
pone not find it necessary to write his check on the Ist day of 
July for the value of that wheat it will be simply because he has 
ordered his broker to sell that wheat in the meantime. 

The best answer, pornaps, that can be made to the charge 
that the producer suffers from ‘‘ destructive competition caused 
by the offering of illimitable quantities of fiat or fictitious prod- 
ucts upon our exchanges, etc.,” is that made by the directors 
of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, which is as follows: 


Actual experience daily demonstrated in the leading markets of the coun- 
try shows this ney to be poorly en. Inthe market of Chicago, the 
largest speculative grain center in the world, ‘‘destructive competition” (as 


What further evidence can be needed torefute this preposter- 
ous statement? The claim was not a very ingenuous one at best, 
and has been readily met by the statement just quoted. 

The third, fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh enumerated ob- 
jects sought by the proposed legislation are one and the same 
thing—each clothed in a little variation of language—as in the 
third and sixth sections, for example—and the whole evidently 
intended to be an elaborate, if notemphatic protest against that 
concentration of supposed iniquities, * short selling.” 

Those sections of the report are as follows: 


Third. To restore to the law of supply and demand that free action which 
has been destroyed by the practice of short selling,“ which practice has of 
recent years become the one mode of de the po of such agricul- 

ods of commerce are 


found to suffice for those which cannot. By the practice of short 


„thus despoiling 
= of that voice in fixing the price to be received for the product of his 
abor and 8 pew which is accorded to oiner paucar 
Fourth. at market quotations, now made by the limitless offers of fiat 


Chants for the purpose of insuring the 
ants for the 0 
of Indian, Egyptian, South Amerian, 


ae rane risks that destroy the value of our products. 
Sixth. at by restoring the functions of the law of supply nd demand 
short seller,” a 


part, the power of the farmer and planter to purchase the product of forge, 
‘actory, and mill, and thus bring prosperity to the artisan, manufacturer, 


Any suggestion to the effect that restricted legislation is de- 
sirable in the marketing of the world’s products, and preferable 
-to the ordinary and natural course of trade as & regulator to the 


law of supply and demand, is, I believe, wholly unsound in prin- 
ciple, and not justified by any law of economics. 

As bearing directly upon t roposition I want, first, to call 
the committee’s attention to the tonomia quotation from 
“ Denslow on the Principles of Economic Philosophy,” which I 


borrow from the able discussion of this subject by Messrs. La- 
tham, Alexander & Co., of New York, showing the value of ex- 
changes to trade. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A market rises into its highest efficiency and value when it concentrates 
into one focus so large a portion of the buyers and sellers of a certain com- 
modity as to become, in conjunction with one or two other markets of the 
same an authoritative standard of prices of the articles in which it 
deals for all Wie Soe and seliers through the world. By aid of the quick in- 
telligence which the telegraph supplies, and the swift transportation which 
steam affords, the whole world is converted into one market, having one 
price subject only to cost of transportation of the product between the 

ints for which the price is quoted and all other ponia, Such markets are 

e Bourse of Paris for stocks and securities, the London Stock Exchange, 
as well as the London Produce Exchange, the Liverpool and New York Cot- 
ton ex es, the New York Stock Exchange, Produce Ex: and Real 
are — visi . — * or nent og — 7 — with th t 

and provision exc 0 cago, in conjunction those of 
other Western cities and that of Live’ 1. 

In the sale of pianos, jewelxy, clothing, and other things which 
do not admit of such an authoritative contest over the price, there is great 
inequality in the price at which two persons in the same city, on the same 
day, may buy two things of the same d and of value. Hence there 
is tch in such trading. One may pay for a watch which an- 
other buys for 100. There is nostandard. In all these grades ot s lo 
credits must be given, as the dealers must hold the goods until they reac 


msumers. 
ut in articles dealt in by tiene exchanges the price is advanced to the 
producer, and his crop can always be sold if he desires even before it is har- 
vested. Hence the authoritative manufacturer of prices confers somewhat 
the same benefit on the community as is conferred by the authoritative sys- 
tem of law, religion, manners, ethics. It enables every man to know 
each moment how he stands relatively to the results of his past exertions, 
what they have cost and how much he can get for them. 

Any advantages which can be afforded the primary grain or 
cotton buyer is bound to be of advantage to the proses for 
the margin upon which this interior buyer can do business with 
the producer will necessarily be reduced thereby; and if these 
advantages are taken away from him, the greater the margin of 
difference will be in the price which he can pay the farmer. If 
under the system now in vogue he can telegraph to Chicago, St. 
Louis, New Orleans, or New York and dispose of his purchases 
at a moment’s notice, he will do so upon a minimum of advance 
over what he has paid for the property purchased by him; but 
if he is debarred from this he will increase the margin and the 
producer will get just that much less for his g ; in other 
words, if he can hedge against his purchases by an immediate 
sale, he will be glad to do so and be content with the small but 
certain profit which is assured to him. 

In the meantime, for some reason, he may not wish to ship to 
that market in which he has hedged his purchase, by a sale for 
future delivery. He may find a better trade with some local 
miller who desires his property, or through some advantageous 
special freight rate offered he may find he can do better by send- 
ing his s elsewhere, in which event he cancels his order at 
the first-named ceed ordering the goods purchased back 
for him at that point. ould there be anything wrong in that 
transaction? ould the farmers suffer by it? 

, under the present system bankers loan money, and more 
of it, readily upon in and the other products named in this 
bill, and they do so because they know they can always dispose 
of this collateral, and at a moment's notice. They are secured 
every minute, and the “ticker” which sends them the market 
quotations every few seconds warns them when the margin is 
too small, and they are thus enabled to protect themselves in 
their loans continuously. The system is thus too well grounded, 
and can not be obliterated without doing incalculable injury to 
every one engaged in the business. 

Now concerning section 3, which requires transfers of futures 
to be in writing, showing time delivery and whether agents are 
owners or entitled to possession under contract made with actual 
owners—otherwise void, etc. 

Why, before a commission merchant would dare make a trade 
or execute an order froma grain dealer in the interior he would 
have to investigate to know that the party owned it, and to have 
itinspected by some competent party to know that it would pass 
inspection in Chicago. If it did not grade the same as it was 
sold for he would bs liable under this bill for a tax of 3 cents a 
bushel. Of course the merchant would not assume this tax and 
it would therefore come from the farmer. They might both act 
in good faith and yet this might nappen. 

This of itself would kill ew J or future-delivery, and as a 
result the producer would be at the mercy of the interior buyer, 
and margins would be larger against him. For 5 A 
buyer of grain in Iowa sells five or ten thousand bushels for for- 
ward delivery of No. 2 spring wheat, at 60 cents, in Chicago. 
The buyer in arn N is acting for an Eastern miller; prices ad- 
vance 10 cents a bushel and the wheat does not grade. Under 
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this bill the contract is void. The miller would lose his wheat 
and be out the advance of 10 cents a bushel besides. 

Short selling has been the nightmare of every champion of an 
antioption bill. It has been the war ery of every shorn lamb 
who invaded the precincts of the bucket shop; of those par- 
ticularly who have never known how to sparas except by tak- 
ing the ‘‘long” side of the market. This class of traders is 
numerous and they are to be found in large numbers through 
the rural districts of Missouri. 

The higher the markets the more they want to buy, and if 
they ever do sell and go short“ the market it is when the lat- 
ter has touched bottom.” They do not seem to ‘ catch on,” 
and they never will know enough to get in out of the rain;” 
but they find lots of comfort in writing to their Congressmen 
assailing the wicked boards of trade. Lots of these same fellows 
infest the larger cities too, and when they are not betting on 
the next blackboard quotation in a bucket shop or buying pools 
on the races, ten chances to one they are nursing their wrath by 
ick np whining letters to the newspapers about the awful re- 
sults o. bling on the board of trade. 

Partridge, the great bear and bugaboo in the eyes of the 
champions of this bill, has not been the cause of low prices for 
farm products. Certainly you will not accord him any such dis- 
tinction as that? He has been one of the shearers of the lambs, 
and Partridge has grown rich because he has been right in the 
market. During this era of depression in values he has been a 
consistent bear, and has gone with the natural bent of the tide. 
Had he attempted to stem it by taking the other course he would 
have been swamped—all nature would have been against him 
and his destruction would have been inevitable. 

It is a common, though erroneous belief, that the opportuni- 
ties for free and unlimited trading results in undue depression 
of our markets. As a matter of fact, it is the converse of this 
proposition that is true. Corners never depress prices. No one 
ever heard of an effort being made to corner the market down- 
ward; it would be impossible. Corners result from overselling the 
market and are due to conditions growing out of this very act. 
It is the short seller who gets squeezed in the corner, but 
the producer is bound to be the gainer by it. In other words, 
it is the purely speculative fellow who sells what he has not got 
5 deliver that suffers from the only unnatural markets that we 

ave. 

The producer is always the gainer from an unnatural or ma- 
nipulated market; pro can not be forced below their legiti- 
mate level and held there for any length of time, but they can be 
inflated, and paradoxical as it may seem, with benefit to the pro- 
ducer without any 3 evil to the consumer, for the 
effort of those who run corners is to get as much of the article 
out of the way as possible, and into the hands of the distributers 
for consumption. Those who run corners are “‘ after” the short 
sellers and will gladly part with the product at fair normal value 
if assured that it will notget back into the channels that lead to 
their doors. This is to their interest. So that the consumer is 
not the one to suffer from this unnatural effort to raise values, 

When, for instance, wheat was forced to $2 a bushel in the 
Chicago market, no one heard that the price of bread had been 
advanced; it had not. Theonlyone who suffered was the short 
seller. The producer had gained what he (the short seller) had 
lgst, or at least a portion of it. So that if the objection to ac- 
tive speculation be because of its unnatural effect ppon values, 
the objection does not hold, because no one suffers from it but 
the operator who sells what he may not be able to deliver, while 
our farming community is the gainer in the transaction. 

But an active trading in the commodities named in this bill 
is beneficial to thefarmer in that it admits of his marketing his 
crop at whatever time prices suit him best. If May wheat, corn, 
or cotton is bringing a better price to-day than cash wheat, corn 
or cotton, and he has facilities for carrying his product until 
May, he wants to be in a position to sell it for future delivery; 
rf if later, for any reason, he concludes to hold it until July he 
wants the privilege of ‘buying in” what he sold for May and 
rese again for July. 

Every restriction contained in the bill is a tax upon the 
farmer. If you tax the dealer, itcomes directly from the pocket 
of the farmer. If you prevent a marketing of his product for 
future delivery, you add to the margin the local buyer must 
take from him, and at the same time you disturb and demor- 
alize conditions that now prevail the world over and which are 
but the outgrowth of our enormous development. You seek by 
unnatural methods to overturn natural methods in the distribu- 
tion of this great wealth of the soil, and the producer will be 
the first to rebel against it should this effort go unchecked. 

With reference to one reason given for advocating the 
of this bill, viz, that quotations may be based upon the offerin s 
of the real product by the owners thereof rather than upon tho 
alleged fictitious values created through speculation, etc., I beg 


leave to refer to the doctrine laid down by John Stuart Mill, 
which is as follows: 

When . 
FFT 
—— Se the speculators, their only connection with it consisting in having 

And experience has demonstrated this over and over again. 

Now, I maintain, as a matter of fact, that prices decline more 
rapidly when there is not what is termed a“ short interest” in 
the market. It is fallacious to suppose that a short seller is not 
going to be called upon to deliver the goods at the end of the 
month for which he has sold, unless he has bought them back in the 
meantime. And this very fact adds strength and steadiness to the 
market, for any sale of product not already acquired is a source 
of strength tothe market the mmentthe sale is consummated. 

If some extraordinary influence occurs, such as bank failures, 
or panics of any kind, the best supporters of the market are the 
shortsellers, who then become the buyers and take their profits; 
while the ordinary and regular purchasers are quite likely to 
keep out of the market for a time. 

If, as is not infrequently the case, the producer, satisfied with 
the ruling market prices to-day for, say, September delivery, 
sells his product for that delivery in anticipation of the bounti- 
ful crop promised him, finds ina month from now that from 
some change in conditions that it will not be convenient for him 
to get his product to market in that month, is he to be deprived 
of the opportunity to buy back what he contracted to de- 
liver in September and resell it for October or November? 

Is the eer who wishes to break a large tract of ground in 
the Northwest by sowing to flaxseed for the first crop, to be de- 
prived of a method of him a profit in the venture by 
selling that crop for fall delivery when occasion offers, and the 
opportunity to protect himself by a purchase in the markets at 
any time where, through the visitation of floods or for any other 
cause, his crop is threatened with destruction? 

Theseare butsome of the restrictions thatitis proposed to place 
upon the producing classes of this country through the effort to 
legislate in behalf of contracted markets for the various prod- 
ucts of our soil. And I protest 3 it, not only because it 
is contrary to the natural laws of trade*but because I believe 
it to be a blow aimed at the farming community of our country, 
such as it has never experienced in this generation. 

Our boards of trade ish the opportunity to the consumer, 
the producer, the manufacturer, the exporters, and to the buyers 
of the world. The latter are enabled to purchase for immediate 
shipment or for future ae haan Page and deliveries, and often- 
times these latter contribute in no small degree to the en- 
haneement of values, and are a natural and effective support to 
our markets. 

This system of dealing in futures has proven to be a decided 
benefit to all concerned, to the farmer as well as to the con- 
sumer and exporter. Take it away and you take away a ready 
and easy mode which the producer now enjoys of marketing 
his product at any moment at fair value. Take it away and you 
place him at the mercy of the local buyer, who fixes the prices 
at which he shall sell—several points below the then cash price, 
at the-nearest commercial center, after allowing for the cost of 
transportation to that point. The local buyer is compelled to 
do this to protect himself by proper margin against any pos- 
sible decline in values while heis getting the product to market. 

This margin comes out of the producer. The buyer at this 
commercial center fixes his price upon the last quotation from 
the seaboard, and the 555 at the latter point upon the last 
quotation from Liverpool (where our surplus finally goes), and 
each in turn must protect himself by a margin similar to the 
one exacted by the local purchaser, and the sum total of these 
margins must eventually come out of the farmer, the producer; 
from no one else. This would be the legitimate and logical re- 
sult of prohibiting trading in futures, and the restrictions con- 
tained in this bill would amount to an absolute prohibition such 
as is named. It is claimed for the bill that such restrictions do 
not apply to legitimate sales where the product in question is 
intended for actual delivery. But in effect they do, and in this 
wise: The maintenance of steady and fair market quotations is 
largely due to active speculation; that is, to markets where 
transactions are large and frequent. Any operator will choose 
that market for business which is most active, where specula- 
tion is constant and rapid. On such a market the holder of 
grain or cotton or provisions may sell almost without limit, 
without appreciably affecting prices. On such a market the 
manufacturer or the consumer may buy without stint and not 
fear that prices will be run up on him” to any . ex- 
tent. Small fluctuations may be frequent throughout a day’s 
business, but as a rule the general level holds good to a noe, ay 
that does not affect the consumer or the producer unfavorably. 

The facts are that this is a great surplus producing country, 


and the system which has been fosteredand builtup through the 
medium of our great exchanges is 3 the outgrowth of the 
necessities of trade, and provide most admirably, notwithstand- 
ing the various criticisms that have been indulged in concerning 
them, for the disposition of not only this surplus, but of that 
which is taken and distributed for local consumption throughout 
the length and breadth of our own land. 

It is the opinion of those best fitted to judge, those who from 
long experience and constant attention to the demands of trade 
and commerce, whose interests are coincident. with those of the 

roducers, in whose interests all other interests are centered, 
T aganise dependent thereon, that the passage of such a measure 
as the one proposed would unsettie business already demoral- 
ized and sensitive, unsettle prices and becomea disturbing factor 
in the effort at recovery from a depressed and despondent season 
of gloom, disaster, and ruin, such as we have but just expe- 
- rienced. 

Mr. Chairman, a word concerning the Chicago Board of 
Trade—not in defense of the personnel of its membership, be- 
cause defense from calumny and venomous personal attack di- 
rected from irresponsible and ignorant sources is not worthy the 
dignity of notice by any friend of that body, nor would that 
friend be thanked for any such gratuity—but of the board as an 
organized commercial exchange, and Í refer to this particular 
exchange, because the concentration and quintescence of venom 
post son er by the advocates of this bill has been directed to and fo- 
calized upon it. Why, one would suppose from some of the loose 
criticism indulged—many times by those who ought to know 
better—that we had a veritable Monte Carlo“ set up in Chi- 
cago, for no other than to extract the spare cash from 
our gullible country cousins as they come to our city, or to take 
from the laboring man the hard-earned surplus of his toil. 

It Is a favorite theme for the anarchist and the demagogue to 
decry any system that appeals to the passions of those who hate 
to see their neighbors prosper, particularly when that system 
represents energy and aggression in the development of our com- 
mercial interests and an enlightened advancement in the prog- 
ress of mankind. The po r notion in some quarters seems to 
be that the Chicago Board of Trade is a big organized gambling 
fraternity, and a foe to legitimate trade and commerce. It does 
not seem possible that such ridiculous sentiment can be very 
general, and yet that it does exist there can be no question. 

Its relation to the commerce of this and other countries is ap- 
parently but little understood, and in its relations to the produc- 
ing classes equal ignorance is shown. Nor can if better be ex- 
plained than by quoting an extract from theadmirable report of 
a recent president of that institution, Mr. Charles D. Hamill, 
who shows this relationship, not only of the Chicago board, but 
of all the leading exchanges, to be as follows: 

The primary function of boards of trade is to the consumer and 
ae together, the buyer and the seller, so thate: may be unhindered 

the pursuit of his industries, and may market and purchase his sat 
the smallest expense both of money and of time. Boards of trade have no 
private interest to promote. Their welfare depends upon the value of the 
services which they render to the commercial public in the interests of fair- 
ness and justice, and in providing, without expense to either, the informa- 
5 7 ꝓ 5 au parts of the world which is essential to the profitable conduct 
S The commercial exchange stands ,therefore, for equity and fair dealing 
and employs its facilities for the benefit of the buyer and seller, and for the 
unhindered distribution of products and the economical exchange of sur- 
plus commoditees. is the attitude and the only attitude which the 
commercial exchanges of the nineteenth century occupy. It is a nineteenth 
century idea of commerce that no advantage shall be ie secon! either the 


buyer or the seller and that no man or section shall be pe tted to take 
— pct whatsoever with reference to all facts concerning supply 
and demand. 

It is the province of boards of trade to upon the bulletins of the 
world for the information of all, the facts derived from the great marts of 

e, from great manufacturing industries and sections, concerning the 
movement of merchandise,Jrates of transportation, and all facts which en- 
ter intothe commercial life of men. Without these facilities which boards 
of trade or commercial exchanges create, the commercial development of 
to-day would not have been possible, and notwithstanding in this great sys- 
tem of commerce there are some defects, these institutions have contrib- 
uted in manifold ways most materially to those results which make memo- 
rable the achievements of the nineteenth century. 

As long as the present conditions of trade and commerce, both foreign 
and domestic, prevail; as long as men strive for supremacy in the markets 
of the world; as long as ships laden with merchan sail the seas; as long 
as cars freighted with commodities fiy across the continent; as long as 
products are exchanged and men mingle together; as long as ambition 
rules the mind of man, so long will boards of trade continue to exist, har- 
moniously and economically presiding over and directing the manifold and 
magnificent forces of mercantile life. 


The very able exposition of the buying and selling of futures 
by Mr. George F. Stone, the accomplished gentleman, student, 
statistician, and long-time secretary of the Chicago Board of 
Trade, is deserving of more than ng notice in the discus- 
sion of this subject in the national House of Representatives. 
No intelligent consideration of this matter would be complete 
without a reference to his treatise on this question, published 
in the Annual Reviews of that body covering the last three or 
four years, and certainly no one is more competent tospeak, by 
reason of long experience, familiarity with detail, and power of 


reasoning on this subject than is he. His reputation for integ- 


rity and conscientiousness of 3 amon friends and h 
standing in the commercial world are equally high; his name is 
a synonym in the grain trade for all that is elevating, progres- 
sive, and painstaking in the mulgation of information and 
suggestions for the benefit and betterment of the producer, the 
middleman, and the manufacturer; and I commend his writings 
to everyone interested in this proposed legislation, Ashe very 
aptly puts it— 

Legislation never will make high prices; never will make a market no 
more than it can make a currency of intrinsic value. and the greenback 
theory can never be successfully applied to wheat. When we raise.a sur- 
plus we have got to take our chances with other surplus-producing wheat 
countries. That is all there ts to the whole business. 

The marketing of the products of this great surplus-produc- 
ing country with the highest advantage to the producer, is one 
of the great economic problems of the day, and the pens sys- 
tem, so completely developed for the favorable handling of our 
enormous crops, is simply the outgrowth of a natural demand 
created to meet the requirements of the times and to provide 
for the prompt disposal of products at their fair market valua- 
tion. Itean not be obliterated without the doing of great in- 
justice to all concerned—to the producer as well as to the mid- 
dleman and consumer—and no one in his senses is asking that 
it shall be. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, I wish to refute and 


deny the allegation purporting to have emanated from the dis- 


tinguished chairman of the committee, that the exchanges of 
the countryare satisfied with his billinitspresentshape. Such, 
I say, isnot true. 

In an interview with the Washington correspondent of the 
Chicago Post, published on the 5th ultimo, Chairman HATCH 
is reported as follows: s 


upon the statute books. All of the objectionable features which 
5 — heretofore caused the antioption bill to ani vo been 
eliminated. sec! which will now meet with serious 


tions any Oppo- 
sition are those rela to bucket shops; the regular dealers in futures are 
pretty well satisfied with the bill.” * 


This was on May 5. Just how well satisfied these dealers are 
with the bill can best be told perhaps by the meee oh eT er 
received by me from the president of the Chicago Board of Trade 
on May the 9, just four days later. It reads as follows: 

. CHICAGO, May 9, 1894. 
ses mee oe eae per ot Hh eta ba eta 
e — 
ir pass carer asto 7717. AN EATEN, than anything which ‘tas 


tened the industries of the x 
— TAS, L. RAYMOND, President. 
Hon. J. FRANK ALDRICH, 


Washington, D. C. 


And the secretary and representative of the Toledo Produce 
Exchange, Mr. Denison B. Smith, says: 

The present] system of trading for future delivery is the outgrowth of 
necessity in the economical movement of the surplus product of the coun- 
try, which has adapted itself in an eminent degree to the conditions which 
those necessities have ordained, and which, more than any other ever in- 
vented, worksin complete harmony with theinterests of the producers. In 
the strongest terms I desire to emphasize this point in opposition to 
the of the author of the bill and others who are not students of and not 
familar with the operations of the system. All the proofs and edents 
defend the present system of 1 for future delivery as one t favors 
the interest of the farmer, and which is in no need of Congressional legisla- 
tion. 

And again: 

The Hatch bill, in every line and feature of it, is a bill for the depression of 
prices of agricultural products and the demand for it is unreasonable and 
groundless. 

The directors of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis through 
their president, Mr. William G. Boyd, responds to the assertion 
by saying: 

This bill is in the interest of the wealthy classes, ee claimed for the 
farmer. Itis a backward step that should be revolting, abhorrent, and not 
acceptable to the intelligent manhood and honor of the Representatives in 
the Congress of this country. 

And the president of the New York Cotton Exchange, Mr. 
James O. Bloss, has this to say: x 

The claim may possibly be made that, as the present bill is different in its 
character from those that have preceded it, the testimony heretofore re- 
ferred to is not applicable to this measure. In zony to any such claim, 
however, it may be said that, though the present bill is in some r 
quite different from those that have preceded it, nevertheless the same 
spirit of prohibition and 5 of speculative transactions as thor- 
oughly pervades the present bill asjany of its predecessors. while the taxes 

posed even on transactions that are conceded to be legitimate and in the 
fine of good business are such. as to hinder and obstruct. business, so that 
taken as a whole the present bill is quite as obnoxious and objectionable as 
any of those that have preceded it. 

And so I might go on, and in an unbroken line of testimony 
quete the universal protest of the great commercial bodies of 

country, who appreciate and understand the serious conse- 
quences that would come to the produser through the operation 
of legislation such as is propose 

I hope the bill will not pass. [Loud applause.] 


6544 


JUNE 19, 


{Editorial from the Chicago Tribune of March 5, last.] 
WHY WHEAT IS CHEAP. 
Senator PEFFER’S Subcommittee on the Causes and Remedies ot 8 


ral Depression has pared a much more sensible than might have 
been expected by Giese who have watched the uneconomic vagaries of that 
mtleman in the past. The zener a admits well-known facts that lie at the 
basis of f the discussion. In regard to wheat, which is the article that at- 
test attention just now, itis stated that the farming 


8 . 
8 far from be 


about 22 cents on an averag: 
TUNDA eeen 1 a ra big shrinkage in the cost ot org gee Asteamer 

ys, where formerly 
thirty to arte y days were required for the passage — a hota containing 10,000 


2 Or oguree, these reductions have taken effect in other lands as well as here. 
is the case with Indian yaoa the 

oe ne Bombay and 88 to 8 pe 50 per cent by 
the opening of the Suez Canal. e wages of farm hands in India are but 
6 to 10 cents of our money per day, wheat costs only 13 cents Bes. bushel on 
the farm. Twelve cents more puts it on board ship, and 25 cents additional 
places it on the wharvesat 9 or London. The report ma; 5 
understate the cost of la; bot Hee wheat in the tish but 
evidently the d bes grain are a . element in the cB tion 
which our lus wheat aes with. insomuch as the price of wheat 
we sella fixes that of the wheat that is consumed at home, by just so 
much is the price to the American consumer kept down and the farmer 

. 15 to at figures which he claims and believes do not net him a fair 
= t for his investment of capital and toil. 

In the on of this sub; 3 it is important to remember that there 18 
little real cause for complaint if the selling price of wheat declines in pro- 
portion to the cost of — — the grain. Such reduction has been sub- 
mitted to without a y the manufacturers of cotton and woolen 
cloth, ee and other staple — ea of consum: onon and ——.— to be ac- 


cepted by the producers of wheat and silver. "Also, if the introduction of 
new processes a part of the demand for arp amie e can be supplied at 


a large 
a great reduction of cost, those who keep on producing by old-fashioned 
methods are unable to control the marketand have to sell at a disadvantage. 
may seem cruel to those who thus suffer from the march of im 
mens; but there is no help for it, and the rule is so nearly unive: 
tion that it is useless for those engaged in any one department to com- 


It may be hard for those Who can not 8 wheat or silver at the prices 
which yielda fair profit to the bonanza farmers and the owners of rich mines 
to de toid that they must operate at a loss or worl: on different lines. But 
they have to do it all the same, and there is little hope for a radical Ly ite 
ment in either till the dropping out of the rer pa: areas permits the 
uction to be reduced one enough to lessen the offe n proportion to the 
emand. The report tells a truth that is of “world: de application in the 
words that large quantities of 35-cent wheat thrown on the market must 
have a depressing effect on the general average of profits in wheat farming.” 
[From a recent editorial in the Chicago Evening Journal.] 
PRICE OF WHEAT IN THE s. 
Pe the talk about wheat se now at the lowest price on record is di- 
in the face of the evidence furnished in the semi-centennial issue of 
7 — of Monday last. In his interesting reminiscences C. M. Pendel- 
ton. of Crystal Lake, en 8 used to haul our wheat into Chicago with 
icking our we ovar the prairie before there 
e hauled a bout 40 bushels of wheat toa load, 
t wees I got 47 cents a bushel for.“ 

In the issue of the Journal of September 2, 1844, printed in fac simile on 
Monday, 56 cents is quoted as the top notch on wheat in Chicago. On Au- 
gust 81 advices by maii from Cleveland (August 5 the price there at 

cents with 71 asked, 70 bid at Buffalo. The Jo of September 4 printed 
advices from New York of date August 27, quo wheat at 84 to 85 cents. 

oak er pele reap dK. a Sr 
com mn o cago and New Yor e latter 
cent er, Will give the farmers of the Western States some idea of 
what they owe to the great lines of transportation across the continent, 
ich they are continually howling and 5 to legislate. 
pe means of eek ape praia have brought the price: the seaboard 
almost to the barnyards of the farmers. 


{Extract from an editorial in the Memphis Commercial, March 19, 1894.] 
TOO MUCH LEGISLATION. 


—.— is an old 8 that America is a ETORREN —— and that end 
and general interests suffer because this is true. American 
ple ! have never had too little, but entirely too much, leglalatton Saning 


efactient forbade tho Aing Gt te American Aad by te SEIS of ae 
e 0 e ra a ot 
vidual owners. That cally annihilated Anrik time com- 


merce ana gave to England) nine-tenths of the tonnage on both imports and 


„tue Government has again and agan levied taxes, im: oe 
penalties. It has again and again lifted t san As reguctied on ain b 
nesses, and given t bonuses to favored trades. The result is tia that, ihe 
onus of politics hs upon every branch of trade and every artery of com- 
merce. men wers left 2 transact their affairs according to natural laws 
of value received, acco! tonatural laws of barter and exchange, with no 
penalties, with no aids of Government, there is no reason to doubt that 
values would naturally adjust themselves, and that distribution, demand, 
a SUP) oA — taste would aon lify oe „ guano en me 

as simple as the swapp: 0 ves done schoo! 
boys. As it Bow businessis simply legislated almost to death. sf 
[Editorial from the Chicago Tribune of May 18 last.] 
LOWEST PRICES FOR WHEAT. 
wheat has “broken the record.“ The price for the standard 3 
is market 1 down 817 53} cents per bushel yesterday, the inside figure 
— J ve fected cents. Thatis 1} cents below the bottom point 
touch icky 1 ot last summer which followed the an- 
nouncement N 9 India had been closed to the coinage of silver. 
It is 1 cent less than the BS 8 June and ag 88 1861, which was the lowest 
record made in a third of a century gee Be 893, and the aver of the 
market since last June is lower than nding time in this mar- 
ket since 1852, when spring wheat 5 5 — } cents per bushel for the 
whole season of buying from the farmer. 

It also may be noted that the purchases of wheat made in this city forty 
years ago were from the “prairie schooner,” or farmer’s wagon, so that 
our market of those days co nded to that of several h miles far- 
ther West to-day. Putting all these facts together, it vars be claimed that 
wheat in this market was never before so low in price as it is now. 

The 8 factor thus enters 5 y into — problem for 
comparison of prices in this city to-day with those of the long ago. It en- 

ly ane the e price problem for different dates in the English 
5 American, we have ome following 
as the average Lon: ate ces per bushel for the periods nam: 

From 1840 to 1849, the named year Ag ee 
ery of gold in California, 1. 73; . — N to 1859, 
in the next ten years, 81.71. 
in Liverpool has been quoted a4, Ta per 1 
more than 68 cents Ei bushel after paying 
from foreign countries. 

The latest price in London is less than 10 
quarter of 8 shels which used to be talk 
buy whenever the market dip to that fi The present price here is 
less than a tenth more than half the $1 which not a few people in the trade 
can remember to have been for years regarded as an eq y safe b 
pana inthismarket. Of course reduced transportation charges have a grea 

eal to do with this reduction. 

Wheat can be sent from to Liverpod! for little more than 9 cents 

r bushel, or about a quarter of what the same service costtwenty to twenty- 
Ave yearsago. Butafter allowing for that there still isa big shrinkage from 
the advance due tothe discovery of gold in California and Australia. Doubt- 
less menar not all of this should set down to the account of cheaper 


y following. the discoy- 
to 1865, $1.51; 
the price, of NN 0. 2 red winter wheat 
. which is equal to little 

1 charges for transportation 


cent above half the 40s. per 
of as a safe figure at which to 


methods of production. The use of f; machinery enabled the grower 
to with much human labor, 2 the subsequent chea: in the 
the price of that decreased the outla to the employ- 


y necessary 
ment of this labor saver. Greater competition by the Wheat-growers of 
other countries, notably those of Russia, 


dia, Australia, and South Amer- 
ica, has done the rest. 


3 oma oeae of 2 last two = pose reat inci have been made 
e greater by the panic o ‘ear, bu 8 

enormous crop of wheat raised in lin Ge U nited S 

of much more than the ave’ 
199856 broke down 


excesstvel iy 
worked o 
reached now. 

The fact once established, there may be a revulsion that will carry the 
market as much too high as it is now too low. But, whatever other condi- 
tions may be, so long as we have a surplus that must be offered for sale in 
the United Kingdom the sellers here will have to accept for their wheat 
what it would sell for abroad after allowance for cost of transporta- 
tion and ing. That price is reckoned on the gold basis. Probably the 
wheat prices of the future will be reckoned on the same basis; and if, owing 
to free co: „the money should be paid in depreciated silver, the’ 3 
received would do the American farmer no more good than if it were 
in dollars each one equal in buying power to a gol dollar. So itis idle we 
talk aboat silver infiation as desirable because its advocates think it would 
cae the American farmer to realize a larger number of “dollars” per 


APPENDIX. 
WHEAT VALUES. 


Table showing the highest and lowest prices for No. 2 wheat (cas®) at Chicago during each month from 1879 to 1898, inclusive. 


Guion 20. 
1.14 to 1.823) 1.1 
195} to 1.00% 
1,254 to 1. 1.1 
88 to 1.044 | 1.03 
88} to 1958 | 
176 to 81 7 
L to . : 
. 751 to 78 7 
192 to 1. : 
„Ti to 7 
2871 o ? 
. to . . 
173 o 78 78 


i 
3 


to 80. 94 £0.83} to 30.914 | $0.90} to 81.023 21 015 t0 81.07 
to 1. 1.05f to 1.14 | 1.12 to 1.19 | .87 ‘to 1. 

to 80 801 to 1. 1.01 to 1.12} | 1.06} to 1.14 
to 1. 1. to 1.42 | 1.23 to 1.28} 1.25 to 1.35 
to 1.11 199 to 1.12} | 107% to 1.14$| [98% to 1.14 
0: 750 to 94% 18 to .95 8 to .90 
to 7 ‘77 to .914 | ‘858 to 0 844 to ‘89 
to 81 [72h to 800 2 to 7 {70} to 77 
to . 764 to 804 to 88 . 644 to 94 
to 2 1 to 81 80% o .80f| f to . 

to 1. 179} to ii to 8 .75} to [82 
to . Fl to 80 | <f to 1.00 8 o 

to 97 1.02 to 1.121 801 to 1.08 | ‘92 to 1.01 
to 91 8 to 3 80. to 71 178 o 

to 70 to 8&8 08 oů0 613 to 60 
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Tabie showing the highest and lowest prices for No.2 wheat (cash) at Chicago during each month from 1879 to 1898, inclusive. 


29 #0. 833 to £0, 0.85 to 81. to $1, 22 92 410 
5 to si to . .87} to . to 937 to 1.1 
84 to 1,22 17155 150 1. 20 to 120 : to to 1.82 1. to 1.30 
29. to 1.36 -97 to 1.09 - 97) to 1.08 2 to .97 to .94 5 to 55 
909 to 1. 1.00 to 1. 92 to 991 ..80) to .f to 88 s to wh 
to . . 70 to , 83; > to .80 ` to .7 to .74 8 to 
to i 28 to .89 +76} to . 881 84 to 91 to x to 80 
„ to . -74 to .78 to 77 694 to 74 to 7 é to 79 
677 to 71 : to . 69; 67 to .718 „60% to .72 to 75 to 
s to 85 81 to .94 -90 to 1.65 1.02% to 1.17 to .15 974 to 1. 
701 to 85 ° to .79 .7 to 88 7 to to 81 ` to -.80 
-8 to 94 „S0 % to 1,07! +95} to 1.043 +96) to 1.03 to 1.01 87h to 
84 to .%¢| 86 to 1.1 90 to 1.00 .92} to .99 to 9. 89% to 03 
76 to 80 -74 to 80 71 to 601 604 to 74 to 73 69 to 72 
54% to 661 551 to . 632 to . 69: = to 66 to .63 „50% to 64 
Daily prices for No, 2 spring wheat in Chicago for first our months of 1894. 
No. 2 spring, cash. No. 2 spring, cash. 
Date. Date, Price, 
1 
January 2 . . 58 
January 3 - 60 Sot 571 
January 4 F 61 57 
January - 625 60 . 57; 
January 6 . 63 500 57 
January 8.. „62 59 58 
January 9.. 63 “at s 
January 10 . . 57 
January 11 - 63 57 57 
January 12 . 62 f 50 . 87. 
January 13 61 February 14. 57 50 
January 15 N February 15. 56 57. 
January 16 0 February 16. 5⁵ 56 
January 17 00 February 17.. 551 i 
January 18 . 61 February 19.. 55 57 
January 19 . So February 20.. 5⁵ d 
January = February 21.. 57 7 
January 22 61 February 23.. 58 57 
January z 60 8 8 57 57 
January 24 600 || February 26 < 3 
January 25 60 || February 275 5 aoe 57 57 
January 0 February 28 57. 57 
January 27 0⁰ 50 
January 29 00 50 
January 30 01 50 
January 31 -60 50 


CHICAGO ELEVATOR WAREHOUSES. 
Statement showing their capacity for the storage of grain December 31, 1893. 


Proprietors. Name of elevator. Capacity. 

Ar Elevator A P SRO 000 
rmour Elevator KA 

Armour Elevator B 1.80 000 
Armour Elevator B, annex 3, 000, 000 
Armour Elevator CO 1, 500, 000 
Armour Elevator D and annex 3, 009, 009 
Armour Elevator E.. 1, 250, 000 
Do Armour Elevator F.. 800, 000 
Central Elevator Company .-.........-.-...-.--.--.-...- Central Elevator A 1,000, 000 
Chicago 2 Company. 1, 800, 000 
Chicago and Pacific Elevator Company.. Chicago. Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway - 1.000, 000 
Chicago Elevator Company ‘Wabash, St. Louis and Pacific Railway.. -| 1,500,000 
A eae FEAE Various railros ass 1.500. 000 
Charles Counseiman & CO -| 1,100,000 
o cadences: Rock Iatand Mlevator B.-.- cs. |25.. <2 - sconce ok eevee ecb RSA 5 800, 000 
Ilnois Trust and Savings Bank Neeley’s Elevator . Railroads and Canal. A 700, 000 
City of Chicago Grain Elevators, Galena Elevator z 700, 000 
Do AIX TANG TBV ROT. E e pata want ucua Dane packets saneoes lanes see 700, 000 

Do Fulton Elevator Giteago, ee and St. Paul Railway and canal.. 400, 000 

Bo City Elevator.. Rail rae and cana! 1, 000, 000 

— 0 ae 800, 000 

Do 5 kc Chicago and Northw. way.. 1, 500, 000 

DO E E S E sa A ARE A E E E St. Chicago, Milwankee and St, Paul 1 900, 000 

— 3 Atchison, Topeka and Sante Fe Railroad 1, 500, C00 

TT ͤ V..... OOA AASGD RelO A dens Chicago and Alton Railroad 1, 350, 000 

do 500, 000 

1,000, 000 

1,000, 000 

82, 800, 000 


FLOUR AND GRAIN. 
Aggregate annuas receipts of flour, and grain of all kinds, in Chicago; also the quantity of four manufactured in the city for each year since 1852. 


ceipts. 


Flour Wheat Corn Flour re- 


received. | received. received. 


Oats Rye Barle; 
received. ed. received. 


Bushels. Bushels. 
86, 162 192, 387 
85, 691 201,764 


68, 166 201, 895 
45. 707 128. 457 
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FLOUR AND GRAIN. 
Aggregate annual receipts of flour and grain of all kinds in Chicago; also the quantity of flour manufactured in the city for each year since 1889. 
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WINTER AND SPRING WHEAT. 


Product. 


production 
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Winter wheat. 
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GRAIN IN STORE IN CHICAGO. 


Amounts of grain in store at 


«| 223232388528888 


322 esga gda E 
3" ot J 
— | 389233333238 85 
if cee ig 
a s 2 

2823882388888 38 
1 seo g 


WHEAT, 


No. 2 WhIte 22, ne etn wncnennenens 


2 mene 


ssi 
Fes 
35 eee 
8 4 32 
È be 88 
3 on E 2 
: HEE E i 
P| a 1 
Sg © = ot 82 pS] co an 8 3s 
4 435 ——————————————————— |S Ss 
$s & sss ss 888 SS SS SS SSS SSS SSS SSS 8 i A* 
z 2 
15 i 586 e 
55 7 o J 
RET J 9 58 
JHE ! 4525 
33 82 : ees iA A : 88 
2 : — : SS 
© — © on — EJ Şi 
ee] éag 8 5 | EA 
K 2 S SsSsSSsssssssssssssssssssssssSSS SSS 2 $i 
: au 
a a 
S$ 85 8 1 
8 $ s 41 8 


6547 


and rye trons she United States to Europe, annually, since 1858 (calculations 
being made for the years ending August 3 


Flour, barrels. | Wheat; bushels. | Corn, bushels. | Rye, bushels. 


— g — A ~ 
1 3, „ „ 
8 | ag | „ Eg | „ | 38 | 8a 38 
E | ga | te | fe | 8 | Se | eo) ee 
83 | § og | 8 | oy | 8" | og] 3" 
Spee Ue aie a leche 


1858 - 203, 100) 6,555,642} 290, 428 3, 317, 
1859 51, 439,01 57,845) 342, 01 

1860 - 49, 4,738, 178, 031| 2, 221, 

1861. 142,1 553, 890| 3, 452, 496/11, 705, 

1862. 626, 754, 709 7, 617, 472 14. 084. 

1863. 218, 579 28, 167, 190| 2, 343, 814/10, 334, 

1804. 100, 511/16, 492,523] 333,819 717,484 

1865. 23, 261| 2, 989, 740 112,315 1,203, 404 

1866. 4,285) 1,521, 21 68,111/13, 908, 

1807 4.204 6,014,271 79,417 10,410. 

1808 28.575 12 992 609) 878,482 9, 121, 

1800 38, 973/18, 56,560 299; 920) 4,257 

1870. 57,052 27, 787, 609) 9 — 40, 

1871. 136, 638 22, 488, O21) 2, 430, 762 5, 905, 

1872. 15, 315/19, 017, 411| 3, 687, 327/25, 779, 

1873. 13, 115/31, 790, 876|. 986, 673 29, 334, 

1874. 129, 682 51, 833, 278110, 333, 726 26, 299, 

1875 51,718 42.057, 004] 4, 187, 280 23, 387, 

1876 - 51, 58142, 256, 652| 7, 254, 616/42, 452, 

1877 - 33, 902.81, 202, 296; 4, 763, 349,55, 466, 

1878 49, 938 54, 684, 732/11, 567, 214/65, 915, 

1870. 226, 447/57, 419, 292159, 383, 041/64, 500, 

1830. 124, 478/79, 088, 075 05, 758, 763,55, 635, 

1881 530, 476/82, 550, 007, 79953, O14, 

1882 - 187, 601/65, 600, 452, 924128, 664, 

1885 A 402, 596 65, 268, 953, „010, 036, 

1884 _| 5,583, 843| 319, 978-44, 761, 690119, 594, 213/96, 436. 441, 

1885 6, 897,538 374, 403 56, 532, 691, 016.22, 298, 812. 

1886 _| 4,914, 133, 086,34, 926, 735, 074/87, 871, 962, 

1887 _} 7, 682, 071| 565, 096,54, 352, 411, 200 24, 265, 161, 513 
1888 .| 8,070, 4! 460, 607 41, 332, 30019, 324, 14, 259, 48 973, 982 
1889 || 5, 281, 192, 419/31, 568, 596/11, 522, 65641, 096, 727/18, 947, 124|- 2 oo] 
1890_| 7, 423, 218, 973/38, 240, 523110, 829, 047 54, 601, 034134, 692, mi 
1891 -| 7,037, 530, 51 , 820, 65 2 771, 131, l 538, 607 
1892 `| 9, 603, 910/1, 285, 74767, 293, 960/84" 416, 357/38, 503, 653/33, 087, 242 
1893 _|10; 361, 860/1, 549, 518, 13438, 522, 124, 238/18, 135, 885 


Stocks of provisions in Chicago at close of business April 30, 1894, as reported À 


to the Board of Trade. 
April 30, 
1892. 
196 190, 601 
87,139 
Uy Ae 70 
7,092 14, 890 
4,089 9, 403 52, 448 
6,702079 | 7,298768 | 44, 892372 
1, 338, 961 540, 229 1, 602, 878 
Extra short clear middles. 4,847,989 | 3,862,233 6, 610, 726 
Long clear middles. 761,580 | 216,159 616, 333 
salted shoulders... 987,734 743, 087 1,839, 826 
4,081,450 | 3,534,825 | 5, 598,468 
26, 385,700 | 23,578,476 | 31,435, 900 
10, 020,375 | 2,138,045 | 9,236, 821 
6,326,750 | 3,425, 092 4, 434, 305 
po 8,179,400 | 2,163, 690 5, 217,470 
Sweet pickled Boston shoulders - 900, 900 580, 469 1,210, 407 
Sweet pickled skinned hams 3, 528 | 1,793,996 1, 796, 533 
Other cuts of meats 4 6, 245, 404 510, 005 7, 923, 699 


TTT ——— anes 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY] occupied more than two hours 
in his address to-day, I hope the Chair will recognize, following 
the gentleman from Iinois [Mr. ALDRICH], who has just taken 
his seat, some gentleman on the same side of the question, so as 
to equalize the time as 1 7 Sara ible. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChai had already determined to rec- 
ognize the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GOLDZIER]. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Mr. i , inasmuch as I propose to 
occupy the attention of the committee for an hour, I wouldsug- 
gest to the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, if it 
would be agreeable to him, to allow the committee to rise now, 
so that I may have the hour to which I would be entitled to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, the time, of course, is limited 
for this discussion, and must necessarily be so. We must reach 
a conclusion in a short time. I should be exceedingly glad to 
oblige the gentleman from Illinois if possible. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Of course, if the gentleman objects, I will 
proceed now. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will occupy 
a half hour now. I move that the committee rise at 5 o'clock, 
and he can resume his remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me say to the gentleman from 
Missouri, if my colleague will allow mo, that it is exceedingly 
awkward to cut a speech up in that manner. It is getting late 
in the afternoon, and many of the membersjhave left the Hall. 
You have had the best part of the day in the discussion when 
the House was full, and it seems to me that it would be only fair 
and right if somebody on your side would take half an hour 
now, and let my colleague have his hour entire to-morrow. 

Mr. HATCH. That would be entirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. HATCH. I will be glad if there is any gentleman pres- 
ent who desires to occupy a half hour on either side of the ques- 
tion, that the Chair would recognize him to go on now. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. That would be very pleasant to me, as I 
should prefer to k to-morrow. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam very desirous to accommodate the gen- 
tleman from Illinois in any way, and if any gentleman present 
on either side desires to occupy a half hour now, I hope he will 
1 his wishes by, addressing the Chair. The gentleman 
noe innesota [Mr. FLETCHER] said he desired to occupy some 

ime. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Chairman, as this subject has been 
under discussion I desire to bə heard upon it; but was not pre- 
pared to proceed to-day with my address. I havesome commu- 
nications, however, on the subject, coming from actual dealers 
in wheat, that I would like to have read at the desk in my time, 
if possible. That will absorb, perhaps, twenty or twenty-five 
minutes this afternoon, and I can occupy the remainder of the 
time hereafter, if it is agreeable to the committee. 

Mr. HATCH. The time, ofcourse, to be taken out ofthe gen- 
tleman’s hour, when he desires to address the House. 

Mr. FLETCHER. All right, if I have half an hour left. 

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. WALKER. Allow me to say that I object to two or three 
=  gotting in ahead of me. I have had five men ahead of me 

ready. 

The GHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] now. 

Mr. WALKER. I will say that I wish to speak to-morrow, 
after the gentleman has spoken on that side. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. If the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
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WALKER] desires to speak now, I will yield my place, with the 
understanding that I am to follow him. If not, I presume the 
Chair has the right to recognize the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. WALKE I decline to take the floor now, but I want 
to speak to-morrow, after the gentleman completes his speech. 

r. ALDRICH. I wish to give notice to the House that at 
the proper time I shall offer an amendment to strike out the 
8 future "and i that pertains to it in this bill, 
leaving it simply to apply to the word ‘‘ option.” ; 

Mr. HATCH. We have not reached that stage yet, and it is 
not necessary for the gentleman to give notice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. FLETCHER}. 

Mr.GOLDZIER. Withthe understanding that I am entitled 
to the floor in the morning; because otherwise Ishould not yield 
the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. The gentleman from Minne- 
sota Mr. FLETCHER] is recognized. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Chairman, this measure ought to be entitled 
„A bill to depress prices of farm products and to interfere with the 
freedom of contract and legitimate trade.” 

I have studied the bill with care and candor, and with a full de- 
sire to discover any merits that it might possess. Ihave failed to 
find in it a single feature which will benefit the farmers, while its 
entire effect, if it shall ever become a law, will be to heap addi- 
tional burdens Apen the farmer. 

There is no district represented on this floor whose people have a 
deeper interest in the prosperity of the farming classes than the 
one which I represent. We buy each year the larger portion of all 
the marketable grain raised by the farmers of that group of North- 
western States whose prođuctiveness is the marvel of the world. 

In the year 1892 the millers and dealers living in my district 
handled 72,727,000 bushels of actual wheat alone, and the city which 
is my home is the largest primary wheat market in the world. Our 
people own very largely the 2 elevators of Minnesota, North 
and South 5 ansas, and Northern Iowa. Besides 
grinding 45,000 bushels of wheat into flour annually, we man- 
ufacture over 400,000, 000 feet of lumber each year, which is mainly 
bought by the same farmers from whom this wheat is purchased. 

I state these facts to illustrate how vitally the prosperity of the 
community for which I specially speak is identified with the pros- 
perity of the farmers of the Northwest. 

The report of the committee having this measure in charge states 
that its first object is revenue. I assert that to Whatever extent it 
produces revenue it does so at the expense of the farmer. The 
speculator can usually take care of himself, and in this case particu- 
larly he would see to it that the tax levied upon him for dealing in 
wheat was made to come out of the origin 
the hands of the producer. 

The farmer, already sufficiently burdened, will pay the tax levied 
by this bill. The farmer asks for relief and he is given increased 
oppenen. 

‘hat such a measure can protect the producer against low prices 
is a delusion. Its effect would be exactly the reverse, because 
such a bill would disorganize and demoralize the present admirable 
system of marketing and moving the crops, a system which has 
been built up through years of experience by the cooperation of 
3 dealer, and manufacturer. It would destroy the confi- 

ence of the owners and representatives of capital in the safety of 
the grain business and in the security of funds advanced for the 
paper of handling farm products. Of the bankers, wholesale 

ealers, and business men generally, who are familiar with the tenor 
of this bill, 90 per cent are opposed to its provisions and to its 
passage. Its enactment would be a turning back of the hands 
upon the dial, equivalent to an abandonment of the railroad and 
the telegraph, and a return to mule teams and stagecoaches. 

Chicago is everywhere 8 as the greatest speculative 
wheat market of the world. speculation, including the buying 
and selling of futures,“ tends to depress prices, why is it that for 
many years, as shown by the official records, Minneapolis, Duluth, 
and Chicago, during the months covering the moving of the crops, 
have uniformly been the highest-priced markets, relatively, on the 
globe? This one fact demolishes at a blow the entire theory upon 
which this measure is based. - 

With a thorough knowledge of the facts, I assert that the forms 
of contract and dealings which are practically prohibited by the 
pending bill are absolutely necessary to the safe and conservative 
transaction of the grain business ‘in this country and throughout 
the commercial world. If this measure shall be enacted and sus- 
tained by the courts, it will be in operation just long enough to 
show its effect, to introduce confusion where now order prevails, to 
substitute uncertainty and risk for certainty and safety, to demoral- 
ize markets, and bring distress most of all to the producer. 

Mr. Chairman, to substantiate what I have said, I will ask the 
Clerk to read a few communications I have received from several of 
the largest legitimate grain dealers in this country, if not in the 
world, men whose financial standing is unquestioned, and whose 
business methods commend themselves to the admiration of the 
present generation. 


price of the grain in 


Deak Sir: Please 5 Neat s ENEE nek eee 
z do ev in, ible to defeat the pro; 
as the Hatch anti option b if 1 a matter of the — test 8 
producers and le handlers of in that the bill should not age 
Our firm handles between 40,000,000 and 2 bushels of pea per annum, 
an 


and never speculates. We simply bu as mere which 
surs a large capital and a credit, which latter we command — account of 
e safe methods now pursued in the grain trade 


Except temporarily, higher prices have prevailed in the fall when the c is 
being delivered by the farmer than in the spring, when the market is 8 
ulated by the speculator, and the decline in prices is borne by the speculator. I 
attach{hereto a detailed statement of prices prevailingjin Minneapolis and Chicago 
on wheat covering the months of September, October, and November and May Ist 
for the past five years, which shows that the ave rice of May wheat for the 
fall months for the five years in Minneapolis was cents per bushel, and the 
average price on May Ist for the same period was cents; in Chicago for the 
fall months the 22 price was 88g, and on May 1 it was 81§ cents. 

Now, it is conceded by all that the great bulk of the crop is marketed between 
September 1 and December 15, and this statement shows that the farmer got the 
ayasa of the speculator in the Minneapolis market 5 8 and in the Chicago 
market 7 cents. If there was no way to sell for future shipment the burden 
shown to have been borne by the speculator would have fallen upon the farmer. 
The Minneapolis market can not possibly take care of the grain as fast as it is 
marketed there during the three fall months, and the consequence is that parties 
buyng for future delivery must insure themselves (or, s> the trade calls it, 
$ hongé ) in some other markets later on buying it back and delivering in Min- 
ER is or Duluth. 

The present low price of wheat is not, by any means, the result of sellin 
futures. It is not to be expected that wheat should command relatively as high 
prices to-day as ten years age. All the machinery that the farmer buys costs not 
much more than half what it did ten years ago. Transportation from North 
Dakota to the seaboard this year is not over half What it was ten yearsago. Wheat 
in North Dakota to-day is worth as much to the producer at his station as it was 
teny years ago, when the price in New York was 20 cents per bushel higher than 

Prices of all commodities throughout the world are lower, and together with 
the unfavorable financial condition of the country contributes towards bringing 
about the present low prices of grain, but the e and most important reason 
lies in the fact that the supply is greater than the demand. Competitors in the 
8 of wheat ne 3 p in a 33 and go a our own 3 

ry is cons y coming in, such, for exam as raeas whic 
is estimated, will produce this year 10,000,000 bushels practically nothing 


five years ago. 
Qn account of low prices the in must be handled on close mar, , and it 
can not be handled on close mar, unless it can be handled with safety. 
F. H. PEAVEY & CO. 


Yours very truly, 


Hon. LOREN FLETCHER, 
Washington, D. C. 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., March 29, 1894. 

DEAR SIR: I consider the Hatch bill bad from beginning to end, and one that 
will haye direct tendency to reduce the price of Sroduets in of making 
them higher. It would place the trade in a very few hands, and make it impos- 
sible for us to hedge our wheat and 8 ourselves against loss in the decline 
of pe I think it will entirely destroy our system of handling and 
make us speculators in place of legitimate dealers, and when you destroy our 
rb of protecting . with our grain you destroy our grain as collateral 

a vei rge extent. 

I think if we are unfortunate enough to ever have this bill become law that my 
views will be fully sustained in regard to the effects of the bill,and those who 
take a prominent part in helping this to become a law will be known in the North- 
west as being parties to getting a law passed that has done a very large amount 
of harm to legitimate è. 

There area great many things done in the grain trade, as well as in all other 
trades, that if we could wipe out we would be glad to do so, but in attempting to 
do itin the way they have started in on the A peg and 1 e trade, they de 
8 aoe harm to the legitimate trade than tbey do to the illegitimate trade, 

my opinion. 

In order to take care of the large amount of grain that is marketed 8 a 
man all the facilities to take care of himself that he needs, he wants the privile 
of RE his wheat in the best market, re of where he expects to ship it, 
and get it back into the market that he wishes to deliver in when the market is 
3 to take it. 

e find it very necessary in the fall of the year, When large amounts of grain 
are being delivered in the country, tosell the wheat in Chicago or New York, or 
some other market aside from our own, as our market is overstocked and will not 
take it all, and bring it back here when our market is in better shape. If we are 
deprived of anything of this kind it will reduce the price of wheat very materi- 
ally in the country, and so far as selling wheat “short” having a tendency to 
bear prices, Ithink it has the opposite t. It had a direct tendency to sustain 
the market, as there are a great many times that the short“ sellers are the 
only buyers of wheat. To prove this s nt you only have to refer to Chica 
market, which does more of this kind of ti g than any other market in 
world, and is the highest, and has been for the past ten or fifteen years. 


Yours, Very truly, 
GEO. W. VAN DUSEN. 
Hon. LOREN FLETCHER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


M. C., 
Washington, D. C.: 

Referring to the Hatch antioption bill, we would say, there are no provisions 
in this bill against short selling or sellin, aig 74 that is not owned at the time 
sale = made. ‘The original Hatch-Washburn bill it was claimed was for that pur- 

se alone. 

Phe framers of this bill profess to believe that there will be buyers for the com- 
modities named in it, in any amount for future delivery under the trade restric- 
tions they propose. I believe that to tear down a system of dealing that has 
taken years to build up and develop, and substitute an experiment, is a danger- 
ous proceeding, and — — we attempt to put our immense crops on the market, 
governed by these new conditions, buyers will hesitate to invest, not knowin, 
what the result will be, and panic will follow in markets of all articles includ 
in the bill. 

Lhe farmers in {gost Salas and South Dakota, will market about 60,000,000 
bushels of wheat between September 1 and December 1 on an ave crop of 
110,000,000 bushels. Of this amount there will be needed for shipment to the eastern 
mills and for ai about 10,000,000. The mills in those three States will need 
about 20,000,000 bushels before February 1, and millers as a whole will not buy 
more than two months ahead of their grinding, and the speculators who have 


Hon. LORIN FLE 
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heretoforebought will not buy if they will beobliged to take and pay for, at maturity 
of contract, or any other time, without the . of settling otherwise than 
actually taking and paying for it. Who will buy and carry the remaining 30, 000, 000 
tors have heretofore bought? 

Nearly all debts of our farmers are due in the fall months, and it is m 
for them to sell at that season to meet 3 It is possible that wheat 
be chea; r next fall to make it safe for elevator men to their houses 
full without sales of futures to protect them against any probable decline, but the 
banks will not loan them money for that purpose. The bank with largest capital 
in Minneapolis has a resolution on its record book, ed within the last year or 
two by its directors, against loaning money to ele men who are not known to 
sell futures against their purchases of wheat, and I have no doubt most other 
banks have the same rule in force. 

Farmers must have money to meet these obligations when due, to paymerchants 
and others who have made their paper due in the fall, or there will be more wide- 
spread distress in that section than was 3 during the last year's panic. 

he privilege of selling futures has enabled buyers to pay r So 8 to 15 cents more 
per bushel in the fall months for several years than it would sell for the following 
spring. We speak only of wheat, as it is a business we have been engaged in for 
shave thins thirty years in Minnesota and the Dakotas—long before it was possi- 
ble to sell futures. When navigation closed on the Mississippi the price of wheat 
would be reduced 10 or 20 cents a bushel to cover any probable decline before it 
opened again the following April or May. 

Very truly yours, 
BROOKS BROS. 


Mr. Chairman, in addition to the foregoing, I desire to have 
read by the Clerk the views of some of our largest and most con- 
servative bankers and financiers; men who know their business 
8 Sy „and who would not loan their money to speculators. 
Men who hold dear the prosperity and welfare of every legitimate 
industry of the producer as well as the dealer and manufacturer 
alike. 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., March 31, 1894. 

Dear Sm: I am glad to learn from the public press that gae aro ust your 
influence agains Hatch antioption bill. As manager of this bank, which is 
very heavily interested in the and fiour business, I earnestly hope that 
your efforts in LE eaters to the bill will bo crowned with success. 

From the best information that I can obtain, it seems to me that the bill will 
very materially interfere with the business of legitimate in dealers. B; 
legitimate grain dealers“ I mean elevator men who buy their wheat and sell it 
for future delivery, and who are thus protected t fluctuations in the market. 
In loaning the bank’s money on We co: er it one of the greatest protec- 
tions we have when we know that the borrower has sold the wheat fora 
fixed price. We feel so 2 about this that we refuse to do business with 

ple eye “stand on their wheat" and do not protect themselves by selling for 
uture very. 

Asa beaker therefore, 5 9 not only this bank's money but very lar, 
amounts for other banks on whea collaterals, Iam very much interested in the 
1 1 having all the facilities he now enjoys for protecting him- 
self ae the fluctuation of prices. 

So far as I know, my views are those which are generally entertained by the 
bankers in this section of the country, who are just as much op) to wheat- 
gambling as anyone else, but who do not wish to see it stopped at the expense of 
5 997700 8 namely, the legitimate grain- dealers and elevator companies 
oft y» 

Yours very trul 
SASAS J. W.RAYMOND, 
Vice-President. 
Hon. LOREN FLETCHER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., May 4, 1894. 


In our judgment it will 9 the most complete, economical, aud — 


small in; and with equal safety our banks can and do make large loans at a 
low rate of interest to move the crops. 
present system (enabling legitimate dealers to sell by wire for fature delivery) 
competition has made the margin received for handling grain smaller than ever 
before known in this countay. 

If the bill passes, trade generally, in the rural districts especially, will be 
demoralized. Farmers will get a less price for their produce, for no merchant 
can work on so close a margin if the Hatch bill passes as he can now work under 
the present system, and all classes of trade, in our Jodgmens, will suffer thereby. 

You will find the grain men who most oppose tho bill are among tho most prom- 
inent, legitimate, grain dealers in the country. 


Hon. LORIN FLETCHER, 

i Washington, D. C. 

J. W. Raymond is vice-president and manager of the Northwest- 
ern National Bank. 

Perry Harrison is cashier of the Security Bank. 

T. J. Buxton is president of the City Bank. 

H. G. Sidle is president of the First National Bank. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having 
resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, reported that that committee, having had under con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 7007, had come tono resolution thereon. 


REPRINT OF GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the supply of copies of the bill 
H. R. 7477, the general deficiency bill, been exhausted, and 
therefore I ask unanimous consent that the House order a re- 
print of the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


4 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Texas, by unanimous consent, 
Mr. HUTCHESON was granted leave of absence for one week, on 
account of important business. 

Mr. WIL MS of Illinois, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave of absence for five days, on personal business. 


The House then, on motion of Mr. HATCH (at 40’clock and 56 


minutes p. m.), adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs: A bill (H. R. 2556) for the relief of Byt. Lieut. Col. J. 
Madison Cutts. (Report No. 1110.) 

Also, a bill 155 R. 3005) for the relief of George Isenstein. 
(Report No. 1116.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. R. 
859) for the relief of B. D. Greene. (Report No. 1117.) 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H.R. 7490) designating the natives of 
the Territory of Alaska as natives—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7498) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River 
from a point within the limits of the city of Dubuque, in the 
State of Iowa, known as Eagle Point, to the o 
said river in the county of Grant and State of nsin—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 7499) to grant 
to the city of Port sips Sree State of Washington, certain lands 
within the town site of Port Angeles, Wash., for cemetery pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. MCRAE: A resolution to fix a day for the considera- ` 


tion of bills reported by the Committee on the Public Lands—to 
the Committee on Rules, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R. 7491) granting an honorable 
discharge to Thomas Devine, alias William Black—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 7492) for the relief of William 
Burke—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7493) for the relief of L. E. 
Bowen—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7494) disposing of four con- 
8 cannon of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Af- 

rs. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 7495) for the relief of E. R. 
Stephens—to the Committee on Claims. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 7496) for the relief of John T. Marcell, ad- 
rp eae of Samuel Marcell, deceased—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 7497) for the removal of the 
charge of desertion from the record of John D. Hopper—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred. as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Tees eaten Petition of F. B. Hus- 
sey and others, of Greenville, N. H., praying that fraternal 
beneficiary orders, etc., operating upon the lodge system, and 
providing for life, sick, accident, and other benefits to members 
may be exempted from the operations of any income-tax law 
which may be enacted—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolutions adopted by a mass- 
meeting of citizens of Durango, Colo., condemning the bill pro- 
viding for repeal of State bank tax; also, asking for free coinage 
of silver at ratio of 16 to Ito the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of Hyman Solomon and 18 other 
citizens of the city of New York, praying thatfraternal and bene- 
ficiary societies, etc., operating on the lodge system, be exempt’ 
from the operations of any income-tax law which may be en- 
acted—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of I. K. Marhead Conclave, No. 


posite bank of 
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82, Improved Order Heptasophs, Pittsburg, Pa., against income 
tax — affecting beneficiary societies—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HARTER: Petition of citizens of Shiloh and Norwalk, 
Ohio, to exempt fraternal beneficiary associations from the ope- 
rations of the income tax to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the faculty of Oberlin College against the 
Honduras lottery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of North Fairchild, Ohio, in the in- 
terest of the fraternal society and college journals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of Local Assembly No. 3928, 
Knights of Labor, Helena, Mont., againn the employment of 
convict labor—to the Committee on Labor. - 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolutions of the mayor and 
aldermen and Board of Trade of Dubuque, Iowa, favoring the 

e ofa bill for construction of a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at Dubuque, Iowa—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, certificate of the recorder of Dubuque County, Iowa, 
shoving se filing of articles of incorporation by the Dubuque 
and Wisconsin Bridge Company—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. ` 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of J. W. Natrass, J. R. Kearne, 
George W. Heaton, and many others, to the number of 61 citi- 
zens of the city of St. Paul, Minn., who are members of fraternal 
beneficiary orders, asking that such orders be exempt from the 
| Bettye of the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of Messrs. P. J. Bowlin & Co., and George Benz 
& Sons, of St. Paul, Minn., against extension of bonded period— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McDANNOLD: Papers to accompany House bill 7486— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstrance of H. A. Heath and others, 
members of beneficiary societies, against the enactment of an 
income-tax law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

; By Mr. TURPIN: Petition of Messrs. Solomon & Levy, The 

Meyer Marks Company, and The J. C. Marks Liquor Company, 
of Birmingham, Ala., protesting against any increase of the tax 
on whisky—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Y. M. H. A. Congregation Emanuel, of 
Birmingham, Ala., protesting against the passage of House 
resolution 120, proposing an amendment to the preamble of the 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Two petitions of 349 citi- 
zens of Seattle, State of Washington, for the enactment of House 
bill No. 5246, to restrict immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Petition of the faculty of 
Wil College, Williamstown, Mass., in favor of legislation 
prohibiting lottery business within our national territory—to 
the Co ttee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 20, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous consent, 
the further reading was dispensed with, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secre of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of the 12th instant, certain 
information relative to the extent to which the system known 
as the padrone system now prevails, by which im: ts from 
Italy and other countries fall into the hands of agents or bank- 
ers who entice or force them into contracts, etc.; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Im- 
migration, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Com- 
mercial Club of Albuquerque, N. Mex., remonstra against 
the removal of a portion of the Ute Indians from Colorado to 
ae which was referred to the Committee on Indian 


Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chi- 
csgo, Ill., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or 


associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
* of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
e 


Mr. GALLINGER presented resolutions adopted ata recent 
session of the New England Typographical Union, of Concord 
N. H., April 2 and 3, 1894, favoring the Governmental control 
of the telegraph service; which were referred to the Committes 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of F. B. Hussey and sundry 
other citizens of Greenville, N. H., praying that the pending 
tariff bill be so amended that fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, orassociations operating 7 755 the lodge system and pro- 
viding for the payment of life, sick, accident, and other benefits 
to the members, and dependents of such members, shall be ex- 
empt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in 
any form; ” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. MANDERSON presented sundry memorials of wholesale 
and retail liquor dealers of Beatrice and Fremont, in the State 
of Nebraska, remonstrating against an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the 
present bonded period; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 80 citizens of Lancaster County, 
Nebraska, praying that in the pinag of any law providing for 
the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life insurance com- 
panies and associations be exempted from taxation; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of sundry woolgrowers of 
Pennsylvania and West Virginia, praying for the retention of 
the present duty on wool; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of H. G. Torbert and 
et other citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, and the petition of E. 
W. Weeks and sundry other citizens of Guthrie Center, Iowa, 
praying that in the passage of any law providing for the taxa- 
tion of incomes the funds of mutual life insurance companies 
and associations be exempted from taxation; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Citizens’ Associa- 
tion of Brightwood, D. C., praying that they be granted a hear- 
ing before the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia, 
on the subjectof permitting the Brightwood Railroad Company 
to extend its tracks to the center of the city; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Union City 
Tenn., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, an 
associations, be exempted from the proposed income-tax provi- 
non of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. i 
Mr. MARTIN (for Mr. BUTLER) presented a petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Colleton, S. C., praying that in the passage of 
any law 3 for the taxation of incomes the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from taxation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented the petition of W. F. Sle- 
mons, ex-member of Con from Arkansas, praying that he 
be allowed the sum of $500, being the balance due him in con- 
testing his seat in the Esk R Congress; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I presenta joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Ohio relative to the centennial of the conquest of the 
Indian nations, and as it isthe memorial of aState Legislature, I 
ask that it be read. > 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, as follows: 


Joint resolution relative to the 8 of the conquest of the Indian 
nations. 


Whereas the year 1895 marks the centennial epoch of the conquestof the 
Indian nations and the establishment of peace in the territory now com- 
pu in ae State of Ohio and adjacent country northwest of the Ohio 

ver; an 

Whereas said conquest was made by the army under command of Gen. 
Anthony Wayne, a gallant and meritorions soldier in the war of the Revolu- 
tion and the Indian wars, the battle'of Fallen Timbers, on the Maumee River, 
pay Sie — completing the chain of victories and subduing the Indian 
t s; and 

Whereas the treaty of peace made on the 3d day of August, 1795, at Fort 
Greenville (built on the site of Greenville, Ohio) by Gen. Wayne on behalf 
of ‘the United States and various Indian nations occup; the terri 
northwest of the Ohio River was of national importance and establish 

and permitted the extension of American settlements therein: There- 


‘or 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That steps be 

taken to properly observe the one hundredth anniversary of this important 
event in the history-of our Western country; 

That the United States Government should erect a suitable memorial 
structure on the site of Fort Greenville to ae peta the memory of Gen. 
Anthony Wayne ana his gallant army, and that our Senators and Represent- 
atives in Congress be req oug 
memorial; that to accomplish the intent of this resolution the Ohio Archa- 
ological and Historical Society is hereby authorized and directed to take 
the necessary — r to secure a suitable centennial celebration at Greenville, 
Ohio, on August 3; 1895, and to obtain, if possible, through Congress, such a 
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memorial as will fittingly and app: centennial of 
this important event and wege pli ini — 
f this — — 


That ‘overnor of ont 
* ch h 
5 5 
pate in such celebration; sar 
higan, W. and Minnesota, which S 
ser Zara eka sea eo 
Sense for such morial structure as 

Adopted March 22, 1893. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that an appropriation be 
made for a national exhibit at the Cotton States and Interna- 
tional Exposition to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in the fall of 1895; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


COURT AT MONTPELIER, VT. 
Mr. PUGH. I am instructed by the Committee on the Ju- 


di , to whom was referred the bill (S. 2135) to provide that 
a term of the circuit and district court of the United States for 
the district of Vermont may be held at Mon to report it 


favorably and without amendment. At; the request of the senior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] I ask for the immediate 
consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2141) granting a pension 
to J on Porter; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2142) to amend sec- 
tion 9 of an act entitled “An act for the relief of certain volun- 
teer and regular soldiers of the late war and the war with Mex- 
ico,” approved March 2, 1889; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2143)for the relief of Rufus Betz; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on yay Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2144) for the relief of 
Mrs. Sarah E. Comly; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2145) for the relief of the 
heirs of Thomas Hendrickson, deceased, late major, reti 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 93) request- 
ing the President to negotiate a treaty with Great Britain pro- 
viding for the arbitration of disputes; which was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign ms. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted three amendments intended to be 
pro by him tothe river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MILITARY ENGINEERING, 


Mr. MANDERSON'submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby instructed to transmit to 
the Senate all reports, addresses, and papers in his hands pertaining to the 
ings of the World's Congress Auxiliary relating to military engi- 


STATISTICS RELATING TO WHEAT, ETC. 
Mr. PEFFER submitted the following resolution; which was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate: 
t. The number of bushels of old wheat, including the visible and in- 
ete sare on 1 —5 respectively, there is likely to be left over in this 
on > 
Second. Any 1 he has regarding the condition of oid wheat now 
held in elevators, storehouses, mills, or in farmers’ hands. 
Third. The number of bushels of wheat that is likely to be raised in each 
of a Sta; 15 ctively, in 1894, based on its present per cent of condition 
ax ves e 8 
ourth. The number of acres of winter and spring wheat, respectively, that 
ave been abandoned from the whole acreage sown for this year’s crop, and 
ether any defluction from that cause was made, and if so, how much, in 
re for June 10, 1894. 
To furnish such information as he has in relation to the tity of 
ga corn likely to be left over in this country on July 1, 1 ant 


ty likely to be raised in each State, vely, in 1 
j her onditions ana climatic — — affected 
as set forth in the weekly reports of the Weather Bureaw 
otherwise in his possession to this date. 


or 


Mr. PEFFER. I do not think the resolution will bring on 
any discussion. I therefore ask unanimous consent that it may 
be now considered. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

UNEXPENDED PENSION APPROPRIATION. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Sen- 
ate what amount of the a tion for the pazimens of pensions will re- 
main unexpended at the close of the fiscal year 1 


| 

| 

| 

HARBOR AT EVERETT, WASH. ‘ 
Mr. CALL (for Mr. SQUIRE) submitted the following con- 

current resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 

sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved — 9 — Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 

Secretary of War is directed to cause a d 


the cost of dredging the 


out any further survey. 
cause such estimate to be made and reported to Congress without delay. 


PUBLIC SAVINGS BANKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 


read. = S 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PEFFER, as follows: 
1 A That ee — — on Post-Omees and ce and a 
ereby, directed pare report, as soon as practica a e 
ing ton the catablionioont of a system of public savings banks, to con- 


ducted under the surveillance of public officers in connection with the Post- 
Office Department. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I do not wish to discuss the 
subject now nor to detain the Senate more than a moment, for I 
expect to avail myself at sometime in the future of a favorable | 
0 unity to discuss the matter at length. 

owever, I wish to say that the matter of postal savings banks 

has been before Congress a great many times in one form or an- 
other during the last ten or twelve years. The late Postmaster- | 
General was particularly active in urging the subject upon the | 
attention of Congress. A number of bills have been intro- 
duced into both branches o upon the same subject 
within a few years. I have found in my cursory examination of 
the sac! of the work that one obstacle in the way of success 
has been the difficulty which committees of Congress have had to 
make up their minds that the Government could safely or properly — 
undertake a banking business. On account of that prejudice, 
and I think it is only a prejudice, committees have hesitated to 
recommend any action. 

I think in view of the history of the last two years, more 
especially of last year, with the failure of many of our savings 
banks, with the failure of many of our national banks, and now 
with the congestion of money in the large banks of the t 
cities of the country when it ought to be out cone money duty, 
the people can sec more clearly the relation which the people's 
interests sustain to the Government as an agency of 

of calling the attention of 

shall discuss it at length when 


financi 
the people, and it is for the pu 
the Senate to that feature that 
an appropriate occasion arises. 

We must, in my judgment, eventually arrive at a system of 
public banking. I do not care just now to use the word govern- 
ment, because so many people, even statesmen, learned in the | 
law and learned in politics, have an idea, at least it so appears, 
that the Government is some great institution like a prince, . 
power, or potentate, wholly disconnected from the people, 
whereas in the theory of our Government and the spirit of our 
laws and of our institutions the Governmentis only an agent of 
the people to execute the people’s will. 

So in this resolution I have used the word ‘“‘ public” instead 
of the word Government,” but eventually it will come to that; 
the people will do their own banking through rules and regula- 
tions provided by the Congress of the United States, and it will 
5 take the form of what we shall then call Government 

ng. 

Lask that the resolution may be permitted to lie on the table, 
and at some convenient season I shall ask the indulgence of the 
Senate to discuss it more at length. p 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go to the Calendar. Then it cañbe 
called u Ping as well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on 
the Calendar. 5 

Mr.MANDERSON. Iwish tostate in this conneetion, not 
in reply to the Senator from Kansas, that following the sugges- 
tion of Postmaster-General Wanamaker some years ago I intro- 
duced a bill providing for postal savings banks. Edid it be- 
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lieving that the English 
followed in this country. 


P i in that regard might well be 
do not, however, in any advocac 
that I may make of that system go to the length, nor do I thin 
I could be induced to go to the length of paternalism sugges 


ted 
by the Senator from Kansas, that the Government of the United 
States should be bankers for the people of the United States, 
and that all private institutions of a banking character should 
practically be wiped out by that sort of a paternal government. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute for the resolution of the Senator from Kansas. My 
proposed substitute reads as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and is 
hereby, directed to 5 and Sopera upon the practicability and feasi- 
bility of providing by law for the establishment, etc. 

lsimply desire to say in this connection that I do not agree 
that the Senate should adopt any resolution directing the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and cat onan to do what in their judg- 
ment they may not wpe of—that is, to formulate and report 
a bill and recommend its passage to Congress; but I think it is 
entirely competent for the committee to inquire into the mat- 
ter and report what in their judgment is desirable to be done in 
the premises. I ask that my amendment may go to the Calen- 
dar likewise. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will beso ordered. The morn- 
ing business is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. 

OBSCENE LITERATURE, ETC. 


Mr. VILAS. Lask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
2035) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature and articles 
designed for indecent and immoral use from one State or Terri- 
ya into another State or Territory. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported 
from the Committee on Post-Officesand Post-Roads, with amend- 
ments, in line 26, before the word“ thousand, to strike out 
t five ” and insert one,“ and in line 27, after the word than,” 
to strike out ‘five years” and insert one year;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person to deposit with 
ping, ete sompo. or other common carrier for e from one State 
or Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia to any other 
State or Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia any ob- 
scene, lewd, or lascivious book, pamphlet, picture, paper, letter, writing, 
print, or other matter of an indecent character, or any article or thing de- 
signed or intended for the prevention of conception or pr of abortion, 
or any article or thing intended or adapted for any indecent or immoral 
use, or any written or printed card, letter, circular, book, pamphlet, adver- 
tisement, or notice of any kind giving information, directly or indirectly, 
where, how, or of whom, or by what means any of the hereinbefore men» 
tioned articles, matters, or t. may be obtained or made, and any person 
who shall knowingly deposit, or cause to be deposited, with any acces 
company or other common carrier for carriage from one State or Territo 
of the United States or the District of Columbia to any other State or Terri- 

of the United States or the District of Columbia, or whoshall take from 
such express company or other commoncarrier with intent to sell, distribute, 
or circulate any matter or thing herein forbidden to be deposited for car- 
riage, shall for each offense, upon conviction thereof, be fined not more than 
$1,000 or imprisoned at hard labor not more than one year, or both, at the 
discretion of the court. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT HASTINGS, MINN. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5806) to authorize the city of 
Hastings, Minn.,to construct and maintain a wagon bridge over 
the Mississippi River. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
— following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


nate: 
A bill (H. R. 2586) granting certain property to the city of New- 


port, Ky +3 ; 

A bill (H. R. 3291) to amend section 22 of an act to regulate 
commerce, as amended March 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 5103) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of 
Minnesota;” and 

A bill (H. R. 6078) to authorize the Pittsburg and Mansfield 

Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Monongahela River. 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 14th instant approved and signed the act (S. 
1950) to authorize the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad 
Companies, or either of them, to constructand maintain a bridge 
over the Delaware River between the Statesof New Jersey and 
Pennsylvania. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 2586) granting certain property to the city of 
Newport, Ky., was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3291) to amend section 22 of an act to regulate 
commerce, as amended March 2, 1889, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 5103) to amend an act entitled An act for the 
relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of 
Minnesota,” was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R, 6078) to authorize the Pittsburg and Mansfield 
Railroad Company to constructand maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clock 
Baring arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
usiness. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other pu 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pendin question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from sas Mr. PEFFER], 
which will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In 
the word packages,“ it 
pounds;” so as to read: 

Salt in bulk, and salt in bags, s ; 
5 ags, Sacks, barrels, or other packages, 5 cents 

Mr. PEFFER. On that amendment I desire to be heard very 
briefly, Mr. President. 

At the outset, I wish to say that personally I believe thatsalt 
ought to be on the free list, and have so believed for a number 
of years, perhaps as long as ten years, since I have been study- 
ing the subject; but, while that is true, [represent a constituency, 
3 of whom are interested in very large measure in the 

t industry. So far as my correspondence with the people of 
Kansas concerning their mechanical and manufacturing indus- 
tries is concerned, this is the only one to which my attention 
has been called particularly and forcibly by the men who are in- 
terested in the work there. 

At the city of Hutchinson, which is very near the center of tha 
State of Kansas—and that, as Senators know, is the center of the 
United States and of the world—there is a substratum of salt 
about 350 feet in thickness. At the time that body of salt was 
discovered, prepared salt, ready for use, was selling in Kansas 
andin all the region roundabout at $2.50a barrel, but our people, 
with the aid of some outside means, set to work to develop their 
salt mines. To-day there are three or four—I am not quite cer- 
tain as to the exact number—large salt factories at work; and 
now they are selling salt at from 50 to 55 centsa barrel, It was 
only a few years ago, in 1887, if I remember correctly, that we 
began to work on these mines. The Hutchinson salt factories 
are now rne ony about 1,250,000 barrels annually, in addition 
to over two on kages of fine dairy and table salt. 

Our Kansas manufacturers tell mo that their trade extends 
far down into Texas, southwest of us. They tell me further that 
in that neighborhood they come into competition with the Brit- 
ish salt, that is salt brought in from England, and that, although 
the people will not be benefited in any way bya reduction of the 
duty upon salt or by a removal of the duty, yet these manufac- 
turers, who are engaged in the business of furnishing the peo- 
ple with salt, if they have free competition with the British 
article, will necessarily be more or less restricted in the terri- 
tory with which they trade. They say to me, if a reasonable 
duty is retained upon foreign salt, the Kansas industry will ex- 
tend nearly to the coast line, down into and beyond Galveston, 
and in that region across Texas; that there the British reaches 
them and comes in competition with them, and that there the 
transportation charges about equalize each other. 2 

That is all there isin this thing. It chars 0 to give our own 
manufacturers a 22 market for salt, which they tell me can- 
didly, and I think they are right, will not be affected at all in 
price although the duty should be removed, but it is so small 
thatit would not affect the territory of the trade. When it comes 
to retailing salt among the people, a duty of 5 or 10 cents upor 


paragraph 608, e 112, line 14, after 
proposed to insert 5 cents per 100 


1894. 
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the hundred pounds is so small as that the people who purchase 
it by retail would not get any benefit from the removal of the 
duty, and the territory of the manufacturers, who have invested 
large amounts in the salt establishments there would be extended 
to that extent. That, I think, is well worthy of the considera- 
tion of the Senate. 

This bill is bing conducted upon protection lines. Yesterday, 
by a very encouraging vote, we determined that we would pro- 
tect the quicksilver industry. The persons who are particu- 
larly interested in that industry, both consumers and producers, 
are alike in favor of a duty upon the foreign article, with two 
objects in view, one to keep down the price of quicksilver in the 
markets generally to operate as a regulator of the world’s price 
of the product, and the other to keep in operation the alreađy 
developed manufacturing industry in the United States. 

There is no question but that the more we foster and encour- 
age and protect domestic manufacturing industries up to a rea- 
sonable line the better it is for all parties concerned. Our peo- 
ple are unanimous upon that point. While it was alleged in 
recent years that the Democratic pey were a party of free 
traders, yet the truth is that they have not been free traders, 
they have been protectionists; and now, in the management of 
this bill, they boldly proclaim to the world that this is a pro- 
tection measure. That being true, While, as I said in the earlier 
stages of this discussion, the people in Kansas are ready for free 
trade if the rest of the world is, and thatI am ready for free 
trade if other Senators are—I leave it entirely with them—I 
submit, in view of the course we are taking upon the pending 
bill, in view of what we did yesterday, that the salt industry in 
Kansas is entitled to protection as much as the quicksilver in- 
dustry in the State of California, or the collar and cuff industry 
in the State of New York, or the woolen industry in the State 
of Rhode Island. 

When I first received suggestions from the salt manufacturers 
in Kansas asking me to urge a retention of at least a reasonable 
duty upon foreign salt, I wrote ananswer substantially like this: 


While, as you know, Iam in favor.of free salt, yet I am your representa- 
tive, and if you will show me any ay good reason why a duty of any amount 
ought to be retained on foreign t, I will present your argument to the 
Senate and urge that it be incorporated in the law. 


In answer to that letter I received the following letter, dated 
Hutchinson, Kans., December 16, 1893, directed to me: 


Your valued favor of the 2th ultima was duly received, and Ihave delayed 
answering the same thinkingI migni be able to gather more details for your 
information. I presume it is useless, however, to submit statistics, as you 
have them at hand and much more accessible than they could possibly be 
to me. uch as you have a desire to know the facts as relates to this 
field, however, will say that there is no doubt but that free salt would have 
a very serious effect upon us as manufacturers. Aside from the State of 
Kansas, Texas comes in as our second largest consumer of salt. The 
Cities of Galveston, Houston, San Antonio, and in fact all Southern Texas 
are using foreign salt, we not being able to market any incompetition with 
the imported salt, notwithstanding the present duties. 

In conversation with Wallis, Landis, & Co., prominent importers of Gal- 
veston, a few days ago, they told a representative of ours that with free salt 
they would be able to control the trade as far north as Fort Worth, Tex. 

would haye a serious offect upon our Texas trade and cut off hundreds 
of cars annually, and I am not so sure but what they would be able to come 
farther north than intimated, by these 1 Armour now imports all their 
salt used on export meats on account of duties being refund In conver- 
sation with a packer in Iowa he said that they would be able to b all the 
salt up the Mississippi River at less than we could freight it across by rail. 
There is no question in my mind but what the output of this fleld would be 
greatly decreased if salt is admitted free of duty; aside from this I do not 
see any good grounds for it, nor do I know of anyone demanding it. To-da’ 
we are placing salt here on cars at 57 cents per barrel. The package ani 
pac costs 80 cents of this amount, leaving but 27 cents for pounds of 
Salt or $1.73 per ton of 2,000 pounds, 
Certainly the consumer is getting salt chea; 
. buy sand so chea Areduction of the output not only affects the manu- 
facturer, but supplants that much labor in manufact , as Well as in the 
production of the salt, the latter alone amounting to thousands of cars pe 
annum to this point for the evaporation of the salt. It goes still furt 
and reduces the revenue of the railroad com es; you can readily see 
that the loss sustained is 8 The duties collected during the dec- 
ade of 1873 to 1883 was 87, 785.021. 73; this was under the present duty. In 1868 
when the duty was 18 and 24 cents per hundred-weight, the duties collec 
amounted to $1,136,175.36; with the reduction of duties the revenues were 
decreased nearly one-half million dollars, while the amount imported 
amounted to practically the same. In 1889 the revenues collected from salt 
were nearly one-half million dollars. 

With the abolishment of this duty we lose all the revenue we now gain, 
and at the same time supplant labor instead of increasing it. As for the 
State of Kansas, last year we manufactured 1,080,000 barrels. fora 
new field is certainly surprising, and supplants anything in the way of de- 
velopment heretofore, and to have it absolutely ep pet at this time when 
it is about the only industry, with the exception of lead, that Kansas is in- 
terested in in the way of dutiable 8, It looks to us as plac: us at an 
unfair advantage as compared with Eastern manufacturers. I feel quite 
sure that the general public does not demand the removal of duty, and es- 
12 is this true ot the people ot Kansas. My recent letter to you and Mr. 

RTIN was given to the press. Iinclose you herewith copy of letter received 
from a gentleman at Fort Scott, Kans., which explains itself. 


I will state that the letter referred to has reference to the 
printed communication to which the writer alludes: 


You can see other people are interested as well as ourselves. This gentle- 
Wan is an entire stranger tome. If there are any other facts that I can give 


enough; you can scarcely 


you I shall be pleased tofurnishthem. Trusting that you will see your way 
clear to resist a reduction of the tariff in this particular, I remain 


Yours, truly, 
l : J. M. MULKEY, Secretary. 


Mr. GALLINGER. What is the 8 duty on salt? 

Mr. PEFFER. Twelve cents and 8 cents per hundred pounds, 
depending upon whether it comes in packages or in bulk. This 
is the letter to which Mr. Mulkey refers: 


FORT Scorr, KANS., November 29, 1898. 


My DEAR SIR: I have read your letter to the tariff committee, which is 
8 in the papers, with a good deal of interest and appreciation, but 


lacing of salt on the free list is the veriest humbug. 
ing it, and who is to be benefitted by it? Not the la man, mechani 
store-keeper, 5 man, ox any housekeeper, for scarcely a family in 
these United States will use a dollar's worth of salt in a year. 

Not the farmer either, for stock salt is delivered in the lump almost as 
cheap as stones; not the packing houses, who sell all the salt they use at the 
preo of saltmeat; in fact not that is sold as merchandise in any storé 

as cheap as salt, and to place it on the free list is to kill off a most im- 
portant industry, which is of great value to the State of as well as 
to Michigan, New York, and West Vi without any corresponding 
benefit to any class of people; it is not like sugar or wool, or other articles 
of necessity, of which it can be claimed that the loss of the ucer ismore 
than counterbalanced by reduced prices to consumers, for salt is so cheap 
now that no one feels the price that he pays for it. Ihave failed to findany 
reason given by an intelligent man for placing it on the free list, and I bod 
3 fully expose the humbug that the so doing is going to benefit 
anybody. 
Sincerely yours, 

F. B. RAY. 
J. M. MULKEY, 
Secretary, Hutchinson, Kans. 


The point that is made by both of these persons and which I 
make in their behalf, I say to Senators, is not with the expecta- 
tion of making salt any cheaper to the people whom I am proud 
to represent, but in order that the area of territory in which the 
manufacturing interest which I represent may be enlarged or 
that at least their present territory may be saved to them. If 
the duty on salt is entirely removed and the fore article 
comes in without paying taxes of any kind, then the lines which 
our people now enjoy will be gradually withdrawn and a large 
part rs the territory which they now supply with salt will 
cut off. 

Mr. President, I have presented their case plainly, fully, and 
sincerely, and I trust that the Senate will act favorably upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from Kansas takes his 
seat I should like toask him the extent of the salt de t in 
Kansas. I think he has not stated that as fully as he might. 

Mr. PEFFER. I stated the depthof the bed. The thickness 
of the salt deposit is about 350 feet. That is the average where 
it has been bored through in different places. As to its extent, 
how much territory it covers, we do not know, but I am confident 
that it is not less than 150 miles extending north and south, 
probably 30 miles east and west, and it may be more. It extends 
across away up into the Sullivan Valley. The Indians were mak- 
ing salt in that.region before white men came there by simply 
gathering the deposits from the evaporation of the sun. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thenthe deposit is practically inexhaustible. 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, sir; it is practically inexhaustible. My 
attention has just been called to the production of salt. I men- 
tioned that we began only in 1887, and that we have now in- 
creased our production to considerably over a million barrels a 
qe Py the kindness of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 

LATT], I have the annual production before me. In 1888 the 
production was 155,000 barrels. That was the first year of our 
production. In 1889 the production was 430,000 barrels; in 1890 
it was 822,666 barrels; in 1891 it was 855,536 barrels, and in 1892 
it was 1,480,100 barrels. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator giving the production of the 
State of Kansas? 

Mr. PEFFER. Of Kansas alone. In addition, we are pro- 
ducing a very large quantity of fine table and dairy salt, which 
is put up in small packages and is not included in this barreled 
salt at all, nor does it include the rock salt that is sold in large 
chunks to men who raise stock. The salt is laid down in the 
field or put in troughs so that the cattle may lick at it as they 
pass without spreading it in the grass, as we did formerly with 
the lower grades of salt. The product of dairy and fine salt last 
year amounted, asI read to you, to over 2,000,000 packages. 
the development is wonderful in extent. I think it not only 
fair, but I think it right inevery sense of the word that the ter- 
ritory in which my people operate shall be 8 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire simply to supplement the 
argument of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] by a state- 
ment furnished me on behalf of the American salt industry. 
They say: 

Until ten years ago our coast cities and towns, and those adjacent tnere- 
to, were very largely dependent upon foreign sources for their supply of salt. 
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In 1884 the gs yn peng of salt amounted to 454,488 tons,and the total Amer- 
ican output 814,367 tons. 

Of the latter amount New York State produced 250,000 tons, and was the 
main domestic source of supply of the Eastern, Middle, and South Atlantic 
States. Domestic common salt then sold in New York City for about 85.50 
per ton and Liverpool common for about $8.50 per ton, and the same salts 
are now sold for 80 and 85, a decrease im price of 18 per cent on domestic 

imported salt, In the domestic manufacturers 
to the salters of hides, and this trade had 
r ton for the imported coarse salt. 


rices on 
both grades were reduced to $5.50. It remained at this price until domestic 
competition further reduced the price on this grade to $4.50. 

The development of the American salt Samehe s in New York has there- 


fore effected a saving to the beef trade of nearly 50 per cont the cost of 
their coarse salt. 
The buyers of salt, even in our coast cities where the greatest sav- 


ing would apparently be effected, are not as for free salt; on the con- 
trary, some of the largest, D. H. Sherman and Joseph Eastman, are even 
the removal of the duty, believing it to their interest as 
of salt to have the American industry given adequate protection. 
That free sats would, effecuively driyo the domestic article from the soa; 
coast man © opèra 0 e clause e 
fishermen on the coast free salt. ioe yours the 


com and 
mestic salt is being ‘or curing fish on the Atlantic coas 

We do not allude to this fish 8 with any intention of advocati 
that a duty be chargea on salt for this trade, but quote it as an example o 
what Soati surely happen with all trade on and near the coast if salt were 
ae free. Butwhy is imported salt able todrive out our domestic prod- 
net 

Can the foreigner make it so much cheaper than can we? No. Our com- 

anies can, notwithstanding their higher cost of labor and fuel, produce 

heir salt practically as cheap as it can be made in England or in any coun- 
try not favored by a hot tropical sun. Then, Why do they ask protection? 
Because the British Sait on can ship their salt as ballast from the works 
near Liverpool to New York City ata total cost for transportation of 3 
shillings, or 72 cents per ton, and the producer has to pay $2.25. 
Salt is carried from to New,Orleans for 3 shi or 72 cents per 
ton, and the — — from the salt works within one or two hundred miles of 


or 48 cents per ton, and the 


is $2.69. 

It is to protect them against these ballast freight rates that the domestic 
salt ask ion. They do not ask for a duty that will enable 
them to sell the fish trade, or secure trade that they have never before had, but 
Saying ys for asuMicient duty to partially overcome the enormous adyan- 
tage the foreign manufacturer has in ht rates, and give them some 
chance to re the trade they have had for some years. 


T intended to read also the statement of the Onondago Coarse 
Salt Association and a memorandum of the New York Salt As- 
sociation, but if there be no objection I will ask that they be 
printed in the RECORD without reading. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Tho matter referred to is as follow: 


REPLY TO CIRCULAR LETTER OF COMMITTEE ON FINANCE, UNITED STATES 
SENATE, RELATIVE TO CUSTOMS LEGISLATION. 


To the honorable the Finance Committee of the United States Senate, 
on. D. W. Voorhess, chairman: 


Ha been kindly furnished a copy of a ‘' Circular Letter of 8 No. 
1, Manufacturers,” of your honorable committee, bearing date of December 
submit the following for its eration: 
e desire to answer said inq generally, poo that our position may 
be thus the better understood. ə persons and companies who compose 
our association are the manufacturers of what is known as “coarse salt, 
produced by solar ag ae a on the Onondago salt s reservation, at 
and about Syracuse, N. Y. There is a total capital of more than #2,500,000 
ST here in this industry, and many laborers. 

e favor the retention of the present “specific duty ” on salt, which is 8 
cents per 100 pounds on salt in bulk and 12 cents on salt in aarp Se 

The salt imported into the United States comes, in the main, from Eng- 
land, the Mediterranean, and the West Indies, and is sent from those coun- 
tries chiefiy as ballast for vessels seeking here return cargoes, being taken 
at nominal rates of 8 The 3 f the English salt- maker are from 
50 to 60 per cent lower than ours. © great b of the West India and 
Mediterranean Sea salt is obtained from the so-called lagoons, requiringno 
labor except that which is incurred in the harvesting of it. 

Prior to 1857 the salt manufacture in the United States was almost wholly 
confined to the 9 Salt ape S, in the State of New York, and to the 
States of Virginia and Ohio. Since that tims, g with the discovery 
and use of the wells at Saginaw, in Michigan, salt has been found, either in 
salt wells or salt rock, over most of the States and Territories of the Union, 
notably over almost the entire surface of Western New York, the whole 

minsula of Mich! In the northern part of Ohio south of Lake Erie, 
uthwestern Lo a, Kansas, Nebraska, Califo Utah, the province 
of Ontario, Canada, on Lake Huron, Lake St. Clair, and St. Clair River. 

The Sram oe for amarket between the producers of domestic salt has low- 
ered the p: to a point where, at the present rate of wages, the business 
can not continue, especially if the duties on imported salt are removed, for 
to-day salt can be, and actually is, landed at New York and other places from 
foreign 9 a freight less than it costs us, only 300 miles distant, to put 
our product there. 

The consumption of salt in this country follows closely the 8 
and to-day 65,000,000 bushels, of 56 pounds, is our requirement. ere are 
to-day in existence in this country salt works enough to make twice the 
above amount, if required, and the wells and mines already developed are 
sufficient tosupply the world’s demand for centuries to come without ex- 
haustion, and at a price to the consumer far lower than it will ever be if 
domestic manufacture to the wall in its double strife with home com- 


eo — 25 free foreign salt, as it inevitably must, unless labor is greatly 
cheapened. 

The present duty of 8 cents 100 pounds barely our salt to reach 
JJC 0 


Weare utterly driven from the market of salt for use in the dee fish- 
of thea salt is now 


eries and packing for export, where the use of fore 

tres by act of Congress, although the universal testimony of the fishermen 
and A anne is that our salt at the same price would drive out the foreign 
article by reason of its owledged s lority. 


tl 

The report from Dormen for 1892 gives as tho export of salt from the 
United States, 03,000 bushels, while in the sixties, before the discovery of 
brine at Goderich, Canada, on Lake Huron, the annual export to Canada 
alone from the Onondaga salt works had reached 625,000 bushels. Now there 
is no export, and free salt could be agin into Central and Western New 
York and down at the very doors of its manufactories from the practi- 
cally inexhaustible wells of Canada at a far cheaper rate than the present 
cost of labor in its production at our wells and mines. 

England to-day actually forbids the manufacture of salt in her East India 
empire, Which has not only a very extensive seacoast and numerous islands 
witha great number of lagoons well adapted for the man of 
salt, but rock salt in inexhaustible quantities; and she excludes perem. 
torily the use of any salt except that made and exported in English vessels 
from England, or made in her East India empire for the Crown, and levies 
a taxon both, yleldingarevenueonly second to the land tax. Spain, France, 
and Italy, the three great producing countries of the Mediterranean Sea, ex- 
act an enormous excise on the domestic use of salt, and forbid absolutely 
the importation of any foreign article, while all permit and foster, without 
charge of excise, the exportation of this commodity. The result of the 
policy of these nations is that the cost of sait to the ordinary citizen con- 
. — ee! —— countries is largely in excess ofits cost to the citizen of the 

x ; 

But not long will it be so, when salt shall be admitted free, when our even 
now sirugg industry shall be 8 or destroyed in an unequal com- 
petition with the cheaper product of fo cheaper labor. We will then 
soon ne made to pay to the English Salt Union the price which it exacts 
elsewhere. 

Salt is an article of prime necessity, like the elements of air and water. 
Nothing can fill its place in the human economy; the supply from foreign 
sources is always precarious, depending on the accidents of RDA war, 
on blockades and other circumstances; domestic capital and industries 
should therefore receive at least so much encouragement in any system of 
commercial regulation as will secure in all circumstances the national in- 
baxter ag in a point of such vital concern. 

t ought to be considered that salt fitted for commerce and use is pre- 
eminently the result of combined labor and capital; of capital applied in 
the erection of expensive plants; and of labor employed in the process to 
which the crude material is subjected. In the commercial value of this 
article no appreciable estimate is made of the brine in its native condition. 
The cost of salt in the market is simply the cost of the capital and labor 
used in the production; and the 8 on offered to it by revenue and the 
tariff laws is y the same in principle and in fact as that afforded to 

other branch of manufacti industry. It seems necessary to state 

this because it is contrary to a received impression among those who have 
little or no acquaintance with the subject. 

many persons saltis supposed to be one of the bounties of the Creator, 

prepared for the use of man, req neither ee nor skill, 

wil Their 


orant and empty declamation 
wholly a delusion. Sait is a 
in the same and the same sense as a thousand 
other ete 1 bestowed on man by a beneficent Providence, which must be 
by capital, labor, and skiM into shapes and forms fitted for the 
economy of human life. More than most other its value in com- 
merce and its adaptation to use depend on the capital of the producer and 
the laborandskill which hoemploys. Why then, we ask, should adiscrimina- 
tion be made against this article in a system of commercial laws and regula- 
tions enacted, whether for protection or revenue, or for both? 
tition between our different domestic interests, and between 
them and fore salt, insures the utmost moderation in the price of the 
or material reduction of the tariff would blight and 


opin salt in the competing markets; but that effect would be transitory 
merely. 
result in his ning 
EARS bio y bran cp from the wae tc the fi 
ave undisputed control on the seaboard, the great 
country, on the tide waters and the na lo riv: 
Domestic commerce in this article, if 
strictly interior territory, closely even 
then? Importers are not understood to be of angelic nature. Sole 
possessors of the chief markets, it is inconceivable that they would not ac- 
cept all the advantages of the situation. Sanganna is the great regulator 
of prices and the best guaranty for mode on which the consumers of 
manufactured articles can possibly have. The duty once removed, domes- 
tic salt could not longer compete with the f our markets, and the 
whey: mas eee t he might to the exac- 
tions of the foreign ucer and the r. 
We would not be anderstood as advocating a high protective tariff, or even 
a tariff for tection rather than for revenue. o are of different po! "on 
e assume that there must be tariff laws at least for revenue. 
ion will be found expedient in order 


product woul 
and adjacent 


tariffs are levied, 
whether for revenue or protection, we aes not to be singled out for sacri- 


fice to a the interested clamor of a particular class of fore: o· 
dacar Pi importers. Rather, we say, give us a free-trade system, 
store to us the antewar 0 r and of other things which enter into 


N. Y. 


. THOS. MOLLOY, 
Secretary of the Onondaga Coarse Salt Association. 


SYRACUSE, N. Y., February 7, 1894. 
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. Salt ee of the United States represents an invested capital of 


Or np the domestic production was about 812,000 tons. 

in 1892 the domestic production was about 1,637,000 tons, showing an in- 
crease in ten years of over 100 per cent. 

In 1882 the importation was 364,000 tons. 

In 1892 the importation was 170,000 tons, showing a decrease in ten years 
of over 50 per cent. 

To demonstrate the necessity and the advisability of retaining the pres- 
ent duty on salt, we propose to herein 85 prove three general facts: 

First. That sincethe establishing of a duty sufficient to enable the Ameri- 
can manufacturer of salt to cope successfully with the foreigner, 3 
have dropped very ma „ and that these prices will remain as 
long as domestic — rn continues. 

Second. That the removal ofthe whole duty on salt, so long as the condi- 
tion of freights remain as they have for the past five years, must result in 
the severe crippling of all and the closing 1 * of the large majority of the 
salt works in the eastern part of the United States. 

Third. That the existing duty is not an ap ble tax on anyone, and 
that its removal would not result in prices to the ordinary consumer being 
lowered a particle. 

To take up our first statement: 

In 1860 there was practically no duty on salt, and the average price was 
about 83 per barrel. 

The salt industry was established this year, andin 1862 a duty of 
18 cents per 100 pounds bulk and 24 cents in sacks was im 

The price 3 dropped as domestio . increased, and in 1865 


1 e Aut 1 te ot 8 ts 100 pounds 
uty was ra cents per 
bulk oir i2cents per 100 pounds in 
EATA 8 ice Was red to 8i cents per barrel on account of 
ue Si HOR, from the development of Salt flelds in Western 
ew York. 
Improvement in the methods of manufacture, and the competi- 


ve steadily reduced the price until in 1893 the a We Price 

at the works of common salt was not . of 280 pounds, 
and this eis includes the barrel, which costs about 25 cents. 

1883 England en, Spee to this country 239,459 tons, and the selling price 

salt was 81 cents per barrel 

Sean ae country 60,056 tons, and the selling price 

— —— of salt in this country have been reduced 

p dena eiris ae the portations of competing grades have been de- 


The ea works and mines > New York, Michigan, Kansas, Ohio, West Vir- 


and Louisiana al worked ten hours day, could pro- 
Sano tan Site thee ATANT oF ons OONA ta tae CNT States. 
This enormous y uction and the ease which new works 


confirma’ 
duty on salt would close up a large majority of the salt works in the eastern 
part of the United States 
In the year 1892 the States of New York and Louisiana, whose chief mar- 
kets are the coast and grt — D arent produced nearly two-fifths of the 
entire uction of the United Sta 


For many years f 8 ed the benefit of hav- 
ri Ber seek irea ad e Dallas. at nominal rates of 

tte im to this coun . From Eng- 
land, from West Indies, and L; 


First. Salt from England. 
1 5 1 
of d 


eee eommond e salt, and the finer grades 
and table salt known 
The principal salt works in ngland are in Cheshire, on theriver Weaver, 
about 15 miles from Liverpool, and the saltis by water to Liver- 


prone gnc eet 
pool by the salt com 5 on their own lighters at 1 N aya 
The ninth (last) edition of the pe tig ig aetna ca, publis in 1888, 
. — — heading of salt (volume 21, page 233), says, speaking of the Cheshire 
trom 4s. 6d. to 6s. 


, most of the salt ons Kha oniy gain betr carriage in their own flats.” 
* salt for ballast, and 


perton. Many Pe poe 
25, or 48 cents, per ton of 2,240 

Small lots of sacked salt by s th as 78. 6d, but the regular 
lines are S to take it for the ** tramp " steamers for 
considerab] 

Freights Boston are much lower than to New York, steamers taking 
Salt right along for 1s. ae ton, and large quantities have, Sorite the past 
year, been teen ORTSA tro 3 to Boston by steamer free of freight. 
Sailing rates from fa TAVEDO to Philadelphia are a little higher, averaging 
about 2s. 6d. per ton (60 cents). 

H. E. Falk, salt merchant, of Liverpool, issues each month Falk’s Salt 
Circular, which is accepted in all parts of the world as the authority on 
prices, freight rates, etc. 

The rates quoted in these circulars substantially confirm our own data. 

The average freight rates for the last four 188 were about as follows: 

Steam: New York, 58.; 8 18. 6d.; Baltimore, 46. 6d.; Philadelphia, 
— . 5 New Orleans, 38. Savannah, 46. 3d.; Wilmington, 3s. bad.; Nor- 


1 Sail: New York, 2%.; Philadelphia, 2s. 6d.; San Francisco, 12s. 8d.; Savan- 
When the present rate of duty was enacted in 1872, the average sailing 
freight rates from Liverpool to our North Atlantic ports were 15s. ($3.66) per 
ton, and the steam rates ranged from 18s. to 21s. ($4.40 to $5.12). 
oe freight rates amounted to an additions! protection to domestic 


Large quantities of salt for Chi: o omata 8 ports on the Great 


68 are 8 on a throu verpool, are brought 
steamer to Montreal, and thence af railways and lake trans- 
tation to destination. N 
Second. West Indies. 
The second general section from which salt comes to the United States is 
the West Indies. incl cluding Turks Island, St. Martens, Curacoa, etc. The 


Salt from this section is Prem on cae = sea salt—t. e., 


heat of the sun. 


freig anges 

average about 6 cents per bushel, equal to 61.68 A orb 

With the duty removed the owners of vessels woul mture in this direc- 
tion to a much extent than at pres: and, pur- 
chaser on arriving at any of our — . would, rather than say a the elt 
in store, offer it at prices that would demoralize the eat 
Gotriumentt of all depending upon it as an outlet for a constant —— 
Third. S n and Mediterranean ports. 

The third section includes S 


Italian vessels can easily afford to ag Ey salt fr 
freight f free, as their Government pays them a handsome 
they do not receive unless they carry a merchantable cargo. 


DOMESTIC SALT. 


of the domestic salt used at all the r tributary 
orth Atlantic coast of the United States is produced in Mew 


salt districts in the State—the Syracuse region 
— ork salt fleids, located in Wyoming and Livingston 
counties, 


The former have an advantage of being on the line of the Erie which 
enables them during the canal season (May to November) to get prod- 
uct to New York City at an a ht of about $1.20 ton; but they 
are at a disadvan 5 5 tor Which have to pay a 

ue 


ay bo tothe State, ala bien a hig 

all the money inv „ State during 
=a the Western New York fields. 
this district 


a SE kee used in developing 
en canal freights are very low salt can be ship by 
Falivend — — and thence to New York City by canalat cost ot about 
Se Oe Soe OL aS pon butfor .... O IDAE Ana 
vay bei es in western N. ork are di ne mgm ey TnT =) have to 
25 per ton to New Tork, 3 and Baltimore; $2.69 per ton to 
Boston, Providence, and PA — —9 $3.47 per ton to E 


oor Haven, 
Bath, eto., and $3.25 to 88 ton to Southern ports. 
salt is at least $1.50 per ton less than 
t from the New York Salt Works to Boston, New York, Phin, 


The average freight on 
a 
42 at hei pona t foreign salts landed in New York, Bos- 
e average cost to the im 05 on or! 
or Savannah, d is about as follows 
$4.70 to $5 per ton, 


West Posies 88 84.95 to Be 60 per ton, 2,240 pounds. 
Mediterranean, 83.96 to $4.48 per ton, 
Deducting the t duty of 8 cents per 100 
p in the Wilson bill, the cost of imported salt wo 
o. —— York Ci 


There are two princi; 
and the Western New 


or as 
would be reduced to, 


69 per ton. 
To meet these prices in none York City salt must be sold for less than $1 
per ton f. o. b. cars at the wor 
In Philadelphia and Baltimore the conditions are practically as in New 
ee t in Boston, Portland. and the South, domestic salt would be ata 


B tae an the cost F land (as gi 

Dan ar. on Will CEY of man n as given 

before the Par mtary Commission), where labor aaa toni are much 
Rom —— to 


7 A earan the amount of work necessary mine, 
hoist, screen, and grade a ton of salt, it is self evident that this price is far 
Salt can be brought from Liverpool to New York for say, 3 

can * 
discharging, it can without any wg tug 


and as this amount includes 
loaded on a canal boat and during most of the cana season 
falofor 55 cents ton English ealt can 


be carried from to alo. Our Iowaa freight to Buffalo is 59 
cents per ton, and as all our 8 shipments are made via this port on 
salt sip to Cleveland. 2 , Kansas, and all Western points, 


we woul have an 8 eigh 

4.7 domestic salt pract iiy exc —— 5 from the 8 the slight ad- 
vanags of say 44 cents per ton, gaini 
entirely inadequate to enable 9240 to compete mieia with the 
—— producer, who will be willing to sell his surplus salt in the Western 
markets SwA hont profit, or o or tie at a small loss. 

The cost of p: t being made up almost eS of labor, a 
duction in wages is N . by which the present cost could beme: re- 


duced, 

The present duty of 8 cents per 100 po or $1.78 per ton, is barely su- 
cient to enable domestic salt to com e wl foreign, and with this duty 
removed it must result in effectively shut out domestic salt on our coast 
and eventually closing 3 of our salt wor 

There is a provision in the present tariff law that enables the dee! 

t the salt for c their fish free of duty, and 
sion is the best proof wecan offer of the inability 


fishermen on our coast to 
the operation of this pro 
of the d. oducer to compete with free salt. 

American salt 1 tor curing fsh. It is used exclusively on 
the Great Lakes perfect results, and w. due to some extraordinary 
cause, such as the elope of several salt-laden vessels, a shipment of 
domestic salt has been made to the coast fishermen, it has given ae 
satisfaction. 

For years athe American salt com 2 have made every effort to se 
fish trade at Gloucester and other and towns, as well as the 1 on 
mac region, but they have never under circumstances been able to 

the im and to-day not a pound F 
used in this extensive industry. 


. 
pa direc 


6556 


IN CONFIRMATION OF OUR THIRD STATEMENT, THAT THE PRESENT DUTY IS 
NOT AN APPRECIABLE TAX ON ANYONE. 


Salt for commercial purposes.—F or commercial purposes salt is largely used 
for meats, salting hides, curing fish, freezing ice cream, and in the 
manufacture of chemicals, soap, and glass. For all of these uses the cost ot 
salt would not ave: more than 1 per centof the total cost of supplies and 
materials and therefore a little higher or lower cost to the packer or 
manufacturer is a matter of trifling importance. 

hg me E a argument is used that salt is a necessity of every poor 
man in the ` 

A family of four to six persons use on the average 75 pounds of salt per 

ear. The present duty on this amount is 6 cents; so if a family benefited 
by the full amount of duty proposed to be removed a saving of 6 cents per 
annum would be effected. 

They 3 buy their salt in 3-pound bags. The cost of the salt in a 
3. pound bag is practically nothing, the selling price being made up almost 
entirely of the cost of the bag, labor of filing, weighing, and sewing same, 
and the handling and profit of the salt jobber (not the manufacturer), the 
wholesale „ and the retail grocer. A 3-pound bag of salt retails for 5 
cents; the removal of the duty would reduce the cost one-fourth of a cent. 
As our currency is not of a denomination to make possible a selling price 
of 43 27 itis quite evident that the cost of a small bag would not be re- 


to the consumer. 
Dairy salt.—Dairy salt is imported in packages and therefore pays a duty 
of 12 cents 100 pounds. ə extra 4 cents per 100 Be sete goad is added as a 


duty on the fine linen sacks in which this grade of salt is imported; conse- 
quently the duty on the salt is but 8 cents per 100 pounds. 

One pound of salt will salt 16 pounds of butter. A reduction of the full 
amount of duty would effect a saving to the farmer of | cent on every 200 
pounds of butter salted by him, and even this trifling reduction would 
3 A) the benefit of the dealer and not the farmer, as in the case of 
table salt. 

In the seaboard cities the dealers and large consumers, whocan take their 
salt in quantity from the vessel, would effect a slight temporary saving on 
ithe a 5 tier prices for several years on the cheaper grades of do- 

e average ces for se 0 
mestic salt have been about $4.25 per ton for mineral salt and $4.75 per ton 
for evaporated salt. 

Tf forced to sell below these prices the American works must sooner or 
later shut down, the time 3 onlx upon the amount of money they 
are willing and able to spend in continuing a hopeless nght with the im- 

rter. 
ar condition would soon exist when the British Salt Union, which has al- 


salt works in the States adjacent to the coast. 

The price would then be advanced, and we would in the Eastern, Middle, 
and Southern States be entirely dependent upon foreigners for our supply of 
that most necessary article. 

It there are to be any import duties in this country, whether for protec- 
tion or for revenue, we contend that the salt industries have the very high- 
est claims for your consideration. 

There is no salt trust in this country; the most moderate profits only haye 
been made in recent years in this e; the se prices have never been 
advanced by pools, combinations, etc., and the average selling price is far 
cheaper than that of any other manufactured article produced in this coun- 


try. 

Connon coal and sand are the only articles we can think of that are sold 
as cheap as salt. 

Nearly 3 cent in value of the dutiable salt imported to this * in 
1892 was ppeå by one company (the British salt trust), represen in 
this country by a single firm. 

There is no intelligent demand for a reduction in the duty on salt, and the 
only beneficiaries under such an act would be the British Salt Union and 
the salt merchants in the West Indies and Mediterranean. 

We therefore pray that the honorable Senate of the United States will 
give this important matter their most careful consideration before sacrific- 
ing an industry of most vital importance to the whole ag 

GEO. H. SMITH, 


SAML T, KERR, 
EDWARD W. BROWN, 
Representing the Salt Indusiry of New York State. 


Jer in 1893, 485,000 tons evaporated salt, 125,000 tons mineral rock 
salt. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not think we ought to make 
salt free. I think we ought to have a reasonable duty on salt. 
I really do not know of anybody who of late has asked to have 
the duty removed, except the importers. If Senators will take 
the ‘replies to tariff inquiries found in Bulletin No. 40 they will 
see that from all the States in which salt is manufactured the 
universal statement of the salt manufacturers is that the duty 
ought to be continued. In that bulletin the matter is discussed 
for 73 pages. If Senators will look at it they will be convinced, 
I think, that the importers and the manufacturers fought this 
matter out before the Committee on Ways and Means, and that 
theimporters won the day. As I look at the replies to these in- 
quities thatis just exactly all there is to this matter. The salt 
manufacturers of the United States united in a memorial which 
runs through ten or twelve pages of the bulletin. I am not go- 
ing to it or ask to have it inserted in the RECORD, but I 
wish to read the three 5 which they say they will 
demonstrate and prove. They ask to have the duty retained on 


salt. They say: 

To demonstrate the necessity and the advisability of so doing we propose 
to herein yt M20) be three general facts. 

First. That since the establishing of a duty suMicient to enable the Ameri- 
can manufacturer of salt to compete successfully with the for er ces. 
have dropped to one-fifth of what they were in 1860; that salt is now the 


cheapest manufactured article we have (10 pounds for 1 cent for common 
— these low prices will continue as long as domestic competition 


continues. 
Second. That owing to the ballast freight rates 8 British man- 
ufacturer to transport his salt from Liverpool to the Uni States for less 


than one-fourth the freight from 
moval of the whole duty on salt must result in the severe K all, 
e 


domestic works to the coast, the re- 
astern 


anyone, and 
umer being 


and the closing up of the lar; ority, of the salt works in 
United Gute foo 


duty is not an appreciable tax o 
its removal would not 5 in the prices to the ordinary 
lowered a particle. 


There are the three propositions which they set out to prove 
and in reading the memorial which has been introduced and 
printed here as a document, I insist that they most abundantly 
prove and maintain the truth of those propositions. 

Mr. President, another matter struck me; that is, that the 
salt manufacturers in Louisiana are in favor of a duty on salt. 
Myles & Co., of New Iberia, La., who have $500,000 capital in- 
vested, say: 

Either kind of duty will do— 

That is, ad valorem or specific— 


buta cor ad valorem duty is most vitally necessary to the salt indus- 
tries of the United States, because they produce more salt than can be con- 
sumed, and free competition from abroad will curtail the market, and it is 
impossible to fina a foreign market for American salt. 


The Lone Star Salt Company, of Dallas, Tex., with an invested 
capital of $200,000, say: 


Then bea 7e the price offreights from Liverpool or England, 
and show that oe can not compete with the foreign manufac- 
turers; after which they say—and I wish to call attention par- 
ticularly to this: 


We wish to protest agnas the Taus of manufactured salt on the free 
tis alread © least burden upon the “breakfast ta- 


in our own State. 200 miles 
west, we strike the gears settled praires; towards the south, 200 miles,we 
go intocompetition with Liverpool salt, made by English workmen at wages 
one-half as great as paid by us, put up in bags cos less than our own, 
and brought to Galveston and New Orleans in ballast, at a cost of 12} cents 
per sack, against a rail rate from our works of from 30 to 40 cents per sack 
to the same points. 

Thus, you see, any advantage which is gsined by manufac’ in large 
quantities is denied us. The com tively recent discovery of salt in Texas 
and the short time since the establishment of our industry have made it 
impossible for us to obtain a strong foothold with our product, as t 
the old established and weil known E h cle, so that competition 
with it is only possible under the most favorable circumstances and with the 


present amount of tariff. 
Should the Senate vote to place salt on the free list, the result will be to 


destroy our industry. Interior manufacturers will not suffer, as rail freight 
rates will to some extent neutralize the reduction in the tariff, but with 
works so near the seacoast, and with the la number of cotton ships going 
out of Galveston and New Orleans, and 10 English salt as ballast back, 
the situation as regards our investment is disheartening. 

I call attention to the 5 of these two manufacturers, one 
from Louisiana and the other from Texas, as showing that it is 
not Northern salt industries alone which are to be affected by 
the bill. If the sugar planters of Louisiana can obtain a dut 
upon sugar, why can not the salt producers of Louisiana an 
Texas have the duty retained upon salt? There is no duty ox 
sugar now. The Senate places a duty of 40 per cent ad valorem 
upon it. There isa duty upon salt, The Senate proposes to re- 
move it. The Louisiana Senators insist that for the sugar in- 
dustry there must be a duty, whether revenue or protective, 
Why will they not insist that for the Louisiana salt-maker and 
the Texas salt-maker the duty shall be retained? 

I refer only to these two replies. All the repliesin this bulle- 
tin are very interesting. I will refer only to the reply of the 
Empire Dairy Salt Company, of Warsaw, N. Y., showing the 
wholesale prices: s 


Common | Da 
fine (per | and table 
barrel). | (per ton). 


0.85 


5⁰⁵ 
5² 


Year. 


00 
5.00 
3.50 
3.00 


That includes, for the barreled salt, the covering, the barrel, 
which is 28 cents, leaving salt without the covering at 22 to 24 
cents a barrei. 

Mr. President, salt is cheaper than sand. Astonishing as it 
may seem, I repeat, barreled salt is cheaper than sand. We 
have to use in all the cities sand which comes in barrels, and 
salt can be purchased cheaper than sand. If the industry in 
this country has succeeded in bringing salt to this low price, se 
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that it is cheaper than sand v the barrel, literally, to use a fa- 
miliar phrase, cheaper than dirt. Wag should we do anything 
which = producers of salt insist w injure or destroy their 
business 
There has been no demand for the removal of the duty, as I 
said. I have the report of the Committee on Ways and Means 
of the House of Representatives, containing the views of the 
majority and the minority. I have been looking it over, and 
while the report dwells much on putting certain articles upon 
the free list, like wool, iron ore, lumber, and a variety of other 
articles of which it speaks, it does notmention the fact that the 
committee have put salt on the free list. It seems to cut no 
figure in the argument. I can not understand itupon any other 
theory than the one which I have named, that the importers 
ask for it; the producers of the United States object to it; the 
matter seems to have been fought out before the committee, and 
the importers won. 

Mr. President, who is to gain by removing the duty from salt? 
Nobody. That is perfectly apparent. The poor men, the poor 
people of the country, who go to purchase their salt at the gro- 
cery store will not get one cent benefit from itin a year. That 
everyone knows. If they could get the entire benefit of the re- 
moval of the duty, it would not amount to 4 cents a year. The 
ordinary family does not consume, I imagine, more than fifty 
pounds of salt a year. The duty on salt is 8 cents per hundred 

unds. If all of it could be given to the purchasers of salt, the 

amily which uses salt would not get 4cents ayear benefit by the 

removal of the duty, while a family of five persons, if the duty 
which has been placed upon sugar is to be added to the cost of 
sugar, will be charged about $6.50 by reason of the duty. What 
compensation is it to that family to take the duty off salt? If 
they could get the entire benefit of the taking off of the duty, 
they might “agai get 4 cents in a year. 

r, PEFFER. TheSenatorfrom Connecticut has been speak- 
ing about the cheapness of salt, and comparing it with sand. We 
are putting salt on board cars in Kansas at $1.89 a ton for the 
salt alone; that is, the salt exclusive of the casks in which the 
salt is placed. The barrel, including salt, is po upon the car at 
57 cents, and the cask amounts to 30 cents. uct the 30 from 
57, and you have 27 cents. There are 280 pounds in a barrel. 
Multiply it by 7,and you have $1.89 a ton as the cost of the salt 
alone put on the cars. 

Mr. PLATT. That reénforces what I was saying, that salt is 
practically as cheap as dirt. 

But there is another feature to which I wish to allude, and 
then I shall take my seat. This is purely a revenue duty. The 
salt which we imported last year paid a revenue of something 
like $400,000. I have not the exact figures before me, but that 
is near enough for the purposes ofthe argument. I have alluded 

over and over again to the strange desire of those who are in 
eharge of the fashioning of the bill to get rid of our revenue. 
If there is any earthly reason why we should get rid of our rev- 
enue in the matter of salt, why we should relinquish the $400,000 
which went into the Treasury from importations of salt last year, 
Iam unable to discover it. Iwish toconfessmy astonishmentover 
and over again that the reyenue derived from the duties on 
these articles, which, from the Democratic standpoint at least, 
are purely revenue duties, should be abandoned. I can under- 
stand the reason why those who are fashioning the bill should 
resort to an income tax and an additional tax on whisky or spirits. 

That is done in order that we may not raise money from cus- 
toms where the customs duties would be protective. Thatisthe 
object of the income tax; that is the objectof the additional tax 
upon spirits. It is because the party in power will not by pro- 
tective duties raise the money which they ought to raise for the 
expenses of the Government. But I do not see exactly how that 
motive should lead to theabandonmentof the revenue that comes 
to us from these articles which from the Democratic stand- 
pont have a purely revenue duty upon them. Perhaps the reason 

the same. Throw away what they call purely revenue duties, 
put the tax on incomes, put the additional tax on whisky, and 
then there will be so much less money to raise by incidentally. 
protective duties upon our manufactured articles. 

Mr. President, I hope the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] will be adopted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, wherever there is an oppor- 
tunity for capital and enterprise you are sure to find some men 
from New England, New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania in 
the western parts of our great empire. have respected con- 
stituents who are somewhatinterested in the production of salt, 
= I shi put into the RECORD a few observations and interest- 

acts. 

Prior to 1857 the salt manufacture in the United States was 
almost wholly confined to the e os salt springsin the State 
of New York and to the States of Virginia and Ohio. Since 


that time, beginning with the discovery and use of the wells at 
Saginaw, Mic „salt has been found either in wells or rocks over 
most of the Statesand Territories of the Union, notably over al- 
most the entire surface of Western New York, the whole penin- 
sula of Michigan, the northern part of Ohio, Southwestern Louis- 
iana, Kansas, Nebraska, California, Utah, the province of 
Ontario, Canada on Lake Huron, Lake St. Clair, and St. Clair 
River. So the e of salt has become very general. 

The competition between the makers, with the assistance of a 
very small duty on foreign salt, has brought the price so lowin 
this country that many of our establishments have given up the 
business, and many more would do so if this duty shall be re- 
moved, especially those within easy reach of tide water, where 
the foreign competition would rush in. Ultimately I think itis 
quite probable, as the writers of a brief memorial before me 
prophesy; there will be an increase in the price of common salt 

y reason of foreign competition and a halt in domestic produc- 
tion. 

Now, where does the salt come from that would compete with 
us? In the main from England, the Mediterranean, and the 
West Indies, sent from those countries chiefly as ballast for ves- 
sels seeking cargoes here. That is not an unusual experience. 
Foreigners will put down granite or sandstone in the harbor of 
New York from across the Atlantic cheaper than we can send it 
from the Connecticut River or the Sound shore to New York, 
and while we pay freight on it abroad the ship is glad to get it, 
for itis better than the ordinary ballast, which they would be 
obliged to carry from the New York wharf and dump in some 
appointed place, whereas when salt or granite serves as ballast 
the consignees are glad to take it at the wharf. 

The English salt-maker works for from 50 to 60 per cent of 
the wages received by our salt-makers, and he will have his salt 
carried 3,000 miles for nothing. It seems ridiculous at first 
thought that we should have successful competitors 3,000 miles 
away in so cheap an article and so heavy in proportion to the 
money involved, but it is a fact. 

Here is another extremely interesting fact in connection with 
this matter when considered in the light of the claim that Great 
Britain rejects protection, and is a successful, practical example 
of the free-trade doctrine. England to-day actually forbids the 
manufacture of salt in her t India empire, where there 
are near 300,000,000 people, and salt is absolutely essential 
to the enjoyment of their fish and rice diet. The exemplar of 
free trade forbids the manufacture of salt in the East India 
empire, which has a very extensive seacoast, as school boys 
know, and numerous islands, and a great number of lagoons well 
adapted for the manufacture of sea salt, and for rock salt in 
inexhaustible quantities. She excludes peremptorily the use 
of any salt except that made in herempire and exported in Eng- 
lish vessels from England or made in her East India empire for 
the Crown, and she levies a tax on both kinds of salt second only 
to the land tax. 

can not imagine a more cruel and senseless form of oppres- 
sive taxation than Great Britain is imposing there on a people 
who work for next to nothing, struggle desperately for a liveli- 
hood, and experience an occasional famine. If there is anybod 
who thinks England is especially the type of political wisdom, 
commend to him this attempt of England to protect her own 
industries in one section of the empire by the cruel torture of 
her people in another section. 

The memorialists whose pamphlet I hold in my hand here are 
very reasonable men I think. They say they would not be un- 
ders as advocating a high protective tariff, or even a tariff 
for protection rather than for revenue. They are of different 
pontea parties. They assume that there must be tariffs at 

east for revenue; that in any revision of them some discrimina- 

tion will be found expedient in order to the incidental protee- 
tion of domestic industries; they contend that domestic salt pre- 
sents a claim for favorable consideration; and they contend for 
a tariff because the imported article competes most injuriously 
with the manufacture of our own people. 

I will read two of their answers to the inquiries sent out by 
the Finance Committee. These come from the Ohio and West 
Virginia Salt Association. I presume some of my constituents 
have stock in the association. Inquiry 18: 


cue component materials of your manufacture are, to you, raw mate- 
rials? 

Answer. Our cost is composed of labor almost entirely. No allowance is 
mana for the salt in the earth or for the coal before it comes from the 
mines. 


So, as near as one can calculate it, it is mathematically true 
that the whole of it is labor. They proceed: 

The mining of the coal used is about 17 cents for a barrel of salt; the fur- 
nace labor, re and expense, about 20 cents; the cooperage manufac- 
tured, about cents (no allowance is made for value of timber standing 


uncut); making total actual cost in labor, 59 cents per barrel of 280 pounds 
net (and the barrel is worth 25 cents of the 69). 
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Inguiry 23: 
How do you se to meet reduction of duty on the goods man- 
77 propo: any y E you 


Answer. Do not know how to meet any lower price. Wages already low. 
„6 ARIERO EAAGONL TOIROS scandalizing humanity and 


That, Mr. President, is true not alone of the salt industry. 
There are features in the bill which will exemplify this truth 
due time. The common American suffers n from This 
duty. It is not perceived. It simply resembles those little bits 
of iron around a steam engine that serve to regulate the labor 
of the enormous engine itself. It is a regulator, a breakwater, a 
temporary check against unfair competition. 

Wo have had no finer example of a just protection than salt 
furnishes, unless it be the example given yesterday when the 
common sense, and I might say, the humanity of the Senate re- 
fused to leave quicksilver open to an unreasonable domination 
from outside. Of course, beyond the 8 tr in- 
terest of a few in some of the Western salt-producing works, I 
have no personal interest in the matter, but I believe that a 
small duty of 6 or 8 cents a hundred pounds would be fairly a 
part of the general system of reasonable aba sia over- 
sight, in which, without being properly charged with undue 

ternalism, we may take a little care that our citizens shall not 
be struck under the belt. To say the least, it would afford a 
very pretty contrast with the practice of free-trade Great Brit- 
ain in the case of British India. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not know that any citi- 
zen of Lowa is interested in the production of salt, nor have we 
salt mines in that State. Therefore it may be said that so far 
as our Sore concerned, they are the interests of consum- 
ers t. 

I think the removal of the duty from salt is a kind of tradi- 

~tion which comes down from the ancient period when a strug- 
gle was made to repeal the salt duty, and it has been a part of 
the Democratic creed for a great many years. I do notremem- 
ber a single instance where there has been a discussion on the 
tariff question that we have not been appealed to in oneform or 
another to repeal the salt duty. 

Bulletin No. 40 contains some valuable information in re 
to this question. Among other things, it discloses that there 
has been an increase since 1883 of the production of salt equal 
to 50 per cent, and that the 9,000,000 barrels or 10,000,000 
rels, in round numbers, produced. in 1892, cost about the same 
amount of money to the consumer that the 6,000,000 barrels did 
which were produced in 1883; showing that by this increased 

uction and this development of the salt industry there has 
n a constant diminution of the price. 

In the State in which I live we are fortunate as to the produc- 
tion and development of the salt industry in Kansas, it has 
been of great value to the ple of Iowa as giving us another 
local competitor in the production of salt for our market. Kan- 
sas salt enters into the consumption in Iowa quite largely. We 
also have the competition of the Michigan salt, which is a great 
production. 

We have also the competition in 1 degree of the salt 
manufactured in Western New York. So, whatever may be- 
come of this duty, whether salt is placed upon the free list or 
not, it is not probable that any foreign salt will ever reach the 
State of Iowa unless it shall come to New Orleans by means of 
cheap transportation, and thence up the Mississippi River. I 

‘doubt, however, whether much come in that way. We, 
therefore, are interested in this local competition in the pro- 
duction of salt. 

I was tly impressed by what the Senator from EE Hear 
5 just tol peat te if 1 pA a dut; 2 ed 
as is proposed upon salt, the effec prac y rive 
out the production of salt in Kansas, except for a little local cir- 
cle where the competition as to transportation will not interfere 
with it. I think that would bea misfortune. Here is an area 
in Kansas, a stratum of 350 feet in thickness, 30 miles in width, 
and from 100 or 150 to 200 miles in length, where salt can be pro- 
duced, as shown by the Senator from at 27 cents per 280 
pounds. That salt hasa radiation of consumption of 400 or 500 
miles under existing conditions; but if salt shall come free into 
the ports of New Orleans and Galveston, that radius will be 
ingly diminished, and the production diminished correspond- 


y is it that we should propose here to take off this entire 
duty? TheSenator from Kansas proposes a uniform duty of 5 
cents per 100 pounds, which is a reduction on the average of 
one-half of the existing duty. Are we to take noaccountof the de- 
velopments in our own country as to this article of essential con- 
sumption? for it is necessary in the preservation of meats, it is 
used largely in our chemical industries, and we have inexhaust- 
ible resources for its production. 


I am surprised somewhat that I hear no voice from the States 
which are very largely interested in this production. i 

West Virginia has been interested more or less in the produc- 
tion of salt for a great many years. We hear nothing about it 
on this floor. The State of Louisiana has immense resources for 
the production of salt. Why isit that the Senators from that 
State have said nothing respecting the re of the duty, when 
the people who are engaged in its produs „as shown by these 
bulletins and pamphlets, declare that their industry will be de- 
stroyed if saltis placed upon the free list, because they will come 
in competition wholly with salt produced in England? Is it be- 
cause this salt industry, as compared with other industries, is a 
small one that, whilst we are giving protection and encourage- 
ment to the great industries of our country, we are to stand by 
here and let these small industries be stricken down in these 
States? For myself I do not understand why it is so. 

As consumers of salt in one of the interior Statesin this Union 
far from the seaboard, we, in Iowa, are interested, and greatly 
interested, in the domestic competition in this production; and 
we are told that by the striking down of the duty the competition 
will be greatly arrested, if not in some respects destroyed. So 
I shall vote 8 ſor the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, and I trust it will receive the support of those 
interior States and of the States which are border States, as re- 
late to the ocean, which are interested with us in maintaining 
this industry in our own country as t England. 

Why should we now be es ly interested in allowing Eng- 
lish salt to come in here without interference or competition? 
Under this amendment, as it stands, practically nothing but 
English salt will come in. The amendment proposed by the 
committee yesterday excludes everything but salt from Great 
Britain itself; it excludes the salt of Mexico; it excludes the salt 
of Spain; it excludes the salt of the Dominion of Canada. So 
this provision, as it stands now, is a mere gratuity to the Eng- 
lish Government, which imposes upon its own colonies a 2 
bition as to salt, in order that she may find a market in India 
for her own product. Therefore, upon no ground can I find a 
reason for puin salt 955 the free list at this moment. 

The VIC PRESIDE T. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

Mr. LODGE and Mr. PEFFER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered,and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Itransfer the pair 
I have with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] 
to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], and vote nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the ' 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present I 
should vote yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 


The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were here I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON], but the Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN] is not 
here, and I will transfer for the present my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Iowa to the Senator from Kansas, and vote nay.” 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
TURPIE}, and withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. PATTON. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS]. The Senator from Mississippi[Mr. GEORGE] 
is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. If it be 
agreeable to the Senator from Mississippi I suggest that we 
transfer our pairs and vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. DAVIS. It has been suggested to me to transfer the anr 
I have with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] to the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon], so that the Senator from 
Mississi os McLAURIN] and I may vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. MoL URIN. Under that arrangement Iam at liberty to 
vote, and vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 33; as follows: 


I vote ‘‘ nay.” 


Alison, no Todes Proctor 

e, T, 
Carey, Gallinger, Morrill, Sherman, 
Chandler, Hal Petter, Shoup, 
Oullom, Hawley, Perkins, Teller, 
Davis, Higgins, Piatt, Washburn. 
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Cock 
Daniel, Pasco, 

ual A J „Ark. Pugh, 
8 kyle. Ransom, 

NOT VOTING—23. 
Blackburn, Manderson, x 
hard, Martin, 

Brice, re n Mills, Stewart, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon 
. Jones, Nev. 3 — 
oma cMillan, | Pettigrew, Wolcott. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


€03, Sauerkraut. 

610. Sausage skins. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 
out 3 610. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas that amendment of the committee is 
withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


611. Seeds: anise, canary, caraway, cardamom, coriander, cotton, croton, 
cummin, fennel, fenugreek, hemp, hoarhound, mustard, rape, St. John’s 
bread or bene, sugar beet, — © -wurzel, sorghum or sugar cane for seed, 
and all flower irg seeds; bulbs and bulbous roots, not edible, all the 
foregoing not specially provided for in this act. 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend paragraph 611 
by striking out, after the first word“ Seeds,” the words ‘anise, 
canary, caraway, cardamom, coriander, cotton, croton, cummin 
tannal, fenugreek, hemp, hoarhound, mustard, rape, St. John’s 
bread or bene, sugar-beet, mangel wurzel, sorghum or sugar 
cane for seed, and all flower or grass seeds.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendment to that 

h is withdrawn. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by striking out the words 
„and grass,” before the word “seeds,” in line 4, on page 113. 

I do not think that the Senator from Arkansas desires to make 
clover and herdsgrass seed free. The seed imported would not 
be as good as those we raise here at home, and these are articles 
of considerable profit to the farmers to raise for sale. I hope 
the Senator from Arkansas will accept the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, before the word seeds,“ it is 
roposed to strike out and grass;” so as to read and all 
ower S. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest that my amendment is 
the provision of the present law, and it has been in the law con- 
stantly. This makes no change in the law,andI can see no rea- 
son for an Span being made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be 
resumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


612. Selep, or saloup. 

613. Shells of all kinds, not cut, ground, or otherwise manufactured. 
614. Shotgun barrels, forged, rough bored. 

615. Shrimps, and other shellfish. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I move to amend graph 615 by 
adding, after the word shellfish,“ the words canned or other- 
wise.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

616. Silk, raw, or as reeled from the cocoon. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
in 10 25 in line 14; on page 113, after the word ‘‘cocoon,” to 

rt “but not doubled, twisted, nor advanced in manufacture in 
any way;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

616. Silk, raw, led from th 
ee. 22 or anzen 2 . cd cocoon, but not doubled, twisted, nor 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

617. Silkcocoons and silk waste. 


248 Skeletons and oh 
5 eletons other preparations of A 
4 prepa: anatomy. 


nitrate of, or cubic nii and chlorate of. 
cake. 


621. trate, 
622, Sul of soda, or salt cake, or niter 
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Mr. ALLISON. T ask that paragraph 622 may be passed over 
for the present. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


623. Sodium. 

624. Sparterre, suitable for making or ornamenting hats. 

625. 8 ens of natural history, botany, and mineralogy, when im- 
morse or cabinets or as objects of science, and not for sale. 


i, cassia vera, and cassia buds, unground. 
chips of, unground. 

Cloves and clove stems, unground. 
1 unground and not preserved or candied. 

ace. 
Nutmegs. 
Pepper, black or white, unground. 

633. Pimento, unground. 

634. Seeds of all kinds not specially provided for in this act. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 
out paragraph 634. 

The amendment was to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

635. Spunk. 
636. Spurs and stilts used in the manufacture of earthen, porcelain, and 
stone ware. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
graph the following: 

— Stamps: Foreign postage and revenue stamps. canceled or uncan- 
celed. 


2888835 


I move to insert as a new para- 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The Secretary read as follows: 

637. Straw. 

638, Stone and sand: Burr stone in blocks, rough or ured, or 
unmanw ; tone, granite, 


bound up into millstones; cliff 
sandstone, 


e, unmanuf: or undressed, not pro 
act; pumice stone, rotten stone, and sand, crude or manufactured. 

Mr. HALE. In paragraph 638, in line 20,I move to strike 
out the words following the word ‘‘unmanufactured,” down to 
and including the word act,“ in line 22, in order to conform 
to what the Senate did upon the granite schedule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The exemption is not otherwise 
specially provided for in this act.” It seems to me that that 
would save it, so that there would be no difficulty. 

Mr. FRYE. It is all specially provided for. 

Mr. HALE. When we came to granite, we put granite, free ~ 
stone, and all the articles enumerated in the amendment I 
have offered, on the dutiable list, and [simply ask to strike this 
out to conform to that action. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 638, line 20, after the word 
“unmanufactured,” it is pro to strike out “‘freestone, gran- 
ite, sandstone, limestone, and other building or monumental 
stone, except marble, unmanufactured or undressed, notspecially 
provided for in this act;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

638. Stone and sand: Burr stone in blocks, rough or manufactured, or 
bound up into millstones; cliff stone, unmanufactured pumice stone, rotten 
stone, and sand, crude or manufactured. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

639. Storax, or styrax. 

640. Strontia, oxide of, and protoxide of strontian, and strontianite, or 
me Bugare all Ail . and sugar swee 
sirups of cane juice, melada, ä melada, and concrete gp 
centrated molasses, and molasses. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 
out ph 641. 

r. ALDRICH. Iask for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment. I am anxious to know who in the Senate is in favor of 
free sugar and who is not. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. Task that the words proposed to be stricken 
out 1 read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The committee report to strike out the fol- 
lowing paragraph: 

641. Sugars all: All tank bottoms, all 


sirups of cane juice, melada, concentrated meledh, and concre: 8 meen- 
trated molasses, and molasses. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theroll will be called on the amend- 


ment. 
8 to call the roll. 
(when his name was called). I am paired 


The Secre 
Mr. CAM 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], and make 
this announcement for the day. 
Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 
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Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I transfer my 
a with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] 

the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], and vote yea.“ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who is not pres- 
ent. Believing that, if present, he would vote as I do, I vote 


u oa.” 

Tho roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Itransfer my pair with the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY], so as to enable the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM] 
and myself to vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote yea.“ 

Mr.CULLOM. I vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] to the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. MARTIN], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LIND- 
SAY], and vote “yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am paired with the junior Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. I suggest to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi Hr. GEORGE], who is paired with the Senator from 
Oregon Mr. DOLPH], that, if agreeable to him, we transfer our 

rs. 
i Mr. GEORGE. That is satisfactory to me, and I vote yea.“ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote ‘‘ nay,’ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iam paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]. If he were here I should vote 
“nay” and he would vote yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon, who is 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], I being 
paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], that 
we transfer our pairs so that the Senator from Oregon and I can 


vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is satisfactory to me, and I 
vote nay.“ 

Mr. DANIEL. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—33, 
All Faulkner, Kyle, Roach, 
Bate, George, McPherson, Smith, 
5 Gordon, Mitchell, Wis Vest, 
B burn, Gorman, Murphy, Voorhees, 
ery, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cal Hun 0, White. 
Camden, Irby, Pugh, 
U, Jarvis, ay, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark, nsom, 
NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, e, 1 8 Power, 
n, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Proctor, 
Y, ale, Morrill, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hawley, Peffer, Teller. 
Cullom, Higgins, Perkins, 
Dubois, Hoar, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—3. 
Bianchard, Gibson, Manderson, Stewart, 
ce, Gray, Martin, Turpie, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mills, Vilas, 
ero} Hill, Morgan, Washburn, 
Davis, Jones, Ney, Patton, Wilson, 
Coke, dsay, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Dixon, McLa Sherman, 
iph, MeMillan, Squire, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to say that the vote which [ have just 
now cast is not to be taken as an index of the way I may vote 
when we have acted on all the schedules when the bill comes 
out of Committee of the Whole and we are brought to a final 
vote upon the sugar question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to say in connection with the vote 
which has just been taken upon the subject of sugar, paragraph 
641, that I have voted thus far with the committee on the sub- 
ject of “ee and on many other things for the purpose of get- 
ting the bill as speedily as possible out of Committee of the 
Whole and into the Senate, where it can be finally shaped and 
speedily put upon its passage. My vote upon the question just 
taken is no indication whatever of what my vote will be upon 
the final passage of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will continue the 
reading of the bill. 

The retary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


642. Sulphur, refined, lac or precipitated, and sulphur or brimstone, crude, 
in bulk, sulphur ore, as ee or sulphuret of iron in its natural state, 
ovis me excess of per cent of sulphur, and sulphur not otherwise 

0 or. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move, in line 7, after the word 
‘‘sulphur,” to strike out the word “refined.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
643. Sulphuric acid. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to add the proviso printed 

ve aust type, leaving out the word daily after ‘levied ” in 
e 14, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “acid,” in line 12, page 115, 
insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That upon sulphuric acid imported from any country which im- 
poses a duty upon sulphuric acid exported from the United States, there 
re levied and collected the rate ot duty existing prior to the passage of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that 
he use the same language in the thirteenth line that is used in 
the salt proviso. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 1 have no objection to the same 
words going in there that were used in the salt paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “country,” in line 13, insert 
"t whether independent or a dependency.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded. with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


644. Sweepings of silver and goul 

645. Tallow and wool grease, including that known commercially as degras 
or brown wool grease. a 

646. Tapicoa, cassava or cassada. 

647. Tar and pitch of wood, and pitch of coal tar. 

648. Tea and tea plants. 

619. Teazles. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the paragraph 649 be 
stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

650. Teeth, natural or unmanufactured. 

651. Terra alba. 

652. Terra japonica. 

653. Tin ore, cassiterite or black oxide of tin, and tin in bars, blocks, pigs, 


ed Sig or granulated. 
1. Tinsel wire, lame, or lahn. 


Mr. JONESof Arkansas. I moveatthe end of paragraph 654, 
after the word“ lahn,” to strike out the period and insert, “and 
bullions and metal threads of gold, silver, and other metals.” 

Mr. PLATT. It can not be possible that the Senator from 
Arkansas should desire todo that. It is a manufacture of my 
State which, as I remember, has been seriously affected by the 
duty which has already been placed upon those articles in tha 
bill. I wish the Senator would withhold the amendment fora 
little time until I can have an opportunity to explain the matter 


to him. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the amendment if there 
is objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn, 
The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


655. Tobacco stems. 
656. Tonquin, tonqua, or tonka beans. 
Tripoli. 


653. Turmeric. 

659. Turpentine, Venice, 
660. Turpentine, spirits of. 
661. Turtles. à 
662. . old, and fit only to ba remanufactured. 

663. Uranium, oxide and salts of. 

664. Vaccine virus. 

665. Valonia, 

666. Verdigris, or subacetate of copper. 

667. Wafers, unmedicated. 

663. Wax, vegetable or mineral. 

669. Wearing 8 and other personal effects (not merchandise) of per: 
sons arriving in the United States, not residents thereof, but this exemp- 
tion shall not be held to include articles not actually in use and necessary 
and 8 for the use ot such persons for the purposes of their jour- 
ney and present comfort and convenience, or which are intended for any 
other person or persons, or for sale. 3 

670. Wearing apparel and other personal effects (not merchandise) in 
actual uss of residents of the United States returning thereto from foreign 
countries, not ex: $250 in value and not intended for use of other per- 
sons nor for sale: Pro d, however, That all the wearing apparel and other 
personal effects of such persons so returning as may have been by them 
taken out of the United States to foreign countries, and which have not 
been advanced in value nor improved in condition by any process of labor 
or manufacture in such countries, shall be admitted free of duty without 
regard to their value, upon their identity being established under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraphs 
669 and 670 and insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraphs 669 and 670 and in- 


sert: 

669. Wearing a 1 and other personal effects (not merchandise) of per- 
sons arriving © United States, but this exemption shall not be held te 
include articles not actually in use and necessary and appropriate for the 
use of such persons for the purposes of their journey and present comfort 


1894. 
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Mr. HOAR. The Senator proposes to strike out the limita- 
tion of $250. What is the significance of that proviso? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is practically the present law. 
The two poragraphs as found in the bill make a difference be- 
tween citizens of the United States and foreign persons. My 
amendment simply treats all persons alike, whether residents of 
the United States or foreigners coming into the country. 

Mr. HOAR. That I understand, but the difference between 
the foreigner and the American, under the bill as it stands, is 
that the foreigner's wearing apparel and personal effects will 
come in without limit as to value, but the citizen of the United 
States has a limit in value not exceeding $250. That is stricken 
out by the amendment so that it is proposed to have the wear- 
ing apparel of all persons, if it be strictly wearing apparel, come 
in without limit as to value. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the criticism of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts is correct, and the proviso—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me complete my statement, because it will 

o into the RECORD and I should like to have it state the point 

ully for the comprehension of anyone who may readit. The 
proviso which the Senator retains goes on to provide that all 
wearing apparel not advanced or improved shall be admitted 
free of duty without regard to value, when it is provided that 
all shall come in without regard to value. It seems to me that 
the proviso should not be included in the Senator’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not exactly catch the criticism of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. The meaning of the amendment as 
it stands now is simply to do away with the $250 limit which is 
found in the House provision. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator before he proceeds will allow the 
proviso which is included in the amendment to be read again 

e will see it is inappropriate. Let the Secretary read it. 

Mr. VEST. The meaning of the proviso is simply to retain 
that portion of the House provision which says that persons 
visi foreign countries can bring back their wearing apparel 
without paying duty, provided it has not been improved or 
changed while abroad. That is the provision of the bill as 
passed by the other House. = 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator from Arkansas has previously 
proposed in his amendment to ha ve it come in without limitation 
as to value. 

Mr. HALE. The proviso applies to another class of goods. 

Mr. VEST. All we propose to take off is the limitation as to 
value. Does the Senator want to strike out the provision, so 
that a person going from this country abroad can have his 
clothes altered or improved and bring them back free of duty 
without regard to the increased value 

Mr. . Ithink the Senator from Massachusetts perhaps 
did not observe that the eee applies to another class of arti- 
ga entirely from the others. The proviso applies to articles 

en by our citizens abroad. The other provision applies sim- 
pgto ciothing that may be purchased abroad. 
ee HOAR. Itis pro 


read: 
years apparel and other 
arriving 8 United States 
The words not residents thereof” it is proposed to strike 
out, so that it is to apply to Americans returning as well as to 
foreign persons coming in from abroad. All wearing apparel 
and other personal effects, not merchandise, it is provided shall 
come in free, and then we have the provision: 
But this exemption shall not be held to include articles not actually in use 
and n and appropriate for the use of such persons for the purposes 
of their journey and present comfort and convenience, or which are intended 
for any other person or persons, or for sale, 
Then-it goos on and provides that wearing apparel and other 
rsonal effects of such persons as have been taken out of the 
nited States and not advanced in value or improved in condi- 
tion shall be admitted free of duty upon establishing identity, 
etc. You have admitted that free of duty without regard to 
limit under the previous provision, unless I misunderstand it, 
because it is wearingappareland other personal effects which have 
been admitted. Isuggestto the Senator from Arkansas, as this is 
avery important matter, affecting the convenience of a large and 
rapidly growing number of travelers, that his amendment be 
printed so that we can see it in print, and go over until to-mor- 
row. 


; unless I misunderstood it, to make 


personal effects (not merchandise) of persons 


XXVI—411 


ef. 
ry 
th 
Secre read th 
p 
ale: Provided, 
been advanced 
regard 
* 
ceed 
passe 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the requestof 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. VEST. It is well enough to understand each other. 
Paragraph 669 of the bill as it comes to the Senate provides 
that— 

Wear a) 
arriving in the United States, not residents thereof, but this exemption 
shall not be held to include articles not actually in use and necessary 
appropriate for the use of such persons for the es of their journey 
anå present comfort and convenience, or which tended for any other 
person or persons, or for sale. 

That applies exclusively to foreigners who have never been 
in this country. 

Mr. HOAR. Not as the Senator from Arkansas moves to 
amend the paragraph, because he strikes out the words “not 
residents thereof.” 

Mr. VEST. That is included in the other provision. Let the 

e amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraphs 669 and 670 and in- 
sert: : 

. 1 h 1 eff 

sons arriving in the United State but this exemption shall not be helt to 
include articles not actually in use and necessary and appropriate for the 
use of such persons for the of their journey and present comfort 
and convenience, or which are intended for any other person or persons, or 
for sale: Pro however, That all wearing apparel and other personal ef- 
fects of residents ret from other countries as may have been by them 
taken out of the United States to foreign countries, and which have not 
n in value nor improved in condition by any process of labor 
or manufacture in such countries, shall be admitted free of duty without 
to their value, 2 — their identity being established under such rules 

and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Mr. HOAR. My criticism is that everything provided for in 
the proviso is admitted free in the preceding proposition as the 
Senator from Arkansas has moved it. 

Mr. VEST. Then strike out the proviso. It can be fixed aft- 
erwards in conference. To save debate, let it go out. 

Mr. HOAR. If that is done we can call it up again if there 
is any mistake about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modi- 
fied, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the paragraph be read as it will stand 
without the proviso. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read as it 
now stands. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

669, W. land oth nal effects (not handise) of 
sons arriving athe Unitat Stated vas ths exertion sual not be Neu to 
8 — es not actually in use and necessary and 1 for the 


and conv 
or for sale. 


- Mr. HOAR. That is all we need. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 


land other personal effects (not merchandise) or persons 


p 
are 


ersons for the pur 


es of their journey and present comfort 
ence, or which are 


tended for any other person or persons, 


The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
671. Whalebone, unmanufactured. 

en PEFFER. Isit understood that paragraph 670 is to be 

over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The motion was carried to strike 
out that 5 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is stricken out. 

Mr. PEFFER. I did not know that was done. I wanted to 
move to amend it, but if it has been stricken out of course it can 
not be amended. X 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatpargraph isstricken out. The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to reserve the privilege for the Senator 
from Nebraska 8 85 ALLEN] to move to insert a paragraph to 
be numbered 6714. He is at present out of the Chamber but has 
an amendment prepared to come in at this point, and will offer 
it when he comes in. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Wood: 

672. LORE, and round unmanufactured timber not specially enumerated or 
provided for in this act. 

673. Firewood, handle bolts, heading bolts, stave bolts, and le bolt 
hop poles, fence Bg acu railroad ties, ship timber, and ship pl: nob 
specially provided for in this act. 

Mr. HALE. In order to save two readings, I will now move 
tostrike out paragraph 674 and the paragraphs following to 
paragraph 683, inclusive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine will be stated. ‘ $ 
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Mr. HALE. Then the paragraph can be read once, and we 
sag el marr posed to strik hs 674 
e ARY., pro} e out paragra T 
675, 676, 677, 678, 679, 680, 681, 682, and 683. : , 
The paragraphs are as follows: = 
674. Timber, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building 


675, Timber, squared or sided. 
boards, 


676, Sawed plank, deals, and other lumber. 
678. S clapboards. 


679. Hubs for wheels, 2 last blocks, wagon blocks, oar blocks, gun 
W and all like blocks or sticks, rough hewn or sawed only. 
ty Sma ong palings, 

683. Stavesof wood ofall kinds, wood manufactured: Provided, Thatany of 
2232 a a e E 
shall be subject to the duties existing prior to the passage of this act. ; 

Mr. HALE. Since the Senate considered the first part of the 
lumber schedule it has put upon the dutiable list, different from 
the action of the other House, the articles of sugar, iron ore, 
and coal, and largely advanced the rate upon lead. I hope on 
reflection the Senate will conclude to strike the great product 
of lumber from the free list. That is the object of my amend- 
ment, and I call for eet and nays upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question isonthe amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine, on which he demands the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. Sqgums]. I suggest to the 
Senator from is 5 [Mr. J who is pa th the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], that we transfer our 


airs. 
= Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well. 

Mr. DANIEL, The Senator from W: ton [Mr. SQUIRE] 
will stand paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]. 
I vote 78 5 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY], and vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. MOLA U. (when his name was called). Lannounce for 
the day my pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. DIXON]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). My 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] having been 
transferred to the Senator from W: n . SQUIRE], I 
am at liberty to vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. PAL (when his name was called). Iam eT with 
the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANSBROUGH], but I trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], and vote 

nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present 
Lam paired with the 


Ishould vote yea.“ 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). 

Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] that we transfer pairs, so 
that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will be paired 
with my colleague [Mr. MORGAN], and he and I can vote. 

Mr. QUAY. That is agreeable. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. PUGH. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the ie Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam paired with the Senator from New York 
(Mr. HILL], and therefore withhold my vote. I should vote 
ven“ if he were present. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Sga ment I transfer my pair with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM], and the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] and myself will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 


Mr. (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
already voted. : 
Mr. GIBSON. I am paired with the junior Senator from 


1 PATTON]. 
Mr. MOLAURIN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 


, and vote nay. 
Mr. GEORGE. I announce for the day to save time, and I 
shall not repeat it any more, my pair with the Senator from 
Oregon . DOLPH]. 
Mr. GORDON (after having voted in the negative). Since I 
transferred my pair to the Senator from Kentucky LIND- 


SAY] that Senator has come into the Chamber and voted. I will 
therefore withdraw my vote. 
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The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 31; 


YEAS—19, 
Aldrich, e, Morrill, 8 
Allison, Hal Perkins, 
Carey, Ha A Platt, Shoup, 
Chandler H Power, 
Cullom, Mitchell, Oregon Proctor, 
NAYS—31. 
Allen, Daniel, Jones, Ark, Pasco, 
Bate, Faulkner, 2, Peffer, 
Blac! burn, Gray, á MoLaurin, Rosen, 
Cater Bare. Mitchel Wis, Walsh, 
Gal, 25 Murphy? White: 
Coc! Jarvis, Palmer, 
NOT VOTING—®. 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Mein h, 
= an, Sou 
Camden, Gibson, Turpic, | 
Gordon, 7 — aes, 
Coke, vi 
Davis, HNI, Patton, Washburn, 
pen Hom, may Pettigrew, * — 
Dubois, „ Smith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALLEN. I move to rt as pa h 6714, after the 
word wood,“ in line 14, page 117, the 8 


Lumber of any sort, planed or finished. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on to the 
amendment of the Senator from 9 ALLEN 
suggest to the Senator from Ne- 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
braska that the proper place for his amendment would be as 
paragraph 676} tead of the place he proposes. It can be 


offered at that point justas well. 
Mr. ALLEN. Very well, let it come in at that erer 
The VICE- PR ENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Insert after paragraph 676: 


676}. Lumber of any sort, planed or finished. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment offered by the Senator from 
Nebraska is a very sweeping and comprehensive one. I do not 
know what is lumber planed and ed. I never have heard 
any such phrase used as applied to lumber. I do not know 
whether, when finished, it means made up into houses or furni- 
ture or what. Icanunderstand what boards planed onone side or 
on both sides and tongued and grooved mean; but I do not under - 
stand what finished lumber is. I should think such a provision 
would let in furniture and everything else that can be manufac- 
tured from wood. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to state that this is the identical lan- 
r in paragraph 178. The e there is, lum- 

r of el 5 ad nnanet? 1 8 ner the lan- 
guage from t pago as paragra; T6}. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will insert the word ™ un- 
manufactured” after “lumber” it would cover it. “Lumber 
unmanufactured,” would convey his idea. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no; [ do not want to insert that word. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then you extend the provision to doors 
and windows. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In ph 178 the words which follow 
the word finished“ modify and qualify the paragraph; but the 
Senator from Nebraska proposes to leave out these words, and 
his amendment would allow all kinds of finished lumber, £ think— 
lumber made up into wagons, certainly into doors, and every- 
thing of that sort—to come in free of 315 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? Let it read, instead of lumber of any sort, planed or 
finished,” ‘‘each side of the board so planed or hed.” It 
means, clearly, each side of the plank so planed or finished. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the vote is taken I wish to call the 
attention of the Senator from Nebraska to paragraph 684, page 
118, wherein there Eeken page of the fine w known as 
cedar, ebony, box, mah y, rosewood, etc., which 
are to be admitted free when unmanufactured. Thelumber made 
from those woods is very valuable, and if all this class of lumber 
is to come into the United States free when finished, I suggest 


manufac very expensive furniture. 
Nr. AEN. Tf the Senator from Iowa will permit me, I 


think his is fair, and I have no objection, so far as I 
am concerned, to adding the words “except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this act.” 


Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa would not call the woods 
that are mentioned in paragraph 684 lumber? 
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Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not; but these woods are carefully 
described in B 684, showing that it is not intended that 
this class of lumber shall come in, when finished, free of duty. 
This lumber costs $150 and as high as $200 per thousand feet 
without being either planed or tongued or ved. If itis to 
be brought in free not only planed, tongued, and grooved, but 
finished—that is, ready for the manufacture of furniture, or 
ready, for example, for the Pullman Car Company or the Wag- 
ner Car Company, or the fine cars that are now made of these 
beautiful woods—it seems to me it will greatly disturb a very 
valuable industry in our country which ought to be certainly 
cared for, and which it is not contemplated, I think, in any sug- 
gestion the Senator has made, shall be disturbed. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the consent of the Senate I will with- 


draw my amendment and ask to have the words ‘‘rough or 
dressed” added to paragraph 676, so that that paragraph will 
read: 


Sawod boards, plank, deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed. 


I will present my amendment in that shape. : 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
as now ere by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HA . We could not hear on this side what the Sena- 
tor now proposes, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “lumber” in paragraph 
676, e 117, add rough or dressed;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, donot rise with any hope 
of defeating thisamendment. The Senator from Nebraska some 
fifteen or twenty minutes , when voting against free sugar, 
took occasion to say that final vote upon the bill had not 
then been determined in hisown mind. Now he wishes more 
free lumber, and he will get it, of course, because that is the 
understanding. That is the reason why he is to vote in favor 
of the bill. I donot to prevent the transaction which is 
now going on, but I do have the curiosity to know whether the 
bargain is yet complete. I do desire to know whether the trans- 
action may be now considered as closed. and whether the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska has finally concluded to vote for the bill; or 
whether we shall see him rise in his seat again and notify the 
other side of the Chamber that he has not yet concluded what 
his final vote will be, and come in and move to put something 
else not a product of the State of Nebraska upon the free list 
and get that as a consideration for the vote which he is to give. 

Weare anxious—Iam ce anxious—to know when the 
Senator from Nebraska will be entirely foreclosed upon by the 
other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to say in as polite lan- 
guage as I can to the Senator from New Hampshire that his 
statement or insinuation that there is any in between 
person on this side of the Chamber or in the Chamber at all and 
myself is entirely untrue, and I am inclined to think that the 
Senator from New Hampshire knew it was untrue at the time 
he stated it. Ihave made no bargain. I pro to make no 
bargain. I propose to vote as I see fit upon this measure and 
upon every other measure that comes before the Senate. If 
when the pending bill is finally finished it is in my judgment a 
better measure than the law now in force I shall vote for it. If 
it is not, I-shall vote inst it. In that respect I desire toas- 
sure the Senator from New Hampshire that I am a free lance. 

I desire to state in this connection that it ismone of the Sen- 
ator’s business how I propose to vote upon this or upon any other 
measure. Iam not here to represent his views upon any ques- 
tion. I am sent here to oppose his views upon a majority of the 
questions that come before this body. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to say to the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska that itis my business how he votes, and 
that it is entirely competent for me to comment upon his vote 
or upon the vote of any other Senator in this Chamber, just as 
my own conduct and my own vote are open to be commented 
upon by any Senator. 

The Senator says that he has had no understanding. Mr. 
President, what has taken place upon this floor this morning 
can not be mistaken by Senators and will not be mistaken by 
the country. The Senator rose and gave notice that he did not 
know how he should finally vote upon the bill. He disappears 
from the Chamber for fifteen minutes and comes in and moves 
an amendment for the destruction of the lumber industry of this 
country, and he is about to receive it from the hands of his Dem- 
ocratic associates. I to make it my business to call to 
the attention of the and the country the action of the 
Senator from Nebraska, who comes here, as he claims, not as a 
Democrat, not as a Republican, but who is making himself a 
Democrat in anbeten tiniis every vote he gives, and who is de- 


stroying an important industry of New land by his votes 
5 with the other side of the Chamber. 

If the Senator does not like that he may make the most of it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope that the Senator from 
Nebraska does not represent the fee of the other side upon 
this question. If there is an in his amendment which 
aap to add to the paragraph the words dressed or un- 

ssed,” it must refer to lumber that is planed or is worked 
upon by labor and machinery out of the rough boards. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska does not carry 
the force of acommittes amendment. No Senator is bound to 
vote for the amendment upon the other side of the Chamber. 
In fact, the majority of the committee put on the dutiable list, 
in paragraph 178, ‘lumber of any sort, planed or finished, for 
each side so plannd or finished, 50 cents per thousand feet, board 
measure; and if planed on one side and tongued and grooved, 81 
per thousand feet, board measure; and if planed on two sides 
and tongued and grooved, $1.50 per thousand feet, board measure; 
and in estimating board measure under this schedule no deduc- 
tion shall be made on board measure on account of 
to ng, and grooving,” thereby recognizing this 
condition of lumber as be roperly a subject for 1 

That provision was stricken out by the Senate and has been 
Standing open for further consideration. I hope that instead of 
voting in the bill the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska, 
who wants to strike at every form of manufacture of lumber no 
matter how advanced, the Senate will vote it out and leave this 
subject for the further consideration of the committee itself, 
which, before the bill gets into the Senate, can consider this 
proposition of planed lumber. Therefore,I hepe that the Sena- 
tor’s amendment, as it does not come with the force of a. commit- 
tee amendment, will not be sustained upon either side. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it seems to me that this pro- 
posed amendment, while perhaps not so great in amount, is one 
of the most objectionable features which it has been proposed to 
introduce into the bill. It may furnish the Senator from Ne- 
braska a text to talk about to constituents, but it will not 
save them one dollar in money. The charge for dressing lum- 
ber is i the same in Canada that it is in the United 
States. The amendment would merely transfer the labor to 
Canadian mechanics instead of having it done at our own mills. 
It will not save the American consumer one d in money. 
Free rough lumber may do so; but to make the manufactured 
lumber free does not, as I said, save one cent in the charge, which, 
as everybody familiar with the interest knows, is precisely the 
same in Canada that it is in the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the object of the Senator from 
Nebraska in moving the amendment is to add ed, tongued, 
and grooved lumber to the free list, and that is his only object, I 
understand. It is what I presume he intends to cover by the 
amendment. Task the Senator if that is true. If it is, I sug- 
gest to him that in paragraph 676 he could add after the word 

‘sawed ” the words planed, or tongued and grooved.” There 
are some other suggestions in re to the paragraph which I 
intend to make later on; but if the Senator means to cover the 
articles which I have mentioned and no others, as [ understand 
is his purpose, it can be accomplished by putting into the pora 
graph the words“ planed, or tongued or grooved” in addition 
to “sawed,” so that there would be a limitation upon the pro- 
vision placing lumber on the free list. 

Mr. ALLEN, I desire to say to the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land that I remember the old adage, ‘‘ Beware of the Greeks 
when bearing gifts.” If I thought the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land intended to benefit the prairie States—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not for the amendment, but I am try- 
ing to find out what the Senator from Nebraska wants to accom- 
prak: 7 am trying Lop oor to him some metot — accom- 
plishing that purpose and not accomplishing a grea more. 

Mr. ALLEN . If I thought the Senator from Rhode Island 
had the faintest consideration for the rights of the people of the 
prairie States, who are 1 to purchase lumber to con- 
struct homes with, I would listen with a great deal more a 
tience to his suggestions than I do now. I certainly think that 
the great grain-producing States of the Union whose citizens 
have no timber of their own, and who are compelled to purchase 
their building material from the States which produce lumber, 
ought to have some consideration at the hands of the Senate. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] says that the con- 
sumer of lumber will get no benefit from this amendment; that 
taking off the tax will not result in any benefit to him. If that 
be true, and a duty does not protect, I can not understand why 
the Senator from Vermont or the Senator from New Hampshire 
should be so persistent in insisting that a tariff shall be placed 
u lumber for protective purposes. Iffree lumber will not 
afford the consumer some advantage, then certainly taxed lum- 
ber, will not afford any advantage to the manufacturer of lumber, 
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The Senator from New Hampshire, who has been conspicuous | in our tariff laws. In doing this we have left excises on various 


in this debate all the way through, and probably deservedly so, 
who seems to want everything in New England protected, Jeon 
a mustard seed to a pine tree, and is not willing to make any 
concessions to any other portion of the country, carries this de- 
bate, in my judgment, a little too far, especially a little too far 
for a proper consideration of the truth, when he insinuates that 
there is any bargain between the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee in charge of the bill and myself or any other representa- 
tive of the Populist party in this Chamber. I know of nothing 
to be gained by a man performing the rôle of the baboon upon 
matters of this kind and putting himself in the attitude of ac- 
cusing every person who fails to agree with him with some cor- 
rupt purpose or 8 practice. 

It may be funny to him. He may enjoy it. It may get into 
the newspapers, and people may think he isa remarkably smart 
man in co uence of it. It may result in his benefit in a great 
many ways. It may add to his campaign stock in the State from 
which he comes. But nevertheless, Mr. President, it is a low in- 
sinuation, an untruthful insinuation, and an insinuation that no 
man actuated by a high and lofty purpose would make. And I 
believe the Senator who made the charge knew it was a false- 
h 


ood. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Nebraska 
answer a question? Does he understand that the effect of his 
amendment, if adopted, would be to do more than admit free 
into this country lumber that is planed and grooved? 

Mr. ALLEN. Such lumber as we ordinarily use in the con- 
struction of our houses, barns, and fences. That is the kind of 
lumber I am looking at. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, after this personal colloquy, 
which I was very sorry to hear, I wish to call the attention of 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber toone point. If they 
are looking for revenue, it has been a very unhappy hour to the 
Government of the United States, owing to the amendments 
which have been made to the existing law in the wood schedule. 
You have already surrendered—I have added up the figures— 
$1,041,777 of revenue, and I believe without the slightest benefit 
to any citizen of the United States, and with no benefit to any- 
one except the dealers in lumber who live on our northern bor- 
der or the fewer number of persons who bring wood of various 
kinds to us from the South. 

If the amendment first proposed by the Senator from Nebraska 
had been adopted I do not know what would have been the re- 
sult. No one can tell the construction which would have been 

ut upon the language. But without it, the other side of the 

mber have surrendered more than a million dollars of reve- 
nue without any beneficial effect to any human being, because 
the immediate effect of this repeal of revenue is to advance the 
the price of the lumber which comes into competition with our 
own, and it may be said as arule that the advance is always 
made by the importer so as to meet the demand in the Ameri- 
can market. It is true that we can by building up industries in 
our own country reduce the price of foreign articles, but wecan 
never reduce the price of foreign articles by re ing a reve- 
nue. The price is always advanced to meet the demand in the 
home market. 

We have already surrendered a million dollars of revenue this 
morning. I tell Senators on the other side that if they do not 
keep a more careful account than I fear they are doing as to the 
effect of these various amendments upon the revenue features 
of the bill, they wiil find at the end of the controversy that there 
will be a defic ency in the revenue from imported goods far be- 
low what has been estimated by the Secretary of the e 
or by these gentlemen themselves. The propositions made al- 
ready by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] have lost us 
half a million dollars of revenue without any benefit to our 
ple, and taking the whole classes together there has been a loss 
of over a million dollars of revenue, which is no small matter. 

I fear the effect of the action on the bill as we go along with 
it is constantly to reduce the revenues of the Government. 
Although the Republican party is not in power and 1 am not to 
be considered a fair custodian or guardian of the present Ad- 
ministration, after all they are the agents of the people of the 
United States, and the evil results of what they do will fall upon 
the people of the United States. Therefore we on this side are 
bound to call attention to the natural effect and result of these 
amendments. 

I do not wish to indulge in this debate further than to call the 
attention of Senators constantly to the effect of the amendments 
being made in reducing revenue which is necessary to carry on 
the operations of the Government. We have always thought 
that sufficient revenue could be collected from imported goods 
to pay all the ordinary expenses of the Government. That we 
have tried to an and I believe it would have been ac- 
complished by the McKinleyact but for the threatened change 


domestic articles and the internal revenue to meet the extraord- 
inary expenses of the Government growing out of pensions and 
the civil war. That has been the policy of the Government; 
but if the policy now adopted is-pursued we shall not have 
enough reyenue from imported goods to pay one-half of the or- 
dinary current expenses of the Government, and the deficiency 
will have to be made up by direct taxes upon ovr own people, as 
a tax on incomes and the like. 

Therefore, I always see with regret any duty on imported ar- 
ticles repealed, unless there is some strong reason for it. I 
would a great deal rather levy taxes upon foreigners than upon 
our own people. It is much easier to collect them at foreign 
pore than to collect them in our own land. Every effort to re- 

uce rates of duty which produce handsome revenue without 
causing any injury natural 3 my mind, because I have 
been always looking to see that enough is provided by Congress 
from duties on imported goods to carry on the ordinary opera- 
tions of the Government. 

Mr. HALE, I call the attention of the Senate and the mem- 
bers of the committee to the languageof theamendment. Iask 


the Secretary to report it. 
oe VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again 
8 
The SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 676 add: 
rough or dressed, 


Mr. HALE. I call the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, who is present, and the Senator from Missouri to the 
language of the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska which 
I have just had read, rough or dressed.” Whether the Sena- 
tor so intended or not, it goes a great deal further than either 
the committee or the Senate ever intended to go. 

I do not know, and no Senator can tell, what under those 
words would be construed as lumber to be admitted free of duty. 
There is a very great range between rough and dressed lumber. 
It may include lumber so far worked upon as to become frames 
for houses ready to be put up; it may include sashes and blinds, 
all completed, unpainted, as they are produced by our own man- 
ufacturers. The amendment provides for the free admission of 
all lumber, including dressed lumber, and what the word 
dressed“ may be interpreted to mean nobody can tell. There- 
fore I call the attention of the committee and the Senators in 
the ement of the bill to the fact that here is a matter 
going far beyond what they ever intended, or what the Senate 
ever intended. 

For this reason I hope that few Senators will vote with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] to make this amendment, 
which is so clearly crude and uninterpreted, and will be vague, 
gonoral, and dangerous in its operation. Neither the Senator 

rom Arkansas, nor the Senator from Missouri, nor the chair- 
man of the committee has in any way proposed a clause so 
sweeping as this, and I hope they will not now sustain it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the 
. proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 

LENI. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. r 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). ired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, $ 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. PATTON] and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] and therefore withhold 
my vote. If he were present I should vote nay.” 

r. MCLAURIN (when his name was called}. I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode [sland [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. Mc RSON (when his name was ed). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was cae i I 
transfer my pair with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Vins] to the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], and 
vote nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I again transfer 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] 
to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], and vote yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] If he were present 
I should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. MARTIN], and vote yea.“ 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave announced my pair with the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
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BLACKBURN] stands with the Senator from Nebraska 
Mr. MANDERSON]. transfer my pair to the Senator from 

ebraska [Mr. MANDERSON],s0 that the Senator from Kentucky 
Mr. BLACKBURN] and I can both vote. The Senator from Ne- 

aska [Mr. MANDER: and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN] will stand paired. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. CAMDEN. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 


WILSON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 21, as follows: 

YEAS—23. 
Allen, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Bate. Faulkner, Kyle, Pugh, 
Berry, Gray, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blackb: Harris, McLaurin, Vest, 
Caffery, Hunton, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Call, Irby, Palmer, alsh, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pasco, White. 
NAYS—21. 
Aldric Hal Platt, Squire, 
oon Hawley, Power, Teller, 
Chandler, Hoar, Proctor, Washburn. 
Cullom, Mitchell,Oregon Quay, 
Dubois, Morrill, Sherman, 
Frye, Per Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—36. 

Blanchard, Dolph. Jones, Nev. Patton, 
Brice, Gallinger, e, Pettigrew, 
Butler, George, M 
Camden, Gibson, McPherson, Smith, 
Cameron, Gordon, Manderson, Stewart, 
Carey, Martin, Turpie, 
Coke, Hansbrough Mills, ilas, 
Davis, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis. Wilson, 
Dixon, 5 Morgan, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: I rise merely to say that 
I was detained in the committee room upon service of the Senate 
for the last half hour, and I now understand that a vote has been 
taken upon the lumber schedule, in which my people are very 
much interested. I wish to announce that I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS), who votes opposite to 
the way I do on this schedule, therefore no loss came to the peo- 
ple of my State because I did not vote, but I wish the fact to be 
stated in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Chair where we are at” 
in the lumber schedule, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At paragraph 683. 

Mr. ALLISON. The prior paragraphs have not been read. 
I wish to offer an amendment to paragraph 676. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I propose that the Secretary go 
back to where he suspended on the former reading and read each 


8 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 


cated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Hides Timber, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building 
Ves. 
W a75. Timber, squared or sided. 

676, Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the committee 
to the fact thatthe phraseology of ph 676 as it nowstands 
will admit free of duty all lumber ofevery name and nature used 
not only in building houses, as was suggested by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], but in all the finest furniture that 
is manufactured in the United States, the duty on which has 
yielded and does yield a large revenue, and which is in nosense 
an article of necessity, but should rather be regarded as an arti- 
cle of luxury. Under the existing law and under prior statutes 
we have always made a distinction between the fine cabinet 
woods and other woods. We do not produce in the United States 
any very large amount of cabinet woods. So in 1890, in the last 
revision, we provided in section 220 as follows: 

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and all forms of sawed cedar, lignum vitae, 
lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and ali 
other cabinet woods not further manufactured than sawed, 15 per cent ad 
valorem; veneers of wood, etc., 20 per cent ad valorem. 

We drew a distinction there between the ordinary woods of 
our own country and the fine cabinet woods, the cabinet woods 
being required to pay 15 per cent ad valorem, which would 
amount in many instances to$15 a thousand feet, instead of one 
or two dollars as provided in other paragraphs of the existing 
law. Fifteen per cent ad valorem as computed in thousand feet 
as to mahogany and the other cabinet woods, such as rosewood, 
satinwood, etc., will amount in some instances to $20 a thousand. 

The Senator from Nebraska has secured an amendment to 
this paragraph which allows these woods to come in free not 


only in the rough, but to come in in practically the finished 
state. 

I know of no reason why we should give up the revenue which 
is derived from duties on an article which may be called essen- 
tially an article of high comfort, if not of luxury. Therefore, I 
move at the end of the raph to insert what I send to the 
Secretary’s desk, and I hope the Senator from Arkansas will 
permit the amendment to be made without objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

ae 3 Add at the end of paragraph 676 as 
amended: 


Except boards, plank, deals or other lumber of cedar, lignum vite, lance- 
woga, e ny, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other 
cabinet woods. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Speaking for myself, without hav- 
ing had time to consult with other members of the committee, 
Iam very much inclined to agree to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. Rough lumber is now admitted free, and it 
seems to me that there is no impropriety in excepting the fine 
cabinet woods from the operation of the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allroughlumber is notadmittedfree. Logs 
not sawed are admitted free. We havea large number of m 
in our country sawing the logs, one in Baltimore, two in Phila- 
delphia, a half dozen in New York, and several in Chicago. 

Mr. VEST. The only difficulty about this matter in my mind 
is whether these woods which are used for furniture, like ma- 
hogany and the others enumerated in paragraph 684, are classi- 
fied as lumber. I wish I could ask some expert aboutit. That 
has been my difficulty in the matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can say to the Senator that they are classi- 
fied aslumber. They are sawed in this country, and also sawed 
very largely in Honduras and other South American countries. 
There are id know very large saw mills for sawing this lumber 
established in Hondurasand in other countries where mahogany 
and satinwood are largely produced. Under the provision as 
it now stands of course all this lumber will come in free of duty, 
not only sawed, in the rough, but finished. 

Mr. VEST. If it is lumber, of course. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Theamendmentof the Senator from 
Iowa will do no harm. 

Mr. VEST. Isee no objection to it. We can change it after- 
wards in conference if the bill ever gets there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

677. Pine clapboards. 
678, S clapboards. : 
679. Hubs for wheels, ts, last blocks, wagon blocks, oar blocks, gun- 


9 and all like blocks or sticks, rough hewn or sawed only. 


ths. 
—5 ees and palings. 
es. 
683. Staves of wood of all kinds, wood unmanufactured: Provided, That any 
of the articles mentioned in paragraph 672 to 683 inclusive, when ot 
em, 


from coun’ which lays an export duty on the same or any of thi 


shall be subject to the duties existing prior to the passage of this act. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was in 
paragraph 683, line 9, after the word ‘‘ that,” to strike out “any 
and insert “ally” in line 10, after the word “in,” to strike out 
„paragraph and insert paragraphs;“ and in line 13, after the 
words duty on,” strike out“ the same or;” so as to make the 
proviso read: 

Provided, That all of the articles mentioned in paragraphs 672 to 683 in- 
clusive, when imported from any country which — a an export duty on any 
of A 8 shall be subject to the duties existing prior to the passage of this 
ac 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 13, after the word “ duty,“ I move to in- 
sert ‘‘or imposes discriminating stumpage dues;” so that it will 
read: 

Which lays an export duty or imposes discriminating stumpage dues on 
any of them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

684. Woods, namely, cedar, lignum-vits, lancewood, ebony, box, grana- 
dilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all forms of cabinet woods, in 
the log, rough or hewn; bamboo and rattan unmanufactured; briar root or 
briar wood, and s ar wood unmanufactured, or not further marufac- 
tured than cut into blocks suitable for the articles into which they are in- 
tended to be converted; bamboo, reeds, and sticks of 23 e, hair wo 
pum orange, myrtle, and other woods, not othe: 0 s y provi 

or in this act, in the rough, or not further manufactured than cut into 

lengths suitable for sticks for umbrellas, parasols, sunshades, whi or 
walking canes; and India malacca joints, not further manufactured than 
2 — 3 lengths for the manufactures into which they are intended 
to be conve = 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. In paragraph 684, line 3, there 


is a m lling in the word ‘‘ umbrellas,” which will be cor- 
rected if there be no objection. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, at the end of paragraph 684, add 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That the thirteen preceding paragraphs shall take effect on and 
atter January the ist, 1895, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will state the purpose of the 
amendment. If we are to have lumber of ‘all kinds on the free 
list, there ought to be at least six months in which to enable 
parties engaged in this industry to adjust their business to the 
proposed change. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on nance, io 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
nays. 

he yeas and were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. PETTIGREW). 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mirus]. The Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Gzokonl is paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DOLPH]. If agreeable to the Senator from Mississippi, we 
will transfer our pairs and vote. 

Mr, GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. If he were present I 
should vote “yea.” A 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin {when his name was called). 
Iam with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

‘The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. I have announced my pair with the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. I suggest to the Sefiator from Ken. 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] fhat we again transfer our pairs and 
vote, so that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] will 
stand with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. 

Mr. QUAY. I vote 55 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PALMER. Under the arrangement J have announced 
several times to-day I vote nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were present I should vote 
se na * 

Mr. GORDON. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Towa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. SMITH. Iam paired with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Dusors]. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH] that we transfer our pairs, so as to leave the Senator 
from ldaho [Mr. DUBOIS] paired with the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. SMITH. All right. I vote hay.“ 

Mr. HALE. I vote yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 32; as follows: 


On that I ask for the yeas and 


YEAS—22, 
Aldric Perkins, Shoup, 
Aen. Pe — Platt, Squire, 
Chandler, Power, Teller, 
Cullom, Mitchell, Oregon Proctor, Washburn. 

0. Morrill, uay, 

G r, Patton. Sherman, 

NAYS—2®. 
Allen, 8 3 9 — 
Bate, eor ones, ' 
B Gibson. Kyle, Roach, 
Blackburn, Lindsay, Smith, 
Caffery, Gray, McPherson, Vest, 
Call, Harris, Murphy, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Daniel, ‘by, Pasco, 5 

NOT VOTING—31 
Blanchard, Dixon, Pettigrew, 
Brice, Dolph, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Butler, Dubois, Stewart, 
Camden, Gordon, Manderson, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Martin, Wann 
Carey, Hill, Mills, Wilson, 
Coke, Hoar, Mitchell, Wis. Wolcott. 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Morgan, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
‘The PRESIDING OFFI 


proceeded with. 


The reading of the bill willbe | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


The Secretary read as follows: 

685. All wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other 
like animals, and all wool and hair on the skin, noils, yarn waste, card 
waste, bur waste, rags, and flocks, including all waste, or r: composed 
wholly or in part of wool: Provided, That this paragraph shall take effect 
on and after August 2, 1894. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words in- 
closed in brackets in lines 10 and 11, and insert what follows in 
small leaving out the words * carded waste.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, after the words“ bur waste,” it 
is proposed to strike out “rags, and flocks, including,” and in- 
sert “slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and;” and in 
line 12, after the word wool,” to insert “and all the foregoing 
not otherwise herein provided for,” so as to read: 

685. All wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like 
animals, and all wool and hair on the skin, noils, yarn waste, card waste, 
bur waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and all waste or rags 
composed wholly or in part of wool. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not include carded waste? 

1 55 JONES of Arkansas. Carded waste was put on the tax- 
able list. 

Mr. ALLISON. Should not the words “not otherwise pro- 
vided for” be inserted? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; the words not otherwise provided for 
in this act” should be inserted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall move that amendment when 
the amendment which I have offered is acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the proviso at 
the end of the paragraph, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out lines 13 and 14 
of the paragraph, as follows: 

13 That this paragraph shall take effect on and after August 2, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now ask fora vote on the paragraph as it 


tands. 
Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator means to move to strike out 
the paragraphe 
Mr. SHERMAN. No; I ask a vote on the paragraph as it 
stands. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no question now pend- 


r. ALDRICH. The Senator will probably have to make the 
motion to 5 his object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I have the right in all these para- 
graphs, because each paragraph is treated as a se te propo- 
sition, to call for a vote as to whether a paragraph shall be re- 
tained or stricken out. However, I will move to strike out the 
paragraph, which will answer the same 55 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
oo proposed by the Senator from Ohio to strike out para- 

rap 3 
r. SHERMAN, Iask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the paragraph be read as it now stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE The paragraph as amended 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


685. All wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like 
animals, and all wool and hair on the skin, nolls, yarn waste, card waste, bur 
waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and all waste, or rags com- 
posed wholly or in part of wool: all the foregoing not otherwise herein pro- 


vided for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isubmit this proposition to the Senators 
on the other side: As the question about wool and woolens will 
probably be under debate in the Senate when the bill is reported 
to the Senate, if it is agreeable to Senators on the other side, I 
am perfectly will that the controversy about this matter 
shall go over until the bill is reported to the Senate. 

I sincerely hope and trust that Senators on the other side will 
see their way clear to avoid the entire destruction of the sheep 
industry of the United States. 

On the whole I would rather the question should goover until 
the entire matter is considered in the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator withdraws his amendment for 
the time being? , 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; and I withdraw the call for the 
yeas and Za 

The P IDING OFFICER. The Chair understands tho 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio is withdrawn for the pres- 
ent. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I withdraw the amendment for the present. 
reading of the bill will 
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The Secretary read as follows: 

686. Works of art, the pray sa of American artists ae e arily 
abroad, or other works of art, including 1 . im- 
ported for presentation toa na tution, or to any State 
or munici Cougars pg religious society, college, or ver pad 

public tution, including stained or painted window or stain: 
painted iana eee such exemption shall be cations to auch regula: 


tions as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
The Committee on Finance repo: tod an amendment to para- 
grap ph 686, in line 20, after the aon institution,“ to strike out 
‘including stained or painted window glass or stained or painted 
glass windows.” 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment of the committee 
is withdrawn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the com- 
` mittee being withdrawn, the reading of the bill will proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: x 
. Works of Ww engrav: hotographic pictures, and 0 
. — and scientite apparatus brought 3 professional artista, a ert 
or ectentists arriving from abroad for use by them temporarily for exhi- 
bition and in 83 promotion, and enco ent of art, science, or 
industry in the United States. and not for sale, photographic pictures, 


paintings, and statuary imported for exhibition — any association estab- 


lished in good faith and duly authorized under the lawsot the Untted States, 
or of any State, expressly and solely for the promotion and encouragement 
of science, art, or industry, and not intended for sale, shall be admitted free 
of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of Treasury shall pre- 
scribe; but bonds shall be given for the payment to the United 8 


That 
the his extend such period for 
a eee. term of six months inc cases where applications therefor be 


The Committee on Finance . an amendment to para- 
graph 687, on page e 120, line 5 5, af the words photographic 
pictures,” to out ' parao, and statuary.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. ALDRICH. My attention was temporarily diverted at 
the time raph 686 was upon. I should like to in- 

uire of t ee eam AS ansas What action was taken on 
the amendment reported by the committee striking out the 
words in lines 20 and 21 in the bill as printed? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment was withdrawn, 
and those words remain in the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Arkansas to the fact that paragraph 102 imposes a duty-on 
“ all stained or painted glass windows,” and those words are in the 
free list in two different places. I do pat know what action the 
committee intend to take as to the Areon we passed over 
yesterday, which also contains a sim: provision. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, This 8 is that these arti- 
cles when imported for the purpose of “ presentation to a na- 
tional institution, or to any State or municipal corporation, or 
incorporated religious society, college, or otber public institu- 
tion,” shall be admitted free; otherwise, they are to be taxed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 585 contains these words: 

— n- 
e Rey peng er 
tion incorporated or established for religious, p edueational, 
scientific, or literary purposes, or for encouragement Of the fine arts, and 
not intended for sale. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not hear the question of the 
Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to know what action was taken on 
paragra 8 585, which contains the words I have just read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The words in italics were with- 
drawn, and they are stricken from the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not know that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Idesire to know what the un- 
88 N 2 in regard to paragraph. 685, relating to wool. 


Mr. at goes over until the question of the | may be 


duty on 5 is N in the Senate. 
r. MITCHELL of Oregon. As I understand, then, by com- 
ag nonsens paragraph 685 is agreed to asin Committeo of the 
ole? 

Mr.SHERMAN. No action was. taken upon it. It goes over 
to ba pee to the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. But the effect of it is to agree to 
it as in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator may move to strike it out if 
he desires. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That has been disposed of in the 
same way the other raphs have been. 

Mr. MITCHELL Oregon. I had intended to offer an amend- 
ment to the ph Committee of the Whole, and I give 
notice now that when the bill is reported to the Senate, un 
some other Senator does so, I shall move, in line 14, on page 119, 
2 685, to strike out the words “August 2, 1894," and in- 
sertin lieu thereof the words July 1, 1895.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. That has already been stricken out. 

es SORES of Arkansas. That proviso has already been 
stricken ou 


i Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I understand that has not been 
one. 
Mr. SHERMAN. It has been done on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last two lines of para- 
graph 685 have been stricken out. 
r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Lask that the paragraph may 
be — as it now stands. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The p raph will m read at 
the request of the Senator from Oregon, if there be no objection. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let it be read; but I d o this 
way of violating a unanimous consent agreement and going back 
to things which have been paed upon. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
685. All wool ot the anean, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like 
and all wool hair on = skin, noils, yarn waste, card waste, 
bur waste, slubbing waste, roving w. te, ring waste, and all waste or rags 
1 ORS or in part of ics all the foregoing not otherwise here- 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. , 80 far from the amend- 
ment that I suggested having been agreed to, the very reverse 
ne been ve gird to; and weve the ‘committee reported iy ere 

postponing taking effect of these paragraphs un e 
day of August next, they now have stricken out those words; sọ 
that tho provision will take effect immediately on the passage 
of the bill. That is the present situation of the question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Question, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 


proceed. 
The Secretary read as follow: 


is and the ee eee 


Spo. S. That there shall be levied, eollected, and paid on the im: tion of 
allraw or unmannfactured articles, not enumerated or prov: for in this 
act, a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem; and on all articles manufactured, in 
Whole or in part, not provided tor in this act, a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PLATT. I had intended to offer at this stage of the bill 
an amendment, which was yesterday ordered to be printed, the 
object of which is to proyide that alcohol used in manufactures 
and in the arts shall not pay the internal-revenue tax which is pro- 
vided for in the bill, but I think it will be more proper to with- 
hold the amendment until we reach the part of the bill which 
relates to the tax upon alcohol. I shail offer it at that time. 
The provisions of the amendment are taken from a bill which 
was passed by the Senate in 1889. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
resumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That each and every im article, not enumerated in this act, 
6 — po ip 


ated articles on which different rates of duty are c le there shall be 
levied on such nonenumerated article the = rate of as is chargeable 
on the article which it resembles est rate of ray af a on 


— not enumerated, manufactured of two or more materials, uty 
shall be assessed at the highest rate at which the same would be char 

if composed wholly of the co thereof of chief value; and 

the words 1 8 ot chef — — wherever used in this act, 

shall be held to mean that component material which shall exceed in value 

any other single component — — of the article; and the value of each 

shall be determined © ascertained value of such 


a shall be applicable to any imported article it shall pay duty at the 


est of such rates. 

EC. 5. That all articles of for manufacture,such as are usually or 
ordinarily marked, 98 or labeled, and all packages contain- 
ing such or other imported articles, shall, r , be plainly marked, 
stamped, branded, or labeled in legible E words, so as to indicate the 
th song ot be ed to the iraparter t under — perpet 

8 n excep 8 
Secretary of the Treasury may preseribe. 


Fie cas tak on Finance re to amend section 5, in 
7 ” by striking out “unless” 
and inserting until; and in line 1, on page 123, after after the word 
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‘timporter,” by striking out except under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe.” 

The amendment was eed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SEC. 2. That no article of imported merchandise which shall copy or sim- 
ulate the name or trade-mark of any domestic manufacture or manufacturer 
shall be admitted to entry at any custom-house of the United States. And 
in order to aid the officers of the customs in enforcing this prohibition any 
domestic manufacturer who has adopted trade-marks may require his name 
and residence and a description of trade-marks to be recorded in books 
w shall be kept for that purpose in the ac conden K Treasury un- 
der stich ations as the Secre of the Treasury shall scribe, and 
may furnish to the Department facsimiles of such trade-marks; and there- 
upon the Secretary of the Treas shall cause one or more copies of the 
same to be transmitted to each collector or other proper officer of the cus- 


toms. 

SEC. 7. That all articles of foreign production which may be necess for 
the construction of vessels, including machinery and equipment, built in 
the United States for foreign account and ownership or for the purpose of 
being employed in the foreign trade, includ: the trade between the At- 
lantic and Pacific ports of the United States, after the passage of this act 
may be imported in bond, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe; and upon proof that such materials have been 
used for such purpose no duties shall be paid thereon. But vessels receiv- 
ing the benefit of this section shall not be allowed to engage in the coast- 
. trade of the United States more than two months in any one year, ex- 
ceptupon the ent to the United States of the duties on which a rebate 
Se boroni allowed: ovided, That vessels built in the United States for for- 
eign account and ownership shall not be allowed to engage in the coastwise 
trade of the United States. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out section 7 and 
insert what I send to the Secre ‘s desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out section 7, and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 3 


That all materials of foreign production which may bs necessary for the 
construction of vessels built in the United States for foreign account and 
ownership, or for the of being employed in the foreign trade be- 
tween the Atlantic and ific ports of the United States, and all such ma- 
terials necessary for the building of their machinery, and all articles neces- 
sary for their outfit and 9 after the passage of this act. may be 
imported in bond under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treas 
may be; and upon proof that such materials have been used for suc 
parpoass no duties shall be paid thereon. But vessels receiving the benefit 
of this section shall not be allowed to e in the coastwise trade of the 
United States more than two months in any one year except upon the pay- 
ment to the United States of the duties of which a rebate is herein allowed: 
Provided, That vessels built in the United States for fore 
ownership shall not be allowed to engage in the coastwise 

tates. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The psa a is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. PERKIN . Ishould like to have that amendment read 
once more for information. £ 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink there is some mistake in the phraseology 
of the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the amendment be read once more. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest, in order to give Sena- 
tors an opportunity to look into it, that the amendment be 
passed over informally. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that had better be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. The reading of the bill will be resumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SEC. 8. That all articles of foreigh production needed for the repair of 
American vessels engaged in okey trade, including the trade between the 
Atlantis and Pacific ports of the United States, may be withdrawn from 
bonded warehouses free oe ane, under such regulations as the Secretary of 


account and 
e ot the United 


the Treasury may prescribe. 
SEC. 9. That ‘all, articles manufactured ae whole or in 7 of imported 
materials and intended for rtation Without being ged with duty 


and without having an inte: revenue stamp affixed thereto shall, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, in order 
to be so manufactured and exported be made and manufactured in bonded 
‘warehouses similar to those known and designated in tions 
as bonded warehouses, class 2: Provided, at the manufacturer of such 
articles shall first give satisfactory bonds for the faithful observance of all 
the provisions of law and of such regulations as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
ues the provisions of the preceding paragraph anal We exported directly 
er the provisions of the p paragraph s expor ctly 
therefrom or shall be duly laden for transportation and immediate exporta- 
tion under the supervision of the proper officer whoshall be duly designated 
for that purpose, such goods sh be exempt from duty and from the re- 
quirements relating to revenue stamps. 

Any materials used in the manufacture of such goods, and any packages, 
co vessels, brands, and labels used in put up the same may, 
under the regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury, be conveyed without 
the payment of revenue tax or duty into any bonded manufacturing ware- 
house, and sn get be goods way under the aforesaid regulations, be trans- 
ferred without the exaction o duty from any bonded warehouse into any 
bonded manufacturing warehouse; but this privilege shall not be held to 
apply to implements, machinery, or apparatus to be used in the construc- 

on or re of any bonded manufacturing warehouse or for the prosecu- 
tion of the business carried on therein. 

No articles or materials received into such bonded manufacturing ware- 
house shall be withdrawn or removed therefrom except for direct shipment 
and men acre or for transportation and immediate pee in bond 
under the supervision of the officer duly designated therefor by the collector 
of the port, who shall certify to such shipment and ex tion, or lad 
ing for transportation, as the case may escribing the 
märk or otherwise, the quantity, the date of exportation, and the name of 
the vessel. All labor perform: rendered under 
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sions shall be under the supervsion of a duly designated officer of tho cus- 
toms and at the expense of the manufacturer. 

A careful account shall be kept by the collector of all merchandise deliy- 
ered by him to any bonded manufacturing eee a sworn 8 
return, 8 customs officers in charge, 8 be made by the man- 
ufacturers con ng a detailed statement of all imported merchandise 
used by him in the manufacture of exported articles, 

Before commencing business the rietor of any manufacturing ware- 
house shall file with the Secretary of the Treasury a list of all the articles 
intended to be manufactured in such warehouse and state the formula of 
Lope oc and the names and quantities of the ingredients to be used 

ere i? 

Articles manufactured under these provisions may be withdrawn under 
such re; tions as the Sooreary ot the Treasury may prescribe for trans- 
portation and delivery into any bonded warehouse at an exterior port for 
the sole purpose of immediate export therefrom. 

The provisions of Revised States 3433 shall, so far as may be practicable, 
AEE A any bonded manufacturing warehouse established under this act 
an the merchandise conveyed therein. 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend section 9, inline 
16, on page 124, after the words ‘‘imported material,” by insert- 
ing or of materials subject tointernal-revenue tax;” so as to read: 

That ail articles manufactured in whole or in part of imported materials, 
or of terials subject to internal- revenue tax, and intended for exporta- 
tion without being charged with duty and without having an internal-rey- 
enue stamp affixed thereto shall, under such regulations as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may prescribe, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The provisions of this section work a great 
change in the existing law. This is an entirely new departure 
in the United States as to the methods of manufacturing goods 
for exportation. The Secretary of the Treasury is given vast 
discretionary powers, in fact the integrity of the entire revenue 
will depend very largely upon the vigilance and ability with 
which he shall execute the provisions of this section. 

The object sought is undoubtedly a good one, but whether the 
safeguards which are thrown around the business of manufac- 
turing for export by the provisions of the section are sufficient 
or not, I do not at this time undertake to say. As they stand, 
however, they are certainly liable to criticism. I hope that the 
experiment may be a successful one. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will ba 
proceeded with. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought the Senator from Rhode Island 
asked for some explanation of section 9. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad to have an explanation, but 
Idid not ask for one, because I did not ek pe to get it. 

Mr. ALLISON. think the section is of sufficientimportance 
to have same explanation made of it by those who are responsi- 
ble for this bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. With the permission of the Senator 
from Iowa, before he proceeds, [ wish to return to section 7, 
which was passed over informally afew minutes ago, to allow 
Senators to examine theamendment which was offered. In copy- 
ing there were two or three words omitted, which are now in- 
serted, and I ask that the amendment may be acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not necessary to read again the entire 
amendment. It is sufficient to read the modification which has 
been made by the insertion of a few words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereading of the amendment 
was called for sometime ago by the Senatorfrom California[Mr. 
PERKINS}. 

Mr. FRYE. The amendment has been read in full once, and 
the Senator from California does not want it read again, I am 
sure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification of the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to modify the amendment, 
in line 4, after the words “foreign trade,” by inserting “ includ- 
ing the trade;” so as to read: 

Or for urpose o 0 
trade between the Atlantic und Pede ports of the 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment 8 by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be so modified. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, Ihave understood that section 9 was pre- 
pared in the Treasury Department, and that it has received the 
sanction of the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, who pre- 
pared it; but it certainly is a very broad and widely extended 
provision. It authorizes any manufacturer who desires to do so, 
to have established for him a manufacturing bonded warehouse, 
into which he may import any article which to him is raw ma- 
terial, may commingle it with any product of the United States, 
and then send that combined product out of the United States 
free of duty. It may be that this can be done and will be done 
without any 3 of fraud on the revenue; but I am incline 
to believe that the effect of it will be to transfer practically all 
manufactures of the United States for export to the Atlantio 


, ete. 


trade, including the 
nited States, etc. 
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seaboard, and leave the residue of the people of the United 
States now manufacturing articles for export, to a very large 
extent in a situation where they can not compete. 

I think it will involve the creation of a multitude of offices 
and officers, to be paid by the manufacturer, and of course to 
be under his directionand guidance; and it will be an easy thing 
for great frauds to be perpetrated under this provision. Under 
it all manufactures of cigars and tobacco, and all manufactures 
for export of every name and nature can be entered free at the 
Atlantic seaboard, and carried on with a single man, paid for 
by the manufacturer, as supervisor. 

I do not think it is a sufficient answer to this statement to say 
that in a limited way this has existed for a t many years. 
It has existed in regard to the manufacture of medical prepara- 
tions and cosmetics for some years in two or three specially 
bonded warehouses; and whilst I have no knowledge that in 
any way the internal-revenue laws have been violated, it offers 
such temptation to the violation of those laws as seems to re- 
quire that such a provision should be limited to the narrowest 
possible extent. 

Mr, PLATT. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. In the bill of 1888 an attempt was made to 
provide that alcohol used in the arts might be used free of duty, 
and it was provided: 

That any manufacturer, after haying provided, at its own expense, on 
the premises and connected with his manufactory, a secure storeroom, in 
which all spirits used in the manufactory shall be exclusively entered and 
stored, and to be separated by a secure wall from all other parts of such 
manufactory, and with one door only entering therein, and all other open- 
ings sec and fastened, and approved by the collector of the district and 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 

Then great pains were taken to provide that everything that 
was done in this way should be done in a way to prevent fraud. 
I do not see why any manufactory can not be converted into a 
bonded manufactory, and in a way which will not separate and 
make exclusive the manufacture of these articles for export. 
There are no safeguards thrown around the factory. 

Mr. ALLISON. I remember the proposed legislation in 1888, 
and I remember that, even with all the safeguards thrown 
around it, it was supposed to be of such doubtful character that 
it 2 77 finally thrown out, except as respects brandy and other 

irits. > 
A is an express provision, and it is inserted by the Senate 
committee, whereby all the spirits and all the alcohol in the 
United States can be used in these bonded warehouses without 
any restrictions and restraints such as are thrown around dis- 
tilled spirits under the internal-revenue laws. 

I do notknow what the motive or object may be by one single 
sweep enlarging the provisions as to bonded warehouses; but I 
confess that I have great apprehensions that it will result in 
widespread frauds upon the revenue. = 

Mr. PLATT. I want to call attention a little further to the 
fact that every manufactory which, under the provisiors of this 
bill, shall engage in the manufacture of articles for export must 
have a Government officer inthe factory. The increase of the 
official list by this means can not be estimated; it will be very 
large. These officials are not tolbe appointed under civil-service 
regulations, so far as I am at present advised; Ithinknot. They 

l be politicians who want places; and they are to be paid by 
the manufacturer. I merely desire to call attention to it now, 
so that in the future, when frauds arise, it nar not be said that 
attention was not called to the matter when the bill was under 
consideration. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I am a little sur- 

rised at the anxiety felt by Senators upon the other side about 

rauds to be perpetrated in manufacturing in bonded warehouses. 

The law already provides for a number of things of this kind to 
be done, and I have heard of no difficulty in their execution. 
The plain, simple fact, well known by everybody, is that if our 
manufacturers are to be handicapped by being taxed on the raw 
materials they use in their manufactories, it will be impossible 
for nee to compete with other nations in the markets of the 
world. 

This section simply provides that the manufacturer of such 
articles, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe, may manufacture them without paying duty 
upon the goods intended to be sold abroad. Section 8 of the 
present law provides that all lumber, timber, hemp, manilla, 
wire rope, and iron and steel rods, bars, spikes, nails, and num- 
bers of other things intended to be used for building ships for 
ay, fe account may come in free. Section 9 also provides for 
articles to be used in the repair of American vessels coming in 
free. Section 10 provides that all medicines, preparations, com- 
positions, perfumery, cosmetics, cordials, and other like things 
= manufactured in a similar way. 

e aresimply amplifying and extending the law as it now is, 


and it has operated without difficulty and without fraud up to 
this time. We have no doubt that it can be just as well exe- 
cuted in the future as it has been in the past. There has been 
no difficulty heretofore about the execution of the law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SEC. 10. That all persons are prohibited from importing into the United 
States from any 3 country any obscene book, pamphlet, paper, writ- 
ing, advertisement, circular, print, picture, dra or other representa- 
tion, figure, or image on or of paper or other ma al, or any cast, instru- 
ment, or other article of an immoral nature, or any drug or medicine, or 
any article whatever for the prevention of conception or for causing unlaw- 
ful abortion. No such articles, whether imported separately or contained 

ckages with other goods entitled to entry, shall be admitted to entry; 
and all such articles shall be 8 against, seized, and forfeited by due 
course of law. All such proh: 
are contained in the course of importation shall be detained by the officer of 
customs, and proceedings taken against the same as hereinafter scribed, 
unless it appears to the satisfaction of the collector of customs that the ob- 
scene articles contained in the p: were inclosed therein without the 
knowledge or consent of the importer, owner, mt, or co : Provided, 
That the drugs hereinbefore mentioned, when imported in bulk and not put 
up for any of the purposes hereinbefore specified, are excepted from the op- 
eration of this section. 


Mr. HOAR. Task the Senator from Arkansas to add after 
the word ‘‘abortion,” in line 11 of section 10, the words“ or 
any lottery ticket, or any advertisementof any lottery.” That 
is the substance of a bill which has unanimously passed the 
Senate at the present session. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to the amend- 
mens The bill spoken of by the Senator has not yet become a 

aw. 

Mr. HOAR. It has not become a law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘abortion,” in line II, sec- 
tion 10, it is proposed to insert or any lottery ticket, or any ad- 
vertisement of ay lottery.” 

Mr. HOAR. The bill which passed the Senate is much more 
extensive and applies to the use of the mails, but this amend- 
ment ought to be in the pending bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SEC. 11. That whoever, being an oficer, agent, or employé of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, shall knowingly aid or abet any person engaged 
in any violation of any of the provisions of law prohibiting importing, ad- 
vertising, dealing in, exhibiting, or sending or receiving by obscene or 
indecent publications or representations, or means for preven concep- 
tion or procuring abortion, or other articles of indecent or immoral use or 
tendency, her — be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shail for every of- 


fense be p hable by a fine of not more than $5,000, or by imprisonment at 
hard labor for not more than ten years, or both. 


States, within the pro district, before whom complaint in writing of 
ae sections is made, to Tue satisfaction ot such 


which shall be conducted in the same manner as other p — 
— 1 = the case of municipal seizure, and with the same right of appeal or 

SEC. 13. That machinery for repair may be imported into the United States 
without payment of duty, under bond, to be given in double the appraised 
value thereof, to be withdrawn and expor' after said machinery shall 
have been repaired; and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and 
directed to prescribe such rules and regulations as may be necessary to 
protect the revenue against fraud and secure the identity and character of 
all such importations when again withdrawn and exported, restricting and 
limiting the export and withdrawal to the same port of entry where im- 
ported, and also limi allbonds to a period of time of not more than six 
months from the date of the importation. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Arkansas, who 
has charge of the bill, or the Chair, whether any change was 
made in regard to cocoanuts in paragraph 491 of the free list? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
there was. 

Mr. HOAR. I was called from the Chamber for a moment. 
I intended to call attention to the matter when it came up, but 
I did not do it, because a constituent of mine who was inter- 
ested in the matter had received, as I understood, a communica- 
tion from a member of the committee saying that cocoanuts were 
upon the free list. I should be glad to have unanimous consent 
to have that paragraph treated as still open; otherwise I shall 
move a reconsideration of the action taken upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The action on the paragraph 
will be regarded as reconsidered, if there be no objection. ` The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the paragraph be read as it stands. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

3 ae cream nuts, palm nuts, and palm nut kernels not other- 


Mr. HOAR. Was the word ‘‘cocoanuts” stricken out? 


bited articles and the package in which they ' 
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Mr. HOAR. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JUNE 20, 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For the information of the Senator | Jarvis. Morrill, Pugh, Teller, 
Massachusetts I will state that when ph 224 was 3 MUDAT, Bonos —.— 
reached in the reading of the bill the words cocoanuts and” | Todge, Patton, ——" Voorhees 
were inserted before the words ‘‘nuts of all kinds.” MeLauxin, Peffer, Smi Walsh. 
When was that done? Mitchell, Oregon Power Beet. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When the paragraph was regularly 
reached in the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senate, by unanimous consent, will 
allow me to make a statement, treating the paragraph as open 
for the moment, and then I shall not be charged with any want 
of fidelity to my constituent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I have received two communications from an 
important firm of importers of foreign nuts and fruits in Bos- 
ton, in which they state that the domestic product of this sort 
is exceedingly small and must necessarily, by natural causes, 
be confined to a very small area in the country. As goed 3 
body knows, cocoanuts are a luxury of poor people and chil- 
dren, so far as the fresh nuts are imported for the par 
of food; andit seems to me, therefore, an article which should 
come within the principle on which tariff duties are imposed. 
Itherefore appeal to the Senator from Arkansas to allow cocoa- 
nuts to stand on the free list, where they have stood in all pre- 
vious tariffs, I believe. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The committee, with considerable 
reluctance, yielded to the request and solicitation of a number 
of Senators to let this article be treated like othernuts, and pay 
the same rate of tariff. I do not think the committee would be 
willing now to retrace its steps and put it back. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not ask for a yea-and-nay vote, but I ask 
pene for a viva voce vote. I move to restore cocoanuts to the 


t. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
Chair will put the question on the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is a gore to insert before the word 
„Brazil nuts,” in paragrap the word ‘‘cocoanuts;” so as to 


491. Cocoanuts, Brazil nuts, cream nuts, palm nuts, and palm-nut kernels. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the tor from Massachu- 
setts |Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to offer amendments to sections 14, 15, 
and 16. As the amendments have but one purpose, I shall offer 
them as one amendment after the three sections have been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 


proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sexo. 14. That a discriminating duty Boku ad cent ad valorem, in addition 
to the duties imposed bylaw, shall be , collected, and paid on all 
wares, or merchandiss Which shall be imported in vessels not of the United 
States; but this discriminating duty shall not apply to wares, and 
merchandise which shall be im in vessels not of the United States, 
enti by treaty or any act of to be entered in the pad of the 
United States on payment of the same duties as shall then be paid on goods, 
wares, and merchandise im ported in vessels of the United States. 

SEC. 15. That no „ Wares, or merchandise, unless in cases provided 
for by treaty, shall be imported into the United States from any foreign 
port or place, 
sels as and wholly belong to th 


in vessels of the United States, or in such foreign ves- 

© citizens or subjects of that country of 

which the goods are the growth, production, or manufacture, or from which 
such rchandise can only be, or most usually are, first 
tion. All wares. o con- 


r impor 
, and the vessel wherein the same shall be imported, to- 
furniture, shall be forfeited to 


Sud. 16. That the 
Wares or merchandise imported in vessels of a fo: 
not maintain a similar regulation against vessels of United States. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to offer two or three amendments, but 
there are not Republicans enough here, or Democrats either, to 
get a second for a call for the ye and nays. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLISON, I understand that is an intimation which re- 
quires the roll to be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator to suggest that there is not a quorum present. In the 
face of thatsuggestion, the Chair will direct the roll to be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: } 


Aldrich, Brice, Cullom, George, 
Alten, Cattery, Daniel, Gibson; 
Call, Davis, Gordon, 
te, Camden, Dubois, Harris, 
2 988 — — Hawley, 
Blanchard, : Gellner. Host, 


Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-four Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator 
from Maine will proceed. 

Mr. FRYE. r. President, I offer the amendments which I 
send to the desk as one amendment, because together they effect 


one pur 8 
RESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be 


The 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend section 14 by add- 
ing thereto the following: 

Until after i; shall 
nations before the sist day of December next. Pr nom Shali be given all 

To amend section 15 by inserting after the word “treaty,” in 
line 2, the words: 

Hereafter made and ratified. 
To amend section 16 by adding thereto the words: 
Until after January 1, 1396, 
TAI AUST JAN 5 aor 17 nan of Bod provision shall bs given all 
Mr. FRYE. Mr, President, section 14 of the pending bill pro- 

vides for a discriminating duty of 10 per cent on certain goods 
which are brought in on American bottoms. It has beena pro- 
vision of the law for a great many years, but is to-day of no 
earthly account because we have given away every advantage 
we ht to derive from it by reciprocal lepintetion and by trea- 
ties. Undoubtedly, I suppose, the Secretary of the Treasury to- 
dry would say that he not know of an instance in the last 
five years when such provisions as those contained in this sec- 
tion 14 had been applicable, and there had been a discriminating 
duty allowed. 

The pending amendments if agreed to will have this effect: To 
give notice toall the nations of the earth of a discriminating duty 
of 10 per cent in favor of all goods brought into the country in 
American vessels; and that notice will abrogate all treaties 
hitherto made which e ee in our way; and repeal all 
reciprocal legislation, and it is for the purpose of making another 
attempt to revive our marine on the ocean that I offer these 
amendments. 

The fathers seemed to understand this question perfectly, and 
in the first tariff act ever passed in the United States, approved 
July 4, 1789, the following discriminating duties were imposed 
on teas pr pound imported in American vessels: 

Teas imported from China or India bore duties as follows: Bo- 
hea, 6 cents; Souchong, 10 cents; Hyson, 20 cents; other green 
teas, 12 cents. a 

Imported from Europe Bohea, 8 cents; Souchong, 13 cents; 
Hyson, 26 cents; other green teas, 16 cents. 

If these teas were imported in American bottoms these duties 
were nae Saris but if they were imported in foreign-owned and 
foreign-built ships, then the duties were doubled, Bohea tea be- 
ing 15 cents, Souchong 22 cents, Hyson 45 cents, and other green 
teas 27 cents, practically doubling the duties on teas imported 
here in foreign bottoms. On other goods impo from 
Onos = iam foreign ships there was a 12 per cent ad valo- 

orem duty. 

The same law provided a discount of 10 per cent on all duties 
on other goods imported in vessels built and owned in the United 
States as described above. 

Thus there was a discrimination of 50 per cent on all teas, and 
a discrimination of 10 per cent on all other goods brought into 
the United States in American bottoms, 

But that did not quite satisfy the fathers. In the act of Jan- 
uary 29, 1795, instead of making a discount of 10 per cent of the 
duties, they provided for an addition of 10 per cent to all duties 
on goods imported in foreign vessels, except in cases where such 
additional duty had been before laid. 

Again, the act of March 27, 1804, imposing more specific du- 
ties on certain articles, provided for 14 per cent additional ad va- 
lorem upon importations of such articles in foreign vessels. 
The same act also provided thata duty of 50 cents per ton, to be 
denominated ‘‘light money,” should belevied and collected on 
all ships or vessels not of the United States, which, after the 
aforesaid 30th day of June next, may enter the ports of the 
United States.” - 
By the act of July 20, 1789, the following duties or taxes were 

all vessels: 


im on z 
vessels built in the United States and belonging tocitizens 
thereof, or built abroad and owned by such citizens on May 29 
of that , § cents per ton. 
On all vessels thereafter built in the United States belonging 
to foreigners, 30 cents per ton. 


1894. 
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On all other vessels, 50 cents per ton. 

United States vessels in the coasting trade to pay tonnage but 
once a year and foreign vessels employed in our coasting trade 
to pay 50 cents per ton at each entry; which was an enormous 
duty. 

hat was the trouble which made the fathers provide all 
these discriminating duties for American ships? It was thatin 
1789, when the Szat law was passed, we had but 124,000 tons of 
shipping engaged in the foreign carrying trade; we carried only 
17 per cent of our imports and 30 per cent of our exports; and 
the wise men of that day Getermined that we should carry our 
own imports and our own exports in American-built vessels. 
So the ed that law. What was the effect? In 1795 we 
had 529,500 tons of these ships, and carried 92 per cent of our 
imports and 88 per cent of our exports. In 1800 we had 667,000 
tons. We then carried 91 per cent of our imports and 87 per 
cent of our exports. In 1810 our tonnage had reached 1,000,000, 
and we were carrying of our imports 93 per cent and of our ex- 


ports 90 per cent. 
The wise men of that day had done well. They had trans- 
ferred from Great Britain the carrying trade of the United States, 


which when they entered upon this crusade was 85 per cent, and 
iven it to us; and we carried 93 per cent of our own, and it was 
one by these laws discriminating in favor of American vessels 
and against foreign vessels; it was done by men who believed 
pty: pe ought to look out for their own household first, who 
loved their own country more than any other and dared legislate 
as this love prompted. 

How much tonnage have we to-day in the foreign carrying 
trade? In 1810 we had 1,000,000 tons, and were carrying 93 per 
cent of our exports and imports. To-day we have 938,000 tons, 
oe Lee tons less 5 5 we had in 1 ace ge 

carrying 93 per cent, we are carrying bu per cent of our 
own exports and imports, and are paying Great Britain $175,- 
000,000 every year to do our own carrying trade for us. 

Mr. LOD If it would not interrupt the Senator, I should 
like to ask him, in that connection, if Great Britain has not pur- 
sued by indirection the same methods—that is, by the rates on 
insurance at Lloyd’s, and by premiums on iron steamships—of 
discriminating in favor of her own tonnage down to the present 


day? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the most persistent, continued 
effort on the part of Great Britain to prevent our vessels get- 
ting any of the carrying trade has been pursued always from the 
very beginning down tonow. The Lloyds will rate our vessels 
second rate when they ought to be rated even above a first-rate 
British ship to-day, and the Lloyds control the entire marine 
insurance of the world, at any rate so far as that of Great Brit- 
ain and the United States are concerned. Their companies are 
controlling all the marine insurance in our country, and are 
discriminating against our vessels. 

Mr. PERKINS. It has been also shown to-day in debate that 
England will not pami salt to be carried from land to the 
East Indies from her own provinces in oe vessels except 
those of English build and flying the English flag. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Maine is unquestionably as 
well informed upon this subject as any member of this body. I 
wish he would give the Senate the benefit of his views as to how 
the United States can recover the lost carrying trade. What 
ought we to do? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I have just offered an amend- 
ment to the pending bill which will beyond any manner of ques- 
tion, if it be adopted and the bill become a law, restore the 
1 merchant marine to the old position it occupied in 

6. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam to blame doubtless for not having heard 
the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. It 1 a discriminating duty. 

Mr. PEFFER. To what effect? 

Mr. FRYE. In favor of all goods imported into the United 
States in American bottoms. 

Mr. PEFFER. Another question, because this is a very im- 
portant matter, and I hope the Senator will pardon me. Does 
the Senator believe that that policy would be sufficient to over- 
come the fact that ships, ship- e, and shipping outfits are 
all regarded as property taxable under State laws? Then, fur- 
ther, will it not be necessary in the end for the United States in 
some way to relieve the shipping trade of State taxation? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, under the Constitution the 
United States can not relieve ships from State taxation; but I 
am happy to inform the Senator from Kansas that many of the 
States do now relieve them from this burden. New York does. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does Se Saag) 

Mr. FRYE. Idonotknow about Pennsylvania, but New York, 


of course, is the great e owner of ships. I think Mas- 
sachusetts relieves them from taxation, 

Mr. PEFFER. Another point. If the Government of the 
United States were to relieve American shipmasters and Amer- 
ican ships from all other burdens except those which are neces- 
sarily thrown upon them by the difference in rates of interest 
on money prevailing in England and the difference in the rates 
of wages prevailing between the English seamen and ours, would 
that be sufficient to overcome the difficulty, or if we were to make 
ships and give themasa gift to American seamenandletthemrun 
them on the seas freeof duty, free of all charges, either from the 
State or National Government, is there notenough of difference 
in the rate of interest of money in Great Britainand the United 
States and in wages of labor to ran the American ships ashore 
and out of business? 

Mr.F RYE, Mr. President, the Senator has opened upa pretty 
wide subject. The rate of interest is a small matter, and would 
not make any great difference. The difference in wages in the 
running of British and American ships is very important, I ad- 
mit, and also the cost of living on board a British ship as com- 
pared with that on an Americal ship favors greatly Great Brit- 
ain, and so of all foreign nations. But the most serious thing 
we have to contend with is that our ships on almost every 
line of the eee sy ee are compelled to compete with foreign 
ships which are subsidized by Great Britain, Germany, France, 
Spain, and Italy. The result is that where it costs us to-day 87 
or $3 a ton to carry goods, it does not cost them over $5. They 
have that advantage of us, and we have no advantages to offse 
We are competing openly with them, left absolutely alone and 
unprotected and 3 

he provision which I offer is one of immense protection. I 
have no doubt it would reviveour carrying trade upon the ocean. 
For twenty years I have been—— 

Mr. Y. I ask the Senator, with his permission, 
when 3 preferential laws in favor of American ships were 
G reri 

r.FRYE. We made treaties with Great Britain and with 
Sweden in 1815. We d acts of Congress in 1817—in 1828, 
accepted by Great Britain in 1849—providing for reciprocity, b 
which all protection to our ships in the foreign trade was - 
ually removed and the right to again encourage by discriminat- 
ing duties and tonnage taxes surrendered. 

r. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator, with his permission, 
another question, and that is, it the American shipowners did 
ee the supremacy of the American trade until about 

Mr. FRYE. Just so long as the trade was carried on in 
wooden ships the United States could and did hold its own with 
the world, andthat was the reason our wise fathers thought that 
in 1815, 1826, and 1828 they could give those privileges away, that 
we could compete with Great Britain even,and build ships for 
her, We were all right, we thought, just as Great Britain 
thought when she adopted fres e. She believed that she 
was in condition to stand it, and whether other nations could or 
not she did not care. 

For twenty years I have been ming to restore this American 
shipping interest to the place to w it is entitled. We have 
here as poverty a nation as there is in the world, as rich a na- 
tion, and more seaboard than any other. We have as good sail- 
ors and shipbuilders and as energetic men as can be found any- 
where. There is no greece Perens: why our flag should not be 
seen in every port in the wide world, as it was fifty or sixty years 


age. 

Iam not going into the question as towhat has caused our de- 
cay, use that would necessitate a speech of two hours in 
length, and I do not propose to delay this bill by oR eam S 
the kind. I simply wish to get a vote on this proposition to 
criminate—as section 14 recognizes the princip Sih pose all 
nations in favor of American ships, and give them notice a year 
in advance that we intend to do so, and thus restore ourselves 
to our former condition. 

Iwas remarking, when the Senator from Kentucky ere pet 
me, that for twenty years I have been making this fight. t 
we have gained immensely in that time there is no doubt, in 
some respects. We have relieved our ships from an enormous 
number of burdens, amounting to millions of dollars every year. 
We never have been able to go the one step further and do what 
other nations do, put them on an equality by subsidies or by 
bounties. The Democratic party is committed against bounties 
and subsidies, but by no vote anywhere committed against a 
discriminating duty. There is no Democratic vote in the whole 
history of the country where the pey is committed against such 
a duty. Here is section 14, which provides for a discriminating 
* 0 which has had the vote of every Senator on this floor. 

. President, I believe and have always believed that the 
true method of revival is through discriminating duties; that the 
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fathers were right; but I have always been restrained by these 
treaties. Many of our treaties have done us immense harm. 
The Nicaragua Canal would have been to-day built if it had not 
been for the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and if thatspook had not been 
shaken in our faces here in the Senate; and the American merchant 
marine would have been where England’s is to-day if it had not 
been for the treaties we have made with those countries and our 
accepted reciprocal legislation. A treaty is no more sacred 
than a law, and I am in favor of one more trial and of the Demo- 
craticparty voting for discriminating duties, they having entered 
upon the race this very day in section 14, which they knew meant 
practically nothing. : 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
a question. L understood him to say that down to 1860 the United 
States maintained her supremacy in the . trade because 
she had good ships, and because she could build those ships 
cheaper than England built theirs. If the conditions were 
changed, and if the United States could build ships as cheap if not 
cheaper than the 1 could she not regain by that her su- 
premacy on the seas 

Mr. FRYE. No; she could not. I did not mean to say that 
we retained supremacy down to 1860. We did not. I did not 
notice the question which the Senator asked me. We maintained 
our supremacy for a good many years, but not down to 1860. 
We began to lose very largely our carrying trade along in 1856, 
1857, and 1858, and during those years lost more than at any 
other time except during the war. 

Of course we lost more then, for reasons any Senator can com- 
prehend. During the war we could do nothing for our marine, 
and after the war for six or seven years we were powerless, be- 
cause our currency was so disturbed, Great Britian had com- 
menced building the iron steamshipsand had invented the.triple 
and compound engines, and all that sort of , and away she 
went out of our sight. We let her stay there. e never have 
in earnest tried to catch her from that day to this. 

Mr. STEWART. Before 1860, by subsidizing her mail ships 
on the ocean, England drove the American lines off. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, yes; her whole history has been one of sub- 


sidy. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Maine allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Did I understand the Senator from 
Maine to say a moment ago thatwe lost more heavily in foreign 
commerce during the four years of war than ever before? 

Mr. FRYE. In our 5 - 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Doesthe Senator mean to exclude or in- 
clude the coastwise trade? - 

Mr. FRYE. Exclude it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should like to have the figures in sup- 

rt of that statement. Whilst it is true that the foreign carry- 

g trade of this country was not increased from 1861 to 1865, it 
is equally true that it was substantially as heavy in tonnage in 
1865 as it was in 1861. It did not shrink; it simply failed to in- 


crease. 
Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Kentucky I think does not 
know quite so much about this as I do. Pardon the immodesty 
of the remark, 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I am used to that from the Senator from 


Maine. 

à Mr. FRYE. We had tonnage, but where was it? It was tied 
up at the wharves, because British cruisers were crossing the 
ocean and capturing it wherever they could lay hands on it, and 
we did not dare go tosea. Our ships were tonnage, but the 
were not carrying freight. If the Senator from Kentucky wi 
look at the reports, he will find that we lost in the four years of 
war 38 per centof the carrying trade, and we lost before the war, 
in from 1856 to 1860 inclusive, about 15 per cent of the carrying 
trade. We have been losing from that time down to last year, 
and last year it improved justa trifle. But the to: e does 
not tell the story, as the Senator will see. We were afraid of 
you. Wef ou would capture our ships. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There was no occasion for that. f 
Mr. FRYE. We were afraid you would take our men, force 
them into your army, and make them fight us; and sowe stayed 
at home, at our wharves. 
Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a 
8 before he yields the floor. Is it not true that one of 
reasons for the failure to develop the American shipping is 
wing to the fact that the American people have been engaged 
expen their energy and money in the great internal de- 
velopment of the country of the United States, by its immense 
railway systems? Idesire toask the Senator from Maine whether 
that is not a great reason for the failure to undertake exploit- 
ing the business of carrying the commerce of the world outside 
of the United States. Has not the enlarging of our railroad sys- 


tems and methods of 5 in the United States, and 
the development of our far Western region been such as to oc- 
cupy the capital and the energy of the people of the United 
States? But now, that having n done to the extent it hag 
gone on, we are better prepared than we have been before to 
undertake the business of carrying foreign commerce. 

_Mr. FRYE. TheSenatorfrom Washington is unquestionably 
right. The Senate will pardon me for not undertaking to go 
into these questions. I did not propos tomake an argumentor 
give a history of ourdecline in shipping. As the Senator under- 
stands, we are very limited in time. At some other time or on 
some other occasion I shail be very happy to discuss the ques- 
tion and go into it thoroughly. It is impossible to do it now. 
But the principal reason why we can not compete is that wages 
of foreign nations are lower than ours and that under the Ameri- 
ean flag an Italian orany other foreign sailor demands American 
wages. Another reason is that our sailors live 40 per cent bet- 
ter on board ship than any sailors on the face of the earth. 
Another reason is that every maritime nation on earth pays 
bounties or subsidies to its sh Ps and ours pays none. We have 
allowed this to be done year after year without undertaking to 
save our own vessels except to a very limited degree two years 
ago in establishing a postal service. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, my extreme anxiety that the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] shall be 
adopted leads me to say afew words. I hope that the amend- 
ment will be considered by our friends on the other side of the 
Chamber as a matter apart from the general policy of the bill. 
I wish to call the attention of the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee who sit ón the other side and the Senators generally to 
a matter that was a great surprise to me, that the EE 
ing duty provided in sections 14 and 15 of the bill is no novelty. 
I was surprised to know that there was such a provision in the 
bill. But it is time honored. It has come down in our tariff 
statutes as an inheritance from the founders of the Government. 

I presume it is the very language in which such a discrimi- 
nating duty was put in the firststatute of this country, and which 
contributed so much to the building up of our merchant marine. 
The language of section 14, in the first four lines, is as follows: 

That a discriminating duty of 10 per cent ad valorem, in addition to the 
duties imposed by law, shall be levied, collected, and paid on all 5004s, 


zat or merchandise which shall be imported in vessels not of the 


The remaining provisions of the section only supplement what 
is said there. It was under such a provision that ourmerchant 
marine was built up to its textent before 1856 and 1857 and 
the disasters of the war. Great Britain finally accepted in 1849 
the legislative offer which we had made them of a treaty to 
abandon those discriminating duties after they had in 1 re- 

led the corn laws and gone to the principle of free trade. 
hen for the first time she abandoned her policy of holding for 
herself the trade of her own colonies, and also of maintain 
discriminating duties in favor of her own ships. If she had done 
as we did, stopped there, the conditions in that respect between 
the two nations would have been equal, but when she and the 
United States together at the same time by treaty took off the 
discriminating 5 the ships of the other country re- 
spectively, Great Britain, if she did not then begin, at least 
kept up and maintained, and has maintained from that time to 
this her system of bounties. We have not done so. We have 
therefore been playing against loaded dice. 

We on this side thoroughly understand that the Democratic 
party is committed in its policy against the principle of bounties, 
and that a vote in favor of such a policy could not be had. 

My object in saying anything at all is to ask our friends on the 
other side of the Chamber whether they can not restore to the 
sections, 14 and 15, their ongian broad character and applica- 
tion by . amendment of the Senator from Maine 
authorizing the Executive to terminate these treaties by notice, 
and thereby vivify these sections and restore these great means 
ol support to our marine in the future. 

Tf that is done, I think we will have taken by far the longest 
step toward the restoration of the American merchant marine, 
It can not be restored simply by the ability to build ships 
cheaper. That alone will not do it. It will scarcely contribute 
toward doing it. Neither can we hope to equalize the condi- 
tions between the merchant ships of the two countries by any 
expectation that the American sailor will accept as low wages 
Sees poor living as the foreign sailor. As I have already said, 
we can not hope for a bounty to meet the subsidies of foreign 
nations; but here is this good old American remedy against 
which the Democratic party is not committed, and by which 
they can give a t boon to the people of the United States, 
in all ts and in all sections, and to our whole country. 

Mr. WLEY. Mr. President, I wish to touch upon a sin- 
gle feature of this case, and to call attention to a single conside 
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eration. I hear an implied reproach to this country in that it 
has not its proper numerical proportion of shipping. I am not 
troubled about it at all. The American nation used its capi- 
tal and put forth its power where it could be done to the very 
best advantage. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] has referred to 
this. We are not upon the ocean in our numerical proportion, 
because in that we are following the free-trade doctrine—thatis 
to say, we take where we can get a thing cheapest. The carry- 
ing can be done cheaper by Norwegians and Italians and other 
seamen, at a third of what Americans will work for, and the men 
who build those foreign ships are working for about one-half or 
two-thirds what the American shipbuilders will work for. So 
the ships are cheaper, the wagesare cheaper, the food and cloth- 
ing given sailors are cheaper, the officers are paid figures which 
make you ashamed when you ask them on shipboard what they 

t 


et. 

What have we done? Where are we using our power andour 
money in that general field of commerce? e have about 171,- 
000 miles of railway. By Poore’s Manual they are worth $11,- 
000,000,000. The figures are beyond the capacity of the human 
intellect to proveds grasp and appreciate. Say that our rail- 
ways carry freight at twice the speed of a mercantile marine; 
Iam told by Mulhall in his Dictionary of Statistics, by which 
I have just refreshed my memory, that British merchant steam- 
ships cost from £16 to £24 per ton. We will average it at $100 
aton. The ten thousand million dollars, then, divided by $100 

ves us the money ene of 100,000,000 tons of shipping. 

reat Britain has 7,000,000 tons of shipping. Converting our 
railroads into shipping, we have fifteen times as much as the 
mercantile marine of Great Britain. 

Mr. SQUIRE. In tonnage. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. Intonnage. Our railways represent in ton- 
nage fifteen times as much and freight trains run twice as fast 
as the average merchant ships Our railways represent 
practically thirty times the mercantile tonnage of Great Brit- 
ain upon the seas. That is the reason we are not upon the sea 
with our ships; we are doing better. While we are worrying 
ourselves over the statistics of international commerce, much 
exploited and vastly magnified in importance, we are adding 
fifteen or eighteen millions of inhabitants to our population in 
this decade, and adding within ten years past from three to ten 
thousand miles of railway to our splendid system. 

The United States is not fooling away its time in this country, 
sir. We are far and away the most powerful and magnificent 
nation. 

Mr. SQUIRE. If the Senator from Connecticut will allow 
me, I wili ask him whether he does not think it is about time 
now for us to commence to agitate the question of going into 
foreign commerce? 2 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould be very glad if we had more ship- 
ping; but you can not force the American when he is making 6 
per cent in one pursuit to change to another and be satisfied 
with 3 percent. Our time will come, probably, to take our share 
of international caring We could have a great deal more of 
it now if wé followed the course of other nations, notably free- 
trade Great Britain, and protected our shipping by bounties 
and otherwise. Great Britain, as I have said many times, is the 
most violently protective country in the world when you come 
to properly understand herpolicy. In the matter of salt, I gave 
an example of it in previous remarks. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, there always seems to be in the 
popular conception of this subject great confusion between the 
shipbuilder and the shipowner. We hear it constantly said 
upon the stump that we have been giving protection to our 
ship ig tor all these years and yet see the manner in which it 
has declined. The remedy proposed on the other side, by the 
free trader, is to give us free ships, to allow us to buy ships 
wherever we choose. 

_ _ Now, the shipbuilder is one person, the shipowner is another. 

We have always given protection to our shipbuilders. From 
that follows no protection to the shipowner, and we have given 
no protection to the shipowner. If you were to have free ships 
to-morrow it would not affect the shipowner porucalaniy, be- 
cause he would still have to compete with the high protection 
which is given by all other countries, and particular y by Eng- 
land, to the shipowners of their countries. When England 
entered upon her policy of free ships, which was a crude and 
merely nominal move, most of our tonnage was in wood, and the 
result of her free-ship policy at that time was to transfer very 
largely the building of ships to this country. I think that act 
was passed about 1849, and by 1852 60 per cent of the new Eng- 
lish wooden tonnage was built in this country. 

The question that is involved here is a wholly different one. 
It has nothing to do with shipbuilding or with free ships. It 
is a question whether we shall give to our shipowners the same 


advantages that all other countries give to theirs. We do pro- 


tect them in the coastwise trade, and that trade is enormous, 
But aside from that we give our shipowners absolutely no pro- 
tection, neither subsidy, discriminating duties, nor discriminat- 
ing rates of insurance as Lloyds does, nor premiums on iron 
ships. We g them nothing. With the higher wages which 
they are obliged to pay to their seamen, they are simply driven 
from the sea. Here in the bill is a clause giving distinctly dis- 
criminating duties in favor of the American ship and the Amer- 
ican shipowner. 

Every man in the Senate will vote for that clause, and yet I 
suppose the Democratic party will decline to vote for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine which alone can make that 
clause efficient or effective in any way. 
us, Democrats and Republicans, recognize the traditional prin- 
55 of the country in that clause, and we do not allow our- 
selves to make it effective. The question of free ship or pro- 
tected shipbuilding is one thing; the question of protecting 
shipowning is another. This involves the question whether 
we shall encourage our merchant marine as it been the tra- 
ditional policy of the country always to do. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] pointed out how we be- 
gan it in the beginning of our Government, and how the ton- 
nage rose under it. After the war of 1812, which, of course, had 
the effect of breaking up our merchant marine very largely and 
breaking up our carrying trade, we returned to our old discrim- 
inating policy, and our proportion of the carrying trade rose b 
os and bounds again, just as it did after the Revolution. e 
h iven it away by these treaties, and other countries, while 
they had given us the same thing by the treaties, had been very 
careful to provide similar discriminations for their own mer- 
chant marine by subsidies, by bounties, or by discriminations 
at Lloyd's, which have already been pointed out by the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that when all of us are prepared 
to vote for the principle, we ought also to be prepared to vote 
for the amendment which shall make the principle effective. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I like the principle of this 


amendment. I believe there is no party committed nst it. 
A similar proposition, precisely the same in effect, will be found 
in the acts of the first Congress of the United States. It worked 


well then, but we gave it avay dy treaties. These treaties have 
been substantially violated. e are under no obligation in 
consequence of those treaties, because all of the important na- 
tions which entered into them have subsidized their carrying 
trade, which is a violation of the principle, and we ought to 
take some notice of it at least. 

I think the granting of a subsidy by foreign countries to their 
carrying trade is a violation of the treaties which were made 
toa scene this differential duty, because it is the same in 
principle. They having taken another mode of reaching the 
same result, I think it is the duty of the United States to return 
to the original proposition. At all events, it ought to apply it 
at once, without regard to notice, to those nations which have 
subsidized their carrying trade and subsidized their shipping 
because they have violated the treaty. It is another way of 
getting at it. 

The carrying trade is a very important matter. It is very 
important to the country now. It amounts to about $200,000,000 
a year, I sup Ido not know the exact amount. We are 
paying now in this country a very large amount for carrying on 
our foreign commerce. If we are opposed to the principle of 
subsidies it seems to me that we ought toreturn tothe principle 
established in the First Congress of the United States, which 
worked well, and which we sate giron away by treaties of which 
foreign countries have taken advantage by subsidizing their 
lines, Our passenger ships running across the oceana cen- 
tury ago were driven off the line by British subsidies. The 
British have obtained and maintained control of the g 
trade, which is exceedingly important. Two hundred on 
dollars a year is a great drain on our people, and if it can be re- 
covered by legitimate legislation I think it ought to be done. 

No one will pretend thatthe fathers of the Constitution, many 
of whom were in the First Congress, would violate the spirit of 
that instrument. Ithink to return to the teachings of the 
fathers is a very good thing in many cases. I think the depart- 
ure from the principles which they laid down in the beginning 
in the legislation they started has produced most of the calami- 
ties from which we are now suffering in many respects. If the 
Senator from Maine will modify his amendment so that it shall 
apply to all countries subsidizing the vessels conducting the 
chin trade it might go into effect at once. It is notin 
faith. It is bad faith in them, however, after we made treaties 
with them giving up the differential duty, toadopt another mode 
of obtaining an undue advantage. I hope the amendment will 
be adopted, but 1 itis not adopted as it is, I hope the Senator 


In other words, all of 


6574 


from Maine will modify it so that it shall apply to those coun- 
tries which subsidize their fear As e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine . FRYE]. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould be very glad to have the amendment 


stated again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 
stated at the request of the Senator from Illinois. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 14 add the following: 


Until after January 1, 1896, and notice of this provision shall be given all 
ons before the 31st day of December next. 


In section 15, line 2, after the word ‘‘treaty,” insert: 
Hereafter made and ratified. 
At the end of section 16 add: 


Until after January 1, 1896; and notice of this vision shall bo given all 
nations before the 31st day of December, 1894. * gi 


Mr. SHERMAN. LIshould like to have the sections read as 
they will read if amended. 

r. FRYE. Iwill state to the Senator from Ohio that the 
amendment simply has one effect and nothing more. It pro- 
vides that the discriminating duty provided for in section 14 
shall extend to all goods imported in foreign vessels, one year’s 
notice being given for the purpose of terminating existing 
treaties in t That is all there is to the amendment, 

is ing and very wide-reach- 
all our commercial 


reaching 
have the proposition of the ea sag rom Maine referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to see precisely its effect. 

The Senator from Maine is a member of the committee, and 
I should like to study the matter with him. At present [ am 
not prepared, at wholesale and without further study, to repeal 
treaties which have many provisions in them that we deem im- 
portant to our interests, use if we a single clause in 
a treaty it abrogates the whole treaty at the will of the other 
party. That 1 would be the effect of 5 our 
commercial relations with all nations. I certainly sho not 
like to vote for a proposition as broad and pate ge as the one 
before us without further study than I have been able to give it 
now or anyone else has been able to give it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine Mr. FRYE.] ut- 
ting the question.] The noes appear to have it. The noes have 
it, and the amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask for the yeas and nays. I wish to say to the 
Senator from Ohio that there are very few treaties indeed to be 
affected; that the greater portion has been yielded by legisla- 
tion. We enacted certain legislation which should become law 
when certain other nations acceptedit. Great Britainaccepted 
the final legislation in 1849, and the amendment provides a dis- 
criminating duty where no e or treaty prevents it. 

The Senator from Ohio will not find many treaties to be af- 
fected. Then I think it only gives noticefor re this par- 
ticular clause. After the vote has been taken, if the amend- 
ment is not adopted, and I su it will not be, I shall have 
the amendment go before the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Maino that if he 
is going to send the matter to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, for many reasons he had better withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should be very glad to study out the mat- 
ter with the Senator from Maine, and where treaties can be re- 
3 without involving other interests of American citizens, 

might be willing to adopt the principle. The original pro 


po- 
sition was the correct one. It must be remembered that at that 


Therefore we might be legisla’ blindly, in the dark. 
proposition is not adopted I think it will 


The amendment has already been declared not adopted. The 
reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


SEC. 17. That the importation of neat cattle and the hides of neat cattle 

from any foreign intothe United Statesis prohibited: Provided, That 
the operation of this on shall be ed as to any fo: 

countries, or any pans of such country or countries, whenever the Secretary 

a give public notice thereo? 

uction or of conta- 


orders 
e same as herein 

thereo: — — in the United Sta and to such officers 
or agents of the United States in foreign countries as he shall judge neces- 


sary. 
SEOC. 18. That any on convicted of a willful violation of any of the 
visions of the section shall 2 not exceeding 2800 or —— 


paid, pon paidand 

refunded by allowance or drawback, there shall be levied, collected, and paid 

pdt Bog to the tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws upon such 
except articles manufactured in bonded warehouses and e: 

Ren Te of duty as if origi- 


bay, or waters sub- 
its limits, for the 
is abandoned by the owner thereof, any who 


shall be permitted to bring any merch è recov- 
where 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
section 20, line 12, after the word “thereupon” to strike out 
the words ‘‘and without being obliged to enter the same at the 
custom-house.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 21. C rellning 

or both smelting and refining, in the United States may ko desig- 
Warehouses under regulations as th of the 


direction of the proper officer, be removed 
from the vessel or other vehicle on which they have 
the bonded warehouse in which the same vay be, into the 
in which such smelting or refining, or may be 

ot being smelted or refined, or both, —. —— of duties there- 
on, and may there be smelted or refined, together other metals 
or foreign production: That each day a quantity of refined metal 
equal to the amount of imported metal smelted or refined that day shall be 
setaside, and such metal so set aside shall not be taken from said works ex- 
cept for transportation to another bonded warehouse or for exportation, 
under the direction of the pr charge thereof as aforesaid, 
whose certificate, describing articles by their marks or otherwise, the 
quantity, the date of importation, and the nameof vessel or other vehicle by 
which it was imported, with such additional particulars as may from time to 
time be ured „ shall be received by the co. 

e 


payment of duties, for domestic consumption. 
services rendered under these 


er 
an officer of the customs, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and at the expense of the manufacturer. = : ic 
Sud. 22. That where imported materials on which duties have been paid 
are used In the manufacture of articles manufactured or uced in the 


evidence 


thatthe quantity 

ther, Thatthe drawback on any article 

continued at the rate herein provided. 
or 


oe „or agen in writing order such drawback paid, un- 
er such regulations as Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe: Pro- 
vided further, That a drawback shall be allowed equal to the duty paid, less 
1 per cent, upon any made of jute butts, which shall haye 
been used exclusively as covering for lint cotton when exported, the 
rate and amount of such drawback to be ned under such regulations 
asthe Secretary of the may prescribe. 


The nextamendment of the Committee on Finance was, at the 
end of section 22, to strike out the additional proviso, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the sections from sec- 
tion 23 down to and including section 50 be stricken out without 


reading. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Section 50 includes the provision for cus-; 
tom-house brokers. Sea Cow 

Mr. ALLISON. That section ought not to be stricken out. 

Mr. ALDRICH.. Section 50 is not to be stricken out, I pre- 


sume, ; 86 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then down to and including see- 
tion 49. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. Those are all the administrative sections? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Yes, sir; practically. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Arkansas having 
charge of the bill will state briefly the reasons why he proposes 
to strike out the sections he has indicated. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas.: The principal reason with me is to 
save time. The administrative features of the bill can be easily 
enacted in a separate measure if it is the desire of Congress to 
doso. They have no necessary and essential connection with 
the tariff bill, and for the purpose of iting the passage of 
the pending bill I shall make no opposition to striking out those 
sections. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senate is likely to be called upon at 
any time to go over all these provisions, scrutinize them and 
discuss the principles and measures involved in them, it would 
be better to do it now than to do it upon the report of a confer- 
ence committee. If, however, it is probable that they are not 
to be found in the bill, then certainly there is no need of doing 
it now. I merely wish to state that it seems to me it should be 
understood that if the bill should happen to pass the Senate and 
aconference report should recommend the adoption of these 
provisions, it would be necessary to take the time of the Senate 
at great length in order to go over these items, Certainly if 
there is a probability even that the sections will have to be con- 
sidered in detail and that the changes in existing law which 
they propose will have to be considered in detail, it would be 
better to do it now than at a later period. 

Mr. HOAR. The suggestion which the Senator from New 
Hampshire has made might, I think, be extended a little. The 
Senate, if these provisions are to be presented again in the re- 
port of aconference committee, can not deal with the question 
presented at all, as I understand there is no motion in order to 
amend the report of a conference committee. We never can 
have any opportunity to deal with these matters unless the sec- 
tions are to be abandoned. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Senator's suggestion 
perfectly. I understand very well that if the conference report 
should recommend the adoption of all these provisions we could 
not vote upon them separately. 

Mr. HOAR. Or amend them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Nor could we move any amendment to 
them, but the Senate could discuss them all of course from the 
beginning to the end. There are provisions here which need 
discussion before they are ing He butif it is not likely that 
there will be any occasion to discuss them, I certainly do not 
wish to force the discussion at the present time. I do wish to 
give notice, however, that in case all these sections should come 

review before the Senate upon the report of a conference 
committee there will be very extended discussion thereupon. 

Mr. ALLISON. . These sections are the reproduction in the 
main of the administrative act, so called, and many of them, I 


will state to the Senator from New Hampshire, as he probably |: 


already knows from examination, are simply a repetition of the 
existing administrative law. There are, however, in these sec- 
tions perhaps four or five amendments of great 8 
which would lead to considerable controversy. I erstand, 
although I am not perhaps authorized to say it, because we 
ought not to quote anyone outside of the Chamber unless we 
have absolute authority to do so, that itis rather the wish of 
the Secretary of the Treasury that he may be enabled to admin- 
ister the new tariff law if the bill shall under the adminis- 
trative law as it now exists, and if defects shall be disclosed 
` which require amendment that later on the administrative law 
itself may be amended, leaving it as now, a separate statute as 
distinguished from the mere levying of duties upon imports. 

So I think the Senator from New Hampshire may feel a rea- 
sonable degree of assurance at least, as wellas the Senator from 
Massachusetts that the proposition to strike out the adminis- 
trative provisions of the bill will be acquiesced in. It may be 
that there may be some controverted question respecting the 
matter, but I see no objection to adopting the course d 
by the Senator from Arkansas, It will undoubtedly facilitate 
the consideration of the pending bill, and I think it will elimi- 
nate a great deal of debate in this body and elsewhere, because 
speaking for myself alone I could not agree to the amendments 
suggested in the bill to the administrative law without an op- 
portunity of very full debate. 

I, for one, can say to the Senator from New Hampshire that 
if they shall reappear here in the condition of a controversial 


some of the 


question between the two Houses as respects the propriety. of. 


our striking out the 3 so far as I eon, aboan 2 
provisions which are here proposed by other 
‘House. I do not think there is any probability that there will 


-| be much controversy in regard to the sections, 


Mr. ALDRICH. The sections pro d to be stricken out by 
the amendmentof the Senator from Arkansas are 27 in number, 
covering 32 printed pages of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE.. Commencing with what section? p 

Mr. ALDRICH. Commencing with section 23 and 3 
to section 49, although by the way, I think section 49 shoul 
not be stricken out, as it is a new section. The sections to be 
stricken out should be from section 23 to section 48, inclusive. 

While it is true that all these are long sections, the contro- 
verted points, that is the changes suggested in them, are not 
very numerous. There are some ten or twelve important ques- 


tions involved, u which the Senator from Iowa and erate 
have decided o and as to which we disagree entirely 
with the change pro 


posed. 

I agree with the Senator from Iowa that if these sections or 
these objectionable features should reappear they would form a 
subject of contest upon the report of the conference committee, 
and would be fully discussed in the Senate. But perhaps it 
would be well enough to cross that bridge when we get toit. I 
am nde! anioni that the suggestion of the Senator from 
Arkansas be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas modify his amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I accept the suggestion, and move 
to vraag ay the sections from 23 down to and including 
section 48. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Ar that sections 23 to 
48, inclusive, shall be stricken from the bill without being read. 
The amendment is agreed to, inthe absence of objection. Itis 
agreed to. The g of the bill will be ded with. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 

Sec. 49. That any baggage or 


for their foreign destination, under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought this section was stricken out 
with the others. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; it is a new provision, I think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a renactment of the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the law to-day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. By looking at thered pempbles page 120, 
sy will be seen that the act of June 10, 1890, includes this section 


9, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I find that itis the same. 

ae 2 of Arkansas. It is a retnactment of the present 
tariff law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a part of the administrative law, I 
will state to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is in the present tariff law, I 


think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a part of the administrative law—the 
act of June 10, 1890. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I was in error about it. I 
move that section 49 be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Section 49 will be stricken out, 
in the absence of objection. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 
pasha nnd the collector or chief 8 of r any port of 
OAE A h custons doses Decker, Such license shall be granted for a period 
of one year, and may be revoked for cause at 1 . 
the Treasury. From and after the ist day of June, 1894, no person shall 
transact business as a custom-house broker without a license granted in ac- 
prohiivany importer from iansacting business at — PO 
Ping oe oe Impor Tation, = 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to strike out section 50. I desire 
to say to the Senator from Arkansas that it does not seem to me 
to be wise to establish a a a of custom-house brokers who are 
subject to the discretion of the collector as to whether or not 
they shall exercise their vocation. I do not object to a license, 
but I do think that there should be some obligation imposed 

the collector of customs to give a license to any person ap- 

plying, who is of character and qualified to perform the 

utiesof a custom-house broker. Myobjection to the 
is not so much to what it contains as to what it does not con 
If the Senator will modify it by an amendment that a 
shall be issued to reputable and competent person, then I 
shall make no objection to the . But as thé clause 


~< 
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stands the Senator will see that it gives a monopoly of the 
business of acting as custom-house brokers to those persons to 
whom the collector of customs may, in his discretion, give a li- 


cense, 

Now, ought that to be so? Should there not be a provision, 
if here is to be a 0 of custom-house brokers who have the 
exclusive right to do business as custom-house brokers, that any 
reputable porsan submitting his testimonials to the collector of 
customs shall be licensed to do business as a custom-house 
broker? Shall we undertake to make the custom-house brokers 
the sole creation of the collector of customs without imposing 
upon him any obligation whatever to give a license to persons 
to whom he ought to give such a license? 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. I understand the difficulty intended 
to be remedied by this section is that there have been a good 
many steny disreputable people who have been performing 
-this sort of duty, and it is the belief of the custom-house officers 
that there should be some restraint upon those men. I can not 
conceive it possible that a public officer discharging the duties 
of his office would refuse the right to any man who is reputa- 
ble and competent to have a license to transact this kind of 
business. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I can conceive that a collector of customs 
might be very arbitrary. He may have a dislike to a particular 
man and exclude him. I will modify my amendment by with- 
drawing the motion to strike out the whole section and move at 
the end of line 1, e 168, after the words Such license shall 
be granted for a period of one year,” to add: 


To any reputable and gm goa rson, and may be revoked for cause at 
any time by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. HOAR. Itseeme to me there ought certainly to be a 
wer of appeal from a refusal of license by the local collector. 
ery often resisting a collector’s action in protecting a client 
involves pretty sharp controversy with the collector. Itseems 
to me you are making a provision under which every collector 
in the country might become a petty tyrant. There certainly 

ought to be an spree! to the Secretary of the Treasury by the 
person to whom a license is refused. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isuggestto the Senator from Massachuseits, 
and also to the Senator from Arkansas, that I think there will be 
org protection afforded by striking out the word may,“ 
in line 24, page 167, and inserting the word ‘‘shall,” soas to pro- 
vide that dives? desires to transact business at the cus- 
tom-house s have a license, and then, if he does not conduct 
himself properly, the Secretary of the Treasury may revoke it. 
That protects 5 

Mr. CHANDLER. The license may be revoked for cause. 

Mr. ALLISON. Revoked for cause. Here is a merchant who 
desires, to-day or this month; to have one of his clerks act as a 
broker for the purpose of transacting his business at the cus- 
tom-house. Next week or next year he may want to make a 
change. So I think it is better to leave no discretion except in 
the Secre of the Treasury. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to the fact that an importer may now transact his own 
business by the closing expression in the section, and of course 
if he may transact his own business he may do it by his clerk. 
I agree, from my personal knowledge on this subject, that this 
is a wise section, provided the amendment that I offer, or the 
one suggested by the Senator from Iowa, is adopted, which 
makes it obligatory upon the chief officers of customs to license 
a reputable and competent person. 

Mr. VEST. Let me e a suggestion. Why not putin a 
provision at the end of the section to the effect that the number 
of these persons shall be prescribed at each custom-house by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, not to exceed a certain number. 

Mr. ALLISON. I willstate tothe Senator from Missouri that 
this is an entirely new provision. Hitherto everybody has had 
an opportunity to go to the custom-house and transact the public 
business. There have been some abuses no doubt. The abuses 
have been chiefly in the custom-house brokers instituting suits 
or gathering up material for suits against the Government. I 
think it would be perfectly safe to say that the chief officer of 
customs shall issue a license to whoever desires to transact busi- 
ness in the custom-house, and if after receiving such authority 
the person does not conduct himself properly the Secretary of 
the Treasury can revoke his license, and that ends him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think well of the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, but I am willing to go E myself and simply 
command him to give a license to & reputable and competent 

rson. But to allow the section to stand as it is now, I say to 

nators, will create an odious monoply. To say that no im- 
porer shall employ a custom-house broker unless the collector 

censes that broker, and to impose no obligation upon the col- 
lectag to license a competent and reputable person,and to allow 


the collector to gratify either personal animosity or ill will by 
ee refusing a license, with no appeal to anyone, woul 
be, I think. ing the remedy much further than the disease. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have had a little expe- 
rience with these persons. Anyone can be a custom-house 
broker under the present law. A person acting as a custom- 
house broker may prove to be amanof bad character. It seems 
to me it might be pooper to authorize the chief officer or col- 
lector at any port o sayar delivery to issue a license to a per- 
son of good character and standing who desires to transact busi- 
ness as a custom-house broker, but I do not think the chief of- 
ficer of customs ought to have any power of appointment or con- 
trol over these people except to pass upon their character aud 
standing subject to revision by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I think some such provision as that might cure the present 
evils that grow out of the practice of anyone being a custom- 
house broker; and sometimes to be a custom-house broker implies 
bad character rather than good character. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Good character will be satisfactory. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isay ‘ good character and standing.” 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampshire is in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw my amendment again, and 
move 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the amendment of the 
Senator from Iowa is in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Iowa will give me his 
attention, I suggest another amendment in line 24, page 167. I 
propose to make the clause read: ‘ 

Shall issue ali tat 
ioe 3 8 person of good character and standing desiring 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator that the 
ro he used before, ‘reputable and competent,” would be 

r. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have changed from reputable and com- 
pamats to accommodate the Senator from Ohio, whom I always 

esire to oblige in the matter of synonyms. Now I will change 
back again to accommodate the more potent Senator from Ar- 
kansas. Any way will suit me. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am willing to accept the amend- 
ment adding those words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated 

The SECRETARY. In section 50, line 24, strike out the word 
„may“ and insert “shall; ” and after the word person,“ in 
line 25, insert of good character and standing.“ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thought the Senator agreed to 
put in the words ‘‘ reputable and competent?” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
1 from New Hampshire to modify his second amend- 
ment? 

Mr. CHANDLER, I withdraw all objection to the words 
‘reputable and competent,” and request that they may be in- 
serted instead of ‘‘of good character and standing.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bestated 
as modified. 

The SECRETARY. Before the word person“ in line 25, sec- 
tion 50, insert “reputable and competent.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be agreed 
to, in the absence of objection. Itis agreed to. The reading of 
the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SEC. 51. That all goods, wares, articles, and merchandise manufactured 
wholly or in part in any foreign country by corrvict labor shall not be en- 
titled to entry at any o bret poris of the United States, and the importation 
thereof is hereby prohibited, and the Secretary of the asury is authorized 
5 ee such regulations as may be necessary for the enforcement of this 

SEC. 52. That the value of foreign coin as expressed in the money of ac- 
count of the United States shall be of that of the pure metal of such coin of 
standard value; and the values of the standard coins in circulation of the 
various nations of the world shall be estimated quarterly by the Director of 
the Mint, and be proclaimed by the Secretary of the Treasury immediately 
after the of oes and thereafter quarterly on the ist day ot Jan- 
uary, ‘Apri, July, and October in each year. 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend section 52 by 
adding thereto the following: 


And the values so proclaimed shall be followed in estimating the value 
of all foreign merchandise exported to the paves States during the — 4 
for which the value is proclaimed, and the date of the consular certiflcatio 
of any invoice shall, for the purposes of this section, be considered the date 
otexportation: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may order the 
reliquidation of entry at a different value whenever satisfactory evi- 
dence shall be produced to him sho that the value in United States 
currency of the foreign money cifled the invoice was, at the date of 
certification, at least Band cent more or less than the value proclaimed 
during the quarter in which the consular certification occurred. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
„ OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 


1894. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
Sec. 53. That section 2804 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to 


jacked in 


read: 
“Sec, 2804. No ple shall be imported unless the same are 
ported 


boxes of not more than 500 cigars in each box; and no entry of any 
cigars shall be allowed of less quantity than 3,000 in a single package; and 
all cigars on importation shall be placed in public store or bonded ware- 
house, and shall not be removed therefrom until the same shall have been 
inspected and a stamp affixed to each box indicating such inspection, and 
also aserial number to be recorded in the custom-house. And the Secretary 
of the Treasury is hereby authorized to provide the requisite stamps, and to 
— all necessary ations for carrying the above provisions of law into 
effect.” 

From and after the ist day of July, 1804, there shall be collected an inter- 
nal- revenue tax on all cigarettes wrapped in paper weilgi not more than 
3 pamon a thousand, manufactured forsale or offered for sale in the United 
States, of $1 per thousand. 


The Committee on Finance pores to amend section 53 by 
striking out the last paragraph, in the following words: 

From and after the Ist day of July, 1804, there shall be collected an internal- 
revenue tax on all cigarettes wra in r weighing not more than 3 

junds a thousand, manufactur for sale in the United 

tates, of $1 per thousand. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to suggest to the Senator 
from Arkansas that itis an unusually oppressive day. The heat 
in the Chamber is very uncomfortable. We have been in ses- 
sion nearly six hours. I suggest that he should either put off 
the consideration of the bill until to-morrow and take up the 
Calendar, or, if he prefers, take up some of the unobjected mat- 
ters further on and skip the income-tax provisions until to- 
morrow unless some Senator desires to go on this evening. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I should like to have that course 
adopted. It would oblige me very much if it should be done. 

r. HOAR. I did not suppose any Senator would prefer to 
go on this evening. 

Mr. HILL. Can we not go on with the rest of the bill? 

Mr.PLATT. I have been given several severe headaches in 
trying to read the provisions which relate to the income tax, 
and understand them with the amendments that have been pro- 
posed. I suggest that there might be a print of the provisions 
relating to the income tax, showing how the sections would read 
if the amendments of the committee were adopted. I think we 
would then all understand whatitis that we are expected to vote 
for; butit is very difficult to understand the provisions as they 
stand at present with the amendments pro d. I do not see 
why there should not be a print made of the sections, as they 
would be ifthe amendments were adopted. That would enable 
us to have it all before our eyes ina connected form. If there 
is no objection, I should like to have that done. 

I do not wish to embarrass the committee in any way aboutit, 
but if the committee is willing, I should like to have such a 
print made of the provisions relating to the income tax. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Connecticut means the 
provisions as passed by the other House, with the corresponding 
sections as proposed to be amended in the Senate? 

Mr. PLATT. T suggest that we have printed in a con- 
nected way the income-tax provisions as they would be if all 
the amendments proposed by the committee are adopted. Is 
that right? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right, if it is what the Senator 
wants. Of course, that will show the whole schemeas proposed 
by the Senate Finance Committee. 

Mr. PLATT. And show it in a way which would be intel- 
ligible. It is scarcely intelligible now, certainly not without a 
great deal of study. 4 

Mr. HALE. How would that differ from the text of the bill 
as we see it before us now? Whatchange, that wouldenlighten 
Senators, is eee in the suggestion of the Senator 
from Connecticut 

Mr. PLATT. If there is any objection I do not insist on it. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object. I merely make an inquiry. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not insist upon it. Here are five or six 
sections that go out. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was so much confusion in 
the Chamber thatI could not understand the proposition of the 
Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. I inquired whether it would not be well to print 
the provisions relating to the income tax as they would be 5 all 
the amendments proposed by the committee should be adopted, 
80 that we could have the whole matter as the committee desires 
to ve it adopted by the Senate before us in one connected 
prin 

Mr. CULLOM. In that case, if the Senate should want to re- 
store the House provisions proposed to be stricken out by the 
committee, they would not appear in the print. 

Mr.PLATT. The House provisions would be the foundation 
of the print, and then the amendments of the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the case now. 


x<<VI—49 


pe 
or sale or offe 


Mr. ALLISON. I think what confuses Senators (I will not 
say the Senator from Connecticut, because he usually compre- 
hends things very readily) is the fact that the committee pro- 

certain amendments and then afterwards modified those 
amendments and put in new amendments in lieu of the amend- 
ments first proposed. My own impression is that the bes! 
way to print this provision, if we have it printed , would 
be to print the original House text with the amendments now 
proposed by the committee, eliminating the intermediate amend- 
ments, interrogation points, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And print the former part of the bill with 
the amendments already made? 

Mr. VEST., There is no necessity for doing that. 

a — PLATT. Iwill withdraw any suggestion if itis not prac- 
cable. 

Mr. VEST. There are a few amendments outside of thos« 
now printed in the bill, which can be printed to-night and sub 
mitted to the Senate to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator mean additional amendment 
which are not found in the text before us? 

Mr. VEST. They are not found in the text before us. 
pose to offer them when the text is read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not offer them now, if the Senator has 
the amendments prepared? 

Mr. VEST. I am prepared to offer them, and intend to do 
so, if it is an agreeable suggestion. We can have them printed 
to-night and they can be en up to-morrow. 

Mr.HALE. That is the first intimation there are to be amend- 
ments of substance offered which have not been before us at all. 
It seems to me that instead of waiting until we reach a para- 
graph, when we have no time to examine the amendment, there 
should be a new print including all amendments that are pro- 
posed by the committre, so that to-morrow morning we may see 
the whole scope of what is intended. 

Mr. VEST. It is not necessary to reprint the amendments 
already in the bill. They are not changed. These are simply 
additional amendments, and there are very few of them. 

Mr. HALE. They mag na very important provisions. 

i em. 


I pro- 


Mr. VEST. Some of hey are limitations upon the 
provisions now in the bill, 

Mr. HALE. We ought to have them beforehand, and not be 
obliged to take them up as read at the desk. 

Mr. VEST. I ef aa to submit them now, if ble, and 
have them printed to-night and put on the desks of Senators 
to-morrow morne. 

Mr.HALE. And let the matter go over until to-morrow morn- 


ing. 

Nir. ALLISON. The Senators in charge of the bill propose 
8 PEON the income-tax provision to go over until to-morrow, I 

eve. i 

Mr. VEST. That is the understanding, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. If so, I think it mighs be well to have a little 

rint of the income-tax part of the bill by itself without print- 

g the whole bill. It will be very easy for the clerks at the 
desk to arrange it. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean to reprint the provisions 
that apply to the income tax? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, only those and the amendments now to 
be 9 55 osed. 

r. VEST. If all the amendments which are to be offered 
shall be printed, the whole thing will be before the Senate to- 
morrow. 

Mr. ALLISGN. Very well: Ido not insist on it. + 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
Senator from Missouri will be 5 for the purpose of sub- 
mitting the amendments to which he refers. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to give notice that when we take up 
the income-tax provision I shall propona an amendment to bein- 
serted after the word “ tax,” in line 19, on page 170—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests that the 
reaper eet igs we Pe by the committee be first read, and then 
the Chair will recognize the Senator from Kansas, so that he 
may submit any further amendments. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understood the committee were to prepare 
their amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are to be submitted now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senator from Missouri 
ready to submit the amendments to which he has referred? 

Mr. VEST. As soon as the Senate is ready to receive them I 
am ready to submit them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
unanimous consent has been given for their reception. They 
will be read for information and ordered printed. 

Mr. VEST. Is it the understanding that the sections shall be 
reprinted as the Senator from lowa suggested? Itisa mere 
matterof printing. 
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The ates G OFFICER. Nounderstanding has yet been 
reached. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Iowa make that request? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me that if the amendments of 
the Senator from Missouri and the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas and any other amendments that Senators desire to 
propose now shall be offered and printed thatis all the new print 
that is necessary. 

Mr. VEST. Ithoughtso, but the Senator from Iowa suggested 
that these sections of the bill be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will make another suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate that the amendments now offered shall be read or printed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We want to have them read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will venture once more to suggest that 
during the night we have the original income provisions printed 
as they came from the other House, and that the amendments 


which the committee now propose shall be printed with them. 
HALE 


Mr. . Printed in their order? 

Mr. ALLISON. In their order. It may disturb someone, 
but it will certainly be a 4 convenjence to Senators in pur- 
suing the debate upon this question to have that concrete form 
of ting; and I think it will not cost much. 

Mr. VEST. It will simply be to take the sections from 54 to 
63 as now in the bill and then print an edition with the proposed 
amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But there are various amendments now 
to be proposed which are to be printed. How will the Senator 
have them distinguished? 

Mr. ALLISON. There are some of the former amendments 
pier and then struck out again. All those in brackets are 
struck out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How does the Senator want to have those 
disposed of in the new print? 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to have them omitted. I want the 
scheme as the committee now propose it to appear, as compared 
with the House scheme, in concrete form. : 

Mr. VEST. Ido not think there will be the slightest difi- 


culty. 
MY ALLISON. If the Senator objects I will withdraw the 


request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposition before the 
Senate now is the disposition of the amendments offered by the 
Senator from Missouri. Is it desired by the Senate that they 
shall be read? 

Mr. PUGH. Let them be read. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to have them read. It will take only a 
short time, 
ee PRESIDINGOFFICER. The proposed amendments will 


The SECRETARY. At the end of line 11, section 59, add the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That mutual ite insurance companies shall not be 2 to pay 
an income tax upon the sums repaid to their policyholders as dividends or 
interest upon the surplus premiums held by such companies. 

Strike out all of section 59, after the word purposes,” in line 
22, and insert the following: 

Nor to the loans made by building and loan associations to their share- 
holders for the purpose of enabling them to provide for themselyes homes. 

In line 10 of section 56, page 175, strike out the words “or 
person,” and insert the words "estate or cestui que trust.“ 

In the same line, after the word“ persons,” insert the words 
tt or trustees.” . 

In line 25, section 59, page 187, after the word associations,“ 
insert ‘‘or in the case of any foreign corporation, company, or 
association, the resident manager or agent.” 

In line 23 of the same section insert ” instead of “laid.” 

On page 188, line 3 of section 59, after the word “affirmation,” 
insert the words: 

In such form as shall be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

In lines 10 and 11, of section 59, page 188, strike out the words 
pay penalties and,” and insert in lieu thereof the words, make 
return of.“ 

At the end of line 20, section 59, page 188, add the following: 

Including fraternal beneficiary societies, orders or associations, operating 
and 8 9 aA eee. — 8 
and dependents of such members. 

Add after the first line, on page 189: 


Nor to such savings banks, savings institutions, orsocieties as shall, first, 
have no stockholders or members except depositors, and no capital exce 
deposits; secondly, shall not receive deposits to an aggre; amount 
any one year of more than $1,000 from the same de tor; „shall not 
allow an accumulation or total of Aebosits by an tor exceeding 

actually divide and ar 


$10,000; fourthly, 
to deposits, all the earnings over the necessary and proper expenses of 
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bank, institution, or society, except such as shall be applied to surplus; and 
fifthly, t 
ro y. ono pr poeson in any form a sorpius fund exceeding 10 per cent of 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
desire to submit his proposed amendment now? II so, it will ba 
read for information. 

Mr. PEFFER, I send the 
The SECRETARY. Insert 
170, section 54, the following: 

On each and all such income: ceeding shall 
of the excess; ag N 10,000 hahn ne an naditional tox 
of 1 per cent of the excess; all incomes exceeding shall an ad- 
sepan ee ee o 8 all incomes 1 $00,000 shall 
400.00 shall pay an additional tax 5 1 8 8 A 

Mr. ALDRICH. The provisions of these various sections are 
at best very complicated, and with all the important c es 
suggested now ai this late hour it will be utterly impossible to 
discuss the bill intelligently unless the amendments suggested 
by the committee are printed. It seems to me it is not possible 
to discuss them in any other way, and there is certainly ample 
time between now and the session to-morrow morning to haye a 
print made of these sections as they will read when amended by 
the latest of the suggestions of the committee. I ask that that 
order may be made. 

Mr. PLATT. That was my suggestion in the first place. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Tt seems to me that such a print is abso- 
verse A necessary in view of all the complications concerning this 
question. 

_Mr. HOAR. I desire to give notice of an amendment in sec- 
tion 62, line 6, page 189, of the print I have in my hand. After 
the words“ United States“ I propose to insert the words“ not 
including the judges of the courts of the United States, but;” 
so as to read: 

That there shall be le 


roposed amendment to the desk. 
ter word tax in line 19, page 


includ the judges r mg ge dl Prat 
ators Representatives, ate. aire RANE See 

I ask consent that the letter of Chief Justice Taney on this 
8 0 may be printed as a document for the use of the Senate. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the request of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HOAR. There isa letter of Chief Justice Taney on this 
subject, which is on the records of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. I ask consent that it be printed as a document. 
It is very brief. 

‘Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I make one further suggestion respect- 
ing the printing? The Senator from Missouri has offered 
amendments to section 59, and in the description of those amend- 
ments he has offered them to the substitute section 59, which is 
a substitution for three sections. 

In suggesting the prin anew, [ do not suggest that the 
clerks at the desk are to obscured by the new print. Of 
course, in dealing with the bill at the desk of the Secretary, we 
must deal with it as it appears in the print now before us, and 
we can do it in no other way. Therefore, a print such as is now 
suggested should be a print for the convenience of Senators, and 
should not be in any way mingled with the print of the text of 
the bill and amendments heretofore proposed; otherwise there 
will be confusion. 

Mr. HILL. Then, as I understand the Senator, he means 
that the text of the bill shall be printed, including all the 
amendments proposed by the Senator from Missouri, so that 
we shall have the complete bill so far as the income tax before 
us, without regard to any other amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Les, sir; that is what I mean. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My suggestion was not to include the ori- 
ginal text of the bill, but to include the scheme as it is now pre- 
sented to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be printed just asit would read if all the 
ny are pes which have been proposed by the committee were 
adopted. G 

r. HILL. That is what I want. 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa sug- 
gests that the original text be also D erga 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not ask t the origina! text as it 
came from the other House be printed, though think it would 
be convenient. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the prop- 
osition so that it may be distinctly understood and taken down 
by the Reporters, and then the Senate can act upon it. : 

Mr. ISON. My proposition is that there shall be a print 
of the income-tax provisions as they will read with the amend- 
ments proposed by the committee, eliminating the original 
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amendments proposed and only including those amendments 
which they intend to offer to-morrow ip eel ba they be 
8 


printed as though they had been adopted, and ould be glad 
to have the original text printed side by side. 

Mr. HOAR. Would there be any objection to follow the text 

a print of all amendments of which notice has been given? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOAR. Amendments like the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not, asseparate amendments, stat- 
ing that the Senator from Kansas proposes to amend as follows, 
that the Senator from Massachusetts proposes to amend as fol- 
lows, ete. WhatI want to get at is just what all Senators de- 
sire, and that is the general plan of the committee as respects 
the alterations to be made from the House text in regard to the 
income tax. ` 5 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Would the Senator have no distinc- 
tion in the print to show what is the House provision and what 
is the pro amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I would have the House text in advance and 
the amendments now pro „Say in italics, or in small pica, 
or whatever the type used. It seems to me that it would bea 
great convenience to all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposition is to have the 
text, followed by the otheramendments proposed. Is there ob- 
jection to the proposition made by the Senatorfrom Iowa? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. Is it the pleasure of the 
Senate that the reading of the bill shall be continued? 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it the agreement that the income-tax fea- 
ture of the bill withsuch amendments as the committee reported 
shall be printed in different type, so as to show what the text is 
and what the amendments are 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the text as it came from the House of Representatives will be 
printed as proposed to be changed by the amendments which the 
committee now offer, and that is to be followed by the amend- 
ments submitted this afternoon by the Senatorfrom Kansas[Mr. 
PEFFER] and others. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isit the order that the independent amend- 
ments proposed by other Senators, or of which notice is given, 
shall be printed in still different Sree 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ey are to follow the other 
printing. They are not to be incorporated in the bill in any 


way. 

Mr. PLATT. There seems to be still some confusion about 
this matter. Ido not want to press the matter if it is not de- 
sired. What I want toget is in 3 the income tax feature 
as it will be if all the amendments of the committee are adopted, 
so that I can see what sort of an income-tax law we would have 
if the amendments of the committee were adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatis what I understood to be the order of 
the Senate 

Mr.PLATT. Anything else may be printed, but I want to 
see that in print. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
that is substantially the agreement the Senate has entered into. 

Mr. HOAR. And all other amendments are to follow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They will follow, printed on 
* sheets under the general order to print, separately. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator from Iowa to agree 
that after this text showing the pero bill and the proposed 
amendments of the committee in the ordinary way there should 
follow as part of the same document the print of all amendments 
of which notice has been given as the one offered by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is certainly noobjection to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is part of the agreement 
as the Chair understands it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senate having reached that agreement, 
I understand that until the print is before the Senate itis the 
wish of Senators that we shall not proceed with the considera- 
tion of these sections of the bill. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. That is the proposition, but no 
agreement has yet been entered into. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of that lam aware, but I understand that to 
be Pei wish of Senators while the order to print is being exe- 
cuted. 

ee HILL. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. If no other Senator desires to speak to-morrow 
morning, I will take the floor as soon as we take up the bill. It 
will be understood that I may have the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. In view of that agreement, as we can not very 
well proceed with these sections of the bill this evening, I 


, I move, 


that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. < 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to tho 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock 
and 18 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, June 21, 1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Hreculive nominations received by the Senate June 20, 1894. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


William D. Bigler, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant treasurer 
of the United States at Philadelphia, Pa., to succeed Louis R. 
eee whose term of office will expire by limitation July 10, 

894. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Christian A. Schaefer, of West Virginia, to be surveyor of 
customs for the port of Wheeling, in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, to succeed Joseph A. Faris, whose term of office has ex- 
pired by limitation. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Sheppard G. Young, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser 
of mere ise in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, to succeed Daniel C. Clarke, removed. 

SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 

William H. Murdaugh, of Virginia, to be supervising inspector 

of steam vessels for the third district, to succeed John W. Oast, 


resigned. 
POST MASTERS. 


Frank McCoppin, to be postmaster at San Francisco, in the 
county of San Francisco and State of California, in the place of 
Samuel W. Backus, whose commission expired May 14, 1894. 

Thomas Buckley, tobe postmaster at Plantsville, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of Heber S. 
Ives, deceased. 

Sylvester S. Shoemaker, to be ter at Metropolis City, 
in the county of Massac and State of Illinois, in the place of Pete 
H. Norris, removed. 

W. L. Brown, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of 
Rice and State of Kansas, in the place of John E. Junkin, whose 
commission expires July 2, 1894. 

John S. Renninger, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county 
of Lyon and State of Minnesota, in the place of Silas N. Harring- 
ton, whose commission expires July 1, 1894. 

Richard T. Kennon, to be postmaster at Deerlodge, in the 
county of Deerlodge and State of Montana, in the place of Lew 
Coleman, whose commission will expire July 1, 1894. 

Edmund W. Manolt, to be tmaster at Toms River, in the 
county of Ocean and State of New Jersey, in the place of W. B. 
Singleton, whose commission expired May 7, 1894. 

Fred G. Bundy, to be postmaster at St. Johnsbury, in the 
county of Calendonia and State of Vermont, in the place of Wil- 
liam W. Sprague, removed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Ordnance Department. 

Second Lieut. Geor; montgomery Second Artillery, to bo 
first lieutenant, June 19, 1894, to fill the vacancy in the depart- 
ment caused by the death of Maj. Clifton Comly, April 17, 1894. 

Second Lieut. Tracy C. Dickson, Second Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, June 19, 1894, to fill the vacancy in the department 
caused by the death of Capt. Charles C. Morrison, May 13, 1894. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, June 20, 1894. 


CONSUL. 

John B. Gorman, of Georgia, to be consul of the United States 

at Matamoras, Mexico. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 

Ammen Farenholt, a resident of Massachusetts, to be an as- 

sistant surgeon in the Navy. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Franklin G. Holbrook, to be postmaster at Minneapolis, in the 
nig gg Hennepin and State of Minnesota. 

W. H. Perry, to be postmaster at Lake City, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Florida, 

James D. Casey, to be postmaster at Ligonier, in the county of 
Noble and State of Indiana. 

David C. Lee, to be 1 at Kissimmee, in the county of 
Osceola and State of Florida. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. : 
WEDNESDAY, June 20, 1894. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m., and was called to order by 
Mr. THOMAS O. TOWLES, Chief Clerk. 


The following communication was read: 
JUNE 20, 1894. 


Sm: I 8 = Bona 8 w: ee haay. oe from 
tate of to orm the du of the r for ay. 
mee ee CHARLES F. CRISE, Speaker, 
To Hon. JAMES KERR, 


Olerk oy the House of Representatives. 
Mr. BAILEY took the chair as 1 8 pro mae 
Prayer was offered by Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain 
of the Senate. 
The Journalof yesterday’s proceedings wasread and approved. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House Senate bills 
of the following titles; which were severally referred as indi- 
cated below: 

A bill (S. 1597) to amend an act entitled“ An act for the sup- 
port of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1228) for the relief of Charles W. Cronk—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 763) relieving the personal representatives of John 
Sherman, jr., late United States marshal for the SERAN of 
New Mexico, from the requirements of section 833 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1365) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected 
of the late Alexander W. Baldwin as United States district 
judge for the district of Nevada—to the Committee on Claims. 


SURVEY OF HARBORS OF SUPERIOR AND DULUTH. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a joint 
resolution (S. R. 57) directing the Secretary of War to appoint 
a commission of engineers to examine and report upon the cost 
of deepening the harbors of Superior and Duluth and their en- 
trances to a uniform depth of 20 feet. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
action be now taken upon that joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin for the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let the resolution be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secretary 
of War and he is hereby, directed to appoint a commission, to consist of 
three e eers, to e 6 the harbors of Superior and Duluth and the 
entrances thereto, with a view of ascer the cost of deepe: said 
harbors and entrances to a uniform depth of 20 feet, and to report their con- 
one = the Secretary of War without delay, to be by him transmitted 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, my attention was called off while 
the joint resolution was being read, and I should like to hear 
some explanation of it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It is simply an order for the survey of 
the harbors of Duluth and Superior City. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The work is provided for in the river and 
harbor bill, but this would hasten it somewhat. 

The joint resolution was ordered toa third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAUGEN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT DAVENPORT, IOWA. 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, a bill 
H. R. 4764) to authorize additions to and improvements in pub- 

3 at Davenport, Iowa. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object to the consideration of that measure 

by unanimous consent. 


ARREARS OF PAY DUE TO DECEASED COLORED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
esk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas there is now in the Treasury of the United States money arising 
from arrears of pay and due the estates of deceased colored soldiers who 
served during the late war; and 

Whereas it is deemed just and expedient that said funds be set apart and 
a) priated for the p of erect national memorial homes for 

infirm colored people and to aid maintaining the inmates of the 


same: 
Therefore be it resolved, That the Secretary of the be and is 


a requested atthe earliest time practicable to report to this House as 
First, the amount of the unexpended balance of said fund that was turned 


over to the Adjutant-General’s Department when the Freedmen's B 
was discontinued — — 2 


as in 1872; 
Second, the additional money arising from said source, if any, that 
been paid into the since 1872 8 2 


ce s 

Third, the amount of said funds that was held for seven years and then re- 
paid into the Treasury on the 1 tion ot the death of the payees; 

Fourth, a full statement of the paid to claimants since 1882 and the 
amounts thereof; 

Fifth, the number and amount of claims now pending; 

Sixth, the actual amount of said fund now in the Treasury claimed and 
the actual amount un ed; 

Seventh, an estimate of the balance of said fund that will finally remain - 
unclaimed. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this resolution? 

Mr. COOMBS. I shall object to the resolution in its present 
state, Mr. Speaker. It declares the e making a cer- 
tain use of these funds, a question which I think will necessitate 
a longer discussion than can be had in this morning hour. I 
shall not object to the resolution if that part of it be stricken 
out, and also the part requiring a detailed statement of each 
claim, because that would take too much time and labor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let the resolution go to the committee. 

Mr. HULICK. Let it be referred, then. 

i The resolution was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask the gentleman to with- 
hold that demand for a moment while I present one or two re- 
ports from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HATCH. Very well. 


PRODUCTION OF THE PRECIOUS METALS IN THE UNITED 
STATES IN 1893. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed 
by 555 8 on Printing to submit the report which [ send 
to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 13, 1894. 


Mr. CATCHINGS submitted the following, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Hkh ny 

‘Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the re- 
ps ot the Director of the Minton the production of the precious metalsin the 

nited States for the calendar year 1893 be printed, and that 10,000 extra 
copies be printed, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 2,000 copies 
for ar use of the Senate, and 4,000 coples for the use of the Director of the 


The committee have considered the House concurrent resolution to print 
10,000 extra copies of the report of the Director of the Mint on the product ot 
precious me in the United States for 1893, and direct me to report the 
same with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The estimated cost of the same is §2,725. 


The resolution was adopted. 


On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was adopted was 
laid on the table. 


TYPHOID FEVER AND OTHER PREVENTABLE DISEASES. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I submit 
also another report from the Committee on Printing. 
The report was read, as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 14, 1894. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee submitted the following, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

“Resolved by the House — Representatives, That in addition to the usual 
number,” there be prin 4,000 extra copies of the special report made by 
the select committee of the Medical S. ty of the District of Columbia at 
its mee of June 6, 18%, on typhoid and malarial fevers and other pre- 
ventable diseases, of which 300 popas shall be for the use of the Senate, 700 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies for the 
use of the said Society.” 

The committee have considered the House resolution to print the usual 

cial report made by the selectcom- 


number,” and 4,000extra copies of the s' 
mittee of the Medical Society of the District of Columbia, at its meeting 
June 6, 1894, on 8 malarial fever, and other preventable diseases in 
the District of Columbia, and direct me to report the same with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. The estimated cost of the same is $52, 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was adopted, was 
laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 5808) to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., to con- 
struct and maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi. 

The m e also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the follo g titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 1538) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Yankton tribe of Sioux or Dacotah Indians in South Dakota, 
and to make appropriations for carrying the same into effect; 
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A bill (S. 2065) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature 
and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory; 

A bill (S. 2135) to provide that a term of the circuit and dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of Vermont may 
be held at Montpelier; an 

A bill (S. 1320) to provide for the punishment of certain frauds. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, dependent foster 


mother; 

A bill (S. 1995) granane to the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf 
Railway Company right of way through the Omahaand Winne- 
bago Indian reservations in the Stateof Nebraska; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 172) granting full permission to the 
State of Maryland and to the several State courts within the city 
of Baltimore to occupy the old United States court-house in the 
city of Baltimore for the period of five years. 

ANTIOPTION. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration oi revenue bills; and pending that motion I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate upon the pending bill and 
amendments thereto, if any, shall be considered closed at the 
adjournment to-morrow evening, the bill and any pending amend- 
ments to be reported to the House; the previous question to be 
considered as ordered upon the bill and all pending amendments 
thereto to final passage, and the vote to be taken immediately 
after the morning hour on Friday morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
moves that the House résolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the further consideration of bills raising revenue; 
and pending that, asks unanimous consent that all debate on the 
bill now pending in Committee of the Whole shall be considered 
as closed at the adjournment to-morrow (Thursday) evening; 
and that the vote on the bill and pending amendments shall be 
taken Friday after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. HATCH. No; immediately after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER a tempore. That the vote shall be taken 
immediately after the morning hour on Friday. Is there objec- 
tion to the request? The Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 

So question being taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH, it was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. LIVINGSTON in the chair), 
and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7007) regulating 
the sale of certain agricultural products, defining options an 
futures, and imposing. taxes thereon and upon dealers therein. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the Com- 

mittee, before entering upon the discussion of the question at 
issue, I desire to make one statement which is called forth by 
what several gentlemen on the other side of this 8 have 
said in regard to the position of myself and my colleagues as be- 
ing representatives of the board of trade. I wish to state, in 
the first instance, that I do not, I never have, and I rips oa I 
never shall represent the board of trade either upon the floor of 
this House or anywhere else. I have never in my life hada 
solitary deal upon the board of trade; I donot expect ever shall. 

I wish further to say to the members of this committee, and 
more especially to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
and the 9 from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY], that the 
Board of Trade of Chicago or the Board of Trade of New York 
is no more in favor with the majority of the people of my dis- 
trict than it is with the farmers; and I am fully alive to the fact 
that if in doing what I do and in saying what I may say I should 
incidentally champion the cause of the board of trade 1 am do- 
ing what is very unpopular in my district. But, gentlemen, 
these considerations ought not, and I may say in my case that 
they do not bear weight. 

e are elected, not as representatives of a certain city, not 
as representing a certain portion of the country, not even as 
representing our State, but we are elected to this body as rep- 
resenting, one and all, the whole people of the United States, 
and I sincerely hope that in what I may say and in what I may 
do, I may live up to this trust. 

Mr. Chairman, legislation of the kind which is before the 
House now has been attempted in governments, democratic, 
monarchical, and aristocratic from time immemorial. From time 
immemorial there have beenaset of mountebank politicians who 
believed or made the people believe that it was within their 
power to do something extraordinary for them, by restraining 

_ one law of nature or by accelerating the action of another law of 


nature. And from time immemorial—from the time of the 
Greeks down to this century, in England and all over the world, 
all such attempts have proven futile. 

If I were to characterize legislation of this kind in one word, 
I should say it was upon the style of the blue glass” craze—a 
cureall; or that it was in legislation what the so-called ‘‘ faith 
cure” is in medicine—something which is supposed to and is 
held out by its authors to bring about a reform, an entire revo- 
lution of existing conditions. The key note of this sort of 
legislative legerdemain is given by a question which was inter- 
jected the other day, I believe, by my friend from Missouri. He 
takes the rostrum and asks in sonorous words, “Is it not about 
time that we do something for the farmer?” In answering 
that question I stand upon the broad basis of the Constitution 
of the United States, which has never authorized you or your 
predecessors to pick out any single class of the community for 
5 3 of doing something for them, good, bad, or indif- 
erent. 


vernment of these United States was instituted to pro- 
= all its citizens alike, and to grant special privileges to no 
class. 

Farmers, like laborers or merchants, are to be equaliy pro- 
tected in the pursuit of their calling, but the Government can 
not interfere either to favor or to discriminate against any one 
portion of the community. 

Instances of laws such as are proposed in this bill haye been 
= 5 occurrence, and it may be instructive to cite a few 
of them. 

In England the government attempted to do something for 
the wheat-growers and the producers of farm products generally. 
The British corn laws, which were in existence from about 1814 
to 1846, wereenacted. They went in the same direction in which 
my friend from Missouri desires to go; that is, in the direction 
of raising the price of cereals for the benefit of the producer; 
and I may be permitted to say, with all due respect to the gentle- 
man from Missouri, in a more methodical manner, for they act - 
ually succeeded in doing what the gentleman with the present 
legislation will never accomplish. 

_ According to the corn law of 1828 the normal price of 66 shil- 
lings per quarter for wheat was adopted, and, starting with this 
price, an import duty of 1 shilling was levied. Then for every 
shilling of declinein the price of wheat, thatis, when the wheat 
threatened to become too cheap to the laboring population of 
England, the benevolent, paternal, and maternal government of 
the British Isles added an additional shilling to the import duty 
so that it should not sink below the price of 66 shillings. But 
whenever the price inland rose, the government deducted a 
much larger proportion of the duty; so that the system of Brit- 
ish laws from 1814 to 1846 was a system such as the gentlemen 
who favor this bill must unquestionably desire—which encour- 
aged the highest possible price for that which is most necessary 
to all the people of any community, to wit, food. 

This is not all, Mr, Chairman, of the follies of legislation of 
this kind of which history tells us. In the reign of Charles II 
a bill was passed which enacted: 

Whereas it is necessary to encourage the woolen industry in the United 

om: Therefore, 
Be it enacted, From this time forward that every corpse buried in the 
United Kingdom shall be covered with a woolen shroud. 


And this law was actually enforced in Great Britain. It failed 
of the desired effect, because, while the inhabitant of England 
was bound by the law toeither bury his dead in wool or go to 
jail himself, the effect was that the dead wore the wool and the 

iving did without it. 

The woolgrowers and wool manufacturers found that their 

roduct was no more in use when the dead wore it than when the 
iving wore it; and, as a consequence, in the reign of George I, 
another act of this character, another ‘‘antioption act,” was 
passed in England in which, by a fine of £5, every person was 
prohibited from wearing garments made of calico, in order to 
encourage the silk and woolen industry; and a fine of £25 was 
imposed on anybody who had the hardihood to sell a cotton gar- 
ment. 

None of these laws had the effect which was intended, because 
the natural law of which the gentleman speaks in his report 
the law of supply and demand, is one against which no body of 
legislators can effectually legislate. It is as immutable as the 
sun itself; it is as unchangeable as the motion of the earth; and 
you may legislate from now until the crack of doom, you can no 
more change the law of supply and demand than you can change 
the laws of gravity or of hydrostatics. If this bill has any foun- 
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dation on the reasons advanced by the committee, I expect 


within a short time to see the gentleman from Missouri, or some 
other Spe vege 1 0 a bill entitled A to remove frio- 
one order that law of gravity may have full and fair 
Play. 
Let me read to the gentlemen on this subject what a man with 
whose personal acquaintance I was honored, a man who, alas! 
within the last few months has passed to his grave, respected 
and honored by everyone who knew him, said upon this subject. 
teg from Trumbull's work, The Free Trade Struggle in Eng- 
and: 


The En laws are full of vain and mischievous attempts to make rivers 
run up hili, to divert moral science from its principles, and make the benefi- 
cent streams of trade and manufactures flow the halos J way. They failed, 


perity created by itself, which it could ladle out at pleasure to =, Bo ies 

rofessions, and trades. It was not then known in England, as 
and that tit ä . upon ‘pis. trade or shee one i 
must dip it up from the common fund of prosperity created by the labor of 
all the rest of the people. There is tively no bounty, help, or endow- 
ment having a money value, that government can give to one without tak- 
ing it from others. 

But, Mr. Chairman, look upon this subject from the broad 
ground of law, right, and the Constitution—and in 3 of 
the Constitution I disavow being one of thoss whom the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania characterized R Era as ‘‘strict con- 
structionists.” I desire the Constitution of this country to be 
construed in the manner in which it shall be most beneficial to 
all of the people, but with a due regard to every factor in the 
well-balanced machinery of our Government, giving to Federal 
authority all necessary powers, and reserving to the States and 
the people all others. s 

re does Congress then obtain its right to legislate for one 
portion'of the community? Where does Congress obtain its right 
to single out the farmer and say to him, We take thee under 
our protecting arms,” leaving by the wayside all the others. I 
ask you gentlemen, if you concede, as is argued in the report ac- 
compan: this bill, that it is within the province of govern- 
ment to eve the producer of farm products from destructive 
competition, why is it not equally within the province of Con- 
gress, and why is it not your bounden duty to relieve from such 
competition—destructive competition—other tradesmen, pro- 
fessional men, workingmen? And have you done it, or have you 
attempted to do it; or is there a question in the mind of anyone 
that such destructive competition exists? 

Look upon the small tradesman. In the large cities of this 
country he has become almost an unknown factor. Why? Be- 
cause the centralization of capital affords the larger merchant 
such facilities that the small merchant is driven out of every 
mart. It is because larger capital affords such enhanced power 
that the smaller merchant can not survive. Is this, or is it not, 
destructive competition; and if it is, ought you,or ought you 
not, to legislate in favor of the small merchant, as you attempt 
todo in favor of the farmer? 

Take the instance of the laboring man. You speak of de- 
structive competition. Whatmore destructive competition can 
there be than has arisen within the last century in the develop- 
ment of labor-saving machinery, which has driven out of athou- 
sand places the laboring man who theretofore did by the work 
of his hands what is now done by machinery? Take one in- 
stance, which will illustrate athousand others. Inthe printing 
trade within a few years the introduction of typesetting ma- 


chinery has displaced a countless number of printers. I need 
eet to you that one machine does the work of from five to 
twelve 


ee to show you that this machine is the most 


destructive competitor to labor. If vou establish the principle 
that you may protect from competition, legislate against the 
use of this machine; or is labor less entitled to protection at the 


hands of this body than is the farmer? 

If itis within your power to protect against competition, I 
call upon you in the interest of the laboring population in Amer- 
ica to shield them from the ever-growing competition which 
2 the struggle for life severer from day to day for the work- 


gman. 

And lest I should be accused of too great an amount of disin- 
terestedness let me plead to you for my fellow-members of the 
legal profession. Competition, ever growing competition, op- 
poros us lawyers as well as any other class of the community. 
The laws, however, leave us to our own merits and exertions, 
and in this profession, as in every other one, the law of the sur- 
vival of the fittest prevails, and those who can not swim must 


There is but one true 8 there is but one guiding star 
for tion, and it is this, that the scope of legislation must 
ever be confined to those maYers which, by the people and by 


the Constitution, have been transferred to the legislators and 
are within their power. You must see that this Government 
can not enter into the business of relieving 7 from compe- 
tition, because each class of the population is entitled to the same 
right under our laws as any other. 

en the tariff question was under discussion gentlemen 
had arisen and again and again 1 to the farmer that 
they would do something for They have shown the 
farmer what they would do in the future, and the promise has 
never been kept. The promise never can be kept under our 
laws and never will be kept, and I wish but to warn Democrats 
upon this floor from following in the footsteps of the Republi- 
can party, which has forever made empty promises to the 
farmer, to the laboring man, to every class of the community, 
and has kept those promises but to one class, to those upon 
whom by legislation they conferred a monopoly, to the detriment 
of the people at large. 

But another view of the bill at issue. It isconceded by every 
one who has spoken in favor of this measure, and is advanced 
as one of the reasons for it, that the fall in prices of commodi- 
ties is to be provided t, that by legislation you are tostop 
another natural law, which is the gradual and inevitable fall of 
the price of commodities. 

Suppose that this were within the province of Congress, I will 
point out to you the way toimpede the fall of piles of commodi- 
ties. Destroy your agricultural machinery, lay waste one-half 
of the land now under cultivation. Destroy your shipping, de- 
stroy your means of transportation, and then possibly you can 
arrest that which by legislation in the present age you will 
never arrest, and which you 3 not to arrest, namely, the 
continuous gradual decline in prices. 

Can gentlemen be so blind as to fail to see that every improve- 
ment which is wrought in labor-saving machinery; that every 
ship which sails the waterways; that every new avenue of 
transportation; that everything which human genius has de- 
veloped has but one single, solitary aim and object, and that is 
the lowering of the prices of commodities, so as to bring them 
within the reach of a larger number of the ple. You can 
not stop that. You will not stopthat. Le tion has not and 
never will stopit. It is as inevitable as the rising of the sun 
in the morning. It is as inevitable as the flow of the water. 

And, gentlemen, upon this point let me ask you who that has 
paid any attention to the study of political economy will find in 
the gradual decline of prinse aught that is not to be hailed with 
oy? Ido not mean a caused by irregularities like panics, 

ut the gradual decline which comes from improved methods 
of production. If I say to you to-day that the food supply of 
the world, as I will show in a minute, is almost triple what it 
was forty years ago, what does that mean? It means that your 
poor man is better fed, it means that your laborer has at his 
posal more food than he had before. It means, in one word, 
that he has more of enjoyment and happiness, more of pleasure, 
more a! life than he has with high-priced food, which means 
ess x 

The price of food determines a number of mattersof which we 
little dream. You s of lack of education as influencing 
crime. I say to you that the price of wheat has to-day and at 
all times had more influence upon crime than the lack or exist- 
ence of education has or ever had or ever will have. 

Let me give you one proof among numbers culled from the sta- 
tistics of the world. Iread from Kolb’s Condition of Nations, on 
the influence of scarcity upon the amount of crime. 


THE INFLUENCE OF SCARCITY UPON THE AMOUNT OF CRIME, 
In 1846 the number of 


In 1837 price 
In 1837 to 1841 high prices continued and trade depressed, when the 
In 1842-1846, Peel's reform in taxation. Wheat at 54a — im 


prisonments oscillated between and 25,000 
In 1847, a commercial crisis was accompanied by a rise to- 28, 
In 1818 the commercial crisis tinued and was accompanied by a 
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By the abolition of the corn laws and cheapness of provision the number 
was stationary, notwithstanding the increase of 1 but in 1853 
wheat, at 53s. per quarter, the number of prisoners fell to 27,057; 1854 wheat, 
at 728. X pat quarter, the number of prisoners rose to 29,359. 

Dr. Mayer found that in Bavaria d twenty-five years, that for about 
every <ive by 2d. of the price of a bushel of there was one more theft per 
100,000 inhabitants; and on the other hand, t for every fall by 2d. there 
was one theft less, in the same number of people. 

In Cis-Leithania (Austria) thecriminal statistics show thatin 1871 the num - 
ber of persons convicted were 21,620, of whom the number be rtd without 
means were 18,820; of those in possession of small means, ; of those 


well to do, only 163. 

Although the possession of means alone may not make men better mor- 
ally, yet, without doubt, want leads to the commission of acts which society 
ranks as criminal and must p 
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In like manner the quantity of food—in other words, its cheap- 
ness—exerts its influence on the people's health, as shown by 
the mortalitystatistics. Its influence can be traced in the morals 
of every people, and every symptom of the well-being or other- 
wise of the people of any nation will be found in the statistics to 
be indissolubly linked with the question of how plentiful or 
otherwise is its food supply. í 

Mr. MARSH. Will my colleague allow me to ask him aques- 
tion? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. With the greatest of pleasure. 
MARS Does he think that this bill will have the effect 


Mr. H. 
of raising the price of food? 
Mr. GOLDZ 1 do not think it will. I think it will have 


no effeot at all. Lam not sp of raising the price of food ; 
I am speaking of the effect which the promoters of this bill 
claim it will have. 

Mr. MARSH. And that effect, you think, will be a bad one? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Yes, sir; and in thinking it will bea bad 
one, let me state to my colleague I am not alone, and that this 
is no new idea of mine. Throughout English legislation, upon 
which our laws are based, you find what? You will find thatthe 
law prevents, not combinations to lower the price of food, but 
at all times it prevents, or has prevented, combinations to raise 
the price of food. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Except from 14 to 467 

Mr.GOLDZIER. Except from 14 to 46, when the Govern- 
ment raised the pe of food. À eT 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. That was by legislation, 


of course. 

Mr. MARSH. May Lask my colleague does he think this bill 
would reduce the price of food? 2 

Mr. GOLDZIER. No, sir. 

Mr. MARSH. Then the question of the price of food here- 
after is eliminated from this discussion. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Yes, sir; except that I am meeting the 
arguments, the sham arguments, advanced in favor of this bill, 
Tsay it is absolutely untrue that this bill will affect the price of 
food, the price of grain, or the price of the articles of merchan- 
dise mentioned in it one way or the other. 

I say that it is not true, and I want to prevent these arguments 
from going out uncontradicted to the farmer, who seems to be 
considered by the gentlemen who advance such arguments as 
the most une tened being extant. Iwish to prevent him 
from humbugged by such reasoning. 

Throughout common-law legislation we have had provisions 
against forestalling, regrating, and engrossing—terms which are 
defined as follows: 2 


Forestalling: Buying or contracting for merchandise or victual on its 
Way to market; dissuading 
sions there, or 
which practices makes the market dear to the fair dealer. 


Forestalling has been prohibited and is ec by the law 

in every State in this Union, the laws of which are based on the 

common law system. Regrating and engrossing are similar of- 

_ at common law aimed at the same attempts to raise price 
cereals. 


So the 2 will see that throughout the legislation, | 


from the time when the Peruvian Government under the Incas, 
bought all the corn of the country and made the raising of corn 
a monopoly of the Government, to the present time the policy of 
the Government has been steadily not to raise the price for the 
benefit of the farmer, not to raise the price in order that the 
farmer might reap a larger harvest, but to keep the price at 
such a point where it will be most accessible to the majority of 
the people of all classes. 

Pleas have been made to you with tearful eyes. My friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY] has plead to you for the poor 
farmer. Conceding the farmer to be suffering, conceding that 
the price of corn and the prices of farm products have fallen so 
as to make farming unprotitable, let me to youfor the poor 
laborer, let me plead to you for him who is not a producer of 
food, but who must necessarily and at all times be the chief con- 
sumer of these farm products. . 

Mr. MARSH. If this bill does not affect the price of food, 
wherein is it necessary to plead for the laborer? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Let me say to my colleague once more that 
Iam taking up the arguments, if they can be called arguments 
which have been advanced here for this bill. I say that this bill 
does not and will not affect the prices of food. What Lam argu- 
ing ainst is the intention. 
pen IBLEY] yesterday, in answer to a question which 

directly, ‘‘ Do you consider the falling of the prices of vict- 
uals asa blessing or otherwise?” said: “ No; if I had my way, I 
would raise the prices of victuals as high as I could.” 

Mr, H. Then, if I unde my colleague correctly, 


persons from bringing their goods or provi. | 
suading them to enchance the price when there; any of 


e gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
ut to | 


ducts: — — eto, 


he is not talking against what is in this bill, but is simply criti- 
cising what somebody has said on this floor. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Les, sir. If I were to attack what is in this 
bill I would have to take up theold fight of Don Quixote against 
the windmills, for there is nothing tangible in this bill; there 
is nothing here to fight against except the utterances of the ad- 
vocates of this bill. 

Mr. MARSH. ‘Then, ifthe bill is so perfectly harmless that 
the gentlemancan find nothing in it to attack, why not let it go? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. The bill is perfectly harmless, but I will 
tell the gentleman why I will not let it go. T will not lét this 
bill go because, when I took my seat in this House, I raised u 
my hand and swore to su po the Constitution of the Unite 
States as I understood it. erefore I attack this bill, although 
it is harmless, because to my mind, and I think to the mind 
of anyone who can read as he runs, this proposed legislation is 
unconstitutional and is an interference with the sacred rights 
of 2 * For that reason, and for none other, I attack 
this bill. 

Mr. MARSH. May Lask my colleagueif harmless legislation 
is unconstitutional? i 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Most unquestionably it may be. This leg- 
islation is harmless from a number of points of view. It , 
harmless because if you get it on the statute book you will never 
enforce it. It is harmless because it will be a dead letter; but 
it is not harmless from the one point of view from which I am 
now regarding it, because it proposes an enlargement of the 
powers of the Federal Government which is not warranted by 
the Constitution of the United States. i 

Mr. MARSH. Ido not want to interrupt my colleague. Lam 
interested in his remarks and am lis to him for the pur - 
pone of gaining information. He says that this bill is perfectly 

mless, because it can not be enforced. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Yes, siz. 

Mr. MARSH. Now, ifthe law can be enforced, willit then be 
harmless? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. It would be harmlessif it could be enforced. 
It would hurt a few gamblers, about whom I do not care. It 
might close the boards of trade and drive out a few merchants, 
who would have to go into some other business; but, as far as 
the welfare of the people at large is concerned, this legislation 
would be perfectly harmless. I can not agree with my friend 
from New York or with my coll ə from Chicago t the 
grain trade would come to an end if you should this bill. 
I think the boards of trade would be hampered in their business, 
and I think the farmers would find themselves worse off than 
they are now, because, as there would be fewer buyers, there 
would bea less demand for their products, and the prices of 
those products would be unduly lowered. 

Mr. MARSH. Then my colleague thinks this legislation 
would do harm to the farmer? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I rather fear so; but that does not concern 
me. The injury done to the farmer would not be serious, if com- 
pared with the r harm involved in the violation of the 

vinciples upon which our Government is based. But, be it 

armless or otherwise, we are here for the purpose of passing 
such laws as the Constitution of the United States authorizes us 
to pass. Now, I believe that the Constitution of this Govern- 
ment will have to undergo changes from time to time. I think 
the time iscoming when certain questions relating to the dis- 
tribution of wealth and other matters will have to be provided 
for or against by the Constitution of the United States. 

Those changes willcome. Whether they will beinscribed on 
the pages of history in letters of blood and iron, as was the four- 
teenthamendment, or whether they will come peaceably, I can 
not tell. But against one method of changing the Constitution, 
however, I domost solemnly protest. Iprotestagainstachange 
of the Constitution by Congress. This House has no power to 
enlarge the scope of the Federal Government. To th 
was never given the authority to change or enlarge the powers 
of the Federal Government so as to bring within those powers 
matters which heretofore have been foreign to them. Upon 
the question as to whether this proposed legislation is constitu- 
tional or otherwise, let me ask the 8 this—and I call 
the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
to this point, because he may be interested in it later—suppose I 
were to offer this amendment to the bill: 

‘Whereas it is necessary to raise revenue and whereas the Congress of the 
United States has resolved to relieve the producer of agricultural products 
of the destructive competition to which he is now subject by reason of the 
offering of flat products and further for the urpose of restoring to the law 
of Supply and demand its free action, which been destroyed by tho 
pri ce of short a in order that market quotations may be de- 
termined by the offerings of real products by the owners of the same, and 
further to prevent the overlo: of the domestic markets and the break- 
ing down of of farm popul: 


products and to relieve the farming ation 
and to restore an honest market for farm pro- 


House 


; 
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And then let the law follow. Do you believe that any court 
which might consider the constitutionality of this measure would 
pass upon a law framed like that, and say that the objects which 
you have mentioned in the report, but which you are too cow- 
ardly to mention in the bill itself, are legitimate objects of legis- 
lation. If this law is constitutional, here is the test of it. If 
this law is constitutional, then have the courage of your convic- 
tions, be they good or bad, and say in the law what you are say- 
ing upon this floor, what the true objects of this bill are. 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, assume now for the sake of the argument 
that it isa proper object of legislation to prevent the fall of 
prices: let me point out to you, as far as agricultural products 
and food products are concerned, what brings about this fall of 
prices. I quotenow from Mulhall’s Dictionary of Statistics. In 
the first place, I refer to the increase of population within a 
given period. In 1845 the population of the world was 1,009,- 
600,000; in 1886 the population of the world was 1,483,000, 000. 
Thus, the population within the years mentioned—a period 
about forty years—and more especially the period to which 
these gentlemen refer when they speak of the rise of the option 
business, increased 474,000,000. 

Now, let us see to what extent the agricultural products of the 
world have increased. The aggregate amount of agricultural 
products in 1840 was 4,119,000,000 bushels; in 1887 the aggre- 
gate amount was 9,122,000,009. Thus we see that with 474,000,- 
000 increase of population since 1840, we have more than double 
the amount of agricultural products for consumption that was 
formerly consumed by a population of the world of 1,009,000,000. 
' Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Have you any statements 
as to the wheat product? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I will come to that. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Whenever the 5 reaches a point 
where it will not interrupt him, I would like to ask him aques- 


tion. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Iwill answer the gentleman's inquiry with 
great pleasure. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iunderstood thegentleman tosay awhile 
ago that Congress had no power to control sales in this way. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. What I said was that Congress has no 
power to relieve the producer of agricultural products from de- 
structive competition; and I ask the gentleman as a lawyer 
whether Congress has such power? 

Mr. ST DALE. Does it not come under the same head as 
the bank tax? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. No, sir. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, Or the oleomargarine bill? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I havenever considered the oleomargarine 
bill constitutional; and I may say that I am in good company in 
this position. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. How as to the bank tax? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I consider the bank tax as constitutional 
because the Government has power to regulate the volume of 
the currency; and according to the construction of the Supreme 
Court of the United States the power exercised in imposing a 
bank tax is incidental to that of regulating the 3 

But I return to the question of food products. Mulhall says on 


page 6: 

In forty-eight years the area of tillage and planting has risen 65 per cent, 
but the crops haverisen 120 per cent. proved implements and machinery 
have made till: more uctive and grain cheaper. In 1840 each peasant 
produced about 73 bushels of grain; in 1800, 87 bushels, and in 1887, 114 bushels. 

Need you go further in order to find the reason for the fall of 
prices when you find that within thirty-seven years two men can 
produce as much as was produced by three before? And coming 
to our own country, we findexisting in the United States the 
highest 8 that has existed anywhere in the world so 
far as raising the greatest amount of products out of the soil is 
concerned. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. That is a mistake. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. To what extent this factor has been of im- 
portance can be best shown by the fact that 9,000,000 of agricul- 
turists in America produce in grain an amount equal to the pro- 
duction of 66,000,000 people in Europe and Asia. 

Mr. MARSH. Does not my colleage forget that the two men 
he speaks of cost more money now than the three men did at the 
period he has referred to? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Iam not speaking of that, because it cuts 
no figure. I am speaking of the amount produced, irrespective 
of price; for the amount of production compared with the possi- 
ble demand influences the price almost without regard to the 
cost of production. 

d — 5 MARSH. It has something to do with the cost of pro- 
uction. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Iam not speaking of the cost of produc- 
tion. I am speaking of the production itself, not the cost of it. 


What does it show? Itshows that production has tremendously 


increased; that it has increased entirely out of proportion to, 
the increase in population; and then, even if you admit, as it 
must be admitted, that the man of to-day, owing to the cheap- 
ness of the product, consumes a much larger proportion of it 
than the man of former years, even then we have manifestly a 
tremendous surplus as compared with that of former years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if it is legitimate to stop the fall of prices 
I say to you, and I challenge contradiction of the assertion, as 
long as you do not stop increased production so long the fall in 
prices will progress. Unless you can stop the creation of a sur- 
plus the fall in ie will continue; and as long as you can not 
and do not legislate against better means of production, so long 
must the increased production continually go on and produce its 
legitimate result, the fallin prices. If that time shall ever ar- 
rive in the history of legislation when you can legislate an im- 

ssibility—that is, when you can legislate against the inevitable 

w of supply and demand, then you can raise or lower prices at 
will irrespective of the amount of production. But no one—no 
Congress can ever do that. 

It is clear that the law of supply and demand, against which 
you can not legislate, is a law with which you can not interfere, 
and which takes its course irrespective of what this or any other 
Congress may do. So long as that law continues you must ad- 
mit that legislation of this kind has no place even if it could ac- 
complish the object sought. 

But to recur again to what I started tosay. Is anyone here 
so bold, is anyone so blind to the facts of history and of political 
economy, as to announce as a doctrine that the cheapening of 

roducts of all kinds is not and always has been and always will 

of benefit to mankind? 

Suppose your prices of paper to-day were what they were two 
hundred years ago, where would be your education and civiliza- 
tion? Suppose your prices of other necessaries of life, suppose 
your prices of wool, for instance, of to-day, and of clothing, were 
what they were one hundred or two hundred years ago, what 
would be the condition of our people? What would be the con- 
dition of our workingmen were it not for the cheapening, and 
the continued cheapening, of prices? While I am on this point 
let me read to you what a distinguished statesman has said upon 
the question of the price of the food supply. Mr. Richard Cob- 
den says: 

Sir, I shall leave office, I fear, with a name severely censured by many 
honorable gentlemen who, on public principle, deeply t the severance 
of party ties; Ishall surrender power severely censured, I fear again, D; 
many honorable gentlemen who, from no interested motive, have adhere 
to the principle of protection as important to the welfare and interests of 
the country; Is leave a name execrated by every monopolist who, from 
less honorable motives, maintains protection for his own individual bene- 
fit; but it may be that I shall leave a name sometimes remembered with 
expressions of good will in those places which are the abode of men whose 
lot it is to labor and to earn their daily bread the sweat of thelr brow— 
a name remembered with expressions of good when they shall recreate 
their exhausted strength with abundant and untaxed food, the sweeter be- 
cause it is no longer leavened by a sense of injustice. 

And so I say to you that if the object of this bill could be at- 
tained, if food and food products could be raised in prices to the 
farmer, they would be made by just so much dearer to the con- 
sumer. Every dollar you give the farmer as an enhanced price 
means tears, deprivation, and starvation to the man who is re- 
quired to purchase those food products, and for whom a greater 
price means less food. 

In the very outstart and beginning of his section on food, Mr. 
Mulhall, who is fully abreast of this question, says: 

The food supply of the civilized nations (that is, Europe, the United 
States, the British Colonies, etc.) has increased during the nineteenth cen- 


tury faster than population; which shows that the material welfare of 
mankind has advanced in its most important particular. 


Who will deny that the man who is able to buy 4 pounds of 
bread is better off materially and is a happier man in every re- 
spect than the man whose means permit him to Dag but 2 
pounds? It may be prosaic; it may lack all of the ideal; but you 
can not deny the fact that the happiness of mankind is, after all, 
primarily dependent upon the stomach; that with an empty 
stomach you can educate your laborer as much as you please; 
you can raise your pauper mentally as much as you please, yet 
with an empty stomach he will be still unhappy. I believe itis 
Herbert Spencer who says that the man who makes two blades 
of grain grow where one grew before is the greatest benefactor 
of mankind. í 

From whichever standpoint you may look upon this proposed 
legislation it seems vicious; but whether it accomplishes its ob- 
ject or not, it isa violation of the Constitution and an unwar- 
ranted interference in private rights and into the sovereignty 


of the States. 
So plain, so palpable is this violation of the Constitution, 
that among all the apologists for this law I have yet to find the 


first one with hardihood sufficient so assert its constitutionality 
without reserve or proviso. 
In conclusion let me say that I listened devoutly and devot- 
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edly yesterday to my good friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIB- 
LEY], and I gloried when the gentleman announced as his re- 
ligion his adherence to the United States. I join you, my 
friend. Ican worship in the same church; I can bend my knee 
at the same altar. But let me call your attention to one thing. 
The Christian church has its Bible; the Mohammedan church 
has its Koran; the Jewish church has its Pentateuch. The 
church of the United States, to which we jointly belong, has its 
sacred writ, and that sacred writ is the Constitution. If I wor- 
ship with you within that church, I want to do so according to 
the dictates of that Constitution. I can not enter that church 
with you as some do, having first used the Constitution asa mat 
to wipe my feet upon: Applause.] 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, there is butone excellent feature 
in this bill. That is to say, the intention of this bill, in that it 
Pioposes to prevent 15 is not to be criticised; but on 
every other ground this bill is open to criticism. ene 

In the first place, our fathers in their genius and in their wisdom 
established a nation composed of various States, and they protected 
with the greatest care the rights of the States. Mr. Chairman, in 
the development of civilization there arise many conditions which 
they could not in the nature of the case anticipate, and whenever 
any new condition demands new legislation, and it can not by any 

ossibility be accomplished by the States, I am in favor of stepping 
the very verge of the powers conferred upon the National Goy- 
ernment by the Constitution to accomplish a beneficent purpose. 

But wherever the States can accomplish an end, as fully and as 
thoroughly as the United States Government, any interference by 
the General Government is a trenching upon one of the wisest pro- 
visions of the Constitution, that is to say, that all powers not 
clearly granted to the General Government are retained by the 
States.“ And if there was no other reason, and this law was in 
every respect proper and desirable, but its objects could be accom- 
plished by the States as well, I certainly would vote against it. 

Again, and in objection to this bill, it is not enough that there 
are evils, to our imagination or to our judgment, to justify a law. 
It must be shown that the evils it is proposed to remedy overbalance 
the good. It must be shown that in plucking the tares from the 
field we do not injure the wheat an hundredfold more than the 
wheat would be injured if the tares and the wheat grew together 
until the harvest. This bill, in its very nature, will do incalculable 
damage to the business interests of this country, Why, I suppose 
that, if it were possible for us, we would eradicate all damage that 
rains may do by restricting rain, and with our limited vision we 
would abolish electricity from the atmosphere because of its objec- 
tionable features. 

We would abolish all children’s diseases by a unanimous vote 
here and now in the House; but who knows that it would be safe? 
It seems as though the moment a child was brought into the world 
all nature struggled to kill it, and that only the strongest and 
healthiest survive. Is that humane to our narrow vision? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Would not the gentleman’s idea be to abolish 
quarantines, then? 

Mr. WALKER. Well, I am talking seriously, and the gentleman 
must excuse me from trifling. The evils proposed to be reached 
and eradicated by this law are infinitesimal in proportion to the 
advantages that are accomplished to every man, woman, and child 
in the community by the excellent things which this jaw would 
suppress in attempting to destroy the bad. 8 5 

I do not propose to go into and describe all the conditions of this 
speculative business. There is no occasion for anything further 
being said upon them than was said so admirably by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. W vom who, in my judgment, made one of 
the clearest, most concise, and able speeches that has been made 
on this floor in this Congress, if, indeed, a more able one has been 
heard in any Congress upon subjects kindred to this. 


WEALTH ACCUMULATES, BUT MEN DO NOT, THEREFORE, DECAY. 


I have noticed that every gentleman who is slow and sluggish 
to accomplish anything in this world is familiar with and will 
recite to you Æsop’s fable of the frog and the snail. I bave noticed 
also that all Socialists, Communists, Nihilists, Bellamists, and Hen 
bab leg treasure and are ever repeating to you the lines of Gold- 
smith: 

„III fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 
Where wealth accumulates and men decay.” 


They always have that at their tongue’s end. Who ever knew 
men to decay because wealth accumulated? Who ever knew a 
eountry to prosper except by the accumulation of wealth? How 
are men to haye more wealth unless it first exists that it may be 
divided among them? ` 

These lines are all very acceptable in their jingle, but never were 
statements uttered that were in their import more utterly false and 
baneful. The gentleman of the Northwest [Mr. Bryan], the 
“Robespierre of the Northwest,” more than any man I ever before 
knew in public life, tells us that „speculation is 1 8 „and 
that the farmer is injured by the buying and selling of Bra 
and by all speculating in grain. Mr. an, the average price 
of September, October, and November wheat m Chicago, for the 


five years from 1889 to 1893, inclusive, averaged 88$ cents per bushel, 

In the same years the average for May wheat was only 81 cents 
so that the loss in buying wheat in the fall when the farmers sol 
their wheat, or would naturally sell it if they were good business 
men, if it had been carried by em until the next May, there would 
have been a loss to them of 7 cents a bushel. And this will aver- 
age to be the case in any series of twenty years. 

HOW THE CROPS ARE SOLD. 

It is a matter of common knowledge that the farmers throughout 
this country sell their crops when they mature. I care not in what 
business it is, as it isa truth as to all business, thatif you buy when 
you needathing to consume rather than attempt to anticipate in 
speculation, you will thus average to make a considerable percent- 
age more money. Any business man who has watched business 
operations for twenty years knows that to be true. 

And it is also a fact that the farmers of the country have received 
in the last five years, for all the wheat that has been carried beyond 
the 1st of May, 7 cents more than its normal price. 

Mr. Chairman, it is impossible to maintain a price level from year 
to year on agricultural products except by having a large amount 
of capital devoted to speculation in them. Excepting from the im- 
mense bodies of capital that are devoted wholly and exclusively 
to sarrying those products year in and year out, prices would ruin- 
ously fluctuate. And yet it is a matter of history that in the av- 
erage, taking all the men engaged in it and averaging what they 
make and lose, as was said by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WARNER], they average to lose in a series of years a very consider- 
able percentage of their capital. 

Not only are these crops carried for the farmers without interest 
charges, practically, but they are carried on a loss of capital to 
those who carry them. Now, if this is a fact, and it is incontesta- 
bly true—if this is a fact, I say, why should there be any law hin- 
dering buying and selling in any form that men may elect to do it in. 

Gentlemen, if what I have said to you thus far is true, you must 
give the opponents of this bill the case here and now; and if it is 
not true, dispute it now and prove it untrue. Ask me any ques- 
tion, or you may make any statement you choose here and now, if 
you contest the points I make. Ah, but my friend from the North- 
west [Mr. BRYAN] says that „no one has any moral right to affect 
the prices, either up or down.” Moral right to affect prices! No 
purchase or sale, made before the product is actually needed for 
consumption, can be made without “affecting the prices, either up 
or down.” His restriction is absolutely uneconomic. 


THE SPECULATORS DISTRIBUTE ACCUMULATED WEALTH. 


Furthermore, as I haye said, these speculators practically dis- 
tribute accumulated wealth. The laws of the universe hold in the 
action of man, seemingly erratic though such action may be, seem- 
ingly dependent upon the man alone, without other influence, they 
hold as firmly as they doin geology and chemistry and electricity 
or anything else. All nature struggles to distribute wealth. ‘Verily 
riches take to themselyes wings and fly away.” In economics the 
office of the speculator is to distribute accumulated wealth. 

I remember a man of my acquaintance who went into Wall street 
to speculate with $7,000,000 that he had accumulated in business, 
Five years afterwards he came into my office having on an old pair 
of rubber shoes and exceedingly poor clothes, with a cloth traveling 
bag in his hand to sell me machine needles, and he 55 
thanked me for a little purchase I made that he might be able to 
buy a dinner. I hold that not one man in a hundred who goes into 
Wall street comes out without there leaving his fortune, and the 
economic result, whatever may be the moral result, is that that 
property is finally distributed pro rata among the masses of the 

ople. 
es all my business life I have bought before the thing existed even 
as ‘raw material” that the man from whom I purchased could buy, 
and during all my business life in New England, although still in 
business in Chicago, all my manufacturing in New England, my 
sales were only once a year, and when that product of a million 
and a half was sold I did not own $200,000 of it at the time. Of 
course, I had to insure myself in “futures.” You are restricting 
legitimate business at its very foundation in this bill. 

he very foundation and fundamental principle of lowest possible 
economic production is struck at, because this bill strikes at all the 
‘insurance of business,” and keeps the legitimate business man of 
the community and all the capitalists from engaging in legitimate 
business, If the principle of this bill were carried ont you would 
shut up the production of consumable wealth to those men only who 
are actually and personally engaged in production and to only the 
capital that they themselves own. Why, my friend from the North- 
west [Mr. Bryan] talks about “leaving farmers alone.” “Leave 
my farmers alone!” he exclaims. I would like to ask him who are 
‘my farmers?” All the famine and pestilence in India is when 
“ farmers are left alone.” 

No advances on the crops to be gathered anywhere in from two to 
twelve months can be had, hence comes famine and pestilence in 
India. Whence famine and pestilence in Ireland, where the popu- 
lation was reduced from 8,000,000 to some over 4,000,000? Because 
the farmer in Ireland had no speculator to sell “futures” on his 


6586 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 20, 


crop not yet made, when he was short of funds. Men . 
borrow money on a erop a year ahead of its 3 know, 
from practical experience before the civil war, that the crop gathered 
paid Aebts a year old all through the South. 

We sold to Southern m ts before the war on „twelve 
months” with scareely an 2338 and the merchants took longer 
„futures“ of the planters. M nd of the Northwest [Mr. Bryan], 
for he represents no narrow State field, says that “the raising or the 
lowering of the price of farm products is burglary.” This is com- 
munism, socialism, almost anarchism, when you reduce it to its last 
analysis. He does not “want the prices of his farmers’ products 
increased by speculation;” he “wants nothing added to their 
prices and nothing taken from them by speculation.” Then he 
wants to banish his farmers back to as miserable a condition as the 
farmers of the world were in two hundred years ago. 

HIGHER WAGES, CHEAPER PRODUCTS. 

Again, it has been said by one of the sharpest farmers on this 
floor, judging from what I know of him, that “‘it costs as much to 

roduce a bushel of wheat, a bushel of corn, or a bushel of oats to- 

y as it ever cost.” Then why your horse-power mowers, rakes, 


hoes, gang-plows, harvesters, and reapers? y doyou have them, 
if “it conta jostaa much as it ever did” to raise your crops? He says 
it is because they can do more with machines. Of course 


they can “ do more,” and what does that mean? That means higher 


wages. 

arma to say to you, Mr. Chairman, and through you to this 
committee, that higher wages means immensely improved appli- 
ances and they mean cheaper products. — 7 bibs yi also mean 
cheaper land. Higher wages cheapen eer ing. I know a farm 
which sold for $3,000 thirty years , the one hired man that 
was needed to work on it receiving $12 a month and board; but 
that farm is to-day not worth more than $1,200, because the one 
hired man who is needed upon it gets $20 a month and board, and 
the difference of $8 between paying $12 a month and $20 a month 
makes the difference between the former price of that farm and its 
2 price. Will you stop advancing civilization for that reason? 

there any other — given among men that all men can even 
“tond” to faring alike 


NATURE STRUGGLES TO ENFORCE THE GOLDEN RULE. 


I want to say to you aga a that all nature in economics struggles 
te make all men o the golden rule. Whatever may be the 
motives that actuate the man, whether with wicked hands or with 
beneficent er he touches production, the economic result is 

ractical obedience to the golden rule in helping his fellow to wages. 

tis ＋ 7 all controversy that, =< cotton, all other products 
of the and field can be produced for just about half the work 
in hours that it took to 2 them fifty years ago. No man can 
successfully and contradict that proposition. 

Now, if men receive double or treble in higher wages and cheaper 
products than they received forty or =r pee ago, then it comes 
to this, that that great economic law w. commands and controls 
us all has given to the man at the bottom all the advantage of these 
improvements. And will you Democrats change that if you can, 

ou “superexcellent professors” of love for the dear people? We 
epublicans on this side of the House will not change it; will you? 
Again, when you raise wheat, or corn, or oats, or hay, for 
former cost you raise horses and beef and pork and shi 
the former cost, because they are but the secon 
—_ other things that can now be produced for ha 
T 

Whether you get out of your ground brick from its clay, coal or 
ore from its mina, or hh 3 tw and wages only. 
It may be that it is the generation before that has furnished a 
fractional of the wages, it may be the second generation back 
but in its last analysis if is all wages without deduction, without 
subtraction. 


hours of 


VARY THE CROPS, 


There is only one chance for higher prices of wheat and cotton 
than you are now getting, that is that they shall be relatively to 
all the crops less in amount. There is a bright future for cotton 
districts, because wheat and corn and oats and hogs and beeves 
= can raise as well as cotton, but the Northwest must be confined 

some new product, sugar, wool, etc., for it can not enter upon your 
cotton fields. 

You gentlemen of the South have been advised by your leaders 
and statesmen, as I have observed ever since I have read the papers 


or read the writings of r able leading men before my time, to 
vary your crops to mix g: Do you know that the statistics 
show that only 2 per cent of the farm mortgages that are foreclosed 


are foreclosed on those that have a variety of crops, and that 98 per 
cent of the mo es foreclosed are foreclosed upon farms devoted 
to one crop only? In passing let me say that the statisties further 
show that only 20 per cent of the farm mortgages maturing have 
been foreclosed in the last year that were foreclosed on an average 
ten years preceding. 

Mr. Chairman, I propose to devote the balance of my time to sta- 
tistical arguments. 


ARGENTINE WHEAT IS TAKING THE PLACE OF OURS. 


? Cents. 
May 10, its price in Liverpool, June dclivery.-..-...-........- 59. 4 
In Chicago, June deliver 57 
Freight to Liverpool oe Se w 9. 1 
: — 66.1 
Chicago price above Liverpool. ........-.........+---+- 6.7 


Showing that wheat in Chicago was 6.7 cents above its normal 
3 It was put above the normal price only by the 
spec investing in it capital which was not the capital of those 
who handled it as merchants or manufacturers. This simple state- 
ment of fact, if I had begun and closed with it, would demand the 
vote against this bill of every man in this House. 

Ah, but Iam told by gentlemen here that their constituents want 
this bill; that the conventions that nominated them and sent them 
to this House passed resolutions demanding it. I say you nay, 
8 I tell you one and all that the man does not sit on this 

oor whose constituents ‘‘ want this bill,” or whose convention has 
passed resolutions comman him to“ vote for this bill“ in any 
other than a technical sense. What your constituents demand, 
gentlemen, are resulis, and I say for myself—I do not say it for 
138 I should be unworthy of a place upon this floor if, when 

found that any legislation would injure my constituents, I did 
not vote t that legislation, whatever their technical instruo- 
tions might have been, and explain my action afterwards and re- 
conquer their opinion in proving to them that the particular 
measure they demanded would defeat the end they sough 

As I have done once before, I n call attention to glorious Joo 
Mc of California, as we called him here, now J nige McKenna. 
The convention nominating him passed rosolutions for the free 
coinage of silver, and his constituents were unanimous for it, but 
he told them he did not believe in it and that he should vote against 
it. Iam not saying whether he was right or wrong on that ques- 
tion; I am m ting attention to his conscience and honest 
independence, and I say to you, gentlemen, that our constituents 
respect us more when we are courageously wrong than when we 
are timidly, meanly a, bee and are proud of us when courageously 
right. Down deep in their souls they can not but have a contempt 
for us if we would put our hands to anything our conscience dla. 
approves as we are given light to see it. 

TA e have ay of — man than ay all tho world 
sides. Convince udgment, and you shall have my vote; 
failing in that you will not, if everyone of my constituents desires 
the action pa propose. All constituencies demand results; methods 
they rightly leave to their representatives. 
Now, let us look at this matter a little. I tell you, farmers of 
the United States, it behooves you to consider your position now 
es you have never done before since our fathers landed on these 
shores. 
EXPORTS OF STAPLES. 


By appendix A, which I will pan with this speech, you will seo 
the average shipment of 1893 of cattle, corn, cotton, fish, and fruit, 
as compared before, was $55,000, 006 


th the average five Ade 


less; and in 1893 it was less than in 1 eee: and includ- 


ing mineral crude and man an products, the 
shipments were $64,000,000 less than the average of the five previous 
years, and $46,000,000 less than in 1892. 


EXPORTS OF WHEAT: 


Now, look at wheat in A er . Why, sir, in the three months 
of January, February, an h last we shipped 7,500,000 bushels 
less than we did in the same months in 3 and the Argentine 
ublic, Chile, British India, Russia, and minor countries shipped 
7,000,000 more. 
INCREASE IN FARM PRODUCTS. 


Again, look at our increase in all farm productions in Appendix 
C. Weare producing of cotton 144 per cent more than we did in 
1873, not in totals—immensely more in totals—but per capita, And 
we are shipping only 55 per cent more. What will you do with the 
other 90 per cent? These figures I am giving you are per capita. 
We raised of wheat 301 per cent more in 1892 than in 1873, and we 
shipped only 145 per cent more. What will you do with the other 
150 per cent? 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman allow metosay that, according 
to oes theory of his party, that would be consumed in the home 
market? 

Mr. WALKER. Not if the Democratic party destroys the home 
market, my friend. [Laughter and applause. | You let our home 
market alone and we will take care of the wheat and cotton. 

Mr. TERRY. You had your own way in fixing a ublican 
tariff; and now, according to your own statement, you have not 
furnished any home market, and you have not shown—— 

Mr. WAL I decline to yield for anyth but a question. 
The gentleman has made that statement; and let me say that it is 
about as rational as it would be if when a man had been sentenced 
to death you should denounce him and his family for their sorrow 
and undertake to console his family by asking them: What are 
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you sorrowing about? He has not been hanged yet.” That is 
exactly the position of the gentleman. 

Mr. TER Of course it is very proper for the gentleman to 
answer me, while he does not permit me to argue the question with 
him 


Mr. WALKER. Never mind; I can not yield for an argument; 
you do not dispute my facts. Let me say that all the facts which i 
give in my ad to-day are facts of publie record obtained from 
the proper Departments of this Government. Iam simply respon- 
sible for the conclusions I draw from them and the figuring I have 
done upon them. The basic facts are incontestable. 


THE MARKET FOR GRAINS. 
We raised 96 per cent more of corn and shipped only 41 per cent 
more, leaving 55 per cent increase on our hands. Now the highest 
export of wheat to Great Britain was 83,000,000 bushels; and in 
1892 we shipped only 30,000,000 bushels—53,000,000 bushels less. 

Our foreign market for grains is surely being captured by other 
countries. 

Lest I should forget it, I want now to ask the privilege of pub- 
lishing with my remarks the tables to which I am referring. 

TheCHAI . Thegentleman from Massachusetts asks unani- 
mous consent to publish certain statements with his remarks. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

WHEAT, CORN, OATS AND COTTON: 

Mr. WALKER. The total crop of wheat, corn, and oats per capita 
produced in 1873 was 35.6 bushels; and we exported a larger per- 
centage of the crop then than we haye done this year. Yet in 1892 
it was 51.3 bushels—44 per cent or 15.7 bushels per capita more in 
1892 than in 1873. Of cotton we produced 44 ds per capita in 
1873, and 69 pounds in 1892—56.7 per cent. or 25.3 pounds more cot- 
ton. Is it not perfectly clear that you must change your cotton 
crop and produce less proportionately to other crops. 

In Appendix D you will see that in 1892 Phe produced three and 
a half times more cotton than in 1870 (and I have told you about 
your exports). We actually imported cotton to the tune of forty- 
three and a half times as much in 1892 as we did in 1870, the im- 
ports being 108,000 bales of 400 pounds each. If this thing keeps on 
increasing as it has done for the last ten or twelve years a very con- 
siderable proportion of the cotton used in the cotton mills of this 
country will be imported from the cheaper labor countries of India 
and Egypt. The freight from Li to Boston is not over one- 
quarter of that from our cotton fields, Most of it comes in for next 
to nothing as “ballast.” 

THE PRICE OF WHEAT. 

Now let us turn to the wheat fields of the world. It is said that 
silver is the true measure of prices. It is claimed that the silver 
question is so inextricably mixed up with prices which are so closely 
affected by the selling of ‘‘futures” that it can not be separated in 
this discussion. I am, therefore, compelled to deal with silver. 
Free-coinage advocates claim that it has been proved that silver 
has not depreciated or chan in price because wheat for all these 
years has remained at a uniform price, measuring its price in i 
of silver. That is to say, if the money price of silver is given it 
also gives, unerringly, the price of wheat. If the price of wheat 
is given one will surely know from that the 3 of silver, as they 
have kept together for decades. This theory LP sat sony to thoroughly 
test by the facts. The prices of wheat in London one hundred years 
ago, as you will see in Appendix H, were 84.4 per cent more than 
they are to-day in London. Are the prices y to be measured 
in silver? at were they then? For the fifteen years, from 1846 
to 1860, the prices in 3 of gold of Wheat in London were 51.2 

r cent more than they are now; and for the next ten years, from 

861 to 1870, 22.5 per cent more than now. 

The price of wheat in London fell 38 per cent in that time in 
grains of gold, and in grains of silver wheat fell in price only 22 
per cent. If, then, silver is the true measure of value, why did not 
the price fall in silver as much as it didin gold? And ifsilver has 
fallen in value 22 per cent as measured by wheat, will some of the 
free-coinage advocates on this floor tell me why it is not equally 
proven that gold has fallen 38 per cent? If you can prove by the 
price of wheat in silver that silver has fallen, why do you exclude 
gold from being tested by the same standard? 


ECONOMIC MAN THE TRUE MEASURE OF PRICE. 


The fact is that you are all wrong in using the one or the other 
as atest. There is only the one available test, Mr. Chairman, and 
that is the price of “economic man” as shown in his wages. That 
is the only true test of the real value of any produet, What is its 

gato cost in vir is the question. ow me the average 
wages in the world and I will show you an invariable economic test 
to apply to every product from one end of the world to the other. 


MR, BOISSEVAIN ON PROSPERITY. 


In the Brussels convention of November, 1892, Mr. Boissevain, 
delegate from the Netherlands, spoke as follows: 


I do not see that we have cause for rejoicing in any increase — gem pros 


I have to say to this House that the student of economic science— 
the careful observer of economic movements and questions for the 
last fifty years who can make that statement—who does not know 
that it is untrue, who does not know this world has progressed in 
that time, tested by any test whatever, more than in the hundred 
years preceding, his word is not worth regarding anywhere upon 
such questions. 


PRESIDENT ANDREWS OX THE FALL OF PRICES. 


Dr. Andrews, president of Brown University, Rhode Island, and 
delegate of the United States in the same convention, says: 

Gentlemen, the os Aig people of the United States wish to stay that bane- 
ful, blighting, deadly of prices which for nearly thirty years infected 
with — the economic life-blood of the whole world. They do not desire to 


m 
debase the standard of value. They would have every debt paid in gold or its 
equivalent, but they do not wish gold to be arbitrarily and unjustly appreciated. 


What a jaundiced vision is here revealed! “Classical economies,” 
isit? I would like to ask any member on this floor how are the plain 
poopie to improve their relative condition? How are the poor to 

me relatively richer and the rich relatively Barer in this world 
as they have been doing in the last forty years? Is there any man 
here who is able to give the answer? I would most respectfally 
suggest to any person who gives thonght to the question that it is 
first by higher wages, second by lower prices of products, and third 
by shorter hours. Is there any man in the sound of my voice who 
can conceive of any other method? And when they all verge to 
one point and double the real wa; of the worker, measured in 
grains of gold, is not that a depreciation of gold, if gold is used to 
pay wages? Is it not a proof conclusive of the depreciation of 
gold if products are bought in gold, or at the gold measure of value, 
produced by and the eqnivalent of double wages in gold? What 
answer is to be given other than that? 


“CLASSICAL POLITICAL ECONOMISTS.” 


Oh, but these men whose writings and opinions smell of the lamp, 
and the lamp only—and a mighty offensive at that—who abhor 
facts, tell us otherwise, do they? Yes; but political economists 
since the days of and contra to Adam Smith, “classical political 
economists,” have treated with contempt the whole body of the 
economic history of the world since hisday. Adam Smith, because 
wages had not Sop. in a hundred years, took the “ prices of 
products” instead of the prices of man in his wages” for the 
groundwork of his discussion, and thereby produced incalculable 
injury to the whole world, because subsequent writers, with one ex- 
ception, have adhered to his method. Only one man, Prof. 3 
Gunton, had the patience and the wisdom to apply to economics 
the proper methods, taking wa, for a basis and using only abso- 
lute facts, following wherever they led and drawing his conclu- 
sions by inductive reasoning and on the shortest lines. 

Sir Guilford L. Molesworth, the delegate from British India, 
spoke as follows: 


Silver is the standard of value of more than one-half the world; yet silver 
prices have remained stable, while gold prices have fallen forty or fifty per cent. 


I want to say tothe House that it is just as easy of mathematical 
demonstration that gold has depreciated as that silver has depreci- 
ated or that the sun shines or water runs or that two and two make 
four, and I propose totake up that question for a little while, farther 
on in my remarks. 

to show you that silver as measured by products has 
varied more than gold and that it is not a measure of value of any 
other product, before I get through. 

Mr. Allard, delegate from Belgium, spoke again as follows: 

The statistics of Mr. Sauerbeck have that the allegation of 
overproduction as a cause of falling prices ip aves * gati 

The truth, emen, was told by Mr. Goshen, in England, 1883: The fall of 


OVERPRODUCTION. 


What do you think of it in the light of the figures I have given 
of overproduction in this country? And the same is true of over- 
production all over the world, and in this way only can the plain 
people eome into their ow]n. Why, Mr. Chairman, when a drummer 
starts out with his samples to sell ‘prodno what does he offer for 
sale? The whole body of them offer from one-third more to twice 
as much of products as will be produced by the world in the next 
twelve months. 

Every drummer offers for sale, not what is produced, but what 
the utmost limit of the productive capacity of the factory, the farm, 


and the mill is, and this world to-day, diligently employed, as the 


United States was employed in 1891 and can produce in any 
year as much as can be consumed in any year anda half. Talk to 
me about no overproduction! The prices are made by the cost of 
production of economic man, That is the basial line below w. 
under normal conditions, prices never go, and supply and deman: 
make the price above that Pasial minimum line. that is not true, 
then n is true in economics. 

Mr. Sau says: 


The trath, gentleman, was told by Mr.Goschen in 1883. The fall of prices 
comes from a rise of gold. d 
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Does he? This is tho “parrot talk” of affected wisdom to secure | which were not, without exception, buttressed by volumes of 


ends not warranted by the facts. 
Ne GOLD HAS DEPRECIATED. 


Lep us look at that for a moment. I want to say to this House 
that in Appendix Litis shown that gold has surely depreciated since 
1840, 1860, and 1873, measured by the wages of the world. All silver 
countries sell their products at gold values as international money. 
All the prices of their product are surely measured in silver first, 
then in gold, before they reach the foreign market. 


THE PRICE OF THE AVERAGE MAN IN DAY S WORK. 


In grains | In grains 


of gold. | of silver. 
19,14 335 
23. 20 370 
84.16 535 
39.12 1,285 


This shows that gold has depreciated since 1840 51.1 per cent; 
since 1860, 40.7 per cent; since 1873, 12.6 per cent. Silver has 
depreciated since 1840 73.9 par cent; since 1860, 71.2 per cent; 
since 1873, 57.6 per cent; and if you tell me that silver has no 
depreciated by an standara you can set up, then I say to you, try 

old by precisely the same standard and you must hold that gold 

as not appreciated. 

If you tell me that silver has not depreciated, then gold has not 
depreciated. You must try them by thesame standard. I will try 
them presently by products. 

Furthermore, a day’s work in 1840 would buy 335 grains of sil- 
ver; in 1860 it would buy 370 grains of silver at its commercial 
price; in 1873 it would buy 535 grains of silver, and in 1894 it 
would buy 1,285 grains of silver. Of gold, in those same years, it 
would buy in 1 19.14 grains; in 1860, 23.2 grains; in 1873, 34.16 
grains; in 1894, geins of gold. 

Mr. MARSH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes, for a question; not for an argument. 

Mr. MARSH. Are you referring to labor in this country or 
throughout the world? 


WAGES HAVE INCREASED ALL OVERTHE WORLD. 


Mr. WALKER. Iam using the labor in this country as a basis 
of my figures, but I want to tell you that while it has increased 
very much faster in dollars and “grains of gold” in this country, 
it has increased in England and all over the world just as much 
tin percentages” as it has here. So that while I use the wages of 
this country to proye it—— 

Mr. MARSH. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I had supposed 
that the legislation of the last thirty years was designed to increase 
the price of wages in this country, and that legislation, together 
with labor unions, had increased wages in this country. 

Mr. WALKER. Of course wages have been increased in this 
country. The gentleman and I believe that a certain thing has 
assisted in doing this, The gentleman wishes to take that subject 
into this discussion, I never yet on this floor discussed two 
economic questions at once. I propose to address the members of 
this House, upon the floor of this House, and not the 200,000 men, 
500 miles away, who have sent me here. I am here to legislate for 
this whole country. 

Now, the increase since 1840 in the gold actually or potentially 
received by the men working in the field, the farm, the mine, and 
everywhere throughout this country, in gold is 103.9 per cent; since 
1860, 68.6 per cent; since 1873, 14.5 per cent. It decreased from 1873 
to 18 „7 per cent. It has increased since 1877, 22.6 per cent. Who 
is the man who will arise in his place and propose to crowd the 
wageworker back into former conditions? 


PRICE OF WHEAT IN PAST SIXTEEN MONTHS. 


Now, let us look at the price of wheat for the last sixteen months, 
shown in Appendix J. In J: anay, 1893, it took 65.4 per cent more 
proe of silver to buy a bushel of wheat than it did in April, 1894. 

April, 1893, it took 57.5 per cent more grains of silver to buy a 
bushel of wheat than it did in April, 1894, In October, 1893, it took 
1 por = more grains of silver to buy a bushel of wheat than 
in Apri = 

Now, if that is true, I should like to know what kind of a meas- 
ure of value you have in wheat for silver or in silver for wheat. 
You have, all of you, claimed that silver is an unvarying measure 
of the value of wheat and of all other roducts, and it has been 
said all over this country, and especially in the“ elsewhere” that 
we sometimes refer to here—in a parliamentary way—it has been 
so declared, but no one has taken the pains to prove it. 

You men who introduce antioption bills and who talk recklessly 
about the free coinage of silver, I never knew of any of you taking 
the pains to prove anything you eversaid. I have never heard you 
undertake to prove the correctness of any proposition you have ad- 
vanced in the five years that I have been in Congress, and I have 
never heard arguments made in opposition to your propositions 


economic records. 
COTTON. 

Take cotton as shown in Appendix K. Cotton sold from 1840 
to 1844 for 7.9 cents a pound in New York; in the next five years 
for 7.8 cents a pound; for the next five years for 10.3; and the next 
five years for 11.6. In the last two years you have got 10.6 cents 
per pound in New York; and for five years before that 10.2, all in 
gold. What could you possibly gain by taking your pay for it 
in silver. This was in New York. And it does not cost you one- 
third as much to send your cotton from your farms to New York as 
it cost you in the thirty years when the country was in a normal con- 
Giton efore the war of disunion and the suspension of specie pay- 
ments. 

Is silver the true measure of value? What is the proof of it? 


WHEAT. 
Then again take wheat, as shown in Appian L. From184 to 
1844 wheat sold in Chicago at 52.8 cents a bushel; for the next five 
ears at 67 cents a bushel. In the last five years, ending 1891, at 
.2 cents a bushel in Chicago. It cost you 20 cents a bushel to 
get your wheat from Chicago to Boston in 1862, and in the last 
year it did not cost you over 5 cents to get it to Boston. It cost you 
9 cents to get your wheat from Chicago to Liverpool in 1894; and 
it cost you three times that amount to got it to Liverpool in the 

years that 1 havo referred to. See Apendix LL. 
CORN. 


The course of corn is tho same, as shown by Appendix M. The 
price of corn in Chicago in the five years 7 4 was 33 cents 
a bushel, gold. In the five years ending 1849, 33.6 cents. In the 
ten years ending 1859, 39.8 cents. In the five years ending 1891, 

‘old price, 44.2 cents. It cost the farmer half the price of his corn, 

‘om 1840 to 1849, to get it to the city of Chicago. In the last five 
years it has not cost him over 5 cents a bushel. 

There is not a word of truth in what has been talked on the stump 
and in this House with reference to the relationship of silver to 
prices of farm products. 


NINE AGRICULTURAL STAPLES, 


Take the nine most important staples in this country shown in 
Appendix N, and since 1860 they have only gone down 1.6 per cent 
in gold prices, I have not the figures for the last two years. It is 
just as plain as anything can be that they are the culmination of a 
period of overproduction in the few staples thatare cheaper. I will 
show you a great many of the staples in which the prices are not 
cheaper, but very much higher in gold prices. In fact, it is very 
remarkable how very little gold prices have depreciated consider- 
ing the lessened hours work it now takes to produce “‘ products.” 

HOGS, 

Take the matter of hogs, as shown in Appendix O. They sold in 
Cincinnati for the ten years from 1840 to 1850, live weight, at $2.90 
a hundred pounds; from 1851 to 1860, the next ten years, at $4.87 a 
hundred. They have sold for the last ten years, ending 1891, at 
$5.42 a hundred, in gold measure. 

Is silver the true measure of value?” Where is the proof? 

BEEF. 

Take the matter of beef, live weight, as shown in . ey 
In Chicago it sold at $3.11 a hundred from 1840 to 1849; from 1849 to 
1859 at $3.56 a hundred, and in the ten years from 1882 to 1891 it 
sold for $4.12 a hundred, and that in gold prices. I will give you 
silver prices presently. 

TOBACCO. 

Tobacco, as shown in Appendix Q, sold in the five years (I have not 
the figures before 1865) from 1865 to 1869, good leaf, in Cincinnati 
at $11.83 a hundred pounds. In the five years ending 1891 it sold for 
$17.10, and it is higher to-day than ever known before; and that, 
too, in gold prices. 

How is it possible that “silver is the true measure of value?” 

COFFEE. 


I will pass over coffee in Appendix R, because there is an export 
duty on coffee; but coffee sold at 7.3 cents in the ten years from 1840 
to 1849, and for the ten years commencing in 1850 at 9.1 cents; and 
in the last five years it sold for 15.5 cents. ; ` 

SUGAR. 

Well, sugar! I will saye the feelings of my Democratic friends 
by refraining from alluding any further to sugar in 1 8. 
We have heard so much of sugar,“ or shall have heard before we 
get through with it, and are so distressed by it. Poor sugar! 

I want to say to this House another story that is told by silver 
advocates is absolutely untrue, viz: That England buys the product 
of silver countries at prices represented by 15} to 1 and pays for 
them in silver at 33 to 1 of gold, saving the difference. It takes 
just as many grains of silver to buy a bushel of wheat or corn or 
oats, or a pound of tobacco or tea or coffee or rice in the silver meas- 
ure of valuing countries as it takes here or in Liverpool or in any 
other country subject only to additions or subtractions because of 
tariffs and export duties, freights, and commissions. The price is 
the same in grains of silver the world over, 


1894. 


IMPORTS FROM SILVER COUNTRIES. 

We import from the silver-measure-of-value countries, as shown 
by Appendix T, $65,000,000 worth of goods, mostly consumed by 
farmers. If you should remonetize silver to-day at 16 to 1 of gol 
these goods would cost you $130,000,000, because if you should 
remonetize silver it would make the silver prices just the same as 
they are to-day, or else all the products of silver countries have 

t to come down one-half to meet their present gold price here. 

‘ou can take either horn of the dilemma you like. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Would it not make our products 
rise in price? 

Mr. WALKER. You can make our products“ rise in price” just 
as you can make dough rise by adding to it a batch of yeast. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Would it not make it so that if 
we bought from them $130,000,000 we could sell to them thousands 
and millions worth of our £ panoa at double price? 

Mr. WALKER, Ah! e can issue enough flat money to-morrow 
to make all our debts go down to 5 cents on the dollar and our 
wages go down to 20 cents a day. There is no difficulty about that. 
It is as easy as it is to lie or steal. . 

SENATOR TELLER’S TESTIMONY. 

Senator TELLER, who came before the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures in 1890 (see ö and thereby brought 
himself within the jurisdiction of this court for cross-examinatio: 
told us that what the gentleman from Alabama . WHEELER 
wants to accomplish could just as well be accomplished by reducing 
the weight of the gold dollar by one-third. It would now be by one- 
half. you want to scale down your debts, do itin that way; issue 
your fiat money. Make your products more valuable nominally— 
of course youcan. You can sell your product now for just as many 
more grains of bullion silver, as my table shows, if you want to; 
or you can send your silver to the mints of the silver countries and 
have it coined without passing any law on the subject. 

The farmers of this country repudiate the claims made for them 
on this floor. 

They ask for no laws under which they can repndiate half their 


debts. They have . fewdebts. Farm mortgages only 
aggregate $1,000,000,000, maturing one-fifth each year. The annual 
wage roll is $6 000 000,000. 


en 
e farmers do not ask to cause a loss of 52,000, 000, 000 annually to 
wage workers that 9 repudiate 6200, 000, 000 of debts they 
honestly owe. They will not consent to rob wage workers of $10 
that they may dishonestly gain $1. * 

Again we export forty millions to those countries, for which they 
have to pay eighty millions in silver. Of course, this would be 
sold to the silver-country consumer at half its present price. But 
of what avail is that to him with the price of his product halved? 
“Cheapness” has not benefited this country much in the last eight- 
een months, 

i the hammer fell.] 

. REED, Iask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts be extended. 

Mr. HATCH. Without limit? I shall object to that. Let the 
gentleman state how much time he wants. 

Mr. WALKER. I will not bore the committee. 

Mr. HATCH, There is a long list of gentlemen who desire to speak 
on this subject, and the House has ordered that debate shall close 
at the adjournment to-morrow. If the gentleman will indicate just 
what time he wants 

Mr. REED. Let it be an hour. 

Pes HATCH. Iobject. That is not fair to other gentlemen on 

e list. 

Mr. REED. The unfairness seems to haye been in the atronge: 
ment limiting the debate. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ated epoke three hours yesterday. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Maine is mistaken. Nothing 

Une is done in this House by unanimous consent can be said to be 
unfair. 

Mr. REED. Well, if there is any unfairness in this case it is in 
limiting the time for general debate. I do not know how we can 
get this additional time, but I remind the committee that the gen- 

eman from Pennsylvania was allowed to speak three hours yester- 


day. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CLARK of Missouri), The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HATCH] objects. 

Mr. HATCH. Let the gentleman from Massachusetts indicate 
what time he wants. 

Mr. REED. He has indicated an hour and I do not see why he 
should not have it. 

Mr. HATCH. I will not object to that, provided it is charged to 
that side—to those who are opposed to the bill. 

Mr. REED. Of course, it all be charged to ‘‘that side.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that Sae kantema from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] be 
allowed to pr for one hour. Is there objection? 

Mr. HATCH. With the understanding that the time is to be 
charged to the side opposing this bill, I do not object, 

The CHAIRMAN. ere is no objection, and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will proceed. 


SEVEN STAPLE PRODUCTS. 


The seven items, the difference in price of which I will now give, 
prove as conclusively as any facts can possibly prove that silver is 
not the true measure of value. There is only one item where the 
5 or depreciation of an in weight of ge and weight 
of silver is the same in the whole range of prices for any previous 
decade, and that end once for the period of ten years from 1840 to 
1849, as compared with the five years ending in 1891, namely, each 


48.9 per cent. The exhibit is as follows. 
WHEAT IN FIFTEEN MONTHS TO MAY 1, 1894. 
Per ct. 

From Jan , 1893, to April, 1 the gold price fell... 24.9 
Same period the silver — 5 fel” dees i 8 = K ˙ ensaneny 39. 4 

COTTON. 
Tn ten years, 1840 to 1850, to 1890 and 1891, the gold price of cotton increased. 20 
Same period, id silver it increased 73 

WHEAT. 


r e . . 48.9 
Same period, in silver it increas cell 48. 9 
CORN. 

In twenty years, 1840 to 1859, to the five years of 1887 to 1891, the gold price 
rr cassecausslemiuske 24.2 


HOGS, LIVE WEIGHT. 
In twenty years, from 1841 to 1860, to the ten years of 1882 to 1891, the gold 


price of hogs, live weight, increased. 39 
Same period, in silver it IncreascCƷa 4 75 
BEEVES, LIVE WEIGHT. l 
In the twenty years, 1840 to 1859, to the ten years of 1882 to 1891, the gold 
price of beeves, live weight, increased. ..........ssssessssnseresseneneneser 23 
Same period, in silver it increased... 53 
LEAF TOBACCO. 
In the five years, 1865 to 1869, the gold price of leaf tobacco increased 47 
Same period, in silver it increasedIIl. „ : 
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The price of economic man has not gone down. It has certain 
gone up as I have shown, To readjust the proportions of prod- 
ucts to each other is the only salvation for those two or three prod- 
ucts that are abnormally cheap. With the exception of wheat 
and cotton, products are higher in gold to-day than their normal 
price. 

Furthermore, if wages have gone up 68.7 per cent in the most 
important parts of the world, it is a thing inconceivable, in fact a 
thing impossible, that the price of products should have been 
reduced, excepting by three things: first, i rat pi ba machinery; 
second, improved methods of production; third, increased number 
of units produced under one management. It is not possible to pay 
higher wages and still sell psoas at a less price, unless the reduc- 
tion in price is made wholly and exclusively from increased eff- 
ciency in production. If there is not an increased efficiency in 
3 the price of the unit of product must go up by exactly 

he same percentage that wages go up. The only — means of 
further progress for each nation is to raise money wages aud to 
raise the pr ce of a day’s work on the farm by increased efficiency 
of the worker, and thus enable its own people to consume all the 
things that they produce. 


WAGES MAKE MARKETS. 


I want to 8 obey it upon this House that itis not individuals 
that make markets. Itis wages. If the wages in France could be 
raised 5 per cent, she would not need to export one dollar’s worth 
of anything unless she chose to doso. In the making of a tariff 
bill this session wo started out to make a tariff with reference to 
the whole world, but it was found after a while that we could not 
make a tariff with reference to any country but our own. There is 
no country but England that makes a tariff with reference to the 
world at large, and England isin as abnormal a condition in econom- 
ics as New York would be were she and Kings County set off and 
made a nation by themselves. 

New York would then be in the exact economic condition that 
England is in, because England produces only a small fraction of 
the raw products she utilizes. No man ever expresses in this House 
any regret that the prices of every kind of manufactured products 
had depreciated; the complaint is about the depreciation of the 
prices of agricultural products and of silver bullion. 


WORLD'S PRODUCT OF GOLD AND SILVER. 


Value of gold in 18922222 $137, 000, 000 
Value of silver in 1802 ooo ss E S E 000, 
Silver in 1892 coinage would make 196, 000, 
THE PRODUCT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Gold in'1800 0. . $33, 000, 000 
Silver in 1892 was 58,000,000 ounces; at 1893 average 
Prob; OLIE Was WOLI oon ccc nec nsec wccecwencst cons 49, 000, 000 
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This 58,000,000 ounces silver, lowest price in 1894, 59, 
JJ! ORES PN ali IT SNES $4, 500, 000 
Sai ais aap vas a YO 
whea 000, u a value, 63. 3 
In 1892 corn sete ton bushels, at export value, 45.. 756, 000, 000 
In 1892 oats „000, 000 bushels and hundreds of mil- 

lions of dollars in other products. 

Why sacrifice hundreds of millions of agricultural products to 
$34,500,000 silver? Increased efficiency of coin in the last eighty 
years is the equivalent of incre: quantity—from $1, to 
$13,000,000 in the China trade, and from $1,000 to $10,000,000 from 
New York to St. Louis. 

Now, a word about coined money. The coin and paper money 
needed is all that the people will carry in their pockets and then 
visible coin to the amount of all that foreign commerce needs. The 
visible gold per capita in Great Britain is 3.71; in Germany it is 
3.72; in this conntry the visible gold of commerce, to say nothing of 
silver, is 6.29 per capita. In Great Britain thero is 628 in foreign 
commerce to every dollar of visible gold; in Germany there is $9 of 
foreign commerce to every dollar of visible gold; in this country 
there is only $2.9 of foreign commerce to every dollar of visible gold. 
Either. England needs instruction in economic methods of commerce 
orwe do; wo cannot both be right. Three dollars to 1 seems waste- 
ful when $25 to 1 is all that England needs. This bre e e 
is not 3 of the ter or less number of silver do . 
we had coinage of silver their number would be at once reduced, 
instead of increased, by shipments abroad. 

Re cag eee Pet 4 1 3 the 3 be 
e the position that legislation against silver has not ue 
the value of nets? 

Mr. WAL Legislation against silver has stimulated the 
production of every article of commerce in every silver country of 
the world, and those products, coming in competition with ours, 
have, as a secon effect, reduced the price of products here. 
The demonetization of silver of itself has not reduced the price of 
products by one farthing, excepting in the way indica The 
stimulated production and rtation of genta y products in 
silver-measure-of-value countries, coming in competition with our 
own products, has affected the price of our products. I think that 
answers the question completely. 

Look at Mexico; look at herabundant coinage! And yetshe has 
only $5 per capita. puck aide ee e be our 
measure of value; not as tothe quantity of money. Give us free 
coinage to-morrow, and our gold will be a matter of commerce, and 
the value of our silver dollar in products would be less than half. 
We would keep here every dollar that our Daop uire for the 
doing of their business; and that number for which thero was no 
economie demand here would go abroad, just as gold goes from 
every country where there is no economic demand far it. 


(OPENING THE MINTS TO FREE SILVER. 


If our mints were o to-morrow for the free coinage of silver, 
and if the full cost of the coinage was charged to the silver miners, 
it is a question difficult to answer whether a single silver dollar 
would be coined in twenty years. Mexico charges 4 per cent for 
coinage; we charge nothing, Charge 4 per cent for coinage and 
give us free coinage of silver, and there is not an economist in this 
country or any other who will say that we would coin silver dollars 
in any quantity, simply because we now have all the silver dollars 
that we can possibly use, and we have substituted paper for four- 
as id that; paper is so much cheaper and better. 


ternational agreement also would have precisely the same 
effect. Every ounce of silver or gold is potentially present here 
and now in this country and in every other country and at every 


point of commerce, as is every other product subject to the demands 
of commerce. When you take a sample of wheat or flour or silver 
or gold in your hand and show it for sale as the representative of 
one barrel or a million barrels of flour, the flour of the world, like all 
other 8 is potentially present in your hands. 

Mr, OG EN. What would be tho use, then, of further coinage of 
Pie WALKER. Not a bit of use in it; and I would oppose as 
determinedly the coinage of gol if it was proposed to coin itas 
you do silver. Iam opposed to this whole business of forcing the 
coinage of either gold or silver. Let the people attend to their own 
coinage business; let us not undertake to force it on them, Our 
enormons coinage for pariy polio not an economic is 
8 this country to-day 67 cents a head in indirect taxation to 
carry it, when such taxation need not be one farthing. What I say 
is que as susceptible of mathematical demonstration as that two 
and two make four. 


GOLD COINAGE. 


The coinage in this country from 1862 to 1879 was $555,000,000, 
not a dollar of which went into circulation. Every cent of it was 
simply merchandise. The coinage of a metal does not make it 
money. ‘The store of gaa in this country in 1860 was $314,000,000; 
in 1880 it was $300,000,000. Every dollar of it was kept here because 


| 
commerce demanded it. We only lost $14,000,000 during that whole 
period of twenty years, when not a dollar of gold was used for 
money. Why? Such was the imperious demand of the trade of this 
2 Demonetize gold in this country and the case would be 

e same. 

Statistics show that in seventeen years—from 1862 to 1870 there 
had beenaccumulated, evenin India, $324,000,000 of gold; how much 
since 1879 I do not know. It is just so in every silver measure-of- 
value country. Merchants and commerce and manufacturing 
know no coinage laws or legal-tender laws. These do not have the 
least real effect. These matters are regulated by the inexorable 
laws of nature, applied to the movements of man, as tho hly, as 
completely, and as everlastingly as to his physical paces ti Fk 

THE PARTING OF SILVER AND GOLD. 

What, then, are the remedies? Now, let me say in reference to this 
question of demonetizing silver that the calamities which have 
come to the world because of the parting of silver and gold can 
not be calculated by any living man. What has it done? It has 
embarrassed trade between the gold countries of higher civiliza- 
tion and lower silyer-measure countries beyond all calculation, 
hindering trade between this country and Mexico, India, China, 
and all others. To-day every article of commerce costs in every 
silver country just double, nominally, what it would have cost had 
gold and silver been kept together. 

It was not our actions thatseparated them; that was done by the 
Democratic party in 1834, when, under the lead of Benton, the 
weight of gold dollar was reduced 6.19 per cent. The con- 
dition of thi named has stimulated the ucts not only of 
agriculture but of manufacturing in every silver country. In this 
way they haye been helped somewhat; but its influence in hinder- 
ing trade is incalcnlable. It is the simple duty of this country to 
put forth every particle of its power and influence in all practical 
and legitimate ways to devise some scheme of again establishing a 

of exchange between the silver-measure-of-valne countries and 
he gold-measure-of-value countries, and the making of a parity 
between the two metals in trade between these different countries, 

Universal coin at 15} or 16+ to 1 in all the world would have 
what effect in China and India, Japan and Mexico? It would 
have Fe the same effect as it would in this country if we 
should double the gold in our gold dollar. It would have an effect 
more disastrous than any of us can estimate. 

Do we remember the long agony from 1873 to 1879 when we tried 
and succeeded in bringing our money from 124 ped cent discount up 
to par? If I had then had the responsibility I would have depre- 
ciated the value of our gold-dollar coinage to the valne of the French 
five-frane piece, cutting it down 5 per cent, and have saved the 
traveling of that long distance and a part of seven 1 

We appreciate our measure of value 12} per cent. Had we then 
depreciated it by cutting our gold dollar 5 per cent of its weight. 
making it equal to the value of the French 5-franc piece, we would 
have to travel but 7} per cent, and probably instead of 
those weary six or seven years we t have spanned the gulf in 
from two to four years and done justice more nearly, Every price 
in these silver countries must be cut in two—of ities as well as 
of products—or else we must have our ey doubled. They, not 
we, would suffer most. Their prices will be cut; ours can by no 
possibilities be so much increased. 

Do you know what that means? Weraise—I mean, now, the gold 
countries of the world—80 per cent of all the wheat in the world, 
and don’t you know that the economic law is that the country or 
persons making the most expensive third of a product “fix the price” 
for all of it? By Appendix Git will be seen the gold countries 
raise 80 per cent of the wheat of the world, and it is as true as 
anything that can not be mathematically demonstrated in this world 
that they make the price of wheat, I have just proved to you that 
it is 6.7 higher in Chicago now than the world’s price in Liverpool. 


THE PRACTICAL REMEDY FOR THE SILVER SITUATION 


But, Mr. Chairman, what is the remedy? I will give you the 
remedy, and the only one that suggests itself to my mind at this 
tim: 


e. 

The only practical remedy for the silver situation is to embody 
in the law of all countries the present commercial customs in the 
use of silver money, in both silver and gold measure countries 
(except England), as follows, i. e.: 

» An countries that now use silver as the “measure of value 
metal” to adopt gold as the international and final domestic meas- 
ure of value at 905 of silver to 1 of gold. 

2. Make silver the domestic cs bape metal. 

3. Make silver money redeemable in gold. 

4. Withdraw and cancel all silver certificates. 

5. Make paper money redeemable in silver. 

6. Not to reduce the existing amount of silver coin, and not to 
increase the ratio of silver to gold for ten years, and as much silver 
to 2e bought and coined as can be kept in circulation among the 

ple. 
15 England to agree to increase her silver coin by 420,000,000, 
nominal value. 
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This arrangement will make the utmost use of silver that is prac- 
ticable and establish an unvarying par of exchange” between 
countries, which is all that has ever yet been accomplished in 
coinage as between countries, 

It does not touch any country now using gold and silver; it only 
embodies in law the present universal practice of the world, mak- 
i ‘old the measare, the ultimate not immediate measure of value 
in all silver countries making silver the domestic legal tender, the 
domestic metal, in all countries. 

It would not be recognized by our people as making any change 
whatever. Gold would be immediately paid for all necessary uses 
without any intervention of silver dollars. 

That is the only possible way of securing a par of exchange and 
not disastrously disturbing the economic conditions of the silver 
measure of value countries. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
ruption? 

r. WALKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If I understand the last proposition 
of the gentleman it looks towards an agreement in all countries, 
except Great Britain, that the ratio should be fixed at 30 of silver 
to 1 of gold. Now if that agreement can be made, either by way 
of international agreement, on the one hand, or by each country 
making that ratio for itself on the other, I do not see why you had 
not just as well make it 16 or 20 of silver to 1 of gold. It seems to 
me it would 5 the same end. 

Mr. WALKER. t I have proposed is not to disturb present 
values by the smallest fraction the world over. Remonetizing at 
16} or 17, or at 15} or 16, will halve the prices and double the debts 


Will the gentleman permit an inter- 


of every person in every silver country, That is why I make these 
suggestions and the only reason 8 6 What I pro is that every 
country shall keep its own ratio. I would not reduce the ratio by 


the e part of a fraction of a cent in the United States. 

Why? Why, Mr. Chairman, who knows but that to-morrow we 
may discover gold mines which will produce gold in such abun- 
dance that we will be in the same condition as to gold that we are 
now in as tosilver? I would not vote, I would burn my hand off 
first, that we should reduce the number of oursilver dollars below 
the number of our golddollars. My proposition leaves all countries 
to make their own ratio as between silver and gold, except as to 
international trade. The only thing necessary is to induce silver 
measure of value countries to make gold the international measure 
of value by the law of their ye countries, leaving silver in 
all those countries at its present commercial ratio, or three points 
less, in order not to disturb prices anywhere the world over, and 
not to have the 3 on the countries that now use the 
silver measure of value that visited us between the years 1873 and 
1879, only a hundredfold more intense. ‘That is the reason. 

Silver ay is about 33 or 34 to 1. If it is made 30 to 1 in silver 
countries you overvalue it three 5 Then the silver of each 
country will remain at home. en if silver appreciates toward 
gold it makes the silver countries richer and atones to them some- 
what for, and restores somewhat also, the losses that we have been 
allowing to fall on them for the last twenty years in this growing 
difference between the two metals. 

Do I make this clear? I do not want to put a hardship on these 

oorer nations. I want to take present conditions, embody them 
into law, and work out of and up from them. And let me say here, 
Mr. Chairman, that no agreement of governments, no agreement of 
international conferences, will affect the situation, tify your 
treaties to-morrow. Nothing will affect it but the convincing the 
judgment of the mercantile and manufacturing world, and this 
proposition would commend itself to the judgment of every busi- 
ness man. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes; if the gentleman will be short. 

Mr. PICKLER. Doyousay, then, that products would remain the 
same as now? 

Mr. WALKER. I say it would not affect prices in the smallest 
fraction immediately, or suddenly, but my judgment is that it 
would largely increase the use of silver. One-third of the world is 
using copper, brass, and inferior metals. I believe if we should 
get ata rational solution of this silver qua tion, silver would go up; 
and I will touch that pointa little later. Bilver would go up in 
value, 1 to somewhere near the old ratios of the world 
would be likely to. That is to sa „with the increased mining of 
gold, and the decreased mining of silver, silver and gold would 
come nearer together. But you can never bring them together at 
the old ratio by any violent or sudden movement, without distress- 
ing either the gold countries beyond endurance, or the silver 
countries beyond endurance. 


THE DEMOCRATIO PARTY AT FAULT. 
We tried this undervaluing of gold in 1792 and lost every dollar 


of our gold. In 1834 we depreciated the gold dollar 6} per cent, 
taking that . 5 . of gold out of it, and then we undervalued sil- 
ver, and silver all went out of the coun’ 


Now, who is most at 
fault for the present perplexity? Clearly the Democratic and 


the Democratic party almost wholly are to blame. What is the 
record? I believe that if this sary f um never passed any laws 
to force the use of silver, we would have had a rational interna- 
tional a t on silver long before silver had gone down below 
the pos of 20 to 1. 

I believe that the Democrats are almost wholly responsible in 
this matter. It was the Democratic majority that “fooled” with 
silver in 1878. On March 24, 1892, this House, by a vote, 130 Dem- 
ocrats voting for, and 81 against, voted for the Bland free coinage 
bill, and the Republicans voted 11 for it and 67 against it, ora 
N majority of 56 against it. We saved the country from 
it by 7 majority. 

r. PENCE, What vote was that? 

Mr. WALKER. That was the vote of the Democratic party in 
this House on a Bland bill for the free coinage of silver. n July 
13, 1892, on the Stewart free coinage amendment, there were 23 
Democratic majority for it, and 51 Republican majority against it— 
28 majority 2 i 

Mr. PENCE. As J understand you, on the vote on the Stewart 
free coinage amendment, you are crediting the Republicans with 
having defeated it? 

Mr. WALKER. By 51 majority, the Democrats having voted for 
it by 23 majority. 

. PENCE. Well, that is 


ight. 
Mr. WALKER. On July 1, 1992, in Senate, on Stewart free coin- 
age amendment— - 
31 Democrats for and 10 against; majority ſo rr 21 
14 Republicans for and 31 against; majority against 17 
T aeaa AOD EEE ARE DT 4 
On August 28, 1893, in House, on amendment to bill to repeal the 
388 clause of the silver act of July 14, 1890, to substitute the 
land law of 1878— ' 
112 Democrats for and 103 against; majority ſor TER 9 
15 Republicans for and 110 against; majority against ......... 95 
Majority against „ 86 
On October, 28, 1893, in Senate, for free coinage amendment— 
23 Democrats for and 21 against; majority for 2 
10 Republicans for and 27 against; majority against 17 
eee, 15 
sg eal touched 59.4 under Bland law (46 cents in dol- — 
Under law repealed it would have been (100 cents in 
CCCCCCCPVVVVTTVCCCCC neice tome 2, 673, 003 


Less each month 
TORR Kos ain a FT EEA 


IN FIFTY-THIRD CONGRESS, 
On March 1, 1894, in House, on Bland coinage of seigniorage bill— 


139 Democrats for and 19 against; majority for 120 
10 Populists for and 0 1 ern rr. 10 
19 Republicans for and 80 against; majority against 61 
Masority: for Os [oi oe 255.2 nacatncteiscaseansunecisas 69 

On March 15, 1894, in Senate, on Bland coinage of seigniorage bill— 
31 Democrats for and 10 against; majority for 21 
3 Populists for and 0 gee majority r 2 3 
12 Republicans for and 23 against; majority against -......... 11 
e PI A T S N AASR 


Mr. PENCE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WALKER, How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty minutes left? 

Mr. WALKER. I can only yield for a moment. 

Mr. PENCE, I understand now that your claim is that if it had 
not been for the votes of the Republicans free coinage might have 
been accomplished, 

Mr. C WELL. No; you do not claim that. 

Mr. WALKER. I want to say that, in my judgment, if it had not 
been for the action of the Democratic party in this country we 
would have had the free coinage of silver here and the world over, 
if it had been within the limit of possibility. Ce silver 
never would have been depreciated to its present condition. [Ap- 

t, because 


lause. 
N That ts my point exactly. It is wholly, in my ju 
this country has not determinedly and absolutely d to England, 
Germany, and France, “We are not interested in silver one cent where 
ou are interested a thousand, and that you, not us, must take care 
of it.” If wo had taken that position from the first, in 1878, when 
it was down only to 92 cents, we would have had free coinage of sil- 


: echo it bide 5 me and sored 3 me silver imbro; sees That APPENDIX A. 
the po ave been makin m the beginning u the pres- oil—enp 
ent ‘ane when silver has Souahad 59.4. s =a 5 siria fa pore N aji NOE 


As I have shown, the Democratic party, by its majority, answered 
President Cleveland’s demand that the purchasing clause of the law 
of July 14, 1890, should be repealed by reenacting, as far as their 
action could do s0, the Bland system, and coining every year $20,- 
163,480 more 47-cent silver dollars than we were issuing silver cer- 
tificates for, under the Sherman bill, with 100 cents worth of silver 
behind every one of them on the day they were issued. 


THE REPUBLICAN POSITION. 


The 3 yield not one whit of preeminence to the Demo- Fc SH | O 

crats in their determination to secure again the double standard or | Fruit . . zz 1,696,016 | 2.219, 418 

in their determination to secure the free aren 9 of silver, if it can „ 5 

possibly be safely done applause], and not otherwise. Mineral oils 56,201, 551 | 43,478, 074 

Mr. PENCE. cept y voting for it. E 92§%7õͤ A 1, 670, 572 729, 568 

Mr. WALKER, Except by voting for it! Ah! They refused to Manufactured . 4, 972, 834 128, 206 

a vote to defeat it. As the Populists and the Democrats have been | Dairy products . . . . . 2, 347,107 1. 695, 551 
voting by immense majorities in this House to defeat it ever since ea isn 004 | 06,001,300 


1878, and they only are responsible. 

Mr. PENCE. Will the gentleman allow me—— 
Mr. WALKER. No; I can not yield any further. This was my 
poreo all through the Fifty-first Congress, and T want to say that 
he clearest-headed free-coinage-of-silver men of that House be- 
lieved that I was Nght then, as I believed I was, and in the light of 
subsequent events I am sure of it. The course of silver has been 
Soy what I told them it would be if we engaged in their pro- 
ed legislation and put this country in the position of taking hold 


APPENDIX B. 
British imports of wheat. 


months, 1894. sre 


of a battle which was Europe's battle. Themanisalways “dumped” 9 JJ 2.823.200 49.2385 864 
when he s goes ae he z irag E 7 bs ay ine that goes Te oe it Pacific ports . 3, 196, 159 , 299, 
is sent. It was not our ; but the Democratic party has made it — — 
o i protest ofthe Republi can party, Total from United States . . 9,219, 408 | 16, 736, 188 
and they are responsible for the tion of silver; wholly so in this | Other countries: 
country, as compared with the Republicans. IO, psss asosio sa S TARET 782, 809 226, 085 
But the as licans are determined that this country shall not | — f™gentine Republio ...... . ... . l 1 206, 162 | 5 107 
throw away the advantages of its position to secure party adyan- 5 25 S 1, 809, 108 
ae I ask the Democrats to forget party for once and to unite Minor countries 897, 543. 
with us to induce European nations to come up to their highest — — — 
interests as well as our own on this silver question. Had that been Total from other countries --.-..------++-+-s-++- 12, 839, 657 | 5, 574, 334 
done since 1878, instead of passing the Bland bill, all hope of enact- l 1 559, 065 22 210,522 


ing a bill for the free coinage of silver would not have vanished 
forever, as I fear it has at the old ratio. 

The country owes to the Democratic party the fact that silver has 
depreciated so disastrously by putting this country in the position 
of attempting to do alone that which all might do, but that which 
no one could do alone. We will go to the people on a platform that 
will permit the utmost liberty for a broad settlement of this ques- 
tion and all others; and I ask the clerk to read what my suggestion 
of a platform is for the Republican party. No other Republican is 


APPENDIX C. 


There was 144 per cent more cotton raised in 1892 than in 1873, and only 55 per 
cent more — . 

There was 301 per cent more wheat raised in 1892 than in 1873, and only 145 per 
cent more exported. > 

There was 96 per cent more corn raised in 1892 than in 1873, and only 41 per 
cent more Papo 5 

Range of wheat exports by us in fifteen years was as follows: 


à rs Bushels. 
responsible for it or ever had a hint of it. : : Exports of wheat into Groat Britain in 1881 Were 82, 550, 000 
. TRACEY. Has the gentleman from Maine retired? Exports of wheat into Great Britain in 1891 wer 29, 820, 000 

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman from Maine has retired, and I | Falling off of 64 per cent or 0... <1-eeeeeseeeteneeeeeee sees 52, 730, 000 
hold the floor now. [Laughter.] Per capita product in bushels and pounds. 

The clerk read as follows: > ns 

PROPOSED REPUBLICAN PLATFORM. Increase 

We propose for the platform for 1896 these few sentences: 

We hereby declare each coined or paper dollar, paid to the farmer for his 2.7 or 40 per cent 
products, to the Wwago-worker for his labor, and to all others, shall be kept at a 9.3 or 41 per cent 
parity with every other dollar. 3.7 or 56 per cent. 

hat, as enforced idleness is the most odious and cruel of all taxation, and the 
right of defense against it, in an opportunity to earn one's daily bread by self- 15.7 or 44 per cent, 
il, is an inalienable right and fundamental to all other rights 25.3 or 57.7 per cent. 


res ting, honest 
to all progress in civilization, the power and duty of securing a right to 
work, and of an honest dollar to each citizen, is a duty devolving on the legisla- 
re, of the United States in its fiscal legislation. 
© hereby call upon every citizen, North, South, East, and West, to rally 
under the flag of our common country to preserve an honest dollar, and to secure 
a fair day’s pay, for a fair day’s work to every citizen, in the American system of 
tection, as indispensable to the welfare of the farmers and wage-workers of 


APPENDIX D. 


World's supply af cotton in bales of 400 pounds each. 


[From Cotton Movement and Fluctuations,” Lat Alexander & Co., bank- 
ers and cotton commission merchants, New Vork.] 


e country, and all other questions being subsidiary to these two. Z 
We veel b relegate the decision of air other questions to the respective Con- Crops. 
gressional districts in the States. 4 
: United Paty en. Total crop. 
Mr. PENCE. Will the gentleman permit a question? tates. tries. a 


Mr. WALKER. No, I can not. 

Mr. Chairman, in the aghe for State rights and in the intense 
opposition to the election laws the Democratic party has needlessly 
wiped them from the statute books. I believe they were mistaken 
in doing it; but whether mistaken or not, “that issue is laid.“ It 
stands now where the issue of the removal of the troops from the 
South in 1877 by President Hayes stands. Those issues as national 
issnes are dead past resurrection. We will fight the battle, in my 
judgment, in 1896 on the issues which I have presented here, and by 
that token we will conquer. 1 on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PENCE. Now the gentleman has time to answer a question. 

Mr. WALKER. I have finished my speech. 

Mr. PENCE. May I ask the Chairman how much time the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts has left? 

Mr. WALKER. I have not any. I have yielded the floor. 


APPENDIX E. 
Statement of Hon. H. M. Teller, Senator from the State of Colorado, Monday, 
January 27, 1890. 
I believe the present fall in prices in this country which have been continu 
as we all know, since 1873, is to be largely attributed to our treatment of 
silver question. I am free to say it is not caused by increased production. 
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Mr. WALKER. Would it not have the same effect you are seeking, that is, the APPENDIX I. 
de alae the reciation of 3 dollar, Dy putting less gold in a dollar?” That would [s 1394, Fifty- a Con, 4 SST, 13] 
3 I have hot any doubt about that. And if F am put more Wages in gold. 


. a 
money in circulation it would raise prices as peona T tes wil wer has not 
ted, because that pared wi 


will buy more com- 
gg to-da; Ton ould fifteen years when it stood at 154. 
a ag 20 day. Do you believe there pac, a a time when the country has Year. grains’ d according In grains 


wn more ra) ATADI] wealth than in the last five years? 
2558 For flve years we have been very ce. 
rosperou! 
rM. WALKER ALKER. And that during that time the most important advances have 82.5 9.14 25.78 
n made . 9 18. 54 121.8 20. 00 
Mr. TELLER. It is true we have had ty. Ido not deny it. Lined ie as 28 
Mr. WALKER. You ke of gold not g money enough to do the business 83.0 19.20 123. 5 28. 65 
of the world. Is not exchange of money for products of any kind more 83.2 19.30 136.9 31.76 
parent than real? Is not it a that in the exchanges for ucts it is 85.7 19.88 150.3 34. 87 
therefore inimaterial wha t is the standard of value so that it is uniform and con- 89.1 20. 67 153.2 35.54 
tinues so? That is to say, if a product is exchanged for a product, and not 91.3 21.18 147.4 24.16 
money or product, is not t. o use of coin more apparent than 91.8 21.25 145.9 33. 85 
Mr. pee ey we Pe eles business of the country is not done by 90.5 21.00 140.4 32.57 
pa; to cen, f is pr 90.9 21.09 134.2 31. 93 
8 Fas 9 for uct? f 1 
st for proguott daes but it is done by the exchange mie . . — 
of the Sierpie 98 em. 93.2 21. 62 139. 4 32. 83 
— 95. 8 22, 23 143.0 83.18 
9 2274 2 38.47 
. 7. 

K Gi 99.2 28.01 159.2 36. 93 
VVV 9.7 215 1889 2217 
100. 0 23. 20 155. 8 36,15 
100.7 23. 36 156, 6 36. 33 
101.2 23. 48 157.9 36. 63 
81.9 19. 00 102. 9 37.79 
80. 2 20. 00 168. 2 39. 02 
08. 7 15. 94 168.6 39.12 


Ẹ 


In 1891 each worker received 104.39 cent more in 8 than he 
in 1840; 68.6 per cent more than in ised; 145 per cont more than 


semanas J. 
Average monthly price of silver and wheat,in Chicago. 


Equivalent 

value of a | Priceof | Price of 

fine ounce wheat, wheat in 

with ex- | cash, No.2| grains of 

change at par g. silver. 
J. 
— —ũ—— p ä :üP — 
80. 84026 80. 74. 5 484. 3 
84080 74.8 482.9 
83537 74.1 481.7 
. 83361 72.5 461. 3 
. 83451 70.0 455.0 
81710 . 65. 405. 5 
72471 - 68.3 383.2 
74409 611 351.9 
74799 66.9 387.4 
73072 63. 4 302. 0 
70673 61. 0 333. 7 
70180 62.0 336.7 
Nations whose mints are open to the free and unlimited coinage of silver: 1994. 

f - 62,0 329.8 
fo erari rA pre; %% 281.9 
Those of India and Chins are now closed. 2 — 


Appenpix H. 


MINT BUREAU, June 5, 1894. 
Price per bushel of wheat, and per ounce of sitver, in London. — 


[Whitaker's Almanac, 1894, and Director of the Mint. ] APPENDIX K. 


Coin price of cotton: Upland middle, April, in New York. 
Price of | Price of 5 [Senate Report 1394, Fifty- second Congress, second session, volume 2, page 11.] 


é 
8 
Uig 
2 
— 


silver. Price in Ave 


Tear. Price. — 8 foes 


$2.57 61. 392 880. 65 
2.57 1. 364 904. 64 
1.99 1.326 820. 38 8.5 14.5 53. 65 
1.50 1.238 526. 50 1 11.8 43. 66 
1.36 1.301 497.76 7.4 27. 38 12.5 40. 25 
— 5.8 21.40 11 40.7 u. 
1.57 1.307 576.19 7.8 28, 86 13 54.47 
1.69 1.340 605. 02 6 22.2 10.7 45.75 
1.65 1.350 585.75 7.8 28. 80 12.1 51. 18 11.6 
1.43 1,341 501. 93 11.4 42.18 10.6 45.9 
1.66 1.329 599. 26 6.8 25.16 11.5 49. 56 
1. 66 1.294 615. 86 6.9 25.53 11.1 50. 06 
1.44 1.155 599. 04 12.2 45.14 9.2 44.44 
1.21 1.112 521.51 11.3 41.81 10.6 51.94 10,2 
-95 -978 466. 45 8 29.6 9.8 50. 08 
-93 .929 480. 81 10.5 38. 85 10.2 52.57 
9.5 35.75 11.5 52.78 10.8 
9 33.3 9.8 47. 63 
10.4 38, 48 


7 Ehe elainn is that it ver has fallen 20.3 per cent, it also proves that gold has ho produnt ot cotton e EENI ET Re 
fallen 38 per cent, 1861 to 1879 is of no economic value. 
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APPENDIX N. 
Average prices of nine staple agricultural producta in coin, 1900-1891. 
(Senate report 1394, Fifty-second Congress, second session, volume}, page 140.) 


APPENDIX L. 
Price of wheat in Chicago. 
{Senate report 1394, Fifty-second Congress, second session, volume 2, page Gl.] 
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[Senate report, 1394, Fifty-second Congress, second session, volume 2, page 27.] 


Price of hogs (liya weight), fair to good packing, in Cincinnati, in coin. 
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APPENDIX LL. 


Commoreial price of wheat in Chicago, less hauling and freight to Chicago. 


{Equivalent to canal rates from Buffalo to Chicago.] 
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APPENDIX P. 
Price per 100 pounds of meat (beoves, live weight) in Chicago, 


[Senate Report 1394, Fiſty-second Congress, second session, 


APPENDIX M. 


in coin. 


Price of corn in Chicago in coin. 
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volume 2 


[Senate Report 1994, Fifty-second Congress, second session, volume 2, pago 9.) 
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APPENDIX Q. 


Price per 100 pounds of tobacco (leaf goods) in Cincinnati in coin. 
{Senate report, 1394, Fifty-seeond Congress, second session, volume 2, page 45.] 


83 $20. 00 8560. 0 
1.60 19. 00 7961.0 
10. 00 18.50 7807.0 
19. 00 22, 50 9517.5 
10.00 21. 00 9093. 0 
13.00 20.50 8835.5 
12.00 0 15.50 6990. 5 
18. 00 0 13. 00 6279.0 
18.25 -5 9.00 4410.0 
18.90 0 19.00 9709.0 
23. 0 21.00 | 10773.0 
19. 00 0 18. 00 8262. 0 
17.00 . 0 18. 50 9011.0 
14.25 2 


APPENDIX N. 
Price of coffee (Ria, fair) in New York, in coin. 
[Senate Report 1394, Fifty-second Congress, second session, Volume 2, page 75.] 
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APPENDIX S. 


Price of sugar, crushed and granulated, in coin. 
[Senate Report, 1394, Fifty-second Congress, second session, Volume 2, page 114.] 
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APPENDIX T. 


Vaiue ortations into the United States and exports from the United States to 
80 silver standard countries in 1893. : 
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Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
not expected to make a speech 
farmer, on the request of a mem 
been yielded the courtesy of the floor to say something from 


Mr. Chairman, I had 
this subject, but, being a 
rT of the committee I have 


the farmer’s standpoint upon the question before the commit- 
tee. I want to say first that I have n very much entertained 
by the learned and lucid address of the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat [Mr. WALKER], as well as by that of the 
gentleman who preceded him, but I must say also that I fail to 
see where they really touch the pointatissue. The speech of 
Mr. WARNER of New York also was a one, but he failed 
toshow that this bill would interfere in the least with the re- 

business of brokers or boards of trade in placing orders 
for produce of any kind actually in existence or in process of 


existence. 

In rising to make a speech upon this subject it may be that I 
ought to begin by pening. an apology for even attempting to 
speak before this y, being only a plain, unsophisti- 
cated farmer, as there seems to be a consensus of opinionamong 
at least a portion of the gentlemen upon this fioor that the 
farmers should net be heard upon any of these questions; that 
they have a peculiar duty to perform, namely, to raise the rev- 
enue and pay the taxesof the Government, and make that which 
feeds and clothes the world, but that they should confine them- 
selves to that, and not undertake to express their views upon 
these great questions, but always be ready to furnish fried 
chicken and votes for the aristocracy every election year. 

I have heard a great deal about the “ignorance ” of the farmer, 
I have heard rac Se iy aoe hurled at them, and at the demands 
which they have e from time to time from this body. The 
name of farmer here seems to be regarded as a synonym of ig- 
norance. I have heard the farmer's“ ignorance” illustrated b 
poetry, by. prose; and by anecdote. One notable anecdote whic 
was recently told for that peeps by;a distinguished gentleman 
upon this floor was to this effect: A man dreamt. that he had 
died and had gone down into purgatory. He dreamt that he - 
knocked at the door, and that Old Nick opened it and took him 
in and treated him very kindly, and showed him all the depart- 
ments of his domain. He took him down intothe bottomless pit, 
where the murderers and the worst sinners were to be seen; 
then he took him up on another floor where those who were 
guilty ofless heinous crimes were confined, and then he took him 
through a long hallway, on either side of which were a lot of 
men hanging by the heels. The man asked: Mr. Devil, who 
are those that you have there?” and the devil said: Well, 
those are a lot of Alliance fellowsand farmersthat died and came 
down here, and they were so green that I had to hang them up by 
the heels to dry them before I could burn them.” [Laughter.] 
That is the kind of anecdote that is told here to illustrate the 
greenness of the farmer; and many other ways are resorted to, 
pretendedly in fun, but in reality in earnest. 

Now, that does not amount to anything, nor anything else 
they may do or say about us, for we are here to stay until relief 
is granted, or to know the reason why. We are a hard, rough- 
skinned set of fellows, and we can stand almost anything; but let 
me ask you, gentlemen, who has more interest in questions af- 
fecting the welfare of this country than the farmers, the men 
who are the bone and sinew of the , the men who raise that 
which feeds and clothes the world, the men who pay 80 or 90 per 
cent of every dollar which your billion-dollar Congresses aporo: 
priate and spend? Say what you please about him, Mr. 
man, the man whois honestly tilling the soil is filling the noblest 
vocation allotted to man. He is doing that which God Almighty 
created ‘him to do; he is carrying out the Biblical injunction, 
By the sweat of thy brow shalt thou eat cing 

Can the same be said about the other classes of people that we 
have heard so much about? Is it not true that those othe 
classes, among whom are included these gracious boards of tradg, 
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and ‘at? 3 and the 3 es Bade pat, sone 
here, live upon the sweat of other people’s brows, a 
— the necessaries of life, raising and lowering the prices of 

em at will, thus burdening both producer and consumer, and 
carrying out, probably, the injunction of the very devil himself 
in the pursuit of their nefarious practices and infamousschemes, 
of which dealing in futures is one of the greatest and vilest? 
In this way they establish fictitious prices, utterly igno hon- 
est supply and demand, and the natural prices which this sup- 

and demand would and sug to establish if let alone. 
ow, Mr. Chairman, I have heard a good deal during this dis- 

cussion from the gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER 
about what I believe they call ‘‘ contango” and ‘‘ acquittance,’ 
and ‘‘ backwardation, and ‘‘ringing-out,” and all such terms. I 
have been trying to study these things in this bill, but bei 
nothing but a farmer, I do not know that I comprehend them. 
want, however, to say that the whittling processes of specula- 
tion, the questionable, sharp, and wicked practices of trade and 
exchange, the grinding, aggressive, and verishing opera- 
tion of trusts and combines and unholy itions, the chame- 
leon deals of the law coquetting with the facile ease of the acrobat 
with law and justice and the liberties of the prone these and 
all such terms, I am glad to say, find no place in the vocabulary 
of the farmer’s life, except as he knows, and you know, as God 
knows, they are used to make him the mudsill” upon which 
to build up all the other great industries of the day, and in the 
end TENE him out of all the profits of his produce and his 
labor and opening up a road for h lf and family to the poor- 
house, whither he is going as fast as time can carry him with- 
out a change in present conditions. 

While he is in fact the corner stone of all the greatness and 

deur and a iness and prosperity of the country, the ef- 
fort is to deprive of any fruits of his labor and to make him 
simply the implement for assisting in the accumulations of 
others. Yea, to make him a beast of burden for the elect. 

Here let me say that these various other avocations and 
branches of trade have been organized far in advance of the 
farmer. They have organized their guilds, and their associa- 
tions of various kinds for self-protection; while the farmer, iso- 
lated and secluded, leading an entirely different life, has been 
made the easy prey of the Shylocks of every other profession. 

That perhaps is natural. a letme tell you, the farmer has 
been studying; he has been educating himself; he has been 
watching the wickedsprogress of these chambers of commerce, 
these boards of trade, and these national bankers. He has seen 
them enriching themselves by organization, by banding them- 
selves together, and he has decided to imitate their example. 
So that to-day the farmers, as well all other industrial people 
throughout the country are organized, and I tell yes their power 
will be felt one day in the councils of the nation in no uncertain 
tones. If you are not willing to heed and to hear their demands 
to-day, there will come a time when they will have Representa- 
tives enough here toforce you to listen to what they have to say. 

y are on the trail of these vampires who are sucking their 
life’s blood from their bodies, and sooner or later will overtake 
and crush them, 

Ido not know that I could better illustrate my meaning than 
by telling you right here a homely anecdote that I once heard — 
not to make you laugh, but to drive home my 1 show 
you what I mean when I say that the farmers have found out 
the power there is in org: tion, and are fast taking the med- 
icine which made others rich and prosperous: As the stor 
goes, a good old farmer had loaded his one-horse wagon wi 

is beans and potatoes and cabbages to start for market, and in 
the morning he hitched up his old mule Jack that had carried 
him tomarket many a time and Drought him back safely, and 
he mounted the seat of the wagon with whip in hand. And 
mark you, that whip was protected, that wagon was protected, 
and the harness was protected. Everything was protected ex- 
cept the farmer himself, as is always the case. He drove on, and 

went merrily until they came to a long, steep, slippery hill. 

The good old faithful mule saw what was before him and 
* he shook his head; he would not pull. The farmer was 
a kind-hearted fellow, as farmers generally are, so he tried to 
1 the mule to go along. He coaxed him, then he plucked 

im, then, as he would not move, he first tickled him with the 
lines, and then with the whip. Still he would not go. Then he 
hit him harder with the Whip. Finally he got down upon the 
ground and tried to run the wagon up on the mule. Still the 
mule would not pull. In his irritation he was getting out of 
patience, as farmers sometimes do. They have a good deal of 
patience in some things though not so much in others. 

At last he raised a pole that lay on the road side, and was in 
the act of knocking poor old Jack on the head, and killing him. 
Just then a professional man came along—a doctor. And pro- 
fessional men are very good in their places; I do not make war 


upon any profession or class. It is necessary that we should have 
in this countryall classes and professions. “As my dis pues 
friend from C 1 GOLDZIER] says, the country does not 
belong toone class. [amgladtoreiterate thatsentiment. Th 
is not my country nor yours; it is our 18 5 70 And it should be 
ruled for the mutual benefit of us all, for it belongs as a com- 
mon heritage to all classes and professions and no one should 
monopolize the blessing of it. 

But the blessings of government ought to be about equall 
divided, and not be usur by one class, and that a very sma 
one. I want to say that I was the more interested in the speech 
of the gentleman from Illinois because he introduced here afew 
days ago a resolution for cutting down the wages of the poor 
laborer in the District instead of taking the ground, as I should 
have done, that if such a reduction was to made, then the 
salary of everybody else, including his own salary, ought to be 
cut down. He wanted to out down the minnows but let the 
whales, gofree. Let us tackle the whales and big fish as well 
as the little ones. 

A MEMBER. What has become of the mule. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I was coming to that. 
The doctor rode up, and said, Hold on, I can start that mule.” 
„Well, doctor, I wish you would; [have been here two or three 
hours, and I am afraid I shall never get to market.” The doc- 
tor got down and took from his saddle pocket some kind of a 
liquid in a vial; then he took an instrument—a h ermic syr- 
inge, I believe they call it—filled it full of the liquid and injected 
it right behind the mule’s ears into his neck. He then wiped 
the syringe, and put it back into the saddle pocket, and began 
talking to the farmer. The farmer became interested; he 
dropped his lines and engaged in the conversation, paying no 
attention to the mule. Just as is often the case the farmer's at- 
tention is diverted from the true inwardness of the surroundings. 

In the meantime the medicine had be to act on old Sacks 
first he stamped one foot and then the other. Finally the med- 
icine permeated his whole system, and worked him up so that, 
all at once, he shot off and went up that hill like a flash of 
lightning, leaving the poor farmer behind. The old mule 
ascended the hill with such agility that the farmer at first did 
not know what todo. Then he turned to the doctor and said: 
‘Doctor, is that stuff costly?” No; it does not cost much.” 
„Well, shoot about two loads into my neck; I've got that d—d 
mule to catch.” [Laughter. 

The farmers have been balked for some time at the foot of the 
hill, and for a long time have been unable to pull the load of 
debt, and the debt is still heavy, but the time is coming when 
perhaps they may become stimulated to such an extent that 
they can climb the hill. So I tell you the farmers are watch- 
ing you people who have had thatstimulus shot into your necks. 


They have a little of it shot into their own necks, too, and 
they are after you closely, and they will stop you, too, from this 
gambling in futures to their injury and detriment. {Laughter 


and applause.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, another fact which can not be contra- 
dicted or gainsaid is this: The Government has extended its 
strong arm of protection around every other industry in the 
whole land, from one end of the nation to the other: while agri- 
culture, that art which existed before the flood, the art of all 
arts ana the science of all sciences, about which Moses wrote 
before the flood, is ignored and neglected. While protection 
has been given to everything else, every other industry, agri- 
culture has been left in the lurch to take care of itself, to pro- 
tect itself, and to endeavor in the face of every other obstacle 
to make itself prosperous and self-sustaining under many dis- 
couragements. 

The farmer must contend with climate, with an unfruitful soil, 
sometimes with rain, with snow, withdrouth, and sun and water 
and weather, withevery species of discouragementand under ad- 
verse circumstances; aud yet the farmers are to-day willing and 
ready tomeetand discussallof these great questions that pertain 
to the welfare of the nation. And, Mr. 8 they have 
now come here and asked only the passage of this little bill that 
they believe will have some tendency to lighten their burden 
to give them some little additional facilities for carrying on 
their business—a measure that will put a stop to these outrage- 
ous speculations in their products, which not only are of no 
benefit to them, but which are injurious; and they ask you to let 
the at natural law of supply and demand control the prices 
of inh they raise, so that they and their families may have 
some chance to live in this world. Take from off his produce 
the heavy hand of the spoliator alias speculator. 

Will you deny it? I say to you that you had just as well rob 
him, when he goes to the market with his cabbage and sells it, 
the money he gets for it as to allow.this speculation in the 
products. The man, I say, who is robbing the farmer in this 
manner, does not deserve any more consideration at the hands 
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of the people than the midnight burglar who forces his way 
into his house and pillages and robs it of the money which he 


has received as a result of his hard labor. One is just as much 
of a robber as the other. It may be strong language to use, 
Mr. airman, but I believe it. do not see how one can be 
justified if we do not justify the other. I call aspade a spade 
and do not even call it an agricultural implement. 

Again, it is a known fact that from prejudice, or a disposition 
among the other factions and classes to keep the farmer in the 
background, he has, as a general rule, for thirty years past been 
absolutely ruled out of infiuential positions. Hence the states- 
manship of the country has been conducted mostly by other 
classes, mainly by the lawyers; so much so that they have come 
to almost claim it as arightof inheritance to the utter exclusion 
of the farmer class. 

Now, I have no word of comment or of disparagement to say 
against the lawyers. Some of the bestmen who ever lived were 
lawyers; some of the best men living to-day are lawyers; but 
that is no reason why they should utterly control this country 
in legislation. Iam glad to say that a number of lawyers advo- 
cate the cause of the farmer, but that should not give them a 
monopoly of things. I respect them generally. If I got into a 
pretty bad scrape, I would get the very best of them that I 
could. It may be that I would call on Brother REED to help 
me. I do not know. But at all events for the last thirty years 
the laws have been enacted mainly by lawyers, the farmers hav- 
ing been excluded until that class of men who have so long 
made the laws for this nation seem to claim it as their birthright. 

But I want to say right here in passing that they are wel- 
come to all the glory, and all the honor, and allthe praise that 
can be attributed to them for the present deplorable condition 
of affairs in this land. I want no credit for it. I want no part 
in that glory which has resulted in throwing thousands and 
thousands of ple out of employment, that has stopped the 
spindles in the factories throughout the land, that has caused 
the fires of the furnaces to die out, and has stopped the plows on 
p plantations. Right up in the State of the gentleman from 

assachusetts who spoke so eloquently to-day we find the con- 
dition of affairs where thousands of farms are being abandoned. 
It is so all over the South; itis so in the West, and it is so in 
New England. 

These farms are deserted because they can not make a living 
raising agricultural products, although they had diversity as 
far as anything could be diversifiedinfarmlabor. I repeat, you 
are welcome to all the praise and all the glory that emanates 
from such a condition as that. I make no claim to any of it; nor 
do I make any war on the lawyers, but will say that other classes 
should have more representation in Congress. Just here I will 
give a list of lawyers and farmers in several Congresses. 

In Fiftieth Congress, out of 333 members there were 233 law- 
yers and 18 farmers. Here lawyers outvoted farmers thirteen 


es. 

In Fifty-first Congress there were 335 members, of which 235 
were lawyers and 12 farmers. Here lawyers outvoted farmers 
nineteen times. 

In Fifty-second Congress, 335 members, 223 were lawyers and 
14 farmers. Lawyers outvoted farmers sixteen times. 

And in Fifty-third Congress, 356 members, 228 were lawyers 
and about 17 farmers. Lawyers outvoted farmers fourteen times; 
and in Senate in proportion, so you see that the farmers are not 
represented in proportion to population, for they constitute nearly 
three-fourths of the population. 

But the farmers will eventually send their own representa- 
are ved Congress, and there will be a very different condition 
of a > 

There is a little anecdote in point here that has a bearing upon 
this question and I will take your time for a few moments to re- 
late it. It shows pretty well how the farmers fare in connection 
with the lawyer: A painter was asked to paint alaw suit and 
this was his idea of it: two farmers had bought a large Jersey 
cow, which was represented in the foreground of the picture 
showing a full supply of milk. There was a farmer ou each side 
òf the cow, each one trying to get possession of it. 

Each one had employed, as they sometimes do, a lawyer to 

take his side of the case. One farmer was represented on each 
side of the cow, one pulling at its horns, the other at its tail, 
while the two lawyers were represented, one on each side, milk- 
ing the cow [laughter]. But that was not the whole of it. 
yee was a sequel to the story. After they had gotten all the 
milk out of the cow, one of them irritated the mal in some 
way, either by sticking his finger into some tender spot, or 
hurting it in such a way that jt started the cow and she hooked 
one of the farmers ovet the fence and kicked the other one 
backwards into the ditch, and then the lawyers drove the cow 
around back of the courthouse and sold her to pay the costs. 


[Laughter.] So they will soon want to sell the whole country 
to pay the costs, and make slaves of the agricultural people. 
ow then, as I said before, Mr. Chairman, the farmers of this 
country are getting tired of that sort of arrangement. They 
have submitted long enough to being mulcted for the benefit of 
other classes. They are determined to take a hand in legislation 
themselves. But when the farmer inveighs against the estab- 
lished order of things and wants to take a hand in the business 
himself, he is called a demagogue. ‘‘ Why, that fellow wants 
office now,” they willsay. Lou will have to watch him.” The 
subsidized press of the country will take hold of him. The 
great big bull-dog dailies of the country will bark at him and 
call him a demoralizer, and say he wants to break up something, 
and then you will hear it reéchoed all through the country. 

The smaller papers will chime in like so many little fice, 
“That's a fact; that's a fact.” And they will drive him off if he 
is not a man of nerve. But, sir, some of the farmers of this 
country have come here, and come to stay, and we are going to 
devil you until you do something for the farmer. The county 
must not be carried to the court-house steps and sold to pay the 
cost. This has been the case all along. I want to say that we 
have come here to ask for the passage of this bill, which we 
think is favorable to the farmers of this country, and which will 
hurt nobody except afew gamblers, who, if they had their rights, 
wore be in penitentiaries to-day, or thereabout, as the fellow 
A great many things have been said about the farmer organ- 
izations. Why, these organizations have been opposed to such 
an extent that anybody would suppose the farmers had noright 
to organize. They have been accused of incendiary purposes 
even in forming these organizations, and divers other evils have 
been attributed to them. They say the farmers can not agree, 
never have agreed, and never will agree. They will tell you, 
“They meet together they hold conventions; they splutter, use 
bad English—oh, yes! can not use good English—send a great 
deal of smoke up the spout, resolutions, and adjourn, and 
that is the last-of it.” The farmer is a very good fellow if he 
will only stay in the field and patch and let politics alone; but, 
as before said, be ready every two years with the votes and 
fried chicken. 

That is what has been said. That and similar remarks have 
been the shibboleth of the attacks upon the farmers through all 
these times of uncertainty, and doubt, and change, while they 
have been trying to work to keep life, and property, and home, 
and family, trying to adjust themselves to the changed condi- 
tion of things. These remarkshave been made about them,and 
it is a fact that they are living in a changed day. A revolution 
of warring sections, as you know, has been followed by a revolu- 
tion of labor industries and individual responsibilities, which 
has left the farmer, as it were, almost ina new civilization; or, 
if in the old civilization, with such altered surroundings that he 
hardly knows whether he is in the old or new. Wandering 
along Shrocgh the mazes of this uncertain state, he has but here 
and therea fingerboard of the past, pointing him in the way in 
which his fathers once trod, and he has sometimes almost con- 
cluded to give up; but, thank God, he is still alive, and you are 
going to hear from him again. He is traveling on. He has 
taken medicine in the neck like old Jack and will yet climb the 


hill of life to prosperity. 

I want to say that it may be possible that we have laid our- 
selves liable to some of these adverse criticisms. In our vain 
efforts for relief, possibly we have, like drowning men, some- 
times caught at straws. Possibly we have set up men of straw 
and knocked them down. Possibly we have looked for anchor- 
age where the 24 75 was delusive. But when we are being op- 
pressed and robbed and plundered is it not natural that we should 
make these efforts to try to relieve ourselves? Is it strange that 
in their distress they may have offered some impracticable 
schemes or measures? Then whose duty was it tomake them 
practical? Our Representatives in Congress, of course. Bu 
they have only derided and laughed at our schemes instead o 

ing to perfect them. 


opened their eyes, They see you, they are watching you, the 
are after you, and if you do not mind, they are going to get pang 
I want to congratulate the farmers of this great country that 
they are not like a lot of pups that I heard of, that a man gave 
to his neighbor, an Irishman named Pat, on one occassion. Pat 
concluded he wanted to hunt some, and his neighbor gave him 
half adozen very fine hound pups. Pat was very proud of them 
and took them along home. But the next morning he went out 
to feed them and their eyes were shut. They were very young. 
Pat did not understand, so he thought his neighbor had given 
him a lot of blind dogs- He went out the second morning and 
their eyes were still closed.. He was still more irritated, and it 
went on until the fourth morning, when he was so mad that he 


ut I want to say that the farmers of this country have at m 
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took the poor little pups out and slammed their brains out on a 

rock. The nextday he wentalong there. He knew they were 

dead, but he thought he would go and see how they looked. 

When he got there, lo and behold, there they were, the whole 

half dozen of them, their legs sticking up like overturned work- 

benches, their eyes wide open, gazing at the noonday sun. 

Pat did not know what to make of it. He looked at them a 
long time, and finally he soliloquized thus. He said: ‘You 
domned little fellows, just to think you had to have your brains 
knocked out before you would open your eyes!” 8 
So the farmers of this country have been beaten over the head 
tremendously; but I want to say that they have opened their 
ss without having their brainsknocked out, but are reasoning 
about their rights. He that hath eyes let him see; he that 

hath ears to hear let him hear, and he that hath a brain let 
him use it.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to askhim 
a question? 

. TALBERT of South Carolina. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do you not think the statute of limita- 
tions ought to run atsome in the history of the human race 

inst these stories of yours? ghter.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
say to the gentleman that I did not tell him the story to make 
him laugh. Ido not belong to the legal profession, and we do 
not plead the statute of limitations among farmers; but it is this 
plea that vou make that has gotten this country into such a ter- 
rible tion; and one of your pleas is the statute of limita- 
tions. You give tothe lawyer or manufacturer anything he 
wants, but when the farmer wants that which is his constitu- 
tional right you plead the statute of limitations; and that is the 
reason why you have got this country into such a fix, You can 
stretch your conscience and the Constitution for other 
classes, but as soon as the farmer asks for something you say it 
is unconstitutional. 
stuff, my friend; let the farmer have something under the Con- 
stitution as well as other classes. 

Now, then, I want to say that the education which has been 
given to the farmer in the Farmers’ Alliance and other indus- 
trial organizations has opened his eyes. He has been ht to 
study and investigate for himself; and while, as the sayingis, 
“Fools rush in where angels fear to tread,” we propose to come 
to Co and discuss these questions, big fools as we are, and 
the gentleman from Ohio can try to make fun of usif he chooses. 
but we will not down. We are like Banquo's ghost, we will 
not down,“ but we will continue to fightyou. I want to say that 
this kind of education that the farmers have been getting in the 
last few years is of a practical kind. They have been meeting in 
their country schoolhouses once or twice a month to discuss 
propi etc., and a little politics. Yes; we have at last gone out 
of fields into politics, and are there to stay. 

z That is a kind of education that is doing more good than all 
the education given in all the bongas that can be started upin 
the land. Do not understand me as being oppossd to schools and 
colleges. God grant that we had more of them. But what I 
mean to say is we have no kind of use for aman whois educated 
ata college who has no practical sense and does not know how 
to make a living. That reminds me of the case of a young man 
who had gone to college and spent a good deal of his father’s 
money and had graduated, but not learned anything at all 


of any practical use. He had learned to smoke cigarettes, and | 


from New York [Mr. QuieG]. [Laughter.] And to wear a leather 
belt around his y asa vest, and all that. [Laughter.] 
All of these he had learned, but he had not learned any com- 
mon sense. So one hot July day his father said to him—now, I 
want to ask the gentleman from Ohio to stop his ears if he does 
not want to hear this or plead the statute of tations. About 
the last of July his father said to him, Now, Johnnie, come 
here; your father wants to hear you talk some Latin. Father 
has spent a heap of money on you, and now I want you to come 
up here and talk Latin for me.” The young fellow came up, and 
— Pa father had a horse and plow brought out. Now,” says he, 
tson, I want to hear what that horse is in Latin.“ The young 
‘a fellow said, Horsibus.“ Why, your father never would have 
known what that was! What's that plow?” Plowibus.“ 
“That’s very nice. Well, now, son, if you don't take that horsi- 
bus and plowibus and po plow, I will give you hellibus.” 
[Laughter.] So he put him to workibus. ghter.] 

We do not want that kind of education. e want a practical 
education, and we want our young men to have just as much 
college education as they can have in addition. We want to 
haveaneducation that open the broad highway from the hum- 
blest man’s door, to the summit of Amer. citizenship and 
society, and have culture placed on a higher spe a kind 
of education that be the means of redeeming in part a lost 


had learned to 55 his hair in the middle, like the gentleman 


Laughter and applause.] Away withsuch | 


civilization and restoring trade into more wholesome and legiti- 
mate channels, and by such education as that we want to take 
out of the hands of these gamblers, and chambers of commerce, 
and boards of trade the manipulation of the products of the farm 
by which ay oe robbing and plundering the farmer of all 
he has got. t very kind of teaching has caused this bill to 
be evolved and be introduced herein this House. And just here 
let me say that we do not want the young menof our country to 
be raised up to the belief that laurels can be won only at the 
bar and on the bench, styled by Alison the charnel house of 
genius,” whilealong the pathway of distinction iscrowded other 
professions, and high up upon the pillars of the temple of fame 
are written the namesof others, botanists, sociologists, philoso- 
popra agriculturists, and many others too numerous to men- 
tion. 

Thisis a bill broughtaboutand recommended by the National 
Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, of which I am glad to 
be able tosay Iama member. In my district, when I was on the 
stump,I was an Alliance man. Iam an Alliance man on the 
floor of this House, and no blush of shame comes to me by rea- 
son of that fact; and I stand here and advocate the demands of 
that association. They are pure Democratic doctrines, aud in 
them I believe; and the only thing I think that will make this 
country prosperous is to legislate in accordance with the de- 
mands made by the Farmers’ Alliance. And let me say in pass- 
ing that there is no necessity for going out of the Democratic 
party to obtain these demands if that party will only be wise 
mare Fg to grant them tothe now distressed and poverty stricken 
people. 

Now, then, that is brought in in this bill. Let us examine 
the bill a little and see what it does. I am for this bill, first,- 
because I am opposed to gambling on general principles, and es- 
pecially because J believe it will be of benefit to the farmer. 
And here let me say that I would have preferred a bill utterly 
prohibiting the bling in futures but support this one, because 
it isa move in the right direction and eventually lead up 
to that condition. Now, then, it is said that it does not affect 
the price of goods and products either one way or the other. 
Thatisas opinion and idea for a man to takehere, when 
millions u the top of millions have been made both by raising 
and lowering the price of produce working heavily both upon 
the producer and consumer, The banks are hand in glove with 
these fellows, and when the harvest is ready they withhold the 
money and say to the speculator, ‘Go out and buy the farmer's 
produce,” and the price goes downat once, and when it is bought 
up the banks turn over the money, and then the price goes up 
and then the consumer goys her prices after it leaves the 
hands of the producer. The bullsand bears are the same. For 
instance, they work together. When they want the market to 
go down the bulls turn to bears and bear down together, and 
when they want the market to go up the bears turn to bulls and 
bull up the market, and vice versa. 

Now, say there are seven or eight million bales of cotton 
made every year in the United States, there are seven or eight 
million bales to be pas upon the market to fix tho price of cot- 
ton, but you go to the exchange in New York and you see that 
there have been 50,000,000 bales sold. Now, is it not evident 
that that selling of fictitious cotton must establish a fictitious 
price for the real cotton? And it is the same with wheat. I 
do not know exactly how much wheat we raise in thir country. 

Mr. BOEN. In 1891 we raised 560,000,000 bushels, but the 

average for some years has been about 450 000,000. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, you go to the ex- 
changes and you find that ten times as much Wheat is sold as has 
any actual existence, and certainly that must affect the price of 
wheat. Asa matter of course it must affect the price. 

Now you have had enough of statistics toshowasteady decline 
in prices of produce, but I will give an illustration here: 
Farmer A in 1866, borrowed $1,000 of banker B, agreeing to pay 
10 per cent interest. This is 8100 a year. To get this $100 at 
that time, farmer A had either to sell 50 bushels wheat, 165 
bushels oats, 125 bushels corn, 230 pounds butter, 650 pounds 
pork, or 170 pounds wool. In 1890 the loan is renewed at 7 per 
cent interest, only $70 annually. To get this, farmer A sells 
either 120 bushels wheat, 400 bushels oats, 350 bushels corn, 520 
pounds butter, 1,400 pounds pork, or 280 pounds wool. 

Now, let every farmer ea careful rA of this example. 
A perfect solution of it will disclose the difficulty with which 
the people are struggling. It is a fair statement of the power 
of mmay to oppress: Farming feeds the entire population, doing 
the work w the other fellow gets the pay. 

To control labor in order to absorbits earnings is the prob- 
lem constantly before the mind of these 8 trategists. 
The same problem was the one from which the cantentiaed power 
of Asia grew, and later on the feudal system of other nations. 
Let us guard against that evil now by passing this bill. 
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Now, let us examine the bill which does not in the least hin- 
Ger the free operation of legitimate speculation but only lays 
an embargo upon dealing in options and futures. 7 

Tho first section of this bill defines options. The bill defines 
“options” and futures.“ There are only five or six provisions 
in this bill that need to be examined, and it has never been 

sroven here by anybody who is opposed to it that the bill inter- 
eres in a single instance with the legitimate operations of these 
boards of trade or chambers of commerce. It only affeets per- 
sons who want to gamble, and one reason why I will vote for it 
is that it will prohibit and prevent that practiceand bring trade 
back to legitimate channels. J 
The fifth section provides that all contracts shall be in writ- 


ing. 
Section 6 provides that 812 shall be paid asa license for sueh 
contract. 
And seetion 7 provides that a stamp shall be put on each con- 
t 


traet. 

These are simple and plain provisions, and must be done ina 
businesslike manner, and no one ean object to this. 

During the discussion in the Fifty-second Congress it was fre- 
quently argued that if this ee bill was d cotton 
and wheat and all other agricult products, would go down im- 
measurably. Well, the bill was defeated, and cotton and wheat 
and everything went down, 2 ee 8 . bill had 
passed the opposite result would pro y have n place. 

Now, I do not say that the of this antioption bill is a 

nacea for the e of the farmer. It is not. But it is a move 

in the right direction and it will help the farmers, and it is the 
only measure that the farmer has asked for since this Congress 
met, except such legislation as has been asked for by the whole 
people. Now, let us examine the report of the committee a lit- 
tle. The committee say the objects sought by the proposed 
legislation are: 

First. To obtain revenue. 

Well, is there anything wrong in that? Do we not need rev- 
enue? Every bill that has been introduced here for the purpose 
of reducing expenses or raising revenue has been ed off. 
The bill to coin the seigniorage was d by Congress and was 
vetoed by the President. The bill with the income-tax 
pore is ing up in the Senate and no one can say when 

tmay pass. What harm is there, then, in having a here 
which will bring us ina little revenue? The committee say 
further that other objects of the bill are: 


Second. To relieve the hs bow of the destructive sem 
0 


tition to which 
he is now sub; tabl 


„ upon e quanti- 
ucts by those who do not intend to and can not 


ties of flat or fictitious 
terminate the contract tual delivery of the articles which they pretend 
to offer and sell. 

Third. To restore to the law of supply and demand that free action which 


has been destroyed by the practice of“ short selling,” which practice has, 
of recent years, become the one mode of dete the price of such agri- 
cultural staples as can be graded, while the ordinary methods of commerce 
are found to suffice for those which can not. 

Fourth, That market quotations, now made by the limitless offers of fiat 
| pce by the "short seller,” 5 of the volume of actual products 

existence, may again be determined by the offerings of real products by 
the owners thereof, or by those who have uired from such owner the 
right to the future possession of the articles offered, or can terminate their 
contracts by actual delivery, and thereby limit to the amount actually ex- 
3 offerings of the staple products of the farm. 

Fifth. To prevent the overlo of domestic markets and tho breaking 
down of prices of farm 8 y “short sales“ made by foreign mer- 
chants, for the purpose of insuring them against possibleloss on purchases 
of Ind Egyptian, South American, Australian, and Russian produce, 
whereby the American farmer and planter are made underwriters of com- 
mercial risks of the European, by whom no bonus or premium is paid for 
assuming insurance risks that destroy the value of our products. 


Sixth. That by restoring the functions of the law of supply and demand, 
now inoperative by reason of the limitless offers of the “short seller,” a 
measure of relief will be given and pro 


partially restored to the re 
class constituting more than 40 per cent of our population who inhabit the 
farms, and whose declining prosperity, your committee believe, is due in no 
inconsiderable degree to the practice of “short sanini whereby the prices 
of the products of the farm have been determined fixed, during recent 
years, at an unremunerative level. 

Seventh. Torestore to the producer an honest market and such prices as 
will follow the unfettered operation of the law ofsupply anddemand, which 
the committee believe will be sufficiently remun ve to restore in part 
the power of the farmer and planter to purchase the product of forge, fac- 
tory, and mill, and thus bring prosperity to the artisan, manufacturer, dis- 
tributer, and transporter. 

Well, ought not that to be done? Do we not need to return 
to the condition where supply and demand control the price? 
Every man is willing that the legitimate demand for his goods 
shall fix the price, and the consumer is always willing to pay the 
price that is fixed in that way. So, as the report goes on to 
show, this is a just and fe measure, which will hurt no- 
body except a few gambling sharks who ought to have been 
hung or put in the penitentiary long Pen: 

Now, I want to ask a few questions of gentlemen whe are o 
poeg to this bill. Are the transactions in “futures” on the 


rds of trade legal or illegal? I trust that some of these gen- 
tlemen who do not like anecdotes will answer me, but I know 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] will say that 


it is legal, because he will say that anything is legal that suits 
his side of the case, and the lawyers always follow the money. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the first place, I answer the gentle- 
man that the sort of contract he refers to is illegal now at com- 
mon law; and, in the second place, I inform him that Iam in 
2 of the passage of this bill and shall vote for it. [Laugh - 

r. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, I am glad to hear 
that. Whenwereyouconverted? The Seripture says: While 
the lamp holds out to burn the vilest sinner may return;” even 
one so vile as the gentleman from Ohio. I accept him as a con- 
vert and will baptize him to-morrow. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, the next question is, can the losses inflicted 
by this gambling be recovered in any court of justice? If not, 
why not stop them by law? Let us be honest and fair, and try 
to enforce honesty in all business transactions. Now, what gov- 
erns the selling price of farm products, the actual value of the 
article or the price fixed by future sales? Everybody knows 
that when he goes to sell his cotton price is not governed 
by spot cash, but that the parties want to wait and find out what 
“futures” are selling for; so that the price is really controlled 
by the price of futures. Should this 155 the case, it is a plain 
erat of eommon horse sense that the price of futures does 
control. 

Now, is not that wrong; is not that robbery? I think it is. 

Is it not a fact that the stronger always destroys the weaker? 
Have you ever heard of a farmer who was profited by any of 
these transactions either way? I never did except in one in- 
stance where a neighbor of mine bought a few futures and made 
$500 on them, and the result so turned his head that he went in 
and bought another lot and lost 3 and was injured at last. 
But as he turned to gambling himself, I do not know that he 
deser ved much pity in the case. 

Who manipulates the cotton and the grain markets of the 
world? Answer that question. It is not the men who grow the 
products. It is the men who have never raised a bushel ot ; 
who have never “struck a lick” of work in their lives. These 
men control the prices, gambling upon the sweatand life-blood 
of the people who produce that which feeds and clothes the 
world. Isay this is notright. In some instances theseare men 
who can not even s a word of our language. These prices 
are established by foreigners who can not speak our uage, 
much less join our party and come in and vote for an honest 
measure, as my distinguished friend has honestly acknowl 
he is going to do in voting for this bill. The man who nei 
produces or owns a bushel of wheat or a of cotton says 
what the farmer and owner shall get for produce. 

No one will deny that millions on millions of dollars are made 
in this way, upon the turnof a single trade. These parties who 
control brokers’ offices and bucketshopsand grain pits are many 
of them millionaires. How did they get their mone 
did they get it out of if not out of the men who e the pro- 
duce? That is a simple common-sense question. I stand here 
to say fearlessly that I do not believe any man in the United 
States is to-day in possession of his hundreds of millions of 
proparty honestly. I do not believe that such a man has an 

onest title. His wealth was not gotten honestly. I donot be- 
lieye millions are made by honest transactions; you need not 
tell me the contrary. 

Then let us break up this business; letus stop this system by 
which under our Government and laws we are making million- 
aires and tramps—making the gulf between Dives and Lazarus 
wider and wider, instead of giving every man, black, white, or 
red, an equal show in life. t us stop this thing of ng the 
whole burden upon the farmer; let us give him a little protec- 
tion. Let us proteet everybody or protect nobody. Let our rule 
be, equal rights to all and special privileges to none. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have no prepared speech; I do not ve in 
reading compositions here as if this were a Sunday school. I 
might say a good deal more on this question, but I have a friend 
to whom I have agreed to yield a part of my time. Let me say 
only a word in conclusion. [Cries of ‘Go on!” Go on 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, I do not want to consume 
any more time. There is no partisanshipin thismeasure. Itis 
about the only measure coming before this body that my friend 
from Ohio[Mr. GROSVENOR], lately converted, can not jump up 
and make a partisan speech u to send to his district to get 
votes with. Let us come together as one man, looking only to 
the condition of this great, grand, glorious, rich country ofours. 

As my friend from Chicago has truly said, it isa rich coun- 
try, but who-has the wealth? It isin the hands of a few, and 
the history of all nations teaches that when the wealth of a 
nation is concentrated in the hands of a few that nation is 
doomed. We have a great and rich country, and I am proud of 
it; but beneath all this grandeur and greatness is the canker of 


Whom 
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a disturbed and oppressed people. Let us now come together 
and give to those men who are the mudsills“ of all our pros- 

rity one little measure of assistance. This is the one little 
Thing they have asked here. 

Let us join hands from the North and the South and the East 
and the West; let us turn our backs upon the past, and let us 
hope that when Father Time grows weary of his work of demoli- 
tion and sits down and looks out upon the wrecks and ruins of 
nations and governments, he may see rising out of the débris the 
great temple of American liberty, built by the farmers of this 
country, having inscribed on its portals, '‘ Justice and equality to 
every man, red, white, and black.” [Loud n 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the residue of my time to my friend 
from Michigan | Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TALBERT] has seventeen minutes remaining. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Isupposed that I should be 
entitled to the floor in my own right just after the gentleman 
from South Carolina had concluded; but perhaps I may be able 
to compress my remarks into these seventeen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman that 
if he proceeds now, he must confine himself to the seventeen 
minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri (to Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan). 
Why not reserve ro time? 

Mr, RICHARDSON of rem Ser It is strange to me that I 
am limited in this way, when I thought I had a clear under- 
standing that I was to have time in my own right. 

Several MEMBERS. Reserve your time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. I think I will address the 
committee at this time. I have had so much trouble heretofore 
in getting time that I think it best to take it when I can have it. 


ughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
cee, few words in support of the pending bill, and I hope they 
will prove as applicable to this as any other. I shall not argue 
the constitutional question involved; that may be disposed of by 
the courts, inasmuch as a lawyers disagree. Where there is 
any doubt, I would give the benefit of the doubt to the people, 
who have for years demanded legislation of this character. 

I believe the bill has a very good purpose, and I think the 
effect will be beneficial to our agricultural, commercial, busi- 
ness, financial, ne Naps intaran. 8 it, the bill 
pro s a tax for the purpose of regula certain transactions 
ith ace considered damaging to le inate business; that 
make unstable our markets, bein; wholly of a speculative char- 
acter and in the nature of gambling. 

Such transactions make prices fluctuate too much for either 
the interest of the farmer or the miller, who is in fact the farm- 
er’s real customer. The miller buys the bulk of the wheat and 
is interested in an even market, for he has always on hand flour 
which must represent the price of the wheat purchased of the 
farmer, plus the cost of labor, with other expenses, and the mil- 
ler’s margin of profit for handling. All consumers and dealers 
are interested in an even market. 

All dealers in flour are interested in and anxious to have 
steady prices. Farmers are alsointerested insteady prices; but 
few are ready to take advantage of a sudden rise in the market, 
which as suddenly falls again. 

The dealers in puts, calls, spreads, and straddles, and the 
brokers on the boards of trade who secure a commission out of 
every transaction, are directly interested in a market that is 
afflicted with chills and fevers produced by bulls and bears, with 
all sorts of rumors of droughts and floods, short crops and good 
crops, railroad strikes, elevator rows, etc. They care nothing 
for the value of wheat or the success of those who produce it, 
for their prona depend entirely upon the margins and moye- 
ments in the market temperature. . The more frequent the fluc- 
tuations the more numerous the commissions; the more extreme 
the fluctuations the greater the margin of profits. 

As I look at it, such speculation isa disadvantage to all legiti- 
mate business dealers in everything dealt in on exchange sim- 
ply on margins. What is true of wheat is true of corn, oats, 
cotton, pork, and lard. 

I will have the Clerk read a clipping from the Chicago Her- 
ald to show what conditions exist, and upon what pretexts and 
rumors these dealers in options and futures rely for a basis and 
cause of fluctuations in the market price of the daily necessities 
of the whole people. 

The Clerk read as follows: < 
FIELD OF COMMERCE—WHEAT TRADE SEE BEAR REASONS—THE BREAKING 


OF THE DROUGHT, THE ELEVATOR ROW, THE NEW HARVEST AND ABSENCE 
OF CASH BUSINESS DEPRESSING WHEAT—CORN SHIPPERS BULLISH. 


Wheat has lost half its recent advance and shows no strength at the de- 
cline, The relief from the drought has had the usual effect—caused the 
weather to be almost forgotten. The uncertainty as to the elevator situa- 


has driven out longs and kept away buyers. There is actually nothing 


in the row to depress prices if outsiders and local traders would but con 
e for sperato parasto e 
ve un an even the b 
threats now indulged in were carmen oak ; em 
The only possible effect would be, by shutting out new arrivals, to lessen 
and not increase the amount of deliverable on contract. There is 
nothing in that to add to the depréssion of the price. As to a fear that the 
elevator people will deliver out a great lot of ter wheat, it is only neces. 
sary to remember that the whole procs row grows out of a claim on the 
par of the elevator le that they can not under any restrictions kee 
heir warehouses f ith their anxiety on that score it is not at all 
likely they will deliver out wheat which they are not sure of getting 
back. The talk of deliveries of "skinned ” grades on July 1 is also unneces- 


sary. 

The irritation is enough now to make the warehousemen particularly 
anxious not to give any real reasons for bad blood toward them. But the 
speculator always takes the sentimental view of things, and so, although 
there is nothing which could grow out of the elevator row, unless rascality 
is assumed, that would unfavorably affect prices, outside bulls are keeping 
l een it and local bulls are waiting for the full effect of this tim- 

e 

The local speculative situation, fully as much as the break in the drought 
or as the fear of the result of the elevator war, is bearish. The July liquida- 
tion is beginning and there is in existence to meet and offset it less than the 
usual short interest. The market is especially matag theusual Pardridge 
line. This would be the time, if he were interested, for him to be tak: fa 
July shorts and to be reselling for September. But Pardridge was driven 
out a fortnight ago and some say has even turned bull. Certafnot his part 
suerly have. There are the short sales of the tigen poopie be covered, 
and the short sales of the cash holders generally o he country, the ex- 
porters, the shippers, and the millers. ost of these evidently want a very 
wide difference. Even the 28 cents spread“ of Saturday, w is almost 
extortionate, did not start but a few of them to“ persons jay 

The failure to market any of the Chicago stock of wheat on this advance 
has had its effect. The trade now is much of the fact that there is 
just 3 a supply here as there was a month ago, with the new crop al- 
ready ving at St. Louis and Baltimore. It yet remains to be seen 
whether the premium here over the other winter wheat markets will at- 
tract more than the usual proportion of new It will not take more 
small local incréases to cause everybody to 
forget about the eg Soe crop and the possible scarcity ahead. The one 
bullish feature about the wheat situation at the moment is the improre- 
mentabroad. The Argentine liquidations of bankrupt wheat is Speen 
over. Liverpool has not reacted much with the break here. e cony 
nental markets have been strong independently of America on wet weathèr 
athome. Itlooks as if this present weakness on this side and strength 
abroad might reéstablish after awhile a parity. 


CORN SHIPPERS BULLISH. 


Corn shippers are pretty nearly all of them bulls now, expec that the 
remnant of the last crop will get scarcer until the new cop is . Pros- 
pects of the growing corn are almost perfect, but the cash demand for the 
old has improved and the supply has kept decr for a month and a half 
until it is now small. The cheaper grades have m used up bap ior 
close, there be: left at Chicago igre nothing but the contract grade. 
Rap es are made uncertain by the lack of the usual cribbed stock, leavin. 
it all with the farmers whether enough corn comes along to supply deman 
at present prices. The shippers’ theory is that the farmers bə infu- 
enced by Senin me of oats and be led to hold corn for higher prices to- 

0 ‘ 


ward the en ear. 
ted result—advanced 


than small new receipts an 


The settlement of the 3 strike has had the e 
pona June hog one are always relatively heavy, just as Decem- 
2 r's LAWA fe are. The pit theory is that the important manufacturers have 

urn 8. 

The following shows the range for the week of the principal articles on 

the Board of Trade. 


Closing. 
Articles. 
June 
17, 1823, 


20, 05 
by 


759 


June 
16, 1994. 


“ort 


38280 


2 


. 30 “bf 40. 
805 A 741 
40 40 42 
. 89) 4 . 90. 
. 86) 0 5 
s) m| 
272 :30 250 
12.45 20. 07} 
12.45 20. 05 
12. 52} 20. 76 
6.70 9.95 
6.724 10.95 
6. 85 10. 60 
6.40 9.40 
fait 9. 40 
6. 41 9.70 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. 
hibit such transactions, while it mig 


I believe to regulate or pro- 
ht interfere with the per- 
sonal liberty of the individual, can be justified because-of bene- 
fits to business and society. 

I am of the opinion that such trade should be taxed and regu- 


lated, if not prohibited altogether. The written agreement re- 
quired to be made of each sale to be stamped under the provisions 
of this bill will be the means of asce the extent of the 
. of this character, and will doubtless lead to good 
results. 


‘ 
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Let us analyze a couple of transactions, one actual and one o 
tion. Mr. Chairman, suppose you have $30,000 in the bank. It 
is to your interest and a matter of considerable concern to know 
how you can best employ it. You study the world’s productand 
sup ty of wheat and the pronon market, which is at about 50 
cents, and convince yourself that you can do well to buy wheat 
for a rise. You purchase 60,000 bushels of wheat and store itin 
the elevator. Thefarmers who brought in your wheat now have 
the money and you have the wheat. The transaction has been 
actual and you have made a market for 60,000 bushels. The 
wheat and the cash have changed hands. 

In thirty days wheat advances 5 cents. You close out the 
wheat at an advance of $3,000, out of which you pay for ware- 
house and other expenses perhaps $1,500. You then have anet 
proti of $1,500, or ö per cent for the use of your capital thirty 

ays. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, suppose you have studied the operations 
of the produce exchange in Chicago, St. Louis, or some other 
great city. Brokers have kept their daily price list before you, 
and have advised you to buy an option on wheat instead of buy- 
ing the actual wheat. You are quoted a thirty-day call con- 
tract at 3 cents a bushel, which you take. Your $30,000 buys an 
option on 1,000,000 bushels. The price goes up ö cents a bushel, 
and you close the contract at a profit of 2 cents a bushel, which 
nets you $20,000, or 66% per cent onthe investment, less the com- 
RR paid to your broker. 

You have not created a market for one bushel of wheat. You 
have not transferred one dollar from the bank to the farmer’s 
pocket. No warehouse has received a cent for storage, and no per- 
son has received a centfor honest labor. Youhave made as much 
net cash as youought to get for tenyears’ use of your capital. Your 
capital has now increased to $50,000, and you keep it in the bank 
awaiting another opportunity. You will not use it to buy the 
farmer’s wheat and hold it for a rise, although the price is low, 
and the farmer needs the money. You will not loan the money 
on a first-class mortgage to savea present foreclosure. The 
bank is liable to pay your deposit on call, and will not use more 
than 75 per cent of it, and that on strictly commercial paper. 
So the speculation on the farmer's product has made a large 
profit for you without your touching it, or even making a market 
or creating a demand for a single bushel of his wheat. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, large sums of money are diverted from 
legitimate business and kept in banks for such speculation in 
wheat, corn, oates, cotton, pork, lard, etc. The wheat, oats, 
and cotton, figuratively e are bought and sold while 
growing in the fleld. Mess pork, lard, and bacon are in the same 
way bought and sold while the jean hogs are squealing in the 

tures waiting for the corn to mature upon which they are 
fatten. 

Can anyone doubt that such a speculative practice is injurious 
to legitimate business? Can anyone doubt that the uncertainty 
of the markets are increased by such methods? Is it not prob- 
able if capital is denied opportunities for such omployment that 
it would practically bə forced into other and legitimate employ- 
ment? Surely to tax its 5 would increase the revenue 
and furnish data from which could be determined the amount of 
pia thus employed, and the extent of the transactions so car- 

on. 

If the tax operates to prohibit such business, then the capital 
employed in other and 0 ea pursuits would be reénforced. 

Far too much of the capital of the country is engaged in specu- 
lating in produce and stock margins in our markets. It has a 
fascination that lures many a man to his ruin, and there is 
scarcely a community in the country that has not felt its blight- 
ing curse. Judges, lawyers, bankers; professors of science, and 
church leaders have become crim and been driven from 
home, society, and their country by the not unusual results of 
speculating in options and futures. 

I believe legislation that will regulate or prohibit such busi- 
ness is prudent and will be well received by the great mass of 
our people. [Applause.] 

i oe the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer 
ell. 

Mr. WARNER. Lask that the gentleman from Michigan may 
have such additional time as he may desire. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. I shallonly want about five 
minutes, 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the time of the gentleman will be ex- 
tended for ten minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. I do not desire that much 
time. I will conclude in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman will 
proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan then resumed and concluded 
his remarks as above. 


Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, a very little while ago I 
noticed that the chairmanof the Committee on Agriculture was 
out of his place in the House, and it was ay expectation to 
speak from his seat and take charge of the bill for him during 
his absence [laughter], which will account for my delay in se- 
lecting a place to address the House from. 

This measure is one which ought to give a Democrat that 
“ tired feeling ” which you read about in those books that pro- 
vide remedies free of charge for bald heads and all the other 
ailments of life. [Laughter.] If this new exhibition of Democ- 
racy is accepted by the Democratic party on the floor of this 
House, the pringe which separates us from our friends on the 
other side, who believe in special and class legislation, will have 
been constructed. 

This is a measure which must turn the Populists groon with 
envy when they read it. Where in the writings of Mrs. Lease, 
for instance, or in the orations of Senator PEFFER, can anything 
com ble with this as a Populist measure be produced? [am 
really glad that our good friend Watson is out of the House; for if: 
he were here, and discovered that another man was capable of so 
far outreaching him in his peculiar lines of legislation as this 
bill indicates, the result would doubtless be fatal, not to the au- 
thor of this bill, but I think to Mr. Watson himself, although 
perhaps such an ending for Mr. Watson would be quite satisfac- 
tory to someof our brethren from Georgia this fall. [Laughter.] 

But, gentlemen, to the poops outside of this House, to the 
patient and sufferin people of the United States, the discussion 
seriously of legislation like this and this proposal by some mem- 
bers of the Democratic py for increas g the price of food, 
for iag She cost of clothing—I say when the people out- 
side of this House observe this, and also reflect that the ganne: 
men on the Republican side are constantly engaged in schemes 
for increasing the price of everything else, it will not be strange 
if the plain people throughout the “length and breadth of the, 
country cry out, A plague upon both your houses!“ 

Now, what does this bill propose to do, sir? You might fairly 
divide its intent under three heads. One proposes to raise reve- 
nue; under the next head it proposes to increase the price of all 
agricultural 8 and under the third it is proposed to re- 
form men and wash their lives white, not with soap and water, 
but by an act of Congress! This is the threefold scope of the 
bill, and for genuine madness and utter recklessness of the pro- 
prieties of legislation it has no parallel in any scheme which has 
ever been presented here, unless it be in the vagaries of ayoung, 
excellent, and eloquent friend of mine, who spoke so earnestly 
in this House last night (Mr. BRYAN of Nebraska), proposing, as 
a Democratic méasure to the people of the United States, that 
this Government shall go into the business of issuing from sev- 
enty to one hundred 8 of legal-tender shinplasters in or- 
der that the United States may enter into a partnership with 
a lot of speculators who are ig emer fey diggings big ditch across 
the Isthmus of Nicaragua! I say that I do not know of any leg- 
islation at all com ble with this,excepting perhaps the so- 
called Democratic Senate tariff bill. 

This may be called a Missouri bill. Missouri has the richest 
soil, it produces in many respects the very best of men, large in 
stature, great in ability, and all such things—it is indeed an in- 
comparable State. Observe the peculiar kind of legislation 
which seems to be natural to the soil of Missouri. [Laughter.] 
For instance, let ustake the three kinds of legislation that have 
become popular inthis House—in this Populist House, I suppose 
it would be called, for our Populist friends say it will be Populist 
next time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes; they are all coming over to us. 

Mr. HARTER. My friend says they are all coming over. 
Yes; I begin to fear that, when I see my good friend, GROS- 
VENOR, making his way in that direction so rapidly. But I 
must say that I feel the reception he has been given by the 
Populists is a very ungracious and undeserving one, if I under- 
stand my distinguished friend from South Carolina 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. HARTER. I can not yield to my friend now. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I want to correct m 
friend. He quotes me asa Populist. I want to tell him that 
am an Alliance Democrat. 

Mr. HARTER. T accept the gentleman's correction. I want 
to say that I judged him to be a Populist by the sentiments he 
has just been expressing here. I must have misunderstood the 
tenor of hisremarks. But I want to say, when he welcomes 
Gen. GROSVENOR as the vilest man, it isamistake. There have 
been other men in Ohio who are still worse than Gen. GROSVE- 
NOR. [Laughter.] Gen. GROSVENOR had the bad grace to say 
that I was one of them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If colleague will allow me to inter- 
rupt him, I am very much obliged to him for the statement, and 
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Iam satisfied that he testifies from the very fullest knowledge 
on the mee t. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TER. Since the gentleman has shown a proper ap- 
preciation for my services to him, which some gentlemen for 
whom I have secured offices have not, I wish to say that I think 
the gentleman is ons of the best men in Ohio. [Laughter.] But 
I was speaking of Missouri and her climate and soil. There is 
some g singular about what comes of Democratic seed, if 
planted in the clay of Missouri, For instance, we, as Demo- 
crats, used to believe in honest money, and we were opposed to 
legal-tender 8 of every description, and opposed to 
dishonest financial methods of every kind; but we discover that 
even a legal-tender shinplaster worth 99 or 99% cents on the 
dollar is not considered the proper caper in Missouri, for what 
Missouri desires above all things is that her people may raise 
the best kind of wheat, and grow the very best kind of pork, 
and then take the worst kind of moneyin 55 it. That 
a one Svis the idiosyncrasies of Missouri. They call it Democracy 

y courtesy. 

Some of the Democrats of Missouri have views, yes, convic- 
tions, on the labor question. A distinguished Democrat from 
Missouricame very near laying me out at the last election. The 
Republican people in our State took ordinary precautions to do 
that in advance, but, not satisfied with this, my friend from Mis- 
souri brought in a bill, as you will remember, which prevented 
any laboring man in the United States from working more than 
eight hours on public works, even if he had eighteen children. 

e injustice of such a measure was, as a Democrat, very clear to 
me, and I voted against it, but I regret to say was lonesome, for 
only three other Democrats in the Northern States voted against 
thisrubbish. The result was that when I went out into my Con- 
gressional district in Ohio I found that nearly every labor agi- 
tator had it in for Harter, soto speak. This is another of t 
idiosyncrasies and pleasing Democratic (?) freaks of Missouri. 
And, by the way, we will soon have this labor question settled, 
for I haye with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
O'NEILL] that before the session closes there shall be brought 
in a bill which everybody will feel constrained to vote for, and 
which will finally put to rest the entire labor question. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] is not present, 
but he consented to bring in the bill byre uest. Itproviđes 
that hereafter in the United States it shall be illegal for any- 
body whomsoever, millionaire or otherwise, to work at all be- 
tween meals. [Laughter.] 

Now, I say these are only a brace of the cheerful and pleasing 
political ideas that come from Missouri. But to-day we have 
another. Here is a proposition to raise revenue, to start with. 
We have an able Committee on Agriculture, but I discover that 
this committee were so pressed for time as to be utterly unable 
to find ont how much revenue this bill would produce. You 
know it is a great merit to produe revenue when we are out of 
revenue. It is a great service to the country to pour money, b 
this antioption bill, into the Treasury ata time when we nee 
it so ee Sol thought I would see how effective the bill was 
going to be. 

I havediscovered that in the event of this bill becoming a law, 
and putting a stop to all gambling operations, about which our 
undemocratic brethren are so much worried, it would probably 
produce judging by the report of the committee, an annual rey- 
enue of $ „733.34. I take this report to be gospel, because the 
e e from Pennsylvania, who was addressing the camp meet- 
ing here yesterday afternoon, certified to it. [Laughter.] It 
must therefore be gospel, at any rate with the Populists; and 
inasmuch as it states that one-tenth of these products are sold 
upon the exchanges, applying the rate of taxation which the 
sapient members of this committee have put into the bill, I dis- 
cover that the total income . om this tax will be 
$9,733.34 in years when the crops are large, and of course less 
when they are small. 

This is a large sum to pour into the Treasury of the United 
States every year, is it not? But in order to get this into the 
Treasury, I discover, by application to the Internal-Revenue De- 
partment, that it would cost less than $100,000. Putting it down 
at $90,000, for every dollar of revenue received into the Treas- 
ury of the United States via this bill the cost would be, say, 89. 
This does not, of course, include the expense of a multitude of 
costly law suits the Government would be obliged to carry on. 

Mr. PENCE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HARTER. I can not to-day. 

Mr. PENCE. I never asked you one before. 
ou did not get e to answer it. 

That is true. Better ixck to you this time. 

Mr. PENCE. I understand you to base your statement as to 
the cost of collection on information received from the Internal 
Revenue Bureau. 

Mr. HARTER. That is, as to the expense of collecting. 


Iesked you one 


Mr. PENCE, I think the House would like to have that made 
clear, because I submit that as I understand from the chairman 
of the committee and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SIBLEY] the appointment of an additional officer to execute this 
law would not be necessary. 

Mr. HARTER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIB- 
LEY] is apparently, if his quotations at the Populist seance yes- 
terday decide, a much better authority on the Bible than he is 
on this subject; so you can count him out. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PENCE. I know, if yourstatementis correct, andif this 
estimate is made by the Department, the House will be glad to 
have a few facts about it. 

Mr. HARTER. I will give them, but I would rather not be 
interrupted, inasmuch as I have scarcely got started into the 
discussion of this tremendous Missourimeasure. I have treated 
this bill with no great degree of seriousness, because it has not 
occurred to me thatit was a bill that required that kind of treat- 
ment. Whenyou havea 3 on hand you carry a long and 
solemn face, but if it is a farce, like this antioption bill, you feel 
like enjoying 3 and taking vour family along with you. 
[Laughter]. But as the information is asked i will read: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 19, 1894. 

Hon. MICHAEL D. HABTER: 

I ible to estimate on short notice the increase in the annual expenses 


it t office has to execute the antioption bill in alli parts of the United 
States. Expense not believed to be great, 1 less than $100,000. 
W. WILSON 
Acting Commissioner, 


Therefore I estimate it at $90,000. 

Mr. PENCE. Why nota dollar and a half? 

Mr. HARTER. Say, then, the cost of the execution of this 
exceedingly meddlesome bill will be $1.50. You see Iam very 
obliging to you Populists. The receiptsoverand above the ex- 

nses under the Populist view of case, then, would be $9,- 

31.84, about enough money to keep a Democratic Congress in 
toilet soap for a session. 

But to come to another phase of this matter. Iam not going 
to talk much, if at all, about the constitutionality of this bill, 
after the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. BLACK] has spoken on 
that subject in connection with the bank-tax measure; but I 
recommend to you, my good friends from the South, a morongh 
digestion of Mr. BLACK’s constitutional argument, for 55155 es 
perfectly to this case. Every syllable, word, and line applies to 
the bill now under discussion. 

But who will pay these taxes, if they are paid? Itis the un- 
fortunate farmer. The unfortunate farmer will pay the tax 
under this bill, and he alone. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That is about all the use 
you have for him. 

Mr. HARTER. Remember, I am not supporting this new 
plan for robbing the farmer, It is true it is only going to raise 
a small amount; but why select the farmer for more taxation? 
Our Republican friends have had him under the harrow for the 
last thirty years. Why should you Populists and Democratic 
Populists, and why should the Democratic-Prohibition-Populist 
candidate for governor in my adopted State come in here and 
make such a proposition in the name of the farmer, when the 
farmer is at the plow and none of them know what injury he is 
proposing to do them here? Iam afraid if this bill passes and 
the effect of it is seen on prices on the produce exchanges be- 
tween this and the election, there will be no chance for my rev- 
erend friend, no matter how many parties may nominate him 
for governor this fall. But now as to prices; as I think I have 
3 the idea of revenue, for the bill, if passed, will simply 
help to increase the Treasury deficit. 

ow, as to prices. cA Waray ras and able and . 
eloquent friend from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] stated that the ef- 
fect of dealing in options, etc., was to reduce the price of the 
article so dealt in. Now, sir, any page upon the floor of this 
House would say at once, ‘‘If this is true, Mr. BRYAN, then the 
markets in which option trading is carried on extensively would 
be the lowest priced, otherwise you are mistaken.” The fact is, 
gentlemen, that the markets of the United States in which option 
trading prevails are the high-priced markets of the United 
States of America and of the world; and when you think over 
the matter you can see that it could not be otherwise. What 
makes prices? Demand. What helps and greatly enlarges ac- 
tualdemand? Trading. $ 

Now, the shortseller comes in the House of Representatives of 
the United States for agreat deal of blame. I admire the short 
seller. [sympathize with theshortseller. Ithinkthe poor devil 
deservessympathy. Itis he whoisalwaysin the most erous 

tion. He is like the man in a forlorn hope in time of battle. 

ecannotoften hope to be a winner. In the first place he develops 
a new demand for the grain he sells, and that puts up the price 
of it. Why? Because in the first place he can not sell unless 
there is a buyer, and by his own short selling he makes himself 
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a positive and anxious buyer; later on he must be a buyer no 
matter whether he wishes or not. In every time of disaster, in 
the hour of panic, in the midst of bank disturbances, who is 
it, I ask you, who maintains the prices.of stocks, the price of 
cotton, the price of wheat, and of corn? It is the short seller, 
and the short seller alone. 

When everybody else is panic stricken; when nobody else is 
able to buy; when those who have already bought are disturbed, 
or perha: 3 their efforts to carry what they have 
bought, there is no ‘Abe go in and stand under that market 
for the farmer and the planter except theshortseller. Weought 
to sing praises to the short seller. If there is any man who de- 
seryes the thanks and the blessings of the planters and the 
farmers it is the man who has the 8 to goon the exchange 
and sell their produets“ short.“ Do you know, you planters of the 
South, do you know that there are to-day between three and four 
million bales of surplus cotton in the world for which there is 
no market? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. There is no money to buy 
it with. 

Mr. HARTER. Destroy these exchanges and where would 
this cotton go now? In this country to-day we have about a 
hundred million bushels of wheat and a big crop coming on, and 
no market for the wheat in sight, and yet, as a result of buying 
and selling futures and options on the exchanges, wheat to-day 
is 3 or 4 cents above the parity of the world’s value. Iam going 
toquote from my very able and eloquentand ingeniousfriend the 
gentleman from Missouri[Mr. HATCH]as to what it is that makes 
markets. In his speech in May, 1892, upon the tariff he made the 
remarks lamabout toquote, and when he stands upon ground that 
he is familiar with he preaches a political gospel which any man 
may properly use as a text, but he is a little off his beat when he 

te inte any commercial question of this kind. [Laughter.] I 


ask the Clerk to read the e of the speech of the gentle- 
man from Missouri which I have marked. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


possi- 
bility. d g of the world 
and we have to sell that surp! against the lowest-priced labor on earth and 
in the open markets of the world. The wheat-grower must compete with all 
the pauper labor, and the lowest pauper labor on earth, and he must sell 
the surplus that fixes the price on his entire crop in competition with that 


Mr.HARTER. There, sir, with his own lance he transfixes 
himself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. Pull it out and go ahead. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTER. I will devote a little attention to you after 
awhile, if I find I can spare the time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. I thought you would probably slop over some- 


where, [Lau ong’ 

Mr. HARTER. That settles the point, and ought to settle it 
in the minds of most people. The price of what the farmer 

roduces is fixed by the surplus, and the price of the surplus 
Ts fixed in the market where the surplusis sold. Now, gentle- 
men, you will have to face your farmer friends on this ques- 
tion. Many of you are afraid to vote against this bill, think- 
ing that they want you to vote for it; but you will have to face 
them by and by, and face them when they put such points to 
you as this, that the very markets that you would destroy by 
this legislation are the highest markets on earth. Sup 
my Populist-Alliance friend from South Carolina [Mr. TAL- 
BERT] had a lot of cotton to sell, as he doubtless has, what 
kind of a market does he seek? 

He would want to sell in a high-price market. That is the 
option market and no other. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Selling in that market a 
man does not sell his cotton at all. He goes and makes one of 
these transactions and then goes home and tells his wife that he 


has sold ten bales of cotton, when in fact he has not done any 


such thing, but it is sold for him by these fictitious gamblers. 

Mr. HARTER. Well, I am glad to know that even the gam- 
blers are fictitious. [Langhter.] I suffered under the dreadful 
suspicion that they were real, actual, bona fide devils. Some of 
you 83 here are farmers, amateur farmers, agriculturists 
of different degrees. 

Now, if you are a wheat farmer, what kind of a market do you 
send your wheat to? Who sends his wheat to market in Cin- 
cinnati? Who sends his cotton to Frankfort, Ky.? Who sends 
his corn to Hard Scrabble, III.? None of you. All of you who 
have any agricultural products to sell seek the option markets. 
Why? Simply because they are the highest markets. Now, I 
have a any a brotherly, a filial interest in my good friend 
ea reas 51 Mee PATOL Ena one reon why I shall vote 
agains to prevent the stigma ofits from. 
upon his shoulders, because next year when the Populists arene 
South and the farmers of the West get in their cotton and their 
wheat and seek to make their sales in the highest markets, the 


. 


answer will be. Gen. HATCH has destroyed those markets; there 
are no longer any markets of that kind.“ Everybody knows 
that under such circumstances my friend from Missouri would 
not be a welcome guest at any 8 fair in the United States, 
and as long as I live I want to see him in a position where the 

and the planters will greet him with, Hail, Gen. 
HATCH,” and not Damm Gen. HATCH,” as they would if he can 
make this bill law. [Laughter.] Iam the best friend the gentle- . 
man from Missouri has on this floor. 

And now, suppose you could do this. Suppose you could in- 
terfere with the liberty of a man in Ohio to go out and cut his 
corn, or to decide whether he should live in a brick house or a 
frame house, or whether or not he would buy at this time the 
wheat he wanted to use next 3 vou could pass 
a bill of this kind, and that instead of it being a silly, meddle- 
some, mischievous boomerang, that it was wise, prudent, and 
constitutional, and would do what you ignorantly imagine it 
will, what would youaccomplish? You wouldinerease the price 
of bread to every man, woman, and child in this country. 

What an infamous idea to present here to the members of. 
this House, and to the country, and from a Democratic source! 
It is unfortunate, to say the least. that this measure emanates 
from the Democratic side of the House. I can understand 

ectly well the consistency of my friend from Ohio, Gen. 

ROSVENOR. He has always believed in this kind of legisla- 
tion, and he ought to vote forit. But my friend Gen. HATCH 
never believed in such rubbish, and he ought to do as [ do with 
this bili—throw it into the wastebasket and say, if we forgive 
= this once he will never do it again. And we will forgive 

, too. 
Mr. PENCE. Did not the gentleman himself, in hisinterrog- 


atory to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] a day or 
55 — n main tain that the dealings on stock boards raised 
e prices? 
r. HARTER. The gentleman admitted it. 
Mr. PENCE. Did not maintain that? 


Mr. HARTER. Idid and I do; and there is this difference be- 
tween a Democrat like myself and a Populist like Mr. BRYAN. 
Isay that if free, unfettered, constitutional, lawful speculation 
or dealing on any board naturally raises the price of an article, 
that article is „il you like, by the very law of God, because 
it is the law of nature. But I would not pass a law to raise the 
price of angibing- nor would I pass a law to put down the price 
of anything. t clause is it, gentlemen, in the Chicago plat- 
form, that we have heard so much about, which says it is the 
duty of a Democratic Congress to laws des to put up 
or put down the price of any article? I will wait a moment for 
some one to produce on this floora plank or two of that mutilated 
unfortunate and much derstood platform. [Laughter.] 

Lam speaking of this bill as a Democrat looks at it—not as a 
Populist looks at it. I have great respect, you understand, for 
both Populists and Republicans. The view they take of it isa 
natural one for them. k 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. How long since you left 
the rE A 


Mr. TER. Probably I havə been a Democrat longer 
than you have. Iam an entirely different kind of a Democrat, 
you observe. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I am glad you are. If you 
= 3 Ido not want to be one. If you area Democrat, 
am no 
Mr. HARTER. In this latest expression of feeling which the 
gentleman has presented to the House, he and I cordially agree. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The gentleman changes 
too much—first a Republican, then a Democrat—first a pig, then 
a PUPPY, fi . 8 
r. HARTER. If the tleman thinks that kind of lan- 
proper in debate here, he is welcome to his opinion. 
ow, sir, let me with this good-humored discussion of 
a very foolish bill. s 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The gentleman will allow 
me to say I used that expression ina speech the other day. I 
did not mean it in an offensive sense. I was alluding to the 
Mugwumps, and I told an anecdote about an old negro who 
carried a pair of pups 
Mr. TER. My dear sir, the reason 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I think you heard my 
speech of the other day. 
Mr. HARTER. I credit you with being too much of a gen- 
to use such a term on this floor in any offensive sense. 
Nobody can be more consciousof the fact that the term puppy” 
can ever apply to me, from 3 
But, gentlemen, the world has had this kind of laws before 
cima spear by Democrats. Let me give you a of this 
kind of legisla Lam not absolutely certain, but I the 
Chinese tried it in the eleventh century; Iam certain, however, 
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that the Dutch tried it in the year 1610, and our ancestors in 
England tried it in 1734. And in 1812 they had just such a law 
as this on the statute book in the State of New York. 

And during the late war anumber of our friends here—and they 
were good men deeply interested in the welfare of the country— 
decided that persons who were seling paroon tacke short for gold 
were engaged in a criminal trade. s was in 1864. 

Secretary Chase was satisfied that the thing was treason- 
able; and my able, learned, honorable, safe, cautious friend, 
Senator SHERMAN, after a while was seduced into the same be- 
lief, and you remember the law was passed, a law like this of 
my friend from Missouri; it wasindeed the original of the Hatch 
bill, so far as Congress is concerned, and it provided that no 
man should sell greenbacks short. My friend from New York 
(Mr. HENDRIX] will remember it. hat was the effect? It 
was promised that greenbacks would go up and gold would go 
down, just as ourlearned friends here to-day promise the cotton- 
raisers and the wheat-growers that their products shall go up if 
this pending bill is passed. What happened? Within two days 
after that law was gea gold shot up like a rocket, rising, I 
think, 78 cents on the dollar; and within fifteen days the law 
was repealed. Soif 475 pass this antioption law you will be 
glad to repeal it within fifteen days; but I tell you that will not 
save the bacon of my friend HATCH, and I am speaking in his be- 
half this afternoon. 

I do not want to see all the presidential timber in the Demo- 
cratic 1 228 destroyed, out up by the roots at this session of Con- 

ress if I can help it, because if all these other men are cut out, 

t may be possible that I myself will have to offer my carcass 
as a sacrifice at the next presidential election [laughter]—a fate 
which I very much desire to avoid if possible. You can under- 
stand, therefore, my interest in preserving for the country and 
for the party our t, strong, sound, safe men. If they are to 
be allowed to kill themselves off with free-silver, sugar-trust, 
anti-option, high-tariff measures, our party will, I am afraid, 
turn to me as the only genuine, reliable, lue-blooded Demo- 
crat on earth, and thus force me into the breach and ultimately 
elect me, for 5 you notice that if ever I am nominated for 
President, nobody can prevent the country availing itself ofsuch 
an unusual bargain. 

Joan understand, Mr. Chairman, how a man like my friend 
from Missouri, Gen. HATCH—an earnest man, who is right on 
many political subjects—should have gotten himself into the 
way of believing that some such measure like this (which he 
does not understand) would be of some practical value to some- 
body. But his friends ought to come to his rescue. I can ex- 
cuse him, and I hope the country will age Iam sure that 

' the very best thing that we can do for him will be to help to de- 
feat this bill, and save him from all risks. [Laughter.] 

Until this bill was introduced all legislation prohibiting specu- 
lation in food products was urged because speculation invariably 
advances the price of corn, of wheat and oats, and it has been re- 
served for the philosophers on the agricultural committee to 
discover that this is all a mistake and that it reduces them. 
They are such marvels in the line of discovery that it might 
be wise to authorize them to investigate the facts and report to 
the House the name of the man who struck Billy Patterson. 

Is it possible that these men do not remember a fewyearsago 
that the workingmen o 1 e threatened to blow up the pro- 
duce exchange because itraised the price of wheat and increased 
the cost of flour? Never in the history of the United States, ex- 
cept for a few days last summer, caused by the currency or bank 

anic, has the price of wheat, corn, or cotton on any option or 
tar dealing exchange been lower than its proper parity with 
the world’s markets; on the contrary, on such markets the prices 
are nearly always above—to the advantage of the farmer and 
planter—and when corners“ come the people who reap the 
profits are the planters and the farmers, while the reviled 

shorts are compelled to bleed gold. The perfectly enormous 
advantages which these exchanges confer on the farmers Gen. 
Harcos would (not intentionally itis true, but actually) take from 
them, and thusdepress the farm and the plantation still more. 

Who is back of this bill? Who brought it before Congress? 
I will tell you. Iam a miller myself and I know a little about 
this subject. Senator WASHBURN and some of his friends want 
this bill enacted. Of course they do, for the very same reason 
that Gen. HATCH does—over the left. I know that Gen, HATCH 
is sincere in his convictions, and that he would like to see wheat 
sell for $1 per bushel. I know, too, that the gentleman from 
South on my right issincere, and he wants the price of 
cotton put up to 10 cents. Gen. HATCH wants wheat—the market 
price—put up, and so would I if the laws of God and of nature 
would put it up. But I am opposed to even considering here 
any law which the framers hope will require any poor washer- 
woman in this land to pay a cent a bushel more for the wheat 

-Bhe is compelled to use in flour, or a cent a yard more for the 


calico that she needs to clothe her than the laws of trade—sup- 
ply and demand—require. 

Senator WASHBURN and his associates have trained with 
Gen. HATCH, and if the general were to look around he would 
find a large-sized colored man in his woodpile. Is it possible 
that he can suppose Mr. WASHBURN et al., the agents, stock- 
holders, and friends of the great British milling syndicate, fa- 
vor this legislation from the same standpoint that he does? 
Why, even the reverend chaplain [Mr. SIBLEY]of this new anti- 
option religion got mad last night because he thought that my 
friend WARNER was helping the British to put down the price 
of cotton in order to buya woolen suit cheaper. [Laughter.] 

In fact, to-day the agents of the British milling syndicate, who 
are interested in putting down the pooR of wheat, you will find, 
are the real friends and only intelligent well-posted advocates 
of this bill. I like these men very much as company at dinner; 
but when it comes to sleeping with them in a political bed, I say 
to my friend from Missouri he had better come and sleep with 
me, though I am in favor of a hundred-cent dollar and free trade 
on our exchanges and low taxes everywhere, and I say that I 
welcome him back to the Democratic fold, not as my friend from 
Roush Carolina welcomes Gen. GROSVENOR, as the “ vilest of the 
vile. 

But, Mr. Chairman, let me proroci Here Senator WASH- 
BURN and his cohorts are, and how earnestly do they desire that 
the price of the farmer's wheatshall be enhanced in the market; 
for, of course, the more they pay for wheat the less their flour 
costs them(?). You will do the farmer more realinjury through 

bill than dry weather, grasshoppers, and chinch bugs com- 
bined. Take, for instance, next August, when Gen. HATCH 
wants to market his grain, and the farmers generally want to 
market theirs. Do you suppose they could find a market forall 
the wheat in that time of rush at decent prices if it was not for 
futures“ and option“ trading? Well, yes; perhaps they 
could; but they would find me a buyer, they would have Mr. 
WASHBURN fora buyer, and many others like us, and practi- 
cally at our own prices. What do you think we would pay? 

The same is true, I will say to my friend from South Carolina 
when you bring in your eight million bale crop, ab I hope it will 
be. Do you suppose you will find a market for it at a fair price 
if only actual buyers bid on it and you exclude culators? 
Just as soon as dealing in futures ceases you will find nobod 
wanting to buy except at combination prices. Why, äs a mat- 
ter of course as soon as your law goes into effect, and you stop 
the ak of cotton for future delivery, down goes the price 
of cotton like Mr. What's-his-Name to the bottom of the sea. 
(Laughter. ] 

A MEMBER. 3 

Mr. HARTER. Well, I hope Mr. McGinty will excuse me for 
M his name with this kind of crazy legislation. [Laugh- 

r. 

Let me speak of another thing. There are countries in this 
world which raise wheat and where they have nosuch thing 
dealing in futures. There are countries blessed with the Wash- 
burn-Hatch system of trading in grain, who have not any option 
trading at all. Go with me to the Argentine Republic, and yg 
will find no dealing in options there. But what will you find? 
Wheat goes from the Argentine Republic to the British mar- 
ket at less by over 6 cents per bushel (counting freights) than 
the farmer of Missourican get for his wheatin the open market 
in Chicago, and I tell you it is due to option trading; it is due to 
an open market; itis due to freedom and to brains. 

IT should like to dwell more on these points, but I see time is 
going, and I wish to speak of another subject, namely, the moral 
aspect of the matter. When the outside public—who have not 
the good fortune to be membersof this House, and who are quite 
excusable in being surprised at the kind of animals which make 
up this menagerie here—discover that Congress is proposing by 
its legislation to reform the balance of the country, do you not 
think at least a few of them will be unkindenough to say Phy- 
sician, heal thyself! Would it not be just as well for the mem- 
bers of Congress to take the beams out of their own eyes before 
they get ready to take the motes out of the eyes of gentlemen 
in New Orleans and New York and Chicago?” It occurs to me 
that gentlemen in this part of the country had better stop gam- 
0 on their own hook before they make laws to prevent other 
people from enjoying the same pleasant but costly relaxation. 

This is the whole case on its moral side. What business has 
Congress to logialate as to the conduct of peppe in Illinois? 
Why, if you tell me gambling is wicked, I admit it; but murder 
is a 5 wa is not Congress engaged here in passing laws 
to prohibit murder in the State of Illinois? Ifnot, why do you 
undertake to pas a law here to prohibit gambling in the State 
of Illinois? laws of this kind are to be passed, let the States 

and execute them. Why not attempt to regulate the con- 
Bact of the citizens of Illinois in all other matters? I admit 
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that you have the power to pass this kind of a law for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and for the Indian Territory and New Mexico, 
and other Territories. I admit that you have this much author- 
ity. But you have no right to say what a man shall do with his 
money, or what he shall do with his wheat or with his cotton, in 
any of the States of this Union. 

ntlemen, this thing of legislating men into saints by the 
simple phrase Be it enacted,” has been a failure from the be- 
ginning of the world. What kind of a country did Oliver Crom- 
well and his puritanical, Calvanistic Ironside associates estab- 
lish in Great Britain? Why, those old Praise God Barebones” 
fellows were the greatest frauds and humbugs who ever walked 
the face of the earth. And again, look at the State of Maine, for 
instance, where they have been making people teetotalers by act 
of the Legislature. Even a man who isa total abstainer like my- 
self can not go into the State of Maine and stay a day without 
feeling dizzy, or walk entirely straight until he gets over into 
` New Hampshire. [Laughter.] Such is the result of this kind 
of silly legislation. As you have no right to enforce these laws, 
you will only make Congress contemptible in the eyes of the 
people if you pass them. : 

I am-sorry I have so little time, but I will finish within the 
hour. 

Several MEMBERS. Go on. 

Mr. HARTER. No; the House has been very kind to me and 
I am not going to impose on it. But I want to talk to my South- 
ern yea. Gentlemen, I am sure you must know that the men 
of the South have no warmer friend on the floor of this House 
than Iam. There is no man more interested in seeing the South 
built up. There is no man more willing to take you to his heart 
than I. There is no one here whoappreciates your qualities more 
than I do. I could not agree with you in what I believed to be 

our unholy effort to wreck the Republic; but, gentlemen, when 
1 that you went out of Republic under the cir- 
cumstances you did, without a factory in all the South for the 
production of a pound of gunpowder; when there was nota per- 
cussion-cap factory south of the Ohio; when you had no stores, 
noartillery, or any way of making a gun or a cannon, or any- 
thing else; and when I recollect that for three or four years you 
kept at bay the greatest nation on the face of the earth—a na- 
tion, too, backed up by a just and upright cause, and supported 
by all the money which it needed—I say I am lost in admiration 
at the courage and ability of you men from the South; and 
wrong as I am sure you were, I am giad I am of the same blood 
that you are, and to the day 1 die I shall be proud to call you 
brothers. [Applause.] 

But at the same time I want to face you fairly on this ques- 
tion, as friend should talk to friend. After your fathers had 
helped to found this Government, had cemented its foundations 
with their blood, and after ey for seventy years in its legisla- 
tion had contributed the soundest views upon human govern- 
ment, when they had furnished the practical application of the 
principles of the Constitution under which the country was pros- 
perous, and to which we must again return if we would be as 
prosperous as we ought to be, why did you turn your backs upon 
this nation in which you had so great an interest, of which you 
form so honorable a part? Why did you go into rebellion or 
undertake to teardown the fabricofthisGovernment? Stripped 
of all verbiage, you went into the rebellion because you feared 
that legislation of precisely the same general character as this 
Hatch bill would be 8 

You went into rebellion, not because Hatch bills had been 
passed, not because we had in any way interfered with your per- 
sonal rights or your liberty to trade, in South Carolina or any- 
where else, but you went into this war and impoverished your- 
selves, you made orphans and widows by the million, because 
you feared that there would be this kind of legislation. And 
what kind of a spectacle 8 the eyes of gods and men do you 
gentlemen from the South present, when you come here, you 
men who have been lieutenant-generals (and who deserve the 
titles you got from your government), what kind of a spectacle 
do you present when you vote for such legislation as this? I see 
about me men who, in defense of what they believed to be right, 
left their arms and legs upon the field of battle. I see generals 
here whose honesty, integrity, high character, and lofty cour- 
age all will admit. Let Isee them hobbling in here to vote for 
sogon so infernally and eternally opposed to the doc- 
trines of the Constitution, so repugnant to common sense that 
eyen the most radical Republican from a Northern State is 
ashamed to come here and advocate the principles which you, 
my Southern brethren and fellow-Democrats, are supporting— 
legislation, too, at which the country fairly turns aghast. 

hy should you justify that which a friend of mine from the 
West said a few days ago? He said to me, “I thought your 
friends from the South were most baaly whip in the last 
war; but I never thought they were so thoroughly beaten that 


they would come up hereand advocate the very principle which 
they had fought to crush out.” When I advocated the repeal 


of the State k tax I voted for the re 
ground that you did; and I have the right to demand of you, as 
consistent men, if you claim to be Democrats, that you stand 
shoulder to shoulder with me and let your elbows meet mine in 
resisting this legislation. 

What will be thought of the Democratic party if it oppose a 
bill because the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] presents it, 
and then favors the same 3 in another bill because the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] presents it. I tell you, 
gentlemen, we must look at these things as they are, because 
the people will see them in their true light. 

Are we to vote for this principle, or lack of principle, which 
will trample the Constitution of the United States under our 
feet, as Democrats when it serves our purpose as Democrats, and 
that on this particular nnd or lack of it, we will hold up 
the Constitution to be worshipped whenever our Republican 
friends offer to put afoot upon it, even if they take their shoes 
off first? I say that it is all Trong: 

Here is the Southern view of this kind of 8 written 
by that prince of South Carolina editors, Mr. Hemphill, of the 
Haws and Courier, last month: 

ARE WE TO HAVE FIVE-CENT COTTON? 


An ey pete prey: of cotton, prospective as well as actual, ata time of 
universal 


to crazy legislation can bring about that result. Just now, when spinners 


the speculative markets, which offer the only hope of su porting 
the price of cotton until the return of better times. For it ioe 

nothing less, which would be the upshot of his antioption billif it should be- 
come a law. The millions of bales of cotton which the South must sell in the 
fall would find no buyers except the mts of the spinners, who, quick to 
take advantage of the situation, would be likely to obtain their raw mate- 
rial in abundance at 5 cents a pound or less. 

Mr. HArch's bill, ruinous as it would be, is ostensibly framed in the inter- 
est ofthe farmers, While it is quite as absurd and visionary as the other 
pet schemes of the . it would certainly be, in its immediate effect 
upon the farmer’s et, far more hurtful than any of them. Though there 
are plenty of cranks and demagogues in Congress, we have little fear that 
the Democratic leaders will ever allow the party to be handica by such 
a blunder as would be involved in the enactment of the bill. But the mere 


had the effect of depressing the price 
of cotton then to an extent that must have caused a loss to the South of at 
least €30,000.000. It is rather too bad that Mr. HATCH should again be en- 
couraged to indulge in so expensive a bit of Congressional fun. 

Another 8 cocuts to me which will seriously affect those 
members of the House who vote for this bill, and I thereforeask 
What will the Hatch antioption bill, if it becomes law and is en- 
forced, cost the farmers and planters of the United States per 
year? This, it will be admitted, is a practical question, and will 
naturally be asked by the farming element and planting popu- 
lation next November in every district in which those who vote 
for this wretched misfit Populist legislation come up for reélec- 
tion. 

If this bill passes and the enforcement of it actually does de- 
stroy, as its backers say it will, all so-called gambling“ in ‘‘ fu- 
tures” and “options,” of course the 3 cents a bushel on wheat, 
the 1 cent a bushel on corn and oats, and the one-half centa 
pound on cotton which every planter and farmer gets in the op- 
tion or future markets (like Chicago, San Francisco, St. Louis, 
Duluth, Detroit, Toledo, Buffalo, Galveston, New Orleans, New 
York, etc.) because of this class of dealings, will also disappear. 
He willthen get the ‘‘actualsales” prices which Mr. HATCH and 
his friends demand, that is, the prices fixed in the world’s mar- 
kets, as Mr. HATCH Bas so clearly stated in his May, 1892, speech, 
and no more. 

See what this means! On an average goodcrop the farmersof 
the United States will have an account to settle with the anti- 
opeen candidates of $15,000,000 on wheat, $20,000,000 on corn, 
$7,000,000 on oats, and $20,000,000 on cotton; in all, $62,000,000. 

In other words, if this bill becomes law, it will cost the farm- 
ers and planters of the United States not less than $62,000,000 
each year on grain and cotton, and probably $30,000,000 more on 

rk and its various products, or in the end not much, if any, 

ess than $100,000,000 a year; and yet the men who vote for it 
here say, We are the friends of the farmer.” 

Well may the farmer at the polls this fall cry out, From such 
friends deliver us!” and then proceed to unload these grasshop- 
per, dry-weather, chinch-bug enemies of his by voting for any 
candidate who is opposed to antioption laws, whether he bea 
Republican or Democrat, white or black. Look at Mr. Hatcu’s 
own district. If his bill ses and is enforced, and does sto 
trading in futures and options, and in this way robs his constit- 
uents of the blessings of the St. Louis and Chicago produce ex- 
change markets, the loss to the farmers in his district alone 
will, on wheat, corn, oats, and pork, Beeregate not less than 
$238,000 a year, or $476,000 during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


peal of it on the very 


6606 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 20, 


Now, I want to see Mr. HATCH redlected, and I cheerfully cer- 
tify to his good qualities, and I am always to count him 
„5 rejoice to see reach the Presi- 
dency before he dies, but will his district consider his other serv- 
viees in the Fifty-fourth Congress worth to them e h to 


Wipe out the $476,000 burden he proposes to put on the farms 


of the First Missouri district? I ask this about Mr. HATCH be- 
cause of his great prominence in this war on the farmer, this 
crusade against the planter, which the supporters of this bill are 

ing on, but it applies to every man on this floor who votes 
for vicious measure. 

How, for instance, can aman from Georgia or South Carolina 
hope to be sent back here by an intelligent, reading community 
of planters, every man of whom will realize before this fall’s 
election that in his mistakon, ill-guided zeal his sitting member 
has advocated and voted fora bill which must make lot in 
life as a cotton-raiser more unbearablethan ever? The vote on 
this plantation-destroying, farm-smashing bill will, of course, be 
a yoxand-nay vote, so that the name of every member who 
supports it will be known to every intelligent farmer or planter 
in district. 

HATCH and company may declare up hill and down 
dale that their intentions were good, and no man recognizes as 
I do the honorable personal character of the support the bill 
has but will admitall this; but the outraged farmer and wr: 
plaater will merely remark, Hell is paved with inten- 
tions, gentlemen,” and proceed to give them Hail umbia at 
the ballot box 


My excuse, if I need an excuse for oppos: this class of leg- 
islation, is that itis all , and that that man is the truest 
Demoerat. is the truest friend when he ts out the mis- 

and opposes the error of his own Lou 

i ans Conguimsionnt slaaiannaialnig On.thts tail not 
viser, ns CO! on 
„5)CCCVVCVVVCCCCC AESA emabboniins sine 
tion. Sometime ago I received a communication from a gen- 
tleman named Gill residing in this city, ask 1 
a meeting that was to be held in Convention in w they 
se ete peak a ene een oe 

v ms * 
whole idea of rs , and in the course of that letter there 
was a kind of covert hint that it would be well (as I understood 
it) for a man to be extremely cautious as to what he said, as his 
remarks would be printed and circulated amongst the people of 
6 ell, ir. when believe I ht I am not only not afraid 

„sir, when velamr am only no 5 
— he 


take of h 


but, on the other hand, I am e 


portant question, tha Samar ba cand Ost Se 
ques N tmy remarks may y the people o 
the United States; and as I felt that there might be some un- 
certainty of my ability to attend the meeting, I wrote him alet- 
ter, which has been referred to in this debate, and which I un- 
derstand is the publication con of. In order to see 
whether there is any just ground for the complaint, I now ask the 
Clerk to be kind enough to read it, and with the reading my re- 
marks this afternoon close. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A SIMPLE REMEDY FOR THE HARD TINES—MR HARTER’S ADVICE TO THE 
COXEYITES—2T OUGHT TO BE TAKEN BY EVERY MAN AND WOMAN IN THE 
UNITED STATES, 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May 20, 1594. 
Representative HARTER of Ohio is one of the lic men who have been 
invited to address a mass which some of the sympathizers with the 
his views wos,” Whatit an fo day bea pana on 
asked to express ws 2 or 
ve work to the unemployed, to increase the price o uce, and to re- 
pd to our © ard written to the 
chairman of the committee as follows: 
“ DEAR SIR: Aslam not 
paesa effective remedy for nra times, 


our e at the expense of the balance. 
Te far and wide that it is not the business of the United States to 


raise provide work, regula or to interfere in the 
private or personal affairs of the people. lare that the control 
of State banks, and all other State and local „Uke for 


shall remain exclusively with the State and local governments. Prove toall 
to keepevery dollar of the n 
or coined by the United States at we, Be Me ee 100 cents. our 


are made in. present meth- 
Americanism its purity, thas is to 

— our troubles will fade away a3 the mist before 
“Tf, however, we go on in the mad chase after under the lead- 

ership of the Coxeys, McKinleys, Stewarts, is, Hatches, ete., 


times and greater suffering ahead of may 
or I may believe that all of the men named are very good ode heuer 
fathers, husbands, and neighbors, quite well and commend’ 


th level heads and a fair 


are at a discount these times; but if th 9 — — fh 
es; bu e wes m onger 
the result will be so disastrous as to finally 


bring about a most hese times have 
kept the faith and constantly warned those who arepe tered 
ment to come, down, then, tan tician, every e 

wild-əyeJ, social pher, whether he be a governor or a ve · 
digger, a silver - mine owner or a tramp, and advise those who. are to 
listen to you to work, save, and keep i 


be to de th 
— . ae ü e — ha their ae and N ot their 
of the Federal Government or the soup-kitchen charity of the municipali 
Our all i mt resources, is still here; our peop! 
Bare not lost their akill, and we can be as prosperous and happy as ever if 
we equal sound currency from the Government, and 
then work out our own salvation, 
Fours, respectfully, 
“MICHAEL D. HARTER.” 
The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] is recognized for thirty minutes. 
Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman from Ohio will yield to me, 
as it is after 5 o'clock, I will move that the committee rise, with 
the understanding that the gentleman has the right of way to- 


morrow morning. 

Mr. HARTE A personal tion. Inadvertently Isaid 
that Mr. Pillsbury favored this bill. Mr. Pillsbury personally 
does not favor this bill. My remark applied to Senator W ASH- 
BURN, which was stri eorrect. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri 
for th of making the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. H. I move that the eommittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ly rose; and Mr, BAILEY hg re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro „Mr. LIVINGSTON, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, re thatthat committee, having had under consid- 
eration the bill H. R. 7007, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. I want to ask unanimous consent to publish 
some remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will not be in order unless 
the motion to adjourn is withdrawn. 

Mr. HATCH. F will withdraw it temporarily, so that the 
gentleman may ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. HUNTER, Iask unanimous consent to publish some re- 
marks in the RECORD upon the bank-tax bill, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there any objection to there- 
quest? [After a pause.} The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HATCH. I renew my motion. 

Mr. COX. Before the discussion of that question was entered 
upon, the time in which gentlemen could have remarks pub- 
lished in the RECORD on t subject was limited toa certain 
number of 7 25 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Ten days. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to say to the gentleman that in con- 
sequence of ill health I was not able to avail myself of that privi- 


lege. 
Nr. COX. I make no objection. 
The motion of Mr. HATCH was then agreed to. 
And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. R. 
6282 for the relief of Anthony McAndrews, of Louisville, Ky. 
(Report No. 1118.) F 

„a bill (H. R. 5923) for the relief of Michael Scanlon. 
(Report No. 1121.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the gy on Wa 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 2147) for the relief of J. O. Shelby. 
port No. 1122.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, privata bills ware adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. LOUD, from the Committeeon Claims, reported adverso; 
. ansett Bay Rhodo Island; whioh 
d : arraganse a; 0 3 * r 
with the aecompanying report (No. ), was ordered to bé 
printed, and to He on the table. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause. 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 

from the considerationof the bill (E. R. 6850) for the 

relief of Richmond College, located at Richmond, Va,, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: ` 
By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 7500) to further amend section 9 
of act for the relief of certain volunteers and regular sol- 
diers of the late war with Mexico, passed March 2, 1 to the 
Committee on n 

By Mr. McDANNOLD: A bill (H. R. 7501) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon, 
at Monmouth, in the State of Illinois to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Build and Grounds. ? 

By Mr. McKAIG: A bill (H. R. 7502) authorizing the sale of 
title of United States to a tract of land in Montgomery County, 
in the State of Maryland, to William H.andGeorge Bobinger— 
to the Committee on the District. of Columbia. 

By Mr. IZLAR: A bill (H. R. 7503) for the protection and re- 
pair of Fort Moultrie, on Sullivans Island, in the State of South 
Carolina, and to make appropriation therefor—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. i 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bilt (H. R. 7504) to provide an Amer- 
ican register for the steamer Oceano, of New York, N. Y.—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 7505) admitting all articles free 
of duty upon which trusts are in existence whereby the prices 
of such articles may be increased to the consumers thereof in 
the United States, and to place Paris green on the free list— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7506) authorizing the 
County of Coconino, Ariz., to issue bonds for the construction 
of a county building at the county seat thereof—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. . f 

By Mr. HITT: A joint resolution (H.Res. 194) authorizing 
Commander C. H. Davis, United States Navy, to accept a decora- 
tion tendered him by the Government of Spain—to the Commit- 
tee on Forei rs. 

By Mr. HULICK: A resolution calling upon the Secretary of 
tha RAST for information concerning the funds on hand aris- 
ing from arrears of pay due the estates of deceased colored sol- 
diers—to. the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A resolution authorizing the purchase 
of 500 copies of the report of the World’s Congress of Bankers 
and Financiers for the use of the House—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A joint resolution of the General Assembly 
of Ohio, favoring the erection of a suitable monument or me- 
morial structure on the site of Fort Greenville, at Greenville, 
Ohio, to perpetuate the memory of Gen. Anthony Wayne and his 
gallant army—to the Committee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pune bills of the following 
titles were cbmc and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill(H. R. 7507) granting a pension to Lucy 
B. Bryson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi; A bill (H. R. 7508) for the r 
lief of J. R. Eggleston, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 7509) for the re- 
lief of Joab Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7510) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
Hendrickson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BALDWIN (by request): Petition of citizensof Wright 


County, Minn., against reduction of letter postage - to the Com- | M 


mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Mr. CAPEHART: Evidence to accompany House bill 7480, 
ior he. relief of J. W. and J. P. Hall—to the Committee on 
8. 


PY owe CRAIN: Protest of John T. MUDAT of Laredo, Tex., 
against free raw wool with manufactured woolens protected—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Trades’ League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of an amendment of the interstate- 
commerce law—to. the Committee on Interstate and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of A. Kenfield 
and 30 other citizens of Chicopee Falls, Mass., against that por- 
tion of the income-tax bill that requires taxation in any form 
from fraternal and beneficiary societies—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Coal Handlers’ Protective 
Union No. 6263, of West Superior, Wis., in favor of House bill 
5207, against convict-made goods—to the Committee on Inter- - 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolutions and paper of 
Messrs. P. C. Murray & Co., of Dubuque, and Messrs. I. Wer- 
denbacher & Co., of Dyersville, Iowa, protesting st any in- 
crease of the tax on whisky and any extension of the bonded 
period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
for exemption of fraternal and benefit orders from the income 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Isidore Harry and 62 other 
citizens of Lawrenceburg, Ind., praying that certain benevolent. 
associations shall be exempt from the operation of any law that 
may be enacted in relation to an income tax to the ittee 
on vs on Means. 

By Mr. IKERT: Petition of W. A. Brandt and 20 other citi- 
zens of Wellsville, Ohio, asking that fraternal beneficiary socie- 
Sat be exempt from taxation—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 
By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of D. L. Wilson, R. Wollsberg, 

James H. Barnard, E. L. Danford, and 45 citizens of St. Paul, 

Minn., praying that beneficiary fraternal societies, orders, or 

organizations shall be exempt from all the provisions of the bill 

reve taxation in any form- to the Committee on Ways and 
eans 


By Mr. KRIBBS: Petition of citizens of St. Petersburg, Pa., 
in favor of amendment to the Wilson bill exempting beneficial 
so¢ieties from the provisions of the income tax—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McDEARMON (by request): Protest of Union City 
Commandery, No. 18, United Order of the Golden Cross, Ten- 
nessee, against taxing incomes of beneficiary orders—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of residents of Alexandria 
County, Va., asking the passage of House bill 9120, for building 
the memorial bridge across the Potomac River to Arlington— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of F. M. St. John and 12 others, 
of Alcester, S. Dak., favoring the Manderson-Hainer bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, two petitions of 119 citizens of Beadle County, S. Dak., 
asking for Government control of telegraphs and telephones— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of the president and faculty of 
Middleburg College, Vermont, praying for more effectual legis- 
lation for the suppression of lotteries—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Capt. James Keazer and 19 others, 


of Portland, Me., against favorable report of ’s shipping 
bills, 5501, 5502, 5503, 5504, 5505, and 5506—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Also, petition of George P. Plaisted and others, citizens of 
Gorham, Me., in favor of amendment of sections relating to in- 
come tax in tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Allen C. Moulton and 92 others, citizens of 
Maine, that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempt from income tax by amendment of the bill to 
that effect—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDS: Two petitions of citizens of Wayne 
County, Ohio, members of the National Fraternal Congress, for 
amen nt to income-tax requirements—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of 9 citizensof War- 
ren, Pa., together with memorial of Bradford Council, No. 302, 
Royal Arcanum, in favor of exempting fraternal beneficiary 
orders from national taxation—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 
By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition asking amendment to in- 


come tax so as to exclude fraternal societies, orders, ete., from 


citizens of Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 
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THURSDAY, June 21, 1894, 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 2 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, and by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dis- 
pensed with. 

ANTONIO MAXIMO MORA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith, in response to the resolution of the Senate of Decem- 
ber 20, 1893, areport from the Acting Secretary of State, covering the desired 
of correspondence in the matter of the claim of Antonio Maximo 


SEE agaist Spain 
ra 
8 GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, June 20, 1894. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. VILAS presented petitions of T. G. Martin and 35 other 
citizens of 3 Falls; of A. F. Newman and 3 other citi- 
zens of Spring Valley; of E. S. Mason and 15 other citizens of 
Beaver Dam; of J. A. Decker and 11 other citizens, and of W. 
H. Putnam and 10 other citizens, all in the State of Wisconsin, 
praying that in the passage of any law providing for the taxa- 
tion of incomes the funds of mutual life insurance companies 
and associations beexempted from taxation; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Wisconsin, praying that the funds of mutual life in- 
surance companies and associations be exempted from the pro- 
posed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Wisconsin, 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Wisconsin, 
remonstrating tan increase of the internal-revenue tax 
on whisky, and also against an extension of the present bonded 
period; which were ordered to lie on the table. 8 

He also 8 a petition of Cigar-Makers’ Union No. 304, 
of Racine, Wis., praying for an increase of the duty on imported 
c ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. COCKRELL presented resolutions adopted by the Con- 

of the Sons of the American Revolution, held in Wash- 

Bendy D. C., April 30, 1894, together with a letter from J. C. 

Breckinridge, president of the District of Columbia Society, 

Sons of the American Revolution, favoring the publication of 

the Revolutionary records, rolls, etc.; which were referred to 
the Committee on Appro riations. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas City (Mo.) Life Un- 
derwriters’ Association, praying that the funds of mutual life 
insurance companies and associations be sete from the pro- 
posed income-tax provision of the pending bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALSH presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Brunswick, Ga., praying that an appropriation be made for a 
nationalexhibit at the Cotton States and International Exposition 
to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in the fall of 1895; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the memorial of the Potts-Thompson Liquor 
Company, of Atlanta, Ga., remonstrating against an increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an exten- 
sion of the present bonded period; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Maine Medical Associa- 
tion of Portland, Me., praying for an increase of the appropria- 
tion for the library of the Surgeon-General’s Office; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

He also 3 a petition of 13 citizens of Gorham, Me., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders or associa- 
tions, be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pend tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Weymouth Council, 
Royal Arcanum, of Weymouth, Mass., and a petition of Glou- 
cester Council, Royal Arcanum, of Gloucester, Mass., praying 

that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders or associations, be 
exempted from the proporsa income-tax provision ọf the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
e also presented a eae of 16 citizens of Middlesex 
County, Mass., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance 
companies and associations be exempted from the proposed in- 


come-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. p £ i 

He also presented a memorial of 60 cigar manufacturers of 
Union No. 51, of- Holyoke, Mass., remonstrating against the 
adoption of the so-called Jones amendment relating to wrapper 
8 to the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on 

e ©. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Eyerett, 
Wash., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance companies 
and associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
5 of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the 

0. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of sundry cit- 
izens of Multnomah County, Oregon, praying thatin the passage 
of any law providing for the taxation of incomes the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies be exempted from taxation; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4961) granting certain rights over 
Lime Point military reservation in the State of California, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1211) for the relief of Pay Inspector John 
H. Stevenson, of the United States Navy, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill 1 2146) to incorporate the Na- 
tional Gas and Electric Light, Heat, and Power Company of the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Commitee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2147) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sarah E. Comly; which was read twice by its title, and referred, 
with the accompanying paper, to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2148) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth A. Granger; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. y 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 2149) for the relief of L. 
E. Bowen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2150) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Oceano of New York, N. Y.; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2151) to amend ‘‘ an 
act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. 
Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” 
approved April 24, 1894; which was read twics by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CAREY submitted anamendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public ds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro: 

by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re. 
ee to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 8 

Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be pa osed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
Pee one to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
pr j 

Mr. GIBSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

by him tothe naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


COTTON STATES INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. GORDON. In order to secure prompt action, I desire to 
offer an amendment to the amendment to the sundry civil ap- 
priation bill appropriating money to the Cotton States Interna- 
tional Exposition. The object is to add some words at the end 
of the amendment, not to alter the character of it. I will say, 
in a word, that the object of the amendment now offered is to 
enable the President to 1 one colored man upon the board 
in order that he may aid goring TORNAR the exhibits to be 
made by the colored race. That is the only change I propose 
to the amendment, and I ask unanimous consent that the words 
may be added. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection; and 
it will be so ordered. To which committee does the Senator de- 
sire to have the amendment referred? 

Mr. GORDON. I desire to have the words added to the gen- 
eral amendment, which has already been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The whole amendment as now pro- 
posed is to be offered to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 


MRS. KATE BIRD. 


Mr. BLACKBURN submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay out of the appropriation for miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate, to 3. Kate Bird, mother of Edward N, 
Davie, deceased, late a folder in the folding room of the Senate, the sum of 
$360, being an amount equal to six months’ salary as folder aforesaid; the 
said sum to include all funeral or other allowances. 


PUBLIC SAVINGS BANKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
resolution heretofore submitted by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PEFFER] relative to public savings banks does not come 
over as a part of the morning business, but that it has gone to 
the Calendar. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not ask that the resolution be taken up 
this morning. I want it to lie on the table, and at some con- 
venient time I shall call it up for the purpose of submitting 
some remarks. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIII is 
in order. 

The bill (S. 1259) to amend section 2 of an act of Congress ap- 

roved March 3, 1893, entitled An act to regulate the sale of 

ntoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia,” was announced 
as first in order on the Calendar, and the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole proceeded to its consideration. It proposes to 
amend section 2 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1893, 
so as to read: 


. That there shall be, and there is hereby, constituted an excise board of 

the District of Columbia, which shall consist of the three Commissioners 
of the District, any two of whom shall constitute a quorum for business, 
and the duty of which shall be to take up and consider all applications for 
license to sell intoxicating liquors and to take action on such applications, 
and the action of said board shall be final and conclusive, and only on the 

anting by the said board of a license to an applicant to sell intoxicatin, 
fiquors shall the assessor issue a license to such applicant; and the sai 
board shall make such rules and regulations for carr. into effect this act 
as they may deem requisite and proper. And said board shall make an an- 
nual vy to Congress, setting forth the number of applications for 
license, both favorably and unfavorably acted on, the number of persons 
convicted for violations of this statute, and the number of fines collected 
and uncollected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

ESTATE OF MARK DAVIS. 


Mr. HUNTON. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 599) 
for the relief of the residuary legatees of Mark Davis, deceased, 
I beg to state in explanation that Mark Davis was a loyal citizen 
and owned property in the city of New Orleans. His property 
was taken possession of by Gen. Banks after an order of protec- 
tion had been given to it by Gen. Butler. Gen. Banks rented 
out his property, collected his bonds, and received money which 
was turned into the Treasury. The bill proposes to pay to the 
legatees of Mark Davis the money that was collected by the 
Government and turned into the Treasury. It has passed the 
other House and has been twice reported favorably by the Sen- 
ate Committee on Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask that the bill may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. The next bill on the Calendar will be 
proceeded with. 

: ALASKA CODE. 


The bill (S. 1546) authorizing a commission to draft a code of 
laws for the District of Alaska, and for other purposes, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the gov- 
ernor of the District of Alaska to appoint a commission to con- 
sist of five persons, who shall be residents of the District, and 
whose duty it shall be to formulate amendments to the act of 
Congress approved May 17, 1884, and known as “the act provid- 
ing a civil government for the District of Alaska,” and to draft 
a code of laws, both civil and criminal, with a mode of procedure, 
for the government of the District. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

THE NAVAL MILITIA. 


The bill (S. 1399) to promote the efficiency of the naval militia 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over without prej- 
udice. 


XXVI——414 


„ Do I understand that there is ebjection to 
the 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is noobjection to it, but I did not 
sev pics 52 5 Senator from California here. Let the bill be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Missouri withdraws his 
objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I withdraw the request to have it passed 
over. Let the bill be considered. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. Itauthorizes the Secretary of the Navy tofurnish 
to any State, upon the written application of the governor thereof, 
a vessel of the Navy, to be selected from such vessels as are not 
suitable or rognired for general service, together with such of 
her apparel, charts, books, and instruments of navigation as he 
may deem proper; the vessel to be used only by the regularly 
organized naval militiaof the State for the purposes of drill and 
instruction. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
with an amendment, to add the following additional proviso: 


And provided further, That when such loan is made to the governor of ao 4 
State the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to detail from the enlis 
force of the Navy a sufficient number of men, not exceeding six for any 
vessel, as ship keepers, the men so detailed to be additional to the number 
of enlisted men allowed by law for the naval establishment, and in making 
details for this service preference shall be given to those men who have 
served twenty years or more in the Navy. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. PERKINS 
February 2, 1894, as follows: . 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1399) 
to promote the efficiency of the Naval militia, has had the same under 
careful consideration and recommend its passage with an amendment. 

The committee call attention to the accompanying letters from the As- 
sistant Secretary of the Navy, which fully explain the necessity of the pro- 
posed legislation. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE ASSISTANT SECRETARY, 
W: ton, January 3, 1894. 

MY DEAR SIR: When we came to this office we found that it had been the 
practice of the Department to place certain vessels not fit for use for practi- 
cal p , some of them about to be condemned and others uiring 
very extensive repairs before being fitted to go into commission, under the 
temporary control of some of the States for the uses of their naval militia. 
Matters appertaining to this branch of the service ha been placed by the 
Secretary under my direction since coming here, I ordered one of the old- 
time monitors to North Carolina for the uses of the militia of that State, in 
addition to those already placed temporarily in control of other States. 

We now have before us uests from Pennsylvania, California, Washing- 
ton, and will, undoubtedly, in the near future, receive similar requests from 
other States, asking that such ships be loaned to them. 

I have come to the conclusion, after examination, that there is no author- 
ity under existing law as to our right for the placing of these ships under 
State control, even for the purposes specified, while on the other hand the 
Department is exceedingly desirous to do so if it could be assured of its 
power in the premises. 

The ships to be loaned would in no wise ate! ed the efiiciency of the Navy, 
and, indeed, in some cases are those so completely over the dead line as 
repairs that we would not think, unless in the greatest emergencies, of fit- 
ting them for commission, and they can, therefore, without the slightest 
im ent of our force, and, ind with the aroser poenus advantage 
in the way of building up a naval reserve and meeting the requirements of 
the thousands of volunteer sailors all over the country, be placed for the 
time being at the disposal of the States reques them. 

In order to avoid any possible questionas to the right of the Depart- 
ment to put these vessels temporarily in the control of the State authori- 
ties, I t it best to submit the following act, and will esteem it a favor 
a P Soa will introduce it and endeavor to have it acted upon as soon as pos- 

e 


sible. 
I think it might be safely said that in the near future we will have re- 
eed for this class of vessels from nearly all the States bordering upon 
e Atlantic and Pacific coasts and Gulf waters. 
Very sincerely, yours, 


W. McADOO, 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. JoHN R. MCPHERSON, 
Senate Naval Affairs Committee, Washington, D. C. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE ASSISTANT SECRETARY, 
Washington, January 30, 1894. 
My DEAR SIR: I inclose herewith an amendment to be made to the bill 
= 1399) entitled “A bill to promote the efficiency of thenaval militia.” We 

d from experience that it will be necessary for the Government, in the 
case of ae temporarily loaned to States for the use of the naval militia, 
that there be on board someone represen the Department, so as to see 
that proper care is taken of the property. Even were the States to whom 
possession is given of these vessels willing, as is not the case in every in- 
Stance, to pay for their proper care taking, it would still, we think, be bet- 
ter that a direct representative of the Navy Department should have care 
of the ship and be responsible to this Government for its preservation. 

By selecting these ship-keepers from men with longand honorable records 
in the Navy we will be able to make these positions somewhat of a reward 
of merit for anexceedingly deserving class of enlisted men who will perform 
the duty at the very small remuneration allowed sailors in the Navy. 

The amendment, as you see, states the maximum number of men for each 
ship as not to exceed 6, but it is not intended to employ generally as many 
as and the whole number will bably not at any time exceed 20. 

Trust that the amendment will meet with your approval and can be in- 
corporated in the bill before it is reported, Iam, very respectfully, 


. Mo 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. JOHN R. MCPHERSON, 
Chairman Committees on Naval Affairs, United States Senate, City. 
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Mr. PERKINS. I ask for the adoption of the amendment of 


the committee. 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. In line 4, I move to strike out ‘‘ furnish” 
and insert loan Gaga randy fa soas to make it correspond with 
the rest of the bill. It will then read: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, 
ered to loan temporarily to any State, 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was ag to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


COURTS IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. PUGH. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
rei Aad define the boundaries of the three judicial districts in 
the State of Alabama and to regulate therein the jurisdiction of 
the courts of the United States and the powers and duties of the 
judges thereof, and for other purposes. Itis a local bill, and 
will take but ashort time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the southern judicial district 8 State ot Alabama 


shall include 
the counties of Mo! Ww Escambia, Clarke, 
oes Wilcox, Marengo, Ch: Ww, Sumter, Pickens, Greene, Hale, Perry, 
SEO. 2. That the middle judicial. district of said State shall include the 
bang) — Lowndes, Autauga, Butler, Elmore, Chil Coosa, 
olph, Cham! Lee, Macon, Bullock, R Bar- 

m. 
include the 


SEC. 
other counties therein not mentioned as constituting the southern and mid 
dle judicial districts of sald State, and shall be divided into the southern 
and northern divisions, and the southern division of said northern judicial 
district shall include the counties of Jeff ‘aloosa, Shelby, 


a his hereby, authorized and empow- 
e 


erson, Bibb, Tusc: 
Talladega, Cleburne, Calhoun, St. Clair, Etowah, Cherokee, Dekalb, Blount, 
Walker, Fayette, Lamar, Maron Ana Winston. And the northern division 
of said northern district shall include the counties therein, 
namely, Lauderdale, Colbert, Lawrence, 

Jackson, and Cullman. 


tone, Morgan, 

hereafter committed in either of said distric 
and all grand and petit jurors summoned f 

divisions shall be inhabitants thereof; and all offenses com- 

districts and divisions to the time this 

ted as if the act had not 


SEC. 5. That all civil suits not ot᷑ a local character which shall be hereafter 
bro circuit and t courts of the United States for the north- 
districts thereof, a 


ted in either or both of the di 


be the j 


northern the 
uired to reside therein; and the courts in northern and southern divi- 
a C 
hold the courts in nner for the 


and authority they now have and exercise, 
in their respective ts as constituted by this act. 

pea i That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with thisact are hereby 
To 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O, 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announ: that the House had 

the joint resolution (S. R. 57] directing the Secretary of War to 
appoint a commission of engineers to examine and report upon 

e cost of deepening the harbors of Superior and Duluth and 
their entrances to a uniform depth of 20 feet. 

The message also announced tthe House had passed acon- 
current resolution to print 10,000 extra copies of the Report of 
the Director of the Min t on the production of the precious 
metals in the United States for the calendar year 1893; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution to print 4,000 extra copies of the special 
report made by the select committee of the Medical Society of 
the District of Columbia on typhoid and malarial fevers and 


—— of the Senator from Arkansas? 


other preventable diseases; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following bills and joint resolution; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1995) granting to the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf 
Railway Company right of way through the Omaha and Winne- 
bago Indian Reservation, in State of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, dependent foster- 
mother; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 172) granting full permission to the 
Stateof Maryland and to the several State courts within the city 
of Baltimore to occupy the old United States court-house in the 
city of Baltimore for the period of five years. 


DISTRICT WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENTS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the bill (H. R. 6893) to regulate 
water-main assessments in the District of Columbia, which is 
now upon the table, be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR subsequently reported the bill with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE MINT, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Sc Shaor pring (the Senate concurring), That the 
report of the Director ot the Mint on the production of the precious metals in 
the United States for the calendar year 1893 . and that 10,000 extra 
copies be printed, 4.000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 2,000 copies 
for = use of the Senate, and 4,000 copies for the use of the Director of the 


REPORT ON FEVERS, ETC. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followin 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Re, ntatives, That in addition to the usual 


number,” there be printed 4, extra ies of the — . — made by 
the select committee of the Medical ety of the District of Columbia at 
its meeting of June 6, 1994, on typhoid and malarial fevers and other pre- 


ventable S, of which 300 cop shall be for the use of the Senate, 700 
copies for the use of tħe House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies for the 
use of the said society. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clock 
5 arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 

usiness. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the Secretary proceeds with 
the reading, I ask unanimous consent to make a verbal correc- 
tion. In paragraph 314 in an amendment which was made sev- 
eral days ago the words“ seven and one-half per cent ad valo- 
rem” I see are printed when the amendment intended to be 
made was T cents per pound, on bristles, sorted, bunched, or 
prepared, ete. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
The Chair hears none, and the 
correction will be made as suggested. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was requested by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to move an amendment to section 5, on page 123, 
which was passed over yesterday. Isend the amendment to the 
desk, and ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word importer,” in line 1, page 
123, at the end of Penan 5, add: 2 

article ot rted merchandise, or the mtaining 
same akall be taarked: stamped, branded, or isboled, with a. quantity it 
excess of said m then the same shall not be delivered to the im- 
porter until the false marking thereon shall be totally removed or effaced. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDE The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


be Nera patna and 


business, trade, or profession 
residing without the United States, and not citizens thereof. 
herein provided for shall be assessed, collected, and paid upon the gains, 
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fits, and income for the r ending the 3ist of 
Beaing the time for levying, collecting, and e said 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, we have now reached the consider- 
ation of one of the most important features of the pending meas- 
ure; important not only because the tax which it seeks to im- 

eequals in the aggregate about one-fifteenth of the whole 

ederal taxation of the United States, but because of the pecu- 

liar nature of the burden, as well as the vast and varied inter- 
ests which it injuriously affects. : 

When this debate first opened—I do not recollect the precise 
date, but it was a time w f the memory of man runneth 
not to the contrary ”—I had the honor of submitting to the Sen- 
ate some remarks against the pending proposition, which were 
followed soon thereafter by a most able and eloquent speech 
upon the same side by the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH]. 

With all due respect to what has since been said in favor of 
this tax by several distinguished Senators who have endeavored 
to defend the same, it is confidently submitted to the Senate 
that the arguments presented in opposition to the necessity, jus- 
tice, and advisability of any such tax have never been success- 
fully answered. The arguments have been evaded, but not re- 
futed. 

I do not intend to reiterate what I have heretofore said, but 
only to amplify a few of the points then suggested, and to add 
some new Observations rendered appropriate and necessary by 
the changed character of the bill contemplated by the commit- 
teo’s amendments. . 


December next pre- 
tax. 


AN UNWISE POLICY. 


In the first place, considered from the mere standpoint of po- 
litical expediency, it was unwise toincorporate an income tax in a 
tariff reform bill. There were honest differences enough already 
existing among party friends relating to the details of legiti- 
mate tariff legislation, which necessarily had to be reconciled 
without going out of our way to seek fresh causes of contention 
in the effort to incorporate this tax—an experimental scheme of 
taxation at best—upon a measure for a revision of the tariff. 

The Democratic party was substantially united in favor of 
tariff revision—if not as to details, at least in the final result 
sought to be attained—but it was well known that irreconcil- 
able differences of opinion existed in relation to the propriety 


‘of restoring a war tax in time of peace; and yet in spite of su 


recognized differences and in face of the protest of Democratie 
constituencies and inst the advice of public men who have 
never faltered in their devotion to true Democratic principles, 
this income tax feature has been ingrafted upon this measure, 
and we are persistently asked to accept it against our better 
judgment as a condition of obtaining any tariff legislation. “It 
was good politics to have avoided this unnecessary issue. y A 
wise statesmanship would have promply eliminated this bone of 
contention and conciliated and united Democratic sentiment 
rather than have attempted to secure the support of a third 
party at the risk of divid your own. 

Prudence dictated that this Congress should not attempt to 
formulate new Democratic doctrines to which we have never 
been committed, but rather to carry out the pledges we had 
3 made. It is a wise pen es does those things which 
it ought to do and has promised to do, and leaves undone those 
things which it ought not to do and has not promised to do. 

Perhaps I overestimate the importance of party platforms and 
appreciate too keenly the binding obligations of party pledges. 
I believe that it is the solemn duty of apolitical party to redeem 
the promises upon which it obtained power, and that repudia- 
tion thereof will sooner or later bring disaster upon it at the 
hands of a betrayed and indignant people. I regret the specta- 
cle which we have recently witnessed of a Democratic Execu- 
tive nominating and a Democratic Senate confirming, officials 
for the Territories and for the District of Columbia who were 
nonresidents thereof, in violation of the principle of home rule 
and the explicit provisions of the Chicago platform. ` 

We have recently seen a Democratic House of Representatives 
refuse to re a Federal tax on State bank circulation, a tax 
imposed under the taxing power of the Constitution, ostensibly 
for revenue, but in fact producing no revenue whatever and a 
tax utterly indefensible in principle—intended to be prohibitory 
in effect—such ropas having been expressly favored in our na- 
tional petom; while the same House went.out of its way toin 

cta Populistic income tax ina Democratic tariff bill, and the 

nate is now asked to ratify a portion of such inconsistent ac- 
tion. For one I protest against the repudiationof the promises 
of the Democratic party, in order to adopt and carry out the 
promises of the Populist party. 

What are the conceded facts of the situation? It stands con- 
ceded that an income tax has never been adopted as a Demo- 
cratic principle by any convention or body authorized to formu- 
late party doctrines. 


It is conceded thatit is a plank, not of the Democratic or Re- 
publican parties, but of the newly formed Populist party. It is 
conceded that it is a war tax which was never im in the 
whole history of the Government except during the stress of 
our civil war, and was one of the first war taxes abolished when 
peace was restored. It is conceded that it has never been ap- 
proved by a vote of the poopie anywhere. i 

It is virtually conceded that there is no genuine emergency 
demanding its restoration at this time. 

It stands substantially admitted that the other provisions of 
the bill will provide ample revenues for the support of the Gov- 
ment. 

Yet, notwithstanding all these facts, itis urged that this tax 
should be retained in the pending bill because forsooth a ma- 
jority of the Democrats in Congressdemandit. This is no ade- 
quate reason for so unwise and unprecedented a procedure. A 
tariff bill should relate to the tariff, and that only. Internal- 
revenue taxes may properly be included therein, provided there 
is no substantial dispute in reference to the propriety of their 
imposition, but otherwise they should be 5 in a separate 
bill. This course is essential to orderly legislation and to a 
decent regard for the opinions of minorities. 

A fam form of the violation of this just rule is witnessed 
in the vicious practice of engrafting objectionable or questiona- 
ble legislation as a rider upon . bills. Such bills 
appropriating moneys needed for the support of the Government 
asa general rule meet with universal assent and should contain 
nothing else but appropriations, and no other or general legis- 
lation foreign thereto should be injected therein, except possi- 
bly in the rare contingency of great pone emergencies when 
the life or liberties of the nation may be deemed at stake. 
Legislation involving different subjects, theories, and pur- . 
poses should be kept distinct, and each measure should stand or 
fall upon its own merits, and the approval of any questionable 
scheme should not be forced by means of injecting its provisions 
into an appropriation or a tariff bill when otherwise it would 
not be favo v Itis unfair to those who might desire to sup- 
port the main features of an appropriation or a tariff measure 
to be obliged to accept a questionable provision foreign to the 
principal subject-matter of the bill itself or else record them- 
selves in opposition to the whole bill. 

This just and rational rule governing tion has been 
viola by the injection into the pending bill of an objection- 
able feature in no wise essential to the itself, and for which 
some Democratic Senators can not conscientiously vote although 
they desire ä any fair and reasonable measure revising 
the existing 2 

The violation of this rule in this instance is utterly indefensi- 
ble, unwise, and arbi With more propriety a majority 
might have incorporated in the bill a provision repealing the 
State bank tax an internal-revenue tax, use they would have 
had the ‘justification that the repeal at least was required b 
the Democratic national platform; but here there is nọ such ex- 
cuse, 

With still greater propriety they might have injected into 
the bill a clause p g for the free and ted coinage 
of silver, or, if not that, at least for the coinage of the silver 
bullion seigniorage now in the Treasury (as a means of present 
governmental relief), and have insisted with great plausibility 
that they were merely fulfilling the obligations assumed in the 
national platform. But, passing over these alleged party prom- 
ises, they deliberately set out, not to redeem Democratic prom- 
ises, but to fulfill those of a third party, at whatever risk and at 
whatever sacrifice. 

If a Democratic Congress is to be permitted to repudiate well- 
established Democratic principles and to enunciate new ones 
without the sanction of a national convention, and to compel 
their support as a test of party fealty: we may next expect to 
hear of the adoption in a tariff or appropriation bill of Mr. 
Henry George’s single-tax theory, or a provision aboli all 
custom-houses and resorting to + Federal taxation instead 
of a tariff for revenue, or providing for the assumption of gov- 
ernmental control and managementof all the telegraphs, rail- 
roads, and banks of the country, or the adoption of any other 
wild and visionary scheme of socialism, paternalism, or Populism 
which the majority may see fit to sanction. 

Upon the point which I am now considering it is entirely im- 
material whether an income tax is right or wrong, just or un- 
just, necessary or expedient, but it is sufficient that it is nota 

mocratic tax and its support can not properly be made a test 
of fidelity to Democratic principles. It is enough for our pres- 
ent p to know that it ought not to have encumbered, em- 
barrassed, or delayed a tariff-reform bill, and that the trueene- 
mies of tariff reform are those who, while ostentatiously shout- 
ing for tariff reform, yet obstinately insist without reason that 
an income tax is part and parcel of that reform and must accom- 
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pany it, bə the consequences what they may. Democrats, 
whether in or out of Congress, whether charged with official re- 
sponsibilities or otherwise, have no right to supplement, con- 
fuse, or interpolate Democratic principles with Populistic or so- 
cialistic sentiments. 

Neither is it essential whether this tax is popular or Net ehh 
lar with the masses. If proper to be adopted at all, it should 
have been presented and considered in a separate and distinct 
measure, upon which Senators could have freely voted according 
to their individual judgments of its propriety and without em- 
barra:sment to themselves or damage to the cause of tariff re- 
form. 

I am tempted to suggest that the Democrats of Oregon re- 
cently sought to test the popularity of an income tax among the 
business men and electors of that State by inserting in their 
platform a clause favoring that tax; and awakening to their 
senses after the election, they discovered that their ticket was 
third in the race, that their party was demoralized, and that 
they had divided themselves instead of dividing their oppo- 
nents. The most disastrous defeat ever experienced by the 
Democratic party in Oregon was the result of the effort to sub- 
stitute newfangled Populistic principles for the good old prin- 
ciples of true Democracy. Here and now I venture the predic- 
tion that the same result will follow the same effort everywhere. 

A REMARKABLE PETITION. 8 

Mr. President, I have before me a most remarkable petition, 
which I propose to read here, and then present the same to the 
Senate for reference. In substance, it is a simple and earnest 
8 by eight prominent Democratic business men of New 

ork a st the enactment of an income tax in violation of the 
implied, even if not the expressed, plighted faith of the Demo- 
cratic party in obtaining power in 1892. It expresses better 
than Ican hope to do the sentiments of ninety-nine hundredths 
of all the Democratic business men of the State of New York. 
Let me read it: è 


We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States and members of the 
Democratic party, resvectfully petition the Federal Senate to strike out 
the clause in the po tarif bill which provides for an income tax. 

In submittt his . — tion, we not only plead for the continuation of the 
system of taxation which has endured without interruption in times of peace 
Aguinst the establiahment of the diferent system proposed: inring to us 
against the es ment o e ‘erent system pro; nuring to us 
through the fact of the Democratic success in 1258 5 

At thelast general election an income tax was proposed, not by the Dem- 
ocratic party, but by two organizations of recent date, the Populist and 
Social Labor parties, each essentially communistic in its character and pur- 
22 The combined votes of these two parties was slightly in excess of 


000, 000 in an aggre te poll of 12,090,000. e ties deman an income 
tax were emphatically rejected at the polls. @ party whose candidates 
were elected was the Democratic party, a political organization founded by 
Thomas Jeffo: and the habitual 


vocate and exponent of certain pa 
ciples and meth of Government which, from tho be „ have n 
associated with its name by its, followers and respec by its representa- 
tives when exercising oficial ponor: 

The Democratic party, by its constitution and by its history, stands o 

to the principle of an income tax. The imposition of that tax at 

© would violate the 8 involved in the late Democratic success, 
of the continuation of the principle of taxation which the Democratic party 
has invariably upheld and ticed. Itrepresents the abandonment of the 
traditional Democratic policy in favor of a socialistic policy which has failed 
to receive popular approval. It represents a direct reversal of the treat- 
ment of ourselves by the Federal Government which we had uired the 
right to expect, and introduces another manner of treatment t which 
we hold that we are entitled to regard ourselves as safe. 

While we do not enter upon a discussion of the justice or injustice of an 
income tax or of its merits or demerits as a feature of our Federal Govern- 
ment, we submit that the pro’ tion for its enactment at this time comes 
as a political surprise without warrant and without authority proper to the 
introduction of a policy so revolutionary. 

Without making an effort to add to our number appearing before the Sen- 
ate as petitioners, we submit this petition for protection against the enact- 
ment of an income tax, in the conviction that we demand only what is our 
moral and political right under the last national election. 


P EYAN THOMAS. SAMUEL D. BABCOCK. 
WILLIAM STEINWAY. W.BAYARD CUTTING. 
LOUIS WINDMULLER. JOHN H. INMAN. 

J. EDWARD SIMMONS. ALEXANDER E. ORR. 

I ask for the ap 55 reference of the petition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
As the bill to which the petition refers is pending before the 
Senate, the petition will be laid on the table. 

Mr. HILL. Let me inform you, if gou do not alreađy know, 
who these signersare. They are business men, not por ticians; 
representative men of whom any party might well be proud, 
porron contributors to Democratic campaigns, and men of the 

ighest character. Evan Thomas is the president of the New 
York Produce Exchange. William Steinway is one of the lead- 
ing German citizens, the manufacturer of the world-renowned 
Steinway pianos, and an employer of thousands of workingmen; 
was the elector at large on the Democratic electoral ticket in 
1892, and was for a time a member of the Democratic national 
committee from New York. 

Louis Windmuller is an active and prominent business man, 
a leading tariff reformer of New York City, a gentleman of cul- 
ture and high position. J. Edward Simmons is the president of 
the Fourth National Bank, a prominent Democrat, and one of 


the leaders in financial circles of the country. He was one of 
the men to whom your Secretary of the Treasury first applied 
when he went to the city of New York to raise $50,000,000. upon 
the bonds of your distressed country. 

Samuel D. Babcock is a veteran business man, universally re- 
spected, and identified with nearly every business interest in 

ew York. W. Bayard Cutting, John H. Inman, and Alex- 
ander E. Orr are well-known representative business men, who 
need no introduction anywhere. These men together repre- 
sent every element of factional division which may exist in 
that city, and can speak substantially for a united Democracy. 
Sir, 1 do not wish to drive such men out of the Democratic party 
by our unwise legislation in the hope of supplying their places 
with Adullamites, Coxeyites, socialists, SoA, all the ragtag and 
bobtail” elements of the community who will be attracted to us 
by our proposed raid upon the wealth of the country. 

THE ENGLISH PRECEDENT. 

On every hand the advocates of an income tax with one ac- 
cord and with much apparent satisfaction point to the fact that 
in some form or another England has maintained this tax for 
nearly a century, and that all efforts to repeal it have proved 
unavailing, and they argue from these circumstances that the 
tax must have proved itself reasonably acceptable to the Eng- 
lish people, and hence would be acceptable here, We submit 
that the conclusion does not necessarily follow from the prem- 
ises. 

England's form of government is that of a limited monarchy, 
and not that of a free republic; her institutions are radically 
different from ours; she sanctions class legislation of every char- 
acter which we have always heretofore endeavored to avoid; 
her traditions, customs, and tendencies largely differ from ours; 
she is slow to make changes, and notoriously submits to many 
abuses of government which would be abhorrent to Americans. 

It would be more correct to say that she has tolerated rather 
than approvedanincome tax. Her toleration, however, or even 
her approval of such a monstrous abuse of governmental func- 
tions affords no justification for its adoption here. 

She tolerates not only an income tax, but she submits to have 
a royal family rule over her. She maintains a House of Lords 
asa part of her legislative system, whose members derive the 
title to their seats, not from the suffrages of the people, but by 
reason of rank and hereditary privilege. A life tenure attaches 
to nearly everyroyalappointment. Shearbitrarily denies home 
rule to Ireland and Scotland, not because such denial is right 
and just, but because she has the power and prefers so to do. 
Her suffrage is not free and equal, butrestricted and exceptional 
in its character. 

The fact, if it be true, that an income tax finds favor with 
such aGovernment and such a people soradically differing from 
our own, adds but little recommendation for its adoption here, 

-We might well insist that as a general rule our country should 
avoid the instrumentalities, methods, and enactments by which 
monarchical governments manage to extort enormous revenuet 
from the people. It is true that there is a class of people among 
us who are Americans in name only, but not iu interest or sym- 
pathy, who spend their winters here and their summers abroad, 
who are constantly holding up England as the model Govern- 
ment of the world, and who insist that we should pattern after 
her laws and institutions. They would swallow an income tax 
and all,if forno better reason simply because It's English, you 
know.” 

The unfortunate tendency of the times seems to be drifting 
toward the adoption of English laws and ideas, no matter how 
antagonistic or ill adapted they may be to our free institutions. 

The highest ambition of every American dude seems to be to 
ape English customs and manners. 

Our civil-service laws were borrowed from Great Britain, and 
although it was loudly proclaimed that-they were to renovate 
and purify our whole political system, and while they haye tended 
to establish a permanent officeholding class, it is questionable 
whether they have been productive of any substantial or genuine 
reform. The poho conditions of this country are so different 
from those of England, that the successful enforcement of Eng- 
lish laws or laws founded upon English ideas must necessarily 
encounter great difficulties here, where political parties rather 
than royal families administer the Government, and a frequent 
change of parie inevitably occurs. = 

The public wants some better reason for the adoption of an in. 
come tax than the mere fact that England maintains one. She 
also maintains a monarchical government, a crowned head, an 
hereditary House of Lords, a restricted suffrage, an enormous 
national debt, an immense standing army, an established church 
a colossal governmental bank, and a score of other things and 
institutions which conflict with our notions of liberty, justice, 
and equality, and which would not for a moment be to erated 
in a republic like ours. Those who cite England as a precedent 
for us to follow forget that Gladstone himself does not attempt 
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to justify the English income tax and admits that he has sought 
to abolish it. I read his letter to that effect in my previous 
remarks. No English statesman of any repute has ever defended 
it except as a tax to be levied only in times of war or to meet 
subsequent deficiencies traceable to the enormous expenditures 
of war. 

England has maintained it for so many years because she has 
constantly been upona war footing, and has needed its revenues 
for semiwar purposes. 

Patriotic Englishmen will cheerfully submit to almost any ex- 
tortion when they are assured by the prime minister that the 
taxes are needed for the preservation of the honor and glory” 
of old England. 

When they sometimes become restless and discontented under 
the severe governmental burdens imposed upon them, the au- 
thorities have only to set afloat the rumors of a foreign war, and 
these tax-ridden patriots relapse intoastate of loyal submission. 
This tax is recognized in England as class legislation, and is 
defended as such. 

It is undoubtedly popular with the House of Commons, whose 
members are usually the least affected by it; and there is no 
disguise of the fact that it is aimed at the rich, and particularly 
atthe House of Lords, whose members and those who sympathize 
with them are generally wealthy and who have for years incurred 
the displeasure of the Commons by their hostility to reform legis- 
lation demanded by the Commons. A 

An income tax is the instrument or club by which the Com- 
monsgeteven with the Lords. Here there exist no such classes, 
no such distinctions, no such rivalries, and no such reasons for 
class legislation. 

It is not true that the English income tux is enforced without 
much friction, evasion, or fraud. The best information obtain- 
able is that it is constantly and successfully evaded, the Govern- 
ment is largely defrauded, and perjuries are frequent. It is 
necessarily inquisitorial in its character and must naturally be 
offensive in its enforcement. These ine 5 are incident to the 
very nature of an income tax which pries into men’s private af- 
fairs, and these features can not well be avoided. 3 

The exemption permitted is only $750, and hence the tax is 
more equal and equitable in its operation than that proposed in 
the pending bill, which sanctions the unprecedented exemption 
of $4,000, and thereby stamps it as class legislation of the worst 
sort. An exemption of a larger sum would only make the bill 
so much the worse. Income taxes seem to bə the necessary ac- 
companiment of monarchical governments, but they are justly 
regarded as odious and unnecessary in free republics. - 

it is a gratifying fact that no such income tax as prevails in 
England or in any other monarchical government, or as is now 
proposed in the United States in.the pending bill, is permitted 
to disgrace the statute books of the Republicof France. France 
has no income tax because she has learned -to love liberty, to 
hate inquisitions, to detest class legislation, and to respect the 
rights of property. 

In the year 1866 there was published in the Albany Argus, with 
some comments, a letter from Prof. Goldwin Smith, then of Ox- 
ford University, to Hon. John V.L. Pruyn, of Albany, chancellor 
of the University of New York, upon the subject of the English in- 
come tax, its history, its workings, its demoralizing influence, 
and principal distinguishing features. The letter, with a state- 
ment which accom ied it, together with the comments of the 
Argus, were published at the time by Chancellor Pruyn in pam- 
phlet form for distribution, and I am indebted to the courtesy 
of a friend (Hon. Sidney Webster, of New York) for a copy 
which he had carefully preserved for twenty-eight years. 

It is an interesting contribution to the literature of this sub- 
ject, and not having been prepared to influence the pending dis- 
cussion, but solely as a matter of public interest, its observa- 
tions are entitled to additional weight. 

I shall incorporate the document in my remarks. I do not 

ropose to read itat this particular time. It substantitates, Mr. 

resident, every single allegation I have heretofore made, or 
have made to-day, in regard to the operations of the income tax 
in Great Britain. That tax was instituted as a war tax and de- 
fended as a war tax; it is obnoxious to the English people; and 
has only been retained because of the reasons which I have pre- 
sented in brief to you. I will ask that the document may be in- 
corporated in my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the 
absence of objection. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


MODES OF TAXATION—INCOMES AND OTHER INQUISITORIAL TAXES—THEIR 
DEMORALIZING INFLUENCE—HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH INCOME TAX. 
[Letter from Prof. Goldwin Smith, of Oxford, to Hon. John v. L. Pruyn.] 
The paper which we publish from Prof. Goldwin Smith was drawn out by 
some inquiries on the part of Hon. J. V. L. Pruyn, of this city, intothe work- 
ings of the taxing system of Great Britain during the latter’s recent visit 


there. The result of the discussion was a promise on the part of Prof. 


Smith to embody his views in a written form; and Mr. has received 
since his return the interes’ paper which we copy elsewhere. 

The problem of how best to levy on our population the large body of an- 
nual taxes required by, Government serious 3 Co: and the 
State tures. ith a large number of the public Prof. Smith'sname 


charge brought against it was, that while it reached over all the real prop- 
erty of the State, it failed to embrace the mass of personal property. 


Rated hee capitals compensated in part for this; and still more the mode in 
which the whole volume of Federal taxation was collected in the shape of 
duties on imports. Within a few years the Federal system of taxes, multi- 
plied a hundred fold, has assumed the additional form of stamps and li- 
censes, and taxes on sales and incomes. State taxation, which was the sub- 
ject of solicitudes for many baer dg alo Federal taxation was unfelt, is now 
overshadowed by the mountain height of the latter. If we attempt to con- 
form the lesser to the larger system we will only aggravate evils which we 
sar ng extenuate by lea them alone. 

The valuable paper which Prof. Smith gives us points out the evils of an 
oes es Sag system of taxation. If it is repugnant to English sentiment 
and habits, how much more so to American. Our people can hardly toler- 
ate the visitations of the census enumerator and his yaa hig Seeing as to 
age, nativity, children, occupation, etc. We have found it impossible to 
enforce the official registration of marriages or births, or even of deaths. 
It is a social impertinence to inquire as to a man’s religion or wealth. 

An arrested prisoner is warned not to auswer questions that may impli- 
cate him; and going beyond the English law in delicacy, we have abolished 
the interrogatory of “Guilty or not guilty?” We only demand of the ar- 
raigned if he desires to be triod. 

hatever may be said of Yankee inquisitiveness—which is but crudeness 
and paps pe all hold the question in law to be torture. 

The reluctance which a mercantile people, like the English, may feel to 
an inquisition into their day books and ledgers, their debts and credits, is 
Es G ced in our case, where oane small, ventures large, specu- 

ation uncertain, and credit built on so a foundation that a breath may 
18256 it. We have been told by mercantile men that if, during the panic of 
1 or the panic of 1857. or the panic of 1860, or any of those intermittent 
crises to which our finances are subject, the leading houses of New York 
had been 3 to lay open their affairs to the public many would have 
gone into ban ar 

Is it a wonder that when men are called to a public confessional with such 
a’penalty impending, they resort tofalsehood? Theswornexhibits of banks, 

way companias; and business corporations, which p e PRAS, E 
and the falsehood of which bankruptcy reveals, are not exceptional. They 
grow out ofa universal weakness in humanity, Let not government aggra- 
vate and extend the temptation to concealment and falsehood. A mercan- 
tile people learn finally to respect truth; for it is at the bottom of all credit 
= all mutual reliance. That one quality makes a people manly and sin- 


re. 
Let not the Government undo the lesson and by e e a system ot in- 
quisition and interrogation upon our people repugnant to their customs and 
tone of mind make them prevaricators and cheats and drive commerce from 
its open paths and manly courses into illicit haunts and concealments that 
imply fear and shame. 

OXFORD, January 26, 1866. 


DEAR SIR; My work last term left me no leisure to look into the history 
of the income tax and verify the views which I had propounded in the con- 
versation to which your letter refers; and term had gerne’ ended when I 
was unexpectedly but unavoidably called away from Oxford to a place out 
of the way of tical books and information. 

. C. A. Roberts, of All Souls College, was, however, kind 


and he has peas in my hands the brief sketch of the history of the tax, 
which I sen 
sources of information. 

You will find, I believe, that the sketch in the main corresponds with the 
account of the matter which I gave you in our conversation. 

The tax was first resorted to by Mr. Pitt in 1797, the most disastrous period 
of our war with the French Republic, in order to meet the exigencies of that 
great nationa lemergency, without recourse to the constantloans which were 
subversive of public it. It was remitted at the short peace of Amiens, 
and reimposed upon the renewal of the war, but conside by us, as a war 
measure, to terminate immediately on the conclusion of a treaty of peace. 
An attempt of the Government to retain it after the termination of the war 
was defeated, and, in the words of Mr. Wilberforce, the principle was rati- 
fled that “war and income tax were wedded together.” 

The tax was not again imposed till 1842, when Sir R. Peel, who had re- 
cently come into power, resorted to it to meet a special emergency, not of a 
military, but of a financial kind; viz, the large deficit ca by the finan- 
cial 5 of his predecessors in the Government, and the injurious 
effect of that deficit on public credit. He at the same time wished to make 
what was then a great and somewhat perilous experiment, viz, the reduc- 
tion of import duties, in the hope that the increased consumption would 
more than countervail to the revenue, thereduction ot the duty, and he used 
the income tax to shore mp as it were, the fiscal system while this experi- 
ment was being made. o tax was limited to a stated period, and avow- 
edly regarded by its author as an extraordinary measure, adopted to meet 
a t emergency and facilitate a critical experiment. 

ts renewal by successive chancellors of the exchequer, since that time, 
has been partly justified by the fiscal experiment commenced by Sir Robert 
Peel, the reduction of duties in the hope of relieving the consumer 
without loss to the revenue, and wt the emergency of the Russian war, when 
the tax was temporarily inc: But the main inducement has been the 
dangerous facility of this fiscal engine; by means of which the minister 
who has it in his hand is able at time, by a single turn of the screw, to 
oduce an additional revenue of o and certain amount, and thus to 
eep up the war expenditure in time of peace, to which our Government, or 
rather our governing class is so 5 addicted. 
The Pig as been opposed throughout its existence, mainly on three 


ounds: 
et The unfairness of its pressure on the different descriptions of inco: 
those arising from labor and those not arising from labor, the certain 
the precarious; to remedy which various attempts at discrimination haye 
been made, but without success, so that the evil may be regarded as at once 
great and incurable. 
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torial character, and the arbitrary power almost inevitably 
given 5 omens dra it. 
3. Its s demoralizing tend 


t that time rated. 

ane tax is attractive to our finance minister, as I imagine, not only from 
its facility and certainty as a source of revenue, s but for the rellef ch it 
attords hits trom the neveastty of deciding between the conflicting claims 


of 

different interests, agricultural and commercial, in the partea ot 
fiscal b however, would belong to any im- 
partial of taxation, such as that of which, if I can presume to call 
realized property, ¢ of any system, I am an advocate—an equal tax on all 
, combined with a stamp tax and an equal ad valorem duty 


1. The 5 
por of the income-tax 


which is here | sen in check by the political 
will ually 
pt in check by a different 


perhaps in your case be eq 

uence, viz, by the absence of any sharp class 

j — your people, the more pal . — ea of interest, and the 

— = on felt by the poor man o one day numbered 
6 


2. We live under the system of sree araoa; you coer] that of protection 
ion as to the 


tary, or at least belongs to persons engaged in any indus or trade, 
e whose y when it is devoted to the 
ot Fete 3 establishments, though it is an evil and, if 
carried beyond to the persons t ives, does not 
terfere with the 1 — . of wealth 93 he ee ereas in 
America the great incomes are generally ot . Which can 
not be ered insecure with A gece Bagh astry itself an ‘the leading 
shoots of commerce, which can not be lopped without stunting the gro 


of the whole tree. 
Ifear ream will find nothing in this letter very new or instructive; but as 
Joas — me to write down my tans: acai I could not refuse the request 
table a 
o aeset me, dear sir, yours, very faithfully, 


Hon. Jonx V. L. PRUYN. 


GOLDWIN SMITH. 


SKETCH OF THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH INCOME TAX. 
When the income tax was first adopted by Mr. Pitt, in and the ann r 


Mr. 


the year, without A oe debt. 
tax oe gin foe 2 The bill was o 
es on houses, OWS, © 
class declared that it had its 


The next year, S Deseniber; 1798, the form of the assessed taxes bill was al- 
tered, and its name changed to the income tax. Pitt described the last bill 
PERAOSAN ES brow donate gh tora get of 5 


thereof shall continue in 

war and until April next, and after the definitive 

and no longer;” but after the war, in 1816, the 
retain one-half of the tax. Petitions were 
the continuance of the tax. The peti 


of we Bee its principle re 
ro galing. The) 


e 

T 
t the 1 had been differently construed at t i 
t, but er were defeated, and the principle, as Mr. Wilberforce 

Observed, W was ratifi ed that war and income tax were wedded together. 
6 frequently mentioned as a 
means to res the finances. . Parnell, in his tract on Financial Re- 
— — 1 of an extensive remission of duties and 
imposition of an income o plan ofan carried out . 


tax, W. afterwards 
Peel. I his budget of 1842 Peel observed that both an increase of 


rocure immediate relief to the 
be 1 y tho” imposition of an income 
tax, noe to eb their producti 
ness, (For an abstract of Sir R. Peel's speech on this occasion see Sir Staf- 
ford Northcote’s Financial Policy, pages 13 to 21, and for the arguments on 
the other side pages 33 to 41.) 
On March 14, 1 Lord Brougham laid on the table of the House of Lords 

resolutions to the following purport: 

“That a direct tax laid open income should only be resorted to ina great 
mergency. 


e 

‘*Thatit should cease with the necessity which alone would justify its 
imposition, as its facility of being increased offers a constant temptation to 
the | “Smear th S t ri nad proved the impossibility of drawing 

8 ough a past experience pr e — of cra 
further revenue from increased taxes on consumption and 4 income tax 
was thus rendered necessary, it pehooved. Parliament todistribute the pres- 
sure soas to make it most easily and patiently borne. That there should 
be no invidious exemptions as to high persons (in 1806 s 


a remission of taxes were unavailing to 
finances, 


of every description aor — Sicome Š 
“That it is expedient to distinguish between incomes for Ts or for less 
and incomes possessed 


by persons who have an interest in the capital from 
whence the income 


3 no distinctions be made in favor of persons in the civil service or 
of pens: 

“That it itis neither consistent with justice nor with sound policy to levy a 
greater ion of tax upon incomes than upon smaller, and that 
tion of even the smallest incomes from the — of the tax 

ustified upon the supposition that their owners are wholly un- 


“That increased economy should be exercised and the tax removed as 
soon as it shall ap that the ordinary branches of revenue have — 2 
ered from their temporary depression. 

These resolutions were not 8 the e Conen being moved 
eee Nan e 

mi ey appear e most o v 
alent opinions as the income du ons 

The e of the income tax was not severel felt for the first few years 
after 1 — Was * — there were —— 
the remission t taxes was ap) 
seems to have been the restoration of ci edit, which 
became evident that no resort would 

The income tax was renewed when it a in 1848 Lord R 
83 declaring, that although he had been always of opioa that T 
equality, T tax. yet that 
if the question was between S papata income tax and the continuance ot 
monopoly and restriction, he would declare = the income: tax, and a dimi- 
nutionand final abolution of all monopoly. Attempts were made by other 
memners of the but without — . — to get an alteration in the 
application of the tax to different incomes. 

1848 the attem ghey by the Government to raise the income tax 
from 7d. to 1s. in „ but they were obliged to be content with ob- 
taining a renewal of! tax as before, for three years. 

In a debate on Mr. Horsman’s motion, that the tax should dis h be- 
tween permanent and precarious apy the chancellor of the exchequer 
said that landed perty already a higher rate, as no deduction was 
allowed for re; and that the only way of making taxation equal was to 


impose a variety of taxes. 

In 1851, ib boing pro to renew the income tax, Mr. Hume moved and 
carried by 244 at the duration of the tax should be limited for a 
year, and a few days afterwards he obtained the 1 8 of a select 

mmittee into the mode of llecting the income 


a reduction 


Russell (in op- 


In the year 1853 the income tax A Senior assumed another phase. When 

in his budget of that time, Mr. G 8 to > grappl e with the dif- 
ficulties of the matter, hes extended the tax to Irel 

of 3 trom — — to £100 and 8 — 5 the? final determination of 

irS. Northcote, 5 to 193.) 
8 remarkable partot this speech of Mr. Gladstone is that in which hear- 
ebt need not have existed if there had 5 3 
2 thi 
0 


assessment of the income tax on those who shall have paid so much for life 


insurance. 

Mr. Hume's committee about this time gave in the result of their inqui- 
ries. The basis of his scheme was to just the tax by proportioning the 
value of the property, the tenure of the 3 and the age of the owner; 
ze Tae Was that the interest on the capitalized value of the income 

d be taxed. The evidence of the actuaries was beveg strong upon the 
feasibility of the scheme, but the chief officers of the inland revenue de- 
clared that its peana would be attended wi th fusurmountable ‘aificulties, 
and in me of the appearance of 5 accuracy in the the 
committee decided merely to publish their evidence without ma a re- 


4 3 ae ae poned * = the time of rye iisi ape 
stone at to pay for the expenditure o 
the time is 3 moral check upon he passion for war. (Seo 3 Sir J. No Northcote, 


tional 4d., and in 1860 an additional 1d. in the pound. ( 

ar certain customs duties were remitted through the French anion 
tn 1861 id. was removed from the income tax, and this year Mr. Hu 
moved for a select committee to inquire into the mode of assessing and w 
lecting This ye in * of * 


ladstone, Mr. Low 
S have been throughout disinclined to his scheme; but their inves- 
1 85 Was severe and complete. ed were Mr. 


their chairman. 
worthy of notice. oE tils principal objection tothe existing torm of tho 
tt 2 ails principal ob wice taxed; — — 


so way 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6615 


time as interest of the income invested. In another place (Political Econ- 
omy) he concludes that the tax has such objections in tice that it is 
better that it should be reserved for e cies when the necessity of a 
large additional revenue overrules all objections. Of Mr. Hubbard’s evi- 
dence questions 1189, 1190, 1196, 1211, 1213, 1214. 1215, 1243, 1245, 1260, 1249, 1299, 
1852 appear to call for notice. He declined to commit himself to the expres- 
sion that savings ougut not to be taxed, preferring to describe the unequal 
incidence of the tax as the taxation of s 

Mr. Hubbard's draft report was rejected by the committee. Its general 
tenor may be 5 —— from the following remarks of the joint report pre- 


sented — Ane 

The principal features of Mr. Hubbard's scheme are: 

1. A pro! to make net instead of income the basis of assessment 
to the tax, not ascertaining the net income by an account of actual out- 
goings, = ean it by a deduction founded on an average from certain 
classes of gross income. 
to divide all incomes into two elasses, bf which the one should 

called indus- 


3. A al to distinguish in certain cases between the interests of in- 
wasted capital and the repayment by installments of the invested capital 
itself, and to levy a the interest only, and not upon the repaid 
portion of the eapit 

The committee conciude their report by toadoptthese A putt arpe: 
or to suggest any method for the reconstructionof the tax. Mr. Lowe drew 
up a se draft against Mr. Hubbard's scheme, as also did Sir 
Statt. Northcote. also was drawn up by Mr. Sothern Estcourt, wha 
had to whether an inequality occa- 

by an artificial 5 to arrive at a perfectly correct result would 
not be more likely or asubject of com than the admitted mali 


of the & plan, by which all are covered under one mantle versal 
and im) ES apan aae aeea Parsee he ue 

He u the injustice of taxing professional gains, and con 
cludes that the income tax is, in its nature, essentially an unequat and un- 
satisi: ot etc., and that true policy 8. t 
the tax is to be maintained in ordin times, it should be kept so low that 


difference between the relative of manandman, e 
should not be of such an amount or importance as to demand the interven- 
tion of the State. 

In 1863 Mr. Hubbard brought forward a motion requiring the readjust- 
ment of the incidence of the income tax upon incomes derived from indus- 
try and skill as compared with those derived from property, The motion 
was rejected. It was in and thrown out. 

‘Thisiyear thetax was reduced from 7 
permitted toincomes between £100 and £200. In 1864 8 was taken 

the reduced Hubbard brought 


off, and fn 1865 tax was to4d.inthepound. Mr. 
forward another motion in 1864, to this : “That the inequalities and 
the ot income tax disqualify it 
tinuously inits preseut form, asone of the means 


from being con posed 

of levying the national revenue,“ but it was rejected by 67 to 39. 
Thus far with the of the income tax in 

surprising its course is, that it should be 

ular means of supplying the exchequer in time of peace, 


Dan 9 naliti 1: and its larity great 
ə tax; ineq es are glaring, unpopular: eat, 
ver. it still exists. The fact that direct taxation accidentally became acry ot 
the Liberal party in England may have, in some de; „contributed to the 
long continuance of this tax. The merits, ind 0 tax are but nega- 
tive, but * altogether from the on of and indirect 
taxation, income tax seems to have such intrinsic faults in its nature 
as to 8 its regular use by a statesman almost in any case, but espe- 
Sa n the fitful and fluctuating way in which it has been employed since 


The difficulties connected with the income tax can be ranged under four 


1. That ot ascertaining the income of different individuals. 

2. That of levying an equal tax on incomes dertved from different ganna 
1 5 involves the difficulties of drawing an accurate line between capi 
and income. 

3. The encouragement it gtves to careless nditure. 

4. The eminent danger of those who benene by. the exemptions and 
8 the tax, either thoughtlessly or purposely, so as to press hardly on 

exem classes 


can only be met by either the adoption of the objeetion- 
ot -assessment, or by the employment of annoying and 
means. 


Canon street, London, when 
tion for their loss of business. 


made, amounted to £9,000. 

2. Mr. Stafford Northcote, in a debate on the income tax, March 23, 1800. 
said: “Two years ago he was employed in investigating the claims of per- 
sons connected with the ecclesiastical courts, for compensation in conse- 


quence of the abolition of their offices. Those were erally pre- 


z to 
which the claimants themselves had to the Income tax, he was aston- 
ished by the most painful disclosurses. One tlemen, who had stood very 
high in the profession to which he belonged, had paid income tax for some 
ears on an aver: income of £3,000; but it was proved satisfac that 
* income been double that amount, and in one year it deen 


thi income tax 

e 
s ayear 1 

himself for one year at £200 per ann 7 3 Mas Aas returns 


um. 
rose to £1,161, and when questioned he stated that he had fixed upon that 
amount because he thought that an odd figure would look better than a 


round sum.’ 

The ‘ly Review, remar upon these cases, says that in every 
trade sie tere ore — pity Ba in lying, the first apprenticeshi 
in cooking aecounts and doctoring calculations. if the tax were reserved, 


as it ought to be, for rare and va © cies, and when ev other 
consideration is overborne by E a speedy Supply. Pt money, 
there would be less fear of fraud, s patriotism would be appealed to, 
and they would be ashamed at deception. 
Fraudulent returns could be partly checked by the adoption of a stricter 
inquisition, but there are few which excite greater antipathy to the 
tax than the necessity which even now traders are under of disclosing their 
affairs. (See papers of the Income Tax Reform Association, 1887.) 
.... AN which the income tax at present gives 
to careless expenditure Gladstone, in 1858, said im the House of Commons: 


“So long as you consent, without special to levy the income tax 


as tof the ozomary and permanent revenue of the country, se long it 
will be vain to talk of economy and effective reduction of expenditure. It 
is a source so as an engine so con nt, and it is so easy to lay 


our national income tends to be expen- 
ture madeto adjustitself tothe revenue, 
Lastly. The consideration of the use likely to be made of the tax thro 
the system of exemp is, perhaps, more political than financial; but its 
im with is manifest. 


an extended 
the tax is retained, the danger can only be 1 


the tax nt and invariable in amount, so that it may be a 18 
fixed element in the financial system of the country, yet susceptible of sud- 
den increase in time of war. 

AN UNJUST TAX. 


Mr. HILL. The advocates of an income tax fail to ds ange 
the important and poneo Opn toggle tariff or Federal taxation 
is not the only taxation in this country. They ignore a most 
material and essential consideration, that in addition to Federal 
taxation there exists State, county, and municipal taxation to 
which every man of property is more or less subjected, and that 
such State, county, and municipal taxation combined exceeds 
in amount the whole tariff taxation of the General Government 
by over $260,000,000. In other words, the statistics demonstrate 
the faet that the tariff taxation of the United States does not 
equal 8 of the Say 2 to-wit, ede county, 3 
munic: taxation, whi or ar ent, 
may hereafter denominate ‘local aeons ex 

i any one dispute these figures? If so, I have them here 
in detail before me, and I will read them if desired. We have 
no right to shut our eyes to these facts. In framing a system 
of Federal taxation which shall justlyand equitably reach the 
citizens and property in the respective States of the Union, it 
becomes our first duty to inquire as to what general system of 
local taxation exists in the States. Is there a tax upon consump- 
tion there or a tax upon property? These are most pertinent 

uiries to which we should carefully address ourselves. 

n the first place, we should endeavor to avoid a duplication 
of taxation. is is so and tenable a proposition that it 
needs no amplification. If by some scheme of taxation already 
existing in the States, there is a virtualand substantial tax upon 
consumption there, by which localrevenues are realized for the 
purposes of the su of State, county, and municipal govern- 
ments, then it is om upon our part in framing a general 
system of Federal taxation to avoid as far a possible a duplica- 
tion of any tax upon consumption, but to resort to some other 
system. 

With these general principles in view, to which every intel- 
ligent citizen can 3 give assent, let us see where we stand 
777700000000 

e fiu tho general system o. ation 
in the States is a direct ad valorem tax upon iarl ane per- 
sonal property of the citizens and corporations. This is the 
general rule, to which of course there are some exceptions, as 
a few States have peculiar and unusual systems of their own not 
now necessary to be specially noted. 

In addition to these direct taxes upon property, some States 
have special taxes upon corporations and some have taxes upon 
incomes; but the general rule is as I have stated. 

Therefore, as direct taxes upon property itself, according to 
its value, are im in the States, to secure State and local 
revenues, it would seem to follow that to secure Federal reve- 
nues some Federal system should be adopted, other than direct 
taxation upon r rty. 

What sourees of revenue—other than direct taxation upon 
proper aa open and accessible to the General Govern- 
men 


The Constitution itself answers the question. It expressly 
confers upon Congress the power to raise revenues by taxation 
upon foreign importations. It does more than that—it goes 
further and declares that this field for raising Federal revenues 
shall be reserved exclusively to the General Government, and 
the States are positively p bited from entering upon it. 

The power is ample—the sources are sufficient. General 
Government has no occasion to resort to any other or direct tax- 
ation to secure sufficient moneys for its support. Direct taxa- 
tion may properly be left to the States as their exclusive field 
for raising revenue—left not because of a want of constitutional 

r to enter it, but asa matter of courtesy, a matter of pol- 
icy, a matter of propriety. 

Double taxation is thereby avoided, a clashing between State 
and Federal interests is prevented, the spectacle of an unseemly 


most odious, inquisitorial 
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scramble for revenues in the same direction by State and Fed- 
eral authorities is happily averted, and two erent and dis- 
tinct systems of taxation—one direct, the other indirect—are 
seen to work harmoniously together side by side, neither en- 
croaching upon the jurisdiction or prerogatives of the other. 

This was evidently the 8 of the fathers of the Republic 
when, instead of resorting to direct taxation, they early inau- 

rated the 3 of a tariff for revenue to meet the needs of 

o General Government. 

That was the policy advocated by Thomas Jefferson, the 
founder of Democracy, in hissecond inaugural address. I need 
not repeat what he then said, as it has been quoted several times 
during this debate. In substance and effect he opposed direct 
taxation for Federal purposes, and advocated an adherence to 
the policy of raising Federal revenues by meansof taxation upon 
forolgn importations. That policy left the States free to mo- 
nopolize all the known systems or methods of direct taxation for 
local purposes, and reserved, exactly as the Constitution con- 
templated, all the taxation upon imports for the usesof the Gen- 
eral Government. 

That was the Democratic policy maintained from the days of 
Jefferson to the time of our civil war, with only afew occasional 
interruptions; it was the policy of a tariff for revenue; it was 
the policy which justly cay arg and preserved the rights and 
prerogatives of the several States; it presented a homogeneous 
system or means of taxation for both the National Government 
and the several States. That policy was maintained during the 
war of 1812; it was continued during the Mexican war; and it 
was not until our great civil war, when tariff revenues proved 
insufficient for the immense drain upou our financial resources, 
that we were compelled to resort to income and other war taxes, 
both direct and internal. 

It is suggested to me that no one man can read the debates upon 
the adoption of the Federal Constitution without coming to the 
conclusion that the Constitution never would have been adopted 
if the clauses to which I have referred were not placed in the 
Constitution. 

Then, when this cruel war was over,” and pons once more 
dawned upon our fair land, by common consent, as it were, the 
income tax was speedily abolished, although the nation was fear- 
fully in debt and tariff taxation was strained to the uttermost to 
mect the demads of the Government. 

It was recognized as a war tax fit only to be maintained in war 
times, and necessarily to cease in times of peace. Yet now, 
nearly 3 after the close of the war, and twenty-four 
years after the abolition of the income tax, we find men who are 

uerading as Democrats, but who are Populists in heart and 
principle, advocating the restoration of this income tax, a relic 
of er civil war, and a constant reminder of all its terrible mem- 
ories. 

Look at the inconsistent position in which this proposed leg- 
islation will place the Democratic party. For twenty-five years 
we have clamored against war taxes; we have reminded the peo- 

le over and over again that they were suffering from war tariff 
5 we have invoked the patriotism of our citizens to 
obliterate every unpleasant and unnecessary feature that re- 
mains of that great conflict which can be properly eliminated; 
test oaths have been abolished; general amnesty has been de- 
creed; past differences have been so far 1 discarded and 
forgotten that those who were conspicuous in their devotion to 
the lost cause in that great conflict are now our honored and 
trusted leaders in both Houses of Congress, largoiy shaping the 
legislation and destinies of a reunited country; Northern capital 
is seeking investment in Southern States, and Southern men of 
brains and ambition are finding homes in Northern cities where 
a cordial welcome always awaits them; the pacification of the 
country has been largely effected, and sectional animosities and 
jealousies are fast dying out; and yet now after a quarter of a 
century has d away and the Democratic party, for the first 
time since the war, has been intrusted with the full control of 
the Government, one of our very first acts is to restore the 
and offensive war taxes with which 
a free people were ever afflicted, 

If this is political wisdom, it is folly to be wise. If this is true 
Democracy, I want none of it. If this is the best leadership 
which we can present in this great crisis, I, for one, must decline 
to follow it. I prefer to stand with Jefferson, and Jackson, and 
Tilden, in opposition to all income taxes, and direct Federal 
taxation, but in favor of a tariff for revenue for Federal pur- 
poses and direct taxation for State purposes. 

SPURIOUS DEMOCRACY. 

I repudiate the spurious Democracy of these modern apostles 
and prophets, who are part pot Tyr SN pars Populist, and the 
least part Democratic, who seek to lead us astray after false 
gods, alse theories, and false methods. I object to our restor- 
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a war tax which the Republicans themselves rejected years 
ago, with our approbation. 


I protest against that lack of foresight and judgment upon 
me par of some professed Democrats whoalways seem anxious 
to adopt whatever the Republicans and the people have repudi- 
ated. There were those who 8 the issue of 
greenbacks during the war, but when ublicans after the 
war sought to curtail and restrict their further issue, these men 
became the earnest champions of a greenback currency and 
sought to merge the Democratic party into a greenback party. 
They opposed the policy of a return to specie payments, and 
then when specie payments became an accomplished fact they 
clamored for paper money. 

Then 5 they espoused the cause of a metallic cur- 
rency and became the earnest advocates of free silver the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver; but soon thereafter, with char- 
acteristic fickleness unworthy of so good a cause, they accepted 
the Biand compromise measure, which provided simply for a 
limited coinage. Then the Re Matoe 1890 passed the Sher- 
man law, which provided, not for the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver the same as gold, but for a limited coinage and 
the purchase and storage of silver bullion, treating it asa com- 
modity instead of a money metal, a measure which violated ev- 
ery correct principle of finance; and although the Democratic 
party opposed that measure and denounced it for three years 
and demanded its repeal in their national platform, the present 
leading advocates of an income tax when the opportunity for ac- 
tion came last year strenuously opposed its repeal in Congress 
for three longmonths. They are the same shortsighted men 
who four years ago made the air of the Capitol resound with 
their denunciations of ex-Speaker REED’s rules, and recentl 
turned around and adopted the substantial principle involve 
in 5 very rules, amid the laughter and ridicule of the whole 
country. y 

Mr. President, I can not follow such leadership, which shifts 
and turns and temporizes upon every public question; which com- 
promises every well-established Democratic 2 for which 
the party contended when out of power; which stands ready to 
adopt every passing ‘‘ism” of the hour; which surrenders prin- 
ciple for expediency and ) feat ee no consistent course from one 
year to another. political success of m oes i is only to be 
purchased by such methods and such sacrifices I prefer defeat 
and the preservation of my self-respect. 


STATE VS, NATIONAL TAXATION, 


Mr. President, the national victory of 1892 meant a reduction 
ofthe tariff; it did not mean an income tax. It did not mean an 
invasion of State rights, a usurpation of State privileges, or the 
absorption of State sources of taxation. 

It did not mean direct taxation on the part of the General 
Government. It meant a tariff for revenue, a reasonable reduc: 
tion in tariff duties, the substitution of revenue duties for pro- 
hibitory duties wherever the latter existed, the placing of raw 
materials upon the free list, and the restriction of the revenues 
to be raised to the actual necessities of the Government. 

1 was the policy to which the party was solemnly com- 
mit ted. 

But instead of pursuing this plain and mist course, which 
duty unmistakably marked out, this bill in its present shape 
abandons many Democratic principles and seeks to impose upon 
the party and the country a vicious and offensive scheme of 
Federal taxation for which they never voted. 

But it is said in justification of this departure from Democratia 
precedents, that tariff taxation does not reach the wealth of tha 
country, but that an income tax will, and hence that the latter 
is desirable. 

A tariff duty is an indirect tax upon consumption, and wealth 
pays its share of whatever it consumes. There are no classes 
exempt from its operation, and the greater the consumption the 
larger is the tax. 

o men and no two families consume productions ATAUT ana 
hence in amount their taxation is not the same, but it is equal 
in the sense that each pays his pro rata share. 

A poor man and a rich man do not pay exactly alike, nor do 
two poor men nor two rich men, but each pays proportionally to 
what he uses. 

No one pretends that this system of tariff taxation is, of itself 
alone, absolutely and entirely just, neither is any other single 
system of taxation which the world has ever tolerated, as 
there will always necessarily exist some inequalities in such 
matters, but taken in connection with other systems which exist 
in the States and with which it must be considered and operated, 
we insist that customs duties affords the best, easiest, and least 
felt method of raising Federal revenues which has yet been de- 
vised, and in my judgmentit will continue to be the settled policy 
of this Government long after those who are now so loudly com- 
plaining of its hardship and injustice shall have been forgotten. 

The burdens of tariff taxation are sometimes grossly exag- 
gerated. The whole customs duties collected last year on 
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amounted to about $205,000,000, which, divided among 60,000,000 
of pons; made a tax of scarcely $3.50 apiece. 

hat a tremendous sum to pay for all the blessings of a free 
government! ; 

A tariff tax is an indirect tax, and is therefore the least felt 
by the people. 

I adhere to the Democratic doctrine that the tariff is a tax, 
and that the consumer and not the foreigner pays the tax; but 
while this is true as the general rule, of course the importer 
alone pays the tax in the first instance and usually the consumer 
afterwards; but it is also panay po tes sometimes it is very 
difficult to ascertain when and in what proportion, if at all, the 
consumer pays any particular tariff tax. 

Tariff duties do not always increase prices, and sometimes 
their effect seems to be to diminish prices. Prices are largel 
affected by competition, the question of supply and demand, an: 
hard times or good times. hen the duty upon wool was in- 
creased by the McKinley bill in 1890, the price of wool did not 
rise in this country, but it diminished, and has remained lower 
ever since. . 

Under such circumstances it can not well be said that the 
consumers of wool paid the increased duty, oxospt upon the pos- 
sible . Sha but for the duty the wool would have been still 
cheaper. No absolutely exact ruleor principle can be laid down 
in such matters. The tariff 5 is not an exact science. 
Extravagant duties invite competition, and competition usuall 
lowers prices, but prices are notalways regulated by tariffs, an 
hence there is no accurate method of ascertaining how much of 
the annual revenues realized from a tariff bill are really paid by 
the actual consumers. The people are not suffering so much to- 
day from indirect tariff taxation as they are from direct State 
and local taxation. The productions and manufactures upon 
which tariff duties are now imposed were never so cheap as they 
are at this time. 

The evils of the hour from which the people are sufferin 
arise largely from an inadequate and disordered currency un 
a bad financial system, dating back from that evil day in 1873 
when free bimetallic coinage ceased in the United States. 

It is State and local taxation from which the people are also 
suffering, which is double that of the Federal tariff taxation. 
Look at the financial condition of the States whose representa- 
tives here are especially jealous or anxious in urging the sub- 
stitution of income taxes for tariff taxes. 

There is Georgia; whose junior Senator I am pleased to regard 
as my personal as well as political friend, and who made his debut 
in this Senate in an eloguent and earnest defense of an income 
tax “has a State debt of 310,449,542; Tennessee, whose able rep- 
resentative in the House [Mr. MCMILLIN] is the real author of 
this income-tax provision, but whose sense of fairness and pro- 
priety for which he is noted should have led him not to insist 
upon inserting it in this bill, butif at all, inaseparate measure, 
is staggering under the load of a State debt of $19,695,974; Mis- 
souri, whose senior sce’ Mr. ve is largely 1 
voluntarily or compulsorily, for much of the present bill, has a 
State debt of $11,759,832; Alabama, whose influential Senators 
have obtained for her a tariff duty upon iron ore, and not satis- 
fied with that violation of Democratic pledges, now demand an 

income tax in order tofulfill Populist promises, has a State debt of 
$12,413,196; Texas, the versatile and elastic free-trade senti- 
ments of whose junior Senator [Mr. MILLS] permit him with- 
out inconsistency to vote against free iron ore and for free lead 
ore, against free sugar and for free wool, but for an income tax 
always, has a State debt of $4,317,515; Louisiana, with a sugar 
tax of $43,000,000 imposed upon the whole country for the inci- 
dental benefit of her own sugar industries, can not be heard to 
complain of the hardship of other tariff duties or to demand an 
income tax in place thereof, while her own State debt amounts 
to $16,008,585; North Carolina, with a State debt of $7,703,100, 
and South Carolina, with a like debt of $5,953,582, and Indiana, 
with a debt of $8,538,059, and Arkansas, with a debt of $8,671,782 
and last, but not least, Virginia, whose able and distinguished 
senior Senatorsits upon my left here, and for whom I have great 

rsonal respect and friendship, and whom I am sure would not 

ntentionally do injustice to the great Democratic Empire State 
of New York, where he has many warm admirers—his State has a 
debtamounting to the enormouse sum of $34,227,234; these States 
whose aggregate State debts amount to the grand total of $132,- 
066,619, supplemented by immense county, city, and town indebt- 
ness amounting to millions upon millions more, are suffering 
more from the burdens of their own local direct taxation than 
from any indirect Federal tariff taxation or from the absence of 
an income tax. 

In order to relieve the people from these local burdens there 
is no objection to these States providing for local taxation upon 
incomes, or to the adoption of any other system of local taxation 
which they desire, whereby wealth in these States may be com- 


6617 


pelled to bear its full portion of local taxation, but we object to 
their insisting that New York or the General Government shall 
also adopt pa income tax for their particular benefit. 

Is there any particular complaint from these States that their 
men of wealth escaped taxation? If there is, and an income tax 
will reach them, why do they ng adopt a State income tax, and 
at once rélieve their own poo le? No; that is not their purpose 
orobject. They desire a eral income tax, not to reach thé 
rc of wealth in their own States, but to reach those in other 

8. 

I noticed the other day that Evan P. Howell, of the Atlanta 
Constitution, a genial and popular Democrat of Georgia, visited 
New York. He met a correspondent who spoke to him and 
congratulated him upon the appointment to this body of the dis- 
tinguished junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], who in 
part represents that State here. After having done so the cor- 
respondent said to him: ‘I observe that Senator WALSH is ad- 
yocating an income tax in the Senate. What do you say to that, 
Mr. Howell?” Mr. Howell replied: ‘That is all right. Weare 
all for an income tax down in our part of the country; and so is 
Senator WALSH, who represents us, because none of us have 
$4,000 income, and somebody else will have to pay the tax.” 

They admit that such an income tax will affect their own peo- 
ple but little. They have taken pains to fix the exemption high 
enough so that their States will be compelled to contribute little 
or nothing. It is the great Democratic State of New York which 
they are after—that is the State to be punished. Its chief city, 
which has 3 been the target for every Republican attack, 
is now to be raided by its own party friends in Congress. 

The State which has ever been friendly to the South and its 
people, which has ever defended their constitutional rights and 
prerogatives; the State which has always opposed force bills, 
carpet-ba; overnments, federal election laws, arbitrary ar- 
rests, and federal interference in State affairs; the State 
which is one of only three Northern States which have a 
full Democratic representation in this Senate, and thereby gave 
the Democratic party its control here, and which has Dem- 
ocratic Representatives in the other House; the State whose 
citizens are the most generous contributors of those in all other 
States towards Democratic campaigns inevery part of the coun- 
try; that State, hecause its business men have by their energy, 
ability, thrift, and industry built up their business, their indus- 
tries, and their varied enterprises, so that the realize large in- 
comes from them, is to be subjected to an odious, unnecessary, 
and objectionable income tax, at the instigation of their party 
friends from the South, as soon as we get possession of the Gov- 
ernment; a Federal tax for which New Yorknor any other Demo- 
cratic State ever voted; a tax which no Democratic national 
platform ever approved; a tax rejected and discarded by the 

ople of all parties twenty-four years ago; a tax the imposi- 

ion of which will drive New York, New Jersey, and Connecti- 
cut into the 1 column, there to permanently remain; 
a tax the individual feature of which has not been recommended 
by any Democratic President or Secretary of the Treasury or 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, but a tax suggested, advo- 
cated, and now persistently pushed by a majority which is tem- 
orarily in the saddle” in this Congress, and is driving the 
moeratie party with reckless and headlong speed into the 
abyss of political ruin. 

r. President, the excuse for the restoration of an income tax 
is the avowed purpose of reaching the wealth of the country. 
This is the oft-repeated answer which is made to every objec- 
tion raised. I assert that it is not a tax upon wealth per se. 
Wealth is property, either real or personal, and this is a tax 
upon neither. It is a tax upon what a man earns—upon his 
thrift, his industry, his capacity, his pluck, his savings, his 
pruđence; but itis not a tax upon wealth, upon what he actu- 
ally has. Itis nota tax upon whata man has-really acquired, 
but it is a tax upon what he is earning or saat ponds a tax im- 
posed in transitu, while wealth is being earned or acquired. 

Incomes are uncertain with men of business—they have large 
incomes one year and large losses the next. A tax once paid 
can not be restored, and there is no method of equalizing the tax 
for a given period of years. A man may earn $10,000 one year 
and invest it in business the next year, and for five years annu- 
ally lose money until he has lost and more than he earned; 
p: he paid the income tax, not upon the net resultof five years 

usiness, but upon the result of one year’s venture. 

An income tax works manifest injustice because, like all war 
taxes, it is founded upon no principle. That isthe very nature 
ofa war tax. It reaches out for whatever is in sight, regard- 
less of justice, circumstances, or results. Income is not prop- 
erty according to the usual or proper acceptation of the term. 
It may be due but not realized—it may not have been reduced 
to possession; it can not always well be reached on a sheriffs 
execution. 
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Taxation should be imposed, not upon incomes which are usu- 
ally variable and uncertain, but either spon roperty or upon 
importations. The General Governmentshould not endeavor to 
monopolize both the direct and indirect methods of taxation. 

' The property of the country—its stable and acquired wealth 
should be reached by direct taxation, while indirect taxation 
reaches whatever we consume. 

Of course, property or wealth per se is not reached by a tax 
upon consumption, and is not intended to be. That is left to be 
reached by direct taxation. 

The advocates of anincome tax sages to this or that wealthy 
citizen who owns houses and lands without number, and com- 
plain that he pays nomore taxes to the General Government than 
the poor man who owns nothing at all but supports a whole 
family. That may be true, although usually itcostsmore to sup- 
port the rich man’s family than the poor man’s, and hence the 
rich man pays more under a tax on consumption. 

But even if that were otherwise no injustice is done anybody. 

No one expects that any one system of taxation is to reach 
every class. We must not forget that while there is one Gen- 
eral Government, there are also forty-four States, with local sys- 
tems of taxation of their own. Our Union is one body, united 
like the ocean, but divided like the waves. The Constitution 
contemplated that the General Government would resort tò tariff 
taxation for its revenues, and that the States would resort to 
direct taxation upon property, and together the two systems 
would work harmoniously together, and reach all classes and all 
property, and our fathers before us so construing the Constjtu- 
tion inaugurated the present system of tariff b. e which 
been in existence from the foundation of the Government. 

The rich man who owns the houses and lands ar State, 
county, and municipal taxes thereon according to their value, 
and he pays his tariff taxes besides upon whatever he consumes. 

The poor man, however, who owns no property, of course pays 
no State, county, or municipal taxes, but simply his tariff taxes. 

If income taxes should be substituted for tariff taxes, then the 

r man would pay nothing, either to the State or local or na- 
onal governments. 

No person should be exempt from all taxation—both direct 
and indirect—simply because he owns no proper te. 

The statistics show that 80 per cent of our pop tion own no 
taxable real or personal property whatever, and hence they pay 
no direct taxes. The only way the 80 per cent are reached at 
all is through tariff taxes—a tax upon consumption. The Con- 
stitution imposes no property qualification as a condition of 
being entitled to vote, but it fully recognizes manhood suffrage. 

The poor man’s right to vote is strengthened and intrenched 
by the fact that he is not a drone in society, but that while he 
pays nothing for police, fire, and other local purposes, nothing 

‘or lighted streets or good roads, nothing for the maintenance 
of courts or justice or for schools where his children are edu- 
cated, yet he does pay his share of taxes upon consumption 
through the imposition of customs duties. 

His enemies are those who would suggest the substitution of 
an income tax for these tariff taxes, whereby he would pay noth- 
ing whatever for the support of his State or National Govern- 
ment. - 

The same Constitution which guarantees manhood suffrage— 
that is, the right of every citizen to vote whether he owns prop- 
erty or not—also provides for taxes upon consumption in the 
shape of tariff taxes and forbids the States from imposing any 

taxes; and this is a most s cant fact in my 8 
because it indicates that it was the intention of the framers of 
that instrument that manhood suffrageand taxes upon consump- 
tion should go hand in hand together; and when you destroy the 
one you undermine the security of the other. 

ill some one tell us why 80 per cent of our e reer should 
escape all taxation whatever, as they woul income taxes 
should be substituted for tariff taxes? 

It is never desirable in a free government especially, or in 
ei in any other government, that property should pay all the 


es, 
What good reason can be urged for any such discrimination? 
Are property owners the only ones interested in the mainte- 
nance of government? 
Is property the only thing to be protected in the administra- 
tion of public affairs? 
Let us take a broad view of the situation—a nonpartisan 
view—a view free from demagogy and from clap-trap, and un- 
awed by popular clamor and uninfluenced by unintelligent criti- 


PUBLIC SENTIMENT. 

We hear upon every side the flimsy excuse that Senators do 
not personally favor an income tax and doubt the wisdom ofthe 
experiment upon which we are about to enter, but that their 
people want it and they must vote for what their people want. 


This is a narrow and timid view of publi¢ duty. Public senti- 
ment is fickle at the best—it comes and goes; it is unreasonable 
and arbitrary and pig-headed at times. There are occasions 
when it should not be tamely submitted to, but should be re- 
sisted and defeated. 

I respect what is callea public sentiment when it is right, but 
I detest and defy it when it is wrong, unreasonable, and arro- 
gant. It should never be allowed to Swerve us from our sense of 
Official duty. We should not mistake a healthy and an honest 
public sentiment for a mere clamor, an outburst of passion, of a 
freak of prejudice. 

It is in emergencies above all other times when public men 
should keep level heads, maintain their courage, and adhere to 
their sincere convictions. In my judgment public men should 
not imitate the willow and bow to every paning breeze, but 
stand up brave, erect, and strong like the oak of the forest, and 
defy the storm which always soon passes away. 

OUR TWO SYSTEMS OF TAXATION. 

Again I repeat the inquiry, why should accumulated wealth 
or property pay all the taxes of any government? 

In France, where the 8 consists of one central power 
or organization from which all legislation emanates, there are 
direct taxes upon property, custom-house taxation, and also a 
capitation tax. 

o one there escapes taxation except the absolute pauper. A 
capitation tax is imposed to reach those who off nó property 
and may not be sufficiently reac by ect tariff tion. 

Their system recognizes the desirability from every rational 
point of view, that every citizen should pay something towards 
the support of the government which protects his person and 
under which he lives, moves, and has bis being.” 

Here our country is divided into States and one complete sys- 
tem of taxation for both the nation and the States is not practi- 
cable, if for no other reason because the Constitution expressl 
forbids the States from entering upon one field of taxation whic 
is regarded as exclusively belo to the nation. 

But the nation have one system and the States another, 
and neither need conflict with the other. There is not so much 
difference between the total amount of Federal taxation and 
that of State taxation as to prevent substantial equality in the 
distribution of public burdens. 

Our duplex system of taxation is not a complex one. Itis 
simple and easily understood. The State system and the na- 
tional system work harmoniously together. The merits of the 
one can not be weighed without considering at the same time 
1 merits e other. 5 y 3 

e man of property, the rich man if you please, pays taxes 
a his houses and lands and personal 8 the property 
which he soniy owns, under our State systems of taxation; 
while the man without property, the poor man if you please, 
pays his taxes upon consumption, upon what he uses, as does 
also the rich man; and the mere fact that the poor man may or 
may not pay a greater proportion of the taxesupon consumption 
than the rich man is no evidence of inequality in taxation, as 
each pays in proportion to what he owns and what he uses. 

Accumulated wealth—that is, property, houses, lands, and 

ersonalty—should pay its full s of the public burdens 
tate and national, but it does not follow that it escapes its full 

50 simply because it is not reached diréctly by tariff taxation 
one. 

The propriety, if not the absolute necessity, of the General 
Government pursuing a different system of taxation than the 
States, inorder to not conflict with them and not to unreasona- 
bly duplicate taxation and in order to reach all classes, is so ap- 
parent thatit needs no further argument, 

WHICH GOVERNMENT PROTECTS PROPERTY? 

Much is said about the General Government“ Lattin Ne 

roperty, and that therefore property should pay taxes directly 
5 it. Such protection is more of a fiction than a reality, more 
of a theory than a practical result. In truth and infact the prop- 
erty and personal liberty of the citizen is protected almost ex- 
clusively and entirely by his town, county, and State govern- 
ments. The local governments are thoso which protect prop- 
erty and personal righis, which supply us with fire and police 
protection, with sewer pedi es, with pure and wholesome 
water, with gas and electricity for our streets, w. tain 
our pavements and roads, which arrest and punish our offenders, 
which support our public schools and sustain our countless chari- 
table insti utions, and charter our public conveyances, protect 
our suffrages, and maintain public order everywhere, and which 
make life worth living. 

The obligation . and our accumulated property is 
to the State and 1 governments and not to the General Gov- 
ernment, except in the remotest degree. 5 

In fact the eral Government but a very limited juris- 
diction over us, which is defined in the Constitution. It can 


1894. 


legislate but little in regard to ou? domestic affairs. All the 
various relations of life, and our business, our occupations, our 
contracts, our homes, our comforts and privileges, are all regu- 
lated by the State and not the nation. 4 

The nation can not give us honest local goveramenta; it can 
not protect us from fraud, speculation, robbery, murder, fire, 
darkness, bad hways, ignorance, praporem, intemperance, 
and crime generally, or from any of the other evils the preven- 
tion or regulation or control of which requires the expenditure 
of public moneys. 

The very nature of our Government prevents such protection 
and forbids such interference with the domestic affairs of 
States. 

The jurisdiction of the General Government is very much re- 
stricted. Itcan do three things under the Constitution (Con- 
stitution, Article IV, section 4): First, it can guarantee toevery 
State a republican form of government, a comparatively easy 
task, usually entirely fulfilled when the State is first admitted into 
the Union; second, it must protect each of them from foreign 
invasion, a danger which no one need ever fear; third, it must 
protect them from domestic violence, but only when asked by 
the Legislature or executive of a State. The occasionsfor in- 
terference to discharge this last duty have been very rare in 
the history of the country. í 

It may therefore besafely asserted that the new-found theory 

-for tolerating an income tax in time of peace, because of the 
protection which the General Government gives to wealth, 
roperty, and individuals, has little or nothing to support it. 
he same false theory has been 5 to justify an 
income tax upon corporations, and it has been urged that as cor- 
porations are invested with vast powers and privileges not en- 
joyed by individuals, and receive much protection in their vast 
undertakings, and are asa rule prosperous by reason of opportuni- 
ties afforded toacquire wealth by theiraggregated capital, they 
are fit subjects for an income tax. 

The first answer to this plausible argument is that corpora- 
tions already pay to the States their share of taxation. If they 
do not, they can be compelled to do so by the States themselves, 
and their failure or f nt of that duty is a matter of no con- 
cern to the General Government. 

The next answer is that these corporations are created by the 
various States and not by the General Government, and their 
obligations are to the States and not to the nation. The cor- 
porations created by Co: are few indeed—they can be 
counted on the ends of your fingers. They cut no figure among 
the great mass of the corporations of the country. 

The existence of these corporations thus created by the States 
may furnish a reason why the States might subject them to in- 
come or other special taxation, but not why the ral Govern- 
ment should do so. 

Many States which have created them have already subjected 
them to immense special taxation, from which large revenues 
are derived for the support of their State governments, and the 
General Government no moral right to imperil or diminish 
those revenues by imposing double taxation. 

AN UNNECESSARY TAX. 

In my address to the Senate on April 9 last I made the point 
that this tax was re e by the necessities of the Govern- 
ment. I think I f ed the data which conclusively estab- 
lished that contention. 

I have yet to hear those figures disputed. No Senator around 
this circle has endeavored to maintain the necessity for this 
tax at this time; no official has supplied any information which 
shows that it is needed. 

I need hardly suggest that nothing but the most pressing ne- 
cessity would justify the imposition of such a tax in a time of 
profound peace. That necessity should be proved; it should 
not be assumed. The great compromiser of the age—the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Maryland [Mr. ‘}-—while per- 
sonally expressing his dislike of this tax andregretting its adop- 
tion, yet with that spirit of conciliation which always charac- 
terizes him reluctantly accepts it, and hasseen fitto suggest that 
it may be denominated an emergency tax. 

What ‘‘ emergency,” in any proper sense in which that term 
can be used, has arisen which justifies it? None whatever. 

There has simply been a falling off of the usual tariff revenues, 
occasioned by the temporary depression in business and by the 
scare produced by contemplated tariff changes, and that is all. 

The ordinary routine of business will soon be resumed and the 
usual revenues will be flowing into the Treasury. There is no 
“emergency” in fact; it isa mere play upon words to call the 
present situation such. 

Whatever emergency there may have been, if any at all, is 
already past and been met by the issue of bonds by the Secretary 
of the sury. Such a contingency can be met again in the 
‘same way if necessary. 
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Besides, this tax is not intended to meet any 0 — 
ency, because by the very terms of this bill A SAA 
ized from the proposed income tax until July 1, next year. 
Besides, it is not possible that the framers of this measure re- 
garded extraordinary revenues as desirable at this time, because 
they have deliberately provided that the r tax, which in 
their wisdom they have voluntarily or o seen fit to im- 
pose, shall not go into effect until the 1st day of January next. 
What an absurdity it is, then, to call this odious income tax an 
emergency“ tax in order to make it more palatable to the peo- 


ple. 

The income tax is not uired to pay the bonds recently is- 
sued, because it is impossible to pay them until they are due 
thirty years from their issue. 


That an income tax is not needed to meet the existing or ac- 
cruing Treasury demands, is apparent not only no -in- 
come can be realized until next year, but because the other rev- 
enues already provided for in the bill will be ample. 

The chairman of the Finance Committee, in his first in 
advocacy of the bill,admitted that the reyenues provided for 
therein would realize substantially enough to meet the annual 
expenditures as estimated by Secretary Carlisle, without an 
income tax at all; and the c 's own figures as to esti- 
mated revenues were shown to be erroneous to the extent of 
$3,092,732, which amount added to his would make $832,- 
481,977 surplus including an income tax, and leaving $2,481,977 
surplus without an income tax, the income tax being estimated 
at $30,000,000. Since the chairman's h and since those 
estimates were made the duties in this have been largely in- 
creased, not, however, I assume beyond a revenue point, and if 
Iam wrong in that particular I am ready to be corrected. 

Mr, PEFFER. t is a violent construction. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Kansas says that is a violent 
construction; but for the purpose of the argument I propose to 
assume it. If I am wrong in that respect, I am ready, as I said, 
to be corrected. So much larger revenues are e ted to be 
realized than Senator VOORHEES then admitted. is the 
amount required for the expenditures of the Government for the 
next fiscal year? 

Secretary Carlisle’s estimate contained in his last annual re- 
port was that $448,306,789.93 would be sufficient, but this sum 
included 162,631,570 for pensions, and it has since been shown 
by later estimates, by a comparison with the pension expendi- 
tures for the past eleven months, and by the opinions of compe- 
tent experts who study such matters, that the oes experdi- 
turesfor the coming year will not exceed $135,000,000, especially 
3 the reforms and economies which have been instituted in 

t nt. 

Deducting therefore, the difference between the amountesti- 
mated last December, to wit, $162,631,570, and the lesser amount 
now shown to be required, to wit, $135,000,000, amounting to 
$27,631,570, from the total amount of governmental expendi- 
tures first above mentioned, viz, $448,306,789.93, leaves $420,- 
775,219.93 as the correct amount for which revenues must be 
provided. 

There is no dispute whatever as to the following estimated 
receipts, to wit: : 


Internal revenue (under existing laws) $160, 000, 000 

Postal (under existing laws) 84, 427, 766 

Miscellaneous (under existing laws) -------------- 20, 000, 000 
264, 427, 766 


Soon after this bill was first reported (complete) to the Senate 
the Treasury experts made and published an estimate of its 
anticipated revenues, which was as follows: 


Customs (incl $41,822,631.61 for sugar duties 3163, 361,000 
oe — revenue to pending bill as follows: 
come 2 — 


Since this estimate was 
ranged and the duties somewhat 
now estimated by the ance Committee at $13,151,699.20, malk- 
ing an increase of £1,329,087.59 to be adde. 1, 829, 067 
PaO BN xxx.... ogee Sonn 482, 117, 833 
Deduct amount required for expenditures as above stated . 420,775,219 
Sarnia een ⁵ð . > JONG ay eae 
Dedust e of proposed income T e 30, 000, 000 
eam m een eeensens 21. 342, 614 
Was it the Democratic party which a few years ago was heard 
loudly declaiming against the d r of accumulating an enor- 


mous surplus in the Treasury of the United States? I think I 
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oe such argument repeatedly urged in the campaign 
of 1888. 

There is no escaping the figures I have They show 
that there is no necessity whatever for an income tax in this 
measure, as ample revenues will be produced without it. 

Who see be to the contrary? What Treasury official, what 
member of the Finance Committee, what competent expert, what 
political economist has ventured to dispute these figures? 

To this large surplus there should also be added the addi- 
tional revenues sure to be realized under the increased duties 
placed in the bill during its e in the Senate. Besides, 
the fact should not be forgotten that the estimated revenues are 
based upon the importations of the fiscal year 1892-93, which 
was largely affected—especially the latter half of it—by the 
financial stringency, followed by the paro of that year, and 
hence it may fairly be assumed that under better business con- 
ditions, which all Democrats hope for and all the people ma 
reasonably anticipate when the tariff question is disposed o. 
there be larger importations received and greater revenues 
realized than have been estimated, and that a huge, or at least a 
very respectable surplus will soon be in our Treasury. 

r. President, it has been difficult to fathom the motives of 

the Finance Committee in their insistence upon deferring their 

roposed duty upon sugar until January, 1895. The committee, 

1 be admitted, did not very successfully defend the pro- 

priety of their action. Their attitude has placed them in an 

awkward and unpleasant position, inviting much criticism which 
might better have been avoided. i 

Sir, can it be possible that their well-known anxiety to retain 
the income-tax provision in this bill has led them to postpone 
the date for the operation of the sugar tax in order that there 
might be created an apparent greater necessity for this income 
tax? 

Any other explanation seems unreasonable. It is absolutel 
impossible under the present condition of this measure—wit 
the duties which have been added to this bill—with the large 
sugar tax provided for, which is likely to produce a revenue 
much greater than has been estimated by anyone—to justify 
the retention of an income tax therein upon any theory that the 
Government needs the revenues. 

Some other pretext, some other excuse, some other subter- 
fuge must be invented. 


iven. 


THE EXEMPTIONS, 

This measure exempts all incomes less than $4,000. 

There is no precedent anywhere for an exemption of such an 
amount, and I have already expressed my views of the outra- 
jooo character of this provision and do not cure to repeat them. 

e largor the exemption the more emphatically the bill be- 
comes class legislation, utterly indefensible by fair-minded and 
intelligent men. 82 

If there must be an income tax, it should be substantially uni- 
form and consistent, and should tax all incomes or none at all. 
If any exemption is permitted, it should be a very small amount, 
corresponding in some degree with other tax exemptions or 
with e dea on executions. There should be no favoritism, 
no discriminations, no privileged classes. If a tax upon indus- 
try, thrift, and earnings is defensible at all, then all exemptions 
are matters of 5 charity and must necessarily be 
very limited and reasonable. 

Some of the zealous defenders of this tax do not seem to com- 
prehend its nature or to realize why it is objectionable. 

The New York World of yesterday appe ed to the friends of 
the tax in Congress, asking them to listen to reason,” and 
urging that the exemption of $4,000 is too low instead of too 
high, and demanding an amendment raising it to $5,000. 

he suggested amendment would make the bill worse instead 
of better. It would render it still more objectionable as class 
legislation, and restrict its operation to a fewer number of peo- 
ple. Its 8 discriminations are some of the potent objec- 
tions to itnow. The true doctrine is that all property should 
be taxed, or none at all; and likewise all incomes should be taxed, 
or none at all. 

Mr. President, there is no sense or reason in this four-thou- 
sand. dollar exemption. It bears evidence upon its face that it 
was fixed at that amount in order that Congressional salaries 
might be reached just a trifle, and thereby to demonstrate the 
patriotism, unselfishness, and disinterestedness of Congress, and 
yet not seriously diminish those salaries. It isa cheap effort to 
obtain unworthy credit. It bears the stamp of demagogy, hy- 
pocrisy, and insufferable pretension. 

If Congress in its consideration and treatment of this subject 


desires to be honest, manly, and consistent, let it fix the exemp- 
tion, if any, at the reasonable sum of $1,000, and much criticism 
which now justly pertains to the measure will then be avoided. 

The bill also exempts the salaries of all State, county, and 
municipal officers. 


is is a most important and sweeping pro- 


vision, worthy of the most careful consideration. It creates at 
once a privileged and exempt class—the office-holding class—an 
immense army of people, usually recei large salaries and 
earning them comparatively easily. Yet this immense number 
of people are not to share with their less fortunate neighborsin 
in bearing the public burden of this particular tax. If the ex- 
emption of this powerful and numerous class is a matter of dis- 
cretion with Congress, it is needless to argue that it ought not 
to be granted, and it fitly illustrates the injustice of this bill. 

And if on the other hand this exemption is not a subject upon 
which a discretion can be exercised, but is made necessary by 
constitutional requirements or inhibitions, then it illustrates 
mo inherent imperfections and injustice of any Federal income 

£ 
Jam sure the committee will not attempt to justify this pro- 
vision upon any ground of its inherent propriety, but will fall 
back upon the plea that they were powerless to prevent it and 
insist that it must Socom pony any income tax which the Federal 
Government can enact. No man will attempt to sustain this 
provision except upon constitutional owe. It is one of the 
most offensive features of this bill, because of its discrimina- 
tions, because it exempts whole classes of people, no matter 
how rich they may be, how large their salaries, how easily they 
earn their incomes. Whom does it exempt? 

The governor of New York, the mayor of New York City, the 
mayors of all our large cities, the judgesof all our State courts, 
State, county, and municipal, our regular State officers, and 
every State, county, and municipal officer receiving a salary of 
$4,000 and over. ; 

What is applicable to New York is applicable to every other 
State paving such salaries. And yet this bill is urged upon the 
ground that its shel et is to eq e taxation, to aid the poor, 
and to reach the rich. 

Is this defect incident to any Federal income tax which we 
can enact? Let us see. The Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of The Collector vs. Day (11 Wallace, 113), held 
in December, 1870 (the case arising under the provisions of our 
then existing income-tax law), that it was not competent for 
Congress under the Constitution of the United States to impose 
a tax upon the salary of a judicial officer of a State. 

It is significant that soon after this decision was announced 
the Federal income tax was repealed. 

The case arose in Massachusetts, and the salary assessed was 
that of Judge Day, of the court of probate and 8 for 
the county of Barnstable, Mass., the salary being fixed by law 
and payable out of the treasury of the State. 

I have stated the question which was presented and actually 
decided, to wit, thatthe salary of a judicial officer of a State can 
not be affected or assessed under a Federal income tax. 

The respect due that decision of the highest court of our land, 
of course justified and in{fact compelled the authors of this 
measure to exempt judicial officers of a State. They found that 
this discrimination in favor of judicial State officers must be in- 
herent in any Federal income-tax bill which can be devised. So 
far I make no complaint. But the authors of this bill have gone 
further and exempted not only judicial officers, but all other 
officers of the States,and not only of the States, but of the coun- 
ties, and not only of the counties, but of municipalities. 

They insist that they have not only exempted judicial officers 
because required so to do by the strict terms of the decision, 
but have exempted all others who, by the reasoning of the court, 
are entitled to the same exemption because they stand in the 
same situation. 

The decision of the court, it must be confessed, is a very broad 
and sweeping one. It is true that the decision was not placéd 
upon the narrow and technical ground that the officer wasa 
judicial officer and therefore he was exempt, but upon the broad 
and general ground that he was a State officer, or rather upon 
the still broader ground that the officer was a part of the gov- 
ernment of the State, and was one of the means or instrumen- 
talities employed for carrying into effect some of the legitimate 
powers of the State government, and that therefore neither he 
nor his salary could be interfered with by taxation or otherwise 
on the part of the General Government. 

The substance of the decision was that no instrumentality or 
means employed in any way by a State government to 9 
its own reserved powers could be taxed or interfered with by 
the General Government. f: 

It has already been previously held (Dobbins vs. Commission- 
ers of Erie County, 16 Peters, 435) that it was not competent for 
the Legislature of a State to levy a, tax upon the salary or emol- 
uments of any officer of the United States. 

It was deemed that the cases of McCulloch vs, Maryland aa 
Wheaton, 316) and Weston vs. Charleston (2d Peters, 449) 
settled the principle that the State governments can not levy 
a tax upon the constitutional means employed by the Governs 
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ment of the Union to execute its constitutional powers; ™ and it 
was declared that what the State could not do to the General 
Government the General Government could not do to the States. 

The case (11 Wallace, 113) is authority for the broad principle 
that the General Government and the States are separate and 
distinct sovereignties, although both existing within the same 
territorial limits, and that each acts independently of the other 
within their respective spheres; and that all means or instru- 
mentalities created or employed bya State government to carry 
out its own reserved powers can not be interfered with by taxa- 
tion or otherwise, but that all such means and instrumentalities 
must be left free and unimpaired. 

The authors of this bill have rightly interpreted this sweep- 
ing decision—the most important in its consequences in matters 
of taxation that has ever been announced—but they do not go 
far enough—they do not carry out its reasoning to its legitimate 
result. 

They have correctly interpreted the decision to exempt not 
only the salaries of judicial, but all other officers of a State, includ- 
ing all its divisions of authority, because these are parts of the 
State, embraced within the scheme of the State government; 
but they have not exempted the other means or instrumentali- 
ties which State governments have created to enable them bet- 
ter to carry out their functions, to wit, domestic corporations. 

Take, for instance, a railroad corporation, which a State has 
chartered for the express purpose of developing a certain sec- 
tion of its territory, and it has provided that a certain portion 
of its earnings ora share of its dividends shall be paid to the State, 
for the general purposes of its government; will it be said, in 
view of this decision of the highest court of our country, that 
this same railroad can be compelled by means of a Federal in- 
come tax to surrender a portion of its earnings or dividends to 
the General Government, and thereby exclude the State gov- 
ernment or diminish its revenues? 

What the General Government can not do directly it should 
not be permitted to do indiréctly. In New York, as well as in 
other States, municipalities and towns have been permitted to 
aid the construction of railroads by loaning them money, and 
have taken as security for such loans the bonds or stock of such 
railroads, and for the payment of which bonds or dividends 
upon stock the earnings of the railroads have been pledged by 
law or by contract; and now, can the General Government by 
means of an income tax step in and monopolize those earnings 
and exclude those towns and municipalities from their rightful 
participation in those revenues? 

AN IMPORTANT CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTION. 

Mr. President, this is a most important question, fraught with 
fearful consequences. In New York, as well as in many other 
States, certain stock corporations created by the State, such as 
railroads and transportation companies, gas companies, trust 
companies, certain insurance companies, electric and power 
companies, and divers other corporations, are either by the 
terms of their incorporation or by law required to pay, in addi- 
tion to the ordinary direct taxes upon their property, certain 

cial taxes npon their earnings, dividends, or business, some- 
ose called a franchise tax or by some other name, which taxes 
go directly to the support of the State government. 

Mr. President, as a lawyer as well as a Senator, I contend that 
the General Government has no constitutional power by means 
of an income tax to reach or disturb any of the revenues of that 
class of corporations. It can not absorb them, diminish them, 
or destroy them. It may tax other corporations who simply pay 
ordinary taxes upon their real estate or capital stock, the same 
as citizens who own real estate or personalty, but these particu- 
lar corporations must be regarded as a portion of the Seona o: 
means, or instrumentalities of the State government, which are 
beyond the taxing power of any other authority. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not rise, of course, to interrupt the Sena- 
tor from New York. But J am quite sure he will pardon me for 
stating at this time that the doctrine which he is now advocat- 
ing has been expressly asserted by the supreme court of Massa- 
chusetts more than once—by Chief Justice Shaw in the case of 
the Commonwealth rs. Temple, and by Chief Justice Gray in the 
case of Richardson vs. Sibley, and in the case of the Central 
Bank vs. The Worcester Street Railroad Company—that is, that 
railroads, whether streetrailroads or steam railroads, and by in- 
ference such corporations as gas companiesand water companies, 
are mere instrumentalities of the Commonwealth, having the 
3 of eminent domain committed to them, to be regulated 

their charges by the Commonwealth, their tolls being merely 
a mode of paying them for the performance of a public function, 
just as the salary of a State officer is paid for the performance 
of a public function. 

Mr. oe I thank the Senator from Massachusetts for the 
su on. 

1 e State must be regarded as having set apart and appro- 


priated to itself, for its own pu es of administration, the 
revenues of these corporations, and no other power can lawfully 
interfere with them. 

If this bill shall pass in its present shape, what a spectacle 
will be presented! The Federal and State governments each 
reaching out for a portion of the earnings or incomes of these 
corporations! Which is to have the preference? If the in- 
comes earned only amount toa sum sufficient to pay 1 per cent, 
which sovereignty is to take it—the State or the nation? 

The lawful right and power to tax largely involves the power 
to destroy. Can the General Government lawfully destroy these 
agencies or instrumentalities of the State—these corporations 
which virtually constitute a part of its State system of govern- 
ment, a part of its scheme of administration, a part of its finan- 
cial system? 

If it can tax them by usurping their earnings, it can virtually 
destroy them. It can seriously cripple the State. 

The 1 involved here is the principle of State rights. 
The policy involved is the policy of self-preservation—preserva- 
tion against the aggrandizements of the General Government. 

Federalists may approve an income tax—Democrats can not. 
It violates our notions of State sovereignty. It offends our 
sense of fairness. It belittles the States. Itis a long step to- 
ward centralization. 

Judge Bradley, in his dissenting opinion in the Day case (11 
Wallace, 129), anticipated the far-reaching results of that deci- 
sion. He saw the very difficulties which we are now encounter- 
ing; he apprehended the very point which I am now making. 
He said, with almost prophetic vision: 

In my judgment, the limitation of the power of taxation in the General 
Government which the present decision establishes will be found very dif- 
cult of control. Where are we to stop in enumerating the functions of the 
State governments which will be interfered with by Federal taxation? If a 
State incorporates a railroad to carry out its purposes of internal improve- 
ment, or a bank to aid its financial arrangement, reserving perhaps a per- 
centage on the stock or profits for the supply of its own treasury, will the 
bonds or stock of such an institution be free from Federal taxation? How 
can we tell what the effect of this decision will be? 

Mr. President, there will necessarily ensue a conflict between 
the State and Federal Government in the effort to secure reve- 
nue from the corporations which I have named. One-fifth of 
the railroad mileage of the whole country is now in the hands 
of receivers, and three-fifths more may follow if this bill be- 
comes a law in its present shape. These railroads can not bear 
the burden of this double taxation—either the State or the Gen- 
eral Government will suffer. In the State of Pennsylvania, as 
Jam advised, the corporations pay all the taxes required for the 
support of the State Government. Can they stand an increase 
of 2 per cent more to the General Government, based upon their 
net earnings, but allowing them to deduct nothing for fixed 
charges, such as interest upon their bonded debt, or for extra- 
ordinary expenses, e 

AN EXTRAORDINARY PROVISION. 

In this connection permit me to observe that the Vest amend- 
ment, which is proposed to be incorporated in the bill, proposes 
that this 2 per cent tax shall be imposed upon the net earnings 
of corporations above ordinary Mae or operating expenses.” 
This provision allows nothing to be deducted for fixed charges 
interest, or bonded debt, extraordinary expenditures incurr 
by reason of fire, accidents, or otherwise. 

It is a most extraordinary provision, which could not be justi- 
fied even ina time of war. It will cripple, embarrass, and throw 
into receiverships hundreds of corporations now struggling for 
existence. 

It is cruel and wrong, because it is unnecessary. It is not a 
tax upon incomes, because incomes in the proper sense of the 
word, when used in a tax or financial bili, means profitsover and 
above all legitimate 81 5 it is not a tax, it is a usurpation 
of revenues; it is official spoliation; it is virtual robbery under 
the form of law. è 

These exemptions to which I have referred, those already in- 
cluded in the bill and those which are necessary to be included 
to render it constitutional, demonstrate the unwisdom, the im- 
practicability, and danger of this income-tax scheme. 

The very numerous exemptions which are inherent toit make 
it class legislation. Do you expect to make this bill popular 
with the people, when they come to understand that the great 
army of officeholders are exempt from its provisions; when a 
vast number of corporations can not constitutionally be reached 
by it; when unscrupulous business men can easily evade it; 
when it offers temptations to perjury and fraud; when its re- 
sults will be disappointing; and when at best it is doubtful 
whether it will not be held to be a direct tax, made upon a 
wrong basis, and therefore unconstitutional? 

UNSATISFACTORY RESULTS. 

It is difficult to estimate what revenues this income tax alone 
will bring into the Treasury. I have contented myself with ac- 
cepting, for the purposes of the argument, the estimates of the 
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Government officials, who fixed the amount at $30,000,000. 
third of which is expected to be by the State of New York. 
Much depends upon the execution of the law, upon the condi- 
tions of trade, the prosperity of the country, and the honesty of 
those who are compelled to yield to its inquisitions. It may 
realize $60,000,000; it may not exceed or even reach $30,000,000. 
Considering the growth of the country, its increase in wealth 
since the repeal of the former law, private (but not official) ex- 
perts whom I have consulted estimate that if there were no cor- 
porate or official exemptions every 1 per cent assessment ought 
to realize $30,000,000. But human nature is the same the world 
over, and Sa rset or unpopular laws are usually easily evaded 
or frustrated where whole communities are reluctant to have 
them enforced. The experience of other countries and of some 
of the States reveals a bad situation and has produced unsatis- 
factory results, If that experience shall be repeated under the 
proposed law the revenues realized will be disappointing to the 
country, and the odium of the failure of the law will attach to 
the party that enacted it. , 
Ihave recently received a letter from that distinguished politi- 
cal economist, Hon. David A. Wells, of Connecticut, giving the 
results of the enforcement of the Massachusetts State income 
law in the city of Boston. Mr. Wells's views and statements are 
always interesting and reliable, and his letter upon this partic- 
ular point which I am discussing is very timely. I will read it: 


NORWICH, CONN. 
Sin: I desire to ask your attention to the recent experience of the city of 
Boston in attem to collect an income tax, which ought to be especially 
inte: and instructive at the present time, uch as it affordsa 
tical demonstration, first, of the inexpediency of the enactment of any 
which creates extraordinary opportunities and temptations for fraud 
and evasion; and second, of the utter im cability of successfully ad- 
minis under a popular form of government, any form of tax like 
that which now proposes to assess upon incomes, which any con- 
siderable portion of the regard as ＋ 1 arbitrary, and unnecessary. 
Few States in the Union have a more er 5 system ot 
re than r and in no State is the administration of * 
ws more sS 


ciall 
— 9 are made then the board of assessors meet in secret in an upper 
room of the city hall, known as the “dooming chamber,” and arbitrarily 
determine the amount of income for which each delinquent shall be assessed; 
and from such determination there is practically no appeal. 

The amount thus assessed for income to the individual is then “lumped 
in” with the aggregate of his other taxes, and if a dissatisfied taxpayer 
wishes to discover what amount has been as his income, the 


assessors 
it might naturally be Las yf atin that the administration of an income tax in 
bean unqualified success. But what are the facts? 


turned as acti 
amount collec 


cluded in “the aggregate of his other taxes.” 
But it is unders that the assessors’ estimate of the income subject to 


t 5 y the doom - 
" process, was 84, 
fi taxation ¥ b Mr lees than 80 — 
property ‘or ation was probably r 
cent of a true valuation. But be this as it „the amount of revenue that 
accrued to the city from the tax on the incomes of its citizens for 1892 was 
probably not in excess of $55,000. Well recognized local authorities on this 
pubject further state that no ono familiar with the facts believes that the 
amountof income returned for the 8 of taxation in the eity of Boston 
is inexcess of one-tenth of what would be taxable under the existing law if 
the assessors could discover it. And this is eee See tax experience 
that it is now proposed that the Federal Government make operative 
over the whole country. 

If anyone thinks that this extraordinary tax experience is limited to one 
ection of the 88 he would do well to acq thimself with the recent 
results of the State of Ohio in attem: to tax money on deposit. Ohio 
has even a more efficient and minute scheme of taxing all classes of prop. 
erty than usetts. Not only is every citizen bound under oath to 
— 4 a complete return ot his property. but the law in addition empowers 
each county in the State tocon thcertainso-called “tax inquisitors 
for the payment of 20 cent of all taxes collected through their agency on 
previously unasse: property. 

How successful this scheme has been in collecting taxes on money on de- 

è is shown by the fact, revealed in a recent 

that while the amount of money on d tate, 

national, and vate banks of Ohio in 1 and subject to State taxation, 
Was at least 000,000, the amount returned for taxation in the 
whole State during that same year was buta little over $32,000,000. Thereis 
a remark that has almost assumed the character of a proverb, that a text 
suitable to and illustrative of every situation may be found in the Bible. 
The text that is most applicable, and which ought to be full of Instruction 
toe advocate of the enactment of an income tax by the 
Government in time of will be found in the sixth chapter of 


vi 

— First bo yee 3 pea 4 Sorinthians, 8 the . as if he had 

= ae 1 remarks 3 things are lawful unto me, 
Very yours, 


To Hon. DAVID B. HILI, United States Senate. DAVINA i 


THE FIVE YEARS’ LIMITATION. 


But it is said that the porog ot making this tax a part of the 
| aye pur pasta es sete: Government has been abandoned 
i ye Vestamendments and that this tax is now to be imposed 

or five 


115 ears only. The amendment mitigates the wrong but 


t is another miserable compromise between principle 


one- | and es Be which ap as usual is sacrificed. This tax 


is either right or wrong, er justifiable or unjustifiable. Lf 
right, it should be adopted as a permanent policy of the Govern- 
ment; if wrong, it should not be enacted at all, even for asingle 
year, much less for five years. 

How can Senators who have honestly and earnestly opposed 
an income tax because they have regarded it absolutel — 8 rad- 
ically vicious in principle, accept it for five years? y accept 
it at all? What party emergency demands it? Has the Demo- 
cratic party become so lukewarm or disloyal towards tariff re- 
form that it will refuse to pass a tariff- reform bill unless it con- 
tains an income tax? But it is urged that the object of the five 
years provision is that the law may be thoroughly tested, and if 
it proves unsatisfactory it may be repealed. 

he law can be just as easily repealed whether the provision 
for an income tax is permanent or temporary. No law which is 
unjust and unreasonable should be enacted, even though the 
power of repeal always exists. 5 

This is a discriminating, a sectional, a communistic tax; it 
checks enterprise and energy; it retards progress; it oppresses 
the honest citizen who will tell the truth as to his resources, and 
it will give the advantage to the sharper who will prevaricate; 
it is a tax aimed at one section of the country for the alleged 
benefit of another; and such a tax should not the stat- 
ute books either permanently, for five years, or for a single mo- 
ment. . 

This is no time to yield honest convictions in order to make 
dangerous experiments in revenue legislation, in the vain effort 
to satisfy a discontented class who always want a grievance, 
and who will clamor against your Government and your Ad- 
ministration and against property and 5 riches, just as 
loudly and 3 after this sop shall have been thrown to 
them as before. 

The argument that every bad law should have a fair trial to 
determine whether it w rove acceptable to the people isa 
vicious one, because the tendency of such action is to encourage 
every scheme of a doubtful character. The recognition of one 
paves the way lor the recognition of another. 

SAVINGS BANES. 

In their mad haste to attack the rich the champions of an in- 
come tax either intentionally or inadvertently assailed the poor. 

Until the amendments relating to savings were offered 
yesterday in the Senate, the programme of the majority here 
seemed to be to place such institutions on substantially the same 
level with business corporations, and to subject them to the 2 
per cent tax. If there was any other intention it was not appa- 


rent. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator that the exemp- 
tions as applied to savings banks only relieve a limited number 


of those institutions. 

Mr. HILL. I was going to say that I have not had time to 
examine those new amendments, which are for the first time 
printed and placed upon our desks this morning, to determine 
whether they contain an absolute exemption of mutual savings 
banks or not, but from hearing them hastily read at the Secre- 
tary’s desk yesterday, I fear that they are not sufficiently broad 
to accomplish that purpose. 

They should be made so plain and clear that there can remain 
no possible doubt of their intention, Argument ought not to 
be necessary to sustain the proposition that mutual sayings 
banks should be absolutely ecg from any income taxation. 

They represent the savings of the poor; they are not estab- 
lished for ordinary business purposes; the earnings—aside from 
those necessary for legitimate expenses—belong to the deposi- 
tors, and are paid to them from time to time in the shape of 
interest or dividends; they ordinarily have no capital stock, 
and the managers are simply the agents or trustees of the de- 
positors. 

Any tax AS ap these institutions, directly or indirectly, would 
be a p; and a tax of 2 per cent would cause a reduction 
of fully one-half of their income on small en 

There are 649 mutual savings banks in the United States, of 
which 454 are in the Eastern States, 183 in the Middle States, 10 
in the Western States, and 2 in the Southern States. The total 
amount of their deposits is $1,550,820,403, the number of their 
depositors is 4,290,712, and the average deposit is $361.43. Two 
hundred and ninety-six thousand seven hundred and three de- 
positors have less than $1,000 each. 

The savings banks in the West and South e those bo- 
fore mentioned) are planned on money-making es, have a 
broader investment scope, and have capital stock upon which 
dividendsare to the owners, and of course they are upon the 
same plane with other stock corporations, and are not c ing 
exemption. 


This Government can not afford to permit the savings of the 
poor to be taxed through a Federal income tax. It would be the 
crowning infamy of this bill. 
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MUTUAL LIFE INSURANCE COMPANIES. 

The same excellent reasons why mutual savings banks should 
be exempted from this tax apply with full force to mutual life 
insurance companies. Until the new amendments of yesterday 
were offered it was reasonably clear that it was the intention 
not to exempt this class of institutions, and Iam not certain that 
the amendments have changed that 5 Ihave not yet had 
an opportunity this morning to carefully examine them. Let 
me submit a few observations upon the general subject, sug- 
gaoa to me after consultation by those who have given it a 

ecial study. 

91 419 insurance, when conducted as a business for gain, has no 
more claim than any other business to exemption from taxa- 
tion. If the diyidends and profits of other corporations are sub- 
jected to an income tax, it is admitted that the dividends and 
profits obtained from capital invested in the business of life in- 
surance should be subjected to the same tax. There are cor- 
porations in the United States with considerable capital which 
earn dividends by conducting the life insurance business, and 
no one asks for any exemption of the profits of such companies. 

But life insurance by the head of a family for the protection 
of his family ought not to be taxed. This isa fundamental prin- 
ciple of public economy and public policy which has not been 
directly questioned by aay high authority. In Great Britain, 
the original home of both life insurance and of the income tax, 
an express provision of law has always exempted from the in- 
come tax moneys paid by 1 in premiums for the in- 
surance of their lives, and such moneys are deducted by them 
up to the sixth part of their profits and gains in their returns 
from the amount of income held to be taxable. 

In the United States the original income tax law provided for 
the exemption of the return premiums of life insurance compa- 
nies conducted on the mutual principle, and successive amend- 
ments perfected this policy until, in the law of 1870, it was ex- 
pressly provided that nothing contained in the sections cp gi 
ing an income tax should be applicable to any moneys paid by 
mutual life insurance companies to their policy-holders. 

An attempt having been made by the revenue authorities, in 
spite of this exemption, to tax as profits the undistributedsums 
added to the contingent funds of life and health insurance com- 
panies, a special resolution entitled “a resolution to determine 
the construction of an act to provide internal revenue to support 
the Government, and for other purposes, approved June 30, 1864, 
was passed by both Houses and approved July 13, 1870, provid- 
ing that no such tax should be imposed on any undistributable 
sum added to the contingent fund of any such company. 

The reason of this exemption is obvious. When two men 
agree together that whichever of them shall first die the other 
will take care of his family, they form a mutual life insurance 
company. When one hundred thousand men make the same 
agreement, specifying the precise extent and manner in which 
the survivors shall take care of the families of those who die 
prematurely, the principle is the same. All the machinery of 
organization, collection of premiums, payment of so-called divi- 
dends or return premiums and of policies at maturity, are but 
the necessary incidents in order that the general plan may be 
carried out scientifically and effectually. 

Tt still remains true in every such case that the amount paid 
for insurance is an expenditure. It is a burden assumed at pres- 
ent in order to avert the risk of a greater burden hereafter. It 
is a sacrifice made at this time to prevent indigence and misery 
hereafter. There is no profit in itin any case. The amounts 
paid by the company to policy holders in the end are but the 
accumulations of the amounts which they have received from 
policy holdersinpremiums. Statesmen, therefore, and political 
economists have wisely 3 to encourage rather than to 
tax the operations of such companies. 

As J understand it, all that is asked in behalf of the two mil- 
lions of heads of families throughout the country who have paid 
to such institutions a part of their savings and have pledged to 
them another portion, for the prevention of pauperism and the 

rotection of their families in the future, is that the principle 

eclared by Congress in the resolution of July 13, 1870, should 
be clearly embodied in the law now to be passed. 

It should be remembered that the effect of the proposed in- 
come tax upon life insurance will be a serious burden even if the 
exemptions which are asked for are 8 without qualifica- 
tion, The funds held in trust for cy holders by life insur- 
ance companies can only be accumulated for their benefit by be- 
ing invested, and they are lärgely invested in the stocks and 
obligations of other companies doing business for profit in the 
United States. By taxing the dividends and profits of such com- 
panies the income of life insurance companies is diminished, and 
they are compelled thus to pay indirectly a large amount into 
the Treasury of the United States. 

It should also be added that the language of section 55 of the 


House bill (H. R. 4864) might be so interpreted as to require the 
beneficiaries under a matured policy of life insurance to pay the 
tax upon the whole amount of the policy. But it is not believed 
that it is the intention of Congress to levy a specific tax upon 
the sumsas provided for the support of widows and orphans. It 
is the poloy of a wise statesmanship to encourage a business 
upon which society must largely rely for its own protection 
against the evils of pauperism. 
OTHER OBJECTIONS, 

I need not reiterate the numerous other objections to this tax 
which were pointed out and commented upon in my previous ad- 
dress. Its inquisitorial features were discussed, the annoyances 
to which it subjected business men were arrayed, the inevitable 
exposure of their privateaffairs, notwithstanding its weak guar- 
anties for secrecy, was made manifest; the dangerous powers 
with which it invested political officials were noted; its liabilit 
to abuse was commented upon; and its elements of injustice an 
inequality were mentioned in detail. These objections have not 
been removed by any amendments which have yet beenoffered. 
They can not well be eliminated, because they are inherent in 
5 income tax bill. 

ut why detain the Senate with argument, with facts, with 
figures, with precedents, with illustrations? 

It is well understood that Senators—I trust not a majority, 
however—intend to vote upon this question not EEE to 
their convictions but according to the decree of a party caucus. 
I trust that the humiliating spectacle will never be witnessed. 
It is even said—aye, boasted—by some, that this income-tax 
feature is the best and most pop provision of this measure. 
If that be so, if this feature is really the most meritorious pro- 
vision of this bill, I can only exclaim in the emphatic language 
of the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], “ Then God 
help the Democratic party.” 

` INCOME TAX YS, TARIFF REFORM. ` 

Mr. President, we have listened day after day to the apologies 
which have been offered by the Finance Committee through the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] for the numer- 
ous changes which have daily been made in the bill during its 
progress through the Senate. 

It has indeed had a hard road to travel. We have been as- 
sured that these changes—‘‘ concessions,” as they have been po- 
litely termed—were extoried from an unw committee who 
want the country to understand that they only yielded under 
8 and against their better judgment. The bill, therefore, 

its present shape does not seem to be satisfactory to them 
nor to anyone. 

I but express the general judgment when I assert that the 
country was surprised at many of these changes. The people 
did not seem to expect any taxes to be imposed upon the neces- 
saries of life. Thoy did not expect a Democratic Congress to 
tax raw materials. They did not expect to see some of the Me- 
Kinley duties increased. They have been . and are 
east down. They desire an explanation of all this, not simply 
a plausible and ingenious one, but the true one. 

The secret of all these changes is—and the country should un- 
derstand it—that there was serious and determined opposition 
to an income tax being retained in this bill, where of right it 
ought not to have been. But the Finance Committee above all 
things desired itsretention. Itwastheir petscheme. Thesub- 
committee, representing the great States of Arkansas, Missouri, 
and Texas, wanted it because their section desired it—because 
they were committed to it, not as Democrats, because it is not a 
Democratic principle, but as individuals—as representing the 
supposed interests of their people. They could yield everything 
except the income tax. 

Hence it was retained, and the various changes which have 
been assented to were influenced by the important consideration 
that thereby the bill would bə enabled to pass with an income 
tax as a part of it. Votes for an income tax in some form, either 
permanently or temporarily, had to be secured. 

TARIFF REFORM SACRIFICED 

It seems to have been regarded as more important that there 
should be a victory for an income tax than for tariff reform. 
Hence tariff reform has been sacrificed in the house of its sup- 
poses friends. Democratic principles have been bartered away 

or Populistie principles. i 

There has never been an hour when a genuine tariff-reform 
bill, based upon Democratic principles and framed within strict 
revenue lines, could not have this Senate, provided it 
had contained no income tax. o would have refused to vote 
for such a measure? What Democratic Senator would have 
been so recreant to his party and to his principles? No one can 
name him. But the retention of an income tax was intensel 
desired, was greatly preferred; it was the ultimatum presented, 
and hence Populistic votes were preferred to Democratic votes. 
This is the “true statement,” and the country is entitled to it- 
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Mr. President, it is immaterial to me personally whether my 
views upon this subject shall prevail. Iam getting used to de- 
feat in this Senate, and another one is a matter of supreme per- 


ee nit but party, which I desire to 

I feel not for m ut for my party, whic es. preserve 
from the 5 tion which t tens it by the unwise and 
destructive le tion here proposed. 

Born of a Democratic ancestry, reared under Democratic 
teachings, a public life devoted to building up and strengthen- 
ing the party whose principles I have always zealously espoused, 
my interests, my sympathies, my hopes, and my aspirations are 
all within party lines. 

I believe that a most serious mistake is liable to be committed 
in the course which, it is said, the majority here now contem- 

late; a mistake which may proye fatal to Democratic success 

or many years to come; a mistake which fritters away all for 
which we have struggled in the long years past; a mistake upon 
the very threshold of our advent to power; a mistake which 
will forfeit the confidence of the people; and so believing, I 
should be false to my country, false to my 4 false to my- 
self if I did not raise my warning voice and express to my fellow- 
Democratic Senators, with whom I reluctantly differ,and to the 
country at large, my conscientious and matured convictionsupon 
this most important subject in this great crisis of our country’s 
and our party’s history. [Ap lause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will 
exclude from the galleries those who violate the rules of the 


Senate. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, after the very able and ex- 
haustive speech of the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] there 
seems to be little left to be said as showing sufficient reason for 
the defeat of the pending bill. Iam led, however, to present 
some views upon it, in part, because of a resolution which was 
passed by the Board of Trade of the city of Wilmington, in my 
State, in the following words: 

Resolved, That it is the opinion of this board that the amendment to the 
Wilson bill, called the income tax, is contrary to the best interests of the 
country and undemocratic, and the board especially reqnests you to use 
your influence to prevent its passage. 

The resolution is addressed to the Senators from Delaware. 
The members of this board are of both political parties. It is 
a nonpartisan commercial organization, intended to promote the 
public good, and the resolution is fully expressive of the opinion 
and sense of the locality in which the members of the board re- 
side. 

It seems to me that almost all the reasons against an income 
tax may be summed up in afew words. The provision is un- 
necessary and unavailing to accomplish anything that its pro- 
posers intend. I wish to call the attention of the Senate es- 
secured to the fact, already dwelt upon with great force by the 

nator from New York, that it be no relief to the tax- 
payers of the country in respect to the burdens which weigh 
most severely and harshly upon them. The farmers, the mer- 
chants, the mechanics, the laborers, the owners of land, whether 
in large or small quantities, will find no relief in an income tax 
from those taxes which are hardest for them, year in and year 
out, to pay. 

The taxes which are the hardest to pay are those imposed 
under the State governments which are summed up under 
either State, county, town, city, or municipal taxation. They 
include all of that large domain of taxation which, under our 
dual system of government, is remitted to the States and with 
which the Federal Government has nothing whatever to do. 
They include roads, causeways and bridges, schools, courts, Kis 
ries and witnesses, jails an 3 and police, in the 
rural communities, while in cities there are included the broad 
domain of water supply, streets, sewers, schools, police, and in 
both classes interest upon the public debt. All of those sub- 
jects belong to the States and the minor political organizations 
under the States. The Federal Government has nothing what- 
ever to do with them. As all of us know, they constitute a 
body of taxation very onerous and very hard to bear, and yet 
most imperative and necessary in the conduct of our affairs. 

Take, for instance, the subject of a road tax. Everybody 
knows from his own experience how heavy the road tax is, and 

et how important a tax it is. We have had only recently a 
further manifestation of interest on what is known as the sub- 
ject of good roads, largely promoted by the wheelmen and cy- 
clists of the country, an opportunity in which this Republic, 
ed Eo muchof its civilization, is very far behind theeffete 
monarchies of the Old World. We know that there are in this 
country hardly any good roads. There are more in New Jersey 
possibly than any other State. 

The great difficulty that stands in the face of every promoter 
of good roads is, where will you raise the money; how can you 
increase the burden of taxation; how can you hope that the peo- 


ple of the city, or the county, or the township, or the muni- 
cipality will be willing to pay the money by taxation that is 
necessary to support this burden? 

Possibly Europe has been able to expend so much money upon 
roads and have its roads so good because it has not been called 
upon to pay so much for schools. America has disregarded the 
roads in the interestof schools. We have everywhere the com- 
mon schools, and now over almost the whole country schools are 
graded from the lowest primary up to the ultimate high school, 
all under superintendents of education, State, county, or city, 
with teachers who are put in training and required to come u 
to a certain standard of attainment to fit them for teaching, al 
involving an expensive establishment, and it is a very large ex- 


pense. 

To that has to be added the important element of new school- 
houses. Takea growing city like the city of Wilmington, which 
passed this protest against the income tax. It has had to pro- 
vide for the needs of schoolhouses for a continually increasing 
population. To build schoolhouses necessarily carries with it 
very large taxation. So, if you take causeways, bridges, courts, 
juries, witnesses, jails, penitentiaries, and the constabulary of 
the country, you have a very large and continuing and steady 
burden of taxation. 

But it is when you come to the municipality that this burden 
becomes the greatest. Take the water supply of our cities. In 
the ag Be Washington to-day there is the vilest of dirty water 
in use because the 9 which it was attempted to construct 
afew years ago was built by fraudulent contractors and feeble 
engineers; and to-day 88 is un willing to put upon the cit- 
izens of the District of Columbia the burden of a tax that will 
give to the District and city clear, good water by the building 
of proper aqueducts and reservoirs. 

o more important matter faces our municipalities than the 
construction of sewers, and all the great expense is involved in 
the construction of sewers to save our people from what Horace, 
in his ode, called the“ cohort of fevers,” that rise from a lack 
of proper sewerage, the cost of which is vory great, even whey 
the money is properly expended. 


The police of a city is a very large charge, and so is the inter- 


est upon the debt, whether State, county, or municipal. The 
enormous magnitude of the debts of those States from whom 
come particularly the demand for an income tax was presented 
by the Senator from New York in portentous fashion in his re- 
marks this 5 

Mr. President, I have endeavored to summarize in this way 
what every citizen in this country knows in his own experience 
as to the extentof the domain of the States, the cities, the towns, 
the townships, and the counties in the management of affairs 
under our system, 

I know that in my own county the tax which falls upon its peo- 
ple in the rural districts amounts to as much per annum as 50 
cents upon the hundred dollars. In the city of ka ne 
where I reside, it amounts to 81.50 upon the hundred dollars, 
and the combined county and municipal taxes to the residents of 
that city amount to 2 per cent upon the hundred dollars upon a 
a full valuation, and that is the tremendous burden which can 
not be escaped. 

When wheatgoes down and corn goes down, and nothing is to 
be had for berries and nothing to be had for peaches, the price 
that the farmer gets for his produce falls, but the taxes remain 
and stand thereand hold the people of this country, as ina strait- 
jacket, with an iron grasp. 

Mr. President, if this income tax were to relieve the people of 
the United States in city and in country from this burden, there 
would be strong support of it throughout the land; the farmers 
would be glad to be relieved from the incident of this heavy tax- 
ation. They have been striving to be relieved from it. 

In the New England States great shrewdness and acuteness 
have been exercised in their legislation to reach by taxation all 
sortsof personal property and the investments of those who are 
wealthy and haye their wealth invested in,so to speak, personal 

roperty. It is one of the difficult matters how to reach it. 
hen such taxation is put upon the people of a State, men move 
out of the State to escape the burdens of that taxation and go 
elsewhere. I know that in Delaware a commission has been ap- 
iuted with a view of readjusting the burden of taxation so that 
it shall not fall so heavily upon the people of the prea Ay but, 
by possibility, may fall morë upon the men of wealth the 
cities. 

This income tax, Mr. President, is projected with a like idea, 
but it will not help one iota the burden of the taxpayer in the 
States, or counties, or cities. It is only a question of the read- 
justment of Federal taxation, and in no respect touches the 

uestion of the readjustment of the taxation that falls under 
the domain of the States in our system. No citizen of the 
United States need think that he will escape the coming of the 
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State, or county, or city taxgatherer by the passage of the in- 
come tax. 

Mr. President, it is equally unnecessary as a source of Federal 
taxation, because the Federal Government has other sources of 
revenue both ample and appropriate for its needs. The General 
Government hasa monopoly of customs and excises. The States 
are denied the customs absolutely, and excises largely. In time 
of peace customs and excises furnish a revenue not only equal to 
the public needs, but largely in excessofthem. In customsand 
excises the Federal Government is in possession of a great and 
easy source for the raising of revenue, As I took occasion to 
express it in some remarks that I had the honor to submit-to 
the Senate upon the education bill in the Fifty-first Congress, 
the Federal Government in time ot hasa maximum ofrev- 
enues and aminimum of duties; while the States and the mu- 
nicipalities under it haye a minimum of revenues and of sources 
of revenue, and a maximum of duties. 

No one recognized this more than thefounders of Democracy, 
and the Senator from New York is fully justified in arraigning 
his party associates upon this floor this morning in going back 
upon every principle of his ty, and upon principles never 
more clearly announced than by the founder of the Democratic 
party. When Mr. Jefferson came to pronounce his second in- 
augural, after he had been reélected y an almost overwhelm- 
ing majority of theelectoral college and the people of the United 
States, he had occasion to deal with a state of affairs that 
brought out an utterance that bears upon this subject. The 
debt of the Revolutionary war had nearly been paid off. He 
was looking forward toa time of continuing and undisturbed 

ace. All the conflicts which were to grow out of the Napo- 
PERE warfare were then wrapped in the womb of the future. 
Mr. Jefferson supposed, therefore, that he was dealing with a 
condition of excess of Federal revenue. He said: 

The rem revenue on the consumption of foreign articles is paid 
cheerfully by those who can afford to add foreign luxuries to domestic com- 
forts, being collected on our seaboards and frontiers only, and incorporated 
with the transactions of our merchantile citizens, it may be the pleasure 


and pride of an American to ask what farmer, what mechanic, what laborer, 
ever sees a taxgatherer of the United States? 


It now becomes an issue with the Democratic party to have 
the face of the Federal taxgatherer known to a great many 
people who are to-day not troubled with him at all, 

These contributions enable us to support the current expenses of the Goy- 
ernment, to fulfill contracts with foreign nations, to extinguish the native 
right of soil within our limits, to extend those limits, and to apply such a 
surplus to our public debts as places at a short day their final redemtion, 
and that redemption once effected, the revenue thereby liberated may, by a 
gr repartition amang the States and a corresponding amendment of the 

nstitution, be applied, in time of peace, to rivers, canals, roads, arts, 
manufactures, education, and other great objects within each te. 

In time of war, if injustice by ourselves or others must sometimes produce 
war, increased as the same revenue will be increased by population and con- 
sumption, and aided by other resources reserved for that crisis, it may meet 
within the year all the expenses of the year, without encroaching on the 
rights of future generations by burdening them with the debts of the past. 

ar will then be but a suspension of useful works, and a return to a state 
of peace, a return to the progress of improvement. 


It has never been our fortune, Mr. President, but for a short 
time, to realize the anticipation of Mr. Jefferson. There wasa 
period when, in the Administration of President Jackson, there 
was such a surplus in the Treasury of the United States thatit 
had to be divided among the States. The reduction of the rev- 
enue by the tariff of 1833, the tariff of 1846, and the tariff of 1857 
carried us, with constantly reducing revenues, to the time of 
the war of the rebellion, and since that we have had enough to 
do to meet the public debt. But the great fact still remains 
that there has n, and is to-day, absolutely no necessity for 
an income tax to meet the exigencies of Federal expenditures. 

It is not necessary, Mr. President, to deal in any great vol- 
ume or body of figures; it is enough to know that this genera- 
tion has paid off almost entirely the public debt incurred dur- 
ing the war. That debt reached its maximum upon the 31st of 
August, 1865,when it amounted to $2,381,530,294.96. By the last 
statement of the Treasury the interest-bearing debt has been 
reduced to the sum of $635,041,840, of which $50,000,000 consti- 
tutes an increase under this Democratic debt-paying Adminis- 
tration. S 

Mr. PLATT. Debt-contracting. ; 

Mr. HIGGINS. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Connecticut—debt-contracting Administration. 

Mr. President, we have been the wonder, the envy, and the 
despair of the world. This Republic, with no monarch, no king, 
no imperial authority, living under the broadest of individual 
liberty in a widely extended confederation, has been the one 
power amongst all mankind that was equal to the task of reduc- 
ing a vast publicdebt. The only criticism which has been made 
upon it is that it was done too rapidly for the public good, that 
we took too great a burden upon the generation which con- 
tracted the debt and that we should leave more for posterity, 
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that it was well to have this debt continueas a basis for the cir- 
culation of notes and currency by our national Š 

During all of that time since the war--the income tax was re- 
pealed in 1870 or 1871—who has been saying that we needed to 
to reénact the income tax in order to raise reyenue to pay the 
public debt? Nobody. We paid itdespite the repeal of the in- 
come tax. It was put on us asa war tax, and under the criti- 
cism of the Democratic party as a war tax it was repealed; and 
thewhole amountof this great burden discharged by the Ameri- 
can people in the period which has elapsed since the beginning 
of the war, when this debt began to bs incurred, the whole 
amount that was raised under the income tax was $346,967,388.12, 

But, Mr. President, when you consider the magnitude of the 
obligations that have been discharged by other sources of Fed- 
eraltaxation, customs and excise, you must remember not merely 
the principal of the public debt, but its interest. Youmustbear 
in mind a sum which I wish I had with me—it is attainable, 
however—on account of claims and other indebtedness not in- 
cluded in the public debt co nomine which has been discharged 
since the beginning of the war. In thatis the great burden of 
pensions, which in the last year reached over $150,000,000. This 
load the nation has taken on its back and has proudly walked 
off with it, scarcely feeling its weight, because it could draw 
upon the exhaustless reservoir of customs and go to the full ex- 
tent of excises or internal-revenue taxation that wise policy 
could dictate. Upon what plea of necessity, then, are we brought 
to an income tax when you have such sources of revenue? 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. HIGGINS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould be glad if the Senator would tell us 
what was the amount of the revenue and expenses for the year 
1893, when the conditions most of the time were supposed to be 
normal. How much surplus were we supposed to have? 

Mr. PLATT. About $2,000,000. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I wish that I had anticipated the question of 
the Senator from Colorado and had the figures. 

Mr. TELLER. I will give the Senator from Delaware the 
figures, as he was treating the subject as if we had a large 
amount of revenue to go upon. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Ishall be obliged to the Senator from Colo- 
rado if he will kindly give the figures. 

Mr. PLATT. Isaid from my seat about $2,000,000. My rec- 
ollection is that the actual receiptsexceeded the actual expend- 
itures by about $2,000,000. Imay be mistaken, however. 

Mr. TELLER. The total revenues of the Government for the 
fiscal year 1893 were $461,716,561.94, and the total expenditures 
were $459,374,887.68, leaving the magnificent surplus of $2,341,- 
674.26. It seems tome, with all due regard to the Senator's state- 
ment, that we were near a deficiency in 1893. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like now to ask the Senator if he can 
not give us the figures for 1892. 

Mr. TELLER. I could do so in a moment, but the surplus for 
1892 was a very small one, asthe Senator must recollect. It can 
not be contended now that the approaching deficiency in 1893 
was the result of bad times, because the year 1893 ends with the 
30th of June of last year, and I be to the Senator that under 
existing circumstances there has been a deficiency of nearly 
$80,000,000 since that time for 1894. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am obliged to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. HIGGINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. I have paid some attention to this matter, and 
while it is true that if the expenditures and receipts of the last 
half of the year had been upon the same ratio as those of the 
first half of the year we should not have had a large surplus, 
yet we should have had a great deal more than $2,000,000. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam obliged to the Senator from Colorado 
for directing my attention in a channel which [had intended to 
take hereafter, but it logically comes up at this time. Before 
undertaking to deal with 1893, I beg to remind him, and to call 
attention generally to the fact that this problem did not arise 
then. It was presented to the people of the United States in a 
way which has had grave consequences following therefrom, 
which has challenged the attention of the country, which has 
invoked the most momentous political conflict since the war, 
which has carried the Democratic party into a majority in this 
Chamber, and which is coming now to its decision by the peo- 
ple of the country, first in the pending tariff bill, and then what 
the people will say about the bill when they come to vote on it. 

President Cleveland in his message in 1887 called the atten- 
tion of Congress to what he said was not a theory, but a con- 
dition, a phrase which has stuck in the minds of the people. 
That condition was a surplus with which he had to deal, the 
8 of laws made by the Republican party which he and the 

mocratic House of Representatives were unable to repeal be- 
cause they had not control of the Senate. Those laws furnished 
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a part of the ample surplus which then overburdened the Treas- 
ury after paying off the debt at the rate of 8100, 000, 000 a year, 
which was the annual discharge of our debt for so many years. 
It was a payment which we expected as much as the breakfast 
when we rise in the morning. 

That challenge, cast down by President Cleveland, was met 
the Republican party in the campaign of 1888 and resulted in 

e decisive Republican victory and Democratic defeat all along 
the line; and when the Republican opt came to deal with the 
problem in 1389 and 1890 in the McKinley bill, they undertook 
to remove the condition and to reduce the surplus, and they be- 
gan by taking fifty or sixty million dollars of taxes off of sugar 
atone blow. No; I will not say a blow; it was the opposite of 
ablow. They took off the shoulders of the people of this coun- 
try per capita the burden of the sugar tax which weighed upon 
every man, woman, and child who used sugar. Sob relieved 
them from that amount of taxation. They lar enlarged the 
free list, and that was their answer to the criticism that their 
existing laws produced too much revenue. 

Mr. President, it was guite uncertain at that time where the 
great step of the removal of the duties from sugar would carry 
us. It might possibly produce a deficiency, and it came very 
near it in 1893, as the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has 
pointed out, when it made a surplus of only $2,300,000, in round 
numbers. Enough is as good as a feast, but if it had produced 
a deficiency and the Republicans had remained in the control 
of the Government, we could easily have added taxation in some 
respect to have eked out the revenue without resorting to an 
income tax. 

We need not have raised so much as to pay off $100,000,000 of 
debt a year, but we could have continued in that unbroken ca- 
reer of wise legislation and administration and national pros- 
perity to which we beg, in the language of the day, to point 
with pride. Not until the threat of Democratic control of this 
Government came before the financiers and the people of this 
country and the world over did our revenues begin to go down 
and peril thrust its horrid front before us. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that it did not 
begin with the election of the President. That was notenough. 
There are conservative elements in Mr. Cleveland's reper- 
toire of principle, ne though at times, and elastic, evanes- 
cent, kaleidoscopic though it may be. It was not until it became 
apparent that the Democratic party would have a majority in 

e Senate that a cold chill ran down the backs of everybody; 

Jd began to flow out, and President Harrison and Secretary 

ter began to clew down their sails for a storm. They had 
the bonds printed and 8 to issue, if need be, to maintain 
the gold reserve. They not issue the bonds. President 
Harrison, conservative and wise as he always was, felt his way 
along and said, “I shall initiate no policy which I ean avoid 
penning the advent of Mr. Cleveland and Administration,” 
and the whole legacy was left for them. 

I take advantage of this opportunity to state what I failed to 
say last summer upon the bill for the repeal of the silver-pur- 
chase law, my profound confidence that if this Administration 
had promptly those bonds and got gold to 3 the 
reserve, we should have escaped the panic of such disastrous 
consequences to the country, or at least we should have largely 
reduced and mitigated its effects. But the President of the 
United States then, as to-day, stood before the Populistic in- 
fluences of his own party. He was afraid to issue bonds to main- 
tain the gold reserve. He reserved his issue of bonds until he 
had to do it to pay current expenses. A law which was not good 
enough to authorize the issue of bonds to save us from the panic 
is good enough perforce to raise money to pay current expenses, 
when almost any lawyer will say that it is an abuse of a statute 
to use it for any such purpose. 

So we have come down to the point where the public debt has 
been increased $50,000,000 by that cause and a deficiency of 
$75,000,000 for this fiscal year faces us, not because the country 
needs an income tax, not use the customs and internal rev- 
enue are not the ample fountain from which to draw everything 
that is needed for the Federal Government. The Democratic 

y, with an imbecility which can find no comparison except 

its own antecedent history, creates this condition of $ 

this deficiency, and then turns around and takes this miserable, 

odious, and abominable remedy of an income tax with which to 

furnish a remedy for the wrong which it itself has created. 
That is the case, Mr. President. 

Mr.SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware 
a question on this subject. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Dea grons pleasure. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to inquire in the first place 
whether it is not true that the prospect of the inauguration of a 
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new revenue system with reference to the collection of imposts 
did not prevent the introduction of foreign goodsinto the United 
States, and thereby very largely reduce the revenue, and if it is 
not 3 still reducing it until the new tariff legislation 
can be had? Also, whether itis not likely that there will bea 
large influx of goods, whether there isnot a vast aggregation of 
goods even now ready to be thrownon the American market 
from abroad, which will be likely to give a verylarge increase 
of revenue as soon as theimportationscome in, and will there not 
be a striking contrast between the record of the Treasury De- 
parimana on this subject in tho past year and the conditions 
hat are likely to succeed after this bill becomes a law? In 
that case there will be no lack of sufficient revenue with which 
to conduct the Government if we havea fair and reasonable rev- 
enue bill, and therefore there is no reasonable ground for the 
oe pepsin of an income tax for the purpose of supplying the 
eficiency. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Ihave no doubt the Senator is right in both 
respects. Of course, people are not going to export goods into 
this country under a high tariff when they hope to get them in 
under a low tariff. We are called upon to vote to-day to im- 
pose this income tax, with all its inequalities, upon one section 
of the people of the country, in absolute ignorance of the volume 
of revenue that will be produced from other sources under other 
branches of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Dela- 
ware if he believes there will be more revenue under this bill 
than under the McKinley act? y 

Mr. HIGGINS. That would be a pure guess. Iam not an 
expert on these subjects, but I have always understood the 
economical and common-sense principle to be that a tariff that 
is very high and approximating to the prohibitive will neces- 
sarily produce a ted amount of revenue; whereas a tariff 
ARA moderately high, not high enough to exclude the im- 
portations, low enough to admit them, will very greatly increase 
the revenue. 

At the same time it seems to me that under the modifications 
the present bill has received at the hands of the Finance Com- 
mittee, and that we have been voting on now for some weeks, 
we ought to expect a great volume of imports and a very heavy 
increase of our revenue. Therefore, when we have levied this 
tax that is so pertinaciously added to the bill, the Administra- 
tion will find itself face to face with the old condition of more 
revenue than the expenditures of the country will require. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator asked me to give him the reve- 
nues andexpendituresof 1892. Igent for them, and I should like 
to give them to him. N 

Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. The revenues for 1892 wore $425,886,260, and 
the expenditures were 415,953,505, leaving a surplus of 89,914. 
453.56, or a little less than $10,000,000. I should like also to call 
the attention of the Senator to the fact that the revenues for 1892 
were considerably less than the revenues for 1891. The decrease 
of net revenue for 1892 over that of 1891 was $22,675,972. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam indebted to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], who has now left the Chamber, for a statement of 
the receipts and expenditures for the fiscal years 1891, 1892, 
and 1893, which I beg leave to have printed in my remarks with- 
out reading: 

Receipts and expendiiures. 


Years ending June 30— July 1, 1803 to 
re, 1802. W 


| | 
Recelpts $458, 544, 293, 03 $125, 808, 200, 22 8401, 716, 561. 948244, 111, 439, 95 
245 421, 304, 470. 48) 415, 958, 806. 50 450, 374, 887. 65| 310, 658, 646, 60 


Excess of receipts| 37,239,762. 7 9,014, 453, 00 2 341, 674. 20| #68, 542, 200.65 


* Deficiency. 
Receipts and expenditures, by months, from July 1, 1593, to May 1, 1804. 


Receipts. Expenditures] Deficiency. 
— 

830, 905,776. 19 | 839, 075, 888. 60 | 88, 770, 112. 41 

800. 885, 30 33, 305,228.48 | 9, 414, 343. 18 
‘24, 582,756.10 | 25,478,010. 1 

24,553, 304.07 | 209, 548, 792. 
23, 979,400. 81 | 31, 302, 026,41 
22, 312,027.00: | 30, 058, 260. 51 
24, 082, 738. 97 | 34, 309, 669. 59 
22, 265, 290. 48 28,725, 373. 84 
24, 842, 707. 79. | 31, 137,560, 24 
22, 092, 364. 26 836. 42 
Total. 2. U, 490. 95 


I also submit a table of the internal- revenue receipts from the 
income tax; 
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Internal-revenue receipts from income tax. 
Receipts by fiscal years. Receipts under each act. 
For 
In epg Amount. calendar Amount. Rate of tax. How estimated. 
— year. — 
1868. . 2,741, 888.25 1863 | July 1, 1882. 82, 741, 858.25 3 cent and 5 per cent. 3 per cent on incomes over 8600 and not 
: = = ver $10,000; over $10,000, 5 cent. 
. 20, 204, 781. 74 July 1, 1862, and joint res- 20, 294, 781. 744 G6 Same as above for act of 1862, and un- 
olution uly 4, 1864. der joint resolution 5 per cent on in- 
1865 32, 050,017. comes over 8000. 
1386. ‘sso 08] 18865 | March 3, 1865. 105, 032, 176. 47 | 5 per cent and 10 per cent. 5 per cent on incomes over 3600 and not 
000 over $5,000; over 85,000, 10 per cent. 
1 
i . 189,037, 757, 16 spect eee ca On incomes over $1,000. 
ee 
1872.. July 14, 1870 .] 28, 601, 824. 15 2} per cent On incomes over 82,000. 


Under repealed laws 


199, 040. 35 


Norz.—After the year 1862 the collections during any given fiscal year were not confined to the preceding calendar year, but naturally includeamounts 


due and unpaid for any previous year. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Internal Revenue Office, August 23, 1893. 


Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. HIGGINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. The course of revenue derived from customs 
before and after the passage of the McKinley act is quite in- 
structive, and I ask leave of the Senator at this point to put in 
a few figures. 

The receipt of customs for the year ending June 30, 1889, was 
$223,832,741; and for the year ending June 30, 1890, it was $229,- 
688,584. That was before the passage of the McKinley act. 
Then we passed the McKinley act, and in 1891, it will be re- 
membered, we took off the sugar du 

Mr. TELLER. The act was in 1890. 

Mr. PLATT. It was passed in 1890 and did not affect sugar 
until 1891; and there was taken off during the year 1891 about 
$65,000,000 of revenue from T; that in the year 1891 affected 
somewhat the revenue derived from customs, so that it fell off 
to $219,522,205. In 1892 there was a still further falling off, the 
McKinley act taking full effect, when the amount derived from 
customs was only 8177, 452,964. But in 1893 the revenues derived 
from customs under the McKinley act began to make quite a 
gain, and the amount for that year was $203,355,016. 

Now, I compare 1890 with 1892 in order to see the effect of the 
McKinley act deducting sugar upon our revenues from customs. 
In 1890 the customs revenue amounted to $229,688,584; in 1892, 
the lowest point reached, the amount was $177,452,964, the loss 
being $52,265,620, or about $13,000,000 less than the loss which 
came from g off of sugar. So, setting that aside, there was 
still a gain in customs revenue under the McKinley act. 

But now I compare 1890 with 1893. The revenues in 1890 were 
$229,688,584, as 1 have stated. In 1893 they were $203,355,016, 
the loss between 1890 and 1893 being only $26,333,568; and yet 
we lost the $65,000,000 of revenue from sugar in 1893. 

Now, I goa little further, and I compare 1892 with 1893, both 
being under the McKinley act. In 1892 the amount was $177,- 
452,964; in 1893, $203,355,016, there being a gain under the oper- 
ation of the McKinley law from 1892 to 1893 in customs of $25,- 
902,052. Now, one more comparison and I shall not detain the 
Senate any longer. I take the first seven months of 1893, $121,- 
678,704, and the first seven months of 1894, $81,286,083, showing 
a loss between the first seven months of 1893 and the first seven 
months of 1894 of $50,390,621. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am much obliged to the courtesy and thein- 
dustry of the Senator from Connecticut in placing these import- 
ant figures in my remarks. 

It was proved in the experience from 1861 to 1893 that this 
coun able to take care of itself. As I have before stated, 
and I donot intend to repeat, this country met the greatest con- 
flict of history, military and financial, and it carried it with case. 
It staggers, it totters, it falls, it alarms Europe 
Wall-street bankers only when it s out of the hands of the 

ty which carried it through this heroic period and goes back 
to the hands of the party who left it in 1860 unable to borrow 
money even at 8 per cent. Of course it has gone back in 1893. 

Grave uncertainty has penetrated everything. The people 
of the country are going through an agony—the capitalist, the 
manufacturer, the merchant, the corner r, the blacksmith, 
the laborer, the farmer, everybody; and the revenues of the 
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Government merely reflect the generalcollapse. And yet this 
condition of collapse, the syncope of the patient, is taken as the 
occasion for applying a rem that is to continue through 
years as if we needed any such remedy. 
Mr. President, I do not care to protract these remarks or to 
what I have already said upon this question. I have 
but little more to say. I shall not undertake to go into the con- 
stitutional and judicial question as to whether this proposed 
statute is in violation of the fourth paragraph of section 9 of 
the gridit poe of the first article of the Constitution, which 
says — 


No capitation or other direct tax shall be laid, unless in proportion to the 


census or enumeration hereinbefore directed to be taken. 

The Supreme Court of the United States in time of war up- 
held the constitutionality of the income tax imposed during the 
war, but I do not know whether if this income-tax measure should 
be enacted and carried before the Supreme Court, as doubtless 
would be the case, what the decision of the Court would be. I 
do not know whether, bound by the effect of their previous de- 
cision, they will consider that this is not a violation of that pro- 
hibition of the Constitution. But, Mr. President, I have no 

uestion but that it is a most gross violation of the spirit and 

e purpose with which that provision and that prohibition was 
placed by our wise founders in our fundamental law, in the Con- 
stitution of the United States, that great chart for the liberties 
and the property of the American people. 

When they said that no capitation or other direct tax 
shall be laid, unless in proportion to the census or emumera- 
tion,” that is of population, it was intended that the people in 
one section of the country should not impose taxes upon the 
pope of another section of the cony; and yet that is what is 

attempted to be done in this feature of the tariff bill. 
People, Senators and others, who represent a population that is 
ly free from any one receiving incomes above $4,000 are 
perfectly willing to sacrifice their wives’ relations in order to 
carry this war to a successful conclusion; they are perfectly 
willing that this tax shall be laid upon another part of the 
country. 

Mr. President, this is a very serious and ve matter in our 
national policy. I yield to no one on this floor or in the wide 
domain of this country in my desire for a wide and a wider 
America; but if there is any one evil that it would carry with it 
it would be the tion on the part of one section of the 
country to impose the burden of taxation BL eg the other, that 
they might thereby escape themselves. e only justification 
foran income tax is one not with $4,000 of exemption, but with 
a very limited exemption, so that its application will be gen- 
eral. Making the exemption as high as $4,000 will relieve the 
largest 8 of the country in territory and in population 
an 


ge each s one corner. 
Mr. ent, in this composite nationality of ours I do not 
know how far into our enters the old English blood. 
It might be cruel, it ht be brutal, but if was honest, it was 
us, and it was fair. It did not believeinstriking below 
the belt; and it is contrary to English fair play for one part of 
this country to be unde cg es e burdens of that 
taxation which conducts the business t they get the benefit 
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of upon one part of this country and notuponanother. Against 
that injustice I protest, notso much for the people whom I have 
the honor in part to represent, though I do notbelieve that this 
measure meets their view, as against that wider constituency 
in the United States who can always be relied upon in the last 
resort to deal sc sag justly by every man in the land. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Ham 
shire edn ti the absence of a quorum. The Secretary w 
call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Gallinger, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Allison, George, McMillan, Quay, 
Bate, Gibson, McPherson, Roach, 
7 Gorman, Martin, Shoup, 
Blac burn, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Smith, 
Caffery, Hawley, Morgan, Sq 
Cameron, Higgins, MorriH, Stewart, 
Carey, Hil, Murphy, Teller, 
Chandler, oar, ‘asco, 905 
Cockrell, Huaton, Patton, Vest, 
Coke, Irby. Peffer, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Jarvis, Perkins, alsh, 
Dubois, Jones, Ark. Platt, Washburn, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Proctor, te. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names; a quorum is present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few 
remarks in the hearing of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]. 

On 2 a brief colloquy took place between me and that 
Senator, and I had supposed that the incident was closed, but 
after debate between the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and the Senator from Nebraska, in which 
the subjectof aduty on lumber was further discussed, the Senator 
from Nebraska referred to the subject-matter which had been 
considered between him and me. 

The Senator spoke in an unusually low voice and not in the 
stentorian tones with which he sometimes addresses the Senate. 
I heard with difficulty. I did hear the word ‘‘insinuation” 
used. I did not hear the opprobrious epithet which the Senator 
took occasion to apply to me. In the close of the Senator's re- 
marks he reiterated the statement that the charge I had made 
was false, and that he believed that I knew it was a falsehood. 

Mr. President, what I had stated was not an insinuation, and 
I believed what I stated to be true. The charge, if any such 
charge can be gathered from the remarks which I made, was 
that the Senator had made a threat to vote against this bill un- 
less lumber was kept upon the free list, where it had been put 
by a previous vote of the Senate. The facts which were the 
basis of that charge are here directly upon the record. After 
the vote was taken upon sugar, the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. KYLE] rose and gave notice that his vote must not be taken 
as an indication of the way he might vote upon the sugar question 
when the schedules of the bill should be finally completed, which, 
as it seemed to me, was an entirely legitimate and natural notice 
for the Senator to give. He was, however, followed by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska, who not only stated that it was uncertain 
how he might vote upon the subject of sugar, but took occasion 
to say that his vote upon that question, as just given, was no in- 
dication whateyer what his vote would be upon the passage of 
the bill itself. 

The Senator having thus advertised again to the Senate and 
the country the fact that his vote was doubtful, retired from the 
Senate for a few moments, and subsequently came in and moved 
to insert upon the free list the words ‘lumber of any sort, 
planed or finished.” a 

Mr. President, I had understood that there had been agita- 
tion in the Senate, that there had been agitation upon the other 
side of the Chamber with a view to induce the Democratic man- 
agers to consent to put a duty upon planed or finished lumber; 
and when the Senator moved to put lumber upon the free list 
so soon after he had given notice that his vote was uncertain 
upon the bill, I inferred, and I charged that he had given that 
notice in order to force the Democratic side of the Chamber, 
with which he is in such association; to carry out the arrange- 
ment which had been previously made. 

I believed it then; I believe it now. I called the attention of 
the Senate and the country to the fact, and I simply inquired, 
using no opprobrious language, whether the bargain between the 
Senator from Nebraska and the Senators upon the other side of 
the Chamber was fully complete and the Senator’s vote upon 
this bill finally fixed. I made that inquiry. I thinkI was war- 
ranted in making the inquiry; and I do not conceive that any- 
thing I said then, or say now, warranted the use of any 
= panang language proceeding from the Senator from 

ebraska. 


Mr. President, I can not understand the sensitiveness of the 
Senator from Nebraska at the charge that the Democratic Sena- 
tors who are managing this bill are making bargains and ar- 
rangements in order to secure its passage. It has been stated 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], distinctly stated 
in a written speech upon this floor, that neither the bill as it 
came from the House of Representatives, nor the bill as it was 
reported by the Finance Committee could at any time have com- 
manded a majority of the votes of Senators upon this floor, and 
it has been distinctly stated that in consequence of that inabil- 
ity to pass the bill arrangements have been made eements 
have been made, concessions have been made—call them what 
you will—not to Republican Senators to induce them to vote for 
the bill, but to Senators Spon the other side of the Chamber to 
induce them to vote for the bill, and over and over again the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has bemoaned the dreadful 
state in which he found himself, and equally dolefully the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. VEstT] has told the Senate and the coun- 
try that he was not in favor of provisions in this bill, but that 
he was obliged to concede them in order to secure its passage. 

What does all this mean? It means simply that concessions 
and arrangements and bargains are being made upon the other 
side of the Chamber. This is not an open secret; 11 is nosecret; 
it is an avowal of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber; 
and, as the Senator from Massachusetts has suggested to me, it 
seems yery singular that when there is this open avowal that 
the bill is being carried seinen by bargains and arrangements 
made, conducted, and arranged by the Senator from Maryland 
and other conservative Senators with the Senator from Arkan- 
sas and the Senator from Missouri—it seems very singular that 
when all this is admitted and goes to the country and is not 
disputed, yet if you venture to allude to a specific bargain and 
bring it home to a Senator engaged in it, immediately he re- 
sents the insinuation or the charge as impl ing corruption and 
dishonor on his part, and forthwith proceeds to reply in terms 
of indignation and opprobrium to the Senator who ventures to 
briog oe a particular bargain to the particular Senator who 
made it. 

Why is this, Mr. President? Woy is it that if this is all in- 
nocent, if it is all natural, if it is all legitimate, if it is some- 
thing which Senators are not afraid to do, and not ashamed to 
do, and not afraid or ashamed to avow to the country, the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska becomes inflamed because the inquiry is 
made whether the arrangement to secure his vote has been fully 
made, and that he is no longer free to dodge in and to dodge 
out, and to give notice that he has not agreed to vote for this 
bill, and to move amendments as a condition of voting for this 
bill? Why is it that the Senator gets indignant at that? 

Mr. President, the whole thing is poeni and open to the whole 
country, and the Senator, instead of getting indignant with me, 
should have frankly admitted the fact that at last, if this amend- 
ment was adopted, he had been landed securely in the Demo- 
n camp to the end of the voyage in connection with this 


When the Senator from Nebraska was making his demonstra- 
tion, the Senator from Maine called attention to the fact that this 
was not a committee amendment, and that there was no caucus 
obligation to vote for it. The Senator from Maine took pains to 
emphasize the fact that the Senators upon the other side, as he 
understood the method of 8 were free to vote as they 
saw fit, and were not bound by caucus rule upon this particular 
question, 

So, Mr. President, when the vote was taken there was appar- 
ently a vote in the negative upon it upon the viva voce vote, 
although that fact does not sppoar in the RECORD; but, as I re- 
member it, there was apparently a vote in the negative, and the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], in order to carry the 
amendment, was obliged to call for the yeas and nays. There- 
upon, as I predicted would be the case, the other side of the 
Chamber rallied to its support, and under the threat of the 
Senator from Nebraska consummated the arrangement which, 
as I believe, was the consideration for the Senator’s vote upon 
this bill—a consideration, Mr. President, which the Senator 
himself has not hesitated to avow; for, it I mistake not, ha 
has stated upon the floor of this Senate that whether he voted 
for this bill or did not vote for it would depend upon whether 
he could obtain amendments which he sought to obtain in con- 
nection with the bill before it should be put upon its final pas- 


0. 
Ponik that under these circumstances the Senator was n 
justified in using the language in reference to me which is to 
found in yesterday’s RECORD. There was nothing unpar 
mentary in m offensive any- 


language; there was nothin 
thing which may at any time 


said, and whatever of heat 


have shown in debate in this body, I have never knowingly 


or intentionally used an opprobrious adjective or an opprobrious 
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noun—certainly very seldom—and I challenge Senators to go 
through the debates in this body in which I have taken part, 
and show that I have used unparliamentary language, however 
severe or however pointed have been the remarks which I have 
made. That has been my rule in the past; it will be my rule in 
tho future, 

So far as the Senator from Nebrsaka is concerned, referring to 
the term which he used, Iregret, Mr. President, to say thatI have 
discovered that the surroundings of the Senator from Nebraska 
before he entered this body were such as not to allow him to ob- 
serve those courtesies which all gentlemen regard even in the 
most heated partisan debate. The Senator from Nebraska, Mr. 
President, is to be pitied, and not censured, for that which he 
could not help. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I think this is probably the 
fourth time the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] has, without any provocation on my part, so far as 
I can discover, used the unparliamentary and ungentlemanly 
language of “ bargain,” charging me with having made a bar- 
gain with the Democratic party for my yae e says that is 
not unparliamentary. I do not myself know enough about par- 
liamentary law to know whether it is or not. I do know, how- 
however, that it is untrue, and I think I know it is ungentle- 
manly. I think I know also that when the Senator made that 
charge he made it willfully, deliberately, knowing it to be false. 

I have nothing to take back in that respect. The Senator has, 
all the way through, undertaken to put me in the attitude ofa 
trafficker in my vote. I think I know what is due to an Ameri- 
can citizen; I think I know some of the duties of my office, al- 
though I have not had the experience he has had; but the insin- 
uation or the statement of the Senator from New Hampshire that 
I have trafficked in my vote—he says “bargain,” but traffic is 
what it means—that I had agreed to vote for this measure in 
consideration of any concession which has been made to me or 
that may be made to me with reference to any particular inter- 
est of the West, is untrue. 

I have . take back. I reiterate every word I uttered 
yesterday, and if I were where I could speak plainer I would 
make it still plainer than I make it now. 

Several weeks ago, Mr. President, I made a motion to strike 
lumber from the dutiable list. If the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will turn back in memory to that event, he will remember 
it was the subject of discussion at that time. I had aright to 
make that motion. I propose to have some of the interests of 
ny country taken care of if I can get them taken care of. 

am not in the attitude of being bound here to either the Re- 
publican or the Democratic party. Iam the humble representa- 
tive of a new party, and in a certain sense we are skirmishers 
between the lines here. 

I am under no obligation to the Democratic party upon this 
side of the Chamber, nor am I under any obligation to the Re- 
1 party upon the other side; and it is not necessary, Mr. 

resident, for me to recognize Democratic domination upon the 
one hand, or Republicandomination upon the other. Whatever 
may be to the interest of the people of the section of the coun- 
try that I represent iñ part, if I understand that interest I pro- 

ose to stand for it, and I propose to stand for it in spite of the 
ow, dirty insinuations of tho senior Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, or any other man. 

I reiterate with full foree and with renewed energy every 
word I uttered ponory upon this subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The closing remarks of the Senator from 
Nebraska only emphasize the statement I made, which is that 
he does not comprehend the courtesies which should character- 
ize debate in this bođy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
first amendment to the section submitted by the committee. 

The SECRETARY. Insection54,line 7, after the word“ ninety- 
five,” insert the words “and until the 1st day of January, 1900.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire at some time not toargue 
either as a constitutional question or a question of public policy 
the income-tax provision, but to put upon record, about as I 
should if I were making the marginal notes to a judicial opinion, 
a summary of what seem to me the chief objections to it. I 
suppose it will take a few minutes to do so, and I may as well do 
it now. Ishall have occasion to say something about a few of 
the details of this scheme as they are reached. 

I am opposed to the income tax, first, because it is a class of 
taxation which, except during the extremity of a great war, al- 
ways has been and always ought to.be left to the States. The 
States are obliged, through the threefold instrumentality of 
the State, county, and municipality, to search every kind of 
property and every faculty of the citizen for earning money, 
and I hold that this particular method of taxation can be best 


exercised for public purposes by public officials who are close 
to the citizens. You can not put into a national tax system 
proper means of dealing with an income tax. 

Take the matter of abatement. A citizen suffersa misfortune. 
He is apparently earning an income of $50,000. There comes a 
1 and over he goes. He and his household are ruined. 
He becomes a pauper, and his wife and children are paupers as 
near as they can made by such a misfortune. There is no- 
body on the face of this earth who can remit the income tax, 
and you could not have it done by an official at Washington. 
But the neighbor, the assessors of the town, orin my part of the 
country the town itself, by a vote in town meeting, can do it 
considerately and fairly. 

The matter of exemption, also,is not a matter with which 
the United StatesGovernment candeal. Inthis very bill, which 
has reference, I suppose, to the instrumentalities of the Revised 
Statutes in regard to whisky. and tobacco, you have not any ex- 
emption for homesteads. I presume that my honorable friend 
from Missouri, on that being suggested to him, will probably 
make an amendment, or agree to an amendment if some one else 
pro it. Itis impossible to suppose he would not. Butthere 
ought to be, with reference to the different habits and customs 
of particular States, exemptions regarding the matter of tools 
of trade, necessary implements of professions, and the like. You 
do not exempt from the collection of the income tax the bed on 
which the citizen lies, exceptit is included in a certain amount 
of household furniture. 

Mr. President, another matter seems to me to be clear. Iam 
not at this moment going into the question whether an income 
tax is a direct tax. It has been dealt with by the Supreme Court 
of the United States so far as it affected the Springer case, and 
it is not profitable for us to enter very profoundly into that dis- 
cussion now. But so far as the income from real estate is con- 
cerned, it is impossible to deny that such a tax is opposed to the 
principle and purpose and desire of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion. A tax on real estate is a direct tax. The framers of the 
Constitution said such a tax shall only be assessed in proportion 
to population, for the very purpose of preventing a ar dee A 
coming from States where real estate is cheap, puttin e ex- 


penses of the Government on a few States, a minority of the peo- - 


ple, where real estateishigh and of great value. You could not 
ave secured the adoption of the Constitution either by conven- _ 
tion or the people, but for that stipulation. 

Now, in principle, how can you distinguish between the tax 
upon the body of the real estate and the tax upon the income 
from the real estate, which iseverything that gives it its value? 
You can not tax the $100,000 or the $1,000,000 worth of land, but 
yon come in here and say we can tax the value of that land.” 

ou can not tax my house, but you tax everything the house 
produces or earns or yields. It isa distinction withouta differ- 
ence, I r submit. z 

Will my honorable friend from Missouri, who is to defend this 
tax, tell the Senate, when he comes to do it, whether he can be- 
lieve for an instant thatif any member of the constitutional 
convention in 1787 had risen in place and moved to insertin 
the prohibition of direct taxes, except according to population, 
put incomes from real estate, incomes from the subject of the 
direct tax, may be taxed wherever they are found, without re- 
gard to State lines,” such an amendment would not have been 
rejected by unanimous vote, and the idea that that device or 
distinction would ever have been resorted to scouted as an im- 
putation upon the sincerity and honesty of the American propior 

Mr. President, my third objection is that this is a taxin favor 
of wealth as against industry and frugality. Two men are side 
by side, one with $100,000 of invested property at 4 per cent, 
perhaps invested in Government bonds, which would take 
$133,000, or thereabouts, to yield the exempted income, with a 
future for himself as certain as anything on earth is certain in 
the way of investment of property for his old age, for his wife 
and family. He escapes. Next door to him lives an old bank 
teller or clerk, or a foreman in a manufacturing establishment, 
who has not a dollar laid up in the world. He has been pro- 
moted as the reward of a lifetime of hard work and snes ity 
and intelligence in his profession or his business, so that he is 
getting $5,000 a year. You seize upon that r man’s earn- 
ingsand take from him what you refuse to take from the wealthy 
or the rich man. 

Now, I say, and I do not use the phrase with reference toany- 
body's motive or purpose, that this is a distinction which can not 
be tende It is founded upon a vicious, objectionable, inde- 
fensible public policy. It says, in other words, what you have 
and own and have gathered into your own pockets from the 
wealth of the community, whether you inherited it, whether you 
got it by speculation or however, shall be exempt, and your 
year’s wages or rae ig shall pay the paom burden. 

Mr. President, the bill asitstands—I donot know what amend- 
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ments are to be had—is unjust especially to savings institutions 
and life insurance policies and to all the little places where the 
little savings of the honest and frugal poor are found. I hope 
and believe that the public indignation and remonstrance will 
extort what was not extorted from the majority in the other 
House—an amendment to the bill in this respect. 

There is another consideration. This is a tax upon moneyed 
incomes, as is well settled by the definition of the word “ in- 
come” both in England and in this country. Under this plana 
man who consumes all he raises in luxurious living escapes al- 
together, while the man who earns and is paid wages which he 
has to expend for the honest and frugal support and education 
of his familyis taxed. Here is a great and palatial estate, upon 
which hundreds and thousands and millions of dollars have been 
expended, in which the owner lives luxuriously and gathers his 
guests in the summer and has music and dancing and feasting, 
and where woodcock and wine are necessaries of life. That 
estate escapes altogether, because there is not any money in- 
come, while a man living next door, who receives his income, 
$5,000 or $6,000 a year in a salary which he earns, whose income 
goes out for the education of his sons and daughters, pays a 
tax on all over $4,000. A member of this body told me recently 
that when the Duke of Sutherland was over here a few years 
ago, the income of whose princely estates in Scotland and 
England is between one and two on dollars, he said to some 
gentlemen who were conver upon that subject that the in- 
come tax did not affect him very much, for the produce of his 
estates was not in money, but in the products of the field and 
the soil and the hothouse. 

Another objection I have is that the bill gives to Government 
officials the power of inquisition into the business of private cit- 
izens. You may talk as you please about publicity, as my dis- 
tinguished and venerated friend, Mr. Sumner, used to talk about 
the old Roman who wanted to have his house built of glass, so 
that every one might see what went on inside, butit is not 
human nature, and the fact that it is not human nature shows 
that it is not justice orreason. The business man hasa right 
to have his business faculty, his business methods, his business 
earninys concealed from the public and from his rival, foreign 
or domestic. 


The competition in most of the transactions of life is keen and 


close. One of the greatest woolen manufacturing industries in 
Massachusetts sent its agent, a distinguished manufacturer, to 
call on me at my residence in Massachusettsafew years ago, and 
he told me that the only thing which had enabled him to make 
any profit for his concern for several years, when the other con- 
cerns engaged in the great business were losing money, was the 
savings which his concern made in the pasteboard boxes in 
which their materials were sold. 

Now, Mr. President, it isa universal principle of American 
nature to keep your transactions con dfrom the gaze and 
scrutiny of other men. Lagree that that ought to yield to a 
public exigency; but in this case what do you do with it? You 

ut this power of inquisition into the hands of public officials. 
Phave no doubt that under the present Democratic Administra- 
tion you will get on the whole as table and as careful and 
as well principled a class of men as you would get under any 
other, but would our friends on the other side consent to have 
put in doubtful political struggles in the New England States 
or in New York or in any other part of the country the terrible 
power and weapon and instrumentality into the hands of the 
agencies of the existing Administration of saying to every busi- 
ness man, if youare active or ambitious or instrumental in seek- 
ing the overthrow of the party now in power it is at the risk of 
end bee! business affairs inquired into and exposed by the 
political servants of the Government? 

The distinguished and able Senator from New York dropped 
a curious expression in his argument just now. I wish tospeak 
ie respect of that Senator, because he represents as does 

y else on this floor a class of persons who are peculiar to 
the New England States, chiefly to the State of Massachusetts, 
known as the ory bree or independents. He is the only Sen- 
ator on either side of this Chamber who has e precisely, 
in all respects, represented the doctrines and principles of that 
class of our fellow-citizens. 

I thought from some expressions which have dropped from his 
lips heretofore that he did not quite agree with them in their 
great demands of civil-service reform, but Governor Russell, the 

vorite candidate and darling of the New England Mugwumps, 
said in an interview the other day that the passage of tariff 
bill was an emergency which demanded the application of Dem- 
ocratic party discipline, which, I suppose, in lips meant sim- 
Bly the power of Democratic appointment to office and removal. 

I k the honorable Senator from New York may be set 
down as the absolute, a and immaculate champion of the 
New England independents. He said, in commending the peti- 
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tion of his constituents for this legislation, that séveral gentle- 
men, whose names he read, had been generous contributors to 
the Democratic campaign fund. 

If that is a motive for legislation which that astute and acute 
Senator thought might spores on the minds of his associates 
in this body, it would strike me that the generous contributor 
to the Democratic cam fund past or future, or to the Re- 
publican campaign fund in the same cases, would be the man 
who ht escape serious and disagreeable inquisition into his 
private business. 

Another reason why I object to it is, it issectional in its char- 
acter, and it is so taken by a large part of the country. It will 
be understood by the plelwho pay this tax that it has been 
put on, as has been said freely in the press in some parts of the 
country, because one part of the country will escape it and an- 
other part of the country will wholly have to pay it. There is 
a good deal of serious truth in the jest attributed to the honor- 
able and gallant Senator from e e WALSH], that the 
people of Georgia like this measure, use none of them have 
2 incomes above $4,000, though, of course, nobody will at- 
tribute for a moment to that honorable Senator that his own 
vote would be governed by any such consideration. 

In the next case its point of exemption is unjust. The great 
body of the money-earning people of this country, when you get 
above the class which you call laborers or wage-earners, are 
people whose incomes are between one thousand and five thou- 
sand dollars; and why should thatgreat body beexempt? Even 
in aristocratic England, as has been said heretofore, the point 
of ny (pos is less than $750—£150. 

Is have occasion to point out hereafter many defects in 
the details of this measure which I shall not detain the Senate 
with speaking of now, but there is one I will notice. Here isa 
premium on the separation of families. The husband and wife 
who live ther get one exemption. The husband and wife 
who quarrel and separate get two. If there are five minor chil- 
dren who live together, with propery enough to support them 
all, there is only one exemption. they scatter to different 
households there are five or six exemptions. 

Here is another objection I wish to notice. From the amount 


| of the income you do not make the deductions which on a rea- 


sonable principle you ought to make. A loss by fire, storms, or 
shipwreck of property merely is deducted. The man who has 
an income of $50,000 a year on a property of $1,500,000, and loses 
$50,000 by fire, storm, or shipwreck, is entirely exempt from the 
income tax for that year; but the loss by gas explosion, the 
loss in any other manner not enumerated here, the loss of the 
2 power of the man who earus his income, is not counted 
at all. 

Here is a man earning $5,000 a year without a dollar of prop- 
erty in the world, and he gets a blow over the head, has a par- 
alytic shock, and his power of earning is gone, and it is not 
counted to him. By his side is a man worth a million and a half 
with his income of 850, 000 a year, and the fire which destroys 
$50,000 worth of his property, never causing him to lose a sin- 
gleluxury, or a sing necessity, or a magie security for his fu- 
ture life, gets rid of the income tax on that wealth altogether. 

Mr. President, there is another very grave and serious objec- 
tion. Weall want if we can to see a time when we can get rid of 
the internal-revenue system altogether. It is odious, it is a sore, 
it is an irritation, it is a sting inall parts of the country., The 
moonshiner does not like to have the revenue officer after him, 
and the men who is earning an honest living in his shop does 
not like to have the revenue officer after him. Itis the one 
thing in which the people of the United States are agreed in 
wanting to get rid of; and the adoption of this policy puts an 
end to that hope. It is not merely the discomfort tothe citizen, 
it is the most odious form and the most dangerous and injurious 
form of political patronage that we have in our entire system, 
and we all have hoped that the time would soon come when we 
could get rid of it. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has offered an amend- 
ment whigh leaves it extremely doubtful to my mind—I do not 
suppose that could have been his ee dee ge the Ameri- 
can citizens of aa wealth dwelling abroad is not to get rid of 
the income tax, as I think he will by the amendment as it is now 
framed. The one man whocarries with him everything which 
is valuable to an American citizenship abroad, who can eats 
this nation into war if he is insulted in the streets of Callao, Rio 
Janeiro, or Paris, who ~~ there to bring up his children in 
foreign fashions and to indulge himself in foreign luxuries, and 
carrying abroad the wealth which he or some ancestor of his 
has acquired, is to eseape under this bill as it is now proposed 


to be left. 
Mr. VEST. What amendment is that, if the Senator pleases? 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will me, he will find ita 
is found printed here 


little later. It is an amendment w. 


; 
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ou strike out the words “American citizen residing 
abroad,” in terms. The Senator will readily find it. 

Now, Mr. President, here is another very serious objection to 
deal with in this matter which might be cured, and perhaps will 
be hereafter; and that is where there is a failure by accident or 
illness or some other reason to make and send in the inventory 
of the taxed property at the time required. In case such a mis- 
take arises from sickness or absence, thirty days more are given, 
and that is all, and it merely says that the collector may receive 
the list after that time. 

Is everybody who fails to Seine in his list by an accident (sup- 

se one of his family dies and he is plunged in grief or he is 

Insane, or suppose hê has sent it, has left it to some clerk to for- 
ward, or it is miscarried in the mail) to come to Congress for 
relief? Yet that is what has got to be done under this bill as it 
stands now. 

Mr. President, there is another thing which is perhaps in- 
cludedin what I saida little while ago. There is nohomestead 
or other exemption provided for, no exemption in case of mis- 
fortune. The United States is to be a Shylock, demanding its 
pound of flesh, and withoutany lawful and constitutional power 
to relinquish it. 

This proposition is a war upon honest industry, honest wages, 
frugal living, and moderate gains. It is a combination of aris- 
tocrat and Populist, of the millionaire and the tramp, which is 
forcing this policy upon us against which the honest, the sim- 
ple, frugal American spirit expresses its dissent and its loath- 
ing. You put the burden upon these men, upon the savings 
bank, upon the life policy, upon the foreman in the mill, upon 
the manwith a little saying which you will take off from whisky 
and tobacco. It is easy to get a sufiicient revenue, if that be 
what you want, though the Senator from New York has well 
demonstrated that you have plenty without it by a reasonable 
and moderate addition to the imposition upon whisky and tobacco. 
The man who earns and saves his little accumulation in the sav- 
ings bank is to pay a tax from which you are relieving the man 
who works by his side and spends his earnings in whisky and to- 
bacco orin foreign wines and French brandies. 

Mr. President, it shows how recklessly this matter has been 
framed that you have not even exempted the salaries of the 
judges of the Supreme Court; that you have not even exempted 
the retiring pensioner, or the President of the United States. 
I think Chief Justice Taney’s letter which has been laid on our 
tables will show that the bill is faulty in that particular. 

Now, I wish to make one other observation and then I shall 
have finished. It seems to be supposed by some of our friends, 
notably thə Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], that in this 
country there isa great mass of wealth accumulated in a few 
hands, whileat the same time the poor are growing poorer and 
the number of men with moderate property and moderate say- 

. ings is decreasing. That is wholly untrue. There never was 
a time, there never was a country, there never was a generation 
in which the man of siniple living, of honest industry, and of 
moderate gains has been better off or has been more completely 
the prevailing type and example of citizenship than in this 
country at this hour. 

It was said here that the census returns showed that 80 per 
cent of the property of this country was in the hands of 20 per 
cent of the ple; that is, thata fifth of the 1 own the 
property of this country. It sounds very plausible at the first 
statement, but I should like to know if that is not a sign and 
proof of a healthy condition? Take any American young man 
who starts in life at 21 and gets married at 23. A year after he 
starts, as a lawyer, or a physician, or a mechanic, to earn his liv- 
ing. Then he goes on, and by the time he has got to 33 years 
he has three or four children with his wife, and has accumu- 

, lated two or three thousand dollars and laid it up. He consti- 
tutes a fifth of that family, and yet every dollar of his property 
is in his hands. 

We have women in this country who have inherited large es- 
tates. Occasionally the husband conveys some of his earnings 
to his wife, and it is in her name, but ordinarily the earnings of 
the family vest legally in the husband, who is the head of the 
family; and it is said for every wage-earning man on an average 
there are five persons whom he supports. So the natural and 
ordinary condition of well-to-do, healthy families moderately 
well off would be that 80 per cent of the property would stand in 
the name of 20 per cent of the people. 

That statement, which has gone the rounds uncontradicted 
and unexplained for so many years, is the merest trash. In 
every family the property s in the name of itshead. The 
youth, the men who have their money still to make, though 
1 are not counted in the census of property, though 
I hold that if à census could be fairly taken which would show 
that out of every hundred pene in this country there are 
twenty having an amount of property which would meet the 


where 


want of the taxgatherer or the census taker, and if that appear- 
ance in our returns and statistics could be exhibited by statis- 
tical science, it isan assured proof of health and wealth and of 
freedom from poverty and degradation. 4 

Ihave one other observation to make, and then I shall con- 
clude. In regard to this tax upon railroads, upon gas compa- 
nies, upon water companies, upon ferry companies, and upon a 
few turnpike com es, if there are any left—there aro, of 
course, but few of the latter now left in the United States. As 
the Senator from New York well said, those companies are a 
part of the State Government; they are the instrumentalities 
through which the State exerts and exercises its greatfunction 
of providing public 2 of transportation for the people. The 
stocks, the dividends, the toll, the money paid forfreight or fare, 
are but the modes in which the State provides a salary for the 
public officer who is periorming has public function, which the 
State can not do so well by itself. 

The State has an absolute control over the amount to be 
charged in all those cases. It delegates and it regulates the ex- 
ercise of the power of eminent domain for their construction. 

I am not sure that I should go, indeed I do not know that the 
Senator from New York committed himself as golr , quite so 
far as to say that when the State commits to this class of corpora- 
tion the power or capacity or faculty of doing business, that that 
business, and its income and its profit may not be taxed by the 
National Government. 

That is a doubtful and a serious question; but whether consti- 
tutionally and in strict law we can exercise this power, the re- 
lation of these corporations to the State and to the municipal- 
ity is such, is so intimate, so constant, that it seems clear to me 
they ought to be left to the State power of taxation. As to 
street railroads, the city or town gas companies, water boards, 
or local railroads, going from place to place in the same State, 
having nothing or little to do with international commerce, the 
Legislature of the State, the hand of the State, is on them in 
their every motion. These corporations are State creatures. 

‘The politics of the State turn upon the way they shall be dealt 
with. The State will tax them, and it must tax them, and by 
coming in with the assertion of this national power simply be- 
cause there is a prejudice against this class of corporations, you 
are embarrassing the State, the town, the county. All this e 
of corporations pay now in my own State to three separate pub- 
lic demands as large a sum as inreason and in justice they ought 
to be compelled to pay for public purposes. you go beyond 
that, and puta burden upon these corporations, if you make 
them bankrupt or deprive them of what is a just, fair, and rea- 
sonable compensation, you are reps! an te public mischief. 

There is nothing so badly off in a free country as a community 
which is served by bankrupt or embarrassed railroads or street 
railways or gas companies. There is no security of compensa- 
tion for injury to the private citizen; there is no insurance in 
the solvency of the concern against danger or loss of property; 
there is no liberality or generosity or enterprise in providing 
for the convenienceof the people. You could not make a worse 
investment, you could not do a greater injury, especially to the 
new States which depend so largely upon these instrumentali- 
ties, than to cripple or embarrass the railroads. 

Let Kansas tax the railroads in Kansas to their full extent, 
and let her regulate the railroads to the full extent of her con- 
stitutional power, and let the United States Government keep 
off its hands. 

Mr. President, I have not been in the habit of speaking of 
late years in terms of strongest respect of the Democratic part, 
or of Democratic statesmanship; but there is one thing in whic! 
I had supposed the people of the United States could depend on 
the Democratic party and on the statesmanship of the South 
and West, and that was, that if there was an attempt to inter- 
fere by the central authority with the autonomy, the sover- 
eignty, and independence of the States, that party would imme- 
diately sound the m. 

For the first ten or fifteen years in which I had the honor of 
service in this Capitol there was scarcely a measure pro 
in either House in regard to which a Democratic leader did not 
rise in his place and say, Mr. President”—or “ Mr. Speaker“ 
my objection to this thing is that I think it ought to be left to 
the States.” Yet this tariff bill and this income-tax scheme is 
the most conspicuous, far-going, drastic, sweeping assertion of 
national power against the State power, State interest, and State 
functions which can be found in our legislative histéry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on g to 
the first amendment offered by the committee to section 54. 

Mr. S N. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, page 170, line 7, after the 
date 1895,“ it is proposed to insert “and until the Ist day of 
January, 1900.” 


` 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out 1900“ and insert 
“ 1897. ” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa 
IMr. ALLISON], I 1 177 8 amendment so as to read 1898.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment proposo by 
the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the com- 
mittee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment by 
striking out 1900“ and inserting “ 1898.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island to 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. IL call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. Idesire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
pompan is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 

UTLER]. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PEITIGREWI, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who is absent. If he were here I 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the negative). Iam 
paired with the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. I see 
that he has not voted, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 

red with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. As I un- 
erstand he is not present, and as I do not know how he would 
vote if present, T withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CAREY. Iam with the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. MITCHELL], and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Aldrich, Frye, McMillan Quay, 
Allison, G Morrill, j herman, 
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, Shoup, 
Cullom, Perkins, Washburn. 
Davis, Hoar, Platt, 
Dolph, ge, Power, 
NAYS—39. 
Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
Bate. rege, j McPherson, Smith, 
Blanchard, 8 Milte ? Tarpis 
orman e 

Brice, Harris, Mitchell, Oregon Vest. 
Caffery, Hunton, Morgan, Vilas, 
Call, Irby, Murphy, Voorhees, 

n, ar vis, Pasco, Walsh, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Peffer, White. 
Dubois, Kyle, Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—2%. 

Blackburn, Dixon, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
‘Butler, Gordon, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Camden, Gray, Manderson, Squire, 
Cameron, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Palmer, Wilson, 
Daniel, 1, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senators in charge of the bill 
whether we may not have an understanding that the various 
sections of the bill for the purpose of offering amendments may 
be considered as one section, so that we may subsequently go 
back io the first section of that portion of the bill relating to the 
income tax. I desire to submit some remarks on some particu- 
lar amendments to the first section of that part of the bill, 
which I do not feel like doing to-day. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that I exactly understand what the 
Senatordesires. The usual mode of proceeding is to read through 
the sections as originally reported, then to act on the amend- 
ments of the committee; and after they are acted upon, to con- 
sider such amendments as Senators may offer. 

Mr. HILL. But when a section has been once passed we can- 
not return to it. 

Mr. VEST. There is never any difficulty in regard to that. 
If the Senator wants to move an amendment, he can get leave 
of the Senate, and that can be done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. All these sectionsin relation to the 
income tax might be considered as a single proposition, it oc- 


1 me, to be read through, and then amendments be sub- 
m i 

Mr. HILL. That is what I suggest. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course where an amendment has been in- 
serted by the committee it can not be got out again. If the 
committee offers an amendmentand it is agreed to, that can not 
be su uently modified or changed. 

Mr. VEST. I do not understand that that is the point at all. 

Mr. HILL. The simple point of my suggestion is, that all 
the sections, so far as they relate to the income tax, may be con- 
sidered as one section for the purpose of offering amendments, 
so that if, after having font the first section relating to the 
income tax, to-morrow I should desire to offer an amendment in 
regard to it I may be permitted to do so. 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection to that.’ 

Mr. HARRIS. Technically the thing suggested by the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. HILL] I do not think could be done as 
in Committee of the Whole, but so far as I am concerned, and I 
imagine so far as the Senate is concerned, there will be no ob- 
jection to pursuing the course suggested by the Senator, if he 

esires. 

In reply to the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa Mr. 
ALLISON] that an amendment agreed to as in Committee of the 
Whole can not be modified or changed by amendment after it 
has been decided in Committee of the Whole, I will say it would 
be amendable in the Senate, but if an amendment offered in the 
Senate is to be modified, it must be done while that amendment 
is under consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

r. ALLISON. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, line 7, after the date 1895,” 
it is proposed to amend by inserting and until the Ist day of 
She lara f 1900.” ; 

beg ICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment of the com- 
mittee to the section will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, after the word ‘‘be,” it is pro- 
posed to insert the word ‘‘assessed;” so as to read: 

There shall be assessed, levied, collected, and paid annually upon the 
gains, profits, and income, etc. 

Mr. KYLE. I desire to offer an amendment to section 54. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator will wait until we get through 
with the committee amendments. 

Mr. KYLE, I will withhold the amendment for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment which has been read. 

The amendment was 1069555 to. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment reported by 
the committee to section 54 will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘income,” at the end of 
line 10, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘of every person residing 
in the United States, or any citizen of the United States resid- 
ing abroad, derived in each preceding calendar year,” and in- 
sert“ received in the preceding calendar year by every citizen 
of the United States, and every person residing therein.” 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
biil whether it is pis purpose to have a citizen of the United 
States dwelling ab pay a tax on all his income as he would 
if he dwelt at home, wherever the property may be located; or 
whether it is his purpose only to have that citizen pay the tax 
on so much of his income as comes from investments in this 
country? 

Mr. VEST. He pays upon his income in this country exactly 
as if he had remained here. 85 

Mr. HOAR. But if he had remained here!he would pay tax 
upon the income derived from property abroad. 

Mr. VEST. We have nothing todo with property abroad. It 
is his income in the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. I think we have. The Senator’s answer indi- 
cates that he did not comprehend my question, or else I am 
afraid I didnotcomprehend his answer, because his answer would 
imply that he does not comprehend what he is doing, which is 
not to be supposed for a moment. 

I understand the bill as it came from the House of Represent- 
atives made every person dwellinginthe United States, whether 
a citizen or not, pay an income tax, Then it added to that the 
incomes of citizens residing abroad. So, if an American citizen 
went abroad and carried the protection of his country, of his 
citizenship with him, he did not escape its burdens. ere are 
a great many people, I am sorry to say, who go abroad for that 
very purposé, and some of them went abroad during the late 
war. They lived in luxury, at the same time at less cost, in a 
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foreign capital; they had none of the voluntary obligations which 
rest upon citizens, of charity, or contributions, or supporting 
churches, or anything of that sort, and they escaped taxation. 
That class of persons, in my judgment, ought to pay taxes on 
all their property at home or abroad, wherever it may be. If 
they remain American citizens I think the Senator from Mis- 


souri and the whole Senate will agree we have something to do 
with their property abroad. If that Senator has invested in a 
Mexican . or a South American or Cuban mine or in the 
English funds, he has to report it and pay a tax upon his invest- 
ment, and he ought to. 

If a citizen goes abroad under the circumstances I have stated, 
he ought to do that exact thing. He is the one human being we 
ought to tax. If there is any good in an income tax that would 
be the good thing if it did that. The bill as it came from the 
House provided for that. Itsaid: 

There l be levied, collected, and paid annually upon the gains, profits, 
and income of every on residing in the United States, or any citizen of 
the United States residing abroad, 

That language made it clear. The committee have struck out 
that language. It is true, in the language printed here in 
italics, they say “received in the preceding calendar year by 
every citizen of the United States,” etc., which would seem, ifit 
iter | alone, toaccomplish the same heya Butthey goon later 
to provide that the tax upon persons residing out of the United 
States shall be only on “ property owned and of every business, 
trade, or profession carried on in the United States,” and they 
have struck out the words “and not citizens thereof.” So, tak- 
ing italtogether, it would seem to be very clear that they meant 
to exempt the American if dwelling abroad. 

Mr. ALLISON. I take it that these clauses taken together 
meant, first, to provide for citizens of the United States, and, 
secondly, to provide for persons not citizens, who were engaged 
in any business, trade, or occupation in the United States. 
Therefore the words and not citizens thereof,” should be 
stricken out. If that be done, then it is practically the same 

rovision as contained in the bill as it came from the House of 
Re resentatives. 

r. HOAR. No; because they have made a comprehensive 
expression as to persons residing without the United States; it 
leaves it exceedingly doubtful. The language is: 

A tax of 2 per cent on * è all peo rty ownedand of every business, 
trade, or profession carried on in the United States by persons residing 
without the United States. 

Now, that would seem to be a provision which the committee 
make for persons residing out of the United States, whether 
they arecitizens or not. It is only what they have in the United 
States that is to be touched. That is proper as to foreigners. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the committee say in substitution, if I 
understand the clause, “inthe preceding calendar year by every 
citizen of the United States, and every person residing there- 
in.” Now, a citizen of the United States is a citizen, although 
residing abroad. Therefore I think they intended to cover that 
idea. 

Mr. HOAR. I presume they may have intended to cover it, 
but I do not think they do. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest that the matter be corrected by in- 


serting the word“ by“ after the word and“ and before the 
word “every,” in the eighth line of the new print. That will 
make it clear. 


Mr. HOAR. Suppose you put in after the words United 
States” in italics the words ‘‘whether residing at home or 
abroad.” That makes it absolutely certain. I move to amend 
the amendment by inserting after the words United States” 
the words I suggest. 

Mr, GRAY. hat print does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts read from? I am a little bit confused. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam reading from the print ordered yesterday. 

Mr. GRAY. There are two pina 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 14, after the words United States,” 
insert the words whether residing at home or abroad.” 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt about it. That is what it 
means and it can not mean anything else. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I can satisfy the Senator that it is ver 
doubtfui. You have first struck out what made it clear in bot 
places, and then you have one provision that is said to be appli- 
cable to persons residing without the United States, and you do 
not distinguish between citizens and foreigners, so that under 
this clause here all persons residing without the United States 
come under one provision. 

Mr. VEST. the provision came from the other House it 
had two classes. It said “every peraan residing in the United 

y who resides here. Then 
nited States residing abroad,” 


States.” That would coverever 
it said, ‘‘or any citizen of the 


Now, the Finance Committee simply propose to insert in lieu of 
that provision: 
8 in the preceding calendar year by every citizen of the United 


That covers every citizen, whether in this country or abroad. 

Mr. HOAR. It would, if you took it alone. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. The first classification is every citi- 
zen of the United States.” No man divests himself of his citi- 
zenship by going abroad. Then it says, and every person re- 


siding therein;” that is, in the United States, and t takes in 
everybody. 
Mr. GRAY. If he shall be a citizen. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


-amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 


HoAR] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. < 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. Irosea moment ago to say that I wish to reserve 
the right to move toamend scction 54, in line 8 of the new print, 
when the bill comes into the Senate. 

The next amendment ot the Committee on Finance was in sec- 
tion 54, line 15, after the word whether,“ to insert said gains, 
profits, or income be;” so as to read: 

Whether said gains, profits, or income be derived from any kind of prop- 
erty, rents, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
section 54, line 18, after the word elsewhere,“ to insert or 
from any other source whatever;” so as to read: 

Whether said ofits, or ‘ived from kind 
erty, rents, dated divitends vies 8 ei en: any 5 
employment, or vocation carried on in the United States or elsewhere, or 
from any other source whatever. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment of the com- 
mittee to the section will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 22, after the word“ property,” in- 
sert owned.” 

Mr. PEFFER. The amendment which I gave notice I would 
propose comes in in line 19. I ask leave to offer it now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “tax,” in line 19, section 
54, insert: 

On each and all suchincomes eee the tax shall be 1 per cent ot 
the excess; and all incomes exceeding 810,000 shall pay an additional tax of 
1 per cent of the excess; all incomes exceeding 825, SRAUDA an additional 
tax of 1 per cent of the excess; all incomes ex R shall ey an 
additional tax of 1 per cent of the excess, and all incomes exceeding $100,000 
shall pay an additional tax of 1 per cent of the excess. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Kansas just state in 
figures what the tax will be upon the different incomes? 

r. PEFFER. I will explain the amendment. The object is 
to allow what we Populists call a graduated income tax; that is 
to say, beginning with an exemption of $1,000, to levy a tax of 
1 per cent upon the excess above and beyond $1,000, no matter 
to what extent. 

i Mr. PLATT. Between one thousand and ten thousand dol- 
ars! 

Mr. PEFFER. Oh, no; from $1,000 to the end of the income, 
no matter how argo itis. After the income reaches the extent 
of $10,000, then add 1per cent on the excess above $10,000 to the 
end of that income, no matter how far it goes. 

Mr. CULLOM. That makes it 2 per cent? 

Mr. PEFFER. That will be 2 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. On incomes above $10,000? 

Mr. PEFFER. Above 810,000. It is 1 per gent clear wroh; 
and after we reach $10,000 then an additional 1 per cent, so that 
beyond $10,000 it will be 2 per cent. Then when we reach an 
income of $25,000 we propose to add another 1 per cent on the 
excess above $25,000, going to the limit of that income, which 
would be 3 percent. When we reach $50,000 we propose to add 
1 per cent on the excess beyond that sum, That would be 4 per 
cent on $50,000. After e $100,000 we propose to add 1 
per cent additional. That would make 5 per cent upon the ex- 
cess. So it will range from 1 per cent to ane cent, grading itat 
$1,000, $10,000, $25,000, $50,000, and $100,000. : 

While Senators smile at the idea, it is based upon exact 1 
tice. Ihave no doubt that the Senator from New York | š 
HILL] who addressed us this morning, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] who addressed us a few minutes ago, 
will agree with me upon the starting point, at least, that we 
ought to begin at $1,000 instead of $4,000, 

1. Present, those of us who favor the graduated system of 
taxation believe that persons ought to pay for the support of 
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the Government in proportion fo their means, that the poor 
man whose net income does not exceed $1,000 ought not to pay 
as much in proportion to his income as ther mian whose income 
exceeds $100,000 should pay, for the power and the influence of 
a man whose ‘income is $100,000 is a thousand fold greater than 
that of the man whose income is $1,000. In the range of human 
life everywhere, the poorer a man is, as a general rule, the 
more obscure he is, the less his influence in polities, in religion, 
in social affairs; and the larger his income, the wider the range 
of his influence and the greater his power. i 

One of the great complaints being made among the people 
now who are taking part in this revolution which is in progress, 
is that by reason of the concentration of wealth among the peo- 


ple of the great cities of the country their power has increased : 


to such an enormous extent as to become a menace and a con- 
tinuing danger to the perpetuity of republican institutions, and 
of course, as a corollary, to the liberties of the people. We 
argue that in proportion te a man's ability- ought he to respond 
tothe demands of the Government: -I know Senators take 
some delight in insisting that the r man ought to feel that 
be is bearing some of the burdens of government. 

Oh, Mr. President, every poor man feels that he is doing so, 
and now you propose to tax him an additional 2 centsa pound 
upon the sugar which he uses in his family. This reform Con- 
gress is proposing to levy a tax of 50 per cent upon this poor 
man’s clothing, a tax of 50 per cent upon women’s and children’s 
dress goods. So I suppose we shall not hear any more from the 
platform or in the press of the Democratic party that the poor 
man is being robbed by a set of barons who are located in the 
Eastern 1 pec? of this country. The other side themselves are 
doing this thing. 

The Senator from New York this morning went a little out of 
his way, and he 5 does that unless there is something 


to be ed by it, to insist that the income tax is a species of 
Soc and Populism, incorporated into the impending bill 
for the p of securing votes. The Senator did not say, and 


he did not mean to say, that it was for the purpose of securing 
Populist votes, because he is right when he says it is a Populist 
measure, It is the offspring of the Populist party. We are the 
father of it, although it is not what would please us, because 
what I have given you now in my amendment is our ideal of an 
income tax. 

Personally I do not believe that an income tax is the best way 
to raise revenue for the National Government. LIthinkit would 
be much better to have a graduated land tax, that is to say, a 
= levied upon large landed estates, and in proportion to their 


ue. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. _ 

Mr. HILL. Perhaps if the Senator will give the majority 
upon this side a little further time for refiection they may con- 
clude to indorse that. I should not be surprised. 

Mr. PEFFER. [should be very glad to give them five years, 
so that when the twentieth century shall comeinwe ee have 
an improved system of taxation. 

The income tax is spoken of as a idea of Populism and Social- 
ism, as if the Senator would cast reproach upon Socialists and 
Populists. I do not know what a Socialist is. I do not know 
how the Senator from New York himself would define Socialism. 
I doubt very much whether he would be willing tostand up in the 
presence of the Senate and the country and undertake to define 
what he understands to be meant by Socialism.) He understands 
what is meant by 8 no doubt. It means an income tax. 
But it means a good deal more than that, and if there is to be any 
sort of dishonor attached to it or to anything that the Populists 
present, either in their platform or in their speeches, I am willing 
to shoulder it. I am to stand before the Senate and the 
country and say that I am proud of being a Populist. 

If there is any great organization of men in the country of 
whom I think less than I do of the Republican party, it is the 
Democratic party. We are unde to do what the Demo- 
crats have pro to do and have failed to do and utterly re- 
fuse to do. We have undertaken to reform the processes of 
government. We have undertaken to restore the Government 
to the people for whom it was founded and to whomitrightfully 
belongs. © propose to equalize taxation as far as it is possi- 
ble to do so, and we propose to make the wealth of the country 
bear its just and fair proportion of the taxes of the country. 

It was said by the Senator from New York, and repeated by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, that an income tax would bear 

ly upon the people of a particular section of the country. 
Why it bear hardly upon them? Because they have more 
of the wealth of the country than the rest of the ə. I called 
attention a few days ago to the fact that the little State of Mas- 
sachusetts alone, with only 8,000 square miles, one-tenth part as 


large as the State of Kansas, saved more wealth in ten years 
than ning of-the great agricultural States of the country. 

The Sénator from New York to-day, referring to the savings 
banks, took occasion to note that there were but two savings 
banks in the Southern States. Why is it that there are no say- 
ings banks there? Why is it that those people are not saving 
anything? Youask us to bear the burdens of taxation with you 
when you are receiving the protection of the Army and the 
Navy, and your coffers are being filled year by year and day by 
day with the labor and the profit of the people of other parts of 
the country. 

asl pas Will the Senator from Kansas allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. PEFFER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HILL. I did not say there are no savings banks in the 
Southern States. There are only two mutual savings banks. 
There are a large number of savings banks in the South and 
West, but they are conducted upon a different principle from 
those in the East. N 

Mr. PEFFER. The point to be made is that because wealth 
is accumulated in New York, and not because those men are 
more industrious than we are, not because they are wiser or bet- 
ter than we are, but because they trade, because they buy and 
sell, because they deal in usury, because they reap in what they 
never earn, because they take in and live off what other men 
earn, they shall be exempt from taxation, and that we who are 
hewing wood and carrying water shall continue to bear the bur- 
dens of the Government. 

The time has come when we propose to stop that kind of 
work. Weare going to make you men of the East bear your 
burden of taxation. e are going to do it by the ballot. We 
are going to do it by a change of public officers, a change oi 
administration, a change of laws. e are going to do it peace- 
fully and in accordance with the law, but we are going to_do it. 
It is an outrage. I do not know how else to characterize it. 
Men will stand here hour after hour and defend the wealth of 
the Eastern portion of this country, wealth which has been ac- 
cumulated by the fostering care of the Government and by 
reaping from the other portions of the country what those men 
have never earned. 

The rate of interest which has been charged to all the people 
of the West and the South during the last ten years averages 
atleast 8 per cent a year upon the face of the paper, and that 
does not include the commissions nor any of the little incidental 
expenses, which amount to over 2 per cent more. We are pay- 
ing at least 10 per cent annually for interest. 

Mr. G GER. Does the Senator from Kansas know how 
much has been lost through loans in the West? 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not know how much has been lost, but I 
know there has not been half so much lost as that we have been 
charged more than we ought to have been charged. It is not 
my business to watch after their interest. The fact that we are 
being drained; that the flow goes constantly into the coffers of 
those people, and that they are amassing fabulous wealth is 
enough for the purposes of my argument. Our people object to 
this sort of thing because it bears too hardly upon us. 

Now, there are some men in my State whose incomes amount 
to more than $4,000. Poor as we are out in the West, there are 
many men whose incomés will go over 84, 000. If you will come 
down to the beginning point which I suggest, $1,000, you will 
find a large number of such incomes there. . 

I see only one objeétion to the income tax, and it has appealed 
to me very strongly, especially from the remarksof the two Sen- 
ators who have entertained us so eloquently to-day, the Senator 
from New York and the Senator from Massachusetts. That ob- 
jection is, that the morals of their people are in danger. We 
are told here upon the floor of the Senate that men in New York 
and in Massachusetts will lie out of the tax. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know what the Senator from New York 
may have said, but I have said nothing that comes within a 
thousand miles of such a statement, and nothing which justifies 
it. It is absolutely without foundation or excuse. Does the 
Senator from Kansas think I said it? 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Massachusetts uses lan- 
guage well, and hecan conceal his thoughts as well as any other 
man. The Senator spoke of human nature being very much the 
same in Massachusetts as it is in other parts of the world, and I 
know there is a great deal of human nature in Massachusetts. 
We are told, not in so many words—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kansas pardon me for a 
moment? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly; for two moments. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator now quotes correctly a part of what 
Isaid. What I said was that no man likes to have his private 
business pried into or exposed to the public or his competitors 
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or business rivals; that that is the universal feeling of men every- 
where. I said nothing in re; to any of falsehood or 
fraud; I did not allude to that point. I spoke simply of the 
ordinary dislike of a man having his business methods exposed 
to his rivals, and that was all. 

Mr. PEFFER. I may possibly have stated ita little stronger 
than the Senator himself did, but I knew I was 3 the 
meaning accurately. The Senator means to say that the wealthy 

ople of the country will not submit to the collection of the 


come tax; that they will evade it one way or another; and 


then by 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— ` 

Mr. PEFFER. Wait a moment. And then by way of getting 
ready to do it and making the approach easy, the Senator says 
that the private business of individuals may properly be kept 
from the gaze of public officers. He proposes in advance toshield 
them if they do lie a little about it. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought when I rose that the Senator fro 
Kansas did not desire to deliberately misstate what I said, an 
I thought, therefore, that it would worth while to attempt 
tocorrect him. Ido not continue of that opinion. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator from Massachusetts will say 
in this presence that he believes the people of Massachusetts 
will come up faithfully in accordance with the provisions of this 
law if it is enacted, and honestly return every cent they ought 
to return, and ss hla cent they ought to pay, I will take back 
every word I s 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt that they will do so. When 
the income tax was enforced before, the people of New England 
paia it thoroughly and cheerfully. Thére may have been in- 

ividual instances of perjury, as there are individual instances 
of burglary and theft. But they are a ə as honest as an 
who live, and I am quite willing to subject them to a compari- 
son with the people of Kansas, whether the example be taken 
from the persons whom Kansas sends to this or the other House, 
or in any way in which it can be got at. 

Mr. PEFFER. We are ready, Mr. President; Kansas is 
always ready. If we have ever shrunk from comparison with 
any other portion of the world, it was when we were asleep, and 
we are not often asleep. 

But, Mr. President, I simply make the one point. We be- 
lieve that the wealth of the country ought to pay its just pro- 
re of the taxes, and if the wealthy are not willing to do it 

accordance with the law then there ought to be some means 
devised to compel them to do it. To undertake to shield men 
from this burden because they are wealthy to my mind is un- 
manly. For the man of wealth to stand up in the face of the 
poor, of the 89 per cent the Senator from New York talks about 
who own no property, while the 20 pr cent own the wealth, for 
the man of wealth to stand up in the face of the great mass of 
working people of the country and say to them, I am worth a 
hundred times as much as you, I ought not to pay any more 
taxes than you,” I say is unmanly, and it comes from a disposi- 
tion to aggrandize and concentrate wealth, and to gather means 
at the expense of the labor of other men. 

Mr. President, I have said several times in this presence that 
no man ever earned a million dollars a year, and I will say no 
man ever earned a million dollars in a lifetime. Whenever men 
begin to grow rich rapidly they are doing it because they are 
using the wealth other men create. Thissounds harsh, it sounds 
wild, and it sounds visionary. Take the most prosperous mer- 
chant in the country, to use him as an illustration, and see how 
1 he can earn every year. He earns $10,000 every year. 
No, he does not; he makes that much; he saves that much; he 
gans that much; but he gains it off of the profits overand above 

ose which are fair and just between man and man. That is 
ied his gains come from. The man himself did not earn 

Now, I say that no man can honestly claim that which he has 
not carned, and if he does no more n that, riches will come 
to him slowly. 

The only object we have in view in presenting this amend- 
ment is to rake in where there is something to rake in, not to 

w out the drag net where there is nothing to catch, but to 
o where there is something to catch. The West and the South 
ve made your people rich. Wehaveopenedyour harbors. We 
have opened your rivers. We have given you a flood tide of 
commerce backward and forward through your great cities 
now because you are well to do, because you have amasse 
bulous fortunes and have immense wealth in store, you claim 
exemption from taxation, and we are treated asif we were inso- 
lent and impertinent when we ask that they bear their proper 


5 
ES is is all, Mr. President, that I caro to say at the present 
0. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, before the Senator from Kan- 
Sas takes his seat I desire to ask him a question in relation to 


the graduated income amendment which he pro to offer 
and which I understand is in the interest of the p people of 
the country in moderate circumstances. 

San Francisco alone, in the State which I have the honor 


in part to represent, we have one hundred and twenty-odd thou- 
sand depositors in the savings banks. Some of those banks have 
as much as $30,000,000, We will suppose that in one of those 
savings banks there are $25,000,000. Four per cent upon $25,- 
000,000 is $100,000. Under this proposed amendment, if I under- 
stand it correctly, the bank would be compelled to pay 5 percent 
upon that income. ‘ 

The question which occurs to me is how are these wage-earn- 
ers, these mechanics, these poor servant girls who have from 
week to week and month to month made their deposits in the 
bank as a profitable investment, to pay thio income tax of 5 per 
cent, and is it not discriminating against the very class of peo- 
ple whom my friend wants to benefit? 

Mr. PEFFER. In the first place, the object of the -amend- 
ment is not specially to benefit any class of people, but it is to 
procure revenue for the Government from sources that are amply ~- 
able to supply it. 

In the second 8 the other part of the Senator's 
question, if the Senator will examine the bill further along he 
will find that the details classifying the different grades of in- 
comes and for the purpose of exempting the classes of sa 8 
and investments to which he refers and others are quite amply. 
prey e and we will come to those provisions as we go along 
with the bill. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho question is on theamendment 
et age by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

„H . Mr. President, I congratulate the majority of the 
Senate spon its new leadership. The Senator from Kansas has 
taken pains to inform the Senate and the country that the in- 
come-tax provision which we are discussing now is a doctrine 
which belongs peculiarly and almost exclusively to his A 
There are some upon this side of the Chamber who, until that 
statement was made, labored under the delusion that in some 
form or other this is a Democratic doctrine. TheSenator from 
Kansas insists that the majority must not take the wind out of the 
sails of the Populist party by adopting the doctrine. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas is rig! t. This is one of the first principles 
ever enunciated by the Populist y. They have adhe 
that principle in season and out of season for a number of years, 
They have been constant in its advocacy, and I suppose they are 
now about to witness the triumph of that principle in the Sen- 
ate of the United States. 

Mr. President, in what I said inexplaining my 3 to-day 
I intended to cast no improper reflection upon the Populists or 
Socialists as citizens of our country. The Senator says that I 
have not defined what constitutes a Socialist or a Populist. 
There are differences of opinion in the public mind as to what 
the Socialists believe in. If 1 understand it correctly, they be- 
lieve in a paternal government; they believe in the redistribu- 
tion of 1 they believe 

Mr. EN. Mr. President 

Mr. HILL. Iam speaking of the Socialists now, not the Pop- 


ulists. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator a question at 
this point. I understood him to say that the Populist party be- 
lieves in a redistribution of property. 

Mr. HILL. I said I was speaking of the Socialist party. I 
shall come to the Populist party in a few moments. 

5 ALLEN. Isimply wish to say to the Senator from New 
ork—— 

Mr. HILL. The Senator need notreply toasuggestion Ihave 
not made. í 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope he will treat it with all candor. There 
isno more alliance between the Socialist organization of the 
United States and the Populist party than there is between the 
Democratic party or the Republican party and the Socialist 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senater oblige the Senate and myself 
by giving us his idea of what the Socialist party believe in: 

Mr. ALLEN. I can only state in a general way that I under- 
stand they believe ina community of interests. I know nothing 
about the ramifications of their doctrine. I hope the Senator 
from New York will be candid—I believe him to be a candid 
man —and frankly state to the country, if he has not known until 
this time that the Populist party is a distinct o ization, with 
not the slightest connection with socialism as it is commonly 
understood, and that Populism simply means that this Govern- 
ment is a government of the people and shall be administered 
by the people of this country in their interest. 
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Mr. HILL. The Senator's illustration of what the Populist 
party believe in is a pretty general statement. I suppose all 
good citizens might indorse that portion of the doctrine. 

Mr. ALLEN. I may say to the Senator from New York that 
I do not live among Socialists. There is not a Socialist in the 
State of Nebraska that I know of, and there never was. Hailing 
from the State of New York, where Socialism reigns to a con- 
siderable extent, the Senator from New York ought to be some- 
what familiar with it. I know nothing about it myself except 
in a general len 

Mr. HILL. The Senator has not given us a very clear idea of 
what the Populist party believe in. I know something about the 
Socialists. 1 started to say that they believe in a paternal gov- 
ernment. They believe in the limitation of the property which 
men may acquire. They believe in the regulation of wages. 
They believe in a redistribution of property. They believe in 
sharing property alike,as one family. They are like the Popu- 
list party in the fact that they both believe in an income tax. 
I do not aw that I can tell the precise difference. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to say, if the Senator will permit me, 
thatif the Socialists believe in an income tax, in that respect 
they agree with the Populist party, and that is the only partic- 
ular in which there is any similitude between the two organiza- 
tions. 

Mr. HILL. Are you entirely sure of that? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Do not the Populist pay believe in the govern- 
mental control and management and ownership of the railroads 
the tel hs, the banks, and other institutions of the country? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; not in that sense. 

Mr. HILL. In what sense, then? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Populist party does believe in the gradual 
reduction of the railroads and telegraphs of this country to Gov- 
ernment ownership in the interest of the Government 

“Mr. HILL. No matter in whose interest. 

Mr. ALLEN. But it does not believe—and the Senator over- 
steps himself when he says so, no Populist on the face of the 
earth ever said it—that the Government should own the banks 


Mr. HILL. Weare mung out a good deal about it. 

Mr. ALLEN. You will fin 

Mr. HILL. Do I understand that the Senator believes, like 
the Socialists in that respect, that the Government should con- 
trol and manage and own the telegraphs of the country and the 
railroads of the country? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave said to the Senator from New York—— 

Mr. HILT. Can not the Senator answer the question directly? 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will be candid enough to 
accept my statement. Idonot know what the Socialists believe. 

Mr. HILL. I have informed you to some extent. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know you have informed me, but if you have 
informed me ascorrectly what the Socialists believeas you have 
what the Populists believe, then I am betrayed into believing 
that you know nothing about either one of them. 

Mr. HILL. I think I have described both nearly accurately. 
I have shown that in a general way both believe in paternal 
government. I have shown in a general way that both propose 
to control some of the most important institutions of the coun- 
try. I have shown that both agree in an income tax. You ma 
differ in some small details, and undoubtedly you do. So do 
peaa I might define the difference in this way: The Popu- 

t party is the Socialist party. The Socialist party is the Popu- 
list party, only a little more so. Once a man was asked to de- 
fine the difference between rheumatism and gout, and he said 
The gout is the rheumatism, only a little more so.” And so I 
gay the Socialist party is the Populist party, only a little more 
so. They are simply in advance of your propositions, just as 
undoubtedly this income-tax principle is ahead of the views of 
some of the ple. . 

I have no doubt that very soon we shall have some Democrats 
advocating these ei pes Where you once make afalse step 
it is not easy to stop. 1 saw in the other House the other day, 
ten or twelve Democratic Representives, elected by Democratic 
votes, stand up in that House and seemed to be proud of the 
fact that they are advocates of the Henry George single-tax 
theory, and the next thing we shall hear will be that doctrine 
crowded down our throats upon some sort of an appropria- 
tion bill or tariff bill. They are simply a little ahead of us. 
We are coming up to them rather slowly on some principles of 


tariff. ; 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New York allow me 


ask a question? = 
Mr. L. Yes. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does he not understand that the income tax 
is supported by the Socialist party, by the Populist party, and 
by the Democratic party with afew honorable exceptions, ee os 
asa means for the redistribution of wealth? I have heard no 
other argument advanced on the part of any advocate of this 
scheme except that it is in part a proper redistribution of the 
wealth of the country. ? 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator— 

Mr. VEST. Did not the party of the Senator from Rhode 
Island originate it in this country? Did you not propose the 
first income-tax law? 5 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from New York will yield to 
me, I should like to challenge the statement of the Senatorfrom 
Rhode Island. I never heard that statement made by either 
party as to the income tax—never. = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York has 
the floor. d 

Mr. HILL. I had. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Vork permit me a 
question, or a 3 

Mr. HILL. es; a single question. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is a suggestion. I wish to suggest to the 
Senator from Rhode Island that both the Republican and Demo- 
cratic parties have committed themselves to an income tax. The 
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], whom I do not see in 
his seat at this time, in a speech delivered in this Chamber a 
few years ago, defended it as the most be a 55 and just tax 
that was ever laid by the Government. It has been defended by 
the Supreme Court of the United States as a just and equitable 
tax. So both the Republican and Democratic parties have been 
guilty of this—— 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator from Nebraska wants to make a 
speech he will have ample opportunity when I get through. If 
he wants to ask a question I am always glad to hear him, and 
will answer as best I can. 

Mr. President, as there seem to be no advocates of an income 
tax upon this side of the Chamber who are willing to defend it, 
of course it is proper 

Mr. COCKREL It does not need any defense. 

Mr. HILL. It is proper, of course, that the Senator from Kan- 
sas should assume the advocacy of it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly the Senator from New York 
does not want to make a statement of that kind. I fairly and 
squarely and openly defended the income tax when this debate 
was opened. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And nineteen out of every twenty Demo- 
crats are in favor of it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator does not mean to say that 
nobody on this side of the Chamber is ready to defend the tax? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will understand, I suppose, that I 
was referring to the debate to-day. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, well, Idid not so understand. 

Mr. HILL. Iwill say to the Senator from Indiana that he 
did, in his tirst speech made in defense of this bill, advocate the 
income tax. I will go further, and state that I have looked up 
the Senator's record, and Vias years ago he advocated an income 
tax in a speech in the other House. Iwill say, however, that 
the income tax was dropped substantially by the common con- 
sent of nearly all of both parties. 

The Senator from Kansas has referred to the fact (I do not 
know what relevancy it has to this discussion) that the people 
in Massachusetts are richer than the poopie of Kansas. Sir, 
Massachusetts is an old settled country. It would be strange, 
indeed, if in the short time Kansas has been in the Union, Kan- 
sas should have acquired the wealth existing in the State of 
Massachusetts. I do not understand from his remarks that he 
intends to say that Massachusetts people have acquired their 
wealth except under the Jaws of the land, honestly and fairly. 
He does not make any such charge. 

The Senator also speaks of the high rate of interest the citi- 
zensof Kansas are compelled to pay for money. Whofixes that 
rate of interest? Is not that rate of interest fixed by your State 
government; or, if it is not fixed by your State government, has 
not your State government the right to fix the rate of interest, 
and fix it at any rate it pleases. If the people of Kansas are 
obliged to pay 10 per cent for money they can regulate it by the 
laws of their own State. 

The Senator says that the West and South have made the 
East. He says, ‘‘ We have opened up your harbors.” Our har- 
bors were opened up before your part of the country was ina 


state of civilization. 

Sir, I am not here to cast any reflection upon any portion of _ 
our country. Iam simply here to suggest that our interests are 
in common. 

A man said to me the other day; I do not know that I blame 
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you, Senator, for a the income tax. Of course it taxes 
the great State of New York; you will probably have to pay at 
least a third of the entire taxes of the country; but it is not 
speciallyaimed at New York, That is amerecircumstance. It 
is aimed at the wealth of the country, and you happen to have 
the wealth of the country.” The suggestion which I made, and 
suggest now, is that then we might prepare a bill here for the 
purpose of taxing the prairies of the West and the plantations 
of ‘the South; the tax would not be aimed at the West and 
South; it would tax you simply because of the fact that you have 
allthe prairies and all the plantations. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator knows that would be regarded as 
direct taxation and we could not levy such a tax except in pro- 
portion to population. We would get it then. 

Mr. HILE. I am not so certain what this Government can do 
in the light of legislation which is now taking place. Iam not 
so certain that some one will not come in here from Kansas or 
somewhere else and claim that it is: constitutional. I think it 
would be just as constitutional, just as proper as this income 


I have hoped that with the Supreme Court asnow constituted 
this income tax will be declared unconstitutional. Ihave never 
talked with a lawyer or the bench of a court who has not stated 
that he believes this is a direct tax, and therefore unconstitu- 
tional. 

I am not talking in the face of the former decision, but when 
you speak of the decision made by the Supreme Court and say 
that it was a proper decision and really comprehends the whole 
situation of the time, I have only to refer you to the numerous 
other decisions made in those war times, at least when we Demo- 
crats did not believe in the propriety of the decisions. Sir, the 
times are changing; the courts are changing, and I believe that 
this tax will be declared unconstitutional. At least I hope so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 desire to say that [hold in my hand the 102dof 
the United States Supreme Court Reports, the case of Springer vs. 
The United States, page 586, which cites the previous cases upon 
the subject of direct taxation; and I wish to say to the Senator 
from New York that I believe 

Mr. HILL. Lam entirely aware of that decision, and referred 
to it in my previous address. The Senator can {give me no in- 
formation on that subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ican give you some information you have not 
given the Senate, and that is, that for eee years the Su- 
preme Court of the United States have held that nothing is a di- 
rect tax under the Constitution of the United States except a 
capitation tax and a tax upon land; and they have held that this 
wasa 5 tax. z 

Mr. HILL. They have never held that doctrine, except in 
that Springer case. 

Mr. ALLEN. They held it in—— 

Mr. HILL. They referred, of course, to other decisions from 
which they were disposed to make that decision. 

Mr. ALLEN. They held—— 

Mr. HILL. Wait a moment; I can not 5 8 5 to the Senator. 
You can make a speech afterwards, I yield if you desire to ask 
me a particular question, but I must object to the Senator, every 
time I take the floor, seeking to inject a speech into my remarks. 
I decline to yield. š 

Mr. A N. I want to say that that was held in the Hilton 
case nearly seventy-five years ago. 

Mr. HILL. They have not decided that particular question. 

Now, Mr. President, we stand confronted with the fact that 
this is a tax advocated by both the Populist and the Socialist 
parties. Thatis conceded. It was suggested here in the dis- 
cussion which was going on that both parties were responsible 
for an income tax in its original enactment. Sir, it was enacted 
during the war. It was enacted by both parties. It was en- 
acted as a war tax, defended as a war tax, defended because it 
was necessary, and, like all war taxes, it did not proceed upon 
any principle; it proceeded upon the ground of absolute neces- 
sity. And yet we are told now that both parties must be re- 
garded as having been committed as to its propriety. It was 
repealed by both parties and enacted by both parties. There is 
no reason for its enactment now. 

The Senator from Indiana interrupted me to say that this in- 
come tax had advocates upon this side of the Chamber. That 
is true, and the last man who advocated it was the Senator him- 
self, who showed conclusively that the tax is not necessary for 
the revenues of the Government. According to his own figures 
such a tax need not be imposed. 

Mr. President, this discussion started upon the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas. In so far as that amendment pro- 
poses to make the exemption $1,000 instead of $4,000 I agree 
with him. If we are to have an income tax, let it be a consist- 


ent one. Letit be based upon principle. Let it be something 
that we can defend. Let us have some precedent for it in some 
country somewhere on the face of the globe. 

Where is your precedent for this? Has anybody cited it? 
Where can it be found? If you are adopting English customs 
and lish laws, then take English exemptions. It has been 
shown here in the debate that $750 is the only exemption al- 
lowed in England. Here the exemption is $4,000. Why was it 

laced at this large amount? Has anybody explained? The 

nator from Indiana did not explain in his speech. J 

So far as a graduated income tax is concerned, the Senator 
from Kansas is consistentin it. It is approved in the Populist 
1 He is right in advocating it here. I do not believe 

it. I believe that if incomes are to be taxed, substantially 
all the incomes should be taxed. 

I believe that the exemption should be a small amount cor- 
responding with exemptions as to similar matters. The prop- 
erty of a man is liable to execution, but a small amount, of 
course, is exempted for the benefitof himself and family, though 
never a large amount; homestead exemptions are simply for a 
small amount. The whole theory of exemptions is t they 
are matters of charity and governmental favor. To talk about 
exemptions below $4,000 is ridiculous and absurd, and it brings 
the party into public contempt that enacts it. 

Ican not vote for the full proposition of the Senator from 
Kansas. A separate amendment unquestionably will be offered 
for $1,000; and I shall vote for that, though not because I favor 
an income tax at all. Then I think it will be proper to offer an- 
other one for $2,000 and another one for $3,000. t us line up 
on this question. DoSenators know whofirststarted this propo- 
sition of $4,000? Does it meet your n I do not believe 
it. Do you think you can defend it? I do not believe Senators 
around me think they can. 

I explained in my remarks made in April last just how much 
property $4,000 of income would represent. I do not care to 
Oe te what I then said upon that question. Four thousand 
dollars’ exemption is notfor the benefit of the poor man, because 
a man who has $4,000 income derived from an investment in prop- 
erty is a man fairly well off. 

he point to which I desire also to call attention (and I might 
as well speak of that now as any other time) is the tax of 2 per 
cent. I desire to move an amendment at the proper time reduc- 
ing that rate to 1 per cent. 

call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the distin- 
guished Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report (in which 
not this tax was recommended, but cpa a limited and re- 
stricted tax upon corporations) recommended a tax of 1 per cent. - 
The President of the United States in his annual message, in 
which that same kind of a tax was recommended, did not recom- 
mend 2 per cent or even 1 per cent. He simply says ‘‘a small 
tax.“ I think 2 per cent is unnecessarily large, unless there can 
be producedfrom the Treasury Department orsome eh ad some 
carefully prepared statistics showing that this amount is neces- 
sary for the Government. = 

One per cent, in my judgment, will produce adequate revenue, 
I regret to differ with my friend from Kansas upon this subject. 
I have agreed with him frequently when I thought he wasright, 
but I disagree with him now when I think he is wrong. 

Mr. President, a graduated income tax is not necessary in 
this country. It is not demanded by business interests. If you 
are to have an income tax at all in this bill, let it be a certain 
rate of percentage fixed upon a given amount of income. 

So far as that is concerned, I agree with the committee. 

Mr. President, I did not vote upon the question as to when 
the income tax should go in operation. As I do not believe in 
a permanent income tax and I do not believe in a temporary in- 
come tax, of course I should prefer it for a shorter time than for 
a longer time, as Gen. Grant once said he preferred to pay a 
large sum to a.larger sum, and so I should be in favor of tlie 
shorter term. But why is the limit fixed here that the income 
tax shall exist until 1900? Ihave already called the attention 
of the Senate and the country to the fact that no political party 
which has been approved by the people has advocated this tax, 
I have called your attention tothe fact that the 55 
in the other House who were the first to vote for the imposition 
of this tax were not elected upon any such issue. 

Whyadopt this provision now? Why insert it in this tariff- 
reform bill, so called? There was no necessity for it. Why not 
wait until the people next fall can have a chance to pass upon 
the question; and if in the elections this fall it is discovered 
that they approve of this measure, it can then be enacted in due 
time. 

The object is to place this tax beyond the control of the next 
Congress. Of course, the President, if he approves the bill,“ 
will stand committed to this tax for five years, and the members 
of Congress who may be returned in response to the voice of 
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the people will be powerless to carry into effect the demands of 
the people, because you have put it out of the power of the peo- 
ple to secure a remedy. ; 

That is the object, You propase to extend its existence until 
after three Congressional elections have been held; and you do 
it for the very purpose of thwarting the will of the people. 
Therefore, I say a proper amendment would be to limit its op- 
eration for one year, and if the people next fall see fit to repu- 
diate this income tax, then it would stand more of a chance of 
being repealed than if the time for its expiration had been put 
off for a long period. 

But Iam not here simply to quibble upon details of time. I 
am opposed to this as a system; I am opposed to it because it is 
un-Democratic; I am opposed to it because it is a war tax which 
our people did not vote for; I am opposed to it because I am op- 

to the procedure of inserting such a tax in a tariff-reform 


As I said to-day, I repeat now, could you not pass a tariff-re- 
form bill without this tax? Is this the sine qua non? Will you 
have nothing else? Doyou mean to say that tariff reform can 
go tothe dogs, but you must have this income tax? Thatisthe 
spirit which seems to actuate those who urge this tax upon the 


Peer HARRIS. My anxiety to get on with the bill induces me 
to move to lay the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER] on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee, 

Mr. PEFFER. On that I should like to have the yeas’ and 


Ar. HO AR. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will with- 
draw the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have every disposition not to thwart the 
fullest debate that may be desired by Senators; but after three 
months of constant, d ion— the income tax has had a 
very large amount of it—I regret the a and the necessity 

lding to it, but I must yield to it, if Senators insist upon 
de ting this amendment. the Senator insist upon it? 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR, I desire to say to the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee that this is a great, far-reaching, andvery difficult 

uestion of public law and constitutional law. It has only been 

incidentally, with the exception of speeches by one or 

two Senators, when the other provisions of this tariff bill were 

up. It does not seem to me, therefore, that the fact that the 

tariff has been pending since the 7th of May, or whenever the 

modified tariff scheme was finallyagreed upon, now not less than 
five weeks, is a reason for pressing it forward. 

Of course the Senator from Tennessee knows very well that 
if any one desires to engage with him in a contest of parlia- 
mentary tactics, there are ways enough to secure all the debate 
which any Senatorshould desire; as, for instance, suppose when 
a Senator moves an amendment, he accompanies it by a motion 
to indefinitely postpone the bill, then debate is unlimited de- 
bate, and that can not be laid on the table. But nobody wants 
to go into that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
not complain of the promptitude with which I withdrew the 


motion at his request. 
Mr, HOAR. No; I only complain of the promptitude with 
which the Senator rose—— 


Mr. HARRIS. Iam anxious to reach an end of the consider- 
ation of this bill. Of course, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
desired to debate the amendment, I withdrew the motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I was . a general policy. The Sena- 
tor very courteously has withdrawn the motion. 

Mr. President, I was somewhat surprised that the usually 
courteous Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] not only misun- 
derstood soentirely something which I said, but that he adhered 
to his statement resting upon that misunderstanding after I had 
disclaimed the argument to which he undertook to reply. 

I never said as a reason for obj oting to the income tax that 
the men whom it reached would co t frauds to get rid of it. 
Inever thought so. On the contrary, I am in favor of a high 
protective tariff, and I concede that raising money in that way 
— a hundred temptations and a hundred opportunities 

or fraud where an income tax would present ten. 

What I said very briefly was that human nature everywhere 
was such that men disliked to have the details of their private 
affairs made public, especially to their rivals and competitors, 
and I illustrated it by the case of a man who was engaged in a 
very large textile industry, and who made all his profits when 
his competitors were losing by the saving which he made in the 
cost of pasteboard boxes in which his material was delivered. 
That is all I said on that subject. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas says that the people 


of Massachusetts and of the East seem to be plundering his 
ple, charging them great rates of interest, and are ting rch, 
while his people are getting poor. The census settles 

The reports of the census show that during the last ten years 
the population of Kansas has been growing marvelously, as com- 
pared with ours, and they have gained at the rate of $148 per 
capita in their accumulated wealth, while we have gained only 
at the rate of $23 per capita—over seven times as much. They 
have been piling up money out in the excellent, honest State of 
Kansas seven times as much as we, and increasing very much 
faster than we have in the number of men. Where does the 
plunder come in if that census is to be trusted? 

It is true that the rates of interest in new States are greater 
than in old States, and that you have to pay’6 or 8 per cent in 
Kansas, where you pay 44 and 5 per cent in New England and 
New York. The reason of that is obvious. In the first place, 
the investment is at a. distance, and not next door; and in the 
next place, the rate of interest depends on the sense of . 
tion of the debtor. It is a question solely of security, and the 
rate depends upon the condition of the laws for the collection of 
debts and the condition of public sentiment, which treats an ob- 
ligation to pay them as an obligation of honor. Wherever in 
the United States the rate of interest is high, except in fairly 
new communities where the soil is just being broken, it isowing 
to some condition of the law or of public ann get 

Do you suppose any man in Wall street or in State street pre- 
fers to have his money lie idle in the bank to getting 5 or 6 per 
cent in Kansas? Do 855 suppose that any man in Wall street 
prefers his money to lie idle to loaning it to a town in Massa- 
chusetts or a town in Connecticut at 3 per cent? One of the 
Connecticut towns borrowed for thirty years at a rate averagin 
2.7 per cent. I suppose those sharks in Boston or in New York 
would have been very willing to lend their money at 5 per cent, 
if there was an e certainty of its return. 

Mr. President, I do not like to be called upon to answer an at- 
tack on the State of Massachusetts from the State of Kansas. 
There is not a profounder feeling of affection on the part of one 
political community on this earth for another than that which 
prevails universally in the bosoms of the ple of the State I 
and my colleague represent towards those from the State of Kan- 
sas. The history of her freedom, the history of her struggle 
for life, the history of the brave deeds of the men who went 
upon her virgin soil is a Massachusetts story. 

Who crossed the 

Their fathers seal tee — ver 
To make the East, as they the West, 
The homestead of the free. 

The men of Massachusetts and of other New England States 
helped do that thing, which is one of the noblest and proudest 
exploits in the history of human liberty; and nothing which the 
Senator from Kansas can say, whether in the heat of debate or in 
the coolness of reflection, can extort from me any sarcasm or 
gibe for the people of that glorious State, or can excite in the 

reast of any true son of Massachusetts anything but a feeling of 
affection and pride for the people of that noble Commonwealth. 

I wish to say in regard to what the Senator from New York 
[Mr. HILL] and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] said 
about the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Springer 
vs. the United States, 102 United States Reports, that that de- 
cision was made by six judges; only two, Mr. Justice Hunt and 
Mr. Justice Clifford, then one of the two Democratic representa- 
tives upon that bench, taking no part whatever in the decision. 
It was a conclusion in regard to which the profession in this 
country was divided; and the one essential consideration in re- 
gard to that decision is that it did not appear that any part of 
the income tax assessed upon Mr. Springer, the plaintiff in that 
case, was assessed on the income from real estate. He returned 
an income of $50,000, but it does not appear from what source it 
came. 

So, the great question—it being conceded that a tax upon 
real estate is unconstitutional, except when made in propor- 
tion to population (and whatever else a direct tax means it 
means that)—is still unsettled by judicial decision in this coun- 
try whether, being prohibited to real estate as a principle, 
you can get around it by taxing the income of real estate, by 
taxing everything which gives it its value. Real estate from 
which an income can not be obtained is valueless, and untax- 
able on that account. 

There being a constitutional provision adapted and designed 
to prohibit a tax on real estate by the General Government, ex- 
cept in a certain way which nobody would resort to, I hold i 
preposterous to say that you may say to the owners of that 
estate, “we will tax you in proportion to the income which it 

jelds.” It is the same thing, not eee D but generally and 

substance, and that is an open question in this country as a 
judicial question. I should advise a client to test it if I were 
Soaked as counsel; and I warn gentleman in this body who are 
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voting for this thing in obedience to a supposed party exigency, 
in opposition to their individual judgment, that they are very 
likely to imperil the entire provision if they leave matter 
of the income from real estate to be included in ii. 

Mr. President, whatever speech or whatever silenee may pre- 
vail in this Chamber, I know too well the able lawyers on the 
other side of this aisle not to be sure that they agree, Ido not 
mean in the final conclusion, but in the 5 the impor- 
tance of everysu tion I have made. ilmy honored friend 
from Alabama, the chairman of the Judiciary Committee [Mr. 
Puca], or my honored friend from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY], 
one of the most eminent lawyers of the always able bar of that 
great State, or my honorable friend from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], 
whom his countrymen have thought of as fitted for the 
very highest judicial position in this country, or my honor- 
able friend from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES}, with his long expe- 
rience, rise in his seat and say here that he thinks that it is not 
a question of the gravest doubt whether, the Constitution pro- 
hibiting you to tax real estate, you can turn around and tax the 
income from real estate? The courts have said nothing about 
it; the question has not yet been decided, and you have either 
to modify this bill or to encounter the question.. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator withdraw that motion? 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. No; I beg the Senator’s pardon; I shall not 


ask it. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iask for the yeas and cay HE 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the tary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. ALDRICH (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY], who has 
been called from the Chamber. I do not know how he would 
vote on this question if present, and therefore I withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. CAFFERY (whenhis name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], and make this 
announcement for the day. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. If he were 
here I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. BATE (when Mr. MORGAN’S name was called}. I desire 
to say that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] has just 
received a telegram announcing the death of his brother, Irby 
Morgan, at Nashville, Tenn., and will not be in the Senate 
Chamber this evening. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansspRouGH}, 

ut I have received a message from him t he favors the in- 
come tax, and therefore I take the liberty of voting. I vote 
“yea. 

Nr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vir [Mr. HUNTON], who has n called 
away on account of sickness in his family, and therefore I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MOPANI 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). [am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], but I desire to state that 
he agrees with me on this vote, and I therefore vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr.GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON], but I transfer that pair to the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN], and vote yea. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], and 
voted supposing that he was in the Chamber. I understand he 
has not voted, and therefore I witdraw my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. I inquire if the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH] has voted? 

Aie VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon has not 
voted. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with that Senator, and withheld 


my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 5; as follows: 
YEAS—45, 
Allison, Blanchard, krell, 
Berry, Brice, oe 2 
Blackburn, Chandler, Daniel, ‘Gibson, 


Gray, 

Menitian, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Higgins Ma — —.— Roach Wi hburn, 

as 
Hoar, Palen Shoup, te. 
Ja ` „ Smith. 
Jones. Ark. Patton, 
Lindsay, Perkins, Vest, 
NAYS—5. $ 
Allen, Peffer, Squire, Teller. 
Kyle, 
NOT VOTING—35. 

G er. Jones, Nev. W, 

Butler, a McLaurin, Piste z 
ery, Gordon, McPherson, Power, 

Call, Gorman, Manderson, a 
Camden, Hale, Martir. 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Mills, Stewart, 
Dixon, Hill, Mitchell, Oregon Wilso 
Dolph, Hunton, Morgan, Wolcot 
Dubois, Irby, Morrill, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 
CONTUMACIOUS WITNESSES. 


Mr. DAVIS. I desire to make two reports from the 1 
committee to investigate the ch: of bribery, one in on 
to the refusal to answer of Henry O. Havemeyer, and the other 
in relation to the refusal of Mr. Searles. To these reports are 
appended the views personally entertained by the Senator from 

ebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. I move that the reports be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The reports referred to are as follows: 


{Senate Report No. 485, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 
June 21, 1894.—Ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Special Committee toInvestigate.Attemptsat Bribery, 
etec.. submitted the following report: 

‘The special committee, under and in pursuance of a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of May 17. A. D. 1894, as follows: 

“ Whereas it has been stated in the Sun, a newspaper published in New 
York, that bribes have been offered to certain Senators to induce them to 
vote t the tariff bill; and 

“ Whereas it has also stated ina signed articlein The Press, a news- 
popor published in Philadelphia, that the — schedule has been made up 
as it now stands in the proposed amendment in consideration of large sums 
of m paid for campai C 

“ Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to invest: 
these charges and to inquire further whether sy contributions have 
made by the sugar trust, or any person connected therewith, to any 
party for cam) or election purposes or to secure or defeat tion, 
and whether any Senator has been or is ae in what are WH as 
sugar stocks during the consideration of tariff bill now before the Sen- 
ate, and with power to send for persons and papers and to administer oaths. 

“ Resolved further, That said committee be authorized to investigate and 
report upon any charge or charges which may be filed beforeitalleging that 
the act on of any Senator has been corruptly or improperly influenced in 
the sone Sena of said bill, or that any attempt has been made to so infiu- 
ence le; ation ”— 
have attended to their duties so far as they have been able, but in certain 
chad geen have been prevented by reason of the matters hereinafter stated, 
and ask leave to report in part as follows: 

pursuance of sald ution the said committee met in the Capitol on 

the Ast day of May, 18%, at 10 o’clock a. m., and after the examination of 
certain matters embraced in the first paragraph of the said resolution, the 
committee proceeded to investigate further the matters submitted to them 
by the said resolution, and on the 12th day of June, A. P. 1894, the committee 
being duly assembled, one Henry O. Havemeyer, who had been duly sub- 
andsummoned as a witness to appear before said committee, then 

ted to be examined as a witness. The wit- 


his examination was, at 
his request, continued until the 138th day of June, A. D. 1894, at which date 
he appeared, and the testimony of the said O. Havemeyer ha 


to answer: 
Senator ALLEN. Had you or the sugar-refining com contributed an 
to the campaign fund in New York last year? eso: 5 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. The Democratic campaign fund? 
Senator ALLEN. Les. 


Senator ALLEN, Relatively, to what amount? 

Mr, HAVEMEYER. Toa erate amount, 

Senator ALLEN. Have you any objection to stating what it was? 
em ra aa I havetolookthatup. Ihavenot charged my mind 

Senator ALLEN. Did you also contribute something to the Republican 
campaign fund? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I will have to look that up. 

Senator ALLEN. What is your recollection as to the fact? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. The local fund? 

Senator ALLEN. Yes; the State fund; that is, for the State campaign. 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We always dothat. I have not the amount inmy mind, 

Senator ALLEY. So you contributed as a matter of fact to both 3? 


Mr. HAVEMEYER. 
without refreshing oy memory. 
Senator ALLEN. Is it to your best recollection that you did contribute to 
both the Republican and Democratic campaign funds in New York? 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. I do not think we did contribute to the Republican. 
Senator ALLEN. In 1892 did you contribute to either party? 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. ocal parties? 
Senator ALLEN. The national parties? 


— 
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AE harry aro No, sir; but always tothe local parties. Let that be 
c 
Senator ALLEN. You contributed to the local party, that is, the State 


y, in 1892? 
* HAVEMEYER. I would have to refresh my memory on that. 1 do not 
we 


think we did. 

Senator ALLEN. Did you contribute to either party or both parties in the 
State of New York in the election of 1892? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I do not think we did. 

Senator ALLEN. You do not think you did? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. No, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. Have you a distinct recollection that you did not? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. My recollection of it is that we made no contributions 
during the year 1892. 

Senator ATA. Did any member of the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany contribute to the campaign in New York in 1892? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Not that I am aware of. 

Senator ALLEN. Did you contribute individually? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. No, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. To neither party? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER, No, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. And you know of no one who did contribute? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. No, sir. Contributions to local political o izations 
have always been —— by corporations, before the trust and by the trust 


and the American AST Com: , and no doubt will continue to 
be. Itis a very suitable and 22 to do. 
Senator ALLEN. You say it is a suitable and proper thing to do? 


Mr, HA Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. Why should the American Sugar Refining Company con- 
tribute to either of the political es in the State of New York? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We have large interests in this State; police protection 
and fire protection. Theyneed 1 that the city furnishes and gives, 
and they have to ie ni these very individual and corporation 
and firm, trust, or whatever you call it, do these things, and we do them. 

Senator ALLEN. And you contribute to both 4 8 870 with the expectation 
of whichever party succeeds your interests will be guarded? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We have a good deal of protection for our contribution. 

Senator ALLEN. You expect protection from whichever party succeeds? 

— os ALLEN. Do. 8 that simply from the Democratic party? 

i u o par 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. We ane protection from the police and fire depart- 
that the State local or, 


ment, and anyth tion can give. 
Senator ALLEN. Thereforeyou feel at liberty tocontribute to both ? 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. It de In the State of New York, where the Dem- 


ocratic majority is between 40,600 and. 50,000, we throw it their way. In the 
State of Ne ge where the Republican party is doubtful, they proba- 
have the call, 
— ALLEN, In the State of Massachusetts do you contribute any- 


thing 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. Very likely. 

Senator ALLEN. What is your best recollection as to contributions made 
by your company in the State of Massachusetts? 

5 „ HAVEMEYER. I could not name the amount. 

Senator ALLEN. However, in the State of New York you contribute to the 
Democratic party, and inthe Commonwealth of Massachusetts you contrib- 
ute to the Republican party? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. It my impression that wherever there is a dominant 
party, wherever the majority is very large, that is the party that gets the 
contribution, because that is the party which controls the local matters. 

Senator ALLEN, Then, the sugar trust isa Democrat in a Democratic State 
and a Republican in a Republican State? 

Rei ats As far as local matters are concerned, I think that is 
about 
Fee Tp ae In the State ot Maine you control the refinery at Portland, 

ou no 
pe 5 That is defunct. We would not give anything to the 
te o . 

3 ALLEN, In the State of Pennsylvania where do your contribu- 
ions 
Mr. SPAVEMEYER. I will have to look that ap; 

Senator ALLEN. 5 isa Republican State, and your contribu- 
tions probably go to the 8 party, do they not? 

Mr. VEMEYER. It would be a local matter. If Philadelphia was 

Senator ALLEN. In the State of your nativity, or the nativity of your cor- 
poration, New Sorser; where do your contributions go? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I will have to look that up. 

Senator ALLEN. I understand New Jersey is invariably a Democratic 
State. It would naturally ge the Democratic party. 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Under the theory I have suggested if they were there it 
would naturally go to them. 

Senator ALLEN. What, in round numbers, is the amount annually con- 
tributed by the American Sugar Refining Company to the different political 
parties for cam purposes? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER, There is no fixed amount. I could not guess at it. 

Senator ALLEN. Does it amount to 8100,0007 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Oh, no. 

Senator ALLEN. Did the American Sugar Refining Company contribute 
— 4 — in 1892 towards secur! the nomination of any particular individ- 
ual to the office of President of the United States? 

i Mr. HAVEMEYER. Nothing in a national shape in any manner, shape, or 

orm. 

oer ALLEN. Did you contribute to what is known as the “Anti-Snap- 

r fun 
N HAVEMEYER. No, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. You did not contribute to that at all? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. There is no doubt about positiveness on that point. 

Senator ALLEN. In the State of California, did you contribute to the cam- 
paign fund of the Democratic or Republican party there? 

. HAVEMEYER. I know nothing about that. 

Senator ALLEN, That is the Western Company, in which you 
havea half-interest. Does that contribute ? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I know 6 that. 

pemo ALLEN. In the State of Louisiana you contribute, however, do 
you no 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I know nothing about that. 

Senator ALLEN. Who would know about Louisiana and California? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I believe Mr. Spreckels is the president of the Western 


parties for campaign purposes—— 
. HAVEMEYER. p purposes. 
TTT 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. z 
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Senator ALLEN. And is a part of the expenses of the company? 
a ORE Eeo oa yo Toka i GADA 

r 5 up on your as mses? 
Mr. RATATE Se Cae 7 ‘ 

Senator ALLEN. 0 of your refining com would show 
BZ! 
es and the ein which it was contribu and 
which it was contributed, would they not? ~ : eee 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I don’t think it shows in that form. 

Senator ALLEN. How would it show—as so much money? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. It would show thata ent Was made,and that pay- 
ment would have to be explained by the party wh made it. 

Senator ALLEN. Made to some parti indiviaual? 


es, sir, 
Senator ALLEN, He would have to render an account, which would not 
upon the books, as to the manner in which that money was expended? 2 
. HAVEMEYER. He would have to expend it in conformity with the in- 
structions of the boa: 
5 5 1 go Peer 7 in which he did expend it actually would 
ppe upon your 8 
Banat ALLEN, Havey been in the habi nd 
T 4 ve you been e tof e any money in 
sae gr with Srne sera led a ets 5a 8 zl 
. HAVEMEYER. You mean in the campaign of the State? You do not 
mean in the Legislature itself? i 

Senator ALLEN. I mean in influencing State legislation. 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Oh, never. We have contributed to local campaign 
parties, but never in the way of influencing legislation, and we never con- 
tribute with any obligation. 

Senator LODGE. I will ask you whether any money has been contributed 
by the trust or any member of the sugar trust toward securing or aid- 
ing the election of nited States Senator? 

. HAVEMEYER. None whatever. 

Senator ALLEN, Can you ascertain the amount? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I can ifI apply to the books. 

Senator ALLEN. Will you do it? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. If it is the order of this committee, I will do anything. 

Senator ALLEN. That is, as to each of the different States in which money 
has been contributed? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. If that is the order of the committee, I will get it. 

Senator ALLEN. So far as I am concerned, I request of the witness, Mr. 
Havemeyer, to produce full data as to all money contributed by the Ameti- 
can Sugar Company, or any of its officers on its account or in if 
interest, in the different States of the Union, in 1892 and 1893, for politi¢al 
purposes of any political party, whether national, State, or local 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. As to national, I will answer now, no; thereis none. As 
to others, there is. i 

(The request of Senator ALLEN was granted by the committee, and Mr. 
Hayemeyer asked an opportunity to consult his counsel before furnishing 
the data called for.) 


WASHINGTON, D. C., June 13, 1894. 


The committee met pursuant to adjournment. 
Present: SenatorGRAY (the chairman), and Senators LINDSAY, DAVIS, 
LODGE, and ALLEN, N 


SWORN STATEMENT OF H. o. HAVEMEYER—CONTINUED. 


The CHAIRMAN. Now, Mr. Havemeyer, you have stated that you wish to 
make à statement of some kind. 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. It is in relation to the answer that Iam to make to that 
last interrogatory. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you a copy of it with you? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir [hani a paper to the chairman]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The interrogatory is as follows: 

“Senator ALLEN. So far as lam concerned, I request of the witness, Mr. 
Havemeyer, to produce full data as to all money contributed by the Ameri- 
Refi: Company, or any of its oMcers, on its account or in its 
erent States of the Union in 1892 or 8 tor Political pur- 

or local.“ 


poses, to any political , whether national, State, 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. While am material 


rtectly g to answer an 
matters, under advice of counsel I decline to answer about outside matters. 
I decline to answer about local contributions. I know of nothing given to 
the national campaign. There exists no of any nature, and never 


8 the company was entitled to anything except what its merits 


uire 
The CHAIRMAN. Isthat the answer you desire to make to this question? 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. That is the answer. 


* * * * * * * 


Senator ALLEN. Since your examination yesterday you have consul! 
counsel as to the propriety of answering questions with reference to di = 
meme 5 of money that you paid for election purposes in the differ- 
ent States 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. As to making any answer. 

Senator ALLEN. And in d to answer the question put to you I ob- 
served that you read 3 answer from a plece ot paper? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. Was that answer prepared by you or by your counsel? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. By me. 

Senator ALLEN. Under the direction of your counsel? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. No, sir; under the advice of counsel. 

Senator ALLEN. I do understand you, however, to say and repeat, that in 
States where you have a financial interest, at least where the sugar re 
company has an interest as refiners, you do contribute to either the Demo- 
Se 8 x 5 party, as one or the other may be in the ascendency in 

at 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We do for local and State purposes, but not national. 
3 oe e You never contribute to the campaign fund of a party in 

e mino! 

Mr. 83 We may; I will not say we do not. 

a ALLEN. Your policy, however, is to stand in with the ruling 

wer 
Pir. HAVENEYER. Not to stand in,” but to contribute to the Lope 2 
expenses of that party, for the reason that they, being in power And con- 
trol, it could give no protection we should have. 

Senator ALLEN. And by that means you placa 


* to— 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. Oh, no; there is no placation or o tion at all; noth- 
msidi ary bod it. 


ing more than we co: er the proper thing to do; every y does 
ALLEN. Does an other Merporation in these same States do the 
same thing that you know 


Mr. HAVEMEYER. I understand every individual, corporation, and firm ig 
existence do it in their respective States. 
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Senator ALLEN. So the American Sugar Refining Company’s politics, so 


far as its contributions tu the campaign fund is concerned, is controlled by 
~~ DOEN complexion of the State in which it happens to have a particu- 
ar refiner. 

2 — HAVEMEYER. The American Sugar Refining Company has no politics 
of any kind. N 

Senator ALLEN. Only the politics of business? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Only the politics of business. 

Senator LINDSAY. You say the comp: is separate and distinct from the 
officers and stockholders; each man has his own politics? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We have nothing to do with politics in cyl ey rips or 
manner. Our business is the refining oi sugar at a slight profit that is con- 
sistent with a reasonable return on the industry. 

A copy ot the subpoena by which said witness was commanded to appear 
and testify before the committee at the time and place aforesaid, together 
boa scopy of the certificate of service thereof is hereto attached and marked 

bit A. 


EXHIsIT A, 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Congress of the United Statess 
To Henry C. Hnvemeyer. greeting: 

Pursuant tolawful authority, you are hereby commanded to appear before 
the s committee, appointed May 17, 1894, of the Senate of the United 
States forthwith, at the committee room Privileges and Elections, United 
States Senate, then and there to testify what you may know relative to the 
subject-matter under consideration by said committee. 3 

Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default under thepains and penal- 
ties in such cases made and provided. 7 

To Richard J. Bright, Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate of the United 
States, to serve and return. 

Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 6th day of June in 
the year of our Lord 1894. 

GEO. GRAY, 


Chairman Special Committee. 


SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Office of the Sergeant-at-Arms., 


Ido appoint and hereby empower B. W. Layton to serve this sarpant 
and to exercise all the authority in relation thereto with which I am ves 
by the within order, 

J. BRIGHT, 


R. 
Sergeant. at- Arnis of the Senate of the United States. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., J une 7, 1894. 


I made service of the within subpoena through my deputy, B. W. Layton, 
by the within-named Henry O. Havemeyer at No. 117 Wall street, New York 
City, at 11:30 o’clock a. m., on the 7th day of June, 1894. 


R. J. BRIGHT, 
Sergeant - at- Arms, Senate of the United States. 


In the opinion of the committee each of the questions put to said witness 
was a proper question, and pertinent to the question under inquiry before 
the committee, and was nece: to make the examination ordered by said 
resolution of the Senate, and that said witness is incontempt of the Senate, 
and merits to be dealt with for his misconduct; and that said witness, by 
his various refusals to answer the Sy stops as herein set forth, has violated 
the provisions of that certain act of Congress in such cases made and pro- 
vided, being chapter7 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which 
chapter is as follows: 

„Sk. 102, Revised Statutes. Ever: rson who, having been summoned as 
a witness by the authority of either House of Congress to give testimony or 
to produce papers poet any matter under inquiry before either House or 
any committee of either House of Congress, wWilltu y makes default, or who, 
having appeared, refuses to answer any 3 pertinent to the question 
under inquiry, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, punishable by a 
fine of not more than $1,000 nor less than 8100 and imprisonment in acom- 
mon jail for not less than one month nor more than twelve months. 

“SEO. 103. No witness is privileged to refuse to testify to any fact or to pro- 
duce any paper respecting which he shall be examined by either House of 
Con or by ag! committee of either House, upon the ground that his 
testimony to such fact or his 5 of such paper may tend to digrace 
him or otherwise render him infamous. 

‘SEO. 104. Whenever a witness summoned, as mentioned in section 102, fails 
to testify, and the facts are reported to either House, the President of the 
Senate or the Speaker of the House, as the case may be, shall certify the 
fact under the seal of the Senate or House to the district attorney for the 
District of Columbia, whose duty it shall be to bring the matter before the 
grand jury for their action.” 

Wherefore, the committee report to the Senate to the end that the Presi- 
dent of the Senate may certify as to said witness his aforesaid failure to tes- 
tify and his aforesaid refusals to answer, and all the facts herein, under the 
soal of the Senate, to the United States district attorney for the District of 
Columbia, in order that said witness may be proceeded against in manner 
and form provided by law. 


ADDITIONAL REPORT OF MR. ALLEN, OF THE COMMITTEE. 


In addition to the above recommendation of the committee regarding the 
witness, Henry O. Havemeyer, I have to say {that I think he ought to be 
brought to the bar of the Senate and be required to there purge lf of 
75 contempt of Which he is guilty, or be summarily punished for refusing 


0 50. 

I, cron, recommend the adoption of the following resolution by the 

mate: 

“ Whereas Henry O, Havemeyer, a witness, was heretofore duly summoned 
by a select committee ot the Senate, and being lawfully required to testify 
before said committee has, as appears by the report of sald committee, re- 
fused to answer pertinent and material questions propounded to him by said 
committee: Therefore, 

“ Resolved, That the President of the Senate issue his warrantin due form 
under his hand and the seal of the Senate, directed to the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate, commanding him forthwith to arrest and bring to the bar of 
the Senate the body of said Henry O. Havemeyer, to show cause why he 
should not be punished for contempt, and in the mean time to keep the said 
Havemeyer in custody to await the further order of the Senate. 


y submitted. 
WM, V. ALLEN. 


XXVI——416 


[Senate Report No. 486, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
June 21, 1894,—Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Special Committee to Investigate Attempts at Bribery 
etc., submitted the following report: 

Thes al committee, under and in pursuance of a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of May 17, A. D. 1894, as follows: 
- “Whereas it has been stated in the Sun, a newspaper published in New York, 
that bribes have been offered to certain Senators to induce them to vote 
against the pending tariff bill; and 

‘Whereas it has also been stated in a signed article in The Press, a news- 
paper published in Philadelphia, that the sugar schedule has been made up 
as it now stands in the proposed amendment in consideration of large 
sums of money paid for campaign purposes of the Democratic party: There- 


fore, 
“Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
these charges and to inquire further whether any contributions have —.— 
made by the sugar trust, or any person connected therewith, to any political 
party for campaign or election purposes or to secure or defeat legislation, 
and whether any Senator has been or is speculating in what are known as 
sugar stocks during the consideration of the tariff bill now before the Senate 
and with power to send for persons and papers and to ter oaths. 

“Resolved further, That said committee be authorized to investigate end re- 
port upon any charge or charges which may be filed before it alleging that 
the action of any Senator has been corruptly or improperly infiuenced in 
the consideration of said bill, or that any attempt has been made to so influ- 
ence legislation“ 
have attended to their duties so far as they have been able, but in certain 
respects have been prevented by reason of the matters hereinafter stated, 
and ask leave to report in part, as follows: 

In pursuance of said resolution the said committee met in the Capitol on 
the 2ist day of May, 1804, at 10 o’clock a. m., and, after the examination of 
certain matters embraced in the first paragraph of the said resolution, the 
committee proceeded to investigate further the matters submitted to them 
by the said resolution, and on the 13th day of June, A. D. 1894, the committee 
being duly assembled, one John E. Searles, who had been age | subpoenaed 
and summoned as a witness to appear before said commit en and there 
8 and submitted to be examined as a witness. e witness was 
duly sworn by the chairman of said committee. 

In the course of his testimony the said witness was asked certain ques- 
tions and refused to answer the same. The testimony in the course of 
bok such questions were asked him and such refusals by him made is as 

‘ollows: 

Senator ALLEN, I will pae that question. Isee you and 8 dis- 
agree upon that, and probably always will. The American Sugar Refining 
3 is inthe habit of contributing money for campaign purposes to 
the different political parties, isit not? 

Mr. SEARLES. It has done so; yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. Has it done so each year of its existence? 

* Mr. SEARLES. Ido not know that it has done so each year, but it has done 
so from time to time. 

Senator ALLEN. Did it do so in 1892? 

Mr. SEARLES. It did. 

Senator ALLEN. In what States? 

Mr. SEARLES, I can not enumerate the States. 

Senator ALLEN. According to your best recollection, in what States? 

Mr. SEARLES, I should not caré to testify directly on that point, unless 

Senator ALLEN. The resolution embraces that 8 

The CHAIRMAN (to Mr. SEARLES). Unless what? our sentence, 

Mr. SEARLES, Unless it does come within the province of this inquiry. I 
do not understand that it does. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. SEARLES. Kindly show me how it does. 

The CHAIRMAN, The resolution under which we are acting reads in this 


way: 
"Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
these charges, and to inquire further whether any contributions have been 
made by the sugar trust, or any person connected therewith, to any political 
party for 9 or election purposes, or to secure or defeat legislation.“ 
Mr. SEARLES. In answer to that question with reference to any contribu- 
tions to secure or defeat legislation, I answer emphatically, no. 
Senator ALLEN, You 3 the scope of the resolution. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is what we want to get at, whether there has been 
* 


any. 

Senator ALLEN, Let me show you where you misapprehend it: 

“ Resolved, That a committee of fiye Senators be appointed to investigate 
these charges and to inquire further whether any contributions have been 
made by the sugar trust, or any person connected therewith, to any political 
party for campaign or election pu es, or tosecure or defeat legislation.“ 

There are several distinct pro tions embraced in that. é 

Mr. SEARLES. There have been no contributions made by the company, to 
my knowledge, with any view to pen legislation on the sugar question. 

© CHAIRMAN. Or to secure or defeat legislation? 

Mr. SEARLES. Nor to secure or defeat legislation. 

Senator ALLEN. I will ask you, in the language of this resolution, whether 
any contributions have been made by the sugar trust or any person con- 
nected therewith to any political party for campaign pu es? 

Mr. SEARLES, Such contributions have been made locally? but with no ap- 
plication, or with no purpose to infiuence legislation. 

5 ALLEN, In what States have contributions of that kind been 
made 

Mr. SEARLES. I can not answer definitely on that point. 

Senator ALLEN. Have they been made in the State of Massachusetts? 

Mr. SBARLES. I am not certain as to that. 3 

Senator ALLEN. Have they been made in the State of New York? 

Mr. SEARLES. I think they haye. 

Senator ALLEN. Have they been made in the State of New Jersey? 

Mr. SEARLES. I am not certain as to that. 

Senator ALLEN. Have they been made in the State of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SEARLES. Nor am I certain as to that. 

Senator ALLEN. In the State of Ohio? 

Mr. SEARLES. I have no knowledge of any such. 

Senator ALLEN. How are these contributions made? That is, are 
made and charged up to the company, or made by some officer or mem 
of the company on behalf of the company? 

Mr. SEARLES, They have been made by some officer of the company, usu 
ally, I think, by its president. 

nator ALLEN, And are charged to the expense account of the company, 
are they not? 

Mr. SEARLES, I think they are. 

e ALLEN. Would your books show a contribution to the campaign 
fund of any partys 

Mr. SEARLES. No, sir. 


Fr ee Se ea 
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Senator ALLEN. How is the entry made upon the books of the company? 
Mr. SEARLES. I am not certain as to that. It has been made, I think, an 
9 


the 
O. 8 
Mr. SEARLES. Yes, sir. 
T ALLEN. Does he make an account to the board of directors? 


ed? 
Mr. SmARLEs. No, sir; re is no 5 
e ALLEN. Just a verbal explanation? 
Mr. SEARLES. That is all. 

Senator ALLEN. There is no account of that that is carried back on the 
books after the expenditure of the money, is there? 

. N I could not say as to how tbat is. 

LLEN. If Mr. Havemeyer was charged with 8100,000, to be ex- 
8 in 8 to political parties for campaign purposes, how would 
item be balanced on the books? 
SEARLES. I could not answer that tne 

— — ALLEN. You have access to the books, have you not? 

Mr. SEARLES. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. You have noticed these items, have yon not? 

Mr. SEARLES. I am aware that there are such entries 

Senator ALLEN. You are a member of the board of directors, are you not? 

Mr. SEARLES, Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. 2 these matters have come before the board of direc- 
tors for Pelete oy har have they not? 

Mr. SBARLES, a be impression is that they have been reported to the board. 

e ase i Oe. as a matter of fact that they have? 

ey have. 

3 dan What amount was expended by your company in the 

8 
P SEARLES, 3 decline to answer that question. 
tor ALLEN. On what grounds do you decline? 
Nr. 8 rer On the ground that it is not within the province of this in- 


quiry. 
Senator ALLEN. Do you decline because it would lead to further uiries 
that would criminate you or anybody belonging to your tion 

Mr. SEARLES, 1d. e simply because I am advised that inquiries as to 
local contributions are not within the province of the committee. 

Senator — if 888 contributed the campaign fund of 1892, when 
there was election, membersof 8 and members of the 
Teginlatare whose — 5 it was after Srp Ee ected to select Senators and 
that selected Senators, one in the State of New York 83 State of New 

ew: and these contributions were used for general election purposes 
— V hik pais would not claim, then, it was donated for merely local purposes, 
muni purposes, would you? 
. DRI Darp {have no knowledge of any such contributions. 

— — . You are the treasurer of the company? 

Mr. SEARLES. Yes, 

Senator ALLEN. And bave been for the last two or three years or more? 

Mr. SEARLES. Fee, r 

Senator ALLEN, money paid out by that company is paid out by you, 


89 
EARLES. No, sir; not necessarily. It is paid only on my order or 


wat of the president. 
Senator omy om your order or that of the president? 
Mr. SEARLES, Yes, 
Senator ALLEN. Have you paid ont any money for cam 
during the years 1892 1893 as treasurer of the American 


- Company? 
Mr. SEARLES. Only for such as 5 have spoken of. 
Senator ALLEN. Local 
Mr. SEARLES. That is all. 
Senator . When ie say local purposes, you mean contributions to 
the State cam: fund 
Mr. SEARLES, I think that would be included. 
Senator ALLEN. And that was in 1892? 
Mr. SEARLES. Rs sir. 


en Harrison and Cleveland were candidates for the 


ugar Redning 


Mr. 8. Yes, sir. 
ee 5 election where these 
was it no 


Senator ALLEN. You say Lapat at the time it was to be used that way? 

Mr. SEARLES. I have no knowledge of the way it was used—as to whether 
it was used for gen purposes or not. 

Senator ALLEN. Upon the question as to how it was used, or for whom it 
WAS UIDA, GE Sor WOAS DOTpORS T Wad USSA; you know nothing? 


Mr. SEARLES, 
Senator ALLEN. And did not want to know an at the time? 
Mr. SBARLES. I made no uiry, if that is what you mean. 
Senator ALLEN. What sum did youcontribute to the 8 cam 
fund in the State of New York in 1892 that was used for ee porgono 
in that 2 at which evel Clovelan and Harrison 
dent of the United Sta: 
Mr. SEARLES, I must decline to answer that 5 tor the reasons 


tated. 
ig Ve LLEN. Youdid contribute some money, = you not? 
I think an amount was contributed „I have no 

3 what it was now. 
Senator ALLEN. And it was charged to the account of the American Sugar 


Refining Com 
Mr. S 1 to the account of the American Sugar Refining 


pany, 
Senator ALLEN. And you decline now to state the amount? 
Mr. SEARLES. Yes, sir. 
Senator ALLEN. Was it $100,000? 
Mr. SEARLES, I decline to state the amount. 
Senator ALLEN. Was it Ai s100 000? 
Mr. SEARLES. I decline to 


Senator ALLEN. Why do you decline to state? 


Because I do not understand that is within the province of 


ALLEN, Do you not decline to state simply because you know it 
were disreputable and unlawful to contribute this money £ 


sir; Ido not admit rink o of the kind. 
think it is perfectly la le foe" the American Sugar 


Refining pan; to contribute large sums of money, by the th: 
dollars, for the purpose of elections in aon coun 
Mr. SEARLES. I have pies 


„and that it is the 
to such invitations. And 
un por Si — what I believe to be a ral custom, the 


with that u gene: 
American has made such contributions at times. 


i 
Sugar Re pany, asa 1 
pany, was actuated by a high sense of patriotic fae =< — * buting 
monet I suppose? 
Mr. SEARLES. That is a pleasant way of 9 It. 
ago ALLEN, Did yon contribute to aiea paara fund of New York? 
Mr. SEARLEs. I decline to answer that questio 
Senator ALLEN. Did you 3 8 the Republican fund of New York? 
Mr. SEARLEs, I decline to answer tha 
Senator ALLEN. Did you contribute 70 both of them? 
Mr. SEARLEs. I also decline to answer that. 
8 ALLEN. Did ah pec contribute to wets Populist fund of New York? 


Senator ALLEN. 7— the Prohibition fund. or fy, other fund? 

Mr. SEARLES. I decline to answer as to any fund. 

Senator ALLEN. What return did you expect the Sugar Refin- 
ing Company to receive for the immense sum of money you put into the 
campaign fund of 1892 in New York? 

Me SEARLES. I am not aware of any expectation in that regard. 

Senator ALLEN. You do not mean tS Say that zoe are in the habit of con- 
tributing 3 Seen money to any enterprise without expecting some 

urn, do yo 

Mr. SEARLES. Ihave learned long since the truth of the colored man’s 
ne ge on that Blessed am dose who expect nuffin, and dey doan’t get 

Senator ALLEN. I aoe oa pues you do not mean to say.as a busi- 
ness man and as a busin Sa propo tion that your corporation would con- 
tribute to either the Democra 20 r Repabt can part: in the State of New 
York, or any other State, without expecting any return, either directly or 
indirectly, some uniary benefit, do 8 

Mr. SEARLES. I mean to say this, that under the existing 
poration, being a corporation which has large ty in 3 been 
called npon to ro contribute by the political and has done so without 

te understan as to any benefits to be received thereby, but 

property terests of the corporation and of its large rep- 
a ot cart 

understand- 


our cor- 


favorable eration from the 
control of the national Se Y aai on or 


uted, 
party that succeeded in g gt 
tional affairs—what you call“ fair treatment“ of your interest? 


believed that we wo 
ustry and it needs fair pro 

contributions or an: 
ou realize, I suppose, as 


8 SEARLES. I have alwa; 
sentation of our business 
y aside from an 
Senator ALLEN. 
some motive? 
Mr. SEARLES. 7 7 hogy 
Senator ALLEN. ‘American Sugar Company's contribution to the cam- 
. 1892 must have Mages agen weve ered Tyo een either a 
sense of patriotic duty to some or th on of 
acquiring some benefit from the con . Ww it was’ 
cuniary benefit. Now, which was the motive that inspired you as — 
that contribution? 
Mr. SEARLES. I should ne the patriotic duty. 
Senator ALLEN. I think that is all I want to ask you, Mr. Searles 
The CHAIRMAN. You were asked We . contributions that were 
— rs Pe sugar trast in the campaign of 1892 were actuated by certain 
motives 
Mr. SEARLES. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Ass 


get for es for a proper pre- 


as I do, that every sane man acts 


that such contributions were made, are 
referring now to the contributions which you have said were made locally? 
Mr. SEARLES. Those aro the only contributions made by the company. 
The CHAIRMAN. In what States were they made? 
„ SEARLES. < 2 not state that definitely. 
Did you make a re contribution? 


T. SEARLES. Is it within the 8 of the committee to inquire into 
my private contributions? 
— HARMAN. I simply ask the question, and am not called upon to pass 
upon it. 

Mr. SEARLES, I decline to answer, it being a private matter. 

Senator LODGE. Mr. Havemeyer stated yesterday that the Sugar Refining 
Company contributed money in New York and in Massachusetts. Do you 
remember any other State in which they contributed? 

Mr. SEARLES. I should not attempt to state the States in which contribu- 
tions were made, 

Senator ALLEN. And in New J 

The a . 
to 1892, to your know! 

har Sannin, I think so. 


Senator LODGE. Do you know whether contributions were made in any 
Western States? 
je SEARLES. I have no knowledge on that 
e CHAIRMAN. There is a statement here in an eon ublished in the 
Piiiadelp hia Press, which article was part of the occasion for the formation 
ot — 5 committee, that an appeal was made to these men, meaning the sugar 


93 been made in campaigns prior 


insistently de 
2 that tri true, to your knowl 
Mr. SEARLES. „Ik know of no such subscription. 
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place in yeep cea was the 


sum of 8500, 000. And at another 
sagt YE = adnuiis- 


teo ole 

Mr. SEARLES. —— of no such contribution. 

The CHAIRMAN. “A of this money bo! 

2 5 Do you know of any such purchase as 
r. SEABLEs. 


No, 
Ths CHAIRMAN. wA ‘part of it brought abont Populist alliances else- 
where. 
Mr. SEARLES. I know of no such. 
The CHAIRMAN. A part of it was used in Illinois.”” Do you know of any 
sii pee 


No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, There was no doubt that this great fortune was mainly 
instrumental in securing those alliances and influenc those 5 
or discontented elements whose action upon election day caused such as- 
tounding results in the West.“ 

Mr. as. I have no knowledge of any such transaction as those re- 
ferred to in the article read. 

Senator LODGE. Do you know of any money being given for the local cam- 
paign in Colorado? 

r. SEARLES. I do not. 

Senator LODGE, Or Nebraska? 

Mr. SEARLES., I do not. 


$ 0 * s = + = 


Senator ALLEN. Were you 8 by any person on behalf of the na- 
tional Democratic or Republican central committees in 1892 to contribute to 
—.— campaign fund of that year, either individually or in behalf of the com- 


Me. ‘SEARLES. I do not remember to have been solicited in tha t way. 

Senator ALLEN. No one asked youas an individual to contribute, or asked 
9 

Mr. SEARLES. I do not remem any such request. 

Senator ALLEN. All the way through when you 
tions I understand you to mean contributions to the 


3 for the Popu- 


k of local contribu- 
tions 


State organiza’ 
of the rty, whichever ty it may be. For ane vou speak of local 
contributions in the State of New York to the Democratic party, you mean 
tothe Demioceanic tion in the * do you not? 
Mr. SEARLES. I do not know as to the organization, but for State pur- 


poses, Whatever that may have been. 
: an ALLEN. Were your contributions larger in 1892 than they were in 


Mr. SEARLES. I could not say as to that. 
What 


Senator ALLEN, is your best recollection? 
Mr. SEARLES. I do not remember. 
s + D * s > s 


your books, show 


the sugar trust 
TT 2 
r. SEARLES. I shall decline to do that kind. 
Senator ALLEN. You should decline to do n 
Mr. SEARLES. Yes, sir. 


A copy of thes by which said witness was commanded 
and before committee at the time and place aforesaid, together her 
witha of the certificate of service thereof, is hereto attach 
marked Exhibit A. 


EXHIBIT A. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERIC. 
Congress of the United States: 
To Hon. J. E. Searles, greeting: 

Pursuant to lawful authority, youare hereby commanded toappearforth- 
with before the special committee of the Senate of the United States to in- 
vestigate attempts at bribery, etc., at the room of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, then and there to testify what you 7 — know relative 
to the subject-matter under consideration by said committe 

Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default under the “pains and pen- 
alties in such cases made and provided. 

3 J. Bright, Sergeant at- Arms of the Senate of the United States, 
serv 


e and return. 
Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 13th day of June,in 
the year of our Lord rd 1894. 


GEO. G 
Chairman Speciat Herend 


SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Office of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 
I do appoint aud hereby empower B. W. Layton to serve this subpœna, and 
toexer — 83 the authority in relation thereto with which I am vested by 
the within order. 5 


Sergeant-ut-Arms of the 1 oF the United States. 


WASHINGTON, DC., June 13, 1894. 
I made service of the within subpona through my uty, B. 2 2 
by the within named J. E. Searles at Ar Hotel, * 8 
1 o'clock p. m. on the 13th day of June, 1 8 


Sergeant-at-Arms, Senate of te ried inten. 


In the opinion of the committee each of the questions 
was a proper question and pertinent to the question —.— re poe 
the ttee, and was eg to make the examination o by 
resolution of the Senate, and that said witnessis in contempt of the Senate 
and merits to be dealt with for his misconduct; and that said witness, by 
herein set forth, has violated 
made a 

0 


BO. 102, Revised | Statutes. Every person who, 2 been summoned 
as arias by the authority of either House of Congress ve testimony 
or to produce papers upon any matter under airy ator 8 elther House or 
any 1 Bn ae House of Congress, es default, or who, 
ha uses to answer any 1 pertinent to the 
under T. shall ony deemed guilty of a eee punishable by a 
fine of not more than 81 :000 G nor less than $100, and imprisonment in a com- 
DANIR, Nowitnoasis privilepadsteftse to tna toni fea Sto pro: 

n o ness is p eg refuse any fact.orto 
ence any paper shall be examined 3 = 


respecting which he 
gress or by any committee of either House, upon the ground 


testimon: such fact or his productionof such r may tend to disgrace 
him or — —.— render him bas cosets ete y 
yx pno. 104. Whenever a witness summoned, as mentioned in section 1 


testify and his 7 — refusals to answer, and all the facts herein, under | 
the seal of the Senate, to the United States district attorney for the District 
of Columbia, in order that said witn ess may be proceeded against in man- 
ner and form provided by law. 
0. K. DAVI 
H. C. LODG 
WM. V. ALLEN. | 


ADDITIONAL REPORT OF ME. ALLEN, OF THE COMMITTEE. 

In addition to the above recommendation of the committee to be Dron 
witness, John E. Searles, I have to say that I think he ought to pen 
to the bar of the Senate and be required to there purge himself of the con- ; 


“Theret of — he is guilty, or besummarily pu for refusing to doso. 
o recommend the adoption of following resolution by the 


rens John E. Searles, a witness, was heretofore "required to vest ie Ba 

select committee of the gene and see 

tore said committee, has, as vg 

— ad Pertinent s ani — . — quest ons aip re as to ie — 
said committee: 


Resolved, That the President of the Senate issue his warrant in due form 
under his hand and the seal of the Senate. 


—— for contem: lin the mean time to the said 
in cnstedy to await the r order of the tod 
Respectfully submitted, 
WM. V. ALLEN, 
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

The members of the co: unable to agree with 
the report made by them to the case of the 
witness J. E. Jes, deem it per to state that the ground of their 
55 ales au the case of the 

vemeyer 


GEO. GRAY, 
WILLIAM LINDSAY. 


Mr. GRAY sgn ‘aes ny said: Lask unanimous consent at this 
time to present,on behalf of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
LINDSAY] and myself, as members of the special investigating 
committee, a report dissenting from the wr ie: report just 
presented by the Senator from Minnesota AVIS] in the 
two cases of the witnesses Havemeyer and 3 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the views of the minority be printed 
in connection with the other report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
sence of objection. 

The 9 referred to is as follows: $ 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The r ners of the committee, being unable to agree with 
the majority in the report made by them to the Senate in the case of the | 
75. Henry O. Havemeyer, deem it proper to state the ground of their 


The resolution of the Senate under which the committee has been 
cuting this investigation directs it to fae rs among other Pr Sninga; “Ww: er i 
any contributions have been e sugar trust, or any person con- 
nected therewith, to any 3 ‘party for campaign or election purposes 
or to secure or defeat l 
The eee that in our system of government unlimited 
wer is deposited by the people e but, on the he framers ofthat lim- 


ernment. They do not feel at liberty, 
purpose to pursue ends clearly beyond oe 
that an inquiry as to whether certain penons 
any political party to secure or defeat erallegisl; 

petence of the Senate to make 8 hae Bes that 49125 is within such — 5 
to direct an inquiry asto who has of any 
political party, without reference to the purpose for w. the contribution 


Was made. 

The undersigned, therefore, in obedience to the pempe of the well-es- 
tablished rule that where a construction is possible ch brings a law 
Within the enacting power of the Legislature, such construction ＋ = 
tain, have felt VCC = 
struction of the Senate to the co t to inguire 
whether any contributions have been made byt the sugar on * or any 
son connected therewith, to Fe fe political pary for 3 
pu to secure or defeat “from the 

ence of Mr. Havemeyer submitted to yn ore the — was in 
substance thus put to him and answered in the negative. 

It will be observed, from the extracts from the testimony submitted by the 

ority of the committee, that the witness Havemeyer, answered freely 
and fully all questions as to whether or not contributions had been made by 
the sugar trust to the national campaign fund of any party, and that the 
charge of contumacyrestssolely upon ig ng nee: put to as tò the amounts 
and particulars of contributions which he had testified had been made 
the trust for local and State purposes. Therefore the question ted 
this report is whether or not the Senate of the Uni States t 
committee, or had epost, to direct 7 committee, to inquire as to what eon- 


Tt will be so ordered, in the ab- 


tributions a particular individual 5 may have made to cam- 
— — eee for the pret — ot elections, ‘ictly State or 1 in the years 
2 an 
Itis the opinion of the undersigned that the resolution under which this 
committee is ac will not admit of the interpretati 6 Erir = to sup- 
rt meres t of the majority of the committee, and that the 
as not matinee: toanswer any question that was pertinent to the inquiry 


with which the committee was, or could have been, Sar a nyan- = 
WILLIAM LINDSAY, 
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Mr, GRAY. By the same committee, Iam also directed to 
submit a report in the case of Mr. John Macartney, a witness 
who refused to answer certain questions propounded by the 
committee. 

The report is as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 487, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 
June 21, 1894.—Ordered to be printed. 


Mr. GRAY, from the special committee to investigate attempts at bribery, 
etc., submitted the following report: 

The special committee, under and in pursuance of a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of May 17, A. D. 1804, as follows: 

“Whereas it has been stated in the Sun, a newspaper published in New 
York, that bribes have been offered to certain Senators to induce them to 
yote st the pend: tarif bill; and 

“ Whereas it has also n stated in a signed article inthe Press, a news- 
Lg published in Philadelphia, that the sugar schedule has been made up 
as it now stands in the proposed amendment in consideration of largesums 
of money paid for campaign p sot the Democratic party: Therefore, 

* Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
these charges, and to inquire further whether any contributions have been 
made by the sugar trust, or any person connected therewith, to any politi- 
cal party for cam n or election purposes or to secure or defeat legisla- 
tion, and whether any Senator has been or is specula in what areknown 
as sugar stocks during the consideration of the tariff bill now before the Sen- 
ate, and with power to send for persons and papers and to administer oaths. 

“ Resolved further, That said committee be authorized to investigate and 
report upon any charge or charges which may be filed before it alleging that 
the action of any Senator has n corruptly or improperly infiuenced in 
one sapere pay of said bill, or that any attempt has been made to so in- 

uence legislation ”— 
have attended to their duties so far as they have been able, but in certain 

cts have been prevented by reason of the matters hereinafter stated, 
and ask leave to report in part as follows: 

In 3 of said resolution the said committee met in the Capitol on 
the Ast day of May, 1894, at 10 o'clock a. m., and, after the examination of 
certain matters embraced first pa: ph of the said resolution, the 
committe proceeded to investigate further the maters submitted to them by 
the said resolution, and on the 19th day of June, A. D. 1894, the committee 
being duly assembled, one John W. Macartney, who had been duly sub- 
poenaed and summoned as a witness to appear before said committee, then 
and there appeared and submitted to be examined as a witness. The wit- 
ness was duly sworn by the chairman of said committee. 

In the course of his testimony the said witness was asked certain ques- 
tions and refused to answer the same, as will more fully appear by the fol- 
lowing copy of his testimony, viz: 


SWORN TESTIMONY OF JOHN W. MACARTNEY. 


Senator ALLEN. Mr. De where do you reside? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. My house address? 

Senator ALLEN. No. The city in which you reside. 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Washington. 

Senator ALLEN. What is your occupation? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I am in the banking and brokerage business in this city, 
and am a member of the New York Stock Exchange. 

Senator ALLEN. Are you in partnership with any other gentlemen? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Noone has any interest in my business except myself. 

Senator ALLEN. What ts the name, or has been the name, of your firm? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Corson & Macartmey. My partner died about twoyears 
ago, and I bought hisinterest from his estate. 

mator ALLEN. Is the business conducted in your name? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I have never changed the firm name. 

omer Ye ALLEN. It is just Corson & Macartney, of which you are sole 
owner 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I am sole owner. 

Senator ALLEN. Do 12 know Mr. E. R. Chapman, ot the firm of Moore 
& 1 of New York City? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Yes. 

Senator ALLEN. Have you seen him here within ten days? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Recently; Lean not say whether within! ten days or not. 

Senator ALLEN. Did you see him after he was subpœnaed to testify before 
this committee? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Yes. 

Senator ALLEN. After he had been on the stand and testified and been 
excused here, did you see him? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I did. 

Senator ALLEN. At your office? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Yes. 

Senator ALLEN, You are the agent of his firm? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. No, sir; not agent. Weare only the correspondents of 
Moore & Schley here. They have no interest in my business, and I have no 
interest in the 

Senator ALLEN. But you transact business on the stock exchange through 


them? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Through them; thatis it. 

Senator ALLEN. How many conversations did you have with Mr. Chap- 
men at that time, or about that time? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not recollect. He was at my office, because it was 
the natpral place for him to go when he was in Washington, but {I do not 
know howmany times I talked with him. 

Senator ALLEN. After he had first been examined and excused until the 
next day, did you see him that eyening? x 

Mr. CARTNEY. I did. 

Senator ALLEN. 8 Aee office? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. 

Senator ALLEN. At what 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I think [saw him at the Ar m Hotel. 

Senator ALLEN. And who was in company with ? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. There wasn’t anyone when I saw him. 

Senator ALLEN. No one but you two? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. That is all. 

Senator ALLEN. You did, however, at that time, or about that time, have 
aconversation with him at your office? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. He was in my office that day. 

Senator ALLEN. Was any United States Senator there with him? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. No. 

Senator ALLEN. Did you have any conversation in the presence of any 
United States Senator? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. No. 

9 ALLEN. Did he converse with any United States Senator in your 
presence 7 


Mr. MACARTNEY. No; not in my office ie elsewhere. 


ator since day of 

ruary, 1894, eaten 750 br Fow Toke 
feronn your house in purehasing r sell tocks or certifiéates? 
Mr. MACARTNEY. Now, I want committee with all respect, 
but I must declin that question. 

Senator ALLEN. On what ground do you decline, Mr. Macartney? 

Mr, MACARTNEY. Because in my own opinion this committee has no 
toask such a question, and I advised by counsel they haven 
and by saying that Ido not mean to convey inferéntijally to an 
the committee that any Senator has speculated in omcé. I simply re: 
fuse to answer as a matter of principle, and question the right of even this 
honorable committee to inquire into 3 b 658. 

Senator ALLEN. Doyou not think that your re: 1 to answer implies that 
a United States Senator has operated or speculated through your ? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not thatisso. I would not assume to answer 
. it you asked if any Government clerk had dealt through my 


Senator ALLEN. Has any Senator's clerk, since the Ist day of February, 
1894, dealt in sugar stocks or certificates through your firm? 

Mr. MACARTNEY, I decline to answer that question, not because they ever 
did, but simply upon the principle involved. 

Senator ALLEN. You mean to say that you decline to give any information 
upon this subject? 

r. MACARTNEY, I mean that I can not tell the committee who} are or are 
not the customers of Corson & Macartney. 

Senator ALLEN. Notwithstanding it may involve the integrity of men who 
are 8 in national affairs? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. No matter who it involves, or who it does not, that is 
the decision I must adhere to. 8 

Senator ALLEN. You regard your duty to your own financial interest as 
5 to your duty as a citizen to the 17 F855 at large! 

. MACARTNEY, I do not quite regard it in that light. 

Senator ALLEN, Do you put your refusal to answer this question or these 
questions, and to disclose the names of Senators and their clerks who have 
speculated ins r stocks during the last ninety days through your firm, 
upon the ground that it will criminate you or expose you to ignominy? 

. MACARTNEY. I do not understand that any crime is charged against 


anybody. 
Senator ALLEN. Upon what precise ground, and npon what ground alone, 
do you base your refusal to answer these questions 

r. MACARTNEY. On the ground that a committee such as this has notthe 
right to inquire who are or who are not my customers in a private business 
auch ee mine is. 


hri i 
uch right; 
émber of 


tor ALLEN. Notwithstanding those customers may be United States 
Senators and their clerks? 
Mr. MACARTNEY, Notwithstanding who they may be. 


Senator DAvis. Mr. Macartney, did I understand you to say that from 
our refusal to answer, no inference was to be drawn as to whether any 
enator or his clerk had or had not speculated through your office? 

Mr, MACARTNEY, I do not wish to create an inference in any direction by 


aoe to answer. 

The AN. Whether you wish to create one or not, do you mean that 
your answer is justly aie donate of the inference that any Senator or his 
clerk has speculated through your office? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. It might susceptible of any view of mind. At the 
same time I would not wish to convey that inference. 

The CHAIRMAN, Would you decline to answer the question put to you by 
53 Sort ame’ just the same whether a Senator had speculated or had not 
specula 

Mr. MACARTNEY. It would be just the same; I would refuse to answer, as 
a matter of principle. 

The CHAIRMAN, You would refuse, even if no Senator had ever bought or 
sold sugar stock through you? 

Mr. MACARTNEY, I would refuse to answer. 

Senator LINDSAY. You po it upon the ground that your business is apri. 
vate business, and the public has no interest in it? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. That is it exactly. 

Senator LINDSAY. You would have no objection to saying in an ordinary 
conversation, if asked, if such or sucha person was or was not a customer ot 
yours? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I would. 

Senator LINDSAY. In a letter published in the Philadelphia Press of May 
14, 1804, it is stated in substance that after the formulation of the present 
amendments to the tariff bill, which is now pending before the Senate, a 
copy of them was placed in the hands of the agent of Moore & Schley, at 
8 in the morning before he was out of bed. You may state if a 
copy of that schedule was presented to you? 

Mr. MACARTNEY, It was not. 

Senator LINDSAY. When did you first see that schedule? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. The first accurate knowledge I had of the schedule was 
when it was given to the press. 

Senator LINDSAY. You saw it in 8 

Mr. eee Yes; not in the Philadelphia Press, but in the newspa- 

rs generally. 7 
P SOAU LINDSAY. And you never knew of its existence before that time? 

Mr. MACARTNEY, I never did. 

Senator LINDSAY. Do you know of any employé in your establishment to 
whom it was given before that? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not. I will state for the information of the com- 
mittee that in an office like mine there are a great many speculators around, 
and a great many newspaper people come in. We hear a vast number of 
rumors and gossip upon a great many subjects. As pertinent to my busi- 
ness I talked sugar with anybody. e heard a goa eal of rumor, but we 
had no real accurate information in regard to the amendments until evefy- 
body had it, and no employé of mine had, so far as I know, 

Senator ALLEN. Along about the 15th of February, 184, were orders sent 
by you or 121 n in 9 employment to the New York Stock Ex- 
change for Uni States Senators, or any United States Senator, for the 
purchase of sugar stocks or certificates? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I must decline to answer that, upon the same principle 
involved in the other question. 

Senator ALLEN. Were any such orders sent by any United States Sena. 
tor’s clerk or person in his employment? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I decline to answer that question. 

The CHAIRMAN. For the same reason? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. For the same reason. 

Senator ALLEN. You are aware of the statute which makes it your duty 


Mr. MACARTNEY. Yes; the ordin 
ALLEN. 


consequences. 
. To answering the truth? 
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Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not say that. 

Senator ALLEN. Well, you refuse to disclose the truth, do you not, by re- 
fusing to answer? 

Mr. CARTNEY. I only refuse to answer the question. 

Senator ALLEN. Don't you conceal the truth in refusing to answer? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I refuse to answer the question as to who are or who 
are not customers of my firm. 

Senator ALLEN, And you refuse to say whether you do or do not secrete 
the truth by your refusal to answer? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not think that isa fair question. 

Senator ALLEN. I desire you to answer the question. If you see fit, do so. 
You seem to be master of the situation. 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I decline to answer that. 

Senator ALLEN. Mr. Macartney, do you not know that your refusal is based 
upon your mepe to secrete the names of Senators who have speculated 
through your firm? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not. 

Senator ALLEN. Or their clerks? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not. 

š Senator 775 And that it is your intention to shield all such persons as 
ar as e? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. That is not my intention at all. 

Senator ALLEN. And because you believe that to give their names would 
be injurious to your business in the future? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. That is not what induces my refusal at all, Senator. 

A copy of the su ma by which said witness was commanded to appear 
and testify before the committee at the time and place aforesaid, together 
with a copy of the certificate of service thereof, is hereto attached and 
marked Exhibit A. 


EXHIBIT A. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Congress of the United States: 

To John W. Macartney, of Corson & Macartney, Washington, D. C., greeting: 

Pursuant to lawful authority, you are hereby commanded to appear be- 
fore the special committee of the Senate of the United States, to investigate 
attempts at bribery, etc., on „June 19, 1894, at 11 o'clock a. m., at the 
room of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, then and there to testify 
what you may know relative to the subject-matters under consideration by 
said committee. 

Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default under the pains and pen- 
alties in such cases made and provided. 

To Richard J. Bright, Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate of the United States, 
to serve and return. 
ı Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 18th day of June, in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and ninety-four. 


GEO. GRAY. 
Chairman Special Committee. 
SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Office of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 
I do appoint and hereby empower B. W. Layton toserve this subpoena, 
and to — Lr had all the Suthorite in relation thereto with which I am vested 
by the within order. 


R. J. BRIGHT, 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate of the United States. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 19, 1893. 


I made service of the within subpena ronga my deputy, B. W. Layton, 
by the within-named John W. Macartney, at No 1419 F st. N W., Washington 
D. C., at 9.40 o'clock a. m., on the 19th day of June, 189%. 


R. J. BRIGHT, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, Senate of the United States. 

In the opinion of the committee each of the questions put to said witness 
was a proper question and pertinent to the question under inq before 
the committee, and was necessary to make the examination order by said 
resolution of the Senate, and that said witness is in contempt of the Senate 
and merits to be dealt with for his misconduct; and that said witness, by 
his various ref to answer the questions as herein set forth, has violated 
the provisions of that certain act of Congress in such cases e and pro- 
vided, being chapter 7 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which 
chapter is as follows: 

SEOC. 102, Revised Statutes. Every soe who, having been summoned as 
a witness by the authority of either House of Congress to give testimony or 
to produce papers upon any matter under TO Pg iat either House or 
any committee of either House of Congress, y makes default, or 
who, ha appeared, refuses.to answer any question pertinent to the 
question under inq „shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, punisha- 
ble by a fine of not mofe than $1,000 nor less than $100, and imprisonment in 
a common jail for not less than one month nor more than twelve months. 

„SEC. 103. No witness is vileged to refuse to testify to any fact or to 
produce any to nia respec! which he shall be examined by either House 
of Congress, or by any co: ttee of either House, upon the ground that his 
testimony to such fact or his production of such paper may tend to disgrace 
him or otherwise render him infamous. 

“SEC. 104. Whenever a witness summoned, as mentioned in section 102, 
fails to testify, and the facts are reported to either House, the President of 
the Senate or the Speaker of the House, as the case may be, shall cer 
the fact under the seal of the Senate or House to the district attorney for 
the District of Columbia, whose duty it shall be to bring the matter before 
the nd jury for their action.” 

Wherefore, the committee report to the Senate, to the end that the Pres- 
ident of the Senate may certify as to said witness his aforesaid failure to 
testify and his aforesaid refusals to answer, and all the facts herein, under 
the seal of the Senate, to the United States district attorney for the District 
ol Columbia, in order that said witness may be proceeded against in manner 
and form provided by law. 

GEO. GRAY. 


: WILLIAM LINDSAY. 
AVIS. 


HENRY CABOT LODGE. 
WILLIAM V. ALLEN. 
ADDITIONAL REPORT OF MR. ALLEN, OF THE COMMITTEE. 

In addition to the above recommendation of the committee regarding th 
Witness. John W. Macartney, 1 have to say that I think he ought 10 be 
brought to the bar of the Senate, and be required to there purge lf of 
wie contempt of which he is guilty, or be summarily punished for refusing 


0 80. 
he rene recommend the adoption of the following resolution by the 


Whereas John W. Macartney, a witness, was heretofore duly summoned 
by a select committee of the Sonate, and being lawfully ued to testify 
before said committee, has, as appears by the report of said 


fused to answer pertinent and material questions propounded to him by said 
committee: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate issue his warrant in due form 
under his hand and the seal of the Senate, directed to the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate, comman him forthwith to arrest and 
the Senate the body of said John W. Macartney, toshow cause why he should 
not be punished for contempt, and in the meantime to keep the said Macart- 
ney in custody to await the further order of the Senate. 


Respectfully submitted, 
> WILLIAM V. ALLEN. 


Mr. GRAY. Iam directed by the committee to request that 
the usual proceedings be taken in this case. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. HILL. Before the Chair said “it will be so ordered” I 
desired to be heard. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to know what the order is? I rise 
to a question of order. 

Mr. HILL. That is the question I am going to refer to now. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us have the order settled first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is upon the Hh ld of 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], The Chair will hear 
the Senator from New York upon that report. 

Mr. HILL. I assume that the two reports are deemed as now 
resented together. I suppose, as the Senator from Minnesota 
Mr. Davis] is here, there is no objection to that being under- 

stood for the purpose of raising this question. That should 
have been done, of course. 

Mr. GRAY. That was the understanding. 

Mr. HILL. As both reports are now presented, I desire to 
make a motion for the purpose of raising the question. I move 
that the reports be not received. I do not care about discuss- 
ing the motion now, but at some later day I want to discuss 
that question. : 

I took the position when the other report was presented in re- 
lation to the newspaper correspondents that the Senate was pro- 
ceeding beyond its jurisdiction; that contempt proceedings 
would not lie; and I desire to take that same position now. I 
am fortified in that position by a minority report, which holds 
substantially, as I understand, that no contempt has been com- 
mitted. The point I make is that the Senate can control these 
reports. I made that point before on behalf of the two newspa- 
per men, and I make it now. 

I simply desire to present my views upon that subject at some 
proper time. I suggest thatthe whole matter go over. There- 
ports have been presented and my motion that they be not re- 
ceived has been prened, and I ask that we may discuss the 
question at some future day. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the reports be printed. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; let them be printed in the mean time. ~ 

Mr. ALLEN. I suppose the reports have been received and 
laid upon the table, where they properly belong, and that they 
will be taken up in their regular order and be discussed and con- 
sidered. I do not think we ought to undertake to sidetrack 
questions such as are presented by these reports. 

I desire at the proper time to be heard upon the question of 
the Senate’s jurisdiction, not only its jurisdiction to consider 
these matters, but its absolute duty to do so in the interest of 
Pe country; and I desire the reports to occupy their proper po- 
sition. 

Mr. DAVIS. The position of the majority of the committee 
whosigned the report now under consideration has been through- 
out that in reporting the contumacy of witnesses it was merely 
performing a ministerial duty under the statute, submitting to 
the Senate what had taken place in the committee, from which 
certain consequences followed; namely, that it became the min- 
isterial duty of the Presiding Officer of this body to certify those 
transactions to the district attorney of the United States for the 
District of Columbia, 

I do not understand that the question of whether this report 
shall be received or not received is at all germane to the per- 
formance of that duty by the committee, or by the Presiding Of- 
ficer of the Senate, and I shall object to any concession of the po- 
sition of the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], which may be 
implied by consenting that this matter may go over until another 
2 I shall opoo, 

r. HILL. The Senator can not prevent me making the mo- 
tion I have made. I have talked with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] and other Senators, and all sides want the 
matter to go over, as I understand, for discussion, and in the 
meantime, pending the disposition of my motion, that the pa- 
pers be printed. Does the Senator think we can dispose of the 
question to-night? 

Mr. DAVIS. The order has already been made that the re- 
port submitted by me shall be printa in the RECORD, and it 
will appear to-morrow morning. 

Mr. L. That is not the printing I want. 

Mr. DAVIS. They are printed under the general rule. 
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Mr.HARRIS. I rise to a question of order. j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. A motion that a report of a committee of this 
body shall not be received is not in order, is my point of order. 
I am perfectly willing that that point of order may go over un- 
til another time, or it may be disposed of now; but I want toin- 
terpose it. z j 2 
Mr. HILL. I do not want it disposed of now: 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] made his report there was no order of the Senate made; 
when the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] made his report 
he requested that the usual proceedings take place, and the 
Chair said, It will be so ordered.” Now, if an order of that 
kind is to be entered upon the records of the Senate, I desire to 
object. It raises the same question which the motion of the 

Senator from New York raises. I have been trying to get the 
floor, which has been occupied all the time by two or three Sen- 
ators, to say that if a certificate is to be made in the case re- 

orted by the Senator from Delaware as 5 of the Senate, 

p wish to object for the same reason that the Senator from New 
York, as I understand, moves that the report be not received. 

If the certificate goes as a matter of course, that is another 
‘thing. I should not be prepared, I think, to vote against a cer- 

tification of this witness to the district attorney, but Iam inter- 
ested in the question whether or not that statute executes itself 
and authorizes the use of the seal of the Senate, without the au- 
thority of the Senate, or even against the direction of the Sen- 
ate. There would stand upon the records of the Senate, unless 
I made this objection, the order of the Senate, certifying Mr. 
Havemeyer. LI object to that, if Iam allowed to make that ob- 
jection or if I am in season in making that objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. I understood the point made, or intended to be 
made, by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL) had been set- 
tled adversely to him, in substance, by the action of the Senate, 
or its nonaction, in the case of the wate g correspondents, 

I want all these parties treated alike. the action of the 
Senate is to stand . the newspaper correspondents, I want 
it to stand against these potentates of the sugar trust. I shall 
be prepared at any time to meet the Senator from New York in 
debate upon this subject if it becomes in order. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent,the Senate ha taken the action that it did, practically 
closed the question as to them in a debate somewhat excited and 

inted. 

14 object now to its being reopened without the most mature 
revious consideration, whereby, in comparison with the atti- 
tude in which we have put the newspaper correspondents, it is 
8 to exempt these magnates of this great trust. 
. HOAR. . President— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishouldlike toask the Senator from Min- 
nesota a question. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask whether he holds it would be out of 
order to move to recommit his report, or to move to recommit 
the report of the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether the 
statement the Chair made, It will be so ordered,” was under- 
stood by him to impart an order of the Senate after objection 
was made? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOAR. The question was not disposed of, then? 

Mr. LODGE. When this committee reported the first two 
cases it was then held that after the report had been introduced, 
the Senator from- Delaware [Mr. GRAY] being recognized as 
making a privileged report, the mere factof making that report 
closed the question. It was then settled by the Senate, and the 
President of the Senate acted upon that report without any fur- 
ther action on the part of the Senate—none whatever—and the 
two newspaper correspondents were thereupon certified to. the 
district attorney. Subsequently the committee brought in an- 
other report that was recognized as a pees report. Itcer- 
tified Mr, Chapman for cont 2 ere was nothing done; 
there was no action taken by the Senate; the same ground was 
tel 1 ined ep to — district attorney. 1 

e majo: of the committee, representing for all purposes 
the committee, have now presented a report, certifyin Mr. 
Havemeyer and Mr. Searles, and the committee as a whale has 
8 report certifying Mr. Macartney. IL can not see, Mr. 

sident, why there should be any change in the action of the 

Senate, nor do I see that the matter is otherwise than complete, 

z yad already been held, when that report is presented, as it 
as been. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I understood the rule to be laid 


down when the two correspondents were certified to the grand 
jury, thatthe Vice-President, under the statute, was charged 
with the duty of certifying those parties for indictment when- 
ever the proper certificate was returned to him %y the commit- 
tee, and that the Vice-President did so certify in the instance 
of Mr. Edwards and Mr. Shriver. The same rule, I believe, was 
followed as to Mr. Chapman. The same rule, I suppose, applies 
to these persons so far as they are certified to the Vice-Presi- 
dent, for his certificate sending them to the frend jury, to be 
indicted for their refusal to comply with the ` 

So far as that part of the reports made in these cases is con- 
cerned, I suppose there is but one thing to do; and that is for 
the Presidi 15 Officer of this body to certify these persons in ac- 
cordance with the statute. 

In addition to the reports which have been made by the com- 
mittee, I have in each instance made an additional report, ask- 
ing that these different witnesses be called before the bee of the 
Senate and there required to purge themselves of contempt or 
be punished summarily for refusing to do so. That portion of 
the report I suppose properly goes over and comes up for con- 
sideration by the Senate; but the other is a mere matter of min- 
isterial duty upon the part of the Presiding Officer to certify. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like the attention of the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. DAvis]forone moment. The report which was 
made by the committee; that is, bya majority of the committee, 
which is the committee, in the case of Mr. Havemeyer and Mr. 
Searles for contumacy, was made this afternoon when I was 
called out from my desk by some one in the reception room. 
The Senator from Minnesota and I, having had an understand- 
ing that the report would be made from the committee about 5 
o’clock, and that at the same time the dissent of two members 
of the committee to the report would be made as a report and 
filed with the report of the committee, I ask unanimous consent 
that the two reports may be considered as having been made at 
the same time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly; that was the understanding. 

Mr. GRAY. So that the order for printing may go with both 
and both be treated alike? 

Mr. DAVIS. Seater 
Sore VICE-PRESID Without objection, that course will 

en. 

Mr. GRAY. The report made by the ere of the com- 
mittee is of course the report of the committee. Itseems to me 
that the course which has been taken in previous cases is the 
course that will be taken in re to these reports, for they 
are reports from the committee in just the same sense as the pre- 
mo reports were, which happened to have been made unani- 
mously. 

The only diference is that in these two cases two members of 
the co: ttee could not agree with the majority as to the juris- 
diction in regard to the particular questions asked, or as to the 
rtinency of the 3 to the inquiry then under investi 
on. They have filed the statement of the grounds of their dis- 
sent. Thatcloses the matter so faras they are concerned. The 
committee through a majority of its members have made the 
report, and the law makes it incumbent upon the Vice-President 
to certify the cases to the district attorney. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Delaware to 
state what the minority 5 is? What is the report of the 
two members who dissented? 

Mr.GRAY. The report just states the ground of dissent of 
two members of the committee as to the jurisdiction of the 
Senate and the committee over the questions upon which the 
report treats. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But the Senator from Delaware holds that 
the report of the majority of the committee requires the Vice- 
President to certify the facts to the district attorney. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course. The report of the majority is the 
report of the committee, and the status of the report and the 
status of the case before the Senate, so far as the Vice-Presi- 
dent is concerned, is precisely as if the whole committee had 
made the report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As ifthe two members had not dissented? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir; of course. : 

Mr. HARRIS. The state of the case is simply this. A com- 
mittee of this body has on this day made two reports, which 
have been received, and they are lying on the Clerk’s desk. In 
that condition of affairs the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] 
moves thatthe reports shall not be received. They havealready 
been received. But if he had antici d the report and made 
that motion, I should have still the question of order that 
such a motion was out of order. Having made the motion sub- 
sequently, I raise the question of order that his motion is not in 
order. at is a question for the Chair to decide and is not de- 
batable, and I shall not undertake to debate it. Other sugges- 
tions are that the Chair shall consult the Senate with re. to 


a different branch of the case, as to whether the President of 
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the Senate shall obey the law or shall not obey it. That is all 
there is in this case. f 

Mr. HILL. So much is conceded, that the two reports are 
regarded as having been presented to the Senate at the same 
time. At the very same moment when they were presented I 
entered a motion that they be not received. The Senator from 
Tennessee now raises the parliamentary point that my motión 
is out of order. Of course that question gan be discussed after 
it has been decided. Ido not desire to doit to-night. The sim- 
ple point which I desire to have the Senate decide and decide 
intelligently iš, has not the Senate a control over the presenta- 
tion of reports of committees? 

The right of the committee to present the report depends 
upon what? Uponthe point that certain witnesses have refused 
to answér questions material to the inquiry. Two honored mem- 
bers of the committee, representing this side of the Senate, have 
made a minorii report, Saying that these questions are not ma- 


terial to the uiry. Now, the question which I present is 
whether the Senate is bound to allow the reports to go upon its 
records and no motion can be entertained to stop it, when upon 
the reading of the reports the Senate may conclude that there 
has been no violation of law? In other words, the Senate may 

ree with the two minority members of the committee, namely, 
that the witnesses have not refused to answer material ques- 
tions. That is the pointI desire to raise. I do not want to dis- 
cuss it now, or to delay the consideration of the tariff bill, but 
I suggest that it ought to go over until some other time, when 
the parliamentary question can be discussed. 

Mr. HOAR. I can pep DEA to ask a question of the Senator 
from New York or the Does either the majority or the 
minority report recommend the bringing of the contumacious 
witnesses to the bar of the Senate and exerting the authority of 
the Senate? 

Mr. GRAY. No, sir. 

Mr. HILL. No. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam sorry they do not. i 

Mr. GRAY. Allow me to state to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts in answer to his question that the minority report 
signed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] did report 
in all cases that, in addition to being reported to the district 
attorney, the recalcitrant witnesses be brought before the bar 
of the Senate and punished. 

Mr. HOAR. Itseems to me, if I may be pardoned for a sen- 
tence, that Senate is laying down its constitutional author- 
ity when. it takes the view that its power to enforce obedience 
to its lawful order to a witness who is brought before one of its 
committees depends on the action or nonaction of a grand iy: 
or any officer whatever. If we have the constitutional rig t 
bring the witnesses here to testify, we have the constitutional 
right to compel them to answer, and we are degraded if we do 
not do it. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, [trust I may be permitted to 
at least raise an inquiry as to what is meant by the statute. The 
so-called reports by the committee seem to be treated in the 
discussion as reports in a parliamentary sense. I do not think 
that what has been communicated to the Senate is necessarily 
the report of a committee, s ng in a parliamentary sense. 
The committee were created for certain p es, to make cer- 
tain inquiries, and to report the result of those inquiries to the 
Senate and recommend action thereon. 

Now, they have made no report of that sort. I do not think 
that within the meaning of the word as it is used in the ordi- 
nary transactions of the Senate any committee re has been 
made. The committee have simply communicated to the Senate 
certain facts which have arisen during the progress of their in- 

uiry as required to do by certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes. It is a communication of facts to the Senate rather 
than the report of acommittee in aparliamentarysense. Ishall 
not take up much of the time of the Senate, but I wish to read the 
twosections. Section 102 of the Revised Statutes provides that 

Every person who, having been summoned as a witness by the authority 
of either House of Congos, to give testimony or to produce papers upon 
any matter under inquiry before either House, or any committee of either 
House of Congress, willfully makes default, or who, having appeared, re- 
fuses to answer any question pertinent to the question under inquiry, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, etc. 

Section 104 provides that— 

Whénever a witness summoned as mentioned in section 102 falls to testify, 
and the facts are reporton to either House, the President of the Senate or 
phe Speaker of the House, as the case may be, shall certify the fact under 
1 of the Senate or House to the district attorney for the District 6f Co- 

i 


bia, Sl yee duty it shall be to bring the matter before the grand jury for 
r action. 


I think the plain meaning of that section is just what it would 
be if the section said: : 


Paget Mere teat , e er eek 
y, 4 e facts are bro ð a on of either Ho — 
Alcated to either House. ei 5 


Mr. HILL. That is right. 
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Mr. PLATT. When that is done it is not, strictly s A 
in the parliamentary sense, a report of a committee, buta - 
mittee which has been charged with certain duties informs the 
Senate that certain witnesses refuse to testify. I suggest this 
distinction because it seems to me that the whole matter rests 
upon the question, and is to be decided accordingly, whether 
this is the report of a committee, speaking in a par entary 
sense. 

When the report of a committee is presented to the Senate 
something is to be done with it, and if it be dénceded that this 
is, speaking in a parliamentary sénse, the Tapori of a commit- 
tee, then something is to be done with it. But if it is simply 
information for the Senate as to certain facts which have oc- 
curred in the committee and thatis all, I do not think it comes 
within what we understand when we speak of the report of a 
committee. Iconfess that I am not entirely confident of the 
correctness of my construction of the statute, but certainly that 
question arises in this case. : 

ULKNER. Mr. President, simply on the parliamen- 
tary question whether the motion of the Senatorfrom New York 
is in order, I will state that it strikes me C is very clear 
on that point, and for the information of the I read 
section 1952 of Cushing’s Law and Practice of Legislative As- 
semblies: 

1952. On the. question of bringing 


member to object to recel 
either of form, as, for example, 


itis not in order to move to amend the report; it must either be received 
or re as itis; and no motion, ex for recommi 
in relation to it until it has been rece 


Section 1953 1s even more explicit. It is as follows: 

1953. The — in this country in making a report is somewhat difer- 
ent. There is no B ͤᷣͤ ———— — s, 
thence. Whenever the chairman or other member ofthe committee is 


ready to report, he obtains of the House, or is called to by the 
Speaker for the purpose, and announces that ha a report from such a 
committee. He thereupo 


y, either on the ground of form, 
orders of the House, or of 
ction of the committee, this raises 


port is 
objection is not one of order, the question of 
to the house. f. 

I think the motion of the Senator from New York is clearly in 
order. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not care, as I said before, 
about discussing the question of parliamentary law. The stat- 
ute provides that— 

Every person who * * +è refuses wer tinent 
the question under inquiry shall be F zir 2 

Then it provides a certain form, which I think is essential to 
the prosecution, a thata report shall be made. 

Isubmit that as a par entary question every legislative body 
has a control over the question of the presentation of reports 
from committees, and the mere fact that thisis a peculiar case, 
the mere fact that it relates to the contempt of a witness, does 
not change the situation. The broad point I make is that it is 
at any time within the discretion of the Senate whether it will 
receive the reportof acommittee. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER] has read from Cushing showing thatthe 
reception of a report is always a question for the legislative as- 
sembly to determine. How else can I raise it? 

A Senator rises in his place and offers a privileged report. I 

sent the questo D an objection, by a counter motion, that 
Tt be not received. hy is it not proper within every parlia- 
mentary principle? The consideration of the question, I sub- 
mit, is proper. 

There has been no crime committed. If the minority report 
here is correct, if the questions asked the witnesses were not 
material questions, then I say the prosecution can not go on. If 
the presentation of the report is a part of a formula which must 
necessarily be gone through with, then the Senate can control 
it. ‘The position was taken the other day that the District at- 
torney had a right to proceed with the prosecution without the 
action of the Senate. Thatis another question. If he sees fit 
to do that, of course we have nothing to do with that question; 
he can go ahead. 

But if the chain that is sought to be made here by the pre- 
sentation of the report is part and parcel of the prosecution, 
then the Senate has a right to challenge the report, the Senate 


has a right to determine upon the of the two re 
whether there has been a refusal to answer material 
If the Sonate agrees with the minority of the 3 then 
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the Senate hasa right to say that the report shall not be re- 

ceived. Possibly a motion to recommit the report made at the 

es time of its presentation would have the same effect. . That 
another question. 


But the point I now make, and I think I am sustained by par- 
liamentary law, is that my motion is proper. Does the Senator 
from Minnesöta want to preclude the discussion of this ques- 
tion? Is the report to be presented and he does not desire to 
have the question discussed as to whether the Senate has con- 
trol of thé report? I submit he does not. There is no time to 
discuss it to-night. Other Senators, I think, desire to be heard, 
and I do not wish to delay fhe consideration of the tariff bill. 
Set this mgtter down for some hour on some other day and we 
will bring up the question. Is there any hurry about the mat- 
ter? Ithink not. These gentlemen are, like ne r men, 
reputable gentlemen. We should make haste slowly about the 
matter Icare nothing about the individual character of these 
men. 

Ihave shown by my votes that I care nothing about the sugar 
trust, to which the Senator refers. I do not care whether this 
is John Brown or John Smith or John Anybody. I have noth- 
ing to do with these gentlemen. The point I make (and desire 
to be consistent in this question) is that the Senate at all times 
and under all circumstances has control of its own reports. I think 
I am prepared to agrée with the minority report that the ques- 
tions which the witnesses refused to answer are not material to 
the inquiry. If they are, must the fact of the refusal to testify 
be certified to the District attorney when the Senate does not 
want it done? Is the Senate to be ored? Can the prosecu- 
tion go on in spite of us? That is the t which I desire to 
present. That is the point which I desire to hear argued. 

It seems to me I am clearly right in making this inquiry. I 
care nothing about this matter except as a parliamentary ques- 
tion and as a question affecting the rights, the dignity, and the 
jurisdiction of the Senate. The men I care nothing about. I 
panay that this is a question worthy of the most serious consid- 
eration. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
and 7 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Fri- 
day, June 22, 1894, at 10 o’clock a.m. 3 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 21, 1894. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Charles H. Evans, of Maryland, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Maryland, vice William F. Airey, 
whose term expired May 21, 1894, Buchanan Schley, who was 
nominated to the above-named office May 9, 1894, and confirmed 
by the Senate May 16, 1894, not having been commissioned. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 

Perry Bartholow, of Missouri, to be consul of the United 
States at Mayence, Germany, vice James H. Smith, recalled. 


PENSION AGENT. 


Patrick F. Walsh, of San Francisco, Cal., to be pension agent 

at San Francisco, Cal., vice John C. Currier, term expired. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Edwin A. Lamb, of 8 City, N. Dak., to be register of 
the land office at Bismarck, N. Dak., vice Eugene S. Neal, whose 
term of office will expire July 28, 1894. 

Reuben Noble, of Devils Lake, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Devils Lake, N. Dak., vice Iver E. Shelley, to be 
removed. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Foster M. Kinter, of Lamoure, N. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lio moneys at Bismarck, N. Dak., vice Asa Fisher, whose term 
of office will expire July 28, 1894. 

2 775 W. Schmidt, of Devils Lake, N. Dak., to be receiver 
~ of public moneys at Devils Lake, N. Dak., vice John A. Perci- 
val, whose term of office will expire July 25, 1894. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Emil Sydow, to be pastmaster at Tombstone, in the county of 
Cochise, Ariz., in the place of W. A. Harwood, whose commis- 
sion expired January 16, 1894. 

A. Č. Oviatt, to be tmaster at Longmont, in the county of 
Boulderand State of Colorado, in the place of Charles L. Reed, 
whose commission expires July 1, 1894, 
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D. B. Usina, to be postmaster at St. Augustine, in the count; 
of St. Johns and State of Florida, in the place of William W. 
Dewhurst, whose commission expired April 16, 1894. 

Samuel T. Owings, to be postmaster at Moscow, in the county 
of Latah and State of Idaho, in the place of Robert H. Barton, 
removed. 

James W. Edmonson, to be postmaster at Collinsville, in the 
county of Madison and State of Illinois, in the place of Thomas 
Kennedy, whose commission expired April 12, 1894. 

Robert Kamm, to be postmaster at Highland, inthe county of 
Madison and State of Illinois, in the place of Jacob Maechlen, 
whose commission expired April 12, 1894. 

Monroe G. Sisson, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the 
county of Greene and State of Illinois, in the place of Mary C. 
Piper, removed. 

J.C. Bryant, to be postmaster at Griswold, in the county of 
Cass and State of Iowa, in the plaoe of Sarah Earthman, whose 
commissioned expired March 21, 1889, Timothy P. Brown, ap- 
pointed June 19, 1893, not commissioned. 

Parley Davey, to be postmaster at Mason City, in the count, 
of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa, in the place of Henry Kerl, 
whose commissioned expired June 14, 1894. 

H. L. Getz, to be postmaster at Marshalltown, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Iowa, in the place of Silas C. McFar- 
land, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

G. D. McGaw, to be tmaster at Fairfield, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Iowa, in the place of Simpson J. Chester, 
whose commission will expire June 23, 1894. 

J. T. Sherman, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Iowa, in the place of Thomas M. Rodgers, 
whose commission will expire June 23, 1894, 

Cameron A. Gustin, to be postmaster at Hartford, in the 
county of Van Buren and State of Michigan, in the place of John 
S. Heald, removed. 

Albert F. 3 to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
ol Lenawee and State of Michigan, in the place of Charles D. 
Cutting, removed. 

L. H. Way, to be postmaster at Luverne, in the county of Rock 
and State of Minnesota, in the place of Philo Hawes, whose com- 
mission Szpiro June 10, 1894. 

Richard W. Sayre, to be postmaster at Atlantic City, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey, in the place of Levi 
B. Albertson, whose commission expired June 2, 1894. 

Charles S. Bahney, to be postmaster at Socorro, in the county 
of Socorro and State of New Mexico, in the place of C.F. Leich- 
man, removed. 

Charles G. Storms, to be postmaster at Dobbs Ferry, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of E. 
K. Bradley, removed. 

J. H. Weber, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county ot 
aturen and State of Ohio, in the place of Albert B. Smith, re- 
moved. 


Joseph H. Larwill, to be 8 at Guthrie, in the count 
of Logan and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of William H. 
Merten, removed. . 

Charles J. Nesbitt, to be postmaster at Kingfisher, in the 
county of 3 And Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of 
Jacob W. Mills, Whose commission will expire July 9, 1894. 

Benjamin F. Bonham, to the postmaster at Salem, in the county 
of Marion and State of Oregon, in the place of Andrew N. Gil- 
bert, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Thomas J. Craig, to be postmaster at Eugene, in the county of 
Lane and State of Oregon, in the place of Minnie Washburne, 
whose commission expires June 27, 1894. 

James A. Crossen, to be‘postmaster at The Dalles, in the county 
of Wasco and State of Oregon, in the place of Michael F. Nolan, 
whose commission expires June 27, 1894. 

Stephen R. Green, to be postmaster at Oregon City, in the 
county of Clackamas and State of Oregon, in the place of Ed- 
ward M. Rands, removed. 

Levin Perry, to ba postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of 
Marion ne State of Texas, in the place of McDonald Campbell, 
removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ereculive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 21, 1894. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Sheppard G. Young, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser 
of merchandise in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

POSTMASTER. 


Elliott P. Kisner, to be postmaster at Hazleton, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, June 21, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by 
Mr. THOMAS O. TOWLES, Chief Clerk. 
The following communication was read: 
JUNE 21, 1894. 


Sin: I hereby name the Hon. JOSEPH W. BAILEY, a Representative from 
the State of Texas, to perform the duties of the Chair for this day. 
CHARLES F. CRISP, Speaker. 
To Hon. JAMES KERR, - 


Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. BAILEY took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Prayer was offered by Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain 
of the Senate. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SANDUSKY BAY RANGE LIGHTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that 
an appropriation be made for the repair of the Sandusky Bay 
range lights, which are in a state of decay; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDGMENTS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the Housea letter 
from the Acting Attorney-General, transmitting a Supplemen 
list of judgments rendered against the Government by the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States; which was re- 
0 the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. e 
us SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House Senate 
7 5 of the following titles, which were severally referred as be- 


ow: 

A bill (S. 1320) to provide for the punishment of certain 
frauds—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 2065) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature 
and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory—-to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2135) to provide that a term of the circuit and dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of Vermont may 
be held at Montpelier—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1538) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Yankton tribe of Sioux or Dacotah Indians in South Dakota, 
and to make appropriations for carrying the same into effect— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


SALE OF LANDS, MONTGOMERY COUNTY, ARK. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which I send to the desk, being a bill (H. R. 7334) to sell certain 
lands in e County, Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, South. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
to sell the east half of the northwest quarter of section 2, township 3 south, 
of range 26 west, in mei T County, Ark., to T. B. Vaught, B. M. Row- 
ton, W. C. Warner, C. J. Watkins, I. T. Black, B. F. Leonard, and T. I. Bell, 
as trustees for the Methodist Episcopal Church South, for the use by said 
church as a church camp ground, for the sum of 81 per acre. 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall satisfy himself, apan 
what he may deem good and sufficient evidence, that this land is not valua- 
ble for agricult „stone, or mineral p |, or by reason of timber it 
may contain, in excess of the amount for which he is hereby authorized to 
sellit; and upon the determination of the value of this land, as herein re- 
quired, and of the number of acres that it may contain, and upon the re- 
ceipt of the price herein prescribed, he shall cause a patent to be issued to 
the said trustees and their successors for the use an 8 herein pre- 
scribed; and said trustees are hereby authorized to fill any vacancy that 
ma in their number by death or otherwise, as the laws of the State 
of Arkansas may p: be in the case of church trustees for property. 

9 7 its at any 3 7 ae p for 251 pe pur- 
pose than church purposes of a religious character, waiving all acts of tres- 
pae; itshall revert to the United States without compensation therefor to 

e church or the trustees thereof who may hold it. > 


The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request 
v3 Lae ooo from Arkansas for the present consideration of 
this f; 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
wish to ask the gentleman from Arkansas what is the object of 
stating the price to be $1.25 an acre if the determination of the 
value of the land is to be left to the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The Secretary is to sell 
it at that price provided he is satisfied that it is not worth any 
more. That is the price at which Government lands are usually 
sold in that part of the country, and I can assure the gentleman 
that these lands are not worth even that. 

Mr. COOMBS. I do not object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, the other day 


we had some little controversy here in regard to a bill from Ar- 
kansas, and I desire now to say that all unpleasantness has been 
removed; and as I understand from the gentleman from Arkansas 
that this is a bill in the interest of the camp meeting, [ can not 
make any objection to it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. We will take the gen- 
tleman into the church if he continues to act as well lin the 
future as he does now. [Laughter.] 

Amendments recommended by the Committee on the Public 
Lands were agreed to, as follows: 

Section 1, lines 9 and 10, strike out sum of $1 per acre” and insert “price 
of $1.25 cents per acre.” 

Strike out section 3. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. ` 

On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, a motion 
5 reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on 
the table. 


HOMESTEAD RIGHTS TO CERTAIN SETTLERS. 


Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7489) to amend section 3 
of an act to withdraw certain public lands from private entry, 
and for other purposes, approved March 2, 1889. 

The bill was read, as foliows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatsection 3 of the said act of March 2, 1889, be amended 
by adding thereto the following provision: That if any such settler has here- 
tofore forfeited, or may hereafter forfeit, his or her entry for any of said 
reasons, such person shall be pene to make entry of not to exceed a 
quarter section on public d subject to entry under the homestead 
law, and to perfect title to the same under the same conditions in every re- 
spect as if he had not made the former entry.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there ought to be some explanation 
of the bill, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KEM. I Will explain it. All that this bill seeks to do is 
to restore the rights of entry to that class of settlers who, 
through drought, or through misfortunes over which they had 
no control, were compelled to abandon their lands and lose their 
homes. The bill simply gives to that class of settlers in the 
West another opportunity to file claims on the public lands; in 
other words, it gives them another chance to save their homes. 
It is well known that throughout the West, by reason of drought 
and other causes, large numbers of our very worthiest citizens 
were compelled to abandon their homes, were unable to make 
proof, and, in that way, lost every dollar they had in the world. 
All that this bill seeks to do is simply to give those people, as 
it were, one more chance for their lives, and I hope there will 
be no bees to its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isthere objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time; 
ang bohig engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. KEM, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following ti- 
tles, in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1259) to amend section 2 of an act of Congress ap- 
pores March 3, 1893, entitled, An act regulating the sale of 

toxicating liquor in the District of Columbia;” 

A bill (S. 1399) to promote the efficiency of the naval malitia; 

A bill (S. 1546) authorizing a commission to draft a code of 
laws for the district of Alaska, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1827) to define the boundaries of the three judicial 
districts in the State of Alabama, and to regulate therein the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States and the powers 
and duties of the judges thereof, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War is directed to cause a survey and estimate to be made of 
the cost of dredging the bar at Everett, in the State of Washington, so asto 


MINING CLAIMS. 


Mr. SWEET. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6558) to amend section 2324 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to mining claims. 
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The bill was read, as follows: i 
it enacted. etc., That the provisions of section numbered 2324 of the Re- 


rovided, however, 
thisact shall not apply to the State of South Dakota. 
SEC. 2. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 
Mr. COOMBS. Itseems to me we had this same request in 
the yo 1893. I would like to know whether it is to be an an- 


re. Is there objection to the pres- 
? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. REED. I should like to hear what the bill is about. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER 115 tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill? i 

Mr.COOMBS. There seems to be no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair heard no objection. 
The Chair asks again, is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to know whether the bill comes from 
the committee with a unanimous report? 

Mr. SWEET. This is the same bill which was reported in the 
last Congress and passed. It comes before the House at this 
time unanimously reported by the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. It isa very necessary measure, and I hope there will 


be no objection to its passage. - 
Mr. REED. I did not object to the consideration of the bill; 
I simply wanted an explanation, if it was to be ered. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 
Mr. BELL of Colorado. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk? s 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by ad after the words South Dakota,” at the end of section 
Congressional 


1, the words, “and the Second district of the State of Col- 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I hope that amendment will not be 


Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. S r, before this bill was in- 
troduced, or about the time of its introduction, I submitted it 


through the ne pers of Colorado to the le of my dis- 
trict. That district comprises the great old Reid of Colorado; 
and whatever may be about silver, gold hasnot depreciated. 


In submitting the bill to the ed of my district, I asked that 
they take up the subject and decide among themselves whether 
they wanted this measure extended to them this year or not. I 
have received from them numerous letters and petitions, from 
which I find that the great majority of the people of my district 
do not believe that it would be a benefit. to the district or the 
mining interests of the district toextend the act to that district 
for this year. 
Mr. SWEET. I have no objection to the amendment. 
The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. BELL of 
Colorado was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. SWEET, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
REIMBURSEMENT OF DIRECT TAX TO WEST VIRGINIA. 
Mr. ALDERSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution, as follows: 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 119) to direct the Secretary of the ———. to 
to the governor ot the State of West Virginia the sum appropria by 
act of entitled “ An act to credit and pay to the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the 
direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved Angust 5, 1851.” 
Mr. BURROWS. This matter involves several million dol- 
lars, I believe. 
Mr. ALDERSON. No, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
Mr. BURROWS. How much? 
Mr. ALDERSON. Only $153,000, which has been already ap- 
8 1 
. BURROWS. Well, there is a dispute in relation to the 
question; and I prefer the gentleman should let the matter rest 
until to-morrow. I should like to look into it. 
Mr. ALDERSON. Does the gentleman object? 
Mr. BURROWS. There has been considerable controversy 
about this question. 
Mr. ALD ON. I wish to state that in the Fifty-second 
Congress the Senate committee reported a resolu- 
tion similar to this, after full investigation 


Mr. BURROWS. 
with the case. 

Mr. ALDERSON. 
2 and in the same Congress the Judiciary Committee of 


I understand that; Iam somewhatfamiliar 
The Senate unanimously passed the reso- 


this House unanimously reported a similar resolution. In this 
Congress the Judic Committee has unanimously reported 
this resolution after full investigation. The resolution proposes 
simply to do an act of justice to the State of West Virginia. I 
believe that if the gentleman will read the report—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam familiar with all that the gentleman has 
stated in relation to this matter—entirely familiar with it, But 
the opinion of the . is on file to the effect that 
the State of Virginia is indebted to the United States in a large 
sum over and above this amount; and I think the matter is too 
important to be disposed of in this way. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. BURROWS] objects. 

Mr. ALDERSON. I believe if the gentleman will examine 
the report he will be satisfied about the matter. Attorney-Gen- 
eral Miller was clearly wrong in his opinion. I will call it up 
again to-morrow if I can get the opportunity. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will try to look into it. 

Mr. ALDERSON. Ishall be glad if the gentleman will do so. 


BOARD OF MANAGERS NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 193) to appoint three membersof the Board of Managers of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to state that immediately after this 
matter is disposed of I will demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read, 
after which the Chair will ask for objection. _ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, ete., that Charles M. Anderson, of Greenville, Darke County, Ohio; 
Sidney G. Cooke, of rsonCounty, Kans., and A. L. Pearson, 
ot Pittsburg, Pa., be, and thesame hereby are, appointed as members of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for ed Volunteer Soldiers of 
the United States; Charles M. Anderson tosucceed Gen. A. L. Barnett, whose 
term ot service has expired; Sidney G. Maj. es Mor- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will reserve objection, as I wish 
to ask a question or two about this. May I ask who succeeds 
Maj. Morroll? 

r. BLACK of Illinois. Col. Sidney G. Cooke, of Kansas. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why does not Mr. Morroll suc- 
ceed himself? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Well, the committee did not think 
he ought to. Not but that we bigay appreciate his worth, his 
ster ability, and his honorable career; not but that we re- 
gard Maj. Morroll highly and with sincere esteem, but the situ- 
ation required a readjustment of the managers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is the politics of Mr. Cooke? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Iwould much rather that you should 
ask him. I can, if nece „go into that whole matter, but I 
see no particular reason for it. One of the gentlemen named in 
the joint resolution is a Republican and two are Democrats. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I desire to ask time to make a statement 
in connection with this matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before submitting the request 
of the gentleman from Kansas, the Chair wili again inquire if 
9 is objection to the present consideration of the joint res- 
olution? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seems that there are enough - 

ntlemen interested in this, whatever may be its meirts, on 
Both sides of the House to make it particularly ungracious to 
object; and Ido not know as I shall inter objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to say, however, reserving 
my right of objection, that I think in former years, while the 
Republicans had control, if I recollect properly, my distin- 
guished colleague himself succeeded himself upon this board. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Permit me to callthe attention of the 
gentleman to another fact. These thres managers, selected in 
the Fifty-first Congress, were all Republicans. Now this Con- 
gress, e Congress, leaves one of the Republicans on 
the Board. 

Mr. LOUD. How does it leave the board? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. With a majority of one Democrat. 

Mr. DALZELL. On the old board it was one Republican. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, it leaves one of the Republicans on 
the board and two Democrats. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is one Democratic majority lefton 
che board. 


1894. 
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The SPEARER ro tem Is there objection? 

Mr. CA N of. Tiinols. Well, it seems that we have quite 
ea of t pork” in this to satisfy gentlemen on this side of the 
House in this matter, and if they are satisfied, as they know ail 
about it, I shall not object. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I yield tothe gentleman from Kansas 
for ten minutes. 7 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, when I objected to the imme- 
diate consideration of this resolution the other morning, I believed 
that more time than the House then had should be allowed for 
the examination of a question of so much importance. The proper 
conduct and efficient management of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers are Le iste ce in which every loyal citizen 
feels a deep interest. The Home is what it purports to be—the 
abiding place of many thousands of brave men who during the 
late wär sacrificed everything except life for the maintenance of 
the Government. g 

As the Western Branch of the Home at Leavenworth, Kans., is in 
the district I have the honor to represent here, I desire to zoply 
briefly to some remarks recently made upon the government an 
management of that institution. 

On the 20th day of last March my colleague from Kansas, Mr. 
Smrpson, criticised, without justification, as I shall show, the man- 
agement of the Home. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BLACK], 
who is an honored member of the Board of Managers of the Home, 
followed my colleague, fully answering his criticisms and ably vin- 
dicating the management. , 

Under these circumstances I should not deem it necessary to take 
tho time of the House to discuss these questions, excep for the fact 
that my colleague printed in the RECORD statement not uttered 
upon the floor, and his spoon shows this upon its face. The re- 
marks were delivered on the 20th of March and appear in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD of April 4, so there was no op ortunity to re- 
ply to much which appears in the RECORD and which is sent ont as 
the gentleman’s speech. g 

Tam not criticising the fact of the remarks having been extended 
in the RECORD, for this was done under a rule, and no objection can 
be against it as a method of ar, ent, when the House has 
assen but it is only where perso: assaults are made that this 
method becomes reprehensible. In such cases the rule in effect 
allows this sort of criticism without giving fair opportunity for 

Imade inquiry as to the 
at § 


reply. 
Aller examining the published 
, and am satisfied that they are wholly with- 


merit of the cha 

out foundation. My colleague was, as I am informed, never at the 
Home, and I know not the souree of his information. I am exceed- 
ingly sorry he can not be in his seat thismorning and give his 
authority, if he should like to do so. 

There were complaints made against the governor of the Leaven- 
worth Home I admit, and so there have been against the govern- 
ment of every Branch. Where there are so many unfortunate peo- 

le in an institption there will always be those who are‘discontented, 
Where discipline must be enforced it is unavoidable that some 
should have grievances. But all the charges, to which reference 
has been made, against the government at this Home were investi- 
gated by the Board of Managers. The Board consists of cleven 
members and is nonpartisan. It is composed of distinguished sol- 
diers of the late war. Upon investigation the charges were not sus- 
tained by the Board. Bothin law and good conscience the verdict 
of the Board should forever put at rest all the questions involved 
and adjudicated by that 1 

My colleague is much disturbed because the Keeley cure has been 
introduced into the Leavenworth Home. Itis true that the benefi- 
cence of that cure has been made manifest in that institution. I 
am informed that 1,066 veterans haye been, through this treatment, 
rescued from the lamentable fate of the drunkard ugh the efforts 
of the goyernor. One hundred and pad Sih te married men, once 
members of the Home and supported by the Government, have been 
restored to their families, and are now supporting themselves. Cer- 
tainly this wonderful cure is a blessing to humanity. To condemn 
it is madness. 

Here is the latest official report of the governor, rendered to th 
president of the Board of Managers, which I ask to have inserted in 
the RECORD as a part of my remarks. Whether or not the work is 
commendable and worthy of emulation, I submit to the candid judg- 
ment of all right-minded people. The incredulous can not be 

po to accord it any degree of approbation, The report reads 
as follows: 


‘Sobor Won bias? Fop 


SMITH, GOVERNOR, TO 
MANAGERS, 


INSTITUTE AT THE WESTEEN BRANCH, NATIONAL 
SOLDIERS, RENDERED BY COL. ANDREW J. 
WILLIAM B. FRANKLIN, PRESIDENT OF THE BOARD OF 


WESTERN BRANCH, NATIONAL Home ron 
D VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 
Leavenworth County, Kans., December $1, 1893. 
Gen. W. B. FRANKLIN, President Board of Managers, N. H. D. V. 8.: 


G: : I have the honor to submit for your information the followin, t 
of ths trekiment of victims of alcoholism, Sriti; addiction and kindred r; —— 


~ fe 
in the Keeley Institute at this Branch Home, from its establishment, March 28 
1892, to date, viz: 


ted, 8.02. Age of graduates, 


members of the Home, oldest oungest 44 a 59 years. 

Ths percentage of loss through — or return to helt old habit is small. 
The 3 in discipline is very marked. The morale of the Home stands 
second to non 


An auxiliary to the institute is the Keeley League, composed of the uates. 
constituted i to promote the interests of the cause 


throu, 
anent upon the nature of the 3 remedies, hold aloof “ontil excesses 
near 


c 
wrecks, and within a few days are restored to their manhood and health 


maintained throughout the year. 
The vile whisky dens which so closely hedged in the Home in former days are 


e 
there bave left tne Home, able to maintain 
an aac wh addicti They a good 
an um on. are now 
5 . 


two 

deserted for years. Very few uates have returned from furlough year, 
which indicates that the objectof most of those absentis to remain outside the 
Home. Their absence us to provide for an equal number of deserving 


men. 
The per capita cost of maintenance for the a ha ending June 80, 1893, at 
this Branch, was $149.25. On that basis, the annual saving to the Government 


reason of these men having been permanenti; to society, is $51,051.00, 
ie facts cited speak for themselves. Iam 2 the excellent results 
i to looking to the rescue 


y renewed and greater effort in the 
of the many in our midst who are yet unreclaimed. ` 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, obedient servant, 

L. ANDREW J. * 


Official : 
ROBERT HAYES, 
First Lieutenant and Adjutant, 


The assistant i tor-general of the National Home, Gen. W. 
W. Averell, United States Army, has this to say of the Keeley cure 
at the Western Branch, which he thoroughly investigated. The 
remarks are embodied in his official report rendered to the Board 
of Managers for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and read: 

LEAVENWORTH, KANS., May 21, 1893. 
TEMPERANCE. 
30 NN — 
on a 
members. Tt has 1 not only created = Aare * — a fd inf age in the 
direction members Branch, 
5 its example vis — — by the — and by several State 
omes. 

The skepticism which it encountered in its earliest efforts has been silenced, 

the doubts of those who awaited evidence of a cure for alcoholism have been dis- 


this club now receives tho respectful and encouraging consideration 
of all candid and sensible men. This da: Sunday there was a meeting of 
tho club, which was attended by the Board o: ra of the National Home, 
by whose ident and members short and made. The 


— 
National Home is indebted to the governor o Branch for the successful 


In cat Ute Dounsh ie peard poet ve al tages and benefits 
my repo: t ive advan’ 
arisin y m this cure were set fi VVV 
blessings which it has brought to the soldiers, to their families and friends. and 
to e can not be enumerated. 


drunkards have surrendered the beneficen 
their own os and making their various independent 
life. The total cost of their cure, to themselves, in money was about $3,390; 
their self-support saves to the Governmentannually the cost of their maintenance 
at the Home, about $22,140. 

The facts shown by these reports are entitled to t weight in 
the consideration of the government of this Branch of the Home. 
The administration of this cure costs the Government nothing. 
small fee is charged for the treatment, but the governor of the Home 
receives no extra compensation from this source. Some few soldiers 
of the regular Army have been treated, but not one veteran has been 
cy away from the Home because of the presence of regular 
soldiers. 

Under date of November 7, 1893, the president of the Board of 
Managers issued a circular directing discontinuance of admissions 
to all Branches of the Home, and on November 11, 1893, the presi- 
dent of the Board advised the governor that under no circumstances 
should the appropriation be exceeded. The following is an extract 
from a letter from the governor to the president of the Board, dated 
April 7, 1894: 

It has been charged that I refused admission to the Home of sick and 
soldiers ble for membership, in order to make room for laters of the re z 
Army. is untrue. Your oreas of November 7, — * it no 
more admissions be granted at present, the appropriations for the maintenance of 
the Home being as heavily drawn as they can I came to the conclusion that 
such direction was uttered to . cy in the 
aime Peg Ka tbe : 1 under the current aes =, 
men g 
Inid the matter before Maj. Morrill, the local EA 


3 9 
applicants who presented themselves should be ved As members. f 
concurred with me that all w . 
F and who could in 
a deficiency, should be received. I have accordingly taken in 


One clew leading to an estimato- 
the fact that 152 reclaimed 
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membership, consistent with your orders, and the available accommodations. 
one has been turned away who was eligible for membership. 


It has been chargat that, there is a saloon in connection with the 
Soldiers’ Home where whisky and beer are sold, and that in the 
same institution they have a Keeley cure for the drunkenness that is 
romoted by the saloon. This statement is not sustained by the 
‘acts. Never in the te of any of the Branches of the Home has 
there been one drop of whisky sold to members with the knowl- 
edge of the management. A beer saloon is maintained in every 
Branch Home, save one, where light beer is sold under restrictions. 
The soe sold to any individual is limited and inebriety is dis- 
couraged. No one under the influence of liquor is even permitted 
to enter one of these saloons. . 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BLACK], in the course of the 
remarks referred to, and which appear on pago 3851 of the RECORD 
of March 21, said: 


The saloon that the gentleman from Kansas s; of is not a saloon where 
spirituous liquors are sold. It is what is called a hall, which is run in all the 
Branches of the Home, one where beer is sold to the men and for by them, 

to be of quality and subject to inspection. hat my personal 
f nt has been t the establishment of that is true, but the pos rnd 
that with the habits that many of these volunteer soldiers 
had, with the contracted disorders of a quarter of a contury, the habits of a life- 
time upon them, it was better that there should be a regulated institution, a beer 
hall inside of the homes, where a clean, wholesome beverage could be sold, rather 
than that these men, driven out by their impulses, their appetites, and their pas- 
sions, should seek on the outside an inferior quality of 3 We recognized the 
en the servitude of fifty years’ appetite can not be broken by the institutions 

ves. 


Ihave here on this subject an extract from the official report of 
M. R. Patrick 1 of the Central Branch National Home, made 
in 1887, which I desire to insert in the RecorD. It gives a brief 
history of the beer hall as connected with the Home and states the 
reason for establishing the same. It reads as follows: 

CENTRAL BRANCH, NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 
{Extract from annual report, year ending June 80, 1887.) 
a DISCIPLINE. 

Soon after the commencement of this last financial how (July 12) a beer hall 
‘was opened here in the Home for the benefit of its mem 5 

As is well known to the B „it was a matter that had been under discussion 
for years. In the Army, it has been the usage to sell beer, certainly for more than 
haifa century, and for several years (I know not how many) at the other Branches 
of the National Home. 

For some reason, I know not what, a terrible outcry was made through the 


through the mails, and b; rsonal appeals to the governor, for the redress 
of this . upon the 8 of the Central Branch and upon the interests 


order, morals, and religion generall 
as an active temperance ORDOS in military and civil life, may have 


Not 


ibly the fact that the governor had been Sowa for more than fifty years 
some- 
thing to do with this onslaught upon him as a renegade. It is very true that the 
yyernor would gladly close every saloon in the land if it were in power, but 
233 as this Central Branch is hedged in on all sides by saloons, dives, and 
hells of the vilest character to entrap our men the moment they are outside of the 
tes, it seems wiso to choose the least of two evils, either to furnish them with 
fio best article of beer that can be purchased, in the home, at a 2 rate, and 
retain our men under our own control, or suffer them to go outside, get drunk on 
the vilest drinks of every kind, get robbed of their money, and kicked into the 
street, or secreted in the infamous dives that surround us until their money is 
exhausted, and they are turned out penniless. 
The statistics and records of this Branch for the past year speak for themselves. 
“The official report of Hon. Ira Crawford, mayor of m, gives the number 
of arrests of our members from July 12, 1885, to July 1, 1886, as 486, while for the 
seme length orna ge beer hall was opened (July 12, 1886, to July 1, 1887), 
nee o 4 


That a number of our men will drink to excess when they have the oppor 
tunity, is true, and notwithstanding tho watchfulness of our employés at the beer 
hall, these shrewd old topers willmanage to get tight; buton leaving the beer hall, 


town, or on their vay. 

another result: ish is of the very best, and the man who 

gets intoxicated on it to-day, is fitto be turned outto-morrow morning at 8 o'clock, 

with a clear head and read for duty, whereas a town drunk renders a man unfit 
for duty two, three, and four days. 

Once more: The cry that less money would be sent by pensioners and ee yés 

to their families is disposed of by the showing of treasurer's report and that of 


the postmaster. 

he ¢ discipline and good order of the Home have never been as 
within the six or seven years at least, nor have the men been as contented, 

Iam happy to say, that candid men and women, of the most intense prohibition 
E Me who have been here at the Home andin Dayton 3 investiga- 

fairly, on the spot, have decided that, under the circumstances, it is best to 

leave the Home authorities to the exorcise of their own judgment in this matter. 

It is only theorists and fanatics, at adistance, who know nothing of tho circum- 
stances, who keep up the cry, “Down with the saloon atthe Soldiers’ Home." 
There are those who, for their own purposes, make statements to the effect that 
the men of the Home are induced to patronize the beer hall for the uniary 
benefit of somebody, eee the Home authorities. It is true that the Home 
authorities, and all connected with the Home are benefited ty ae. expenditure of 
money in the Home instead of outside, the 25. 5 acoruin m the sale of beer 
©. 


as now, 


the Homo going to the Eti fand, which, as seen by the treasurer's report, 
has been very largely increased, thereby enabling the council of administration, 
of which the governor is chairman, to increase the band, to afford more 


s y 
frequent amusements and of a higher class, to replenish library, reading-room, eto., 
. money during the last year with 


and in general to md a è sum 
the aola object oF yo 1 and enjoyment to the men, beyond 
what is provided for by Congressional appropriations, 


It is not to be supposed that it is our — to make money, even for theso puz- 
res t eel 1 of the cre — 1 of tho — SETA 
we D , we res ons upon hun of our men, some 
being entirely 8 che beer hall, and others being limited to one or two 
g according to their paraoa mental, or moral condition. 
It is the opinion of every oficer of this home, whether prohibitionist or other- 
wise, that under ting circumstances, the beer hall has reduced vice, crime, 
5 8 and the waste of money that should go to the families of 


members, marked degree. 
Very respectfully, . 
M. R. PATRICK, Governor. 
1887. 1886. 
8 proot Ea 7 ‘ ae 23 yrant: 3 + 8 ao 
Jerage present and absen ¥ verage present an en — 5,1 
Whole number cared for 6,022 2 — cared for ........ 6, 


Whatever differences of opinion may exist regarding the beer 
hall, it is clear that the Board acted advisedly and for what was 
believed to be for the best interests of the veterans in establishing 
and maintaining the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas has expired. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I ask that the time of the gentleman 
from Kansas be extended until he can complete his remarks. ~ 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I desire to say afew more words. Most of the 
charges made against the government of the institution at Leaven- 
worth were investigated and passed upon by the managers, and as 
shown by the remarks of the honored chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations [Mr. SAYERS], as well as other members of that 
committee, made upon this floor during the discussion of March 20, 
the matter of the management of the Homes was investigated by 
that committee. Atthe close of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Illinois the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoGSW£LL], a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations, said: 

„Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] allow me in his 
time to say that the committee, after the most careful investiga- 
tion, had no unkind criticisms to make of the administration of 
these Homes, and the Inspector-General, after a careful investiga- 
tion, commended the administration as now carried on by the Board 
of Managers.” 8 

That the government of the Home has been efficient and the man- 
agement commendable is hot only evidenced by the well recog- 
nized business 1 and integrity of the managers, but by 
the judgment of the Inspector-General and the Committee on Appro- 
priations. These proofs ought to be conclusive. 

I have asked the indulgence of the House to present these facts 
because the management of the Home at Leavenworth has been 
unjustly criticised, and for the further reason that the retirin 
member of tke Board of Managers, Mr. E. N. Morrill, is an hono: 
citizen of my State and, during his service on that Board, has been 
a competent and conscientious official. 

I haye no objection to the resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


sed. 
On motion of Mr. BLACK of Illinois, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid upon the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call ol 
committees for reports, 

The committees were called, when reports were severally re- 
ferred as follows: 


MINNEAPOLIS GASLIGHT COMPANY. 


By Mr. FLETCHER: The bill (H. R. | authorizing the 
Minneapolis Gas Light Company of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay 
submerged gas pipes across the Mississippi River at Minneap- 
olis—to the House Calendar. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH CERTAIN INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


By Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: The 
bill (S. 1694) granting to the St, Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba 
Railway Company a right of way through the White Earth, 
Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian Reservations in 
the State of Minnesota—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the 
bill H. R. 6340, in lieu of which the Senate bill, the title of 
which has just beenfread,is reported, will be laid upon the 
table. . 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH LEECH LAKE RESERVATION. _ 

By Mr. ALLEN: The bill (S. 2000) granting to the Brainerd 
and Northern Minnesota Railway Company a rgh of way 
through the Leech Lake Indian Reservation in the State of Min- 
nesota—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

The bill H. R. 7167, of the same title, was ordered to lie upon 
the table. 
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CUSTOM-HOUSE, BALTIMORE, MD. 


By Mr. McKAIG, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds: A bill (H. R. 4164) to provide for the purchase of 
additional land in the square now occupied by the custom-house 
in the city of Baltimore, Md., and for the preparation of plans 
and specifications for a new custom-house building—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


A PUBLIC BUILDING, EAST ST. LOUIS, ILL. 


By Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds: A bill (H. R.4835) for the erection of a public building 
in East St. Louis, III.—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. f 


PUBLIC BUILDING, OAKLAND, CAL. 


By Mr. SWEET, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds: A bill (H. R. 6882) to provide for the purchase of a 
site, and the erection of a public building thereon, at Oakland, 
in the State of California—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. : 


PUBLIC BUILDING, TOPEKA, KANS. 


By Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, as a substitute for the bill H, R. 2350: A bill (H. 
R. 7512) for enlarging the public building at Topeka, Kans., 
and for other purposes—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of bills raising revenue, and pending that motion 
I ask unanimous consent of the House, as three-quarters of an 
hour have already been taken up, that the time limited for de- 
bate by the rule adopted yesterday may be so far modified that 
I may take the closing hour to-morrow morning immediately 
after the morning hour, so as to give an additional hour to gen- 
tlemen who desire to speak to-day. There are a large number 
on the list; and I want to say to the House that I would not make 
this request except for the reason that I have been very ill for 
two days. I ask it as a personal favor that I may have my hour 
reserved until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If I can be allowed an oppor- 
tunity to offer an amendment to the bill I shall not object to 
this. 

Mr. COX. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
rises to a parliamentary inquiry, which he will state. 

Mr. COX. The question I desire to submit to the Chair is 
this: When the order was- adopted, I understood that amend- 
ments were to be offered to the bill, and I desire to inquire if 
that is true, and if so, when will amendments be in order? 
When is the proper time to present amendments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would say to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] that that question, if it 
arises at all, must arise in Committee of the Whole, when the 
attempt is made to offer an amendment, and the Chair would 
hesitate to pronounce an opinion upon it, because the opinion of 
the Speaker might not happen to the opinion of the Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COX. That is quite true, Mr. Speaker; but the rule was 
adopted in the House, and it seems to be a question of construc- 
tion of that rule, whether or not it includes the privilege of of- 
fering amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair agrees with the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee that the question would involve the con- 
struction of a rule agreed upon in the House, but it so happens 
that the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole will re- 
gorod to construe that rule, and the construction which the 

peaker might place upon the rule might not be the same as 
that of the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole. There- 
fore, the present ocupant of the Chair would hesitate to express 
an opinion, fearing that the opinion expressed by the Chair 
might be opposite to the opinion entertained by the Chairman 
of the Co ttee of the Whole, and that either the Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole must then disagree with the 
58 or must find himself embarrassed by the opinion of the 

peaker. A 

Mr. COX. Then the decision of the Chair at present is that 
it is a question which addresses itself to the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 


To the Chairman of the Com- 


A parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 
The author of this bill, as I 


understand, is asking unanimous consent. My inquiry is, if he 
could not embrace in that uest unanimous consent for per- 
mission to offer amendments to this bill? 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheChair thinks that the House 
could give unanimous consent to that request. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then I ask the author of the 
bill [Mr. HATCH] if he will not embrace in the request permis- ` 
sion to offer amendments. 

Mr. HATCH. I did not hear what the gentleman said. Gen- 
tlemen were interrupting me at the time. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ask if the gentleman will not 
also embrace in his request for unanimous consent a request for 


permission for members to offer amendments to the bill who 
wish to do so? 
Mr. HATCH. I can not do that, Mr. Speaker. I have sim- 


ply made a request for my own personal comfort, and I think 
there ought to be no objection to it; but I will not purchase 
that by the disturbance of an agreement that has already been 
made. If any gentleman wants to object, I can not help that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Will the gentleman yield to me 
wre I ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment to the 

ill? 

Mr. HATCH. I can not. 

Mr.BYNUM. Under this rule there is no provision whatever 
by which members may offer amendments. 

Mr. COX. The RECORD shows that there is none in the order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish it understood that I have 
not objected to the request of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BYNUM (continuing). Because general debate does not 
close until the adjournment to-night, and the vote is ordered to 
begin immediately after the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. HATCH. And that was 5 understood. I dis- 
cussed it with gentlemen who were opposed to the bill. Nobody 
proposed to offer an amendment, and several gentlemen who op- 
pose the bill do not ‘desire to offer amendments. The only gen- 
tleman who mentioned an amendment was the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Sy ey his speech, in which he said he would 
Propos to strike out the second section. 

r. BYNUM. What serious objection is there to allowing 
amendments to be offered? 

Mr. HATCH. If there is to be an objection to my request 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 

uiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will statė it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My point is that when the request was sub- 
mitted by the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture yes- 
terday morning he suggested, and I think the RECORD will bear 
me out, it was that the time for general debate close to-night, 
and that the vote be taken to-morrow immediately after the 
morning hour upon the bill itself and pending amendments if 
there were any offered. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. In response to the gentleman from 
Illinois the Chair would state that the request preferred by the 
gentleman from Missouri, and the request stated by the Chair, 
was that all debate should close to-morrow evening (that is, thig 
evening) at the time of the adjournmentof the House. Under this 
order it would be competent for the House to terminate the gen- 
eral debate beforethattime. If thisshould be done debate would 
then proceed according to the rules of the House under the five- 
minute rule until the adjournment to-day, and amendmentscould 
be offered and debated. But if general debate is not closed the 
Chair, while hesitating to express an opinion, feels that it can 
not possibly embarrass the chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole for the Speaker to say that so long as general debate is 

nding amendments are not in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would state that I serve notice—— 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, Ido not desire to longer delay 
the consideration of this bill,and I wish the Chair to submit the 
question if there be objection to my request, and if there is, let 
me make the motion that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
bills raising revenue; and pending that, the gentleman from 
Missouri asks unanimous consent that the order of the House 
made yesterday morning be so modified that instead of closing 
all debate upon the pending measure at the adjournment of the 
House to-day that the debate be closed in one hour after the 
morning hour to-morrow, that hour to be consumed by the gen- 
tleman from Missouriin closing the debate. Is there objection 
to.the request? 

Mr. BYNUM. Unless there is provision made for offering 
amendments I shall object. 

The SPEAKER pro tem; Objection is made. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri that the 
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House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the pur- Mr. SNODGRASS. But when is the Chair 


pose of considering bills raising revenue. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the House resolves itself 
into Committee of the Whole the Chair will lay before the House 
the following requests for leave of absence: 

By unanimous consent, leaye of absence was granted: 

To Mr. BLACK of Illinois, for ten days, from to-morrow. 

To Mr. Curtisof New York, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 

ANTIOPTION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. LIVINGSTON in the 
chai 


r. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, for the consideration of bills 
raising revenue, and the Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill R. 7007) to the sale of certain products, de- 
mg re CS ” and “futures,” and imposing 1 
ers there 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I rise toa priom tad inquiry. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I rise to a parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
is The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom IIlinois will state his 
parliamen 8 

Mr. CANNON of IIlinois. I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The first 0 I make is, if 
amendments are in order to this bill; and secondly, when it will 
be in order to offer them. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
bill 


The CHAIRMAN. . The Clerk will read the order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. The difficulty seems to be that this order 
was made closing all debate this evening at 5 o’clock, the pre- 
vious question to be considered as ordered not only upon the 
bill, but upon amendments. While there has been no special 
provision made for offering amendments, and while under the 
rule generally, perhaps, the Chair would be compelled to hold 
as cated by the Speaker pro tempore before he vacated the 
Chair, that the House could not change the order, and the Com- 
mittee of the Whole would have 5 to act under the 
five-minute rule, the Chair will hold differently—that amend- 
ments are in order under this general order at any time, and 
have been at all times. 

Mr. COX. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman,I have the floor, 
and I desire to offer an amendment which I have sent to the 
Clerk's desk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I rise to a parliamentary 


inquiry. 
Mr. EROSVENOR. I rise to a point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize any gentle- 
man until order is restored. [A ] The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] will state his parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
Mi, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The mentary in- 
quiry which I desire to submit is this: The C states that he 
will entertain amendments—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Irise toa point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of 


order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I had the floor when the committee rose 
yesterday, and I do not propose that any gentleman shall take 
the floor away from me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOBR]is entitled to the floot for 
thirty minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the 
liamen inquiry I desire to make is this: Under the in - 
tion which the Chair has just made that he will entertain amend- 
ments, I desire to ask the Chair when he will submit those 
amendments to the committee—when they will be voted upon? 
The Chair has just stated that he will entertain amendments in 
general debate. ; 

The CHAIRMAN, No amendments have been introduced 
yet, and the order says that on to-morrow the amendments and 

bill shall be voted upon. 


going to receive 
the amendments? 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendments are not received now 
because of the fact that the gentleman-from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] is entitled to the floor for thirty minutes. 


Mr. ALDRICH. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. I 
would like to know whether or not the amendments which I 
gave notice of, and which I have submitted to the Chair, will be 
recognized to-morrow morning after the morning hour. There 
are two of them, one to incorporate “flour” in the bill and the 
other to strike out futures.“ : 

The CHAIRMAN. Whenever a gentleman gets the floor in 
his own right it will be in order for him to offer his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 
Mr. Chairman. The order which has been referred to, ordering 
the previous question to-morrow and the vote in the House, can 
only operate upon such amendments as may be then pending, 
which would be an amendment to an amendment, a substitute 
and an amendment thereto (if the gentleman would accept them 
before he moved the previous question), unless the Committee 
of the Whole House should report back amendments to the 


‘House with certain recommendations. 


Now, the difficulty I see in the way is this: While the Chair 
may admit amendments, unless some arrangement be made by 
which those amendments can be voted upon and ted in the 
committee, they can not be voted on in the House. Now, I want 
to ask the Chair whether it would not be in order, when the 
2 from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] shall have consumed 

is thirty minutes, for the Chair to recognize me, or some other 
member of the committee to move that all general debate on 
this bill be closed, and to take the sense of the committee upon 
that proposition? If it should be adopted, then the bill would 
be open to amendment and to five-minute debate, and we would 
gar to some place this afternoon. Otherwise, we are not likely 
to do so. e 

The CHAIRMAN. That, perhaps, would be the most formal 
way to proceed, but there is another way to accomplish the 
same purpose. 

Mr. HATCH. Before the Chair proceeds, let me call his at- 
tention to the fact that the rule adopted by the House can not 
be changed except by unanimous consent, and it is as plain as 
itcan be that, under that rule, the Committee of the Whole 
can not entertain a motion to change the terms of the rule. It 
can only be changed by unanimous consent in the House. 

Mr. CANNON of ois. Let me interrupt the gentleman 
just at that point, because it is material. This general order 

rovides for debateduring to-day. It does notsay whether that 

ebate shall be under the hour or under the five-minute rule, 
but it provides that we shall go into Committee of the Whole, 
and when we get into committee, after there has been one hour 
of general de „it is in the power of the committee to close 
general debate and go on to discuss the bill under the five-min- 
ute rule, and that can be done under this rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I think this rule is per- 
fectly consistent with the other rules of the House and should 
be construed in accordance with them. It prescribes a time 
when all debate on this bill shall be closed, which includes both 
general debate and five-minutedebate. Thedebate isto close at 
the adjournment to-day. In the meantime it is perfectly com- 
petent for the House, if the committee should rise and we should 
go into the House, to close the general debate, and then to pro- 
ceed to consider the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Under the rule can not the Com- 
mittee of the Whole close the debate? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. It is only the five-minute debate that 
can be closed by of order the committee. But if the committee 
should rise and we should go into the House, the House could 
close the general debate after a certain time or at any hour it 
might determine, and then amendments might be offered uuder 
the rule and five-minute debate be had on each amendment. If 
this order provided that general debate should be closed, then 
after that bill would be open for five-minute debate, but the 
rule says “ all debate,” which includes both the general and the 
five-minute debate. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, is there anything before the 
committee? It seems to me that we are Me apc time, which 
ought to be devoted to debate, upon something that is not before 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whenever the regularorder is demanded 
the gentleman from Ohio Mr. GROSVENOR] will be entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I demand the regularorder, Mr. 
Chairman. 


The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded and the 
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gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is recognized for thirty 


minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield three minutes of my time to the 
gentleman from Pe lvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] yields to me three minutes. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
want this read for information? 

Mr. WILLIAN A. STONE. No, sir; I offer it as an amend- 
ment under the’ ruling of the Chair. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish it read for in- 
formation? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No; asanamendment tobe pend- 


ing. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The Chair has not decided to accept 
amendments until the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
is off the floor. He is on the floor for thirty minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have yielded three minutes of my time 
to the gentleman from Pennsylv: 5 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have the floor for three min- 


utes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read in the time 


of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire it to be read in my 
time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 13, page 20, add: 

“ Provided, That this act shall not apply to any contract or ment for 
the future delivery of any of said articles where the time s ed shall not 


exceed thirty days from the day of the contract; nor to any person, firm, 
or copartnership d in any of said articles who buy and sell the same 
for spot delivery, or to be delivered within thirty days from day of sale.” 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, I desire to know whether 
that amendment is pending to this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. 8 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, Ioffer it as an amendment 
to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not offer it yet. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. When can I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has said that when the gentle- 
man from Ohio closes this question will be decided. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STO Then I ask three minutes at the 
end of the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I agree to that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well, I reserve my time. 
I have two minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect in the 
very brief time which I shall occupy to analyze the provisions 
of this bill. I do not share in the fear of danger to the liberties 
of the country which has been miners by some of the oppo- 
nents of the measure. This is, in my . from a legal 
standpoint, simply a question of the right and power of Congress 
to tax the commerce of the country for the purpose of raising 
revenue. I do not hesitate to say that from that standpoint the 
3 Is a fraud. But we have established a reign of fraud, 

egal fraud, in this connection already in this country. The 
taxation of oleomargarine and the dealers in it—professedly as 
a matter of revenue raising—was the first, perhaps, and greatest 
development of this spirit of indirection by which Congress has 
been actuated so often in its dealings with the business of the 
country. If you can tax the dealer inacertain quality of butter, 
why can you not tax the dealer in futures and options? 

Now, if I believed that the effect of this law would be that the 
roducer of grain should not be permitted to contract for the 
uture delivery of grain, I would not vote for this bill. If I be- 

lieved that I might not contract for the future delivery of 
stock—ox, cattle, sheep—or of lumber, or any other commodity 
produced in this country, before the thing was fitted for the 
market and before I owned or had ion of that property, 
I would not vote for it. But I do not understand the provisions 
of this bill to have that effect, and therefore I am in favor of 
it for the reasons I am going to give. 

I have no sympathy with the cry thatis behind this bill. I 
hayeno sympathy for any man, be he a millionaire or a beggar, 
who having attained his wealth in Wall street or in the Bohe- 
mian oat business, or in any of the ramifications by which the 
farmers of this country have been defrauded by organizationsin 
favor of thoroughbred stock of ail the various kinds, by which 
one man has assumed and gathered together enormous wealth, 
to find himself gi tribute to God Almighty, and attempting 
to subsidize the Almighty from punishing him by now turning 
round and making ademngogi appeal in favor of the poor men 
of the country—whether it that sort of a man or some other 
kind of a man, I have no sympathy for the man who raises upon 
this floor a cry intended and calculated, in the very nature of 


* 


things, to widen the breach between classes of citizens of my 
country 


There is no greater enemy of the United States of America 
to-day than the man who attempts to breed discord and dissat- 
isfaction among the various elements of our society. There is 
no man to-day so much responsible for the blood of the men who 
are falling under the hand of the murderous assassin as the man 
who, for the sake of personal aggrandizement, dares to stand 
up and appeal to the passions.and the prejudices of men and at- 
tempt to array class against class. [Applause.] 

It may be a very nice thing to be heralded throughout this 
country as the coming candidate of the Jacobinical clubs of the 
country. It may be a very nice thing to be held up as a possible 
candidate of the Coxeyites of this country. It may be a very 
nice thing to be docketed among the possibilities of the coming 
election as a candidate for the Presidency of the men who to-day 
are the enemies of this country and her Constitution. All that 
may be very fine for the individual engaged in it, but the man 
who doesit holds in his hand atorch in deadly and fearful prox- 
imity to the fabric of this country’s government that we depend 
on for our safety and protection. 

Whence comes the incentive, the 2 the 8 of these 
bodies of incendiaries? Whence do they draw the logic of their 
assaults upon free government? What is the signal waving 
upon the shores of the United States and calling the leading 
anarchists of Europe to come over to thiscountry and take part 
in the disturbances now going on? Itis the cry of the dema- 
gogue on the floor of Congress, in the halls of the Senate, upon 
the hustings of the country, who for his own pur is seek- 
tog to > array one class of individuals against another class of in- 

ivi 8. 

I have no sympathy with them, and I undertake to say that 
when the time comes that ag , or communism, or so- 
cialism shall sweep over this country, if ever, the question of 
the man who will be put to the torch or knife will be, How 
much property has he?” It will not do him any B siren after he 
has acquired enormous wealth by processes wh he has been 
enabled to manipulate, to say, Did not I appeal in behalf of the 
pons, people of the country after I became rich and independ- 
ent?” 


Mr. Chairman, I do not support this bill from the standpoint 
of the cry which has been raised, that it is time at last that 
something should be done for the farmer of this country. I 
class the 1 that would array the farmers of the country 
against the business men of the country, that would array the 
miner of the coun against the operator of the country, I 
class all such appeals as alike dangerous to the future of the 
country and alike unfortunate. I have as good a right to speak 
for an agricultural community as has the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], who addressed the House on yesterday. 
My ancestors in this country coming from England as far back 
as 1660 odd, became proprietors in the hard soil of New Eng- 
land in farm lands in 1690, and from that day until 1838 they 
lived on and farmed the lands of New England, working outa 
living from the sterile and almost barren soil of old Windom 
County, and then removed to the State of Ohio when I was.a 
mere child, my father settling on lands he had inherited from 
his grandfather, there being but a single title and that signed 
by George Washington himself. 

My father with his wife and children settled on farming lands 
in the county of Athens, Ohio, and that land is held and ed 
to-day by the same family. So for nearly three hundred years, 
or for more than two hundred years, Iam a direct descendant, 
in a continuous line, of the farmers of this country, and all the 
property I own in this world other than the house in which I 

ve is agricultural land which I myself operate. So there is 
from the standpoint of the farmer, I may be permitted to say, 
no necessity for this cry. Just on the eve of election we hear 
it, although we seldom or never hear it at any other time, but 
on such an occasion somebody bobs up ina ee ee assembly 
and cries out, Is it not about time that we were doing some- 
thing for the farmer?” 

I want to ask some intelligent man on this floor to answer me, 
in his own time, what is there that can be done by Congress for 
the benefit of the farmer that would not inure to the benefit of 
somebody else? By what line of argument can you safely here 
undertake to array the interest of the agricultural classes of the 
country against the interests of everybody else? 

Mr. i , agriculture in this country to-day is on a bet- 
ter footing than it was in former years. I am glad the time has 
come when the gentleman from South Carolina, who talks of 
my having been converted from a condition of ‘hardness of 
heart” and ‘‘ blindness of mind,” and all that sort of thing, over 
to the true gospel—I am glad to hear him talking about the in- 
terests of agrioul I am glad the time has come, although 
the gentleman and his associates did not have much to do with 
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its coming, that the agricultural interests of the entire country 
are now guarded and carried on by the men who own the lands 
or who pay the wages for carrying on the industry. I am glad 
that in that great Southern country agriculture is not the aris- 
tocratic procedure that it was before the war. I am glad that 
it has become respectable nowfor all men, and that it is respect- 
able for an agricultural laborer to work on the plantation, al- 
though he does not stand the change of being flogged witha 
whip on occasions when he does not do a full day’s work. 

Yes, there has been something done for the farmers in this 
country, and I propose before I get through to show just how it 
has been done. The first grand thing accomplished in behalf of 
agriculture was done when the Republican party, struggling 
into power against an adverse Democratic majority in both 
Houses up to that time, succeeded over the veto of one or more 
Democratic Presidents in passing the homestead laws, which 
gave to agriculture an opportunity to move West and occupy 
that enormous scope of magnificent country which was thus 
opened toit. The party to which the gentleman from South 
curving comes from or belongs to, the party with which he now 
associates, if he belongs to any known party on earth, voted 
almost solidly against that measure, which was the pronio 
step towards the enfranchisement and broadening of the agri- 
culture of this country that was ever achieved by man. 

From that day to this agriculture has been the child of Re- 

ublican patriotism and Republican intelligence. From that 
to this, and for thirty years gone by and upward, the Re- 
publican party has kept upon the agricultural productions of 
this country a tariff sufficient to give to the farmer of thiscoun- 
try the home market of this country, and if there is any gentle- 
man wants to know—— 

Mr. MOSES. Will my friend allow me? , 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not be interrupted; I haveso short 
atime. Otherwise, Ishould be glad to be interrupted. If there 
is anybody anxious to know what ought to be done for the farmer 
I will tell him, and I will tell him what ought not to be done. 
If yon igh to know what affirmative acts should be done, let 
me tell you. 

3 is a limited market in the United States for the agri- 
cult products of the country. We produce more than we 
have a market for areias If that be true—and no man can 
gainsay it—one thing to do for the farmer is to give him the 
market of this country, and do not open this enormous boundary 
line between us and Canada, to permit the Canadian productions 
of a cheaper quality of labor to come in and crowd into the mar- 
kets of our country here. If you want to do something for ag- 
riculture, do something to aid the development of a greater 
variety of agricultural productions. If you want todosomethin 
foragriculture,continue upon the statute books a law under whic 
the production of sugar in the United States increased 50 per cent 
in one year, and has almost doubled since the passage of the 
McKinleylaw. If you want todosomethingforagriculture,donot 
turn over the whole subject of sugar - raising in this country to the 
beneflt of a great trust, organized in the city of New York, more 
corrupt, more wicked, more villainous than any trust that has 
ever cursed the United States in all its history. [Applause.] And 
directly, in a few days, when you are called upon to bow your 
subservient heads to the lash of the agents of that trust, do not 
do it, and you will have done something for the farmer of the 
United States of America. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
The farmer of this country does not expect, does not want, any 
ery of demagogyon this floor. What the farmerof this country 
wants is to be treated exactly as everybody else is treated. 

Now, the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] said 
something yesterday which startled me, and I want him at the 
proper time to answer a question. I think he said it ina mo- 
ment of enthusiasm, I do not wonder that the gentleman be- 
comes a little extravagant when he listens to the sound, to the 
music, to the eloguence of his own voice. The question which 
I wish him toanswer is this: When was it, on the floor of the 
American Congress, amid the representatives of a great body of 
the best intelligence of thiscountry—when was it that somebody 
denounced the farmers of the United States, as he charged yes- 
terday? When was it that a member of Congress ed the 
farmers of the United States “ignorant,” and made fun of them 
and ridiculed the farmers of the United States? Who was the 
man? Where is it recorded? 

Turn to the RECORD of Congress and let us know who he was 
and where he came from. asit the predecessor of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, who said that the laboring people 
of the North were gre mechanics? Is that what the gen- 
tleman refers to? as it the man who called them ‘‘ small- 
fisted farmers?” Is that the man referred to by the gentleman 
from South Carolina? Is he talking about Hammond, dead and 
gone to Heaven, I hope; or was it somebody else? I stand here 
with the honor of my country involved, to say that never since 
Ihave been a member of this Congress—and I have been here 


much longer than the gentleman from South Carolina—was 
there such a word used toward the farmers of this country. 

Mr. GEAR. May I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that 
in the formation of the so-called Me ey law the Farmers’ 
Alliance and the National Grange sat in conference with the 
ee als and helped to frame the agricultural portion of 

a ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a fact. 

Mr. GEAR. That should be known as a part of the history 
of that legislation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I said thaton every occasion the Repub- 
lican party had dealt generously with agriculture, and I am 
now authorized by one of the gentlemen who framed the McKin- 
ley law, Governor JOHN H. GEAR, tosay that a committee of the 
National Grange and a committee of the Farmers’ Alliance sat 
in consultation with the Committee on Ways and Means and 
aided in the formation of the agricultural schedule of the Mc- 
Kinley bill, and confirmed and ratified their action. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 


Mr. GEAR. The National Grange was represented by a dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio, Col. John H. Brigham. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Col. John H. Brigham, the gigantic and 
intelligent farmer from Wauseon, whom I know very well. What 
is the contrast? A few days ago representatives of an agricul- 
tural interest, real farmers, not specimens like my friend from 
South Carolina and myself, who I fear farm the farmers more 
than we do the land Maughter], came to this Capitol to be heard. 
It isa matter of public record that they wera not only refused a 
hearing by the gentlemen having their greatinterests in charge, 
but with insults they were ordered out of the room into which 
they had been shown in the Senate of the United States. 

And I did not hear of the distinguished Representative from the 
Cleveland (Ohio) district [Mr. JoHNSON], who was so afraid that 
some Coxey or some Browne was being wronged, getting up in 
Congress and demanding an investigation as to why intelligent 
and respectable farmers from the State of New York were driven 
outof the Senate of the United States and out of the committee 
room and refuseda hearing. So that I can tell you exactly how 
to do something for the farmer. Defeat Democratic legislation. 
er N on the Republican side.] That is the way to 

nefit the farmer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there Dan gono forth in this country a 
cry that by reason of a commercial practice of buying and sell- 
ing futures and options that the prices of grain have been seri- 
ously interfered with; and, in my judgment, to a very large ex- 
tent that statement is true. I do not believe that in the course 
of a year any commodity is seriously affected, but I do believe 
that irregularities in the prices of agricultural products pro- 
duce corners, and an opportunity is given for speculation, not 
by the speculators of Wall street, who are so constantly being 
abused in this House, but I believe the speculators all over the 
country do thereby get an opportunity to corner and affect the 
grain market. 

But, Mr. Chairman, whetherI am right in this or wrong, it 
is enough for me to know that so constantly has this ery gone 
out that the people of the United States believe that condition 
to exist; and, therefore, believing that no harm can come from 
the passage of this law, believing that no paralysis of business 
is likely to occur, for I have nosympathy with that ery; believ- 
ing that business in this country will bo done on a fair basis and 
ina fair manner regardless of any question of this sort; and 
inasmuch as the removal of this right, or, in other words, to put 
into the statute law what has ever been in my judgment the 
rule of the common law, I shall vote for this bill. I shall vote 
for it in the hope that the farmer of the country, the trader of 
the country, will be relieved of the impression that seems to 
have settled upon him that he is being oppressed by these 
dealers in ‘‘ futures” and speculative sales of produce. 

Mr. ALDRICH. DoI understand the gentleman to say that 
the operation of running corners on the produce market is to the 
injury of the farmer? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say that is the impression abroad in the 
land; and inasmuch as that is the case, I am willing to vote for 
the bill, in the hops thatit willremove that, not in the hope that 
it will bring about the millennium which our friends talk about, 
but because I am willing to make this experiment in the interest 
of relieving the public mind of the present prejudice which they 
have againgt these dealers in this sort of product. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then the gentleman does not beliove that 
corners operate to the injury of the farmer? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say that in the course of a year’s time 
I think that things equalize themselves; but at times I do be- 
lieve that corners do operate to the injury of the farmer when he 
has to sell at the time they are in operation. 

Now, I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eight minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I presented an 
amendment which has been read. I did not understand that the 
Chair has ae indicated that amendment to be pending to the 
pending bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not. : 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. I desire to have that question 
settled before I continue my remarks upon the amendment. 
the amendment is not to have any app cation, then certainly I 
do not want to take up the time of the House in discussing an 
amendment that can not be pending. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri will please 
give the Chair his attention for a- moment. The general order 
adopted by the House is in this language: 

That all debate upon the pen: bill and amendments thereto, if any, 
shall be considered closed at the ournment to-morrow eve 

That is, this evening 
the bill and any pending amendments to be reported to the House, the pre- 
vious question to be considered as ordered upon the bill and all pen 
amendments thereto to final passage, and the vote to be taken immediately 
after the morning hour on Friday morning. 

The general order contemplated the offering of amendments. 
Members upon the floor and friends of the bill expected an op- 
portunity to offer amendments, and the general understanding 
on the floor of the House for the last two days has been that there 
would a time come before the closing of this debate, and before 
the operation of the previous question, when amendments could 
be offered. The Chair is of the opinion now that the only way, 
and perhaps the better way, at least an orderly way, to do business 
would be to have the committee rise and let the House restrict 
debate, closing general debate, and let the remainder of the de- 
bate be under the five-minute rule and under Rule XXIII. After 
general debate is closed, then amendments willbeinorder. The 
Chair thinks that is the better way out of it; and the matter is 
in the hands of the committee, which can do as it pleases. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Do J understand the Chair 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless the Committee of the Whole takes 
that course, the Chair will not entertain amendments for the 

resent. 

P Mr. FLETCHER. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Lhave the floor. I would like 
to know— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 


the floor for eight minutes. 
Is this to be taken out of my 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. 7 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move that the committee rise, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LIVINGSTON, from 
the Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under 
consideration a bill (H. R. 7007) and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested by quitea 
number of gentlemen on the floor that they have amendments 
which they regard as germane and proper to certain sections of 
this bill, and which they desire to present to the Committee of 
the Whole or to the House, and I have told gentlemen having 
such amendments that I would ask consent to-morrow, before 
taking the vote, that those amendments should be voted upon. 
I want to keep faith with the gentlemen whose names are on the 
listof the Chairmanof the Committee of the Whole and whoex- 

t to debate this bill. It has been my porns all the time, 
if no opportunity arose after the close of general debate, that 
such of these amendments as were germane and pertinent to 
the bill should be tested by a vote in the House. I told the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] that on yesterday, and I 
intend to make that request, and I am sure it will be agreed to. 

Mr.McMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that the course he proposes leaves his proposition subject 
to be defeated by the dissent of any one of the three hundred 
and odd members here. I submit to him that he can accom- 
plish the same result by moving to reconsider the order that 
was made on yesterday fixing the limit of debate, and adding 
to it a proposition to devote a certain time, beginning now or 
at ony our he may indicate, to debate under the five-minute 
rule. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I was simply stating what my 
own position had been; and then I was going on to say that, in 
deference to the wishes of so many gentlemen who have ex- 
pressed a desire to offer amendments, I will now ask consent 
that immediately after the morning hour to-morrow one hour 
shall be devoted to offering amendments under the five-minute 
rule in the House—— 
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Mr. COX. Make it two hours. 

Mr. HATCH. I am doing the very best I can, and some gen- 
tlemen have told me that if I propose any longer time objection 
would be made in the interest of other measures that are to 
come before the House. I am trying to be just as liberal as 
possible. In one hour every proper amendment can be offered 
under the five-minute rule, even if it can not be fully debated. 
I wish to have the remainder of this day devoted to debate b; 
gentlemen who have expected to address the committee, and 
now ask unanimous consent that the first hour to-morrow, after 
the morning hour, shall be devoted to offering amendments to 
the bill under the five-minute rule, that | may have my hour to 
close the debate, and that then the vote may be taken. 

Mr. COX. I suggest that the gentleman ask that in offering 
amendments under the five-minute rule it shall not be necessary 
to read the bill in detail. 

Mr.HATCH. Iwill accept that Suggestion, that amendments 
may be offered to any section of the bill and voteđ upon in the 
order in which they are presented, so that the time will not all 
be consumed upon any one section of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. the gentleman will permit a suggestion, 
would it not be equally agreeable to him to provide that gen- 
eral debate close with the session of to-day and that amendments 
under the five-minute rule shall be then in order? 

Mr. HATCH. For one hour; that is just what I have stated. 

Mr. WARNER. But I suggest that the request be made with- 
out the limitation. The House can make the limitation to- 
morrow as well as to-day. Several gentlemen desire to offer 
amendments, and they have a right to present them and cer- 
tainly to discuss them for five minutes. 

Mr.HATCH. They do not have to be voted upon in the hour? 
8 Mr. WARNER. No; but they have to be discussed in the 

our. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And only two amendments can be pending 
at one time. 

Mr. HATCH. That is not so under this order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Not if you make the exception, but you will 
have to include that in the exception, because the rules them- 
selves prohibit the pendency of more than two amendments at 


a time. 

Mr. BOATNER. I understood that the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri was that the amendments should be con- 
sidered as pending and that they should be voted on in the order 
in which they were offered. 

Mr. WARNER. Thatwould cut off the possibility of discuss- 
ingthe amendments. I have no amendments that I wish to pre- 
sent or to discuss, but Ido want to hear discussion on some 
amendment that may be presented in order that I may vote in- 
telligently. Now, I shall not object to a proposition to change 
the order so that pona debate shall close with this day’s ses- 
sion and that the bill shall then be considered under the five- 
minute rule. In that case I shall offer no objection if the House 
chooses to dispense with the reading of the bill, or to make any 
other order in that regard; but I do object to a proposition that 
will cut off the presentation and explanation of amendments 
under the five-minute rule, or limit it to one hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is indulging this as 
a matter of unanimous consent. There is nothing before the 
House. 

Mr. HATCH. Except the statement that I would ask unani- 
mous consent. Now, Mr. Speaker, the rule which was adopted 
was perfectly understood the House; and it received the 
unanimous consent of the House. It was the desire of nearly 
every gentleman on the floor to fix a reasonable time within 
which debate should be closed and a vote taken on the bill. I 
am now going to the farthest limit of what I feel to be right and 
fair to other measures 

Mr. COX. There will not be asingle objection if two hours 
be allowed. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I will compromise on that, and say two 
hours for amendments under tho five-minute rule. 

Mr. WARNER. With the understanding that as many as are 
offered can be pending at once. 

Mr. HATCH. Do not let us have so many understandings in 
this matter. Two hours under the five-minute rule for the offer- 
ing of amendments, and coupled with that the understanding 
that I shall have my hour to close the debate at the expiration 
of those two hours, 

Mr. BURROWS. And that the consideration of the bill for 
those two hours under the five-minute rule shall be in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

Mr. WARNER. And with the understanding that any num- 
ber of amendments may be pending at once. 

Mr. HATCH. No; not in Committee of the Whole. I would 
not violate the rules of the House in that way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
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asks unanimous consent that the order heretofore made by the 
~ House closing all debate on this bill this evening at the adjourn- 
ment of the House, be so far modified that to-morrow, instead of 

the vote immediately after the morning hour, the bill 
shall be considered in Committee of the Whole for two hours 
under the five-minute rule, and that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri shall then have one hour to conclude his discussion of the 


measure. 

Mr. HATCH. In the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the House. Is there objec- 
tion to that? 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Iwould ask the gentleman whether 
he would not be willing to have the bill considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule, so 
that we can make some headway with amendments—— 

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to that; that was what I 
pro d to ask in the first place. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And then let the previous question 
operate 

Mr. HATCH. The previous question will operate under the 
order already adopted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. On all amendments pending that 
are germane. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will suggest tothe gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] that one of the troubles which might arize 
from that arrangement would be that four votes by yeas and 
nays in the House while considering the bill as in Committee of 
the Whole, would consume the whole time. 

Mr, HATCH. I hope the gentleman from Ulinois will not in- 
sist on his proposition. 

The SPEA. pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the STS from Missouri? 

Mr. BYNUM. I think it would be well for the gentleman 
from Missouri to stipulate that there shall be but ten minutes’ 
debate on each amendment. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. HATCH. Under the rule there can only be two five- 
minute hes on each amendment. 

Mr. BYNUM. I know, but—— 

Mr. HATCH. I will do my best to have the rule enforced. 

The SPEAKER The Chair hears no objection; 
and if is so ord: . The gentleman from Missouri now moves 
that the House resolve into Committee of the Whole for the 
further consideration of revenue measures. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole (Mr. LIVINGSTON 
in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7007) regulating thesale of certain agricultural products, defin- 
ing options“ and futures,“ and imposing taxes thereon and 
upon dealers therein. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr 
STONE) has eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand the order as 
now amended, it would not be proper for me to offer an amend- 
ment until to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments will be in order to-morrow 
as soon as the House goes into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then I desire to reserve my time 
and will withdraw the amendment I offered. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COVERT] is now entitled to the floor for thirty minutes. The 
Chair suggests that there are about sixteen or eighteen gentle- 
men who want to speak on this question. The Chair has no 
right or disposition to dictate the time that any member shall 
occupy; but he would be glad if members could reach some 
agreement among themselves so that speeches should be limited 
to about twenty minutes each. 

Mr. COVERT. Do I understand that the limit now operating 
is twenty minutes? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I suggest that we make the limit to- 
day halfan hour. I think most of the gentlemen will be able to 
get through in that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. , If there be no objection, the Chair will 
so hold. The gentleman from New York [Mr. COVERT] is rec- 
ognized for thirty minutes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BAILEY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President, 
by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, informed the House that 
the President had approved and signed bills and joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles: ‘ 

On June &, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 82) to authorize the Missouri River Power Com- 
pany of Montana to construct a dam across the Missouri River. 
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On June 14, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 3715) granting to the village of Dearborn certain 
land for p 

On June 19, 1894; 

An act (H. R. 7458) making appropriations to supply a defi- 
ciency in the appropriation for public printing and binding for 
the fiscal year 1894, and for other pu ; 

An act (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize construction 
of a bridge at Burlington, Iowa, approved August 6, 1888, and 
amended by act ae February 21, 1890; and 

An act (H. R. 6576) to provide for the closing of part of an 
alley in square 622, in the city of Washington, D. O., and for the 
relief of the president and directors of Gonzaga College. 

On June 20, 1894: . 

An act (H. R. 2710) for the relief of the heirs of Edward Mor- 
rison and Nellie Morrison, now deceased; 

An act (H. R. 5778) to Supply a deficiency in the grant of pub- 
lic landsto the State of Mississippi for the use of the State Uni- 
versity; and 

An act (H. R. 1127) for the relief of Francis M. Tomlin. 

ANTIOPTION BILL, 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. LIVINGSTON 
in the chair. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Chairman, I can not resist the conclu- 
sion that the title of the pending measure is a misnomer. I 
submit that it should be‘‘A bill to amend the Unabridged Dic- 
tionary, to restrain trade, and to restrict the rights of the 
American citizen.” 

The strictly“ educational feature of the bill seeks to instruct 
the House and the country as to the real meaning of the terms 
options“ and ‘‘futures;” it relegates us to the dictionaries for 
the significance of the words ‘‘ contango” and backwardation,” 
but it is significantly silent as to the ordinary or legal meaning 
to be attached to the term “ rin out.” 


Lexicographers had, before the introduction of thé pending 
measure, told us the full significance of all the other singular 
and unique terms employed in this bill; and there would seem 

should be re- 

hile this has 
nding meas- 
g the term 

n as 


to be no absolute and urgent necessity that the 
defined in the measure now presented to us. 
been done with t care by the author of the 
ure, absolute silence has been observed rega 
‘ringing out.” Ponderous dictionaries have ed to open 
their leathern lips for information in this regard, but the a 

has been made in vain. No definition of the term can be found 
in their musty pages, and the pending bill is equally silent in 
this 3 The anxious citizen of Hannibal, Mo., and the 
wondering resident of Iola, Kans., are alike left in Egyptian 
darkness as to the significance to be attached to the mystic 
term “ringing out,” as it occurs in the several sections of the 
bill under consideration. 

But the benighted denizens of the localities mentioned will, 
I venture to affirm, inthe eventof the final e of this meas- 
ure, realize sooner or later that the real meaning of this last- 
mentioned term in its true connection, is the beginning, 75 
haps, of the end- the ringing out” of the reserved rights of the 
States and the reserved rights of individual citizens as secured 
to them by the Constitution of our fathers. 

While it is difficult for me, sir, to discuss this matter in an 
serious spirit, yet I can discuss it from an entirely impar 
and disinterested standpoint. There is not a single stock or 
produce exchange in the whole length and breadth of the dis- 
trict I have the honor to re resent, nor do I know of the exist- 
ence in it of one single, solitary person who is e ed in the 
business of buying or selling options. But, sir, I represent a 
broad, Democratic constituency, whose claim and whose plea is 
presented to-day at the bar of this House, that no such narrow 
and un-Democratic measure as this—a measure seeking to chain 
up trade and to fetter commerce—shall find its place upon the 
statute books of this land. 

rap Spee who has known my esteemed friend from Missouri 
[Mr. HATCH] as long as I have known him, will be slow to ac- 
cuse him of any lackof frankness, and he hasbeen entirely frank 
and outspoken in his opening h made in behalf of the 

nding proposition. He has told us inso many wordsthat this 

ill is to some extent a new rture in revenue legislation. 
He has told us that he does not believe thetaxing power should 
ever be used except for the primary p of raising revenue. 
“Raising revenue,” Mr. Chairman, is not the object and not the 
intent or the of this bill. Its object is not even thin! 

, either in the title or in the text of the measure itselt 
now under consideration. We have dene what we could to raise 
revenue in the passage of a tariff bill, imperfeet as that measure 
may have been. ' 

this bill were really a revenue measure, why was it not of- 
fered and inserted as a part of the internal-revenue feature of 
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the Wilson bill whem that. measure was, on its passage through 
this House? There is scarcely a pretense anywhereon the part 
of any of the advocates of this bill that its purpose and object 
are the raising of necessary revenues for thesupport.of the Goy- 
ernment. Such being the case, what is its purpose? -I submit 
that its object is apparent on the surface, and that he who 
runs may read.” What is the object of the bill? My esteemed 
friend from Missouri says that if the courts are called upon to 
pass on the constitutionality of this measure they will not sto 
to inquire into the motives of legislators in the adoption of suc 
provisions as are embodied in this bill. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is no dictum of the courts better 
established than this: That the courts will seek, and seek ear- 
nestly, in discovering the purpose and object of a measure under 
discussion before them, the probable and reasonable conse- 

uences and effects of the measure under consideration. Mr. 

hief Justice Marshall, certainly an undoubted authority, says 
this in regard to a similar proposition: 

It is of the first importance that the end which has in view inen- 
acting any law must be one for which the power was Wed. 

He says further: 

Let the end be N let it be within the scope of the Constitution, 
ch are 


and all means w SS igre Ans ei ted to that end, 
ohibited, but consistent with the spirit ot the Constitu- 


and which are not 
tion, are constitu 

‘t Let the end be legitimate,” says Chief Justice Marshall, lay- 
ing that down as the primal requisite in this attempt to.discover 
the object of any proposed legislation or of established legisla- 
tion. hat is the object of this measure now under discussion? 
If it. be anything it is not only to restrict, but by vicious pro- 
cesses to 5 a trade established by long cus- 
tom, and which is for years has been recognized by the laws 
of many of the sovereign States of this Union. : 

And further, on this constitutional point, I quote from Mr. 
Justice in rendering the opinion of the court in the case 
Morgan against Louisiana, 118 United States Reports, page 


Tn: all cases of this kind it has been repeatedly held that when the question 


was raised. er the State statute was a just exercise of State power or 

is intended as a roundabout means of inv. the domain of Federal au- 

—.— this court will look to che operation effect of the act to discover 
purpose. - z 


If this bill now before the House is anything, it isa roundabout 
and unjustifiable effort to accomplish a result which under the 
Constitution could not be reached by direct means; and I, for 
one, can not avoid the conclusion that it was with this knowl- 
edge and with this purpose that this bill was framed by its sup- 
porters, and im this spirit the passage of the measure is being 
ur through the House. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, upon the remote supposition that this 
bill should be enacted into law; upon the remote supposition 
that it should receive Executive approval and be brought to the 
Supreme Court of the United States for a determination upon 
the question of its constitutionalty, and assuming that the court, 
looking into the object. and purpose of this act, should say, We 
are satisfied that the primary purpose of the bill was not to raise 
revenue; but we sustain it upon the theory that the trade of 
buying and selling options has been declared by Congress to 
have a tendency to keep down prices, and is therefore an ob- 
struction to commerce; we sus it under the power given to 
Congress by the Federal Constitution to enact laws for the reg- 
ulation of commerce.” 

Upon the remote assumption that all these things may occur, 
and that that might be the solemn judgment of that august 
tribunal, the Supreme Court of the Uni States, I beg to sub- 
mit that the duty devolving upon us now is all the more onerous, 
all the more difficult, all the moredelicate; because in that event 
we are sitting here not only as representatives in Congress but 
we are here in the capacity of sworn jurors, to pass, by our ver- 
dict, upon a stated 8 of fact. h man is upon his oath 
in this matter, not alone asa member of Congress but as a juror, 
to try a disputed question of fact which has been presented to us 
through the medium of this bill. 

Is it true—has it been proven, Mr. Chairman, by anything like 
a preponderance of testimony, that this business of buying and 
se e ear lessens the prices of the products covered by this 
bill? testimony sufficient to convince us as jurors, upon our 
oaths, that this: practice of buyingand selling options and futures 
is an interruption of or any unjust or improper interference 
with the interstate commerce of this country? I, for one, fail to 
be convinced by the proof that has been adduced before us. 
Have all my fellow-jurors heard or even read the testimony in 
this regard as adduced before the committee? Have you whom 
Laddress anal. | that testimony and separated the small grain 
of fact testified tofrom the mere opinions furnished by witnesses 
who have been summoned before that committee? 
Mr..COBB of Missouri. That testimony has not been pub- 


Mr. COVERT. As is suggested by my friend from Missouri, 
this testimony has: not even been presented to this jury, who 
upon their oaths are to determine this question of fact. And 
yet upon this lack of testimony we are ed upon to declare on 
oath that this business is a detriment to the agricultural inter- 
ests of the country, and therefore an unjust and improper inter- 
ference with our interstate commerce. 

In the absence of specific proof in this regard, I submit, sir, 
that it may be well for us toconsider what may be regarded as 
fixed laws and established principles. 

To my own mind this plain business rule seems certain and 
unalterable: Thatactive trading in any article, I care not what 
itis, enhances rather than decreases the price of the article; 
that when restrictions are imposed upon trade, the risk to the 

urchaser will be greater and the profit to the producer will be 
creased. Witnesses may be examined before committees, and 
committees may adopt mere opinions as having the force of es- 
tablished facts, but this plain, absolute law of businegs can not, 
Isubmit, be modified or altered. 

This system of dealing is one of the results of the growth of 
the country, and has become a necessary and important part of 
the business methods of our day and generation. 

To fetter it with the restrictions sought to be imposed here, 
restrictions which amount to absolute prohibition, would in my 
judgment result in infinite yerong fe producers and purehasers 
alike, and would strike a deadly blow at our interstate commer- 
cial interests. 

But, sir, I must go on rapidly, because by a usurpation of au- 
thority, if I may so call it, to which I have in no sense agreed, 
my time has been ited. 

I must pass: on to the consideration of other features of the 
measure. 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] in opening the discus- 
sion on this bill, said that there were only a half dozen sections 
that this House needed to consider, because an inspection of 
those half dozen sections would reveal the whole spirit and 
scope of the bill, and that the other sections were merely added 
to carry the primary provisions of the measure into operation 
and effect. 

Mr. Chairman, I invite the consideration of the members of 
this committee to these other sections of this bill. To my mind, 
sir, they are more important than any of the others, because these 
sections thus glossed over are — rovisions of this meas- 
ure. They provide the means machinery by and cree, 
which any disobedience of this law may be met and punished by 
the courts of the land. 

I shall not stop in this connection to criticise some of the in- 
termediate sections of the measure, sections infinitely worse, in 
my humble judgment, than any 1 of the income - tax fea- 
ture of the tariff bill, no matter how vexatious or inquisitorial 
that act may be. 

I refer to the sections requiring a special application and 
license fee, and the giving of a bond as prerequisites for en- 
gaging in this business; the affixing of revenue stamps at every 

of the most trivial transaction in the course of ordinary 
e; the making of an entry in the books of the dealer, of the 
most trifling incident or transaction; the making of reports to 
the collector of internal revenue; the supervision by the col- 
lector and his underlings over the private books and papers of 
the citizen, and the inspection of those private books and papers 
at the office of the internal-revenue collector; and their subjec- 
tion to the examination of any inquisitive poron whoever he 
maybe. Idenounce these provisions of this billas undemocratic, 
Mr. Chairman. I denounce them as infamous in this age and in 
this land. I deplore the fact that a bill loaded down with iniqui- 
ties like these could emanate from a Democratic source, under 
a Democratic Administration, in this year of grace 1894. [stand 
with liberty-loving citizens everywhere when I t that a 
measure such as this should have even decent consideration in 
the halls of legislation in free America. 

But as to the penalty clauses of this bill, Mr. Chairman. There 
is to-day pending in House a measure introduced by my es- 
teemed colleague [Mr. CUMMINGS], looking to the protection of 
native authors of dramatic compositions. Our native dramatic 
authors have added luster to our civilization by the production 
of some of the most finished and admired plays known to the 
stage of the civilized world. 

They have yainly sought under the copyright law as it stands 
on the statute book for any adequate protection totheir literary 
8 They have found by sad experience that the law as 

t stands is entirely inadequate to afford them relief. Their 
plays ee and the pirates laugh at court in junctions and 
successfullyevade the service of judicial papers forbidding their 


poore through any method of 
jponsible: they have no fixed 


larcenous acts. 
The offenders can net be 
civil. procedure. They are 
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habitat; they can not respond in money damages which may 
be obtained against them in a suit at law. These authors have 
come to the doors of this Congress asking that the work of their 
brains, literary ‘property which in its own right ought to be 
hedged inand surrounded by all the provisions that can be made 
to guard and protect it, shall be shielded from bald and open 
larceny. They have asked us to make the unlawful piracy of 
their plays a misdemeanor, subjecting the offender to the possi- 
bility at the utmost, of one year's imprisonment or the payment 
of a moderate fine. What they ask, I submit, is only reason- 
able and proper. It is absolutely necessary for the protection 
of their property; itis but a measure of simple justice. 

Mr. Chairman, that bill has been fought; it has been resisted, 
and will be fought to the end, upon the sp epee declaration 
of its opponents that they do not want to add to the catalogue 
of crimes; they do not want to establish a new criminal offense; 
they do not want to have any addition made to the penal powers 
of the Federal courts. Think of it! Owners of literary prop- 
erty denied the protection that is accorded to the owner of a 
woodpile or the possessor of a yellow dog, for the reason that 
tho list of offenses under the Federal law must not be increased! 
Lask the attention of these pont emer who have opposed the 
American dramatists’ copyright bill, I ask the attention of this 
House, to the penalties imposed 7 a section of the pendin 
measure, which my friend from Missouri has intimated ne 
not necessarily occupy the consideration of this body. 

Mr. Chairman, for the slightest misdirection, for the slight- 
est inadvertence on the part of a dealer in futures or options, for 
a single omission to make one single trifling entry pertaining to 
a trivial business transaction in his books, a man may be ar- 
rested and taken before the court, tried, convicted, and sen- 
tenced to a term of imprisonment not exceeding two years or to 
a fine not exceeding $2,000, or both such fine and sc ea a yg 
Surely the punishment more than fits the crime. hat do you 
say to this, opponents of the measure seeking to afford some 
means of protection to the brain workers of this land? Shall 
you let the piracy of literary property go unpunished, and yet 
condemn the defendants in proceedings under this bill in ad- 
vance? For whatdefense has the business man here? None that 
Jean see. Suppose he shall stand before his accuser and shall 
say: “Iam guilty of no crime. I have not unjustly or in any 
way obstructed commerce; I have rather added to it by the con- 
duct of my business; and I ask to prove that fact by witnesses. 
bo pron here, and Loffer to present it.“ The court will say, 
“No; we can not receive your proof. A jury made up of the 
Federal Congress has already tried your case and has already 
found you guilty.” And we are the jurors to-day. We are 
asked to convict this man in advance upon the flimsy, upon the 
absolute lack of proof which has been presented in support of 
this bill. I, as one of these jurors, will not join in this verdict 
of conviction. There is no sufficient evidence to warrant or sus- 
tain so vicious a verdict, so unjust a judgment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I ask the members of this 
committee and of this House to rise above mere local clamor. I 
ask them to vote upon this matter and to determine it, not only 
as legislators, but as sworn jurors. I ask them not by any act of 
theirs, in this century, in this age of civilization, to tear down, 
to cripple, or to jeopardize the commercial prosperity of this 
land. Tack them to join with us in what we are seeking to do 
to-day. This is no time for dangerous experiment in any other 
direction. Let us give vitality rather than weakness. Let us 
build up rather than destroy. Let us take no backward step so 
far as the commercial interests of this country are concerned. 
Above all and beyond all, let us have no“ ringing out” of the 
reserved rights of the States or of the individual citizen, as 
pledged to us and provided for us under the Federal Constitu- 
tion. [Loud applause.] 


[Mr. STOCKDALE withholds his remarks for revision. 
Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. How does that rule apply to me when it 
does not apply to anybody else? 

The CHAIRMAN, By unanimous consent, after the House 
went into Committee of the Whole, speakers were limited to 
thirty minutes. : 

Mr. STOCKDALE, I did not hear that unanimous consent. 
It was not unanimous. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I have just seen the chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture, and hesaid that was his understand- 


ing. z 
r. STOCKDALE. I should like to see the Reporter’s notes 
on that 


The CHAIRMAN. Thestatement was made that there were 
sixteen gentlemen on the listto speak, and I asked if there could 
not be an agreement made by which the time could be limited 


See 


to twenty minutes. Some gentleman on the floor moved to limit 
ae ney to thirty minutes, and by unanimous consent it was so 
ordered. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I made that motion. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I was asked by the present chairman, at 
the instance of the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, 
for his convenience, to change with the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]. I did so to accommodate the situation, and 
this is the result. 

Mr. WAUGH. Under the circumstances, I ask that the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] be allowed twenty 
minutes more. He did not understand the proposition, or there 
would have been objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks that 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. StOOKDALE] have twenty 
minutes more. Is there objection? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Who makes the objection? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
FLETCHER]. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Since my friend is so patriotic,I will ask 
permission to extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. ithout objection, the gentleman from 
Mississippi will be allowed to extend his remarks in the REC- 
ORD. The Chair hears no objection. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, on Monday last I listened 
with a great deal of interest to the speech of the father and au- 
thor of this antifuture or antiopfion bill, and since that day I 
have read very carefully his remarks as printed in the RECORD; 
but Iam sorry to say that I haye been unable to find in his 
1 85 any statement of fact or any logical argument going to 
show that the system of dealing in contracts for future delivery 
or for forward delivery in reality tends to depreciate prices to 
the producer. We have simply the assertion of the gentleman 
from Missouri that the dealing in these enormous masses of 
pretended commodities tends to depreciate and does depreciate 
prices to the planter and to the farmer. But we have no facts 
whatever given to show that such isthe case. We have merely 
the gentleman's assertion. I trust that in his closing argument 
he will be able to give us some facts and some logical arguments 
based on those facts. 

It seems to me it is a new proposition to be advanced by a Dem- 
ocrat, or by any part of the Democratic party, that it is for the 
interest of the Democracy that the cost of commodities, that the 
cost of living should be enhanced to the consumer. I have 
heard it said repeatedly by the leaders of my party, that we must 
regard the consumer, that we have nothing to do with the manu- 
facturer or with the producer, but that the consumer is the great 
person to be cared for in all our legislation. That is advanced 
as one of the tenets of my party, and yet we have this measure 
proposed by a leading Democrat, avowedly designed for the pro- 
tection of two classes in the community, the planter and the 
farmer. We have a measure proposed, the alleged purpose of 
which is to enhance the cost of bread to every person in the 
United States, to every man, woman, and child; to advance the 
cost of cotton shirts, to enhance the price of every glass of beer 
and every pound of pork. We have a measure designed to tax, 
for the benefit of the producer only and against the interests of 
60 per cent of the population of the United States, according to 
their own estimate. Is that Democracy? Is that consistent 
with any principle of any Democratic platform? 

I do not intend to weary you, gentlemen, in the limited time 
which is assigned to me, with estimates of the wheat acreage in 
the United States, or in the Argentine Republic, or in India, or 
with calculations as to the cotton crop and its variations in dif- 
ferentyears. But before proceeding to discuss the law question, 
the great question of the constitutionality of this measure, I 
shall allude to three or four facts which I think are undoubtedly 
susceptible of proof, and which I think have been proven to the 
satisfaction of every intelligent man. : 

I have read with great care the testimony taken in 1892 in re- 
gard to other antioption and antifuture measures, the testi- 
mony taken in the Senate by the subcommittee of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, also the testimony which was taken before the 
Committee on Agriculture of this House; and I say that this 
testimony, and the evidence then adduced, and other familiar 
facts which we have for our guidance, show three or four salient 
facts. One is that this system of dealing in futures, of dealing 
in articles for forward delivery or future delivery, this system 
of short selling, instead of tending to lower prices actually tends 
to enhance prices. Where aman sells an article to be delivered 
at a future time, and he is not in possession-of the article con- 
tracted to be sold, necessarily, when the time of delivery comes, 
he will have to become a buyer of the article; and that fact 
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tends to enhance the price of the commodity, be it wheat, cot- 
ton, rye, corn, or any other article. 

Another fact is this, and it is shown by the records, that since 
the adoption of this system of selling for future or forward de- 
livery, the fluctuation in price is much less than in the anti- 
future period. Take thirty-five Tan before the adoption of that 
systemin New Orleans and New York, and there was an average 
5 of 4.16 cents; whereas the average fluctuation since, 
as shown by the records of the cotton exchanges at New Orleans 
andat New York, is only 1.28 cents. Now, it is a familiar fact that 
the stability of value and the absence of fluctuation is for the 
best interests of the producer and of everyone throughout the 
country. Another fact which has been shown by the evidence 
is that the cost to the producer is lessened by this system of 
sales for future delive Middlemen are enabled to do their 
work for a very small charge, afractional charge, say half of 1 

r cent, far less than that which obtained in former times, when 

t was something like 5 per cent. 

What is the grand truth? It is this, that you can not logis 
late in any way to control the law of supply and demand. The 
price corresponds to the spe an That is an undoubted axiom 
and undoubted truth. I cite Mr. David A. Wells, the great 
student and political economist, on that point. Mr. Wells, after 
drawing attention to the fact that this phenomenal decline in 
the price of wheat has obtained for many years past, concludes 
by saying: 

During all the years in which the decline in wheat has been phenomenal 
the law of supply and demand has not been violated, and the price in the 
world’s market has conformed strictly to the supply of the world. 

This is the reason. Itis overproduction which has reduced 
the proe of cotton, and overproduction which has lowered the 
market price of wheat.. With cotton at 74 cents a pound and 
wheat at 61 or 62 cents a bushel, it is impossible by any legisla- 
tion to enhance the price. The truth is that the immense acre- 
ago devoted to cotton and devoted to wheat and the improve- 
ments of machinery have tended to lower the price, and I cite the 
tariff speech of the distinguished Senator from Texas, the Hon. 
ROGER Q. MILLS, delivered on April 25. In that speech and in 
the tariff discussion it was always assumed ot Raves members of 
my party that low prices are good things—that it is for the 
benefit of the citizen and for the whole country to have the 
staples of life cheap; but when we discuss this antioption bill, 
we say to the planter and to the farmer that it is a principle of 
our party to advocate this measure on the ground that the com- 
modity should be enhanced in price. 

Now, when the Senator from Texas delivered his speech he 
was in favor of reducing the price, and he submitted a table of 
thirty articles showing how from the year 1873 to the year 1891 
there had been adecline in a free-trade country like Great Brit- 
ain in the price of those commodities. One of these articles is 
wheat and another is cotton yarn; and he addresses these words 
to the Senate of the United States: 


Sir, prices have been brought down by improved production, by machin- 
ery, by invention, incr the amount of product in a given time, and 
lowering the cost of the product. 


He said nothing about dealing in futures. It never occurred 
at that time to the Senator from Texas to say anything about 
dealing in futures. It never occurred at that time to the Sena- 
tor from Texas that it would be alleged that dealing in futures 
or contracts for forward delivery had caused the reduction of 
the cost of commodities. 

Now, as to the law. This antifuture and antioption law is un- 
constitutional. It is unconstitutional because it is a perversion 
and violation of the taxing power; and it is no answer to say 
that Congress can enact it with the approval of the Executive. 

It is no answer to say that the courts can not go behind the 
statute and inquire into the motives of the lawmakers. I say 
that is no answer either in constitutional law or in ethics. Are 
we to take the position that because our action can not be in- 
quired into we are going to perpetrate that which we know to 
be wrong? We admit that any abuse of the taxing power is 
wrong. That is one of the fundamental principles of the Demo- 
cratic per. That principle was laid down in that favorite case 
which has been so often cited on the stump in election campaigns 
in this country, the case of the Loan Association against Topeka, 
which will be found in 20 Wallace, and which we cite day after 
day and week after week to show that the doctrine of protection 
is a perversion of the taxing power. 

Now, if the Democratic party relies on that case, if that case 
is sound law, what you are asked to do to-day is a grosser per- 
version of the taxing pawor than any which has ever yet been 
perpetrated by the Federal Legislature. What does the distin- 

hed gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] say? He says 

t this proposed law is notanarchistic, because anarchy means 
the absence of law. The gentleman is right. This pro d 
law is not anarchistic, but it is socialistic; it is the extension of 


the system of paternalism or centralization in its worst form; 
the extension of that direful and dangerous doctrine of social- 
ism; the extension of that principle which would have the claws 
and the hands of government laid on every citizen; which would 
invade the home of every man and force him to do that which a 
majority in the Legislature may dictate, whether it be right or 
whether it be wrong. The re A ots of this act is shown by 
the remark of the gentleman from Missouri: 

When this species of gambling goes on— 

Gambling he terms it, although it is legitimate business spec- 
ulation, sanctioned by the laws of every State of the Federal 
Union. The gentleman says: 

When this species of gambling goes on it is time for Congress to step in 
and protect the people. 

Protect the people by an act ostensibly—only ostensibly, not 
E or speciously—framed to obtain revenue! You have 

istened for days, gentlemen, to this debate, and have you heard 

one argument advanced by the advocates of this bill as to the 
amount of revenue which will be derived if it shall become a 
law? The revenue feature is not, as the gentleman from Mis- 
souri terms it, a secondary effect, or as he says in another part 
of his speech,“ the primary basis of this bill.“ The revenue fea- 
ture has nothing to do with it. The object of this act is to sup- 
press, to prohibit, to kill, to annihilate the legitimate business 
vocation of large classes in this country; to deceive the planter 
and the farmer and make them imagine that such legislation is 
for their benefit. 

The question of the constitutionality of this law was brushed 
aside by the gentleman from Missouri. He cited two cases, the 
case of the State bank tax, Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, reported in 8 


Wallace, and the oleomargarine cases of Powell t Penn- 
sylvania, reported in 127 United States Reports. 
Those are his two cases. Let me dis of the last case first. 


The case of Powell against Pennsylvania was an oleomargarine 
case, and the only question before the Supreme Court of the 
United States, as is clearly shown by the report, was whether 
the oleomargarine statute of the State of Pennsylvania was a 
valid exercise of the police power or not. In that decision there 
isnot a word going touphold the passage of any such billas that 
which is under consideration. 

Let us take the other case, the State bank tax case. The 
question there was whether the State bank tax imposed by the 
act of 1866, amendatory of the act of 1864, was constitutional or 
not. Is this tax a direct tax or not? For if a direct tax it 
should be apportioned. That was the first question before the 
court. The other question was: Is this a tax on property, or a 
tax on the faculties and the powers of a State to incorporate 
banks? Those were the two questions argued, and it is stated 
by Chief Justice Chase, in his opinion, that those are the two 
great questions in the case. The other important question was 
as to the power of the United States to pass measures restrain- 
ing the States from interfering with the currency of the United 
States. The only question argued or considered in the minority 
opinion, which was rendered by Mr. Justice Nelson, and con- 
curred in by Mr. Justice Miller, was: Is the State bank tax a 
tax on property, or a tax on the faculties and powers of a State 
to grant a charter or incorporate a bank? And the minority 
judges held that it was not a tax on property, but was a tax on 
= aaite and powers of a State, and was therefore unconsti- . 

ional. à 

Chief Justice Chase in his opinion states that it had been ar- 
guoa that the State bank tax in question was so excessive as to 

ivulge the legislative intention to prohibit banking; and he 
says we will not inquire into that, but he goes on to argue elab- 
orately that for another and a stronger reason the tax could be 
levied, because it was a tax levied for a lawful purpose, which 
3 was to restrain a State from interfering with the 
Federal control of the currency and the right of the National 
Government to emit bills of credit, and it was upon that point 
that the decision of the Supreme Court was in fact rendered. 
Now, here we have a marked distinction. It is conceded that 
there is no power in Congress to directly prohibit dealing in 
futures; that there exists no right in the Federal Legislature to 
prohibit these transactions or short“ selling. j 

So we have the taxing power here perverted, or sought to be 
pervene, to ant out a purpose illegal and unconstitutional in 

tself, instead of the power being exerted in furtherance of an 
undoubted constitutional right of the Federal Legislature. 

Now, let us see as to the cases on the other side. We have 
first that great case of the Bank of Maryland vs. McCulloch, re- 
ported in 4 Wheaton, where as far back as 1819 the decision was 
cendered by Chief Justice Marshall, who uses this remarkable 


language: 

Should under the text of execu its power, pass laws for 
the accomplishment of objects not intrusted rs SA 5 it would 
become the duty of this tribunal, should a case requiring such a de- 
cision come before it, to say that such an act was not the law of the land, 
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I submit, gentlemen, that ever since 1819 there has always ex- 


isted that power in the Supreme Court of the United States to 
go behind a pag and since yea = ose poe aore A 

clearly on its faco a ersion of the wer and ana 
tempt ia destroy 5 in the community for the bene- 
fit of other classes. : 

You are all familiar with the passenger cases reported in Tth 
Howard and with those cases in 118 and 136 United States Re- 
ports, where the passenger cases are cited and approved, where 
the principle is laid down that if a State seeks to invade by 

_roundabout means the domain of Federal legislation, the Su- 
reme Court of the United States will not hesitate to declare 
tact of the State Legislature unconstitutional, invalid, and 
void. I say that the converse of the proposition also applies 
that the Supreme Court will not hesitate in a proper case to pro- 
nounce an act of Congress unconstitutional when it seeks under 
the guise of the taxing power, or in any other manner, to in- 
vade the domain of State rights, to interfere with the control of 
those matters which belong only to the State government. 

I call your attention to the language of the Supreme Court in 
the case reported in 118 United States Reports—Morgan vs. The 
State Board of Health of Louisiana. There it was sought to 
have an act of the Legislature of Louisiana declared unconsti- 
tutional on the gronni that it invaded the right of the Federal 
Government to impose a tonnage tax; and the Supreme Court 
of the United States held that quarantine fee, if exacted, was 
really a compensation for the examination of the vessel; and was 
not in its character a tonnage tax. But there the Supreme Court 
in its opinion expressed its view as to this roundabout legisla- 
tion—an effort to do something other than that which appears 
in the title of the act. What does Mr. Justice Miller say? 


In all cases of this kind it has beenrepeatedly held that when the question 
is raised whether the State statute is a just exercise of State power or is in- 
tended as a roundabout means to invade the domain of Federal authority, 
this court will look into the operation and effect of the act to discern its pur- 


pose. 

Now, to show further that this view of the law is absolutely 
correct, I call the attention of the committee to this famous case 
of the Loan Association vs. Topeka, where itis held that all the 
functions of government, be it State or national, are limited; that 
there is no such thing as unlimited power, and that the taxing 

wer is not unlimited. This great Democratic case lays down 

law on this subject. What is said there? 
The ofour governments, State and national, is opposed to the de- 
posit of ted power anywhere, 

The theory of government thus announced by the Supreme 
Court does not agree with the theory of government advanced 
by the gentleman from Missouri, who says: 


Do wrong, pass this act, pervert the taxing power, because no one can 
check us, because we are omnipotent; we, the Congress of the United States, 
when we receive the Executive ey pln have the power to pervert the right 
of taxation and to do that which is inherent! 

The executive, the 1 lative, and the ju 
ments are all of limited and defined powers. 


Then, going on to cite the instance of the effect and operation 
of the State tax, Mr. Justice Miller uses this language: 


branches of these govern- 


a gi 
i and the other, if there is no implied limitation of 
the 1 8 hien t * may be exercised. = 

And the court holds that where the power is perverted the 
law is unconstitutional. In the first part of the opinion it is 
declared: 

The proposition is that the act authorizes towns and other municipalities 
to take the property of the citizen under the of taxation to pay these 
bonds, and use it in aid of the enterprises of others, thus pervert! the 
right of taxation. 

oe the hammer fell.] 

r. BARTLETT. Ishould like to have five minutes more. 

Mr, PENCE, T ask that the gentleman be allowed five min- 
utes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLE In the limited time allowed me I shall not 
be able to call attention to many of the lesser faults of this bill. 
But I wish to call attention to one or two provisions—one for in- 
stance which shifts the burden of proof of innocence upon the 
criminal, changing the whole criminal law in this respect. The 
5 is in this country that a man is innocent until 

e be found guilty. This act provides that— 
if any m shall knowingly and without lawful excuse (the proof 


whereoishall lie on the person have in his possession wash 
restored, or altered stamps. ? = 5 


That is, the burden of proof is thrown in that case on the man 
to show that he has some lawful excuse; and further, it pro- 
vides that having a stamp in one’s possession is prima facie evi- 
dence of the fact that the stamp has been used once 
in whose possession it has been found, Could there 
monstrous provision of law than that? 


the man 
a more 


But in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 
right to make a contract to sell wheat, or cotton, or lard, or 
pork, or any of the commodities referred to in this bill, in the 
future; should be just as free as the right which every citizen 
has in reference to every other executory contract. He should 
have the right to sell wheat and cotton just as much as you have 
the right to sell the leather before it is tanned or to sell the 
wood hoiata is ishəwn. You can not take that right, thus held 
under the Constitution, from any citizen. You may as well 
pass an act providing that no man shall make a promise to pay 
money unless he has the money in the bank at the time he 
makes the promise; and if he makes a note which matures in 
three months he shall not be permitted to have power to make 
a settlement with his creditor. You may as well deprive him 
of that right, and deprive all citizens of their rights, just as 
well as to undertake to prevent any citizen from trading in these 
great commodities as he pleases. 

What has the court of last resort in my State said? 

The right to 11 embraces the right of man to exercise his faculties 
and to follow a lawful avocation for the support of life. 

Liberty means also the right of one to use his faculties in all lawful ways, 
to live and work where he will, to earn his livelihood in any lawful calling, 
or to pursue any lawful trade or avocation. 

If you pass this measure you will prevent many citizens from 
following avocations which are permissible by the laws of the 
various States, and which are held by all the States to be en- 
tirely legal. What will be the effect of the passage of such an 
act? The great exchanges of cotton in New Orleans and New 
York, the produce exchanges of New York and Chicago, will be 
closed, and your cotton market will be ruled by Bremen, Havre, 
and Liverpool, and the farmers will have the prices of their 
grain regulated at will by the big millers of the great North- 


west. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, it is not strange that in the dis- 
cussion of this bill (the antioption bill) the 8 of silver 
coinage should cut a very important figure. It was inevitable 
that the chief matter of concern should be that of rising and 
falling prices. In the nature of things that brought on the 
discussion of the supply of money in the country, and that, 
in the nature of things, in turn brought on a review of the 
question of silver coinage. 

The question of silver coinage has been discussed quite as fully 
as any other question since Congress met in August of last year. 
About as many opportunities as we could ask have been given 
us to make our record on that question; but some of us still lin- 
ger in the hope that before the dog-days come and final adjourn- 
ment is taken, at least one more opportunity will be given to 
Congress and to the members thereof to make a record upon 
which finally they can go before the people this fall. 

There have been some striking conversions since the discus- 
sion of last fall and the votes of last August, October, and No- 
vember. The most striking conversion has been that of the Re- 

ublican leader of this House, the eminent gentleman from Maine 
Mr. REED]. In behalf of the silver.forces, so far as I may 
be permitted to speak, I want to welcome him to the silver ranks. 
Iam sorry he declines to take but one degree. Still, one degree 
is better than none. 

Mr. GEAR. How many degrees are there? 

Mr.PENCE. There are many, but there is but one entire 
and perfect degree that makes a man a master, and that is the 
degree of 16 to 1. [Applause.] 

We are glad, Mr. Chairman, to welcome one like the leader 
from Maine. What cause would not be glad to welcome him, 
big as he is in every way, generous in physical proportions, bi 
of intellect, and big of heart, a fit leader for a great party! An 
itis because, Mr. Chairman, throughout the country many en- 
tertain a belief, because of his last utterances, that he stands 
really and honestly for the coinage of silver, that a renewed hope 
and co e has been taken on by the masses of the people. 

What troubles me is a lingering doubt as to just exactly how 
far he is willing to go and where he stands to-day. I secured 
this morning a publication that came in by the last mail, the 
Fortnightly Review, published in London, thenumber for Tune, 
which contains an article on silver and the tariff at Washing- 
ton, which IJ find is the full report of the interview of the rep- 
resentative of this magazine with the eminent leader from Maine 

. REED] held in this city during the last month, or at a late 
ate. The time of the interview is not stated. While the first 
report of that interview as published in the Republican papers 
ofthe West led me, with others, to believe that after all the mis- 
takes of last August were recognized by the Republican leader, 
yet after reading the article 1 can hardly accept that conclusion 
asthe proper one. The article says: 


The Re party in the United States, the of protection, has 
hitherto reganded as the party unfriendly to silver. 
That is true. 
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During the conflict last autumn in over the repeal of the Sher- 
man act, Mr. REED of Maine, the Speaker of the House during President 
Harrison's Administration, was the leader of the repeal party on his side 
of the Chamber. 

Of course, we all know that is true. 


The recent great gains of the Republican party point strongly to the prob 
ability that ‘the 5 Administration will be Republican, Mr. REED’S 
popularity, great services, and strong individ ty distinguish him as the 
candidate of his party for the Presidency. 

I do not know but that is true. 


Mr. REED's views, as outlined only a fortnight since in the following con- 
versation with an English visitor to Was n, are of such interest and 
indicate such an important development in the economic policy of his party 
that we publish them in a manner so unusual as an interview.“ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are two pages of this interview, 
but as I understand the limitation of time is now thirty min- 
utes instead of an hour, although I dislike to quote a part of the 
utterances of the gentleman from Maine, because I can not for- 
get the fact that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM], 
who at one time quoted but a fraction of the utterances of the 

ntleman from ine, was called to account for it, yet I will 
acs the risk this time, and, skipping that portion which re- 
fers to the tariff, will call attention to some of his most pointed 
utterances applicable to this discussion: - 

“Mr. „said the visitor, “I t i you togive mea 
ot 5 policy of the Republican. — 2 8 . e 
tide behind you, is likely to control the House after the next election, an: 
probably thé country three yearshence. We, in England, are infinitely con- 
corned by the two great issues here—silver and the tariff; what are we to ex- 
pect of your party when you return to power!“ 

Let me quote his answer. Says Mr. REED, among other 
things: 
La a e o 0 8 * 

One thing at least I have learned since the cessation ot silver purchases last 
year. 

I hope my friend from Massachusetts[Mr. WALKER] will give 
his attention to this. I see him present in the Hall. Says the 
leader on your side: : 


“One thing at least I have learned since the cessation of silver purchases 
last year, that N PUTES is an effective stimulus to Asiatic exports, * * * 


“But,” asked the Englishman— 

I quote again— 
“what do you propose to do? If cheap silver assists Asiatic and no 
doubt this is the case, then by no tariff corrective here can you help your 


culturists. The stimulus of cheapening silver must ue to reduce 
which Asia can afford to sell wheat and cotton in the markets 


agree,“ said Mr. REED; “that is the aspect of the silver question 
trank to confess has only since last year attracted our notice in 
the Eastern States. The fall in silver, its value to pay wages and to buy 
products in India and China being as great as ever— 

Thope again the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] 
hears the quotation as I read it. 

Mr. WA R. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. PENCE. Let me continue the quotation from Mr, 

REED— 
this it is that makes of the silver issue an issue we are forced to face. You 


reco; of course, that the position has entirely changed in the past six 
months. Before that time the enormous compulsory monthly purchase of 
silver—a most vicious proceeding—had gone far to confuse men's minds 


the fact that there really isin the background a serious cur- 
to be solved.” 


and to 

ren bi 
Wan do you regard it as soluble?” asked the Englishman. 
Mr. REED replied: 


“Certainly Ido. I understand that England is the only difficulty. * + + 
We recognize that falling silver, by lowsrtng the Eastern exchanges, favors 
our competitors in Asia who sell similar produce—wheat, cotton, and other 
staples—in the markets of Europe; it is evidently im t for debtor na- 
tions, on which list we stand first, to raise the price of silver, and thereby 
reduce that bounty on exports which Asia now enjoys.” 

To this he now adds: 


“This can be best done by a monetary agreement with other nations favor- 
able to silver.” 


Mr. Chairman, this is the utterance of the gentleman who 
ve the interview, and who is altogether the bright and shin- 

g light of the Republican party, and I donot wonder at the 
acclaim and praise you accord every utterance delivered by him 
here. The Democratic party would be in great luck if it had a 
man here like him, or his equal in ability. In the Western 
country these utterances have been quoted as indicating that 
aes Republican party intends to stand for the remonetization 
ver. 
This interview is a step in advance of Harrison. Harrison 
wants an international agreement with all nations. Mr. REED’s 
last language, which I quoted, indicates that he might be will- 
to act upon an agreement with those nations which are 


using silver. b 
To „the important question now to our minds and 
in the minds of the voters of the country is, What is to be the 
| lee age pe by vote in Congress of men who talk this way? I 
ve no doubt that the Republican party will some day come to 
the sunport of silver coinage; but not until they are driven to, 
it, in my humble judgment 7 


The gentleman from Massachusetts pee WALKER] in hisar- 
gument here on yesterday gave some figures as to the number 
of Republicans who had voted for and against silver at differ- 
ent dates in this House and in the Senate. I have a table of 
figures, Mr. Chairman, covering other dates than those covered 
by him. I have not time to read them now, but I desire to 
state to the House that I have here a carefully prepared and re- 
vised table showing the numberof Republicans, Democrats, and 
Populists who have voted for and against silver upon the vari- 
ous votes since 1878. At this time, Mr. Chairman, I will ask 
unanimous consent, without reading these figures, to incorpo- 
rate them, as well as the figures given by Mr. WALKER yester- 
day, in my remarks. There are two columns of them in the 
paper. I would like to have that request submitted now, 80 
that if it be not granted I may read the figures. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PENCE. These figures are correct. They first appeared 
in the Rocky Mountain News, and were prepared, I think, by 
Hon. Thomas M. Patterson, the editor of that paper. They 
have been carefully compared with the record by Mr. N. A. 
Dunning, editor of the National Watchman, and I now, by your 
consent just granted, incorporate them as published in the 
Watchman. 

The table is as follows: . 

The first vote we will give was on the Bland bill of 1878. These several 
votes are taken from the records and verified by Edward McPherson's 


Hand-book. 
BLAND ACT OF 1878. 
The vote on its passage: 


Yeas—Democrats 
Republi 


bill was vetoed by President Hayes and passed over his veto by the 


This 
following vote: 


Nays—Democrats 
Republicans. 


7 

Yeas—Democrats .................-- = 25 
nnn T ff!!! 21 
: 46 


Nays—Democrats 2 0 
Fa r Widnnlgaane SESA 10 
19 


On June 27, 1879, Senator VSI offered the following resolution: ‘That the 
complete remonetization of silver, its full restoration as a money metal, and 
its free coinage by the mints of the United States, are de ed alike by 
the dictates of justice and wise statesmanship,” 

On motion of Senator ALLISON to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Finance, the 3 Was taken. 

Those voting in the a tive were against silver, those voting in the 
negative being in favor: 


SENATE. 
E E e ase see ce pa erin dd cu neces Seed act iaeagear led 4 
era bilebne a os So oss a 5 cca Gasnas sous ~sbesciaae A AAEE 19 
Total 23 


Total FP!!! — 


February 3, 1880, this bill was reported from the Senate Finance Commii 
too adversely by Senator — further attention was paid to it dur- 


6664 


April 8, 1885, the follo vote was taken on a bill for the free coinage of 
* being House n 800. It was defeated by the following vote: 


HOUSE. 


Nays— Democrats 
Republicans 


There was no action taken by the Senate from which a statement could be 
made of the friends and foes of silver that would be satisfactory. 

What is known as the Sherman law of 1890, by which 4,500, ounces of 
silver were bought each month and paid for in United States notes, passed 
the Senate July 10, 1890, by the following vote: 

SENATE. 


e d E N 00 
Republicans o RES ͤ ͤ XT 39 

f f ,,, RAE EESE ̃ Ey eA 39 
N I E ET ea edna acon 30 
Dc 00 


e , meas soba E E A ENEE 
Dg ee ten ae SES Ny PER I pene 8 BES ERE ROR IO yas 


Previous to this, on a motion of Mr. BLAND to recommit the Windom bill 


to the Committee on Co: with instructions to report a free coinage bill, 
the following vote was en. This vote discloses the real status of the 
House on free coinage: 


RFS TOTO NE e E E E EO onacbasmne 13 
RITA T A E och A EN A E E IA E S 127 
a oa A EAE E EE A N O E A D A A TA ET 


On June 25th, the House voted again on a square free-coinage amendment 
as follows: 


Why = e coc ease T A banpacwneenonenes 2 
n ES eA E T konanss A A 130 
46 88 “I2 


In the Senate the most pronounced vote on free coinage was on a motion 
of Senator Plumb, which is as follows: 


SENATE. 


Nays—Democrats -. 
Republicans 


It must be remembered that the Sherman law originated in the Senate as 
a compromise measure. 

The next clear-cut vote upon free coinage was taken March 24, 1892, on a 
motion to table the free coinage bill then pending: 


HOUSE. 
SU OUR = DGUIOOF REE nu oe T 
Republicans 


„ . 0 AAA AZ E 
Republicans 
a SA Rees 


149 

It must be remembered that the vote in the affirmative was a vote against 
silver, while the vote in the negative was a vote for silver. 

Senate voted on the Ist of July, 1892, on Senator STEWART'S substi- 


tute: 
SENATE. 
16 
11 
2 
29 
r E EEE AT A 7 
Republicans 18 
D ARIRE N EEA A E O EENE este IRRA — 5 
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This substitute went to the House and was voted on July 13,1 5 
lowing is the vote: y 13,1892. The fol 


Nays—Democrats -. 
Republicans 


%% AA ³˙¹¹ ⁰ðÄv; es 154 

The last show of hands was made during the extra session of Congress in 

1893. The following succinct statement is taken from the Rocky Mountain 
News. It has been authenticated: 


Unconditional repeal 
Vote on 16 to 1: 


To substitute the Bland ac 
Majorit: . 


43 

382 
Republicans for unconditional repeal. ..................------2- eee een e eee 2⁴ 
Republicans against unconditional repeall . Tone 
Democrats for unconditional repeall .. 1 
Democrats against unconditional repeal __........-....--...........-- 19 
Populists, all against repeal oeM, 4 
Paired in favor of repeal, Republicans... 3 
Paired in favor of repeal, Democrats — 
Paired against repeal, Republicans 2 
Paired against repeal, Democrats 3 
Total Republican Senators for repeallllllllk1u˖/NNLdmnmm . 27 
Total Democratic Senators for repeal -..- 2... 22.2222 ee ee cee tee ee 21 
Total Republicans against repealkl lw. 11 
Total Democrats against repẽ all.... 22 


We will let the reader make the comparison as regards the love for silver, 
as shown by the two old parties. 


The slight discrepancy appearing between these figures and 
those given hy Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts in his speech in 
the House yesterday arises, I think, from his having included 
in his figures some Members and Senators who were paired and 
did not vote, but whose positions were known. In my tables 
only the actual vote is stated. 

On yesterday the Republican convention was held in Califor- 
nia, Noman doubts the apse of the Republicans of Califor- 
nia upon the question of the coinage of silver any more than he 
doubts the position of my friend from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN], 
or his Republicans at home, or the Republicans of Colorado. 
They are all for the free co e of silver, and for its coinage at 
a ratio of 16 to 1. The Republicans of California on yesterday, 
I see by to-day’s paper, have copied the national platform of the 
People's party and made an unequivocal declaration for the free 
cones of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. Let me read the plat- 
orm: 

We favor the free and unlimited 3 of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, 
and the making of silver, as well as gold, a legal tender in payment of all 
debts, both public and private, and we pledge our Congressional nominees 
to the support of principles contained int resolution. 

Mr. Chairman, if the interview of the gentleman from Maine 
Mr. REED] meant that the Republicans of this House—not a 

ndful of them, but all of them—were ready to act now and upon 
every occasion, upon that pledge made in California yesterday, 
they would have no difficulty in Sweeping the Western country; 
but in my judgment they do not mean t. That speaks for 
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California only. When Montana shall say the same thing, it 
will speak for Montana only; and when Colorado says the same 
thing, it will speak for Senator TELLER’S position and Colorado 
Republicans only. I honestly and sincerely wish it were other- 


se. 

I wish the calendar could be moved forward and the inevitable 
day of silver restoration be hastened. If the Republican party 
is indeed ready and willing to give sincere and honest support 
to the free coinage of silver, it could be reached this week. 
Why can not it be reached this week? Why can not it be reached 
to morrow, if the claim of the Western Republicans be true, 
that now, under the new departure, under Mr. REED’s leader- 
ship, that party is to vote candidly, openly, and honestly for the 
free coinage of silver—why can we not do so to-morrow and give 
the proof of it. On to-morrow amendments will be in order to 
this bill. The Democrat who sits in the chair of this House at 
this moment has before him an opportunity to rise to a higher 
measure in the esteem of his people at home and throughout the 
country than has been presented to any man in this present Con- 

ress. 
$ I do not know whether a free coinage amendment isin order 
in a parliamentary sense to the antioption bill or not. Ido 
know that the doubt can 88 be solved by a true friend of silver 
coinage in that way, and that on to-morrow, on the offering of 
such an amendment, anopportunity would be given to the Re- 

ublicans in this House to prove their genuine and sincere 
riendship for silver by withholding any point of order, and 
voting for the amendment. Mr. Chairman, it was my purpose 
ori 5 
r. CRAWFORD. May J ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PENCE. I can hardly yield for a question, having only 
five minutes ee upon. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman one 
question. 

Mr. PENCE. Go on with your question, then. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman what 

- he thinks of the free coinage of gold and silver at their com- 
mercial ratio? 

Mr. PENCE. What is to be regarded as their commercial 
ratio? Iam willing to accept coinage at the commercial value 
after silver has been restored to the position it occupied prior to 
1873. [Applause.] 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
commercial value? 


Why not take paper also at its 


Mr. PENCE. It has not any. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad 
that my time is for thirty minutes instead of an hour, for I do 
not think I have voice enough to occupy even the thirty minutes. 
If my present hoarseness, however, will permitI want in thefew 
minutes left to call attention to some of the promises that were 
made to the country and to Congress last fall when the silver 
repeal bill was d. ; 

Mr. BOATNER [alluding to Mr. PENCE’s hoarseness]. Per- 
haps the proposition of the gentleman from Maine was too much 
for the gentleman from Colorado. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PENCE. Well, maybe that is true; but I did not think 
it would go to my larynx. [Laughter.] It was my purpose, Mr. 
Chairman, to attention to the language of the Senator from 
Indiana mn VOORHEES], the chairman of the Committee on 

Finance in the Senate, in his speech in the Senate last August, 
and also to his utterances when he stated to the country and to 
Congress that the paisage of the repeal bill meant merely the 
clearing of the deck for action; that his party would stand ready 
then to take some steps toward the recoinage of silver. His 
utterances at that time were familiar to us all and familiar to 
the country, but it is worth while to call attention to them 
again. In his speech on the 22d of August, 1893, he used this 
language: > 

Must we not at once and without delay get back of all makeshifts, subter- 
fuges, insincere compromises, to place ourselves, after the financial decks 
8 A N on the plain constitutional right to coin gold and silver 

In his later speech, on the 9th day of October, 1893, as we un- 
derstood his language then and understand it now, many pledges 
were made and repeated that in the immediate future the Demo- 
cratic party, under this Administration and in this Congress, 
would take some steps looking toward the remonetization of 
silver. I read from page 8 of the pamphlet edition of his speech 
of October 9, where he says: 


I say that we have offered some better. We have offered the high 
pledge of the Government for the continued use and the continued coinage 
ofthe two metals. It is well known, the Senator from Colorado is not 
doubt about my position, that when the pending measure is out of the way, 
when the Sherman law nolonger nny, shee the statute books of the nation, 
Iam really to act 8 and with all the energy and force that I can 
bring to bear to carry out the pledge which the bill contains, 


Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention also to the utterance 
of one man who is known to be one of the strongest and ablest 
champions of silver coinage in the world. Probably if anyone 
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conversant with the facts were called upon to name to-day the 
three strongest advocates of silver coinage in the world, he 
would name JOHN P. JONES of Nevada, HENRY M. TELLER of 
Colorado, and Senator MORGAN of Alabama. In contrast with 
the utterances of others, of different political parties, who claim 
that we can not go to silver coinage without an international 
agreement, I want to quote a few words from one of these three 
gentlemen, the one who inmy judgment is thestrongest, clear- 
est, andablest of them all—Senator TELLER of Colorado. He 
was interviewed a few days ago respecting the late Berlin sil- 
ver commission meeting, and with respect to its failure to take 
action. Passing over his comment as to what had taken place 
in the commission, I quote from him this sentence: p 

ILdon't think the work of the commission will have any effect, unless it 
be toincrease the conviction, which is already growing in this country, that 
the United States will have to take this question in hand and act independ- 
ently of other nations. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the position of the People’s party. It 
sees no reason for waiting for the consent of Great Britain or 
any other nation on the globe. Silver coinage is going to be 
accomplished, Mr. Chairman, and without any great delay. It 
may be under this Administration. I confess that it will take 
two-thirds of each House, or a change of Presidents—a radical 


change. 

The President is in excellent good health I am informed by 
this morning’s paper, and I have no doubt that he will live out 
his term. I fear the chance for silver coinage is indeed small 
under this Administration, but I have no doubt in the world of 
its being accomplished under the next, It is going to be accom- 
plished, not by those men who tarry and wait upon the consent 
of any other nation. It is going to be accomplished by the 
American voters of the different political parties who stand fa- 
vorable to an American policy for America upon this question 
of greatest importance to all the people, men of all parties who 
stand ready to restore silver to its coinage at 16 to Las it was 
before 1873. [Applause. 

Mr. Chairman, it makes no difference what party shall be 
most active in accomplishing it. The People’s party stands 
ready to assist in that effort. It stands ready to deliver 100 per 
cent of its membership to coinage at that ratio. In every sec- 
tion of the country its members stand for that. It hopes to be 
able in the near future to find allies ein 5 to accomplish it. 
Indeed, Mr. Chairman, if the ruling that I hope for can be had 
to-morrow, I hope to see 100 per cent of the membership of the 
People’s party here, with a majority of the 5 and a 
majority of the Democrats (the latter of which is sure, as their 
votes in all the years have proved), carry free coinage miraga 
this House to-morrow. I will reserve my time, if I have any, for 
the purpose of offering an amendment to-morrow. [Applause.] 


APPENDIX. 


Mr. PENCE. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER] is one of the bold, candid leaders amongst those Re- 
pope who op the passage by Congress of a free-coinage 
aw. He sincere 1 believes, and never fails to claim, that his 
party—the Republican party—is entitled to praise for having 
5 defeated the efforts to remonetize silver. 

n his speech yesterday he gave the following figures: 


Mr, WALKER. On March 24, 1892, this House, by a vote, 130 Democrats vot- 
ing for and 81 t, voted for the Bland free-coinage bill, and the Repub- 
licans voted 11 for it and 67 against it, ora Republican majority of 56 t 
it. We saved the country from it by 7 majority. 

Mr. PENCE. What vote was that? 

Mr. WALKER. That was the vote of the Democratic 
a Bland bill for the free coinage of silver. 1892, on the Stewart 
free-coinage amendment, there were 23 De majority voted for it 
and 51 Republican majority ee it—28 majority against it. : 

Mr. PENCE. As I understand you, on the vote on the Stewart free-coinage 
amendment, you are accrediting the Republicans with having defeated it. 

Mr. 1 By 51 majority, the Democrats having voted for it by 23 
majority. 

. PENCE. Well, that is right. 

Mr. WALKER. On July 1, 1 in the Senate, on the Stewart free-coinage 
amendment, there were 31 Democrats for it and 10 against it; majority for, 
21. Fourteen Republicans voted for and 31 against; majority against, 17. 
in this House, on the amendment to the bill to repeal the 


rty in this House on 


On August 28, 1 
1 clause of the Sherman act of July 14, 1890, to substitute the Bland 
w of 1878, there were 112 Democrats for it and 103 t it, a Democratic 


majority of 9 to reinstate that bill. Fifteen Repub: voted for it and 
110 5 a majority of 95 Republicans against, making the majority 
against it 

On October 28, 1893, in the Senate, on the free-coinage amendment, 23 Dem- 
ocrats voted for it and 21 t it, a majority of 2. Ten Republicans 
voted for it and 27 against it, a majority of 17 Republicans against it, mak- 
ing the total majority against it 15. 


~ IN FIFTY-THIRD CONGRESS. 


10 Populiste for and U against; ma} 0 

0 or an 5 0 

19 Ranublicana tor ‘and £0 against; — 6 
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$1 Democrats for and 3 R A a 
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Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I should certainly think that 
the amendment which the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
PENCE] says he is going to propose to the House to-morrow 
would be ruled to be in order; for I can conceive of no proposi- 
tion which any gentleman could possibly advance on any sub- 
= of legislation whatever that would not be germane to the 

now being considered in this committee. 

The observations that have been addressed to the committee 
by the clever and interestin 1 from Colorado on the 
subject of the free coinage of silver lead me to recur to the sug- 
gestion which I ventured to make to the responsible party in 

wer here when the State bank tax was being considered, that 
A view of the record which they have already made with regard 
to values,and in view of thenumerous records they are pro g 
to make, it would be a good thing for them to get together in 
caucus or elsewhere and come to a decision as to what kind of 


On March 15, 1804, in Senate, on Bland coinage of selgniorage bill— 


values the country is suffering from. 


They have passed a bill here, the bill presented by the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON], which is based upon 
the theory that values are too high and ought to be lowered; 
for there can be no possible excuse for turning thousands of peo- 
ple out of employment and making war on the industries of the 
country, unless they think that prices should be reduced. 

But the Wilson bill had scarcely got out of the House before 
thegentlemanfrom Missouri—andof course I meanthe gentleman 
from Missouri; that gentleman from Missouri beside whom all 
other gentlemen from Missouri on the other side of the House 
since last Democratic State convention of Missouri was held 
must consider themselves stars of lesser iy Sr pe gentle- 
man from Missouri came here with a bill on the theory 
that values were too low and ought to be raised; and he commit- 
ted the entire Democratic party to that proposition. 

He knew not only what was the matter with us, but, fortu- 
nately for his peace of mind, if not for 12 gai else's, he knew 
just how to cure it. Here, he said, Is a dollar; that is to 
Bay, it is not really a dollar, but let us all pretend to agree that 
itis a dollar and we shall be just as happy as if it were. And 
somehow or other, if we all pretend together, values will rise 
and dollars will multiply, and thus we shall all be prosperous 
and content.” 

The scheme of that gentleman from Missouri was interesting 
and fascinating, and it might have been worth while to consider 
but for the fact that his colleague from Missouri, who is also 
something of a star, comes forward with another explanation of 
the cause of low values and another plan to raise them. He says 
that we are suffering, not from lack of money, but because of a 
nefarious system of trading by means of which a man is per- 
mitted to sell what he has not got in the hope of being able to 

tit before he has to deliver it, at a lower price than the price 

which he has sold it. 

There is an idea running through that gentleman's mind that 
it takes only one to make a bar ; that you can sell some- 
thing without anybody ever buy it; and he calls sales for 
future delivery fictitious sales, sales of wind, and claims that if 
they can be abolished an era of high values will straightway 


Now, I confess my total inability, Mr. Chairman, to follow any 
of these gentlemen from any of their premises to a See their 
conclusions. I donot believe that you will make people 
prosperous and happy by taking away their means of employ- 
ment and by e their wages. 

I do not believe that ya will contribute to the welfare of so- 
ciety in any considerable degree by compelling a man to accept 
50 cents’ worth of money for 100 cents’ worth of labor; nor do I 
believe it will be of any great advantage to human society if you 
interfere with a system of trading which has existed in this 
world ever since—well, since Jacob“ sold short” for the future 
delivery of the well-favored daughters of Laban—a system which 
is going to re in despite of 8 in Lide any pare that 
anybody co propose or t an ture co 
sibly enact to the oar time. z 2 eg 

But these are not the questions yet—or at least they ought 
not to be. The first question go 3 settle is as to values, 

or too low. 


out 
Mr. QUIGG. Well, I think that Jacob's performance in this 


particular instance—which I do not regard as a cattle-dealing 
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1 for I do not think the well-favored daughters of 
ban can be suitably described 

Mr.GROSVENOR. But then he was trading in cattle after 
get the daughters. 

Mr. QUIGG. No, he served seven years for the young women. 
Before my friend interrupts to question me he needs to refresh 
his recollection of the Scriptures. 

The question is not yet what you are going to do about val- 
ues, but whether they are too high and ought to be lowered or are 
too low and ought to be raised; because if they are too low we 
do not want a tariff bill to lower them still further, and if they 
are too high we do not want currency inflation and schemes of 
interference with trading to raise them. 

Mr. Chairman, I share with the gentleman from Missouri his 
regret at the fact, if it be a fact, that his bill is so imperfectly 
understood by this House. I do not think, for my own part, 
that this charge is true. It may possibly be found when the 
vote is taken on the bill that the gentleman will have occasion 
to regret, not that it is understood so little, but that it is under- 
stood so well. 

He says that it is a simple bill;“ and itis. The bill itself is 
asimple proposition to tax certain people who trade in certain 
things, in a certain way, under certain conditions. That is, on 
the face of it, a simple proposition. But in order to understand 
the bill it is necessary first to understand the system of trade 
with which the bill proposes to interfere. 

Incidentally, Mr. Chairman, I should like to remark, in view 
of all that has been said in this debate with regard to the “‘rob- 
ber barons” and “gamblers” and ‘‘monopolists” and t „that 
denunciation is not argument, and that to call people names 
does not greatly inform the House nor benefit the country; nor 
do I believe that the distress which gentlemen suffer so acutely 
here on behalf of the farmer is by him much appreciated; for 
believe me, gentlemen, the farmerand the Wall street man have 
one gift in common—they both understand the n 

This bill is said to be a bill directed against gambling, and 
gentlemen have told me that 9 they did not think very 
much of the bill in itself, yet that t ey were oing to vote for 
it because they were opposed to gamb . Now, I do not in- 
tend to be forced into a defense of berg g by reason of the 
pretense, and a mere pretense it is, that this in some way or 
another interferes with it. 

If anybody wants to prorat gambling, he wil vote for the 
7 5 tion, for which I shall certainly vote, that my friend from 

nois proposes to introduce to-morrow, in the shape of an 
amendment, striking out of this bill the word “futures” wher- 
ever it occurs. Because there is no doubt at all—it is admitted 
by all of us—that the first section of this bill, namely, the sec- 
tion dennig options, does describe a gambling contract and 
nothing else. 

There is no pretense that in an options contract the seller is 
called upon to produce any goods or the buyer to produce the 
money for the goods. The options contract is forbidden by the 
rules of all of the exchanges; itis forbidden by the laws of all 
the States, and in so far as it ever can be reached, in my judg- 
ment, it is now being reached by State law. 

Nevertheless, if gentlemen eve that the exercise of police 
powersis afunction of Federal Government, if gentlemen believe 
that it is any part of the duty of the Federal Government to 
exercise supervision over the morals of the people, they ma 
strike out of this bill all reference to the word futures,“ and 
leave this bill operative against options contracts, and they will 
have a bill which does undertake, to some extent, to deal with 
gambling. 

Iam free to say that I do not think much of the bill even in 
that form, because I do not believe that the great Government 
of the United States, like the- Tammany police of New York 
City, ought to go into partnership with gamblers, That is not, 
in my judgment, admirable. But if gentlemen differ with me 
as to that by voting for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois to strike from the bill all reference to the word “ fu- 
tures,” they can make this a gambling or antigambling bill, as 
they choose to look at it. 

Nate, gentlemen, I hope you will understand what the word 
futures” means as in this bill. It is not a gambling con- 
tract at all that is described by the word ‘‘futures.” I shall in- 
dulge in no subterfuges; I shall acknowledge at the very outset 
that gambling is possible under the futures contract; and if there 
were any means by which gambling alone could be reached, 
without eee with the system of legitimate trade by which 
the produce of the country is marketed and which certainly is 
in the interest of thef er; if evera good scheme of marketing 
his crops could be 3 other than the old scheme of selling 
by samples; if there were a way of reaching gambling without 
reaching trade, we might er it. Understand that under a 
‘futures contract the man who sells is bound to produce the 
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goods; the man who buys, on the other hand, is bound to produce 
the money for the goods, and neither can escape his necessity 
except by the cousent of the other. 

If the two agree, the one that he does not want to produce the 

s, the other that he does not want to produce the money 

or the goods, they can settle by the one giving to the other the 

difference between the value of the goods to-day and the value 

when the contract was made. Now, of course, that may be 

gambling. But the gamble is not the fault of the contract, nor 
of the law. 

It is the fault of human nature. It happens because away 
from the contract, away from the law, deep seated in the human 
heart, where the constable can not see it and the taxgatherer 
can not reach it, is a perverse disposition. You can not prevent 
that. If you think you can, you go against the experience of 
centuries. People are going to gamble whether this bill passes 
or not, and they are going to gamble the old way and in the same 
shop where they are gambling now. There is nothing in this 
bill that prevents it. X : 

If you are voting for iton the idea that it does, youare mis- 
taken. Why, in the very same bucket shops where deals in 
grain go on, they go on in stocks. In every broker's office where 
deals in grain go on, they go on in stocks, and it will be just as 
easy as can be to conduct these gambling tradesand tricks under 
the operation of this law as it is now. This law is the easiest 
thing in the world to get around. 

Mr. DANIELS. I should like to make a suggestion to the 

ntleman. í 

Mr. QUIGG. 8 

Mr. DANIELS. If bill becomes a law, does it not then 
legalize all these gambling transactions that the gentleman re- 
fers to, and supersede all the State laws forbidding that kind of 

mbling? $ 

ga QUIGG. eee eat ta whether, if 7 pe is 
passed, it does not | the ing proceedi now 

o on without law, and under to supersede the State laws 

orbidding them. Everybody knows that it will have that effect. 
Everybody knows that just as soon as the Government of the 
United States says, Gentlemen, you can gamble if you consent 
to share the profits with us,” it legalizes Maren. 

Now, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HTH]. in introduc- 
ing this bill, said that the present form in which it appeared 
obviated all the old objections, because the taxes were no longer 

rohibitive, but were revenue taxes. If that is true, if the 
Reale can afford to pay the taxes and at the same time make 
money, the United States Government has gone into partner- 
ship with him on all these gambling contracts, and the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] accomplishes nothing what- 
ever towards the prevention of gambling. He dose nothing what- 
ever to affect values. 

All these trades go on if this is a revenue bill. Is not thatas 
plain as day? All the volume of this business, all the millions 
on millions of sales which he says occur on wind, will go right 
along. There will be no stoppage of them, if this is really a 
revenue bill. Andif itisa revenue bill, whois going to pay 
the taxes? You know very well that in no business does the 
middleman pay the taxes. 

You know perfectly well that the importer does not pay the 
tariff taxes. He only hands them in to the custom-house, but 
he collects them either out of the producer or out of the con- 
sumer, or out of them both, according to the character of the 
tax. And you know very well that if this bill passes, and if it 
is, as the gentleman from Missouri[Mr, HATCH] says it is, a rev- 
enue bill, then either one of two persons, or both, will pay the rev- 
enue, Either the farmer who produces these articles has got to 
pay it, or the consumer who buys them has got to pay it, and these 
are agricultural products that the gentleman is thus going to 
tax. Now, is there anybody in this -House who wants to do a 
thing of that kind? Is there anybody in this House who wants 
to make the burdens of the farmers greater than they are? My 
friend from Alabama jumped up the other day ina very excited, 
or apparently excited humor, and demanded to know whether 
it was not time that something was done for the poor farmer? 

I think it is, and the thing to do for him is to defeat this bill. 
For if you this bill, and it is, as the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HATCH] says it is, a revenue bill, then the farmer has 
got to pay the tax or the consumer has A bee to pay it. That 
point can not be too often made. Either the farmer must pay it 
or the man who eats the bread and beef has got to pay it. The 
middleman does not pay it and you know it. Youcanfreeze out 
the middleman, but you can not make him pay taxes. 

The gentleman from Missouri knows that. When he pre- 
sented a prohibitive bill, when he made this tax a thousand dol- 
lars, when he made a man pay $10 or $50 or $100, I do not know 
which and it does not matter which, for every transaction that 
went on in the exchange, when he made him give a bond of $20,- 


000 to pay the penalties, then he presented a prohibitive bill; 
and that | pions Teg bill would oubtedly have broken up this 
system of trading. If it had passed there would have been no 
-produce exchanges, and the system of selling for future delivery 
would have been abolished. 

There is no doubt about that. But he has been converted. 
He says to-day that he would not do anything like that, that he 
does not believe in prohibitive taxes, if I understood him cor- 
rectly. At all events he says he would not exercise the taxing 
poner in an unconstitutional way, and whatever his views on the 

nstitution may be, he knows that Senator MILLS, and agreat 
many other authorities on the Constitution at the other end of 
the Capitol, stand tered to knock out this bill just as soon as it 
comes over there, if it is a prohibitive bill. 

And so, in order to meet their objections, he has taken out the 
prohibitive features, and he comes here and tells us that he is 
converted, and that he has found out that the thing to do is to 
make it a real revenue bill. I confess I do not believe that itis 
a revenue tax. I do not believe that in the present state of trade 
the exchanges of the country can afford to pay even the tax that 
is levied in this bill; but if they can, there is no getting away 
from the fact—and you have got to explain it to your constitu- 
ents—there is no getting away from the simple proposition that 
the farmers are going to pay this tax, or that the consumersare 
going to pay it, and I want to get that clear, if it must be said 
over a hundred times. 

The gentleman from Missouri Mr. HATCH] has told us that 
at a convenient season he will say some hard things about those 
of uswho have ventured tosay hard things about his bill. And 
as he has an hour to-morrow in which toclose debate we can all 
of us look out for him. I shall Toot be duly expectant. 

Now, I say to the gentleman from Missouri t, instead of 
saying hard things of those of us who have ventured to express 
our opinions of this bill, which he thinks altogether unsuitable, 
he would better spare himself and save his breath for that occa- 
sion when he must go back to his constituents in Missouri and 
explain why he has put a tax on farm products; why he has en- 
deavored to render it more difficult for them to sell their goods 
than it was before; why he endeavored unnecessarily to increase 
their burdens and diminish their opportunities. 

He says it is a tax on gambling. He says thata few years 
ago, in the exercise of his rights as a Representative here and 
in the performance of his duties, he looked about him for some- 
thing to tax, and he discovered oleomargarine. at his 
success in taxing oleomargarine, delighted at what he had ac- 
complished, he lookedabout him again, and he discovered gam- 
bling. Such was the origin of his bill. 

Now, gentlemen, I submit to your rational intelligence—and 
there are two kinds of intelligence, rational and irrational—I 
submit to your rational intelligence that it is not a suitable thing 
for the United States of America to tax gam I suggest 
that if we have any function to perform in re to gambling 
it is to extirpate it and not to share its pro not to go into a 
partnership with gamblers. But it is not a tax upon blers; 
and mark it, it is a tax on farm products; and there 1 think we 
can all afford to leave the gentleman from Missouri and his bill. 
{Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, under the rule 
we have adopted there is only an hour and a half left for debate, 
and as my time is too limited for me to deliver all I have pre- 
pared, including the reading of the tables which form a part 
of my speech, I ask unanimous consent to print in the RECORD 
that portion of my remarks I shall fail to deliver. 

The uest was submitted, and there was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] who preceded his co 
[Mr. QuieG], and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] who 
spoke yesterday, argued that the States’ rights principlesof the 
people of the South should prevent any Southern Representa- 
tive from advocating this bill. That argument could have been 
well put to our friends of the North during the recent discus- 
sion of the bill to repeal the unconstitutional law which taxed out 
of existence the circulation of all-banks chartered by States, a 
law more odious to the Constitution, more destructive to the 
rights of the people, and more directly opposed to the funda- 
mental rights of the States than any other law upon the statute 
books of our country. 

We of the South made that argument to our Northern friends, 
and when the roll was called the solid votes of the Representa- 
tives from the South were recorded in favor of the mis the 
Constitution, and the explicitand positive pledge of the Chicago 
platform under which we won the victory of 1892 [applause], and 
were op by an almostsolid phalanx of the 3 Rep- 
resentatives from the North, the Northeast, an orthwest 

‘The gentleman from New York[{Mr. Quise], who has just taken 
his seat, alluded to my championship of the rights of the farm- 
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ers, and on yesterday the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GOLD- 
zaxa] devoted much of his time to a criticism of my suggestion 
that it was about time for the rights of farmers to be considered 
in Congressional legislation. ; 
FARMERS ONLY ASK THAT UNJUST LAWS BE REPEALED, 

Idid not mean that farmers should have laws specially 
for their benefit and protection; they only ask for the repeal of 
the vicious class legislation by which during the last thirty 
years the Republican party have enriched bankers, manufac- 
turers, and monopolists of all kinds at the expense of farmers, 
and whichis rapidly dividing American citizens into two classes, 
a few millionaires and multimillionaires on the one side and 
the great mass of the people, including all the farmers, who are 
struggling for existence, on the other. 

The farmer only asks that the laws of our country be equal 
and just, and that the burdens and the bounties incident thereto, 
like the dews of heaven, fall equally upon all people and all vo- 
cations. [Applause.] The farmer is the creator of nearly all 
the wealth of our land, and the welfare of all other vocations is 
largely dependent upon his prosperity. When the farmer is 
prosperous the manufacturer the best market for his wares, 
the merchant collects his debts, the educator, the minister, the 
lawyer, the poem and the followers of all other vocations 
are well paid. 

The farmers only ask a repeal of Republican laws which have 
reduced them from the position of lordly independence which 
they enjoyed under Democratic rule; laws which have reduced 
the price of farm products to less than the cost of production., 
They ask a repeal of the bank legislation, which for thirty years 
has denied to farmers the right to use their lands as a basis of 
credit, and which, together with other adverse laws, has re- 
duced farm lands to one-tenth their value when the laws were 
equal, 182 and Democratic. 

Mr. OATNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
one question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will yield to one question. 

Mr. BOATNER. I want to know of the gentleman, consider- 
ing that he has recently so zealously supported the repeal of a 
law which abused the taxing power to accomplish a purpose not 
within the purview of the Federal Constitution, how he gets 
his consent to vote for a measure of exactly the same character? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It isnot of the same character. 
The law I voted for was demanded by the platform of 1892. It 
was a measurefor the eee of a law which, when brought up in 
Congress on April 18, 1864, was voted against by every Demo- 
crat in Congress. The law we voted on two weeks ago was a 
law to restore to sovereign States their sovereign God-given 
rights. We then sought to repeal a law which took from the 

ple of sovereign States all authority to manage their own 
. affairs, and e them of a most valued and cher- 
ished constitutional right. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, you propose to vote for a bill that 
takes another away? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The law we seek now to enact 
will not take away any legitimate right from the people: Gen- 
tlemen who oppose the bill have insisted that the law can not be 
enforced and can not have any effect whatever. The friends of 
the bill think it will add to our revenues and help to fill our de- 
pleted Treasury, and all admit that the revenue which will be 
realized from the law will be paid by those who are mostable to 
bear the tax. 

Others who oppose the bill insist that its pu is to crush 
out ‘ne operations. If this should happily be one of the 
incidental results, and I trust it will be, it will certainly be a 
very strong argument in favor of the bill. The report which 
accompanies the bill tells us that thousands of representative 
men in the United States urge its passage,” and it also tells us 

at— 

Not a protest has ever been filed with the committee a sep ation 
except from that class of persons who are interested in “speculative gam- 
bling or in upholding the systemof evading actual delivery upon contracts 
made as members of the different boards of trade in the U States, 

It is my hope that one effect will be tocrush out the gambling 
operations which for the last fifteen years have done so much to 
detrimentally affect the price of farm products. 

Mr. WARNER. Is the gentleman aware that under the ex- 
press provision of this bill actual proof that a transaction is a 
gambling transaction will éxempt it from the operation and the 
penalties of the bill? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I admit that difficulties will 
be encountered in enforcing the law, but that is one good reason 
why we should commence this character of legislation. After 
a little experience with the law we can amend it so as to make 
it effective. It is very possible that at first it will be difficult 
to obtain evidence sufficient to collect the tax in many of the 
transactions referred to in the bill, and it is therefore possible 
that at first the law will not have any very special effect. 


Mr. WARNER. No special effect upon the gambling trans- 
action—that is correct. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, sir, I was very glad to 
hear the brilliant young gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Pence] 
express his devotion to silver and his devotion to the farmers 
of our couutry, because it was only ten months ago that he and 
his Populist brethren voted against the coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 17 to 1, at the ratio of 18 to 1, at the ratio of 19 to 1, 
and at the ratio of 20 to 1, and voted for it only at a ratio which 
heknew and they knew would not be adopted by this House. And 
the gentleman’s brethren who preceded him in the Fifty-second 
Congress by their votes did that which they knew would make 
the coinage of silver impossible in that Congress. 

When we brought the bill before the House to reduce the 
tariff tax burdens under which the 30,000,000 of people dependent 
upon farming were suffering, I felt confident that my youn 
friend from Colorado would be found fighting in the front ran 
in this great effort of the 3 to emancipate the people 
of our land from the wrongs inflicted upon them by the odious 
tax laws which were condemned at the polls in the great victory 
of 1892; but what was my surprise, regret, and pain to see him 
lead his entire party, bag and baggage, into the camp of our 
enemies and place himself under the leadership of the gentle- 
men from Maine, Mr. REED and Mr. BOUTELLE, and use his 
best efforts to prevent Democrats from even considering a bill 
to 55 pies from the farmers and other oppressed people of 
our land. 

The history of our country shows that the Democratic paei 
has always been the farmer’s friend,and is the only party whic 
has not done the farmer the grossest wrong and injustice. To 
sustain this assertion I will read from the records of Congress, 
which show that not only has the Republican party legislated 
eee the farmer, but they have been joined and aided in in- 
flicting this great wrong by the Greenbackers, Populists, or 
Thira pariy men, no matter under what name they appear, and 
notwithstanding the pretended devotion of these parties to 
the farming interests of the country. z 


BUT TWO POLITICAL PARTIES IN THIS COUNTRY, 


I think no one will question but that there never was, and 
in the nature of things there never can be, but two political par- 
ties in this country—the one contending for laws which give the 
co power possible to the central Government, and the other 

Sens laws which give the greatest power possible to the 
people. 

From the earliest history of man there has been an almost 
irresistible struggle for power by the few and a never-ending 
atrife for liberty by the great body of the people. 

Our forefathers fled from thé intolerance and oppression of 
the centralized powers of the Old World, and after overcom- 
1 cps and privations, established a democratic republic in 
t and. 


Democracy has its origin from the two Greek words, demos, 
the people, and cratea, to possess, to govern. The essence of de- 
mocracy is to seek in its utmost purity the voice of the people 
to have laws to express the wishes of the people, and which are 
enacted solely for the people’s good. 

Such a government attains the most prosperity, the purest 
virtue, the highest culture, and the noblest manhood. 


JACKSON AND THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY DENOUNCED NATIONAL BANKS, 


Under the guidance of such men as Jefferson and Jackson we 
had a happy and 3 land. There were no laws to rob 
the many and enrich the few; poverty and want were hardly 
known, and plutocracy and monopoly were unheard-of words to 
free American people. Jackson’s great mind saw that anational 
bank, which virtu . afavored few the financial partners 
of the Government Treasury, would become a nursery of evil, 
He said that such a bank-would concentrate the moneyed power 
of the Union, make the rich richer, and the potent more power- 
ful, while the humbler members of society, the farmers, me- 
chanics, and laborers, would be the victims of the injustice. 

The Democratic platforms of 1840, 1844, 1848, 1852, 1856, and 
1860 denounced such an institution as— 


of deadly hostility to the best interest of the country, dangerous to our re- 
publican institutions and the liberties of the people, and calculated to place 
the business of the country within the control of a concentrated money 
power and above the laws and will of the people. 


The Republican party came into power in 1861, the avowed 
champion of a strong centralized Government. 

Aad no one will deny but that the laws enacted by that party 
have all tended to benefit the few at the expense of the many, 

The laws enacted by this party have favored banks and bond- 


holders. They have given privileges to the rich and powerful 
at, the expense of the humbler people of our land. Financial 
laws, tariff laws, and tax laws have all tended in the same way 
and have all attained the same punpa; but it is gratifying to 

c party had always opposed 
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every encroachment upon the rights and liberties of the great 
mass of the people. 
REPUBLICANS CREATE NATIONAL BANKS. 


On February 13, 1863 (Globe, Pag e 897), the Senate voted upon 
the bill to charter national banks, called the national currency 
bill. Twenty-one Republicans and 2 Democrats voted for the 
bill, and 16 Democrats and 5 Republicans voted inst it. This 
bill was voted upon in the House on February 20, 1863 (Globe, pages 
1147 and 1148). On the vote for the previous question 73 Repub- 
licans voted for it and 51 Democrats voted against it. On the 
vote to lay the bill on the table 49 Democrats voted for the reso- 
lution and 79 Republicans against it. 

On the vote ordering the bill to a third reading 79 8 pe 
licans voted for it and 53 Democrats voted against it. On the final 
passage of the bill 76 Republicans voted for it and 47 Democrats 
voted againstit. This law has already cost the people more 
than $400,000,000. All these votes were penoy upon strict 

rty lines, Of the 78 affirmative votes by which the national- 

k bill was finally passed 76 were Republicans and 2 were 
Democrats. 

The negative vote was composed of Democrats and a few Re- 
5 some of whom were interested in banks chartered by 

tates. 

The law was approved February 25, 1863, and isfound in Stat- 
utes at Large, volume 12, pages 665 to 682. f 

In April, 1864, the law which sought to perpetuate national 
banks was before Congress. Every Democrat in both Houses 
voted against the bill. while the radicals and independents, with 
the exception of one in the lower House and two in the Senate, 
voted for it. ` 

On April 6, 1864 (Globe, page 1 upon an amendment fa- 
vorable to national banks, 75 Republicans voted for the amend- 
ment and 54 Democrats voted against. 

On April 16, 1864 (Globe, page 1682), on Mr. Felton’s amend- 
ment to greatly relieve national banks from taxation, 70 Re- 
publicans voted for the amendment and 59 Democrats voted 

ainst it. 

On April 18, 1864 (Globe, page 1695), a vote was had upon a 
resolution 

That the expansion of the bank circulation of the country, producing gen: 


eral and ruinous speculation, should be repressed by taxing the issues of 
the State banks. j 


A solid 8 of Democrats, including such men as Francis 
Kernan, George H. Pendleton, J. V. L. Pruyn, Samuel J. Ran- 
dall, and Fernando Wood, voted against the resolution, and it 
was passed by a solid vote of Republicans. 

Upon the final age of the bill there were three yea-and- 
nay votes in the House; a motion to reconsider, a motion to lay 
on the table, and a vote on the passage of the bill. 

On April 18, 1864 (Globe, page 1697), on Mr. Rollins’s motion 
to lay Mr. Brooks’ motion on the table to reconsider the vote 
by which the national currency or national bank bill was ordered 

to be engrossed and read a third time, 75 Republicans voted for 
the motion and 57 Democrats voted against it. 

On apri 18, 1864 (Globe, page 1697), on Mr. HOLMAN’S mo- 
tion to lay the national-ban ill on the table, 56 Democrats 
voted for the motion and 75 Republicans voted against it. 

On April 18, 1864 (Globe, page 1697); on p e of the na- 
tional-bank or currency bill, 77 Republicans voted for the bill 
and 63 Democrats voted against it. 

On May 24, 1864 (Globe, e 2448), on Mr. HOLMAN’S motion 
to table objectionable amendments to the bank bill, 56 Demo- 
crats voted for the motion and 78 Republicans voted against it. 
The various amendments to the bill were voted on in the Senate 
April 28, 1864 (Globe, pages 1957 and 1959), May 5 (page 2123), 

ay 6 (pages 2142, 2143, and 2145), May 9 (pages 2174, 2180, and 
2183), and May 10 (pages 2200, 2202, 2203, 2204, 2205, and 2206), 
and the bill was passed on May 10 (page 2207). In nearly all the 
numerous votes the Democrats voted almost solidly t the 
establishment of the system, and the Republicans voted almost 
solidly in favor of the system. 

The bill was approved June 3, 1864, (See Statutes at Large 
volume 13, pages 99 to 118.) It will therefore be seen that the 
objectionable national-bank law was solidly and untiringly op- 
posed from first to last by the Democrats in Congress sa was 
passed by the votes, speeches, and efforts of the Republicans. 
REPUBLICANS LEGISLATE FOR THE BOND-HOLDER AND AGAINST THE PEOPLE. 

On February 28, 1865, the House passed the bill to provide 
ways and means for the support of the Government. Phe bill 
provided that all bonds or other obligations issued under this act 
should be exempt from taxation by or under State or municipal 
authority. The vote was taken viva voce and Mr. Hooper moved 
to reconsider and to lay the motion on the table. Upon this 85 
3 voted affirmatively, and 43 Democrats voted in the 
negative. 

The original contract was to pay the principal of the United 


States bonds in Ni wees and the obligation to so pay them was 
recited upon the face of every bond. 

In March, 1869, a Congress largely composed and under the 
entire control of bank officers and bondholders enacted a law that 
these bonds should be paid in coin, and thus embezzled $1,000,000,- 
000 of the hard earnings of an honest apie. Every Democrat 
but 1 voted against th inguin and all the Republicans but 12 
voted for it. In the Senate 42 Republicans voted for it and 
nearly every Democratic Senator voted against it. 

The bill declaring that currency bonds should be paid in coin 
was voted on in the Senate March 11, 1869. (See es 46, 53, and 
56 of the Globe), and on March 15, 1869 (page 70), 8 
2 8 8 House it was voted upon on March 12, 1869 (pages 

In March, 1869, a resolution was offered to lighten the burdens 
of the people by placing a tax on the bonds, and exempting from 
taxation such necessaries as salt, tea, coffee, sugar, matches, and 
tobacco. The Democrats voted solid for and the Radicals solid 
against it. 

In 1870 a funding law was passed by which $500,000,000 was 
taken from the le and given to the bondholders. The Dem- 
ocrats in both the House and Senate voted solid against it, and 
all but two Republicans voted for it. 

The funding bill of July, 1870, was voted for, upon pages 
5026, 5059, 5064, and 5070. 

The Senate bill was voted upon, page 5467, and was finally 
passed on July 13, 1870 (page 5523). 

In July, 1870, Congress passed the Sherman bill to increase 
the national-bank circulation $54,000,000. All but four Demo- 
crats voted against the bill, andit was passed by the almost solid 
vote of the Republicans. 

REPUBLICANS ADVOCATE CURRENCY CONTRACTION AND OPPOSE SILVER 
COINAGE, 

On June 14, 1870 (Globe, e 4434), Mr. Randall’s bill to sub- 
stitute $300,000,000 United States currency for national-bank 
notes was defeated; all the Republicans but 10 voted against it, 
and every Democrat but 6 voted for it. The failure of this 
measure has already cost us $260;000,000. 

Soon after, Mr. MORGAN'S bill (Globe, page 4435), which sought 
the same relief, but extended the substitution to $400,000,000, 
was defeated by 116 Radicals, while it was supported by the al- 
most solid vote of the Democracy. 

On June 15, 1870 (Globe, page 4471), Mr. Ingersoll moved to 
authorize additional legal tender notes; 35 Democrats voted for 
it and 88 Republicans voted against it. 

In 1872 a resolution was introduced indorsing and approving 
the ruinous Radical financial policy. Every Democrat voted 
against and every Republican voted for the resolution. 

This system was a flagrant robbery of the people for the pur- 
pose of further increasing the wealth of bankers and bondhold- 
ers. In 1872 the Secretary of the Treasury eons a ruling 
which recognized the 5-20 currency bonds as coin bonds, which 
robbed the people of hundreds of millions of dollars. This was 
denounced by the people; but the Republican House of Repre- 
sentatives, in order to sustain the Secretary in this robbery, 
passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the Secreta 
in negotiating the loan authorized by the act of July 14, 1870, has neither 
increased the bonded debt nor inc an expenditure contrary to law. 

The vote stood 110 Republicans for the resolution and 86 Denio- 
crats against it. It was a strict party ort every Republican 
ee to rob the people and every Democrat voting in their 

efense. 

The bondholders and bankers, not satisfied with stealing 
$1,000,000,000 by the law of March, 1869, which made the bonds 
payable in coin, now finding an increase in the production of sil- 
ver, they in 1873 demonetized that metal, and thus required the 
taxed people to pay them gold for their untaxed bonds. 

This law of necessity increased the purchasing power of gold, 
which still further added to the wealth of the rich and to the 
distress of the mass of the people. 

This bill was rushed through under a suspension of the rules 
by a strict party vote. 

In 1875, by the same rule, the resumption act, that great 
king of destroyers,” was passed by Republican dishonesty. In 
the House every Democrat yoted against it, and nine-tenths of 
the Republicans sustained and voted for this law, which has al- 
ready caused so much bankruptcy, ruin, and distress. 

This, Mr. Speaker, was the record of the financial legislation 
of the Republican party, which I portrayed in a speech on July 
10, 1878. I only included the record up to the end of the Forty- 
third Congress, wlfich ended its existence on March 3, 1875. 

STRUGGLES OF DEMOCRATS FOR THE PEOPLE. 


The beginning of the 8 found the Forty-fourth Congress 
in working order and determined to do something for our op- 
pressed people. ’ 
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This was the first Democratic House of Representatives which 
had been elected since 1860, The resumption act was bankrupt- 
ing and destroying the people. This Demoeratic House 
a law repealing the “resumption act,” although resisted in every 
possible way by the Republicans. 

On A 5, 1876 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 5232), Mr. 
Cox’s bill to repeal the resumption act was voted upon; 96 Demo- 
crats voted for it and 59 Republicans against it. 

On December 13, 1876 (RECORD, page 172), the House voted 
upon a bill for the free coinage of silver; 124 Democrats voted for 
it and 36 Republicans voted tit. 

On November 5, 1877 (RECORD, page 241), another bill for free 
coinage of silver was brought before the House; 97 Democrats 
voted for the bill and 24 Republicans voted against it. 

On Noyember 23, 1877 (RECORD, page 632), another bill was 
considered and voted upon to repeal the resumption act; 109 
Democrats voted for the measure and 92 Repu voted 


tit, 
On February 28, 1878 (RECORD, page 1420), the House passed 
the silver bill over the President's veto; 122 Democrats voted 


for it and 52 Republicans voted against it. 


On May 31, 1878, the bill was considered and to forbid 
any further retirementoflegal-tender notes; 106 Democrats voted 
for it nnd 28 Republicans voted against it. 

June 6, 1878 (RECORD, page 4204), upon Mr. Tucker’s amend- 


ment to reduce taxes, in the interest of the people, 133 Demo- 
erats voted for the amendment and 101 Republicans voted against 


it. 

On January 15, 1879 (RECORD. 473), Mr. Fernando Wood, 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, reported a bill 
to make United States notes receivable for duties on imports. 
‘This was a measure clearly in the interest of the le and 
against banks and monopolies. ‘The bill passed the House, 108 
Democrats voting for it and 31 Republicans voting against it. 

Pending its Nr. Garfield, in the interest of banks, 
sought to amend the bill and limit its ration. Mr. Garfield’s 
amendment provided that the bill should only hold good “‘solong 
as said notes shall be epee, yey at par with coin.” Garfield’s 
amendment was voted for by 67 Republicans, and was voted 
1 by 94 Demoerats, and was defeated. On April 5, 1880 
(RECORD, pages 27, 42), the following resolution was voted upon: 

Resolved, That in the ju nt of this House, that portion of the interest- 
— debt of the Unt States which shall become redeemable in the 
5 l, or prior thereto, in amount 8782, 000,000, should not be re- 

ded beyond the power ot the Government to call in said ns and 

y them at any time, but should be paid as rapidly as ble, and accord- 

to contract. To enable the Government to meet these obligations, the 

ts of the United States should be operated to their full capacity in the 
coinage of standard silver dollars, and such other coinage as the business 
interests of the country may require. 

Seventy-three Democrats voted for the resolution and 90 Re- 
publicans voted against it. 


GREENBACKERS FALSE TO THEIR PLEDGES AND TO THE PEOPLE. 


In January, 1881, the bill was under consideration tofacilitate 
the refunding of the national debt. Itwasablow at the national- 
bank system, and was bitterly opposed by bankers and moneyed 
men. On January 19 (RECORD, page 769) the vote was taken; 
125 Democrats voted for the bill, and 109 Republicansand 8 Green- 
backers voted with the Republicans against the bill. These 
Greenbackers were elected to Congress with a pledge of undying 
hostility to national banks. The bill passed the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 18. Every Democrat, 38 in number, voted for the bill, and 
it was opposed by Republicans, not a single Democrat vo 

it. On March 3 President Hayes vetoed the bill, an 
in his veto measure used these words: 
the passage of the prosen Dill if it didnot contain in its fitth secon pro. 
visions w. in my judgment, seriously impair the value and tend to the 
destruction of the present national g system of the country. 

It should ba observed that 8 Greenbacks voted with 109 Re- 

ublicans against the bill which President Hayes vetoed solely 
8 it tended to the destruction of the national-bank system. 

On roomy 17,1882 (RECORD, page 1246), upon a vote favor- 
able to Republicans and against Democrats and against Demo- 
cratic principles, 5 Greenbackers voted with 120 Republicans 
against 95 Democrats. 

REPUBLICANS AND GREENBACKERS EXTEND CHARTERS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


On April 3, 1882 (RECORD page 2536), the bill was voted upon 
to extend the charter of national banks; 103 Republicans voted 
for it, and ate — 8 8 2 against it. The bill 
was oppose: mocrats. n 18 (RECORD, page 4076 
Mr. . moved to amend the bill zs extend charters of 2 
tional banks by providing for the retirement of national-bank 
currency and i United States Treasury notes. This 
would have saved the people $20,000,000a year. Sixty-five Demo- 
crats, 2 Republicans, 2 Readjusters, and 2 Greenbackers voted 


for this just and r bill, while se below git 114 Re- 
publicans and 5 Greenbackers, and I repeat t mate one of 
these 5 Greenbackers was elected by pledging extreme and un- 
relenting hostility to national banks. 

It is astounding to the last degree that these Greenbackers 
elected to the 46th and 47th Congresses so utterly violated their 
pledges to their people and voted with the Republican enemies of 
the people and t such beneficent Democratic measures. 
It tends to show that these Greenbackers were controlled by Re- 
poe leaders and voted with the Republicans when required 

do so by the leaders of the Republican party. 

On the same day Mr. Randall and Mr. 5 moved to 
amend the bill by provisions which restricted the contraction of 
the currency; 76 Democrats voted for the amendment, while 105 
Republicans voted solid against it. 

n May 19, 1882 (RECORD, page 4121), Mr. JONES of Arkan- 
sas made another motion to prevent contraction of the cur- 
reney; 76 Democrats voted for the measure, and 94 Republicans 
voted solid a tit. 

On May 1882, a bill was voted upon in the Senate to extend 
national-bank charters; 26 Republicans voted for it and 12 Dem- 
ocrats voted against it. 

On June 21,1882 (RECORD, page 5177), Senator Beck’s measure 
against national banks was voted on in the Senate; 20 Democrats 
voted for it and 29 Republicans voted against it. In the House, 
u the final e of the bill which extended national-bank 

rters, 103 eye licans voted for the bill and but 2 voted 
si it, while 57 Democrats voted against and opposed the 


On June 21, 1882, while the bill was before the Senate, Senator 
Beck offered an amendment which was in the líne of free coin- 
age of silver and expansion of the currency; 20 Democrats voted 
for Senator Beck’s amendment, while 26 Republicans voted 
against the amendment and not a single one voted for it. 

On June 22 (RECORD, page 5224) the bill to extend the char- 
ters of the national banks passed the Senate; 26 Republicans 
voted tor the bill, and 12 Democrats and 1 Republican voted 


against it. 

On July 10, 1882 (RECORD, page 5852) the conference report 
extending the charters of national banks was voted upon in the 
House; 99 Republicans voted for the report and 69 Democrats 
voted against it. 

On June 27, 1882 (RECORD, page 5415), on Mr. SPRINGER’S 
amendment to recommit pending bill, with instructions to abol- 
ish many of the most oppressive internal-revenue taxes, the 
Democrats all voted for it; the Republicans and 1 Greenbacker 
voted against it, and 10 Greenbackers refrained from voting. 

On June 27, 1882, upon passage of the internal-revenue bill, the 
Republicans and 1 Greenbacker voted for it; the Democrats 
voted against it, and 7 Greenbackers refrained from voting. 
(See RECORD, page 5422.) 

On April 15, 1884, the Morrison tariff bill was voted upon in 
the Bone 151 Democrats voted for it and 124 Republicans voted 
against it. 

On June 17, 1886 (RECORD, page 5830), the Morrison tariff bill 
was voted upon in the House; 135 Democrats voted for it and 121 
Republicans voted against it. 

n July 21, 1888 (RECORD, page 6660), a vote was had in the 
House on the Mills tariff bill; 161 Democrats yoted for it and 146 
Republicans voted against it. 

n January 22, 1889, a vote was had in the Senate on the Re- 
publican substitute for the Mills tariff bill; 32 Republicans voted 
for it and 30 Democrats voted against it. 


DEMOCRATS VOTE FOR FREE COINAGE OF SILVER. 


On April 8, 1886 (RECORD, page 3300), a bill was voted upon in 
the House for the free coinage of silver; 96 Democrats voted for 
the bill in the interests of the people and 93 Republicans voted 
against the bill and against the interests of the people. 

On the same aay (RECORD, page 3300) an amendmént was of- 
fered to suspend the coinage of silver; 51 Republicans yoted for 
this amendment and 130 Democrats voted against it. 

On June 7, 1890 (RECORD, page 5813) a motion was made to 
recommit the bullion bill and report back a bill for the free coin- 
age of silver; 101 Democrats voted for the motion and 27 Re- 


publicans voted against it. 

On the same day (RECORD, 5814) the bullion bill passed 
the House; 134 Republicans voted for itand 112 Democrats voted 
against it. Mr. Featherstone, a Farmers’ man from 
Arkansas, voted with the 134 Republicans in favor of this bill, 
e was in favor of banks and monopolies and against the peo- 

© 3 
£ On June 25, 1890 (RECORD, page 6510) Mr. BLAND offered an 
amendment in favor of free coinage of silver; 112 Democrats 
voted for it and 130 Republicans voted tit. 


On July 12, 1890 (RECORD, page 7218), conference report 
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on the bullion bill was voted upon in the House; 121 bli- 
cans voted for it and 90 Democrats voted it. Mr. Feath- 
erstone, a Farmers’ man, voted with the 121 Republi- 
cans and against the 90Democrats. 

It will be seen thatthis Farmers’ Alliance man wasso anxious 
to aid the Republicans in their vicious legislation, that he even 
voted with them for the pernicious Sherman bullion law which 
stopped the coinage of silver. 

On July 12, 1890 (RECORD, page 7188), the conference report 
on the bullion bill was voted upon in the Senate; 39 Republi- 
cans voted for the bill and 26 Democrats voted against it. 

On May 21, 1890 (RECORD, page 5112), a vote was had on the 
passage of the McKinley tariff bill in the House; 164 Republicans 
voted foritand 142 Democrats voted againstit. On September 
10,1880 (RECORD, page 9943), the McKinley tariff bill passed the 
Senate; 40 Republicans voted for it and 29 Democrats voted 
against it. On September 27,1890 (RECORD, page 10641), the 
vote was had in the House on the conference report on the Me- 
Kinley tariff bill; 151 Republicans voted for it and 80 Democrats 
voted against it. 

On September 30, 1890 (RECORD, page 10740), a vote was had 
in the Senate on the conference report on the McKinley tariff 
bill; 33 Republicans voted for it and 27 Democrats voted against 
it. On July 1,1892 (RECORD, page 5719), a bill for the free coin- 
age of silver the Senate; 19 Democrats voted for it and 
18 a ayer voted against it. 

On October 28, 1893 (RECORD, page 2920), the Senate voted upon 
the amendment to require the coinage of not less than 2,000,000 
ounces of silver per month. Twenty-three Democrats, includ- 
ing Mr. ALLEN of Nebraska and Mr. KYLE of South Dakota, 
voted for it and 20 Republicans voted against it. 

On October 30, 1893 (RECORD, 2958), the Senate voted upon 
the House bill for unconditional repeal of the purchasing clause 
in the Sherman act; 24 Republicans voted for the bill and in favor 
of money contraction and 21 Democrats voted against the bill 
and in favor of an increase of circulation. 

On February 1, 1894( RECORD, page 2041), on the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill in the House, which greatly reduced the tariff 
on clothing and other articles used by the laboring people and 
taxed the incomes of people of wealth, 196 Democrats voted for 
the bill and 122 Republicans voted against it, and not even one 
single Republican voted for this beneficent measure. 

In order to show at a glance that Democrats have voted upon 
all financial measures in the interests of the People, I have pre- 
pared fourtables showing how Democratsand Republicans have 
voted on these questions during the last thirty years. 

First. Table No.1, showing votes in the House of Representa- 
tives upon Republican measures in the interests of banks and 
monopolies and against the people. 

Second. Table No. 2, showing the same character of votes in 
the Senate. 

Third. Table No. 3, showing votes in the House of Represent- 
atives upon Democratic measures against banks and monopolies 
and in the interest of the people. 

Fourth. Table No. 4, showing the same character of votes in 
the Senate. 8 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that all Democrats who examine these 
tables will hesitate a long time before deserting a party which 
hasalways been true tothe bestinterests of the people and which 
through yearsof oppression voted in a solid phalanx against the 
enactment of the oppressive laws which have created the great 
moneyed monopolies and gone so far towards dividing our coun- 
try into two great classes, a few millionaires on one side and the 
struggling mass of the people on the other. 


TABLE 1.— Votes in the House of Representatives upon Republican measures i 
the interest of banka and monopolies and — tha people. S 


2 2 22 8 
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88 88 

5 823 |> 22 

asa 32 
Date. Character of measure. aK 25 : 
3 8 

2228822 
88388842 

— ̃ .. a N A 
Feb. 20, 1863 Vote on previous question to charter national 73 51 
Do. Vote ordering national bank bill to third read- 79 53 
Do. On final passage of bill chartering national 76 47 
Apr. 6, 1884 On amendment favorable to national banks 75 Ba 
Apr. 16,1864 | On Felton's amendment to greatly relieve na- 70 59 
tional banks from taxation. 

Apr. 18, 1804 | On resolution to prevent issues of bills by 02 40 
Do. On Rollins’s motion favorable to national 75 5 


TABLE 1 Continued. 


Apr. 18, 1864 


June 3,1864 
Feb. 28, 1865 


Mar. 3,1865 
Mar. 18, 1869 


July 13,1870 
Julx 7, 1870 
July, 1872 


Jan. 14,1875 
Jan. 15,1879 


Apr. 3, 1882 
May 19, 1882 
July 10,1882 
Apr. 8, 1886 

y 21,1890 


Mar. 24, 1892 
20 — 
Mar. 1,1894 


Character of measure. 


On of national bank or currency bill 
in the House. 
Bill to perpetuate national banks 


Hooper's motion to reconsider and to lay mo- 


tion on ths table oe eee 
T sons mead acter 
y off greenbac n go 0 
March! 1800 


8. ). 
Bill for exchanging greenback bonds for gold 
bonds and in favor of national banks. 
Sherman’s bill to increase national-bank cir- 
culation by — 
bis indorsing mblican financial legisla- 
tion. 
Bill for the resumption of specie pagment 
Garfield's amendment restricting the use of 
mbacks to pay import dues. 
to extend 3 
The national-bank bill was passed 
Adoption of conference report — 
Motion to suspend the coinage of Silver 
TOAN passage of McKinley tariff bill in the 


ouse. 
Bullion bill as it passed the House 
conference report on bullion bill 


House. 

. Burrow's motion to lay the bill for free 
coinage on the table L 

On Mr. Johnson’s motion to reconsider the 
JJ!!! —:ü. 

Vote to recommit bill for coining the silver in 
the Treasury. 
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people 
st mo- 


again: 
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and against the 
e. 
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Solid. +Featherstone, Farmers’ Alliance, voted with Republicans. 


TABLE 2.— Volesin the Senate upon 


3 
of banks and monopoly aud against the people. 


ancial measures in the interest 


Feb. 13,1883 
June 3, 1864 
Mar. 16, 1809 


Jan. 14,1875 
June 27, 1879 


June 22, 1882 
Jan. 22, 1889 


July 12, 1890 
Sept. 1, 1890 


Sept. 9, 1880 


Sept. 10, 1890 
Sept. 30,1890 


Character of measure. 


To establish national bank 
Act to perpetuate national banks 


* 


Bill provi 
11110 in gol 
for the resumption of specie ent 


Mr. Allison's motion to refer and t Vest's 
motion for tree silver coinage. 

Bill extending national-bank charters 

Vote in the Senate on Republican substitute 
for Mills tariff bill. 

On conference report on bullion bill 

Mr. Aldrich's motion to increase duty on wools, 
yarns, etc. 

Mr. Aldrich moved to increase duty on woolen 
cloths, etc. j 

Mr. Aldrich’s motion to tax farmers on their 


leaf tobacco. 

Mr. Aldrich, to increase tariff tax on sugar in 
interest of sugar trust. 

Mr. Aldrich, to give bounty of 2 cents to pro- 


duces of maples s 
„ bill to be read the 


third time 


Vote in the Senate on the McKinley tariff bill.“ 


Vote on passage of McKinley tariff bill in the 
Senate. 


TABLE 3.—Votes in the House of Representatives upon Demoor 
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TABLE No. 3—Continued. 


gag 885 
8 SA 
ras 45 
pitas 85 
ER 


May 24, 1864 
June 23, 1864 
Mar. 29, 1869 


On Holman's motion to ae objectionable 
amendments to bank bill 


Mr. Morgan’s bill taxing bonds,and exempt- 
aes tobago eels tea, coffee, sugar, matches, 


proposed to substitute green- 
go for 8 currenc: 

Mr. McNeely Py ——. that the national debt 
should be paid t 


Jan. 17,1870 
Jan. 31,1870 


June 1,1870 


To place tax of 5 per cent on incomes frum 
bonds. 


Mr, Randall 8 —— substitute 8800, 000,000 
tor — — 

On the same day Me. “Morgan e Speer the 
same relief to the extent of $400, 

rsoll moved to sep the, addi- 

al legal-tender notes. 

Vote to re tax on tea and coffee 

Vote to refer and defeat resolution that the 
tarif should be so reformed as to be a tax 
for revenue only, and not for the protection 

of class interests at the general expense. 
Mr. Cox's bill to repeal the resumption act 
Bill for free coinage of silver.. 


June 14, 1870 


June 15,1870 


Mar. 13, 1871 
Mar. 27, 1871 


sg 


Nov. 5,1877 
Nov. 23, 1877 
Jan. 21,1878 


Feb. 28, 1878 
Mar. 1878 


May 31, 1878 
June 6, 1878 
June 19, 1878 
Jan. 15, 1879 
May 24, 1879 
Apr. 5, 1820 


Vote on motion to 3 me five years pay- 
ments for sinking fun 
22 2 95 further 9 of legal-tender 


Tucker s amendment to reduce taxes in the 
interest of the people. 

Vote to substitute United States currency for 
national-bank notes. 

Tomake Treasury notes receivable for duties 
and imports. 

Seger page 1600 On vote for free coinage 


That the 782,000,000 in bonds which were re- 
deemabie should not be funded beyond the 
wer of the Government to call in such ob- 
tions, and that the mints should coin 4 
8 silver dollars to their full capac- 


ax 10 re bill which sought to destroy 
national- + 
Bomen, and Bland to 


2 B EB 38888 


— 


S S 8 8 


Jan. 17, 1881 
May 18, 1882 
May 18, 1882 


On motion of Rani 
ict national ban 
On Randall’s and Culberson’s motion in the 
interest of the people and against national 


banks. 
1 „ motion to restrict national. 
springers amendment to abolish excessive 


May 19, 1882 
June 27, 1882 


Vote on M 

Vote on Mills’ tariff bill in th e House 

Motion to recommit bullion bill and.report 
back tres · co 


mage bill. 
Mr. Bland's amendment in favor of free coin- 
age of silver. 
— for free coinag 


June 25, 1890 
Mar. 24, 1892 
Do 


e bagging, machinery, and cot- 
ton ties and cotton gins free. 
On vote to make binding-twine for farmers 


free. 

On vote to reduce tax on tin-platein the inter- 
est of farmers. 

On resolution to consider Senate bill for free 

coinage of silver. 

Vote for free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 

Vote to coin 2,000,000 ounces of silver per 
month at 16 to 1. 

Vote to repeal purchasing clause of Sherman 


act. 

Vote on Wilson bill to reduce tariff taxes on 
wool clothing, etc., and impose a tax on 
large incomes. 

Vote to coin the silver in the Treasury. 

Vote upon passage of the bill __._ 

| Vote to pass silver bill over veto.. 


Apr. 9, 1892 
May 2, 1892 
July 8, 1892 
July 13, 1892 


* This bill was vetoed by President Hayes, March 3, 1881, 
+ Eight Greenbackers voted with the Republicans, 
tive Greenbackers voted with the Republicans. 


TABLE 4.— Votes in the Senate upo n Democratic tc financial measures against banks 
and — on nd tn the interest of the people. 


8935 885 
[> 8 u Fae 
AE 38 E 
Date. 223 2 E 8s. 
o 
3259425 
22 
998 882A 
May 10, 1864 a ar ba Powell's measure to repeal national- 5 81 
nk 
Mar. 11,1870 mator Ba yard's measure to tax bonds 7 38 
Feb. 15, 1878 | Bland act for coinage of silver 24 li 
Feb. 28,1878 | Bland act over President’s veto 2 10 
June 2!, 1882 8 — — Beck's measure Canina national 20 26 
Aug. 19, 1890 vota to reduce goi on many descriptions of 19 28 
steel and iron to 35 cent. 
DE Vote to reduce tax on wire for fen ces 21 25 
Deas 8 Vest's motion to reduce tariff on wire for 21 27 
‘ences. 
D McPherson's motion to reduce tariff on wire 17 27 
not less than 10 wire > 
D McPherson's motion to reduce tariſſ on iron or 19 27 
steel wire of certain 25 per cent. 
D285 Vance's motion to reduce tax on trace chains 18 26 
and other ch 
Aug. 20, 1890 | McPherson's motion to reduce tax on cheap u 32 
knives, razors, etc. 
Aug. 22, 1890 | Vest’ 85 motion to reduce tax on files and other 19 27 
260 To reduce tax on iron or steel sheets, plates, 19 4 
wares, etc. 
To reduce tax on cut nails, spikes, et. 18 27 
To reduce tax on horseshoe nails and all iron 29 
and steel n 
To uce tax on saws 19 25 
To reduce tax on wood screws 15 29 
To reduce tax on lead ore 17 28 
To reduce tax on tobacco 20 29 
To make su 2 24 
To make 15 29 
3 mee} | 8 
uce tax on woolen worsted, etc. 16 27 
To reduce tax on knit fabrics, etc rated SE AEA YS 18 25 
was 3 tax on blankets, flannels, wool hats, 16 27 
To Cean tax on women’s and children’s 19 86 
dress goods, etc. 
To reduce tax on stockings, hose, ete .......... 19 7 
24 31 
24 31 
i] 3 
— To ane tax on faahion engraved on 17 26 
Do To reduce tax on bagging ot jute, manlla, 19 2⁰ 
. or a fiber, 1 hemp = flax. 5 2 
uce on bur and bags for 
To make lumber, pores boards, ete., rt eae — 17 81 
Vest's motion to put salt on the free ist 25 34 
To reduce tax on all imports which are 23 30 
5 for farm ucts grown in 
To make all articles necessary for the con- 2 % 
struction of vessels free. 
Sept. 9, 1890.| To strike out bounty on sud gar 23 34 
That McKinley tariff tax shall not affect 28 u 
bonded goods for one year. 
To admit oaan fres from nations which ad- 26 38 
mit our farm and other products free. 
To levy a tax of 3 per cent upon dividend, in- 2 30 
el interest on bonds of corporations. 
Mr. Butler moved to make bagging, etc., free. 24 29 
To o proibe any tax duty ex 100 per 25 33 
July 1,1892 | On N ot bill in the Senate for free coin- 19 18 
age o 
Oct. 28, 1893 On vote to Nane the coinage of not less than 23 20 
2,000,000 ounces of silver per month. 
Oct. 30,1893 | On vote for unconditional repeal of purchas- 21 24 


ing clause in Sherman act. 


*This vote was not regarded as partisan or political. 


Having given some 12 regarding the financial record o! 
the Republican party, I will now proceed to make some fur- 
ther allusions to t nancial histor. ry of that period, and will 
make some Seer to the politica 5 called the 
Greenback , Populist party, or third 

The elections of 18 4 and 1876 were very 8 to the Dem- 
ocrats, and the Republican party clearly saw that unless the 
Democracy could be divided the Republicans would be over- 
whelmin iy defeated. The Greenback party sprung into exist- 
ence, and elected some dozen Greenback members to the Forty- 
sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses. In some cases it was con- 
tended that these Greenback members were dided in their elec- 
pos by money furnished by the Republican executive commift- 

By artf and deceptive promises many men who had been 
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good Democrats were deceived and enticed into casting their 
votes for Greenback candidates, thus detracting from the power 
and strength of the Democratic party. 

Many of the Greenback candidates in part won their elections 
by denouncing Democrats whom they were trying to defeat as not 
sufficiently Democratic, but after securing their elections they 
voted in 2 with the Republicans and against the Demo- 
crats upon many matters of vital importance to the interests of the 
people. To such an extent was this carried that it was openly 
charged that these Greenbackers were pledged to vote with Re- 

ublicans at all times when their votes were demanded by Repub- 
ican leaders and managers. If there was no bargain or pledge 
of this sort, then these Greenbackers voted from choice against 
the people and in favor of monopoly. 
GREENBACKERS VOTE AGAINST THE PEOPLE, 

Most of these votes against the people and in favor of monop- 
oly were viva voce, or upon division, or upon votes by tellers, of 
which of course there is no record; and sometimes, When the 

eas and nays were demanded, they voted with the Republicans, 
55 frequently, when votes were taken by yore and nays, they 
refrained from voting. But notwithstanding this, a glance at 
the Journal and the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD shows that the 
Greenbackers were often recorded as opposed to Democratic 
measures, and to measures which they had promised their con- 
stituents to support. To illustrate: 

On April 5, 1879. RECORD, page 257, a Greenbacker, who was 
elected Protesting that he was a better Democrat than his p 
ponent, moved to strike out the sixth section of the army bill, 
viz, that part of the bill which prohibited the use of soldiers and 
marshals at the polls. The same Greenbacker on June 26, 1879, 
RECORD, page 2365, sought by amendment to defeat the bill which 
required nonpartisan jurors in Federal courts. He also madea 

eech for the amendment, which is on page 2365, Forty-sixth 

ongress. 

On June 10, 1879 (RECORD page 1908), on the vote in the House 
to prevent marshals and soldiers from controlling elections in 
the South, when the yeas and nays were called 102 Democrats 
voted for the bill, 84 Republicans voted against it, and 13 Green- 
backers refrained from voting. 

The Greenbackers therefore showed they were clearly in favor 
of having elections controlled by soldiers and marshals. 

On another vote on the same bill 13 Greenbackers refrained 
from engapan the call of the yeas and nays. 

On June 27, 1879 (RECORD, page 2397), the House voted upon 
a bill which prohibited the use of marshals and soldiers at the 
polls; 13 Greenbackers refrained from voting. 

June 30, 1879 (RECORD, page 2443), the bill was vetoed, and the 
same day it was voted upon in the House 14 Greenbackers re- 
frained from voting. 

In December, a bill was voted upon to prevent officers of the 
Government from intermeddling in elections by threats or men- 
aces, or contributions of money, or the use of official patronage. 
The Republicans voted against this, and when the yeasand nays 
were ordered 13 Greenbackers refrained from voting. 

On January 12, 1880 (RECORD, page 289), 4 Greenbackers voted 
with 39 Republicans against free trade on salt, and 6 Greenback- 
ers refused to vote, and thus aided the Republicans in defeating 
this effort of the Democrats to give the people free salt; and on 
March 8, 1880, upon the same subject, 7 Greenbackers voted 
with 97 Republicans. 

March 8, 1880 (RECORD, page 1385), on Mr. Samford’s bill to 
reduce the tariff on articles used by the poor 50 per cent, 8 Green- 
backers voted with 102 Republicans against the measure. 

March 23, 1880, on Mr. Townshend's bill to put salt and many 
other articles on the free list, 5 Greenbackers voted with 100 Re- 

ublicans. On a second vote regarding the subject 8 Green- 

kers voted with 108 Republicans, and on a third vote on this 
subject 7 Greenbackers voted with 105 Republicans. 

In the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses there was a 
grat struggle on the part of the Republicans to obtain an un- 

air apportionment of 5 in Congress, which was un- 
duly favorable to Republi 
crats. 

March 3, 1881 (RECORD page 2434), on this question 6 Green- 
backers voted with the 110 Republicans on the bill favorable to 
Republicans. 

On the same day, on another vote favorable to Republicans, 11 
Greenbackers voted with 116 Republicans, and on the passage of 
the bill, which was favorable to Republicans, 12 Greenbackers 
voted with 114 Republicans, and on the passage of the bill in the 
Forty-seventh Congress 6 Greenbackers voted with 136 Repub- 
licans. On Mr. BELTZHOOVER’S amendment, which was favor- 
able to Democrats, 3 Greenbackers voted against it with 129 Re- 
publicans. 

June 27, 1882 (RECORD, page 5415), on Mr. SPRINGER’sS amend- 
ment to repeal all internal revenue taxes except taxes on whisky, 


cans and did great injustice to Demo- 
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Democrats all voted for it, Republicans all voted against it, 
and the Greenbackers refrained from voting. 

March, 1882, upon the yote to increase the powers and priv- 
ileges of national banks, which was favorable to monopoly, 2 
Greenbackers voted with 99 Republicans, and against the people, 

On motion to reconsider the vote, 4 Greenbackers voted with 
105 Republicans. 

On Bayne’samendment in favor of monopoly, 7 Greenbackers 
voted with 95 Republicans. 

On Buckner's amendment favorable to the people, 8 Green- 
backers joined 105 Republicans in voting against the ple. 

February 17, 1882 (RECORD, page 1251), on Mr. Colerick’s 
amendment favorable to Democrats, 6 Greenbackers voted 
against it with 123 5 On Mr. Colerick’s motion to 
reconsider, 4 Greenbackers voted with 124 Republicans. à 

GREENBACKERS VOTE IN FAVOR OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

In 1881 Mr. Wood reported a bill to refund the debt in 3 per 
cent bonds, payable at the pleasure of the United States after 
five years and payable in ten years. The bill also authorized 
the issuance of $300,000,006 of small certificates to be u as 
currency, which issues could be redeemed after one year. e 
bill also provided that these bonds and certificates should be 
used for the redemption of bonds bearing a higher rate of inter- 
est, and that after May 1, 1881, these bonds alone should be re- 
ceived from national banks as security for circulation. This 
would have made 3 per cent bonds sell for at least 115. On this 
measure, which was very favorable to the people and against the 
banks, the Greenbackers arrayed themselves side by side with 
the Republicans in favor of banks and against the people. 

On January 19, 1881 (RECORD, age 783), the vote was taken upon 
the passage of the bill; 8 Greenbackers together with 109 Repub- 
licans voted against the bill and 125 Democrats voted for the bill, 
Upon another vote 10 Greenbackers voted against it together 
with 104 Republicans. Upon the return of the bill from the 
1 9 0 7 Greenbackers voted against it together with 86 Repub. 

icans. 

The Greenbackers who voted against this bill were De La Ma: 
tyr, Ford, Forsythe, Gillette, Jones, Lowe, Murch, Weaver, 
Wright, Yocum. f 

To show that this bill was favorable to the people and against 
national banks, and that the Greenbackers voted against the bill 
with the full knowledge of this, I will read from a speech deliv- 
ered by Gen. Weaver January 19, 1881 (RECORD, page 766). In 
speaking of this bill he says: 

First. By the law as it now stands national banks may use any and ali 
kinds of Government bonds to secure their circulation. 

es gn They may deposit in pledge bonds upon which all interest has 
ce = 

Third. These banks may, whenever and as often as they see proper, retire 
and in turn increase their circulation by depositing lawful money with the 
Secretary of the Treasury. Now, all three of these privileges are taken 
away by the provisions of this bill. 

It showed that President Hayes fully understood the bill was 
15 national banks when he vetoed it on March 3, 1881 
(RECORD, page 2433). The veto message says: 

I should not deem it my duty to interpose my constitutional objection ta 
the passage of the present bill if it did not contain, in its fifth section, pro- 
visions which in my judgment seriously impair the value and tend to tha 
destruction of the present national banking system of the country. This 


system has now been in operation almost twenty years. No safer or more 
beneficial banking system was ever established. 


Now, the bill passed the House by only 10 majority, and the 
Democrats saw clearly they could not the bill over the 
President's veto by a two-thirds vote. Therefore, Mr. TUCKER 
(RECORD, page 2434) moved that the veto message lie on the 
table, to be called up hereafter, and on this 5 Greenbackerg 
voted with the Republicans and against about 125 Democrats, 
including such men as Carlisle, BLACKBURN, Blount, CULBER- 
SON, Forney, HATCH, HOOKER, Kenna, MCMILLIN, MILLS, 
Morrison, Reagan, SPRINGER, and Steyenson. It seemed very 
strange to see Greenbackers, who were elected on a pledge to 
oppose national banks, vote agaiust this measure. In reply to 
an inquiry asking why they voted with the Republicans against 
the bill, a prominent politician said that if the Democrats should 
succeed in enacting such a bill into law it would so increase the 
popularity of the Democratic party as to enable it to overcome 
the combined efforts of the Republicans and Greenbackers. 

March 26, 1882, on the Chinese question, 3 Greenbackers voted 
with 94 Republicans. 

GREENBACKERS AID REPUBLICANS TO VIOLATE THE CONSTITUTION. 

March 29, 1882, on the vote to violate the Constitution and de- 
stroy time-honored rules of the House of Representatives and 
give unbridled 1 the Republicans, all the Greenbackers 
present voted with 144 ublicans. 

This vote is recorded in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

4329. Had these Greenbackers refrained from voting, the Repu 
licans would not have been able to commit this outrage upon the 
Constitution. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6674 


JUNE 21, 


In their efforts to prevent this outrage the Democrats ex- 


hausted ‘every effort pee and they would have succeeded 
had not the Greenbackers ser hands with the Republicans. 

On the morning of May 29, 1882, before the Republicans were 
able to reach the vote to which I have referred, the Democrats 
succeeded in forcing four 88 votes. The first is re- 
corded on page 4305 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and every 
Greenbacker present and voting is recorded as voting with the 
Republicans. 

he second is on page 4325, the third is on page 4327, and the 

fourth is on page 4328, and in each case the RECORD shows that 

A Greenbacker present and voting cast his vote with the Re- 
publicans. 3 

On a vote in the Houss to seat a negro, Lynch, in place of a 
white Democrat 5 Greenbackers voted with 120 Republicans. 

On vote to unseat a Democrat, Dibble, and seat Mackey, a 
Republican, 7 Greenbackers voted with 140 Republicans. 

On vote to unseat Tillman, a Democrat, and seat a negro, 
Smalls, 4 Greenbackers voted with 140 Republicans. 

On vote on the previous question of unseating Gen. Shelly, a 
Democrat, 5 Greenbackers voted with 138 Republicans, 

On vote to unseat Gen. Shelly, 5 Greenbackers voted with 140 
Republicans. 

he Greenbackers commenced their career of joining their 
votes to the votes of Republicans and against Democrats at the 
of the Forty-sixth Congress. On March 19, 1879, page 

27 of the RD, before that Congress had been in session 
two hours, Mr. FRYE, a Republican from Maine, made a motion 
5 apes Mr. 8 siete cerca bein; 3 as a mem- 

r, urpose , if possible, to seat Mr. Hull’s opponent, 
who 8 extreme radical Republican. This was an insult to 
a sovereign State, the governor and secretary of state of said 
Commonwealth having certified tothe member’s election. Eleven 
Greenbackers voted with 126 Republicans for this outrage, and 
140 Democrats voted it. Mr. Harris, a Democrat from 
Virginia, then moved that Mr. Hull be sworn in as a member. 
Mr. Garfield called for the yeas and nays, and 12 Greenbackers 
and 124 Republicans voted against it, and 140 Democrats voted 
for the motion. 

The 12 Greenbackers who voted against seating Mr. Hull were: 
Messrs. Barlow, De La Martyr, Ford, Forsythe, Gillette, Jones, 
Kelley, Lowe, Murch, Daniel e Russell, Weaver, and Yocum, 
This vote is recorded in the RECORD, March 19, 1879, page 28. 

The Greenbackers continued their support of the ublican 

rty during their entire career of four years in the House of 
8 and including the last night of the session, 
March 3, 1882, when 1 voted with Republicans to 
unseat Governor Ric m, of South Carolina, and seat a negro 
named Samuel Lee, said negro Lee having no claim to the seat 
whatever, even a Republican election committee having made a 
report that he was not elected. On this vote 4 Greenbackers 
voted with 119 Republicans to seat the negro and 114 Democrats 
voted against it. (See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, second session 
Forty-seventh 8 ON paroan The Republicans, assisted 
more orless by the Greenbackers, continued their efforts to un- 
seat Governor Richardson and seat the negro Samuel Lee. 
Several yea-and- nay votes were had. They are recorded in the 
RECORD, pages 3753, 3754, 3855, 3759, 3760, 3764, 3772, second ses- 
sion Forty-seventh Congress. The Democrats broke a quorum 
twice during the contest, and on both occasions the Republicans 
demanded a call of the House. 

March 2, 1883, in the case of Sessinghaus vs. Frost, 7 Green- 
backers voted with 119 Republicans and against 110 Democrats 
to unseat a Democrat, R. Graham Frost, and seat a Republican, 
Sessinghaus. (See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, second session 
Forty-seventh Congress, page 3631.) 


GREENBACKERS VOTE WITH REPUBLICANS FOR HIGH-TARIFF TAX. 


But worse than all that, in the great struggle made by Demo- 
crats to defeat the iniquitous tariff act of March 3, 1883, many of 
the Greenbackers voted with the 3 and against the 
peo le. Onthevotetoestablish the Tariff Commission, 6 Green- 

ers voted with the 117 Republicans and against 58 Demo- 
crats,and on the vote on the bill 4 Greenbackers voted with 136 
Republicans against 112 Democrats. 

n vote to reduce the tariff tax the Greenbackers very gener- 
ally voted with the Republicans against the Democrats, and on 
vote to increase the tariff tax the Greenbackers again voted with 
the Republicans and t the Democrats. 

June 6, 1882, on bill to more than double tariff tax upon woolen 
3 all the Greenbackers who voted, cast their vote with the 

ublicans for this iniquity. 

roh 30, 1882, on Tariff Commission, 4 Greenbackers voted 
with 113 Republicans. On second vote, 6 Greenbackers voted 
with 124 3 When the bill passed, 7 Greenbackers 
voted with 116 Republicans. 


On June 6, 1882, 5 Greenbackers voted with 99 Republicans 
against abo the tariff tax on trace chains. 

On December 16, 1881, on the election of officers of the House 
of Representatives, upon the vote whether the officers of the 
House should be Democratic or Republican, 8 Greenbackers 
voted with 147 Republicans for the Republican officers and 
against Democratic officers. 


DEMOCRATS SOLIDLY FOR—REPUBLICANS SOLIDLY AGAINST FARMERS. 

On April 7, 1892, RECORD, page 3057, on a vote to place wool 
on the free list and to reduce the duties on woolen goods,” such 
as are worn by farmers and laboring people, 187 Democrats 
voted for it, and 57 Republicans and 1 Populist [Mr. Oris of 
Kansas] voted against it. 

On April 9, 1892, RECORD, page 3141, upon a vote to admit free 
of duty bagging for cotton, machinery for manufacturing bag- 
ging, cotton ties, cotton gins, and parts thereof, 159 Democrats 
voted for it, and 44 Republicans voted against it. 

On May 2, 1892, RECORD, page 3842, on a vote to put binding- 
twine forfarmers on the free list, 176 Democrats voted for it, and 
44 Republicans voted against it. 

On July 8, 1892, RECORD, page 5905, on vote to reduce duty on 
tin plate and make it free alter October 1, 1894, all for the benefit 
of farmers and laboring men, 199 Democrats voted for it, and 61 
Republicans voted nst it. 

Al these measures were specially in favor of farmers. With 
one or two exceptions the Democrats voted solidly for these . 
bills, and the Republicans voted solidly against them. 

POPULISTS AID REPUBLICANS TO DEFEAT FREB COINAGE OF SILVER IN 1592. 

On March 24, 1892, the House voted upon a bill for free silver 
coinage. Upon Mr. BurRows's motion to lay the bill on the 
table the vote (RECORD, Ə 2544) was 148 yeas and 148 nays. 
The Speaker then added his name to the negative vote. Every 
5 south of the Ohio River except two voted in favor 
of silver. 

Mr. Johnson, a gold-standard man, moved to reconsider the 
above vote, which motion Mr. BLAND moved to lay on the table. 
The motion was lost by one vote, page 2545. . Johnson’s 
motion was then voted on and was carried by two votes, page 


The Southern Democrats immediately commenced a struggle 
to get the one additional vote necessary to secure free silver 
coinage, and the gold-standard Democrats combined with the 
Republican party to get one vote to defeat free silver coinage. 
Hon. Hosea H. Rockwell was the only man from New York or 
New England who voted with the 
coinage. 

He had been a brave soldier in a white regiment during the 
war and had been regularly and fairly elected to Congress, but 
acdsee nie this the Republicans and gold-standard Dem- 
ocrats combined to drive him from Congress and put in his place 
Henry F. Noyes, who was not elected and who was a colonel of 
a negro regiment during the war, but was an extreme gold- 
standard Republican. ter a long rede, they succeeded in 
getting a vote on this contest on April 22, 1892, less than a 
month from the date of the vote for free coinage of silver. 

This was the supreme struggle for silver and for the people, 
and every member of Con, se fully realized that a vote t 
Mr. Rockwell was a vote for the gold standard and against the 
people, and yet with that knowledge every People’s. party man 
or third party man in this supreme moment deserted their pre- 
tended principles and the people and voted with the Republicans 
against silver and in favor of a gold standard Republican. 

The Populists or third party men who thus voted against the 
coinage of silver were Messrs, BAKER, Clover, Davis, Hal- 
yorson, KEM, Otis, SIMPSON, Watson and Winn. They all voted 
with the gold-standard Republicans and gold-standard Demo- 
crats in the numerous votes, by viva voce, by divisions, and by 
tellers, and also in three separate yea-and-nay votes. The first 
of these yea-and-nay votes is recorded on page 3539; the second 

o 3540, and the third, page 3541, of the RECORD, all on April 

„1892. Mr. McKEIGHAN withheld his vote twice but other- 
wise voted with the gold-standard men. 

POPULISTS VOTED AGAINST AND OPPOSED SILVER COINAGE IN 188, 

On a vote for a free and unlimited coinage of silver at tho 
ratioof 17 to 1 (RECORD, August 28, 1893, page 1004), Mr. HARRIS, 
Mr. MCKEIGHAN, and Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, Popu- 
lists, Farmers’ Alliance, or third party men, voted against 88 
Democrats and voted with 111 Repub. s against silver coin- 
age at 17 to 1, and Mr. BAKER, Mr. BOEN, Mr. CANNON of 
California, Mr. DAVIS, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. KEM, Mr. PENCE, and 
Mr. SIMPSON sat in their seats and declined to vote. 

On the vote for free and unlimited coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 18to 1 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, August 28, 1893, pages 
1005 and 1006), Messrs. HARRIS, KEM, MCKEIGHAN, and TAL- 
BERT of South Carolina voted against 88 Democrats and voted 


mocrats for free silver 
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with 110 Republicans against silver coinage, and Messrs. BAKER, 
BOEN, Davis, HUDSON, PENCE, and SIMPSON sat in their seats 
and declined to vote. 

On the vote for free and unlimited coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 19 to 1 (see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, August 28, 1893, 

es 1005 and 1006), the vote and action of the Populists, or 
Third Party men, with the exception of Mr. CANNON of Cali- 
fornia, was the same as it was upon the vote for free unlimited 
coinage at the ratio of 17 to 1. ; 

On the vote for fres and unlimited coinage of silver at 20 tọ 1 
(see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, August 28, 1893, page 1006) the 
vote and action of the Populists or third-party men was the same 
as the vote for free and unlimited coinage of silver at 18 to 1. 

On a vote for the coinage of silver at 16 to 1, underthe Bland- 
Allison act, Mr. NEWLANDS declined to vote. (See CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, August 28, 1893, page 1007.) 

POPULISTS AIDED REPUBLICANS UNDER MR. REED IN OPPOSING REDUC- 
TION OF TARIFF TAXATION. 

On.a vote January 5, 1894 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 
537}, for taking up a pill for reducing tariff taxation and light- 
ening the burdens upon the people, Messrs. BAKER, BOEN, 
DAVIS, HARRIS, HUDSON, KEM, NEWLANDS, PENCE, and SIMP- 
SON, Populists, or third-party men, joined the solid Republican 
party under the leadershipof the arch protectionists, Mr. REED 
and Mr. BOUTELLE, and refused to vote upon the bill, and in 
this manner made seven less than a quorum, and thus aided the 
Republican party in continuing oppressions upon the people. 

n another vote, January 5, 1 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
page 538), by which the Democrats again sought to take up an 
consider the bill to reduce tariff taxation and lighten the bur- 
deas upon the people, the same 9 Populists or third-party men 
again placed themselves under the leadership of those arch-pro- 
tectionists, THOMAS B. REED and Mr, BOUTELLE, and joined the 
solid Republican party, and thus defeated action npon the bill. 

Again on January 5, 1894 (RECORD, page 538), on another 
vote and third effort by which the Democrats again sought to 
take up and consider the bill to reduce tariff taxation and lessen 
the burdens of the people, the same 9 Populists or third-part 
men again placed themselves under the leadership of the a 

rotectionists, THOMAS B. REED and Mr. BOUTELLE, and joined 
fhe solid Republican party, and thus defeated action upon the 
bill. 

Again, on January 5, 1894 (RECORD, page 539), on another 
vote and fourth effort by which the Democrats again sought to 
take up and consider the bill to reduce tariff taxation and les- 
sen the burdens upon the people, the same 9 Populists or third 
party men sgain placed themselves under the leadership of the 
arch protectionists, THOMAS B. REED and Mr. BOUTELLE, and 
joined the solid Republican party, and thus defeated action 
upon the bill. g 

Again, on January 6, 1894 (RECORD, page 544), on another 
vote and fifth effort by which the Democrats sought to 
take up and consider the bill to reduce tariff taxation and les- 
sen the burdens upon the people, the same 9 Populists or third 
party men placed themselves under the leadership of the 
arch protectionists, THOMAS B. REED and Mr. BOUTELLE, and 
joined the solid Republican party, and thus defeated action on 
the bill. 

Again, on January 6, 1894 (RECORD, e 545), when the vote 
was had by which the Democrats again for the sixth time sought 
to take up and consider the bill to reduce tariff taxation and 
lighten the burdens upon the people, the same 9 third party 
men or Populists again placed themselves under the leadershi 
of the arch protectionists, Messrs. REED and BOUTELLE, an 
joined the solid Republican party, and thus defeated action on 
the bill. 

Again, on January 6, 1894 (RECORD, page 546), when the vote 
was had by which the Democrats again and for the seventh time 
sought to take up and consider the bill to reduce tariff taxation 
and lighten the burdens upon the people, the same 9 Populistsor 
third party men again placed themselves under the leadership of 
the arch protectionists, Messrs. REED and BOUTELLE, and joined 
the 1 Republican party, and thus defeated the action upon 
the ` 

On January 8, 1894 (RECORD, page 565), when the eighth vote 
was had to take up the bill to reduce tariff taxation and lighten 
the burdens upon the people, every one of the Populists or 
third party men again p themselves under the leadership 
of the arch protectionists, THOMAS B. REED and Mr. BOUTELLE, 
and joined the solid Republican party, and thus defeated action 
upon the bill. 

On January 8, 1894 (RECORD, page 570), on Mr. REED's motion 
to recommit the order for the consideration of the bill to reduce 
tariff taxation and lessen the burdens upon the people, Messrs. 
BAKER, FOEN, DAVIS, HARRIS, KEM, NEWLANDS, PENCE, and 
SIMPSON refused to vote, and thus for the ninth time joined 


the solid Republican party under the leadership of Mr. REED 
and Mr, BOUTELLE, and thus sought to prevent legislation for 
Peep! tariff taxation and lessening the burdens upon the 
people. 

On January 8, 1894 (RECORD, page 571), on the order for the con- 
siderationof the bill to reduce tariff taxation and lighten the bur- 
dens upon the people, Messrs. BAKER, BOEN, DAVIS, HARRIS, 
KEM, NEWLANDS, PENCE, and SIMPSON refused to vote, and thus 
pines the solid Republican party under the leadership of Mr. 

and BOUTELLE, and thus sought to prevent legislation 
for . tariff taxation and lessening the burdens upon the 
people. 
e RECORD shows that none of these gentlemen were paired 
— any of these votes; and the RECORD shows that Mr. Ba 

r. BOEN, Mr. Davis, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. KEM, Mr. PENOE, an 
Mr. SIMPSON were present at other roll calls during days that 
these votes were had. 

Mr. HARRIS was absent with leave, but was not paired; but 
the RECORD does not show that Mr. NEWLANDS had any leave 
of absence. If Mr. would have voted,I hope that he 
will make that statement to the House. 


SOUTHERN DEMOCRATS VOTED SOLIDLY FOR SILVER COINAGE. 


On March 1, 1894, the House voted on the bill to coin the sil- 
ver bullion in the Treasury. Upon the vote offered by a gold- 
standard man to strike out the second section of the bill, so as 
only to permit the coinage of $55,156,681, 120 Democrats voted 
against the amendment and 59 Republicans backed by gold- 
standard Democrats voted for the amendment. 4 

Upon Mr. BLAND’S substitute ke nearly all Democrats, voted 
for it, and only 94, mostly Republicans, voted against it, and 
only two members of Congress south of the banks of the Ohio 
voted against it. 

On the vote to recommit, 88 the Republicans and the 
Northeastern Democrats, in all 132 in number, voted to recom- 
mit the bill, and only 1 Democratfrom south of the banks of the 
Ohio voted with them. The vote against the recommittal was 
168, including every Democrat but one from the South. 

Upon the passage of the bill 168 votes were cast in its favor, 
including every Democrat butone from the South. There were 
129 votes cast against the bill, including nearly every Republi- 
can and all the gold-standard Democrats from the Northeast. 

Upon the vote to pass the bill over the President's veto on 
April 4, 1894, 119 Democrats, 7 Populists, and 18 Republicans 
from the silver and Western States voted in favor of its e. 
The vote against its pe ge was 114, including almost the solid 
Republican party aided by gold-standard Democrats, mostly, 
from the North and East. Only two members of Congress from 
south of the banks of the Ohio River voted agaiast the bill. 
POPULISTS VOTED WITH THE REPUBLICANS TO PREVENT AN INCREASE OF 

CURRENCY. 

On June 6, 1894, the 5 in a body joined the Repub- 
licans and voted against the Democrats on the measure to re- 
peal the 10 per cent tax on State bank issues. There were 102 
votes for the bill, all of them by Democrats and including every 
Democrat south of the Ohio River. The vote against the bill 
was 88 Republicans, 9 Populists, and 75 Democrats from the 
Northeast and North. The votes against the billincluded every 
Republican and every Populist. 

ourtesy to the Senate only allows me to state without criti- 
cism that Senator PEFFER, who claims to be a friend of the 
ople, was the only Senator or Representative of any party who 
bad the heart to offer an amendment to the tariff bill placing a 
tariff tax of over 60 per cent upon salt, an article which is used 
more extensively by farmers than by any other class of people. 
This amendment was offered by him June 18, page 7667 of REC- 
ORD, and again on the same day, page 7668, and again on June 
20, page 7752, at which time he made a labored argument all in 
behalf of a salt monopoly against the interests of the people of 
the United States. On page 7758, the Senate voted upon this 
effort of Senator PEFFER to take salt from the free list and put 
on it a tax egual to 60 percent. Senator PEFFER and 23 Repub- 
licans voted for the amendment, and 31 Democrats voted against 


it. 

I will also mention that Senator PEFFER advocated taxing 
the people of the United States some $14,000,000 a year to pay a 
bounty to su raisers. He even insisted, April 12, page 4597, 
that the McKinley bill bound the United States to continue this 
bounty. He continued this argument April 13, page 4603, in 
favor of making the people pay a 

POPULISTS VOTE TO TAX SALT AND PAY BOUNTIES. 


On June 5,1894, the Senate yoted upon the proposition to abol- 
ish paying bounty on sugar. Senator PEFFER and 30 Repub- 
licans voted against this amendment, and 38 Democrats voted 
for it. Upon another amendment, page 6835, to exten fl the 
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bounty eleven years Mr. PEFFER and 31 Republicans voted for 
the amendment and 38 Democrats voted against it. 

Senator PEFFER’S method of remedying evils was expressed 
by him June 18, page 7648, when he said: 

Let the National ture take c bject; let it take 


nage ot this su pose 
session of all the ay oc all the coal mines in the country, and let th- 
coal be given to the people freely. Senators smile. 


Of course Senatorssmile. They all know that ninety-nine out 
of a hundred farmers burn wood and have nothing to do with 
coal, and they smile to see a Populist, who professes to be a 
friend of the farmers, proposing that these farmers shall be 
taxed some $300,000,000 a year to donate 150,000,000 tons of c 
to persons who are not farmers. 28 
Upontanother amendment to retain graduated bounty until 
July 1, 1905, Senators PEFFER, ALLEN, and KYLE, all Populists, 
and 31 Republicans voted for it, and 37 Democrats voted against it. 
Senator ALLEN, as an excuse for ad vocating a tax on sugar, said, 
June 5, 1894, page 6841: 

If the 6100, 000, 000 that were found in the Treasury when Mr. Harrison came 
into the Presidential office had been judiciously ustd there would be no ne- 
cessity to-day for the levying of a tax upon sugar. 

Over $26,000,000 of that surplus was taken out of the Treasury and paid as 
a premium upon bonds, and through that and other means equally vicious 


the Treasury was rendered bankrupt on the 4th day of March, 1893. The 


country was pt. The $100,000,000 had disappeared; the national debt 


increased; the expenses of the Government were pressing upon us. 

J will now presenta table showing the recorded vote on 7 8 
three measures introduced by Republicans, in which Greenback- 
ers, Populists, or third party men voted with Republicans in 
favor of these measures, all of which were to benefit banks and 
monopoly, and t the interests of the people. I also pre- 
sent a table which shows the recorded vote upon thirty-five 
measures introduced by Democrats, in which Greenbackers, 
Populists, or third party men voted with Republicansand against 
these se papas and in favor of banks and monopoly, andagainst 
the people. 

Tn these tables I have included some votes which are purely 
political in which Greenbackers, Populists, or Third party men 
voted with Republicans. 
~ I say these votes were political, because they were efforts to 
unseat Democrats and seat Republicans in their places, so as to 
give increased strength to the Republican party. 


Votes in the Houseof Representatives upon 8 measures in the interests 
of banks and monopolies and against the interests of the people. 


Republicans 

ratio | nd Greet 
ers or Pop- 

3 ulists in favor 
banks and 


Character of measure. 


Mar. 8, 1880 |Onreferringa bill to reduce taxes toa 
committee to prevent its passage. 


t 
and materials used in 
Dayer upon the free list. 

On Garfield's motion to defeat Town- 
shend's bill by referring it to com- 

8 i s 7 
n apportionment of representation 
at BR which was favorable to Re- 
publicans, 

On motion to fix re mtation at 
319, which was also favorable to Re- 
publicans. 

On passage of the bill favorable to 
Republicans. 

Mr. Anderson moved to fix the House 
of Representatives at 325 members. 

N E On vote favorable to Republicans 
and against Democratic principles, 

On Mr, Cameron's amendment favor- 
able tonational banks and to Re- 


ering the above vote 

Mr. Kelley’s motion to consider the 
Tariff Commission. 

Mr. Kasson's amendment favorable 
to Chinese. 

Tariff Commission bill pass ea 

Page 4335 of the RECORD Mr. ReEep’s 
motion tolay Mr. Randall's motion 
on the table. 

90 Page 4328 of RECORD Mr. REED’s de- 
mand for previous question on un- 
constitutional rule. 

On vote to give Republicans unlim- 
ited and unbridled authority. 


Votes in the House of Representatives upon Republican measures, ele. Cont'd. 


Republicans 

1 — 
ers or Po 

votes | ulists in favor 


of banks 7 7 
monopolies 
mo- 
and against in- 
Date. Character of measure. eg Mid terests of the 
in the people. 
inter- 
ts of Green- 


May 29,1882 | Toseata negro (Lynch) in place of a 


93 120 5 
white Democrat. 
DO In unseating Dibble and seating 140 cs 
Mackey. 
99 In unseating Tillman and seating a a 140 4 
n (Smalls). = 
D On the previous question of unseat ...-...- 138 5 
ing See: 
5 On the vote to unseat Shel. 140 5 
Mar. 19, 1879 | On Frye's motion against ull and in 126 li 
favor of a Republican. 
Mar. 20,1882 | On Tariff Commission 58 117 6 
June 27, 1882 | On passage of interna! revenue bill.. 77 119 7 
July 3, 1882 Mr. Kelley's motion to increase tariff 46 108 4 
on knit goods from 35 per cent to 
100 per cent. 
July 26,1882 | Motiontorecommit Mr. Tucker's bill 71 96 3 
in favor of free American ships. 
Mar. 2,1883 | To unseat a Democrat (Frost) and 110 119 7 
seat a Republican. 
Mar. 3,1883 | Vote on tariff bill. .................... 112 136 4 
9 On vote to seat a negro and unseat a 114 119 ae 
mocrat. 
Apr. 22,1892 | To unseat asilver Democrat and seat 140 72 9 
a 5 Republican colonel 
of a negro 
28 PPP ation on 128 T4 9 
Do ......| Motion having the same ultimate 124 78 10 
purpose. t z 
Jan. 8, 1894 On Mr. REED’S motfen to recommit 181 114 
one for consideration of tariff 
June 5, 1894 | Vote in Senate to continue the 38 31 1 


bounty on sugar for 11 years. 
DO isi sens Vote in Senate to retain graduated 
bounty on sugar for 11 years. 
June 20, 1894 | Vote in Senate on Peffer’s amend- 
ment to tax salt. 


2 9 
8 8 
— 


Votes in the House of Representatives upon Democratic measures against banks 
and monopolies and in the interests of the people. 


Mar. 19, 1879 On Mr. Harris's motion to seat a 
Democrat. 

June 10 1879 | On vote to prohibit marshals and 
soldiers at the polls. 


140 124 12 
102 
June 27, 1879 | Onanother vote S prohibit marshals 89 69 13 
s 
99 
81 


£ 


and soldiers at the polls. 
June 30,1879 | Vote on same bill after President's 


veto. 
Jan. 12,1880 | Bill to make salt free of duty 
1880 | On motion on Mr. Samford’s bill 
to reduce tariff bf a dows a onmany 


and to make T. t; 

e ting paper, type, 

Mar. 23,1880 | Mr. Nicholis’s motion favorable to 110 100 5 
bill to ting 


Mar. 8, 


printing 
terials used in making paper upon 
the free list. 
1881 | Mr. Wood’s bill torefund in3 percent 12¹ 104 10 
bo? redeemable at the pleasure 
of the United States after one year. 
When the same bill came back tothe 113 86 


House. 
Jan. 19,1881 | Funding debt and destruction of na- 13 109 
tional-bank system. 
Dec. 6,1881 On motion to elect Democratic oflicers 121 147 
of the House. 
May 18, 1882 Mr. Bland’s bill for substituting 66 114 
United States currency fornational- 
bank notes. 
May 6,1882 | Mr. Mills in favor of resolution that 74 124 0 
no more money shall be collected 
than is necessary for the wants ot 
the Government economically ad- 
ministered; that the maximum 
revenue duty should be im on 
all luxuries; that duties should be 
ad valorem, and fraudulent in- 
voices prevented, and that duty 
should be imposed so as tooperate 
equally throughout the Union. 
May 18, 1882 | Mr. Buckner’s amendment restrict- 56 150 s 
ing national banks and favoring 


ple. 
DD Me. poltshoover's amendment to pre- 109 129 


vent ge andering. % 
2 Mr. Colerick moved to fix the House 94 128 
. of Representatives at 316, fayora- 
ble to the Democrats. 
tO Seen Mr. Colerick moved to reconsider 


ao wom y 


s 
E 


. * 
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Votes in the House of Representatives upon Democratic measures, ete.—Cont’d. 


7 Republicans 
Demo- | and Green- 
cratic [packers or Pop- 
votes | ulists in favor 
against of banks and 
banks | monopolies 
andmo-jand against in- 

Date. Character of measure. napo terests of the 

s an ople. 

in the peop 
ter- 
Green- 
3 pes 9 
cans, or Pop- 
ple. ulists. 
May 29,1882 | On Mr. Blackburn's motion to delay 138 
vote on rule, page 4305. 

29 On Mr. Kenna's motion, page 4827. 143 9 
June 6, 1882 | On billto abolish duty on trace chains. 67 99 5 
June 27, 1882 | On Springer's amendment to abol- 56 119 *10 

ish excessive internal taxes. 
Apr. 7, 1892 | On vote toreduce tariff tax on woolen 187 57 1 
clothing used by laboring people. 
Aug. 28, 1893 | On vote for free and unlimited coin- 88 lll *8 
age of silver at 17 to 1. 
DO: ss <5 On vote for free and unlimited coin- 88 110 *10 
age of silver at 18 to 1. 
8 On vote for free and unlimited coin- 87 109 +10 
age of silver at 19 to 1. 
. On Vote for free and unlimited coin- 73 105 *10 
age of silver at 20 to 1. 
Jan. 5, 1894 On Aree to take up bill to reduce tax- 100 119 g+ 
ation. 
167 *118 *9 
168 | +116 0 
166 | (15 +9 
168| +112 *9 
168 | 114 +9 
168 +115 +9 
190 *112 *9 
184} 14 *9 
al 10 per cent tax on 102 88 9 
State bank issues. 
38 30 1 


June 5, 0. Vote in Senate to abolish bounty on 
sugar. 


*In votes thus marked a portion and sometimes all of the Populists and 
Republicans refused to vote; I therefore classify the Populists as joining 
the Republicans against the measures. 


DEMOCRATS THE ONLY TRUE FRIENDS OF THE PEOPLE. 


This record gives abundant proof that Populists, Greonback- 
ers, or third-party men, under whatever name they may ap- 
pear, have repeatedly aided the Republicans in thwarting the 
efforts of Democrats to legislate in the interests of the people. 
It shows clearly they have aided the Republicans in perpetuat- 
ing the national-bank system, in perpetuating the gold standard, 
in maintaining high tariffs, in force bills, and in controlling 
elections by soldiers and marshals, and all other obnoxious an 
pernicious legislation by which the Republicans have added 
wealth to the rich and increased the poverty and suffering of 
the great mass of people, and the evidence is clear beyond ques- 
tion that the leaders of the Greenback, Populist, and other third- 

rty movements in the South seek and receive financial aid 

rom the Republican party, and the proof is also abundant that 
their leaders promise in return tosupport tariff and other legis- 
lation which they must know is destructive to the farmers and 
other laboring people of the Southern States. 

We all remember how Mr, HENDERSON, a Republican member 
of Congress from Iowa, showed that in 1880 Gen. Weaver ran 
for President toaid Gen. Garfield, or, as Gen, HENDERSON ex- 
pressed it, as the tail of the Republican kite. 

The proofis unquestioned that Chris Magee, of the Republican 
committee, came to Alabama, and that the Weaver electors were 
pledged to vote for Harrison, provided ig Sues poing thoy could 
defeat the Democratic party and reëlect Harrison President of 
the United States; and now comes the exposure that the leaders 
of the opposition to the Democratic party in Alabama are se- 
eretly in conference with such leaders in the cause of high-tariff 
Republican protection as Senators HOAR and LODGE, and Con- 

ressmen WALKER and COGSWELL, and several other Repub- 

ican members of the House and Senate and the Home Market 

Club of Boston, and that these Republicans are now engaged in 
raising money to aid in the defeat of the Democratic party of 
Alabama. 

Senator HOAR, in speaking for himself and Republican associ- 
ates of Capt. Kolb, says: 

We all believe that this movement is of the utmost importance; that it is 


the most promising fact that has taken place in the history of the South for 
many years. 


Senator HOAR also says: 


That if he succeeds thesolid South is broken and that the success of the 
cause ot protection is assured. 


Senator HOAR also says to his Republican associates: 


Ihave no doubt that the forces that he leads will be found acting with us 
in all great essentials in the future. 


The New York Sun says: 

The Home Market Club has sent out circulars marked In confidence,” 
seeking to raise this money. 

The circular closes in these words: 


Prudence requires that strict privacy should be observed in raising the 
money. There isso much prejudice in the South that it might be fatal to 
the cause to have it become known the Kolb ty receives any aid from 
New England. We pray you therefore to avoid seeingany but discreet men 
and to impress upon them the importance of secrecy. 


This exposure is only corroborative of the evidence furnished 
by the records of Congress which 1 have given in this speech. 

ere we have positive proof that the leaders of the opposition 
to the Democratic party in Alabama have convinced the authors 
of the force bill and arch protectionists, Senators ‘Hoar and 
LODGE, that they and their followers will be found acting with 
these Republican leaders in the future. 

This record should admonish every true lover of his country 
that there is but one way on earth to restore our country to peace 
and pro rity; that there is but one way to reëstablish the 
South and the rural sections upon the principles which governed 
when we were happy and prosperous, and that one way is to 
place every Department of the Government under the control 
of true and unquestioned Democrats. 

POPULISTS BILLS INJURIOUS TO THE SOUTH. ~ ` 

I have before me four bills, introduced in this Congress by 
Populists, which I respectfully submit would, if enacted into 
law, do more harm to the people of the South than any measures 
ever pro d in Congress, unless we except the force bill and 
confiscation bills which were introduced soon after the close of 


the war. 
awe bill 3186 by Representative HUDSON, a Populist, pro- 
V — 


That all pensioners for service in the Federal Army and Navy during the 
pula may receive in one payment ten times the annual amount of the pen- 
on. 


This would cost the Government this year 81,500, 000, 000. 

House bill 3436, introduced by Representative Davis, Popu- 
list from Kansas, provides— 

That the mortgage debt of hp Barred “rte ofreal estate used as å home or 
1 shall be paid by the United States where an appraisement board 
finds the estate to be worth the full amount of e and the debtor. 
shall be allowed toredeem his property from the ted States within 
twenty years by paying an interest of 1 per cent per annum. 

It is estimated that this would enable persons to get money of 
the United States for twenty years at 1 per cent interest to an 
amount exceeding 812,000, 000, 000. 

The rich and influential owners of real estate in cities would 
be the first beneficiaries, and the Government would become 
bankrupt before the farmers could get any benefit from the act. 

House bill 3437, introduced by Representative DAVIS, Populist 
from Kansas, provides for— 

Granting a pension of $10 to #25 per month to all soldiers or sailors of the 
Union Army and Navy in the late war, and also to widows and minors; 
this to be in addition to disability pensions granted under present laws. 

The Commissioner of Pensions estimates that this bill would 
increase our annual disbursements for pensions to $460,000,000 
for the coming year and the Commissioner also says that— 

Death will but slowly lighten this national burden. 

House bill 6767, introduced by Representative DAvis, Popu- 

list member from Kansas— 

directs the immediate enlistment of 509,000 men to be fed, clothed, paid, and 
provided for the same as the regular Army; said army to be employed on 
works of public improvement, canals, rivers, and harbors, irrigation works, 
public highways, etc. 

As the present Army of 25,000 men costs over 823, 700, 000 a year 
the cost of simply the clothing, food, pay, ete., of this proposed 
army of 500,000 men would probably exceed $174,000,000. 

If these bills should go into effect it would require the disburse- 
ment this year by the United States Government of $14,434,000,- 
000, whichismore than forty times theentirs income of the United 
States, and as the entire amount of gold, silver, and paper money 
circulation of the world is ony $10,037,588,009, the pro ex- 

enditure this year by these four Populist bills would be one- 

alf greater than all the money in the world. And yet these 
bills are only a few of the many impracticable measures which 
the Populists in Congress have prepared to have enacted into 
law. 

The only possible way to raise this stupendous sum would be 
by a direct tax, and as the Constitution provides that direct 
taxes be apportioned according to population the amount Ala- 
bama sent bə required to pay this year would be $350,000,000, 
This would be about double the assessed value of all ped propr 
erty in that State. It is very clear that the passage and enforec- 
mentof these bills would bring bankruptcy and ruin upon all 
the people in the South. 
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Mr.NEILL. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration is one 
of very great interest and, as I believe, of great importance to the 
million and a half of people of the State of Arkansas, whom I have 
the honor in t to hig Reso on this floor. 

A large majority of the people of my State are producers of 
farm products—corn, wheat, pork, and cotton. Of the latter 
8 we raised and marketed in 1892-93 615, 000 bales, and in 

891-92 900,000 bales, being fifth in the rank of cotton-produc- 
ing States. 3 

tt has been impossible for me, Mr. Chairman, amid the press 
of other duties crowding upon me, to give as much time to the 
consideration of the pending measure as I needed, and I shall 
therefore not be able to present my views in as concise and or- 
derly a manner as I could wish, but the subject is too vast and 

reaching in its effect upon the people I represent as well as 
many millions of other American citizens for me to forbear en- 
tering a plea in behalf of the passageof the bill by the present 
House at this session. 

Upon this floor are many ostensible friends of the farmer, and 
of the men, women, and children who must earn their living by 
manual labor. 

We have also many, very many constitutional lawyers, some 
of whom can always, when hard pressed for reasons for opposin 
a measure looking to the relief of the toiling masses, be depende: 
upon to fortify themselves behind some generalization of the 
Constitution. 

In saying this, I yield to no man on this floor or elsewhere in 
my t for the 2 organic law of the land and in a deep 
sense of my obligation to support it in all its plain behests as 
well as in its true intent and spirit. 

In the time I shall occupy before your committee I shall try, 
as befits a representative of the people in the greatest law- 
making body in the world, to discuss the measure under con- 
sideration dispassionately; and yet, Mr. Chairman, it is hard to 
restrain a feeling of impatience and indignation at some of the 
ar; ents, subterfuges, and devices which have been invoked 
to discredit and destroy the bill and to prevent any legislation 
upon the subject it treats of. 

The practice of gambling in futures has been too often de- 
nounced and condemned both by many of the State courts of last 
resort, as well as by the Supreme Court of the Union, to require 
at 1 further animadversion to brand it as being an evil 

-which the legislative department of the State governments may 
take hold of, regulate and suppress. 

In my own State of Arkansas, ever in the van with wholesome, 
conservative legislation, looking to the interests of the people, 
eleven years ago in March last this business was made a misde- 
meanor punishable by fine of not less than $250 nor more than 
$500, with thirty days’ imprisonment in the county jail for a sec- 
ond offense. This statute was construed in the case of Forten- 
Haid bos State, 47 Arkansas, 188, from which I read some ex- 

ts: 


Smith, J. 8 in error was convicted ot gambling in grain futures, 
0 Motions in arrest of judgment and for a new trial were 


and was fined 
denied. * * 
Itis that this act is void as being in restraint of trade, and it may 
be conceded that it is loosely drawn. 
> = = s 2 = 0 


Certainly the Legislature did not intend to impose any restrictions u 
timate commerce, but only to destroy the parasite that infests it. n. 

tracts for future delivery, if entered into in good faith and with an actual 
intention of are as valid as any other species of controct. A 
farmer may sell and agree to deliver his wheat or his cotton for a stipu- 
lated price before it is harvested. Nay, one may sell goods to be delivered 
at a future day which he has not in actual or potential possession, but 
Which he intends to go into the market and mF 

But this is not what is commonly known as dealing in futures. 

This phrase has acquired the signification of a mere speculation 
chances, where the cotton, or stocks dealt in exist only in 
tion, and where no delivery is contemplated, but the parties expect to settle 
upon the difference in the market. 


+ * s = + + * 


It will be seen by this opinion that the produce gamblers of 
the stock and cotton exchanges of New York, and of the Board 
of Trade of Chicago, through their agent at Little Rock, pro- 
posed to continue their nefarious business in the teeth of the 
statute, until he was arrested by the mandate of the criminal 
court of Pulaski County. The opinion is also somewhat in- 
structive as to the methods of this very legitimate and benefi- 
cent business of which some of our friends are so enamored. 

This fellow was selling wheat in Little Rock, and had in the 
six months 8 to his indictment sold 250,000 to 300, 000 
bushels per day. At that time there was not a in elevator 
in Little Rock, nor is there now except ina wa. 
tachment to some flouring mill. There was not 200 bushels 
of wheat raised annually ina radius of 100 miles from Little 
Rock, and never a bushel brought there for sale. 

Now, it is the concensus of opinion among the cotton pan 
of my State that this speculating, that is, gambling on the price 


as an at- 


of this great staple, has a tendency to render prices fluctuating 

uncertain, and in the end lower to the ucer, and I am o 

opinion that the wheat, corn, and pork growers of the North 
and West have a like belief as to the effect of “futures” dealing 
as to these products. 

If they are correct in this, it seems to me that all honest 
minds will concur that they should have relief, if relief may be 
had by législation. 

Perhaps these farmers can not demonstrate with mathemat- 
ical precision the correctness of their belief in this regard, but 
they can easily come nearer to it than can the advocates of this 
sort of gamb; do in support of their theory, that futures and 
options dealing augment prices. 

A great army of people live off their gains in this sort of gam- 
bling—called by courtesy speculating. They do not add a pound 
of pork or cotton, or a peck of corn or wheat, to the amounts an- 
nually produced, nor do they find or create a market for any ac- 
tual tangible quantities of these products. They simply engage 
in the business of wagering from day to doypa week to week 
as to what prices will be ata given day in the future. They go 
through the form and protenso of . billions of bushels of 
wheat, and millions of bales of cotton, which have no more real 
existence in bulk, form, and weight than do the shadows of the 
trees cast Ki the morning sun on the pavements surrounding 
this Capitol. : 

The immense volume of this phantom buying and selling is 
veu illustrated by the transactions on the New York Cotton Ex- 
change. 

I hold in my hand a volume on the subject of cotton issued 
annually by Latham, Alexander & Co., brokers and cotton com- 
mission merchants of New York. Now,I want to say that I 
have very considerable for Latham, Alexander & Co. 
They are very clever people, or were about fifteen years ago, 
when they sent their agent down to Arkansas and lent that 
State money with which to pay the current expenses of her gov- 
ernment immediately after the time when the carpet-baggers - 
had robbed her so that her scrip was not worth but 20 cents on 
the dollar. 

I quote these gentlemen now as vory good áuthority on the 
facts of this matter. I do not agree with their conclusions. Ac- 
cording tostatistics furnished by them the cotton crop of 1891-92 
was 9,035,000 bales, and the crop of 1892-93 was 6,700,000 bales; 
and in those same years there were sold on the New York Cot- 
Se in 1891-92, 33,230,600 bales, and in 1892-93, 52,656,- 

es. 

I understood a gentleman upon this floor to-day [Mr. QuIGG] 
to say that this practice of making fictitious sales, this dealing 
in futures“ was centuries old. Sir, it did not begin in New 
York until 1870, according to Latham, Alexander & Co. 

It is a modern device. These gentlemen who publish this 
book, Latham, Alexander & Co., say: 

Settlements of cotton contracts can be made only by purchases and sales 
of like contracts, “Puts,” calls,“ and * options, ™ which bboy ee 


are not, and never were recognized by the New York Cotton 
are not traded in on the floor of that 8 


The high-toned gentlemen of the New Vork Cotton Exchange 
do not deal in these things on the floor of the exchange; they 
havea basement there where that sort of dealing is done. These 
gentlemen— Latham, Alexander & Co.—go on further and say: 


A ready means of disposing of cotton is thus afforded; when the market 
is dull it is difficult to sell cotton from table, except at a sacrifice, but acon- 
tract can at any time be sold it. 

They are made at seller's option;" that is, the seller has the option ot đe- 
livering the cotton on any dayd g the contract month: he can, if he choose, 
wait till the end of the month; but the buyer must receive it any day it is 
tendered during the contract month, unless he sells cut or closes the con- 
tract, which can always be promptly done.. 

As already stated, contracts can always be promptly settled; that is, 
POURS in or sold out; yet on every one actual cotton can be obtained if 

esired. 


Of course, those fellows do not desire it. 

Mr. BOATNER. fea I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. NEILL. Cer v. s 

Mr. BOATNER. Dol understand that the gentleman is sup- 

rting this bill because he is opposed to dealings in futures or 
patie’ he wants to raise revenue? 

Mr. NEILL. Well, I will get to that question later on. [will 
be frank, however, with the gentleman, and say that so faras I 
am concerned I am opposed to this sort of business, and I will 
fight it as I would the devil—with fire. 

Mr. BOATNER. If this bill would not break up the business, 
but would, on the contrary, encourage if, and in doing so bring 
1 to the Government, would the gentleman then support 

t? 

Mr. NEILL. Well, 1 think the bill will circumscribe the evil 
and eventually killit. Itislike building a fire around a copper- 
head snake; you may not kill him at once, but if you get him en- 
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circled with the flames after a while you will kill him, if you 
have fire enough. 4 

Mr. Chairman, I read further from this statement of Latham, 
Alexander & Co.: 

To merchants and operators, cotton contracts for future delivery afford 
greatadvantages. 

These gentlemen do not pretend, they are too honest to say, 
that these cotton speculations inure to the benefit of the farmer. 

This is evidenced not only by the large business in New York— 

I have shown you that it is a very large business— 
but also by the extensive business done in them in Liverpool. 

Now, mark the language that follows: 

They fluctuate more widely and frequently than cotton, though governed 
in general by the course of actual cotton on which they are based. 

Here are men arguing in behalf of this system and telling you 
that the prices of the cotton which these fictitioussales pretend 
to cover 9 more widely and frequently than the price of 
actual cotton, though, as they say, the price is governed in 
general by the course of actual cotton, on which the sales are 
based.” Of course they must have a few bales of cotton to 
make the shadow, and then they proceed to speculate on the 
shadow. 

How is it possible that the gambling of these men can add a 
farthing to the price of the farmer's cotton or wheat? The as- 
sertion has been made, but no man has proved it or even offered 
respectable evidence in support of it, that this gambling, this 
betting upon the price of these products can enhance and does 
enhance their value. 

The prices of these things if governed 55 legitimate trade 
alone would inevitably be lated by the law of supply and 
demand. But the aggrega of capital and of — 55 and 
cuhning engaged in this devious business is so great that by their 
combinations and gambler's tricks the price of produce is some- 
times forced up unnaturally, and as often artificially depressed. 
Itso occurs that the producer never gets any benefit of the arti- 
ficial rise, but is TA sure to be a sufferer from unnatural and 
forced depression. 

Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the committee, theabsurdity 
of the claim that this species of gambling can add to the price 
of the farmer’s products or be a benefit to him is unsu 2 
It is only equaled in my judgment 5 other monstrous ab- 
surdity, the claim of our friends of the Republican party in be- 
half of a protective tariff, that we can make ourselves rich as a 


nation by taxing ourselves. 

But we are told that this legislation is unconstitutional, is in- 
imical to the Constitution. That is the difficulty that my dis- 
tinguished friend from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER], a member of 
the Judiciary Committee, wants to getmein. Inthelang of 
the learned gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT], he 
[Mr. BOATNER] thought perhaps he would deposit me in a 
cavity:” but I think I see a hole at the other end to come outat. 
[Laughter.] 

Let us examine this ery of unconstitutionality, and test it in 
the light of a judicial exposition of avery similar statute of Con- 
gress, rendered by the Supreme Court in 1866, and reaffirmed 
and approved in 1876, and never overruled or challenged to this 
day, so far as I can ascertain. 

. Chairman, in 1864 and 1866 there was legislation placed 
upon the statute books of the United States in the form of an 
internal-revenue act, passed originally in 1864 and subsequentl 
amended in 1866. It enacted that no persons should be engage 
in certain trades or business, including those of selling lottery 
tickets and retail dealing in liquors, until they should have ob- 
tained a license. By the amendatory act of 1866 the words 
“special tax” were inserted in the place of the word “license” 
in the former acts. 

Congress at that time really provided in effect for licensing 
lotteries. I presume there is hardly any member of this House 
who would have the hardihood to got up on this floor to-day and 
say that lotteries are a legitimate business. In the great State 
of my honorable and honored friend from Louisiana there was a 
fight made by the gallant people of that State upon this Segre) 
and to my great joy and that of most of the honest people of the 
United States I believe, the hydra-headed monster, the Louis- 
iana Lottery, was crushed. Yet Congress licensed the selling of 
lottery tickets in 1864, and the Supreme Court of the United 
States in a well-considered decision rendered in 1866 sustained 
the constitutionality of that law. 

Now, I am going to take up the time of the committee only a 
little while on this branch of the subject, for it is a question at 
this point which few but the lawyers will pay much attention 
to; but they know that in the license-tax cases decided by Chief 
Justice Chase in 1866 it was held that the power of the Govern- 
ment to license or tax these lotteries and retailing of 


liquors) was unquestioned, and that right was fully recognized. 
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The cases are reported in 5 Wallace, United States Supreme 
Court Reports, pages 462 and following. Something been 
said in the brief of counsel for defendants about the policy and 
intmorality of thestatute. Chief Justice Chase disposed of that 

in short order when he said: 

mgress, b; internal , subsequenti, 

acted —— ho persons should be eng ze {in ceriain trados or 5 
r from theUoied Bites, CE 
In New York and New Jersey, selling lot tickets, as in Massachusetts 
ret liquors (except in special cases not important to be noted) is, by 
ublic morals 


een n 8 treated ff against 

ue or dea! reated as an offense 

made subject to indictment, fine, and imprisonment, and ‘one or more of 
the States named high vigilance is enjoined on all trates to discover 
and to bring offenders to justice, and grand juries are to be specially charged 
to present them. 


must have large influence; but these are cases in which the course of 7 — 
ministra! at 


lation and ad: tion do not leave any doubt upon the question 
the public policy is, and in which what would ot be obscure or of 
doubtful tation, may be cleared and resolved by reference to what 


ature has thought fit, 
by enactments clear of all amb: ty, to impose penaltis for unlicensed 
dealing in e tickets and in liquors. These enactments,so long as they 
stand unrepealed and unmodified, express the public policy in regard to the 
subjects of them. 


But itis not necessary to mir. esi these laws as gi such authority. So 
far as they relate to trade within State limits they give none can give 
none. They simply express the purpose of the Government not to in: ere 
by penal proceed with the trade nominally licensed if the uired taxes 
arepaid. The power to tax is not 83 nor the power to impose pen- 
alties for nonpayment of taxes. The granting of a license, therefore, must 
be regarded as nothing more than a mere form of impos: a tax, and of 
implying nothing except that the licensee shall be subject to no penalties 

er national law if he paysit. 


I say to you frankly if I had power I would dispose of all this 
business at once. e States ought to do it, but they will not; 
and the people of this country invoke therefore the power of 
Congress for their protection, and insist that it shall be done. 
I have read this decision to show that there is nothing uncon- 
stitutional in this bill; that is, as to the spirit and purport of it. 
As to the details of my friend’s bill I am not well posted, for I 
have really not had time to studyit. If, however, there are 
objectionable features in it they can be remedied to-morrow by 
amendment. 

In short, Mr. Chairman, the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in an opinion by Chief Justice Chase, which was reaf- 
firmed in a later case in 1876, reported in the Supreme Court Re- 

orts, volume 93, declares as to the constitutionality of such leg- 

lation as is embraced in the pending bill. That is sufficient 
forme. I maintain that Congress has complete power to tax 
these occupations—you may call them occupations—and to im- 
pose a stamp tax upon them. 

It boots not what may be my motive or the motive of gentle- 
men in supporting the bill. I have dealt frankly with you and 
have told you my opinions in regard to it. Iam supporting the 
bill because we have the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States that the bill is not obnoxious to the Constitution; 
and many of us recognize the importance of some measure that 
will deal with this evil. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a sort of remarkable coincidence about 
this bill and those who W eo and those who oppose it. ~ I ven- 
ture the opinion—and in what I may say following this I mean 
no disrespect to any gentleman on this floor, T disclaim any such 
intention; but I venture the opinion that every gold monometal- 
list on this floor, every man who voted against the repeal of the 
State bank tax, and every devotee of the national banking sys- 
tem, as well as every representative of the boards of trade in 
250 great commer centers of this country are opposed to this 

ill. 
These things, let mo tell you, commend the bill tome. I sup- 
port it in part for the enemies it has, Thesolicitude of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. QuIGG] who immediately preceded 
me, that the farmer would have to pay this tax, is a marvel of 
human charity; that solicitude would indeed be painful if it were 
not so absolutely ridiculous. [Laughter] The gentleman from 
the Parhon of Wall street sympathizing with the farmer! I 
could make aquotation in this connection and comment thereon, 
but I will not—I forbear. [Laughter.] 

Now, I have but little more to say on this subject. It is re- 
ported as having been said on yesterday by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. GOLDZIER] “that Congress should do nothing for 
the farmer.” I did not hear that speech. It is not printed in 
the RECORD, and I have derived what information I have on 
the subject from an extract in the Washington Post of this 
morning. Well, Mr. Chairman, that is just about what Con- 
gress has done for the farmer heretofore—nothing. 

It remains to be seen, however, whether Congress will now 
take a new departure, and climb toa menor plane of statesman- 
ship, and mete out justice and the equal protection of the laws 
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to that class of our population on the products of whose labor 
our national 6 aa ty so largely rests. The farmer is nota 
mendicant. He is not asking your charity, but only the equal 
protection of the law, and for that legislation which may inure 
to his benefit withoutharm to any other honest industry through- 
out the country. 

The gonnen from Illinois on yesterday, as I understand it, 
inyeighed against selecting any class of citizens and doing some- 
thing for them. He musthave forgotten that his own colleague 
who sits here [Mr. DUuRBOROW], two days ago pro d for con- 
sideration and secured the passage through t ouse of a bill 
which, it was stated on this floor, inured largely and e ially 
and particularly to the benefit of thatlarge and respectable class 
of citizens known as commercial trayelers. 

I voted for the bill, and it was right in my judgment, and yet 
the gentleman says we ought not to have any legislation forany 

rticular class. Why, it has not been long since we passed a 
ill to enable them to build a big bridge down there by New York 
City, across the Hudson River or the East River, somewhere 
mors: I have never been there, and do not know exactly where 
it is, 

Why, the time of Congress is largely taken up by the passage 
of bills which inure to the benefit of only a part of aug tallow. 
citizens, and it is the first time I have heard an objection to it. 
I will coe for that kind of a bill as cheerfully as any other, if 
it is right. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, who fought 
the battles of the Union in the late war between the States? 
Was it the stock gamblers and money-changers of New York 
City, Chicago, and Philadelphia? Who poured out the best and 
bravest blood of the youth and manhood of the South in that 
battle of giants? as it the Shylocks of New Orleans, St. 
Louis, and Memphis, and Mobile? History will say, No. Are 
the producers of farm products in this country, the stalwart 
men, the comely matrons, the rollicking plowboys, and the 
5 maidens of the farm houses never to havea hearin 
and never to receive consideration by the American Congress? 

Must rey roman hewers of wood and drawers of water, they 
and their children, forever and forever? They are asking you, 
appealing to you, to give the country legislation which will re- 
lieve them from being longer the prey and the victims of a set 
of cormorants and vampires, who, under the false pretense of 
commerce and trade, have by org: capital and effort placed 
the products of the farm at the mercy of common gamblers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. NEILL, I should like a minute or two more. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the committee will give the gentleman 
from Arkansas two minutes in which to complete his remarks. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Iam perfectly willing, provided my 
time maz vo extended also. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentle- 
man’s time will be extended two minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the House, you 
alone can give relief. The States of New York, Pennsylvania, 
Missouri, and Louisiana, dominated by the boards of trade and 
various exchanges in New York City, Philadelphia, Pittsburg, 
Chicago, St. Louis, Kansas City, and New Orleans, will not act, 
as they might, to suppress this species of gambling by legisla- 
tive enactment making it penal. 

You have the power, complete, ample, and plenary, and that 
without injury to a single human being in America who is en- 

ged in a business not under the ban of the law, as construed 

y the courts of the Statesand of your Federal Union. Millions 
of honest people who earn their bread literally in the sweat of 
their brows, are asking you and begging you for this measure 
of relief. I join with them in asking you for it. But we shall 
not always be beggars, mark you. Let me entreat you to yield 
to us the benefit of your doubts and give this legislation a trial. 

You will at least Toits the consciqusness of having attempted 
something in the interest of the toiling masses without the 
slightest fear of having injured any honest industry. You will 
represent the views and wishes of an honest people who, though 
they may not have the mags Oo employ eminent lawyers to give 
learned opinions to you, as have done those opposing this bill, 
are yet the pillars of this Republic, its shield and buckler in war, 
and its crowning glory in peace. [Applause.] 

Mr. COBB of Missouri, Mr. Chairman, I had intended in my 
time to treatof the commercial features of this bill, and espe- 
cially one portion that I desire to refer to, and that is the ab- 
solu impossibility of doing business under the system of this 
bill, by absolute sales and actual deliveries. But as that mat- 
ter has been gone over, and desiring to hear something more 
about the legal aspects of the bill, I surrender my time to the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER]. 


[Mr. BOATNER withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix.] 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. May I ask the indulgence of the 
committee for five minutes? : 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. MARSH. I hope that the gentleman from Missouri[Mr. 
HATCH] will allow my colleague five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to makeasuggestion to my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] for his consideration. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I will listen to the gentleman for five 
minutes with great pleasure. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill, if 
I understand it, and I want the attention of the gentleman from 
Missouri when I am speaking, is framed to correct certain al- 
leged evils and not to embarrass legitimate business. If in 
point of fact his constituent or mine, who was engaged in the 
corn trade, in good faith, to protect himself, as most contracts 
are made with the farmers, had made a contract to sell on the 
board of trade for future delivery, if his transaction is in good 
faith and not gambling, the gentleman if he had the power 
would not prohibit that contract. 

But the gentleman says he will prohibit that contract if he 
can, by taxing it so that it can not be compromised or annulled 
without paying the tax, because there are a good many men who 
take that form of contract who merely bet on the price, and this 
sort of transaction is harmful to the public. Therefore, a man 
who makes a transaction in good faith would be prevented from 
canceling his contract without paying the tax, so that we may 
get at this great army of peoplewho gamble. I think I have 
stated it fairly. 

Let me state whatI fear. If you pass this bill, you wiil catch 
the man and embarrass him who has tried to protect himself, 
and the man who merely gambles will change the form of his 
contract, and instead of making a contract that “I will sell you 
so much wheat deliverable in six months,” or any other period, 
neither party having any intention that it is to be delivered, he 
will change the form of the contract and say “I will sell you a 
spread, that it goes up or down,” without any contract or sale, 
because this is the transaction he is trying togetat, namely, the 
fictitious transaction that is clothed in legal form. Am I right 
in that? If Lam right about that, then the gentleman embar- 
rasses the genuine trader, and the ponnier changes his former 
contract and poos on, and is happy forever after. 

That is all I wanted to say. I tried to say it to the gentleman 
who last was addressing the committee, but I was talking in his 
time. It seems to me that this 1 is subject to the criti- 
cism I have made, and in good faith I suggest to the gentleman 
from Missouri, if he can answer the proposition I have made, 
that he owes it to me and he owes it to the House to do so to-mor- 
row when he comes to make his speech. 

Mr. HATCH. I will not fail to do it either. 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having re- 
sumed the chairas Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LIVINGSTON, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee having had under consid- 
eration the bill H. R. 7007, had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DURBOROW, indefinitely, on account of sickness iu 
family. s 

To Jir. LEFEVER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WHITING, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MARVIN of New York, for two weeks, on account of 
important business. , 


I move that the 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that all 
gentlemen who have l the committee or the House upon 
the pending bill may have leave to extend their remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that all gentlemen who have addressed 
the committee may have leave to extend their remarks in the 
RECORD. Is there objection? 

Mr. WARNER. Or who may be recognized upon this bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Ofcourse, I meant those who have addressed 
the committee or may address it. - 

Nr. MEYER. I will have to object unless — 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I hope the gentleman from Louisiana 

will not object to that proposition. There are several gentle- 
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men on the list who have not had an opportunity to speak at all, 
and if they are recognized under the flve- minute rule they ought 
to have the same privilege extended to them as gentlemen who 
have addressed the committee. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 5363) for the relief of Henry W. Lee. (Report No. 
1124. 

By Mr. BOWER of North Carolina, from the same commit- 
tee: The bill (H, R. 6656) for the relief of P. W. Mitchell, N. C. 
Filmet, T. C. Bowen, and others. (Report No. 1125.) 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: In lieu of the bill H. R.5479 a bill (H. R.7511) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Orsemus B. Boyd. (Re- 
port No. 1126.) 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7513) authorizing al- 
lotments of lands in severalty to certain members of the Sac and 
Fox of Missouri, a tribe of Indians in Kansas and Nebraska, and 
the sale of the surplus lands of said tribe—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7514) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington and George- 
town Railroad Company,” approved May 17, 1862—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7515) granting the right of 
way through the Arlington reservation for electric way 
purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona; A bill (H. R. 7516) granting to the 
Gila Valley, Globe and Northern Railway Company the right 
to enter upon the White Mountain Indian Reservation and the 
Camp Thomas military reservation, in the Territory of Arizona, 
for the A 5 of making a survey of its line—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. z 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 7519) authorizing the establish- 
ment of a free port at Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 7518) to amend an act to 
authorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis 
River, between the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. LAPHAM: A bill (H. R. 7519) for the relief of Capt. 
Thomas F. Tobey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7520) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice 
Rhoades—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LUCAS: A bill (H. R. 7521) to remove the charge of 
3 from Richard Ferguson to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 7522) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Charles Coulter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. [R. 7523) for the relief of C. M. Hall, Walker 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. z 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 7524) granting an increase of 
pension to William M. Shipp—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7525) for the 
relief of Robert D. Nelson—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 7526) for the relief of Mrs. Ce- 
lina Landry, of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7527) for the relief of the estate of Ozeme 
Viator, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7528) for the relief of the estate of Francois 
Feray, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7529) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
Ursin Broussard, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La,—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause Lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House 
bill 7191—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of citizens of Beaver Dam, Wis., 
in favor of amendment to the Wilson bill exempting benefi- 
ciary fraternal societies, etc., from the provisions of the income 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BOEN: Petition of citizens of Otter Tail County, 
Minn., for a special election to decide the question of money, 
tariff, and income tax by a direct vote of the people—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, against 
income tax and proposed amendment to the bill now before the 
Senate—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., against an income tax as affecting beneficiary societies—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., in 
favor of exempting from the income tax all fraternal beneficiary 
societies, orders, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of 470 citizens of Dickinson County, 
60 of Washington County, 502 of Marshall County, and 100 of 
Riley and Clay Counties, all of Kansas, opposing a religious 
amendment tothe Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of members of Shipping 
Clerks’ Council, No. 22, Royal League of Chicago, in favor of 
exempting beneficiary fraternal societies, etc., from the pro- 
visions of the income-tax law—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: Petition of citizens of Reading, Pa., and 
vicinity for passage of an act gah Caan the services of mil- 
ent telegraph operators—to the Committee on Military Af- 


Also, tition of citizens of Allentown, Pa., for suppression of 
lotery usiness—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
8 


By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of citizens of the State of Min- 
nesota and members of certain beneficiary associations, praying 
that said associations may be exempt from income tax—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARTER: Petition of the cigar-makers of Mansfield, 
Ohio, protesting against an increase of duty on leaf tobacco, 
known as wrappers, and in favor of a higher tariff on cigars—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: Papers to accompany House 
bill 7508—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of 186 persons of Girard, Kans., 
against lotteries in general, and against those in Kansas City, 
Kans., in particular—to the Committee on the Judiciary. » 

_ By Mr. LANE; Petition of citizens of Fillmore, Ill., in the 
interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolution of the board of managers of 
the Trades League of Philadelphia, advocating amendment of 
the interstate-commerce law in its fifth section, soas to in effect 
reverse the provision of said section under suitable safeguards, 
as provided in House bill 7273—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of David Orr, of Tunnel Hill, 
Ga., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Thomas Russell, Catoosa County, Ga., for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, pike of Benton Freeman, of Gordon County, Ga., 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Isom C. King, of Gordon County, Ga., for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William D. Law, of Chattanooga County, Ga., 
asking reference of hisclaim to the Courtof Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Horace G. Mooney, of Floyd, Ga., praying 
that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Dennis H. Hunt, heir of Sarah A. Hunt, de- 
ceased, asking reference of case to Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of William Smith and 10 other citi- 
zens of Valley Falls, R. I., asking for amendment to the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on wori and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNTER (by request): Petition of Silas Barley, for 
damages sustained by United States soldiers during the war of 
1861-1865—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
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raying that beneficial societies be exempted from the income 
—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of James K. 
P. Bowman, asking passage of bill (H. R. 4839) for his relief—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of 8 5 by: e ete 
Yavapai County, Ariz., against passage of a ranting 1,000,- 
000 acres of donort lands to several States and Territories—to 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial from the Commer- 
cial Club of Albuquerque, N. Mex., protesting against a re- 
thoval of the Ute Indians from California to New Mexico—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of citizens of Haver- 
ford, Pa., for passage of a law prohibiting circulation of matter 
pertaining to lotteries in this or any other country through the 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 


FRIDAY, June 22, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplin, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on the motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unan- 
imous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. VILAS presented the petition of Hans C. Anderson and 
27 other citizens of Eau Claire, Wis., praying that the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented sundry memorials of wholesale 
and retail liquor dealers of various cities of Pennsylvania, re- 
monstra st an increase of the internal-revenue tax on 
whisky, against an extension of the present bonded 
period; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Col, Fred Tipar Council 
No. 762, Junior Order of American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying that the Secretary of the ee ie authorized 
toissue Treasury 55 noninterest- ‘ing twenty- 
five year bonds deposited in the Treasury for public improve- 
ments, etc., in any State, Territory, town, county, etc., when- 
ever it shall be necessary for such improvements; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 62, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Kitt Pa., praying for the passage of 
a per diem service-pension bill; which was referred to the Com- 

ttee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Workingmen’s Protect- 
ive Tariff League, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against 
the passage of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. A 3 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Columbus, 
Pa., and a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, praying 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be 
exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

r. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Noble 
County, Ind., pang that the funds of mutual life-insurance 
companies and associations be exempted from the proposed in- 
come-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of M. Toepp & Co., of South 
Bend, Ind., remonstrating against an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the 
present bonded period; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Clark County, Ohio, praying that the funds of mutual life-insur- 
ance companies and associations be exempted from the proposed 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Builders’ Exchange of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that an appropriation of $25,000 be 
made to survey routes to determine the most practical and effi- 
cient one for a ship canal between Lake Erie and the Ohio River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present resolutions adopted 
by the Oregon State Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry at the 
twenty-first annual session, held at Eugene, Oregon, May 22 to 
24, 1894. The resolutions memoralize Congress for legislation 
on various subjects; among others in favor of a bill providin 
for the free coinage of both silver and gold on equal terms an 
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at the 1 ratio of 16 to 1, and that 8 the 
coins of both metals without discrimination. Also that he mes 
tallic currency be supplemented by the issue of United Sta 
notes in sufficient amount to prevent the necessity of issui 
any more interest- bonds. The memorialists also recom> 
mend the p: e of a constitutional amendment providing 
for the election of United States Senators by the people; and 
„whereas the Government has already guaranteed the pay- 
ment of bonds almost sufficient to build the transcontinental 
lines and also has donated vast tracts of yaluable lands, more 
than sufficient to build them, which have not been paid for nor 
rightfully earned,” they demand the absolute ownership on the 
part of the Government of those railroads. ' 

I move the reference of the resolutions to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a petition of the Trades and Labor 
Council and of 25 citizens of Detroit, Nich., praying for the 
passage of the bill incorporating the telegraph with ee pos- 
tal service; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Of- 
fices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. POWER presented a petition of Local Assembly No. 3298 
Knights of Labor, of Helena, Mont., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to protect free labor against convict labor as em- 
ployed in some of the several States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. ` 

He also presented the petition of A. Cullen and 10 other citi- 
zens of Helena, Mont., praying that fraternal beneficiary sdel- 
eties, orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed in- 


come-tax provision of the pending ff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented the poa mof Joseph J. Stewart and 
18 other citizens of Malden, . praying that fraternal bene- 


ficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Miner Beal & Co.,and 
other business firms of Boston, Mass., praying thatahigher du 
of 5 per cent be placed upon clothing than upon the woolen 
terial from which such clothing is made. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented additional papers to 8 
the bill (S. 2156) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of sen Blanchard, heretoforeintroduced by him; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
STEWART, April 30, 1894, intended to be pro to the District 
appropriation bill, reported it AYOO and moved that it be 
printed, and, with the accompanying letter from the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on the 16th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the District appropriation bill, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, 
with the accompanying letter from the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6500) to define and establish 
the units of electrical measure, reported it with amendments. 

SUPREME LODGE OF KNIGHTS OF PYTHIAS. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 470 
to incorporate the Supreme Lodge of the Knights of Pythias, 
report it with an amendment. I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. k 

The amendment of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
was in section 2, line 2, after the word “estate,” to insert not 
exceeding in value $100,000;” so as to read: 

‘That the said corporation shall have the power to take and hold real and 
personal estate, not exceeding in value $100,000, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move to add to the bill as an additional 
section: 

Src. — That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was repor to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third tim: 


e. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. HARRIS (at the requestof the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia) introduced a bill (S. 2152) to amend sections 
720, 721, 722, and 723 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
relating to the District of Columbia in relation to eee, a 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
letter of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. f 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 2153) for the relief of certain 
Winnebago Indians in Minnesota; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2154) to authorize a survey 
and estimates of cost of deepening and widening the Miami and 
Erie Canal, in the State of Ohio; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2155) tosecure to the pub- 
lic the benefit of improvements on patented articles; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pat- 


ents. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2156) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Joseph Blanch- 
ard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. $ 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2157) providing for 
the relief of George Baldey, of Louisiana, late Captain Thirty- 
ninth Infantry, United States Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Co ttee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2158) for the relief of Jacob A. 
Wolfson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ROACH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
N to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

* Mr. MCPHERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
pro d by him to the river and hàrbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ee the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

2 Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill: which 
we 3 to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

sed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
oo to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ALLEN (by request) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

ANTONIO MAXIMO MORA. 

Mr. DOLPH. Some correspondence came in yesterday from 
the Department of State concerning the Antonio Maximo Mora 
case. There was previous correspondence, but the publication 
has been exhausted. There are only two copies remaining, [am 
informed. The previous correspondence ought to be printed in 
connection with that which came in yesterday. I move that it 
be so printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


433, 5 y: also 2,000 

copies of Miscellaneous Document No. 95, SA 

Problem,” for the use of the Committee on AUCA UO aot Labor oe 
EMMA A. RIPLEY. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Task unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 447) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue a du- 
plicate of a certain land warrant to Emma A. Ripley. The Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. CALL] objected to this bill some days ago, 
but afterwards looked into it very carefully and came to me and 
said he would withdraw his objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to issue to Emma A. Ripley duplicate of one 
Porterfield land warrant issued in pursuance of the act of Con- 
gress approved April 11, 1860, for 40 acres, upon satisfactor 
proof of ownership and loss of same, and the execution of a bond, 
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with good and sufficient sureties, in double the market value of 
the warrant so to be issued, to be approved by the Secre of 
the Interior, conditioned to indemnify the United States against 
the presentation by an innocent holder of the alleged lost war- 
rant; and the duplicate shall have all the legal force and effect 
as had the original. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without eee ed 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third e, 
and passed. 

ST. CHARLES COLLEGE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (S. 211) for the relief of St. Charles College. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Sec- 
retary of War to cause to be investigated by the Quartermas- 
ter’s Departmentof the United States Army the circumstances, 
character, and extent of the alleged use and occupation, by the 
United States military authorities, for Government purposes 
Sage So late war, of the college buildings and grounds o 
St. Charles College in St. Charles County, Mo., the actual 
value of such use and occupation, and certify to the Secretary 
of the Treasury what amount, if any, is equitably due to St. 
Charles College from the United States as the reasonable value 
of such use and occupation. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 13, after the word “ occupation,” to strike 
out the remainder of the bill in the following words: 

And that the Secrerary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay to said St. Charles College, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the amount, if any, so found to be due from the 
United States; and the by said St. Charles College of any sum 
paid under the provisions of this act shall be in full satisfaction of all claims 
ofevery kind and nature for said use and occupation, and all damages re- 
sulting therefrom. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment proposed by the commit- 
tee was made doubtless supposing that the same bill was before 
the committee which was first before it, and not the bill passed 
at the last Congress. I suggest therefore that the amendment 
be disagreed to, in order that the bill may be passed just as it 
has passed Congress twice before. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 3 

DISTRICT WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENTS. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 6893) to regulate water-main assessments 
in the District of Columbia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an mend- 
ment, after the word assessment,“ in line 10, to strike out the 
remainder of the bill in the following words: 

And provided further, That in all cases now pending where assessments 
have been regularly made, and where there has not been paid a sum equal 
to $1.25 per linear foot, as estimated above, then only so much shall be col- 
lected as will make the whole sum paid equal to 81.25 linear foot. But 
this act is not intended to give any ground of action for the refunding of 
any sum already paid in excess of $1.25 per linear foot. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Ba it enacted, ete., Thathereatter assessments levied for laying water mains 
in the District of Columbia shall be at the rate of $1.25 per linear front foot 
against all lots or land abutt upon the street, road, or alley in which a 
water main shall ba laid: Provided, That corner lots shall bs taxed only on 
their front, with a depth of not exceeding 100 feet; any excess of the other 
front over 100 feet shall be subject to above rate of assessment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PROC- 
TOR, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. MARTIN were appointed. 


TIMBER INVESTIGATIONS. 


Mr. ROACH. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S 
313) appropriating funds for investigations and tests of Ameri 
can timber. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appro 
priate $10,000 for the continuance of the timber * ong 
and the speedy publication of results, to be expended er the 
Arion of the Secretary of Agriculture through the Forestry 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third-reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
LABOR DAY. — 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, is 
inorder. 


~~ Mr. KYLE. We are on the Calendar just about down to Order 


— 


of Business No. 245, which is Senate bill 730. I ask that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 730) making 
Labor Day a legal holiday. A 
There being no. objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
4 proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as fol- 
ows: 

Beit enacted, ect., That the first Monday in Ay paca in each year, being the 
day celebrated and known as labor's holiday, is hereby made a legal public 
holiday, to all intents and purposes, in the same manner as-Christmas, the 
Ist day of January, the 22d day of February, the 30th day of May, and the 

4th day of July are now made by law public holidays. 
~ Mr, KYLE. Ishould like to say for the information of those 

who do not know, that something like twenty-five States of the 

United States have now settled upon the first Monday of Sep- 

tember or the Ist day of October. Inorder to make the observ- 

ance uniform, that all may enjoy vacation privileges upon the 
same day, the labor organizations of the country have united in 
asking that the first Monday of September be set apart as a holi- 


day. 

Mr. ALLISON, Is the day mentioned in the bill the Ist day 
of September? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The first Monday of September. Itought 
to be the Ist day of September. I move to strike out Mon- 
ose x and insert day;“ so as to read, the Ist day of Septem- 

p 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then it would come on Sunday 
once every few years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So does the 4th of July, and so does any 
fixed hol nay fall upon Sunday occasionally. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It should bə fixed on a week 


day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thinks it the labor organizations have fixed 
their own time, as it is said twenty-three States have done, we 
had better let them have a week day. I do not myself like to 
encourage holidays on Sunday. There is too much old Presby- 
terianism in me for that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Neither do I like to encourage holidays on 
Sunday; but if there is to bs any symmetry in our holidays this 
one ought to be fixed on the first day of the month, just as we 
have the 4thof July, the 25th of December, the 30th of May, and 
so on, for public holidays. However, I have noobjection tolet- 
g it go; and I withdraw my amendment if there is any objec- 

on to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We had better leave it the first Monday, as 
we now create the holiday. The 4th of July was created by a 
great event, and could not be changed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LIME POINT MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 4961) granting certain rights over Lime Point military 
reservation in the State of California. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to grant to 
the citizens of the town or city of Sausalito, Marin County, Cal., 
the right to occupy and improve for the purpose of a road only 
for the use and benefit of the citizens of the United States, and for 
no other purpose whatever, a portion of the tract of land owned 
by the United States in the State of California, known as the 
Lime Point military reservation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MOLLIE CRANDALL. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to call up a little 
pension bill. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1490) to pension Mollie Crandall. 

By_unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mollie Crandall, widow of Clark P. 
Crandall, deceased, and late captain of Company C, First Regi- 
ment Oregon Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her at the rate of 
$20 per month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I suppose Mrs. Crandall is now receiving 
some pension. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. She is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest that the words be added 

In lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have no objection to that 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time, and passed. 

E. R. SHIPLEY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. IJ ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (S. 199) for the relief of E. R. Shipley. A similar bill has 
passed Congress three times heretofore without objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropri- 
ate $450 for the payment in full to E. R. Shipley for moneys paid, 
by direction of Post-Office Inspector Edgerton, to parties having 
money in ty thoes packages stolen from the post-office in 
Springfield, Mo., on the 23d day of June, 1884. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
JOSEPH G, UTTER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, 
will be proceeded with. < 

The bill (S. 1343) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Joseph G. Utter was announced as first in 
order on the Calendar; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, 8 to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which the concur- 
rence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 6558) to amend section numbered 2324 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States relating to mining claims; 

4 bill (H. R. 7334) to sell certain lands in Montgomery County, 
Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal Church South; 

A bill (H. R. 7489) to amend section 3 of an act to withdraw 
certain public lands from private entry, and for other purposes, 
approved March 2, 1889; and 

joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to appoint three members of 
the Board of Managers of the Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers. 
CORPORATE INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 


Mr. CALL. I desire to give notice that to-morrow mornin: 
at the conclusion of the regular morning business I shall as 
the privilege of calling up the resolution I introduced some 
days ago relative to the appointment of a special committee to 
investigate the organized efforts of corporations to control elec- 
tions of members of State Legislatures and members of Con- 
gress. 
THE REVENUE BILL, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clock 
hoving arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 

usiness. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

THE INCOME TAX, 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, the subject of taxation has puzzled 
statesmen and economists long before this body came into exist- 
ence. Itis as old as organized society. Government is for tha 
people and they must contribute to the support of national or- 
ganization and public institutions, All agree to this; but how 
to raise the revenue most easily and distribute the burden 
equaily and justly is the problem that puzzles and which now 
confronts us. hether on land or chattels, on neccessaries or 
luxuries consumed, or on annual incomes, taxation is a burden, 
and the province of legislation should be to administer public 
affairs inan economical manner, causing the burden to fall lightly 
on the shoulders of all, especially the poor. The toiler whose 
life is spent in the yoke—almost like the beast of burden—gives 
of his lifeblood to add to the material wealth of the nation and 
knows little of ease or luxury. The rich are often the children 
of fortune, Hyng on the fruits of others’ labor, and itis right 
economically and morally that they should bear the larger share 
of public expense. 

here is no better law than the Biblical laws on which to 
found a prosperous government. Thesum of all those teachings 
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is that the rich or favored should not oppress the poor, and that 
all citizens should recognize government and contribute to its 
supportas they are prospered. Adam Smith, one of the fathers 
of political economy, says: 

The subjects of every state mane to contribute towards the support of 
the government as 9 as possible in proportion to their respective abil- 
ities; that is, in proportion to the revenue which they respectivel enjo: 
under the protection of the state. The expense of government to the indi- 
viduals ofa great nation is like the expense of management to the joint ten- 
ants of a great estate, who are all obliged to contribute in proportion to 
their respective interests in the estate. In the observation or neglect of 
this cassie consists what is called the equality or inequality of taxation. 


It iscommon law and common sense that 
PROPERTY HOLDERS SHOULD CONTRIBUTE THE LARGE SHARE 


to the support of government. The Constitution guarantees to 
all alike protection to life and property; but nine-tenths of our 
laws concern the protection of property. Our Federal, State, 
and county courts, our police power, the militia, and national 
Army are for the protection of people in their rights to property, 
not primarily to protect the life of individuals. In barbarous 
countries where no government exists people look out for their 
lives. Quarrels between tribes, when such occur, are largely 
caused by violation of customs as to propers rights. : 

When civilization appears and individuals begin to acquire 
personal and real property, governments are formed to protect 
the weak against the strong, and insure justice between manand 
man as to property. The well-to-do citizens of our country own 
ourfactories, palatialresidences, mercantile institutions, our rail- 
roads, banks, etc., to the amount of three-fourths of the nation’s 
wealth; and it is for the protection of such property that taxes 
are levied. The annual income of the nation is a little over 
$7,000,000,000, but 10 per centof the people absorb the large part 
of it. Why should they not contribute of their abundance tosup- 
port the Government which makes their wealth secure? Ninet, 
per cent are small property holders with small incomes, an 
under present economical arrangements pay a larger portion 
per capita of tax on property than the rich for the support of 
the Government. 

On this point the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in his 
speech of March 15, 1892, used these words: 

The public mind is not yet prepared to apply the key of a genuine revenue 
reform. <A few years of further experience will convince the whole body of 
our people that a system of national taxes which rests the whole burden of 
taxation on consumption and not one cent on property and income is in- 
trinsically unjust. 8 

Whil xpenses of the National Government are largely caused by the 
protection of property, it is but right to call property to contribute to its 
1 It will not do to say that each person consumes in proportion to 

means. That is not true. Everyone must see that the consumption of 
the rich does not bear the same relation to the consumption of the poor as 
the income of the rich does to the wages of the poor. As wealth accumu- 


lates this injusticein the fundamental basis of our system will be felt and 
forced upon the attention of Congress. 


IT IS A JUST TAX. 


Many objections may be raised against this system, but few 
can be found to question its justness. It compels those who re- 
ceive the protection of law to pay the bills incurred by such pro- 
tection. The system has commended itself to the wisdom and 
judgment of nearly all civilized nations, and prominent political 
economists have pronounced it the best and most just method of 
raising revenue. Prof. Ely, our freshest writer on modern 
economies, says of the income tax: 


The central and variable tax ina proper system of state taxation oughtto 
be an income tax. This should vary from year to year accord to the 
needs of the state government, and its rate should be calculated after the 


revenues from other sources have been estimated, 
Again he remarks: 


First. It is universally, or almost universally, admitted that no tax is so 
just provided it can be assessed fairly and collected without difficulty. More 
near ymsa any other tax does it answer the requirements of that canon of 
taxation which prescribes equality of sacrifice. Furthermore, it is of mo- 
ment that the income tax, unlike license charges, does not make it more 
difficult for a poor man to begin business or tocontinue business. Its social 
effects, to the contrary, are beneficial, because it places a heavy load only 


on strong shoulders, 

Even for men of large means engaged in business it is a tax to be strongly 
recommended, for such men will in some years make little or nothing, or 
even lose money. Now, our property tax is merciless, it exacts as much in 
a year when a business man is struggling to keep his head above water as 
in a year of rare prosperity; whereas the income tax exacts much only when 
much can be given without financialembarrassment. If itwere practicabie 
to substitute an income tax for the whole of the property tax it would save 
many a man from bankruptcy. 


Referring to annuitants and others who escape taxation, he 
says: 


Again, why should the man with a large income but with no property 
escape all share in the common burdens? There is a considerable and in- 
creasing class living in great comfort on incomes of large proportions, say 
tive, ten, twenty, thirty, or forty, or even fifty thousand 1 who by in- 
surance and various devices, protect themselves and their families for the 
future, and yet pay no taxes. This is an injustice to other classes and a 
harm to the commonwealth, because these men are often careless and indif- 


~ 
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ferent about their public duties, knowing that théir income is not affected by 
high or low taxation. They Sys erg to pay not to Government, and as 
it seems to cost them nothing, they too often care little for it 


Touching the apathy of professional men as to public affairs 
of government, he says: 


One of the reasons of r government in our States and cities is to be 
found in the failure of large and influential classes to concern themselyes 
about practical 8 They often speak of politics with an affectation of 
superiority, as if they were above anything so base and common. This at- 
titude is not uncommon among professional people, as . 
and teachers. These men have opportunities for personal cultivatfon and 
for gathering knowledge which are better than those enjoyed by other 
members of the community, and their influence ought to be large and bene- 
ficial. They must pay taxes, because indirect Federal taxes form a Pench of 
the price of commodities which they purchase, and because a considerable 
portion of our direct taxes, like the tax on house property, is shifted, and 
reaches them indirectly. 

This, however, is not noticed. What is needed is a tax eg? fo with pub- 
lic needs, and with the integrity andefiiciency of administration, which will . 
reach the great mass of citizens—a tax which will directly and immediately 
rest upon the tax-bearer. We have too few payers of direct taxes in our 
States and cities; but the income tax is a tax which is felt and which must 
be paid by the tax-bearer. It is precisely the kind of tax needed, and it is 
beyond question that it would change the attitude of a large portion of the 
community towards government. 

The incomes enjoyed by the professional and salaried classes and some 
others are frequently the results of large expenditures in cultivating one’s 
powers, and they create what can be called personal wealth. One man 
spends, $10,000 in preparing himself for some lucrative position and derives 
therefrom an income, but pays no taxes, while the man who spends $10,000 
on a farm must contribute every year a sum large in proportion to his in- 
come for the support of government. 

Prof. Wayland, the distinguished economist of Brown Uni- 
versity, says: 

‘Theoretically, this is the most equitable of all taxes, since it touches men 
exactly according to their abilities. But, as we have seen, if the percentage 

orm for all incomes, it involves an inequality which bears heavily on 
those whose incomes are small. To relieve this two measures are employed. 
The first is to exempt all income below a specified amount. The other is 
to establish two or three ees of income and make the percentage greater 
on the larger incomes. The chief objection toan income taxis the difficulty, 
almost impossibility, of ascertain: men's real incomes; partly because 
many ee accurate accounts, and partly because few comparatively will 


make truthful report of their incomes. 
Inquisitorial measures to discover actual incomes are exceedingly offen- 
sive. „ „ * Actual experience under the law tended to relieve difficulties 


and objections. When most efficiently carried out, concealment and dis- 
honesty were not probably greater under this form of tax than are 

ticed continually under the attempts of the States to levy taxes on 1 
lanesus personal property. In both cases the needed relief must come from- 
the moral culture which forms good consciences, i 


Prof. Thompson, of the chair of social science in the Univer- 
pe of Pennsylvania, commends the system in these strong 
rms: 


The most modern, and theoretically the fairest, form of taxation is the in 
come tax. It seems to make everyone contribute to the wants of the State 
in proportion to the revenue which he enjoys under its EEREN. whil 
by f: equally on all, it occasions no change in the distribution o 
capital; or in the material direction of industry, and has no infiuence, on 
prices.”—(McCulloch). No other is so cheaply assessed and collected; no 
other brings home to the 7 so forcibly the fact that it is their interest 
to insist on a wise economy of the national revenue. 


Mr. N. A, Dunning, who is as well posted in economics as any 
journalist in the country to-day, says in a recent editorial in the 
ational Watchman: 


This whole objection is founded on a desire to shift the burdens of taxa- 
tion upon other shoulders, and thereby avoid sry cp f mci of a proper share 
of the expenses of government, and at the same e keep the common peo- 
ple in ignorance of the vast incomes that are now being received by theplu- 
tocratic and wealth-absorbing classes. * 

Agraduated income tax, which increases with the amount of income, is 
the most equitable form of taxation. We should favor beginning with in- 
comes of $1,000, so as to reach a large class of annuitants and professions. 
It is capable of being demonstrated that with this tax placed on incomes of 
$1,000 and over, fully 50,000,000 out of our 65,000,000 of people would not be 
taxed. Such are theinequalities of the distribution of the fruits of industry 
that full 50 cent of the families of this country live on yearly incomes of 
less than Indirect taxation reaches this class in far greater propor- 
tion than it does the wealthy. And while they have not for govern- 
ment to protect, they are compelled to pay for protecting the property of 
the rich. This is manifestly unfair, and can only be remedied through a 
graduated income tax rigidly administered. 


Prof. Levi, of Kings College, London, comments on the income 
tax favorably in the Statistical Journal of 1874: 


Ever since Sir Robert Peel, in a moment of financial perplexity, hit upon 
the 112 ot appealing to the woy class of people to contrib- 
ute in t manner such a sum as might enable him to establish a proper 
equilibrium between the revenue and expenditure, and to induce wholesome 
and radical reform in thecustom and excise revenue, every chancellor of the 
exchequer has clung to the income tax as the main prop of all his . in 
peace or war; with a wholesome surplus or with a deticiency to meet 
tax has always been found most welcome, and notwithstanding all the 
grumbling and objections urged t it atits first im) tion, and at 
rer eee revival of thesame, the income tax still ahandsome 
contingent to the national revenue, 

The taxation of the country is now very much simplified. In 1878 70 
cent of the whole amount of governmental revenue was derived from 
sources, namely: Of spirits, malt, tobacco, sugar, and tea, and the income 
tax; but none of these branches of taxation is less objectionable in relation 
to the production of wealth, expensiveness of collection, or certainty of re- 
sult than the income tax, and I do not wonder that with perfect ery 
at work, with the assessment, and with the national mind accustomed to 
the burden, the chancellor of the exchequer is unwilling to relinquish so 
good a contributor to his ways and means.” 


cs 
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Prof. Cossa, of the University of Pavia, Italy, says in his re- 
cent work on taxation, its principles and methods: 

In the year 1776 Adam Smith stated four rules of taxation which have 
been accepted 


by the whole civilized world and by all governments init as the 
maxims of justice applied to that matter. The first of these rules says that 


the subjects of every state ought to contribute as nearly as possible accord- 

ing to their res vo abilities. This means, of course, that a man whose 

income is ten times as much as the one whose income is 
ies the 


8500. No th of this maxim, except some writers who con 
tend that the man whose income is 8500 or less ought not to pay any taxes. 


Iastly, John Stuart Mill, in his Political Economy, says: 


the existing ti 
incomes under £100, 


on any others whatever. 

The second condition is, that incomes above the limitshould be taxed only 
in pro on to the surplus by which they exceed the limit. Allsums saved 
from the income and invested should be exempt from tax, or if this should 
be found cable that the live incomes and incomes from b ess 

fessions should be less heavily taxed than such inheritable incomes and 

a degree asn as ble tto the increased need of economy 

arising from their termable character, allowance being also made in the 
case of available incomes for their vicario > 


Mr. President, an income tax is right and just because 
WEALTH HAS BEEN FAVORED. 


Discriminations have been practiced, and geographical sections 
have been favored until to-day classes of society are as clearly 
marked as they are in almost any country of Europe. Our na- 
tional condition is dark and threatening; the ranks of the igno- 
rant po are fast be: swelled, while the ranks of the élite 
four hundred is to be found in every important city—a th 

utterly undemocratic, un- can, and nationally suicidal. 
To refuse to see the suppressed wrath of a country full of honest 
laborers is unstatesmanlike; nay, more, it is criminally wrong. 

Revolutions have occured with less ferment than we see in the 
United States to-day. Nero fiddled while Rome was burning, 
and the capitalistic press of the United States to-day jeer and 
taunt the efforts of the bond-burdened serfs on the farms and in 
the workshops who attempt to risefrom their pitifal condition. 
It is a sorrowful sight to see an army of pennilesslaborers march- 
ing from every quarter of our bountiful country to the nation’s 
capital to petition for deliverance from bondage. It is a sadder 
thought that the country has so far fallen into the hands of the 

pressor as to make an uprising of the people necessary. Sit- 
tig in our comfortable homes, surrounded with happy families 
who are free from the burdens and the caresof poverty, we little 
know the sufferings that fall to the lot of the toil stained, poorly 
clothed and poorly fed laborer. 

The papers of our great cities have contained heartrending 
stories during the past winter and spring of the famished con- 
dition of 3,000,000 of people out of employment, ready for riot 
and plunder. The 2 Workman of the Knights of Labor 
has spent his time in trying to curb the mad haste of thousands 
of strong men who vowed vengeance upon capital. He tells me 
we do not know the condition of the people. Mr. President, I 
think I do understand the feeling among workingmen, but I am 
powerless.to help matters. All this is ae in our pros- 


perous Government—the flower of the ci of the nine- 
teenth century, and at the close of thirty years of ublican 
rule! Only the ignorantand unsophisticated can be to be- 


lieve-that the present ills are the result of the incumbency of 
the Democratic just come into power. : 
The fact is, Mr. President, that thirty years with Shylock in 
power has left the country burdened with indebtedness, exagger- 
ated in all lines of business; and worst of all, with the wealth of 
the nation centralized in a small area and in few hands. A few 
have immensely rich, while the millions have grown 
poorer. The middle classes of society, consisting of farmers, 
mechanics, and small tradesmen, are rapidly disa ppearing. 
Under the present order of things the end will not come until 
the American farmer is on a level with the Irish tenant, and 
mechanics and tradesmen are made the servants of the rich. 


x PRINCELY FORTUNES. 
We e day oí princely fortunes. By hookorcrook— 
Way 


one Aa bot the United States have outstripped the 
world in less than au century. The fortunes of single indi- 


viduals in the United States have scarcely been equaled in the 


world’s history. Authorities pa the wealth of the Marquis 
of Bute at $30,000,000, the Duke of Westminster at $50,000,000, 
and the Duke of Norfolk at $40,000,000, 


In the United States several men in a single city surpass the 
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highest. The Rockafellers are rated at $200,000,000. The 
Goulds at between $100,000,000 and $209,000,000, and the late 
Vanderbilt at $200,000,000. A simple problem inarithmetic will 
reveal to any interested person the threatening evil of such 
enormous fortunes and ofconcentrated wealth. Sixty-three bil- 
lion dollars of national wealth do not represent that degree of 
prosperity. The large bulk of it is congested in a few money 
centers, while more than 40,000,000 of people have practically 
nothing. Let me read from the New York World some striking 
facts comparing our condition and showing our drift: 


A CENSUS STUDY. 


In 1860 our total wealth per capita was $993. The assessed value was 9383, 
or .3873 of thé true wealth—51 per cent 8 8 taxation, and 49 per cent 
being assessed at an hs bhp cent of its value. In 1890 the per cap- 

e 


ita wealth was 3099 and value $384. In other words: 
Yoar. Assessed value. | Actual wealth. 
oe pn gon 60 
Year, 7 8 Rang 
— rre 2 88 80 90 


There had been no increase practically in the wealth in thirty years, al- 
tho in the ten years between 1850 and 1860 the per capita wealth nearly 
208 ed, rising from $591 to 8993, of which only $21 was from the discovery of 

In 1860 the wealth of this country was very ev distributed; there were 
no multi-millionaires, very few millionaires, few fortunes. No 
cial wealth statistics were collected, but the census of 1860 shows half 
wealth im possession of half the people. There were no bonanza farms and 
no tenant ers. One-half the male workers were on farms they owned, 
and the average land value of each farm was 83,251, while few went much 
over or under. Poverty was confined to the cities, and to small sections of 
them. It is perfectly safe to assert that 91 per cent of the people held in fair 
and even measure 91 per cent of the wealth, while 4 ‘er cent of the people 
8 ripe 3 per cent, leaving not more 5 per cent practi- 

4 ig 

The per capita wealth is the same tolay as in 1860. Bach man eats and 
drinks, and any great 3 that has come must of necessity have been by 
a redistribution of wealth—by from many and giving it to one. 

The census of 1890 shows that the conditions of 1860 have been reversed; 
that 91 per cent of the ìe of the United States are to-day tically 
paupers, living from hand to mouth, dependent upon their daily labor for 
their daily bread, while 9 per cent are capitalistic employers, owning 84 per 
cent of the wealth. It divides the wealth among three classes of families in 
3 ) multi-millionaires, (2) employing capitalists, (3) wage- workers, as 


Class, Families, | Total wealth. Sanity. 
1 $12, 400, 000, 000 | 88. 000, 000 
2 31, 620, 000, 28,000 
3. 17, 980, 000, 000 1,497 
( A ei ices ne os 62,000, 000, 600 | 4,732 


In the wage-working class are included all families worth $5,000 or 1 or 
ail having their share of the wealth. Now, remember that the wealth that 

and consumed yearly in order to live—#800 the census says 
for each family of five, 8140 for each person—is included by the census in 
this. Itisa small matter to the multi-millionaire, but a 


at one to the 
wage-worker. The actual wealth, omitting our daily 


„ 18 as follows: 


Wealth 
per family. 


| Females. Wealth. 
— EN 


Think what this means. While the average wealth is $3,932 3 
1 hold an average of „ each, and 
12,010,000 families { $697 each. 


e 4,074 multi 
000 members of the 12, 
ist employers have 60 pe 


land had been for eight cénturies the strongest of protection 
countries. Accord to the legacy and succession returns of that year the 
Wealth of the United om was distributed as follows: 


1894. 
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An almost incredible difusion of wealth followed the adoption of freer 
5 1848 and finally of free trade in 1860, as shown by the same returns 
for 1877. 


(Mulhalb's 8 of Statistics, cag 478. 

. — f 5 a naa i bled. The average 
The a of ev ou 0 
wealthof the rich families had declined. The rich were getting poorer and 
the poor were getting richer. 

Now suppose we tabulate our American returns in the same way: 


1 002 218 5.800 
12, 010, 000 "138 


Our census has not divided our population properly for comparison, but 
a little figuring will show. 

The wor! class” in the United States numbered less than 50 per cent 
a now numbers 91 per cent, and is rapidly increasing in proportion to 

others. 

The working class in England in 1840 numbered 83 per cent; in 1877 
numbered 70 per cent, and is d in proportion so rapidly that it will 
not now num much over 60 cent. It absorbed nearly all the increase 
in wealth between 1810 and , while in the United States nearly all the in- 
Seep wealth was absorbed by the rich and middle classes between 1800 
and 1890. 

In ahg cent of the families of the United States held 50 per cent of 
wealth; in 1890 we find 91 per cent of the families holding only 16 per cent. 

What has brought about this redistribution? 


T. E. W. 
Along the same line the Dawn, of Boston, remarks upon the dis- 
tribution of wealth as given by Mr. Holmes, a statistician of the 
Census Bureau: 

In the last number of the Political Science Quarterly there is an article by 
George K. Holmes. The Political Science Quarterly is as high economic au- 
thority asthere isin this country. Mr. Holmes isa specialist of the Census 
Bureau on statistics of wealth. In his article Mr. Holmes treats of the con- 
centration of wealth, and after carefully examining the facts, comes to this 
result. He says (Political Science Quarterly, e 593): “Weare now pre- 
pared to characterize the concentration of wealth in the United Statés by 
stating that 29 per cent of it (of the wealth of the United States) is owned 
by three-hundredths of 1 per cent of the families; 51 per cent by 9 per cent 
of the families (not inclu millionaires); 71 per cent by 9 per cent of the 
families (incl the millionaires); and 29 Vir cent ot the wealth by 91 per 
cent of the families.“ That is, according to Mr. Holmes, 9 per cent of the 
families of the United States 3 cent, or nearly three-quarters, of our 
aah — and 91 per cent of our fi: es together own only 29 per cent of our 
we: f 

Now, do we not begin to ses why there is poverty? Mr. Thomas G. Shear- 
man published four years ago similar figures, but they were not credited by 
many. Here is E erata ape same result published by the wealth expert 
of the Eleventh Census. We not see now why there are the unemployed? 
It 91 per cent of our families own only alittle over one-quarter of our wealth, 
that means that they are poor. They do not have the money to buy what 
they want. They wear old hats, turned clothes, worn shoes. I heard of a 
number of girls the other day wearing papie under their jackets because 
they could not afford winter clothing. People are economizing in harsher 
ways than these. I know of one girl who has lived on one meal a day since 
November because she does not wish to accept There are many who 
drop a meal several times a week, and have poor meals the rest of the time, 
in order to keep out of pauperism. This is what the statistics I have read 
come to. Now, do we not see how it affects theunemployed? But itis hard 
to convince people that our workingmen are poor.— Ie Dawn. 


What has brought about this redistribution“? The Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. HILL] yesterday, in his long argument 
on this question, took occasion to refer to the Populists and the 
socialists of this country as those who were demanding a new 
distributionof the wealth of the country. Iask, in the face of the 
figures I have just read, who has been responsible for the re- 
distribution” of the national wealth during the past thirty 
years? It must be laid at the door of national legislation in the 
two Halls of Congress; there the responsibility must lie. If the 
Populists to-day are demanding in their platforms legislation 
for the redistribution of the wealth of the United States, it is 
. to be by lawful means, by the enaotment ot just and humane 

ws 


The per capita wealth of the United States was about the 
same in 1860, according to these figures, as it was in the year 
1890. But then the wealth was more evenly distributed amongst 
the people of our country than itis to-day, when a very large 
peop on of it in the hands of a very few persons. The ‘‘re- 

istribution,” as it is termed, has been brought about by the 
pernicious laws which have been put into effect by the Congress 
of the United States during this period. 

This is a startling disclosure, Mr. President, and confirms the 
calculations of Thomas G. Shearman, frequently quoted hereto- 
fore by Senators. A few men own our Republic. 

Ido not believe such vast wealth, Mr. President, has been 
honestly accumulated. No man is able by the greatest exertion 


to start with nothing and amass $109,000,000 during a single life- 
time. It can only be done by the methods of gambling carried 
onin great commercial centers. Cold-blooded, heartless men 
stand to-day in the wheat pit and toy with the bread of the poor 
as though it were thechips on the gambling table. In railroad 
stock transactions the small savings of farmers, widows, and or- 
phans are swallowed up in a day to swell the vast fortunes of 
railroad kings. And vet these men, with their wealth protected 
by the laws of the United States, refuse to accede to a tax of 2 
per cent to be used for their specific benefit. 
THE RICH WILLING TO COMMIT PERJURY. 

They even go so far as to say that such a tax could never be 

collected; that the rich would commit perjury before they 


would pay it. This, Mr. President, is a sad comment on the 
honesty and integrity of this favored class of-citizens. Men of 
wealth should rep te such statements, and their representa- 


tives in Congress who volunteer to make them. 

This tax can be collected at less e than other internal- 
revenue taxes, and our people will slow to conceal their 
actual incomes if public officers are as faithful as the ordinary 
tax assessor. 1 

ln England a fine of $100 and a triple tax on the income is lev- 
ied for false swearing. The result is that little trouble is ex- 


ee 


perienced in the collection of income taxes. In Prussia if false 
returns are made the matter is fully investigated and heavy 
fines or imprisonment or both are imposed. Some millionaires 


in that country, as in the United States, are opponsd to the in- 
come taxand sometimes commit perjury toavoidit. Butif any 
citizen fails to make returns for ten years the bill is charged up 
to the heirs of the estate and on the death of the défrauder the 
Government collects the amount from his estate with fine and 
a legacy tax. 
NOT MORE INQUISITORIAL THAN OTHER TAXES. 

The charge that such a tax is inquisitorial is not true unless 
the work ofall tax collectors is inquisitorial. The city and 
county assessor comes into our houses and examines and lists 
one by one your books, pianos, stoves, carpets, clocks, and chairs. 
He goes on to your farm and appraises your horses and cows, 
your farming implements and grain. At every custom-house, 
also, the most inquisitorial process is gone through with on the 
arrival of every steamer. Your trunks and boxes are opened 
and the contents examined one by one. The fact is that the col- 
lection of any tax is in a sense inquisitorial, and the income tax 
will be as acceptable to the people as any other tax. 

THE RICH ESCAPE TAXATION. * 

It is a common belief,Mr. President, that the rich do not con- 
tribute their fair share of taxes to the support of our public in- 
stitutions. Whereas they should pay correspondingly more than 
the poor, they. poy less 9 the amount of property 
Hundreds of ions of Government bonds are owned by mil- 
lionaires on which they draw quarterly interest in gold, but on 
which sag | do not pay a dollar of tax. This exemption was 
made by the act of 1871, and is as unjust as the score or more 
~~ enacted during the past thirty years tor the benefit of the 
I have lately read in the Chicago Times a series of editorials 
charging the assessor in that city with favoring the rich in the 
appraisement of property. It was a courageous work on the 
part of the Times, which should commend the paper to fair- 
minded people. Here is the result of the investigation, which 
will show you, as yourun your eyo over the columns of per cents, 
just where and upon whom the burden of taxation rests. 

First, Property of the rich. 


Title and trust building 81. 000 8158, 000 
Woman's buildmg 1.880.885 230,000 
Chamber of Commerce 2, 250, 000 225, 000 
Security ..........-..- 750, 000 75,800 
Hartford 1, 000, 000 110, 000 
Rand & MeNallx 1, 000, 000 160, 000 
Manhattan building __ 7 — 90, 000 
Monon „000 87,700 
fonadn: oa e 311,500 
17 5 

2.100, 000 180, 000 

wee 1,500,000 195, 000 

600, 000 41,700 

y. 800, 000 53, 830 
1, 250, 000 71,960 

2 | a 

125000] "9! 900 

800, 000 78,500 
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Second. Property of the poor. 


Real Per 
Residences and stores. yalue, Assessed. cent 

Goo naaa n $1, 600 600 40 
P. D. 2,000 500 25 
F. A. Rücks 7,200 1,800 25 
M. McNulty....-- 2,000 517 25 
Fred. G. Libkes - 2, 200 1,100 50 
D. Kahn 8, 000 2, 000 25 
O. E. Young... 4,000 1, 600 40 
Robert Berndt. 2,000 1, 050 52 
A. L. Thies 12, 500 2,500 20 
Wm. Sanderso: 8, 000 1,300 16 
H. Seeberger 7,000 1,526 21 
P. Blickhahn 7,000 1,300 18 
H. Heyns.... 6, 000 1, 100 22 
F. A. Peder. 6, 000 1,050 17 
J. F. Sullivan 1,500 200 20 
R. W. Peters 9, 500 2, 384 25 
C. A. Richters, .. 3,500 637 18 
E. Anderson 3, 500 791 22 
H. C. Herodt < 2,500 400 16 
WEE Ac E, P EE AVER K 7,000 1,450 20 

E PEIE N an Ee N E EAA aA | 2i 


The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] wishes a little more ex- 
plicit information in regard to these facts, I have taken from 
the Chicago Times a list of twenty pieces of property owned by 
the rich. In the first column the real value is given, in the 
second the assessed value, and in the third the percent of assess- 
ment as related to the real value of the property. The assess- 
ment for the first is 10 per cent, for the second 12 per cent, and 
for the third 10 per cent, and so on, making an average of 7 per 
cent for the list of twenty pieces of property. 

The second list is of twenty pieces of property, mostly resi- 
dences of poor people, ranging in value from $1,600 to $12,500; and 
we find there the average is 21 per cent. 

Startling facts are revealed in Mr. Stead’s new book on Chi- 
cago under the heading of Dives, the Tax Dodger. I wish that 
I could take the time to read the whole book here for the ben- 
efit of the Senate, but I shall content myself by reading a short 
editorial from the New York World upon the book. The World 
says: 

y < RICH MEN AND TAXES. 

One of the most startling facts brought to light in Mr. Stead's book on 
Chicago is the way in which the rich men of that city escape their just share 


of taxation. Twenty years ago the assessment for taxation of the property 
of Chicago, real and personal, was 832,072,995. In 1893it was but $245,790,351. 


When, according to the estimate of the people of that city, it 
is more than two thousand million dollars. 


Here is a shrinkage in twenty years of about 870,000,000 in the assessed 
popa while, as everybody knows, the wealth of the city has enormously 
creased. The rich have found ways of concealing it from the assessors, 

assessors under oath make the following returns of the personal gor 
erty of the richest citizens: Marshall Field, $20,000; Marshall Field, jr., 
288805 P. D. Armour, $5,000; George M. Pullman, $12,000; J. W. Doane, 
$12,000; H. H. Kohlsaat, $1,500; O. J. Yerkes, $4,000. 


This man is the owner of the street railway system, I believe. 

Potter Palmer, $15,000. None of these men makes out or swears to his 
own account. The swearing is all done by the assessors, who are allowed 
by the Crossuses grossly to fg ree their essions for taxation. Itis 
not without reason that Mr. Stead says: “There is a heavier sum in solid 
dollars pocketed ey by the official perjurers of Chicago than is paid 
to other officials in the service of the 55 

An income tax enforced by the National Government would fetch some 
millionaire tax- d rs hicago and elsewhere to book. Now they 
escape doing their proper share in maintaining the institutions of Govern- 
ment under which ner, fatten by the false swearing of others, connived at 
if not suborned by bribes. Many of them would not swear falsely them- 
selves. Those who are willing to do it might not be able to buy off the 
nation's assessors as easily as ra oct their local officials. 

Such facts as these revealed of Chicago show why the rich are, as a rule, 
against anincometax. Withoutit they can escape doing their duty. They 
fear they may not be able to do so any more. eir talk about the evil of 
false swe g that it will promote means nothing more than that they 
doubt their own ability to be more honest than they have been in this par- 
ticular. But they do not relish becoming liable to the pains and penalties 


ot ‘perjury in their own persons. 

ut so far from this being a reason Saor an income tax it is a strong 
reason forit. Too long and too heavily have taxes been imposed upon that 
part of the earnings of the people which is necessarily spent for shelter, food, 
and clothing instead of upon the surplus which is saved. 

But coming nearer home, Mr. President, look at some facts in 
the city of Washington. The House committee two years ago, 
Hon. TOM JOHNSON, of Ohio, chairman, made some discoveries 
here which furnish very interesting reading for those who are 
accustomed to make honest returns of property to the assessor. 

Mr. JOHNSON saysin the preamble of his resolution: 


Whereas said old assessment on the land values alone in the District is 
276,000,000, when it should be more than 8300, 000, 000, this shows an extraordi- 
nary undervaluation, and, what is still worse, the greatest injustice 
the valuation of the land used for business 
assessed at less 


dence p ses, especially where the small homes are situated, 
at from 70 to 80 per cent of its true value, while in many cases land held for 
ee ee is assessed at than 10 per cent of its true value. The fore- 


‘acts were brought our by an e: rt valuation on enough land in the 
District to furnish an average A public Dy 


embraced in these showings seem tohave 
ively prepared.” 


5 8 statements are verified by tables showing exact assess- 
ments. 
Again, the commmittee say: 
LACK OF CONSCIENCE IN TAXATION, 


In the last report of the assessor for the District of Columbia it is inti- 
mated that “the public conscience is becoming somewhat elastic on the sub- 
ject of taxation.” This is putting an obvious fact very mildly indeed. So 
tar as our lea ligt goes, it would be a better expression of the truth to 
say that in matters ot taxation there seems to be very little public conscience 
left, and that the general sentiment is that no one is bound in honor or hon- 
esty to pay any tax that he can by any device escape from, and men whose 
word is as good as their bond, who would feel themselves disgraced in de- 
NS a private creditor of a penny of his due, make no scruple whatever 

defra g the government of its claim and shirking their sind penan pl 
for what is held to be their due to society in return for the benefits whic 
they receive from society. 


These discriminations in favor of the rich, Mr. President, do 
not happen by mistake. It is open, everyday fraud, and is as 
bad as theft or highway robbery. The poor respect and fear the 
law. The rich ride over all laws if they are obnoxious to them. 
The power of money is to-day greater than law; and it is time 
we were coming back to pure Democratic principles, that all 
men are equal and entitled to equal protection under the law. 

A tax onincomes, Mr. President, would prove to be 


A POPULAR TAX, 


I feel confident in making this assertion, despite the state- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] and the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. HILL], that it is both unpopular and 
undemocratic. That it was borrowed from the Populist plat- 
form, or that it was adopted by the oponen convention, does 
not, I grant, necessarily make it pop But the Populists 
represent only a small portion of public sentimentin favor of the 
income tax. The agricultural and laboring classes, represent- 
ing 60 per cent of our population, are, regardless of party, al 
most unanimous in favor of an income tax. : 

The vote recently taken in the House on this question would 
indicate that the West and South are almost a unit in favor of 
this feature of the bill. The following table shows the popula- 
tion of Congressional districts represented by the affirmative 
votes: 


SOUTHERN STATES, 


SUS ONG Virani: e EET N 762, 794 
North Carolina. — 1,440,410 
1 —— -- 1,289,600 
Missouri ---- 25,318, 925 
Alabama — 1, 513,017 
Kentucky 1,71, 154 
aT E ee. 1,837, 888 
Louislana ---- 596, 964 
Arkansas ʻ--- 1,128,179 
5 ---- 1,500,783 
DoD cca E E E EA a caves — H OO 
Florida a 301, 
South Carolina =, 800, 
NSS 2, 285, 583 
WESTERN STATES. 
373% ͤ K A iene 1, 046, 238 
Minnesota 742. 429 
Wisconsin 1, 032, 132 
CCT. L AE A E T a E E RE 1, 560, 234 
a a sane EENS E I T O E S ENE A S A E SE AT 543, a 
CC x2 Bs eee noel E E S E, $, 870, 701 
ona az 60,705 
on 115 
— J „ 
Iowa 118 850 
South Dako 328, 808 
orado 412,198 
Montana 


225 > 


Total, twenty-nine States maese nup nae aani neve 
Total population of these States, 42,398,841. 


Here is a table showing population of Congressional districts 
represented by the negative vote on this proposition. There 
are given in the table twelve States and forty-eight Congres- 
sional districts. The population of these districts was only 
8,000,000; in other words, 8,000,000 and a fraction against nearly 
31,000,000 of population. 


Dis- Popula- 
tricts. t 


on. 

10 2,652,000 
585 
5 883, 12 
4 691,780 
3 521; 720 
2 975, 880 
2 376, 530 
1 169, 940 
i| tos 490 
1 134, 

48 


Pa 


V 


1894. 


— 


In these New England States, represented as opposed to the 
income tax, are to be found large bodies of Si eee labor, like 
the Knights of Labor, who for years have embodied the income 
tax in their platforms. From New York, New Jersey, and Mas- 
sachusetts I get some of the strongest letters in favor of this 
feature of the revenue bill. Many go so far as to declare that 
Eastern Representatives do not express the views of a majority 
of their constituents, but rather the views of the capitalistic 
class. p 

I would not go to the length of saying that the income tax is 
un-Democratic. Will the Senator from New Jersey kindly give 
me a definition of Democracy? The country to-day is waiting 
breathless for an answer. Five million five hundred and fifty- 
one thousand one hundred and forty-three voters who stood by 
the party in 1892 wish to know, and now look to the daily action 
of this Chamber. And mark you, they understand the meaning 
of Democracy. They still stand by the teachings of Jefferson 
and Jackson, and will suffer no twisting of the term N 
to suit the whims of a few who have lost their love for the ol 
principles and are willing to vote with Republicans when pri- 
vate interests are involved. 


f The Senator from New York yesterday took occasion to use 


the whip and to scourge the balance of the Democrats on this 
side of the Chamber because he said they were masquerading 
as Democrats, when at heart they were Populists. Lask whether 
nine-tenths of the Democrats on this side of the Chamber are 
not in favor of the income tax, and whether it is not one-tenth, 
upon the other hand, who are yoting and masquerading as Demo- 
crats who are at heart not Democrats, but rather Republicans 
or representatives of the money power? 

I clip from the Washington Post editorial an extractshowing 
Democratic sentiment: 

NORTH LOUISIANA POPULISTS. 


In common with many other newspapers, the Philadelphia Inquirer is 

eatly interested in the result of a certain sentimental census recently taken 

the Fourth Congressional district of Louisiana, and referred to by our 
esteemed contemporary thus: 

„The people of Louisiana are on record as to certain burning questions 
rimaries to select a successor to Comgressman 
e Senate, a sort of referendum was held, with 

* 


ofthe day. At the recent 
BLANCHARD, promoted to 
the following result: 


For income tax 


The majority in these cases is so overwhe as to leave no doubt as to 
where the people of Northwest Louisiana stand. erun no risk in saying 
that the income-tax collections from that section will neverswell the Treas- 
ury coffers to bursting.” 


This is the average sentiment of the South and West to-da 
on this and many important questions. Ignore it if you will, 
these people will yet demonstrate at the ballot box the meaning 
of Democracy. 

If I had time I might analyze the sentiment of the Republicans 
of the same sections with like results. The Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SMITH] and the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] 
succeeded in proving that the income tax was unpopular among 
capitalists, but they have not yet caught the sound from the 
masses. 

The enemies of this proposition also say that such a tax is un- 
popular in England. Note the following from the Chicago Times 
of April 18, 1894: 

VICTORY FOR THE INCOME TAX. 

An answer to the assertion that theincome tax is so unpopular in England 
that the Government is about to abolish it came yesterday in the news from 
London that the new budget increases this tax by 1 penny in the pound. 
The increase in revenue by this action is estimated at ieee 500,000. This 
isa cant act on the part of the British Government, for it gives the 
lie to the assertion that the income tax is odious and unpopular. A gov- 
ernment in the ticklish position which Lord Rosebery’s ministry now oc- 


cupies would catch at the opportunity to win favor by reducing an un u- 
lar tax. Itcertainly would not put its existence further in jeopardy bee: 


creasing such an impost. 

The fact is that in England the income tax is accepted as a matter of 
course, enjo rather more pop than most devices for raising reve- 
nue because of 


ty 
e obvious equity init. In the United States it will be even 
more popular than in England, use under our system of raising the 
Lapi of our revenues by tarif duties the inequalities of taxation are more 
aring. 
That the income-tax clause in the Wilson bill now before the Senate will 
become a law the Times does not doubt. The bitter assault upon it of the 
rivileged classes, led by the political penance b, DAVID B. HILL, only goes 
to prove its justice and to increase its stre It is characteristic that 
the attack upon the income tax was coupled with an attack upon free trade. 
It is significant, too, that the 3 which antagonize the taxation of 
„great incomes are the agencies which oppose any attempt to break down the 
monopoly of money by a proper increase of the circulating medium. The 
beneficiaries of Vilege are alarmed, and have rallied to each other's de- 
fense. They are so to having other people taxed for their benefit that 
they look on a proposition involving their taxation for the people's benefit 
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as revolutionary. They will make Lert er le pay, them for the use of money, 
che 
7 


yet will they not pay the people that tate—for the protection under 
which they have amassed their riches? 


The income tax is a vital plank in the platform of the people's emancipa- 
tion: It must be riveted there and made a part of the national structure. 


The Senator from New Jersey says that the income tax is un- 
American. I grant it, Mr. President. It is also undemocratic 
for the same reason. But neither statement is based upon good 
logic. All good things are neither American nor democratic. 
For the United States to refuse to adopt ideas from other na- 
tions is like the case of a man who would refuse to use certain 
products because they were not produced in this country. Let 
me inform the Senator that his State ballot law—also those of 
many other States—was borrowed from Australia. The wisest 
men of our nation to day say that we would do well to borrow 
the government ownership of the telegraph from England, and 
railroad ideas from Hungary, Germany, and Australia. Yes; 
the income tax is European, but it is good, nevertheless; as 
good as any economic principle that has been framed into a na- 
tion’s laws. : 

England, Italy, and the states of Germany adopted the ide 
years ago. 

Prussia has had an income tax since 1851, and it has worked 
to the entire satisfaction of the Government and the people. 

The minimum of exemptionsis 909 marks ($214.20), and the tax 
on this is about two-thirds of 1 per cent. On incomes ranging 
from 1,050 to 1,200 marks, about three-fourths of 1 per cent; from 
1,200 to 1,350, 1 per cent. The rate increases up to 9,500, where 
between that amount and 10,000 marks the rate is 3 per cent. 
Between 10,000 and 100,000 the rate is 5 percent. Last year the 
Government collected $31,210,712. 

Wurtemburg has hadan income tax since 1820, and the present 
rate is 6 per cent. Baden has a tax of 2 per cent on incomes 
above $150 and raised last year $1,425,000. Bremen taxes at 4 
cent incomes above $150. Austria’s income tax ranges from 

+ to 20 per cent and raises annually $10,000,000. Italy's rate on 
incomes is 12 per cent, and she raised last year $45,000,000. 

Switzerland’s tax ranges from 1 to 8 per cent. 

England through Mr. Pitt introduced the income tax as early 
as 1798, and taxes all incomes above $750. Our millionaires want 
to be English in all but the method of taxation. England long 
since discovered that capitalists and landed proprietors were the 
5 of taxation and adopted the income tax as a matter 
of justice. 

As long ago as 1850 objections were raised by certain capi- 
talists against the income tax, but after two committees, one in 
1852 and another in 1861, had made full investigation in elab- 
orate reports they declared it to be the best system that could 
be devised, and it stands to-day as an example for American 
statesmen to follow. American capital may court justice when 
it is too late. 

The proposed income tax, Mr. President, is 


NOT ENTIRELY SATISFACTORY. 
Many changes could be made so as to make it more accept- 


able. The maximum of exemptions should be placed as low as 
$1,000, an amount supposed to r the average living ex- 
in moderate circumstances. But the House 


nse of a any 
ill, in placing the maximum at $4,000, have not gone below the 
ave family expense when the moderately rich are averaged 
with the poor. 
Again, the only proper income tax is a graduated one, begin- 
ing with small incomes and increasing the percentage of tax 
on all sums above $5,000. Afterlong experience foreign nations 
have adopted the graduated plan, and find it works to the en- 
tire satisfaction of the majority of the people. 


THE UNITED STATES HAS TRIED THE INCOME TAX. 


In the United States many people remember having paid an 
income tax from 1862 to 1872. Under the war income tax the 
maximum exemption was $600 at first. On sums from $600 to 
$1,000 the rate was 3 per cent during the first three years. On 
incomes above $1,000 the rate was 5 per cent. Jn 1865 a tax of 
74 per cent was levied on all incomes between $600 and $5,000. 
In 1868 the maximum exemption was placed at $1,000. The 
average yearly income from this measure was more than $30,- 

„000. 

It was then a war measure, but was willingly paid by all those 
who hoped for the perpetuity of the Union. 

The Senator from New Jersey quotes the revenues derived 


each year from 1862 to 1873, to show that the tax was unsuccess- 
ful. 


radually diminished: 


‘he receipts g 
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The receipts increased till 1866, and then, as the Senator says, 
“as soon as it became certain that the Union was saved and 
that extraordinary, inquisitorial, and hateful methods of taxa- 
tion were no longer necessary, they refused to pay.” A confes- 
sion, Mr. President, that the rich refuse to obey alaw when it 
is distasteful to them. The fall in income was caused partly by 
the refusal of the rich to pay; but partly also by the change in 
the law as to rate of tax and exemptions. The rich can be made 
to respect any law if proper penalties are attacheđ; and if the 
Government were as diligent in collecting thé income tax from 
the wealthy as the Internal Revenue Departmentarein hunting 
moonshiners or violaters of the tobacco tax, we should have an 
end of petted and emg ei criminals. 

The law of 1863, Mr. President, should not have been repealed, 
for a just law is as good in time of peace as in time of war. But 
after the war was over and a surplus began to accumulate in the 
Treasury a continuation of the income tax would have endan- 
poroa the protective tariff system which had proved a veritable 

manza to New England manufacturers under the war tariff 
of 1867. If the war tariff was to be retained the income tax 
must go, and it went. 

. The abolition of the latter and the retention of the former 
were alike agreeable and beneficial to the American millionaire. 
The repeal of the income tax was done at the request of the 
money power, and is one of the long series of enactments by 
which during thirty years the people have been converted from 
freemen into serfs. 

We are now hoping to retrace our steps by relieving the 
masses from the burden of oppressve taxation, but at every ste 
we are confronted by che he ae which prates about ves 
rights” and ‘‘legislation ed at the East.“ Mr. President, 
stolen rights are not vested rights; and in the future the peo- 
ple are determined that one section of the country shall be no 
more sacred than another. No class shall be allowed to become 
arrogant and oppressive merely because might makes right.” 
Woe to our country if capital inculcates that doctrine in the 
minds of 40,000,000 hungry, proud spirited Americans. The peo- 
ple who have slaved in the mines and factories of this country 
and have produced the vast fortunes now enjoyed by a few 
feel they have aright to life and the comforts guaranteed by the 
framers of the Constitution. Capital may go one step too far in 
their attempt to wrest from the laboring man the fruits of his 
honest toil. 

Considering these facts, Mr. President, can the Senator from 
New Jersey argue that an income tax is unwise? Will he or 
other Senators deny the people this small it bay in the line of 
justice? It is always wise to throw around the Republic those 
safeguards of legislation which will insure contentment and 
happiness to the people and perpetuate our institutions to com- 
ing generations. e are here as representatives, and not as 
individuals; as statesmen, not as l politicians; as patriots, 
and not as promotersof selfish interests. Let uslegislate inthe 
interests of all the people. 

Mr. VEST. Lattempted 3 but did not care to inter- 
rupt the Senator from New York . HILL] when he was speak- 
ing, to give notice of some amendments which are not printed, 
which I propose to submit on the part of the committee in lieu 
of the amendment in regard to the tax upon mutual life insur- 
ance companies. I send the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee as a substitute to the desk to be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read theamend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 11, section 59, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the following amendment: 

Provided, That mutual life insurance companies shall not be required to 
pay an income tax upon the sums repaid to their policy holders as divi- 

ends or interest upon the surplus premiums held by such companies. 

And insert at the end of the section: 


Nor to any insurance 9 or association which conducts all its busi- 
ness solely upon the mu pla 


Mr. HOAR. I was unable to catch the reading from the desk. 
Does the Senator mean to include all insurance companies, 
whether marine, life, or fire? 

Mr.VEST. All insurance companies conducted on the mutual 


plan. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator intend to propose an 
amendment in regard to building and loan mae 
Mr. VEST. Iam about to state the other amendment. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. A 
Mr, ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri— 


I have just now had the opportunity of looking at the amend- 
ments—that he offer all the amendments and have them sent im- 
mediately to the Printer to be printed. 

Mr. VEST. Iam doing that. Iwant everybody to have full 
notice of what these amendments are, so that the debate may be 
conducted 3 

In line 20, section 34, the committee propose to strike out 
four“ and insert three, and so all through the bill, thereby 
making the exemption 83,000 instead of 84, 000. 

In regard to building and loan associations, the committee pro- 

se to modify the amendment soas not to apply to building and 
oan ‘associations which make loans only to their shareholders. 

of es page 187 of the print of the bill which I hold in my 
hand, section 59, line 14, the committee propose to insert after 
the word collected“ the words except as herein otherwise 
8 and in lines 15 and 16 to strike out the words or- 
inary working or” and insert ‘‘actual;” after the word ex- 
mses,” in line 16, to insert losses and interest on their bonded 
debt;” so that with this amendment the section would commence: 

That there shall be levied and collected, except as herein otherwise pro- 
vided, a tax of 2 per cent per annum on the net fits or income above 
actual operating expenses, losses, and interest on their bonded debt, etc. 

This exempts from taxation the losses of these corporations 
and interest on their bonded debt or fixed charges. 

Mr. HALE. It is difficult, listening to the Senator, to know 
to what section or sections of the bill these provisions apply. 

Mr. VEST. The newsection. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask the Senator whether this covers 
that portion of the bill which refers to railroad corporations and 
which emphasizes what is known as the surrender to the rail- 
road corporations, or does it only apply to banks? 

Mr. VEST. It covers the corporation section, 59. 

Mr. HALE. Does it include railroad corporations? 

Mr. VEST. Of course, it includes all corporations. 

Mr.HALE. Therehas been a large assembly of railroad pep- 
pte here for the last few days, and there has a good deal 
of interest to know what would come out of it; and therefore I 
wanted to know what these provisions covered. 

Mr. VEST. I know nothing of any railroad people being as- 


‘sembled here. I have not seen any of them, except as I have 


seen people here every day for the last four months;*but this 

amendment has not been made at the instigation of any corpo- 

ration. I am under the influence of no corporation, and have 

no connection with any corporation; but we are endeavoring to 

make this bill upon just and equitable principles, and this was 

ae result of consultation amongst the 5 of the com- 
ttee. 

In line 17, section 56, strike out the word“ three“ and insert 
t two; in line 11, page 175, strike out ‘‘ three“ and insert “two; ” 
and in line 8, section 65, o 196, strike out the words ‘‘ collec- 
tor of its collection district” and insert Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the Senator from Missouri presented 
all the amendments he intends to present? 

Mr. VEST. All I intend to present now. The other amend- 
ments are printed in the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Was an order entered to have these amend- 
ments printed immediately, so that we can have an opportunity 
to examine them? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Their printing will be ordered in 
the absence of objection. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss the 
details of this bill. The amendments proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri I had understood would be offered. I think, so 
far as I have been able to catch them, and so far as I can under- 
stand them from the ney os, Se the desk, that they probably 
improve the details of the bil 

Te only desire to say a few words about the 3 of collect- 
ing revenue from the income tax. Sucha tax has been grieyously 
assailed, not only on this floor, but in the public press of a cer- 
tain section of the country. It has been assailed as a sectional 
method, a sectional principle, as one belo to monarch- 
ical government, and having noplace in a republic. Tho Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] yesterday made a very vio- 
lent attack, not upon the bill, but upon the proposition to collect 
money by means of an income tax. He said: 


This proposision is a war upon industry. honest * living, and 
moderate gains. It is a combination of aristocrat aot Populist, of the mil- 
lionaire and the tramp, which orcing this policy upon us against which 
(eo toe neg anergy spirit. dissent and its 
loathing. Tou put the en upon these men, upon the sa bank, u 

the life policy, the foreman in the mill. upon the man a little sav- 
ing umiok you will take off from whisky and tobacco. It is easy to get a 
5 from New 


Mr. President, that is in kee 
have been made, I believe, on 


with the arguments which 
floor, not only now but here- 


8 
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tofore, with reference to the income tax. In 1871, when there 
was a proposition before the Senate to repoa the then existing 
tax, an examination of the RECORD will lose the fact that 
the same class of arguments, if arguments they may be called, 
were then invoked as are now made. IL desire to the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a few remarks made by the then distin- 
hed Senator from Indiana, the old war governor, Senator 
orton, touching this very method of Pecan, This was in 
1870, when the question was before the Senate. He said: 
Mr. President, we have had the argument by epithet in this case. This 
has been called an inquisitorial, an infamous, and an iniquitous tax. I will 


meet the argument by epithet with the argument ofopinion, and I will give 
my opinion on the other side, that it is the most equitable and justof all 


8. 
But it is said that some rich men will wake false returns, and therefore 
all ought to be exempted. Many rich men make false returns in regard to 
State taxes, and my opinion is there is just as much fraud committed in re- 
gard to State taxes as there is in regard to national taxes, and I think the 
cases are far more frequent, in fact. 
After continuing some time in defense of the principle of the 
income tax, he further said: 

But I shall now speak of the general operation of the law; and I say, tak- 
ing the country through, the general condition of the community, 
that the income tax is the best. expression and exponent of the productive 
propery of this country. Sometimes a man pays a tax on an income that 

far above his productive property. It may be on a fictitious income; it 
may be what may be called an oceasional income resulting from peculiar cir- 
cumstances that may not nappen again during his lifo. Ido not © from 
those cases; I argue from the great mass of cases; I will say four hundred 
and ninety-nine cases out of every five hundred; and, take the country 
through, the income is a true expression of a man’s productive property. 


Later, he said: 


every that hardship 
from taxing a man according to the assessed value ot his property than in 


Then he goes on and speaks of some hardsbips such as the 

Senator from Massachusetts brought against the law, and says: 

The law can not avoid that. I know we can not meet these exceptions, 

The law has to dealin generalities; and when gentlemen complain of the 

hard cases growing out of the income tax I refer them to the fact that there 

are more hard cases. ied S$ of every other system of taxation, because 
no other system represents. so Wella man's productive property. 

s * 2 u ka * * 

The argument is a tax that falls upon the uctive property ac- 
cording to its quantity, and upon its consumption; falis upon the coun- 
try according to population and not according to wealth. It is an argument 
in favor of an unequal and unjust tax and against a just and equal tax in 
its principles. 

There is very much more here which might be read, and I 
think it would be instructive and would be a full answer to the 


epithets which are hurled A the p sed law. 

I have another quotation I should like to make. The distin- 
guished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] addressed the Sen- 
ate on the 25th of January, 1871, upon this question: 

It is the only tax— 


Speaking of the income tax 


levied by the United States that falls upon property or office, or on brains 
that yield ponot, and in this respect is distinguished from all other taxes 
levied by the ted States, all of which are upon consumption, the con- 
sumption of the rich and the poor. the old and the young. I make this the 
simplest division of taxes—taxes upon possessions and taxes upon consum: 
tion. As the income tax now stands, it is estimated that it will yield $12,- 
833,000 out of an aggregate revenue of $320,000,000, or about 4 per cent or one 
twenty-sixth part of our aggregate revenue. 

The Senator from Ohio was then resisting the repeal of the 
income tax. As to the objection against it that it interferes 
with private business, the Senator said: 

The first.objection is that it authorizes espionage into a man’s business. 
Well, sir, so do all taxes. Your whisky tax authorizes the most searching 
espionage, and assumes that fraud is inevitable in the production of whisky. 

Then the Senator 88 to show that in all the collection 
of revenue duties of every kind and character there was the 
same objection to be made, and said: 

But no custom-house laws can be enforced unless this espionage is al- 
lowed. It is not allowed for the purpose of interfering with men or women 
engaged in pocorn nay sass but the espionage must extend to them in order 
to reach the fraud t importer or the smuggler, 

s 0 2 * e b. * 

There is not a State in this Union which does not authorize more espion- 

age into a man's private affairs than the income - tax law of the United States. 


Again he said: 

We are told that this is an odious and unpopular tax. I never knew a tax 
that was not odious and ar with the people who paid it. I think if 
the Senator from Pi 1 would go into some places in Philadelphia 
he would find that the w tax which is so popular with us is unpopular 


Later, after arguing to show that it was a fair tax, he said: 
That is the only answer, and itis te + because 
your system of taxation to rest solely upon consumption withon’ aay far 
upon property or income, you do make an unequal and unjust system. 
1 Soor went on s siom that ee income tax was 
collec at less expense and at about half the expense uired 
to collect. other pet ie 


I spak only by recollection, not having looked at it recently; 
but the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who introduced 
the income-tax proposition in the House of Representatives and 
advocated it, declared then from his place in the House that it 
was a just and equitable system of taxation. When the ques- 
tion came before the Senate for final vote 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Colorado will see that the 
committee then introduced it with great reluctance and as a 
necessary war measure. 

Mr. TELLER. They did not introduce an unjust and in- 
equitable tax, I think, even for a war measure. [t was re- 
garded, and the debate in the Senate will show that a majority 
of the Republicans of this body at that time so declared both by 
their voice and by their vote, as an equitable and just system of 
taxation without reference to thequestionof waror peace. The 
most distinguished members of this body, at least a great number 
of very distinguished members of this body defended the in- 
come tax by speeches and by their votes. There were 26 votes 
in favor of its repeal and 25 against it, and every Senator who 
voted against it was a member of the Republican party. There 
were 5 Democrats who voted with the 26 for the repeal. So in 
1871 the Republican party in this Chamber put themselves upon 
record in favor of the justice and the righteousness of the abused 
income tax. 

I shall not read the vote of the Senate, but there were in the 
Senate at that time a good many men of national reputation who 
favored the retention of the act, and who defended it not upon 
the gromt that it was a war measure, for in all ihat debate 
which I have gone over I do not find a single defender of it, not 
even the Senator from Vermont, in defen it putting it upon 
the und that it was a n war tax. Some of them did 
say that we could not afford in the state of our finances to dis- 
pense with the revenue, and perhaps made that the reason. All 
who expressed themselves on the subject, I think without ex- 
ception, declared that it was an eauitable and just tax. 

The then colleague of the senior Senator from Vermont, not 
being present at the time of the vote, was paired in favor of 
the retention of the act. Various other Senators of national 
reputation, and, I repeat, more than half of the Republican mem- 
bers of the Senate, voted for the retention of this tax, at a time 
when there was no pressing necessity for revenue, any more 
than there isto-day, or asmuch, and when there was every year 
and every month of the year a a of revenue. 

Mr. President, yesterday the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] declared m his seat here that it was ad- 
mitted by the defenders of this 1 that it was the pur- 
pose to ribute the property of the United States by means 
ofan income tax. I challenged the Senator then, and I chal- 
lenge him now, and I challenge everyone who is opposed to 
this feature of the bill to show that any ons of the advocates of 
2e proposition has eyer made any such statement here or else- 
where, 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Colorado will read the 
debates in the House of 3 upon this tary measure, 
he will find that the principaladvocatesof the proposition there 
stated that this was the first step in taking away from the rich 

roperty which did not belong to them for the purpose of pay- 

g the expenses of the Government, which they ought to pay. 
Of course no psrson in the House of Representatives or - 
where, so far as I know, has stated directly that this is a method 
for the redistribution of wealth; but the logical result of their 
arguments and statements was exactly in the line which I have 
now stated, that it is for the purpose of reaching practically a 
redistribution of wealth. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam notallowed by the rules.of the Senate to 
comment upon what occurred in the other House, but as it has 
been referred to. I will state that after a fairly careful examination 
of the debate I do not think there is anything in it which will 
justify that inference, and the Senator himself admits it is an 


erence and not a statement. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am told by a Senator near me that the 


Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] in his speech this morn- 
ing discussed the proposition along that line. 
Mr. TELLER. It been discussed along the line that the 


rich people of the country are not paying their part of the taxes. 
That isa very different thing from the distribution of the prop- 
erty. No Socialist, no anarchist aan ponte hope to derive — 
personal gain by taking money out of the coffers of the rich 
putting it in the Treasury. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand the argument, it is that at 
present the poor people of the country pay all the taxes and the 
rich people pay none, and the idea is to have the rich people 
pay ‘taxes and the poor people relieved from paying them, 

t strikes me it is only an indirect method of d the same 


2 
Mr. TELLER. There is no such assumption made on thg part 
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of anybody who defends this feature of the bill. The Senator 
from Rhode Island may make the ment for his side; he has 
no right to make it for the other. e argument has been from 
the beginning, it has been defended upon that principle, it was 
so defended when it was passed here, it was so defended when it 
was maintained here, upon the ground that it was an equitable 
distribution of the taxes, and that the men who had the wealth 
of the country should pay in proportion as they call upon the 
Government for their protection and preservation. It has been 
asserted here and it has been asserted elsewhere that a tax upon 
consumption and consumption alone does not properly distribute 
the burdens of taxation among the people. 

The man who holds millions of dollars’ worth of property pays 
no more, perhaps, under the general taxes levied opon consump- 
tion than the man who has not any property. The man who 
buys foreign clothes and foreign wines and foreign cigars or 
whobuyscigars which are manufactured hereunder the internal- 
revenue system of taxation pays a tax; and we know that in 
every community there are men of moderate means and moder- 
ate fortune who pay just as much tax to the General Govern- 
ment in that way as the richest of all. That is the claim; not 
that it is pro d that the rich men shall pay the taxes, but 
that theys pay an equitable and just proportion of the taxes, 
and no more and no less. 

There is no party in this country which ever has insisted in 
its 8 or by its representative men that any class of people 
in this country should pay more than a just and equitable share 
of the burden of maintaining our Government. No party could 
live which would put itself upon such a platform. The common 
sense of the American people and their sense of justice would 
peons a ty * coming into power upon such principles 
ut there has been a feeling amongst the people of the United 
States, and rightfully, too, that the wealth of this country does 
not bear its fair proportion of the burdens. 
Í It is said that this is a sectional tax. Itissectional because in 


‘oem? 


one section of the country the people will pay more than the 
ple in another section will pay. That is true./ The great 
tate of New York and the State of Massachusetts, all the New 
England States and the Middle States, will pay more in propor- 
tion to their population, perhaps, than will be paid by the 
Western States and the Southern States, but they will not 
pay as much under this pro act in proportion to their 
wealth as the Southern and Western States will pay. There 
is not the slig test excuse for the statement that an income 
tax is sectional. There is not the slightest excuse for the state- 
ment that anybody who advocates this proposition proposes 
to take from any man that which he is not under obligations 
equitably and justly to surrender to the Government of the 
nited Statesfor the preservation and maintenance of order and 
the preservation and protection of his property: 

Is this tax an inquisitorial tax to such an extent that we ought 

not to adopt it? e Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] 
terday took offense at something the Senator from 
ber PEFFER] said in plain Western lan e, that the objec- 
on to this tax is that the rich men of the 8 are going 
to lie about it and not pay. That has been the stock argument 
against this proposition. It is not put in that way; nobody says 
it exactly as the Senator from Kansas said it, but it has been re- 
peated ad nauseam that we can not collect this tax because the 
ple will not render to the Government a just and truthful 
account of their incomes. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? . 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not take offense at that. I took offense 
because the Senator from Kansas insisted I had said it. Inever 
said it, and never thought it. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not so understand. I thought he charged 
it had been said generally. 

Mr. HOAR. inted out that all I said was that the people 
like to have privacy in their affairs, but the Senator from Kan- 
sas still persisted, and I did not further insist on correcting him. 

Mr. TELLER. I misunderstood the Senator's cause o 
plaint against the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator did. 

Mr. TELLER. [supposed the Senator from Massachusetts was 
objecting because the Senator from Kansas had made a general 
charge that that is the argument against the proposition. The 
Senator from Massachusetts will admit, I suppose, that that is 
2 the most 5 adduced argument against such a 

that you can not honestly collect it. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido think I should go so far as to say that it is 
the most frequently used argument. It isundoubtedly an argu- 
ment, but it never seemed to be an argument with the slightest 
weight. As I said yesterday, the objection to the posse tax 
on ka oana M poti tenth part qa to that which would 
apply to a tariff. ere never woul a tenth part as much 
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objection to an income-tax law on that ground as toa law taxing 
importations. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam coming to that point. 

Now, is it an inquisitorial tax? Is it any more so than the 
State taxes under the laws of Massachusetts or any other State 
because the laws are practically the same on that subject 
Every citizen of the State of Massachusetts and other States is 
requ , at least that is the law in the West, and I suppose it 
is the law in the East, to give in under oath a statement of all 
his personal and real property. If he has bonds, not United 
a bonds, and not excepted from taxation, he must list 

em. 

If the authorities think the party does not properly list his 
bond, they bring him before them and then they make a proper 
list themselves. The inquire into a man’s business; they send 
for his books; they subpoena witnesses, if they choose, and they 
take all the steps which may be necessary to compel him to pay 
his just and proper share of Government burdens. If an im- 
porter ships goods to the city of New York he is compelled to 
furnish a properly certified and sworn invoice. If the authori- 
ties believe thatitis not correct, they take testimony and examine 
mno his affairs to determine whether he is making a proper re- 

urn. 

When a person lands at the New York wharf some whipper- 
snapper comes up and says, Have you any diamonds or any 
contraband goods on your person?” No matter who it may be, 
no matter what his reputation at home may be, unless he hap- 
pens to occupy an official position for the time being he is liable 
to be taken into a room and searched and compelled to disrobe. 
And that is true whether the person be a male or female; yetno- 
body will allege that against the collection of import duties that 
you can not collect them honestly, because occasionally there is 
a villain who will bring in things upon which he ought to pay 
a duty with a view of not paying a duty. So honest men have to 
submit to indignities, and no man-ever was searched ata sta- 
tion who did not feel indignant. He can not help it, although 
he knows it is proper and right that that should be the law. He 
feels that an insult has been put upon him, and yet no thinking 
man feels it so severely that he brings that as a charge against 
the system of collecting import duties. Under the ad valorem 
system of collecting import duties there are, in my judgment, 
three or four times as many opportunities for fraud as thereare 
in the collection of the income tax. 

Now; why should not the man who has an income of more than 
$3,000 (as I understand that is to be the limit now) pay upon 
thatincome? Is it nota fairer system of levying taxes n to 
levy them upon property? The man who has broad acres in 
Kansas or Colorado that are worth to him nothing as a revenue- 
producing agent, pays taxes to his State, and he might pay taxes 
to the Government under a system properly arranged; but is it 
not infinitely more just that the man who has money coming to 
him should pay a pittance of 2 per cent upon his income? Is 
there any hardship init? Is there any tnoguality in it? Is the 
statute When it shall be enacted liable to the charge that was 
brought against it by the Senator from Massachusets [Mr. HOAR] 
yesterday, that it is a tax upon industry, a tax upon thrift, a tax 
upon honesty? 

The Senator says that some man with a great estate will take 
and absorb all the income from it in riotous living. So men in 
every department of life will waste their substance. When you 
tax the mechanic’s house under the State law of Massachusetts 
(and I think they tax them all), it is a tax upon industry; it is a 
tax upon saving; it isa tax upon thrift. All taxes bear hard 
upon the people who pay them, unless it be the very rich. But 
you can not maintain governments without taxation. When 


governmental societies were organized every man agreed that 


e would pay his part of the burden, and he agreed that that 
should be in proportion to the property that he owned; that is, 
determined by the income that he gets. 

Mr. President, let us see whether this is a severe provision 
upon the men whohaveincomes. I donot suppose that the fore- 
men of very many mills spoken of by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts get more than $3,000 a year. Perhaps occasionally in 
the great establishments making iron (and I do not know but 
that it is the same case with extremely skilled people in the 
manufacture of cotton cloths and woolen goods) they get more 
than $3,000, but they are the exception and they are envied by 
all the rest. Ifsuch a person gets $5,000 he wiil pay how much? 
He will pay on $2,000, and he will pay $40. The mechanic and 
the clerk, and the man whose incomeis so small that he lives up 
to it every day, escapes this taxation. Does the Senator object 
to that? Does anybody objecttoit? He haslittle property, 
probably escapes State taxes as he escapes national taxes. The 
true principle is that the property of the country shall maintain 
the government of the ooun ia 

I presume it is safe to say that the interest upon the invest- 
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ments of this country will not now exceed 43 to 5 percent. If 
the citizen gets his income from fortunate investments in rail- 
road securities or other things which are excepted, although he 
may have $50,000 invested, from which he draws 4, 5, or 6 per 
cent, he will not pay asingle dollar on that income. 1 think no 
man who has an income above $3,000 a year ought to complain. 
Is it true, as stated by the Senator from New York and the 
Senator from Massachusetts yesterday, that we do uot need this 


revenue? We needed it in 1862, 1863, 1864, and 1865. We need | 


it to-day, I repeat, as much as we needed it then. 

4 4 55 the Ist day of April the revenues had fallen behind 
$66,000,000, and since then they have fallen behind until cer- 
tainly there will be a deficiency of seventy-five or eighty million 
dollars this year. How isit to be met? Senators tell us there 
is abundance of revenue. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] said there is abun- 
dance of revenue fromimportduties. In 1892 the revenue duties 
were within $10,009,000 of the expenditures of the Government: 
in 1893 they were within less than two and a half million dollars; 
and for the year 1894, I repeat, they will be undoubtedly some- 
where in the neighborhood of from sixty-six to seventy-five 
million dollars less, and 8 the amount of deficiency will 
be less. Month by month the deficiency is increasing. 

Now, pray tell me, some one who is opposed to this income tax, 
how are we to pay the national obligations; how are we to main- 
tain the high credit this Government has maintained unless we 
resort to some other method? I asked the Senator from Dela- 
ware what is to be the revenue under this bill? I had asked the 
committee. I know that noone can tell, no one who has studied 
this question has any reason to suppose that the revenues for 
the next year will be any more than they are now or than they 
have been for the last year. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Colorado permit me for a 
moment? , 

Mr. TELLER, Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I regret very much, of course, to interrupt the 
Senator ge a hat may be called a set speech 

Mr. TELLER. It is not a set speech. The Senator is quite 
at liberty to interrupt me. 

Mr, L. I wish simply to make one suggestion. Does the 
Senator say that the condition of the finances of the country is 
such that it is impossible to make a reduction of tariff duties 
without providing some other system of revenue? 

Mr. TELLER. I believe that there might have been a revi- 
sion of the tariff in a way that might have brought more reve- 
nue than the McKinley act brought. If the revision of the tariff 
was solely for the purpose of securing revenue, I believe that it 
might have been done in a way that there might haye been an 
increased revenue over that of the year 1893. $ 

-Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Cértainly. 

Mr. HILL. Then are we to understand that the tariff-reform 
bill that is proposed to be passed will not of itself alone bring 
sufficient revenues to support the Government? 

Mr. I do not believe it will. 

Mr. HILL. I commend that to the consideration of the gen- 
ior who are engaged in supporting iton this side of the 


r. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not believe the pending bill would bring 
sufficient revenue without the income tax. It may be that it 
would bring sufficient revenue to run the Government, but we 
must have more. We owe $600,000,000, some of which will be- 
come due very soon. Weshall have toprovide for the elas 
of our national debt. The American à people have willed and de- 
termined long since that the national debt should be wiped out 
and not continued, and therefore any revenue system which 
does not provide more than is necessary to run the Government 
each year is not a proper one, 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, the estimates which 
have been made by the Secretary of the Treasury include suf- 
ficient to pay all the interest on the public debt. 

Mr. TELLER. The estimates may do that. The Secretary 
of the Treasury estimated last year that the deficiency in the 
revenues would be $28,000,000. They will be $50,000,000 more. 
Is it wise for any government to run so close to the wind thata 
little disturbance in the financial affairs of the country will de- 
stroy its revenue, so that there will be a deficiency? 

Mr. President, we want a revenue tariff, if we obtain our rev- 
enue by a tariff, that shall not only yield sufficient to run the 
Government, but leave a surplus in the Treasury to apply to the 
payment of our debts, and if we do not get it from that source 
we must get if somewhere else. 

Ineed not say here what I have said before, that the Ameri- 
can ged tes were displeased with the Sop pag act of 1890, 
They believed, as very many men on this floor who voted for it 
believed, that in it we had gone to excess, and had put upon the 
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statute book larger import duties than ought to have been im- 
posed. The people of the United States were not satisfied, and 
if the Republican party had come into power public sentiment 
would have required of us that we should revise the tariff in 
very many particulars. : 

In my judgment, I repeat, not only is an income tax an equi- 
table and just and proper method, but it is absolutely necessary 
at this time that we should have it. Our finances are notin 
good condition; the financial world is not in good condition; 
and while you put down the duties upon imports, and it should 
be presumed that the imports will increase, the amount of im- 
pore that come to this country will depend upon our easing 4o 

uy. If we are not able to buy they will not come in. n- 
sumption in the United States, by the best authorities and by 
all who have given attention to it for the last year, has been 
reduced one-third. There is nothing in the financial sky that 
justifies any man in believing that increased consumption will 
cause a greater demand for imports. If the people can not buy 
the importer will not import. 

Our gold goes abroad every month, some months at the rate 
of $25,000,000. Twenty-five million dollars went last month and 
$15,000,000 already in this month, or in the neighborhood of that 
amount. There is no prospect of a revival of business. There 
is no prospect that the people of the United States will be able 
to consume the additional millions and many millions of imports 
that will be required to make up this deficiency; and, as I said 
months ago, we are met with the proposition squarely, shall we 
create further indebtedness to maintain the current expenses of 
the Government, or shall we by an income tax collect from the 
wealth of the country that which it can sanly bear? 

There is no country in the world whose citizens feel the hand 
of the national government as lightly as they feel it here. No- 
body has felt its burden, whether it was a tax upon consump- 
tion or a tax upon incomes; and a tax upon incomes of 2 per 
cent is infinitesimal, and ought not to excite the ire of the for- 
tunate possessors of great wealth and of great incomes. But 
whether it does or does not, I want to predict that the income 
tax has come not to stay for five 2 but to stay as a perma- 
nent system in this Government for the collection of revenue, 
as a system that has been demonstrated in another country 
(where there is as much love of justice and law as there is here) 
to be after all the most equitable method of compelling property 


to pay the burdens of Government. I speak of the gdom of 
Great Britain. 5 
I know the Senator from New York thought that that did not 


commend itself to us because it was an English aristocratic sys- 
tem. Mr. President, there isno aristocracy in taxes. There is 
no democracy in taxes. The law puts its hands, if it is an equita- 
ble and just law, upon the property, and not upon the individ- 
ual. In Great Britain they have been compelled by their neces- 
sities, by their enormous debt, and tremendous expenses to ac- 
quire in every way that they could taxes on an equitable and 
just plane, and this tax, which went into effect in 1798 and con- 
tinued until 1816, and then went into effect again in 1842, finds 
no opponents inthat great Kingdom. It isadmitted by all, Lib- 
eral and Tory, that itis a proper and just way of distributing the 
burdens of government on the people of that country, It wasa 
just and equitable tax in this country, and found no opponents 
outside of the few people bordering on the Atlantic Ocean, and 
1 few of those. 

r. HILL. I assume the Senator did not intend to misrepre- 
sent the position of public men in England. I read in my re- 
marks on April 9 last, and simply incidentally referred to it 
3 a letter from Mr. Gladstone, who for many ong peers 

as had a little to do with the Government of Great Britain, in 
which he said he was notin favor of the continuance of that tax, 
and gave his reasons. 

Mr. TELLER. Idid not mean that somebody did not com- 
plain about it. I meant to say what the Senator will not deny, 
that no political party in that country has ever made that one 
of its articles of faith. There, whenever they want any money, 
they do not go to Parliament; some authority that they have 
adds 2 pence to the pound, or 3 pence, or whatever may be nec- 
essary. It is a more burdensome tax there than it is here. It 
is collected in Italy; it is collected in Austria; it is collected in 
Germany; it has become one of the features of administration 
the world over as equitable and just. 

N Is it collected in any republic on the face of the 
globe? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, there are not many repub- 
lies. I do not know whether it is collected in any republic, and 
I do not know any republic on the face of the earth outside of 
ours that any financier would point to as an exemplar in finan- 
cial administration. Whatever we may have done as republics 
in taking care of the liberty of the person and of speech and all 
that, the republics of the world outside of our own have not 
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shown any extraordinary wisdom in finance. I do not know 
whether any other republic exceptoursevertried it. We tried 
it, and I repeat, when that act was repealed there was no senti- 
ment for its repeal outside of a small fringe of settlements on 
the Atlantic coast and California on the Pacific. Senators on 
this floor fromthe great States of lowa and other inland States 
declared that if was a popular law. 

I believe it may be said that there is no other feature in this 
bill that will commend itself so thoroughly to the people of the 
* United States as this feature, not because the people of the 
United States are socialists, not because the people of the United 
-States want to take unduly from any man that which the law 
does not require to be done in equity and justice; but because 
there is a prevalent idea everywhere that it is an equitable and 
et system of distributing the burdens. The Senator from New 

ork talks about its shipwrecking the Democratic party. Mr. 
President, I have not much interest as to whether it does or does 
not; but if there is anything that will give the Democratic party 
a hold upon the votes of this country it is the assertion in the 
bill of this principle of ere and just taxation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain 
the Senate more than a short time to express my opinions in re- 

to the income tax. 

On the 25th of January, 1871, inas h made in the Senate, 
I gave my opinion as to the constitutionality and justice of the 
income tax. I have read that speech wi a day or two, and 
do not find anything in it that I do not concur in. I believe, 
under the circumstances in which we were then placed, the re- 
peal of the income tax was a bad measure of public policy. It 
was carried mainly not by party divisions so much as by sec- 
tional divisions. e majority of the Senate voted for its re- 
peal mainly upon the ground that there was a surplus revenue 
at that time to a considerable amount, and they claimed that 
the income tax was not therefore AST I was opposed to 
the repeal of the income tax for the reasons I gave in that speech 
Those reasons still stand as my justification. 

If the circumstances in which we are now placed were the 
same as then, or anything like it, I would insist upon a renewal 
of the income tax. I ve that an income tax is a fair and 

ust mode of revenue, whether enforced by the nation or the 

tate; and if the circumstances demanded it and there wasany 
necessity for it, I should not hesitate for a moment to vote for an 
income as pro in this bill. Ido not think there is any 
such necessity. I do not believe it is a wise thing at this time 
to renew thisexceptional tax—the income tax—which was never 
before assessed since the Government of the United States was 
formed, except during the civil war. 

In 1871, when it was proposed to repeal the tax, the Govern- 
ment of the United States was in debt over $2,000,000,000. The 

rmanent appropriations growing out of the war, including the 

terest on the ublic debt and the sinking fund, amounted to 
$160,000,000. e t payments of the debt have been made 
since that time. The conditions then exis demanded, as I 
thought and as I urged throughout the length and breadth of 
that speech, that the current income tax should be continued at 
least until it expired by its own limitation. According to the 
law as it stood in January, 1871, the income tax would have ex- 
pired in two years, I believe, the Ist of January, 1873. 

Yet the proposition to repeal the income tax was carried by 
the majority of one vote at a time when this heavy burden rested 
upon the shoulders of the American people. The result was that 
in two years from that time the income of the Government fell 
so greatly that there was a deficiency in the revenues in 1874, 
very much the same condition of affairs that we are having now. 
Tndeed, the United States is passing through one of those pecu- 
liar financial stringencies that occur among all nations and all 
people in all times, when the fluctuation of trade, which no man 
can foresee, causes a great disturbance in business affairs and 
asudden loss of confidence, a reduction of revenue, and enor- 
mous loss to the people. 

In 1873 . d was ae err 3 as we DATO 3 
twenty years rwards. 1873 the panic was precipita y 
the i of a great banking house interested in building the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, but the want of confidence growing 
out of that one fact spread to all other industries, so that in two 
years after that time all kinds of industries became stagnated, 
and the people were passing through a period of most severe 
stringency, far greater than they are parnak through to-day. 

The same condition, the same stringency, has again come upon 
the people. Hardly any man can give a reason why. No man 
can say there is anything peculiar in the condition of affairs in 
the United States that does not apply to all the other nations of 
the world. We know that the same str ncy that exists here 
exists also in other parts of the comme world. Under these 
circumstances I do not think it is wise for us to renew a tax that 
was never put in force except once, when the United States had 


over $160,000,000 of permanent appropriations to meet, interest 
on the public debt and the sinking fund. At that time we were 
feeling all the resulting burdens of the war, and the public debt 
had not been materially reduced. Under these circumstances 
to repeal any form of a taxation seemed to me unwise and im- 
proper. 

I do not deny that on general principles of equality and jus- 
tice the incomes of the rich should contribute their full share of 
taxes. Their incomes ought to bear a fair share of the public 
burden, but it seems to me that it should only be imposed by 
the Government of the United States in a time of severe and 
vital necessity. The States ought to have the power of taxing 
incomes, and they have it unless they have denied that power 
to their Legislatures by their constitutions: They ought to 
have the power of levying all direct taxes; and this income tax, 
whatever may be said by the Supreme Court, and however nice 
the distinctions may bo made between direct and indirect taxa- 
tion, is in effect a direct tax upon each individual or upon a cor- 
poration representing individuals. This tax ought to be left to 
the people of the States. 

The other nayan speaking upon this bill I showed that the 
local taxes of the people of the several States amount to $200,- 
000,000 more than the taxes . by the General Govern- 
ment. Therefore, public policy demands that we should leave 
to the States all forms of taxation that are not specifically and 
exclusively levied by the United States. We have in duties 
on imported goods a sure and ample reliance for all that is 
necessary to carry on the operations of the Government. 

It is not necessary to pass this income tax vision to pro- 
vide sufficient revenues for the support of the National Govern- 
ment. We are now daily re and reducing taxes which 
fall lightly upon the people, which can not be levied by the State 
governments, which ean be levied only by the National Govern- 
ment in the form of duties on imported goods. Day by day we 
have by this bill sacrificed by the million dollars a day the reve- 
nue that would come into the Treasury with but little cost from 
gunes on imported goods which can not be Jevied for State 

xes. 

There are ample resources in this form of tax for all the ex- 
penses of the Government, whatever may be their name or na- 
ture. There is no difficulty whatever in the honorable gentle- 
men who have charge of bill 2 enough taxes on im- 
ported goods to collect enough and even more than enough rev- 
enue to carry on the ordinary operations of the National Goy- 
ernment, leaving to excises for ample means for the necessary 
payment of the interest on the 3 debt and the pensions to 
the Union soldiers of the war. The pretext for this measure is 
that some faults are found in the McKinley act. Some dissat- 
isfaction was created two years ago when that act was not un- 
derstood any more than the pending bill is now understood by 
the people of the United States. 

On account of the changes made, the alarm that was created, 
and the loud outcry made by our Democratic friends, there was 
a gross misunderstanding in regard to the terms and provisions 
of the McKinley act. It was afar better measure than they rep- 
resented it. It largely reduced taxation. It was a measure of 
relief and wise protection to domestic industries; but a feeling 
was created that some of the duties were too high, and we may 
concede that some of the rates were too high. On the other 
hand the McKinley act repealed many taxes, some of which 
ought to have been retained. 

I were called upon to designate one or two items that ought 
to have been preserved in the McKinley act, I would say at 
once promptly that the tax on sugar ought never to have been 
disturbed. It is the best subject of taxation, because it not 
only gives a sure and certain revenue and is but aslight burden 
upon the consumer, yet it protects an industry vital to our 
country, and which will be more important to us in the future 
when the sugar beet shall supply e great body of the sugar 
consumed by our le. Slight ch in the marcy law, 
additions here and deductionsthere, without any radical change 
of its provisions, would have been amply sufficient to have fur- 
nished all the necessary expenses of the Government without 
resorting to an income tax. 

Therefore I shall vote against this income tax simply because 
it is unnece: It is unnecessary because we have ample- 
sources of revenue without resorting to this expedient. 

Then, besides, to levy an income tax is an invasion of the 
rights of the States./ The States have only direct taxes upon 
property, including incomes, licenses, and franchises by which 
to carry on the operations of the State and local government. 
We ought to keep our hands off of ev kind of taxation the 
States may properly levy: Thereis nothing in the Constitution 
to prevent any kind of property tax being levied by a State 
upon any of the property, real or personal, of the citizens of 
that State. They could levy income taxes as well as we, and we 
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have other and better sources of revenue which tend to protect 
and foster our industries. 

We ought not to invade the domain of State taxation or crip- 
ple them in the exercise of their local powers of taxation, which 
now requires more than $560,000,000 to meet the growing wants 
of States, counties, cities, and townships extending over our 
vast country. If it were not for that, and ifthere was some ab- 
solute necessity to secure a greater sum of money than can be 
collected from imports and excises, I would not hesitate in levy- 
ing it in the formof an income tax. 

But there is another thing. The terms and conditions of this 
income-tax provision it seems to me are utterly indefensible. 
Why should we levy a tax upon the incomes above 84, 000 a year 
and not oi upon the great mass of the incomes from $1,000 up 
to $4,000 

Mr. CULLOM. It is proposed to reduce it to three. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isit proposed to reduce it to three? Well, 
that is an improvement. I will ask the Senator iu charge of the 
bill if it is proposed to reduce the minimum income to $3,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iso understood the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; to $3,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thathelpssomewhat. Why take $3,000 as 
the standard? There is only one line of demarcation which has 
been generally observed by any nation, including our own, and 
that is to exempt from income taxation enough to cover all the 
necessaries of life of a man’s family in the ordinary condition of 
human society. 

In the beginning of our civil war, when our circumstances 
were stringent and we had to get money, we exempted $600, on 
the ground that 3800 would supply at least the wants of the or- 
dinary family, merely exempting enough to supply the absolute 
wants of a family in the o ry condition of the people of our 
country. Allabove that was taxed. We collected over $300,- 
000,000 in less than ten years on this tax. We made nodiscrimi- 
nation. This bill does make the discrimination of $3,000 a year. 
If the tax is levied on all above $1,000a year—which I would re- 
gard as about the line of demarcation of income—and there was 
any necessity for the use of that money for the support of the 
Government, I would vote for it with great pleasure. 

I feel precisely as I expressed myself twenty years ago, thatit 
was a tax no man should complain of. Ifthe circumstances and 
exigencies demanded it, or the interests of our people, the need 
of revenue, or the public credit, or any public interest demanded 
it, I would vote for it without hesitation. I do not by any means 
regard the income tax as the worst feature of this bill, and I 
should have no objection to it, as I say, if thera was any real de- 
mand forit. But there is not. 

Mr. President, this making a line of demarcation on incomes 
of $4,000 or $3,000 it seems to me is a low and mean form of so- 
cialism. Why should a man who has been prosperous, who 
isa property holder, be aimed at, struck at for special taxation? 
Why should ordinary success, the result of care and prudence 
in the management of his affairs, reduce him below or beyond 
the sympathy of the mass of our people, and subject him to 
special and discriminating taxes? 

Any man who thinks that this doctrine of socialism can poison 
the minds of the native people of the United States, and espe- 
cially of the farmers of the United Sta‘es, is greatly mistaken. 
The ideas that are now permeating society in many countries of 
the world will not have a strong foothold among the yeomanry, 
the plain people of the United States, because they know that 
whatever may be the advantage of wealth and however may be 
the condition of prosperity in life between men, our institutions 
are founded upon the equality of all, and there is no man, how- 
ever poor and humble, who can not demand and secure the same 
rights and privileges and enjoyments as the richest man in our 
country. = 

In a republic like oprs, where all men are equal, this attempt 
to array the rich against the poor or the poor against the rich 
is socialism, communism, devilism; it is the foundation of all 
the fears that now disturb many of the European governments. 
I have no sympathy with it whatever. I know something about 
how it was to be poor, how it was to struggle one’s way in life, 
and how to be independent. All that I can perceive, and every 
person in the United States can perceive it as well as I. 

There is a complaint made against the accumulation and dis- 
tribution of wealth in this country. I do not think there has 
been any accumulation of wealth for two or three years in our 
country.. There have arisen conditions outof our civil war that 
have made great changes in the condition of individuals. Prob- 
ably the most important tendency since the war is the concen- 
tration of men and women in cities at the expense of the coun- 
try. The cities have sron enormously, the most remarkable 
growth being that of Chicago. 

I was in Chicago when its population was less than 50,000, and 
now it is rivaling New York in the magnitudeof its population. 


Look at the vast wealth created by that aggregation of people, 
settling upon a treeless plain, because it was as level as the sea 
when it was first occupied, and unattractivein every way. Yet 
more than a million and a half people have settled there, and 
most of them since the war. The vast increase of city property 
in the United States, and the vast increase of its value by the 
increased population, has been the chief source of wealth and 
the foundation of great industrial interests and great propert; 
in this country. Who could object to that? It was the nat 
advance and growth of our country, and it ought to be the pride 
S our country instead of being the cause of remark and com- 
plaint, 

Another thing, the inventionsof our country in the last thirty 
or forty years have been wonderful beyond all precedent in an- 
cient or in modern times. Look at the condition of things fifty 
years ago in the State of Ohio, when we had no railroads, no 
modes of transportation except the old stage coach and the farm 
wagon. In former times property was invested in building turn- 
pikes and bridges, and tolls were levied upon all who passed over 
the bridge or along the turnpike every eight ortenmiles. The 
whole condition of society is changed, not only in Ohio, but in 
all parts of our country. 

ow 170,000 miles of railroad traverse our land, more than all 
the railroads of Europe. Those railroads haye been the source 
of great wealth, largely increased by very improper means, by 
watering stock, by selling to the people certificates of stock or 
bonds that do not represent anything. But this fancied wealth 
is disappearing. The time I think is not far distant when much 
of the railroad pe rty in the United States, like the turnpike 
property and the bridge property, will disappear. Even now 
many of the stocks except of a very few lines of railroads are of 
scarcely any value whatever; and many of the fortunes built 
upon these great works are disappearing like snow before the 
summer sun. The railroads of United States could be dupli- 
cated for one-third of their cost, and one-fifth of their paper cost 
. by bonds, etc. So these things will cure them- 
selves. 

All the wonderful inventions in electricity and all the innum- 
erable andamazing inventions of machinery for farming yielded 
enormous profits to inventors and capitalists and laid the foun- 
dations of great fortunes, but these become the 1 of the 
people. The amount that has been realized by the brief monop- 
oly given for patents soon disa „and then all this vast 
Property becomes the common rty of the 3 of the 
country and can no longer be made the basis of untold fortunes 
and untold wealth. The added wealth by invention lessens the 
labor and toil of the people and reduces the cost of living and 
adds to the comforts of all. 

A farmer in Ohio will take his sulky plow, and riding along 
he may in an easy way turn the sod and prepare the soil. The 
labor is comparatively slight. He has the benefit of mach- 
inery, but not at its cost twenty or thirty years ago when an or- 
dinary mowing machine would cost $100. Now it costs $30 or 
$40, all the great establishments competing at low prices to 
construct the machines. A vast aggregation of wealth has been 
added to the people of the Uni States by these inventions. 
In every condition the life of man and woman is improving, so 
that although the people of the United States may ba suffering 
fromatemporary disability they are really farricher than their 
fathers an 3 were before them. 

Sir, I could draw pictures here by the hour of comparison be- 
tween the former condition of our people in Ohio and their con- 
dition now. It is all beneficial. They are inheriting all these 
inventions and all the greatimprovementsof the age. Most of 
the men who are scoffed at as millionaires are self-made men who 
commenced life in poverty and availing themselves of industry, 
intelligence, and opportunity, have been successful. Many of 
them are of the highest standing and character, some have de- 
voted their lives to the public good, and have given freely for 
all good purposes. They have made themselves rich by their 
intelligence, their integrity, their capacity, and their ability; 
and the people, atleast of the State in which I live, have re- 
spect for men of that character. 

There are some things in our country that we ought to break 
down. We have inherited all the benefit of invention. On all 
the railroads of our country freight is carried cheaper than in 
any other. But we have in modern times a new invention that 
is devilish in all its aims and ends, and that is the invention of 
trusts and combinations by which a few ple get together 
forming an incorporation in some remote State, and throwing 
into a massall the property in a particular line of industry under 
asingle ownership or control; they control it so as to prevent 
any benefit to the people of the United States. A vast amount 
of watered stock is added to the value of the property involved; 
stocks and bonds are issued; and then men are supposed to be 
created millionaires. 
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Take the stocks of the sugar trust that we had here before us 
only a few days ago, where upon the basis of $9,000,000 they is- 
sued $75,990,000 of stock and $10,000,000 of bonds, and paid upon 
it, watered stock and all, from 6 to 12 per cent interest every 

, every dollar of which was at the cost of the people of the 
nited States. 

If the Senators here who have charge of this bill will take as 
much pains in striking at the combinations and trusts which 
interfere not only with our foreign but with our domestic trade, 
they will do a duty to their country more important, indeed, 
than any they have attempted in the bill. I am sorry to say 
that instead of that they have gone, I think, to the other ex- 
treme. 

It may be said truly that in the McKinley act some of the com- 
binations were greatly favored. At that time these combina- 
tions were not fully understood; they were not well formed. If 
the Senators on the other side had only put sugar upon the 
dutiable list without any discrimination for or against the trust 
at a particular rate they would have had all the revenue that is 
required for the Government without invading the domain of 
State sovereignty with the incometax. There would have been 
no trouble atall. A dozen amendments made in the McKinley 
act would have changed everything that was complained of in 
that act without all this long delay, this codification of a new 
law, this assessment of an income tax, a war tax justified by the 
necessity of a former time, but not justified now by any circum- 
stances whatever. 

Mr. President, I have said about all I care to say on this fea- 
ture of the bill. There are some features of the bill that ma: 
be changed by amendment, but I do not know whether that will 
be done or not. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator having the bill in 
charge to one or two subjects-matter. I find here in the bill as 
it originally came to us a tax on all individual incomes of over 
$1,000; and if the income was again taxed in the form of corpo- 
rate property, no deduction was to be made from it. But the 
Senate committee have inserted the following provision: 

t an rati 
comipany, or association there shall not be included the amount received 
from any corporation; company, or association as interest or dividends upon 
the bonds or stock of such corporation, company, or association if the tax 
of 2 per cent has been paid upon its net profits by said corporation, com- 
pany, or association as required by this act. 

If this means that the individual person who is called upon to 
pay an income tax has a right to deduct from his rendering all 
the capital invested in corporations, it will very gronn reduce 
the amount that can be collected from the tax. Capitalists as a 
rule do not invest very large sums in corporations, generally 
managing their own affairs in their own way. The great body 
of the owners of the corporations are comparatively poor men. 
You may say in regard to the national banking system, as shown 
by their statistics, that more than three-fourths of all the stock 
held by national banks is owned by persons holding stock to a 
less amount than $3,000. The great fourtunes of the country 
are not involved in these corporations. Therefore when you ex- 
tend the income tax to the corporations you extend it mainly to 
the income of the r and to the income of the thrifty poor. 

Mr. PLATT. the Senator will allow me, unless persons 
have $4,000 or $3,000 income, it is no benefit to them to deduct 
from the income anything that they have received upon stock 
while the 3 has paid it. It makes persons who have 


less than $3, income invested in corporations pay without 
gs Pee 
r. SHERMAN. That is precisely what I intended to say. 


The result of the tax levied upon corporations, and not upon in- 
dividuals, is that if levied upon individuals the deduction may 
be made, but if levied upon corporations there is no deduction 
whatever, and all the tax on the profit made by the corporations 
is deducted from their stockholders. 

Who are they? Are they wealthy men who are fortunate in 
having a large income? Not at all. The most of our corpora- 
tions, State and national, are composed of small stockholders; 
the only exceptions are such organizations as the sugar trust, 
the gas trust, and the Pacific corporations, where three or four 
men hold the entire stock of the companies. Asa rule, how- 
ever, in our railroads, in our manufactories, and in the various 
corporations connected with the active business life of the peo- 
ple, most of the stock is owned by small stockholders, and yet 
we propose to levy upon these small stockholders the great mass 
of the income tax imposed by this bill. 

I have no hesitation in saying that the amountlevied upon cor- 

tions will be far more than that which will be levied upon 
dividuals under the operations of the bill. Therefore the 
poer part of the income tax thus levied will be upon the very 
t people of our country, the men who have been rbut who 
are trying to improve their condition, men who, whenever they 
can save a little money, put it into one of these organizations, 


many of which are organized for the benefit of people of that 
class; or they par their savings into bank stock or something of 
that kind, in the hope that they are laying by a nest-egg which 
will make them rich. 

This is the condition. Howto change it is difficult to tell, 
and I do not exactly know, but if you reduce the limit to the 
individual taxpayer to $1,009, then this discrimination will not 
be so great; so that a person having atotal incomeof athousand 
dollars from any source whatever, as an attorney, as a physician, 
or as a mechanic, or a laboring man, would have the benefit of 
this reduction. If the income tax is only applied to large prop- 
erty-holders, none of these people will pay the full income tax. 

he people are to be taxed on all their incomes, without any 
reservation whatever, and there will be no exemption for the 
mass of the people who are interested in these corporations. 
They will have no benefit of a limit of $1,000 or any other sum, 
and will have to pay upon the whole income the tax levied b 
this bill. I am not prepared to say how this can be changed; 
but I think it is an important feature of the bill. 

I do not say that an income tax is not a proper and desirable 
tax to be levied, but only that it is not a proper and desirable 
tax to be levied now by the United States. It should be left to 
the States as a source of revenue, to be used by them whenever 
they choose to do so. 

i do not pos my opposition to the income tax, therefore, upon 
any ground such as has been named by other Senators as being 
an unjust tax under all circumstances. I think, under other 
circumstances, as a State tax, it would be just and proper. 

There is another mag in this bill which I do not think is 
right. Itis proposed by it in express terms to levy a succession 
tax. A man will be required to pay a tax on all property he gets 
by way of inheritance, although it may be by inheritance from 
the father to the son or from the husband to the wife. If prop- 
erty is acquired by legacy or by descent, those receiving it in any 
year are bound to return the whole value of that legacy for the 

urpose of taxation. That is not the formofa legacy tax usually 
mposed, and it ought not to be imposed in this form at any 
time; but certainly we ought to leave to the States the duty of 
regulating the disposition of property after the death of a tes- 
tator. e ought to leave all these matters to the States, and 
not take them under the control of the General Government. 

In mostof the States, as in Ohio, there is a tax somewhat sim- 
ilar to this; but if you provide a double tax upon the inher- 
itance of property proceeding from the father to the son, or 
from the husband to the wife, you would then subject the prop- 
erty which came to them as the result of the labors and the 
savings of a lifetime of the husband or the father to double- 
loaded taxes, by the United States and by the State. It seems 
to me that provision ought to be entirely stricken out. There 
is no necessity for that form of tax. 

There are many other features and items ot the income-tax 
provision of this bill which I think are wrong, but the prope: 
time to discuss them, I suppose, will be when they regularly 
come up for action; and therefore I shall not debate the subject 
longer now. 

I believe, however, it is unwise to insert the income-tax clauses 
in this bill, not because I am dee to an income tax, but be- 
cause it is not necessary to the National Government to levy such 
a tax now. I hope and trust it may be stricken out—I can hardl 
say I trust,” because, from the vote which has been taken, 
assume, as a matter of course, in spite of all the observations 
which have been made or anything which can be said about it, 
it is the sense and determination of the Senate to risk this ex- 
periment. 

Mr. PATTON. Mr. President, in obedience to the com- 
mands of a gront State, at whose industries the pending tariff 
bill aims a deadly blow, and emboldened by the example of other 
Senators who have addressed this body, and whose terms of serv- 
ice here have been but little longer than my own; with thecry of 
distress coming from every quarter, I feel that I should be guilty 
of neglect of duty did Inot enter the protest of Michigan against 
this bill, which means only destruction to those interests which 
have made it great and powerful. There is no State in the 
Union, Mr. President, more vitally, more seriously affected by 
the proposed bill than the one which I have the honor in part 
to represent here, and there is nopart of our country, sir, which 
is a more shining example of the beneficent influences of a pro- 
tective tariff. 

Admitted into the Union in 1837, as the twenty-third State in 
population, with 176,000 people, it now ranksas ninth, with over 
two million people, who were as happy, as prosperous, as well 
employed as any the globe contained until the threat of free 
trade paralyzed their industries and left a record of want and 
suffering unknown before to the generation in which we live. 
Our interests are great, and in 3 instances greater than 
those of any other State affected, for Michigan stands first, ag- 
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cording to the census of 1890, in the production of lumber, iron 
ore, charcoal iron, salt, furniture, peppermint oil; second in cop- 
per, and third in value of sheep and wool. 

The income-tax provisions of this bill are full of interest to 
my constituents, and in common with other Senators, I have 
presented many petitions, largely signed, from members of fra- 
ternal orders and from policy holders in mutual life insurance 
companies, asking that they be exempted from its provisions. 
It is gratifying to be assured that the Finance Committee has 
been impressed by the flood of opposition, and has agreed to 
permit an amendment exempting fraternal orders, but there is 
no reason why policy holders in mutual life insurance companies 
should not ales be freed from the operations of this measure. 
Anincome tax which grasps ata portionof that fund, which, 
in too many instances, is all that is left to the family for support 
in the severest trial which comes to humanity, should have no 
place in our system. 8 s 

Such a planof taxation as is proposed by this bill will increase 
the cost of insurance in many ways, and will meet with univer- 
sal oppoeruon; asit ought to. It confiscates not only the widow’s 
mite, but greedily reaches for a portion of the earnings of sav- 
ings banks, thus diminishing the already small dividends which 
by skillful management they are enabled to pay. There is no 
one thing of which we boast more frequently than the number 
of small depositors in our savings banks, and the amount of their 
deposits. In my own State they have grown enormously, and 
they furnish the highest evidence of that prosperity which has 
come from protection, for by reason of the high wages paid our 
people are enabled to save their money. Taxation of this kind 
must result in their receiving less interest for their deposits. 

In the United States, according to the last report of the Comp- 
troller, in 1892-93 the total number of depositors in these insti- 
tutions was 4,830,599; the amount of deposits was $1,785,150,957, 
an average to each depositor of $369.95. 

The income tax was a war measure, necessitated by the exi- 
qouciee of that great struggle, in order to meet the enormous 

rain upon the revenues of the Government. It was admitted to 
be simply a war measure, enacted against the protest of the 
Democratic party, and there is no excuse for its existence in a 
time of ae It produced revenues which dwindled steadily. 
The table printed with my remarks will show this: 


---- 834,791, 855. 84 
2 873. 


To be sure there were some changes in the law, but these do 
not account in any sense for the remarkable decrease in the 


revenue. Probably there never was a more offensive tax than 
this inaugurated. It put a premium on perjury, and exercised 
the most demoralizing influence upon our nationai life. The 
system of espionage and the scrutiny of private booxs and pa- 

rs which is contemplated is one which Americans will not 

ar. It is hard enough even now to enforce the provisions 
of our own State tax laws, and the written declarations of prop- 
erty which are expected to be furnished to the tax assessors 
are, in most cases, a dead letter. 

It has been the Republican contention always, against the de- 
nial of our friends on the other side, that direct taxation would 
have to be instituted if their theories were ever carried into effect 
and custom-house taxation abolished. We have now reached that 
point, and this party which voted I believe almost solidly for the 
- repeal of the war income tax, is now found occupying the other 
ground. Instead of requiring foreigners to contribute to the 
support of our Government, it pursues our own people and re- 
nounces its former principles by advocating class legislation. It 
is not an American tax, but is copied from foreign statute books, 
and that too ata time when the best minds of those countries 
recognize the inequality and injustice of such a system. 

It was a wise man, Mr. President, who said: 

Few political conditions can be more perilous than that of the long exile 
in ee of a great political 3 Extravagant and impracticable 
theories of 8 are apt to be adopt by such parties—theories they could 
not maintain in power with credit to themselves or safety to the public. 

It is very easy for a party in opposition, which gathers to- 
pomor all the dissatisfied elements, to attack and try to tear 

own when it has no responsibility of power. Such a party has 
been the Democratic party. In the iast Presidential campaign 
its candidates in many sections of our country stood both upon 
the Populist and Democratic platform. It was willing to embrace 
any notion, and go to any length to obtain the power which it 
sought. But when once in power it finds that the babits and ten- 
dencies of itsstatesmen have been so long iconoclastic that it must 
still continue to attack and tear down, and it has proven utterly 
incapable of constructive statesmanship. It is one thing to de- 
stroy, but it is quite another to construct a great bill, 


which has to do with the diversified industries of 65,000,000 of 
people. The Democratic party now „as it has not re- 
alized before, how pon pas itis to combine the conflicting ele- 
ments of Populists and Democrats into a majority on an 
one measure representing Wie rty aetna And to-day we 
behold it supporting a bill which does notin any sense repre- 
sent either the platform of the party, the Tee of its lead- 
ers, or the hopes or wishes of its rank and file. The chief and 
central feature of the pending bill, the income tax, on which 
it hopes to win popular support in the West and South, is not 
Democratic doctrine, but isa demand of the Populist allies as 
part of the Populist platform by which it is hoped to win their 
votes for this bill. 

The statement that Michigan is more vitally affected than 
any other State is corroborated by the report of its industries. 
The census of 1890 shows that Michigan is first in lumber prod- 
ucts, with $68,141,189—one-fifth of the total domestic product— 
an increase over 1880 of $15,691,261. Itis the first in iron ore, 
producing $15,800,524—more than one-third of the total product 
of the country, and one-half its value. For 1892 it produced 
7,267,874 tons—an increase over 1890 census of 1,411,609 tons. 

It is vite tag in the production of copper. In 1891 it produced 
54,685 tons. The United States produced one-half the world’s 
copper and Michigan one-third of the output of the Uniteđ 

tates. 


It is first in the production of charcoal iron, producing $3,982,- 
278 worth in 1890, as shown by the census of that year. 

It is first in the production of salt, the output of the State 
being nearly one-half that of the United States in amount and 
value—$2,302,579 in 1890—making 3,927,671 barrels. 

It is first in the yield of wheat per acre—18+ bushels in 1891— 
in the front rank of wheat States, producing 27,900,148 bushels. 

First in the value of farm crops generally per acre, leading 
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and all the great Northwest. For the 
ten years ending 1890 Michigan not only led all of these States 
in yield per acre of wheat, but also in value of product per acre 
of wheat, corn, barley, buckwheat, and hay crops. 

It is first in furniture—178 factories in 60 cities, with a capital 
of $9,855,000, the city of Grand Rapids alone having 45 facto- 
ries, with an aggregate capital of $5,000,000, employing 5,000 
hands, Detroit has 20 factories, with capital of $750,000. 

It is first in peppermint oil, producing more than all the rest of 
the States combined, with a product for 1892 of 88,000 pounds, of 
the value of $176,000 at the still. In1890and 1891 the United States 
exported 45,321 pounds of peppermint oil, valued at $2.66 per 
pound, while Japan, the only other surplus producer, exported 
the same year 39,149 paunan valued at 85 cents a pound. 

It stands third in the value of 4 ana wool, only Ohio and 
California leading her: Michigan, $8,552,679; California, $9,559,- 
475; Ohio, $13,900,263. Michigan wool on 1891, 11,782,395 
pounds; average per fleece, 6s pounds. Total domestic product, 
census of 1890, 258,757,101 pounds. 

It is first in the extent of coastline, Lakes Superior, Michi- 
gan, Huron, St. Clair, and Erie forming over 2,000 miles of 
coast. It is first in lake commerce, and second in vessel tonnage 
of all kinds—the center of commerce in the Great Lakes. The 
tonnage of these lakes in 1891, 1,063,063; vessels, 2,945; value, 
$75,590,950. Total ton mileage on the lakes in 1890 was 25 per 
cent of the total United States railway ton mileage. The freight 
tonnage passing the Soo” Canal in 1890 was 8,554,434, or 1,664,- 
341 more than the Suez Canal. Through the Detroit River, 21,- 
684,000 tons, about the same as Londonand Liverpool combined, 
or the entire Atlantic coast foreign trade tonnage. 

Ex-United States Statistician Dodge says about one-quarter of 
ourentiremerchantmarine ison the northern lakes, and the large 
steam tonnage of the Great Lakes (1,000 tons and upwards), 
exceeds the total similar tonnage of the rest of the country b; 
131,093 tons. Michigan leads in this commerce, and our vesse. 
onnage is surpassed only by New York, the great ocean carrier. 
Vessel tonnage for the year ending June 30, 1892: Michigan, 
390,920; Massachusetts, 389,942; Pennsylvania, 353,057; Maine, 
352,574; California, 316,872; Ohio, 315,849; Maryland, 143,536; 
New York, 1,339,937; total for the United States, 4,764,961. 
Since 1886 Michigan’s tonnage has increased 164,529, and New 
York’s 121,824 tons. (Statistics of the United States Bureau of 
Navigation.) 

It is first in shipbuilding. Total tonnage built in 1890—north- 
ern lakes, 108,526. The whole seaboard, 169,091. Western riv- 
ers, 16,506 Grand total, 294,123. Of this 108,526 lake tonnage. 
Michigar y rds at Bay City, Detroit, and Grand Haven, 45,733 
tons; 65 vessels, including two 4,000 tons steel steamers for the 
ocean trade. The steam tonn: built on the Great Lakes in 
1890 was 40 per cent greater than the entire seaboard. The 
lakes, 86,023 tons; the entire seaboard, 61,137 tons. (Statistician 


Ss ty 
It is first in inland commercial fisheries. The catch in 1892 
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was valued at $1,058,028 in first hands. The Michigan fish-freez- 
ag industry alone employed 4,000 hands. 

t is not my purpose at this stage of the debate to make an ex- 
tended s upon the tariff, or even the schedule under con- 
sideration, although each of these great industries should be 
treated separately, for this debate, long and exhaustive, has 
been illuminated 8 and splendid presentations of pro- 
tection from this side of the Chamber, showing great research, 
and which fully cover the subject. The question has been so 
much ppor] before our people from beginning of our 
Government, that itis difficult to say anything new about it. 
Neither can I be expected to participate in the close discussion 
of schedules with Senators of long experience whoareacknowl- 
edged experts in such matters, but I do desire to emphasize the 
fact that the marvelous growth and 2 which our coun- 
try enjoys has come largely because of the tariff shield which 
has developed our industries, enabled us to pay high wages, and 
given us a contented and happy people in a land of liberty and 

„ until the success. of the Democratic party brought the blight 
of the past year. : 

In this measure we are offered practically no protection. The 
men who have by skill and enterprise developed our lumber 
industries until they outrank all the States are told that lumber 
must be free, which means that Canadian lands are to be en- 
hanced in price, and the Canadian logs now taken across the 
lakes must hereafter be manufactured on Canadian soil. The 
great mills which employ hundreds of workmen at good wages 
must be moved across the lakes, and the Michigan mill hands 
must work for which are estimated at 35 per cent less than 
those paid in the States. AN this must take p. because cer- 
tain Senators from the prairie States, under the delusion that 
lumber will be cheaper to their citizens, make free lumber, it is 

one of the conditions of their support of this bill. 

Our great salt industry was not a profitable one until it was 
allied to the lumber mills, and the r from the logs was used 
in its manufacture. It has been the slow growth of years, and 
is now to be stricken down by the Democratic party. 

The theory of the free traders, that protection enhances the 

to the consumer, and that he invariably pays the duty, 

been shown to be false many times, but there is no illustra- 

tion of it more apparent than in the history of the salt industry 

of 25 State. e average price per barrel each year since 
1866 is shown by the follewing table: 


Year. Price. | Year. | Price. 


9 5 “2, 

1.85 70 

L3 753 

1.46 70 

1.48 66 

1.37 -574 

1. 19 5³⁵ 

1. 10 5⁴³ 

1.5 1 547 

-85 55 

878 J -85 || 1893 58 
8 | 1,02 


Competition has brought the price down steadily from $1.80 
in 1866, based on a barrel of 280 pounds, with a 29-cent package 
included, to the price of to-day, showing the theory of the a 
_ tectionists to be correct, that given a duty which will stimulate 

and perfect the industry, and competition invariably reduces 
the price of the uct to the consumer. 

This is a remarkable illustration of the falsity of the Demo- 
cratic war cry that the consumer pays the tax. 

Inadequate protection to copper and iron means only the 
crippling of these splendid industries which have helped to make 
the ern part of our State known throughout the world; 
and which has given us prosperity, higher wages, and comfort 
for our working le. 

I hold in my hand the advance sheets of Consular Reports from 
the Departmentof State, dated June 20, 1894 (only two daysago), 
which givea letter from Hon. Jacob T.Child,consul of the United 
States at Hankow, China, dated March 19, 1894, which is most 

t. Lwould that this statement could reach the ears 

every American workingman, and particularly those who are 
engaged in the iron industries, for it corroborates, as nothing 
else has done, the assertion that the attempt to break down the 
industries of America is done for the tof those across the 
sea, and that England is deeply interested in the destruction of 
the American tariff. This letter isa most cloud on 
the horizon, andit tells the American laborer in terms that can 
not be misunderstood, that if the present bill is to become a law 


he must take his chances with English capital, backed by th 
’ y the 
cheap labor of China. The letter is as follows: 
THE HANYAN ROLLING MILLS. 

One of the marvels of this marvelous country is the vast rolling mills 
and arsenals now approaching, — 22 in Hanyan, a city o ite Har- 
kow, on the Han 7 — er the auspices of Chang-T'az-Tung, a 
viceroy of Hupeh and Hunan. The plant covers about 70 acres, with a rail- 
road 1} miles — ge from the Yangtze River to the works, and thence to 
the Ban River, with an incline from the top of the Yangtze bank to thé 
water, where powerful machinery is located to draw the cars up a Steep in- 
cline of about 300 feet to the level. The works were designed by an English 
engineer on a most tic scale, and in their fitting up nothing but the 
most modern and improved machinery has been imported, mainly from 


o buildings are, unfortunately, located in a valley liable to overflow. 
and theirfo ations have been raised 15 feet, consisting of a bed of concrete 
made of brick, stone, and Portland cement, covered with a layer of ea: the 
whole of which was carried by baskets by coolies—the labor of thousa’ ot 
men. The work was commenced in 1891, and is yet far from completion, as 


much of the 1 still in boxes. 
The buildings are of brick, with stone foundations, handsomely designed, 


pi 
forced against the frame, interlaced with wires that severs it into ten per- 
1 bricks, which are then conveyed by hand to the furnaces 
and All furnaces, casing, 


innumerable rollers, with all their a dages, for manufacturing rail- 
the main object for the t 


road iron, which is object for erection of the t. 0 
uan of iron are now in the y with some English iron for 
blending purposes, and coke is being im: from Wales to be used tem- 
porarily in the cons rails, as soon as the can be putin 


cando. The sheds, coy with 
corrugated roofing, cover an area of 20acres. The smelters are of a most 
improved pattern, anda aa Agate is nearly completed for the manu- 
facture ——— steel. molding and —— shops axe as complete 

vators D for hoist- 


as they can be, and large ele are 

In fact, if ever finished, it will be one of the most complete 
rolling mills in the world, as seems to have been a secondary con- 
by experts in such matters to have cost so fas not leas Wan 83,600,000, and It 

y experts in such matters 80 not and it 
will cost at least $1,000,000 more to co it. 

Once in. it is the intention of the viceroy to manufacture every- 
thing in the tron line—ordnance, T „small arms, e 
arsenals are about complete, and willsoon be set up for the man- 
ufacture of arms and munitions. A number of skilled w. n are now en 
route here for the of insi native artisans and of ar- 


urpose of 
3 everything in Working order. 

e two buildings, covering an area ot about 4 . substantially 
constructed, and great skill on the part of the tect and builder. 
They are fitted up with large and 
and e that the ingen of the 
essary in such an establishment 
success. The average Chinaman looks on 
stolid 9 and turns away with the idea that the viceroy must be 
hypnotized by the from 


So far nothing but the best material has been used; not 
character has been allowed in its construction. The railroad is laid wi 


The mines from which the metals for the manufacture of rails is to be ob- 
tained are near Wang-Shih-King, about 76 miles below Hankow, 16 miles 
inland at Tayeh, connecting with the river — AS well constructed railroad 
and dock at a landing 3 miles below Wang-Shih-King. The ore is reported 


they are abandoned and new ones o; 
by experts as not suitable for smeli containing too much s 
is thought that a good quality can be obtained hereabouts from 
unde’ “ey Mines of iron and coal arenumerous in this section and can 
be made furnish all the material needed, if mined systematically, and 
owing to the cheap Jabor obtainable they can do work economically. 

Should the means of the viceroy hold out and the plant be successfully op- 
erated, it will prove a revelation to the natives of this — 1 of China, and 
do much to disabuse their minds of their own infallibility, and convince 
them of the benefits to be derived from thegenius and skill of the foreigner. 
It will stand Chang-T'az-Tung asa publie benefactor and one ot the most pro- 
gressive mandarins of the Imperial Empire. 

The rails to be manufactured here will be used to construct a road to start 
some distance above Hankow, so as to get beyond the m: ground of the 
lake country and the annual overflow, to connect with r projected for 
the interior. Itis asserted that work will commence on the con la 
SONDAE E tg pes mill can supply the 
rails. 

Taken all in all, it is the most progressive movement so far made in China 
for the purpose of ——— arms, steel rails, and machinery, aa the 
Soman SAEN sufficient to require several hours 
to teven A 


JACOB T. CHILD, Consul. 

HANKOW, March 10, 1894. 

The election of 1890 was no sooner declared in favor of the 
Democratic party than the work was begun of erecting this im- 
mense plant, costing $4,500,000, in China for the purpose of 
manufacturing iron, steel rails, or machinery, and I would ask 
the American laborer if the cheap labor of China is to produco 
arms and steel rails and machinery as cheaply as they can be 
produced by a servile and degraded laborer, what can he expect 
with a largely reduced protection for him in this bill? 
bars are to be taken down, and this isa significant illustration 
of what may be expected in case this alleged revenue tariff bill 
of the Democratic party shall succeed. 
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In short, Mr. President, as I have previously stated, all of our 

roducts, both of the field and of the mine, will suffer incalcu- 

ble loss if this iniquitous measure shall find its way to our 
statute books and be enacted intolaw. It is not my purpose at 
this late stage of the discussion to enter on an argument as to 
the merits of protection or the policy of a revenue tariff, which 
I believe is now the alleged doctrine of the Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber. But, sir, the great fact remains, 
which can not be denied, which is enforced by experience, 
which is illustrated in a thousand ways just now, that the chief 
glory of the system we advocate is in furnishing better wages 
to the laboring man and more of the comforts of life and more 
opportunities for development in every way than can be ob- 
tained elsewhere in all the world. 5; 

This bill absolutely abandons now and for all time the claim 
that protection is unconstitutional. After the spectacle which 
has been witnessed in this contest thut issue ought not to be 
raisedagain. And this statement should be forever folded away 
as sit the exhibits in the unique collection of the mistakes 
of the Democratic party. ak) 

The junior Senator from Georgia in his late speech in this 
Chamber said: 

The Democratic party is bound to make good its pledges. To fail in the 
policy of tariff reform would be to betray the interests of the people who 
Lang it in power. To fail in this great issue, upon which the 


t Presidential cam was fo t and won, would be to confess the 
inability of the Government. 


to t 
The Dem ie party will be false to its high mission and neglectful of 
dts great ty if, in addition to tarif reform, it fails to carry out by 
‘affective legisiation ts solemn of financial relief as embodied in the 
demand for free silver coinage and the recommendation for the repeal of 


the 10 per cent tax on State bank circulation. 


Tariff reform is a very elastic term as illustrated in this bill, 
and whether he means the tariff reform of the sincere though 
mistaken ideas of the junior Senator from Texas, or those of the 
junior Senator from Ohio, does not appear. And yet there isa 
yawning gulf between them which even the skillful manipula- 
tions of the senior Senator from Maryland has not been able to 
bridge. $ 

The vote of the House of Representativesof 172 to 102, 79mem- 
bers not voting, by which it refused to repeal the 10 per cent 
tax on State bank circulation a few days ago, shows also that 
the is still, in the words of the dis ished gentleman, 
“False to its high mission and neglectful of its great oppor- 
tunities.” f 

There is no class of people who will suffer more ngae pas- 
‘sage of this bill than the farmers. and nowhere will it bear more 
heavily than in Michigan. With a coast line of over 800 miles 
on Lakes Surperior and Huron, the competition with Canada in 
thay, vegetables, eggs, apples, and farm products generally, is 
sharp and severe. 

This bill offers no adequate protection to our farmers in any 
of these articles, and we can only believe that this attack on the 
agricultural interests of the country has been made in favor of 
the Canadian farmers and not of our own. 

The American Farmer of January 11,1894, in quoting from the 
Philadelphia Times, a Democratic paper, has the following: 

“There is no more fertile region than the Canadian vinces. They pro- 
-Auco wheat, rye, barley, fowls, eggs, butter, apples, horses, and cattle in 
great abundance, and of superior quality. By pi these fa 
i apos the free 3 ays Means will give to barren 
from New York, Pennsylvania, and the ppi 
Valley. The Canadians can produce them all and sell them cheaper than the 
product of our own country.” 

To such a feast the Committee on Finance invite the already depressed 
agricultural industry. 

With a large overproduction at home, the American farmer 
is not only offered sharp compstition with a foreign govern- 
ment, which can undersell him because of cheap land and cheap 
labor, and with the fences of a sufficient protection broken 

* down the prospect is indeed disheartening. 

For more than fifty years our national policy has been to put 
a tariff upon the importation of woolen goods. This has built 
up great industries at home, employing thousands of people, 

th millions of dollars of capital invested. The testimony bə- 
fore the House Committee on Ways and Means in the Fifty- 
third was that American manufacturers are able to 
make every kind of graas of woolen goods at least just as good 
as they are made in Europe.” 

Decreased duties and the abrogation of the McKinley. rate 
strikes a serious blow at a great industry, which, under the act 
of 1890, was developing at marvelous speed. But the feature of 
this bill which deserves the most severe condemnation is the 
treatment of the American farmer as a woolgrower. It is the 
determination of the other side to force free wool, and while 
now the American de bpd has to compete eee with 
Australasia, the Argentine Republic, South Africa, 
guay, where they are able to increase their sheep almost with- 


Uru- 


is — 75 to this colossal industry no protection whatever is 
offered. - 

The number of sheep in the world in 1892 outside of the United 
States is estimated by a well-known authority, North’s Wool 
Book, at 539,787,332, and the product of the wool outside of the 
United States in 1891 at 2,149,673, 600 pounds. The sheep of the 
United States in 1892 were only 44,038,365, and our production of 
wool in 1891 only 307,100,000 pounds. Australasia with 114,628,- 
301 sheep in 1891 and in 1893 125,000,000, the Argentine Re- 

ublic with 103,413,817 in 1887, and South Africa with ense 

ocks, could supply all the wool required at prices even lower 
than they are now. If this bill should become alaw, this means 
the practical destruction of this great American industry. 

The minimum value on the Michigan farm before March, 1893, 
when the McKinley law was in full force, of Michigan fine 
washed wool, was 23 cents a pound. In June, 1894, withathreat 
of free wool impending, it was sold for 94 cents, and if the fear 
of free wool brings such an enormous reduction, what will the 
act itself do? My colleague has pointed out in detail, and has 
cited in letters from our citizens, the feeling in my State and 
the grent and present ruin which has come upon industry. 

Iwill content myself with quoting from one letterfrom among 
those received on this subject. Judge F. I. Russell, of Hart, 
Mich., who is largely interested in sheep-raising, writes: 


edi 
3 before Gleveland's election. If this duty is removed, we must quit 


Thore is no justice in givin protection tothe manufacturerand 
the miner and denying it to the farmer, and this bill which grants 
a 40 per cent duty on sugar and 89 per cent on rice for the ben- 
efit-of the planters of Louisiana offers only ruin to the p le of 
Michigan. Thewoolgrowing interest of our country, Mr. Pres- 
ident, should be protected above all others, because it repre- 
sents one of the very greatest of our industries in the amount of 
capital invested, the amount of wages paid to labor, and in the 
amount of its production, and the demand for pasturage, hay, 
corn, oats, etc. 

We witness to-day a situation almost phenomenalin American 
politics. The Wilson bill, when it passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives, was hailed with loud acclaim by the Democratic 
party as a realization at last of their fondest hopes for what 
they called tariff reform. The author of that bill wascongratu- 
lated and cheered, and some of his devoted adherents went to 
the length of carrying him on their shoulders as an evidence of 
their joy. It has run its weary course in this Chamber; and if 
it goes back at all to the other end of the Capitol, will go so dis- 
figured as to be unrecognizable even by its fond parent. It is 
neither one thing nor the other. 

A large portion of the Democratic press of the country has 
denounced and repudiated it. Even such a blind adherent of 
Mr. Cleveland as Harper’s Worn says“ the Democratic party 
has had its chance and failed.” It calls the Administration a 
failure; and Democratic meetings of tariff reformers in New 
York and Massachusetts, in th bitterness of soul, have ex- 
pressed themselves as willing that the McKinley law, which to 
them has been the abomination of all abominations, should re- 
main on the statute books rather than this monstrosity should 
become a law. It is covered with the stain of a great scandal, 
by which the sugar trust gets a concession of some $30,000,000; 
it has brought a lasting disrepute on the Senate itself, and is 
discredited and denounced in the house of its friends. Itisa 
series of bargains and deals unequaled in American politics, 
and it can not but receive the just condemnation of the people 
of the country if they should ever pass judgment upon it. 

The speech of my friend, the distinguished junior Senator 
from Georgia, was an earnest effort to refute the charge that 
this bill is not sectional, but he was surrounded with unfortu- 
nate concessions which can not be explained on any other the- 
ory. The spectacle of a duty of 80 per cent on the rice of Louisi- 
ana and 40 per cent on sugar, while the Northern farmer in 
competition with Canada is not given adequate protection to his 
eggs, hay, and vegetables, andis offered free wool, is one which 
taxes the best energies of his mind to explain. It is difficult to 
harmonize the action of the Finance Committee on cotton ties 
and cotton machinery with placing barbed wire on the free list— 
barbed wire, which employs 20,000 men in Illinois, I am told, 
while the billets from which it is made are dutiable for the ben- 
efit of foreign labor. 

I listened to the glowing picture he presented of the undevel- 
oped resources of his State; I also heard the junior Senator 
from Louisiana describing the virgin pine forests in Louisiana. 
Senators have grown eloquent pict the coal and iron and 
marble now awaiting the capital and skill and enterprise neces- 
sary to develop those marvelous resources. Let me say to these 
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Senators, if they would listen to the voices from the New South; if 
they would point to the smoke signals which have waved in the sky 
from Atlanta and Birmingham and Sheffield; if they would come 
out of the mists and fogs of the past and denounce the mumbling 
over dead issues, and get away from the doctrine of free trade, 
which was the corner stone of that Confederate constitution which 
was shot to death by the invincible armies of the Union, and per- 
ished at Appomattox, their resources will not remain undevel- 
oped. Let them listen to the voice of the New South which is 
surely coming with the triumph of protection, already heralded 
by the ground swell of popular approval at ever ea Lapeer 

the people have had to apologize for the great mistake of 1892. 

The doctrine this side of the Chamber advocates is as broad as 
our country. It will do for Alabama, the Virginias, Louisiana, 
and Georgia what it has already done for Ohio and Michigan. 

Let them denounce and disc the Gen. Rossers and Rev. 
Caves, who are still falsifying history and fanning the almost ex- 
tinct embers of past bitterness, and welcome the Northern im- 
migrant into great States which only ee the magic touch 
of capital and labor to become hives of industry, surrounded by 
a people enjoying the comforts and luxuries of life inseparable 
from the high wages the protected American workman has here- 
tofore received. 

The South had a gifted son who passed away in“ youth’s bright 
morning,” lamented by the entire nation, whose grave is still 
rovered with the immortelles of our affectionate admiration. 
In his brief life he had accomplished great things for his coun- 
try, and was as eloquent in speech as he was t-souled and 
tender-hearted. A true lover of his country, he saw the future 
and the needs of the South with unclouded vision. He believed 
in protection and sought to build up hissection. He turned his 
back on the bitterness and mistakes of the sad past, and with 
beautiful word-pictures, painted a future of industrial develop- 
ment for the States of the South which is an inspiration to bet- 
ter things. He hadan all-embracing patriotism, which reached 
out the hand of friendship to the North and has done much to 
bring us all together. Mr. President, the national calamity of 
the untimely death of Henry W. Grady is universally recog- 
nized. In a speech at the Texas State Fair at Dallas, seven 
years ago, among other things he said: 

‘Texas produces a million and a half bales of cotton, which yield her $60,- 
000,000. at cotton, woven into common goods, would add $75,000,000 to 
Texas’s income from this crop, and em re 220,000 operatives, who would 
spend within her borders more than „000 in wages. Massachusetts 
manufactures 575,000 bales of cotton, for which she pays $31,000,000, and sells 
for $72,000,000, adding a value nearly equal to Texas's gross revenue from 
cotton, and yet Texas has a clean advantage for manufacturing this cotton 
of 1 cent per poundover Massachusetts. The little village of Grand Rapids 

an manufacturing furniture nae because it was set in a timber dis- 
ct. Itisnow a Hen city, and sells $10,000,000 worth of furniture every 
year, in making which a population of 40,000 people is supported. 
* g * 2 > * 2 

The best pine districts of the world are in Eastern Texas. With less com- 
petition and wider markets than Grand Rapids has, will she ship her forests 
at geen that barely support the wood-chopper and sawyer, to be returned 
in the mak: of which great cities are built or maintained? When her 
farmers and herdsmen draw from her cities $126,000,000 as the price of their 
annual produce, shall this enormous wealth be scattered through distant 
shops and factories, leaving in the hands of Texas no more than the suste- 
nance, support, and the narrow brokerage between buyer and seller? As 
one-crop farming Can not support the country, neither can a resource of 
commercial exchange ye goes a — 8 Texas wants immigrants; she needs 
them; for if every human being in Texas were placed at equidistant points 
— the State, no Texan could hear the sound of a human voice in your 


‘oad areas, 

So how can you best attract imm tion? By furnishing work for the 
artisan and mechanicif you meet the demand of your population for cheaper 
and essential manufactured articles. One-half million workers would be 
needed for this, and with their families would double the population of your 
State, In these mechanics and their dependents farmers would find a mar- 
ket for not only their staple crops, but for the truck that they now despise to 
raise or sell, but is at least the cream of the farm. 

The most 23 section of this world is that known as the Middle 

/ States of Republic. With agriculture and manufacturers in the bal- 
` ance, and their shops and factories set amid rich and ample acres, the re- 
sult is such deep and diffuse prosperity as no other section can show. Sup- 
those States had a monopoly of cotton and coal so dis as to com- 
mand the world’s markets and the treasury ofthe world’s timber, I suppose 
the mind is 3 in contemplating the majesty of the wealth and power 
they would at x 

Another cause that has 9 New England and the Middle States, 
while the South 1 ed, is the system of tariff taxes levied on the 
unmixed agriculture of those States for the protection of industries to our 
neighbors to thenorth, a system on which the Hon. ROGER Q. MILLS—that 
lion of the Tribe of Judah— at last laid his mighty paw, and under the 
care orp touch of which it trembles to its center. t system is to be re- 
and its duties reduced, as we all agres it should be, though I should 

say in perfect frankness I do not agree with Mr. MILES in it. 


My own home city, to which he refers, has more than doubled 
in population since he made thisstatement. Our industrial sys- 
tem has in felt the heavy hand of the junior Senator from 
Texas, and indeed ‘‘ trembles fo its center;“ but if this clear voice 
from Grad TE could be heard again; if the smokeless fur- 
naces of Bir ahan and Sheffield, in Alabama, could influence 
and direct this bill, is there any question as to what message 
would be wafted to us? 

Since I have sat in this Chamber I have heard the leaders of 


Democracy, with the record and the speeches of long years in 
the interest of free trade behind them, arise in their 3 one 
by one and announce their dissatisfaction with this bill. The 
junior Senator from Texas, Mr. MILLS, on April 24, 1894, said: 

The bill we are now considering does not meet m entire approval. I 
doubt if in all its provisions it mee . 
side ot the Chamber but as it is it ets the approval of any Senator bah 

They have admitted that it is not what they want; itis not 
what they approve. Instead of being brave men, they have 
ee mitted that they were forced to accept it at the 

ictation of so-called Democrats who have made them do their 
bidding. The senior Senator from Maryland has exultin ly. an- 
nounced that the Wilson bill, embodying as it does the iene of 
Democracy for free raw materials, could not pass this body, and 
as I have heard these utterances, Mr. President, Ihave recalled 
the early days of the Republic, when statesmen were consistent 
and did not advocate measures which they did not believe in, 
but stood fast to their principles and sought for the approval 
which comes from the consciousness of duty well performed. 

I recalled, and refer the Senators on the other side to the ex- 
ample of one who was as great as he was patriotic, and who be- 
lieved in the principle of protection and commercial independ- 
ence. Compare for one moment the utterances of these latter-day 
statesmen with those of George Washington at the Constitu- 
tional Convention in Philadelphia, when he is reported to have 
said: If to please the people we offer what we ourselves disap- 
prove, how can we afterwards defend our work? Let us raise a 
standard to which the wise and honest can repair; the event is 
in the hand of God.” 

We on this side of the Chamber, Mr. President, will confi- 
dently raise such a standard and appeal again to the great tri- 
bunal which stands ready and anxiously waiting to give an en- 
lightened verdict. It is a banner which has led the American 
people in the past to material triumphs, which have blest our 
ra | millions, and won the admiration of the world. It marks 
the highest development in the progress of civilization, and 
carries hope and joy to the poorest and humblest citizen. It 
will still point the way to conquests yet unknown, and the light 
of peace and plenty will again shine upon the happy and con- 
tented homes of a free and prosperous people, where the laborer 
shall receive a just reward for toil, and the Republic will move 
grandly and steadily and serenely forward to that great future 
which, under a wise policy, awaits the American name. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in the strong and elo- 
quens speech to which we have just listened from the junior 

nator from the State of Michigan [Mr. PATTON], one thing in 
particular impressed me, and that was the recital concernin 
the great industrial plant for the manufacture of iron and stee 
which is now being constructed in China. In connection with 
that matter, 1 have risen to ask the courtesy of the Senate for a 
moment to put into the RECORD a very remarkable communica- 
tion, which I cut from a recent number of the New York Sun, 
from the pen of one of their trusted correspondents, Mr. C. 
Wood Davis, which gives a very elaborate and interesting ac- 
count of the industrial progress of Japan, which Mr. Davis aptly 
calls the new member of the industrial commonwealth.” 

It is shown that in the manufacture of woolen goods, cotton 
goods, friction matches, soap, rope, machinery, clocks and 
watches, umbrellas, glass, brick, fireproof safes, leather, cement, 
electrical supplies, boots and shoes, hats and foreign styles of 
clothing, saddlery, coaches, paints, upholstery, passenger and 
freight cars, commercial fertilizers, and many other things, 
Jepan is making most marvelous progress at the present time. 

his correspondent, in the closing paragraph, calls the atten- 
tion of the United States to the fact of this great industrial 
movement in Japan in these significant words: 
The Western world must face the competition of this new member of the 
industrial commonwealth, soon to be fu ly armed with the best of modern, 
appliances and sses, that is favored by the lowest of all wage cued 


that has an abundance of most efficient labor, and that is not handicap 
by excessive taxation. 


Mr. President, this communication is one of great interest, 
to which I call the attention of Senators on both sides of the 
Chamber, showing as it does that in the industrial race of 
the present day we are seriously confronted by Japan, and that 
if we are to sustain our present industrial supremacy we must 
be wise in the matter of economic legislation in this country. 
Any law that will admit to our markets, without adequate tariff 
duties, the products of Japan and China, where labor is proba- 
bly cheaper than in any other part of the world, will inevita- 
bly destroy the manufacturing industries and degrade the labor 
of this country. 

Ido not wish to detain the Senate a moment longer, but I 
will ask consent that the communication be printed in the REC- 
ORD without further reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair), 


1894. 
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The request of the Senator from New Hampshire will be granted 
in the absence of objection. 
The communication is as follows: 


JAPAN—THE NEW MEMBER OF THE INDUSTRIAL COMMONWEALTH. 


When, after centuries of exclusion, the doors of Japan were opened to the 
belleved that an outlet had been found for immense 
quantities of Euro 
tertained that the 


possession of even the home markets of the older industrial nations, 

Prior to the revolution of 1868 Japan was a nation of priests, feudal nobles, 
armed retainers, cultivating peasants that were but serfs of the nobles, and 
a great body of artist artisans, the social system being one of inexorable 
caste. 


The revolution changed all this most completely and made a nation of 
merchants, peasant cultivators with a secure and favorable land tenure, and 
an active and skilled body of artisans who were no less artistic than under 
the old régime. The world has never witnessed more rapid and cal 
social and political changes than occurred in J: span during the last half of 
theseventh decade. No more radical industrial changes ever occurred than 
those now progress: in the Empire of the Rising Sun. 

Prior to 1878, when the Mikado established a woolen mill at Tokio for the 
manufacture of cloth wherewith to cloth the army, Japan had little practi- 
cal knowledge of modern industrial appliances and processes, as there ex- 
isted but one establishmet in the Empire where such processes were applied 
to the production of textiles or other wares. At that time foreign machine- 
made goods were rapidly driving the domestic hand-made textiles and other 
wares out of the home market. Although the stupendousindustrial change 
wrought since 1880 will not restore the supremacy of the hand loom and 
other primitive industries of the nation, but rather aid in their extinction, 
it has 8 restored Japanese control ot the home market for textiles 
and other manufactures, and is not unlikely to prova a potent factor in ex- 
E PENE a and European wares from other Eastern markets. 

The t cotton sp! mill was erected at Kagoshima in 1855, and for 
fifteen years it was the only attempt made to introduce modern methods 
in textile industries other than the Government woolen mill at Tokio. In 
1880 three other spinning mills were built and eleven more followed before 
1886. Before 1890 twenty-three others were added, and since 1890 the increase 


of productive power has been very great; not so much from the multiplica- 
<a of establ ents as from the greater capacity of such as have been 
t. 


The major part of the mills built prior to 1890 were of small capacity, and 
the cost of operation relatively great. This condition, combined with the 
inexperience of owner and operative, rendered the ex ent unprofitable; 
#0 much so that British representatives were felicitating their countrymen 
upon the inability of the Japanese to conduct industrial corporations, the 
1 that the experiment would end in utter failure, and that Great 

tain would long continue to control the textile trade of Japan. The 
Japan capitalist, however, seems to have soon penetrated the mysteries of 
corporate management, and, profiting by observation, has built larger mills, 
while the operative has learned the art of 5 the machinery. 
That is, experience has added so much to the efficiency of managers and 
operatives as to result in complete success, if success can be measured by 
returns from investments. During the last three years shares of six of the 
cotton punn co tions have been dealt in on the Osaka Exchange, 
the average value of the $109 shares having been $55.23, 15th of December, 
1890, and $137.76, 15th of July, 1892. 

This advance of 149 per cent in nineteen months followed the 8 of 
dividends, those of December, 1891. ranging from $8 to #20 per share, or an 
average of 614.33. Dividends were not, however, confined to the six corpora- 
tions named; indeed, those were much below the average of $17.63 a share 
paa at the same time by the twenty-one companies whose reports are at 

d. The earnings per spindle in the twenty-one mills was something 
phenomenal, having averaged $4.27 cents in 1891. Aside from a wage scale 
of 16.2 cents a day for male operatives and one of 8 cents a day for females, 
this extrao: spindle power to earn was largely due, as was the output 

spindle, to the fact that under Japanese management a given capital and 
a given plant are twice as effective in production as among the Western na- 
tions, as the mills, aided by the electric light, run night and day in shifts of 
eleven hours. The operatives alternate weekly from day to night. In this 
way the sagacious Jap makes his capital do twice the duty of that of his Oc- 
cidental competitor. 

The impulse which the cotton industry has received of late is best shown 
by the imports of raw cotton in recent years. In 1886 the raw cotton im- 

ted 4,400,900 pounds; in 1887 it was 7,400,000 pounds, rising to 
(04,900,000 pounds in 1892, the importsof the latter year being fourteen times 
those of six years earlier. Marvelous as was this increase, by far the greater 
pen of it was obtained in the last two years, as the imports of 1890 were less 

an a third of those of 1892. 

Not only have the Japanese mills succeeded in sec control of the 
home markets for the lower counts of yarn used in household weaving, but 
in 1892 they began the exportation of yarn to China. As the cost of pro- 
duction in 8 5 is authoritatively stated to be 18 per cent less than in the 
Indian mills, itis not impossible that the yarns of Japan will drive both 
those of Bombay and Manchester from the 
day. When the Japanese shall take to weayin; 
by machinery, there seems little to 


ast Asian markets at an early 
as well as spinning cotton 
revent their taking possession of a 


large t of the textile trade of the Eastern world, as they have exhibited 
a special facility of adapting their wares to the requirements of oe giyen 
ve the 


market. This has been 8 in the methods employed to dr 
European match out of the ese market and the manner in which they 
have the umbrella trade of the East. 

Only recently have any attempts been made to weave cotton by machinery, 
but two such mills are now in operation, as are two silk-weav mills of 
small capacity, and there is reason to believe that the progress be quite 
as rapid as that obtaining in the spinning industry. 

‘The manufacture of friction matches by European machinery is the oldest 
and most successful application of modern 8 and affords ample ev- 
idence of the adaptability of the Japanese new modes of operation. So 

t has been their success in the match manufacture that the importation 
of European matches has wholly ceased; cuts Boca monopolized the mar- 
kets of China, and make shipments to Russia, Korea, and San Francisco. 

Soap factories are supplying most of the home demand, and large quanti- 
ties of soap are exported. 

Ä 7 is made so successfully by modern machinery that the domestic de- 
mand is met, and shipments are made to the Asiatic continent and California. 

Until 1888 the imports of machinery increased yaniy but since that time 
. have constantly declined, and are now confined l to industrial 
rdinary e. 


argely ug 
pments, the o forms of machinery being of home mak So re- 


markable has been the progress in this direction that recently shipments of 
ordnance have been made to Portugal. 2 f 


per vision of Ja 
cessful th 
Pacchen te. the West- 
urpose of engaging watches for 

ern raat bate The deftness, pilings, Winer industry, and adaptability of Jap- 
anese metal-workers assure a mec cal success, and combined with an 
exceedingly low beds ie will render them formidable competitors when- 

ever the output of ekeepers shall be in excess of home req ents 
A few years since Europe shipped great numbers of umbrellas to Japan. 
Now the Japanese have taken complete possession of the home market, and 
= 1892 exported more than 1,000,000 umbrellas to China, Korea, and Asiatic 


ussia, 
The glass factories of Japan are turning out great quantities of chea: 
ware that is displacing the European product both at home and abroad. 
markets being found in China. Korea, V vostock, and San Francisco. 
Brick wasformerly imported, as was coal. In recent years brick have been 
exported to England and coal to the Western coast of America. 
addition to the articles named Japanese manufacturers now nearl 
quite meet the demand for fireproof safes, leather, cement, electric supp 
boots and shoes, hats and foreign styles of clothing, so dear to the heart of 
the Europeanized Jap, saddlery, coaches, paints, upholstery, passenger and 
freight cars, commercial fertalizers, and à vast array of small wares that 
were formerly imported. Progress is shown in the manufacture, use, and 


8 of cigarettes. 
uring the last five years exports of the hand-woven silks of Japan have 


increased 375 per cent; those of paper, much of it made by the best American 
and European machinery, some 77 per cent; matches, 170 per cent; glassware. 
o 55 cent; leather, 700 per cent; boots and shoes 127 per cent, and sulphuric 
acid, 64 per cent. 

The substitution of machine-made wares of domestic manufacture for 
those formerly imported, and the exportation of the surplus of machine- 
made goods have resulted in tu the balance of trade in Japan's favor. 
and the fore: debt of the nation being less than $5,000,000, the drain of 
specie has wholly ceased, leaving the Japanese in excellent condition to 
contest the markets of the far East with America, Europe, and India. 

So 8 is this old-young nation, and so much inclined to adopt 

obvious improvement, that its intention is to use the metric system of 
weichts and measures. 

The Western world must face the competition of this new member of the 
industrial commonwealth, soon to be fully armed with the best of modern 
appliances and processes, that is favored by the lowest of all wage scales, 
that has an abundance of most efficient labor, and that is not handicapped 
by excessive taxation. 

O. WOOD DAVIS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the clear and forcible pre- 
sentation by the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. PATTON] of 
the danger to the iron industry of his State and the United 
Statesfrom the great works which are being constructed in China 
under the supervision and patronage of that Government reminds 
me of a story which came to me lately in reference to a remark 
made by the viceroy of China, Li Hung Chang, to Gen. Grant 
on the occasion of the latter's tour around the world. 

Gen. Grant was reported to have said to Li Hung Chang, 
t: Why is it that your people do not seem to 1 8 themselves 
to modern inventions and modern machinery? hy do they 
not make more progress in.those directions?” The viceroy 
significantly said, ‘‘ The people of China are mang progress 
in these directions fast enough for the welfare of the United 
States.” That remark is illustrated by recent events. It has 
been well shown, to a limited extent in this debate, that the 
labor of this country is not alone in danger from the under- 
paid labor of Europe, but that in the future our greatest dan- 
ger may be from the cheap labor of India, China, and Japan. 

The revelations which are being daily made to us from those 
quartersof the globe should remind us that in a very short time 
instead of talking about 30, 40, and 50 per cent duties as suffi- 
cient to allow the industries of this country to survive, it will 
be necessary, if we are to protect our labor against the pauper 
hoards of Asia, to have duties ot 100, 200 and 300 per cent, or 
our industries, maintained by highly paid American labor, will 
receive a fatal blow. 


or 


Mr. HALE. I wish to withdraw the amendment which I 
offered to paragra h 481 of the bill, on page 100. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that will 


be the order of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I desire to submit only a few 
observations on the income tax proposed in the pending bill. 
My objections to it are twofold. First, that it is unnecessary for 
the purpose of raising sufficient revenue, and is resorted to asa 
means of breaking down the system of protective custom duties; 
and, secondly, thatits provisions are extremely faulty, inequi- 
table, unjust, and, by their complication, difficult of execution. 

It is unnecessary. That has been shown by the senior Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. HILL], H the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and even, when fully 
considered, by the chairman of the Finance Committee, the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

The bill as it stands to-day will raise all the revenue which 
the Government needs without the income tax. Some Senator 
whose name I can not nowrecall—I think it was the Senator from 
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8 Mrius}—in answering this admitted that it would, 
but we should have bonds to pay by and by, and therefore 
it was proper enough to raise a surplus. 

I take it for granted, then, tthis is an u tax. It 
is not even ane ney tax,/as it was said to be by some Sena- 
tor, I think by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. If 
there is any emergency which requires the imposition of this 
tax, it is a party emergency which makes it necessary for the 
Democratic party to conciliate its assistants, the Populists. But 
so far as the Government is concerned, so far as the revenues of 
the Government and the needs of its Treasury are concerned, 
it is an utterly unnecessary tax. If there is any revival of busi- 
ness after the passage of the bill we shall certainly have revenue 
enough without it. 

It is claimed upon the otherside, I think without much rea- 
son, that if we will ont pane some kind of a bill there is to be a 
revival of business. that claim is true, there will be raised 
from the customs duties anā the excise duties all the money 
which will bə required to support the Government during the 
next year. Ifit not true, if the depression is to continue, 
there will be little or nothing derived from a tax on incomes. 
A policy which is to strike down business and destroy incomes 
should not have an income tax incorporated with it. I shall not 
speak further of the fact that the tax is unnecessary for the pur- 
pose of revenue. 

Why, then, is the tax resorted to? As the bill came from the 
House of Representatives it might have been justified on the 


2 pa of necessity. The bill, as constructed in the House of 


presentatives, struck down a large portion of the duties de- 
rived from customs; forinstance, the duty upon sugar. The bill 
came from the other House with free sugar and an income tax. 
We have added to the bill a duty on sugar which will produce in 
the near future at least $50,000,000. By that one act we did 
away with all necessity for the income tax. Uponthe admitted 
statements of the Committee on Ways and Means in the House 
of Representatives we add more to the bill by the sugar duty 
than itise ted the income tax will raise, Then we in the 
Senate haga lar ely increased the revenue from other sources 
over the bill as it came from the other House. 

Why was the income tax originally incorporated in the bill? 
It was because of the proposed change in our system of raisin; 
revenue. It was because the House of Representatives propose 
to strike down protective duties and go to revenue duties asa 
rule for the raising of revenue. In other words, it undertook 
to adapt our system to the English system, and the English 
system includes and necessitates an income tax, 

England will not raise customs by duties which are protective 
either incidentally or per se. Therefore England is obliged to 
resort to other forms of taxation. So she adopts the income tax, 
the stamp tax, the excise tax and a variety of miscellaneous 
taxes to make up for the duties which she will not impose and 
the revenues which she will not raise by customs duties. That 
is the only excuse for the income tax in the pending bill, an ex- 
cuse and a reason which have now been taken away because we 
have added enough to our customs list, together with our excise 
taxes upon tobacco and spirits, to meet the expenditures of the 
Government. 


I have heard for years and years one universal cry from the 
Democratic party that we ought to abolish war taxes, and yet 
I find here in the pending bill the most odious of all war taxes, 


that which has been universally conceded to have been the most 
odious of what were called war taxes. Indeed, if, whenthe elec- 
tion of Mr. Cleveland was known to have been effected, if last 
August, when we came here to the Senate and to the other 
House, anyone had proposed or suggested that it was possible 
that an income tax would be resorted to, the suggestion would 
not have been entertained for a moment. 

I know that in certain sections of this country where the Pop- 
ulist sentiment pons there was some talk about reso to 
an income tax, but all over the country elsewhere, embrac 
the Eastern, the Middle, the Northwestern States, and wa 
down below the old Mason and Dixon line, the idea was consid- 
ered to be impossible, When I said to my friends in my own 
home that what the Democratic p will finally do is to re- 
sort to the income tax,“ I was regarded as little better than a 
slanderer of the Democratic party. So it seems to me to come 
with ill grace from the people who have been inveighing against 
war taxes that they nowadopt this most odious war tax and that 
they should follow directly as to our system of taxation the 
English system. < 

I wish to say right here that if this were a necessary tax and 
were justly and fairly constructed, I should not make any op 
sition to it. If the necessities of the Government required the 
imposition of some tax to raise revenue over and beyond what 
might bs raised from customs duties and duties upon tobacco 
and spirits, I shouid regard the income tax as the next best 
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method of taxation. Therefore,in what I have to say against 
the tax now proposed, I do not wish to be understood that I op- 
pose an income tax whenever the necessities of the Government 
may require one, 

at I do say is that it should not be resorted to when the 
necessities of the Government do not require it, simply for the 
purp of breaking down the protective system in thiscountry, 
or for the 8 of conciliating or pleasing any body of men 
who have such an apparent objection to the accumulation of 
money that if anyone has acquired any they are willing thatthe 
Government should attempt to take itaway from them. I do 
not know that I shall say more upon this idea in these remarks. 

I wish to state that the rights of property are just as sacred 
as the rights of life and liberty, and that no country which has - 
not a just regard for the right of private property can goon pro- 
gressively as a republic. [ do not understand the 5 

t accumulation of wealth. I can understand why it is 
that there should be a prejudice against people getting wealth 
by improper means. 8 

I can understand why it should be thought to be a great evil 
that people should bs able in a country to acquire 8 for- 
tunes by illegitimate methods, by methods which the common 
judgment of mankind does not approve; but how it is possible 
that there should be 5 against any man, who by indus- 
try, enterprise, fragrality, economy, and good judgment in in- 
vestment accumulated property, I can not understand. I 
do not believe there is any suc: eal prejudice existing. 

I believe that demagogues appeal to prejudice, appeal to a sen- 
timent which is perhaps to found in almost every human 
breast, when they appeal to people to take such action, po- 
litical or legislative, as will in some way interfere with and crip- 
ple people who are better off than they are. There never can 

an equal distribution of wealth. If there were to be an equal 
distribution of wealth, its holding would soon be unequal. The 
history of civilization shows that there never will be and there 
never can be any ogna holding of wealth. 

Even if the wildideaof having everything owned by the State 
could be adopted there would soon be found ways in which cer- 
tain individuals would acquire substantially great wealth, while 
others would be in a state of comparative poverty. Thereis no 
better illustration of this than what is now existing in the In- 
dian Territory among the five civilized tribes. There the tribes 
own the fee to the land in common. 

In theory the nation or tribe holds it as trustee for the 
benefit of all the individuals of the tribes, and yet that land, 
its occupation, its benefit, its income, its profit have been prac- 
tically monopolized by probably not more than 2,500 poplo be- 
longing to those Indian tribes; one-twentieth of the In Ha ve 
taken most of the land into possession. There is a great pos- 
session, with great landed proprietors of immense wealth con- 
trolling legislatures, controlling courts, all in the interest of 
their landed holdings. No, Mr. President, this beautiful idea 
of everything in common and everyone haying just asmuch as 
anyone else is impracticable in this world. 

Now, I say nothing in defense of those who acquire fortunes 
improperly, and yot there seems to be a prevailing idea that be- 
cause some people acquire fortunes improperly, therefore the 
cry should be raised, ‘Down with every man who owns any- 
thing.” All the ideas of the past, the soup of property 
and the accumulation of wealth by means which everybody says 
is legitimate, which the common judgment of mankind ap- 
proves, are to be thrown to the winds, and if anybody has any 
money he is to be mulcted in some way and his property taken 
away from him. 

{ have no sympathy with that kind of an idea, whether it 
comes from one party or another or from one section or another. 
The right of property lies at the foundation of government; the 
idea of the protection of proper’ lies at the foundation of all 

ust governments. The Democratic party will make nothing 

y attempting to favor the wild notions about the inequality 
which exists in the country, and the wild notions which seem 
to make it criminal almost for anybody by industry, enterprise, 
earnestness, and good fortune to have acquired some property. 

I wish to ay right here that the Democratic party has to face 
that issue, as it faces it wisely or unwisely much of the fu- 
ture of this country is to be fashioned. They succeeded in the 
last Presidential campaign by fusing with that class of our fel- 
low-citizens who in some way havea prejudice against all wealth, 
no matter how acquired. That is the way in which they got the 
yotes by which they came into power, by a tacit promise to the 
Populists, and, if I may be permitted to say it, notwithstanding 
the suggestion which was made here yesterday, the Socialists, 
that if arr ionia vote with the Democratic party and put them 
in power the Democrats wauld carry out their ideas. 

Now comes the time of performance. We have come to the 
parting of the ways. The Democratic party has to be all Pop- 
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ulist or all conservative. It can not be a conservative Demo- 
cratic party when it fuses with the Populist pariy: If it believes 
in the doctrines of the Populist party, then letit join hands and 
make one party. If it does not believe in the doctrines of the 
Populist party, it has to stand up for its own beliefs or go down. 
This matter of fusion will not do between parties who represent 
different ideas. 

Mr. President, a large portion of this inveighing against any- 
body who has, by proper means, acquired some property comes, 
afterall,from the passionofenvy andcovetousness. A farmer upon 
his farm in the West, having a hard time to get along, finding 
that his crops do not orog ma enough to yield what he consid- 
ers a fair return to enable to live as he thinks he is entitled 
to live, draws his load of corn into town. He finds there a man 


who was a farmer, but has owned some lots where a city has 


ownup. He finds that his old-time farmer friend, who was 
K the same situation with himself financially, has sold out his 
city lots and has now become a nabob, a onaire; and imme- 
diately he begins to be envious of his former associate. 

He 15 not Willing that he shall have the benefit of his fortu- 
nate situation and fortunate trade. He begins to think that in 
some way or other he should have been the man to enjoy that 
fortune. Then he begins to envy the man who has acquired 
the fortune. 

Then, we all have been li extravagantly. The idea of 
makiug money, of acquiring without labor a fortune, according 
to our ideas of what a fortune should be, seems to have taken 
possession of everybody. 

Everybody fixes hisown standard of wealth, and then he wants 
to make that wealth within a twelvemonth, and live all the while 
during the twelvemonth as if he had it on hand on the lst day 
of January. That is the foundationof this Populistic sentiment 
in this country. It is not that they complain so much of the 
improper and unequal distribution of w th as it is the feeling 
of jealousy that they have not been able to acquire as much 
wealth as they desire. 

Mr. President, you can notconducta government successfully 
by giving way to that sortof feeling; and it is not statesmanlike 
to ap to that sort of feeling. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KYLE in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from Ne- 
braska? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not like to hear the Senator from Con- 
necticut make a statement that is not borne out by the truth. I 
infer that he intends to state the case exactly as it is. The Sen- 
ator states that the Populist party is envious of the wealthy 
and wishes to live without labor. I desire to state to the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut that there is nothing of that kind in the 
Populist party; and there is nothing of the kind in its platform, 
nahingi the public utterances of its newspapers, nothing in 
the utterances of any of its leaders or members: ang it is simply, 
in my judgment, a chimerical p N 

Mr. PLATT. It was with great difficulty that 1 heard the 
Senator from Nebraska, and I do not know that I correctly heard 
what he had to say. I look not at platforms. I look at what I 
see going on in the country. I see men, who either belong to 
the Populist party or sympathize with the Populist party, are 
continually railing against wealth and making no discrimina- 
tion in their denunciations as to the mode in which wealth has 
been acquired. It is natural enough that they should not make 
those discriminations—— t 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit me 
to make another suggestion? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Populist party does discriminate, and the 
Senator from Connecticut is in error there again. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam very glad if it does. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Populist party, if the Senator will permit 
me, looks upon the constitutional right of property iu all its 
forms with as much sacredness as the Senator himself looks upon 
it. It believes that any man who acquires an honest fortune is 
entitled to onjoy it and be protected in it. 

It does not believe in encouraging the accumulation of fraud- 
ulent fortunes and a failure to properly legislate or enforce the 
law. It desires to destroy the opportunity of the extremely, 
fraudulently rich, if I may so express it, to constantly rob the 
producers of the country of their equitable and just proportion 
of the property they produce. If that is wrong, it is Populist 
sentiment. 

Mr. PLATT. As stated by the Senator from Nebraska, he 
and Ishould not much disagree, but the truth is that in practice 
they assume that everybody who has anything has come by it 
improperly. 

Mr, ALLEN . Will the Senator permit me to make another 


remark? Idesire to dispu that statement and to state that 
there are a great many Populists to-day—men who are leaders 
in the Populist party—who are themselves quite wealthy. 

Mr.PLATT. That is the astonishing thing about the Popu- 
list party which I have observed, that people who have acquired 
their fortunes by these methods, which the common judgment 
of mankind would condemn, get into the Populist party and 
some of them become its leaders. 

Mr.ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me again? That is 
not the class of men who get into the Populist party. It is the 
class of men who have d their fortunes honestly who get 
pen that party. The dishonest fellows are in the other par- 

ies. ; 
Mr. PLATT. We can not go into personal specifications in 
regard to that, but I have some men in my mind who are lead- 
ers, or think they are, who assume to be spokesmen, at any rate 
for the Populist party, who are menof large wealth, and who did 
not acquire it by brawny workin the field or in the shop, or any- 
where else, 

But I have been diverted from what I intended to say when I 
rose. I assert that the income-tax provision is unnecessary. 
As the bill has now been amended in the Senate it is unneces- 
sary even to the scheme of the Democratic party, if we assume 
that the Senate acts for the Democratic party. We will have 
money enough without it; there will be plenty of revenue. It 
is not only unnecessary, but in some features it seems to me to 
be very wrong. I know that I am going to take an unpopular 
position in what I now say, yet I think it needs to be said. : 

There is no reason why this tax should apply to a corporation 
as a corporation, It is no part of any income scheme that has 
ever been put in operation or devised in the world. It is no part 
of the English income scheme, or if so, such an inconsiderable 
part that it cuts no figure whatever. It is entirely unjust, as I 
shall endeavor to show a little further on. 

Now, this element which I have spoken of (and I call it the 
Populist element not in any disparagement of the oh ese part 
at all, but this sentiment which has been so widely disseminate 
among the people, largely by politicians who sought to make 
them uneasy in order to get their votes) embraces the idea that 
al corporations are iniquitousassociationsand oughtto be struck 

own. 

You see that here every y in the Senate. To prejudice the 
Senate against the passage of a bill it is only thought necessary 
to say that a nd Piscean desires it. A railroad corporation, of 
all things, is to be legislated against. Ifit desires anything, it 
is not to be granted; if it gets it, it must get it in some secret 
way. When anybody desires anything against a railroad cor- 
poration, that goes, as a matter of course. 

Mr. President, corporations are just like individuals. 

Mr. ALLEN, I do not like to interrupt the Senator so much. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave scarcely heard any interruption by the 
Senator yet. 

Mr. LEN, Ido not desire to trespass upon the Senator’s 
time, but let me ask him in what section of the country the idea 
prevails of which hespeaks, that everything is to be done oguna 
railroad corporations, that agreat 8 exists against them? 
Where is that the case? 

Mr. PLATT. Itis not long since the people of Washington, 
who had made great efforts to get railroads extended into their 
country, finally conceived such a prejudice against railroads 
that each political party in a cer portion of that State not 
desiring to be outdone by the other, passed resolutions to the 
effect that the tracks of the railroads ought to be torn up. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to suggest that 
the Populist party has not passed resolutions of that kind in 
Washington, and since that time the Populist party has so 
grown oe it has almost wiped out of existence the other 
parties : 

Mr. PLATT. I am not talking about the Populist party. I 
am talking about the sentiment in the country which we hear 
everywhere, which we hear in the public press, which we hear 
in speeches of Senators, that in some way corporations are to be 
denounced because they are corporations, thatin some way they 
are detrimental to the best interests of the Government. 

I will not allude to what is said over and over again about their 
Beale in legislation. This allegation needs no bill of pee 

, no specifications; everybody understands what I mean, 
Denunciation of corporations forms the stock in trade of nearly 
half the 8 of the country, and they make no distinction 
apparently when they denounce corporations. 

t is the sentiment that in some way or other the Legislature 
must get at the corporations, which accounts for the tax upon 
the incomes of corporations in this bill. It has been a remark 
made more than once in the Senate, and so publicy that I may 
refer to it during the consideration of this tariff bill, that the 
persons trying to pass it desire to get at the rich men,” and 
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that is why this tax is laid on corporations. They wish some 
way or other to get at corporations. 

rf I said, this taxing of corporations by an income tax has no 
precedent to sustain it. It has never been advocated by any 
political economists in any scheme of income taxation. There 
is no more reason why we should tax the income of a corpora- 
tion because it is a corporation than why we shall tax the income 
of a partnership because it is a partnership. 

The truth about this matter of corporations is just this: A cor- 

ration should be treated as an individual. If it behaves itself 

t should be respected; if it undertakes to do wrong it should be 
restrained. A corporation propery conducted, conducted on 
principles of equity and fair dealing, is a benefit to the country 
and our civilization. $ 

More than that, it is an indispensable agent of our civiliza- 
tion. Its advent marks progress. If it goes into unfair deal- 
ing, inequitable doing, then it is a disgrace and a shame. But 
that is true of the individual just as itis of the corporation. 
Take the merchant. The merchant whoconducts business upon 
fair principles, upon principles of equity, of fair dealing, man 
with man, and does not attempt to trample upon anybody's 
rights, is respected. He ought to be respected. Take another 
who has no regard for the rights of others, who cheats and 
swindles and oppresses—that man deserves censure, condemna- 
tion. Just so is it with corporations. 

But, Mr. President, if some individual merchant does wicked 

things, things which we condemn, things which we would like 
to prevent, we do not for that reason attack the whole class of 
merchants. Take 3 . There is nothing wrong 
about money-lending. The world can not get along without 
credit or borrowing and lending, and there must be in every 
community people whose business it is to lend money. 
Now, so long as they lend money at proper rates, the rates 
which are justified by the common consent of mankind, so long 
as they resort to no means to oppose the debtor, they are not 
to be condemned. But here is à usurer found. Here is a man 
found who takes too much; he lends money at 1 per cent a 
month—has a pawnbroker's shop, perhaps. hat do we do by 
law? Do we immediately pass laws against money-lending? No. 
Do we attack money-lenders? Not at all. We pass laws against 
usury. We pass laws to regulate pawnbroking. 

I trust the Senator from Nebraska will excuse me, I speak 
only about the Populist party as representing the sentiment or 
as having crystallized in some way a sentiment which prevails 
in the country. That sentiment seems to be that if a corpora- 
tion does anything wrong, strike at all corporations, tax them. 
Now, why not tax a partnership? This bill does not tax the in- 
come of a partners ys and the corporations of this country, 
when you step outside of those which are continually in the 
mind of the poopie and which are exciting the criticism of peo- 
ple, are nothing more than commercial partnerships. 

That is the law. The law treats them so. I found in one of 
the decisions of my own State, in the opinion of one of the judges, 
the following: 

Indeed, joint stock corporations in modern times are nothing but com- 
mercial nevships which have taken the form of corporations for the 
greater facility of transacting business, and to prevent a olution of the 
concern by those numerous events which are so liable to work a dissolu- 
tion ina ne composed of a great number of individuals. (Pratt cs. 
Pratt, 33 Conn.) 

Mr. HAWLEY. If my colleague will permit me, we remem- 
ber, both of us very well, that some thirty years ago when our 
joint stock corporations laws were enacted in Connecticut, it was 
then supposed, and even is now, that it is an enormous adyan- 
tage to the men of limited means, three, four, or five innumber. 
who, with a thousand dollars apiece, can organize and safely con- 
duct business. It is a special blessing to the r man. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam going to get to that a little later on. In 
New York the manufacturing corporations are no longer cre- 
ated by special, but by goner law. In the case of the Diamond 
Match Company vs. Roeber, in 106 New York, 473, the court of 
appeals says: 

The laws no longer favor the granting of exclusive privileges, and, toa 
Griorsunized ty nay porto who desiro DO ani Gr capital ox eel 
business, leaving a free field to all others who desire for the same or similar 
purpose to clothe themselves with a corporate character. 


If you will read the writings of John Stuart Mill you will find 
that he refers to this method of carrying on business by commer- 
cial joint stock corporations as one of the greatest blessings of 
our civilization. r 

ay colleague has already alluded to the establishment of joint 
stock corporations in the State of Connecticut. 


The general idea which one has when he hears about taxing 
the income of a corporation is that it refers to railroad, tele- 
graph companies, banks, and that class of corporations, and 
great corporations like the sugar trust or the Standard Oil Com- 


pany, tho great corporations, with great aggregations of wealth, 
who have concentrated business in their hands, and who are su 
to be more or less monopolistic in their character and in 

their dealings. That is the idea which seems to be evoked when 
we talk about 8 the income of corporations. 
That I insist, with all deference to my friend from Nebraska, 
is where the popularity of the income tax comes from, that it is 
based on the idea that it is taxing very wealthy people and tax- 
in ee because they possess great wealth 

Ir. President, when it comes to my own State it strikes an 
entirely different class of people and an entirely different class 
of corporations—corporations . in as honest and legiti- 
mate business as the merchant who has a retail store or the in- 
dividual who is printing a country paper, or the mechanic who 
has been enabled to get asmall shop and carry on a small manu- 
facturing business, 

As my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY] has well said, back in 1851 we 
introduced into our State the system of encouraging joint stock 
corporations—I think it wasin 1851—and they were, when es- 
tablished, and to-day still are, actual cobperative associations, 
as much as any reformer ever longed for. 

We have this law? 

“Any three or more persons who shall associate by written arti 
shall express their agreement to constitute a 4 oration, APAN 5 
which it shall be known, the purpose for which it is constituted, the town in 
this State in which it is to be located, the amount of its capital stock, and 
the number of shares each person is to take, which shares Shall each be of 
the par value of $100, 650, or as may be prescribed in said articles, under 
any name commencing with ‘The’ and en ing with ‘company’ or ‘corpora- 
tion,’ which name is not then in use by an existing corporation in this State, 
for the purpose of on any lawful business in thfs State and out of 
this State, whatever lawful business may be incidental to the business within 
it, such business not to be either trust, insurance, buying and selling real 
oe banking, or trading in bonds, notes, or other evidences of in- 
debtedness, or trafficking in letters patent or patent rights, shall, when so 
associated, and when a certificate shall have n filed with the secretary ` 
of this State as hereinafter provided, become and remain a joint stock cor- 
poration underthis act; and corporations may in like manner be formed 
under this act for the pu of on, out ot this State, any lawful 
business not herein forbidden: Provided. That in such cases the secretary 


and treasurer and a majority of the directo: 
this State.” y rs shall always be residents of 


The very essential idea of that is a cobperative association, 
and it has been upon that fortunate idea that the business of 
Connecticut has been developed. A few skillful men who have 
been able to acquire by economy and savings from their wages 
a little capital come together, joining their capital, or perhaps 
they get some man with money who is willing to help them 
along, and they start thereby a little manufacturing or a mer- 
cantile business or joint stock corporation. That is the way in 
which the industrial condition of Connecticut has been built up. 
Why should those institutions be taxed, Mr. President, any more 
than men who enter into partnership should be taxed as part- 
ners? 

_I do not know how many of these concerns we have in Connec- 
ticut, not only manufacturing concerns, but business concerns; 
but Í do know that as a general thing they have not large 
capital; that when a great industry has been established they 
have gone to the Legislature and secured a special charter. 

These joint stock companies in Connecticut are just as much 
entitled to the consideration of Congress in this matter of taxa- 
tion as savings banks, as mutual life insurance companies, or az 
fraternal beneficial associations. 

I said I did not know how many of these organizations we have 
in Connecticut, but I know the rate at which they have been 
formed of late years. From September 1, 1880, to May. 1, 1889, 
865 of them were established in the State. I have not the amount 
of their capital, but from my knowledge of the subject I ven- 
ture to say that the average capital of these 900 establishments 
which have been incorporated under our joint stock law within 
the last ten years, does not exceed $25,000 or $30,000, and prob- 
ably it is very much under that. My colleague thinks that 
estimate is too high. 

Why should these concerns be taxed directly as corporations? 
If you are going to have an income tax I do not object to having 
the money which the individual stockholder may derive from 
such corporations included within his income; it ought to bs; 
but why tax the corporation as a corporation and not tax a part- 
nership as a partnership? Why tax this business when you do 
not tax all business? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know whether it is true in Con- 
necticut, as it is in Rhode Island, that mercantile business is 
now quite largely conducted in the form of corporations rather 
than of partnerships, for the convenience of the parties inter- 
ested, and to oy out still further the idea of coöperation 
among the employés and employers in these mercantile es 
lishments. 
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Mr. PLATT. Almost the only way in which young men can 

t ahead in this country now is through the agency of these 
joint stock commercial companies. I appeal to every business 
man as to what is the common everyday experience. 

For instance, there has been a partnership of merchants, and 
they have been very successful; those who have been long in 
the business are quite willing to retire, but they have some 
bookkeepers and agents and clerks to whom they desire to 
give a start in the world, and so, withdrawing a part of their 
capital, perhaps, they turn their mercantile establishments or 
joint stock company, and they let 
the bookkeeper and the cashier, and the commercial travelers 
and the clerks take some stock and manage the concern there- 
after, leaving a portionof the funds which they have acquired 
by trade remain in the establishment. That is the foundation 
as new business. From that it begins to grow and thus the 
young men who used to be received into partnership in the old 
times, or used to find some way of getting ahead in the world, 
have the opportunity to grow up with the business which they 
themselves managed. That is the history of these corporations 
for which I am pleading. 

What does the bill do? It says, first, that the income of all 
individuals is to be taxed, and, then, that the income of these 
corporations is to have a tax of 2 per cent imposed annually. 

It will be observed when you go toim the income tax on 
an individual, you allow him an exemption. If his income does 
not amount to 84000, or, as the bill is proposed to be amended, 
to $3,000, he pa s nothing. But here three or four young men 
who have established a joint stock corporation store, if they 
have a joint income of $3,000 profit from the business, have to 

a2 per cent income tax on all the profits of the business. 
Why should they be nea ree to do that any more than if they 
were ina partnership? There is no reason for it; it is unjust; 
it is inequitable. 

It will stop the development of my State to tax these corpora- 
tions. Nobody is going hereafter to form a joint stock cor- 
poration to carry on business if the net profits of that corpora- 
tion are to have an income tax of 2 per centimposed upon them, 
when business carried on in another way is not required to pay 
a tax as a business and when a partnership business is not taxed. 
We shall have no more of these most beneficent corporations 
scattered all over my State, the hum of whose wheels and of whose 
industry can be heard the moment you enter the State, as you 
pass through it, and until you leave it, no matter in what direc- 
tion you cry go. 

Weshall have no more joint stock corporations formed in the 
State of Connecticut if business carried on in other forms is to 
be discriminated in favor of and they are to be discriminated 
against. If on one side of a street three persons carry on busi- 
ness as partners, making a joint profit of $6,000, no income tax 
is to be paid upon such income or profit unless the partners 
have other sources of income which, added to their share of the 

rtnership gains, makes their individual income exceed $1,000. 
iron the opposite side of the street three persons, having formed 
å corporation, carry on the same kind of business and make the 
same amount of profit, the $6,000 profit made by the corporation 
is to pay an income tax of $120. Is this equal taxation? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator before he gets through 
with this line of argument will allude to the fact that there are 

umerous and annoying exactions aside from the taxes imposed 
bpon people who do business in this form, in favor of those who 

o business in some other form. 

Mr. PLATT, Exactly. They are subject to every inquisi- 
torial feature of this bill, whereas those who do business as a 
partnership are exempt from very many of them. 

But speaking of the tax on corporations generally, it works 
an injustice in this way: Take the caseof abank. Senaters will 
say: Well, the income of a bank ought to be taxed 2 per cent; 

at is all right; these terrible institutions, these national banks 

hich are against the spirit of our institutions, if we can get at 
them and puta tax on them of 2 per cent we are doing some- 
thing; we are striking at the banks.” Let us see how that op- 
erates. 

Every individual is taxed under this bill according to the in- 
po which he derives from all sources, with the exemption of 

000, or $3,000, as the case may be; and, if I understand the 
pill, the individual in reckonin up his income can leave out of 
it the bank dividend which he has received, because the bank 
has been compelled to pay a2 per cent corporation tax. How 
does that affect the small holder of bank stock? That is true 
with reference to all corporations. 

Take a bank as an illustration. Three-quarters of the stock- 
holders in the national banks in my State are persons who do 

ot have an income of 83,000. They have moderate incomes, 
perhaps all derived from bank stock; it may be one thousand, 

r two thousand, or two thousand five hundred dollars; and it 
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will be seen that, whereas the person whose income is over 
three or four thousand dollars, as the case may be, ma; cedunj 
the dividends from his bank stock, the person who does not 
have an annual income of $3,000 has in effect to pay a 2 per 
centtax upon his entire income, because when itis taken out b 
the bank, the bank is so much the less able to declare the divi- 
dend, and the loss falls on the stockholders. That is the way 
all through with regard to these corporations. 

This is a scheme by which a person of small means can get no 
deductions, no exemptions, from the income tax if he happens 
to have his funds invested in the stocks or bonds of a corpora- 
tion, while a person of a large income can deduct all this because 
the corporation has paid the tax. But there is no exemption 
for the person of small means. Thus the effect of this provi- 
sion will be to put an income tax as a punishment upon every- 
body who happens to have any stock in a corporation and who 
does not have an income equal to $3,000. 

Mr. President, I think I have made my plea good that this 
tax upon corporations is inequitable. 

There are very many other matters to which I might refer in 
this connection. Ido not wish to discuss the details of thé bill 
generally; but right along in connection with what I have been 
saying there seems to be another thing which is wrong and 

laringly unjust. I do not know but that it is following the 

nglish system; perhaps itis. I refer to the tax upon the in- 
come acquired by inheritance or gift of personal property. We 
have those taxes in the States, Mr. President. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit 
an inquiry? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to be informed by the Senator as to 
whether or not this feature of taxing the incomes of corpora- 
tions is 17 to this bill, and whether or not it obfains in 
the English law? 

Mr. PLATT. It does not obtain in the English law. I said 
that when I started. 

I ought perhaps to make an explanation, that with a very 
large tax derived from incomes there are certain features of a 
corporation tax which yield a very small amount, not more than 
three or four or five hundred thousand dollars for the entire 
Kingdom of Great Britain, but I exclude that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. May J ask the Senator another question? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Lask whether or not the business of the 
country now is largely carried on under the system of limited 
liability corporations? $ 

Mr. PLATT. I think it is. 

Mr. CAFFERY. And whether that system has not toa great 
extent taken the place of partnerships? 

Mr. PLATT. It has. ; 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iask further whether or not this tax would 
operate very severely upon the holders of shares in all those 
limited liability corporations? 

Mr. PLATT. I think it would. 
these corporations, 

What should be the scheme of an income tax? It should be to 
tax the personalincomesof individuals which exceed the amount 
exempted, and in that way you get all the income of the country. 
But here you will observe that confusion is created by trying to 
tax the corporation. There is no necessity for it, because, if you 
put the income tax upon personal incomes, you reach all the 
earnings of the corporation in the hands of the individuals 
whose incomes exceed the exemption, but see into what difi- 
my youare carried the moment you put the taxon the corpor- 
ations. 

There is a provision here that if the tax is paid by the corpora- 
tion, the individual, or another corporation who holds its securi- 
ties, need not return them in the income account. Why go 
through all that? You reach the earnings of the corporation 
when you put the tax upon the individual, and when you put 
the tax upon the corporation you get nothing more, but you 
rah the whole matter into confusion and inexplicable diffi- 
culty. 

Mr. President, I was speaking, when interrupted, about the 
feature of the bill which requires a person in mak up his in- 
come to putin all that he has acquired by gift or inheritance 
during the year, and I was saying we had that in our State laws 
for taxing inheritance. They do not, however, undertake to 
tax an inheritance which descends lineally, or which goes from 
the husband to the wife; but only,the collateral inheritance, geu- 
erally drawing the line at cousins. If a cousin takes an inherit- 
ance, then there is a collateral inheritance tax imposed. But 
this goesfurther. This puts a 2 per cent tax upon all 1 and 
all inheritances of personal property. See how that is likely to 


operate. 
Our people are not all millionaires in Connecticut. Indeed, 


It is not neceseary to tax 
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we have very few millionaires, but a good many well-to-do peo- 
ple, most of whom have but a small competence. Take the case 
of a mechanic. I have one in mind who never earned more than 
$2 a day in his life, and he saved by small deposits in the savings 
banks and the accumulation of interest until he has just under 
$10,000—nine thousand and some dollars. He has a K 
Lknow the man and I know his family. That sum is all he has. 
He is in feeble health, and when he dies what takes place? A 
person who has an income of over $3,000 a year is to pay a tax 

n the excess of 2 per cent. His sega when she takes: 

e $9,000 out in the savings bank as an eritance, will have 
to pay $120 to the Government, 2 per cent on the excess over 
$3,000. Is that right? 

This bill isso crude in all its details, Mr. President, that time 
[pils to speak of the provisions which ought to be corrected if 
we are going to have an income tax. 

That is the class of people who are to be largely affected by 
this legislation in the State of Connecticut. I tell you when 
this bill comes to be understood among the people, the. income- 
tax feature will be the most.unpopularfeature of the bill. Itis 
wholly and absolutely unnecessary. 

All property acquired by gift Is to. be taken into account in 
making up the income. If a young man with a salary of $3,000 
happens to get married during the year, his father may wish to 
set him up in housekeeping. So he makes him a present of the 
furniture with which to go to housekeeping. Somebody else 
brings in some wedding presents. 

In making up his accounts he has to include all those gifts of 
furniture and wedding presents. If the bride happens to be the 
daughter of some wealthy person and has an income of $3,000, she 
must include in her income the diamond ring with which she 
was 1 topa a tax of 2 percent on its value, 

Mr. PER S. If not interrupt the Senator from Con- 
necticut, there is another feature which suggests itself to: me, 
und one which comes home directly to many of us. There are 
those who are struggling along to pay premiums on their life. 
insurance policies for the purpose of providing for their chil- 
dren if removed by death. There is no provision made for de- 
ducting the amount of this premium from the income during 
the yer: That is an onerous tax imposed on one who is work- 
ing for his wife and his children, and yet there is no provision. 
made for deducting it. 

Mr. PLATT. at Ís true. The bill is full of such features. 
It makes a man pay a tax not. only on the premiums which he 

ys to kork up his life insurance for the benefit of his family, 

ut upon all that he gives tocharitable objects. But Ishallnot 

ursue this matter further. If we must have an income tax, the 

onest, just, equitable way is to make a small exemption and 
tax whatever income the individual has above that exemption. 
By that way you reach everything and make everybody pay 
in proportion to what he is worth. The whole matter of going 
outside of it to reach corporations is founded on the idea I had 
almost called it an insane idea—that because a business: is con- 
ducted under an association which is called a corporation it 
deserves to be struck at by legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be allowed, I should like to ask the 
iene mage DOS hesitsdown. This is merely a thought 
suggested by what he has said, and he has said it more emphat- 

y, perhaps, that I can put it. Take the case of the gift ofa 
inian, a young workingman, who wants to put a little prop- 
erty in his wife’s name, Ifthe property is over $3,000 in value, 
it can only go to the wife with the Maldent ofa 2 per cent tax 
to the National Government, and the same would be the case, as 
Lunderstand, where a widow came into possession of property 
left by her husband. 

Mr. PLATT. That would depend on whether the entire family 
had an ineome outside of that of over $3,000. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand, then, that would be exempted in 
at tages 

r. PLATT. Exactly. 

Mr. HOAR. But suppose the workingman has made $3,000. 
He is, say, an engineer on a railroad, engaged in a hazardous 
business, and he wants to give a dwelling-house worth $3,000. as 
a gift to his wife, for the benefit of herself and her children. All 
over that he has poy tax upon. 

Mr.PLATT. Itdoes not apply to real estate: Itapplies only 


to 1 roperty. 
r. HO But the inheritance of a widow from her hus- 


Mr PLATT Exactl 
3 — All personal pro uired b; 
2 inheritance is to be counted in a ap the I AIA 
o, and if the whole income exceeds $3,000 the: excess is to. 
be taxed. Only one exemption of $3,000 is to be made-from the 
aggregate income of all the members of any family. But I do 
not desire to discuss in detail all the crude, unjust, and inequi- 
table details of the bill.. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, although many speeches have 


been made by Senators on this floor t the adoption of the 
income tax, but few arguments. reds wages tit 
and I desire to refer to them briefly. oat Menta i, 

The speech. just concluded by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT] is remarkable for its candor and for its exposition 
of what he believes the 5 party, which Į suppose he con- 
saare avery radical party, is trying to accomplish in this coun- 

ry. 

Jus very glad indeed to hear the Senator ess himself 
so fully, not because his statements contain w I regard as 
facts, but because they contain what he looks upon as the truth 
re the Populist party, and doubtless what many other 
people, ignorant of the purposes of that party, believe to be the 
truth as to those purposes. 

The Senator from. Connecticut makes one remarkable state- 
ment—a, statement to which I can not agree at any time or 

lace. He says that in this country property is just.as sacred as 

uman life. I do not believe this. I do not 8 that there 
is a government in the civilized world where property is looked 
upon as sacred as human life. However sacred property may be 
regarded, the right to live is supreme over all s. Thede- 
sire to live is the ruling law of our nature. The necessity of 
| pearls human life is a necessarily implied condition-prece- 

ent to the enjoyment, of property and the enjoyment of all 
things incident to existence itself. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Connecticut that prop- 
erty is eaey maa oar e 27 Ido 15 b. 8 mean 

say do not regar: right of propert; nor do 
J desire any Senator to infer from what Tia 7 this ‘subject 
that the Populist party has not full regard for the rights of prop- 


erty. 

Ithas been argued here uently, — 1 ht to sa 
thatit has been ee ee plain 3 
that the Populist party desires to destroy all protection to prop- 
erty; that it desires to annul constitutional and statutory guar- 
antees of property. 

I do not know whether or not the Senators who have made that 
statement were sincere and believed it to be true, but I presume 
they were sincere. or they would not have made it. As matter 
of fact, however, such a statement is entirely unfounded. 

There is not æ Populist from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
Ocean, nor from the e of the Woods to the Gulf of Mexico, 
who does not understand and realize as fully as any Senator in 
this Chamber that the right of property under our Constitu- 
tion and form of government is absolutely sacred, and there is 
not one of all the great, number of. American people belonging 
to that party who would impair the right of property in the 
slightest degree. So that insinuations or statements made 
here that the Populist. party desires to destroy the right of 
property in this country, that its members do not rise to the 
dignity of patriotic citizenship, or understand our form of gov- 
ernment and its constitutional tees, are entirely unwar- 
ranted. on the part of those who make them, 

Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut says, with ad- 

mirable frankness, that those composing the Populist party— 
and everything that.isnot Democratic or Republican, of course, 
must in view necessarily be Populistic—are jealous of those 
who have accumulated wealth, if [remember his statement cor- 
rectly, There never was a r mistake made by any man 
than this statement by that inguished Senator. 
V There is not a member of that party anywhere to-day who has 
in his breast the slightest degree of jealousy of those who have 
honestly accumulated wealth. There isnot one throughout the 
length and breadth of the land who would impair in the slight- 
est degree the honestly acquired fortune of any man or any cor- 
poration. There is no jealousy upon their part of wealthy men 
or wealthy corporations. 

There is no desire on merget to check any honest man, in 
the t degree, in ac ing an honest fortune to ex- 

tent that may be within power; but, Mr. President, there 
is a strong desire upon the part of the Populist thatevery 
man who enjoys a fortune in this country shall enjoy it as the 
result of honest labor upon his pari and that he shall not be 
rmitted,. through vicious- legislation, to reap. the fruits of the 
labors of others, or to amass a fortune which is the result of 
fraudulent and dishonest practices upon his part. If thaß is 
wrong, then the Populist party is wrong. If that is right, then 
the Populist. party is eae 
The Populist party believes that it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to legislate in the interest of all the people of the coun- 
try and not in the interest of the few alone. It believes that the 
rights of the humblest citizen of the land are as sacred in our 
form of government as the rights of the most gigantic corpora- 
tion. Is there SG wrong in this belief? Are there any 
class distinctions country recognized by statute, that 
would exclude any class of our people from the 


beneficent operas 
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Are we to say that the massof the people of this country must 
struggle without the assistance of beneficial legislation, while 
the very few dominate the action of Congress and make mone 
out of Congressional legislation or by circumstances are suff 
to accumulate wealth for the want of proper Congressional log- 
islation? Ik it be visionary to believe in a doctrine of this kind, 
if it be criminal to believe in such a doctrine, then the Populist 

ty is both visionary and criminal. If, on the other hand, it 

patriotic to so believe, if it be in accordance with the teach- 
ings and traditions of our Government so to believe, then the 
Populist party stands to-day closer to the true history, traditions, 
and teachings of this nation than any other political party in this 
country. 

Livery Senator that has spoken against the income tax has 
taken occasion to say that it was Populistic. My distinguished 
friend, the senior Senator from New York[Mr. HILL] yesterday 
said that it was not Democratic, but that it was Populistic. I 
suppose he intended to leave the impression upon the minds 
of bis hearers that if it were Populistic it was so odious that no 
respectable man ought to believe in it or advocate it. 

Mr. President, the income tax is a Democratic measure. The 
first income tax that was enacted and enforced in this country 
was a Democratic measure. The second, third, and fourth were 
Democratic measures, while the last income tax was a Repub- 
lican measure. 

July 14, 1789, a statute was enacted which imposed a tax upon 
real estate and a capitation tax upon slaves. August 2, 1813, an 
act was passed by Coupee which imposed a tax upon real es- 
tate and slaves according to their respective values in money. 
January 19, 1815, another act of Congress was passed which im- 
posed the same kind of a tax upon the same descriptions of prop- 
erty—that is, upon real estate and slaves. The act of February 
27, 1815, applied the provisions of the act of June 19, 1815, to the 
District of Columbia. The act of March 5, 1816, repealed the 

rmer laws and enacted other provisions to enforce the collec- 

on of the small amount of taxes prescribed by that act. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator a question? Were 
those income taxes or in the nature of taxes under that clause of 
the Constitution which are called direct taxes, and apportioned 
according to population? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think perhaps the Senator is right, and the 
majority of them were of the character he states, at least two of 


em, 

Mr. ALLISON. I mention it for the purpose of calling his 
attention to the fact that I know of no income tax having been 
imposed in the United States until 1861. 
Mr. ALLEN. On the 5th of August, 1861, an act was passed 
by Congress which authorized a tax to be levied wholly upon 
real estate,and both the act of June 17,1862,and the act of Feb- 
ruary 6, 1863, authorized the collection in insurrectionary dis- 
tricts of the direct tax imposed by the act of August 5, 1861 
and were a part and parcel of the system of direct tax imposed 
in the early part of the war. I speak of this not for the pur- 

se of entering into a lengthy discussion of tho showing the 


come tax in this country, but for the purpose of showing that 
when Senators assert that the income tax is peu opu- 
listic, although I wish that were true, it is not ħistorically true. 
The measure is both a Democratic and a Republican measure, 
and Populistic to-day. 

Mr. President, the income tax is the only respectable inherit- 
ance that the Populist party receives from the past. It ill be- 
comes the Senator from New York or the Senator from Con- 
necticut, or any other Senator, then, to stand in his place in this 
Chamber and denounce the income tax as communistic, as un- 
just, as inquisitorial, as Populistic, because it was one of the 
first systems of taxation introduced into the country after the 
formation of the Constitution in 1787. It has been resorted to 
from time to time throughout the history of the country when 
Congress deemed it necessary for the perpore of raising reye- 
nue. Senators say that it isa war tax, and Suppose pretty soon 
we will hear the cry raised from every stump throughout the 
country by the Republican party that the Democratic party, 
aided by the Populists, resurrected and put into the law the 
odious income tax of war times. 

Mr. President, that statementis false. The income tax is not 
a war tax ee and solely. It has been enacted and en- 
forced in this country when there was absolute and profound 
peace, when this 3 was not even threatened with war. It 
was Fie oes system of taxation in the early days of the Re- 
public. So the statement that Senators make upon this ques- 
tion that it is an odious war tax is not in accordance with the 
history of this system of taxation in this country. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] on yesterday and on 
one other occasion informed the Senate the country that pos- 
sibly the Supreme Court as now constituted would not look upon 
the provisions of the Constitution as their predecessors looked 
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uponit. Mr. President, in 1796 the Supreme Court of the United 
States decided this kind of a tax constitutional, in the Hilton 
8 Ninety-eight years ago the question was settled in this 
country. 

It was settled by one ol the 8 benches that ever ex- 


isted in the country that a tax of this character is a constitu- 
tional tax; that it was not a direct tax and therefore in violation 
of the Constitution. The Supreme Court then held that the 
only two taxes that could be imposed by this Government which 
were properly characterized as direct taxation were the capita- 
tion or poll tax of the Constitution and a direct tax upon real 
estate. For ninety-eight years of the existence of this Govern- 
ment that has been the law, and it is the law to-day. Notwith- 
standing over twenty judges—I think I may safely double that, 
and say nearly forty judges—have occupied the Supreme Bench 
of the nation from the time that decision was rendered until 
this moment, noone of them has ever questioned the correct- 
ness of that decision. 

It has been reaffirmed on three or four differentoccasions. It 
was reaffirmed in the Springer case, a lengthily argued and 
closely considered case, without adissenting voice upon the part 
of any justice of the court. Yet the Senator from New York 
lets drop the significant remark, and it is significant to the 
poop of this country, that possibly the Supreme Court of the 

nited States as now constituted will not look upon this ques- 
tion as its predecessors have looked upon it. Are we to under- 
stand that the Supreme Court of the United States is packed 
upon this question? Are we to understand that any man before 
he went upon the bench of the Supreme Court of the United 
States prejudged this question and that his prejudging it was 
a condition-precedent to his promotion? Do 70,000,000 people of 
the United States hold their constitutional and property and 
5 ts by a tenure so uncertain as this? 

Mr. . Mr. President, I do not know that the suggestion 
of the Senator from Nebraska calls for any answer, but I would 
simply say that I donot think itis probable at all that any mem- 
ber of the Supreme Court has been polled upon this legal ques- 
tion. Isimply desire to call the Senator's attention to what we 
oe history, that the Supreme Court has repeatedly reversed 

Mr. ALLEN. The Supreme Court may have repeatedly re- 
versed itself, but I want to say to the Senator from New York 
that the Supreme Court has never reversed itself upon this ques- 
tion. There have never been two opinions emanating from that 
great tribunal upon this 855 Their decision has been yea, 
yea, in every instance in favor of the constitutionality of the tax 
and its enforcement. No one ever doubted that the question 
was settled and put at rest until the Senator from New York a 
few weeks ago interjected into the debate a suspicion at least 
that a different opinion might be expected from the Supreme 
Court as it is now constituted, and that, too, notwithstanding the 
rule which exists in our jurisprudence and has existed through- 
out the history of the common law, that a constitutional and prop- 
erty question once settled must be held for prudential and just 
purposes to be settled forever. i 
ark you, it is not a question of court practice that can be 
changed at will without doing injury to anyone or any inter- 
est, but it is a settlement of the constitutional right that for 
nearly one hundred years has become imbedded the very 
foundation of our Republic. It is a part of the warp and woof 
of the rights of American citizens. Yet we are gravely in- 
formed that the Supreme Court of the United States, as now 
constituted, may possibly overturn a constitutional ruling that 
has been so frequently made. 

Mr. President, Ido not believe it. Ido not believe there is 
any man worthy of wearing the ermine, Ido not believe any man 
placed upon the supreme tribunal of this nation would so far for- 
got himself as to pledge himself in advance and as acondition to 

is promotion that he would render a decision overruling well- 
established rules of his 3 

Yet, Mr. President, the remark has significance. It has this 
significance, sir: It shows that the power which is dominating 
legislation to-day, the power which shows its hand in the Senate 
every once ina while andinthe other branch of Ongre, is not 
satisfied with reaching out its long bony fingers through the 
legislation of Congress, but that it is sseking to fasten itself 
upon the supreme tribunal of the land. 

The gl geo Court of the United States is the only depart- 
ment of the National Government left to the people. The leg- 
islative department of the Government has been under the con- 
trol of the corporations and of the money ower for more than 
aquarterof a century. No law can pass this body, no important 
measure has passed body in twenty-five years that did not 
first secure the sanction of the great corporate interests of the 
nation; notone. Senators may indignantly deny it; ny Ana A 
say the statement is untrue; but I challenge any Senator in th 
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Chamber this moment to point outa measure of great importance 
to the people that has not first secured the sanction of these in- 
fluences. - 

It will not do, sir, to denounce me. It will not do to denounce 
the Populist party. It will not do to make some person a scape- 
goat. The poopie believe that Congress is dominated by the 
money power of this nation to-day. They believe it, and they 
have a right to believe it when they see iniquitous measures 
passed here that enable a few men to build up at the expense of 
the people fabulous and dishonest fortunes. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator oblige the Senate by 8 
those acts of legislation passed by Congress which have enable 
people to build up vast fortunes? 

. ALLEN. I shall be very glad to do it at some future 


port. 

Mr. HILL. Now is the accepted time. 

Mr. ALLEN. It may be to the Senator from New York. I 
aay itis; but it is not the Populist's time. Our life is a little 

onger. 
r. HILL. The gentleman may take all the time he pleases, 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I can enumerate afew. he re- 
funding act took out of the pocni of the people of the United 
States $700,000,000 wrongfully. That is one. 

Mr. HILL. What year was that? 

1 ALLEN. Sines the war; I do not recall the year; along 
1869. 

Mr. HILL. At that time the Senator belonged to the Repub- 
lican party. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator never belonged to any party. I 
was a member of the Republican party, but not responsible for 
its legislation. I will not, however, get into any controversy 
with the Senator upon that point. The refunding-act, the re- 
sumption act, the constant refunding of the indebtedness of the 
United States into interest-bearing bonds, the change of law 
by which bonds payable in lawful money became payable in coin 
and the Executive interpretation—not disavowed by Congress— 
by which the word ‘‘coin” was unlawfully construed to signif. 

ld coin have cost the people of this country hundreds of mil- 

us of dollars. The demonetization of silver in 1873 is another, 
and the crowning villainy of 1893, by which silyer was entirely 
stricken down, has cost the country directly and indirectly many 
hundreds of millions of dollars, f 

Mr. President, when there went up from this country a uni- 
versal cry to retain the purchasing clause of the Sherman act 
until such time as the silver question could be settled, to the end 
that the ple might have more money with which to transact 
their business, I did not hear the eloquent voice of the Senator 
from New York raised in their behalf. Why was not that act 
retained? Simply because it was giving to the people of this 
gouni oponi $50,000,000 of money annually, adding that much 
to the total volume of their money. It was necessary to answer 
the purpose of the men in Wall street to strike down that money. 

It was necessary to do it without condition. It was necessary 
to do it so that Wall street could take its money and invest in 
more Government bonds. Now, they have something like $100,- 
000,000 surplus lying in their banks unused and again the cry 
goes forth to the country that the gold reserve is being trenched 
upon, and that there is necessity for the Government to issue 
more bonds, and pretty soon to please the Shylocks of Wall street 
and Lombard street more bonds under some subterfuge or some 
pretense will be issued as a burden upon the industries of this 
country. 

No, Mr. President, I am right when I say that no measure of 
any considerable importance has passed Congress in twenty-five 
years that did not first meet the approval of this class of people. 

The Senator from New York proposes to have these decisions 
of the Supreme Court overturned by a new tribunal. He pro- 
poses to have the Supreme Court as now constituted, or possibl 
as constituted at some time in the future, overturn these deci- 
sions and hold this kind of taxation unconstitutional. 

Mr. President, it is sad indeed to suppose that any man can 
imagine the time coming when the Supreme Court of the United 
States will bo in the grasp of these corporations and this money 

wer; when there will be no civil power in this country to pro- 

tthe right of the individual citizen; when every branch of 
the Government shall haye passed over to and be dominated by 
the baneful influences of the money power and the corporate 
greed of the nation. 

The Populist party stands for the rights of the American peo- 
pe Itwould notharm one legitimate interest thatany legitimate 

rporation has in the country. It would not destroy proper 
corporations, as the Senator from Connecticut seems to infer it 
would if in power, but it would treat all corporations and all in- 
dividuals alike, so far as the nature of the two admits of their being 
treated alike, restraining corporations from invading legislative 
halls, restraining them from purchasing members of the Legis- 


latures of some of the States, preventing them from using mone 

in corrupting State and national legislation. Sir, if that 

wrong, if the Populist party is to be condemned because it con- 

demns conduct of that character, because it would restrain cor- 

83 from purchasing legislation, then that party should 
condemned; not otherwise. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? Does 
not the Senator know that years before the Populist party was 
ever thought of, there were laws upon the statute books of tha 
respective States against the bribery of State legislators on the 
8 of ee election of United States Senators and all other 
pro ons 

r. ALLEN. Oh, Mr. President, I knew that quite well, but 
I do not see its pertinency. 
— 5 1 2 f 955 bee ecg 
r. . vered that quite as early as the Sena 
from New York discovered it. 3 N ma 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator to say that one of the 
great missions of the Populist party is to prevent those things 
being done, by the enactment of laws which would prevent ft 
and I simply pointed out the pertinent fact that laws sufficient 
for that purpose were upon the statute books long before your 
party was ever thought of. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then you misunderstood me if you understood 
anything of that kind. I said that the ied vere ons of which I 
am speaking have beaten down laws of that kind and disre- 
garded them; that the laws have become inefficient; that they 
have been overridden by these corporations and that legislative 
bodies have been bought up and corrupted. I repeat, sir, 
that the people of this country believe this to be true. How 
long ago has it been since it was 1 in the newspapers of 
this country that in a certain legislative hall in a certain State 
of this Union where a United States Senator was being elected 
by a joint convention of the Legislature express envelopes in 
which money came were found opened and lying upon the floor 
after adjournment, thereby leaving the inference that money had 
been taken literally into that legislative body, and members of 
the Legislature corrupted with it. 

Fa HILL. Will the Senator allow me to inquire where was 
at? 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, 1 do not think I will tell the Senator ex- 

actly where it was at this time. 
F Mr. HILL. If there was any such scheme enacted anywhere 
in this country, and any United States Senator sits here who was 
elected by any such means, the Senator from Nebraska instead 
of 5 complaint should have an inquiry and let the thing 
be investigated, and not indulge the country these vague insin- 
uations, and when asked to point it out decline to do so. 

Mr. ALLEN. The man who was elected by that Legislature 
is not in the Senate of the United States to-day. The Senator 
from New York has no occasion to grow so apparently indignant 
about this matter. If he were reading the newspapers at that 
time he saw the statement. This is not a revelation, made for 
the first time. It was . throughout the length and 
breadth of the country at the time it was said to have happened. 

Mr. HILL. I do not know to whom the Senator refers. 

Mr. ALLEN. The New York paspor and pres of the West 
and South gave a full account of the transaction at the time. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? I donot know to 
whom the Senator refers. Ido not recollect any such circum- 
stance. It seems tome that if any such reports were spread 
broadcast they were investigated at the time and unquestion- 
ably exploded. I do not believe that there has been any period 
in our history when the Senate has permitted any such men to 
occupy seats on this floor. If the Senator can oblige the coun- 
try and oblige the Senate by naming such an instance possibly 
Ican name tife answer to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New York understands as 
well asI do that charges of that kind were made throughout 
the press. If he does not he is ignorant of the newspaper litera- 
ture of four years ago. It was charged in the press of the country 
throughout the length and breadth of the nation. Now, whether 
it was true or not the Senator from New York will not get me 
to state, for personally I do not know. I only know that the 
charge was made at the time and is quite generally believed. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator think it fair to the Senate and 
to the people of this country to make a statement of that kind, 
to spread it broadcast before the land, and then not himself, if 
he uae any confidence in those charges, proceed to investigate 
them 

Mr. ALLEN. Why, Mr. President, the Senator from New 
York certainly must look upon me ina peculiar light. Iam not 
plastic material to be molded by him. 

Mr. HILL. I do—in rather a peculiar light. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator can not get me to make a state- 
ment that some particular member had purchased a place in the 
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Senate when I do not absolutely know it to be true, and if he 
were fair in his treatment he would not attempt to do so. 

Nr. HILL. That is precisely what you intended by your in- 
sinuation. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator will never get me to do so; and I 
have not made an insinuation. 

Mr. HILL. I do object to the Senator doing by insinuation 
what he does not seem to dare do directly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have not charged what the Senator from New 
York says I have charged. 

Mr. HILL. But you have said 

Mr. ALLEN. aita moment. I had not charged that any 
man has purchased a seat in this Chamber. Isay the newspapers 
at the time said a certain Senator had purchased his seat in this 
Chamber. I say so now. 

Mr. HILL. The newspapers say a great deal that is not true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the 
chair). Senators must address the Chair. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isay so now, and I say if the Senator from 
New York did not reador hear that report, which was published 

“from one end of the land to another, he is the only man in the 
Chamber who did not. Ihave nothing to take back. I stand 
by what I have said. $ 

Mr. President, if I had the evidence in my possesšion I would 
not hesitate to make the charges egaine; any man alive. Ido 
not care who he is, but I speak of this case in this manner be- 
cause it was current throughout the nation at the time, and be- 
cause, I 5 thousands of people in this country believe the 
charge to be true, and I may add that I believe it to be true 
also, That, sir, is what Iam spoaking of when I say the people 
of this country look upon Congress with some degree of suspi- 
cion, and they have a right to do so. 

Now, I will make a charge for the benefit of the Senator from 
New York that 1 am prepared to prove, and I will go intocourt 
and prove it if need be. At the very day, or the day after Coxey 
and his unfortunate followers were taken to the common jail of 
this District, for tresspassing on the grass of these Capitol 
grounds a certain railroad magnate of the United States was in 
a committee room at the other end of the Capitol, guarded by 
an officer of this Government, and sending into the House of 
Representatives to get Representatives to come tosee him that 
he might tell them what he would do with reference to certain 
of the Pavific roads. 

That, sir, eccurred in a committee room of this Capitol. He 
sat there as an autocrat. He sat there with a guard over him, 
a guard in the committee room, and in the pay of the Govern- 
ment. No man was permitted to enter that room at that time 
except as he was sent for by this man, and they were members of 
Congress. Now, if you want proof of that I will give it to you. 
What was he there for, Mr. President? He was there to pro- 
cure legislation regarding the Pacific roads by which this Gov- 
ernment is to be buncoed out of a hundred million dollars if the 
scheme can be ese through Congress. The same day you 
sent these poor friendless devils to the jail for trespassing upon 
the grass, in a disgraced and shamed condition, that lordly rail- 
road autocrat sat at the other end of this building, in one of the 
committee rooms of the national Capitol, undertaking to dictate 
terms to a committee of Congress. rs 

Mr. WALSH. Will the Senator from Nebraska name him? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will name him to a committee if it is neces- 


sary. 

Mr. President, I have no desire to indulge in matters of this 
kind to an unnecessary or improper extent, but the situation 
calls for the truth. Icould name other instances, but I speak 
of this simply for the purpose of proving that a great many of 
the people of this country believe, and I think they rightly be- 
lieve, that these great moneyed institutions are reaching their 
hands imperceptibly but surely into the Senate and House of 
Representatives, and smothering, enacting, or defeating legisla- 
tion at their own will. 

Now, the revelation goes out to the people of this country 
that the onward march of this power is to be taken up into the 
Supreme Court room to seize the Chief Justice and associate 
justices, that the court is to be reconstructed and overturn the 
holdings of a century, and that the great principle of constitu- 
tional law which met the approval of Mars and the long line 
of illustrious jurists who have occupied the Supreme Bench is 
to be overturned and revolutionized and changed by a court 
aed Do constructed or to be constructed. That is what we 
are told. y 

I hold in my hand the cases to which I have referred, but I 
will not now do more than give the dates and es where the 
decisions may be found. The case of Hylton, p. tiff in error, 
a the United States, defendant in error, was decided at 

e February term, 1796, and will be found on page 171 of 3 Dal- 
las, United States Supreme Court Reports. It is a decision that 


stands to-day,and that has been the law throughout the history 
of this country to this time. Yet we are gravely told that it is 
to be overturned by the court. Then I callattention to the case 
of Springer vs. The United States, 102 United States Supreme 
Court Reports, page 586. Now, let us seewhat the court de- 
cided upon the question of a tax of this character, it being 
charged to be a direct tax, and therefore a violation of the Con- 
stitution: 

Direct taxes, within the meaning of the Constitution 
says the court— 
aros oniy, capitation taxes as expressed in that instrument, and taxes on real 


The tax that was levied upon Mr. Springer’s income under the 
-law of 1861 or 1862 was levied under the Morrill tariff act, and 
was held to be constitutional, and the law was enforced against 
the property of Mr. Springer, and his property was sold in pay- 
ment of it and the title sustained in the purchaser. The point 
was made there, and argued at great length, that the tax was a 
direct tax, and therefore in violation of the Constitution; and 
-the court held, Mr. Justice Swayne delivering the opinion, with- 
out dissent, in accordance with the Hylton case and three pre- 
ceding cases where the rule had not been questioned, that the 
tax was lawful and the act not in violation of the Constitution. 
It was held that the law was not a violation of the Constitution 
inhibiting direct taxation, and therefore requiring apportion- 
ment among the States. 

So, Mr. President, when the Senator from New York inti- 
mates that there is any question about the constitutionality of 
the income tax, when the Senator from Massachusetts intimates 
that there is question about these decisions covering the point 
of all income-tax laws, I say that if the Supreme Court of the 
United States are to be believed, the question was settled nearly 
one hundred years ago, and has not been disputed in this Cham- 
ber until within the last few days. 

But, Mr. President, the tax is iniquitous and inquisitorial, it 
is said; that it compels the man who is taxed to tell the truth, 
and that is objected to. Isawa short time ago in one of the 
leading papers of New York City an article written by Ward 
Mo ter upon the subjectof the income tax. Mr. MeAllister’s 
occupation seems to be that of telling the ultra fashionable la- 
dies of the city of New York whether they should put barnyard 
fowl or roast beef on their tables first, and he draws a large sal- 
ary, I am told, for it. Ward McAllister gravely informed the 
Populist ragtag and bobtail element of this country, as he calls 
them, that if the income tax is imposed upon the people of New 
York they will leave the country. They will not pay it; they 
will go over to Europe, where their surroundings are more con- 
genial, to escape taxation. They will leave the country. 

Ward Mc ter himself, I suppose, will leave us. He will 
take to his heels and flee the country because the demands of 
the nation require him to contribute a little of his own income 
to support the Government. If there is any citizen of the United 
States whose sense of obligation to his country is so small, who 
sees inits noblest history nothing to challenge his admiration, 
who sees nothing in the story of the Stars and Stripes to inspire 
patriotism in his breast, and who prefers to flee the country 
rather than to pay his honest taxes, then as one citizen of this 
country I say, may his flight from the United States be speedy 
and his stay be 5 We do not need men of that kind in 
this country. We do not want them here. They are a curse to 
the country, and the sooner they leave and the longer they stay 
the better off we shall be. 

Itis said that some persons will lie if we pass a law of this 
kind. Isuppose some Senators will say that the income law 
ought to be entitled, ‘‘An act to encourage liars,” that we will 
make some man commit perjury to save his property, in es- 
caping his just proportion of the burdensof this nation. Is if 
possible that there is any American citizen to-day whose sense 
of manhood is so small, whose sense of obligation to his country 
is so infinitesimal that he would commit perjury in the sight of 
his a to escape his just portion of taxation? Sir, I do not be- 
lieve it. 

Suppose a man predisposed to larceny should say, You ought 
not to pass a law against larceny, because I have to commit 
larceny, and therefore I will break the law; you ought not to put 
any temptation in my road; you should permit me to steal with- 
out inflicting any penalty upon me. If you pass a law against 
larceny, the result will be that I will have to violate it, and 
therefore Iwill have to suffer in consequence.“ What man would 
listen to an argument of that kind? 

It can be said with reference to every law, State and national, 
that you should not pass it because some man will violate tc and 
be punished as a violator, and that therefore it should not be 
enacted. The reverse of this is true. You pass laws for the 
express purpose of restraining men from the commission of 
crime, and you prescribe penalties for the purpose of restrain- 
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ing violationsof actsof Congress and of State Legislatures. This 
the purpose of the enactment of a statute. 

Now, we are told that this proposed act, if it is passed and be- 
comes a law, will cause many men in this country to violate it 
secreting the truth from the assessors of revenue. It is sai 
that it is inquisitorial; that it inquiresinto a man’s business too 
closely. Let me read to you how they get at taxes in the eit 
of New York. I haye some of the official schedules of New Yor: 
State and New York City. The first one I propose to read is an 
affidavit which ashareholderin a bank is required to make when 
assessed for taxation. 


STATE oF NEW YORE, 
City of New York, ss: 
duly sworn, deposes and says, that on the second Mon- 


bein 
11 


day of January, ue resided in and was the owner of the follow- 
ingdescribed shares of stock: 
Shares. Banks. 


Shares in all, assessed at a total value o... 8 


tthe full valna of all the mai ; exclusive ol. said bank 
— 5 y 99 —— taxation) on the 


89—, did not exceed ; that the just debts 
amounted tos, and that no portion of 


than said 
ofany assessment for ae eee in this or 
in any other county or State, for the year 189—, or in the purchase 
property or securities, or for the purpose of © taxa- 


The affidavit is to be signed by the holder of stock, and he is 
required to swear to it. : 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this — day of , 189-. 
Commissioner of Tanesawd Assessments. 
it strikes me that that is a little inquisitorial, and yet it 
older is to 


inthe bank and their and is required to take an oath which 
reveals the truestateof affairs. I read another, being the state- 
ment to be made by officers of resident corporations. 
CITY OF NEW YORK. 
` DEPARTMENT OF ‘TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS, 


Please state the full name ot the corpora 


Statement made and delivered to the of taxes and assess- 


men county of New York, for and in behalf of th 

ts of the city and ew Or e 
showing its con: n for the purpose of assessment, on the second Monday 
of January, 1834: : 

Total I IRIS SPINE BIR SERIO E, NNER 
Capital stock actually paid in, or secured to be paid in— oeann 
Amoeuntoftsurpits-sarnitige DESNE EAR ea 


Indebtedness in detail, as follows: ———. 


Has any tion of above indebtedness been contracted or incurred in the 
of nontaxaie property or securities, or forthe purpose of evad- 
value of real estate, describing particularly by ward and ward 

map n eel 


` Amount inyested in the stocks of other corporations which are 
taxed upon their ca P ˙ POL IF 
Amount invested in United States securi 
the stock of the company is worth less than state theactual valne, 
at aie the facte under — euch estimate of ite 
value 


The: p ofice 


principal or the place of transac: the financial business of 
the saidcorporation is sit in the —— ward of the city.of New York, at 
0. — — street. 
Crry OF NEW YORE, ss: 


sworn, do hereby 
respects just and 


rs are examine, under oath, the person 
re the they deem it to obtain any fuiler 
eee dere ebe ere : 
That also is required to be sworn to. 

Mr. President, the income tax now under consideration, it 
is said, will be inquisitorial; that it will require the prove 
who are properly taxable to disclose their business, and tha 
therefore, it work injury and injustice to that class o 
people. What can be more uisitorial than a law which 
requires the swearing to a schedule of the character I have 
read? It is inconceivable for any revenue officer of this Goy- 
ernment, acting properly under the statute under the pro- 
posed income tax, to construct schedules which will be as in- 
quisitorial as these. Yet we are told by every Senator who has 


the —— of said on, a 
938 — — . 
true. 


Sworn to before me this —day of 33 1894. 
Commissione: 


spoken on this question in opposition to the income tax thatit 
is e proper for the States to tax these corporations and 
ndividuals, and require of them schedules such as are in com- 
mon use. The corporation must give its total assets. 

By the returns I have read, corporations are required to give 
the capital stock actually paid or secured to be paid in. The 
law which we pro to enact dees not require anything of that 
kind, Again, under thereturns which Lhave quoted, the amount 
of surplus earnings must be stated, the rate of dividend for the 
last year, or the last annual dividend, and the indebtedness in 
detail of the corporation. 

Mr. President, every corporation in the city of New Yorkand 
the State of New York is required to return a schedule of this 
kind annually. So, sir, if the corporations tell the truth, the 
assessor of revenue under the proposed act can go to the proper 
officer and get the schedule and make his assessment against 
them without ever exacting an oath or without ever making a 
personal inquiry of one of them. The ee thatan income 
tax is inquisitorial, that it inquires into the e business of 
the citizen, disappears under the fact that this very information 
rca in an intensified degree is brought out under the Stata 

aw. 

Mr. President, that is not all. In the city of New York tey 
have a statement to be made by anonresident corporation, whic 
I will read: 

CITY OF NEW YORK. 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS, 
Mee, Stewart Building, 280 Broadway. 

Please state the full name of the corporation. 

Statement made and delivered to the commissioners of taxes and assess- 

the city and county of New York, for and in behalf of the 


ments of 
showing its condition for the purpose of assessment, on the second Monday 
of January, 189—. 

The 3 named in this statement is an organization under the laws 
of the State of —,-, haying its principal office at . The amount of 
the capital it has invested in business in the city of New York, including the 
value of its office furniture, safe, sam fixtures, money in bank and 
otherwise used in business, will not exceed the sum of $——. 

Has any indebtedness eee or eee in the 7 —— of non- 
taxable orsecurities, orfor the purpose of evading taxation? 

OMice In the cty of New York, street. 

Is the company assessed by the State comptroller; and, if so, for what 


amount? x 
Ree ferent tek said corporation, being duly sworn, say that 
tioin all respecte just and trun, spd 
Sworn before me, this —— day of » 189-. 
m na the corporation, If they desm de necessary, £0 0 won gee a 
Or further particulate —— ee j p mee 
The oath, it will be seen, requires the nonresident corporation 
to show what property and assets it has in the city of New York 
subject to taxation under the laws of the State, and to do so with 
much more fullness than any schedule would require which could 
be named under the proposed act. Still, that isnot all. Icome 
now to the mal property blank used in the State of Con- 
necticut in the matter of the assessment of taxes. 


Write your name and address on line below. 


Taxable list of Sor 1892. 
j 
| Dwelling house (giving street and Assessors’ 
Number. number, front and. depth of lot). valuation. valuntion 
Rod. (Describe fully each separate lot 
$ or tract ot land.) 


Store, street, and number 
Building used for manufacto: 
Horses, asses, mules mn 
Oxen, cows, sheep, and other neat 
Fn ————— 
wagons,and all other carriages: 
utensils (exceeding in 


truments (exceeding 
WEAGS o ing codon satan a 
Household furniture (exceeding 
value 


A poe 
reap pere, fpr due me- 


1894. 


Write your name and address on line below. 
Taxable list of Jor 1892—Continued. 


Dwelling house(giving street and | Owner’s |Assessors’ 


Number. number, front and depth of lot), valuation. valuation. 


Invested in mechanicaland man- 


Earnings of vessels 4. 

Bank andinsurance stocks please 
insert the numberof shares of 
each kind 5 


St 
Railroad bonds (except those of 
this State) 


e 
Money on interest in this or any 
State (except in savings banks, 
or mortgages in this State to 
an amount equal to the as- 
sessed value of the property) 
Money on deposit, on hand and 
T jen 
other e property no 
y tionad 


Poll —— years of „ 
enipt, state from what cause 
Military ——yearsofage. If ex- 
empt, state from what cause 
Exemption by reason of the 
service in the United States 
Army or Navy of in 


time of War 


I do hereby declare under oath that the 1 Ust, to tho 
best ot ow led: remembrance, a true statement of 
all. — liable to taxation, and that have included said. 
tax list 


bonds, notes, and other evidences of indebtedness, except such 
exem 


as are by 8 from taxation or are endorsed by the State 
treasurer as not at present liable to taxation in Connecticut, which are 
now owned by or held b; in trust, or which required b 
law to put into said tax ; and also all bonds, notes, or other = 
ences of all shares of the capital stock of 


corpora- 
—— ve transferred as ap 
eral security to any corpora ave 
not conveyed or tempora: disposed of any estate for the purpose of evad- 
ing the laws relating to the assessment and collection of tax 

Dated at New Haven, this —— day of —, 1802. ` 


— 


— — Assessor. 


N Public. 
— e Court. 


Justice of the Peace. 


Remember that thelaw uires that every t: yer shall hand in a sworn 
Mst of all property 2 the ist day of ——.— 1892; said return to be 
made on or before the ist day of November, 1892, after which the assessors 
will, according to the requirements of law, make a list of all aep Ee 
or angen and add thereto the sum of 10 per cent, from which no appea. 
can be made or deductions for indebtedness. naar e 


Sworn to before me, 


Watches, diamonds, jewelry, and pianos are taxable. 


The blank goes through the entire list of taxable property, 
and requires the citizen to make oath to everything he has upon 
the face of the earth which is taxable, rey every solitary 
fact which would be essential to be revealed in enforcing the in- 
come tax which is proposed by the pending bill. When it is de- 
clared that the income tax is inquisitorial, the statement is re- 
futed completely by the system of in the States. I cite 
these schedules from the States of New York and Connecticut 
because it is said that a large portion of the money derived from 
the income tax, or the most of it, will come from the Eastern 
States. 

I do not cite them because they are exceptional, for I assert 
there is not a State or a Territory in this Union where a sched- 
ule substantially of the same kind is not required of the citizen. 
He is required to list his property, that which is exempt as well 
as that which is not exempt. He is required to list the stocks 
and bonds in corporations and banks which he owns. He is re- 
ve to list his mortgages and his money: He is required to 

tall these things under the State law. Now, is it any greater 
strain upon his conscience to disclose the truth in behalf of the 

nation than in behalf of the State? 
text, a subterfuge to es- 


Sir, such an argument is a mere 
care honest taxation. If any one is quisitorial, the State au- 


thorities are inquisitorial. 


his is in substance the same proc- 
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755 which is employed in every State and Territory in this 
on. 

I will here insert the notices sent to residents of New York 
and to nonresident property owners of that State: 


Notice sent residents. 


Hours for correction of assessment, 10 a. m. to 2 p. m., except Saturdays; 
then 10 a. m. to 12 m. 
The department is not required by law to send this notice. It is sent for 
the information and benefit only of the party assessed. 
Please bring this notice with you. : 
= BOOR ANG Sass r y 
0. —. 


DEPARTMENT OF TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS, 
Stewart Building, 230 Broadway, New York, January 8, 1894. 


You are hereby notified that your 3 estate for 1894 is assessed at 
3——,, exclusive of bank stock, and that the same, if erroneous, must be 


corrected before the commissioners on or before the 30th day of April next, 


or it will be confirmed at that amount, from which there will be no appeal. 
By order of the commissioners of taxes and assessments, : 
FLOYD T. SMITH, Secretary. 


Norroz.—No deduction allowed for or on account of debts contracted in 
8 of nontaxable securities, or incurred for the purpose of evading 
tion. Chap. 202, Laws of 1892. : 


Notice sent to nonresidents. 


Hours for correction of assessment, 10 a. m. to 2 p. m., except Saturday; 
then 10 a. m. to 12 m. 
Please bring this notice with you. 
The department is not required by law to send this notice. It is sent for 
the information and benefit only of the party assessed. 
( , 5. DRO s2 505 wonead dom vesaet bane ieee Asiae e a N 
0.—. 


DEPARTMENT OF TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS, 
Stewart Building, 230 Broadway, New York, January 8, 1594. 

You are hereby notified that under the provisions of an act passed Feb- 
ruary 27, 1855, you have been assessed for personal estate for the year 1504 
at 3——_. the amount invested in your business in the city and county 
of New York, and that the same, if erroneous, must be corrected before the 
commissioners on or before the Šoth day of April next, or it will be confirmed 
at that pen aioe which there be no appeal, and the tax for the 
3 be collected from the property of the firm or association to which 
Y By order of the commissioners of taxes and assessments. 

FLOYD T. SMITH, Secretary. 
purchase of nontaxable: securities, or meusrea Tor the purpose of ersaiig 
eo 8 of o 
taxation. Chap. 202, Laws of 1892. ng 

Mr. President, it is said thatan income tax is unjust and sec- 
tional. It is sectional because the people of a certain section of 
this country have the greatest number of incomes whichare tax- 
able or e aggregate amount of taxable incomes. It is 
not secti to make a man perform his duty to his country, 
wherever he may be. A man who lives in the State of Maine 
not entitled to any more consideration than a man who lives in 
Louisiana or Texas. He is entitled to the same consideration, 
and to no more. He is an American citizen; no more, and no 
less. He is entitled to the same measure of protection and no 
more; and it will not do for him, when he is called upon to pay 
his 8 85 of the public burden, to raise the cry that the law is 
sectional. 

I am aware of the fact that I am consuming considerable time, 
but I propose to put some things inthe RECORD which the coun- 
try ought to know. The tariff bill can afford to lose one more 
day, if necessary, for the truth to be known to the country, The 
New York World is a pretty fair Democratic authority, I sup- 
pee Hie Senator from New York will know more about that 
than Ido. 

Mr. HILL. The World is good Democratic authority on some 
things, and on some things it is the organ of the Populists. It 
does not seem to have very great weight with the Senate, be- 
cause I observed that on Tuesday last it e to the friends 
of the income tax to listen to reason, and then it proceeded to 
advocate an increase of the exemption to $5,000. And the Sen- 
22 weg right around this morning and proposes to reduce it 
to $3,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the New York World is a Populist paper, I 
thank God that the lamp of light is being carried into the dark- 
est part of this country on the question of Populism. Itis really 
‘a hopeful sign to know thata great metropolitan journal like 
the New York World is carrying the living truth of Populism 
into Wall street, where it ought to be known for the benefit of 
the entire country. I welcome to the ranks of enlightened Pop- 
ulism the New York World. It isa sign to me that this doc 
trine, which will leaven the whole lump and which will take 
this country and administer to it in the next decade in the in- 
terest of the people and in a more enlightened and just manner 
than it has been administered for forty years, is gaining 
strength. I welcome this great journal to the Populist ranks. 
We are gaining strength daily. i 

But, Mr. President, the New York World, before it becamo a 
Populist paper, told the truth, too. Before it ever became a 
Populist paper it published a list of the men in the city of Now 
York who possess fabulous fortunes. I suppose it got its infor- 
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mation from the return of these schedules I have read. I will 


ask the Secretary to read the article I send up. 

Mr. HILL. What is the date of the article? 

Mr. ALLEN. Task the secretary to read from a repriat in 
the National Watchman. The article is taken from the New 
York World of date February 11, 1894. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator know what is the date of the 
article from the World? 

Mr. ALLEN. February 11, 1894. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


1 Annual 

— | noderts 
‘ nnua! under the 

A few of New York’s millionaires. income ro 

mcome- 

tax law. 
J.D. Rockefeller $7,611, 250 8152, 225 
William W. Astor 8, 900, 000 178,000 
Russell paga eS 4,500, 000 90, 000 
George J. Gould .. 4, 040, 000 80, 800 
Cornelins Vanderbilt. 4, 048, 000 80, 960 
William K. Vanderbilt 3,795, 000 75, 900 
Henry M. Flagler 3, 000, 000 60, 000 
F. W. Vanderbilt 1,750, 000 35, 090 
John J. Astor... 2, 500, 000 50, 000 
Louis C. Tiffany 1, 750, 000 35, 000 
C. P. 8 $ 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
Nee aAa 3, 000, 000 60, 000 
Mrs. E. F. She 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
Mrs. Hetty Green... 3, 000, 000 60, 000 
Moses Taylor estate 2, 500, 000 50, 000 
Robert Goelet 1, 250, 000 25, 000 
en Goelet 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
J. Singer estate 1, 500, 000 30, 000 
J. P. Morgan 1, 250, 000 25, 000 
1, 000, 000 20, 000 
1, 000, 000 20, 000 
1, 250, 000 25, 000 
1, 000, 000 20, 000 
1, 000, 000 20, 000 
1, 500, 000 30, 000 
1, 000, 000 20, 000 
1, 000, 000 20. 000 
1, 000, 000 20, 000 
1, 000, 000 20, 000 
750, 000 15, 000 
1, 000, 000 20, 000 
Ww. 1, 500, 000 30, 000 
Willia: p 1,000, 000 20, 000 
Wiliam P. 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
Darius O. Mills 1.000, 000 20, 000 
P R Ooa Mrs. PIO aaaeeeaa Ea 1, 500, 000 30, 000 
Andrien Iselin. 600. 000 12, 000 
300, 000 6, 000 
150, 000 3,000 
500, 090 10.000 
500, 000 10, 000 
500, 000 10, 000 
500, 000 10,000 
300, 000 6, 000 
500, 000 10, c00 
500, 000 10, 000 
1, 000, 000 20, 000 
250, 000 5, 000 
250, 000 5, 000 
500, 000 10,000 
250, 000 5, 000 
500, 000 10, 000 
500, 090 10,000 
500, 000 10,000 
250, 000 5, 000 
250, 000 5, 000 
250, 000 5, 000 
250, 000 5, 000 
250, 000 5, 000 
250, 000 5, 000 
250, 000 5, 000 
7, 000 1,500 
375, 000 7,500 
50, 000 1,000 
50, 000 1,000 
500, 000 10, 000 
150,000 8, 000 
500, 000 10,009 
500, 000 10,000 
250, 000 5, 000 
100, 000 2, 000 
100, 000 2,000 
100, 000 2, 000 
S 250, 000 5,000 
Col. Delanc 125, 000 2,500 
_ Frederick Bronson. 125, 009 2, 500 
George F. Baker. 500, 000 10, 000 
Herman Clark 125, 000 2,500 
Henry Clews........ 250, 000 5, 000 
B. M. Chesebrough 125, 000 2,500 
Austin Corbin... 500, 000 10, 000 
Abram S. Hewitt 250, 000 5, 000 
. A. S. Hewitt 100, 000. 2,000 
ward n 250, 000 5, 000 
Ak Ms DDUR daka ara aA 125, 000 2,500 
Countess Francisca’ De Roda 500, 000 10, 000 
Duchess of Marlborough. 250, 000 5, 000 
John C. Moore 259, 000 5,000 
go E Ges ce: ann Bee REE ies aaeel 125, 000 2,500 


Annual 
Annual ma 225 
A few 3 ua. under the 
ew of New York’s millionaires. income. proposed 
come- 
tax law. 
nnr E AE a E EE E $125,000 2. 
W. Yates Mortimer. 125, 2, 
Newbold Morris.. 125, 000 2, 
O. B. Potter estate 250, 5, 
Emanuel Le 250, 5, 
Mayer Lehman 250, 5, 
T <senna oncascos nace cccncwenvsshesce 100, 2 
Charles A. Bandourne. 125, 2, 
v. C. F. Ho 250, 5. 
Rey. E. F. Hofman.. 250, 5, 
D. Willis James.. 125, 2, 
nns 150. 3. 
Mrs. Mary M. Jones’s estate 200, 4, 
Mary M. Jones’s estate 100, 2, 
George Jones's estate 100, 
Oliver L. Jones 7, 


Mason K. Jones 
Mary S. Jones's estate 
Isaac Ickelheim... ........... 
E. J. Jermanoniske . 
Edward S, Jaffray 
Aug. D. Julliard.. 
Mrs. 


Sa 
8[SsssS88 8888888888 888888888888 


SSSR 


seeseesseseeesesesessesaeaseee 


pBroppyorsp ees 


. A. D. Julliard 75, 
James R. Keene 25, 
SA T 25, 
Marcellus Hartley. 250, 
Henry B. Hyde. 250, 
John Greenough. i 125, 
Amos R. Eno... 1,000, 
S. AE EE E A 125, 

Gan A 97, 744, 1, 154, 885 


Mr.ALLEN. Mr.President, I have had this list read for the 
purpose of showing that in one city of the United States alone 
where the income tax operates to some extent there are fabulous 
fortunes, fortunes which, in my judgment, should bear their 
equitable and just proportion of taxation. I would not enact a 
law which would despoil these fortunes at all, nor would I by 
any kind of legislation take one cent from the persons holding 
these fortunes which they ought not to contribute to the Gov- 
ernment. I repeat my denial of the assertion made upon this floor 
from time to time that there is a citizen of the United States 
belonging to the Populist party who would disturb or menace 
one dollar of these fortunes, whether they were honestly or dis- 
honestly gained. 

But I wish to assert at the sime time and asa part of the same 
sentence that the Populist party would, if it had power, prevent 
the accumulation of these enormous fortunes, by hook and by 
crook, which to-day defy the Government and menace the peace 
and prosperity if not the 8 of the Government itself. 
Iam not a socialist, sir. I have no sympathy with any class of 
people in this country who want to live without honest work for 
everything they get. I have not the slightest sympathy with 
any man who wants to confiscats fortunes, greator small. I have 
not the slightest sympathy with any man who goes through the 
world upon the supposition that the world owes him a living, re- ~ 
gardless of whether he works for it or not. 

I believe that every man who enjoys anything on this earth, 
who is in good health and who is compos mentis, ought to be able 
to say that it is the result of his honest energy and his hon- - 
est work. If there is any law in this ORT State or national, 
which permits a man to sit in his office in New York or Boston 
and take from the farmer of the State of Nebraska or the labor- 
ing man of the State of Nebraska a portion of his hard-earned 
money which the New York man or the Boston man is not en- 
titled to, it is a law of confiscation and spoliation and is unjust; 
and I am against it and want it repealed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. ALLEN. I always yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. What particular law would the Senator from Ne- 
braska re ? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New York wants to know 
what particular law I would repeal. I think our trouble to-day 
is due as much to a failure to legislate properly as it is to im- 
proper legislation. 

Mr. HILL. What particular law would the Senator enact, 
then? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will tell the Senator of one law I should ver 
quickly enact, and then I should like to hear from him. I shoul 
enact a law, for instance, by which Mr. Collis P. Huntington 
should not within twenty-five or thirty years make a colossal 
fortune out of the people of this country, through crooked legis- 
lation, regarding the Pacific Railroad systems. That is one law 
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I should enact. I should quit donating the public lands of this 
country to corporations. at is another law I should enact. 
Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, I will ask whether 
an 758 5 is doing it now? 
r. ALLEN. Within the last thirty years, or since the rail- 
road grant to the Illinois Central Railroad in 1855, possibly 
1853 


Mr. ALLISON. Eighteen hundred and fifty. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it was May, 1853, if I recollect cor- 
rectly, but I will stand corrected.’ Since that time there has 

been given away more of the public domain to corporations of 
that kind than is embraced in all New England, New York, 
Pennsylvania, and Ohio together. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr, ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. If I understand it correctly that was the legisla- 
tion mainly of the Republican party, of which the Senator was 
an honored member and in which heremained a member fifteen 
or twenty years after that legislation was enacted. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New York is unfortunate in 
his history. He would make a remarkable strong argument 
upon any question if the facts would bear him out. But this 
giving away of the public domain occurred under the Demo- 
cratic party or started under the Democratic party. The Dem- 
ocratic party was in power when the Illinois Central Railroad 
grant was passed, by which hundreds of thousands of acres were 
given away. The mania seized the Democratic party to give 
away the public domain. The Democratic party started it, but 
the Republican party continued it; and they have given away 
millions and millions of acres of the finest land in this country. 

Mr. HILL. In 1853 was the land given to the railroad com- 
panies or to the States? 

Mr. ALLEN. A great portion of it was given to the States 
for the pare of granting it to the railroads; and some was 
given direct to the railroads themselves. 

Mr. HILL. The States could do as they pleased with it. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 
I will state that no land grant ever B i by a Democratic Con- 
gress was made to a corporation. The grants were always made 
to the States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere in this adjustment, 
but I desire to state my recollection as respects these land grants. 
They were begun in 1850, I think, by the Democratic party, or 
the party then in power, and were continued in 1856 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Iowa dag pran me, they 
were begun a little later than 1850, because Mr. Sumner came 
into public life on the 4th of March, 1851, and he made his first 
speech in favor of the first land grant. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Nebraska and the 
Senator from Iowa will allow me to correct a little bit of the 
history of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. IfI can have an opportunity of stating my 
ae bit of history, I shall be glad to corrected if I am mis- 
taken. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isimply wish to correct one statement. Gen. 
Taylor was elected President in 1848 and was inaugurated in 
1849, and for four years thereafter it was not the Democratic 
party, but the opposing party which administered the affairs of 
this country. In 1850 I chanced to have been a member of the 
House of Representatives, and so far as the Democratic party 
and the opposing party were concerned, that House was com- 
posed of 115 to 115, with a Whig Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank my venerable friend for correcting 
me as to that. s 

Mr. HARRIS. Emphasize the ‘‘ venerable.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from Nebraska to yield to 
me just a moment further. 

r. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps I was misled for the moment, for 
Iremembered that the Illinois Central land grant was cham- 
pioned by Mr. Stephen A. Dougias and received the united sup- 
port of every Southern Senator, whether Whig or Democrat. Te 
extended from a place opposite where I now reside to the city of 
Mobile, in Alabama. During the period between 1850 and 1860 
the Southern States were gridironed with land grants, which 
received the support of every Southern Senator and most of the 
Northern Senators. ` ; 

The policy of the land-grant system at that time (aud I do not 
wish either to commend itor to pprove of it at this moment; I 
only speak of it historically) was to grant alternate sections on the 
pari of the Government and charge the settlers or occupants of 

he other alternate sections double minimum price for the land. 
The whole argument and theory upon which those grants were 
made was that it was for the benefit of those who occupied the 


distant prairie regions, and the Government was not expected 
to lose one dollar by giving away the alternate sections and re- 
ceiving double minimum price for the other altsrnate sections. 

If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me a word more, I 
will state, in response to my friend from Mississippi, that it is 
true when the Union Pacific Railroad land grant was made in 
1862 the territory over which the grant was made, including the 
State in which the Senator from Nebraska now resides, was 
practically a wilderness. There was no State organization and 
very little Territorial organization embracing that whole region, 
so that the grants had to be made to the corporations or not be 
made at all. ji 

Mr. GEORGE. By the courtesy of the Senator from Nebraska 
I desire to make a statement in reference to these land grants. 
It may be of some use to the Senate. From the foundation of 
the Government up to the year 1860 about 30,000,000 acres of 
land were granted by Congress for the purpose of internal im- 
provements, railroads, and canals. In every instance the grant 
was made to the State. Alter 1860, when the Democratic party 
was no longer in control of the Government, up to a time em- 
bracing, I believe, a period of about fourteen years, the Repub- 
lican party granted 180,000,000 acres of the public domain for 
railroads, or an area about five or six times as large as the State 
of Indiana. The Democrats granted six sections per mile; the 
Republicans granted ten and twenty sections per mile. In addi- 
tion, I may say that they granted about $60,000,000 of bonds of 
the United States for two railroads across the continent. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Ne- 
59 55 allow me to ask the Senator from Mississippi a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLEN, Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, The Senator from Mississippi 
states, as I understand, that the Democratic party always made 
grants of land to the States and not to the railroad companies. 

Mr. GEORGE. Always. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Whereas the Republican party, 
as he states, made the granis direct to the corporations or the 
companies, Iwish theSenatorfrom Mississippi tostate whether 
he knows of a single instance in which, through the influence 
of the Democratic party, a grant was made to a State where a 
. did not eventually get the benefit of it. 

r. GEORGE. Iwill answer the question. LIunderstand that 
the grant by Congress to the State of Illinois for the Illinois 
Central Railroad was so disposed of by the State of IIlinois to 
that railroad that the State go a certain percentage of the 
gross earnings of the road. The Senator from Iowa can state 
whether or not that is right. I understand, in addition to that, 
and the Senator can correct me if I am wrong, thata very lar 
sum is paid into the State treasury of Illinois every year by 
virtue of the reservation by the State of a portion of the gross 
proceeds of their land grant to the Illinois Central Railroad. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask one other 
question, if the Senator from Nebraska will allow me. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let the Senator from Iowa answer and see 
whether I am correct. á 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Nébraska will allow me, - 
I will state that the State of Illinois, having this grant, granted 
it in turn to the Illinois Central Railroad Company on the con- 
dition that 7 per cent of the gross earnings for all future time 
should be paid into the treasury of the State of Illinois. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. And the people of the State of Iowa have 
been paying a large portion of that income for the last twenty- 
five years. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam sorry for the people of Iowa. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think the Senator from Ne- 
braska will allow me to ask one more question. 

Mr. ALLEN. Noz I can not do it. Lean not have my remarks 
interrupted further by this colloquy. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly I should be permitted 
2 ras pene question after the statement of the Senator from 

ississippi. 

The RESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 


declines to yield the floor. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask merely one 
question. 


Mr. ALLEN. I did not yield to the Senators to go into the 
question they desire to discuss. ; 7 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe I have not interrupted the Senator 
from Nebraska in any of his remarks 

Mr. ALLEN. It would interrupt me to have the Senator from 


Illinois talk now. 

And I only wish to make a statement of the 
exact facts with relation to the State of Illinos and the Illinois 
Central Railroad, so far as concerns the land grant. 

Mr. ALLEN. ‘This matter can come up atsome other time. 


6714 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, JUNE 22, 


Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Nebraska declines to yield? 
Mr. ALLEN. Ido. I did not yield for the purpose of dis- 
8 the entire history of the land t system in this coun- 
try. I simply said that one of the laws which I should pass 
would be one to prohibit granting any more of the public do- 
main in the nature of subsidies to railroads or other corpora- 
tions. I should have every acre of the public domain held 
sacred for actual settlement by actual settlers in this country. 
That is one thing I should do; that is one law I should 5 
Then, to answer the Senator from New York further, I should 
pass a law by which no corporation d an interstate. business, 
as many of these great railroads are, should overcapitalize or 
recapitalize itself and issue watered stocks and bonds to drain 
the fields and mines of thiscountry of their wealth, asthey have 
been doing for a quarter of a century past. I should pass and 
rigidly enforce.a law of that kind. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I inte t the Senator just to correct 
u little statement, or rather to enforce the statement he is mak- 
TA What he says he would do now was done by Congress in 
1872,.and since that time no lands have been granted to any rail- 


way company or to any State for any railway company. 
Mr. ALLEN dan of capital- 


i . the ques 
ization. I will make statement, and it is capable of proof, 
that at least three of the great transcontinental railroad com- 
pes which-are doing an interstate business in this country, 
might say five of them, the greatest railroads in the United 
e are-capitalized.at 50 per cent more than the actual money 


Now, what does that mean to the people of this country? It 
means that the farmers and producers of this country are com- 
pellod to pay interest and earnings upon the capital stock of 
these corporations at 3or 4 per cent per annum upon pure, ab- 
solute water. By that means these corporations are reaching | 
out into the wheat fields and corn fields in my State and Kansas 
and all the great grain-growing States and robbiag the people 
of a portion of their money, That is another law I pass. 
I wish to see if there is a Senator in this Chamber who will 
stand ri here and undertake to justify that kind of business, 
who will say that it is not perfectly proper for this Government 
me take the 9 ‘clause ol the Constitution aa upon it 

e a proper law prohibiting the overcapitalization of corpora- 
tions, preventing them from robbing the peopleof the coun- 
try. Tshould pass that kind of a law. 

would by that means save to the people of this country mil- 
lions upon millions of dollars annually, which are now taken 
from them by this systemof legalized robbery. But the moment 
you do that, the moment any Senator stands in this Chamber 
and raises his voice in behalf of the producers of this country 
and against that system of spoliation and robbery, that moment 
seme Senator gravely rises in his place and says, Oh, that is 
Populism,” therefore unpopular. Or, if hedoesnotdo that, 
he classifies every Populist as an agitator and himself as à con- 
servative statesman! 

This country is suffering more to-day from the so-called con- 
servatism in, business circles—which means simply the do- 
nothing policy, for that is all it is—than itis from any form of 
agitation. Conservatism, as these so-called ‘‘ conservatives” 
interpret it, means rust; it means decay; it means stagnation; 
it means let things go as they will regardless of the conse- 
quences. Agitation, rightly interpreted, means life, energy, 
progress, justice eventually, if pursued in the proper spirit and 
with the proper motives and intelligence. I have no patience 
with these self-asserting conservative persons who hide injus- 
tice and cupidity under assumed conservatism. 

Mr. President, I did not have the list of millionaires in the 
city of New York read for the purpose of saying one harsh word 
ofthem. They have theirfortunes, whether they were honestly 
earned or not, and I care not, so far as I am concerned, how mas 
were obtained. But I should pass another law which wo 
prohibit the building up of fortunes like those inthe manner 
some of them were made by their owners. I would have every 
man whoearnsa fortune be able to face the world and say: This 
fortune is the result of my own industry, honesty, and labor, and 
is not the accumulated e sof thousands of my fellow-citi- 
zens throughout the land, which I have been able to reap by 
vicious or rotten legislation, or in co uence of an overcon- 
servative Congress failing to legislate in ublic interest.” 

I say let every one of those fortunes be held sacred, whether 
they were earned honestly or not; let every piece of property in 
this country be held sacred which is by honest means, 
but do not letus, under this cry of conservatism, suffer 20 per 
cent of the people of this country to own 80 per cent of the prop- 
erty and total wealth of the 1 

A few years ago—I think it was in 1890, or possibly in 1891— 
Mr. Blaine, in an article published in the North American Re- 
view in his discussion with Mr. Gladstone—made the assertion 


that fess than 50,000 people of the United States owned over 
one-half of the total wealth of the nation. Less than 50,000 peo- 
ple own 830, 000, 000, 000 of the 860,000,000, 000 Se proper in this 
country, according to that great leader of the publican party. 
3 year een ues 7 5 in an cr ian published 

e Forum, declared i © owned over one-half 
of the total wealth of the United 8757. 

From many a stump ex- Senator alls, of Kansas, reiterated 
the statement of Shearman that 30, le owned over one- 
half of the total wealth of this-nation. any Senator stand 
at his desk in this Chamber and assert to the world that 30,000 
men could, in a lifetime, by honest means accumulate one-half 
of the total wealth of a great nation of continental magnitude 
and proportions? . $ 

How many years will it be until the total wealth of this nation 
shall have passed into the hands of a very few thousand men, 
and the great masses of the people, male and female, become a 
vast agricultural and mining peasantry, practically slaves? 

How long will it be until that deplo: event l occur, if 
thingsaretogoon as they are going on to-day? Yet,sir,ifa Sen- 
ator stands in the Senate of the United States and asserts these 
great truths, the batteries of the corporations, the batteries of 
the money power, are ed upon him, he is characterized as 
2 Socialist, as a Po t, an anarchist perhaps, because he 
preaches the doctrine of the rights of the — and the poor 
of his nation. No, sir, we would not disturbone ot these fortunes. 
We would hold them sacred, but let no fortunes be accumulated 
after this which are not honestly accumulated. ° 

Why do Senators refuse to have a reasonable tax put upon 
incomes? Iseeinthislist two hers of the gospel who have 
about $250,000 a year income. oy are preaching the gospel 
of Christ; they are preaching the doctrine of peace on earth and 
good will to men, and yet they enjoy princely fortunes. Should 
they not pay an income tax? If Senator from New York is 
a fair representative of their interests, they do not wish to be 
taxed upon their incomes. 

Mr. CULLOM. How did the ministers referred to get those 
incomes? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know. I hope properly. They may 
have inherited them; they may have earned them in the pulpit; 
they may have earned them by speculation upon the stock ex- 
chango for aught I know—in sugar stock, or something of the 


Mr. CULLOM. I thought from the tone of the Senator's 
voice that he was attacking those two ministers because they 
had suchincomes. Isimply wanted to know how they got them. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Illinois did not think any- 
thing of the kind. He did not think I was attacking these men. 
I have distinctly told the Senate that I did not attack them or 
any other persons. Theassertion is entirely gratuitous, when 
the Senator rises here and says I am attacking them. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not happen to have the honor of hear- 
ing the preliminary remark. I just chanced to hear the Sena- 
tor talk about the enormous sums of which those two hers 
had gotten possession. There seemed to be some feeling about 
it on his part, and I therefore very innocently asked him how 


merei the onon 
. ALLEN. How did the Senator come to think that I was 
attac them if he did not hear? 

Mr. LOM. The manner of the honorable Senator indi- 
cated that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all. I have seen the Senator from IIIi- 
nois much more earnest at times than I am at this moment, and 
I never thought anything bad of him for it. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Nebraska was only attacking 
the ministers in a Pickwickian sense. 

Mr. ALLEN. No. It is part and parcel of the policy of the 
Republican party to cast odium upon the Pop 3 and 
every man who represents it. It is a part and parcel of a sys- 
tematic policy to bring that party.and its representatives into 
ae ee That was the inspiring motive of the Senator from 

inois. 


Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 

I will state that I had not the slightest disposition or feeling to 

attack the Populist party, or the Senator either. I hope the 

Senator will not do me the injustice to say that I was attempt- 
to cast a-slur upon him or upon the party he represents. 

r. ALLEN. Let the incident pass. It is of no consequence, 


y way. 
r. M. I think not. 

Mr. ALLEN. Buti wish to know why these great fortunes 
should not bear their portion of taxation. It is said that they 
are compelled to bear heavy taxes in the States. Is that not 
true of every citizen of the nation who has property? Does not 
the man who uses the plow in the field pay taxes upon his prop- 


1894. 


erty and bear his ratable crane of the public burdenas well 
as these great fortune holders? y 
Every State and Territory in the Union recognizes the rule 
that equality of taxation consists in the taxing of property ac- 
cording to its value, and the contribution of property to the pub- 
lie tax fund according to its value, and mobody complains; and 
yet, sir, when we undertake to invoke this universal rule of the 
States and Territories, and the rule that exists in the District 
of Columbia itself, if I am correctly informed, and enforce it in 
national taxation, then this cry comes up that the tax is unjust, 
iniquitous, and inquisitorial. Dek : 
Senators say they favor indirect taxation—indirect taxation 
to let these great fortunes go scotfree. They have been earned, 
itis true, in this country and under the laws of the country; the 
law has protected these individuals in the accumulation of 
their fortunes, protected their persons, protected their homes, 
protected their property, and it is protecting them to-day; and 
yet it is said that these tremendous fortunes should be permit- 
ted to escape national taxation because it is unjust and burden- 
some. The Senator from New York used that argument yes- 
terday, andhe used it a few months ago; Is it not perfectly 
pay according to the 


these tremendous fortunes may e taxation; and, 

it is said, that the taxation that is levied in this country 
of war times should be the indirect customs tax of the Constitu- 
tion. 

But, Mr. President, what does that mean? It means simply 
that a poor man with an annual income of perhaps not to exceed 
$1,000 or $1,500, who has a family of five—a wife and three chil- 
dren—is compelled to pay through the operation of that indi- 
rect tax, as much to support the National Government as the 
man whose annual income is $7,000,000. Upon every article 
which that poor man and his family consume he is compelled to 
pay as much to support the National Government as the man 
with that tremendous fortune; and that, sir, according to the 
argument of the Senator from New York and the Senator from 
Connecticut, is equal and just taxation! 

No, sir; itis the law of selfishness that prompts this argu- 
ment. If these men can escape with their tremendous fortunes 
from bearing their portion of the national burden of taxation, 
they are perfectly willing that that burden shall rest upon the 
tax-ridden and upon the poverty stricken people of this country. 

1 e other day in the rrara a of this 
question that it was placing a tax upon prospe pose an 
income tax. Mr. President, where should you place it? Ifyou 
do not place the burden of taxation ratably upon the prosperous, 
in God's name where would you rest it? Would you rest it up- 
on the poverty stricken people of the nation, and make them 
bear the burden of taxation? Sir, for one I will not be guilty 
of such an act. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN.. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. The Senatora moment ago spoke very feelingly 
of the poor man with. three small children, and I understood 
that he expressed the desire to aid that poor man in his strug- 

le in life: Icould point out to the Senator one way by which 
kè might aid that poor man; and that is to give him free sugar, 
and yet the Senator voted to put a duty upon sugar. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, if that should occur in a court 
room it would be called pettifogeing: You can not put down a 
great tion by a remark of that 2 

Mr. HILL. Whether it is pettifogging or not, I should like 
to hear the Senator's answer to it. 

Mr. ALLEN, When the Senator from New York stands in 
this Chamber and says that the sugar tax is the only thing to 
be considered, [am sorry for him. He betrays more ignorance 
than I su he à 

Mr. HILL. I donot say that the sugar tax is the only thing 
to be considered, but I say it is one of the things to be consid- 


ered 

Mr. ALLEN. I say it is oe to me that the Senator 
should stand here wanting to know what the poor people of this 
oore are going to do without sugar. 

Mr. . Of course, they can not live entirely upon sugar. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; of course, they can not live yu 
sugar. Then, why talk about the sugar question when it 
no Briana to the question under consideration? 

r. HILL. Because sugar is one of the several articles that 

go to make up whata man lives on. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why talk about free sugar for the poor man 
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when he never has had free sugar since the day George Wash- 
ington was made President? hen Senators talk about giving 
the poor man free , & thing that has never been, why not 
give him something free that is equally, if not more impor- 
tant to him? If necessary, a man can get along without sugar. 
There are some of us in this Chamber who remember the days 
of the civil war when we had to get along without sugar, some- 
times for months and sometimes for almost a year. 

You can get along without sugar, but you can not catch the 
poor people of this country with that taffy argument much lon- 
ger. They can not get along without clothing, fuel, shelter, 
and money. They must have something to shelter them from 
the blasts of winter, they must haye homes; they must have cloth- 
ing. The little bodies and the little hands and feet in this 
country must be clothed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me? 


land and his party came into power, thatthe crumbling structure 
might not fall upon Harrison, and it was held by sheer force 
until Harrison went out and Cleveland came in. 

I say this, and I am not avery strong friend of the present Ad- 
ministration, either. 

What became of the $100,000,000 that Mr. Cleveland left in 
Treasury when he went out? In some form it disappeared, and 
all the tax money that was acumulated during the Administra- 
tionof Mr. Harrison was paid out. 

Mr. PLATT. Surely the Senator can not be in earnest in ask- 
ing what became of the $100,000,000 which was in the Treasury 
when Mr. Cleveland went out, when the Senator must know the 
fact that during the Harrison Administration bonds of the Gov- 
ernment were paid to the amount of 3259,000,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes, [know that quite well; but I know that 
about one-fourth of thatamountconsisted of premiums paid upon 
those bonds; that nearly $25,000,000 of the $100,000,000 sur- 
plus went out in 5 the bonds. 

Mr. PLATT. But I thought the Senator was inquiring where 
the money went. There was more than 8200, 000, 000 paid upon 
the principal of the public debt. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not talking about the $200,000,000, but 
about the $100,000,000 surplus. I say that that was practically 
gone, and all of the proceeds of the taxes accumulated durin 
the Cleveland Administration were practically wiped out, an 
oe $25,000,000 of, the sum was paid out in premiums upon 

mds. 

We have got a little surplus in the Treasury of the United 
States,” it was said, and we can reduce the taxes upon the ee 
ple. Will we do it? No. When we get rid of this surplus, 
what will we do? We will go down to 
to the Shylocks there a premium u 
the money out of the Treasury, 
issue more bonds.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to put in a fact of history just 
there. The famous, or what Luppe the Senator would say 
the infamous, but what I call glorious McKinley law re- 


ew York City, and pay 
their bonds and will take 
pretty soon we shall have to 


duced taxation about $60,000,000, and perhaps overdidit alittle, 
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ee ALLEN. It may have done so, but I do not believe it 
id. 

Why was not that surplus money placed in asinking fund and 
applied to the discharge of the national indebtedness as Hig se 
as it matured, and not to pay the fictitious prices fixed by Wall 
street as premiums upon these bonds? 

I propose at the proper time to offer this proviso to the bill 
raer consideration and to see how many Senators will vote for 


Provided, That all surplus revenues derived by the Government under the 
provisions of this act shall be held as a sacred fund with which to pay the 
national indebtedness as rapidly as it matures. 

Do you suppose that this amendment will get a majority of 
the votes here? Notatall. It will geta few, but it never will 
be permitted to pass the Senate; it will never be permitted to 
become the law of this land. Why? That would shut off the 
opportunity of Wall street to invade and loot the Treasury of 
any cba eer that may arise under the operations of this bill. If 
you take that surplus and put it in the Treasury Depart- 
ment as a sacred fund with which to discharge the national 
indebtedness as fastas it matures, you will cut off the possibilit, 
of the money sharks invading the Treasury Department an 
trae J it again, and therefore this proviso will never be per- 
mitted to pass this body and become a law. 

Mr. President, I insist that the argument made by the Sena- 
tor from New York and the Senator from Connecticut that the 
income tax is unjust and inquisitorial is an argument which 
finds no support in logic or in reason. It is the argument of 
the man whose love of fortune is greater than his love of coun- 
try. I would regard it as a glorious thing if I had an income to 
be taxed to enable me to cohtribute more to the support of this 
Government. I do contribute anyhow so far as T have anything 
on which to pay. 

I should like to be able to say, if I had an honest income suf- 
ficiently large, that I pay my just proportion of the expenses 
of the Government burden of taxation, and instead of taking my 
money and fleeing the country, and deserting the flag of my na- 
tivity and my obligation to my country, in preference to discharg- 
ing an honest obligation to the Government that fostered and 
protected me, I could contribute to the common fund of taxation. 

No, sir; itis the argument of avarice; it is the argument of 
cupidity; it is the argument of the man who loves his lucre bet- 
ter than he loves his country, who wants to escape with his 
whole fortune, who wants to shirk his responsibility as a citizen, 
who wants to cast the burden of conducting the Government 
upon the poor and distressed and those least able to bear it. 

That is the argument used here. True, it is not putin that 
language; it is not so prominently stated; but that is where all 
this subterfuge and rot that we hear about the income tax bein; 
inquisitorial and unjust leads to. It leads to the road by whic 
the man who has a fortune may escape bearing his just propor- 
tion of the national burdens. 

Mr. President, I propose to call the attention of the Senate a 
moment to a few significant facts. I will read an extract from 
an article in the Political Science Quarterly of December, 1893, 
entitled The Concentration of Wealth,” by Mr. George K. 
Holmes, of the Census Bureau. 


Wealth distribution by classes. 
1, 


1,440, 000 farm-hiring families, worth 8159 above debts of in- 


/ A ĩ E a 8216, 000, 000 


752, 760 families o incumbered farms worth less than 
be deduct: incumbrance and other debts of in- 
a te amount, and allowing 8500 for additional 


Wealtn . enon sens cnne secs cnastecncnee= 1, 359, 741, 600 


1,756, 440 families ow: free farms worth less than $5,000, 
allowing 81, for additional wealth above debts 
of indefinite amount. „„. 

5 4. 

5, 159,796 home-hiring families, worth 8500 above debts of in- 

definite amount E ˙ ee 2. 579, 898, 000 
That refers to those who hire their homes, who rent them. 
5. 


720, 618 families owning incumbered homes worth less than 
$5,000, deducting incumbrance and other debts of in- 
= amount, and allowing $500 for additional 
WALGER 2 oon on 5 cc en een ecw renee cenn ences ecesncncccs 


5, 309, 589, 600 


1, 142, 531, 550 


1,764,273 families owning free homes worth less than $500, al- 
lowing $2,000for additional wealth above debts of in- 
definite amount 


13,803, 887 families wort 


6, 749, 076, 593 
17, 356, 837, 343 


_ In other words and stated in other language, 91 per cent 
just think of it—of the 12,000,000 families of the country own no 
more than about 29 per cent of the wealth and 9 per cent of the 
families own about 71 per cent of the wealth. 

That ic a startling statement. I believe it to be a true state- 
ment. It comes from an authentic source that 91 per cent of 
12,000,000 families in the United States own only about 29 per 
per cent of the total wealth of the nation. 

Mr. President, it can not be said that this is the result of im- 
providence upon the part of the great massiof the people, and 
excessive business acuteness, prosperity, and honesty upon the 
partof afew. It will not do to make that argument. It is un- 
true. The people will not believe it. Sir, it is in consequence 
of vicious legislation of the nation and the failure to legislate 
in the respects that will bring prosperity and justice to the 
homes of our people. Iam not a believer in the doctrine that 
legislation will supply the necessity of brains or the necessity 
of labor; but I will say thatit is the duty of this Government to 
keep the opportunities of life open to every American citizen 
equally with every other American citizen, and notsuffer them 
to be foreclosed by legislation or by the accumulated circum- 
stances which logialat on ought, in the interest of justice, to 
remove. 

Mr. President, the income tax is just; it is honest. No man 
is crying out against it in this country, except the man who is 
compelled to pay it. No other ponien says it is unjust. It is 
held to bə a just system of taxation xi our courts; it has been 
the law of every one of the States of the Union from its organ- 
ization down to this moment, and no man has ever charged that 
it has worked unjustly in the States and Territories. 

There is noother form of taxation there, and noone complains 
of it; but the moment the General Government says to certain 
citizens, ‘‘ You must perform your part in bearing the national 
burdens as well as other American citizens,” that moment, sir 
they cry out that the tax is unjust, iniquitous, inquisitorial, an 
the like, and their advocates stand in this Chamber to reécho 
the sentiments which echo in their offices in Wall street and 
elsewhere. 

The American people are not as anything that is unjust; 
the American people, and especially that portion of them who 
belong to the Populist party, which has been spoken of by the 
Senator from Connecticut, do not believe in putag & tax apon 
a corporation simply because it is a corporation. No man advo- 
cates that. When the Senator from Connecticut charges that 
to the Populist party he makes a grave mistake. No one be- 
lieves in it. I would not put upon an honest corporation doin 
an honest business a burden that I would not put upon an indi- 
vidual under like circumstances—not one. en the honest 
corporations of this country goram an honest business, they 
need have no fear of the Populist party. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. I can not yield further. Iam about through 
with my remarks. 

When the corporations conduct their enterprises as pure busi- 
ness enterprises, when they keep their hands out of the poli- 
tics of the State and of the nation, they need have no fear of 
any honest American citizen. They will be treated with per- 
fect fairness and propriety. There is no prejudice against cor- 
porations per se in ane of the country or in any section 
of this Union of which I know anything, 

It is only when these corporations undertake to control the 
legislative branches of the State or National Government that 
the people cry out against them. No, sir. Any business enter- 
prise that is honest, whether it be associated capital in the form 
of a corporation, or in any of their various forms, will always 
meet with fair treatment on the part of the American people. 

But, Mr. President, the great reason why these men and these 
corporations do not want to see the Populist party come into 
power is that the power which they use and abuse against the 
American people will be wrested from them and restored to the 
poopie where it rightfully belongs. 

r. JARVIS. Mr. President, I dislike at this late hour of 
the evening to 2338 in this discussion, yet I shall ask the 
indulgence of the Senate for afew moments while I express some 
thoughts in favor of this system of taxation. 

I believe, sir, since the days of Horace to the present, in po- 
etry and prose, by male and female, it has been sung that It is 
sweet to die for one's country.” Panegyrics have been pro- 
nounced upon those who have died for their country; monu- 
ments have been erected to them, and their memory held sacred; 
but I have never yet heard it said by anybody that it is sweet to be 
taxed for one's country. That seems to be a duty that men and 
sections feel at liberty to evade if possible. Men will go to war 
at their country’s call, and risk and sacrifice their lives; but 
when it comes to meeting this duty and obligation of national 
taxation they and their property are ready to hide away. 
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The question that we are now discussing is simply and purely 
a question of taxation. There is, as every Senator knows, a 
certain amount of money to be raised for the Suppor of the Na- 


e rolls on, the 


tional Government, and I believe each year, as t 
Where 


amount to be raised increases rather t diminishes, 
and how shall that money be raised is the question. 

The Senator from Ohio says put the burden on sugar. The 
Senators from New England say put it on manufactured goods. 
The Senator from New York, I believe, would say put at least a 
reasonable portion of it upon the cuffs and collars that the poor 
people wear. 

Mr. President, my idea is that, in imposing these burdens of 
taxation; the heaviest burdens should put upon those best 
able to bear them, and the least burdens upon those least able to 
bear them. If you are going to make any distinction in impos- 
ing these burdens upon any class of our people, those who strive 
and toil in the shop and in the field, the 80 per cent of people 
who, the Senator from New York says, own neither real nor per- 
sonal property—I say if any class of our people are to be favored 
in our system of taxation, it does seem to me that they ought to 
be the favored class, because of their inability to bear the bur- 
dens. 

Then they ought to be the favored class, because I believe it 
is this 80 per cent of people in this country, who have been delv- 
ing in the mine and working in the shop and in the field, on 
the farm and in the factory, who are creating the wealth of the 
country. I know when the honor of our country is threatened 

it is from this 80 per cent of people without property that the 
soldiery will come which is to defend the honor and the glory 
of the country. So, I say, if any class of our fellow-citizens are 
to be favored, it does seem to me that they ought to be the fa- 
vored class, 

But we are told that this proposition to tax incomes is a sec- 
tional proposition. Iwill admit that it has been made sectional, 
and it haa been made sectional by one littlé section of our com- 
mon country. It is from one section of our country from which 
we see this opposition come, and I can properly describe that 
section by saying that it lies east of the Alleghany Mountains 
and north of the Potomac River. I do not mean to say that ev- 
ery man in that territory is opposed to this proposition to tax 
incomes, nor do I mean to say that everybody outside of that 
territory isfavoring this proposition; but I say that the advo- 
cates of that proposition living within that territory are few, 
and the opposition, so far as I know, of people living outside of 
that territory is feeble. All the great newspapers in that terri- 
tory are thundering against it. The Senator from New York, 
as the mouthpiece of that sentiment, occupied hours of the time 
of this Senate thundering against it. 

That section of the country, Mr. President, occupies a unique 
and peculiar position. It embraces, I believe, only about 6 per 
eent of our entire territory, and yet it contains 35 percent of all 
the wealth of this entire country. It embraces 47 per cent of all 
the banking capital of this country; and I heard the Senator 
from Massachusetts tell us that in his own State even the labor- 
ers, the common laboring people, had in thesavings banks hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars. How comes it that this little sec- 
tion of our country, embracing only about 6 per cent of the area 
of our country, has within it so much of the wealth and so much 
of the capital of this country? 

I want to give the people living in that territory credit for 
being intelligent, economical, industrious, full of energy, full 
of perseverance, and setting up a helpful and proper example to 
the balance of the country in these respects. Yet they are no 
more industrious and hard-working than the people of other 
seotions. But it comes about, in my opinion, because they have 
enjoyed in a peculiar degree the advantages of class legislation. 
With a great tariff wall behind them, they have sent their man- 
ufactured products out over all this great country of ours, all 
the merchants of the country have been instrumental in gath- 
ering up here and there, little by littleit may be, but for thirty 
pon under this legislation they have been gathering and bring- 

this wealth home into their territory. 
x r HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. JARVIS. 8 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator whether, during all that time, 
North Carolin: has not had greater advantages for doing the 
same thing? 

Mr. JARVIS. No, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. They have raised the cotton close at hand they 
have their streams and their abundant water power, and they 

very much nearer iron and coal than we are. What advan- 
tage have we had that they have not had? 
. JARVIS. Mr. President, I shall answer that question 
yry briefly. We were complete wrecks at the close of the war. 
ou had your splendid factories then open and in progress, In 


natural advantages North 1 and Georgia, and Alabama 


are not only equal but are far superior to Massachusetts and the 
other New England States. The day may come by and by when 
North Carolina, and Georgia, and the other Southern B tates, 
and the Western States will be the equal of those other States 
in percep and in property. I trust that it soon may come, 

would not, Mr. President, take from New England or New 
York one dollar of their prosperity or rob them of one ray of 
their glory; but what I stand here and ask for is that the people 
who are thus fortunately situated and have these great accu- 
mulated fortunes shall bear their just proportions of the bur- 
dens of the Government, under whose laws they have been able 
to accumulate these great fortunes. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me? I donot wish to 
interrupt the Senator’s argument, andI shallendeavor not todo 
so again? 

Mr. JARVIS. I yield to the Senator. - 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator cited what either I or my colleague 
or both of us said about the 84,000, 000 in the savings banks of 
Massachusetts. Those $400,000,000 are the property of 1,260,000 
depositors, or thereabouts, I have not the fractions. So they 
represent deposits of $360 apiece by the depositors. They are 
not the great fortunes of which the Senator speaks. The fram- 
ers of this income-tax provision have respected the suggestion 
made by my colleague and myself, because they propose toexempt 
incomes under $5,000 when they are not in corporate hands, and 
I think the committee themselves have agreed to exempt the 
savings banks where they are banks merely of deposit. 

So the argument which the Senator is making of this accumu- 
lation of 8400,00 900 by the working people of Massachusetts, 
1,260,000 of them having $360 apiece.in the savings banks, is an 
argument which nobody is now adhering to, unless the Senator 
still adheres to it. - 

Mr. JARVIS. But here is the fact: The Senator himself ad- 
mits that he lives in a country and in a section which is so for- 
tunately situated, and which has had the enjoymentof a peculiar 
kind of legislation, that the laborers of that State alone have a 
bank account of $400,000,000, 

Mr. President, in the section of country from which I come 
not only the laborers have no bank account, but if the farmers 
at the end of the year can possibly get both ends together they 
are peculiarly fortunate; yet on orery propion which has 
been made here during the progress of this bill to take some of 
the burdens from those people of North Carolina and the other 
agricultural States who have no bank account, and to leave in 
their pockets a little of the money which has been gathered u 

ear by year, and month by month, and day by day, and whic 

as been carried into the ks of New England, the Senator 
has stood here with all his might and energy and fought. 

Mr. President, it has been my fortune to stand upon the deck 
of a great ship as it ascended the great Amazon River. When 
we entered that river, looking far to the south, no land could 
be seen, looking far to the north no land could be seen; yet if 
you pursued it 3,000 miles up you came to the source of that 
great river. All along for 3,000 miles on the eastern slope of 
the Andes, in Peru and Brazil and Bolivia, little streams were 
coming up from the mountain sides and from the earth, that 
flowed on and on, each converging and directing its course to 
the other, until by and by they united in the waters of that 
great river and formed a greatsea upon which the navies of the 
civilized world might meet, maneuver, and fight out ther bat- 
tles and have room to spare. 

So, for twenty-five years, North Carolina and South Carolina 
and all the Southern States and all the Western States have 
been flowing their money steadily for the purchase of manu- 
factured goods from this favored territory. On and on the 
stream has flowed, until we see in this little corner of our great 
country, having only about 6 per cent of its area, nearly one-half 
of the accumulated wealth of the country. 

When we come and ask our friends in that section to tear 
down, or atleast to lower this wall of protection, so that the 
people living in other sections may have their goods cheaper, 
they say nay; when we come and ask them to unloose the 
tight strings of the money purse, they say ‘‘nay;” when we 
come and ask them to shoulder a fair proportion of the burdens 
of taxation, they say nay;“ when we come and ask the Senators 
representing that section to take from the farmer and the laborer 
some of the burdens of taxation and putit upon the accumulated 
wealth of the country, the Senator from New York rises in his 
place and says that is an iniquitous proposition; it is an inquisi- 
torial proposition. 

Mr. President, it may be inquisitorial, or it may not. I under- 
take to say that it will never be inquisitorial to those who hon- 
estly comply with the law. ‘If there isan Sart egg pe instituted, 
ne ee for those who seek to evade the law; and I sub- 


ey are not entitled to the sympathies of the Senate. 
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Ah; but, says the Senator from New York, this is. undemo- a pretty large constituency affected by this bill, and I desire to 
cratic, and he warns us that we are ting into the - | answer to-morrow, as briely as L may under the circumstances, 
ing pill æ. provision which sound knell of the the arguments which have been addressed to the Senate to-day. 
party. Mr. President, after ht years of life The thermometer marks 85° in this Chamber; we have been 

in that party, and after thirty years of faithful service in that | here since 10 o'clock this morning, and I have not participated 


eof the accumu- 


lated wealth of this country, the sooner it dies the better. [Ap- 


in the galleries, 

The Vice-President rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. JARV ay ond garners as I pooner 3 yit 
means. sympathy w: n " country; as 
I understand Democ: it to protect the Are rty 
of the country; but at same time it goes out into the Figh. 
ways-and into the byways, and puts its at arms around the. 

boring people, who create the wealth of the country, and un- 

ertakes to lift them up into a higher and a better life. 

I thank God, for one, that the Democratic party to-day: is in 
the hands of those who have the courage to take some of the 
burdens from the people and put them eens accumulated 
wealth of the J and instead of bill sounding the 
death knell of the Democratic party, I believe it is but the first 
pep onward to a higher prosperity and a more glorious career. 

shall only have the. to move farther on. the. line 
which has been selected, I believe, instead of our Republican 
friends in 1807 seeing a Republican President ina’ that 
the standard of Democracy will be advanced still higher, and 
that our banners will float over the House of Representa- 
tives, the Senate, and the White House when the next Presi- 
dent shall ba inaugurated. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to inquire what is the 
pleasure of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRIS 


$ rose. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to reply at some length to the speeches 
which have been made 2 su of the income tax. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. we have been nearly three 
months debating the merits of this bill, and the income tax has. 
consumed a large proportion, or at least its reasonable share, 
of that.debate. For two s we have been considering the 
income - tax features, and we have had read but five or six, pos- 
eee part of the bill. So far as L am con- 
cerned, I beg to ap to Senators that we had better subject 
ourselves to some of personal inconvenience, go on with 
the consideration of bill, and allow the business of the coun- 

to know what the tariff taxation of the country is to be in 
the future, than to consult our Yan comfort and prolong 
bill. So longas I can keep 

ere, up to a reasonable hour, I am in favor of going 


on. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of 


a quorum, 

2 Very well. Let the Senator test the question. 

He has been delaying variably when he could, and as he could. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, WHITE in the chair.) The 

Senator from New Hampshire having sin e the absence of 
a quorum, the sapere | will call the roll. 

e Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 


answered to names: 
Aldrich, J Ark: h, 
Coke, ones, Pug ; 
Be Faulkner McLaurin, Shoup, | 
Blackburn, na rge, 3 Martin, Turple, 
Caffery, Gray, Morgan, Vilas 
SS f° Se a 
Chandler, Irby, Perkins, White: 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Proctor, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-three Senators having 
answered to the call, aquorum is present, and the Senator from 
New York will proceed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Tennes- 
see will notinsist upon going on to-night. Nearly all the debate 
to-day — e ee ans w o she. argument I 

i presenting some tional arguments 
in favor of the adoption of the income-tax provisions of the bill. 
New have been b ht outes aimed at New York 
and at myself. L —— the Senate yesterday at con- 
siderable length. Other matters have been brought up in which 
Iwas interested, and I was rena to participate in the discus- 
sion, although I had notin the first place intended to do so. 


f 


Iam interested in this question, and my State is interested in 
it. On tho Sth day of April last L spoke two hours and twenty- 
five minutes on the income-tax question and upon the tariff gen- 

With the ing. bu ofa brief debate on placing raw ma- 
have not. apoen roy Dare in tħe Sen- 
elay of the bill. F represent 


terial an the free list, 
ats Iam not responsible for the 


| for a ge nerous apology from him. 


‘in the debate to-day to any extent except to ask a few ques- 


Icertainly or our friend from Tennessee, who has con- 

par mtary fight so admirably during these long 

three months, will at least give me this additional indulgence 
nearly at the close of this debate 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Tennessee just before 
Lsuggested the absence of be i am honored me by the remark 
that I had been delaying the ess of the Senate, as I under- 
stood him. I think the Senator did me an injustice. I have, I 
believe, not spoken upon the income tax. 

It is sev: days since I have spoken upon the bill. Ihave 
upon my desk a few memoranda in connection with the income 
tax, but T have refrained from speaking, and think I shall re- 
frain from speaking upon that subject. I have not at any time 
since the debate be Sa this bill began purposely delayed the Sen- 
ate, unless it may have been on one evening when the Senator 
from Tennessee was not in his usual gracious mood and under- 
took to force an unreasonable session of the Senate. 

I have not even exhibited to the Senate, as I have been 
tempted to do, and have been at all times ready to do, the rec- 
ard of the Senate at the executive session in the spring of 1881, 
when I find that there were one hundred and forty-three dila- 
tory motions made, which were voted down by the majority of the 
Senate, and of those motions the Senator from Tennessee made 
nine to adjourn, seven to table, six to 8 and twenty-two 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, making forty-four, out of one hundred and forty-three mo- 
tions, which. simian credited to the Senator from Tennessee. 
Now, he criticises me simply because at ten minutes past 6 o'clock 
I ventured, not having the fear of the Senator from Tennessee 


or REE else- before my eyes, to suggest the absence of 2 quo- 


think the Senator did me a pa injustice, and I look 
ughter.] 

Mr. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that I can 
not make the apology the Senator expects. There is no Senator 
on this floor who is more opposed to the e of the pending 
bill than the Senator from New Hampshire, and while he may 
not have consumed very much time, if any, upon the income- 
tax phases of it, the RECORD will show that he has unneces- 
sarily consumed about as much time as any other Senator, if not 
more. Ladhere to the remark I made awhile ago, that he has 
habitually and continuously delayed the passage of the bill in 
every reasonable and sometimes every unreasonable way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I accept the qualification. 

Mr. HARRIS. Therefore I can not make the apology. I 
should be glad to do it if it were due the Senator, but it is not, 
and I decline. 

Now, Mr. President, since the 2d day of April this bill has 
been under consideration. The income with other phases 
of tlie bill, had been renege and extensively debated prior 
to the last two days. Theso-called debate has been upon the in- 
come tax for the last two days, but perhaps the greater part of 
the time has been spent upon everything else er than that. 
The country has some rights as well as Senators. 

Lam a little scrupulous for the rights of Senators, but I feel 
that the country has a right to know at the earliest day we can 
inform it what the fate of the bill is to be. The waste of the 
time (and much of to-day and yesterday have been wasted) is 
hardly excusable. For that reason, inconvenient as it is to 
Senators, inconvenient and uncomfortable as it is to myself, 
and with. extreme regret that I can not with prene of du 
yield to the appeal of the Senator from New York (whom 
would gladly oblige if T could 3 do so with my sense 
of duty, and I can not), IL think we 8 Je to go on, e have 
not read a dozen lines of the bill in the two days. We ought 
to go on to an approximate completion. 

We ought to find an end; and the only way to find it is to stay 
here and give every Senator his opportunity, his day in court. 
Let him exhibit his learning and his rhetoric to any extent he 
desires. Let us stay with him, and let him doit. Asfaras I 
am concerned [shall not move to adjourn as long as there is a 
quorum here or F can find any means of getting a quorum here 
to go on with the business of the Senate up toa reasonable 
hour. I do not ask Senators to stay here always, or all night 
even, but I do ask them to stay here longer. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I regret very much that the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Tennessee, who has charge of the bill, 
has seen fit to refuse my request. Possibly in somè way or other 
he holds me responsible for the delay which has occurred in tha 

of the bill. I decline, sir, to accept any responsibility 
in that regard. 


* 


i? * 
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Lhave been anxious since the bill was first brought in to bring 
itto a speedy conclusion. Ihave not sought to delay it for a 
le moment. Ihave not voted upon some of the ons 
majority have seen fit to propose, although some of them did 
not meet my approval. > 

I have been willing, so far as the details of the bill were con- 
cerned, witha few exceptions, to allow the majority to prepare 
the bill and pass it peepee, Aas they pleased. As I said a few mo- 
ments ago, I had not spoken a single word upon the bill since 
the 9th day of April last, except a few moments on the subject 
of free raw materials. I trust I was not raising my voice in vain 
when I struggled for a few brief moments to hold this Demo- 
cratic majority to Democratic principles, I think that thc coun- 
try will not hold me responsible for the delay of those few mo- 
ments when I sought to put upon the bill a few Democratic 
principles that might save it; and Iam to be told now that I am 
in some way responsible for the delay in the passage of this 
measure. 

Mr. President, I have attended the sessions whenever I could. 
I was called away, and during a portion of the time I have been 
away you have proceeded in your own way: You haye made 
your amendmentssubstantially without much opposition. Some 
of them affected my State considerably. I have made no sug- 

tion to you to save those interests. You have placed upon 
the free list manufactured articles of my State that affected the 
people of my State, as they think, considerably. Ihave offered 
no protest. Ihavemade no suggestion. Ibelieved that in those 
respects you were following a. part of the Democratic policy and 
I acquiesced. 
Now, at this time, after three long months, when the delay is 
nearly terminated and you keep your patience and your temper, 
itis proposed to be exercised against me because, forsooth—I 
can interpret it in no other way—Isee fit to antagonize this por- 
tion of your scheme, an income tax. When I pleaded for free 
raw materials you seemed to be nervous and anxious about it. 
You could not 8 patiently tome. Have I delayed this bill 
an hour since the 9th day of April? Not at all. Sir, I decline 
to be held responsible for this delay. It was last fall that other 
men were filibuete here to prevent the passage of a bill 
which would relieve somewhat the business interests of the coun- 
try, a bill we were pledged to pass—not like this bill. 

That. bill we were. ed to pass. It was contained in the 
Democratic national platform. It was a bill for the repeal of 
the Sherman silver law. Thenmany gentlemen upon thisside of 
the Chamber were engaged in a determined and bitter contest 
at filibustering against that bill, a bill recommended by the 
President, a bill recommended by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, a bill that the Democratic party was in honor bound to 
pass. Isat here doing my duty to my party, my State, and my 
country in endeavoring to pass it; and I met with opposition from 
the men who now, after nearly half past 6 o'clock, want to crowd 
me to reply to the half a dozen speeches which have been di- 
rected at me and my State and the argument I made yesterday. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New York allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say to the Senator that I was one 
of the most determined opponents of the repeal of the purchas- 
ing clause of the Sherman act, but I deny in the most emphatic 
terms that I have ever made a motion or ever was guilty of an 
act that can be truthfully characterized as filibustering against 
it; neither have I charged the Senator from New York with 
filibustering in respect to this matter. I do not quite see why 
the Senator assumes that he is c ed here, by my declining 
to move to adjourn at 6 o’clock, with ing sought delay. 

Mr. Inferentially, sir, the charge is made. Youspoke 
when I made the request, simply a request that ordinarily would 
have been granted, navar a desire to reply. We were told 
then that the business of the country had n delayed. We 
were told that I could not be granted this privilege. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me again? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we had made anything like decent pares 
to-day the Senator would have been answered differently. 

Mr. HILL. Who is the judge, sir? 

Mr. HARRIS. When wehave spent two whole days in worse 
than waste, when thecountry suffers, neither my rd for nor 

y desire to accommodate that Senator or any other Senator 

d control me for the millionth part of a second. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator says thatthe day has been wasted. 

Mr. HARRIS. It has. = 

Mr. HILL. There are some Senators who think that when 

themselves do not participate in a debate all the time is 
ted. I say time has not been wasted. I do not say that 


very argument adduced here to-day has been exactly pertinent 
rtion of the bill, but mostly the time hae ‘Heath con- 
the argument of other questions by gentlemen who 


this 
umed 


favor the income tax, and not by. those who oppose it. I think 
that the argument of the past two days has not been wasted. 
Yesterday I presented an argument to show that your $4,000 ex- 
emption was wrong, unjust, founded upon no princ. but eve 

thousand dollars that you put on it made it worse and more ini- 


quitous. 

Lou sat here re to vote the 84,000 in the bill yesterday, if 
the roll had been ed. To-day a change has come over the 
spirit of your dreams. The clouds are breaking. To-day the 
Senator comes in and says $3,000 is a proper exemption. We 
know not what you will do to-morrow. We can not tell what 
other changes you may make in the bill to-morrow. 

Yesterday L pleaded for the entire and complete exemption 
of your savings banks. You have introduced an amendment 
which [think covers it I pleaded for an absolute exemption ot 
mutual life-insurance companies. To-day or yesterday the Sen- 
ator from Missouri introduced an amendment which I think sub- 
ger 6 covers those points, if ee rightly. 

eare progress, sir. eare making great progress, 
I think, with this matter. This is an important matter. As I 
said af geara it involves one-fifteenth of the whole Federal 
taxation of the United States. It is conceded here upon all hands. 
that 30 per cent of this tax is to be paid by the State that I rep- 
resent. And after the argument I made then and the argument 
made yesterday, Lam to be cut off now and compelled to go on 
with my t to-night. I say it is cruel; I say it is unjust 
under the c ; I say it is unworthy of the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee takes tha re- 
sponsibility most cheerfully and gladly. 

Mr. HILL. Because he can not avoid it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Because he chooses to do it. 

Mr. HILL. I will place some other responsibility upon the 
Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. Proceed. $ 

Mr. HILL. I will, but I shall not be ordered around aboutit. 
I shall not have plantation manners exhibited here in regard to 
it. Iehall take time in my own way. 

Mr. HARRIS. Perhaps the manners of the slums of New 
York would suit the Senator better. 

Mr. HILL. That may be, sir; but they are better than those 
from the plantations of Tennessee. 

Mr. President, I said that L had desired to facilitate the dis- 

ition of the pending bill. I was honest and sincere in that 
Saio: What did I do? Isaw this debate coming last Decem- 
ber; I had anexperienee nn the question of endeavoring to get 
a bill passed last fall. e had an important election in the 
country coming on. I felt as though it was nece for the sal- 
vation of our party that we should pass that bill. I criticised no- 
body's motive whodifferedfromme. Ispoke respectfully of those 
who were upon the other side. ` 

Yet I saw delay after delay, and month after month until the 
last few days before the election the bill was permitted to pass. 
It had lost its effect. Democrats in the North had become dis- 
gusted with our party. It did not have the effect that it was 
supposed it would likely have. The long delay had frittered 
away the good effect. The country had gradually recovered 
from the panic to some extent. 

Therefore, with that experience in view placed before me, I in- 
troduced, i think, on the first or second day of the December ses- 
sion p itions for the amendment of the rules of the Senate. 
What were those amendments? Those amendments were to 
prose) first, that there should be given to a majority of this 

y (of which I have heretofore been proud to constitute my- 
self a member) the right to determine when a bill shall be 
brought toa vote. It was a principle that had been discussed 
at the September session, because the bold announcement was 
— 55 3 that a majority had no right to change the rules of 

y- ; 

L introduced another amendment, which was that when a Sen- 
ator rose in his place and announced a pair he should be counted 
for the purpose of constituting a quorum—a proper rule which 
I did not think ought to have met with any objection. It was a 
part and parcel of a course of procedure that I hoped the Senate 
might adopt for the very purpose of having the . control 
the date when this bill might Hoh pees its passage. I desired 
to avoid honestly and sincerely all the delay which has been oc- 
casioned. 

But, sir, what was done? I introduced those amendments to 
the rule which would have facilitated the disposition of this 
measure. They went to a committee of which the distinguished 
Senator from - 
In the hands of that committee, A Eia death that knows 


no waking. They have been kept there from that day to this, 
The Senator . L suppose, to smother them insome or 
other. Mr. they could have beck —— Shey 


i 
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could have been eee The constitutional right of the ma- 


jority to make rules to suit themselves exists. 
make implies the power to amend, and that prior power implies 
the right to stop debate on the very subject of the amendment. 

Those simple rules, I think, would not have met with serious 
opposition upon the other, side because they were substantially 
committed to them last fall. They were substantially commit- 
ted to them in 1890 when the force bill was here. They could 
notseriously have 3 them. Those rules, in my judgment, 
were necessary for the proper procedure in facilitating the busi- 
ness of the Senate. 

Now, sir, with that record before the Senate, with those pro- 
posed rules there before them, smothered in the committee of 
which the Senator isa distinguished and contro member, he 
rises here to-night in his place and refuses me the little courtesy 
of an adjournment until to-morrow that Imight have alittle time 
to prepare myself to answer the gentlemen whose argument 
has been aimed at me to-day. 

Mr. President, it does not lie in his mouth to say or to insinu- 
ate or to have an inference drawn from anything thatI have done 
that I am seeking to delay the passage of this bill. I am ready 
at any moment to fix a day. I shall be glad when this contest is 
over. This proposed income tax, as I said, affects the people of 
my State peculiarly. I am ready now to adopt those rules. I 
will go as far as any Senator here in procuring their adoption. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to present a petition 
of policy holders and others in the city of New York in favor of 
the exemption entirely of the funds, ete., of life insurance com- 
panies. I simply desire to call attention to the fact that the first 
name upon the list is William B. Hornblower, of 45 Williams 
street, New York. 

I present a similar petition, numerously signed by many dis- 
tinguished gentleman of New York, among others, Governor 
Hoadley, formerly of Ohio, Clarence A. Seward, Judge Dillon, 
and last but not least Wheeler H. Peckham. 

9 0 PRESIDING OFFICER. The petitions will lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, sooner or later the Senate will 
be obliged to change its rules for the purpose of avoiding the 
very procedure that we are encountering to-night. Yet I am 
not here to blame those upon the other side who have discussed 

ibly at too much length the issues involved in this bill. I 

o not say that they have done so, Aside from one evening at 

a time when I was not here, when the session extended, asI am 

informed, to some late hour, there has been no filibustering, I 

understand, and I do not think that the charge can properly be 
made against the gentlemen upon the other side. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There has been no speech made to-day upon 
this question that was not made directly to the merits of it, with- 
out a waste word. 

Mr. HILL. That, of course, is a question of judgment. 
think so. Lagree with the Senator that in the main 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ispeak of the speeches on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; I think that isso. The Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] represents, with two or three others, the 
Populist party. It being a very small party, of course it re- 
quires a great deal of argument; and he went out of his wa 
possibly, in discussing the income tax, to talk about the princi- 
ples of the Populist party. 

There are many very wonderfully and fearfully made, and of 
course they require a great deal of explanation. He went into 
the question of the giving 58 bes the public lands, and endeav- 
ored to show that it was the Republican party and the Demo- 
cratic party that had given away the public lands. I am free to 
say that was rather foreign to the subject under discussion, and 

~ in that respect possibly the criticism of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee was well taken. But aside from that it strikes me that 
the argument has been addressed very Pees to the discussion 
of the income-tax feature of the bill. I thinkso, Mr. President. 

Nevertheless, whether it has or not, I am free to concede the 
necessity of an amendment of the rules of the Senate so that 
when a great question like a tariff shall come before the Ameri- 
can Senate it can be disposed of earlier than three or four 
months. I think thatisso. I think it would have been better 
if at the outset of this discussion there could have been some 
time fixed by common consent whereby some day in advance 
could have been set down for a disposition of the bill. 

I saw an interview with some Senator published in Western 
and Southwestern papers, in which it was said that the Senator 
was in favor of an amendment of the rules; that he was not in 
favor of it now, but that at some other time when there was no 
proai measure pending before the Senate he would then be in 

avor of an amendment of the rules. In my humble judgment 
the time to amend the rules is upon the threshhold of the pre- 


The power to 
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sentation of a bill. The statement that these amendments can 
not be made during the pendency of an important bill reminds 
me of the story of a man who was asked why he did not put new 
ate upon his roof, He said that when it rained he could 
eel oit, and when it did not rain he did not need them. [Laugh- 

18 
So it is with the Senate. When we have no important bill 
pending, when there is no attempt to delay any measure, then 
of course there is no necessity for an amendment of the rules. 
But we need such an amendment when an important measure is 
before the Senate. 

I know it is said that if the rulesare amended a majority ma; 
act arbitrarily. I think the proposed rule which 1 be 
to the Senate carefully guarded the rights of the minority. It 
provided that no time should be set earlier than thirty days, and 
then only by the votes of a 8 of all the Senators elected 
to this body. That sufficiently protected all the rights of a 
minority. It gave no undue advantage to the majority. In my 
judgment, as we move along together we shall find that some 
1225 rule is essential to the progress of the business of this 

y. 

I know there are some Senators here who seem to object to 
this policy of an amendment. Some of my Democratic friends, 
regret to say, seem to think that we should keep the rules as 
they are because, forsooth, we are always going to be in a mi- 
nority, I think, sir, we should not proceed upon any such basis. 
We should proceed upon the theory that we are the majority 
party; that the people intend to stand by the Democratic party; 
and as we expect and hope to be the majority party, that we 
need this power to make our legislation effective. 
Speedy legislation is what we want—not hasty, it is true, in 
one sense, but legislation which can be closed in due time and 
in due season. ow much better it would have been for the 
country last fall if the repeal of the Sherman law could have 
been passed within thirty days after we had assembled. Our 
distinguished President pleaded with us in a special message 
asking us to pass that measure, but there were those who were 
deaf to his appeals. The Secretary of the Treasury came up to 
the Capitol day after day and had interviews with us, in which 
he des the prompt passage of that bill to relieve the Treas- 
ury, and yet, sir, it was not passed. That simply illustrates the 
point Iam making, namely, that sooner or later, and the sooner 
the patsan we must make the amendments which have been sig- 
gested. 
Mr. President, I do not like to belong to a Dns always 
8 upon the assumption that it is going to be the minor- 
ty party. Let us proceed upon the other assumption, namely, 
that our measures will commend themselves to the American 
people and will kip us in power in the Senate. I know the 
specter of the force bill is always held up tous. I know it is al- 
ways said, ‘‘If you had had those rules you might have had the 
force bill.” Yes, and we could have repealed it afterwards. 
Sir, if a majority of the American people, with the President 
and both Houses of Congress, fairly and honestly elected, wanted 
that bill they were entitled toit. The truth about it is they did 
not want it. There never was a time when a majority in the 
Senate wanted that bill. There never was a time that it would 
have received the votes of a majority of the Senate. The good 
sense of some Senators upon the other side always prevented ita 
Pee Therefore we are simply unduly and unnecessarily 
armed. 
Isay that the American people havea right to have the measures 
which they desire passed in reasonably good time. Youcannot 
ass them under the rules of theSenate. What did the House of 
presentatives do? They drifted along. The public business 
was delayed. They could not keepaquorum. Finally, what did 
they do? They put away all questions of pride, after having fought 
against it for three straight years. They found themselves 
powerless to pass the very measures which the people of the 
country wanted, and then they turned around and adopted rules 
to facilitate the passage of bills. 
Mr. President, we might take the House of Representatives as 
a model for us. I desire to say that they are dispatching their 
business promptly under their new rules. No injustice is dona 
to anybody. The Democratic party is not placed in a false posi- 
tion. On the contrary, I think—I may bo mistaken, the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] will correct 
me—nearly all the appropriation bills have been passed by the 
other House and sent to this body. 
Mr. COCKRELL. All with one or two exceptions. 

Mr. HILL. With one or twoexceptions the Senator says they 
are here, ready for action, so that as soon as this contest is over 
we can proceed to dispose of them and adjourn for the relief of 
the country. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New York allow me 
to make a suggestion? 
Mr. Certain] 


y. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest that we go on and vote upon some o 


the amendments. We would not reach the important ones to- 
night probably, and he can proceed with his speech to-morrow 
when those amendments are reached. 

-Mr. HILL. The only point about that is that several Sena- 
tors spoke to me and asked me whether there was going to bea 
vote to-night. I told them no. They wanted to see me before 
the vote should be had upon these amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggestthat the amendments now pendin 
and soon to be reached are not of such importance that I thin 
the Senators who are absent would desire particularly to be 
present when they are disposed of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senators who are absent will find no 
fault. : 

Mr. 1 I think the Senators who are absent will find 
no fault. ' 

Mr. HILL. What amendments would the Senator like to 
have disposed of? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We can take up the pending amendments, 
whatever they are. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to move an amendment. I wili move an 
amendment by striking out ‘“‘ 1895 ”—and it is an amendment 
which I desire to offer also for the information of the Senate— 
and 8 1896.“ I will explain it for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from New 
York kindly state the line and page of his amendment? 

Mr. HILL. It is in section 54, line 7; strike out 1895 and 
insert 1896.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Now, just a word of explanation of the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment for the information of the Senate, and then the 
Senator from New York will proceed. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, section 54, strike out 1895 and 
insert 1896,“ so as to read: 

That from and after the Ist day of January, 1895, until the Ist day of Jan- 
nary, 1900, etc. 

Mr. HILL. My amendment, of course, if adopted would have 
to be followed by another amendment making it 1901, so as to 
complete the five years. The point to that amendment is sim- 
ply this: M the terms of the bill the tax is to be based upon 
this year's income. The bill is to go into effect, it is supposed, 
about the middle of July or the Ist of August of this year. 

Mr. HARRIS. The time has not yet been fixed when the bill 
is to take effect. 

Mr. . I presume it will be the middle of July or the 1st 
of August, so that we are substantially making a bill with a re- 
troactive effect, The income next year, starting with the Ist of 
of January, payable in July, is to be based not from July to July 
giving a year, but from January to January. So by the terms of 
the bill corporations and individuals are to es next year upon 
the income which they began to receive on the Ist day of Janu- 
ary last. Therefore this is virtually a retroactive bill. It is 
unprecedented in the history of legislation, in my judgment. 

do not propose to detain the Senate any further upon the 
question. I move the amendment for the purpose of honestly 
and in good faith preventing, as I think, a manifest wrong, that 
weshould be obliged to pay next year’s tax upon the whole year’s 
income, including six months before the bill was passed. Books 
are to be kept, by the terms of the bill; other things are to be 
done by the people who are to pay the taxes. They donot know 
what to do now. It is utterly inoperative for a portion of the 
time. 

Mr.FAULKNER. I suggest to the Senator from New York, 
as that is rather an important amendment, whether it would 
not be better to withhold it until to-morrow and vote on some 
of the amendments that propose mere verbal changes in the bill? 

Mr.HARRIS. The committee amendments, anyway, are first 
in order. The Senator will have his opportunity as soon as the 
committee amendments are disposed of. : 

Mr. HILL. May we not then vote on the question of striking 
out“ 2 per cent” and inserting “1 per cent?” 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 suggest-that the pending amendment of 
the committee be voted on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to lay the bill on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom New Hamp- 
shire moves to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I trust the Senator from New Hampshire will 
withdraw that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire insist upon the motion? 

Mr. HILL. Nobody wants to kill the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Sen- 
ate is on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
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The Secretary will state the 


Mr. HILL, I trust the Senator will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear the motion of the Senator from 
New. 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is to lay the bill 
on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I trust the Senator will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if we can have a vote I 
will withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. HILL. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment 
which is near the close of the fifty-fourth section, namely, toin- 
sertafter “assessed ” the words“ by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue and” ' 

Mr. FAULKNER. What is the pending amendment? 

Mr. HILL. That is the amendment, I understand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the pending amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
two amendments of the committee precede the amendment the 
Senator from New York has indicated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the pending amendment be read. 
3 PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment will 

read. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, line 22, after the word ‘‘ prop- 
erty ” insert owned,“ so as to read: 

And income from all property owaed and of every business, trade, ete. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the question be taken on that 
amendment. 

Mr. GRAY and others. Question. c 

Mr. HILL and Mr. ALDRICH called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]; I have a 
right to vote to make a quorum, and asit is evidently necessary, 
Ishall vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD 5 his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], with 
a reservation of the right to vote to make a quorum. As it is 
apparent that a quorum is not present, I exercise my right to 
vote, and vote yea.” 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.Lcort], with the right. to vote 
to make a 3 I vote yea. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], but under the 
terms of the pair I have a right to vote to e a quorum. I 
vote yea.” 

Mr. CALL (when his named was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], my pair with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] having been transferred 
by agreement to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 
I have the privilege of voting to make a quorum, and I vote 


ai ea.” 

$ Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). I am paired 

on all political questions with the junior Senator from New York 

[Mr. MURPHY]. He reserved the right to vote to make a 

tae I suppose there can be no doubt that that gives me 

tl e right to vote to make a quorum. So I shall vote. I vote 
ea. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. PATTON]. I have re- 
served the right to vote whenever it is necessary to make a quo- 
rum, and consequently I will vote yea.“ 

Mr, McCLAURIN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON]. Ihave 
reserved the right to vote to make a quorum. I vote “yea.” 
If my vote s prové not necessary to make a quorum I will 
withdraw it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS], 
who is absent from the city, but I have reserved the right to 
vote to make a quorum, and I vote yea.“ 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). The senior Sen- 
ator from North ota [Mr. HANSBROUGHI, with whom I have 
a general pair, favors that part of the bill which proposes an in- 
come tax. I shall therefore vote. I vote yea,’ 

. Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. ROACH]. As he is 
absent I withhold my vote. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], but we are 
agreed upon this question. He desired me to have him paired 
in favor of the amendments of the committee. I therefore an- 
nounce his pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
SON]. I vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 
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Mr. TURPIE. Iwill vote for the purpose of making a quoruul. 
I vote “yea.” 

Mr. MILLS. I will vote to make a quorum. I vote “yeg.” 

Mr. QUAY. Is the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] re- 
corded as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] is not recorded. 

Mr. QUAY. As I am paired with that Senator, I withhold 
my vote unless it is necessary to make a quorum. 

r. DUBOIS. I inquireifthe junior Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. SMITH] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH (after having voted in the affirmative). Ihave 
been informed that the Senator from Colorado . TELLER] is 
absent without a pair. Iwill announce a pair with that Senator 
and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam at liberty to vote to make a quorum. I 
vote yea.“ 

? Mr. QUAY. I am allowed to vote to make a quorum. I vote 


Mr. PERKINS. Iwill vote to make a quorum if necessary. 


I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 0; as follows. 

YEAS—42. 
Bate, Dantel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Berry, Dubois, Lindsay, Shoup, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McLaurin, Squire, 
Blanchard, George, Martin, 
Cafer cas: Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Call, > Harris, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Carey. Hawley, Pasco, Walsh, 
Chandier, me Peffer, White. 
r 
Coke Jarvis, Quay, 
NAYS—0. 
5 NOT VOTING—43. 

Aldri G McMillan, Proctor, 

og 8 McPherson, Pugh, 
Alison, Gorman, Manderson, Roach, 
Butler, . Mitchell, Oregon Shi 
Camden, Hansbrough, Morgan, Smith, 
Cameron, ins, Morr: Stewart, 
Cultom, Hoar, Murphy. Uer, 
Davis, Hunton, Patton, Washburn, 
Dixon, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Dolph, Kyle, tt, Wolcott. 
Frye, Lodge, Power, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has failed to vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the roll be called. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Aldrich, Daniel. Lindsay, Shoup, 
Bate, Dubois. McLa 5 Squire, 
Berry, Faulkner, ety Türpie, 
Blackburn, George. est, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Bri ray, mer, ‘oorhees, 

— A rris, 5 alsh, 
Call, Hawley, Peffer, to 
Carey, 4 Perkins, 

Jarvis, Y, 

Coke, Jones, Ark. om, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-one Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask that the absentees be called. Let us 
see who are not here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the ab- 
sentees. 

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators, as fol- 
lows: - 


Alen, Gallinger, Lodge, Power, 

Alison, Gordon, Mc. Proctor, 

Butler, Gorman, McPherson, Pugh, 

Camden, Hale, Manderson, 

Cameron, Hans Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 

Chandler, Higgins, organ, Smith, 

Cullom, Hoar, Morrill, Stewart, 

Davis, Hun Marphy, Teller, 
10 — N. SANON, Tison. 5 
ones, Nev. x 

Frye, Kyle, Platt, Wolcott. 


Mr. HARRIS. Ishall not move to send for absent Senators 
to-night, but I give notice that to-morrow I shall appeal to the 
Senate to stay here until we can report the bill into the Senate, 
whether it be early or late. I give the notice, and I hope Sen- 
ators will not say to-morrow evening that notice had not been 
given. In view of the present condition of the Senate, I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 7 o'clock and 5 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, June 
1894, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 22, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by 
Mr. THomas O. To Chief Clerk. `S 
The following communication was read: 


SIR: [hereby name the Hon, JOSEPH W. 
the State of Texas, 


JUNE 2, 1894. 
. BAILEY, a Representative from 
to perform the duties of the Chair for this day. 
CHARLES F. ORISP, Speaker. 
To Hon. JAMES KERR, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
Mr. BAILEY took the chair as vas re pro tempore. 
Prayer was offered by Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain 
of the Senate. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SPECIAL AGENTS OF DEPARTMENT OF. AGRICULTURE, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to the res- 
olution of the House of Representatives, January 22, 1894, a list 
of the special agents of the Department, together with a state- 
ment of their work and the salaries received for the four years 
and six months ending December 31, 1893; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M’ADAMS VS, THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a copy of 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of William 
McAdams vs. The United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Senate bills of the following titles were severally laid before 
the House by the Speaker pro tempore, and referred as below: 
An act (S. 1546) authorizing a commission to draft a code of 


| laws for the district of Alaska, and for other purposes; to the 


Committee on the Territories. 

A bill (S. 1399) to promote the efficiency of the naval militia— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1827) to define the boundaries of the three judicial 
districts in the State of Alabama and to regulate therein the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States and the powers 
and duties of the judges thereof, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1259) to amend section 2 of an act of Congress ap- 

roved March 3, 1893, entitled ‘‘ An act regulating the sale of 
toxicating liquorsin the District of Columbia“ to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order isdemanded. 
The regular order is the call of committees. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ST. CROIX RIVER. 


Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back with a favorable recommenda- 
tion a bill (H. R. 6529) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the St. Croix River between the States of Wisconsin and 
Minnesota; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY PARK AT SHILOH. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 
6499) to establish a national military k at the battlefield of 
Shiloh; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (S. 1954) to amend 
section 1379, chapter 1, Title XV, of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, in relation to the ey of assistant pay- 
masters in the Navy; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The House bill on the same subject was laid on the table. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ANN ARBOR, MICH. 

Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 
(H. R. 3439) providing for a public building at Ann Arbor, Mich.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. > 

MEXICAN AND INDIAN WARS PENSIONS. 

Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on N . pye 

back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7414) grant- 
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ing anincrease of pension to survivors of the Mexican and Indian 
wars and to their widows; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


REAL-ESTATE ASSESSMENTS IN DISTRIOT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation a 
bill (H. R. 6415) to provide an immediate revision and equaliza- 
tion of real-estate values in the District of Columbia; also to 
rovide an assessment of real estate in said District in the year 
896 and every third year thereafter; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, by unanimous consent, the 
bill (H. R. 2371) was recommitted to the Committee on Military 
Affairs for the correction of the report. 


FEDERAL COURTS IN MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 6447) 
to fix a term of the Federal district court of the southern judi- 
cial district of eee to be held at Meridian, Miss., to in- 
clude the counties nam 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does this bill provide for the 

appointment of any officers? 

Mr. STOCKDA Only a deputy clerk and a deputy mar- 


shal, 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


AGREEMENT WITH YUMA INDIANS, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 

rted back with an amendment (as a substitute for the bill H. 
R 1651) a bill (S. 1919) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Yuma Indians in California for the cession of their surplus 
lands, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com- 

ttee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 

0 e n report, ordered to be printed. 

The House bill (H. R. 1651) for the same purpose was laid on 
the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr, PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
pill (H. R. 4961) granting certain rights over Lime Point mili- 
tary reservation, in the State of California. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4701) to incorporate the Supreme 
Lodge of the Knights of Pythias; in which the concurrence of 

e Eoi was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6893) to regulate water-main as- 
sessments in the District of Columbia; asked a conference with 
the House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. 
Proctor, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. MARTIN as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles,in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bil 85 1490) to pension Mollie Crandall; 

A bill (S. 1343) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of J See G. Utter; 

A bill 88 730) making Labor Day a legal holiday; 

A bill (S. 447) to authorize the Secre of the Interior to issue 
a . of a certain land warrant to Emma A. Ripley; 

A bill (S. 313) appropriating funds for investigations and tests 
of American timber; 

A bill (S. 211) for the relief of St. Charles College; and 

A bill (S. 199) for the relief of E. R. Shipley. - 


ANTIOPTION. 


Mr. HATCH., I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of bills rais- 
ing revenue; and pending that motion I ask unanimous consent 

t all gentlemen who have addressed the committee, or may 
o so till this bill is finally disposed of, may have leave to extend 
their remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Why not ask leave to print for all 
mr HATCH I would ladly d bu 

r. . Iwo very g o so; but Ihave been told 
it would be objected to. [A pause.] Y Well Mr. Speaker, I will 


modify my request, and will ask that all gentlemen who desire 
to print remarks in the RECORD, or to extend remarks actually 


delivered, have leave to do so, provided that such remarks are 
furnished to the Printer within ten days from to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that those gentlemen who have sub- 
mitted or may submit remarks be permitted to extend them in 
the RBOORD, and that all gentlemen desiring to print remar 
in the RECORD may have the privilege of doing so, provid 
that remarks printed under this leave be furnished to the Public 
Printer within ten days from the termination of this debate. IS 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it isso ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Harton, that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of bills raising 
revenue, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union pr. LIVINGSTON in the chair), 
and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7007) regula’ 
the sale of certain agricultural products, defining options ani 


futures, and imposing taxes thereon and upon dealers therein. 
Mr. HATCH. Task that the special order adopted yesterday 
may be read. 
he Clerk read as follows: 


much of the order of t herewith be rescinded; 


remain in Tull 
the remainder thereof to in full force. 

Mr.HATCH. Now, I ask that the bill may be read under the 
five-minute rule. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the first section of the bill. 

Mr. AM A, STONE (interrupting the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I desire to ask if the time to be consumed in the 
reading of this bill will be taken out of the two hours allowed 
for debate and amendment under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. HATCH. The bill, under the order of the House, must 
be read by sections, that amendments may be offered. 

Mr. BURROWS. But it is in order now to offer amendments 
as the sections are read. è 

Mr. HATOH. Of course; as soon as a section is read an 
amendment can bé offered to it. 

Mr. COX. I wish to make this inquiry: Two hours were al- 
lotted for the consideration of amendments to the bill. Now, is 
any part of these two hours to be consumed in the reading of 
the hs of the bill? 

Mr. HATCH. Why, of course, Mr. Chairman; it can not be 


otherwise, because the order expressly states that the bill is to 


be considered under the five-minute rule. Thereis noother or- 
derly way of We It will take but afew minutes to read 
first one paragraph and then another. z 

Mr. COX. It will take about an hour to read the bill; and 
that leaves but an hour for the offering and consideration of 
amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

The first section was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That for the purposes of this act the word “options” 
shall be understood to mean any contract whereby a party thereto, or any 
person for whom or in whose behalf such contract is made, acquires the 
right or privilege, but is not thereby obligated, to sell and deliver to another 
at a future time, or within a designated month or other period, or any con- 
tract whereby, as vendee, a party thereto, orany person as vendee, for whom 
or in whose behalf such contract is made, acquires the right or privilege of 
de and receiving from another, ata stipulated price, at a future 
time, or within a designated month or other period, but is not thereby ob! 
gated to receive . — * any 4.3 i DOE. gp oy panely: — o 
bacon, dry - salted meat, or pickled meat. Fe wih sie 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: = 


In section 1, after the word “hops,” in line 15, add the word flour.“ 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that there will 
be any objection to the insertion of the word “flour” in this 
bill, and therefore, in order to avoid if 3 the necessity for 
3 I ask unanimous consent that the amendment be agreed 


Mr. HATCH. [ object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then, Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask 
why. if it was thought best to include the term flour in the 
bill of two years ago, it should not be done now? I have 
pre d no s argument in favor of this amendment; but 
as the time for debate is very limited, I will ask the Clerk to road 
a letter bearing upon this subject for the information of the com- 
mittee, and then I will ask what good reason may exist why the 
amendment should not be adopted. - 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


My DEAR MR. ALDRICH: Iam in receipt this m 


CHICAGO, June 2, 1894. 


orning of your esteemed 
communication of the 3ist ultimo, incl a letter from Mr. Bloss, presi- 
dent of the New York Cotton Exc 5 — the antioption bill, with spe- 
cial reference to the flour feature of that document. To my mind this fea- 
ture of the bill and its elimination after having been inserted therein is very 
cant. I think the whole 5 may be stated in a few words. 

e antioption measure, from its inception, had the enthusiastic and 
studied su 
BURN and 


u the cash 
for wheat, and they are substantially without competitors for selling 
delivery being based, 
2 course, upon the cash value ot wheat, upon the cost of manufacture, upon 
0 
penses for transportation, etc. 

In this field the flour milis of Minneapolis have little or no interference or 
competition. Were the Hatch bill to prohibit the sales of flour for future 
delivery it would be a disastrous blow to the at flour syndicate owned by 
foreign oer ts, and presided over by the Washburnsin America. To be 
sure, Mr. WASHBURN occupies the 5 of Senator of the 
United States of America, but we may safe er that his personal inter- 

ly - and ever present in all his activities, in his delib- 
his speeches, and in his views. * not escape the obligations 


connected with the agricultural and industrial interests of this country 
would be secondary to the success of this immense milling—I was about to 


K 
e may 5 be justified in des! it as an immense ieee po 
HATCH hasevidently coéperated with WASHBURN in the prosecution of t 
t en ise, antagonistic in all its features and yg Let por to the 
terests of the agriculturist and to the facilities which of trade 
and chambers of commerce, etc., have provided for the accommodation and 
for the profit of the culturist, and for the economical marketing of 
the agricultural products of the West. I need not further elaborate the ar- 


gument 

I think that I have sufficiently indicated the contro features of the 
elimination of flour from the Hatch bill. Its insertion in the bill inthe Sen- 
ate was made in view of consistency, and in view of exposing the real ani- 
mus and essence of the and afterwards eliminated to secure the unre- 
mitting diligence of Mr. WASHBURN in its promotion in the Senate. 

I take this occasion to e the obligation of this board and of kindred 
commercial exchanges of this country to yourself for your studious persist- 
ence, and for thorough examination of this bill, and your ent of 
the policy and methods and aims of its o tors and promoters. You 
will have rend great service not only to the agricultural interests of the 
country, but to its commercial exchanges. 


truly, yours, 
— si ent GEORGE F. STONE, Secretary. 
Hon. J. FRANK ALDRI 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Extract from letter received from Mr. J. O. Bloss, president 
of the New York Cotton Exchange. 
NEW YORK, March 29, 1894. 
= Sır: Your esteemed favor of the 28th instant at hand and contents 


no 
By this mail I send you a copy of the Carter and Choate opinions, as re- 
Cyn I also send you a copy of the protest of this 3 Which may 
of service Sa in that it contains the volume and page of the CONGRES- 


in reference to cotton, 
a strong constitutional argume: of Senator VILAS, 
as I remember it, deals more particularly with grain, but is chiefly a con- 
yon on a tne that In the bill pared thi icl 
ou of course are aware the as y e o article 
of fiour was included. It has now been ob a ao Pihis was brought 
instance of Senator WASHBURN in 
with Mr. HATCH. In the fightsthat have been had on anti- 
option in the past Senator WASHBURN has insisted that there was no objec- 
to the 8 of flour in the bill, and accepted an amendment 
whereby it was included, his contention that there was no trading in 
fiour that the bill affected, their business being all legitimate. It seems, 
however, now that this bill is objectionable enough even to his legitimate 
fiour business to lead him to quietly take Mr. HATOH aside and have his own 
article stricken out. This oubtedly was done in order to secure WASH- 
BURN'S support of the measure in the te. 
J. NK ALDRICH, Chicago, I. 


Š 5 the conclusion of the reading of the above the hammer 
ell. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Let the remainder of the letter be printed 
- in the RECORD. 2 
Mr. SPRINGER. That letter ought not to go into the RECORD. 
Mr. HATCH. I desire to oppose the amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. FLETCHER] in opposition. 
Mr. SPRING Mr. Chairman, but that letter which 
pe been read, or a portion of it, I submit should not be printed 
n the RECORD. I object to ee the letter. We have no 
right to put into the record assertions of that character im- 
peaching the action of the members of another branch of Con- 


gress. 

The CHAIRMAN. Lou are toolate. Leave has already been 
granted not only to those who may make remarks, but to those 
who have not made remarks to extend them in the RECORD. 

Mr, SPRINGER. My objection was not on that ground. I 
object because it is out ot order under the rules of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The letter will go into the RECORD. 

The letter is published above. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to take the floor to 
state why it was that flour was left out of this section and out 
of this bill. Gentlemen have stated on the floor of the House, 
in Committee of the Whole, that the word “ flour“ was in the 
bill of the last Congress. It was not in the bill as it passed the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. WARNER. Was it not in the original bill as presented 
by the gentleman himself at this Congress? 

Mr.HATCH. Now, if the getleman will bə still for a mo- 
ment, I can make a five-minutes statement that even the gen- 
tleman from New York can understand; and Iam going a long 
way when I say that. 

Mr. WILLI A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon or- 
der on the floor. I can not hear a single word the gentleman 
from Missouri has said. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Neither can the Chair. [Laughter.] The 
Chair will endeavor, with the aid of the officers of the Housę, 
to preserve order on the floor, and hopes it will not be ave 
sary to appeal to the committee again for that purpose. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, this amendment was ay ei 
by the Senate, and the bill came back to the House in the Fifty- 
second Congress in thatform. When I introduced the bill 
the beginning of this session, I simply took the bill that wab 
last printed, being the House bill with the Senate amendment, 
and introduced it for consideration by the committee to whom 
it was referred by the House. 

That bill contained the amendment of the Senate. I stated to 
the committee my reasons for a motion to strike out the word 
flour from the bill, simply because flour is not gambled in on 
the boards of trade by option sales as these other commodities 
are, which are specified in the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. HATCH. Ican not yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 


ield. 
. Mr. HATCH. Flour being a manufactured article made of 
wheat there was no good reason why the principle upon which 
these farm products are placed under this system should include 
the article of flour, 

Now, I have no interest in the world except simply as a mat- 
ter of principle in opposing the amendment. You may take 
any other manufactured article, made of cotton or anythi 
else, named in the bill, and insert it with the same propriety 
that you could the word flour. I have never heard a complaint 
of any commercial body in the United States, or any miller in 
the United States, or any manufacturer of flour, or any grower 
of wheat, that flour was the subject of ordinary option sales on 
the boards of trade such as wheat and these other commodities 
are. That is why the committee struck it out from the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my colleague allow an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has declined to be inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not understand my colleague as objecting. 
If the Chair will submit the request, I ask if he will yield for an 


maoy 
Mr. HATCH. Iwill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 
and debate is exhausted on this amendment. 

Mr. CRAIN. I offerasubstitute for the pending amendment. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of 
opposing the amendment. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman isnot in order now. The 
gentleman from Texas has the floor to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the first word of the pending amendment, 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I deem it to be the duty of a 
Representative in this House to vote in accordance with the 
sentiment of those who sent him here, whenever any question is 
under consideration which has been publicly debated and dis- 


cussed before the country and upon which his constituents have 
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expressed their desires by public declarations, and to vote accord- 
ing to the dictates of his own judgment, after a ful investiga- 
tion of their merits, upon.all measures submitted to the House 
upon which those whom he represents have not expressed their 
opinion. I have carefully read this bill, which I am sure has 
not been seen by fifty men in my entire district, and have given 
to its provisions a great deal of thought and investigation. 

Lack of time will not admit of any discussion of the constitu- 
tional questions involved in regard to the power of Congress to 
interlere with contracts entered into by citizens of a State, and 
to be carried out within the territorial limits of the same State, 
or to invade the police jurisdiction of the States over the sub- 
ject of the 3 of anything which may be deemed im- 
moral, either in practice or tendency; and therefore I shall con- 
tent myself with calling attention to the objects sought to be 
obtained by the framers and supporters of this bill. In order to 
act intelligently in casting my vote I consulted, after reading 
this complex and intricate bill, the report of its framer, the 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, knowing very well 
that after the patient investigation,exhaustive study, and labo- 
rious research bestowed by him upon the subject of the bill for 
so many years, he would be able to shed more light upon it than 
any other member of the House upon his side of the question. 

Ì read in that report that the first object of this bill is “ to ob- 
tain revenue.” The report states one of its objects to be—I am 
reading from Mr. HaTou’s report—‘‘to obtain revenue:” 

At this time additional revenue is desirable and imperative. Unlike former 
bills reported to the House covering the subjects embraced in this measure, 
it will more surely and 3 rovide a constant revenue to the Govern- 
ment, and that without an tional corps of revenue officers, and ata 
minimum cost for its collection. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I need go no further in the reading of 
the report or the investigation of this subject in order to vote 
intelligently. The bill seeks “to obtain revenue.” This being 
admitted by the chairman of the committee, it is confessedly a 
legalizing, by the Government of the United States through its 
Representatives, of a system of gambling if passed by this House. 
My people know that we need revenue; my poople may be will- 
ing that I should vote for a revenue reform measure, which will 
produce revenue, although all of its features may not commend 
themselves to their judgment. 

But I believe that my people are unwilling that I should vote 
for any measure which will tolerate gambling, which willlicense 

mbling, which will legalize gambling, and which will pro- 
uce revenue by gambling, which the contracts covered by the 
bill are denounced to be by its framers and supporters. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CRAIN. Ican not beinterrupted. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
if these gentleman really desire to suppressthis species of A bean 
bling, why do they not follow the declaration of the platform 
which I shall proceed to read: 

2. Wedemand that Congress shall pass such laws as will effectually pre- 
vent the 3 futures of all agricultural and mechanical productions; 
providing as gent system of procedure in trials that will secure prompt 
conviction, and imposing such penalties as shall secure the most perfect 
compliance with the law. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
declines to yield. 

A MEMBER. What platform is that? 

Mr. CRAIN. I have read from the original Ocala platform, as 
contained in the National Economist of June 9,1894. Now we, 
as Democrats, are called upon, at the behest of the Committee 
on Agriculture, led on by their distinguished chairman, to half 
way try to do what the Populists say ought to be done, namely, 
to suppress gambling in futures in the States of the United 
States and in the Territories thereof. 

But this bill confessedly does not do that. It raises revenue, 
because the report of the committee says that the raising of rev- 
enue is an object of the bill, that revenue is needed just now, 
and that the bill will produce a large amountof revenue at very 
little expense to the Government. The report denounces “ fu- 
ture contracts” and options“ as gambling devices which in- 
jure the farmers of the country, but in order to put money into 
the Treasury of the United States the supporters of the meas- 
ure are willing to let them go on, for they say the taxing of them 
will produce revenue. 

If these future and option contracts are simply gambling upon 
the products and misfortunes of the farmers of the country, they 
ought to be suppressed if Congress has the power to suppress 
them. But this bill does not suppress gambling, for the report 
declares that it will produce revenue; and it is plain that that 
which produces revenue is not 9 In other words, the 
framers and supporters of the bill assert that gambling in fu- 
tures and options lowers the prices of agricultural products, but 
that as the Government n revenues the gambling must be 
cense dues and 


permitted to go on if the gamblers pay the 


other taxes provided for in the bill. The bill simply says, ac- 
cording to the committee's report, that although the gamblers 
in wheat, beef products, and cotton futures injure the producers 
of these commodities, still they must be allowed to continue to 
ply their vocation because the Government needs revenue, and 
8 the gamblers the Government will obtain revenue. 
the gamblers and let the farmers suffer, says the bill. I Say 

suppress the gambling if we have the power, but do not let the 
Government go into partnership with gamblers, first, from a 
moral standpoint; and, secondly, because not even “to obtain 
revenue ” ought the Government to license a business which is 
said to lower prices to the real producers of the country. Save 
the farmers. Do not license the gamblers. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TERRY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand that under the general rule, when 
a bill is taken up by sections, an amendment can only be offered 
to a section after it has been read, but if I recollect correctly it 
was stated or agreed the other day that when we came to amend 
the bill amendments might be offered to any art of the bill—be- 
cause we may not reach the last sections of this bill at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was not included in the order as 
finally 5 55 7 upon. a 

Mr. COOMBS. That was agreed upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was merely a suggestion previous to 
the agreement., f 

Mr. TERRY. I understood that it was agreed upon. Some 
of these sections of the bill may never be reached. 

Mr. BURROWS. We can get to them if the committee will 
vote on the amendments as they are offered. : 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
is recognized. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have a vote on these amendments, 
and then we can go on. 

Mr. CRAIN. I withdraw my substitute. 

Mr. TERRY. I wish to read from the RECORD, page 7804, to 
show what the agreement was: 


Mr. Cox. Is ‘est that the cpa ask that in offering amendments 
under the five- ute rule it shall not be necessary to read the bill in detail. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill acceptthat suggestion, that amendments may be offered 
to any section of the bill and voted upon in the order in which they are - 
8 so that the time will not all bẹ consumed upon any one section of the 


Mr. MOMILLIN. That was clearly the understanding. 

Mr. HATCH. That was distinctly my proposition when I 
asked to close this matter in one hour, but after that it was sug- 
gested that I make it two hours, under the five-minute rule. 

2 5 COBB of Missouri. But you did not withdraw this prop- 
osition. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My friend from Missouri [Mr. HAT did 
not suggest that he was going to exhaust one-half the time in 
reading the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I am not going to exhaust one-half or one- 
tenth of the time. The time is being exhausted in offering 
amendments and debate. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I suggest that it was clearly the under- 
standing of all gentlemen here that any pn of the bill would 
be subject to amendment during the two hours 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TERRY. In order to have a direct ruling on the sub- 
ject, I offer an amendment to section 14. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man now, vi, he Sey to recognize another gentleman. e 
gentleman from Texas . permission to withdraw 
his substitute. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
leave is granted, and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, Cox] 
is recognized. 

Mr. COX. I desire to offer an amendment to the second sec- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. Has the second section of the bill been 
reached? 

The CHAIRMAN. There isanamendment pending to the first 
section, offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ALDRICH]. 
The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COOMBS demanded a division. 

Mr. ALDRICH, A parliamentary inquiry. Members do not 
understand what they are voting on. 

= CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend+ 
ment. : 
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Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Chairman, I understood that I was to 


be recognized in o ition to this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man now. The Chair will recognize the gentleman on the next 
amendment. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I renew the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas. [Cries of Too late!“ 

Mr. COOMBS. I called for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee was dividing. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But, Mr. Chairman, the members 
did not understand it. This matter is not to be driven through 
in this manner without debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will state 
what his proposition is. : 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My proposition is to renew the 
substitute which has been withdrawn by the gentleman from 


Texas 5 5 CRAIN ‘ 

The . The gentleman from Minnesota will be 

in due time. Debate is exhausted on this amend- 

ment, and the committee is dividing. 

Mr. BURROWS. Report the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was again ny seg 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, is that the 
amendment that the vote has been had on? 

The CHAIRMAN, That is the amendment that the vote is 
now being taken on. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I move tostrike out the last word, 
and I want to be heard on that a minute or two. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of igan. Irise toa point of order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I understand correctly the po- 
sition of the gentleman in charge of the bill—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I hope I can have order, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please take their seats 
and cease conversation on the floor. 

Mr. COX. Irise toa 5 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX. If I can get just one minute I think we can get 
out of this trouble. 

The CHAIRMAN. Weare notin any trouble. ughter. | 

Mr. COX. Do I understand the Chair to rule t upon a 
motion to strike out the last word the two hours’ debate on 
amendments can be consumed? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I can not be taken 
off the floor this 8 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing in the rules contrary to 


that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I trust the mem- 
bers of this committee will not hastily force a vote upon this 
matter. I think the amendment offered by my coll e ought 
to be adopted. If there is any reason forlegislation of this kind 
affecting wheat, the same arguments and the same reasons will 

ply to flour. In the letter which was read from the Clerk’s 
desk the charge is made that the reason flour was left outof the 
bill was to enable a British syndicate that has purchased the 
Washburn and Pillsbury mills to control the wheat markets of 
America, bear the price of wheat, and thus make profits on the 
flour they manufacture. 

Now, Lam not prepared to say that the charge in that letter 
is true, but I do state that the writer, Mr. Stone, is a man of in- 
tegrity and standing in the city of Chicago. He states unequivo- 
cally that this whole scheme is for the purpose of depressing the 

rice of wheat that is raised in America for the benefit of an 

lish syndicate. I happen to know, Mr. Chairman, that these 

great Washburn and Pillsburry mills that are operated in Min- 
_ neapolis, in the State of Minnesota 
Me. COX. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois (continuing). Are to-day underjthe 
control of and operated 
eee CHAIR The gentleman will state his point of 

er. ý 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois (continuing). By English capital. 

Mr. COX. IfI can get the gentleman to stop I will state my 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state the point of 


order. 

Mr. COX. When the gentleman took the floor we were divid- 
ing upon a question; and of course when the committee was 
3 onan amendment the gentleman can not take the floor 
and address the committee on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Noone made the point of order against 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. COX. I make it now. 


The CHAIRMAN. It is too late. The Chair suggests to the 


gentleman from Tennessee that when the gentleman from Illi- 
foes gets E the floor the Chair will hear the point of order. 
ughter. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope these 
interruptions will not be taken out of my time. 

If the charges made in this letter are true, the members of 
this House ought to incorporate this amendment in this bill. 
Whether the ge is true or not, there isno reason upon earth 
why flour should not be included in the bill the same as wheat, 
rye, barley, or other products raised upon the farm. If there 
have been no dealings in futures on flour, that is no reason wh 
there may not be in the future; and if the ar, ent presen 
by the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture relating to 
the articles included in the bill be correct, then I say that the 
same reason would require that flour be placed in the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Minnesota says that 
these mills are not operated and controlled by an English syn- 
dicate. I say the gentleman is mistaken; and I will give my 
reason. Within six weeks I have defended a flour operator who 
resides in my State from a suit that was brought by this same 
English syndicate, attempting to control the flour market of the 
city of Aurora and various portions of the State of Illinois. 

It was alleged in the bill, and the attorneys who appeared in 
the United States courts charged, that those mills were owned 
and operated by an English syndicate who are not only attempt- 
ing to “bear” the wheat market of this country, but also tocon- 
trol the flour trade throughout every section of the country. 

pare the hammer fellJ 

he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois with- 
draw his pro forma amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the pending 
amendment, 

The amendment was again read, as above. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point of order that no further 
amendment is in order. 

Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

eCHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man from Minnesota. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

The question was taken, and there were—yenas 93, nays 33; so 
the amendment was adopted. [Applause.] 

7 5 1277 85 Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to section 2 
of the bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. I make the point that section 2 has not yet 
been read. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. Section 2 has not yet been read. Tho 

Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 2. That for the purposes of this act the word “futures shall be un- 
derstood to mean any contract whereby a party thereto, or any party for 
whom or in whose behalf such contract is made, contracts to Bell and de- 
Pars, aig ay or ern Coito nope ness, . e e 
faster: — lard, bacon, dry-salted meat, or pickled meat. F Je 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out section 2. The purpose 
of my motion, Mr. Chairman, is to eliminate from the bill all 
reference to the term futures,“ so that the bill, should it be- 
come a law, will deal with trading in ‘‘options,” and ‘‘options” 
only. There should be no objections to the bill as it would then 
read, and there ought to be no objections to the amendment by 
the authors of the bill. 

Speculation in options“ is the purely gambling feature of 

e in these products indulged in, I regret to say, by some 
members of our boards of trade. It is the canker sore or wart 
upon legitimate trade, and speculation and the element which 
has brought down so much condemnation upon these commer- 
cial organizations. These two terms, options“ and ‘‘futures,” 
are thoroughly explained in sections 1 and 2 of the bill. 

The latter term is employed to denote the actual buying and 
selling of commodities for delivery at some time beyond the mo- 
ment at which the trade is made. 

I will not take the time now to go into a further ument of 
this proposition, nor to reiterate the advantages w this sys- 
tem brings to our producing classes, but that it is legitimate 
there can be no doubt, and the mere fact that s tion in 
these goods happens to be active is no reason why it is not only 
legitimate but rational. Why, there is hardly any article of 
manufacture to-day that is not bought and sold when in large 
quantities for future delivery. 

The great harvester companies 8 their lumber, their 
steel and wire and their cotton duck and binding twine months 
in advance of their actual needs for these articles, and the trade 
isa rational and a beneficial one to both seller and buyer, and 
the same is true of other lines of . The mere idea, there- 
fore, of trading in futures, should cut no figure nor be any ele- 
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ment of consideration by those who favor a bill for the suppres- 
sion of option trading, ; eee 

As Ihave said before, all trading in options by members of the 
Board of Trade at Chicago, such as Mr. HATCH has referred to, 
and so justly condemned, has occurred after the hours of the 
board,.and outside of its Exchange hall. The rules of the board 
do not.countenance such transactions nor recognize them in any 
way, and the violators are subject to the operations of the State 
laws, and should be prosecuted for their offenses. But while 
trading in options is prohibited by the laws of our State, trading 
in futures is not, and the rules of the Chicago Board of Trade 
are upheld and recognized by our courts in every case brought 
before them. 

‘Thisamendment, therefore, isa most reasonable oneand should 
be adopted. : f 

First. Because it has been cle arly shown in. this discussion 
that whatever the evils which may exist through this system of 
buying and selling of the products, named for future delivery, 
they do not begin to overbalance the advantages derived there- 


from. 

Second. Because the market in which the greatest trading in 
futures takes place, viz., Chicago, the average price af wheat is 
from I to g eents above New York and from 3 to 6 cents above 
Liverpool, thus indicating: that this system, so far as it affects 
values, is at least not inimical to the interestsof the greatfarm- 
ing community tributary to Chicago. 

Third. Beeause speculative gambling is for the most. con- 
fined to the vicious practice of trading aret and is com- 
pietei covered in those provisions of t which refer to 

tions. 

21 can onty say in conclusion that I regret that the chairman 
of the committee which has reported this bill has not seen fit 
to publish the testimony taken before his honorable committee. 
Rumor has it that this testimony was so unanimously: the 
bill, and so little was said in favor of it, that prudence dictated 
that the evidence should not be published. However this may 
be, [make the prediction now that the bill will never becomea 
law, ess of the vote taken here to-day. 

Mr. COX. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. f 

The amendment was read as follows: 


Insert after the word“ meat.“ on 2, line 8, the following: 
shalt be construed 


“ Provided, That not herein to appl t 
entered into for future delivery of the aforesaid articles if at the time of 
the vendor is the actual bona fide 


of 
contract ot sale of any of said articles 
owner of the article to be delivered in the future, or has the power and au- 
thority to sell and detiver the same as agent for another, the principal own- 
ing: the property at the time the contfactis made by the agent.“ 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
a substitute for that amendment. 

Mr. COX. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. Now, 
if I can have the attention of the committee fora few moments 
I feel satisfied that I can explain the amendment so that it will 
meet general approval. The main idea of this bill is to prevent 
men from selling property which they do not own or control. 
The second section of the bill as it stands undertakes to define 
futures, and, taking that in connection with the section which 
exempts farmers from the o tion of the bill, another class of 
legitimate business transactions is brought within the range of 
the bill, so that instead of punishing fictitious sales, or compel- 
ling such sales to pay revenue, you really embarrass and retard 
alarge class of transactions which belong to legitimate busi- 
ness—transactions in which thousands of men throughout the 
country are engaged. 

Let me put the case so that it can be understood. 

Say that my friend here [Mr. Coomss} is a merchant and I 
am a farmer. I owe him 8500. I to him, I will give you 
500 bushels of wheat for my debt.” He accepts the proposition 
and I turn the wheat over to him. Next day he goes to the 
miller to sell the wheat, and the miller requires him to deliver 
it within three days. Now, in those transactions contracts arise 
such as are covered by the provisions of this bill, and I sub- 
mit that to have the bill operate upon transactions of that kind 
is a hardship and tends to retard legitimate business. 

Jam in favor of this bill, but my object is to strike the men 
who sell what they have not got, not to retard the operations 
of men who sell what they have got; and the amendment I have 


propowd to section 2 provides for such cases as that which I 
e stated. Where a man has what he sells, it is an o eto 
place such restrictions upon his business as this bill does. 


the bill permits the farmer to deliver his wheat exempt from 
this tax, yet whenever the merchant, the lawyer, or anybody else 
hold of that wheat, even though he has to deliver it within 


or four days, he is subject to the tax under the provisions 


of this bill. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish to to. tha gentle- 
man that on page 17 you let the farmer sell growing erop—— 


* 


Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I have only five minutes in which 
to present this amendment, and I can not yield to interruptions. 
I will read the amendment again, so that members may under- 
stand it exactly. 


Mr. Cox again read the amendment, as above. 
Here the hammer fell.] ` 
Cries of Vote!“ “Vote!”] 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, if the committee will indulge 
me just a moment I think I can save time by a very brief state- 
ment. I do not agree with the gentleman from Tennessee as to 
the importance which he attaches to this amendment, but I am 
satisfied that he earnestly believes it is necessary to covera 
class of cases that occur occasionally in his section of the coun- 
try, if not throughout the land. 

Mr. COX. Such things.occur a thousand times every month. 

Mr. HATCH. I believethe gentleman thinks the amendment 
necessary. [am not willing myself to reject any fair amend- 
ment of this bill, any amendment which, in my judgment, will 


not destroy its efficacy. re, so far as Lam concerned, I 
shall not object to the s amendment. . 
Mr. COX. Thankyou. [Criesof*‘Vote! Vote“ 
Mr. FLETCHER was recognized. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman 

15 CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is not in 
order. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iam inorder. I desire to move an amend- 
ment to the amendment which is now pending, and that is strictly 
a parliamentary motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is am amendment to the amend- 
mmt already pending, and therefore the gentleman is not in 
order. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the Chair say that I am notin order 
in moving to amend an amendment? 


8557 CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is recog- 
Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Iwish to state to the mem- 
bers of this House that the letter which has been read here and 
the statements which have been made by the gentleman from 
Ilinois are entirely unwarranted by the facts of the case. 
About 35,000 barrels of flour are made per day in Minneapolis, 
Of this quantity the Pillsbury-Washburm syndicate, as it is 
termed, or the great English syndicate, does not produce over 
10,000 barrels. A few agents of the lish syndicate have been 
put as their representatives into the bury-Washburn con- 
cern in order that-they may have a better market for their-fiour 
on the other side. But the English syndicate does not control 
and never did control the majority of thestock of the Pillsbury- 


Washburn concern. 
I have been a miller in thecity of Minneapolis for fifteen 
and I know whereof I speak. I make the assertion right here, 


without fear of contradiction by any man on this floor, that there 
is not a miller in the city of Minneapolis, or Winona, or Duluth, 
or West Superior, or Mankato, and in this statement are in- 
cluded all the 1 mills of the Northwest—not one of those 
men, unlessit be Mr. Pillsbury or Senator WASHBURN, isin favor 
of the passage of this bill in any sense of the word. I was at a 
meeting of the millers of Minnesota. week before last, and every 
miller there except Mr. Pillsbury condemned this bill from be- 


ginning to end. 
Now, when men get here and undertake to tell us about 
this greatsyndicate of millors controlled in Minneapolis, and that 


Minneapolis is controlled by England and the English syndicate, 
there isnot.a word of foundation for the statement. There are 
some 8 in England connected directly or indirectly with 
the Pillsbury and Washburn concern; but ib is altogethera mis- 
take to that the Pillsbury-Washburn men are the only 
millers in that section. They have not a capacity of over 10,000 
or 10,500 barrels a day out of the 35,000 barrels: manufactured. 
The Washburn, of Washburn, Crosby & Co., is another Wash- 
nite entirely, and represents the estate of the late C. C. Wash- 
urn. 

I repeat, that every miller in the great mills at Duluth, West 
Superior, Mankato, and Winona is opposed to this bill. As for 
Mr. Pillsbury, the chairman of the committee who has this bill 
in charge, will bear out my statement when I say that Mr. Pills- 
bury himself did not favor this bill, but in company with an- 
other gentleman wanted amendments put u it to eliminate 
some of its bad features. And now to come here with this mass 
of missiatement and that misleading letter which Mr. ALDRICH 
had read from the board of trade is simply a trick to fool the 
9 of 2 5 House. 1 5 5 

represen’ milling interests of Minneapolis; ow every 
V in the milling i 
and I know that there is not one of them, unless it may be some 
man with a small mill, producing two or three hundred barrels 
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a day—there is not one important miller in all that section of 
the country who favors the passage of this bill or ever did. 

Let me say further that the millers have never made any 
money on low-priced wheat. You can not make money in the 
milling business on low-priced wheat. Low-priced wheat pro- 
duces 8 flour. Flour has not netted within the last 
two years on the average more than 5 to 74 cents a barrel net 

rofit. When wheat is worth a dollar or a dollar and twenty- 
_ five cents a bushel, there isa demand for flour throughout the 

country and the miller makes more money. I repeat, thatmore 
money is made by millers on high-priced wheat than on low- 
priced wheat. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FLETCHER took his seat amid applause: 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE}for the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] will be read. 

Mr. BOATNER. I rise to a question of order. My point is 
that a motion to amend the amendment takes precedence of a 
substitute. In other words, we have a right to perfect the 
original amendment before the substitute isin order. I there- 
fore insist upon my right to offer anamendment to the pending 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman’s 
amendment to be a substitute. 

Mr. BOATNER. No, sir. My proposition is an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, and I in- 
sist on my right to offer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. They are both amendments; but the 
amendment of the | apa yeas from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STONE] is first in order. 

Mr. BOATNER. I understood that was a substitute for the 
pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. A substitute is nothing but an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Any gentleman desiring to offer an amend- 
ment to perfect the text has the right to do so before a substi- 
tute is inorder. The gentleman from Louisiana, I submit, is 
clearly right in the point he has made. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will say to the 1 from 
Tennessee that he has directed the proposition of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] to be read, in order 
to ascertain whether it is a substitute or not. 

Soe SPRINGER. Let it be read, so that we may know what 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of section 2: 


any contract or ment for the future delivery of any 


Provided, That 
of said articles where the time specified shall not exceed thirty days from 
ofcontract; and that porn 2 2 — firm, or copartnership d in any of 
articles who buy and sell the same for spot delivery, or to be delivered 
Slang 8 days from day of sale, shall not come under the provisions of 
ac 


Mr. BOATNER. That is clearly a substitute for the original 


8 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Louisiana, after the reading of the amendment, that it is clearly 
an amendment and in order. 

Mr. SNODGRASS, I desire to offer a substitute for the pend- 


ing. gal EET 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not take the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania off the floor now. He is entitled to five 
minutes, and is recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, as I understand 
the provisions of this bill they would compela poren dealing at 
a small station on a railroad, for instance, who buys up the grain 
and produce of the neighborhood for the convenience and accom- 
modation of the farmers themselves, to pay this tax and take out 
a license as a broker under this bill. 

I have in my hand a letter sent to me by a person living in 
my district, Mr. John Hood, a dealer in produce of all kinds, 
and who is very competent to judge of what the effect of the bill 
will be on this trade in the event of its enactment into law. I 
desire to have this letter read in my time in support of the 
amendment which I offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PITTSBURG, PA., Juns 20, 1894. 

DEAR SIR: I notice the Hatch antioption bill is before your body and I 
inclose an amendment I wish you to offer to section 14, line 45, as the bill 
‘Was reported March 23, 1894, 

There may be some amendments incorporated in the bill since then that 
would change the sections, but we wish to have alicontracts or agreements 
made for future delivery within days from day of sale, and all per- 
sons who confine their business to se 
= 

line 45. oR 
had made some suggestions similar to this amendment to Mr. SIBLEY 
and he suggested some time ago that we have our representative offer 


amendments in accordance with our wishes and they would receive favor- 
able consideration. 
With this amendment incorporated in the bill all dealers at country sta- 


tions or in cities that are b and shipping the goods enumerated could 


JNO. HOOD. 

Hon. W. A. STONE, Washinglon, D. C. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This amendment that I have of- 
fered was drawn by Mr. Hood. 

I now desire to ask the chairman of the committee whether 
or not this bill, without that amendment, does not affect that 
class of people as suggested by Mr. Hood? It seems to me that 
the amendment will do away with the objection which he makes; 
and that it is entirely proper that this class of people, who do 
a small business at the railway stations, and pick-up a little 
grain for the accommodation of the far community, ought 
to be exempted from the operations of the bill. The bill with- 
out the amendment, in my judgment, will do a great deal more 
harm than good; and the real friends of the farmer on this floor 
will vote for the amendment I have offered. 

Here the hammer fell]. 
r. HATCH. I desire to be heard on the amendment. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I wish to-offer a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN... If the gentleman from Tennessee will lis- 
ten, the Chair will state that there is an amendment now pend- 
ing to an amendment. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. But I want to offera substitute to the 
amendment. 

- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the 
oor. 

Mr. COX. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. On my amend- 
ment being proposed to the committee, I understood the chair- 
man of the Committee on Agriculture to say—he haying charge 
of the bill—that he would accept the amendment; ant no one 
made objection. Now, is not that amendment a part of the bill 
at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri could not 
accept the amendment without a vote of the House. It is for 
the committee to accept the amendment. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I understand the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania offered an amendment to the bill, and to that amend- 
ment the gentleman from Illinois offered an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis correct. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Now, Iwant to ask if I have not the right 
to offer a substitute for both of these amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman hasa right to offer a sub- 
stitute for the entire section. 

Mr. BOATNER. Not for the entire section, but a substitute 
55 the amendment to the amendment. I desire to offer a sub- 
stitute. 

1 The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the 


oor. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Lask if Ihave nota right to offer the 
substitute? P 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has not the right now. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. When will I have the right? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will indicate when. 
tleman from Missouri is reco; ed. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention ol 
the Committee for a moment, Í desire to say that the amend- 
mentoffered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. WILLIAM 
A. 5 has been suggested by a very prominent banker of 
the city of New York, who sent out this suggestion not only to 
the members of the committee, but to other members of the 
House, and it has gone all over the country. It is a very ingenious 
scheme to rob this bill, if it becomes a law, of all force and effect, 
and I hope every friend of the bill on the floor will vote against 
the amendment. 

I desire to read what a very prominent merchant of St. Louis 
wrote me on this subject on the 24th day of May. He says: 

Referring to the communication on options from the exchange of this 
city, published in this day’s Republic, I wish to call your attention to the 


effort now being made by Henry Clews & Co., of New York, to get the con- 
sent of the different exchanges of this country to restrict the sale of options 


The gen- 


to sixty days. He gives the reasons for this c but not the true one. 
The true reason is business, d and since the panic, has been so 
small ther with the custom of re; speculators to deal in the far-off 


ons are concerned—and this is all the interest he has in the custom. 
This tion if carried out would knock intoa cocked hat the position 
that article assumes, namely, that this custom is in the interest of 
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legitimate business. Clews’s effort defines the custom to be strictly a gam 
ble, pey in the interest of the dealers for the commission 5 asa 
matter of fact this custom would die out, and shortly at that, if the people 
would refuse in future to gamble in options, while legitimate buying and 
selling would continue as long as the world lasts. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is not a new proposition. It is per- 
fectly understood by the committee that framed this bill, and if 
it is adopted, you might just as well defeat the bill. It would 
destroy the force and effect of the entire measure. It would 
simply redouble these sales from day to day and month tomonth, 
and I hope every friend of the measure will vote against the 
amendment. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman—— $ 

The CHAIRMAN. There isalready an amendment pending. 
We will take a vote on that. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I propose to offer a substitute for the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order now. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Well, I want to read the Chair this rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. It makes no difference how many rules 
vou read. The Chair has ruled that it is not in order. Those 
who favor the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] will say > esi 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 


the noes seemed to haye it. 
Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. Division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 74. 
The CHAIRMAN. The ayes have it, and the amendment is 
adopted. 
r. HATCH. No quorum has voted. I demand tellers. 
Several MEMBERS. Too late. 
Mr. HATCH. Ihave been trying to get the attention of the 


Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the pointof no 
quorum? 

Mr. HATCH. Ido. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. He is too late. 
nounced. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize any gentleman 
who states that he endeavored to get the attention of the Chair. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] makes the point of 
no quorum. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania . WILLIAM A. STONE] and the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

The committee again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 
92, noes 92. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
SNODGRASS] is recognized to offer an amendment, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 14—— 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I ask the Clerk to strike out the words 
“amend section 14.” I wish the amendment to come in at this 

int. 

Ar. FUNK. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 

jae? - 


The result has been an- 


Mr. FUNK. Irise for the purpose of offering an amendment 
to section 2. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order now. 

Mr. FUNK. When will it be in order? 

TheCHAIRMAN. When we get some of these others out of 
the way the gentleman’s amendment will be in order. The 
Clerk will report the amendment of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. SNODGRASS]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 14 as follows: 


Mr. SNODGRASS. Strike out the reference tosection 14 and 
insert the words ‘“‘ amend by adding.” 

Mr. COX. Is this offered as an amendment to my amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not tell until it is read. 
The Clerk will 15 oe the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. SNODGRASS]. 

The Clerk as follows: 

Amend by adding the words: 

„And none of the provisions of this act shall apply to any person making 


a sale of said commodities for future delivery, who is the owner of the prop- 
erty sold at the time of the sale, or the agent of such owner.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Where does the gentleman propose that 
that amendment shall come into the bill: 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Right at the end of the amendment of 


the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 
is in order, if it is intended as an 


The CHAIRMAN. It 
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amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Cox]. 


Cox] wished to make a point of order. 
Tennessee [Mr. SNODGRASS] has the floor, unless a point of or- 
der is made. 


the Chair will hear me. 
point of order until he hears it. 


the contract and sale of any of s: 


Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by my col- 


* 
r. SNODGRASS. I believe I have the floor. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposed the gentleman pis 
The gentleman from 


Mr. COX. I am trying to raise a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is it? 

Mr. COX. This amendment, offered by my colleague—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order now. 

Mr. COX. I wish to make a Point of order. I will make it if 
The Chair can not tell whether it is a 


Mr. FUNK. I wish to offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order at this time. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to know if it isnow in order to make 


the motion to strike out section 2? 


The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order at this time. 

. Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, I understand I have the 
oor. : 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Tennessee desires 
to make a point of order the Chair will hear him. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, the very terms of the amendment 
offered to the amendment which I proposed to the bill by m 
colleague, is a repetition precisely of the amendment I have al- 
ready offered. How can an amendment to an amendment be 
offered when it is the same thing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. g 

Mr. COX. Read them both and you will see they are the 
same. 

: The amendment offered by Mr. SNODGRASS was read, as fol- 
OWws: 

Amend by adding the following at the end of the said section: And none 
of the provisions of this act s apply to any person making a sale of said 
commodities for future delivery who is the owner of the property sold at 
the time of sale, or the agent of such owner.” 

Mr. COX. Now read my amendment. It is exactly the same. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word meat on page 2, line 8: 

“ Provided, That nothing herein s. be construed to apply to contracts 
entered into for future delivery of the aforesaid articles, if at the time of 
aid articles the vendor is the actual bona 
fide owner of the article to be delivered in the future, or hasthe power and au- 
thority to deliver the same as the agent of another, the principal owing the 
property at the time the contract is made by the agent.’ 


Mr. COX. Thatis just the same. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that the House alone has the right to de- 
termine which of these amendments it prefers, and whether 
both mean the same thing it is not the province of the Chair 
to decide. The Chair will recogize the gentlemen from Illinois 
to move to strike out this section after the section is perfected. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SNODGRASS] is recognized. 

Mr.SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, I believe in the largestlib- 
erty and least government compatible with the preservation of 
life, liberty, and property. I do not concede that this Congress 
has the power tosay to the citizens of my State, in their domes- 
tic trade, whether their contracts shall be oral or in writing. 
I believe that a proposition of this kind is paternal in the ex- 
treme. I believe that my constituents have the right to buy 
their neighbor’s crop and to sell that when it becomes their 

roperty for future delivery without being shackled, without 

ing trammeled by an assumption of power by this House that 
they shall reduce that contract to writing and puta stamp upon 
every package of their produce and upon every hog they pur- 
chase and deliver upon a future contract. 

I do not agree with my distinguished friend from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. SIBLEY] that whenever a supposed emergency or expe- 
diency or necessity arises that this Congress has a right to tear 
apart the Constitution and to trample it under its foot for the 
purpose of relieving whathe or any other member of this House 
may suppose is a necessity. If a public necessity arises the 
framers of the Constitution have provided a remedy; and we 
may amend the Constitution, but we have no right to stultify 
ourselves by tearing off parts of the parchment and consoling 
our consciences on the ground that an emergency existed. 

Isay, Mr. Chairman, that if we have the right to say that 
every contract between the citizens of a State shall be reduced 
to writing, we have the right to say that they shall make no 
contract unless they pay it in cash, or unless they pay a specific 
currency, pay in gold, or pay in silver, or pay in greenbacks, or 
in sony other currency they may please to specify as a consider- 
ation. 
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It is a power that is unauthorized. It is a us tion on the 
part of this House that every member who understands the 
organic law ought to be ashamed of. If it isconceded there are 
no restrictions or limitations upon Congress, then we have not 
a republican form of government, but a despotism of the worst 
order. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him with a 8 J ionp 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Coral 

Mr. BOATNER. Is the gentleman aware of any possible con- 
struction of the Constitution by which Congress is authorized 
to interfere between citizens of the State of Tennessee in their 
contract relations with each other? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. No,sir; and Congress has no such power. 
I state that without fear of successful contradiction; and not 
only that, but if Congress has the power todo this, why then it 
has the power to destroy every reserved right of the people of 
the States, and it has the right to take charge of their domestic 
relations and regulate them according to its own will. 

If this provision of the bill is retained it will force our farm- 
ers, if they buy their neighbors’ crops and sell for the future de- 
livery of the same, to reduce two contracts to writing and pay 
stamp duties on the two contracts. 

This would be an unwarranted assumption of power on the 
part of Congress, and an infringement of the right of the States 
and the people thereof. I am opposed to the sales of options. 
It is in my judgment a wrong, but it is a proper subject for the 
States. this amendmentis adopted, as the bill purports to be 
for ANA parpote Of Xang SOTAAN; Ishall vote forit; and if it 
is not adopted I shall waive my opinion and support it, trust- 
ing future legislation to correct it. 

he CHAIL N. The time of the gentleman has expired, 
Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. COX. I demand a vote. 

Mr. BOATNER. I offer an amendment to the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], to be added 
to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That none of the provisions of this bill shall a) 
sale for actual delivery of any product in due course of 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, if I can get the attention of 
the committee for a few moments I want to point out how the 
far-reaching provisions of this bill affect everyday business 
and commerce. 

The committee will find by looking at the bill that the second 
section defines what constitutes a contract for future delivery. 
The ninth section says that those contracts shall be recorded 
the office of the contractor on the day they are entered into; that 
the contracts shall be stamped then and there, and that in de- 
fault of recording and stamping the contracts according to the 
provisions of this act certain penalties shall be incurred. ; 

It is further provided that if, for any reason whatever, there 
should not be an actual delivery of the articles which have been 
sold, then the additional taxes shall accrue. Now, it will occur 
to anyone who knows anything about actual business that com- 
me houses, under the present system of doing business, send 
out their drummers or agents; who sell their goods far in ad- 
vance of delivery—corn, pork, lard, oats, meat, almost all the 
articles mentioned in this bill, especially eorn, oats, pork, lard, 
bacon, dry-salted meats, or pickled meats. 

Under the provisions of this bill no drummer could sell a car- 
load of any of the goods mentioned in the bill, unless he was able 
to telegraph to the merchants whom he represented, on the day 
he made sale, giving all the terms and conditions of the con- 
tract; and if, for any reason, the goods should not be delievered 
within the time stipulated in the contract it would be necessary 
that a written agreement of extension should be entered into, 
otherwise the tax would accrue. Now, I apprehend that it is not 
the objectof the gentleman from Missouri| Mr. HATCH], or of the 
the other friends of this bill, to interfere with the legitimate op- 
erations of commerce. 

Lapprehend that all they want to accomplish by the bill is to 
destroy gambling, and the amendment which I have offered pro- 
vides that 53 of this bill shall in no case apply to 
contracts for sales for actual delivery in the due course of busi- 
ness. I ean not see any posais objection to that. Ifthe bill 
is to become a law it ought not to accomplish any more than its 
object, which, as I understand, is to destroy gambling. It cer- 

ly ought not in any event to 8 the conduct of legiti- 
mate trade between the large cities and the country that is 
tributary to them. 

It is a common custom and practice where I live for merchants 
of the city of St. Louis (from which city we get most of our mpr 
plies) to send out advance agents to sell corn, pork, flour, lard, 
all these articles, the contracts being made long in advance of 


ly to a bona fide 


delivery. The orders are taken and are sent to St. Louis and 
the goods are shipped down by steamboat, to be delivered to the 
es for whom they are intended and paid for on delivery. 
ow, under the provisions of this bill, that business can not 
conducted except under such restrictions as will make it almost 
impossible. 

Mr. TERRY. Is it notclaimed by the New Orleans Board of 
essed ita all their future contracts contemplate actual de- 

very? 

Mr. BOATNER. I do not know whether they make that 
claim or not. I think they do. I think the contracts are all 
drawn in that way. But if the gentleman will observe the lan- 
guage of the amendment which I offer he will see that it would 
not apply to cases of that sort. A sale in due course of business 
isa sale by one whois engaged in the handling of the com- 
modity in question. 

Mr. TERRY. Butasale by a man who conducted the bucket 
shop would be a sale in due course of business” in a bucket 


shop. 

Mr, BOATNER. Oh, no; because such a man does not pre- 
tend to own or deliver 8 

Mr. HATCH was recogn A. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recog- 
ee The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Mino 

ater. 

Mr. HATCH. The members of this committee may as well 
understand now as at any future time in the consideration of 
this bill, that the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Louisiana is very adroitly drawn for the purpose of killing the 
bill. The gentleman might as well make a motion to strike out 
the enacting clause of the bill. This is not an amendment in 
good faith. It is not an amendment to perfect the amendment 
offered by 1 from Tennessee [Mr. Cox land adopted. 

Mr. BOATNER. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
my amendment is not offered in good faith? 

Mr. HATCH. I say it is not an amendment in good faith to 
perfect the bill; it is in good faith to kill it. 

Mr. BOATNER. I can assure the gentleman that it is just 
the con’ The amendment was offered for the purpose of at 
least preventing this bill from interfering with the legitimate 
operations of commerce, 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, the gentleman is too good a lawyer and 
knows too well the effect of this bill not to know that every sin- 

le contract made upon a cotton board or a board of trade of any 
in the United States would be claimed to be made in due 
course of business.” 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HATCH. I can notyieldtothegentleman. Ididnottake 
up any of his time. 

Mr. BOATNER. Just one moment. 

Mr. HATCH. I can not yield. I have promised three min- 
utes of my time to another gentleman. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I have said all that I can say about this amendment. If it is 
adopted by the committee and by a yea-and-nay vote in the 
House, I would just as lief that gentlemen would vote against 
the bill and kill it in a direct and reasonable manner, and notdo 
it by indirection by putting on such an amendment as this. Ido 
not think it possible that the committee will adopt this amend- 
ment; but if they do, I shall certainly ask for a yea-and-nay vote 
on it in the House. 

Mr. BOATNER. And I will demand a yea-and-nay vote in 
the House if the committee do not adopt it. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to consume more 
than a moment’s time. The Committee of the Whole has now 
before it a straightforward proposition that wherever a man is 
the owner of any property—whether he be a farmer, a lawyer, 
a doctor, or what not—he shall have the right to make a con- 
tract as to when he will sell it and when he will deliver it. The 
only legitimate objectof this bill or of any legislation of this kind 
is to prevent men from selling what they have not. Whenever 

ou open the door so that aman may sell what he does not own— 
hen you call that legitimate business” or due course of 
trade ”—you will never be able to stop these gamblers from un- 
dertaking to sell something when they have 2 

What fairer proposition can be submitted than the one now 
before the committee? If a man has property, let him sell it 
without any restriction and deliver it withour any restriction; 
but when he has nothing to sell, then tax him and thus throw 
obstruction in the way of such speculationand gambling. There 
can be no objection to an honest proposition like that. I do not 
want to attack any legitimate businessorinterferewithit. But 
when a man undertakes to sell that which he has not, I think it 
proper he should pay for the privilege of thus speculating upon 


1894. 


the ups and downs of the market, and thus imposing upon hon- 

est men whoown property. The amendment I have offered 

absolutely allows anyone to sell what he has and deliver it when- 

ever he may please. And this is all that we ought to be ex- 
ted to sanction in this matter. 

Mr. BOATNER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. COX. Ido not think the gentlemancan get an additional 
five minutes by a motion of that kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
has half a minute remaining. 

Mr. COX. Well, Mr. Chairman, ifthe gentleman from Louis- 
iana or: BOATNER] wants to make another speech on a motion 
to strike out the last word, I believe I will move to strike out 
the last two words and so double my time. 

Mr. BOATNER. You can not do that. | 

Mr. COX. How are you going to do it, then? 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
lastword. The gentlemanfrom Tennessee . Cox] recognizes 
the injustice of those provisions of the which prohibit the 
owner of property from selling it for future delivery. Ac- 
knowledging the injustice of any such provision, he seeks to 
correct it by an amendment; and the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture has stated that he will accept the amend- 
ment. In adopting such an amendment, gentlemen overlook 
another class of cases and another system of dealing, just as much 
entitled to consideration at the hands of this House as the class 
of cases referred to in the amendment of the gentleman from 


nnessee. 

Do the chairman of the committee and the gentleman from 
Tennessee know that under the provisions of this bill the whole- 
sale merchant who sends an agent to sell for him must 
have at the time of the sale the wheat, the flour, the corn, the 
oats in his warehouse, otherwise the agent can not sell them 
without incurring the penalties provided by this act? I say that 
such provisions will impose unnecessary, burdensome, and vex- 
atious restrictions upon legitimate commerce, unless the amend- 
ment I have suggested be adopted. 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee says that under the 
amendment which I have proposed the very system of business 
which he and his friends are seeking to destroy must continue 
to exist. I say such is not the case. How will this amendment 
operate? Why, sir, if I undertake to sell te the gentleman a 

ousand bales of cotton to be delivered in the future I would 
be subject to the tax, because I am no cotton dealer or cotton 
- raiser; I have no cotton to deliver; Lam not in the habit of sell- 
ing cotton for actual delivery, and that fact could be made to 
ap . If, on the contrary, I am a cotton- lanter or am in the 
habit of dealing in any one of these commodities—if I make my 
living by buying and selling them to the actual consumer—the 
law ought not to, and if my amendment be adopted will not, in- 
terfere with this class of business. 

It is perfectly clear that such business would have no analogy 
to ‘‘bucket-shop” transactions. Could the Kopper of the bucket 
shop or the man who makes the offer to sell ough a bucket 
shop testify that he had in his possession or expected to have in 
his on or intended to deliver the property involved in 
the transactions? Could the person buying at such an establish- 
ment say he expected the goods to be vered to him? It is 
perfectly apparent in the nature of their business that a settle- 
ment based on the mere difference of price is to be the outcome 
of the transaction. 

You can not pass this bill in its present shape without break- 
ing up a legitimate class of business which prevails in this coun- 
try—the making of contracts in advance of the ownership of 
the products which are sold. If you go now to the South you 
will find the advance agents of the manufacturers, the whole- 
sale dealers of the East,selling goods for next winter’s consump- 
tion. 

The men for whom they are se do not yet own the goods; 
the goods are not yet in existence; they are to be manufactured 
and are to be deliveredin accordance with the terms of the con- 
tract. So an agent out and sells corn, or wheat, or lard, or 
products of any kind, which at the time of the sale are not in 

ossession of the seller or owned by the person he represents, 
ut are to be bought in the markets and be delivered at the ma- 
turity of the contract. I say, sir, the amendment is absolutely 
necessary to protect legitimate commerce of the country from 
the obstructions which would otherwise be thrown around it. 
Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FITHIAN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not now in order. 

The question is on to the amendment of the gentle- 
ce from Louisiana to the amendment of the gentleman from 

ennessee. 


The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 


the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have in. 
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Mr. BOATNER. I demand a division. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
75, noes 75. 

Mr. BOATNER. Let us have tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN announced the appointment of Mr. Boat- 
NER and Mr. Cox as tellers. 
ee a ttee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 

, noes 82. 

So the amendment was agreed to. [Applause.] 

Mr. FUNK. I now offer an amendment. 

Mr. COX, Is it not first in order to take the vote on the 
amendment as amended? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois isto the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BOATNER. But more than one amendment to an amend- 
ment is not in order. I make the point of order that one amend- 
ment has been adopted. 

The CHAIRM It can be amended if necessary. Your 
amendment has become a part of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, and the amendmentof the gentleman from 
Illinois, the Chair thinks, is in order. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend line 6, 2, tter the word “hops” 
words 9 oe Pen EAT. tag ai Ee ss 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order against that amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not an amendment to 
the pending amendment and will be of after the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee is disposed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not in order as an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider the question of 
order hereafter. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee as amended. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

2 CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
tien’ 

Mr. LACEY. Tunderstand the Chair to hold that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois is not now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. LACEY. Iwill offer an amendment which is in order 
now, to perfect the amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 


see. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point of order that the Chair 
had begun to submit the question to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Iowa had pro- 
posed his amendment before the Chair did so. The gentleman 
was on his feet to offer an amendment, and the Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: = 

Provided, Thatin case a seller, described in the act, shall in fact be the 
owner of the property contracted to be sold, at the time of the sale, or atthe 
time of time fixed in the contract for delivery, the failure to deliver the 
same, when caused by delay in trans ion or fault of the carrier, shall 
8 excuse for nonpayment of the final stamp tax provided for in 


Mr. COX. I make the point of order on that amendment. It 
relates to a different sec of the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman—— ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man now. There is a point of order pending. 

The Chair thinks the amendment is in order as an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. LACEY. I desire to orplain the amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, It is the 8 of the framers of this bill that this mat - 
ter is provided for in section 14, but it is not; and a provision of 
this kind ought to be inserted to govern cases of the kind re- 
ferred to in the amendment. ; 

An elevator man, for instance, in one of the grain-producing 
States sells his grain for future delivery. At the time ot the sale 
he may have the grain in stock, or he may not have it. If he 
goes out and buys the grain after wards that is, if he has the grain 
on hand by purchase or otherwise at the time fixed by the con- 
tract for the delivery, and the deliveryis prevented bya failure 
to get cars, or by a delay in transportation, he ought to be ex- 
cused from paying the tax. 

There is a provision in section 14 thatif the delay is caused 
by an accident, such as a washout, or a casualty, such as fire, he 
will be excused; but there is no provision covering cases where 
the mere delay in the carriage of the goods causes a failure to 
comply with the contract, and where such failure is not the fault 
of the party making the contract, but the fault of the common 
carrier whose duty it is to transport the goods. 

That is the reason I offer the amendment, and I ask for a vote. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


i 
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Mr. 3 who will oppose the amendment of the gentleman 
m Iowa. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, there is not a condition stated 
by the proposition of the gentleman from Iowa that this bill does 
not provide for. I a case of the kind E by the gentle- 
man should arise the bill makes provision for it. There can be 
5 the event suggested by the gentleman and which he proposes 

cover by his amendment) ample provision found in the bill to 
afford relief. ‘There may be delays, of course, without penalty, 
where such delays arise because of flood or fire or other una- 
voidable cause. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman tell us if he has got 
a onmaga in there— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York |Mr. 
WARNER] is not in order. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. SIBLEY] has the floor. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, if the friends of the farmers 
want to an antioption bill protecting their interests from 
the lers in futures, or if they do not wish to protect them, 
let them say so when this bill comes to a vote; but I ask gentle- 
men not to emasculate the bill, and make it something that is 
unworthy either of the committee or of the judgment of this 
House. Some of the gentlemen who offer these amendments 
evidently have not read this bill through. If they have, the 
haro not read it with sufficient care to comprehend its provi- 

ons. 

We have had amendment after amendment, offered or sug- 
gésted to the committee, and we have been able to turn to the 
page and the line and show that the proposed amendments 
were already provided for. The committee took months in the 
pre tion of this bill, heard the representatives of boards of 

e, and I will submit the case to my friend from Missouri 
Mr. Coss], who opposes this bill, and ask him if this very 
eature, now pee as an amendment, is not provided for in 

the present bill? 

Mr. COBB. I think so. 

Mr. COX. There is no doubt about it at all. 

Mr. COBB. I think it is entirely covered. 

Mr. SIBLEY. There is not a reasonable doubt in the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not in order to move to strike out 
the last word when there is an amendment to an amendment 
pending. This isan amendment to an amendment now pending. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Lask that the amendment offered by 
the gentlemen from Tennessee be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee is not now before the committee. The amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEy]is before the committee. 

Mr. COOMBS. Read that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. LACEY]. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That in case a seller, described in this act, shall be the owner of 
aa in engl contracted to be sold at the time of the sale, or at the time 
fixed in the contract for the delivery, the failure to deliver the same, when 
caused by delay in transportation or fault of the carrier, shall be sufficient 
excuse for nonpayment of the final stamp tax provided for in this act. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is not the amendment which I 
wished to have read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis the amendment now before the 
committee. - When the other amendment comes before the com- 
mittee it will be read. The proposition of the gentleman from 
Iowa, which has just been read, is now before the House. 

hie uestion was taken on the amendment to the amendment 
offe y Mr. LACEY, and the Chairman announced that the 
„ noes” seemed to have if. 

Mr. LACEY. Division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 68, noes 78. 

Mr. LACEY. I call for tellers on that vote. 

Mr. FUNK. Is an amendment now in order? 

The cH AIRMAN. Not until the pending amendment is dis- 


of. 

Mr. LACEY. I call for tellers. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

Mr. LACEY. I make the point of no quorum, then. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman was on the floor, and the 
Chair will Sopor as tellers the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
LACEY] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FITHIAN]. 

The committee again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 
91, noes 87. 

Accordin 

Mr. PEN 


. the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. Chairman 


Mr. COX. Lask for a vote on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] as amended. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee Cox] as amended. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HATCH. Division. 

The committeee divided, and there were—ayes 107, noes 24. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to give notice that I 
shall ask a division on this amendment in the House, and a yea- 
and-nay vote on the amendment to the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen of the committee, under the 
order adopted, the time for the consideration of this bill under 
the five-minute rule has expired, and the committee will now 
rise and report the bill back to the House. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to submit a proposition for unanimous 
consent. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] has an 
amendment, simply to perfect the text of section 14, and I ask 
unanimous consent that he may present. these amendments, to 
be voted on without debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

Objection was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I demand the regular order. 

Mes DENSON. Iask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HARTMAN. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order has been demanded. 
The regular order is that the committee shall now rise and re- 
port the bill back to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having re- 
sumed the Chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LIVINGSTON 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, reported that that committee had had under consid- 
eration the bill H. R. 7007, and had directed him to report the 
same back to the House, with certain amendments, favorably. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now recognizes the 
gentleman from Missouri for one hour, to close the discussion. 

Mr. WARNER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. WARNER. Does this report, made by the Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House, include pending amend- 


ments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, It included only amendments, 
as the Chair understood, which the committee had adopted. 

Mr. WARNER. I understood that under the unanimous con- 
sent given by the House pending amendments were also to be 
included. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the gen- 
eral order to the House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The general order did not include pend- 
ing amendments. 

r. FUNK. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. FUNK. rise for this purpose: I understand the amend- 
ment I offered was pending when the committee rose, It was 80 
stated by the then Chairman. I understand, then, it comes up 
when the bill is being passed upon in the House, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the precise point in- 
volved in the parliamentary inquiry which the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WARNER] now makes, before deciding which 
the Chair will inspect the order adopted by the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That can be decided after the gentleman 
from Missouri has concluded his remarks. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest that that point remain in abey- 
ance until the gentleman from Missouri consumes his hour, as 
he is quite unwell. I hope the House will extend that favor to 


* 


him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state that the 

order presented to him by the Clerk does not provide for pend- 
ing amendments; but the Chair will withhold a decision on the 
point until the gentleman from Missouri concludes. 
Mr. McMI N. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I call the at- 
tention of the Chair to page 7747 of the RECORD, where the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Missouri is recorded, in which he 
suggests that the debate shall be considered as closed at the ad- 
journment to-morrow evening on the billand any pending amend- 
ments, to be reported to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inspect the RFO- 
ORD carefully in the mean time. 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. I simply desire to call the attention of the 
Chair to the matter. : 

Mr. HARTMAN, Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether un 
amendment which was attempted to be offered in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole may now be submitted to the House, by unan- 
imous consent. and considered as pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course the House can by unan- 
imous consent permit an amendment to be submitted at this 


time. 

Mr. TRACEY. Regular order. . 

Mr. HARTMAN. ask unanimous consent to submit an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER 5 tempore. The regular order is demanded, 
which is equivalent to an objection. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 

[Mr. SIMPSON appeared on the floor of the House, after a long 
and serious illness, and was loudly applauded.] 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I regret exceedingly that I am 
not physically in a condition to-day to occupy the hour allotted 
to me, by the courtesy and unanimous consent of the House, in 
such a manner as I had desired to do in closing this debate. 

No measure that has been presented to the House of Repre- 
sentatives in the past twenty-five years has elicited a keener in- 
terest or been more universally discussed throughout the pub- 
lic press and through public gatherings than the bill now about 
to be determined by the vote of this House. 

As I stated in my opening remarks on Monday, it was tosome 
extent a new departure in legislation, but for the past ten years, 
during the last five terms of Congress, the Committee on Agri- 
culture have been receiving communications from every section 
of the land, North and South, East and West, invoking the aid 
of Congress in the passage of some measure that would give re- 
lief to the producers of the commodities named in this bill from 
a system of trading that was deemed by them exceedingly det- 
rimental to their interests. 

The gentleman from New York[Mr. QuIGG] does me too much 
honor in stating that I am the originator of this legislation. I 
want to say very frankly to the House that for several years 
after this proposition was first submitted to the Committee on 
Agriculture I was in grave doubt as to the propriety of any leg- 

-islation upon this subject, and not until I had studied it care- 
fully and earnestly, and with all the ability I possessed, did I 
bring myself to the position of being willing to reportsuch a bill 
from that committee to the House. 

And IJ want to correct another exaggerated statement that 
has been made by more than one gentleman on the floor of this 
House, namely, that I believe this bill is to become the panacea 
for all the ills of the agriculturistsof the UnitedStates. Ihave 
never made such a statement. I do not believe it; nor am I au- 
thorized by any body of agriculturists in the United States to 
make any such claim upon this floor. This is simply an inven- 
tion of the enemy. Itis an exaggerated statement without an 
legitimate foundation, that the intelligent farmers of the Unite: 
States believe that in the passage of this bill there is to be found 
a panacea for the low prices of farm products. 

ut the farmers do claim and do believe that in the passage 
of this bill there is to be found a remedy for one of the potential 
causes of depressed prices on the markets of the United States, 
which control to a go extent the markets throughout the 
world. I wish that in the provisions of this bill there was con- 
tained an adequate remedy for the depressed and unhappy con- 
dition of the iculturists 1 throughout the United 
States. I wish I could say that I believed there was any such 
remedy in this measure. My friends, in my judgment, we are 
simply enacting a law that will not only do some good in the in- 
terest of the farmers of the United States, but will do still more 
good in the restoration of that honest and honorable system of 
trade upon the great marts of the country which prevailed down 
to the hour when this system of Gabbling in fictitious commodi- 
ties was recognized and adopted by the boards of trade. 

It has been suggested to me by several friends. on this side of 
the House since I made my opening remarks on Monday that 
there was a probability, or at least a bare possibility, that this 
measure, if it should be placed on the statute books, would be 
declared unconstitutional, for the reason that it requires every 
contract made for the future delivery of the products mentioned 
in the bill to be in writing; these critics assuming that the 
Congress of the United States has not the power to say that a 
certain contract or contracts of a certain kind shall be in writ- 
ing; that if a contract is made verbally and under the law of 
the State in which it is made it is a valid one, then the Congress 
of the United States can not by a Federal enactment change 
2 5 State law. i 

or my own port, I am perfectly satisfied with my own posi- 
tion on this question, es avery intelligent laveper in Minis 

House must determine his position upon it for himself, but I 
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pity the intelligence or the ignorance of that gentleman here 
who has had the opportunity, since this bill-has been under dis- 
cussion during the last five or six years, and who, if he has investi- 
gated the subject at all, has not found that the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in évery single case that has ever been de- 
termined involving the power and the right of taxation by the 
Federal Government, has declared that when that power was 
fixed in the Constitution the power to provide all needful rules 
and regulations for carrying it into effect went with it. 

Gentlemen might just as well claim that the law which pro- 
vided that within the State of Alabama, or within the State of 
Missouri, a State bank should not accept and pay over its counter 
acheck of one of its own depositors unless that check had a 2 
cent stamp upon it, wasaninterference with the law of the State, 
and therefore void. Where did Congress get the power to say 
that the officers of a State bank in the State of Missouri should 
not pay to a depositor having money inits vaults a dollar of his 
own money upon a written order unless that order bore an in- 
ternal-revenue stamp on its face? It got it from the power 
given by the Constitution to levy taxes, and in no other way. 

Not only is every single provision of this bill in accord with 
existing law as far as the present revenue laws are concerned, 
but there is not a provision in it that has not been carefully 
drawn and tested with reference to the decisions of the Supreme 
Court. My friends, I have had this contention over and over 
again. I have worn out about fifteen years of the best part of 
my life upon the floor of this House in advocating legislation, 
not in the interest of a class—because I have never advocated 
class legislation on this floor as I understood it 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker—— a 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me 
I have never 5 agentleman during this entire debate, 
extending from Monday down to the present hour. Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not plow guilty to the c ge made here so flip- 

tly by gentlemen whose only knowledge of an agricultural 
istrict or of a farm has been obtained in passing through the 
country in a Pullman palace car and looking out of the window 
I do not, I say, admit the justice of the charge which such 
gentlemen make that any legislation by the Congress of the 
United States which benefits the farmer is class legislation. 

When the Congress of the United States enacts any law that 
helpsin the slightest degree that class of men who lay the founda- 
tion for every other business in the country, they are e Spr 
the people. What has built up the city of New York? t 
has made her the great commercial emporium of this great na- 
tion? Have her lawyers done it, or her doctors, or her preach- 
ers? Aye, have her commercial men done it? Have you gotin 
that city to-day, gonhleren, a dollar which has been accum 
from any honest business that did not come primarily from hand- 
ling 570 commodities produced by the farmers of the United 

tates 

Let the blight of one season destroy the crops of this country 
and the grass would grow on Broadway in the city of New York. 
Agriculture is the foundation of all your trade and of all your 
prosperity. Can you have cotton mills without cotton? Can 
1 ve flouring mills without wheat? Can you have tobacco 

actories without tobacco? Can you have any of your great 
manufacturing industries or any of your great commercial 
houses to handle these products unless somebody first raises the 
raw materials? Agriculture, I repeat, is the foundation of all 
the business and the welfare of the nation, and it has been 
recognized as such by every writer on political economy for the 
last three hundred years. 

Every now and then some gentleman breaks into Congress 
whose presence here is like that of the Senator that we read 
about some years ago. Coming upon the floor of the Senate, he 
was asked whether he had ever been in a legislative body be- 
fore. He replied to his . Senatorial friend that he had 
not. Well,“ asked the other, how in the world did you ever 
happen to be sent to the Senate?“ Well,“ was the reply, “I 
thought a great deal about that until I came to the Senate; now 
Lam inquiring how some of the rest of you fellows got here.” 
[Laughter.] 

But every now and then some man breaks into Congress who 
will get up on this floor and say that any legislation which ben- 
efits this great industrial class is simply “‘ class legislation ” and 
un-Democratic; and such declarations usually come from the Re- 
publican side of the House, although I am sorry to say that oc- 
casionally a gentleman on this side takes the same position, and 
he is simply the subject of my supremest pity. 

t Class legislation!“ Class legislation in the interest of more 
than one-half of the people of the United States, and two-thirds 
of all the rest being directly interested in the productions of 
this vast class! Why, sir, every day I get letters from the re- 
tail country merchants in my district—the merchants of the 
little towns and villages, and at the cross-roads. These men 
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write to me that no such season of absolute alysis and stag- 


nation in was eyer known in the Valley as 
during the last six months. 
And let me und a single thought to my honored friend 
[Mr. * o honors me by listen to me now. You 
ight men in 


may wear your brain out and that of all the our 
city in attempting to start the great manufactures of the Yeast 
— through them to infuse prosperity into your great commer- 
cial houses down to the retail merchant; but unless you do some- 
thing that will give to the consumers of those goods the ability 
to purchase them when they reach the retail merchants h- 
outthe length and breadth of the land, your efforts ate abso- 
lutely futile. If you would give prosperity to the oona you 
must commence with the consumers and give them the ability 
to buy. 

Our retail merchants are not inactive and pare because 
of any want of energy on their part or any inability to supply 
the demands upon them. They will not buy of the merchant in 
St. Louis, in Chicago, and New York, simply because they can 
not sell goods to the consumers as in times past. Your whole- 
sale merchant in these great Eastern cities can not buy of the 
importer and the manufacturer, because he can not to the 
retail merchant. You cannot pile the shelves of the retail mer- 
chants thro ut the length and breadth of the land with goods 
that can not be sold. This legislation, as I have before stated, 
28 in the interest of the buyers and consumers 
of these g 

We have heard a good deal since this discussion commenced 
on Monday last, and we heard a good deal more when the tariff 
bill was before the House, iterated and reiterated by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts 3 WALKER], to the effect that the 

— CCC s = 
money because of > e can af- 
ford to sell his wheat at half the former price. 

Bers i I gben Epe opie chard ng him; I would 
usetts, I have a very hi r : 

not say anything perso offensive to him. If he should make 

a statement about manufactured in Massachusetis—the 

cost of manufacturing cotton goods, for instance—I would have 

to accept his statement, because I know he knows more about 

such matters than I do. But he knows as little about what it 


costs the a farmer in Illinois or Missouri to raise a bushel 
of wheat as he eee tans, Aen eee 
in the moon that the astronomers have recently discov 
Laughter.] 


Now, what are the facts in regard tothe cost of raising wheat 
now as compared with the cost of raising it twenty-five or thirty 
years ago? Iadmit that upon greatfarms like those the gentle- 
man from South Dakota has in his State and like those in por- 
tions of Minnesota and California—wheat farms measured by 
thousands and tens of thousands of acres—this improved ma- 
chinery, steam plows, steam harrows, and various steam appli- 
ances,enable the farmer upon such a vast tract to produce his 
wheat crop for less than the average farmer can do with his 
farm of forty or fifty or a hundred acres in Kansas or Missouri. 
But the great wheat crop of the world, and especially of the 


United States, is raised farmers who sow and reap farms of 
less than 40 acres each. Forty acres is above the average of the 
wheat farms of i; certainly 50 would be, and I have seen 


it stated that it is even a fraction below 40. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, for less than 80 or 100 acres the farmer, 
ou know, can not raf the improved machinery of to-day. His 
usiness will not justify it; and consequently wheat, to produce 

it all through that great middle wheat belt of the United States, 
costs almost or just about as much to raise it and put it on the 
market now as it did twenty-five or thirty yearsago. Ido not 
know about cotton, and therefore I will not undertake to make 
any statement about it. 

. ALEXANDER. It costs just as much. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from North Carolina says it 
costs just as much, and I know he is a cotton-raiser, and accept 
his statement as accurate. My friend, who is a large wheat- 
grower, a larger wheat-grower than I am, knows how much it 

him to put his wheat on the St. Louis or the G. o mar- 
ket even after he has raised it. I have a hundred acres of wheat 
in Pike County, III., now being harvested, as my foreman wrote 
me on the 18th that he would commence harv either on the 
20th or the 2lst. This land is situated on the east side of the Mis 
sissippi River, with no bridge toll to pay, situated almost as close 
to the market as my friend from IIIinbis with his wheat farm, 
about 60 miles ke gees = ae 

With a branch o hicago, Burlington 9 Rail - 
road running right through my farm, and being able with my 
own teams, ai a mere nominal cost, to take wheat from the 


thresher and putit in the cars, it costs me 7.1 cents a bushel 
tosend that wh = There- 


eat to Chicago and sell it on that market. 


fore when gon see wheat quoted, spot wheat, in Chicago at 57 
18 pea on, it moana 15 cents — tho: 3 of Pike County, 
3 you can not send your wheat e market for 
less than probably within a cent of that ao 
If I should send my wheat to co. in St. Louis and 
have him to sell the wheat for me, I could deliver it in the mar- 
ket for four and a fraction cents, making a difference of 3 cents 
a bushel to me, but the Chicago market as a rule is about 2 
or 3 cents higher than the St. Louis market, and so whether 
I ship to the one market or the other, the price is about the 
same. Or again, I may take it across the bridge in my own 
wagons, or ferry it across the Mississippi River and sell it to 
the millers in my town and get nearly the C o price for it, 
fless the seven and a fraction cents that I pay for 
the four and a fraction cents that I pay in St. Louis. 

They will not pay any more for the wheat than that, because 
they know I can not get any more for it in the great central 
markets than that price. 

Now, my friends, the farmers throughout the length and 
breadth of the wheat-growing districts of the United States, 
and the cotton-producers as well, are brought down to this sim- 
ple proposition, that one of two things must come and that in 
the near future, either that there shall be an absolute cessation 
of the attempt to raise wheat or cotton or, at present prices, 
there will come absolute . Iwill make a proposition 
now to any of these New York gentlemen and furnish him the 
facts and the figures, the bills of sale and all that: On these 
magnificent bottom farm lands—as good as any in the world 
these rich Illinois bottom lands, I have grown three crops of 
wheat in the last three y including the one which I have. 
not seen, and which is just now being harvested. I do not know 
whatit will yield. The one last year was a miserable failure; 
the one the year before that was less than half a crop; but with- 
out re, to what the t crop is, I will sell this year's 
cep and the last two years’ together, and give him $500 if he 
will pay for me the amount I have paid out of my salary for 
labor tothe farmersin my absence there to produce these ives 


crops. 

Mr. QUIGG. You want to sell it before the bill passes. 

ONDRAR: And make the contract in writing and put a 

stamp on 3 

Mr.HATCH. If this bill passes, let mə say to the gentleman , 
from New York, Iam just as sure that when the conditions of 
trading in the United States conform themselves to the honest 
and honorable methods provided for in this bill, that every 
farmer’s product named in the bill will be enhanced. 

Mr. FUNK. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. HATCH. I decline to 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


ld. 
hope my friend will allow a gen- 
tleman who is sọ thoroughly familiar with this subject, to ask 
a question for information. 


r. HATCH. I can not yield to one gentleman without mak- 
ing a discrimination, and that I will not do on this floor. Iam 
tired now, as it is, without any interruptions, and my time is 
limited. I have a duty here to perform to-day that is higher 
than any matter of mere personal consideration. 

Nothing in the world but the sense of duty Ifeel to the com- 
mittee that has intrusted me with this bill, and the interests of 
the people of the United States, would induce me to take the 
floor at all to-day, feeling as I do. : 

Now, it has been said that this bill would so interfere with 
legitimate trading throughout the country that the farmer and 

lanter would be injured. Why, friends have come to me in the 
ast hour and gained me if the farmers and planters were ex- 
emptied from the provisions of this bill. 

I have replied to them by asking them to go and read for 
themselves the fourteenth section of the bill. I doubt if any 
bill was ever presented to this House that had one section is it 
that had closer scrutiny in the committee reporting the bill 
than this section had in the Committee on Agriculture. There 
are the two gentlemen from Illinois, one upon this side [Mr, 
FORMAN] and the other * the other side . FUNK]. There 
is the gentleman from North Carolina r. ALEXANDER]. 
‘There the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 
There is the gentlemanfrom South W r. SHELL]. There 
is the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MOSES]. 

That committee embraces ali these great agricultural States, 
ande single one of those representatives was alive to every 
word and every punctuation mark in that section; and when i 
was upon, they were satisfied with its provisions, that i 
would protect every farmer and every planter in the ordinary 
business of his farm from any charge, or regulation, or restric- 
tion of this measure. 

But these gentlemen tell us that there is no need for this leg- 
islation; that nobody has demanded it. Well, I have answered 
that time and time again; but I want to repeat it once more, 


ight, or less 
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that it may go to every cabin and to every farmhouse in this 


land, from the Canadian border to the Gulf, that every single 
farmer's organization in the United States, of any name or de- 
scription; every single agricultural paper, weekly or monthly, 
in the United States; every single semiagricultural paper in the 
United States, has advocated for years the e of this meas- 
ure, and begged and prayed Congress to adopt and pass it. 
Every singie association that has represented the farmers of 
the United States has pleaded forits passage. And, my friends, 
do not think because these farmers are not coming here in 
squads and in committees to lobby Congress that they are not 
ve to this legislation. They will be heard from as soon as the 
telegraph carries back to the three hundred and fifty-six dis- 
tricts in the United States the names of those members on this 
floor who voted for and those who voted against the bill. And 
for fear I forget it, I want to state now, for I want it to go on 
record, that the only two votes in the Committee on Agricul- 
ture against the passage of this bill came from New England, 
from the two greatest manufac States of New England, 
Massachusetts und New Hampshire. I only make that statement 
because the gentlemen themselves have made it. Not one sin- 
gle vote was cast against it in the committee from the broad 


prairies—— $ 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HATCH. I decline to yield. 

3 SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 

ield. 

7 Mr. HATCH. There was not a vote st it from Illinois. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FUNK] was not present when 
the vote was taken, but he has had the opportunity during this 
entire discussion, and he will have an opportuni a very few 
moments, to record his vote upon the . It wasnot recorded 
in the committee. I am talking about the votes that were actu- 
ally recorded, on the last yea-and-nay vote on the passage 
of that bill by the committee, authorizing the chairman to re- 
port it to the House. I am not mistaken in any statement I 
make to this House, for I would not purposely mislead the House 
for my own life. 

No protest has ever come to that committee against the pas- 
sage of this bill, except from the boards of trade of the United 
States and their representatives, Never, since I have been 
chairman of that committee, has an agricultural community or 
any number of agriculturists protested against the passage of 
the bill. The protests have come from the men who are to be 
regulated in this system of option gambling, and not from the 
farmers and the great body of the people of the United States. 

I wish I had time to one one-hundredth tof the let- 
ters I have received from every State in this Union from repre- 
sentative men, praying and begg for the ə of this 
measure; but in reply to that burst of eloquence on the part of 
the distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] I want to 
read a letter froma Texan farmer. Itis on very plain paper. 
It hasno embossing marks or great monogram distinctions upon 
it. It comes from the home of a plain farmer, and it is even 
written in cil. 

Mr. HUDSON. Itis not perfumed? 

Mr. HATCH. No, my friend; there is no perfume on it. The 
only odor there is about this letter is that it comes from an 
honorable and honest hard-working Texas farmer. Let his 
letter answer the speech of the 8 from Texas [Mr. 
CRAIN]. As I read the heading itis from Quanah. I will ask 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] if that is in his district? 

Mr. CRAIN. No; it is not. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, it is in Texas, and the gentleman ought 
to be glad it is not in his district, for after his speech he would 
have one manly farmer on his pathway to future success in the 
great Lone Star State. 

Mr. CRAIN, And my district would have a dead Representa- 
tive, I Suppose; 

Mr. HATCH. Not by any means, That district will never 
send anybody but a live Representative to Congress. I may 
differ with the gentleman, but I honor him for his great ability. 
This was written in March. I will read it: 

3 QUANAH, TEX., March 19, 1394. 

DEAR SIR: Inclosed find cli from Jo 0 > 

I beg leave to state that this a Sete . ay own part, 
Ihave no more confidence in the statements of the market manipulators 
than in any blackleg you might select. farmers are too poor and too 
much scattered to send lobbyists to W: Aside from this, when 
men are sent to Was m to enact laws for the whole people, we can see 
ai ye for lobbying. very idea has a bad savor. 
cand hey ea not aio pra ie. anions wat Soa 
‘Well, is it a law that the “boards of trade” MUST 7. ias 

And must is underscored three times 
handle farmers’ products? Shall a few men huddled 


together 
cities (who follow tricks that vile) ha’ own against 
ns? tee sir, 8 — Big 2 — 


if the farmers suffer for the want of boards of trade? They only ask to be 

allowed to suffer. Shall the boards of trade tell the farmer what he needs? 

Or shall the farmer be allowed to speak for himself? They have spoken by 
veying thought. again? 


every mode of con Are they now asked to speak 
0 $ S S o $ 
The farmers know what they need, but if they did not they would have 
enough not to ask their enemies to become their gu: But to 


2 mentioned. B48 a ae man — toa honest and 
is hard to understand. = 


I think it is. 7 


It is about the same as the claim that the foreigner pays the tarif tax. 
Now every sensible man knows that if there were no real uct there 
would be no wind product, and that the real ucts 

of wind. Itis, however, an established fact of the history of “pit” 5 
that the real product can not be sold on its merit when ten es as m 

of the wind product is put on the t. There has been so much said on 
the subject that one feels that patience is about threadbare. No one need 
to be informed how Texas farmers stand. Their instructions through the 
Legislature is enough to show that they area unit, so to speak. 


Your own ture indorsed and approved the provisions 
of a similar bill to this, but not so good a one. 


Every argument of these gamblers has been answered. It they have any- 
thing new will thecommittee please publish the same in some of the leading 
a ee papers so that farmers may answer the new also? 

tis sincerely hoped that the bill as published in the papers will pass, and 
if the boards of trade can not deal in real articles let m dissolve and 
into some other business. Let d and supply come in vogue again. 
The farmers are not afraid. Some of us know something of this wa; do- 

business, and we know that there will always be a way to carry it on. 
Very truly, but plainly, 


Congressman HATCH, 
Chairman Agricultural Committee. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, there is my reply, not only to the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN], but to many 


others that have been made on this floor. How much time have 
I ä 
The SP pro tempore. The gentleman has eleven min- 


utes. The gentleman began at twenty minutes after 2, the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Give him all the time he wants, 

Mr. HATCH. I will not s much longer. I thank the 
gentleman from Alabama for his courtesy. 

The SPEAKER pro ci iy The Chair is informed by the 
Clerk that the gentleman five minutes remaining. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe I simply have van- 
ity enough to think I am the only gentleman upon the floor who 
could hayeconducted this bill from the beginning of this struggle 
down to this hour without losing not only his patience but get- 
ting mad enough to say some of the hardest things that ever 
eee upon this floor in reply to what has been said about 
th s 

I told my distinguished friend from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] 
just a shorttime before l began thisaddress, thatif he had been 
in charge of this bill since last Monday morning, with all the 
mean things that have been said against it, absolutely without 
warrantand outside of any parliamentary struggle or 
that he would have had an affair of honor” at Bladensburg 
every morning during the week in spite of all the laws on the 
statute books. [Laughter.] But Ido not intend to be “roped 
into” saying anything half as bad as those gentlemen have said 
about the bill. 

I regret it very much that the young gentleman from New 
York [Mr. QUIGG] had to rush into print far in advance of the 
consideration of this measure and s tize it, if he was prop- 
erly reported, as a combination of “ignorance and anarchy.” 
Well, now, I am very sorry that hesaidit. I have been expect- 
ing him to get up here and withdraw it, because I happened to 
be in the Chair 

Mr. QUIGG. Will you give me the time to do so? It will 
only be a moment. 

r. HATCH. No, sir; I can not yield. The gentleman had 
opportunity when he made his speech. If the gentleman will 

ply state to me that he never used that language I will have 
nothing further to say. 

Mr. QUIGG. I never used that language, nor used that lan- 
guage attributed to me. 

Mr. HATCH. Then that is an end of it. Laccept the gentle- 
man’s statement. : 

Mr. QUIGG. I donot indorse either of those terms, whatever 
I may say about the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, my distinguished friend from New York 

Mr. WARNER] made one of his characteristic s hes, which 
always listen to, because no man inside of the Capitol can get 
5 Si the sound of his voice when he gets started, and espec- 
y on an antioption bill. [Laughter.] But he so far fı b 
himself in this matter during debate that he went away ou 
of the bill and undertook to conjure up men of straw to fight, as 
if he had not enough in the rent meat and provisions of the bill 
to occupy one man’s attention for an hour and a half, In dis- 
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cussing this bill on the floor he built up aouses in New York | The amendments were read, as follows: 

that are built by future contracts. 9 Amend section 14, Page 17, by adding after the word “by,” in line 26, the 
I felt sorry for that gentleman; sorry for him because he had wona od 5 line 27, by adding after the word “delivery ” the 


underestimated the intelligence of the audience that he was ad- 
dressing—the House of Representatives. That speech must 
have been made forcirculation in the Five Points of New York. 
I know of no other place in the United States where it would 
geta aire Apert hearing. Everybody knows that there is nota 

le thing that enters into the construction of a house that is 
embraced in the provisions of the bill. 

Failing to answer my opening statement, he or any of those 
gentlemen, they get off into the lane of their fancy or misrep- 
resentation and undertake to fight itin that way. But you can 
not escape it. You have got to vote in a few moments upon this 
measure as a whole, and you have got to record your votes as 
representative of your people one way or the other. 

y distinguished friend, who always tries to be amiable, al- 
ways tries to be witty, and never, never makes anything but a 
failure at the last, my friend, the gentleman from Ohio— 

Mr. HARTER. Hear, hear! [Laughter.] 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Ohio tramps around his 
seat and in the aisles and takes this bill and crushes it in his 
hand and slings it, as he says, into the wastebasket of the liter- 
ature oflegislation, and then proclaims that nobody in the world 
knows anything about this but him. [Laughter.] The gentle- 
man thinks that there is a great deal of ignorance in this bill. 
That gentleman's greatest misfortune is his own egotism. 
[Laughter and applause, in which Mr. HARTER jane 

I have never heard him before speak otherwise of any prop- 
osition that he did not indorse and approve. Nobody has any 
common sense but the gentleman from Ohio. [Laughter and ap- 


* 
Mr. HARTER. That is right. 

Mr. HATCH. When that 8 leaves this House, as I 
understand he has elected to do of his own volition on the4th of 
next March, there will be a bigger void in the House than has 
ever been in it in the fifteen years I have been a member of it; 
more egotism and less ability will go out of it then than ever 
went out before in the person of one man. [Laughter.] 

When a man comes here and claims that nobody has any sense 
but himself, that nobody knows anything about the farmers of 
the United States but himself, and in fact, that nobody knows 
anythingaboutanything in the world but HARTER, it is too much. 
That is the gentleman’s platform. He gets up with it in the 
morning ask goes to bed with it at night, and then he invites a 
moderate and modest man like myself, an old-fashioned Demo- 
crat, to go and lie down in his political bed. My friends, I would 
rather go to bed with arail-fence. [Laughter.] I wouldrather 
lie down politically with any Populist, or any Greenbacker, or 
anybody else that ever held a seat on this floor, than with the 
gentleman from Ohio. [Laughter.] 

Of all the abominations of policy and of principle that I abhor 
the worst are those which the gonterien advocates, which 
would bring rúin and disaster to the great body of my people 
and would build up more and more millionaires in the United 
States. I would trudge in the heat from here to Georgia to 
sleep in the same political bed with Tom Watson before I would 
stretch my limbs in the political bed where the gentleman from 
Ohio lies. [Laughter.] : 

I indorse and reiterate what my friend from Pennsylvania 
2 SIBLEY] said the other day. Ihad to choose between the 

rmless vagaries of Coxey and his followers, between tramp- 
ing the balance of this season through the land under Coxey's 
banner, poy Spee rations of dry bread and Potomac or other 
river water—if I had to choose between that and indorsing the 
` doctrines of the gentleman from Ohio, which, in their operation, 
would produce more followers of S in one pump than all the 
followers of Coxey can breed in a hundred years, I would go in 
the ranks and tramp with the commonwealers rather than fol- 
low the banner on which is inscribed: ‘‘ Ruin to nine-tenths of 
the ple! Down with the industrious workingman, and up 
with the golden calf of single gold monometalism.” [Prolonge 
applause on the Democratic side.] — 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker; I ask for just a moment more 
in which to thank the House for its very polite attention, and to 
ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TERRY] may be permitted to offer two amendments to the four- 
teenth section of the bill simply to improve the verbiage. There 
is nothing substantial in the amendments, in my judgment, and 
the gentleman thinks so himself, but he believes that they will 
make the meaning a little plainer, and I beg the House to give 


unanimous consent that they may be offered. 
Mr. TRACEY. Let them be read. - 


Amend section 14, on 17, by strik “or,” 
line 30, down to and in the word tproductives” in line Na and sane 
ing the following; are to bo grown or produced within fifteen months from 
time of such contract,” 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] that the gentle- 
man from Ar be allowed to offer these amendments? 

Mr. QUIGG. I object. < 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.. Objectionismade. Before sub- 
mitting the question upon the amendments, the Chair, in re- 
sponse to the parliamentary inquiry of the gentleman from New 

ork [Mr. WARNER], as well as by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. FUNK], would state that the original agreement made in 
the House on Tuesday provided that on yesterday evening the 
previous question should be ordered on the bill and pending 
amendments, but that order did not provide that amendments 
could be offered, and under the order no amendment could have 
been offered unless the House had previously terminated gen- 
eral debate. Therefore, under that order, unless the House 
cree achat pe general debate, no amendment could have been 
pending. 

The next day there was an agreement to terminate general 
debate, and in modification of the other agreement it was pro- 
vided that the general debate should close with the adjournment 
on yesterday, and the House, after the expiration of the morning 
hour to-day, should proceed to the consideration of the bill under 
the five-minute rule. In the effort to reach that agreement it 
was suggested by the gentleman from New York himself that 
permission should be given to offer as many amendments as 
members might desire, and that those amendments should be 
considered as pending. 

To that suggestion the gentleman from Missouri objected, and 
after some discussion in which several members participated, 
an order was finally adopted to proceed for two hours this morn- 
ing under the five-minute rule. The Chair is therefore of opin- 
ion that noamendmentcould have been pending under the order 
that would not have been pending in the absence of the agree- 
ment and under the regular rules of the House. 

Mr. WARNER. I have no question as to the entire correct- 
ness of the ruling of the Speaker. I had understood that to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] there 
was an amendment pending proposed by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. FUNK]. I may have been mistaken in that assump- 
tion; but it was upon that assumption—that such an amendment 
was regularly in order under the five-minute rule, and was pend- 
ing at the time the Committee of the Whole rose—that the 
. was made by me. 

The SPEA pro tempore. The Chair understands. Tha 

uestion, then, is on agreeing to the amendments reported from 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand a divisionof the question so that the 
amendment offered in Committee of the Whole by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], and the amendment to that 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Boat 
NER], may be voted upon separately. 

Mr. TRACEY. Is that in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, upon the suggestion 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] that this demand 
is not in order must rule that an amendment reported from the 
Committee of the Whole as an entirety is not divisible. 

Mr. HATCH. What is the statement of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. In support of the ruling just 
stated the Chair would refer the gentleman from Missouri to 
the decision which has been made not once, but several times. 
On page 362 of the Digest the gentleman will find the ruling 
stated in this language: 

On an amendment reported as a single amendment from the Committee 
of the Whole a division of the question can not be had. 

This was decided in the 5 Twenty-ninth, the 
Thirtieth, and the Thirty-seventh Congresses. 

Mr. HATCH. But the amendment coming to the House from 
the Committee of the Whole is in the nature of two amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But they have been reported to 
the House as a single amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. en I demand a separate vote on the whole 
amendment, which includes that of the gentleman from Louis- 
iana, and on that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 3 from Missouri 
demands a separate vote on the amendments reported from the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COX. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
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: n will state it. Crawford, Henderson, Iowa McKaig, S 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 1 aena es 5 . | Curtis, Kans. Henderson, N. C. Mekelghan, Stockdale 
Mr. COX. As I understand the position of the matter is this: | Davis, Hermann, McLaurin, Stone. G. W. 
I offered an amendment; to that an amendment was offered by | De Armond, Hines, McNagny, Strong, 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], and another b Dengan, Hitt, cRae, Sweet, 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. Both of those amend- hoe 8 Merana Talbert, S. CO. 
ments to my amendment were adopted. Dolliver, Hopkins, Pa. organ, Tawney, 
Mr. BOATNER. No; the amendment of the gentleman from 3 Hudson, 0368, Taylor, Ind. 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey] was rejected. as ed wore — 
Mr. COX. Oh, no; it was adopted. Now, the point 1 am try- thian, Izlar, Ogden, 
ing to get at is this, that upon both those amendments to the 5 8 Ind. . —. ler, 
amendment a yea · and. nay vote was demanded, and notice was | q orman, Eribbs, rara — 8 Wan n. 
given y, Lane, Pendleton, W. Va. Wheeler, Ala. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tanon Hanen Tanne 4 Pickler. 5 Wheeler, III. 
will perceive upon a moment's reflection that in the House the 5 „ iiliams, Miss. 
question will be on the adoption of the amendment as a whole— 3 Karan. n vou 
not as in Committee of the Whole, first upon the amendment to | Harris, Martin, Ind. Sayers, Woomer,, 
the amendment and then upon the amendment as amended, 5 —.— Nee Side Wright, Pa. 
The whole amendment is reported to the House as a single prop- | Heard, McDannold, Simpson, 
osition. 3 Henderson, I.  McDearmon, 8 
Mr. COX. Isee. That is exactly right. 4 ~ 
Mr. HARTMAN. I rise toa 1 At what S 
oe will a motion to recommit this 9 order? Kiefer. 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. After the third reading. NOT VOTING—111. 
Mr. HARTMAN. I give notice, then, that after the third 
Adams, Pa. ley, Lefever, Richards, Ohio 
reading I will make that motion. 3 ‘Apeley, Donovan, Linton, Robertson, La. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the first | Avery, Dunphy, le. Robinson, Pa. 
amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole. 3 Durborow, ear jin eS aes 
The amendment was read, as follows: era lte Mabon, Scranton, 150 
. line 15, section 1, after the word “hops,” add the word “fiour;” so as to Beltahoover, Fielder, Son Marvin, N. Y. Sickles," 
> Gall, pe, 
“ Raw.or unmanufactured cotton, hops, flour, wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, ee ekt oleae: McC Minn. Stevens, 
pork, lard, bacon, dry-salted meat, or pickled meat.” 1 Gillet N. v MaDowell, Stone, Ky. 
Tho amendment was agreed to Sere re ass: i, 5 
. u 8, s s 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the | Breckinridge, Ark. Goodnight, Moon, S 
second amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole. | Breckinridge, Ky. Gresham, SOLES fat bt heen 
Brosius, Grosvenor, Mutchler, Tucker, 
The Clerk read as follows: Bryan, Grout, Newlands, Tarner, Va. ae 
i » Burnes, rmer, orthway, an Voorhis, 
Insert after word “ meat,” on page 2, line 8: “Provided, That noth : 
herein shall be construed toapply tocontracts entered into for future Pies 98 n. He — Coe Mo at Voorhis, Onto 
ery of the aforesaid articles, if at the time of the contract of sale of any of | Catching Sg Payne, Wever 
articles the vender is the actual bona fide owner of the article to be de- use 8 Hooker, N. Y. Phillips, White, ; 
mite ce agent of another. topeinepal owing te property atts Hmo tha | Suen, ee Pose ie, 

2 0 e property at t met y 
contract is made by the agent: Provided, That none of by rovisions of 9 5 Ohio Randall, ee Ree 
this act shall apply to the bona fide sale, for actual delivery, of any product | G ers = oni De a Ww n. W. Va. 
in due course of business: Provided, That in case a seller described in this Eu 4 N. . Kilgore Ravi er, ¥ 
act shall in fact be the owner of the property contracted to be sold at the 8 SEs Layton, Reilly, i 


time of the sale or at the time fixed in the contract for the delivery the fail- 

= to deliver the — — . caused by delay in tr: Paron bet fault of 
e carrier, shall sufficient excuse for non ent of the stam 

tax provided for in this act.” 8 p 


Mr. HATCH. On thatI demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of 
Mr. ALEXANDER and Mr. LACEY to act as tellers ab the desk, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 129, 
answered present“ 1, not voting 111; as follows: 


YEAS—111, 
Adams, Ky. Daniels, Lacey, 
a De Forest, Lapham, Ritchie, 
Baker, N. H. Draper, Lawson, Russell, Conn. 
Barthol t, English, Cal. corneal lage erase 
ude: r, 
Bartlett, English, N. J. Wees, 
Barwig, E dox, haw 
Bell, Everett, Magner, Sn 
Black, Ga. Fletcher, Somers, 
Boatner, Funk, Mallory, rg, 
Brickner, Gardner, McAleer, Sperry, 
Bundy, Gear, McEttrick, Sp ~ 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, McGann, Stephenson. 
Cabaniss, ri cMillin, Stone, W. A. 
Cadm * ercer, Storer, 
Camp Grow, Meyer, Talbott, Md 
Clancy, r, Money, Tarsney : 
Clarke, Ala. H O'Neil, Mass. Tracey, 
Cobb, Mo. Hall, Minn. Outhwaite, Turner, Ga. 
Cogswell, Harter, PA A 
Coombs, Paschal, adsworth, 
Cooper, Fis. Hay Patterson, Walker, 
Coo; endleton, Tex. 
2 = eee ee 
ver ‘ott, Weadoc 
rat 8 Dak. Julez Wolverton, 
Dalzell, iva CR — N 
NAY S—129. 
Abbott, Bell, Colo. Brookshire, Clark, M 
Aitken, Berry, Brown, 8 Cobb, Ala. 
Alderson, Boen, ell, 
Alexander, Bower, N. C. B Coffeen, : 
Hen, Bowers, Cal. Caminetti, Conn, 
$ 55 Ben Capen oM: Co e ii 
B: je X Broderick, Chickering, — 
XX VI——422 8 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. CURTIS of New York. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Il- 
linois. 

Mr. RICHARDS with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. MARVIN of New York. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr, CAUSEY with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. AVERY. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. Lock woop with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio. 

Mr. HUTCHESON with Mr. KIEFER. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. STRAIT with Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON, 

For this day: 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. REILLY with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. WELLS with HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. 

On this question: 

Mr. STRAUS with Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. DONOVAN, 

Mr. SWANSON with Mr. RAYNER. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio with Mr. Post. 
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Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. CocKRAN. 

Mr. APSLEY with Mr. BABCOCK., 

On the an tion bill: 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. WHITING. ; 
Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. BARNES. 8 


Mr. GEARY with Mr. McDOWELL. 
Mr. STEVENS with Mr. WEVER on the Hatch bill. 


Mr. WE- 
VER would vote for, Mr. STEVENS against. 

Mr. BRYAN with Mr. BINGHAM, until further notice; also on 
the antioption bill. If present Mr. BRYAN would vote for and 
Mr. BINGHAM would vote against the bill, 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. DANIELS, on the passage of the 
Hatch antioption bill. Mr. DANIELS may vote on all amend- 
ments. If present, Mr. GROSVENOR would vote for the bill. 

Mr. Layton with Mr. Ray, on the antioption bill. Mr. 
LAYTON if present would vote for the bill, and Mr. Ray against 
it. 

Mr. BROSIUS with Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania, on the anti- 
option bill. Mr. Brostus would vote for the bill, and Mr. 
ADAMS against it. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana with Mr. DUNPHY, on the antioption 
bill. Mr. COOPER would vote for it, and Mr. DUNPHY would 
vote against it. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my 
ae Mr. MCCLEARY, be excused from attendance, as he is 
sick. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr.Speaker, I desire to make 
the same request in behalf of my colleague, Mr. STONE, who is 
confined to his room by sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
these requests will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro pape te The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the amended bill. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Would it bein order now to move 
tore SPEAKER te That might be in ord 

e ro , order now 
but it will be y in order after the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was ingly read the third time. 

The be hoor arias being upon the passage of the bil! 
Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I submit this motion to recommit the 
bill with instructions. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to raise the point of order that under 
the special rule adopted by the House avote onthe final penseo 
of the bill must be taken under that order, and it prohibits the 
consideration of a motiontorecommit. The ruleitself specific- 
ally provides that the vote shall be taken on the passage of the 
bill without intervening motions. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that 
the special rule could operate with no more force than does the 
previous question, and under the previous question a motion to 
recommit with instructions is in order. 

The Clerk will report the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Recommit tothe Judiciary Committee with instructions to report a bill 
prohibi interstate dealing in what is commonly known as “futures,” 
and which have been held by the courts to be gambling contracts: 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the 
gentleman that the motion should be to commit, inasmuch as 
this bill has never been before the Judiciary Committee. It 
comes from the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. HATCH. I want to raise another point of order on the 
motion that the instructions are not in order, and would not 
have been as an amendment to the bill. You can not do by in- 
direction what can not be dons 3 

I make the t of order that the tions dre not ger- 
mane to the and would not have been germans as an amend- 
ment to fap of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
man from Missouri is correct thus far, that a motion to recom- 
mit with instructions would not be in order if it embraced a 
proposition which would not be in order as an amendment. The 
Chair is of opinion, too, that the motion would not be in order 
as an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Would it not be in order to amend 
the bill to confine its operation to interstate transactions? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the 
gentleman from Georgiathat this has been considered and treated 
as a bill to raise revenue. Similar bills have been held by the 
regular occupant of the chair, as well as his predecessors, to be 
revenue bills. The Chair thinks it would not be in order to com- 


mit a bill raising revenue to the Judiciary Committee for the 


pui of making it a penal statute. 
. HART I rise toa entary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman state it. 


Mr. HARTMAN. If the Chair has sustained the point of 
order made against the motion of the gentleman from orgia, 
will another motion to recommit with instructions be in order: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This motion having been ruled 
out, the Chair would treat it as no motion. 

Mr. HARTMAN. L now offer the motion to recommit with 
instructions which I send up and ask to have read. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker—— 8 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman rise? 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to speak upon the former motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has ruled upon the 
question, but will hear the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to suggest, with the permission of the 
Speaker, that though the suggestion of the Chair may be in 
every respect correct, I think it does not affect this point, that 
whatever might have been the natural course of this bill, yet 
the House itself, by virtue of a power which is frequently as- 
serted, and has been on this very bill, has the undoubted right 
to commit it to any committee which it may see fit to put in 
charge of the measure. 

The SPEAKER pro seers The Chair would suggest to the 
gentleman from New York—— 

Mr. HATCH. That can only be done under the rules of the 


For what purpose does the gen- 


House, 
The See, tempore (continuing). That inthe Digest, 
on page 501, he find this ruling: 


A motion to recommit with instructions to report a certain amendment is 
no in Onder if the proposed amendment is notin order as an nt to 
Mr. WARNER. It miay be, Mr. Speaker, I have misunder- 
stood the instructions as read, but the bill under consideration 
does make penal provisions; and therefore unless Iam mistaken 
in the nature of instructions the point can not lie against 


tempore. The present bill eu- 
mulative taxes. This motion to recommit is to report a bill 
prohibiting 


dealings. 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly; and inasmuch as this bill prohib- 
its absolutely these dealings except u certain conditions, then 
I respectfully submit that the ame ent would have been per- 
fectly in order to strike out the conditions and leave the prohi- 
bition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairadheres to his opinion 
that the motion to recommit with that instruction is not in or- 
der. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Task that my motion to reeommit be re- 
ported, and that a vote be taken apoa it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Montana, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A motion to recommit with instructions, by Mr. HARTMAN: 

I move to recommit this bill, 7007, to the Committee. on Agriculture, with 
instructions to report it back to the House with an amendment providing 
for the free coinage of gold and silver at a ratio of 10 t 1.” 


[Laughter and ss acre 
‘Mr TRACEY. I raise the point of order against that instruc- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motionis clearly not in or- 
der. ; 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to take an ap- 

eal from the ruling of the Chair that that motion is not in or- 
er at this time. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair assumes that the gen- 
tleman is not earnest in appealing from that decision. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I should like very much to 
say that upon the question of the free coinage of silver T should 
1e SAR it pro dener ‘Th tion 18, Shall the d 

The z o question e đe- 
cision of the Chair sland as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I withdraw the appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The appeal is withdrawn. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit this bill 
to the Committee on Agriculture with instructions to topari a 
substitute for it, limiting tħe taxation which is proposed by the 
bill to transactions between citizens of different States; inother 


| words, to limit it to interstate transactions. 


Mr. HATCH. I make the same point of order against the in- 
struction. 
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Mr. BOATNER. So as not to interfere with or invade the | tleman from Illinois [Mr. 3 that only one motion to recom- 
motion has . — 


ns of the several States. y 
The SP. protempbre. The gentleman from Louisiana 
will reduce his motion to writing. [Cries of Vote!“ 
Mr. BOATNER. I will read it for the benefit of the House. 
Resolved, That this bill be recommitted to the Committee on Agriculture 


with i cth to report a ar bill limiting its provisions to transac- 
tions between Citizens of different States. 


Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that the instruction 
is not in order, as it changes the entire theory of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro ore. The Chair t s that it is in 
order. The House may t the operations of the bill within 
the lines already laid down in it, and the Chair thinks the mo- 
tion is in order. 

Mr. BOATNER. I move the adoption of that resolution, and 
on that I demand the previous question. = 
f The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the reso- 

ution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this bill be the Committee on Agriculture 

provisions to transac- 


recommitted to 
with instructions to report a similar bill limiting its 
tions between citizens of different States. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on ordering the 
previous question. š 
revious question was ordered. 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution proposed by the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker protempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. i 

Mr. BOATNER. Idemand the yeasand nayson that. [Cries 
of Oh, no!” and It is too hot!“ 

The question was taken on orđering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Forty-four gentleman have 
arisen—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. BOATNER. The other side, Mr. Speaker. 

The other side was counted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayesare 44, 
the noes are 178—not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays 
are refused. 

Mr. BOATNER. I demand tellers on ordering the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that that has already 
been voted down. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to move to recommit the bill 
with instructions to report a bill including sugar, refined and 


Mr. TCH. But one motion torecommit can be offered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the 
liamentary situation. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BOATNER) moved to recommit the bill with instructions, and 
upon that he demanded the previous question. The question 
was taken on ordering the previous question, and there was no 
division. The previous question was ordered, and the Chair 
stated the question to be upon agreeing to the resolution pro- 

sed by the gentleman from Louisiana. Upon that vote the 

hair announced that the noes seemed to have it, and the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana demanded a division 

Mr. BOATNER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPE R pro tempore. The Chair proceeded to take 
that vote, and then the gentleman from Louisiana, before the 
Chair had concluded the vote, demanded the yeasand nays. The 
Chair requested as many as favored taking the vote by yeas and 
nays to rise and be counted. Forty-four gentlemen rose to be 
counted, as seconding the demand for the yeas and nays; then 
the Chair announced that not a sufficientnumber had arisen, be- 
cause that was not one-fifth of the previous vote. Then the gen- 
tleman demanded the other side. The Chair requested those 
op dto taking the vote by yeas and nays to rise and be counted. 

ereupon 178 gentlemen arose in opposition to the demand 
for the yeasand nays. That more than four times as man 
as had arisen to demand the yeas and nays, the Chair declare 
that a sufficient number had not arisen to second the demand 
for the yeas and nays, and that the yeas and nays were refused. 

Mr. BOATNER. I then asked for tellers upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman then demanded 
tellers on the demand for the yeas As many as favor 
ordering tellers.on the demand for the yeas and nays will rise 
and be counted. 

Tellers were refused, 26 members, not a sufficient number, 
seconding the demand. 

Mr. FUNK. Inow move to recommit, with instructions to 
include sugar, refined and unrefined. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say to the gen- 


rights Of the ci 


mit is in order. One such y been made and 
8 Pere House. 
r. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays on the final pas- 
e of the bill. i 
r. ALDRICH, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, For whatpurpose does the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. FUNK] rise? 

Mr. ALDRICH, T rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will it be in order to move to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Agriculture, with instructions to 
cen word futures“ wherever it occurs, and report the 

ack, 

Mr. HATCH. The Chair has just decided that question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not be inorder. Only 
one motion to recommit is in order. 

Mr. HATCH. I now demand the yeas and nays on the final 
passage of the bill. : 

Mr. FUNK. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr: FUNK. Do J understand that my motion is ruled out of 
order, and that there is only one motion to recommit in order, 
when Tos is another motion on an entirely different subject- 
matter 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only one motion to recommit 
is inorder, and aditference in the subject-matter does not alter 
the rule. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] was 
permitted to submit his motion, because the motion first sub- 
mitted by 3 from Georgia [Mr. BLACK] was ruled 

er, 


to be out of o as was also the motion of the gentleman from 
Montana. These two motions having been held not germane, it 
was as though they had not been made. The C then, in 


accordance with the rules, entertained one motion to recommit 
the bill. That motion having been rejected, the question now 
is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HATCH. And on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr, ALEX- 
ANDER and Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 

The question was taken on the e of the bill; and there 
ware aroan 150, nays 89, answered present“ 1, not voting 114; 
as follows: 


YEAS—1. 
Abbott, Denson, Hull, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Aitken, Dinsmore, Hunter, Perkins, 
Dockery, ikirt, Pickler, 
Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Richardson, Mich. 
Allen, little, Kem, Richardson, Tenn. 
Arnold, English, Cal. Kribbs, Robbins, 
Baker, Kans. Enloe, Kyle, Sayers, 
ead, E Lacey, Shell, 
pe Colo. Fithian, Hoyra BINA, 
oen, Forman, atimer, mpson, 
pote N = Funston, 1 kre 
owers, an, vingston, 
Branch, Gear, Lucas, Sor 
Bretz. Gorman, Maddox, Stal S 
Broderick, Grady, Mallory, Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Grow, Marsh, Stone, C. W. 
Brown, Hager, Strong, 
Bundy, McOreary, Ky. Sweet, 
Bunn, Hall, Mo. McCulloch, Talbert, S.C. 
Burrows, k McDannolå, Tate, 
Caminet Hare, McDearmon, ‘Tawney, 
Cannon, Cal. x Taylor, Ind 
apea; Hatch, McKeighan, Š 
Chickering, Haugen, McLaurin, Thomas, 
Clark, Mo. Heard, MeNagny. Turpin, 
Cobb, Ala Henderson, III. McRae, ee 
krell, derson, L Milliken, 9 ae gi 
Coffeen, Henderson, N.C. Money, anger, 
nn, Hermann, Montgomery, we 
Cooper, Wis. Hines, Morgan, „Ala. 
Hits, Moses, Wheeler, III. 
Cousins, Holman, Murray, illiams, 
x, Hooker, Miss, Neill, Wilson, Ohio 
Crawford, Hopkins, Pa. en, ise. 
Curtis, Kans, Houk, Paynter, Woodard, 
vis, Hudson, ‘oomer, 
De Armond, Hulick. Pence, Wright, Pa. 
NATS—89. 
Adams, Ky. Campbell, Dunn, 
Aldrich, ý lish, N. J. Hendrix, 
Baker, N. H. Clarke, Ala. an, Johnson, N. Dak, 
Bald Cobb, Mo. Everett, Lapham, X 
Bartholdt, Cogswell, Fletcher, A 
Bartle’ Com Funk. Loud. 
B ý Cooper, Gardner, i 
Bell, Tex. Cooper, L; 
Black, Ga. Covert, Goldzier, A 
Boatner, Crain, Graham, — 
Bryn : Dalzell Haines, Mebitrick, 
um, 
Cal De Forest, Hall, Minn. McGann, 
Cadmus, Draper, Harter, 


Mercer, A perry. Walker, 
Meyer, a 8 er, Warner, 
O'Neil, Mass. Reyburn, Stephenson, W: ton, 
Page. Ritchie, Stone, W. A. Weadock, 
Paschal, Russell, Conn. Storer. Wolverton, 
Patterson, Russell, Ga. y: Wright, Mass. 
Pendleton, Tex. Ryan, Tracey, 
tt. Shaw. Turner, Ga. 
Somers, Wadsworth, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT” —1. 
4 
Jones. 
NOT VOTING—I14, 
Adams, Pa. Davey, ton, Robertson, La. 
Apsley, Dingley, Lefever, Robinson, Pa. 
Avery, Donovan, Lisle, Rusk, 
Babcock, Dunphy, Lockwood, Schermerhorn, 
Bailey, Durborow, Mahon, Scranton, 
Barnes, Edmunds, Marshall. Settle, 
Beiden, Ellis, Ky. Ma Sherm: 
Beltzhoover, Ellis, Oregon McCall ickles, 
a Fielder, McCleary, Minn. Sipe, 
Bing! Geary, McDowell, Stevens, 
Black, III. Gillet, N. Y. Meiklejohn, Stone, Ky. 
Blair. Gillett, Mass. Meredith, trait, 
Bland, Goodnight, Moon, Straus, 
Boutelle, Gresham, Morse, Swanson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Grosvenor, Mutchler, Talbott, Mà 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, . Newlands, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Harmer, Northway, Tucker, 
Bryan, Hayes, tes, Turner, Va. 
Burnes Heiner, O'Neil, Mo. Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cannon, III. Hepburn, Outhwaite, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Caruth, Hicks, Payne, Wells, 
Catchings, Hooker, N. Y. Phillips, Wever, 
Causey, Hopkins, Post, 3 
Chiläs, Hutcheson, Powers, Whiting, 
Coc Izlar, Randall, Williams, III. 
Cooper, ina. Johnson, Ohio Ray, Wilson, Wash. 
Culberson, Kiefer, Rayner, Wilson, W. Va. 
Curtis, N. Y. y, 
Daniels, Lawson, Richards, Ohio 
So the bill was passed. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. MEREDITH on the anti- 

tion bill. Mr. TALBOTT, if present, would vote against the 

I. and Mr. MEREDITH for it. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentle- 
manfrom Ohio[Mr. GROSVENOR]. If he were present he would 
vote for the bill, and I should vote against it. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, on the final passage of the bill 
Lam paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mo- 
DƏWELL]. If he were present, I should vote ‘ aye.” 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire the RECORD to show 
thaton this bill I am paired with the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Ray]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘aye,” and 
he would vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Moon, is 
absent on account of sickness in his family, and I ask that he be 
excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that the 

ntleman from Wisconsin, Mr. BARNES, is necessarily absent; 
fr resent he would vote ‘‘no.” 

r. TYLER. I desire to state, Mr. Speaker, that my col 
league, Mr. TURNER, is absent on account of sickness. 
he result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the title of the 
bill stand as reported to the House, and on that I demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. REED. That seems to be unnecessary under the present 
rules. 

Mr. HATCH. It is a proper parliamentary motion, Mr. 
Speaker. r 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: Does the gentleman move to 
amend the title of the bill? 

—.— HATCH. I do not. I move that the title stand as re- 

rted. 

Pethe SPEAKER pro tempore. Asa matter of course that re- 
quite no motion, because the e of the bill adopts the ti- 
But a motion to amend the title is in order. 

Mr.HATCH. That is the very reason why I make my mo- 
tion. My motion is a parliamentary one and is in order, and it 
is intended to prevent a motion to amend the title. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was at first inclined 
to think that the only motion that would be in order after the 

ge of the bill would be to amend the title, but on further 
reflection the Chair believes the motion of the gentleman from 
uri is in order. 


Mr. BURROWS. I call the attention of the Chair to page 
553 of the Digest, where I find this: 


Unless a separate vote is finally called for, however, the preamble and 
title as reported to the House aré considered adopted on the passage of thé 


bill or resolution. . 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the title o 
ms 1 reported from the Committee of the Whole will stan 

0 $ 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
ing general appropriation bills. 
The motion was agreed to; the House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. BYNUM in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole 


for the consideration of appropriation bills. The Clerk will re- 
port the title of the first bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10477) making riations t ly defici in the ap- 
3 tor the fiscal 5 ing 1 — 30. 18 Sea for sopas at son 
‘or other purposes. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] whether he desires to have the bill read 
the first time, and also whether he desires general debate. 
will say to him that if, during the progress of the bill, he de- 
sires more time than can be had under the five-minute rule, we 
can readily arrange so as to give him sufficient time for discus- 
sion. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. So far as I am personally concerned 
Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to call for the first reading of 
the bill, nor have [, 8 any desire to consume time at 
present in general debate. It is possible that as we progress in 
the consideration of the bill we may reach a point where gen- 
eral debate will be desirable. Ifso, I am inclined to think that 
the committee will grant it on the recommendation of the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman that whenever 
he may think it necessary to have general debate, I shall be 
more than willing to agree to it. 

Mr. REED. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois, in the 
interest of dur side, Whether it would not be well to have the bill 
read, or else to have a general explanation of it by the gentle- 
man from Texas. 2 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I take it for granted that the gen- 
tleman will explain the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, yes; I will explain it. Lask consent, Mr. 
Chairman, that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with, 
and that general debate be closed. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. I object. y 

Mr. SAYERS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the reading 
of the bill be proceeded with. 

The Clerk be to read the bill. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I did not un- 
derstand that debate was to be allowed. Understanding now 
that it is, I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey 
withdraw his objection? 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. I have withdrawn it, under 
the pledge of the chairmanof the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the committee 
that this bill carries $4,890,593.78. Leaving out the appropma: 
tions for pensions in previous years, it carries about the same 
amount of deficiencies that was carried in the bill passed at the 
firstsession of the Fifty-first Congress, and also about the amount 
carried in the deficiency bill of the first session of the Fifty-sec- 
ond Congress, except that fhe number and amount o fins, Soper 
of the Court of Claims is considerably larger, as are also the ap- 
propriations for the support of the judicial department. 

On account of the troubles which have occurred in the West- 
ern and Northwestern States where railroads have been seized 
and United States marshals have been compelled to interfere 
and restore possession of the trains, the appropriation for the 
Department of Justice has been greater than for previous years. 
We have in the bill appropriations for the State Department: 
and I might say here that such 5 have been re- 
quired under every Administration for the State Department in 
order to enable that Department to settle its accounts with con- 
suls whose terms haye expired. We also have 5 
for the Navy Department, the object of which is enable the 
different bureaus to settle one with another and with the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury without additional expendi- 
ture. In other words, the bulk of the appropriations which the 
bill carries for the State and Navy Departments involve no ex- 
penditure, and they have been made only for the purpose of - 
settling accounts in the Treasury Department. 
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There is a large appropriation in the bill to pay a judgment 
of the Supreme Court of the United States rendered in favor 
of the old settlers, and amounting to near a million of dollars. 
In accordance with the recommendation of the Department of 
Justice, the committee has unanimously decided not to make 
any appropriation for the payment of judgments for Indian dep- 
redations; but instead of such an 3 there is in the 
bill a clause appropriating some $5,000 to enable the Depart- 
ment of Justice to inquire into the judgments already rendered 
against the United States in favor of claimants under this law. 

From information which has been gathered by a Senate com- 
mittee we are led to believe that gross frauds have been com- 
mitted upon the Government in the obtaining of some of these 
judgments; and under the circumstances, and with the state- 
ments and evidence before us, we did not think it prudent to ap- 

ropriate to pay these judgments, amounting to about $450,000; 
hat as I have said, we haye recommended an . of 
$6,000 to enable the Attorney-General to inquire into these judg- 
ments, and report his findings at the next session of this Con- 

ress. 
p I will say again that this bill contains those ordinary and 
usual ap 9 which appear in all deficiency bills under 
every Administration and in every Congress. They are neither 
less nor greater upon the average than the deficiencies which 
have been reported to and provided for by previous Congresses, 
ropes. and excepting only the increases which I have men- 

oned. 

Mr. REED. I presume there is nothing in this bill which 
shows the malign influence of the Fifty-first Congress. [Laugh- 


ter.] 
Mr. SAYERS. Not at all, although there are appropriations 
for deficiencies that have accrued during the present and prior 


ears. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to suggest that if this bill is in 


the usual form and has been agreed to by the Appropriations | 


Committee, we might, be ee consent, report it back to 
the House and pass it this evening, and then have an adjourn- 


ment until Monday next. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I object. 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I do not think that would be 
roper. 


r. SAYERS. With the explanation I have made, as the 
hour of 5 o'clock is now at hand, I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. x 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BYNUM reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7477) making appro- 
riations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness in his family. 

To Mr. TURNER of Virginia, indefinitely, on account of siek- 


ness. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that we 
now take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

There was no objection. ; 

The House accordingly (at 40°clock and 58 minutes p. m.) took 
a recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock 
p. m., and was called to order by Mr. BAILEY, Speaker pro 
tempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session under 
an order which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The House shall, on each Friday, at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 8 
o'clock, which evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of pri- 

* vate bills reported from the Committee on Pensions, and the Committee on 

Invalid Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and bills 
removing charges of „ said eve session not to extend be- 
yond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. (Rule XXVI, paragraph 3.) 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
ing bills on the Private Calendar, pending which motion I ask 
unanimous consent that all bills considered this evening shall be 
considered under the five-minute rule only as to debate. 

Mr. LANE. I object to that. 


— 


The question being taken on the motion that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of con- 
sidering bills on the Private Calendar there were, on a division 
(called for by Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina)—ayes 31, noes 0. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, I simply want to call at- 
tion to one fact. I notice that all the ‘‘ objectors” are here, and 
ee few of the ‘friends of the soldier.” 

r. PICKLER. Regular order! $ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] is agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itselfinto Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to make 
a statement pror to submitting a proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, at a meeting of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to-day, at which there was 
more than a quorum present, I was directed by the unanimous 
voice of the committee to ask as to all the bills which may be 
considered to-night, reported by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, they may be called up in the order in which they stand on 
the Calendar, the suggestion coming from myself as to which 
bill shall first be taken up. 

Mr.STALLINGS. Letmeunderstand the gentleman’s propo- 
sition. You do not mean to cutout bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not at all. 

Peso CARAN Will the gentleman again state his propo- 
sition? r 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that so 
far as the consideration of bills favorably reported by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions isconcerned, that they may be taken 
upin the order as they appear on the Calendar, and such bills as 
I may choose to ask consideration of shall be considered, and the 
others may be passed over without prejudice. Ido this by direc- 
tion of the unanimous yote of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, That will not disturb the Calendar as to 
the consideration of other bills in order under this rule. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not at all. 

Mr. HULL. This applies only to pension bills? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Those which the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions may designate. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. i only applies to the bills reported 
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions as we reach them. 

Mr. HULL. And if bills are reached on the list from the 
other committees, for instance the Military Committee, they 
are not interfered with? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not at all. 

Mr. LACEY. I wish to suggest to my colleague on the com- 
mittee that I think his construction of the order is not exactly 
as understood by the balance of the committee. The effect of 
the order, as I understand it, was that those bills when reached 
on the Calendar could be laid over at the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman without prejudice. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is substantially the sugges- 
tion I made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. MARSH. This is allowing one man to determine what 
the committee shall consider, if I understand it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not at all; only at the suggestion 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to indicate those bills 
that should be considered at this session to-night. I will state 
that this arrangement was adopted at the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. 

Mr. MARSH. Iwould ask what is the purpose of the arrange- 
ment? 

Mr. BRETZ. To avoid the scenes that we have had hereto- 
fore at evening sessions. 

Mr. MARSH. Is it the purpose of this suggestion to allow 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to select 
those bills only that members of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions are interested in particularly? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not at all. It applies to all bills 
reported from the committee. 2 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. S 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill upon 
the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bil (H. R. 3693) for the relief of Louisa B. Hull. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I suggest that under the order just 
adopted this bill be laid aside without prejudice. Z 
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The CHAIRMAN, This bill, under the order, will be passed 
over; and the Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

8 56 pension to Cornelia de Peyster B widow of 

— 1 Me — late colonel of the United States aca A 

Mr. STALLINGS. I ask that the bill be passed over under 
the order. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the title of the 
next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 811) for the relief of Harriett Woodbury. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Let that be passed over under the 


order. 
MARGARET A. WOODS. 


ears CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the next 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6050) to pension ret A. Woods, widow of William W. 
Woods, late ot Company E, Sixteenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be tt enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the 3 the Interior be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on Pension rolls, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, name of Margaret 
A. Woods, widow of William W. Woods, late a member of Company E, Six- 
teenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and allow her a pension of $12 per month. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Task that the report in that case be 
read, and I invite the careful attention of the committee to the 
reading. 

The report, by Mr. MCDANNOLD, was read as follows: 

eee eee ee (H. R. 6030) to 
pension Margaret ‘oods, submi ollowing re 5 

Taa gna ag ‘was the wife, and believes herself to be The widow, of Wil- 
liam W. Woods, who served in Co E, Sixteenth s Infantry, from 

td Was married to the soldier July 

the Pension Bureau for the reason that 

she is unable to prove positively that the soldier is dead. She is 71 years of 

an % 

0 N her testimony on file in the Pension Bureau, states that 
soldier came to Ripley, Ill., about a year before she married 

stranger, and she never his that he came home from the Army 

1864, and left June 28, never seen him 

friendly te: 


of Ripley III. 
the same effect, and says at the soldier told him he had been a sail 


to his business. Amant h 
es him to be dead. 
testifies that — age was given 


erty of the 
Ta view of these facts, the absence of t years, his failure to file a 
for m, and the fact of his ad e, the conviction that the 
soldier is dead seems inevitable, and your committee therefore recommend 
that the bill do pass after being amended as follows: 
Strike out the words ion laws” in line 5, and insert in lien thereof 
the words “act approved June 27, 1890." 
Strike out all the word “infantry” in line 8. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee. 

The amendments were adopted. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit 
to the consideration of the committee anotheramendment, which 
I think should have been adopted, and which has been adopted 
jn similar cases, I move toadd to the amendments, “ Provided, 
That in the event the soldier is found to be alive the pension 
herein granted shall cease.” ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with-the recommendation that it do pass. 


EARNEST C. EMERSON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 307) granting a 
pension to Earnest C. Emerson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


in Co n Rhode Island Cavalry, at the rate of 
payavleto his legally constituted guardian. 
Mr. STALLINGS. Let us have the report in that case. 
The report (by Mr. McETTRIcK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S.307) grant- 
a pension to Earnest C. Emerson, and submit the S 
similar bill passed the Senate and was reported by the House 


committee in the Fifty-second Congress. This bill passed the Senate March 
5, 1894, and the facts bear on the case are as follows: ? 

Orrin in — H, First Rhode Island Cavalry, 
from September 6, 1862, to June 6, and died September 25, 1875, having 
pension. His widow died August 3, 1889, having never 


the ai the soldier and is now & years of 
less im’ as shown by the testimony of phy- 
‘These factS appear from the papers on file in the Pension Bureau. 
on the ground that he could not 
because over 16 years of age at 
—— ot 3 soldiers 's death was in 
military service. The gene hte on a maiden 
son who has been appointed his guardian, who is little abe to care for 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill after being amended 
as follows: 
“Strike out the words ‘at the rate of twelve dollars per month, In line 


7, and insert in lieu thereof the words, ‘subject to the limitations and pro- 
visions ðf the act of June 27, 1890.’ ** 


ives amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


The bill as amended was laid uside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


EDWARD J. BUTLER. 


The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2726) to remove the charge of desertion standing against the 
name of Edward J. Butler. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. $ 

Mr. HULL, Unless there is some gentleman here in charge 
of that bill who desires it to be considered, I ask that it be laid 
aside without prejudice. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I should like to have the bill 
considered. I think it will commend itself to the approval of 
every gentleman here. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I hope that bill will be 
laid aside, and not considered this evening. 7 

Mr. PICKLER. If L understand the proceedings had, when 
these bills are passed over, the Calendar will be gone through 
with before these bills can again come before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Oh, no; the order which was adopted re- 
lates only to this evening’s session. The bills will re their 
places on the Calendar, and will come up for consideration at 
the next Friday evening session. 

Mr. HULL. I see that the gentleman who made the report 
[Mr. Bowzns of California] is present, and I will withdraw my 

uest that the bill be d over. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I hope such a bill as this 
will not be brought forward to-night. My understanding was 
that we were to consider meritorious bills; that bills removing 
charges of desertion, and bills to n widows who had mar- 
ried the second time, and such were to be laid aside and 
not considered to-night. Let us pass some bills that are meri- 
torious, and agana which there will be no objection. That is 
my idea. Itold some gentlemen this afternoon that I would 
have no objection to that. I hope these desertion bills will not 
be brought up. There will certainly be objection to them. My 
understanding was that bills that would block business were to 
be passed over. 

. WAUGH. The order adopted to-night applies simply to 
bills reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. is 
a bill from the Committee on Military Affairs, and it is no vio- 
lation of the ary made this evening. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I have noobjection to the 
bill being read, but I have stated my understanding of the mat- 


ter. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I think if the gentleman will 
give attention to the reading of the report, he will have no ob- 
jection to the bill. 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, éte., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the c e of desertion stan against Ed- 
ward J. Butler, late a musician in the teenth Volunteers, and 
issue to him an honorable discharge: Provided, That no pay or emoluments 
shall become due by reason of the passage of this act. 


5 report (by Mr. BOWERS of California) was read as fol- 
WS: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred House bill 2728, 
na the same back and recommend that it do pass. 
ne facts of this case are briefly as follows: Shortly before the beginning 
of the war Edward J. Butler was a homeless the streets of New 
York. About that time a charitable society took charge of him and found 
a home for him in the State of Indiana. F 
ce, 


arran was 
fare from New York, to let him go with the regiment. the colonel re 
to the farmer the fare which he had paid from New Yor ? 

he Sauar was enlisted as a drummer boy and his 
although he was but 11 old. He 
something over a year, = 


mustered out of ving attached the 
officers of the zanso nan; he was toremain with the regiment 
and transferred 6 and entered on the rolls as 
a member thereo: F 


ding 
age given as 13 years, 
the b 
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In the latter of August, 1862, at the nest of Col. Moore, of the 
Soraga er dana Volunteers, who desired a drummer, young Butler was 
oaned to that regiment by an understanding between the colonel of it and 
Lieut. Col, Go; then commanding the Seventeenth Indiana Volunteers, 
and repor! or duty to the Fifty-eighth Regiment and served with them. 
8 made by the commanding officer of the Seventeenth 
Re: end, does notseem to hayebeen 5 in by the captain of Com- 
pany F, with which young Butler was enrolled, and the relations between 
captain and the regimental commander not being of the most cordial 
d, he seems to have taken offense at the action of the colonel transferring 
young Butler, and manifested it by having him entered upon the company 
rolls as a deserter. 

At the time that this entry was made the ay Indiana and the 
Seventeenth were br! ed together and camped side by side, and y: 
Butler was daily ming with his old comrades of the enteenth — 
ment and known by all to be still in the service, although temporarily as- 
8¹ to the Fifty-eighth Regiment. He was a great pet with the men, who 
had come to call Him“ Johnny.“ which was his 6 name, instead of Ed- 
ward, which was his first name, and hence he gradually obtained the name 
ot Johnny Butler, and the name continued as hiso) a tion from 
that time on, and he 8 as he grew up, came to write his name John 
E. Butler instead of Edward J. Butler. 

He remained on duty re; ay and faithfully until some time in October, 
1862, when the Seventeenth Regiment was being paid off at Louisville, and 
his first knowledge that he was not still on the rolls of the company came 
when he presented himself with the com to receive his pay at that time, 
and then first found that his name had been from the rolls. was 
thus left, a etd of only 12 ears ot age, with 8 to go to, and no friends 


ed them in the 
he embraced the first 
when Lieut. Col. Gor- 


Oppo: ty to return to the service, w. 
man, who was in command of the Seventeenth Regiment when he was tem- 
3 transferred to the Fifty-eighth, returned to Indiana and raised the 
undred and twentieth Indiana t. Knowing young Butler. 
Col. Gorman took himinto his new tas a drummer boy, and 
had him duly , and he served fai ‘until honorably discharged 
with his regiment January, 1866, ha been promoted meantime to the 
position of principal musician of the 
These facts are fully substantiated the statement of Col. Wilder. the 
colonel of the Seventeenth Indiana and Col. Moore, of the Fifty- 


possible motive for young 
and no frie: 


Butler to desert, as he nds ex- 


cept the officers and members thereof. 
that they had de hen the regim band was abolished, that a 
fund of $1,000, to buy new instruments for the band 
of the h Regiment, should be set a; for Butler's educa- 
tion, and Lund at this was in the hands of the Meutenant-colonel of 
1 benefit, which, however, was never paid over or 

r his bene 


Ha no particular use for money, he had not drawn his pay, which was 
nlso drawn for him and supervised by the lieutenant-colonel of the 
regiment. He was time he is charged with being a deserter a boy 
be driven from the regiment, 
the onnet opportunity to get 
W. 

ompson in entering him the rolls of his com 

ag a deserter was a cruel and unjust one, and the 
who was faithful in the service who has 
respected citizen, ought to be rectified by th 


6 passage of this bill. 
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. That re 


; 
E 
& 
i 
a5 


states all the facts. 
The remainder of the documents attached to the report are sim- 
ply the affidavits insupport of the statements contained in the 


report. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I move thatthe bill be laid aside, to be 
reported to the House with afavorable recommendation. 

The C AN. Without objection this bill will be laid 
pice; E with a favorable recommendation. [Ap- 

ause. - 
g There was no objection. 

: MARY E. COLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5112) for the relief of Mary E, Cole. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, Lask that that bill be passed over 
under the order which has been adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be passed over under the order. 


JULIA BEWS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bews. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


tiflcate , 48261, by eee} a rate of $ô per 
rate as widow of Alexan 


nently helpless da 
So per month tocon! 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, as stated in the report, were read. 
pais report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana] was read, as follows: 
he Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered th 
intent of which is to increase the pension now paid RA J W by 5 
month on account of a permanently helpless daughter of herself and the 


soldier. 
Alexander Bowe enligeea tn C 
exander Bews enliste: ompany A, Sixteenth New York Vol x 
and served two years. He afterward enlisted in the Eighty-third New York 
Volunteers. He was wounded in action at ttsylvania Court House, Va., 
Mey, 1864 and died from the effect thereof in field hospital May 11. His 
ey. is — mvp at 812 ner month, 
depende: nughter, Margaret Bews, was born Se . 
Dy. B. F. Sherman, a reputable physician of fifty-two years practi Fone testi: 


fies that this daughter has been feeble-minded from infancy, the result of 
8 t said disease from its nature is of a permanent charac- 
ter, render: her both helpless and dependent; that her mother, upon 
whom she relies for support, Mrs. Julia Bews, depends upon her labor for 


her own and her dependent daughter's — 
The ions of the act ot June 27, 1890, are such that if this fg ton | 


had been under aars of age at the date of the of said act, 
of 2 years, an additional pension of g2 month would have been continued 
to her mother, the widow, during the life of said daughter. 


ae committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended as 
WS: ~ 

Strike out the word six“ in line 6 and line 12 and insertin lieu thereof in 
each place the word “two.” 

Strike out all after the word continue in line 12 and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

Jo the widow only so long as said Margaret Bews shall be in whole or 
in part supported by her, and in case of death or remarriage of the widow 
the entire pension of $14 per month shall be continued and paid tosaid Mar- 
garet Bews or her legal guardian.” 

Mr. STALLINGS. I should like to have the chairman of the 
committee make a statement of the facts in that case. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CURTIS], who introduced the b l, is not here. 
This bill was reported favorably in the Fifty-second Congress, 
but there was not time to reach it for consideration, and there- 
fore it failed. It was not defeated. The facts are simply these, 
that the father served one term and was honorably discharged, 
—— e and was wounded in action at Spottsylvania in 

ay $ : 

He died a few days later, in the same month. His widow is 
pensioned at 812 a month. They have a child who, from in- 
fancy has been feeble-minded, as the result of hydrocephalus, 
water on the brain. She has been an infant all these years, al- 
though she is now past 32. Had the widow had minor children 
in good health they would have been pensioned under the act of 
June 27, 1890, until they were 16 years of age; but this child be- 
ing over 16 years of age, can not receive anything under that 


act. 

Mr. STALLINGS. The gentleman means that she was ove 
16 years of age when the law was passed? r 

Mr. MAR of Indiana. Yes. Thecommittee have thought 
that in accordance with precedent it was only right, this child 
being much more of a care than a healthy infant, being acon- 
stant charge on the mother, that a small allowence should be 
made to the mother in the way of an increase of $2 a month. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask the gentleman what is the 
character of the testimony in this case? 

Mr.STALLINGS. Iwould like the gentleman, before he pro- 
ceeds to state what the character of the evidence was, to inform 
me whether this is only $2.a month additional pension for this 


child. 

Mr. MoNAGNY. She would have been entitled to this if the 
child had been under 16 years of age. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Itisonly$2additional. The testi- 
mony in favor of this claim was given by Dr. B. F. Sherman, a 
reputable physician. I want to say to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia that the gentleman from New York[Mr. CURTIS], a mem- 
ber of this House, and also the last, said to the committee that 
this gentleman was a reputable citizen, and his testimony was 
entirely creditable; and it is on the testimony of the physician 
as to her condition that we make the recommendation so far as 
the disease goes. 

Mr. JONES. Was the physician before your committee? 
8 Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir; we simply have his 

avit. 5 

Mr. JONES. Were any other witnesses examined? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. There were no other witnesses ex- 
cept this one; but we had the additional fact that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. CURTIS] stated to us that this gentle- 
man who testified was entirely reputable, and his affidavit was 
as to the character of the disease. 

Mr. BRETZ. Did not he state that he knew the facts? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Ido not remember thathe did. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will 
be agreed to, and the bill as amended will be laid aside witha a 
favorable recommendation. 

There was no objection. 


ALLIE DILL BROUGHTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
953) to grant a pension to Allie Dill Broughton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


authorized and 
visions and limitations of the on laws, the name of Dill Brough- 
ton, invalid and feeble-minded daughter of Wilbur F. Broughton, la. 

corporal of Company I, One hundred and twelfth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 812 per month. 


A gas amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 


Strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert the fallo 3 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au and di- 


afi- 
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to increase the pension of Mary P. Broughton by allowing her a rate 
r month in addition to her present rate as widow of Wilbur F. 
ton, late of Company I, One hundred and twelfth Illinois Infantry, 
crease on account of Alliedell Broughton, the permanently 
helpless daughter of the above-named soldier, and said increase of & per 
month to continue to the widow only so long as said Alliedell Broughton 
hall be in whole or in part supported by her; and in case of the death or re- 
marriage of the widow, the en pension of $14 per month shall be contin- 
ued and paid to said Alliedell Broughton, or herlegal an.” 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the report 


read. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this case is ex- 
actly like the one which has just been passed by the committee. 
I want to offer an amendment to the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, which is simply to change 
the name ‘‘Alliedell,” wherever it occurs, to “Allie Dill.“ It 
should bə two words. The name occurs in lines 8, 11, and 15. I 
will simply state that I know the facts in the case myself; I 
know the witnesses who testified as to the helpless condition of 
this imbecile, and that the facts as stated are true. The soldier 
served in my own regiment, and I am well acquainted with the 
family. 

The amendment to the amendment offered by Mr. HENDER- 
SON of Illinois was agreed to, and the committee amendment as 
amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. E 


MRS, MARY A. MENEFEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 6103) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place Be pa the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
e on laws, the name of Mrs. 


rected 
of 82 


visions and limitations of A. Men- 
efee, widow of Richard Menefee, captain Company E, Eight egiment 
Missouri State Militia Cavalry, in the late war, as well as a private in Com- 


pany K, Extra Battalion Missouri Volunteers, in the war with Mexico. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
Strike out the words “place upon,” in line 4, and substitute in lieu thereof 


the words “restore to;“ add after the word Mexico,“ in line 9, the words 
“and allow her a pension at 88 per month from the date of the passage of 
this act. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to submit any 
remarks upon this case, but if any gentleman wants an explana- 
tion of it 1 would ask that the report of the committee be read, 
as it gives a full statement of the case. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. CLARK of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6103) for 
the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee, have considered the same and respectfully 


t as follows: 
Bapt. Menefee died March 22, 1805, and after the passage of the Mexican 
war service pension act of January 28, y Menefee made application 
widow, and her claim, after due investigation, 
Mce by certificate No. 2562. 
vid i 5 
cation 
And e war of 
the rebellion. 

The proof submitted in this last case developed the fact that prior to her 
marriage to Fonstee the claimant was the wife of one Charles my Brink, 
and pending inquiry into the question as to whether Brink had di 

n divorced from him prior tó her marriage to Menefee her said Mex- 
ican war pension was suspended. 

In his report of his investigation of the case Special Examiner Wiley 
Britton es the following statement: 

“She (the claimant) testifies to her marriage with Menefee on April 23, 1865; 
that her first husband, Charles Henry Brink, went to California before the 
war and she heard he was dead before she married her second husband; 
that she was ed to Brink May 5, 1857, and that about two and a half 

‘ears after the War a mancame to Bolivar (the 

uri), and claimed to be Brink, her first husband; that she saw this 
man and does not think he was Brink; that he drove the stage between Bol- 
ivar and 8 eld part of one summer, and then left, and she has never 
heard of C6; t she was never divorced from him by law, but by 
time, as she thought; that the question of the ey: of her second mar- 
riage came up when she made application for her last husband's arrears of 
pay and was decided in her favor; that her second husband's children by 
first and second wives brought suit against her for possession of the 
home place on the ground of her second marriage being illegal, but that the 
decision of the court was in her favor.“ 
jl examiner adds that the evidence obtained in the investigation 


place of her residence in 


family by her second husband, and that she bears a good reputation as the 
widow of Capt. Menefee, with whom she lived for more than twenty years. 
The recommendation of the special examiner was that the claimant's name 
be continued on the pension roll, but the Bureau dro her name from 
the list of * and has since refused to restore the pension, notwith- 
standing the filing of amass of testimony in full corroboration of her state- 


ments. 

A bill for the relief of this claimant was unanimously reported to the 
a with a Torona e ee by your co. 5 — in 4350 3 
secon mgress, but the of passage because Congress adjourn 
before it could be finally dis of. “ 

After full consideration of all the facts your committee believe that the 
relief prayed for should be granted, and the sage of the bill is therefore 
recommended with the following amendments: 


Strike out the words“ place upon,” in line 4, and substitute in lien thereof 
the words “restore to:“ add after the word Mexico,” in line 9, the words 
eh bagel her a pension at 8$ per month from the date of the passage of 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 


MARY ANN DONOGHUE. - 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Donoghue. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe limitations 
and provisions of the pension laws, the name of ay, Sei Donoghue. widow 
oF E “rad Donoghue, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment United States 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Add after the word “infantry,” in line 7, the words, “and allow h 
pension rated at $ per AART 7 * 


The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.5816) 
granting a pension to Mary Ann Donoghue, have considered the same, and 
Kopa Diy report as follows: 

© claimant is the widow of Timothy Donoghue, who enlisted January 
10, 1849, in Company F, Fourth United States Infantry, and was dischar, 
November 14, 1852, because of disability aris: from abscess of both hips, 
caused by the kick of a horse while in the discharge of his duty. 

At the time of his death, which occurred July 24, 1893, the soldier was re- 
ceiving a ion rated at $17 per month on account of the above-named in- 
jury, and it is shown by the testimony on file at the Pension Bureau that be 
al J eget ia which was the direct result of the injury received in 

e 

Mrs. Donoghue filed a claim July 31, 1893, at the Pension Office, but the 
same was disallowed September 22, 1899, on the ground that the disease from 
which the soldier died was incurred in time of peace, and hence there was 
no provision of law by which she could be allowed a pension. 

6 general ion laws permit the granting of pensions to soldiers who 
incurred their bilities in time of peace prior to March 4, 1861, but make 
no provision for widows whose husbands die of disability o; t under 
such circumstances. If, however, this claimant’s husband had died of dis- 
ease or injuries in the line of duty while serving in the regular 
ny at any timesinve h 4, 1861, she would have been pensionable under 

O law. 

In this case the claimant is shown by record and other evidence to be the 
lawful widow of the soldier. The records ot the War Department show the 
service as above stated, and that the soldier received in line of duty the in- 
jury on account of which he was discharged and for which he was on the 
pension roll at the time of his death, and medical and other evidence shows 
that his death was finally caused by the injury and its direct results. 

Mrs. Donoghue isnow about 63 years . stands iu need of the pension 
prayed for. She married the soldier October 5, 1850. 

Your committee are unanimously of the opinion that the bill is a merito- 
rious one, and its p: is therefore recommended with an amendment 
adding after the word “infantry,” in line 7, the words, and allow her apen- 
sion rated at $8 per month." 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear a statement 
of that case from the chairman of the committee or somebody 
who knows something about the facts. 

Mr. MARTIN ofIndiana. Mr. Chairman, that bill comes from 
the Committee on Pensions, and not from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Mr. JONES. Isee that the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions is present. - 

Mr. MOSES. -The report just read gives a full statement of 
the facts. All that the committee know is that this soldier died 
in the fall of 1893. He had been upon the pension roll, being dis- 
charged on account of being severely wounded while in the line 
of duty. Under the pension laws his widow cannot receive the 
pension that he was receiving at the time of his death, and the 
committee thought that it was a meritorious case. The widow 
is very poor and dependent, and the soldier died from an injury 
e in line of duty. He was accidentally killed. 

Mr. JONES. What amount of pension is recommended in 
this bill? 

Mr. MOSES. Eight dollars per month. 

Mr. JONES. How did the gentleman say he received his 


wound? ; 5 
Mr. MOSES. He was kicked by a horse or a mule—kicked 


by a mule. [Laughter.] 
Mr. JONES. When was he kicked by the mule? 
Mr. MOSES. In 1853. 
Mr. JONES. In 1853? Was hea soldier in the late war? 
Mr. MOSES. He was not. 
Mr. JONES. You say that he enjoyed a pension as long at 
he lived? 


Mr. MOSES. He received a pension up to the time of his 
death; he was totally helpless nearly all of the time and finally 


died. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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JAMES LANE, 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WEADOCK). The Clerk will report 
the title of the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R, 3065) to increase the pension of James Lane. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the ion of James Lane, late a mem- 
ber of Company I, Third Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, in the war of the 
United States with Mexico, from #8 to $30 per month. 


Mr. JONES. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MOSES) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3065) 
granting an increase of pension to James Lane, have conside: the same 
and respectfully report as follows: 

Mr. Lane served as a sergeant in Company I, Third Illinois Volunteers 
in the war with Mexico, and he is now receiving the service pension of 813 
per month allowed by law to the destitute and wholly disabled survivors of 
that war. 

This soldier is now about 80 years old and almost totally blind. He has 
no property, either real or personal, and no income except pension. 

the Facts are shown by the testimony of Dr. H. E. Hale, Leonard Bond, 
and otherneighbors and uaintances of the claimant. 

Your committee believe the bill to be meritorious, and therefore recom- 
mend its passage with an amendment striking out the word “eight,” in line 
7, and substituting in lieu thereof the word “ twelve," and striking out the 
word thirty,“ in the same line, and inserting in Meu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 


The amendments recommended in the last paragraph of the 

report were agreed to. . 

e bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


EDWIN OVERMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill B R. 
6634).to grant a pension to Edwin Overman, an insane child. 
The bil was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bs, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Ed Over- 
man, permanently helpless and insane child of Joseph Overman, deceased, 
Jate a private in mpany K, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment of In- 
diana Volunteers in the war of the rebellion, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the act of f we on the subject of pensions approved June 
27, 1890, which pension shall be paid to the legally constituted guardian of 
Baid beneficiary. 


Mr. JONES. Lask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
6634 9 5 ae Edwin Overman, an insane child, makes the following re- 
2285007 Overman was the father of the beneficiary, and enlisted July 21, 
1863, in Company K, One hundred and eighteenth Indiana Volunteers in the 
war of the rebellion. His service was honorable, and he was discharged 
honorably March 3, 1864. When he was thus discharged he was sick with 
some trouble which finally resulted in his death with lung disease on Feb- 
ruary 19, 1880, near Marion, Ind. 2 

The soldier was married on November 15, 1866, to the mother of this bene- 
ficiary, Elmira, who bore him four children, the youngest of which arrived 
at the age of 16 on November 11, 1889. 

Edwin, the beneficiary, was born May 1, 1868, arrived at the age of 16 on 
May 1, 1884, and has been an idiot since his birth, and is now not only an 
idiot, but perfectly helpless, and requires the constant aid and attendance 
of another gen 

Thomas Overman, father of the soldier, and paternal grandfather of the 
beneficiary, was the lawful guardian of the benefi until he became 21 
years old, is a man 79 years of age, and is supporting the latter. 

The mother of Edwin died on the 12th day of May, 1879, near Marion, Ind. 

Claims for pensions on behalf of the children of the ‘soldier were filed under 
both the general law and the act of June 27, 3 but both were rejected on 
the grounds that said children had all arrived at the age of 16 before the fil- 
ing of such claims and prior to enactment of the latter law. Theclaimant’s 
post-office address is Marion, Ind. 

The beneficiary has no means of support, and is wholly dependent upon 
his grandfather, whose age and means are such as torender such supporta 
burden he is not able to bear. 

Your committee therefore recommend the pasage of the bill, amended, 
9 by adding at the close of the bill the WO “at the rate of $10 per 
month.” 


Mr. CABANISS. Iwill ask the gentleman from Indiana upon 
what evidence that report is based? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, The evidence in this case consisted 
of the affidavits of at least two, and my present impression is 
three or four, neighbors of the guardian of this child. While 1 
do not know them e I know them by reputation to be 
good people, and I believe there is no question whatever as to 
the facts stated in 1 I drew the report myself, after 
having carefully read and examined all of the affidavits. 

The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the 
report was agreed to, 

he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside and reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARY TUTTLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
2 graning 1 penaoa $o Mary Tuttle. 
r. 0 a. r. Chair k 
consent that that bill be d over. pen} a a 
The CHAIRMAN. It will be passed over under the order 
made this evening. 


DRUZILLA J. RIGG. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill 
(H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Macomb, Ill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and here 
thorized and directed to cause to be à to Druzilla J. ot 
III., who is the daughter and only heir of James Depoy (who was secon 
lieutenant in ecient A in the Fifty-fourth t of Ohio Infantry in 
the war of the rebellion, to whom pension certificate numbered 158723 was 
issued, and who died previous to the receipt by him of said certificate), the 
8 due upon said certificate at the time of the death of said James 

poy. 

Mr. JONES. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MCDANNOLD) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4299) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, having considered the same, submit 
the e e 

This is a bill to pay Druzilla J. Rigg. the daughter and sole heir of James 
Depoy, the amount of the pension allowed said soldier by certificate No. 
158723, which he did not receive because he died before the certificate reached 
him. The — allowed by such certificate was $7.50 per month from Feb- 

ary 20, 1863, and 815 per month from October 21, 1878, to December 7, 1878, 
when he died, amoun to about $1,400. 

This bill proposes to pay to Druzilla J. Rigg, his daughter and sole heir, 


is, au- 
m 


the amount of the on which had been allowed him. The evidence 
shows that this daughter had, since she was 12 years old, kept house for her 
father, and was thereby er Nay of proper advantages for education. Dur- 
ing the last six years of life the soldier was dden, and his devoted 
hter was constant attendant. During his prolo: illness all the 
soldier's property had been expended in doctors’ b and other e es 
and at his death the daughter was left without means of support. pen- 
sion had been adjudged due the soldier, and view of the fact that the 
daughter and not the soldier suffered most from the delay in the sarunen 
tion, your committee believes that it is only just that she should receive the 
fe ae had been ascertained to be due, Nothing has been paid as re- 
ursement. z ) 
These facts are cleatly shown by the papers in the Pension Bureau and by 
evidence filed with the committee. 
Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. JONES. I think there ought to besome explanation of 


that bill. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr Chairman, I observe that the 


gentleman from Illinois[Mr. Post] is not present; and while the 
committee felt justified, not only by the facts but by the prece- 
dents, in reporting this bill favorably, I think the gentleman 
from Illinois would prefer to be present when the bill is being 
considered, as he has personal knowledge of the case. I there- 
fore ask that it be passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PAULINE J. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
6361) to Brave a pension to Pauline J. Smith. 
The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto. That the Secretary of the Interior and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pauline J. Smith, 
8 helpless daughter ot Lewis C. Smith, late a private of Company 

, Eighty- fifth ois Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


Mr. JONES. Task that the report be read. 
The report (Mr. MCDANNOLD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 6361) 
to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith, and submit the following report: 
titioner is the daughter of Lewis C. Smith, who served in Com 
G, Eighty-fifth Dlinois Volunteers, from August 16, 1862, to January 15 180 
when he was discharged on account of disease of lungs; he was pension 
ue er epee of disease of lungs, a claim for increase being rejected in 


8 > 

On August 29, 1890, this petitioner filed a claim under act June 27, 1890,which 
was rejected in July, 1892, on the ground that she was over 16 years of age at 
the date of approval of said act. In this application she stated that the sol- 
dier died in October, 1883, but did notstate the cause of death; she also stated 
that the soldier left a widow, who soon after re a 
leftno children under 16 years ee Proof was furnished that Lewis 
Smith and Sarah Dillon were ed June 27, 1846, and that Pauline J. 
Smith was born October 16, 1859. She alleged, also, that for twenty-four 
se ane aa suffered from paralysis of left side, rendering leftarm and leg 

ost useless. 

In evidence filed with Congress it is shown that the petitioner's mother, 
Sarah Smith, died October 10, 1873, and it is clearly shown that the peti- 
tioner is the daughter of the soldier. 

Dr. J. O. Westervelt, af Shelbyville, TIL, testifies that he examined the pe- 
titioner in 1892: z 

“She was then 33 years old; she has 1 7 50 affection, causing paralysis of 
left side, face, arm, and leg. As a result the left leg is about 4 inches shorter 
than the right, and the left arm badly twisted out of shape; sheis incurable, 
and unable to perform manual labor.” 

Dr. W.J. E testifies to the same and adds that her speech is affected, 
mop mental faculties, and that she is not able to do housework or other 
wor 


Two other witnesses testify that she is without means of support and is 
de: ent on relatives. 
‘our committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended as 
follows: Strike out the words pension laws,“ in line 5, and insert in lieu 
thereof the words act of June 27, 1890. Strike out all after the word Vol- 


unteers,” in line 8. 


Mr. LANE. What pension will this child draw? Does the 
law make no difference between a case where the man died in 
the service and a case where he did not die in the service? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Had this soldier's widow survived 
him, and hisdeath resulted from the service, and had this child 
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been under 16, the widow would have drawn $12 a month and $2 
additional on account of the child. There is no pretense, how- 
ever, that the death of the soldier was due to the service, and 
his widow also had died. 

The application was made under the act of June 27, 1890, the 
effect of which would have been, had the widow made the ap- 
plication, to give her 88 per month and $2 a month for a child 
under 16; but the widow being dead and the application being 
made in the first place in the Pension Office and now through 
Congress under the act of June 27, 1890, the effect would be to 
give the child what the mother would have received had she 
been pensioned under that act. That is the reason why the 
committee pro to amend the bill by striking out pension 
laws” and inserting ‘the act of June 27, 1890.” 

Mr. CABANISS. How far back will this pension go? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It will begin with the approval of 
the act by the President; not before. 

Mr. LANE. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether it would make fag Aeon in the amount ct this pen- 
sion whether this soldier died from the effect of his army serv- 
ice or from other causes? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LANE. That is the reason Iscught the floor. I wish to 
state that I personally knew this soldier, and I know this girl. 
I myself 8 testimony here bearing upon the case. I know 
the doctors who gave affidavits that this soldier died from the 
effect of his army service. He was drawing a penson and his 
death was due to his service in the Army. In the report made 
last year on this bill that statement will be found. 

The report can be obtained at the document room. This year 
when I saw the report, I inquired of my colleague [Mr. MCDAN 
NOLD] who bark the case, why the report did not make tha 
statement. He informed me that he had sent to the Pension 
Office and got the papers from there. But the trouble proved 
to be that three or four affidavits filed by me, in addition to the 

pers in the Pension Office, were not put in the case; and there- 

ore my colleague did not see them. 

Now, it would appear under these circumstances that the A og 
sion in this case ought to be $12 a month, justas the bill is 
drawn. Weare 3 this child a wrong b the pension 
at a less amount. She is absolutely helpless; she has to be 
wheeled about; she is incapable of doing an I move, 
therefore, that the amount of the pension be fixed at $12. 

Mr. JONES. May J ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman states, as I understand, that we 
would be doing this applicant an injustice if we gave her a pen- 
sion of only $10. 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. I do not so understand the matter. 5 
the gentleman’s statement as to the cause of this soldier’s death, 
this child would not be entitled under the law to anything at all. 

Mr. LANE. The chairman of the committee . MARTIN] 
tells me that if the death of the soldier was due to his army serv- 
ice she would be entitled to $12 a month. 

Mr. 3 No, ias is ee CH 3 ats 16 
years ofage. On account she is not enti to 5 

Mr. LANE. But it was the intention of the law to cover this 
class of cases; and itis only 5 misconstruction of the law 
at the Pension Office that a case like this is excluded. 

Mr. JONES. But, as I understand, the mother of this appli- 
cant died before the death of the soldier. 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Under these circumstances, even if the soldier 
had been killed in the line of duty, this daughter would not be 
entitled to adime under the general law. That is my under- 
standing; and I would be glad if the chairman of the Commit- 
en on Invalid Pensions would correct me if Ihave misstated the 

W. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Asan invalid daughter under 16 
years of age she would be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. JONES. Of course, if she were under 16 years of age. 
But she is over 16. The gentleman from Illinois . LANE] 
states that it would be doing her an injustice to give her but $10. 
I can not see that she has a right to anything. 

Mr. LANE. I say it would be doing her an injustice to give 
her only $10, if she is entitled to $12. 

Mr. JONES. But she is not entitled under the law to any- 


g. 
Mr. LANE. It was the intention of the law of 1890 to cover 
this class of cases—not merely to include children under 16 years 


of age. 

Mr. JONES. Why, then, is not this case covered? 

Mr. LANE. Because of the construction in the Pension Of- 
fice—Mr. Bussey’s construction—which defeated the intention 


of the law. I was on the committee myself when the bill was 
8 and it was understood that such was the intention of 

o law. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman is too good a lawyer to believe 
that the understanding of the members of his committee would 
have anything to do, or ought to have anything to do, with the 
construction of the law. I suppose the officer who made the 
construction is the person properly authorized to do so; and 
whether his construction be correct or not, it must stand until 
reviewed and reversed. 

Mr. LANE. And we are the proper body to review it. If the 
3 will read the law he will see that the intention of the 

wmakers was as I state. I was on the committee when the 
matter was discussed and the bill reported; and I know the in- 
tention was to cover this class of invalids. 

Mr. JONES. Is there not an appeal from this officer who 
made this decision? 

Mr. LANE. None at all; there is no appeal that I ever 
heard of. 

Mr. JONES. And the law is so plain that anybody would see 
that such was the intent? 

Mr. LANE. I think so; anybody who examines the law. 

Mr. McNAGNY. The fact is, there have been two rulings on 
the question; one one way and one the other. 

Mr. LANE. That is correct. 

Mr. JONES. I think the gentleman had better accept the. 
amendment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. LANE. No; I ask a vote on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MARTIN of Indiana) there were—ayes 32, noes 17. 

the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
adopted, and the bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside, to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

SARAH BECK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 4962) to restore to the pension roll Sarah Beck, widọw. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Iask that that bill be passed over 
under the order. 8 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


THOMAS CORIGAN. 


5 — 1 5 business on the 3 Negus was 7555 bill 
ting an increase on to Thomas Corigan 
The bili was read, as follows: p 


Be it enacted, ete., APP 


(H. 


passage 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following 
amendment: 

t in line 7 the word “seventy-two,” 155 ee 

1 rā ty-two,” and insert fifty; “ so that it 

Mr. STALLINGS. I ask for the reading of the report in that 
case, the majority and the minority. 

The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 5260) to 
increase the pension of Thomas Corigan from §30 to $72 per month, and sub- 
— ee nee s a n is 

omas Corigan was a co , Eigh Tilino: 
5 1862. and was on January 24, 1864. 
At the battle of Chic uga, S ber 20, 1863, he was wounded 


medical evidence shows that the wound in the Reck produces distinct 
crepitus on movement of the neck. The epileptic fits have gradually in- 
d uires constant aid and 


on. 

Sieg art ctr aaaeeeaa a 
the cause of o WO eni mon under 

meee Prin rt to criticise tho action of the Pension 


this 
— ta have A Diasa the other way under the evidence and ex- 
tion of the medical boar 


Your committee think that the soldier should be 
doubt to the extent of being to the second 
committee is adverse to re bills changing 
——— . Demn Ton food by such — —— 8 

o g 
—— 8 that the soldier 's condition is due to his wound, we 


much e 
are relax the rule. 
recommend that the, —— be amended by striking out 
né we would probably haye 
grade would re- 


The 


* 


` 


1894. 


the wants of the and n as the 
twas an ex $ soldier, hig by Gen. F. T. Sher- 
d his severe Wounds received in the battle of Chickamauga are 
shown. 
er of Col. Sherman is as follows: Í 
sd UARTERS FIRST BRIGADE, 
“SECOND DIVISION, FOURTH ARMY CORPS, 
s Camp near Blaine Cross Roads, Hast Tennessee, January 10, 1964. 


isye 
clai 

man, 
clear! 


The 


gan, an enlisted man of the Eighty- 
and of oars >, 
0 


mauga on the 20th of September, 1863. 18 
“ Colonel Kighty-eighth Infantry, Illinois Volunteers.” 


Your committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended 
by striking out the word seventy-two,“ in line 7, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “fifty.” 


The views of the minority (by Mr. MCDANNOLD) were read, as 
follows: 


Pensions have considered the 
of Thomas Corigan, and submit the 


ever since 8 and 
ti ed 
Application, nied Septem 


ales from 


a ca 

there 
deafness had resulted from that wound, and states that the ball was removed 
in the fleld hospital; in April. he alleged resulting impairment of vision 
and of hearing; in September, 1 he refers to “buckshot wound in back 
of neck; in x he alleged affection of sight and hearing and 
epilepsy as a result of said wound. 


September, 1892, n Bureau ted the fact that he had re- 
this wound 


the Pensio: accepi 
ceived this in the neck, but rejected the claim for additional pension 
on the ground that he had suffered no ratable disability from it at any time 
since the war, and none of the alleged results were accepted as uences of 
claim, and Sarnen b. „ 2 — appeal J 3, 1808. 
the and was y ry Bussey on anuary 

In his deposition before the special examiner in June, 1892, the 
see took the Dulot OUE puns sticking plaster over the wound and it re- 

o o a 8 over the wo re- 
mained until it fell off. 

“The first time I felt any serious disability from the wound of my neck 
was about fourteen years ago (1878). I was flagging at a railroad 
cr * Ifelt a cloud come over me and 
rer own a in the track. * It was a hot 
t 


poin 
Pat, if the shot had quar’ f: 
any more pot „ I as not bothered with wound of neck 
in 1873. but I knew I had been shotin the neck. In 1875 I was not suffering 
with the wound in my neck much.” 
corroborates his statement as to the first con- 


b aA ORL OMDAR ofthe Pension Bureau tember 6, 


1873, reports: “Flesh wound of the neck, not rated; Septem 7, 1875, 
“slight flesh wound on the back of neck, not rated; September 4, 1877, 
“slight wound of neck, not rated;” June 22, 1892, wound on posterior sur- 
of neck, size of a nickel, white in color, nonadherent, nondragging, 
the vertebra do not- seemito have been injured, but there 
beneath the integument.” 


His Rosetta 
vulsion or fit about four’ 
An examination by 


the facts stated it seems a. clear that the pensioner's pres- 
ent condition as to sear ia not chargeable tothe anans wound of the neck, 
but rather ted in 1878 in the manner described by himself and wife. 
Moreover, Weis inreeeipt of a Il a day and the question involyed 
is purely one for the determina of the Pension Office, and the committee 
has repeatedly refused to interfere in the individual adjudications of the 
Pension Bureau in matters clearly within their jurisdiction and p: 


resentin: 
no technical hardship. . this bill is — — violation of the — 
ciple enunciated in se adverse 2 on bi of this character, and 
the minority do earnestly recommend that the bill do lie on the table. 
JOHN J. MCDANNOLD. 
M. R. BALDWIN. 
C. J. ERDMAN. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit to the com- 
mittee a word or two in regard to this case, because I am very 
well acquainted with the pensioner. This is an old Irishman, 
living in my town, and has been there, I think, for at least 
twelve years past. The minority of the committee might have 
3 in their re the statement that in the examination 
of 1867 by the medical board, immediately after the war, they 
reported that the rotary motion of the claimant’s head was de- 
stroyed, by reason of the wound in the neck, and that he is un- 
able to raise his arm above his shoulder. That was the report 
of the examining board which made the first examination. 

He was examined at various times at Des Moines by the boards 
there during the last five or six years—boards whieh have been 
composed of different parties—and in each report it will be 
found that the facts asset forth in the the committee 
are embodied, that the effect of the in the spine was the 
cause of the attacks of epilepsy with which he was suffering. 
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Not only e e he has been examined by almost every phy- 
sician in Des Moines; and they, without exception, have found 
that the wound in the neck was the final cause of the disease 
from which he is suffering. 

He is entirely helpless. He gets a pension now of 830 a month 
because of the entire destruction of one of hishands. He is un- 
able todo any work or to perform any manual labor whatever 
and requires a most of the time. If he goes out on the 
street and falls down, as is frequently the case, hé has got to be 
picked up by a passer-by before he can go ahead, being practi- 
cally helpless. But, in my opinion, I confess I do notsee howa 
member of the committee could have pee against the claim. 
I believe that the Pension Office and Gen. Bussey made a mis- 
take in regard to this matter; for I think it will be admitted by 
all that the reputable physicians of Des Moines who examined 
him and the examining boards who have investigated this case 
are better qualified to judge of the condition of this pensioner 
es some men who are sitting in their offices here in Wash- 

gton. 

I hope the amendment submitted by the committee will be 
acopted for $50 a month, which will provide support for the old 
man and his family, and that the as amended will be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to- 
night to raise any disturbance over any of these cases, and 
thereby prevent the ge of meritorious bills. I am very 
desirous, in other words, that we may get through with all cases 
that cay to be passed. But I do not feel that, in view of the 
record in this case and the re of the minority of the com- 
mittee, signed as it is by two ral soldiers of the late war, 
this case ought to be passed to-night. 

The facts, as I understand them from a brief and hasty exam- 
ination of the report, are that this man is now dra apen- 
sion of $30 a month for disability on account of a wound in the 
hand. The bill, as originally presented, asked for an increase 
of this A aca to 872 amonth, which is the amount allowed for 
total bility. Now, at the time he made the first applica- 
tion, and when he was allowed $30 a month for the gunshot 
wound in the hand, it appears from the record that he did not 
say & word about ha been wounded in the neck. There was 
no pretense whatever of it; and there is no evidence to show that 
he ever suffered from that wound at all, or in fact that he was 
wounded at Chickamauga inhisneck. I repeat there is no evi- 
dence of it, 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman is mistaken. There is absolute 
evidence as to the wound in the neck; but he did not claim any- 
thing in the application for pension on that account. The evi- 
dence, however, is conclusive. 

Mr. STALLINGS. The minority report does not bear out the 

inion e by the gentleman from Iowa as to the state- 
ment I have made. Now, this man is slready getting $30 a 
month. 


Mr. HULL. I know the gentleman does not want to misrep- 
resent. The examiner's report, if you will go through 
the papers, shows that there is no controversy as to the wound 
in the neck. Gen. Bussey, in his decision refusing to grant $72 
a month, says there is no controversy as to the wound in the 
neck. It is only a question as to the result of that wound. 
Whether the report embodies it or that is the truth. 

Mr.STALLINGS. In 1892 the Pension Bureau accepted the 
fact that he had received the wound in the neck. They accept 
that as a fact, not as haying been proven by anybody; but they 
rejected the claim for additional pension on the ground that he 
had suffered no ratable disability from it at any time since the 
war, and none of the alleged results were accepted as sequences 
of such wound. Now, you see when they come to examine into 
this case in the Pension Office, they do not give him any rating 
at all on account of this wound in the neck, showing that the 
examiners did not believe that he had received the wound in 
theline of duty or was not disabled by the wound. Then they 


say 


In his deposition before the special examiner in June, 1892, the Page trae 
stated that he received the wound of neck at Chickamauga; that doctor 
who took the bullet out put a sticking plaster over the wound and it re- 
mained until it fell off. 


Now, he asks this House to-night, when he is already drawing 
the bounty of the Government to the amount of $30 a month— 
which is a good living—he asks this House for a wound that 
simply had a piece of sticking plaster put on it, to give him $20 
more per month; in other ao 5 to give him $50, taking both 
Sasia p into consideration. Ido not believe that ought to be 
allowed. 

It is exorbitant, and there is no reason for it, nor evidence to 
support the claim. We must bear in mind the fact that this 
money from which pensions are to be paid comes out of the tax- 
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yers of the country, and you will not find, in any one district 
the United States, more than 2,000 people who draw pensions, 


and you will find in the same district 40,000 who pay taxes, who 
do not draw pensions at all, and we ought to be fair to the 40,000 
at least as far as we are to the 2,000. 

Mr. HULL. The 40,000 in my district are anxious for this to 


be K big ire j: 

r. STALLINGS. There are 440,090 in other districtsin the 
country who are anxious that just such bills shall not be passed 
and they taxed to pay it, and Ido not think it is right to pass 
this claim withoutevidenceona puresentiment. Iask thechair- 
man of the committee to withdraw this bill. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; let us have a vote on it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Iask that it be laid aside under the rule. 

Mr. HULL. I object to that. We may just as well vote on 
it now as at any time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Unless the gentleman makes some motion, 
ue question is on the amendment recommended by the com- 

ttee. 

Mr. BRETZ. What is the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “seventy-two” and insert “fifty.” 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee will not 
this bill over, but that the bill will be unfavorably reported. 
t seems to me this is one of those bills which ought to be de- 
feated. If any importance can be attached to the testimony in 
this case, it is as clear as noonday that the affliction from which 
this man is suffering was not and is not the result of the wound 
which he says he received in hisneck. This is the language of 
the minority report upon this subject; and the evidence upon 
which that is founded is the man’s own statement, corroborated 
by his wife’s; and I think it is a perfectly fair deduction from 
that statement: 
From the facts stated it seems reasonably clear that the ioner’s pres- 


ent condition as to e opr is not chargeable to the slight wound of the 
peeks but rather o ated in 1878 in the manner described by himself and 
e. 


Now he says that in 1878 he was nagging at a railroad cross- 
ing in Chicago, and thathe felt a cloud come over him, and he 
fell down on the track, and since that time he has been troubled 
with this e opsy. : 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It may have been a case of sun- 


stroke. 

Mr. JONES. Something of thatsort. He says the weather 
was extremely hot, like the day upon which he gave his testi- 
mony, and probably like this day. Now, from 1864 to 1878 was 
fourteen years, It was that length of time after he received 
this slight wound, soslight thathe did not even mention it when 
he applied for his pension, before he was stricken with epilepsy. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Does not the report say that he had 
a prior attack of the same kind? 

Mr. JONES. He himself says that in 1873, which was nine 

ears after the wound, he did not feel it at all, although he 
kaw he had been wounded in the neck. 

That is his own statement. 

Mr. HULL. And the majority say in their report he had an 
attack on the year before. 

Mr. JONES. I give you what the man himself says. I find 
itin the report of the minority and I accept itas absolutely true. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. You are reading from the minority 


rt. 

. JONES. I am reading the minority report; and the 
minority report gives the statement on which the claimant's 
claim is based, and the reportof the committee does not give it. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion there? 

Mr. JONES. The minority report gives this man’s own state- 
ment, which is corroborated by his wife, and it is the only testi- 
mony bearing on the point. 

Mr. HULL. The examination before the board in 1867 stated 
that the rotary motion of the head was ie bo by the wound 
in the neck, and that he was then unable to raise his arm except 
to acertain height. 

Mr. JONES. But did the examining board state that was the 
result of the wound? On the contrary, they found that the 
wound {was not serious, and if epilepsy, in the opinion of the 
eee Goat had resulted from that wound, a pen- 
sion would have been granted long ago by the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. HULL. No; because he did not set up any claim for pen- 
sion on that account, and the Department never gives a pension 
on what is not set out by the claimant; but it shows that he suf- 
fered from the effects of this wound in 1867. 


Mr. JONES. It appears from the statement made that Gen. 
Bussey sustained the views of this examining board. 

Mr. HULL. That is true. 

Mr. JONES. And that the medical examiners stated that 
there was no evidence to show that this disease resulted from 
this wound. 

15 r. HULL. Gen. Bussey did sustain the rejection of the 
claim. 

Mr. JONES. What claim? 

Mr. HULL. This claim for $72 a month on account of disabil- 
ity from the wound in the neck. He did it on the decision of the 
medical board of the Pension Office. The medical referee states 
that there is no question as to the wound in the neck having 
been received in the battle, but the medical referee held that 
that was not of sufficient severity to cause epilepsy. That was 
the ground on which the claim was rejected. 

Mr. JONES. Was not that a pretty good ground? 

Mr. HULL. But the gentleman says that there is nothing in 
the papers to show what was the severity of the wound in the 
neck, Isimply wanted to call his attention to this report of the 
board which examined him. ] 

Mr. JONES. I have not seen the report of the board. I 
simply know that Gen. Bussey, to whom this case was appealed, 
refused to allow this claim because the evidence did not satisfy 
him, as it had not satisfied the medical examiners. They had 
all the evidence before them, and surely they were more com- 
pee to decide such a question than this House could possi- 


l; $ 

Ur. HULL. Let me ask the gentleman one further question 
right there. All the boards of medical examiners at Des Moines 
for the past ten years have recommended the full amount on 
account of the wound in the neck, where they have examined 
the party himself—this old Irishman—and I can say, too, that I 
am not advocating this from political reasons, because his peace 
as a rule are against me right along. Every physician in Des 
Moines who has examined him, and at least a dozen have testi- 
fied here, have stated that in their opinion this wound in the 
neck caused epilepsy. 

Mr. BRETZ. Then why can not he get a pension in the De- 
partment? 

Mr. HULL. The medical board, through the lapse of time 
and the slightness of the wound on the surface, do not seem 
tothink it of such a serious character as to have caused epilepsy. 

Mr. JONES. Iwill ask the gentleman if the medical board 
here has not had all the evidence before it, that we are now told 
has been taken in the 133 ten years? 

Mr. HULL. They have had the reports of the examining 
boards, and this man has been examined by all the examining 
boards, and there have been several examinations made of him 
by private physicians, but it would seem that if they have them 
they have not accepted their statements. 

Mr. TAYLORof Indiana, Have you made any effort with the 
Department as now constituted to have the case reconsidered. 

Mr. HULL. No; I have not, because it would require a re- 
versal of the decision by the Secretary. 

Mr. TAYLOR of In . Ihave been successful in similar 
cases, and that is why I asked you if you had made any effort 
before the Department as now constituted, because I imagine 
that the gentleman might secure a like decision to that which 
Ihave secured. 

Mr. HULL. I talked to Commissioner Bell about it and he 
said he thought the case was a good one and suggested that I 
try to get Judge Reynolds to reverse Mr. Bussey’s finding, but 
as the bill was here it seemed to me thatif this man could get 
$50 a month it would bs enough to tide him over. Now, when 
gentlemen talk about $30 being ample, I want to say that a large 
proportion of that pension is used up for attendance and medical 
treatment because of his great suffering, so that the amount 
which strikes gentlemen as so large is not in view of the 
expense this old man is put to and the suffering that he endures. 

r. JONES. Iwill say a word prosan as to the amount of 
the pension, but the point I am MAENE ased upon this man’s 
own statements, in the only evidence that I find bearingion this 
subject. Of course I do not question what the gentleman says 
about certain affidavits having been furnished to the Depart- 
ment, but I take this case upon the statements in the record, and 
those are the statements of the man himself, corroborated only 
by his wife. He says that he was not bothered by this wound in- 
his neck in 1873, but he says: 


Iknew I had been shot in the neck. In 1875 I was not suffering with the 
wound in my neck. d 


So that he was not suffer from this wound, or from an, 
disease which resulted from this wound, until after he had h: 


a sunstroke in the street in Chicago, and I take it that the 
medical bureau here, charged with 


the examination of these 
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cases, is far better qualified to decide upon the question of this 


man’s Seger and the cause ofit than this committee here to- 
night can pos bly be. The case has been presented before that 
board and has been passed upon. An Speal has been taken, as 
I understand, to Gen. Bussey, and the finding of the board has 
been sustained. 

I understand from the gentleman that since that time, during 
the past ten yore, a number of affidavits have been sent here, 
a part of which only, the gentleman thinks, have gone before 
the Pension Bureau, but those affidavits have not had sufficient 
effect upon this medical board to change their minds, and it does 
seem to me that this committee, simply upon the meager state- 
ments contained in this report, ought not hastily to say that this 
man’s epilepsy is the result of a wound which was so slight that 
he himself says he scarcely felt it, so slight that he did not men- 
tion it when he put in his application for a pension. It appears 
from his own statement that he did not feel the wound until nine 

ears after the time he says he received it, although he knew 
he had been wounded; in fact he did not feel it at all until after 
the sunstroke. It seems to me from this report that the case is 
perfectly plain. : 

Other gentlemen may draw different inferences from the facts 
and circumstances set forth, but to my mind it is plain that the 
medical board acted wisely in deciding that there was no evi- 
dence before it to justify the belief that the epilepsy was the re- 
sult of this slight wound, on account of which the man had not 
been pensioned at all. 

Now, as to the statement that the $30 a month which he is 
receiving is not sufficient to support him. I know of my own 
knowledge that there are nice boarding houses and hotels with- 
in easy reach of this city where he could board for $20a month, 
and I understand that all these pensioners are entitled to medical 
attendance at the hands of the Government entirely free of 
charge. Therefore, even if we admit that this disease is the 
result of the wound which this man says he received, still this 
is not a case which would justify this committee in giving him 
a pension of $50 a month; because it is apparent to me, perfectly 
80, that this man can live comfortably upon the $30 a month 
which he is now receiving. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. A word by way of explanation of the report. 
In this case there is a conflict of opinion between the doctors, 
and a larger number of medical men havesworn that this injury 
33 the epilepsy than have expressed the contrary opinion. 

ut about certain ince there is no dispute. Thereisno doubt 
that this old soldier’s mind has been affected by epilepsy, and 
that he has made statements both ways—that the ball has been 
taken out and also that itis still in. However that may be, the 
evidence shows that when his neck is moved backwards and for- 
wards a squeaking sound is heard, which is proanoog either by 
the bone where it has been injured by the or else by the 
ball itself being still there. 

‘Mr. JONES. Does not the report show that the ball has been 
taken out? 

Mr. LACEY. It shows both ways. 

Mr. JONES. I call attention to the man’s own statement on 
that point: 

Notso much until thelast eight years. Isaw the shot that was extracted 
frommy neck. I had it a long time. Llost it. 


Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman had listened to the sound of 
my voice instead of his own he would have heard me say just 
now thatthe soldier had testified both ways about that, had 
stated that the ball had been taken out, and at another time 
had said that it had not been taken out. I stated that his mind 
had been affected by his disease and that he had testified both 
ways. The factis, no one knows whsther the ball has really 
been taken out or not. 

We do know that his spine was affected in such a way as to 
produce epilepsy, and that he is perfectly helpless, requiring 
constant attendance of some person to take care of him. If it 
were absolutely clear that this disability was produced by the 
wound he would be entitled to a pension of $72 a month under 
the law; but there being some controversy on that point, the 
committee decided to report in favor of granting $50 a month. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Lunderstand the gentleman to say that 
when this man turns his neck there is heard a creaking or 
crackling sound like broken bones? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, there is a crepitus, resulting either from 
the fractured bone or from the presence of the ball. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And that makes a crackling noise? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. There is no controversy about that. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And the man is stillliving. Now, I notice 
In the report the following: 

An examination by medical officers of the Pension Bureau, tember 6, 


Fallcht deah „Flesh wound of the neck, not rated; September 7, 1875, 
* ht flesh wound on the back of neck, not rated;” September 4, 1877, 


“slight wound of neck, not rated;” 1 “wound 
. of neck, size of a 3 ee en já ee IS 

Now, here are the reports of four or five different examina- 
tions by surgeons appointed by the Government and presumed 
to be experts; and on none of these examinations do these sur- 
geons report this man as entitled to any rating at all on account 
of wound in neck. These examinations were held under various 
Administrations—Democratic and Republican—so that it can 
not be alleged that political bias had anything to do with these 
reports. 

r. LACEY. What the gentleman states shows simply that 
this paralysis had not occurred mp to this time; the cause was 
there, but it had not produced at that time the serious results 
which came later; and the soldier was honest enough not to 
make a claim until he actually became paralyzed. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the 
committee, it was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on laying aside the 
bill as amended, to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Sue quon being taken, there were on a division—ayes 32, 
noes 14, 

Mr. STALLINGS. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask that the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS] withdraw that point and allow the bill 
to be passed over under the order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the point of no quo- 
rum will be withdrawn—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. No, sir; the point is not withdrawn. I 
was willing earlier in the session that the bill be over. 

Mr. WEADOCK. The reason this action could not be taken 
then was that by the terms of the order the power to make the 
request was limited to the chairman of the committee. 

he CHAIRMAN. The order does not apply to a request 
made at this time. It was tothe effect that the chairman should 
have the right to have a bill passed over before its considera- 
tion was entered upon. This bill can notnow be passed over ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. 

r. STALLINGS. I have no objection to the bill going over; 
but I 2 not withdraw the point of no quorum to allow it to be 


passed. 
Mr. HULL. This same question will come up again next 
2 night; and we might as well meet the question right 


ere. 

Mr. STALLINGS. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Alabama Ar. STALLINGS] and the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. LACEY]. 

Mr. HOLL. At the request of some of my colleagues, I will 
not object to the bill being passed over without prejudice, re- 
taining its pae on the Calendar. - 

TheCHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection, the point of no quorum 
will be withdrawn and the bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. The Chair hears 
no objection; and it is so ordered. 


OLIVER O'BRIEN. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 650) to 
remove the charge of desertion standing against Oliver O’Brien. 
Mr. BRETZ. For the purpose of reserving all points in this 
ee Iwish first to raise the question of consideration on this 
ill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has not yet been read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, directed to so amend the record of Oliver O’Brien as to re- 
move the charge of desertion. 

Mr. BRETZ. I make the point further that the committee 
to-night, under the rule, has nq right to consider this bill. Itis 
reported by Mr. MCALEER, who is not amember of the Military 
Committee at all. The bill upon its face shows it was intro- 
duced and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, but 
the report shows that it was made by Mr. MCALEER. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill is not in order under the special 
rule, and the Clerk will report the next bill on the Calendar. 


MARLIN PARKS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
562) for the relief of Marlin Parks. 

Mr. BRETZ. I ask that that bill be passed over. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Why? 

Mr. CAPEHART. That bill is in order. 

Mr. BRETZ. I did not know that the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia who made the report was present, and I withdraw the 
request. > 
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Mr. BOWERS of California. I would like to have the report Mr. BOWERS of California. If the chairman and the com- 


read in that case, although I can explain it in two minutes. 
But the report shows all the facts. 
The Cler to read the a eae 
Mr. BOWERS of California. This billis perhaps subject to 
the point of order, according to the Calendar. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Then I make the point of order 


upon it. Let us get to other business. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. CAPEHART. This bill is undoubtedly in order, Mr. 
Chairman. 


Mr. BOWERS of California, I do not want to take up the 
time of the committee. This is simplya bill for the relief of an 
mt who was summarily discharged under a mistake from the 
service. 

Mr. CAPEHART. It is a bill to remove the charge of deser- 
tion. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Oh, no; it is simply to correct 
a record of dismissal. If it is in order under the rule I want it 
to go through, because it is right and proper and just that it 
should; but if it is not in order, I hope the determine 
the matter so that we can proceed with other business. 

Mr. JONES. I submit that the gentleman who introduced 
the bill ought to know the nature of it. 

Mr, BOWERS of California. It is to issue an honorable dis- 
charge to an officer who was dishonorably dismissed under a 
misapprehension of the facts. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not a bill to remove the charge of 
desertion? 

Mr. CAPEHART. Oh, yes. 

Mr. JONES. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
191 — West Virginia be permitted to state the character of the 
Mr. TAYLOR of. Indiana. Let us have the regular order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this bill can not be con- 
sidered under the rule. 

Mr. JONES. Let the gentleman from West Virginia state 
the facts. There seems to be some misapprehension about this 


case. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Very well. I withdraw the de- 
mand for the regular order. 

Mr. CAPEHART, This man was dismissed on the charge of 
desertion. He was in the battle of Cedar Creek, having up to 
that time had aservice of three years in the Army. In that 
battle his regiment was scattered inall directions, and he failed 
to report onthe next day. He joined another army corps, and 
it was three days before he reached his regiment, when he found 
he was dismissed. _ 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Oh, no; it was only twenty-four 
hours. It is a good bill. The facts are all here. 

Mr. CAPEHART. The gentleman is mistaken, I think, in 
that. I confess I do not understand the point of order that is 
rais 


ed. k 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that under the special order bills removing charges of desertion 
from the Military Committee only are in order. Now, I under- 
stand it to be conceded by the members of the Military Commit- 
tee present that this is not a bill for the removal of the charge 
of desertion. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Oh, no; there was no desertion. 

Mr. CAPEHART. He is seeking an honorable discharge be- 
cause of the fact that he was charged with desertion. I-claim 
that it is in order. 

Mr. BRETZ. Can we have the bill read, reserving the right 
of objection? 

Mr. JONES, Mr. Chairman, unanimous consent was given to 
the gentleman from West Virginia to make a statement, but he 
has been interrupted. I insist that he shall have that right. 

Mr. CAPEHART. The bill provides that the Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to revoke the 
order of dismissal of Marlin Parks, late first lieutenant Company 
B, Eleventh West Virginia Volunteers, and issue to him an 
honorable discharge from the service of the United States. 

Now, why does he want adischarge? Because he was charged 

with desertion and dismissed on that charge. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where does that fact appear? The Chair 
has been looking over the report, hurriedly, it is true, but he has 
= 1 able to find it. The bill does not indicate a charge of 

esertion. 

Mr. CAPEHART. They were summarily dismissed with- 
out charge or trial,” as the report shows, referring to several 
officers. Why? Because they were deserters. They were not 
dismissed for any other cause. 

The CHA AN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from California to state that it was not a charge of desertion. 


mittee will hear me for three minutes I will make it perfectly 
Pies 1e So ð Vb the ques- 


n. 
Mr. CAPEHART. Whatreport has the chairman got? Per- 
haps you have the wrong case. 

. BOWERS of Mr. Chairman, the case is 
simply this: At the fight at Cedar Creek, which,as everyone 
knows, was pretty hot for a while, many of the regiments were 
scattered. The report states that 

At the battle of . j 
vibrant e Fete Gees, mine, g ee regiment, the 
ceived the first attack of the Co: te forces, was driven back and the 
whole co thrown into disorder and became broken and scattered, and 
the regiment did duty during the day with other commands, and the com- 
ARA TA taney Marlin Parks was attached did not reorganize un- 


one Those who did not aj pear 
claim DAE N not receive the notice until it was too late and thein- 
hed. They were summarily dismissed without charge or 


doing his full duty the 5 that he was a brave soldier, always with 
his regiment in all the battles for three years. č 

And he reported to hisregimentthenext morning. Now, this 
is an application for an honorable discharge to be issued to him. 
He was dismissed because, when he was cited to appear and an- 
swer to the charge of being separated from his regiment that 
day, he did not yg ens While all those who appeared there 
were exonorated, he, not getting his notification in time to ap- 
pear before that committee, was dismissed. I wish to say in re- 
gard to the facts, they are testified to by all the officers of his 
regiment and by a good many of the men. The only point is 
whether this bill is in order. I think perhaps it might be, under 
the circumstances. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that from the brief 
examination he has been able to give to the report, although 
there does not seem to be any very direct statement, it seems 
that the charge a ed to involve the question of cowardice, 
not of desertion. There does not seem to be a direct statement, 
but that is the inference from one or two of the phe, 

Mr. CAPEHART. The plain inference is t he was dis- 
missed on the charge of desertion. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. He was dismissed because he 
did not appear when he was cited to appear. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Whena mandeserts he leaves the service. 
5 this ease this man did not do it. This is not a case of deser- 

on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this bill is not in or- 
der, under the special rule. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


MARY B. HULINGS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3354) for the relief of Mrs. Mary B. Hulings. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask that that bill be passed over. 
The CHAIRMAN. It will be passed over, under the order 
adopted this evening. 
HARRIET R. TATE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
6213) to pension Harriet R. Tate. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secre of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on 9 roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisoins of the act approved June 27, 1890, thename of Harriet R. 
Tate, widow of William S. Tate, late a private in Company L, Thirteenth 
Regiment Cavalry. 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, as contained in the report, were read. 

Mr. JONES. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having considered the bill (H. R. 6213) 

to N Harriet R. Tate, report: 
an on of the evidence on file in the Pension Bureau and other 

evidence on file with this committee, we find that said 
ried to one W 
tha! William S, enlisted in Com: teen 
and served therein from December 14, 1 until July 30, 1 when he was 
killed while he was still a member of said military ve Share nines Hay under the 
following circumstances, to wit: Edward Boultinghouse, of Perry County, 
Ind., as he testifies, we 2 4 

“The above-named William S. Tate came to his death as follows, to wit: 
Iwasa sergeant in the soldier’s company. On or about the 30th day of 
July, 1805, we were in camp at Houston, Miss.; the captain of the company, 


\ 


1894. 
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then commanding at Houston, Miss., told the afflant thai 
pales of cotton secreted in a camp 


near Siloam, Miss., and that if he, the 
sergeant, would go and a he would give him half. Said captain told 
amant that he s d men as he th t 


as many 
with him after the cotton, and afflant took said William 


arms. leper Epo ORONI Miss., th 
ment saddle. ant and said William 
whether said citizen hada 8s or use said 

was his protection, and 


commenced fh „two shots effect and striking said William S. Tate 
near the small of the back, from w. 


Said soldier, when he pa 
her 4 minor children, the fruit of said m and at his death such widow 
and children survived him, but he left them no means of support: She, 
nevertheless, as certified by a petition signed by about 50 of her neighbors, 
raised said children to manhood and womanhood by means of doing wash- 
ing. sewing, and such other work as she could find. She has no other means 
5 than manual labor, has no home, is feeble in health, and is quite 


old. 
The aM davit of Andrew J. Earle, of Perry County, Ind., is also on file 
a . with said Wil- 


take the same and bring it to where they were camped. 
that he is also acquainted with said Harriet R. Tate, and that 


remarried 
propery of any kind from which she can make a living.” 

An affidavit by the tof the soldier’s command 6 
that at and prior to J eee FOEN order had been to said 
1 7777... Set git adieu 

This case was examined by a special examiner, who examined m. wit- 
nesses, including the applicant, the captain, and some comrades of the de- 
ceased, he recommended that her claim for pension be allowed, under 
the general law on the und that the soldier, when killed, was obeying 
orders of his officers and therefore in line of a but this view was over- 
ruled by both the Pension Office and by the tant Secretary of the In- 
terior, S. Bussey, on a Another special examination resulted 
ina sim recommendation by another special 3 

These examinations wore madè under an 9 made by the widow 
in 1865 in the Pension Office, under the general law, for a pension, but was 
rejected A: that the Bureau did not feel justified in 
holdin killed in line of oe. 

She then filed a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, for pension, but as 
that act requires that to entitle the widow to relief the hus must not 
only have served for ninety days or more, but must have had an honorable 
discharge from the military service of the United States, the Pension Bu- 
reau was powerless to aid her, and necessarily rejected her claim. 

Your committee feel that this bill should be fa 
soldierwhen killed had honorably served n months: S 
ayiag from pistol shots inflicted upon him ina hostile country by a presum- 
ably hostile citizen thereof. Many widows have been th 
act of June 27, 1890, whose husbands had rendered tary service for a 
much shorter than this soldier had served. Had this soldier been 
discharged honorably and then been killed, no matter under what circum- 
stances, she would be entitled thereunder. 

Your committee likewise feel that the ruling of the Pension Bureau, that 
the soldier was not killed in line of duty, though perhaps technically cor- 
rect, works a hardship upon the widow that Congress can properly relieve 
her from. 

On all the facts, we therefore report the bill faverably and recommend 
that it do pass, amended. however, by striking out of lines 5 and 6 the words 
“Act approved June 27, 1899, and insert in lieu thereof the words general 
pension laws at the rate of #12 per month.” 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendments 
recommended by the committee will be agreed to, and the bill 


as amended will be laid aside, to be reported to the House with 
a favorable reco’ ndation. 
Mr. JONES. Ishould like to hear some one who is familiar 


with the circumstances of this case make a statement about it. 
As T understand this matter, this soldier went out to steal cotton 
and came across a saddle which somebody had, and undertook 
to take it, and he was shot. It also appears that the evidence 
bearing upon the question as to whether or not he was killed in 
the line of duty was all submitted to the Pension Department, 
and Gen. Bussey decided that he was not in the line of duty on 
the evidence submitted. I think this a bill that needs to be ex- 


ained. 
— Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, a few words will, 
I think, probably be sufficient. The bill as drawn, introduced 
by my colleague [Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana], d to put this 
widow on the pension roll under the act of June 27,1890. The 
woman was married to the soldier in 1855. He enlisted in 1853. 
He was killed in June, 1865, and simply because he never had an 
honorable discharge her claim under the pension law of June 27, 
1890, was rejected. If he had received an honorable discharge 
and come home, and had been killed under almost any circum- 
stances that youcan conceive of, she would long since have been 
on the pension roll. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, under all the precedents adopted by this 
House, and without objection as I remember, there is no question 
but what this bill would pass easily, putting her on the pension 


roll at the rate of $8 a month, because the soldier served more 


than nineteen months instead of ninety days, and was killed in 
the service. 
Mr. JONES. Well, my question is this: Suppose this soldier 


had been killed in battle, in line of duty, he would not of course 


` 


bullet that 
n entitled toa 


have had any discharge but that furnished by the 
killed him. Would not his widow then have bas 
pension under the general law? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. She would not have been entitled 
to a pension under the act of June 27, 1890, but she would under 


the general law. She is not entitled under the general law now. 
r.CAPEHART. Why not? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will explain that to you. A 
widow whose husband was killed in the service—in line of duty, 
for instance—in battle, or who dies of adisease years afterwards, 
or of wounds received insthe service, is entitled under the gen- 
eral law to $12 a month; but under the law of June 27, 1890, it 
makes no difference if he was killed, or what the circumstances 
were, she can not be pensioned, because her husband had not 
received an honorable discharge. The Pension Bureau has re- 
fused to hold that the fact thata soldier was killed during the 
time he wasin the service is equivalent to a discharge. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in examining this case I found that this 
widow, who was married in 1855, was left with four small chil- 
dren; that this man was a private soldier, and that he was killed 
while obeying orders. As testified to by the adjutant of the 
epee. there was a general order issued for the retaking of 

property branded U. S.“ The captain of this company, 
as is shown clearly, ordered the sergeant, and the sergeant 
testifies in this case, a few years afterwards, that the captain or- 
dered him to detail men and take them out for the purpose of 
finding some cotton that was alleged to have been: secreted. 
Now, the soldier obeyed the orders. Heobeyed the orders of the 
orgerin sergeant, and the orderly sergeant was obeying the or- 
ders s the captain. The soldier in every particular was obey- 

orders. 

JONES. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MARTIN of ust wait a moment. They pro- 
ceeded under the order of the captain in search of that cotton; 
but before the cotton was ever reached—I do not know whether 
there was any cotton there at all or not—they came across prop- 
erty of the Government which it was the duty of these soldiers 
totake. They came across a man with a horse, and upon the 
saddle was branded “U. S.“ Thesergeant and this soldier went 
to the man and asked him for his protection in having this sad- 
dle, which plainly seemed to be the property of the Govern- 
ment. The man, in place of giving an answer at all indicating 
the character of his possession of the property, said, This is 
my protection.” He drew his revolver, and although not as- 
saulted by this soldier, he shot him and he died there in his 


Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, under the act of June 27, 
1890, there is no question but that this widow should have this 
88; but I felt that it was my duty to bring it, as a member of 
that committee, before Congress and ask whether it is not true, 
as it seemed to me, because this soldier had not broken any law, 
but was obeying orders and without the slightest fault upon his“ 
part lost his life, that his widow, married to him years before 
the war, with four small small children left upon her hands, 
should now, having lived all these years without any pension 
and without a particle of help from the Government, be allowed 
$12 a month in placenof $8? 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman does not mean to say that she 
has four small children dependent upon her now? 

Mr. TAYLOR. of Indiana. Sho had when he died. She has 
raised them all, and raised them creditably. 

Mr. CABANISS. What was the date he was killed? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. June, 1865. 

Mr. CABANISS. Was not the war over at that time? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, practically; but the soldier, 
you know, would have been a deserter had he left the service. 

Mr. CABANISS. Were not men entitled to saddles at that 
time without having them taken away from them violently? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gentleman will recollect this 
fact—that a private soldier must obey the order of his superior 


officer. 

Mr.CABANISS. I understood from the reading of the re- 
port that the order given to that detachment was to seize some 
cotton. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. There were two orders. The order 
that he was proceeding under at that particular time was to go 
with this sergeant in search of cotton; but before that there was 
a general order issued to the whole regiment that wherever 
they found property that seemed from the brand ee it to be 
me property of the United States they should take Ít and bring 

tto camp. 

Mr. STALLINGS. You have stated that this man was obey- 
ing orders. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He was. - 

s ue STALLINGS. Then he must have been in the line of 
uty? $ 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 


Mr. STALLINGS. 

The captain of the com „then 8 at ton, Miss., told 
amant that there were som bales of cotton secreted in a p near Saloam, 
Miss., and that the sergeant told him that if he would go and get them he 
would give him half. 


Now, does not the gentleman know that that was a regular 
stealing expedition? he not know that the Government 
did not have any cotton in Mississippi at that time—in June at 
that? But if it was the Government's cotton, why was this offi- 
cer going to give this other man half of it? If it was the Gov- 
8 he had no right to do that. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That very question was discussed 
in the committee, as to whether it was necessary to state that 
fact in the report, and it was determined, on my own insistence 
that the Committee of the Whole House and the House of Repre- 
sentatives ought to have knowledge of all the facts. Therefore 
that was stated in the report because it seemed to be a fact, 

Mr. STALLINGS. It is a fact. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. But I call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to this point, that this bargain, if there was a bargain, to 

ve half the cotton was not a transaction in which the soldier 

adany participation. It was a bargain, wrong as it may be held 
to be, between the officer commanding the company and the 
orderly ser, eant, and the soldier had nothing to do with it at all. 

Mr. TALBERT of SouthCarolina. Ofcourse itis possible that 
the officer transcended his rights, but certainly the soldier ought 
not to be held accountable for the conduct of his officer. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is the point exactly. 

Mr. JONES. I want to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question, inline with what he has just stated. I do not ask him 
to divulge any committee secrets, but I understood him to say 
a moment ago that the question came up in his committee as to 
whether or not the fact that the officer had directed this dead 
soldier to take possession of the cotton mentioned in the ré- 

rt,and that he should receiveone half of it as hisshare, should 

set forth in the report, and that the gentleman himself in- 
sisted that that was one of the facts that ought to go into the 
* Now, that was a damaging fact. 
. MARTIN of Indiana, No, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is an entirely immaterial fact. 

Mr. JONES. The question was discussed in the committee, 
as I understand, whether that fact should be stated in the re- 
pr because it wasa damaging fact. Now, the gentleman from 

diana does not, I hope, mean to state that there was any ob- 
jection on the part of any member of the committee to that fact 
going into the report, use, if I am to understand it that 
way, I, for one, will certainly look into these reports a little more 
3 than I have done heretofore. I understood the gentle - 
man from Indiana to say that he had to insist that that fact 
should be put in the report. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not want to be understood as 
intimating that any member of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions desires to suppress any fact in any case. But the question 
hereisthis: Wherea private soldier was obeying the order of his 
superior officer, was the fact upon which the gentleman com- 
ments a material fact, so far as the death of the soldier or his 
obedience is concerned. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is an entirely immaterial fact. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is the point, and the only 
question that arose on it in the committee was whether this fact 
was material or not; but I preferred, under all the circumstances, 
to have the whole case, material and immaterial, come before 
this committee and the Horse, in order that members might 
use their own judgment uponit. Of course, a private soldier is 
bound, under pain of punishment, to obey the orders of his su- 
perior officer; and I believe that the question of the alleged bar- 
gain between this soldier’s superior officers is one that does not 
affect the soldier at all. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. One other suggestion. 
The in or arrangement as to the division of the spoils a 
plied only to the cotton. There was nothing of that kind in 
connection with the saddle; so that that case was an entirely dif- 
ferent one. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, it seems to 
me that this is à very material point in this case, instead of be- 
ing immaterial as some gentlemen contend. The question as 
to whether this soldier was in the line of duty at that time de- 
pends upon whether his superior officer was in the line of duty 
at that time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The only excuse for the 
soldier is that he was obeying orders; that he was about busi- 
ness of the United States under the order of his superior officer. 
Clearly it was not the United States business for these men to 
run about searching for cotton to be divided between the ser- 
geant and the captain. 


The report says: 


Mr. PICKLER. Suppose the soldier had not obeyed orders 
would he not have heen subject to court-martial? z j 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, I do not know whether he 
would or not. I venture to say, however, that those particular 
officers would not have undertaken to courtmartial him on that 
occasion, because there would have been danger of the factscom- 
ing out, and they would have been liable to be courtmartialed 
themselyes. Ido not think there is anything in the point made 
that the war was not over, because I know that the war against 
cotton was not over until about a year after the surrender. But 
I do not think this man can be said to have been in the line of 
duty at the time he was killed. 

r. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I differ with some gentl 
men here in regard to the legal proposition involved fi this 
case. No officer, civil or military, has such control over any 
citizen or soldier of this country as to havea right to make him 
commit acrime. Go over to Fort Myer where there ‘are sol- 
diers. If one of those soldiers should kill a man here in Wash- 
ington he could not justify the homicide on the ground that he 
had been authorized, directed, or commanded by his superior 
officer to do the killing. 

Of course not. Here is a man who was ordered to go and steal 
cotton. Now, gentlemen say, We will justify the act of this 
man in going after that cotton because he was ordered to do só 
by his superior officer.” No such justification as that can ever 
be pleaded inlaw. Take the facts as we have them here. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Let me correct the gentleman. 

Mr. STALLINGS. One moment. I want to read from this 
report— 

On or about the 30th day of July we were in camp at Houston, Miss. 


This is the sergeant giving his testimony: 


The captain of the company, then commanding at Houston, Miss., told the 
afMant that there were some bales of cotton secreted in a camp near Silo 
8 8 that if he, the sergeant, would go and get them he would glivs 


Now, sir, what did this sergeant do on that kind of a state- 
ment or order, if you choose to call it such, from the officer? 


Said captain told aMant that he should detail as many men as he thought 
aae d to go with him after the cotton, and afflant took said William S. 
Tate with him. 


Now, here are men who start out to take property that does 
not belong to the Government. The Core ANAR INDA noclaim to 
this property whatever; it was the property of private citizens; 
and if it were taken in that way then or to-day, you would have 
aclaim brought here for the value of the property, and the 
Government would have to pay it. Those men go out and take 
that property in this way with this pretended authority. Gen- 
tlemen contend that this officer had the right to tell these men 
to commit a erime the crime of theft. He had no rigbt to make 
any such order. They were only justified in obeying legal or- 
ders, not illegal orders directing them to commit a crime. 

Mr. PICKLER. Nobody contends that; but we do contend 
that no private soldier could set himself up to disobey the orders 
of his officer without subjecting himself to court-martial. 

Mr. STALLINGS. ow, these men had orders—illegal or- 
ders—to go and get this cotton that they thought was secreted 
and should not have obeyed such order, and could not have beet 
punished for a refusal. 

Mr. PICKLER. That was legitimate. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is stated to have been the purpose 
of their going; but they do not stop at that; they do not obey 
the illegal instructions of the officer who sent them or agreed to 
divide the stolen property. It was stealing on shares. What 
do they do? They meetaprivate citizen with a saddle. This was 
in June, 1865, when the war was over. Lee had surrendered in 
April, and Johnston a little later. There was no war going on 
in this country at that time; the war had closed two or three 
months before. This soldier goes up and attempts to take the 
property of that private citizen. who in defending his property, 
takes the life of the soldier. 

Now, here is a man going out on a stealing expedition. Let 
us call things by their right names. He meets a man on thé 
four hayings male his private property. The soldier attempts 
to take it, and gets killed. Now, how can the Goyernment of 
the United States be asked to pay to that soldier's widow a pen- 
sion? There is not a man in this Hall to-night who does not 
know that no just claim to a pension can arise in such a case? 
Let me tell gentlemen here is the trouble to-day with these pen- 
sion claims. You report claims of this kind from your com- 
mittees; and you abuse some of us because we will not let 9 

, when you know the claims are fraudulent and ought not 
be brought ere. You put us in the position of being compelled 
to object to such claims, while men representing tern ang 


Western districts have not the moral courage to stand here an 
do it. That is the truth; and gentlemen know it. 
In this case you ask me to vote to tax the citizens of my dix 
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trict to pay a pension to the widow of a man who was killed 


while out on a stealing expedition, endeavoring to take the 
property of a private citizen after the war was over. I will 
never vote for any such claim. There is not a man here who does 
not know that such a claim is absolutely unfounded and unjust, 
and can not give rise to any fair charge or claim against this 
Government. This widow to-day has no claim upon the bounty 
of the United States, because her husband was killed while en- 
gaged in such an illegal and criminal expedition. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is not the gentleman aware 
that there is nothing in ‘hits cans to show that the cotton was 
the property of any private individual? Does not the gentle- 
man know as a matter of fact that the cotton which was sought 
for by the Army after the close of the war was only cotton which 
belonged to the Confederate Government, and which was a just 
spoil of the war? This being so, it seems to me the ground of 
the gentleman’s argument is destroyed. . 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will answer the gentleman. Who is 
ma the application is this case? Is the Congress of the 
United States asking the citizen to give the Government some- 
thing? No, sir; it is this widow asking a pension from the Goy- 
ernment; and the burden or eas is on her to show that this 
cotton belonged to the Confederate government and not to pri- 
vate citizens. Iam asked here to-night to vote for this pension, 
and I say the burden rests on this applicant to show that she is 
entitled to it; she must make that proof before I caa ever con- 
sent to the ge of this bill. r 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Does not the gentleman admit that 
if this soldier had served, as he did, over three months his widow 
would be entitled to a pension under the new law if he hada 
discharge? = 

Mr. STALLINGS. If he had a discharge; but that is a thing 
he did not have. Hecould not get adischarge, because the Pen- 
sion Bureau, when it came to pass on the question, held that he 
was not entitled to a discharge because—— : 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Because he was discharged 
by death. 

Mr. STALLINGS. How could it be otherwise if he attempted, 
by force, to take the property of a private citizen and the citi- 
zen took hds life in defending his property, as he had a right to 


do? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. What right has the gentleman to 

say that he tried to take the property of a private citizen? 
. STALLINGS. Because the report says so. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Iso understand it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Alabama has chosen to ay aa he does not believe 
there is a member of this House who believes that bill to be just. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Ido not know that I made that remark 
in just those words. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Iso understood you. 

Mr.STALLINGS. Not in the words the gentleman has used. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman said that 
members from the North and East did not dare to vote their 
views upon these questions, Now, let us take a vote and see 
whether we do or not. 

Mr. STALLINGS. All right; but I want it to be understood 
ces Iam not willing to vote for the passage of any such biil as 


Mr. CABANISS. Mr. Chairman, this matter strikes me, from 
the reading of the evidence before the House, as I understood 
it, that this soldier did not receive his death wound in the dis- 
charge of duty, obeying the order of his sergeant. 

Admit for the sake of argument that the captain had a right 
to order the sergeant to detail a number of men to go with him 
on this expedition, and take possession of cotton which he said 
belonged to the United States. 

The detail was made; but while going to take the cotton the 
evidence discloses the fact that this man, whose widow this bill 
seeks to pension, met a citizen with a saddle, with the mark of 
“U. S.” on it, during the month of June, some months after the 
war ended, and tried to take possession of it. That, I believe, 
is the proof set forth in the report. Now, does not the gentleman 
know that there were scarcely any other saddles at that time in 
the Southern States, except the saddles that were carried home 
after the war by the returning soldiers by permission of Gen. 
Grant after the 1 at Appomattox and of General Sher 
man in North Carolina z 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But the saddles to which 
= 8 ran ae not branded — 25 8. 

P ~ ey were permitted, as a matter of fact 
čo take the saddles home after the surrender at Appomattox, 
because I know that Gen. Grant in his magnanimous considera- 
tion for the Confederate army, allowed the officers and soldiers 
to carry with them their personal property, side arms, private 
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property of all kinds to their homes after the surrender, and a 
number of the men had McClellan saddles which wero captured 
by them during the war. 

Mr. MS of Mississippi. You had one yourself, I sup- 
pose? 

Mr, CABANISS. I had, and a soldier tried to take it away 
from a servant of mine, and I rescued it and not a word was said 
as to my right of possession. 

Now, this soldier was ordered out on this detail with a part 
of the force, and the fact was that he saw this saddle and tried 
a it away from the citizen, and the result was that he lost 

e. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 
That part of his statement is not borne out by the report. 

Mr. CABANISS. What are the facts? This man saw the 
saddle, and endeavored to take it from the citizen. Does anyone 
sup that this citizen, unlese he knew he had a perfect right 
to the property, would have fired the shot in the defense of 
property that unfortunately killed this soldier, when he knew 
that this man was surrounded by other soldiers, and that his 
own life would not have been worth a cent if he had not been 
acting, as they must have recognized, with a perfect right to pro- 
tecthis property? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansás. Does not the report show simply 
that this soldier asked the question where the man got the 
2 or what right he had to it, and he immediately began 

ring? 

Mr. CABANISS. Ido not remember the exact text of the re- 
port in that regard. 

Mr. BRETZ. Thatis what the report sets out. 

Mr. CABANISS. He must have been a violent man if he 
acted in that way unless he was defending his property, which, 
of course, he had a perfect right to do. The war was over. He 
ia a right to the saddle. It was his property by purchase or 
gift. 

Mr.STALLINGS. With the consent of the gentleman, I will 
read the report on that pomi: or will hand to the gentleman, 
Mr. Curtis of Kansas. I understand the evidence will show 
just what I have stated. 

Mr. CABANISS. I will read from the report: 


said citizen had a permit or protection to 
Sinan Ere a revolver, remark that this was his protection, and com- 
men two shots taking e W. S. 

near the s: 

I believe the gentleman is correct according to the report of 
the committee. 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take up the 
time of the committee but for a few moments. It does seem to 
me, however, according to the facts stated in this report, if they 
are true, that this is a meritorious case. I am constrained to 
differ with some of my brother members about the logic of the 
situation under which this man was placed at that time. 

I know, as a matter of fact, as the history of the times will 
show, that orders were issued by the Federal commanders to 
seize the property in the possession of citizens which belongs to 
the United States at any time or place. 

In my own State and county the commander of a force of regu- 
lars, immediately after the close of the war up to August or per- 
haps September, went over the county and took possession of 
everything he saw, horses and other property,wherever he found 
it in the possession of private citizens, on the claim that it was 
property of the United States. 

ow, the fact that these men were sent out on perhapsa ma- 
rauding expedition cuts no figure with me in regard to the dis- 
position of this case, as I view it. 

The captain of that company may have intended to steal some 
cotton. I do not know whether he did or not. I do not make 
any charge. It may have been that the cotton was supposed to 
be Government cotton, thatis, cotton supposed to have belonged 
to the Confederacy. That may have been the fact, but whether 
that be so or not, I agree with gentlemen here who say that as 
a matter of military law it was the duty of the soldier to obey 
orders. I believe my distinguished friend here will say that is 
the case, that a soldier must obey orders. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Any legal order. 

Mr. NEILL. Well, a private soldier did not have much time 
to inquire into the legality of an order. Of course he had no 
right to go out and murder anybody; but if he was sent out ona 
detail to seize cotton he could not be expected to make any in- 
quiry whether it was my cotton, or yours, or whose it was. He 
would be expected to obey orders. 

Mr. STALLINGS. But he certainly knew when he was sent 
to take ms cotton, under this proposition to divide it, that that 
was not legal. 

Mr. . There is no evidence that he knew anything 
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about that. The ere was that the sergeant should 
have half of it, as I understand it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is the fact. 

Mr. NEILL. This soldier probably was not told anything 
about that. 

Mr. BRETZ. There was no collusion on the part of the sol- 


er. 

Mr. NEILL. If there was anystealing the officers were going 
to get it, and they were not going to divide with the privates. 
There is only one thing that puzzles me in this matter. You 
have made out a good prima facie case to my mind, and one that 
I shall vote for, but I have misgivings about it, on this ground: 
Why is it that this woman did not get a pension years ago? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will tell the gentleman the reason. 
She applied in 1866, within a year after her husband’s death, and 
has been prosecuting the claim until within a year or two, when 
it has been finally decided against her, although two lex- 
aminers who went out and examined the witnesses face to face, 
came back and recommended that it be allowed, on the ground 
that the soldier’s death wasin the line of duty; but the Bureau 
here took a different view, and held that his death was not in the 
line of duty. Now, under the act of June 27, 1890, the only reason 
whyshe cannot get a pension of $8 a month is because the soldier 
received no dise $ 

Mr. NEILL. I understand that. Now, under the liberal con- 
struction given by the Pension Bureau years ago, it is a little 
curious to me that she did not get the pension. 

A MEMBER. The construction was not liberal years ago. 

Mr. NEILL. But on the evidence that the committee brings 
here, I believe this bill ought to pass. I believe this is a thor- 
oughly conscientious committee. 

Now, about the saddle. I disagree with my brethren here 
about that. I knowin my country those men had orders to take 
everything of that kind unless we could show title toit. And 
if this citizen had a McClellan saddle there, I doubt not that this 
soldier had orders to take such property wherever found. Those 
were the orders in my country, and we had to live under them, 
and there was nobody killed there on that account. This man 
may have been a very desperate man. There were some desper- 
ate fellows in Mississippi and there were some in Arkansas. 

Mr. WILLIAMS o Mississippi. More in Arkansas than in 
Mississippi. EE Spee 

Mr. ILL. I do not know about that. I think this is a mer- 
itorious bill. 

Mr. CAPEHART. The 3 thing that prevents this lady 
from gesting a pension is that her husband had no discharge. 
That was all that was the matter with my man, in the case that 
was just ruled out on a point of order. He had no discharge, 
and — 7 — what he was trying to get, and what I was trying to 

t for - 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. But that man is living yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 5. 

Mr. CAPEHART. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, in order to allow the 
other bills that have been considered to be reported to the 
House, this bill might be laid aside informally, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. Is there objection to that? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 10:30 having arrived, the 
Speaker will resume the chair. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, reported that the commit- 
tee had had under consideration various bills, and the hour of 
10:30 o'clock p. m. having arrived, the committee rose. 

The SPE tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DOCKERY], Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, re- 
poris that that committee have had under consiđeration sundry 

and the hour of 10:30 having arrived, the committee rose. 
The hour for the adjournment of the House ha arrived, the 
Chair, in pursuance of the rule; now declares the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
hinaa reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
at R 6531) to pension Nancy Gabrilla Anderson. {Report 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


By Mr. McDANNOLD, from the same committee: A bill (H. 


JUNE 22, 


R. 3358) for the relief of Herbert Catton. (Report No. 1135.) 
By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the same committee: A 
bill (H. R. 2942) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Weathers. 
(Report No. 1136.) 
By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A bill 
55 5 868) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers. (Report No. 
By Mr, LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
1 5 for the relief of Albert Munson. (Report No. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
5154) to pension John Morris, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. ; 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 7530) to provide a uniform na- 
tional currency, and to provide for the circulation and redemp- 
tion thereof—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7531) for the erection of a 
monument at Greenville, Ohio, tò commemorate the treaty of 
peace made on the 3d day of August, A. D. 1795, at Fort Green- 
ville (built on the site of said Greenville, Ohio), by Gen. Anthony 
Wayne, on behalf of the United States and various Indian tribes 
ovoupying 8 territory N of a 8 River, and to 
perpetua e memory o n. Waynean gallant army—to 
the Committee on the Li a 7 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 195) to pros Agricultural Report for 1894—to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A resolution to allow the Committee on 
Banking and Currency a clerk at $2,000 per annum toe the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and refe as follows: 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7532) for the relief of the 
estate of W. S. Hyland, deceased, late of Warren County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7533) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
Denia, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Commit- 


tee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7534) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
Oliver, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7535) for the relief of the estate of William 
Redden, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7536) for the relief of the estate of John 
Crawford, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7537) for the relief of the estate of Alex. 
Russell, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7538) for the relief of the estate of Augustus 
Strong, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7539) for the relief of Ann E. Saddler, War- 
ren 85 855 188. — to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7540) for the relief of the estate of Mary M. 
Steed, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7541) for the relief of the estate of J. J. 
Whittington, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 7542) for the relief of the 
widow and heirs of Nimrod J. Smith, ex-chief of the Eastern 
Cherokee band of Cherokee Indians—to the Committee on In- 


dian Affairs. 
Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 7548) ting a pension to 
init Beesley—to the — on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HU N: A bill (H. R. 7544) for the relief of William 
H. H. McArthur, Arkansas City, Kans., late of Company K, 
Th first Regiment Ohio Infantry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. f 


By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7545) for the 
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relief of W. N. Stokes, administrator of Jefferson M. Potts, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7546) granting a pension to Joshua S. Dye, 
of Lincoln County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 7547) for the benefit of Joshua S. Dye, of 
Lincoln County, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7548) for the relief of Simeon Hobbs—to the 
Committee on 5 Affairs. $ 

By Mr. MCDANNOÙLD: A bill (H. R. 7549) for the relief of De- 
rias Bond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 7550) for the relief of Patrick J. 
Malony, of or R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7551) en a pension to 
Harry L. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 7552) granting a pension to Caleb May to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. f g 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7553) to 
award a medal of honor to John S. Carpenter to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 7554) to pension Hannah 
M. 1. Walker, of the city of Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 7555 to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Edward Tatro—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 7556) for the relief of Pleasant 
acres (Re the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 7857) to remove the charge 
of desertion against James Fay—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COCKRELL: Petition of citizens. of Greer County, 
taking for the opening of the Fort Sill country—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Two petitions of sundry citizens of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., against an income tux as affecting beneficiary socie- 
ties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of citizens of Chicago, in favor 
of exempting beneficiary societies from the operations of the 
income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of Joseph T. Stewart and others, 
of Malden, Mass.,in favor of exempting all fraternal benevolent 
associations from a tax on incomes—to the Committee on Ways: 
and Means. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition and papers to accompany House: 
bill 6759—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of various fraternal orders, 
against the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of the Coopers’ Machine Work- 
ers’ Union of the American Federation of Labor, of Superior, 
Wis., in favor of the passage of the bill in regard to convict- 
made goods—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Petition of citizens of Phillipsburg, Pa., 
in fayor of exempting beneficiary societies from provisions of 
the income tax—to the Committee on Waya and Means. 

By Mr. LUCAS: Papers to accompany House bill 752i—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of St. John's 
Lutheran Evangelical Church, signed by Rev. E. Stroelin, pas- 
tor; W. Vacks, H. Tolzmann, and Robert Degner, trustees, of 
Danville, Minn., against any change in the preamble to the 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Nathan Robbins and 37 other 
citizens of Brocton, and of A. A. Gilmore and 4 other citizens of 
North Easton, Mass., praying that fraternal beneficiary socie- 
ties be exempt from the provisions of the proposed income tax 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut; Protest of Willimantic, 
Conn., against the income-tax provision of the Wilson tariff 


bill as applied to fraternal beneficiary orders—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of F. O’Boyd & Co., of New York, 


t increase of tax on whisky or extension of bonded period 
te the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the William Clark Company, the E. Jenches 
Manufacturing Company, and 12 other companies, urging that 
alizarin dyes and coal-tar dyes be put on an equal footing—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition of Robert D. Nel- 


son, mt, Hillsboro, Laurence County, Ala., for refe 
ence of his claim to the Court of Gini —te — tees oar 
ar > 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 23, 1894, 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. ` 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. CULLOM, by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6558) to amend section numbered 2324 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to mining claims 
was read twice by its: title, and referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to appoint three members 
of the Board of Managers of the Natio: Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers was. read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 7334) to sell certain lands in Montgomery County, 
Ark., to the Methodist. Episcopal Church, South; and 

A bill 2 ae section 3 of 5 act to withdraw 
certain public rom private entry, and for other purposes 
approved March 2, 1889. 4 y 


HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress: 


Lherewith transmitacommunication covering dispatches from theUnited 
States minister at Honolulu. 
GROVER CLEVELAND: 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, June 23, 1894, 


PETITIONS AND- MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of E. O. Haven Council, No, 
626, Royal Arcanum, of Bloomington; of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, and of sundry citizens of Cook and Jo Daviess Counties, all 
in the State of is, parna ee fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties, orders, or associations, be exempted from the proposed 
ineome-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALSH presented a petition of representative business 
men from the Southern States and sundry citizens of New York, 
praying that an appropriation be made for a national exhibit at 
the Cotton States and International Exposition, to be held at 
Atlanta, Ga., in the fall of 1895; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ap riations. 

Mr. YOO S presented amemorial of the Ministerial As- 
sociation of Marion, Ind., remonstrating against the appropria- 
tion of Government funds to be used for sec purposes 1 
the matter of education; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministers’ Association of 
Marion, Ind., praying for the ratification of the proposed Chinese 
cont: which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

ons. 

He also presented a petition of Goodwill Commandery, No. 21, 
United Order of the Golden Cross, of Washington, D. C., pray- 
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented sundry memorials of wholesale 
and retail liquor dealers of New Orleans, Baton Rouge, Monroe, 
and Opelousas, all inthe State of Louisiana, remonstrating against 
an increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also 
against an extension of the present bonded period; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of 38 citizens of Brockton; of 
14 citizens of Boston; of 5 citizens of North Easton; of 10 citi- 
zens of Holyoke; of 13 members of Roslindale Council, Royal 
Areanum, of Roslindale, aud of Council No. 835, Royal“Arca- 
num, of Jamaica Plain, all in the State of Massachusetts, re- 
monstrating against. the passage of the proposed income-tax 
provision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 21 citizens of Paines- 
ville, Ohio, and a petition of 34 citizens of New Philadelphia, 
Ohio, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or as- 
sociations be exempted from the proposed income-tax 55 
sion of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie om 


table. 
Mr. PLATT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bos 
ton, Mass., praying for the abrogation of the Russian extradi- 
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tion treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New Haven, 
Meriden, and Wallingford, all in the State of Connecticut, pray- 
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or ass6ciations 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., prayingfor the enactment of legislation to legalize 

ling by 3 which was referred to the Committee on 
8 Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
100, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against an increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on tobacco; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. d 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that Zante currants be placed on the free 
list; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitionsof H. M. Meyers and 19 other citi- 
zens of Beaver County; of D. Watson and 18 other citizens of 
New Castle; of Samuel Lynn and 27 other citizens of McKee’s 
Rocks; of James L. Luke and 33 other citizens of Indiana; of 
David H. McKinley and 16 other citizens of Philadelphia; of 
Martin Schroeder and 36 other citizens of Pittsburg; of James 
W. Kitchen and 61 other citizens of Warren; of Wilfred S. Bai- 
ley and 22 other citizens of Allegheny; of J. M. Fontryinger and 
32 other citizens of Carbon; of John W. Shetter an other 
citizens of York County; of Thomas M. Wood and 14 other citi- 
zens of Pittsburg; of William Miller and 15 other citizens of 
Phillipsburg; of S. F. Jones and 17 other citizens of Belle Ver- 
non, and of Bradford Council, No. 302, Royal Arcanum, of Brad- 
ford, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying that the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
RERA Tre Ohio, prayin t an appropriation be made for 
the Ohio Ship Canal; which was referred to the Committee on 


Commerce. 

He also presented a penton of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that an appropriation be made for a 
national exhibit at the Cotton States and International Exposi- 
tion to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in the fall of 1895; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also 3 a petition of the Builders’ Exchange of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, praying that an appropriation of $25,000 be made 
for the purpose of determining the most practical and efficient 
route for a ship canal between Lake Erie and the Ohio River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a ponon of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that an appropriation be made to es- 
tablish fast mail privileges for communication to and from Cin- 
cinnati, corresponding with the service now had between New 
York and Florida; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

e also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Union of Mans- 
field, Ohio, praying for a reduction of the duty on wrapper leaf 
tobacco to 8 er pound, and also to inerease the import duty on 
tigers from $3 to $4 per pound; which was ordered to lie on the 

e 


He also presented petitions of 37 citizens of Urbana; of 12 cit- 
izens of Delaware; of 34 citizens of Doylestown; of 32 citizens of 
Sterling; of 17 citizens of Steubenville; of 34 citizensof Geneva, 
and of Council No, 21, Royal Arcanum, of Toledo, allin the State 
of Ohio, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or 
associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
x the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the ta- 

e. 


He also presented petitions of 47 citizens of Fremont; of 25 
citizens of Crawford County; of 50 citizens of Crawford County, 
and of 50 citizens of Lucas County, all in the State of Ohio, pray- 
ing that the funds of mutual life-insurance companies and asso- 
ciations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of 82 wholesale and retail liquor- 
dealers of various cities of Ohio, remonstrating t an in- 
crease of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against 
an extension of the bonded period; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself, May 26, 1894, 
intended to be wig erg to the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 


that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
printed; which was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2159) for the relief of 
Samuel B. Robertson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2160) for the relief of 
Flora A. Darling; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


[DISTRICT WATER MAIN ASSESSMENTS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the bill (S. 970) to regulate 
water-main assessments in the District of Columbia be indefi- 
nitely postponed, as a House bill in precisely the same terms 
was passed yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr, PERKINS submitted an amendment, intended to be pro- 
pose by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was re- 
orrod to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

sed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
SES to the Committee on Tadian Affairs, and ordered to be 
pr ‘ 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

r. LINDSAY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


CORPORATE INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I gave notice yesterday that I 
would ask the Senate to take up for consideration this morning 
the resolution submitted by me some days ago relative to the 
bs eh es ofa a committee to investigate the organized 
efforts of corporations to control elections of members of State 
Togia cnn and membersof Congress. Itis by mistake on the 
Calendar as Order of Business 479. It is not properly upon the 
Calendar. When the resolution was previously called I asked 
that it be passed over retaining its place without prejudice, and 
I now ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 
The Senatorfrom Floridaasks unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a resolution which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL. 
June 1, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee of five S 
President of the Senate, who shall be charged with the duty ork bbs ee 
ing the subject of organized efforts of corporations to control the election 
of members of the State Legislatures and of members of Congress, and to 
influence the legislation of Congress; also to investigate and report to the 
Senate whether corrupt means, such as bribery, free transportation, the 
subsidizing of newspapers, or the establishment of newspapers to be pub- 
lished in their interest. and distributed gratuitously through the mails 
for the purpose of affecting panie opinion in respect to the official actions 
of Senators and Representatives; also to inquire and report to the Senate 
whether the existence of corporate organization for the purposes of infiu- 
encing and controlling the election of members of the Senate and House of 
Representatives is consistent with the preservation of the Republic of the 
United States and the rights and liberties of the people. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this resolution is not intended to 
induce or advocate any extreme measures in relation to the poli- 
cies or the economies connected with 5 or other corpora- 
tions. It is intended to develop such legislation as may be 
necessary to prevent the control of the government of the States 
and the United States by the great corporations of this country. 

We are at this time face to face with some great social and 
economical problems which affect the perpetuity of our institu- 
tions, and menace more or less the existing industrial and po- 
litical condition of the country. Amongst them none is more 
powerful than that system by which a few persons, largely the 
subjects of foreign States, under forms of incorporation, hold as 
their property a franchise for the distribution of all the prod- 
ucts of labor and of land. 

Iam not one of those who favor a change in the shape of the 
nationalization of the 3 property right in this franchise for 
the distribution of all the products of labor and of land, and of 
the transportation of all the people from one part of the coun- 
try to another, until it shall be imperatively demanded for the 
safety of the Republic, and all means of reasonable and wise con- 
trol and regulations shall prove a failure; but I maintain that 
there is no possibility of preserving that private ownership ex- 
cept by the judicious and the reasonable exercise of legislative 


1894, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


6757 


power by the Congress of the United States, controlling, for the 
pur sfor which those franchises were granted, the exercise 
of the right and power conferred in them. 

The railway corporations of this country collect a greater 

ross amount of revenue than the national and the State govern- 
Rants. Mr. Edward Atkinson, in his address to the New York 
Chamber of Commerce, says: 

Anapproximate estimate of the dealings in goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise of all kinds in a year of the present decade comes to 542,000, 000,000, and 
itis evident that in ‘a this volume of trade the railway corporations levy a 
‘The uirements of States, cities, and towns for localself-governmentare 
greater than those of the nation. The revenue collected an: substantially 
expended for local So ed An in the several States in the census year 
amounted to $70,000,000. The expenditures of the National Government for 
its support, for the deficiency in postal revenues, and for the interest and 

msions of the same year, Was a fraction under 207,736,487. The propor- 
Konate expenditure, per capita, in 1890 was as follows: 

For State and municipal p es, secured almost wholly by direct taxa- 
tion of property, 87.50 per capita. For national purposes, collected by in- 
direct taxation. and therefore falling upon the consumers, $4.69, 

These two sums combined amount to $12.19 per capita. 

They control an army of 1,000,000 employés who depend for 
their daily bread upon the arbitrary will of the few persons who 
control this great property franchise. In no respect can there 
be a reasonable discrimination between the despotic govern- 
ments of the world in the power of organization and in the 

wer of maintenance of large bodies of men and the small num- 
Rar of persons who in the exercise of this right of private prop- 
erty possess a function equal to that of government, equal to 
that of any of the despots of Europe. None of those govern- 
ments control an army of more than 1,000,000 men. None of 
them collect and disburse revenue in their own discretion suffi- 
cient for the support and maintenance of this great body of peo- 


e. 
2 Not less than 5,000,000 people, men, women, and children, de- 
pend for their any bread upon the arbitrary will and power of 
the owners of this franchise, which practically holds the power 
of distribution of all the products of the land and the labor of 
this country. ; 

Itis obvious that this great power must be the subject of reason- 
able and judicious control if it is to be preserved. It is obvious 
thatif it be permitted to control the electoral power of this coun- 
try there is an end of private ownership of these franchises, un- 
less we assume that the people of the United States are content 
to see the power of government lodged in a syndicate, an aris- 
tocracy of a few men, largo residing in and subjects of foreign 
governments, obtaining by chance or by the accidents of trade, 
or by successes in speculation, or by great ability for organiza- 
tion and administration, the control of this great franchise. 

Mr. President, we have been spending months upon the sub- 
ject of the methods by which there shall be an adjustment of 
the levy of tax upon eightor nine hundred or a thousand million 
dollars of the productions of this country 5 into imports 
from foreign countries. The effect of this levy, its incidents, its 
immediate and directinfluence, have been the subject of profound 
discussion and long debate. 

But by what comparison shall we measure the importance of 
adjusting the levy of tribute or taxation upon a thousand mil- 
lions of imports with that of levying a tax upon $42,000,000,000 
on all internal trade and transportation vested in the arbitrary 
will and power of a few individuals, largely foreigners? It is 
obvious that the power of taxation, whether exercised by one 
person or another, the power of exacting tribute from produc- 
tion is the same in its effect. 

Therefore, there can be to the reasoning mind no kind of ques- 
tion that here is a power which requires the exercise of pro- 
found statesmanship and control and regulation, reasonably and 
justly, if government by the representatives of the people is to 
be preserved. This form of government must unquestionably 
pees away if the power of taxation in any form or in any shape 

permitted to exist without control and supervision by the 
Goverment. 

I want the question investigated whether legislation is neces- 
sary to prevent the control of the elections by the railway cor- 

rations? In my personal knowledge within one State of this 

nion there is a combination on the part of the railway corpo- 
rations to control the electoral power of the country. I state 
here in my place in the Senate of the United States that the 
owners of the stock and bonds of the corporations in the State 
of Florida are combined to control the electoral power of that 
State, and to control it by improper methods. I hold it to be 
— duty to the people of Florida and of the United States to 
ask for this investigation and to submit the proof which I have 
here before me, of an openly organized party of the employés 
of the corporations as a party organized to control the elections 
and the legislation of the State. 

I have no reason to doubt that it is true of other States, There 
is a general outery of the people in all parts of the country. 


If it is not true it ought to be dispvoved in a fair investigation 
now by body. 

The evidence of this attempt to control the political power 
of the Government will be found in the following publication: 


THE RAILROADS: ORGANIZING—EVERY EMPLOYE IN THE STATE TO BE IN IT— 
ALL MUST VOTE AGAINST A RAILROAD COMMISSION—MUST SUPPORT MEN 
OPPOSED TO ANTIRAILROAD LEGISLATION—THE BIG OFFICIALS ARE NOT IN 
THE PLAN—THEY ARE BEHIND THE SCENES. 


During the next month every railroad employéin the State of Florida will 
be called upon to join a political organization to fight the movement looking 
toward the establishment of a railroad commission. 

The first step in that direction was made Tuesday night. In the office of 
H. C. McFadden, chief clerk of the passenger department of the Savannah, 
Florida, and Western Railway, a score of young men met and temporarily 
organized, The young men present represented all of the railroads center- 
ing in Jacksonville, namely, the S., F. and W., F. C. and P., J., T. and K. W., 
and the East Coast line. 

H. C. McFadden was chosen temporary chairman and Charles Acosta tem- 

rary secretary. A committee of five was appointed to draft constitu- 
on and by-laws. The committee was given a copy of the constitution and 
by-laws of the Railway and Employés Protective Association of the United 
States, which was organized in Savannah November 10,1893. This organi- 
zation will likely be under the same rules, 

The officials of the railroads will not be admitted as members. They will 
remain in the background, as it were, and pull the wires. A resolution was 
introduced ask: or the indorsement of the officials, but the resolution 
was voted down, for the reason that the oMicials do not care to stand up and 
be made targets of if they can help it. 

The 8 purpose of the organization in the State of Florida is to op- 
pose the movement toward the establishment of a railroad commission. 

The constitution of the Savannah o ization, under which the Florida 
organization is to be perfected, says, under the head of Objects,” the follow- 


ing; 

g The object of the association shall beto create, establish, and maintain. 
harmonious relations between railway companies and their employés. To 
seek the influence of the press in behalf of a fair and equitable administra- 
tion of the laws govana railroads and afec their employés. To Biches 
pare and cause to be published, for the information of the people, articles 
soliciting their coöperation. To draft petitions and other documents for 
presentation to legislative bodies—national, State, and pete ae sl 
their earnest and . 8 1 consideration of all subjects wherein the inter- 
ests of railroads and their employés are affected. To exercise, as far as 
is practicable, an influence with such representative bodies or individual 
1 or those aspiring to represent, soliciting their coöperation 
in the interests of railways and their employés; urging that their deliber- 
ations on questions affecting railways be harmonious and not antagonistic 
to the railways and their employés.” 

“To restrain by our influence as much as possible legislation granting any 
committee, commission, or appointed body absolute control of railroads. 
To endeavor to have reduced, as far as practicable, Sne power of the rail- 
road commission to make rules which ustly discri ate a = 
roads and their employés. To enco e enactment of laws that tend to 
lower taxation on railroads, and by which they will be allowed to earn a fair 
and equitable consideration for the service 8 thereby increasin 
their earnings and enabling them to pay their employés better wages, 
to establish a basis of pay and working hours equally as satisfactory to the 
8 ot the * 

To exext our influence and support and to exercise our rights of franchise 
in favor of persons seeking public suffrage who will agree to support, en- 
courage, and maintain these principles. Arule of the association provides 
that when a man leaves the employ of a railroad he ceases to be a member 
of the association.” 


I submit the question is or is it nota proper subject of in- 
vestigation, whether Senators are to be elected here not by the 
influences which may properly be exercised by men of wealth, 
not by the reputation which they may justly acquire by the 
liberal and public-spirited use of their fortune, but by corrupt 
methods, by suppressing votes, by counting votes improperly 
and unlawiully, by controlling or influencing the judiciary of 
the country. 

In the State of Florida a profound belief exists that methods 
are used to influence one of the Federal judicial tribunals of 
that State. Iask that this charge be investigated. It is due 
to those against whom the charge is made, and it is due to 
the officials 2 — whom such an imputation rests. If it be true, 
there should such legislation as will preserve the right of 
the people to control and exercise the political power which is 
vested in them under our organic laws and our form of repub- 
lican institutions. 

I have here before me a book published upon the subject of 
railways in Europe. It deals with the subject of railway cor- 
porations. The hook contains a statement which I will not take 
time to read, for it is not 55 pe se to consume a great por- 
tion of the time. This boo ably edited and published, and 
not with prejudice against corporations, recognizing their util- 
ity, as the reasonable mind will do, for they are nothing but 
individuals vested with certain powers constituting them per 
sons in the law like natural persons and vested with certain 
rights and powers. They remain simply so many citizens of 
the United States or of foreign countries, 

But in the interest of preserving in its efficiency the charter 
of the associations called incorporations for beneficent ends, here 
isa book which recognizes the fact that the political power of 
the country, even in the arbitrary countries of Europe, is de- 
pendentupon the proper regulation and control of this vast power 
which has changed the relations of commerce, which hasren- 
dered of no effectthecustoms and usages of trade and commerce, 
which has exalted one country and one region of country into a 


` 


6758 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


JUNE 23, 


position of prosperity and comfort and depressed another into 


poverty. 

I quote the following extract from Railway Problems, a work 
by J. L. Jeans: 

It is aa Te oeus of 5 pontas hive EYA one a — ress 
another at rosperity of a x not now, as former 
measured by the equability of Ks climate, the fertility of its soil, and the 
laborious industry of its people, so much as by the high or low rates under 
which the railways by whom itis served allow it to reach the markets of 
the world. Thesame remarkable power can, and often does, stimulate the 
growth of industries in localities t are not naturally suited for their de- 
velo and tends to the destruction of once flourishing industries in 
localities which it fails to favor. 
this, that, next after land and house Dropertg; 7 

u su- 


* TOTE tin respec tural 
ay 6 0 cen > 
value of the land of the United Kingdom has been e eee if 


worth, at twen 
of about 0s, per head of ed ing ees But the railways of the 
United K om ars now nearly wi © same figure. 


At the end of 1885, about eight hundred and twenty million po 
been raised a vested in our railway system, one hundred 
and eighty millions of the calculated total value of the land of 


the country as a whole, and averaging more than £22 per head of the pop- 


Russia is furnished with a larger proportion of private or companies’ 
lines than almost any other European co . Out of a total of 19,348 kil- 


ometers of railway open in 1883, no less than kilometers were the prop- 
— ot ate concerns, leaving only 1,050 kilometers owned and exploited 
State. 


‘The provisions made with a view to securing the proper construction and 
working of Russian lines are not greatly different to those that are enacted 
in other European countries, Concsssions are by the government 
for the building of projected lines for a certain term of years, at the end of 
which period the lines revert to the state. There is a railway department 
carried on as a governmental bureau, in which the ms aud enact- 
ments under h 


Russian railways are are framed. 

We have now seen that in all the lead countries of 1 5 alike the 
necessity of more or less control over railways bas ap) 
ciated and provided for. Inthe Upited om the control so 
is probably less strict—it is assuredly less irksome and inquisitorial—than 
im most other countries. 

The supervision exercised by the board of trade in England aj 

to seeing that the permanent way is in good order before 

0 that uate provision is made tthe ts, 

and that when accidents unhappily do occur, in spite of all precautions to 

the con X shall be fully and fairly inquiredinto. But on the conti- 

7 state control over even private lines generally a 
r 0 


ers, 
thorities, with the duty of kee) 
to their d: and enforcing compliance with 
8 their torial 


that does 
those who 


We have also ssen that the railways of England occupy almost an ue 
far rare baer ave still to j 


+ and they 
meetings of boards of directors, and in others to ＋ rail 
not appear to them ‘or safety 


remedy to be 
Somme donk at 


That is the power which holds the distribution of all products 
and of locomotion, or the power of removal from place to place 
of the whole of the population of the country, where they exist. 

While I shall not detain the Senate to read extractsfrom this 
book, which I ask the liberty of publis with my remarks if 
there be no objection, I am sustained in proposition which 
this resolution contains by all the enlightened writers and rea- 
soners upon these subjects of political economy and of govern- 
mental regulation which are to be found in these later days. 

It seems to me an obvious proposition that something should 
be done, that railroad employés should not be permitted to or- 
ganize themselves as separate organizations, not for their own 
abet not for the regulation of their own wages, of which 

heartily approve, but as a separate political power, If it be 
IDRISNI AAT roepoot diveuiis aguises vost: AALEN, i i 

any respect yag t such o tions, it 
certainly entirely within the reach and within the scòpe of our 
duties and our power to see that such laws shall be that 
those who own and control these great powers and these great 
5 shall not be conspirators against the permanency 
of the Republic and the perpetuity of our institutions, 

Ishall ask the Senate to be allowed to print with my remarks in 
the RECORD such portions of the book which is before me, not 
abusing the privilege, and partsof the letters and evidence which 
I have here and portions of an address by me to the people of 
Florida, which is pertinent to this subject. 

The value of these franchises increases with the increase of 
the population, and their power of taxation with the 
increaseof population. They collect and disburse a revenue an- 
nually greater than the aggregate of the revenues of all the States 
and of the National Government, and control an army one 
than the greatest of the military powers of Europe. they 


should be permitted to add to this vast power the control of 
the elections in the States and to control the members of the 
Senate and the House, the Government will be an oligarchy, and 
its democratic and republican features will disappear. 

‘That I may not occupy too much of the time of the Senate, I 
will print, under the consent granted to me, as a part of these re- 
marks an address prepared by me to the people of Florida, con- 
taining statements of fact and expressions of my views on this 
subjectin relation to the present attempts to control the elections 
of that State and the Democratic, Republican, and Populist 
parties in the interest of a corporation-rule party. 


To the people of Florida: 

Tho election for the Legislature in our State this year, and 
for a justice of the supreme court, are of unusual importance. 

The senators elected will vote for my re#lection, or for the 
election of some other person to be Senator at the expiration of 
my torm, three years from the 4th of March last. 

he justice of the supreme court elected will sit in judgment 
upon the rights of the people to reasonable rates of transporta- 
tion and to just and fair laws for their protection against extor- 
tion, the corrupt use of corporate power in elections by free 
transportation and bribery, and the important question whether 
there is any lawful authority for the gift of almost the entire 
soilof the Stateof Florida to citizensand subjects of other States 
and countries, Geperving the people of free homes under the 
laws of the United States, and imposing without their consenta 
burden of taxation amounting to twenty and perhaps as muchas 
thirty millions of dollars upon the people who now cultivate the 
soil and those who shall succeed them, as the purchase price of 
the land which the laws of our country give to them for free 
homes, subject only to the condition of their occupying and cul- 
tivating them. 

The Legislature to be chosen this year will also be charged 
with the duty of deciding whether the people of Florida shall 
govern the State, elect their own officers, and be represented by 
men of their choice, or whether the citizens and subjects of other 
States, owning the great lines of corporations, s through 
political conventions, constituted by the suppression of the votes 
of the people in primary elections and b counts, nominate 
came through the influence of party feeling and sympathy, elect 

em, 

All these are subjects of the greatest importance. Ihave a 
right to have, and do have, a great personal interest in them, 
not only as a citizen of the State from my infancy to the present 
time, but also because the question of the approval or disap- 
proval of my public action in defending the people against the 
corrupt use of corporate power and accumulated wealth will be 
made either by the election of Democrats who stand firm and 
incorruptible upon the people’s side in this great contest or men 
preening to be Democrats, but really the servants and instru- 
ments of the corporations and of the men who have accumulated. 
great wealth by means of their power of taxing the people, who 
are seeking to control the State government and to overthrow 
the Democratic party and the principle of government by the 
people and for people on which it is founded. 

Our State will be the battle ground this year between the peo- 
ple on one side and on the other those who are seeking to sub- 
vert the people’s government and Democracy and convert it into 
a government of privileged classes, in w. the great body of 
the people are to stand ‘‘ with saddles on their backs and bri- 
dles in their mouths,” as Mr. Jefferson said, for the privileged 
class to ride them with boots and spurs.” 

In every county in the State the land grant advocates and sery- 
ants of the few men who own these great corporations will ap- 
pear as candidates for nomination for delegates to nominating 
conventions and in 8 elections, and for election to the Leg- 
islature. They will be supported very largely by the local news- 
papers of the State, which toa great extent are and will be in 
the control of this corporate power. Free transportation and 
advertisements to newspapers, and all the influences by which 
the people are sought to be overcome by bribes and corrupt 
methods, will be used. 

I advise and recommend you, and all others, to make the issue 
plain and broad and unmistakable; to allow no man to receive 
your suffrage, either as a de te or candidate, unless he isa 
man whose record is clear and ngs — 25 on the people's 
side; who is a man who can not secretly bought or led 
into betraying the people; who is a Democrat in fact, and notin 
ap’ and by 8 

think it is due to the people and to me that my public con 
duct should be approved or disapproved, and the issue should 
be made in the election of Senators who will vote in the elec- 
tion of my successor. I am in fayor of the people deter 
who be the Senator of the United States, and have the 
men who shall be elected to the Senate pledged and instrycted 
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as to the person the people desire them to votefor. Let us 
have this understood and settled in the elections of this and the 
next two years. 

Be not deceived;” the political power of the State of Florida 
isan important factor for the people’s protection, both in our 
State andour National Government. It may be used by the op- 
pressors of the people to make them poor, to take away from 
their earnings, to make their families live in wantand misery, to 
deprive theirchildren of education, and to make the lines of their 
lives hard and miserable, or it may be so used that there will be 
abundance and contentment and brightness and joy in every 
household. $ 

It must be made known to every intelligent voter in Florida 
and in the United States that to-day we stand confronted with 
ademand, and with an earnest and persistent effort, that the 
people of the State shall bə deprived of the power of choosing 
their own officers and imposing taxeson themselves through rep- 
resentatives chosen by them, and that this power shall be exer- 
cised through bribery and corruption by the men who control 
and own the great corporations of the State. 

The contest over the confirmation of Mr. George Wilson for 
internal-revenue collector of the State of Florida and Mr. H. 
W. Long for register of public lands, is distinctively a de- 
mand made by the owners of the great railroad corporations that 
they shall choose the officers who are to exercise and represent 
the Federal anion over the people of the State. A gentle- 
man representing the power and accumulated wealth of the 
Standard Oil Company has been exerting all the influence aris- 
ing from his great wealth with the Senators of the United 
States to confirm his demand for the confirmation of Mr. Wil- 
son against the wishes of a great majority of the Democratic 
people of Florida and against the constitutional right and au- 
thority of a Senator chosen by the people of the State. He has 
been sustained in this demand by the representatives of the 
Louisville and Nashville corporations and of the Florida Cen- 
tral and Peninsular Railroad Company and of the Plant Invest- 
ment Company. The records of the Treasury Department con- 
tain evidence of this fact, and besides it is otherwise known to 
Senators by the appeals which have been made to them. 

These persons—if the conversion of the dry land of the State 
into swamp and overflowed land by the untruthful statements 
of agents of the Interior Department and the unlawful exercise 
of authority by the Secretaries of the Interior, in the approval 
of lists of 1 under obsolete, antiquated, and expi land 
grants, be valid—own the soil of the State of Florida and have 
nullified the homestead laws of the United States, which grant 
free homes on the publie lands to the people, and they now de- 
mand, not openly and boldly, but 2 and improper meth- 
ods, by personal appeals through their agents and others, the 
appointment of Federal officers and the control of the political 
power of the State. . 

Of two of these great personages, who exercise as great do- 
minion over the lives and fortunes of the people as a Roman 

roconsul of former days, I have spoken, from my place in the 
anata, in terms of commendation and respect for their enter- 
prise, aud their leadership in the construction of public works, 
which might be made under proper administration useful to the 
people of the State, I still entertain for these persons senti- 
ments of personal respect and consideration, and I shall do in 
future, as [ have done in the past, all that is properly in my 
power to aid their enterprises and protect their just rights, but I 
shall oppose every effort which they or their agents and at- 
torneys may make to demand more than their chartered rights 
as transportation companies. 

Their demand for the overthrow of popular government and 
the denial of all the principles of the Democratic party I have 
thought it my duty to the people to oppose with all the influ- 
ence and by every means which I could command. The wisdom 
and justice of my action in this respect should be approved or 
disapproved by the people of the State. Without their em- 
phatic approval and their earnest and indignant condemnation 
of those who seek this overthrow of the people's government 
and of Democratic principles, all my efforts will have been un- 
availing and worthless. 

The agents of this corporate power will claim to be Demo- 
crats; they will insist that free homes for the people on the pub- 
lic lands and reasonable rates of transportation are my hobbies, 
and that I have failed to accomplish them; they will claim they 
must be chosen for the Legislature without any avowal or pledge 
as to who they are to choose or vote for; they will declare that 
they will do whatever they ascertain the people desire them to 
do, and as to this they must be the judges; but all the time and 
always they will be the hired servants and agents of corporate 


power. Le must judge the tree by its fruits.” „Men not 
2 grapes of thistles, nor figs of thorns.” Eternal vigi- 
ce is the price of liberty.” 


Iwish it known to the penne that I am not the advocate or 


friend of extreme opinions. I am not the enemy of those who 
3 fair and honest means have accumulated great properties. 

hen they use them wisely and for the poopie $ good 8 
and respect them as faithful stewards of a great trust, but they 
must be subject to the laws and to the people’swill. They must 
not seek to lay unholy hands upon “the ark of the covenant” 
of the people's liberties. They areonly men, as we all are, equal 
under the laws each to the other and all to each. 

In respect to the unlawful deprival of the people of their free 
homes on the public lands and to the unwise, wild, and reckless 
grant of dominion over the entire soil of the State to afew men 
citizens of other States and largely foreigners, I have asked and 
do still insist that the queron of the lawfulness and validity of 
their grants shall be submitted, at the public expense, to the de- 
cision of the SupremeCourt of the United States, whose decision 
and mandate they as well as the poorestand humblest of the peo- 

le must obey. It was to prevent and resist this submission to 

awful authority that caused the corrupt methods to prevent my 
election, when the people demanded it by a great majority, 
three years ago. 

It is to prevent this submission by the State of the rights of 
the men who own these great corporations of the State to take 
away from the people their free homes to the decree of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States that the Democracy of Duval 
County were by fraud deprived of a vote in the pretended Dem- 
ocratic convention two years ago. It is to prevent this decision 
that a corporation newspaper has been established and is now 
published in Jacksonville. It is to prevent this that the ene- 
mies of Democracy and the people's government are already 
bringing out their candidates for the State senate; men who are 
known by their record to be in the interest of corporation rule 
over the people of the State; Democrats only in name, in truth 
enemies and traitors to the people and to Democracy. Let the 
real Democrats, the friends of the people, oppose them with can- 
didates whom they know to be true Democrats in the sense of ` 
fidelity to the people and the pee le’s right to rule; men who 
will respect the poopie’ will e election of a Senator and 
in respect to the public policies which the election this year in 
our State involves and represents. 

More than this, these franchises being the subject of 2 
ownership and deriving their value from their power of arbitrary 
taxation in the discretion of the owner, whether a native or for- 
eigner, will draw to themselves, as they have already done toa 
large extent, the products of all the labor and the ownership of 
all the land. Weshall have then the government ofa privileged 
class, holding in their hands and in their ownership not only all 
the power of government, but also the ownership of land and 
the products of labor. 

Land and labor and human energy are the sole factors of 
all social and political life. Whoever controls them, whoever 
ean establish ownership over all land and labor, whether by the 
methods of war or its results of subjugation and slavery, or by 
commercial tyranny, or by financial policy, or by tariffs, im- 
port, excises, embargoes, or restraints upon trade will bea 

æsar or despot and hold absolute power over a people in a con- 
dition of industrial slavery. 

It is an immaterial or unimportant question whether this des- 
pot be one or many persons, whether the power be vested ina 
supreme and single head or in a class, it isthe power of absolut- 
ism over the popie and it is not important how this result has 
been reached, w ether by military power, by statecraft, by the 
tyranny of commerce and commercial and financial methods 
the condition of subjugation and depression will be reached. 

Ali government institutions, policies, and political condition 
exist in idea, are founded upon thought. Invention and art are 
the creatures of science. aditions, books, painting, and sculp- 
ture are but the methods by which eA ee are born and com- 
i from one man to another, and one generation to an- 
other. 

The economies and institutions of our Republic are founded 
2 the idea that government is created for the protection of 

men in the enjoyment and possession of life, liberty, and 
property—not upon the idea of the protection and preservation of 
the life, liberty, and property of a few, a part, aprivileged class. 
Therefore, our organic laws declare that all power is vested in 
the people (all the people) for the protection of all in the pos- 
session and enjoyment of life, liberty, and property, and the 
later amendment of our organic law declares that all persons 
born in the United States and subject to its 1 are citi- 
zens, and no State shall abridge their privileges nor deny them 
the equal protection of the laws.” 

That is, the institutions, policies and conditions, which power 
or law in our Government shall establish are subject to these 
supreme limitations and conditions forthe exercise of all power 
under our institutions. i 
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Our public policies have been centered upon the thought or 
idea of protecting each individual in his independence, in his op- 
portunities, in his life, his property, his right and 5 
to acquire property, and in his ownership of land. The opposite 
of this principle, or condition, or policy, is the concentration of 
wealth and the opportunities of acquiring wealth and the owner- 
ship of land in a small number of the people. This has been 
sought to be avoided in all our declared public policies, but the 
individual ownership of franchises, combinations of individuals 
for associated ends, invested with corporate rights and powers, 
has been and is the established policy of our laws. 

Under it the corporate ownership of public franchises has be- 
come the prevailing feature of. our industrial and productive 
economies. A vast and wonderful increase of facilities for travel, 
trade, and commerce has been developed, and a concentration 
of wealth in individuals in the form of taxes drawn from the 

ple and from the credit which rests on the right to impose 
uture taxation, greater than has ever existed in the history of 
nations, has been created. 

Under it the distribution of the means of subsistence on which 
the life of the 70,000,000 of our people depend has become the 
subject of private property by a few persons under forms of in- 
corporation or association. A franchise for the distribution of 
all the products of the land and labor of the people is the private 
property of a few persons. e 

I do not seek todisturbthis private property. Thisfranchise, 
whether wisely or unwisely given, is not now under considera- 
tion. } 

The purpose of this inquiry is to seek for the means by which 

the ownership of this great franchise may be retained in private 
hands for the preservation of our institutions and for free gov- 
ernment. 

You ask me whether it is possible for the Democrats who are 
sincere and zealous followers of the party and loyal believers in 
its principles to succeed against the railway corporate power 
and its candidates, when all the election machinery and the exe- 
cution of the laws relating to elections and returns is in their 
hands and subject to their control. I reply, yes. Success is 
neither doubtful nor difficult when the people are aroused and 
conscious of an attempt to deprive them of their liberties and 
their right to control their own Government. 

The American ret 85 and their free ancestors, for many cen- 
turies have asserted their right to control the Government 
whenever they have become conscious of a determined effort to 
deprive them of it by t; ts or tyranny of any kind. 

Nomanor set of men, however appointed, will be brave enough 
to encounter the swift and just punishment which an outraged 

vay observant of their conduct, will visit on those who seek 
2 raud to deprive them of their rightful power to control their 
own Government. 

The means to be adopted to protect the people i TN such 
wrongs are to select everywhere committees of intelligent and 
unpurchasable Democrats, who will personally see that the votes 
of the people are correctly returned and counted, bothin prima- 
ries and elections, and will further see that those who seek to 
carry elections by corruption and bribery shall be punished. 

The Democratic party must be redeemed this year from the 
control of conventions constituted by the fraudulent suppres- 
sion of the votes of the Democrats in primaries and by delegates 
selected by a few persons in the different counties, without the 
knowledge and consent of the e 4 of the Democrats in their 
e e recincts and counties, and from candidates nominated 
and elected by such methods; men who are not Democrats but 
are secretly advocates and supporters of corporation rule in the 
State and in the United States. 

The State government and all the officers of the State, and 
her political power and influence, must be placed in the hands 
of Democratic ple, and exercised and used for the benefit of 
the people, and not of the foreign owners of the transportation 
corporations of the State. 

In the coming elections the greatest vigilance should be ex- 
ercised. The people should attend their primaries and nomi- 
nating conventions; they should require all delegates and can- 
didates to make open and public declarations of their principles 
and opinions, and to pledge themselves faithfully to carry out 
the people’s will and their pledges. 

The person to be voted for as Senator by the State senators 
elected this year should be named by the people, and the dele- 

tes and candidates pledged to support such person and the 
e mad2 in the election before the people. 

The following copies of letters on file in the Treasury Depart- 
ment in relation to the appointment of a collector of customs at 
Tampa, Fla., show the demand of three of the great owners of 
corporation franchises in the State for the control of the ap- 
pointment of Federal officers in the State of Florida. 

The fact that the same persons have been represented here by 


persons actively demanding the confirmation of Mr. George Wil- 


son for collector of internal revenue, and the fact that the chair- 
man of the so-called State Democratic executive committee is 
the attorney of the Plant Coast Line System, and also the fact 
that another and a proxy member of the so-called State Demo- 
cratic executive committee is an official of the Louisville and 
Nashville Railroad 3 through its branch road, the Pen- 
sacola and Atlantic road Company, all show the demand of 
these corporation owners for the possession and control of the 
political power of the State of Florida. 

I have great respect for the President of the United States, 
and do not mean by the publication of the following letters to 
impute to him any kind of participation or any connection with 
this scheme of creating a corporation-rule party, but I wish to 
prng before the Senate and the people the at and wild folly 
of a few men who seek, through agents as foolish as themselves, 
to array an army of employés in a cor tion-rule party to at- 
tempt to dominate over the people of the State of Florida and of 
the United States, control their electoral power, and prescribe 
for them their legislative and executive policies. I acquit the 
great body of men of wealth of any participation in this scheme, 
but the torch may be applied by a single madman and the con- 
flagration and explosion will be none the less certain and de- 
structive. I would guard against and prevent it. 

If it should succeed in the State of Florida, as it will not, and 
corporation rule over the people of that State be established, 
carrying with it ownership of all the land and all the labor, and 
the right of taxation, the object lesson will be too plain, and the 
political and social ruin inevitable and speedy. It is in the 
power of the people to control and direct our panio policies in 
the paths of a safe, wise, conservative remedial legislation. 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., June 12, 1893, 


DEAR SIR: I am informed that there is very considerable excitement pre- 
vailing in Tampa in regard to collectorship. Am nowon my way there and 


shall probably remain a week. I to be in Washington in about ten 
or twelve days, and should be gratifled if the appointment can be deferred 
until Very r an o a ed to see the Presiden person. 
respec! y. 
’ H. B. PLANT. 


Hon. HENRY T. Eide 
Executive Mansion, Washington, D. C. 


DECEMBER 24, 1893, 

DEAR SIR: I took the liberty of wiring you last night, asking if it was 
necessary for our State executive committee to come to Washington again 
in reference to G. B. Sparkman's application for the position of collector ot 
customs here and George W. Wilson’s application for the position of col. 
lector of internal revenue. This I did because of information just received 
that Mr. COOPER, of the Second Congressional district, had indorsed Mr. 
Thomas Stockton for the latter position, and that Senators CALL and 
5 7 — * „ MALLORY had centered upon John T. Lesley for 

0 

We had anticipated the uniting of Senators CALL and PAsco and Repre: 
sentative MALLORY upon Lesley, but really supposed that Mr. COOPER 
would support Wilson, We did not know that it was really necessary, 
after our talk with Mr. Carlisle in November last; but you doubtless know 
whether we can accomplish any good by going. We really have no one else 
to whom we can go for advice, and if you kindly write me on the sub- 
ject it will be area Spares 

As our committee only asked recognition as against Senators and Con- 
gressmen in the appointments to fill those two places, and as neither Sena- 
tor nor Con an resides in the southern part of the State, nor within 
200 miles of Tampa, and as both persons, as their recommendations will 
show, are eminently fitted for the places, respectively, we cherish the hope 
that this concession will be made our committee. Any advice that you 
can give me will be highly appreciated and treated as personal. 


ours, 
S. M. SPARKMAN, Chairman. 
Hon. HENRY T. THURBER, 7 
Executive Mansion, Washinglon, D. C. 


NOVEMBER 13, 1893. 

DEAR SIR: Since meeting you last week I have had a talk with Mr. H. B. 
Plant in relation to the office of collettor of customs at Tampa, Fla., who 
expr lf as being favorable to the appointment of Mr. G. B. Spark- 
man, and authorized me to say that his appointment would be perfectly sat- 
isfactory to him. Hewill, should it become necessary, make the same state- 
ment, and may call sometime during the present week to see you in regard 
to the matter. I have not had an oppor as yet, of communicating 
with Col. Duvall, of the F. C. and P. R. R. Company, but I feel confident that 
the ment of thatcompany is friendly to Mr. paranna 

In fact the attorneys for that Berton! S udge D. S. Walland P. O. Knight 
ree him, as the papers on file with the retary of the Treasury will 
show. 

I thought it best to communicate the above to you, as in 8 conversation 
last week you mentioned a desire to know how they (C. M. Plant and Col, 
pare) stood with eee to their application of Mr. Sparkman. 

ours, very respec y, 
a S. M. SPARKMAN 


Charman Democratic Executive Committee, 
Hon. HENRY T. THURBER, 
Executive Mansion, Washington, D. C. 


DECEMBER 4, 1893. 


DEAR Sin: Since my last conversation with, and letter to, you in Wash- 
N bean and genie counsel for 


language Judge G. B. Sparkman for the position of collector of the po! 
here, and as the Plant Investment Company is also friendly to his appoint» 


‘would be presented, has 
Sparkman in case Capt. Lesley’s name is 


not yet been prominently mentioned in connection with that position. I 
have no means of ascertainin: 
like to have an opportunity of being heard 
tee, provided, of course, the President desires further information. 
Thanking you for your kindness and courtesy in the past, I remain, 


SaaS ad S. M. SPARKMAN 
Chairman State Executive Committee. 
Hon. HENRY T, THURBER, Washington, D. C. 
ae NOVEMBER 23, 1893. 
DEAR SIR: When I wrote indors: 0 
lector of customs at Tampa, Fla., I did not know that the Hon. G. B. Spark- 
man would be a candidate, Havin; rsed 


mmittee and in every cane he 
championed the cause of Democracy and responded to every of the 


Mr. ‘Sparkman has always Kaead erent s bp fg oad of your Excellency, and 
at the State Democratic convention held at Tam June of last year 


warmly supported by a very able speech a resolution indorsing you, and 
throne him and his Friends? his county isnow the banner Democraticcounty 
of this State. Ihave intimately known him from his childhood. Heisa 
ert Floridian, and there is no one in the State who is estimated more 


y. 

hip our excellency sees proper to appoint Mr. Sparkman you will reward 
a 2 05 deserving hg capario aud wiling to discharge his every duty, and 
by his appointment you will give a merited reward to him and his friends, 
who have steadfastly and loyally supported you both before and at the 
Chicago Vile sr seed ES 

res our obedie: 
park css aa HENRY L. MITCHELL, 


Governor of Florida. 

His Excellency GROVER CLEVELAND, 

President of the United States. 
> DECEMBER 4, 1893. 

DEAR SIR: Since my conversation with you in connection with other 

members of the State executive committee of Florida a few weeks ago in 

to the position of collector of the port of Tampa, J uage Sparkmen, 
whom a majority of our committee recommended, has the orsement of 
the Hon. John A. Henderson, vice-president and general counsel of the 
F. C. & P. R. R. system, and also a letter from Governor Mitchell indorsing 
Mr. Sparkman in case Capt. John T. Lesley’s nomination is out of the way. 
He had indorsed Capt. Lesley, not knowing that Judge Sparkman’s name 
would be brought forth. : 

The governor, however, afterwards appointed Capt. Lesley to the office of 
clerk of the circuit court for this county a 4 for the purpose of 2 
himself in a situation that he might indorse Judge Sparkman. He also, 
about the same time, appointed Capt. Lesley’s son to the clerkship of the 
criminal court of this county, both of which itions are very lucrative. 

There is still another applicant for the collectorship, whose name we did 
not mention at our conference with you, viz, that of the Hon. J. W. Tram- 
mell; but he is also hol an important and lucrative position in the State, 
to which he has been appointed by Governor Mitchell. 

Su; sing that the a intment would be made within a few days, I 
thought best to eg e above matters. 

V res ours. 
E S. M. SPARKMAN, 

1 3 ao Chairman of the State Executive Committee. 

on. JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Washington, D. C. 


[John A. Henderson telegram.] 


Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Washington, D. C.: 
I lived at Tam) 


MARCH 15, 1893. 


stre 
Florida where he 
Yours, truly, 
UNE 8,1893. 
DEAR SPARKMAN: Linclose you a letter for the President, which you 
will please present to him. It is my desire to be in fect accord with your 
committee, ause I feel that any steps taken by the committee in relation 
aS eee appointments will be in the interest of the Democratic party 
0 x 
I hope you will protest against the appointment of Frank Clark for United 
States district attorney, Southern district of Florida. I join you in this 
r. 


matte: 
yours, H. L. MITCHELL. 
Col.. N. SPARKMAN, 
Chairman Democratic Executive Committee of Florida, 
Washington, D. C. 


JUNE 8, 1804. 

Sm: I take pleasure in saying that I am in fect accord with Dem 
—— executive committee of this State in — to Florida — 
The members of this committee, as a rule, are Democrats, and gentlemen 
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of high character, and I hope that the recommendation of the committee 
may have due consideration at the hands of your Excellency. 


y respectfully, 
os HENRY L. MITOHELL, 
Governor of Florida, 
His Excellency GROVER CLEVELAND, 
President, Washington, D. C. 
JUNE 9, 1893. 


DEAR Sin: I have just heard that you had been informed that I was un- 
favorable to the appointment of G. B. Sparkman to the collectorship at 


pa. 

Now, I place but little reliance in such reports, and especially is this true 
in regard to Judge Sparkman. When I appointed Capt. Lesley to theclerk- 
ship of Hillsboro County I thought he would not after that be an applicant 
for the collectorship, and Iso stated to him and at the same time stated I 
was a friend of Judge Sparkman and he a friend of mine. 

That I felt a deep interest in the welfare of Tampa; that Sparkman would 
make a good collector and that his 1 would be satisfactory to 
the business interests of Tampa, and sley got out of the way, I should 
expect your assistance in pressing Judge Spärkman's appointment. Since 
that time I have had no occasion to e my mind, and sincerely ho: 
that in case Capt. Lesley is out of the race, you will use your infiuence 
pressing Judge Sparkman’s appointment. 

Yours truly, 


Hon. S. Pasco, United States Senator. 


H. B. Plant, president railroad company; H. M. Flagler, rail- 
company and Standard Oil Company; Col. Duval, repre- 
senting Florida Central and Pensacola Railroad Company; 
Charles Dougherty, Thomas M. Shackelford, John A. Hender- 
son, W. D. Chipley, and S. A. Jones all recommend Sparkman. 
T. K. Spencer recommends Sparkman, and writes: 


+ + + Anybody WILK. CALL recommends will not give satisfaction. All 
recommended by CALL have been independents and rganizers. 
T. K. SPENCER, 


Former Deputy Collector of Customs. 

When we examine the representation which the five corpora- 
tion rule persons, who control the majority of the so-called Dem- 
ocratic committee which met at Tampa, pro to allow the 
several counties, it is too plain for contradiction or even doubt 
that the means by which this is proposed to be done is by a 
packed convention, like that of 1892, in which the Democrats 
of the white counties are to bə disfranchised by a suppression 
of their votes and by an unfair and ex 3 representation 
of selected counties, the control of which may be affected by a 
concentrated effort and by fraudulent means such as were made 
use he Duval County in 1892, and against which the people 
revolted. 

Thus it will be seen that the county of Hillsboro, with a 
population of 14,941, of which 6,502 are white males, and 1,645 
are colored males, is allowed 28 votes; and the county of Jeffer- 
son, with a population of 15,767, of which 12,190 are colored, and 
3,558 are white, of which 1,791 are white males and 5,922 are col- 
ored males, is allowed 24 votes, and the county of Duval 16 votes. 

Duval County has been in the last several State elections a 
Democratic county, and by the census of 1890 has a population of 
26,800, of which 11,970 are whiteand 14,830 are colored, of which 
6,089 are white es, and 7,641 are colored males. 

It requires the voters out of 1,700 white males to make Jeffer- 
son County Democratic and it requires voters out of 6,089 white 
Democratic males to make Duval County Democratic, but Jeffer- 
son County, where the colored people do not vote to any great 
extent, is allowed 8 more votes, or one-third more votes than 
Duval; that is, a voter in Jefferson is three times a voter in Duval. 
The county of Hillsboro by the census of 1890 has a population 
of 14,941, a little more than one-half of the population of Duval, 
55 she is allowed 26 votes in the so-called Democratic conven- 

on. 

Thus the Democratic convention is to be constituted not on 
the basis of registered Democrats whose party relations are 
known and certified by the Democrats of each county, but by the 
count of the votes as returned at the last election. If such re- 
turns, for any reason of mistake or design, because of the in- 
terest of local candidates, or as in the Duval primaries in 1892, 
because of a concerted design of corporate power and interest 
to control the State through fraud in Democratic primary elec- 
tions and county and State elections, then by this plan of the 
corporation-rule party mistakes, interest, or fraud are to be made 
the contro factor of Democratic party power. 

The Republicans sought to control the people by the colored 
vote and by a suppression of the white vote. 

The design of the corporation rule People seems to be to con- 
trol the Democratic party by a suppress on of the white Dem 
cratic vote, and by an exaggerated count of the vote in the 
counties where there is a — * colored vote and a small white 
vote. The proposition, therefore, of the corporation rule party is 
to seize the power of the Democratic poopie and the Democratic 
party bya suppression of the white Democratic voters. When 
we remember that twoofthemost active, 5 and wealthy 
Republicans of the United States are the tigating power of 
this corporation rule movement, it is easy to see that it has not 
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in view the success of the Democratic party and the perpetua- 
tion of its power, neither has it in view the success of the Re- 
publican party nor the Populist party, but is a railway corpora- 
tion rule party alone. 2 j 

The whole apportionment for the Democrats of the State is 
like this, and exhibits clearly the continued attempts of the same 
persons to establish corporation rule in the State by the sup- 

ression of the white Democratic vote and the count of the en- 
Hire colored male population as Democratic voters. When we 
connect all these facts together and bear in mind that three of 
the great railroad corporation owners of the State are active, 
aggressive,and leading Republicans, and that arailroadand land 
t official under whose manipulations nearly all of the land 

fo West Florida and a great part of that in dle, East, and 
South Florida has been taken away from the operation of the 
homestead laws, and the right of the people to their free homes 
u it denied to them to the end that they might be forced to 
labor for years to pay the purchasers from the compa- 
nies such price as they might choose to demand, is a candidate for 
the State senate in one county, and another railroad official in 
Nassau County is also a candidate for the State senate, the people 
can no longer doubt that the public policies which are founded 
on the Democratic principle that government must be for the 
people, for the preservation of the people’s lives, liberty, and 
property, and not for the preservation of the lives, liberty, and 
property of a small pars of the people, and to this end, that all 
power must be in the people, and their will, expressed in the 
proper forms of law, must be supreme, is now being attacked and 
9 to be overthrown in our State. 

The organization, secretly, of a railroad-corporation-rule party, 
clai to be Democrats; the establishment of the Citizen, a 
corporation-rule es r, published at bat Shear uniary loss 
in Jacksonville, and ibuted gratuitously, r the name 
of a Democratic journal and professedly in interest of Dem- 
ocratic rule, by three active, aggressive, and extreme Repub- 
licans, who own the great railway corporations in Middle, t, 
and South Florida; the publication of The News, another cor- 

ration-rule newspaper in Pensacola, under the name of a 

mocratic newspaper; the candidacy in several counties of 
pone known to be and to have been for some years not only 

the employment of the railroad 1 ut devoted to 
their interests, and active agents in all things for the establish- 
ment of their rule over the people and over the Democratic 
party, prove conclusively the truth of this statement and the 
purpose to create a ration-rute party and to use either and 
all political parties as they may be in power for their own per- 
sonal ends, 

All over the State we find, with few exceptions, the newspaper 
press subject to their control, and opposing every effort to 
emancipate the people from bondage to them, and compel from 
them reasonable rates of transportation, and to abstain from 
attemp by bribery, corruption, and fraud to deprive the 

ople of their right to govern the Democratic party and the 

tate. 

I hope every voter in the State of Florida will read the fol- 
lowing record of the disposal of the public lands of the United 
States in the State of Florida in de and deprival of the peo- 
ple’s right to free homes upon them, and when they read it re- 
member that all this has been pe not by any Fee 
tion of our own State, for the Legislature has never 5 an 
ae to any railroad corporation except swamp and overflow 


The process of converting dry, arable land suitable for free 
homes for the people into ‘‘swamp and overflowed land unfit for 
cultivation ” has n accomplished by the corporation agents 
through the Interior Departmentin Washington, and largely by 
some men now proposing to represent the people as a corpor 
tion rule party in the Legislature of Florida, and to perpetuate 
upon the people of Florida the burden of a great debt of many 
millions of dollars for the payment of purçhase money for the 
homes which by the laws of the country are their own without 
money and without price. 

This is the corporation rule party, which is intended to control 
the Democrats with a convention constituted of 24 votes for 
Jefferson 8 1,700 white males, and 16 votes for Duval 
County with 6,400 white males, and with a Legislature of corpora- 
tion employés, attorneys, agents, sympathizers, and supporters 
in the name of the Democratic party. 

The following list of lands does not include the land on the 
Atlantic coast, nearly all of which is claimed to be the property 
of the owners of certain railroad and canal corporations, to the 
exclusion of all settlers under the homestead laws: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TATINO, G AL LAND OFFICE, 
Sm: Iu compitance with ‘our uest of the 26th 6 
the Siate one fh 


listed or a; ved to lorida on account of the grant made 
the act of 17, 1806 (11 Stat, 15), for the Pensacola and Georgia Ratiroas 


Com I submit herewith a te e 
— i À 9 statement, by counties, showing approxi 
ery y / 26 * M STONE, 
Hon. WILKINSON CALD, ws 9 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Lands listed or approved to the State of Florida on account of the act fi 
17, 1958, for the Pensacola and Georgia Railroad 3 * 


Name of county. 


EER | p 
8 | g 


* 
— 
— 
© 


RAN S 
88525 


2 
* 


REERSSRES 


$ 


ASCE rE EIEN SE AT EETA TTS Aa 
The following table will show the land claimed by the Florida 
Central and Peninsular Railroad amoan represented by Mr. 
John A. Henderson in Florida and Mr. 8. I. Wailes in Wash- 
ington City, and now by Mr. Cuttings of New York, as principal 
owner, and Mr. Duval, president of the railroad company: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 

Sw: Referring to your t of this day rel: Be cee 
reserved in certain counties — 5 the act ot May 175 8 
lands to the State of Florida to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
rong Island 88 ese pes 9 Panao: r — Waters ot Tampa Bay, 
an approximate estimate WS as follows: een oan 


These represent in the uantities covered by 


in the counties men- 


figures te the actual 
the withdrawal made for the benelft of said grant wit 
by Sen without deducting therefrom the lands expected or in anywise lost to 


grant. 
Respectfully, W. M. STONE, 
Assistant Commissioner. 
Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senate. 


REPORT OF TREASURER INTERNAL-IMPROVEMENT FUND. 
JANUARY 1. 1883 


S. I. Watles 122, 
Do. 222984 
po: 72 5 
Do.. 9255 
Do... 096. 52 
Do. 642, 34 
Do. 240.00 
Do. 703. 93 
Do. 126. 48 
Do. 43.20 
Do. 209. 14 
Do. 983. 41 
Do. 25.00 
Do 88. 08 
Do. 148,23 

76. 80 
Do 228. 00 
43, 452,00 


Page 155 of P. W. White’s report as commissioner of immi- 
gration, 1881-82: 


Of the lands reported above as sold 170,782.97 acres were sold to Sidney I. 
Wailes for $47,601, on his account as agent of the State at Washington in ad: 
justing land. 

Page 156: 
Three thousand six hundred and fourteen and sixty-six hundredths acres 


were sold to W 
Page 154: 


Entered by S. I. Wailes å 
trustees for April 13, 1878, 21,064. 
Note: For selecting lands, 


Swan & Earley for 34,518.91. .« 


ears 1681 and 1882 under his contract wich 


1894. 
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On page 132: 2 
Certificate No. 1, for 1,013.96 acres, being 20 per cent of the whole amount, 
was ordered to be assigned to S. I. Wailes in consideration of procuring said 


certificate, he being entitled to 20 per cent thereof under his contract with 
the board of trustees. 


On page 131: 

November 1, 1881, the governor laid before board 8 patents for 
swamp lands received from the General Land Office, 24,461.50 acres. Said 
patents having been obtained through the agency of Sidney I. Wailes, who 
under his contract with the board isentitled to 8 per cent upon alllands pat- 
ented of selections made by the State prior to 1861, the said Wailes is allowed 
to select the quantity of 1,950.92 acres, being 8 per cent of the lands so pat- 
ented, in compensation for his services. 

That the lands selected be Asad pi Pomeroy (clerk and agent of L. G. Den- 
nis) in compensation for services in proc g patents for 58,454.01 acres 
of swamp lands, which have not already been entered, be reserved from sale 
until the question at issue between said Pomeroy and L. G. Dennis shall be 
decided or until the further order of the board. 


Note: Elsewhere it appears that 5,800 acres were so conveyed July 25, 1881. 

Page 130: 

That Sydney I. Wailes be a inted agent of the board to select any fur- 
ther — — 75 lands to which oH State — be entitled under the act of Sep- 
tember 28, 1850, and that in com ation he shall receive 2 cents per acre 
for all lands selected by him and patented tothe State, tobe paid in lands at 
current prices. 

Under this authority it is believed 7,000,000 acres have been selected at 
Washington, and this, at 2 cents an acre, would be $140,000 in land at current 
prices. 

Page 130: 

May 81. Governor laid before board swamp-land indemnity certificates, 
ete. Certificate No. 8, embracing 1,677,92 acres, assigned to said Wailes for 

services. 


Ulis : 
(129. Patent No. 21, Tampa district. ] 

Two hundred and fourteen thousand two hundred and seventy-one and 
seventy-six hundredths acres, selected 12 to 1881, obtained through the 
agency of S. L Wailes; 17,141.76 acres Mr. Wailes entitled to locate as his 
percentage, embraced in Tampa patent, No. 21. 

Twenty-five thousand eight hundred and ten dollars and thirty-six cents, 
20 per cent to S. I. Wailes for his services, or 5,162.07 acres. 

Rpril 23, 4,639.51 acres to S. I. Wailes for services. 


Report of C. L. Mitchell, commissioner in 1885-86, states: 


Ot lands reported aboye as sold, 82,546.76 acres were sold to S. I. Wailesfor 
$21,465.80 on 3 as agent for the State, at Washington, in adjusting 
jand claims under his contract with the trustees of October 16, 1878, and 29,- 
547.53 acres were sold to John H. Henderson for 520,580.21 on his account as 

nt of the State for selecting swamp lands under his contract with board 
e of mternal- improvement fund. 


Let us now add to this the private and personal interest of a 
few men in the alleged grant to the State under act of May 17, 
1856, for the construction of railroads: 


Mr. S. I. Wailes, swamp and overflowed lands, 214,909.34 acres, at 
UA nae concen ce A E le sang hase A B encesevercasee! F214, 909. 34 
pW ele ER e SRY See, 140, 000. 00 
Grant or] May 17, 1856, for a railroad between Waldo and Tam 
$3,000 acres, valued at $3 per acre_.............--....-...---- Se eee! 249, 000. 00 
603, 909. 34 
Wailes 603, 909, 34 
Johnson, of New York, 85,000 acres, #3 per are 255, 000. 
Edwin N. Di m, esq., 350,000, at $3 per acre_.......-..---------. 1, 050, 000, 00 
S. I. Wailes, 1831-22: — 1 
Indemnity certificates as PATOL BETVICPR - <2, -n<-scencec-n-enn= „010. 
Sold S. T Wailes, on his 8 as State agent at Washington in 5 
adjusting T TT. BOA ee Soa woe conde bie a EE E 70,782.97 
1881-82. Entered by S. T. Wailes, under his contract with trustees 
Oe a Eee a ie aE E E ee er A 21, 664.03 
Certificate No. 1, being 20 per cent of whole amount for recovering 
same under his contract er N 1,073.96 
ae EF 
Nov. 1,1881. Eight per cent of as S » 856, 
% ² ³ A AVA 8 5, 800. 00 
176, 288. 11 
May 31. Indemnity certificates assigned S. I. Wailes, agent at 
Washington J „677.92 
ed ‘ar. Wailes for services - 17,141.76 
o Mr. Wailes, $25,810.36, in land. 5,162. 07 


April 23. Mr. Wailes, for services 


Balance for settlers under the United States 6, 808, 182 
Only about one-sixth of the State, which was practically all Government 
land when this policy began! 
The approximate amount saved by this bill is 695,040 acres on the Pensa- 
cola line, and 576,000 acres on the Waldo-Tampa line. 


I appeal to all good Democrats, all good citizens, all true men, 


who believe in [reo government, and the le's right to hap- 
piness and comfort, and to the protection of their lives, liberties, 
and property, to arouse themselyes, to or; to be wide 
awake, to consider carefully the men who ask them for their 
suffrages, and to vote for no man, for delegate to conventions or 


* 


for candidate for any office, who is not known to be opposed to 
corporation rule, who is not faithful to Democracy and to the 
people, and who is not incorruptible. ~ 

e weapon with which your enemies will assail you is money 
in all the insidious forms of corruption and bribery. The power 
of the newspaper press will be hired to defame, rage, and 
belittle all your true friends, and all who value the Democratic 
party and its principles above corporation rule and the monopoly 
of all the sources of wealth and property, through land grants 
and rates of freight and transportation, by a few men, having 
no.acquaintance with the people and no interest in their advance- 
ment and happiness, 

Let me bid you, then, awake, organize, and send men to your 
Legislature and to all public offices who, like the fifty-two true 
Democrats and faithful friends of the people in the Legislature 
of 1891, will pass through the temptations and wiles of the 
enemies of Democracy and republican government harmless, 
unscathed, and unsuspected. 

Task, if there be no objection to its consideration, that the 
resolution may be now voted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr: SHERMAN. Ighould like to have the resolution again 
read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. What is the proposition, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida which has 
just been read, 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection, of course, to the considera- 
uon of the resolution if the Senator desires to have it consid- 
ered now, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the request of the Senator 
from Florida. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to object 
to any inquiry relating to fraud in the election of Senators 
or Representatives, but I appeal to the Senator from Florida 
whether a sufficientfoundation has been laid fora broad and gen- 
eral investigation into the conduct of the Legislatures of the 
several States in the election of Senators, It seems to me that 


no such foundation has been laid. 


If the Senator wishes to examine into anything which has oc- 
curred, or is alleged to have occurred, in Florida I should not 
at all object; but it seems to me the resolution is too broad in 
making a general declaration of this kind, or in making a par- 
8 declaration as to fraud extending over the whole United 

ates. 

I do not think, so far as the State where I live and the States 
surrounding that region are concerned, that there is any in- 
fluence @xercised by corporations directly or indirectly in the 
elections of Senators or Representatives. If there is such an 
influence exercised in the State of Florida, and the Senator says 
so, I should be to vote for an investigation with great 
pleasure, and should be willing to punish corporations or indi- 
viduals for any misconduct done in respect to elections of Sen- 
ators and Representatives. 

I do not like to see these broad and sweeping declarations 
made against the whole people of the United States, as if our 
people were using corrupt means in their elections. If such was 
the case, it would subvert our republican form of government. 
It is a bad sign when such sweeping and broad allegations are 
made, and they should never be made unless there is some foun- 
dation for such accusations. 

If anything has been done in the State of Florida by corpora- 
tions or others which is wrong and improper, and if the Senator 
will confine his resolution toan Inguiry into thatsubject, Ishould 
be very glad to vote for such a proposition, and if any foundation 
can be shown for it, I should be ing to make it even broader 
than that. Still, the power of the Senate ison the other side of 
the Chamber, and if they desire to examine into elections all 
over the United States, I do not know thatI care much about it; 
but it seems like making accusations against ourselves, as if in 
some way or other we held our seats here by fraud. That could 
not occur except perhaps in a particular case, and when that case 
is presented it ought to be examined into, p 

I have said, if there has been anything wrong in the Flor- 
ida elections at any time and the Senator from Florida says so, 
his word is enough for me; and I should vote for a committee 
to investigate t particular offense; but to order, without 
specific allegations, a broad and general inquiry of this char- 
acter, I do not think is proper. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say, in reply to the Senator from 
Ohio, that there is no charge of fraud against anybody in this 
Se There is an Miopa kon mi aek is aeons for 
inquiry in respect to organized e 0 e railroad corpora- 
dena to control the State of Florida. Isaid in my remarks that 
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there, not be- 
ch had been 
committed, but as to remedial legislation, to prevent the in- 
fluence upon elections of corporaie bodies, organized for that 


one reason was that corporations were organizin, 
cause of what had been done, not as to fraud w. 


purpose, and acting in that d tion. 

I makeno charge of fraud in any State Legislature; nor do I 
desire to investigate any State election that has occurred or any 
legislative election. The resolution raises the question 
whether it is to the interest of any political party and to the 
perpetuity of our institutions that there should be a corporation- 
rule party, organized at the instance and with the money and 
power of corporations, which are chartered for business pur- 
poses and for business purposes alone, notin the interests of one 
party or the other. 

Mr. President, the time has now expired in which we agreed 
to discuss the resolution, and I ask that it may go over, retain- 
ser, 5 lace. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it will be so ordered. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 21st instant approved and signed the act (S. 513) 
granting the use of certain lands in the Hot Springs Reserva- 
tion, in the State df Arkansas, to the Barry Hospital. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. : 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
and ask that it may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first state the pend- 
ing question, which is on the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insection 54, line 22, after the word prop- 
erty,” it is proposed to insert owned;“ so as to read: 

And income from all prope owned and of every business, trade, or pro- 
fession carried on in the United States by persons residing without the 
United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been or- 
dered on the amendment. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, there is no objection to that amend- 
ment. Iask unanimous consent that the call for the peas and 
nays = be withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New York? The Chair hears none. The 
amendment will be considered as agreed to, in the absence of 
objection. The next amendment reported by the Committee 
on Finance will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, line 24, after the words 
“United States,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘and not citizens 
thereof.” : 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, yesterday may well be known in 
the future history of this country as Populist day. The distin- 
guished Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], recognizing 
the fact that one of the leading principles of his new party was 
at stake, led off inan elaborate speech in favor of the principle 
of a graduated income tax, and the distinguished Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] brought up the rear in defense of the 
same principle. It was entirely fitting that the beginning and 
substantially the end of the debats should have been had by 
those distinguished Senators, who peculiarly and especially 
represented that principle now proposed to adopted by an 
American Congress. 

The time, in my judgment, was not wasted, 5 from 
their point of view. Their platform had been attacked, not ours; 
their particular principle was at stake, not ours. It was their 
peculiar province to vigorously and zealously defend that prin- 
ciple, and they did so ably. I listened to them with great at- 
tention. It was therefore, I say, proper that they should have 
monopolized a large portion of the time yesterday. 

Mr. President, there may never be such am opportunity for 
them again. It was right to improve it. There may never occur 
or a time in the history of this Government when one of 
their principles will occupy so much of the public attention and 
attract so much of interest as it did yesterday. 

They have succeeded in doing what? By manipulation, by 
negotiation, by argument, by entreaty, by something, possibly 
by rerson of its own intrinsic merits, they have managed to in- 
corporate in a Democratic reform tariff bill one of the essential 


principles of their party. They undoubtedly naturally feel 
proud of the success of their efforts. Ido not begrudge them 
their victory. I differ with them in regard to the propriety of 
the tax itself, but I am rece, Sept they shall have all the eles 
which attaches to the triumph. 

It was suggested to me by one of the friends of the Populist 
pari the other day as a reason why this principle was interpo- 
ated in the bill that he was afraid thatif it had been placed 
here upon its own merits it might either have been abandoned 
by its Democratic friends, or else if it did pass it would meet with 
the President's veto. That may or may not be the true reason 
why it was attached to this measure. Certainly the friends of 
free coinage, the friends of those who believe in the coinage of 
the seigniorage, the friends of the repeal of the State bank tax 
have not seen fit to adopt any such tactics. Those principleshave 
been allowed to pass by, those principles have been sacrificed. 
There has been no attempt to place them upon the pending bill 
in order that they might compel the President to approve the 
bill with those principles in it, but it has simply been adopted 
so far as this one Populistic principle is concerned. 

But before commenting further upon the speeches of those 
distinguished representatives of the Populist party made on the 
great Populist day of yesterday, especially devoted to their in- 
terest, I desire to speak a few wordsin regard to other remarks 
which were made yesterday in favor of the income-tax proposi- 
tion. I always like to hear the speeches of the distinguished 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. He always patos ably 
earnestly, and I think sincerely; and I do him the credit and 
justice to say that he endeavors to present those arguments 
which will convince his hearers. He wastes no time in clap- 
trap; he proceeds directly to the point involved. He did not 
resort to the subterfuge of claiming that this is intended simply 
as a temporary policy of the Government. 

He repudiates the suggestion made by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] that it is intended simply as 
a temporary expedient. True to his nature and his course in 
the Senate in the past, he boldly says he favors it as a perma- 
nent policy of this Government, and not simply to meet an ex- 
isting emergency, although he says itis necessary for that pur- 
7 7 But he goes further, and says that it is a just tax; that 

t is an equitable tax; that it is a tax which ought to be incor- 
porated in the fiscal system of this great Republic of ours. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado has assumed to do 
what no one upon this side of the Chamber has endeavored to do, 
He has endeavored to convince us and to convince the country 
that these moneys are actually needed for the benefit of our Treas- 
ury. I do not so regard it. I believe—atleast that is the Demo- 
cratic hope that the tariff bill, as soon as it may go into opera- 
tion, will produce almost suffloient revenue from the tariff articles 
alone, aside from the income tax, to produce enough money to 
run the Government. That is the Democratic theory of the bill. 
Of course the Senator from Colorado attacks it. He has sub- 
car to you a statement which of course attacks the policy of 
our side. 

In defense of the scheme of income taxation he has to say that 
you have reduced the rates so much or have not reduced them 
sufficiently to produce revenues enough to support the Govern- 
ment. It was the Democratic theory when the bill was first sug- 
gested that there should be a sufficient reduction of tariff duties 
in order to realize enough money to support the Government 
economically administered. It was believed and predicted that 
that reduction could be so effected that by reason of increased 
importations there would be more than enough realized to sup- 

rt the Government. But, according to the argument of the 

nator from Colorado, made sincerely here, we are shown this is 
to be the fact, that the Democratic port has not reduced the 
duties sufficiently or has framed the bill in such a form and such 
a way that you have simply substituted for revenue duties in- 
come-tax duties. 

We have labored for years, in season and out of season, to con- 
vince the country that the tariff is a tax, and now we have con- 
vinced them not only that the tariff is a tax, but that itis an 
income tax which we are after. What good is it to the country 
to substitute simply one form of taxation for another? LIthought 
there was to be a reduction of tariff taxation of some account. I 
supposed that by reason of the reduction there would be such 
increased importations that asufficient amount of money to meet 
the needs of the Government would be realized. But it seems I 
was mistaken; it seems that this side of the Chamber was mis- 
taken; it seems we have been making false appeals to the coun- 
try, and now we are asked to accept the explanation of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Colorado. It may or may not be ac- 
cepted by our friends upon this side of the Chamber. 


Mr. President, I hold in my hand a statement of the condition 
of the Treasury on the 31st day of May, it being the last state- 
ment which has been presented to the public. It shows that 
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there was a cash balance in the Treasury on the 31st day of May, 
1894, of $117,854,355.85. Iam not prepared here now to point 
out particularly how much of this is intended for gold reserve. 
I am here smp to say that the Treasury is not rupt. I 
am here to say that you have a surplus in your Treasury today. 
Iam here to say that if your tariff bill is worth anything at all 
it ought to bring, by reason of revived conditions of trade and 
by reason of increased importations, sufficient money into the 
ury to support the Government. 

When the tive years shall have elapsed and your income tax 
expires by its own limitation, how are you then to support the 
Government? From the argument of the Senator from Colo- 
rado you will have nothing to support it; you will be running in 
debt. Is that the feast to which we are invited; is that the spec- 
tacle we are to witness? Are we not making a tariff bill which 
we will expect to last for along number of years? In making 
such a bill, is it not our duty toward our country to make not 
only a tariff bill which will be acceptable to-day, but which will 
be acceptable and satisfactory five years from now, aye, ten 

ears? 

y The bill which we ought to pass here should not be disturbed 
for many long years to come. We should realize the important 
fact that we are legislating not only for to-day, but for to-mor- 
row and for many years to come. As I said a few days ago, I 
am opposed to this temporary policy. Let us make a bill which 
will last, which can stand criticism, and which will meet the 
demands and needs of the Treasury for years to come. 

There is nothing in the argument that the needs of the Treas- 
ury require an income tax. No one has ventured here to dis- 

ute the statement of the distinguished chairman of the Finance 
Dormia in his first speech, when he showed that there was 
about $3,000,000 surplus, even according to his own figures, and 
without the income tax. These figures were based upon theim- 
portations of 189293, when trade was depressed; when pros- 
perity did not abound in the country; and it is our hope, it is 
our belief, itis the Democratic creed, at least, that by reason of 
revived trade and the prosperous conditions of the country the 
law will produce more than sufficient revenues for the support 
of the Government, throwing the income tax aside. 

Mr. President, the same distinguished Senator entered an em- 

hatie denial that many features of the proposed law are inquis- 
korai or said that at least they are not any more inquisitorial 
than the statute laws of many of the States. Mr. Carlisle, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in a recent interview admitted the 
inquisitorial features of the tax. It is claimed now that they 
have been somewhat modified. In his annual report he sug- 
gested a certain income-tax measure which was intended to 
avoid inquisitorial features. He did not recommend an indi- 
vidual income tax. He recommended simply a tax upon corpor- 
ate investments. 

In one form you might consider it a corporate tax; in another 
it is an individual tax, but a tax upon investments made in cor- 
porations. His argument is thata man's investments in corpora- 
tions are inevitably more or less public. All corporations pub- 
lish annual or quarterly statements of their affairs, and they do 
so voluntarily or are required to do so by law. The theory of 
the measure which the Secretary recommended is, that if a busi- 
ness man should be required to exhibit his investments in cor- 

rations, there would be no unusual or undue publicity. There 
fa force in that suggestion. There is some reason why there 
should be, in that view of the case, simply a tax upon corporate 
investments. The Secretary, in his annual report, says: 

The assessments or returns need not be based upon information extorted 
by the law from the persons c: with their payment, but upon the pub- 
lic records and the regular and authentic accounts of the corporations and 
com esin which the investments have been made; and they have the 
additional merit of being imposed entirely upon that part of the citizen's 
income which is not earned by his labor or skill, but which, in the cases of 
legacies and successions, is acquired by mere operation of law or by gratui- 
tous uest, and in the case of incomes from investments in corpora- 
tions and joint stock companies, by the simple earning capacity of his cap- 
ital as such, without personal effort upon his part. 

Secretary Carlisle, the distinguished financier of the Demo- 
cratic party in its great crisis, a gentleman in whom we all pro- 
fess to have implicit confidence, did not venture to recommend 
this individual income tax; he did not venture to recommend a 
tax upon labor or the skill of man. He simply recommended 
a tax which would not be inquisitorial in its features. He sim- 
ply recommended a tax whereby whatever moneys should bein- 
vested in corporations might be taxed, and as those investments 
were more or less a matter of public concern and were open more 
or less to the public eye, there could be no harm in taxing those. 
That was the argument. That was the tax that the President 
of the United States recommended. It is not this tax. It bears 
no comparison to it. 

The same distinguished Senator spoke of the custom-house in- 
uisition. Mr. President, in the first place the custom-house 
quisition is more or less a matter of absolute necessity.. It 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6765 


was of course established many long years ago, and related only 


to foreigners or ngers coming into our country. Those 
were the good old days before half of America went to Europe 
and then returned again, and it wasa procedure imposed upon 
foreigners coming to this country. The Senator has been abroad 
unquestionably and has come k into the country, and he 
knows, as he must know, that these investigations are more or 
less a mere matter of form. There is the most casual examina- 
tion possible as a rule. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from New York allow me 
5 say map I made no complaint of the customs laws in that par- 

icular 

Mr. HILL. It was an illustration. 

Mr. TELLER. I merely mentioned it as an illustration that 
while they are objectionable and offensive to a great many peo- 
ple, they are absolutely necessary for the collection of the reve- 
nue, and on that ground defensible. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not seeking to defend them especially upon 
the ground of absolute necessity. 

Mr. TELLER. They are necessary. 

Mr. HILL. But they are more or less a matter of form. They 
are not so bad as they are called, because in nine cases out of ten 
the customs officials can tell who are honest and genuine bona 
fide passengers coming to our country, and a hasty examination 
of the trunks is all there is to do usually. 

Mr. President, the necessary inquiries which must be made at 
the custom-house do not furnish, it seems to me, a sufficient 
argument why an income tax should be placed upon the statute 
books of the country whereby every person who pays the tax can 
be at almost any season of the year summoned before a collector 
or a deputy collector and put through a series of questions. 

Mr. President, a groa deal has been said about the enormity 
of tariff taxation. I call attention to the remark made by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] when he said—and I agree 
with him in that particular— 


There is no government in the world whose citizens feel the hand of the 
National Government as lightly as they feel it here. Nobody has felt its 


burden. 

That is substantially true. That is because your taxation has 
been indirect. Thatwas the taxation recommended by Thomas 
Jefferson. That is because it has been unseen substantially, and 
unfelt for along number of years. Yet the proposition is (and 
to a certain extent the Senator from Colorado joins in the de- 
mand) that you substitute for this unseen, almost unfelt, taxa- 
tion, direct, inquisitorial income taxes. 

Mr. PEFFER. A tax that is felt. 

Mr. HILL. It is proposed to substitute it for a tax that is 
felt. Laccept that suggestion. 

Mr. President, I do not see the logic of that argument. I 
think it convicts itself of inconsistency. If tariff taxes have 
been unfelt for so many years, if nobody has felt their burden, 
if they have been paid almost cheerfully by the people of the 
country, then I see no reason why you should turn around and 
substitute other taxes in their place which will be felt. 

But, it is said that the citizens of my State and of other States 
will evade this tax, will possibly perjure themselves toavoid its 
payment. Idonotclaim that the citizens of New York State 
are any more honest or more anxious to pay taxes than the citi- 
zens of any other State in the Union. Human nature is the same 
everywhere. The history of the world proves that oppressive 
and odious taxes will be evaded. History proves that men will 
take questionable means to avoid their payment, especially if 
the whole community sympathizes with them in their effort to 
evade the taxes. My people will do no more than the people of 
North Dakota and the poopie of Nebraskaor the people of Colo- 
rado. They will pay them as honestly and cheerfully as the 
ple of those States, although they will pay ten, twenty, th 
times as much. There will be some perjuries. There will be 
some evasions. There will be some efforts, of course, to avoid 
these taxes. 

Mr. President, there need not necessarily be perjury per se. 
This tax can be evaded—evaded in what manner? t me call 
your attention to certain provisions of the bill. In 3 
the gains and profits of a person these are the things whic 
must be included: 


The amount of sales of live stock, sugar, cotton, wool, butter, . 

pork, beef, mutton, etc., * * be the growth or produce of the estate oi 

Such person, less the amount 8 ed in the purchase or production ot said 

pay Ae een and not including any part thereof consumed directly by 
e > 


Then it provides that— 

In computing incomes the necessary expenses actually incurred in carry- 
ing on any business, occupation, or profession shall be deducted. 

What field does this leave open to every man engaged ina 
large P reir e ee, in the raising of live stock, in the rais- 
ing of sugar, in the making of butter, and in opera large 
farms—to men engaged in these extensive industries? He basa 
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right to deduct all his expenses, the amount expended in the 
uction of these articles, and the amount Aces in his 


ess. o is to judge of the propriety of t 
xy largely himself? 
there any reason why a gentleman of wealth with a great 
stock farm, haying a large family of boys coming up between 18 
and 25 years of age, shall not give them a large resi upon the 
round of services rendered in the raising of cattle, in the rais- 
ing of wool, in the raising of cotton? Can he not give his wife 
a salary, too? Can he not give it to his hired man, his nephew, 
8 with him? Can he not have an arrangement with those 
people whereby he has some drawbacks? 
ou may say these are dishonest practices. They are prac- 
tices that can not be detected. Are you to summon a jury to 
have it determine in every case of an income tax whether these 
charges and expenses are excessive or not? Is the question of 
the good faith of the man to be determined bya jury or by 
some other form? Are you not obliged to accept his statement, 
substantially, as tothe amount of those expenses? Otherwise, 
sir, you will be engaged in litigation all the while. 1 

It opens a door to fraud. Men can make their expenses what 
they please, and they will make them large if thereby they can 
escape this tax. No other form of taxation opens up this field, 
unless it is some of this infamous ad valorem custom-house tax- 
ation, where the business men are in the hands of the experts, 
and the experts differ, of course, tly, honestly or ten- 
tionally, and sometimes intentionally. But aside from that there 
is no field of taxation that can be devised which opens up such 
opportunities for fraud and evasion, and it is fraud and evasion 
for which there is no proper remedy. 

Mr. President, you will pardon me for suggesting that I notice 
the word ‘‘cotton” is in italics. Itseems that the other House in 
framing this measure omitted to provide for any income tax 
upon the profits raised from cotton. Of course it was an inad- 
vertence. Of course there was no effort made to make the bill 
sectional, and our fair-minded Finance Committee here, em- 
bracing the interests of the whole country, with patriotic ardor 
seized the opportunity to put in this great product of the South. 

Therefore, we find inserted in the bill in italics ‘‘ cotton.” 
Possibly it re ahd been omitted because our planters in years 
past have not been making any money, but when we shall have 
this bill in complete and full A Schr everybody is expected to 
get rich, cotton planters and all; everybody is expected to have 
large incomes; and, therefore, it was very proper that cotton 
should be enumerated with sugar,and wool, and butter, and 
cheese, and all the other products of the count It came a lit- 
3 that suggestion about cotton. tton almost got 

ett ou 

Mr. President, right here let me speak a word about the ex- 
emptions of this bill. We are not starting out upon a new ex- 
periment in one view, and in another we are. There are income- 
tax statutes in other countries. It is true there are none in a 
republic. That is just simply a little circumstance that has 
happened, that a republic never had an income tax except dur- 
ing a war. But Prussia has one, Denmark has one, Austria has 
one, and England has one. All monarchical governments have 
one to extort moneys from an unwilling people. Prussia’s ex- 
emption is 8225, Germany's from $70 to $600, Denmark’s $215, 
Austria's $113, England's $750, and ours here as now proposed 


„000. 

Mr. President, why is there this distinction maintained so 
zealously and earnestly in the bill? What ground exists wh 
there should be thisexemption? Senators who have discus 
this question have evaded it. There is not one of them who has 
addressed the Senate who has endeavored to defend this exemp- 
tion or to point out why it should exist. Can it be possible that 
it is intended to represent the difference in wages, the differ- 
ence in the cost of living between this country and England and 
those other countries? It has been denied over and over again 
that there was very much difference in the cost of living and 
very much difference in wages; and yet it 2 75 8 to make 
a difference between the amount of $750 and $3,000. 

It is true that what $750 will answer for an Englishman in 
England it requires $3,000 in America to purchase the same 
comforts, to live in the same manner, to enjoy the same priy- 
ileges? I say this large exemption is a “give away” upon all 
we have been claiming and clamoring for during somany years. 
We have been saying, of course, that the expenses of livin in 

country were somewhat larger. We have beencontending, 
and properly so, that wages were Biher in this country, and I 
am very glad to know that fact; that our workingmen live 
better in this country than they doin England and those other 
countries, and that there are many hundreds of dollars differ- 
ence in the expenses of living; but, sir, there is no such differ- 
ence as $750 and $3,000; $750 and $1,000 would represent the true 
difference. 


expense ex- 


Mr. President, if this bill passes it has got to be defended be- 
fore the People, it has got to be defended by Democrats every- 
where; and I suggest to your own good judgment, in the inter- 
ests of honest legislation tclass legislation, in the interest 
of the thatenacts it, that yous make this bill the least 
objectionable possible. The nee yee make your exemption 
the harder it will be to defend the bill. It represents more than 
the mere cost of living. Three thousand dollars exemption, 
whata large amount this is! 

Let me quote from what a distinguished gentleman, who has 
given his lifetime to the study of these economic questions, says 
upon this subject: 

The authors of the proposed income tax now before C. especially 
proclaim that the chief object sought by them inthis measure isto transfer 
the burdens of the State from the shoulders of the poor to those of the rich. 
It is, therefore, interesting to note where they propose to draw the line in 
respect to charity and as to the amount of property the possession or en- 
joyment of which, in their opinion, constitutes riches. 

f we assume 5 per cent as about the Wares: annual ayera ‘ofiton 
money, land, or other property in the United States over and above all 
charges and taxes, then an exemption of 88,000. in an assessment under an 
income tax, would represent an accumulation, or business, or profession of 
the value of $50,000, 

Sixty thousand dollars put out atinterest at 5 per cent brings 
$3,000, and yet it is 3 ae to reach the rich by the bill and 
exclude the poor. It has been said that New York is built up 
of wealthy men. We have millionaires there; we hayo men in 
moderate circumstances, but, sir, a man with $60,000 invested 
at 5 per cent is considered fairly well off in New York or in any 
other State of this Union. He isarich man out in Kansas, is 
he not, I ask the Senator from Kansas? I say to you right here 
that it is hard to find now good investments at5 percent. I but 
speak the sentiment of the business community when I say that 
5 5 investments at 5 per cent are rare. They are difficult to 

nd. 
If we take 
The same gentleman from whom I am quoting says— 


the rate at which the United States can borrow money, namely, 3 per cent, 
then an exemption of $3,000 woald pi yay an accumulation of a citizen in- 
vested in United States securities of 5100, 000. And acco’ to any fair in- 
terpretation of the action of the committee reporting a $3, 5 or & 


citizen who is worth less than §50,000 of ordinary property yieldin; come, 


or 100,000 of prope invested in United States bonds, is a legitimate ob- 
ject of national e ty: 

In other words, if a citizen of this 3 invests his money 
in Government bonds at 3 per cent, he $3,000, and he 
has an investment of $100,000; and yet that man is propone to 
be exempted. A man worth $100,000 is pretty well off in any 
part of the country. That is the difficulty with this high ex- 
emption. It is utterly indefensible. As I said the other day, 
she rotted of exemption is a matter of governmental favor or 
charity. 

A man must pay his just debts, yet when you issue an execu- 
tion against his property the law in itsmercy, wisdom, and char- 
ity steps in and saves a few paltry hundred dollars, which shall 
be exempt. Vou have a homestead exemption of a thousand dol- 
lars, but here in the pending bill, intended to reach the rich 
men of the country, you absolutely exempt men worth $60,000, 
where they have an investment of 5 per cent, and $100,000 where 
they invest it in bonds of the country, drawing 3 per cent inter- 
est. 

In my humble judgment it will be a most serious mistake for 
the friends of the bill not to iy! the amendments which may 
be offered to perfect it, to make it a bill which can be somewhat 
defended upon the stump and in the press and before the people 
of this country. If those in charge of the bill do not wish to do 
it they are at liberty, of course, to refuse. I was pleased that 

esterday an amendment was offered to fix the exemption at 
33,000. An amendment to fix itat$1,0000f course would greatly 
perfect the bill and make it more acceptable to the people of the 
country who want to do what is just and right. Of course, it 
would not be acceptable to those who simply desire to reach a 
certain class and who want to make the bill as objectionable as 
a can to the charge of class legislation. 

To the latter class I have nothing to say, but [ appeal to those 
who want to perfect the bill, who want to make it an honest bill, 
who want to make it a bill which can be defended, who want to 
make ita bill which, after full and fair discussion before the 

ople, will stand the test of criticism to at least make it as unob- 
jectionable as it is possible to make an income-tax law. 

Take a case where a State has direct taxation and where real 
estate as a rule is required to be taxed. What would you think 
of a State which, having a system of direct taxation whereby all 
real estate is taxed according to its value, exempts all es- 
tate which does not produce a rental of $3,000? 

Would not that be an unusual exemption? Would it not be 
unheard of, unjustifiable, indefensible anywhere? 

If it were to levy a tax of 2 per centon annual incomes below 


83,000 in amount. and exempt all incomes above this sum, the unequal and 
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character would be at once apparent; and 
8 — 1. N . below. $3,000 is equally unjust and 
Giscriminating In either case the exemption can not be founded or de- 
ended on — 5 sound principles of free constituti government, and is 
ae a manifestation of tyrannical power under whatever form of govern- 
ment it may be enforced. 
the law and constitutional law itself 
come derived from like property. 

We should take no narrow view of this question. It is impos- 
sible to discuss the question of Federal taxation without consid- 
ering at the same time the question of all taxation. Of course 
the Federal taxation, namely, customs taxation, does notof itself 
distribute burdens equally, but when taken in connection with 
a still greater amount of taxation, namely, your State, your 
county, and local taxation, then the whole tax is distributed 
substantially equally. If you must have an income tax, then 
abolish all your tariff taxesand haveincome taxation to raise all 
your Federal revenues. Do not have parts of two systems. Do 
not let the General Government take and monopolize the tariff 
system of taxation, the indirect system, and then turn around 
and take from the States the other systems of taxation which 
wore intended peculiarly for their benefit. There is ample room 
in the tariff field. Let the States have the other fields which 
are open to them. 

Has anyone here discussed the question of the effect of what 
this taxation will be upon the States of this Union? I hold in 
my hand a volume containing the collateral inheritance laws of 
the various States. They have such laws in Maryland; they 
have them in Connecticut; they have them in New York; they 
have them in divers other States, whereby there is assessed a 
certain sum upon all inheritances of personal property or gifts 
made in view of death. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the date of the book the Senator from 
New York has? 

Mr. HILL. Eighteen hundred and ninety-two. 

Mr. HOAR. Such a law has very recently been passed in 
Massachusetts. I do not know whether it is included in the 
volume the Senator has. 

Mr. HILL. I do notsee the Massachusetts law here. In sub- 
stance this tax is 5 per cent oe all inheritances and gifts. 
This tax raises a large amount of money for the governmentsof 
New York, of Maryland, and Connecticut, and now of Massa- 
chusetts and other States. In addition to this tax, so necessary 
for the reliefof the State governments, the General Government, 
when it has the whole field of tariff taxation open to it, this in- 
direct means of taxation, steps in and says “we shall monopo- 
lize these inheritance taxesand youshall not havethem.” How 
long doyou think thatthe States can stand this double taxation? 
It amounts to 7 per cent upon the amount of these inheritances 
and gifts, a most enormous taxation, not justifiable even ina 
time of war. What must be the ultimate effect? The ultimate 
effect of the enforcement of the new statute will be that either 
the General Government must give way or the States must give 
ie These estates can not stand this enormous taxation. 

he result will be that probably the States must give way, and 
then the States must resort to direct taxation upon land, upon 
the farmers of the country, upon the owners of small houses and 
lots. This burden, then, instead of being transferred from the 
oor real estate owner is really put upon him. You simply 
fonn out of the frying pan into the fire. I therefore say it is 
unjust to the States of this country which have collateral inherit- 
ance laws; itis unjust to the owners of real estate in the various 
States who, now relieved by these collateral inheritance taxes, 
will have other and additional burdens put upon them. This is 
a most serious question, one of the most serious questions in- 
volved in the enactment of this measure. 

It has been proclaimed over and over again that the object of 
an income tax is to reach the wealth of the country. I have al- 
ready pointed out, in the remarks which I have had the honor 
of submitting heretofore, that the wealth of the country pays 
its proportion of your State, your county,and municipal taxes 
which are twice as much as your Federal tariff taxation. It 
there is any complaint that wealth does not pay its proportion 
of the State taxes, then I plead for the cause of home rule and 
the right of each State to determine that question for itself. 
The question of States rights is involved; the question of 
State rule is involved here; the question whether the States 
shell deliver over to the General Government these fields of 
revenue. 

But, are you sure that your bill has been framed in such a way 
that the poor man is not to be taxed? I invite the attention of 


he great republican principle of equality before 
ri Mine predade kny exemption of in- 


the friends of the measure to this point: Here is a poor man. All 
be possesses isa thousand dollars invested ina corporation. His 
whole income from the thousand dollars and from any money 
which he otherwise earns will not exceed $3,000. The theory 
of the bill, anditisanice theory, is that that poor man 

to pay any income tax. Will he not pay any in fact? I 

trus that he will not, because the poor man gets his 


ht not 
tisnot 
vidend 


on his thousand-dollar investment, but before he gets the divi- 
dend the corporation has taken out his proportionate share of 
the 2 per cent and paid it to the General Government, and his divi- 
dend is just so much less. Is not that true? 

1s there any man here prepared to gengt? Isit right? Is 
it just? Is it in accordance with the proc ed principle upon 
which you have endeavored to frame this bill? Under the bill 
as it came from the House this was not the result intended, or 
was not the result of the bill itself, but you have changed the 
theory of the bill, you have changed its language, you have re- 
constructed it, and the reconstruction is worse than the “‘ recon- 
struction ” in days gone by, because it will produce greater hard- 


ship. 

‘There isno answer to that proposition—none whatever. In 
other words, the poor man, who may possibly have been a sol- 
dier and served under his country’s flag, gets a thousand dollars 
as salary; that is all he gets, and properly it is not taxable, but 
if the poor man is a cripple, if he is in bad health, if he can not 
get around, and has taken his money and invested it in acor- 

ration in which he had confidence, and it pays fair dividends 

rom which he ekes out a living, in that very case, accordin: 
to the terms of this bill, unless you adopt an amendment whic 
changes it before it passes, that poor man, owning but a thou- 
sand dollars, will have to pay his proportion of that 2 per cent 
tax. There is no escape from it. And yet this is said to bea bill 
to help the poor man, this is a bill to tax the rich! 

But, Mr. President, I have drawn an amendment which will 
provani be voted down, if for no other reason, simply because 

offer it. Ishall read it, and at the proper time I expect to 
submit it to the Senate. 

It is as follows: 5 

The amount of di 
$1,000 annually, may De auinsten hy nee F — Sous 
tions from any amount upon which they would otherwise be compelled to 
pay the tax herein provided for; but the amount of such dividend so re- 


ceived by suth single stockholder shali be included in making up an income 
of $3,000 upon which the tax shall be paid. 


In other words, this amendment allows the man who has a 
thousand dollars invested in a corporation to receive all the div- 
idends from that thousand dollars, provided, of course, if he has 
other sources of revenue, what he receives shall go to make up 
the $3,000, but if it does not exceed $3,000, of course he pays no 
tax upon it, and he ought not to pay. This amendment will 
cover the very point raised eee so well and ably by the 
distinguished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], which is 
absolutely unanswerable. 

Mr. President, the friends of the income tax do not quite agree 
on what are the grounds upon which itis based. They indulge 
in gutioring eneralities that it is a just and equitable tax, that 
it is designed to reach the wealth of the country; and they in- 
dulge in praise of it in that line; but I notice in a Washington 
newspaper this morning—the Washington Times, which is a 
zealous defender of the income tax—that this novel defense of it 
is made. They do not say that it isa tax upon wealth; they do 
not attempt any such defense as that, but they say: 

It is a tax on brain energy and not on the w: of labor, and will be wel- 


comed by a majority of the people as a means of relieving in part the burden 
of tariff taxation. 


That tariff taxation which one Senator said was scarcely felt 
in this country. Then we have it from this new defense that it 
is a tax upon brain energy; that it is wrong for one man to have 
more b than another. That is but another argument for 
the redistribution of 3 it is another reason why prop- 
erty should be divided, and why all should start in spain upon 
the same basis. 

Mr. President, this attempt to control the brain, the re- 
sources, the exertions, the thrift, the prudence, and the indus- 
try of the people will fail, miserably fail. Men are not consti- 
tuted alike; members of the same family differ from one another. 
One boy will be strong and vigorous and another will be puny and 
weak; one boy will be bright, and another boy will be dull; but 
this new argument is that they must share all their resources 
alike. One boy will start out in the morning with a pm, and, 
by judicious trading with his paymates, will come back with a 
jac o at night; another boy will start out on the same da 
with a jackiknife, and he will come back with a pin. There 
no regulating the brains, the industry, the prudence, and the 
thrift of mankind, and there should not be. 

I believe in organization, I believe in labor organizations, 
farmers’ organizations, and organizations of all kinds; butevery 
organization, every system, every tax, every institution of this 
country which seeks to place men upon an equality in regard to 
what they shall earn and what they shall eat and what they 
shall have is inst the spirit of our free institutions, and can 
not survive. “Who is to place the limits upon what a man shall : 
earn? 
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Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from Nebraska en- 
tered into a vigorous defense of the panies of the Populist 
0 


party; and a defense, as he called it, of radicalism and an attack 
upon conservatism. He seems to labor under the delusion that 
this new-born Populist party has a great mission to perform in 
this world, and he is its great prime minister. 

I do not think that there is any room in this country for any 
large third party. Men are at liberty toform one if they please. 
That is a question of judgment and discretion. Third parties 
come to the front like rubbish and dirt in a boiling pot of water. 
They breed and subsist upon hard times. They are incidenttoall 
countries now, because all countries are depressed. There have 
been depressing periods in all history. These third parties come 
to the front when there are panics, when there are hard times, 
when there are civil wars, just the same as guerrillas who hang 
upon the skirts of two great armies contending one inst the 
other. They are instituted to secure temporary results. Then 
these outside coalitions come to the front. 

In the good times which are coming the third party will be 
driven out of sight. It occupies a prominent place in the coun- 
try just now because of the closeness of the Senate. A coalition 
was made in certain States of the Union two years ago between 
the Democratic party and the Populist party which resulted in 
some victories. 

In my judgment the Populist party, for which the Senator 
from Nebraska has marked out so glorious and great a career, 
can not survive under clear skies and plain sailing. It flour- 
ishes now; it rallies with it the discontented of every class; it 
ap to class prejudices; it demands a — 115 75 merely for the 

e of a change—a wonderful party indeed! It has confidence 
in its self-sufficiency. The great financial questions which puz- 
zled an Albert Gallatin and a Salmon P. Chase, our Populist 
friends can easily solve; they present no difficulty to them. 
They could run this Government easily without encountering 
any snag; they have no doubt about it. ‘ 

e Senator from Nebraska says that everything has been 
going to the dogs for years. Sir, we are experiencing now a 
season of depression; yet, after all, the country for a great num- 
ber of years got Hong without the Populist party. 

The Senatorfrom Nebraska has confidence in his party. That 
is creditable to him. What has it accomplished by its victo- 
ries? Whatmeasures has itintroduced here which can possibly 
meet the approval of the American people? It has secured 
the important concession of barbed wire. 

Tremendous accomplishment! Glorious result! Barbed wire 
is prohibited in some of the States of this Union as a nuisance 
and dangerous to the people. Barbed wire antagonizes every- 
body; its sharp points stick out on every hand; it rasps every- 
thing with which it comes in contact; it attacks everybody who 
runs up againstit. Barbed wire is the proper emblem for the 
Populist party. [Laughter.] You Populists have not even se- 
cured free sugar; you have not secured free coal; you have not 
secured free lead: you have not secured free iron ore; but you 
have secured barbed wire, and you are going to vote for this 
great reform measure! 

Mr. President, I know the defense will be made that the Pop- 
ulist party is young. That reminds me of the story of a Rus- 
sian, He was praising the Czar of Russia, telling what a great 
man he was, how nobody in the history of the world, sacred or 
profane, was equal to . The gentleman talking to the Rus- 
sian said, ‘You do not mean to say the Czar is greater than 
Alexander the Great?” Ves, I do.” Greater than Napo- 
leon?” “Yes.” Greater than Wellington?” Ves.“ “Greater 
than Washington?” es.“ Greater than Christ?“ No; 
but the Czar is young yet,” he said. [Laughter.] So this new 
y is young yet, and of course it has not accomplished great 

8. 


g 

The Senator from Nebraska says that for years and years 
corporations haye been running the country. My dear good 
friend—and I respect him—every time he goes to bed at night 
prays God to deliver him from the corporations, and when he 
gets up in the morning, he thanks the Almighty because he has 
been delivered; andall through the day he has the fear of corpora- 
tions before his eyes. I see no such danger to the country. 

The Senator says the corporations have been controlling all 
the legislation of both parties for years. Most wonderful dis- 
covery upon the part of the Senator! I asked him to specify 
these tremendous evils which have been brought about by the 
two great parties of the country. First, he goes away back to 
the resumption act, a great number of years ago—allancient his- 
tory—and now he wants us to understand that the Populist party 
has been organized in some way or other for correcting that 
Sea, 1 not gg how itis to be OEE They wani to 
go back, I suppose, to paper currency, and not have specie pay- 
5 * is the use of trying to prevent what has already 


Sir, there was some injustice possibly in the resumption act, 
yet it was a wonderful achievement for finance at the time, for 
which the „ Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] will 
always have considerable credit at the hands of his countrymen. 
There was some friction undoubtedly in bringing the country 
out of the distress of paper money into specie payments, some 
waste, some wrong, and possibly some injustice, but, neverthe- 
less, it was a grand result, and, as a whole, was worthy of the 
commendation of the American people, and it is a pretty poor 
purty which starts out with the idea that it is going to attack 
the resumption act of many years ago, 

Then the Senator says the Populist party is formed for the 
purpose of stopping the giving away of public lands, when it 
should be known that the giving away of public lands was 
stopped away back in 1872, when the honorable gentleman un- 
questionably belonged to a different party from that to which 
he does now. Undoubtedly there were mistakes made in the 
giving away of palate lands, undoubtedly there was some prod- 
igality in regard to it, but, nevertheless, the land was worth but 
little then and the country was hardly civilized then where the 
lands were. What was the effect of it—I mean the net result? 
It was to build up this great country of ours, to encircle it with 
railroads. 

It increased our population; it added to the prosperity of our 
land; it increased the propert subject to taxation. Asa whole, 
I think, it can be said that it was great wisdom to thus give 
away large portions of the public land. Of course, our hindsight 
is better than our foresight, but I say nowit does no good to rail 
because both parties years and years ago, perhaps with a little 
too much prodigality, gave away the public land. But how are 
vou going to remedy it now? Whatare you going to do torem- 
edy it? What was the necessity for organizing this new party, 
with its new-found principles, at this time, to prevent a wron 
consummated years ago, probably before the Senator was born? 

Then the Senator says the next great enormity enacted by both 

rties, for which he pro s to have this great and formida- 

le Fopalist party hold both parties responsible, was the repeal 
of the Sherman law. I do not propose to thresh over old straw 
again; I simply desire to say that this new porey professes to be- 
lieve in the free and unlimited coinage of silver. Every line 
and every section of the Sherman law was against that true 
theory. e Sherman law was for the accumulation of silver 
bullion; the Sherman law treated silver bullion as a commodity; 
aud your Populists profess to desire it as a money metal, and to 
regard itas such. 

o true silver man, in my humble judgment, should have re- 
fused to allow that law to be repealed, and scarcely anyone de- 
fended it as a principle. Some thought it was wise to wait un- 
til further legislation should be perfected; but no one stood up 
for the Sherman law as a true, correct financial principle. 
Therefore it ought to have been repealed. 

My friend, indeed, will not quarrel with me on the subject of 
the free coinage of silver. presenting as I do the great 
State of New York, one of my first votes in this Chamber was 
for the free coinage of silver, and in casting that vote I took my 
political life in my very hands. The Sherman law violated 
every principle involved in the free coinage of silver. There- 
fore, Mr. President, no very great outrage was done pea heen Dy 
the repeal of that law, and it does not afford a sufficient basis or 
excuse for the building up of the Populist party. 

The Senator says corporations control the Senate, and then, 
waxing eloquent and impressive, he gives us the exclusive in- 
formation that four or five years ago some Senator was elected 
to this body on account of moneyspent by corporations. I asked 
the Senator who it was, and he claimed his privilege and de- 
clined to answer. Then he said it was somebody who does not 
now sit in the Senate, somebody who has gone and passed; and 
his excuse for the statement is that he saw it in the newspapers; 
and he says that I do not keep very well posted if I did not see 
it at the time. z 

Mr. President, I read the newspapers as steadily, I think, 7 
any other public man, but I do not believe every tale I rea 
in the newspapers. Usually they give correct information, but 
sometimes they give very poor information. Sometimes they 
set afloat a scandal for which there is no foundation. 

I can thus speak fairly of the newspapers, because, as Senators 
well know, I have never been the saent of theirattacks; I have 
never been attacked during my whole political life, or misrep- 
resented by the ebene of the country, and therefore I can 
afford to be generous with them. [Laughter.] 

The Senator says these were newspaper charges, and unable 
to substantiate what he charged he falls back upon the poor 
rs. I do not think he would want to have us believe 


news 
all eee in the 8 rs. I hold in my hand à portion 
of the article known as the Edwards article, of which the Sene 


ate well knows. Itis stated in that article that a portion of the 
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money which was improperly used in 1892 was sent to Colorado 
to buy up the Populist vote. 

That was an article which appeared in the newspapers, butof 
course that can not be true. Populists can not be bought, and 
no portion of that money was used for any such purpose. The 
statement is simply an idle newspaper charge, having no foun- 
dation in fact, and liable to be exploded in a moment. It is to 
such charges that the Senator from Nebraska refers here to 
prove the fact that the seat of some Senator or other was pro- 
cured in this body years ago by bribery or corruption. 

Mr. President, I need not fear to stand here to defend the in- 
tegrity of the United States Senate from these loose and silly 
scandals and vain charges. The great majority of the Senate is 
composed of poor men, men who live upon their salaries and 
what little they can earn during the recesses of Congress in their 
business and professions. As a rule, they are poor men, I say, 
and the millionaires, about whom we have heard so much, are 
scarce. Thor are men of honesty, men of integrity, men, in my 
judgment—although I differ with them in many things—who 
are endeavoring to discharge their duty, who act according to 
their consciences, and who are serving their country as best 
they can. 

The Senator says the great mission of the Populist party is to 
defend the rights of the people. Whatrights have the Populist 
party defended which have been imperiled? What have they 
proposed? What have they suggested? What scheme do they 
pretent here which has not been presented before? 

Sir, the Democratic party is the party of the people. It came 
into power with Jefferson, who enunciated the principles of 
human rights. The Democratic party before that Senator was 
born stood up for the right of habeas corpus, for the freedom of 
the press. It has resisted arbitrary arrests, and away back, 
under the leadership of the gallant old Henry A. Wise of Vir- 
ginia, it stood up for the rights of the naturalized citizens of 
this country. 

The Democratic party, sir, has never been recreant to the 
rights and privileges of the common people. There need not 
come into the arena any new defenders, who ostentatiously say 
that they are the champions of the people. They assume all 
the virtue of the country; they are going to rebuke fraud. Both 
the old parties in this country, in my judgment, have honorable 
histories. 1 desire to say to the Senator that upon the great 
question of opposition to fraud, of 1 to peculation, of 
opposition to bribery, of devotion to law and order, of 1 
tion to cranks, and of fealty to the Constitution, there is no divi- 
sion between the two great parties of the country; and I am glad 
that it isso. Both are just as much opposed to corruption as is 
the new-born Populist party. 

We, of the Democratic party, differ from the Republican 
party upon the financial question; we differ upon this great 
economic question of the tariff, but they are honest and sincere 
differences about which honest and intelligent men may well 
- differ, but neither of the two old parties is open to this vile and 
indefinite charge madeagainst them of the wholesale corruption 
of public men or that the Senate of the United States is itself a 
corrupt body. : f 

I have not seen and witnessed corporations trying to influence 
this body. I have not gone out of my way — J for them. I 
have not been around, perhaps, as some Senators have. I have 
seen no such influences, and I think none such exist. I think it is 
pandering to a false public sentiment when men try to set such 
stories afloat. 

The Democratic party gave to the country a Jefferson, a Jack- 
son, a Monroe, who established the Monroe doctrine; a Tilden, 
whose name was a synonym of reform; and a Douglas. The 
other party gave us a Hamilton, an Adams, a Lincoln, and a 
Grant. Both parties are proud of their public men and proud 
of their history. 

Mr. President, Populist government, good government, hon- 
est government, can be seen where it is administered by the 
Populist governor of Colorado and the Populist governor of 
Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. Weare getting along very nicely in Kansas, 
thank you. 

Mr. HILL. They are getting along just now; but a short 
time ago they had State troops surrounding the statehouse and 
the civil authorities arrayed against the military—almost a 
state of anarchy—and that is Populist government. 

Mr. PEFFER. Within two years the State of New York was 
under martial law at Buffalo. 

Mr. HILL. Not at all. It was never under martial law. 

I saw the soldiers 


Mr. PEFFER. It was the same thing. 
there when I passed through. 

Mr. HILL. A few people connected with the railroads, lab- 
oring men, mistaking their rights, undertook to keep possession 
of some of the railroad property in the city of Buffalo, egged on, 
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possibly, by men who informed them that they had aright, when 
they struck, to keep peaceable possession of the property of the 
railroads. They were honest men, but they mistook their rights. 
For the preservation of the peace, the State military was called 
out, and in a few days peace reigned again. Thatisnotthe tur- 
moil, that is not the discord, that is not the chaos, that is not 
the miserable contention which has disgraced the administra- 
tion of the Populist governors of Colorado and Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. The attack upon Kansas is altogether gratui- 
tous and unnecessary. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not attacking Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the gentleman says so, I have nothing fur- 
ther to = 8 

Mr. HILL. I was 8 speaking of the public record there 
of men well known. Need I repeat what I read that the distin- 
guished Senator from Colorado said about the administration of 
the Populist governor ot Colorado? No doubt every word is true. 
Iam notattacking your people. You havea bravè and generous 
and honest people. Iam attacking simply some of the things 
that have taken place which exemplify good, honest, square 
government under Populist administration. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] said that he had 
witnessed a terrible spectacle. The Government of the United 
States, through the District of Columbia officials, had sei ed a 
lot of poor, friendless devils, as he called them, and arrested 
them because of the violation of the police laws of the District 
of Columbia. The Senator, you will recollect, ventured to de- 
fend those men and to raise the constitutional question that 
they had a right to come here in ẹ body and had a right to 
march almost into this Capitol in a body to make known their 
grievances. He went before the police court of this District, 
and there he made his constitutional apgumens in their behalf. 
The court vory promptly overruled the points, and he has not 
had very much confidence in the courts ever since. 

He is afraid that in some way or other, because I made the 
harmless suggestion, that possibly the Supreme Court of the 
United States, as constituted now, mightnot take the same view 
of a great, important, underlying principle of the Government 
which it took twenty or thirty years ago, therefore somebody 
was going to pack the Supreme Court. y friend need not fear 
for that court. The court will take care of its own dignity; it , 
will take care of its own N it will expound the laws of 
this country . its best judgment, and it ought not to 
be influenced by anything that he says or that I say upon any 
question about which lawyers and jurists may disagree. 

The other day my friend asked me to define the principles of 
the s appar party. I am not able to define them any better 
than I did. One of the chief exemplars of that party was here 
only a short time ago in the person of Gen. Coxey, who is now, 
if I am informed rightly, the Populist candidate for Congress 
in a district in Ohio. Gen. Coxey came here, and he gathered 
people around him according to the Scriptures, ‘‘ Every one 
that was in distress, and every one that was in debt, and eve 
one that was discontented, gathered themselves unto him.” 
Mr. President, I assume that the men who until a very short 
time ago were gathered within sight of the Dome of this Capitol 
were here lured on by some one, I do not know whom. ey 
came here, they said, todemand their rights. No one was deny- 
ing them their rights. They seem to have a pretty good time 
of it. I want to read what a morning paper says: 


COXEYITES AT CONVENTION HALL. 


An elaborate programme, comprising athletics, minstrelsy, and comedies, 
has been issued for an . be given Saturday ev June 
30, at Convention Hall. The talent for making up the combination is all to 
be drawn from the Coxey, Galvin, and other industrial armies, the common- 
wealers having determined to interest the public with new features and in 
anew role. Dick Arlington. Tom en, George Marcy, Robert McPherso: 
Ed Smith, and Tom Green are billed as comedians, while Gen. Galvin 
appear as a vocalist. A farce, entitled Keep off the Grass.“ is among the 
attractions. The proceeds of the entertainment will be used to aid the un- 
employed to leave Washington and travel as missionaries. J. D. Gill is 
business manager. 


That is in this morning’s paper, and I have no doubt our Popu- 
list friends will have reserved seats in boxes. They ought at 
least to distribute a few tickets throughout the Senate Chamber 
that we may see how these hard-working (!) men are being op- 
pressed by this miserable Government of ours. 

The gentleman also attacked the millionaires of New York. He 
spent so much time in reading a list of them that he evidentl 
labors under the impression that nearly everybody in New Yor 
is a millionaire. ; 

I desire to inform him that there are a few of us who are not. 
I am oze of those who started in this world without anying 
and I have held my own ever since. Our people are not * 
lionaires. We have rich men; we have poor men; we have men 
in moderate circumstances. We have, thank God, few cranks 
among our people. They are a law-abiding people as a rule. 
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They want good government. They stand oP e 
men, usually; they do notalways and constant ioe them. 


for their public 


I have not one word to say in apology for onaires gener- 
ally. They must be permitted to exist. I had some doubts 
about it before, but yesterday my friend from Nebraska kindly 
consented that they might live. He consented that they might 
enjoy all their property, with this statement, no matter whether 
they obtained it honestly or dishonestly. I thank him for that 
concession. They will now feel relieved when they hear that 
he has consented to let them live and enjoy their own gains. 

He spoke of some of those millionaires, and then he started out 
and announced the broad doctrine that no man hasa right to sit 
in his office in New York—he limited it to New York; he might 
sit in his office in Nebraska, of course, or Kansas, but he has no 
right to sitin his office in New York—and be permitted to make 
the enormous sum of $1,000,000 a year. It is not possible, he 
says, that they could earn these moneys. I point him to the 

t inventor, Thomas A. Edison, who sat in his laboratory 

d by his genius and brains made himself a fortune, and made 
aname for his country in the matter of electricity. 

That man, as great an inventor as ever lived on the face of 
the globe, a modest citizen, made his millions of dollars, which 
he has honestly, by the result of his genus and brains; and I 

hould be the last one—and I hope citizens generally would be 

c last ones—to take a single penny from h cket. You will 
recollect the geet Singer, who invented the Singer sewing ma- 
chine in his place in New York. He left a fortune of millions. 

Sir, these fortunes are not all made simply by issuing stock. 
They are made by men of genius, and brains, and capacity, and 
pru ence; ə by indomitable energy. They are entitled to 

em under the laws of their land, and they are asking for no 
purticular exemptions. They are asking simply that they shall 
have uniform laws and that you shall pass them upon correct 
principles, and that is all. 

Mr. President, I concede that the Populist party is growing 
somewhat now in these peculiar and distressing times. I thin 
the adoption of this income tax isa mistake. I think we are 
3 to Populistic doctrines that are notsound. We shall 

ave some desertions. The ranks of the Populists yoroney 
will be filled up for a year or so by those who are disconten 
in our own party, those disconted through the distribution of 
patronage, ‘discontented from any other cause. I read in the 
morning paper this morning the following statement, and I 
commend it because it shows that the Populist party is to have 
some recruits, and I congratulate the gentlomen upon them. 

Here it is: 

ALLIANCE, OHIO, June 22. 


J. V. Lewis, ex-chairman of the, Democratic county committee, caused 
a political sensation this morning by indorsing Gen. Coxey’s candidacy 
for Co: in this district. He says the Democrats generally will sup- 
port Coxey, and that the regular Democratic convention will indorse him, 

Mr. President, Iamsorry for my party if that is true. Ithink 
that they do injustice to themselves and their record thus to in- 
dorse this man who caine upon his silly and fruitless mission to 
the capital for notoriety’s sake, pretending that he wanted todo 
something for the relief of labor, in the name of labor, and 
brought with him a nondescript crowd, and now he goes home 
to Ohio and raises the standard of the Populist party. I am 
sorry to see that the Democrats of that district seem to be ral- 
lying to his support. 

Mr. President, that course isnot true Democracy. We have 
fallen upon evil times if that is so. For one, I decline to yield 
to the storm, because I concede there eee, of a storm at 
this time. I decline to do it. Let the other candidate against 
- Coxey be elected if he is an honorable, uprighy; square man, no 

matter what his aes may be upon the subject of the tariff 
or the finances. I do not think and I do not, believe that Coxey 
will be elected, 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. HILL. 5 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator is referring to the fact that Dem- 
ocrats are coming to the Populist party. He knows, I suppose, 
that in addition to that there are Republicans coming to the 
Populist party, and I want to give the Senator a reason for it. 
It may have ‘escaped his attention. A few years ago his aed 
adopted ac: tiin resolution which I want to read and call the 
Senator’s »itcation to it. It is the opinion of the Democratic 
party of its old-time enemy, the Republican party. I wish to 
State what the Democratic opinion was, and I suppose still is, 
of the . party, unless it has been changed by the elo- 
quence of the Senator this morning. I read from the Demo- 


cratic platform of 1884: 


‘The Republican party, so far as principle is concerned, is a reminiscence, 
In ce it is an organization for enriching those who control its ma- 
Tuo frauds and jobbery which have been brought to light in every 

Seer ey of the Government are sufficient to have called for reform 
the Republican party; yet those in authority, made reckless by the 

0 , have succumbed to its corrupting influence, and 


long possession.of power, 


‘during its legal, its stolen, an 


have placed in nomination a ticket aes which the independent portion of 
the party are in open revolt. Therefore a change is demanded. ia 
It may be, Mr. President, that the c has come, and that 
account for the recent tenderness of the Senator from New 
York for the present condition and future prospects of the Re- 
publican party. 

Such a change was alike necessary in 1876, but the will of the le was 
then defeated by. a fraud which can never be for nor condoned. Again 
in 1880, the change demanded by the people was defeated by the lavish use of 
money contributed by unscrupulous contractors and shameless jobbers who 
had bargained for unlawful 3 or high office. The Republican party, 

its bought tenures of power, steadily de- 
in moral character and political capacity. Its platform promises are 
now a list of its past failures, 

It demands the restoration of our Navy—it has squandered hundreds of 
millions to create a navy that does not exist. It calls upon Congress to re- 
move the burdens under which American shipping has been depressed; it 

ed and has.continued those burdens. It 


impos rofesses a policy of reserv- 
ing the public lands for small holdings by act Letters. Bas given aw 
a 


the people's heritage till now a few railroads and nonresident aliens, indi- 
vidual and corporate, possess a larger area than that of all our farms be- 
tween the two seas. 

I have the Republican opinion of the Democratic party, which 
is about as complimentary as that. 

Mr. TELLER. What platform is the Senator reading? 

8 2 — PEFFER. The Democratic platform of 1884, adopted at 
cago. 

Mr. TELLER. . The national platform? 

Mr. PEFFER. It is in their national platform. If the Sena- 
tor from New York will bear with me a moment longer I will 
find the Republican platform, Then, in thenext paragraph, the 
Democratic national platform proceeds: 

The Democracy pledges itself to purify the Administration from corrup- 
tion, to restore economy, to revive respect for law, and to reduce taxation 


to the lowest limit consistent with due regard to the preservation of 
faith of the nation to its creditors and pensioners. o 


Here is what the caer, 


eople have to of their neigh- 
bors, the Democrats. : 5 $ 


t is in their national platform of 1880, 
paragraph 8; < 


8. Wech: he De: ati - 
Jam and justice toa supreme and insatiable ust for office and patronage: 
that to obtain possession of the National Government and control of the 

lace, they have obstructed all efforts to promote the ty aud to conserve 

ne freedom of the suffrage, and have devised fraudulent ballots, and in- 
vented fraudulent certification of returns; have labored to unseat lawfully 
elected members of Congress to secure at all hazards the vote of a majority 
of States in ‘the House of Representatives; have endeavored to occupy by 
force and fraud the places of trust given to others by the people of Maine, 
rescued by the 8 and action of Maine's patriotic sons; have, by meth- 
ods vicious in pman è and tyrannical in practice, attached partisan 1 
lation to appropriation bills upon whose passage the very movement of the 
Government depended; have crushed the rights of the individual; have ad- 
vocated the principles and sought the favor of the rebellion against the na- 
tion, and have endeavored to obliterate the sacred memories and to over- 
come its inestimably valuable results of nationality, personal freedom, and 
individual equality. 

If there is anything harder, uglier, dirtier, and meaner than 
that in the Populist preamble to the Populist platform I am en- 
tirely willing the Senator from New York shall read it. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, unquestionably the political par- 
ties in their platforms have orgena the evils that pertain 
toeach other. Platforms in such matters always have to be ac- 
cepted in a sort of Pickwickian sense. I am not here to defend 
the shortcomings of the Republican party. 

I disagree with many of the things which pertain to its his- 
tory, but on the general question of the honesty and sincerity 
of its public men, and so far as regards the question of cot- 
ruption and corrupt legislation, I say that its men and their ac- 
tions will compare favorably (and so will the Democratic public 
men) with those in the early days of our Republic. I am not 
called upon to defend the extravagant language of every pla 
form adopted in the heat of political campaigns; and I desire to 
say right here. that for each and every one of the members of 
the Populist party in the Senate I have the greatest respect. 

I do not, of course, like their N I do not like some of 
those who are their followers; I do not like the candidate who 
has been nominated in Ohio, who is, it seems, according to the 
tg og to be 1 oo by the Democrats, 

r. President, I have said all that I desire to say upon the 
general features of this bill. When the amendments shall be 
offered I shall take a few moments of time in explaining those 
amendments, but I will not now further trespass upon the indul- 
gence of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am aware that the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 5 exceedingly 
anxious to reach the final vote on this remarkable and extraor- 
dinary bill. I am also aware of the fact that the cool breezes 
and ozone from the mountains of the Old Granite State are more 
alluring than the torridity of this legislative furnace; but not- 
withstanding these facts I am constrained to occupy afew addi- 
tional minutes in discussing the income-tax feature of the pro- 


legislation. 
On the 16th day of Jan last Imade an analysis of the income 
tax features of this bill. at was while the measure was under 
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consideration in the other branch of . Ithensaid that 
the bill was unjust, — . — 5 2 inquisitorial, offensive, and 
sectional,” and, Mr. President, I stand to-day on that declara- 
tion made five months ago. In that discussion I said thatit 
appears that the grand total collected during the eleven years 
athe income tax law was $347,220,887.86. Of this amount the 
sixteen Southern States, including the border States of Dela- 
ware, Kentucky, Maryland, Missouri, r 
$36,624,819.69, while the Northern States and Territories d 
2296, 706,524.28, the unaccounted balance (about $13,000,000) hav- 
iag been paid by United States officers and employés. 4 

While the entire South $36,624,819.69, the eleven distinc- 
tively Southern States of bama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Ten- 
nessee, Texas and Virginia, paid only $10,651,061.30, or about 3 
per cent of the entire amount. 

The Northern States paid over eight times as much as the 
South, and nearly thirty times as much as the eleven distinc- 
tively Southern States. 

The six New England States paid $61,584,093.29, or 70 per cent 
more than the entire South, andsix times as much as the eleven 
distinctively Southern States, a 

Massachusetts paid $41,162,496.35, being four millions and a 
half more than the entire South. Pennsylvania paid $47,748,- 
226.82, being eleven millions more than the South, while New 

York paid $104,499,939.45, neary one-third of the entire tax, and 
almost three times as much as the entire South. 

That the tax was an unpopular one, and exceedingly difficult 
of collection, is shown by the fact that in 1873, the last year the 
law was in force, Pennsylvania paid 59 per cent as much as in 
1872, New Hampshire 55 per cent, Massachusetts 24 per cent, Vir- 
ginia 23 per cent, Louisiana 8 percent, and Tennessee and Rhode 
Island only 6 per cent. 

That is the record, and if the Democratic majori persistsin 
foisting upon the country another income-tax law they will be 
held to a strict accountability by the people. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], 
whose speech of yesterday has been reviewed this mor at 

at length and with much ability by the Senator from New 
ork [Mr. HILL], made some statements to which I desire to 
call attention. He uired very e e what became of 
the surplus of 8100, 000,000 left by Mr. Cleveland to Mr. Harrison 
when Mr. Harrison assumed the reins of Government in March, 
1889, strongly intimating that it had been squandered. The 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] very properly and 
promptly called the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to 
the fact that during the Administration of Mr. Harrison $259,- 
000,000 of bonds of the Government were canceled, and the pub- 
lic debt was reduced that amount. 

The Senator from Nebraska replied that $25,000,000 of the 
amount had been paid in premiums on those bonds. I suppose 
that is true; but admitting it to be true, was it not good finan- 
ciering for the Harrison Administration to call in those bonds 
and cancel them, paying out money that was lying idle in the 
Treasury, thus greatly reducing the interest obligations of the 
Government? It seems to me that there is no point worthy of 
serious consideration in the suggestion of the Senator from 
Nebraska, 

I want to declare with as much emphasis as I can command 
that in the entire history of this Government there never has 
been a financial operation that reflected greater credit upon an 
Administration than the cancellation of those bonds during the 
four years’ term of Mr. Harrison as President. Every prudent 
business man reduces his debts as rapidly as he can, and Presi- 
dent Harrison was acting the part of prudence and of good busi- 
ness sense when he did the very thing that prudent business 
men do in this ete 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me a question? t 

Mr.GALLINGER. Yes, Iwill yield for a question. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from New pshire regard 
it as good business policy to pay out surplus money in the 
Treasury in premiums upon bonds when that money is needed 
to pay current expenses and when we have to bond the Govern- 
ment again to get money for current expenses? 

Mr.GA GER. The difficulty with the Senator from Ne- 
braska is that he rarely ever fairly states a proposition. That 
money was not needed at that time to pay current expenses of 
the Government. The Senator from Nebraska knows that fact 
and every other citizen of the United States knows it. 

Mr. President, we have heard a great deal in this discussion 
from our Populist friendsin regard to the accumulation of wealth 
and the necessity for distributing the wealth of the country. I 
should like to ask Nee Set sy if the wealth of this countr 
were equally distribu to-day how could we possibly keep it 
distributed to 


A loafer in my town not many months ago 


and West Virginia, paid’ 


me that he was in favor of an equal distribution of the wealth of 
the onua and he added very significantly, ‘I think that 


when one fellow spends his share it ought to be distributed 
again.” That seems to be the Populist doctrine, and itcertainly 
is the only way in which the wealth of the country could be 
kept equally distributed. 
tis an absurdity for any Senator or any citizen of the United 
States to contend that the accumulation of wealth in the hands 
of acomparatively few men in this or any other country can be 
prevented by acts of legislation or otherwise, and it is equally 
absurd and untruthful to claim that the tariff laws of the Re- 
8 ty have brought about the condition against which 
opulist Senators are constantly reigning, If they will take 
the trouble to look up the facts they will find thata large ma- 
jority of the rich men of the United States have gained their 
wealth in industries which are not in the least protected by Fed- 
eral legislation. 

The Senator from Nebraska severely criticised the Adminis- 
tration of Mr. Harrison, especially as regards its fiscal policy. 
Mr. President, I am not here as a defender of the last ee G 
lican President of the United States; I have no especial reason 
for championing him, but I call the attention of the Senator 
from Nebraska and Senators on both sides of the Chamber to 
the remarkable message Mr. Harrison sent to the two Houses 
of Congress when he was about to relinquish the reins of Gov- 
ernment and pass the scepter of power back into the hands of 
the great Democratic party. That message is full of instructive 
lessons to the American people. 

Ishall not occupy the time of the Senate in calling attention 
tomore than one or two paragraphsofthatmessage. Onesignif- 
icant fact pointed out is that in 1880 the number of employés in 
manufacturing establishments in the United States was 1,301,- 
388, while in 1890 it had increased to 2,251,134, or an increase of 
78 per cent in ten years. The wages eves in 1880 to these em- 

loyés were $501,955,778, while in 1890 the wages were $1,221,- 

70,454, or an increase of 148 per cent. During that decade, one 
of the most remarkable decades of this most remarkable coun- 
try, the number of employés in manufacturing establishments 
increased 78 per cent, while the increase in the wages of those 
employed was 148 per cent. If the Senator from Nebraska can 
poe to a period in the entire history of this country when the 
aboring men, for whom he constantly appeals, fared better than 
they did from 1880 to 1890, I should like to have my attention 
called to that period in our history. 

Certain Senators talk about the rapid increase of wealth in 
the Eastern States and intimate thatit has been obtained dis- 
honestly. I do not believe that the record will bear out thestate- 
ment that the increase in the Eastern States is greater than in 
other parts of the country. Indeed, from information I have 
obtained from the Eleventh Census I am led to the irresistible 
conclusion that wealth has been increasing more rapidly in the 
West and inthe South for the past few years than in the East. 
We are older States and older communities in the East. We 
have had a longer time to accumulate acompetence; but during 
the ten years, from 1880 to 1890, I say the records bear out 
the statement I make to-day, that the per capita of wealth has 
been ROTERE OP rapidly in the great agricultural States of 
the West and in the South than in the manufacturing States of 
New York, Pennsylvania, and New England. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], a day or two ago, 
not for the first time in this debate, made the charge that the 
money-lendersof the East had been exacting exorbitant rates of 
interest from the agricultural people of the Western States. 
Why, Mr. President, ifthe cone of Kansas could have borrowed 
money nearer home than New England I apprehend that they 
would not have asked our people to have loaned it to them. 
There has been no compulsion in the matter that I am aware of. 
The laws of Kansas permit money to be borrowed at a rate not 
pronior than 10 per cent, and the pore of Kansas have doubt- 

ess borrowed their money where they could borrow it upon the 

best terms. They came to New England. They have taken 
from our State millions of dollars; and I stand here to say (and 
I say it not because I make an Ahari upon the people of Kansas 
or upon the pons of any other of the Western agricultural 
States, but simply because the truth of history demands that it 
shall be said) that millions of dollars of New England capital in- 
vested in the West have been absolutely lost to our people 
during the last three or four years. 

Millions of dollars have gone out of my little State never to 
return. A few months ago a great loan agency in Concord, that 
has sent millions of dollars to those States, secured upon farm 
mortgages, suspended operations, and the men who loaned their 
money are now looking for a percentage upon the investment 
that they made. 

Savings banks in New Hampshire have recently closed their 
doors because they could not collect either the interest or the 
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ee upon the investments they had made in the great 
est. 


Let me call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to a tel- 
egram just received from the chairman of the New Hampshire 
board of bank commissioners, inresponse toan inquiry from me: 


CONCORD, N. H., June 23, 1804. 
Lost to New Hampshire through Western investments approximately 


ten millions, including individuals and banks. People of Nashuaalone have |, 


lost over a anon ra Sy on an ant 3 Half our savings-bank 
vestments are in Western loans, stocks, and bonds, 
a JAMES O. LYFORD, 
Chairman Bank Commissioners. 


So it seems that New Hampshire has recently lost ten mil- 
lions in the West, and that two cities—one of 20,000 inhabitants, 
and the other of about 8,000—have recently lost $2,000,000 in 
Western investments. In the face of such facts, Senators talk 
about the greed and extortion of Eastern capitalists, and the 
terrible wrongs they inflict upon the people of the West in the 
matter of interest. 

Mr. President, there are millions of dollars of Western securi- 
ties to-day in the savings banks of New Hampshire that the Sen- 
ator from Kansascan have at a very large depreciation if he will 
take them off the hands of our people who have loaned good 
money and taken those securities in return. 

I suppose the Senator from Kansas has been in the town of 
Wichita in his State—that suburban village that grew up there 
like a mushroom, and upon which the people of New England 
foolishly loaned their money. He will find the houses occupied 
by bats. He will find there scarcely a human being, where a 
‘year or so ago there were thousands of men and women. 

Citizens of New Sear gine have their money planted in Wich- 
ita and many other such places in the West. It is planted there 
never to return to them, and when the Senatorfrom Kansas and 
the Senator from Nebraska attack the people of the East because 
they have loaned their money at what they are pleased to call 
exorbitant rates of interest, they should take into account, and 
not forget to state the fact, that Eastern people have met with 
losses in the West almost incalculable in amount. 

And what is true of the great States of the West is equally 
true of the South. New Hampshire has sent millions into the 
South during the last ten years, and it is there, Mr. President, 
with a very small prospect of any considerable amount of it ever 
returning to our people. New England capital has done its full 
share toward building up the waste places of the great West 
and the sunny South, but I submit that it is a poor return to be 
constantly taunted and charged with dishonesty. To-day it is 
much more difficult for Kansas to get money in New England 
than it was five years ago, and if these attacks continue the 
time may come when it Will be impossible to doso on any terms 
that she may offer. 

We have loaned our money abroad because we could not use 
itall at home. We have taken such interest as we could get for 
it, and we have tried to deal fairly with the people with whom 
we have traded. The Senator from Kansas says the West has 
built up and made New England what she is. I donot know ex- 
actly what he means by that, but New England has certainly 
reciprocated in full measure, and [ can see no good results that 
can possibly be reached 175 attacks of this kind, or by throwing 
stones at either East or the West so far as their business trans- 
actions are concerned. 

The savings banks in my State have been in the practice of 
loaning money to the great West in large amounts. Of the $78,- 
000,000 of deposits, probably one half of it has been loaned upon 
real estate outside of our borders. Those banks have been re- 
cently compelled to reduce the rate of interest to their deposi- 
tors from 4 per cent to 34 per cent, and in the near future they 
will be compelled to reduce it to 3 per cent. Their losses have 
been so enormous as to compel them to reduce the rate of inter- 
est, with a certainty that the depositors will soon have to con- 
tent themselves with the low rate of 3 per cent. 

In view of these facts I think I can stand here to-day and 
truthfully sag Bisse our people have not grown rich at the ex- 
pense of the West; that they have not been extortionate; that 
they have not 3 usury, and that they have not wronged 
the people of the West or the South, to whom their money has 
flown in an abundant stream these many years. 

Mr. President, the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
JARVIS] . in his maiden speech in this body, in exuber- 
ant and lurid language closed his appeal for an income tax by 
electing a Democratic President and a Democratic Congress in 
the year 1896. I think it is proper that I should use an expres- 
sion which perhaps might be denominated slang, and say to the 
junior Senator from North Carolina that it strikes me he is a 

‘little previous” in his political prophecies. The weather is 
rathe> warm for that kind of business. The people will take 
cara of the election of 1896 a little later on; and I suggest to the 
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Senator that the poon] horizon portends a storm for the Dem- 
ocratic party in country. 


_We have in New Hampshire a very remarkable editor. Un- 
tila few 15 o heedited a Democratie daily newspaper with 
great ability. is editorials were read by everybody. He de- 


fended the Democratic party in season and out of season. But 
free trade and Clevelandism compelled him to leave that organi- 
zation and join the Republican party, and his paper is now an 
advocate of the principles of the Rebublican party. A few days 
ago I found an editorial item in his paper which I commend to 
the Senator from North Carolina, as follows: 


A Western astronomer says that he has examined that spot on the sun and 
finds it to be a storm 86,000 miles long by about 30,000 wide, and having a 
twisting motion. 


Then this former Democratic editor adds: 

Thas is about the size of the storm which will overtake the Democratic 
party next November. 

E 

f I am not mistaken the tail, at least, of that storm threatens 
to strike the good old State of North Carolina, and I warn the 
Hees Senator from that State to lose no time in building a po- 
itical cyclone cellar, into which he can retreat from the fury of 

the elements in the campaign of 1896. 
Mr. President, Lam glad that the Senator from Missouri has 
indicated his purpose to offer amendments to the bill designed 
to do justice to fraternal orders, savings banks, and corporations 
generally, The original bill dealt very harshly and unjustly 
with corporations. I am not sure that the proposed amend- 
ments cover the ground completely. On that point I propose to 
suggest five objections to the original draft, and I hope the 
amendments will be made to cover, if they do not already cover, 
the propositions I submit. 

In this connection I desire to say that the denunciations of 
corporations which we are in the habit of listening to in this 
Chamber do not commend themselves to me. I am under no 
obligations to e in my State or elsewhere, but I want 
to say to the rop t Senators and to some Democratic Senators 
that if they will examine the record of this country they will 
find that the great corporations, while they doubtless have many 
things to answer for to the American people, have contributed 
a great deal to the glory, the welfare, the progress, and the pros- 
perity of this great country of ours. Let us criticise their short- 
comings, but not blindly or unjustly denounce them, or maka 
them the victim of unfair legislative action. 

The criticisms to which I desire to call the attention of the 
Finance Committee, in sofar as the original draft of the bill re- 
lates to „ are as follows: 

First. It is unjust in that when there are no net profits the 
proposed law construes and defines current interest on bonds and 
certificates of indebtedness of any kind to be net profits, and 
subjects the same to the 2 per cent tax to the injury of indi- 
vidual shareholders or bondholders, while similar interest pay- 
ments are deducted as part of the necessary expenses of busi- 
ness in computing the net profits subject to the tax to be paid 
by all other individuals. 

Second. It is unjust in that when there are net profits all tho 
individual shareholders are subjected to a deduction of 2 per 
cent on the aggregate of such net profits before a dividend can 
be paid, and this without regard to the question whether the 
individual shareholder has an annual income approaching the 
amount exempted to all other individuals, 

Third. It is unjust in that by declaring interest to the extent 
earned to be net profits and subject to tax. The proposed law 
would make the insolvent corporations of the 18555 now in 
the hands of receivers and operated by the courts liable for an 
income tax on net profits to the extent that interest is earned, 
and if enough is earned to pay full interest on the first papi be, Ba 
then this so-called tax on net earnings would be borne entirely 
by the holders of the junior securities upon which interest 
might otherwise have been paid. 

ourth. If a corporation is solvent—earning its operating ex- 

nses, rentals, and interest, and nothing more—the proposed 
aw, by construing interest as net profits and requiring the pay- 
ment of 2 per cent thereon by the corporation, would necessarily 
render that corporation insolvent. : 

Fifth. Besides the evident and absolute injustice of these dis- 
criminations against individuals who have already associated 
their capital in industrial or other business enterprises, the pro- 
posed law must, if enacted, become a powerful deterrent from 


all further investments in associations of capital by which so 
reat industrial progress has been made, and the present abun- 
dance and cheapness of products secured. 

As I said, I hope that the proposed amendments to be offered 
by the Senator from Missouri cover all the objections which I 
have raised to that feature of the bill, but if they do not I com- 
mend to the Finance Committee the criticisms I have offered, 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


in the hope and belief that they will so amend the bill that no 
injustice to the corporations of the country will be done. 
r. President, a few moments ago I referred to the last mes- 
e of President Harrison, when he was about to retire to the 
quiet of his home and give up the cares and responsibilities of 
office to his suecessor. Now, I wish in a single sentence to give 
his concluding 9 to the American people in that great 
message. He said: ; 
And this brief exhibit of the growth and prosperity of the country will 
ve us a level from which to note the increase or decadence that new leg- 
lative policies may bring to us. There is no reason why the national in- 
fluence, power, and prosperity should not observe the same rates of in- 
crease that have characterized the past thirty years. We carry the great 
impulse and increase of these years into the future. There is no reason 
why in many lines of production we should not surpass all other nations, 
as we have already doneinsome. Thereare no near frontiers to our possi- 
ble development. Retrogression would be a crime. 


Mr. President, for one I stand here ready by voice and vote 
to give my support to alllaws which tend to the upbuilding, the 
happiness, and the progress of this great country, but I am not 
willing to be a partner to the enactment into law of any legisla- 
tive schemes of spoliation or which tend to discriminate against 
the people of one section of the country and in favor of those of 
another section. For that reason I am opposed to the income, 
tax feature of the proposed law; for that reason I am opposed to 
the measure itself. I hope that before the final vote is taken 
still further modifications may be made in the direction of 

ter justice and greater equity to all classes of our people 
and to all seztions of our common country, so that if the pro- 
sed law shall become anaccomplished fact, which Heaven for- 
id, it at least may be shorn of some of its most objectionable 
features. 

In saying this I have said all I care tosay. Under existing 
conditions I have no disposition to prolong the discussion. If 
all the Senators on this side of the Chamber felt as I feel, the 
pending bill never would be enacted into law, unless the Demo- 
cractic majority compelled a vote by some extraordinary means. 
But many of my political associates do not so feel. The vote is 
to be taken. I shall esteem it a great privilege to be permitted 
to cast a negative vote on the income-tax proposition, as well as 
npon the final propopo ion to enact the measure into law. 
The fact is, this bill ought not to be enacted into law. It is a 
wicked and sectional measure. 

It strikes down the interests of the people whom I am en- 
deavoring to represent, and it will bring greater disasters to the 
American people than are upon them to-day. For many long 
years, amid trial and turbulence, sorrow and suffering, our people 
will struggle to escape from the influence and the injury that 
this legislation will necessarily impose upon them. have con- 
fidence, however, that the good sense and the patriotism of the 
American people will in due time right this wrong, and that be- 
fore many years elapse we will again have a tariff law on the 
statute book of this nation which will bring prosperity, peace, 
and happiness to the people of all sections of our common coun- 
try, and which will in due time repair the disasters that will 
necessarily result from this legislation. 

Believing this, it is the duty of all to make the best of exist- 
ing conditions, and to trust the future to heal the wounds that 
Democratic incompetency and economic false theories have 
brought upon our land. e have had similar trials in the years 
that have gone, and in due time the people have always applied 
the remedy. They will do so again, and under the benign in- 
fluence of the doctrine of protection our country will achieve 
greater triumphs and make greater progress than at any time 
in the history of the past. For that good time coming” we 
will patiently wait, with confidence in our principles and re- 

iance upon an awakened and enlightened popular will. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to give notice of an amendment, if the 
Secretary will take it down. In section 55 of the print which 
I have here, the separate print, in the 8th line, on e 3, after 
the words ‘‘all personal property acquired by gift or inher- 
itance,” I wish to insert the words except from lineal ances- 
tors or descendants, or between husband and wife.” 

The bill as now proposed includes in the income to be taxed 
the value of all personal property acquired by gift or inheri- 
tance, and my amendment excludes giits or inheritances froma 
lineal ancestor or a lineal descendant, and also gifts from hus- 
band to wife or from wife to husband, which can hardly be called 
a transfer of property. I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri to the amend- 
ment. I hope they will consider it before that section is reached, 
and that it will meet their general acceptance. I ask that the 
amendment may be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. PLATT, Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 


Mr. PLATT. I wish to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that by one of the amendments proposed yesterday re- 
lating to the corporation tax, the income of the corporation is to 
be made up by deducting, among other things, interest paid on 
bonds and losses. That relieves to a certain extent corporations 
whose indebtedness is a bonded indebtedness, but in a great 
many States joint stock corporations have no bonds, Their in- 
debtedness would consist of the mortgage indebtedness; the in- 
terest which they pay would be upon mortgage indebtedness 
and not upon bonds, and perhana upon a line of discounts at the 
banks. I wish to suggest whether all the money which is paid 
by way of interest should not be deducted. Ihave not prepared 
any specific amendment. I simply wish to call attention to the 
point at this time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the remarks of the junior Sena- 
tor from New Heap [Mr. GALLINGER], which have just 
been concluded, ought not to be passed over in silence either by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] or myself. The Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire takes me to task somewhat for what I 
said yesterday rogaraing the closing days of the Harrison Ad- 
ministration. Ido not propose to offer any unnecessary criti- 
cism upon that Administration. It has passed into history. 
The facts connected with it are well known by the people of th 
country. 

Its history can be found in the financial and other reports 
which were made by officers of the Government during its ex- 
istence. But I do call attention to and reaffirm what I said 
yesterday, that it was the poorest policy imaginable for that or 
any other Administration to take the surplus money which was 
in the Treasury of the United States, and which was liable to be 
called for at any time, to pay the current expenses of the Govern- 
ment, and go into the bond market of the nation and become a 
bidder upon its own bonds, which were of short limitation and 
would be paid off in the ordinary course of business. 

That, too, is more obvious when we consider that it was made 
apparent to those who at that time were in charge of the financial 

airs of the nation that the time would shortly come when this 
Government would either be required to borrow money to dis- 
charge the current expenses or be compelled to issue bonds and 
place them upon the market, and borrow money for that purpose. 
I do not say that there was any method in this procedure; that 
there was any peculiar design upon the part of Mr. Harrison or 
his Administration in pursuing that course; but I do say that 
if it had been the purpose of that Administration to cause the 
issuance of more bonds, to rest us a blight and a curse upon the 
industries of this country, a more successful way of bringing 
abani that state of affairs than was pursued could not have been 
chosen. 

There was a surplus in the Treasury of the United States. It 
was known or must have been known that within a few months 


ora year or so that money would be needed to discharge the , 


current expenses of the Government. Yetin the face of that 
fact one-quarter of the great surplus, or $100,000,000, was abso- 
lutely wasted in being expended for premiums upon bonds. 
Senators may say it was good financial policy to do so. Ido not 
believe it, regardless of who may say it. Ido not believe the 
people of this country, who pay the expenses of this Govern- 
ment, believe, or can ever be induced to believe, that it was 
good financial policy. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. From what is now stated by the Senator 
from Nebraska I infer that he approves the restoration of the 
sums then used to pay the principal of the public debt by Sec- 
bg! Carlisle in reissuing substantially the bonds taken up by 
the Harrison Administration? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not approve the course of Secretary Car- 
lisle at all in that respect. F took occasion to sayin this Cham- 
ber and to introduce a resolution to the effect that the action of 
Secretary Carlisle in issuing interest-bearing obligations of this 
Government was absolutely void. 

I say more than that, that I can go into any honest court of 
the United States of America and demonstrate the fact that it 
was void. I can not go into a court which is controlled by politi- 
cal machinery, a political court and do it, but I can go where 
there is an honest administration of the statutes of this nation 
and demonstrate it against any man alive, because the statute 
under which these bonds were issued in February, the authorit 
by which they were pretended to be issued, was repealed, an 
it was repealed years before these bonds were issued by the 
present Administration. It was not only repealed, but the 
statute had become exhausted and was a dead letter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Would it disturb the Senator from Ne- 
braska if I should propound a very simple question to him? 
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Mr. ALLEN. Certainly not. m 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand the Senator from Nebraska 
to be now, as he has been idem, the presentsession of Congress, 
opposed to the issuance of bonds by the National Government. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If President Harrison had not cancelled 
$259,000,000 of bonds, what would be the condition of the Troas- 
ury at the present time so far as bonds are concerned? Would 
there not bs more bonds in circulation than there are now? 
Hence, what greater trouble or danger is to come to the Gov- 
ernment by theissuance of bonds at the present time than if the 
old bonds had remained in circulation among the people? 

Mr. ALLEN. If President Harrison had followed the teach- 
ings of the Constitution of this country and had divorced him- 
selfand his Administration from the ruling power of Wallstreet; 
if he had coined the silver bullion in the Treasury and caused 
it to be issued and put out among the poopie of this country, 
there never would have been a time during the history of his Ad- 
ministration when there would have been any occasion for the 
issuance of bonds. 

Mr. GALLINGER. L understand; but the Senator does not 
answer my e It those bonds had not been cancelled there 
would have been 8259, 000, 000 more of bonds in circulation to-day 
or thereabouts than there are at the present time. Would that 
have distressed the Senator from Nebraska as much as the issu- 
ance of $50,000,000 of bonds did a few months ago? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not at all concede that any such state of 
affairsas is mentioned by the Senator from New Hampshire could 
have existed. There was no occasion whatever for taking that 
money and going into the bond market and purchasing the bonds 
of this Government at a premium of 22, 23, 24, or 25 per cent, 
and in some instances more than that. Itwasasheer waste of the 
money of the Government. If that money had been held until 
the proper time, and if the Harrison Administration had di- 
vorced itself from Wall street and had coined the silver bullion 
in the Treasury and lived up in good faith to the requirements 
of the Sherman act, there never would have been a moment in 
the history of that Administration when there would have been 
the slightest necessity for the issuance of bonds. But if you 
take the position of the Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. GALLENGER rose. 

Mr. ALLEN. I must decline to yield any further. If you 
take the position of the Senator from New pshire and say 
gold is the standard, and that all other forms of money must 
conform to the gold standard, then I can readily see that the 
time might have come in the history of that Administration 
when there would have been an occasion for the issuance of ad- 
ditional bonds. Butif there had been good faith—thatis, if the 
Harrison Administration had lived up to the requirements of 
our form of Government, and had administered the Government 
in the interests of all the people and nota portionof the people— 
the time never would have come in the history of the Adminis- 
tration when there would have been the slightest occasion for 
increasing the bonded debt of the nation. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that the people of his 
State have lost in the States of Nebraska and Kansas—and he 
singled out those two States—a great many million dollars which 
they had invested there. If the State of New Hampshire has 
lost a dollar in the State of Nebraska itis news tome. I have 
never heard of it yet, and I think I know something about the 
State of Nebraska and its growth, and something about its 
ple and their disposition and their capability for paying their 
debts. If the State of New Hampshire has ever lost a dollar in 
the State of Nebraska it has not been in consequence of any dis- 
honesty upon the part of the people of Nebraska. It has not 
been because the people of the State of Nebraska are nota law- 
abiding and law-observing, honest, high-minded people. If it 
has occurred it has been through the tricks and dishonesty of 
their own agents whom they employed to loan their money. 

Mr. G NGER. I know the Senator from Nebraska will 
yield to me just here to correct amisapprehension on his part. I 
did not say that we had lost anything in the State of Nebraska, 
as the RECORD will show to-morrow morning, but I did say in 
Kansas and other great agricultural States of the West, and I 
I did not enumerate the other States. I could have doneso if I 
chose, and I would not mention Nebraska, 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to repeat that there is no section of 
this country where the people are more rigidly honest in ob- 
serving their obligation than in the State of Nebraska. They 
are a high-minded class of people, an intelligent class, and what- 
ever may be within their power in the way of discharging their 
debts will be executed to the full measure. Our industeles are 
to-day paralyzed to some extent. i 

They are paralyzed in consequence. of the pernicious policy 
which has been pursued in this country for the last quarter of a 


| or profession carried on in the Uni 


century of contracting the volume of money. Their industries 
will be impaired to some extent in the future so Jong as this 
poliey is pursued. But as far as they have any power to dis- 
charge their obligations, the people of Nebraska 1 them 
cheerfully, and are discharging them to-day, and in the course 
of events they will be able to pay to New Hampshire and the 
East every dollar which may be due them. 

Mr. President, there is no occasion for making charges of this 
kind. There is not the slightest occasion for it. Thereisashigh 
a standard of morality and honesty existing in the States of Ne- 
braska and Kansas as there is in Massachusetts or New Hamp- 
shire; there is as high an order of intelligence, as high an order 
of civilization, and insinuations of this kind come with poor 

from that section of the country, which has been made 
Sec the last century by draining the fields of the West and 
outh. 

The junior Senator from New Hampshire this morning ro- 
5 ji 5 woo has nee denied r this Chamber 
twenty times, tha opulist part arrayed against corpo- 
rations. Iam at a loss to 9 the pe why such re- 
marks should be reiterated in this Chamber so frequently when 
they have been co frequently denied. There is not a word in 
the Populist platform, which was promulgated in July, 1892, at 
Omaha, there is not a word in any State Populist platform in 
Donan 3 oa to 5 e the part of 3 

‘op party against corporations of any character. 0 
statement is untrue. sa $ 

There is no bitterness. There is no unnecessary hostility upon 
the part of that party to any corporation exercising legitimate 
corporate functions. The members of that desire to treat 
legitimate corporations as they would individuals exercising a 
legitimate businessfunction. But when corporations undertake 
to control the entire policy of the States and the nation, when 
they undertake to rob the producers of the country through 
overeapitalization and methods of that kind, then the Populist 
party rises up and protests against such conduct and calls upon 
the ee and those in charge of them to cease conduct 
of that kind. Thatis not undue hostility; it is not undue hos- 
tility to the exercise of legitimate corporate powers. It is a 
hostility to the abuse of this power by corporations which en- 
dangers the rights of the people and the permanency of the Gov- 
ernment itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 


pending amendment of the Committee on Finance. 


The SECRETARY. In section 5t, line 24, e 170, after the 
words United States,” strike out “and not citizens thereof;’’ so 
as to read: 

And a like tax shall bel „coll. and on the gains, 
profits, and income . ba iy Lace and of every business, 8 
the United States. ee y 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 54, after the word ‘‘aceept,” in line 25, page 170, to insert 
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and,” so as to read: 

And the tax herein provided for shall be assessed by the Commissioner of 
Inte Revenue and collected, and paid upon the gains, profits, and in- 
come for the year ending the 3ist day of December next preceding the time 
for levying, collecting, and paying said tax. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Have all the amendments to section 54 which 
have been presented by the committee been disposed of? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All the committee amend- 
ments have been disposed of, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. HILL. And praag else? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Nothing else. The Secretary 
will state the next amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. What became of the amendment proposed 
in line 20, reducing the exemption from $4,000 to $3,000? 

Mr. VEST. That amendment is not offered. I will state 
frankly that when I offered that amendment yesterday I did it 
under a misapprehension in regard to the views of one of my 
colleagues upon the committee. I was under the impression 
that he had agreed to change four” to three“ before ‘‘ thou- 
sand.” 


I wish to say, now, that our action yesterday was not induced 
by any argument made in the Senate, because I did not hear the 
Senator from New York, as I wascalled out on committee work; 
nor did I read his 1 One of my colleagues came tome 
this morning and said that we misunderstood him, and there- 
fore that amendment is not offered. I take the full responsibil- 
ity of withdrawing it. It is my fault. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HILL. I will offer an amendment. Insection 54, line 20 


e 170, before ‘‘ thousand,” I move to strike out four” and 
sert “one.” $ 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, line 20, page 170, before the 
word " thousand ” strike out four ” and insert t one;” so as to 
read: 

A tax of 2 per cent on the amount so derived over and above $1,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment pro by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAuRIN]. i 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was 1 I am paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON], and withhold my 
vote. 

The rail call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iwill announce for the day that Iam paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], who is 


absent. 

Ls toca SOM. Has the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE]. J should vote ‘‘nay” if he were here. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I do not 
see the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]in the Chamber. 
I beg leave to withdraw my vote, as I have a general pair with 
that Senator. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON]. I do not know how he would vote if he were present, 
and I therefore withhold my vote. 

The result. was announced—yeas 18, nays 42; as follows: 


YEAS—i8, 
pega Gallinger, Lodge, Proctor, 
Chandler, 5 Peffer, N iburn 
Davis, Hoar, Per 
Frye, by, Platt. 
NAYS—42, 
Allen, George, McPherson, Roach, 
Bate, Gorman, Martin, Smith, 
fot 1 ea n Mius, u. Teller, 
we. ausbroug Mitche Oregon Turpie, 
Caffery, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Hawley, Morgan, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Murphy, Voorhees, 
0. Palmer, A 
ph, Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
Dubois, 2 Power, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Pugh, 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Allison, Daniel, Mein Squire, 
chard, Dixon, i Stewart, 
ce, Gibson, Patton, Wilson, 
Butler, Gordon, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Camden, Hale, Ransom, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Sherman, 
MeLa Shoup, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. I move a further amendment. In section 54, line 
20, o 170, I move to strike out four“ and insert two.“ 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 

Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20, before the word thousand,“ 
strike out four and insert ‘‘two;” soas to read: 

A tax of 2 per cent on the amount so derived over and above 82,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called), Iam red with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I again an- 
ener my pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLAN- 
CHARD]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire enn to announce my pair with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 


Mr. DIXON. As I before announced, I havea general 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MOLAURIN]. I r- 
stand that the Senator from Oh TMr. SHERMAN] is absent with- 


out a pair. I therefore transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. I vote yea.“ 
The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 38; as follows: 
YEAS—26. 
Aldrich, Lodge, Power, 
Darren 3 Mitchell, Oregon 8287 
aroy, rough, e ou 
Chandler, re Patton, Teller 
Cullom, Peffer, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hoar, Perk 
Dubois, Irby, Platt 
NAYS—38. 5 
Allen, George Linds Roac 
Bate, Gibson, MePhesson, Smith, 
rt Gorman, Martin, Turple, 
Blackburn, Gray, Vest, 
Caffery, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Call, Hawley, Morgan, oorhees, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Murphy, alsh, 
Coke, Jarvis, Palmer, White. 
Dolph, Jones, Ark Pasco, 
Fa r, le. Pugh, 
NOT VOTING—21. 
Blanchard, Davis, Morrill, Stewart, ` 
i Gor Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Butler, Hale, ‘oOctor, Wolcott. 
Camden, Jones, Ney. Ransom, 
Cameron, Sherman, 
Daniel, MeMillan, Squire, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HILL. In line 20 I now move to strike out “$4,000,” and 


insert“ $2,500.” 

Mr. KYLE. I suggest to the Senator from New York that il 
he would graduate the tax he would get more votes for the 
amendment. 
uating system was voted down. Those 
po wn yesterday by a pretty large vote, and 
this is the only practical way, it strikes me, to reach the same 


view. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment. proposed by the 
page 170, before ths 


Senator from New York will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In section 54, line 20, 
word“ dollars,“ strike out “four thousand” and insert twenty 
five hundred;” so as to read: 
Over and above #,500, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment vroposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to.call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). The junior Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] being paired with the Sena 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], I vote “yea.” 

Mr. M N (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], and I therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The rollcall having been concluded, the result was announeced— 
yeas 25, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Manders: Quay, 
Allison, Gallinger, Morrill, 855 Sheva 
Carey, Hansbrough, Patton, Teller, 
. nee effer, W urn. 
Cullom, Perkins, 
Davis, Irby, P 
Dixon, Lodge, Power, 
NAYS—38. 
Allen, George, Lindsa: Ranso: 
Bate, Gibson, 8 Roach, 
peny Gorman, Martin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gray, R 
cr 5 Mitchell, Wis. zo 
` y: rgan, oor! 
Cockrell, Hun Murphy, W. ~ 
Coke, Jarvis, er, White. 
Dolph, Jones, Ark. N 
Faulkner, Kyle, Pugh, 
; NOT VOTING—22. 
Blanchard, Frye, McMillan, Stewart, 
Brice, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Vilas, 
Butler, Hale, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Camden, Hoar, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Sherman, 
Daniel, MeLa Squire, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. I now reoffer the amendment offered yester 


by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and withdrawn 
morning fixing the exemption at 83,000. I desire to say that I 
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thought the amendment was universally approved. From the 
conversation of Senators, and from the statement made when it 
was offered by the Senator from Missouri, the amendment seemed 
to meet with universal approbation. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
if the amendment has the graduated feature of taxation in it? 

Mr. HILL. It is one simple amendment, making the exemp- 
tion $3,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. Without any graduated tax? 

Mr. HILL. Precisely. 

Mr. PALMER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New 
York if he himself approved the amendment? He says it meets 
with universal approval. Does he approve it? 

Mr. HILL. es, sir; I approve of it as an amendment to the 
bill. Ittendstomake the bill better. Each one of these amend- 
ments tends to make the bill better, more justifiable, and more 
defensible. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator then thinks it is an improve- 
ment? 

Mr. HILL. I think it was so regarded yesterday when the 
amendment was offered. 

Mr. PALMER. The bill in its present form I think is satis- 
factory to its friends. The proposition of the Senator from New 
York to amend meets the views of the avowed enemies of the 
bill; and it is hardly fair that he should champion this particu- 
lar amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I sup that perhaps the easiest way to defeat 
the amendment would be to champion it; but I assumed that 
Senators around this circle would vote for an amendment upon 
its merits, and not upon sare eatery as to who championed it. 
I think an amendment offe here should be determined not 
upon the question who offers it, whether it is offered by afriend 
of the measure or an enemy, but upon its merits. I do not pro- 
pose to thrash this straw over again; I have said all that I de- 
sire to say upon that gusna but I think it isa mighty poor 
argument to say that Senators will vote against an amendment 
fixing the exemption at $3,000 because I offer it and would 
N approva of it if offered by somebody else. 

Mr. PALMER. I merely meant to challenge the statement 
that the amendment was uhiversally approved. I prefer $4,000, 
and therefore can not assent to this amendment, and never did 
8 of the proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Vork will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, In section 54, line 20, page 170, before the 
word “thousand,” strike out four“ and insert three;“ so as 
to read . 


Over and above $3,000. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. I call for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I again announce 
the pair of the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] 
with the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. I vote 

a ; 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senátor from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was suddenly called from the 
Chamber, at the door, when the previous vote -was taken, and 
therefore was unable to vote. Had I been in the Chamber I 
should have voted for the amendment. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the affirmative). As the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has come into the Chamber 
and voted, I again announce my pair with the junior Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], which I had transferred to 
the Senator from Ohio. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BRICE. I desire to announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 38; as follows: 


à YEAS—2. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Manderson, Proctor, 
Allison, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon nay, 
Carey, Hansbrough. Morrill, herman, 
Patton, Shoup, 
5 Boia Wah 
a oar, er ashburn, 
Dubo; Irby, Platt, 
_ Lodi Power, 
NAYS—38. 
Allen, Cockrell, Gorman, Jones, Ark. 
Bate, Ook: Gray, 2 
Bary, Dolph, H: 1 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Hawley, McPherson, 
Caffery, George, un Martin, 
Call, Gibson, J Mills, 


6 
JUNE 23, 

Mitchell, Wis. Pasco, Turpie, Walsh, 
Morgan, h, Vest, White. 
Murphy, Roach, Vilas, 
Palmer, mi Voorhees, 

NOT VOTING—17. 
Blanchard, Daniel, McMillan, Wilson, 
Brice, Dixon, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Butler, Gordon, om, 
Camden, Jones, Nev. Squire, 
Cameron, McLaurin, Stewart, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. I now renew the amendment which I offered last 
evening, but which was temporarily withdrawn. I will state 
what itis. It is in section 54, line 7, page 170, to strike out 
„1895“ and insert 1896," and also in line § to strike out ‘'1900” 
and insert“ 1901.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, line 7, page 170, strike out 
1895“ and insert 1896,” and in line 8 strike out 1900“ and 
insert 1901; so as to read: = 

That from and after the ist day of January, 1896, and until the Ist day of 
JaA 1901, there shall be assessed, levied, collected, and paid annually, 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire simply to explain the ob- 
ject and effect of this amendment for the. benefit of those who- 
were not here last evening when I briefly stated its purpose. 
The terms of the bill in this respect, as they stand at present, 
will be retroactive in their effect. The law, if the bill passes, is 
to take effect on the Ist of July, the middle of July, or the Ist 
of August. The precise date has not been yet fixed. But by 
the terms of the bill the tax is to be paid, not upon the income 
which shall accrue after the sage of the bill, but for six 
months prior to its Ə. ə tax is to be paid next July. 
By the terms of the bill its operations for certain pur sbegin 
in January. The effect of the bill will be that peop e affected 
by it must pay not only what income they earn from now until 
the Ist of January, but upon what they have earned since Janu- 
oF last. It makes the bill retroactive in its effect, as I have said. 

see no occasion for so doing, especially in the light of the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] 
in his opening speech, which has never been disputed by any- 
body, that the bill would bring $25,000,000 more revenue than 
the necessities of the Government required. 

I can see no reason why the whole of this year should be in- 
cluded in the pano in which the income is to be computed. 
By the terms of the bill books are to be et and other things 
are to be done, by corporations and otherwise, which ought not 
to be required to be done before the passage of the bill. There- 
fore, in my humble judgment, this amendment is a very proper 
one to perfect the bill. A pill ought not by any of its terms to 
be retroactive, so as to include a period six months prior to its 
passage, because it does affect transactions which occur prior ` 
to the passage of the bill. 

It seems to me that the amendment is a very proper one, and 
ought to be adopted. Of course, when the bill was reported las! 
December, it was expected that early in the spring it would 

robably be Some persons thought it would be passed 

y the Ist of March. There was therefore more propriety in 
keeping that provision in, because then it would be retroactive 
for only a very brief period. But now the bill will not pass before 
the Ist of July. I do not knew what day is to be fixed; possibly 
the Ist of August may be determined upon, and then we will 
have five months before the income-tax provision goes into effect, 
although the tax will have to be paid upon moneys earned dur- 
ing that period. Itseems tome it would perfect the bill, and 
in that interest I offer the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL. On that Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from 1 [Mr. McLAURIN]. I trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], 
who is absent, and vote yea.“ 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. ~ 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 26, nays 41; as follows: £ 


YEAS—26. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Lodge. Power, 
Allison, Frye, McPherson, Proctor, 
Carey, Gallinger, Manderson, Quay, 
Gae e Higgins Paton — ag 

ton, $ 

Davis, Hill. Perkins. 
Dixon, Hoar, Platt, 


NAYS—41. 
Allen, George. Lindsay, h, 
Bate, Gibson, oe f Search 
A orman, e, 
Blackburn, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon. Vest, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Mitchell; Wis. vV 
Caffery, Harris, Morgan, Voorhees, 
‘all, Hunton, Murphy, . 
Cockrell, Irby, Palmer, 
ke, Jarvis, Pasco, 
Dubois, Jones, Ark. Peſter, 
Faulkner, Kyle, ugh, 
NOT VOTING—18. 
Blanchard, Gordon, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Butler, Hale, Ransom, Wilson, 
Camden, Jones, Ney. Shoup, Wolcott. 
Cameron, McLaurin, Squire, 
Daniel, McMillan, Stewart, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HILL. Those are all the amendments I desire to offer at 
resent to section 54, I now ask unanimous consent that [ may 
be permitted to reserve the right to submit a motion to strike 
out section 54, in accordance with the understanding I think I 
had with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I su poss there will be no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDE T. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. HILL. Simply to save the trouble of calling the roll, I 

ive notice that, when we get through with the sections relat- 

g to the income tax, I shall make one motion to strike them all 
out. 

Mr. PLATT. Before we pass from section 54, I should like to 
inquire what is understood by the words “and a like tax,” in 
line 20? I inquire whether it is meant by that language to tax 
the 2 per cent on the amountof incomeover and above $4,000, or 
whether it is meant that a tax of 2 per cent shall be imposed 
upon all the gains, profits, and income“ derived from ‘‘ every 
business, trade, or profession carried on by persons residing 
without the United States”? Are the persons who reside with- 
out the United States, and carry on business, to have an exemp- 
tion of $4,000, or are they to be taxed on all their incomes de- 
rived in this way? 

Mr. VEST. ‘the same provision applies to them as to persons 
in the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. Then, they would have the exemption the same 
as persons residing in the United States? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think it is entirely clear from the lan- 
guage which is used. A 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. j 
The Secretary read section 55, as follows: 

SEC. 55. That in estimating the gains, profits, and income of any person 


there shall be included all income derived from interest upon notes, 
and other securities, except such bonds of the United States as are by the 


within the year from sales of real estate purchased within the year or 
within two years previous to the year for which income is estimated; inter- 


ceived b gift, devise or inheritance; all other gains, profits, and income 
derived from any source whatever and the share of any person of the gains 


amount of income received from institutions or corporations, whose officers, 
as required by law, withhold a per cent of the dividends, interest, gains, 
profits, and income made by such institutions, and pay the same to the 
officer authorized to receive the same; and except that prono thesalary 
or pay received for services in the civil, military, naval, or other service of 
the United States, including Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in 
Congress, from which the tax has been deducted, and except that portion of 
any salary upon which the employer is required by law to, and does, with- 
hold the tax and pays the same to the officer authorized to receive it. In 
7 incomes the necess expenses actually incurred in carry ing on 
any 2 occupation, or profession may be deducted and also all inter- 
est actually due and paid within the year by such person on existing in- 
debtedness. And in addition to $4,000 exempt from income tax, as herein- 
before eee all national, State, county, school, and municipal taxes, 
not inclu those assessed against local benefits, paid within the year shall 
be deducted from the gains, 8 or income of the person who has actually 
paid the same, whether such person be owner, tenant, or mortgagor; losses 
actually sustained 2 — the year arising from fires, shipwreck, or incurred 
in trade, and not cove by insurance or otherwise, and compensated for, 
and debts ascertained to be worthless, but exclu all estimated depre- 
ciation of values and losses within the year on sales of real estate p 
chased two years previous to the year for which income is estimated: Pro- 
vided, That no deduction shall be made for any amount paid out for new 

ail permanent 3 or betterments, made to increase the 


b dings, 
valueo operty or estate: urther, That one deduction of 
#4,000 shall be maae. 4 cine 


1 be from the aggregate income of all the members of any 
family, composed of one or both parents, and one or more minor children, 
or hus and wife; that ians shall be allowed to make a deduction 


in favor of each and every ward, except that in case where two or more 


wards are comprised in one family, and have joint prope: interest, the 
aggregate deduction in their favor shall not — 8.500 And Diced 
further, That in cases where the salary or other compensation to 
personin the employment or service of the United States shall not ex 

the rate of $4,000 per annum, or shall be by fees, or uncertain or 1 

the amount or in the time during which the same shall have accrued or been 
earned, such salary or other compensation shall be included in estimatin, 
the annual gains, profits, or income of the person to whom the same shail 
have been paid, and shall include that portion of any income or salary upon 
which a tax has not been paid by the Mr hid where the employer is re- 
quired by law to pay on the excess over $4,000. 


The Committee on Finance reported amendments to the sec- 
tion, in line 10, on page 171, after the word “purchased,” to 
strike out 25 within the year or;“ in line 11, before the word 
‘t year,” to insert “close of the;“ in line 16, after the word“ per- 
son,” to insert or which has been paid by him;“ in line 18, 
after the word ‘‘sugar,” to insert ‘‘cotton;” in line 24, after the 
word ‘‘ family,” to strike out the amount of money, notes, bonds, 
choses in action,“ and insert “‘money;” in line 25, before the 
word personal,“ to strike out “any,” and insert “all;” in the 
same line, after the word“ property.” to strike out “ received,” 
and insert ‘‘acquired;” on 72, line 1, after the word “gift,” 
to strik out ‘‘devise;” in line 2, after the word whatever,” to 
strike out ‘‘and the share of any person of the gains or profits 
of all companies, whether incorporated or partnership, who 
would be entitled to the same if divided, whether divided or 
otherwise, except the amount of income received from institu- 
tions or corporations whose officers, as required by law, with- 
hold a per cent of the dividends, interest, gains, profits, and in- 
come made by such institutions, and pay the same to the officer 
authorized to receive the same; and” in line 11, after the word 
“salary,” to insert compensation; in line 16, after the words 
“by law to,” to insert ‘‘withhold;” after the word profes- 
sion,” at the end of line 19, to strike out “may,” and insert 
‘“shall;” in line 20, after the word interest,“ to strike out 
‘“‘actually;” in the same line, after the word “due,” to strike 
out and,“ and insert ‘‘or;” in line 22, after the word “and,” 
to strike out in addition to $4,000 exempt from income tax, as 
hereinbefore provided;” on page 173, line 2, after the word 
‘t mortgagor,” to insert also; in line 3, after the word! year,” 
to insert incurred in trade or;” in line 4, after the word 
“fires,” to insert ‘‘storms or;” inthesame line, after the word 
“shipwreck,” to strike out or incurred in trade;“ in line 5, 
after the word“ not,” to strike out covered,“ and insert com- 
pensated for; in the same line, after the word “otherwise,” 
to strike out and compensated for;“ in line 8, after the word 
purchased,“ to insert within,” and in line 20, after the words 
‘joint property,” to strike out interest,“ and insert inter- 
ests;” so as to read: 

Sec. 55. That in estimating the 2 ‘ofits, and income of any 
there shall be included all income derived from interest upon notes, bonds, 
and other securities, except such bonds of the United States as are by the 
law of their issuance exempt from all Federal taxation; profits ized 
within the year from sales of real estate purchased within two years previous 
to the close of the year for which income is estimated; interest received or 
accrued upon all notes, bonds, apathy gal or other forms of indebtedness 
pearing interest, whether paid or not, if good and collectible, less the inter- 
est which has become due from said person or which has been paid by him 
during the year; the amount of all premium on bonds, notes, or coupons; 
the amount of sales of live stock, sugar, cotton, wool, butter, cheese, pork, 
beef, mutton, or other meats, hay, and grain, or other vegetable or other 
productions, being the growth or produce of the estate of such person, less 
the amount expended in the purchase or production of said stock or produce, 
and not incl g any part thereof consumed directly by the family; mone 
and the value of all personal property acquired by gift, or inheritance; 
other gains, profits, and income derived from any source whatever, exce 
that ion of the salary, compensation, or pay received for services 
the civil, military, naval, or other service of the United Sta including 
Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, from which the tax 
has been 8 and except that poreon of any salary upon which the em- 
ployer is requi: by law to withhold, and does withhold, the tax and 
pays the same to the officer authorized toreceive it. In computing incomes 
the necessary expenses actually incurred in on any business, occu- 
pation, or profession shall be deducted and also all interest due or paid 
within the year by such person on existing indebtedness. And all natio 
State, county, school, and municipal taxes, not including those 

t local benefits, paid within the year shall be deducted from the gains, 
profits, or income of the person who has actually paid the same, whether 
such person be owner, tenant, or mortgagor; also losses actually sus 
during the year, incurred in trade or arising from fires, storms, or ship- 
wreck, and not compensated for by insurance or otherwise, and debts ascer- 
tained to be worthless, but excluding all estimated depreciation of values 
and losses within the year on sales of realestate purchased within two years 
ee to the year for which income is estimated: Provided, That no de- 

uction shall be made for any amount paid out for new e ga perma- 
nent improvements, or betterments, e to increase the value o anr rop- 
erty or estate: Provided further, That only one deduction of $4,000 8 be 
made from the aggregate income of all the members of any family, com- 
posed of one or bot 3 and one or more minor children, or husband 
and wife; that gua shall be allowed to make a deduction in favor of 
each and rey ward, except that in case where two or more wards are com- 
rised in one family, and have joint epee, interests, the te de- 
uction in their favor shall not ex $4,000: And provided fur x tin 
cases where the salary or other compensation paid toany person in the em- 
ployment or service of the United States shall not exceed the rate of 84,000 
2 annum, or shall be by fees, or uncertain or irregular in the amount or 
the time during which the same shall have accrued or been earned, such 
salary or other compensation shall be included in estimat: the annual 


gains, profits, or income of the person to whom the same s have been 
paid, and include that portion of any income or salary upon which a 
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tax has not been paid by the employer, where the employer is required by 
law to pay on the excess over $4,000. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committeeon Finance was, toadd 
to the section the following proviso: Ns 

vided, the income of co. ration 
. — 6— Seen not be included. the amount recetved 
from any corporation, company, or association as interest or dividends 
upon the bonds or stock of such corporation, — — or association if the 
tax of 2 per cent per annum has been paid upon its net profits by said cor- 
poration, company, or association as required by this act. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to suggest that the amendment would 
more properly come after the section which provides for cor- 
poration taxes. Standing where it does, it might leave a ques- 
tion, as it seems to me, whether it applied to corporation taxes 
or only to personal incomes, which have been provided for by 
the section to which it is proposed as an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the proviso will be passed over, be- 
cause I think it will require some changes after we have dis- 
cussed and acted upon section 59. 

Mr. VEST. I propose to modify the amendment in line 11, 
before the word “dividends,” by striking out the words“ inter- 
est or; and in the same line, after the words upon the,” by 
striking out bonds or.” This is made necessary by another 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the proviso in line 11, on page 174, be- 
fore the word ‘ dividends,” itis proposed to strike out“ inter- 
est or;” and in the same line, after the words upon the,” to 
strike out bonds or;” so as to read: 

the ration 
FTT 
rom any ration, company, or association asdividends upon the 
such corporation, company, or association if the tax of 2 per cent has been 
a its net profits by said corporation, company, or association asre- 
qui by this act. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modi- 
fied. The question is on agreeing to the amendment as modi- 
fied. 

Mr. PLATT. That is all right; but it will be observed that 
up to this time in sections 54 and 55 nothing has been said about 
the tax on corporations. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, if the provisions in regard 
to corporations in a subsequent part of the bill are not agreed 
to, becomes unnecessary, but this isthe proper place for 
this amendment at this time, because we are now defining the 
exemptions and liabilities as to the income of individuals; and 
in order to prevent double assessments, this amendment simply 
provides that where the corporation pays the tax the individual 


shall not pay it. 

Mr. PLA It provides more than that. It provides that 
in computing the income of any person, corporation, company, 
or tion there shall not be included the amount received 
from e corporations, ete. However, I am not particular 
It is intended to apply to the case where a cor- 
poration or association receives a dividend from another cor- 
poration or association, which frequently happens. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no objection to eee. 
Tunderstand the substance of it, if all the provisions respecting 
co tions are hereafter inserted. 

. PLATT. No. 

Mr.ALLISON. Therefore I should be gladif the Senator 
from Missouri would allow this amendment to pass over pro 
forma until we have disposed of section 59. 

Mr. VEST. If section 59 shall not be agreed to, this falls to 
the ground. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be agreed to or it may be modified. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection. Let the proviso be passed 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER: in the chair). 
The Chair understands that the amendment of the committee 
has-been modified as requested by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. PLATT. There is no objection to 


that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And that by unanimous con- 
sent the proviso, as modified, is to be passed over until after the 
consideration of section 59 of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend inline I, on page 172, by in- 

the words which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will bestated: 
The SECRETARY. In line 1, on page 172, after the word in- 
heritance,” it is pro to insert except from lineal ancestors 
and descendants or between husband and wife.” 

Mr. HOAR. As the bill now reads, if a man die, leaving 

000, which passes to his widow or to his minor children, that 

counted as part of the year's income, or if the husband gives 


$5,000 of personal property to his wife, which he and she have 
gained together, for the purpose of buying a house in her name, 
or because he desires, as a protection against a rainy day, that 
the property shall stand in her name instead of his, it is to be 
treated and taxed as an income for that year. 

Certainly, we are really in no such stress in this country as to 
rake such a thing into the dragnet of any tax system, whatever 
it may be. I do not think there is a State in the Union that 
ever would tax such a transfer of property, which is merely tech- 
nical, and I do not think any foreign country would do it. Ido 
not know, however, about that. 

I hope the amendment will receive the assent of the Senate 
without any question. 

Mr. VEST. Weare unable toagree to that amendment as we 
understand it. 

The Senator puts a plausible illustration of his side of the case 
by saying if a father leaves to a son or a daughter $5,000, or ifa 
husband gives a wife $5,000, the tax in that case would be $100. 
We can see no reason why the income tax should not be collected 
in a case of that sort as in any other. Now, let us take another 
illustration. Suppose a father leaves to a child $50,000,000, or 
that a husband gives to his wife a million dollars, is there any 
reason why a party who receives the protection of the Govern- 
ment to that extent upon so large an amountof property should 
not bear a just proportion of the taxation of the country? 

In fact, the argument is a great deal stronger in such a case 
because the recipient in the case the Senator puts does not work 
to this amount by actual labor, but it isa gratuity; he 
spends nothing, and it comes to him by a sort of blind fortune, 
and yet the Government gives equal protection to it, 

Ifthe amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts should 
preni, then the multimillionaire could give his whole estate to 

lineal descendants or to his wife and escape this tax. 

Mr. HOAR. Then let there be a limit of $10,000 or some rea- 
sonable limit fixeđ, so as to exempt small property. 

Mr. VEST. Itis unquestionably that sort of income that 
should not be: exempt from taxation. It is not met Lond ng as the 
Bible says, by the sweat of the face, but it comes ply by vir- 
tue of tionship or good feeling. We can not agree to the 


amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The point in this case is thatitis nota transfer 
of property in any substantial sense, My property is my wife's; 
my wife’s pro y is mine, and my father 3 mine 
when he got through with it, except as he to give it to 
other children or to other persons. The community of effort in 
the household which gains the little accumulation of property 
is a thing which the instinct of all humanity recognizes, and it 
is not in any sense for the pur of taxation a new acquisition 
to the person to whom it passes. That isthe answer to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Missouri. 

Certainly the United States does not need any such thing. 
The multimillionaire is a rare bird in this country. Ido not 
think we need to be oppressing all the f Land 5 
in this country because there are said to be some multimil- 
lionaires in the city of New York. I donot wish tosay anything 
to disturb the sensibilities of the honorable senior Senator from 
that State [Mr. HTL], but I am afraid the American people 
will at some time get to wish that there was not any city of 
New York, if all our transactions of life are to be cast 
into confusion and to be ulated on an unjust and unreasona- 
ble principle because somebody—generally somebody who lives 
2,000 miles from that city—imagines some wonderfully dishonest 
things are going on there. 

By the law of the State to which I belong, and I suppose by 
the law of nearly every other State—perhaps the civil law of 
the State of Louisiana is an exception—the „the toil, the 
service of the minor child is the property of the father. When 
the boy and the girl get to be 16 rs of age, if they work, 
their wages belong to the father. e services of the wife are 


the legal property of the husband even in States where 
separate property is recognized. The husband a right to 
make contracts for the services of the wife if he sees fit. 


Atiany rate, itis a joint affair. ə wife has as much merit 
as the husband in laying up the $10,000 or whatever the sum 
may be.. The economy, the frugality, the prudent management 
is hers as much as itis his; and while he gr earn money for 
which he may work outside, she works in the home without 

I say it is a foul, a base 3 I do not believe 
any Senator on this floor will deny it—when the husband dies to 
put an inheritance tax on the ow. 


call for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. ALDRICH responded in the affirmative. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to call attention to what is to become of 
the United States Senate under this Democratic policy. Here 
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is an income-tax provision. It was crude, unjust, indefensible 


in many of its details by the admission of the persons who 
framed it. There have been forty amendments proposed, amend- 
ments of substance, amendments of serious principle, and e 
Senator who proposed or voted for those amendments confess 

in so doing that the bill was wrong. Now, there is taken from 
the Senate of the United States in the introduction of this new 
porley, whether right or wrong, its capacity as a legislative 

y. 


Here on the question whether a widow shall in her hour of 
distress pay an inheritance tax on the five or ten thousand dol- 
lars which she and her husband have gained together, a major- 
ity of the Senate are expected to record their votes, not because 
they believe in the thing, not because they consider it even de- 
cent or tolerable, but simply because they put their judgment 
and their conscience into the hands of one or two men, who, how- 
ever respectable and however able they may be, have been 
burdened and weighed down by having their time taken up by 
the consideration of this enormous bill covering all the indus- 
tries of the country. 

Mr. President, legislation enacted in that way is not legisla- 
9 is conspiracy, and nothing else; it is tyranny, and noth- 

ng else. 

Mr. VEST. I want to say a single word. The Senator from 
Massachusetts has repeated this lecture of his from time to 
time in regard to coercion by two or three men. I want to say, 
Mr. President, once for all, that we are endeavoring honestly to 
make a just and equitable bill, and it is not in his mouth nor 
within his jurisdiction to denounce every which does not 
meet his judgment here as an actof tyranny and an outrage upon 
the people. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question, if 
he will permit me. Does not the Senator expect to record 
against this amendment 43 votes, simply because Senators on 
that side have engaged to follow him without the slightest re- 
gard to their individual opinions? 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President, and it is an insult almost to 
ask me such a question in regard to my colleagues. I hope that 
the amendment we have offered will prev I believe it is 


right. 

1 am somewhat of a lawyer, and Ido not think that hard cases 
should make the law. If so, we should never have a statute en- 
acted atall. The imagination of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts can always con a case which, in his judgment, operates 
most unjustly and inequitably under any law. I have put my 
side of this question in a case which he does not pretend to 
say does not sustain my contention here entirely, but he chooses 
to put the case of a woman who has worked with her husband 
for the acquisition of property. Many of them who have not 
worked in the acquisition of property have received millions 
upon millions of dollars simply as a gratuity, or by way of de- 
scent, as in the case of the child. 

Ido not admit that all the arguments are upon the Senator’s 
side of this question. The inheritance or succession tax has been 
adopted in all cfvilized countries where an income tax has pre- 
vailed, or if not in all, in a large majority of them, and it pre- 
vails now in a great many States of the Union. In the State of 
New York there is sucha tax. It is considered an equitable and 
just tax; and I consider it so, because when the child or widow 
receives from the father or husband an estate, there is no reason, 
if the incomeof the child or of the widow is increased to that ex- 
tent, that the new estate should not bear an equal and just por- 
tion of the common taxation of the Government. That is the 
whole question. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President-— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I answered to my name on the roll call. I 
do not like to interrupt this discussion, however. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that, thé 
Senator from Rhode Island having answered to his name, with- 
out unanimous consent the debate can not proceed. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not know that I care about speaking upon 
this particular amendment, but I shall reserve what I was going 
to say on an amendment which I shall offer later. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. Hoar. 

The 5 the calling of the roll. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE). 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. I do not see him in the 
Chamber at present, and therefore withhold my vote. 

The rol call was concluded. 


Mr. COKE. I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. WASHBURN] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE] and vote nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MILLS (after having voted in the negative). Lam paired 
with the senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] and 


withdraw 1575 vote. 

Mr. SQ E (after having voted in the affirmative). learn 
that the Senator from . [Mr. DANTEL], with whom Iam 
paired, has not voted. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Aldrich Dubois, Lodge, Platt, 
Allison, Hansbrough, Manderson, Proctor, 
Carey, Hawley, Mitchell,Oregon Sherman, 
Davis, Hi Morrill, Teller. 
Dixon Hill, Patton, 
Dolph. 5 Hoar, Perkins, 

NAYS—33. 
Allen, Gibson, McPherson, Smith, 
Bate, Gordon, $ Jape 
Berry, Mitchell, Wis. Ves 
Blackburn Hunton, Morgan, Vilas, 
Caffery, Irby, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Call, Jarvis, Paseo, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Faulkner, ndsay, h, 
George, McLaurin, Roach, 

NOT VOTING. 

Blanchard, Daniel, Ma Millan, Squire, 
Brice, e, Mills, Stewart, 
Butler, G: er, NM y. Washburn, 
Camden, Gorman, Pettigrew, White, 
Cameron, Gray, Power, Wilson, 
Chandler, Hale, y, Wolcott. 
Coke, Jones, Nev. om, 
Cullom, Kyle, Shoup, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. Imove an amendment in the same language, 
with the addition of the words “to an amount not exceeding 
$5,000.” Lask that the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will bo stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘inheritance,” in line 1, 
page 172, it is proposed to insert: 


Except from lineal ancestors and descendants, or between hnsband and 
wife, to an amount not exceeding $5,000. 


Mr. HOAR. The effect of this amendment is to dispose of 
the millionaire argument and confine it exclusively to little 
transfers between husband and wife in poor families of sums not 
exceeding $5,000. 

Mr. VEST. 
under the bill. 

Mr.HOAR. Iknow, butI wantthis to be especially exempted. 
I want to have this particular thing not counted to be taxed, 
where otherwise it ht be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays wert ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Tr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I announce my 
pen with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and with- 

0 


d my vote. 
Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP]. 


The roll call was concluded. 

„ . Iam paired with the Senator from Maine 

r. FRYE]. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to state that I am paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. QUAY], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. SHOUP. [am paired with the Senator from California 
[Mr. WHITE], and withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—21. $ 
Allison, Hansbrough, Manderson, Sherman, 
Carey, Hawley, s Mitchell, Oregon ‘Teller, 
Davis, Higgins, Patton, ‘Washburn. 
Dixon, Per 
Dubois, Hoar, Platt, 


Gallinger, Lodge, Proetor, 


Four thousand dollars would be exempted anyhow" 


Tam paired with 


NAYS—2. 


A Gibson, Mills, e, 
Bate, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Fap 
b rns Paseo,” Voork 
urn, ar asco, oorhees, 
Call Jones, Ark. Peffer, Walsh. 
Lindsay, h, 
Coke, McLaurin, Roach, 
Faulkner, McPherson, Smith, 
NOT VOTING—35, 
Aldrich, Daniel, Jones, Nev. Quay, 
Blanchard, Dolph, ane m, 
Brice, Frye, Millan, Shoup, 
Butler, George, uire, 
8 Gordon, Mo’ Stewart, 
en, rman, Morrill, White, 
Cameron, Gray, M 8 Wilson, 
Chandler, Hale, Pett. W,. Wolcott. 
Cullom, Irby, Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLATT. I did desire, and do desire, to offer an amend- 
ment in line 13, on page 173, but I understand that the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] still wishes to offer amendments 
with reference to the part of the bill we are now considering, 
and so I shall wait. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend in line 13, on page 172, after 
the words United States,” by inserting ‘‘not including the 
judges of the courts of the United States, but.” If that amend- 
ment shall be accepted I have nothing to say about it. 

Mr. VEST. That is all right. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be accepted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words United States,” in line 13, 
page 172, it is proposee to insert: 


Not including the judges of the courts of the United States, but. 


Mr. HILL. All the judges of the courts of the United States? 
Mr. HOAR. All the judges of the courts of the United States 
are life officers under the Constitution and have a constitutional 
right to their salaries during life. 
r. PEFFER. Has this matter been disposed of? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not yet. If there be no ob- 
jection, the amendment submitted by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us hear what it is. 

Mr. HILL. It is to except the judges of all the United States 
courts throughout the country from the operations of this sec- 
tion. 

Mr. MILLS. Why should they be excepted? 

Mr. HILL. Idonotknow. The Senator from Missouri says 
it is right, and whatever he says goes. 

Mr. VEST. Whether it goes or not, the Senator from Mis- 
souri thinks the amendment is right. 

The amendment was ed to. 
Mr. HOAR, [should like, before passing from that, to have 
rinted in the RECORD the letter of Chief Justice Taney, which 
cing on the 20th instant. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, it 
will be so ordered. 
The communication referred to is as follows: 


LETTER FROM CHIEF JUSTICE TANEY TO THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY 
RELATIVE TO AN ACT TAXING THE SALARIES OF THE JUDGES OF THE 
COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

4 WASHINGTON, February 15, 1863. 
SIR: I find that the act of Congress of the last session, imposing a tax of 

8 per cent on the salaries of all officers in the employment of the United 

States, has been construed, in your Department, toembrace judicial officers, 

and the amount of the tax been deducted from the salaries of the 


es. 
e first section of the third article of the Constitution provides that— 

“The judicial power of the United States shall be ves in one Supreme 
Court and such inferior courts as Co. may from time to time ordain 
and establish. The judges of both the Supreme and inferior courts shall 
hold their offices during good behavior, and shall atstated times receive for 
their services a compensation which shall not be diminished during their 
continuance in office." 

The act in question, as you interpret it, diminishes the compensation of 
every Naas 2E cent, and if it can be diminished to that extent by the 
name ofa may, in the same way, be reduced from time to time at the 
pleasure of the ture. 

Zae junaa is one of the three great departmeuts of the Government 
crea and established by the Constitution. Its duties and powers are 
specifically set farth, and are of a character that requires it to be perfectly 
oa gn of the other departments; and in order to place it beyond the 
Guoe tants oorupensasion te expressly withheld from Ocngress ead excepted 

r compensation is exp: m and exce: 
from their powers of legislation. z =i 

Language could not be more plain than that used in the Constitution. It 
is moreover one of the most important and essential provisions; for the 
the le tive — 5 branches of 


diciary to upho em which was free from every uence, 
hy * indirect, joer might by possibility, in times of political excitement, 


Upon these ground I regard an act of Congress retaining in the 
a portion of the compensation of the judges as unconstitutional and void, 
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and I should not have troubled zon with tbis letter if there was mode 
by Which the question could be decided in a judicial ut all 


judges of the courts of the United States have an interest in the 
3 Ane could not therefore with propriety undertake to hear an 
e 


ues- 
de- 


n as uiescence on 
act of Congress, and 
ciple that the Legis- 

o judges of the courts 

ted States, and may reduce their compensation whenever Con- 


my 

would be re ed as a precedent establish the 
nee 275 , at its pleasure, regulate the salaries of 
of the 


gress may think proper. 
Ha been honored with the hest judicial station under the Consti- 
tution, I feel it to be more e: y my duty to uphold and maintain the 


constitutional rights of that Department of the Government, and not by 
any actor word of mine have it to be supppsed that I acquiesce in a meas- 
ure that displaces it from the independent tion assigned to it by the 
statesmen who framed the Constitution. And in order to guard against any 
such inference I 8 ou this respectful, but firm and decided, remon- 
strance against the authority you have exercised under this act of Congress, 
and request you to place this protest upon the public files of your o 

the evidence that I have done eve: in my power to preserve and main- 
tain the judicial department in the position and rank in the Government 
which the Constitution assigned to it. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. S. P. CHASE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. PEFFER. Iwish to attend the funeral of my late col- 
league in this Chamber, Mr. Perkins, which takes place at4 
o'clock this evening. I wish, before I go, to call the attention 
of the Senate to two amendments which I should like to offer 
at the present time. The part of the bill to which one of the 
amendments, at least, applies will probably be reached before I 
return, and I ask unanimous consent that they may be acted 
upon now. I shall not ask anything more than a simple viva 


voce vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PEFFER. On e 176, in line 10, after the word re- 
turn,” I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word return,“ in line 10, on 
page 176, it is proposed to insert: 


The rendering of such willfully false or fraudulent return is hereby de- 
clared to be a felony, and on conviction thereof the person or persons so 
found 12 shall be punished by imprisonment at hard labor for a period 
of not less than one year nor more than five years,in the discretion of the 
court; and it ishereby made the duty of the collectors of internal revenue to 
report all cases of such willfully false or fraudulent returns to the district at- 
torney of the particular district, who shall forthwith institute criminal 
proceedings against such persons. 


Mr. VEST. I gy 5 want to say that the law already pro- 
vides for an offense like this. The general statute covers the 
case, and I will say to the Senator from Kansas, with great re- 
spect, that I do not think there is any necessity for the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to have a vote upon it, anyway. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Kansas will strike out 
of that amendment the phrase is hereby declared to be a felony.“ 
We havea statute definition of felony, which is comprehensive 
and applies to all cases which are or may be in the power of the 
court punishable by hard labor. It makes an exceedingly an 
noying condition of things to undertake to add to that compre- 
hensive definition an enumeration of particular offenses, making 
them felonies in terms. The Senator is aware, I suppose—cer- 
tainly the lawyers in the Senate who have had experience are 
aware—that a very different rule of pleading applies to felonies 
than to misdemeanors. 

For instance, youcan not join in the same indictment the count 
of a felony and the count of a misdemeanor; and there are some 
other distinctions which it is not necessary to mention. Ide 
not recall all of them now. So it seems to me we had better ad- 
here to our ordinary rule of letting the definition of felony be 
comprehensive and universal in all cases. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not wish to engage in this discussion. I 
simply ask for a vote. 

r. HOAR. I move to strike out the words “is hereby de- 
clared to be a felony.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is pro d to amend the amendment by 
striking out in lines 3 and 4 the words, ‘‘is hereby declared to 
be a felony.” 

Mr. HOAR. The word “and” should be stricken out in ad- 
dition. I move to strike out the words, hereby declared to be 
a felony, and.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask for a division. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to hear the amend- 


co as 


R. B. TANEY. 


ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas read, and then I 


1894. 


should like to hear it read as it will stand if the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts should prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will-be reported. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. PEFFER 
and the amendment as pro to be amended. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Nebraska proceeds I 
will withdraw my amendment. I shall not take up the time of 
the Senate this hot day. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas to strike 
out the word “felony and substitute the word offense.” That 
will comply with the wishesof the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PEFFER. I prefer a vote on the amendmentasitstands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Massachusetts to have withdrawn his amendment. 
The questjon recurs, therefore, on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to strike out the word “felony and 
insert the word ‘‘ offense.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment willbe stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4 of the amendment it is proposed 
to strike out the word“ felony ” and insert “offense.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] to 
the 5 of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PEFFER. On page 207, line 7, after the word ‘‘ taxes,” 
{ move to insert as a new section what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add after section 81, on 
page 207, as a new section the following: 

That section 8339 of the Revised Statutes, and all sections amendatory 
thereof, be amended so as to provide that the tax on beer, lager beer, ale, 
porter, and other similar fermented liquors shall be $2 per barrel, and the 
said section sball be and remain in force as part of this act, together with 
any and all laws and parts of laws made to carry into effect the provisions 
of this section. 

Mr.PLATT. Will not the Senator from Kansas be likely to 
return before we reach that part of the bill? The question of 
the beer tax is a pretty 1mportant question, and I should hope 
there would be a little time for the discussion of it. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am quite willing that this matter may be 
taken up during my absence. 

I now ask that I may be excused during the remainder of the 
day from attendance on the Senate. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of e 
the request ol the Senator from Kansas will be granted. The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. HILL. Before that is done, I inquire if the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has offered his amendment? 

Mr. PLATT. No; but I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I have some amendments to offer when the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut finishes his. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to offer an amendment on page 173, to 
strike out the second proviso, commencing in line 13 and end- 
ing in line 21. Let it be stated by the Secretary. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The SECRETARY. On page 173, section 55, it{s proposed to 
strike out the second proviso, as follows: 

Provided further, That only one deduction of $4,000 shall be made from the 
aggregato come of all the members of any family, composed of one or 
bot. ents, and one or more minor children, or husband and wife; that 
gu ans shall be allowed to make a deduction in favor of each and every 
ward, except that in case where two or more wards are com in one 


family and have joint property interests, the aggregate deduction in their 
favor shall not exceed $4,000. y f 8: 


Mr. PLATT. Thisseems to me to be an important matter, 
and if it were not so excessively warm to-day, I should like to 
occupy the attention of the Senate for a few minutes; but as it 
is, I shall omy state in the most concise way I can the reason 
why I think this proviso should be stricken out. 

It will be observed that incomes are assessed upon individ- 
uals. The tax is paid by the individual upon his or her individ- 
ual income, with an exemption of $4,000. 

Now comes this 1 that there is to be only one exem 
tion where the combined income of different members of à family 


amounts to more than $4,000. That is not right, Mr. President; 
it is not consistent with the scheme of the bill, and I trust that 
this question will not be decided by a party vote. 

That only one deduction of $4,000 shall be made from the aggregate in 


CONGRESSIGHAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6781 


come of all the members of family, composed of one or both paren’ 
and one or more minor children, or husband or wife, a: 


That is the first clause, but they have all got to be assessed to 
the individual; suey are not assessed to the family. Each in- 
dividual member of the family has to have his income assessed 
and levied under the provisions of the fifty-fourth and fifty-fifth . 
sections. 

Take it merely in the case of husband and wife. If the hus- 
band has an income of $4,000 and his wife has an income of 
$4,000 each income would be exempt if it were not for this pro- 
viso; but here comes in the proviso and says there is to be only 
one exemption of $4,000. Is that right? Suppose the minor 
children in a family by inheritance from their grandfather or 
from other sources have individual incomes, the combined 
amount of which exceeds $4,000, and the parents have incomes, 
there is no deduction for the income of the minor children 
under those circumstances. 

The same reasoning holds true with regard to the next pro- 
vision, where there are two or more wards comprised in one 
family who have a joint property interest, the aggregate deduc- 
tion in their favor shall not exceed $4,000. If the incomes are 
large in a family, this is not practically of any great importance; 
butif they are small, it is going to work a decided hardship. 
Any one can see that. 

I can see no reason why the income should be assessed on the 
individual and on all the individual members of a family, and 


then the deduction should be made for the family alone. It 
seems to be an inconsistency. : 
I do not know where this provision came from. It was not, 


unless I am very much mistaken, in any of our former income 
laws. The suggestion was made to me this morning that it was 
taken from an old income law, but I have looked at all of them 
I could find and I did not find this provision inthem. I may be 
mistaken about it, but whether it is in other income tax laws or 
not, it is not right. 

Mr. VEST. This provision is taken from the income law 
which was formerly enacted by Congress. 

Mr. PLATT. The law of what year? 

Mr. VEST. In the laws enacted in 1864 and 1867; and it is the 
provision in the bill as it came from the House, which is now 
pending. 

Mr. PLATT. I could not find it in the Statutes at Large. 

Mr. VEST. It is identical word for word, except as to the 
amount, and it was based upon the idea, I suppose—that was the 
theory upon which we adopted it—that where the parties were 
living together and the family expenses were in common, there 
should not be this separate exemption, but only one exemption 
for the entire family; and the same way in regard to wards where 
they had a joint interest, which could not be separated, and 
lived together, the theory of this income tax being that the 
amount of necessary expenses to a family, which is fixed by this 
bill at 84.000, should be exempt from taxation. Where they 
may have separate estates, yet if they are living together as one 
family,and sharing expenses as a household, the old law made 
this exemption, and we have adopted the identical language. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. PLATT. I find that the provision was in the old income 
law, but I could not find it in the Statutes at Large, although I 
looked for it, but Iam sure it was not in all of them. We have 
had several such laws. It does not matter, however, whether 
it is the old law or not, it is not right, anditought to be stricken 
out. ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I do not see the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE) in his seat, and I make 
the same transfer of pairs I made on the previous vote, so that 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] will stand paired with the 
Senator from South Dakota, and I vote nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to again announce my pair with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Aldrich, e, Hoar, Quay, 
Carey, G er, Lodge, herman, 
Chandler, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Cullom, Hale, organ, Squire, 
Davis, Hansbrough, Patton, Teller, 
Dixon, Hawley, Perkins, Washburn. 
Dolph, Platt, 
Du ‘octor, 
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NAYS—31. 

Allen, Gibson, Lindsay, Roach, 
Bate, Gordon, McLaurin, Smith, 
Berry, Martin, — 
Daniel, uy, —— ae Walsh, 
Faulkner, Jarvis, Pasco, > White. 
George, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—2. 
Allison, Camden, McPherson, Power, 
Blanc Manderson, 
Brice, Cockre Morrill, Ste 
Butler, Jones, Nev. Palmer, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Kyle, Peffer, 
Call, McMillan, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to inquire of the Senator in charge 
of the bill whether he has an estimate from the Treasury De- 
partment, or whether he has made any estimate himself as to 
the amount which the income tax will probably yield? 

Mr. VEST. There never has been any estimate from the 
Treasury Department, except one made in an informal way by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue as to the result of the 
tax 577 corporations. 

Iwill say very frankly to the Senator from Ohio, that the gen- 
eral estimate has been at $30,000,000, but Ihave never been able 
to find any reliable data on which to base an estimate, and I do 
not think anybody knows or can state what it will be. 

Mr. SHER. . I wish to call the attention of the Senate 
to some statistics upon that point. It is very important if we 
pass an income tax that we should have an income tax which 
will yield a considerable revenue. 

Mr. HILL. I think the Senator labors under a delusion. It 
is not apparently of the slightest consequence how much it 
yields in revenue. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it isof very greatconsequence how 
much it yields. 

Ihave endeavored to procure statistics from the Census Bu- 
reau as to the probable number of persons who will poy the in- 
come tax under the provisions of this bill, but I can find no data 
given by the Census Office which will even enable me to form 
an opinion upon the subject. 

I have found, however, in one of the statements of the Census 
Bureau, important facts which may throw some lighton the sub- 

ect. I find that the total valuation of property in the United 
tates was estimated by the Census Bureau in 1890 at $65,037,- 
091,197. The estimated value of real estate, with improvements 
thereon, was $39,544,544,333; of live stock on farms and ranges, 
farm implements, and machinery, $2,703,015,040; of mines and 
uarries, including product on hand, $1,291,291,579; gold and 
ver, coin and bullion, $1,158,774,948; machinery of mills and 
product on hand, raw an manufactured, $3,058,593,441; rail- 
roads and equipments, including street railroads, $8,685,407 323; 
telegraphs, telephones, shipping and canals, $701,755,712; mis- 
cellaneous, $7,893,708,821. 

So it will be seen that nearly two-thirds of the property of 
the United States isin lands with the improvements thereon, 
and the balance is divided among the number of items which I 
have given, the largest of them being 88,685, 407, 323 in railroads. 

Mr. President, when you come to the homes and the farms of 
all the people of the United States, included in the term real 
estate, of course they are practically exempt from taxation, be- 
cause there is no provision here which would make the home 
fall under the income tax, provided it is occupied by the owner. 
It is only where real estate is rented that it furnishes what is 
called an income. 

The house in which a man lives, however expensive it pee, Ae 
would not contribute anything towards this fund. So it will be 
at least safe to say that two-thirds of the real estate held by the 
people of the United States can not be embraced in the income 
schedule because it is occupied by the owners, and there is no 
provision in this law which would require the return of such 
property when so occupied. 

I is true if a man makes money out of his farm, atter deduct- 
ing a great many things, he will be taxed on the overplus, but 
there is probably not one in a thousand of the farmers of the 
United States who would come within the limit of $4,000. All 
the farms, therefore, would be practically exempt from the in- 
come tax. 

Mr. President, let us goa little further. The bill as it now 
stands eliminates from taxation all debts and credits of the 
country. amounting to untold billions of dollars. The reason of 
that is that the creditors are as numerous as the debtors. Every 
debt represents a creditor as well asa debtor, and where a debtor 
owes to his creditor the debtor is authorized to deduct from 
his income, however much it may be, all the interest he has to 
pay and the other expenses attending it, and the creditor will 


be to a large extent exempt, because the large creditors in this 
country are also generally very heavy debtors, and one will bal- 
ance the other, 

I doubt very much whether, under the operations of this bill, 
you will derive any revenue from debts and credits. The great- 
est debtors in our country are the largest business operators, 
all the interest they pay will be deducted from their income, 
and for the last year, I think, it will exceed in almost every case 
the income, and the creditor also is apt to be a debtor. There- 
fore, if he should honestly return his income, it would probably 


. | not be more than has already been deducted from the assets of 


the debtor, or from his possible income if he is not in debt. 
Therefore we must eliminate from the computation the property 
of the debtor and the creditor. Inall our returns no notice is 
taken of the amount of debts and the amount of credits, and only 
fixed property, real and personal, can be estimated in this list. 

If you take the entire aggregate of $65,037,091,197 and make 
the reduction from real estate and the improvements thereon, 
when it is occupied by the owner and yields no rent, Senators 
must perceive, as well as I, that the amount of this property 
which is occupied and free from the income tax will probably 
amount to nine-tenths of all the real estate in the country. 
Probably not one-tenth of the real estate in this count 
rented so as to yield an income under the provisions of this bill. 

Further, the old law, which has been referred to as having 
layare $30,000,000, and one year arlag the war, I think, yielded 

80,000,000, was based upon the idea of a deduction of only $600. 
This exemption was increased after the war was over, and finally 
it was placed at $2,000, when the income tax diminished sepa 
owing to the increase of the limit of exemption. When the ex- 
emption on incomes was only $600, the tax yielded some forty or 
fifty million dollars a year, and when the exemption was raised, 
first, to $1,000, then to $1,200, and finally to $2,000 (after which 
the income tax was repealed), the amount of income fell off very 
rapidly, and was reduced to less than one-half. 

tis also true, and it is a fact known by every Senator here, 
that the — body of the property of the peop e of the United 
States is held not in great masses such as will be taxed under 
this bill, but is held in small amounts. A man would be con- 
sidered quite rich in Ohio who had $50,090 of property; bat he 
would not count as part of his property for taxable purposes the 
house in which he lives, or the land, because that would prob- 
ably be balanced by the expense of conducting the farm. So 
that a man must have at least $100,000 inactive operation, yield- 
ing a rental, a profit, or an interest, in order to have an income 
going beyond the exemption of $4,000. 

Indeed the wealth of some of the wealthiest States in this 
country rests upon unimproved real estate, which yields no in- 
come whatever. Under this bill the taxes upon such propert; 
paid the State, city, and county authorities may be deducted, 
and that may exceed all the rents, and yet the owner may be 
worth a quarter of a million dollars.. A tax thus levied upon 
incomes above $4,000 implies that the tax shall extend to only a 
few. In our country it isnot common, especially in the country, 
to find men worth more than $100,000. A man is considered 

uite rich who is worth that amount; and yet he would be en- 
tirely exempt from the tax. 

If Senators on the other side of the Chamber, who are respon- 
sible for the conductof the Government, for the payment of the 
interest on the public debt, and the payment of our current ex- 
penses, desire to provide measuras for revenue, they must pro- 
vide revenue measures that will yield money. it you would ap- 

ly a general income tax of 2 per cent on all incomes above $1,000, 
3 to say you would get three times and perhaps four 
times as much revenue as when you confine the levy of the in- 
come tax to men who are very wealthy, and all who would be 
considered very wealthy who were called upon to pay this tax. 

It is to be remembered that this tax is not levied upon the 
value of the property; it is only levied upon its income produc- 
ing value after all the other exemptions and limitations are 
drawn from it. So it would be confined to comparatively few, 
and upon those it would not be very severe. The probable re- 
sult of gush a tax no man can tell. I suppose the retary of 
the Treasury would not undertake to estimate the amount 
which will be derived from it. No man can tell. I believe itis 
simply a blow aimed at comparatively few people and it will not 
cause any sensible increase of the revenues of the Government, 
That is the view I take of it. I may be mistaken. If it yields 
ten or twenty million dollars it would be far beyond my expec- 

tion. 
re seems to me when we are now seeking to provide revenue 
for the support of the Government we ought to take those 
sources of revenue which are sure and potent, and that will be 
sufficient to meet the exigencies of the nation. In my judgment 
this income tax as it is now provided for, the Senate having 
refused to lower the limit so as to reach a larger number of 
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88 is a delusion and a snare. If it yields $10,000,000 or 
1 


5,000,000 at the most, it is a discriminating tax oy — a few 
persons and it would be of but little advan . ere are a 
thousand taxes that might be named which would furnish several 
times as much revenue and would not be felt in the slightest 
degree by the people of the United States. 

A tax of two mills on a pound of sugar would yield more rev- 
enue than this boasted income tax. It will be looked upon asa 
discrimination against the few, as a blow aimed at people who 
have been industrious, vigilant, and careful, who have hus- 
banded their resources, and it will not yield you the revenue 
youdemand. In my judgment it will be the most unpopular 
and the most unproductive tax that has ever been levied in the 
United States of America. 

Mr. HILL. Is there an amendment now pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no amendment pend- 
ing at this time. 2 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
on what principle or theory it is that the judges of the United 
Strtes courts are to be exempted from taxation under this pro- 

sed act? 

Fake: VEST. Does the Senator from New York want an answer 
now? A 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. This question was brought into the debate by an 
amendment pro by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar]severaldaysago. The Senator from Massachusetts caused 
aletter pE ereny d by Chief Justice Taney to the Secretary ofthe 
Treasury to be printed and laid upon our desks. In that letter 
the contention was made that the provision of the Constitution 
that the salaries of the judgesof the United Statescourts should 
not be diminished during their tenure of office applies to an 
income tax, which creates a burden upon those salaries. Isay, 
with the greatest respect for that great lawyer, Chief Justice 
Taney, that I do not think the legal argument is a sound one. 
At the same time, the amount involved in the tax is so incon- 
siderable, that in order to economize time and prevent dis- 
cussion, we concluded to waive any objection to the amendment 
and leave it to the Senate to determine, without the committee 
taking any part, except as Senators personally, in regard to it. 

I am frank to say that I would have no feeling about it if the 
matter were decided either way. There is great plausibility in 
the contention made by Chief Justice Taney in the document I 
have referred to. At the same time it can be said that there is 
no very conclusive reason why officers holding their positions 
for life and receiving salaries, and considerable salaries, from 
the Government should not bear their proportion of the com- 
mon burden imposed upon all the people n incomes 
throughout the country. We have no feeling about it, and do 
not propane to take any part in it except individually. _ 

Mr. HILL. I do not propose to criticise the action Of the 
committee in accepting so readily and without debate the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Massachusetts. Still, I do not sup- 
pose it can fairly be said thatit was accepted in order to prevent 
a few moments’ consideration. I can hardly suppose that be- 
cause it was aheated afternoon, therefore it was wiser to accept 
it than to antagonize it. I supposed that in making up a bill it 
should be framed epee some principle, and not simply with 
a desire to gratify the distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts, much as the Senator from Missouri would like todoso. I 
supposed an exemption of such an important character as that of 
the judges of the Supreme Court, of the judges of the circuit 
courts, of the bey of the district courts, should be made upon 
some principle and some reason, and that those who are respon- 
sible for the bill had investigated the subject and come to some 
mature determination. 

I assume that the ground upon which it may be said that the 
— * of the United States courts should be exempted from this 

s because of that provision of the Constitution of the United 
States which provides that these judges shall, at stated times, 
receive for their services a compensation which shall not be di- 
minished during their continuance in office;” that it would prob- 
ably be held that Congress could not by the of a statute 
take away from them any portion of their stipulated salary; and 
that what it could not do directly it could not do indirectly by 
means of an income tax. That is the plausible theory if not the 
strict legal ground upon which the exemption should be made. 
It can stand upon that ground, or it can not stand at all. There- 
fore, if that be so, the committee should go further, and the 
amendment which I now propose to submit for the consideration 
of the Senate, it seems to me, is one which should be adopted. 

I offer as an amendment a provision that the salary of the 
President of the United States shall be exempted from the pro- 
visions of this act. The Constitution provides that the Pres- 
ident shall * * * receive for his services a compensation 
which shall be neither increased nor diminished during the 


period for which he shall have been elected, and he shall not 
receive within that pone any other emolument from the 
United States,” ete. you exempt the judges of the courts 
because of that constitutional provision—and I assume that it 
must be done, not because of a mere freak, not because some- 
body asks it, but because of some principle, some solid ground 
upon which we can stand—then why ought not this amendment 
to be made? 

The President of the United States happens to be a resident 
of the State of New York. This income tax bears pretty heav- 
ily upon the State of New York, and I think the tor from 

issouri in the kindness of his heart will agree to exempt at 
least one resident of that State and not allow his official ry 
to betampered with. It seems to me under the provisions of the 
Constitution he is entitled to it, if the judges are. The Presi- 
dent does not ask for it. Iam not authorized to speak for him 
in this or anyother matter, but I think if youexemptthe judges 
at the personal request of the Senator from Massachusetts you 
might at least grant this in behalf of a resident of my State who 
now occupies the place of President. 

Mr. VEST. As this is probably the last President we shall 
a from New York, the appeal is almostirresistible. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. HILL. Iam afraid if you keep on with this kind of tax- 
ation it will be the last Democratic President from any State in 
the Union for along number of years. [Laughter on the floor 
and in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order must be preserved in 
the galleries. The officers of the Senate will see that the rules 
of the Senate are not violated. 

Mr. HILL. I think my good-natured friend from Missouri 
now sees the propriety of the amendment, and without calling 
the roll I hope it may be adopted unanimously, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert: 

The salary of the President of the United States shall be exempted from 
the provisions of this act. 

Mr. HALE (at 3 o clock and fifteen minutes p. m.). Mr. Presi- 
dent, I wish to make an appeal to the Senator from Tennessee, 
who is in charge of the bill. The Senator krows and appre- 
ciates the fact, as I and all of us do, that we are at the end of a 
hard-worked week. The weather is almost insupportable; the 
air of the Chamber is very bad; and as a matter of safety and 
common sense in consulting the health of Senators, it seems to 
me that the session to-day should not be greatly prolonged. 
Besides—I know the Senator will appreciate this consideration— 
the funeral of an associate of ours, a former member of this 
body, is fixed for 4 o'clock to-day. A number of Senators desire 
to be protoni and will leave the Chamber for that purpose. 

Under these circumstances, and in view of the fact, which I 
think we all appreciate, that the debate upon this portion of 
the bill has run itself about out, and that we can probably on 
Monday, after the rest we shall get over Sunday, come in here 
and proceed to vote upon the provisions of this part of the bill, 
and that we shali make more progress in that way than to keep 
an unwilling Senate here, I suggest to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that it be the understan g that at 4 o'clock he will 
move either to adjourn or go into executive session. Then Sen- 
ators who desire to attend upon the sad services to which I have 
referred will be enabled to do so, and yet not depart from the 
Senate without its will and wish. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I have pressed from time to 
time, and continuously, the consideration of the bill, and I feel 
a very earnest and a very great anxiety to press it to a conclu- 
sion at the earliest moment possible. I have been appealed to, 
however, after the notice I gave yesterday evening, by a num- 
ber of Senators on both sides of the Chamber, for the reasons 
assigned by the Senator from Maine, to consent to the sugges- 
tion now submitted. However great my anxiety to make prog- 
ress, [have quite as great, if nota greater anxiety to oblige a 
majority of this body whenever it may choose to express itself. 
Believing as I do, from the suggestions made to me both pub- 
licly and privately, that the Senate really desires to abandon 
work at the hour named, much as I personally regret it, I will 
consent to the suggestion made by the Senator from Maine, 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the pending question? 

Mr. HILL. Itison — amendment, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair), The 

uestion is on the amendment of the Senator from New York 

r. HILL], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert: 

That the salary of the President of the United States shall be exempted 
from the provisions of this act. 

Mr. VEST. The same argument applies in favor of that 
amendment as to that in regard to the judiciary. I have not 
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had time to refer to an act of Congress in regard to the salaries 


of the judges, and I can not recall from memory the provisions 
of the act. I know that during my service in the Senate we 
have from one session to another been passing special acts re- 
funding to judges of the Supreme Court the income tax which 
was paid by them. Possibly some older member of the Senate 
can recall the provisions of that act, but I know we have been 
engaged in that sort of legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that in consequence of 
the decision of the courts in some of the States that Congress 
has no right to levy a tax upon an officer, a servant of the State, 
usually all such persons have been exempted. 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Therefore there ought to be a provision to 
exempt all officers of a State. 

Mr. HOAR. That is in the bill now. 

Mr. VEST. It is in the bill now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The President of the United States is pro- 
tected by the Constitution just as much as the judges of the 
Supreme Court. We have no right to lower his salary by a tax. 
Therefore [ shall vote for the proposition to amend without any 
hesitation. I think the same provision has been in all the in- 
come measures, that the act shall not extend to judges of the 
courts of the United States, nor to the President of the United 
States, whose salary, by express provision of the Constitution, 
can not be reduced. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objections to the amendment of the 
Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from New York as to the place where his 
amendment should be inserted. The Chair presumes it will 
come in at the end of section 55, and if there is no objection it 
will be placed there. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Chair that it be placed immedi- 
ately before the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
which exempts the judges. The President should be exempted 
first, of course, and then the judges. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the 
wording of the amendment will be changed, so as to insert the 
amendment after the words United States,” in line 13, section 
55, and the clause will then read: 

Not including the salary of the President of the United States and the 
judges of thecourts of the United States, but. 

Does the Senator from New York wish to offer another 
amendment? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; I move to amend section 155, by striking 
out, after the word ‘‘securities,” in line 7, page 171, the words: 
except such bonds of the United States as are by the law of their issuance 
exempt from all Federal taxation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. r. President, the point I desire to make is that 
while it is competent, while it is proper, that bonds themselves 
should be exempted, because the contract so provided, and as a 
matter of propriety, there is no reason why the interest upon 
exempted bonds should not be included in the amount to make 
upanincome. There is no reason why the interest should be 
exempted. 

I hold in my hand the statute under which these bonds were 
issued, and the 3 is simply that the bonds shall be ex- 
empt from taxation. The interest upon the bonds is an entirely 
different matter, foreign to the bonds themselves. The United 
States has the right to say, and properly, that its bonds may be 
exempt from taxation, but the income from them is properly 
subject to this tax. 

It isa part of a man’s income. Of course bonds of the United 
States are not subject to State, county, or local taxation. They 
are exempt from all that class of taxation, but when it comes to 
income taxation instituted by the Federal Government the in- 
terest upon bonds is no more sacred than any other species of 
income from property. By keeping this provision in the bill 
go 2 75 make another discrimination which ought not to exist 

e : 

This brings up the point suggested the other day by the dis- 
tinguished ‘Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], namely, 
that under a direct tax whereby land is to be taxed you can not 
tax land directly except upon a basis of population; and by virtue 
of an income tax you do not increase the tax upon land but you 
tax the income from theland. Yet you refuse to tax the inter- 
est upon bonds simply because there is a statute of the United 
States which provides that the bonds shall be exempt. 

The Constitution says in substance and legal effect that real 
estate shal] be exemptfrom all Federal taxation, except taxation 
imposed upon a basis of population. This proposed act provides 


not that real estate shall be taxed, but that you shall tax what 
arises out of the real estate—the income from it. I doubt very 
much the constitutional power of Congress todo that. I agree 
with the Senator from husetts upon that legal proposi- 
tion; but it being a debatable 8 do not offer an amend- 
ment to exclude the income from real estate. That question 
will be left to the courts. But there is no reason under heaven, 
simply because thereis a statute of the United States which 
provides that the principal of the bond shall be exempt from 
taxation, why you can not include the interest upon the bonds 
in making up an income tax. 

For this reason, Mr. President, I propose this amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I hope the amendment of the 
Senator from New York will not beadopted. If it is his desire 
to show the consistency of the framers of the bill, or to bring 
outin sharp relief before the country with how little care or 
sense of legislative responsibility it has been framed, or with 
how much less care and sense of legislative responsibility Sen- 
ators have voted uponit, I sympathize very much with him in 
that purpose, but this is a matter which affects the public faith. 
To my mind it is a breach of the public faith when the United 
States has promised to pay acertain sum of money at a certain 
time withinterest to withholda part of that promised sum under 
the guise of taxation. 8 

Mr. President, this question affects what is one of the bright - 
est jewels in the diadem of this Republic. There never was a 
nation on the face of the earth exposed to such a temptation as 
were the people of the United States at the close of the war 
with the burden of an enormous debt on their shoulders. There 
were a hundred devices, fiat money, and other similar devices, 
proposed to the people of the United States as a mode of break- 
ing their plighted faith. The people saw through them, re- 
sisted the temptation, and took upon their shoulders manfully 
the burden of a poe debt of upwards of 84,000,000, 000,000. 
They have paid that debt off until the interest upon the public 
money, which was 7 per cent, the bonds selling at a discount, 
has become 3 per cent, and the bonds selling at a premium. 
There never was another nation on the face of the earth, a 
monarchy, oligarchy, or republic, which would haye met that 
temptation with the heroic and splendid public faith with which 
it was met by the n le of the United States. 

Even Great Britain, who has been in the habit of taunting us 
and of volunteering her advice to us as to our financial manage- 
ment, took out the intereston her Spanish loan made during the 
great war with Napoleon. We stand preéminent, conspicuous, 
and alone in the scruple with which we have adhered to our 
55 8 public faith. I like to keep this thing to tell an Eng- 

ishman who undertakes to talk to me about the comparative 
sense of honor of republics and monarchies, that we have paid 
every sixpence of this enormous debt, principal and interest, 
and then remind him that England deducted her taxes from the 
interest on her Spanish loan. It is a thing which he does not 
like to hear any more than L like to hear his patronizing and 
presumptuous criticism. 

I hope this is a matter which no party necessity, no political 
temptation will cause us to trifle with or to tamper with for a 
moment. If you can issue a promise to pay and pay it in thirty 
years with 6 per cent interest and deduct 2 per cent in the guise 
of taxation, you may deduct the whole of the 6 per cent interest 
under the guise of taxation. 

Mr. President, I hope we shall expose the folly, as I think it 
is, of our Democratic party managers in some other way than by 
adopting this proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it would require no declarations 
on the part of the Senator from Massachusetts to show that he 
and the Senator from New York are actuated by the same mo- 
tive. They both desire to defeat this bill and they are both en- 
gaged in a raid uponit from the smallest to the largest provi- 
sion that can be found within its limits. The committee in 
charge of the bill ask no favors from either of those gentlemen, 
and expect nothing except attack. We are ready to meet thein 
anywhere in regard to any provision of the bill and do the best 
we can to show that it is not only an equitable and just measure, 
but as carefully prepared as any other bill that has been pre- 
sented to Congress, 

I do not cl that this measure is perfect. That would be an 
assumption which would be absurd upon the face of the state- 
ment. But I do claim that it has been carefully prepared, con- 
sidering the subject-matter, and thatitisdefensible; and Istand 
here to-day ready to defend it. But, Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri claim that 
they have adopted the precedents which have been followed in 
other cases in this particular agraph? $ 

Mr. VEST. There is very little precedent in regard to an in- 
come tax; but if the Senator means in regard to the bond ques- 
tion which is now before us, I say yes. 
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MT ALDRICH. Has this been the course followed hereto- 
fore 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, Congress has never at- 
tempted repudiation, if that is what the Senator means. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I simply want to find out whether the pre- 
vious statutes upon this subject used the phraseology of this par- 
ticular provision. 

Mr. VEST. When the first income tax was created I think 
the same language was contained in the act, or equivalent words; 
but whether that was the case or not, I can state that the Con- 
es of the United States would do nothing which would be in 

e nature of a repudiation of its solemn contracts. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have here the act of 1864. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
he had better let the Senator from Iowa read the former act. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I find the following proviso in the act of 
ot hes Whien was not changed, I believe, until the income ex- 
pired: 


Provided, That income derived from interest u 
securities of the United States shall be includ 
der this on, 


Mr. HILL. It was very unkind, I think, for the Senator from 
Iowa to read that provision. 

Mr. VEST. I see nothing unkindinit. It is a provision con- 
tained here in the present bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is only one slight difference. In one 
e 3 is included, and in the other case it is not in- 
cluded. 

Mr. VEST. The language here used, except such bonds of 
the United States as are by the law of their issuance exempt 
from all Federal taxation,” might not have been in the old law, 
although I think I can find words equivalent to it in another 
part of the act. Whether that is the case or not, does the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, who seems to enjoy this criticism, in- 
dorse the proposition of the Senator from New York to tax the 
interest npon these bonds? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not talking about that. Iam talking 
about what has been done heretofore. 

Mr. VEST. That is what we are aing about in the Senate, 
and everything else is simply leather and prunella. This alli- 
ance between the Senator from New York and the Senator from 
Rhode Island seems liable to a little breaking up occasionally 
when it comes to legitimate results. Does he indorse this 
amendment, and is he willing to go before the people of Rhode 
Island and say that notwithstanding the statute under which 
the bonds of the United States were issued declares that those 
bonds shall be exempt from taxation, he is willing now to put 
an income tax upon the interest? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I stand by the committee in this partic- 


ular case. 

Mr. VEST. Then the Senator stands by the committee for a 
partisan reason. I wantto know what he would do as a Senator 
of the United States in regard to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will tell the Senator. I would stand by 
the committee as a Senator. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Massachusetts talks about reck- 
lessness in 6 gee What must any Senator think of an 
amendment like this, which would strike down the credit of the 
United States Government like an ox in the shambles? What 
would become of the credit of this Government if, in the face of 
a statute under which a bond was issued to an honest bona fide 

urchaser, whether foreign or citizen, which provides that that 

nd shall be exempt from taxation, we proceed to prs a burden 
upon it, and to put taxation upon it under the quibble that we 
have got a right to do something with the interest that we can 
not do with the 8 

Mr. HALE. t inter 
the provision of the act of ? 

Mr. VEST. As it was read by the Senator from Iowa, it 
simply applies to bonds of indiviđuals, without saying anything 
about Government bonds. 

Mr.HALE. Now, let ussee whatthe language is. It ismore 
sweeping than I supposed it was: 


n notes, bonds, and other 
in estimating incomes un- 


retation does the Senator put upon 
864? 


Provided, That income derived from interest upon notes, bonds, and other 
securities of the United States shallzbe included in estimating incomes un- 
der this section. 


It does not seem as if lan e could be selected that would 
more clearly include all interest upon United States securities of 
every form as a part of a man’s income to be taxed than the 
. which I have just read. 

As I have said, it is stronger than I supposed it was. It has 
no exception like the clause which the Senator has in the bill, 
but it is sweeping. It applies to securities which had been 


XXVI— 425 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


6785 


issued before and to all securities, and it declares in terms tha 
they shall be reckoned as a part of the income which shall 
taxed. Is not that the fair construction of the language? 

Mr. VEST. What is the date of that saoi d 

Mr. HALE, It is the act of 1864. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave sent for the statute which 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me 
to give him the language of the act of 1862, to which I thought 
he alluded? S 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will allow me to make one remark, 
I will hear him with pleasure. I have sent for the statute we 
had in our committee room when this matter was under con- 
sideration, es cores that interest upon the bonds of the 
United States shall not be taxed. 

Mr.HALE. To whatact does the Senator refer? 

Mr. VEST. Irefer tothe act for which I have sent and which 
I shall produce here. I do not recollect it, but it was in our 
committee room when we were considering this question. 

Mr.HALE. This is the act of 1864. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me read the act of 1862. 

Mr. HALE. Let us hear that act read. 

Mr. VEST. Perhaps the Senator from New Hampshire has 
the act to which I referred. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The act of 1862 made a discrimination. 
It im a graduating income tax of 3 per cent and 5 per cent, 
and then came this provision: 

Provided, That upon such portion of sala gaius, profits, orincome, whether 
ie to a duty as provided in this act of 3 per cent or of 5 per cent, which 
shall be derived from interest upon notes, bonds, or other securities of the 


United States, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty not exceeding 
1} per cent, anything in this act to the contrary 9 — 


So it appears that Congress started out with a 3 per cent and 
a5 per cent income tax, graduated and reduced, dat provided 
fora duty of only one and one-half of one per cent upon the inter- 
est of United States securities in the act of 1862. 

Mr. HALE. I doubt whether the Senator from Missouri will 
find anything in the act that contravenes or takes from or qual- 
ifies the provision which I have read, which is so clear and ex- 
plicit, from the act of 1864. I am confident that that remained 
the law and was executed as such. It in general terms applies 
to everybody, and everybody who was subject to the drag net 
of the income law, I nk the Senator will find, paid his tax 
upon all avails of United States securities until the tax was re- 


ed, 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to ask 
him a question? At the time the act of 1864 was passed, what 
bonds were in existence issued by the Government which had 
the provision in them that they should not betaxed? I ask the 
question as a matter of fact. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose that would raise the principle that is 

familiar tolawyers. The last act would be the controlling act. 
An act after the act of 1864 issuing bonds and 9 — that 
they should not be subject to taxation would countervail that 
act undoubtedly; but there is no general act limiting or control- 
ling or changing the income tax law of 1864. I think if anyone 
will examine the debates it will be found that it was claimed as 
one of the merits of the income tax that, while the bonds were 
excluded from taxation by States, the large holders of bonds, 
drawing large sums of interest from the Government, were b 
this provision made to stand their part of the tax, and that it 
was considered not as a weakness of the law, but as a merit and 
a ae ; 
Mr. VEST. This provision of the bill declares that where 
the law of issuance of the bonds provides that they shall be ex- 
empt from taxation then this income tax shall notapply. The 
broad question presented to the Senate is whether we shall, in 
view of such a provision and with the acknowledged intention, 
as I assume, that there should be no taxation upon the bonds, 
principal or interest (for I have no doubt that was the meaning 
of it), take the responsibility of impairing the credit of the 
Government and creating a suspicion in regard to the national 
honor by pe at the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from New York. 

Mr. HALE. Are we taking any more responsibility than our 

redecessors took in 1864, which was after issue upon issue of 
nds had been made, and when the same considerations applied 
that apply now? Then Congress, and the President approving, 
did not hesitate to lay a tax upon the avails of these bonds as 
upon the avails upon every other kind of investment. It is no 
worse now than it was then. There are no considerations now 
that did not appertain then; and they did not seem to hesitate; 
3 did not seem to consider that they were guilty of bad faith. 
r. VEST. Iwill now call attention, as I have found the pro- 
vision, to the act authorizing the refunding of the national debt, 
which was passed in 1870, and, as the Senator from Wisconsin 
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Mr. VILAS] reminds me, the bonds that are now outstanding 
were issued under that act. Here is the provision: 

Be it enacted, ete., That + © after fifteen years from the date of their 

bearing interest at the rate of 4) per cent annum; also a sum 

the aggregate one th million dollars of like 


Mr. HALE. What page is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. VEST. Hoge 31 of this volume, Laws of the United 
States relating to s and the Currency ”— 
and bearing interest at the rate of 4} per cent per annum; all of which said 
several classes of bonds and the interest thereon shall be exempted from the 


entof all taxes or duties of the United States, as well as taxation 
any form by or under State, municipal, or local authority 


Mr. HALE. That isit. 

Mr. VEST— 
and the said bonds shall have set forth and upon their face the 
above ed conditions, and with their be made payable 


atthe of the United States. But nothing in this act, or in anyother 
law now in force, shall beconstrued to authorize any increase Whatever of 
the bonded debt of the United States. 

Mr. HALE, That provision of course is familiar. It has been 
recognized and never questioned in the States. It applies to 
State, local, or municipal taxation. I think the Senator will 
find, as I suggested a few moments ago, that there is nothing in 
any general law which countervails the proposition and pol- 
icy embodied in the act of 1864, that these bonds should pay 
their part, take their share of the burden; that the holders of 
them should contribute like other investors. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Maine is a valuable auxiliary 
in any debate, but his zeal overruns the letter and spirit of the 
law. Here is the language, if he pleases: 

All of which said several classes of bonds and the interest thereon shall 
be exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as 
well as m taxation in any form by or under State, or local 
authority. 

Mr. HALE. Where does the Senator find that? 

Mr. VEST. I find that here in this statute. 

Mr. MILLS. It is the act of 1870—the refunding act. 

Mr. VEST. This is the law refunding of the national debt, 
the act of July 14, 1870, under which these bonds were issued. 

Mr. MILLS. And under that act every bond now in exist- 
ence has been issued. A 

Mr. VEST. There is nota bond of the United States to-day 
that is not subject to that provision. Yet the Senator from 
New York proposes in the face of that enactment that we shall 
put a tax upon the interest on these bonds. It is a question for 
the Senate to determine. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had almost forgotten that during the war 

- we did subject United States securities to the income tax, but I 
was quite sure in my own mind, though I could not turn my 
hand to it, that e ee Congress declared expressly that 
no tax whatever should be put on Government securities. It is 
found in the funding act, a very proper place for the provision. 
Indeed, I would not vote for such a tax, whether the provision 
was there or not. I do not think as a moral question we have 
any right to tax the agencies and means of the Government of 
the United States to borrow money. it seems to me it is a dis- 
honest Suing tor the Government to issue its notes and then levy 
a tax upon them. I should not vote for any provision imposin 
such a tax, whatever might be the law; butas the lawis explicit 
that no tax shall be levied, that ends it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri seems to be in a very 
extraordinary frame of mind. He repels with great indignation 

unde to stand by the committee. 
VEST. e Senator from Massachusetts is mistaken. 

Mr. HOAR., What I said was that Iam not . 
willing to support this amendment, or, for the sake of exhibit- 
ing the infirmities of this legislation or the carelessness with 
which it has been prepared, do something which seems to me 
to be a violation of the public faith. 

The Senator, however, does me no more than justice in one 
respect when he says that I heartily with the Senator 
from New York (if that be the opinion of the Senator from New 
York, an opinion which has not yet been disclosed); and at an 
rate when he says that I desire to defeat the bill. I do. 
think that the advent of the Democratic party into power, with 
the Senator from Missouri, and the Senator from Texas, and the 

Senator from Arkansas as its financial representatives, has been 

Paes calamity to this country 5 than the rebellion 


Mr. VEST. Iam much obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not speak, of course, of the infinite woe and 
wretchedness and suffering occasioned by the loss of life and 
health on both sides in that great struggle; I do not speak of the 
danger to the last ny ponor on Aa e o theearth 
which was by the attaek on it in whieh the Senator 
from Missouri and his associates took part; I have nothing to 


say about that; that has gone by; but so far as the cost in money, 
in the destruction of property, in the destruction of credit, 
the misery of poor and honest households, in the starvation of 
men who have been accustomed to the comforts and the pleas- 
ures and the delights of human life, this year’s work of the 
Democratic party been twofold worse the four years 
of the rebellionitself. I hope the bill will bedefeated. Whether 
it is defeated or not, I not only hope, but I know, that its authors 
will be hurled from power whenever the American people can 
get at them. f 
The Senator says he is prepared to stand by the work of his 
hands anywhere One would think that the place to stand by 
it would be in debate in the Senate of the United States, when 
the other side are attempting to pass the bill, but the Senator 
and his followers and his associates have stood here for six 
weeks, when the great details of the bill have been under dis- 
cussion, dumb as if they were practicing for a deaf and dumb 
asylum, or as if they lived all their days in a deaf and dumb 
asylum. There has been no defense of the work of the Commit, 


The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], who brought in 
the bill, denounced as wicked and flagitious ost everything 
which the bill now contains as you have amended it. The Dem- 
ocratic platform of 1892 denounced as wicked and flagitious the 
things you are attempting to do by the bill, and if that be sound 
doctrine, you have done the things you ought not to have done, 
and you have left undone the things W you ought to have 
done. The defense. of the bill has come so far not from the 
Democratic leaders, but from the Populist Senator from Ne- 
braska and from nobody else. - 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the urgency produced by the 
condition of business affairs in the country has imposed upon 
the Democratic portion of the Senate immense difficulties. We 
have been enduring punishment for which we ought to have 
large credit. One of the inflictions which we have borne has 
been the necessity of su to the assaults, unjustifiable, 
malignant assaults, coming from the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. The Senator seems to forget that all the members of this 
body are his equals. The Senator has said that the pending 
bill will bring upon the country greater inflictions than did the 
war of the rebellion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Massachusetts said the 
Democratic party would do so. 

Mr. PALMER. The Democratic That does not come 
well from men who, when the war of the rebellion was flagrant, 
never raised a hand in defense of the integrity of the country. 
I have listened to these affectations of patriotism and fervent 
love of country, and I look on the other side and see gray-haired 
men who, when the hour of peril came upon the country, were 
quietly at home pursuing their own vocation, making money 
when they could. Now they are as arrogant and overbearing as 
if they themselves had taken part in the contest and had done 
their whole duty as citizens and as soldiers. 

Mr. President, these things haye been exceedingly hard to 
bear. The Democratic party here is engaged in an honest effort 
at adjusting these great economic questions in such manner as 
will t promote the interest of our common country. We 
have felt the necessity for urgency, for action. We have sat 
quietly and borne more than men ought to be required to bear, 
not for want of earnestness, not for want of ability to defend the 
policies we maintain, but simply because the urgent demands of 
the country require acts and require votes. The country is suf- 
fering as the result of policies which have been in progress in 
this country for twenty-five years; and shall we be taunted for 
our silence when we haye been silent because the country is suf- 
fering and practical legislation is demanded? 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me for one 
moment? No human being ever thought of taunting the Sena- 
tor from Illinois for silence. 

Mr. PALMER. Iask pardon of the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I say no human being ever thought of taunting 
the Senator for silence. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator is witty, it is lost upon me, for 
Ihave not heard it. I have no doubt the remark was a witty 
one. 

Mr. HOAR. What I said was that no human being ever 
thought of taunting the Senator for silence. 

Mr. PALMER. For silence? 3 

Mr. HOAR. He has contributed his full share to the debate. 

Mr. PALMER. Loquacity is an indication of age, and if the 
Senator’s loquacity and mine are tested, he is much the older 
man. Old men are garrulous, but my venerable friend from 
Massachusetts is far older than I if garrulity is to be regarded as 
the test of age. Iam glad the Senator did not expect me to be 
silent. I have.borne very much. I havebeensilent because my 
desire that this legislation shall be placed upon the statute 
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book has overcome my desire to 


„which is almost asstrong 
as that of my distinguished friend from Massachusetts. I have 
restrained myself, but he has not. 


Mr. HO The Senator from Illinois has undertaken to 
make a suggestion as to who did and who did not take arms on 
the side of the country in the late war. It was misfortune 
to labor under an infirmity of vision which made it impossible 
for me to have been accepted as a soldier or to have rendered 
any efficient service anywhere. I do not think 1 in 
Massachusetts, certainly no soldier in Massachusetts, thinks 
that I failed to perform to the full extentof my poran physical 
or mental, in any way, the services of a good ci during the 
N The whole war was not fought out by the brigadiers- 
general. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I most heartily apologize for 
any langunge which may have amounted to an imputation upon 
the patriotic men who remained at home during the war and 
did their duty there. But I must confess that in the face of these 
frequent allusions to the war and to the part taken in that 
struggle by gentlemen with whom] politically act, I become im- 
patient, especially when I feel that the imputations ought not to 
come from those who took no partin the controversy. I detest, 
I say I detest, I deprecate, these allusions to the pust. We are 
now one country and one people. 

The past ought to be forgotten. I ask pardon of the Senator 
for even supposing that his age isequal to mine. When we 
gray-haired men pass away from this sphere of action I trust no 
other recollections will be left than those of fraternity and love 
between the people of this country; and I trust the time will 
come when we can discuss a t public question and dispose 
of it without allusions to sectionalism and to past controversies 
which have. been happily settled, controversies which were 
brought upon the country by the mysterious dispensation of 
ne Providence, terrible at the moment, but grand in the 
result. 

Mr. HOAR, Will the Senator from Illinois, before he sits 
down—he seems to be sao sie come ete amicable forms of ex- 
pression—allow me to remind him that I did not make any at- 
tack on the conduct of anybody in the war. On the contrary, if 
Isaid anything, it would seem to be an extenuation, for I said 
that the mischief which the Democratic party is doing now was 

ily a great deal worse than that of the war. 

Mr. PA . Extenuation is sometimes an assault. The 
sort of extenuation which is earnest, sincere, kind, and gentle 
may be received kindly, but the extenuations which carry with 
them the sting of an apology are much worse than adirect blow. 

Mr. President, I did not mean to interrupt 3 of this 
bill. I most earnestly desire that this work shall be closed. It 
may be wrong; it may be bad; the country will determine. 

Mr. HARRIS. Agreeing with the Senator from Maine 85 
HALE] in the opinion that we can and will finally dispose of the 
bill in the next one or two days, in accordance with the agree- 
ment which I made with him a short time since, and with what 
I understand to be the wish of a very large number of Senators 
on both sides of the Chamber, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Mon- 
day, June 25, 1894, at 10-o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 28, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 


William A. Griffin, to be postmaster at Oakdale, in the county 
of Stanislaus and State of California, in the place of Albert S. 
Dingley, removed. - 

onrad G. Bacon, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the 

county of Middlesexand State of Connecticut, in the place of S. 
Harris Warner, whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 

William H. Malone, to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the county 

f Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of Carmi G. 

ubbell, whose commission expires July 9, 1894. 

Thomas G. Fitch, to be 8 at Wichita, in the county 
of ck and State of Kansas, in the place of Edward B. 
Jewett, whose commission expires June 23, 1894. 

Isaac R. McElroy, to be postmaster ere apap in the county 

Lauderdale and State of Mississippi, in the place of Mary J. 

cock, removed. 
. H. Korns, to be postmaster at Tekamah, in the county of 
Burt and State of Nebraska, in the of Charles E. Bard- 
whose commission expires July ¥, 1894. 
rt M. Ensminger, to be postmaster at Bucyrus, in the 


county of Crawford and State of Ohio, in the place of John Hop- 


ley, w commission expires July 9, 1894. 
illiam Redder, to be postmaster at El Reno, in the co 
of Canadian and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of Reu 
R. Hickox, removed. 
A. C. Beckwith, to be postmaster at Elkhorn, in the coun 
of Walworth and State of Wisconsin, in the p of He 


Bradley, whose commission expires July 9, 1894. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


To be additional second lieutenants. 


1. Cadet William B. Ladue, 
2. Cadet William J. Barden. 


ARTILLERY ARM, 


To be second lieutenants. 

5 William P. Pence, vice Miley, Fifth Artillery, pro- 
moted. 

4. Cadet Clarence O. Williams, vice Hunter, Fourth Artillery, 
promoted. 

„ James M. Williams, vice Straub, First Artillery, pro- 
moted. ‘ 

5 John W. Joyes, vice Gallup, Fifth Artillery, pro- 
moted. 

7. Cadet Edward P. O Hern, vice Ruggles, Third Artillery, 
appointed first lieutenant in the Ordnance Department. 

9. Cadet Clarence E. Lang, vice Schumm, nd Artillery, 


promoted. 
To be additional second Lieutenant. 
11. Cadet Warren H. Mitchell. 


CAVALRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants. 
8. Cadet Samuel Hof, vice Daniel, Sixth Ca deceased. 
12. Cadet Francis Le J. Parker, vice Blunt, Fifth Cavalry, 


promoted. ' 

13. Cadet George F. Hamilton, vice Alexander, Ninth Cav- 
alry, deceased. 

14. a Dwight E. Aultman, vice Slavens, Fourth Cavalry, 
promoted. 

15. onos William H. Paine, vice Lochridge, Second Cavalry, 
promoted. 

a pone Alston Hamilton, vice Elliott, Fifth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

2 aaa John W. Craig, vice Jenkins, Fifth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

19. Cadet John C. Gilmore, jr., vice McClure, Fourth Cavalry, 


promoted. 
To be additional second lieutenants. 


22. Cadet Hugh D. Berkeley. 
23. Cadet Albert E. Saxton. 
24. Cadet Hamilton S. Hawkins. 


INFANTRY ARM, 
To be second lieutenants, 


10. Cadet Charles W. Castle, vico Hart, Sixteenth Infantry, 
transferred to the Seventeenth Infantry. 

17. Sedat Paul B. Malone, vice Penn, Thirteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

20. Cadet Rogers F. Gardner, vice Hackney, Sixteenth Infan- 
try, promoted. 

21. Cadet John F. Preston, jr., vice Gregg, Sixteenth Infan- 
D promoted. 

A aae Butler Ames, vice Lewis, Eleventh Infantry, pro- 

moted. 

26. Cadet Frederick G. Lawton, vice Hanson, Nineteenth In- 
fantry, promoted. 2 

27, Cadet Charles F. Crain, vice Fox, Tenth Infantry, dropped 
for desertion. 

28. Cadet Frank S. Cocheu, vice Gordon, Twelfth Infantry, 
promoted. 

29. 8 Ora E. Hunt, vice Martin, Fourteenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

e ados Frank Parker, vice Maxwell, Fifteenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

31. Cadet John C. McArthur, vice Whitman, Second Infantry, 
transferred to the First Cavalry. 

32. aios Thomas G. Carson, vice French, Fourth Infantry, 
promoted. 

33. 3 Frank D. Ely, vice Shattuck, Sixth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

34. Cadet William A. Sater, vice Koops, Thirteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 
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35. Cadet Edwin Bell, vice Jones, hth Infantry, promoted. 

36. Cadet Otho B. Rosenbaum, vice Horney, Seventh Infantry, 
appointed first lieutenant in the Ordnance Department. 

R. Cadet George H. Estes, jr., vice Humphrey, Twentieth 
Infantry, promoted. 

38. Cadet George Vidmer, vice Harison, Tenth Infantry, de- 


ceased. 

39. Cadet Dana W. Kilburn, vice Holley, First Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

40. Cadet Oliver Edwards, jr., vice Johnson, Eleventh Infan- 
try, promoted. 

41. Cadet Thomas W. Connell, vice Bassette, Fifth Infantry, 

ed. 

42, Cadet John S. Battle, vice Gurovits, Eleventh Infantry, 
promoted. 

43. Cadet Charles L. Bent, vice Roach, First Infantry, retired 
from active service. 

44, Cadet William E. Welsh, vice Owen, Eighth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

42. Cadet Frederick G. Stritzinger, jr., vice Swain, Twenty- 
third Infantry, resigned. 

46. Cadet Charles C. Smith, vice Saville, Twenty-second In- 
transferred to the Thirteenth Infantry. 

41. Cadet Frank L. Wells, vico Weigel, Eleventh Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

48. Cadet Briant H. Wells, vice Wilkins, Second Infantry, 


promoted. 
49. Cadet John W. Barker, vice Elliott, Ninth Infantry, pro- 


moted. 

50. Cadet Ralph R. Stogsdall, vice Hall, Fourth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

51. Cadet James P. Harbeson, vice Godfrey, Twelfth Infantry, 
promoted. 

52. Cadet Hugh D. Wise, vice Moriarty, Ninth Infantry, re- 
tired from active service. 

53. Cadet Pegram Whitworth, vice Martin, Eighteenth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

54. Cadet James A. Moss, vice Voorhies, Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try, transferred to the Fourth Cavalry. 


* 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 23, 1894. 
CONSUL. 


Perry Bartholow, of Missouri, to be consul of the United 
States at Mayence, Germany. 


SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 


William H. Murdaugh, of Virginia, to be supervising inspector 
of steam vessels for the third district. 


POSTMASTERS. 


John S. Renninger, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county 
of Lyon and State of Minnesota. 

Frank MecCoppin, to be postmaster at San Francisco, in the 
county of San Francisco and State of California. 

Fred G. Bundy, to be postmaster at St. Johnsbury, in the 
county of Caledonia and State of Vermont. 

W. A Brown, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of 
Rice and State of Kansas. 

G. D. McGaw, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Iowa. 

D. B. Usina, to be postmaster at St. Augustine, in the county 
of St. Johns and State of Florida. 

Charles G. Storms, to be postmaster at Dobbs Ferry, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York. 

Robert Kamm, to be n at Highland, in the county of 
Madison and State of Illinois. 

A. C. Oviatt, to be postmaster at Longmont, in the county of 
Boulder and State of Colorado. 
Levin Perry, to be tmaster at Jefferson, in the county of 
Marion and State of Texas. 

Emil Sydow, to be postmaster at Tombstone, in the county of 
Cochise, Ariz. 

Richard T. Kennon, to be postmaster at Deerlodge, in the 
somiy of Deerlodge anà State of Montana. 

L. H. Way, to be postmaster at Luverne, in the county of 
Rock and State of Minnesota, 

Charles J. Nesbitt, to be postmaster at Kingfisher, in the 
county of Kingfisher and Territory of Oklahoma. 

Joseph H. Larwill, to be postmaster at Guthrie, in the county 
of Logan and Territory of Oklahoma. 

Charles S. Bahney, to be postmaster at Socorro, in the county 


of Bocorro ang Territory of New Mexico, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 23, 1894. e 
The House was called to order at12 o'clock m. by the Speaker, 


who was greeted with Spp $ 
H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain of the 


Prayer by the Rev. 
Senate. > 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SUPREME LODGE, KNIGHTS OF PYTHIAS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House H. R. 4701, to incorpo- 
rate the Supreme Lodge of the Knights of Pythias, with Senate 
amendments, 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, these amend- 
ments are acceptable to the friends of the measure; and I move 
to concur in the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 


WATER MAIN ASSESSMENTS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6893) to 
regulate water-main assessments in the District of Columbia, 
with Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I move to nonconcur in the Sen- 
ate amendment and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Missouri moves to non- 
concur in the Senate amendment and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate. Withoutobjection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as conferees on the 
part of the House the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. HEARD, 
the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, and the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. HARMER. : 

LABOR DAY A LEGAL HOLIDAY, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 730) making 
Labor Day a legal holiday. 

Mr. MCGANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill lie on the 
Speaker’s table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


RECLASSIFICATION OF SALARIES OF RAILWAY POSTAL 
CLERKS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 544) to re- 
5 5 the salaries of railway tal clerks. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, that bill is identi- 
cally the same as the bill (H. R. 5064) which has been favorably 
reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads at 
the present session, and I move that this bill be put upon its 

assage. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, to that I will have to object. I 
understand that the bill involves an additional annual expendi- 
ture of from $500,000 to $700,000, and it is too large and import- 
ant a bill to be considered in this way. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Let me be heard just a moment. 
I would state, Mr. Speaker, that the bill carries no appropria- 
tion with it whatever. The presentclassification of the railwa 
postal clerks was formed when there were but 100,000 miles of 
4 8 oan this country, and when the number of postal clerks 
was 3,500. 
vee 5 I must object to the present consideration of 
this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I trust that the gentleman will 
not object to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do object to it being considered just now. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It has been carefully considered 
by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- s of the 

ouse; it has passed the Senate: it has been presented to every 
member of the House; and I trust the gentleman from Texas 
will allow this bill to pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I do object to the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask that it be allowed to remain 
on the Speaker’s table for the present. The gentleman will not 
object to that. 

r. HOLMAN. Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, 3 AR 

uivalent to an objection. The bill will be referred to the 

ttee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. oe 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
The SPEAKER laid the following Senate bills before the 
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House; which were severally read a first and second time, and 
referred as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 447) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to is- 
sue a duplicate of a certain land warrant to Emma A. Ripley— 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1490) to pension Mollie Crandall—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1343) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Joseph G. Utter—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. p 

A bill (S. 199) for the relief of E. R. Shipley—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 89 11 

A bill (S. 313) appropriating funds for investigations and tests 
of American timber—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

A bill (S. 211) for the relief of St. Charles College—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

LEAVES-OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness. 

To Mr. HATCH, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE HON. GEORGE W. HOUK: 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the order heretofore made, setting apart this day, from the 
hour of 2 o’clock, for eulogies on the late Hon. George W. Houk 
be changed, so that Satu ay, the 7th day of July, at the same 
hour, shall be set apart for the same Etat 0 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the special order setting apart this day, from 2 
o’clock, for eulogies on the late Representative Houk be vacated, 
and that Saturday, the 7th day of July, beginning at 2 o'clock, 
shall be set apart for the same purpose. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimousconsentfor the present con- 
sideration of a bill—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded by 
the gentleman from Indiana. 


WILLIAM H. AND GEORGE BOBINGER. 


Mr.HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have a bill re-referred, 
which has been improperly referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to return the bill to the House, and 
iy | that it bereferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
as it relates to a matter entirely within the jurisdiction of that 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the Committee on the 
District of Columbia will be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and it will be referred to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. N 

The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7502) authorizing the sale of title of United States to a tract of 
land in Montgomery County, in the State of Maryland, to William H. and 
George Bobinger. p 

Mr. HEARD. It relates to a piece of land attached to the 
Government reservoir, which is under the control of the engi- 
neers of the Army. 

The SPEAKER. 
ports. 


The Clerk will call the committees for re- 


WATSON VS. BLACK. 


Mr. LAWSON, from the Committee on Elections, submitted 
a report in the contested-election case of Watson vs. Black, from 
the Tenth Con ional district of Georgia; which wasreferred 
to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, EAU CLAIRE, WIS. 

Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendments a bill (H. R. 1929) to 
r for the erection of a public buildiug at the city of Eau 

laire, State of Wisconsin; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OMAHA, NEBR. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment a bill (H. R. 106) to in- 
crease the appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building at Omaha, Nebr.; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ELIZABETH CITY, N. C. 

Mr. McK AIG, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 

Grounds. reported back with amendments a bill (H. R. 3756) to 


rovide for the erecfion of a public building at Elizabeth City, 
N. C.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT AMERICUS, GA. 

Mr. McKAITIG also, from the Committee on Public 15 2 
and Grounds, reported back with an amendment a bill (H. R. 52) 
to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a pub- 
lic building thereon at Americus, in the State of Georgia; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

IRRIGATION OF ARID LANDS, 

Mr. SWEET, from the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 
reported as a substitute for the bill H. R. 7154 a bill (H. R. 7558) 
to provide for surveying and estimating the cost of canals and the 
location and cost of reservoirs for the reclamation of arid lands 
in certain States and Territories, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Vaten, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 

E The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. BYNUM in the chair. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose Of considering general een bills. Tho 
Clerk will report the title of the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.7477) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 

priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and 
orother purposes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Texas, in charge of this bill, spoke yesterday of having general 
debate at various points in the bill where it might be desired. 
The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] informs me 
that when the subject of deficiencies in the Department of Jus- 
tice is reached he would bə glad to occupy thirty minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be no difficulty about that. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations [Mr. SAYERS] something further about 
these Indian depredations judgments. I understand that no 
F is made here for the payment of any of those 
judgments. 

r. SAYERS. No appropriation is made. When we reach 
the judiciary clause of the bill that question can be considered. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I give notice that [ shall want 
ten minutes when that matter is reached. 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be no trouble about getting time 
for reasonable discussion. 

Mr. PICKLER. There are several judgments of that kind 
for depredations in my State, about which, as I understand, 
there is no question whatever, and I think we ought to have the 


appropriations to pay them. 
r. SAYERS. hen the proper place in the bill is reached 

the gentleman will have an opportunity to present any amend- 
ment that he desires relating to that matter. The question will 
not be reached until toward the close of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. But when it is reached we shall have an op- 
portunity? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the chairman of the com- 
mittee indicate the part of the bill in which it will be proper to 
offer these amendments? There are some of these judgments 
that are absolutely 8 55 and ought to be provided for. 

Mr. SAYERS. en we reach page 61 of the bill that ques- 
tion will come up for consideration. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I give notice that I shall want 
some time when that point is reached. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that the Clerk proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill, Mr. Chairman. 

he Clerk, reading the bill by paragraphs, read as follows: 

Intercontinental Railway Commission: To pay the salaries of the three 
United States commissioners of the Intercontinental Railway Commission 
in full for allservices heretofore rendered or that may hereafter be rendered, 


— SAYERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
aak: 


Í 3 2, lines 8, 9, and 10, strike out $22,929.67 and insert in lieu thereof the 
‘ollowing: 
“And — reimburse them for expenses incurred or to be incurred, 312,000.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


INTERNAL REVENUE. 


For salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, fees and expenses of 
ugers, salaries of storekeepers, and for mi eous expenses, being a 
Seanency for the fiscal year „ 84.000. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There is an amendment to 


that raph? 
Me SAY ERS. Les, sir. Loffer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 7, after line 9, insert: To pay C. H. Rhodes, collector of internal 
revenue for the eighth district of Kentucky, his salary for the period from 
November 4 to November 6, 1893, inclusive, 838.68.“ 

The amendment was agreed to 

the Clerk read as follows: 

BEPA * puo apne pay re. o saa in n. 1 75 paea 

le Q a LOr ex of buo; exclu acific rail- 
A pas the fiscal year 1892, Be 41443. ae tes 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word in order to call attention to the policy of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations touching the pagmons for transporta- 
tion and services rendered by the nonaided branches of the Pa- 
cific Railroad. Gentlemen are aware that the Pacific Railroad 
was built by two corporations, one the Union Pacific Company 
and the other the Central Pacific Company, whose roads met at 
Ogden, making substantially a continuous line from the Mis- 
souri River to San Francisco. Since that time a great many 
thousand miles of railway have been built and leased to these 
roads respectively. 

I think perhaps that the Southern Pacific Railroad, with its 
many branches running through the southern portion of the 
country, leased the Central Pacific. But let that be as it may, 
gentlemen understand the difference between the Pacific rail- 
roads proper and what are called the nonaided lines of the Pacific 
railroads. 

Now, the nonaided lines in mileage, in value,in business ex- 
ceed many times the original Central and Union Pacific roads. 
There came up a question, as gentlemen may recollect, whether 
or not the compensation for services performed by these non- 
aided lines, so-called, for the Government in transportation and 
otherwise should under the Thurman act be carried into whatis 
known as the sinking fund or should be counted in ascertaining 
that fund. 

There was contention on thaf subject between the Govern- 
mentand these nonaided lines. The question was litigated in 
the Court of Claims, and finally in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, where several years ago it was fully discussed, 
and judgment rendered against the United States for the amount 
due lor such services. Those judgments have never been ap- 
propriated for, although they were rendered 
ernment and have been bearing interest. 

I only desired, however, to call attention to the fact that this 
deficiency bill providing for deficiencies of this year excludes 
any appropriation for the remainder of this year for transpor- 
tation of other services performed by the nonaided lines of 
those roads, and this „ notwithstanding the fact that for 
many years Congress has in the Army and Navy appropriation 
bills and in the Post-Office appropriation bill appropriated for 
such services, and that the companies are receiving, and have 
for many years received, their pay under such appropriations. 
But the Committee on Appropriations in this bill, following the 
policy, I believe, heretofore adopted, has refused to recommend 
the approp ianon of a small balance necessary to pay those non- 
aided lines in full for the service for the present year. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Which one of the nonaided lines? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The Southern Pacific. It is proper 
enough for me to say that the nonaided lines of the Union Pa- 
cific are It would take some time to explain howand why; 
but in the settlement with the Government they are fully paid; 
at least they were the last time I inv ted the matter a 
couple of years ago, and I am satisfied that such is the case. 

Mi . GEARY. Are we to understand that the nonaided portion 
of the Union Pacific receives this money while the nonaided 
portion of the Central Pacific does not? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Precisely. 

Mr. GEARY. Why is that? 

Mr. CANNONof Illinois. Merely because we have the power. 
5 other words, fe ian degre 1 80 1 as to 5 

making up the sinking fun er t act, the earnings o 
‘he nonias] lines of the Union Pacific to be treated as money; 
and they are so credited, 

Mr. DALZELL, But is it not the fact that the nonaided lines 
and the aided lines belong to the same corporation? : 

RE — NON of Illinois. Yes, I suppose that is true; I un- 
8 > 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Really the Southern Pacific has absorbed 
the Central Pacific. The lease is the other way. 


against the Gov- 


Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Oh, yes; the lease isthe other way; 
but the gentleman from California was asking me why there had 
been this discrimination by reason of which the Union Pacific 
in its settlement gets full pay for services on nonaided lines, 
whereas there is no paymentfor services to the Southern Pacific 
on its nonaided lines. 

Mr. DALZELL. But what I am pron, AS 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I was answering the question of the 
gentleman from California. The question of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] relates to another matter. 

But all I desire to say at this time is that this Congress and 
the last Congress and the Congress before—and I was going to 
say the one before that, for I believe the remark should include 
the Fiftieth Congress—have appropriated in the regular annual 
bills for pay to the nonaided lines of these two roads for services 
performed for the Government, while we are refusing to pay the 
small sum which may be left, known as a deficiency. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Is there any such direct appropriation in 
the Army appropriation bill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not know of any such appropri- 
ation; and I have had charge of that bill. Itis true that the 
Quartermaster-General, in settlement with the companies, 
may pay them; but there is no direct appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, there is an appropriation 
for transportation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Les; an appropriation for transporta- 
tion. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. I am speaking 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then this is not a question of legisla- 
tion—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no; the law so provides—the 
law as settled by the Supreme Court. But the Committee on 
Appro riations follows a different rule. Our committee pro- 
hibits by a provision in the bill the payment of any of this 
money for services to the Pacific railroads on the nonaided 
branches. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Your notion is that the other bills ought 
to make the same prohibition? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no; not at all; I am merely 
calling the attention of the House to the fact that the law as 
adjudicated by the Supreme Court of the United States gives 

ay for services performed for the Government by the nonaided 

ines of these railroads: and this pay has been allowed to the 
other roads; they are being 5 

The Union Pacific always has been paid even before the Su- 

reme Court of the United States settled the law. The Central 

‘acific has never been paid until that decision was made; since 
which time it has been paid forcurrentservice, except the small 
amount that may be left may of a deficiency from year to 

ear, This is all I wanted the House to understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be re- 
garded as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on accountof freight 
and transportation of officers traveling under orders under the apropia 
tion Pay, miscellaneous“ easy Se service over Pacific ), being 
for the service of the fiscal year . $4,110.47; in all, 85,110.47. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 26, line 21, strike out “forty-seven” and insert “thirty-seven,” 
and in line 22 strike out “forty “ and insert thirty.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay accounts on file for burial expenses of marines, freight, straw, ex- 

and water, being a deficie to Sh - 
JT ase aad ese Passos PON “Con 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

I ask to have read what I now send to the desc 


The Clerk read as follows: onen EDL 
sort sot sbivoug 


' DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF IONS: 1 3 
Washington, B. ei 
MADAM: Relative to the above-cited claim, I have to advisb fat It is 


penses of special e: be 
of cases now awaiting special eee is impossible to state defi- 
nitely when it will be reached for investigation, but it will be placed in the 
files of this Bureau and taken up in its regular order. 
It is proper to add that unless r Fes 8 an additional 
O 8 


amount for the e of this it is not believed that 
the above cited cl can be disposed of within the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1 i 

* Very respectfully, 


WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 
Mr. COGSWELL. This is a letter which is being sent out by 


the Pension Bureau direct to the applicants themselves, stating 
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that because of an insuffleient appropriation for the pay of special 
examiners’ cases n such examination will have to wait a 
year or two before they are reached. 

I now send to the desk to be read a letter which is sent to 
claimants through Congressmen, in answer to Congressional calls 
for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C. June 18. 1894. 


MADAM: Relative to the above cited claim, I have to advise you that itis 
inadmissible upon the evidence now on file, and that it has been deemed ad- 
visable to have a examination of the same. 

8 however, to the large number of cases now awaiting special exami- 
nation, it is impossible to state definitely when it will be reached for inves- 
tigation, but it will be placed in the pending files of this Bureau and taken 
up in its regular order. . 

his information is furnished in response to the request of the Hon. WIL- 
LIAM COGSWELL, to be advised as to the status of your claim. 


Very respectfully, 
D. L MURPHY, Acting Commissioner. 


Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, it would seem that when 
the Pension Bureau answers the claimant directly, it sends a 
letter like the one first read by the Clerk, intimating derelic- 
tion of duty on the part of Congress in making appropriation of 
the necessary funds. But when it sends a letter to the same 
claimant, which goes through our hands, it omits the reflection 
which it casts, or seeming y casts, on Congress of making in- 
sufficient f e would like to ask the ede 
from Missouri [Mr. DocR RRV], who had charge of the legislative 
bill which carried this appropriation, a gentleman who I know 
would not for a moment advise an appropriation less than re- 
quired, if it be true that in the le tive bill appropriating 
money for these special examiners a totally insufficient amount 
was recommended by his subcommittee? 2 

Ishould be glad to ascertain if it be true, as alleged in this 
communication that I have caused to be read, that this House 
has passed a bill which has not given the money necessary to 
take care of the special examination claims, or whether the sug- 
gestion is an unfair reflection upon the liberality of Congress 
towards the Pension u. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions submitted an estimate for the special examination force 
for the ensuing fiscal year of $500,000. 

Tho appropriations for the current fiscal year, including the 
deficiency allowed at this session, if I am not incorrectly in- 
formed, amounted in the ag ate to $400,009. The subeom- 
mittee in charge of the legislative appropriation bill gave the 
whole question a very thorough and exhaustive examination, 
and reached the unanimous conclusion, as I remember, that 
$200,000 would be sufficient for that service for the ensuing fiscal 


ear. 
7 Mr. HOLMAN. Next year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Les; for the next year. I have just sent to 
the committee room to get the exact appropriations which have 
been made for this service for the fiscal years which have pre- 
ceded, and perhaps in a moment will have them at hand. But 
Iam able to state, in advance of the exact figures, that the ap- 
propriations for this service for the last three years have aver- 
Lat about $200,000 per annum, as I now remember. 

Mr. CO Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ina moment. 

The committee investigated the whole question qoe thor- 
oughly, and thought the appropriation carried by the legisla- 
tive bill of this session would be sufficient for the next year. 

I may say, hoWever, in justice to the Burean, that the Com- 
missioner insists that the amount should be $509,000. The sub- 
committee, however, did not concur in that view. 

I now yield to the gentleman. 

Mr.COGSWELL. I want toask the gentleman if I am to un- 
derstand that the committee are of the opinion that the amount 
carried in the legislative bill is sufficient for the purposes of 
special examination of pension claims, and if from that I can 
draw the inference that the Pension Bureau is unjustly reflect- 
ing upon Congress and the Committee on Appropriations, when 
it writes to a claimant that, owing to the insufficiency of the ap- 
eit hae his or her claim can not be touched or looked into 

uring the year 1895. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwantto sayin reply to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that the question involvedis a difference of opin- 
ion between the Committee on Appropriations and the Pension 
Bureau; and in reaching the judgment we did, which so far as 
I remember was an unanimous conclusion, the committee con- 
sulted the Pid el erg ena that have been made for prior years, 
a statement of which has just been handed to me by the clerk of 
the Committee on Appropriations. I find that in 1887 the ap- 
8 for this service amounted to $320,000; in 1888, $225- 

in 1889, $225,000; in 1890, $225,000; in 1891, $225,000; in 1892, 


$215,000; in 1893, $200,000, with a deficiency of $25,000; for the 
fiscal year 1894, $200,000, with a deficiency allowed at this ses- 
sion of $200,000, or $400,000 altogether for the groan fiscal year. 

Mr. SAYERS. As against how much for the past two years? 

Mr. DOCKERY. As against one appropriation of $215,000 for 
1892, and an appropriation of $225,000 for 1893. Of course, the 
issue involved here is simply one of opinion. The Census Bu- 
reauinsists thatit should have $500,000. The committee thought 
that $200,000 would be sufficient. 

Mr. HOLMAN. An increase of $200,000? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; $200,000 altogether. That is $25,000 
less than the last fiscal year, including a deficiency of $25,000 
55 the last fiscal year and $15,000 less than for the fiscal year 

Of course, the matter is now pending in the other body, and 
until action is had there in connection with the conference, or 
further action on the part of the House, it can not be said what 
appropriation will be made for this service for the next year; 
but the committee felt that $200,000 would be ample for theserv- 
ice, and so reported. x 

Mr. COGS Mr. Chairman, it is true that the bill is 

nding in ths other branch of Congress, and has not become a 

w, and no one can fairly say what the appropriation for 1895 
will be on this particular subject. Yet I desire to have it 
npon record that tho Pension B since the action of 

ouse, has been sending out to the claimants for pensions in 
this country the statement that, because of the insufficiency of 
the appropriation for the year 1895, these claims can not be 
handled or reached or touched during the fiscal year 1895. 

Now, if the statement of the gentleman in charge of the leg- 
islative bill is correct—and every 88 will take his state- 
ment as parodi, ee I have stated heretofore that nobody be- 
lieves he would intentionally report an item of app iation for 
this matter that was insufficient—we have the fact that this in- 
formation is being sent out to claimants, that this House has 
been derelict in its duty, that it has not provided money aids 
when the statement of the gentleman inchargeof the billis 
the amount which this House appropriated in the bill sent over 
to the Senate is sufficient. 

I desire it also to go upon record that when the Pension Bu- 
reau answers this same call of this same widow, h a com- 
munication which passes my hands, it sends a differ- 
ent wording, which I am sup to read, than it sends direct 
to the claimant herself, which is a reflection upon Congress, 
while the letter that goes through my hands to the same claim- 
ant contains no such reflection. Now, there is trouble some- 
where. Either the Pension Office is giving wrong information, 
unjustly reflecting upon this House, or else we have failed to 
a sufficient appropriation for these claims for 1895. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I should be glad to have the gentleman 
state in that connection, what I believe to be the fact, that the 
minority of the Committee on 5 concurred in the 
view that $200,000 would be sufficient., 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to say that there is nota 
Republican in this House but will vote to make that $500,000, if 
the Pension Commissioner says it is necessary to have that 
amount in order to carefully conduct this branch of the service. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
TAYLOR]. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I want to ask the tleman if the 
Pension Bureau did not inform the gentleman it would re- 
quire $500,000? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Were there any members of the 
committee who insisted that it should be $500,000? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not to my Known’ or recollection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, let me make a statement in 
this connection. I happen to be a member of that committee, 
and in the minority; and I crave the attention of the committee 
while I state that for the present year the appropriation was 
$200,000. The Commissioner of Pensions by the Ist of January 
had spent the whole of that $200,000, namely at the rate of $400,- 
000 a year, and came and asked a deficiency for $200,000 for this 
year, not for the next year, but this year. e ora voted it, 
and the Committee on Appropriations recommended it. 

Mr. BRETZ. That is, $600,000? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No; that is 8400, 000 for this year. 
Now, then, my recollection is that it wasreferred to inthe com- 


mittee, and it was understood at the beginning of the 
fiscal year this same Commissioner of Pensions could take $200,- 
000 and expend every cent of it by the time Congress meets next 
December 

Mr. DOCKERY. He could, if there is no limitation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (continuing). As he did this 7 
and ĩt᷑ he comes for adeficiency for this service of 8200, O00 or — 
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000 on the Ist day of next December for the remainder of the 
fiscal year, 1 have no doubt that he will get it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is your motion? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, just wait a minute. Believ- 
ing that fact, I have, as one member of the minority, knowing 
the great desire of the majority of the committee not to have 
its bills larger than was necessary 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, no. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; knowing the great desire of 
the committze, perhaps not in this exact item, but all along the 
line, not to have its bills larger than necessary, and believing 
that the Commissioner of Pensions, following his own example, 
could use all this sum between this and next December, I made 
no question about it. And let mesay further, thatIstand ready 
here and now, or at any other time, to meet the estimates of 
the Commissioner of Pensions for this service inconnection with 
the administration of his office; believing, however, that that 
fund is not properly used by him, in good faith, to dispose of 
claims pending, but in the main to use it to harrass those who 
are already on the pension roll and then to posture before the 
country, constantly thundering about frauds upon the pension 

1 


roll. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Illinois is correct in 
the general statement that the committee did not desire to make 
appropriations in excess of the needs of the public service. That 


is absolutely correct. 
Mr. HOLMAN, The gentleman has not proposed to increase 
the amount. 


Why do not you BN ey to increase the amount? 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. is is the deficiency bill, I will 
say to my sagacious friend from Indiana, providing for the sery- 
ices of this 1727770 and not for the service of next year. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Why did you not move in the 
eae to increase the amount? Why did you not report it 

ere? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Because I am in the minority upon 
that committee, and because I knew that this Commissioner of 
Pensions could make this expenditure at the rate of $400,000 for 
the regis § fiscal year as he for the present year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Illi- 
nois thinks the amount is not sufficient, why does he not move 
to increase the amount? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I will say to the gentleman from 
Illinois, thata short time ago you stated that you were willing to 
allow $500,000, the estimate made by the Commissioner. y 
were you not willing to vote for it when it was in the commit- 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why did you not move to increase 
the appropriation to that amountin Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I was not a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CANNON of Jllinois. The Committee of the Whole 
House, where these bills are to have consideration, can amend 


them; and the very object of consideration of approjiiakion bills 


in Committee of the Whole is to allow gentlemen 
orable friend an opportunity to offer amendments. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The information was not then in 
nipoen: 

r. CANNON of Illinois. Oh! 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. You had the estimates made by the 
Commissioner, and I did not know what they were. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The estimates are here in the pub- 
lic offices and have been since last November. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. After awhile Iwill become as con- 
versant with these matters as you gentlemen who have been 
here so many years. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman states that helacked 
knowledge. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I do, sir, orI would have made the 
motion in the committee. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman’s knowledge 
hereafter will equal his zeal now. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I trust so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to say one thing further 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. The bill that 
we are now considering is a bill m deficiency appropria- 
tions for the remainder of this year, which expires on the 30th 
day of June instant. The appropriation he referred to comes on 
the legislative bill for the service of the next year. Therefore 
why do not you, who in over thirty years haye grown gray and 
almost bald in the service and know more about the estimates 
of the public service than any of us, rise in your place and move 
to amend this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word or two 
upon this subject, though it is entirely foreign to the bill. The en- 

discussion arises upon a motion to strike out the last word. 
There is no necessity for any appropriation whatever for the 


ke my hon- 


present year, from the most liberal standpoint, for this service, 
or for the feeling indicated by the speeches of the gentlemen. 
The Commissioner of Pensions for the present fi year has 
every dollar that he has asked for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Four hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. SAYERS. We might as well be fair to one another and 
be honest with oneanother. TheCommittee on Appropriations 
in this matter followed the example set by the gentleman from 
Indiana in the last Congress, when he waschairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The appropriations were not $400,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. You appropriated only $200,000. 

7 ad ALOR of Indiana. And there were deficiencies of 
„000. 

Mr. SAX ERS. There was no deficiency last year. Now, let 
us look into this business. We all stand alike in the committee. 
There was no diversity of opinion in the Committee on Appro- 
oe about the appropriation that was carried in the legis- 

tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill of $200,000. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Because we were informed that it was 
sufficient; and now we find the Pension Office sending out to our 
constituents letters in which there is a statement that we have 
failed to appropriate enough. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us see. For the fiscal year 1892 only 
$215,000 was appropriated, and that was sufficient for the pur- 
pose. For the fiscal year 1893, when my friend Judge HOLMAN 
was chairman of the committee, an appropriation of only $200,- 
000 was made and $25,000 as deficiency, which makes $225,000; 
and for the years 1893 and 1894 the estimate of the Commissioner 
for this purpose was only $215,000 for each year. 

Inasmuch as the expenditure for 1892 had been only $215,000, 
and as the expenditure for 1893 was $225,000, and as the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions did not hesitate during the fiscal year of 
1893 to ask for a deficiency, we thought that instead of appro- 
3 the round sum of 8500, 000 we would appropriate, as has 

n done during the past two years, $200,000, and if it became 
absolutely necessary to appropriate more in the way of a defi- 
ciency we could do it. 

As has been said, I believe, by the gentleman from Illinois, 
this is a fund which may be very large, which may be very 
small, or which may be medium in amount. It is within the 
discretion of the Commissioner of Pensions to expend this 
money either by wholesale or by retail, and the Committee on 
Appropriations, sustained by the House, and following the 
precedents established in the two former years, recommended 
the 888 of $200,000. 

Mr. COGSWELL. What does the gentleman say to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions sending broadcast over the country a let- 
ter such as I have had read from the Clerk’s desk stating that 
we were derelict in our duty, when he and I, as members of the 
Committee on Appropriations, supposed we were appropriating 
a sufficient amount? 

Mr. SAYERS. In reply to that, Mr. Chairman, I simply say 
that the executive branch of the Government and the legisla- 
tive branch of the Government in many of these matters of ap- 
propriation stand opposed to each other, the one wanting to have 
as much money as possible, and the other anxious to appropri- 
ate just as little as the Executive Departments can get on with. 

A MEMBER. Has not that contention between the executive 
and the 8 departments always existed? 

Mr. SAY ERS. I believe so. 

Mr. COGS WELL. One more question. Will the gentleman 


from Texas or the gentleman from Missouri, authorize me to 


write to this widow and state that they are of the opinion that 
this letter of the Commissioner of Pensions is wrong, and that 
the amount appropriated is sufficient? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAY . Certainly not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And I would be quite unwilling to under- 
take to revise the correspondence of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. ughter.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If you will send her this debate 
she will see that the Commissioner is not correct in his state- 


ments. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is well to be absolutely frank and fair 
about these matters, and yet I am restrained by the rules and 
care not to tell the whole truth. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Why not? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The situation has been outlined somewhat 
by the remark made awhileago by the gentleman from Illinois— 
ta I misquote him he will correct me—that he did not believe 
was oe properly expended. 

Minois. I did say that. 


this mone 
Mr. CANNON of That is my opin- 


10 


n. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Why not? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ask me something easy. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the light of remarks which were made 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6793 


on the floor—I am not referring to committee matters—by the 
leading Republican member of the subcommittee that reported 
this bill, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], criticism 
ean not properly come from that side of the House. 3 

The gentleman from Illinois will recall the remarks of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Maine in reference to this very item. 
We made the suggestion that perhaps there ought to be alimi- 
tation on this appropriation so as to avoid a deficiency for the 
coming fiscal year, but upon reflection the gentleman from Maine 
very properly concluded that he would not offer an amendment 
that would place a limitation on the amount so as to restrict the 
entire expenditure to $200,000, as it might interfere with the 
proper administration of the office. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. As the gentleman has appealed to 
me in regard to what I have said about the expenditure of this 
sum, will he allow me to interrupt him right there? Iremem- 
ber what the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] said about 
this on the floor of the House, and the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, I am satisfied, did not undertake to hedge around this 
expenditure because of the power of the chief of this Pension 
Office to make this, that, and the other claim that he has not 
had money enough, or that his notions of sound administration 
have been interfered with. And now let me explain my re- 
mark. 

When said I did not believe that this money was being prop- 
erly expended I ought to have added—I will add it now—that 
in my judgment all through the present fiscal year, in the ex- 
penditure of this great sum of $400,000, almost twice as much 
as what has been expended heretofore, and to be followed by a 
like expenditure for the coming year, the trouble is that the 
Commissioner of Pensions, instead of disposing of claims and 
seeking to aid worthy claimants to establish their cases,as the 
law and as this appropriation originally contemplated, has been 
hunting for alleged frauds and expending this money in trying 
to find somebody that was on the pension roll that he could put 
off the roll. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, without entering at all into the ques- 
tion of the accuracy of the statements made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] I think it is apparent to the com- 
mittee that for some reason there was no consuming desire on 
the other side of this Chamber to increase this amount. And 1 
am glad the gentleman from Illinois has made his statement, 
because it y Soares the somewhat impetuous observation 
made by his co 1 8 [Mr. HOPKINS] when he started out in 
this debate with the statement that no member on that side 
would refuse to vote 8500, 000 if demanded by the Commissioner 
of Pensions. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Just at this point let me say, in 
justice to my colleague and in justice to myself, that the Com- 
missioner of Pensionscan between this timeand the next session 
of Congress expend every cent of this money, which will be at 
-the rate of almost $500,000; and Congress will no doubt make an 
additional appropriation for the coming year, as it has done for 
this year. And making the criticism that I do upon the Com- 
Sa ot fon of Pensions, I stand ready here, if the House believes 
it ought to be done, to vote for an appropriation of $500,000 for 
the coming year so as to give this man no illegitimate excuse. 
He has no legitimate one. 

Mr. COGSWELL. The gentleman from Missouri no doubt 
quoted the remarks of Governor DINGLEY as he thought cor- 
rectly; but upon receipt of this letter—the first letter read—I 
took it to Governor DINGLEY, who read it, and said, It is just 
what I expected; and it is just what I told the House when the 
legislative bill was ig 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, I want to say just one word and then 
I will dismiss the subject. In my judgment the amount is suffi- 
cient, and I would not add anything more but for the observa- 
tions of some gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber. I 
simply wanted to establish the ‘‘truth of history,” and that is, 
that there was no desire on the other side to increase this 
amount beyond $200,000. 

Mr. COGSWELL. But Governor DINGLEY says he gave no- 
tice to the House just what would happen. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this discussion has 
been profitable only to the extent of showing that there is a 
wide disagreement between the Democratic members of the 
Committee on Appropriations of this House and the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions as to the amount of money necessary to take 
care of the claims of the old soldiers who are waiting to have 
justice done them by this Government. 

Now, one of two things is true: either the Commissioner of 
Pensions is correct in his statement to the old soldiers that the 
appropriations are inadequate to enable him to properly con- 
sider their claims or he is not. If he is correct, then this Com- 
mittee on Appropriations should make this appropriation $500,- 
000 as recommended by the Commissioner, instead of $200,000. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is nothing involved here excepta 
difference of opinion; and the gentleman's colleague [Mr. CAN- 
NON of Illinois] has stated the position correctly—that if $200,- 
000 should not be sufficient, Congress, when it reconvenes, wi 
make the amount good by a deficiency appropriation, which has 
been the usual course heretofore. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois, But, Mr.Chairman, it is because of 
this difference of opinion” that thousands of letters are being 
received x Ba old soldiers in response to their inquiries at the 
Pension Office, that their claims can not be considered in the 
Pension Office until after 1895 because of the deficiency in the 
appropriations made by this Democratic committee of this House. 

Now, the gentleman says, if I understand him correctly, that 
the appropriations already made are sufficient. If that is trae, 
and the Commissioner of Pensions is falsely making the state- 
ment which has been read from the Clerk’s desk in the letter 
sent up by the gentleman from Massachusetts, then I say that 
he should be denounced, not only upon the floor of this House, 
but in every section of the country where there is an old sol- 
dier, for the fraud that he is perpetrating upon the members of 
the Grand Army of the Republic. These men who have filed 
their claims are notified in such letters as I have referred to 
that their claims will not receive consideration for a year and a 
half; and the Commissioner gives as excuse that it is because of 
inadequate 5 by this House. 

Mr. MARSH. The language the Commissioner uses is in- 
adequate force.” 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Inadequate force and inadequate 


8 
r. MARSH. And allow me to say that there are 22,000 of 
these claims that are hung up because of this inadequacy of force. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If this Commissioner of Pensions 
is making false and fraudulent statements to the old soldiers, as 
the gentleman from Missouri and the other gentlemen in charge 
of this bill indicate, then I say our reprobation of such conduct 
should be emphasized by a resolution of this House denouncing 
him for the false statements he is making to the old soldiers; 
but, on the contrary, if the Commissioner of Pensions is correct, 
if in order to provide for these claims and do justice to the old 
soldier he should have an appropriation of „000 instead of 
$200,000, that it is the duty of this House to increase this appro- 
priation from $200,000 to $500,000. 

And I repeat what I said a few moments ago that if the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill will make it $500,000 for that serv- 
ice I will guarantee him here and now on behalf of the Repub- 
licans of this House that there will not be a Republican vote 
against that increased appropriation. 

Mr. ENLOE. Is that provision in this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Why, Mr. Chairman, look at this 
matter a moment; while the Committee on Appropriations of 
this House and the Commissioner are quarreling over the 
amount of appropriations what is the condition of the soldier? 

Mr. PICK He is dying, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, he is dying, as my colleague 
from South Dakota says, in want and poverty, use he can 
not get what is justly due him from the Government. His claim 
is pending here, and this Commissioner says he must wait months 
and years before itcan be considered; that it can not be reached 
even for consideration until after 1895. 

Now, you should take some action one way or the other. You 
should either denounce, by a proper resolution of the House, the 
conduct of this Commissioner in making these charges against 
one of the leading committees of the House, or we shouid give 
him additional appropriations to enable him to care for the old 
soldier and avoid further delay. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend propose to increase the 
amount for the current year? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I propose whatever is necessary 
to accomplish that end. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. ENLOE. I move to strike out the Iast two words. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that all debate be closed on this amend- 
ment in five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I have been looking for the 
clause in this bill on which this debate has occurred. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is on the letters of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understood from the speech of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] that there was perhapsa paragraph 
in the bill appropriating $200,000 for the purpose of permitting 
the special examiners to investigate these claims, and that he 
wanted the gentleman in charge of the bill to increase that 
amount to $500,000. 


6794 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 23, 


But when I come to the examination of the bill I do not find 
any such proposition init. This whole debate is entirely irrel- 


t, and if it has any connection whatever with the pending 
bill it is simply a proposition to instruct the Commissioner of 
Pensions as to the performance of his gee 

The gentleman from Masssachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] intro- 

uces letters here from the Pension Office to a claimant stating 

t unless N shall appropriate more money the claim 
will not probably be reached until 1895. 

Mr. 8 L. Oh, no; not until 1896. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understood the gentleman to say 1895. 

Mr. COGSWELL. That it will not be reached for considera- 
tion until 1895, but it will be 1896 before it is determined. 

Mr. ENLOE. That it would not be reached before 1895, but 
that that was the outside limit. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Not at all. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, however thatmay be, it isimmaterial for 
the purpose of argument. I take it to be the duty of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions to go forward now and expend the money 
that has been appropriated in the proper investigation of the 
claims, and look to Congress at the next session for any defi- 
ciency that may arise. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. And he will do it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have no doubt that he will. 

Mr, HOPKINS of Illinois. How does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts know that? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will my colleague from Massachusetts 
vouch for that statement? 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COGSWELL. That the Commissioner of Pensions will 
go ahead, and if the pe ed tt is inadequate to take care of 
all these cases, nevertheless he will proceed with them and look 
to Co in the future, and that therefore his letter to the 
claimants is false and misleading? 

Mr. NEIL of Massachusetts. Not at all. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Then I would like to know how the gen- 
pert can make the statement he has made in view of that 

etter. 

Mr. ENLOE. Ibelieyo I have the floor, and only afew mo- 
ments remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee is entitled 
to the floor and declines to yield for an interruption. 

Mr: ENLOE. I want tosay to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts 

Mr. HOPKINS of Ilinois. Let me interrupt the gentleman 
for a question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I can not yield for an interruption. I have but 
afew moments remaining. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will give you more time. 

Mr. ENLOE. The House might not consent. 

I wish tosay to the gentleman from Massachusetts that I have 
the utmost confidence in the integrity of the Commissioner of 
Pensions, but I do not concur with him in all things about the 
administration of his office. If I had the administration of it I 
would administer it somewhat differently from what he does. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How would the pensioners come out if you 
had the management of the office? 

Mr. ENLOE. ican tell the gentleman that the honest pen- 
sioners would get their money, and the frauds would get none 
if I could possibly prevent it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How many efforts would the gentleman 
make to find any honest pensioners in the country? Does the 
gentleman think that he would find any? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; a very large number of them, and a very 
large number of fraudulent ones, too. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I think the gentleman would look much 
sharper for the dishonest ones than for the honest ones. 

Mr. ENLOE. Thatis entirely a gratuitous inference on the 
part of the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, I do notask the gentleman anything 
for the information. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have never, since I have been in Congress, 
opposed the payment of a pension to a man who was honestly 
entitled to it, and my record will bear me out in the assertion, 
and there is no soldier in the country who will assert that I 
ever have occupied any other position, and there is no man who 
can justly make complaint against my tion unless he is a 

himsef and urging a fraudulent c upon the Govern- 
ment, or unless he has constituents who are claiming fraudulent 


Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman means to make a per- 
sonal insinuation, I will give him such a reply as he deserves. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this ame nt is exhauted. 
Mr. ENLOE. I mean to say that if the gentleman puts me in 
the attitude of trying to prevent any man who is honestly en- 


titled to a pension from receiving it, then I wish to put him in 
an attitude that he will not want to occupy. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. The committee 
will be in order. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman made his 
own attitude. I put him in no attitude. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why does not the Commissioner find some 
of these frauds? 

Mr. ENLOE. He is finding them. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope the Commissioner of Pensions will look 
to the law for his instructions in the performance of his duties, 
and not to what is said here. 

The CHAIRMAN. This debateis not in order. If members 
ha ve no respectfor themselves, the Chair hopes and trusts that 
they will haye some respect for the rules of the House. Gen- 
tlemen will take their seats. The Chair will treat the formal 
amendment as withdrawn, if there be no objection, and the 
Clerk will resume the reading of the bill. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

f Indian = 
of wansportation of such goods provisions, aad other articles for tie varices 
tribes of Indians provided for by act approved July 13, 1892, including 
and expenses of transportation 7 and rent of warehouses, being a detl. 
ciency for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, 83,000. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 34, after line 5, insert the following: 

For the amounts authorized to be allowed Ely Moore and Daniel Wood- 
son by joint resolution approved April 2, 1894. and found due and c 
for appropriation by the accounting officers of the , $7,355.84." 


Mr. SAYERS. I desire to raise the point of order on the 


‘amendment, that there is no law authorizing the appropriation, 
be carried on this 


855 therefore such an appropriation can not 
ail, 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr.Chairman, I desire to speak 
to that point of order; and in order to do soit will be necessary 
to go somewhat into the history of this claim. A resolution 
passed through both Houses, and was approved by the President, 
on the 2d day of April of this year, directing the payment of 
this amount to these parties. It was referred to the Secretary 
of the Interior and Secretary of the Treasury, and it was 
then ascertained that the fund from which the payment should 
be made had heretofore been paid out and exhausted. 

In other words, it was an Indian trustfund. Now, under the 
law of 1837, which was embodied in sections 2093 and 2094, it is 
provided that before trust fundsshall be paid to Indians, all nec- 
essary expenses in connection with the sale of those lands shall 
first be paid. In violation of that general law and of the Revised 
Statutes, the appropriation bill of March, 1893, paid out all the 
money belonging to the Delaware and other tribes, leaving this 
account still unpaid. 8 

Now, the Supreme Court, in another case of just the same 
character, to be found in volume 110 of the ee hay. page 688, 
decided that this was a claim against the United States, and 
that if the United States paid out trust funds, they were respon- 
sible for the same. Now, on investigation it is found that the 
money was due to these men; that Congress by an appropriation 
contrary to the Revised Statutes had paid out the money, leav- 
ing these men still unpaid, and therefore the Government is re- 
sponsible for the amount. 

The a the Treasury submitted this resolution to the 
Speaker of the House, notifying him of the fact that there was 
no money in that appropriation to pay it. The 5 trans- 
mitted it to the Committee on Appropriations. e Committee 
on Appropriations referred it to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and the first time it was directed to our attention was on 
Thursday last, after the Indian appropriation bill had 
Besides, I do not believe that the Indian appropria bill 
ought to carry deficiencies; but the Indian appropriation bill 
hi d, and we respectfully referred the resolution back to 
the House, by instruction of the committee, and asked that this 
amount be made an item in the deficiency bill. I contend, Mr. 
Chairman, that it is a of the existing law of the land. It 
passed on the 2d day of April, 1894. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the jurisdiction of the several 
committees of this House is well established, not only by the 
letter of the rule, but also by precedents that have been made 
from time to Se Now, this is 5 no Ee a deficiency. If A 
had been a deficiency, Congress, instead of making an appropri- 
ation to pay it out of a trust fund, would have made an appro- 
priation out of the general revenue.. The resolution to which 
the gentleman refers, and which I have before me, directs that 
a certain sum of money be paid out of certain trust funds be- 
longing to certain tribes of Indians. 
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It was found after the resolution had become law that there 
were not funds sufficient out of which to pay the amount speci- 


fied in the resolution. These facts being tted, and having 
béen stated by the gentleman who proponos the amendment, it 
occurs to me that the appropriation, if it should be made at all, 
should come upon the Tadian appropriation bill, or from the 
Committee on Claims. z 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr. Chairman, if the appro- 
priation out of which this money was to be paid is exhausted, 
as the gentleman says it is, it seems to me it is clearly a de- 
ficiency. y 

Mr. SAYERS. I stated what you say. I am making your 
statement and not mine. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Iaccept the statement. Isay 
itistrue. The gentleman repeats that the fund is exhausted. 
I say that it is exhausted; and if it is exhausted, what does con- 
stitute a deficiency if this does not? If it is a deficiency, then 
it ought to be a partof the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Rule. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman a copy of the joint 
resolution referred to? f 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir; I senq up the resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McCreary of Kentucky). Thisamend- 
ment appears to be “for the amount authorized to be allowed 
Ely Moore and Daniel Woodson by joint resolution, approved 
April 2, 1894, and found due and certified for ERT by 
the accounting officer of the Treasury, $7,355.84." It is admitted, 
the Chair understands, that no f 

Mr.SAYERS. The Chair will understand that the payment 
was to be made out of a trust fund belonging to the Indians, and 
not out of the general funds in the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands it to be admitted 
that this money is to come out of a trust fund, which trust fund 
is exhausted. Under the circumstances, therefore, the Chair 
will sustain the point of order, believing that under the rule 
the item ought not to be in this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

expenditures, including te phing, fuel, lights, for- 
ece 
3232... K 
Years 1890 to 1293. inclusive, $4,500. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman from North Dakota de- 
sire to offer an amendment to the bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Ido not care to offer an 
amendment, but I desire to be heard upon this part of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow us to proceed with 
the consideration of the bill, with the assurance that he shall 
have an opportunity to speak before the bill is finally reported 
to the House? 

Mr.JOHNSON of North Dakota. With pleasure. 

The Clerk read as follows. 


To pay the fees and expenses of the de 
of Georgia, 1879. 1880, and 1881, $4,370.38. Said sum to be paid direct from the 
Treas to said deputies now holding claims t said marshal’s office, 
in the following manner, namely: First, $1,000 to James B. Gaston, and the 
balance to be pro rated among all said deputies, according to the amounts 
found due d deputies, by Hon. W. R. ond, auditor of the United 
States circuit court, northern district of Georgia, in the suit of United 
States vs. O. P. Fitzsimons and others. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

P 7, after line 7, add: Provided, That the United States m. 
district attorneys, and clerks of the United States courts in the States o 
Montana and Washington, shall hereafter receive the same fees, compen- 
sation and expenses for their official and disbursements as are now 
allowed by law to the United States marshals, district attorneys, and clerks 
of United States courts of the State of Oregon. 


Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the point of 

order inst the amendment that it changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from 

Montana on the point of order. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Lhope the gentleman will not press that 
int of order. I frankly admit that the amendment is subject 
the point of order, and the only question is whether I can con- 

ce the gentleman that he ought in justice to withdraw it. 
e situation is this: In all of the intermountain States and 
States lying west of the Missouri River and east of the Pacific 
coast these officers receive certain fees for their com tion. 
The fees received by the officers there are exactly double the 
fees that are received by similar officers in Montana and Wash- 


ington. 

Row, the same distances exist in those two States between the 
stations where the marshals have to travel, the same distances 
exist between the points where the district attorney has to go 
in the performance of his official duties, and the expenses are 
even greater in Montana and Washington than in California 


of O. P. Fitzsimons, marshal 


and the other Western States, and it does seem to me that the 
gentleman ought to be willing to pe us upon the same basis 
25 es cimen States ee apa 5 r 5 It is — 
t there is now a i or the purpose of payi ese 
officers by salaries, but that bill is nota law and may sot POORE 
a law, and if it does not become a law then we shall continue to 
be discriminated inst by our officers receiving only one-half 
the amounts that like officers receive in the other States. I 
therefore ask the gentleman to withdraw his t of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I think that the fees of the 
officers of the United States courts in California and the other 
States named by the 8 ought to be reduced to the samo 
footing as the fees of like officers of the courts in other parts of 
he country, and therefore I can not withdraw the point of or- 

er. 

Mr. LOUD. I suggest to the gentleman that California does 
not come in that category. Oregon and Was ton may, but 
California does not. The officers of our courts do not receive 
those double fees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay to the widow of R. F. Brattan, late a Representative in Congress 
from the State of Maryland, $4,255.75. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
ee eee 
88 from the State of Louisiana, 9 897. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
upon the amendment, and ask the gentleman to consent that we 
may go on through the bill and return to the amendment later. 

Mr. HENDE Nof North Carolina. Ihaveasimilaramend- 
ment that I would like to submit. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Ihave alikeamendment. When shall we 
reach the consideration of these amendments? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman may offer his amendment now, 
and I will reserve the point of order. 

j Eu MEREDITH. I offer the amendment which Isend tothe 
es 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 51, afte t : 

Gn pegs = t — aoe he following 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. MEREDITH. This amendment, it seems to me, ought 
properly to be ted. i 

The CHAIRMAN. Points of order will be reserved on these 
8 and they will be returned to, to be considered to- 
gether. 

Mr. MEREDITH. When shall we have an opportunity to re- 
turn to them? 

Mr. SAYERS. As soon as we get through with the bill we 
will then go back to these amendments. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I can not be here all the time, and if this 
uestion is to be discussed I would like to have it discussed while 
am here. This is Saturday afternoon, and I am compelled to 

leave between 4 and 5 o'clock. I would be glad if this amend- 
ment yeep ees on now. 

Mr. SAY. . Well, we will take up the first amendment. 
I presume the whole of the evening be consumed on it. 

r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I would like to have 


my amendment read, so that it may be pending with the others. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting à : 

tio pay to the OXD Or of Nathaniel Boyden. inves member OLENA M HDO of 
85,652.78. eee — — Na Boyden as 
a member of the House of Representatives for the Fortieth Congress.“ 

Mr. SAYERS. A point of order is reserved on that amend- 
ment also. It is understood that I reserve points of order on 
all three of these amendments. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like the gentleman to state what the 
point of order is t my amen nt. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwill state it when the question comes up. 

Mr. TERRY. I would be glad to know what the point is. 
„ Let the Clerk proceed with the reading of 

e bill. j 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to state, in this connection, that I re- 
serve points of order on these provisions which the committee 
has in rated in this bill. 

Mr. SA . The point comes too late. 

Mr. TERRY. I think it is not too late. ifa t ot order is 
to be made against my amendment which provides for payment 
to a man now living, I reserve a point of order on these provis- 
ions for the widows of deceased members. 

Mr. SAYERS. They have all been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. it is too late to reserve a point of order 
on the text of the bill after amendments have been offered. 


the sum of 


The Chair understands the gentleman from Texas desires that 
these three amendments be passed over with points of order 
reserved upon them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido. Now, let the Clerk read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


T0 to James Kerr, Clerk of the House ot Representatives of the Fifty- 
må for services in compiling and arranging for the ter 
and inde: ony used in contested-election autho 


tual aged in the work d ted by the said James Kerr, and 
+ soon propor ing as he may deem just, for assistance rendered in the 
work; in all, $1,400. 
Mr. SAYERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. : 
The Clerk read as follows. 


On page 53, after line 8, insert: 
“To 8 following employés who were necessarily orien by 55 
namely: 


Doorkeeper during the period from November 4to December 3, 1 
Two session folders, at $69.66 each; ten laborers, at $59.79 each; one riding 
page, #75; and one e in the folding room, 875; in all, 8887.22. 

“To pay the follo a who were necessarily employed by the 
Postmaster during the from November 4 to December 3, 1 er 
Three messengers, at $114.60 each; and four messengers, at $99.67 each; in 


42.48, 
met ee J. F. Snyder, disbursing clerk, and Thomas G. Kalbfus, assistant 
disbursing clerk, for extra services rendered, 8300 each; in all, $600. 

“To pay F. T. Dennis as extra com tion for services rendered as assist. 
ant clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pensions during the first and second 
sessions of the Fifty-third Congress, $500.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay William J. Assman the difference between the pay of a laborer and 
that of a messenger in the Hall 3 the rate o 60 per day from 
July 1, 1893, to June 30, 1894, inclusive, 


Mr. SAYERS. Another amendment, Mr. Chairman. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 53, after line 16, insert: 
“To 1 8 L. Browning and Alphonso Gibbs, for extra services ren- 
dered th the fo) room, 8300 each, 8500 


To pay M. M. Robinson the difference between the amount ot his Salary ot 
$1,200 per annum, for extra services rendered as assistant to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms, 8300. 
s pay, 3 Brattan, for services rendered as clerk to the late Rob- 
ert F. ttan, from April 1 to May 10, 1894, inclusive, $132.25. 

“To reimburse A tus Hall for amount ed for assistance in car- 
ing for the annex folding room to June 30, 1804, 8213. 

“To 8 Martin McKay for extra services as foreman of the folding 
Isaac F. Smith for services rendered as messenger to the Commit- 


Af: q 
“To pay Peter J. ney sean the pang hag eee — 280 5 as Seren and 
acting assistant foreman o e fo: ding a 1 r um, 
from January 20, 1893, to January 20, 1894, $300.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

To Nathaniel W. White, $240.37; in all, 81,038, 608. 12: Provided, That none 
of the judgments herein provided for shall be paid until the right of appeal 
shall have expired. 

Mr.PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to offer 
to this ph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


April 19, 1894, in mse to the Senate resolution of April 14, 1 and in 
amount in acco’ with the act of March 3, 1891, amounting to a total of 
$514,924.93, as follows. 


Mr. PICKLER. It is not necessary now to read the list of 
names following. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman 
from South Dakota to reserve his amendment until we get tothe 
next clause in the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not suppose it would be in order under 
the next section, inasmuch as we are now under the head of 
“Judgments of the Court of Claims.” Iam not particular, of 
tourse, where the amendment is inserted. 

Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will permit me a mo- 
ment, I desire to offer a general amendment to this provision at 
the proper time, covering all of the cases emb under the 
act of March 3, 1891. Then I pro to discuss the matter 
fully, and the gentleman can offer his amendment at that time. 

r. BOWERS of California. I wish to offer an amendment 
under that heading also—a judgment of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does it embrace the same subject-matter? 

Mr. BOWERS of California, It embraces one of the Indian 
depredation claims reported from the Court of Claims. 

r. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, in order that the bill may be 
symmetrical appropriations should be made in the following 
order: For the payment of judgments of the Court of Claims, 
next for the payment of judgments of the United States courts, 
and then follow the judgments in Indian depredation claims. 

Mr. PICKLER. The amendment I have offered relates to the 
judgmentsin the Court of Claims, 
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Mr. HERMANN. 
that Paragraph, and insert the additional amount necessary to 


I shall move to strike out the amount in 


embrace the ju 
by the Court of 

Mr. SAYERS. I was about to state, Mr. Chairman, that I 
will not raise the poms of order on account of the gentleman's 
amendment not being presented in its proper place. i 

Mr. PICKLER. That is right. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Then the amendment will come 
in in the next section? 

Mr.SAYERS. Under the headof “judgments in Indian dep- 
redation claims.” 

Mr. HERMANN, 
question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. BRODERICK], who is much interested in this subject, wishes 
to be heard upon it, and I think it will be more satistactary to 
all concerned if the gentleman from Texas will consent to let 
this whole matter—this part of the bill covering these claims 
go over until 1 gD 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. With the understanding, of 
course, that general debate shall then be had? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. That we are to have ample time? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ofcourse. 

Mr. HERMANN. It is further understood, Mr. Chairman, 
and I want to see that there is no misunderstanding, that when 
this question comes up again it will all be considered—the 
amendments that are proposed and all—under the head of In- 
dian depredation claims. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Without any right being waived? 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the clause be- 
ginning on page 61 with line 21, and ending with line 4 on page 
62, be passed over until Monday, with the understanding that 
gont emeng may have an opportunity to offer amendments as in- 

icated to this particular clause, making appropriations for the 
payment of judgments that have been y rendered in what 
are known as Indian depredation cases by the Court of Claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. HERMANN. Meanwhile, I give notice that I will offe 
an amendment when that particular clause is reached. : 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I would like to have a word in 
explanation of this matter. I have noticed heretofore in mak- 
ing these agreements to let a particular section go over, that 
after we have got through with the reading of the bill amend- 
ments have been stopped on the other clauses by bringing in a 
rule, or something of the kind, that shuts them out. 

Mr. SA . The gentleman knows that I have never done 
anything of the kind. He knows that I will carry out in good 
faith any understanding that may be had. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I know the chairman will. I 
am satisfied that will be the case. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It gives to any member the right to offer 
amendments here, as I understand it? 

Mr. SAYERS. To that particular clause, of course, it does. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to give notice that 
I intend to offer an amendment, in the event of the failure to 
insert certain amendments in this clause, to strike out the para- 
graph. I wish that right to be reserved. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And at that time I shall 
give my reasons for the motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it understood that we are to offer amend- 
ments to p 61, the paragraph under the head of “Judgments 
in Indian depredation claims,” rather than under the head 
“ Judgments of the Court of Claims?” 

Mr. SAYERS. That is the understanding—that is, begin- 
ning with line 21 on e 61 and ending with line 4 on page 62. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then, at the proper time I will reoffer the 
amendment which has been read in part by the Clerk. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, just one word. Is it un- 
derstood that these amendments must all be offered at this 
time? 

Mr. SAYERS. Notatall. They can be offered on Monday. 

Tne CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
asks unanimous consent to pass over the portion of the bill be- 

inning with line 21, on page 61, and ending with line 4, on page 

, and that all gentlemen having amendments proposing to pay 
judgments of the Court of Claims in Indian depredation cases, 
be permitted to offer those amendments to that section. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 


gments in Indian depredation claims rendered 
ms. 


And at that time we can discuss the entire 


1894. 
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Mr. TERRY. I should like to ask the gentleman from Texas 
2555 SAYERS] for information, if the item in regard to United 

tates judgmentscovers a judgment in favor of Thomas Fletcher, 
marshal of the eastern district of Arkansas, for $3,207.16 and 
$8.10 costs? 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam informed that it does, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. TERRY. It was duly certified to you by the Attorney- 
General, was it not? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. TERRY. And is included in this? 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam so informed by the clerk of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TERRY. With that understanding I will offer no amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. ` 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent to return to page 9, 
for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 
after which the Chair will ask if there be objection to its consid- 
eration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 55 

“for pastomce a — . City, Mich. , for completion of brick 
walk, 81, 100.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 9, to insert the amendment re- 
ported by the Clerk. Is there objection? G 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to offer another amendment, to come 
in on page 53. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 53, before line 9, insert: 

“To pay Clifford Lucas, for additional compensation for services as mes- 
senger under the Clerk during first and second sessions of the Fifty-third 
Congress, f100.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I object, unless the chairman of the com- 
mittee will also include an amendment which I have, providing 
for the payment of 8500 to Mr. L. M. Olson, of Winona, Minn., 
and a pee in the Fifty-second Congress, 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman raises a point of order it 
must prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is objected to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I believe the entire bill has 
been completed, with the exception of three amendments which 
have been offered, one by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TERRY], one by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH], 
and one by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON]; and also the clause known as the Indian depredation 
clause. The bill has been completed with the exception of 
those four matters, three amendments and one clause of the 
bill. Now, inasmuch as gentlemen who are interested in those 
amendments and that clause are desirous that they shall be con- 
sidered on Monday, or on Tuesday if the bill should not come 
up before then, I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s statement 
will not preclude othér amendments to that section, will it? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, all amendments to pay judgments on In- 
dian depredation claims will be in order. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That matter is open for amend- 


ment. 

Mr. PICKLER. We may offer all the amendments we like 
to that clause? ` 

Mr. SAYERS. To pay Ind ian depredation claims. Of course 
this understanding does not include amendments for other pur- 
poses, except those which are strictly germane to those judg- 
ments. Does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] in- 
sist on his point of order? 

Mr. TA EY. If the gentleman will include my amend- 
ment, I will not. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not do that. The committee has not 
examined that matter yet, and the amendment which I wish to 
offer is meritorious. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This has been before the Committee on Ac- 
counts, and would have been reported to the committee—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman the difficulty 
under which he labors, and I do not think he ought to insist 
upon his proposition, The trouble is that the gentleman’s 
amendment should have gone to the Committee on Accounts 
and have been reported to the Committee on Appropriations for 
action. Now, the gentleman has failed to get any action on his 
amendment by the Committee on Accounts, and I do not think 
it is quite fair to the other amendment that he should insist 
upon an amendment which ought to have first gone to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to make a 
statement in regard to this proposed amendment of mine? 

Mr. SAYERS. eer 

Mr. TAWNEY. I introduced a resolution at the beginning 
of the extra session of this Congress which went to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. The Committee on Accounts has had it under 
consideration. The subcommittee, to which it was referred, 
made a favorable report to the committee and the committee was 
to have disposed of it last week, but the chairman of the sub- 
committee that had it under consideration was not present. He 
is out ot the city and they could not dispose of it at that meeting 
in time to have it referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say this to my friend, that if the Com- 
mittee on Accounts will report the matter favorably to the Com- 
mittee on e when the next general deficiency bill 
comes up, we will consider it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman do that, and have it put 
on the deficiency bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not control the committee, but we will 
consider it. 

Mr.TAWNEY. This gentleman was a messenger in the Fifty- 
first and Fifty-second Congresses. He had the misfortune to 
lose both his hands. Immediately after the adjournment of 
the 5 Congress, on the 4th of March, the Doorkeeper 
of the House discharged this man and paid the salary due him 
from the 4th of March to the 7th of August to a man who never 
saw the Capitol or performed a day’s service for the Govern- 
ment. Now, the subcommittee for that reason decided to re- 
port the resolution favorable to the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman if the matter is 
reported to the Committee on Appropriations it shall receive 
fair consideration. 

Mr. TAWNEY. With that understanding,I withdraw the 
Cheers 

here being no further objection, the amendment of Mr, 
SAYERS was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BYNUM, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee having had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year en June 30, 
1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes, had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


AGREEMENT WITH YUMA INDIANS. 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consentfor the 
resent consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
erk’s desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate be 18 ested to transmit to the House a duly 
attested copy of the Senate bill 1919, entitled “An act to ratify and confirm 
an nuny min the suna Indians in VADAR for r their 
od ag nds and for other purposes,” to take the place of the o copy, 
which has been accidentally misplaced. 5 


The resolution was agreed to. 
VENTILATION. 


Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged report, 
which will take but five minutes. I do not propose to ask any 
action, but there is a report and resolution from the Committee 
on Ventilation and Acoustics that I desire to submit. I would 
like to have itread from the desk and then printed in the REC- 
ORD; and I give notice that it will be called up by the chair- 
man of the committee in a few days after it shall have appeared 
in the RECORD, after members shall have had an opportunity to 


read it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts if the committee have repor and had printed the eyi- 
dence alleged to have been taken by the committee in this mat- 


ter. 

Mr. WALKER. The evidence is not concluded, and it was 
not 5 5 8 advisable to print it at the present time. 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems to me it would give more information 
to the House if we could have the evidence than it would to 
have the resolution and report of the committee. If that is not 
to be done, I shall have to object to receiving the report at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object to 
printing this resolution and report in the RECORD? 

Mr.PAYNE. Ido. 

Mr. WALKER. I hope the gentleman will let it go over ug- 
til Monday. This isa privileged report, and I wanted to have 
it printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. PAYNE. How isita privileged report? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sents a privi matter it would come up for immediate con- 
sideration. The gentleman from Massachusetts, however, asks 
unanimous consent that the report and resolution be read and 
printed in the RECORD. f 

Mr. WALKER. The chairman will call it up at some subse- 
quent time; in a week or ten days from now. 

Mr. PAYNE. I object, unless we can have the evidence. 

Mr. WALKER. Task, then, that the report and resolution 
be printed in the RECORD, and that it be recommitted to the 
Cemmittee on Ventilation and Acoustics. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. But members desire to know what this com 
mittee is doing, and what is meant by these comments in rela- 
tion to the ventilation of this House, and they especially desire 
to have the evidence. 

Mr. WAKLER. The evidence is incomplete, but when it is 
completed, at the proper time it willbe printed. At present the 
committee is not prepared to print it, and they think it would 
be an injustics to the parties interested to print the evidence 
until the whole case is made up. It is ex parte evidence thus 
far, and I do not think it would be fair to the Architect of the 
Capitol to print itin an incomplete form. The committee de- 
sire to do him no injustice, but wish to treat him fairly in every 


t 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems to me that it would be a great deal 
fairer to the Architect to have the evidence printed as it is, so 
as toshow what has taken place before the committee and to en- 
able members to make their own comments on it. 

What I desire is to have the evidence come in with this re- 

and then, if the evidence is not complete, this committee 

certainly not prepared to make this report. 

Mr. WALKER. Then [I shallamend that by moving that the 
evidence be printed with the report. 

The SPE R pro tempore. The gentleman modifies his 
motion so as to include an order to print the testimony. 

Mr. WALKER. I move to recommit the resolution, and that 
the report be printed in the usual form, and that the testimony 


. e SPEAKER Without objection, that moti: 
S: pro i obj motion 
will be agreed to. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 


ordered. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
that they had examined and found enrolled bills of 

the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (HR. 5806) to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., 
s 5 and maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi 

ver; an 

A bill (S. 57) directing the Secretary of War to appoint a com- 
mission of engineers to examine and report upon the cost of 
deepening the harbors of Superior and Duluth and their en- 
trances to a uniform depth of 20 feet. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. EVERETT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
33 from Monday to Wednesday inclusive, on grounds of 

ealth. 5 

Mr. CAMPBELL, on motion of Mr. TRACEY, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave of absence indefinitely, on account of ill- 
ness in his family. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. SAYERS, (at 3 o'clock and 
15 minutes p. m.), adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under elause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on the District 
of Columbia was discharged from the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7502) authorizing the sale of title of United States toa 
tract of land in Montgomery County, in the State of Maryland, 
to William H. and 
to the Committee on 


Bobinger, and the same was referred 
ilitary rs. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7559) to amend sec- 
tions 2401 and 2403 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee 
on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. GRADY: A bill (H. R. 7560) to fix the standard and 
regulate the quality and price of gas within the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, vate bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7561) to remove 


The Chair thinks that if it pre- | from the rolls of the Army the charge of desertion against Neil 


e cies an POPA Anaao iA ine AAT 
gran an honorable i 
Military Affairs. £ 5 eit 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 7562) 
Tenderson Smith—to the Committee on 0 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 7563) for the relief of Lepine 
C. Rice, assignee of Robert Erwin, of Savannah, Ga.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


ranting a pension to 
Bensi ns. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Protest of citizens of Duluth, Mim., 
ag 10 the passage of House bill 7125 —to the Committee on Ag - 
rleulture. 

By Mr. BOEN: Protest of Lutheran Church, by H. Johnson, 

stor, of Norman County, Minn., against changing the pream- 

le of the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of 150 citizens of Salina, Kans., for 
the suppression of lotteries in Kansas City, Kans.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of N. A. Farnsworth, administrator 
of Ebenezer Barkley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolutions of Oregon State Grange, for 
election of Senators by the people and for free coinage of silver— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in, 
favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7554—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of George J. Hillyer and other 
citizens of Winona, Miun., and officers and members of Pioneer 
Council, No. 300, Royal Arcanum, praying for cer amend- 
ments to the tariff bill relative to fraternal beneficiary organiza- 
tions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TYLER: Papers to accompany House bill 7556—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, June 25, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Rev. W. H. D. D., the Chaplain of the Senate, 
offered the followin yer: 

O Thou, who art of kings and Lord of lords, we pray 
that Thy blessing may rest upon our sister Republic, bound to 
us by strong ties of gratitude and affection, which at this mo- 
ment is stirred to its very depths by a heinous crime, almost 
unparalleled in history. Grant unto the people of that nation 
wisdom, intelligence, self-control, submi to authority; and 
may those who are in charge of the state have the ance and 
direction of Thy Holy Spirit, that they may be led into wise 
counsels and prompt action in the adoption of most salutary and 
admirable expedients. 

We pray, O Lord, that Thy heavenly consolation may be 
vouchsafed to the widow and children who are bereft by this 
frightful calamity; and grant, O Lord, that the enemies of man- 
kind who are inflicting atrocities upon the nations may be re- 
strained by Thy Providence, helping the good men of every na- 
tion to act in such a way as that this enormity shall be stamped 
out from the face of the earth. 

Keep, we beseech Thee, O Lord, our rulers and our people from 
the dangers to which — 80 are exposed, and may we return in 
quietness and peace to dwell in conservatism, and in accordance 
with the laws of the land and the laws of God. 

May the grace of our Father in Heaven rest upon us, upon our 
afflicted sister 3 8 all lands, in this extremity, so 
that we may come at last e unity and brotherhood intended 
by Thy Son, the Ruler of the world. We pray through His hal- 
lowed name, our Saviour Jesus Christ. Amen. 

On motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was 
dispensed with. 

DEATH OF PRESIDENT CARNOT. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the 1 me 

as chairman of the Committee on Foreign lations of Sen- 


ate to make the saddest announcement that can be made to the 
American people in respect of any event outside of their o 
borders. is the death by assassination of President 

of the Republic of France. In view of that very impressive 
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alarming event, at which the nations of the earth will feel a se- 
rious shock, I present for the consideration of the Senate the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Alabama will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 
* 


mine oe That the 1 7 5 of —— anea ees unites oe the 5 
o in expressing e ple of France their sorrow and sym: n 
Tho national bereavement y are suffering from the cruel blow of an as- 
sassin, which was aimed at the peace of France and fell upon the heart of 
President Carnot; and, as a mark of ct due to the memory of the wise, 
virtuous, and patriotic President of the blic of France the Senate will, 
at the close ef this proceeding, stand ourned 
o’clock a. m. 

2. That the President of the United States is requested to communicate 
this expression of national sorrow to the Government of the Republic of 
France and to Madame Carnot. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the grief of a national be- 
reavement never falls upon France without exciting the sympa- 
thies of the American people. In the earliest days of this Re- 

ublic France won the gratitude of the people of the United 
Btates and created a sentiment of the deepest and most sincere 
regard which has united the names of Washington and Lafay- 
ette in a sacred memory that is imperishable. 

In the progress of both nations towards the highest attain- 
ments of civilization and government France the United 
States of America have moved abreast and in the front rank of 
the great powers of the world without controversy or jealousy. 
In the noble pee of securing to their people the blessings of 
liberty regula by law and founded upon the sovereignty of 
the people France and the United States have achieved a com- 
mon result and established immutably the true and just basis of 
human government. 

It is not to be expected that ungrateful and vicious men will 
not find a pretext for license and anarchy in their daring efforts 
to abolish all restraints that interfere with their wicked passions 
and indulgences, or that they will not appeal to the sacred name 
of liberty as a shelter for their mischievous designs. Under 
forms of government less liberal towards their subjects and more 
repressive of the common liberties of mankind, the same pre- 
texts for crime are found by such in their fierce denun- 
ciations of t; y. But in each case governmentowes the duty 
to the people of stern and 8 repression of crime, and es- 
pecially all crimes that threaten the integrity of the state and 
the of the country. 

President Carnot, the honest friend of liberty, regulated and 
supported by law, was marked as a victim by men who, being 
criminally insane, hold society and law in i res fy and cruise 
through the world in the pro ion of political piracy and 
murder. Because he loved the liberty of law he was selected for 
violent and brutal sacrifice, and has perished at the handsof an 
assassin. 

Carnot came from a family of heroic men, who never faltered 
in their love of liberty established in justice and regulated by 
law. His grandfather so loved the rty of France that he 
was the one senator who alone voted in the French Assembly 
that the First Consul was not an emperor; that France was a re- 
public; and that imperial power was not the legitimate offsprin 
of the French revolution. He had voted to execute Louis XV : 
and he refused to restore the powers of royalty in the person of 
Napoleon Bonaparte. 

In casting his vote against the elevation of Napoleon to im- 
perial titles and powers, he declared ‘‘ that he would vote against 
an empire for the same reason that he had voted against a life 
consulship, but without any personal animosity, and that he 
was quite prepared to render obedience to the Emperor should 
he be elected. He spoke in high praise of the American form 
of government, and added that Bonaparte might have adopted 
it at the time of the treaty of Amiens; that the abuses of des- 
porn led to worse results than the abuses of liberty, and that, 

fore smoothing the way to this despotism, which would beall 
the more dangerous because it was reared on military success, it 
would have been advisable to create institutions for its due re- 
pression. eee ee Oarnot's o tion, the motion was 

ut to the vote and adopted.“ When he voted in the National 

onvention for the execution of Louis XVI he said: In my 
opinion both justice and good policy require the death of Louis; 
but T must confess that never a duty weighed so heavily upon 
me. 


until to-morrow at 10 
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pire he was classed as a socialist, but his patriotism was rec- 
ognized as being devoutly sincere even by Napoleon the Third. 
No man in France has inherited greater honors or a better 
title to the love of the French people than Marie Francois Sadi 
Carnot, and no man’s life has better justified his right to the 
distinguished tribute to his worth bestowed upon him by France 
in his election to the Presidency of the Republic. His adminis- 
tration of theGovernment has been that of peace,attended with 
great prosperity. There is no stain of innocent blood upon his 
historic record. That which flowed from his pure and generous 
heart to Appena a thirstforrevenge upon 2 and upon goy- 
ernment, because they reprobate the crimes anarchists, is 
sacred to every human be in the world who is in harmony 
with the purposes of republican ‘institutions and the desire to 
establish personal and national liberty on foundations, laid by 
the people, of the right to make their own laws and the duty of 
unqualified obedience to their authority. It was the highest 
tion of Carnot thus toestablish justice and thus to secure 
Bonny Rag France, and his death is a sacrifice to the cause he so 
wo! y supported. America deplores the severe cost, alike to 
8 8 and to the cause of self-government ol this 
noble effort. 


I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I heartily approve the res- 
olution which has been offered by the Senator from Alabama, 
and all that he has said in favor of its passage. The people of 
France and the people of the United States have been bound to- 
gether by a tie of sympathy and fraternity ever since the period 
of our Revolution. France then created an obligation which has 
never been forgotten by the people of the United States. When 
the French pee meet a great disaster such as the one which 
has just befallen them so suddenly in the death of President 
Carnot the people of the United States sympathize with them, 
share in their sorrow, and denounce with horror the crime 
which has been committed—a crime so causeless, so cruel, so 
merciless, that we can not express it in uage. When under 
like circumstances a similar misfortune fell upon the ple of 
the United States the Republic of France expressed and empha- 
sized its s noo . We follow its example with the confident 
hope and be 1 t unnatural crimes like this can not weaken 
the faith of the French people in republican institutions or im- 
pair the strength of their Republic. 

I therefore heartily secònd the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to; and (at 10 o'clock 
and 20 minutes a. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, June 26, 1894, at 10 0’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 25, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., the Speaker in the chair. 

The Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY, offered the following prayer : 

O Lord, our God, our Father and our Friend, in life we are in 
the midst of death. Man that is born of woman is of few days 
and full of trouble. In the morning we are likethe grass which 
groweth up. Inthe morning it flourisheth and eth up; in 
the evening it is cut down and withereth; but Thou,O „art 
the same yesterday-and to-day and forever, and Thine eye shall 
never fail. We lift up our hearts to Thee this morning to thank 
Thee for the preservation of our lives, for the temporal bless- 


ings confe upon us, and for the rich provisions of Thy . 
O Lord, uny hy blessings descend upon the people of our 
land, espec: upon all in high places of power and authority. 


O Lord, defend them from evils and keep them from the 
hands of the assassin. Preserve them from sickness, from 
danger, and from sudden death. May Thy mercy extend to our 
sister nations. Suppressall anarchy. Subdue all wrongdoing. 
Give to the poopie a love of order and areverence for authority, 
and grant that the Prince of Peace may soon reign in every 
heart, to Thy name’s honor and glory. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 
ASSASSINATION OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE FRENCH RE- 

PUBLIC. 


The SPEAKER. The House will receive a message from the 
President. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was delivered to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 


taries. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the message. 


6800 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 26, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


The sho intelligence has been received that the President of the 
French Republic met death yesterday at the hands of an assassin. This 


terrible event which has overtaken a sister republic can not fail to deeply 
arouse the 


sympathies of the American nation, while the violent termina- 


tion of a career promising so much in aid of liberty and advancing civiliza- 
tion should be mourned as an affliction to mankind. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 25, 1894. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the civilized 
world is shocked and sorrow-stricken by the announcement of 
the assassination of the President of the French Republic. He 
was in many respects an ideal President, and was loved and re- 
spected in his own country and regarded with confidence and 
admiration in other countries. His death is a serious calamity 
for France and for Europe, and all over our country the people 
are filled with sympathy and sorrow. 

France is one of the great republics of the world. The re- 
lations of our country with that country are peaceful and cordial, 
and we should show in a marked and conspicuous manner our 
sorrow for the sad affliction which has fallen upon our sister 
republic. I therefore ask that the resolution which I now offer 
be adopted. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica has heard with profound sorrow of the assassination of President Carnot, 
and 1 the people of France sincere sympathy in their national bereave- 
That the President of the United States be requested to communicate 
this expression of sorrow to the government of the Republic of France and 
to Madame Cornot; that, as a further mark of respect to the memory 
of the President of the French Republic, the House of Representatives do 

now adjourn. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, all the people of the United States 
to-day share in the grief and horror of the French nation at 
the great calamity which has fallen upon them, and this House 
but expresses the universal feeling of the American people in 
the resolution that is pro It is a calamity not alone to the 
French people that President Carnot has been stricken down, 
for nations are so interdependent in this time in which we live 
ee 4 is a blow felt by every lover of liberty and order in the 
world. 

President Carnot, at the present time of critical questions 
pending in Europe, was a man whose personality was of grave 
and great importance asidefrom and above his political position. 
He was chosen in 1887, at a time when there were other and far 
more brilliant names presented for the Presidency—Mr. Brisson, 
Mr. Floquet, M. De Freycinet, and Jules Ferry—names that 
were known far more widely than his, but the reputation he had 
earned in the Chamber of Deputies (a body which exactly cor- 
responds to the House of Representatives of the United States), by 
his temperate, moderate, sensible, and laborious course through 
years of patriotic service, had built up for him a strong name 
and won the confidence of all, so that he was chosen President; 
and it was a most hopeful sign, in this our day, that a nation 
believed to be the one most easily charmed with and led aside 
by brilliant qualities should have, in a moment of grave trial, 
selected as chief ruler a man who was the very embodiment of 
saving common sense. : 

He was about to be re&lected President of the republic; and 
at this time, when social disorder is threatened in so many 
places, when the interests of great nations are liable to come in 
conflict and plunge the world into tumult and strife, we can feel 
not merely personal grief and anxiety for the wanton murder 
of a good man fallen by the red hand of crime, but a wider sor- 
row for the loss of a wise statesman in such high responsible 
position that the whole of mankind suffered a blow when he fell. 

I join with my colleague [Mr. McCREARy of Kentucky] in the 
expression of the sympathy which I believe every individual in 

House and in the nation shares with the French people. 
i Te SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the reso- 
ution. N 

The resolution was unanimously adopted; and, in accordance 
N (at 12 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.), the House ad- 

ourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
refe to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

E Sy HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
1154 ) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor. Report No. 


By Mr. KIEFER, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. 
R. 4) for the relief of Thomas H. Presswell. (Report No. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred, as follows: 5 
By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 7564) defining 
the term ‘‘anarchist” and fixing and providing penalties for 
18 attempted by anarchists—to the Committee on the Ju- 


ciary. 
By Mr. BRICKNER: A bill (H. R. 7565 to further regulate com- 
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, a private bill of the following 
title was presented and referred, as follows: 
By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 7586) to correct the military 
record of John Boon, late of Company C, Eighty-second Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Two petitions from citizens of Sheboy- 
gan and one from Milwaukee, Wis., against any increase of the 
tax on whisky and against any extension of the bonded period— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of citizens of Freehold, 
N. J., in favor of exempting fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
or associations from the income tax—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of 18 citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 

t the taxation of beneficiary and fraternal societies—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Memorial of Hon. James A. 
Canfield and others, chancellor and faculty of Nebraska State 
University, praying for more efficient legislation against lot- 
teries—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions of Illinois Building As- 
sociation League, adopted at Gales bury; III., representing 200,000 
shareholders, to amend income-tax bill so as toexempt building 
and loan associations—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Charles Wolf, John Leipke, An- 
drew G. Johnson, J. W. Murphy, R. H. Downing, James Bitt- 
ner, J. A. Frees, G. Anderson, M. L. McIntire, Charles Hoff- 
man, C. B. Wilcox, D. D., William V. McKinley, Silas J. 
Knittel, Lewis I. Wood, Henry J. Hansen, J. V. M. Davis, 
Phillip Gilbert, F. R. McManigal, Henry C. Capser, W. R. 
Hawthorne, Henry L. Gray, P. H. Kidd, W. Stegnet, R. M. 
Miller, C. L. Coleman, P. D. Codfrey, Christ. Lindhl, William 
Sundberg, T. F. Ramberg, A. Anderson, Charles H. Boostrom, 
Charles A. Malenberg, A. P. J. Colberg, John L. Johnson, and 
also a resolution of Washington Camp No. 4, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, and many others, all of Minnesota, against 
appropriation for Indian sectarian schools—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: Resolutions of the General Court of Massa- 
chusetts concerning thé extermination of the gypsy moth—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the General Court of Massachusetts rela- 
tive to the appointment and removal of veteransin the national 
civil service—to the Committee on Civil Service Reform. 

Also, resolutions of the General Court of Massachusetts rela- 
tive to national legislation against the lottery traffic—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of Toledo (Ohio) Council, No. 21, 
Royal Arcanum, favoring exemption of fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties from the operation of the income-tax law—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, June 26, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D, D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of February 27, 1894, directing the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to resxamine Treasury set- 
tlement No. 5441 of January 22, 1835, a report of the Second Comp- 
troller in the matter; which, with the apooraa ing papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. ? 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, in response toa resolution of the 
Senate of the 20th instant, the original report of Maj. Clifton 
Comly, Ordnance Department, United States Army, dated Feb- 
ruary 17, 1894, On the operations of the division of military 
. of the international congress of engineers, held in 
Chicago last August under the auspices of the World’s Congress 
Auxiliary of the Columbian Exposition,” together with the 
papers referred to in the report and list of contents of the same; 
which, on motion of Mr. MANDERSON, was, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McMILLAN prooien a memorial of the Pharmaceutical 
Society,of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating rgainst an increase of 
the internal revenue tax on alcohol; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Michigan State Assembly, 
Knights of Labor, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Gresham bill, in regard to claims arising under the eight-hour 
yes which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

r: 

He also presented the petition of Dan J. Wilson and sundr 
other citizens of Jackson, Mich., praying that fraternal benefici- 
ary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from the pro- 
posed income tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also re the memorial of J. S. Meier and sundry other 
citizens of Flint, Mich., remonstrating against an increase of 
the duty on wrapper tobacco beyond that provided for in the so- 
called Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. L. Allen and sundry other 
citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich., and the petition of David Inglis 
and sundry other citizens of Wayne County, Mich., praying that 
the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations 
be exempted from the proposed income tax of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MARTIN presented the petition of J. T. Moore, A. A. 
McGrew, H. B. Sparks, and sundry other citizens of Crawford 
County, Kans., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance 
companies and associations be exempted from the proposed in- 
come tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented memorials of W. E. West and 158 other 
citizens of Jasper; of F. Reese and 148 other citizens of Lake 
Crystal, and of Washington Camp No. 4, Patriotic Order Sons 
of America, and 743 citizens ot St. Paul, all in the State of Min- 
nesota, remonstrating against the ap . ol publie mon- 
eys for the maintenance of sectarian Indian schools; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented petitions of J. W. Watross and 90 other 
citizens of St. Paul; of C. K. P. Crockett and sundry other 
citizens of Winona, and of J. F. Dean and 50 other citizens of 
St. Paul, all in the State cf Minnesota, praying that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from 
the proposed income tax provision of the pending tariff bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of H.M. Hodgman and W. H. 
Yardley, of St. Paul, Minn., praying that the funds of mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL . a petition of sundry citizens of 
Caledonia County, Vt., praying that the funds of mutual life 
insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of 38 citizens of 
Weeping Water, Nebr., praying that fraternal beneficiary soci- 
eties, orders, or associations bs exempted from the proposed in- 
come-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Louisiana, praying for the passage 
of a bill now pending before the Congress of the United States, 

roviding for a permanent exhibit at the Cotton States and In- 
ternational Exposition, to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in 1895; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

current resolution ues nato nd 
8 tor and ald in the pass cae 8 l DOW pe Hug belare, 8 


of the United States, provi for a Government exhibit at the Cotton 
States and International Ex tion to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in 1895, 


Whereas the Cotton States and International Expositon to be held in At- 
Janta, Ga., during September, October, November, and December, 1895, is to 
be iy no sense local, but is for the purpose of bringing about closer com- 
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mercial relations between this country and Mexico, Central, and South 
America, and the West Indies, which would result in largely increasing 
the trade between the United States and the said countries; and 

Whereas the holding of such an exposition will do great good to the en- 
tire country, and ly to the Southern States and the State of Louis- 
iana, and such a movement should be enco by all persons; and 

Whereas a bill has been introduced in the Congress of the United States 
providing for a Government exhibit at said e tion: Therefore 

Be it resolved by the senate (the house concurring), That said exposition is 
strongly indorsed, and the objectssought to beaccomplished are worthy the 
active and earnest support of every Southern State. 

Be it further resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from this State are urgently requested tovote for and aid in every possible 
way to secure the e of the said bill in Congress providing for said 
Government exhibit at said exposition. 

Be it further resolved, That a copy. of this presona and of these resolu- 
ona be duly certified and forwarded to our Senators and Representatives 

jongress, 


G. W. BOLON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


President pro tempore a the Senate. 


MURPHY J. FOSTER, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana, 
A true copy: 


[SEAL.] T. S. ADAM, Secretary of State. 


Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of H. R. Conger and 
sundry other citizens of Burlington, Vt., praying that the funds 
of mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Walsh County, N. Dak., praying that the funds of mutual life 
insurance companies and associations be 8 from the pro- 
posed income tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Hughes County, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to provide for a substantial protective tariff rate on wool; 
which were ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. HOAR. I present sundry resolutions adopted by the 
senate and house of representatives of the State of Massachu- 
setts, copies of which have been furnished to the Chair. I ask 
thatthe resolutions may be printed in the RECORD, and referred 
to the appropriate committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that he has 
copies of the resolutions before him and intended to lay them 
before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR presented the following resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts; which were referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD: 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, in the ycar 1894. 


Resolutions relative to the appointment and remoyal of veterans in the na- 
tional civilservice. 


Whereas a bill is now pending betore Congress “to insure preference in 
appointment, employment, and retention in the public service of the United 
States to veterans of the late war; 

Resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, in General Court assembled, believe it is expedi- 
ent that Union veterans should be preferred to other applicants for positions 
in the national public service where they presentequa! qualifications for the 


Approved June 22, 1894. 


discharge of their duties; and that they should be protected from removal 
for causes disconnected with their eMiciency and faithfulness in the perform- 
ance of such duties. 


Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be transmitted to the Senators 
and Representatives from this Commonwealth in the Congress of the United 


States. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 5, 1894. 
Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 
EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 


SENATE, June 8, 1894. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 


EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, 


Mr. HOAR presented the following resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts; which were ordered to lie on the table, 
and to bo printed in the RECORD: 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, in the year 1894, 
Resolutions relative to national 8 for the suppression of the lottery 
tratio , 


Adopted, in concurrence. 


A true copy. Attest: 


Whereas the lottery until recently established in the State of Louisiana 
has been transferred tothe Republicof Honduras, where its managers 2 
to continue its business and to export tickets and circulars tothe United 


tates; : 

Resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of Massachusetts, 
in General Court assembled, 8 urge upon Congress the enact- 
ment of legislation which will prevent so far as possible the introduction of 
lottery matter into the United States from foreign countries, and its trans- 
portation from State to State. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the rag officers 
of both branches of Congress, and also to the Senators and Representatives 
in Congress from this Commonwealth. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 17, 1804. 


Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 
y E EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, Clerk ' 
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ae SENATE, May 21, 1894. 
concurrence, 
ma HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 
A true copy. Attest: 
EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. HOAR presented the following resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD: 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS in the year 1594. 
Resolution concerning the extermination of the gypsy moth. 


Whereas the moth, an insect pest, has found a 
rsistent.work is neces- 


request the Senators 
mgress of the United 
of prompt and vigorous action 
to exterminate said p uence to secure from 
an appropriation of $100,000 to assist this Commonwealth in defraying the 
necessary expenses of the work. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 17, 1894, 
Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 
EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 
SENATE, May 21, 1894. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 


EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of usetts, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislature of the State of 
Massachusetts praying thatan appropriation of $100,000 be made 
for the extermination of the gypsy moth; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and gp he 

He also presented a petition of the Legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts, praying that preference in appointment, em- 
ployment, and retention in the public service of the United 
States be given to veterans of the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2070) to provide for the restora- 
tion to the State of Michigan two flags carried by the Twenty- 
second Michigan Infantry Volunteers and now in the War De- 
partment, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
MoRGaN on the 14th instant, intended to be proposed to the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. VILAS 
on the llth instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, so bar favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 


Adopted, in concurrence. 
A true copy. Attest: 


LOUIS A. YORKE. 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Commitice on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1438) for the relief of 
Louis A. Yorke, to report itfavorably, and J ask that it be acted 
upon. A similar bill has heretofore passed the Senate, and I 
desire to get it to the House of Representatives. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
hes proceeded to consfder the bill; which was read, as fol- 

ows: 


Be it enacted, eté., That the action of the board by which Passed Assistant 
yymaster Louis A. Yorke was examined set aside and de- 


Pa; be 

clared null and void President is hereby authorized to appoint him 
to the office to which he w: have but for „ and 
to retire him t grade as ot the date he was wholly retired, ging him 
with = extra pay and allowances him t : That he 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
aeron to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


-industries whose 


BILL INTRODUCED, ~ 


_Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2161) to increase the pen- 
sion of Graham McClossen; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
osed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
asa to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

>) Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be - 
posed by him to the District of Columbia ap ropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the istrict of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. ‘ 

Mr. PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


COLUMBIA RIVER QUARANTINE HOSPITAL. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resoleed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to 
the Senate copies of all correspondence and reports in the Department, and 
all information he may possess concerning the importance of and urgency 
for the establishment of a quarantine hospital at or near the mouth of the 
Columbia River,and toinform the Senate whether any Congressional action 
is necessary concerning the same. 


PERSONS ENGAGED IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES. 


Mr. ALLEN. T ask unanimous consent to call up Order of 
Business 448 on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The business will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to inform the Senate of the total number of persons 
engaged in protected industries in the United States whose 
wages are, or may be claimed to be, affected by tariff legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to hear the resolution read 
for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
May 15, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate of the total number of persons engaged in protected 
industries inthe United States whose wages are, or may be claimed to be, 
affected by tariff legislation; the total number of pe 
are not or will not be affected by 


and sho rly Nae the population of the United States who de: 


the foreign market for the sale of their products, 
respectively; such information to be based on the census of 1890. Also, that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed and uired to 
inform the Senate of the total number of such persons who are native-born 
citizens of the United States of America, the total number who are natural- 
ized citizens, and the total number of such persons who are aliens; and at 
what ratio, if any, alien mechanics and laborers have been taking the place 
of native and naturalized citizens of the United States in the protected in- 
dustries of the United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know that I object to the con- 
sideration of the resolution, but it seems to me that it asks for 
information which it would be absolutely impossible for any 
officer of the Government to furnish. As was suggested by some 
Senator on a former occasion when the resolution was before 
the Senate, if anyone is to supply the information it ought to 
be the Superintendent of the Census rather than the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

As I said a moment ago, I do not know that I object to the 
consideration of the resolution, but my present inclination is to 
move to refer it to the Committee on Finance. If the resolution 
is considered I give notice that I shall make that motion. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask that the resolution be considered. I do 
not understand the Senator from New Hampshire to object to 
its consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, resumed the consideration 
of the resolution. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that there is 
a motion pending to refer the resolution to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber will permit the resolution to go through. I understand the 
information to be in the Department. If it is not 
there, the resolution does no harm. If it is there, it strikesme 
that the Senate and the country ought to know it. This is the 
fourth or fifth time that I have undertaken to get consideration 
of the resolution. I am not pressing it for any partisan pur- 

I am pressing it for the desired information. I trust the 
tor from New Hampshire will not undertake to bury the 
resolution in a committee, and by that means stifle the inquiry. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that I have no osition to 
do that. I call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to 
the fact that he proposes to ask for information to how many 


the kind the Senator from Nebraska will proba 


1894. 
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people will be affected by tariff legislation. I also call his at- 

tention to the ificant fact that we have not ze passed the 

tariff bill. In the nature of things we do not know what the 

tariff legislation will be. I hope it will be ae different from 
ly vote for. 

I did not know that there was a motion pending to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Finance. I should have made 
such a motion myself if it had not been pending. I hope the 
resolution will be referred to that committee for consideration 
and report. 

Mr. ALLEN. Information of this kind was furnished by the 
Secretary ef the Treasury in 1886, andit is information that I 
look upon as very valuable. There is a precedent for a resolu- 
tion of this kind, andI can not see why Senators should object 
to itsconsideration at this time and not permit it togo through. 

Mr. MORRILL. The resolution really requires amendment. 
I made the motion on a former occasion to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Finance with no Rarpode of burying the resolution in 
the Committee on Finance, but it really deserves to beamended. 
For instance, take the question where one man in a family of 
five is employed in a manufactory that has received protection; 
should he and his family be included, or only one? ere area 
great many other points in the resolution. Anyone who will 
examine it will see that it would be certainly proper to have it 
amended, — 

Take some villages that are supported by and dependent en- 
tirely upon a manufacture of some article of commerce, the ques- 
tion arises, how ey ace there affected by it? Then the ques- 
tion arises, what will you call protected manufactures? Are 
they agricultural products or manufactured products, and what 
products are receiving eee 

Certainly the resolution should be amended by the Committee 
on Finanee, where both parties are represented. The Senator 
from Nebraska has drawn the resolution so that it suits him, of 
course, but I do not think it will be regarded asa fair proposi- 
tion by anyone on either side of the question of protection or 
nonprotection. The resolution surely ought to be considered 
and amended by the proper committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. I could not hear what the Senator from Ver- 
mont said. I do not know what he did say, and therefore I do 
not know whether his remarks call for reply from me. But I do 
want. to say to Senators on the other side that this is the fourth 
time, I think, I have undertaken to call up the resolution and 
get some action of the Senate upon it, and each time there has 

n a dilatory motion of some kind made or an objection inter- 
posed. While I have no desire whatever to employ any law of 
retaliation, I do propose, if this resolution can not go through, 
that the business which is done here in the morning hour shall 
be done in its order if I am in the Chamber—that nothing shall 
be taken up by unanimous consent when I am here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], to refer the pending 
resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays; but 
first, as there appears to be a lack of a quorum, I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to hear the resolution read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the roll be called first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Missouri that the lack of a quorum is suggested. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 


swered to their names; 

Allen, Faulkner, Manderson, Shoup, 

Bate, e, Martin, Teller, 

a e | oa A 

Orge, e; oor: 

Call. Hale Morrill," Walsh, 
` Irby, | Patton, White. 

Cullom, Jones, Ark Peffer, 

Davis, Lindsay, Perkins, 

Dolph. Me Platt, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. No quorum is present. What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will exe- 
cute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. PROCTOR, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. PETTI- 
GREW, Mr. HUNTON, and Mr. HILL entered the Chamber and 


answered to their names. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators have an- 
gwered to their names. A quorum is present. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, itis so ordered. 


The question is on the motion of the Senator from Vermont to 


refer the resolution tothe Committee on Finance. The resolu- 
tion will be again read. 

The Secre again read the resolution. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The question is on the motion of 


the Senator from Vermont to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and an were ordered; and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. : 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], with the lib- 
erty ak voting to make a quorum. For the present I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam d with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], with the privilege of 
voting to make a quorum. I withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. Ifhe 
were presént, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON]. If he 
were present, I should vote nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON], and therefore 
withhold my vote. If he were present I should vote yea.” 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called). I am with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrmry]. I he were here I 
should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (after having voted in the affirm- 
ative). I inquire if the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VILAS] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I withdraw my vote, as I 


am paired with that Senator. 
Mr. CALL. I transfer my pair withthe Senator from Massa- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. 


chusetts [Mr. LODGE] to the 
KYLE}, and vote nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I understand that there is no quorum 
voting. Under my pair I am entitled to vote to make a quorum, 
and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Having reserved the right 
to vote to make a quorum, I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McCLAURIN. I understand there is no quorum, and as I 
reserved the right to vote to make a quorum, I vote“ nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. If necessary to make a quorum I have the 
liberty of voting. I vote yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have a right to vote to make 
a quorum. I vote yea.“ 

e result was announced—yeas 16, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Allison, Gallinger, Mitche S 
Ouliom, Hale, Park an 8 
Dolph. Platt, Teller, 
Frye, Manderson, Proctor, Washburn. 
NAYS—2. 
Coke, 
Bate, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Baeri i 
Blackburn, McLaurin, Voorhees, 
Blanchard, Hin, Walsh, 
Call, Hunton, White. 
Cockrell, Irby, Mitchell, Wis. 
NOT VOTING—#2. 
Aldrich, Dubois, MeMill Roach, 
Brice, Gibson, cP — Smith, 
Butler, Gordon, Morgan, Squire, 
Caffery, Gorman, Stewart, 
Camden, Gray, Murphy, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Palmer, Vest, 
Carey. Hawley, Patton, 
Chandler, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Daniel, Jones, Ney. Power, Wolcott. 
Davis, Kyle, Quay, 
Lodge, Ransom. 


So the motion to refer was not d to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o’clock 
5 arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
ess. 
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CLAIMS FOR INSURANCE PAID ON VESSELS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Claims to report a resolution, for which I ask present 
consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion reported by him, which will be read for information. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to cause the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to reéxa e the 
Treasury settlements made in Id and 1885and numbered 5000, 5085, 5201, 5390, 
5303, 5968, and 5368, heretofore certified to Congress for appropriation in favor 
of the respective claimants for insurance paid by them on vessels, and to 
submit the reasons for the certification, together with a detailed statement 
of the facts upon which each originated; and report the same to Congress in 
a manner similar to the report submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
January 31, 1894 ( ted in Senate Executive Document No. 98, second ses- 
gion Fifty-third Congress), in regard to certain other Treasury settlements 
certified to Congress for appropriation at the same time. 


Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Senator asks unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the request. 

Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will go over. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I ask that. the resolution 
may be laid before the Senate to-morrow morning. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 23d instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 210) for the relief of Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, 
Mo.; and 

An act (S. 499) to provide for the adjustment and 8 of 
the claim of Thomas Rhys Smith for work done and materials 
furnished for the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 55, line 7, on page 171, after the 
word securities,“ it is proposed to strike out except such 
bonds of the United States as are by the law of their issuance 
exempt from all Federal taxation.” 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest], in charge of portion of the bill, an amendment on 
page 171, line 8, after the words United States,” to strike out 
the word “as,“ and insert the words“ the principal and interest 
of which;” so as to read, except such bonds of the United 
States, the principal and interest of which are by the law of 
their issuance exempt from all Federal taxation,” the object 
being that the bill, if it shall become a law, will show on its face 
that both the principal and the interest are exempt from Fed- 
eral taxation. 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I withdraw the amendment which I offered on 
Saturday last. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York is withdrawn. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to say in withdrawing the 
amendment that one of my objects in offering it was to call the 
attention of the country to the fact that this exemption, which 
seems to be a necessary one under the law, at least lam disposed 
to conceive it to be necessary at this time, takes out from the 
operation of the act $635,000,000 worth of property represented 
in Government bonds, the point being that it isclaimed that this 
income-tax provision is designed for the purpose of reaching the 
wealth of the country and equalizing taxation. It is said that 
the wealthy men of the country have their money so invested 
that they can not be reached by other methods or systems of 
taxation, and that the object of the income-tax provision is to 
reach that class of people; but as itstands, itisimpotentfor that 
purpose, and $365,000,000 are necessarily exempt from its pro- 

ons. 

I move to amend in the same section by adding, after the word 
taxation,“ in line 9, the words“ and except the bonds of any 
State, pits municipality, or town.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say to the Senator from New 
York that the bonds issued by the United States in aid of the 
Pacific railroads are not . — by the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. HILL. I so understand. 


Mr. SHERMAN. And therefore I think the amount of those 
bonds ought to be.included. I understand the amount of the 
bonds of the Pacific railroads is included in this six hundred and 
some odd millions. 

Mr. HILL. No, sir; they are not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only bonds exempt from the income 
tax are those issued under the funding act of 1861. 

Mr. HILL. There are some $64,000,000 of bonds issued in aid 
of the several Pacific railroads, and those are open to taxation 
as the bill now stands, and properly so, I think. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

_The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘taxation,” in line 9, sec- 
tion 55, it is proposed to add, and except the bonds of any 
State, municipality, or town.” 

Mr. HILL. The object of the amendment appears from a 
bare statement of the amendment itself. It was stated in the 
brief debate had upon this question last Saturday that one of 
the reasons why the Government ought not to tax Government 
bonds is that it necessarily decreases the value of those bonds, 
aside from any other question which might arise in regard to 
repudiation. The propriety of exempting the bonds of any 
State, county, municipality, or town, it seems to me, is clear. 
In the first place, such a taxation necessarily decreases and di- 
minishes the value of those bonds. It is a ct attack by the 
General Government against the States and against the admin- 
istration of the States. 

When Isay States“ I mean to include the subdivisions of the 
States, namely, counties, municipalities, and towns. The right 
of the State to float its own bonds, and thereby I mean to in- 
clude all these county, municipality, and town bonds, ought to 
be clear. In the first place, nearly all the Government bonds 
of the country—in fact, all the Government bonds which can 
strictly be called such, becauss the Pacific railroad bonds are 
not distinctly such—are exempt from taxation by the terms of 
the pending bill and by law. It seems to me that in justice to 
the States the same privilege should be accorded to them, 
namely, that the States should have the right to float their bonds 
without any governmental taxation. 

Tam not here prepared to say that technically the power of 
the Federal Government to tax the income from such bonds 
may not exist. It has not been decided by any express author- 
ity. I think there is considerable doubt about the constitu- 
tional right of the Federal Government to tax the income from 
those bonds. As it has been said before, the right to tax in- 
volves the right to destroy, and the Federal Government has 
no power, either directly or indirectly, to destroy the bonds of 
aStite. If it can diminish their value, then it can destroy 


them. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from New 
York allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Do I understand the Senator 
from New York to say that there has been no direct decision by 
the Supreme Court of the United States, as far as he is advised, 
to the effect that Congress has no power to impose a tax upon 
State or municipal securities? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of oy bey Iam under the impression that 
there have been several decisions directly in point upon this 
question, against the power. I think IL can find them. 

Mr. HILL. Of course, it was held that the General Govern- 
ment had a right to impose a 10 per cent bank tax, which was a 
tax upon the institutions of the States. Indirectly it was a tax 
upon the banks of the States, being a tax upon their circulation. 

at, however, was held not upon the ground we are now dis- 
cussing, but meow the broad ground that the General Govern- 
ment under the Constitution being vested with the power to 
ere ite a uniform currency, therefore, by virtue of that power, 
which superseded all others, Congress had the right in its dis- 
cretion to tax the circulation of State banks. i 

But the decision is not placed upon the particular ground of 
the right to tax the bonds themselves as the creatures of the 
State government. It was simply upon the ground that the Gen- 
eral Government, being vested with the power to create a na- 
tional currency, and as the State currency more or less conflicted 
with it, therefore the General Government had the right to do 
it. That is the case of Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, 8 Wallace, 533. 
That is not an authority for this power. 

Now, aside from the question of the exercise of a doubtful 
power, it strikes me that in justice to the States, which we all 
represent here upon this floor, as we arerepresentatives of the 
States as well as of the nation, and the proposed law will bear 
harshly upon the States, we ought to leave to the States and to the 
subdivisions of the States also the right to issue bonds, and that 
they should not be subjected to Federal taxation. Asa matter 


‘ 
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of propriety, I do not think it wise in framing a bill of this char- 
acter that we should seek to fill it full of doubtful questions, 
which must go to the courts to be disposed of. 

This is all I propose to say at present upon the propriety of 
the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the question which was before the 
Senate when we adjourned Saturday was a very different one 
from that now presented. It was then contended by the Sena- 
7 some New York that United States bonds should be taxed by 
the 3 

Mr. HILL. No; that the income from United States bonds 
should be taxed, where the law, as I then understood it, only 
specified that the bonds themselves shall be exempt. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; I will take itas the Senator has mod- 
ified it, that the income on United States bonds should be taxed. 


— Mr. HILL. Yes; where only the bonds themselves are ex- 


— 


empt by statute. 

Mr. VEST. The contention then was that no law could be 
found which exempted from taxation principal and interest of 
United States bonds. 

Mr. HILL. I made no such contention. 

Mr. VEST. It was made upon the other side of the Chamber. 
That law was found, and that question was disposed of. I take 
it for granted that no Senator here wishes to put a tax upon 
bonds, the principal and interest of which, by the law of their 
issuance, are exempt from taxation. That is settled. 

Now, the Senator from New York proposesto exempt, in the 
pretended interest of States and muncipalities, the immense 
amount of indebtedness in this country which is represented by 
the bonds of cities, towns, and States. It is apparent on the 
statement of the question that that is notin the interest of the 
States or municipalities. They issue bonds; they are sold upon 
the market; they go into the hands of holders. 

The uestion now before the Senate is whether those holders 
shall not pay their proportion of the burden imposed by the 
proposed law. Upon page 188, in section 54, which is put in as 
a substitute for sections 59, 60, and 61, it will be found that 
States, counties, and municipalities are exempt from the 2 per 
cent tax upon their net profits with other corporations; and 
share 1 also a pending amendment, which I suppose will be 

0 — 

Mr. HILL. 1 should like to ask the Senator from Missouri, 
if he will permit me, what are the net profits of States, counties, 
and municipalities? ` 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that there would be any net prof- 
its, unless it should be said that what they had in their treas- 
uries over and above their operating expenses would be consid- 
ered as profits. But whether there be any profits or not, that 
question is removed from all doubt and discussion by the abso- 
lute provision of the proposed law. An amendment is pending, 
as I was proceeding to observe, which exempts the profits of all 
corporations, their bonded or other indebtedness. So we are 
remitted to the simple question whether the holders of bonds of 
cities, towns, and States should not pay the 2 per cent tax with 
the rest of their fellow-citizens. > 

There is no good reason why they should be exempt. Takea 
millionaire, who invests his immense fortune, fifty or a hundred 
million dollars, in State or municipal securities; shall he be ex- 
empt? What would be the result of such legislation? It would 
be to place an enormous premium upon these securities in con- 
tradistinction with other securities of the country. I take it if 
the income tax is to be defended at all, it should be defended 
ppon the ground of placing an equal burden upon all the people 
of this country; in other words, that the protection given by 
the Government to the property of the citizen should be met b 
a tax upon the citizen, no matter what property he may hold, 
unless it be within the exemptions of the bill for benevolent, 
charitable, or educational purposes. 

Now, what argument can be made that the holder of State or 
city bonds, which have been put upon the market and sold and 
the money received by the State or municipality, and expended 
by it, should be exempt from taxation? Is that not an invest- 
ment? Is that not as much an investment as any other which 
can be made by the citizen? I can not conceive where there is 
anything in the shape of an equity which should prevent such 
securities from sharing the common fate under this measure 
given to all others, 

Mr. PEFFER. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the pending bill, which I ask may be printed, and lie 
on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Missouri 
begs the question. He refers to that clause in the proposed 
amendment which provides that ‘‘nothing herein contained 
shall apply to States, counties, or municipalities,” and seems 
to desire us to infer from that clause that some special favor 


has been granted to the States, counties, and municipaliti 
by reason of it. None has been acco 155 What have tne 
States, counties, and municipalities, which they themselyes 
own, which could be taxed 

Their property consists simply of their real estate; it consis 
of the revenues which they derive by taxation for th sb coe 
of their respective localities; and you can not under the Con: 
stitution tax their real estate, in this way at least. They hay 
nothing else to tax. Therefore this exemption adds nothin 13 
their constitutional rights and takes nothing away. It confers 
no special privileges upon them. But the attack upon the States 
is made in this indirect way by providing that their bonds shall 
be subject to taxation. 

Mr. President, we are not only legislating for bonds which 
have already been issued by States, counties, and municipalities, 
but we are now legislating in regard tothe income derivedfrom 
future bonds. Will the Senator tell me that the clause in the 
bill which virtually allows the income from that class of secur- 
ities to be taxed will not greatly diminish the value of those 
bonds when théy are sought to be put upon the market? If ít 
be fair and right that the General Government's bonds should 
be exempt from this provision (and I am not now discussing the 
question of the original fairness or the propriety of that pro- 
ceeding; it is so denominated in the bonds, and I am not quar- 
reling with that provision), it seems to me, even though there 
may be a constitutional right to tax, which the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] very much doubts, yet that as a matter 
of propriety, State, county, and municipal bonds should also be 
exempted. 

Mr. President, the mere fact that a millionaire may own a 
large number of bonds and that he ought to be taxed is no ar- 
gument upon this question. A millionaire may owna large num- 
ber of Government bonds and he ought to be taxed. 

Mr. VEST. There is a contract in that case. 

Mr. HILL. But we are now making a new contract substan- 
tially, because we are now 3 a law which is to apply to 
the future issue of State bonds. hen, for instance, A bought 
a year ago $10,000 worth of State bonds of New York, of course 
he bought them under the idea and theory that siey would not 
be subject to Federal taxation of this character, It istrue there 
is no contract which prevents the Government doing so, but how 
will it be in regard to future bonds which the State governments 
map seek to negotiate? 

ith this provision staring them in the face, will not the 
States find great difficulty, except with increased rates of inter- 
est, in floating their bonds? Isubmitthatin justice to the States, 
where you are taking away from them these vast fields of reve- 
nue, you ought to leave them something, and the right to float 
their own bonds, free and exempt from this species of govern- 
mental taxation, ought to exist. $ 

I submit it will make but very little difference to the parties 
who own the bonds. I answer the Senator's argument in this 
way: that it will make but very little difference to those who 
hereafter purchase such bonds; but when the States, counties, 
and municipalities proceed to negotiate their bonds in the future 
they will find that the bonds have fallen in value just by reason 
of this very provision. The people who buy the bonds will in- 
sist upon higher rates of interest to overcome the tax which we 
are imposing by the terms of the bill. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I suggest to the Senator from New York 
that thereby it will increase the State taxation to meet the in- 
terest upon the bonds. : 

Mr. HILL. Of course thatisso. State taxation and county 
taxation and municipal taxation will be increased, because they 
all stand upon the same basis. In the first place, it is a doubt- 
ful constitutional power. But Iam not disposed to press that 
question. In the second place, as a matter of propriety it 
ought not to be done, when all your Government bonds are ex- 
empt under a contract made years ago, with which I am not 
quarreling; let bygones be bygones. All the bonds which may 
be issued in the next six months, as it is anticipated by some 
that bonds will be issued, will be exempt from this class of tax- 
ation. If any Senator's own State wants to negotiate some 
bonds, your own town or municipality, what reason is there for 
subjecting those bonds to this new taxation, which will more 
or less diminish the value of the bonds and increase the rate 
of interest? 

Mr. President, the true theory of the Government is that the 
States, whether they are limited in the contract or not, can not ~ 
tax a Government bond. I am not now speaking of the ques- 
tion of interest; that is a different question; but the broad prin- 
ciple is asserted by the General Government, regardless of the 
question of contract, regardless of what the statute is under 
which they were issued, is that the States can not tax Govern-~ 
ment securities. The principle is what Lam speaking of. Isay 
a broad reciprocity on the other hand ought to exist, namely, 
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-that when the Federal Government is framing a system of Fed- 
eral taxation it ought to exempt State, county, and municipal 
bonds and place them upon an equality, so that States will not 
be compelled in the markets of the world or the markets of the 
country to otiate their bonds at a higher interest. It seems 
to me this is and right; and whether it did or did not occur 
to the Finance Committee in the original framing of the bill, is 
a matter of no consequence. The question now is, Does it not 
meet the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from New York permit me? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Has the Senator examined the question whether 
the United States can tax the income of a bond which by the 
statute has been made exempt from taxation; in other words, 
whether the State can exempt its bonds from all taxation? 

Mr. HILL. I have no doubt the State can do it, and that if 
the State has done it in any ene instance it is beyond the 
constitutional power of the Government to tax it directly or in- 


directly. 

Mr. PLATT. The States when they issue bonds 

Mr. HILL. Sometimes’do that. 

Mr. PLATT. Exempt them from taxation as a usual thing, 
but whether they go so far as to say in the statute ‘‘all taxation, 
State and Federal,” I doubt. I understand that it is conceded 
that you can not oblige an individual to incorporate in his taxa- 
ble income the salary which he derives from a State. Now, the 
States in some respect are independent and sovereign. As to 
their management, as to their autonomy they are independent 
and sovereign. For some purpose a State deems it necessary to 
issue a loan. How far can it go in exempting that loan from 
taxation by the Federal authority? I have not investigated the 

uestion; I thought perhaps the Senator from New York had 
one s. 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; I have investigated it, allow me to say 
right here, in my own State. I know numerous instances where 
bonds have heen issued under the authority of the State by mu- 
nicipalities. I know in the city of Brooklyn for the erection of 
armories several hundred thousand dollars of bonds were is- 
sued, and by the terms of their issue they were declared to be 
exempt from all taxation. Of course I am free to say they did not 
have in view at that time any Federal taxation. But 1 submit 
that where by the terms of the act under which the bonds are 
issued the Federal Government has no right to tax those bonds 
where it is provided they shall be exempt from taxation. In 
other words, we do not tax the salaries of State officers, county 
officers, municipal officers. Why? Because it is held expressly 
by the S me Court that they are a part of the means or in- 
strumentality of a State government by which to conduct its 
affairs, and as each State has the right to borrow money, as 
each municipality, is invested with power to borrow money, 
and therefore the ect to issue bonds, the right to protect 
those bonds from Federal taxation, if seems to me, is a power 
that must clearly exist. 

/ Mr. HIGGINS. Ishould like to suggest to the Senator from 

New York that in one sense it is true the power to taxisa 
power to destroy. There is no limit upon the discretion as to 

the amount of tax, which could be laid as heavily as you please, 
and therefore the power of the State to borrow, which may be 
indispensable for the proper conduct of business and affairs, is 
thus subject to this measure. It seems tome under our Federal 
system an impairment of sovereignty is contrary to our theory 
and system of government, and it might prove destructive of 
the ability of the States to conduct their affairs. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from New 
York whether in his opinion the law which exempts Govern- 
ment bonds from taxation was intended to include or does in- 
clude taxation of the interest derived from the bonds? I have 
here the statute of February 25, 1862, viding for the issuance 
of a large number of 5-20 bonds and the first issue of green- 
backs, and I will read the language of the act. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me right there? The 
original act under which bonds were issued and the acts etl 
1 to about 1870, specified that the bonds themselves should 

exempt from taxation, but they said nothing in regard tothe 

interest. In 1870 and about that time, as was explained by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] on Saturday, all the bonds 
wererefunded, and it was then provided in the refunding act that 
both the principal and the interest should be exempted, and all 
the bonds now outstanding, with the exception of the Pacific 
Railroad bonds, have been issued under those refunding acts, 
the bonds amounting to $635,000,000.. So there is no escape, it 
strikes me, from the exemption which has already been olaca 
in exempting that class of Government bonds; in fact, exempt- 
ing of Government bonds except the bonds issueđ in aid of the 
hairy Armin which, of course, are not technically Govern- 
ment bonds. 


Mr. PEFFER. I think it is important that we have thismat- 
ter dis d of now, and I will read the language of the original 
act of February 25, 1862: 

And all stocks, bonds, and other securi 
individuals, agate or associations wittbs che United Beate ane! 1 
be exempt from taxation by or under State authority. 

I understand the Senator from New York to claim that the 
funding act of 1870 vides that there shall be no taxation of 
the interest. I see in a moment how that is. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is in the act of 1870, which the Senator 
has before him. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have the act, but I have not yet found the 
exemption. 7; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator want the exemption in 
the act of 1870? 

— PEFFER. I have the act of 1870, but Ido not find the ex- 
emption. 

r. CHANDLER. It is in the middle of the first section of 
the act of July 14, 1870. Shall I read it to the Senator? 

Mr. SHERMAN. He has it. 

Mr. PEFFER. It is as follows: 


All of which several classes of bonds and the interest thereon shall be ex- 
empted from the payment. 


Mr. CHANDLER. That is it. 

Mr. PEFFER— 

Shall be exempted from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United 
States, as well as from taxation a by or under State, municipal, 
or local sutnority, and the said bonds have set forth and expressed upon 
their face the above specific conditions, and shall, with their coupons, be 
made payable at the Treasury of the United States. 

That, I see, covers the whole case. It had not occurred tome 
that the interest was exempted under the funding act, but I see 
that I was mistaken. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do not know that I have 
any interest in making this absolutely bad bill any better, and 
yet I can not help saying that I hope the Senator from Missouri 
upon reflection will not place the States and municipalities of 
this country in a worse condition when they are borrowing 
money in the future than the United States find itself when 
borrowing money. I remember very well when the act of 1870 
was passed. I had forgotten about it the other day when the 
Senator from Missouri was speaking and I read the original in- 
come-tax law of 1862. Now it all comes to mind that when 
the funding act of 1870 was passed it contained these words: 

Au ot which said several classes of bonds and the interest thereon shall 
be exempted from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, 
as well as from taxation in any for m by or under State, municipal, or local 
authority, 

ít was distinctly understood that this exemption of the inter- 
est upon United States securities excluded a United States in- 
come tax. I suppose the Senator contends now that a United 
States income tax upon Government bonds would be a breach of 
the promise contained in the act of July 14, 1870. At any rate, 
1 rg ee and I know that was the contention of the framers 
of the act. 

I think the distinguished members of the Finance Committee 
now on the floor upon this side of the Senate will confirm m 
statement that the idea of an income tax was distinctly in ain 
and there was to -be no income tax hereafter imposed upon the 
interest due and payable by the United States upon any of its 
funded loan. 

That being the case, I certainly believe the Senator from Mis- 
souri upon reflection will see that it is wise to grant the same 
exemption from a United States income tax to State and munici- 
pal loans. The Government of the United States has the best 
credit of any known institution upon the face of the globe. The 
Government of the United States can borrow money cheaper 
than any State, corporation, or individual; and in order that it 
may borrow money cheaply it certainly does not need any ex- 
emption of this kind (which it has put in its statute book as a 
solemn pledge of the public faith) so much as do the States and 
the municipalities of this country. 

Many of those municipalities, States, counties, cities, and 
towns find it difficult to borrow money, and they ought to be as- 
sisted as well as the Government of the United States can assist 
them to obtain good credit to borrow money 8 

It has been well shown by the Senator from New York that if 
this proposed income-tax law passes as applicable to future loans 
of municipalities, whenever hereafter a municipal loan is made 
the rate of interest thereon will have to be greater or the pre- 
mium which will be obtained upon the sale of the securities will 
be less, by reason of the enactment of this income-tax law than 
would be the case if this income-tax law were not enacted, or if 
the exemption which is put into this proposed statute with ref- 


erence to the income from the Government bonds were applied 
to the income from city, county, and other municipal sec 


ties, 
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Mr. President, we do not want to put this burden upon the 
local governmentsof thiscountry. e Senator will find his bill 
unpopular enough, and the income tax will be odious enough 
under any condition. Hecertainly ought to desire, and I believe 
does desire, to make the imposition of this tax as light as pos- 
sible upon the persons and corporations on whom it is to be im- 

d. Therefore, for the sake of the municipalities in his own 
State, which are borrowers of money and will hereafter he bor- 
rowersof money, for the sake ol the e See of allthe States, 
and for the sake of the States themselves, I hope he willsee that it 
is no more than fair and just and equitable that if the income 
derived from the interest on United States certificates shall not 
be taxed, the income derived from State, county, and other mu- 
nicipal securities shall not be taxed. ; A 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, this section pro- 
poses a tax of 2 per cent upon incomes of any person arising 
from interest derived from bonds or stocks and notes. There 
is no limitation. It applies to the bonds of municipal corpora- 
tions as well as the of private corporations. It relates to 
the bonds issued by a e by acity,and by a State. Even 
were there no constitutional inhibition I would entirely agree 
with the contention of the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL 
and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]; but 
do not believe there is any constitutional power in Congress to 
impose this tax, and for the reason I shall state. A municipal 
corporation is, according to the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United State, a portion of the sovereign power of the 
State, and according to the same decisions is not subject to tax- 
ation by Congress upon its municipal revenues. 

That was decided Hirst in the case of the United States vs. The 
Railroad Company (17 Wallace, page 322), reaffirmed in the case 
of Stockdale vs. Insurance Company (20 Wallace, e 330), and 
since then in several other cases. It has been followed up and 
supported by the opinions of the Attorney-General to the same 
effect, 13th Opinions, 67, by Attorney-General Hoar; 12th Opin- 
ions, 282, by Attorney-General Stanbery, and also in 12th Opin- 
ions, 176 and 276. 

Tf the revenues of a municipal corporation are not subject to 
Federal taxation directly, then they cannot beim paired indirectly 
by levying a tax upon incomes growing out of those revenues or 
growing out of bonds issued by the gay sem corporations. 

Away back some twenty-five years ago four counties in the 
State of Kentucky, two counties in the State of Tennessee, the 
State of Kentucky itself, and the city of Louisville all became 
subscribers to the bonds of the Louisville and Nashville Rail- 
road Company and furnished money in order to enable that com- 
pany to build its road. The internal-revenue law of 1864 levied 
a tax of 5 per cent upon the income of the Louisville and Nash- 
ville Railroad Company. The company declined to pay the tax 
on the ground that although the tax was levied upon the corpora- 
tion it was really a tax upon the revenues of the holders of the 
bonds, and they being State, county, and municipal corporations 
were not subject to taxation, either directly or indirectly. 

The Supreme Courtofthe United States sustained the com- 
pany in that contention, holding that it was indirectly a tax 
upon the reyenues of a State, county,and municipal corporation. 

HOAR. I was called out for a moment when the Senator 
was ing and lost the first part of hisstatement of the case. 
Will he be good enough to repeat it? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Two counties, I think, in the 
State of Kentucky, perhaps four in Kentucky and two in Ten- 
nessee, or vice versa, the State of Kentucky itself and the city 
of Louisville each and all subscribed for the bonds of the Louis- 
ville and Nashville Railroad Company, and furnished money to 
enable that company to build its road. Subsequentlythe United 
States in the internal-revenue act of 1864 levied a tax of 5 per 
cent against the Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company. 
The company declined to pay the tax upon the ground, as con- 
tended, that it was a tax noton the company, butreally upon the 
revenues of the State, counties, and municipalities. The Su- 

reme Court of the United States in the case of The United 

tates vs. The Railroad Company (17 Wallace, 322), and a in 
Stockdale vs. Insurance Company (20 Wallace, 330), sustained that 
contention, holding that municipal corporations are portions of 
the sovereign power of the States and therefore their revenue 
is not subject to taxation by Congress. 

I admit that case is not directly in point, but I contend all the 
same that the principle enunciated in thatcase to the effect that 
Congress has not the constitutional power which is proposed to 
be invoked by this provision of the bill, and for this reason: If 
there is no constitutional power in Congress to impose a tax di- 
rectly upon the revenues of a State, county, or municipal corpo- 
ration n there is no power to do an in the way of tax- 
ation indirectly which would in the slightest manner or to any 
extent whatever impair the value of the securities of that State, 
or county, or municipality. 


As to taxation, as suggested a few moments ago by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware who sits in front of me [Mr. HIGGINS], if the 
constitutional power exists to impose taxation it exists to the 
fullest.extent, even to the extent of destroying the thing taxed. 
If Congress can levy a tax of 2 per cent, or 5 per cent, or any 
other per cent upon the income that grows out of bonds issued 
by a State or a county or a municipality, then Congress, I sub- 
mit, is to that extentimpairing the value of those securities, and 
is therefore imposing a tax which the Supreme Court of the 
United States has declared over and over again can not be im- 
posed by Congress upon the revenues of a State, a county, or a 
municipality; and, as suggested by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HOAR], it can make the borrowing of money by a 
municipality absolutely impossible, and there would be no limit 
to the power of Federal taxation. 

Here is the city of Philadelphia, which is, as I understand, 
about to issue some tenor twelve million dollars of bonds. It 
has not yet been done. If this bill becomes a law, will anyone 
contend for a moment that those bonds can go into the money 
market at the same money value, the same salable value, that 
they would go into the money market if no such act existed? 
Certainly not. What, then, is the result of the proposed legis- 
2 It is to indirectly tax the revenues of the municipali- 


es. 

I insist, therefore, that the decisions to which Ihave attracted 
attention, although not made in cases directly in point, are of 
that character which leads inevitably to the conclusion that 
there is no power to impose a tax upon the bonds of municipali- 
ties or the income arising outof them, as proposed by this sec- 
tion. Nor would it make any difference, in my mind, even if 
there were a provision in the act authorizing the issuance of 
the bonds that they might be subject to taxation. That would 
have nothing to do with the power or the lack of power on the 
part of the Federal Government. 

_ Personally, I should be very glad to vote for this provision as 

it stands, and compel all who are able to hold the bonds of a 

State, or a county, or a municipality to pay taxes upon the in- 

come derived therefrom; but as I look at it, I do not believe 

kaore is any such power existing in the Congress of the United 
8. 

Mr. HILL. I realize, Mr. President, the natural anxiety of 
the friends of this measure for its early disposition, and I con- 
cur in the Rated of a speedy disposition of the bill. Not- 
withstanding that, this is a very portons: aan to the 
several States of this Union. Its importance be apparent 
as time rolls on. Therefore, I must ask the indulgence of the 
Senate for a few moments longer while I refer to a decision in 
17 Wallace Reports, in the case of the United States vs. The 
Railroad Company, page 322, which was substantially this case. 
The case arose under the internal-revenue act of 1864, which 
was one of those amendments applying t the income tax. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is one of the cases to which 
I referred. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Oregon read it. 

Mr. HILL. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I did not read from the case. 

Mr. HILL. Did the Senator state what the case vas? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, I stated it was the case of 
the United States vs. The Railroad Company, 17 Wallace, 322. 

Mr. HILL. My attention was diverted for the moment, and I 
did not know that. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. That is one of the cases to which 
[called attention. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, it strikes me there is no answer 
to this proposition and that it is so just and so fair that it ought 
to be adopted by the friends of the pending measure. It would 
aproto the income-tax provision. I have noquestion aboutit, 
and I certainly think the bill ought not to be loaded up with 
provisions of doubtful constitutionality. 

I shall not, however, trespass upon the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate further at this time. 

Nr. HIGGINS. I want to say just a word. The pending bill 
in many respects and in its income-tax provision invades the 
domain of the States by imposing a tax upon them, rather than 
relying upon customs and excises as their appropriate and ade- 
uate means of revenue, but this proposed tax on the incomes of 
the bonds of States, counties, and municipalities actually be- 
comes an instrument of levying a tax through State taxation. 
It requires a State to raise a heavier tax by the extent of this 
imposition than it otherwise would in order to meet a Federal 
exaction. It not only invades the domain of the States, which 
ought to be left entirely and exclusively to the States, but it 
es the States themselves, through taxation, the instrument 

for the collection of Federal taxation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to say a word about 
this question. The more I think about it the more I become 
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satisfied that it will be ineffective to levy an income tax upon 
either the officers of the State or upon the State itself, whether 
the bonds be issued by the State or by the municipal authorities 

of the State. I think from the decisions of the Supreme Court 
before me the tax will be invalid. 

It seems to me thatit would be better to insert at once in this 
billan exemption of all taxes on the salaries of officers of a 
State or upon the bonds issued by a State. It seems tome that 
the necessary agencies of a State in the conduct of its business, 
the management of its municipal affairs, the government of 
counties and townships, the power to borrow money, are indis- 

sable, and without them local government could not be con- 
Totea and the State government could not be conducted, as 
shown by the fact that every State in the Union has at one time 
or another borrowed money. 

The right and the powerin the United States to borrow money 
exists also among the States and the municipal corporations, 
and the Government of the United States has no porer to erip- 
ple their PEDI to borrow money by imposing an income tax or 
any other kind of tax upon them. 

am supported in my view by two decisions which I have be- 
fore me, which, although not directly in point, on the whole, I 
think, raise a question of such doubt that we ought not to im- 
pose this tax, but should relieve the States and municipalities 
from it, and not assert the power to levy it. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think the Senator from Missouri ought to 
accept this amendment. Why was it that in all our loans 
during the war we provided that our bonds should be exempt 
from all forms of taxation under State or municipal authority? 
It was the assertion of the 5 ol our Government as to 
its creditors. That exemption runs through all our loan laws. 
We went further in the act of 1870 and provided that they 
should be exempt from Federal taxation. ; 

Therefore, it seems to me that as to the power of borrowing 
money the States are as supreme and independent as the Govern- 
ment of the United States; and if we are to assert the power for 
ourselves, whether we assertitor not as to the States, that comity 
which should exist between this great Government of ours, and 
its several parts, the States, would require that when we are 
dealing with taxation, unless we are in great stress, we should 
say to the State, We accord to you what we exacted from you 
and do exact from you when we are required to borrow money.” 
That is all. 

It can not be claimed for a moment but that this exemption as 
to our own bonds immensely strengthens them, and it can not 
be contended for a moment that the assertion of a power to tax 
State and municipal bonds will weaken them. Why should we 
do that? If we are under such great stress that we are to get 
into trouble with the States and municipalities, so be it, but I 
see no 2 for it. Therefore, I 1 the Senator from 
Missouri will yield the point suggested by the Senator from 


New York. 
Mr. VEST. I have yielded too many points. 
The VICE-PRESIDEN' T. The question is on the amendment 


a agen by the Senator from New York. 

r. HILL. Upon that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

eas and nays were ordered. 3 

OAR. Mr. President, the more this matter has been 
discussed the ver this objection to the bill as it now stands 
seems. Ishould be very sorry, indeed, for the sake of any mere 
present exigency in the contest over the pending bill, to have 
the Senate do anything which would seem to deprive for all 
time the United States of any particular resources of taxation, 
unless it has already been done by the Constitution. I hope for 
that very reason, without having the question absolutely de- 
termined now, the Senators in charge of the bill will allow this 
amendment to be adopted and the matter postponed for the judi- 
cial consideration of the future. 

Ol course we are shutting the United States out from a very 
large source of revenue, which we may need in some great public 
emergency, like that through which we passed in the time of 
the late war, if we adopt an inflexible principle that we can not 
tax these salaries under any circumstances. 

Ishould like to hear from the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST], who is a trained and profound lawyer, what is the diifer- 
ence in principle, in his mind, if there be any, between this case 
and the case of Buffington vs. Day? In Buffington vs. Day it was 
held by the Supreme Court of the United States that where the 
State had contracted with a certain person to perform a certain 

+ public function, the sum of money which the State had promised 
to pay him for that service could not be taxed by the General 
Government on the ground that it would deprive the State of 
the power to contract for such service, and so the service could 
not be accomplished. 
What difference in principle is there between that case and 
the case of the State or the county borrowing money to be paid 
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to obtain for itself that service? If we can tax the one, we can 
prohibit the ọther, and if we can tax the ohier, we can prohibit 
it; if we can make it inconvenient or 72.5 sive, we dan make it 
impossible. The State and the Uni tates are equal, each 
winn its own sovereign sphere, and the Constitution points it 
out. 

Under what authority can the United States tax the right or 
the power to borrow money by the State of Missouri, and deny 
to the State of Missouri the right to tax the money borrowed by 
the United States of America? We have an officer known as 
the highway commissioner in many of our cities and towns, and, 
for a salary, he undertakes the duty of keeping the roads in re- 
pair; which is an agreedand admitted function of ported, EE 

Youcan not under the decision in the case of Buffington and Day 
tax the salary which is paid to that man for doing that thing; 
but if the town borrows the money and does the thing itself, it 
is claimed you can tax the money borrowed for this same pur- 
pose; in other words, you can not tax the expenditures for per- 
forming public services if they are performed by a hired and 
salaried agent of the public, but you can tax the precise ex- 

nditures made for precisely the same service if the public 

oes it itself and takes the expenditure in its own hands. I can 
not at this moment think of any sound distinction between the 
two cases. I should be very glad tohear any lawyer or any Sen- 
ator on the other side point it out. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President,I am so anxious to dispose of this 
bill, which has been hanging here for three months, that I have 
refrained, so far as my duty would permit, from making even 
any statement or argument, although very much provoked at 
times to trespass on the patience and time of theSenate. While 
the Senator from Massachusetts pr, HOAR] was absent from 
the Chamber, I made a brief reply to the Senator from New 
York [Mr. HILL], and did not intend to say anything more in 
regard to the matter. 

It seems to me that the decisions of the Supreme Court do not 
affect this question at all. Every lawyer worthy of the name 
will admit that the Federal Government can not destroy the 
official functions of the State either by taxing the salaries of its 
officers, or by using the taxing or any other power in order to 
cripple the constitutional duties imposed upon the State govern- 
ments in the autonomy of our General Government upon the 
whole government of the country. That is a proposition about 
which there will be no dispute. 

But Senators, itseems to me, run that argument into absurdity, 
with great respect to them. ey now say that you can not in- 
directly di sh the resources of the States by putt a tax 
upon bonds which they issue, or that their municipalities may 
issue. What is the logical and inevitable result of that state- 
ment? It is that thesupreme power—L use the word ‘‘supreme” 
advisedly—of the General Government to carry on the General 
Government and raise the money necessary for the General Gov- 
ernment, gives that Government the right to use ali the prop- 
erty of all the citizens in all the States for that purpose. 

If it be held here that we can not constitutionally tax the 
sureties issued by a State, the same argument will apply to 
other property within the State; and you must admit that the 
primary right to use the property of the State by the State gov- 
ernment must first be made before the General Government can 
taxit. For instance, take whisky, which is taxed by the State. 
According to this argument, we must first waitand see what the 
extent of the tax put upon it by the State government will be, 
and let the State have a first lien, so to speak, upon all this 
property before the General Government can exercise what I 
say is its primary power of taxation without limitation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me 
nobody disputes the double power of taxation, so far as Federal 
or State taxation is concerned. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be permitted, I wish to ask the Sena- 
tor one question, which may put the point exactly as it is in my 
mind. Is not the money that the State pays me for a service, 
for instance, as treasurer or governor or judge, just as much 
my property as the money that the State pays me for the use of 
money that I let it have for its public purposes? 

Is there any distinction in that respect? If there be none, and 
if it is my property; the interest on my debt, or the salary of 
my office, it is just the same. The United States can not tax 
the salary, because it would make the State’s performance of its 

ublic functions more expensive or more inconvenient, which 
is clear and is settled in the case of Buffington and Day; and 
you can tax the interest on money they lend. What is the dis- 
tinction? 

Mr. VEST. Itseems to me the difference is this: You can 
not tax out of existence an office by taking away all of its emolu- 
ments, as would be done by the General Government if it taxed 
the salary of a State officer to the full extent of that salary, 
because then you invoke the doctrine, which I admit and every 
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other lawyer must admit, that the Government can not tax out 
of existence the functions of the States, even in the exercise of 
its supreme power of taxing them. That would revolutionize 
the Government and destroy absolutely one portion of it. That 
goes withoutsaying. But that argument does not apply in this 
case, because here are simply bonds which are not connected 
with official functions, bonds which are sold by the State or the 
municipality and the money taken into their treasury. 

The question here is simply, shall these bonds, like other 
property belonging to individuals, bear their proportion of the 
common taxation which the Government, through Congress, 
deems necessary for the purposes of the General Government? 

What does the Supreme Court say in the celebrated decision 
in regard to the taxation upon State banks? The court held 
that that tax was constitutional. Why? Because the General 
Government in the exercise of its power to control the finances 
of the United States had the right to impose that tax in order 
to strengthen the financial system of the General Government; 
in other words, the power of the General Government as to its 
functions was absolute and supreme. If you carry the argument 
which is made here to-day to its full and 518 55 extent vou 
would cripple the General Government and eliminate that dis- 
tinctive feature as toits power: and say that the States can issue 
securities that are not available at all for the purposes of the 
General Government. What would be the result? Any State 
could issue securities in which its citizens might invest all their 
money and thus escape the burden that is imposed upon the 

balance of the people of the United States. 

If this income tax be constitutional it ought to be equal in its 
terms, and it ought to operate upon all securities alike. If we 
should do now what we are asked to do, what would be the in- 
“evitable result? All the State and municipal securities would 
immediately go to an immense premium, and all the capitalists 
of, this country would invest in them, because we should make 
them by act of Congress more valuable than any other invest- 
ment. 

I am not authorized, though Senators appeal to me, to accept 
this amendment. This provision was deliberately adopted in 
the House of e e and by the Finance Committee of 
the Senate, and Iam unable to find under the old income law 


where it was proponen to do anything else than what we pro- 

to do now. Iam not authorized upon the ap of any- 
Body to give up one of the most important features of this bill, 
and destroy the equality which I think ought to pervade all its 
provisions. If the Senate see proper to overrule the committee 
and amend the bill as it came from the House by this radical 
change, of course I am bound to submit, but in any event, Mr. 
President, let us vote. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ishall not delay the Senate more than a 
few minutes in calling attention to the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, made by a judge whose authority is 
well recognized. 

I had a great deal of trouble myself in regard to this matter. 
During the war, as a matter of course, we extended the taxing 
power probably far beyond what we should haye done in time 
of peace, and we imposed an income tax upon the salaries of the 
judges of the State courts and other officers of-the State gov- 


Pa ernments. The Supreme Court of the United States in 1870 


was called upon to consider the question as to whether it was 
within the power of Congress to make thislevy. The general 
head of the decision in the case of Collector vs. Day is as fol- 
lows: 


It is not competent for Congress under the Constitution of the United 
States to impose a tax upon the salary of a judicial officer of a State. 


This was decided in 1870, and the decision was rendered by a 4 


gentleman of great reputation in this country, Mr. Justice Nel- 
son. The particular case of the taxing ot bonds issued by a 
State government was not before the court, but the identical 
subject-matter, the power to interfere with the government of 
a State in establishing a judicial tribunal or in collecting money 
for the support of the State government, or imposing taxes by 
issuing bonds, was necessarily involved. Here is what Judge 
Nelson says, and it applies just as strongly to the case before us 
as it did to the case then before the Supreme Covrt: 

The General Government and the States, although both exist within the 
same territorial limits, are separate and distinct sovereignties, acting 
separately and independently of each other, within their respective spheres. 
The former in its appropriate sphere is supreme: but the States wit the 
limits of their powers not granted, or, in the language of the tenth amend- 


ment, “reserved,” are as independent of the General Government as that 
Government within its sphere is independent of the States. 


Again, he says: 


the Constitution, and the existence of which js so 


system, as 1 by 
indispensable t without them the General Government itself would dis- 


appear from the family of nations, it would seem to follow, as & reasonable 
nota n consequence, that the means and instrumentalities em- 
. for on the operations of their governments, for g 
the an the high and res ble duties to 
them in the Constitution, should be left free and unimpaired, should not be 
liable to be crippled, much less defeuted by. the t power of another. 
overnment, w. imits but the willof the legis- 


ch wer acknowled: no 
ative body PADONE the tax. s 


Then he proceeds in the same line of argument to show that 
the juđicial power exercised by the State courts was absolutely, 
and must be absolutely, free and independent from the control 
of the General Government as any other function of govern- 
ment. It seems to me this principle covers this case. 

The case to which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] re- 
fers does not apply at all. There the Supreme Court decided 
that the tax of 10 per cent upon State bank notes was valid; but 
the State banks were not agencies of the governments of the 
States in any sense of the word, and they did not perform any 
of the functions of government. They were mere creations for 
a certain pu , which might be controlled and taxed by the 
Government of the United States. Therefore they did not stand 
in the same position as the power to borrow money or the power 
to organize courts, or the power to administer justice, or the 
power to arrest offenders and punish them. Those are distinct 
State powers. 

We have no authority, it seems to me, to levy a tax upon the 
bonds or securities issued by State or municipal authority. It 
strikes me so, and therefore I shall vote for the amendment be- 
cause I believe that under the circumstances we have no power 
to levy this tax and ought not now to attempt to exercis it, 
even if we had the power. We ought not to interfere with the 
ordinary functions of the State governments in any way what- 
ever; and while I do not suppose I would be regarded asaStites 
rights man, in the old-fashioned sense of that term, yet I do be- 
lieve that we should respect all proper rights of the States and 
that the General Government should not undertake to tix the 
securities of the States and municipal organizations so as to in- 
terfere with the proper exercise of their powers. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss the 

uestion whether Congress has the power to enact a statute of 
this kind. I agree with the Senator from Missouri that in mat- 
ters within the jurisdiction of Congress, of course Congress is 
absolutely supreme. But each State is as much a sovereign 
power in its sphere as the General Government. 

I intend to vote for this amendment without reference to our 
power, upon the theory that as an act of courtesy we should not 
tax the securities of a State unless there is an absolute neces- 
sity for the revenue. That nobody will claim, and because there 
is no such necessity we ought not to raise the question whether 
we have a right to levy sucha tax. 

I repeat that as an act of courtesy to the States, State secur- 
ities should be exempt. For that reason I shall vote for the 
amendment, but I do not wish to be so committed by that vote 
that I may not say at another time under different circumstances 
that the Government of the United States may go to the extent 
of taxing securities of the States. 

Mr. HOAR. I puta question to the Senator from Missouri 
and his answer has not removed and indeed has not tended to 
remove the difficulties which were in my own mind. But I de- 
sire to say that I wish to confine myself in voting for this amend- 
ment to the reason stated by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], that it is not expedient to raise this question or to in- 
terfere with the money-borrowing powers of the State and munic- 
ipal instrumentalities, there being no public urgency which re- 
uires it. I leave the question of absolute power to future con- 
sideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York[Mr. HILL], 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]. 
If he were here I should vote yea and he would vote nay” I 
presume. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
Once for all for the day I wish to announce my pair with the 
Senator from 1856 6 50 [Mr. CAREY]. 1 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. 
If he were present I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Ishould liko 
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to know if the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Cam- 
DEN] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam paired with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were present I should vote 
nay.” 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. Quay’s name was called). I was re- 

uested to announce for the day the pair of the Senator from 

ennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Menea s 

Mr. S H (when his name was called). Idesire to announce 
for the day my pair with the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
DusBors}, who is absent from the city. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that my vote be recorded, as the 
junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] Iam informed 
would vote ao I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Isthe junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
QUAY] recorded as 777 55 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
ps LODGE]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from South 

akota [Mr. KYLE] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. RDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CAMDEN] and vyote “nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the negative). I observe 
that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] is not inthe Chamber. 
I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Allison, Gallinger Meat . 
Chandler, Gray, ` i Teller, 
Cullom, ale, Perkins, Washburn. 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, 
Dixon, Proctor, 
Dolph, Pugh, 
NAYS—%. 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Bate, Faulkner, Roach, 
George, McLaurin, Turpis, 
B) Gordon, tin, Vest, 
Blanchard, Harris, 3 Voorhees, 
“i Hunton, Pasco, Walsh. 
Cockrell, Irby, er, 
ke, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 
NOT VOTIN G89. 
Brice, rman, Mo. Smith, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Stewart, 
Caflery, Jones, Nev. Murphy, Vilas, 
Camden, Kyle, Palmer, White, 
Cameron, Lodge, Patton, 
Carey, Power, Wolcott. 
Dubois, 


Mitchell, Oregon Quay, 

Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 

So the amendment was rejected.; 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOwWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4701) to incor- 
porate the Supreme Lodge of the Knights of bee 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6893) to regulate 
water-main assessments in the District of Columbia, agreed to 
the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HEARD, Mr. 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee, and Mr. . managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passeda 
bill (H. R. 7007) regulating the sale of certain agricultural prod- 
ucts, defining options and “futures,” and i taxes 
thereon and upon dealers therein; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House requested the 
Senate to furnish a duplicate copy of the bill (S. 1919) to ratify 
and confirm an ement with the Yuma Indians in California, 
for the cession of their surplus lands, and for other purposes, 
the original having been mislaid. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. ) to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., to 
8 maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi 

ver; 


A joint resolution (S. R..57) directing the Secretary of War to 
appoint a commission of engineers to examine and report upon 
the cost of ope the harbors of Superior and Duluth and their 
entrances to a orm depth of 20 feet. 


DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Task that the antioption bill be laid be- 
fore the Senate and referred to the Co ttee on Agriculture 
and 33 

Mr. HO I think that measure went to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee in the last Con s 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 


a bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 7007) regulating the sale of certain agricultural 
products, defining! options“ and futures,” and imposing taxes 
thereon and upon dealers therein, was twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it in order to deal with this bill now and to 
displace the 1 except by unanimous consent? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifitis to be considered I wish to address the 
Senate on the question of reference. 

r. . The regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was not apprised as to 
the purpose of the Senator from Minnesota, and in order that 
the matter might be brought before the Senate, he laid the bill 
before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; it will go over for the present. 

DUPLICATE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the request of the House of Representatives to transmit to it a 
duplicate copy o$ the bill (S. 1919) to ratify and confirm an agree- 

e 


ment with uma Indians in California for the cession of 
their surplus lands, and for otħer purposes, to take the place of 
accidentally mislaid. The 


the original copy, which has been 
request of the House of Representatives will be complied with 
in the absence of objection. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other p > 

Mr. HILL. I move toamend section 55, page 171, in line 9, 
by inserting after the word taxation,“ the words “ and except 
the bonds of any State;” so as to read: 

Except such bonds of the United States as are the law of their issu- 
ance exempt from all Federal taxation and except bonds of any State. 

Mr. President, whatever may be said in regard to the pro- 
priety ofexempting municipal, town, or county bonds, it appears 
to me that there can be no sort of doubt about the propriety of the 
exemption of State bonds. For every conceivable purpose the 
State should be placed upon an equality with the General Gov- 
ernment. If the General Government can exempt its bonds 
from Federal taxation and can exempt its bonds from State tax- 
ation, the State sovereignty should have the same right and tho 
same power, especially under a tax like the one now proposed. 
It strikes me that no reason can be{urged why that power should 
not be allowed to remain in the State government if it does not 
already remain there under the Constitution. 

I do not care to repeat what I have already said, first, that 
under the Federal Constitution it is a matter of grave doubt 
whether any right of taxation such as this exists. hether that 
be true or not, the propriety of the State having a right to have 
its bonds exempted is manifest. I need not reiterate the argu- 
ment that it affects the value of ths bonds. That was the very 
reason why the General Government in its original act and in 
the funding act provided that its bonds should be free from tax- 
ation, both State and Federal. It was not simply to guard against 
the aggrandizement of the States. That was not It. It was to 
give those bonds a value, to give them a market, to make them 
easily negotiable in the markets of the country and the world. 
It is conceded that the Government can not tax these bonds di- 
rectly, and what it can not do directly, it can not do indirectly. 
It can not tax the income of these bonds, because from the very 
nature of things it affects the value of the security. 

Mr. President, the sovereignty of the State is equal, within 
its sphere, to the sovereignty of the National Government. The 
General Government has by law and by contract exempted from 
taxation $635,000,000 of its bonds, being technically all the Gov- 
ernment bonds in existence. That very exemption, which is 
continued in the pending bill, gives a value to Government se- 
curities. It is a right which it seems the General Government 
has always exercised, a right depending upon the discretion of 
Congress. It strikes me that as a matter of propriety this ex- 
emption ought to be allowed, as a question of State righta, plac- 
ing the two sovereignties side by side with the right of one 


to make its securities equal before the law and equal before the 
world on a question of negotiation. 
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It is idle to say that this legislation does not strike at the 
value of State securities. It does. I haye changed the amend- 
ment which before included towns, municipalities and counties, 
Now the broad question is presented, State rights vs. National 
rights. Shall the National Government step in here and be al- 
lowed to tax the incomes upon State securities? 

It is said that the tax in form is against the individuals who 
own the bonds. So in the case in 17th Wallace the tax in form 
was against the railroad company, but it was held that the tax 
was virtually against the city of Baltimore, and that those revy- 
enues could not be diminished by Federal taxation. 

The same principle, sir, exempts these bonds from govern- 
mental taxation. There will be enough legal questions arising 
under the bill to keep our courts busy during its term of five 
years without adding any more tothem. I fail to see the force 
of the suggestion made thut we ought not to tax income from 
these bonds because the income belongs to individuals. The 
Senator from Missouri made the suggestion that we have a 
double taxation upon whisky, and asked whether anybody raised 
the point that that can not be done. 

Whisky is not one of the instrumentalities of a State govern- 
ment that I know anything about. It may be one of the instru- 
mentalities of the State of Missouri, but it is not of my State or 
of any other State, I think. I do not believe the Senator thinks 
it is one of the instrumentalities of his State. The right of in- 
ternal-revenue taxation upona manufactured article like whisky 
of course exists. he has disputed it. That is an entirely 
different question from this. Of course, there can not bea taxa- 
tion upon land directly except through the forms prescribed by 
the Constitution. It can not be done, of course, by an income 


tax. 

The Federal Government is now seeking through the means 
of an income tax to reach property which can not otherwise be 
reached under the existing methods or systems of taxation. As 
a question of propriety or justice to the States, of their rights 


eie. the Constitution, having equal sovereignty with the Na- 


tional Government over the question of taxation, it strikes me 
that there is no answer to this proposition. I know the Senator 
from Missouri, having charge of the bill, dislikes to accept 
amendments. He seems to regard it as his duty-I do not ques- 
tion his situation in that respect to o all the amendments 
2 He, of course, thinks that they are made to obstruct 
the e 

I assure him this amendment is moved to perfect the bill. 
Will it not tend to make the bill fairer and better to defend be- 
fore the se gas When we go back to our constituents and tell 
them, Les; we were obliged to exempt from taxation Govern- 
ment bonds; we could not help ourselves; it was necessary to do 
it, because years ago it was so provided; besides, as a matter of 
propriety, it might be said that ought to be done,” I think that 
the very first question that the zealous States-right Democrat 
will ask us is, Why did you not treat your State bonds, then, 
in the same way?” 

Our State is now about to sell certain bonds, and we are met 
with the TADIS that the Congress at Washington has pro- 
vided a tax of 2 per cent additional upon its income. That af- 
fects the value of these bonds, We can not negotiate them ex- 
8 at a higher rate of interest. 

hat higher rate of interest becomes a direct tax upon the 
people of the respective States on their real and personal prop- 
erty. Soweonly cutoff our noses to spite our faces, because this 
very attempt to save here something for the General Govern- 
ment and thereby to a certain extent save something for the 
people, any reacts upon the State governments and imposes 
more taxation upon the people of the respective States, where 
there is direct taxation. 

I dislike to reiterate these arguments over and over again, 
because I am as anxious as is any Senator here to expedite the 
disposition of this measure. But, sir, I present them in this 
brief, crude way, and if the Senate understands the question, I 
T have said all I care to say. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, i do not propose, if I can avoid 
it and retain m cabelas: to discuss anything but what is 
isgitimately before the Senate. No sort of personal fling at me 
vr my State will deter me from my object, which is to get rid of 
tariff legislation and give relief to the country. 

Mr. HILL. I trust the Senator will not think I made any 
personal allusion to himself. 

Mr. VEST. In regard to the instrumentalities of the State 
of Missouri, I think they will bear examination as compared 
VVV rd s me veep of AN York. Ef the 
pending bill were disposed of, I shou ready to pay m t 
of the expense in hiring a hall and discussing hin duelon 
with the Senator from New York if it will afford him any pleas- 
ure whatever. I alluded tothe tax on whisky because I thought 
the argument of the other side, legitimately carried out, as to 


impairing the resources of a State government, went to all prop- 
erty taxed in the domain or upon the soil of any State; and I 
think yet that it was a proper application of that argument. 

Idonot believe that there isany constitutional objection to the 
provisions of the bill to make every citizen give in that portion 
of his income which comes from an investment in State bonds 
when, together with his other income, it exceeds $4,000. 

The Senator from New York appeals 
popular. Iam not questioning the sincerity of that appeal; let 
it go; but if I wanted to murder the bill with the people of the 
United States I should put his amendment uponit. There is 
not a feature of the legislation of the United States to-day more 
odious to the people of this country than that which exempts 
United States bonds from taxation. If I had been in Congress 
I should never have supported that legislation, even under any 
appeal to maintain the national credit. 

The idea that men can go into market overt and buy the bonds 
of this country, payable in gold, at 60 and 70 cents on the dollar, 
and then be exempt from Federal taxation, is a monstrous one 
and the people of the whole country have long since repudiated 
it. If I wanted to damn the pending bill I should extend that 
principle. When every Senator who votes for this amendment 
goes back to his people they will not say to him, as the imagina- 
tion of the Senator from New York conjures up, Why have you 
taxed your State bonds and thereby diminished their value,” but 
instead the question put by the average American citizen to the 
Senator who votes for the amendment will be: Why did you, 
pretending to put a 2 per cent tax upon the incomes of the peo- 
pe of the United States over $4,000, exempt the capitalists who 

uy the State bonds of New York or Missouri?” t will be 
the question. It will be, ‘‘ Why did you undertake to extend to 
your State bonds the odious feature, now upon the statute book, 
which exempts the capitalist of the United States from all taxa- 
1 upon United States bonds?“ And it wlll be a proper ques- 
ion. P 

Who make investments in these bonds? Is it the man depend- 
ent upon his everyday labor for subsistence? Is it the man 
living upon asalary even of five or six thousand dollars? It is 
the capitalist. It is the man who desires to make an investment 


which will pay him sucha per cent certainly and surely upon 


hisinvestment. Yet, we areasked here deliberately, in levying 
an income tax, which we are endeavoring honestly to make 
equal and just in all its operations upon the people of the United 
States, to exempt the capitalist in the name of State rights. 

Mr. President, I give way to no one in my . of 
the doctrine of State rights under the Constitution, as I under- 
stand it. I have been devoted to that doctrine during my whole 
life, and I stand here to-day to defend it. But if State rights 
shall lead me to exempt the capitalists of this country from 
their just proportion of the common burdensof the people, then 
State rights must give way to all the instincts and teachings of 
common justice. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I think there is a great deal 
happening to seriously impair our confidence in the fidelity ol 
the Democratie party to the doctrine of State rights. Itis not 
the first time it has happened in the history of the Government 
either. While they were out they got up the Kentucky and 
Virginia resolutions of 1798. Then, when Mr. Jefferson and 
Mr. Madison came in, they got as far as the embargo act, by 
which the Federal authority laid its stro and upon the free- 
dom of commerce of the United States. . Jefferson said he 
was unable under the Constitution to buy Louisiana, but he 
swallowed his scruples and with the Democratic party, then in 
charge of the Government, took the greatest step of his life. 

Now, when the Democratic party are in possession of the 
three branches of this Government, they come in with a Fed- 
eral income tax, and not content with invading the sphere of 
the States and taking from the States what is the legitimate 
subject-matter of taxation and revenue for the States and ap- 
propriating it to the General Government, giving up to thatex- 
tent the Federal Government's peculiar sphere of customs and 
excise taxation, they must now come in here and put a tax upon 
the State bonds themselves, all the time pretending to bea party 
for State rights. 

The only good thing I can see in it is that they see the folly 
of the doctrine of State rights in its extreme extent, and that 
when they are brought face to face with the reve Saree of carry- 
ing on the Federal Government they will stretch the power of 
475 Federal Government quite as far or farther than anybody 
else. 

The Senator from Missouri cere of investing in bonds at 60 
and 70 cents on the dollar. at happened during the war. 
The credit of the General Government was seriously impaired 
at that time by circumstances which I should not undertake to 
haies if the Senator from Missouri had not referred to thom- 

way. 


- 


tome to make the bill more- 
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To-day, however, nobody invests in Federal bonds at a dis- 
count but at a premium, and when you seek to place taxes upon 
the investments of capitalists you are really putting them upon 
the taxpayer, for just to the extent of this income tax upon those 
bonds their price in the market be affected, and will there 
be requirement of larger interest to be imposed. That larger 
interest will result in increased taxation, and while you are 
seeking vainly and foolishly to get at the capitalist, you are 
striking down on the back of the taxpayer and taking that much 
revenue from the sphere of the States; and that is being done 
by this great party of State rights. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I regret that the Senator from 
Missouri seemed to think that the only way he could answer my 
argument was by some personal fling at myself. It makes no 
difference, sir, whether this amendment was offered by a gen- 
tlemen who represents the slums of New York or represents 
Missouri. I shall not imitate him by descending into any per- 
sonal reflection upon him or his State. 

Mr. VEST. You commenced it. 

Mr. HILL. I did not commence it. The Senator had chosen 
to illustrate the point of his argument by referring to a double 
taxation upon whisky. The point of the whole argument upon 
the side I was arguing was that you could not tax the instru- 
mentalities of a State government, and I naturally retorted that 
whisky was not one of the instrumentalities of my State. I 
good-humoredly said I supposed it was not one of those of Mis- 
souri, and my friend from Missouri seems to regard that I haye 
insulted him and his State. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. HILL. It was farthest from my intention so to do. I 
simply thought that when he gives thrusts he could accept them 
in a good-humored way. That was all that I intended to say; 
and then he goes out of his way to nag the taunt at me that I 
represent the slums of New York. The other day the eee 
against me was that I represent the millionaires of New York, 
and now it is the slums of New York. 

Mr. President, I represent all classes of m ple, and those 
who reside in the lower districts of New York havejust as many 
rights as those who reside along the Mississippi in the State of 
Seater All are interested in this legislation, those who have 
property and those who have not; and no fling of the Senator, 
no unjust or unnecessary taunt upon his part will lead metoim- 
itate his example, but I shall continue right to the point which 
I have undertaken to discuss. He says at some other time we 
can hire a.hall together and discuss this question, but he does 
not seem to like to discuss it very much here now. He will be 
called upon over and over again to defend this bill. He an- 
nounced the other day, as I understood him, that he was ready 
to defend it here and now and not wait to hire a hall on some 
other occasion. 

Mr. President, he will not only have to defend this provision, 
but he has stated here that his object was to make this bill 
equal, that if you are going to tax incomes you must tax all in- 
comes. He said thata few moments ago; and are by his vote 
and the votes of the gentlemen associated with him he deliber- 
ately made an exemption of $4,000 in this very bill whereby citi- 
zens worth from sixty to one hundred thousand dollars are ex- 
empt from the provisions of the bill, and yot he is going before 
the people to tell them he has endeavored to make an equaland 
exact bill to all the people, and all the incomes of the country 
are taxed or none atall. It will be harder work for him to de- 
fend thatexemption than to defend the necessary and reasonable 
one which I have offered. 

The Senator slurs State rights, as I understand him from his 
argument. He says he is as good a State-right man as anyone 
else. The test as to whether a man is a friend of State rights 
depends not upon his assertions, but upon his votes. Here is 
the question presented. It never can be 8 plainer or in 
a more direct way than here and now. e are legislating in a 
Federal legislature upon the subject of Federal taxation. We 
have already recognized the fact that under the Constitution or 
the law, one or the other, all governmental bonds are exempt. 
This gives a value, as I said, to national securities; and I turn 
around and simply ask you to give the same privilege, the same 
exemption, the same right to our State securities, and then Sen- 
ators who vote against it talk to me about State rights. 

Mr. President, State rights are sacrificed by defeating this 
amendment. State nghe are surrendered b; the very vote that 
has been Berens Sir, I think Senators would do better in the 
preservation of State rights by voting for this amendment. 

There is nothing in this question to get excited about. 
Senator, I believe, says that he thinks that I may 


The 


ibly be 
sincere in offering this amendment. Thanks for that admis- 
sion. He did not hardly mean that. He may take that back. 
Mr. President, it matters not what my motive ma; 
tives are to be judged by the propositions that 


be. 3 
make here. 


On that very proposition, notwithstanding the crack of the 
whip of the Senator from uri, Senators who sat right near 
him, just as earnest friends of the bill as he is, voted with me. 
Why? Because the proposition commended itself to their 
honest judgment. Thatis the reason wh ey voted for it, not 
because they have any sympathy for me E this fight that I am 
making against this provision of the bill. Icare not whether 
they agree with me or not. The question is not what my mo- 
tives are or what are anybody’smotives. The question is, is this 
amendment a sound one; is it a just one; can it be defended; 
does it make the bill betteror worse? That is the question, and 
personalities should be avoided as far as possible in the discus- 
sion of a neat, clean, legal question and a question of propriety 
of legislation. 

Mr. President, if Senators would yote upon this question ac- 
cording to their judgment, it strikes me that this would be 
granted. T concede that exemptions should be few and far be- 
tween; but States have some rights, especially when you have 
provided certain exemptions for national securities. Is it any 
more than right that we ask the same exemption for State se- 
curities? Does not that place them both upon an equality? 
Can we not tell our constituents that fact and impress it upon 
them? There will be no difficulty about it. If this amendment 
shall be adopted it can be easily defended in Missouri, or in any 
other State of the Union. It can be defended anywhere, be- 
cause it is a proper exemption. 

The Senator says he regrets that national bonds were ever 
exempted from taxation. It originally started during the war. 
It was one of the things that seemed to be regarded as neces- 
sary to be done. There may or may not have ‘been a necessity 
for it in 1870, when the refunding acts were passed, but when 
my attention was called to the fact that it not only exempted 
the bonds themselves, but the interest, I waived the amend- 
ment on that point. 

The Senator was so zealousin behalf of the National Govern- 
ment against State rights that he was entirely willing to argue 
that if the bonds themselves were exempted and there was no 
express provision for the exemption of interest, still, neverthe- 
less, the interest ought to be oxempion, I soppaa upon the prin- 
ciple that the tail ought to go with the hide, if upon no other 
doctrine. I stood here to say that if there was simply an ex- 
emption of bonds per se and nothing else we might tax the in- 
come. I anticipated this point that was coming, and I wanted to 
see what could be said upon the other side. 

Mr. President, it strikes me there is no answer to the propo- 
sition, and the simple fact that we ought to keep this bill as free 
from exemptions as possible is no answer to it, because the 
amendment I have offered stands upon a better and broader basis 
than any other amendment that can be suggested. 

I am opposed to the income feature of the bill. I desire to see 
that feature of the bill eliminated. I am pursuing, as I think, 
a proper and honorable course to amend the bill by striking 
out provisions which I think will make the bill better. These 
amendments are to be judged upon their merits and not upon the 

uestion as to who offers them. This is all I have to say upon 
the question. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Missouri and all Sen- 
ators on the other side of the Chamber, without regard to the 
general desirableness of keeping the bill without amendment, 
will allow the pending amendment to be adopted. I desire to 
make a suggestion on which I should like to have the consider- 
ation of the Senator from Missouri. I think the Senator from 
Missouri will see that this is going to be a very serious matter 
for the new States—States that are having, as they come intothe 
Union, great expenditures—and for the o d States, who are now 
struggling to refund their State debts on better terms. Some 
of them may have been unable to keap their interest paid, and 
others have been at great labor to keep their interest paid. 

This income tax policy, since the policy was abolished after 
the war, isa novel one. It is a policy which we never have es- 
tablished as a permanent policy in this country. Whether it is 
going to be extended and enlarged after the trial which the bill 
proposes, or whether it is going to be popular and satisfactory, 
no man can tell. Every State which puts a loan upon the mar- 
ket, if the bill passes in its present shape, has to expose that 
loan to the objection that no man can tell how much of it in the 
future policies of the Government will be taken away from the 
creditor by taxation. It will hurt the credit of anew and young 
State, or of an old State that is trying to reéstablish its credit 
as some of our States are, tenfold, twentyfold the good it will 
be to the Treasury of the United States to have us assert this 
principle. 

Whether we have a constitutional right to do it or not, will 
not every one of the States gain (and the people of the States 
and the people of the nation are the same) by the assertion in 
the matter of ordinary poliey in time of peace by the United 
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States Government of a purpose not to tax State loans? In my 
opinion, wherever you have uncertainty you have speculation. 

herever you have speculation you have loss of credit. No 
State can make a loan in the market except of foreign citizens 
entirely; but, shutting out foreign citizens, if the creditor lends 
his money to the State of Massachusetts or the State of Missouri 
or the State of Tennessee on a thirty-years bond, he can not tell 
whether the United States Government will be coming in to tax 


1 the bond 2 per cent, or, if it is found a convenient and agreeable 


E, 


thing to do, 10 per cent or 20 per cent hereafter, and the State 
has got to suffer by the doubt. 2 

That is the reason why this amendment is urged. It is not 
for the sake of protecting capitalists, not for the sake of pro- 
tecting investors. These investments are largely,made by sav- 
ings institutions and banks and such things, where people in 
moderate circumstances are the personsinterested. The amend- 
ment is urged for the sake of the credit of the State itself. 

Suppose we were to send a foreign loan abroad, or were in a 
condition where we needed the aid of foreign capital, and we 
should accompany that loan with an advertisement that the 
United States reserved to itself the power to put an income tax 
on the interest in the hands of every holder of the loan? That 
would cost the United States ten times what it would get. The 
State loans wo hope and believe will be taken up largely by the 
people of the United States themselves. It has been regarded 
as asound, safe investment on yery moderate terms. How can 

ou justify the đeclaration of a policy under which every State 
oan hereafter proposed is accompanied by the declaration, 
whatever may be the rate of interest you fix, that the United 
States Government has asserted its right and its purpose to tax 
the interest on the loan at its discretion? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I will let the constitutional argument all go. I 
have some doubt about that myself, but I think itis a bad thing to 
do, and that nothing in our present condition makes this little 
scrap of a 2 per cent important to the Treasury of the United 
States in comparison with the great mischief which itis proposed 
todo. Now will hear the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. Idesire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
if it is not well settled that so far as the foreign holders of any 
State securities are concerned, there can be no power in this 
country to tax them for the income derived from the bonds. 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. GEORGE. In other words, they would be taxable within 
their own countries for the income which they would receive 
from the bonds, and they would not be taxable by this country 
on account of any income which they might derive from the 


bonds. Is not that well settled law? 
Mr. HOAR. I see the point the Senator makes. It is not 
well settled that there is no power in this country. We have 


the constitutional power to lovy this tax. We can make it effect- 
ive by compelling the treasurers of the States to withhold it. 
But I have carefully avoided that point. 

I put that merely as an illustration. Isaid if you went abroad 
with a national loan and advertised to the lender that we were 
proposing to putan income tax upon the interest it would de- 
stroy the loan or make it a mere speculative loan; that we hope 
and expect thatour Stateloans will be taken up by the American 
people at home and not go abroad; that this argument would 
not apply to foreigners, but that it would have precisely the 
same effecton State creditifthe State of Alabama proposes a loan 
on the Ist day of next January she will have to pay four times 
over in her rate of interest the amount which will ba received 
by the United States Treasury under this provision, because the 
United States has asserted the 1 of taxing the interest on 
State debts, and nobody can tell, the policy being asserted, how 
far the Government will incline to go in the future. 

So, if Alabama advertises a State thirty-year loan, or Massa- 
chusetts, or any other State, a loan which she could get av3 per 
cent, or at 4 per cent, or at 5 per cent, she would have to pay an 
additional 1 per cent or an additional half per cent because of 
the assertion of this power. It is not the amount of the tax; it 
is the amount of the possibility of the tax for which she will 
have to pay; and if we do not enlarge the provision the result 
will be that the creditor, the speculator, the purseproud and 
wicked men who dwell somewhere in the neighborhood of Lab- 
rador, or in that direction, and who are perpetually plundering 
the good men of Missouri and Alabama and the new Western 
States out of their hard earnings will make the profit, and the 
Government will not benefit by it, the borrowing States will not 
benefit by it, the people will not benefit byit. By asserting this 
policy you are putting an elementof speculation and uncertainty 
and doubt into every State’s hope of borrowing money. 

Mr. MORGAN. r. President, the Senator with whom I am 
paired is absent this morning and T have not the opportunity by 
my vote of expressing my opinion on this question; I feel com- 


pelled by a 


conscientious conviction of duty to oppose the exer- 
cise by the Gov 4 * 


ernment of the United States of any power of 
taxation over the property of any State, or the governmental 
facilities of any State. I do that upon grounds which I under- 
stand involve the question of the constitutional authority of the 
Government of the United States and the States respectively, 
and of their proper balance in our system of government. 

When the Senator from Missouri was discussing the ques- 
tion of the exemption of incomes derived from the bonds of the 
United States he took the ground, which is entirely just and 
correct, that we had entered into an engagement with the bond- 
holders at the time of the issue of the bonds that we would not 
tax them, and therefore it would be a breach of public faith 
now to tax those bonds either directly or indirectly. 

However, I think the constitutional power of the Government 
of the United States to tax its own bonds was not brought into 
question, or if it was I suppose that there are very few who 
would be disposed to doubt thatit has the power. But the ques- 
tion in our form of government is entirely a different one when 
we come to consider whether the Government of the United 
States has the power to tax the bonds of a State. 

The State governments are givena soyereigaty within the con- 
stitutional limits prescribed to them by the Government of the 
United States, which for a great many purposes are paramount 
to that of the sovereignty of the United States Government. I 
said the States were given a sovereignty. I should have said 
that they possess a sovereignty which has never been taken 
away from them: which is reserved to them for the purpose of 
executing the powers and functions of local government. If we 
break down the powers of the State governments to administer 
their proper functions in local government we simply destroy 
the fabric of this Union, and we do it at a single blow. 

There is nothing wanting after you have passed the bill in the 
form in which it is presented now to the Senate to make a per- 
fect merger of all State power, influence, and authority into the 
powers of the Government of the United States; for if the Gov- 
ernment of the United States can prevent the States from bor- 
rowing money to carry on their legitimate functions, then it is 
useless to say that the States are not completely within the leg- 
islative authority of the Government for any and every purpose 
that the Government sees proper to exercise that authority to 
promote. 

I therefore feel constrained w my duty to my ownconvictions 
and to the Constitution of the United States and thesovereignty 
of the States, particularly the State that I have the honor to 
represent with my colleague here, to protest against this inva- 
sion of the rights of Alabama. Ido it with as much solemnity 
with as much feeling, with as deep-seated an interestas if a bili 
were now pending here to tax the Statehouse in Montgomery; 
or to tax the public bridges, ferries, roads, or any other prop- 
erty owned by the State of Alabama and from which it derives 
revenue, 

It is a power that is beyond the reach of Congress. Congress 
is excluded from that power over the States if it is excluded 
from any power whatever, You could not touch the States in 
amore vital point. You might just as well take the annual tax 
lists of the State of Alabama and confiscate them for the pur- 
poor of the Federal Government as to take her power to issue 

nds upon her credit and to raise money for carrying on her 
government. 

I will illustrate this point. At the close of the civil war Ala- 
bama owed about four and a half million dollars, payable in 
London and Liverpool, upon which she had paid the interest in 
gold promptly, as it was due and every time it fell due during 
the whole of the civil war. She had put her gold, which she 
collected from her pears while the war was flagrant, upon the - 
ships, and ran the blockade inorder to get an opportunity to pay 
her debts and save her credit, and she did so. After about four 
years of Republican administration in Alabama that debt was 
raised nominally to $32,000,000, not more than 10 per cent of 
5 5 ever found its way into any public institution of that 

tate. 

Alabama was forced to the necessity of making a settlement 
with her creditors, and under the leadership of George S. Hous- 
ton, who was then governor and afterwards became a member 
of this body, she arranged with her creditors for the assump- 
tion of a very large portion of the debt thus imposed upon her, 
at rates of interest which would increase as time elapsed. She 
commenced with the rate of 2 per cent, which was that her 


people could bear in the way of taxation then to meet it. Then 
she went to 2}, 3, and 4. I think the rate is now 4 per cent, and 
the bonds of Alabama are now at par and have recently—I do 
not know how it is to-day—commanded a premium. 

That State, by the use of her credit, had the power to relieve 
herself from a condition which would otherwise have made it 
necessary for her to have gone into political bankruptcy; that 
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is to say, into an act of repudiation which would have fastened 
astain upon our State that we never would have gotten rid of. 
Meng that power of issuing bonds free from taxation, Federal 
and State, she induced her creditors to accept the situation, to 
relieve her from the incubus of a part of her fraudulent debt, 
and to put herself upon a footing where she could have pros- 
perity, or at least life. 

She had life given to her in that way,and it has been followed 
by a very remarkable, I might almost say a marvelous pros- 
perity. It was wap i Ay use of that power that Alabama was 
able to extricate herself from that desperate situation. 

Now, if Congress had ever supposed that it d and had 
chosen to exercise the power of taxation upon the credits issued 
by the State of Alabama, there would have been an end of her 

rosperity. There would have been an end of her political life. 

he would have been compelled to go into the grave of bank- 
ruptcy, because she could not have any possible chance of 
taking a step towards advancement in prosperity. 

Under these circumstances, Mr. P ent, this matter is 
called to my mind with a great deal of force. e recollection 
startles and alarms me, and I can not subscribe to the doctrine 
that the Government of the United States can tax the bonds of 
Alabama, directly or indirectly, when they are issued as facili- 
ties and instrumentalities of State government of Alabama. 

If you can tax them at all you can tax them out of existence, 
for the Supreme Court has said (and we all know it is true) that 
there is no limit upon the rate of taxation when Congress has 
the constitutional power to levy a tax; there is no tation 

n the rate, and nothing would be easier than for an ag; - 
sive party in the ress of the United States to dem en- 
tirely the credit of the States and usurp to itself the entire 
money credit and power of the Government. 

Congress has money power enough, and I do not choose to 
augment it by my vote, even as a matter of ; but I sol- 
emnly believe that we have no constitutional right to impose 
this tax upon the bonds of the State of Alabama. 

I understand it to beconceded that if you can impose it at all 
upon the income from the bonds can equally well impose it 
upon the bonds. No discrimination can be made as to the exer- 
cise of your powers upon the lines as to whether you tax the in- 
come or whether you tax the bonds. You can tax the bonds of 
the State of Alabama 10 per cent; you can tax her credit out of 
existence; ana em deprive her of that power of government 
which after is more essential to the preservation of the 
American Union and the preservation of the just balance of 
powers between Congress and the States than any other power 
which you can mention. It is more essential to the Federal 
Government that it should abstain from the exercise of this 

wer than it is even to the States that they should possess it. 
he moment that you put the States under surveillance, under 
subjection to the Federal Government to the extent that the 
Federal Government may tax out of existence the power of the 
State to issue bonds to borrow money to carry on its govern- 
ment, thatmoment, you have subjugated the States, and not only 
that, but you have exterminated them. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, it seems to me this discus- 
sion rests upon an assumption thatthe bill contains a provision 
taxing the securities of a State and of subordinate State munic- 
ipalities. The bill contains no such provision, and by norule 
oi constitutional interpretation can it be held to contain any 
such provision. * 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator from Kentucky 
that I have not asserted it did. I assumed that it did because 
it had been argued that way, and I should be very glad to find 
that it does not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The bill provides in a general way for the 
taxation of incomes, but it nowhere denominates as a portion of 
the income to be taxed the interest arising from State bonds, 
bonds of municipalities, or of cities. There is nothing in the 
hill that indicates an intention upon the part of the Congress of 
the United States to tax the State agencies, or the State bonds, 
or the bonds of any subordinate municipality. There is a rule 
of universal acceptance in the interpretation of a statute that 
the general language of the statute is to be read in connection 
with the constitutional limitations im upon the body en- 
acting the statute. The bill contains this exception: 

——— rape og k herein 9 shall apply to States, TA ee or aoe 
: ‘ations, com associations organized 
conducted solely for charitable, Taligiua tic sducationsl Dorpceen, etc. 

The difficulty about excepting in terms the bonds of the State, 
the bonds of a county, or the bonds of a city grows out of the 
further rule that whenever you 3 to enumerate the ex- 
ceptions you are to be taken to intend to include all you do not 
in terms except. Now, then, if in attempting to enumerate those 
things which the Constitution of its own force excepts, we fail 
in the enumeration to include any character of securities that 


may not be taxed, it will be taken that we intended to violate 
the Constitution by taxing that particular security. 

I take it that the courts will construe this law 1 passed as it 
now stands as evidence of an intention on the part of the Con- 
gress of the United States to tax such incomes, and such only, 
as may be constitutionally reached by the powers of taxation 
residing in the Federal Government; and itis better to let the 
courts settle this question than by attempting to enumerate fail 
to include the whole scope of the constitutional limitation and 
put ourselves in the attitude of intending to do that which we 

ave no constitutional power to do. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I call theattention of the Senator from 
Kentucky to the beginning of section 55? The language is as 
follows: 

That in estimating the gains, fits, and income 
be included all . gate . . 5 


securities, except such bonds of the United States as are by the law of their 
issuance exempt from all Federal taxation. 


Mr. LINDSAY. That is a proper provision. As explained 
by the Senator from Alabama, that is exactly proper. o tax 
bonds and the incomes from all bonds that we may constitu- 
tionally tax, and we except the income upon the bonds of the 
United States, not because we have not the constitutional power 
to tax them, but because the bonds contain a pledge upon their 
face that 8 not be taxed by the Government of the United 
States. So that exception rather strengthens than weakens the 
position I have taken, that this Proposes act is to be read in 
consonance with the Constitution an subject to its limitations; 
and the courts are the proper tribunals in which those questions 
are to be settled. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from 
Kentucky a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Seeator hold that Con- 
gress has not the power to impose this proposed tax upon the 
incomes arising from a State, county, or munici bond? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The inclination of my mind is to agree with 
the Senator from Alabama. If the clause provided that the in- 
comes upon State bonds or county bonds or municipal bonds 
should be taxed I would hesitate to vote for the bill without 
striking out that express provision. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Now, another question. Inas- 
much as the only exception contained in the beginning of this 
section is such bonds of the United States as are by the law of 
their issuance exempt from all Federal taxation,” how in the 
name of sense does the Senator come to the conclusion that 
ay is any exception in favor of State, municipal, or county 

nds? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Because we might tax the bonds of the 
United States without violating any provision of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is begging the whole ques- 
tion. Thatis simply stating that this is a good law, provided 
it is not unconstitutional. If it is unconstitutional then it does 
not apply. 

Mr. DSAY. Ido not think the Senator has exactly caught 
the point that I attempted to state. My pointis that whenever 
there is a constitutional limitation upon the power of taxation 
there is no necessity for an exception eo nomine, as in the case 
of a State bond, a county bond, or a municipal bond, but where 
we may lawfully tax the income of a United States bond, in har- 
mony with the provisions of the Constitution of the United 
States, then it is necessary to except that bond in terms; other- 
wise we will be taken to have attempted to tax it. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me a a As ho 
stated very frankly in answer to the Senator from Oregon his 
opinion as concurring with the Senator from Alabama, let me 
ask the Senator whether he thinks that if we have the consti- 
tutional power to tax the income from State bonds, it is a good 
plan to do it? . 

Mr. LINDSAY. I am coming to that identical point now. 
The argument of the Senator from Massachusetts that if the 
income on State bonds, county bonds, or municipal bonds may 
be lawfully taxed it would tend to depreciate the value of the 
bonds, is an argument against any income tax at all, but it is 
not an argument why the bonds should be excepted from the 
general scope of taxation upon incomes. If a tax upon the in- 
come arising out of a State bond or a county bond will depre- 
ciate its market value, so will a tax upon the income from the 


bond of a private 3 or the bond of an individual de- 


reciate its value. t is a legitimate and, I admit, a plausi- 
ble ar eee imposition of an income tax; but there 
is no line of policy clear to me why we shall not tax incomes 
aris from all securities that may be eee taxed. 

Mr.MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Kentucky 
allow me one question further? 
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Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 7 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If this bill becomes a law justas 
it stands and the Supreme Court of the United States should 
ultimately hold that Congress had the to impose a tax 
such as is proposed here on incomes arising out of State, county, 
or municipal bonds, does the Senator t that this language 
is broad enough to impose a tax upon those bonds? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I admitted that at the outset, and now, speak- 
ing to the Senator from Oregon, who favors an income tax, let 
meéask him, is there any reason why the speculator who receives 
an income from a State or a county bond should be exempted 
from a taxation that the speculator has to pay who holds the 
bonds of a private corporation? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think there are very strong 
reasons arising out of public policy, but in addition to those I 
think there is no constitutional power to do it. ` 

Mr. LINDSAY. There we agree, and there being no consti- 
tutional power to do it, I hold that there is no attempt in this 
bill to do it, and that is a sufficient answer. - 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I have arrived at a point in the 
discussion of this proposed income tax where I find it is impos- 
sible to make any compromise with my convictions in regard to 
the provision under discussion. I may submit my views as to 
expediency and propriety to the greater wisdom of my fellows, 
but I can not so submit my views as to the fundamental ques- 
tions which lie at the very foundation, of the exercise of the 
taxing power of tho Federal Government. In all matters that 
regard taxation I find it impossible to ignore now, any more 
than at any other time, the existence of the States. 

I believe it is the duty of each one of us intrusted with the 
high responsibility of legislation to keep in mind at all times 
our dual scheme of government. We can not lose sight for one 
moment of the great underlying fact that to the States, of which 
this Government is in one sense the general agent, belong per- 
haps the most important and largest function of taxation; that 
in creating the burdens that taxation always imposes, burdens 
never to be borne except So accompanied by a ees exi- 
gency, the States are in the largest degree interested. 

I think it is not to be denied that so far as amounts go by far 
the largest amount of taxation springs directly from the power 
and the necessities of the States—State taxation, county taxa- 
tion, municipal taxation, in their aggregate enormous and ex- 
ceeding by many millions the aggregate of national taxation. 
That in the exercise of the legislative power with which weare 
intrusted and which we are now attemp to exercise we should 
keep in mind this double source from which the burden of tax- 
ation springs seems to me to go withont saying. 

There is another view to be taken of this question. Undeni- 
ably the Federal Government has the right, which it has often 
exercised, and, I take it, will exercise whenever the exigency 
arises, of exempting from taxation all the bonds that are issued 
by its authority. It has been found necessary, in order to mar- 
ket those bonds to the greatest advantage, that that exemption 
should be created by law. It is true we may either exempt them 
from taxation or we may impose the taxation, but our discre- 
tion is influenced entirely by theadvantage accruing to, and the 
needs of, the Federal Government, and it has been found in the 
past that it was necessary to create that exemption. 

Now, then, the States have found that the necessity of ex- 
emption of State credit was also one that was exigent and im- 
portant to them, and they have exercised it in most cases in so 

‘ar as to exempt the bonds issued by authority of the State and 
the interest thereon from taxation by the State. But the State 
can not exempt the holders of such bonds from taxation by the 
we Government unless the Constitution contemplates that 
exemption. 

Now, without regard to the constitutional question, whether 
it ang be decided one way or the other by the Supreme Court, 
Thold that it is our duty as legislators of the Federal Government 
to pay that respect to the autonomy of the States that we find 
is obliged to be paid to the autonomy of the Federal Govern- 
ment by the States. I do not believe that we should ever in 
this matter of imposing burdens take such a view of our duty 
as would permit us to degrade the States to the position of in- 
feriority to which this discrimination would reduce them. I 
mean of being obliged to submit to Federal taxation upon their 
power to borrow money, while the Federal Government can 
take from the States all power to tax the income derived from 
Federal bonds. 

Therefore, I do not think it can ever be for the advantage of 
the Federal Government to adopt such a course in this matter 
of taxation as puts the States in a position inferior to the Fed- 
eral Government, or in one which tends to degrade them in this 
great dual system of ours. 

Mr. PUGH. I fully agree with the Senator from Delaware 
and with my colleague in reference to this amendment; and I 


rose simply to suggest to the Senator from Delaware, in the line 
of his argument and in support of his opinion, that the power of 
a State to borrow money to carry on its own local vernment, 
to meetits own necessities, isa reserved power. It never has 
been delegated. If the power of taxation has been vested by 
the States in the Federal Government of what value is the re- 
served power of the State to borrow money when the States them- 
selves, by delegating the taxing power to the Federal Govern- 
ment, haye impaired its value? The Federal Government, by ex- 
emp from taxation its own bonds and the income arising from 
the interest on its bonds, is committed to the proposition. This 
bill itself that for this Government to levy a tax upon 
the interest of these bonds impairs their value as securities; 
that it impairs their value in the market when the Government 
undertakes to borrow money on its own credit. 

Now, if the State has reserved the right of borrowing money 
and of issuing bonds to put upon the market to sell to raise 
money, it is to do it at a rate of interest; and it is the interest 
of the people of the State to get money at the lowest rate of in- 
terest possible. To say that the State in reserving the right to 
borrow money has ted with the power of protecting itself 
against the power of the Federal Government to tax the income 
arising from the interest upon the bonds, renders the power to 
borrow money utterly nugatory and puts it in the power of the 
Federal Government to destroy this reserved right of the States. 

I agree with my colleague. I look upon the recognition of 
the exercise of this power as a blow at the c t of tho 
States and the rights of the States from which they could not 
recover ina century. It would be far better for us not to de- 
rive a dollar by levying an income tax rather than have it 
done by exercising the power of destroying the reserved right 
of the States to borrow money to carry on their own local gov- 
ernment. It centralizes the power of controlling the credit of 
the States in the Federal Government. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to interrupt the Senator from Alabama 
for a moment to suggest that in what I have said I have as- 
sumed, for the purpose of argument, that the Federal Govern- 
ment has the constitutional right to tax the incomes derived 
from State bonds or bonds issued under State authority, and 
that I feel myself even under such a proposition obliged to vote, 
for the reasons I have given, against the exercise of such a 
right. ButI agree with the Senator from Kentucky, I agree 
with the Senator from Alabama, that there is no constitutional 
right to tax the instrumentality of borrowing money so neces- 
sary to State autonomy. However, I do not agree with my 
friend, the Senator from Kentucky, that because I so believe it 
is unnecessary in this bill to state what we think ought to be 
exempted from the universality of the language used. The lan- 
guage of the bill taxes incomes from all sources, from all bonds, 
and from all investments, without exempting or particularizing 


any. 

te is quite true, as the Senator from Kentucky says, that it it 
be unconstitutional the Supreme Court of the United States will 
so decide. But whether the Supreme Court should so decide 
or not, I want to write into this provision my own protest 
against the constitutionality of such a power. I conceive it to 
be the duty of legislators here to take their own views of the 
Constitution of the United States when they are framing legis- 
lation and to so construct the bill as that it shall conform to 
their views on the constitutional question. 

Mr. LIN DSAY. Will it interrupt the Senator to ask hima 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Delaware yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senate has voted down the amendment 
which exempted State, municipal, and county taxation. Now, if 
the Senate incorporates an exemption of the taxation of State 
bonds alone, will it not follow as a reasonable interpretation that 
it did not intend to exempt county and munici nds? : 

Mr. GRAY. It will not, so for as Jam concerned; nor dol thinkit 
will have any effect upon the Supreme Court ot the United States 
when it comes to pass, if it should come to pass upon the consti- 
tutionality of this provision of the bill. But Istill-believe there 
is nothing inconsistent with the proper framing of a bill of this 
kind in exempting these incomes which are derived from a 
source that are beyond the reach of Federal taxation. I think 
that ought to be put in, in order that the people of the States 
need not be embarrassed by the necessity of ap to the 
Supreme Court of the United States from the action of the col- 
lectors, who would undoubtedly, by the language of the bill, be 
3 to put incomes derived from such bonds among the 
taxable incomes. 

Mr. PUGH. I thought I would have nothing to say upon this 
bill at any stage of its progress, because I consider time 
more valuable in voting than to be consumed in speaking. I 
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/ rose seg! to express my condemnation of this attempt on the 


part of the Federal Government to levy a tax, an income tax or 
otherwise, upon the creditof the State and to undertake to dis- 
tinguish between money in the hands of the holder of a State 
bond paid to him out of the State treasury on a State bond, and 
money paid out of the State treasury to the officials of the 
State. 

I can not see any foundation for any such distinction. It is 
conceded that money in the hands of a State official can not be 
reached that was paid as his salary out of the State treasury. 
How is it that you can, by the exercise of the taxing power on 
the part of the Federal Government, reach the interest payable 
to the holder of a State bond out of the State treasury? 

It is a plain proposition. Vou can not impair the officialagencies 
of the State indispensable to its own administration by taking 
away the power or refusing to recognize it; you can not tax the 
money paid out of the State treasury to the State officials be- 
cause it would impair thatagency. Why is it that if you can 
reach the interest paid on State bonds to the holders of State 
bonds out of the State treasury you do not impair the power of 
borrowing money on the State bonds? It is perfectly prepos- 
terous to undertake to assert such a proposition. 

Mr. GRAY. May I again interrupt the Senator from Ala- 
bama for a moment? 

Mr. PUGH. I yield the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not want the Senator to yield the floor. I 
vent him to go on with the very excellent argument he is mak- 


Ar. PUGH. 1 am through. I have put myself on record, and 
there I will stand. 

Mr. GRAY. It is conceded on all hands that the States are 
inhibited impliedly from taxing the instrumentalities of the Fed- 
eral Government in the way of borrowing money, because by so 
doing they would impair its sovereignty within its appropriate 
sphere. The State against the will of the Federal Goverument 
can not tax the income from a Federal bond. That reason must 
apply to the State and the State bonds with exactly the same 
force that it does totbe Federal Gevernment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator a question at 
this point. The Senatorcontends, as I understand him, that the 
power of the General Government to tax State bonds is question- 
able, because the power to issue State bonds is a necessary inci- 
dent of its political existence. In view of the fact that each 
municipality or county is but a subdivision of the State, and 
therefore the agency of the State in carrying on the State gov- 
ernment, would not the reasoning of the Senator from Delaware 
apply to municipal and county bonds equally with State bonds? 

r. GRAY. I think it would, if I may answer frankly. The 
amendment we are concerned with here is a declaration (I will 
not say exemption, because if the Constitution exempts it we 
ean not increase that exemption) that we do not intend to in- 
clude within the catalogue of securities whose income is to be 
taxed bonds issued directly by the State. 

. Mr. ALLEN, Then, as I understand the Senator from Dela- 
ware, the logic of his argument is that all bonds issued by the 
State, by counties and municipalities—— . 

Mr. GRAY. By its authority. 

Mr. ALLEN. Or by its authority, by any subdivision, would 
also be exempt from taxation by the Federal Government, and 
that would e te every bond issued in the United States by 
9 Now, let me make this suggestion 

Mr. GRAY. Let me just state my position. I said the incli- 
nation of my mind is to answer the Senator affirmatively to in- 
clude all bonds issued by authority of the State. I can not say 
that I am exactly as clear upon that point as I am as to bonds 
directly issued for State 3 and in order to carry out and 
execute the functions of State government. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish tosuggest to the Senator from Delaware 
that the States tax the bonds of counties, municipalities, town- 
ships, etc. It is not held by the State courts that that is any im- 
pairment of the ipower of the State to issue bonds through one 
of its instrumentalities or any impairmentof thestatutory right 
of one of the municipal corporations to issue bonds. 

I desire to suggest tothe Senator from Delaware this thought, 
that a Federal tax upon a State bond in the hand of the holder 
of that bond does not in any manner impair the power or the 
sovereignty of the State to issue bonds, and it does not in the 
slightest impair it any more than the tax of the State upon the 
bond that is issued by the country or municipality. When the 
bond of the State is issued and placed in the hand of the pur- 
chaser, it is private en that time on, and the tax 
rests upon the holder of the bond, and in no manner impairs 
the power or the sovereignty of the State to issue the bond. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
whether or not, if a State has the power to issue a bond, it is 


nos for the purpose of that bond belag sold and being taken up 


by private parties or corporations, as the case may be, and 
whether or not, if you tax the holder of that bond, you are not 
impairing the State security just to the amount of the tax? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think so at all. I thinkthe same logic 
that is used by the Senator from Louisiana would apply to every 

romissory note, every EOR oy. and every form of contract 

ed by a private individual. I think that it does not impair 
the power or the sovereignty of the State that issues the bond 
any more than it impairs the ability of the individual to issue 
his promissory note or his mortgage. 

I was going to say—and that is all I want to say—it strikes 
me that the income tax as it now exists in this bill is impaired 
so that there is practically nothing toit. Everything has been 
exempted that could possibly be exempted upon any conceivable 
theory, and it is a mere eggshell to-day, without any meat in 
it. Here is an attempt to exempt from the income tax millions 
of dollars of State obligations and bonds which are held by the 
people of this country, and possibly by nonresidents. The in- 
come tax as originally framed could not be recognized by its 
author as it now exists in this bill. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I understood from the statement made b 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] that the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] to exempt from 
the income tax municipal and county bonds and bonds of the 
States was voteddown. Iwas notin the Chamber at that period 
and being paired with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER] 
I could not vote upon it if here. 

I desire to say, Mr. President, that I have heard no satisfac- 
tory answer no answer which to my mind brings any kind of 
conviction, to the interrogatory propounded by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], whether, if the Federal power of 
taxation could not extend to the salaries of officials of a State, it 
could extend to the bonds of a State. There has no answer been 
given, and, in my opinion, none can be given to that interroga- 
tory. There is much more reason why the United States can 
not tax or should not tax State agencies, particularly those 
agencies which raise revenue for the State, than that the United 
States can not tax salaries of State officials. There has no suf- 
ficient answer been given to that question and none, in my opin- 
ion, can be given to it. 

What, Mr. President, is the purpose of the State issuing a 
bond? It is for the purpose of taline revenue and other matters 
of public moment; and a vital part of the sovereignty of the State 
would be attacked by any tax upon its power to raise revenue. 

There is no sort of similarity between the power of the Fed- 
eral Government to tax a State bond and the case presented by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] as to the power of the 
Federal Government to tax the promissory note of the individ- 
ual. It is all important to maintain in perfect integrity the 
Poe of the State government to carry on its fiscal operations, 

here lies the very essence of its sovereignty. If you destroy 
in any particular the power of the State to raise revenue, you 
strike a death blow at its sovereignty, for that sovereignty can 
only be maintained and the State government can only be run 
by the power of taxation. 7 

In my State there was a legacy of a very considerable debt left 
from the reconstruction period. That debt has been funded into 
consolidated bonds, and by a wise and judicious management of 
State finances those bonds are now nearly at par. From about 
47 per cent, they have gone up to nearly 100 in the last fifteen 

ears. 

Our State has to provide against the annual overflow of the 
Mississippi River. The State has been divided into levee dis- 
tricts; they are subordinate municipal corporations of the State, 
and there have been transferred to them, in very large measure, 
all lands belonging to the State under the swamp d acts ot 
1849 and 1850. These levee districts have raised money by issu- 
ing bonds predicated upon a mortgage of these State lands thus 
donated to them. Ifthis bill, with ain pat aouar feature passes, 
a very serious blow will be struck at the power of that State to 
prevent the annual overflow of the Mississippi River, to the 
great destruction of our people. 

I think the constitutional point is well taken. If you can tax 
the instrumentalities of the State, particularly in this vital mat- 
ter of raising revenue, you can destroy the State. There is no 
answer to that; therecan be none. The constitutional barrier 
presents itself as an insuperable obstacle to the validity of this 

8 income tax on State bonds. 3 

r. President, Iam told by the Senator from Kentucky that 
wherever there is a constitutional limitation, the words of the 
statute must be considered with reference to that limitation, 
but I will call his attention to the fact that this bill has ver 
carefully excluded United States bonds from its operations, an 
another principle of construction will come in; that the exclu- 
sion of Gnited States bonds is pregnant with the affirmative 
that all other bonds are included. 
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Mr. LINDSAY. Iask the Senator if in his opinion United 
States bonds may not be constitutionally taxed? 

Mr. CAFFERY. By the United States Government; not by 
the State governments. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is, the bonds would be taxed if we had 
not been excluded from this bill? 

Mr. CAFFERY. But the exclusion is in general terms. 
There is a general wording of the statute that embraces all 
bonds. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ali United States bonds. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Here is a special exclusion, a special ex- 
emption, and the general rule of construction will apply, that 
everything not exempted is included. The tax collectors of 
the States will not pay particular attention to these constitu- 
tional objections, but as the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 
well remarked, here is the place to settle this constitutional 

uestion, and not in the Supreme Court. Why embarass the 
8 Court with a question which the Senate of the United 
States can as well decide for itself here and now? 

I shall be constrained, with my view of the unconstitutional- 
ity of this income tax on State bonds, to vote for the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwish to say a word only in reply to the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]. The Senator says that conced- 
ing that it would be unconstitutional to tax the bonds of the 
State, still we may make a general phrase, and leave it to the 
courts hereafter to settle. 

Mr. President, I think that experienced Senator will not him- 
self adhere to that argument. If it were true in any other kind 
of legislation, how is it possible that any careful lawmaker can 
act on that principle in a tax bill? A tax bill has to be carried 
into effect by hundreds of local officers all over the seated | as- 
sessors formerly, and now collectors, and probably we sh i re- 
gure the United States assessor again before we get through 

th it. 

The bill is to be carried out, first, by theassessment, then by 
the demand, aud then, if the tax is not paid, by adistraint. The 
collector is to enter the household of the citizen, of the widow, 
or the unmarried woman, if she is a 1 or a poor 
man or a rich man, or the man who lives 250 miles away from 
the United States court in the vast spaces of some of our West- 
ern States, and, according to the Senator from Kentucky, it is 
gravely proposed that, in regard to this question about which 
the Senate of the United States is pretty nearly evenly divided, 
whether this tax on State bonds or municipal, or town, or county 
indebtedness is constitutional, this law is to be enforced in the 
several districts, in the first instance, according to the opinion 
of the tax collector. So that in Western Missouri, or in Eastern 
Oregon, or in Southern Arkansas, anybody who happens to have 
a bond of this class is to be taxed for it according to the constitu- 
tional opinion of the local collector, and to have his household 
furniture seized in order to collect the tax, with a remedy to go 
by appeal if he chooses, by a seriesof suits to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, according to the opinion of the local officer 
on the constitutional question, in regard to which constitutional 
lawyers, like the Senator from Delaware and the Senator from 
Ala on one side and the Senator from Missourion the other, 
are divided. It does not strike me that that is sound policy in 
legislation. I think we should be derelict to our constitutional 
duty if we were to let loose on the country a law of that kind. 

In the next place, I do not think this is a question for the Su- 

reme Court of the United States, still less for the tax collector. 
do not mean, of course, to say or to expose myself to the sug- 
estion that I do not think we should bow to the Supreme 
urt if it should hold this tax to be unconstitutional; but if the 
nine gentlemen who sit, with so much honor to themselves and 
to the country, in that illustrious tribunal happen to think an 
affirmative exercise constitutional, which I believe unconstitu- 
tional, I think the State of Kentucky is the last place in this 
country from which the suggestion would come that I am bound 
to yield my opinion to them. We are bound to write in this tax 
law all such constitutional limitations as may seem in our judg- 
ment, as constitutional lawyers, to be sound and to be requisite. 

The other suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
LinpDsAy]—for he contributed two to this argument—that when 
it is suggested that by this action you are to impair the credit 
in the market of every, State in this country, you are going to 
do what was so well illustrated by the Senator from Louisiana 
p CAFFERY] in regard to his own State. The Senator from 

entucky said that is no more than you would do if you would 
put an income tax on n contract. The answer to that 
seems to me to be one which can be made in a sentence. The 
whole private property of the citizen, with the exception of a 
few narrow constitutional limitations, is primarily at the serv- 
ice of the Government. 
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The preservation of the country is the supreme law; it is the 
bottom mortgage; it is the first and most sacred obligation, and 
therefore, of course, every private contract in this country must 
be subject to the supreme necessities of the State. The preser- 
vation of the State within its constitutional limits and for its 
constitutional functions is the supreme obligation, and there- 
fore it is an essentially different thing to make a State contract 
uncertain in the matter of ulation, and so impair its value, 
the value of the public credit, upon which ever thing else ina 
time of danger is dependent, and to exercise the authority of 
the Government oyer private property, whether it depends on 
a private contract or whether it is property personal or real in 
the ordinary sense. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I think it a wasteful process 
to tax State bonds either by an definite tax, and it is an equally 
wasteful thing to have it well understood by declaration, or by 

evitable inference, that we have a right to tax them and are 
liable to tax them at any time. There is no financial benefit in 
it, but there is an injury. If a State desires to borrow money 
and publishes the fact that it will issue ten-year bonds at 3 per 
cent interest, the elements of the problem are very certain. The 
elements, excepting the condition of the public credit and busi- 
ness, are fixed. 

The State knows precisely what it can do, and the bankers 
will bid with this knowledge; but if the Government puts a tax 
of a quarter of a cent upon those bonds, and it is understood 
and established that it will always be one-quarter of a cent, the 
States will lose something, to be sure; but they could borrow 
with some fixity and some certainty; but if a 3 per cent bond is 
issued, with the liability of having a mill or a quarter of a cent 
taken out of it, the bankers will take out more than a propor- 
tionate sum from their bid because of this uncertain element 
which enters into the contract. 

So that you or the State will certainly lose by it; the upshot 
of it between the State and the General Government is a loss; a 
greater tax will come later on, and, instead of getting the bankers 
to bid 100 for a hundred-dollar bond, with this uncertainty of 
taxing the bonds hanging over them, they will not bə likely to 
give over 96, for tioy say we do not know what Congress 
will do;” and there is where they are right. The tax may bea 
mill or 2 mills, or, if the Government is in great need, a quarter 
of a cent or half a cent. In fact, it is to a certain percentage & 
destruction of the State’s right to borrow money. ving the 
constitutional question entirely out, and taking the pure finan- 
cial question, you are wasting money by this proposition. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In some remarks I made this 
morning referred to the Kentucky case, and I think I stated 
the decision of the Supreme Court in that case, The ye 
that was adopted subsequently by Congress was applied first in 
what is known as the Baltimore case—the United States vs. The 
Railroad Company, (17 Wallace, 322). That was a case where 
the city of Baltimore had subscribed for $5,000,000 of bonds of 
the timore and Ohio Railroad Company, and the tax pro- 
vided for by the internal-revenue act of 1864 was im upon 
the company. The company declined to pay, on the ground 
that it was a tax upon an integral part of the sovereignty of the 
State, namely the city of Baltimore. 

The Supreme Court in that case held the contention to be good. 
Subsequently, in the case of Stockdale vs. Insurance Company, 
in 20 Wallace, 330, the same principle was and 
adopted. Then the Congress of the United States, in the Fifty- 
second Congress, refunded to certain counties in Kentucky, to 
the city of Louisville in that State, and to the State of Tennes- 
see taxes which they had paid, the refund by Congress being 
based upon the two cases to which I referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York IMr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have some difficulty about 
this case, and I want to submit to the constitutional lawyers in 
this body a question, and especially do I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] to a difficulty 
which I have, and I hope he may be able to remove it. 8 

It seems to me, Mr. President I may be mistaken about it 
that a fundamental fallacy underlies all the arguments which I 
have heard here this morning urged against the constitution- 
ality of the income tax so far as any part of that income might 
come from the interest upon State bonds. The case has been 
argued as if the proposition were to tax the State bonds eo nomine 
as so much property; as if this were an excise tax levied under 
the Constitution, under which the bonds issued by States are 
made subject to taxation for the benefit of the Federal Govern- 
ment. If that were the question before the Senate, it would be 
a very different one from the one really before it. If I am not 
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mistaken—I eall the attention of the Senator from Delaware to 


that point—there is a vast difference, as it appears to me, be- 
tween taxing incomes derivable from a nontaxable thing, and a 
tax upon the thing itself. 

Under the Federal Constitution real estate or land can not be 
taxed except by the rule of apportionment, there being two 
rules for the levy of internal taxes under the Constitution, one 
the rule of apportionment, and the other the rule of uniform- 
5 It was argued by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

OAR] with some plausibility—but I think the Senate decided 
against him by a very large majority—that that provision of 
this income-tax law which taxes as incomes the rent coming 
from real estate was unconstitutional, because it was in effect 
taxing real estate, and real estate or land could only be taxed 
by the rule of apportionment, and this tax is by the rule of uni- 


formity. 

Tehduld like to call the attention of the Senator from Dela- 
ware to that, and ask him if the Senate decided right then, if 
that decision can be maintained upon any other ground than 
that there is substantially and really, as matter of constitu- 
tional law, a difference between taxing a thing which the Con- 
stitution prohibits to be taxed and taxing the income of an in- 
dividual, and including within that income the proceeds of the 
nontaxable property. Thatnow is the position which Senators 
must take in order to make a good ground against the constitu- 
tionality of this income tax. 

I want to call the attention of the Senator from Delaware and 
the attention of other Senators to some other troubles we shall 
have if we forget the plain and, as I think, the manifest consti- 
tutional distinction between a thing and that which might by 
some use of the thing produce an income. The Constitution of 
the United States prohibits the im) on ol a tax upon exports. 
Is it now to be provided in this bill that any income derived by 
an exporter from dealing in exports is also to be exempt? The 
Constitution of the United States prohibits States—I mention 
that simply as an analogous argument—from taxing imports as 
well as exports. Is it to be argued that a State may not levy 
these taxes and impose an income tax upon an importer or in- 
elude within the taxes which it imposes upon one of its citizens 
an income derived from imposts? } 

I present this to show that there must bə a very plain and 
fundamental distinction between taxing a nontaxable thing un- 
đer the Constitution and taxing the income of an individual, 
and including within it not the nontaxable thing, but some in- 
come or profit which might come from the use of this nontaxa- 
ble thing. 

Here is another trouble to which I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me, right there? 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me get through. I shall only occupy a 
few moments, 

Mr. GRAY. Allow me to suggest to the Senator, so that he 
may have it before him, what my distinction would be. 

GEORGE. Very well. 7 

Mr. GRAY. I submit to him, with great deference, as I 
always do when I differ with the Senator on -a matter of consti- 
tutional or other law, that the reason why the State can not tax an 
import is because there is an express prohibition in the Consti- 
tution of the United States upon the States doing that thing. 


Mr. GEORGE. I to that. 

Mr. GRAY. But for that express inhibition, imports, like 
all other property, would be within the domain of State taxa- 
tion. But the reason why, as I conceive, that a State should 
not tax either the bond or the income from a bond of the United 
States, does not rest upon any express inhibition, for there is 
none; but because both the bond and the interest paid upon it 
are an exercise of the essentially inherent sovereignty of the 
Government that does issue the bond. 

So of the State.” Itssovereignty within its appropriate sphere 
is complete. The reason why the power of the State to borrow 
money should not be impaired by the taxi wer of the United 
States is not on account of any express bition in the Consti- 
tution of the United States, for there is none; but because in our 
scheme of government it has been deemed essential that neither 
the General Government on the one hand or the State govern- 
ment on the other should interfere with or should be conceived 
as ha the power to interfere with those essential instru- 
mentalities of government of either. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, there is a very easy answerto 
the ar, ent of the Senator from Dela ý ere can be no 
more force in an implied 1 in the Constitution than 

hibition in the Constitution. The ques- 
tion in either case is not how the thing is unconstitutional, but 
whether the thing itself be constitutional or not. So the Sena- 
tor makes nothing, I humbly conceive, in drawing a distinction 


there is inan express pro. 


between an express prohibition in the Constitution of the United 
States against taxation and an implied prohibition in the Con- 
stitution, because in both the utmost force and effect which can 
be attributed to them means simply prohibition and no more. 

Lest the Senator might think he was not suffloiently answered 
by reason of his allegation that the nontaxability of an income 
derived from State bonds comes from the fact that, if that were 
allowable, it would put it in the power of another agency, 
another sovereignty, to destroy or impair the operations of the 
State government. Am Icorrectin so translating the Senator's 
views? 

If that be so, then wouldit not be the mostsingular thing that 
we should have forty-four States united under a common Con- 
stitution, and that each one of those forty-four States should 
have the power to tax these instrumentalities of its co-States 
and thereby destroy them? 

If the Senator contends that it would, I ask him this question: 
Will he contend that the interest on a bond issued by the State 
of Louisiana, and held by a citizen of the State of Mississippi, 
could not be taxed in the State of Mississippi by her Bo 5 
ture, in the possession of one of her own citizens, forthe purpose 
of raising revenue? 

Mr. GRAY. It can not be done. Let me say a word further, 
that the Senator may understand the position Itake. The State 
of Louisiana, it is true, can not prevent the State of Mississippi 
from taxing the income of a citizen of Mississippi derived from 
a bond of the State of Louisiana. That is because there is no 
extra-territorial jurisdiction.of the State; but the State of Mis- 
sissippi can protect its own sovereignty within its own limits as 
to the conduct and obligation of its own citizens within its own 
borders, and when it permits those bonds to be taxed the power 
of the State goes with it, and therefore that does not interfere 
with the free apan of the State. 

Mr. GEORGE e Senator has e forced by the 
circumstances of his argument, thrown away his whole case b 
the illustration. On what are we proceeding? Weare proceed- 
ing, as the Senator himself admits, on an puaa prohibition 
contained in the Constitution of the United States to tax in- 
comes. That is his argument. His last position is that the 
Constitution of the United States can not protect a citizen of 
Mississippi against an unjust taxation imposed by the State of 
Louisiana, unless the State of Mississippi should interpose di- 
rectly to do it? That surrenders the whole case. Ifitisuncon- 
stitutional to make that taxation, that is, unconstitutional as 
being a violation of the Constitution of the United States, it 
3 no interposition of the State in which the taxed man 
resides. He can go to any Federal court and have it enjoined. 

Mr. President, I had these difficulties. I have listened with 
great attention tothe very learned arguments made by Senators, 
and when I asked them to explain the ablest one among them— 
no; I shall not say that 

Mr..GRAY. That would be say a great deal. 

Mr. GEORGE. ButIshall say a clear-headed constitutional 
lawyer undertakes to remove my first trouble by a distinction 
which never before, I sup existed in the mind of a consti- 
tutional lawyer, and could o have existed in his cP being 
forced into it by the stress of his position, that there is a dis- 
tinction between an express prohibition of the Constitution of 
the United States and an implied prohibition. 

There is none. If a thing be unconstitutional and in viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States, it is just as bad 
whether it comes from an express prohibition or from an im- 
plied prohibition. The only difference is that the man who 
argues in favor of the unconstitutionality of a certain provision 
has an easier task to perform to prove his pro itionwhen he 
can put his finger upon an express prohibition. That is all. 
The Constitution is just as orous, just as efficient, just as 
strong to throw down and tear down and beat down everything 
which is in contravention of it, whether that thing be in con- 
travention of an express prohibition or of an imp prohibi- 
tion. It is all the same. E> 

Here is another thing I should like the Senator from Dela- 
ware toexplain. When this $500, orany othersum which comes 
toa taxpayer by reason of a payment to him of adebt due by 
the government of a State or the Government of the United 
States, when does that money cease to be interest? 

Mr.GRAY. I refer the Senator to the case of Brown against 
the State of Maryland. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator calls my attention toa case which 
I had in mind, of Brown against the State of Maryland. There 
the court held—without going into the specific details of the 
opinion—thatwhen the ceased to be an import, it became 
taxable. So when this debt due by the Government ceased to 
be a debt, it became taxable. Is there answer to that? 


any ans 
Mr. GRAY. I want to ask the Senator when the salary of a 
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State judge ceases to be a part of the treasury of the State, an 
instrumentality of the State, and becomes a part of the common 
property of the judge? : 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall answer that when Ireach that point in 
the discussion. Lam talking now about income. The Senator 
must remember that an income is something which comes to the 
man who owns it; it is his property; it is his income, let it come 
from what source it may. Can it be said that after the interest 
has been paid to the creditor that there is any debt then left? 

By the way, Mr. President, if you look at the nontaxability 
of the Federal bonds, the argument goes upon the idea that you 
can not tax a debt due by the United States. It is the obligation 
that you can not tax. en the interest has accrued and been 
paid over, the debt is extinguished. What interest 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GEORGE. Not now. 

What interest has any human being, other than the person 
to whom the interest has been paid, in that particular money? 
Money has no ear-marks, Mr. President. A dollar is a dollar. 
You can not distinguish one from another. Will the Senator 
from Delaware or any other Senator say that the payment of the 
interest, when it goes into the man’s general fund, still carries 
with ita sanctity of constitutional law which prohibits it from 
being taxed? Will they please note the time when it loses that 
sanctity? When does it end? If he mingles it with his other 
funds, as everybody else does, or if he deposits it in a bank to 
his general account with his other funds, has it then lost its 
identity, or will he have, in order to preserve the specitic iden- 
tity of the very dollars which have upon them the sacred bap- 
tism of having been paid by the Government of the United States 
as interest on his bond, to keep them all separate and apart? 

I want the Senator to explain that. How does it happen that 
this money thus paid becomes liable to taxation? Will the Sen- 
ator say when he parts with it to some body else? Thatisa very 
curious kind of sanctity, an exemption to a dollar that happens 
to have the honor of having been 5 by the Treasurer of the 
United States toa debtor of the United States, and that shall 
be all banished the very first moment that the man who got the 
money shouid see proper to use it. 

The Senator from Delaware forgets, and all the Senators who 
adopt the same view forget, that money is worthless to a man 
until he parts with it. That is one of the singular things about 
money. So long as aman will not part with it, it is of no value 
to him. Then, I suppose, according to the argument of the 
Senators, that as long as a man pi it as his own you can not 
tax it, but just the moment he undertakes to make it of some 
value to himself then it becomes taxable. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GEORGE. Not now. 

That is the argument, that is the tion to which Senators 
are driven who maintain the proposition which I humbly con- 
eeive—and I speak of it with some little diffidence, as I have not 

rha pven this matter the study I should like to have given 
ie as fa d not know it was coming up—but that is the position, 
I will not say the absiirdity, but the inconsistency to which they 
are driven, unless they have a better explanation for it than 
they have given for it here to-day. 

Mr. President, the Senator says the power to tax incomes is 

ing to ruin the credit of the States; and the Senator from 

bama and the Senator from Louisiana seemed to think that 
if the world did not come to an end just the very day the tax 
was levied, certainly constitutional liberty would expire at that 
time, and we should have no more of the old system of consti- 
tutional government in this 3 

Let us get outof all of that fine talk and come down to the very 

thing in the bill. Let us see what it is. A tax of 2 per cent 

m an income, that is $2 in the hundred on the income—not 

in the hundred on the principal which produces the income. 

That principal probably produces a hundred dollars at the rate 
of 3 per cent interest. 

Have Senators considered how much a tax of 2 per cent upon 
the income of a bond-bearing 3 percent interest would decrease 
the value of that bond? It is infinitesimal; I can not make the 

lation. I believe some Senator said—I forget who it was— 
tif this thing were done bonds would go down and interest 
would go up to 10 or 12 per cent. If that isso, it is not because 
that is the 1 result of this legislation, but it is 
because the men who deal in bonds speculate upon the misfortunes 
of their fellow-citizens. I say if this be so, it is because that 
of men, without justification in the business aspect of the 
, undertake to tax by incrased interest the e of the 
United States, to punish them for an attempt on their part to 
3 755 legitimate tax upon them. 
President, I am not in favor of yielding to that kind of 


a menace. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] said a ve 
true thing when he addressed the Senate u this subject; 
that is, in all the exemption from taxation in the United States, 
the most unjustifiable was the exemption of bonds held by 
that class of men from taxation. 

If they want to punish the people of this country by levying a 
tax which does not amount to prohibition as much as one-tenth 
of 1 per cent interest, by charging 4 or 5 per cent additional in- 
terest, ail I have to say to them is, let them come and we shall 
try them on that. If they propose to raid the American people 
for the exercise of a common, fair, just right by extortion and 
pillage, we shall find some means of counteracting them. 

So, Mr. President, to conclude the whole thing, to sum it all 
up, here is a Government tax to be levied for the support of the 
Government. I havea right to say that. We believe it is so, 
and Senators who argue for this exemption have no right to 
8 that proposition. We decide that it is right and just 
and make this levy. 

Sir, who are to be exempted? That class of our 8 8 who, 
of all others, ougat to pay taxes. Those are all. do not 
want tosay anything to excite prejudice t bondholders, 
against millionaires, against rich people. That is a very che 
line of 8 I think a man has a right to fair and eq 

roteetion, whether he be worth a million dollars or whether 

e be worth $10; but I do not think he has any right to a Asai 
protection. I think a man who has made his million dol by 
fairand honest and legitimate work is as much entitled to pro- 
tection as a man who made $10 by legitimate work; but he 
has not any more. If the humble are to be taxed for Federal 
purposes, as they are in the tax on consumption in all that they 
eat, in all that they wear, in all that they consume, it does seem 
to me, Mr. President, that the wealthy people of this country 
ought not to stand before the American people and claim an 
exemption from a tax so light as this. 

That kind of claiming of exemption, that kind of claiming of 
special privileges, is the yery thing which in these times men of 
wealth ought to avoid. If they not avoid it upon a princi- 
ple of honor, of decency, and of right, they ought to avoid it 
— 5 the more ignoble and selfish principle of self- preservation. 

at kind of claim has produced and is producing a prejudice 
against wealth and wealthy men which may, Ifear, end insome 
attack upon the right of private property itself. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask the Senator from Mississippi a 
question. Isu he will answer me now. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will answer any question I can. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator to say—I do not wish 
to misrepresent him—that in case Government bonds were ex- 
empted and nothing said about it, we should probably tax the 
interest? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is my opinion, and I understood it to be 
the opinion of the Senator himself on last Saturday. 

Mr. HILL. I suggested that point, butI call attention to the 
fact that I was antagonized in that very strongly by the distin- 
eee Senator from Missouri, who held that that wasrank re- 
pudiation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me make a statement right there. The 
Senator said that when the bond itself was exempted the inter- 
est also was exempted. 

Mr. HILL. Did I say that? 

Mr. GEORGE, Is that the question put to me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. I answer that in this way: The unpaid part 
which still remains a debt due by the Governmentto the holder 
of the bond stands on the same footing as the bond itself. As 
soon as the interest is paid the Government is no longer debtor 
and the money becomes the property of the individual. Then 
I think the rule is different. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Mississippi, 
when he gets through, whether he has made or does make in 
his own mind any distinction between the case of Buffington and 
Day, the case of the salary and the case of the interest received 
on Government bonds as an income. I do not know but that the 
Senator has spoken of this point when I wasoutof the Chamber. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not spoken of it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to hear the Senator on that point. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not like to talk on that subject because 
itis not before the Senate. Whenever there is a proposition 
before the Senate to tax the salaries of State officers, then I 
shall answer the Senator’s question. I do not care to discuss it 
now. Iam glad the Senator from Tennessee is not here, for I 
should feel as if I were incurring his everlasting hostility it I 
were to discuss a pure abstract question now. Ishall not do it. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator from 3 i will pardon me 
he is a great constitutional lawyer, as we now; he has been 
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that in the case of Buffington an y— Allison 

Mr. GEORGE. Whether greator small, I have the right and | Brice, Gibson, 8 1 oes 
the power of expressing opinions here if I wish. 3 Gordon, Mi by, Wis. Smith, 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. The case of Buffington and Day is Garey.” le Se a rp ois ed gn 
by some minds regarded as an authority on the question we are i Jones, Nev Murphf, Wilson. 
ee The court have held that you can not tax the salary Dubois, Kyle, Palmer, Wolcott. 


of a State officer, because it is a tax on a State function. 

Now they say, by the same reasoning ag tag ds that you can not 
tax the interest on State bonds because it is a tax ona State 
function. My suggestion to the Senator from Mississippi was 
not sarcastic or ironical, but with entire and most absolute re- 

t. Ido not think it is asking the Senator to discuss a ques- 
tion not before the Senate. It is asking him if he can tell us 
why thatargument is not an authority deciding the question be- 
fore the Senate. That is what I ask. 

Mr. GEORGE. I can answer that. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all. I did not say the Senator has been 
achief justice or ask the question in any apts of derision or 
in jest, but in absolute respect and good faith. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwillanswerthatquestion. It is a presump- 
tion upon which all salary laws are passed, though I regret to 
say that in reference to the salaries of Federal officials it is not 
always a just and fair presumption that the amount fixed for the 
salary is that sum which is necessary to secure to the State or 
the United States the services of a competent man to perform 
the duties of the office. I think I am right that far. 

Now, if we allow an extra au 887 to come in and tax that 
compensation which the State has adjudged by its laws (and the 
State is the only competent authority upon that subject) is the 
sum which is sufficient to get a competent man to perform the 
functions of government intrusted to that officer, then we allow 
an outside authority to destroy the power of the State to have 
a competent officer. That is the pleafor him which does not 
apply to business men who hofd these bonds. 

r. HOAR. Who buy them in the market. 

Mr. GEORGE. Who purchase them in the market and hold 


them. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


the amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I 
transfer my pair with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VILAs] to the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], and 
vote 1 8 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE], and vote nay.” 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. PATTON (after having voted in the affirmative). Has 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON] voted? 

2 VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. 

Mr. PATTON. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Maryland, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 
paired generally with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCK- 
RELL]. I understand he is necessarily absent for a portion of 
the day. Therefore I withdraw my vote, not knowing how he 
would vote on this question. 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, McMillan, Pugh, 
oara, Gray, Manderson, Sherman, 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Cullom, Hawley, Perkins, Squire, 
Davis, Platt, ‘Teller, 
Dixo Hill, Power, Washburn. 
Dolph, Hoar, Proctor, 
NAYS—H. 
Allen, Daniel, Lin Roac! 
Bate, Faulkner, Motaatin, 2 
. urge, Martin, Ves 
Blackburn, Milis, Voorhees, 
lanchard, 1 Hunton, „ a 
den. Saati, Pettigrew, ve 
e. Jones, Ark. : 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri 
to the wording of that portion of section 55 which relates to 
what is called the inheritance and gift tax. The bill asit camé 
to us from the other House provided for a tax upon all poreon 
property received by gift, devise, and inheritance. The wor 

devise“ was stricken out, because it relates only to real prop- 
erty. Isup that is the point to the amendment. 
efore making any motion in this regard I call the attention 
of the Senate to this omission. It has been said over and over 
again in the debate that the object is to have a perfect bill, t 
have as few exemptions as possible, so that the bill can be mo 
easily defended. The bill purports to require every gift of per- 


sonal property and all inheritances of personal property to be 
taxed 2 per cent, the same as all otber items of taxation. 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 


ifthe word “inheritance” is any more applicable to personal 
property than the word devise“? 

Mr. HILL. Les, it is. Inheritance“ includes both real and 
personal property, and“ devise“ includes real estate alone under 
the technical legal definition. 

The pending bill, then, in its present shape excludes all iit 
of real estate, although made in contemplation of Geath, and } 
real estate which is inherited. There is no dispute about tha 
fact. I call attention to the peculiar situation of the bill. The 
collateral-inheritance statutes in the various States, now known 
more properly as inheritance and gift acts, because they have 
been enlarged so as to affect not only collateral relatives, but 
direct relatives to a very large extent, affect, for the main part 
in the respective States, only personal property. 

In preparing the propose law the parties who drew the bill 
have seen fit to tax that same personal property. Real estate 18 
not taxed under these gift and inheritance acts. The very 
property which the States themselves have not assumed to tax 
the General Government steps in and does not tax, but the 
General Government steps in and assumes to tax just precisely 
what the States in the main assume to tax. There are some 
States, of course, where real estate is taxed, but in the main 
throughout the country those statutes relate simply to personal 
property. I call the attention of the Senate and the country to 
the fact that here is an omission, plain and distinct, SpE in 
the bill for some good purpose or some bad purpose or for some 
purpose or other, whereby this species of property is entirely 
exempt. 

I listened agen | last to the distinguished Senator from 
Missouri, who argued very eloquently and ably that if a million- 
aire has $5,000 000 of personal property—he made the illustra- 
tion in bonds then; the bond part is not essential now—or 85, 
000,000 in money, which he wants to give to a child, that that 
personal property should be taxed. It is said that if he dies 
without a and leaves the property to his children it ought to 
be taxed, The Senator said there might be $5,000,000 of prop- 
erty, and argued eloquently and ably that the Government ~~ 

rotected this property and that when the party, in view óf 
Aeath or by will, makes the gift, or the child receives the in- 
heritance, it ought to be taxed. 

I simpl suggest for the consideration of the Senate what 
about a gift of real estate worth 85,000,000? What about receiv- 
ing $5,000,000 worth of real estate by inheritance? It is ex- 
empted by the terms of the bill. Now, I desire to know from 
the distinguished Senator from Missouri what are the grounds 
of that exemption. Are they legal, constitutional, or is it 
deemed best as a matter of discretion to exclude this class of 
property? 

Mr. VEST. This is an income tax, and that is the answer 
the Senator from New York. This section, a part of which 
now proposes to amend in section 54, provides that the income tax 
shall be laid upon any kind of property, rents, interests, divi- 
dends, salaries, etc. 

Mr. HILL. Where is that provision? 

Mr. VEST. On page 170, lines 15,16,and 17. If we exempted 
the rents of real estate, then the argument of the Senator fro; 
New York would be entirely pertinent and proper; but we d 
nothing of the kind. 

We tax all incomes from any source whatever, and we specif 
the income coming from real estate. This portion of the b 


which the Senator proposes to amend refers to personal prope 
erty that comes by gift or inheritance. If the Senator co 
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find any way to put real estate in the r. of an income de- 
er 


rived by inheritance or gift, I should won at his ingenuity 
and ability, for I can not conceive how it could be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to line 25, page 171, which says, the value of all per- 
sonal property.” Therefore Wo atom property must be valued 
under the inheritance tax. Ido not see any more difficulty in 
valuing real estate than personalty. 

Mr. VEST. We puta tax immediately upon the income de- 
rived from real estate after it goes into the hands of the person 
to whom it descends. You can not, in my judgment, call it an 
income, when real estate is given to a party and you immedi- 
ately put a tax upon the income derived from it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me suggest àn instance to the Senator. 
A person has $100,000 in realty and $100,000 in personal prop- 
erty, both acquired by inheritance. The tax-gatherer must 
value the personal property and collect 2 per cent upon it at 
once; not upon the income of it afterward, but upon the actual 
property. hat greater difficulty is there in valuing realty and 
collecting 2per cent upon it than upon personal property? Ido 
not see it myself. 

Mr. VEST. The law of 1864, and the bill as it came over to us 
from the other House, disposed of real estate by putting a tax 
upon the income derived from it. Now, when personal prop- 
erty on the other hand comes to a party, it is treated as money, 
and the language of the bill as it came from the other House, 
which is copied, I think, from the act of 1864, is: 


The amountof money, notes, bonds, choses in action, and the value of any 
personal property received by gift, devise, or inheritance. 


Mr. ALLISON. That value must be appraised. Otherwise 
the officers would not know what it is. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I do not see the difficulty in appraising 
real estate. I only call the attention of the Senate to it. 

Mr. VEST. The proposed law here was dealing with personal 
property alone and money, which is personal property. The 
amendment which we made to the bill was simply to strike out 
the words“ the amount of money, notes, bonds, choses in action,” 
which are porsona property, and say ‘‘money and the value of 
all personal property acquired by gift or inheritance.” 

In other words, the terms of the law originally in 1864 and in 
the billas it came from the other House recognized the differ- 
ence between perishable property or personal property and real 
estate, and put a tax on the income of real estate and upon the 
personal property itself. As soon as a party receives from any 
one a piece of land, the income from the land becomes taxable 
under the proposed law, and therefore you can not say that the 
real estate is exempt from taxation. 

Mr. HILL, The momenta party receives any personal prop- 
erty, does not the income thereafter become subject to the tax? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. The phrase came to us in the bill origi- 
nally and is found in the act of 1864. I e the assumption 
was that personal property could be used immediately and be- 
come a part of the income; that it was not like real estate, 
which is sea by its rent. The first part of the section 
to which I have alluded deals with real estate. The latter part 
of it deals with personal property. To increase the amount of 
liability to taxation by including in anybody’s income not only 
the value of the r estate, but then proceed also to tax the 
rents of the real estate, it seems to me is a monstrous proposi- 
tion, for it would be in the nature of double taxation and would 
be oppressive; but if the Senate upon argument thinks that is 
fair and proper, I have no pride of opinion about it. 

Mr. P ATT. Ido not think there ought to be included in 
the yearly income which is to be taxed, either the real estate 
which may be received by devise or personal property which is 
received by inheritance or gift. 

Mr. HILL. Iam going to make a motion also in regard to 
that provision. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think it is any part of the yearly in- 
come. I think it is entirely foreign to the scheme of the bill. 

I wish to state, while I am up, that there is no feature of the 
English income tax which is so odious in England as what they 
sall the death duties. That is the name which they have given 
this sort of taxation in England. The death duties are very 
odious, and they ought to be odious in this country. They are 
no part of a person’s real income. 

r.CHANDLER. There seems to be no doubt at all that the 
bill adopts an inheritance tax right into the body of it. 

Mr. HILL. And calls it an income tax. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It purports to be an income tax, but it is 
an inheritance tax upon personal property. There is no doubt 


7 that. It is an inheritance tax upon personal property 
only. 
Falte that the State of New York has within a very few 


years adopted an inheritance tax, and that it realizes from taxes 
on inheritances within the State a very large sum of money, $2,- 
000,000 or 33,000,000 annually. 

Now, the income-tax provision which in theory is intended 
to tax the income for one year and another year, and so on year 
by year, proceeds to take 2 per cent out of 4 inheritance of 
personal property, no matter how large itis. There can be no 
escape, as it seems to me, from the assertion that here is an in- 
heritance tax upon personal property and not an inheritance tax 
upon real estate. It seems to me that the distinction which has 
been drawn by Senators here is absolutely good, and that you 
have adopted the most astonishing feature of putting into an in- 
come tax an inheritance tax. 

You have discriminated against the person who inherits per- 
nonal property and in favor of the person who inherits real 
estate. I do not see that the distinction which the Senator from 
Missouri makes can possibly be good, that it is justifiable to 
make this distinction because after you have imposed this in- 
come and inheritance tax you continue to tax the income from 
real estate. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from New Hampshire a 
question before he takes his seat. How could you put this tax 
upon real estate unless you conform to the Constitution, which 
pee ponmita the imposition of a direct tax on the basis of popula- 

ion 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Missouri is only argu- 
ing against a theory which I shall not defend. I think itis a 
fundamental error to undertake to put an inheritance tax into 
an income-tax bill, and I hope the Senator from New York—— 

Mr. VEST, The Senator from New Hampshire does not an- 
swer my E EE 

Mr. ANDLER. Wait a, moment. I hope the Senator 
from New York, instead of moving to add to the bill a provision 
that there shall be a tax of 2 per cent upon all real estate, will 
move to strike out the 2 per cent tax upon personal property. 
Now, I will hear the Senator from Missouri again. 

Mr. VEST. The bill, if the Senator will permit me, pn 
provides a tax of 2 per cent upon the income derived from r 
estate. The Senator does not answer my question. The Con- 
stitution of the United States provides that no direct tax a 
real estate shall be levied unless it be according to rere on. 
How could we have put this tax upon real estate itself under 
that provision of the Constitution? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am happy to agron with the Senator 
from Missouri. I do not think he could have levied such a tax, 
but I think that therefore he had better strike from the bill the 
inheritance tax upon personal property. The Senator always 
convinces me when he is right. 

Mr. VEST. Iam glad to hear it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ialways give careful and candid attention 
to the views which the Senator submits to the Senate. I think 
he is right in malito toar you can not in the pending bill 
constitutionally tax an inheritance of real estate; but if you are 
dealing with incomes it is no reason for taxing an inheritance 
of personal property 2 per cent, once for all, by saying that as 
to real estate the annual income from it will be taxed in future 
years, because, as the Senator from New York has said, so will 
the income of the personal property be taxed in future years. 

If you tax it 2 per cent as the inheritance tax and the person 
retains it in his possession when another year comes around, 
then of course you take the income derived from it and tax the 
income 2 per cent again. The proposition in the bill to add an 
inheritance tax is an anomaly which I am quite sure the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, now that he has convinced himself that he 
can not constitutionally put an income tax on an inheritance of 
real estate, will strike out of the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words before I 
move an amendment to the bill. It is difticult, allow me to say, 
for me to defend any sort of these gift and inheritance taxes, 
They are taxes which areeasily collected, but it alwaysappeared 
to me as if they were imposed without ropero to any fixed prin- 
ciple of taxation for the reason that if A is the owner of a large 
amount of real and personal property upon which he pays to his 
Government and State all taxes which can be properly imposed 
upon it while he owns it, simply because he wants to transfer 
the property by deed or will or bill of sale to his nephew, his pro- 
tégé, or whoever he pleases, the Government or State 2 in, 
and because of the mere act of transfer, täkes some portion of 
that property, because the moment the property vests in the 
transferee the State and the Government can step in and still 
tax the property, both real and personal. 

In other words, it is a tax upon the property intransitu. While 
A owned the property he paid the just demands of government 
and when he transferred it the transferee pays the just de 
of government, State and national. Therefore I do not take 
much stock in the theory that the collateral inheritance or the 
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direct inheritance is founded upon any just principle. It is very 
difficult to defend it. 

The first point which Iam now making is that you have as- 
sumed to place in this tariff-reform bill first an income tax, and 
now you have endeavored to place in the income tax an inher- 
itance. Whata man receives by gift, that which he does not 
earn, is not an income within a proper sense of the term. That 
which my father leaves me by inheritance or by will is not an 
income within the proper, strict definition of the term. It is an 
inheritance. It is a gift which in my judgment ought not to 
be taxed by the General Government. At least there can be no 
ene Pet advanced why such a tax ought to be placed in 
the j 

When the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from New 
Hampshire both ag ree upon the proposition that the income tax 
was withheld from real estate because of the want of constitu- 


tional power to impose it the matter needs a little further in- 


vesti Lam suspicious of the law when they both agree 
m it. 
8 CHANDLER. Will the Senator from New York allow 
me. A farm, a piece of real estate, passes from father to son 
to-day, and the Government by the bill would take, if such a 
clause were in the bill, 2 per cent of its value. Is not that a tax 
upon realestate? I agree with the Senator from New York that 
it is in no sense an income tax; it is an inheritance tax. But is 
there any possibility that when the Senator from Missouri and 
I agree upon that 8 and the proposition itself is stated 
to the Senator from New Vork, he can get rid of the fact that 
it is a tax upon real estate if you take apor cent of it by the bill. 

Mr. HILL. The chances are that both the Senator from New 
Hampshire and the Senator from Missouri are wrong, and the 
difficulty is simply that the income tax law of 1864 or some of the 
various provisions of the laws of 1861, 1862, 1863, or 1864 did con- 
tain just such a tax. 
ee CHANDLER. Is the Senator from New York sure of 

at? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. An inheritance tax is not an income tax. 

Mr. HILL. Call it what you please; it matters not what you 
call it, the Supreme Court of the United States decided that the 
imposition of tax was nota tax upon real estate, but that 
it was a tax upon what they called the devolution of real estate. 

The court upheld the tax, making the distinction that Con- 
gress could not tax land directly except in the manner pointed 
out by the Senator from Missouri, but that it had aright tostep 
in and make this devolution tax, which was a tax not upon the 
land itself, but a tax upon the transfer, and that made it consti- 
tutional. Therefore, much as I regret to disagree, there is no 
prohibition upon Congress constitutionally placing in the bill 
an inheritance tax or a tax upon devolutions, because we must 
uow respect to the decision of the Supreme Courtupon that 
subjec 

It is oł no consequence whether the committee misapprehended 
the law or whether they proceeded upon the ground that it is 
not constitutional to doit. It has been omitted, and the fact 
remains that they do not propose to tax real estate or the devo- 
lution of real estate. They do not propose, under the provi- 
sions of the bill, to tax an inheritance ora gift of real estate. 
I call attention to the fact that here is a large class of property 
which by the terms of the bill is omitted from taxation. 

Now, shall we amend the bill by inclu this large amount 
of real estate? With some propriety that might be done, be- 
cause, as I said a moment or two moments ago, you do not then 
conflict to extent with the State governments, because 
nearly all the eritance and gift taxes of the State govern- 
ments are taxed upon 3 Property just as this is, and are 
not taxed upon real estate. But the pending bill seems to de- 
sire double legislation and taxes the very same gifts and the 
very same inheritances which the States tax, instead of taking 
— estate inheritances and the real estate gifts which the 
States as a usual rule do not tax. 

I make no motion to include real estate, especially not now. 
I do not know, of course, how much revenue is e or de- 
sired under the yatag bill. I heard the colloquy which took 
3 Saturday last between the distinguished Senator from 

weer e pn papier erg ed Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEST], which ought to be repeated to and impressed 
upon the country. It is as follows: 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to uire of the Senator in of the bill 
CTT 1 
r iaa Sie ARORA the income tax will 


on. 


d 


Iwill say frankly to the Senator from „that the estimate 
has been at 530,000,000, but Ihave never been able to find Sgt ore aN 
D SAAT Oe EO ENUAS: or can 
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I admire the frankness of the Senator from Missouri, but 
what a basis this is on which to framo a bill! Nobody knows 
what income is going to be produced. 

Mr. ALDRIC ill the Senator from New York allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It musp have been extremely difficult for 
the Senator from Missouri or any other Senator to have made 
an estimate at any particular time as to the revenue to be de- 
rived from this tax, because the terms of the bill have been 
changed very 3223 The amendments which were offered 
very recently by the committee changed the revenue to be de- 
rived from the income tax very greatly. For instance, take the 
tax upon corporations. The tax upon corporations in the orig- 
inal Vest amendment, so called, would have been at least ten 
times as great as it is in the amendment as it now stands. 

So, until the Senate shall determine to some extent at least 
what the provision of the income-tax part of the bill is.to be, I 
think no intelligent estimate can be made as tothe revenue. It 
may be $5,000,000, and it may be $50,000,000. I think, as it came 
from the House of Representatives, the revenue would have been 
nearer $50,000,000 than $30,000,000, and Tam not sure but that 
as it stands now $30,000,000 would be a fair estimate of the reve- 
nue. But the terms of these various sections are so uncertain 
and indefinite thatit 1 impossible for any man, whether 
he be an expert or not, to ean estimate of its effect upon 
the revenues, 

Mr. HILL. I know the difficulties which anyexpert musten- 
counter, yet I think that by taking the censusreturns of wealth 
and the House bill as it was presented here, or the Senate bill 
in substantially the shape in which it was originally reported, 
it would have been possible to haye. produced some estimate 
whereby we might have had some reasonably accurate. informa- 
tion as to what we were doing. But now we are going it blind. 
It is conceded that we are. Weare. putting in not only an in- 
come tax without knowing what it uce, but in addition 
toan income tax we are now putting in an inheritance and gift 
tax. 


Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from New York answer me a 
question? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator now to be attacking 
the committee because they are not able 

Mr. HILL. IJ am not attacking the committee. 

Mr. VEST. Attacking the bill, then. There is no choice be- 
tween the up es < 

HILL. Lam making suggestions in regard to it. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is 8 the measure upon 
the ground that there is no estimate of the amount of revenue to 
be derived. Now, if Iam not mistaken, here is a succession and 
inheritance bill, sent me by the. chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee, which I think was drawn by the Senator 
from New York. hibiting.] 

‘ Mr. HILL (examining). I do not know where this: bill came 
rom. 

Mr. VEST. I have understood—the Senator is entitled to 
have the question put frankly—that he is the author of the bill; 
that he could not introduce itin the Senate on account of the 
constitutional provision as to raising 3 and it was sent by 
him to the Ways and Means Committee. propose to ask him 
whether that is his bill? 

Mr. HILL. It isa printed bill. It is not in my handwriting, 
I can not identify it. 

Mr. VEST. Senator can look at it and soe whether the 
provisions in it were in the he drew. 

Mr. HILL. I will answer the question in just a moment. 
When the tariff bill was-first proposed and an income tax was 
suggested as a part of it, ce members of Congress, whose 
names I need not give, talked with me in regard to the income 
tax; and they suggested why would it not proper to have 
such a tax as exists in the State of New York. I neither con- 
curred in the propriety of that sug; onenak did I oppose it. 
They asked me whether I was with this subject, and I 
said that I was; that I had been interested in some v large 
litigations in the State ef New York growing out of anor 
tion, which arose subsequent to my ceasing to be the chief ex- 
ecutive of the State of New York. ; 

I was entirely familiar with it. I was asked to prepare a bill 
for the taxation of collateral inheritances, which I did. I never 
introduced the bill; I never intended to introduce the bill. I 
could not, in fact, introduce it in the Senate, but at the personal 
request of the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee I 
gave him a bill, which was drawn after consultation with a dis- 
tinguished lawyer of the city of New York, with whom I was 
associated in a somewhat famous li In just so far, and 
so far alone, I was in part responsible for some bill which was 

over tothe Ways and Committee 


Allow me further to say that it was intended as a substitute 
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for the income-tax: provision and not as a part of it; but the 
Committee on Ways and Means seemed to grab both the income 
tax and then this tax, too, and made provision for both of them. 
1 have never desired the General Government to pass either of 
these bills; but I was willing so far as I could, to assist the 
Ways and Means Committee, or certain other members of Con- 
gress who first spoke to me aboutit; Whether the Ways and 
Means.Committee have incorporated it in here [am not pre- 


parat to say. Ihave thus answered the Senator’s question very 
rankly. 
Tdo not pose now to make a motion to tax real estate, or 


rather the devolution of real estate, which is the term used b 
the Supreme Court of the United States; but Ido desire to 
attention to the fact that the committee have omitted by the 
bill to tax real estate at all, directly or indirectly. They have 
framed a bill whereby the same property is taxed that the States 
themselves tax, and thereby there will be double taxation. 

The first motion which I desire to make is to strike out the 
words at the bottom of page 171, im section 55, line 25: 


Money and the value of all personal property acquired by gift or inherit 
ance: 


This motion does not involve now any question, constitutional’ 
or otherwise, relating to real estate. It involves simply the 

uestion of the propriety of keeping in the bill, which provides, 
fist, for a-tariff, and, second, for an income tax, the provision 
fora gift or inheritance tax. That this portion of the bill will 
realize a large amount of money there can be no doubt. It is a 
2 per cent tax.. Nearly all of the States which have this sort of 
taxation already tax the same class of property 5 per cent. 
This will malte 7 acing uae pect a. burden which the: estates 
eun not very well bear: x 

As Lsaid à moment ago, let your income tax bo kept: distinct 
und separate. I see no necessity for adding an inheritance and 

tax to the provisions for an income tax, because, as has been 
well said, it is hot an inoome in the proper acceptation: of the 
term. Ai isa matter of goodfortunesimply. A man makes 
a gift à Half dozen times during his lifetime; and a person ac- 
quires property by the death of a relative but very few times in 
m lifetime. It is not an income in the proper sense of the term. 
Should the Federal Government step in and simply tax the 
charities of this world, simply tax the generosities of this 
world, simply tax the accidents: of fortune, simply tax what a 
party leaves by his death im the way of personal pro 
t not.. Bearin e ve will have double taxation 
taxation of the State and Governments: 

Tam: making no question of the constitutional power of the 
General Government to impose this tax now. Isimply say, that 
as u matter of propristy; as a matter of good legislation, itought 
not to be done. I reiterate for the twentieth time that I stand 
here to protect the rights of the States in their proper field of 
taxation. You are taking away from the State governments 
large amounts of their revenues. These estates can not well 
pay these large sums. Let us leave something for the State 
governments. Tax the incomes:of their citizens, tax their busi- 
ness if you please, but leave this inheritance and gift tax for the 
action of the State governments: 

It seems to me that is gopor and right, especially in view: of 
the consideration that; in my judgment, there is no inherent 
justice in these taxes anyhow. I, owning property, pay my just 
taxes upon $10,000 worth of personal property all 3 and I 
desire simply to hand it over to my friend or any relative; I do 
not see the reason why for the mere actof the transfer the prop- 
erty should be taxed or the person should be taxed, and my 
transferee then pays his or her proportion of the tax after the 
8 him or her. 

Mr. RIS: Imove'to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from New Vork on the table. 

Mr: VEST.. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit me to 
make a ware statement? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit 
me to malte a single statement? 

Mr. VEST. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not wish the Senator from Missouri 
to yield to me but I wish the, Senator from Tennessee to yield 
to both of us. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Tennessee yields, and I yield 
to the Senator from New Ham re: 

Mr. HARRIS: These ap s overwhelm me. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I knew they would. I desire to ask the 
Senator from New York whether he understands the Supreme: 
Gourt of the United States-decided: that the succession tax of 
1864-was constitutional? 

Mr. HILL. Ihave been so informed: 

Mr; CHANDLER. Ifthat-is true, While Tshall make: the best 


7 1 ‘ance tax ought-to be imposed not alone Ne 


classes of inheritances: If you. tax 
vou have taxed the two; the income in future years from both 


distinction Lan on this joint preposition of the Senator from 
Missouri and myself, I shall be obliged to admit that the Sena- 
tor from New York in hiscontention has the Supreme Courtof the 
United States on his side. [donot know whether alittle matter 
of that kind will trouble the Senator from Missouri or not. It 
does not trouble me a great deal as a matter of original opinion, 
and yet I suppose we should be obliged to submit, if the bill be- 
comes a law, to a like decision which might be made by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States if the Supreme Court should 
adhere to the decision formerly rendered. 

In the act of 1864 there is included, not as an income tax: 
proper, not in the body of the income - tax portionsof the act, but 
as a separate part of the act, a tax upon the succession to 
sonal property and a tax upon the succession to real estate 
and the same rates of taxation are fixed upon a lineal descent, 
as from father to son, 1 per cent on the value; where the de- 
scent. is through a brother, 2 per cent, and 4 per cent, 5 per 
cent, and 6 per cent on different kinds of inheritances.. There: 
is also a similar rate of hg, i upon the succession to real 
estate, as the Senator from New York has stated; the succession 
is termed a devolution: 
ef term succession shall denote the devolution of title to any real es- 

As L understand the Senator from New York, the Supreme 
Court in sustaining a war tax held that taxing the devolution of 


‘real estate was not taxing real estate within the meaning of any 


supposed prohibition of a tax upon real estate, a direct tax, un- 
less it was made in proportion to the population of the United 
States. Upon that ground it does appear that the succession:to 
real estate or the devolution of real estate was taxed in the act 
of 1864, and the constitutionality of that tax was affirmed by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

o we stand here to-day in this condition, that contrary to the 
opinion of the Senator from. Missouri and: myself, so far as the. 
Supreme: Court of the United States is concerned, there may 
be a constitutional inheritance tax upon real estate as well as a 
constitutional. inheritance tax upon personal property, and that 
being the case I continue to argue tothe Senator from Missouri 
that either this inheritance tax ought’ to be stricken out of the 
bill and no attempt be. made to i tan inheritance tax, a suc- 
cession tax, at the same time with the im tion of an income 
tax, or else that, to be consistent and to do equity, the inherit- 

w the inheritance of 
personal property but it ought also to be Imposed upon the suo- 
cession to real estate. ; 

Loan not myself see any difference oqtay between thetwo 
the: amount of each, after 


these classes of property will bə taxable under an income tax, 
and there is no justice or equity in esr SE rcent every year 
that an inheritance. falls in from an inheritance of personal 
pro rty alone and carefully refrain from taking it upon an in- 
eritance of real estate. 

Mr. VEST, Mr. President, I have but a single word to say in 
reply to the Senator from New York.. As a matter of course 1 
would not occupy the floor for a single second simply to convict 
the Senator of any inconsistency, if there should be any, as to 


his action in regard to this succession and inheritance tax; but 


Tam glad to be able to reinforce the position of the committee 
in regard to this question by producing here the bill which the 


Senator from New York says: he prepared at the instance of 


his colleagues in the other House. 

T understand the Senator, in the first place, to declare 
reluctance as to any succession or inheritance tax at all, and he 
has given his reasons for that reluctance. Then, in the second 
place, he insists that, if there is a tax upon inheritance, so to 
speak, or more properly the descent distribution of per- 
sonal property, it should also be upon the value of real estate 
which descends to an heir or is given to any person. Then he 
moves to strike out that language in the pending bill which 
pos the tax upon the value of personal property. which. comes 

y descent or distribution to any person. 

It is entirely fair to assume—it would be an outrage to assume 
otherwise—that when the Senator from New York prepared this 
bill which he sent to his colleagues in the other House, and 
which lL obtained from the Ways and Means Committee, he put 
into it gestively at any rate what he considered: fair and 
proper J ation, he says now, as æ substitute for this income 
tax provision. Whether it be a substitute or an inal meas- 
ure does not matter. I state that as:a matter of course: he 


would not have suggested even what he denounces now as false 
and vicious legislation. 

Now, this-b 
I sayit reénforces the 
legislation] puts an 


(which I propose to put in the RECORD, because 
ition of the committee in regard to this 
ieritance and succession tax upo all per 
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sonal property or real estate of more than $5,000 in value; but the 
clause to which I ask attentions is as follows: 


First. Where the son or persons entftled to 8 roperty, in- 
come, or beneficial Interest therein shall be the lineal issue or lineal ances- 
tor to the person who died seized or possessed of such property as aforesaid, 
at the rate of #1 for each and every hundred dollars of the clear market 
yalue of such personal property or interest therein; Provided, That real es- 
tate pantag to thè persons referred to in this subdivision shall be exempt 
from taxation under this act. 


In other words, the bill drawn by the Senator from New York 
exempts the real estate, although he now attacks the bill pending 
in the Senate because it does not include real estate as taxable 
when going by devise to any person whatever. 

Mr. President, this bill, which I propose to putin the RECORD, 
certainly shows what the Senator thought was good legislation 
upon this subject at that time. He says it was intended as a 
substitute for the provisions of the pending bill, and it contains 
substantially, if not identically, the same provision of which 
such great and strenuous complaint is now being made. 

The bill referred to is as follows: 


An act toimpose a collateral inheritance, legacy, or succession tax. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That after the passage of this act all prop- 
erty, real and personal, whatsoever, which shall pass by will or by the inter- 
state laws of any State or Territory from person who shall die seized or 
possessed of the same, or any interest therein or income therefrom which 
shall be transferred by deed, grant, bargain, sale, or gift made or intended 
to take effect in possession or enjoyment after the death of the grantor or 
bargainer, to any person or persons, or to any body politic or corporate, in 
trust or otherwise, or by reason whereof any person or body politic or cor- 
porate shall become beneficially entitled in on or expectancy toany 
property or to the income thereof (where the whole of such pope shall 
ex e sum of $5,000 in fair market 1 shall be, and 3 sub- 
ject to a tax or duty, to be paid to the United States as follows, that is to 


First. Where the person or persons entitled to any personal property, in- 
come, or beneficial interest therein shall be the lineal issue or lineal ancestor 
to the person who died seized or 8 of such property as aforesaid, at 
the rate of $1 for each and eve’ undred dollars of the clear market value 
of such personal property or interest therein: Provided, That real estate 

erred to in this subdivision shall be exempt from 


lars of the clear market value of such property or interest. 
Third. Where the person or persons entitled to any real or personal prop- 
or to any cial interest therein shall be a brother or sister of the 
father or mother, or a descendant of a brother or sister of the father or 


mother, or the person who died seized or posea as aforesaid, at the rate 
of & for each of every bundred dollars of the clear market value of such 
8 or interest. 


Where the or persons entitled to any real or personal prop- 
erty or to any peneficlal interest therein shall be a brother or sister of the 
ther or 


grandfa 
grandfather or grandm or possessed, as 
aforesaid, at the rate of 85 for each and every hundred dollars of the clear 


case the excess only over and above that sum shall be liable to taxation at 
the rate of #1 for each and every t ioo of the clear market value of such excess: 

Provided further, That Any one property or legacy or interest therein 
passing, as aforesaid, toa or child of the person who died possessed, as 
aforesaid, shall be exempt from taxation under this section, unless such 
property, legacy, or interest therein shall exceed the sum of 810,000, in which 
case the excess only above that sum shall be liable to such taxation at the 
rate of $1 for each and every 8100 of the clear market value of such excess. 
The word “child” or “children” shall also include a child or children 
adopted as such, by the person who died seized or under and pur- 
suant to the laws of any State or Territory; and the words or 
“persons” in this act shall also include any body politic or corporate, or- 
pase under the laws of the United States or under the laws of any State, 

‘erritory, or foreign state or power. 

Sec. 2. It a testator ueathes or devises property to one or more execu- 
tors or trustees in lieu of their lawful com: 


and payable whenever the party interested in such property, real or personal, 
shall become entitled to the possession or enjoyment thereof, or to the bene- 
ficial Dateren, in =e profits — — therefrom, sa the — shall be a lien 
and charge upon the property of every person who e seized or pos- 
sessed thereoh, as —— for ten years, or until the’: same shall, within 
that period, be fully paid to and discharged by the United States. It shall 
be the duty of every ad trator, executor, or trustee having in charge or 
trust any property, real or personal, or interest therein, as afo: to give 
notice thereof, in writing, to the collector or deputy collector of internal 
revenue of the district where the deceased testator, intestate, 8 or 
bargainer last resided, within thirty days after he shall have en charge 
9 property, or interest. 


tion to the h 


or any benefi interest r, administrator, 
shall pay to the collector or deputy collector of the district of 


or trustee 
which the 


deceased was a resident the amount of tax or spot assessed upon such 
property, and shall also make and render to the said collector or deputy 
collector of internal revenue of said district a schedule, list, or statement 
of the amount and character of such property, together with the amount 
of duty which has accrued, or shall accrue, thereon, verified by his oath or 
affirmation, to be administered and certified thereon by some magistrate 
or officer having lawful power to administer such oaths, in such form and 
manner as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Sec. 5. The schedule, list, or statement referred to in section 4 shall con- 
tain the names of each and every person entitled to any beneficial interests 
therein, together with the clear market value of such interest; and upon 
such payment and delivery of such schedule, list, or statement said col- 
lector or deputy collector shall make out and deliver tosuch persons pa; 
such duty or tax a receipt or receipts for the same, which shall be prep: 
as hereinafter provided. Such receipt orreceipts, duly signed and delivered 
by such collector or deputy collector, shall be sufficient evidence to entitle 
such executor, administrator, or trustee to be credited and allowed such 
payment by every tribunal which, by the laws of any State or Territory, is 
or may be empowered to decide upon and settle the accounts of executors, 
administrators, and trustees. 

Sec. 6. In case such executor, administrator, or trustee shall refuse or neg- 
lect to pay the aforesaid duty or tax to the collector or deputy collector, as 
aforesaid, within the time hereinbefore provided, or shall neglect or refuse 
to deliver to said collector or deputy collector the schedule, list, or state- 
ment of such pooper, real or personal, under oath, a3 aforesaid, or shall 
deliver to said collector or deputy collector a false schedule or statement of 
. rty, or give the names and relationship of the person entitled to 
beneficial interest therein untruly, or shall not truly and correctly set forth 
and state therein the clear market value of such property or interest, and in 
case of willful neglect, refusal, or false statement by such executor, adminis- 
trator, or trustee, as aforesaid, he shall be liable to a penalty of not exceed- 

$1,000, to be recovered with costs of suit. 

EC, 7. executor, administrator, or trustee on paying sald tax to the 
collector or deputy collector within sixty days from the time of the death 
of the testator, intestate, grantor, or bargainer shall receive and be enti- 
tled es discount of 5 per cent, which shall be allowed and deducted from 


of such sale the amount 
ol such tax or duty, together with all costs and expenses of every description 
to be allowed by such court. shali be first paid, and the balance, if any, de- 
posited according to the order of such court, to be paid under its direction 
to such person or persons as shall establish title thereto. Such decree or 
judgment shall likewise enforce the personal liability for said tax against 
any executor, administrator, or trustee. Upon the application of the col- 
lector or deputy collector, said circuit or district court shall, as often as and 
whenever occasion may require, appoint a competent person as ae Aas to 
fix and ascertain,the fair market value, at the time of the death ofsaid tes- 
tator, intestate, grantor, or bargainer, of the propery of persons whose 
estates shall be subject totaxation under this act. the property upon the 
passing of which a tax is imposed shall be an estate, income, or interest for 
aterm of years, or for life, or determinable upon any future or con ent 
event, or shall be a remainder or reversion, or other expectancy, or 
personal, the entire propery or fund by which such estate, income, or in- 
terest is supported, or of which it is a part, shall be appraised immediately 
after the death of the testator, grantor, or bargainer, or as soon thereafter 
as may be practicable, at the fair, clear, market value thereof at that time: 
Provided, however, That when such estate, income, or interest shall be of 
such a nature thatits fair and clear market value can not be ascertained at 
such a time, it shall be appr. like manner at the time when such value 
first becomes ascertainable. 

Sec. 9. Such appraiser shall forthwith give notice by mail to all persons 
known to have an interest in the property to be dppraised, including the 
collector or deputy collector, of the time and place when he will appraise 
such propery He shall at such time and place appraise the same at its 
fair market value, as herein prescribed; for that 8 the said ap- 
praiser is authorized to issue sub as to and compel the attendance of 
witnesses before him, and to take the evidence of such witnesses under oath 
concerning such property and the fair market value thereof, and he shall 
make report thereof and of such value in writing to such court, together 
with the depositions of the witnesses examined, and such other facts in re- 
lation thereto as the court may require. 

SEC. 10. Every such appraiser shall be paid, on the certificate of the clerk 
of the United Stares circuit court in the district in which said 33 
shall be pending, a fair and reasonable compensation not ex ing dol- 
lars per day, together with the actual and necessary traveling mses and 
fees of witnesses, which sum shall be paid by the collector out of any funds 
he may have in his hands on account of any tax imposed under the provi- 
sions of this act. 

SEC. 11. The report of such appraiser shall be filed with the clerk of the 
circuit or district court in which said pr is pending, and from said 
report and other t before the court, after hearing the parties, said court 
shall determine the cash value of all rty and estates and the amount 
of tax towhich the same are liable. Said court shall also have jurisdiction 
to hear and determine all questions ar under the provisions of this act. 
Upon such determination a decree or judgment for the amount of such tax 
shall be entered and may be enforced in the manner provided in section 7 of 
this act. Any person dissatisfied with or 1 by any determination 
decree, or judgment under this act, including the collector, may appeal 

e same manner and with the same effect as appeals are now 
taken from beg ger or decrees under and pursuant to the laws of the 
United States civil causes, provi that said apponi be en 
within thirty days after the entry in said court of said judgment or decree. 

Sec. 12. In any proceeding under this act, any collector is authorized to 
designate and retain such counsel as he shall deem necessary and 3 4 7 to 
represent the United States therein, and to pay the es thereby in- 
curred out of any funds which may in his ds on account of this tax. 

SEC. 13. The deed or deeds, or any proper conveyance of such property, 
personal or real, or any portion thereof, so sold under such E pran or de 
cree, as hereinbefore pona; executed by the oficer la ye with 
carr the same into effect, shall vest the purchaser thereof, all the 
title of the de: uent to the property real or personal sold under and by 

t or decree, and shall release every other portion of 
such property from the lien or ch: thereon created by this act. 

SEC. 14. Every person, or persons, y politic or corporate, who shall have 
in his or its possession, charge, or custody, any record, file or paper contain- 
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or supposed to contain, any information concerning any property pass- 

— from Tay person who may die seized or . — as 1 Shall 
bit the same at the request ot the collector or deputy collector ot inter- 
par revenue in the district, and to any law officer of the United States, in 
he performance of his duty under this act, his deputy or agent, who may 
esire to examine the same. And if any such person having in his or its 
ion, 3 or custody any such records, files, or papers shall refuse 

or neglect to exhibit the same on request, as aforesaid, he or it so refusing 
shall forfeit and pay the sum of 3500: Provided, that in all legal controver 
gies where such deed or title shall be the subject of judicial investigation, 
the recital in said deed shall be prima facle evidence of its truth, and that 
the requirements of the law had been complied with by the officers of the 


Government. 
SEO. 15. Any tax d under the provisions of this act shall be deducted 


by the executor, 3 or trustee from the particular property, 
pin 22 distributive share, or interest on account of which the same 
0 . 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, if the Senator from Missourishould 
come into my office and want me to draw his will and tell me 
that he wanted to give his property in a certain peculiar way, 
and wanted me to draw it that way, preserving all the legal 
forms, I would draw it that way, and [ would not be held respon- 
sible except for the legality of the will itself. The propriety of 
the will is a matter that he would have to shoulder. So, when 
a client comes into my office and asks me to draw a lease, the 
terms of the lease are his own. I simply prepare the paper so 
that itshall be in terms constitutional and legal. 

I decline to be held responsible for any bill which I drew at 
theinstance of any members of Congress simply as a matter of 
favor. It did not even embody my own views and was substan- 
tially a copy, so far as it could be framed, of the laws of the State 
of New York, with a few alterations which were suggested. 
That is all there was of it. The bill did not meet my assent, ex- 
cept Iam free to say if we were to choose between the income 
tax on the one side and that bill upon the other, I would prefer 
that. That is all there is of it, Mr. President. I have intro- 
duced and drawn bills for other people before, and I do not pro- 

se to be held responsible for their terms, excspt so far as the 

egality of the bills is concerned; I presume it would be consti- 
tutional and drawn in proper shape, but the merits is entirely a 
different question. 

Mr. President, the inheritance laws of New York tax personal 

roperty. My present recollection is they also provide fora 
fas upon real estate where the real estate goes to collateral rela- 
tives. I think you will find that is the distinction. There was 
no effort here I think to provide for the collateral relatives es- 
ially by a higher tax. Still there may have been. It is some 
Erie ago, and the precise details of the bill have, of course, 
gone out of my mind. Never at any time have 1 favored iden- 
MIME Ber inheritance or gift-tax proposition with an income 
tax. ‘Take out your income tax to-day and substitute that meas- 
ure, and I should certainly favor the substitution of one for the 
other. I do not think that the country needs either of them, 
and I think that either of these propositions does injustice to 
the States of the Union. 

The State of New York realizes some $3,000,000 annually from 
the inheritance tax. When this question was first suggested, 
the Legislature of New York passed a joint resolution substan- 
tially unanimously protesting against any tax being imposed by 
the Federal Government upon gifts or inheritances, on the 

round that it was invading the province of the States. I have 
5 my desk somewhere, or possibly I submitted them here, the 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of my State, by Republicans 
and Democrats alike, protesting against this tax. 

Mr. President, this tax is to be defended not because some- 
body at any time drew a bill in regard toit. Place that tax bill 
as a separate proposition, and it will be defended upon its mer- 
its or condemned for its demerits. The question is, Doyou not 
only need an income tax proper, but do you need the revenues 
which are to be derived from this inheritance and gift tax? I 
think not. I think it is wiser in framing our legislation to leave 
these revenues to the State governments. They will have but 
little left after this bill passes except real and personal prop- 
erty upon which they can impose taxation. For these reasons 
I think my motion to amend ought to prevail. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HILL. There will be no further debate. Will not the 
Senator allow a direct vote? 

Mr. HARRIS. If I could be sure of that, I would quite as soon 
take the question on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that a vote may be had 
upon the amendment now. 

Mr. HARRIS. If unanimousconsentis given, I will withdraw 
it, but not otherwise. 

Mr. HILL. It seems to be given. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New York? The Chair hears none, The 


Sa 2 on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
ew Vork. 
Mr. HILL. On that J ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded ` 


to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was erat Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas-(Mr. MILLS], who has been 
called from the Chamber, and I withhold my vote. I should 
vote “ 18 if he 8 

Mr. HAN SBROUGH (when his name was called). Lam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. SMITH (when Mr. MCPHERSON’s name was called). I 
desire to state that my colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON] is absent 
from the Senate owing to illness. Heis paired with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I havea genera! pair 
with the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS], who is absent, 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I transfer my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] to the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. JONES], and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to announce my pair with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Aldrich, Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allison, le, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, Squire, 
Cullom, ns, Perkins, Teller, 
Davis, 1, Platt, Washburn. 
Dixon, Hoar, Power, 
Dolph, McMillan, Proctor, 
NAYS—3. 

Allen, Coke, Irby, Ransom, 
Bate, Daniel, Jarvis, Roach, 
Sas Faulkner, « Jones, Ark. Turpie, 
Blackburn, sorge, Lindsay, Vest, 
Blanchard, Gibson, McLaurin, Voorhees, 

ery, Gorman, Martin, Walsh, 
Call, Gray, Pasco, White. 
Camden, Harris, Peffer, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Pug 

NOT VOTING—%5. 

Brice, Hansbrough, Morgan, Stewart, 
Butler, Jones, Ney. Morrill, Vilas, 
Cameron, . Kyle, Murphy, Wilson, 
Carey, Lodge, Palmer, Wolcott. 2 
Dubois, McPherson. Pettigrew, 
Gallinger, Mills, Quay, 
Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 


So the amendment was rejected. (a 


SENATORS FROM LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
high privilege. I present the credentials of Hon. DONELSON 
CAFFERY, elected a Senator from the State of Louisiana by the_ 
General Assembly of that State now in session, for the unex- 

ired term of the late Hon. Randall L. Gibson, ending March 

, 1895. I ask that the credentials may be read and that the 
Senator-elect be sworn in. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I rise to a question of priv- 
ilege. I prenonte credentialsof Hon. NEWTON C. BLANCHARD, 
elected the Legislature of Louisiana a Senator from that 
State to fill the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Hon. 
E. D. White, in the term ending March 3, 1897. I ask that the 
credentials be read. 

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senators-elect will please 
come forward and receive the oath of omon. 

Mr. HOAR. Iunderstand the paper which was last read was 
presented by Mr. CAFFERY of Louisiana, whose term of office 
under the appointment of the governor had expired as soon as 
the Senate was lawfully notified of the action of the State Leg- 
islature. So I suppose the Sacer who presented the paper 
is not now a member of the Senate. However, I am disposed to 
waive the objection in consequence of my high personal respect 
for the Senator-elect. 

Mr. CAFFERY and Mr. BLANCHARD were escorted to the Vice- 
President's desk by Mr. Pasco and Mr. CAMDEN, and the oath 
prescribed by law having been administered to them they took 
their seats in the Senate. 


VENTILATION OF SENATE CHAMBER. : 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
Senators to the most intolerable condition this Chamber has 
been in during the day from the intense heat in the room. 


A 
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There has been a breeze out of doors all the afternoon.| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
‘It has penetrated the corridors; they are cool and comfortable; | will state his point of order. 

ibut no matter what beneficent influences reign outside, none of | Mr. ALDRICH. By the unanimous consent agreement under 


them ever get into this Chamber. Some is at fault; I do 
not know who, but somebody, and the Senate ought to find out 
Who it is. 

Thare had some experience and some service in this Cham- 
ber, and I have never before known the distressing conditions 
which have prevailed at the presentsession. There is gross care- 
lessness and a wanton disregard of the health of everyone in 
this Chamber at the hands of somebody who is. responsible. 
Without saying anything further, having called attention to 
what I knoy must have oecupied the mind of almostevery other 
Senator, I leave the matter there, trusting that it will be looked 
into. We are entitled to some system by which we may obtain 
some gaod fresh air in this Chamber and we do not get it. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Last 5 there were twoamendments 
to the bill under consideration and adopted by the Senate, and 
as this is the last. day on which a motion to reconsider can be 
entered, I desire to enter a motion to reconsider in each case. 
I do not desire that the motion shall be pas: ed upon now by the 
Senate, because I do not wish to delay the reading of the bill, 
but I should like at this time toenter a motion to reconsider 
and have it acted on at the end of the reading of the bill. The 
first is a motion to reconsider the action of the Senate whereby 
the amendment was agreed to im line 13, page 172, by inserting 
after the words United States” the words not including tlre 
judges of the courts of the United States, but.” 

The next is a motion to reconsider the action of the Senate 
whereby it inserted in line 13, seetion 55, the follwing words, to 
wit: 

Not including the salary of the President of the United States and the 
judges of the courts of the United States, but. 

I desire to enter these motions. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. As far as the motion to reconsider the amend- 
ment excepting the President's salary is concerned, I desire to 
know whether the Senator voted in the affirmative? 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will state candidly that I did not vote in 
the affirmative in either case, but as the yeas and nays were not 
taken, I have understood it to be the rule of all deliberative 
bodies (certainly in all deliberative bodies of which I have been 
a member) that that requirement does not apply. I am glad to 
say that I did not vote in the affirmative in either case. 

r. HILL. It might be impossible to ascertain if the Senator 
stood upon his question of privilege and declined to answer as 
to whether he had or had not supported the affirmative or pre- 
vailing side, but the Senator y acknowledges that he voted 
against both amendments. I therefore raise the point of order 
that the motion to reconsider can not be entertained at this time. 
The Senator himself has no power to make the motion. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Aftermyfrankavowal thatI voted against 
the amendments? I suppose in any case a Senator would frankly 
avow his vote when he made a motion to reconsider. ~ 

Mr. HILL. Very well. I was going to suggest to the Sena- 
tor, it is nota matter of very much consequence, because when 
the bill gets into the Senate those amendments can be reserved 
for a separate vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I understand that, but I prefer to raise the 
8 by a motion to reconsider for reasons that I do not feel 

t necessary to give. 

As I was saying, any Senator will avow his vote on any mo- 
tion to reconsider, but it has been the rule of all deliberative 
ponies of which I have any knowledge thatthe question cannot 

raised and is never raised where there was no record of the 
vote by yeas and nays. I do not think the point of order is well 
taken. I prefer to raise the question in way. [f the point 
of order is well taken I shall raise it in another way. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator prefers to resort to the technical 
way, and of course he must be governed and adj d by tech- 
nicalities. I submit the question to the Senate 
Senator acknowledges that he voted against a prevailing 
amendment he has no right to move to reconsider. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I did not state that I preferred to raise 


the question in a technical way. I stated that I preferred to 
raise it in this way, by a motion to reconsider. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to a question of order. 


which we are proceeding the paragraphs and sections of the bill 
are to be taken up in their order, and certainly it is not in order 
for a Senator to move to reconsider a question which was acted 
upon at any time inthe past. If that were the case there would 
be no end to this discussion; we would have questions of recon- 
sideration pending all the time. I suggest to the Senator from 
Tennessee that this method of procedure would destroy abso- 
lutely the unanimous consent agreement upon which we are 


N 

Mr. McLAURIN. If there is a unanimous consent agreement 
of that kind I shall not enter the motion, because [ would be 
not only unwilling, but I would absolutely decline to violate any 
unanimous agreement that had been made by the Senate. If 
there is an agreement of that kind I was not aware of it. 

Mr. HARRIS. There was a unanimous consent agreement 
that the bill should be read by paragraphs and the committee 
amendments disposed of first; that after that such amendments 
as Senators chose to offer should be received; and that we should 
proceed in that order. I did not hear the motion or sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Mississippi; but the Senator can avail 
himselfof his opportunity hereafter, which will be just as ample 
as now. I hope he will not insist on going back to a part of 
ioe pii which has. been passed upon as in Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Task the Senator from Tennessee if the 
unanimous consent agreement included. an agreement not to 
enter any motions to reconsider. Is that his understanding of 
the agreement? 

Mr. HARRIS. My understanding of it is that we shall pro- 
ceed in regular order, reading paragraph after paragraph, and 
disposing of the committee amendments first. and then such 
amendments as may be offered by Senators. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I did not ask for the consideration of tho 
motions to reconsider at this time. I merely wished to enter 
the motions. 

Mr. HARRIS. The effect of going back to some past vote 
and asking to reconsider it now I think is. hardly in keeping 
with the spirit and intent and purpose of the agreement that 
was made at the beginning. 

Mr. McLAURIN.. If that is the spirit of the unanimous econ- 
sent agreement, I withdraw the motions. to reconsider. 

Mr. HILL. I move to amend section 55, on page 172, the sec- 
ond line, by inserting; after the word whatever,” the words: 

Except-rents from real estate. 

Mr: President, I desire to say a few words upon this most im- 

rtant amendment. In the first place, I desire to ask the 

tinguished Senator from Missouriwhether it is intended that 
ie from real estate shall be taxed under the provisions of the 

Mr. VEST. Unquestionably. There is a specific provision in 
the bill to that effect. 

Mr. HILL. Where? 

Mr. VEST. On page 170: 

Whether said D or 
erty, rents, — — 8 5 n * 

Mr. HILL. This brings up the question as to whether the 
method of taxation proposed by the terms of the bill is constitu- 
tional or not. A few moments ago it was said that real. estate 
prgper could not be taxed underan income tax; thatif real estate 

desired to be taxed it can only be done under a tax levied upon 


the respective States in proportion to their population, as re- 


quired hy the Constitution of the United States. 

The 2 was suggested the other day that if real estate per 
se could. not be taxed, the rental therefrom could not be taxed. 
I submit to the consideration of the Senate that a tax upon rent- 
alsof real estate is a tax of the use of real estate, that it is in 
substance a tax upon land, and is therefore within the prohibi- 
tion of the Constitution. 7 

This presents an entirely different question from that em- 
braced in other portions of this section, whereby any income 
tax must be paid upon articles raised on the real estate. That 
must proceed upon the principle that the articles which are 
raised upon the real estate by being severed from the land be- 
come personal property and nota part and parcel of the real 
estate, and that it is to some extent immaterial where: the ar- 
ticles were raised, so long as they belong to the sought to 
be taxed. Iam not clear that you have a right even to tax 
what is raised from real estate, the productions of real. estate. 
Ihave, however, not seen fit to raise that question, but prefer 
to raise the clean, neat, legal question, whether you can tax the 
rental of real estate. 

President, I need not reiterate the well-understood doc- 


Mr. 
trine that the General Government can not do indirectly what 


1894. 
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it can not do directly. A few moments ago the Senator from 
Missouri and the Senator from New Hampshire were 
to acquiesce in the suggestion that real estate could not be in- 
cluded in a succession tax, because it was real estate, and al- 
though there was no tax per se upon real estate, yet there was a 
tax uporf its transfer, which was virtually a tax upon real estate. 
I should have been prepared to say that their reasoning was 
sound and that they were right except for the fact that the Su- 
preme Court of the United States had decided expressly the very 
int involved, and of course we must bow with all due respect 
39 that decision. 

But as an original proposition, I would be prepared to say that 
I think their position was the correct one, that it was virtually 
a tax upon real estate, and Sioni saying thatit was a tax upon 
the transfer was an evasion of the real question involved. 

But acquiescing in the decision of the Supreme Court, we are 
now presented with another question. Real estate can not be 
taxed directly by the General Government except upon a basis 
of population. Theceiangs citizen owning some real estate, not 
using it himself, rents that property out. He derives nota cer- 
tain proportion of its production. That would raise the other 
question. But he receives certain money rent; he receivescer- 
tain sums for the use of that real estate. 

Taxation of the use of real estate is taxation upon real estate. 
It is impossible to draw a distinction between the two. It seems 
to me this brings up the general question suggested so well and 
ably by the Senator from Massachusetts a few days ago. The 
rents of real estate issuing out of the land for money purposes 
being a part of the land, considered in some as 
property, in other respects in law regarded as realty, it strikes 

me are just as much protected as the real estate itself. The 
owner, instead of it himself, leases out his property. 
The income that is derived from it arises out of the real estate. 
If the principai is exempt, the interest should be exempt. 

You heard the argument made here the other day. I do not 
say that I entirely concurred in ft. I ly suggested it, 
knowing what points would arise later in the ssion. Ifthe 
bonds of the Government were simply themselves exempt, it 
was argued here with greatforce that whether the statute said 
that the interest should b> exemptor not, the interest should 
be exempt upon the ground that it was so connected with the 
prine and so identified with it that the interest was to be 


exempted as a part of it. 

I invoke that same made here by several distin- 
guished Senators, upon this point, and insist that the interest, 
or use, or rentals of real estate (and my amendment confines it 
to the single point of rentals) are exempt vided the real es- 
tate itself isexempt. This question is y solved. Starting 
out with the position clear and distinct that the real estate can 
not be taxed directly, then that portion of the rents received 
from the real estate must be exempt also. ; 

Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the Senate with any 
lengthy discussion of this question. It isalegal question. If 
we pursue the course suggested by the Senatorfrom Keniucky, 
that we should leave all these constitutional questions to the 
court, then of course there should not be substantially any ex- 
emption. But itseems to me that the rentals of real estate 
should be treated m the same plane and the same basis as 
real estate itself. © the States have the exclusive power 
to tax real estate, except under a icular form of taxation 
which is not this, the rentals should also go with that real es- 
~ and be entitled to the same privileges and the same exemp- 

ns. 

I trust I have made myself clear on the point which I desired 
ce and that is, of course, all I desire to do in the prem- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). The 
Fr Hur is on the amendment of the Senator from New York 


Mr. H . If we can come toa vote upon the amendment 
without further debate, let the vote be taken. I rose to move 
to lay the amendment on the table. 


If we can come toa vote I shall not move to 
lay the amendment on the table. 
= HILL. I simply call for the yeas and nays on the amend- 

men 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. | wie 5 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. If 
ke were present I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I 
transfer my pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] 
to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. I vote “nay.” 


7 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
CAREY], but Ihave reserved the right to vote to make a quo- 
rum. If there is nota quorum voting, I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when Mr. MoRGAN’s name was called). My col- 
league - MORGAN] is paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Quay]. Both Senators are absent. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massas 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE}, and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. The Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] 
is paired, with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. I trans- 
fer my pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. I vote nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the negative). I observe 
that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] is not present; and I 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to state that the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. KYLE] is necessarily detained from the Chamber 
2 He is paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

DGE 
Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the negative). I inquire 


if the Senator from Oregon ie DOLPH] has voted? 
ee e OFFIC The Senator from Oregon has 
voted, 


Mr. GEORGE. I withdraw my vote. 2 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Aldrich, Dix 
Allison, — Me Millau, —.— 
Cullom, * 3 Patton. Washourn, 
Davis, Hill, Perkins, 
NAYS—3. 

Allen, Coke, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 
Bate, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pugh, m 
Sa: Gibson, Lindsay, Roach, 

burn, Gordon, McLaurin, Squire, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Seen, Teller, 
Caffery, Gray, Oregon Turpie, 
Somes, Hunton, Pasco, 1 a 
Cockrell, Irby, Peffer, Walsh. 

NOT VOTING—20. 
Butler, —— — ' — 
Carey: Jones, Mev: Panes: White. 
Dolph, Taage; p ‘ol 
Dubois, MeBherson, Sherman, aha 
18. Shoup, 
So the amendment was He yee 
The PRESIDING OFFIC. The Secretary will read the 

nextsection. 


Mr. ALLISON. What has become of all the amendments fol- 
lowing in section 55? Have they all been agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that all 
have been agreed to, except the proviso at the end of the sec- 
tion, which was tem sto 2 over. 

Mr. ALLISON. s the Chair state that all the other com- 
mittee amendments have been agreed to in section 55? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is so advised. 

Mr. ALLISON. The last amendment to the section was passed 
over,according to my recollection. 

Mr. VEST. I think that was passed over at the suggestion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. Can not we 

i of that now? 

. ALDRICH. I think the suggestion was made by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], that we should ps it over until 
we disposed of the corporation features of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, if the subsequent provisions of the bill 
are defeated this will fall with them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the amendment be adopted proforma. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri offered an amend- 
ment, I understood. 

Mr. VEST. I modified the amendment, and that was agreed 


to. 

Mr. ALLISON, Task the Secretary to read the proviso as it 
now stands. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Provided, also, That in computing the income of n, corporation 
company, or association ane shall not be ineluded t the amount received 


any corporation, company, or association as dividends u 
of such or association if the tax of 2 per cent has 
been paid u its net said company, or association 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the committee, as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 56. That it shall be the duty of all persons of lawful age having an 
income of more than $3,500 for the taxable year, computed on the basis 
herein prescribed, to make and render a list or return, on or before the day 
paoa by law, in such form and manner as may be prescribed by the 

mmissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, to the deputy collector of the district in which they reside, or 
to such officer or agent as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may desig- 
nate, of the amount of their income, gains, and profits, as aforesaid; and 
all guardians and trustees, executors, administrators, agents, receivers, and 
all persons acting in any other fiduciary capacity, shall make and render a 
list or return, as aforesaid, to the deputy collector of the district in which 


such person acting in a fiduc: capacity resides, or to such officer or agent 
as the Commissioner of Inte Revenue may å ate, of the amount of 
income, , and profits of any minor or person for whom they act, but 


persons haying less than $3,500 income are not required to make such report; 
and the aopa collector, or officer or agent designated by the Commissioner 
of In Revenue, shall require every list or return to be verified by the 
oath or affirmation of the party rende: it, and may increase the amount 
of any list or return if he has reason to believe that the same is understated; 
and in case any such person having a taxable incomeshall neglect or refuse 
to make and render such list and return, or shall render a false or fraudu- 
lent list or return, it shall be the duty of the deputy collector, or officer or 
agent designated by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, to make such 
list, accor to the best information he can obtain, 2 the examination of 
such person, or his books or accounts, or any other evidence, and to add 50 
per cent as a penalty to the amount of the tax due on such List in all cases of 


the addi ereto as a penalty to be assessed and collected in the 
manner provided for in other cases of willful neglect or refusal to ren- 
der a list or return or of rende: a false or fraudulent return: 


Provided, That rty, in his or her own behalf, or as such fiduci- 
ary, shall be permiteed a declare, under oath or affirmation, the form 
a 0 mmissioner of In- 


by the Co: 
ternal Revenue, with the approv tary of the Treasury, that 
he or she, or his or her ward or beneficiary, was not of an income 
of 84,000, liable to be assessed according to the provisions of this act; or 
may declare that he or she has been assessed an an income tax else- 


the list or return of any pariy shall 
have been increased cer or 


agent, such party may exhi books and accounts, permitted to 
prove and declare, under oath or affirmation, the amount of income liable 
to be assessed; but such oaths and evidence shall not be considered as con- 
clusive of the facts, and no deductions claimed in such cases shall be made 
or allowed until approved by the deputy collector, or other designated offi- 
cer or agent. Any 13 feeling aggrieved by the decision of the deputy 
collector, or other designated officer or agan in such cases may appeal to 
the collector of the district, and his decision thereon, unless reversed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, shall be final. Ifthe person is dissatis- 
fied with the decision of the collector he may submit his case. with all the 
. to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for his decision, and if he 

esires to furnish the testimony of witnesses to prove any relevant facts he 
will also serve notice to that effect upon the Commissioner of Internal Rey- 
enue, as herein prescribed. 

Such notice must state the time and place at which, and the officer before 
whom, the testimony will be taken; the name, age, residence, and business 
of the proposed witness, with the questions to be propounded to the witness, 
or a brief statement of the substance of the testimony he is expected to give. 

The notice shall be delivered or mailed to the Commissioner a sufficient 
number of days previous to the day fixed for 3 the testimony, to allow 
him, after its receipt, at least five days, exclusive of the period 775 — — for 
mail communication with the place at which the testimony is to be taken, 
in which to give, should he so desire, instructions as to the cross-examina- 
tion of the proposed witness. 

Whenever ticable, the aMidavit or deposition shall be taken before a 
collector or deputy collector of internal revenue, in which case reasonable 
notice shall be given to the collector or deputy collector of the time fixed 
for taking the deposition or affidavit: 

Provided further, That no penalty shall be assessed upon any person for 
such neglect or refusal or for making or rendering a false or fraudulent re- 
turn, except after reasonable notice of the time and place of hearing, to be 
regulated y the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
nen — ary. ofthe Treasury, so as to give the person charged an opportunity 

eard. 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend the section, on 
page 174, in line 20, after the word ‘‘day,” to strike out pre- 
scribed ” and insert ‘‘provided;” in line 21, after the words 
„may be,” to strike out “prescribed ” and insert ‘‘directed;” 
in line 23, before the word ‘‘deputy,” to insert“ collector or a;“ 
in line 3, on page 175, after the word persons,“ to insert or 
corporations;” the same line, before the word “fiduciary,” 
to strike out other;“ in line 5, before the words“ deputy col- 
lector,” to insert “ collector or a;“ in line 6, after the word“ per- 
son,” to insert or corporation;” in line 7, after the word (re- 
sides,” to insert ‘‘ or does business;” in line 12, before the words 
“de uty collector,” to insert ‘‘collector;” in line 19, after the 
words ‘render a,” to insert ‘‘ willfully;” in line 21, before the 
word ‘‘ deputy,” to insert ‘ collector ;” in line 24, after the word 
„person,“ to strike out or his books or accounts;” on e 176, 
line 4, after the words cases of a,” to insert “‘ willfully;” in line 
11, before the words“ in his,” to strike out party“ and insert 
„person, or corporation;” in the same line, after the word his,“ 
to strike out ‘‘or;” in the same line, after the word her,“ to 
insert or its;”in line 15, after the word he,“ tostrike out a or;” 


inline 16, before the word ‘‘ ward,” to insert ‘‘ or its;” in line 19, 
after the word ‘‘he,” to strike out ‘‘or;” in the same line, after 
the word she,“ to insert or it, or his, her, or its ward or 
beniflciar y“: 

Mr. VEST. There is a misprint there in the spelling. The 
word „ benificiary ” should be “ beneficiary.” 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: That verbal correction will be 
made. The reading of the amendments will proceed. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20, before the word ‘ pay,” to insert 
„has;“ after the word ‘‘upon,” at the end of line 21, to insert 
‘fall;” in the same line, before the word her,” to strike out or,“ 
and after the word “her” to insert or its;“ in the same line, 
after the word ‘ profits,” to insert “and upon all the income, 
gains, or profits for which he, she, or it is liable as such fiduci- 
ary;” in line 25, before the word “deputy,” to insert collector; ” 
on page 177, line 1, after the word “ declaration,“ to insert 
“such person or corporation;” after the word any,“ at the 
end of line 3, to strike out party“ and insert person or cor- 
poration, company, or association: ” in line 5, after the words 
increased by the,“ to insert ‘‘collector;” after the word 
such,“ at the end of line 6, to strike out party“ and insert 
‘person or corporation, company or association;” in line $, 
after the word may,” to strike out ‘‘ exhibit his books and ac- 
counts, and; ” in the same line, after the word prove,“ to strike 
out and declare, under oath or afflrmation;“ in line 11, be- 
fore the word ‘‘shall, to strike out“ oaths and evidence” and 
insert “ proof;” in line 13, before the word ‘‘ deputy,” to insert 
collector;“ in line 14, after the word“ person,” to insert or 
company, corporation, or association;” in line 17, before the 
word “officer,” to strike out other designated“ and insert 
any; in the same line, after the word agent,“ to insert 
‘other than the collector;” in line 20, after the word “if,” to 
strike out the person is;” in line 21, after the word “ collector,” 
to strike out he may and insert such person or corporation, 
company or association;” in line 23, before the word“ submit,” 
to insert!“ may,“ and after “submit,” to strike out “his” and 
insert ‘‘ the;” on a 178, line 1, before the word “furnish,” to 
strike out“ if he desires to” and insert“ may;“ in line 2, after 
the word“ facts,” to strike out he will also serve” and insert 
having served;” in line 5, after the word “ notice,” to strike 
out must” and insert “shall;“ in line 12, after the word Com- 
missioner,” to insert ‘‘of Internal Revenue;” in line 24, after 
the word *‘ person,” to insert “or corporation, company, or as- 
sociation;” pap e 179, line 1, after the words ‘‘rendering a,” 
to insert“ willfully;” in line 3, after the words“ to be,” tostrike 
out regulated“ and insert ‘‘ prescribed;” and in line 4, after the 
words internal Revenue,” to strike out with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, so as to give the person charged 
an opportunity to be heard;” so as to make the section read: 


SEC, 56. That it shall be the duty of all persons of lawful age having an 
income of more than %3,500 for the taxable year, computed on the basis 
herein prescribed, to make and render a list or return, on or before the day 
provided by law, in such form and manner as may be direc by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, with the pif eo of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to the collector or a deputy collector of the district in which they 
reside, or to such officer or agent as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
ma; oe: of the amount of their income, gains, and profits, as afore- 
said; and all guardians and trustees, executors, administrators, agents, re- 
ceivers, and all persons or corporations acting in any fiduciary capacity, 
shall make and render a list or return, ds aforesaid, to the collector or a dep- 
uty collector of the district in which such person or corporation acting in 
fiduciary capacity resides or does business, or to such officer or agent asthe 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue may designate, of the amount of in- 
come, gains, and profits of any minor or person for whom they act, but per- 
sons haying less 83,500 income are not required to make such report; 
and the collector, deputy collector, or officer or agent designated by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, shall require every list or return to be 
verified by the oath or affirmation of the party rendering it, and may in- 
crease the amount of any list or return if he has reason to believe that the 
same is understated; and in case any such person having a taxable income 
shall neglect or refuse to make and render such list and return, or shall 
render a willfully false or fraudulent list or return, it shall be the duty of 
the collector, deputy collector, or officer or agent designated by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, to make such list, according to the best in- 
formation he can obtain, by the examination of such person, or any other 
evidence, and to add 50 per cent as a penalty to the amount of the tax due 
on such list in all cases of willful neglect or refusal to make and render a 
list or return; and in all cases of a willfully false or fraudulent list or re- 
turn having been rendered to add 100 per cent as a penalty to the amount of 
tax ascertained to be due, the tax and the additions thereto as a penalty to 
be assessed and collected in the manner provided for in other cases of will- 
ful neglect or refusal to render a list or return, or of rende a false or 
fraudulent return: Provided, That any person or corporation, his, her, 
or its own behalf, or as such fiduciary, shall be permitted to declare, under 
oath or affirmation, the form and manner of which shall be prescribed by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, that he, she, or his or her or its ward or beneficiary, was 
not of an income of 8,000, liable to be assessed according to the 
provisions of this act; or may declare that he, she, or it. or his, her, or its 
ward or beneficiary has been assessed and has paid an income tax elsewhere 
in the same year under authority of the United States, upon all his, her, or 
its income, gains, or profits, and upon all the income, gains, or profits for 
which he, she, or it ig Hable as such fiduciary, as prescribed by law; and 
if the collector, deputy collector, or other designated officer or agent shall 
be satisfied of the truth of the declaration, suc 1 7 or corporation shall 
thereu be exempt from income tax in the said district for that year; or 
if the list or return of any person or co ation, company, or association 


shall have been increased by the collector, deputy collector, or other desig- 
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nated officer or t, such person or 17 0 com or association 
— rnd permitted to prove the amount of income able to be assessed; but 
such proof shall not be considered as conclusive of the facts, and no deduc- 


tions claimed in rana cas 8 ue penne a until dg toe by the 
collector, deputy collector, or other designated officer or agent. Any person 
or com 4 2 ration, or association feeling aggrieved by the decision 
of the deputy collector, or any officer or agent other than the collector. in 
such cases may appeal to the collector of the district, and his decision 
thereon, unless reversed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, shall 
be final. If dissatisfied with the decision of the collector, such person or 
corporation, company, or association may submit the case, with all the pa- 


rs, to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for his decision, and may 


‘urnish the testimony of witnesses to prove any relevant facts, having 
served notice to that effect upon the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 


as hi bed. 

Such notice shall state the time and place at which, and the officer before 
whom, the testimony will be taken; the name, , residence, and business 
of the proposed witness, with the questions to propounded to the wit- 
ness, or a brief statement of the substance of the testimony he is expected 


to give. 
fae notice shall be delivered or mailed to the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue a sufficient number of days previous to the day fixed for Seog 
the testimony, to allow him, after its reces: at least five days, exclusive o 
riod required for mail communication with the P ew at which the 
esire, instructions 


reasonable notice of the time and place of he 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before we pass from this section, I suggest 
to the Senator from Missouri that in line 5, on page 179, the 
words he proposes to strike out, ‘‘ with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury,” are the important ones that I suppose 
the Senator desires to strike out, and I ask him to allow the re- 
maining words to stand. : 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be agreed to in the absence of objection. The ques- 
tion recurs on agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was eed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether the Democratic agreement to take this bill as it is, no 
matter what anybody may think of it, extends to the spelling in 
line 19, on page 176, where the word ‘‘ beneficiary” is spelled 
‘*b-e-n-i-fi-c-i-a-r-y.” 

Mr. VEST. That has been corrected. We knew the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts would object, and so we corrected it in 
advance. 

Mr. HOAR. IL supposed the Democratic caucus had probably 
adopted this spelling of the word. 

r. VEST. Oh, no; we knew the Senator would find it out, 
and so we corrected it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer an amendment to the section after line 
10, on page 178. 

The RESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 10, on page 178, it is 
proposed to insert: i 


Provided, That the Government may at the same time and paos take tes- 
er id to rebut the testimony of the witnesses examined by the person 
taxed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOAR. Why should not the Government be at liberty 
to take pr ee at some other place, if it be more convenient? 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply offered the amendment because this 
part of the section providing for the taking of testimony pro- 
vides for the taking of evidence of witnesses on behalf of the 
person who is delinquent. I think the Government ought at 
the same time and place and before the same person have the 
right to take testimony to rebut the evidence taken by the tax 
debtor. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not considered this question and itis not, 
I suppose, a very important matter, but it is hardly just to the 
Government to put it into the power of the taxed person to se- 
lect the magistrate, to fix the time, and to fix the place where 
not only his own testimony shall be taken, but the Government 
testimony shall be taken. There is nothing that requires it to 
be done in the district. Suppose some taxpayer in the city of 
New Orleans should notify the Government official to go down 
there and take testimony about his property in Massachusetts; 
thereupon not only sne testimony has to be taken there, but all 
the rebutting testimony. I leave it to the Senator from Mis- 
souri to look after this matter; but it strikes me that it is hardly 
a just arrangement. 

Mr. ALLEN. I realize the force of the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts; but I think this statute ought to be 
broad enough to permit the Government to take testimony in 


rebuttal of the testimony of the tax delinquent at any time. I 


am perfectly willing to have this amendment so broadened that 
the Government may take the testimony before the same per- 
son at the same time and place, or before any other qualified 
officer at an 97 8 time and place, upon five days’ notice. 

The PRESI ING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 8 

Mr. HALE. Lsuggest to the Senator from Missouri that if 
he proposes to agree to this amendment he have it carefull 
prepared, so that if there is to be an examination, with counse 
a h side and at more than one place, it shall be so pro- 

ded that at any hearing or examination due notice may be 
given to the other side; otherwise it would be a disadvantage, 
perhaps, at one time to the Government and at another time to 
the party taxed, if the testimony should be taken without due 
notice. The Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Ne- 
braska can prepare the phraseology, and see that it is adapted 
to the su uent sections. 

Mr. VEST. The bill sufficiently provides for the protection 
of the citizen. As I understand the Senator from Nebraska, he 
is under the impression that the Government ought to be per- 
mitted to take testimony at the same time and place. The pro- 
vision in the bill now requires that a sufficient notice shall be 
given to the officialsof the Government so that they can be there 
and subject the witnesses to cross-examination. I have no ob- 
jection to the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Massachusetts proposes that 
the Government may have an opportunity to take testimony at 
some other time and place. If that be granites clearly, there- 
fore, it ought to be included that the other side shall have no- 
tice of that examination. My suggestion is only to the effect 
that the provision be carefully examined by the Senator from 
3 fore he agrees to it becoming part of the proposed 

uw. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr, President, I desire to fortify the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] by calling atten- 
tion to the factthat the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] says that depositions may be taken by the Gov- 
ernment at the same time and place, but it does not appear to 
require that notice shall be given of the names of witnesses. 
The provision as to the taxpayer requires him to state the time 
and place, “the name, age, residence, and business of the pro- 
posed witness.” That is, of course, so that the Government may 

now what it is to meet. If the Government is to take testimony 
at the same time, it ought to give a like notice. 

Mr. HALE. And under like restrictions, 

Mr.CHANDLER. And there should be the same restrictions 
upon the Government. 

While I think the provision moved by the Senator from Ne- 
braska is well enough, it should certainly not give the Govern- 
ment the right to appear at the time of the taking of the depo- 
sition of any witness, or any number of witnesses, and take their 
testimony, without having previously given to the taxpayer the 
same notice which the taxpayer was compelled to give the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I drew this amendment very hastily while sit- 
ting at my desk when the Secretary was gthe bill. Idid 
not take the time to draw it with as much care as I should have 
done if this matter had come to my attention before. I intro- 
duced it more for the perpos of punog the committee on no- 
tice of the fact that th S pronoma aw might be evaded, and that 
it would work a practical injustice to the Government, 

It strikes me that it is absurd to say that a person who is as- 
sessed under this law and who isdissatisfied with the assessment, 
might appeal to the collector of internal revenue and take tes- 
timony in support of his appesi; and at the same time the Gov- 
ernment be powerless to rebut the testimony taken or to intro- 
duce any new facts which might be essential to establish the 
truth. Itake it for granted that, while my amendment is im- 
perfect, having been drawn so hastily, the committee are put 
upon their notice, and that they will draft the proper amend- 
ment and submit it to us. 

Mr. VEST. We considered these provisions of the bill very 
carefully, and I want to say now that I think if the Senator from 
Nebraska will examine the whole section carefully he will be 
satisfied that it is in very good shape as it now stands. 

These provisions apply to a case where the collector increases 
the amount of the return made by any taxpayer, and if the tax- 
payer is dissatisfied with the action of the collector, he can then 
give notice, fix a day, and bring his witnesses to convince the 
collector that he has not diminished the amount of his return, 
but has made it correctly. 

It is a question for the collector to be satisfied in regard to 
what has been done by himself. It is brought before him. It 
is not a proceeding in court of a plaintiff and defendant in the 
strict sense or in the proper s cation of the term. Itsimply 
applies to a case where the collector for some reason comes to 


the conclusion that the return is not a proper one and he in- 
creases it. 

This practice obtains in a great many States. In my own 
State, for instance, where a taxpayer has not made a proper re- 


turn of his property the officer, if satisfied that such is the case, 
that there has been some suppression of the truth or even some 
mistake, increases the amount of the assessment; and then we 
have a day there for correcting assessments, upon which the 
party may appear, bring his witnesses, and be sworn himself, 
and convince the officer, if he can, that the assessment iscorrect 
both as to quantity and as to value. That is all of it. I think 
there are sufficient safeguards here for the Government. The 
material point is to guard the citizen. He will have under the 

rovisions of this proposed law every right that can possibly 

conceived of under the circumstances. 

Mr, ALLEN. I do not propose to be captious about this mat- 
ter at all. Iam well satisfied that the amendment I offered, or 
one similar to it, but. probably broader,.ought to be adopted if 
this bill becomes alaw. As I understand the bill, any person 
who refuses to make a proper return to the assessor, or who 
willfully neglects tomake that return, the assessor is authorized 
to assess him, and to make a list of his 8 from the best 
information he may be able to obtain. Then the delinquent is 
permitted to ap from that assessment to the collector of in- 
ternal revenue, and take evidence in support of his appeal. 

I take it for granted that the man who will not make an hon- 
est return, or who will not make any return at all, proposes to 
defraud the Government. If he has an opportunity to make a 
return and will not make it, or if he hasan opportunity to make 
a return and makes a fraudulent return, compels the asses- 
sor of internal revenue to rely upon his own judgment and inde- 
pater sources of information, I take it for granted that that 

d of a man will pursue his fraudulent purposes further, and 
undertake to defeat the Government in one a corrected re- 
turn.of his 22 and his assessable income. 

If he is permitted to take testimony before some officer, and 
then appeal from that officer to the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
at Fee I take it for granted that the Government may 
be.defeated and will be defeated in.a majority of instances in the 
collection of the proper revenue from that man by that merely 
ex parte method of doing business, and that fairness to this Gov- 
ernment and geod faith in the execution of this proposed law 
requires that the Government should have ample power toshow 
that that man has made a fraudulent or an unjust return, and 
ample power to rebut all testimony that he may have produced; 
and, Mr. ent, more than that, ample power on the part of 
the Government to introduce independent testimony showing 
the fact, independentof this evidence, thatthe assessment ought 
to be raised. 


This proposed law, in my judgment, is absolutely harmless 

i oe man who 3 b Siani the Government with 

these provisions standing in it alone. It strikes me that there 

can. be no glossing over of this matter. Every man who has 

had experience as a lawyer or who has had experience in the 

assessment of revenue understands full well how these laws can 
be evaded. 

Mr. VEST. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 10, on page 178, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Provided, That the Government aoe. at the same time and place take testi- 
mony to rebut the testimony of the witnesses examined by the person taxed. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to amend the amendment by in- 
serting the words upon like notice” after the words “take 
testimony.” 
esti HARRIS. I do not think there can be any objection to 

t. 

The PREKSIDINNGOFFHICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words ‘take testimony,” in line 
3 of the amendment, it is proposed to insert upon like notice;” 
so as to read: 
ee, P place take tes - 
by the person taxed. -7 Sites: nnn 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
n e sae 
Ə T $ Secre ill 
with the re: of the bill. > og itn nes 
pelea Blak A a th 5 on 
erence to ese at the end I 

move to strike them all out. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 
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Mr. HARRIS. That has been understood from the begin- 
ning. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Syd. 57. The taxes on incomes herein imposed shall be due and payable 
on or before the Ist.day of July ineach year; and to any sum or sums an- 
nually due and unpaid after the ist day of J as aforesaid, and for ten 
days after notice and demand thereof by the collector, there shall be levied, 
in addition thereto, the sum of 5 per cent on the amount of taxes unpaid, 
and interest at the rate of I per cent per month u said tax from the time 
the same became due, as a penalty, except from the estates of deceased, in- 
sane, or insolvent persons. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
section, in line 14, after the word ‘‘same,” to strike out be- 
came” and insert becomes;“ so as to read: 

And interest at the rate of 1 per cent per month upon said tax from the 
time the same becomes due as a penalty, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, HOAR. Is there 5 in this bill a provision for ex- 
emption in the case of accident or mistake from this heavy pen- 
alty of 12 per cent, and, in addition, 5 per cent? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes; there is a provision here which gives 
the Secretary of the Treasury ample power to correct any mis- 
take or to remit any porsa: 

Kaul HOAR. Isupposed there would be such a provision some- 
where. 

Mr. VEST. The last provision at the close of the income tax. 

The 5 CER. The reading of the bill will bo 
resumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SEC. 58, That ov os 
plaies ok moaia Teoma om the Urie Ees AE TO tx oa ibe 
agaaa asif resident in the United States. Any nonresident 


computing income for purpose of exemptions he shall include all income 
from every source, but sh: 

derived from any source in the case such nonresident 
falls to file such statement, then the deputy of each district shall collect the 
tax on theincome derived from his t, no allowance for ex- 
emptions, and all property belonging to such nonresident shall be liable to 
distraint for tax: ovided, That nonresident corporations shall be subject 
to same laws as to tax as resident corporations, and the collection of the 
tax shall be made in same manner as provided for collections of taxes 
against nonresident persons. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment after the 
words * Sec. 58,” to strike out ‘that every nonresident person 
owning property in the United States or receiving income from 
the United States shall pay a taxon the income received as if 
resident in the United States;“ in line 20, after the word any,“ 
to strike out ‘‘such;” in the same line, after the word “nay,” to 
strike out also;“ in line 21, after the words benefit of the,” 
to strike out “exemption” and insert exemptions bereinbe- 
fore provided for;” line 23, after the word “ propery; to 
strike out ‘‘in the United States or” and insert ‘‘and;” in line 
24, after the word“ income,“ to insert in the United States;” 
in the same line, after the words United States,” to strike out 
‘in the same manner as” and insert ‘‘and complying with the 
provisions of section 56 of this act as if;“ on page 180, line 1, 
after the word ‘‘ residents,” to strike out “ is required to do;” 
in line 2, after the word ‘ income,” to strike out ‘‘for purpose 
of exemptions;” in line 6, after the word “statement,” to strike 
out ‘‘then;” in the same line, before the words of each district,” 
to strike out deputy and insert collector;“ in line 7, after 
the word ‘‘from,” to insert property situated in;“ in line 8, 
after the word ‘‘ district,” to insert “subject to income tax;“ in 
line 11, before the word “samé,” to insert ‘‘the;” and in line 
12, before the word same,“ to insert the;“ so as to make the 
section read: r 

Sexo. 58. Any nonresident may receive the benefit. of the exemptions here- 
inbefore provided for by Sing with the deputy collector of any district a 
true list of all his propert; sources of income in the United States, and 
complying with the provisions of section 56 of this act as if a resident. In 
computing 1 in from every source, but shall 
only pay on that t of the income which is derived from any source in the 
United States. case such nonresident fails to file such statement, the 
collector of each district shall collect the tax on the income derived from 
property situated in his subject to income tax, making no allow- 
ance for exemptions, and all property to such nonresident shall 
be liable to distraint for tax: Provided, That nonresident corporations shall 
be subject to the same laws as to tax as resident corporations, and the col- 
lection of the tax shall be made in the same manner as provided for collec- , 
tions of taxes against nonresident persons. 

Mr. HOAR. Should not thesection be amended by inserting 
after the wo: 


next ? 
Mr. HOAR. Yes; in line 3, on e 180, after the word“ but,” 
co to insert unless he be a citizen of the United States, 
Mr. VEST. ‘That is the meaning of it as it stands. 
Mr..HOAR. ‘These words should be inserted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 180, line 3, after the word “ but,” 
e ge to insert unless he be a citizen of the United 

tates, he; soas to read: 

In computing income he shall include all income from every source, but, 
unless he be a citizen of the United States, he shall pay on that part of 
his income which is derived from any source in the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The ee OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
resumed. 

TheSECRETARY. The Committee on Finance propose tostrike 
out sections 59, 60, and 61, as follows: 


BEC. b9. That there shall be levied and collected a tax of 2 per cent on 
all dividends in scri declared due, wherever and 


institutions, and insurance com es, and ot com and all 
er corporations, shall pay the tax, and are hereby auth and 
required to deduct and withhold from all payments made on accountof any 
dividends or sums of money that may be due and Pahoa as aforesaid, the 
said tax of 2 per cent. Anda list or return shall made 
the deputy collector, or other officer or ù designa 
sioner of Revenne, within thirty days after any dividends or sums 
of money become due or payable as aforesaid; and said list or return shall 
contain a trus and faithful account.of the amount of taxes as aforesaid; and 
there shall be annexed thereto a declaration of the , cashier, or 
treasurer, or the cipal accounting officer of the bank, trust company, 
sayings institution, or Insurance company, or other corporation, under oath 
or aftirmation, inform and manner as may 3 by the Commis- 
sioner ofInternal Revenue, with the the Secretary of the Treas- 
nry, that the same contains a trne and faithful account of the taxes as afore- 
paid: And for any default in the making or rendering of such list or return, 
with such declarationannexed, the bank, trust company, savings institution, 
or other corporation such default, shall for- 
feit as a penalty the sum of $1,000; and in case of any default in making or 
rendering said list or return, or of any default in the eee of the tax as 
required, or any t thereof, the assessment and co: on of the tax and 
accordance with the 


the laws of any State or T A 
shareholders within the State wheresuch associations have been or; 
For the Feed pean of this act “dividend” shall include every payment in the 


dends are out of profits or not, or are paid in cash or otherwise. 
Sec. 6). That any bank, building association, or other banking institution 


e six months next preceding said Ist day 

mt one of said lists or returns and pay to 
the collector of the district a d of 2 per cent on such profits, and in case 
of default to make such list or return and payment within the thirty days, 
as aforesaid, shall be subject tothe provisions of the foregoing section of 
this act: Provided, That when any dividend is made which includes any part 
of the 8 lus or contingent of any bank, trust company, sa in- 
stitution, insurance or railroad company, which has been assessed and the 
duty paid thereon, the amount of duty so paid on that portion of the surplus 
or contingent fund may be deducted from the duty on such dividend. 

Sec. 61. That any railroad, canal, turnpike, ceanal na tion or slack- 
Water company, and any telephone, telegraph, electric light and gas com- 
pany, Water company, and any street railway pompan; Or other corpora- 
tion, indebted for any money for which bonds or er evidence of indebt- 
edness have been issued, payable in one or more years after date, upon 
which interest is stipulated to be paid, or coupons representing the inter- 
est, or such company or other corporation that may have declared any 
dividend mee or money due or A pohja to its stockholders, including 
nonresidents, whether citizens or aliens, as part of the earnings, profits, 


and pa: 
1 dividends, or profits, whenever and wherever the same shall be 
able, and to whatsoever party or person the ear e f be payable, 
hether companies 


so — 5 58 som sae terest or cou Dear dividends, and 9 by the 
presid reasurer or other accounting officer of said com 
tion, shall rin po ration fro: 


or corporation, discharge . m that 
amount ot the dividend or interest or coupon on the bonds or other evi- 


dences of their indebtednesss so held by any person or party whatever, ex- 
cept where said companies or tions may have riduh otherwise. 
And a list or return shall be and rendered to the deputy collector, or 


other o Pen rong ee poe the Commissione: ternal 
on or before the 10th day o 8 8 said interest, 
lends become due and parera temper Sean as every six 
a true and faithful account.of 


coupons, or divid 
mopths; and said list or return shall con 


by oner of Internal me, 
a true and faithful account of said tax. And for any default in making or 
rend such list or return, with the declaration annexed, or of ee 
ment of the tax as aforesaid, the com or de- 
fault shall forfeit as a penalty the sum of and double the amount of the 


tax; and in case of any default in or rendering said List or roten 
or of the payment of the tax or any part thereof, as aforesaid, the assessmen 
and collection of the tax and alty shall be made acco! 
sions of law in other cases of neglect or refusal: i 
any of the companies or corporations mentioned in 

unable to pay all of the interest on their indebtedness, and shall in fact fail 
to pay all of such interest, that in such cases the tax levied by this section 
shall be paid to the United States only on the amountof interest which the 
company pays or is able to pay. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Seo, 59. That there shall be assessed, levied, and collected aroo as 
herein otherwise provided, a tax of 2 per cent annually on the net profits or 
income above actual operating and business expenses, losses, and interest 
on bonded and o indebtedness of all banks, banking institutions, trust 

es, saving institutions, fire, marine, life, and other insurance com- 
pa ro agre. trio tent, canal sm on slack water, teleph: 

egraph, express, electric gas, water, street railway companies, a: 

companies, or associations do business for profit 
in the United States, no matter how created and or; zed. 

That said tax shall be paid on or before the Ist day of July in each year; 
and if the president or other chief officer of any corporation, company, or 
association, oy in the case ot any f corporation, company, or associa- 
tion the resident ma: r or agent, shall neglect or refuse to file with the 
collector of the internal-revenue district in which said corporation, com- 
pany, or association shall be located or beengaged in business, a statement 
verified by his oath or affirmation, in such form asshall be bed by the 

oner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, showing the amount of net profits or income received by said 
corporation, company, or association during the whole calendar year last 

the date of said statement as here’ r required, the cor- 
poration, com , or association making default shall forfeit as a penalt; 
the sum of $1,000, and 2 pa cent on the amount of taxes due, for each mont 
until the same is paid, the payment of said ty to be enforeed as pro- 
vided in other cases ofnegiectand refnsal to make return of taxes under the 
internal-revenue laws. 

The net profits or income of all corporations, companies, or associations 
shall include the amounts paid to shareholders, or carried to the aceount of 
any fund, or used for construction, enlargement of plant, or any other ex- 
pe the net annual profits made or ac- 
quired by said corporations, companies, or associations. 

‘That nothing herein contained shall apply to States, counties, or munici- 
palities; nor to corporations, companies, or associations organized and 


ing fraternal benefici: societies, ers, orassociations, operating u the 

lodge system and providing for the payment of life, sick, accident, other 

benefits to the members of such societies, orders, and associations, and de- 

8 hag 8 5 to ent 8 suada, 5 1 held 

y any fiduciary or trus chari 6, religious, or educational purposes; 
to bull and loan associa! ch make loans 


nor 
SA shareholders; nor to such savings banks, savings institutions, or socie- 


capital e deposits; secondly, shall not receive d ts to an e- 
gate amount in any one year of more than $1,000 from the same de tor; 
accum: ts by any one de- 

tor exceeding 810,000; fourthly, shall actually divide and distribute to 


proper e es of such bank, institution, or ety, except such as shall 

0 e e to surplus; and fifthly, shall not possess in any form a surplus 
fund exceeding 10 per cent of its aggregate deposits. 

Nor to any insurance company or association which conducts all its busi- 
ness solely upon the mutual plan, and only for the benefit of its policy hold- 
ers or members, and having no capital stock and no stock or shareholders, 
and holding all its property in trust and in reserve for its policy holders or 
members; nor to that part of the business of any insurance company hav- 
ing a capital stock and stock and shareholders, which is conducted on the 
mutual plan, separate from its stock plan of insurance, and solely for the 
benefit of the policy holders and members insured on said mutual plan, and 
hol all the property belonging to and derived from said mutual part of 
its business in trust and reserve for the benefit of its policy holders and 
members insured on said mutual plan. 


Mr. VEST. Loffer the amendment which I send to the desk 
to the first t of the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the words down to the words 
“ expenses of,” in line 16 of the print I have, beginning That 
nee shall be.” I desire to have the words 1 propose to insert 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That there shall be assessed, levied, and collected, except as herein other- 
wise vided, a tax of 2 cent annually on the net fits or income 


above actual operating and Basia expenses, losses, and interest on bonded 
and other indebtedness. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Missouri that the amendment proposed by him is 
embodied in the amendment which has just been an by the 
Je. BILL 

Mr. . Have these amendments been printed? 

Mr. VEST. Substantially the amendment which has just been 
read has been printed. Ihavechanged one or two words in it, and 
the Secretary read the amendment as if a part of the text of the 
bill, which has created confusion. If he had read the text of the 
bill as it was, and then taken up the amendments, we could have 


proceeded ly with them, but he has read the amendments 
as an or of the text. 
Mr. N. Has this amendment been agreed to? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator that the paragraph | the purpose of ascertaining a little more fully the scope of the 
in relation to bondholders or holders of certificates of indebted- eee as now . by the N Thus lar it has 
ness ought to be stricken out. Its object is provided for in other | been the purpose of the committee and of the Senate in dealing 
ways. with amendments toliberalize these provisions. Theamendment 

Mr. VEST. I. had rather not strike out the whole paragraph, | of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] on behalf of the com- 
because it is entirely consistent now with other provisions of the | mittee strikes out three sections inserted by the House of Rep- 
pill. resentatives, and in effect changes the scope of the original pro- 

Mr. ALDRICH. They sawoniy be explanatory and might be | vision of these three sections. The three sections in the bil 


confusing. It is entirely covered by the first of these paragraphs. | are taken principally from the old laws respecting incomes. 
Mr. VEST. It does no harm in the bill. Those provisions were intended to ier awe certain the 
Mr. ALDRICH. It might doa great deal of harm. collection of the income tax, and were inserted in the law of 


Mr. VEST. I now desire to offer an amendment which I did | 1862, the law of 1864, and the laws passed in subsequent years 
not hear the Secretary read, to insert at the end of line 11, of | for that poses. It was said then, as we have heard it said 
section 59, what I send to the desk. two or three times during this debate, that the income tax 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary advises the | would be evaded by those who ought to pay it, and the object 
Chair that the same amendment was read at the end of the sec- | of inse these provisions in the income-tax law during the 
tion. war and after the war was to require the great corporations of 

Mr. VEST. That is what created the confusion. That was | the United States to pay the incomes for the beneficiaries, de- 
not a part of the text of the bill. It is an amendment proposed | ducting the amount of the income from the interest on bonds 
by the committee, and ought to have been read as an amend- | and dividends paid and the money carried to surplus. 
ment. However, as it has all been read it may as well be acted That was the original object, as I understand, of the sections 
on. relating to corporations, but in the sections of the original acts 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the | and the amendments every corporation was named; that is, the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri was in the | character of the corporation was named, and there were but two 
nature of a substitute for sections 59, 60, and 61, and it was so | kinds of corporations in our income-tax law originally. Those 
read by the Secretary, embodying all the amendments which | were moneyed corporations, such as banks, trust companies, 


the Senator from Missouri has indicated. and quanl money corporations, such as insurance companies, 
Mr.PLATT. The Secretary read all the amendments which | building associations, ete. That was one class of corporations. 
4 have been proposed? Another class consisted of transportation andon es which 
x Mr. VEST. As part of the text, and that has created con- | carried for hire. During all the period of the income tax from 
fusion. . 1862 to 1871 no other class of corporations was included. All 
Mr. PLATT. I ask unanimous consent that the section as | the small e e of the country were left to the original 
first read by the Secretary be considered as adopted. operation of the income tax; their dividends were paid, if divi- 
Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done, I desire to amend some | dends were declared, and carried in the income statements and 
portions of it. returns of the individual members of those corporations. 
Mr. PLATT. Unless that can be carried out, I think the The House of Representatives in those three sections changed 


amendment regarding savings banks had better be read and | entirely—although they adopted substantially many features of 
adopted, and also the amendment regarding insurance compa- | the old laws—the character of the income tax by sweeping in 
nies. not only the corporations named here and named in the old laws, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That was read as a part of the | but by sweeping in every corporation os avory nams and nature, 


amendment as submitted from the desk. no matter how created or how organized, or how small or how 
Mr. FRYE. And it has been adopted. great. Thus it is, that we have in the pending bill a provision 
' Mr. PLATT. It has not been adopted yet. which not only applies to the great money corporations of the 
Mr. ALDRICH. But it is all open to amendment, as I under- | country and to the great transportation companies of the coun- 
stand. try, but which applies to every corporation, however small, in 


Mr. VEST. If we had read the text of the bill as originally | every State in the Union. That gers would not be so objec- 

offered and taken up the amendments offered seriatim, there | tionable if it were not for the fact that by the terms of the bill 

would not have been any trouble, and the amendments would be | there is a discrimination made against these people, which is an 

as if they were inthe bill. I do not go by the new print, which ee discrimination. 

is simply confusing, but I take the original bill and proposed to e have decided here by several votes in this Chamber that) 

offer the amendments at their proper places. every person who is liable to the income tax is authorized to 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the amendment as read by | excludefrom his return his taxes upon that income; first, 128 0 75 l 


the Secretary at first be considered as the amendment of the | and then he is allowed toexclude from it all the taxes which he | 
committee and open to amendment, pays, State, national, and municipal; thus swelling the exemp- | ,/ 
Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. tion of each individual in many cases many thousands of dollars | 
Mr. PLATT. That is what I suggested. more. If, however, a man or a woman ora minor child holds | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will | ten shares in the smallest corporation in the United States, 
be so ordered. which yields only $50 upon those ten shares, hat person is com- 
Mr. HARRIS. Thatis exactly what has been done, and I do | pelled to pay an income tax of 2 per cent upon those shares in- 
not think there is any censure to the clerk. that corporation. 
Mr. PLATT. Not at all. Mr. President, I have waited to see whether the committee 


Mr. HARRIS. The clerk announced that what he then pro- | could not in someform, by some provision, provide for this great 
posed to read was in lieu of three sections which the committee | injustice which will apply to thousands and hundreds of thou- 
recommended to be stricken out, and the substitute followed. sands of people in every State of the Union. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was of opinion, and Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, I will suggest that 
so announced, that the amendment proposed by the Senator | at the proper time, on the conclusion of his remarks, I have 
from Missouri was in the nature of a substitute for sections 59, | three amendments to cover the very point which he suggests, 


60, and 61. which I ee se to offer. 
Mr. GRAY. Has the unanimous consent asked by the Sena- | Mr. ALLISON. I do not, of course, know what amendments 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] been acted upon? are to be proposed by the Senator from New York. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has. Mr. HILL. The Senator's criticism of the bill as it stands is 
Mr. GRAY. That fixes it. perfectly well taken. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is considered as agreed to; | Mr. ALLISON. What I want to do now is to see if we can not 
and now the question is upon the amendment asa whole. do exact justice to these small investors. I want this bill, when 
— The amendment was agreed to. it shall go from the Senate, to do as nearly equal justice as we 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is open to amendment now. can do to the small investors in the United States. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend on page 187, line 20, after | Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator whether he conceives 
the word “companies,” by striking out the remainder of the | that the language he seeks to strike out, ‘‘and all other cor- 
paragraph. rations, companies, or associations doing business for profit 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 3 United States, no matter how created and or ed,“ 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. would include any large corporations, or are all the large cor- 

The SECRETARY. In line 19, on page 187, it is proposed to rations, which he seeks to reach by this provision, provided 
strike out all after the word ‘‘ companies,” as follows: 135 in the explicit clause which precedes these words? 5 

And all other corporations, companies, or associations doing business for Mr. ALLISON. There may be some large manufacturing ) / 
1 y- profit in the United States, no matter how created and organized. corporations which would be excluded by the amendment I pro- 
: Mr. ALLISON. Mr, President, I move this amendment for | pose. 
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Mr. HALE. Would the Senator desire to exclude these, or 
could he frame his amendment by a limitation as to the amount 
of capital stock or something of that kind, so that these small 
concerns, which I think everybody wishes to encourage, would 
not be subject to the provision? 

Mr. GRAY. As I read the language in the section, if you 
struck that out there would be nothing to apply to the sugar 
trust corporation, so called, the great industrial corporation. 

Mr. HALE, The small concerns would be saved by inserting 
a limitation as to the amount of capital. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to include in the amendment 
I have proposed any of the large corporations. I only move to 
strike these out for the purpose of reaching the point which I 
am making, and that is, that this section as it stands applies to 
the small corporations which are scattered throughout the 
United States. It may be limited, as the Senator from Maine 
proposes, by fixing the amount of bona fide capital paid in. 

r. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator whether it would 
not be better, lest this may excludesomething which we all wish 
to have provided for, instead of striking out the words all cor- 
porations, companies, or associations doing business for profit in 
the United States, no matter how created and organized,” to add 
to them whenever such corporation, company, or association 
257 not, exceed in the amount of its capital stock paid in 

„000.“ 

ee not that cover the thought which the Senator has in 
mind? 

Mr. ALLISON. That covers practically one thought I have 
in mind, but there is still another thought to which I wish to 
refer before I take my seat. 

Mr. President, there are in my State, I have no doubt, 500 
corporations which are engaged in manufacture, in trade, and 
in business of various kinds, every one of which will be com- 
pelled, under this provision as it stands, to pay 2 per cent upon 
the profits which they make, practically the gross profits, upon 
the amount of money they have invested in the corporation. It 
would be an injustice to these people that this should be done. 
I desire that this shall be done either by excluding every cor- 

ration not named—and I am willing to name the great indus- 

rial corporations of the country, in order that there may be no 
mistake about that—or in any proper way; but I do not want to 
include the smaller corporations I have described. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 
~ Mr. FRYE. I presume it is true of the Senator’s State, as 
itis of mine, that in every county in the State there is to-day a 

rtion of the farmers who utilize their milk in making it into 

utter and cheese. I presume in SN State there are one hun- 
dred of these associations where the capital stock would be 
twenty-five thousand or fifty thousand dollars, and all paid in 
by the farmers. Then they carry their milk and manufacture 
it into cheese or into butter or something of that kind, and di- 
vide the profits. Is it possible that the committee desire to im- 
a tax of2per centon the net profits of those little concerns? 
They are hardly entitled to be called corporations, but they are. 
It is true all over the North that to-day the farmers work in 
that way in disposing of their milk. It is equally true in my 
State, and I suppose that it isinothers, that there are little cor- 
porations which can fish and lobsters, and things of that kind 
with 5 a capital of only $25,000. 

Mr. HALE. It 1 to almost every form of human in- 
dustry. It is the fashion now instead of making a partnership 
to form these little associations and put in twenty-five, forty, or 
fifty thousand dollars. They ought to be encouraged rather 
than discouraged. 

Mr. HOAR. This does not include partnerships. It applies 
ony to companies, corporations, or associations, not partner- 
ships. 

r. HILL. It makes a discrimination against corporate in- 
vestments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad to have the Senator from 
Missouri state whether the interpretation given to this bill by 
the Senator from Massachusetts in his opinion is a correct one, 
because if the word association“ here includes partnerships, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts stated, as I understand 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say that. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I understood the Senator to 


say. 

Mir. HOAR. I said companies.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand, and I should be glad to 
have the Senator from Missouri state, whether he understands 
that this section and the subsequent sections regulating this 
pibon are intended to deal with anything but associated cor- 
porations? ; 

Mr. VEST. That is the 5 of it. I have not had any 
doubt about it. If I had intended to use the word ‘ partner- 
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ships,” I should have said partnerships.” For instance, take 
building and loan associations. That is the way they style 
themselves. They are not called ‘‘companies;” they are not 
called“ corporations“ eo nomine, but they are called “ associa- 
tions.” Two or more individuals associate themselves, and we 
have a chapter in the Revised Statutes of Missouri which pro- 
vides for these associations. They are 9 — corporations. 

Mr. HALE. That is not a private business partnership. 

Mr. VEST. No; that is not a partnership. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Maine of a limitation upon the capital and another amend- 
ment which I shall be glad to offer later on, cover the point I 
desire to make as tothis subject . but I do not see why 
it is that we should not be absolutely careful to exclude from the 
operations of this act all these small corporations. We have 
just liberalized this very provision by excluding from the cal- 
culation bonded indebtedness of every kind, and other indebt- 
edness, and we have remanded to the individual person who re- 
ceives an income from bonds the question of making his return 
of that income in this very provision as now amended by the 
Finance Committee. 

We have thus eliminated every suggestion that the corpora- 
tion itself shall deduct the income from its bonds and charge it 
over to the bondholders, as the original income tax law did. 
There is nothing now to be taken from the great body of these 
corporations except the dividends, and they are to be deducted 
and the receiver of the dividend can then put in with his ex- 
emption the amount paid by the corporation on his behalf. So 
I shall modify my amendment by providing that this shall not 
apply to any corporation, company, or association having bona 
fide paid-up capital of not exceeding $100,000. 

Mr. HALE. Let those words come in at the end. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis a purely arbitrary distinction; but you 
must make this distinction at some 77 unless you strike out 
all these private industrial corporations. 

Mr. HOAR. I have drawn an amendment which should come 
in as an addition to the language of the original text before it 
is struck out, to which Ishould like to have the Senator from 
Towa listen, if he will. I do not want to take him off the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will listen to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. There are in my State, and I suppose in nearly 
all the States now, an enormous number of persons who form 


themselves into what are called joint stock companies, but which 


are corporations in the law for two 1 80 Gate first, to escape the 
personal liability for debt beyond the limit fixed, whatever it 
may be, and, next, so that whenever a single partner goes out 
or dies or becomes insolvent on his private account, or anything 
else which would dissolve the corporation, there is not to be a 
legal liquidation of the whole concern. These two latter are 
quite as important as the former. 

Some of these companies never divide. One instance came to 
my knowledge the other day which was founded with a capial 
of about $80,000, and had a very profitable business, and in- 
creased to an investment of $800,000, I 5 8 9 8 without an: 
debts at all, the original capital stock of which company FOA 
come within the Senator’s amendment. At the same time this 
corporation, if it is to be taxed at all, should have anexemption 
of a sum equal to the aggregate of the exemption of the men who 
compose it. ‘Suppose they are not allowed the exemption on their 
other property. Here are two men who go into partnership; 
they put in their whole property and their whole labor, and 
they do not divide anything except what is necessary for a fru- 
gal support. 

Mr. ALLISON. That reaches another point with which I did 
not intend to deal. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not that an absolutely just principle univer- 
sally comprehended, that such an institution shall pay.on its re- 
ceipts, it having the benefit only of the exemptions which the 
men who compose it are entitled to? 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; but suppose there are a hundred 
stockholders and each one of them is entitled to an exemption 
of $4,000? Certainly they should be, but that is only an argu- 
ment against including corporations at all. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me I will read my 
proposition. It is as follows: 

Provided, That there shall be allowed to said 8 company, or as- 
sociation an exemption equal to the aggregate of the exemptions to which 
such stockholders would be entitled in estimating their individual taxes, 
not including, however, any exemption which may be allowed such stock- 
holders as individuals. 

Why does not that cover the whole thing? 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be a very good provision, but what 
I desire is that the small corporations shall not be disturbed at 
all by this army of taxgatherers. I donot suppose that it is the 
intent and purpose of those who propose to pass this law that 


we shall immensely increase the working force of the Commis- * 


sioner of Internal Revenue, and yet, unless modifications and ex- 
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clusions are inserted here there will have to be an army of col- 
lectors and deputy collectors equal to that army which we found 
at the close of the war when everything that was produced and 
eve that was sold was taxed, and the taxgatherer was 
found in every household in the land. 

We are liberalizing in this bill, I say frankly, the income-tax 
law as compared with any law that was on our statute books dur- 
ing the war. We have exempted $4,000. That means an ex- 
emption of a man who may be worth $150,000 in my State. If he 
is a large landholder and has no income from it he pays no tax. 
He may have one-half of an estate of $200,000 in d which 

him no income and another $100,000 of property that does 

yield an income, and still he isexempt from taxation under this 

pro law. Therefore it is to be a liberal law to every indi- 

2 who has property and earnings as respects the exemp- 
m. 

When we have done that, then we propose to reach all the 
people in every State who, not caring to take care of their own 
property, invest small sums in s corporations. I know in 
the city in which I live some years ago a manufacturer of furni- 
ture failed. The twenty skilled mechanics who were employed 
by him united into a corporation in my city, and for 9 
they have been conduc the business. They now conduct a 
business of $150,000 a year, yielding to them probably an annual 
income of $10,000. There is not a man in the corporation who is 
worth $5,000, and yet the taxgatherer will come under this bill 


and sweep in, as against those mechanics, 2 per cent upon their 
entire earnin 
I know of ers in my State who have contributed—some 


$100, some $200, and others %500—to what we call creameries, 
producing the vast amountof butter produced in that State, the 
amount last year amounting to $33,000,000 in value. Those 
little creameries are conducted inall the villages in my State 


small corporations, the lar; capital in any of them proba- 
y not exceeding $20,000. taxgatherer is to go over the 
farms and in the villages and find out how much those cream- 


eries have produced, whereas perhaps the total profits of any 
one of them would not exceed $4,000. 

Yet because those men have invested their small earnings in 
these little corporations in their own village, they are to be 
visited by the taxgatherer and they are to have wrenched from 
them 2 per cent; whilst other great corporations, with thou- 
sands in money, are to have an exemptinn of $4,000 or $6,000 or 
$7,000, perhaps, if they are paying a large amountof taxes upon 
unoccupied and unproductive land. 

Mr. My friend from Iowa is drawing an appalling 

ure here of enormous taxation onan association of mechanics 
his own town. Let me call his attention to what he, in the 
vehemence of his eloquence, has overlooked. He says there 
are twenty of them, and they make $10,000 a year, according to 
the language of the bill, over and above their operating 
and business expenses, excluding their losses and interest upon 
their bonded and other indeb ess. The tax would be ` 
and that would be $10 to tbe man. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not the amount ofthe tax; it is the 
smallness of the provision that I object to. 

Mr. VEST. , I thought it was the amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object to the amount. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the same product was produced them 
as individuals they would be saved the tax. y should they 
pay a tax of $10 because they work together? 

. HALE. Or suppose it was a technical partnership, and 
nothing more. 

Mr. ALLISON. They would be exempt. 

Mr. HALE. Such little companies and corporations take the 
place of small partnerships. e partnership would be ex- 
cluded. Every memberof ped eee would have to makea 
returnon his private income there alone would he be touched. 
I donot believe when the committee itself considers the desira- 
bility of encouraging all of these small concerns it will insist 
U. rejecting the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. One 

that is lamentable in this country is the general scope 
and swing and 3 nature of great corporations. They 
monopolize every form of human enterprise. 

The men who fifty years ago began in a small way and in- 
creased and became ssa) ge na neta eee into 

us, thrifty wealthy citizens are few; 7 go into 

© great corporations in which individual enterprise is stifled. 

There is no provision in the bill that tends more to stifle and 

destroy the small fruits of human enterprise than the provision 
unamended by the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON, All I desire is to exemptfrom the operation 
of the bill the people who have small incomes and underit have 
no way of securing exemption. I had hoped that before we 
reached this point the committee would devise some way whereby 
. — ption could be made, but I see no suggestion of that 
0 T. 


Mr. VEST. This is a most liberal bill to corporations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know it is liberal to corporations, and that 
is what I complain of. 

Mr. LINDSAY. As I understand the positionof the Senator 
from Iowa, he wishes the bill so reformed as that the stock- 
holder who receives a small dividend from a large corporation 
shall be taxed 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And the stockholder who receives a small 
dividend from a small corporation shall not be taxed. Is. that 
the logic of the Senator’s position? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall endeavor to state the case. I have 
spied | said that as we have liberal provisions in the bill as to 
individuals, exempting them to the extent of $4,000, and many 
thousands more if their property is not invested in a ĉorpora- 
tion. We have made that exemption. [say that is an injustice 
to a man who has invested his money in acorporation unless we 
mean to punish him for doing that thing. I shall be glad to 
draw to my side the Senator from Kentucky. Iwill sit down 
with him with as much patience as I can on a hot evening and 
2 8. do justice to a small stockholder in a big corporation, and 
if he will not help me to do that, and the committee can not do 
it, then I should lad to have him help me reach a small 
stockholder ina corporation so as to do as little injustice 
as possible under the bill. If he will not do that, then I must 
offer the amendment which was kindly written for me by the 
Senator from Maine, while I was speaking, exempting wholly 
from the operation of this proposed law corporations not having 
a capital exceeding $100,000. I want the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to tell me what will be the injustice of doing that thing. 
Already the Senator from Kentucky voted for a proposition 
which excludes all the bonds of all the corporations in the 
United States from this bill. The z peons who receive incomes 
voot the bonds are relegated to their integrity in making a re- 

rn. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Iowa think it is wrong to 
5 out those bonds? 

r. ALLISON. Certainly not. I am not complaining of it; 
Iam endeavoring now to bring the Senator from Kentucky to 
our side of the question. If that be true, why can not the 
small people, why can not these mechanics in my town, about 
whom the Senatorfrom Missouri is disturbed, be trusted to make 
a proper return of their income if it is over $4,000? Why can 
not the stockholders in the little corporation I have spoken of 
be trusted to make as honest returns as other people make hon- 
est returns? 

For myself, not being under the stringency that we were dur- 
ing the war, and in the years immediately following the war, I 
should be willing to follow the suggestion of the Senator from 
Connecticut the other day and make this a bill as against every 
person who has an income, making them pay the same amount, 
and thus by that 3 method do justice to all citizens of 
the United States. But it seems the committee has decided 
otherwise, by sweeping in all the stocks of all stockholders in 
all the great corporations. If the Senator from Kentucky can 
devise a method by which that will be excluded I will join him 
init. If he can not I hope he will join me in the amendment 
which I have offered. 

55 HALE. The Senator from Iowa withdraws his first amend- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the first amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course there never before has been any in- 
come tax on corporations. In 1864 corporations were taxed in 
another way. 

Mr. ALLISON. There has been no tax on corporations, as 
such, I agree. There was no tax except upon their surplus. 

Mr. CHAND . The war taxes upon incomes were taxes 
upon individuals. If every individual in the United States pays 
an income tax why should there be an income tax imposed upon 
corporations? Is not every dollar made by a corporation and 
declared as a dividend of profit taxed to the individual? 

Mr. ALLISON. There would be one reason for it. It may be 
necessary in the great corporation to reach a lus each year 
which is not carried to dividends, and that is provided for in the 
bill. It was 5 for in all the income-tax laws d the 
war. It was dore to reach a surplus that was carried to what is 
called the surplus fund, and I see no inequity, if we are to have 
an income tax, in taxing asurplus if we are to tax the individual. 

Mr. CHANDLER. T ask the Senator if the bill does not pro- 
vide, first, to tax the individual and then to tax the sed ro 
tion, and does it not also provide that in taxing the individual 
= shall deduct the amount which the co on is taxed? 


it would be just as well and bring in exactly as much money 
to tax the individuals and not tax the corporations. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is true. You would get less from divi- 
dends; but you would not reach the surplus. 
Mr.CHANDLER. Very good. Then have the surplus taxed. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from New Hampshire will 
allow me, I will state that there is another very im: t dis- 
tinction. If all aye paces in the United States who receive in- 
come from either nds or the stock of corporations had 
$4,000 per annum, then the statement of the Senator from New 
8 would be correct and there would be no exemptions 
in one case that did not exist in the other. But there is a very 
large class of stockhojders or holders of bonds in corporations 
who receive less than 84, 000, and those people are taxed by tne 
provisions of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bondholders are exempted by the pro- 
vision. A 

Mr. GRAY. The bondholders pay on their income. 

Mr. ALLISON. They pay on their income if it is above 


$4,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If a man receives an income of $50,000 from 
the bonds of a corporation he is exempted; if he receives an in- 
come of $50 from the stock of a corporation he is taxed by the 
provisions of the bill, without reference to the fact whether his 
income reaches $4,000 or not. > > 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire of the committee, in 
order to make clear what I understand they say is their mean- 
ing, whether there is any objection to ing after the word 
“organized” the words but not including partnerships?” I 
am afraid that the phrase “companies or associations” * * * 
no matter how created and organized,” does include partner- 


ships. 

Mr. VEST. This language is taken from the act of 1864. 
That act uses the words “corporations or associations.” 

Mr. HOAR. Not com s?” 

Mr. VEST. Yes, “companies, corporations, or associations.” 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator has that clause in the act before 
him I should like to have him read it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The act of 1864 did not tax tho incomes of 
c rations. Ittaxed corporations another way, 

M r. ALDRICH. It taxed a certain class of corporations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But not by an income tax. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not corporations generally. 

Mr. VEST. I referred to what was called the excise tax, 
which was in force when the income-tax law of 1864 was enacted. 

Mr. ALLISON. The tax of 1864 was a tax onindividuals with 
an exemption of 8600, and in order to secure that tax it made 
the tions the nts of the Government to collect it, and 
that is all there was of it, except dividends upon sums carried 
to the surplus. 

Mr. VEST. Here is the language to which I referred. It is 
in the act of the Thirty-eighth Congress, first session, chapter 
173, ‘manufactures, articles, and products.” This is not the 
income-tax law, but it is what is call the excise law, the manu- 
factures law: 

SEC. 82. Beit further enacted, That every individual, partnership, firm, as- 
sociation, or corporation 

Mr. HOAR. Exactly. 

Mr. VEST. That was the language. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the manufactures tax. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the tax on cotton. 

Mr. HOAR. That act uses the word partnership,“ and in 
terms it includes individuals. 

Mr. VEST. The words were every individual, partnership, 
firm, association, or corporation.” 

Mr. HOAR. It does not say company.“ It is not the pur- 
pose of this section to include partnerships. They are dealt 
with in another way, and the exemption belonging to the indi- 
vidual partner is to be secured in another way. 

I should like to ask my friend from Missouri, who is.a good 
lawyer and does not want to draw a bill and be responsible for 
an act that has doubt in its meaning, whether it is not better to 
make his meaning clear, and whether it is not, to say the least, 
a doubtful question whether the clause “ el PTE com- 

ies, or associations doing business for pia tin the United 
tates, no matter how created and organized,” does not include 
partnerships? 

I say on my responsibility as a lawyer that I think it does. I 
should give that opinion as at present advised to a client or to 
an officer of the Government. I can not conceive a more apt 
description of a partnership than ‘‘ companies or associations 
doing business for profit.” a partnership is not a company or 
association of men doing business for profit, what in the world 
is it, however established or oe Somer The clause is made 
clear to everybody by re ding the words, and notin- 
cluding partnerships,” and t is what I suggest to the con- 
sideration of the Senate. I gave notice of that amendment. I 
shall not offer it at this moment because I want to offer another 

Mr. FRYE. But if it should be offered and voted down, then 
It wou:d be an instruction to the internal-revenue collector that 
the clause does include partnerships. 


Mr. VEST. Let the amendment go over. 


Mr. HOAR. The Secretary will take down the amendment. 
I er ors to add after the word “organized,” in line 22, page 187, 
“but not Including partnerships.” 

Now, I wish to move as an addition, to which I also ask the 
attention of the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from 
Iowa, the following proviso: 

Provided, That there shall be allowed to said 1 as- 
sociation, an exemption equal to the aggregate of the exemption to which 
such stockholders would be entitled in estimating their individual tax, not 
8 any exemption which may have been allowed to such 

as individuals. 

If we are going to have an income tax and if it is going toin- 
clude business corporations, [ do not think it is just to draw the 
line merely at a certain amount of capital stock, because, as I 
said just now, that does not fairly estimate either the investment 
or the earnings. I knowa corporation the capital stock of which, 
I think, is a million and a half, which has an investment of sev- 
eral millions now. I know another corporation which began 
business about 1864 with a capital of seventy or eighty thousand 
dollars (I do not know but that it was 360,000), and which, con- 
tinuing the same capital, has an investment of over $800,000. 

The men who own that corporation have received dividends 
barely equal to a frugal living, and I suppose they have had sal- 
aries or something of that kind, which they have been paid,and 
they have not divided their earnings or accumulations; they 
have let them stand as a surplus. 

hae a Now, if — Senator e . eee 
to have that company taxed we can find a way in p ogy 
which it can be taxed. The general proposition is good, eff 
the Senator has a corporation which he thinks under this pro- 
vision is going toescape and he wants it taxed, we can find some 
language to cover it, of course. 

Mr.HOAR. Idaresay. If this provision is to pass it should 
pe on a principle which is just to some human being who will 

ve some justice under it. 

Mr. ON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me, as he seems to be arguing against the amendment which I 
offered? I stated to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] 
that I should be glad to follow any Senator in dealing with this 
whole question of exemption, but even if that were done I do 
not see why the small corporations of small incomes should have 
the taxgatherer about them twice a year. : 

Mr. HOAR. If what the Senator means is not only to protect 
them from their exemption, but also-to protect them from re- 
turns, of course I shall be glad to follow him in that respect. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts and to the Senator from Iowa whether we could not 
get out of this difficulty by sey exempting $4,000 of the net 
income of these corporations. Four thousand follars is the 
usual Pompon to individuals. Would not that be just all 
aroun: 

Mr. HOAR. The answer to that suggestion is, here are three 
or four young mechanics who form a tion for reasons 
which have been stated. All they have in the world is their 
earnings from that stock. Now, ought not each of them have 
as much exemption as the man who is doing business alone by 
their side? Here are four men who are doing business sepa- 
rately. Each gets his $4,000 exemption. Here are four men 
who do exactly the same thing together, and there is but one 
$4,000 exemption for the whole four. 

Mr. PEFFER. Would not that relieve the situation, how- 
ever, from the embarrassment? 

Mr. HOAR. Not in the least. 
derstand it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment of which notice has been 
given be 2 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive b 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes nt 
in executive session the doors were reopened and (at 6 o 
and 18 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, June 27, 1894, at 10.0’ a. m. 


It would be unjust, as I un- 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 26, 1894. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL-GENERAL. 


of New York, to be consul-general of the 
Germany, vice William Hayden Ed- 


Charles de Ka: 
United States at Berlin, 


Z 


wards, deceased. 
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UNITED STATES CONSUL. j 

William Myers Little, of North Carolina, to be consul of the 
United States at Tegucigalpa, Honduras, vice James J. Peter- 
son, recalled. 

ASSISTANT SURGEON MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Assistant Surgeon Benjamin W. Brown, of California, to be 

assistant surgeon in the Marine Hospital Service of the 
nited States. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Enoch Moore, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the coun 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware, in the place of Daniel F. 
Stewart, whose commission expires June 26, 1894. 

Will E. Newman, to be postmaster at Lancaster, inthe county 
of Fairfield and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles B. Mar- 
tin, whose commission will expire July 9, 1894. 

Peter B. Dayis, to be postmaster at 8 Pier, in the 
county of Washing ton and State of Rhode d, in the place of 
James D. Caswell, whose commission will expire July 9, 1894. 

Henry Vits, to be postmaster at Manitowoc, in the county of 
Manitowoc and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Nancy Smart, 
whose commission expired June 23, 1894. 

_PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander Charles S. Sperry, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from June 22, 1894, vice Commander George R. Du- 
rand, retired. 

Lieut. Francis H. Delano, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from June 22, 1894, vice Lieut. Commander C. S. Sperry, 


promoted. Š 

Lieut. (junior e) Edward Lloyd, jr., to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from April 16, 1894, vice Lieut. William J. Barnette, 
promoted. — 


Lieut. (junior grade) P. Huse, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from May 13, 1894, vice Lieut. John Garvin, retired. 

Lieut. (junior grade) Richard M. Hughes, to be a lieutenant in 
ene Nery) from June 22, 1894, vice Lieut. F. H. Delano, pro- 
moted. 

Ensign Guy W. Brown, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from April 16, 1894, vice Lieut. (junior grade) Edward 
3 jr., promoted. Subject to thé examination required by 

W. 


Ensign William B, Fletcher, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy, from May 13, 1894, vice Lieut. (junior grade) H. P. 


Huse, promoted. 
Ensign Marbury Johnston, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from June 22, 1894, vice Lieut. (junior grade) R. M. 


Hughes, promoted. Subject to the examination requiredby law. 


9 CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 26, 1894. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Edwin A. Lamb, of Michigan City, N. Dak., to be register of 
the land office at Bismarck, N. Dak. 
Reuben Noble, of Devils Lake, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Devils Lake, N. Dak. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Adolph W. Schmidt, of Devils Lake, N. Dak., to be receiver 
of public moneys at Devils Lake, N. Dak. 
oster M. ter, of Lamoure, N. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Bismarck, N. Dak. 
POSTMASTERS. $ 
Monroe G. Sisson, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county 
of Greene and State of ois. 
Sylvester S. Shoemaker, to be postmaster at Metropolis City, 
in the county of Massac and State of Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, June 26, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate. 

a of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

EMPLOYES POSTAL RAILWAY SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting, pursuant to a resolution dated 
May 29, 1894, information relative to the removal of clerks in 
the AT A Service between the 4th day of Marchand the 
lst day of May, 1889; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House findings 
Court of Claims in the following cases vs. The United States, 
namely: D. T. Wood and John W. Rowlett; which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

LABOR DAY A LEGAL HOLIDAY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 730) 
making Labor Day a legal holiday. 

Mr. MCGANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask present con- 
sideration for this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the first Monday of September in each year, be 
the day celebrated and known as Labor's Holiday, is hereby made a legal 
public holiday, to all intents and rg pees in the same manner as Christ- 
mas, the Ist day of January, the ay of February, the 30th day of May, 
and the 4th day of July are now made by law public holidays. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
a third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCGANN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid upon the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Judi- 
ciary Committee I wish to suggest that the bill (H. R. 143) for 
the relief of the heirs of D. Fletcher, heretofore referred to 
ein Judiciary Committee, be referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the change of 
reterenos indicated by the gentleman from Missouri will be 
made. 


of the 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries; who also informed the 
House that the President had approved and signed bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles. 

On June 23 1894: An act (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, 
dependent foster mother 

n June 26, 1894: Joint resolution (H. Res. 192) granting full 
permission to the State of Maryland and to the several State 
courts within the city of Baltimore to occupy the old United 
States court-house in the city of Baltimore for the period of 
five years. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 1934) to provide for the improvement of the build- 
ing and grounds of the United States court and post-office at 
Little Rock, Ark. . 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. T hope there will be at ieast some explana- 
tion of the measure. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam unwilling, Mr. Speaker, that a bill of 
that character should be d by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TERRY. I hope the gentleman will withhold his objec- 
tion, at least until I can make a brief statement and have the 
report read. 

Ir. SAYERS. I have no objection to the gentleman making 
a statement in reference to the matter. 

Mr. TERRY. This is a case of urgency, as shown by the let- 
ter of the Hon. Henry C. Caldwell, the circuit judge of the 
eighth circuit, which is appended to the report. The commit- 
tee have carefully considered the matter, and report unani- 
mously in favor of the bill. I ask that the report be read in my 


time. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, if there is no ob- 
jection. 

The report (by Mr. BANKHEAD) was read, as follows: a 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1934) to provide for the improvement ot the building and grounds 
of the United States court and post-office at Little Rock, Ark., having con- 
sidered the same, report as follows: 

The site of the ding referred to in this bill was purchased wey 1873, 
and the building thereon was afterwards erected at a cost of about $221,000, 
It was intended for the use and purposes of the United States court-house, 
1 a ea revenue collector, and other Government offices at 

e Rock, 8 

From the evidence before the committee it appears that the building 
never was sufficient for the purposes indicated, and that on that account it 
was 8 to in the very beginning by the United States distric 
the United States circuit) judge in that circuit, as appears 
with submitted. Since its erection the city of Little Rock and the State of 
in population, and there has been a cor- 


Arkansas have largely increased 
responding increase in the business of the post-office, the United States 
court, and other departments in the Government service at that point, so as 


1894. 
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to render necessary the improvements referred to in the bill. A partial 
statement of the necessities is set forth in the letter above referred to. 

After careful consideration of the whole matter the committee recom- 
mend the penne of the bill with the following amendments: 

In lines Ii and 12 strike out “seventy-five” and insert “fifty-four.” 

Also strike out lines 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, EIGHTH CIRCUIT, 
Little Rock, March 28, 1892. 

My DEAR Sm: I have just seen a copy of your bill relating to the United 
States building in this city. 

I have said and written so much about this 88 the past that I have 

own weary of the subject. My letters are on file in Washington protest. 

g inst laying the foundations of the building under the limitations and 
restrictions of the act making the first appropriation. 

I said then, and time has verified the correctness of my judgment, that 


the building which it was proposed to erect would be found totally inade- 
quate to accommodate the public officers and business expected to be pro- 
vided for within its walls. I knew this was so so far as it related to the 


United States courts. 

I pleaded for two court rooms, or a judge's chambers large enough fora 
chambers court room, but all in vain. There is but one court room andthe 
judge’s chambers is barely large enough to contain my bookcases, a table, 
and two or three chairs. 

The result is that when there are two judges here and it is desirable to 
hold two courts at the same time, as it frequently is, we are unable to do so 
except when the county court-house is not in use and is loaned to us, or we 
can get in the State house. 

The want of another court room is a source of expense to the Government 
and of delay and costs to parties and witnesses. 

The circuit court of appeals ought to hold its winter sessions at this place, 
and doubtless would do so if we had a court room, but under existing con- 
ditions it is out of the question. 

I know . the wants of the other departments. I only know 
that the present building doesnot furnish adequate accommodations for the 
United States courts. 

Yours, truly, > 
HENRY C. CALDWELL, circuit Judge. 
Hon. W. L. TERRY, M 


Rou 
Washington, D. C. 
Mr. TERRY. I desire to make a brief statement in connec- 


tion with the report which has just been read. It will be seen 
that the report suggests an amendment to strike out in lines 11 
and 12 of the bill “seventy-five,” and insert“ fifty-four;” so that 
it will read, 854,000.“ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that building, from the very inception of 
it, was totally inadequate for the purposes for which it was con- 
templated, and the Hon. H. C. Caldwell wrote his protest at that 
time, which is on file with the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The chambers provided for the judge in that building, as he 
states in this communication, are barley sufficient to contain a 
little table, a desk, and two or three chairs for him, and the re- 
sult is that whenever it is necessary to hold the district and cir- 
cuit court there, as is frequently the case, the United States 
Government has to depend upon the courtesy of Pulaski County 
for a place to hold its court in. I think that is a fine commen- 
tary on the existing condition, and a sufficient reason, if there 
were no others, for prompt action upon this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. TERRY. It is a case of real urgency. 

Mr. SAYERS. I must ees ped to the consideration of bills of 
this character under the circumstances. Bills making such 
large appropriations ought not to pass by unanimous consent. 
There ought to be two or three days set apart for the considera- 
tion of such measures. I must object and ask for the regular 


order. 

Mr. TERRY. Iagree with the gentleman fully. But this is 
a case of extreme urgency as plainly shown in the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. 


IMPROVING SAUGATUCK HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be requested to furnish the House 
of Representatives with an estimate of the probable cost of compiet the 
improvements of Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan, under the projects of 1867 as 
modified in 1889, 1870, 1875, and 1882, and the improvements recommended in 
the Report of the Chief of Engineers for the year 1893. (Appendix M M.) 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. 


GAS PIPE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT MINNEAPOLIS, 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the 
Minneapolis Gaslight Company, of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay 
i gas pipes across the Mississippi River at Minne- 
a polis. 

The bili was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc. That the consent of Congress 
Minneapolis Gaslight 8 of Minneapolis, Minn., tolay a submerged 
gas across the Mississlpp River, under the bed thereof, to conduct gas 
m its 515 works on the west side of said river to the east division of 
Minneapolis, on the east side of said river, at some point between the foot 
of the is of St. Anthony and the Washington avenue bridge across said 


is hereby granted to the 


river, the location and manner of laying said gas main to beapproved by the 
United States Government engineer at St. Paul. 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce recom- 
mended the following amendment: 

Amend by striking out in lines 11 and 12the words “United States Govern- 
ment engineer at St. Paul,” and substituting therefor the words Secretary 
of War before the work is commenced.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there IN pean to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 
There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGES ACROSS CERTAIN RIVERS, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4611) to amend an 
act approved 3 26, 1893, to authorize the construction of 
bridges across the Hiwassee, the Tennessee, and Clinch Rivers, 
in the State of Tennessee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved January 26, 1893, entitled, ‘An 
act to authorize the construction of bridges across the Hiawassee, the Ten- 
nessee, and the Clinch Rivers, in the State of Tennessee,” be, and is hereby, 
amended so that the time within which the actual constructicn of such 
bridges may be commenced is hereby extended for the period of one year 
from the date of the approval of this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. SNODGRASS, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


WITHERBY & GAFFNEY. 


Mr. CHICKERING. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R.4507) for the relief of Witherby 
& Gaffney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas Witherby & Gaffney entered into a contract with the United 
States September 9, 1889, to construct quarters at Madison Barracks, Sack- 
ets Harbor, N. Y., for the sum of $18,166.38; and 

Whereas the said contractors were from time to time requested by the 
army Officers stationed at that post to modify the plans so as to conform to 
the views of said officers, thereby requiring an extension of time for the 
completion of their contract, which the United States granted, as well as a 
greatly incr expense in the cost of construction; and 

Whereas the said contractors at the time understood and believed the 
would be allowed and paid for the additional cost of construction incur 
by these modifications of plans. but, pog inexperienced in such matters, 
did not, in advance of such modification of plans and expenditures, obtain 
the proper authority therefor required to bind the disbursing officers of the 
Government and enable them to pay to said contractors ajust and full com- 
8 for the work and material performed and furnished by them: 

ere 


ore, 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be authorized, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed, to pay to contractors Witherby & Gaffney, such 
sums as may be found, on examination of their accounts, to be necessary to 
meet the difference between the same already paid them, and the actual cost 
and expense incurred by them in constructing the barracks at Sacketts Har- 
bor, N. Y., under the agreement made September 9, 1889; that the sum of 
#8,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary to reimburse them for expen- 
ditures actually incurred in excess of the sum already received by them in 
constructing said barracks, be appropriated out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 

The Committee on Claims recommended the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out all after the word that,“ in line 3, and insert the following: 
“The Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pay to Witherby & Gaffney $5,414.23 out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for.the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should be glad to have somebody 
state what this bill is, and I will state the reason why I ask, 
The clerk who is now reading is one of the best reading clerks 
Iknow. He hasa voice that fills the hall, but the trouble is, 
either my hearing is growing thick, or he reads so fast I can 
not catch on. I do not know what the bill is about. 

Mr. CHICKERING. The bill is all right. There is no possi- 
ble objection to it. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is it for? 


Mr. CHICKERING. This bill simply provides an appropria 
tion to pay a balance for additional work on a contract for re 
pairs on Madison Barracks, in my district. 

Mr. COOMBS. Did the Secretary of War pass upon this 


claim? 
Mr. CHICKERING. This bill is approved by the Assistant 
Secretary of War, and is appro-ed by the Committee on Claims. 


- 
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It has had the careful consideration of my friend, the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], who reports it. We have an hun- 


dred affidavits in the case, showing that these pape have per- 
formed this work, and have ved no pay for The con- 
tract provided that they should do additional work under the 
direction of the officer in charge, which they did, and the officer 
charge approves of this bill, and the Assistant Secretary of 
ar a} of it. I can have the reporto! the Secretary read. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am content to take the gentle- 
man's statement. 
Mr. COOMBS. Let us take the report of the Secretary of 


War. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Claims 
was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was acco’ ly read the third 
time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. CHICKERING, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

AMERICAN REGISTRY, STEAMER MARGARITA. 

Mr. PIGOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6986) to provide for the American 
registry of the steamer Margarita. 

he bill was read at length. s 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr, PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to a ra — House of Repre- 

tatives, in a 


sentatives, in compliance with its request, engrossed cope ct 
the bill (S. 1919) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
in california to the cession of their surplus lands, and for . 


s ENROLLED BILL. SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
H. R. 4961) granting certain rights over Lime Point military 
reservation, in the State of California; when the Speaker signed 


unanimous consentfor the present con- 

sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill R. 3511) that in the establishment of claims under the 
lawsof Snag agar eit ane dag! nr aps papas: morgane 
officer shall have same weight and oath of a commissioned 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of fives of the United States 
America assembled, That h mall applications for pen- 
and in all proofs and evidence in of any claim under 
oath of a on who has served 


laws of the United States, th 
a private or noncommissioned off: have the same weight, force. 
said claim of a person who has served 


cer 
as the bath 
The amendments by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
i OWS: 
Strike out the word “hereafter” in line 


the werd “ shall,” 6; strike out words the same,” in line 7, and 
bec og ag wn a e aN ty strike out the words and 
effect in establishing said claim as the oath nf pica fet ra ” in lines 
7 and 8, and insert in lieu thereof the words “ such witness had; add 
to the the words “ Provided, Thatnothing contained shall be con- 
strued to require a ater number of witnesses than heretofore for thees- 
tablishment of any fact in relation to such c 55 

Amend the title to read. “A bill concerning the weight of evidence in pen- 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 
Mr. COOMBS. I should like to hear some explanation. 
eee VAN VOORHIS of New York. We want to know what 
about. 


the oath of a commissioned officer. 

Mr. COOMBS. As to what matters of fact? 
of service? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, the service has nothing to do with 
the matter. The provision of the bill is sim that the oath 
of a priva or a noncommissioned officer have the same 
weight and effect under like circumstances as the oath of acom- 
missioned officer. 

Mr. COOMBS. There are so many amendments that the mat- 
ter is somewhat confused. 


As to a matter 


Mr. PICKLER. The amendments simply make effectual the 
proposition which I have stated. The report, which is very 
short, can be read. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the Clerk had better read the bill 
as it will stand if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House o 
of America in Co. 


Mr. PICKLER. This bill has been unanimously reported by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and, as I have stated, it is 
similar in terms to a bill passed by the House in the Fifty-sec- 
ond Congress. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I should like to inquire 
whether the oath of a te soldier is not just as good any- 
where and as much entitled to belief as that of an officer? 
N PICKLER. It has not been heretofore in pension mat- 

TS, 

_ Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Is there any reason why 
it should not be so? 

Mr. PICKLER. I think not, and therefore the bill ought to 
pass, 

There being no objection the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. : = 

Theamendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read a time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. In the absénee of objection, the title of the 
bill will be amended in aceordance with the recommendation 
of the committee. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ey er RAE 
~ incorporate Supreme. e 
Pythias; when the Speaker pom, the same. 
HYPOLITE FILHIOL ET AL. 


Mr. BOATNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ine aide 


tered to the Court of 


March 3, 1883, and an act entitled “An act to provide ot 

against the United States, 3,1887, to — 18198 
House of Representatives the facts upon the merits óf the 5 
cluding the loyalty of the claimant, and other facts plated by the 


provisions of said act. 

Mr. COOMBS. I would like to hear some explanation of this 
resolution. 

Mr. BOATNER. This is the same resolution for the ado 
of which I asked unanimous.censenta few days ago, when objec- 
tion was made by the gentleman from Mich I stated then, 
and will now repeat for the information of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Coomss], that, as I understand, this claim was 
several years ago referred to the Court of Claims, under the name 
of Hypolite iol. 

The fact developed that two other 2 
at that time, owned interests in this This resolution is 
only for the purpose of referring all the interests to the Court 
of Claims, so that they may have jurisdiction to pass on the wholé 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 
The report (by Mr. CooPERof Texas) was read, as follows: 
This claim presented in the Fifty-second and 

sd upon by bhe House Coramaittes on War Claims, to whom it was re 
Af ful investigation of the f: 1 committee 
the reportor the Pit ft.... 


who were minors 


and made a part of report, and recommend the Leys of the bill, and 
report herewith a resolution ref the claim to the Court . T ai uñ- 
der the provisions of the acts of 3, 1883, and of March 3, 1887. 


House Report No. 45, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 


Pei = C 
relief 0 Louisiana, re as 2 
On the 27th a of A t. the Army of the United States took 


from the claimant's plantation, in Ouachita Parish, La., 


oe. alleged value of 24.825, all then owned in lite 

ward L. Betin, and Charles D. Betin. The said Betins n, 
the one wholly the almost whoily, blind from in — fs 
the family of said Fine on said plants vere taken care of by him 
and their business by him. 


affairs 
The said Filhiol filed a claim, with the knowledge and consent of sais 
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before the Southern Claims Commission for for all of 
said property, ch claim was rejected for alleged disloyalty of said Fil- 
hiol. No other action has been taken on said cl: except to refer it to the 
Court of Clainis under the provisions of the Bowman act, but such refer- 
ence, it has been decided, took to the court only the one-third that Mr. Fil- 
hiol owned, and that a reference of the whole claim under the provisions of 
the act of March 8, 1897, commonly known as the Tucker act, is necessary 
to give the court jurisdiction of the two-thirds owned by the Betins. 

Your committee therefore 9 herewith a resolution referring the claim 
to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Tucker act, and recom- 
mend its passage. 

Mr, BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, when this claim was pre- 
ented by the gentleman from Louisiana, a shorttime ago, I ob- 
ected to its consideration at the time. Since then I have ex- 
amined the case, and there are peculiarities about it that I think 
ought to be referred. q 

ə SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BOATNER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. SAYERS. I demand the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas demands the 
regular order. 


1894. 


Charles D. Be 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leaveof absence was granted as follows: 
5 Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan, indefinitely, on account of 

ckness. 

To Mr. WEADOOK, for one week, on account of sickness in his 


To Mir. BARTLETT, for three days, on account of important 
business. 
REPORT OF FISH COMMISSIONER. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I submit 
a report from the Committee on Printing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
report of tho Co: —— of Fish and Fisheries, cove the operations 
of the 1 ; and 
that there be prin 8,000 extra copies, of w 
the Senate, 4,000 for the use House of Representatives, and 2,000 for the use of 
the Commissi d Fisheries; the illustrations to be obtained by 
the Public Printer under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing. 
The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee) was read, as 
follows: 
The committee having considered House lution to print 


concurrent reso! 
8,000 extra copies of the repert of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries 
for 1893, direct me to report the same with the recommendation that it do 


The estimated cost of same is $8,000. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee,a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the concurrent resolution was 
agreed to was laid on the table. z 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. 

TERMS OF UNITED STATES CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS 
AT QUINCY, ILL. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5627) to provide for terms of the 
United States district and circuit courts at Quincy, III.; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

COUNTY BUILDING AT COCONINO, ARIZ, 

Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7500) authorizing the county of 
Coconino, Territory of Arizona, toissue bonds for the construc- 
tion of a county building at the county seat thereof; which was 
referred tothe House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

TERM OF CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURT OF UNITED STATES 
AT MONTPELIER, VT. 

Mr. POWERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2135) to provide that a term of circuit 
and district court of the United States for the district of Ver- 
mont may be held at Montpelier; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN CAMDEN, N. J. 

Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 401)toincrease 

he limit of cost for the erection of a public building in Camden, 

„J.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 

m the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
rdered to be printed. 

QUSTOM-HOUSE, POST-OFFICE, ETC., AT BRIDGEPORT, CONN. 

Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 335) to provide 
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for the acquisition of additional land and the erection of an 


addition to the custom-house, post-office, etc., at B eport, 
Conn.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ELIZABETH, N. J. 


Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5854) for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Elizabeth, N. J.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT RICHMOND, KY. 

Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, ete back favorably the bill ee R. 7081) to in- 
crease the t of cost of the public building at Richmond, 
Ky.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CLARKSVILLE, TENN. 

Mr. McKAIG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6393) to in- 
crease the appropriation for the erection of the public building 
at Clarksville, Tenn.; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

CONTESTED-ELEOTION CASE OF MOORE VS. FUNSTON. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. JONES], from the Committee on Elections, 
I desire to submit for him a report on the contested-election 
case 8 Moore against Funston. I suppose there is a minority 
report. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa presents a re- 
port from the Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Report. of Committee on Elections in the case of H. L. Moore vs. Edward 
H. Funston. 


ef lg cn Mr. Speaker, I present the views of the mi- 
nority. 
The SPEAKER. The report of the committee and the views 
of the minority will be printed together and referred to the 
House Calendar. 

REPRINT. 


Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent for the reprint of the bill for the salaries of 
marshals, district attorneys, and clerks, which has been ex- 
hausted, together with the report, being the bill (H. R. 6952) 
relating to the compensation and duties of United States attor- 
neys, clerks, marshals, and other court officials, and for other 
purposes. 

y T A SPEAKER. Without objection the reprint will be or- 
ered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, for 
the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
oe House on the state of the Union, Mr. BYNUM in the 
chair. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills, and 
the Clerk will read the title of the pending : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7479) making opriati ppro- 

— for the — me ree tee 205 6 and 
or other purposes. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill whether the amendments will be con- 
sidered in the order in which they were presented, or whether 
at the present time the committee can entertain amendments 
with reference to Indian depredation claims? 

Mr. SAYERS. I prefer that the amendments in relation to 
other matters should be taken up first, as heretofore agreed upon. 

Mr. Chairman, when the Committee on Appropriations were 
considering the payment of the United States judgments which 
are provided for on page 61 of the bill, several j monts were 
omitted because of the fact that they were not reported to the 
committee until after the bill was reported to the House. Task 
that the amendment which I send to the desk be adopted, so as 
to include those judgments. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 


On 61 strike out all after the word "Executive," in line 12, down to 
55 uding the word cents,“ in line 14, and insert in lieu thereof the 


lowing: 
ue numbered 59 and 242, and which have not been appealed, $47,- 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I object. 
derstand what it is for. 

Mr. SAYERS. There are judgments of United States courts 
that have been certified to Congress. These particular judg- 
ments came to the Committee on Appropriations after the bill 
had been reported to the House, and I offer this amendment to 
include them. . 

Mr. PICKLER. What are those judgments for? 

Mr. SAYERS. They are judgments of the United States 
courts, eight of them, amounting to about $13,364.83. If those 
judgments had been presented to the Committee on Appropria- 
og before the bill was reported they would have been included 


it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. And you know they are 
all right? 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course they are all right. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I understood the amend- 
ment, as it was read at the Clerk’s desk, to state the amount at 
$147,000 and upward. 

Mr. SAYERS. That amount embraces the judgments already 
— the bill and these also. All of the judgments amount to $47,- 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I withdraw the objec- 
tion, Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I now desire to reoffer the 
amendment that I offered on Saturday. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, under the order the commit- 
tee should return to the amendments offered by the gentlemen 
from Virginia, North Carolina, and Arkansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes it is not material 
which provision the committee returns to first, but he will call 
the attention of the gentleman from Texas to the fact that the 
po in regard to Indian depredation claims comes first in 

e bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would ask the gentleman interested in those 
claims to permit the committee to consider the other amend- 
— first, because they can be disposed of, I think, on points 
of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. All right. 

Mr. HERMANN. I think it would be better to permit these 
amendments to be offered and pending, so that the House may 
understand what they are. 

Mr. SAYERS. The House of Representatives amendments 
come first. They come on page 51. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair bogs pardon of the gentleman 
from Texas. The amendments offered by the gentleman from 
Arkansas Mr. TERRY], the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MERE- 
DITH], and others take precedence. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I ask consent then, Mr. Chairman, to take 
up the amendment that i offered on Saturday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] is the first pending, and the Clerk 
will report it, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding at the end of line 9, page 51, the following, to wit: And 
to pay to W. Jasper Blackburn, formerly a Representative in the Fortieth 
Congress from the State of Louisiana, $5,597.23. 


The CHAIRMAN. Upon this a point of order has been 
made, and the Chair will hear the gentleman from Arkansas on 
the point of order. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand that the gentleman in charge of 
the bill desires to submit some considerations first. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr, Chairman, my information respecting 
the amendment is that the party affected by it was elected a 
Representative to this House on the 4th day of March, 1867, but 
was not admitted toa seat until sometime in July, 1868, for the 
reason that until that time the State of Louisiana had not put 
herself in a condition to be entitled to representation in Con- 


I want to un- 


gress. 

It appears that from the time the State of Louisiana became 
entitled to representation in this House the party in interest in 
this amendment was paid, and the object of this amendment is 
to go behind that date and pay him from the 4th day of March, 
1867. Now, I raise the point of order that there is no law au- 
thorizing the payment of this claim. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Has the claim slept all 
the time until now? 

Mr. SAYERS. Until now. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. And it has never been 
presented before? 

Mr. SAYERS. Never, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me see if I understand this 
matter. The gentleman from Texas, I understand, says that 
this man, Mr. Blackburn, was elected on or before the 4th day 
of March, 1867? 

Mr. SAYERS. Such is my understanding. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But Louisiana was not admitted to 
eee on the floor of the House until somewhere in 
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Mr. SAYERS. June 25, 1868, is the exact date of the act to 
admit the States of North Carolina, South Carolina, Louisiana, 
Georgia, Alabama, and Florida to representation in Congress. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And at the date of the passage of 
that act this claimant was admitted as a member? 

Mr. SAYERS. I believe so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And was paid from that date until 
theend of the Congress? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And thisis an effort to pay him 
for almost or quite a year prior to the passage of the act ro- 
ferred to? 

Mr. SAYERS. More than a year. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to ask the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. SAYERS] a question. The State I have 
the honor to represent in part was not admitted into the Union 
by proclamation until November 8, 1889. I had been elected 
previously. The Delegate who had 53 the Territory 
was out. When I came into Congress I received pay only from 
the date of the proclamation of the President admitting our 
State into the Union. Now, if the present claimant is entitled 
to pay back to the 4th of March when that term of Congress 
began, would not I be entitled to pay back to the beginning of 
the Congress in which I took my seat? 

[ e That is what you had better be considering. 
ughter, 

Mn WILSON of Washington. It seems to me that following 
the same line of argument, I would be entitled to such payment, 
although I never thought I was entitled to any pay except from 
the date when my State was admitted into the Union. It may 
be that I am richer than I thought I was. . 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas pee 
SAYERS] has stated, I think correctly, the date when Louisiana 
was permitted to send a Representative to Congress; but before 
coming to what strictly relates to the point of order I wish to 
show the standing which this claimant occupies. The gentleman 
from Texas is mistaken in one thing, as to the date of this claim- 
unt's election. He was elected April 17, 1868, and was admitted 
here July 18 of the same year. 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not so understand. That fact supports 
still more 5 my point of order. 

Mr. TERRY. Well, we will either survive or perish by the 
truth. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the term of Congress to which this man 
was elected began March 4, 1867; and according to the uniform 

ractice of this body for nearly twenty years, members have 
bane paid not from the date of their election, not from the time 
when they took their seats, but from the beginning of the term 
of the Congress to which they were elected. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. They did not pay me in that 


way. 

Mr. TERRY. Well,it may be they had some special grounds 
of objection to „ 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. They did not pay in that way 
any members elected from the new States. 

Mr. TERRY. You came from a State that had been a Terri- 
tory, did you not? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. This claimant came from what had been a 
province, in point of treatment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
would smell as sweet.” 

Mr. TERRY. I must proceed with my argument. 

Now, to show what has been the practice of Congress in this 
respect, let me state that the members from the State of Vir- 
ginia, another community that was in the attitude of a province, 
were sworn in June 23, 1868, and were paid from March 4, 1867, 
The members from Tennessee were sworn in July 28, 1866, and 
were paid from March 4, 1865. 

Mr. SAYERS. Was Tennessee ever considered out of the 
Union? 

Mr. TERRY. Well, about half of it was considerably out. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Was any State ever 
considered out of the Union? 

Mr. SAYERS. Practically so. 


“A rose by any other name 


1894. 
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Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 

Mr. SAYERS, Practically so. 

Mr. TERRY. It was the proposition of President Lincoln that 
none of the States were ever out of the Union; and I think that 
was correct according to what was the final decision. That was 
the contention of the party governing the United States all the 
way through whilethe war was going on. But I will not go back 
to discuss that proposition. 

At any rate, that having been the contention through the 
four years of the war, when these members from the recon- 
structed States afterward came in, they were paid back to the 
beginning of the term of the Congress to which they were 
elected. This was done in the case of the members from Vir- 
ginia, from Tennessee, from Georgia, and from Alabama. 

Now, as to this claim never having been presented before, let 
me say it has been repeatedly presented to Congress. It was 
presented in 1877. I do not know why noaction was ever taken 


on it. 

Mr. HUDSON. Was this gentleman here during all the time 
attending on Congress and seeking to be admitted? Was he 
here asking for his seat during the whole time? 

Mr. TERRY. Ican not inform my friend in regard to that. 

Mr. HUDSON. If he was, it seems to me there would be some 
justice in his claim. 

Mr. TERRY. My understanding of current history is that 
every man elected to sping bar from any reconstructed State 
came here and tried to get his seat. Ido not think there was 
= exception to that. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow a ques- 
tion for information? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand, in the case the gen- 
tleman is now advocating, that the claimant was paid at the 
time that he was admitted. 

Mr. TERRY. From the time that he was elected? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No, in the Louisiana claim; but in 
the Blackburn case, from the date that his State was declared 
to be entitled to representation in Congress by act of Congress. 
Now, the gentleman speaks of the Virginia and Tennessee cases 
being admitted subsequent to the 4th of March, but paid from 
that date. As a matter of fact, when were these States declared 
to be entitled by act of Congress to representation? 

Mr. TERRY. I will state, as I understand it, that it was from 
the date of the act—you may call it the enabling act, or what- 
ever it was—which entitled these States to representation. 

But the point I wish to call particular attention to is this: 
that they did not pay the members merely from the date of elec- 
tion, or from the date of taking the seat, or from the time the 
State was admitted, but back to the beginning of the Congress 
to which they were elected. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. WhatI wish to get at is whether 
in the Tennessee and Virginia cases there was an act declaring 
these States entitled to admission prior to the time that the 
Representatives of such States were paid. They were not ad- 
mitted, in point of fact, until after March 4. But was the en- 
abling act—and I call it an enabling act—passed prior to that? 

Mr. TERRY. I think not. The act, however—you may call 
it enabling act or otherwise—was passed in 1868, and some of 
these parties were paid back to 1867, perhaps to 1865 in case of 
Tennessee members. 

Mr. HUDSON. Is it not true that some of these parties were 
not admitted because of the fact that they would not take the 
test oath? 

Mr. TERRY. That may be true in some cases, but it does 
not apply to the Blackburn case. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I come to the law under which they acted. 
Senators Rice and McDonald of Arkansas were paid back of the 
time that the State was admitted. Sawyer of South Carolina 
was paid back of that date. Spencer of Alabama and Senators 
Foster and Patterson of Tennessee were all paid back of that 
time. I read nowan extractfrom the report of Senator TELLER, 
in which he says: 


Your committee finds that the Senators and Representatives from Arkan- 
Sas were seated in the Senate and House on the 23d of June, 1868, and that 
the Representatives were paid from the 4th day of March, 1867. 


This report shows that the Senatorsand Representatives from 
Virginia were seated in the Senate and House on the 27th day 
of January, 1870, and the Representatives were paid from the 
4th day of March, 1869, and the Senators were paid from the 27th 
of January, 1870. Hon. G. S. Patterson and John S. Fowler, the 
United States Senators from Tennessee, were seated July 27, 
1866, and were paid from the 4th day of March, 1865.” (See offi- 
cial letters of Secretary Windom of late date certifying to these 
facts on file with the committee.) The Representatives from 
Tennessee, Hon. W. B. Stokes and others, were seated July 28, 
1866, and paid from March 4, 1865, on a report of the Hon. Henry 


Not according tolaw. 


... ̃ ᷣ ͤ .. 


L. Dawes, now Senator Dawes. Sergeant-at-Arms asked for 
instructions as to when their pay should commence. The House 
decided without division that their pay should begin with the 
term.’ 

That has been the practice all along; and Mr. Stevens and 
Mr. Dawes said there could be no doubt of the fact that mem- 
bers’ pay should commence with the term and was for the term. 
These were the men who had been here, and were experienced 
in the usage and law. The report of Mr TELLER states: 

Your committee find many precedents both in the Senate and House sus- 
taining this fact. 

Now, I have given a long list of cases paid in that manner. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Arkansas cite a 
specific case where the question is raised and adecision rendered 
as to the real point of controversy here? 

Mr, TERRY. They are cited in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD, which I had here the other day, where the resolution was 
passed to pay them. But it was all predicated on the ground 
mat it was according to law to pay these men from the begin- 
ning. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it predicated upon the idea that that 
was an equitable or a legal construction? 

Mr. TERRY. Iwill read the resolution, Mr. Chairman, show- 
ing that they were legally paid. I read from the act approved 
July 12, 1862. I thought it was 1863: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

rica in Congress assembled, That in all cases of vacancy, in either House 
of Congress, by death or otherwise, of any member elected or appointed 
thereto after the commencement of the Congress to which he shall have 
been elected, each person afterwards elected or appointed to fill such vacancy 
shall be compensated and paid from the time the compensation of his pre- 
decessor ceased. 

Now, sir, that is the act which has been generally referred to 
in the matter of these payments. Of course, it is a little diffi- 
cult of construction, but resume they have come under the 
“otherwise.” It was considered that there was a vacancy in 
those seats, not because those States had ever been out of the 
Union, but because certain regulations had to be complied with 
before those vacancies could be filled. That has been the idea 
upon which this thing had to proceed. There was a vacancy 
from the Fifth district of Louisiana on account of the fact that 
certain requisites had not been complied with. This man was 
elected to fill that, and under this resolution should be entitled 
to pay from the beginning of the term of the Congress to which 
he was elected. 

Now, I want to call attention to another matter. It is a little 
remarkable to me, Mr. Chairman, that this old man, now tot- 
tering almost upon the verge of the grave, who has been knock- 
ing at the door of Congress for years for what is due him, has 
not been paid, when nearly everybody else has been paid, and 
that when his claim is presented a pointof order is raised against 
it; that, too, upon a bill containing more than half a dozen pro- 
visions for the payment of $5,000 to the widows of different mem- 
bers of ones and yet the chairman of the committee report- 
ing that bill stands here to-day and objects to the payment of 
the Congressman himself! I fail to see any consistency or any- 
tang else that savors of justice or fair play in such action as 

at. 

This claim is, according to all precedents, ajustclaim. Under 
the act of July, 1862, as heretofore declared by Congress itself, 
it is a legal claim; and I think in a bill where weare paying the 
widows and executors of members of Congress, if there is 
any doubt at all on the proposition, it should be given in favor 
of the member of Congress himself who had been claiming for 
years what is due him from his Government. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I 
merely want to make one remark, and that is, there were quite 
a number of Representatives in the Fortieth Congress who were 
in exactly the same position as Mr. Blackburn, and all except 
three or four of them have been paid, according to the rule 
that the pay begins with the kee Fed of the term. 

Mr. TERRY. If the Chair will permit me, I should like to 
a from the report of the Treasury Department in regard to 
this case: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1892. 

Sir: In oy 8 to your letter of 13th instant to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, asking for information in regard to the compensation of Hon. W. Jas- 
per Blackburn, M. C., from Louis referred to this office, it appears from 
the records of this Department that Mr. Blackburn received mileage for 
both terms of the Fortieth Congress, amounting to $1,865.60, and the Pars 
for ten months and seventeen days, viz, from April 17, 1868, to March 8. . 
inclusive, amounting to $4,402.77. For the full period of the Congress he 
would have been entitled, in addition to what he received as set forth above, 
to salary from March 4, 1867, to April 16, 1858, or thirteen months and thir- 
teen days, amounting to 85,597.23. 

bianca td GEO. P. FISHER, First Auditor. 

Hon. B. H. BUNN, 

Chairman Coñmittes on Claims, House of Representatives. 


That is the report from the Treasury Department. 
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Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is ready to rule upon the ques- 


tion. The amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TERRY] upon its face does not provide for an appropriation for 
the payment of salary for any term. It simply allows five thou- 
sand five hundred and some odd dollars to pay a party who was 
atone time a member of Congress. Technically speaking, the 
amendment on its face is clearly out of order, and that isall the 
Chair can look to. 

Mr. TERRY. The point I was {speaking to was that this is 
provided for by existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls attention to the fact that 
the amendment upon its face does not provide for the payment 
of salary. : 

Mr. TERRY. Iask to make that verbal correction. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman is per- 
mitted to do that—— 

Mr. TERRY. O, certainly I ought to be allowed to perfect 
the amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that under the ruling made on the sundry civil bill it was held 
that an amendment thatwas fatally defective could not be cured 
by an amendment to it. ) 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. While I have no fixed opinion as 
to whether this ought to be paid or not, is it not proper samga 
that if, in fact, this can be made in order by apt amendment, the 
Committee of the Whole should, in equity and justice, have the 
right to upon it? 

r. SAYERS. In answer to the gentleman from Illinois, I 
will say that this amendment has been sprung upon the com- 
mittee. No attempt has been made to investigate into the 
merits of it, and while bly it may have merit, my informa- 
tion is that the Committee on Claims have reported a bill in 
favor of the ment of the person interested, and when it 
comes up the facts can be investigated, and if it isin keeping 
with i already established, then the bill can be 


But I rest my objection apoy the pure and naked question of 
law and upon the rules of the House that this amendment 


a not to be put upon the general deficiency bill. 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the whole 
nestion. The Chair will hold the amendment as covered by 

e act of March, 1867. 

Mr. TERRY. I will state that in preparing the amendment 
I followed the pe ber i the appro m bill itself. That 
did not mention about salary, and I spoke of him 
as a member of Congress, thought that was sufficient, and that 
it wads be understood. There was no question as to what it 
was for. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is noquestion that under the act of 
1863a member elected to fill a vacancy is entitled to sa from 
the beginning of the of the term; but the question in this 
case is whether that statute is modified by the act of 1868, which 
admitted Representatives from Louisiana on certain conditions. 
The act of 1868 provided that Representatives from Louisiana 
and other States should be admitted from those States upon the 
aceeptance of the provisions of the fourteenth amendment, etc. 
The Chair is of the opinion that the act of 1863 is modified by 
the act of 1868. 

That is, while the act of 1863 entitles, under ordinary circum- 
stances, a Re ntative elected to draw the salary from the 
beginning of the vacancy, that that act is not-applicable to this 
case. The question here is whether there was a vacancy prior 
to the election of Mr. Blackburn in 1868. The Chair does not 
desire to go outside of the act and to express an opinion upon 
the legality of the act, or anythingof that kind. The Chairac- 
cepts the act as it finds it, and as construed by the Congress at 
that time. Under that construction the State was not entitled 
to representation until the proclamation was issued by the Pres- 
ident in July, 1868; and on examining the record the finds 
that this member was sworn in on the day of the proclamation 
by the President. 

The Chair is inclined to think that the act of 1863 is modified 
80 far as the State of Louisiana is concerned by the act of 1868, 
and that the term of the gentleman really began on the date 
this member was sworn in, and that, under the rules affecting 
‘amendments on appropriation bills, no law exists authorizing 
e eee Further, there is no 
du what this claim is an equitable claim to be presented 

Congress. The question here as to whether, under the rules 
as affecting appropriation bills, there is any clear authority of 
law for the payment of the same, the Chairis of the n that 
thatisasomewhat doubtful question; and at least the gives 
the benefit of the doubt to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TERRY. With all due deference to the judgment of the 
Chair, inasmuch as this man is very old and may die before Con- 


8 8 pon in the case, I respectfully appeal from the decision of 
e Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the deci- 
sion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr.COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I would like to in- 
quire whether or not, at the present stage of proceedings, an 
amendment would be allowed to that amendment, to pay another 
case of precisely the same character. If so I would like to offer 
it,and have it pending; and Lask unanimous consent to simply 
insert this amendment, because it is precisely similar to these 
other cases. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iobject, because there are forty cases right 
here of the same kind. [Cries of Oh, no!”] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I wish to call the at- 
tention of the Chair to the fact that Mr. Blackburn, according 
to what the Chair stated, was admitted to his seat in Congress 


on the 24th day of July. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the 18th day of July, the day of the 
President’s proclamation. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. In the opinion of the 


Chair, his pay began from that date. I want to call the atten- 

tion of the Chair to the fact that as a matter ot fact he was paid 

from the date of the election, on the 11th day of April, 1868, so 

a abs Chair is evidently wrong in regard to that part of his 
ecision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The my by Congress was allowed from 
the date of his election. The Chair did not state that fact. 
The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
jud t of the committee? 

e question was taken, and the decision of the Chair was 
sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next amendment is that offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In 51, after line 13, add 

“To Louis Mekenzie toa 

Mr. MEREDITH. Now, Mr. Chairman, let me state the 


case. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will first state my point of 
order. If the amendment be admissible at all to this bill, it is 
not admissible at the point where it is offered by the gentleman 
=e Virginia, for the reason thatthe heading of that paragraph 


Mirman wy whe — — ic ok 2 
them in contested- election cases. on wa pases pe sar ea y 

Now, the law as I understand it to be is that no claim of this 
kind shall be paid until it shall have been first presented to the 
Committee on Privile, and Elections and audited by that 
committee. I do not k that this claim has ever been pre- 
sented to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, audited 
by them, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MEREDITA. I do not contend, Mr. Chairman, that this 
claim has been audited; but i my friend from Texas will re- 
member, this claim was presented to his committee while it was 

g before the Committee on Claims. The Committee on 
Claims has passed upon this question and has recommended the 
age of a bill refunding to Mr. McKenzie the sums of money 
which he expended in two contests, one when he was a member 
of the Forty-first Congress in a contest made against Mr. Whit- 
tlesey and another sum expended in another contest, the two 
ageregatin the amount set forth in the amendment which I 

ve offe: 

Now, if this claim is admissible at all, I do not see why it 
should not come in at this point as well as at any iaa piat in 
the bill. It is an 1 claim, for the refunding of money 
absolutely mies ded by Mr. McKenzie in those two contests. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me read the law to the gentleman: 


And before any sum whatever shall be paid to any contestant or contestes 
for expenses of election contest, he shall file with the clerk of the Committee 
on Elections a full and detalled account of his expenses, d by the 
vouchers and receipts for each item, which account and youc: 8 be 
sworn to by the pn presenting the same; and no charge for witness fees 
shall be allowed accounts unless made in strict conformity to section 
128, Revised Statutes of the United States. 


Now, submit in connection with this provision of the statute 
that the gentleman himself has stated that no such account in 
this case been filed with the Committee on Elections, and I 
am 


uite certain that no such account has ever been transmitted 
e Committee on Elections to the Committee on Appropria- 


ons. 

Mr. MEREDITH. My friend is entirely mistaken. I went 
to see pdt Boe op ed chairman of the Commitiee on Ap- 
propriations a 


t this matter and he referred me ta his clerk 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


and directed him to make a memorandum. I went there with 
the report of the Committee on Claims and asked whether that 
furnished all the information that was necessary, and the only 
objection urged then, and the only one that I have heard since, 
the only one ever urged so far as my know goes, is that 
these are stale claims and that Mr. McKenzie slept upon 
his rights for such a long period. He expended this money, 
every dollar of it; the Committee on Claims have so reported, 
and it has never been repaid. Mr. McKenzie, like the gentle- 
man described by my friend from Arkansas, is now a very old 
man. This claim has been before the Committee on Claims 
through several Congresses, and if he has to wait until we can 
geta — and get a special bill passed I am afraid he will never 
receive this money, You pay other claims of this kind, now 
why not pay this old man and do equal justice to all? 
r. COOMBS. Why has this claim lain dormant ever since 
the Fortieth Congress? 
Mr. MEREDITH. Because the old man was in pretty good 
circumstances and did not ask for the money; but now he has 
become poor, like so many other Virginians, and he comes here 


and asks merely an act of justice, asks you to do only what you 
do for other people in every Congress. I think it is a great 
hardship that claim should not be paid. Itis a just claim, 


and Mr. McKenzie is entitled to every dollar of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has looked into this question 
somewhat since Saturday. The act to which the gentleman 
from Texas has called attention is wholly an act of restriction. 
It does not require Congress to pay a do in these cases, but 
simply says that no m ETA oe po shall be made except under 
certain conditions and limitations. If there is any statute at all 
authorizing Congress to pay these claims the Chair is wholly 
unadvised as to where it can be‘foand. The Chair, therefore, is 
clearly of opinion that this claim is not one authorized by any 
law. It does not even come within the restrictive statute. The 
statute which authorizes Congress to pay claims up to $2,000 is 
wholly restrictive. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Is there not just as much reason for pay- 
ing this as for paying any of these other claims? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not the question before the Chair. 
The question is whether there is any law authorizing this ap- 
propriation? 

Mr. MEREDITH. My friend from Texas ought not to ask a 
technical ruling in a case of common justice. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is aꝗ on for the gentleman from 
Texas and not ſor the Chair. 

Mr. MEREDITH [to Mr. SAYERS). Withdraw your point of 
order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not withdraw it, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

tothe Szecator e Boysen, tate a tember OF te House of 
Representatives of the United States for the Fortieth 8 the sum of 


2.78, the remainder of salary due and unpaid said Nat el Boyden as 
a member ot the House of Representatives for the fortieth Congress.“ 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Afterthe ruling which 
the Chair has just made in the case of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] I know that the 
Chair will rule the same way in this case. I K it Is a great 
hardship, however, that these gentlemen are not paid. Pay- 
ment has been made in many cases of the same sort; quite anum- 
ber of such claims were paid in the clint digit Congress, and I 
think these ht to be paid now. But in view of the ruling of 
the Chair I will not contend further for the amendment. I ask 
leave, however, to have printed in the RECORD as a part of my 
remarks the report of the Committee on Claims relating to the 
cases of Mr. Blackburn and Mr, Boyden. 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4198) for 
the relief of W. Jasper Blackburn, report: 

Your committee have carefully considered the same and find that W. Jas- 
per Blackburn was a member of the Fortieth - 
titled to the sum of $10,000 salary, and that he has only 
$4,402.77 and is therefore entitled to the balance, to wit, the sum of $5,597.23. 
It also appears in evidence before the committee that Nathaniel Boyden was 
a member of the same Congress and was entitled to the same sum, and that 
— — received the sum of $4,347.22 and is entitled to the further sum of 

The said Nathaniel Boyden is dead. 

Your committee found the law to be clearly in favor of the payment of 


these sums (see resolutions, July 12, 1862, 12 Statutes at Large, page 624) and 


sọ far as your committee have been able to ascertain are the only 
— — the passage of this resolution where the law has not been fol- 


The instances where it has been followed are numerous, some of whic 
refer to as follows: CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, — — 12, 1891, page 28375 
rE 28, 1891, page 3522; February 27, 1891, page 3472, and March 2, 1891, 
our committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking 


under the head of “Judgments 


out the words “four hundred and seyenteen dollars,” in line 6, inse 

lien thereof the words “five hundred and ninety-seven dollars and twen 
three cents;" that the title of the bill be amended 
lowing words: “and the legal represen’ 

after ord- ” in line 6, and to the le re! ta 
thaniel Boyden the sum of $5,652.78; ” strike out “ salary,” in line 75 and in- 
sert es;" strike out the word him,“ in line 7, and insert them; 
and as so amended it do pass. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST AUDITOR’s OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1892. 

Sm: In reply to your letter of 13th instant to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, asking for information in regard to the compensation of Hon. W. Jas- 
per Blackburn, M. C. from referred to this office, itappears, from 
the records of this Department, that Mr. Blackburn received mileage for 
both terms of the F. th Co: s, amounting to $1,865.60, and for 
ten months and seventeen days, viz, from April 17, 1868, to March 3, 1869, in- 
clusive, amounting to 84,402.77. 

For the full period of the Congress he would have been entitled, in addition 
to what he received as set forth above, to salary from March 4, 1867, to April 
16, ge or bart oro months and thirteen days, amounting to $5,597.38, 

espec y, yours, 
GEO. P. FISHER, 


First Auditor. 
Hon. B. H. BUNN, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, House of Representatives, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 24, 1394. 
Hon, JOHN S. HENDERSON, House of Representatives: 
Nathaniel pornea received pay from pril 21, 1868, to March 4, 1869, amount- 
ing to—salary, 34,347.22; mileage, $295,20; total, $4,642.42. 1 


J. F. M E, 
Assistant Treasurer United States. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I have just received a com- 
munication from the chairman of the Committee on Elections in 
regard to the contested-election case of English vs. Hilborn. 
This letter transmits an account of $2,000 to allowed to Mr. 
English. Mr. Hilborn’s allowance is already in the bill. I ask 
unanimous consent for the adoption of the amendment which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 52, after line 4, insert: 

“To W. B. English, 82,000." 

There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to amend in line 6 by striking out 
“twenty-two,” and inserting “ twenty-four,” so as to make the 
total correct. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 

Mr. SAYERS. In order to 2 the clause on 

Indian depredation 
I desire to offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike ont lines 22, 23, 24, and 25 on page 61, and lines 1, 2, 3, and 4 on page 
62, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

For the defense of Indian depredation claims, which shall include the in» 
vestigation and e under the direction of the Attorney-General, 
of judgments of the Court of Claims rendered under the acta ed March 
3, 1891, entitled An act to provide for the adjustment and payment of claims 

from eee Beep have not been aj for, 
810,000, which sum continue available untl expended, and the Attorney - 
General shall report to Congress at its next regular session all of said judg- 
ments concerning which, in his opinion, after such in and exami- 
nation, there is no evidence, cumulative or otherwise, that any fraud, 
wrong, or injustice has been done to the United States.“ 

Mr. HERMANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a 
substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Mr. HER- 
MANN] offers a substitute, which the Clerk will read, for the 
amenđment of the gentleman from Texas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


to. 
page ot, 


the Interior to the 
made as soon as 
hereinafter req 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to reoffer an 
amendment which I offered on Saturday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to think that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HER- 
MANN] as a substitute is not to the amendment of the 

entleman from Texas, but would more properly come in as an 
1 n. 

Mr. HERMANN. I do not quite understand what Is the view 
of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the gentleman’s 
substitute is not germane to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. HERMANN. The Chair will allow me to say that in my 
judgment my substitute is especially germane because it applies 


Secretary Treasury, W. 
acticable after the passageot this act, and the 
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to the same subject-matter, the investigation already had; and, 
further, it applies particularly to the payment of those judg- 
ments which have been rendered upon investigation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not assert that the 
amendment is nota proper one, but simply that it is not ger- 
mane as a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not wish to take any advantage of these 

entlemen, because it was clearly understood that they should 
Save an opportunity to take the sense of the committee and of 
the House upon the direct proposition to pay these judgments 
without qualification. 

Now, I suggest to the Chair and to the committee, that this 
amendment of mine bs adopted, and then letthe motion be made 
to strike out the clause as amended and insert in lieu thereof 
the proposition of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN]. 
That would bring the House to a direct vote upon the question. 

Mr. HERMANN. In order to bring the matter squarely be- 
fore the House, I will agree to that. With that view, let the 
Clerk ehminate so much ot my substitute as appertains to strik- 
ing out the lines included in the amendment of the gentleman 
from Texas, permitting the rest of my amendment to remain, 
which proposes to make a direct appropriation. 

Mr. REED. Why not offer your amendment as a substitute 
for the original text? 

Mr. HERMANN. 


now. 
The CHAIRMAN. Isitagreed that the amendment offered 

| mil yi from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] be considered as 
opted? 


r. PICKLER and others. Oh, no; not yet. 

Mr. SAYERS. I mefely offered that suggestion. 

Mr. PICKLER. We want to hear the matter discussed. 

Mr.SAYERS. Let my amendment be pending and the amend- 
rs! of =e gentleman from Oregon be considered as a substi- 
tute for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the substitute, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment to the text. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Texas has offered an 
amendment, and the gentleman from Oregon has offered a sub- 
stitute for it. 

Mr. PICKLER. But I desire to amend the text. This is an 
amendment which I offered on Saturday. 

The CHAIRMAN. All the amendments offered on Saturday 
were considered to bo withdrawn, to be offered subsequently. 

Mr.PICKLER. Certainly; but an amendment to the text is 
in order 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the text does not take 
priority of any other amendment to the section. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest that the proposition of the 
entleman from Oregon and that proposed by the gentleman 
rom South Dakota are the same. 

Mr. HERMANN. Just the same substantially. 

Mr. PICKLER. I differ with the gentleman in that regard. 
It is not just the same as that proposed by the gentleman from 
Oregon. The question was reserved, as the Chair will observe, 
on Saturday as to the right to offer these amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from South Dakota 
understands that two amendments can not be pending at the 
same time. Either his amendment must be an amendment to 
the amendment, or an amendment to the substitute. . 

Mr. PICKLER. This is an amendment to the text. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Texas offers a substitute for the pro- 
visions of the bill. Now, I propose to amend the original text. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be in order, of course. 

Mr. HERMANN. The amendment I offer is a general propo- 
sition embracing all of these claims, and including that of the 
gentleman from South Dakota. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers 
an amendment to the original text, which is in order, and which 
the Clerk will report. 8 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after line 4, page 62, as follows: 

“For payment of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in Indian 
depredation cases since June 30, 1891, as certified by the Attorney-General 
April 19, 1894, in response to the Senate resolution of April 14, 1894, and in 

ount in accordance with the act of March 8, 1891, amounting to a total of 

14,924.93, as follows:“ 

Mr. PICKLER. And then follows the list of judgments that 
have been reported by the Attorney-General. 

Now, Mr.Chairman, I would be glad to hear from the gentle- 
man from Texas as to his proposition; the one he sets forth, 
and the reasons the committee have for not making the appro: 


I think we have arranged it satisfactorily 


priation for the claims as reported by the Attorney-Gener: 
Mr. SAYERS. I would say this in response to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 


In the first place, the committee have evinced no disposition 
to object to the payment of these judgments as judgments per 
se; that is to say, simply because they are judgments obtained 
for losses sustained in consequence of Indian depredations. But 
we have beenadvised, Mr. Chairman, that these judgments have 
not been found to be entirely correct, that is, altogether just 
to the Government of the United States, by reason of the fact 
thatcertain questions important to be considered were not taken 
into consideration. 

No question, we are informed, arose in the trial of these cases 
as to whether the Indians, at the time of the committing of 
the depredations, were in amity with the United States.” No 
gueron was had as to whether the claimants were, at the 
eme the depredations were committed, citizens of the United 

Gentlemen will remember that the statute expressly provides 
that no other than citizens of the United States shall be per- 
mitted to invoke the aid of the statute for the recovery of such 
losses, either against the trust funds of the Indians or against 
the Government of the United States. Another question, 
‘whether the claimants were mixed-blood Indians, or whether 
they were white men incorporated into the Indian tribes, draw- 
ing annuities and entitled to all the privileges of Indians,” was 
not inquired into. 

Since the rendition of some of the judgments it has been as- 
certained that white men have gone among the Indians and 
married wives, and become what are known as “squaw men,” 
entitled to all of the rights of the Indians, and have recovered 
judgments against the Government and against the very tribes 
of which they were members and through which they were re- 
ceiving annuities from the Government. 

The committee believe, Mr. Chairman, that all of these ques- 
tions should have been thoroughly and fully investigated, and 
that no one who does not bring himself strictly within the pro- 
visions of the law should be heard to enforce his claims in the 
court under this statute. 

Again, there is a fourth question involved. Were these people 
who have instituted suits against the Government of the United 
States, ‘‘ citizens of the United States at the time of bringin 
suit”? Gentleman familiar with the provisions of the act will 
remember as one of tlie provisions, that where claims have been 
allowed by the Interior Department such claims were to be 
transmitted to the Court of Claims and judgments rendered, 
without the necessity of further proof. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what your informa- 
tion is as to the number of these fraudulent claims, and whether 
you are going to discard all that have been properly presented 
and passed upon by the court in order to reach a few that seem 
to be doubtful? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to my colleague that the proposi- 
tion is simply this: We direct the Attorney-General to investi- 
gate these judgments, and ascertain whether or not any facts 
are to be had which, under the law, would authorize the Attor- 
ney-General to reopen these ts ao Under the general 
statute the Government may within two years reopen a case 
where fraud or injustice appears to have been done the Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me, right there? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does your amendment contemplate the en- 
largement of that section which you quote—section 1088 of the 
Revised Statutes? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. Doyou mean to give him the same power to 
investigate these judgments that section 1088 of the Revised 
Statutes gives him? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; just the same. 

Mr. PICKLER. No more? 

Mr.SAYERS. Nomore; and we further propose to allow him 
enough money to do this work, so that he may be able to report 
to this Congress at its next session what 10 Meche should, in 
the opinion of the Department of Justice, bə paid. 

Mr. COOMBS. Without further contest. 

Mr. HERMANN. There are about 325 ay bre ag certified to 
Congress, involving a sum equal to about $515,000? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will ask the gentleman whether it is his 
purpose that the Department of Justice shall go behind each 
and all of these judgments, or only such particular judgments as 
to which it is thought there should be investigation? 

Mr. SAYERS. I propose to throw upon the Department of 
Justice the responsibility of inquiring into these judgments, and 
reporting to Congress what judgments should be paid. 

r. BRODERICK. Is the gentleman informed as to the num- 
ber, as to the per cent, of these judgments that are probably 
fraudulent? 


— 


1894. 


Mr. SAYERS. We have been informed as to only a few of 
them, because, as the Attorney-General has informed us, he has 
not been able to inquire into all of the judgments. 

Mr. BRODERICK: There are only a small per cent of them 
that will be questioned, probably? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask whether you have any 
information at all as to the fraudulent acquisition of any of these 
judgments, except those reported by that committee? 

Mi . SAYERS. None at all; but the Attorney-General—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then you propose to close out men who 
have had judgments, and who are entitled to be paid, on account 
of a few fraudulent ones. We have no squaw men in Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me tell my colleague that as chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations I do not look to see whether 
aclaimant lives in Texas or not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand all that, but you have se- 
lected out a few squaw men whom you claim have obtained 
fraudulent judgments and you propose to go behind all these 
judgments that have been rendered by a court of competent ju- 
risdiction and to give the Attorney-General authority to go be- 
hind these judgments and shut out all these claimants, as to 
whom there is nota particle of proof to show any fraud, and 
there is no telling when this investigation will end. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me answer my colleague—— 

Mr. PiCKLER. I suppose it will not be considered an inter- 
ruption, if we get at this understanding? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. Let me answer my colleague [Mr. 
COCKRELL]. In the first place our committee have not been 
hunting out afew of these claims atall. They have been re- 
ponat to us from the outside. A committee of the Senate have 

en investigating this matter. In the second place, we are only 
proposing to do in regard to these judgments what the Attor- 
ney-General has the authority to do under the general statutes; 
Pas also to give him enough money to prosecute his inquiries 
thoroughly and rapidly. 

Mr. BAILEY. If my colleague will permit me just there, I 
think it is very probable that some of these judgments ought 
not to be paid. But I agree with the suggestion of my colleague 

r. J, that aman who has an honest claim, and has 
reduced it to a fora Ser ri ought not to be delayed on account of 
the existence of some dishonest claim. I therefore su gest to 
my colleague [Mr. SAYERS], the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, that = easy way out of this would be to make 
an . not as large as all the judgments call for, for 
that probably would not be necessary, but sufficient to cover 
what are 1 to be the honest claims, and provide that no 
claim shall be paid except upon the certificate of the Assistant 
Attorney-General in charge of these claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. Thisgives the Attorney-General the power to 
protect the Soa from the payment of dishonest claims. 

Mr. PICKLER. e all agree to that proposition. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to say this to my friend from Texas 
that I hold in my hand a recent letter from the Department of 
Justice, from the Assistant Attorney-General, who distinctly 
asserts that there is no evidence whatever on file in that De- 

tment tending to show that any one of these 325 judgments 
hara been fraudulently obtained; and secondly, as to this inves- 
tigation, to which reference has been made, and which was taken 
by one member of the other body in the States of Nebraska and 
South Dakota, that as to that entire investigation under which 


these judgments have been held up as objectionable, the only 

point, and the single point of that investigation was as to 

whether the party making a claim was a citizen of the United 
8. 


Now, in order to present to the committee, and especially to 
the chairman of the committee, the character of that investiga- 
tion which clouded a few fragments of the Department of Jus- 
tice, I want to quote for the gentleman from the first page of 
the investigation, and let him see the character of the inves- 
tigation which was carried on by that committee; and then I 
submit to him that if a subordinate officer had submitted such a 
3 and unjust report as this, he would have been expelled 
rom the public service. 

aon SAYERS. The gentleman can submit that in his own re- 
marks. 

Mr. HERMANN. Now, as to this report in pursuance of the 
Senate resolution, here is an instance of the truth of what I say. 
I desire to submit it, so that gentlemen may see the charac- 
ter of the investigation upon which $515,000, involved in three 
hundred and twenty-five e Bsa is to be held up and these 
claims virtually repudiated for the time being. Now, here is 
the instance—— 

Mr. SAYERS. You can read that in your own time. 
Mr. HERMANN, I want tomake thatillustration, if the gen- 
tleman will permit me to finish my sentence. 
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Mr. SAYERS. Certainly, I will permit you to finish your 
sentence, 

Mr. HERMANN. Louis Bordeau hasaclaim against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States for property destroyed belonging 
to him, by Indians . the Sioux tribe. The e 
amounted to $1,300. It was claimed by this committee that that 
individual was a “ squaw man;” that he had abandoned his status 
as a citizen of the United States; that he had become incorpo- 
rated in the Indian tribe and had lost his citizenship, and there- 
fore he could not claim to be a citizen of the United States and 
obtain any indemnity from the Government. 

Now, let us see, for here is the evidence how very indefinite, 
how careless, and how stupid has been thatinvestigation. Here 
is the testimony. 

Claimant's son, 45 years of age, was upon the wituess stand, 
and he was asked: 

What was your father’s name? 

A. James Bordeau. 

Q. Where was he born? 

A. At St. Charles, Mo. 

Q. When did he die? 

A. He died sixteen years ago. 

Q. When did he first become a member of the tribe of Brule Sioux? 

A. My father was 22 years old when he married my mother and came 
Pane the Indians. 

Q. Was he adopted into the tribe? 

A. No, sir; my father had his own place on the North Platte River and 
every winter wentout and traded among the Indians. 

He wss a native-born citizen of the United States; and he was 
nota member of an Indian tribe, but conducted his own affairs 
as a citizen of the United States, living at his own home, hold- 
ing land in severalty, having the fee-simple title to it,and own- 
ing the property which was destroyed. And yet this man's 
claim is held up here to-day on the charge that he is not a citi- 
zen of the United States, but that he had lost hiscitizenship and 
had become incorporated with a tribe of Indians, and that there 
is no law in the United States under which he can be paid, and, 
therefore, he has no remedy. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman that there has 
never been in the history of the Court of Claims—the gentle- 
man wishes to know the truth and the whole truth—a series of 
judgments so rapidly railroaded through that court as these 
judgments which the gentleman now desires to be paid. Bun- 

les and bundles of ex parte testimony have been dragged from 
the files of the Indian Office, and under the operation of this 
statute, been made the predicate and basis of judgments against 
the Government. 

Mr. PICKLER. The law authorized the taking of those pa- 
pers for that Bina 

Mr. SAYERS. But, if these questions had been raised at the 
time some of these judgments probably would not have been 
rendered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Where was the Government's attorney? 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to say right here that these ques- 
tions were raised at the time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

Mr. HERMANN. In every hearing before the Department 
of the Interior the question of citizenship was the first one that 
was raised, the first interrogatory that was put. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, let me tell the gentleman what I have 
heard as to one case alone. I have heard that after the present 
Assistant Attorney-General had been appointed but had not yet 
ganned, his predecessor, who was more than a thousand es 

istant at the time, telegraphed an ment. 

Mr. PICKLER. That ought to be investigated. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course; and that is what we desire to do. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the gentleman willing to do now? 

Mr. SAYERS. I for one am willing to accept the proposi- 
tion of my colleague [Mr. BAILEY]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis all we want. 
Mr. SAYERS. No; you want all the judgments paid imme- 


diately. 
Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir; we want only what is just and 


right. 

Mtr. HERMANN. We do not go to the extent of asking that 
every dollar of these judgments be appropriated; but we do say 
that in justice to the honest claimants who are involved he 
the gentleman should permit the Bppreprisson of a sufficien 
amount to cover their claims and should exclude a sufficient 
amount to cover the other claims which may be doubtful and 
which the Departments say are only about ten in number. 

Mr. SAY Speaking only for myself, and not undertak- 
ing to bind or to influence any member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, because I have no authority to do so, I am willing 
to make an appropriation of $100,000, coupled with a provision 
directing the Attorney-General to investigate and ee into 
these judgments, and providing that no judgment shall be paid 
out of the $100,000 unless upon a certificate from the Attorney- 
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General to the Secretary of the Treasury that he has examined 
the same, and that there has been no fraud or injustice against 
the Government. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then what will you dowith the other four 

hundred and fourteen odd thousand dollars? 

Mr. SAYERS. Let him investigate those cases in the mean- 
time, and make a report at the next session.“ 

Mr. HER . Why does not the gentleman, on the same 
principle, proceed to go behind all the other judgments that 
are provided for in this bill? Why single out Indian depreda- 
tion claims, which belong to the people of the West? 

Mr. SAYERS. Which belong tothe peopleofthe West! The 
West has been about as well taken care of in these appropria- 
tions bills as any other part of the nig 

Mr. HERMANN. Itdoesnotseem to so at the present 
moment. 

Mr. GROUT. I think that most of the people who are inter- 
ested in these claims arein Washington. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would suggest, in order to settle 
this matter fairly and in line with the suggestion of the gentle- 

man from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], that, in my judgment, the Gov- 
ernment would be fully 1 against payment of any 
fraudulent claims—and I am certain that none of us from the 
West desire any fraudulent Indian depredation claims paid—in 
my judgment the Government would be fully protected if half 
the amount included in these porna say $250,000, should be 
appropriated under the conditions stated be the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, that nomoney shall be paid 
out upon any judgment, exoept upon the certificate of the At- 
torney General or of the acting attorney, in the case that no 
fraud has been Paruline sare 

Appropriate that amount and let it be applied either pro rata, 
or to ie — in full these just judgments when they areshown 
to be so. That would at least give an assurance that these 
pannan would be paid, and it seems to me that it is about the 

airest 3 

Mr. HERMANN. That is not fair, but it is fairer than the 
proposition the gentleman from Texas has made. 

Mr. PICKL 9 What does the gentleman from Texas say 
to that! 

Mr. SAYERS. The amount is too large. 

Mr. KEM. I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations whether he thinks it at all probable that any 
considerable number of these claims. are fraudulent? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will answer the question frankly. We do 
not know whether that be true or not. We do not.know whether 
they are fraudulent, nor do we know that they are just claims, 
but there is a suspicion, founded upon some facts which the As- 
sistant Attorney-General has been able to gather, that some of 
these judgments have been improperly obtained. 

; Mr. PIC ER. At this point let me give the gentleman the 
Attorney-General's own language on that point. He says: 

I beg to state, in reply, that although upon taking charge of this office in 
1893 and reorganizing the force within a month thereafter, opportunity was 
not afforded me under the rules of the court, with respect to work in the 
feld and the causes on the trial calendar, to examine as closely the cases as 
under other circumstances I should have done; yet Ihave no reason to be- 
lieve that any of the judgments ob in the said Executive 
Document No.7 are except as hereinafter stated. 

Sometime in the month of February last information came to me to the 
effect that the following — — in the list were of doubtful regularity 
because of the requisite condition of citizenship being wanting. 

And then there are nine judgments set out. That is the lan- 
guage of the Attorney-General. Out of 325 judgments, these are 
all that he could say there was any irregularity about; and these 
only as to ee, 

Mr. COOMBS. If the gentleman will read the remainde? of 
the statement—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I think that every bere tie 

Mr.SAYERS. I believe that I have the floor. The last ques- 
ein Mr. Chairman, which I propounded, with the answer, was as 

ows: 

Is it your opinion that appropriation should be suspended until youcan 
i your finger on those that ought to be paid and those which ought not to 


. Howny. Yes, sir. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. How do you expect Con- 
gue to get rid of judgments of the Court of Claims? Even 

those jndgments are wrong we can not reverse them or set 
them aside. If they are irregular the court itself can ascertain 
that fact; we can not. 

. HERMANN. That is just the position that we take. 

Mr. SAYERS. We propose to provide for an investigation. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. If any judgment has 
been obtained by fraud,is not the remedy for the Attorney- 


General to oars to the court? 
Mr. HE N. And healready has thatremedy within his 
power. 
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Mr. SAYERS. That is what we direct him to do. 

Mr. HERMANN. He does not require to be directed; the 
law aiready directs him. 
I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


paeng ypu 1 5 in round num js half s million dollars of 
ese judgmen own as Indian depredation judgments for 
the consideration of Congress. They were referred to the Com- 
mittee on 1 After consideration that committee 
was satisfied that a part of these judgments had not been prop- 
erly defended—some of them that can be named and are named 
with well-grounded suspicion against other judgments that the 
Attorney-General was not able to name, and we are notable to 
name. 

Now, the Committee on Appropriations had no desire—I think 
I speak not only for the minority, but for the whole committee 
when I say they had no desire to recommend anything to this 
House except that which is right. I have an opinion about 
this matter, and I will state it; and then, so far as I am concerned, 
my connection with it is done. 

Gentlemen are familiar with the law under which the Court 
of Claims took jurisdiction of these matters. What were known 
as Indian depredation claims had been kicked from pillar to 
post for many years; many cases wero. pansan upon by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior; butthe action taken upon themamounted 
to nothing, except that occasionally Congressmight appropriate 
for a particular claim. So that afew years ago we passed an 
act referring these claims to the Court of Claims. Now, listen 
and see what thatcourt under that act wastodo. We conferred 
jurisdiction upon the court to inquire and finally adjudicate— 

First, all claims for oport of citizens of the United States taken or de- 
str b; to any band, tribe, or nation in amity with 


y Indians 
the United States, without just cause or provocation on the part of the 
owner or agent in charge, and not returned or paid for. 


Thus it was provided in the very firstclause of the act that the 


claim must inure to a citizen of the United States; and it must 
be for pro taken or destroyed bysome tribe of Indians in 
amity with the United States.” Those, two things must exist. 

Then a third question arises: where a citizen of the United 
States whose propers has been destroyed by Indians in amity 
or at peace with the United States, has ceased to be a citizen at 
the time he his suit, has he any status? The Court of 
Claims went on to hear these cases; and after inquiry from the 
Attorney-General, it appears—I will not take time to read but 
will state the substance of the communication—that of these 


three or four hundred cases, in no case where judgment wag ` 


rendered was the question of citizenship raised before the court. 
Mr. VAN VOO S of New York. It was conceded. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It was not raised, asl understand it. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York rose. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will make my statement, and I 
think it will be satisfactory to my friend from New York. 
Again in these cases, the inquiry as towhatconstituted a tribe 
at peace with the United States does not seem to have been 


passed upon. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. May I ask the gentle- 
man a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Inamoment. I thinkI can state 
this matter succinctly, and then I will answer questions. 

Now, these judgments come to us; and the report is made that 
in a number of these cases the claimants were not citizens of the 
United States; that some were Canadians, some Mexicans, some 
‘squaw men who practically had been adopted into the tribe 
not by 5 ok the United States unless tho treaty consti- 
tutes legislation, but adopted in point of fact married into the 
tribes a drawing rations through their families from the Gov- 
ernmen 

Now, then, the court decided that citizenship is a matter that 
is jurisdictional. Now, it seems that in ce named cases of 
these 3 —— citizenship did not exist, that in some instances 
the tribe was not in amity with the United States; we said as to 
these cases there is no doubt that the United States ought not 
to make the a riation unless we have had our day in court. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not now. In two or three minutes 
T will yield, first to the gentleman from New York for a ques- 
tion, and then to any other gentleman. 

Then the question occurred to thecommittee, Has the United 
States had its dayin court? Hasthe Attorney-Generalin chargé 
of these cases beenignorant or careless; and if so, are we bound 
the same as any other Pg would be? Much can be said in fa- 
vor of that cn. we began to inquire we turned to sec- 
tion 1088 of the Revised Statutes and found—and I ask the par- 
ticular attention of gentlemen—this provision of the law: 
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before it, or 
tion of 


Mr. HERMANN. Hence there is no necessity for this legis- 
lation. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Ahl the gentleman says that there is 
no necessity for this legislation. There is the language of the 
Revised Statutes; that is the law, and there is not one of these 
3 if the cause exists, that can not be opened on motion 

or a fraud or wrong or for injustice in the premises done to the 
United States. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is right. 

Mr. HERMANN. They can do that now under the statute 
the gentleman has just read, without this legislation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, the gentleman is swift. He 
says we can do that now. When it has come to the knowledge 
of this House in the last ten days that there are a number of 
these judgments, which are named, that 8 to be opened and 
can be opened, when a well-founded suspicion comes to this 
House that there are others that can not be named that can be 
opened and ought to be opened, then the question is whether 
you will appropriate this money before you ascertain which of 
these judgments are subject to a motion for a now trial under 
section 1088 of the Revised Statutes. 

The Committee on Appropriations did not believe it to be good 
rt and therefore we report an amendment to this bill that 

think will commend itself to the judgment of this House; that 
is to say, we appropriate $10,000 to the Attorney-General, and 
it shall be his duty tov. y inquire fromthis time until the 
first Mondayof next December as to the facts in each case, and 
if there be acase among the mass that ought to be reopened or 
that in his judgment should not be paid until the well-grounded 
suspicion as to some of them is laid at rest, he is to so report to 
Congress; so that when it is paid we can say that money is due. 

That isall there is of it. If gentlemen think under this state 
of facts that they want to rush in and pay anyhow on thisstate- 
ment, well and good; they will so vote. It is not intended to tie 
the matter up permanently. It is not intended to confer any 
new power on the Attorney-General or on the court, but under 
the ts of the United States under the law it is proposed to 
give the Attorney-General 310,000 in money and five months in 


e to investigate cases, make motions for new trials if cause | 


exists, and report to Congress. 

Mr. PICKL Under section 1088. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (continuing). And if there be an 
cases found under this statute, 1088, which ought not to be paid, 
which ought to be reopened and in which the United States 
should have a new hearing, under the Iaw, those facts will be 
reported to Congress, and in all other cases where no defense 
exists the money will be paid. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is all right; I agree to that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If there be just doubts as to the 
legality of any of these claims, if such a condition exists in re- 

ard to them we ought to know it, and in my opinion—and that 

the judgment of the Committee on Appropriations—we should 

withhold theappropriation and pay none of the judgments until 
this investigation has been completed. 

Mr. V. VOORGIS of New York. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has the 


floor. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Will my colleague yield to me for a 
suggestion? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois promised to yield tome. I want about five minutes. This 
has been a pretty general discussion. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My colleague from Indiana wanted 
to ask me a question. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. The first judgment rendered is on the 
IIth of October, 1892, in these Indian depredation cases; so that 
— the law now, ‘the two years will not expire until next Oc- 


Mr. HERMANN.- That is correct. 

a CANNON of Illinois. Certainly, the two years is not up 
yet. 
0 HERMANN. Hence there is no necessity for this legis- 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does my friend from New York 
wish to ask a question? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I want to ask a question, 
but I want several minutes’ time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam talking in the time of the 
a from Texas. I yield the floor back to the gentleman 


Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 


from 
New York [Mr. VAN Vooruis], and the remainder of the time 
to the gentleman from Indiana . BROOKSHIRE], 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I am op- 

d to paying the Attorney-General a bonus of $10,000 for neg- 
ecting his duty. What is duty? When an action is com- 
menced against the Government itis hisduty to appear indefense 
of the United States, and see that the court has jurisdiction. 
Now, if the plaintiff is not a citizen, or any other jurisdictional 
fact does not exist, he should set upa plea to the jurisdiction. 
When the cass goes to judgment, the judgment establishes be- 
yona question and beyond dispute all the facts that confer juris- 

ction. 

If on the pleadings it appears that the court had no jurisdic- 
tion, then tbe judgment 4 a nullity; but you can not een 
of the record and say now that a plaintiff is not a citizen, when 
the complaint alleges that he is, and the answer admits it. The 
remedy is with the court, and the duty is upon the Attorney- 
General, and he should not come here and ask us for $10,000 to 
compensate him for performing his duty. He can apply to the 
court to open every fraudulent judgment that he has permitted 
to be entered against the Government. Congress can not reverse 
the jud nts. Co can notset themaside. Congress, b 
any action, can not affect the question of jurisdiction. It all 
lies with the Attorney-General and with the court, and are we 
2 him 810, 000 ee his duty? Do we not pay 


already for that? at is all I have to say. 
Mr. SAYERS. He must send men out to these s to in- 
vestigate. The money that the Department of J receives 
for this purpose is a mere telle. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It was the duty of the 
Attorney-General to attend to it in the time of it. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. If the committee will bear with me pa- 
tiently, I will attempt to make a brief statement of some facts 
involved in this controversy. 

From Oetober 11, 1892, to January 22, 1893, judgments were 
rendered by the Court of Claims under the Indian depredation 
act of March 3, 1891, which in the te amounted to $452,- 
000 in round numbers. There are, I t 211 of these judg- 
ments. From November 13, 1893, to April 9, 1894, there were 
some 29 other judgments rendered, which in the aggregate 
amounted to 362,000 in round numbers. 

It is believed that many of these judgments are fraudulent be- 
cause they were allowed upon 9 evidence. 

On March 27, 1894, a 8 agent was sent out to the Pine 
Ridge and Rosebud Agencies in South Dakota with instructions 
to investigate ten judgments, aggregating in round numbers 
$10,600. It was discovered by this investigation that such judg- 
ment had been rendered for depredations of Sioux Indians, and 
that the claimants themselves were Sioux Indians, or were in- 
corporated into the tribe as such, and were drawing annuities 
Se ene from the Government under treaties of the Sioux 

ians. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the gentleman reading from? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I am reading from a carefully prepared 
statement drawn from these official documents. £ 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman is clear oÑ on that. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I think not. It is now contended by the 
Department of Justice that certain jurisdictional facts should be 
established and should affirmatively appear before the Court of 
Claims should render judgments in these depredation cases. 

Mr. PICKLER. They did appear. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. It is contended pasne Department of 
Justice that under the aet of Mareh 3,1891, both citizenship and 
amity are jurisdictional, and should be affirmatively shown be- 
fore any recovery can be had in this class of cases. 

In a word, that it should be affirmatively shown, first, 
Whether the Indians committing the depredations were in amity 
with the United States; second, whether the claimants were, at 
tho time the depredations were committed, citizens of the United 

tates. 

It has recently been decided by the Court of Claims thata 

rson must show citizenship at the time of the oe, gear mer 

is decision, I think, was rendered May 21, 1894. decision 
of May 21, 1894, by the Court of Claims, was in favor of the con- 
tention of the defense that the same defenses could be. made to 
an allowed case as to cases which had not gone to an allowance 
in the Interior Department. If that decision had been 
when the allowed cases contained in Senate Executive Documen 
No. 7, were presented, it is possible some of them could have been 
defended on the jurisdictional question of amity or citizenship, 
but how many, if any, can not be stated until former judg- 
ments are It is contended that suchas have become ` 
Indians to all intents raged POPER e from 
mig par own peo the Government for acts of theother 
mem, of their eyen though such persons had not lost 
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their citizenship with the United States while acquiring tribal 
rights appertaining to treaty-making Indians, 

t seems that the act of March 3, 1891, transferred to the 
Court of Claims the claims for depredations pend in the 
Interior Department which were allowed as well as those not 
allowed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr, PICKLER. After 1866. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. In the cases allowed by the Secretary 
of the Interior it does not appear that the jurisdictional ques- 
tion of citizenship was propo y raised by the defense, and there- 
fore there was no adjudication of citizenship, it would seem, in 
the allowed cases under said act in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Wait until I get through, please. 

Mr. PICKLER. It relates to that point. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Iam 8 a plain statement of the 
facts involved in this proposition as I understand them. 

Mr. PICKLER, It is a wrong statement 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I am trying to make a correct state- 
ment. 

In order to have warranted a recovery in these depredation 
cases the proof should have affirmatively shown whether the 
claimants were mixed-blood Indians or whether they were white 
men incorporated with the Indian tribes, drawing annuities and 
entitled to all the privileges of Indians. 

The question isnow before the Supreme Court—and will doubt- 
less be settled soon —whether, a portion of the tribe being in open 
hostility, the tribe as a whole may be considered as sus ng 
amicable relations to the United States. 

It has been twice held by the Court of Claimsin recent de- 
cisions thata tribe of Indians which is partly friendly and partly 
hostile with the United States are not in amity with the United 
States. In other words, it is incumbent upon a tribe to preserve 
peace and to see that all of its people bear amicable relations 
with the United States. . 

A subcommittee of the Committee on Indian Depredations of 
the Senate has recently submitted a report concerning several 
of these judgments; and that committee, after taking evidence 
at considerable length, reports that the judgments to which 
we call your attention ought notto be paid until they have been 
further examined into.” 

Mr. PIC. Who says that? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. That is the report made by the Senate 
subcommittee. Mr. Chairman, a very brief investigation of the 
information that has come to Congress concerning these depre- 
dation claims leads me to believe that the jurisdictional facts 
were not satisfactorily proven. It shows that many of these 
claims are fraudulent, and instead of the jurisdictional facts 
affirmatively appearing, there seems to have been no evidence 
introduced to warrant these judgments, and as my colleague 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] upon the committee has stated, the 
Government two years in which toopenup these judgments, 
and since the two years do not expire, even on the first judg- 
ment, until next October, it seems that it is unnecessary that 
Congress = time — be here upon o ae a aS ap- 

riation for the pu of paying these depredation judgments. 
4 Mr. PICKLER. Will e gentleman now allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. The gentleman can speak in his own 


time. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I have seen no sug- 
gestion of fraud except as to this jurisdictional fact on the 

uestion of citizenship. Now, it seems highly probable that in 
bas cases the jurisdictional facts are proven, and it strikes me 
thata careful attorney of the United States, or any attorney, 
trying any case where the law itself lays down as a condition- 
precedent to recovery that citizenship shall be proven; thatthe 
record in every one of these cases must have disclosed the fact 
that citizenship was proven or else the record must fail to dis- 
closé that fact. Now, this investigation is asked, it seems to 
me, on a simple notice to Congress that in a few of these cases 
these necessary facts stand unproved, and it is demanded that 
the appropriation shall be postponed until an investigation of 
all those cases can be had. 

I for one think it is not just, and I think that the least that 
can be done here is that of this amount should be made 
available now, to be paid te just claimants, proportionately, 
‘where there is no showing in the record from one end to the 
other that there is even asuggestionof fraud. In some of these 
cases the two years have already gone, and there is not one sug- 
gestion made here that the Attorney-General could not take 
advantage of the law as it now exists. Take that old claim of 
Tully, of Tucson, Ariz, It isa claim that is known to many 
ple in my district. They know that more than $25,000 worth of 

roperty was destroyed. The judgment in that case was ren- 
— nearly two years ago, and there was no suggestion of fraud 
case. 


The claimant is very old, and almost ready to die. The old 
man has met with reverses in his late years, and yet the payment 
of the judgment he has obtained is to be postponed because some 
man in South Dakota had married a squaw and had ceased to be 
a citizen of the United States. These judgments are to be post- 
poned until the next Congress withoutevena partial pay ment to 
anyone of his or their just judgments. 

suggest, then, as was suggested by the 3 from Texas, 
Mr. BAILEY, and also by the gentleman from Texas, Mr. COCK- 
RELL, that at least a portion of the judgments should be met, 
and at least $250,000 should be . now; that 8250, 
000 to be d by the Secretary of the Treasury on the cer- 
tification of the Attorney-General that in each ticular case 
he sees no reason to question the judgment. us, before the 
next session of Congress many of these people who are now stand- 
ing in net of the money on these judgments may be partially 
relieved. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him? 

r. SMITH of Arizona. Certainly. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I see by section 7 of the act that— 

All judgments of said court shall be a final determination of the case, a deci- 
sion of the rights and obligations of the parties thereto, and shall not there- 
after be questioned, unless a new trial or rehe: shall be ted and the 
judgment reversed or modified or an appeal taken as hereinbefore provided. 
Now, if no appeal has been taken, is it enough to pass these 
21 on a mere suggestion of fraud? Ought not there to 

some evidence? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I am thankful to my friend for 
reading that particular section of the law. That law says that 
these judgments shall be d, except where a new trial is 
granted or where an appeal is taken. There is no new trial 
asked for in any of these cases by the United States. There is 
no new trial granted in any one of these cases, and if an appeal 
was made, and if a new trial were granted to-morrow—— 

j — BRODERICK. And nothing but a bare suspicion of 
raud. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. And even if a new trial were 
granted, they could make their application and again postpone 
the payment of these judgments and leave unpaid all these 
other 5 en that ought to be paid now. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman makes the point that this 
question of amity and citizenship ought to be investigated. 
Has it not been stipulated how that matter should be determ- 
ined in the first place? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. They are precluded now by the 
judgment, which can not be upset unless there is some proof of 
fraud; and what right has the United States now tor: that 
question on the jurisdictional fact as to whether the claimant 
was a citizen. Before the judgment was rendered it was neces- 
sary that that pomni should be proved. 

r. BROOKSHIRE. The suggestion I want to make is that 
the assistant attorney-general having the matter specially in 
charge states that in his judgment there should be evidence to 
show these jurisdictional facts affirmatively. ~ 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Why did not he take it affirma- 
tively then? 

Mr. PICKLER. He stipulated in the record that these facta 
were so. He did that in every case. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE, Can the Government admita jurisdic- 
tional fact in a court of limited and special jurisdiction ? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It is done every day. 

Mr.PICKLER. You can stipulate facts, can not you? He did 
that in these cases, and that is the reason he says he can find 
but eight cases which are questionable. 

Mr. COOMBS. Oh, he has not gone through the cases yet. 

Mr. PICKLER. Les, he has. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I beg my friends not to interrupt 
me. I say that the judgment in each case is a presumption that 
these facts existed. I think no one will deny that. But Ido 
not want, and I am not here to ask, that any claim where fraud 
is manifest, or where there is even a plausible suggestion of 
fraud, shall be paid until Congress has investigated it. I think 
it is the duty of Congress to see such cases investigated before 
the judgments are paid, because I think that rests in the power 
of the House before it makes an S in any case, no 
matter what the law otherwise may be. 7 

Let us have Sory Ono of these cases where there is even a 
suggestion of fraud investigated—for I do not think there is 
any gentleman on this floor who wants any fraudulent claims 
a f but I do not want any constituent of mine, or of any other 
gentleman, any claimant whose record is plain and open, whose 
name is honored in the 5 in which he lives, to have 
his judgment against the United States hung up and payment 
postponed simply because some other gentleman somewhere 
else has perpetrated, or is charged with having perpetrated, 
some fraud against the Government. 
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Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Do 85 think that in a special proceed- 
ing such as obtaining a judgment in the Court of Claims for 
depredations—— 

r. SMITH of Arizona. What do you mean by a special 


deff 80 2 

r. BROOKSHIRE. Well, it is provided by statute that cer- 
tain jurisdictional facts shall be proven in establishing a depre- 
dation claim. 4 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I do not know any case that is not 
provided for somewhere. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. But do you think that the Attorney- 
General in such a 8 has a hs So to admit those juris- 
dictional facts without demanding evidence to establish them, 
or that a judgment should be taken in the absence of such af- 
firmative evidence? - 

5 705 SMITH of Arizona. Suppose it was taken, who can com- 
ain? 
nd Mr. BROOKSHIRE. An examination of the records in those 
cases would show whether such evidence was produced or not. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Well, confine your examination and 

sore objection to those cases where there was no such evi- 


ence. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. The Assistant Attorney-General states 
that the business of the court is such that he has not had time 
to investigate these judgments. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. He has had time to have judgments 
rendered, and investigation should precede judgment. The Sec- 
retary of the Interior had time to take proofs of citizenship, for 
it never was alleged in the Department or anywhere else that 
any of these claims would be paid to persons who were not citi- 


zens. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. The Assistant Attorney-General states 
that in the cases coming from the Secretary of the Interior 
those questions of jurisdiction do not seem to have been passed 


upon. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. They may not have been raised in 
the Court of Claims; but does your Assistant Attorney-General 
dare to say that they were not raised before the Secretary of 
the Interior? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. In some cases it would appear that 
there was no question raised as to amity or citizenship. At 
least this would seem to be true from the information before us. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Then, are you ready, as a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, to say that wherever the 
record discloses that those facts were established the judg- 
ments shall be paid, and that wherever the record does not so 
show 2 71 855577 shall be postponed? 

Mr. MCCULLOCH. Does not the act provide that the judg- 
ment of the court shall be final? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It provides that the judgment of the 
court shall be final except where an appeal is taken or a new trial 
is granted. In all other cases the judgment of the court is final 
and binding upon Congress. Now, we are not willing that on a 
mere suggestion of fraud emanating from the other end of this 
building, to the effect thatseven or eight men who have obtained 
judgments had married squaws, thereby abandoning their alle- 
giance as citizens of the United States and becoming members 
of an Indian tribe —we are not willing that on such a suggestion, 
whether it be well founded or not, the honest claims of citizens 
of Arizona, of Oregon, of Minnesota, of Texas, of New Mexico, 


shall be Se gees for years. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOK- 
SHIRE] states that the Attorney-General of the United States 
did not specifically examine every one of these claims in order 
to ascertain whether the jurisdictional facts were presented and 
established or not. In answer to that I remind him thatthe law 
itself provides that the Attorney-General shall take the allow- 
ances of the Secretary of the Interior as prima facie correct, un- 
less it be discovered that there has been fraud perpetrated. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. My friend from Oregon will pardon 
me for insisting on proceeding, but Jam in a hurry. Mr. Chair- 
man, I am not blam g the Attorney-General; I am not here to 
say one word against him. I have no doubt that he has done all 
thathe could do in view of the amount of official business on 
his hands. A 

I do not expect and nobody else expects the Attorney-General 
to go into an investigation of Indian depredation claims. That 
thing is left, as every similar question is left, to trusted men of the 
proper Department. It may be that it has been left to men who 
are incompetent; but I know it will not conduce to fairness or 
justice if every judgment with every fact proven shall be sub- 
mitted now to a year’s delay or two years’ delay because in 
certain specified cases there is a suggestion of fraud. 

I say the Committee of the Whole can certainly do no less than 
appropriate at least $250,000 or $300,000 (and I shallat the proper 
time offer such an amendment) to be immediately available, on 
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the certificate of the Attorney-General, for the payment of 
judgments as to which there is no gestion of fraud. tother 
cases as to which fraud is suggested be investigated. But Thope 
Congress will do justice to these men who have had their money 
withheld from them for twenty years past. By such an amend- 
ment as I suggest, the Government is perfectly protected. 

If these claims are examined it will be found that the amounts 
are cut below the actual loss. Articles are put in, not at prices 
as they existed twenty years ago, but at the prices prevailing 
when the claims were presented. I trust, then, that this Com- 
mittee of the Whole, in recognition of the justice of most of 
these claims, will make an appropriation immediately available 
which shall cover at least 50 per cent of the amount of these 
claims. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, preliminary to 
the brief remarks I shall make on this question, I desire to read 
a letter, and I trust it will be listened toattentively. It is dated 
at Hanford, Cal., May 16, 1894; and is addressed to myself. The 
writer says: 

I write this to you to ask your assistance in getting an appropriation 
made by the present Congress to pay an Indian depredation d which 
Ihave had before Congress since the sessions of 1885 and 1885. Judgment 
was rendered in my favor 3 27, 1893, for the sum of $3,212.90. 

The original claim was for #31,353; but the Attorney-General wrote me a 
year ago that he had allowed me the sum of 83,212.90, and that an appropria- 
tion therefor would be made by Congress. 2 

I would be grateful to you for any assistance you could give m haying this 
appropriation made, as my circumstances are such that I need the money 
very much. My husband was murdered by the Southern Ute Indians, our 
8 everything we possessed burned by them, and I shot in the right 
shoulder 

Now, gentlemen, I would like you to give attention to this let- 
ter. It presents a live matter. It is not a recital of technical 
cobweb precedents. It is a recital of the facts of one of these 
Indian depredations: 

This occurred at 11 o'clock at night, June 20, 1885, in La Plata County, Colo, 
We were living on a preémption claim, and making of it a genuine, com- 
fortable home; had never had any trouble, nor had anything to do with the 
Indians in any way. Twas an unprovoked, cold-blooded murder. I was 
left with four s children (the youngest, an infant of 10 months, after- 
wards died from the effects of exposure), naked and homeless, and I with my 
right arm hanging useless at my side. We made our escape, and I have 
struggled with poverty ever since, trying to rear my children intelligently. 
This winter and spring have been unusually hard for us, ow: to the 
financial and labor troubles. As I am an old woman—vwill soon be 50 years 
of age—I don't feel as if it is right to deprive me of my money any longer, 
if I am to have any good of it. 

This $3,212 does not pay me for what the flames destroyed, yet it would be 
a small portion of what my husband and I had labored fait y for years 
to accumulate, and was so ruthlessly destroyed by the Government's 
whom that Govornment is so careful to keep comfortably clothed and fed. 

If you will kindly help me in this matter I and my children will be ex- 
tremely grateful to you. 


The letter is signed Mrs. M. A. Genthner,” of Hanford, Cal., 
which is in my Congressional district. ‘ 

The claim was certified to the committee this year, and judg- 
ment has been rendered by the court and is due to this woman, 
whose husband as well as one of her children was murdered b; 
the Government's pets and herself crippled. Now, I wish to re 
for the sake of comparison one little item in this bill, on page 6: 

Payment to Sam Yuen: To pay Sam Yuen the value ofcertain opium de- 
stroyed by order of the Treasury Department in 1887, $2,400, 

The Chinaman must be paid: but the woman whose husband 
was murdered and herself wounded by your pets must wait, be- 
cause, forsooth, there is a ponora! charge of fraud entered in 
regard to some of these judgments! I suppose there could be 
no charge of fraud entered where there is a Chinaman at one 
end of the business; because, if I understand the signs of the 
times, and if I read correctly the votes that are taken in this 
House, if there is one thing sacred with this Administration it 
is a Chinaman. He is more sacred than the white elephant of 
Siam to the Siamese. 

Mr. Chairman, no man in the House, I think, has more sin- 
cere respect for the chairman of this committee than I have; but 
I can not help thinking that he and his committee have been 
very unfortunate in the excuse they have given for not doing 
their plain auty in this matter and not including in their bill an 
appropriation for the judgments certified to the House and Sen- 
ate by the Attorney-General in the matter of Indian depredation 
claims. It seems to me, with all due respect to the committee, 
that the excuse presented by them for not doing their duty in 
this matter is the flimsiest ever offered by any committee to 
this House. 

There is a general charge of fraud. What is the evidence? 
Of the three hundred and twenty-five claims which have 
approved by the court it would appear from the statements of 
the committee that perhaps ten need some looking after“ But 
charges of this kind, if they are to receive any considération, 
should be so definite and precise that they can be connécted with 
particular named claims; unless they take this sha; ey should 
not be regarded. A general charge against these claims is a 
charge against your courts and against your Atforney-General, 
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who has certified the claims to Co: for payment. Are our 
courts so corrupt, is the Attorney-General so corrupt as this 
charge would imply? If they are why appropriate 810, 000 more 
to enable the Attorney-General to investigate claims which he 
has already once certified? Will he be any more honest the 
second time than the first? i 

My friend, the chairman of the committee, in answering the 
gentleman from New York, referred to this $10,000 appropriated 
for the use of the Attorney-General for asecond investigation of 
these judgments as a mere bagatelle. But the judgment ren- 
dered in the particular case to which I am asking attention—a 
ju ent of $3,200 in payment of a just claim—is, in the opinion 
of the committee, to be assumed as a gigantic fraud. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe every member of this House believes 
that the next House of Representatives will be Republican. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] I believe that the refusal 
of A spores preva as o its plain, duty in these cases is simply 
following in the line of the insufficient appropriations whic 
have been made for other purposes, the object being to throw 
them over to that next House, which you acknowledge must be 
Republican, that you may charge it with extravagant appro- 

riations. 
s Mr. HUDSON. I want to correct the gentleman. The next 
House will bə Populist. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. There will not be any Populists in 
the next House. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. T hope the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. HUDSON] will live until the House of Representatives 
is controlled by the Populists. There will be fewer Populists in 
the next House than in this. You may write that down. And 
I want to tell my friend that when that Republican House meets 
here Thope it will be large-minded enough and honest enough and 
courageous enough to do right and justice, even though it has 
to an appropriation for a white woman or a white man in- 
stead of an appropriation for an Indian or an Indian agent. 

I believe that it will be big enough and honest enough to do 
that. LIbelieve it will be big enough and honest enough to pay the 
honest debts, and debts due to its poorest citizens, even if the 
great trusts and corporations of the country have to wait in the 
anteroom for a few minutes longer before coming in and taking 
their millions. : 

You talk about fraud“ ir these 220 small claims, claims 
growing out of murder, robbery, pillage, and arson committed 
by your wards that you are supporting and caring for, and yet 
in a few days—and I want you to remember this—in a few days 
you propose to ratify by your votes the gift, not to say thesteal, 
of $40,000,000 given to one of the biggest, most arrogant, and 
most shameless trusts that exists or ever existed in the United 
States! That is what you are going todo. But here you cry 
“frand,” fraud,“ on these little honest claims! Oh, gentle- 
men, you strain at a gnat and swallow a camel—yes, you swal- 
low two or a dozen of them ata meal. [Laughter.] 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the committee also to 
page 39 of the bill and page 38: 

For payment to the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, $68,000. 


No fraud about that, I suppose. Oh, no; you could not raise 
the question about that. Now, let us look at another: 

Judgments of Court of Claims:— 

That is the same corrupt Court of Claims,” mind you, whose 
judgment in the Indian depredation cases was of no value. It 
is on a different subject here, however, and it is all right— 

For the Pottowatomie Indians of Michigan and Indiana, $104,009. 


Mr. Chairman, that is only a bagatelle, of course, because it 
goes to the Indians. There is no fraud connected with that. 

Mr.SAYERS. I do not wish, of course, to say anything that 
will probably interfere with the gentleman's remarks, but I de- 
sire to inform him that before we recommended that appropria- 
tion we inquired into all of the facts, and had before us the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States. We went to 
the General Land Office and also went to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and did not put the provision into the bill until 
every one had earnestly recommended it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. But there was no “fraud” 
there. Now, I want to answer the gentleman. It has beensug- 

à near me that there is not much commission in these In- 
ian depredation cases anyway. But I wish to ask if the gen- 
tleman inquired so particularly in regard to the claims of the 
“Indians, did you have any s interest ininquiring into this 
Indian depredation claim of MargaretGuenther? You did not 
look at that at all, did you? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will answer the gentleman's question and 
make myremarks afterwards. The reason we inquired into that 
judgment of $104,000 was because it was a considerable amount, 
and we wan to strike it from the bill if we could. 

Mr. BO of California. Oh, yes; I understand all that, 


but Isuppose nobody charged fraud in that case. T suppose they 
did ch: fraud though against this little claim that I have 
presented here? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not know the particular claim to which 
the gentleman refers. 

Mr. BOWERS ofCalifornia. Youfound threeorfour charges 
of fraud had been made, and because a few of them had been 
then you throw out all the judgments of the Court of Claims in 
these honest cases and make no investigation or examination of 
them, and I charge now that the committee took no ns to in- 
quire into these 320 claims. You never investigated them. You 

o not know whether they are fraudulent or not. 

Mr. COOMBS. We are asking the permission of Congress 
now to do that very thing. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Ah, but did you ask Congress 
to give you power to investigate these other claims that you put 
into the bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. There was no charge of fraud in those cases. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. No charge of fraud? Why 
there is no evidence of fraud connected with these claims except 
what comes from the committee. I defy yon to present a charge 
of fraud in any one of these three hundred and twenty cases 
which comes from anybody except from the committee. And 
yet you pass other ap make no investigation of them, but 

n these cases, these Indian depredation claims, you are quick 
to find a flaw or to make one, You confess by your very silence 
that you have not investigated them. 

Mr. COOMBS. But I will not if you put it on that ground. 
I deny that. I will answer the gentleman if he makes a charge 
of that kind. 

1 5 BOWERS of California. Where were the charges of 
aud? 

Mr, COOMBS. The gentleman from California must have 
been blind indeed if he has not seen the charges of fraud in the 
Senate investigation and in the repara generally on the rojont 

Mr. BOWERS of California. No charges of that kind have 
been presented, and I defy you to make a charge of fraud in this 
case. Now, there may be in a few of these cases, but that does 
not apply to the other 320. But you knew that you might by 
this means avoid making an appropriation and send the claim 
over to another ,and then tell the people when the Re- 
publicans pay the just debts of the Government, See how ex- 
travagant these fellows are!” Well, I tell you, they will be ex- 
travagant enough to do whatis right. You are not appealing 
to the best sense of the people, but appealing to the worst, when 
you go before them with such a claim as this for economy and 
when you try to avoid doing your duty and paying the honest 
debts of the Government, 

I repeat, you are not appealing to the good sense and the pr 
tice of the American people, and you are making a political 
mistake and a business mistake. 

On page 57 we find another of these same specimens: 

The “Old Settlers,“ or Western Cherokee Indians, $800,388.31. 

Nearly a million dollars. Is there any fraud about that claim? 
How many claims are included in that lump sum? These In- 
dian depredation cases are itemized, but here you bring in an 
appropriation for nearly a million dollars, all in a single item. 

ou just bunch the whole thing. I think if you wanted to find 
some fraud, perhaps you could find it there, and you could save 
more than avon can on this item of Indian depredations. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me state to the gentleman that we in- 
gen into all that, and it has the sanction of the Supreme 

urt of the United States and the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs; and if the gentleman thinks he can discover anything 
wrong with it, he is at liberty to try. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I will give the gentleman five 
minutes’ time if he will tell me the particulars and items which 
are included in this amount of $800,000 to which I have referred. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not want the time. I would rather hear 
the gentleman talk. ughter. } ` 

Mr. HERMANN. I should like to say a word. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I yield to the gentleman from 
9 HERMANN] three minutes. 

Mr. HERMANN. In confirmation of what the gentleman 
from California has stated, I will say no person has made say 
charges here except the Committee on Appropriations with ré- 

to frauds pertaining to these claims, and that committee 

ve not proved so far, nor can they prove, that anyone con- 

nected with the Department has submitted to this Congress or 

to the Committee on Appropriations any evidence whatever to 
substantiate the rumor as to fraud. 

Upon that subject I hold in my hand a letter from the De- 

artment of Justice, dated June B, which was yesterday, calls 

fae attention to the fact that the letter of the 2 Attorney- 
eral with the defense of the claims, dated April 
1894, in answer to an official request from the chairman of 
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House Committee on NL ie See of date April 19, for an 
0 


opinion as to whether al e judgments reported to Congress 
for payment were regular and should be appropriated for, showed 
that— 

With tb uni 
of tue trial calendar, to gi 


not subject to motion for new 1 
tion w. 


on account of the current business and the state 
ve the gent cases (meaning those judgments 
nder the rules of the court) t atten- 


mie 
eg 
wanting, 


Mr. PICKLER. 
hearings. 

Mr. HERMANN. So you see there is nothing on file in the 
Department affecting the — ol any one of these claims. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. r. Chairman, it is possible, it 
is highly probable that some of these claims may be tainted with 
fraud... It would be strange if, out of the whole three hundred 
and twenty-five different cases, there was not something of that 
kind. Now, wherever there is a reasonable belief or suspicion 
that any one of those claims is fraudulent, do not pay it. But 
make an Serer to pay the others, and to pay this poor 
woman what is justly due her, with her little children to care 
ior. You claim you ean not make an appropriation to pay her, 
but you can pay a Chinaman upon a m reported from the 
same court, 

Although you can do that, yon refuse to pay a claim which has 
been here since 1885 for money due to the wife of one of your 
own citizens, one of the old settlers on the frontier. I say it is 
ashame to the American Congress that it does not act in a busi- 
nesslike manner, as men would do under any other circumstances. 
Iclaim that there is as much or more fraud in this lump sum of 
8800, 000 —more than in all these Indian depredation claims. 
But if you find one single claim here that is fraudulent, does it 
make the whole of them fraudulent? Is your whole billa fraud 
on thataccount? Accordingto your argument, your whole bill 
isa fraud if there is A e . — ator ys Se 
upon yourown groun: ow, Lap to ouso oright, 
to do justice. Tell vour Secretary of the Treasury to pay those 
billsand those judgments found by yourcourts. Pay those judg- 
ments that have not been questioned, cases in which no appeal 
has been taken, and to the payment of which there ought to be 
no opposition. Is not that business? Is not that the sensible, 
manly way to do business? Ido not know whether you can do 
it. Idonotknow thatthe present strait in which the Democratic 
party finds itself WAI pormit it. But I tell you you are making 
a mistake, and a big mistake, when you deny jus to your poor 
people and shovel out millions to your trusts. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask unanimous consent that debate upon the 
clause and pending amendments be closed at 4 o'clock, and that 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PIOKLER] and the gen- 
ioman fromOregon [Mr HERRMANN] may control the time 

Mr. HOPKINS of ois. I trust the chairman of the com- 
mittee will take suflicient time to defend his own committee. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish the chairman wna tre 
mo n little time to. reply, if we are to have the multitude of 
words that we have had Tor an hour, 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I do notknow who has used any 
greater multitude of words than my friend in various matters. 
The gentleman may have gained some information. I would 
like to have anamendment presented and considered as pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. There isan amendment already pending. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I can offer it, then, when this 
is disposed of. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr.Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
gentlemen in favor of these claims may have forty minutes, and 
that those who are opposed to the claims may have twenty min- 
utes, 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to state that I wish twenty min- 
utesof that time, and that possibly the gentleman from South 
Dakota uires twenty minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think I can getalong with twenty minutes, 
and I want to carry out the understanding made with the chair- 
man of the committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will act in good faith with the gentleman, 

Mr, PICKLER. I want to yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Was! n. 

Mr. SAV ERS. Then Lask unanimons consent, Mr. Chairman, 
that this debate be closed in sixty-three minutes; that the gen- 

favoring these claims may have forty-three minutos, and 
opposed may have twenty minutes of the time; twenty 
minutes to be given to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HER- 
MANN], 1 221 minutes to the gentleman from South 5 
CK LER], g- 


PI th 
ton Mr. W. Sron minutes to the gentleman from W; 


That isfound on page 132 of the committee 


Mr. PICKLER. Iwant three minutes more for the gentle- 
man from Kansas, making sixty-six minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on the clause and pending amendments 
be ciosed in sixty-six minutes, forty-six utes to be given to 
the gentlemen named by him, and twenty minutes to the mem- 
bers of the committee op to the proposition. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WI N of Washington. Mr. Chairman, in the three 
minutes 8 to me sez desire to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill a question, if I can have hisattention. Here- 
tofore upon a general deficiency bill if has been custom to 
make appropriations to pay certain attorneys fees for services 
rendered and that have adi ordered by the Attorney-General. 
In the act of March 3, 1893, an appropriation was made for legal 
services rendered to the United States. There is no other way 
in which they can pay for a certain kind of services, and it has 
been the custom to make appropriations in this manner for that 
purpose. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman refer to claims of lawyers 
who have been appointed by the courts to defend prisoners who 
were too poor to employ counsel. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No; not at all. The law is 
against them. I refer toa case liko that of an attorney in my 
State who was ordered to aproceed to Tacoma, ad of 400 
miles, and there defend the Puyallup Indians net the con- 
struction of a railroad across their reservations without author- 
ity of Congress. 

The attorney was to be allowed $600, and he paid his traveling 
expenses, It has been certified to by the court, and Congress 
has provided in the deficiency act of ch 3 for similar appro- 
priations. Now, I was sick on Saturday, and for the first eae 
since the Ist of January was absent from the House und not 
able to present this matter at the proper time. I would like to 
have the chairman of the committee look into it fully and com- 
pletely; and that is all I desire to say. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will look into it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I only want to give some of 
the facts that surround this case. I have no attack to mako 
upon the Committee on Appropriations. I think they have been 
overcareful about making 8 Ithink that these 
appropriations ought to be o, and they ought to be made 
now; but the Committee on Appropriations seem to think that 
there should be a further investigation. I desire to call atten- 
tion to the history of this case, so far as the Sioux Indians are 
concerned, as they are largely interested in these claims, for 
these claims largely arise in the Sioux Indian country. I want 
to call the attention of the committee, in the first place, to the 
condition these people were in, and how these depredations came 
to be committed: and I read from the statementof Assistant At- 
torney-General Colby when before the Senate committee: 


There was a drought in Nebraska. Wyoming, and Western Dakota. ‘The 
white le lost all their crops. The ians iost ali they had, and they 
had considerable. Oonygress did not make the appropriation of about 
one-third which the treaty provided for. They not only were short of their 
crops, but they had to have 8 Sent out to them to supply their wants, 
and they had their rations cut down. In some instances they were actually 
Starving. Teachers had been among them and they had thei ofa Saviour 
and a Messiah in their minds, and they thought 1t was time for the Messiah 
to come and help them. There was a religious revival on that subject. It 
frightened the agents and contractors, those who had probably been mak- 
ing something out of thelr beef contract, and aey 5 ke they wore get- 
ting hostile, anil they got the soldlers in there, b whisky and acci- 
dent down on Wounded Knee a fight was precipitated and two or three hun- 
dred kTlied, and they struck for the Bad nds, and Gen. Miles came in and 
by sensible work got the Indians quieted and got them back, 


Now, these are some of the circumstances; and I want to refer 
also to the language of Agent Cooper. 
Now, I want to call attention to the testimony of Agent Cooper, 


These gentlemen here are claiming that there was no amity 


among these Indians, that there was u state of war, and I want 
to call attention to the facts as testified to by Agent Cooper: 


Senator CHANDLER. Describe what destruction of property there was and 
what loss of life. 
Mr. COOPER, There was an Indian chief by the name of Big Foot, who, I 
lived at the Cheyenne River Agency in South Dakota, who had the 
reputation of being eather a warrior. He surrendered to Maj. Whi ot 
the Seventh Cavalry, on Sunday. December gg. 1800—1 belleve that the dato 
within 12 or 14 miles of the Pine Ridge Agency. On Monday morning, De- 
cember 29, 1890, they called the Indians from the tepoos, as they are called 
outthere, the tents, that is, the male not them, the men, for the pur · 
pose of disarming them, and during $ ooess of disarming them one ex- 
cited Indian aoe tire onthe troops, en it became aimost an instanta- 
2 everybody armed on the ground. Most of the In- 
od and quite a number of women and children. I never 
knew exactly how many were killed. 
Senator CHANDLER. Can you give the statisilos of mortality during that 


winter? J 
Mr. CooPER. Amongst the Indians? 
Senator CHANDLER, Both sides, 
Mr. COOPER. It would only be guesswork for me to do that. 
Senator CHANDLER. Was there a state of war there, practically? 
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Mr. Coorkn. No, sir; I could not say it was. It is a very delicate thing 
for a man to criticise. 

Senator CHANDLER. I will ask you, then, to state who committed these 
depredations, 

r. COOPER. They were ipa a to have been committed by these Indians 
over the reservation, such as Big Foot's band, and a fellow by the name of 
Two Strikes, He Dog, e Bear, and Short Bull. They seemed to be the 
principal leaders of the disaffected Indians. 

Senator CHANDLER. Who did the mischief? 

Mr. COOPER. I do not know; it was confined to 2,000 Indians under these 
diferent leaders. 

Senator CHANDLER. From what tribes were eg? 25 

Mr. Cooper. A portion of the Sioux known as the Brule Sioux, and a dis- 
affected part of the Ogalallas. 

Senator CHANDLER. Had they before this outbreak been at peace and in 
amity with the Government? 

Mr. COOPER. I think so. 

Senator CHANDLER, Were they living on the reservation? 

Mr. COOPER. They were living on their reservation at Rosebud, as Iun- 
derstand. 

Senator CHANDLER. Did you understand that these depredating Indians 
all came from the Rosebud Agency? 

Mr. COOPER. No, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER. From various agencies? 

Mr. Cooper. That is my understanding. 

Senator CHANDLER. And had been living in amity with and in receipt of 
annuities from the Government? 

Mr. Cooper, Yes, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER. Thecomplaint was that the outbreak took place be- 
cause the Indians dla not ge their rations? 

Mr. COOPER. That was the complaint of some; others claimed differently. 

Senator CHANDLER. That was one of the complaints? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER. You seem to think that if I ask you fora fact I expect 
you to give me an opinion. I do not. 

Mr. COOPER. There was so much talk and such a variety of opinions. 

Senator CHANDLER. What Was your test by which you allowed a claim; 
did you undertake to ascertain who had done the mischief when you ex- 
amined and allowed a claim? 

Mr. Coon. Only in a general way. 

Senator CHANDLER, You did undertake to do that? 

Mr. Cooper, These Indians swore that it was done by the Indians who 
were hostile to the Government. 

Senator CHANDLER, Did you undertake to locate upon any 
or tribe of Indians the responsibility for the damage for w. 
ment was going to pay? 

Mr. COOPER. No, sir; I could not do that. 

Senator CHANDLER. Are there any means of ascertaining which Indians 
ought to repay the Government this $100,000? 

Mr. Coon. It would be a very dificuit matter to tell. These Indians 
would not give the others away. 

Senator CHANDLER. Whatevidence did you take that the Indians had done 


the mischief? 

Mr. Cooper. The circumstances surrounding the case. The friendly In- 
dians left thelr property at their homes and came to the agency to camp. 
The others, the hostile Indians. roamed over the reservation. 

Senator CHANDLER. The Indians went back home and found 3 
erty stolen or destroyed; they proved to your satisfaction that they oe 
er ap property and it was gone, and you inferred that the Indians had 
done it 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir; because there were no white men right around 


Senator CHANDLER. Did you record the testimony or transmit the testi- 
mony upon which you made your findings? 

Mr. COOPER. I did. 

Senator CHANDLER. There is to be found in the Interior Department the 
statement of the case of each one of these Indians? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir; with the testimony attached to it. 

Senator CHANDLER. The Indians presented their claims and with them 
certain affidavits of two others? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER. Did you take additional testimony? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER, In writing? 

Mr. Coopenr.:I did in a great many cases. 

Senator CHANDLER, In the shape of affidavits? 

Mr. Coopen. Yes, slr. 

Senator CHANDLER. And those you have put with the testimony? 

Mr. COOPER Yes, sir, A 

Senator CHANDLER. So the whole basis of your allowance in each case 
would bo found at the Interior Department? 

Mr. COOPER. Nes, sir; everything was sent here, and I suppose they made 
a thorough examination before they approved it. 

During that disturbance out there, which was not an Indian 
war, but which arose from the accidental discharging of a gun 
of one Indian while they were being disarmed—during that dis- 
turbance those Indians who were friendly were persuaded to 
come into the agency. That is the testimony of Mr. Cooper. 
Also the white men who had married squaws and were living 
among the Indians, but were citizens of the United States, were 
invited to come in. They came in, und gave their advice in 
favor of friendship and amity, and sent out word to those who 
were hostile to come in and submit to the Government. Those 
men assisted Gen. Miles and the agent to restore peace, and 
while Spy ware in camp theirhorses and theircattle were taken 
and their houses were burned. y 

It is for that property that they now ask compensation, and 
I want it understood that there are no juster claims anywhere 
than those that are putin here by these Sioux Indians in the 
State of South Dakota. What is the condition of this matter 
as it now stands? Let me call attention to the care that is 
taken in the investigation and trial of these cases. Gentlemen 
talk here as if these claims were railroaded“ through, but I 
beg to call attention to the care that is exercised in all these 
eases. Assistant Attorney-General Colby says: 


There are stipulations of facts—not for a jJudgment—stipulations of facts 


ticular band 
ch the Govern- 


which appear in the record. 
shows that he was a citizen. 

But I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROOKSHIRE], who addressed the committee a while ago, to let 
us know how, after the Attorney-General of the United States, 
defending all of these claims, has stipulated that these parties 
were citizens of the United States and that this tribe was at 
amity with the whites—I want to know how the gentleman is 
going to get back of that stipulation and of the judgment of the 
court? The Assistant Attorney-General himself says that he 
can not go back of those stipulations. The gentl@man from In- 
diana talks as if this question of citizenship had not been passed 
upon at the time the cases were tried. 

That isa mistake. Here in the report of the committee you 
will find several petitions, and every one of themalleges, as one 
of the material allegations under the law, that the claimant was 
acitizen of the United States, and then they further allege 
thatthe tribe was at amity with the people of the United States. 
Those facts were in the case, those facts were stipulated by the 
Attorney-General, acting for the United States, and there is no 
way = I know of to go back of these stipulations and judg- 
ments, 

Now, it is so casy to prejudice just claims, especially these 
Indian depredation claims, that I wish to join with ho gentle- 
man from Illinois and the gentleman from Texas, the Chairman 
of the Committes on Appropriations, in providing for further 
investigation to section 1088 of the Revised Statutes, but I pro- 
test against their making any now law for these cases now. If 
thers is any irregularity in those judgments as rendered, al- 
though the greatest care is taken in the trial of cases, let such 
irregularities be corrected if they can be reached under existing 


For instance, stipulations that the record 


law. 

But, Mr. Chairman, even if these judgments could be upset 
upon the question of citizenship, I contend that it would be an 
outrage to seek to disturb them in reference to those white men 
who had Indian wives, men whom the officers of this Govern- 
ment persuaded to come into the agency to exert their influence 
with the Indians for peace, and whose houses were burned and 
cattle taken while they were trying to help out the Government 
officers. I contend that it would be an outrage to attempt to dis- 
turb the judgments in their cases, especially after the stipula- 
tions that were made on the part of the Government. I say it 
would be the worst kind of bad faith to overturn those judgments 
on the question of citizenship, even if you could do it. The fact 
is these claims have all been very thoroughly examined. Listen 
to what the Attorney-General says: 


Senator Faul NAR. I understand from youthat you base all this infor- 
mation, which is involved in the stipulation of agreement between coun- 
sel, upon the report of the Secretary of the Interior? 

Assistant Attorney-General COLBY. Not all of it. * 

Senator FAULKNER. And not upon an examination of the original papers? 

Assistant Attorney-General COLBY. No. In the first place, I will state 
this, that every case iscarefully examined. The original papers and every 
paper are RE examined and a report in writing—most of itis printed 
showing these ‘erent points, is su tted to me, examined sometimes 
by myse usually by the assistants and signet by them. Then from thata 
stipulation is made. If it appears that it is all right and that the examina- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior or the allowance corresponds with the 
evidence, then the stipulation is pre Very often that original record 
does not contain all. In the case of the death of the original claimant, in 
addition an examination must be shown of the letters of administration. 
It a subsequent deposition is taken in ay este to heirship, that must a 5 
Then the power of the attorney to enter into the stipulationor the authority 
of the cla t to accept the amount must appear. 

Senator CHANDLER. fore deciding whether the United States will elect 
to reopen the case you make a thorough examination of the facts wherever 
they may be found? 

Assistant Attorney-General COLBY, Not a single case has gone to judg- 
ment without a thorough and complete examination of the whole business, 
sometimes twice, If there is sny penon the examiner Will say he isin 
doubt. In all those cases I persona ly examine them myself. Sometimes I 

ve them to another examiner, and then examine both reports together. 

n 8 case an examination is made upon the return of all the facts in the 
record. 


After this careful examination and after stipulating that these 
claimants were citizens and that the tribe was at amity with the 
ople of the United States, I want to ask any lawyer on this 
floor how we are going to get around these judgments? 
i Mr. BOWERS of California. By not making tho appropria- 
ion. 

Mr. PICKLER Yes, that is the only way. It will be seen 
that the Secretary of the Interior tries these cases first. He 
sends them to the Attorney-General, who also tries them. Then 
the cases go into the Court of Claims and the court tries them, 
so you have three separate considerations of these cases. 

Now, it is not fair to these constituents of mine who have 
prosecuted these judgments at great expense, who lost their cat- 
tle and their houses while they were trying to promote peace in 
the interest of the Government, it is not fair to them, it is very 
poor comfort to those men, to tell them that although they haye 
recovered judgment they can not get paia What I desire to 
impress upon the committee is this. I want gentlemen to rid 


. 


1894, CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 6853 


their minds of all prejudice. As Mr.Cooper, who went upthere 
to examine these claims says, they are chiefly for stock that was 
lost. The cases have been tried, and the Government of the 
United States has contested all the claims, but judgments have 
been rendered, and those judgments ought to paid in good 
faith. 

1 want to say in corroboration of what the gentleman from 
Oregon has said that there is not, as to any one of these judg- 
ments, one syllable from the Attorney-General or any law ofi- 
cer of the Government charging fraud. Let that fact be re- 
membered. Not even the Committee on Appropriations makes 
such a charge. They merely say that there is some suspicion 
raised by the Department, and they want further examination 
to be made. I repeat that in all these examinations neither Mr. 
Howry, the Assistant Attorney-General, who has been so often 
before the Committee on Appropriations, nor any other law of- 
ficer of the Governmont, has made any charge of fraud. 

On the contrary, they have declared that they could find no 
irregularity in any of the cases except eight or nine in which 
the anestion of See ht arise. That is all they talk 
about; they do not assert fraud. It has never been claimed that 
there is fraud. If these cases were reeking with fraud, how did 
they get through the Interior Department—how did they pass 
the Secretary of the Interior? And how did they pass through 
the office of the Attorney-General? And when the law officers 
of the Government a in the Court of Claims defending 
the interests of the Government, why did they not discover be- 
fore judgment was recovered that these cases were reeking with 
fraud? Gentlemen, fraud does not exist in these cases. But I 
am perfectly willing that every opportunity shall be offered for 
inquiry, so thatall grounds of suspicion may be removed, if there 
are such grounds. 

Let it be remembered that the time for the filing of these In- 
dian depredation claims has expired. The act of March 3 
1891, allowed three years for the filing of such claims, andall 
claims not filed by March 3, 1894, are already barred. The 
amount of these claims, therefore, can not be very large; but the 
claimants who have availed themselves of their rights under 
the law are entitled to a fair hearing. These men have lost 
their property; they have submitted their claims to the differ- 
ont branches of the Government, and now they ought not to be 
charged with fraud. 

Tam willing to vote for this $10,000 for the examination of this 
matter if it is conceded, as I understand it is, that report shall 
be made by December next. Iam willing to agree to this, al- 
though the law says that these judgments shall be final. Sec- 
tion 7 of the act would seem to dispose of this whole contention. 
Let me call attention to its language: 

That all judgments of said court shall be a final determination of the 
causes described and of the rights and obligations of the parties thereto. 
and shall not thereafter be questioned, unless a new trial or rehearing s 
be pae by said court or the judgment reversed or modified upon appeal 
as hereinafter provided. 

That would seem to dispose of this debate. The language of 
the statute is that these judgments shall be final. 

Before aang my seat, I wish to make one inquiry of the chair- 
man of the ttee [Mr. SAYERS]. I understand that the 
amendment which he has offered authorizes the opening up of 
these judgments, so far as it can be done, under section 1088 of 
the Revised Statutes. The amendment, I believe, uses the ex- 
act language of that statute. 

Mr. SAYERS. The exact language. 

Mr. PICKLER. And you mean to have the matter investi- 
gated under the terms of the act. 

Mr. SAYERS. Under the terms of the law. 

Mr. PICKLER. Which is the language of section 1088. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. BRODERICK]. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, some of the citizens of 
the State which Lin part represent are interested in these claims 
5 I desire to refer to one or two points in connection with 

em. 

Section 3 of the act under which these claims are prosecuted 
provides what the petition shall state. I haye had occasion to 
examine the pleadings in two cases filed in the Court of Claims, 
and each of the petitions states the jurisdictional facts, among 
them the fact of citizenship. This fact, like all the other facts, 
was denied. That was then one of the issues in the case. 

ether evidence was offered on that particular issue or not I 
can not say, not having been present at the trial; but I presume 
there was such evidence in most of these cases. 

Section 7 provides that the judgment when rendered shall be 
final unless a ed from or unless opened on account of fraud 
or mistake. If these judgments are not appealed from they are 
presumed to be conclusive, unless there is fraud. Of course it 


is conceded that if there is fraud or any well-grounded suspicion 
of fraud, payment should ba deferred until that matter can be 
investigated. But I say that payment should not be passed over 
on mere suspicion of fraud; and according to the evidence in 
the case and the contention that has been made here, that is all 
that exists in agreat majority of cases. In buta few cases there 
has been even a suggestion of fraud. 

There has been a bare suspicion of fraud possibly in a few 
more cases. Then the committee asks to have all of the cases 
passed over this session and no . made ſor the pay- 
ment of any of them because of this mere suggestion of fraud as 
to some few and the bare suspicion of fraud as to a few others. 
Now, we say that is wrong. e claim that there ought to be 
at least a sufficient amount appropriated to pay the judgments 
the Attorney-General may certify as he goes along in the in- 
vestigation, if he finds them to be correct. This question of 
fraud can not exist in many of the cases. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am perfectly willing, whether 
you appropriate fifty thousand, a hundred thousand, or five hun- 
dred thousand dollars to meet these claims, to pay that sum; 
but under all of the circumstances I ay the money should not 
be paid—none of it should be paid—at this time; that a proviso 
should be enacted to the provision and the inquiry made by the 
Attorney-General, and payment withheld until that is completed, 
and the committee and Court of Claims have found that there 
is no ground for a new trial under section 1088. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I say if there is well-grounded suspicion 
that ought to be done and the claim investigated; but if there 
is only a bare suspicion, it is wrong to withhold the money and 
foree the honest claimants to wait until the suspected claims 
are examined. Now, one of the suggestions of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] and others, I think, meets the case 
very clearly, that at least one-half of the money should be ap- 
propriated, and the claims found to be correct in all particulars 
should be certified and paid as the investigation proceeds. There 
is no reason why these parties should be ke t waiting after their 
claims shall have been ascertained a second time to be correct. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the claim is fraudulent, why pay any 
part of it? If it is not fraudulent, why not bay all? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Thatwill bə done finally when the inves- 
tigation is made of all the cases. But what I am claiming now 
is that there ought to be one-half of the money e to 
meet these claims; so that those that are found correct 
may be paid at once as the investigation progresses. That, I 
think, will be satisfactory to the claimants and to the represent- 
atives of the claimants upon this floor, and is only a matter of 
right and justice to the claims that are not fraudulent or sus- 


ted. 

re HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, on the 19th dayof May, 1796, 
nearly one hundred years ago, the Congress of the United States 
enacted a law which provided, that citizens or other persons 
suffering loss of property by Indian depredation should have 
inde cation; but in the mean while they should refrain from 
seeking vengeance through their own hand, and that as a pen- 
alty if they should pursue the despoiler of their property and 
seek redress by force, in that event all compensation should be 
cut off by the General Government. 

That was done in order to preserve harmony and peace be- 
tween the earlier settlers and the Indians. For nearly seventy- 
five years that provision remained as the law of the United 
States; and for every dollar of property depredated upon by 
Indians, the Treasury of the United States paid without any 
recourse to Congress at all. 

There was no question then raised, such as had been raised 
here in these latter days, as to quibbling and quarreling in re- 
gard to honest claimants, whether they should be paid their just 
dues after their claims had been adjudicated by the proper tri- 
bunal. That continued to be the law until 1859, when an amend- 
ment wasenacted which provided that as to further payments 
from the Piece! | of the United States, none should be made 
except from annuities due the Indians, and that continued to be 
the law until 1870, when the entire law was repealed except as 
to the guaranties of final indemnification by the Government of 
the United States to the claimant or loser of property, and that 
indemnification is still found at this time on the statute books 
of the United States. 

In 1855, coming down toa later date, Congress provided that 
the Secretary of the Interior should make an examination as to 
all claims on file in his Department, and for the first time in the 
history of the Government an appropriation was made in order 
that he might carry out the spirit as well as the letter of the 
law. From that day, to March 3, 1891, the Interior Department 
has investigated these claims. 
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Now, upon the question as to the rigid examination that was 
made at that time, and in answer particularly to the gentleman 
` from Illinois, who speaks with regard to these claims being 
‘kicked from pillar to post” during the past years, let me say 
that under the practice of the Department and under the law 
these claims were, when filed, all submitted to the Indian agent 
of the Indians charged with the depredation, They wero ai 
cially committed to the council of the Indians, and the Indian 
testimony was taken in the investigation, the Indians being 
asked if they had any special knowledge of any facts going to 
show whether tha depredation was commiticd, or know of any 
facts connected with the depredation, and the value or amount 
of property as charged by the claimant. c 

The result of that investigation was returned to the Commis- 
sioner ot Indian Affairs. Subsequently he submitted the caso 
toa special agent, who wus under a salary ora per diem, and 
that agent went to the community and sscertained as to tho 
veracity of the claimant, as to his general standing in the com- 
munity, as to the value of property of like character to that de- 
stroyed at that particular time and place. He went sround 


among the community. He was more than anything elso a do- 


tective on the part of the Government of the United States; 
and if he found a man who was more willing to testify adversely 
to the claimant than otherwise, that was the individual whom 
he preferred os against others more impartial. So that the re- 
sult was that the claim as filed by the claimant was as a general 
thing cut down from 50 to 73 per cent below the amount.claimed. 

Then the Commissioner passed upon his report. Not only 
that, but the Secretary of the Interior revised or reviewed the 
findings and recommendations of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. The late Secretary of the Interior, Gen. Noble, has 
told me that often he sut in his room untilthe hour of mid- 
night examining questions involved and facts as to the value or 
amount of property in controversy in these Indian depredation 
claims; and often he too would cut down or reduce the allow- 
ance of the Cammissioner. 

Now, these allowances were all prepared, and under the act 
of March 3, 1885, they were sent to this Congress, year after 
year, by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The Committee on Indian Depredation Claims wasformed, and 
that committee, when it met, found confronting it over 4,000 In- 
dian depredation claims, submitted to it bythe Sceretary of tho 
Interior. That committee found that it was ey impossible 
for any single committeeduring any onesession, orduring many 
sessions, to do justice to these claims; and,the result was that the 
Secretary of the Interior, as well as the committee, recom- 
mended that Congress should adopt such a system for the final 
8 of these claims as would forever end this ques- 
tion, 

In the Forty-ninth Congress the Committee on Indian Affairs 
submitted to the House a proposition involving the final settle- 
ment of these claims, which I think was a recommendation for 
the formation of a commission to sit aud finally determine the 
amounts between the Indians, the Government, and the claim- 
ants. Inthe Fiftieth Congress the Committeo on Indian Depre- 
dation Claims submitted another proposition. The chairman of 
the committee at that time was the late Senator from Ten- 
nessee,Gen. Whitthorne, a very careful gentloman, wman of the 
highest integrity, painstaking, able, and industrious. That 
committee came in witha cipal Llores report proposing the estab- 
lishment of a court of Indian depredation claims. 

Then the final culmination of this proceeding was in the 
Fifty-first Congress, that able, that patriotic, that Republican 
and public-spirited Congress, which the courage of its con- 
viotlons, which was ready to take issues as it found them, and 
to settle them regardless of the consequences—a Congress 
whose acts will be a monument for future ages with pleasure 
to gaze upon. By a vote of 133 to 24 a bill this House 
providing for a court of Indian depredation claims. It went to 
the other Chamber, and there it was amended so as to submit all 
these claims to the Court of Cinims. In that other body tho 
word amity” was inserted against the protest of the House 
conferees. Property destroyed by Indians in amity or at war 
should be paid for. 

A 8 was inserted in the bill, which is now the law, that 
as to ull those claims which had been so industriously adjudicated 
by the Department of the Interior, through the machinery which 
I have described, through the council of Indians, in consultation 
with the Indian agents, and all the wa rel to the elaborate 
examination given by the Secretary If; that as to those 
findings they should be regarded as primafacie correct, and that 
unless either the claimant or the United States by its Attorney- 
General should elect to reopen such allowance, that that judg- 
ment based upon it should be final. And in order that these 
claims might not be shuttlecocked from Congress to the Depart- 
monts, and from the Departments back again, as was usually 


the history of these claims, there was inserted in the law this 
provision: 

SEC. T. That all judgments of said court shall be a final determination 
of the causes decided and of the rights and obligations of the parties thereto, 
and shall not thereafter be questioned— 
as is being done so often with judgments from the Court of 
Claims— 
unless a new trial or rehearing 0 U, tu A- 
ment reversed or modified n a 8 3 

And furthermore, as an additional precaution, in order that 
thess judgments should not come to Congress and undergo 
anothor series of delays, it was provided that they should be 
transmitted direct to the committee room and placed in the 
hands of the chairman of the committee, in order that they 
might have immediate consideration, 

This was the clause in regard to that: 

SEU. S. That immediately after the bog of each session of Congress 
the Attorney-General of the United States s transmit to the Congress of 
the United States a list of all tinal judgments rendered in pursuance of this 
actin favor of claimants and against the United States, and not paid as 
hereinbefore provided, which shall thereupon be appropriated for in the 
proper appropriation bill. a 

Now, sir, all that was done, and it was hoped and believed by 
the expectant claimants that at last justice would be done theni. 
Many of them have become octogenarians, bent over and gray- 
headed, and many moro have passed beyond the vale, never to 
return. I say It was expected and they confidently believed that 
at last the Government would be honest toward these long-de- 
ferred claims, and that justice would be done after the elaborate 
machinery of the Government, such as I have described, had 

formed its functions and tthe aggregate duo from the 

verament on these claims had been reported. 

Now, aguin, particularly in reply to the remarks of my genital 
friend, the former chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions [Mr. CANNON of Illinois], as well as the present chairman 
of the committee, who referred to these claims as being rail- 
roned through,“ I desire to say this, with all due deference 
to each of those gentlemen and to their high standing in our 
esteem as men of discretion, and I challenge them to a denial, 
that none of thom have ever examined the facts upon which the 
Secrotary of the Interior finally reached his conclusion and 
which was the basis of the 8 of the Court of Claims. 

You talk about these claims being “ railroaded through.” Isny 
that that very assertion itself shows 1 1 its face that the gentle - 
men who © that assertion do not know what they are talk- 
ing about, Why, sir it is provided by the act of March 3, as I 
said before, that these allowances of the Secretary of the Ynte- 
rior, so carefully considered, should be final unless the claimant 
or the Government of the United States should elect to reopen 
them. Now, sir, the claimants did not elect to reopen them; 
but the evidence is all there. 

I want to say again, in reply to the main objection made by tha 
gentleman, that these claims were founded on evidence that 
established the jurisdictional facts. I want to make this state- 
ment without fear of contradiction, because I say to you, my as- 
sociates upon this floor, that that is the whole question upon 
which the Committee on Appropriations propose to reduce this 
appropriation $514,000—that only those persons were permitted 
to haye allowances who were citizens of the United States. I 
want to say, gentlemen, being somewhat familiar with the de- 
tails of these rigid investigations, that among the very first 
questions suggested on the pari of the Government agents, by 
the special agent or the ordinary Indian agent, was: “Aro you 
a citizen of the United States?” a 

If the party answered that he was n naturalized citizen, the 
proof of naturalization was required to be submitted. Then 
the next proposition was that these parties were required to 
prove that the Indians were not in ‘amity with the United 
States.” One of the main questions submitted on the examina- 
tion was as to whether the tribe was in treaty relations with 
theGovernment. ‘Treaty relations with the Indians” has been 
used as a synonymous term with ‘‘in amity,” and that has been 
the case ever since 1796, or for nearly e hundred years, in De- 
partment practico upon this question. 

Now, gentlemen, talk again about “fraud!” I desire to make 
a third assertion; and I Walt for a reply if I am not correct in 
my statement, and thatis this: That in no cours of any State of 
this Union, not even in the Federal courts, are claims so mi- 
nutely examined, I may say so unjustly examined for the claim- 
ants, as are the claims filed in the Court of Claims. If there is 
any gentleman who proposes todeny this, let himspeak now, for 
Thave the evidence here. Nothing speaks so stronglyas the per- 
centage of judgments rendered ascompared with original claims 
sued for. Go into the records of jury trials, go into the records 
of any of the nisi prius courts of any State, and go into the 
records of judgments rendered by the United States courts, and 
you will not find in any of them a greater percentage of disal- 


. 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6855 


nces and reductions and j ts against the claimants 


judgmen: 
you will find in the records of the Court of Claims. 3 


Why, in order to convince you gentlemen, take the records of 
the Interior Department, look at the figures, and then reflect 
a moment. Ol the $4,832,861 of claims examined by the 
Interior Department do you know what have been allowed? 
Look at those figures, and then you will have the answer here- 
after to any char as to whether or not there was any indis- 
eretion or any indifference on the part of the Interior Depart- 
ment. Four million eight hundred and thirty-two thousand 
eight hundred and sixty-one dollars of claims were reduced to 
$1,441,927. I can place myself on the witness stand and say that 
1 know of my own knowledge of property destroyed by the Indi- 
ans, and one case of property belonging toone of my neighbors, 
cut down to 50 per cent of its just and meritorious value; but 
in order that he might get something on his loss of property 
he was willing to take the beggarly sum the Secretary of the 
Interior allowed, and which the Court of Claims has passed 
to judgment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to state in that connection that I 
understand that a number of claims from Texas have been cut 
down in the same proportion without any proof being offered on 
the part of the Government to show that the claims as originally 

resented were not just. 

Mr. HERMANN. I am familiar with some such cases my- 
self. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The same is true as to cases in Minnesota. 

Mr. HERMANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, of the original sum 
claimed in 895 cases, involving $3,396,007, there was passed to 
judgment in favor of the claimants only $1,030,000. Is not that 
most striking evidence of the great care and discretion exer- 
cised in the examination of these claims when only 27.88 per 
cent of the claims presented are allowed? 

I have referred heretofore to the cases allowed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and upon which judgments were rendered. 
The aggregate coming from the Secretary of the Interior was 
$1,514,000. Those were cut down by the Court of Claims to 
$914,000. They are called preferred claims; butas to the nonpre- 
ferred claims, which had not passed the scrutiny of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, and of which the Court of Claims took 
original jurisdiction, and an examination of which was entered 
into byjtheir special agents and by the Attorney-General on the 
one part and by the ts on the other, what are the facts? 
Those cases presented a face value of $470,817. 

Now look at the reductions which have been made on these 
nonpreferred claims. They were reduced to $97,749, or only 
20.76 per centof the face value of the claims presented. Do you 
want the court to cut these claims any lower than that? If you 
were d d to be honest, generous, and just to the pu lic 
creditors, you certainly would not demand that the court should 
give these claimants less than they have given them. We ap- 

priated about half a million dollars two years ago on such 
udgments. Congresshas over $1,315,000 by various special 
acts since 1860 and over $448,000 have been paid from annuities. 
A bill to pay all the allowances of the Interior Department ed 
this House in the Fiftieth Congress. The highest obligation ex- 
ists to pay these claims. It is the duty of Government to pro- 
tect ged akong J of the citizen. The United States invited 
these claimants to go upon the frontier; it extinguished the 
Indian title; it sold to the settler the lands; it erected fortifi- 
cations to protect him, but it failed; it withdrew the Indians 
into reservations, which were places of refuge for the savage. 
Then it undertook to guard thesettler and to protect him. Hany 
victim of the Indian’s de ion had pursued him for the re- 
covery of the stolen property or to punish him or toobtain indem- 
nity, the lawforbade pursuit within the reservation refuge. All 
remedy was cut off. His despoiler could laugh defiance at him. 
The Government did not come to his relief. The test now is: 


Self-sacrifice, 
deprivation, and suffering were most often his lot. He was the 
advanced guard of his nation. 


Often in our history were we in- 


debted to his stubborn occupancy, for the acquisition of rich 
and expansive territory which now forms great States and 
which contributes to the public Treasury enormous wealth. 
Especially is this credit due the pioneers of the Pacific coast, 
not only of California but especially of Oregon, Washington, 
and Idaho. Under the treaty of joint occupancy the rapid emi- 
gration of American settlers there soon determined a question 
fraught with war, and which all over the nation inspired the 
patriotic ery of ‘Fifty-four-forty, or fight!” Now, you are 
asked to say whether these deserving people, whose very sacri- 
fices led to your greatness and wealth as a nation, be ig- 
nored in their demands or whether our plighted faith and our 
repeated promises in the law shall be redeemed. 

ere the hammer fell.] 

r. HERMANN asked and obtained unanimous consent to oc- 
capy three minutes more. 

r. HERMANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, permit me, in eonclu- 
sion, to say that there is too much disposition on the part of 
KORTENAER O tke people of this country when they reach 
this Hall to consider every claim that comes before Congress as 
dishonest, Sir, it is an unjust and a discreditable view to take. 
Look at the appropriations that we have been making! Look 
at the reductions that have been coming into this House. 
1 to be cut down for political effect in order that 
the n of the committee—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I should not have given cou- 
sent to extend the gentleman’s time if I had understood that he 
would use it to make a statement of that kind. It is absolutely 
untrue that I or the Committee on A) e ee out down 

toal ec 


appropriations for Spore of poli 
Mr HERMANN. ermit me to say this, then that an out- 


sider, loo at the justice of these claims and the critical care 
with which they have been examined and passed 2 would 
naturally conclude that there must be some motive for leaving 
them out of an appropriation bill, and it would look to an out- 
sider asif you wereall aiming and striving to get through asmall 
sppro aoe pas pat which to a leat Fe leaving 

us an oring our just o to people to whom 
the Government is indebted. 

Look at the river and harbor bill; $38,000,000 recommended 
by the Secre of War as indispensably n for the 
water ways of country, and the amount cut down to $3,500,- 
000! at the Pension Office, where the Commissioner recom- 
mends an appropriation of $500,000 to expedite the examination 
of pension HRES in order that those gray-headed veterans may 
receive somet: of what is due them before they sink to their 
final rest, and then look at the exhibit which Appropria- 
tions Committee make before the country! You do not find this 
3 cheese-paring policy under a Republican Adminis- 

ration. 

Isay that we ought to rise above these considerations. We 
should seek to find what is due to the creditors of the Govern- 
ment and we should pay them, and if there is not money enough 
in the Treasury to pay them, this country isrich and able enough 
to find the money to pay its debts. As to these claimants, I fear 
that only a few of them will remain on earth long enough to re- 
ceive the beggarly pittance which has been awarded them upon 
their claims. In the meantime let us rise, sir, to the a She 
real representatives of the people and look to justice and justice 
alone, and let ag take care of itself. 

Mr. SA YERS. yield five minutes tọ the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. COOMBS]. 


Mr. COO. . Mr. Chairman, the discussion here this after- 
noon has certainly disclosed the fact that the ition of a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations of House is 


nosinecure. According to the rules of the House, to that com- 
mittee is assigned the duty of ee the appropriations 
that are necessary for the support of the various Depart- 
ments of the Government. It is a committee composed of gen- 
tlemen of both political parties; and I believe from my observa- 
tion of the action of those gentlemen that they have not been 
controlled by politics, but that there has been an earnest attempt 
on their part to bring honest bills before this House; and ‘hg 
item is recommended by gentlemen of both parties on 
committee, without a perenne voice, 

The gentleman from Oregon has said that it is the duty of the 
Attorney-General to certify to the Committee on Appropriations 
what 5 should be made for these judgments ren- 
dered the court. I say toh m that in certifying these judg- 
ments the certification was accom with certain recom- 
mendations which excited the caution of the committee; and any 
gentleman who will read the hearings before the committee 
must come to the conclusion that this caution was justified. Let 
me read from Mr. Howry’s testimony. The gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS] puts to him this question: à 

Is it your opinion that the appropriation should be suspended until you 
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oan ur crocs eres on those which ought to be paid and those which ought 
no! ? 
Mr. Howry. Yes. sir. 


If gentlemen will read this statement through they will find 
that this gentleman stood in a very péculiar position, such as 
to indicate that the committee ought to be cautious. As alaw- 
yer he could not speak ogainst his brother lawyers; as an offi- 
cer of the court, he could not point suspicion to the court. But 
he said enough to convince men of both sides on the committee 
that it was their duty to investigate these judgments to the full 
extent of the law before making appropriations for their pay- 
ment. 

The committee does not come before this House saying that 
these judgments are fraudulent. They say that the indications 
which havé been made to them show it is necessary that they 
should have more light upon this subject before recommendin 
to the House an appropriation. What they ask is that $10, 
be appropriated so that the investigation can be made. 

And how much additional time is required for this investiga- 
tion? Simply the interval between now and the next session of 
Congress. I donot believe that gentlemen who advocate over- 
riding the Committee on ar eee riations mean to go before 
the country and insist that this House should make an appro- 
priation where there is a shadow of doubt as to its propriety. 

In the action we propose we are only taking advantage of the 
two years given us by the statute. And I claim that the Attor- 
ney-General should be placed in such a position as will enable 
him to make a proper examination, so that all doubt may be re- 
moved when the question next comes before the Committee on 
Appropriations. It is not a pleasant thing for the committee 
to stand in their peons position. They should be sustained, I 
submit, in the attitude of caution they have assumed. We know 
that there are attempted raids upon the Treasury in all direc- 
tions; and this committee stands as a bulwark against such at- 
tacks and in defense of the public interests. We should be sus- 
tained. 

Our motives should not be impugned. We should not be told 
thatour action is intended for pons cal effect. Itwould be easier 

litics for us to admit every claim coming before us. It would 
X easier for us personally to do so. But I ask gentlemen of the 
House to accept this amendment which our chairman offers, 
whereby $100,000 can be appropnisied to meet such claims as 
may be found not to be tainted in any respect; and when this 
matter comes before Congress sgain at the next session, [ hope 
it will be found that every one of these claims is correct, so that 
the money can be appropriated without violence to our duty as 
members of the committee or of the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have prepared an amendment which I be- 
lieve will be satisfactory to mostof the members. I have spoken 
with gentlemen representing these claimants, and they express 
themselves as satisfied with it. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one amendment pending. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the Amendment which I first 
offered, and move this as a substitute for the original clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
submit thisamendment before submitting that of the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For ment of gocamnenss of the oor of Claims in Indian depredation 
cases in the order in which they aré certified to Congress in Senate Execu- 


tive Document No. 7 of this session, Parts I and II, 6100, 000, or so much 
n ren- 


as may be necess: to pay and peep uch judgments as have bee: 
Saved a nst the United States after the deductions i uired to be made 
under the provisions of section 6 of the act 55 arch 3, Aa 


1 of the Interior to the Secretary of the 
tion shall be made as soon as practicable after the pass: 

such deductions shall be made according to the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior, having due regard to the educational and other necessary 
requirements of the tribe or tribes affected; and the amounts paid shall be 
reimbursed to the United States at such times and in such proportions as 
the Secretary of the Interior may decide to be for the interests of the In- 
dian service: Provided, That no one of said 9 8 Shall po pa until 
the Attorney-General shall have certified to the tary of the Treasury 
that he has caused to be examined the evidence heretofore presented to the 
Court of Claims 1 9 t said judgment and ou other pertinent evi- 
dence as he shall to Treis as tò whether ffaud, wrong, or injus- 
tice has been done to the United States, and finds upon such evidence no 
grounds sufficient, in his opinion, to 3 oe — a new trial of said 1 or 
until there shall have been fled with sai Secretary of the Interi duly 
certified transcript of the proceedings of the Court of Claims denying the 
motion made by the Attorney-General for a new trial in any one of said 
judgments. 

ves 
of 1 ents of the Court of Claims rendered under the act ap 


ents con 
and examination there is no evidence, cumulative or otherwise, that any 
fraud, wrong, or injustice has been done to the United States. 


Mr. SAYERS. I trust that this amendment may be accepted 


by the committee. It is fair to bothsides. It protects the Gov- 
ernment and at the same time it enables the Treasury Depart- 
ment to pay such of these judgments as be found to have 


been obtained without fraud or injustice to the Government. It 
provides also that the judgments remaining unpaid shall be re- 
ported to the next session of this Congress. 

My opposition to the paymentof these judgments at this time 
does not arise from any hostility to the judgments themselvés 
per se: but inasmuch as a good deal has been said, coming from 
reliable sources, to the effect that some of these judgments are 
tainted with fraud and injustice to the Government, the Com- 
mittee on Ap ropriations unanimously concurred reporting 
the clause which appears in the bill. 

Now, I have offered the amendment as a compromise between 
those who claim the entire amountof the judgments and those 
who think no appropriation should be e at the present time 
or in the future until the judgments have been carefully exam- 
ined and reported upon. 

Mr. QUIGG. What is the entire amount involved? 

Mr. SAYERS. Something over $500,000. 

Mr. MCCULLOCH. Let me ask the gentleman from Texas 
whether fraud is alleged against the claim of Cyrus F. Goddard, 
onor the cases referred to in this report of the Attorney-Gené- 
ral? 

Mr. SAYERS. In ron to the gentleman from Arkansas, I 
will say that I know nothing of any special cases. We have not 
uae time to examine them in detail except in one or two in- 
stances. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Attorney-General certifies these claims 
for an appropriation. Now,we send them back to the same of 
cial. Suppose he certifies that they should not be paid, wher 
would it leave us? 

Mr.SAYERS. The Attorney-General only reported the judg- 
ments as having been rendered; he has expressed no opinion as 
to their validity. 

Mr. McMILLIN. He has not examined them. 

Mr. SAYERS. I presume not. 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; he goes over 
every case. 

Mr.SAYERS. I am speaking of those who administer the 
affairs of the Department of Justice now. 

Mr, MCMILLIN, I would suggest to the gentleman that it is 
the duty of the Attorney-General to certify these cases for pay- 
ment under the law, as I understand, irrespective of what he 
himself may believe of them, or irrespective of what he may 
believe after the judgment has been rendered by the court. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is correct. 

Mr. MCCULLOCH. Has not the Attorney-General a right 
under the law to file a bill in equity to purge them g! fraud or 
set aside a judgment in cases where fraud is proved 

Mr. SAYERS. He can do so under the statute. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Has he taken such steps in these cases? 

Mr. rie, ee 1 information is that he has not. 

Mr. MCCULLOCH. Why? 

Mr. SAYERS. He has not done it because he has had neither 
the time nor the money to ascertain the facts on which to au- 
thorize the Court of Claims to reopen the case. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I think that is correct. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is the reason we propose now to appro- 
priate $10, to 8 whether there are any facts Which 
woul pet the 18 ing of the cases. 

Mr. PI ER. en you furnish him under this appropria- 
tioh with sufficient force to make the investigation? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, as he himself estimates. 

Mr. HERMANN. Has the gentleman provided that such 
claims as are certified back to the next Congress are to be certis 
fied in the order in which they are reviewed? 

Mr. SAYERS., That certification applies to the payment of 
the $100,000—— 

Mr. HERMANN. I understand that; but in what order? 

Mr. SAYERS. And, speaking for myself only, if the At- 
torney-General should certify the judgments back to Congress in, 
the next session, saying that he has no fault to find with them, 
then I should be in favor of paying them at once. 

Mr. HERMANN. But the gentleman does not catch my 

int. Suppose he certifies back two hundred thousand of thes 
judgments and you appropriato only one hundred thousand to 
pay them. I submit it would be unfair to pick up here and 
there some favorite claimant and pay him, and let the others 


wait. 

Mr. SAYERS. But he will certify all the judgments which 
he believes to be untainted. 

Mr. HERMA Certainly. 
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Mr. SAYERS. And when they are certified the appropria- 
tion will be made. 
Mr. HERMANN. But how will they be certified, in the order 


are reviewed? 
I presume so. 
ouoffer thisas a substitute for all the pend- 


in which the 

Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
ing amendments? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; and I ask the committee to adopt it. 

Mr. PICKLER. All right, let us have a vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Before that, let me ask 
the gentleman from Texas a question. Is this examination to 
be made by the Attorney-General of the United States and his 
assistants? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Was it not the duty of 
the Attorney-General and his assistants to defend the United 
States before the Court of Claims in these judgments? 

Mr. SAYERS. That was the case, but 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). Now, do you 
not provide for a certification of these judgments by the same 
officer whose duty it was to defend the United States in the 
rendition of the original judgments? 

Mr. BAILEY. e same Office, but different officers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But it is the same office. 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes; and after certain occurrences took place 
which cast a suspicion—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I should like to ask if these facts, 
upon which the information is based, developed since the judg- 
ments were rendered? 

Mr. SAYERS. Since the judgments were rendered. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask the gentleman to yield tome 
for a moment. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois such 
time as he wants. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should not have said anything 
if it had not been for the query of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see. I want to say again, as I said before, that I am in harmony 
with the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations upon 
this proposition, and the amendment now proposed, which ap- 
propriates 8100 600—and I do not care whether it is $100,000 or 
whether it is $500,000—contains in it a provision that not a cent 
of money shall be paid until the Attorney-General, utilizing the 
$10,000 provided for that purpose, had made inquiry as to 
whether he can find facts that will warrant a motion for a new 
trial under section 1088 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow 
me toask him a question? 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. In a minute. Ido not know whether 
any of these judgments can be reopened on a motion for a new 
trial, but Ido know that alter an investigation made by a commit- 
teeat the other end of this Capitol they reportsuch facts and cir- 
cumstances as castsuspicionon eight or ten of these judgments 
and suggest other facts as tending to cast suspicion upon some 
of the others, they do not know which, and I do not know which; 
and upon that bare statement, as a memberof Congress, without 
easting blame upon any offleial of this Government, I say it 
brings me to suggest a halt, and I am ready to say there should 
be an investigation before the money goes out of the Treasury. 
This amendment does it. All else that has been said by way of 
allegation orap the action of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, all of declamation, all of accusation that is outside of this 
exact point, is mere leather and prunella. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The question I want to 
ask the gentleman is this—I have no interest in this except to do 
right in the matter as nearly as I can. I want to know if it was 
not the duty of the Department of Justice to have done exactly 
what the gentleman now wants them to do before these cases 
went to judgment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly; but Congress in its 
wisdom years ago, almost before the gentleman and I came into 

ublic life, enacted section 1088 of the Revised Statutes, know- 
ae how frail human testimony is, how prone to fraud and mis- 
e and injustice even the proceedings of the court are when 
based upon testimony where proper defense from any cause has 
not been made, and providing thatat any time within two years 
the Court of Claims may grant a new trial where injustice or 
fraud or wrong Operates, in that particular judgment, against 
the United States. Now, in an abundance of caution, this $10,- 
000 enables the Attorney-General to investigate, touching each 
case, and to make his motion, if a motion will lie and the facts 
exist, to sustain it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
is entitled to the floor. 

5 SAYERS. Does the gentleman wish to offer a substi- 
tute? 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Just a substitute, and to have a vote 


on it. Ido not wish to consume a moment's time. This substi- 
tute e 8 idea of what ought to be done. 
The CHA AN. Amendments have been offered so pro- 


miscuously that it is almost impossible for the Chair to keep the 
run of them. The amendment of the gentleman from South 
Dakota is the pending amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I suggest to the gentleman fro 
South Dakota that he withdraw his amendment. Miné cove 


the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
consider all amendments prior to the last one offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] as withdrawn. The Clerk will 
report the amendment of the gentleman from Arizona. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 1, on page 62, add the words: 

And $300,000 is hereby appropriated, to be applied R 
it may go, on the judgments rendered by the Court of Cl: as set out 
Senate Executive Document No. 82, as follows: The Secre of t 
Treasury is authorized and directed to o pay, if said sum be sufficient, ail 
judgments of said court, in such cases, within six months after the 
of this act, unless before that time the Attorney-General shall have cers. 
fied to the Secretary of the 3 that ea jud eee them, 
are 8 fraudulent, and that the same are under investigation br the 
Judiciary Department. If said sum be not sufficient to satisfy in ful 
judgments not so certified by the Attorney-General, the sum shall be a 
plied pro rata on such judgments.” 


Mr. SAYERS. I yield a minute to the gentleman from Wy- 
oming [Mr. COFFEEN]. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, I am convinced that the 
proposition now offered in the amendment of the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. SAYERS] is not only well designed and cal- 
culated to do justice to all interests involved, but is eminently 
fair, and under the circumstances I shall support it. 

Mr. SAYERS. You are referring to the amendment offered 


by me. E 

Mr. COFFEEN. I refer to the amendment offered by the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. SAYERS], and I shall support 
that amendment. I believe we must at all times have in view 
not only the interests of our constituents, but, above all, the in- 
terests of the Government. But notwithstanding the state- 
ment I have just made, I wish it understood—and have asked 
this brief time in order that it may be understood—that our 
people in Wyoming have a deep interest in this question, and 
can not yet come to the conclusion that there is such a 0 
proportion of fraud as such a reduetion of the appropriation from 
the entire amount would seem to indicate. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDs]. f 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen, I know 
nothing about the character of these claims; I know nothing 
about the character of any of these claimants. Iam told that 
some of these claims pertain to citizens of the State which I 
represent. I am also informed that in contested cases arising 
between citizens of the United States the matter has been 
referred to the Court of Claims, organized by the National 
Legislature for the purpose of determining controversies of that 
kind; that judgments have been rendered in favor of the claim- 
ants, and that the counsel! for the defendant, the United States, 
has been the Attorney-General. 

I never yet knew alawyer who was worsted in a case who be- 
lieved that he was rightly worsted; and I attach no importance 
whatever to the individual opinion of the attorney for the de- 
fense who comes before the committee, or before any other oey 
and says that the judgment in the case which he unsuccessful 
defended was wrongfully rendered. I would now ask what tri- 
bunal we are going to constitute to revise the judgment of the 
tribunal we have already constituted? Is the Assistant Attor- 
ney-General, the attorney for the defendant, a proper court of 
appeals against a judgment rendered by the Court of Claims in 
which he was the attorney for the defendant? 

I say there is no right, no jasnog, in this kind of procedure 
and there is no termination of such proceedings. There should 
be good faith, which is too often denied by the United States to 
claimants. It is pman its justice and its liberality of jud 
ment. I think that a claim once ripened into judgment should 
be promptly and honestly paid; and I am opposed to any of 
these amendments which propose anything whatever beyond a 
final and ultimate payment in full of every judgment the 
Court of Claims, and with equal earnestness I shall stand and 
vote that they shall be paid as rendered in this case. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from South Dakota, the amendment of 
the gentleman from Oregon, and the original amendment of 


8 as far as 


the gentleman from Texas will be considered as withdrawn, and 
the question will be stated upon the amendment now proposed 
by the gentleman from Texas. 


Mr. PICKLER. With achance to vote on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Arizona. 

The C MAN. The vote will first be taken on that, as a 
substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. PIC . Lwithdraw my amendment, then. 

Mr. HE N. A Si entary a age A 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman state it. 

Mr. HERMANN. As the gentleman has withdrawn his point 
of order, is not the whole open for amendment, and wo not 
my amendment first be in order to be voted upon? 

e CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Oregon was offered as a substitute for the original amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. NN. So far as my amendment is concerned, that 
being the construction of the Chair, I withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. All amendments will be considered as 
withdrawn except the one offered oe gentleman from Texas, 
for which a substitute is offered by the gentleman from Arizona. 
2 question is on the substitute offered by the gentleman from 

zona. 

The 8 was taken, and the substitute was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I believe the bill has been 
completed, and I am under promise to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that I will yaa twenty minutes to him, and atthe end 
of which time I will move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from T asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from 5 85 ota shall be 
granted twenty minutes. Is there objection 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would like to say to the chairman 
of the committee, before that is put, that I do not wish to in- 
terfere with the arrangement, but I will say to the chairman of 
the committee that, in justice tomy people, whom I am attempt- 
ing to represent here, that sickness in my family kept me away 
from this House on Saturday, and I think my fellow-members 
will bear me out in the statement that I am usually here, but I 
was kept away by a very important matter, and I wish to ask, 
before the final passage of this bill, for unanimous consent to 
offer one amendment. For no other reason than that which I 
have given would I Serpent upon the time of the committee or 
upon this House. I would rather that I should have an oppor- 
tunity to do that now, before the gentleman proceeds. 

Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
he may have an opportunity to offer anamendment. I will say 
to the gentleman that I recognize the position in which he is 
placed, and do not wish to prevent him from offering his amend- 
ment if I can have unanimous consent that he wil offer his 
amendment and let the committee yote upon it. e Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have carefully examined the matter and 
ory have reported the ciause about which he complains. 

r. SMITH of Arizona. I wish to say in thisconnection, Mr. 
Chairman, that I am perfectly willing. I only want the com- 
mittee to know the facts. Lask that the debate be limited so far 
as I am concerned to four minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send his amendment 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all on Natter line 18, and insert: 


“To pay to the T: tory of Arizona for keep of Indian convicts sentenced 
to the Territorial tent by the courts of that Territory under the 
acts of March 3, 1885, and M 3, 1889, $29,720." 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, when I explain that 
amendment J am sure that no gentleman here will oppose it. 
By an nC ita ore bill passed in 1885, at the date of the first 
go mentioned in the amendment, it was provided—for so the 

upreme Court held in construing it—that the Territories of 
the United States had to take cog ce in their own courts 
of offenses committed by Indians charged with crime, even 

hough the crime were committed on the Indian reservations. 
That threw on the struggling people of the Territories the en- 
tire expense of dealing with these Indian offenders. 

There was no law permitting the Government, there is nolaw 
now peon the Government, to confine these offenders 
anywhere except in th Territorial prisons. Under the law we 
have tried various In for murder and for other crimes com- 
mitted on the Indian reservations. Our sheriffs did the arrest- 
ing; our counties paid for their incarceration and for their trial 
-although the offenses were purely Federal offenses, so that if 
they had been committed by white men the United States would 
have borne the expenses of the arrest, trial, and conviction of 
the offenders. j 

If I had killed a man on a reservation I would have been a 
Federal prisoner, and the United States would have had to pa 
the expense of my incarceration and trial; and by the appropri- 


ation bill last mentioned in the amendment it was provided that 
thereafter the expense of these trials should be audited by the 


accounting officers of the Tre: and paid out of the money 
for similar expenses in the trial of criminal cases in the courts 
of the United States which made it a direct claim against the 
Government. I am unable to approve these bills, as well as 
those which must periodically follow them, and to recommend 
their payment from the Treasury, in the absence of some pro- 
vision in the statutes more clear and specific than any which 
has yet been pointed out to me. 

Ihave asked this House time and time again to change the 
jurisdiction of these trials to the Federal courts. I have before 
me a statement certified by the courts of the actual expense of 
keeping all these Indian prisoners incarcerated in the Territo- 
rial prisons, which expense the citizens of the Territory are 
taxed to pay. The amount certified is the amount stated in the 
amendment, $29,729. 

The reason that amount seems large is because it costs more 
to keep prisoners there than it does elsewhere. The amount 
certified is exactly the amount that we have paid out for the 
keep of those Indians, the amount that has been taken from our 
een and applied to that purpose. 

ow, these offenses are matters over which we have no con- 
trol. They are committed on the reservations of which the 
United States has entire control, over which we have no juris- 
diction, where our officers are not allowed to go, but the of- 
fenders are brought and tried in our Territorial courts and sent 
to our Territorial prisons and kept there at our expense, and 
then we are told that the Federal Government can not refund 
the money that we have been taxed to pay year after year for 
this ppoe I am sure thatno member of thiscommittee, now 
that he knows the facts as I have stated them, can say, from any 
idea of economy or upon coat Gide ground, that this money is 
not due and ought not to paid in this appropriation bill, 
Without taking up more time, though still desiring to say a 
good deal more on this subject, I ask this committee to adopt 
this amendment, because the United States Government cer- 
tainly owes the Territory this money. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, t matter was before the 
Committee on Appropriations. It did not come to us in the way 
of a certification from the Department of Justice or from the 
Treasury Department. It reached us only, I believe, through a 
bill introduced by the gentleman from Arizona. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. These accounts were transmitted 
from the Attorney-General. 

Mr. SAYERS. It reached us only through a bill which was 
introduced by the gentleman from Arizona, and referred to our 
committee. Thecommittee e that the charges made by the 
Territory of Arizona were very large and ongka to be inquired 
into before Congress should make an approp: 
and therefore, instead of re 
amount called for, the com 
lowing provision: 

Territory of Arizona: The Attorney-General is authorized and directed 
to asce! and report to Congress at its next regular session what amount 
is equitably due to the Territory of Arizona for maintenance of con- 
victs sentenced to the ponitentiary by the courts of that Territory und 
the acts of March 3, 1885, and of March 3, 1889. 8 

Now, I will say to the gentleman from Arizona and to this 
committee that after the account is examined and reported to 
Congress by the Attorney-General an 5 will be 
made upon the next general deficiency bill. I can say with ab- 
solute certainty that there will be no hesitancy on the part of 
the committee in reporting an appropriation for such an amount 
as may befound by the Attorney-General, after careful examina- 
tion into the account, to be due to the Territory of Arizona, and 
itdoes seem to me that sound policy demands that such claims 
should be investigated before payment is made. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. ese claims are certified in the 
manner required by the law—in the same manner as any other 
account ever rendered to the Attorney-General of the United 
States for the keep of Federal prisoners. Every account is ac- 
companied with the certification of the chief justice of the Ter- 
ritory. The only issuein the present case is this: If it happens 
that prisoners have to be kept at a ae rice than ordinary, 
shall the Attorney-General of the United States dictate to 
committee or to Congress what amount should equitably be 
when it is shown that not a prisoner can be kept for less 
the amount charged, and when every safeguard has been adopted 
to protect the interests of the Government? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to go into the 
merits of this claim. I have no doubt that something ought to 
be paid tothe Territory of Arizona by the Government of the 
United States 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What ought to be paid? I put this 
question to the gentleman from Texas asa lawyer and a fair- 
minded man: if the law forces us to keep these prisoners, and 


tion to pay them, 
rting an appropriation for the 
ttee reported to the House the fol- 
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we can hot aes and the United States can not help it under 
the decision w h the Supreme Court has put upon the appro- 
priation bill—we do not want the prisoners and are trying to get 
rid of them, and the Government does not want us to keep them, 
because it is too expensive—in such a case what is a fair meas- 
ure of remuneration to us? Is it not exactly what we have to 
pay for the maintenance of these prisoners? 
r. SAYERS. I think so. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Then there is no question left for 
discussion. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. There is not an account of a United States 
marshal, or of a district clerk, or of a commissioner but, be- 
fore it is paid by Congress, must be sent to the proper officer of 
the Treasury Department, must be duly passed upon, and certi- 
fied to Congress. ; 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The gentleman is making a mistake. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not make a mistake in this statement. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I say this is a different matter. For 
keep of prisoners, the marshal does not certify. 

Mr. SAYERS. Idid not mention the keep of prisoners, but 
I will do so now. Before any appropriation is made by Con- 

ss for the maintenance of prisoners, the claimant must goto 
fhe Treasury Department or to the Attorney-General, I have 
forgotten Which 

r. SMITH of Arizona. To the Attorney-General. 

Mr. SAYERS. And by the Department of Justice the amount 
required to be appropriated by Congress in order to meet the 
expenditure is certified. That is all I am asking in this case. 
Under the law the Department of Justice can take action in the 
matter. It has not taken action heretofore. But whenever the 
Department shall take action and certify this amount to be due 
to the Territory of Arizona, I think I can say for the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations that they will nothesitate to recommend 
its payment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ihave here a letter from the At- 
torney-General, in which he says that he does not pay this ac- 
count because of the extreme expense. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will make to the gentleman what I consider 
a fair proposition. If he desires these accounts to be put in a 
condition to be paid promptly, I will agree to an amendment 
that the Attorney-General shall, outof the appropriations made 
for the maintenance of prisoners, pay such accounts as may be 
found equitably due to the Territory of Arizona. But I do not 
wish Congress to make a direct appropriation for a claim which 
comes to us in such a manner as this. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. This claim comes here squarely and 
9 

Mr. SAYERS. I am not reflecting on the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. This claim comes here as regularly 
8 as any claim for the keep of prisoners that was ever 

owed. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will accept the amendment 
Ihave proposed, our difference can be quickly settled. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I willaccept an amendment provid- 
ing 25 the Attorney-General pay whatever may be found equit- 
ab ue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will prepare the amend- 


ment. 

The Clerk (after a pause) read the amendment of Mr. SMITH 
of Arizona as modified, as follows: 

And that the Attorney-General shall pay out of the 8 for the 
maintenance and keep of prisoners, such sums as may be found equitably 
due upon examination to the Territory of Arizona for maintenance of In- 
dian convicts in the Territorial prison. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
of the gentleman from Arizona as modified will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
now asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from North 
Dakota [Mr. JOHNSON] be allowed to address the comntittee for 
twenty minutes. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Appropriations stated last 
Friday, when he called up this bill, 8 


On account of the troubles which have occurred in the Western and North- 
western States, where railroads have been seized and United States mar- 
Shals have been compelled to interfere and restore possession of the trains, 
the appropriation for the Department of Justice has been greater than for 
previous years. 

I have no desire to criticise the committee for reporting a bill 
appropriating a larger amount of money than for previous years 
for the support of the Department of Justice. 

Neither do I care to offer an amendment. 

Tam fully persuaded that many of these extraordinary expen- 
ditures referred to by the chairman have been needlessly, not 
to say oppressively and wickedly, incurred; but they have nev- 
ertheless been incurred under the forms of law by codrdinate 


branches of the Government, and I do not see as we of the le 


islative branch can do anything else than to foot the bills wi 
the best grace assumable, however extravagant and oppressive 
they may seem. 

I am unwilling, however, to go on record as voting for this 
extravagant appropriation without giving some explanation 
other and entirely different from that given by the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Thatexplanation psi eraa a ap leave the impression upon 
the country that the unlawful uct of my constituents x 
caused the increased burdens of taxation which the Administra- 
tion has imposed upon the yers of the country. 

I admit that some expenses have been necessarily and legiti- 
mately incurred along the line of the Northern Pacific in North 
Dakota in caring for Coxeyites from Montana and the Pacific 
coast while in transit over the State; but I have yet to hear of a 
citizen of North Dakota in those so-called armies.“ The soil 
of North Dakota is not congenial, nor is the climate conducive 
to idleness—organized or unor; ed. 

We have no room for either loafers or drones of any kind who 
are always hunting for a pace or a condition where they can get 
something for nothing. But to the laboring man who is willing 
to give a just equivalent, who is willing to practice temperance 

self-denial, who is willing to earn his daily bread by the 
5 of his brow, we offer an abundance of the best bread in the 
world, 

When the Coxeyites from the Pacific coast, whalately refused - 
work at $1.50 a day in North Dakota, reach Washington, let 
them pose as statesmen and philosophers out of a job, but not 
as laboring men seeking employment. 

On this subject I send to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read 
a clipping from the Herald-Advertiser, a newspaper published 
by Shelby Smith, at Hyattsville, Md.: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FROM THS ROWDY WEST. 


Here is the way they manage the commonwealers in the wild and wooly 
West, according to the Fargo (N, Dak.) Forum: 

“When the Coxeyites here lastweek were ordered out, Sheriff Barnes went 
down among them, He talked like a father and expressed bs Sais cma for 
men who could not get work. The men felt they had a friend in O. G. and 
coddled tohim. After securing the attention of the weary wanderers the 
sheriff said to them—being assured they wanted work—that a number of 
brick were going up in Fargo, he believed he could get work for 
every man that wanted 2 and he would return in the m. and see 
what could be done after he had seen the contractors. The men seemed 
pleased and he left them for the night. 

The next morning Mr. Barnes visited the camp and said he had work at 
$1.50 per day for 4 5 man that would work, aud called upon the entire 
party to come with him. Whereupon they would not come. me said they 
Were under obligations to unite with their brother commonwealers in the 
East, and others said ‘the wages were too low, and $3 was the least the, 
would work for per day.’ Whereupon the sheriff said, ‘If you won't wor 
you must git. I will give you until 6 o'clock to-night to get out of the State 
of North Dakota, and every mother’s son I catch here after that will be ar- 
rested and put in thechain gang to work on the streets.“ This was differ- 
ent from previous interviews, and startled the tramping warriors. 

>At 5 o'clock the sheriff went downto the camp and no move had been made 
by theitinerants. Mr. Barnes stood upon aconvenientstump and addressed 
the multitude to the effect that every man caught on this side of the river 
after 6 o’clock was destined for the chain gang. 

“At 5:30 there was not a man in sight. Men who were offered work and 
would not have it are not the kind wanted, and the sheriff did right to make 
them moveon. Willing to keep the needy, Fargo has no use for men who 
refuse work when kat 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. That is all I care to say on 
the general subject of the Coxeyites, or the expenses incurred 
along the Northern Pacific Railroad. But on account of the 
similarity of names and the nearness of geographical location 
there has been confusion in the public mind between the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad and the Great Northern Railroad Com- 
pany. These expenses incurred for marshals and deputies on 
the Northern Pacific Railroad were but a mere drop in the 
bucket as compared to the vast expense incurred on the railroad 
systems this spring in the Northwest. ‘ 

The great bull of the expense was not incurred, however, on 
account of the Coxeyites, had no connection whatever with 
them, and was on a road that had no trouble with them. The 
main expenses for marshals and Federal troops were Incurred 
by the Government of the United States in aid of the Great 
Northern Railroad in endeavoring to compel the employés of 
that road to sign a wage scale to reduce their earnings belowliv- 
ing wages, and it is to that subject that I desire particularly to 
address myself. 

Like all other 5 the earnings of the railroads nat - 
urally felt the depression and hard times and fell off. So, last 
August shey, very considerably reduced the wage scale of their 
employés. The copor submitted to the reduction, notwith- 


standing the fact that t 
not reduced. 

While a few of the best men had the same amount of employ 
ment as before, yetit is true there, asof railroading everyw. $ 
that the trainmen on their trains ara paid by the run—by the 


rates for passengers and freights were 
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mile. The trains during this year have been just as longandas 
heavy and as full of freight as last year, but fewer trains were 
run and they were not usually started until there was enough 
for a load; so the earnings to the company for each train were 
as much as usual. 

But the number of hours and the days of labor given to the 
employés were reduced at least one-half. Nevertheless they 
submitted to the reduction. 

In April an order was issued for a further reduction of wages, 


. and then the men struck. They did it manfully and success- 


fully. It was one of the most remarkable strikes on record in 
this country, especially remarkable for the law-abiding charac- 
ter and conduct of the men engaged init. They simply quit 
work because they could not afford to work at the wages offered. 
They offered no obstruction to any other laboring men desiring 
to take their places; and so fair and so honorable was their con- 
duct, and so just their cause, that it appealed to the sense of 
justice of every business community through which the road 
passes for 3,000 miles, including loops. 

Not only the business men in every town where they took ac- 
tion on the subject, but even the farmers showed their sym- 

thy and their material assistance to these men. At Devils 
Take, the storm center of the strtke, one farmer brought in 
three fat beeves and gave them to thestrikers. Another hauled 
100 bushels of potatoes and gave them to the strikers to live 
upon until the strike was over. 

To illustrate the inconvenience to which the business men 
were subjected in getting their mails for pighinn days, I will 
send to the Clerk’s desk and have read a couple of messages, one 
from the Board of Trade of Michigan City and another from 
leading business men at Lakota. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MICHIGAN CITY, N. DAK., April 18, 1894. 
Hon. M. N. Jonxsox, Washington: 


Please take some measure to compel Great Northern Railway to furnish 
ice. No mail since 14th on account of strike. employe under- 
stand no objections offered by strikers to running of mail Request 
of Michigan City Board of Trade, 
O. B. C. DOHERTY, Secretary. 


LAKOTA, N. DAK., April 17, 1894. 
Hon. M. N. JOHNSON, 
Member 


Congress, Washington, D. C.: 

Can't you take some steps to compel James J. Hill to comply with his Gov 
ernment contract for carrying mails? Have not had mail since last Satur- 
a owing to strike. nes ough strikers offer to run mail car he refuses 
u trains. 


ess they will run f 
KENT METCALF. 
COYLE HARTING. 
STERETT BAIRD. 
HAGLER KELLEY. 
STEARNS JOHNSRUD. 
E. T. HUTCHINSON, 

Postmaster. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. In this condition of affairs, 
when laboring men on that road refused to work because they 
could not live at those wages, and men could not be found who 
were willing to take their places; when men could not be found 
who were willing to work at those wages; when men could not 
be found who were willing to unman themselve and do so dis- 
graceful a thing as toassist the company in their struggleagainst 
these men, Mr. Cronin, the United States marshal of that district, 
swore in a lot of deputies, and went there to Devils Lake to per- 
form the labor of section hands on the railroad, to lay tracks, to 
spike down rails, and to put in bridges and frogs. 

In support of my statement on that point, I send to the Clerk’s 
desk two messages sent by the United States marshal to the at- 
torney for the railroad, reporting the condition of affairs that 
he found at Devils Lake, and reporting to the attorney for the 
railroad instead of to the court, stating the conditions of the 
frogs and the tools at the section house, and all that. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


W. E. DODGE, 
Grand Forks: 


DEVILS LAKE, N. DAK., April 20, 1894. 


Found one frog torn out and taken away, one flat car off tracks, four 
switches spiked, rods taken away, and 30-foot rail torn from under coach on 
Driscoll’s train and taken away; the section house broken into and all tools 
taken away. Very few railway men showed up around depot since our ar- 
rival. Leave for the West at 9a. m. Nearly all who have done acts of vio- 
lence are known. 

J. E. CRONAN, 


United States Marshal. 


DEVILS LAKE, N. DAK., April 20, 1894. 


4 


E. DODGE, 
Grand Forks, N. Dak.: 


Regan will inform you of my wishes in ard to men com out on next 
He 


train. Try to have Hennessy in charge, with a full supply of injunctions. 
Don't send less than ten men under any circumstances. Should be fifteen 
m if they can be run. 


CRONAN. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. On that same subject, show- 


ing that the marshals and deputy marshals went there to do the 


work of section hands, I ask the Clerk to read a clipping fro 
the Minneapolis Tribune, which I send to the desk, the emp 
sis being on the last line. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


IN CHARGE OF MAHSHALS—THE TRAIN BLOCKADE SUCCESSFULLY RAISED 
AT DEVILS LAKE. 


= DEVILS LAKE, N. DAK., April 21. 

e passengers who have 

the mail train in charge of United Grates o 
There was no excitement. With one engine pulling and another pushing, 
Cronan takes the train to the Montana State line. No other trains were 
8 The tracks were opened and frogs replaced yesterday by the mar- 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. But this was not enough. 
The marshals were not sufficient to man the trains and do the 
work of the railway company, and so the Federal Army had to 
be sent there. On that subject I ask to have read a telegram 
from J. M. Schofield, the commander of theArmy , to Col. P. T. 
Swaine, the commander of the Department of Dakota, in which 
he states that by direction of the President the entire troops at 
Fort Snelling are instructed to support Marshal Cronan. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Who pays these marshals? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. We pay them, in this bill. 
That is the reason I am complaining. The railroad company 
ought to have paid them. 

he Clerk read as follows: 
(Telegram.} 
ee bf 
Col. P. T. SWAINE, R 


Commanding Department of Dakota, St. Paul, Minn.: 


By direction of the President, you are hereby instructed to aid United 
States Marshal Cronan with such military force as may be necessary to on- 
able him to execute process of United States courts now obstructed by forci- 
ble resistance beyond the power of United States marshal and deputies to 
overcome. Put yourself in communication with Marshal Cronan, who will 
be instructed by the Attorney-General to communicate to you. 

J. M. SCHOFIELD, 


Major- General Commanding. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Ialso ask the Clerk to read 
two telegrams from Col. Swaine to the General commanding the 


Army. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
(Telegram.} 


Gen. SCHOFIELD, Washington. D. C.: 


Your dispatch of this date directing that military aid be given United 
States Marshal Cronan is received. Iam endeavo to open communica? 
tion with him. In the mean time troops at Fort Snelling are being held in 


readiness. 8 
P. T. SWAINE, Commanding. 


ST. PAUL, April 29, 1894, 


[Telegram.] 
e Sr. PAUL, MINN., April 29, 1894, 
Gen. SCHOFIELD, Washington, D. O.: 


At 10 o'clock last night I received from Grand Forks, N. Dak., a request 
from United States Marshal Cronan for the district of North Dakota, for at 
least one hundred and fifty men to aid him, as directed by your instructio) 
of yesterday, so I ordered four companies of the Third Infantry, under coni- 
mand of Maj. Patterson, from Fort Snelling to proceed to Grand Forks for 
the par se indicated by your instructions. These troops left this city at 
8 o'clock this morning in good shape. 

P. T. SWAINE, Commanding, 


Official copy: 
H. C. CORBIN, 
Assistant Adjutant- General. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, June 23, 1894. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I also ask the Clerk to 
read another telegram from Gen. Schofield. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


[Telegram.] 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., April 80, 1 


Department of Dakota, St. Paul, Minn.: 


From information received here it appears that the only process Uni 
States marshal has in his hands in connection with the strike on the Sn t 
Northern Railroad, consists of warrants of arrest t certain individt- 
als charged with obstructing the carrying of the United States mails. Th 
troops ought not to be employed merely as constables to help chase and ar 
rest particular persons charged with crime, but only in the case of combi- 
nations too powerful to be overcome by a marshal’s posse and engaged in 
resisting the mandates of United States courts. 

Instruct your commanding officer to exercise the utinost discretion in this 
regard, so as not to employ the troops except in such an emergency as sre | 
contemplated in your original instructions. Direct thecommanding oficet 
of the troops to report frequently the condition of affairs and all action taket 
or him, which reports you will please forward without delay. -It is ‘ 

ally desired that no action of the troops shall tend to aggravate the dim: 
culty or prevent an amicable adjustment between 7% 2 = 
Major-General, Commanding. 


H. C. CORBIN, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, June 23, 1891. 3 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan- 


Col. P. T. SWAINE, 
Commanding 


; Official copy: 
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imous consent of the House to beallowed to have five minutes in 
which to conclude what I have to say. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that the gentleman be allowed five min- 
utes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, These dispatches from the 
War Department state the history of the hostile expedition sent 
against the people of North Dakota, until the troops arrived and 
went into camp, four companies of regulars, in the city of Grand 
Forks. 

From that on there is no official report of their doings. I 
applied repeatedly to the War Department and asked for the 
report of Maj. Patterson, who commanded those troops, to show 
how long they stayed there, what they did, what conditions 
they found; but there is no such report on file, and none of Gen. 
Schofield’s, the Commander of the Army. : 

But Mr. Cronan, the Democratic United States marshal, in- 
dicated his purpose, as you will see both by his official and un- 
official report. I have not time to have both read, and so I ask 
unanimous consent to have the official report printed, without 
being read, and his unofficial report, as given in the Minneapo- 
lis Tribune, I will read myself. 

The official report is as follows: 

DEAR SIR: Ihave the honor to advise A ar that the strike on the Great 
Northern Railway has been ended and the employés will return to their 
Poia being the case, I am confident the marshal will not meet with any 
further difficulty or resistance in the service of process issued by the United 
States courts, as the men will be in the performance of their duties, 
and the gathering of a mob to resist the marshal is practically impossible. 

I desire to extend eee thanks to the War Department for their 
prompt action, and I sincerely believe that this action has been the means 
of saving 8 in the execution of the process of she 3 AN 

pclae United States Marshal. 

Maj. J. H. PATTERSON, 

Commanding First Battalion, Third Regiment, 
United StatesArmu, Grand Forks, N. Dak. 

Oficial copy respectfully furnished assistant adjutant-general Depart- 
ment of Dakota, for information of the department commander. 

J. H. PATTERSON, 
Major, Third Infantry, Commanding Battalion. 


[Note in Adjutant-General's Office, June 25, 1894.] 

There is no record in this office of 3 made by Maj. J. H. Patterson, 
Third Infantry, of the part taken by command at Grand Forks, N. Dak., 
in aiding United States Marshal Cronan. Neither is such a report found to 
be of record at Headquarters of the Army. 


H. C. CORBIN. 
Assistant Adjutant-Genzral. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, June 25, 1894. 


„Devils Lake,” said Marshal Cronan to the Minneapolis Tribune in an in- 
terview yesterday, Was the hotbed of the strike in North Dakota. It was 
the centering place for the disturbing elements from Minot east, and many 
of them from Grand Forks west. I sent twenty-five deputies there tomake 
arrests. The strikers were armed and declared that no arrests could be 
made. They ended by running the deputies out of town. The next day I 
started for Devils Lake with— 

With what? Simply— 

a determination to arrest the Cavanaugh boys. I walked into a mob of the 
strikers and announced that I was therefor business, and that if they chose 


to make gun pare they could not do more than to tie me. This had the de- 
sired effect, and I arrested the boys without further trouble.” 


That is all the force that was necessary. He sent twenty-five 
deputies there the day before, and they ran away because, per- 
haps, they were afraid of the bad-sounding name of the lake; 
but he went there without any force and without protection 
arrested the Cavanaugh boys, and they were brought to Gran 
Forks and put in jail, and were tried before the United States 
commissioner. He reported that he found no wrong in these 
men. I also ask, without reading, to print the account of the 
trial in the RECORD. 

The account is as follows: 


[Grand Forks Herald.] 


COULDN'T PROVE IT—THE CASE OF JOHN CAVANAUGH, THE DEVILS LAKE 
STRIKER, HEARD YESTERDAY BY UNITED STATES COMMISSIONER CAROTH- 
ERS, WHO PROMPTLY DISMISSES IT—CASE AGAINST MIKE CAVANAUGH 
ALSO DISMISSED. 


The hearing of the cases against John and Mike Cavanaugh, the Devils 
Lake strikers brought here by Marshal Cronan, attracted quite an audience 
at United States Commissioner Carothers's office yesterday. T. R. Bangs, 
although not yet qualified as United States attorney, took charge of the 
prosecution at the request of District Attorney Camp. Judge Cochrane ap- 

for the defendants. The case of John Cavanaugh came up for hear- 
first. The charge was hindering the car of United States mails 
by disconnecting a car at Devils e on April 23. 

The first witness was Conductor Sands, who testified that the train was 
disconnected and that he saw the defendant stand with his hand on the 
coupling lever, but was unable to see whether he was the one who discon- 
nec the train. Sheriff Barton, of Ramsey County, testified as to the ar- 
rest of the twomen. When the evidence for the Raa had been com- 
pleted Judge Cochrane moved that the case be and the commis- 
3 promptly dismissed it. On motion of Mr. Bangs, the case against 

e Cavanaugh was also dismissed. The defendants received many con- 
gratulations on the outcome of theircase. They return to Devils Lake this 
morning. 


Now, I do not object to large expenditures per se.. Thisis a 
large country, and it is necessary to have large expenditures; 


but I do object, without any explanation of the fact, when these 
expenditures for the Department of Justice are larger than 
ever, that they shall be laid at our doors, when as a matter of 
fact, whether it was intended for political effect or not, it had 
political effect. Itis generally understood that James J. Hill, 
the president of the Great Northern Railroad, contributed 
$50,000 to the Democratic campaign fund, at a time when calls 
were many and friends were few,” ae Mr. Whitney said, at the 
same time when Mr. J. J. Van Alen contributed his $50,000, 
which I think they had a perfect right to do. 

Mr. Hill is a consistent, lifelong Democrat, and I honor him 
for giving $50,000. I do not think that it was corrupt or a kar- 
gin that he should get help whenever ke needed it. But he 

id get help when he needed it. Now, weare called upon to a 
propriate $150,000 for pay of marshals and the expenses of send- 
ing troops there for the purpose of frightening and intimidatin 
these men into signing awage schedule below what they co 
live on, The whole matter in pe was finally left to the 
arbitration of the boards of trade of neapolisand St. Paul, and 
they not only decided that the schedule proposed by the com- 
pany in April should not be made, but that the wage scale of last 
August should be restored. 

r. Hill, in accepting the decision of the arbitrators, admitted 
that he was wrong, and he was trying to perpetrate an outrage 
upon these laboring men, for their cause was just. Those depu- 
ties who ranaway at Devils Lake did so because they knew that 
they were not engaged in a righteous pursuit, and as The 
wicked flee when no man pursueth, but the righteous are bold 
as a lion,” sothe strikers were bold because they were righteous, 
and these deputies fled when nobody pursued because they were 
engaged in a wicked cause. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill with amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker paving re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BYNUM, chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee having had under consideration the bill(H. R. 7477) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply deficiences in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes, had directed him to report the same to the 
House with sundry amendments, and with the recommendation 
that as amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr.S er, I would like to ask the Clerk 
if the amendment which I pro d in regard to the Indian 
anapotoa claims is shown to have been adopted by the com- 
mittee? 

The Clerk reported that it had been adopted by the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move the 
amendments to its final 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER, If a separate vote is not demanded on any 
amendment, the Chair will put them in gross. 

A separate vote was not demanded. 

The amendments were agreed to in gross. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


Mr. HEARD obtained unanimous consent to withdraw from 
the files of the House papers in the case of J. E. Brown, Fifty- 
second Congress, there being no adverse report. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
STOCKDALE, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


previous question on the bill and 
e. 


— 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE BILL. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a private bill was reported, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R.5527) to authorize and direct the Secretary of War 
to investigate the claim of James and Emma S. Cameron, made 
for occupation and damage to property and for fuel taken and 
1180) the United States Army during the war. (Report No. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of ene titles were introduced, and severally referrred 
as follows: 

By Mr. CATCHINGS; A bill (H. R. 7567) to preg tea the 
National Rapid Transit Railway Company—to the Committee 
on the Ere A 

By Mr. RAWLINS: A bill (H. R. 7568) granting certain real 
estate in Salt Lake City, Utah, to the board of education ofsaid 
city for high-school purposes—to the Committee on Public 
B gs and Grounds. 

By Mr. FIELDER: A bill — R. 7569) for the protection of the 
property of 8 carried in sleeping cars, and limiting 

he responsibility for the same of individuals or corporations 
owning or operating said cars, and fixing a penalty for the vio- 
lation of the same, and re ting the fare thereof—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas (by request): A bill (H. R. 7570) to 
provide for the establishment of a Government g sys- 
tem—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 7571) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a br across the Osage River in the State of Mis- 
souri—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7572) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at De Witt, Carroll County, 
Mo., and to establish it as a post road—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. . 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas (by request): A bill (H. R. 7573) au- 
thorizing allotments of lands in severalty to certain members 
of the Sac and Fox of Missouri tribe of Indians in Kansas and 
Nebraska and the sale of the surplus lands of said tribe to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pemnsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7574) to 
amend section 3 of an act entitled An act granting pension to 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance 
of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 1890—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. IKIRT: A bill (H. R. 7575) to provide for the free coin- 
age of the standard silver dollar, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Memorial from the islature 
of Massachusetts, asking the passage of a law prohibiting the 
carrying of lottery matter in the United States mail—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORSE: Resolution by the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts, 8 to appropriate 8100, 000 to assist the Com- 
mon wealth in exterminating the Ocneria dispar, or gypsy moth— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a resolution by the Legislature of Massachusetts, rec- 
ommending legislation to prevent the introduction into the 
United States of lottery matter from foreign countries—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a resolution by the Legislature of Massachusetts, rec- 
ommending that Union veterans should be 8 to other 
applicants for positions in the national public service to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles Lig ah neat and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COX (by request): A bill (H. R. 7576) for the relief of 
the estate of . F. M. Harris, deceased, late of Williamson 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By M . SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 7577) for the relief of 
Hugh J. Brady—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 7578) to correct the military 
record of Theodore Werner, a private in Company E, Forty- 
ree Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 

5. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7579) for the relief 
of Michael McKenna, alias David Dunton—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODARD: A bill (H. R. 7580) for the relief of 
ered Smith, Wayne County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7581) for the relief of Jesse Flythe, North- 
ampton County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 10f Rule XXII, the following petitions and rs 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred an TONS: rey 
By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Memorial in re the inter- 


state commerce law, from Philadelphia Board of Trade—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce? 

Also, preamble and resolution from Philadelphia Board of 
Trade in relation to the duty on Zante currants—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, preamble and resolution from Philadelphia Board of 
Trade in re the Nicaragua Canal—to the Co ttee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. AITKEN: Petition of J.S. Meier and 30 others, against 
the Jones compromise amendment to the tobacco schedule—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

82 Mr. BALDWIN: Petition of citizens of Duluth, members 
of National Fraternal Congress, for exemption from provisions 
of income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of 100 citizens of Kansas, for 
the suppression of lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Petition of Dr. W. Von Swart- 
wout, for redress of grievances, etc.—to the Committee on Re- 
vision of Laws. 

By Mr. HARTER: Petition of President Sterling, of Kenyon 
College, and others, against gambling—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the president and faculty of 
Bryn Mawr College, of Pennsylvania, in favor of | tion pro- 
otnasn'y, — severe penalties the introduction of lottery mat- 
ters within our na territory—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of sundry citizens 
of Kittanning, Creekridge, Indiana, West Newton, Scottdale, 
Manor, Punxsutawney, and Mount Pleasant, all of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of exempting beneficiary societies from the provision of 
the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Union Veteran Legion Encampment, No. 
62, of erg! Pa., praying for the passage of the per diem 
service pension i1i—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of B. W. Zimmerman and others, 
to exemptfraternalsocieties from the imposition of income tax— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
asking exemption of beneficiary and fraternal societies from in- 
come tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of 48 citizens of 
Muncy, Pa., praying thatfraternal organizations be exemptfrom 
tax as proposed by tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 


8. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of C. P. Moise and 50 other citi- 
zens of Page County, Iowa, praying that acoident insurance com- 
panies on mutual plan may be exempt from the proposed in- 
come tax —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Thomas J. Lawson, J. H. Simon, 
Edw. H. Devine, J. H. Gadow, Arthur Caines, O. B. Derlingor 
P. J. Bailey, William Martin, E. Bader, Howard Young, an 
many other citizens of St. Paul, Minn., against appropriations 
for sectarian schools—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolution of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring resolution for a national 
exhibit at Atlanta, Ga., in September, 1895—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORSE: A petition by William E. Payson and 29 other 
citizens of Norton, Mass., praying that fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties be exempted from the provisions of the proposed income 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OGDEN, Resolution of the Legislature of Louisiana, 
favoring the bill to 83 for a Government exhibit at the 
Cotton States and Industrial Exposition at Atlanta, Ga.—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. POW. : Petition of citizens of Sheldon, Highgate, 
and Fairfield, Vt., praying for legislation enabling States to en- 
force laws regulating the sale of dairy products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A petition 8 by 20 citizens of New 
Castle, Pa.,asking that members of the fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties, orders, or associations shall be exempt from taxation in 
any form—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

lso, a petition signed by 26 citizens of Petrolia, Pa., asking 
that the members of the fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
or associations shall be tt from taxation in any form—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of G. F. Saunders and other citizens 
of York Beach, in favor of amendment of tariff bill to exempt 
from income duty fraternal societies—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of W. B. Smith (regent R. A.), John 
Shire, C. D. Camp, Alexander Gourly 888 Henderson, A. 
M. Abbott, Edwin C. Thomas, Wilbur M. „S. M. Jemner- 


* ‘ 
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son, Robert Wilson, Donald J. McCullom, J. A. Purdy, William 
H. Renehan, W. A. Breene, James A. , and F. C. G. 
Craft, citizens of West Chester County, N. Y., favoring ex- 
emption of fraternal societies from the operations of the income 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIPE: Memorials of citizens of California, Washing- 
ton County, Pa., and of 30 members of beneficial societies, resi- 
dents of Western Pennsylvania, together with: petition of 17 
members of fraternal beneficiary societies, residents of Belle 
Vernon, Pa., pra; that the accumulations of such societies 
and associations be exempted from the tax levied on incomes of 
corporations by the pending tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 84 citizens of McKeesport, Pa., praying for 
the passage of House bill 4478, providing for Government tele- 
graph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of citizens of Etna, 
Pa., for exemption of fraternal societies from income tax—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr.STRONG: Petition of Lyman P, Lewis and 11 other 
members of fraternal beneficiary societies of Delaware, Ohio; 
and of J. M. Anderson and 19 other citizens of Urbana, Ohio, in 
favor of exempting fraternal beneficial societies, ete., from the 
income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. W. Wiles, J. F. Crernen, S. B. Robinson, 
and 13 other ex-Union soldiers of Delaware, Ohio, taring for 
a service pension law—to the Committee on Inv: Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of S. Altschul, jr., & Co., 
and 5 others, of Springfield, Ohio, and of J. D. Holtzemann & 
Co., of Piqua, Ohio, against increase of w. tax and exten- 
sion of bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 27, 1894. 


The Senats mat at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings will be read by the Secretary. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to be a waste of the time of the Sen- 
ate to read the Journal. Corrections are never nfade when it 
is read. I ask unanimous consent that the reading be dispensed 


with. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it is so ordered. 
DEATH OF PRESIDENT CARNOT, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
cablegram; which was reférred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

PARIS, June 26, 1894, 


The President of the Council and the Minister of Foreign A faire, 
to the President of the Senate, Washington: 


The Government of the Republic will communicate to the Senate and to 
the Chamber of Deputies at their next session the expressions of fraternal 
sympathy which it hasreceived from the Senateand from the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the great rican Republic, but it will not delay until that 
moment to communicate to you the expression of all its thanks and to make 
known to you the consolation which the resolutions of the Senate and of 
the House of Representatives have brought toit in the great grief which has 
stricken this country, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit a letter 
from the Attorney-General, increasing his estimate of deficiency 
in the appropriation for fees and expenses of marshals of United 
States courts for the current fiscal year from 850,000 to $125,000; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on A W and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the Senate of April 14, 1894, calling for information as to the 
number of pensioners whose pensions have been’ suspended or 
canceled since the 4th day of March, 1893, etc., a copy of a let- 
ter and accompanying inclosures from the Co: oner of 
Pensions, to whom the matter was referred for report, contain- 
ing the information desired; which, with the accompanying 
papers, andthe to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to rinted. 

He — laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting a re of the disburse- 
ments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, made in the States 
and Territories under the provisions of An act to apply a por- 
tion of the proceeds of the public lands to the more complete 
endowment and support of the colleges for the benefit of - 
culture and the mechanic arts, established under the pro 
of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862,” approved August 


ae s 


30, 1890, as required by section 5 of that act; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
Mr. DIXON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wash- 
ington County, R. I., praying that in the passage of any law 

roviding for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mut life 
nsurance companies and associations be exempted from taxa- 
tion; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lincoln 
County, Nebr., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance 
companies and associations be exempted from the proposed in- 
come tax prorimon of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented memorials of Sobel & Co., Connor & 
Brady, and J. Cooney & Co., of Nashville; of W. H. Wilkerson 
& Co., Goodman Brothers, Jacobs & Garrett, Kettman & Monte- 
donico, and Emil Nathan & Co., of Memphis; of N. C. Ford & 
Co. and E. R. Betterton & Co., of Chattanooga; of Fitzgerald & 
Ashe, Perry & Co., and Betterton & Oo., of Knoxville; of Rags- 
dale & Peck, of Springfield, and of Young & Nobles, of Paris, 
wholesale and retail liquor dealers of Tennessee, remonstrating 
against any increase of the tax on whisky, and also against an 
extension of the present bonded period; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. WALSH presented sundry memorials of wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of Savannah and Atlanta, in the State of 
Georgia, 3 t an increase of the internal-rev- 
enue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the present 
bonded period; Which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 15 citizens of Nor 
Ohio, praying that a duty of at least 5 cents per 5 be pl 
upon wool; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade and Trans- 


portation of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that an appropriation be 

made for a national exhibit at the Cotton States and Interna- 

tional Exposition to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in the fall of 1895; 

which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
TARIFF BULLETINS. 

Mr. VOORHEES, [report from the Committee on Finance 
Tariff Bulletins Nos. 48, 49,50, and 51 inclusive, being replies to 
tariff inquiries in regard to wool and manufactures of wool. I 
ask that the bulletins be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDE It will be so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2162) to prevent the appoint- 
ment of cadets to the Naval or Military Academy of the United 
States from States, Territories, or districts in which such cadets 
do not reside, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SMITH. At the request of my colleague [Mr. MOPHER- 
SON], who is absent from the Chamber owing to illness, I intro- 
duce a bill. 

The bill (S. 2163) to remove the charge of desertion against 
James Fay was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2164) authorizing the county 
of Coconino, Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the con- 
struction of a county building at the county seat thereof; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. OUAY introduced a bill (S. 2165) to amend an act entitled 
An act to provide for the settlement of all ee claims 

nst the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on 
Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other Purposes, 
approved June 16, 1880; which was read twice by its title, and 
erred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

PERSONS ENGAGED IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Task unanimous consent to call up Order of 
Business 448. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to inform the Senate of the total number of 


engaged in protected industries in the United States whose 
wages are or may be claimed to be affected by tariff legislation, 


ete. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. CULLOM. This is the resolution that was up yesterday? 

Mr. ALLEN. It is the resolution on which we took a vote 
yesterday morning. 

Mr. CULLOM. We can scarcely act on anything with only 
half a dozen Senators present. N 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think I shall have to suggest the want of a 
quorum before any vote is taken on the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Spang? | will call the roll. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Illinois will withdraw 
the demand. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a suggestion that can not be withdrawn 
when made. 

Mr. ALLEN. It has been withdrawn here several times to 
certain knowledge. 

r. HARRIS. I do not remember a single instance since I 
have been in the Senate when the suggestion has been made 
and it has been withdrawn. F 

r. COCKRELL. It has never been withdrawn. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair considers the rule im- 
perative thatwhen a Senator suggests the want of a quorum the 
roll shall be called. That will have to be done. 

Mr. CULLOM. I would not have made the suggestion, but 
as I remember the yeas and nays were taken on the reference 
of the resolution, and if they are desired on the adoption of the 
resolution we can hardly ignore the situation as we see it here. 

The VICE-PRESIDE The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 


swered to their names: A 

Allen, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. shone, 

Bate, Harris, ‘asco, ~ mith, 

pe. Hil, Patton, ler. 

B1 burn, Hoar, Poner, Vest, 

Oockrell, Jones, Ark. Proctor, Voorhees, 
P Lindsay, Pugh, Walsh, 

McMillan, Quay, Washburn, 
Gordon, Mills, Sherman, te, 


“Mr. CULLOM. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. PAL- 
MER] is absent from the Senate on account of illness, and he will 
8 absent during the day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. -Thirty-two Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is no quorum present. What is 
the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was egrets to. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. . The Sergeant-at-Arms will exe- 
cute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW; Mr. IKBY; Mr. MITOHELL of Oregon, Mr. 
TURPIE, Mr; MORGAN,’ Mr. ALLISON, Mr. CALE, Mr. DOLPH, 
Mr. MANDERSON, Mr.‘MCLAURIN, and Mr. CHANDLER. entered 
the Chamber and answered to their names, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (a 10 o'clock and 20 minutes a. m.) 
Forty-three Senators have answered to their names. <A quo- 
rum resent, f 
Mr. HOAR. I move that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The question is upon agreeing to the resolution of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. z 

Mr. ALLISON. Letit be reag, 

zon VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again 
stated, : 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to inform the Senate of the total number of persons 
engaged in protected industries in the United States whose wages 
are or may be claimed to be affected by tariff legislation, etc. 

Mr. HOAR. Lask unanimous consent that the resolution may 
go over until to-morrow without losing its paoe, Only seven 
or eight minutes remain until the unfinished business comes up. 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] desires to include in 
the resolution some other matters, and he is not here at this 
moment. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ADDITIONAL PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of J. A. Herrick and 
sundry other citizens of Ypsilanti, Mich., praying that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations, be exempted from 
the proposed income tax provision of the pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Millers’ National 
Association of the United States, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying 
for the adoption of the proposed amendment to the pending 


tariff bill, to establish reciprocity with foreign countries; whi 

was ordered to lie on the tablo. 0 i : 5 

- He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ind ianapo- 

lis, Ind., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or 

associations exempted from the proposen income tax provi- 

ae of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
0. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of A. V. Trogdon, of 
Paris, III., praying that the claim of Jachariah Jewell, Company 
D, One hundred and twenty-second Ohio Volunteers, for rerate 
of peusion be inquired into; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry cigar-makers of Blue 
Island, Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called Jones amend- 
ment increasing the er ky duty on cigars from $3 to $4 per 
8 25 per cent ad valorem; which was ordered to lie on 

e e. 

He also 5 a petition of Amity Council, No. 13, Royal 
League, of Chicago, Ill., praying that fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties, orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Grafton County, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enable the States to enforce State laws re ting the sale of 
substitutes for dairy products; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of Charles Winch 
and 1 other citizen of Langdon, N. H., and of Clifton A. Met- 
calf and 6 other citizens of Alstead, N. H., praying that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from 
the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on aie he Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S, 2034) authorizing the persons. 
testimonials 


herein named to . of certain decorations an 
from the Hawaiian Government, reported it without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. GRAY 
May 25, 1894, intended to be proposed to the naval nf a bed 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations: which was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Rules, reported 
two amendments intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PEFFER (for Mr. PALMER), from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5459) to pension the 
minor children of Alfred Phipps, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted on the 21st instant, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and be printed; which was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

osed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CLAIMS FOR INSURANCE PAID ON VESSELS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Sens te 
as part of the morning business the resolution of the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
MITCHELL of Oregon, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
to cause the PENDRE accounting omcers of the Treasury to reéx: 
Treasury settlements made in 1834 and 1885 and numbered 5000, 5085, 5201, 

k 5363, and 5368, heretofore certified to Congress for appropriation 
in favor of the respective claimants for insurance paid by them on vessels, 
and to submit the reasons for the certification, together with a detailed 
statement of the facts upon which each originated; and report the same to 
Con: in a manner similar to the report submitted by the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury, January 31, 1894 (printed in Senate Executive Document No. 
98, second session Fifty-third Congress), in regard to certain other Treasury 
settlements certified to Congress {or appropriation at the same time, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to correct a date in the 
resolution, I ask leave to modify it by striking out in line 14 
the words “January thirty-first” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “ May sixteenth.” 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 
COURTS IN STATE OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. PUGH. Lask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1252) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the times 


laces to hold terms of the United States courts in the State 


ashington.” À 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment in line 
82, after the word had,“ to strike out had the said existing 
statute not been passed,” and insert as if the same were return- 
able to or pending in the terms of said courts provided for by 
this act;” so as to read: 

And the provisions of statute now exist 
on the first Monday of April and November in each yearis hereby re 
and all suits, prosecutions, processes, recognizances, bail bonds, an 
things pending in or returnable to said court on the days last named are 
hereby transferred to, and shall be made returnable to, and have force in 
the said respective terms in this act provided, in the same manner and 
with the same effect as they would have had as if the same were returnable 
to or pending in the terms of said courts provided for by this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The bill was reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. PUGH. It was reported from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], who is now ab- 
sent on account of ill health, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It relates to the courts in the 
district of Washington? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. x 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 730) making Labor Day a legal holiday. 

The menage also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3511) concerning the weight of evidence in pen- 
sion claims; 

A bill (H. R. 4507) for the relief of Witherby & Gaffney; 

A bill fl. R. 4611) to amend an act approved January 26, 1893, 
to authorize the construction of bridges across the Hiwassee, 
the Tennessee, and Clinch Rivers, in the State of Tennessee; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Minneapolis Gaslight 
Company, of spat at Minn., to lay submerged gas pipes 
across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution to print 8,000 extra copies of the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The me o also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H.R. 4701) to incorporate the Supreme Lodge of the 
Knights of Pythias; and : 

A bill (H. R. 4961) granting certain rights over Lime Point 
military reservation in the State of California. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from fowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, this bill proceeds upon the theory 
that the income which a person receivesfrom individual invest- 
ments ought not to be taxed, unless the amount thereof exceeds 
$4,000; it also, from the way in which it is now worded, pro- 
ceeds upon the other theory, which I think must be regarded 
as an inadvertent one, that corporate investments should be com- 
pelled to pay an income tax upon the income therefrom without 
any reference to the $4,000 exemption. It strikes me that that 
discrimination was not intended by the authors of the bill, and 
that with great propriety it might be amended so as to do away 
with that discrimination. Itseems to me some amendment can be 
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easily framed, hoe a person who in vests in corporate securi- 
ties, so far as his individual dividends are concerned, should be en- 
titled to the same exemption as though he had made the invest- 
ment in a corporation, in a farm, or in any other property aside 
from investments in a corporation. 

I can see no reason for the distinction sought to be made, It 
may have occurred in just this way: The first suggestion of an 
income tax came from the President's message and the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and, as I have stated 
before, there was no suggestion of an individual income tax, ex- 
cept in a most restricted form. There was a recommendation, 
a mild one, in favor of taxation of incomes from certain corpo- 
rate investments, according to the language of the recommen- 
dation. It was argued that corporate e were more 
or less a matter of public concern, and that if they were taxed 
there would be no undue publicity given other than that which 
now exists, 

The theory was that these investments might properly be 
taxed without injustice to individuals, avoiding all inquisitorial 
features and other hardships; and it was claimed that such a tax- 
ation upon corporate investments avoided all questions of tax- 
ation upon thrift, upon industry, upon labor, or upon brains; 
that it was simply a tax upon money accumulated upon invest- 
ments already made, and did not tax the labor, or activity, or 
brains of a citizen. 

That was a theory, of course, upon which the bill might have 
been framed, but the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
of Representatives and the Finance Committee of the Senate 
have proceeded partly meen one theory and partly upon the 
other. They have proceeded to tax the individual incomes, and 
now they have proceeded in another form to tax corporations 
but in the system which they have provided for the taxation of 
incomes they unintentionally, in my judgment, do injustice to 
individuals, ; 

For instance, I have $5,000, and I invest it in a partnershi 
for carrying ona dry goods store. If my profit is $3,000, if 
may assume that by an investmentof $5,000 [could make a profit 
of $3,000, of course that profit of $3,000 is not taxed, as the indi- 
vidual is entitled to an exemption of $4,000, but if I place that 
$5,000 as an investment in acorporation, before a dividend comes 
to me from that corporation the tax is already taken out in ad- 
vance. It of course makes no difference to a man whose income 
exceeds $4,000, for he has to pay the taxon his income in excess 
of that amount; but this injustice is upon those people who have 
incomes of less than $4,000, the poor people of the country, the 
widows and orphans, and the men of infirm health, who rely 
upon the little accumulations which have heen given to them 
or which they have worked for and laid up. Some amendment 
ought to be suggested here which will make this tax less bur- 
densome to that class of people. The man who has an income 
of over $4,000 is amply protected in either form of this bill; but 
it is the man whose income does not exceed $4,000, but whose in- 
vestment is in a corporation, who is unjustly affected. 

Mr. President, I see no answer to this provosition any where. 
I think that some amendment ought to be prepared to reach 
that difficulty. 

There is one suggestion I wish to make in reference to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 
I shall vote for it cheerfully if that is the only one we can get 
which will afford any relief, and that does afford some relief. 
Still, I can see that it possibly might do some injustice. There 
are corporations whose capital stock is less than $100,000, the 
stock of which is very valuable, and there might be very large 
dividends made to individual stockholders. If we were to ex- 
empt them all as a class I think it would give rise to criticism, 
but I shall vote for the Senator’s amendment, if that is the best 
we can get. 

Mr. ALLISON. If we can get anything better, I should pre- 
fer it; but I suggest to the Senator that as to all the corpora- 
tions with a capital of less than $100,000 the stockholders will 
be relegated to the situation of individuals if they have incomes 
of $4,000, including the dividends from these small corporations. 
They will be required to pay the tax, and they ought in such 
cases to pay it. 

Mr. HILL. Perhaps that is so, and in that view the amend- 
ment might be proper; but it strikes me that instead of exempt- 
ing any class of corporations and e the e 
which have $100,000 capital or less than $100,000 capital it would 
be better to proceed directly upon the individual and frame our 
legislation so as to affect the individual. 

I ask the Senator from Missouri whether he has any sugges- 
tion to make which would cover this point? All my motive in 
regard to it is to cover this point if we can. I think it would 
be better to do that than to proceed by the wholesale exemption 
to which I have referred. 

Mr. President, some such amendment will not injare the bill, 
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It will perfect it; it will relieve it from the charge of inconsis- 
_ tency; Pt will relieve it from the charge of uality; it will 
say that we make no unjust discrimination t corporate 
investments. There is nothing so particularly obnoxious about 
a corporate investment that it should be discriminated against. 
The investment in any private business should not be placed 
upon any better or higher plane than an investment in a small 
corporation. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] instanced 
the corporations for dairy bes poson in his own State. There 
are plenty of them in New Yor State and elsewhere, small cor- 
rations in their way, in which farmers have invested a very 

ew thousand dollars, and from which they may derive an in- 
come of three, four, five, or six hundred dollars; and they ought 
to have the benefit of the whole income if of course it does not 
exceed $4,000; but they are discriminated t by the present 
situation of the bill. My object is to do away with that injus- 
Bo and make the bill defensible so far as we can in that par- 


ular. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the question that meets us on the 
threshold of this debate with regard to corporationsis whether 
the same rule should be applied to corporations as to exemp- 
tions that is applied to individuals. 

The theory of the income-tax law, as I understand it, is that 
the citizen pays upon consumption under the present system of 
taxation in the United States. In my judgment it is an unjust 
and unequal taxation. The poor man pays as much as the rich 
man, the man worth $5,000 pays as muchas the man worth $100,- 
000,000 and in some instances he paysa great deal more, because 
he buys possibly better clothing and better food. That isaques- 
tion of taste and of habit. Experience teaches us that the very 
rich men, if we are to believe the stories that are told about 
them, are the men most devoted to rigid economy, denying 
themselves in many instances the ordinary comforts of life. 

Under the tariff system, the system of consumption, the poor 
man, then, as I say, frequently pays more than the rich man. 
In my opinion, this is not right. If I believed as the Senator 
from New York [Mr. HILL] said in his speech the other day, 
that the indirect system of taxation represented by the tariff 
the best system, I should most unquestionably take his side of 
this proposition and argue in favor of a tax based upon 8 
tion. I do not believe 80. My idea of taxation is that it should 
be upon property, upon incomes, and in p on to the pro- 
eae Kopa Se Government actually gives 3 citizen. S 

y should a man pay not upon proper t upon 
wants, his consumption? What argument can be made for a 
yoron which ignores the fact that $100,000,000 is protected by 
the strong arm of the Government instead of $5,000, and imposes 
the same tax gpa both, or the larger tax upon the man with 
$5,000 worth of property with the exemption of $4,000 in this 
pill? Aa Because, right or „it was assumed in the 
House of Representatives, and we adopt now the same exem 
tion, that the consumption of a man, say, with six or seven in 
his family in the course of the year will amount to about the 
sum which we have exempted. that rule apply to corpor- 
ations? Does the corporation eat anything? Does itdrink any- 
thing? In addition to this, does not the corporation receive ex- 


8 igre , rate privileges as a gift from the Government? 
Mr. HILL. gift from what Government? 
Mr. VEST. From the Government of the United States and 


from the States, because, while the powers of the corporation 
may come from the State, itis protected by the strong arm of 
the General Government, as is every other person. you ig- 
nore the fact that any protection is given by the General Gov- 
ernment to the citizens of the United States, you eliminate all 
the functions of the General Government itself. If the property 
of the individual is protected under the Constitution by the Gen- 
eral Government, the property of the corporation is also pro- 
tected; but the corporation pays no taxes in the way of consump- 
tion, as does the individual. t does itpay to the General 
Government for the 3 that is given to it and its fran- 
chises and property? Under the tariff system it pays nothing, 
and therefore there should be no exemption to the corporation 
as to the individual. 

Mr. President, the House of Representatives adopted the sys- 
tem as to its details which was in the old law of 1864 and which 
is found in the law of Pennsylvania to-day. It required the 
corporation to retain out of the dividend upon its stock and 
bonds, which were paid to the stockholder and the bondholder 
ar the corporation, 2 per cent tax, and to pay that over to the 

neral Government, In other words, it made every corpora- 
tion a collector simply for the Government and nothing else. 
That is the law of the State of Pennsylvania to-day, where they 
tax both stock and bonds. 

The bill as it came from the House of Representatives taxed 
the bonded indebtedness of every corporation, and we have 


~~ stricken that out, and still there is complaint in regard to the 


pending bill. Under the law of Michigan I believe a tax is put 
upon corporations inthe same way. Instead of making the cor- 
poration a collector simply for the Government, we have endeay- 
ored tosimplify the bill and, in my judgment, we have strength- 
ened it, by putting the tax directly upon the corporation and 
then allowing the corporation to ad just its relations with its own 
stockholders as it sees proper. : 

We treat a corporation as a legal entity, just as we treat the 
individual. Wesay to every e eae ey in the United States, 
“You pay no tariff tax, as does the individual citizen, but you 
shall pay the 2 per cent which we put upon the citizen on ac- 
count of the protection given to his porer: We apply the 
same rule to corporations, leaving out the exemption, because 
of course there is no consumption by the corporation as there 
is by the individual. This is the theory of the bill. 

Now, of course (I say of course, because it is apparent upon 
the face of it), there are hard cases. Itiscomplained that small 
stockholders in these corporations are made to pay. We do not 
deal with the stockholders. We deal with a corporation asa 
legal being, doing business, artificially created, receiving pro- 
tection upon its property from the General Government Jiko 
citizens receive protection upon theirs. If itconsumed clothing 
and food and paid the internal-revenue tax and the tariff im- 
port tax as does the individual, then the exemption should ap- 


y. 

Are we to be told now that these corporations, with their 
enormous corporate privileges, with their enormous surplus 
funds, with their control of the capital of this country, are to be 
entirely exempt from the income tax? I hardly think that any 
Senator will stand here and make any such claim. If we are to 
apply the theory in the bill to corporations, then the bill as it 
stands is, in my judgment, correct. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like at some time in the Senator's argu- 
ment to have him state, in regard to one particular class, whether 
he does not think the bill should be amended to meet the case. 
I quite agree with everything the Senator has said in regard to 
what are popularly called corporations, the great aggregations 
of wealth and capital in the 3 What I am about to say 
may be a repetition of what was said yesterday by others, but 
still I should like to have the Senator’s views. 

In my State it is the almost universal practice, and it is a 
practice which has grown up in England under what they call 
corporations or associations of limited liability, to go intoa 
joint stock company, Two or three e e ust out of their 
apprenticeship go into partnership together and do some little 
portion of the work of a machine shop. I could name several 
such establishments in my own city. One is a concern manu- 
facturing particular kinds of toys, and another en d in the 
manufacture of bicycles in a small way. And so it is in busi- 
ness ofall sorts and kinds, paray I suppose, because it involves 
legal safeguards, but the chief reason is that when one of the 
partners diesor goes out of the company for any reason, the 
survivors in the corporation do not have to liquidate the con- 
cern, and wait a year or two and go through a process of law 
before they can go on with the business. 

That has become, I say, the almost universal mode of doing 
every kind of little business. There will sometimes be salaries. 
There will be a frugal salary for the president and the vice- 
president and the treasurer, but they leave in the concern all 
they make and go on with it except to derive from it sufficient 
for a frugal living. 

Now, it does seem to me that those who engage in business in 
this way should not be wholly deprived of the exemption of $4,000 
which you give to the individual. 

That is the point to which I wish to ask the attention of the 
Senator, because if he thinks it is not reasonable that such per- 
sons should be considered in making an income-tax provision, 
of course there is no use in drawing an amendment to cover it. 
But if he thinks it is reasonable that that class of people should 
have the benefit of this exemption as if they were engaged in 
business as individuals, then it seems tome anamendmentcould 
be submitted which would meet with his approval. 

Mr. VEST. It is not a question for me individually to deter- 
mine. It is in the hands of the majority of the Finance Com- 
mittee, of whom I am only a single member, and of the Senate. 
I express my individual opinion and what I suppose to be the 
op of the committee, although I may not be correct in re- 
gard to the latter statement. It is true that you can find hard 
cases under the 8 law as under every other tax law. 

Mr. HOAR. This is a whole commonwealth doing business 
and not an individual case. 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt that the statement made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts is correct, but if you apply the prin- 
ciple which I have endeavored to enunciate—that corporations, 


in consideration of their corporate privileges and the protection 
given to their property, should bear their propo 


m of this 


common tax placed upon all the people of the United States, 
then I do not see why the amount invested in the corporation 
should affect the princ ipe at all. ; 

Let me state a fact which I know personally. In my own State 
and I take it for granted that the same is trus in the other States 
of the Union, the power of incorporation has created great hard- 
ship and in many cases has been accessory eee eye 
in and makeupa corporation in order to escape individual liabil- 
ity. Underthe lawsof my State they can createacorporation,and 
if thereshould be a judgment for es against it, if itshould 
become bankrupt, so any Ss the stock has been fully paid up 
the stockholders are not individually liable. In many instances 
this fact is made avail of by persons in order to escape the in- 
dividual liability which would otherwise be put upon them. 

Why are corporations created? Why have they increased 80 
marvelously in this country with the increase of wealth? It is 
because corporate powers and privileges are peculiarly favored 
by capital. Corporations to-day are thicker almost, I was about 
to say, than individual investors. The vast body of the wealth 
of the country is in their hands, and it is because of the peculiar 

rivileges given them by the terms of their creation which are 
3 as Í have said especially by capitalists. Now, if we un- 
dertake to discriminate between the large and the small corpo- 
ations we enter into a labyrinth out of which I see no escape 
whatever, Senators may talk about citizens, about widows, for 
instance, who have their all in these corporations. We do not 
deal with them. We deal with corporations as artificial be i 
whether large or small. We deai with the individual, and give 
him an exemption on account of consumption over $4,000. 

Mr. President, I can not state this matter better than it was 
stated by the Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN], a distinguished 
leader of the Republican party, when he ar the question of 
an income tax in 1870. Iask the Secretary to read one of the 

ents of the Senator from Ohio in regard to this very point. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Seeretary read as follows: 

Na a aaaea Team ani ota tt hea as 
Gated States of America. Sir is a opal . 
te in favor of the poor, in 


t good to the greatest 
m for a hundred years. 


me of millions derived 
from real estate, accumulated year after year by the mere family pride of 
accumulation; and we have alongside of him a poor man receiving $1,000 a 
year. What is the discrimination of our law in that case? It is altogether 
es the poor man; we tax his clothing, we tax his consumption. 

y the laws of nature, the laws of heat and cold, of hunger and thirst, it 
requires as much to feed the rman as it does the rich man. No more 
dollars need be drawn from the coffers of Mr. Astor to supply his natural 
wants than are needed to supply the wants of the poorest laboring man in 
New York, except as toq ty; and yet all our national taxes are thrown 
upon consumption and not upon property. We tax the tea, the coffee, the 
sugar, the spices the poor man uses. We tax every little thing that is im- 
ported from abroad, together with the whisky that makes him drunk and 
the beer that cheers him and the tobacco that consoles him. Everythin: 
that he consumes we call a luxury and tax it; and yet we are afraid to tou 
the income of Mr. Astor. Is there any justicein that? Is there any Ree 
priety init? Why,sir, the income tax is only one that tends to equi 
these burdens between the rich and the poor. 


Mr. VEST. That is the argument of the Senator from Ohio, 
and in my judgment upon principles of equity it is unanswer- 
able. It is much better stated than I could possibly place it be- 
fore the Senate. 

A great deal is said here about the exemption of $4,000 to 
individuals. What does it amount to? It amounts to 380 a 
year in the shape of taxation—2 per cent upon $4,000. We are 
told now that liberty lies bleeding in the streets unless this ex- 
emption of $4,000, amounting to a tax of $80 a year, is given to 
corporations, who eat nothing, drink nothing, buy no clothes, 
and who are under the protection of the Government and re- 
aa 3 corporate privileges, Which the Government also 

tects. 
p Mr. President, analogies have been drawn here between the 
conditions of corporations under the old law and at this time. 
vuring the war, when the excise taxes were levied upon corpor- 
ations, what did tieg pay? They paid upon all their output, 
using the language of the statute, nearly 6 percent. If a man- 
ufacturing corporation turned out manufactured goods, they 
paid from 4 to 6 per cent without ropar? to the fact whether 
they made or lost in the course of their business during the 


eur. 
K Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator knows as well as I do that the 
taxes imposed upon corporations were excise taxes and were 
levied for the purpose of raising money to carry on the Govern- 
ment, 

Mr. VEST. Of course, Eknow that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Every conceivable industry and sige | con- 
ceivable employment in the United States was taxed at that 


. “The 


time, and it was notan income tax at all. The argument the 


Senator is using in regard to the excise tax imposed upon man- 


corporations and other corporations at that time has 
no sort of application to the provisions of an income tax. 
Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me to 


make ae application of my own facts, instead of making an ar- 
gumen 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri will do that, as 
a matter of course, 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Rhode Island asks no question. 
He simply gets up and makes his own argument, which, with all 
respect, 1 must protest against as a custom of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was fearful the Senator from Missouri 
mee —.— re 1 matter. 

r. ST. I think Iam a man of ordinary intelligence and 
know the condition of things during the war and epee law 
was e. I referred to the fact that allusions had been made 
to the tax upon corporations during the war, in contrast, or in 
analogy, at any rate, with the tax which we now pro to put 
upon corporations; and a great outcry is made here that we are 
treating these corporations unjustly and harshly. I was pro- 
ceeding to show, when the Senator from Rhode Island enlight- 
ened me as to the history of this country, that between 1860 and 
1865 those excise taxes were imposed (I do not care for what 
purpose; that is not the question) amounting to nearly 6 per 
cent upon the output of the corporations. 

What do we propose to do now? We propose to puta tax of 
2 per cent upon their net profits over business and operating ex- 
penses. If they have lost in the course of their business they 

y nothing. If they have made money they pay 2 per cent. 

sthere anything wrong in that? Is there any hardship in it? 

If the provision in the bill as it came from the other House 
had been retained, which put a 2 per cent tax upon the bonded 
indebtedness of corporations, we should have from the 
other side of this Chamber and from this side such a protest as 
never was heard before in Congress in toa tax law. 

But that provision has been changed, and the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] indirectly, if not directly, taunted us with 
the fact that we had now exempted the bondholders and relied 
simply upon their consciences as to whether they pay any tax 
at all. We concluded deliberately, without regard to the votes 
which might be received upon the bill, to strike out the taxupon 
the indebtedness of corporations. Yet thatamendment is made 
one of the instruments now for taunting us with the charge that 
we have weakened the bill. I said yesterday, and I repeat now, 
that the bill is far more favorable to co tions than anyone 
could have supposed it would have been made by the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON, Lhope the Senator from Missouri will notdo 
me theinjustice tosay that I criticised adversely the amendment 
made by the committee. On the contrary, I stated distinctly 
in response to aquestion thatI favored it. But certainly I have 
aright to draw an analogy between that amendment and the 
refusal to make others of a kindred character. 

Mr. VEST. I object to no legitimate conclusion. I am sim- 
ply pursuing my general line of remark in saying that the bill 

sas just to corporations as it can be made, upon the theory 
that the income tax is imposed. 

An amendment has been submitted to the committee by the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], which exempts thesmall 
stockholders. I ask the Secretary to read it, because I desire 
to comment upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows; 

The amount of dividends paid to a single stockholder not exceeding 
$4,000 annually may be deducted by corporations, companies, or associations, 
not including partnerships, from any amounts u which they would other- 
wise be compelled to pay, the tax herein provided for; but the amount of 
such dividen by such single stockholder shall be included in 
estimating any income he may have in excess of $4,000, and in that event it 
shail bear its proportion of the tax herein provided far. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is that an amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. VEST. No; it is an amendment suggested by the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey. It has not been adopted by the commit- 
tee. It seems to me evident if that amendment or one sim- 
ilar to it should be adopted that it would be almost impossible 
of execution. 

Here is a corporation which by the bill as it stands is required 
to pay 2 per cent upon its net profits overand above its business 
et iy operating expenses, deducting all losses and the interest 
upon its bonded or other indebtedness. How is the corporation 
to settle with each individual stockholder in making up its net 
profits for the year? It does its business as an entirety. It 
makes so much money or it loses so much money. It is to pay 
the tax upon its net profits. Now, if thatamendment should be 
adopted it would be sd, ig for the corporation, before it ascer- 
tains what its net profits are, to set aside certain amounts of 
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money, not to be taken any accountof in its business at all. How 
is this to be done? : y 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me just a 
moment? Would it not bə easy in this way? Of course every 


corporation keeps books ordinarily, and the terms of the 
pending bill it is required to keep books. ecessarily a corpo- 
ration can not declare a dividend to one stockholder and not to 
another. The stockholder can go into the court and compel an 
equal distribution of the profits. Ata certain date the corpora- 
tion desires todeclare a dividend. Itsimply declares a dividend 
to its various stockholders, and then when on the Ist of March 
it makes this declaration as to the amount of its income, it de- 
ducts simply the dividend paid to its stockholders. Is there 
any real practical difficulty 8 it. Tue individual stockholder 
of course can enforce his rights and see that all the stockholders 
are equally protected in the corporation. 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me it makes intricate and complex 
the business of all these corporations, and opens the door togreat 
indirection, if not to fraud. But, so far as Iam concerned, I have 
stated the reasons why I do not believe any corporation should 
have an exemption of $4,000. I believe the bill is right as it is 
now, and that the corporations ought to be made to pay, as they 
pay no tax upon consumption, without the exemptions, I have 
no other interest in it except that of a Senator generally in fa- 
cilitating business and arriving at results; but if the Senate 
comes to the conclusion that the same rule should be applied to 
corporations as to individuals, the direct and proper way, it 
seems to me, would be to apply to corporations without regard 
to size the exemption of $4,000, which is now given to individuals, 
because we all know that some of the largest corporations in this 
country in the amount of business have the smallest amount of 
capital stock. 

Fon banks in my own State with $50,000 capital and three 
or four million dollars of deposits. There are institutions in 
New England which have very small amounts of capital stock 
and which handle millions upon millions of dollars in the way of 
business each year. 

The amendment of the Senator from Iowa is dangerous in that 
regard, because it does not do what I have no doubt he wishes 
todo. It is not the amount of capital stock which determines 
the size of the corporation. A corporation is based upon the 
character and credit of its directors and stockholders. 

The largest banks in this country have the smallest amount of 
oe stock, and thatisnotacriterion. But when you enter into 
this maze and labyrinth of details and undertake to go into the 
counting house of a corporation and examine into all their busi- 
ness in order to frame a statute, you are simply piling up per- 
plexity, and doubt, and difficulty. As legislators for 70,000,000 
people we must deal with Benes: systems, and general laws, 
and in my judgment the proposed law, imperfect as it is and as it 
must necessarily be, is in all its details as accurate, and fair, and 
just as we can make it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave modified the amendment I offered last 


evening. 

ane VIORE a ih The amendment will be stated as 
m ed. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 22, section 59, add the 
following: 


Having a capital, including surplus, exceeding #100,000: Provided, That ex: 
penditures for materials or articles purchased for use in manufacture or for 
resale, and for insurance, taxes, and other incidental expenses PPRA by any 
manufacturing or trading corporation, company, or association, shall be 
considered as operating and business expenses in estimating the profits or 
income of any such corporation, company, or association. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, when I offered the amend- 
ment yesterday I stated distinctly my object in submitting it. 
It was not in any sense to exempt corporations from their just 
contribution to any income tax that might be properly imposed 
upon the people of the United States. The Senator from Mis- 
souri does not touch in his argument the point of my amend- 
ment. Itis that inasmuch as individuals who own no stock in 
any corporation, but who have an income of $4,000 and who ma, 
pay taxes to the extent of $4,000 more upon their property yield- 

g no income, are exempted by the income tax, and at the same 
time there are in the United States hundreds of thousands of 
individuals who have small earnings invested in the form of 
stock in corporations and have no exemption at all, we should 
make some 3 whereby these honest poor men of the 
country may be placed in a condition of equality with those who 
have at least an income of $4,000 per annum, and are in com- 
fortable circumstances as evidenced by such income. 

If the amendment the Senator from Missouri had read, pie 
pared by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], shall be 
adopted, it will reach what I have proposed, and my amend- 
ment, so far as the exemption of small corporations is concerned, 
will be unnecessary. It was because I feared that this general 
injustice would prevail by the rejection of any amendment re- 


lieving all small stockholders that I sought to minimize that in- 
8 so far as I could by limiting the corporations that are to 
taxed under the bill by exemp all small corporations. 

The Senator from Missouri says that the object of the commit- 
tee in changing the House provision is to tax a corporation 
directly. r. President, that is not proposed to bedone by the 
Senator’s own amendment. What is the proposition as to tax- 
ing these corporations? They are entities in one sense, but the 
are composed of individuals who own the shares, and who woul 
be taxed on these shares without this corporate provision, and 
who are now exempted if their income exceeds $4,000. The 
Senator says a corporation does not eat and is not clothed, But 
as respects all the great materials that are embraced within our 
tariff laws a corporation does consume all the raw materials 
necessary in manufacturing, if it be a manufacturing corpora- 
tion, or if it be a railroad in operating that railroad. So a cor- 
poration is aconsumer except that it does not consume food and 
clothing and has no shelter. 

Mr. VEST. Under the terms of the bill all the materials 
used by a corporation are taken into the account when it makes 
up its expensesand itsprofits. Itsusual and operating expenses 
are pare 12 hak 

Mr. ALLISON. In that sense it is true, but what are the 
arrangements which have been made by the committee? I hope 
the Senator will not accuse meof adverse criticism when I speak 
of them. The Senator in his amendment has exempted the 
bonded debt of all corporations and all other debts of corpora- 
tions. Why? He has done that because the individual who holds 
the bonds and the debts must account for them in his individ- 
ual statement as respects incomes, and if he has over $4,000 thus 
invested he pays 2 per cent upon the excess. But if his inyest- 
ment in these bonds and indebtedness does not yield an income 
of $4,000 he stands exempted. 

Therefore the great corporations and little corporations, if 
you please, as respects their indebtedness, have been relegated 
to the income statement of the individuals who compose them, 
or who hold the indebtedness of the corporations. y amend- 
ment only relegates the stockholders of the small corporations 
to the situation of bondholders in large corporations and com- 
pels them to account for dividends, as holders of bonds of these 
Porpora aans now account for the income upon said bonds. 

r. CULLOM. It ought to apply to all corporations and to 
the small holders of stock. 

Mr. ALLISON. Soit seems to me. I stated yesterday that 
if any Senator would Reapers an amendment which would em- 
brace all, I would gladly waive, as I will now, the amendment 
which I propose. 

The Senator from Missouri says they are taxing these corpo- 
rations. How are they taxing them? They expressly provide 
in section 59 that where a corporation has paid a 2 per cent tax 
upon dividends the owner of shares in that corporation may de- 
duct that dividend from his general statement as to income; but 
the difficulty with that provision is thatit only takes care of the 
individual stockholders who have an income in excess of $4,000. 
I want the Senator from Missouri to so modify the bill as not to 
do injustice to the small holders as they do not do injustice to 
the large holders of stock. 

How can we defend ourselves, if it is possible for us to pro- 
vide a just amendment? I know that we can not make a perfect 
bill or a bill that in some respects may not do injustice; but how 
can we justify ourselves in making an arrangement here that 
does exempt the holders of stock in every corporation having 
an income of $4,000, and mulcting every stockholder who has 
stock in a corporation that does not yield him $4,000? To say 
that we can not do that in some form is to say that we are not 
able to do justice and equality to the peopleof the United States 
in imposing taxes upon them. I have not quarreled with the 
Senator as respects what corporations ought to do or ought not 
todo. There is no tax practically upon corporations in the bill 
that does not make full and final exemption to every man who 
holds bonds or stocks if his income from such corporation is 
over $4,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to make 
a suggestion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have receivedaletter from Mr. Blackstone, 
president of the Chicago and Alton Railroad Company, begging 
me to secure if Icould anexemption in the income-tax provision 
of the bill for the small stockholders, such as widows and minor 
children, etc., holding stock in their corporation. He states 
that in very many instances the small sums of stock that these 

versons have is all they have in the world to live upon, Iun- 

erstand the bill does not exempt that class of people in con- 
nection with either a large corporation or a small one, 

Mr. ALLISON, It does not. : 

Mr. CULLOM. That seems to me to be an outrage. 
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Mr. ALLISON. That is all I am strugg for, and it is for 
that reason, in the absence of a provision which would exempt 
stockholders in all corporations, that I have undertaken to pro- 
vide a limited exemption as respects the corporate property 
held, believing that if we are to do injustice we should do the 
minimum of injustice in enacting a law like this. If the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey shall be adopted 
it will cure the evil as regards large and small corporations, but 
if that can not be done I want to cure the injustice and wrong 
imposed upon the small stockholders in the small corporations 
of the country. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Missouri that the small 
corporations, as a rule, are organized for the purpose of invasion. 
It is true that most of the small corporations are organized with 
a view of escaping individual liability. For example, a farmer 
in my State owns 160 acres of land (a small farm, or what would 
be asmall farm in some portions of our country), worth $6,000 or 
$8,000. He has upon his farm the stock. There are half a dozen 
other farmers about him. He can not risk all his little six or 
eight thousand dollars in building up a creamery, if you please. 
I merely give this as an illustration. Therefore a dozen farmers 
and oneor two men in town, who also have small capital, unite, 
knowing that if they lose their stock by adverse situations as to 
trade or business they will only lose the money they have put 
in, and they will not be houseless and homeless. Therefore it 
is no wrong on the part of those men to take a small interest in 
such a corporation, with a view of not being mulcted as respects 
their whole fortunes by engaging in enterprises which might 
consume their fortunes. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Iowa indicate by what 
amendment he would bring about the exemption of those small 
stockholders? I can see the force of his position, but the dif- 
culty seems to be in a mode of accomplishing what he desires. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri a few moments 
ago, I think in the absence of the Senator from Delaware from 
the Chamber, read an amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey. That amendment does reach exactly the provision 
as respects these small stockholders. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is not a longamendment, and I ask the 
Senator to have the amendment of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey read NERS 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I ask that the amendment be 


ain read. 
Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again 
stated. 2 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The amount of any dividends paid to a single stockholder not exceeding 
84.000 annually, may be deducted by corporations, companies, or assocla- 
tions, notincluding 8 from any amounts upon which they would 
otherwise be compelled to pay the tax herein provided for; butthe amount 
of such dividends so received by such single stockholder shall be included 


in estimat: any income he may have in excess of $4,000, and in that event 


it shall bear its proportion of the tax herein provided for. 

Mr. ALLISON. There perhaps may be some difficulties in 
administering that provision, but I do not think there will be 
the difficulty in administering it suggested by the Senator from 
Missouri. A corporation makes up a list of its stockholders and 
a listof its earnings after it has paid the interest upon its bonded 
and other indebtedness, and after paying its operating and busi- 
ness expenses. I understand those are to be taken out first. If 
there is anything left, of course, whatever is left is applicable to 
dividends unless it be a small reserve fund each year for acci- 
dents, ete. 

Upon that residuary sum the corporation pays 2 per cent to 
the Government, but it is entitled to charge that over, and if it 
chooses to do so, * er the dividends of every stockholder, 
little and great, and it would be obliged to do so practically, 
unless some amendment kindred to this is adopted. If so, and 
the corporation finds a stockholder who has a dividend amount- 
ing to less that $4,000 that is deducted from the 2 per cent and 
he does not pay it. 

Mr.CULLOM. Suppose a stockholder having an amount less 
than $4,000, so far as the stock is concerned, has a large income 
outside, what would be done then? 

Mr.ALLISON. It provides that the stockholders then must 
include that in his estimate or return of income, and that stock- 
holder is a exactly in the relation the committee has 
placed the bondholder. In other words, we relegate this ques- 
tion, so far as he is concerned, to the integrity and honesty of 
the man who holds the stock and makes the return. With an 
income tax of only 2 per cent, I think the men in our country 
who will seek to defraud and evade will be much smaller than 
oy were when we imposed an income-tax of 5 per cent. 

ow, the Senator from Missouri undertakes to say that he has 
provided a different provision from those contained in the laws 
of 1864 and 1868. In a shade they are different, but in essence 
they are the same. We did not undertake to tax corporations 


as respects their income in 1864 or 1868. We simply used the 
corporations as instrumentalities on behalf of the Government 
to gather in the money: Instead of utilizing and using the col- 
lectors and deputy collectors of the country we required them 
to make return and pay the tax, and they in turn turned on their 
stockholders, and were authorized to deduct from bonds and 
from stock as well. . 

The Senator from Missouri adopts precisely that rule except 
he provides that these corporations shall also pa ee tax upon 
surplus earned 3 the year, which will be an infinitesimal 
amount as respects all the great corporations and the little cor- 
porations of our country, because there is nothing carried to the 
surplus account except in the case of national banks, where they 
are obliged to carry a certain portion of their earnings to sur- 
plus from year to year and perhaps other binks and insur- 
ance companies. Butas to the great body of the corporations 
of our country they make dividends covering practically their 
earnings each year. ` 

Mr. President, some amendment may be made which is bet- 
ter than the one I propose, and I agree that my amendment is 
only partial in its results; it only reaches a portion of the peo- 
ple who have wa hr done them here. It will not do for us 
to say that in making up this bil! no inaccuracies or injustice 
will occur, but shall we do intentional injustice to a great body 
of our people, amounting to thousands of people beyond all those 
who are now included and would pay an income tax under this 
8 law? It is the small people, after all, who feel this 

justice. What matter does it make to a man who has an in- 
ean ot a hundred thousand dollars per annum if he pays 

It does amount to something to a mechanic, or a laborer, or a 
farmer who has a thousand or two thousand dollars of stock in 
some of these corporations and receives two hundred or three hun- 
dred dollars from it, that he is obliged to seek the taxgatherer and 

ay 2 per cent on those small earnings. Therefore we are doing 

justice to the very people to whom we ought deal exact jus- 
tice. It is for the correction of that evil and injustice that I 
have sought to have amendments made; and I hope the Senator 
from Missouri and other Senators will a ire that if itis possible 
for us to deal with this question we shall deal with it. 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Tennessee rises tomove 
to lay my amendment on the table I withdraw it, and I shall 
offer it 7 6 5 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator anticipates my object. I rose for 
that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not want to delay action 
onthe bill, but this talk about the protection of the small stock- 
holders strikes me as hardly warranted by the fact. Nobody 
desires to put any income tax upon an association of farmers 
who are running a creamery ora cheese factory: That class of 
enterprises nobody cares about embarrassing. I think, ds a 
ponera thing, they are not of a character to be touched by this 

ill. They are not corporations, so far as my experience goes, 
but associations. There are very few people, after all, who are 
interested in these corporations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill covers associations. 

Mr. TELLER. If the bill covers associations, then they may 
be included. In this talk about the poor people of the country 
owning the railroads and the poor people of the country owning 
the banks, there is a good deal.of nonsense. 

Mr. ALLISON. Who did talk about that? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not say the Senator did, but that has been 
talked about a good deal during the debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Icertainly have not done so. ` 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me, 
I stated what the president of a railroad company told me, that 
a great many poor poopie own a very smali amount of stock in 
that railroad; and he asked me, if I could, tosecure theirexemp- 
tion from an income tax. I have no doubt of the truth of that 
statement, and I think we ought to exemptthem if we can doso. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. Blackstone’s idea of a poor man is very 
different from the idea some of the rest of us may have in that 
respect. A man who owns a thousand dollars or ten shares ina 

road would be a nonentity in the operation of the road, and 
he would not come in for any 3 care on the part of any 
official of the road, judging from the little experience I have 
had in those matters heretofore. 
sand shares, or fifty thousand, or something of that kind, he 
might then be considered: but a man owning $5,000 is of no ac- 
count, and if he owns $5,000 and receives 4 per cent he gets $200, 
and out of that $200 he pays 81 to the Government, Is that any- 
thing so dreadful and so burdensome? If there are any me- 
chanics, if there are any laboring people who are fortunate 
enough in this country to have a little railroad stock that paya __— 


If he owned one hundred thou- 


a couple of hundred dollars a year they are not broken up or 
distressed very much by the payment to the Government of $4 
every g. 
Mr. President, there is a good deal more interest just now in 
the people who own small interests in corporations than I have 
been in the habit of seeing expressed in the Senate for that 
class of people heretofore. As a general rule their interests 
have not been considered 8 of a great deal of attention, 
and the impression will go abroad in the country that after all, 
the effort which is being made for these corporations is not in 
the interest of the little stockholders, but the big stockholders. 

It seems to me that a corporation is a proper subject for an 
income tax. I do not know any way by w you can tax the 
great corporations that are aggregating to themselves the busi- 
- ness of the country and the wealth of the country, unless you 
tax the man who owns $500,.or $50, or any othersum in thecor- 
poration. It is incidental to the system. Then if the people 
who have but little money choose to put it in that sort of busi- 
ness they must take their chances and pay their proportion of 
the tax. No man in these days with $5,000 or $10,000, who is at 
all wise, puts it in railroad corporation stock. He knows that 
he is one of those to be ground out whenever the interests of 
the great stockholders of the country require that he shall dis- 
appear. : 

He is a nonentity, I reposa with ten or twenty thousand dol- 
lars or fifty thousand do of such stock in these days. The 
stocks of railroads in this country are notfor investment, they 
are for management. The other day one of the leading finan- 
cial papers had a list of $738,000,000 of stock that had been on 
the market in this country, the most of it at par, not because it 
was worth par, but because the manipulators put it there, and 
undoubtedly unloaded some of itu ne of moderate means, 
but not very much; and that whole $738,000,000 of stock can be 
bought for about 10 cents on a dollar to-day, and intrinsically 
it is not worth 4 cents on a dollar, nor 2 cents on a dollar. 

Mr. President, I do not believe there is very much in the ar- 
gument which has been made. If the provision covers or in- 
cludes a firm or association that makes Raiya butter, I should 
like to see it stricken out, and that can be done. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Colo- 
rado a question, with his permission. Has he heard of any 
farmer who o es this bill or any provision of it? 

Mr. TELLER. Ibelieve that the farmers of the United States 
without exception are in favor of this income-tax principle. I 
do not want to see it made objectionable to the farmers. I said 
the other day, and repeat now, I hope the income tax will be- 
come a permanent policy in the monetary system of this çoun- 
ot rd is fast becoming a part of the monetary systems of the 
world. 

It is the most equitable and just system for the collection of 
revenue that can be devised by man, and I should dislike to see 
anything put in the 3 that would bring no money to the 
Government and at the same time bring odium upon it. But it 
is not to be brought into disrepute because a man who gets a 
hundred dollars of income out of some corporation pays two of it 


to the Government. One of the common, plain people of the. 


country who is so fortunate as to have an income of 850 a year 
from a corporation will think he is lucky if he gets outwith the 
payment of a dollar tax. The chances are 40 to 1 that the asso- 
ciation will rob him out of the whole of it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment. I move to 
amend section 59 by adding after the word ‘‘ depositors,” at the 
end of the section, the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall apply to savings 
banks which do not do a general commercial banking business, but which 
have a paid up capital stock that is a special guaranty fund to all the de- 
positors of the bank. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from California. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I send up to the desk a tele- 
gram received from San Francisco yesterday, which induced 
me to offer the amendment, and I ask the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], if he wiil kindly give it, to the 
reading of the 3 

aoe. VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. , 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., June 26, 1894. 
To Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, 


Washington, D. Q.: 

Income taxes should not be collected from savings banks of California. 
They are mutual so far that none pay fixei rate of interest, and rates of 
dividends of all are determined by net afte: f expenses 
and taxes. Four-fifths of a are funds o Ponce not Hable for income 
tax. Such parties exempt d tly will pay in: tly. Most of them from 
meager incomes, while those liable to tax WRL meg twice, once through the 
bank and later directly. Permit not this injustice. 

San Francisco Savings Union. German Savings and Loan Society, Hiber- 
-~ _ nia Saving and Loan Society, California Savings and Loan Society, French 


* 


Savings and Loan Society, Humboldt Sayings and Loan Society, Mutual 

Sa B Savings and Loan S : 

„ avingsiB Danke S 

Bank, Los Angeles Savin, * 
us 


pany, Savings Bank of 
Northern California Bank of Savings ot el S : 

o 0 £5, o y. ©; Merced Security Sav- 
ings Bank, of Merced; Union Sa B ot Modesto; 
Savings, Union Sayings Bank, of Oa mane 


Bank, Sa’ 

Di 8 Bank of San Diego County, of San Die; 
Savings 
ciety, of Watsonville. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, this telegram is signed by 
thirty-three savings banks of California, representing over $100,- 
000,000 deposited in those savings banks. My colleague [Mr. 
WHITE] will bear testimony to the financial standing of those 
banks. He received a similar telegram, and I feel sure he will 
corroborate all that I say in relation to those savings banks. 

We have inCalifornia two classes of savings banks, one purely 
mutual savings associations, for which the Committee on Finance 
have already provided; and there is another class of savings 
banks which have a paid-up capital stock, and the capital stock 
which has been paid up can not be distributed, can not be par- 
ail em in by the stockholders, until every depositor in the 
bank has received his money. It is a special guaranty that 
those who deposit money in the savings banks shall receive every 
dollar of it back. ; 

We have these capital savings banks. They are far more 
popular with our people, especially in our large cities, for the 
reason that those wholivein the country, the miner, the farmer, 
the lumberman, the mechanic, the sailor, who deposit their ear n- 
ings in them, want some graraniy besides the mutual associa- 
tion of men who have gathered together and organized a sav- 
ings bank, perhaps because they are men of pleasing address, 
with considerable assurance, and have formed an association to 
receive the funds of those who are willing to deposit with them. 

In the early history of our State ee of those savings banks 
went down in the mzlstrom of financial disaster. Now we have 
a bank commission appointed by the State, whose duty itis to 
annually scrutinize and examine the books of these banks, and 
when the commission report to the public that amillion dol! 
has been paid into a sav. bank as a guarantee fund, it gives 
3 to the depositors that their funds will be well cared 

or. 

There is deposited to-day in the different savings banks of 
California $126,781,530. This sum is distributed amongst 175,672 
depositors, making an average 5 of $886 to the depositor. 
This is a much larger average, I think, than the records will 
show to-day. I these figures are taken from the bank com- 
missioner's report made a year ago. At that time idle capital 
in la sums was TAN in the savings banks, which increased 
their deposits; but to-day the banks in California are refusing 
to take any very large sums, and the result isthat, I think, the 
average has been reduced below the amount I have named. 

I find bya review of the reports of the different savings banks 
in ee pare that there are 157,745 depositors of less than $1,000 
each. > 

I will give you, Mr. President, a list of four of the ort pred 
savings banks in San Francisco, and their average of deposits: 


So- 


T1. ̃ XX—X— 6—-ww.. ..,. 8 81,016. 97 
FFC ————— $ 606. 04 
Senner E wenucatenccas=ne — 1,246.12 
Savings and Loan Society. — 1,344.33 
The lowest average deposit in all the banks 18 as 57. 
The highest average deposit in all the banks iss. 1,700.00 
We have already exempted in this bill those who have an in- 
come of $1,000; that is, a man may have $100,000 and place it in 
the savings banks, and it brings him in 4 per cent. nder the 


provisions of the bill he is exempt from taxation; but if an 
amendment such as I propose is not adopted, the poor widow, 
the clergyman, the poor ic, the clerk, the ilor, the lum- 
berman, the farmer, the working girl, whoafter years of toil has 
saved up $1,000, as 157,745 of them have done in California, that 
person must pay 2 per cent m his $40 per year. True, 2 
per cent upon $40 is not much; but is it just, is it right for this 
great Government to come to the mechanic, to the lumberman, 
to the domestic, and say to them, ‘‘give us of this,” and then 
exempt the man who has $100,000 or $200,000 or $300,000 from 
payin anything? R 7 

believe that the income tax is, perhaps, the most just and 
most equitable tax which can be im : but let the States 
impose the tax, as Massachusetts has done, and as other States 
have done, if it is necessary to have revenue from this source. 
Let the revenue which is to support this great Federal Govern- 
ment come from imposing excise duties, levying internal-rey- 
enue taxes or from any other source rather than to go with 
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the taxgatherer into the home, into the office, or into the ma- 
chine shop of the mechanies of the country. 1155 

I bow, however, in submission to the will of the majority. 
This bill will become a law; but to be just, to be equitable, I ask 
the Senator from Missouri, I ask the committee on the other 
side of the Senate, to listen to the petition which has been read 
from the desk representing 157,745 people, who have deposited 
in the savings banks of California less than $1,000 each, and to 
accept the amendment which I have offered. Lask my colleague 
to use his intercession and his influence with the committee for 
the adoption of the amendment or something which will carry 
out the object we have in view. 

Mr. SMITH. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk 
to be read, and after it shall have been read I desire to make a 
few remarks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
fer from New Jersey that the amendment proposed by the Sena- 

r from California mr PEREINS] is now pending. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senate is quite as well prepared to test 
the merit of that question now as hereafter, and I move to lay 
the amendment of the Senator from California on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have an amendment which I think is sat- 
isfactory to the committee, and which covers substantially the 
ground that the amendment of the Senator from California does. 
Task that it be read for the information of Senators. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to the amendment being 


read. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator from Tennessee is certainly a 
just man, and I do not believe that he will be iso unjust as to 
move to lay this amendment upon the table and deny the peti- 
tion which has been read, signed by those ee ee Ksi nearly 
two hundred thousand people, without at least hearing from the 
committee why the amendment should not be adopted. A 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee 
has already heard from the Senator from California, and is sat- 
isfied to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is another Senator from California 
here to speak, and the Senator from Tennessee has no right to 
refuse to give the Senators from California a hearing upon this 


on. * 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee asserts his right, 
and makes the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks unanimous consent to have an amendment proposed by 
him read for information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isend the amendment to the desk, so that 
it may be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to letting the amendment 


be read. : 
Mr. ALDRICH. I propose to add the amendment to the pro- 
visions in regard to aie x 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add: 
„ insti: 
Nor to that tof the business of any savings 7 institution, or other 


and apart from its other accounts. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am willing to accept that as a substitute 
for my amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment as I have offered it makes 
the same rule apply to savings banks which.has been applied to 
insurance companies by the committee, and at the proper time 
Ishall offer the amendment. I think there will be no objection 
to it, as I have shown it to different members of the committee. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand the Senator from Rhode Island 
does not offer the amendment now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not now; but I shall offer it at the proper 
time. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I withdraw my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from California is withdrawn. 

Mr. SMITH. I now ask that the amendment proposed by me 


va" be read. 
‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 22, in section 59, after 
the word organized,” it is proposed to insert: 

5 
s e 8 Eleti Oros d to a single stockholder not 88 

— econ ed to 1 5 7 ‘the 5 

ot — 53 80 9 by such s 5 


Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I have neither the desire nor 
I feel that under existing cireumstances it would be right 
me to detain the Senate on a question of this character 


longer than is absolutely necessary for its proper presentation 
and debate. 

Considerable time has been consumed in the discussion of the 
questions connected with the income tax, and particularly in 
relation to those concerning corporations and their relation to 


their stockholders. 

I desire to say that while my position on this particular sec- 
tion of the bill is pronounced and known to the members of this 
body, I have refrained from taking up the time of the Senate in 
debate. I have voted ina number of instances against amend- 
ments which have been offered on this floor, without attempt- 
ing to express my views regarding them, because I felt that it 
was not proper to take up e Which we ht perhaps use in 
furthe the passage of the bill. But, Mr. President, I should 
feel that I was not doing justice to the constituents whom [have 
the honor in part to represent if I did not call the attention of 
Senators, particularly of those who sit on this side of the Cham- 
ber, to the fact thatin this bill without some such amend- 
ment as I have proposed, they would be discriminating against 
the widow, the orphan, and the man of moderate means. After 
I have done that, sir, if it shall be their wish to pass the bill in 
the shape it stands, I shall at least have felt that [ have per- 
formed my duty. 

The question with me, Mr. President, is not that of corpora- 
tions, it is not that of the manufacturer, it is not whether the 

tion is made up of the men who manufacture butter or 
cheese or any other commodity, or whether they be associations 
such as we haye in the East and in the North, formed by work- 
ingmen combining together, each with a few hundred or a few 
thousand dollars, as the case may be, and thus forming useful 
and beneficent industrial corporations. 

It is not the question of corporations with which we have now 

ly to 8 President, but the question is whether 
we are going to sit here as legislators and vote for a bill which 
discri tes against the widow and the orphan if, perchance, 
their estate should be invested in corporate stocks, from which 
they derive their income. 

I say that this is not a question of corporations, but it is a 
. When this bill was made up, with 
009 as the limit of exemption, that limit should be for re 

body, without respect to the question of the source from w. 
the income was derived; and when we say to these people, be- 
cause they may have inherited property from those who came 
before them and who have ed away, or because they have 
accumulated property by their savings which have been in- 
vested in these corporate companies, manufacturing, railroad, or 
of any other character, we shall single them out as 
eve dy else and tax them 2 per cent. I appeal to the sense 
ol f ess and of justice of the Senate to accept the amendment 
which I have offered which will rectify what I think to be a 
great wrong. I do not believe that the Senate is ready or thatit 
will be willing to sustain the provision as it now stands in the bill. 
HUNTON, Will the Senator from New Jersey permit 


me to ask him a question? P 
Mr. SMITH. rtainly. n 
Mr. HUNTON. As I understand the object of the amend- 


ment of the Senator from New Jersey, it is to exempt from the 
payment of the income tax all corporations, so far as the small 
stockholders are concerned? 

Mr. SMITH. That is correct. y 

Mr. HUNTON. Now, I desire the Senator to say, if his 
amendment prevails, whether in his opinion there be any 
large stockholders in stock companies? ‘The very moment the 

W is passed to exempt small stockholders they will all be 
small stockholders; the large stockholders will divide their 
stock between the wife and the children, the uncles and the 
aunts, and the nephews and the nieces, so that there will be no 
stockholders of a large character left in any corporation. It 
seems to me, if the Senator’s amendment prevails, it will be 
practically annulling the income tax on 5 

Mr. H. In answer to the Senator, I will say that I do 
not see that his question really affects this amendment. There 
is nothing now to prevent a man from giving his to 
anybody he pleases or transferring his invesfments in such 
manner as he may see fit, and thereby escape the payment of 
the income tax. I can not see how the proposition of my 
honored friend from Virginia has practically anything to do 
with this question. 

Mr. President, we, as the representatives of the people, must 
determine for ourselves whether we are willing wo select any 
particular class of people and say to them, Because you or those 
who came before you have invested in certain corporations or 


industrial organizations, we shall punish you to the extent of 2 
per cent.“ That is the question to be voted on. 

So far as corporations are concerned, I desire to say in re- 
sponse to the argument of my respected friend from Missouri 
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age VEST] that the great bulk of the organizations in the State 
which I reside are made up largely of workingmen and man- 
nfacturers of small means who have combined their capital and 
have grown to be large concerns. This is the case in my State, 
as it is in other States. My attention was forcibly called to it 
by a Senator on this floor, who stated to me the other day that 
his means were small and that he thought the proper thing for 
him to do was to put what he had in a stock company, so that 
‘he might divide what little he had of this world’s goods while 
he lived instead of doing it by will. 

For that reason, Mr. President, as much as any other, the ma- 
jority of the corporations of to-day are formed, particularly the 
smaller ones, at lawyer is there on this floor who, if one of 
his clients who had a large business of any kind or character, 
with a growing family of sons and daughters about him, asked 
what advice he would give in such a case, would not reply 
“Place your business in a corporate company, and distribute 
either by will after your death or while you are living the stock 
to ae amily?” 

have taken up more time, Mr. President, upon this question 
than I feel I have any right to do under the pressure that is 
upon the Senate for prompt action. I beg pardon of the Sen- 
ators on a warm day like this for asking them to give me their 
time and attention, but the necessity of some such action as I 
have proposed, the justice, the fairness of it appeal to meso 
stan bf that I should feel I was not doing 1 to those about 
me 5 out giving them at least the benefit of my views on this 
question. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Jersey on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HILL. I trust the Senator from Tennessee will withdraw 
his motion for a moment. - 

Mr. HIGGINS. I desire to submit a few remarks. 

Mr. HARRIS. The very object I had in view in making the 
motion was to cut off further debate. I must adhere to the mo- 


n. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 

the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. ee to lay upon the table 

a amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MITH]. 

Mr. L. Icallfor the yeas and nays upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. If he were 
present I should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON] to 
the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARVIS], and vote 


16 ea. 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was caa The 

pes I have had with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] 
been transferred to the junior Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY], and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MORE: ‘(when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]; 
otherwise I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If he were 
present I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON. Iam paired with the Senatorfrom North Caro- 
lina [Mr. JARVIS]. If he were present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], and 
withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 24; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—31. 
Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Bate, George, McLaurin, Ransom, 
— 5 Gorman, Martin, ach, 
Blac burn, Harris, Mills, Turpie, 
Camden, Hunton, Morgan, Vest, 
Coc! Irby, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jones, Ark Peffer, alsh. 
Daniel, yle, Pettigrew, 

NAYS—A4. 
Aldrich, yè, Manderson, gay, 
Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon herman, 
Caffery, Gray, Perkins, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hale, Platt, uire, 

Higgins, Power, 8 
i „ Washburn. 


JUNE 27, 
NOT VOTING—30. 

Blanchard, Dubois, Lodge, Smith 
Brice, Gibson, McMillan, Stewart, 
Butler, Gordon, McPherson, Vilas, 
Call, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. White, 
eid SAWN OS Mader ya 

6 oar, olcott. 
Chandler Jarvis, Palmer’ 

ixon, Jones, Nov. Patton 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words “organized,” in line 
section 59, page 187, it is proposed to insert: 

The amount of any dividends paid toʻa single stockholder, not exccedi 
$3,000 annually, may be deducted by 9 companii or l 
tions, not including partnerships, from any amounts upon which they would 
otberwise be compelled to pay the tax herein provided for; but the amount 
of such dividends so received by such single stockholder shall be included 


in estimating any income he may have in excess of $4.000, and in that ey 
it shall bear its proportion of the tax herein provided for. bic 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the amendment which I have of- 
fered is the same amendment which was offered by the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], except in regard to the amount. 
The amount named in my amendment being $3,000 instead of 
$4,000. Upon the amendment I desire to submit a few remarks 
for the consideration of the Senate. 

I cee slow the pension irom ee [Mr. VEST], or 
any other Senator upon this floor speaking against this proposi- 
tion, to place me ina false position. I am not sontensiag for 
this proposition or urging it upon any basis of justice to corpo- 
rations. I have made no such suggestion. I am maintainin 
the proposition that no discrimination shall be made in the bil 
against corporate investments, not because corporations do or 
do not want it, but because it is right and just to individuals. 

Mr. President, I do not now care for the purposes of this ar- 

ument whether the bill is liberal or not liberal to corporations. 
That was a strange and peculiar admission made yesterday when 
the Senator from Missouri, in charge of this portion of the bill, 
announced to the country and to the Senate, for the purpose, I 
suppose, of making his bill popular with the people, that this 
was a most liberal bill to the corporations of the country. I do 
not defend this bill, neither do I attack it upon any such un- 
tenable ground asthat. This bill will notcommend itself tothe 
people of the country simply because, if it be true, as the Sen- 
ator from Missouri says, it is the most liberal bill to corporations 
which can be framed. 

Mr. President, it ought to be the object of the framers of the 
bill to relieve it from just criticism. It ought to be their object 
to do away with as many discriminations as possible in the fram- 
ing of an income-tax bill. I concede that some discriminations 
are unavoidable; I concede that in the very nature of an income- 
tax bill there must be great wrong done; I concede that you 
must exempt $635,000,000 of Government bonds from the income 
tax; I concede that you must do many things which you can not 
well defend, but which in justice are incident to and inherent in 


22, 


an income-tax bill; but we ought to strive in framing legisla- 


tion for the country to avoid as many of these discriminations 
as possible. 

Senators the other day defended the exemption of $4,000 to 
individuals. It is contained in this bill; it is an exemption for 
which I thought there was no justification. Senators had voted 
in the past for $1,000 exemption, and I supposed they at least 
would be willing to stand by their own record in that regard, 
but they did not doit. I need not point to a vote not very man 
years ago taken in the Senate, when Senators stood here an 
voted to make the exemption simply $1,000. 

That limited and smal Spun ea had their approval but a 
few short years ago, but now they come here in this day and 

e of the world and defend a $4,000 exemption, an exemption 
which relieves a person who owns $60,000 worth of property, 
aye, if it be invested in Government bonds it will relieve a man 
owning $100,000 of Government bonds from income taxation; 
yet these things are contained in the bill, and Senators swallow 
them; they take them with one gulp; but when we ask that cor- 

rate investments for the benefit of men of limited means shall 

placed upon an equality with other investments in property, 
we are told we are pleading for the cause of the great corpora- 
tions of the country. 

Mr. President, I care little or nothing about the corporations 
of the country. They have grown up in every State and all 
over the country. They are so intimately connected with the 


business of the country that it is impossible to eradicate them, 
and in framing your legislation you must recognize their exist- 
ence, and must recognize the propriety of theirexistence. They 
develop the country; they combine capital; they induce Pee 


to make investments which would not otherwise be made. 
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have some privileges which indivduals do not have, but, never- 
theless, what State has seen fittoannihilatethem? What State 
has seen fit to restrict them? Are not the laws of Missouri very 
liberal for the forming of corporations? Do not some States 
make their laws liberal for the very purpose of attracting the 
organization of capital therein? The States increase to some 
extent their revenue from taxation by so doing. 

It does no good upon a question of this character to get up 
here and rail apaines the corporations of the country. Theyare 
with us; they are organized; they have their stockholders who 
have invested in them in good faith under the sanction of the 
laws of your States and of the Government; and it becomes usas 
legislators to legislate intelligently in regard to them and their 
5 

Sir, as I have said, I am not here to plead for the corporations 
of the country. This amendment makes no sort of difference to 
the corporation itself. The corporation is simply made the in- 
strument or means for the collection of this revenue. Itis for 
the benefit of the individual that I am speaking now. 

A great deal has been said about the General Government 

rotecting these corporations. A word upon that subject—al- 
though in my remarks the other day I had said upon that sub- 
ject all which I then desired to say. 

These corporations are not created by the General Govern- 
ment. Very few corporations in this country derive their exist- 
ence from the General Government. Ninety-eight per cent of 
the whole are organized under the State governments. In the 
main their property is protected by State laws. The General 
Government has little or nothing to do with the protection of 
life, liberty, or property. 

Ihave pointed out from the provisions of the Constitution, 
that there are only three instances in which the General Gov- 
ernment can interfere with the domestic affairs of the States. 

ne, to protect them in a republican form of government—a mere 
declaration of policy; another, to protect them from foreign in- 
vasion—not likely ever tooccur; the third, to protect them from 
domestic violence in case the governor or the Legislature shall 
call upon the Government to do so—a very rare thing in the one 
hundred years’ history of this Government. The theory that 
the General Government protects your life, that the General 
Government protects corporations, that the General Govern- 
ment gives them powers and privileges,is a mere fiction. The 
General Government can not punish crime in the State; it can 
th W with the local government, because it has no juris- 
diction. 

Have we forgotten that great message of James G. Blaine sent 
to the Italian Government, when he pointed out the peculiar in- 
stitutions of our country; that the General Government had no 
power to punish criminals in the city of New Orleans; that by 
reason of the nature of our free institutions the State of Louis- 
iana, and that State alone, was competent to try and to convict 
{ts criminals; that life, liberty, and property were to be pro- 

ted by the authorities of New Orleans? It is only when some 
great rjot or some great domestic violence occurs that, upon the 

plication of the governor or the Legislature of a State, the 
dene Government may interfere. 

In all other respects and in all other ways the State govern- 

ents are supreme, The State governments, therefore, are the 
authorities tò regulate corporations; are in the main the proper 
authoritiés to tax them, are in the main the proper authorities 
to determine their exemption. 

Mr. President, nobody objects to the bill taxing the undivided 
surplus of 5 If a corporation sees fit to accumulate 
a large parpi instead of dividing it among its stockholders, it 
can 15 reached by the bill and nobody objects to it. I simply 
desire to protect those dividends which in fact the corporation 
makes to individual owners of stock who do not themselves 
have an income in excess of $4,000. 

No sort of reason which can stand the test of analogy for a 
single moment has been presented to show why corporate in- 
vestments should be treated differently from other investments. 
Are we going to allow some prejudice against corporations to 
creep in here and to influence our legislation? Can we not pro- 
ceed upon some broader and higher plane than that? 

What isa corporation? Itisacreatureof State government in 
the main, created by investments furnished by citizens, havin 
certain corporate powers, enabled to perform business like indi- 
viduals. A corporation does not subsist merely for the benefit 
of the ideal corporation; it subsists for the benefit of its stock- 
holders. A corporation which pays no amount of money to its 
. a peculiar and sometimes an unusual corporation, 

though nowadays, in these hard times, 8 it is the gen- 
eral rule that corporations do not pay dividends. 

But in the main corporations are created for the benefit of 


their stockholders, and the theory of the bill should be to treat 
all citizens alike and not discriminate against those having cor- 
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porate investments. If corporations are injurious to the coun- 
try, if corporations have violated their charters, then the law 
can proceed against them and abolish them; but so long as they 
are permitted to exist, so long as people are allowed to make 
Sac magnon inyestments, they should be treated like citizens. 

r. President, it has been said that a corporation is not given 
the $4,000 exemption for the reason that it does not eat, does 
not consume anything, requires no clothes, and that the $4,000 
exemption is given to the individual because of what he con- 
sumes and what he requires for his individual wants. I am not 
pleading here for any $4,000 exemption to the corporation it- 
self. Bear that distinction in mind. No amendment has been 
offered here to give a corporation the same exemption as an in- 
dividual, but I am simply contending that after the dividends 
are declared and are received by an individual, the individual 
shall be placed upon the same plane as his next-door neighbor 
who has received an income from some private business. That 
is all I claim. 

I see no answer to this proposition. You can not answer it by 
railing against corporations. You can not answer it by com- 
plaining of their hardships. You can not answer it by pointing 
to their wealth, When astockholder receives more than $4,000 
The whole controversy 
this morning arises, not over the lack of exemption per se of a 
corporation, but over the exemption which is claimed for indi- 
viduals who do not have more than $4,000 income. That is the 
oniy point involved in the matter. 

he Senator from Missouri and some others claim that it is 
absurd to say the railroad corporations of the country are 2 
owned by people of moderate means. There are thousands 
thousands of shareholders in the New York Central Railroad 
who are people of moderate means, although the Vanderbilts, 
it is true, own a majority of the stock. But we are not here 
especially defending railroads. We are 5 the rights 
and equal privileges of individual stockholders. But are rail- 
road companies the only corporations involved here? 

The bill applies to“ banks, banking PoP os trust com- 
panies, saving institutions, fire, marine, life, and other ipsurance 
companies, railroad, canal, turnpike, canal navigation, slack 
water, 9 telegraph, express, electric light.” Let me 
comment right here before going further. 

In how many towns and small villages in the States have the 
people of the respective 7 g formed local electric-light com- 
pe es and invested their little means and their little savings, 

rom $500 to $1,000, in local electric-light companies, desiring to 
aid their local villages? Itis not so much a matter of invest- 
ment as it is a matter of pride, and yet they are entitled tq the 
dividends upon those little investments. The proposed law 
also to apply to all gas companies, water companies, street 
railway pao reap and all other corporations, com es, or 
associations doing business for profit in the United States, no 
matter how created and organized.” 

The bill affects every conceivable corporation in the United 
States. Iam not complaining because it affects corporations, 
but Iam simply complaining that you make a discrimination 
against the poor man, because I have a right to say under the 
very exemption you have already made in the bill in regard tò 
individuals, that a man who has an income of only $4,000 is re- 
garded as a poor man for the purposes of the bill. i 

I accept yourown argumentupon that point. Therefore, when 
the poor man, instead of putting his money in a certain store, 
or in a certain factory, takes and places it in the street-car cor- 
porations of his own native town, actuated by a matter of pride 
to help his village, or when he puts it into any other corpora- 
tion, why should not that investment be tréated just the same 
as if he made an investment many oiher species of prop- 
erty? I tell you there is no answer to that proposition. ere 
has been none submitted here to-day worthy of the name of an 
argument. 

good deal has been said about Mr. Astor escaping taxes. I 
am not peeing for Mr. Astor. Mr. Astor’s propery, allow me 
to say right here, in the main consists of real estate in the city 
of New York. Whether he lives in New York or in London he 

ys State, county, and municipal taxes upon all his real estate. 

e do not object to your taxing under the provisions of the bill 
all the rents Mr. Astor receives from this property. We are 
not pleading for any exemption for Mr. Astor, so far as this par- 
ticular question is now concerned. We are not pleading for any 
man whose income exceeds $4,000. We are pleading simply for 
the man who has corporate investments and whose income does 
not exceed $4,000. That is the point. 

Mr. President, this amendment which has been offered covers 
the point involved. The Senator from Delaware ges GRAY]. 
having heard only a part of the argument, came in here and 
seemed to be rather astonished that anyone should argue cg Pe 
this proposition. He seemed to think that the only question in- 
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volved was as to whether the amendment covered the point. 
He seemed -to think, and it was a fair consideration, that the 
only point involved was how to prevent this injustice, whereas 
on the other hand the committee are not trying to prevent it. 
The committee, or the portion 3 here, are justifying 
it and attem 7 to defend the injustice. If the amendment 
first offered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], so 
far as $4,000 is concerned, does not reach it, and if this one does 
not reach it, let them suggest some other amendment. It is 
only this injustice we desire to remedy. 

I assure the Senator from Missouri there is no endeavor, so 
far as this amendment is concerned, to make the bill objection- 
able. If the bill shall pass, sir, it will have to be defended all 
over the country. Make our burden as light as possible. I ex- 
pect as a Democrat to address my fellow-citizens for many years 
to come, so far as I can conveniently do so, in behalf of the meas- 
ures of my ty. Leave me a few meritorious provisions in the 
bill which I can justify to my people at home. 

Do not close my mouth * regard to all the features 
and provisions of the measure. me Senators here who have 
examined the amendment seem to think it ought to be adopted, 
and certainly they are friends of the bill and friends of an in- 
come tax. 

The $3,000 exemption involves the same principle, it is true, 
as the $4,000 exemption, but nevertheless it is more limited as 
to amount. It may be said, if the object of it is to help the man 
with a smail investment then $3,000 is of course a better amend- 
ment than $4,000. I know of no reason, though, why we should 
not have the $4,000 exemption. 

Bear in mind, Senators, that while upon the face of the 
amendment it assumes to give a sort of exemption to the cor- 
ee by saying the corporation may deduct thedividends so 

eclared, not exceeding $4,000, it is a mere form, a phraseology 
made necessary by the terms of the bill. But notwithstanding 


that phraseology, in truth and in fact the exemption is for the 
ornans of the individual stockholders. Noone can deny that 
po: 


Ihave thus said all I desire to say upon the merits of the 
amendment. It isan important question, and I say again it is 
t to the men of small means scattered all over the 
country. Some Senator in addressing the Senate said, Well, 
they the poor men only have to pay $50 a year.” Sir, that is 
a severe burden upon a poor man. you want to do something 
Se N r mange ee 
tyo t, eq of p ege, and eq’ ty of exem 
tion are just as sacred to the man who hasonl $50 to pa: — 
the man who has $3,000 or $4,000 to pay. e the bill equal 
and exact in its terms, and you will relieve it from much of the 
criticism which propon and justly attaches to it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, {wish to make a very few re- 
marks on this subject. The income tax feature ot the bill which 
gives an exemption to $4,000 shows that this provision is aimed 
at the rich people of the country, the le so well off at least 
as to have $1,000 of clear income over losses and expenses. 
Now. in the same breath it is proposed to put thesame tax upon 
sorporations, thereby catching in the net every shareholder of 
those cor tions whether their income amounts to $3,999 or 
whether they only get $10 ayearoutofit. They are all brought 
in under the burden of this tax. Therein there is a grave and 
serious departure from the general idea of the bill. What I 
2 ask is why this is done, upon what ground can it be jus- 

It must be borne in mind that every shareholder in a corpora- 
tion, like every other individual in the country, will be required 
by the statute, if enacted into law, to hand his return to the 
proper internal revenue officials. He will have to make this re- 
turn under oath, and if he gets dividends from any oration 
as a shareholder therein he must return such divid in the 
amount of his yearly income and profit. So the shareholders of 
the co tions will be reached by the law anyhow, whether 
the tax is put directly upon the tions or not. 

The fact is that tions are ö of the cap- 
ital of individuals for joint profit, with joint liability and joint 
loss, conveniently divided into shares for the p of distri- 
bution and ment; and the income tax reach every 
shareholder in country who has an income of over $4,000. 
Then why levy this tax upon this class of citizens having an in- 
come less than $4,000 who happen to be shareholders in corpo- 
rations? I have thought the reason ht be that the attempt 
is made thereby to make sure of ge a true return from 
shareholders in corporations who have an income of over $4,000. 
They may make a fraudulent return; they may make a false re- 
turn; but if you can get the books and papers and returns of the 
corporation, disclosing who are its ders and what divi- 


dends are paid to them, you have something by which to test 
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the truthfulness and the reliability of the return of the individ- 
ual shareholder. 

Now, if that is the reason for imp: this tax, what does it 
amount to? Just this, that in order to provide against the fraud 
of the citizen having an income of over $4,000 you areimposing 
this tax on each shareholder in corporations who have incomes 
less than $4,000. If that is not absurd I do not know what is. 
Or, is it because of the general cry against corporations, who 
have been so anathematized in many directions? I think it is 
true that corporate management merits much of the criticism 
2 is delivered against it. Corporations are said to have no 
souls, 

The action of some corporations in their dealings with em- 
ployés and with the public is harsh,and they are treated in like 
way when such issues are brought before the juries of the coun- 
try. But are you to tax the income of the thrifty poor, of the 
moderately well-to-do people, of those who have some small 
competence, something laid up against a rainy day, some pro- 
vision made for wife or daughter or child, simply because you 
maneio make a general raid of punishment against corpora- 
ons? 

A great deal of feeling against railway corporations has been 
excited in the country at one time or 5 I do not know 
but that they are becoming the objects of commiseration and 
pity rather than of attack. I do not know how large isthe pro- 
portion of them to-day in the hands of receivers. Idonot know 
what proportion of their stock does not pay dividends. I do not 
know how many of them are hanging upon the verge of bank- 
ruptey or how near the railroad corporate interests of this coun- 
try Dure approached to a condition of bankruptcy, if not of con- 
fiscation. 


Thereare corporations which merit the animosity of the Sena- 
tors in charge of the bill, and those Senators will have the 1 25 
support of the country if they engage in some sound and legiti- 
mate policy as to them. One is the sugar trust. Let them go 
for it by 2 from it the advantages they have given to 
it in the bill. Another one is the great octopus, the Standard 
Oil Company, if it came within their pur view. 

But because certain overgrown, bloated Corporations which 
make an unfair and unjust use of the quality of corporate power 
exist in the country, is that the reason why all the owners in 
small corporations and all the small owners in large corpora- 
tions in the country are to be brought under the income tax, 
contrary to the policy and the reason for which the taxis inau- 
gurated, namely, to get at the rich. This is the combination and 
accumulation of absurdity which is involved in this proposition. 
There may be one other reason why it is to be , and that 
is that this illogical and absurd idea found its first recommenda- 
tion in the message of the President of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall consume but a few 
minutes of the time of the Senate. I should not occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate at all on this subject but for the fact that, 
perhaps inadvertently on my part, I referred to a citizen of my 
State who has written to me on the question of the income tax. 
I desire to read, from the communication which I have received 
from that gentleman, what he says with reference to the effect 
of the bill. Task the attention of the dis Senator from 
Missouri to what the gentleman says, as I think the Senator 
knows him. 

I doit in perfect good faith, not having any disposition on my 
part to be regarded as the champion of corporations or of any 
other organizations in thiscountry. What I desire is that the 
income tax provision, if we are to have an income tax, shall be 
as fair to the whole body of the le as it can be made. When 
I referred to what seems to me to be the unfairness of the pro- 
vision of the billas it stands, against the poorer classes of peo- 
ple having an interest in corporations, I made the statement 
with reference to the Chicago and Alton Railroad, as I remem- 
bered it from the communication which I now hold in my hand. 
The gentleman to whom I refer says: 
aan RET SERINE 96 SENS EEE COE Se tee 
_ Referring to the portion of the bill we are now consider- 
ing— 
ita be the intent of the bill to from liability to an in- 
come tax} 3 whose annual Krenar e aeai $4,000. N 


That is the theory of the bill, that a person who has an in- 
come of not over $4,000 shall not be taxed the 2 per cent. 

Mr. HILL. No matier how the income is derived. 

Mr. CULLOM. No matter how it is procured. But when it 
comes to the matter of taxing corporations, then the proposi- 
tion to exempt $4,000 from the operation of the income-tax law 
seems to be set aside. It is to that point that I have had my at- 
tention called by this gentleman. The provision of the bill 
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W. persons whose an- 
nual o from all sources is much less than $4,000 will through the 
agency of such c rations be subjected to the tax. 

There are probably at least eighteen hundred Chicago and Alton share- 
holders, each of whose income from all sources is less than geen gee Te 
and by far the greater part of their income is from Chicago Alton diy- 
idends. [know quite a large number of women whose entire income is 
from Chicago and Alton dividends, baci n such as ba Aa by their own 
labor, and in such cases their income is from 8300 to perannum. Under. 
this bill 2 per cent of these sums must be paid to the Government. Is not 
this unjust discrimination? 

That is a plain statement of the case as to the Chicago and 
Alton Railroad. Mr. Blackstone, as the Senator from souri 
knows yery well, isan honorable man. He has been president 
of this corporation for a great many years, I do not know how 
many, and he ought to know whereof he speaks when he says 
there are not less thanone thousand eight hundred stockholders 
of that road whose incomes are less than $2,000 and who get 
nothing but what they earn, from 8300 to $600 a year, except the 
income which they get from the stock they own in this road. 
When I refer toC oand Alton Railroad, I assume that it is 
un Sample of almost every other corporation in the country, 
whether it be a railroad corporation or a manufacturing esta 
lishmentor whateveritmay be. 

As I said I do not stand upon my feet here at this late day in 
the consideration of the question whether we shall have an in- 
come tax or not to combat it by argument, but I do say that 
while we are forming the income-tax vision we ought, it 
seems to me, without any reference to the interest of the cor- 
poration itself, look after the poor le who derive these lit- 
tle incomes from the stock they ho. corporations. I insist 
that the proposition of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SmiTH], or, if that can not be adopted, the suggestion made by 
the Senator from Missouri himself, will be of someservice in the 
protection of this class of poor people who have these small in- 
comes 


The honorable Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] seems to 
sneer at the tion that anybody has any stock in a rail- 
road company whom we ought to look after, or ey pak 
dent of a railroad com: 1 rs 
in his corporation. the Senator wishes.to do exact justice to 
the poor poor of the country—I care nothing about the cor- 
poration itself—let us form this provision so as to protect the 
poor people who own stock in corporations, of whatever na- 
ture or kind they may be. The Senator represents himself as 
a friend of the poor people; I believe he and 1 appeal to 
him to know whether those eighteen hundred people, having 
these little sums of not over $2,000 derived from their earnings 
and from stock in this corporation, should not be cared for, if 
itean be done by the bill, as well as the man outside who does 
not have an income over $4,000. 
The Senator certainly does not desire to discriminate against 
a poor widow or a poor mechanic who has an income. of $2,000, 
partly derived from stock which he may hap to have in a 
corporation, when he is willing to 5 to the party 
who gets it from other sources. That is what I am contending 
for. When the Senator insists that because these persons hap- 
pen to have stock in a corporation they ought not to be looked 
1 I 38 he ae e ee pares, but.does an in- 
justice great body ofthese poor people. 

I have voteđ t the ineome-tax provision, and did it be- 
cause I believe there is no occasion for an income tax now. But 
if we are to have an income tax I believe it would be nearer 
exact justice, and we would have none of these unjust discrimi- 
nations, if every one who has an income of over 84, O00 were taxed, 
whether he or she be a stockholder in a corporation or not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from New York on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that the debate shall 
cease pres the amendment, and that we may take a direct vote 
upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. If that can be donelam willing that we shall 
have a vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from New York asks unanimous consent that de- 
pees all cease and that the vote may be taken on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be stated. 

Mr. HILL. It is the same as the previous amendment, with 
the exception of 1 83,000“ instead of ‘' $4,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New York? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I withdraw the motion to lay the amend- 
ment ow the table. Let us have the vote on the amendmennt. 

` 


The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The Senator from Tennessee 
withdraws the motion to lay the amendment on the table. The 
3 is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 

ew York. The amendment will again be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word organized” in section 59, 
line 22, page 187, insert: 

The amount of any dividends paid to a single stockholder not 
$3,000 annually, may be deducted by corporations, companies, or associa- 
tions, notincluding perenne fromany in prot fe pt mg they would 

ed to pay the tax herein pro for; but the amount 
of such dividends so received by such single stockholder shall be included in 
es any income he may have in excess G rya and in that event it 
shall bear its proportion of the tax herein provided for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carol ina [Mr. JARVIS]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote yea.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am 
penea the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], who 

absent from the Chamber on account of illness. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa . WILSON] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLEJ, and vote nay.“ 

Mr. CH (after having voted in the negative). I 
agaro at ene senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] 

asv f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from Mich- 
igan has not voted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the five). I 
am informed that the senior Senator from Nebraska | Mr. — 
DERSON] has not voted. ~ I am paired with that Senator, and ask 
leave to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PEFFER. Is the junior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE] recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. KYLE] is not recorded. His pair with the Senator 


from usetts [Mr. LODGE] has been announced. 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 33; as follows: 
YEAS—2. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Quay, 

5 e, tchell, Oregon erman, 
Chandler, Galitnger, a Shoup, 
Davis, ne Piatt, pe 

NAYS—33 
Bate, Gordon, Martin, Teller, 
Camden Gray, Morgan, Vash 
fy ray; 
3 Harris, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Coke, Sonn Peffer, wane 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark = 
Gibson, McLaurin, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—®. 
> Kyle, 
Allison, Dixon, Lodge, Power, 
Blackburn, Dubois, McMillan, r, 
i Hale, — MePherson, 3 
Butler, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Call, Jarvis, Mo: Wilson, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Murphy, Wolcott — 


So the amendment was rejected. = 

Mr. ALDRICH obtained the ficor. ae iad 

Mr. HILL. I desire to offer an amendment. 

5 pun RICH. I yield for the purpose of having the amend- 
ment re 

Mr. HILL. If Senators will remain in their seats for just a 
moment, I desire yea-and-nay votes on two amendments without 
any debate. I make this statement so as to saye them the 
trouble of out and coming in. 

The G OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New York will be stated. 
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gine SECRETARY. And at the end of line 22, page 187, section 


The amount of any dividends paid to a single stockholder not exceeding 
$2,000 annually, may be deducted by corporations, companies, or associa- 
tions, not including tnerships from any amounts upon which they would 
otherwise be compelled to pay the tax herein provided for; but the amount 
of such dividends so received by such single stockholder shall be included 
in estimating any income he may have in excess of 84,000, andin that event 
it shall bear its proportion of the tax herein provided for. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I hardly see the propriety of 
an amendment eee, corporations to deduct the amount 
of dividends paid to individual stockholders up to $2,000. If I 
understand the effect of the bill, if it should become a law, as 
it stands now it would in effect tax stockholders as individuals 
upon dividends received 115 to 84,000 per annum, although they 
might not otherwise be subject to pay an income tax. 

As individuals, if their income was derived from some other 
source to the amount of $4,000, they would not be taxed, but if 
the income happen to be derived from dividends on stocks, then 
they are to be taxed. The corporation is required to pay anin- 
come tax on their dividends, So there is one class of persons, 
those whose incomes are derived from dividends on stock, who 
are taxed upon their entire incomes, while individuals having 
the same amount of incomes from other sources are exempt. 

Then on dividends over $4,000, if I understand the bill, as it 
stands now there is to be double taxation; first, the dividends 
are taxed as the income of corporations and then they are taxed 
when they reach the stockholders. 

Mr. HILL. That is not the case, because where it exceeds 
2 there is another provision that covers it, which is as fol- 

ows: 

Provided also, That in computing the income of ar rson, corporation 
company, or association there shall not be includ he amount received 
from any corporation, company, or association as interest or dividends 
ebe e path A r ee weren 
n oF association as required by this act. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then the discrimination in the bill is confined to 
persons whose income from dividends is less than $4,000. 

Mr. HILL. Exactly. ; 

Mr. DOLPH. What is the idea of dividing it and of except- 
i, Pea tax on dividends up to $2,000? Is it a compromise? 

HILL. I must refer the Senator to those on this side of 
the Chamber. I donot propose todebate the amendment. The 
Senator from Oregon probably has not been in the Chamber 
during the whole debate. Lof course claim that the small share- 
holders are entitled to an seo to the amount of $4,000, 
As a matter of principle and pond I my sass should be so; but 
$4,000 has been votea down, $3,000 has n voted down, and I 
desire to make the injsutice as little as possible. I now ask for 
a vote on the $2,000 amendment without further debate unless 
some other Senator desires to discuss the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the attitude of the commit- 
tee and a majority of the Senate in regard to the income of 
small shareholders in corporations is remarkable. It is pro- 
posed by the general features of this income-tax provision to 
exempt incomes up to $4,000, but any citizen of the United 
States who has an investment in the shares of any corporation 
(except certain corporations that are specially exempted) of 
any size, of fifty, one hundred, five hundred, or a thousand 
dollars, must pay the tax. There is no escape for him. This 
seems to me to be very unjust. The committee, by their amend- 
ment suggested the other day,exempt incomes which are de- 
rived from the bonds of corporations, but they seem to be un- 
willing to modify in Any form the provision of the bill which 
exacts from s shareholders an income tax, whatever may be 
the amount of the income. With the tendencies of our modern 
civilization to the employment of corporate form in conducting 
all 5 7 of business this injustice becomes very great and very 
marked. 

The Senator from Missouri has alluded to the fact that the 
loss to such shareholders is not very great, that the sums which 
they will be obliged to Pay may not be more than $10 and can 
not exceed in any event $80. The average earnings of all the 
people of the United States engaged in useful employment is 
only a little over $300, and $80 to a man who only earns $300 or 
a little more, is 25 per cent of his entire earnings. So, while 
these small sums may not seem very large to the Senator from 
Missouri, they will certainly seem ve a to the men of 
small and limited incomes to which the Pl will apply. 

The Senator from Missouri, in justification of the action of 
the committee, has stated that dur the war corporations were 
taxed. It is true that during the exigencies of the civil war all 
kinds of manufacturing corporations were taxed, but corpora- 
tions were taxed as individuals were taxed. There was no dis- 
crimination made at that time between a tax levied upon a cor- 
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ration doing a manufacturing business and an individual do- 
ng a manufacturing business; both were alike taxable. But by 
the provisions of this bill, an individual who carries on a manu- 
facture of any kind is exempted from the burdensome and an- 
noying exactions of the bill in other 5 a partnership that 
carries on a business of this kind would be exempt from taxa- 
tion and from these annoyances, while a corporation is subjected 
to them all. 

It is very difficult to understand by the application of any of 
the princ or which should be applied to government or to 
taxation why these discriminations are made. A corporation 
is certainly no more vicious than an individual or a partnership 
that is doing the same business and carrying it on in the same 
way. A corporation is peril A an aggregation of individuals. 
Many of the corporations that have been chartered under the va- 
rious State governments are simply cobperative associations. 

The various amendments suggested the other day by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri have recognized the necessity or the justice 
of exempting mutualinsurance companies, fire or life insurance 
companies, mutual savings banks, and a large class of corpora- 
tions doing business for the benefit solely of their shareholders. 

Now, a large portion of the corporations which will be obliged 
to pay this tax are of the same character as those various mutual 
organizations. The Senator from Iowa has alluded to the fact 
in his State, the Senator from Maine has made the same state- 
ment in regard to his State, and I know that in my own State 
there are a vast number of organizations chartered by the State 
government and having the form of corporations. They are 
simply codperative societies, and if aman is unfortunate enough 
to have an investmentof $50 or $100 or $500 inan AESSR 
of this kind, he is required by the provisions of the bill to pay 
2 per cent on his income, while the vast corporations of the 
United States, all the great railroads and other organizations, 
are by the provisions of the amendment suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri the other day exempted from paying this tax. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there will be no further discussion. 

Mr. HARRIS, I thought there was to be no further debate 
a good while ago. 

r. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that debate shall stop, 
and that a vote may be taken upon the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
asks unanimous consent that debate shall cease on the amend- 
ment, and that a vote may be taken atonce. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion to lay the amendment 
on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws the motion to lay on the table, The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts pr. LODGE]. I transfer my pair 
to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], and vote nay.“ 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Tr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
5 with the Senator from Sh pects [Mr. CAREY]. 

r. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS], who is 
absent from his seat and will not be here for some days. I de- 
sire to make the announcement for the day. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON. Has the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
JARVIS] voted? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina has not voted. y 

Mr. DIXON. I am paired with that Senator, and withhold 
my my vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I have agreed on this vote to pair with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], but by an arrange- 
ment with the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. DIXON], we will 
transfer our 1 so that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] will stand paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. JARVIS], and the Senator from Rhode Island and I will 


vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DIXON. I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—23. 

Aldrich, Frye, McMillan, Proctor, 
Allison, er, Manderson, Y, 
Cattery, Hale, atton, herman, 
Davis, Perkins, Squire, 
Dixon, r Piatt, Washburn, 
Dolph, Hoar, Power, 


1894. 
NAYS—34. 
All Daniel, Jones, Ark. 
Bale, Faulkner, indsay, Roach, 
A George, Laurin, Turpie, 
Blanchard’ Gorak Mais.” Voor ees, 
ancha: 
Mis Gray. Morgan, Walsh, 
Sockrelk Hunton, Peder: 
re 
Coke, Irby, Pugh, 
NOT VOTING—23. 

10 Gordon. McPherson, Show 
Barier, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Smit k 
Cameron, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Carey, Jarvis, Morrill, Teller, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Murphy, Vilas, 
Cullom, Kyle, Palmer, Wilson, 
Dubois, Lodge, Pettigrew, Wolcott, ; 


So the amendment was rejected. 3 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend, at the end of line 22, page 187, 
by adding the words“ but notincluding partnerships.” That is 
the meaning of the committee, I understand. 2 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. : 

The SECRETARY. After the word organized” at the end of 
line 22, page 187, section 59, add: 

But not including partnerships. 

Mr. HOAR. The phrase of the bill now is companies, asso- 
ciations however constituted or established. Certainly there is 
very great danger that that will be construed to include part- 
nerships. 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection to the amendment. That 
is the meaning of the provision. 

The amendment was agreed to. § 

Mr. HOAR. I move toadd at the end of line 22, page 187, the 
following proviso: - 

Provided, That there shall be allowed to said corporation, company, or 
association an exemption equal to the aggregate of the exemptions to.which 
such stockholders would be entitled in estimating their individual tax, not 
including, however, any exemption which may have been allowed to such 
stockholders as individuals. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss this amendment at 
any length, because I see that my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS] is looking at me— 

* With such ferret and such flery eyes, 
As we have seen him in the Capitol 
When crossed in conference by some Senator. 

But I think a word or two of explanation will satisfy every 
Senator who feels himself at liberty to vote upon this question 
on its merits that it ought to be adopted. 

The purpose of the amendment is that where a man’s whole 
income, and a small income, comes from a joint stock company 
he shall have the precise exemption, and no more and no less, 
out of the income which he gets from the joint stock 8 
that he would get it it came from an ordinary individual busi- 
ness. The largest part of the business of Massachusetts —manu- 
facturing, baL TOA, mercantile—is now conducted by joint 
stock companies. Two young mechanics or five young mechanics 
do à part of the business of their machine shop—make a partic- 
ular wheel, a particular lever, a particular small part of the 
mechanism, and they associate themselves together under our 
law as a joint stock company. 6 ; 

That saves them, if they comply with the strict requirements 
of the law, from individual liability for the debt; but that is not 
the main purpose. The main purpose is to get the benefitof the 
united action. If one of them dies, or becomes sick, or insane, 
or is insolvent in his private transactions, that the business has 
not got to stop by reason of the withdrawal from it of one man, 
and go into liquidation, and be held up for a yearor two. Iam 
stating not an extreme case; I am stating an everyday case, and 
a case where I am sure every Senator on both sides of the Cham- 
ber will agree that this exemption ought to be allowed. 

Here are five little grocers—although there would not be 
likely to be so many ina firm in that business, or five mechanics, 
and they make $5,000 a year. Each of them gives his individ- 
ual work, hard day's work, and the profit of the concern is 
$5,000. That is a thousand dollars apiece. That thousand dol- 
lars ought to be exempted from the income tax upon the prin- 
ciple of the bill, and upon every principle of justice and fairness. 
It is $20 apiece, as the Senator from Missouri said in regard to 
the amendment of the Senator from New York. The tax will 
be only $80, I think he said. 

I do not suppose gentlemen who are bred on Southern planta- 
tions understand what that $20 means to a mechanic or a man 
working with his own hands. He has a wife and five children 
to support and the children to bring up and clothe decently 
and to send to school. He belongs to a church. The $20 taken 
out of that man’s thousand for the support of his family 
means the great things of the year to hislife. It means the 
ability to go once in twelve months with his hard-working 
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wife to spend a Sunday at the seashore in such weather as wə i 


have just been hows, eang 

It means the sending one of the children to a little better 
school, if the child has some peculiarity and can not be exposed 
to the roughness of the common school. It means a new dress 
for the girl who can not have one new dressa year. If achild 
has a physical deformity, a turned ankle, or a distorted eye, it 
means the possibility, which those parents will meditate over 
for six months, of taking the child to acity surgeon and having 
competent medical skill. It means, perhaps, another picture to 
hang on the wall, or a single picture to hangon the wall to give 
a little ornament to the mechanic’s home. It means a few books. 
It means putting the works of Whittier, of Joel Chandler Har- 
ris, the great genius of the South, estimated at the North as he 
is there, on the table, togive to the grown children a little taste 
of the sweets and delights of literature. 

Mr. President, this is notafanciful,far-fetched notion. Every 
Senator who lives in a city where there are mechanicsand a man- 
ufacturing population knows what I say is true. It isa question 
of the comforts of life to thousands upon thousands of American 
homes, and it is a question of the homes that make up whatever 
there is entitled to honor, whatever there is, at any rate, that 
8 care in a Government which is benevolent and just, and 
looks out for the people. 

I should like to hear any reason why this thing should not ba 
done. It is easyenough. The collector for the district will 
have the name and residence of every stockholder of the big 
corporation. He will account with the corporation in a mass 
and he will have the name of the little corporation such as 
have described, and when that corporation returns tó him its 
income of 85,000, and says, “we are made up of five men who 
are getting a thousand dollars apiece out of it, and that is all 
we get,” and they have done the labor and the work of the cor- 
poration with their own hands, it is an easy problem to dispose of. 

I hope my honorable friend from Missouri will let this amend- 
ment be 5 and let it go into conference, and then if he 
finds on further reflection that it needs rage rag | or if he finds 
for some reason which does not occur to me that it will not 
work, let it go. It is a very important practical question. 

I know these men. I was brought up in a humble town where 
there were no great fortunes and no aristocrats, where every- 
body earned hisliving. I went when I grew up to a manufactur- 
ing city, made up of mechanics who were bred at thé bench or 
at the loom, and who started in this little het ins pea I 
know what this business of an extra twenty-dollar bill means to 
men who in their whole lives from the time they begin work 
until the time they go to their graves never make an expendi- 
ture for self-indulgence or for fashion or for luxury or for prof- 
ligacy. This $20 to them is more than $20,000 tothe millionaire 
or the aristocrat; and I think it deserves the care of Congress 
that we protect it, especially of a Congress whose dominant 
party takes to itself the title of Democracy. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I do not desire to oceup 
the time of the Senate in discussing this amendment, and sh 
be very brief. 

I do not willingly vote for a billwhich in my opinion unjustly 
discriminates Oreh any class of the citizens of this country. 
I take it that nobody in this Chamber desires tọ crush out the 
small corporations which are now doing a very large portion of 
the business of the United States. The laws of my State are 
peculiarly favorable to the formation of e companies 
and s corporations with limited liability. 

Those corporations have largely taken the place of partner- 
ships. I consider that in the effort to strike at the overgrown 
corporations, so called, the corporations which have abused 
their corporate powers, a deadly blow may be struck at desery- 
ing corporations, at corporations which have for their obje 
the aggregation of small capital, of men of moderate means 
order to place within their power and compass the accomplis — 
. that they could not otherwise undertake or 
complish. 

Mr. President, what reason is there, what reason can there 
be, for a discrimination of the kind that this bill strikes at? 
The Senator from Iowa made a very wise suggestion in placing 
the surplus dividend not divided under the operation of thé 
2 per cent tax, and excluding the dividends divided among the 
stockholders. It does not occur to me that would meet t 
difficulties of the case, if difficulties there be. I çan not will- 
ingly vote for a bill that will discriminate in this particular 

ta very honest set of our fellow-citizens. There is no 
reason for it. 

Mr. President, the trend of the times is for small capital 
aggregate. It grows out of the industrial condition of t 
country. Does the Senate of the United States want to str: 
down the effortof men of small means to combine together in 
order to facilitate works that they could not undertake singly? 
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I have given my reasons in brief for the votes that I have 
gos upon the amendments offered by the Senator from New 
ork. : 


Mr. HARRIS. I move to jay the amendment on the table. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
moves to lay the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
on the table. 
Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will allow a 
vote to be taken. I think the debate is over. 
Mr. RIS. I am perfectly content to do so if the vote can 
be taken without further debate, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. : 
Mr.HOAR. And I hope the Senator from Tennessee will vote 
forit. Task for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 3 
Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his named was called), I am 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 
Mr. MoLAU. (when his name was called). I transfor my 
neral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
IXON] to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Jarvis], and 
vote “nay.” 
Mr. MILLS {when his name was called). Has the Senator 


from New Ham 2 r. GALLINGER] voted? 
The PRESIDING Fric The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has not voted. 


Mr. MILLS. I withhold my vote, being paired with that 
Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
I announce once for all for the day my pair with the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to announce the of the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL] with the Senator from Massachusetts 


[Mr. LODGE]. 
Mr. HELL of Oregon. I desire to announce once for 
all that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILaSs] is paired for 


the day with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I 


vote yea.“ 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). Has 
the Senator from ana [Mr. BLANCHARD] voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. MMI N. I withdraw zy vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the affirmative). I ob- 
serve that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL} has not 
voted. I desire to withdraw my vote. 

. Mr.GORDON. By an arrangement with the Senator from 

Michigan [Mr. Mc ] I will transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD], so that the Senator from Michigan and my- 
self can vote. I vote nay.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (after having votedin the negative). I desire to 
inguire whether the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] has voted. 

The PR ING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. WHITE. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with that 
Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—2, 
Aldrich, Dolph, McMillan, Platt, 
Allison, Frye, 8 Power, 
Caffery, Hale, — 5 Oregon Quay. 
Davis. Hoar, Per Washburn. 
NAYS—20. 

Bate, Gibson, Ransom, 
EA Gorman, McLaurin, TFarpls 
Camden, Gray, Martin, AG d 
.— organ, ees, 

0. Hunton, Pasco, Walsh. 
Faulkner, Irby, Peffer, 
George, J Ark. Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—35, 
Allen, Dixon, McPherson, Smith, 
Blanchard, Dubois, uire, 
Brice, G A Mitchell, Wis. omits 
Hanar, >- orrill, ‘Teller, 
Hawley, Murphy, Vilas, 

er 5, mer, Whita, 

v. J Pettigrew, ‘Wilson, 
Chandler, Jones, Ney. Proctor, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Shoup, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. KYLE subsequently said: I wish to state e e the 
vote taken a few moments ago on the amendment o by the 


Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN], had he been present, would have voted 
“nay.” He is temporarily absent from the Chamber. ` 

Mr. HILL. I move to insert at the end of line 22, page 187, 
what I send to the desk. 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
oe SECRETARY. It is proposed to add after line 22, page 

7: 

The amount of any dividends paid to a single stockholder not exceedin: 
$1,000 annually may be deducted by corporations, companies, or 9 
tions, not including partnerships, from any amounts upon which they 
would otherwise be compelled to pay the taxes herein provided for; but the 
amount of such dividends so received by such single stockholder shall be 
included in estimating any income he my have in excess of $4,000, and in 
that event it shali bear its proportion of the tax herein provided for. 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I have not discussed this pro- 
vision of the pending measure, not because I was not interested 
in it, but because I believed that nothing that I could say would 
induce the majority of the Senate to adopt way amendments I 
might offer for the improvement of the bill, and because I have 
been engaged elsewhere in the publie business a good portion 
of the time as a member of a committee of the Senate. If the 
condition of the Treasury was such, and the probable revenues 
of the Government to be derived from a protective tariff were 
likely to be such that further revenue was required, I would 
not oppose a just and equitable income tax. 

My principal objection to the provision of the bill providing 
for an income tax is that it is pro to raise revenue by an 
income tax, which I think should raised by duties upon im- 
ports and which could be raised by such duties as would protect 
and stimulate American industries and protect American labor. 
I repeat, I am opposed to this provision for an income tax, be- 
cause it is intended by it to provide revenue which should be 
raised by reasonable duties upon imports, and which would be 
raised by a law which would tax foreigners in large part instead 
of American citizens, and by a law which at least would inci- 
dentally protect American capital and American labor. But, 
as I said, I despair of being able to say any that will influ- 
ence the majority or change the provisions of the bill. 

In regard to the particular question under discussion I desire 
to say that in Oregon, as in Louisiana, we have practically free 
trade in corporations. Any three persons may make, subscribe, 
and acknowledge articles of incorporation, stating the name of 
the corporation, its duration, the pepet of the incorporation, 
the amount of its capital stock, and the number of shares, and, 
filing one copy with le county clerk and another copy with the 
secretary of state, the corporation is formed. 

These corporations may be formed for any purposes. They 
may be transportation companies, banks, manufacturing estab- 
lishments, merchandising establishments, real estate associa- 
tions, and hall associations. I donot know but the corporations 
of Oregon are more numerous than thecopartnerships. There 
are hundreds and perhaps thousands of corporations formed to 
carry on ordinary business, engaged in a small manufacturing 
business, the members of which under this p law woul 
not be liable to an income tax atall. No one of them receives a 
revenue to the amount of $4,000 per annum. But if the bill 
should become a law it would tax every stockholder in those 
small corporations carrying on a manufacturing and other busi- 
ness, virtually copartne ps, upon his entire income. It 
would tax every stockholder upon every dollar of his earnings 
when he would not otherwise be taxed. 

Ican not understand why the majority of the Senate insist 
that stockholders in a corporation, who derive their only income 
from their stock or from their membership in the corporation 
and do not have an income toexceed $4,000, shall pay an income 
tax, while persons who may receive the same amount of income 
from other investments are to pay no income tax at all. 

We heard a moment ago from the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
CULLOM] of a single corporation that had 1,800 small stockhold- 
ers, each of whose incomes from their stock in the corporation 
was less than $2,000; and I undertake to say, from such knowl- 
edge as I have had in to the character of stockholders in 
corporations, that the corporation referred to by the Senator 
from Illinois is not an exceptional one, and that there are thou- 
sands and tens of thousands, and I do not know but hundreds of 
thousands, of stockholders in corporations in the United States 
who would be required to payan income tax upon income de- 
rived from corporations who, if they derived their income from 
other sources, would not be taxed. Why it is proposed to make 
such a discrimination I can not understand. 

- But when you come to consider the corporations in a State 
like Oregonor Louisiana, where any three persons may, of their 
own volition, form acorporation for any business purpose what- 
ever, where there is no monopoly, because a half dozen corpora- 
tions may be organized to build a railroad between two points 
and over the same line, and no persons are given a monopoly or 


| 
t 


‘\ 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6879 


preference by becoming first incorporated. Isaywhen you 
come to consider the character of corporations in such States, 
the great injustice of the provision of the present bill is shown. 

Laboring men, who not oulyown the stock in the co n, 
but who do the work, who, instead of dee ee 
have formed a corporation and taken the stock themselves, the 
stock being owned by three or four persons wholabor with their 
hands—those are the men it is pro to discriminate against 
and to fax by the provisions bill. Why the committee 
or the majority of the Senate will not consent to some amend- 
ment or modification of the bill by which this preat injustice 

be prevented, I can not understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yess and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr, CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and vote nay.” 


any 


Mr. HANSBROUGH (when hisname was called). Iam paired 
with the ares Senator from Ilinois [Mr. PALMER], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 


Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Benator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON] to 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARVIS] and vote nay.“ 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jer- 
ag ge MCPHERSON], and therefore withhold my vote. 

. GALLINGER, I was requested by the ator from 
Massachusetts Mr. HOAR] to announce his pair with the Senator 
from Alabama {Mr. PUGH]. 

Mr. DIXON, Iam d with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. JARVIS]. If he were present I should vote yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM {after having voted in the affirmative). Ivoted 

that the Senator 


noticing from Delaware | . GRAY] 
was absent. Lam paired with that Senator and Ab my 
vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—%, 
Aldrich, Galunger, Mitchell, Oregon r, 
Allison Hale, Patton, ; 
Lier, Shoup, 
vis, Platt, Sg 5 
Dolph, NeMillan, owor, ushbhurn. 
©, Manderson. Proctor. 
NAYS—2, 
Bate, Goorgo, re, 
Berry, Gibson, asy, Ves 
Bine $ Gordon, McLaurin, Voorhees. 
Cockrell, Farris, Murphy, White. 
soe inhy Better 
Fa nimer, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
NOT VOTING—33, 
AN Dixon, MePhorson, Smii 
— Dubats, Milis, B — 
Butler. Gray. Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Oaffery, Hansbrough, Morgan, Vilas, 
Call. Hawley, Morrill, Wilson, 
Camien, Hoar; Palmer, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 
Garey. Jones, Nev. Pugh, 
Lodge. Ransom, 


So the amendment was vejectod, 

Mr. ALLISON. I offered an amendment early in this debate 
relating to exemptions and afterwards withdrew it, y in 
fear of friend the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
but more largely in the hope und expectation that with all the 
wisdom of this y and under the leadership of someone, we 
might be able to solve this problem of injustice without the lim- 
itation which I propose in my amendment; but that seems to 
have failed. the Senators who have so far spoken on the 
other side that it is an injustice, and I have not heard a 
Senator on side of the Chamberagree that this provision is 
in accordance with exact justice to the yers of o ‘ 

Eren the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] answers our o 

by saying that in an income tax there must be some 
ttle 5 und that it is impossible to cure all the lit- 
that may Occur respecting individuals. 

So, Mr. President, I now offer the amendment which Loffered 
& while ago, modifying the amendment, first, by withdrawin 
the proviso, and, secondly, by inserting *‘ $80,000,” instead o 
S ge that the amendment will exempt from the oper- 

on of paragraph all corporations hay 

of $80,000. 


cluding surplus, 


do with stoc 


RIS], | 


a capital, in- 


I have fixed this sum in order to exempt small corporations 
which, in the aggregate, allowing fhem to have an average in- 
come of 5 per cent u their investments, will place them in 
the same position with an individual who has $4,000 axemptidn. 
If they shall have an average income of 6 per cent they still 
be below the avera on who has a $4,000 exemption, and 
also an exemption of all taxes, State, municipal, ete. 

1 none nan the Senator from Missouri will accept the amend- 
ment, much as this is a practical provision, really allowing 
the same exemption fo a corporation which is allowed to an in- 
dividual, although the corporation is necessarily composed of 
three or more individuals, as is the case in Oregon, and will 
spread over what would be otherwise an exemption of 812,000, 

owing only an 5 of $4,000. 

I certainly think, after all the exposure and elucidation of 
this subject by Senators on both sides of the Chamber, all agree- 
ing that heve isa great injustice that ought to be corrected, 
that the Senator from Missouri ought to allow the amendment 
to go, and La to him, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
1 5 Hon] did, to . — the amendment, and if he finds on 

urther examination that here is a great wrong, there will be an 
opportunity to correct it in the conference. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. t, I have nothing whatever to do 
with this question more than any other Senator. Iam here to 
defend this bill. I believe it is right. I have never admitted, 
as the Senator says, that great injustice is baing done anybody 
by the present provision. 

Mr. SON. Thave not heard the Senator—I may have 
been absent when he has ken on that subjec that it 
would be just toexempt $4,000 toan individual who had his prop- 
erty invested in various a including corporations, 

not make any exemption toa person who happens to have 
the little property he owns invested in some corporation. 
Tf the Senator has said that is equality and that that is justice, 
I have not heard it from his lips. 

Mr. VEST. I gave my reasons to the extent of my ability as 
well as I could this morning, that I thought ions were 
not entitled to the exemption given to individuals. 

Mr, ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me for à question? 


y- 
— ee sentence tape soe: it is 4 3 
exempta man w property e an income of $4, 
a year, and, in addition to that, oem all the taxes that he 
pa, 8, State, county, and . e interest upon his 

ebts and upon property w does not yield an income; 
and then, if another man has property to the extent of $5,000 in 
a local corporation, chat that man shall be required to pay 2 per 
cent upon that investment? If the Senator says that is justice, 
I be glad to hear him say so. 

Mr. VEST. That is the same old question which we have 
been debating all the morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know itis; but can the Senator answer it 
and say whether it is just or unjust? 

Mr. VEST. The Senator can not put me into a corner about 
=. putting the question in a different form. 

. ALLISON. I have no desire to put the Senator in a cor- 

ner. 


Mr. VEST. 


My argument this morning was to show that wo 
treated a co) 


ration as a legal entity, that we had nothing to 
olders, that we treated corporations exactly as 
we treated individuals, except thut we give them noexemptions; 
and I gave the reasons why we do not give them any exemp- 
tions. Whether those reasons were g: or bad, I do not 

any injustice is done to stockholders because they put their 
money into corporations knowing that they take the chances of 
whether they may make any money or not. 

We have exempted the bonded indebtedness of corporations; 
we have given them credit for all their losses; we have taken 
out all their business mses nnd operating expenses, and 
Senators talk to me now about the stoe cr being different 
from a corporation. We know no g about the stockholder, 
We deal h thecorporation as an entity, and that is the whole 
of the argument, whether good or bad. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does not the Senator allow a stockholder 
who has an interest in a corporation and who has an income of 


over $1,000 2 part of fhe amount paid by the ration? 
Mr. VEST. ‘That has Sonig to do with the corporation, 
He does fhat ns an individual citizen, and he takes all his im 


come subject to the exemption that the bill gives him, whether 
that income comes from a corporation or from other sources. 
We dealwith the individual in that case, and we deal with the 


corporation in the other. That is the whole of it; and it goes 
to the old fe dee sar of whether a corporation should have 
the exemption the individual has, and logically that is the full 


extent to which our friends on the other side of the Chambe: 
can go. I did say this morning that if they should adopt tha 
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rincipleas to corporations, I thought they would be still logical 


rom their standpoint, not from 0. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The fault we find with the Senator from 
Missouri is that he deals with the individual and gives him an 
exemption in an income of $4,000 and refuses to deal with the 
individual who has an income less than that and makes him 
pay. the tax. 

Mr. VEST. That is the old argument 
hashed, and changed in words, but it comes 
same thing. 

I do not expect to please Senators on the other side about it, 
because they are opposed to the whole income tax, and Iam in 
favor of it. I believe it is a just system; I believe with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that it is based upon equity 
and sound principle; and no man living has ever ere the 
arguments made by the Senator from Ohio and by ex-Governor 
Morton, of Indiana, in this Chamber in favor of an income tax. 
I have read that whole debate from beginning to end, and those 
speeches were never answered; but I do not expect to convince 
Senators that I am right, as they can not convince me. I have 
examined the question for myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “organized,” at the end of 
line 22, in section 59, on page 187, it is | Hed gaetg to insert: hav- 
ang a capiat including surplus, exceeding $80,000.” 

r. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 
speaks about the argument of the Senator from Ohio in behalf 
of an income tax on some former occasion. I should like to ask 
the Senator from Missouri where there ever was an income tax 
before in this country, or, for all that I know, in any other coun- 
try, upon corporations? I never heard of any. There never 
was any in this country, This income tax upon corporations is 
the invention, and the fearful and wonderful invention of the 
Senator from ‘Missouri. It was not in the act of 1862; it was not 
in the act of 1864; and it is not in the Wilson bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives. 

There has been a tax upon the income of all individuals, and 
that is all; but there never has been, as I have said, any income 
tax upon corporations until now; the Senator from Missouri has 
undertaken to condense one into the substitute section 59 of 
this bill. Ishould like to ask him where he got it, where he 
found it, who helped him invent it, or did he invent it out of his 
own head, for the like of it was never seen before either in the 
heavens above or in the earth beneath? 

The Senator has pone on here talking about a tax upon the 
incomes of corporations, and there is no Senator upon this floor 
who ever saw or heard of one before. If any Senator ever did, I 
wait for a reply. > pause.] I do not expect one from the Sen- 

_ ator from Missouri. 
Nr. VEST. Iam not 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
chooses. 

Mr. VEST. No, you can not. 

Mr. CHANDLER, When he chooses to talk, he talks volubly 
enough at times, but you can not start him unless he wants to 
talk. So I shall not opi anything against him because he 
sitsstill. Ishallgoonand make my assertion that an income 
tax upon corporations was unknown up to the hour when the 
Senator from Missouri brought in this amendment to the pend- 
ing bill. The act of 1862 had none, the act of 1864 had none, 
and the Wilson bill had none. This is a device of the Senator 
from Missouri to make this bill, I think, as unpopular as the wit 
of man can make it. 

I do not regret that; no; I hear what the Senator says. I do 


and again re- 
k to exactly the 


oing to waste time. 
ou can not make him talk unless he 


not regret the unpopularity of this damnable bill, but I do not 


see how Senators can sit still here day after day and see such 
an atrocious, illy-constructed, and badly-ventilated bill go 

| through without trying to do their duty as Senators, and trying 
to induce Senators upon the other side to make a bill which has 
some sort of symmetry and some sort of decency about it. It is 

' avain hope, I know, but still we keep trying and I suppose out 
of mercy and kindness to the Senator from Missouri we shall 
keep on trying to the end of the chapter. 

In 1862 and in 1864 a tax was imposed upon the incomes of in- 
dividuals, That was the only income tax in either of those laws. 
Tho House of Representatives in passing the Wilson bill put a 
tax upon the incomes of individuals; and that is all the income 
tax there is in the Wilson bill. Yes, corporations are taxed. 

: Corporations were taxed in the act of 1862 and the act of 1864, 
and they are taxed in the Wilson bill; but special taxos.are im- 
posed upon them, and not an income tax. 

The Senator from Missouri will nnd, it his scheme of imposing 
anincome tax upon corporations, which he has undertaken toem- 
body in these 9 lines of section 59, so fearfully and wonderfully 


made by him, ever becomes a law, there will be in the courts of 
5 country four-horse teams driven through it in every direc- 
on. 


Mr. President, how did we tax corporations in 1864? We 


taxed manufacturing corporations 5 per cent upon the amount 
of their product; we taxed railroad corporations 3 or 5 per cent | 
upon the amount of their gross receipts, and so we went on tax- 
ing by ele excise taxes all the corporations of the country. 
: Mr. a DRICH. Will the Senator from New Hampshire al- 
ow me 
Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The tax was upon the business of manufac- | 


turing, whether it was carried on by a cor 
dividual or by an association, Congress 

turing corporations as manufacturing corporations, but taxed | 
the product of the business of manufacturing, It was an excise | 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is right; but I come back 
all the time to my proposition, and the Senator will either deny 
or confirm what I say, that there never was a tax upon the in- 
come of a Se Soa 

Mr. ALDRICH. There never was, so far as I know, in the 
history of this or any other country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the English tax upon the income of 
individuals or corporations? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Upon the incomes of individuals. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But all taxes upon corporations in every 
system of internal taxation which was ever known among men, 
down to this hour, have been taxes on 85 corporations and spe- 
cial excise taxes upon the business of corporations, and never, 
until the Senator from Missouri undertook the task, has there 


ration or by an in- 


d not tax manufac- | 


been any attempt to roll an income tax upon individuals and an 


income tax upon corporations into the same 
same bill of legislation. The Senator from M 
taken to do it. 

The clause is a fearful bungle, and it ought to have, if it 
passes, a special title to it, and that is A clause to increase the 
fees of lawyers,” because there will be more litigation and more 
large fees in connection with this wonderful discovery, inven- 
tion, contrivance, and construction of the Senator from Mis- 
souri than ever have been known before in connection with any 
tax law passed by this Government. 

Hero is theact of 1864. It taxed a manufacturing corporation 
by compelling it to pay 5 per cent upon all manufactures of cot- 
ton, wool, silk, worsted, etc. It imposed a tax upon a manufac- 
tured product, It taxed iron at $5 a ton and at other rates per 
ton. It taxed express companies on their gross receipts, insur- 
ance companies on their gross receipts, and telegraph conp 
nies on their gross receipts, It taxed banks upon their deposits; 
it taxed lotteries upon their gross receipts. It had the succes- 
sion and legacy taxation to which allusion has been made in this 


ee of the 
ssouri has under-/ 


debate, both taxes upon the devolution of real estate and upon 


succession to penn property. 
Italso taxed corporations upon their dividends, and it taxed 
corporations upon their surplus profits. That has been the 


scheme of taxation in this country when it was under great | 


stress to raise money. When the war exigencies required a 
taxation law that should tax everything, there was a tax put 
upon individual incomes, and there were all these special taxes 
put upon corporations, but there never was an attempt before, 
as I have said, to include in an income tax the income of cor- 
porations; but when corporations were to be taxed, when double 
and treble and quadruple taxation was deemed necessary as to 
corporations, those special taxes were put upon corporations, 
and the House of Representatives when it passed the Wilson 
bill undertook to do the same thing. 

Look at the clause in this bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives. Perhaps I had better have let the 1 
alone and have allowed those clauses to be stricken out and this 
nondescript and astonishing and illogical and destructive clause 
of the Senator from Missouri to take its place; but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I do not refrain. I call attention to the fact that the 
House of Representatives, in imposing.the taxes provided for by 
this bill, did undertake to conform in some degree to former prec- 
edents. In section 56 tey provided for a tax upon the income of 
individuals; in section 59 they provided fora tax on the dividends 
of banks and insurance companies; in section 60 they provided, 
where there were no dividends, or additions to the surplus fund, 
for n tax on annual profits; and in section 61 they provided for 
dividends and interest on bonds paid or profits carried to the 
account of any fund. — 

Ido not think those taxes were needed; I do not think they 
were advisable; but they were at least logical and the system 
was intelligible, but the Senator from Missouri seems to have 
thought that he could roll all those sections into one, and could | 
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provide for doing what never has been done before in the his- 
tory of the world, and place a tax upon the incomes of corpora- 
tions embraced in the same system with a tax upon the incomes 
of individuals. So the Senator provides in his amendment: 
SEC. 59. That there shall be levied and collected a tax of 2 per cent per an- 
num on the net profits or income above ordinary working or operating ex- 
penses of all banks, banking institutions, trust. companies, saving institu- 
tions, fire, marine, life, and other insurance companies, railroad, canal, turn- 
ike, canal navigation, slack water, telephone, telegraph, express, electric 


es, and all other 5 pd ev 8, com- 
n 


ight, gas, water, street railway compa: 
—.— 0 r ted States, no 


panies, or associations doing business for profit in the 
matter how created and organized. 

Mr. President, I wonder if the Senator from Missouri compre- 
hended the length and breadth and height and depth of the 
words, all other corporations?” The Senator undertook to 
sweep in hereintoadozen lines provisions for taxing the incomes 
and the business of corporations that every other legislator 
who ever undertook to frame a bill required twenty or thirty 

es to cover. Other corporations.” That includes manu- 

acturing corporations. What did the Senator mean when he re- 

ferred tothe working or operating expenses of manufacturing 
corporations? 

The manufacturing corporations of this country spend mil- 
lions of dollars for the materials which they work up into their 
manufactures. Did the Senator from Missouri mean when he 
said ‘‘operating expenses,” that there should be included in 
those operating expenses the expenditures made for material 
worked up into manufactures? If he did, it was a very awkward 
and insuflicient way of expressing the idea which the Senator 
meant to convey by this clause— 

een corporations, companies, or associations doing business for 
profit. 

The Senator includes in that clause all trading corporations. 
The profits of a trading corporation are only those which they 
make after deducting the amounts which they pay for merchan- 
dise which they buy tosell again. Did the Senator from Mis- 
souri mean to include under the words operating expenses,” 
the expenditures made by trading corporations who buy mer- 
chandise to sell over again? 

If he did, I take the liberty of saying to him that he should 
have included in it the deductions which he proposed to haye 
made before assessing the incomes of those companies; but, no; 
the Senator from Missouri in this impossible work which he at- 
tempted, of including all kinds of taxation in a nine-line para- 
graph, wholly omitted to say that the manufacturing corpora- 
tions should have credit for the expenditures made by them for 
materials worked up into manufactures, and he wholly omitted 
to say that trading corporations should have credit for the ex- 
penditures made by them for merchandise which they bought 
to sell again, and the Senator from Missouri, presenting a tax 
clause which involves millions of money to the business people 
of the country, describesall those expenditures as working or 
operating expenses.” 5 

Mr. President, there never was a more loosely drawn, inaccu- 
rate, and, I was about to say, impotent taxation clause submit- 
ted to a legisiative body than that by means of which the Sena- 
tor from Missouri proposes to sweep away thé whole substance 
of the bill as it came from the House, and to substitute his own 
clause for it. - 

I see no reason why there should be any special clause taxing 
the incomes of corporations. The tax upon individual incomes 
includes all the receipts of those individuals from the corpora- 
tions in which they own stock; the tax upon individual incomes 
inclades all the receipts of those individuals from interest upon 
the bonds of all corporations; and, therefore, unless there is an 
evasion by the individual of his honest dues under an income 
tax, everything that is income and the profit of a corporation is 
taxed by an individual income tax, unless it be such exemption 
as a corporation may carry to the credit of surplus or to the con- 
struction account, or to the account of some other fund. 

If the Senator from Missouri had wished to provide a symmet- 
rical and logical and a decent tax upon incomes, he would have 
provided simply that the incomes of individuals should be taxed, 
with a suitable exemption, not $4,000, nor $3,000, nor $2,000, nor 
$1,000, but an income exempted somewhat below $1,000. Hav- 
ing thus taxed according to equity and justice, if an income tax 
is required by the exigencies of the country, the income of in- 
dividuals, thenasimple tax upon the surplus profits of the corpo- 
rationsof the country, asimple tax uponsuch portion of the profits 
of a corporation as should not be paid out to its stockholders or its 
bondholders either as dividend or interest, would have made a 
tax which could have been defended, if the necessities of the 
country required such a tax, but when the Senator from Mis- 
souri undertakes to impose a tax upon corporations, and under- 
takes, for the first time in the history of this country, to impose 


an income tax upon corporations, and proposes to sweep out of 
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the system of taxation all the special taxes by which the legis- 
lators of this country have undertaken to tax the corporations 
when it was necessary to tax them—the Senator from Missouri, 
Isay, in doing this does a most unwise act, and is constructing 
a legislative taxation system which will not bear examination. 

So [hold that this provision should not be in this bill at all. If 
it is to remain here, the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is absolutely necessary to make ita 
working statute. But there is no occasion for any such statute 
in my a Segoe The income tax as it is proposed by this bill, 
not only the tax upon individuals, but the tax upon corporations 
will be an odious tax. The moneys to be raised thereby in all 
human probability will not be necessary for the service of the Gov- 
ernment. It is an attempt to revive an odious system of taxa- 
tion, a system of war taxation, and, moreover, a system of double 
taxation, of which the people of thiscountry, if Iam notmistaken, 
are not in favor. 

Mr. President, an income tax iseither a tax upon the personal 
earnings of an individual or else it is double taxation. I believe 
that I can challenge successful dispute of that proposition. An- 
alyze a tax upon the incomes of individuals, and it iseither a tax 
upon the personal earnings of an individual or else it is double 
taxation. Nothing is moro offensive to the people of this country 
than to tax their personal earnings; nothing is more offensive 
to the individual than to tax his wages, than to tax his profes- 
sional income, than to tax his personal earnings which he gets 
either by the sweatof his brow, by the skill of his hand, or by the 
acuteness of his brain. Individuals do not like to be taxed upon 
those earnings; and Isay to the Senator from Missouri that an 
taxes of that kind will be unpopular in this country; they will 
be condemned by the people and will never be willin ly sub- 
mitted to except as such a tax was submitted to in 1864, because 
it was necessary in order to raise money from all sources and by 
all means to put down the slayeholders’ rebellion. 

Isay that in addition to the unpopular taxation of the per- 
sonal income of individuals the remainder of every income tax 
is double taxation. 

What is a man's income? If he gets it from rents upon real 
estate the real estate is taxed by the State and by the town or 
by the city in which he lives. If the income of an individual is 
the profit made in a store, in trade, the merchandise which con- 
stitutes the stock in trade of the individual is taxed. If the in- 
come of the individual is from dividends from corporations or 
interest upon bonded securities, the corporation property is 
taxed and the bonded securities upon which the individual gets 
an income are taxed by the State. 

Without going further into this analysis, I assert, without 
fear of successful contradiction, that theitems which gotomake 
up an income tax under this bill, and under any income tax 
which can be devised, which are not items of personal labor and 
services of an individual, are items of income from property, 
every dollar of which property has been already taxed pe the 
local authorities of the community where the individual lives, 

Here, Mr. President, is the fundamental vice of this whole 
system of an income tax, that it taxes the personal earnings of 
individuals who are sensitive about such a tax, who are not 
willing to pay such a tax, and who will not pay such a tax if 
they can overthrow the legislation which imposes it upon them. 

In addition, the income tax is an imposition upon property or 
the receipts from property, every dollar of which has been al- 
ready taxed by local authorities. Therefore, the income tax is 
deliberate and willful and unjustifiable double taxation. 

Mr. President, for these reasons I am utterly opposed to every 
word and every line of this income tax. I did not think atfirst that 
the income tax; which it is assumed will be popular in the West 
and South, would be an absolutely condemnatory feature of the 
pending bill. But the more it has been discussed the more ap- 
parent to me is it that it is a tax not required by any exigency 
of the Government, not justified upon any sound principle of 
taxation, and that it is especially objectionable in this new form 
in which it has been placed by the Senator from Missouri, a form 
of income tax which never has been heard of in any country from 
the time when the taxation of the human race began down to 
this hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent that we come to a 
vote upon this amendment without further debate. If T can get 
that agreement I shall be quite content to vote on the amend- 
ment; but if not I want to make another motion. i 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I simply 
want to offer an amendment tọ the amendment of the Senator 
irom Iowa. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the Senator's amendment be stated. 

Mr. HILL. I do not desire to discuss it. I move to add at 
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the end of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa 
the following: 


But this provision shall not be construed to permit an exemption of over 
$4,000 to any individual stockholder, including all his income not otherwise 


Mr. ALLISON. I to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Iowa modifies his amendment by accepting the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. . The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Iowa as modified. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment 
be voted on without further debate. 

Mr. HILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Itransfermy pair 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILsoN] to the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and vote “nay,” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 24, nays 31; as follows: 


Platt, 
Power, 


+ 
Jones, Ney. 


McPherson, 
Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The question recurs upon the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend by adding in line 22, section 
50, after the amendment already adopted, the following: 

Except joint stock companies whose income does not exceed $4,000 in the 
year, and in which the beneficial interest isnot held in shares which are as- 
signable without the consentof the other associates authorizing such trans- 
fer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this bill has already developed 
that it does notapply to partnershi What I have moved isa 
description of partnerships and nothing else, except, as I have 
stated the case, where there is an exemption from personal lia- 
bility from debt. This merely applies to small joint stock com- 

nies which do not have in all an income of over $4,000 a year. 

o reason can be stated why they should not be exempted. 

I hope this amendment will be adopted. It will be of very 
great importance to very many poor, hard-working people. it 
carries out the intent of the law as declared on its face. It does 
not except a partnership of four times $4,000, but only excepts 
the case of a joint stock company whose stock is not divided 
into shares, and can not be assigned without the consent of the 
others. I should like, for one, though I do not expect to live to 
see it, when the monument to my honorable friend from Mis- 
souri Mr. VEST] is erected by his sorrowing countrymen, that 
there might be inscribed upon it that he consented to one just 
and humane provision for the benefit of men who work hard for 
their living and who are poor. There are plenty of provisions 
here for the hundred thousand dollar fellow. He is excepted. 
Everybody who has $130,000 of. real estate at 4 per cent, gets an 
= of his entire income and even of the principal, and 
here is a man who is sta ina little business, one of four 
who ma: apiece, and this $20 apiece is 
to be on out of them. As I said, the $20 means the whole 
1 of a hard wor year. It means buying a school- 
book for the child or a dress for the daughter or a thousand 
things, some of which I suggested before. 

Mr. President, I ap to the Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber. They deny indignantly that they have put vot- 


earn a thousand do 


ing in the Senate into a trust, which has two or three m: 

I thought the objection to trusts, which we have been stri 
at, was that the capitalists, small and large, put into the hands 
of two or three managers their business activities and powers, 
surrendering and stifling emulation, difference of opinion, inde- 
pendence, separate enterprise. If that is a bad thing in busi- 
ness, and to be condemned, to be struck at, to be legislated 
against, what is it in the action of the Senate? 

Here is a proposition against which I challenge the most in- 
genious Senator on the other side to state an argument. It is a 
proposition affecting a large number of American citizens. I 
challenge any Senator on the other side to stand upin his place 
and say that he does not think it is right as an individual; and 
yet if it is voted down it is to be voted down because Senators 
so feeling and so thinking, after a judgment upon it, have put 
their votes in trust. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the Senator resumes his seat I wish to 
inquire of him in what respect his proposed amendment differs 
from the suggestion I made last evening about excepting in- 
comes of $4,000? 

Mr. HOAR. I did not hear the Senator’s remark last even- 


ing. 

Fir. PEFFER. Whenthe Senator from Massachusetts and the 
Senator from Iowa were discussing one of their propositions last 
evening, I asked them whether it would not relieve the situa- 
tion of some embarrassmentif we would simply treat the copora- 
tions the same as individual persons, excepting $4,000 from the 
operations of this proposed law, so that where the income did 
not exceed $4,000 there would be no tax. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, it does not go so 
far as that. 

Mr. PEFFER. Whatis the difference? That is what I wish 
to inquire. 

Mr. HOAR. It does not exempt anything from an income 
above $4,000, 

Mr. PEFFER. So I understand. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me repeat once more for the benefit of the 
Senator from Kansas and other Senators, that it describes cor- 
porations which in the first place have an income of less than 
$4,000, all told. Next the corporation, in order to get the benefit 
of it, must be a corporation whose property is not divided into 
stock and where the beneficial interest can not be assigned with- 
out the consent of all the associates. In other words, it is 
nothing but.a partnership that I am describing, with the single 
exception that there is the corporate a ement, which in 
certain cases screens the man from individual liability for debt, 
Saa isha can go on if the party dies. That is all there is 
of it. 


Mr. PEFFER. LUsuggest to the Senator to strike out all of 
his amendment after the word “ year.” 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly, I will strike that out; but I supposed 
it would make it more satisfactory to the Senators to put it in. 
It does not extend the amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then the amendment would contain the words 
“except joint stock companies whose income does not exceed 
$4,000 in the year.” 

me, HOAR. Very well; Iwill modify the amendment acoord- 
ingly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Kan- 
sas and the Senator from Massachusetts that that should not 
only apply to joint stock companies, but if should apply to all 

rations, companies, or associations. 
r. PEFFER. Very well; let it be so applied. 

Mr. ALLISON. That I think certainly the Senator from 
Missouri will agree to, 

Mr. HOAR. I used the words joint stock companies,” be- 
cause that is the popular phrase for these little erships in 
my State. However, I will accept the suggestion. 

+ Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from Kansas be- 
lieves as I believe that it is wise to give these corporations the 
same exemption that we give individuals. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore that can be done. 

Mr. HOAR. I will modify the amendment in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified 
will be read. 

Mr, ALLISON. I had intended to offer such an amendment, 
and I suggest that the amendment shall come in immediately 
after the word above,“ on the second line of the first para- 
graph of section 59; so as to read: 


Two per cent per annum on the net profits or income above 81,000, and 
above ordinary actual expenses, etc. 


Mr. HOAR. Very well; I will accept that, and modify my 
amendment accordingly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task the Senator from Missouri to bey re- 
lent enough to exempt the small corporations below 84, 000. 
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Mr. VEST. IL can not accept the amendment. I am not au- 
thorized to do it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri said just now that 
he was authorized to do anything he saw it his duty to do as a 
Senator, and that nobody has any power to prevent him. 

Mr. VEST. I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to say a little while 
age that he was authorized to do anything he thought right, 

Mr. VEST. I never made any such statement as that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified 
will be read. 

Mr. VEST. I never made any such statement. Iam here as 
the organ of the committee. Ihave no personal discretion in 
the matter. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to disavow any imputation that the Sen- 
ator in the management of the bill is authorized to do what he 
thinks is right. I am not aware that I said it. 

Mr. VEST. If the majority of the Finance Committee instruct 
me to accept the amendment I shall doso. Unlessso instructed 
Ishall notdoso. That is all of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read 
as modified. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘above,” in thesecond line 
of section 59, insert: 

Except joint stock companies whose income does not exceed $4,000 in the 
year. 


Mr. ALLISON. What I want is that this exemption shall 
apply to all these corporations. 

Mr. VEST. I will say tothe Senator from Iowa that no one 
knows better than he does that all this matter can be adjusted 
in conference. It does not facilitate the passage of the bill to 
accept any amendment, because the amendments seem to in- 
crease and feed upon what is given. — 

Mr. HOAR. ‘“We shall not be there to see,“ as Cowper says 
of John Gilpin. 

' Mr. VEST. The Senator will be represented, I suppose. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam afraid not much. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa and the Senator from 
Rhode Island will be there. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that the Senate has something 
it used to have something—to do with the national legislation 
as well as conference committees. I am very much disturbed b 
the last suggestion of the Senator from Missouri, that he will 
only accept in all of thislegislation, going over weeks and weeks 
and affecting the whole business of the country, such amend- 
ments as are authorized by the majority of the ance Commit- 
tee, The ce Committee has not had a meeting for six 
weeks, and probably will have but one until this bill is dispesed 
of, and it is utterly impossible that there can be any amend- 
ments considered by that committee. 

The Senator himself brought in 400 amendments, when the 
Finance Committee had noteven hada meeting and never heard 
ofthem. How the Senator is tosay that a thing justand right, 
and just and honest can not be done in this great body because 
somebody will not let him do what he thinks is right, I can not 
understand. 

Mr. VEST. I have not said that I thoughtitright. I do not 
think it right, and I shall not consent to it as far as I am con- 
cerned under any state of the case whatever. 

Mr. ALLEN aud Mr. PEFFER addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair declines to recog- 
nize any one further until the Secretary obtains the proper 
amendment as accepted by the Senator from 8 

Mr. ALLISON, If Tean have the ear of the Senator from 
Massachusetts 

Mr. PEFFER. Allow me to make a 9 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Kansas to make a suggestion? 

Bh Seren I was just about to make one myself, but I 
yield. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think we can simplify the proceeding by in- 
serting the words“ exceeding $4,000 ” after the word income 
in line 15, page 187, 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest, if the Senator will allow me, that 
the best place to insert it is in line 3 of section 59. Insert after 
the word “above” the words ‘'34,000 and above.” 

Mr. HOAR. On what page? 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 187, section 59. I will say to the 
Senator from Missouri that this amendment had been ted 
to me by several Senators on both sides of the Chamber, and I 
intended to offer it. 

Mr. HOAR. We have different prian of the bill. Will the 
Senator indicate the point in section 59 where it comes in? 

ee 5 Son 3 rints here. 
r. A on page of the print of May 7, the 
print that is used at the desk. és * 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified 


will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 
page 187: 

Four thousand dollars and above, 

So as to read: 

That there shall be levied and collected, except as herein otherwise 
vided, a tax of 2 cent annually on the net profits or income above 84,000 
and above actual operating and business expenses. 

Mr. HOAR. I will either accept that or will let the Senator 
= itas hisamendment. He had better move it ashisamend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no; that is a matter of no moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senatorfrom Massachusetts as modified by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, 

Mr. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. KYLE (when Mr. ALLEN’S name was called), The Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is temporarily absent from the 
Chamber, but I think if he were present he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WHITE (when name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP]. I withhold my vote, as 
he isnot in the Chamber. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN]. I would vote “nay,” and he would vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and therefore withhold vote. 

r.PASCO. I wish to announce that the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. VILAS] is paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. GORDON. By an arrangement with the Senator from 

Vermont [Mr. WILSON] I transfor my par with the Senator 


Insert after the word above,“ line 15, 


from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MOPHERSON], and vote ‘‘nay.” The Senator from Vermont will 
also vote. 

Mr. MORRILL. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (after having voted inthe negative), Ihave been 
requested to announce a — with the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land [Mr. ALDRICH], who been summoned from the Chamber 
temporarily. I therefore withdraw my vote. i 


The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 30; as follows: 
YEAS—23. 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Power, 
Chandler, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Proctor, 
Davin” Higgins, Parion, Serman, 
a m, er 
Dea saam, Nev. Pact Squire, 
4 e, ‘erkins, Teller, 
MeMiilan, Platt, Washburn. 
NAYS—39. 
oath Faulkner, J oer Ark. Ransom, 
burn. George, * Roach, 
Blanchard. Gibson, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gordon, artin, Vi 
Camden, $ Voorhees, 
Harris, Morgan, alsh. 
Coke, Hunton, M $ 
Daniel, Jarvis, Pug 
NOT VOTING—27. 
Aldrich, Carey, 23 th, 
Allen, Duvois, McPherso: S 
Bate, Hansbro Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
ce, Hawley, Paimer, White, 
Butler, Hill, * Wilso: 
Call, oar, Pettigrew. Wolcot 
Cameron, Irby, Shoup, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. I move to insert at the end of section 59: 

Corporations created by any State, and which by the terms of their in- 
corporation or by the laws of the State 8 them, are req to paya 
special tax to the State upon their earnings, dividends, or franchises, or to 
Ray, a portion of their earnings as such to such State for the uses of the 

tate government 1 — Raed than a general tax paid in common with in- 
dividuals) are exempted from the tax herein provided for. 

Mr. President, the object of this amendment is to present for 
the consideration of the Senate one of the most important ques- 
tions that can possibly arise under this income tax provision. 
The exemption herein provided for is one that certainly ought 
to be made. Asa lawyer as well as a Senator, I maintain the 
broad proposition that the Federal Government has no right to 
tax any of the means or instrumentalities adopted by a State 
government to secure revenues toconductits affairs. Ireferred 
to this question in the set speech, if I may call it such, which E 
made afew daysago. I simply desire to call the attention of 
the Senate — the country to the exact situation of 
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Tt has been held by the highest court of the land, to whose de- 


cision we must bow with r ct, that Congress can not tax the 
salaries of State officials and, in accordance with that decision, 
there is included a provision herein, namely, that salaries due to 
State, county, or municipal officers shall be exemptfrom the in- 
come tax herein levied. Of course, if the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] had been carried out, that 
there is no necessity for putting in any amendments to the bill 
where the Constitution exempts officials, then of course this pro- 
vision which I have just quoted would not have been inserted. 
But the committee has proceeded upon a different basis. The 
committee, and very properly I think, has proceeded upon the 
theory that itis proper to put in the bill every constitutional ex- 
emption; that is, every exemption required by the Constitution 
of the United States. It has not included them all, in my judg- 
ment, but I mean those exemptions which are conceded prop- 
erly to be protected by the Constitution. 

Mr. President, there is no dispute about the general proposi- 
tion that Congress can not tax the means or instrumentalities of 
a State government. The decision isa broad one. It includes 
everything that can be called the means or the instrumentali- 
ties of the State government. The authors of the pending bill 
go further than that. They take the broad position that a State 
government includes county government; that itincludes munic- 
ipal government: thatall thesubdivisions of the State are included 
in the definition of a State; and they have provided by the terms 
of the bill that the salaries of those officials shall be exempt. 

The point which I present here is that whatever can be justly 
regarded as the means or instrumentalities of a State govern- 

-ment created, organized, or used even, for the purpose ofa State 

government are exempted. We hada debate yesterday upon 
the general proposition that Congress can not tax State bonds. 
Many Senators who disagree with me on other propositions, 
came to my support upon that proposition, and it lacked, I think, 
but three votes of being carried, witha comparatively light vote 
inthe Senate. All the arguments made by those who came tomy 
support were well taken. I invoke them in the support of this 
proposition. If you can not tax State bonds, as they very well 
argue, and it is the truth, neither can you tax the salaries of 
the State officials, because it is an interference with the means 
or instrumentalities for carrying on the State government. So 
you can not tax these corporations to which I refer. — 

What does the amendment provide? Before speaking of that 
allow me to say that I have endeavored to present this question 

. fairly to the good sense of the Senate, and I have excluded all 
those corporations which pay simply the same share of taxation 
which an individual pays, namely, all corporations paying a tax 
upon their real estate and paying taxes upon the personal prop- 
erty which they own in all the States of the Unionin some form 
or another. That taxation they Pay, not because they are corpora- 
tions, but they pay it because for certain pur s they are 
deemed citizens of the State. They are ownersof property, and, 
in common with the rest of the State, they pay their share of 
real and personal taxation. That includes a large number of 
corporations in each and all the States. À 

I say I have paren excluded from the operation of the 
amendment all this large class of corporations. But I have en- 
deavored to include what corporations? In the first place, be- 
fore answering that question, allow me to say (and I need not 
spend any time in making the point) that a corporation is the 
creature of the State government. Corporations are incorpor- 
ated by the State. The corporations here referred to, and spe- 
cifically mentioned in the amendment, are the creature of the 
State, the means of the State, the instrumentalities of the State 
to.carry out its purposes. 

Now, what does the amendment provide? It provides that 
the corporations thus created by a State governmertand by the 
terms of their incorporation originally or by law required to 
pay a special tax upon their earnings, dividends, or franchises, 
or are obliged to pay a portion of their earnings to the State 
government for the uses of the State government, are exempted 
under the Constitution of the United States, and should be ex- 
empt under the provisions of the bill. 

A State under its constitution and having a separate sover- 
eignty as distinct within its sphere as that of the General Goy- 
ernment sees fit to carry out a system of internal improvements. 
For instance, the State of New York might desire to authorize 
a railroad to be constructed to the wilderness known asits North 
Woods. It grants a charter to a corporation composed of priv- 
ate citizens. The State’ may take some stock itself in the cor- 

ration. The State authorizes citizens to invest. The State, 

crea the corporation, provides that it shall reserve to 
itself for the uses of its State government a certain portion of 
the net earnings or revenues which shall be realized from the 
maintenance and operation of that road. , 
Do you tell me that the General Government has a right to 
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step in and when it has no power to destroy that corpora- 
tion directly by your legislation, when it did “es 3 
corporation, when it has no control over it, when it can not de- 
stroy it, that it can turn around by means of this income tax, 
so called, and virtually destroy it; that it can take away from 
the State government the very revenues which in its wisdom it 
has seen fit to provide for the operation of its own independent 
sovereignty? The bare statement of the proposition carries 
with it the legal argument necessary to sustain it. 

Such corporations have been created in divers States of the 
Union. They exist to-day. Pennsylvania, by virtue of the laws 
of that State, imposes taxes upon its corporations, and I think 
Istate correctly when I state that the tax upon the earnings, 
etc., of the corporations of Pennsylvania pays its entire State 
tax. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania whether that is not 


the case. 
Mr. QUAY. It does not pay it in its entirety, but a very 


arge proportion of it. 

Mr. HILL. Therefore, we have the question presented where 
a State either for the purpose of carry ng out its system of in- 
ternal improvements or for any other legitimate, honorable, and 
legal purpose has created a railroad corporation, or any other 
corporation, and has reserved to itself a portion of its earnings 
for the uses, not of a municipality, not of a town even, but I put 
it in the amendment directly for the uses of the State govern- 
ment. Last year, in my own State, there were nearly $2,000,000 
received from this class of corporations because of the taxes im- 

d and by virtue of law. 

This question does involve more than that of yesterday the 

uestion of State rights. It involves the question as to whether 

e Federal Government can usurp the functions of State gov- 
ernments. If the Government can step in and thus virtually 
control by the indirect levy of an income tax, it can tax the cor- 
pornon directly; it can destroy the State governments; it can 
discredit their resources; it can limit them, restrictthem. For 
instance, suppose that what would amount to 1 per cent would 
be the net earnings. Here comes the General Government and 
says we want 2 per cent. Here comes the State government and 
exercises its right and ers we want that 1 per cent. Here is a 
conflictimmediately. It isaquestion between State and Federal 
authority, and is it to be said that in a Democratic Senate, made 
up of believers in State rights, this doctrine is to receive its 
death blow by the hands of Senators? 

Mr. President, I trust that we shall never witness that spec- 
tacle. And is this a pure speculation of mine? Has it never 
been suggested before? I say not. I have sent for the volume 
where this question was explicitly referred to. I can state it. 
Senators will recollect that the case of the Collector vs. Day, or 
Buffington vs. Day, was the case which decided that the Gen- 
eral Government could not tax the salaries of. State officials. 

The broad ground was laid down that the State government 
could not tax any of the property of the General Government. 
The State government can not tax the mail; it can not tax the 
mint; it can not tax patent rights; it can not tax judicial process 
of the Federal courts; it can not taxany of the means or instru- 
mentalities employed by the Federal Government with which to 
operae the Federal Government. It is laid down by Justice 

elson that, on the other hand, the National Government can 
not tax any of the means or instrumentalities of the State gov- 
ernment whereby the State government would be crippled, in- 
terfered with, or its revenues diminished. 

The case is familiar to every lawyer around this circle. It 
was an important case. Judge Bradley, who was an able lawyer 
dissented from the opinion upon the ground that he though 
the inherent power, as he called it, of the Federal Government 
to raise revenues ought not to be thus restricted. He thought 
that the announcement of this decision was a most important 
one, which would return to p e the courts and the legisla- 
tion of our country. Judge Bradley, while dissenting from the 
prevailing opinion in the case, fully comprehended and appre- 
ciated the nature of that decision and the tremendous conse- 
quences which would ensue from it. He said in his dissenting 
opinion: 

In my judgment, the limitation of the power of taxation in the General 
Government, which the present decision establishes, will be found very 
dificult of control. Where are we to stop in enumera the functions of 
the State governments which will be interfered with by Federal taxation? 
If a State incorporates a railroad to carry out its purposes of internal im- 
provement, or a bank to aid its financial arrangements, reserving, l 
a percentage on the stock or proſits for the supply ofits own treasury, willthe 


bonds or stock of such an institution be free from Federal taxation? How 
can we now tell what the effect of this decision will be? 


He saw the effect of that decision, but that is the law to-day. 
It has been adhered to asthe law from the time it was announced 
until this very hour. In my judgment that decision was a cor- 
rect one. I care nothing about the criticism which Justice 


Bradley made of its consequences. It wasa decision made by 
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able judges, and lays down the broad doctrine essential in m | ment could step in and by means of an income tax usurp and 
judgment to the preservation of the ‘rights, the liberties, and | take away from the State government the very funds that pos- 


the revenues of State governments as well as the National Gov- 
ernment. 

It declares, first, that the State can not tax the Federal func- 
tions; it can not tax patent rights; it can not tax judicial pro- 
cess; it can not tax the mails; it can not tax Federal property; 
it can not tax national banks. It can not tax them, why? Be- 
cause they are the instrumentalities. It can not put a tax 
upon mail wagons belonging to the General Government. Why? 

use these are the means and the instrumentalities employed 
by the National Government for the purpose of peak? Fa outthe 
great object of the Federal Constitution and Federal Union. All 
this is proper enough, legitimate enough, well founded enough, 
and to which there can be no possible objection. es 

On the other hand, what does the court decide? It decides 
that the State is also supreme within its sovereignty. Wehave 
two jurisdictions. Yet, so far as peo rty is concerned in the 
States, corporations, created by the States, the State 1 
ment is supreme. Could Congress pass a law abrogating the 
charter of a State corporation created by the laws of the State? 
Could we pass a law here which virtually wiped out these crea- 
tures of the State government? I do not think it could be done 
in reference to any State corporation. i X 

But, Mr. President, much less can it be done with this class 
of corporations to which I refer, namely, this limited class of 
corporations whereby the State has taken the precaution to re- 
serve to itself, for the benefit of its own State treasury, a certain 
portion of its income on earnings. 

In the case that I illustrated which jurisdiction is to have 
precedence? Who can be permitted to usurp these functions, 
taxes, funds, revenues, created by the very law of the State un- 
der which these corporations have their existence and live and 

roposition, 


move and haye their being? - 

Mr. President, there is no answer to this in m 
judgment. I contended yesterday unsuccessfully, but I think 
rightfully, after all, with all due respect to the majority of the 
Senate, which outvoted me, that Congress could not tax the 
State bonds. If that beso, and I think it is clearly so, because 
the State bonds are the methods of floating your State debt, are 
the very means of supplying your treasury with its money, I 
ask is not this simply another scheme of State government? 

The State government creates a corporation. By the wore 
terms of the enactments it provides that the corporation shall 
pay into the State treasury a certain portion of its funds, and 
why is not that scheme a part and parcel of the State adminis- 
tration and of its government the same as the municipality? 

Mr. CULLOM. As the Senator is discussing that subject, I 
should like to refer to the case of the Illinois Central Railroad. 

Mr. HILL. I will yield to an interruption. 

Mr. CULLOM. By the Senator's consent I will read to him 
the provision of the constitution of our State with reference to 
the land grant and the return forittothe State that was agreed 
to by the Illinois Central. The provision is as follows: 


No contract, obligation, or Habllity whatever of the Illinois Central Rail- 
road Company to pay any money into the State treasury, nor any lien of 
the State upon, or right to tax y of said company in accordance with 
the provisions of the charter of said com „approved February 10,in the 
year of our Lord 1851, shall ever be rele: „suspended, modified, altered, 
remitted. or in manner diminished or im ed by legislative or other 
authority; and all the moneys derived from said company after the payment 
of the State debt shall beappropriated and set apa for the payment of the 
ordinary expenses of the State government, and for no other purposes what 
ever. 


The contract was that the Illinois Central Railroad should pay 
into the State treasury 7 per cent of its gross earnings for the 
amount that it got in the original charter. 

Mr. HILL. My amendment ought to be amended by provid- 
ing Whether created by law or authorized by the State consti- 
tution.” We can frame that afterwards, and I think reference 
should be made to it. Of course, if under State law they can 
not be taxed, so much less could they be taxed under the State 
constitutional provision, and my amendment should be made so 
as to cover that. For instance, I will take this very illustration. 
That provision was in the original constitution? 7 

Mr. CULLOM. It has been continued from one constitution 
to another. 

Mr. HILL. Was it in the original constitution of Illinois? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think so. It was the law, in the first place. 
There was an act of Congress passed authorizing the construc- 
tion of the road and the giving of alternate sections of land for 
that pur to the State of Illinois. 

Mr. H The argument upon the other side would be that, 
although in the original State constitution of Illinois there was 
contained this very exemption substantially of the railroad, 
that is, that no other sovereignty could tax those earnings ex- 
cept the State sovereignty, nevertheless the Federal Govern- 


sibly the State may have relied upon to run its government. 
Possibly the State had provided no other means or system ex- 
cept that, and if the Federal Government stepped in by means of 
an income tax and usurped those funds the State government 
was broken down. 

Mr. President, there is no answer to that proposition. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state as a matter of fact that under 
the provision of the contract and the law and this constitution 
the railroad company has put into the State treasury from four 
to five hundred thousand dollarsa year, and while that isa small 
part of the expenses of the State government it helps that much. 

Mr. HILL. It illustrates the point involved, because if you 
can take away four or five hundred thousand dollars of the reve- 
nues reserved under your Constitution from this very corpora- 
tion which you created, you can take away millions, and you 
can take away the whole of them. If your State government 
had relied upon these revenues exclusively for the operation of 
the State government it would be seriously crippled by this 
action of the Federal Government. 

Mr. President, I insist, as aquestion of constitutional law, you 
can not tax this class of corporations. The power to tax in- 
cludes the power to destroy. You can not destroy them. You 
can not vacate their charters by Federal legislation. Whatyou 
can not do directly you can not do indirectly by this aysin of 
taxation. You can not tax their State bonds, because they need 
their State bonds for the purposes of their State government. 
You can not tax the income of the corporations where the State 
goverment has provided that that very income shall be used 

or the purposes of the State government. 

Mr. President, if this scheme shall be adopted in its present 
phrase, if this amendment shall be repudiated, there is an end 
of State rights so far as the questions of taxation are concerned. 
There is nothing reserved. Talkabout your Federal limitations; 
they do not exist. Talk about the reservations of the State gov- 
ernments; they have none; they are simply at the beck and will 
of the Federal Government if this principle is not éstablished. 

_ The very doctrine laid down here by the highest court was 
in my judgment essential to the preservation of State — . 
State sovereignty, State jurisdiction, State revenues, and es- 
sential to the very maintenance of the State government. 
What is the answer to that? Is it necessary in this day and 
age of the world, at this very time are our Federal finances so 
desperate that it is necessary to take not only the collateral-in- 
heritance tax away from the State governments, the taxation of 
the incomes of individuals, but we shall now seek to aggran- 
dize to the General Government all the revenues provided from 
this class of corporations which the States have created? Asa 
guesson of policy, aside from a question of constitutional law, 
doubt the propriety of any such procedure. 

I doubt the wisdom of this class of legislation. I can not for 
the life of me see how Senators, disciples of Calhoun, disciples 
of Jefferson, men who served under Jackson or followed the old 
Democratic party inall the glorious days of its previous history 


I say pario history—can come here and now vote against an 
ray pis ent likethie, which recognizes the very sovereignty of 
e tes. 


Is it to be said that our means and sources of revenue are sub- 
ject to the aprire of Congress; that when we can create a bank 
in a State, when we can provide that a portion of these profits 
shall go to the State government as a means or as a part of 
the conduct of its fiscal business, the General Government can 
annihilate that bank? Can the General Government put such 
a tax upon it? I am not now speaking of the question of taxing 
its circulation; that involves another and distinct question; but 
can it by virtue of an income tax take away from a State the 
ToT funds which they have provided shall be realized from that 


Mr. President, this attack upon the State governments is an 
attack upon the essential principles upon which our Government 
is founded. The theory of our Government is that the States 
are independent of the General Government to a large extent. 
They are independent so far as their barton tin extends. It 
is one Union, but composed of forty-four States. The States 
not touch the Federal Government in its scheme of taxation. 
within the jurisdiction which it has; but certain things are left 
to the States, and these are the matters left tothe States, namely, 
everything that can be said to be essential, the means, the in- 
strumentalities, the corporations, the banks, the railroads, what- 
ever the State has seen fit to provide revenue from, 

As I said before, I have excluded from my amendment the 
corporations that do not pay any share of their earnings as guch 
to the Federal Government.“ I concede for the pur of the 
argument that the corporation which pays simply its tax u 
its real estate or upon its personal property is not included 


within this amendment. I might go further. Ithink you can 


not tax those, but I do not wish to complicate the question in 
volved; I desire to simplify it. $ 

Mr, President, this is an important question to my State. 
One-fifth of the railroad 
hands of receivers. If you attack them by this sort of taxation 
more of the railroads must be placed in the hands of receivers. 
This Sb Pee is not necessary for the needs of the Govern- 
ment. Itis not necessary to trample down the barriers which 
the Constitution has erected for preservation of the State 
governments. 

Mr. President, I fail to see the answer; and I will pause to 
allow the gentlemen who are expected to defend the provision, 
that we 55 what they have to say. 

Mr. M. The Senator suggested he was going to make 
achange in the amendment. I suggestamodification by adding 
instead of the last words— 

May deduct such special tax whi ded fi hi tes in addi- 
tion to the other exemptions 9 eee 

Mr. HILL. What is the Senator's suggestion? 

Mr. CULLOM. That the railroad company, for instance, 
„may deduct such special tax which is provided for by the State 
in addition to the other 3 herein provided for.“ Take 
the case of the Illinois Central Railroad, ſor instance, that pays 
into the t of the State of Illinois say 8500, 000 a year. 
That amount ought to be deducted from the income tax that 
they pay in addition to other deductions that are made as pro- 
vided in the bill under consideration. 

Mr. HILL. I think we had better give a little more care to 
that and draw it up as a separate proposition. I think one 
could be carefully drawn, of course, which would cover it. Iam 
afraid that does not. If the Senator will take his time this eyen- 
ing and draw one up it can be presented hereafter. 

Mr.CULLOM. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ROACH in the chair). The 
question is on Agrol to the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from New York. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let the amendment be read again. 

2 PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 


The SECRETARY. Add at the end of section 59, on page 188: 


Corporations created by any State, and which, by the terms of their in- 
corporation or by the laws of the State crea are required to pay a 
special tax to the State upon their earnings, dividends, or franchises, or to 

y a portion of their earnings as such to such State for the uses of the 


FFV eral tax paid in common with in- 
dividuals), are exempted from the tax provided for. 

Mr. HILL. Is it possible that the proposition of the bill is 
so clearly wrong that nothing is to be tit? I do not 


care about reiterating the arguments which I have already pre- 
sented, but it strikes me that some should be said if any- 
thing can be said in defense of this tax. not, I will call for the 
yeas and nags on my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

“The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I desire to ask 
‘whether the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 
has voted? 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 

. GALLINGER], and withhold — 5 vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If the Senator from 
Alabama were present I should vote yea.” 

The coll call was concluded. : 

Mr. CULLOM (after harag eon in the afflrmative). Lvoted, 
but i observe that the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], 
with vho I am paired, is not present. I therefore withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr.GORDON. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. GORMAN (after tiny iti in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from ne [Mr. FRYE], and therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

‘The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
_ Aldrich, Hale, Manderson, Sherman, 
Alison. Mitchell, Oregon 
Chandler, nie Patton, —— 
Davis, Hoar, Per Washburn. 
Dixon, ‘McMillan, Platt, 


mileage of the country is now in the | Blanchard. 


NAYS—29. 

Allen, À Lindsa; Turpi 
Bate, George, Laurin, West, > 
Berr 2 n artin, oor) 
Blackburn, 5 Pasco, Walsh.” 

tou, er, White. 
Camden, J et 7 
Cockrell, ping ~ ig 

2, Kyle, 


NOT VOTING—3?7. 


Brice, ê, MePh: 
Butler, Alger, Mil Sa 
Caffery, Gordon, 2 Wis. Eoun 

R Gorman, organ, W. 
Cameron, Gray, Morrill, 8 
Carey, Hansbro Murphy, Wiison, 
Cullom, Hawley, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Irby, Power, 
Dolph, Jones. Nev. Proctor, 
Dubois, Lodge, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2000) ting to the Brainerd and Northern Min- 
nesota Railway Company a right of way through the Leech 
Lake Indian Reservation in the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate calling upon the Secretar 
of Warfor an estimate of the cost ofdredging the bar Breathe § 
in the State of Washington. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The me e also announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (EL. Res. 196) to cal ons temporarily for the expendi- 
tures of the Government; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 730) making Labor Day a legal 
holiday; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President, 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 
e joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide temporarily for 
the expenditures of the Government, was read twice by its title. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the joint resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. HOAR. Let the joint resolution be read for information. 
Fen ae ae The joint resolution will be read 
at length. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That all appropriations for the necessary operations of th 
Government and of the rie of Columbia and for the 8 ment of * 
sions under existing laws, which shall remain unprovid ‘or on the 30th 
day of June, 1894, be, and they aro ; contin and made available for 
a period of thirty days from and after t date, unless the regular appro- 
priations provided therefor in bilis now in Congress shall have been 
previously made for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; 
anda nt amount is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise 13 to carry on the same: Provided, That 
no greater amount shall expended for such o tions than will be in 


eral 8 hereby continued and under the several appropria- 


tained 
when the same shall have been finally passed, unless the salary or com- 
tion of any office shall be — 2 


year and run from the beginning : 

Provided further, That the session employés of the Senate and House 
of Representatives now authorized by law shall bs continued upon the 
rolis until the end of —— session of Congress and paid at the rate 
pasen: or month at w a they are mon a and a : cioni amount is 
ereby a; priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priata to pay mer i i 2 Treasury e —— — y — 
05 out o money in not o a a 
5 sufficient to enable the Clerk of the House to pay to Me rs and Dele- 


gates the amount which they 8 have id or Sarees to pay for 
clerk hire necessarily-employed by in thedischa of ‘ir official and 
representative duties, as pro vided in the joint resolution approved March 
3, 1893, until the end of thepresent session of Congress. 


Mr.HOAR. I object to the question being put on the refer- 
ence of tlie joint resolution. 
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Mr. HILL. The Senator from Missouri[Mr. COCKRELL] asked 
to have the joint resolution referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

r. HOAR. I object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My motion was to refer it to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. <] 

Mr. HOAR. I object to the present consideration of the joint 
resolution. 4 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Being objected to, the joint reso- 
lution will go over under the rule. 

Mr. PLATT subsequently said: Mr. President, with reference 

the joint resolution coming from the House of Representa- 
ives which was laid before the Senate, I wish to say that I 
have no objection in the world toits going over until to-morrow, 
but I do not wish, by my silence, to assent to the proposition 
that, a joint resolution being in that stage, one objection carries 
it over to the next day. It might make us some trouble here- 


after. 

Mr. HOAR. My objection was to the consideration of the 
joint resolution when another matter was before the Senate. If 
some Senator had moved to lay aside the tariff bill the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution would be another question; then 
the question suggested by the Senator from Connecticut would 
arise; but I suppose it is enough at present to say that there is 
no provision under the rules of the Senate for putting the mo- 
tion to refer a House joint resolution when a bill is under con- 
sideration. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I gave notice of an amendment which I un- 
derstand is satisfactory to the committee or to certain members 
with whom I have talked. It is an amendment to the provision 
in regard to savings banks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 8 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end ot the amendment relating 
to savings banks: 

Nor to that of the business of any savings Dank, institution, or other 

association having a stoek, that is conducted on the mutual 

lan solely for the benefit of its depositors on such plan, and which shall 

eep its accounts of its business conducted on such mutual plan separate 
and apart from its other accounts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. VEST. As understand the amendment, it simply applies 
the same provision to mutual companies which we have applied 
to other 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. It follows the language exactly of the other 
amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to the amendment. We did 
not intend to put any tax upon mutual companies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator from Missouri the authority of 
the Finance Committee to agree to that amendment? 

Mr. VEST. I will attend to that, Mr. President. Iam not 
consulting the Senator from Massachusetts just now. 

The attention of the committee has been called to the fact that 
there is a peculiar sort of savings bank in the State of Delaware 
run by the Quakers, in which the incorporators are not mem- 
bers and receive no profit or salary, where the interest is paid 
only to the depositors. The Senators from that State are afraid 
- that the bill as now constructed, or amended, does not cover 
that case. We donot want to put any tax upon these mutual 
savings institutions, and I therefore offer an amendment to 
make the matter clear beyond any question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Amend by adding after line 19 of the 
amendment proposed by Mr. VEST: 

Seto memara was e he prone hotest sad wi 
e or dividends only ba thinie depositors ere eee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to the phraseology which is in the beginning of 
section 59. I believe as now amended the provision in the third 
line of the section is the profits or income above actual operat- 
ing and business expenses. J do not propose to offer any amend- 


ment to that phraseology at this time, but I should be glad to | the 


know from the Senator from Missouri whether that phraseol- 
ogy will include, say, in the case of a manufacturing tion, 
e materials purchased in conducting the management, and in 


the case of a trading „ it will include the 
articles purchased for resale. = 

Unless the words inserted by the Senator will embrace raw 
materials purchased by manufacturers, and will embrace pur- 
chases eby trading corporations, itseems tome there should 
be some further phraseology added which will exclude from the 
income or profits the purchases made by manufacturers in their 
manufacture and the purchases made by trading corporations 
in their business. I should be glad to have the Senator state 
his understanding of what the word expenses as added there 
will include. 

Mr. VEST. Iwas under the impression that the word ‘‘ oper- 
ating” would cover such expenses as the Senator from Iowa has 
alluded to. Ido not see how a manufacturing establishment 
could be operated unless it bought its raw materials, or how a 
business corporation could be run unless it bought goods which 
it resold. But out of an abundance of caution the word“ busi- 
ness” was added, which seems to me would clearly cover all the 
legitimate expenses attending the business. I understood from 
the Senator from Iowa, for we consulted about the matter, that 
that language was sufficient. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lam afraid, after looking into it carefully, 
that it will not be quite sufficient. The term operating ex- 

nses is applied to t rtation companies more especially. 
offered a proviso to another amendment a while ago, with; 
without taking up time, I should be glad to have read. The 
proviso I offered would make it clear, and I should be glad to 
have the Senator from Missouri listen to it. 

sen VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That expenditures for materials or articles purchased for use 
r 
1 as operating and asthoss expenses In cet 
3 the profits or income of any such corporation, company, or associa- 


Mr. ALLISON. I submit that to the Senator so as to make 
it absolutely clear. 

Mr. VEST. I do not think there is any doubt about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator thinks that those words are 
implied in the words “operating and business expenses,” I shall 
not offer the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I think so, unquestionably. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 


other emplo: 

— —— ves 
H 2 175 annum, & tax of 2 per cent on 
it shall be the dut 


, when exceed 
e excess above the said $4,000; and 
of all paymasters and all disbursing officers under 
the Government of the United States, or persons in the employ thereof, 
when making any payment to any officers or persons as aforesaid, whose 
compensation is determined by a fixed salary, or upon settling or ust- 
ing the accounts of such officers or persons, to deduct and withhold the 
aforesaid tax of 2 per cent; and the pay roll, r ts, or account of of- 
ficers or persons paying such tax as aforesaid shall be made to exhibit. 


the fact of such t. And itsball be the duty of the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department, when audi the accounts of any ter 
or disbursing officer, or any officer withholding his from mo re- 


ceived by him, or when settling or adjusting the accounts of any such oer, 
to uire evidence that the taxes mentioned in this section have been de- 
and paid over to the Treasurer of the United States, or other officer 
authorized to receive the same. Every co’ tion which pays to any 
employé a salary or compensation exceeding $4,000 per annum shall report 
the same to the deputy collector of his district and pay the tax hereinbefore 
provided to the deputy collector of his district, and such payment shall be 
char against the amount due such employé. And the same rules and 
penalties prescribed for the Individual mal his own return shall apply 
to such corporation employé: Provided, That payments of prize 8 
shall be regarded as income from salaries, and tax thereon shall be ad- 
jJusted and collected in like manner: provided further, That in case it 
should become ni for showing the true receipts of the Government 
under the operations of this section upon the books ofthe jury Depart- 
ment, the requisite amount 7 Aya carried from unappropriated moneysin 
the Treasury to the credit of said account, 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to section 
62, page 190, after the words “to the,” in line 3, to insert ‘‘ col- 
lector or“; in line 4, after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out downto 
and including the word account,“ in line 16, in the following 
words: 

Pay the tax hereinbefore provided to the deputy collector of his district, 
and such payment shall be charged against the amount due such — 
And the same rules and penalties prescribed for the individual making 
own return shall apply to such corporation employé: Provided, That pay- 

shall be regarded as income from salaries, and the tax 
usted and collected in like manner: And provided Jur- 
ther, That in case it should become necessary for showing the true receipts 
of the Government under the operations of this section upon the books of 
Treasury Department, the requisite amount may be carried from unap- 
propriated moneys in the Treasury to the credit of said. account. 
and to insert: 
Said employé shall pay thereon, subject to the exemptions herein provided 
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for, the tax of 2 per cent on the excess of his salary over $4,000: Provided, 
That salaries due to State, 8 or municipal officers shall be exempt 


from the income tax herein le 

So as to read: 

Every corporation which on 
1 0 ao oe tine Colldctor be dapuny 
collector of his district, and said employé shall pay thereon, subject to the 
exemptions herein provided for, the tax of 2 per cent on the excess of his 
— htag $4,000: ovided, That salaries due to State, county, or munici- 
pal officers shall be exempt from the income tax herein levied, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was called from the Chamber a few min- 
utes ago and was notaware that section 59 had been disposed of. 
I desire to offer an amendment to that section, which I hope 
the Senator from Missouri will allow me to offer now, as I do 
notintend to discuss it at all, but simply wish to point out what I 
think is a defect in the language. I wish to move to strike out, 
on pago 188, the matter contained in line 12 to line 17, inclusive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senater from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 59, page 188, strike out: 


The net profits or income of all corporations, companies, or associations 
shall include the amounts paid to shareholders and bondholders or holders 
of certificates of indebtedness of any kind, or carried to the account of any 

fund, or used for construction, enlargement of plant, or any other expendi- 
ture or investment representing the net annual profits made or acquired by 
said corporations, companies, or associations. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The reason why I desire to have this action 
taken is because I think the question of net profits and income 
is sufficiently covered by the language which has been used by 
the committee in the preceding part of this section. If it is 
allowed to stay in the form in which it now is, after having been 
amended by the committee, it will certainly be liable to mis- 
construction. The language used, the Senator from Missouri 
will notice, is: 8 
The net profits or income of all corporations, * * shall include the 
amounts * * * used for construction, enlargement of plant, or any other 
nditure or investment representing the net annual profits made or ac- 

q by said corporations. 

Now, the expense of the construction of the plant can not rep- 
resent the actual profits of a corporation in any sense, and other 
expenditures can not represent the annual profits of a corpora- 
tion. One is an income, the other is an expenditure. A manu- 
facturing company might expend a half million dollars for 
the construction of anew mill. Under the provisions of this 

raph as it stands it will be required to pay 2 per cent upon 
i although it might be built with new capital. - 

It seems tome that the language used by the committee in 
the first part of the section, defining what are net profits and 
what is the net income of a corporation, sufficiently guards the 
Government in the collection of these taxes, Certainly if the 
Janguago I have pointed out is allowed to remain in the bill it 

give rise, according to my notion, to a great amount of liti- 
gation; and it must be nugatory, as no court would ever hold 
that money used for construction or for enlargement of plant is 
necessarily a part of the net profits of a corporation. 

Mr. VEST. Itseems to me the Senator from Rhode Island 
is mistaken in regard to his contention. Suppose that a corpo- 
ration, after paying all its operating and business expenses and 
what is due to its shareholders, invests its surplus over and 
above these amounts in the improvement of its plant, or carries 
it to a surplus fund, or uses any of the various modes which cor- 
eyes employ for the purpose of entering upon their books 

e amount of net profits, ought not that to be included and 
taxed? AsI understand the view of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, it is that nothing except money should be taxed; that 
as soon as they make their profit and change the form of it, 
then itis not subject to taxation. Our object was to make it 
bac to taxation and to put it beyond any doubt. 

r. ALDRICH. Any construction which was paid for from 
net earnings should undoubtedly be taxed, but this section does 
not provide that construction from net earnings shall be taxed. 
It says all amounts used for construction. 

Mr. VEST. It does so provide, if the Senator will read it as 
earefully as he has assumed to read it: 


Or used for construction, enlargement of plant, or any other expenditure 
or investment representing the net annual profits, 


Mr. ALDRICH. But all those are in the alternative. 

Mr. VEST. Of course they are in the alternativt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The word ‘‘or ” is used in every case. It is 
money used for the construction or enlargement of plant, or 
any other expenditure or investment. Those are alternative 


ed. 


p itions. 
r. VEST. Of course it is in the alternative, and it ought to 
be that wa, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I do not see how the Senator can say that, 
because the construction of plant, unless it was paid from the 
net profits, certainly should not be taxed. 

Mr. VEST. Itis paid from the net profits, for it represents 
the net profits. 


Mr. ALDRICH. If it were paid from net profits I should not 
object to it. 

r. VEST. Thatis the meaning of it, unquestionably. It 
can not be any plainer. Here is the language, and it seems to 
meit is past all argument: 

The net profits or income of 
shall include the amount paid 85 eee eee 8 

Mr. ALDRICH, If the Senator from Missouri will consent to 
have the word representing! in the sixteenth line changed 
to!“ paid from,” it will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no objection to that; but if the Senator 
will permit me to go on, he will see, as everyone else does, that 
there can be but one construction given to it. 

In the first place it says, ‘‘the amounts paid to sharehold- 
ers.” There can not be any doubt about that. Then it says, 
‘tor carried to the account of any fund, or used for construction, 
enlargement of plant, or any other expenditure or investment 
representing the net annual profits.” Now, as a matter of 
course it can not represent the profits unless it comes out of 


them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be perfectly content if the Senator 
will insert the words ‘ paid from.” 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no objection to saying paid from.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 59, page 188, line 16, strike out 
representing“ and insert paid from.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ithout objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. The question recurs on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee in section 62, which has been 


read. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to propose an amendment to the com- 
mittee amendment. On page 190, line 19, section 62, after the 
word dollars,“ I move to strike out the proviso. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas to the committee amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 62, page 190, line 19, after the 
word “dollars,” strike out the proviso in the following words: 

Provided, That salaries due to State, county, or municipal officers shall 
be exempt from the income tax herein levied. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
aber of the Senator from Kansas to the committee amend- 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to an omission to allow the corporations to deduct 
State, county, or municipal taxes. Ought not that to be done? 

Mr. VEST. If there is any doubt in regard to the meaning of 
the words“ business expenses and operating expenses“ I have 
no objection to such an amendment. My idea was that it would 
be absolutely necessary for them in order to operate to pay their 
taxes, because that is a first lien upon them 

Mr. HILL. Hardly a first lien. 

Mr. ALLISON. I included taxes and insurance, ete., in the 
amendment which I offered as a new proviso. If you include 
taxes you should also include insurance, unless you rely wholly 
on the phrase business expenses” to cover all these. 

Mr. VEST. I 8 it was covered by that phrase. 

Mr. ALLISON. You ought to insert more than simply taxes. 

Mr. HILL. I should sos? Si doubt, allow me to suggest, 
whether operating and business expenses would include insur- 
ance paid, and yet it might. I think it ought to be made ex- 

licit. I merely suggest the point to the Senator from Missouri. 
t seems to be intended that insurance should be included as a 
part of the expenses, and that State, county, municipal, or town 
taxes should also be inserted. He can frame it in his own way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The provision exists as to individuals at 
the bottom of page 172. s 

Mr. HILL. Individuals, of course, are allowed to deduct their 


taxes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly it ought to be expressed as to 
corporations. Otherwise the expression in one place will be 
construed to be an exclusion in the other place. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not propose at this time to submit any 
amendment to section 62, but I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to what seems tome to be an inconsistency. eae 
before the bill comes to the Senate this matter may be consid- 
ered by the committee. I should like to have the attention of 
the committee or some member of the committee. 

Mr. VEST. I am listening to the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not wish to propose any amendment to 


section 62 now, but I want to state what seems to me to be an in- 
consistency. In section 54 all gains and income of everybody, 
derived from any kind of property, rents, dividends, or salaries, 
or from any profession, trade, employment, or vocat 


ion carried 
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on in the United States or elsewhere, or from any other source 
whatever, are subject to the tax. Now, when we come to sec- 
tion 62 it provides that as to the salaries of Government officers 
or officials, including Senators and Representatives, the tax of 
2 per cent shall be taken out by the Government. Where the 
individual renders an account he gets certain deductions for in- 
terest and other things which he pays during the year, but ap- 


parently there are no deductions to made from $4,000 of sal- 
ary derived from the Government. All the income above $4,000 
is to be taxed. 

Now, take the case of a Senator. I think theexemption is al- 
together too great, but suppose a Senator has simply an income 
of $5,000 and has payments to make in the way of interest. He 
must pay the tax on $1,000, or the Government is to deduct it on 
the $1,000 of his salary exceeding $4,000, and he can get no de- 
duction as an individual. 

Mr. ALLISON. He may have a tax on his home, if he owns 


one. 

Mr.PLATT. There may be taxes on his homestead, or, if he 
has a house, which brings him no rent and there is a mortgage 
upon it, the individual may deduct the interest. The point is 
that a Government official, under section 62, can get no deduc- 
tion whatever for any of the matters which are specified in sec- 
tion 55. 

Then, when it comes to salaries of persons employed by cor- 
porations, they seem tobe treated 5 The corporation 
must report the amount of salary to the collector, and then the 
employ: wean DaT tax thereon subject to the exemptions as 
herein provided for. So in such salaries the persons receiving 
them get the exemption, and in the case of Government sala- 
ries there is no exemption allowed. I simply call attention to 
it now, so that it may be considered before the bill comes into 
the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. This is a copy of the old law of 1864. The only 
change we made was in teparo to the payment of the tax by em- 
ployés of corporations. e put them upon the same footing 
with other individuals. If the Senator asks me why these ex- 
emptions are not applied to members of Congress and United 
States officers, I can only answer him that I suppose it was done 
in the old law and the House of Representatives followed it be- 
cause of the certainty of the payment, the honor attached to the 
position, and the difficulty of finding a way in which to fix the 
exemption. The Government officer who collects the tax would 
have to make the exemption or else rely upon the statement 
made by the pi rty who paid the tax. 

Mr. PLATT. Ofcourse, there is no difficulty in finding the 
Government official and compelling him to render his own in- 
come account. Everybody who receives a salary from the Gov- 
ernment would be known, and if that person were treated like 
everybody else, obliged to include the salary in his income ac- 
count, there could be no question that the income tax would be 
paid. Iam not particular about it, however. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee to section 62. 

The amendment was d to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SEC. 63. That sections 3167, 3172, 3173, and 3176 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as amended are here y amended so as to read as follows: 

“ Sec. 3167. That if any collector or deputy collector, or other officer or in- 
ternal-revenue t acting under the authority of revenue law of the 
United States, b to any 3 or makes known in any other manner 
than may be provid by law, the operations, style of work, or apparatus of 
any manufacturer or producer visited by him in the discharge of his official 
duties, or the amount or source of poe profits, losses, expenditures, or 
any information obtained by him in the e of such duties, he shall 
be subject to a fine of not exceeding 81,000, or to be imprisoned for not ex- 

one year, or both, at the discretion of the court, or shall be dismissed 
from office and be forever thereafter incapable of holding any office under 
the Government." 

“ SEC. 3172. Thatevery collector shall, from time to time, cause his deputies 
to proceed through every part of his district and inquire after and concern- 
ing all persons therein who are liable to pay, any internal-revenue tax, and 

persons o or ha the care and management of anyiobjects liable 
to pay a tomake a list of such persons and enumerate sald objects. 

“SEO. 3173. That it shall be the duty of any poeson partnership, , aS- 
sociation, or corporation, made liable to uty. special tax, or other tax 
imposed by law, when not otherwise provided for, in case of a special tax, 
on or before the 3ist day of July in each year, in case of income tax on or 
before the 1st day of March in each year, and in other cases before the da; 
on which the taxes accrue, to make a list or return, verified by oath or af- 
firmation, to the deputy collector of the district where located, of the arti- 
cles or objects, including the amount of annual income, ch: with a duty 
or tax, the quantity of goods, wares, and merchandise © or sold, and 
charged with a tax, the several rate3 and aggregate amount, according to 
the forms and tions to be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, for which such 

rson, partnership, firm, associati: ration is liable: Provide 


required 
all the property, goods, wares, and merchandise, 
ble to pay any duty or tax, or any business or occu- 


3 on 2 to, and 8 ha by 75 or 8 by 
rson ning. possessing, or having the care and m ent as 
afo: be received as the listof such person: Provided further, T ther, Thatin 


case no annual list orreturnhas been rendered by such person to the deputy 
collector as required by law, and the person shall be absent from his or her 
residence or place of business at the time a deputy collector shall call for the 
annual list or return, it shall be the duty of such deputy collector to leave 
at such place of residence or business. with some one of suitable age and 
discretion, if such be present, otherwise to deposit in the nearest post-office 
a note or memorandum addressed to such person, req him or her to 
render to such deputy collector the list or return req by law, within 
ten days from the date of such note or memorandum, verified by oath or 
affirmation. And if any person on being notified or required as aforesaid 
shall refuse orn list thin the time re- 
quired as aforesaid or whenever person who is required to deliver a 
monthly or other return of objects subject to tax fails to do so at the time 
req or delivers any return which, in the opinion of the collector, is 
false or fraudulent, or contains any undervaluation or understatement, it 
shall be lawful for the collector to summon such m, or any other per- 
son hay: possession, custody, or care of books of account containing en- 
tries relat to the business of such person, or any other person he ma: 
deem proper, to . before him and produce such books, at a time ani 
place named in the summons, and to give testimony or answer interroga- 
tories, under oath, respecting any objects liable to tax or the returns thereof. 
The collector maysummon any person residing or found within the State 
in which his district lies; and when the person intended to be summoned 
does not reside and can not be found within such State, he may enter any col- 
lection district where such person may be found, and there make the ex- 
amination herein authorized. And to thisend he may there exercise all the 
authorit ae he might lawfully exercise in the district for which he was 
com: oned. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 63, page 192, line 3, after the word“ first,” to strike out day“ 
and insert“ Monday,” and in line 5, before the word “deputy” to 
insert ‘“‘ collector or a;“ so as to read: 


lect to render such or return wi 


tion, made liable to ony duty, 


ay on which the taxes accrue, to mak 


located. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 63, page 192, line 23, before the word deputy, ” to insert 
‘collector or;” on page 193, line 4, before the word ‘* deputy,” to 
insert ‘‘ collector or;” in line 6, after the word “time,” to rt 
“the collector or;” inline 12, before the word “deputy,” to in- 
sert ‘‘ collector or;” so as to read: 

It shall be the auty or the collector or deputy collector to make such list 


ot business at the 


tion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see really why it is necessary to 
reënact section 3173. I take it that that section would apply to 
the income tax without inserting the word income“ where it 
occurs on page 192. This section is one which was incorpo- 
rated in the law of 1864 at a time when a manufacturers’ tax, so 
called, and a transportation tax, ora tax upon gross earnings 
was imposed, and every provision relates really to taxes which 
were then in force and have been since repealed. I see no real 
objection to it, although it seems to me to be rather awkward to 
carry into the proposed law a long section which applies tolists 
and returns for manufacturers and transportation companies 
respecting matters which are not at all embodied in the pro- 
posed act, though I make no point in respect to it. 

Mr. GRAY. The income tax is only incidental. 

Mr. ALLISON. The income tax is merely inserted as an in- 
cidental matter. It has the e of making a rigid stat- 
ute here ting a matter which requires nothing of the kind. 

Mr. VEST. It is absolutely necessary to change some of the 
dates. If the Senator will look at line 3, page 192, he will see 
that the date there in regard to the income tax had to be in- 
serted, the 1st day of March. We could not allow the old stat- 
ute to stand unless we made a new enactment. The Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue suggested this, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and we thought it was the easiest 
and best way to put the whole law together. 

Mr. SON. The criticism I make is that we are carry- 
ing into a new law an old statute which was made for an entirely 
different purpose, and which was intended to cover a manufac- 
turers’ tax. On page 192 the following language appears: 

On or before the 3ist day of 7 Rew each year, in case of income tax on or 


before the first Monday of March in each year, and in other cases before the 
day on which the taxes accrue, to make a list or return, etc. * 


or 


6890 


Then it goes on, and in line 6 says: 
Of the articles or objects, Including the amount of annual income— 

There is the second place where income is inserted— 
charged with a duty or tax, the quantity of goods, wares, and merchandise 
made or sold, and charged with a tax. 

Mr. VEST. It can not 8 do any harm. 

Mr. ALLISON. My k point is that by implication it may seem 
that as we impose here an income tax, a deputy collector or a 
collector can go to a merchant or to a small corporation, if you 
please, and insist upon an exposé of all the goods, wares, and 
merchandise sold. In other words, this long section is applica- 
ble to an entirely different measure. In the old law the income 
tax provided for itself, and I think a short section covering this 
matter would be immensely better than to retnact the whole 
section. With due deference to the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, if he made this suggestion, I think it was as a way to 
avoid a short, brief section covering the poi intended. I do 
not propose to move any amendment, but I think it is exceed- 
ingly awkward to be reinserting this whole section in the pro- 
posed law, especially when there are a number of sections 
of the Revised Statutes which are applicable to the income tax 
that are not inserted here at all. 

Mr. VEST. It can not ibly do any harm. 

Mr. ALLISON. My attention is called by the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 
LOM] to the following language: 


That if any person liable to pay any duty or tax, or ona panami, 
origita Arnan t of property, goods, wares, merchan- 
dise, ar CCC shall fail to 
make and exhibit a list or return required by law, t shall consent to dis- 

and all the goods, wares, and merchan- 


— the particulars of any 

In other words, this is a long and complicated section, which 
it seems to me ought to be ted the bill and some 
short, brief section inserted which would cover the question of 
income. That is the criticism I make upon it. I think it is 
misleading, because there isnota thing in it which is applicable 
to income except the date. I make no pens upon it, however. 

Mr. VEST. t the reading of the b KOS pep yey with. 

The Secretary continued the reading of section 63, as follows: 


Sno. 3178. That the collector or 


and make, 


lects 
list uired by law, or who renders a false or fraudulent return or list, 
— ake, according e ormatlon which he 
that derived from the evidence elicited by the 


objects 
the — or management of such 


sickness or pray prt) as 8 tne collector may ee 7 — further time 

and delivering su or return as eom necessary, 
—— thirty days. The amount so added to the tax shall be col- 
lected at the same eand in the same manner as the tax unless the neg- 
lect or falsity is discovered after the tax has been paid, in which case the 
amount so added shall be collected in the same manner as the tax; and the 
list or return so made and subscribed such collector or deputy collector 
shall be held good and sufficient for all purposes. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
194, after the figures ‘‘ 3176,” in line 10, to strike out down to 
and including the word who,“ in line 13, in the following 
words: 


That the collector or any deputy collector in every district shall enter 
into and m the premises, if it be necessary, of every person therein who 
has taxable property and who— 

And to insert— 

‘When any person, corporation, company, or association. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 63, poge aos, line 15, after the word or,“ to strike out 
**who;” 17, strike out the word and“ and insert the 
collector or any deputy collector shall;” in line 24, after the 
word “person,” to insert ‘‘or corporation, company, or associa- 
tion;” in line 26, after the word assess,“ e out the tax 
thereon” and insert all taxes not by stamps;” on page 
195, line 1, after the word “special,” insert tax;“ and in line 
17, before the word “ good,” to insert prima facie;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

„Sud. 3176. When atio or association 
fuses or neglects to FOA any gain list 7 . or gates a 
false or fraudulent return or the collector or any deputy collector shall 
make, according to the best information which he can obtain, in: 
thaz derived from the evidence elicited by the examination of tho collector, 
and on his own view and information, such list or ret to 
form prescribed, of the income, pro: 
possessed or 


not e: 


com or V Revenue shall 
assess not by stamps, inch amount, if any, due for 
special income or other tax, and in case o ae ERE ee 
fraudulent list or valuation inten! 100 per cent to such 
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tax; and in case ot arefusalor neglect, except in cases of sickness or absence, 
to make a list or return, or to veri ‘oresaid, he shall add 50 


liverin, ch list or return h a not . 
days. Tine amounts. 80 added to the tax shail be collected 9 time 
and in the same manner as the tax unless the neglect or falsity is discov- 
ered after the tax has been paid, in which case the amount so added shall 
be collected in the same manner as the tax; and the list or return so made 
and subscribed by such collector or deputy collector.shall be held prima 
facie good and sufficient for all legal purposes. 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to section 3176, Which makes certain penalties 
applicable to the income tax. This has been taken bodily from 
an old statute relating to distilled spirits. On the top of page 
176 there are penalties provided for. 

To make such list, according to the best information he can obtain, by the 
examination of such person, or any other evidence, and to add 60 per cent as 
a penalty to the amount of the tax due on such list in all cases of willful neg- 
lect or refusal to make and render a list or return; and in all cases ot a - 
fully false or fraudulent list or return having been rendered to add 100 per 
centas a to the amount of tax ascertained to be due, etc. 

There is a penalty provided. The provision in section 3176 
provides for an addition. 3 

In case of any return of a false or fraudulent list or valuation intention- 
ally, he shall add 100 centtosuch tax; and in case of a refusal orneglect, 
except in cases of sickness or absence, to make a list or return, or to verify 
the same as aforesaid, he shall add 50 per cent to such tax. 

There is a duplication of these penalties in the pro d law. 
This section applied to distilled spirits originally. One of the 
amendments just ed to provides that the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue shall assess all taxes not paid by stamps, and 
that makes section 3176 exclude the distillers, it seems to me. 
I have not had time to examine it, but section 3176 applied to 


taxes chiefly upon distilled spirits. Now, there is excluded 
from this the taxes where they are paid by stamps. Ido not 
see why this section of the Revised Statutes should be carried. 


in here and create confusion as respects sections of the Revised 
Statutes which now apply and have applied for many years only 
to taxes upon distilled spirits and tobacco. 

I only call attention to it. I have no amendment to offer. It 
is certainly, however, a most confusing procedure to insert 
anew these provisions of the Revised Statutes merely for the 
purpose of including the income and making necessary the 
amendments which the committee have already added by ex- 
cluding in the section taxes collected from distilled spirits. 

Mr, VEST. The words“ all taxes not paid by stamps” form an 
amendment sent to us by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
which he thought absolutely necessary. 

Now, in regard to the provision of section 56, page 174, that 
refers to a specific case. It refers to the persons who have an 
income over $3,500 and not $4,000. It wasthe doubtful and de- 
batable ground between $3,500 and $4,000 which it was deemed 
necessary to cover by that provision, and the penalties which 
are prescribed there, all the enactments in that section, appl. 
to that state of case. Section 3176 is a different state of case; ib 
is in regard to other false and fraudulent returns. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not turn my hand to the provision, but 
the Senator will remember that he changed this morning one 
provision from 10 per cent a month to 2 per cent a month. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; but that is different. 

Mr. ALLISON. The provisions respecting penalties run 
through, and now we haveanomnium provision, 50 per 
cent in one case and 100 per cent in another. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, if it applies to the same thing it ought 
to bec ed, but I do not th it does, because it specifies 
the case where it applies; that is, where a party has $3,500 in- 
come and not $4,000. The penalty is provided ifically as to 
that case, but I do not think that ts with the provision in 
section 3176. We can examine it, however, and if the criticism 
is correct it can be changed. I confess very frankly that these 
provisions were adopted by the House of Representatives and 
revised by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. A good deal 
of it does not apply to the income tax, as the Senator from Iowa 
says. I defer rgely to the opinion of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, as they are not original propositions, but come from ex- 
isting statutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make no complaint of the committee, but 
I merely call attention to the fact that here are modifications of 
existing statutes making themapply to the income tax, and leav- 
ing out a number of ons of the Revised Statutes which are 
absolutely nece to the enforcement of the income tax and 
which are not included here at all. 

Mr. VEST. I shall take great pleasure in going over the mat- 
ter with the Senator from Iowa, and if there is any such discrep- 

as he claims we can correct it without any trouble. 
r. ALLISON. Very well; I offer no amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). 

reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 


The 
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The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 

SEC, 64. That every corporation doing business for fit shall make and 
render to the collector of its collection district, on or Totoro the 10th day of 
the month after that in which any dividends or shares of profit, annuities, 
interest, or become due and payable, a full return thereof, contain- 
ing a true and faithful account of the amount so due or payable and of the 
amount of the tax thereon; and to such return there shall be annexed a 
declaration of the president, treasurer, cashier, or other principal officer of 
such corporation, under oath or affirmation, to the effect that the same con- 
tains a true and faithful aceount of all the amounts so due or payable and 
of the tax thereon, as aforesaid, such return and declaration thereto an- 
nexed to be niade in such form and manner as may be prescribed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out section 64. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 

SEC. 65. That every corporation doing business for fit shall make and 
render to the collector ofits collection district, on or before the first Mon- 
day of February in every Nene begi with the year 189, a full return, 
verified by oath oraffirmation, as provided in the last section, insuch formas 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe, of all the following 
matters for the whole calendar year last preceding the date of such return: 

First. The gross profits of such corporation, from all kinds of business of 
every name and nature. 

8 1 ane expenses of such corporation, exclusive of interest, annuities, 
and ends. 

Third. The net profits of such corporation, without allowance for interest, 
annuities, or dividends. 

Fourth. Theamount paid on account of interest, annuities, and dividends, 
stated separately. g 

ee he amount paid in salaries of $4,000 or less to cach person em- 
plo: 

S 


J . The amount pald in salaries of more than $4,000 to each person em- 
ployed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was insec- 
tion 65, page 196, after the word ‘‘ corporation,” in line 6, to iu- 
sert company, and association;” in line 12, after the words 
„Monday of,” strike out February“ and insert ‘“March;” and 
im line 15, before the words“ in such form,” to strike out as 
provided in the last section;” so as to read: 


Sec. 65, That every corporation, company, 


and association doing business 
for profit shall make and render to the collector of its collection 


trict on 

before the first Monday of March in every year, beg with the t 

f „a full return, veri by oath or on, m such form as the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was in sec- 
tion 65, page 196, line 19, after the word “ corporation,“ to in- 
sert company, and association;” in line 22, after the word cor- 
poration,” to insert company, and association;” in line 25, 
after the word corporation,“ to insert company, and associa- 
tion; ” so as to read: 

Pirst. Tue gross profits of such corporation, company, and association’ 
from all kinds of business of every — and nature. 

Second. The expenses of such corporation, company, and association, ex- 
clusive of interest, annuities, and dividends. 

Third. The net profits of such corporation, company, and association, 

«without allowanee for interest, annuities, or dividends. 

The amendment was agreed to. x Y 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was in 
section 65, e 197, line 8, after the word employed“ to in- 
sort, “and the name and address of eachof such persons and the 
amount paid to each;” so as to read: 

Sixth. The amount paid in salaries of more than $4,000 to each person em- 
e and the name and address of each of such persons and the amount 

to each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator that where the 
words ‘‘company and association” are inserted it should be 
= sina ory! or association.” I think ‘‘and” must be a mistake, 
Itr uch corporation, company, and association.” I merely 
make the suggestion. It seems to me it would be better to in- 
sert “or” than and.“ 

Mr. VEST. Let or” be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be agreed 
to, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Mis- 
souri, in charge of this bill, will not insist upon the amendment 
proposed in the sixth clause of section 65, requiring corpora- 
tions to furnish ‘‘ the name and address of each of such persons 
and the amount paid to each.” 

I think that would create confusion and is wholly unnecessary 
in a statute of this kind. I do not desire to argue it at all, but 
Ido not think there is any great necessity for that provision 
and I should be glad if the Senator in charge of the bill would 
consent to strike out the entire section. 

It has never been in any bill of this character of which I am 
aware atany time. It im upon small and large corpora- 
tions an amount of work which I do not believe will be beneficial 
in any way to the Government. It requires that these state- 
ments s be made to the collector of internal revenue in each 

district. There will be piled up statements, and the 


provision does not state what the collector of internal revenue 
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shall do with them, but I suppose they are to be transmitted to 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. HILL. Let me suggest to the Senator, are they not the 
anan from which the collector is to ascertain the amoun 
of the tax? * 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand them to be so. The cor- 
porations have to render an account of their incomes, but such 
u provision as this has never been in any preceding act. 

r. HILL. I su that these are the statements from 
which the collector is to find out the amount of the tax to be 


Mr. ALLISON. No; but such statements are made by rail- 
road companies to the Interstate Commerce Commission, so that 
it would not be difficult for railroad companies to furnish this 
information, and I am told that they have already crowded the 
small space of the Interstate Commerce Commission with these 
statements. : 

Tf such statements are to be made annually to the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, unless we get our building for the 
collection and storage of documents constructed soon, there 
will not be room.enough in any of the public buildings to con- 
tain all the statements required. I see no necessity for baring 
them, but I shall notmoveto strike out that provision. Ishoul 
be glad to know why all this detail is required to be furnished 
to the collector? / 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me that it is evident i See pro- 
vision is put in the bill. It came from the House of Represent- 
atives in this form, and is one of the most necessary portions of 
the enactment. It is like all excise laws; it is str t and 
harsh, but it is absolutely necessary that these provisions 
should be inserted here. Every facility should be given to the 
Government and to the Government o to find out what is 
the actual condition of a corporation so us to collect what is due 
upon the profits. f 

I submit that it is nohardship upon a corporation that is doing 
‘a legitimate business to furnish these statements. Individuals 


are made to e what their income is, and they are put under 
penalty unless they doit truthfully and correctly, and why should 
a corporation object to this? It is not made public. 

. I ask the Senator a question? 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. It is all right, perhaps, under the idea the Səna- 
tor has, to require that corporations should return to the col- 
lector the amount in salaries of more than $4,000 to each 
person employed and the name and address of each of such per- 
sons and the amount paid to each,” to help them discover 
whether that is added to taxable incomes; but why should acor- 
poration be required, as in the fifth clause, to return the 
amount paid im salaries of $4,000 or less to each person em- 

* 

That would include in any great corporation like the Balti- 
more and Ohio, the Pennsylvania, or the New York Central 
Railroad Company every track laborer and every man who re- 
ceives a monthly stipend, and the corporation would have tore- 
turn this. It would accomplish no good whatever, as it seems to 
me. What good would it do to have statements of the amount 
paid in wages to ten or twenty or forty thousand laborers who 
work for thirty or forty dollars a month piled up in the archives 
of the revenue collector's office? 

Mr. VEST. That isa pertinent illustration of the Senator’s 
side of the question. Now, take the other side. Here are em- 
ployés of these corporations who get three thousand, or three 
thousand five hundred dollars a year. Why not return them in 
order that the Government officers may see whether that salary 
is added to the other income so as to make over $4,000. 

Besides that, these corporations publish alist of their employés, 
the number of men that they have upon their pay rolls, and I 
saw one the other day of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

Mr. GRAY. That may be, but just think of piling up in the 
revenue collector’s office ten or twenty thousand names of track 
laborers, men who receive thirty or forty dollars a month. Why 
not make a limit and say, of $2,000”? ‘ 

Mr. VEST. For the very reason that a person might be re- 
ceiving $2,000 or $2,500 from other sources, which, added to the 
salary, would make up $4,000 income. 

Mr. GRAY. Why not, then, require the Senator to return 
the wages of every household servant he has in order to ascer- 
tain whether that stipend, with other sources of income, might 
not be equal to 84,000? That would be justas likely as it would 
be in the case of the track laborer. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator does not get any exemption. He 
pays without exemption. 

r. GRAY. No; but why not ie ave the return of the do- 
mestics in the Senator’s house and what wages he pays them, in 
order that the tax collector may find out whether that payment, 
with other sources of revenue, may bring the amount up to a 


taxable income, which is just as likely in such a case as it would 
be in the case of the track laborer? 

Mr. VEST. Every individual makes his statement in * 
to the amount of his income, and if the officer believes it false 
or fraudulent he can take steps under this bill to find out what 
is the real truth. If there were any way we could facilitate the 
operations of this law on the part of the officials, without being 
entirely too inquisitorial, [should be in favor of it, because when 
we get into a matter of this kind we want it to be effective and 
to get at the real state of facts in the case. All these corpora- 
tions keep their books, and it will not be a great hardship to 

them to make an exposure of their business, if it is legitimate. 
* Mr.GRAY. It is not exposing their business, but the busi- 
ness of ten, twenty, or thirty thousand poor men, who are labor- 
ing fora small stipend, and who it can not be supposed would, 
with their small wages, have other sources of income amount- 
ing in all to $4,000. i 

Mr. VEST. Ido not see how they could object to that. Ido 
not see how it would lacerate their feelings in that regard. It 
is merely a question of manual labor on the partof these corpora- 
tions. As to the piling up of these documents, I take it the 
officers of the Government will find room enough for them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to the fact that provision has already been made 
in section 59 for these returns, and a penalty imposed if the 
chief officer of the corporation does not make them. The entire 
administration of this law is under such rules and regulations 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, may make; and it is to be sup- 
posed that he will make such rules and regulations as will se- 
cure honest and correct returns, 

So that, aside from what I regard as are ee we lay 
down certain things which must be furnished. t is always 
an unwisé thing to do in a statute. Where we give to the ad- 
ministrative authority, like the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
power to make rules and regulations and then make these rules 
and re tions part of the statute, as we do here, why shall we 
insist that whatever else is done, these six things must be done? 
I think the entire provision is wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, recurring to what was said by the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], in looking at the bill I find 
that, according to its language, itis 8 required that these 
corporations shall give the amount paid in salaries, and it is not 
necessary for them to give their pay rolls or the names of em- 
ployés. It is the amount paid in salaries of $4,000 or less to 
each person employed.” The fourth clause provides that the 
companies shall return“ the amount paid on account of interest, 
annuities,and dividends, stated separately.” The sixth clause 

s: - 
„ paid in salaries of more than 84, O00 to each person emplo; 
and thename and address of each of such persons, and the amount 


That is as to those receiving salaries of more than $4,000; but 
it does not 1 the others. So it does not go down to the 
laborers, the kmen, ete. ; 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator may be right as to that. I ask if 
the interpretation he puts upon the language, the amount paid 
in salaries of $4,000 or less to each person employed,” is that 
there is only to be given the amount paid in PAPE EN in cases 
where the salary is $4,000? 


À es 
Mr. GRAY. If that be so, that obviates the objection I made. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 
Mr. ALLISON. What amendment is that, Mr. President? 
The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In section 65, on page 197, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘employed,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘and the name and 
address of oes of such persons and the amount paid to each;” 
60 as to read: 


Sixth. The amount paid in salaries of more than $4,000 to each person em- 
ployed, and the name and address of each of such persons and the amount 
each. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 
The amendment was = gee to 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 


The Secretary read as follows: z 


SEC. 66. That it shall be the duty of every corporation doing business for 
peros to keep full, 1 and accurate books of account, upon which all 
ts transactions shall be entered from day to aay, in regular order, which 
books shall, at all reasonable times, be open to the on ofthe asses- 
sors and inspectors Appontsa in pursuance of this act; but such 
tion shall only be had for the pu of verifying the returns made by such 
corporations, as in this act provided for. 


The Committee on Finance reported. to amend the section in 
line 11, after the word “corporation,” by inserting ‘‘ company, 


ed, 
to 


and association;” and in line 16, after the words“ ed eee of,” 
in 


to strike out the assessors and inspectors appoin pursu- 
ance of this act; but such inspection shall only be had for the 
purpose of very ite the returns made by such corporations, as 

this act provided for,” and insert, any . of- 
ficer or agent;” so as to make the section read: 


entered from day to da; 
which books shall, at all reasonable times, be oped to the 


Mr. CHANDLER. I inquireof the Senators in charge of the 
bill whether they can possibly mean that all the books of every 
corporation in the United States shall be at all reasonable times— 
that means all reasonable hours during the day—open to inspec- 
tion of any internal-revenue officer or agent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what the section says. f: 

Mr. CHANDLER. That any man who can show a commis- 
sion or appointment from the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue 

Me VEST. In order to save time I will withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me finish the sentence. 

Mr. VEST. Anything now to get a vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. What becomes of the part which is proposed 
to be stricken out? 

Mr. VEST, I do not strike it out. I merely propose that 
there shall be stricken out ‘‘any internal-revenue officer or 
agent,” the words printed in italics in line 20, and restore the 
words ‘‘ the assessors and inspectors appointed in pursuance to 
this act; but such inspection shall only be had for the purpose 
of verifying the returns made by such corporations, as in this 
act provided for.” 

r. ALDRICH. I move to strike out the section. 

Mr. HILL. I desire, first, to offer an amendment, if the Sen- 
ator will permit me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuppose that would be in order pending 


8 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri has 
withdrawn the amendment and restored the words which were 
proposed to be stricken out, as he had a right to do. 
r. HILL. I do not think that helps the bill very much. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair understands the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to move to strike out 
the entire section. 

Mr. HILL. Before that motion is putI desire to amend the 
section, which of course has precedence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. In line 16, I move to strike out the word times“ 
and insert the words hours, between March 1 and August 1 in 
each year.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 66, line 16, after the word rea- 
sonable,” it is pro to strike out times,“ and insert hours 
between March 1 and August 1, in each year;” so as to read: 


Which books shall, at all reasonable hours, between March 1 and August 
1 Sigues year, be open to the inspection of the assessors and inspectors, 
e 


Mr. HILL. A word of explanation. I do not see any neces 
sity for permitting a constant inspection and surveillance of the 
books of a corporation for the entire year. I do not know that 
the power would be abused, but it is a power likely to be abused. 
These taxes are to be imposed about the month of March. In 
the month of March the returns are to be made, and it is proper 
during that period that some authority should have access to 
the books. Lam not certain that the internal-revenue officer or 
agent is not a better authority than the various assessors and 

tors appointed, these special men. I should prefer to 
have left this as it was originally before the amendment was 
proposed. Some officer might very n examine the books 
of a corporation between the Ist of March and the Istof August. 

The reason I fix the lst of August is, that by the Ist of July 
the taxes are to be paid, and during that month, while they are 
being paid, and possibly before the collector has ascertained the 
correctness of the returns, some officer should have the right 
to inspect the books of the corporation; bet there is no occasion 
for having the authority the year round, in my judgment. Dur- 
ing the period when the taxes are assessed and are paid, I think 
there is a necessity for it; but I submit to the good sense of the 
Senator from Missouri whether an amendment would not be ac- 
ceptable limiting it to five months in the year, from March to 
August, in which some official may have complete authority at 
all reasonable hours to examine the books of the corporation. 
For the remainder of the year it seems to me that corpora- 
tions ought to be exempt from such inspection. The amend- 
ment es the bill less inquisitorial, and it seems to me to per- 
fect it. : Á 
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The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] suggests to me that 
there ought to be some days in the year when one should be re- 
lieved from the inspection of the taxgatherer, State, Federal, 
county, or any other, and have a few days of peace. In that in- 
terest I appeal to the Senator from Missouri to allow the amend- 
ment to be adopted. 

Mr. VEST. Except in excise laws such provisions could not 
be defended, I grant you; but this is an extraordinary enact- 
ment, and I can not see where there will be any great danger of 
any violation of private rights. 

Of course these corporations keep their accounts anyhow, and 
itis not to be presumed that the officers of the Government 
would harassthem from day to day or week toweek. This law, 
I take it, will be honestly and fairly administered, and I do not 
think that public sentiment would permit such an administra- 
tion of it as to inflict upon any citizen the outrages which seem 
to be anticipated. Ido not think there is a great deal in the 

uestion; but I think the bill as it came to us from the House of 
Re esentatives is substantially correct. 

r. ALLISON. This section is evidently taken from the law 
in reference to distilled spirits, and that relating to manufac- 
tures at a time when we taxed every person who produced any- 
thing, and therefore it was deemed a necessary thing to exam- 
ine the books of those people to see what they were producing 
and whether they made correct returns. 

To show the accuracy with which this section has been framed, 
I call attention to the fact that in line 17 it is stated that these 
books shall“ be open to the inspection of the assessors and in- 
spectors appointed in pursuance to this act.” 

We have had no assessors since 1870, and there is not a pro- 
vision of law on our statute books which authorizes the ap- 

intment of such an officer as an assessor or an inspector. I 
5 not know but that there are some persons who are called in- 
spectors, who receive $3 or 84 a day. So this section has been 
taken bodily by someone from an old statute and applied to 
an entirely different use. Merely for the pur of verifying 
the return of the income of a corporation of 2 per cent we are 
to have assessors, if the Senator withdraws his amendment. 
Assessors are officers who were provided forin the original act 
of 1862, but the office was abolished in 1870, and there are no 
such officers now. 

Mr. VEST. The amendment of the committee, then, ought 
to have stood. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Iam only calling attention to 
the accuracy and care with which this provision has been pro- 


Now, merely for the purpose of getting 2 per cent and verify- 
ing the return of the corporation, an officer, without defining 
him—he may not be a responsible officer; I should not object to 
the local collector making thisinvestigation, who would be a re- 
sponsible officer in the neighborhood, or even a deputy collector— 
roving people, assessors and inspectors, whoare unknown to the 
law, and who must be created if this provision stands, are to be 
allowed to go into the office of any business corporation and 
ip their books and papers. 

ot only that, but this section requires that corporations shall 
keep from day to day accurate books and enter in them the 
transactions of each day. That was applied heretofore to dis- 
tilled spirits alone, and the manuiacturer of distilled spirits was 
required to enter from day to day the amount of corn, or rye, or 

t, in order to verify the amount of distilled spirits pr uced 
from day today. That provision has been injected into this 
section from an old law, and assessors and inspectors are pro- 
vided for. } 

I would be glad to have the wholesection struck out; but if it 
is not, I think we ought toamend it by requiring the books to be 
kept in such form as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may pro- 
vide, in order that we may know that the books are accurate 

rom day to day. 

Of course, in stating that the books ought to be under the 
surveillance of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, I only made thestate- 
ment to show the absurdity of it. I donot see how it is possible 
to comply with this section, nor do I see any necessity for it. 1 
hope the Senator from Missouri will consent, at least for the 
present, to have the words striken out which the committe 
pro ea 5 out. Faint - f 

r. I move, g in line 16, section 66, on e 
197, after the words “inspection of,” to strike out the warts 
“the assessors and inspectors appointed in pursuance to this 
act; but such inspection shall only be had for the p of 
verifying the returns made by such corporations, as in this 
act provided for,” and insert the collector of internal revenue 
or any deputy collector for the district in which said corpora- 
tion, company, or association is located and doing business.” 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, there are many provisions in 
the pending bill which should secure for it the emphatic con- 
demnation of the American people; but there is no one para- 
graph or section in the entire measure which is so outrageous 

n its character as that now under consideration. There is no 


free > poopie on the face of the earth who would submit to the in- 
dignities proponon to be imposed upon the free citizens of the 
United States by this paragraph. There is no government in 


existence, monarchical or other, that would ever dare to enact 
loners of this nature controlling the business of its people. 

nnoact which has d the American Congress, or any other, 
has there been found any provision analogous to this. 

This section proposes to open all the books of every corpora- 
tion doing business in the United States toan unnumbered army 
of revenue agents. If places were offered for sale an applicant 
could afford to pay any amount of money to be selected for the 
position of making these examinations. Thesecrets of the busi- 
ness of every corporation in the United States are practically to 
be made known to competitors or made public by this provision. 
Nearly every corporation engages in manufacturing some 
secret method or formula which constitutes, perhaps, the great 
value of the business itself, and these are to be turned over to 
the tender mercies of poorly paid revenue agents. 

If a manshould happen to be elected President of the United 
States who was desirous of perpetuating his administration in- 
definitely, he could have no instrument so powerful as that 
which is placed in his hands by the terms of the section now 
under consideration. He could send his chosen agents into the 
. of every corporation in the United States to ex- 
amine the secret books and papers and to demand tribute or 
support. 

t is true that another section forbids revenue agents to dis- 

close business secrets, but that prohibition is valueless. The 
Supreme Court of the United States has decided that the Con- _ 
gress has no right to give to Government officers the right to 
seize and examine the private books and papers of a citizen of 
the United States except upon the order of some court of com- 
petent jurisdiction in some criminal proceeding. In the face of 
this decision, andin violation of the spirit of our Government, 
this provision is inserted in this bill. 
} You have provided in another part of the bill that if a person 
or corporation with a taxable income does not make a return to 
the collector of internal revenue, or to the proper officer of the 
Government, or makes a return that is not satisfactory to this 
officer, then the officer fixes the income, or the supposed in- 
come, of the person or corporation neglecting to make the re- 
sari ana a penalty of 100 per cent is added to the tax thus as- 
sessed. 

There is no reason, therefore, why the private accounts and 
books of all corporations and associations should be opened to 
an indefinite number of revenue agents which some irrespon- 
Bible man in Washington may send on a roving commission 
throughout the country. Has it come to this, that he must not 
only submit to a war tax upon incomes but consent to the adop- 
tion of these odious inquisitorial provisions that should never 
be tolerated by any free people and which no free people have 
ever submitted to? The acts of 1862 and:1864, in the time 
of war, contained no provisions analogous to this. If it was not 
necessary in the timeof our country’s peril to submit the Amer- 
ican people to these indignities, why in a time of peace are we 
called upon to vote for these provisions? 

I should be glad if any Senator on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, belonging to a party which has always pretended to be in 
favor of maintaining intact the liberties of the American pe 
ple, would arise in his place and defend this proposition if he 
can. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] expresses his dis- 
sent. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to say a word? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from New York is not to 


sig Sg to my suggestion. 
r. HILL. Iam not authorized to respond for this side of 
the Chamber; that is true. Perhaps I need not state that, as it 


is-already evident. I was, however, simply going to suggest 
that the theory of the bill seems to be to extend to all sorts of 
business throughout the country provisions which heretofore 
8 Doen confined to the whisky business. That is the theory 
of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But similar provisions have been applied to 
the whisky business only as to the amount and character of the 
materials used and what disposition was made of them. The 
booksand privateaccounts of distillers or of wholesale liquor deal- 
ers have never been by any provision of law open to the inspec- 
tion of officers of the Government, and never shéuld be. It will 
damn any political party forever that is responsible for this leg- 
islation, and it ought tor 

Mr. HOAR. I want to call the Senator’s attention to a broad 
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distinction of principle. The supervision of the business of dis- 
tilling is the supervision of a business always regulated by law 
or prohibited by law in many cases. It is the condition upon 
which a man carries on his business, just as the regulations re- 
garding the importations of merchandise. -A man is at liberty 
to import merchandise or not, on condition of paying the daty 
— pii to law, and no government, as the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] says, ever undertook to say that its of- 
ficers shonid have the right to enter the premises of individuals 
or corporations and seize their books and papers. It is a most 
odious, tyrannical, and unprecedented proposition. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I suppose there is no doubt 
that under the war taxes of 1862 and 1864 the Government offi- 
cers were given the right to inspect the books of corporations 
and of individuals for the purpose of ascertaining whether their 
returns were correct or not; but I think history may be searched 
in vain for a legislative provision declaring that every corpora- 
tion shall keep books ina particular manner. If the Senator 
5 can point to any such provision I should like to 
80e It. 

Senators are to bear in mind that all these corporations are 
State corporations; that they are corporations created by the 
laws of the several States—the whole of them. There will not 
be one of them created by national law; and I call the especial 
attention of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who is a 
State-rights man, to the proposition that here is a provision by 
which, without exception—it excepts no corporation which does 
business for profit, however large or however small—the Na- 
tional Government comes in and says that every corporation 
which does business for profit in the State of Delaware shall 
keep full, reguiar, and accurate books of account, upon which 
bast its transactions shall be entered from day to day in regular 
order. 

Did anyone ever before hear of a national law of that kind ap- 
plicable to every en padio in every State of the Union? Sen- 
ators on the other side, if they were in the frame of mind they 
ordinarily have been when the Republicans have been in power 
in this country, would denounce that clause as an infamous in- 
vasion of State rights. Here is a a provision 88 the keep- 
ing of books in a particular way, and that requirement is made 
a provision of national law, and is put upon every little State 
corporation, so that a Federal officer can march into into tne of- 
fice of that corporation and say: ‘‘Here, yon are bound by this 
Federal law to keep your books in a particular way; I demand 
that you shall keep them in that way, so that if, forsooth, you 
may makea return of your income under this Federal law, we 
may look at the books in order to see whether your return is 
correct. 

I say, Mr. President, although there has been a provision 
that books may be examined, there never was seen such a pro- 
vision as this from the dawn of creation down to this hour. 

Mr. HILL. The suggestion I was going to make was that 
under the terms of the pending bill, as it now stands, the income 
is to be collected for the year 1894, during six or seven months of 
which period there are to be no books of account whatever kept; 
and the Government expects to realize its full amount of reve- 
nue from these corporations from ariar last until the time 
that this proposed law goes into effect. The income is to be 
paid according to the terms of the bill, because it is retroactive, 
and of course the corporations can not keep books nunc pro tunc; 
they can not make these books up to order; and if they can prop- 
erly collect revenue from the 1st of January last until this bill 
goes into operation, they can collect the revenue for the bal- 
ance of the year without those books. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What the Senator says is true, but itseems 
to me there is no penalty for not keeping the books. The bill 
gh ly rg that it shall be the duty of the corporation to keep 

e books. 

Mr. HILL. Is there not some general statute—I am not Ja- 
miliar enough with Federal law to know—that where a duty is 
3 A by a statute, a failure to perform that duty constitutes 
a crime? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It may be so, but I have looked this won- 
derfully and fearfully made and amended document through 
within the last half hour, and I can not find any penalty for not 
keeping the books. But there it stands, a declaration of national 

law, applicable to every State corporation, and it is the most ex- 
traordinary provision | ever saw in any law. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, onlya word. As is known—and 
if it is not known I wish it to go on record—I am opposed to the 
income-tax feature of this bill. I shall only vote for it because 
it is in this revenue bill, which includes very many provisions 
of which I do approve, and which I am 9 to see become 
the law. That is the only reason that will control my vote in 
favor of the income-tax provision of this bill. 

It would have been better, I think, and fairer to all concerned, 
not to have put that sort of pressure upon those who are in fa- 


vor of revenue reform, but have introduced this measure as a 
separate bill, and allowed it to be discussed upon its merits. I 
do not believe in this way of putting a “cinch,” as they say out 
in the State of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], I believe, 
on a man when he is trying to perform honestly his publie duty. 

But, Mr. President, my intention to vote for the bill with 
this provision in it, if it is not voted out, can not compel me to 
vote for a measure so absolutely violative of the instincts of 
American freemen as, in my opinion, is this last section which 
has just been read. 

Mr. President, if I understand the object of free govern- 
ments at all, they were instituted to secure to the individual the 
greatest amount of liberty consistent with public safety and 
with the A pee of his fellows, and all the burdens imposed by 
taxation, all the civic duties that come to a man asa member 
of society, are limited by the necessity for their performanceand 
the necessity of enduring the burden imposed. ` 

No tax is good for itself; no tax in a free government was evor 
imposed for the sake of imposing a tax; and yet here is a tax 
attached to this bill, accompanied with ad: trative features 
which seem to have no other reasonable purpose except to 
harass, annoy, irritate, and exasperate free American citizens, 
who live under the ægis and protection of our institutions, with 
the same ranty of security that the poorest farmer or the 
Western plains has. 

Mr. President, equality before the law is the absolute neces- 
sity, the safeguard of free institutions—equality for the rich as 
well as for the poor, equality for those who have enterpriseand 
industry and thrift, as well as for those who possess none of 
these qualities, 

I recollect that by one of the first amendments to the Consti- 
tution of the Uni States our fathers, imbued with the prin- 
ciples of individual liberty and the desire to protect the rights 
of the individual, incorporated in that sacred instrument a pro- 
vision that the right of the people to be secure in their persons, 
houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches and 
seizures should not be violated. 

It wag thought aright great enough and dear enough to be 
833 by a special amendment to the Constitution of the 

nited States; and I hold it no less important now than it was 
one hundred years ago. It was a blood-bought right. Brave 
men gave up their lives to secure that right among others, and 
Tam not here to surrender it now upon any demand or upon any 
pretext, however specious or however plausible it may $e: 

There is no necessity for this harsh provision—none whatever. 
It seems to have been put in here for the sake, as I said, of 
directing the fulminations of this law against a class of our fel- 
low-citizens. 

What are corporations? They are aggregations of individ- 
uals. Whoare the officers of corporations? They are your fel- 
low-citizens, your peers, and yourequals. Why do co tions 
exist? Not for the purpose of the intangible, invisible, and 
artificial being that the law contemplates for certain pur- 
poses. They exist for their stockholders, for the men and the 
women, the widows and the orphans, who have the right to 
participate in that mode of human enterprise and in that mode 
of carrying on the business of life. Why should these aggrega- 
tions of individuals be attacked in their property or in their 
rights by a method of taxation that we do not dare to apply to 
the individual when separated from these artificial existences ? 

Mr. President, I hope, as this provision is absolutely unneces- 

as it is drawn from a law intended for another pu „ag 
it is not just, as it is out oſ joint, as it is incongruous, as it does not 
contain apt language, that it may at least be omitted from this 
category of provisions that in so many other respects are more 
than harsh enough. 

Mr. VEST. r. President, I can notaccount for this extraor- 
dinary eruption of vivid eloquence upon any other ground ex- 
cept that itis near the approach of our national anniversary, 
when the American eagle is presumed to scream at his loudest 
and his best. 

I was not aware, Mr. President, that we were invading sacred 
rights of the citizen, that we were indulging in unreasonable 
search and seizure, and that the ghosts of our Revolutionary 
sires were to be invoked again to stalk through these Halls to 
affright us at what we were doing. 

This alliance between the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], and the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], and the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], supplemented by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], wold certainly 
frighten a man much bolder than I. Therefore I approach this 
vast and rie mae pile of oratory with much trepidation upon 
this warm afternoon. 

Why, Mr. President, even the commercial instincts of the 
Senator from Rhode Island have been stirred; his mercantile 
conscience is lacerated and torn; his silken and velvety percep- 
tions, ordinarily devoted to duties upon imports and to de 
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of manufacturing, have beenall swept 4 before a fer vid gush 
of American patriotism, the like of which I have not heard since 
Iwasa boy. [Laughter.] 

Lam astounded at the result of this simple enactment in this 
bill, and I am more astonished, conside the fact that day 
after day the officers of the Federal Government go into the 
national banks whenever they please, under order of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, and examine every book and every 
paper without protest or question. 

Mr. HILL. Not for the purpose of collecting a tax. 

Mr. VEST. For the pu of seeing how the accounts of 
that bank stand, and col el a tax, too. 

Mr. HOAR. They are publie institutions, 

Mr. VEST. The banks are put under espionage from day to 
day; and where are these orators who now tear passion into 
tatters and pierce this warm and moisty atmosphere with their 
epithets and adjurations? A 

Mr. Pesident, in the McKinley act there were provisions 
harsher than even this, but in different form, where for the 
slightest violation of law whole casks and and bales of 
merchandise were 3 taken from private citizens, 
without trial, sold, and the proceeds put into the Treasury. The 
Senator from Rhode Island, in the interest of that h tion, 
not only voted for that bill, but added his arguments and his 
eloquence to its passage. . 

I repeat, that I did not . that I was perpetrating this 
great out 1 anybody by adopting this enactment as it 
came from the House of Representatives. I was simple enough 
to believe thata corporation that was honestly conducting its 
business would have no objection to its books examined; 
I was innocent enough tothink that every corporation fairly and 
honestly conducted upon business methods, would enter‘its trans- 
actions from day to day; and I am innocentenough to believe so 
now, and that if the business of that corporation is fairly con- 
ducted it would not object to its books being examined by an 
officer of the Government, the collector of the district, for in- 
stance, in order to see what was the condition of its affairs and how 
much it honestly owed under this tax law to the Government of 
the United States, 

Unreasonable search and seizure! What is unreasonable? 
There is not a State in this Union in which similar provisions 
are not found in their tax laws; not one in which the citizen is 
not made to submit to personal investigation and made toswear 
and to stand cross-examination, and where his premises even 
are entered upon for the purpose of finding the objects of tax- 
ation under the revenue laws of the respective States. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will aliow me, I can contradict 
that statement for one State. 

Mr. VEST. I have not examined the law of the State of 
Massachusetts, but if it has no provision for enforcing the col- 
lection of taxes, then it is in an anomalous condition, and one 
which would deprive it of all revenue for the purposes of car- 
rying on the State government. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say that Massachusetts has no provi- 
sion for the collection of taxes; but that she has no provision 
for examining and searching the books of citizens. 

Mr. VEST. I made no such statement as that this identical 

vision was found there; but I say that similar provisions are 
ound in the laws of every State in the Union to coerce people 
to pay taxes. No man pays taxes without reluctance. 

—.— at the custom-ho of the country. look at the pro- 
visions of law which have remained on the statute book year 
after year without these outbursts of fervid eloquence, which 
make me open my trunk, give up my personal property to be in- 
spected, and that of my family, and yet the Senator from Dela- 
ware and the Senator from ode Island are not found here 
tearing passion into tatters over outrages like that. 

There never has been an excise law, and there never can be 
one, susceptible of being carried out without such provisions. 


It is easy enough for Senators to conjure up this phantom of vi- 
olated yore rights by brutal officers invad the counting 
room of a corporation and looking into their books and papers; 


but there are provisions upon the statute book overlooked by 
the Senators, which they do not care to see, which they submit 
to, and which their constituents submit to, and yet they make 
no effort to re them, and have no word of denunciation for 
them on this floor. 2 

No, Mr. President, this sensibility to personal liberty, this 
delicate and refined appreciation of personal rights, comes from 
something else—opposition to this income tax from beginning to 
the end; the determination to tear this bill to pieces, because 
Mordo not propose, if they can help it, that this enactment 
shall go upon the statute book. 

It is not a matter of life and death, Mr. President, but I shall 
not submit to this denunciation here, when the Committee on 
Finance of the Senate and the House of Representatives and 


the Department are all as innocent of the outrage 
charged upon them as an unborn babe. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri says 
the objection which he heard made to this search and seizure 
of the citizens’ 4 552 reminds him of the Fourth of July ora- 
tions on public liberty that he had heard from his boyh Of 
course I accept that honorable Senator’s statement; but when I 
heard his , I should not think he had ever heard such an 
oration in life; I should_not think he had ever heard the 
principles of constitutional or civil liberty, or that he had given 
any reflection or study to what they mean. / Á 

Mr. President, does not that Senator see, has he undertaken 
to make a tariff bill for this country without knowing, that a 
national bank is a public institution, to which is committed a 
part of the functions of the Government, for whose exclusive 
monopoly the functions of State banks have been permitted, so 
far as their circulation is concerned, to be taxed out of exist- 
ence, and that the visiting of the United States banks by United 
States officers depends on Fe the same principle as an in- 
spection of the concerns of the Treasury Department itself? 

Has that Senator undertaken to make a tariff bill without 
knowing that itis well settled that the importation of goods into 
one country from another is to be made on such conditions as 
that country may prescribe, as a matter of course? Therefore, 
if a person voluntarily elect to go abroad, or, being a foreigner, 
to come here from abroad and bring articles of merchandise 
with him, he does it on conditions, to which he is presumed to 
have assented, that that particular merchandise may be exam- 
ined and inspected at the of entry. 

That disposes of the whole of the Senator's argument; and the 
bill remains, as has been stated, but not overstated, by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware and the Senator from New York, a bold, 

gross, coarse, and most unnecessary attempt by a govern- 
ment to enter the private premises of a citizen and search his 
private books in directdefiance of the Constitution of the United 
States, which says that such searches and seizures shall not be 
permitted, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I understood the Senator 
from Missouri to say he would not submit much longer to have 
this billpoundedindebate. Itherefore speak with trepidation, 
but I have taken occasion to look at the provisions of the law 
of 1864, and I continue to maintain that no provision of this 
kind ever was made before and inserted in any revenue law in 
the United States. There aro two provisions in the law of 1864. 

There is a provision that every person bound to pay a tax 
under that law shail make a return, and there is a provision 
that if the assessor of internal revenue is dissatisfied with that 
return he may see the books of account of the person or the 
corporation; but mark, Mr. President, how carefully the statute 
has protected the individual and the co tion that case. 
The provision is in section 14 of the act of June 30, 1864: 

It shall bo lawful for the assessor to summon such person, his agent, or 
other person ha possession, custody, or care of books of account con- 
taining entries relat tothe trade or business of such person, or any other 
persons as he may deem proper, to 4 before such assessor and produce 
such book, at a time and place therein named, and to give testimony. 

Mr. President, that summons can be issued, and if the 
Summoned refuses to produce his books for inspection, what 
then can the assessor do? He is obliged to goto a judge or acom- 
missioner and to resort to judicial proceedings to see the books 
of the person who is to be taxed; and be can only do this in case 
he has reason to believe the return of the individual is false and 
fraudulent. At every step in the proceeding the individual 
whose private business is to be exhibited is to be protected by 
all the safeguards of the law. 

There is one other provision, and that is that for the pu 
of ascertaining the correctness of the return an agent of the 
internal-reyenue department may examine the books of certain 
corporations. Those corporations are corporations which 
are ina certain sense public corporations, being railroad and 
other transportation companies. I shall read that provision, in 
order that the whole case may be before the Senate. 

In the case of transportation companies, express — 
insurance companies, 8 companies, or persons having 
the care and management of a circus, theater, opera, or mu- 
seum, it was provided as follows: 

And for the purpose of making such assessment, or of ascertaining the cor- 
rectness of any such return, the books of any such person, firm, — ad 

on of the assessor or i 


orcorporation shall be subject to the inspe 
assessor on his demand or request therefor, 
This is section 109 of the act eee . Fg 
That was as far as the legislators who laid war taxes dared to 
go. They did provide for an inspection of the books of trans- 
rtation companies, and they provided that, as to private in- 
viduals and all private corporations, the books might be called 


for, and, if they were not forthcoming, the owner of the books 
or the manager of the corporation might be required to produos 
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them to a commissioner or a judge, and the commissioner or the 
judge would, of course, protect the owner of the books or the 
manager of the company from any unnecessary exhibition of the 
contents of their books. ; 

That was all that we did in the case of war taxes, and yet in 
this bill we have a provision that every corporation in eve 
State shall keep books in a particular way, and that any internal- 
revenue officer at any time, within reasonable hours of the busi- 
ness da; rate Soca into the office of the corporation and in- 
spect all its books and papers. d 

I say, Mr. President, that there is no such provision as this 
in any statute which ever was enacted in a time of peace, and no 
provision in any degree resembling it in severity placed in any 
statute enacted in time of war. 

Mr. HILL. What is the precise proposition now before the 
Senate, Mr. President? 

Mr.ALDRICH. [rise for the pur of saying thatit is ver 
evident that we can not dispose of this question to-night, and 
suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that we shall probably 
be able to dispose of it very eee ae the morning. The usual 
hour of adjournment has been reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, in response 
to the parliamentary inquiry of the Senator from New York, 
that the pending amendment is the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. What has become of the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. VEST], which I assume might be called 
the committee’s amendment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have it read. 

Mr. BERRY. The amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
was withdrawn, leaving the provision of the bill as it came from 
the House. ; 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Missouri offered another amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST, Imoved another amendment, to strike out begin- 
ning in line 16 of section 66, on page 197, with the words the 
assessors and inspectors” and going to the end of the section, and 
inserting in lieu thereof: 


The collector of internal revenue or any deputy collector for the district 
mh ena said corporation, company, or association is located and doing 
usiness. 


Mr. HILL. Ishouldlike to have the amendment read in full. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendmént proposed by the 
Senator from New York is first in order. His amendment will 
be again stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16, of section 66, it is pro d to 
strike out times“ and insert hours, between March 1 and 
August 1, in each year.” 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on theamendment 
of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I have listened to what the Sena- 
tor from Missouri said in regard to my amendment. I do not 
refer to the last speech which he made, because he did not then 
speak of the amendment which I offered. I do not intend now 
to detain the Senate with any lengthy remarks upon the general 
gi of this section, or as to the necessity or the propriety 
0 

For the purposes of this amendment, I am disposed to recog- 
nize the propriety of some such provision, namely, a provision 
which requires these corporations to keep regular books; that 
all their transactions shall be entered each day and in regular 
order; but the point of my amendment is, that because a corpora- 
tion is to pay a tax based upon its income for the full year, and 
the corporation is to make a return in March and the taxis be 
paid in July, therefore the company’s books for the whole year 
should be open to the cy Peet of any collector or deputy col- 
lector of the district. I do not think that is necessary. 

I have provided by the amendment that they may have this 
right of inspection between the time that the return is to be 
made and the whole month during which the tax is to be paid. 
For five months of the year all the corporations, companies, and 

tions of the United States are to be subject to the super- 
vision and inspection of these collectors and deputy collectors, 
and I submit that is enough. For the remainder of the year 
meee be exempt from it. 
at particular reason can exist during the whole year that 
corporations should be subjected to such an inspection? Will it 
be claimed that you can not collect the revenue without it? 
Simply because in the collection of tariff where the goods come 
from another country there must be more or less obnoxious fea- 
tures retained is no reason why they should be extended to your 


own citizens, and that every individual in the United States hav- 
ing his money invested in corporations should be subjected, so 
far 15 the corporation is concerned, to this inquisition and in- 
spection. 


Concede for the pu s of the argument that in every tariff 
bill and in the collection of all tariff duties there must eA more 
or less inquisitorial and harsh features, and that the right of 
inspection must exist; concede for the po ses of the argument 
that where you have a national bank which is more or less iden- 
tified with the fiscal affairs of your Government, whereby money 
of third parties is deposited in the bank, for the security of the 
public there must be more or less inspection; concede that all 
these things must be done, because they adhere to the nature of 
the transaction; still, merely because you desire to collect a tax 
from all the corporations in the country, I do not think for the 
whole 17 of a year they ought to be subjected to this inquisi- 
tion. Five months, it seems to me, are amply sufficient. 

This section provides also that these transactions are to be 
entered from day to day in regular order. The Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mr, CHANDLER] has suggested the point that 
there is no penalty if these books are not kept exactly in this 
form. I am not quite so certain of that. I am not familiar 
enough with certain provisions of the Federal statutes to say, 
but in every State there is usually a provision whereby, when a 
duty is enjoined upon a corporation or an individual, the non- 
performance of that duty is made sometimes a crime, but usually 
a misdemeanor. 

I do not believe that there is any use of imposing npon a cor- 
poration duties which can not be enforced by law. Then why 
take that position? Why provide that the corporations shall 
keep their full, regular, and accurate books of account? Why 
provide that they shall be xp inregularorder? Why provide 
that they shall be open to the inspection of all these officials 
when we are met by the statement that the provision amounts 
to nothing; that they need not ‘comply with it if they do not 
want to? It does not enforce itself; it is no crime to refuse. 
That, then, presents the 1175 that it is wholly unnecessary to 
put such a feature in the bill. 

It will be cited against this measure on the stump by our 
friends upon the other side of the Chamber, and my desire is to 
make the bill as defensible as possible. If no good can come 
from putting this provision inthe bill, why insert it? Under 
it an official may retaliate Againn corporations and he may re- 
taliate against you by putting a tax of 100 per cent or 50 per 
cent. He has that power 

Why place all the corporations of the country within the 

wer of those political officials, more or less interested in polit- ` 

cal squabbles in their respective districts? The political hos- 
tility of many of these Federal collectors in the State of New 
York I may incur. I do not mean to insinuate that I fear that 
they will retaliate upon myself, for I have very little income 
and if this session keeps on I shall have very little to pay the 
tax with; neither do I fear that they will retaliate upon m 
friends; but nevertheless they would feel rather offended 
they should go to one of these corporations and ask to look at 
their books and be refused, and they might retaliate. 

By keeping in this unnecessary provision, which there is no 
way to enforce, you simply add an unnecessary hardship and an 
unnecessarily offensive 1 to the bill. The Senator from 
Delaware was certainly indignant, and poner and righteously 
so, in the denunciation of this provision. If these things are 
necessary that is another reason for their existence, but if they 
are unnecessary so much the more ought they to be stricken 
out 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to make a sug- 
gestion at this point? 

Mr. HILL. 8 

Mr. CHANDLER. Up to ten years ago, as the Senator is 
aware, there was a provision in the customs laws for searching 
and seizing books and papers for frauds upon the customs reve- 
nue. That law was repealed, I think, ten years ago, and to-day 
there exists no law upon the statute book which authorizes the 
inspection of books and papers. The Senator’s amendment, it 
seems to me, instead of limiting and regulating the times when 
there may be aninspection of the books and papers, should be 
a motion to adopt the provision of the 1864 law in some form 
by which if the books of a corporation are not exhibited they 
may be called for under the order and direction of a court and 
we should not go back to the discarded system (discarded as to 
the customs revenue years ago) of allowing any officer with his 
commission in his hand to march into the office of a corporation 
at any time of the year and demand to see all its books. 

Mr. HILL. The very reason I suppose that it was discarded 
a good many years ago perhaps may the very reasons why it 
is adopted now. That course seems to have been pursued with 
reference to a good deal that is contained in this bill. 

Mr. President, I want first to 3 the bill before any mo- 
tion is made to strike out. I do not think the whole provi- 
sion is necessary. 1 think it is unreasonable in its terms. ere 
is no way of enforcing it. It strikes me it would help the bill. 
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But such a motion me not prevail, and so I thought it was 
my duty, in the first place, to move to amend so as to limit the 
periods of its operation. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
if his amendment proceeds upon the ground that we shall live 
under the Constitution of the United Statesseven months of the 
year and then there will be five months of the year when we 
shall not have any? ; 

Mr. HILL. There is a good deal of criticism, but Iam doing 
the best I can with a pretty tough bill. I am trying to modify 
it as best I can. Iam infavorof that portion of the amendment 
which the Senator from Missouri proposes whereby the collector 
and deputy collector of the district are substituted for the in- 
spector. I think that improves the bill. 

Mr. President, the usual hour of adjournment has arrived, 
and we can not dispose of this matter to-night. I shall reserve 
further remarks until to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. I realize the fact that we can not dispose of 
the matter to-night, and I regret very much that we can not 


do so. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
bills from the House of Representatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R.4611) to amend an act approved January 26, 1893, 
to authorize the construction of bridges across the Hiwasse, 
the Tennessee, and Clinch Rivers, in the State of Tennessee; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Minneapolis Gaslight Com- 
pany, of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay submerged iron gas-pipes 
across the Mississippi River, at Minneapolis. 

The bill (H. R. 3511) concerning the walgnt of evidence in pen- 
sion claims, was read twice byits title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4507) for the relief of Witherby & Gaffney, 
80 read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

laims. ; 

The bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, and for prior years, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Saaana (the Senate concurring), That the 
report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, covering the operations 
of the Commissioner for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 be printed; and 
that there be printed 8,000 extra copies, of which 2,000 shall be for the use of 
the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 for the 
use of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries; the illustrations to be ob- 
tained by the Public Printer under the direction of the Joint Committee on 
Printing. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 25 minutes 

. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 
Bs, 1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 27, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clockm. Prayer by Rev. WILLIAM H, 
MILBURN, D.D., Chaplain of the Senate. 

Ke} ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
To the Congress: 

I herewith transmit a communication covering dispatches from the United 


States minister at Honolulu. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, June 23, 1894. 


ASSASSINATION OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE FRENCH REPUBLIC, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a translation of a 
cable dispatch received from the French Government: 
PARIS, June 26, 1894. 
The President of the Council and the Minister of Foreign Affairs 
to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington: 


The Government of the Republic will communicate to the Senate and the 
Chamber of Deputies at their next session the ternal sym- 
pathy which it has received from the Senate and from the House of Re 
sentatives of the great American Republic; but it will not delay until that 
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moment a communication to zou of the expression of all its thanks, and to 
make known to you the consolation which the resolutions of the Senate and 
of the House of Representatives have brought to it in the great grief which 
strikes the country. 


HARBOR OF EVERETT, WASH. ` 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Housa of Representatives 5 the 
Secretary of War is directed to cause a survey and estimate to made of 
the cost of d. the bar at Everett, in the State of Washington, so as to 
make a fresh-water harbor in or near the river with the greatest depth of 
water practicable: Provided, That if the information nece: to 
such estimate is now in the possession of the Chief of Engineers it may be 
made without any furthersurvey. The Secretary of Waris directed to cause 
such estimate to be made and reported to Congress without delay. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of that resolution. 

There was no objection, 

The concurrent resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON of Washington, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the concurrent resolution was adopted 
was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Appropriations to report the accompanying resolution and to 
ask its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide temporarily for the expenditures of 
the Government. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in Congress assembled, That all appropriations for the nece: A 


8 of 
‘or on the 


same proportion tothe appropriations for the fiscal year 1804 as thirty days’ 
time bears 

er the several * 
ted 


un 
now pending when the same shall have been finall 
salary or compensation of any office shall be incre 
out changing the grade or the duties thereof, in which case such salary or 
compensation shall relate to the entire fiscal year and run from the begin- 
ning thereof: Provided further, That the session employés of the Senate and 
House of Representatives now authorized by law shail be continued upon 
the rolls until the end of the present session of Congress and paid at the 
rate per diem or month at which they are now paid; and asufficient amount 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated to pay the same: Provided further, That there be, and is hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury nototherwise ak ae 
asum sufficient to enable the Clerk of the House to to Members an 
Delegates the amount which they certify they have or agree to pay, for 
clerical hire necessarily employed by them in the harge of their official 
and representative duties, as provided in the joint resolution approved 
March 3, 1893, until the end of the present session of Congress. 


TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this joint resolution? : 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will say that the joint resolu- 
tion has been prepared after consultation with the Treasury 
Department. I desire to submit in connection with it a state- 
ment which shows the dates at which the several appropriation 
bills have passed the House in the last four or five Congresses, 


or diminished with- 


The statement submitted by Mr. SAYERS is as follows: 


Passed House— 


Bill. 
Agricultural „ 
Arm 
* p 
SOPRANO; executive, and June16 | June 1 Apr. 23 June 6 y 
udicial. 
n . May 8 Mar. 25 Apr. 16 Feb. 12 Mar. 22 
S -| June 21 | June 22 Apr. 15 Apr. 18 | May 15 
Pension Mar. 1 Apr. 20 ar. 21 Mar. 7 Mar, 17 
Post-Offlece a 6 y 24 June 10 June 4 | Apr, 24 
River and harbor y 6| May 7 May 28 | May 9 ay 4 
Sundry civil 1 | June® | June 17 Mar. 


Mr.REED. Has anysingleappropriation bill yet passed both 
Houses of this Congress? : 

Mr. SAYERS. Not one of the general bills. 

Mr. REED. Is not that unusual? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so; but I will say to the gentleman 
from Maine that if he will examine the statement which I sub- 
mit he will sea that there has been no fault of the House. The 
bills have been sent over to the Senate in ample time for some 
of them at least to become law. 

Mr. REED. Ido not think it likely to be the fault of the 

resent chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
onse, and I think I may claim that we on side have aided 
him in every reasonable way. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so. 

Mr. REED. Then this spectacle of extending all the appro- 
priation bills is unique? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is unusual. I eee on speak sub- 
pot to correction—that this is the only instance where Congress 

been compelled to extend all the appropriation bills in this 
way. It may have also occurred during the last Congress. I 
think that generally heretofore some of these bills have been 
passed by both Houses before the Ist of July. 

Mr. REED. And we have practically been in session a year 
less one month. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is 80. 

Mr. REED. Well, I think people understand where the diffi- 


culty is. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 196) was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and 


On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
SITTING OF APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE DURING RECESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. I am directed by the Committee on Appro- 
riations te report to the House another resolution, and ask its 
te adoption. 
The SPE The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: f 
Resolved, That the Committee on Ap a, or such subcommittees 
as they may designate, are hereby authorized to sit during the vacation for 
the purpose of considering and facilitating the business of the committee, 
in advance of the next regular session; to be convened at such time as the 
chairman of said committee may order. 
Mr. SAYERS. This is word for word the resolution that 
has always been passed at the first session of every Congress. 
Mr. PAYNE (to Mr. Sayers). How do you know we shall 
have a “vacation”? 
Mr. SAYERS. I hope so. [Laughter]. 
The resolution was adopted. 
FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS 


Mr. McRAE. I rise to make a privileged report. I am di- 
rected by the Committee on Public Lands to report back, with 
an amendment, the bill (H. R. 121) to amend an act to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of railroads, and for other p approved 
September 29, 1890. Task that this report printed and lie 
on the table, subject to be called up, without losing any of its 
privileges. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill, together with the report, will be 
penen and will lie on the table, subject to be called up under 

e rule. 

Mr. MCRAE. I also report back another bill on the same sub- 
ject and of similar character, and ask that it lie on the table. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 3325) to forfeit cer- 
tain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
er eae of railroads and for other purposes, was laid on the 

0. 
FUNDS OF FREEDMEN’S BUREAU. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I rise to a privileged report. Iam di- 
rected by the Committee on Mili Affairs to report back a 
substitute for the resolution of inquiry introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. HuLIcK]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 20, 1994. 


Mr. HULICK submitted the following, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 
** Whereas there is now in the Treasury of the United States m 


from arrears of pay and due the estates of deceased colored so) who 
served d the war; and 
“ Whereas itis deemed just and expedient that said funds be set a and 
appropriato for the purpose of erecting a national memorial home for aged 
colored people and to aid in maintaining the inmates of thesame: 
‘Therefore, be it 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby requested, at the 
earliest time practicable, to report to this House as follows: 

“First. The amount of une ed balance of said funds that was turned 
over to the Adjutant-General's tment for disbursement when the Freed- 
men's Bureau was discontinued in 1872. 
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“Second. The additional money arising from said source, if any, that has 
been paid into the Treasury since 1872. “a -i 

“Third. The amount of said funds that was held for seven years and then 
repaid into the Treasury on the legal presumptionof the d. of the 

“Fourth. A full statement of theclaims paid to claimants since 1 
said fund and the amount thereof. 

“Fifth. The number and amount of claims now pending. 

“Sixth. The actual amount of said fund now in the Treasury claimed and 
the actual amount unclaimed, 
3 An estimate of the balance of said fund that will finally remain 


The substitute reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
was read, as follows: 


Whereas there is now in the Treasury of the United States money arisin; 
from arrears of pay, panor and prize money due the estates of — 
colored soldiers who served during the late war: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby requested, at 
the earliest time practicable, to report to a as follows: 


ees. 
d ut ot 


Second. The additional money arising from said source, if any, that has 
been paid into the since 1872. 

Third. The amount of said funds that was held for seven years and then 
repaid into the Treasury on the legal presumption of thedeath of the payees. 
3 A statement of the amount paid to claimants out of s funds 

ce 

Fifth. The number and amount of claims now pending. 

Sixth. The actual amount of said funds now in the Treasury claimed and 
the actual amount unclaimed. 

Seventh. An estimate of the balance of said fund that will finally remain 
unclaimed and also an estimate of the amount that will finally remain un- 
proven. 


The question be taken on agreeing to the substitute reso- 
lution reported by the committee, it was agreed to. 


BRAINERD AND NORTHERN MINNESOTA RAILWAY. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S, 2000) granting to the Brainerd and 
Northern Minnesota Railway Company a right of way through 
the Leech Lake Indian Reservation in the State of esota. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the Brainerd and North- 
ern Minnesota Railway Com 4 and 


section 


y 
of Leech Lake. Such right of way shall 50 feet in 
the central line of said railroad, and said com 


0 

reservation: That no ot such 
lands herein granted shall be used except in such manner and fof such pur- 
poses Hyon Hos are necessary for the construction and convenient o tion 
of said railroad line, and when any on thereof shall cease to be used, 
such on revert to the na or tribe of Indians from which the 
same shall be taken. 

Sec. 2. That before said railroad shall be constructed through any land, 
claim, or improvement held by individual occupants acco: to any trea- 
ties or laws of the United States, compensation shall be © such occu- 
pant or claimant for all property to be taken or damage done by reason of 
the construction of said oad. In case of failure to make satisfactory 
settlement with any such claimant, the United States district court at St. 
Paul or Duluth, Minn., shall have jurisdiction upon petition of either party 
to determine such just compensation in accordance with the laws of Min- 
nesota provided for determining the damage when property is taken for rail- 
road purposes; and the amount of . resulting to the tribe or tribes 


sureties as the Secretary shall approve, conditioned for the paymentot just 


SEC. 3. That said 


any portion 


of said 
SEC. 4. That said company is hereby authorized to enter upon said reser- 
vation for the purpose of surveying and locating its line of railroad: Pro- 
vided, railroad shall bə located and with due regard 
to the rights of the Indians, and under such rules and regulations as the 
S t th ht herein ted ahali be forfeited by said com 
EC. at the the gran pany 
unless the road enat be constructed through the said reservation within 
three years after the of this act. 
—.— the Senate June 6, 1894. 
ttest: 


1 WM. R. COX, Seetary. 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr.S , reserving the right to object, I 
desire to ask a few questions. In the first place, does the Sec- 
retary of the Interior approve of this bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He does. 

Mr. COOMBS. I observe there is a provision that this com~ 
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SEC. 4. That if there be than defendant in and ai 
pany may give bonds. Should not the bill provide that they ae aber fay 1 a ——— na the 2 
must give bonds? the defendants reside in the northern district, the plaintiff may sue in either 


Mr. TAWNEY. I think the provision in regard 
bonds is mandatory upon the company. 4 

Mr. COOMBS. The language is may.“ 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, may in certain cases may be a manda- 
tory expression. I will explain that the right of way asked for 
crosses the southwestcorner of Leech Lake rvation, running 
through only three sections right along the corner. Onaccount 
of the conformation of the lake the road must cross the corner 
of this reservation in order to get to the lands beyond. 

Mr. COOMBS Is this a solvent railroad, or one that has 
failed? č 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is a solvent railroad, and solvent men are 
connected with it. 

Mr. COOMBS. I have no objection to the consiđeration of 
the bill. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill; which was ordered toa third reading, 
read the third time, and > 

On motion of Mr. TA EY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 7 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
8. 730) making Labor Day a legal holiday; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 


COUNTY ROADS, ETC,, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill (H. R.5102) 
making appropriations to provide for the construction of county 
roads and suburban streets in the District of Columbia, Calen- 
dar number 45, be laid on the table, inasmuch as the provisions 
of the bill have been already incorporated into the general bill 
for the support of the government of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ST. CROIX RIVER. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
consider the bill (H. R. 6529) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the St. Croix River between Wisconsin and Min- 


nesota. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. There are a number of amendments recom- 
mended by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

The amendments were severally considered and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAUGEN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


TERMS OF COURTS, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
movè consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
6447) to fix a term of the Federal district court of the southern 
judicial district of Mississippi, to be held at Meridian, Miss., to 
include the counties named. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the southern judicial district of the State of Mis- 
1 be so constituted as to embrace the counties of Kemper, Noxubee, 
and Neshoba, and that the counties of Lauderdale, Kemper, Noxubee, Win- 


ston, Leak Neshoba, Newton, Scott, Jasper, Clarke, Wa; mes, 
Smith, and mas tues AE pentr 


on shall be known as eastern division of said south- 
ern district, and circuit and district courts for the transaction of 

pertaining to the persons and property in said eastern division shall be held 
at the city of Meridian on the second Mondays of March and September of 
each year and shall continue for three weeks, or so long as business may re- 


act 

by 
lating 
ons or pro 3 or found in 


to giving 


mmitted shall be commenced and carrfed on as if this act had not been 


Suc. 3. That all civil causes now pending in the circuit or district courts at 
Jackson, or Aberdeen, or Mississippi City, or Vicksburg, or Oxford, in which 
n citizen of any county of said eastern division isa defendant, shall remain 
‘as thi 8 be 5 as if this act had not been 
passed consent o such causes shall be removed 

the courts at Meridian, to be there. 2 


division where any defendant resides, and send au 
defendant or defendants, the other division or district where such defendant 


or defendants reside, writs when executed and returned into the 
court roceeded in 


from which they issued ehall constitute one suit and bep: 


Seo. 5. That all rocesses issued outof said courts at Meridian against de- 
Leake Neshoba N rion, Bente, Dii 8 za Clarke, Wayne, 
ew asper, ayne, 

he covarned to the eourts — 


d and petit jurors summoned for service in said east- 
rp 2 5 — of said southern district created by this act shall be residents 
of sa’ on. 


| SEC. 7. That the marshal andclerk of said southern district of Mississi 

as constituted before the passage of this act, shall appoint deputies w 
shall reside at Meridian and act as marshal and clerk of said circuit and 
district courts held there in place of their principals. 

SEC. 8. That the district attorney of the southern district of Mississi 
shall be district attorney for said eastern division, and shall be allowed 
same fees and required to perform the same duties and be subject to the 
same liabilities as now provided by law. 

Sec. 9. That when a defendant is sued out of a division of his residence, 
and is not joined with acodefendant whose residence is in the division where 
the suit is brought, he may on motion, supported by affidavit, change the 
vane. 10. Tha at the United Staves shail not be at in providing 

t s at any expense 
tor a building or room for holding of the terms of said courts at Meridian 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request to con- 
sider the bill? 

There was no objection. 

. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There are several amend- ' 

ments recommended by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
2 aie out the words Winston“ and Perry wherever they occur in 

e 


Also that the word “and,” in line 3, section 7, page 3, and all of lines 4 and 
stricken 


5 of the same scetion be out. 
Amend the title so as to read: A bill to fix a term of the Federal district 
courts of the district of Mississippi, to be held 


and circuit southern judicial 
at Meridian, Miss., to include the counties named.” . 


e amendments recommended by the committee were 


agreed to. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. By an a 
colleagues I offer the amendment I send to 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out the word “Covington” wherever it appears in the bill. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was 8 ly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the 8 the bill. 

Mr. REED. What report is there in this case? 

Mr. WILLIAMs of Mississippi. The report is simply this: 

The Committee on the Judiciary reports back the House bill 6147, with the 
Tecommendation that the title thereof be amended— 

am then follows the other amendments which have been 
read: 

The committee recommend that the bill as amended do pass. 


It is a short report. 

Mr. REED. hat is the nature of the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That I can explain very 
briefly. The bill proposes to fix a term of court for the south- 
ern district of Mississippi—a term of the district and circuit 
courts—to be held atthe city of Meridian, in the State of Mis- 
sissippi. The bill prescribes which of the counties of the State 
shall constitute that division of the southern judicial district, 
to be held at Meridian. 

It is a bill which is unanimously reported by the Judiciary 


ment with my 
desk. 


Committee; it involves no new offices or officers, and no expense. 
The counties are all satisfied with the arrangement, have 
petitioned Congress for the enactment of this law. 

Mr. REED. This is. an additional term of the district court? — 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. An additional term. 

Mr. REED. Of the district court alone? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; the district and circuit 
courts. ` 

Mr. REED. The district court and also the circuit court? 

Mr. W of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. How many terms have you now? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. For the southern district 
we have only two. 

Mr. REED. How many districts haye you? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Two. 

Mr..REED. Two judges? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No, only one; two marshals, 
two district attorneys, two courts, but one judge. 

Mr. REED. This does not change the d ons? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No. This merely includes 
cras counties in this subdivision of the court to be held at 

eridian. 


6900 
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Mr. KYLE. And provides for the nolding of the court at 
three 5 55 instead of two? 
Mr. LIAMS of Mississippi. That is all. 
Mr. REED. And the same judge? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; it provides for no new 
judge. 
e bill was passed, 
On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


The title of the bill was amended in accordance with the rec- 
ommendation of the committee. 


JOHN NELSON, 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. S er, I desire to ask 
1 consent for the present consideration of the bill H. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I shall have to call for the reg- 
ular order to enable the House to consider the bill for the ad- 
mission of New Mexico. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Do not do that until tbis bill is 
considered. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will withdraw the demand 
for the purpose of allowing the gentleman to make his request. 
I regret the necessity of interféring with any gentleman who 
has a matter which he wishes considered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE] asks unanimous consent to consider a bill 
which the Clerk report. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

A bill (H. R. 6069) to reimburse ge te a for money paid in 1863 to avoid 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to pay John Nelson, of Talley avy Allegheny 
County, Pa., the sum of to reimburse him for moneys d the Unitea 
in 1863 in r to me exempt {rom a draft of soldiers made b; 

the United States, he at the time of the draft and paras of said 
moneys page — 60. of the United States in the State of Ohio as 
a member of eighth Pennsylvania Militia. 5 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. T should like to have the report read, 
or a statement of the circumstances which will justify such a 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request to con- 
sider the — 

Mr. Mo N. Let us have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. MAHON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War 


8 at the time he was not Hable to draft. 
The claim for rélief in this case seems to your committee a proper one, and 
they recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. WARNER. I should like to ask the gentleman how many 
cases of this kind there are? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This is the only case of the kind 
of which I have any knowledge. 

Mr. WARNER. Has the committee made any inves 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes; and various members of 
the House have investigated the matter. It has been up once, 
and was objected to, but those who have investigated it have 
withdrawn their objections. It is a case of real merit, where a 
man actually paid the money while he was in the service. I 
know of no other such case. ‘ 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ishould like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill why it was that this man was drafted when he wasal- 
ready in the service? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, that was a mistake. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why could he not have pleaded that fact 
in ee to the draft? 

WILLIAM A. STONE. It 3 have been pleaded, but 
at the time he was a mere boy, and people were ignorant. 
They did not understand it, and they ony paid the money— 
his 7 — paid the money while he was in the service. I have 
examined a number of cases, but there is none that comes in the 
same line as this, and I do not think there isanother such case— 
at least not in my district—where the money was actually paid 
while the man was in the service. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations [Mr. SAYERS] objected to this bill 
when it first came up, but afterwards he withdrew his objection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It strikes me that this was a very strange 
preceeding. ~“ a 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There were many strange proceedings 
in connection with the éraft. 


ation? 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have seen the receipt that was 


obtained for the payment of this money. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Did he continue in the service? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Until the close of the war? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. He continued in the service until 
his term of service expired, and he had previously served a term. 

Mr. WARNER. When did his term of service expire? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Some time in 1864. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. And this draft was when? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In 1863. 

Mr. WARNER. Do J understand the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs to approve of this bill? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have no objection to it, on the state- 
ment that is made. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. I do not know that I fully understand all the 
facts in this case. I know there were a great many cases of 
merit that arose during the war by reason of very improper if 
not fraudulent practices in the way of drafts. 

Iknow that in Indiana two men were drafted and put in sub- 
stitutes, and they were afterward again drafted and compelled 
to goand serve out their time. There area great many cases 
of thatkind; and considering the very remarkable way in which 
drafts were conducted, and in which men were compelled to 
serve, I am inclined to think it would be better to leave the mat- 
ter settled as it is without undertaking to stir it up, because 
you ye open up an endless number of claims, of probably equal 
merit. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have only this to say con- 
cerning this bill: It seems to me that a hardship has been in- 
flicted upon this man; and yet it was a hardship for which he 
was 8 responsible. If he was in the service at the time 
he was not subject to be drafted, and could have escaped this 
payment by pleading the fact or making the fact known. 

tis a strange thing, a very strange thing, that a man should 
be required to pay any money for being drafted into service in 
which he wasalreadyengaged. I suppose we have had the facts, 
but it is a most peculiar case. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man to whom this money was paid? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It was paid to the provost-mar- 
shal of Allegheny City, Pa. 

Mr. McMILLIN. To whom did it go? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. To the Government. 

The question was taken on the p e of the bill, and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WARNER and Mr. BYNUM. Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 76, noes 54. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SIPE, for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. GORMAN, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE THROUGH NAVAL OBSERVATORY 
GROUNDS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I submita 
pore in the nature of a privileged report, and ask for a com- 

ttee of conference. The House has heretofore passed a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 32) declaring Massachusetts avenue through 
the grounds of the Naval Observatory a public street. The 
Senate has amended that resolution, and I move to nonconcur 
on behalf of the Committee on the District of Columbia in the 
Senate amendment, and agree to the conference asked. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee, by direc- 
tion of the Committee on the District of Columbia, moves to non- 
concur in the Senate amendment to a House joint resolution and 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate. The Clerk will 
report the title of the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as followg: 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 32) declaring Massachusetts avenue through 
the grounds of the Naval Observatory a public street. 


The SPEAKER. This is a House resolution with Senate 
amendment. The Senate asks for a conference, and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee moves to nonconcur in the Senate amend- 
ment and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. With- 
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out objection that order will be made. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The Chair will appoint as managers of the conference on the 
part of the House, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD], 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Post]. 

The Clerk will call the committees for reports. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DEADWOOD, S. DAK. 


Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendments the bill (H. R. 329) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at Deadwood, in the State of South Dakota; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SANTA ROSA, CAL. 


Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill (H.R. ary for a public 
building at Santa Rosa, Cal.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT EUREKA, CAL. 


Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill Ne R. 318) for a 
public building at Eureka, Cal.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TROY, ALA. 


Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R, 7380) provid- 
ing for the erection of a public building at Troy,in Pike County, 
Ala.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
o:dered to be printed. j 

BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 
4474) to amend the charter of the Brightwood Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
. The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for 
reports. The morning hour begins at seven minutes to 1 o'clock 
and the call rests with the Committee on Military Affairs. 


BOARD OF REVIEW. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, when the Committee on 
Military Affairs had the hour before, House bill 199 was pend- 
ing. A motion had been insisted upon that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
ing this bill. I did not object toit at that time; but Lam ofthe 
opinion that the bill should be considered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill in order that 
that way be determined. 

The Clerk read as follows: 5 

A bill (H. R. 199) to authorize the Secretary of War to appoint a board of 
review in certain cases. = 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, there is one amendment 
in the bill which may possibly require that it be considered in 
Committee of the Whole, and I therefore move that the House 
resolve itself itto Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 
considering the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mo- 
CREARY] will please resume the chair, as the gentleman was in 
the chair when the bill was up before. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the bill, which the Clerk will 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to ap- 
point a board of review, to consist of three members and a rééorder, from 
officers of the Army on the active or retired list, to review the proceedings. 
findings, and sentence of any court-martial for the trial of a commissioned 
officer or enlisted man, either of the regular Army or volunteer forces, 


where the accused has been dishonorably disc! from the military serv’ 
ice of the United States, or to review the pr: geste and decjsion 
of a retiring board, when an officer has been wholly retired from the Army 


SEC. 2. That the said board of review shall have j iction of all sueh 
cases as shall bé ordered before it the Secre! of War, and its mem- 
bers shall serve without compensation, except such as they are now re- 
ceiving, and may be relieved from time to as the 6: cles of the 
service mar uire: Provided, That when officers of the re list serve 
upon such board they shall receive the same pay as Officers of their grade 
bn the active list. 

EC. 3. That it shall be lawful for said board of review to hear and con- 
sider any additional evidence in each case as may properly be brought be- 
fore it, under such rules and regulations as may be established by the Sec- 
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retary of War, and it is hereby authorized to subpoena witnesses and to ad- 


6901 


ter oaths when necessary; and the proceedings and findings, with the 
récommendations of said board, shall be forwarded to the Secretary of War 
for his consideration and action: Provided, That the Government shall be 
pa to 29 expense on account of witnesses summoned on the part of the ap- 
Pp 


cant. 

SEC, 4. That the board shall have the power to compel the attendance of 
witnesses, and to make them testify, and punish for contempt. 

SEC. 5. That the recorder shall act as judge - advocate and bs empowered 
to introduce witnesses to contradict the evidence of the applicant. 
- Sec. 6. That in case of disagreement of the board the views may be ex- 
pressed in both majority and minority reports. 

Src. 7. That in all cases where the relief prayed for is recommended by 
the said board of review, in whole or in part, and approved by the Secre- 


tary of War, it shall be his duty to refer to Congress, for such action as it 


may deem proper, the aonana of the board of review, together with the 
evidence upon Which the findings are based, and he shall also report toCon- 


s what action by 8 deemed wd him as necessary in order that 
98 may be done in the case; Provided, That no right to any pay or al- 
lowances shall accrue or be revived from such amendment of the records 
in any case. 3 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to inquire whether this bill was not 
pono bie waen the Committee on Military Affairs last occupied 
an hour? 7 

The CHAIRMAN. It was. This is the second morning hour 
in which the bill has been up. 

Mr. BAILEY. This is the second hour in which the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs have occupied the attention of the 
House with this bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not exactly. It was taken up in the 
latter part of the hour on that occasion. A bill was pending to, 
which objection was made, and, no quorum vonag that bill was 
withdrawn and this one was taken up and considered for per- 
haps ten or fifteen minutes. 7 

Mr. BAILEY. Butif this bill should not be disposed of in 
this hour it could not come up under the next call. 

The CHAIRMAN. It could not. 

Mr. BAILEY. I believe that when the bill was up before I 
resisted its passage. On further examination, I think that it is 
possibly free from objection if the gentleman will agree tostrike 
out the first proviso. On section 2, page 2, the bill provides 
that officers on the retired list whoserve on this proposed board 
shall receive the same pay as officers of the same grade on the 
active list. I think that as little as a retired officer might do 
would be to render such a service as this without extra compen- 
sation. The Government is paying him already 75 per cent of 
what he would receive if he were on the active list, and he is 
12 nothing in return, and if he can render this service I 

he should be glad to doit. If the gentleman from Ohio 
will agree to strike out that provision I shall make no further 
objection to the bill. 

r. OUTHWAITE. When we come to the consideration of 
the bill I shall be inclined to accept that proposition; but I de- 
sire now to make a brief explanation to the committee to show 
the necessity for some such measure as this. About one-sixth 
of the bills that are introduced into the House are referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. Probably sixteen hundred 
bills were referred to that committee during the last Congress. 
Several hundred of those are bills which require the committee 
to investigate military records, to investigate the action of 
courts-martial, courts of inquiry, or retiring boards. Officers 
and men come before the committee claiming that they have 
been wronged R Ss action of the War Department through 
these respective boards or courts, and they seek to present their 
cases supported in some instances by a mass of testimony. 

Now, the Committee on Military Affairs has not the time or 
the opportunity to investigate these cases properly, and the re- 
sult generally is that but one side is presented to the commit- 
tee. I recall one case now in which an officer was summarily 
dismissed from the Army some years ago for having in his pos- 
session stolen goods. He did not ask for a court of inquiry or a 
court-martial at the time, but accepted his fate. Another officer 
who was similarly charged demanded a court of inquiry, or a 
court-martial, Ido not remember which, and upon investigation 
he was acquitted. Now, the former one who has been resting 
under this stain for lo! these many years, comes before Congress 
and has a bill introduced for his relief, to reinstate him in the 
Army, sustains his case by affidavits, and attempts to upset the 
report of the officer of the Army who investigated the case at 
the time and to e the results of that investigation. 

Now, how can the Committee on Military Affairs properly Hy 
such a case as that? This bill provides that an officer so situa 
shall go to the War Department and shall make his showing 
there, and if that showing is sufficient to justify the Secretary 
of War in ordering a court, it shall be ordered as provided in 
this bill. That court shall investigate the case, shall call and 
examine witnesses, shall go to the bottom of the subject and 
shall make a report. The report need not be unanimous; there 
may be majority and minority reports. Upon such report as 
made the case shall be again reviewed at the War Department. 
If the Secretary of War adopts the report he shall refer it to 
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Congress, and it will be for Congress, with all the testimony 
before it and all the investigation that can bly be made of 
the subject, to determine whether the man s have the relief 
he seeks or not. Obviously that will be better for the individual 
as well asfor the War Department, and itwill certainly be better 
for the Committee on Military Affairs and for Congress to be 
relieved of the investigation, or the partial investigation, that 
is demanded of it under the present system. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs to this 
declaration, which I find in the letter of Maj. Gen. Schofield in re- 
lation to this bill: 


But the bill inquestion undoubtedly requires careful revision. In thefirst 
place, since the dismissal of an officer is by the President's order, the board 
of review should be appointed by the President, rather than by the Secre- 
tary of War. And in order that justice may certainly be done, the board 
should haye power not only to summon witnesses, but to compel their at- 
tendance and to compel them to testify. $ 


The point to which I on desire to call attention is that, 
over the suggestion of the General in command of the Army, 
this bill proponas to give the Secretary of War authority to ap- 

int a board of review to review what the President has done 

the exercise of his authority as commander-in-chief of the 
Army and Navy. It strikes me that if the bill is to go through 
at all the suggestion of Gen. Schofield ought to be adopted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well; we will accept that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I am rather inclined to object 

*to that for this reason. The President dismisses the man, and 
the question for this proposa tribunal is as to the propriety of 
that dismissal. Now, I do not think that the President ought 
to appoint the board that is to upon the propriety of 
own action. Itis true that the bill proposes that the board of 
review shall be appointed by the Secretary of War, and the Sec- 
retary of War is keyg by the President, but still the bill 
removes the organizationof the board which is to pass upon the 
8 of the President's action one degree farther from the 

resident, which, I think, is Saves Crepe 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let me remind the gentleman that al- 
though the President approves the dis „he does not take 
the initiative. The initiative is taken below. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, in reply to 
the 7 from Texas, that the chief command of the Army 
and Navy can not be taken out of the hands of the President. 
The Constitution invests him with it. If the Constitution in- 
vests him with this power, it is wrong for us to take it from him 
if we could. I do not sympathize with the suggestion that it is 
important to strip the President of this function and 1 it 
with a subaltern of his—one of his appointees. If the President 
has the discretion to appoint the Secretary of War, certainly he 
— N 5 With that Secretary to deal with questions 
ol t ° 

Mr. BAILEY. No provision of the Constitution contemplates 
a retired list; and I undertake to say that the men who made 
that instrument would never have consented to one. And inas- 
much as in this bill we arə dealing with the retired list, I sub- 
mit — the suggestion of my friend from Tennessee is scarcely 

rtinent. 
5 5 McMILLIN. My friend is in error about the bill. The 
bill, if I understand it correctly, does not deal entirely with the 
retired list. Am I correct [addressing Mr. OUTHWAITE]? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You are correct. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. The bill deals with ns who are dis- 
honorably dismissed from the service; and in the report, so far 
as I have been able to read it, stress has been laid principally 
on that class of cases, not upon the retired list. I have nomore 
anxiety than my friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] has to increase 
the retired list. 

Mr.BAILEY. Asa matter of fact, the bill does deal with the 
retired list, and with courts-martial also. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is correct. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But most of the cases to which the b 
has reference are cases coming from courts-martial and co 
a and cases of summary dismissal. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 


of 
WHEELER 
Mr. V. 
from Alabama proceeds I would like to ask whether this bill 
gives power to correct the military record of a man who by 


F vOOREHHS of New York. Before the gentleman 


pons: mistake or other has been charged on the records with de- 
sertion? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does not give power to correctsuch a 
record, but if gives porer to investigato the matter and then 
refer results of the investigation, the findings, to Congress 
for its action. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Where there has been 
no court-martial? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Where there has been no court-martial. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 27, 


I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. 
WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I do not deem it 
material whether the Secratary of War or the President be des- 
ignated ip the first line of this bill, because it has been decided 

at the action of the Sagres dee War in such as is specifiedin 
this is really the action of the President. I should have no ob- 
jection therefore to providing that this board shall be appointed 

y the President, though I presume in point of fact theappoint- 
ments would actually be e by the Secretary of War. 

I do not think it necessary to add anything to what the chair- 
man of the committee pie, OUTHWAITE] has said on this sub- 
ject. For many years I have regarded a measure of this kind 
as one of great importance, one that I considered very essential 
to be brought to the attention of Congress for the purpose of 
preventing injustice to officers of the Army. The Committee 
on Military Affairs in every Congress is overwhelmed with bills 
to restore Army officers. t that committee is not in an atti- 
tude to do judicial fairnessin such cases. It can not investigate 
these matters so as to mete out exact justice in reporting the 
85 meritorious bills and rejecting those that are less meri- 

rious. 

The history of our proceedings, [regret to say, is that we have 

failed in many cases to act favorably upon cases of real merit, 
which all will admit is doing injustice, and then ex parte evi- 
dence brought before the committee has sometimes caused favor- 
able action upon cases where upon judicial investigation it was 
afterward shown favorable action should not have been taken; 
and after such errors have been discovered—errors, of course, in 
the direction of clemency—the committee has sometimes been 
unduly conservative and careful, and with an anxiety to avoid 
error refused to favorably consider cases which Troita a 
great deal of merit. 
The oniy purpose of this bill is to have judicial investigation 
in cases of this kind by military men so situated as to be able 
to avail themselves of all information. The report'of this board 
to the Secretary of War will be transmitted to Congress, and 
the hope is that we shall thus be enabled to do absolute justice 
in every case. The establishment of a board of this character 
has been recommended to Congress on many occasions; and 
great ae has been done on account of the failure to pass 
such a bill. 

I hope, therefore, there will be no objection to this measure, 
I shall not oppose the suggestion with regard to retired officers 
ofthe Army. It would probably be as well to let them serve 
with the same pay that they would have on the retired list. 
That provision was put in pursuant to a suggestion of the Sec- 
retary of War in a previous Congress, This is all I desire to 
say on the subject, except to ask for a vote, as under the rules 
the bill will be lost if we allow the morning hour to expire be- 
fore finally dis of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of is. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question or two about this bill. Iam very slow to antagonize 
any bill touching the Army which the gentleman introduces. 
Isay this on account of my own want of know e and the gen- 
2 very great amount of knowledge touching especially 
the Army. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Thank you. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But I read in the gentleman's re- 
port the statement: 

There can be no doubt but that the courts-martial in nearly all cases ren- 
der a just verdict, which ought not to be disturbed. 

Now, as I understand the gentleman’s remarks and the tenor 
of this bill, it happens in many cases that a party under sentence 
of a military court comes to Congress to be relieved from that 
sentence, 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Yes, sir; very many such cases 
come before Congress. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, And the matter is referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, which committee, after making 
the best investigation it can, 2 lde favorably or unfavorably. 
To relieve the Committee on Military Affairs of this responsi- 
ble duty and to secure a better result as the gentleman hopes in 
such cases, he proposes now the establishment of a court of re- 
view which shall reconsider the action in such cases without 
limitation. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Which shall review the pro- 


ceedings. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Inother words, although an officer 
may have been by court-martial twenty years ago, he 
can under this bill come in as a matter of right and have his case 
reconsidered by this board of review. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the gentleman from Illinois will permit 
me a moment, I wish to ask the gentleman from Alabama in 

of the bill, as it seems to be a little obscure on that 
point, whether this accrues to the officer dismissed as a matter 
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of right, or whether it isin the discretion of the Secretary of 
War? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The bill says in the discretion 
of the Secretary of War. 

Mr.M Where? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The officer is compelled to 
make his application 

Mr. Mc N. If the gentleman will permit me, the first 
line of the bill provides: 


That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized to appoint a board of re- 
view. 


But I do not see anything in the bill that makes it the duty 
of the Secretary of War, or whether it leaves it to him as a 
matter of discretion and right. f 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If the gentleman will refer to 
section 3, e 2— 

Mr. HULL. Section 3 clearly fixes it as the duty of the Sec- 
retary of War. That section provides for the rules and regula- 
tions to be established by him. : 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama(continuing). Section3 provides: 

SEC. 3. That it shall be lawful for said board of review to hear and consider 
any additional evidence in each case as may properly be brought before it 
. such rules and regulations as may be established by the Secretary of 

ar. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. But that still does not say whether it is 
the duty of the Secretary of War to organize this board on the 
application of any soldier or not. That probably would be the 
construction, but the question is whether it is a duty or a dis- 
cretion as the bill is drawn. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the second section of the bill is clear 
on that point. It provides that the board of review shall have 
jurisdiction of all cases which shall be ordered before it by the 
Secretary of War. It provides, as will be seen, for the jurisdic- 
tion of such cases as shall be ordered ” before it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is no question that the Secretary 
of War must order the board. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then the construction of it—and the con- 
struction here would have weight in determining the matter— 
the construction 4 lace on itis that it is not the right of the 
soldier to deman board, but the Secretary of War has dis- 
eretion to order the investigation if he believes it necessary. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That is clearly the proper con- 
struction of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, if the gentleman will permit 
me, as I wasinterrupted before. When the board of review re- 
verses the action twenty years after the court has convicted the 
party, that fact is certified to Congress. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, with the proceedings, 
findings, and recommendation of the board. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the board ofreview confirms the 
action of the court-martial the party still is not estopped from 
coming to Congress. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Under such circumstances the 

arty coming,to Congress would come with little chance of re- 

ief. The board would have given the matter a full and fair in- 
vestigation and would have had the benefit of the additional evi- 
dence, and Ido not see that anything additional could be pre- 
sented to Congress. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, in view of the statement 
made in the report that substantially all of these convictions by 
courts-martial are just 3 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. e e all; but in man 
cases there is a failure of justice, and it is such cases which wi 
be met by this bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. - Well, the report says: 

There can be no doubt but that courts-martial in nearly all cases render a 
just verdict which ought not to be disturbed. 

I say in view of that statement—I ask whether you think it 
wise in section 3, twenty years after, when the parties nearly all 
of them may be dead 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Thirty years after. 

Mt. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; thirty yearsafter. Lask the 
gentleman from Alabama if he thinks it wise to provide as this 
section does— 

That it shall be lawful for said board of review to hear and consider 
additional evidence in each case as may properly be brought before it. 

Now, then, after the lapse of a quarter of acentury, for instance, 
taking a case of that kind,a man twenty-five years ago, with all 
the parlo living, when the offense was committed, having had 
his day in court, with a full and fair trial, and being convicted, 
sleeps on that conviction for a quarter of a century, and after 
that lapse of time comes in with this new evidence, that may be 
correct evidence or may not be—it may be suborned evidence, 
being impossible if suborned, in consequence of the death of the 
parties or the loss of interest in the case, to combat it—and opens 


up the case and reverses the yerdict made after the party hada 
full chance for hearing. Iaskif that is a wise suggestion? 
Now, it may be wise in connection with the Army. I do not 
know as to that; but I do undertake to say that it would be won- 
derfully unwise in connection with any other body of men on 


earth. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But this court has no authority to re- 
verse any case. It simply makes a finding and reports it to 
Congress. It is for Congress to determine on the showing made 
what should be done. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, I understand that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, there ought to be some means of 
reviewing these proceedings asnew evidence is discovered. How 
much wiser is it for a man coming with that kind of a claim to 
Congress to submit such testimony than to come asking relief 
as many do, without any evidence whatever tosustain the claim? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is true there is no authority to 
reverse a decision, as the gentleman says; but if it does not 
amount toa reversal, practically the whole proceedings as a 
court of review is of no importance, except that the man comes 
back with the approval of the court. of review upon new evi- 
dence, all the parties dead who can or who probably would re- 
but the testimony and show its unreliability, yet he comes with 
the new case before Congress, and Iask the gentleman how any 
defense is to be made in Congress against such a claim? 

Unless there is some peculiar necessity in connection with the 
Army that does not apply to any other individual or body of 
men on earth, I very much doubt the wisdom of the provisions 
of the bill. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama, Iwill say tothe gentleman that 
the difficulty is that our military jurisprudence been faulty 
in not having a board of review before. I admit that difficulty 
will arise, but do not let us continue to perpetuate a wrong. 
Let us commence now to correct that wrong and do justice to 
military men, just as you do justice in civil cases, by having a 
court of appeal or review. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me say to my friend that if 
there is no court of appeal from the judgment of a court-martial, 
and if it is wise to have one, I stand ready to provide one, but 
let it be in this line: If there ought to be an a constitute 
your tribunal and let your appeal be prosecuted, and prosecuted 
at once, as it is in other matters. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman from Illi- 


nois—— 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Just one word. Do not make arule 
for the Army that would allow one generation to die before this 
board of review passes on a case. 

Mr. COX. Let the board of review pass on cases which arise 
after it is constituted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We want to get rid of these cases, in 
which the attention of Congress is constantly being called to al- 
Bi, 5 injustice on the part of courts-martial. 

- CANNON of Illinois. I want to say to my friend that 
while I believe in standing by the regular Army, and while I 
recognize the justice and importance of standing by it, constitut- 
ing as it doesthearm of force of the Government; whileI would 
be more than just, and while I would be liberal to it, yet I want 
to say to my friend that the bare factof the Army being set apart 
from other citizens begets more or less of suspicionand more or 
less of criticism; and I want to submit to the gentleman whether 
it is wise to enact this legislation. I speak now as a friend of 
the Army. Establish your court of review or appeal from the 
findings of courts-martial, if thatought to be done. But let the 
ap be prosecuted just as it is now prosecuted in civil cases. 
Do not let a generation die before some man who is rightfully 
convicted takes his appeal when the circumstancesare forgotten 
and the men are all dead who might contradict suborned tes- 
timony. In such a case aman might come in and ask for a court 
of review and get it, and, backed up by its recommendations 
after everybody has lost interest in the case, appeal to Congress 
te correct an alleged wrong, when in fact there was no wrong 
done him. 

Mr. COX. Let the board of review consider cases that arise 
after the court is created. That I understand to be the gentle- 
ae proposition, while this proposition is to go back behind 

t 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I want to state that while this is called a 
board of review, it is not in fact a board of review. It is an 
original board, because it has authority to summon new wit- 
nesses, to bring in new testimony, and to determine a case upon 
new facts that were not before the old board. Therefore, it is 
not in any correct sense of the word a board of review. It is an 
original board to roty new cases and may rely on new evidence. 

. VAN VOOR of New York. I should like to ask the 
chairman of the committee whether, in his judgment, © 
has the power to set aside the judgment of a court-martial? 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, and this bill does not propose to do 
anything of the kind. This simply provides what may be 
termed an auxiliary court, to assist Congress in getting at the 
facts. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. If Congress has not the 
power to set aside the judgment of a court-martial, what is the 
use of creating this board of review? ; 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Congress is all the time doing 
it. It has set aside many verdicts, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Congress is all the while called upon 
in these cases. There are many cases before the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and gentlemen are continually insisting that 
we should investigate cases which occurred thirty years ago. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will this bill relieve a 
private soldier who finds himself on the record as a deserter 
when for twenty years he never knew he was on the record as: 
deserter? There are cases of that kind, where men apply for 

nsions and the record shows them to be deserters, when in fact 

ey had no knowledge of any suchrecord. Will this bill afford 
relief in such cases? 

Mr. MARSH. No; it will not. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It does cover all such cases, 
when a soldier has been adjudged a deserter by a court-martial. 

Mr. MARSH. Not unless a man was tried by a court-martial. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose he is reported on the rolls as a de- 
sorton and dishonorably discharged. Can he come before this 


Mr. MARSH. No. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The provisions of the general laws for 
the discharge of deserters are tt | liberal. There may be cases 
in which men situated as pointed out by the gentleman from 
New York might have the benefit of this law. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why should he not be allowed? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They may be allowed the benefit of this 


law. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And it is for the benefit of 
commissioned officers and enlisted men. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is where there is a court-martial. 

Mr. MARSH. That is where he is declared a deserter by 
court-martial. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
chairman of the committee if he has any information as to the 
number of court martials ordered in the cases of commissioned 
ee. say, during the last twelve months, or for any stated 

riod? 

a 5 OUTHWAITE. I have no information as to that fact; 
and let me give you the reason for not being informed on that 
fact. Itis because this bill isnot intended so much to meet cases 
of that kind as to meet cases that occurred twenty-five or thirty 


ears ago. 
s Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not true that the number of officers 
ordered before court-martials, in proportion to their numbers, 
is very much larger than persons upon indictments? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can not answer that question. 
not the figures, but I think it likely there are. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I desireto say that it is so be- 
cause of the strict discipline which must be maintained in the 
Army. Anarmy is a body of disciplined men who surrender 
much of their liberty, while civil law restrains other persons or 
3 the least possible, leaving them the greatest possible 

rty. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, Iam glad to have this in- 
formation, for it aids me in the point I desire to make. Let the 
peculiar character of the tribunal be remembered before which 
army officers are tried. Almost invariably they are their 
friends. They come from the same school. They have the 
pe of profession. They have the purpose to preserve the 

onor of the guild, if I may use the phrase. I undertake to 
say that as a rule no tribunals that try men charged with of- 
fenses come together so favorably disposed towards the accused 
as do these courts-martial when they are brought together to 


I have 


, try their brother officers. 


- WHEELER of Alabama. My friend is mistaken. It is 
because of this desire and determination on the part of officers 
to maintain the honor of the guild that they are so very severe 
in their pe ents. - 

Mr. HEPBURN. They may be disposed to be just, but in this 
leaning of men to men of common interest, the men are alive to 
the case of the brother officer who is to be tried. Now, if this 
is true, why is it necessary that we should not have laws analo- 
gous to those that are always observed in the trial of all other 

rsons? A man charged under an indictment has a right to an 
appeal, but it is to an appellate court. It is for a review of the 
laws that they can appeal. Here you do more than that. You 


constitute this appellate court a nisi prius court, and you not 
only allow a review of the law, but you allow a review of the 
facts in the case; and that too under the extraordinary circum- 
stance of having no statute of limitations. 

Mr. MARSH. Not only a review of the facts, but the intro- 
duction of new, and entirely new, facts in addition. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

_Now, I think that is unjust, unfair, and unnecessary. I be- 
lieve 5x ve that in time of peace that courts-martial should not 
exist. I believe officers of the Army should be tried just as all 
citizens are tried, tried upon indictment, tried in the same way, 
subject to the same tribunal; but if that is not to be the policy, 
I can see no reason for still enlarging their rights. 

Then, again, Mr. Chairman, in some provisions of this bill I 
think there is fault. Here, for example, as to the payment of 
witnesses. They must serve without pay; butthere is acompul- 
sory process tocompel theirattendance. They must go whether 
they are paid or not. Why should this innovation in the law 
take place in the interest of these men; and mind you, it is onl 
men who have been dishonorably discharged by what I w 
characterize, and I believe justly, a court composed of their 
friends. I do not believe this legislation is necessary or ought 
to be indulged in. Another objection I find to this bill is the 
uses to which it may be put. This privilege of review is not 
given to all men alike. It is only given to such as the Secretary 
of War chooses to favor. If some favorite of his meets disaster 
at the hands of a court-martial, that man may have his case re- 
viewed; but not so with all other men. If we are to have this 
legislation, let us have it fair, and let us apply it to all men 
alike, and the analogies of law in regard to other criminals 
be observed and maintained. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that general 
debate on the bill be closed. 

There was no Hi ier and it was so ordered. 

— 85 CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill by para- 
graphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to appoint a board of re- 
view, to consist of three members and a recorder, from officers of the Army 
on the active or retired list, to review the proceed , findings, and sentence 
of any court-martial for the trial of a commissioned officer or enlisted man, 
either of the regular Army or volunteer forces, where the accused has been 
dishonorably dischar, rom the military service of the United States, or 
to review the proceedings, nnana, and decision of a retiring board, when 
an officer has been wholly retired from the Army. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in line 9, be- 
tween the word“ been” and the word ‘‘dishonorably,” there 
should be inserted the words ‘‘ cashiered or.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend on line 12, 
page 1, by inserting after the word Army“ the words or such 
as have been summarily dismissed from the Army.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That isa good amendment; I 
hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is acceptable to the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the said board of review shall have jurisdiction of all such 
cases as shall be ordered before it by the Secretary of War, and its mem- 
bers shall serve without compensation, except such as they are now re- 
ceiving, and may be relieved from time to time as the exigencies of the ser- 
vice may 5 Provided, That when officers of the retired list serve upon 
such board they shall receive the same pay as officers of their grade upon 
the active list. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the pro- 
vision in section 2, beginning with the word ‘ provided,” inline 
6, and ending with the paragraph. The effect of that amend- 
ment would be to leave retired officers serving on this board to 
receive the same pay when thus serving that they receive when 


not serving. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. That is acceptable. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend lines 2 and 
3 of section 2 by striking out the words“ as shall be ordered be- 
fore it by the Secretary of War“ and inserting “ referred to in 
section I;“ so that the provision will read“ that the said board 
of review shall have jurisdiction of all such cases as are referred 
to in section 1.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman think that thatisa 
wise amendment? Of course, the Secretary of War might re- 
fuse in any given case to order a review by the board, but the 

urpose of the committee in reporting that provision was to 
biwa officers who feel aggrieved and who desire a review, to pre- 
sent their casesin the first instance to the War Department. In 
many cases these gentlemen claim that they have had no hear- 
ing at all, in others that they have since discovered testimony 
in their favor, and in some cases they say that they were not 
present at all, and have since discovered that testimony was 

iven against them which they knew nothing about atthe time. 
ow, it was the opinion of the committee that it would be wise 
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to let all these officers make their application in the first in- 
stance to the Secretary of War or to the President. I do not 
wish, however, to contest the amendment if the gentleman still 
thinks it is a wise one. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The only purpose of the amendment is to 
take away this power of discrimination from the Secretary of 
War, so that all men who want to appear before this board of 
review may have the privilege of oing 30; and not have the 
privilege confined to those who can get the ear of the Secretary 
of War. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, if the gentleman thinks the 
amendment is wise, I shall not contest it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Would not the adoption of the amendment 
proposed hy the gentleman from Iowa result in sending every 
case that is tried by court-martial before this board? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It would. I think the Secre- 
tary of War can be trusted to do absolute justice and to order a 
ease before the board wherever there is a scintilla of reason for 
doing so. The kind of men we have in that position will do jus- 
tice. The present Secretary of War could not doany injustice. 

Mr. HULL. I think my colleague [Mr. HEPBURN] will rec- 
ognize the fact that if his amendment should be adopted, it will 
be twenty years before the board of review can catch up with 
its work. It seems to me that some showing ought to be made 
before a case can go before the board. ' 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know how many cases there may 
be to go before the board, but I do know that we should regard 
it as a very great hardship if there was some censor placed over 
each litigant who wanted to appeal to a court of review in a 
criminal case. We would not submit to that for a moment, and 
I do not see why we should submit to it in this case. If it is a 
wise thing, if it is necessary to effectuate justice in these cases, 
to have this review, then let it apply to every case and not 
merely to those which may happen to meet the approval of the 
Secretary of War. The Secretary will not act in these matters 
personally. He will remand them to some inferior, possibly to 
a clerk in some division, so that really you are not intrusting 
this power to a high functionary but gees es some clerk, 

Iam not willing that this censorship shall be exercised in that 
way. Ifitis right to provide for this appeal at all, let us ex- 
tend the privilege freely to all persons who may claim that in- 
justice has been done them and that they ought to have asecond 
day in court. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the proposition of this bill is not 
to create a tribunal in the nature of a final court of appeal to de- 
cide these cases; it is simply, for the convenience of Congress, to 
establish a tribunsl before which evidence can be submitted and 
the cases fully investigated, and then referred to Congress for 
action. This is not, as my colleague seems to a‘sume, a propo- 
sition to establish a final court of appeal. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa that even if a man does not get a hearing be- 
fore this board of review, that does not shut him off from ap- 

ing to Congress. He has still left the same rights that he 
as now. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. The idea of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs was this: We are overloaded with work in the line 
of reviewing the decisions of courts-martial. Our hearings in 
such cases are purely ex parte, and we are able to devote only a 
few minutes to each case. A large number of cases are clearly 
meritorious, while on the other hand many of them are not; and 
our idea was to provide some tribunal by which the facts could 
be investigated and submitted to Congress for action. It seems 
to me that the bill as originally submitted was a good one. 

Mr.WHEELER of Alabama. If we do not find that it is broad 
enough, we can make it broader in another Congress. Let us 
pass this bill and make a good start in the right direction. 

Mr.HULL. Take another point. Gentlemen talk about these 
reviews going back twenty or thirty years. Why, sir, nearly 
all our bills relating to these matters go back for that number 
of years. Immediately after the war there were retiring boards 
which discriminated against volunteer officers who had been 
promoted to the regular Army. If such cases were submitted 
to the Congress of the United States authoritatively, Congress 
would in many cises reinstate officers who had been arbitraril 
retired by the action of boards composed of regular army off. 
cers. But the report of the Military Committee, hastily pre- 
pared, does not carry the weight it should have. 

It has been suggested that these military men have trials be- 
fore their friends. Let me say that in many cases of courts-mar- 
tial of army officers that have been before the Military Commit - 
tee there has been shown the most absolute and direct preju- 
dice influencing the action of such courts; the findings were the 
result of jealousies and petty bickerings among officers of the 
Army. Ithink that the great benefit of this bill will be that 
we shall have an authoritative sifting of facts which will enable 


us to do justice in the Sh taken by Congress, whereas at 
88 the findings of the Military Committee in many cases 

o not result in securing justice because of our inability to get 
our bills passed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does not my friend know that 
neither the Judiciary Committee nor Congress is loaded down 
with bills introduced for the purpose of reversing the action of 
the courts in criminal cases? 

Mr. HULL. And does not my friend from Illinois know that 
in criminal cases the law provides for appeals from one court to 
another, so that the parties concerned may have an adjudica- 
tion to determine whether the law has not been wrongly ap- 
pliedand injustice done? In such cases there is a jury of twelve 
men, not selected with the idea that they are either friends or 
enemies of the accused—disinterested men, his peers. Such 
men try him and ascertain the facts. And then if the court has 
erred in regard to the law, as some courts-martial do, an ap- 
peal can be taken to a higher court, where the question of law 
can be adjudicated and the case sent back for retrial if error or 
wrong has been committed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And yet, notwithstanding that, I 
haveno doubt more persons are wrongly convicted in cases tried 
on the criminal side of our courts than are 5 by 
courts-martial—I mean more in proportion to the number of 
e:ses tried. Now, Congress is not bothered in the one class of 
cases, because it is the policy of the law and of Congress that 
there shall be a finality in the determination of such cases. If 
in such cases as the gentleman has put, cases tried before courts- 
martial, there ought to be an appellate court I am ready to vote 
for such a court. 

Mr. HULL. I think my friend from Illinois misinterprets 
this bill in the statement he has made. The court here pro- 
vided is not an appellate court. It is simply a court of review. 
It has no power to reach a final decision; it can only submit the 
facts to Congress, which is the body to decide finally upon the 
question. The bill does not pro to take from Congress one 
particle of its power. The findings of this court of review are 
not absolutely conclusive. The court will simply submit to the 
proper officers of the Government a finding as to the facts which 
must be acted apon by Congress before the findings of the court 
can have any effect whatever. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been very 
carefully considered by the Committee on Military Affairs, on 
which there are ten ex-soldiers and ex-officers of the Union 
Army and one ex-officer of the Confederate army. The mem- 
bers of the committee have had the opportunity to become ac- 
quainted with this class of cases and to see the necessity for a 
bill of this character. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My colleague [Mr. HULL] suggests that 
one of the functions of this court of review would be to transmit 
the evidence it may take to Congress for its advisement, 

Mr. BINGHAM, After approval by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is nothing in the bill with regard to 
transmitting the evidence. The bill simply provides that the 
proceedings of this court of review, its findings and recom- 
mendations, shall be sent up—not the record of the testimony. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, we will put in a provision in re- 
gard to the testimony. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Again, the gentleman from West Virginia 
suggests that this bill in its present form does not change iu any 
manner the rights of the individual who may appeal to the jus- 
tice of Congress. I submit that it does. Suppose that this in- 
dividual happens not to be among those favored by the Secretary 
of War; sup the Secretary refuses to send his case to the 
court of review. “Then the individual comes to Congress handi- 
capped by that fact, and his condition is made so much worse; 
because it will be said that he has had an opportunity to seek a 
re3xamination of his case by the court of review, that he has 
appealed to the Secretary of War, that the Secretary has exam- 
ined his case and has refused to transmit it. 

Thus there is substantially an additional finding against him; 
and he is not in the same status that he otherwise would be. 
His caso is in a worse condition than if this bill had never 
passed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The committee is willing to accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question being taken on theamendment of Mr. HEPBURN, 
it was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SEC. 3. That it shall be lawful for said board of review to hear and con- 
sider any adcidional evidence in each case as may properly be 2 be- 
fore it, under such rules and regulations as may be established by the Sec- 
retary di War, and it is hereby authorized to subpoena witnesses and toad- 
minister oaths when necessary; and the proceedings and ee the 
recommendations of said board, shall forwarded to the tary of 
War for his consid ion and action: Provided, That the Government 
shall be put to no expense on account of witnesses summoned on the part 
of the applicant. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 27, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to amend by inserting after the 
word find in line 6 of the section jus read, these words: 
Together th the evidence upon which the findings are 
based.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend section 3 
by striking out the word provided“ and the following words 
in that section: 

vided, hi vernment shall be ttono e mse on account of 
. 8 the part of the — — — 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is no objection to that amend- 
ment. A 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill to the House as amended favorably. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to make a motion that is 
priviledged before that. In order to test the sense of the com- 
mittee I move to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion takes precedence. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Should not the motion be 
that the bill be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that the enacting clause be stricken out? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is the correct form, and I 
modify the motion. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON of Illi- 
nois, and it was rejected. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now renew my motion that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill favorably as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 4 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed thechair, Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, hav- 
ing had under consideration the bill H. R. 199, had directed 
him to report the same to the House with amendments, and 
with the recommendation that as so amended it do pass. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the previous question on the 
bill and amendments. : 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. CANNON of ois) there were—ayes 
77, noes 5. b 
So the bill was pee 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsidey the 
last vote was laid on the table. i 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 


ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to submit the report I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That imm upon the adoption ot this order the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 353) * to enable the people of New 
Mexico to form a constitution and State government and be admitted into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States,” and that said bill 
be considered in the House; that after three hours’ consideraticn thereof, 
if so much be necessary, the previous question shall be considered 4s or- 
dred on pending amendments and the engrossment and third reading and 
final — of the bill; and then, without intervening motion, the vote 
shall be taken upon the third reading thereof, and upon the final passage of 
the bill; and, should a motion to reconsider be made, upon a motion to lay 

_ the latter motion on the table. $ 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the previous question upon 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The eer question was ordered. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I desire toask the gentleman from 
Ohio if he will allow an amendment in regard tothe Territory 
of Oklahoma? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That amendment would hardly be in 
order on this bill. Besides, it would hardly be the province of 
myself, hay charge of this rule, to permit an amendment of 
that kind. The previous question has n ordered. 

Mr. REED. There will be no difficulty in getting at it by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would not guarantee unanimous con- 

sent uponany sa erase and besides, ifthe gentleman will ob- 

serve, there is a limited time. This bill having already been 

debated for a day in the House, this rule provides for three 

hours more. Now the bill for the admission of Oklahoma may 

one much time as has been given to the bill to admit New 
exico. 


Mr. REED. That can be arranged. Will the gentleman in- f- 


form the House whether the Committee on Rules have had a 


petition addressed to them by the Committee on Territories for 
time for consideration of the Oklahoma bill? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I could not inform the House upon that 
subject, for the reason that I have not gone over all the resolu- 
tions and petitions that have been sent to the Committee on 
Rules. I observe that there are quite a number of them, per- 
haps twenty-five or thirty. : 

Mr. REED. You have no knowledge of any such thing? 

7 Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have no knowledge of any such resolu- 
ion. 

Mr. REED. Iam informed that sucha petition was presented 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That may be so. It was proper that 
this bill, having been considered under a previous order for one 
day, should be disposed of by itself. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Just as was done in the admission 
of the other Territories in the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me rather a singular 
transaction that the 1 8 5 of a Territory which, if I am cor- 
rectly informed, has „000 inhabitants, 95 per cent of them 
born in this country, citizens of the United States, have not 
been able to secure time for the consideration of their case, while 
this bill, which has been rejected time out of mind by various 
ee should receive the support of the Committee on 

ules, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman permit me to say 
that at the time the rule was reported authorizing the consid- 
eration of the bill to admit the Territory of New Mexico as a 
State, the bill concerning the Territory of Oklahoma had not 
yet been reported. Now, with that the Committee on Rules has 
nothing to do, and it is in nowise responsible for it. 

Mr. REED. But the bill is reported to-day. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There area great many other measures 


ti Sage 
ir. WHEELER of Alabama. Will the gentleman permit 


me? 

Mr. REED. Ishould be very sorry not to permit the gentle- 
man from Alabama to participate in the debate. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Thegentlemansays itis strange 
that the Committee on Rules should report a resolution for the 


consideration of the bill to admit New Mexico. Let me ask tho 
gentleman if it is not very strange that the Republican party has 
stood here in power for thirty years refusing a civilization older 


than Maine can boast of, older than New York can boast of, 
older than the civilization of any of our States, admission into 
the sisterhood of States? [Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. REED. Doesit not occur to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that he has put into that question something in the nature 
of what would be personal vehemence if the momentum had had 
more weight attached to it? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It was the truth, and truth al- 
ways has momentum. 

Mr. REED. Does it not strike him that he has been bringing 
into this discussion, which concerns a constitutional question 
largely, some little element of partisanship? And when we 

er how free the Southern gentleman always is from par- 
tisanship, is he not a little ashamed that he has broken over 
the invariable rule of his section of the country upon a topic 
like this? [Laughter.] I must say that itsaddens me so much 
that I can not proceed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to have the rule reported 


again. 

The SPEAKER. It will be again reported. 

Mr. REED. I reserve my time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the rule. 

The resolution was again read. 

: uae SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] if under that order as it is 
framed the bill would be open to amendment? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think it would be open to amendment, 
The usual amendments which may be offered to a bill in the 
House may be offered to this bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. But this is to be considered for three hours 
under general debate in the House, and a gentleman might take 
the floor and occupy it an hour, and somebody else might occupy 
it for another hour, There is no Las fear gs for the offering of 
amendments. If it was to be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole there would be no difficulty about 
it. We simply want to avoid any controversy about amend- 


ments. 


Mr. PERKINS. Is it not the same question that was in- 
volved the other day, when we had to amend a rule? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; the same question is not involved. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think there ought to be some under 
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standing about that. There ought to be an opportunity to 
amend, in other words. 


Mr. OUTHW. a If there is any question as to that—— 

The SPE R. The Chair supposes there will be no objec- 
tion to adding that it be considered in the House as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole under the five-minute rule. ’ 

Mr. BURROWS. Let it be amended so as to read, that it be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole under 
the five-minute rule, : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have no objection to that modifica- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the rule as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That after three hours’ consideration in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole under the flve-minutes rule, or so much thereof, ete. 


The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 


man, 

Mr. REED. I reserve my time, and yield such portigqn as 
needed to the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

The SPE R. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa rose, and the 
Chair stated that he could not recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. I stated that I reserved the remainder of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. REED (continuing). With the intention of yielding it to 
the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman, 
The gentleman from Iowa roso and addressed the Chair, and 
the Chair stated that he could not recognize him, the gentle- 
man from Maine having control of the time. The gentleman 
has nine minutes. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose in rising 
now to throw any obstruction whatever in the way of the pas- 
sage of the bill for the admission of New Mexico to statehood. 
No man who has lived in a Territory will protest or object to a 

ople residing in a Territory coming to Congress and petition- 

g to be relieved from the thraldom which we have had to un- 
dergo in the last two years in my Territory. I have been some- 
what surprised, however, at the course of the gentleman from 
Ohio who presented this rule. The first proposition which I 
submitted to this House upon taking my seat here last August, 
was an amendment to the rules: author an increase: in the 
membership of the Committees on Public Lands and Indian 
Affairs, so that two Delegates could serve on those committees 
instead of one. 

The gentleman from Ohio, who was then in charge of the re- 
port of the Committee on Rules of this House, opposed my prop- 
osition, and said that the Territories were about to be admitted 
to statehood; that we had only four Territories, and there were 
ten committees at our disposal, and that should be sufficient. It 
was the first time in my recollection that an effort had ever been 
made to curtail or reduce the representation of Territories in 
Congress upon a committee in which the Delegates were inter- 
ested. . 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Wiil the gentleman point out any Con- 
gress in which two Delegates were authorized to be put upon 
the same committee? 

Mr. FLYNN. Ifthe gentleman will refer to the records of the 
Fiſfty-second Congress and of the: Fifty-third Congress, he will 
find that there were two Delegate} upon the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, and are now acting upon it. I asked for the same right 
of representation upon the Committee on Publie Lands and the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, because I was more interested in 
the matters pending before that committee than any other gen- 
tleman upon the floor of this House. Thegentleman from Ohio 
opposed it then, as the representative of the Committee on 

es, claiming that we were about to be admitted inta state- 
hood and did not need that representation. 

Do not misapprehend me. £ have no stone to throw in the 
way of the admission of the Territory of New Mexico. If my 
vote could decide the proposition, and would take it beyond the 


White House, New Mexico would be a State to-morrow; but I | 


do have some interest in the Committee on Territories. The 
other day that committee signed a request to the chairman to 
present to the Committee on Rules asking them to set aside a 
day for the consideration of and a vote on the proposition for 
ion into the Union of Oklahoma. Nothing has been 

one with that petition by the Committee on Rules, and the gen- 
tleman in charge of this resolution states that if such a resolu- 


tion or request ever was presented to the Committee on Rules 
he does not know anything about it. 


Thereis no political party in my Territory—and we have three 
of them there—that has not resolved at all their conventions 
in favor of statehood. I do not see what objection can be 
made to allowing us to have a day to discuss the Oklahoma bill 
and to have us treated in thesame manner as the other Territories 
are. I want to state frankly now, either for the edification of 
this House or the country, that I do not believe a single Terri- 
tory will be admitted while Grover Cleveland is in the White 
House. My Territory is somewhat different from the others, 
Those of you in the East who seem to be afraid of silver Sen- 
ators,” as you have styled them, and who talk about ‘‘ rotten 
boroughs,” need have no fear of Oklahoma. We have to-day 
in my Territory more school childrenattending school than the 
entire citizenship in one of the Territories whose bill has passed 
this House. 

ar OUTHWAITE. Why do you not state that about Ne- 
vada? 

Mr. FLYNN. I know nothing about Nevada. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. You can read something about it in the 
census reports. 

Mr. FLYNN. I was not in Nevada when it was admitted; but 
I am confident that in the State of Nevada every vote cast there 
is counted; and I trust the gentleman from Ohio can say the 
same thing for his side of the House. [Applause.] Our Terri- 
tory to-day has more inhabitants than any other Territory in 
the Union, and we have the proud record that ours isa Terri- 
tory of people of American birth, as our inhabitants are 95 per 
cent native-born Americans. 

In the Territory of Oklahoma the words ‘‘ anarchist” and 
‘* socialist.” are 1 You taught us to vote in your dis- 
tricts before we went to Oklahoma. You were glad to receive 
our votes before we went to reside there, whether in the States 
of North and East or South even, when you were candidates for 
Congress; and why will you not now allow us Statehood and en- 
joy the same privileges we had before we went there? 

You owed us to vote for President. Every letter they 
wrote you then was promptly answered, because the writer was 
aconstituent. But because these people have seen fit to go out 
there into the grandest new country that has-ever been opened 
up in the history of this nation, and perhaps because through a 
misfortune—probably it will be so regarded on the other side of 
this House—the people. of Oklahoma have seen fit to vote the 
Republican ticket—you are going to stand here and say that the 
other three Territories which elect Democratic delegates shall 
be entitled to Statehood regardless of qualification or anything 
else, and that Oklahoma, because she is Republican, shall not 
be admitted. 

I do not deny that the other Territories are entitled to ad- 
mission to Statehood. But if you lived in my Territory and saw 
fifty or sixty carpet-baggers sent in there in defiance of the 
plank in your es which guaranteed us “home rule,” you 
would be standing here just as I am, and asking at the hands of 
Congress.relief from that yoke. You would ask that you und 

our hbors should be treated as you had been in the States 
om which you had come. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. MORAE], 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr FLYNN} com that his Territory has not been given 
representation on the Committee on Public Lands. I submit 
that with the record of this Congress and the action of that com- 
mittee toward the Territory of Oklahoma he is the last man whe 
ought to complain that his Territory has not been fairly treated. 
I do not believe that he has submitted to that committee a sol- 
itary measure demanded by his people which has not been fa- 
vorably reported or a substitute for it; and I believe that all his 
pronor aiora in one shape or another have been passed by the 

ouse, and most of them by both Houses. 

Mr. FLYNN. Allow mea word. I find no fault whatever 
with the Committee on Public Lands. I was referring to the 


1 from Ohio in his opposition to the motion which I 


ad made for additional representation, Let me say that nobody 


has treated the Territory of Oklahoma more fairly than the 
Speaker of this House and the gentleman who is now on the floor 


pee: MCRAE] representing the Committee on Public Lands. I 
ve no fault to find in that regard. But we are demanding 
statehood; that is what we are asking now. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will dismiss that matter 
with a single remark. The gentleman admits that he can not 
justly complain of any action of the Committee on Public Lands, 
nor of this Congress, so far as legislation isconcerned. He 
gotten all bis people haveasked for, although he has repeatedly 
assailed the, Democratic Administration. The Territory has 
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been Fg a as fairly by a Democratic Congress as if it was Dem- 
ocratic. 

Now, as to the statehood proposition. I hold in my hand his 
own pill for the admission of O lahoma, and it is entirely difer- 
ent from that reported by the Committee on Territories. It 

rovides for incorporating into the new State the Five Civilized 
ribes, still recognizing and preserving the Indian tribal gov- 
ernments. 

I know something of the Oklahoma people, and I say to this 
House that I do not believe that one-third of the people of Okla- 
homa, including Republicans, Democrats, and Populists, are in 
favor of the admission of Oklahoma until the future status of the 
Indian country as regards the General Government has been 
settled. I do not believe that the bill which has been reported 
to this House meets the approval of any political party in Okla- 
homa. All parties demand, if itcan be had, single statehood for 
Oklahoma and the Indian Territory. There is no man who will 
go further than myselfin promoting the interest and prosperity 
of that honest, courageous, patriotic body of citizens who in- 
habit that Territory. 

I do not believe that they want or need statehood until the 
Indian problem is finally settled. They are not now prepared 
for admission with the present lines; tey do desire and 
have asked for it with the Indian country, and they are entitled 
to this. Whenever they have made expression they have al- 
most with one voice declared a preference for single statehood, 
that is, statehood of the Territory of Oklahoma andithe Indian 
country. Now, Mr. Speaker, until the Dawes Commission has 
reported upon SDO PA to the Indians, or un- 
til Congress is ready to take hold of the question, asI am al- 
most certain it will do this at the next session of this Congress, 
no enabling act should be passed for the Territory of Oklahoma. 

When that has been done it can be made one of the greatest 
and grandest States in the Union. They have as many whites 
in the Indian country as in Oklahoma, and are as well egies 
for statehood. It is to the interest of all concerned to delay the 
consideration until it can all come in together upon equal terms. 
We can not safely take up the question of Statehood for the In- 
dian Territory until the Commission has made a report. But 
when that is done I shall insist upon single Statehood. 

I do not undertake to say whether the State will be Demo- 
cratic or Republican; but, without regard to that, I say when 
that time comes I will go as far as anyone in advocating the ad- 
mission of all that country as one State; but until that green 
spot is wiped from the map of the United States and the Indian 
governments prohibited the people of Oklahoma do not want 
admission and we do not want it. Let us, like patriotic legis- 
lators, like men who have the interest of Oklahoma and the 
whole country at heart, insist that the Indian problem shall be 
settled before we undertake to make a State out of Oklahoma, 
jesving as large a body of white people and as large an area of 
better land by its side unprovided for. I ask you, gentlemen, to 
remember that this can not be admitted into the Union except 
as a separate State. It can not be attached to another State 
without the consent of that State and if we dispose of Oklahoma 
now we must perpetuate the tribal governments of the Indians 
3 They are un-American, and can not stand much 
onger. 

ow, the gentleman from Oklahoma knows, his bill shows 
that he knew when he began, that his people wanted single State- 
hood, not dual Statehood. His people earnestly desire single 
Statehood; and when the proper time comes they will join one 
and all in support of such a proposition. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I want it understood here and in Oklahoma that this 
. Democratic Congress, if you please, is in favor of the proposi 
tion to make one State out of the two Territories, and thatit 
is not afraid to go to the people of Oklahoma upon the idea 
thatthe admission of Oklahoma shall be postponed until the 
uestion of single Statehood can be rationally and honestly con- 
dered. I believe that I can safely promise that this will be ac- 
complished at the next session. 
ere the hammer fell.] 
15 r. OUTHWAITE, Lask a vote on the adoption of the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. LACEY. I make the following motion, to recommit this 
resolution with instructions. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think a motion torecommit would not 
be in order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Recommit with instructions to provide also for the consideration of the 
bill to admit Oklahoma. 

= OUTHWAITE. I make the point of order against that 
motion. 


Mr. LACEY. What is the point of order? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This is a proposition to do indirectly 
what can not be done directly. The proposition of the gentle- 
pie is equivalent to an amendment which would not be in 
order 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to hear from the other 


side. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the rule brought in by the Com- 
mittee on Rulesis one fixing a certain order of business—provid- 
ing a certain order in which the House shall transact business 
fora von number of hours on this day. Now, the Committee 
on Rules may provide in that order that the morning hour shall 
first be dispensed with, or that the call of committees should be 
first dispensed with and that this bill should be taken up, and 
after its consideration other matters should then be taken up 


-and considered by the House during whe number of hours set apart 


by the committee in the rule which we are considering. 

Now, we go into the question of the admission of Territories. 
The rule deals with that question. Here are two Territories 
clamoring for admission; the question involved is the admission 
of the Territory of New Mexico, and the same rule therefore 
ought to provide, and may properly provide, that the debate 
upon both of these bills, one after the other, shall be permitted 
to run a given length of time, and that the vote should then be 
taken upon each separate bill. This House may be willing to 
vote for the admission of a Democratic State, provided equally 
fair treatment is accorded to this side of the House on the same 
question. 

This amendment or motion to recommit provides that action 
shall be taken on the admission of both the States, one with a 
population of 250,000 of that ancient civilization” the gentle- 
mun from Alabama referred to—the Aztec civilization—and the 
other with a population of 300,000 Anglo-Saxons, ready for ad- 
mission to State citizenship in the Territory of Oklahoma. I 
see no reason, therefore, why the two can not be considered 
during the same number of hours. The motion to recommit 
makes no other change in the order except to provide for the 
consideration of the admission of Oklahoma. The propositions 
are 2 the same character. They relate to the same subject- 
matter. 

Now, the Committee on Rules may bring in a resolution, and 
it is no unusual thing, providing for instance that the Army ap- 
propriation bill shall be considered for a given number of hours, 
and then a vote shall be taken upon the bill; and immediately 
following that, that the consideration of the Naval appropria- 
tion bill shall be entered upon, and that the vote shall be taken 
after a certain number of hours, the time for both bills being dis- 

sed of in one single rule. It is in the power of the House to 

o so, and it has been done in fixing the order of business over 
and over again on reports from the Committee on Rules pro- 
piang Ace the transaction of the public business. 

In the Fifty-first Congress, first session, page 2012, a rule was 
naoneg giving two days for the consideration of a number of 
public building bills, and thus giving time for a large number 
of the same class of bills in a single order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will observe that 
this rule does not deal with an order of business as suggested by the 
gentleman, such as it sometimes does, to wit, that certain days 
shall be devoted to the consideration of measures reported from 
one particular committee, and certain days devoted to the con- 
sideration of measures reported from another committee. Nor 
could it be regarded as dealing with the question of the assign- 
ment of time for the consideration of reports of committees. 
This rule specifically provides for the consideration of a particu- 
lar bill—for the admission of the Territory of New Mexico—pre- 
scribes the time that the bill may be considered by the House 
as in Committee of the Whole, and fixes the limit of time within 
which the vote shall be taken. 

Therefore the Chair does not think it would be in order to 
amend that rule to embrace the consideration of the Territor 
of Oklahoma, because it is a different subject-matter. If it 
would not be in order to amend the resolution by embracing 
that question, then it would not be in order to do the same 
thing by a motion to recommit, because that is but another 
method of amendment, and we can not do by indirection what 
the rules forbid to be done directly. 

Therefore the Chair thinks that the motion to recommit with 
instructions, suggested by the gentleman from Iowa, is not in 
order, and the question is on the adoption of the resolution re- 
ported from the Committee on Rules. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 353) to enable the people of New Mexico to form a constitution 
and State government, and to be admitted into the Union on an equal foot 
ing with the original States. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. This bill has been read to the 
House when previously considered, and I suppose it is not neces- 
mary to read it again. 

he SPEAKER. Under this order the bill is to be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole, under the five-min- 
ute rule, and general debate under that order is exhausted, so 
that the bill will be read by sections for amendment and discus- 
sion under the five-minute rule. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the inhabitants of all that part of the area of the 
United States now constituting the Territory of New Mexico, as at present 
described, may become the State of New Mexico, as hereinafter provided. 

Sec. 2. That all persons who shall Haye resided within the limits of said 

roposed State for sixty days, and are otherwise qualified by thelaws of said 

rritory to vote for representatives to the Legislative Assembly thereof, are 
hereby authorized to vote for and choose delegates to form a convention in 
said Territory; and the qualifications for delegates to such convention shall 
be such as by the laws of said Territory pee are required to ess to 
be eligible to the Legislative Assembly thereof; and the aforesaid delegates 
to form said convention shall be apportioned among the several counties 
within the limits of the proposed State in ope gehen to the population of 
each county by the census of 1890, exclusive of all Indians, upon a basis of 
one delegate for each two thousand inhabitants in each county, and one ad- 
ditional delegate for a fraction of over one thousand inhabitants therein, 
the same to be apportioned as follows: Bernalillo County, 9 delegates; Chaves 
County, 1 delegate; Colfax County, 3 delegates; Dona Ana County, 5 dele- 
gates; Eddy County, 1 delegate: Grant County, 5 delegates; Lincoln County, 
2 delegates; Mora County, ö delegates; Rio Arriba County, 6 delegates; San 
Juan County, 1 delegate; Union County, 1 delegate; San Miguel County, 12 
delegates; Santa Fe County,7 delegates; Sierra County, 2 delegates; Šo- 
corro County, 5 delegates; Taos County, 5 delegates, ani Valencia County, 
5 delegates; 75 delegates in all; and the governor of said . by 
roclamation order an election of the delegates aforesaid in said Territory, 
be held on the Tuesday after the first Monday in November, 1894, which 
prociamation shall be issued within ninety days after the passage of this 
act: and such election shall be conducted, the returns made, the result as- 
certained, and the certificates to 1 gg ny elected to such convention issued 
in the same manner as is prescri by the laws of the said Territory oy 
ulating elections therein for pees to Congress. All sons resident 
said proposed State, who are qualified voters of said tory, as herein pro- 
vided, shall be entitled to vote upon the election of delegates and upon the 
ratification or rejection of the constitution, under such rules and regula- 
tions as said convention may prescribe, not in conflict with this act. 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment to that sec- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OUTHWAITE). There are 
certain committee amendments to that section. According to 
the print of the bill as read, in line 21, page 2, there is an amend- 
ment, and also in line 23, just below it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the committee 
amendment in line 21, to insert the words Guadalupe County, 
two delegates,” be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Also in line 23 there is an 
amendment to strike out the word twelve“ and insert the 
word ' ten:“ soas to read: San Miguel County, ten delegates.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to amend line 29, page 2, by strike 
ing out the word“ first” and inserting the word“ third;” also 
in line 36, page 3, to amend by striking out the words ‘‘dele- 
gate to Congress” and inserting the words members of the 
Legislature.’ 

ow, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in support of these amend- 
ments, that this bill differs in this respect from either of the 
other bills reported for the admission of Territories as States 
into the Union. The election for delegates to the constitutional 
convention is called at the time of the regular election in No- 
vember. In my judgment this election ought to be held sepa- 
Heo from the annual election, into which partisan politics so 
largely enter. That would secure a better class of delegates to 
this convention and free it from the partisan politics which 
must largely dominate at that time. 

With reference to the second amendment, in line 36, on e 
3, let me say that I desire to make this bill conform to tike bills 
this House has passed hitherto, and make the regulations therein 
the same as for members of the Legislature, so thatthe returns 
shall be canvassed the same as in the case of members of the 
Legislature. Ican see noreason why this bill should differ from 
the bill for the admissionof Utah and the bill for the admission 
of Arizona, and other bills that wo have passed for the admis- 
sion of Territories to statehood. Certainly when you elect these 
delegates to your constitutional convention, the same machin- 
ery employed as in the case of the election of members of the 
Legislature ought to be employed. 

If it be desired to eliminate partisanship from the consider- 
ation of this bill, to bring the people of the Territory to a 
judgment upon the one question of their admission to the Union, 
and the formation of a constitution that they will approve, then 
certainly the same machinery should be employed that you em- 
ploy in the election of members of the Legislature. I knowof 
no good reason why these returns should 15 canvassed by the 
Secretary of State. 


For my own part, Mr. Speaker, I am not here concerned as to 
the future politics of New Mexico., I believe that the Republi- 
cans of that Territory are willing to take their chances with the 
Democrats in the future elections that may be held there. I 
understand that it is the unanimous sentiment of both political 
parties in the Territory of New Mexico that they should be 

romptly admitted to statehood. I read in this report, setting 
orth the advantages of New Mexico, that the people of that 
Territory are largely occupied in the sheep and cattle industries. 

If that be the case, I think if we can provide for the early ad- 
mission of New Mexico, that the Republicans do not need to 
hesitate about taking their chances with the Democrats of that 
Territory. So I desire here on this occasion to raise no parti- 
san question; and if we here on this side of the Chamber are 
mmg to eliminate that, I desire to know from the géntleman 
from New Mexico 218 JOSEPH] why he is not willing, in the 
construction of the bill, to eliminate that question also? 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, I will say for the information of 
the gentleman from Iowa] Mr. PERKINS] that all the citizens of 
New Mexico, irrespective of political parties, have been in favor 
of the immediate admission of that Territory into the Unionas 
a State; but during the session of the Thirtieth Territorial As- 
sembly that Assembly appointed a commission to audit and in- 
vestigate what is commonly known in New Mexico as the float- 
ing militia debt of that Territory, a militia debt which was 
largely incurred during the war of the rebellion, in defense of 
the Union. This investigation was promulgated for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining what the legal status of that debt was, pre- 
paratory to the admission of New Mexiéo into statehood. 

That commission, I am informed, reported, after due delibera- 
tion and investigation into the matter, that there were more of 
these militia warrants in circulation in the Territory of New 
Mexico than there were vouchers for them in the hands of the 
adjutant-general of the militia of that Territory. 

And it Is for that reason that every citizen and taxpayer in 
the Territory of New Mexico is now anxious for a 55 
of admission until New Mexico can have another opin tive as- 
sembly meet, and act, and upon a legal and fair basis fund this 
militia debt of the E 

The new State will not only assume but be called upon to pay 
this militia debt that the Territory has incurred; and it was for 
that reason that the Committee on Territories saw proper or 
deemed it proper to postpone the admission until New Mexico 
could have another legislative assembly, so as to fund this mili- 
tia debt upon a fair and equitable basis. Lask this House to 
sustain the action of the Committee on Territories, who have 

upon the question, on the reasons I have given. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to have the gentleman from 
New Mexico make some explanation of the change in this bill 
from that for the admission of Arizona and Utah in the matter 
I have pointed out on page 3, line 36. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Ihave tried to explain to the gentleman the 
motive of this postponement of admission. 

Mr. PERKINS. Itis not the matter of postponement that I 
speak of. If you will look at your bill you will see. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Where does the gentleman’s amendment come 


Mr. PERKINS. I movetostrike out Delegate to Congress” 
and insert in lieu thereof members of the Legislature.” 

a JOSEPH. Oh, I do not object to that. That is accept- 
able. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa was to strike out the word “first,” on page 2. 

Mr. PERKINS. My first amendment was to cause the elec- 
tion to be held at a time separate from your political election. 
Now, I am not particular as to what the time shall be. aiy 
date that the gentleman may name would be acceptable, but 
do not think that the elections ought to be held at the same 
time as the regular election. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Is it not better from the fact that at 
the time of the regular election you get a fuller expression of 
the people’s sentiment on the question. You get a fuller ex- 
pression from the voters. x 

Mr. PERKINS. I think, if the gentleman from Arizona will 
allow me, that the questions entering into that partisan election 
will largely control the action in this election of delegates to 
the constitutional convention; and therefore you will not get as 
high class or order of men in this constitutional convention as 
you would if the election were held at a separate date. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I think thatis going rather too far. 
ole say to my friend I do not think it would be shown to be 

e fact. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think that is the rule that has been fol- 
lowed. I think that was the rule with reference to the gentle- 
man's own Territory. 
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Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes, it was; and 
we had no chance ofa eral election. We 


t because 
adopted 
our constitution, and it would have been an unnecessary expense 


the Government and to the State. 

Mr. PER S. I think it has been the uniform rule of Con- 
gress to provide for these separate elections. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It may be the case; but it may not 
have been possible to have had it in all cases when there was to 
be a general election. 

Mr. PERKINS. That rule has been established for reasons I 
have now adduced by every Congress. I think there ought to 
be no departure in this case. Iam willing to co te with 
the gentleman from New Mexico in getting favorable action on 
this bill, but I think, in justice to those interests which Iin part 
myself represent, that these purely features of the bill 
should beeliminated. TLonlyask for all interests in New Mexicoan 
equal opportunity, and I desire when that constitutional conven- 
tion s be held that it may be representative of the very best 
sentiment of your Territory and secure the very best possi- 
ble results. I feel confident that the amendment that I pro- 
pose will conduce to that end. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] Now, lam 
not particular, as I have said, as to the date. The gentleman 
can name any date in lieu of that I hayo suggested. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Chairman, I say for the information 
of the gentleman that the committee saw proper to fix this date 
for the election of delegates to the constitutional convention, 
because on that dayithe secu of New Mexico will elect a Dele- 
paie to the Fifty-fourth Congress of the United States, and mem- 

rs tò the -first —— Assembly of the Territory 
of New Mexico; and itis thought that that would bring out a 
full expression of all the legal voters in that Territory, and the 
committee saw proper to have these delegates to this constitu- 
tional convention elected upon the same day that the Delegate 
and territorial officers are elected. And it is so much less ex- 
pensive, as my friend from Arizona suggests. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It costs as much to elect these dele- 
3 the constitutional convention as it does to hold a general 


Mr. GEAR. Are the voters in the Territory of New Mexico 
different in their interests from the voters in any other Territory 
in this country in the past? 

Mr. JOSEP I k not. 

Mr. GEAR. Then why do this committee bring in a bill here 
for the admission of New Mexico, violating the precedents in 
the cases of all the other Territories that have been admitted for 
fifty years t, the precedent of having a nonpartisan election 
for a constitutional convention? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There has Been no precedent such 
as the gentleman suggests. The gentleman can not find the 
caso of a Territory that has been admitted when the election 
for the constitutional convention came near the time for the 
general election that the elections were not held together. 

Mr. GEAR. The State that I in part represent had three or 
perhaps four different elections held at times different from the 
general election. 

. Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes, but they were at periods quite 
remote from the general election. I h that in the case of 
Arizona the election for the constitutional convention could be 
held at the same time as the general election, so that there 

ht be a full expression of the sentiment of the people, and 
tthe same time a saving of expense. It costs thirty or forty 
thousand dollars to hold one of these elections. 

Mr. GEAR. Well, $30,000 is of no account in a result which 
is to last for all remaining time. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I do not think the expression of the 
people's will is likely to be different on one day from what it is 
on another. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not it it can be concentrated on the question 
atissue; but if it can be scattered over the questions of the elec- 
tion of members of the Legislature and of a Representative in. 
Congress, and if there can bo trading back and forth, accompa- 
nied. by indifference as to the character of the delegates to the 
constitutional convention, it may make a great difference. ` 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But the two parties hold their con- 
ventions to nominate candidates, and does not the gentleman 
think that when it comes to the great question of a constitu- 
tional convention the personnel of the delegates will be care- 
fully looked after by each party, and that they will select the 
8 men they have in the Territory to act in that capacity, 
so that whichever party succeeds in the election there will at 
least be a good representation in that convention? 

Mr. PERKINS. This bill draws the partisan line very taut. 
If the delegates alone were to be chosen at the election, Popu- 
lists and Republicans, in a measure, might vote for Democrats, 
and Democratsand Populistsmight in 8 ast yote for Republicans, 
but when you place the election on this partisan basis there is 


both 
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no rtunity for a fair ession of ular i 
> 3 0 expr pop opinion in the 


tes. 
Mr. SMIT e EE Oh, the gentleman does not know 
th le of that part of the country. 
© SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is exhausted. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. 
The oo 8 taken, the amendment was rejected. 
ERKINS. I understood the gentleman from New Mex- 
ico to accept my second amendment. 


Mr. JOSEP. The amendment on line 36; yes, I have ac- 
cepted that. 
e SPEAKER pro ore. In the absence of objection the 
amendment will be agr to. 


The Clerk read the last paragraph of section 3, as follows: 


eee 8 mad ade for the establishment and main- 
of public schoo! ch shall be open to all th 
of said State and free from sectarian control. R 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by in- 
serting, on page 5, in line 52, after the word ‘‘control,” the fol- 
lowing: “And in all of which public schools the English lan- 
guage shall be taught.” 

Mr. S er, I believe that in the consideration of this bill 
in the ty-first Congress the Delegate from New Mexico ac- 
cepted the amendment which was offered by me at that time. 
From this testimony then taken before the Committee on Terri- 
tories, it appeared that in many of the public schools of New 
Mexico only the Spanish language was taught, and that there 
was quite a number of the schools in which the English lan- 
guage was not taught at all. If the Delegate remembers, I of- 
fered this amendment to the bill in the Committee on Territo- 
ries and it was accepted by him, and I presume that it will not 
be objected to now. 

If the Territory is to be admitted as a State of the Union, and 
I hope it may be, we certainly should have in every public school 
in that State the English language taught. Many of the citi- 
zens of the present Territory do not speak English, and in a 
large percentage of their schools the English lang is not 
taught. Now, if the Congress of the United States is £ vote to 
admit the Territory as a State among the States of this Union 
we certainly ought to provide that in all of the public schools 
there the English language shall be taught. Iam satisfied that- 
the German, the French, the Spanish, or any other language 
may be taught in the schools, but I am especially anxious, and 
I believe the people of this country are, that in this and in all 
of the States the English language shall be taught in all the 

ublic schools. I hope the amendment will be accepted by the 

legate from New Mexico. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois, I will say that I did at one time consent to have that 
provision inserted in this bill, but that was seven or eight years 
ago, when we had not yet established in New Mexico what is 
called the American public school system. We have that sys- 
tem there to-day, and I say now that in New Mexico we have as 
good a public school system as there is in any State or Terri- 
tory in the Union, and that the English language is taught in 
every public school within the Territory. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. It was not so at the time I speak of, 
and if it is now taught in all the schools of your 8 where 
is the objection to the adoption of the amendment which I have 
offered? It does not take from you any of the privileges you 
now have; it does not prohibit nor prevent you from teaching 
any and all languages in your schools which you may desire to 
have taught there, but simply roques thatin all of your schools 
the English language must be taught as one of the branches of 
education. Whero is the American citizen who will object to 
this reasonable provision? 

Mr. JOSEPH. No, English was not then taught in all the 
schools, although it was taught in most of them. ‘There were, 
however, schools in the rural districts where it was not taught, 
but to-day, by the report of the superintendent of public in- 
struction of New Mexico, which I have copied into the report 
on this bill, it will be seen that in the 619 public schools in the 
Territory of New Mexico the only language that is taught is 
the English uage, and that by authority of existing law. 
The only Spanish book that is permitted to be used in our 


schools is a Spanish and English primer. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. If the English language is taught 
now in all your public schools, is there any objection to insert- 
ing a provision in this bill that the English language must be 
taught in all those schools, but not prohibiting the teaching of 
any other uage? 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to that provision 
in itself; but if the people of New Mexico are to be proscribed 
and discriminated tin this way, they will not enter this 
Union on an equal footing with the people of the other States, 
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and for that reason I shall insist that the rights of the American 
citizens of New Mexico shall be chy) ial 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Do you decline to accept the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. JOSEPH. I decline to accept it. 2 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Then you will have to have a quo- 
rum to our bill. 

Mr. HOP S of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentle- 
man from New Mexico will notobject tosoreasonable an amend- 
ment as this. It does not prohibit the teaching of the Spanish 
or any other language in the public schools if the Legislature 
chooses to provide for it. All the amendment does is to pro- 
vide that the English language shall be taught. Now, it seems 
to me that the gentleman is standing in his own light and re- 
flecting upon the intelligence and character of the citizens of 
his Territory in objecting to so reasonable, so just. so 1 55 85 
an amendment as that which has been offered by my colleague. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Thatrestriction has never been inserted in the 
ap for the admission of other Territories, and for that reason 

object. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Granting for argument'ssake that 
it has not been inserted in any other bill in the history of the 
legislation respecting the admission of Territories, this is the 
first Territory where the Spanish e was taught in its 
schools and was the prevailing language of the Territory that 
has ever asked for admission into the Union as a State. 

Mr. JOSEPH. The gentleman is mistaken. California, 
Texas, Colorado were in the samesituation. Their people spoke 


Spanish. 

Mir. HOPKINS of Illinois. But they taught English in their 
schools, and more people of those Territories could speak the 
5 language than any other language. 

r. NEIL of Massachusetts. So they do now in the six 
hundred and ninety public schools in New Mexico. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It seems tome that the gentleman 
from New Mexico is standing in his own light and in the way 
of the interests of his constituents when he objects to an amend- 
ment of this character. Does the gentleman upon reflection still 
insist up his objection? 

Mr. JOSEPH. Ido, most emphatically. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. ell, T trust that there is patriot- 
ism enough in the Democratic ty in this House to decline to 
admit New Mexico into the Union as a- State unless so just and 
so proper an amendment as this be adopted. As my colleague 
[Mr. SMITE of Illinois] has stated, when the bill for the admis- 
sion of this Territory was before the committee in the last Con- 

ess, the Delegate from New Mexico admitted that in many of 

e schools English was not taught. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. In a majority of them. 

Mr. BROWN. May I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HOPKINS] a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Les, sir. 

Mr. BROWN. I will ask the gentleman if it is not right and 
proper that where a State maintains its own public schools 
and makes all the provision that is made for their support, it 
ought to have exclusive jurisdiction of what is taught in those 
schools? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. No, sir; I deny that proposition 
under the circumstances of this case. Isay that when any sec- 
tion of the country that is governed by Territorial laws seeks 
admission into the sisterhood of States, regulations should be 
prescribed which will make that Siti | & Hc of the Re- 
public a credit and nota disgrace. The English language is 
the language of our common country. Upon the use of that 
language, in my judgment, depends largely the perpetuity of 
our Union, and to admit a Territory like New Mexico as aState 
and permit her to provide by laws or reguiations that the Eng- 
lish language shall not be taught in her schools is a disgrace 
to the American nation. 
ee poe of Massachusetts. There is no such provision in 

© . 


Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I earnestly hope that the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill willacceptthisamendment. It isa well- 
known fact, I believe, and one which can not be disputed, that 
70 per cent of the population of New Mexico are either Spanish 
or of Indian descent; that the laws there are published in alter- 
nate columns of English and Spanish; that the instructions of the 
courts to the juries are in English and interpreted into Spanish; 
that the arguments of the counsel to the jury are interpreted 


into Spanish from the English. And it seems to me it is only a 
proper precaution when these people come here and ask State- 
hood in the American Union to require that their children shall 
be taught the language of the United States, the language that 
we have been taught. 

I want to say here and now, that while I advocate the admis- 
sion of this Territory and stand prepared by lettersfrom my per- 
sonal friends out in that country to vote for this bill, I nevercan 
and never will vote for it unless the English ecan be. 
taught in the common schools of that country by law. 

r. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. It is taught there now. 

Mr. GEAR. It is no argument to say that this bill with such 
an amendment would differ from former Territorial bills. There 
have been no gorrorponding orsimilarconditions heretofore. No 
Territory has ever mitted into the Union with 70 or 80 
Euglih of its population who do not understand and speak the 

lish language; and under these circumstances no Territory 
should be, or by my vote can be, admitted without such a require- 
ment as this amendment proposes, 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Does not the gentleman know that 
the English language is now taught in every public school in 
the Territory of New Mexico? 

Mr. GEAR. I will take that for granted. I will accept the 
statement of the Committee on Territories’ and the Delegate 
from New Mexico on that question. But we have a right, and 
not merely a right, but it is a trust confided to us, to see that 
the children of that Territory are educated in the language of 
the Government under which they live. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I am disposed to 
criticise very severely the statement of-the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. GEAR] that we have a right or that it is our duty to 
interfere in the domestic affairs of the people of a State 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman's position may doubtless be true 
from his standpoint, but this is not a State; this is award of the 
Government. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am not at all surprised atthe 
gentleman’s views. The party to which the gentleman belongs, 
and of which he is a very disti hed member, has always 
evinced a disposition to interfere with everyt in the States, 
to enter into the domestic affairs of States, and control State 
governments as far as it is possible for them to do so. 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman standing right there in his place 
denied the right of the Territory of Oklahoma to cast a vote on 
the location of a county seat. I do not wonder that he is now 
advocating this kind of a policy. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I took exactly the contrary 
position; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. You refused to 
concur in an amendment which proposed to give the people of 
Oklahoma that right. 

Mr. WHEE of Alabama. No, the gentleman is mistaken. 
I took the position that should not pass a law regulat- 
ing the time or manner of elections in Oklahoma. I contended 
that the Legislature of that Territory was the proper tribunal 
to attend to such matters. I stood on the same principle on 
that matter that I stand on here now. 

Mr. GEAR. My friend will permit me a single remark. He 
is to-day chairman on the part of the House of a committee of 
conference on a bill pending between the two Houses; and he is 
standing out against a Senate amendment to that bill giving 
the people of the Territory of Oklahoma the right to locate 
their own county seat by an election. 

Mr. W. Rof Alabama. I have stood here successfully 
opposing the gentleman from Iowa and his party associates who 
sought to violate State rights by having Congress enact laws to 
regulate purely localaffairs in the Territory of Oklahoma, which 
should be left to the Legislature of Oklahoma. 

The action of the gentleman in regard to the Oklahoma case 
I regard as very high-handed. 

The law as enacted by the people of Oklahoma provided that 
there should be no election for five years for changing county 
sites, and now in the interest of a great railroad corporation a 
p re en into Congress which seeks to override the action 
of the people. 

The contention of myself and Democratic friends is that this 
matter should be left to the Legislature of Oklahoma. 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman makes this one mistake: A Ter- 
ritory is not a State clothed with sovereign power to deter- 
mine all questions concerning its own domestic affairs;” it is a 
ward of the Government; and we are legislating for it. When 
the State is admitted it can attend tb all its own matters; but in 
the present position of the case we have the right to make con- 
ditions precedent to its admission. 
ees j HEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, who is entitled 

e floor. 
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The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. 8 is entitled to the floor. 


` The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. WHEE of Alabama. But the gentleman from Iowa 
has seized it. [Laughter.] Linsistthat the principles for which 
I contended upon the town-site bill were exactly the same as those 
I contend for here—that Territories shall regulate their domes- 
tic concerns. 

I insist that the people of New Mexico shall have the same 

rivilege that Panos Vike exercises in allowing the German 
8 to be taught and not prohibited; that the people of 
Wisconsin exercise in allowing the Norwegian language to be 
taught and not prohibited; that the people of Louisiana exer- 
cise in allowing the French language to be taught and not pro- 
hibited; that the people of Colorado and California exercise in 
allowing the Spanish language to be taught and not prohibited. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman will allow me to 
say right there that thisamendment does not prohibit the teach- 
ing of the Spanish language in the public schools of New Mex- 
ico; but it does require that the English language shall be 


taught. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. You propose to invade a State 
and direct what the people shall teach in theirschools. Such 
legislation by Congress is obnoxious. It is establishing a dan- 
3 precedent system. I say let that matter be arranged - 
ike any other domestic question. 

The fact that this legislation is obnoxious to the people of New 
Mexico ought to control our action in this matter. 

The Democratic party has sought to prepare a bill for the ad- 
mission of New Mexico so that it will be satisfactory and pleas- 
ing to the good people of that Territory. 

1 from a recent work on New Mexico: 
une New Mexicans of Spanish decent are among the most honest-dealing 
po le of the world. They have not to be sued for a debt, but will pay it to 
he cent either in money or service. 

And as I have been in the Territory I s from personal 
knowledge in my assertion that the people of New Mexico, 
whether of Spanish or American descent, compare most favora- 
bly with the people of any Territories we have admitted. They 
are ple of intelligence, pluck, endurance, and progressive 
spirit, and I am in favor of leaving this matter entirely to their 


judgment. ; 

r. PERKINS. What is this entire act? Why do you come 
here with an enabling act, if the whole business in regard to 
questions of this kind is to be turned over to New Mexico? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We propose simply to admit 
these people as a State, and let them arrange their own domes- 
tic concerns, 

ANCIENT CIVILIZATION OF NEW MEXICO. 


When New York City was a forest inhabited by wild beasts, 
when Boston was a barren waste, and Philadelphia was unknown, 
there was a high civilization in that t of our common coun- 
try known as New Mexico. A high order of architecture, paint- 
ing, music, and arts of all kinds flourished. Of the territory 
acquired from France in 1803, of Spain in 1819, and of Mexico in 
188, the country comprised within the limits of what is now 
New Mexico was by far the most advanced in all that is called 
modern civilization. 

From the less civilized country surrounding this territory we 
have carved out States, each of which, at the date of admission, 
had less than half the population of the Territory which this 
bill abe tee to admit into the sisterhood of States. From the 
ori boundaries of New Mexico, as it was acquired in 1846, 
we have cut off and created the States of California, Nevada, 
Colorado, and, so far as this House is concerned, we have also 
formed and admitted Arizona and Utah. 

As many members seem to be misinformed as regards the civi- 
lization and history of New Mexico, I beg to give some facts in 
regard to this interesting subject. 


NEW MEXICO THREE HUNDRED AND SIXTY YEARS AGO, 


In 1527 De Narvaez was sent out to conquer and colonize 
the mainland of Florida and subject it to the crown of Spain. 
His expedition was unfortunate, and becoming dismembered 
achieved nothing of importance. The treasurer of the expedi- 
tion, Cabeza de Vaca, was shipwrecked on the coast, captured 
by the Indians, and worked his way westward from tribe to tribe 
in the capacity of a slave. 
~ When in the neighborhood of the Mississippi he met with 
three of his comrades in arms who had also been wrecked, and 
they became the companiofis of his journeys and adventures, of 
which he afterwards made areport to his soverei His knowl- 
edge of medicine and surgery soon earned for a great repu- 
tation among the savages and his amiable character soon won 
their affection, 


CABEZA DE VACA IN NEW MEXICO, 


He found the Indians of New Mexico a peaceful and hospitable 
poeple. Prince, in his history of New Mexico, quoting from de 

aca’s report, says: 

The land of plenty when reached was one where the natives had perma- 
nent structures for houses. Through this good land they traveled, Ending 
everywhere settled habitations and plenty of cornand beans. The people 
gave them cotton shawls, better than those of New Spain, man beads and 
Kase, corals found on the South Sea, and fine turquoises that came from 

They 8 de Vaca with some valuable emeralds which 
they said were brought from some lofty mountains toward the 
north, where there were populous towns and very large houses. 
Indeed, the architecture of some of the cities was such as to ex- 
cite the wonder and admiration of the European. In some of 
the large settlements there were communal houses built around 
a large open square into which . They were several 
stories high and of solid masonry that could withstand the wear 
and tear of ages. 

Then there were the cliff cities, built upon the faces of sheer 
precipices and invulnerable to the attacks of enemies. The 
architecture of these strange dwelling places is unique and won- 
derful, and the'secrets of their construction are buried with the 
ancient tribes who built them. 


AZTECS AND NEW MEXICAN CIVILIZATION. 


There has been much discussion as to the origin and history 
of the early inhabitants. Bancroft does not admit that they 
were identical with the ancient Aztecs, but he says, page 4 of 
his History of New Mexico: 

It is aise still the custom of most writers to refer to the ruins and relics 


of this on as undoubtedly of Aztec origin, and to adopt more or less 
fully the theory that the ancestors of the Pueblo tribes were Aztecs. 


And in a footnote, same page, he quotes from his Native 
s: 


I do not mean to express a decided opinion that the Aztecs were not, some 
hundreds or thousands of centuries ox even at a somewhat less remote 
period, identical with the natives of New Mexico, for I have great faith in 
5 power of time and environment to work unlimited changes in peo- 

History speaks of the Aztecs as a proud, noble-hearted, am- 
bitious race. At the time of the Spanish conquest they were 
in an advanced s of civilization. Arts and industries wera 
encouraged, and faithfulness and patriotism were common qual- 
ities among them. Their heroes compare favorably with those 
of any nation at any time, and Guatemozin, the last Aztec king, 
far surpassed any who have succeeded him in Mexico, both in 
patriotism and pores & of heart and purpose. 

There is no doubt they degenerated, but nevertheless when 
Columbus discovered America there was as much civilization in 
New Mexico as was found in many localities in Europe during 
the Dark Ages. : 

As de Vaca and his companions proms forward they heard 
rumors of the passage of a maurauding band of Spaniards, and 
seven years from the date of leaving Spain they met a body of 
their own countrymen under the command of Diego de Alcaraz. 
These men had abused and pillaged the peaceful inhabitants, 
who in may places had entirely abandoned their homes and 
ceased to cultivate the ground. 

Da Vaca says that everywhere he went he tried to restore 
peace and that he left the natives happily e ed in their usual 
occupations. Proceeding to Sonora, in Mexico, he obtained 
transportation to the City of Mexico, where he made a report to 
the viceroy, and was then sent on to Spain. His name has 
ever been revered in New Mexico as the kindly, generous- 
hearted Christian who practiced faithfully the teachings of the 
golden rule. 

FRIAR MARCUS IN NEW MEXICO. 


Da Vaca finds a rival for the title of discoverer of New Mexico 
in the person of Friar Marcus, who first visited the Zuni Pueblos 
in 1539, but as this missionary was accompanied by Estavanico, 
the negro guide and interpreter of Da Vaca, it is probable he 
followed in the path of the latter. The Indians gave him a warm 
welcome and at every place brought him food and ornaments, 
and everywhere he endeavored to conciliate them. He then 
sent the negro ahead of him and arranged a code of signals be- 
tween them. 

The negro was taken prisoner by the governor of Cibola and 
put to death, and the Friar returned without having accom- 
plished much, but bringing back fabulous stories he had heard 
of the great and populous cities in the interior. The followin 
year he returned accompanied by Coronado with two hundre 
and fifty men at arms and occupied the city of Cibola. He did 
not make a permanent settlement, but returned, leaving three 
priests to convert the savages. These priests, though liked by 
the young peopie, were hated by the old people, and were by 
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them put to death. A similar fate overtook three zealous Fran- 
ciscans who undertook to evangelize these savages. 
DON JUAN DE ONATE IN NEW MEXICO. 

In 1597 Don Juan de Onate entered New Mexico with 700 sol- 
diers and 130 families for colonization, and was 1 in 
overcoming the natives and establishing colonies. The Indians 
were impressed as {slaves to work in the mines, until, maddened, 
by the oppressions of their masters, they revolted and expelled 
the Spaniards in 1680, retaining possession of the country until 
1692. 

In this year De had, od was appointed governor and recon- 
quered the province. m his e to the beginning of the 
present century there were twenty-four governors in Santa Fe. 

THE BRAVEST AND MOST HARDY SUBJECTS OF NEW SPAIN, 

In 1806 Lieut. Zebulon Montgomery Pike entered New Mex- 
ico. He speaks of the New Mexicans as the bravest and most 
hardy subjects of New Spain.” He adds: 
eir isolated and remote situation causes them to exhibitina A 


the heaven-like qualities of hospitality and kindness, in whic 
pa to endeavor to faan the injunction of the Scripture which enjoins 
to feed the h , Clothe the naked, and give comfort to the oppressed of 


t; and I shall always take pleasure in expressing my titude for their 


noble reception of myself and the men under my comman 
IN 1882 NEW MEXICO A DEPOT OF TRADE. 

The road from St. Louis to Santa Fe was traveled occasionally 
early in this century, but was not permanently open until 1822, 
when Santa Fe commenced to figure as the great depot of 
Western trade. 

In 1837 the New Mexicans rebelled against the selection ofa 
colonel in the Mexican army for their gore, and insisted 
upon their right to a native governor. Perez was defeated and 
executed, and was succeeded by Gonzales, a Pueblo Indian, who 
was in turn superceded by Armijo, who proved to be their last 
Mexican governor. 

It is surprising that New Mexico has maintained the enter- 
prise and progress which we see there to-day, when we consider 
the ill treatment and bad faith these people have experienced 
at the hands of the Government of the United States. 

From 1545 to 1821 New Mexico was one of the provinces of 
Mexico, with rights and representation inall respects equal and 
ee to any of the provincesof Mexico, or any of the provinces 
ol S Í 

B A SOVEREIGN STATE OF MEXICO FROM 1821 TO 1846. 

From 1821 to the date of its cession tothe United States it was 
a state of the Republic of Mexico, with representation in 
the Mexican Congress the same as all the other states of 
Mexico. r 

After the declaration of war between the United States and 
Mexico, and while Taylor was victoriously following up the 
enemy in the south, Col. Kearny was sent from Fort Leaven- 
worth to New Mexico toaccomplishits conquest. Hedispatched 
Capt. Cook as an ambassador to treat with Governor Armijo at 
Santa Fe. 

Meanwhile Kearny received his commission of brigadier 
general, and at the same time private instructions from theSec- 
retary of War authorizing him to offer to these people the friend- 
ship and protection of the United States, and in case of their 
wishing to become a part of our Government, prompt admission 
to the privileges of statehood. This he actually did in his ad- 
dresses to the people at Las Vegas and other places. 

Armijo determined to make a stand t the invaders and 
took up a strong position of defense, but his army gradually 
melted away before the advance of the United States army, not 
because the people lacked the courage to resist, but because 
they were not in sympathy with Mexico and were friendly to 
the Government of the United States. Thus the government 
of New Mexico was transferred from Armijo to Gen. Kearny 
without bloodshed or violence. This took place August 19, 


1846. 
STATEHOOD PROMISED TO NEW MEXICO. 


Bancroft, in his History of New Mexico, page 417, says that— 


Gen. Kearny made an address to the people in the plaza, giving them 
assurances of full protection as subjects of the United States.“ 


As stated by Prince,in his History, page 302, Kearny used 
these words: 


I do hereby prociaim my intention to establish in the department a 
oon government, on a republican basis, similar to those of our own 
tates. 


Thereupon all the officers of the Mexican Government then 
resent took the oath of aeriana to the Government of the 
nited States, and the American flag was unfurled above the 


oye 
ncroft, pages 417 and 418, says: 


Three days later Kearny’s position was fully explained ‘ormal 
proclama . 7 * 


XVVI— 433 


The proclamation, dated August 22, 1846 (I read from Ban- 
croft, page 418), says: 

It is the wish and intention of the United States to vide for New 
Mexico a free government, with the least possible delay, ar to those in 
the United States. ; 

or true that Gen. Kearny’s proclamation also contained these 
words: 


The people of New Mexico will then be called upon to exercise the righ 
ot freemen in electing their own . the Territorial Lak. 


lature. 
But the people fully understood that their position in relation 
to the United States was to be fully equal in dignity to that they 


had so long occupied in the Mexican Republic, and this was 
made more manifest by this expression in Gen. Kearny’s procla- 
mation: 

The undersigned he: vi o t h d 
of New Meni 5 “allegiauve to the Republic of fey ane 
hereby claims them as citizens of the United States. 

These promises were certainly sufficient to entitle the people 
of New Mexico to immediate statehood; but to make the case 
stronger the treaty of peace by which New Mexico became part 
of the United States gave an additional pledge of the same 
character. 

Article IX of this treaty, dated February 2, 1848, and officially 
promulgated July 4, 1848, was in these words: 

Mexicans who, in the Territories aforesaid, shall not preserve the character 
of citizens of the Mexican Republic, conformably with what is stipulated in 
the preceding article, shall be incorporated into the Union of the United 
States, and be admitted at the proper time (to be judged of by the Congress 
of the United States) to the eoloy ment of all the rights of citizens of the 
United States, according to the principles of the Constitution. * * * 

The people, relying on this promise from the Government 
which they regarded as the greatest and most honorable in the 
world, immediately proceeded to hold a convention and adopt a 
constitution which was submitted to the people, who almost 
unanimously adopted it. In June, 1850, they elected a Congress- 
man, and in July they elected two United States Senators. s 

The Senators and Representatives proceeded to Washington 
and to their surprise were refused admission. Congress, how- 
ever, d an organic law declaring New Mexico a Territory 
and admitted a Territorial delegate as her representative. 

STATEHOOD DEMANDED FOR FORTY SIX YEARS. 

From that time the demands that this great Governmentshould 
redeem its promises to the people of New Mexico have been un- 
ceasing. More than half the Legislatures of the Territory 
Bee. petitioned Congress for admission to the sisterhood of 

8. 

In 1871 the Legislature passed a law authorizing the assembling 
of a constitutional convention, which prepared and submitted a 
broad and liberal constitution. At the election following more 
than 20,000 votes were cast for the Delegate to Congress, and 
only between 3,000 and 4,000 were cast against the constitution. 
Notwithstanding this, Congress adjourned without taking favor- 
able action. 

On Nay 21,1874, House bill 2418, for admission of New Mexico, 
was acted upon in the House; 160 votes were cast for it and onl: 
54 against it. The bill was slightly amended in the Senate an 
on February 24, 1875, the b that bodys 32 Senators 
yoted for it, and there were but 11 votes against it. 

On March 3, 1875, a motion was made to suspend the rules 
and the bill as amended by the Senate. There was154 votes 
for the bill and 87 against it, a few less than a two-thirds vote, 
and it therefore failed. 3 

In the Forty-fourth Congress a bill to admit New Mexico 
passed the Senate by an overwhelming majority, but failed in 
the House. Bills to admit New Mexico were introduced into 
the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, For- 
p fae Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Congress, and the Fifty-second 

Jongress by a vote of 177 to 3 passed an enabling act, but it was 
not voted on in the Senate. 

Itis singular that one of the arguments against admitting 
New Mexico in 1850 was, the people were too far advanced in some 
of their views. 

In the Forty-fourth Congress the bill was opposed by some 
upon the ground that the people were not sufficiently American, 
and in the Fifty-first Congress the Republican party op 
the admission of New Mexico for no reason, so far as I gould oh- 
serve, except that they feared that the new State would be 
Democratic. 

This unjust action is emphasized from the fact that New 
Mexico has now more population than was possessed by any of 
our Territories, with one exception, at the census immediately 
preceding their admission into the Union as States. In order 
that this may be fully understood, Ihave prepared the following 
tania which gives very full information on this subject. It is 
as follows: 


‘ 
g 
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*Including all éxcept whites. 


New Mexico has area of 122,580 square 5 which is] Mr. GEAR. I 
e than any Stats that ever admitted e pt Texasand Mr. JOSEPH. 
fe 


MINERAL RESOURCES OF NEW MEXICO. 

Iwould like toexplain to the House the vast resources and 
wealth of New Mexico, but will only state that precious and 
useful minerals abound, and that commoner us stone are 
plentiful, Coal is found in every county, but is exceptionally 


abundant in the two northern tiers. In variety it runs from 
anthracite to bituminous; from the gliste k to the 
brown lignite. The deposits now being wor ow 80 per cent 


of fixed carbon and only 5 per cent of ash. 
That gold and silver abounds in this Territory has been known 


to the world for hundreds of 8 
Mr. GEAR. The State I Iive in permits the German to be 
taught in the public schools, but it req the English to be 
taught. 
r. HOPKINS of IIlinois. That is also the case in Illinois. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mis i. If you can fequire a language 


to be taught, then you can pr t another from being taught, 


I suppose. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
e L 
r. JOSEP reco 
Mr. BOATNER. I 
extended. 


The SPEA pro 
gentleman from New 


ve that the time of the gentleman be 


ve. The Chair has recognized the 
exicd [Mr. JOSEPH]. se 


Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, egestas from Iowa [Mr. 
GEAR] made a statemént tó the a few moments that 
Ican not afford to let go to the country uh . He has 


stated here that from 70 to 80 per cent of the people of the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico do not speak or write the English lan- 
guage. That, Mr. Speaker, is not the fact. I wish to state here 
now in the presence of pia House that we have in New Mexico 
over 200,000 people, and that only about 50 per cent of them are 
Spanish-Americans, and that 75 per cent of that 100, 000 Spanish- 
Americans not only speak but write the English 3 

For the gentleman, therefore, to make a statement here that 
70 or 80 per cent of the 200,000 people in that Territory are un- 
able to speak the gah language, would be a slander on the 
8 hundred thousand Americans who have recently set- 

ed in that fair Territory. 

The gentleman Hy stated that all of our records of the 
courts are kept in the language The gentleman has 
been misinformed as to that. If he been informed that that 

the case, his informant was mistaken. All of the records of all 
© courts, down to the coupe, courts and the justices of the 

languag: 


peace even, are required to be kept in the English e. 
Mr. GEAR. That is th stabia, 
Mr. JOSEPH. d such slanders can only come from le 
who never visited New Mexico and know nothing of the ¢ondi- 
tion of affairs there. 


ive PARA ir CODERS JES Population by following census. 


White. Colored.* 


85, 154 271 85,425 | 153,908 557| 154, 465 
$1,188] 12,844 73,667 | 179, 41,082] 299.885 
31.81 3,778 35, 691 91. 13,893 | 105, 602 
g 45, 228, 861 1.880 230,760 
811 42, 70. 73, 79,540 | 182,628 
298 24,188] 145, 630| 146.888 
zouj n] ms Si] Ba) an 
11, 781 12,292 53, 1.852 1 
227 128. 11.500 1,192] 288. 
Bb, 10, 68, 114. 25, 140, 
25,674 4.717 30, 71,174 20, : 
81, 46 293 81, 211,550 707 212, 267 
27,943 26, 534 54,477 KE 40,242 21 55 
42,924 43,112] 191,881 8283 122.84 
20.7 30,045 | 304,758 635 | 305,391 
91, 101,57 329, 177 | 4,083 | 327,203 
6, 39 6,077 | 169,895. 180,654 
13, 207 13, 204 Be, 160 138 52, 
109, 390 #27 | 107,017] 346,877 17,1 903, 485 
AT RAG SAT ACIS, (MOAT OSE POET 5 17,980} 442,013 
6, 25 6,857 3,959 810 
25 82 28,778 122.11 750 906 
t 450 89,077 | 101,138 2,435 194, 837 
38, 004 815 26, 182) 123 373| 18% 
97058 11,21 98, 208- 327, 200 1,518} 328,808 
ais 2285 2 610 of 2 2,510 
19.457 1 5 20.780 59,275 1,425 30.200 
tEstimated. 


the gentleman’s pardon, Ihave been there. 
ers such as these, have been made 


over and over again in former Congresses to destroy the good 
reputation of the le of that Territory and dela pe time 
of its admission into the Union. The newspapers cg the East 


have also enlisted in the cause for the purpose of defeating the 
admission of the Territory into the Union, for fear, I presume, 
that the representation from that Territory will be opposed to 
some of the Sopanen which has been so strongly favored by 
the people of the East. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the gentleman zaa for an interruption? 

Mr. JOSEPH. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. GEAR. Does not the gentleman from New Mexico know 
that the law of government requires the statutes and the pro- 
ceedings of the courts to be published in the English language? 
Does not the 3 know that to convey the information to 
juries, as set forth in the evidence, that the testimony and the 
charge to the juries must be translated? 

Does not the gentleman know that even in your ballots you have 
the two languages, ung et ene ballitia” and “una demg- 
cratica ballita,” in your elections for the benefit ot those people 
pe do not speak the English e? And if I overstated 


e perce of the population who do not speak the English 
language Í wil take Re Pack; but from personal knowl 1 
8 © 


that about three-fourths of the tion do not 
ee ng I have a number of friends out who have 
ritten t6 me upon this very question, and I wish to state that 
Iam friendly to the admission of the Territory and am prepared 
to vote for the bill under proper conditions. I have letters re- 
ceived from friends there within the t twenty-four hours 
me to 3 vote for this bill. Ifeel an interest in 
the Territory Iam glad to vote for its admission in a prop- 
erly 8 bill. 

Mr. JOSEPH, Well, for the information of the gentleman 
from Towa, it is true as he states that interpreters are appointed 
for the district courts and for the bere and also for the on 
lative Assemblies. This was done in 1846, because at that time 
—- entire tion spoke only the npma lan 8 

at custom which was then ugurated still prevails in the 
Territory, because it was a custom and not because it is really 
Mr. ate 


N. The same things happen in my State. 
. GEARY. In California also. 

r. J OET Exactly the same condition prevails in other 
States—in California and Texas, and wherever there is a large 
of S Americans. No such provision as 
seeks to in in this bill was ever placed 
any other bill of these States; and I want to 
protect the people of my Territory from being proscribed by 
such a condition as this. I want them to be protected within 

their constitutional limits. 
9 — F pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 

expired. 


1894. 
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Mr. Imove to strike out 
It 


~ BOATNER. we yu word. 
uts to me, Mr. Speakér, that the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mt Cx endment ars takin 


5 on themselves Py sooking to provide 
trou u e ves provide 

tan evil which in all human probka Bagy never-occur. 
rnd represent in part a State which at the time of its ad- 


into the Union was inhabited very largely by people 
osè mother tongue was the French language. Inmany parts 
of that State the French tongue was spoken exclusively. A 
it many of the le did not understand a word of English. 
spoke the French language habitually in their families. 
They were a large majority of the voters of the State,and for 
aoe ears controlled the State government. There was no 
mre, Bp of this sort in the act admitting Louisiana into the 
‘Union, and yet among the first.acts ee by the Legislature 
after the State was organized was one adopting the English lan- 
guage as the language of the courts, requiring all records and 
all court proceedings to be had in English. 

It is very true that a great many juries would be empanelied 
upon which probably there would not be one man who under- | 
stood English. The lawyers argued their cases in French. The 

leadings, while they were written in English, were read in| 
renot The actual uage of the courtswas French, that is, 
in the French parts of the State. Yet the very great desire of 
the people was to acquire the English language. 

Mr. GEAR. The proyision to which gentleman refers 
was contained in the Federal statutes. 

Mr. BOATNER. No, it was not. There was no such provi- 
sion in the act admitting Louisiana. 

Mr. GEAR. I ak pry will find there was a provision of 
that kind in the general statutes, 

Mr. BOATNER. In the statutes of Louisiana, yes. 

Mr. GEAR. No, in the Federal statutes. 

Mr. BOATNER. But no Federal statutes could control the 
proceedings in the State courts of Louisiana after it was admit- | 
ted as a State. 

Mr. GEAR. In the Federal courts. 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, we did not have much use for Fed- 
eral courts im those days. What I want to impress on the gen- 
tleman from Iowa is that there has always been a very general 
desire on the part of the people to acquire the English Jan- 

uage. Their children were taught English, and the English | 

anguage rapidly came into ponora use; and for many years the 
English language has been in general use in every part-of the 
State. 

Mr. GEAR. But the ulation of the old Territory of Lou- 
isiana was of a rather erent class from that coming down 
from the Aztec races, which we find in the Territory of New 
Mexico to-day—not intending in any way to say anything dis- 
paraging to the people of New Mexico. | 

Mr. BOATNER. I take it that the Anglo-Saxon element in 
the Territory of New Mexicowill dominate. They have done it 
everywhere else and they will do it there. 

Mr. GEAR. I agres withthe gentleman as to that. 

Mr. BOATNER. These people, whom you say do not speak 
the English language, will want tospeakitas soon as they can. 
They will insist that their children be taught the English lan- 
guage in the public schools. 

Mr. GEAR. Admitting that to be true, which I believe to be 
true, what objection can be made to putting this clause into the 
organic law, the enabling act? 

Mr. BOATNER. Because whenever a Territory is entitled 
to admission into the Union, it is entitled to admission upon the 
same terms as all the other Territories have been admitted. 

Mr. GEAR. Not necessarily. 

Mr. BOATNER. And Congress ought not to cast a sti 
upon the people of any Territory, by assuming that the * a 
at that Pereitory, when admitted to statehood, will adopt a 
policy which will not be in harmony with American institutions. 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman is too good a lawyer to stand on 
this floor and say that Congress has not the right to dictate 
wher er oe may deem to be just to the people of any incoming 

ro ite. 

8 .BOATNER. No; Iwill not make that admission at all. 
I will admit that Congress has the power, but I do not admit 
that it has the right. I say that if the Territory of New Mexico 
is not inhabited by a class of people who are entitled to be in- 
vested with the rights of American citizenship, if that Territory 
is not in a fit condition to be admitted into the Union upon terms 
of equality with other the States as they were admitted, why then 
that Territory ought not to be admitted. If she is in that con- 
dition, then we ought not to cast a stigma that Territory 
b Sheets the act which admits her to ‘Union provisions 
w. 

State government to be onganized under the enabling act. 

[Here the hammer fell.] = 


a! 


i the 


ch would seem to indicate that we had not confidence in the | in 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in con- 
clusion, in reference to this amendment offered by myself, that 
Loan not why it can be believed by anyone that the 
adoption of this amendment would cast astigma upon the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico. We are an English. people. 
All our proceedings in courts and otherwise must in the 


Here is a Territory see ‘admission into the Union as one 
of the States, and that Te S i sc large preponderance of 
people who speak not the English language but a language for- 


eign to ours. As I stated before, while on the Committee on 
Territories and when a bill for the admission of this Terri 
was under consideration, I raised the same question there, 

and it wasstated by the Delegate from New Mexico [Mr. Jo 

at that time, that in a majority ofthe schools of that Territory 
the ‘lish lang was not 12 

Mr. JOSEPH. That is à m e of the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. No, sir; that is not a mistake. 

Mr. JOSEPH. I never made such a statement. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Youagreed to the amendment, and 
every member of that committes will bear me out in the truth- 
fulness of the statement. Butto-day we are told that in all the 
schools the English language is taught. Possibly the question 
raised in the Committee on Territories may have induced the 
people of that Territory to commence 3 the English lan- 
guage, and I believe, Mr. Speaker and ‘gentlemen of the House, 
that if we admit New Mexico, as I hope we will, that when ad- 
mitted it shall be with the unders' that although youma 
now teach the English language, that hereafter you must rons | 
itas wellas any other language which you may care to teach. 
I have a great respect for the S. language and for the 
language. Of course, I do not know sector J about 

language, but of the German language I do know 
Som g. Ihave alsoa t respect for the nch language 
and all other ; but above them all I have a greater 
and higher respect for the English language, the language of 
the American people, and of all our country. [Applause on the 
floor and in the galleries.] I shall never give my vote to admit 
ony Territory into the United States which through its Delegate 
l insist upon prohibiting an amendment of this character, 
which is simply to require the teaching of the English language 
in the common schools, but does not prohibit the teachin; 
the public schools of any other language or languages wh: 
the people of that Territory may desire to have taught in such 


schools. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will admonish the 
occupants of the galleries that they are here by permission and 
courtesy of the House, und moy are not to make any demonstra- 
tion of lause or disapproval, and if it should occur again the 
Chair instruct the Doorkeeper to clear the galleries. 

The pro forma amendment will be withdrawn. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, 
which the Clerk will again report. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to strike out the last word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate has been exhausted on 
that motion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I move to strike out the last four 
words. Mr. Speaker, Iam not sure, so far as any information 
has been offered or presented in this debate, how I shall yote 
upon the proposition of admission; but in reading the para- 
graphs of the bill, the sections which appeal to me as they have 
appealed in all previous bills relating to the admission of Terri- 
tories into statehood, are the aphs direc the benefac- 
tions or gifts of the General Government to the Territory com- 
ing into statehood for educational purposes, 

o feature of the bill appeals to me so strongly as the several 
paragraphs with reference to these benefactions; not alone the 
vast extent of 100,000 acres to the State for the use and 
of an agricultural college, or the lands to the extent of two 
townships in quantity for the esta of a university in 
New Mexico, but section 9, which declares so generously for the 
support of the common schools within said State. I su the 
several sections of the bill covering the lands and acreage for 
educational purposes: 


Sec, 6. That upon the admission of said State into the Union sections num- 
bored 2, 16, 82,and 30 in every township of said 8 State, and where such 
sections, or any parts thereof, have been sold or — pea es 
or under the authority of any act of Congress, other lands equi 
in legal subdivisions of not less than one-quarter section, and as contiguous 
as may be to the section m lieu of Which the same is taken, are hereby 
panua to said State for the su rt of common schools, such indemnity 

ds to be selected within sai tate in such manner as the Legislature 
may provide, with the approval of the 5 the Interior: 
That the second, sixteenth, thirty-second, and ty-sixth sections em 
e eee tar national purposes shall not at any time be 
subject to the grants nor to the indemnity provisions of this act, nor shall 
lands embraced in Indian, military, or other reservations of any Char- 
be subject to the grants or to the indemmity provisions ot this act un- 
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til the reservations shall have been ned and such ands be restored 


to and become a part of the public dom 

SEOC. 8. That 100,000 acres of land, to be selected and located as provided in 
the foregoing section of this act, are hereby granted to Said State for the 
use and support of an agricultural es said State, as provided in the 
act ot ry Ir making donations of land for such purposes. 

Sud. 9. at 10 per cent of the proceeds of the sales of oe lands lying 
within said State, which shall be sold by the United States subsequent to 
the admission of said State into the Union, after deducting all the expenses 
incident to the same, shall be paid to the said State, to be used as a perma- 
nent fund, the interest of which only shall be expended for the support of 
the common schools within said State. 

SEO. 10. That all lands herein granted for educational purposes, except as 

fter o provided, shall be disposed of only at public sale, and 

at a price not less than § per acre, the proceeds to constitute a permanent 

school fund, the interest of which only shall be expended in the support of 

said schools. But said lands may, after such regulations as the Legislature 

rescribe, be leased for periods of not more than five years, in quanti- 

one section to any one person orcompany; and such land 

shall not be subject to preémption, homestead entry, or any other entry 

under the land laws of the United States, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, 
but shall be reserved for school purposes only. 

SEC. 11. That the lands, to the extent of two townships in quantity, au- 
thorized by the sixth section of the act of July 22, 1854, to be reserved for the 
establishment of a university in New Mexico, are hereby granted to the 
State of New Mexico for university purposes, to be held and used in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this section; and any portion of said lands that 
may not have m selected by said Territory may be selected by said State. 
But said act is hereby so amended that none of said lands s be sold for 
less than $5 per acre, and the prone shall constitute a permanent fund, 
to be safely Invested and held by said State, and the income thereof be used 
exclusively for university purposes. Butsaid lands may be leased in the 
same manner as provided in section 10 of this act. The schools, colleges, 
and universities provided for in this act shall forever remain under the ex- 
clusive control of said State, and no part of the eee arising from the 
sale or al of any lands herein granted for educational purposes shall 
be 465 = we support of any sectarian or denominational school, college, 
or university. - 


This vast acreage is the gift of the people to the new State. 
I assert it is clearly the function and provani of Congress in 
iving or dona this vast amount of land not to exclude the 
noning o any other language, but to incorporate in this bill 
with this gift a TOR boar or a direction that the language of 
the people of the United States, our people, our nation, the lan- 
guage of our laws, shall be a part of the instruction, not neces- 
sarily of the university education, not necessarily of the agri- 
cultural education, but of the common-school teaching, the edu- 
cation of all the young men who in the future are to dominate 
and control that State. [Applause.] Therefore I say to the 
ntleman the great future we all hope for his people can be 
Best aided and secured by an early instruction of the youth in 
= common language of our Republic. The amendment will do 
is . 


We can not control the basis which you will make for your 
citizenship or your voters in the election of members of Congress 
or of the Legislature who will make your laws in the future. 
You can make it the basis of a month’s citizenship as against 
the citizenship of my State with its number of years. I take no 
exception to that right. It belongs to Statehood. But I do be- 
lieve that the English language, with no exclusion of other 
languages, as the language of the nation and its laws, should be 

9 peremptorily, and should be the basis of the educa- 
Hon of the young men of your State. : 

Mr. CRAIN. The amendment does not cover that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. CRAIN. Not at all. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. SMITH of 
of Illinois, and the Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Lask for a division. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now let every friend of the Amer- 
ican public stand up. [Laughter] 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 69. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 


TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The point of no quorum is made, 
and the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from 
Illinois, Mr. SMITH, and the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. 
WHEELER. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 72, 
noes 81, the division still continuing. 

Mr. BURROWS (during the count by tellers). What is the 
vote, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Do not announce the vote yet 
Mr. Speaker. It is not completed. 

The SPEAKER pro tem . No quorum has yet voted. 
Gentlemen desiring to vote will please come forward and pass 
between the tellers. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has a quorum voted? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has yet voted. 

Mr. BURROWS. No quorum has voted; then I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen are still passing be- 
tween a Bec: every few seconds. 
Mr. B WS. All right. 


zna division being completed, the tellers reported—ayes 76, 


noes 94. 
Mr. BURROWS. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The 1 and nays were ordered; and 


the ro 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. S 
formed, do not understan 


understood, and I ask that we may 
The SPEAKER protem 


Clerk will 


ain re 
man from Iitinois [ 
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r. SMITH]. 


The amendment was again read. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 117, 
answered ‘‘ present” 3, not voting 148; as follows: 


Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 


Broderick, 
Brosius, 


Barwig, 
Belden, 
Beitzhoover, 
Black, III. 
Blair, 
Bland, 


the Cleric began to call 


er, some gentlemen, I am in- 

just what the amendment is. I 
therefore ask that it be again read so that it may be full 

have order while it is read, 

re. The House will be in order. } 

rt the amendment offered by the gentle- 


JUNE 27, 


Th 


YEAS—#4. 
Daniels, Ikird, Ra; 
Dolliver. Johnson, Ind. Reed, 
English, N.J. Johnson, N. Dak. Reyb 
Fletcher, Kem, Ritchie, 
Funk, Lacey, ” Russeil, Conn. 
Gear, Linton, Settle, 
Goldzier, Loud, Smith, 
3 ae Loudenslager, Sperry, 
er Lue: Stephenson, 
Harmer, Mahon, Stone, W. A. 
Harris, Marsh, Strong, 
Harter, McCall, Tawney, 
Haugen, McKeighan, Updegrafi, 
Heiner, McNagny, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Henderson, Ul. Meiklejo Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Hermann, Mercer, Waugh, 
Hitt, Milliken, Wever, 
Hopkins, Pa. Northway, Wilson, Ohlo 
Houk, Payne, Wilson, Wash. 
Hudson, er’ Woomer, 
Hull, Pickler, Wright, Mass. 
NAYS—117. 
Cox, Lester, Richardson, Tenn. 
Maddox, Robbins, 
. Mallory, Russel, G 
ory, usseil, Ga, 
De Armo; McAleer, Ryan, 
De Forest, McCreary, Ky. Sayers, 
Dinsmore, McCulloch, Shell, 
Dockery, »  McDannold, Snodgrass, 
Donovan, Me Dearmon, Sor, 
Dunphy, cEttrick, S gs, 
e Morals” Taibe i 8.0 
i r 
Erdman, McLaurin. Talbott, Md. 
n, McMillin, Tarsney, 
Geary, McRae, Tate, 
Geissenhainer, Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
Grady, Meyer, acey, 
Hall, Mo. Money, Tucker, 
Hare, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Hayes, Morgan, ler, 
3 aera Warnar 10 
ep en, ashing 
Hooker, iiss. O'Neil, Mass. Wells, ic 
Hunter, O'Neill, Mo. Wheeler, Ala. 
Jones, Paschal, 
Ee Fae” Wontar 
am, earson, ar 
5 imer, rae ono wee, 
wson, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Layton, Pigott, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—3. 
McCleary, Minn. Outhwaite. 
NOT VOTING—148. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hartman. Neill, 
Davey. Hatch, Newlands, 
Davis, Henderson, Iowa Oates, 
Denson, Henderson, N. C. Page, 
Dingley, Hendrix, Paynter, 
Doolittle, Hicks, Pence, 
Draper, es, Phillips, 
Dunn, Holman, Post, 
Durborow, Hooker, N. Y. Powers, 
1 — ra Price, 
y. + 
Ellis, Oregon Hutcheson, Renda, 
English, ziar, Rayner; 
Everett, Johnson, Ohio Reilly, 
r LS epi Richards, 8018 
. re, 
Fo Kribbs, Robertson, La. 
Funston, Lane, binson, Pa. 
Gardner, Lefever, Schermerhorn, 
Gillet, N. Y. Lisle, ton. 
Gillett, Mass. Li Shaw, 
ae er ae 
orman, 0 ey, 
raham, Magner, ickies, 
Gresham, Marshall, Simpson, 
rimn, in, pe 
Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. Somers, 
Grout, McDowell, S er, 
Grow, Moon, Ster 
Hain Morse, Stock % 
Hall, M , Stone . 
Hammond, Mutchler. 8 By. 
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8 3 Terry, Walker, iting, or any other lan e. It would not prevent teaching these 
Strait, Seng a 9 — Wiame T 5 in the 88 language, or the French, or any other 
. “haley yi Weadock, Wolverton, language which the State might choose to sanction. 

Taylor, Tenn. Wadsworth, White, Wright, Pa. In various States of the Union there are provisions for teach- 


So the amendment was rejected. 3 r 2 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. I have voted “aye” on this question, 
but I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, Mr. STRAIT. I do not know how 
he would vote if present. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. COOPER of Texas with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON. 

. STRAIT with Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. 

. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. PHILLIPS. 
Mr. HUTCHESON with Mr. KIEFER. 

. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

. FORMAN with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. HAINES with Mr. HARTMAN. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS. 

Mr. NEILL with Mr. CHILDs. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. SHERMAN. 

. BARNES with Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
Mr. STRAUS with Mr. QUIGG. 

Mr, STOCKDALE with Mr. AVERY. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr, GOODNIGHT with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. DuRBOROW with Mr MARVIN of New York. 
Mr. KILGORE with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr, CAMPBELL with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. DOOLITTLE. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. CURTIS of New York. 
Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. GROSVENOR, 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 

. CULBERSON with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. HatcH with Mr. HARMER. 

For this day: 2 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. RICHARDS with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. GROW. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. CoGSWELL. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr, WANGER. 

Mr. REILLY with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. DANIELS. [desire to say that on this vote I am not 
paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. SICKLES. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

f line 52, on 5, add the following: 

. the English lang age wash studies as are taught in 
the public schools, but not to the exclusion of other languages.” 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. The proposed amendment differs from 
the one just voted on—the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I make a point of order that 
this amendment is substantially the same as the amendment 
just voted upon. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

Bia WILSON of Ohio, The amendment is not the same at 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OUTHWAITE). The point of 
order does not come too late. What is the point? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. That this amendment isa repe- 
tition of that which has been voted on; it simply puts the same 
proposition in different language. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of order. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I was about to say this 
amendment differs from the one just voted on in this, that 
amendment provided that the English language itself should be 
taught. I do not think it was intended to be exclusive, but this 
e e, ponada that every branch of study shall be taughtin 
the English language, but not to the exclusion of teaching in 
any other language. It provides that all studies shall be taught 
in the language which is the language of this country, but per- 
mits the same studies to be pursued in other languages. 

The pupils of the 1 schools should have an opportunity 
to pursue their studies in the English lan e, while at the 
same time thisamendment does not preclude the Territory of 


The Chair overrules the point 


New Mexico (or the State, if admitted), in which the Spanish 
language is spoken, from teaching these same studies in that 


ing in different languages. I understand the State of Illinois 
undertook to limit the teaching of the different branches in the 
schools of that State to the English language. It has been said 
that the Republicans lost the State of Illinois on that question; 
that the Germans of that State resisted such legislation. 

This amendment does not go that far. It would leave the 
Legislature of New Mexico to decide in what languages all 
branches may be taught in the public schools, but provision must 
be made that in every public school an opportunity shall be af- 
forded to learn the English language. Isubmit, Mr. Speaker 
and gentlemen of the House, that we can not afford in this coun- 
try to refuse to adopt the proposition expressed in this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. es, sir. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does the gentleman understand his 
amendment to provide that the Spanish language should be 
taught in the English language? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. No, sir. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is the effect of it. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. The amendment simply means this 
that if the grammar of the Spanish language is taught, it will 
be taught according to the Spanish language; if the grammar 
of the English language is taught it will be taught according 
to the English language. The grammar of the particular lan- 
guage wiil control the language in which that grammar is 
taught. There is no provision of the proposed amendment 
which prevents the teaching of any branch in the language 
which the children are accustomed to speak. The purpose is to 
open the way for those who can use the English language to do 
so, and afford others an opportunity to learn it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The amendment reads, if I understand 
it, that all branches shall be taught in English. Now, if you 
say that ‘‘all branches” shall be taught, that certainly em- 
braces Spanish. Consequently, according to the language of 
the amendment, you 5 8 5 that the Spanish language shall be 
taught in English. That would seem to be an absurdity. 

r. BURROWS. Let the proposed substitute of the gentle- 
man from Illinois be read. 
> Mr SMITH of Illinois. I offer the substitute I send to the 
esk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 5, line 52, after the word control,“ insert: 

“And in all of such schools the English language shall be taught as one 
of the branches of education.“ 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I claim that that is subject to 
the point of order. Itis using different language to attain the 
same purpose which was sought to be accomplished by the 
amendment just voted down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gen- 
tleman from Illinois on the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. This is differentfrom what the other 
amendment offered by myself provided. I understand a num- 
ber of gentlemen on the floor considered the amendment I of- 
fered before would exclude the teaching of any other language 
than the English language. That was the objection urged 


against the amendment—— 
No one could have understood it 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
in that way. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The statement of the gentle- 
man himself makes the point of order good against this amend- - 


ment. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I would like to know how the substi- 
tute gets in? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
offers it. The time of the gentleman from Ohio had expired. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Then the amendment is offered as a 
substitute for mine? 

The SPEAKER po tempore. The point of order has been 
made against it, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. But I had notconcluded my remarks, 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. The amendment of the gentleman be- 
ing ruled out, then my amendment is before the House? 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. MAHON. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The English language shall be taught in said schools: Provided, That all 
other languages may also be taught. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is offered as a substitute. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I wish to call the attention of 
gentlemen to the fact that Willick’s brigade of the Federal 
Army, a body of brave German soldiers, who were considered as 


6918 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 27, 


among the best and the bravest, did all their fighting pursuant 
to commands given in the German e. The commands 
were given to them in German; and I venture to assert that 
no member of Congress would have insisted that they should 
not take t in the service of the Government unless they 
could sponk the English language and receive their commands 


in English. 

Mr. PERKIN S. Task that the amendment and the substitute 
be reported together. 

The amendment of Mr. WILSON of Ohio and the substitute of 
Mr. MAHON were again reported. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should think, Mr. A that the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill might well afford to accept the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

I find in the report which the majority of the Committee on 
the Territories have submitted to the House, this statement: 

Itis true thata 7 porn of 98 ee 1 if oes ze 

F k older , descens e 
original settlers of the country, — still — ignorant of E 

I also understand that New Mexico has been an applicant for 
admission to the Union for something like forty-seven years, 
and in each instance this question of alienation has been pre- 
sented. 

Now, the chief objection raised by the Delegate from New 
Mexico to the amendment is that it is a discrimination against 
his people, and upon that point the contention on the other side 
is based. But, sir, I hold in my hand a copy of the bill for the 
admission of Utah and I find this proviso: 

Provided, That polygamous or plural marriages are forever prohibited. 


ish lan, 5 tduring a large porti 

Spanish 5 has been that which was taught in the schools, 
it occurs to me that it is not an unreasonable provision to ask, 
in the enabling act which we contemplate passing here, and 
which we desire shall guard the many thousand acres of public 
land that we grantfor the 17 of public education in that 
State, that this safeguard should be provided, and that it should 
afford some additional incentive to the people of that State to 
separate themselves from their ancient customs and come in 
fact into the Union of the United States. 

I repeat, I think it isnot atallan unreasonable provision; and 
I shall be glad if the gentleman from New Mexico will signify 
his acceptance of the amendment. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute 8 by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The substitute was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I desire to modify that amendment, 


Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman send the 
modification to the Clerk's desk? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I will modify the amendment, and 
hand it to the Clerk as modified. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio 
wishes to modify his amendment, and if there be no objection 
this paragraph will be passed over, with permission to the gen- 
tleman to return to it. 

There was no objection. 

z Te Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
ollows: 


in com with the provisions of this act, the convention forming the 


said constitution to the peo- 
at an election to be held 
said Territory on the Tuesday after the first Monday of March, 1895, at 


3 the q ed voters rf said ag State shall vote directly 
or against ion, and for or against rovisions 
se ted. The returns of said el ERAL "be me 


on 
secretary of said Territory, who, with the governor and chief justice there- 
of, orany two of them, shall canvass thesame; and if a majority of the legal 


gi 
lican inform, and if all the provisions of this act haye been ae with 
in the formation thereof, it shall be the duty of the President of United 
States to issue his proclamation a the b of said and 


nnouncing result o election, 
thereupon the poe State of New Mexico shall be deemed admitted by 
Congress into nion under and by virtue of this act on an equal footing 
with the original States from and after the date of said proclamation. 
Mr. BOWERS of California. I move to strike ont lines 24, 
25, 26, and 27 of section 4. 


I do this at this time simply to indulge in two minutes of ex- 
planation. I had intended always to vote for the admission of 
every Territory; but when the question has been brought before 
the ress of the United States, and the gentlemen who pro- 
pose to admit this Territory vote against the English language, 
or at least what is equivalent toit, when anamendmentis offered 
that it shall be taught, and that the studies in the schools shall 
be in the English language, and when that proposition is voted 
down, I can not vote for the admission of that Territory, and 
never will, under those circumstances. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. When 70 per cent of the 
pooole can not read the English language, what are you going 

0 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Teach them the English lan- 
guage, the language of the nation to which they seek admission 
as a State. You can teach the children of that Territory the 
English language justas quickly as you can teach them any 
other language, and teach them to be citizens of the Union. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. In what language are 
you going to print the ballots upon which they vote for or 
against the Constitution? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is not the question at issue. 
Ido not care about that. The question is a question of the pub- 
lic schools. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. If you print the ballots 
in English not more than 30 per cent can read them. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Iam not going to discuss that 
question at all. Iam not 8 uestion of ballots. I 
am discussing the question of the public schools. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do not you think it is ut- 
terly absurd to try to bring this nation of greasers in as a State? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. No, It just as much of a 
Californian as any other poron in the world. They are just as 
good men, whether born in Mexico, New Mexico, in ornia, 
or anywhere else, and they make just as good American citi- 
zens. My point is that when you admit a Territory into the 
Union as a State, I want the studies in the public schools to be 
in the language of the country. And when that question is 
made an issue here, I will not vote to admit any Territory unless 
that provision is inserted in the enabling act. - 

The SPEAKER pro re. Does the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I withdraw the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 


ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILSON] as modified. 
The Clerk report the amendment in the form in which itis 
now offered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ey pts — . as a branch ot study in all public 


language 
schools, but not to the exclusion of other languages. 


The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes seem to have it; the 
ayes have it, and the amendment is to. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I call for a division. 

The SPEAKER pro The Chair did not hear the gen- 
tleman make the demand for a division. The gentleman from 
Alabama asks for a division. As many as favor the amendment 
of the tleman from Ohio [Mr. WILSON] will rise and be 
counted. ° 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 75. 

Mr. GEAR and Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois demanded the yeas 
and eae 

Mr. V ON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Are we voting now on the amendment to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER tempore. We are voting upon the amend- 
ment as modified by the tleman from Ohio . WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Iunderstood that my amendment was 
adopted. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. No; tho gentleman’s amend- 
ment was not adopted. A division wasdemanded. The question 
is now being taken on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio as m ied. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Speaker pro tempore 
appointed as tellers Mr. WILSON of Ohio and Mr. TRACEY. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of 
the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. WILSON of Ohio was reported. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have the 
Clerk read the ph of the bill to which this amendment 
is proposed, so that we may see the connection in which the 


amendment comes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the read- 


ing of the preced words? 
Mr. CLARK ot Missouri, I object. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I should think you would. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 81, nays 115, 
answered “present” 4, not voting 152; as follows: A 


YEAS—8L 
Adams, Ky. Davis, Kem, Reed, 
Aitken, Doliiver, Kiefer Reyburn, 
Aldrich, Fletcher Lacey, Russell, Co: 
Baker, Kans. Funk, Lapham, Smith, 
Baker, N. H. Gear, Lester, Sperry, 
Singha — H . Loudenslager, piety 
2, iis Harmer, Lucas, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Hariman, Mahon, Strong, 
Bowers, Cal. Ha Marsh, Tawney. 
Broderick, Heard, McCall, pa 
Brosius, Heiner, McK Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Bundy, Henderson, II. McNagny, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Bur: Hepburn. ete) anger, 
Cannon, III. Hermann, Mercer, Wever, 
Chicker mg, pa FP as 5 — —.—.— Ohio 
Cooper. 00 S, a oomer, 
Dousinn Hadson, erkins, Wright, Mass. 
Curtis, Kans. Hull, er, 
Dalzell. Johnson. Ind. Randall. 
Daniels, Johnson, N. Dak Ray, 
NAYS—115. 
Alderson, ac gg apes ee — W. Va 
Alexander per, Fla. Wson, x 
i Cooper: Layton, Richardson, 
Arnold Covert, Livingston, Rob 
Bailey, Cox, Lynch, Russell, Ga. 
bed — ox, Ryan. 
Bell, Colo. Crawford, aguire, Sayers, 
esi an on McAleer, Ky. Shell, 
erry, Armond, McCreary, ` Snodgrass, 
Black, Ga. MeCulloch, Somers, 
Boatner, McDannoid, Sorg. 
Bower, N. C. Dockery, McDearmog, Stallings, 
Branch, Enloe, MeEttrick, Swanson, 
Epes, eGann, Talbert, S. C. 
Brown, eae — 1 75 Tarsney. 
Bryan, an, cMillin, Tate, 
Bunn, „Ge S Taylor, Ind. 
Bynum, 8 — 8 
Sa Cadmus, Hall, Mo. on A Turner, Ga. 
Caminetti, Hare, r Morgan, Tyler, 
Capeh: Hayes, Moses, arner, 
Caruth, Henderson, N. C. acon. 
Cat pak eil, Mass, Wells, 
Clancy. Hooker, Page, * 
Clark, Mo, Hunter, Paschal, Williams, Miss. 
Clarke, Ala Iziar, Patterson, —.— 
Cobb, Jones, Pearson, Woodard. 
Cobb, Mo. Kyle, Pendleton, Tex. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”"—4, 
Bretz, Ellis, Oregon Goldzier, Outhwaite. 
NOT VOTING—152. 
Abbott, Johnson, Ohio Robertson, La. 
Durborow, ‘ore, Robinson, Pa. 
Apsley, Kri 8 
Avery, Ellis, Ky. Poe Schermerhorn, 
Lefever, 
Baldwin, English, N. J. Lisle, Settle, 
nes, Everett, Lockw Shaw, 
Bartlett, Pielder, ud, Sherman, 
Barwig, a Sibley, 
Beltane —— Marsha Simpson, 
hover, 5 
Black, II. Gardner. Martin, Ind. Sipe, 
Blair. Geary, Marvin, N. Y. Springer, 
Bland, Gillet, N. ¥. M A Stevens, 
Breekinridge, Ark. S Me Doe Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. b, McKaig, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, orman, Meredith, Storer, 
Burnes, Gresham, Moon, Strait, 
Campbell. Grifin, Morse, Straus, 
Cannon, Cal. Grosvenor, Murray, Sweet, 
Causey, Grout, - Mu N Talbott, Md. 
Childs, Grow Neill, Taylor, 
Coc: N Haines, Newlands, Terry, 
Coffeen, Hall, Minn. Northway, Th 
8 Nein Turner, Va. 
Conn. Harris, ON Mo. 
Coombs, Harter, Paynter, W. 
Cooper, Tex. Hatch, Pence, Walker, 
Cor Henderson, Iowa w 
Culberson, endrix, Post, Weadock, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hicks, Powers, er, II. 
Davey, ines, Price, te, 
Denson, Hooker, N. Y. Q ~ 
Dingley, Ra A illiams, III. 
Donovan, Houk, 8 Uson, Wash. 
Doolittle, ulick, Richards, Ohio Wilson, W. Va. 
per, Hutcheson, Richardson, Mich. Wolverton, 
Ritchie. right, Pa. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. MAR- 
TIN, left the House two hours ago on account of sickness, and I 
ask that he be excused. 

2 ad aa 5 and it was raoi ordered. 

r. < Speaker, m; Mr. TURNER, is 
detained from the 5 sic ess, and I ask that 
he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, 
until further notice. 

For this day: 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. MEREDITH with Mr. WAUGH. 

Mr. TALBOTT of — 2 Soar with Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. GORMAN with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. BARTLET? with Mr. NORTHWAY. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The SPE. pro tempore. The, Chair can not entertain 
that motion at this time, under the order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Minois. Well, one moment. Has the 
Speakerexaminedtheorder. A number of gentlemen think that 
under the inte tation of that order an adjournment can now 
be had, but as I understand the Speaker has examined the order 
and thinks differently. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has examined the 
hep and is of the opinion that he can not entertain such a mo- 

on. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Suc. 9. That 10 per cent of the proceeds of the sales of public lands lying 
within said State, whieh shall be sold by the United States subsequent to 
the admission of said State into the Union, after deducting all the expenses 
EE ONSA IOA S yee cre said State, to be used as a perma- 
only shall be expended forthe support of 
state. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
strike out the word ten,” which is the second word in section 
Alabama. That was done in December 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Ithought it was read as ten. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It was read as five. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be eonsid- 


ered as agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 10. That all lands herein granted educational purposes, exceptas 

after o Drovided. shall be Aisponed of only AS — eae 

ata price not less than 85 acre, the to constitute a 
schoo! fund, the interest of which only be ed in the su of 
said schools. But said lands may, after such tions asthe 
shall prescribe, be leased for of not more than five years, in quan- 
tities not one to any one person or d such 
land shall not be to 


. — homestead entry, or any other ent 
but shall be reserved for school purposes only. = 

Mr. FUNK. Mr.S er, I move to strike out the words in 
lines 3 and 4, at a price not less than $5 per acre,” and insert 
to the highest bidder, subject to the approval of the governor, 
secre of state, and State treasurer.” * 

The S pro tempore. The gentleman will send up his 

Mr. FUNK. I do this, Mr. S r, for the purpose of stat- 
ing that in my opinion a great deal of this land can not be sold 
at 85 per acre for years to come, and that if it was left to the 
discretion of the State officers, orsome commission, they might 
sell it at some price and get something out of it. If you puta 
restriction upon the price and say that if shall not be sold for 
less than $5 acre, it will be years before it can be sold; but 
if you leave it without restriction, and leave it to the people of 
the Territory, the people who live there, they can sell it and 
get something out of it. 

I have traveled over that Territory, and I know that thereare 
hundreds of thousands of acres that are not worth 10 cents an 
acre, and can not be for years; but if they can take and sell 
them at their own discretion, with the approval of a commission 
of their State officers, they can be sold for something, and it 
would be of some benefit to them. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, this matter was 
fully canvassed by the committee when other bills relative to 
other States were being considered, and it was thought that it 
was better to retain the provision as it is in the bill, so that 
these lands might be held until they should rise in value. If they 
are sold now at public 3 soy would necessarily have to be 
sold to ieates who would hold them for speculation, because 
if offered in small tracts they would not bring any price at all. 
I think ze gees oe better to let this provision stand as it is. 
The Senate took the same view, and a like view was taken in all 
the Dearing before the House committee. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I am profoundly rised at 
the suggestion of my friend from Illinois [Mr. FUNK]. There 
are some matters as to which we may not have had enough op- 

rtunity to try —— and as to which therefore we may 

just in hay: different opinions. But, sir, as to the 
question of the disposal by the several States of the lands which 
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thaye been appropriated for their benefit, to the use of, or the 
foundation of, educational institutions within their borders, we 
‘have had an almost endless series of experiments. There are, I 
believe, but two cases in which the liberty has been left to the 
State that is now proposed by my friend from Illinois in this 

where liberty has not been so misused as to fritter away 
the public benefaction. 

There has not, 1 believe, been a single case where the lands 
have been withheld from sale until a substantial price could be 
obtained where such withholding has not inured to the benefit 
of the State and of the institutions for whose benefit the lands 
were set aside. It seems to me, sir, that the result of the ex- 
periments on this question ought to convince this Congress that 
the limitation in the bill is a most reasonabie one, and that the 

only question is, not whether it should be weakened, but 
Whether it should not be strengthened and the figures raised at 
which any sale of these lands should be permitted. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Speaker, it seems tome that there can be 
no objection whatever to letting the people who live in New 
Mexico control this matter. I have faith in the people who live 
there, and I would have faith in any set of men who might be 
elected to the offices named in my amendment to control the mat- 
ter honestly and P in the interest of the State and of 
the people. I believe it would be to the interest of all concerned 
in that new State if they were permitted to control this matter. 

Sir, in my opinion there are thousands of acres of land there 
that can not be sold for $5 an acre within fifty years of this 
time, but if no limit was put upon the price, then those lands 
could be sold for some price and the State would get something 
out of them, and the lands would probably be improved. 

Mr. BOEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to = paint of order. Gen- 
tlemen are discussing an amendment that not been reported 
to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemanis in error. The 
amendment was read, but the Clerk will report it again. 

The amendment was again read as above. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, this is a ques- 
tion as to which experience is surely one of the most useful 

ides. The State which I represent here was admitted into 

e Union less than five years ago under an enabling act some- 
what similar to this, only in that act the minimum price fixed 
for school lands was $10 an acre instead of $5 as here proposed. 
Now, let me tell you our experience. In that short time, less 
than five years, we have sold about 89,000 acres of those lands 

aut an average price of $19.53. The interest on the money that 
we have received from the sale of that small fraction only about 
4 per cent of our school lands is now sufficient to pay the en- 
tire tuition expenses of our schools. It amounts this year to $8 
per capita for the school children of the State, and constitutes 
an ample fund to pay the expenses of tuition. 

Wecan well afford to hold the remaining 96 per cent of those 
lands for higher prices. Great fortunes have been made in this 
country by private individuals buying lands and holding them 
for an advance, but no individual is so well situated as a State 
for an operation in that way. The individual must realize on 
the investment within his lifetime in order to make a success 
of the speculation, but the State will be to all intents and pur- 
poses as young a thousand years from now as it is to-day. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois ought not to prevail. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. FUNK, it 
was rejected. 

Mr. EELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unani- 
mous consent thatthe s order in respect to this bill be post- 

ned and continued until to-morrow after the second morning 

our. 

Mr. BURROWS. The balance of the time under the order to 
be taken after the second morning hour to-morrow? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, sir, 

Mr. BURROWS. That request is made, I understand, with 
a view to adjourning now? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. With a view to adjourning 


now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER] asks unanimous consent that the completion of 
the special order be postponed until to-morrow after the expi- 
ration of the second morning hour. Is there objection? 

ER. What time would it take to complete it now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are Vier J minutes re- 
maining before taking the vote. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Alabama? 

Several members objected. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (interrup the reading). Mr. 
8 er, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

he SPEAKER 2 tempore (Mr. OUTHWAITE). The Chair 
can not entertain that motion. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think the Chair misapprehends 
the special rule. I have just read it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has . oonsid- 


ered the terms of the special rule; and although he rets 
so hold, he is of opinion that a motion to adjourn can not be én- 
tertained at this time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will ask the Chair as a question 
of order what there is in the special rule that prevents an ad- 
journment. We must have three hours of consideration; but 
va rule does not say when; and at the expiration of the three 

urs—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] the Chair will read the ligaga which 
in his opinion governs this question: 

Thatafter three hours’ consideration thereof, if so much be necessary, the 
nd theengrossment and third reading and inal paseageet hs bill Bad then, 
without intervening motion „ ieee a 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Precisely. 

Mr. REED. And then, without intervening motion.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (reading): 

The vote shall 

e vote e 578 taken upon the third reading thereof and upon the final 


Mr. BURROWS. That is, after the previous question is 


ordered. 

Mr.REED. The word" then“ comes in there. Then with- 
out intervening motion.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I construe the order, there may 


be two hours of debate to-day and one hour of debate to-morrow. 

Mr. REED. This is certainly carrying the construction of 
the phrase ‘‘without intervening motion,” to what might be 
called an extreme, even after the wildest exhibitions we have 
had heretofore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will, now have the 
Clerk proceed with the reading of the biil. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am satisfied, Mr. Speaker, that 
if the Chair will indulge me for a moment, he will see that he is 
in error as to my motion being out of order. I call the atten- 
tion of the Chair particularly to the language of the order. It 
says that, “after three hours’ consideration * * * the pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And it says also that imme- 
diately upon the adoption of this order” the three hours’ con- 
sideration shall be had. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Now it will take but fifteen min- 
utes to conclude the three hours. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. [understand that perfectly. [Cries 
of Regular order!“ ] Gentlemen will make nothing by calling 
the Regular order.” I submit to the Chair, the order says that 
immediately after the adoption of the order —. [Renewed 
cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will not undertake to speak 
against the confusion which gentlemen are creating. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair submits to the gen- 
tleman that there are but fourteen minutes left of the time—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair has considered 
this question carefully, and is inclined to adhere to his opinion. 
Without any perso: feeling in the matter but simply from a 
careful consideration of the rule, and believing that to adjourn 
at this time would leave this rule unexecuted and leave the sub- 
ject open to another rule, the Chair declines to entertain the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I renew my request for unani- 
mous consent that the completion of this order be postponed 
until after the expiration of the second morning hour to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
asks unanimous consent that the completion of this order be 
postponed until the expiration of the second morning hour to- 
morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I object. 

The Clerk was proceeding to resume the reading of the bill 
when— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Wait one moment. The Chair has 
ruled that my motion to adjourn is not inorder. From that de- 
cision of the Chair I respectfully appeal. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That appeal, the Chair holds, is 
out of order; it can not be entertained at this time. The Clerk 
will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (during the reading). That, Mr. 
5 is an exhibition of arbitrariness that is without prece- 

ent. 
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The Clerk read section 14, as follows: 


SEC. 14. That all lands granted in quantity or as indemnity by this act 

be selected under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior from 
— surveyed, unreserved, and unappropriated public lands of the United 

tates Within the limits of said State of New Mexico. And there shall be 
deducted from the number of acres of land sing ee by this act for specific 
objects to said State the number of acres therein heretofore donated by Con- 
gress to said Territory for similar objects. - 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, my motion is in order. I 
move to strike out the last clause read by the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the clause of thesec- 
tion proposed to be strickén out. 

The Clerk read as follows: > 

And there shall be deducted from the number of acres of land donated by 
this act for specific objects to said State the number of acres therein hereto- 
fore donated by Congress to said Territory for similar objects. 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out 
what the Clerk has just read. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I rise to debate the motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

The gentleman moves to strike out the clause justread by the 
Clerk. Before proceeding I wish a page to bring me the special 
order or rule under which we are operating. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. 8 before the gentleman proceeds, 
as far as I am concerned, I withdraw the objection to the ar- 

ement proposed. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman from Texas and others to have objected. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Can we not have unanimous con- 
sent to let this matter go over until to-morrow? 

Mr. 4 7 7 . of Alabama, I hope that will be done. 

Mr. WELLS. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first submit the 
reguest of the gentleman again. 

e gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous consent that 
the continuation and e of this order be postponed un- 
til to-morrow immediately after the expiration of the second 
morning hour, Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Chair indulge me for a moment? 
I had a consultation with the 8 from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER], and also with the Chair, and it was agreed, as the 

entleman from Alabama will bear me out, that at 5 o’clock, if 

e House did not object, we should adjourn, with the under- 
standing that the time remaining of the three hours fixed by the 
rule would be taken to-morrow morning after the second morn- 
ing hour. Upon that agreement, supposing of course it would 
be carrjed out by the House, I notified several gentlemen on this 
side that the vote would not be taken to-day, and they conse- 
quently left the Hall. Isubmit that it would not be proper to 
push this to a conclusion, under the circumstances, to-night. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I think the agreement between 
these gentlemen ought to be carried out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Doesthe gentleman from Texas 
were the objection? 

Mr. WHEEL of Alabama. At the request of several 
gentlemen, I stated Iwould ask 8 consent for this post- 

nement when the hour of 5 o’clock arrived, but I took 8 
more than one case to remind the gentlemen that one objec- 
tion would defeat the proposition; but it has been so universal 
to accede to 5 arrangements, when made by gentlemen who 
have charge of bills, that some gentlemen have left the House, 
supposing that no vote would be had to-night. 
am very sorry that objection is made on this side to the ar- 
rangement. 
r. COCKRELL. If there was an agreement, I of course 
withdraw the objection. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then, by unanimous consent, 
the continuation of this order, there being now eight minutes 
of the three hours remaining before the time for taking a vote, 
will be postponed until to-morrow morning after the expiration 
of the second morning hour, and that the House do now ad- 
journ. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
WOLVERTON, for three days, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, by unani- 
mous eters (at 5 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.), the House ad- 
journed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LUCAS, from the Committee on Pensions; A bill (H. 


R. 3264) granting a pension to Jesse R. K. Lamb, alias Fred. P. 
M e D, Seventh United States Infantry. (Re- 
port No. . 
By Mr. MOSES, from the same omainen A bill (H. R. 6659 
to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll. (Report No 1175. 
Also, the bill (H. R. 5621) to increase the pension of Anh 
Catherine Hull. (Report No. 1176.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9546) granting a pension to Joshua S. Dye, of Lincoln County, 
Ky., and the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILIS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 7582) providing for reconveyance 
by istrict Commissioners of certain lands to Andrew J. and 

ary E. Curtis—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 7583) making an appro- 
priation for the completion of the United States fish-culture sta- 
tion on or near the St. Lawrence River, New York, authorized 
by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1891—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAYES: A resolution to provide for clerk hire of 
members of the House during vacation of Congress—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 7584) granting a pension 
to Caroline Felix—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KEM (by e A bill (H. R. 7585) for the relief 
of Joel M. Bryan to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER (by request): A bill (H. R. 7586) for the relief 
of the estate of Eliza A. Carradine, deceased, late of Orléans 
Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

pS MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 7587) for the relief of Josiah 
McCary—to the Committee on War Claims. a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7588) for the relief of Addison Baker —to the 
Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7589) for the relief of Newton Boughn—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of D. W. Wilson and 18 others, 
of La Grange, Ill., members of fraternal orders, asking for an 
amendment to income-tax bill which will exclude such organi- 
zations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Chicago Board of Trade, approving 
the plan for a national exhibit at the Cotton States and Inter- 
national Exhibition—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ARNOLD; Two pensions of citizens of Billings and 
Millersville, Mo., praying the e of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELLof Colorado: Resolutions of Washington Camp, 
No. 1, Patriotic Order Sons of America, and of Silver Sta 
Council, No. 3, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favor- 
ing passage of House bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of William B. Kaufman 
and others, of New Cumberland, Pa., against taxing incomes of 
beneficiary societies—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOEN: Protest of the Evangelical Lutheran Imman- 
uel Church of the town of Polk Center, county of Polk and 
State of Minnesota, by A. Kuhring, pastor, Herman Schmitz, 
Daniel Gerlach, and Nick Echstein, trustees, against shoning 
the preamble of the Constitution of the United States—to th 
Committee on the Juđiciary. - 

By Mc. BROOKSHIRE: Resolution of Lodge No, 188 of ie 
American Railway Union, of Brazil, Ind., against House b 
3 Tawney arbitration bill to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of 41 citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., 
for passage of an act recognizing the services of military têle- 
graph operators—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Andrew J. Wilson and oth- 
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ers, of Salem, Mass., against taxing in 
eties—to the Committee on Ways and ; 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade in favor of amending the interstate-commerce law so as 

rmit pooling under certain conditions—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of 85 citizens of Jamaica Plain, 13 
of Norwood, 14 of Boston and Brookline, and of David F. Hays 
and other citizens of Roslindale, Mass., that the pending tariff 
bill may be so amended as to exempt fraternal beneficiary soci- 
eties, etc., from the income-tax provisions—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rev. George Bullen and other citizens of 
Newton, Mass., that legislation may be passed preventing the 
introduction of any lottery matter, etc., within the limits of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

By Mr. GRADY: Petition of Jacob West, of Harnett County, 
N. G., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

t. see Petition of A. I. Campbell, asking to be 
money due him under treaty with the Sidix Indians—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SIPE: Three petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of a law by Congress placing the tele- 
graph service under control of the United States Government— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Papers to accompany House bill 7577— 


22 of beneficiary soci- 
oans. 


to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. STORER: Memorial of Cincinnati Builders’ Exchange 
in favor of passage of House bill 7402—to the Committee on 
Railroads and Canals. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of Davies & Graus, 
of New Whatcom, Wash., in opposition to the passage of House 
bill 5746—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 87 citizens of the State of Washington, favor- 
ing House bill 5746—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

lso, resolutions of the rs and delegates of the Tacoma 
Association of Southwestern Washington, and a petition of 22 
citizens of Pullman, Wash., for the destruction of all lottery 
schemes and enterprises—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 13 citizens of Port Townsend, Wash., pro- 
testing against the income tax on whisky—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 28, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secre p eded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, : 

On motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous consent, the 
further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the 55 estimates 
of appropriations, as submitted by the Commissioner of Fish and 
Fisheries, to complete sundry fish-cultural stations; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appro riations, and ordered to be printed. 

e laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, recommend certain alterations in 
that portion of the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill which relates to the office of the Supervising Sur- 
geon-General of the Marine Hospital Service; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask that the joint resolution (H. Res. 196) 
to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment be read the second time and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. i 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 8 call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
ae a 3 Toner 
A arris, 5 est, 


a Jones, Ark. 


n 1o. giay, : Walsh 
ent a Ae oregon oa White. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Twenty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is no quorum present. What is 
the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. Imove thatthe Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was Te to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. BATE, Mr. IRBy, Mr. TURPIE, Mr. PALMER, 
Mr. CALL, Mr. Pasco, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. PERKINS, Mr. 
PLATT, Mr. PUGH, Mr. MoLAuURIN, Mr. DOLPH, Mr. DIXON, 
Mr. MILLS, and Mr. COKE entered the Chamber and answered 
to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 10 o'clock and 22 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-three Senators have answered to their names. A quorum 
is present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the joint resolution be read a 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

sey HOAR. Will the Chair be kind enough to state the mo- 
t 


on? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee, to dispense with further proceed- 
ings under the order of the Senate to secure a quorum. 

he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the joint resolution be read 
te second time and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the joint resolution be committed 
with instructions to the committee to report as an amendment 
thereto what I hold in my hand, the sundry civil appropriation 
bill for the coming fiscal year, as it has passed the other House. 

Ido not propose to ask, and I suppose no one will insist that 
it shall be done, to have the proposed joint resolution read at 
the desk, because it would several hours. I suppose the 
statement of it will be enough. I move that the joint resolution 
be committed with instructions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
the second time by its title, and the Chair will entertain t he 
motion of the Senator from huse tts. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. HOAR. I Ai to the third reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was unable to hear the 
remark of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

aS HOAR, Is it proposed toread the joint resolution again 
to-day? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question is noton the third reading 
of the joint resolution. The question is on its reference. 

Mr. HOAR, I move to commit with instructions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations with instructions to report the same with the 
sundry civil appropriation bill as an amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it is not necessary to have that bill 
read at 178 555 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from M husetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, Igive notice that if the joint reso- 
lution shall be reported, I shall move to amend it by substituting 
the proper and ordinary appropriation bills for the fiscal year 
beginning July 1. I do not see any reasons why the majority 
should ask the minority to dispense with all the ordinary methods 
of making appropriations for the support of the Government in 
order that they may passa tariff bill which we suppose is con- 
trary to the opinion and desire of the country and contrary to 
its true interests, and we are confirmed in that position by the 
statement of many eminent Democrats on the other side of the 
Chamber that certain provisions of the bill are liable to very 
much stronger objections than I have stated. 

Two eminent Senators on the other side have declared that a 
provision which is still in the measure wipes out the sovereignty 
and autonomy of the States. Other Senators have declared (one 
of them at least, if not more, a member of the Committee on 
Finance) that one of the principal provisions in the bill not only 
does not meet their personal approval, but that itis socialistic, 
that it is sectional, that it is a blow at property itself. Another 
Senator who has acted upon the Committee on Finance during 
a part of the present session, has declared that certain duties 
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which the bill contains not only violate the pledges he has per- 
sonally made and the pledges his party has made, but the sound 
construction and interpretation of the Constitution of the United 
States itself. 

Mr. President, we are asked not merely to submit the question 
whether the tariff bill shall pass after suitable discussion and 
debate in the judgment of a majority of the Senate—that is one 
thing; we are asked not merely not to filibuster, as it is called— 
that is one thing; but with a measure before us so offensive to 
the men whose votes are essential to its passage, so offensive to 
us who are nearly a majority of the whole body, and so offensive 
to the people of the United States if any inference can be drawn 
from their recent expressions of political opinion, we are asked, 
in order that the Senate may devote its entire time to the ex- 
clusion of all other pen business whatever to, I will not say the 
perfection, but the finishing, the getting through of that meas- 
ure. to depart from the ordinary, time-honored, uniform, and 
essential mode of providing for carrying onthe Governmentand 
to pass at one swoop a joint resolution which continues for thirty 
days from the 30th of June all the appropriations of the Govern- 
ment for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. President, the other side of the Chamber have this matter 
in their own power. Lay aside the tariff bill, take up your a 
propriation bills, and devote yourselves to them to-day. e 
can readily pass the . bills. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations has had them in its possession for weeks, some of 
them for months. There are six 5 bills, I am told, 
already before the Senate reported from that committee. The 
true way is to take up the most 3 of those bills and pass 
them, giving to-day to them; sit this evening, if it is necessary, 
until a reasonable hour, and then take up the next one. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from husetts 
will please suspend. The hourof half-past 10 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 


PETITION. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of W. F. Beaman and 26 
other citizens of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal bene- 
ficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MILLS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe sundry civil appropriauon bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library, andordered to be printed. 


USE OF RENTED CARS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isubmit a resolution, which I ask may bo 
read, printed, and lie over until to-morrow. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie over and to be 
printed, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce is hereby instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of regulating by law the employment and use 
of sleeping and parlor cars, not owned by railroad com es e in 
interstate commerce, the cost of as them, the charges made for their 
Se pan —4 — would be a reasonable charge for the seats, berths, and sec- 

ons there 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T, O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
7 8. — to the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 32) declaring Massachusetts avenue through the grounds 
of the Naval Observatory a public street; agreed to the confer- 
ence asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HEARD, Mr. RICHARD- 
SON of Tennessee, and Mr. PosT managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 1954) to amend section 1379, chapter 1, Title XVI, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to appoint- 
ments of assistant paymasters in the Navy; and 

A bill (S. 2135) to provide that a term of the circuit and dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of Vermont may 
be held at Montpelier. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 199) to authorize the Secretary of War to appoint 
a board of review in certain cases; 

A bill (H. R. 6069) to reimburse John Nelson for money paid in 
1863 to avoid a draft; and 

A bill (H. R. 6447) to fix a term of the Federal district and cir- 
cuit courts of the southern judicial district of Mississippi, to be 
held at Meridian, Miss., to include the counties — 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 27th instant y roved and signed the act (S. 1995) 
granting to the Eastern Ne ka and Gulf Railwa; mpany 
right of way through the Omaha and Winnebago Indian Reser- 
vation, in the State of Nebraska. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 66, line 16, page 197, after the 
word reasonable, to strike out times“ and insert hours, 
between March 1 and August 1, in each year;” so as to read: 

Which books shall, at all reasonable hours, between March 1 and August 
1 in each year, be open to the assessors and inspectors, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on agreeing to the amendment? 

Mr. CHAND On that I ask for a division. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A division is called for on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. VEST. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. r. President, it seems to me that the pend- 
ing section, section 66,is somewhat objectionable, and I suggest 
to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that it certainly ought to 
be reformed. If the committee will allow the section to be now 
stricken out, when the bill goes into conference it can be then 
putin proper form. I think everybody mustadmit that itis not 
now in such form as that it ought to pass. 

I do not deny the right of the Government, in a matter of this 
kind, to requirecorporations to keep books, and that those books, 
under proper methods, shall be subject to examination by the 
Government or its agents; it seems that that is necess n the 
8 of taxes, but the provision ought to be as inoffensive 
as e. 

To say that a great corporation like the Pennsylvania Cen- 
tral Railroad Company, or any of the other great railroads 
shall be at the mercy of every official of the Government, it 
seems to me is going entirely too far. 

This is not a trifling question. The Senator from Delaware 
pe GRAY] yesterday, it was said, exhibited more heat upon 

t than he had a right to do. Iam in favor of the provision of 
this bill for an income tax; but this income tax is not to be 
made odious in the beginning, is it? Is the Senator from Mis- 
souri and are the other members of the committee anxious to 
go to the country with a provision touching this subject which 
will make the bill odious to every lover of liberty in this 
country and throughout the world? 

Mr. President, there are certain fundamental principles of 
Sage e . which can not be sneered at, which can not be 

aughed down, which can not be treated as trifles. The Senator 
from Missouri yesterday was inclined to be sarcastic and severe 
upon the Senator from Delaware, who had in warm language 
denounced the provisions of this section. He did not denounce 
them any more than he should have done; he did not denounce 
them any more than the Senator from Missouri would have done 
if he were not in charge of this bill. 

I repeat, there are certain fundamental principles which un- 
derlie a free government. One of them is that every man’s 
house is his castle. I know that will be sneered at by a great 
many people, but it means more than the words would seem to 
imply; it means that his house is not to be invaded; it means 
that there are certain things in the course of his business that 
he has a right to hide within himself,and that he has a right 
to keep within his own breast. 

There are certain other fundamental principles. One is that 
there shall bə no invasion of a man’s premises without a war- 
rant; another is the right of habeas corpus. A great writer 
upon English law declared thatthe three principles I have men- 
tioned lie at the foundation of a free government, and that any 
8 of them is an invasion of the fundamental principles of 

rty. 

To say thatevery corporation which pays an income tax shall 
open its books to the examination of every revenue officer is a 
palpable and plain violation of the first two propositions I have 
named. It is equivalent to 8 by general warrant, or, 
as it is termed in Franca and some other countries, by an ad- 
ministrative warrant. 

Iam making no factious opposition to this provision. I think 
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there is a fundamental principle in it which can not be violated, 
and which ought not to be violated; and I agree with the Sena- 
tor from Delaware, who in substance declared, as I understood 
him, that anxious as he was to vote for the pill even that anx- 
iety would not induce him to vote for a principle of this kind. 

ere is not any sense in it; there is not any propriety in it. 
There is no earthly reason why the very purpose which is 
sought to be accomplished can not be accomplished in a consti- 
tutional and legal manner. If the committee are to be so deter- 
mined to have this provision just as they want it, then, in my 
my judgment, they must take the consequences of it. 

I admit the right exists in the Government to require cor- 
porations to keep books, and that the Government through its 
Officers, has the right in a proper way to have access to the 
books; but how are they to have access. 

Are the books to be kept open every day for the idle curiosity 
of a revenue officer, or worse than that, for the purpose of ob- 
taining information upon which the speculator may operate? 

There is no need of the Government having access to such 
books more than once a year, and that is when the revenue re- 
turns are made, and when the officer shall come to make his re- 
port, if the Government thinks the return has not been a fair 
one, there should be a provision in this bill that the Govern- 
ment may examine the books. How should it be done? In ac- 
cordance with the principles which haye been applied in all 
ares at all times, amongst English-speaking liberty-loving peo- 


e. 
£ I repeat, Mr. President, that this is an important question, 
and one which the committee ought to carefully consider. Do 
thecommittee propose to violate a traditionanda principle which 
are dear to every lover of liberty throughout the world simply 
because such a provision got into this bill in improper shape? 
Do the committee intend to say that they will not amend it? 
They have provided in the first part of the section down to the 
word order,“ in line 15, that corporations shall keep books 
and that they shallenter the transactions that may be cond ucted 
from day to day, so that when the time comes, if the Govern- 
as official desires, he may have access to truthfully kept 


How shall the Government get access to such books? How 
does any well-established government invade the premises of a 
private citizen for proof ofa crime? In the first instance, by 
the allegation on the of somebody, supported by affidavit, 
that there is a necessity for such an examination, then ask the 
corporation to see its books, and if it declines, go into court and 
compel their production. Then they are under all the safe- 
guards of the law. 

I do not undertake to say to the committee how this thing 
should be done, but I know it ought to be done in a different 
way from that proposed. The committee know that, and every- 

y knows that. 

I want to vote for the income tax, but I do not want to vote 
for it if it is put in an odious and offensive form, and I shall not 
vote for it if it is put in such form. 

If it were absolutely essential that the Government should 
have access to the books of corporations to preserve equality of 
taxation, that might be another thing; but that is not necessary. 
These returns are made once a year, and should be prima facie 
evidence of their correctness in the first instance. If anyone 
should think they are not correct, proper provision should be 
made so that question can be tested according tolaw. That is 
all I ask of the committee. 

Thatisall, I understand, the Senator from Delaware asksof the 
committee. It is not an unreasonable suggestion, and is one, I 
insist,that the committee ought toexamine. If the committee 
have not the time to properly arrange the matter now, let the 
whole section go out, so that in conference it may be fixed in ac- 
cordance with the established principles of a free people and a 
free government. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer an amendment to the amendment 
pro by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toamend the amendment af- 
ter the word ‘‘ year” by inserting “upon the due order of some 
judge of a United States court.” 

r. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I think no one can read 
section 66 without having it excite his special wonder as to how 
and why it came into this tariff bill and into the income clause 
ofit. It provides, as it came from the House of Representatives, 
for an examination by assessors and inspectors, yet these officials 
do not exist and their appointment is not provided for in this 
bill; and until the Senator from Iowa pe ALLISON] yesterda 
suggested that this clause was almost identical with the internal- 
revenue law providing for the collection of the tax upon distil- 
lers of whisky and brewers of beer, I certainly was at sea as to 


how the provision could have been inserted here, and I am fully 
satisfied that it should have no place in this bill. 

Tam not like the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], for I 
am not in favor of an income tax either upon individuals or cor- 
porations. By any vote which I can give I shall endeavor to 
make the income provision of the bill as objectionable as pos- 
sible, in the hope that the Senate may ultimately strike out the 
entire provision relating to the income tax, believing, as I do, 
that it is unjustifiable as a method of producing the revenues 
needed for the uppers of the Government, except in case of 
dire and exceptional necessity, in fact, as a war necessity; and 
that in time of peace it is a most dangerous step leading to 
socialism, on the one hand, and in the direction, on the 5 555 
hand, of the creation in this ‘country of a moneyed aristocracy, 
which, paying the expenses of the Government, will ultimate y 
seek, and probably obtain, its entire control. I think the latter 
danger is the one more greatly to be dreaded. The greatest 
disaster that can befall the great Republic is that it should pass 
under the rule of men of great wealth, and this is the first di- 
rect invitation to them to assume that control. 

But this particular section is extremely novel in some of its 
terms. By the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri it is required not only of corporations, but of companies 
and associations, that they shall keep books that shall be open to 
the most exceptional and dangerous character of inspection. 
If companies and associations—by which I take it partnerships 
may be intended 

Mr. ALLISON. Partnerships are excluded by anamendment 
alread 8 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam pleased to hear it, but that does 
not appear in the printed bill. If companies and associations 
if partnershipsor not, are included to be subjected to this sort of 
objectionable espionage, this character of unwarranted inspec- ~ 
tion, upon what principleisit that private individuals or partner- 
ships are excluded from the same inspection and espionage? If 
it is proper for the one it should certainly be imposed on the 
other. No reason, no logical excuse can be given for this con- 
stant inspection of the books and the business of corporations, 
companies, and associations which will not apply with just as 
much force to the business, the books, and the accounts of indi- 
viduals and partnerships. Such inspection if it has any legiti- 
mate use is for the purpose of preventing fraud. Are companies, 
associations, or corporations more apt to a fraud when it 
comes to the matter of the collection of taxes are private 
individuals? No such general proposition can be insisted upon. 

Mr. President, there is another novel feature about this sec- 
tion. Within the clause and nowhere within the limits of the 
bill can be found any punishment for the violation of the pro- 
visions of the section. It is without a punitive section. Un- 
questionably in the internal-revenue act, from which this sec- 
tion was probably taken, there was a general provision for the 
punishment of distillers and brewers who might violate any of 
the provisions of the bill, but there is nothing of that sort in 
this bill. There isin the general statutes, so far as can be as- 
certained, no general provision of law which will reach the 
man, the corporation, the company, or the association that shall 
violate this section; that shall refuse to keep full, regular, and 
accurate books of account, or, keeping such books of account, 
shall say to the assessor, the inspector, the internal-revenue 
officer or agent, or the collector, in short any Government 
official: ‘These books are not open to your inspection; you shall 
not see them.” They can shut their doors against the Govern- 
ment officer and prevent him from entering the counting room 
of the corporation or company for the purpose of making such 
inspection; and where in the bill is the penalty for such dis- 
obedience of the statute? 

There is no more foolish, I think I mightsay there is no more 
unsafe, sort of legislation than that which simply announces a 

rinciple or proclaims a duty and affixes no penalty for disobe- 
Sones of the law, and does not provide for its enforcement. It 
is a worthless provision, a useless thing, one of parade and not 
of service, and for that reason alone, it seems to me, should be 
stricken from the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] to the amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
HILL]. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of theamendment after the 
word year:“ 

Upon the due order ot some judge ot a United States court. 


Mr. PEFFER. Let the amendment as proposed to be amended 


be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as proposed to be 
amended will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. The amendment if amended as proposed 
willread: : 

Which books shall, at all reasonable hours, between March 1 and August 1 
im each year, upon the due order of some judge of a United States court, be 
open to the assessors and inspectors, etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President,I hope the Senator from Mis- 
souri will yield to the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and strike out this section. It would 
save a great deal of time, because numerous amendments will 
be offered to it undoubtedly unless it be stricken out. 

The Government is thoroughly protected by provisions al- 
ready in the bill as respects the income tax. In the first place, 
if a corporation or an individual shall fail to make a return, it 
is the duty of the collector or deputy collector, upon the best 
information he can ascertain, to make a return; and when that 
return is made there is a penalty of 50 per cent added, and in 
case afalse or fraudulent return is made in the opinion of the col- 
lector, because it must rest in the opinion of the collector, then 
a penalty of 100 per cent is added. 

hat puts the corporation or company npon the defense, un- 
less it y elds to the severe penalty proposed. S0 I think there 
is ample and safe protection without this section. I doubtvery 
much whether it is a wise thing for us to undertake to say just 
how all the books of all the corporations organized wholly un- 
der State authority, about which we have no jurisdiction except 
that of the collection of taxes, shall be kept, merely for the pur- 
pose of securing 2 per cent upon the earnings of those corpora- 

ons. 

I agree with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] 
that no reason can apply for searching the books of corpora- 
tions which will not also apply to the searching of the books of 
individuals. Indeed, a corporation is less liable to tamper with 
its books, because in the nature of things there must be a large 
number of people surrounding a corporation. 

Mr. CUL Kr. Who havea rignt to investigate? 

Mr. ALLISON. A board of directors, a president, a book- 
keeper, a cashier, or what not, have a right to investigate and 
do investigate, whereas a private individual can keep his own 
books as he chooses to keep them and his own secrets as he 
chooses to keep them. Thus if an individual desires to evade 
the tax the opportunity for such evasion is greater in the nature 
of things than in regard to books where a great number of peo- 
ple have the rightof inspection, and ordinarily do inspect them. 

So I hope that without taking a vote on the various amend- 
ments, the Senator from Missouri will consent to strike out this 
section wholly. No harm can result from it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I think the suggestion of 
the Senator from Iowa is sound. I call the attentionof the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to the provisions of the Revised Statutes, 
title ‘Internal Revenue, chapter 2, Of Assessments and Collec- 
tions,” where section 3173 provides: 

Tt shall be the duty of any person, partnership, firm, association, or cor- 

posed by 


ration, made liable to any duty, special tax, stamp, or tax im 
W, when not otherwise provided for. 


The section proceeds to require a return of the amount of tax 
which say eee owes. Then, at the bottom of the section, 
follows provision: 


And if an rson on being notified or required as aforesaid shall refuse 
or neglect to Ponder such list or return within 


on, 
the business of such person, or any other person he may deem proper, to 
appear before him aul produce such books, at atime and ince name in 
the summons, and to give testimony or answer interrogatories, under oath, 
respecting any objects liable to tax or the returns thereof. 


Then there follows, in section 3175, a provision as follows: 


Whenever any person summoned under the two preceding sections neg- 
poa or refuses to obey such summons, or to give testimony, or to answer 

terrogatories as required, the collectors may apply to the judge of the 
district court or to a commissioner of the circuit court of the United States 
for the district within which the person so summoned resides for an attach- 
ment against him as fora contempt. It shall be the duty of the judge or 
commissioner to hear the — ig Seto ne and, if satisfactory proof is o, to 
issue an attachment, direc’ to some proper officer, for the arrest of such 
parson, and upon his being rongas before him to proceed to a hearing of 

e case; and upon such hearing the judge or commissioner shall have power 
to make such order as he shall deem proper, not inconsistent with e; 
laws for the punishment of contempts, to enforce obedience to the require- 
mane of the summons and to p h such person for his default or dis- 
0 ence. 


Ithink those provisions will apply to the income tax if the 
present bill passes. Theyare ample to secure all the testimony 
which collectors of internal revenue may need, and the rights of 
the citizen and the rights of the corporation are protected, be- 
cause if any undue attempt is made to t the books of any 
person or corporation, that person or corporation can refuse to 


allow the inspection, and can only be made to submit to the in- 
tion by the order of a court; which, of course, will protect 
the rights of the person or the corporation against any undue 
There ine turth ision imposin al 
ere is a further provision impos a penalty upon persons 
refusing to appear and testify. Itis 5 3179: 

SEC. 3179. Whenever any person delivers or discloses to the collector or 
deputy 4 false or fraudulent list, return, account, or statement, with iB 
tent to defeat or evade the Fauan enumeration, or assessment in 
to be made, or, being duly summoned to appear to testify, or to a and 
eee such books as aforesaid, neglects to appear or to produce said 

ks, he shall be fined not exceed 1,000, or be im med not exceeding 
one year, or both, at the discretion of the court, with costs of prosecution. 

So this clause stands absolutely without justification unless it 
is intended to create a new, cruel, wicked,and uncontrollable 
right of the internal-revenue officers to invade the premises and 
examine the books and records of every corporation in the 
country. As I understand the proposed law,if there is acor- 
poration whose net profits amount to $100 a year, it must pay $2 
to the United States Government; and in order that it may be 
compelled to pay that $2 it must keep books exactly as provided 
in this section, and it is subject to have all its books ted 
ns 585 time by any internal-revenue collector or deputy col- 

ector. 

I submit that the Senator from Missouri can not avoid abat- 
ing somewhat the obstinacy with which he clings to the pro- 
visions of the bill as it hascome from the committee or from 
the Democratic caucus, creating it as a perfectand sacred instru- 
ment, and allow this clause to go out. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I can not assent to the request 
that all of this section shall be stricken out. I have no pride of 
opinion about it, for I am not the author of it. It came to us 
from the House of Representatives, approved by the Treasury 
Department. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue thoughtit 
was a necessary enactment. At the same time I recognize the 
force of what was said by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER] in regard to the seemingly harsh features of this trans- 
action. As to the rhetoric about outraging rights and tramp- 
ling upon liberty and the palladium of the Constitution, I pay 
very little attention to it. ; 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Missouri 7 500 the legal 
points but doubts the propriety of the rhetoric 

Mr. VEST. I do not choose to let the Senator from New 
York make any part of my speech, whether it is a good one or 
a bad one. I simply wish to say that this is an excise provision 
and not so harsh as a great many excise provisions which have 
not excited any rhetoric in this Chamber that Iam aware of. 
When we submit to linn Be lady examined by customs N 
and made to take off even her clothing in order that the exc 
laws or the import laws, as you choose to term them, may not 
be violated, we should not be so extremely critical of an enact- 
ment like this in regard to corporations. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has prepared an 
amendment which I have changed in certain regards and which 
I present to the Senate as a substitute, in the hope that it may 
terminate the debate, which is my principal object. I move to 
strike out allof section 66 after the word “ order” in line 15,and 
substitute for the part stricken out what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word order“ in line 15, section 
66, page 197, insert: 

And whenever a collector or deputy collector of the district in which any 

ration, company, or association is assessable, shall believe that a 

and correct return of the income of such corporation, e eel or 

sociation has not been made, he shall make an affidavit of such belief and 
of the grounds on which it is founded, and file the same with the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue; and if said Commissioner shall, on examina- 
tion thereof, conclude there is good ground for such belief, he shall issue a 
request in writing to such corporation, company, or association 
such tion to be made; and if such sed gee cere Oa 


which said assessment, so made, shall then 
income. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri offers 
the amendment as a substitute. The first question is ona - 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Ham 
shire to the amendment of the Senator from New York. The 
substitute will be in order after amendments to perfect the text 
have been dis of. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Does the Senator from Missouri 
wish to be understood as saying that the affidavit made by thé 
deputy collector shall be filed with the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue or with the collector of internal revenue? 

Mr. VEST. With the Commissioner. 

Mr. HILL. The amendment just proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri goes further than the point we were discussing. 
It is more than an amendment to the subject-matter of the sec- 
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tion. The section only relates to the keeping of books and the 
of books. 


iam inclined to doubt the legality of this whole proceeding, 
and it strikes me that not only should this section be recon- 
structed, but that the preceding section of the bill must also be 
reconstructéd. 

theory of this matter is that you can authorize by statute 
a collector to impose a taxinany way he sees fit, by investiga- 
tion, by inguiry, trom his personal knowledge, or in any other 
manner that the statute may authorize; and if a citizen, doubt- 
the 33 of his assessment, makes an application to the 
ector, who for this purpose is to be the assessor, and submits 
to mis jurisdiction, the citizen can then be sworn, and he can be 
required to produce his books and papers. But I submit, as a 
question of constitutional law, that no power can be conferred 
: apes the collector in the first instance to compel an examination 
f the assessed party nor an inspection of his books and papers, 
and that an order of the court would not confer any such juris- 
diction. ‘Therefore the «amendment -of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, while well intended, and in ear help 
wey = if it were constitutional, does not r the point in- 
volved. 

Now, it is that distinction which must be observed. The vol- 
untary application of an assessed party for a reduction of the tax- 
ation, whereby hepresents himself to the officerand dors juris- 
diction to an officer to make an inquiry, and whereby the col- 
lector may be vested with the jurisdiction not-only to swear the 
assessed party, but also to inspect‘the books, is one t The 
other is where the a back upon his rese right, 
and simply says to the oollector, Do as you please, sir; you may 
make up my taxes as you please. Nou can not examine — — 
enn not examine my books.” I submit that when * spose 
self upon his reserved rights, when he stands upon his constitu- 
tional priv: , he can not be compelled either ‘by the order 
of a court or by any statute first to be sworn himself, and second 
to submit his papers for examination. 

The Senator from ‘Colorado I think has been studying this 
question, and I should like to hear his views upon this particu- 
lar point before I go any further, if he would oblige me with 
them 


Mr. TELLER. Ihave been reading the report referred to, 
but I have not read very much of it. I prefer not to express an 
opinion at this time. 

Mr. HOLL. I cite a dase upon this point, the case of Boyd us. 
The United States (116 United States nag Ne 616), which was 
argued in December, 1885, and decided in Febr „1886. I will 
read the whole of the headnotes: 


‘Whe fifth section of the act. of J 22, 1874, entitled “An act to amend the 
customs-revenus laws,“ etc., ‘section authorizes a court of the United 
inrevenue.cases, on motion of pet Figen mn Sg 

to r oes, 
„or else the allegations of the attorney to be taken as confessed, 
unconstituti 4 
on 
on. 
‘oceedings were in rem to establish a forfeiture.of certain goods 
alleged ve been traudulentlytmported without ng the duties thereon, 
pursuant to the twelfth section of said act: Held. 
made under said fifth section, rape See «claimants of the goods to 
duce a certain invoice in court for the pection of the Government - 
ney, and to be offered in evidence by ‘him, wasan unconstitutional exercise 
of authority, and that the inspection of the invoice by the attorney und its 
admission in evidence were erroneous and unconstitutional < 
It does not uire actual entry upon premises and search forandseizureof 
pers to constitute an unreasonable search, and seizure within the mean- 
— of the fourthamendment; a compulsory production of.a party's private 
books and papers to be used imself or his criminal 


er aad an 
orpenal proceeding, or for a iorieiture, is within the spirit and meaning or 
amendment. 


to n compulsory production of to make the non- 
of them a.confession. of the allegations which itis pretended they 


s a $ > © t 3 

ceeding to forfeit a persons goods T om unst the 1 
though ASAT Se tue, atid OAE ee pam cm PADA ORAA ID a AOAIE] 
laros shat no pereon glial be eompelied, in any crlininal case, 10 DOR wit: 
ness against himself.” Ader , 

JI call attention right here to the fact that this is a proceeding 
whereby ‘the collector is enabled to double the amount of the 
assessment, which for every purpose is aun effectual judgment 

inst the „ It is u forfeiture; it is an increase 
his taxes; a ty within the meaning of the law. Then 
the syllabus says: 

The seizure. oduct: s 
— n on ot à man's private papers to be 

It is the broad doctrine enunciated — 


is equivalent to iting him to be a witness against in 


compu himself, and. a 
rosecution for a crime, — 98 or forfeiture, is equally within the prohi- 


security of the 
mse Bong AAE Whon the thing 
t, namely, compelling a man to be a 


of the fifth a 
amendments 


ness against himself, is the object of a search and seizure of his private 
papers, it is an “unreasonable search and seizure” within the fourth 
amendment. P = rae 
: and seizure of aman’ vate papers 
+ a crime. a ty, or ot tor- 
fei seizure 


— dutiable 


In the light of this authority it strikes me that not only this 
whole section should be eradicated, that it oan not be amended 
so that it will not violate these constitutional provisions, because 
the whole effect of the inquiry is to do what? To enable an as- 
sessment to be made, to enable a forfeiture possibly to be had, a 
malty to be inflicted—it is called a penalty—and a penalty per- 
r double the amount of the taxation. All these are semijudi- 
roceedings. They result in a forfeiture of property. ‘They 

result in a tax being duly levied. 

Therefore it seems to me that this section should go out; that 
it should not be amended in the form ed, because that 
does not help the case wis under the authority cited; but that 
the previous section should be amended so that the collector 
should not have the right, if a party does not appear before 
him toask fora reduction, to summon that party, to compel him 
to go upon the stand and compel the production of his books and 
papers. 

nators recollect the situation in the Tilden case. Mr. Til- 

den declined to make ay return. He allowed the Government 
to make his return. They claimed this very right of inquisi- 
tion them. The case went to the courts, in some phases; 
I do not recollect now the form. Finally the whole 
ion came to the Court of the United States, al- 
ough the preliminary and intermediate ding did not. 

Mr. President, I have stated what I think is the situation.and 
the law. The citizencanstanduponhisreservedrights. ‘‘ Yes, 
you may assess me. You have that power. I may decline to 
make a return if I havea mind to do so. You may assess me 
any amount you please. All right. I may pay itor appeal or 
do something else, but if I do not submit myself to his ic- 
tion, hecan not summon me to go before someone and be sworn. 
He can not summon me to produce my books and papers to make 
me evidence against myself.” 

here is the constitutional protection here which usually ac- 
companies every statute of this character, namely, that the an- 
swers of the witness shall not be used in any civil 
9 j 8 ie? 3 d over and over opii 
ata statute w. ts necessary guarantees to the 

Mr. nt, we are age upon most dangerous ground 
in these very enactments, and ovisions do not seem to 
have been prepared with that care which ought to accompany a 
statute of this character. 

Mr. VEST. Waiving the criticism and the comment of the 
Senator from New York—it is greatly to be regretted that he or 
someone else did not have the duty assigned him of drafting 
these provisions—I should like to ask the Senator if there is not 
a provision upon the statute book of New York pectin Kya hon 
the collector the power to make a taxpayer answer questions 
under oath? 

Mr. HILL. None whatever. 

Mr. VEST. That is, he is compelled to declare himself in the 
event that there is a question as to his assessment? 

Mr. HILL. No; I will explain what there is, if the Senator 
will allow me. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. 

Mr. HILL. It is the very case Icited. If he appears before 
them and asks for a reduction, then the party can be sworn. 
He makes an 88 to the assessor. 

Mr. VEST. Granting all that the Senator says to be true, 
which I do not admit—for I can not for an instant contemplate 
a condition of the collection of revenue in any State where the 
party can stand silent and refuse to give information or make 
any return and still be held innocent of any penalty; that, it 
seems to me, is destructive of the collection of all revenue; but 
waiving that, under the amendment which was drawn by the 
. 5 myself, the provision 
is simply that if the co ol inte revenue believes that 
u corporation is concealing its assets to avoid a tax he shall 
make an affidavit of the fact and send it to the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue. 

If he believes there is ground for the statement, he requests 
in writing the tion to make a return, and if the corpora- 
tion refuses to the return he can then do what the Senator 
from New Vork concedes any collector has a right to do—make 
up the return according to the best information he can get. 

Mr. HILL. However, he must make it not from the sworn 
examination of the party, but 
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Mr. VEST. There is nothing about a sworn examination in 
this amendment. Youcan notforce the party to come up and 
swear. 

Mr. HILL. What is the point, then? I do not see any 

Mr. VEST. The point is you collect the revenue upon the 
assessment made by the collector from the best information he 
can obtain, which is the provision in regard to individuals in 
the bill. We put corporations on the same footing with indi- 
viduals. 

Mr. HALE. That is what I wanted to ask the Senator, be- 
cause I have some trouble in getting at just what his amend- 
ment does cover. Has the Senator any doubt, ifthe amendment is 
adopted, that corporations, in submitting to the income tax im- 
posed here, will have the same rights of appeal and hearing 
upon all of the processes of collecting the revenue that indi- 
ides have? 

Mr. VEST. The right of appeal is given to everybody under 
the bill. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator thinksthe general provisionsfound 
in the preceding section which provide for appeal and hearing 
are not cut off by the rather drastic provisions of his amend- 
ment. He will notice that this amendment, which it seems to 
me has great merit as far as it goes, does not in any way refer 
to any question being tried or tested before a tribunal except 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, who, from all the facts 
which he may gather, may at once resort to what is called the 
dooming features of the bill. I did not find in the amendment 
as it was read anything that gives the right to the associated 
persons forming a corporation of the same appeal and hearing 
provided in the previous section for individuals. 

Mr. CHAND If the Senator from Maine will allow me, 
I think the amendment the Senator has offered provides that 
the dooming shall be final. I think there is such language in 
the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. That I do not remember. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be again read. 

Mr. VEST. It simply says that they shall be held to be the 
assessment, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, how can the Senator say the cor po 
ration has an appeal to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
the same asjan Vidividual when it shall be final? 

Mr. VEST. I sup when judgment is rendered, unless 
there is an appeal, it 15 afinality. It is like the judgment of a 
court, which may be reversed in the appellant jurisdiction above. 
It does not say that it shall be final. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But here as to personal incomes are very 
elaborate provisions, giving the right of appeal, first, from the 
assistant collector to the collector, then from the collector to 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and testimony is to be 
taken on notice, and then there is a finality. We discussed that 
yesterday. Now, as to corporations, the Senator seems to pro- 
vide that the collector of internal revenue can assess a tax and 
add 50 per cent to it, and that shall be final without any appeal; 
and yet he says to the Senator from Maine that he thinks the 
right of appeal exists. I want the Senator to reconcile his 
statement with the clause in the amendment he offers. 

Mr. VEST. I have not any trouble myself in regard to it, I 
confess, for the simple reason that when a corporation refuses 
on the requestof the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to make 
any statement I do not think it ought to have an appeal. 

r. HALE. And the individual has an appeal? 

„ Mr. VEST. An individual does not refuse at the request of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. There is no such pro- 
vision as to individuals. Here is aspecific provision that when 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue makes requests in writ- 
ing and the corporation declines to accede to it and stands 
boldly and defiantl inst the law and says, ' We do not pro- 
pose to assist you at all in the collection of this tax“ 

Mr. HALE. Right there, even after there has been brought 
to the attention of the Commissioner by the collector the refusal 
to render tax orsubmit books, does the Senator think upon that 
the corporation should be doomed at once without any hearing, 
when the dooming feature is not applied in any case to the in- 
dividual without a hearing? Of course the Senator understands 
that this feature, which has been always known as the dooming 
feature, is a very drastic provision; it is very punitive; in many 
cases it is destructive of business, and it is not intended that it 
shall be applied. It seems to me it ought to be subject to the 
common wisdom exercised in all legislation that an extreme pen- 
alty shall not be inflicted without due hearing. I willsay,fur- 
ther, thatas I listened to theamendment of the Senator that part 
had not been looked out for. The amendment, of course, ma: 
have been drawn insome haste. Ido not think the Senator woul 
Te 5 submit corporations to any different procedure from in- 

y 8. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, it seems to me 


in most of the States the law prescribes a provision in relation 
to the return of schedules of taxes in the first place, and then a 
penalty attaches fora false return. For instance, in my State, 
the provision is as follows: 


Ifany person 5 shall give a false or fraudulent list, schedule, 
or statement req by this act, or shall fail or refuse to deliver the 
assessor, when called on for that purpose, a list of the taxable personal 
property which he is pornirea to list under this —— he or it shall be liable 
to a penalty of not less than $10 nor more than $2, to be recovered in any 
proper form of action, in the name of the people of the State of Illinois, on 
the complaint of any person. 


It seems tome that when the Government officer comes to 
make up the amount that is to be paid, if the corporation or in- 
dividual is called upon to make a report and fails to doitina 
way satisfactory to the Government officer, there ought to be a 
penalty for it, and we should not give him authority to dig into 
the private business of either a person or a corporation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Missouri is seeking a per- 
fectly legitimate object. There must be abundant precedents in 
all the States for what he is trying to do; that is to say, all the 
States I think have a process of getting at a true assessment of 
taxable property. I will state very briefly the process in my 
own State. All our work of making lists, assessments, and col- 
lections of taxes, etc., is done by the unit of our government, 
the town. We have a board of assessors and a board of relief. 
Early in October notice is given to every citizen who has taxa- 
ble property that he must make out a list and swear to it. 

If he does not make out his list within a certain time the as- 
sessors make it out to the best of their ability for him, giving 
him notice that he may appear in January before the board of 
relief and show that the assessors have done him injustice. 
Upon that hearing they have a right to strike out any item or 
to add any item that they please. Nothing is said about his 
bringing his books. Isuppose they might honestly ask him, 
having some doubt of him, “Are you willing to submit your 
books to our examination?“ But there is no com ry process, 
If he thinks it is a little more than it ought to be, and yet does 
not wish to go into any further hearing, he will pay it. 

In short, the process is this: The officers of the town assess 
the property if a man does not bring in his on list. They give 
him a chance to be heard. The reduce it, and after hear- 
ing him they may add to it, but he goes before them and states 
his case, and shows why there ought to be a reduction and why 
there ought not to be an increase. There is no offensive process 
about the matter, but it is thrown upon thecitizen himself. He 
has a fair hearing before a board of respectable neighbors. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the amendment of the Senator from 
New York on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr.CHANDLER. On that J ask for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll, 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. If he were present 
I should vote“ e 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. SMITH (when Mr. MCPHERSON’S name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON] is absent from the Chamber on ac- 
count of illness. He is paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 1 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Grsson]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present 
I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS], who is absent from 
the city and will be away for some days. announce the pair 
for the day. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the negative it 
withdraw my vote. I find the Senator from Kentucky s 
BLACKBURN] is absent. 


Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). I see 


that the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], with whom I 
have a general pair, is not present. I will transfer my pair to 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN], and let my vote stand. 


Mr. CAMDEN at having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], 
whom I do not see in the Chamber. I withdraw my vote. 
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Mr.CULLOM. I inquire whether the senior Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr.CULLOM. I stand paired with that Senator. 
vote ‘‘nay ” if he were present. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 17; as follows: 


I should 


YEAS—2. 
Allen, Daniel, Kyle, Pugh, 
Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Berry, George, McLaurin, Roach, 
Blanchard, Harris. Mills, Vi 
Brice, Hunton, Mitchell, Oregon Vilas, 
Caffery, Irby, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pasco, Walsh, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Peffer, te. 

NAYS—17. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Hoar. She: 
Allison, fue McMillan, Shoup. 
Chandler, Hawley, Perkins, 
Dixon, Hig Platt, 
Dolph, a Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—36. 

Blackburn, Frye, Manderson, Quay, 
Butler, Gibson Martin. Smith, 
Call, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Sautre, 
Camden, Gorman, Morgan, Stewart, 
Cameron, Tay. Morrill, Teller, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Palmer, 10, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Patton, Washburn, 
Davis, ge, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Dubois, McPherson, Power, Wolcott. 


So the amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Although it is not upon that amendment, while 
the roll call was being taken I found the general provisions with 
reference to imposing penalties after full hearing. 

If the Senator from souri will turn to 178, if it is not 
already clear in his mind, he will find that, following the gen- 
eral provisions for a return by a list of property assessable, for 

‘refusing to return such list or neglecting to do so, upon the 
3 certifled by the adc collector to the collector 
and by the collector to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
as the Senator provides in his amendment, certain penalties 
of 50 per cent may be assessed, it being the execution or inyo- 
cation of the dooming power. The 3 at the end of page 

178 declares that no penalty shall be assessed upon any per- 
son, and the words follow, as the Senator will see, in smaller 
letters, or corporation, company, or association.” Are those 
words included? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are in. 

Mr. HALE. Then it will read: 

That no penalty shall be assessed upon any person or corporation, com- 

or association for such neglect or refusal or for aoe or rende: 
af. or fraudulent return, except after reasonable notice of the time a 
place of hearing, to be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 

My only question is, with the words ‘‘ corporation, company, 
or association” in the provision declaring that this penalty shall 
not be assessed upon such except upon a hearing, as that applies 
distinctly to returns or lists for income or neglect or refusal 
to e returns, whether upon this new feature of dooming 
a man because he will not let his books be seen, which is another 
and distinct matter from either returning or neglecting or re- 
sta to return income lists, the general proposition that no 
penalty shall be laid without a hearing would apply. 

The provision is ‘‘ that no penalty shall be assessed upon any 
person or corporation, company, or association for such neglect 
or refusal;” and such neglect or refusal is found in the pages 

~preceding, which cover only returns of lists. Therefore, I am 
afraid that the general provisions which apply to hearings be- 
ing given before this great penalty is imposed would not apply 
to this new and distinctive feature where the doom is put on 
and 50 or 100 per cent added for refusing to open the books. In 
that view, if that doubt is properly a subject of consideration, I 
ask the Senator whether he would have on this distinct subject- 
matter penalties im d without a hearing? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, a single word in reply to the Sen- 

_ ator from Maine. No rule of law is better established among 
civilized nations than that every litigant shall have his day in 
court. The provision which we are considering now differsfrom 
the House provisions of the bill in this, that here isacase under 
the amendment as 13 in which the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue addresses a request in writing to a corporation 
to make a return. There is notice of the fullest sort. ere is 
a request from the Commissioner. It seems to me that the cor- 
poration to which it is addressed has its day in court. 

If it declines to accept the invitation or request, then no 
ps is better established jn law and equity that the party 

estopped afterwards from comp that due notice was 


not given. No principle can be better established than that, 
and it ought to apply in an excise law above all others. It seems 
to me that in what the Senator has stated none of the facts are 
applicable. 

r. HALE. Then the Senator holds that the proviso at Ihe 
bottom of page 178, which provides for a list and making rè- 
turns, does not apply here because the circumstances are differ- 
ent, and it ought not to apply? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; I think this is a specific proviei n. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator nether his 
theory of this additional 50 per cent, or whatever it is, is that it 
is a fine or 8 

Mr. VEST. I think it is a penalty upon the parties, so called. 

Mr. HOAR. Has it not been expressly asserted by the courts, 
and is it not the settled constitutional law of this country, that 
no fine or penalty can be assessed except by a judicial tribunal? 

Mr. VEST. I think the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
could assess it as a penalty for the refusal to make a return or 

ythe tax. It is done in all the excise laws. Under the State 

aws you do not have to go into a court and institute a regular 
suit in order to inflict a penalty. 

Mr. HOAR. Inmyown State, speaking for one State only, they 
have always carefully avoided asserting anysuch power. When 
the man fails to bring in his list on due notice, public or personal, 
the assessor proceeds to make up as best he can his own judg- 
ment as to the extent of the man’s property, called dooming 
popular language; butitis the assessor’s judgment of the amount 
of tax the man ought to pay in the getting at which he is under 
the constraint of his official oath as in all his duties; and if a 
man has without reason failed to bring in his list he is not at 
liberty to appeal from that judgment or to get an abatement. 
The man is not entitled to complain of a judgment which he has 
not done all that in him lies to instruct in due time. 

But the State of Massachusetts (and I suppose itis true of 
all the other States; the Senator from Illinois read a similar 
provision from the law in his State) has never undertakeu to 
say that a nonjudical officer mightimpose a penalty based upon 
certain proceedings of which he takes notice or finds resisted. 
I see the Senator from Tennessee standing at his place. I su 
pose he is waiting to lay the Constitution of the United States 
on the table if he can get at it in any way. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to lay the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts on the table just now, if I could do so. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that it is beyond the legislative 
power to authorize a nonjudicial officer to impose a fine or pen- 
alty; that it has to be ascertained by the courts and fixed by the 
courts. 

I have a case here, to which I will refer, where that doctrine 
isasserted. The decision was given by Chief Justice Gray, then 
chief justice of the State of Massachusetts, now a distinguished 
member of the Supreme Court of the United States. That was 
acase where the Legislature had undertaken to vest in the com- 
mon council of a city the authority to imprison and punish for 
contempt. That case applied to imprisonment; but certainly a 
fine is exactly the same in principle as imprisonment. Chief 
Justice Gray said: 

The Legislature may also provide for the punishment, upon indictment 
and trial in the courts of justice, of any person who, being duly summoned, 
refuses to appear and testify before any board or tribunal upon a matter 
which it is authorized by law to inves te or decide. But the Legislature 
can not delegate to or confer upon municipal boards or officers that are not 
courts of justice, and whose proceed are not an exercise of judicial 
3 the authority to imprison or p h without right of appeal or trial 

That doctrine was reaffirmed in the decision rendered by Mr. 
Justice Harlan in the case of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, recently published. The court say: 

Such a body— 


The court is speaking of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion 
could not, under our system of government and consistently with due proc- 
ess of law, be invested with authority to compal obedience to its orders b 
a judgment of fine or imprisonment. Except in the particular instance 
enumerated in the Constitution, and considered in Anderson vs. Dunn (6 
Wheat., 204), andin Kilbourn vs. Thompson (103 United States, 168, 190), of the 
exercise by either House of Congress of its right to punish. 


s s * ò $ + * 
fi r imprisonment in order to compel the perform- 
3 Aela impos: . by Ede Ualted States, can Snir b be exacted ug- 
der the law of the land, by a competent judicial tribunal having jurisdiction 
in the premises. 

The vital and fundamental objection to this whole scheme is, 
that it undertakes to vest in the collector or Commissioner, & 
ee tribunal, the power to el a fine and collect it. 

. President, if our lively and wide-awake Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS), who seems to be the pean te all of 
us, desires to make his motion, I yield the floor for that pur- 
pose. 
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Mr. HARRIS. I avail myself of the kindly suggestion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and move to lay the amendment 
of the Senator from New York on the table. 

Mr. HILL. Iask to have the amendment read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16, section 66, after the word 
“reasonable,” it is proposed to strike out the word ' times“ 
and insert “hours, between March 1 and August 1, in each 


ear.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. f 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment of the committee 
be again stated. 1 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri from the committee will be again stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word“ order,” in line 15, section 
66, it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the section and 
insert: 

And whenever a collector or deputy collector of the district in which any 
corporation, company, or ation is assessable shall believe that a 
true and correct return of the income of such corporation, company, or 
association has not been made, he shall make an afidavit of such belief, 
and of the grounds on which it is founded, and file the same with the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, and if said Commissioner shall, on exam- 


Mr. ALDRICH. There is a reference made in the amend- 
ment to an inspection, but there is nothing left in the section in 
regard to the inspection, and there is nothing in the section as 
it would read if amended that will give any information as to 
what kind of inspection is authorized. 

Mr. HALE. ask the Secretary to read that t of the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Missouri which re- 
fers to the action of the Commissioner after the certification has 
been made to him by the collector. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 

uested. 

a The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I propose to offer an amendment—— 

Mr. VEST. ill the Senator allow me to modify the amend- 
ment so as to correct a verbal inaccuracy in it? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. . 

Mr. VEST. I modify the amendment by striking out the word 
“such,” before the word ‘‘inspection;” and after the word in- 
spection,” by inserting ‘‘of the books of such corporation, com- 
pany, or association.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. ALDRIGH. I ask to have it read as it will appear with 
the modification. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read as 
modified. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be read in connection with the rest 
of section 66, so that we may have the whole thing before us. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is necessary in order to make it 
intelligible. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment by 
striking out the word such.“ before the word inspection“ 
and after the word inspection,“ by inserting “‘of the books of 
such corporation, company, or association;” so as to read: 

Sec. 66. That it shall be the duty of every corporation, company, or asso- 
ciation, doing business for peons to keep full, regular, and accurate books 
of account, upon which all its transactions be entered from day to day 
in reguiar order, and whenever a collector or deputy collector of the district 
in which any corporation, company or association is assessable shall be- 
lieve that a true and correct return of the income of such 1 com- 
pany, or association has not been made, he shall make an davit of such 

lief and of the munds on which it is founded, and file the same with the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and if said Commissioner shall, on ex- 
amination thereof, conclude there is good ground for such belief he shall 
issue a shag eee in 1 to such jcorporation, company, or association to 
permi; an tion of the books of such corporation, company, or associa- 

on tò bê e; and if such corporation, company, or association shall re- 
fuse to comply with such request, then the collector or deputy collector of 
the district shall makefrom such information as he can obtain an estimate 
of the amount of such income, and then add 50 per cent thereto, which said 
assessment so made shall then be the lawful assessment of such income. 


Mr. HALE. After the words "examination thereof,” I move 
2 insert “and after full hearing upon notice given to all par- 
- ties. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. After the word “ thereof,“ it is proposed 
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to insert, and after full hearing upon notice given to all par- | 
ties;” so as to read: | 

And if said Commissioner shall, on examination thereof, and after full | 


hearing upon notice given to all ties, conclude there is good ground for 
such belief. ete. = pe = / 


Mr. HALE. Is that amendmentaccepted by the Senator from 
lissouri? 


D ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I accept it. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the words ‘‘and then add 
50 per cent thereto.” 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out in the fifth line 
from the bottom the words and then add 50 per cent thereto.” 

Mr. HOAR. The amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
being so amended will make the Internal Revenue Commis- 
sioner the final judge of the amount to be assessed. The other 
is a mere penalty, which the Supreme Courtof the United States 
and the State courts have decided over and over again, if I can 
understand their decisions, can not be enforced unless by a ju- 
dicial officer. 

If a penalty—and the Senator himself has said he understands 
it as a penalty—is expedient, and if it is a matter of sound pub- 
lic legislative policy that the penalty should be imposed in 
addition to the taxes upon the persons who unreasonably refuse 
to bring in their lists, it seems to me what the Senator from 
Missouri ought to do is to provide that the certificate should be 
sent by the internal-revenue officer to the proper circuit courtof 
the circuit where the defendant is domiciled, that there should 
be a complaint, and that the penalty should be imposed upon 
that complaint. That is the only constitutional way, in my 
judgment, to reach it. 

r. ALDRICH. I am glad the Senator from Missouri has 
finally decided to abandon the indefensible and unconstitutional 
provisions of this section as it was originally reported by the 
committee. His action this morning does credit certainly to 
his intelligence and judgment. P 

I think I ought to say a single word in answer to his sugges- 
tions made this morning and yesterday in regard to the strin- 
gent provisions of the act of 1890. He says that we put into the 
act of 1890 provisions which were as objectionable as those con- 
tained in this section, and he cites the case of the examination 
of merchandise imported into the United States. I do not think 
the Senator intends really to make comparison between that 
provision and this. Of course Co has the power to deter- 
mine, as was said yesterday by the Senator from Massachusetts 
me Hoar], the terms upon which any merchandise shall be 

ported into the United States, and any provision, however 
stringent as to the examination of such merchandise, certainly 
has no analogy to this provision as originally inserted by the 
committee. 

The Senator from Missouri yesterday cited the case of the ex- 
amination of national banks. National banks are public insti- 
tutions, dependent for their existence upon a charter by Con- 
gress, which is granted upon condition that there shall be an 
examination by Government inspectors, and in that case there 
is no analogy to this. 

In order that Senators may be advised as to the various aspects 
of this question, if it should reappear here upon the report of the 
conference committee or otherwise, I beg to call attention to 
certain speeches and arguments which were made in the 185 8 
1874 when the question of the re of the moiety law, so called, 
was before Congress; and I would especially call the attention to 
a speech made by the late Senator from Kentucky, Mr. Beck, to 
be found upon page 4035 and subsequent pages of volume 2, part 
5, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, first session Forty-third Congress. 

I refer also to an argument made by Mr. S. B. Eaton, of New 
York, before a committee appointed to consider moieties to in- 
formers and seizers of mercantile papers, etc., on page 66 of the 
report of that committee. The argument is a long one, but I 
believe is entirely conclusive and unanswerable in ope nag 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRICE in thechair). Does 
the Chair understand the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] as 
accepting the amendment offered by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar]? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; I do not accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question, then, is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on. the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I now move to strike out the 
whole section, and I wish to say just a word on the motion. 

I concede that the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, 
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pa ađopted, . to the bill and is, T think, beneficial to | The Senator concedes as much as that. It gives a wrong con- 
t. I do not quite comprehend, however, the principle upon | struction to the proposed law. You have stricken out the words 


whichitis based. The right of a collector to make up an assess- 
ment where a corporation refuses to file a return e clearly 
enough. I do not see why the authority of the collector to make 
thatassessment and toadd a penalty, should depend upon an ex- 
hibition of the books. That is where it is left now. I think 
that it is a useless and unnece form. 

I take the tion also that it is wholly improper to ask a 
, in an adverse proceeding to him, to produce his 

ks and papers, and then give an authority to the collector to 
add a certain penalty because the party does not pay the tax. 
That has no g to do with the question of his refusal to ex- 
hibit his books. There is an intermixture of remedy which I 
do not appreciate. That is all I have to say upon that motion. 

I think the whole section is unne . I think the right 
of the collector to make the tax is given in the preceding sec- 
tions; and this serving of notice upon the party and asking him 
to produce his books, when there is noauthority to compel their 
production, is an entirely unusual pence to put in a statute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ſs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Vork to strike out 
section 66. 

The amendment was rejected; there being, on a division —ayes 
19, noes 24. 

Mr. HILL. While we are upon this same question of the 
right of the examination of persons and books, I ask unanimous 
consent that I be permitted to make a motion to amend sec- 
tion 56, which save the trouble of reverting to it hereafter. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suppose there will be no objection to that, 


HILL. Imove to strike out the words in section 56, page 
175, line 24, by the ion of such person.” 

The committee have already stricken out the words, or his 
books or accounts.” I see no reason for leaving in the words 
‘by the examination of such person,” because there is no pro- 
vision made for compelling his attendance; there is no scheme 
8 whereby he can be examined. It simply provides that 

he does not make a return, although he has a taxable income, 
the collector may make a list according to the best information 
he can obtain “ by theexaminationof such person.” Itformerly 
stood, or his books or accounts,” but that has been stricken 
out. I think it seems to be conceded from the argument that 
moto ge not be a compulsory examination of the party 


Mr. VEST. I should like, if the Senator from New York will 

pees me, to ask him a question. Why should not the col- 
ector give the party the opportunity to make a statement, a 
voluntarystatement? He can ask the person,and if he does not 
choose to answer, letit go. I would not object to that. 

Mr. HILL. Itis rr y the implied powerconferred here that 
the collector may ob such information by an examination of 
the person. I know some of the collectors who have been ap- 
pointed. Theyare not the most intelligent people in the world; 
many of them know nothing at all about law; and they are to 
construe one of the most important statutes which any legisla- 
tive body in the world could enact. If yousay that the collector 
may e up the list“ by the examination of such person with 
his consent,” I have no doubt that would cover it. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from New York will permit me, 
the collector could not imprison the person, he could not fine 
him for contempt, he could not use any coercive process what- 
ever. All he could do would be to say Mr. Smith,” or “Mr. 
Jones, I should like to know if you have any objection to give 
me the amount of your income.” If the man says “I will not 
give it,” that is the end of it. Then the collector must make 
up the list from some other evidence. 

Mr. HILL. If that be so, then there is no earthly necessity 
ng giving this officer an implied power which he is not to have 

t. 

Mr. VEST. There is no implied 

Mr. HILL. If he is to make the 
tion he can obtain, that means including the examination of 
such person, when he has no power to e such examination. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not see how the provision can do any harm, 
I should consent to it being stricken out if I thought it would 
do any harm; but I do not see how it can. 

3 Will the Senator add the words “ with his con- 
sent”? . 

Mr. VEST. That is implied. If there is no coercive process 
me rg of course the collector could not force the party to do it. 

ir. HILL. I renew the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] this morning, that there seems to be a 
ae d to retain every line of this bill simply because it was 
put in o y- 
There is no senso to that provision; it has no utility in it. 


powa given. 5 
t from the best informa- 


‘or his books or accounts.” Why were those words stricken 
out? I suppose because of the interview with Mr. Carlisle, 
when he said the bill should be amended by striking out those 
features which might be regarded as inquisitorial. Why are 
these booksand accounts there then? twas the motive for 
that? Ido not know of any. 

Ido not believe in lice astatute that itis wise to leave 
in words, whereby a collector—who is not a lawyer, and very 
few of them are—may assume that he has power to make an ex- 

It does not say with the consent of the taxpayer. 
That would have covered it. In some way it should be distinctly 
shown by the statute, so that every person who reads it may 
understand it, that itis not by an examination of the person 
that the collector can make up this list on the personal inspec- 
tion of the man. Is that what is desired? No. I can see no 
sort of reason why it should remain there. There is no sense 
in striking out books or accounts.” They did not help the 
matter in any way, and yet the committee saw fit in its wisdom 
to strike those words out. Having done so much, it seems to me 
now the other words should go out. 

Mr. VEST. A single word. I do not propose to enter into a 
debate about it. I never heard of any interview with Mr. Car- 
lisle, and never saw it. I have been too busy a man to get in- 
formation from newspapers as to what other people have said 
about this bill. 

The words books or accounts” were stricken out to get rid 
of the idea that we were invading the privacy of the individual 
in making him give uphis private papers. t was the reason 
it was done; and it is one that would suggest itself to almost 
any legislator. 

I do not consider myself bound to adopt any amendment which 
is offered by the Senator from New York, or anybody else. He 
says he repeats what the Senator from Colorado said, that there 
is a di tion here to make this bill as odious and oppressive 
as ble. Of course, we have done that to-day when we 
adopted an amendment here voluntarily, which went even be- 
yond what the Senator from New York says he asks in regard 


to this section, although now he to strike it ont. 
This provision in the bill simply says that the collector may 
assessed and ask him what 


he the party whose income is to 
income is, if he is willing to give it. Is not that right? Is 
there objection toa ghar of that kind? Can the collector 
then arresthim; can he punish 3 It seems to me 
8 proper that he should first go to and say to 
him, Mr. Smith, it is my duty as an officer of the Government 
to assess your income tax. Have you any objection to statin 
to me what your income is? You-have not made a return, an 
I come to you as the person best informed in the first instance 
from whom to get the information.” Where is the objection to 
that? Is it right? Is it not respectful? Can there be any crit- 
icism upon it? 

Suppose that there were no such provision here. Then we 
should doubtless hearitsaid, ‘‘ Why do you not baye a provision 
here to go to the party first who has all the information and 
give him a chance to put in his income? Why do you resort to 
coercive measures without any notice to him in regard to it?” 

It does seem to me that this isin the interest of the citizen. 
ican not contemplate that any officer of the Government would 
be so ately ignoran — 5 1 woua 5 the 
powers of a court and pu or contempt by a party 
without right when the law gives him no such authority. se 

In one breath we hear it is coercive and that you can not force 
the man to answer, and in the next breath we hear it said, 
“Some officer might undertake to do it.” I think it is a fair 
presumption that the officers will obey the law as it is written, 
plainly and distinctly. k 

Iam not cap about this. Ido not object to the amend- 
ment because the Senator from New York has offered it. I 
have no pride of opinion aboutit. I did not make this statute. 
I took it as it came from the House of Representatives, and 
tried to amend it as best I could; and I do not think the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York ought to be 
adopted. 

. HILL. I have not made the suggestion that I feared the 
party would be arrested. I made the suggestion that I feared 
the average collector of internal revenue would think that he 
had some power of examination by reason of allowing this pro- 
vision to remain in the bill. You have already given him the 
power to make such lists according to the best information he 
can obtain. That is a broad p But whoever framed this 
bill can not escape the responsi 8 endeavoring in the 
first place to leave at least an imp power, that if was in- 


tended to be done by the compulsory examination of such per- 
son and of his books or papers. 
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The interview to which I referred was the famous interview 
with Mr. Osale; when he announced to the world that there 
was to be a cltange of the sugar tax, and that there was to be a 
change in this tax in some of its inquisitorial features and a 
limitation of its existence to five years. That was the first I 
heard of the suggestion. It was called the Carlisle interview. 
In that interyiew with Secretary Carlisle, in which the sugges- 
tion of the sugar tax and the suggestion of the five years’ limi- 
tation was made, it was also said that some of the inquisitorial 
features of the bill ought to be changed. 

Mr. President, the committee then, acting in pursuance of 
some suggestion, which possibly they never saw, have stricken 
out the words or his books or accounts,” but they have left in 
the words to make such lists, according to the t informa- 
tion he can obtain, by the examination of such person or any 
other évidence.” The Senator suggests that which does not ap- 

ar on the face of the proposed statute, that the object of hav- 

ng these words in the provision was to allow the collector to 
ask permission to examine. To suggest that to the collector is 
a useless formality. He can do that anyhow. 

I want to make this statute plain. Inmy judgment, if the bill 
is passed it will be fruitful during the entire five years of litiga- 
tion, fruitful of misunderstandings, and will lead to the harass- 
ing of the citizen and the injury of corporations. 8 

Ar. VEST. In order to save time, of which I think more just 
now than of anything else, let me make this suggestion to the 
Senator: As he seems to think that there is some coercion in 
this matter, suppose we strike out by the examination” and 
say «py inquiry of such person.” 

Mr. HILL. Add “with his consent.” 

Mr. VEST. With his consent or not. I suppose you can in- 
quire of a man without his consent. > 

* Let me explain my point. If a citizen desires to 
raise the question of the constitutionality of this provision if it 
shall be passed—and that question will be raised—in the first 

lace, he may say, I have not an income of $3,500 per annum.” 
e collector says, Lou have.” The citizen says, “I de- 
cline to make a return;” he puts himself on his reserved rights 
and lets the collector doas he pleases; he does not want anything 
to do with the collector; he does not want any conversation with 
him; he does not want to have any interview with him for fear 
the collector may say that he admitted something, and he does 
not want to bother with the collector in any way. 8 

Why should he be asked the question? This imposition is 
left to the discretion of the collector, and so much depends upon 
his good sense and judgment that there ought not to be left an 
opportunity for a quibble, there ought not to be left an opportu- 
nity for a misunderstanding whereby the collector ere 
a wrangle with the man and haveadispute with him. teach 
stand upon his reservedrights. Thatismy point. Thecollector 
of course may ask questions if he desires to do so, but there 
should be nothing in the statute which implies that the inquiry 
is to be made immediately of the person himself. 

If the best information the collector can obtain or any other 
evidence is sufficient toenable him to make the assessment, and, 
if he has all the information he needs, especially when he can 
make up that tax in any form and to any amount he pleases, he 
cer y has power and discretion sufficient for any Federal 
official to have. 

I think the amendment I have offered is a very properamend- 
ment. I think it would help perfect this bill relieve it from 
a criticism which the Senator says does not properly attach to 
it, but a criticism from which it certainly will be relieved if this 
provision is taken out. Therefore, Mr. President, I insist upon 
my amendment, and ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Inorder to test the sense of the Senate upon 
the merit of the amendment, I move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that debate cease and 
that the vote be taken directly on the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can come to a vote without further de- 
555 I shall withdraw the motion to lay the amendment on the 

able. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn; and 
the question redurs on the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New York, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 
yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 


Th 
poe hen his called). I am paired with th 
when his name was called), am pai with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
announce once for all, for the remainder of the day, that Iam 
paired A — the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Sehator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I announce 
the pair for the day. 


Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call Was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa — A 
WILSON]. Itransfer my pair to the Senator from Mar 
[Mr. AN], so that both the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
and myself may vote. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. FRYE. I vote yea. 

Mr. PASCO, I was requested to announce that the Senator 
from Illinois a PALMER] is paired with the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], i 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I announce the pair of the Senator from 
1 [Mr. CALL] with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

DGE]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam paired with the junior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. If he were present I should vote 
“yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 35; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


eval 


YEAS—23. 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, Power, 
Chandler, 2, Manderson, A 
Cullom, Hawley, Mitcheli, Oregon 
Dixon, Patton, Shoup, 
Dolph, N Per Washburn, 
Frye, Woar, Platt, 
NAYS—35. 

Allen, Coke. Jarvis, Peffer, 
Bate, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Biackt hinds 
B burn, Gibson, Asay, Vest, 
Blan: Gordon, McLaurin, Vilas, 
Brice, Gray, Martin, Voorhees, 
—.— Hunton, Murph hite, 

en, un „ 
Cockrell, Irby, Paso, 

NOT VOTING—27, 

Ald: Dubois, Morga uir: 
Butler, Gorman, Morrill, Stewart, 
Call. Hansbrough, Palmer, Teller, 
Care tome = Wilbon 

Y, > 
Daniel, McPherson, pr Wolcott. 
Davis, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. I neglected yesterday to make a motion in re- 
gard to section 56. I move to strike out in line 24, page 174 
the words ‘‘or to such officer or agent as the Commissioner 
Internal Reyenue may designate.” The same words occur in 
line 6, in line 22, and in line 7 on ə 175. I move to strike 
them out wherever tor occur in the bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out section 67, in the following words: 


Sec. 67, That the taxes imposed by this act upon dividends, interest, cou- 
pons, and annuities shall be levied — and collected from all such divi- 


ends. coupons, interest, and whenever and wherever the same 


business for profit or to Sta 
counties, 5 roid 


ticn. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. ¢ 
The Secretary read the next section, as follows; 


SEC. 68. That it shall be the duty of every collector of internal revenue, to 
whom any is made under the provisions of this act, to give to tl 
person payment a full written or printed receipt, es 
the amount paid and the particular account for which such payiment was 
otherwise than by a co 


made; and whenever such 8 is ra · 
tion, such collector shall, if required, give a separate receipt for e tax 
paid by any debtor, on account.of payments made to or to made by him 
to separate creditors in such form that such debtor can con tly 
duce the same separately to his several creditors in satisfaction of their re- 
spective demands to the amounts specified in such ipts; an h re. 
— — be sufficient evidenes in favor of such debtor, to jus in 
wit 5 amount therein expressed from its next paymént to hiş 
creditor: such eee may, Sn iving to his debtor a Written 
receipt, acknow. ayment᷑ to ot pareri ea l § 
paid, and acce; è ount of tax paid as Afo 0 ins thi 
Same) asa er satisfaction of the debt to that amount, require thé sur- 


render to him of such colle¢tor’s receipt. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 68, line II, page 198, after the word payment,“ to insert 
‘of any taxes other than the tax represented by an 
stamp or other engraved stamp;” so as to read: 


SEC. 68. That it shall be the duty of every collector of internal revenue, to 
whom any payment of any taxes other than 


esive 


the tax represented by an ad- 


, 
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hesive stamp or other engraved stamp is made under 
act, to give to the person making such paymentaf 
receipt. 

The amendment was agreed to. - ‘ 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 68, page 198, line 17, after the word made,“ to strike out 
“otherwise than by a corporation;” so as to read: 

And whenever such payment is made such collector shall, if required, give 
a separate receipt for each tax paid by any debtor. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out section 69, in the following words: 

Sec. 69. That no rule or regulation established by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue under this act shall be valid without the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury in writings; nor shall the same be binding upon 
any corporation, nor upon any person not an internal-revenue officer, until 
it bas been printed and conspicuously posted in the offices of the Commis- 
sioner and the collector of the collection district in which such person or 
corporation has an office or residence. 

The amendment was agreed to. i . 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out section 70 in the following words: 

Sec. 70. That if any person, in any case, matter, hearing, or other proceed- 
ing in which an oath or affirmation shall be required to be taken or adminis- 
tered, under or by virtue of this act, shall, upon the taking of such oath or 
affirmation, knowingly and willfully swear or affirm falsely, evéry person so 
offending shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and shall, on conviction there- 
of, be subject to the like punishment and penalties now provided by the laws 
of the United States for the crime of perjury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next section was read, as follows: 

Sec. 71. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall have power to relieve 
and release from all forfeitures and penalties im act, in such 
cases as he may deem proper; but shall not apply to any penalties im- 
posed by law as the punishment of a misdemeanor or other e. 

Mr. VEST. There is no necessity for section 71. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury already has that power, and the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue it in certain instances with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. I therefore move to 
strike out section 71. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
the amendment of the Senator from M 
tion 71. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. We have now finished the sections which relate 

to the income tax, and I make the motion which was reserved 
during the discussion. I move to strike out all the sections 
which relate to the income tax, so that they shall be eliminated 
from the bill if . is sustained. 

Mr. President, having very fully debated the various provi- 
sions of the bill as we proceeded with its consideration, I do not 
desire to delay the disposition of the bill to make any elaborate 
remarks at this time. I haye endeavored to make myself under- 
stood upon the objections which I have presented to this feature 
of the tariff reform measure, and I shall content myself with 
simply stating briefly my objections to this measure, which I 
desire to go upon the record. 

My objections to the retention of the income-tax provision in 
the bill may be epitomized as follows: 

First. Anincome tax has nolegitimate place ina tariff reform 
bill. Itis unjust to those who desire to support a revision of 
the tariff but who can not consistently or conscientiously favor 
an income tax. If admissible at all, it should have been em- 
braced in a separate measure. The effort to retain it in this 
bill has hindered, delayed, and sacrificed the cause of tariff re- 
form, and compelled the surrender of many essential principles 
which should have accompanied a genuine tariff revision. 

Second. An income tax is neither a Democratic nor a Repub- 
lican principle and has never been Spree! by the people at 
the polls, but is one of the doctrines of the Populist party, the 
votes of whose Senators in the Senate are expected to be the 
means of fastening it upon the bill and upon the people. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New York allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. Not now. Let me conclude this statement of 

my objections to the income-tax provisions: 

f d. It is an unnecessary tax. The debate has conclusively 
demonstrated the fact that the needs of the Treasury will not 
require the proceeds of this tax, but that sufficient revenues 
be realized under the other provisionsof the measure. No 
proper estimate has been furnished of the revenues expected to 
realized from this tax, but it is blihdly urged, without re- 

gard to pa reyenue or consequences. 
Fourth. It is a direct tax within the true intent and mean- 


© provisions of this 
written or printed 


uestion is on agreeing to 
ouri to strike out sec- 


of the Constitution, and not being laid in proportion to popu- 
lation, it is unconstitutional, and can not be enforced. 
Fifth. It is unequal, unjust, and sectional in its design and 


operation, and is 1 urged by the representatives of 
those States which will bs least affected by its provisions. 5 
an attack upon the thrift, the energy, and the enterprise of the 
North rather than an honest effort to reach the accumulated 
wealth of the country by constitutional and just means. 

Sixth. It is the revival of an odious war tax in a time of pro- 
found peace. 

Seventh. The exemption of all incomes not exceeding $4,000 
is an exemption unprecedented in the history of income-tax leg- 
islation hereor anywhere in the world, and stamps the measure 
as the most offensive species of class legislation. While ostensibl 
aimed at the rich it permits one having an investment of $80,000, 
drawing interest at 5 per cent, to escapo all taxation under it. 
Whether it injures the very rich or not, it clearly does not help 
the poor. It is not based upon any consistent theory. Either 
substantially all incomes should be taxed or none at all. 

Eighth. It is unjust and indefénsible in its discriminations. 
It necessarily exempts the income from six hundred and thirty- 
five millions of Government bonds, but denies the same exemp- 
tion to State bonds. It exempts $4,000 from the individual in- 
come of a citizen derived from his general business, but denies 
him the same exemption if his income is derived from a cor- 

orate investment. Is unnecessarily and injuriously discrim- 
inates against corporate investments by individuals, especially 
small investments. 

Ninth. It is retroactive in its operation. It compels the pay- 
ment of a tax upon incomes realized since January 1, 1894, bein 
at least six months before the NN ol the act, which shoul 
only apply to future incomes, if at all. 

Tenth. It usurps those fields of revenue which property. be- 
long to the States. Tariff taxation being exclusively under the 
Constitution the province of the Federal Government, it should 
mainly confine itself to that method of raising its necessary reve- 
nues without encroaching upon the rights, prerogatives, and rev- 
enues of the States. This measure not only provides for income 
taxation proper, but includes an inheritance and gift tax, thereby 
trespassing upon a field already occupied by many of the States. 
Incomes, if taxed at all, should be taxed by State rather than 
Federal authority. The States are suffering more from lack of 
sufficient and proper revenues than is the General Government. 
What are essentially local revenues should be reserved for local 
purposes. 

eventh. Its provisions are inquisitorialand offensive in their 
character. A citizen is compelled to give evidence against him- 
self, and to submit to the production and inspection of his books 
and papers. The political agents of the Government are in- 
vested with vast powers which are liable to abuse. Taxation 
may be increased 100 per cent, and other severe penalties may 
beimposed. Itis a system of taxation adopted fora monarchical 
government, but unsuited for a free republic. 

Twelfth. It violates the Constitution because it usurps those 
revenues derived from certain domestic corporations which 
the States have themselves created and the revenues of which 
corporations the States have set apart for the uses of their owt 
State governments. Those revenues can not constitutionally be 
destroyed, diminished, or interfered with by the General Goy- 
ernment. The proposed tax is an attack upon the sovereignty 
of the States, their reserved rights, the doctrine of home rule, 
and every just principle of government for which we have ever 
heretofore contended. 

Thirteenth. The absorption of theselegitimate State revenues 
by the General Government as here proposed will necessarily 
lead to increased direct taxation by the States, and add to the 
existing direct burdens of the people. 

Fourteenth. The tax proposed is double that recommended 
by Secretary Carlisle. 

Fifteenth. It will duplicate taxation, create friction, and pro- 
voke conflict or contention between the General Government 
and the States, is contrary to the established policy of the Gov- 
ernment, is a step toward socialism, and is unwise from every 
point of political expediency. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from New York 
to say that Secretary Carlisle recommended 1 per cent? 

Mr. HILL. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN inthechair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I was unfortunately absent when: the 
Senator from New York commenced the reading of the paper 
he held in hand. Do I understand that it is an indictment 
drawn by him against the features of the income tax? 

Mr. . It partakes of that nature. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to add, then, another count. i 
do not know what its number may be. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would be No. 16. 
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Mr. HILL. There is ample opportunity for a large number 
more, but in my great desire to be brief I left a t many out. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This one is very brief. I add this count 
to the indietment. 

It creates a class who are selected from their fellow-citizens 
to pay a part of the expenses of the Government, and is the first 
step towards the creation of a privileged few, constituting a 
moneyed aristocracy, who, contributing from their abundant 
cue or incomes to the support of the Government, will 
rule it. 

Mr. HILL. Iaccept the amendment. s 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from New York give me his 
attention for a moment? Did the Senator make any allusion to 
the great increase of officeholders the bill will inevitably make? 

Mr. HILL. I did not for the reason, and frankness requires 
me to say if, that the bill possibly does not propose anyincrease 
of officeholders. While I am free to say that I think when the 
pill goes into operation it will require additional officeholders, 

et fona not be justified, of course, in making thatallegation, 
3 the bill does not provide for any increase of officials. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator any doubt whatever that all 
the variousand involved provisions of the bill, covering so much 
new data and new labor, will result in a very large increase of 
the officials of the Treasury Department in the collection of the 
tax 


Mr. HILL. If the income tax provided by the bill is to be 
honestly and efficiently collected, I am inclined to think that 
in the course of a year or so, there must be an increase of Fed- 
eral officials. 

Mr. HALE. And a very considerable increase. 

Mr. HILL. 1 should judge so. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. HILL. But there are none provided for in the bill now. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
thinks, as he expressed to me in a very recent interview, that 
a very small increase of the internal-revenue force will be 
necessary to the execution of the law; but perhaps a small in- 
crease will be necessary. Let the facts be understood. Has the 
Senator from New York yielded the floor? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr.HARRIS. Then, if we can come to a vote upon this prop- 
osition, I shall be very glad to do so, and if we can not I move 
to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the observation that the Senator from 
Tennessee has made 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; I withdraw it, when the Senator 
from Iowa refers to the observation. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Tennessee withdraw the 
observation or the motion? 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion, and not the observa- 


tion. 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator from Tennessee says that he has 
information from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that a 
very few additional employés will be required. I venture to say, 
without knowing, that the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
has not examined in detail, as we have here, the provisions of 
the bill. I yesterday called attention to the fact that the exe- 
cution of one paragraph of the bill alone, requiring that each 
corporation, however little or however great, shall make a spe- 
cific return each Tex to the collector of the district, will neces- 
sitate in each collection district certainly an additional force 
of four or five persons. When you spread it over the United 
States that single provision willrequire alarge additional force. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is a very important amendment, and I 
hope the Senator from Tennessee will withdraw the motion to 
lay on the table in order that a vote may be taken direct upon 
the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itis important to the extent of determining 
the question whether we shall have an income tax or not, and it 
is important in no other point of view. We have debated the 
question for three months. I adhere to my motion. 

Mr, HALE. Let us take a vote on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us havea direct vote on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York. That course is very much bet- 


ter. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can do so without further debate I am 
ready to vote on the question. 

Mr. HALE. We can. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to submit some remarks on this 


1 

r. HARRIS. I adhere to my motion to lay the amendment 
on the table, so as to exclude the Senator from New Hampshire 
and other Senators from submitting remarks. 


Mr. CHANDLER. With the permission of the Senator from 
Tennessee, I will submit my remarks At a later period in t 
discussion of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I hope the Senator from Tennessog 
will withdraw the motion and let the vote be taken on th 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis on agreoing to 
the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay on thé tabl 
the amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Iask unanimous consent that debate shall 5 
at least temporarily, and that the vote be taken on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. That debate shall cease on this question. 

Mr. HILL. That it shall cease on this question, and that we 
have a vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from New York 
that the difficulty is that if anyone debates the income-tax pr 
vision of the bill, or any other provision, it will be offensive te 
seed Senator from Tennessee. Therefore, it will be a great d 

tter 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the vote be 
taken on the amendment of the Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair announces that de- 
bate is entirely out of order. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. VEST. Regular order. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the request of the Senator from New 
York will be put. I thinkit is an exceedingly wise one—that 
debate shall cease, at least temporarily. 

Mr. HILL. Under the liberal rules of this body, of course a 
Senator at some future time can discuss the income tax or an 
other provision. I simply ask that the debate shall cease an 
that we may have a direct vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection tg the re- 
quest of the Senator from New York that debate shall cease 
and the vote may be taken on this amendment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It hurts one's feeling 

Mr. VEST. Lask for the regular order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to respond to the appeal of the 
Senator from New York. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 8 
to the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay the amend- 
ment on the table. 

Mr. HILL. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, CHANDLER. Will the Chair recognize me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of Opinion that 
nothing is in order but to call the roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would it be in order to have the motion 
withdrawn? Iam willing rather than to put any obstacle to a 
direct vote to assent to the request for unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks discussion 
is notin order. The yeas and nays have been ordered. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HILL. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. If unanimous consent can be given to take a 
direct vote on the amendment of the Senator from New York I 
ask unanimous consent (the yeas and nays having been ordered 
I can not withdraw it without unanimous consent) to withdraw 
my motion to lay the amendment on the table, but unless unani- 
mous consent can be given, [ adhere to my motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it in order for me to say that I have no 
objection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is hardly in order for the 
Senator to state that he has no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none 
and it is so ordered. Is there any objection to the withdrawal o 
the call for the yeas and nays? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, let us have the yeas and nays on the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. x 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the yeas and nays be taken on that ques- 


tion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New York to strike out the 
sections relating to the income tax, on which the yeas and nays 
are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. SHOUP (when the name of Mr. DuBOIS was called). My 
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colleague [Mr. DUBOIS] is with the junior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. my colleague were present he would 


vote nax.“ 

Mr. GORDON (when His name was called). By an arrange- 

ment with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] I transfer my 
r with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator 
m Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] and vote nay.” 

Mr. MITC L of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. If 
he were present I should vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name Was called). Lam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], but as we 
would vote the same way on this question, I shall vote. I vote 


t em.” 

Nr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. If he were present I 
should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a general 

with the junior Senator from Idaho[Mr. DUBOIS]. I trans- 

er my pair to my colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON], who is absent 

because of illness, and who would vote yea“ if he were present. 
I vote yea.“ ` 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave a general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he were present I should 
vote “ ea.” b 

Mx. DANIEL. I am paired with the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. SQUIRE]. I understand I am at liberty to transfer my 
pair to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], and I therefore 
vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. OULLOM. I am informed that I am at liberty to vote. 
I vote g. 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague [Mr. LODGE] is absent to fulfill an 
important public engagement in Massachusetts. He is ed 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL. If my colleague 
were present he would vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] would’ 
vote ‘‘nay ” if he were present. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 40; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Aldrich, Hoar, Perkins, 
Allison, Salinger, Platt. 
Chandler, Hale Manderson, Proctor, 
Cullom, Hawley, 0} Sherman, 
Dixon, Murphy, Smith, 
Dolph, „ Washburn. 
NAYS—40. ( 
Allen, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Power, = 
3 Kyle, nsom, 

burn, Gibson. McLaurin, Shoup, 
Blanchard, on, Martin, Teller, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Vest, 
Caffery, Harris, Mitchell, Oregon Vilas, 
Caraden, Hunton, 00, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, by, Peffer, Wa 
Coke, Jarvis, Pettigrew, White. 

NOT VOTING—2L 

Butler, Gorman, Morgan, Turpie, 
Call, Gray, Palmer, W. 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Pugh, Wolcott. 
Davis — McPherson, Sae, 
Duvois, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PUGH subsequently said: I was called from the Senate 
temporarily, and in my absence the vote was taken on the amend - 
ment of the Senator from New York to strike out all the sec- 
tions relating to the income tax from the tariff bill pending 
before the Senate. I have a general with the senior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and I see that he voted 
upon that amendment, I simply desire to state that if I had 
been present I should have voted against the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Inasmuch as I was charged with the duty 
of caring for the pairs on this side of the Chamber, I desire to 
state that the fact of the Senator’s absence was overlooked by 
me. Otherwise I should have called the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts to the fact, he having doubtless voted 
inadvertently. 

Mr. PUGH. All right. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to state that my colleague[Mr. WOL- 
corr] is detained from the Senate by sickness. If he had 
here he would have voted t the motion of the Senator 
from New York to strike out the provisions of the bill for an 
income tax. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: Iaskunanimousconsent, under 
the rules, to withdraw my vote on the amendment 3 to 
strike out the income tax provisions of the bill. I was paired 
with the honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH], and as 


that Senator has been about the Chamber during the morning 
and as he votes after I do on the alphabetical call of the roll, t 
did not think of looking to see whether he was in his seat. I 
peHeye the rule allows the withdrawal of a vote by unanimous 
consent, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
Senator from Massachusetts asks u ous consent that his 
vote on the question referred to by him may be withdrawn 
under the circumstances he has stated. Is re objection ? 
The Chair hears none, and it isso ordered. 

The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

Tho Secretary read the next section, as follows: 


every pack in the stock of dealer on and r that date; Com- 


missioner of Vents, 
Treasury, Shall make 8 mph 2 9 a 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in section 
72, page 200, in line 9, after the word “cards,” to insert con- 
taining not more than fifty-four cards;” so as to read: 

A tax of 2 À 
HA ns E, and upon every pack of playing cards containing not 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill to the end of 
section 81, page 207. = 

Mr. PEFFER. At this point comes in the amendment which 
I proposed last Saturday evening in relation to the tax upon beer. 
It was proposed at that time in order to accommodate me, as I. 
was about to be absent from the Chamber, but upon the request 
of Senators its consideration was passed over until we should 
reach this point in the bill. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. After section 81, add as a new section: 


SEC. —. That section 3339 of the Statutes and all sections amenda- 
ed so as to proVide that the tax on beer, lager beer, 


ale, porter, and oth: pad fermented liqudrs shall be #2 per barrel, and 
1 — halt „ 5 act, together 


th any and all laws and parts of laws made to carry into effect the provi- 
sions of this section. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I desire to say but a very few 
words in explanation of the amendment and in favor of it. As 
the Senate knows, I am very mich opposed to a tax upon sugar. 
It is estimated by, I believe, all those who have taken the 
trouble to make an estimaté that between $40,000,000 and $50,000,- 
000 will be raised by a 40 per cent levy upon imported sugar. 
The last report of the Com: ioner of Internal Revenue shows 
that something over 32,000,000 barrels of beer were produced in 
the United States, and as that is an article which does not lie 
long in bond, norany where else, it is presumable that in subse- 
quent years the quantit, y o> not be any less. 

It we lévy a tax of $1 a barrel more than is now laid upon beer 
it will produce an additional revenue of between thirty-two and 
8 million dollars for the year 1894, and in a few years 
as larger amount. 

In présentibg the amendment I wish to call the attention of 
Senators to the fact that this additional tax upon the consump- 
tion of beer Would not in any way increase the cost of it to the 
consumer, or at any rate if thereshould be any increase it would 
be in such fore as that the consumer would not feel it. It could 


not be the price of beer per for the difference 
in it uld 80 att that it Sr not be Prt d. It 
would be a very small 


rtion of 1 oanh, praçtically infinitesimal. 
If there wers any difference at all between the present price 
and the price under this proposed amendment it would be in the 
8 of beer given for a glass, and that would be so small as 

at even the beer drinker himself could not possibly detect it. 
That also would be infinitesimal. There is no question now about 
the income tax. That is going to remain in the bill. Here is 
an opportunity for the committee to remove thé sugar duty en- 
urey and ix fas 175 With a tax upon veer Z 

is care to sa m my amendm 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 8 

Mr. PLATT. I suppose sections 82 to 84 are stricken out. Is 


it 1 ot Be d those sections? 

The P ING OFFICER. They will be omitted unless 

ially requested to be read. 

Mr. JO. of Arkansas. I was going to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the reading be omitted and that the proposed substi- 
ote gor those sections be read, beginning on page 207, sec- 

on 82. 

Mr. PLATT. Before we come to that I desire to propose an 
amendment. Tregret that itis so long, but it is not much longer 
than the section which relate to playing cards. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendment is to come in where? 

Mr. PLATT, It is to come in at the end of section 81. I 
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will state before the amendment is read that the object is to al- 
low alcohol which is used in manufactures and in the arts to be 
used without the payment of tax. The provisions of the amend- 
ment are taken from a bill which was passed by the Senate in 
1888, drafted, I understand, by the Treasury Department as em- 
bang a scheme which would ; meres frauds upon the Treas- 


if that measure should be 7 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read, 


The SECRETARY. After section 81, page 207, after line 7, add 


the following additional sections: 

Sr. — That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue be, and hereby is, 
authorized, with the approval of the Secretary of the Tre: upon the 
filing of such bond as he may prescribe, to establish warehouses, to be des- 
ignated as bonded alcohol ae to be used exclusively for the storing 
of distilled spirits. of an alcoholi: of not less than 180 per cent of 

roof spirit, as defined by section "3249 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. and in the distillers’ o: casks or packages, each of which ware- 
houses shall be in the ee of a storekeeper, or storekeeper and gauger, to 
de appointed, assigned, transferred, and paid in the same manner thatstore- 
kee and storekeepers and gaugers for distillery warehouses are now = 
pointed, assigned, transferred, Every such warehouse shall 
under the control of the ¢ collector of internalrevenue = is in which 
such warehotse is located, shall bein the joint custody eeper, or 
storekeeper and auger, and the proprietor ti thereof, and 8 locked, 
and shall at no or opened, or remain open, except in the 
presence —5 such storekeeper or storekeeper and gauger, or other person 
who may be ted to act for him, as provided the case of distillery 
warehouses. And such warehouses shall be under such further ations 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the 5 ay prescribe. 

SEC. —. That distilled. Tiin of an alcoholic 5 ot not less than 180 
per cent ot proof spirit, as defined by se —— 8249 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United P States, may, after having been ery ee = 4 — 
stamped, and branded in distill od nema pe 
mer o 


5 7. of the rer d also seared ai as ter ‘vided, be 
ani TO re- 
moved in bond from dis bonded warehouses toa bonded alcohol ware- 


house, under such reguiations and after — — entries, and execut- 
ing and filing with the collector of the district such spiri 
manufactured such bonds . 
ditional security as may A, ibed the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue and approved etary o 3 

Sz. —. Thatsuchdis' edspirits, neering in such bonded alco- 
hol warehouse, may, under such as the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with theapprovalof the —— ot the Treasury, shall prescribe, 
bs — to secure storerooms, and used in mam establish- 
ments, ashereinafter provided, without payment of che internal- — senate 
im the industrial arts, and in the manufacture C 
compounds, acetic and other acids, and medicinal drugs, or che: 
according to the directions ot the United States or other national —— 
Co; or according to formulas, as published in any of the tories 
in common use among physicians or a thecaries in the United States. 
But nothing a contained shall be held or construed.as authorizing 


been paid, articles, 
uors, cordials, bitters, or other alcoholic ae which are used or 
or 8 in — 0 Commissioner of Internal 
— — excluded 5 the visions 
distilled 
5 or or this act, and 
88 or stored in yiolation of this act shall be for- 


Every person 
established, inte: 
With the collector of 
or room to be used as such warehouse or storeroom is 
duplicate of his desire and intention, 
TOO; 6 


0 to 
he will not use, or allow to be used, any 
moved from his or Storer OOt, by TS 
ever for any of the a — 5 3 aS act, ak 
such ts shall be so used 
States a suk double the — or’ a 


rsons whatso- 


shall pay all penalties incurred or fines im on him for violation of 
any of the provisions of this act. 
ai shall each be with at least two sureties, approved by the col- 


Said 
lector of the district, and for the penal sum of not less than double the 
amount of the tax on the estimated quantity of such spirits that are in- 
tended to be entered in such warehouse or storeroom, as the case may be, 
durin; eyed rene but in no case shall the penal sum ofsaid ware- 
moon bond be nor that of the storeroom bond be fess than than 
and the said onde shall best S! 


ed and renewed at such times, 
— * contain such other ons as the Commissioner of 
Revenue may zemre, The collector 1 when, 
in his ana o situation of the warehouse or storeroom is such as will 
enable the warehouse p: tor or the manufacturer to defraud the United 
tes; and in case of 8 refusal the proprietor or manufacturer may ap- 
Internal Revenue, whosedecisionin the matter 


ve affixed 
— ̃ —-»„—-—- 
as in the case of —— = 
viding and 


of such 83 nA pee one . — 
ope secured and more ar gn eE appro’ 


eye by the collector of the district 


collector of | Co: 


Revenue, after the filing of the noticeand | pants thereof. 


bond as required by this act, may, under such bonds and securities as ye 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary 
the Tre: „may be, remove distilled s Nes ofanalcoholic eerie 
of not less per cent of proof spirit as defined by section 3249 of 
Revised Statutes of The United States, in distillers’ orlginal casks or 3 
ages, without payment of the interna- revenue Pipe a bonded alcohol 
Warehonse, as de 55 storeroom . 
e oriinal 


the charge of a store- 
of the store- 

shallat no t remain open, 

the presence of such pee be anios or pe eeper and ek and gauged, of or 


other who may be designated to act for him, as provided 

of Warehouses, and such storekeeper, or storekeeper and gauger, 
shall be a ted, d, transferred, and paid in the same manner 
that s or storekeepers and cee for distillery warehouses 
are NOW ap! 1 Ana in case —.— a 


must be a 9 b Revenue before he 18 
assigned o duty 185 tho provinions 6 3 

SEC. —. That storekee r and gauger, sugua tosuch 
storeroom in addition to keeping such books and making such 


elivered and removed from such store- 

be bed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with 

of the Secretary of the „have access to every part of 
W. 


and make a re- 
F kind 


perme ine pe with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may re- 
quire and ghey poe and such storerooms shall be under such farther bag: 


ulations as the er of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 


Secretary of the Treasury, may 
Sr. —. That under such ons as the Commissioner of Internal 


Revenue, —.— — val ot the Secretary of the Treasury, may prescribe, 
any pro’ alcohol warehouse, who has filed with the col- 
lector a 1 — ten o sureties, in the form and sum specified 


in this act, may admix with the distilled spirits entered in his warehouse, in 
hi „ methylic pimio wood alcehol, wood 
ved by the Commissioner of Internal 


e Secretary 
ue aa she Sorreta of sis Treas and such 
ee eee and drawn off in the 
keeper, or storekeeper and gauger, and under the 
to bedi ted by the collector, into of aform 
be preseri by the Commissioner of In: ue, and 


are usually contained, ck- 

branded by the gauger | as A, 
val of the Secretary of the 

from such on Ernia 


VCC 
each „„ 
25 wine nor contain more 


ion of a gauger 
rm and material to 
different from 


ee or 8 keeper and gauger, as the 

Commissioner of Internal — And i Tath the approval of the Secretary of 

Treasury, may be per- 

mitted on any 

sale oe ee dea: 
nected th 


gio withdraw methylated spirits from bonded 
With th wae of the district in Which the 


stamps. 
—.— so pe upon permit issued afore’ e 220 
coho; OUSO except u a od as oresa whic; 
shall, at a each STRATES of ts is made thereunder fo pee 
„or by his dul authorized — 
shall ind orse upon the 
1 ho number of proot 
5 = Ne of wit wal in 


returns of 

or transport methylated spirits. And any internal-revenue officer shall, w at 
all times, have right of access to all premises on which such methylated 
“are 2 the visions sections 3276 


are hereby made to a 
— And — nether 
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alcohol, wood alcohol, or wood naphtha or other substance from any such 


distilled spirits, or use, or D; ful neglect cause to be used, ahy such 
5 ‘admixed spirits for any of the uses not authorized by this 

or who shall se te or recover, or cause the separation or recove 
of any alcohol permitted to be used in the manufacture of any of the arti- 
cles by the provisions of this act free of tax, shall on conviction pay a pas 
alty of not less than $500 nor more than $5,000, be imprisoned not less 
than six months nor more than three years. 

SEC. —. That every proprietor of any such bonded alcohol warehouse who 
shall have filed the application and bond, and every manufacturer who shall 
have provided a suitable 8 which have been pb hin by the col- 
lector of the district and the Co sioner of Internal Revenue, shall pro- 
vide a book to be prepared and kept in such form as the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue may prescribe, and shall make daily entries therein of all 
spirits received, with the name of the person from whom the spirits were 
baer and the name of the distiller by whom and the district in which 

e spirits were produced, the serial number of each cask or package, and 
the actual contents of each when received by him. He shall also, in like 
manner, énter in said book the quantity of spirits removed each day, and 
the name, occupation, and address of the person to whom the spirits are 
sold; and ifa manufacturer, he shall enter in said book the quantity re- 
moved from the storeroom, and if less than a cask or pack , the actual 
> beanie removed from any cask or packake; and he shall also enter the 
name of all articles, in the manufacture of which such spirits have been 
used, as authorized in this act. And every person keeping the book herein 
required shall, on or before the 10th day of each month, make a full and ac- 
curate transcript of all entries made during the preceding month, and shall, 
after the same by oath, forward the same, through the collector 
of the district, to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. e book herein 
required shall be kept on the premises described in the application, and 
shall at all times be o for the inspection of any revenue officer; and 
such officers shall at all times have access to said premises for the purpose 
ofinspecting the same, or any stock, utensil, apparatus, or appliances therein, 
where such spirits are used, and the owner or occupant of said premises 
shall, on demand of such officer, furnish needful assistance toenable the said 
officer to make such examination and report. And any person who shall 
willfully use, or by neglect cause to be used, any distilled spirits, entered 
in his bonded alcohol warehouse or storeroom established under this act, 
in any manner except as expressly provided and permitted in this act, 
shall, on conviction, pay a penalty of not less than 81,000 nor more than 
88,000, and be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than three 


ears. 
7 SEC. — That any person who, under the provisi of this act, or under 
tion issued in pursuance hereof, shall négiect or refuse to make 
any entry, |, OF account, or shall make or render any false or 
fraudulent entry, bond, or account, or shall, in q as a surety to any 
bond required by this act, make any false or fraudulent statement or RAA 
sentation as to the pro owned by him, and any person who shall fail to 
use any stamp, label, tag, mark, caution notice, or any other device pre- 
scribed by this act, or by any regulation issued in pursuance of this act, or 
shall fraudulently use or reuse the same, shall for any such offense, on con- 
viction had, be fined not less than 500, nor more than %5,000, and be impris- 
oned not less than six months, nor more than three years; and any vessel, 
or other inclosure not stamped, marked, or branded as required by 

w and this act, all spirits or other materials contained in such vessel, cask, 
or 3 or inclosure, shall be forfeited to the United States. 

othing in this act shall be construed 5 the time within which 
the tax on distilled spiritsshall be ps ig bed the limit fixed by law within 
which such spirits must be withdrawn from distillery warehouses upon 
payment of the tax. And, in case say Gags withdrawn from a distillery 
warehouse under the provisions of this act are not used as authorized by 
this act within the time fixed by the distiller's warehous bond for the 
payment of the tax, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall assess the 
tax t the person liable, under bond as warehouse prietor or manu- 
facturer at the t for the proper use and custody of the spirits, and such 
tax shall becollected as in the case of other assessed taxes. 

It shall not be lawful for any person to receive, use, or store any 
methylated distilled spirits free of internal-revenue tax under the pro- 
visions of this acton an premises within 600 feet in a direct line from any 
premises used as a distillery or for rectifying distilled spirits. 

Any person who shall receive or use distilled spirits, free of tax, under 
the provisions of this act, and shall knowingly or willfully omit, neglect, 
or refuse to do, or cause to be done, any of the things required to be done 
by this act, or any regulation made pursuant thereto, or shall do any: 
by this act prohibited, or declared sro, Gos be unlawful, if there be no 
specific penalty or punishment imposed by this act for the neglecting, 
omitting, or re: to do the thing required, or for the doing, or causing 
to be done, the thing prohibited, or declared unlawful, he shall, on convic- 
tion, ga a ste pap at the discretion of the court, not exceeding $5,000. And 
the ssioner of Internal Revenue is authorized to determine the 
quality and strength of the methylic alcohol, wood alcohol, wood naphtha, 
or other substance that may be used in methylating or g spirits. 
And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may also, at his discretion, re- 
quire the maker of methylated or admixed s t to provide a separate 
storeroom and vats, with suitable locks and fastenings, for keeping and 
storing methylic alcohol, wood alcohol, wood naphtha, or other substance 
used in methylating or admixing, and may require samples to be furnished 
from Sed vats, or other receptacles, for chemical analysis and for his ap- 

V 


Change numbers of subsequent sections to correspond. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I fear it is W to attempt 
to secure the passage of any amendment to the bill, but there 
is no possible reason why this amendment should not be adopted. 
The bill is going to raise revenue enough even if the revenue 
should be diminished by making alcohol used in the manufac- 
tures and arts free from the tax. It is a very hard burden upon 
manufacturers. I do not speak now so much for the manufac- 
turers who buy alcohol and transform it into proprietary medi- 
cines and other liquid forms as those manufacturers who hay 
to use it in the direct processes of manufacture. 

I think it is not understood to what extent alcohol has to bè 
used in the manufacture of almost all kinds of goods—metals as 
well as textiles. It has been always admitted, I understand, that 
— 5 a hardship upon the manufacturers to compel them to pay 

x 


The only objection that I have ever heard to making alcohol 
in the mechanical arts and in manufactures free was that 
fraud would be committed under it. 


In 1888 the Treasury Department prepared the sections which 
I have introduced here as an amendment, and they weré adopted 
by the Senate. I think that there can be no great danger 
of fraud if all the provisions against frauds containedin the sec- 
tions are thrown around the use of alcohol for such purposes, 

We sometimes talk about high tariff taxes, and when a duty 
amounts to 100 or 200 or 300 per cent it is thought to he an ex- 
tortion. If we raise the tax on alcohol from 9) cents a gallon to 
$1.10 a gallon the per cent of tax, as estimated by a letter which 
I have received within a day or two, would bo 732 per cent. 

It has been said that there is a desire to give manufacturers 
raw materials. Alcohol is one of the raw materials used by manu- 
facturers. Putting a tax upon it of over 700 per cent, it seems to 
me, canonly be justified on the plea of necessity, and there is no 
necessity for it. s 

Alcohol, before the tax is imposed upon it, is about 30 cents a 
gallon. I suppose that is a high figure for it. The tax is im- 

sed upon a certain degree of proof, so that on commercial al- 
cohol the tax is very much larger than appears when I speak of 
a tax of $1.10 pergallon. Oncommercial alcohol the tax is about 
$1.69 and a fraction per gallon, and if the tax is raised to $1.10 
it will then be 82.08 per gallon on commercial alcohol. 

So, if a manufacturer buys a barrel of commercial alcohol, for 
which without a tax he would pay not to exceed $15 per barrel 
of 50 gallons, he will be compelled to pay $120 for that barrel of 
alcohol. Senators have no idea how many barrels of alcohol 
have to go into some of our manufactories during ayear, or how 
severe the tax is upon manufacturers. 

I think I have stated this matter fully, Mr. President. It is 
all I can do. I do not wish to take . time of the Senate. 

We have provided that where anybody desires to remanufac- 
ture alcohol for the purpose of export he may have a bonded 
warehouse and use the alcohol without paying a tax, and there 
is no earthly reason why this tax should be imposed upon the 
alcohol which is necessarily used by manufacturers. 

The letter which I hold in my hand is from a manufacturer of 
silver-plated ware. They have touse a large number of barrels. 
He does not state the exact amount, but I have no doubt that 
this tax costs that establishment $2,000 or $2,500 a year, which 
is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. JONES of ArKansas. Mr. President, I think there is no 
doubt that every member of the Senate sympathizes with the 
purpose the Senator from Connecticut has in view in offerin 
the amendment. It is an old question. It has been discusse 
frequently in both branches of Congress, and the physical im- 
possibility of making a proyision of this sort which will not lead 
to the greatest frauds has prevented the adoption of any meas- 
ure of this kind. A good many devices have been resorted to. 
Efforts have been made to render alcohol unfit for any purpose 
except for use in the arts, but it has been ascertained, after care- 
ful examination on the part of the Internal Revenue Department, 
that it is impossible to getanything like protection against fraud 
whenever this system is entered upon in any way, and there has 
been nothing yet presented that has been satisfactory to protect 
the Government. Under these circumstances we are unwilling 
to adopt any amendment which will open this gateway to fraud. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, one single word in reply. I 
would not rely so much upon the admixture of some other sub- 
stance with alcohol in order to prevent fraud as I would upon 
the supervision of theinternal revenue officers. If fraudscan be 
prevented when persons desire to use alcohol in manufactures 
to be exported, surely it can be done when they desire to use 
alcohol in the manufacture of articles which are not to be ex- 
ported. The committee have provided a way in which they 
think it can be used in the manufacture of articles for export 
without fraud, and if they can do that these provisions will pre- 
vent fraud in case the articles are not to be exported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment offered by the Senator from Connectiéut. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out sections 82, 83, and 84, in the following words: 

SEC. 82. That on and after the Ist day of the second calendar month after 
2 e of this act there shall be levied and collected on all d Mog 
spirits in bond at that time, or that may be produced in the 2 ode ate, 


on which the tax is not paid before that day, a tax of #1 on eat 
lon, or wine gallon when below proof, to be paid 


person having possession thereof, on or before removal from th 
and within y 3 from the date of the original entry f 
any distillery or s mnded it in Cases of 


be given by the dis r or owner of said 
laws, conditioned, however, for payment of tax 
this act and before rémoval from warehouse and within th 
fruit brandy, from the date of the original gauge, and as to all 
from the date of the original entry for deposit. 

Sec. 83, That warehousing bonds or transportation and warehousing 


SE ons for thirty-one, thir 


1894. 
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bonds cove: the taxes on distilled spirits entered for de tinto dis- 
tety ör ee warehouses — to the date named in the e 

second section of t, and on which taxes have not been paid 
that date, shail contin in full force and effect for the time named 
bonds. Whenever the tax is on and after the aforesaid date, —— — 


ficient to make the tax pes equal to that im y sec- 
ternal Revenue ma uire the 
ve bonds for the additional tax, and 


bonds shall es and ri 


m 
distiller or owner of the spirits ma uest re 
expiration of three yy 4 Gate 


special bonded warehouse. 
EC. 84. That whenever the owner of any distilled spirits shall desire to 
withdraw the same from the Warehouse, or from a special bonded 


without the fault or negligence of the distiller or owner thereof, taxes 
shall be collected only on the guens of distilled spirits containéd in such 
cask or package at the time of the withdrawal thereof from the distill 
83 or ot bonded warehouse: Provided, however, That the al- 
lowance Which shall be made for such loss of spirits as aforesaid shall not 
exceed 1 proof gallon for two months, Or pare thereof; 1} gallons for three 
and four months; 2 gallons for five and months; 2} ons for sevenand 
eight months; 3 ons for nine and ten months; 3} 
Welve months; 4 gallons for , fourteen, and fifteen months; 4} gal- 
lons for sixtéen, seventeen, and eighteen months; 5 gallons for nineteen, 
twenty, and twenty-one months; gallons for twenty-two, twenty-three, 
and twenty-four months; 6 gallons for twenty-five, twenty-six, and twenty- 
seven months; 6} gallons for twenty-eight, twenty-nine, and thirty months; 
-two, and thirty-three months: for. 
y-four, thirty-five, ~Six— ; ahd no further allowance 
shall be made: ‘dnd pro ~ t taxes may be collected on the 
f contained in each cask or package as shown by the original entry 
‘or deposit into the warehouse, or, as to fruit brandy, by the original gauge 
for which the owner or distiller does not request a regauge before the ex- 
piration of three years from the date of original entry or gauge: Provided 
also, Thatthe ie ey yore sipe of loss shall apply only to casks or pack- 
ages of a capacity of 40 or more wine fy tha and that the allowance for 


ons for eleven and 


loss on casks or packages of less ca than 40 gallons shall not exceed 
one-half the amount allowed on said on cask or package; but no allow- 
ance shall be made on casks or pac! of less ca ty than 20 gallons: 
And provided further, That the proof of such distilled spirits shall notin 
any case be computed at the time of withdrawal at less than 100 per cent. 


And to insert: 


Sec. 82. That on and after the first day of the second calend 
after tho Bag rp wh this act there shall be levied and cédllected ón all dis- 
tilled spirits in d at that time, or that have been or may be then or there- 
after produced in the United States, on which the tax is not paid before that 
— a tax m e: gallon, or wine gallon when below proof, 
and a proportiona all fractional parts of such proof 
or wine on: Provided, That in computing the tax on any package of 
spui ali fractional parts of a gallon, less than one-tenth, shall be ex- 

atl 


The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the — of the Secre- 
tary of the brie go rear prescribe and furnish suitable stamps deno 
the payment of the internal-revenue tax imposed by this section; and un 
such stamps are prepared and furnished, the stamps now used to denote the 
payment of the internal-revenue tax on distilled spirits shall be affixed to 
packages containing distilled spirits on which the tax imposed by this 
on is paid; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall, by assess- 
ment or otherwise, cause to be collected the tax on any fractional gallon 
contained in each of such kages as ascertained by the o gauge, or 
` when made, before or at the time ot removal of such pac) from 
warehouse ‘or other place of storage; and all provisions-of exis laws 
relating to stamps denoting the 8 of internal - revenue tax on distilled 
sri, 80 Ue as applicable, are hereby extended to the stamps provided for 
section. 

That the tax herein imposed shall be paid by the distiller of the spirits, on 
or before their removal from the distillery or place of storage, except in case 
the removal therefrom without proe of taxis authorized by law; and 
(upon spirits lawfully deposited in any distillery warehouse, or other bonded 
warehouse, established under internal-revenue laws) within e 
the date of the ori 
the date of o 
house, exce: 
authorized by law. 


Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, there are but two questions 
in the series of sections proposed to be inserted that I wish to 
present to the Senate, representing, as I do, a very large inter- 
est in the State of Ohio that will be seriously affected by the 
sections. Those two questions are: First, whether we should 
increase the duty on ordinary spirits, whiskies as they are com- 
monly called, from 90 cents a on to $1.10 a gallon; and, sec- 
ond, whether we will extend the period for the deposit of 
spirits in designated warehouses to eight years from three 
years. 

I have a large number of papers here on the subject, mostly 
from men who are engaged in the business. As a matter of 
course, W or spirits in any form has 3 been held to be 
a proper and legitimate subject of taxation. deed, I know no 
article that ought to be taxed higher than whisky, and none 
that people could do better without. If it was a mere question 


month 


ware- 


of dollars and cents, a mere question of revenue, I would 
place not only $1.10 a gallon on whisky, but I would j 
to impose what was imposed at one time during the war 
very high rate of $2.50 a gallon. Horo var otpora] cp has as > 
onstrated that in regard to whisky, like everyt 25 5 rs 
is a limit beyond which it is not safe to tax it. 

It was shown by the experience Goring our civil a} that 
efforts to raise a very large sum on whisky utterly failed. 
first duty which was levied was 50 cents a gallon. Thén it 
raised to $1.50 a gallon, and finally to $2 and $2.50; but it 
found that the higher the rate of uty the less the income de- 
rived, as a general result. 

I have very grave and seriousdoubts whether raising the rate 
of taxation from 90 cents to $1.10 will add to our income, at an) 
rate not for probably two years. We have now in Government 
warehouse over 130,000, 000 gallons. All of that whisky is only 
subject to the tax of 90 cents a gallon, and it will continue to be 
for two months hereafter. The phraseology here used is that 
on the Ist of the second calendar month after the e of 
the bill the new rate of $1.10 shall be im In the mean- 
time all the distilleries of the country will have been full and 
active in increasing the quantity. 

The amount nearly a year ago was 130,000,000 gallons. What 
it is now I do not know, nor is it possible to ascertain the amount 
now produced; but certainly it is in the neighborhood of 200,000,- 
000 gallons, and probably much more, including the whisky in 
bond. Itis very certain thatno whisky will pay any tax at the 
rate of $1.10 a gallon until after the amount on hand or in the 
market is exhausted. 

It is a matter rather of conjecture, and partly founded on ex- 

rience, but Isubmit to Senators there are now 200,000,000 gal- 

ons on the market, in the hands of dealers or in Government 
warehouses. We know that there were 130,000,000 gallons in 
Government warehouseson June last. That was a year ago. We 
know that the quantity has been largely increasing, not only in 
the warehouses, but in stockin hand, and it is probably held now 
to the amount of at least 200,000,000 gallons. I am far, I think, 
within the limit of the stock of whisky on hand in the Govern- 
ment warehouses and among the people. That whisky isin the 
market paying a tax of 90 cents a gallon, and as a matter of 
course no tax of $1.10 a gallon will be paid until all this stock 
is exhausted. 

Within the next sixty days after the passage of the bill every 


gallon of whisky will be withdrawn for consumption at the rate 
of 90 cents a gallon, and before the increased rate of $1.10 shall 
apply. We may therefore expect that at least two years’ con- 


sumption of whisky on hand will pay $0 cents a gallon accord 

to existing law. In view of the probable passage of the bi 
money is being gathered together to pay off the 90 cents a gal- 
lon and hold the whisky in bond in various forms throughout 


the United States. 


I do not consider that my judgment is worth more than an 
other man’s upon this matter, but I think the pro d increase: 
tax on whisky will be evaded and avoided by the very terms 
of the law itself, and owing to the large amount on hand, on 
account of the notice that has been given to all distillers in 
the country, and the vast amount held by the Government in 
bond, no whisky Paying $1.10 a gallon will appear upon the 
market for two years, and during that time, therefore, there will 
be no increase ofthérevenue. In all human probability before 
two years have rolled around the hardshipsand stringency that 
now prevail among our people will pass away. There wiil be no 
real necessity then for the increase of this tax on spirits, and 
therefore the whole object will be defeated. 

I have every reason to believe, from the experience of our coun- 
try and the experience of other countries, that after two or three 

ears stringency and panic will pass away and good times come. 
ere is no doubt good times will come in a little while, what- 
ever may be the terms of the tariff law or whatever may be the 
tax imposed upon whisky. If this tax is imposed for the pur- 
pose of increasing the puts revenue in the next two years, it 
will be a failure; but of that every man can judge. 

In regard to the other provision of the bill the people of Ohio, 
and I think so far as I know the great body of those who deal 
spirits all over the Northwest, excluding Kentucky, are opposed 

the extension of the spirits in bond for the term of eigh 

ears. That is a question, too, about which there may be some 
doubt. Some classes of ee may be now deposited in bonded 
warehouses and be held there for a period of years. That 
applies mainly to what are called drinking whiskies, whiskies 
t are manufactured purely for drinking. They are a better 
quality of whiskies, Kentucky whiskies, as they are commonly 
known. Nearly all of them are produced in Kentucky. They 
are held in Government warehouses. They have aright to keep 
them there for three years without any increased interest, with a 
constant diminution by leakage and lowering of quantity, for 


`~ 
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even in the best of barrels it will become somewhat vaporized 
and lost. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask 
him a question? Does the Senator pro to impose this tax 


upon consumption, or upon produc 

. Mr. SHER J. It is neither. It is a tax that is imposed 

when the whisky is taken out of the Government warehouse. 
It may have been mado three years ago, and therefore it is not 
a tax upon time. 

Mr. Then I ask the Senator 

Mr. Let me answer the question. It is not paid 
at the time When it is manufactured, nor is it paid at the time 
when it is consumed, because the Kentucky whisky and the other 
best whiskies, as perhaps the Senate knows, which sell high, are 
usually not consumed untilaiong time after they are withdrawn 
from the warehouse; but the tax is paid when the goods ara 
withdrawn from the Government custody. 

Mr. S. May I ask the Senator if the bonded period 
was not provided for in order that the tax might be levied upon 
consumption rather than upon production? 

Mr. MAN. Three years were allowed to gr the 
whisky an op ortunity to age, because all spirits of kind 
are improve age; the older seine the more valuable they 
are to those who consume them. ‘That was a privilege given to 
the particular class of whiskies manufactured in Kentucky, and 
it was pra for three years. It is an enormous advantage to 
them, because it gives the distillers a longer time in which to 
pay the tax, for until the three yearsexpire they need not pay 

e tax. 

Now, to extend that to eight years it seems to me is not just 

fair. At the end of eight 2 this Whisky is more than 
oubled or trebled in value. It is worth more in the market. 
Some of it has evaporated, some of it has gone by leakage, and 
it is only the amount that comes to the warehouse at the end of 
the period wheh it is taken out for consumption that is counted. 
The result is that a rimination has been made in favor of 
these whiskies, and now it is proposed instead of three years to 
extend tho period to eight. 

I feel very friendly to Kentucky, especially from the early as- 
sociations and intimate connections between its people and the 
people of Ohio, but it seems to me we are giving them an undue 
advantage in this matter. There is no reason why, after these 

articles have been held for à reasonable time in a Government 


warehouse, when they are taken out of that custody, they should 
not pay the tax, and the idea of extending the bonded period 
NEF 
order to show the Senate that I am not speaking without 
authority on this matter, I ask to have read a letter from the 
ident of the American Warehousemen’s Association, resid- 
g in Chicago, III., in which he very well discusses this point, 
and very brief and ba ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, 3a the absence of objection. 
The Secretary read ås follows: 
W. USEMEN'S 
„2 TO 8 NORTH TREET, 
Chicago, Iil., June 25, 1594. 


SSOCIATION, 
OFFICE OF 


g 5 Pro- 
test e ; 6 bonded périod for the storagé of i 
distillery bondeg Warehouses. 

The entire in’ 1 exoerping a few distillers, a 
opposed to this 8, U th ae insurance in of the 
country, it is only favored uy oo dist who now —— plete 
more—eight years in all—Simply because it be t 
and will also at the same relieve a someéw. situation 
ly to an unwise overproduction of their product on the p 


The storage of bond: 
k im the hands of 


e hands of the distiller withou e kind 
the which is about five tim: cost of the article. 
— class of merchandise must remain TY p: 


to the 
. — 9 oin in 9 5 
alive Warehousemen, and often and generally re- 
mote interior points inaccessible at certain times of the year for the pur- 
ent and delivery. f 
tion the distiller now has the tem: to ask to be extended five 
n the interests above forth, and simply for their 


To overcome this uncommercial and unfair state of affairs it has for years 
been advocated by everyone exce the benefited by 
their most complete mono: warehouses 


is acompiete mon 


5 
4 
0 


provided for at large centers, ar 8 mejoran like interests 
in other countries, by randy distilleries of have 
Sor cries the privilege o 1 heb mop oy iad and nich un- 
ulations as the Government may and stored ts. 
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bythe Ways and ns tee, but has been repeatedly and successfully 
Getented by the ihi ts. Itis, however, now —— in the 
report of the co ittee, but in such way as to be prac- 
tically inoperative and, it is eved, es drawn in wa; 
hrough the inf of the powerful terests. bond 

warehouses are provi for your Senate committes’s report, but to 
which whisky can only be removed by the distiller and with his consent. 
Nat consent t Where Ə Will be taken 


not be the 
away from him and where it will . With his complete monopoly. | 
Senate Finance Committee's re- | 


port be corrected in respect, and that if the bonded od be extended, 
05 a al bonded warehouses ba 8 for, bgt canbere- 
opti wher of the goods u filing and execu 
such bond as the Secretary of the Treasury ‘and DONESI aer of — 
Revenue may see fit to require. 
Very respectfully, yours, 1. . .. 
„ A. WARNER, nt. 
By order Advisory Committee. 5 


quested, in the absence of objection. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


DEAR SIR: We write to 
tax and agains 


CINCINNATI, June 18, 1804. 
you to vote against any increase 
on of the 8 riod. The de- 


. 
g 


the bonded period. 

x to so MT AEA an — auth — — 2 pth pa —— sted 
O; n such sw as your- 

unable to.ses ‘where —ů —— * fone 


pay largely at the 90- 

tax could Bo into effect. For months after 

passage 1 be tax The vast stocks 
TCC It is an 


mium on 
illicit 5 i and a burden vous one on the ers who are 


A J. DEBAR & CO. | 


Mr. SHERMAN. The two letters which I have caused to be 
read demonstrate conclusively that the trade, as it is called, in 
whiskies, etc., is against this bill except in certain limited lo- 
calities. It is clear also from the demonstration which has been 


effect of this act, thatis before the 
increased rate is applied, will be enormous, and the manufac- 


| ture of whisky will suddenly 15 Two months after the pas- 


sage of this bill no distiller be able to conduct any large 
business, and no whisky will be produced except to be stored 
in warehouses. 

All the whisky that will be produced after the taking effect of 
the law will be for consumption in the far distant future, and the 


tell. According to the 
been read to you, it will 
any substantial demand for the w which has pe the tax 
of 81.10 a gallon. Therefore, you will be defeated in the object 
you have of ing an in revenue from this source, and 
the distillery industries will be suspended in all parts of our 
country. They will be compelled to stop because they will not, of 
course, be able to manufacture whisky to be held one, two, or 
three years, to be stored in warehouse at their expense. It will 
suspend the business of manufacturing whisky in all the North- 
western States, gene probably the manufacture of that kind of 
whisky which is p uced in Kentucky, which may have the 
benefit of the eight years’ storage in warehouse. 

Under these circumstances, without delaying the Senate fur- 
ther, with a keen sensibility that this be of no use to the 
public at large and of no use to the revenue for some time to 
come,and probably not until a time when we shall not need it, 
I feel that it is a bad to do what is here proposed. 

It pretends to do what it does not do. If the new rate could 
be 8 to whisky which has been manufactured since the 
time discussion of the question commenced, it would be dif- 
ferent; but that would be unjust and unfair; indeed it would be 
an ex post facto law, which it would not be fair or right to at- 


tempt to apply. ou the increased tax sop x the 
future, as is done by the terms of this bill, you stop the industry 
and there will be no demand for corn next fall in Illinois and 


other States where corn is largely used for this purpose. It will 
interfere very much with business at a time when business is 
dull, and it will not give you the revenue you desire. 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6939 


That is what I believe will be the result of this proposed leg- 
islation, and therefore I shall vote against both features of th 
bill, against an increase of the tax and an extension of the bonded 

riod. 
71 have a table here which I shall not read, which shows the 
effect of different rates of taxation on distilled spirits at differ- 
ent periods. The first tax that was levied was 50 cents a gal- 
lon; the second tax was $1; then it was raised to $2, when the 
manufacture ceased, untilit was finally reduced, first, to 60 cents 
and now to 90 cents s gallon. : 

I believe that a tax of a dollar a gallon, maintained for a pe- 
riod of years without change, would yield us from whisky alone 
more than $100,000,000 of revenue. I have not recently looked 
at the reportsof the Department, but I think the amount isnow 
more than a hundred million dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. About 8100, 000, 000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. About 8100, 000,000, the Senator from Iowa 
says. It will go on increasing regularly, rovided the rate of 
taxation is kept uniform; but achange in the rate of taxationat 
once disturbs the trade, stops the industry, and affects the rey- 
enue. 

Therefore, I think it would be a wise matter of public policy 
to leave the tax as it is, or, if it is raised at all, to place it at a 
round dollar, and let it stand at that, and let the warehouse 
privilege expire at the endof three years. Thatislong enough 
to hold even Kentucky whisky, and if whisky is ever good at all 
it will be good at the end of three years, and those who want to 
keep it ten or fifteen years ht to pay the interest that accrues, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio 
has stated the two questions that are involved in the schedule 
now under consideration, and, as he always does, has stated 
those issues very clearly and very fairly; but I ask the attention 
of the Senate for a few minutes to some matters connected with 
those two issues to which the Senator has not drawn attention. 

The two questions presented are: First, the increase of the tax 
on whisky from 90 cents, as it stands to-day under the law, to 
$1.10 as proposed by this schedule. The House of Representa- 
tives in the bill sent over to us proposed to raise that tax from 
90 cents toa dollar. The Committee on Finance of the Senate 

s reported the bill back to us with an additionalincrease of 10 
cents per gallon, making the proposed tax $1.10, as against 90 
cents, as itstandsto.day. That is one proposition involved here. 
Ihe other proposition is an extension of the bonded period; 
that is, an extension of the time in which the maker of whisky 
may be permitted to 2 to the Government this tax, whatever 
5 it may be. ose are the only two questions presented 

ere. 

The Senator from Ohio has stated that he objects to the rais- 
ing of the tax to $1.10. So far as I am concerned I never wanted 
it. I was entirely content to leave that tax, as the Senator has 
suggested, undisturbed at 90 cents per gallon. J was entirely 
content, and am entirely content now, to accept the proposition 
of the House of Representatives, which is an even dollar, instead 
of a dollar and ten cents, as recommended by our committee. 
Tuem is no disagreement between the Senator and me on that 

ue. 1 

But when we come to the other, the extension of the bonded 
period, I beg to call the attention of the Senate and the country 
to the fact that the public isin error. I doubt not that most of 
the 5 this floor believe this day and this hour, when 
dealing with question, that all of the whisky made in this 
country is to be affected by this extension of the bonded period. 
If so, they are woefully mistaken. What are known as high 
wines are not at all affected by this extension of the bonded 
period. No value is added to that whisky by any le of time 
that you may give it storage in the warehouse. High wines are 
as valuable and command as high a price in the market when 
they run warm and fresh from the worm as they do when they 
are torty years old. 

Less one-third of the whisky made in this country is to be 
affected by the extension of the bonded period; none isto be af- 
fected that is used inthearts; none is to be affected except those 
high-grade whiskies which are aged for use as a beverage. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator state what proportion of 
the entire product that is? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have not the tables before me, but I 
am sure I am within the mark when I say less than 33} per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. About 30 per cent. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thank the Senator from [owa—about 
30 per centof the whiskies made in thiscountry are to be affected 
by this provision, and no more. 

The Senator from Ohio is mistaken, Iam sure, when he says 
that three years is sufficient. I want every Senator to vote in- 
telligently upon this question. The law as if stands to-day 
allows tothe manufacturer or maker of whisky three years in 


which to pay the tax. If withdrawn before the expiration of 
three years, if withdrawn in one year or within one month from 
the of the goods, the tax of 90 cents a gallon must be 
paid; but at the end of three years the goods mustbe withdrawn; 
it is a compulsory law, they must be withdrawn from the ware- 
house and the tax must be paid as the law stands to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the bill stands? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir; under the existing law. _ Í 

Mr. SHERMAN. The period is three years now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Isay under the law the whisky maker 
has three years in which to withdraw the goods, but whether 
he has found a purchaser for his product or not, whenever the 
three years expire, under the law as it stands to-day, he must 
withdraw that product and pay the tax. 

The Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Repre- 
sentatives reported in favor of the extension of that bonded pe- 


riod. The House struck out that portion of the bill as reported 
by its Committee on Ways and Means, and left the law as it 
stood before. 


Mr. STEWART. I should like to know from the Senator 
what time it takes for whiskies and brandies to mature and get 
to their best condition? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam obliged to the Senator forputting 
the question, and I shall answer it. 

Mr. STEWART. I asked the question because the answer 
to it may have some influence on my vote. It seems to me spir- 
its should remain in warehouse until they mature, for if the 
owners are compelled to withdraw them before maturity it 

ht Scares ae roduction. > 
r. BLAC. That is precisely the gist of the argu- 
ment upon which we stand on this matter. 

I appeal to Senators who sit around me, and who know. The 
Senator from Ohio says that three years are long enough to per- 
fect even the Bourbon whiskies made in Kentucky. The Sena- 
tor is mistaken. I am sure he does not claim to testify from 


the ror Se an expert in this matter, and the Senate knows 
that that is not enough time. 
Mr. President, itis the united testimony of every man wh 


has made this a specialty, or dealt in it, that of these high- 
grade whiskies more than 50 per cent of the product is manu- 
factured and made within the State of Kentucky. They will 

ree that three years does not age these high-grade Bourbon 
W. to a point where they are fit to bə put upon the mar- 
ket. They vary in their estimates from five to eight years. 

I know the prejudice thatis cherished by many of the good 
7 of this land agaian the manufacture of ardent spirits. 

have no quarrel with those convictions, 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion at that point? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
whether, as the aging process proceeds, the value of the liquor 
increases? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the Senator, and say yes; 
and in further answer I will say, that as these high-grade 
whiskies age from year to year, the value per on does in- 
crease, but they shrink in quantity in the packages, and the 
maker loses theshrinkage, whilst he makes upon the other hand 
the increase of value attaching to the goods. 

Mr. PRERE. I = xio ä =e giir y isnot 
greater proportiona than the diminution by o? 

Mr. B ACKBURN. It is impossible to answer that, because 
under the present law, which forces the manufacturer to take 
his goods out of bond before the end of three years, before they 
have matured, before they have ripened, before they are read, 
for market, it is impossible to tell what the comparative loss an 
gain of the manufacturer may be. $ 

But what I wanted to say was, that no matter how well founded 
the prejudice or the opposition of any portion of our people 
may be to the manufacture of brandy or whisky or intoxicants 
of any sort, as fair-minded men we must deal with these subjects 
of taxation on equitable principles. You make them the sub- 
ject of taxation; you pour into the coffers of your Treasury, ac- 
cording to the statement correctly made by the Senator from 
Ohio, $100,000,000 of money every year that you gather from the 
men who make these goods. 

Now, if you wish to deal fairly with them, I beg that you w. 
bear in mind that, of all the articles subjected to taxation in 
this country, this is the only one which is taxed upon the theory 
of production instead of upon the theory of consumption. You 

ut a tax upon tobacco, but the grower and owner of that to- 

o is not required to pay that tax until the product is put 

u the market for sale. There is not upon your tax list a sin- 

gle article to be found, except whisky and brandy, that you tax 

upon _ theory of production instead of upon the theory ôf con- 
sumption. 
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It is true of Sie 8 it is true of everything upon which the 
taxgatherer lays hands. You are taxing whisky to-day 400 
per cent apon the value of the raw product; you are taxing it, 
accordin the proposition of the House of Representatives, 
$1 per on; you are taxing it, according to the proposition of 
the schedule in the billas reported by the Committee on Finance 
in the Senate, $1.10 a gallon. 

The makers of these high-grade whiskies make no complaint 
that on whisky worth from 20 to 25 cents a gallon, as it runs 
from the still, you are levying a tax of from 400 to 500 per cent 
upon the value of the product. They make no complaint of 

t; they are perfectly willing to stand at 90 cents, which the 
law puts upon it now; they are perfectly willing to accept the 
House rate of $1; they are perfectly wil ing to accept the Sen- 
ate substituts of $1.10 a gallon. Itis not that they are paying 
400 and 500 per cent upon the value of their product that tor 
complain; but they simply ask in common fairness that you will 
so extend this bonded period as to give them the same rate that 

ou accord to every other producer of every other product; and 
That > the right to pay their taxes when their property is ready 
for sale. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me call the attention of my friend to 
the fact that the leakage is to be deducted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. For only four years. It provides an ex- 
tension of eight years, but gives no shrinkage for the last four 
years, when the owner of the whisky is to lose all of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the rule of deduction applied here is 
very liberal to the distillers. I will read it: 

Provided, however, That the-allowance which shall be made for such lossof 
S ts as aforesaid shall not exceed 1 proof on for two months or part 

ereof; 1y gallons for three and four months; 2 gallons for five and six 
months, e 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But it stops at the end of four years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The deductions are made at any time 
during the four years. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator will allow me. This loss 
is not arbitrary. The owner of the whisky is not to be allowed 
this deduction from the package or cask; he is to be allowed 
only such shrinkage as actually occurs; but in no event to ex- 
ceed an amount stated in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the scale of loss is very different. I 
shall read it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly; but if it has not leaked out 
of the barrel he does not get an allowance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatmay be; that isan important element. 
The provision is: 

Provided, however, That the allowance which shall be made for such loss 
of spirits as aforesaid shall not exceed one proof gallon for two months or 
part thereof. 

A cask, I su 

Mr. BLAC 
law is 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. The provision continues: 


One and one-half gallons for three and four months; 2 gallons for five and 
six mont 3 gallons for seven and eight months; 3 gallons for nine and 


11755 contains about 40 gallons. 
URN. About 40 gallons; just the same as the 


hs; 
ten months; 3} gallons for eleven and twelve months; 4 gallons for thirteen, 
fourteen, and fifteen months; 4} gallons for sixteen, seventeen, and eighteen 


-five, and thirty-six 

ty-nine, and Torty 
orty-three, and forty-four 
months, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But there it ends. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; but that makes a very liberal al- 
lowance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I grant it; but I beg the Senator's at- 
tention to the fact that the owner of the whisky is allowed here 
not exceeding eight and a half gallons for shrinkage or leakage 
or loss for the whole porog of eight years, provided the barrel 
shows he has lost that much. He is not allowed under this bill 
one drop of shrinkage, evaporation, or leakage except what the 
actual gauge of the package shows he has lost. 

If that barrel is empty, if the 44 ons have all run out, he 
can not be allowed more than 8} gallons, and he loses the bal- 
ance. So this is not an arbitrary allowance of shrinkage. It 
is the maximum allowance which can be made for shrinkage, 
but in no case shall he be allowed one drop more of shrinkage 
than the gauge shows he has actually sustained. 

One proposition more, and I shall be done. The Senator says 
that for two years, probably, if this bill is passed, it will not 
tend to increase the revenues of the Government. That is a 
matter of speculation; at best that is a matter of opinion, upon 
which well-informed Senators upon this subject, as is the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, may very well differ. 

I say that this bill is predicated upon the recommendation of 


the Treasury Department and of the Commissioner of Intern 
Revenue, looking to the best interests of the Treasury and th 
revenues of the Government. Those officials, charged with this 
specific duty, are mistaken in their calculations and they have 
misled the Committee on Finance of the Senate and have misled 
us all, if this bill, when enacted into law, proves detrimental to 
the Treasury of the Government or reduces its resources. The 
Government’s revenue from this article, in the opinion of the 
Treasury opar maat will suffer no diminution; but, upon the 
gla will be increased, and you can see why. 

The Senator from Ohio says that he is afraid to give these 
people eight years. Practically considered, under the law as it 
stands to-day, the makersand owners of these high-grade whiskies 
have eight years and eight times eight ious in which to pay this 
tax, if they see fit and choose to avail themselves of their advan- 
tage. Under laws, wise laws, which the Senator from Ohio helped 
toframe, he knows that the holders of these whiskies, unaged at 
the end of three years, unfit for market, without the money with 
which to meet the demands of the Government to pay the tax 
of 90 cents per gallon, did last year, and did the year before last, 
ship out of this country, export from the United States, millions 
upon millions of gallons of these goods, paying freights both 
ways, storing them in foreign warehouses, paying warehouse 
charges to foreigners instead of to our own people. They can 
let these goods lie there abroad for eight years, or for forty years, 
or one hundred years; and, what is more, they are doing it; 
they are forced to do it. 

By reason of your short limit of time, you have driven them 
to the policy of exportation. More than that, the Government 
is the loser by the shipping of this whisky abroad and storing it 
in foreign warehouses for one year or ten years. When it is 
brought back to the custom-house in New York, what is paid? 
Not 90 cents a gallon upon the original contents of that cask or 

ackage, but when it comes back to the custom-house in New 

ork it pays 90 cents per gallon on what is in the barrel, and no 
more. e Government has lost its tax of four hundred times 
the value of the product upon every drop which has wasted, 
evaporated, or leaked during its foreign voyage and foreign 
stay. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to 
me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With pleasure. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I was going to ask the Senator to allow me 
a moment, in connection with the statement which he is making 
so strong and so well. Iwantasortof verification from him upon 
a statement of my own, with which I opened this discussion on 
the 2d of April. I made this statement then, and it has not 
been contradicted since or called in question, and I reproduce it 
now to challenge the attention of the Senator from Kentucky, 
and also the attention of the Senator from Ohio: à 

As to the extension of the period during which distilled spirits may re- 
main in bond before being uired to pay the Government tax, itis r 
to say that there is no new vil ven by sucha prorina in the Binbe- 
fore us. The owner of distilled 211 ts has the right now, and at all times, 
to export his goods to foreign countries for an indefinite pario hold them 
there as long as he pleases and until they acquire the age he wants them to 
have, or until a profitable market revives here at home, then import them 
back to his own country for sale, paying a customs duty equal to the rev- 
enue tax, and securing a still further delay in ma payment, if he so de- 
sires, by placing his spirits in a customs bonded warehouse on thelr return. 

Thecustoms duty on such reimported 5 of course, collected only on 
the quantity act contained in the casks or packages when they start back, 
the owner being subjected to loss on account of the inevitable leakage and 
waste of an ocean voy and storage in a foreign warehouse and the Goy- 
ernment being at considerable a in connection with the exportation 
of that portion of the spirits w. is never returned to this country and 
consequently never tax-paid. Here is a loss to the Government which I am 
authorized by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to say will not occur 
under the extension provided for in the pend bill, and that such exten- 
sion, with the safeguards provided for in this bill, will not increase the cost 
of collecting the reyenue from distilled spirits. 


That statement was made on the 2d day of April on this floor. 
I have never heard its accuracy challenged or questioned. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; and I apprehend it will not be chal- 
lenged, because it is hap by the Treasury Department, 
and is true in every detail. 

I have never heard of a whisky maker, I have never known 
of a whisky dealer, who will assert that at the expiration of 
three years these high-grade products of my State, and other 
States, Pennsylvania and Tennessee, is fit for consumption. It 
goes into the hands of the middleman. The manufacturer of 
whisky must have capital enough to build or buy his plant and 
conduct and carry on his business as in any other vocation. 
Then, if he is to pay taxes upon that product before it is read 
for market, he must have money ange to pay 300 or 400 or 
times the cost of the product of his labor before he has a right 
to go into the market and offer it for sale. 

e consequence is that this high-grade whisky at the end of 
three years is driven into the hands of the middleman, the jo 
ber, the dealer, the whisky trust of this country, and they are 


— 
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the men who stand here to-day protesting against an extension 
of the bonded period. s 

we PLATT. Why? 

r. BLACKBURN. For the best reason in the world. When 
you, as a distiller, find at the end of three years that your goods 
must come out of bond and you have not money to pay the tax, 
you are forced to sell to the middleman, the whisky dealer, and 

/ the whisky jobber. He has you in his power and holds you at 
| his mercy, and dictates the price. He fixes the market, and you 
| are werless to avoid it. 
| The consequence is that the rectifier, the doctor, the juggler 
with these goods comes into possession, and a mixture is put 
upon the market and sold to the consumer, which would be 
avoided if we extended the bonded period and allowed the 
maker to hold his goods until they were ready for the market. 
If we allow him time to hold those goods until they are ready 
for consumption, then the manufacturer undertakes to sell to the 
consumer direct, and the middleman, the dealer, has lost his 
| employment. 
| hold in my hand and send to the Secretary’s desk a telegram, 
| whichis but asample of hundreds of telegrams and letters [have 
| received in the last few days, warning the Senate that the 
| whisky trust is the party which is opposing this extension, for 
| it does away with their business, it strips them of their privi- 
| leges. Did any man ever hear of a manufacturer of whisky be- 
| ing a member of the whisky trust? I apprehend not. It is the 
dealer, it is the jobber, it is the middleman who opposes the 
extension because, as long as the law is as it is to-day, it forces 
the maker to sell to him before it can go to the use of the con- 
“sumer— 

Mr. PLATT. This is the case, then: The whisky trust, as I 
understand, sells raw spirits to the rectifiers and compounders 
and jugglers, as the Senator says; andif the rectifiers and com- 

7 can buy these Whiskies before they are properly aged, 
then the 0 trust will have so much less trade, they? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir; it is exactly the other way. I 
say, under the law as it stands to-day, if you do not give the 
extension of the bonded period, assuming, asI do, that the high- 

e whiskies are not ready for the consumer, for consump- 
tion, when they are three years old, the manufacturer has not 
the money to pay 400 or 500 per cent in the way of tax, and he is 
forced into the hands of the dealer. The dealer buys whisky 
that is too young for use. He knows that. He compounds it, he 
rectifies it, he medicates it, and in quasi fashion by these proc- 
esses he ages it and puts it on the market. 

A diluted,a doctored, and an inferior article is what is thrust 
upon the market, bearing upon it the brand that is found upon 

e other, which is as good and as Ach a high-grade whisky as 
was ever made upon the earth. He buys probably one of the 
best brands made in the land; he rectifies and doctors it, and 
then puts iton the market under that brand. If you had al- 
lowed additional time to the owner of the article, until age had 
done what this rectification can never do, the result would have 
been that at the end of five or six or eight years a pure, devel- 
oped, ripened article would be put on the market, instead of a 
miserable, doctored, medicated stuff that has been aged thus 
8 $ 

Now, I ask the Secretary to read the telegram, signed as itis, 
I believe, by every one of the leading whisky men of the city 
of Louisville. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

LOUISVILLE, KY., June 11, 1894. 
Hon. J. C. S. BLACKBURN: 


> _ We believe the whisky trust and their followers are doing all they can to 
defeat the extension of the bonding period. We, as wholesale liquor deal- 
ers, urge you tostand firm for the extension, especially if tax is increased. 


Brown, Forman & Co.; J. T. S. Brown & Sons; E. H. Chase & Co.; 
©. P. Mooreman & O.; Paul Jones & Co.; The Belle of Bourbon 
pany by G. McGowan, secretary and treasurers Willac M 
Mas & Co. Bartley, Johnson & Co.; Rosenbaum & Dreifus: 

The H. A. Thierman Company. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I have had the telegram read in order 
that it may be printed, and that it may be seen in the RECORD 
by whom it is signed. The names attached to it represent sev- 
eral of the largest whisky manufacturers and the biggest distil- 
leries in the State of Kentucky. They tell me, whatI have seen 
with my own eyes, that the representatives of the jobbers, the 
dealers, those in the . of the whisky trust, are around the 
| corridors of this Capitol this day, and have been every day for 
the last two weeks, opposing the extension of the bonded period. 
| Look at it for yourselves, and you will see that it is utterly 
SE that anybody should be opposed to this extension, 


except it be those very men who make up and constitute the 
whisky trust of this country. 


The Treasury Department tells you that your revenues are 
not going to be diminished, but that-they are going to be in- 
creased. The Treasury Department recommend the very sched- 
ule that is now under consideration. 

Remembering that of all the taxed articles in this country, 
this is the only one, whether it be a vicious article, like tobacco, 
or spirits, or what not, that you tax in advance of its matyrity, 
that you tax upon the theory of production instead of consump- 
tion, I 8 to the Senate, in à sense of common fairness, to 
deal justly by this interest bringing into the Treasury every year 
as you are told by the Senator from Ohio, a hundred ons o 
money with which to defray your expenses and pay your debts. 
Deal with it fairly; do not force it to enter the market when it 
is not fit for the market; do not force it into the hands of the 
middleman and the Shylock who stand there collecting commis- 
sions and tolls at both ways of the gate; do not force the holder 
to do as he has been doing for the last three years, to evade the 

yment of taxes temporarily by shipping it, millions and mil- 

ions of gallons a year, to foreign ports and paying storage to 

foreign warehouses, and paying ocean freights both ways, and 
bringing it back when it suits him to putit upon the market. 
Let him keep his goods at home; let him pay the warehouse 
charges to our own citizens; let him hold his product until the 
law of supply and demand shall call for its consumption, whether 
that be one year or seven years. 

When there is a demand for this product it will come out of 
that warehouse and seek its market; but you fix your limit, and 
at the expiration of that time you force him to take it out. I 
only ask that you put that limit at such a period as will give to 
him what the owner of every other species of 3 in this 
country has, a right to hold his property until it is fit to be 


sold. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr, President, I regard this as a very im- 
portant question, inasmuch as it involves a very large amount 
of revenue}; and, although not an expert in the manufacture or 
in the 77 1 paa article, I venture to suggest a few observations 
respecting it. 

Distilled spirits are recognized and have been recognized in 
our laws as a proper subject of taxation, and we tax them and 
have taxed them in the past at what might be called the reve- 
nue point, that is, levying such taxes as would yield the largest 
revenue. I remember very well when in 1866 we taxed distilled 
spirits $2 a gallon, that under that law in 1868 we received in 
revenue about $14,000,000 only. 

In 1868 we changed the entire system of levying taxes upon 
distilled spirits, first, by providing the system of stamps which 
now prevails; and, secondly, by providing a certain amount of 
tax to be paid at the dis ery, and also an additional amount of 
tax to be paid as the distilled spirits weredistributed and finally 
reached the consumer. If I recollect aright, the tax at the dis- 
tillery was 50 cents a gallon; then we taxed the wholesale and the 
re dealer; andwe taxed the rectifier of spirits so much a gal- 
lon. Thus, by this combination of taxes, we provided about 75 
cents a gallon as the totality of tax to be paid by the consumers 
of the country. In the first year, when the tax was $2 a gallon, 
we only raised $14,000,000, and under the law, with the tax low- 
ered and distributed in the 7 65 have stated, we were able to 
secure, I think, about $42,000,000. ; 

From 1868 up to the present moment distilled spirits have 
formed one of the principal sources of revenue in our country. 
ao perhaps the largest single source of revenue since that 

me. 

In 1875, under the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, there being 9 at that time to be a stress for 
additional revenue, at a short session of Congress, and without 
very much discussion, we increased the tax upon distilled spirits 
from 75 cents to 90 cents a gallon, and relieving the distributive 
taxes, which I have described, except only the special tax upon 
retail and wholesale dealers. 

Mr. President, from that time to the present, under the sys- 
tem of laws which we passed in 1878, without any material change, 
we have collected a continuously increasing revenue from dis- 
tilled spirits. 

In 1879, I believe—I may be mistaken, and if so, Senators 
familiar with the bonded period will correct me—we authorized 
distillers to hold distilled spirits in bonded warehouse for the 
period of three years, under the control of the Government of 
the United States, having an officer in charge of the warehouse, 
and that officer and the distiller each having a key to it, the 
Government paying the cost of the storekeeper having the care 
of that warehouse. 

It is true, as was stated by the Senator from Kentucky, that 
under a law which was not originally intended to be applied to 
distilled spirits, but under a general law which authorized the 
exportation of American products and their reimportation upon 
the payment of the internal tax, if an internal tax had been col- 
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ö beyond $1 a gallon, 
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Hected, 


y were entitled to retntry in the United States. That 
Hs the situation at this moment. 

Now, it is proposed to increase this tax from 90 cents to 81.10 
agallon, As I think I said in the beginning of this debate, if 
it were yecessary for the puro of raising revenue to carry on 
'the Government, I should be to enter upon the experi- 
ment of increasing the tax upon distilled spiria in order to 
rais? additional revenue, because I think distilled spirits a 

per subject of tax up to the point of the highest revenue. 

I should myself preger that this tax should not now be rai 

aI object to its being so raised, for two 
reasons: First, if we raise the fax to $1.10, thus raising it 20 
cents a gallon, we hold out an inducement to those who have 
distilled spirits now in bond to abnormally withdraw those spir- 
its from bond before the tax takes effect, thereby throwing upon 
the market an amount of distilled spirits which it may not be 
able to take, and thus depress the price of an article in which 
the Government has a t interest through its taxes. 

But I have still another reason why I should not increase the 
tax beyond $1. For the last ten or twenty years, at least at 
every recurring period when we were providing for taxation, 
we have endeavored to follow the example of England and one 
or two Euro countries by providing for the methylation of 
spirits, in order that that great body of American industries 
which are compelled to use alcohol might not be subjected to 
the tax. I believe the Senator from Connecticut, whom I do 
not see in his seat, has offered to this bill a long amendment 
looking to the methylation of spirits, whereby our own con- 
sumers of alcohol in the arts may secure those spirits without 
the payment of any duty. 

It must be remembered that in this great country of ours we 

ow consume in the arts 24,000,000 proof gallons of distilled 

irits. Therefore, of the total consuntption in the United States 
distilled spirits, it may be safe to say that 24,000,000 gallons 

ts on which the tax is paid do not enter into con- 
ption as a luxury, oras a beyerage, but enter into consump- 

ion in our thousand and one varied arts and industries. I would 

t, if I could avoid it, im upon these industries an addi- 

nal burden in the form of taxes, because I do not believe we 
likely to secure any legislation which will relieve them 
rom the taxes by allowing them the use of spirits in bond. 

Therefore, unless it is considered by those managing the pend 
ing bill that the condition of the Treasury requires a tax of $1.10 
a gallon, I should prefer that the tax should be $1. If this bill 
paasee as it now stands, I venture the prediction that there will 

an enormous amount of revenue received under the bill when 

it shall fairly come into play, if it ever does, beyond the neces- 

2 2 the Government, and any reasonable administration of 
ts rs. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Iowa has had great experience 
in all fiscal matters and matters of revenue, and I should like to 
ask him whether, in his judgment, from such study as he has 
given this eH ogee there is not a point at which the tax may be 
placed so h as to defeat the object of increasing revenue; 
that is, whether it is not pretty well ascertained that the rev- 
enue point has been about reached at the present tax, and whether 
there is notdanger by increasing the tax of decreasing the rev- 
enus by ng of Whisky? temptations to illicit distilling and illicit 


| f proof sp: 


marketing of w. ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The 90centsa gallon tax which has prevailed 
since 1875, I think it may be said, has been fairly and pretty fully 
collected, although in certain regions of our country, on the 
mountain slopes and in the narrow valleys of some States of this 
Union, there are to be found large numbers of what are called 
illicit distilleries, where men still believe that it is an outrage 
to impose a tax upon one of the necessaries of life [laughter], and 
where, in various ways, they do evade, and have evaded all these 
laws. I have not referred to the report of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, but I think he states in his report that last 
yoa there were illicit stills destroyed to the number of about 800 

certain States of this Union, principally in the mountain re- 
gions of our country. It is important to the Government that 

ts revenue should be preserved at least to the point where it is 
now. 

Mr. GRAY. The revenue point. 

Mr. ALLISON. The revenue point. 

Therefore, I do not like for myself an increase of the tax upon 
this article beyond $1. 

Mr. VOOR . Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In response to the inquiry of the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray] I will say that the present Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, a man of very large experience and 
a very practical officer, with whom I conferred very fully at 
every nop of this Ge expresses no doubt whatever of the 
successful collection of the amount fixed in the pending bill. 
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He thinks it will be quite as successful as the 90 cents a gallon 
tax, and states that there are none of the dangers connected 
with it which are suggested by the Senator from Delaware. 

I will state further that the crey of the A 
a great authority upon questions of t 7 enter 
views. Had they entertained different views this bill ould hb 
have been heré as it is. 

Iam not tenacious about this amount, but so far as I am re- 
sponsible for it I acted in harmony with those wiser in these 
things than I am. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ought to say that I have had a conversa- 
tion with the Co mer of Internal Revenue, and he ex- 
pressed the opinion that $1.10 per gallon could be collected under 
the machinery as now in existence with reference to distilled 
spirits. Of course, with my lack of knowledge and experience, 
I should not run counter to a well-matured opinion of an officér 
experienced in the collection of such taxes. 

„Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion for information. There is one matter which has given mo 
a good deal of trouble. The Senator spoke about the induée- 
ment that would be given to these parties who have whisky in 
bond, ifthe tax were increased, to take it out of the bonded 
warehouse in order to get the increased price in the retail or 
wholesale market. Is it not a fact that the apap eee of 
whisky in a ba 1 in 8 oe: Sonner 
purposes, is pretty well fixe proportion on? Iù 
other words, can not the Commissioner of Taral Revenue 
make a fair estimate as to the amount that is or will be con- 
sumed in the United States each year? 

If that be true, and I am so informed by the Revenue Bureau, 
any man having whisky in a bonded warehouse, who would take 
it out, unless there was a demand for it, would take it out at a 
loss to himself, because the inevitable result of overstocking 
the market would be to put down the price. It seems to me it 
would not operate as the Senator from Iowa suggests. 

Mr. SON. I think poten (eg that an abnormal with- 
drawal of a large amount of spirits would have the 
effect to put down the price. 

Mr. VEST. It would unquestionably put the price down if 
the market were overstocked. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course, each man who withdraws his 
spirits will hope that the prices will not go down until he sells it 
to the next man. But I spoke of the inducement of an increase 
of 20 cents a gallon on distilled spirits as likely to produce an 
abnormal withdrawal of spirits, it I may use that term. 

Mr. VEST. WhatI meant to suggest, if the Senator from 
Iowa will permit me, is that I think this matter regulates itself. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does very largely, I agreo. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave never had any particular interest in thay 
matter, and I only get my infor: u from the Treasury De- 

tment and the statements in the newspapers. For instance, | 

t was stated that the trust, as it is called, with headquarters at 
Peoria, Ill., had about 8,000,000 gallons of whisky in bond Wen 
Congress met, and that when the bill was reported which put 
the increased tax upon it, they had taken out all, or the larger 
portion of it, and put it upon market, and thatthe effect of 
their doing so was to put down the price of whisky, and tha 
2 other persons from taking out their whisky from bonde 
warehouses. 


taking to get it out in order to obtain the increased price. Bu 
when the i 


to stop. 
Mr: ALLISON. I have no doubt that matter would regulate 
itself in a great measure. It is also true that if you will take 
the internal revenue reports for a series of years they will dis- 
close a small decrease pet capita of the consumption of distilled 
spirits in the United States, although a constantly increasing 
consumption of course by the increase in population. The rê- 
rts will also show an increase in the consumption of fermented 

1 per capita. 
ow we come to the point as to what we ought to do here as 


respects this question, leaving aside for the moment the ques- 
tion of a tax. In the first place, I intend at the proper time to 
offer an amendment which will look to the doubling of the 
special taxes upon distilled spirits, and by that process we can 
reduce at least to the extent of 10 cents a gallon the cost of 
alcohol to the consumers of alcohol in the arts. As to the ex- 
tension of the bonded period, whilst itis true that under the 
general laws now the ite igh of distilled spirits may export 
them at the end of three years and return them when they 
will, yet it is inconvenient and it is done only to a small extent. 

I made inquiry at the office of the Commissioner of Internal 


1894. 
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revenue some weeks ago as to the amount of distilled spririts 
now abroad under this process,and although I received no 
written communicatidn from him, my recollection now is that 
he stated that the total amount of spirits abroad at this time is 
about 4,900,000 gallons. So there is a very small portion of 
whisky abroad compared with the amount existing in our own 
country. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
whether he is not mistaken? Were not 4,000,000 gallons with- 
drawn for export during the past year? 5 

Mr. ALLISON. if the Senator has the statement there, I 
should be glad to have him read it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. In 1893 there were withdrawn for export 
3,762,231 gallons, and in 1892 there were withdrawn for export 
3,218,787 gallons. I can not remember where I got the infor- 
mation, but itis a fact that there are over 10,000,000 gallons now 
abroad. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am subject to correction as to that matter. 
Of course we find that information in the reports. I asked the 
Commissioner what was the amount of distilled spirits now 
abroad and likely to bs returned under the provisions of the 

roposed act, because I called his attention to the fact that un- 
ee the provisions of the proposed law sixty days were to be 
given after the passage of the act to withdraw the spirits before 
the tax of $1.10 wentinto effect. Although Ihave no authority 
to quote the Commissioner, I asked him the question whether 
the proposed act should not go into effect on its passage, and 
whether it could not be enforced if it went into effect on its 
passage. 

1 Mr. LINDSAY. If it will not disturb the Senator from 
oa 

Mr. ALLISON. No, it will not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think I can state a reason why, if the bill 
becomes a law, whisky will not be withdrawn for the purpose of 
getting the benefit of the 20centstax. The bill gives an exten- 
sion of one more year for the loss of spirits of 2 gallons. By 
keeping it at home the owner of the whisky would save those 
2 gallons and the tax that he pays upon it, and he would also 
save the interest which he pays on the money expended in the 
payment of the tax on the 2 gallons, and that is more than he 
would gain by exportation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam obliged to the Senator for calling my 
attention to that because it did occur to me at the moment that 
the proposed law gave this great additional advantage to those 
who have spirits now in bond, But xe deat impression is that 
the proposed law can take effect immediately and be enforced, al- 
though it shall take effect immediately. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ido not object to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Now, that is the situation. 

We have been told, and I have no doubt it is practically true, 
that, to use an outside estimate, not more than one-third of all 
the distilled spirits that pay taxes are embraced within this 
bonded provision, and two-thirds of them are not embraced 
withintheprovision. It wassaid by the Senator from Kentucky 
that these lobbies and corridors are surrounded by people who 
are interested against the extension of the bonded period. I 
have not been so fortunate as to encounter any of them, and 
therefore I may be in ignorance of a great many things I ought 
to know with respect to these details. 

But it strikes me that if two-thirds of the distilled spirits pro- 
duced in the United States are compelled to pay the tax imme- 
diately, it must be a boon to the other one-third, which are 
given eight years’ credit to pay the same thing. It seems to me 
80, but I may be mistaken. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator does not mean to 
other two-thirds could not have the advantage of 
period if they choose to avail themselves of it? 

Mr. AL N. I mean to say that there are two ways, as I 
understand it, of manufacturing distilled spirits. One is the 
Kentucky way, and if neither Senator will be offended I will say 
the other is the Illinois way. One is through the process of 
high wines and continuous distillation to the point of alcohol. 
Our Kentucky distillers make no alcohol. Therefore it is that 
all the alcohol which pays tax pays it, as it were, at the mouth 
of the still. Who would think of putting alcohol in bond? Al- 
cohol is not putin bond. Itis manufactured and used as it is 
manufactured, and therefore every particle of distilled spirits 
which is resolved into alcohol pays the tax immediately. 

I have stated that it isa burden upon the consumers of al- 
cohol in the arts. Therefore, we require the people of the 
United States, who consume alcohol to the extent of 24,000,000 
gallons of proof spirits annually, to pay iately, and yet 
we give what are called table whiskies, if you please, luxurious 
whiskies, eight years; for what purpose? For the ae see of 
maturing, as the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 


sy that the 
e bonded 


BURN] says; that is, that a table whisky is not fit for consump- 
tion until it has arrived at the mature age of eight years. 

Mr. VEST. I do not ask the Senator from Iowa as an expert, 
but as a matter of information, is that true? Is it not four 
years? Is there any improvement in the Bourbon whiskys as 
they are called after four or five years? 

. ALLISON. Ihave been told by experts—— z 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kentucky can tell us. Iama 
Kentuckian by birth, but I have been so long away from the 
State that I have lost my interest in whisky. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky talked about 
doctoring awhile ago. I know about one process of doctoring, 
which is a familiar one; that is, to take ten barrels ofthe lin 
brand (if I may use that distinction merely to show the differ- 
ence) and mingle it with one barrel of the Kentucky brand, and 
er" geta Bourbon whisky very good to the taste, I have been 


Mr. LINDSAY. No, you do not get the Kentucky flavor. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky says no. Ionly 
know that I have been told that such a process is going on. 

Now, if the bonded period is to be extended to eight years, or 
if it is extended certainly beyond four years—itis three years 
now, and I do not myself wish to disturb existing relations as 
respects our tax upon distilled spirits—whisky should be taxed 
certainly 5 cents a gallon for each year beyond four years. If 
the distill ers do not want to pay it, then they can withdraw the 
whisky for cousumption. 

The senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] dwelt 
largely upon the fact that this is the only article which is taxed 
at the ponio production, and that therefore it is an exception. 
With exception of the bonded period of years, which 
we now allow to articles imported into the United States, which - 
includes brandies and all distill ts, wines (articles which 
have been reduced in tax in the bill), so that they have three 
years to mature in the New York custom-house, there is no such 
exemption given anywhere as is given to Kentucky bourbon 
whiskies. The Senator says the tax upon tobacco is paid when 
the tobacco is soane 5 is; but engl would ever think of re- 
taining tobacco er prove it by ; 

I never knew of but one instance of that Kind, where a gentle- 
man, who said he never smoked a cigar, offered me one after 
dinner and said he knew it was good, because it had been in his 
house twenty years. [Laughter.] All tobaccos must be con- 
sumed when they are new and fresh, and so of all the other ar- 
ticles which come within the range of our taxation. So, if we 
are to give this class of whiskies exemption from tax for eight 
years, then they should pay at least 5 cents a m for each ad- 
ditional year they are in bond. ButIam id of the exten- 
sion of the bonded period. 

Mr. VEST. After what period? 

Mr. ALLISON. After four years. Iam afraid of the exten- 
sion of the bonded period, and I will say sọ frankly to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. Iwillask the Senatorfrom Kent what 
number of gallons are now in bond in the United States? Ihave 
not the Commissioner's report before me, but I venture the state- 
ment that there are 140,000,000 gallons, or at least 130,000,000 


gallons. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There were 134,000,000 gallons at the time 
the Commissioner's t was made. 
$ Mr. LINDSAY. That is about the quantity—134,000,000 gal- 

ons. 

Mr. ALLISON, There are about 134,000,000 ms of whis- 
kies in bond, and if they comprise one-third of the consum 
tion, there is now four years’ supply of this class of whiskies 
bond, because, although it was said a moment eo 


Mr. LINDSAY. e largest amount of that, however, is neu- 
tral spirits, not straight whisky. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky is mistaken 
about that. 


Mr. ALLISON. Neutral spirits do not go in bond. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the time there were 134,000,000 gallons 
in bond in all, there werb only 4,755,000 gallons of neutral spirits. 

Mr. ALLISON. L did not know there was so much, I know 
that neutral spirits do not gointo bond. So what I am afraid 
of is, that if we extend the bonded period to eight years without 
providing some inducement, by additional tax, which will take 
the spirits out of bond, we shall have, at the end of five or six 
years, such an overproduction of this class of goods that it will 
break down the tax and destroy the revenue. Therefore there 
isa double element of danger, in my mind, as respects the ex- 
tension of the bonded period. 

These are all the observations I desire to make as to the gen- 
eral policy of the bill. Ishould be gladif the provision for an 
extension of the bonded a partod could be eliminated, and I think 
it could be very gms out of the billentirely. If itis to re- 
main, however, I at the proper time offer an amendment 
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which will bea relief, at least, to the users of alcohol in the 


arts. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like toask the Senator from Iowa one 
question. If we increase the revenue duty upon whisky at all 

ht we not to extend the bonded period? 

r. ALLISON. I think Isee the force of the Senator’s ques- 
tion. Itis that if we do not extend the period we will break 
down the system because of such a large amount of spirits being 
held in bond which must immediately be taken out of bond. 1t 
may be thatasmall extension may be necessary on that account. 
I know of no other reason. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to state what I had 1 in mind. 
We have permitted owners of whisky to put it into bonded ware- 
houses at 90 centsa gallon. If it was not a contract in the 
fullest signification of the term, it was certainly a quasi con- 
tract, as it has been termed, between the Government and the 
persons who put the whisky in the warehouse. Take the case 
of a small owner who has 500 or 1,000 barrels, and who has put 
it into a bonded warehouse under the contract, or quasi contract, 
that he can take it out in three years by paying 90 cents tax 
upon the gallon. 

If we, then, in the exercise of our power of sovereignty, for it 
is nothing else, disregard this contract or quasi contract and un- 
dertake to make him pay 10 cents more on the gallon, ought we 
not, e in times of great financial and business depres- 
sion, to give him an additional period of time in which to raise 
the money to pay the additional tax? I grant that as to the large 
dealers, who are presumed to be capitalists, with a great interest 
like the whisky trust, which has put its shares upon the market 
and sold them openly, and which is said to have had 8,000,000 
gallons of Bourbon whiskies in bonded warehouses, which they 

o not manufacture—— 
e „ adh They purchase them. 
r. VEST. They p id put them in bonded ware - 
houses because they do not manufdeture the Bourbon whiskies, as 
they are called, the Kentucky whiskies—with a trust like that, an 
addition of 10 cents a gallon Amounts to ngthing, in view of their 
wer to manipulate the market and to affect prices. But take 

e small dealers. Take a man with a hundred barrels or two 
hundred of five hundred 3 and you sée the injustice and 
hardship which are wrong = upon him when you impose an ad- 

g 


ditional tax w 15 ine e bonded period. 
Mr. ALDRICH. If this gmall dealer is to borrow money of 
the United States instead of horrowing it from some bank for 


thisextended period, why should he not pay interest, in the shape 
of the naditionsl Br, te would be obliged to do it ‘he borrowed 
the money from someone else? 

Mr. VEST. I will say to the Senator that it seems to me the 


direct and inevitablé repult f the increased tax upon whisky is 
os ou force to the money at 90 cents to take the 
whisky out of the bo 


0 Nan warehouse, or else he must leave it 
there and pay the additional tax after the proposed legislation 


3755 ve gonę into 5 
r. ICH. He would have to do it some time. 
Mr. VEST. Asa matté? of course he is bound to do one of 


two things, to put it plainly. He bas 100 barrels in bond, and 
we put 10 cents more a gallon upon itin the shape of tax. He 
has two s before him and no other. He must either imme- 
diately raise his 90 cents tax upon 3 whisky then in the bonded 
warehouse and take it out, or else he must leave it there, tobe- 
come subject to the new law, when he raises the 10 cents more 
per gallon upon it. That is the alternative. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it not be more direct and better un- 
derstood if the Government were to allow him to take it out at 
the end of three years and pay, fhe original tax, rather than to 
give him concessions in some indirect method which the people 
of the country might not understand? 

Mr. VEST. That is another question. The question I put to 
the Senator from Rhode Island was whether justice did not de- 
mand, if we did conclude to put on the additional tax, that the 
ponasa 5 should be extended? Do not the two things go 
together 

r. ALDRICH. There are three points in this scheme in re- 
gard to distilled spirits which require the attention of the Sen- 
ate. The first to which I wish to call attention is the provision 
in regard to giving two months in which the whiskies may be 
withdrawn upon payment of the original tax. Now, leaving out 
of the question entirely the bourbon whiskies and rye whiskies 
which are now in bond, let us see what the effect of that provi- 
sion will be upon the producers of neutral and cologne spirits, as 
snar are called, and upon alcohol. 

The average monthly production of these articles, of alcohol 
and neutral and cologne spirits, amounts to about 4,000,000 
gallons. I do not know what the capacity of the distilleries 
owned by the trust and by other dis rs is, but I assume that 
it is considerably in excess of the average monthly production. 


But assuming it to be just the average monthly production, we 
shania have then for two months 8,000,000 gallons to be pro- 
uced. 

If we add to that the average amount in bond, we shall have 
at least sixteen to twenty million gallons of this class of spirits 
which can be taken out of bond under this sixty-days extension 
provision upon the payment of the original tax, with a savin 
to the distillers of from three to four million dollars. 1 shoul 
be glad if some member of the committee would show why it is 
ro cere to donate to these gentlemen three or four million 
dollars in this way. Why should not the provision of the bill 
increasing the tax upon distilled spirits go into effect at once, or 
when the other provisions of the bill shall become operative? 
I hope that at some time in the course of this discussion we shall 
have some enlightenmentupon this subject, because I myself see 
no reason whatever why the time should be extended. 

The next provision of the bill which has been under consider- 
ation is that which applies to the increase of the tax. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Before the Senator from Rhode Island 

es from the point about the extension of the bonded period, 
should like to be enlightened upon this subject. I care noth- 
ing about the extension. It has been vastly misunderstood. It 
has not the most agreeable sound in the world. But is it not 
true, as I stated before and asI myself stated this afternoon, 
that there is no limit on the power of the producers of this pe- 
culiar kind of whisky to extend the time for the payment of the 
tax under existing law as long as they please? 
- Mr. ALDRICH. I am not now ng, if the Senator from 
Indiana will pardon me, about the extension of the bonded 
period, butas to the provision of the section under consideration, 
which gives the distillers two months’ time within which they 
can remove their spirits from bond upon the payment of the old 


tax. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I beg pardon. I thought the gentleman 
was on the bonded period. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was trying to find out what governed the 
committee in making this extension. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow 
me? In two months’ time they can double or triple the produc- 


tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave no doubt they can with the capacity 
of the distilleries. _ 

Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit 
me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I wish to say that the manufacturers of 
straight whisky haveno interest in that length of time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that. 

Mr. LINDSAY. They care nothing about it and prefer that 
it should go into effect 3 understand. e reason 
why the time has been fixed as it has been is to enable the in- 
ternal-revenue officers to get up a new stamp which will be nec- 
essary, and to make the preparations for carrying the new law 
into effect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me that the internal-revenue 
officers have had a sufficient length of time, and are likely to 
have a sufficient length of time, from the time the bill passes 
until the other provisions go into effect, to accomplish that pur- 
pose. There is no question about that. Nobody expects the 
bill to go into effect on the day of its passage. Some apprecia- 
ble length of time will elapse between the passage of the bill 
and its going into effect. It seems to me that the internal-rev- 
enue officers certainly ought to be able to have the stamp en- 
graved within that time, and the Government surely ought not 
to lose three or four million dollars of revenue on account of any 
such excuse. 

Now, as to the next point with reference to the amount of rev- 
enue to be derived from the internal-revenue taxes upon distilled 
spirits; if I believed it were necessary to securea larger revenue, 
I certainly should vote for a moderate increase of the tax upon 
distilled spirits. But I do not believe it. By the bill, ifthe tax 
on sugar is to be retained, and that seems to be the disposition 
of the Senate, and if the income tax is to be retained, there cer- 
tainly is no reason why there should be an increase of the tax 
upon distilled spirits. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow 
me for a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Suppose a surplus were raised under the 
bill, and I will be perfectly frank with the Senate and the coun- 

I never intended there should be any deficiency. I state 
here that what I said in committee was that so far as I was con- 
cerned I was not at all alarmed at the idea of there being a sur- 
plus in the Treasury of the United States. 

Forty millions of surplus would not alarm me nearly so much 
as forty millionsof deficiency, especially if the surplus is to arise 
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in large part from taxes on distilled spirits. If we found our- 
selves troubled with too much money arising from such a source, 
Icould be reconciled into seeing it used in erecting public build- 
ings and useful enterprises of that kind, giving employment to 
people; I could be reconciled into seeing it used to pay off some 
of the interest-bearing bonds. 7 r 

In other words, Mr. President, the revenue raised upon dis- 
tilled spirits is more acceptable, in my judgment, to the popular 
mind than anything else, and if it should resultin leaving some 
over in the Treasury at the end of the year I would be glad of 
it. The old farmer in the country is glad to know at the end of 
the year that he has a little surplus laid away in his bureau 
drawer, and I would be glad to see this Government out of all 
danger of a deficiency. I have had it in mind to say for some 
time that these items in the bill do not trouble me on account 
of their raising more money than we may need from day to day. 

My position in regard to the sugar tax is wellknown. Had 1 
had my way (as none of you ever had your way exactly, an 
more than I have had), it would not have been there at all. 
have heard a great deal of taunt from the other side of the 
Chamber because we have had to compromise among ourselves 
over here. Why, the framers of the Constitution had to com- 

romise among themselves or there never would have been a 
Bonstitution. ou have had to compromis among yourselves 
or you never would haye got the McKinley bill and a thousand 
other measures through. The Sherman act, that wespent three 
or four long months last fall in getting rid of, was the result, as 
was stated over and over again, of a compromise; that is tosay, 
it was passed to get clear of something worse. 5 

Yet the other side of the Chamber has been taunting us as 
though, because we compare views and get together and do the 
very best we can for the public, therefore we are in a state of 
horrible inconsistency. We are in absolute harmony with 
human nature, in absolute harmony with the events of the world. 

So I repeat, Mr. President, on the subject of sugar, on the 
subject of whisky, and some other questions we intend to make 
sure of a sufficient revenue, and to do it in an honorable and 
satisfactory manner. : 

Mr. ‘ALDRICH. Lam glad to find myself in accord with my 
distinguished friend from Indiana in preferring a tax on whisky 
to a tax ons f 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink there can be no question about where 
the public interests lie on that question. What I object to is 
that we are putting a tax upon both whisky and sugar. I think 
the public revenue does not require it. 

I understand the Senator from Indiana fixes the surplus in 
round numbers or approximately at $40,000,000. I myself be- 
lieve that the bill, if it becomes a law, will produce a very much 
larger surplus. I believe it will be in the neighborhood of a 
hundred million dollars. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ihave not thought so. Of course an esti- 
mate of this kind can not be exact. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is more or less a guess. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is a mere guess. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will recall unquestionably that 

in the beginning of Mr. Cleveland’s first Administration, when 


we had a surplus in the Treasury of nearly a hundred million 
dollars, the distinguished Democratic President called the at- 
tention of Con to the great evils of that surplus, and the 


cam in behalf of tariff reform were fought under the 
leadership of that r Democrat on the ground that a 
2 revenue produced by excessive taxation, and which was 
unnecessary, was a great evil. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, that was a Republi- 
can surplus 17712 ere speaking about then. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can understand the distinction. They said, 
as I remember it, that unnecessary taxation was unjust taxation. 
The Senator from Indiana will agree with me that a surplus ex- 
torted from the ople in the way of taxation and held in the 
Treasury, through the evils which may result from a contraction 
of the currency, is really very serious, and that we should not 
deliberately provide for a surplus unless we know exactly what 
is to be done with that surplus. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator will do me the justice to re- 
call the fact that I did not speak of its being an idle surplus 
there. It would be very useful to the credit of the country and 
useful for great public purposes. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I can understand that a surplus of a reason- 
able sum might be used to pay the bonds which have just been 
issued and the bohds which are likely to be issued in the near 
future for the payment of current expenses. 

I have no doubt to that extent it would be useful to have a 
surplus, but we do not know what the surplus is to be. If wein- 
crease the tax upon spirits—an increase which in itself is not. 
perhaps, undesirable except as it imposes a tax upon alcohol 
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used in the arts we do not need, from my standpoint, the reve- 
nue to be derived from a tax upon sugar, and I shall try as hard 
as I can to eliminate that feature from the bill. 

But now to come to the other point, in regard to the exten- 
sion of the bonded period, I have no sympathy with the line of 
argument which was adopted by the Senator from Kentucky in 
behalf of its extension. The acts which have been levy- 
ing taxes upon distilled spirits in the t, up tol at least, 
have been upon the theory that distilled spirits should be taxed 
from the moment of their production. 

The act of 1868, which was the principal act providing forthe 
taxation and warehousing of spirits, provided in terms that the 
tax shall attach to this substance as soon as it is in existence as 
such. It was the intention and purpose and spirit of all the 
original acts upon this subject that the taxation of distilled 
epin should be upon the amount originally produced. The act 
of 1868 allowed spirits to be deposited in warehouse and their 
removal within one year upon payment of the tax upon the orig- 
inally produced. That remained the law until 1878, when a joint 
resolution was passed by both Houses providing that distilled 
spirits then in bond miss t be withdrawn within three years. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator will pardon me, the act of 
1868 imposed a tax of 50 cents a gallon on all that was produced, 
and gave an indefinite bonded period. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; it did not; the Senator is mistaken 
about that. It gave one year within which the tax might be 

id, but it must be paid on the amount originally pronees: 
here was no allowance at all for leakage or for anything else. 
That remained the law until 1878, as I have siid, when a joint 
resolution was passed providing that distilled spirits then in 
bond might be withdrawn within three years upon the payment 
of the original tax and 5 per cent interest on the excess of time 
between one year and three years. 

In 1880 what is known as the Carlisle act was passed, which 
extended the bonded period to three years and made certain al- 
lowances for leakage. 

The act of 1880 was the first departure from the policy of the 
Government of taxing distilled spirits upon production. The 
reason for the adoption of this policy must obvious to the 
Senate. It is very much easier to collect taxes at the time of 
production and upon the amount of production than to keep the 
spirits in bonded warehouse subject to loss from all other causes, 
subject to being stolen, subject to all sorts of frauds npon the 
Government. So the Government adopted the policy deliber- 
ately of taxing the production of distilled ee 

Now, it is proposed by the Senator from Kentucky and other 
Senators to change that policy entirely and tax the consump- 
tion, and they say it is the rule which has been applied in other 
cases. 

As the Senator from Iowa has very well said, it does not ap- 
ply in any other case under the internal-revenue law from the 

act that the character of the other articles upon which taxes 
are imposed is such that they must be sold immediately or very 
near the time of production. So the same rule does not ap ly 
to any of these articles. It doesnot apply either to =, articles 
taxed by our customs laws. Suppose an importer of silks would 
insist that he should be allowed to import his silks and not pay 
the duties upon them until they should go into consumption, 
would any Senator seriously suggest that that was or could 
a ae rule to apply to the collection of customs dues? I think 
not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator will pardon me, when the 
silks come to New York they are ready for immediate consum: 
tion. Yet you give three years in which they may be kept 
the bonded warehouse, notwithstanding the fact that they are 
ready for immediate use. 

z Mr. ALDRICH. But suppose it were true that silks improve 


y age. 

Mr. LINDSAY. But they do not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam supposing a case. Take any article in 
the whole list of customs importation that does improve by age. 
Take brandies, for instance. Take French brandies that might 
be . made, and where fifteen years might be necessary 

. LINDSAY. But the French brandies have been matured 
across the water before coming here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not necessarily. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is the rule, however. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may be the rule, but it is not necessary, I 
suppose. Suppose an importer of French brandy should say to 
the customs authorities or the Congress of the United States we 
desire fifteen years after these goods are imported to mature 
them and make themready foruse; what would you say to those 

entlemen? Tou can take fifteen or fifty years if you want, 
ut it must be done at your own expense and in your own way.” 
The Government of the United States says that goods which are 
admitted to a custom-house of the Uni States may remain in 
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bond a certain time under certain conditions; but at the end of 
that period you must pay your dutiesand take them out. What 
becomes of them after that is nota matter of concern to the 
people of the United States. 

The question of the extension of the bonded period is largely 
an arithmetical question for the Government and for the own- 
ers of bourbon and rye whiskies. The proposition contained in 
the bill is to allow leakage to the extent of 9 gallons in 40, cov- 
ering a period of eight years, and to allow the payment of $1.10 
at the end of eight years instead of at the timeof production. I 
present a plain arithmetical proposition to my friend from Ken- 
tuc 


Tf the distiller of bourbon and rye whisky in his State should 
pay 48 cents a gallon to the Governmentof the United States at 
the time of production the Government would be. better off in 
every way as itis if he pays $1.10 with the allowance for leak- 
age at the end of eight years. This is a proposition not to in- 
crease the taxes but rather to decrease the taxes and to decrease 
the revenue by the extension of eight years. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If it will not interrupt the Senator, I will 
show him, I think, that exactly the converse is the truth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be very glad to be convinced of it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Government can, under no circum- 
stances, in the end collect a greater revenue than the con- 
sumption of the country will warrant. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not admit that, to begin with. 

Mr. LINDSAY. We will neither manufacture nor import 
into this country more of any article than this country can con- 


sume. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not admit that, but Jam willing to grant 
it for the sake of the Senator's argument. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Government collects at the time of 
production 48 cents a gallon, the Government will collect only so 
much as at the end of ten years would go into consumption, and 
so it will be $1.10 at last on the quantity of whisky that is man- 
ufactured in this country and consumed in this country. Other- 
wise you would have the state of case of 9 up of whiskies 
in this country that are not to be consumed at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand the argument of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky it is that there is necessarily a fixed amount 
of whisky consumed in the United States, and that it does not 
make any difference when the Governmentcollects the tax upon 
that whisky. That, of course, is equivalent to saying that the 
payment of $1.10 to-day is, so far as the Government is con 
cerned, equivalent to paying 31.10 eight years from now. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Oh, no. i 

Mr. ALDRICH. It certainly is. If we are to collect 81.10 a 
gallon on all the whisky consumed in the United States, and that 
amount of whisky is a fixed quantity, the Senator's argument is 
that it is just as well for the Government to collect that tax 

eight years from now as it is to collect it now. This is a prop- 
tionthat the Government of the United States shall go into 
partnership with the distillers of Bourbon and rye whiskies in 
this country; that the Government shall furnish four-fifths of 
the capital and bear all the losses and risks of carrying the 
immense stock of whisky, furnish storage, and take all the risks 
of insurance, because we have another provision of law that a tax 
shall not be collected upon whisky that is destroyed from any 
natural causes. In this tnership the Government is not to 
have any share of the profits but is to furnish the money from the 
Treasury of the United States without receiving a single cent 
of remuneration. 

If I were to engage in a business of this kind and owed the 
Government $1.10 a gallon on whisky at the time of its produc- 
tion, I should be very glad to have the period extended for 

eight years without interest. If I were obliged to pay $1.10 on 
AG 3 of whisky produced nade, Ishould be very glad to 
have the Government agree to collect the tax on 31 gallons 
eight years from now. Asa business proposition it is simply 
ving to the distillers of Bourbon and rye whiskies the use of 
1.10 per gallon for eight years without any interest, and col- 
lecting the tax on 31 gallons at the end of that time instead of 
on 40 gallons. 

I am not surprised that my friend from Kentucky should be 
earnestly in favor of this provision. His friends and constitu- 
ents have 134,000,000 gallons in distillery warehouses through- 
out the United States to-day, and that amount will be exten 
indefinitely. I should be very glad from aselfish standpoint if 
I were representing Kentucky to have this great allowance 
made; but how can we, representing the Government of the 
United States, consent to a provision of this kind? Iam quite 
willing to allow the distillers of Bourbon and rye whiskies the 
23 of retaining their whiskies in bonded warehouse, but 

say that the Government of the United States ought to collect 
interest or be paid a higher tax. Why should we furnish this 
large amount of capital to these gentlemen without the pay- 
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ment of any interest whatever? Thatis the suggestion I should 
like to have somebody answer. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Suppose this extension is not 
given, what benefit will the rectifier gain by the operatioa? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not see that it makes very much differ- 
ence to the rectifier. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then, why has the Senate been flooded with 
circulars that were printed at Cincinnati and forwarded all over 
the country to be sent here by every retail whisky dealer in the 
United States? : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not specially interested in that ques- 
tion. I donot know any of the rectifiers. 

Mr. LINDSAY. You read their circulars? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave received a numberof circulars in re- 
gan to this matter, but I can not see for my life what particu- 

ar interest they havein the matter. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ishall try to show the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose my friend from Kentucky will 
agree that we are to discuss this question and consider it with 
reference to revenue and with reference to the interests of the 
Government of the United States. My argument has been en- 
tirely from that standpoint. Whatever the interest of the recti- 
fiers may be or may appear to be, L have no interest in it what- 
ever. I desire to have the Senator from Kentucky or somebody 
else to give me a reason, while we are pretending to increase 
the tax upon whisky from 90 cents to $1.10 per gallon, why we 
should reduce it to 48 cents by various provisions of the act. 

I would very much prefer to vote here and now in the inter- 
est of the Government for a tax of 50 cents a gallon levied on 
production, which was the act of 1868, than to vote for a pro- 
vision to collect $1.10 at the end of eight years without interest 
and with an allowance of a fourth for leakage. The Govern- 
ment would be better off. — 

If there is any question of public policy which requires that 
this help shall be given to the distillers of Kentucky I should 
be glad to have it stated, but I submit to my friend from Ken- 
tacky that it is no answer to the argument to say that some fel- 
low in Kentucky or in Ohio or in Illinois is to be benefited if 
this change does not take place. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I confess it is rather a novel 
presentation of the case to say that when the Government comes 
to decide when it will impose a tax, and how much tax it will 
impose, and when it will collect that tax upon a particular 
article of American manufacture, the Government is going 
into rship with, and a loan to, the manufacturer. 
I take it, the Government does not impose specific taxes with 
any other view than the purpose of securing revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that 
it seems the Government does in this case. It seems that it has 
an ulterior purpose which the Senator himself says is a con- 
trolling one. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Inlevying a tax to secure revenue it is never 
the policy of the Government to ress the taxpayer or to un- 
nop ee injure the particular industry towards which the tax 
is directed. 

It costs 20 cents per gallon to manufacture whisky, and upon 
that whisky 450 per cent in the way of taxation is now levied. 
Is there any other article taxed by the Federal Government or 
by a State government to such an extent? That tax is im 
because distilled spirits are to be treated as luxuries, and there- 
fore the questions are how much taxation will they bear, what 
isthe proper method of levying that tax, and when and howought 
the tax to be collected? 

When you come to withdraw protection from an American 
industry we are told that if you reduce the protection you kill 
the industry. For three months I have heard each day the 75 
diction made that this industry and that industry and the other 
industry was being killed, not because it was being taxed beyond 
its capacity to pay, but because the American people have con- 
cluded they would no longer give it the amount of protection 
it has heretofore had. But when you come to an industry that 
gets no protection, and asks none, that is paying a tax under 
existing law of 450 per cent upon the cost of its uct, and the 
Government is asked not to enforce the collection of that tax 
until the process of manufacture has been completed, until the 
sonore ready to go n the market, we are told that the 

vernment can not do this withoutgoing into partnership with 
the manufacturer; in other words. that the tax the Government 
does not collect immediately is money loaned to the manufact- 
urer. 

Itseems tome you have but to state such a proposition to 
show the utter f of the claim that the Government is loan- 
ing anything to a manufacturer who pays the entire expense of 
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the manufacture and then furnishes the warehouse in which 
the Government compels him to keep the product until the tax 
. 


Ar. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us suppose a case which, I think, is 
analogous to thisone. A person living in Louisville owns un- 
improved real estate worth $100,000 which is taxed, say, $2,000. 
The owner of that property goes to the city council of Louisville 
and says: “I intend to improve this property. Iam notgetting 

yt for it now; itis not in a fit condition to use; itis no 
2 me at all. At the end of eight Texpect the 
property will be in a condition to bring mein revenue. Lask 

ou to defer the taxes of $2,000 a year upon that property until 

can improve it, as I shall have done at the end of eight years.” 
Now, if the city council of Louisville grant the request and give 
him an extension of eight years without interest, would the 
Senator consider that was not going into partnership to a cer- 
tain extent with the gentleman in his real-estate speculation? 

Mr. LINDSAY, II it were not for the fact that real estate is 
taxed in proportion to its present value, and not four or five 
times that value, and is always ready for market, and that time 
does not improve its inherent qualities 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that there is 
ever a time when Bourbon whisky from the day it is produced 

can not be sold at some price or other? 

- Mr. LINDSAY. I say that Bourbon whisky is never ready 
to sell as.a perfected article until sufficient time has elapsed for 
the work of purification to be completed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How long is that? 

Mr. LINDSAY. From six to ten years. The Senator from 
Ohio says that a bonded period of three 5 bagels is long enough. 
T venture to say that the Senator from Ohio has never had used 
under his supervision whisky as young as three years. The best 
test of the proper age at which it can be properly used is the 
invariable statement made by the host, I wish you to under- 
stand this whisky is thirteen years old.” 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator permit me to ask hima 
question in that connection? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator has stated that whisky, as it 
comes from the still, is worth 40 cents a on. What is the 
thirteen-year-old whisky worth in the market? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I say the cost of manufacture is 20 cents per 
gallon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whatis thirteen-year-old whisky worth in 
the market? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Before the c the MeKinley act brought 
eras it was worth, tax paid, $6 a gallon. It can be had now 

‘or $4, 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the Democrats came in. 

Mr. LINDSAY. In this connection, since the remark of the 
8 from Illinois, I will state that in reading a speech made 

y the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] the other day, I find 
he has abandoned the claim that the panic came upon us in 1893 
because of Mr. Cleveland's election. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me a moment, I 
want tosuggest to him another mathematical proposition. He 
says that whisky fresh from the still is worth 40 cents.a gallon. 
At the end of thirteen years, with interest on it at6 per cent, 
which I think is granted as a fair rate of interest in Kentucky, 
we have 78 per cent. Seventy-eight per cent of 40 is 31 cents a 
gallon; 40 and 31 make 71 cents a gallon; which is the cost of 
carrying the whisky without any tax. Now,if the Government 
of the United States is to carry the taxes and to lose the leakage, 
why should not the Government share the increase of value from 
78 cents to $6? 

Mr. LINDSAY. There are numerous reasons independent 
of merely 6 per cent interest to account for the increase in the 
course of ten years of the value of a gallon of whisky. In the 
first place, one-fourth of the whisky will have evaporated before 
ten years have gone. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You allow 9 gallons in 40 for that, which is 
about one-fourth. 

Mr. LINDSAY. You are not taxed on9 gallons in 40, but you 
have, nevertheless, lost the 9 gallons out.of the 40, or 10 ons 
out of the 46. It has, nevertheless, evaporated, and the remain- 
ing 31 or 35 gallons represent the 40 or 46, as the case may be. 
So that is one reason why it increases in value. Then the Gov- 
ernment kindly steps in and requires the distiller, in addition 
to his distillery. to erect a bonded warehouse in which all the 
product of his distillery shall bestored during the time it is thus 
ripening for the market. The expense of keeping up the ware- 
house, the insurance, State and local taxes, and all other inci- 
gon expenses, are to be added to the expense of the distilla- 

n. 
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Let us see whether the Government loses anything by allow. 
ing the distiller the benefit of the evaporation. Statistics show 
that about 100, 000,000 gallons per 1 of distilled spirits 
consumed in the United States. you this year take out 
bond and pay the tax on the 200,000,000 gallonsthe Governme 
will get twice the tax this year it would getif it had waited 
the tax to be paid upon consumption. But next year the Gove 
ernment gets nothing because no business is conducted by men 
who have so little business judgment as that they will continus 
to manufacture and pay taxes in the face of the fact that there is 
a year’s supply of tax-paid spirits on hand. 

So that at the end of five years the Government will have col- 


lected $1.10 upon every gallon of whisky that has been con- 


sumed and will have realized the last dollar of taxation which 
could be wrung from the taxpayers under RT procos of collec- 
tion, If the distillers ee ee to make w. ky and pa the 
taxin advance of consumption, bankruptcy inevitably eke 
and when the Government levies 450 or 550 per cent tax upon & 
particular article, it ought not to be the policy of the Govern- 
ment to force the owner to sell the property before people are 
ready to buy it. , 

What is the consequence of 7 the withdrawal of 
whisky at the end of three years? Itis not ready for the mar- 
kets unless it be neutralspirits. It can not besold to consumers. 
It must be sold to speculators or wholesale dealers who can hold 
it, and they hold the product of the manufacturer and make the 
profit out of it, because they are able to advance the money tọ 
pay the tax. It is a case in which, because of the operation of 
the taxing laws of the Government, the manufacturer is com- 
pelled to sell his product in advance of the natural demand cre- 
ated by eee n. 

Mr. ALDRI Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Governmentof the United States sope 
in and prevents a man from selling his whisky and allows 
to it, ought not the Government to have the usual com- 
mercial rates of interest which he would have to pay to banks 
or other commercial institutions for the loan? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Government has loaned the mar noth- 
ing. The Government does not propose to loan the man - 
hing: The product is unfinished. It is not ready for 
market. Itcan not be put upon the market and sold at its fair 
value. It is a case of the Government stepping in and levying 
the tax and enforcing the collection, and thereby compe 
the producer to sell to a speculator instead of ho! it for 
own benefit. That is the logic of the situation. 

The proposed extension will benefit other States than Kén- 
tucky. e great amount of whiskey now in bond was not all 
manufactured in Kentucky. All the rye whiskies made in 
Pennsylvania and West Virginia demand the same relief at the 
hands of the Government in order that they may be perfected. 
Straight whisky is also made in Marsland a in Tennessee, 
Five or six States are interested. It is the whisky trust, which 
has its headquarters at Peoria, Ill., that is interfering with 
the demand for relief by people who ask not for protection, 
for the reduction of taxes, but that they shall not be compe. 
to pay until their product is ready for the market. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kentucky on me? 
He refers to the whisky trust. II it is a corporation what is the 
name of the president? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Greenhut, I think, is his name. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator a list of the officers? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I have not a list of them here. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that list ought to be putin the RECORD, 

Mr. LINDSAY. Greenhut is the president. It was origin- 
ally a combination of distillers and rectifiers. I understand 
that Mr. Greenhut is the president of the trust. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator put in the RECORD in con- 
nection with his remarks the list of officers? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will put it in if I can obtain it, 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Kentucky inform me whe 
is the first vice- ident? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I can not. 

i Pia HILL. I think it is J. Beggs, who residesat Terre Haute, 
nd. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Possibly that is true. The whisky trust is 
engaged in the manufacture of straight whisky at all, although 
seems to be the owner of ten or twelve million gallons of 3 
whisky, as is shown by the returns from the Internal Revenue 
Bureau. The whisky trust makes what are called neutral epon 
in other words one-half water and one-half pure alcohol. In- 
stead of allowing those spirits to . mature by 
lapse of time, they are put soap Te a process of rectifica’ 

It is not the case now as it was 
the distiller of high wines being atone place and the rec 
at another. 


teen or twenty years — . — 
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Under the rulings of the Internal Revenue Bureau the rectify- 
ing is now done in the distillery and is regarded as a nope 
‘part of the process of distillation. The high wines are filtere 
through charcoal and other substances supposed to take out 
all the poisons which are in the raw whisky when it leaves the 
distillery; and it comes out purified, so far as the fusel oil and 
these other poisons are concerned, but without the desired 
flavor and aroma. It is as ready for sale that day as it ever will 
be. Age does not improve it. It will not be held because the 
evaporation is a dead loss to the holder. The whisky thus made 
does not increase in price by lapse of time. Therefore it is 
always ready to be sold. It can only be sold for drinking pur- 
poses by having its flavor and aroma improved by subsidiary 
and artificial means. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Are drugs added to it? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I do not suppose they add drugs of harm- 
ful character. I donot think it isnecessary to add such drugs; 
but they can blend with three or four barrels of neutral spirits 
a barrel of straight whisky, and thereby give it somewhat 
the flavor of good whisky, give it somewhat the taste of straight 
whisky, and impose it upon the public as straight whisky. 
Three-fourths of the whiskies sold at the bars to-day are com- 
pounded or blended whiskies. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Are those what are called blended goods? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Those are blended goods. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, tell us about Kentucky whisky. 
is it made? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Kentucky whisky is put in barrels—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. How much water is used? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Kentucky whisky has Pe back one-half alcohol 
and one-half water when it leaves the distillery; and we do not 
add water to it, as the whisky-trust men maydo. We suffer the 
diminution in quantity, and make it up in the increase in price. 
The whisky-trust people can not increase the price of their 
whisky, because age adds nothing to its quality. Now, why is 
it that the whisky trust desires to force the straight whisky out 
of bond and into use before it has matured? 

Mr. PALMER. I hope the Senator from Kentucky will allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I have waited with the greatest patience for 
the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] to defend Illinois 
iena A He has not done so. T think that duty devolves upon 
me, rotest against this assault upon Illinois whisky. 

dULLOM, I was waiting for the senior Senator in age 
to make the suggestion, he being better informed on that su 
t than I, 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwill read a letter written by a constituent 
of the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Beforo the Senator does that I should like 
to have a little information in relation to Kentucky whisky. 
What is the cost of Kentucky whisky when it is made? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Twenty totwenty-five cents per gallon is the 
actual cost of production. That, of course, does not include in- 
terest upon the plant, etc. 

Mr. SHERMAN k wish to p an interrogatory to my hon- 
orable friend. I believe it costs about 20 cents. That is what 
I understand. Then, when the whisky goes into the Govern- 
ment warehouse, into a Government building, under charge of 
Government officers, without cost to any person, the Kentucky 
distiller has 20 cents in a gallon of whisky. The Government 
of the United States has now 90 cents. e keep that Wty 
under heavy expense, because we have to have very bright ofii- 
cersin charge of the warehouses. The Kentucky distiller never 
pays any more than the 20 cents. It is cared for for him, while 
the Government loses every day. It loses 8 gallons in three 
years. When the whisky comes out, the Government only puts 
a tax on four-fifths of the whisky at the most. So the Govern- 
ment is losing all the time while it has the custody of the whisky 
and the care of it, and all that. 

The distiller, on the other hand, makes a great deal of money, 
and instead of 20 cents he wants a dollar and a half for his whisky, 
with the tax added. It is the most profitable industry that I 
know of, unless it is the sugar trust, the refining industry, which 
gets the advantage of having the sugar refined at the expense 
of the Government practically under the operations of the pend- 
ing bill. Of course they do not lose anything. But the Kentucky 
distiller in the manufacture of ie has a larger margin of 
profit than any other business in the country yields. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The difference between the sugar refiner 
and the whisky manufacturer is that there is a tax levied upon 
the product of the whisky manufacturer, while the Senator and 
his party gave a bonus of 60 cents a hundred pounds to the re- 
finer of sugar and taxed him not one cent. 

The second objection to the Senator's theory is, that the Gov- 
ernment has no interest in whisky when it goes into the ware- 
house, which is not the Government's warehouse at all. 


How 
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Mr. SHERMAN, The warehouses, I understand, are built by 
the Government. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Government does not build the ware- 
houses, but requires the distillers to build them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill expressly provides that the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue shall see that the storehouses are 
built, and then they are at once put in possessionof the Govern- 
ment officers, who get four or five dollars a day. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Government is at constant expense 
covering attendance and on account of the large supervision 
necessary. The Government's investment is constantly decreas- 
ing, and the investment of the whisky distiller is constantly in- 
creasing in a geometrical ratio. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I undertook, in answer to a suggestion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, to reply to that point. Therd 
155 rte diminution of the quantity of whisky put in by the 
distiller, - 

Mr. SHERMAN. The residuum that is left is worth four or 
or five times as much. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The loss in 
residuum is worth more. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The distiller gets that. 
ought to have a portion of the benefit arising from that. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Why? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Because the Government is interested in 
four-fifths of the whisky when it goes into the warehouse. 

Mr, LINDSAY. Is the Government interested in it? 

Mr. SHERMAN, It has a tax upon it: it has a lien upon it. 
The N of whisky is constantly diminishing, and conse- 

uent y the tax to be collected is consequently growing less 
rom the day the whisky is put in the warehouse. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Isit not a fact that none of the whisky which 
evaporates ever goes into consumption at all? 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is left isso much more valuable that 
it makes 9 the loss by evaporation. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Why is it more valuable? When it goes 
into the warehouse the work of manufacture has been but one: 
third completed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All the balance of the work is done by na- 
ture. It is done by age. It does not cost the distiller a cent 
while it costs the Government a good deal of money to care fot 
the property. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Is there any reason why the distiller, th 
owner of the whisky, should not have the benofit of the work o 
improvement done by nature? Is there any reason why the 
Government should not only tax the thing itself, but should also 
tax the beneficent processes of nature? it the argument of 
the Senator from Ohio, that the Government has some sort of 

roprietary interest in the very forces of nature, and that there- 
ore the Government shall share in the profits of the product 
upon which those forces operate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Government owns four-fifths of the 
whisky when it goes into the warehouse. It has a lien upon it. 
It can not be taken out of the possession of the Government 
without paying whatever tax is due and reimbursing the Gov- 
ernment, Our interest is constantly diminishing by leakage, 
wastage, and evaporation, while the distiller is compounding 
his interest over and over again. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Government puts up the rates to cover 
all that. The Government put 50 cents a gallon upon dis- 
tilled spirits, and required it to be paid at the time of produc- 
tion. Afterwards the Government extended the time and in- 
creased the tax. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at the same time, and there was no 
connection between the two. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Afterwards; but no matter about that. The 
Government suddenly discovered that it had some sort of inter- 
est in the forces of nature and that the distiller could not con- 
scientiously claim all the benefit. Then the Government put up 
the rate. But the Governmentnever had any proprietary inter- 
est in the thing itself. The Government holds possession, as the 
pledgee holds possession of the pledge, to insure the ultimate 

ayment of the tax. When? When the whisky is withdrawn 
rom the warchouse for the purpose of being put upon the market. 
Experience has proved that three years do not ripen straight 
whiskies, and that they can not, at the end of that period, prop- 
erly go upon the market, and the Government is only asked to 
hold its hand from the collection of this great tax of 550 per cent 
until consumption, or the demands of those who consume will 
justify the owner in paying the taxes and offering his goods for 
e 


quantity is one reason why the 


The Government 


But if you force the whisky out of bond before it is ready for 
the market, before it is matured for use, yon compel the payment 
of the tax upon an immature article, and nine times out of ten 
you compel the owner to sell it for such price as he can get, or 
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else send it out of the country where a more liberal system is 


in force. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Before the Senatorfrom Kentucky sits down 
I desire to ask him a practical question in this connection which 
presents my view of this question. There are now in bonded 
warehouses about 134,000,000 gallons of bourbon and rye whisky, 
a large portion of which is in the State of Kentucky, 90,000,000 
gallons, as I remember, of the 134,000,000 gallons. 

Mr. BRICE. Bourbon and rye? 

r. ALDRICH. Bourbon and rye. 
r. LINDSAY. Bourbon and rye. s 

Mr. ALDRICH, That whisky is in bonded warehouses, sub- 
ject to the bond of the distillers to pay a tax of a certain rate 

n it within three years. Now, it is proposed to extend that 

riod to eight years. The Senator from Kentucky says that 

Bre whisky is not ready for use at the end of three years. 

Withou stopping to consider what are the beneficent effects 
of nature upon whisky, which is aside from the practical ques- 
tion we are considering, I think the Senator from Kentucky 
will agree with me that the distiller who has the time ex- 
tended from three years to eight years, after having made a 
contract with the Government, gets the benefit of the interest 
on that tax for the additional five years. I think there can be 
no question about that. I think the Senator will be willing to 
admit that. And the Government loses the benefit of the in- 
terest on that sum for the additional five years from the exten- 
sion of the time when the bond is to be taken. That is my 
contention. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator says the Government has a 
contract with the distiller that he shall take the whisky out of 


bond and pay 90 cents a gallon tax upon it when he does take it | 25, 


out of bond at the end of three years. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The contract is to pay whatever tax the 
Government of the United States levies upon it. 

Mr. LINDSAY.” But is that the contract? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis the contract. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator ever reads the bond given 


by the distiller 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have a copy of the bond here. 
Mr. LINDSAY. He will see that 90 cents is the contract. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; I have the bond here. I will find 


it in a minute. 

Mr. LINDSAY. But whatever that may be, the distiller had 
no reason to suppose that an increased tax would be applied to 
whisky in bond. The tax on whisky has been raised two or 
three times by R legislation, and always so as to oper- 
ate upon whisky thereafter made, and not upon whisky in bond. 
Did the distillers have any reason to suppose that when the Gov- 
ernment should conclude to raise the tax the precedents your 
party had set would be disregarded and the increased tax ap- 
plied to whisky in bond as well as that to be made thereafter? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator that he is not an- 
swering my question. The question was susceptible of a cate- 
gorical answer or an answer yes or no, with modifications. My 
question was simply whether if the time is extended five years 
the distiller does not get the benefit of the extension? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The owner of the whisky in bond, whether 
he be a distiller or not, gets the benefit of the extension, of 


course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To the extent of the interest for five years 
of the extension upon the sum paid. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Let us see what benefit he gets. Suppose 
ou compel him to sell for what he can get. You have thus en- 
orced the letter of your contract and he has no legal right to 

complain, because no legal right has been disregarded; but is it 
the policy of the Government to exact the letter of the law to 
the sacrifice of the interest of the citizen? Is it not a fair thing 
for the Government when it discovers that the bonded period 
should be longer in order to mature the whisky held in bond— 
is it anything more than proper to extend the bonded period 
until the taxed property is ready to go upon the market? Can 
the Government say that any extraordinary liberality has been 
exercised when it adds to the tax of the whisky already in bond 
20 cents a gallon? 

Mr. ALDRICH. reg pay a party is under obligations to pay 
the Government of the United States a certain sum for taxes, 
either customs taxes or other taxes, at a certain time, and that 
he comes in and says his financial affairs are not in such a con- 
dition that he can afford to pay then, and the Government, by 
an act of Congress, gives an extension for five years; is it unfair 
that he should pay interest upon those taxes which he had 
agreed to » Pay ata certain time? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Does not the pending bill propose to add an 
additional tax of 20 cents a gallon? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is absolutely no connection at all be- 
tween the two. 
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Mr. LINDSAY. They are in the same connection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; they are both provided for in the same 
section, connected together all the way through, They stand 
together, and an additional tax is to be imposed by the very 
section of the bill which gives the extension. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Suppose Congress should go back to the old 
law; would the Senator then be willing to leave out these pro- 
visions? 

Mr. LINDSAY. If you were to go back to the old law I would 
still insist that as a question of public policy extension oughtto 
be given, not for the mere benefit of the distiller, but because it 
is inherently just and proper. 

I will now read a letter trom aconstituent of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] as to the reason why the manufacturers of 
neutral spirits, the people who rectify and blend bad whiskies 
with good, are opposed to the extension of the bonded period. 
This letter is written from Cincinnati, dated June 20. It is not 
on a form prepared by the whisky trust and sent out for distri- 
bution: 

D SIR: 10 ot od „bitter! 
ia Fan gee 77 Be aa of odorous memory, terly opposes any 

Because it would tend to disrupt the trust, by greatly increasing thesale 
of 2 os gt aged and ripened ‘straight’ whisky. : 

© longer the bonded period the greater the decrease in the sale and use 
of the whisky trust's product, to wit: rectified, compounded, and vilely 
adulterated spirits. 

Under the one-year bonded period the production of straight, fine wh: 
was 5,000,000 gallons per annum. Under the fhe three-year bond 
period the consumption is now over 30,000,000 gallons per annum. 

The per capita consumption of whisky the past — years has decreased 
proportionately to the increase of population during the same period; con- 
sequently the three years bonded period has increased the consumption of 

5,000,000 gallons of ripened zirean whisky, and decreased the consump- - 
tion of 25,000,000 gallons of rectified stuff, 

Respectfully, 

JAMES LEVY & BRO. 

If time shall be given by the Government for the complete 
ripening of the whisky, the straight or Bourbon whisky, free 
from adulteration, will take the pee of the rectified whisky, 
and ten years hence one-half of the whiskies that go into the 
market will be straight whiskies, and the rectified whiskies or 
neutral spirits will go where they ought to go, into the arts and 
sciences, and not into consumption as a beverage. 

I wish to read and comment upon a letter put in evidence by, 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to show another motive 
for the opposition to this extended bonded period. This letter 
is from the American Warehousemen’s Association. It com- 
mences: 

The American Warehousemen’s Association, composed of all the leadi 
Warehouses throughout the United States, hereby earnestly peers agams 


the extension of the bonded period for the storage of W. in distillery 
bonded warehouses. 


What interest can these warehousemen have in this matter? 
It is a N between the Government and the taxpayer. It is 
a question between the owner of the whisky in bond and the 
Government. Vet the warehousemen,who do not dealin whisky, 
and haye no interest in whisky, are here protesting against the 
extension of the bonded period. 

They say: 

The entire direct trade interests involved, excepting a few distillers, are 
opposed to this measure, likewise banking and insurance Interests of the 
country, and it is only favored by the distillers, who now have a complete 
monopoly for three years and ask to have this monopoly extended five years 
more, eight years in all, simply because it will be a great benefit to them 
and will also at the same time relieve a somewhat distressing situation to 


them, due entirely toan unwise overproduction of their product on the part 
of the distillers, 


— 
A monopoly of the warehouse business. As I said, the Goy- 
ernment compels the distiller to build warehouses; it compels 
the distiller to put the product of his distillery in the warehouse, 
and then places the warehouse in the custody of an internal-rev- 
enue officer and the distiller never has possession of the whisky 
until he pays the taxes and withdraws it. These warehousemen 
merely wish to promote their own business. In other words, 
these warehousemen are seeking custom for their warehouses, 
and they have intervened here, in a matter in which they have 
no interest, in order that the Government may assist in forcing 
whisky out of the bonded warehouses, because taxed whisky can 
not remain in a bonded warehouse, and that custom may in this 
way be brought to them. They undertake to represent the 
bankers and the insurance people. Not a letter has come here 
from a banker or an insurance man. The banks at home take | 
care of the holders of the whisky. The insurance men at home 
take care of the insurance upon whisky. These people in Chi- 
oand St. Louis and other great cities, who own warehouses 
and who desire patronage therefor, are intervening here to pre- 
vent the Government from allowing the distiller or the manu- 
facturer additional time in which to use his own warehouse. 
There is another view of this case. Whenever the produc- 


~ 


6950 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE, 


= + 


JUNE 28, 


Rion of whisky is so great that consumption will not justify the 
owner in paying the tax and taking it out of bond, and the Gov- 
ernment insists on having the tax, what follows? There is a 
oor open under the construction put upon the existing law, as 
it will be put upon this bill, by the Internal Revenue Bureau 
and by the Treasury Department. The whisky forced out of 
bond, instead of paying the tax, will be taken out under bond 
for exportation and sent across the water in German ships, to 
German warehouses, to be insured by German insurance com- 
ies, and kept there at the will of the owner. He can keep 
tt in the German warehouse one year, five years, or ten years 
at will, and when ho brings it back, under our laws, it comes in 
through our custom-house by paying the internal-revenue tax 
and not the import TF 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me? 
I did not make any allusion to that point in the course of my re- 
‘marks, but I intended to do so before I was ‘through discussing 
this question. I have been in Congress ever since this question 
was first agitated, and I believe that the exportation and reim- 
rtation of whiskies in the manner suggested by the Senator 
from Kentucky is a clear evasion of the law; that it has no legal- 
55 and should not be permitted. I suggest to the Senator from 
entucky that every gallon of whisky exported under the pro- 
visions of this act must be in cases where a certificate has been 
made and sworn to by the distiller in the form which I will read 
to the Senate: 


The undersigned, owner of — of the serial numbers of 
which are — deposit in distillery bonded warehouse No. —— of de- 
pose atter landing said spirits, of shipping Wem tack to this country, Te. 
pose, Shipp country, re- 

Auests that such spirits be regauged. 


If any spirits have been exported they have been exported 
under this condition. The Treasury Department zoron the 
certificate to be made and sworn to, because it was clearly the 
purpose of such exportation, or became clearly the pu of 
such piper to evade and nullify the provision of the law. 

Mr. DSAY. I might not undertake to say the Senator is 
wrong if this were an original proposition; but I can say that 
under every Republican Secre of the Treasury and under 
the ee Feen 33 oe the — Tauser — been 
expo: upon just such a vits, reimpor y the pay- 
ment of the internal-revenue tax, and nobody has questioned 
the validity of the act. 

r. SHERMAN. Would it not be very proper now to guard 
against the exportation and reimportation of whisky? It seems 


pronaos abroad, and he can bring such prod- 
ies to all kinds of goods, to whisky as well as 


vide against. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I am a little surprised that that view did 
3 — occur to my honorable friend when he was Secretary of the 

reasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN . This question did not arise until after I had 
ceased to hold that office. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Kentucky is as 
well aware as I am of the fact that the Kentucky distillers came 
to Congress in 1881, 1882, and 1883, and asked for the passage of 
an act which would give them an extended bonded period. In 
fact the various acts introduced were substantially the same as 
that now under consideration. The Senate of the United States 

i 8 by an overwhelming vote to pass any measure of this 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ken- 
a if he will allow me to ask a question of the Senator from 
Rhode Island? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will. d 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Rhode Island propose 
to change the amendment pending by an amendment? 


Mr. ALDRICH. I propose to offer an amendment to strike 
out the section. 
Mr. HARRIS. I should be glad to have the Senator do so as 


soon as possible and let us deal with it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky has the floor, 
and I can not move an amendment until he has concluded. 

My. LINDSAY. I read from a letter written by a distiller at 


Memphis, Tenn., which I think will answer the question of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. He says: 


Our product is a fine whisky, which ia not ready for market until it 
six to eight years old. o never sell 1s until ibis four years old, Our rot 
= „ is limited because of the long timè we have to hold out 


or lessthan barrels; this year none, 
e > $ = = * 


Owing to depression in business and the recent financial panic we shut 
down both for 1893 and 1894, and have not made a barrel. We had to r 
500 barrels of 1890 Yannissee to Germany to trom Beng swa b 
the Government during the panic, for the tax of £20,000 had to be paid - 
rency at $7.50 (minimum) per $1,000 premium, and on goods not marketable 
for three or more years. 

All this could have been obviated if this Government would do like Bu- 
ro ive American manufacturers an unlimited bonded period. We shi 
our product abroad at d expense on fo: ships, stere and insure wit 

reign companies, and after arduous labor to to foreign customers 
are confronted with the Chinese wall argument that we have no show. 


Why? 
` That we Europeans can beat your price because we have unlimited bonded 
fo being g back the lot upon forelgn ships and try to sell tothe American poo. 
and try 0 can peo- 
sea e have about 1,300 barrels abroad, most of which cost us $100 per 


, tax Re to ripen, so we never produce each year over 2,500 barrels 
* 


The American manufacturer compelled to go abroad can not 
compete in the foreign market because of our peculiar and un- 
necessarily oppressive laws, and if he carries his goods abroad 
with the intention of selling, he finds himself so undersold in 
the market abroad that he must bring them back. 

The writer continues: 


But the Government has to be sup) 
and hence 


rted, particularly on account of 
a tax on im wines and 


the 
liquors per gallon—not ad 


y commissions, which aro 
not more than 2} to 7} percent. The freight rates from Euro; 


= — vessels are very low, in fact, cheaper than from New York to 
em hve 

In our line of b if we had an unlimited bonded like Europe, 
Wwe think we could ute the product of all over 


the globe, just as our merchants are distributing the product of our wheat 
cattle product, tom 9 — facilities of the foreign 
steamers plying between t and other countries. on 

The Eastern manufacturer asks for protection that he may be 
enabled to manufacture his and compete with the foreign 
manufacturer, and gentlemen on the other side say he is en- 
titled to it, that it is good policy, that he should be given it; 
but when the manufacturers of whisky say, ‘‘ We want no pro- 
tection, we care not how you tax us; give us only the same 
bonded period given to like manufacturers across the water and 
we will not only supply the American public, but we will com- 
pete in Europe with European manufacturers,” we are told that 
that amounts to the Government going into partnership with 
the American manufacturer, and t the tax is not to de- 
ferred unless it shall bear interest. 

Let us see the reason why goods will go abroad. The cost of 
transportation on a barrel of whisky across to Europe is $1.90, 
storage and insurance for one year 72scents, return freight to 
Kentucky 82.37, or $4.99 as the entire expense to export keep 
whisky away the first year. 

Now, if the distiller pays the tax and keeps it at home a year 
the loss on tax outs is $1.80, storage and insurance $1.92, interest 
on tax $2.80, or $5.52, or nearly $1.50 more 5 the barrel than 
if he had exported it. If he keeps it abr four years the for- 
eign cost is $7.15a barrel, and the home cost is $26.08 a barrel. 
It is to be relieved against these hardships that distillers ship 
their goods abroad instead of keeping them at home. They ship 
the goons abroad, pay the freight to the owners of German ves- 
sels both ways, pay the German ce com es and Ger- 
man warehousemen, and then bring the goods back, posing, Sey 
$20 a barrel by the exportation. I say a system of taxa‘ like 
that is an outrage. j 

My friend from Rhode Island said the other day in a most 
dramatic way that if a certain provision of the income-tax law 
was not modified there would be insurrection at home; that no 
free people would endure the indignity and the outrage of hav- 
ing the books of a corporation exhibited to ataxassessor. That 
outrage, if it be one, bears no cumparison to the system of taxa- 
tion which brings about such unwholesome results as these. 
Therefore, as a mere matter of justice and sound public policy, 
it being impossible for the Government to lose.anything, and 
without regard to the claims of the distiller, and whether thg 
tax be increased or lowered, the bonded period ought to be ex- 


and corn fields now, in the sha 
also 


tended. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, there is one t of this f 
ture of the bill upon which no one has yet tou „and Is 


add a very few words to the 8 protracted dise a 

In the State of California according to the report of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue for 1893, there were operated 
during the last fiscal year in the first district fruit distilleries 
numbering 149, in the fourth district 138. 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


Woe manufacture in that State grape brandy of good quality 
and in considerable quantity. The statistics show that quite an 
xport trade has developed. In oneinstance—that of the estate 
EN the late Senator Stanford—some $190,000 worth was recently 
exported to Germany and sold. The owners were enabled to do 
this because they had sufficient means to keep the liquor on hand 
until it was reasonably matured, and hence salable. 5 

Mr. President, there hasbeen something said about the whisky 
trust; there has been some talk about the Kentucky distillers; 
but the establishments shown by the record to which I have ad- 
verted to exist in my State must demonstrate to Senators that 
in attempting to aid in extending the bonded period I am acting 
in direct line with the interest of those of my constituents who 
are producing grapes and making brandy therefrom. Unless 
the period is extended these law-abiding and industrious citi- 
zens will practically go out of business. They represent small 
concerns all the more valuable for that reason. A very large 
number are vitally concerned. Upon these distilleries our vine- 

ardistslargely rely and must rely. F to 
fond the products thus made it is doubtful, as I have said, 
whether we can continue in business at all. 

My colleague [Mr. PERKINS] and myself have received tele- 
grams representing almost every interest in California con- 
nected with viticulture urging the extension of the bonded pe- 
riod. Among others I present a telegram which is a duplicate 
of one which came to me personally, which I request the Secre- 
tary to read. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The telegram will be read if 
there be no objectiom The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., June 23, 1894. 


GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
Untted States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


The State viticultural commission, speaking for many thousand grape- 
growers, wine makers, and distillers, bent rgd requests you to use your best 
efforts to have the bonding period exte: to eight years, as provided in the 
Senate Finance Committee bill. A 

JOHN T. DOYLE, 


President State Viticultural Commission, 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Doyle is one of the most prominent men 
in our State. In fact, he is a gentleman who has devoted his 
energies of late years to agricultural and viticultural and hor- 
ticultural pursuits as well as to the advancement of the public 

nerally, rather than to mere personal affairs. Fortunately he 

so circumstanced that he can afford to do this. Let me at- 
tract your notice to the proposition that it takes about five gal- 
lons of wine to make a gallon of hha 

There is on hand to-day in California, owing to the exceed- 
ingly depreciated value of wine in the market, a large quantity 
of that commodity, and it will relieve our grape-growers not a 
little if they are able to turn some of this product, say one-fifth, 
into brandy and hold it until it is marketable. 

I shall not discuss the features of this issue which have been 
already presented, but it is idle for Senators to assert that these 
5 can not be shipped abroad. The fact is otherwise. Can 

tbe possible that the distinguished Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber who have been in control of this Govern- 
ment for so long have been unaware of that system of exporta- 
tion and reimportation which they now style illegal? 

I heard it stated the other day that the reason why many Sen- 
ators voted for extravagant advantages to a certain trust when 
the McKinley bill was passed, was because they were innocent 
of knowledge on the subject. Mr. President, had I been search- 
ing for uncommon and superlative innocence I would not have 
8 in quest of some of the parties who claim to have been thus 

eceived. But conceding the absence of wrong, I can hardl 
imagine that Senators upon the other side who have discusse 
this subject can claim sincerely that it is impossible to ship 
spirits out of this country and bring them back, and thus post- 
pone the revenue payments. 

My colleague, who is at the head of a very large steamship 
company on the Pacific coast, can 0 that his company has 
taken these articles from the State of California to British Co- 
lumbia, unloaded the sergo there, and subsequently transported 
the same back again to the United States. 

Why should we deprive our people of the right to store their 
own product here? hy should we chase them out of this coun- 
try and compel them to go to the Bermuda Islands or some- 
5 ere else, to house and keep their goods, all manufactured at 

ome? 

Mr. President, we have all received, I think, circulars asking 
us to oppose the extension of the bonded period. From whom 
have these come? Not from the menin my State who manu- 
facture brandies; not from those sete oe in viticultu- 
ral callings; not from the men in Kentucky and elsewhere who 
make straight goods. Who forwarded these circulars? Mani- 
festly those whose employment in the manufacture of another 


elass of alleged whiskies makes it to their advantage to impose 
under the name of law an unjust burden upon manufacturers of 
straight goods—the design being to make that pursuit if n 
impossible at least extremely risky and unprofitable. 

here is not an individual in my State engaged in grape-grow- 
ing and wine-making who does not feel that the defeat of this 
provision extending the bonded period will be utterly destruc- 
tive of his industry, and whoever may be represented by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio, who made an address here to- 
day upon this topic, it is plain he represents neither those who 
are the producers of straight whisky or those who in my part 
ar s country are legitimately engaged in the manufacture of 

randy. 

His proposition means the utter annihilation of wine 
erty in California. His proposition means practically that it 
a crime to keep within this country these manufactured prod- 
ucts, and yet that it is all right to send them abroad, pay ware- 
house charges to the foreigner, and bring them back and place 
them upon our market. 

way can not those of my constituents who are thus occupied 
hold these goods in bond even for an indefinite period? Gener- 
ally they are persons of moderate means. The brandy that they 
manufacture is really not marketable until after this three-year 
period has passed. They come to you and say that if you will 
pe them this opportunity, which every nation that pretends to 

conversant with economic conditions confers upon its people, 
they will be able to get along. 

ə brandy producers of my State have submitted to a tariff 
reduction in the pending bill from two and a half to one dollar 
and eighty cents per gallon, and now we are threatened by 
Senators upon the other side with destruction. It is not true 
that this brandy must be considered manufactured when it 
reaches the warehouse. It is the truth, as my friend from Ken- 
tucky has stated, that the processes of nature working even 
after three years are essential to the completion of a commer- 
cial article. 

Yet we are told that we must take this brandy and throw it 
upon the market before it is ripened and when it will bring buta 
trifling price, and that we must make thissacrifice to an interest 
ably represented here, powerful in this country—an interest able 
to reach every little cross-roads gro gery in the land, strong 
enough to make alle ed in illicit Ae business in the palm- 
ing off of spurious articles, enthusiastic t the proposed ex- 
tension of the bonded period. Are we legislating for such a 
combination? 

There is no emissary, no one connected with the whisky trust, 
who is in favor of the extension of the bonded period, or if he is 
he has kept his views severely to himself. And yet there is no 
influence allied to that whisky trust that is not engaged in at- 
tempting to defeat this measure. Ido not pretend toassert that 
Senators whose views are at variance with mine are not in abso- 
lute integrity in their utterances, but I do say that many of those 
who indorse their views are not entitled to any 8 hear - 
ing before any representative body of the American people. 

r. President, the amendment proposed by the committee is 
in the interest of a legitimate an one e by statute, an 
industry that pays much money into the Treasury, and this avo- 
cation can not in one breath be said to be proper and the next 
instant condemned as criminal. We have recognized this pro- 
duction as something Spon which'people have a right to depend. 
The manufacture of whisky as represented and explained by the 
Senators from Kentucky in their arguments, is undeniably law- 
ful and entitled to consideration. 

No one has claimed that it is against public policy for the man 
who raises grapes to continue in that business, Hence I havea 
right to appe 
faith, to join with us in this effort to do simple justice to men 
who are paying heavy taxes to the Government, and honestly 
toiling for their own and their country’s interest. 

Mr. President, there should be no res lines upon this ques- 
tion. There are certainly none in California among wine A aha 
ducers. There is no Republican wine-grower, no Republican 
politician, no Republican business man who will not tell 
that the ground upon which I stand is the true ground and 
the interests of the people of my State are obviously in this di- 
rection. Therefore, not only upon principle, but because it is 
the wish of those whom I deem entitled to the laws of legitimate 
protection, that I favor this extension. 

I concede that pero engaged in the production of whis 
ought, pernas, pay ot in consideration of the addi- 
tional bonded period, and hence I will vote for the higher tax. 
Mr. President, I have heard Senators who have been loud in 
their condemnation of this side of the Chamber because upon 
some of the luxuries, or so-called luxuries, of life the rates have 
been reduced. 

Now that it is proposed to put an additional tax upon whisky 


to 5 whatever may be his political 
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we hear exclamations that such action is wrong and against 
public policy. One Senator learned upon these subjects sol- 
emnly declared that he does not believe such an onerous tariff 
law will produce as much revenue as a smaller charge, and an- 
other Senator, equally wise and sincere,solemnly assures us that 
the plan will produce too much money. 

Mr. President, between this clashing, uncertain, conflicting, 
and hence, unreliable testimony, I am forced to adopt the famil- 
iar rule that the whole must go out of court. We will justify 
ourselves when we stand before the American people by saying 
we have increased the price of whisky, if you will; that we have 
placed an additional revenue tax upon liquor, but that we have 
allowed our fellow-citizens to re in the warehouses of this 
country their products instead of compelling them to send the 
same abroad. 

If you argue that it is better to abolish the whisky business 
and that no man shall drink of it, I may admit the assertion. 
Let it be granted for the sake of argument. Nevertheless it 
is clearly less injurious to health and less injurious to the public 
and more profitable to honest citizens who depend upon the in- 
dustry that this liquor should be retained long enough to per- 
mit it to go into consumption in the least harmful state and to 
justify a physician in placing it in the hands of patients. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I trust that the amendment 
proposed by the committee will be adopted, and that at least in 
one case our friends on the other side will join us in levying an 
increased impost upon a luxury and in giving to the American 

roducer those facilities which heretofore he has not had at 

ome, but which he has had to seek under a foreign flag and in 
an alien land. à 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, it seems to me that this debate 
has drifted away from the main question. As I understand the 
subject, the purpose of our Government in adopting the ware- 
house system was to aid and facilitate commerce. That was the 
purpose the English Government had in view when they adopted 
the warehousing system. If I am not misinformed, there is no 
limit of time in which the importers or producers in Great Brit- 
ain are required to take their products from the warehouse. It 
is by the warehousing system adopted by her in connection with 
her other commercial policies that haye enabled her almost to 
monopolize the foreign trade of the world. 

We began the warehousing system in 1846. Its purpose was 
to enable our people to import goods and hold them until there 
was a market for them, to stimulate trade and stimulate produc- 
tion. The purpose of the Government in establishing the ware- 
houses for alcoholic spirits was to enable the manufacturer to 
keep it until he could find a market for it. It would be impos- 
sible for the Government to derive the enormous revenue which 
it goie from alcoholic spirits if it was impossible to produce the 
spirits, and it is impossible to produce whiskies when it is im- 
possible to sell them. Therefore the Government was put in a 
position where, in order to carry out the policy of bringing 
to her coffers this enormous revenue, she must make the 
pe cia of whisky profitable to the producer, and take care of 
that. 

As it hasbeen argued here, the Government has discovered 
that in order to carry this policy into effect it has to extend the 
policy, and has been forced to change the taxation from produc- 
tion to consumption, because you could not maintain the tax on 
the production of the goods and compel them to go directly into 
consumption when they were unfit for consumption. Therefore 
the great policy of our Government has been to tax articles 
going into consumption and to put the tax on them as they do 
go into consumption. 

Mr. President, it has been argued very adroitly that the Gov- 
ernment has some interest in the whisky when itis in bond; that 
the Government is keeping the whisky for six or eight years; 
that the whisky is increasing in value; that the Government is 
in partnership with the distiller, and yet the Government is 

etting no benefit. The Government has nota particle of in- 

rest inthe whisky, any more thanit hasin the amount thatthe 
farmer pays taxes on tohis State. Has the State governmentan 
interest in the amount that it taxes? Has the State govern- 
ment an interest in the bank account of the man when it taxes 
him, as it does in my State and perhaps in every State in the 
Union, on the amount of the money he has? 

Is it right that the Government should demand from this man 
that he should pay interest to the Government in accordance 
with the amount of money on which he pays the taxes? The 
whole thing isafallacy. The Government has no interest at 
all in aay o this property. The only interest the Government 
has attaches the moment the whisky is in bond for consumption, 
and that interest of the Government is perfected and closed the 
very instant when ths tax of 90 cents is to be paid on the gallon 
of whisky. It never has a particle of interest, any moment 
whatever, any more than it has in the yard of goods imported 
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from Great Britain or Germany and left in the warehouse in 
New York or Boston. 

The warehouses are created for the pur of securing the 
property to the producer and holding it stimulate produc- 
tion, to stimulate trade, and enable the taxpayer to pay the 
taxes to support the Government. 

I can not see, and I was going to say I never could see, why 
there should be any limit; but I remember when this question 
was first presented and brought up in the other House. My 
friend from Rhode Island called attention to the subject awhile 
ago. It was about 1880, or 1881, or 1882. I was upon the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and I believe my friend from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] was on the committee at the same time. I then op- 
posed the extension. 

I felt then it was wrong. But a more general and more ex- 
tended e of the subject led me to conclude that I 
was wrong in the conclusions that I reached then, and that the 
policy of this Government should be to have its warehouses 
without limit, as Great Britain has them. The Government has 
no right to compel a citizen to sell his property at any time. 
The only interest that the Government in it at all is that 
when consumption demands that it shall come out of the ware- 
house the tax shall be paid on it. 

The Government has no earthly interest in the four hundred 
and fifty or five hundred million dollars’ worth of goods imported 
into this country, but the Government sees there is a certain 
amount of exchange going on between our people and other peo- 
pie; and by virtue of that exchange we are taking from them 

50,000,000 or $500,000,000 of things that they do not want and 
we do want, and the Government established its policy ot raising 
revenue by that means. It sees that the wants of our people 
furnish the safe basis on which to predicate a policy of raising 
revenue. 

The Government does it, but it has no interest in these goods 
when they are moved. Its interest attaches the moment they 
touch our shores and start into consumption, and not even the 
moment they come to our shores unless they are withdrawn for 
immediate consumption. If they go to a warehouse, the Gov- 
ernment has no interest in them in a pecuniary sense, for sey 
are the property of the importer. The interest, the right, an 
the title of the Government to have any connection with them 
at all arises at the very moment when they are withdrawn for 
consumption; and they can not be withdrawn, for the Govern- 
ment officers are in charge, until the taxis paid. That is all 
there is about this. * 


I am ready to-day, and shall be so long as I remain in publio 


life, to vote an mited period in the warehouses of this coun- 
try both for importations and for the production of such things | 


as the Government finds it necessary to impose taxes upon. The 


only way the Government can carry on this business successfully, 
the only way it can have its taxes collected upon these articles, 


is to have such accommodations as will enable business to be car- / 


7 
y 


ried on successfully and profitably by the prođucer. 7 

Mr. HILL. Let me ask the Senator for how many years the 
present bonded period has existed? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Since 1880. 

Mr. LINDSAY. A joint resolution was passed in 1878, and 
oe agan an act was passed in 1880, but the system commenced 
in f 

55 ALDRICH. The joint resolution provided for a different 


riod. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; it gave three years. 

Mr. HILL. Has anyt unusual occurred in the whisky 
business from that day to this that now, at this particular time, 
requires a change? 

Mr. MILLS. Ido not know whether there has or not. I am 
not familiar with the whisky business. I am discussing the 
general policy of the Government. 

Mr. HULL. I have only heard part of this discussion, and I 
do not know what particular thing has occurred, wliy, the 
bonded period having for so long a time been continued at three 

ears, and I suppose with some satisfaction to those interested, 
t should now be changed. o 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator from New York will pardon 
me, the House of ope raised the tax on distilled 
spirits in this bill to $1 a gallon, and the Senate has raised it 10 
cents additional. That applies to whisky heretofore manufac- 
tured and now in bond. i 

Mr. HILL. That changes the question, does it not? 

Mr. LINDSAY. It changes the condition of affairs. 

Mr. HILL. Has there not been any increase since 1878? 

Mr. LINDSAY. In the manufacture? 

Mr. HILL. No; in the tax. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The tax has been reduced. 

Mr. MILLS. At one time the tax was $2.50 a gallon, 

Mr. HILL. The change in the tax, then, if I understand it, 


1894. 
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is the sole consideration for the claim for the extension of the 
bonded period. 

Mr. MILLS. I do not know what the Senator from New York 
understands. Icertainly said no such thing. I say that when 
an unwise law is made, when it has been tried by experience and 
found to be inadequate, it is proper to change it.. The Govern- 
ment started out, I believe, with one year in bonded warehouse 
for whisky, and I believe we did the same thing with our im- 
ports. It was found after awhile that that was not a wise condi- 
tion of things, and the period was lengthened; and I venture 
to say that the American Congress will, before many years, 
make the bonded-warehouse period without limit, and permit 
importers to import their goods and hold them until they can 
export them or put them on the market for sale. 

It the Government intends to collect a large revenue of $100,- 
000,000 or $150,000,000, as it is now doing from whisky, it will 
find that it will be a wise policy tomake that business as profit- 
able as possible to the producer, so that the Governmentcan rely 
safely at every moment upon getting every dollar of that rev- 
enue from the whisky business. When that business is relieved 
from unnecessary embarrassments, unloaded of its burdens, 


e distillers will find it profitable to continue their business, 


tie permite tolive and continue in such a condition as that 


e Government can rely safely upon that revenue. 


Mr. STEWART. I have often heard it said that there was no 


‘such thing as bad whisky. [Laughter.] I do not indorse that 


remark. I think there is a great deal of difference in the effect 
upon the health of the country of alcoholic drinks. 

This is a contest between pure andadulterated alcoholic drinks. 
If the producers are allowed to hold the liquor in bond until na- 
ture has matured it, it will be very much less deleterious when 
used; and, besides, the business will be very much more profit- 
able to the honest producer, for in that case much of it would 
be exported. If, on the contrary,a heavy tax is put upon it and 
it is forced into the market before maturity, the producers, if 
they produce at all, must produce at a loss; but their loss, I ad- 
mit, will be the gain of those who make money in a way which 
I have always regarded as very questionable, that is, manipulat- 
ing spirituous liquors. 

n such manipulation almost invariably drugs which are 
poisonous are used. I have seen in my experience whole com- 
munitiesimpoverished and wany destroyed by drinking drugged 
whisky. In thecountry where I live drugged liquors have been 
the cause of great calamity, and have been the great bane of 
the people. Such liquors make drunkards with a rapidity that 
is marvelous. 

Spirituous liquors are so manipulated in many sections of the 
country that one drink will make a man crazy, and he will go 
on and spend all his money and ruin himself and his family. If 
whisky and brandy were allowed to remain in bond until they ma- 
tured, and then be sold by the producer, the liquors consumed 
in the country would be vastly less injurious. If they are forced 
out of bond an immature state, they go into the hands of 
manipulators, who can make gallons out of quarts, and fill the 
land with drunkards. 

The manipulation and doctoring of liquors is one of the most 
potent agencies in producing drunkards. That has been my ob- 
servation for many years; but I do not speak from my own per- 
sonal experience, because I have been rather particular about 
the kind of liquor I have boncuk I have bought from pro- 
ducers when I have used, but it has not been a very large quan- 
tity, and has not enriched them. But I dare not drink and I 
would not drink the liquor that is produced by the trusts who 
are engaged in that kind of manufacture. If they pursue that 
line of business they will illustrate all the horrors which are 
described by temperance lecturers. 

If we can not abolish strong drink—and that seems impossi- 
ble—we ought to do what we can to mitigate the evils, and we 
ought not to encourage an industry which is engaged in mixing 
liquors that will poison the community. If the business of pro- 
ducing alcohol is to be tolerated do not offer a bounty to those 
who drug it. 

The contest is between the producers and the manipulators, 
as has been well known for years. The manipulators desire to 
secure the liquor in its raw state. They will take it and doctor 
it in their own way, so as to make it table; and in doing so 
they will use drugs and materials which will make it taste well, 
but it will be deadly in its effects. That is what they are con- 
stantly dong: They will take raw whisky and manipulate it, 
and then te yon that it is ten or fifteen years old; and itis so 
aroge that by the taste you can not determine the difference; 
but the next morning you will find it out [laughter], and you 
will continue to find it out, but then it comes too late, for the 
harm has been done. 
+5 net LINDSAY. Has the Senator found that out by observa- 

on 


Mr. STEWART. Iam not speaking from any personal ex- 
perience of my own, and I will not say that I have observed an 
of my friends in that condition, because that would be personal. 
[Laughter.] 

But this is a plain proposition. The contest to get whisk 
out of bond quickly is for the purpose of manipulating and sell- 
ing it for old whisky, and it is by this means that vast sums of 
monay are made. It ought to allowed to remain in bond 
until it is fit to be put upon the market, and then you would take 
away the motive for drugging it; there would be more pure 
whisky and brandy in the market, and the business of manipu- 
lating would be done away with. I think it important to accom- 
plish that if it can be done. 

Take California. I am somewhat familiar with the conditions 
there. They have a large amount of gra there which can 
not be convertedintosalablewine. Something else must be done 
with them. The raising of grapes in that section of the coun- 
try is an industry that ought not to be destroyed, because the 
Pacific coast is capable of furnishing enough wine and grapes 
to supply this country, and poher half or all of Europe, but a 
large portion of these must be utilized in making brandy. That 
industry can only be made successful by having a sufficienti 
long bonded period. At the end of three years the brandy 
not sell for more than the amount of the tax; but if it is kept 
eight yearstit will sell in any part of the world, as is well known, 
the Government will get a great deal more revenue, and this 
great industry will be able to flourish on that coast. 

It is a very essential thing for maintaining the grape industry 
in California that they shall utilize the grapes which they can 
not convert into wine that is salable. Unless they can utilize 
that product, that industry will be practically destroyed. If 
they are allowed to keep the spirits in bond until they mature 
and are salable, they can get on with that industry, that sec- 
tion of the country will flourish, and the Government will get 
much more reyenue, because there will be much more brandy 
produced, and it will be of a better kind. 

It will not be produced to such an extent by these pag eee 
ors. Probably there will not be any more bonds or whisky 
produced in the country than there is now; but there will be a 
pron deal more pure whisky and pure brandy upon which the 

overnmentwill get its tax. The amount of revenue will double 
in a few years, and the production of doctored whisky and doc- 
tored brandy, upon which the Government gets no tax, will be 
e eee diminished, which will be a blessing to the 
people and will prevent the sapping of their constitutions and 
the destruction of their health. 

We should do what we can to mitigate the evil of intoxicating 
drinks, and this cau be done by an extended bonded period. 
While the aggregate amount of intoxicating liquors produced 
will not be diminished, the production of the adulterated ar- 
ticle will be diminished and the pure article substituted for it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— - - 

Mr, PEFFER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I trust that Senators will excuse me for sug- 
gesting that in my opinion the pending amendment would haye 
been agreed to two hours ago but forthe arguments which have 
been made in its favor. 1 ughter.] I trust again that Sena- 
tors will excuse me when I suggest my surprise that when the 
Senate strikes whisky it lingers for two hours. [Laughter.] 

ath FRYE. And the Democratic side breaks loose. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. HARRIS. And the Republican side lingers with equal 
avidity. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. Do J understand that the Senator from Tennes- 
see sets his face tit? 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and I deemit always very important to hear what the Sena- 
tor says. 

Mr. HOAR. I asked the Senator if he set his face against it? 

Mr. HARRIS. Again I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not repeat it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator’s voice is weak. Has he been 
lingering? Haughton Mr. President, I only desire to add 
that I think I shall vote for this amendment, notwithstanding 
the voluminous arguments which have been made in its favor. 
[Laughter.] I hope, and earnestly hope that we may come toa 


vote. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Tennessee, who has been en- 
ed in this business of murdering the industries of the coun- 
try for the last three months by this tariff bill, seems to have 
got into a very excited and nervous condition of mind. It seems 
that nobody can make a motion or argument without exciting 
his angry indignation and expostulation. He seems to be very 
much in the condition of Macbeth when he fancied he saw Ban- 
quo’s ghost at the feast. 
I suppose he sees the specter of some murdered New England 


6954 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


JUNE 28, 


industry which had been getting an honest living for its owner 
er ike anit ob his Oumenticn: coats span hie. /Alt E Rave ee 
say to is what Lady Macbeth said to the guests: 


Sit, worthy friends, my lord is often thus. 
hath been from hisyouth; pray you, keep seated, 


And 
The fit is momen u at 
He witi agata be well Tuch you note him, 
You offend him, and extend his passion. 


ughter. 

fre Na dds. If the Senator from Massachusetts could for- 

et, or omit to inflict upon the Senate, his classics he would 
Ender this country a more important sorvice than he has ever 
rendered it in any other way. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to propose an amendment as a new 
section to be inserted immediately before section 82. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert before section 82 
the following: 


amendatory thereof be amended so as to provide that the tax on beer, lager 
beer, ale, 5 ne eee eee e ee be $1.50 per bar- 
rel, and said section shall be and remain in force as part of this act, to- 


gether with any and all laws and parts of laws made to carry into effect the 
provisions of this section, 


Mr. PEFFER. I wish to say only at this time that this after- 
n, when the Senate was not as full as it is now, most of the 
Senators being at lunch, I presume, I proposed an amendment 
to this, pro & tax of $2 a barrel on beer. This 
ndment is for the imposition of a tax of $1.50. My only reason 
t that time for not asking a yea-and-nay vote upon the amendment 
was that so few Senators were present that I did not feel it was 
appropriate or courteous that I Should call them away from their 
luncheon at that time. 5 

With that statement of my reason for not asking a vote at that 
time, I wish to repeat s the argument I then made. 
No increased cost of collection be entailed by this amend- 
ment. The machinery of the Revenue Bureau now is amply 
sufficient to collect all the revenues under existing laws, and 
igs merely an additional tax which can be collected without in- 
curring any additional labor or expense of any kind. 

Second. There will be no appreciable loss to the consumer by 
reason of 50 cents a barrel on beer. Iam told that there 

31 gallons in a barrel of beer, making 124 „Which, al 
— three glasses to the quart, would make nearly four 
hundred glasses. This would be a tariff so small that it would 
be an infinitesmal fraction of a cent upon a glass of beer. 

Third, There will be an additional revenue amounting to at 
least $16,000,000 immediately the first year, somet which 
we need; and if we have this $16,000,000 from beer and $50,000,000 
from the income tax—althoughits friends estimate 330,000,000— 
we shall have enough to allow us to do away with all taxes upon 
sugar. » 

ask for a yea-and- vote u the amendment. 

. ALLISON. L only wish to say a word as to some of the 
arguments which have been made, and notably those of the 
Senator from California Mr. WHTTRHI and the Senator from Ne- 
yada [Mr. STEWART]. 

There would be no difficulty, if our necessities required it, in 
dealing with brandies. e have 8 dealt with grape 
brandy in a separate provision of law. e law provided for a 
bonded period of three years for grape brandy before allowing 
any bonded period at all for distilled spirits, because grape 

andy was supposed to be placed upon a different plane. There- 
— think as early as 1877 we made special provision for grape 
brandy, allowing a bonded period of three years. So grape 
brandy does not rest upon any previsions in this bill. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will excuse me, it does to this 
extent. The grape brandy business is affected by the bonded 
extension. The benefit of the bonded extension accrues to grape 
brandy under this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON, We should not deal with this question be- 
cause 3 the Senator from California makes a good case for 


grape b > i 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Iowa will excuse me, I 
trust, if I have made outa good case, it was not merely locally. I 
= heard about making out good cases locally, but I trust in 

is instance it will appeal to the Senator as a citizen of the 
United States, and not asa citizen of a State that can not legally 
use much liquor. 

Mr. ON. Ihave been unfortunate if I used language 
in any sense such as the Senator describes. 

I believe grape brandy is manufactured chiefly in California, 
though it is also manufactured somewhat in New York. There 
is a special provision in our grape-brandy legislation author- 
izing an extension of the bonded period of three — It. will 
be necessary to amend that without dealing with this general 


question. That is what I endeavored to say, and I hope I have 
made myself understood on that question. 

Mr. DSA. I will ask the Senator if it is a question 
about dividing and conquering? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all. The difficulty about this qu 
tion isnotanewone. As the Senator from Kentucky very we 
said, when we first imposed this tax upon grape aay, and 
other spirits, we required the tax to be paid at the distillery, 
and then we distributed other taxes in various ways. After- 
wards we extended the bonded period one year for the with- 
drawal of those spirits. It turned out that in — and 
elsewhere they manufactured so much of what is known as Bour- 
bon whisky, or distilled spirits peculiar to Kentucky eyecare 
that they came here and asked for an extension of the bonde 
period for their distilled spirits. 

We went from one year to three years, and I remember ve 
well the debate in this body and in the other upon that subject. 
We were laboring under a considerable depression at that s 
and it was said to bə impossible for those people who had manu» 
factured 3 —— to ee TER 2 bond. We 
passed a joint resolution extending the per: or two years as 
to distilled spirits then in bond, and we made a provision that 
any distiller who availed himself of that privilege should pay 
an annual tax of 5 per cent until the spirits were withdrawn. 
That 3 stood, I think, until 1880, when a general bonded 
period of three years was provided for without any interest. 

We can not disguise the fact that here are contesting manu- 
facturers as to these different classes of distilled spirits. There 
are those who distillspirits by a continuous process, and who 
distill highwines. Those highwines are rectified, and in that 
way spirits for consumption are made. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Very little of that is done now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very little, as the Senator from Kentucky 


is done now. 
Then there are those who distill alcohol exclusively, and the 
alcohol distillers and distillers of high wines are compelled to 
the tax immediately upon distillation. 
. LINDSAY. Unless they sell. : 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator says unless they sell.“ The 
produca is not improved by age, and therefore they sell at th 

t ar moment. So aleohol producers sell at the first mo- 
men f 

There is another class of distillers who produce, by a differ- 
ent process, a certain class of distilled tz which are used 
only as a beverage, or practically so, for medicine, if you 
please. Those distilled spirits are said not to be matured for 
three or four years. Now, it is said they do not mature under 
eight years. The Senator from Missouri stated in debate to- 
day that ned Sy scones in five or six years. 

tmay be true, but we place in these provisions the same 
tax upon the distiller who is compelled to sell his product im- 
mediately—it may be alcohol or it may be high wines—and th 
we place the same tax upon the distiller who is allowed to hold 
his 8 for eight years, allowing him 9 gallons to the barrel 
of 40 gallons for leakage. Then, at the end of eight years, after 
his production or manufacture, after he has bought material, 
whether it be corn or rye, and after he has gone through with 
the process of manufacture, he is: allowed to put that material 
into a warehouse. 

It is true he must build that warehouse, but he has a Govern- 
ment officer who takes care of it, who has to be thereevery hour 
of the day, and who is by the Government for these eight 
3 out of the nani It is no great loss to the Ken- 
tucky illers that they put their property in a bonded ware- 
house of the Government for the pur of improving its con- 
dition, because the Government itself becomes the custodian of 
their property, and the Government pays for that custody. If 
the distilled spirits are burned within the eight years, no tax is 
paid, although the Government officer may have been there six 


years. 

What I say and believe is, that this is an unjustdistinctionas 
against the people who pay taxes on alcohol immediately after 
they buy their corn or their rye and produce high wines, and send 
them on the market. Thereforeit is that if bonded period 
is to be extended for the benefit of one-third of the production 
of the United States to sell, and for that property which atthe 
end ofthat period is improved each day and each year, so that 
at the end of the period it brings a h gaos these people 
should a higher tax than is paid upon tho other classes of 
distilled spirits. J 

That is my contention, and I do not think there is any answer 
toit. I have heard no answer to it. It is no answer to say, as 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS} said a few moments ago, 
that he was in favor of the largest and most liberal conditions. 
If the bonded period is necessary, those who have the benefit of 
it and who have had the aid of the Government during all these 
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ears ought to be willing to pay an additional tax for the addi- 

ional advantage which is thus given to their property. 

That seems to me to be a fair statement of the case. 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
make a motion? 

Mr. HARRIS. I was going to ask the Senator if he offered an 
amendment to the committee amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I am answered. ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not offer an amendment. It would be 
useless for me to offer an amendment unless I had the sanetion 
of some Senator on the other side. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it would be. 

Mr. ALLISON. And the Senator from Tennessee, Lam glad 
to know, concurs with me in the futility of my undertakings to 
perfect this bill. I do not know but thatatsome stage I may 
offer an amendment, if this bonded period, by a vote of the Sen- 
ate, shall be finally extended to distilled spitits in bond. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the pending question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment 5 ee by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. U desire to amend section 82. 

Mr, HARRIS. Do I understand the pending question is on 
the amendment. — by the Senator from Kansas? 

Tne VICE-PRESIDENT,’ On the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas to the amendment.of the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimousconsent that the vote may be 
taken on the amendment by yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it can be taken without further debate, I 
am quite content. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansasis an amendment tothe 
bill and not.to the committee amendment. The question will 
first bo taken on the amendment eg by the committee. 
The Chair will then recognize the Senator from K: E 

Mr. PEFFER. It is not an amendment to anything which ap- 
pears in the bill; it is a new section, and should be placed im- 
ay before section 82. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itisnotoffered, then, as anamend- 
ment to the kyana amendment? 

Mr. PEF . o, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question, then, will first be 
taken on the amendment proposed by the committee, after which 
the Chair will recognize the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Chair does not quite understand 
the proposition of the Senator from Kansas. He offers his 
amendment as a new section to come in ahead of the section of- 
fered by the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And that is first in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; as an independent section. 

Mr. HARRIS. That being so, it is first in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the ques- 
tion. The guestion is on the motion of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, to lay on the table the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

a FRYE. The Senator from Tennessee has withdrawn that 
motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can have a vote without further debate 
Ishall not Insist on my motion. I did move to lay the amend- 
ment on the table, but I withdraw it if we can come to a vote. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], who has been called 
away by reason of illness in his family. If he were present I 
should vote“ yea.“ 

Mr. SMITH (when bis name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS]. If he were here 
I should vote “nay.” 

The roll eall was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON], who is not in the Chamber. I take 
the liberty of transferring my pair with him to the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. JARVIS], and vote “ nay.” 
` Mr. DIXON. I have a ge pair with the Senator from 


Does the Senator from Tennessee desire to 


Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], who is absent, and I withhold my 


vote. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I su 
Island that as I am 


est. to the Senator from Rhode 
with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], we transfer our pairs, whereby the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN] will be with the Senator 
4 Ohio, and the Senator from Rhode Island and I can both 
vote. 

Mr. DIXON. That is agreeable to me. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to announce that my co 

r. 3 is paired with the Senator from Montana [Mr. 

OWER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—2%: 

2 Dixon, 2 ried 
en, Frye, a 
Allison, : MOM 8 
Chandler, Hale, Patton. q . 
vis, * 

NAYS—34. 
seer = 8 Martin, Stewart, 
B Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Vi 
Brice, Gray, M b Vilas, 
C r Murphy, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hill, Pasco, Walsh, 
Coke, Irby, ugh, White: 
Cullom, Jones, Ark, Ransom, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Roach, 

: NOT VOTING—31, 
B p é McLaurin, Proctor. 
Builds, etl McPherson, Sherman, 
all," —— Smith 
Hawiey, Mitchell, Wis, S j 

Cameron, Hunton, Washburn, 
— Jar Palmer, Wilson, 
Dolp Jones, Nev. Platt, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Lodge, Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is upon the 
amendment 82 by the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In lines 5 and 6, section 82, page 211, I move 
to strike out the words the first day of the second calendar 
month after.” 

The reason given by the committee for extending the time 
within which this provision is to take effect is thatstamps could 
not be prepared. ; 

My attention had not then been called to the fact that this 
provision is contained in this bill: 

And until such. stamps are prepared and furnished, the stamps now used 
to denote the payment of the internal-revenue tax on distilled ts shall 
be affixed to all packages containing distilled spirits on which the tax im- 
posed by this section is paid. 

So that exeuse is gone, and if there is no other reason, I pre- 
sume the committee will agree to. my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 211, section 82, line 5, it is pro- 
posed to strike out “the first day of the second ealendar month 
after;” so as to read: 

SEC. 82. That on and after the pas of this act there shall be levied and 
collected on all distilled spirits in bond at that time, or that have been or 
that may be then or thereafter produced in the United States, on which the 
tax is not paid before that day, a tax of #1.10 on each proof gallon, or wine 
gallon when. below proot. 

Mr. VEST. DoI understand the Senator from Rhode Island 
to say that the same stamps can be used? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The provision in the section itself in lines 
19, 20, 21, and 22 says they shall be used.. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend the committee amendment 
on page 212, line 14, by striking out the word“ eight,“ and in- 
serting the word“ three.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 212, section 82, line 14, it is pro- 
posed 2 strike out. the word “eight,” and insert “three;” so as 
to read: 

Within three years from the date of the original entry for deposit in any 
distillery warehouse, or from the date of original gauge of fruit brandy de- 

ited in special bonded warehouse, Gre y im case of withdrawal there- 

‘om without payment of tax as authorized by law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 

ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 
he amendment was rejected. N 

Mr. HOAR. I move, after section h to amend the committee 
amendment by inserting what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PR The Chair will state to the Sena- 
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tor from Massachusetts that the section to which he refers has 
not yet been reached. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the committee amendment included 
all these sections. Is each section of the matter in italics treated 
as a se te amendment? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Every one. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Section 82 is the amendment pend- 


ing. 
. "Sir. HOAR. It makes no difference. I want to move the 
amendment at the proper time and to make a few remarks of 
two or three minutes in regard to it. My remarks will consist 
ehiefly of some statements made by citizens interested, which 
have n communicated tome. I therefore give notice of the 
amendment now, in order to have it printed. I should like also 
to have it read. It is very brief. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be read, 

Ths SECRETARY. After section 94, it is proposed to insert: 

fin i h h in 

CCC 
be prescribed by the Secretary of the ; and on satisfying the col- 
lector of internal revenue for the district wherein he resides or carries on 
business, that he has complied with such regulations and has used such 
alcohol therein, and exhibiting and delivering up the stamps which show 
that the tax has been paid thereon, he shall be entitled to receive from the 
Treasurer of the United States a rebate or repayment of the taxes paid, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, there seems to haye been a 
conflict of testimony presented to the committee as to whether 
there should be an extension of the bonded time upon whisky, 
and in the argument to-day there is a conflict of opinion; but 
after listening to the argument of my colleague from California 
I think the Senate will be satisfied that there can be no differ- 
ence of opinion as to the advisability of extending the bonded 
period upon grape or fruit brandy. ; 

I find that every State of the Union, with two exceptions, pro- 
duces more or less fruit brandy. During the t year there 
were made 601,869 gallons of apple brandy, 57,589 gallons of 
peach brandy, and 1,699,000 gallons of grape brandy, making a 
total of 2,358,478 gallons of fruit brandy. 

The German Government has purchased our brandy, giving it 
the preference to that of France, it being a purer article. 

California is especially interested in the cultivation of the 
grape and the manufacture of grape 3 and as there is 
a unanimity of expression on the floor of the Senate to-day that 
brandy improves by age and that the bonded period should be 
extended to at least eight years, I have deemed it my duty to 
my constituents in the State of California, which I have the 
honor in part to represent upon this floor, to ask a division of 
the question by amending various paragraphs. I ask that the 
amendment be read. 

I shall not trespass longer upon the Senate; and asa test on 
this amendment my friend, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS], can move to lay it on the table; which will give us an 
opportunity at least of giving an expression of our opinion as to 
whether we are willing to extend the bonded period upon fruit 
brandy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from California will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amend on — line 13, by adding after the word ‘‘ warehouse,” “ex- 


ed warehouses for fruit brandy;“ and in line 14 strike 
in lieu thereof the word “three;”’ and in 


Also, on page 213, lini 

lieu thereof the periods named in this act, respectively; on 
line 22, strike out the words “eight 7 and insert in lieu thereof the 
bonding period named in section 82 of this act.“ 
Also, on 214, section 84, line 15, strike out the words“ distilled spirits,” 
and insert eu thereof grape spirits or fruit brandy;" on line 16, strike 
out the words “distillery warehouse;” also strike out all of line 17, and in 
line 18 strike out the words“ provisions of this act.“ 

Also, on page 215, in line 6 and 7, strike out the words “distillery ware- 
house or other bonded warehouse,” and insert in lieu thereof “special 
bonded warehouse.” > 

Page 214, in line 19 and 20, strike out the words "as to fruit brandy or orig- 
inal entry as to all other spirits.” 

Page 219, line 2, strike out the word “eight” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word three.“ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The guestion will first be taken 
upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from California 
to section 82; the other sections to which the amendment ap- 
plies not yet having boon reached. 

Mr. HARRIS. ould it be in order, Mr. President, to move 
to lay the amendments on the table en masse? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state that I only ask for a viva voce 
vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwill state that I am ready to give the Sena- 
tor a vote upon it in either form. 

Mr. FAULKNER, Let the question be taken onall the Sen- 
ator's amendments at one time, Mr. President. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee moves to lay the amendment on the table? 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can come to a vote upon the amend- 
ments I am ready to vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senator from California. 

The amendments were rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
essay oe by the committee to insert as a new section sec- 

on 82. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move an amendment to come in after line 
15 on page 211. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 82, on page 211, after the word 
“excluded,” at the end of line 15, it is proposed to insert: 

And provided further, t d main 
tour 5 of FF 3 — 


of 5 cents per gallon per annum shall be assessed and paid, and at the rate 
of 5 cents per gallon for each fractional part of a year. at 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope the amendment will be accepted by 
the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
committee. 8 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. POWER called for the yeas and 
nays. 

he yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired 


I am paired with 
with the Senator from Nebraska[Mr. MANDERSON], but I trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARvIS] 
and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a general 
3 with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], who 

absent, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. If he were present 
I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dupors], ana therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. At the i, gia swe of the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], I will transfer my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] to the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN], which will permit the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia and me to vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. FAULKNER. I vote nay.” 

Mr. POWER. [ ampaired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], but Itransfer that pair to the Sena- 


tor from Nevada [Mr. JONES], and vote yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Hoar, Platt. 

„ Hale, Me Power, 
Cullom, Hawley, Patton, 3 
Davis, H Per! Sq 
Frye, > Pettigrew, 

NAYS—33. 

Allen, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon 
Bate, Gordon, Morgan, : — a 
Blackburn, Gray, Murphy, Vilas, 
Blanchard, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Camden, Irby, Peffer, Walsh, 

krell, Jones, Ark. Pugh, te. 
Coke, Kyle, Ransom, 
Daniel, say, Roach, 
Fa er, Mills, Stewart, 

NOT VOTING—33. 

Berry, Dolph, McLaurin, Sho 
Brice, Dubois, McPherson, Smi 
Butler, George, Manderson, Teller, 
Oaffery, Gorman, M Washburn, 
Call, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. 
Cameron, unton, Mo. Wolcott. 
Carey, Palmer, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Dixon, ge, Sherman, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GORDON. I wish to announce that for the remainder of 
to-day’s session the existing between the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoR- 
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MAN] will be resumed, and my pair with the Senator from Iowa 
IMr. WILSON] will be resumed. r 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the committee, inserting section 82. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was toadd 
as a new section the following: 


Sk. 83. That warehousing bonds and transportation and warehousing 
bonds, conditioned for the 8 of the taxes on all distilled spirits en- 
tered for deposit into distillery or special bonded warehouses on and after 
the date named inthe last 838 section, shall be given by the distiller 
ol said spirits as required by existing laws, conditioned, however, for pay- 

ent of taxes at the rate imposed by this act and before removal from ware- 

ouse and wit! as to fruit brandy from the date of the origi- 
al gauge; O all Other spirits from the date of the original entry for 
deposit, and all warehousing mds or rtation and warehousin 
bonds conditioned for the payment of the taxes on distilled spirits enter 
for depositinto distillery or special bonded warehouses prior to that date 
ghall continue in full force and effect for the time named in said bonds, ex- 
cept where new or additional bonds are required under existing law. ` 
henever the tax is don or after the aforesaid date, pursuant to the 
visions of the wareho or transportation and warehousing bonds 
gforesaid, there shall be added to the 90 cents per taxable gallon an addi- 
tional tax sufficient to make the tax paid on said spirits equal to that im- 
osed by this act. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue may require the 
tillers of the spirits to give bonds for the additional tax, and before the 
tration of the original bonds shall prescribe rules and regulations for 
De for deposit and for new bonds as provided for spirits originally en- 
tered for deposit under this act, and conditioned for ent of tax at the 
Tate apes 996 this act and before removal of the 8 + from warehouse, 
and within eight poas as to fruit brandy, from the date of the original 
gouge, and as to all other spirits, from the date of original entry for deposit. 
the distiller of the spirits fails or refuses to give the bond for additional 
tax, or to reénter and rebond the spirits, the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue may proceed to collect the tax as now vided by law for failure orre- 
fusal to give warehousing bonds on ori; entry into distillery warehouse 
à or 8 -bonded warehouse, and the provisions of section 4 of the act of 
May 28, 1880 (21 Statutes, 145), so far as applicable, are hereby extended to 
bonds given under the provisions of this section: Provided, That the distiller 
may, at his option and under such regulations as the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, with the a val of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall pre- 
scribe, execute an annu. nd for the spirits so deposited in lieu of the bonds 
herein provided. 


Tho amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 
ing: i 

SEC. 84. That the distiller of any distilled spirits deposited in distil 
lery warehouse, or s al-bonded warehouse, or in any general-bonded 
warehouse established under the provisions of this act may, prior to the ex- 
piration original gauge as to fruit brandy, or 
original entry other spirits, flle with the collector a notice giving a 
description of the packages con g the spirits, and request a regauge of 
the same; andthereupon the collector shall direct a gauger to regauge the 
spirits, and to mark upon each such package the number of gauge or wine 
gallons and proof gallons therein contained, 

If upon such regauging it shall appear that there has been a loss of dis- 
tilled ts from any cask or ag „Without the fault or negligence of 
the distiller thereof, taxes shall be collected only on the quantity of distilled 
A ged contained in such cask or package at the time of the withdrawal 

ereof from the distillery warehouse or other bonded warehouse; Lrovided, 
however, That the allowance which shall be made for such loss of spirits as 
aforesaid shall not exceed 1 proot panon for two months or part thereof; 1} 

ons for three and four months; 2 gallons for five and six months; 2} gallons 
or seven and eight months; 3 gallons for nine and ten months; 3} ons 
for eleven and twelve months; 4 gallons for thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen 
months: 4} gallons for sixteen, seventeen, and eighteen months; 5 gallons 
for nineteen, twenty, and twenty-one months; 5} galions for twenty-two, 
twenty-three, and twenty-four months; 6 gallonsfor twenty-five, twenty-six, 
and twenty-seven months; 6} gallons for twenty-eight, twenty-nine, and 
3 7 gallons fox thirty-one, thirty-two, and thirty-three months; 
2 g ons for thirty-four, thirty-five, and thirty-six months; 8 gallons for 
seven, thirty-eight, thirty-nine, and forty months: 8} gallons for forty- 
one, Forty-two, forty-three, and forty-four months; 9 gallons for forty-five, 
forty-six, forty-seven, al ashr >and no further allowance 
shall be made: And prot T. That in case suchspirits shall remain 
in warehouse after the same have been regauged, the packages containing 
the spirits shall, at the time of withdrawal from warehouse and at such other 
times as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may direct, be again re- 
uged or inspected; and if found to contain a larger quantity than shown 
57 the first regauge, the tax shall be collected and paid on the quantity 
contained in each such package as shown by the original 1 gauge: ped on 
vided further, That taxes shall collected on the quantity contained in 
each cask or package as shown by the original gauge, where the distiller does 
not uest a regauge before the expiration of four years from the date 
ot o al entry or gauge: Provided, also, That the foregoing allowance of 
loss shall apply only to casks or kages of a capacity of 40 or more wine 
ons, and that the allowance for loss on casks or p: es of less capac- 
ty than 40 gallons shall not exceed one-half the amount allowed on said 40- 
lon cask or package; but no allowance shall be made on casks or pack- 
es of less capacity than 20 A nary And provided further, That the proot 
of such distilled spirits shall not in any case be computed at the time of 
withdrawal at less than 100 per cent. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
. next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 
Ang: 


| Src. 85. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall be, and is hereby, 
authorized, in his discretion and upon the execution of such bond as he may 


urt 


\ 
\ 
\ 


; À; 8 Warehouses, and to be 


* 
de in the charge of a storekeeper or storekeeper ana gauger to be appointed, 
trans cers for 


AQ ri and shall 
U , N Y - in the joint custody of the storekeeper and proprietor thereof, and kept 


N 


f 


securely locked, and shall at no time be unlocked or opened or remain o 
except in the presence of such storekeeper or other parson who may be des- 
ignated to act for him, as provided in the case of distillery warehouses; 
and such warehouses s be under such further re jons as the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, may prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

1 next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 

g: 

Sec. 86. That any distilled spirits made from materials other than age | 
and lawfully deposited in a distillery warehouse, may, upon application 
the distiller thereof, be removed from such distillery warehouse to any 
eral bonded warehouse established under the provisions of the pri 
section; and the removal of said spirits to said general bonded warehouse 
shall be under such regulations, and after ma such entries and execut- 
ing and filing with the collector of the district in which the spirits were man- 
ufactured, such bonds and bills of lading, and the giving of such other addi- 
tional security. as may be ere by the Commissioner of Internal Rey- 
enue and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
teen next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 

g: 

Suc. 87. That all spirits intended for 2 pe ina general bonded ware- 
house, before being removed from the distillery warehouse, shall have af- 
fixed to each package an engraved stamp indicative of such intention, to 
be provided and furnished to the several collectors as in the case of other 
stamps, and to be charged to them and accounted for in the same manner. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 


ing: 

Sec. 88. That any spirits removed in bond as aforesaid may, upon its ar- 
rival at a general bonded warehouse, be deposited therein upon making 
such entries, filing such bonds and other securities, and under such regula- 
tions as shall be pcp by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with 
the approval ot the Secretary ofthe Treasury. It shall be one of the condi- 
tions of the warehousing bond 8 such spirits that the principal 
named in said bond shall pay the tax on the spirits as specified in the en 
or cause the same to be paid within eight years from the date of the origi- 
nal entry of the same into the distillery warehouse, and before withdrawal, 
except as hereinafter provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
i zus next amendment was, to add as a new section the fol- 
owing: 


SEC. 89. That any spr may be withdrawn once and no more from one 
general bonded warehouse for transportation to another general bonded 
warehouse, and when intended to be so withdra shall have aflixed thereto 
another Lends bonded warehouse stamp indicative of such intention; and 
the withdrawal of such spirits, and their transfer to and entry into such 
pee. bonded warehouse shall be under such regulations and upon the fil- 

of such notices, entries, bonds, and bills of lading as the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
may, from time to time, prescribe; and the bonds covering spirits in general 
bonded warehouses shall be given by distillers of the spirits, and be 
renewed at such times as the Com: ioner of Internal Revenue may, by 
regulations, require. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


ane next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 
g: 

SEC. 90. That the provisions of existing law in regard to the withdrawal 
of distilled spirits m warehouses upon payment of tax, or for exporta- 
tion or for transfer to a manufacturing warehouse, and as to the gauging, 
marking, branding, and stamping of the spirits upon such withdrawals, and 
in regard to withdrawals for the use of the Uni States or scientific insti- 
tutions or colleges of learning, including the provisions for allowance for 
loss by accidental fire or other unavoidable accident, are hereby extended 
sua mana n to spirits deposited in general bonded warehouses un- 

er this ac 


The amendment was agreed to. 
oe next amendment was, to add asa new section the follow- 

g: 

SEC. 91. Whenever distilling shall have been suspended at any distillery 
for a period or periods Lp ees or months during any calendar year, 
and the a, of s ts remain in the distillery warehouse does not 
8 x roof gallons, or whenever, in the opinion of the Commissioner 
0 Tna 


venue, any distillery warehouse or general bonded warehouse 
is unsafe or unfit for use, or the merchandise therein is lia le to loss or 
great wastage, he may in either such case discontinue such warehouse and 
require the merchan: therein to be transferred to such other ware- 
house as he may designate, and within such time as he may prescribe; and all 
the provisions of section 327 of the Revised Statutes of the United States re- 
lat! to transfers of spirits from warehouses, including those im 

ties; are hereby made applicable to transfers to or from gene 

bonded warehouses established under this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as a newsection the follow- 
ing: 

Suc. 92. The tax upon any distilled spirits removed from a distillery ware- 
house for deposit in a general bonded warehouse, and in respect of which 
any requirement of this act is not compiten with, shall, at any time when 
knowledge of such fact is obtained by the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue, be assessed by him upon the distiller of the same, and returned to the 
collector, who shall immediately demand Bloor of such tax, and upon 
the neglect of payment by the distiller shall proceed to collect the same 
distraint. But this provision shall not exclude any other remedy or p 
ceeding provided by law to enforce the payment of the tax. If it shall a 
pear at any time that there has been a loss of distilled spirits from any 
or package deposited in a general bonded warehouse or special bonded 
Warehouse, other than the loss provided for in section 3221 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, which, in the opinion of the oner 
of Internal Revenue, is excessive, he may instruct the collector of the dis- 
house of such cask OF package of distilled spirits and to collect the tax 

use of such cask or 0 an co! 0 
accrued upon the ee of distilled spirits entered into the 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to add as a new section, the fol- 


distil 
house shall be found elsewhere, not having 
ing to law, any person who shall be guilty of such failure, or any person 
who shall in any manner violate any provision of the next preceding eleven 
sections of this act, shall be 1 on conviction to a fine of not less than 
$100 nor more than 85,000 and to imprisonment for not less thun months 
nor more than three years for every such failure or violation; and the spir- 
its as to which such failure or violation, or unlawful removal shall take 
place shall be forfeited to the United States. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to add as a new section, the follow- 
ing: 
Sec. 94. That all assessments made under the provisions of section 3309 
tthe Revised Statutes of the United States, and acts amendatory thereof, 
Shall be at the rate of tax imposed by this act on each proof gallon. 


Mr. HALE. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 

e notice of an amendment which he intended to propose to 

tion. 94, and thinking, I suppose, that it would not come up 

re to-morrow he has gone from the Chamber. I ask that 
section may be passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was understood that the Senator 
from Massachusetts should offer the amendment and make his 
remarks to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Arkansas to the penalty clause, beginning in line 11 of section 93: 

Any m who shall in os Pompe wget violate provision of the next 
preceding eloven sections of act, shall be subject, — conviction, to a 

of not less than $100 nor more than: $5,000, and to impr! ent for not 
than three months nor more than three years for every such failure or 


on. 
Apparently in case of an offense, however slight, there must 
be both fine andimprisonment. I suppose the Senator does not 


mean that both fine and imprisonment shall be imposed fora 
Violation ofthe act. 

Ido not ask the Senator to amend the clause now, but I call 
his attention to it, because it is very rare in a general provision 
of this sort covering any violation of an act that such violation 
shall be punished necessarily by both fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam entirely willing to strike out 
the word and,“ inline 14, and insert the word or.“ 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator may desire to change the 
section otherwise, instead of providing for both fine and im- 
prisonment. I suggest to the Senator that he prepare an amend- 
ment before to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the word “and” in line 14 be 
stricken out and the word ‘‘ or” inserted, so as to make the pun- 
ishment fine or imprisonment. Let that be agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to add 
as a new section the following: 


SBa. 98. That no distiller who has given the required bond and who sells 
8 spirits of his own 3 ab the place of manufacture, or 
e place of storage in bond, in the original packages to which the tax- 
stamps are affixed, shall be required to pay the special tax of a whole- 
some liquor dealer on account ot such sales: 


Mr. VEST. In line 3, on page 223, I move to strike out the 
word ‘*wholesome;” which is a misprint, and insert the word 
** wholesale.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be agreed to 
in the absence of objection. 

Mr. VEST. Now, I move to amend the amendment by adding 
to the section what appears in small type, beginning after the 
word ‘‘ sales,” in line j on page 223. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 95, on p 223, after the word 
sales,” at the end of line 4, it is proposed to insert: 
the book 


Provided, That he shall be required to 
per the Revised Statutes of the United: 


taxable 


the transeript. 


March 5, 1879. 
by reason of refusal or willful to 
subject the spirits owned PAS ee. je n ine orana — 


| bonded warehouse to be opened every day when a 


JUNE 28, 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to this section. It seems to contemplate that a 
distiller may remove liquor for sale from his own warehouse 
without the payment of a wholesale dealer's tax. My recollec- 
tion of the present law is that such a thing can not be done now 
except in full packages, and the warehouse can only be opened, 
as the Senator will remember, by the joint action of the store- 
keeper and the distiller. 

If the Senator has taken care by the use of suitable language 
to prevent the danger that might be involved in making thed 
tillery warehouse practically a wholesale liquor house. for deal- 
ing day by day in liquors, I do not. know that I shall object; but 
it seems to me that. it is rather a dangerous provision to allow a 
rson may 
ge, ete., to sent out. 


desire a single package, or a half 
ain 1 pe about the provision, I 


If the Senator thinks there is no 
shall not interpose. 

Mr. VEST. I only know that this amendment was prepared 
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, who sent it to the 
committee with the request that we should insert it in the bill. 


| [suppose the provisions of existing law will apply, and that the 


amendment does not change it. Iam not expert enough in the 

details of this excise law to say how it will operate, but I confess 

frankly that I took the opinion of the Commissioner of Internal 

Revenue without much question in regard to it. It was prepared 

prine Commissioner and the committee have made no addition 
i 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. It can be looked into in confer- 
ence, ‘ 

Mr. VEST. We shall look into it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I make no objection, though I think 
the provision appears rather dangerous on its face. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the commits 
tee, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to add, 
as.a new section, the following: 


SEC. 90. Thatstorekeepers, and store! ugers; when transferred 
from one distillery to.another, eltherin the or in different disi 
tricts, shall recelve co; tion. not exceeding $4 per day during the 
necessarily occupied in from. one. to the other, 
with actual aud tra expenses. 

The amendment was to. 


Rte yp next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 
g: 

— d gra — ot 3 
gauger, under the s ; 0 
propriation act approved August 15, 1 
signed by the Commissioner of Internal venus to 
duties of a storekeeper at any distillery, or at any general 
Warehouse, or to perform any of the duties of a gauger 
revenue laws. And the said officer, before ente upon the harge 
such separate duties, shall give a bond to be approved by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue forthe faithful discharge of his duties in such form and 
forsuch amount as the Commissioner may prescribe, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 
ing: 

SO. 88. That internal-revenue gaugers may be assigned to duty at distil- 
lerias; rectifying houses, or wherever gauging is required to be done, 
transferred from one place of duty to another, by the Commissioner of In» 
ternal Revenuo, in like manner asstorekeepers 
are now assigned and transferred. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
om next amendment was, to add as a new section the fol- 
wing: 


SEO. 9, That section 3320 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as 
amended, be further amended by striking out all after said number and sub- 
stituting the Speen 

“Whenever any cask or package, containing 5 wine gallons or more, is 
filled for shipment, sale, or delivery on the premises of any rectifier wh 
has paid the special tax required by law, it shall be inspected and gauged 
a United States gauger, whose duty it shall be tomark and brand the same 
er thereon an 8 stamp, which shall state the date when at- 
fixed and the number of proof gallons; and shall be in such form as shall be 

. —— of Internal Revenue with the approval of 
cask or package 13 


office. of sto. 


storekeepersand gangers 


nited States gauger, or it may be gauged, 
marked, branded, and apa tates A the rectifier, as the Commissioner o = 
Secretary 


of the of the Treasury, mee? 
The amendment was agreed to. p j 
The nextameondment was, to add as a new section the following: 


Spc. 100. Thatwhenever any m intending to 
the business. of 


FTF!!! Ur RUDI LAIA: DONA: TE telat 
same shall haye Ä —— — 


` 
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ot fraudulent nonco: of law | pre tion of leaf tobacco, tobacco stems, scraps, cli or waste, by 

Tela’ to the dia and business of distillers, or if the oner of | sif , twisting, screening, or any other process, Ear ig ptr asa 
Revenue, with the approval of the of the Treasury, shall | man r of tobacco, 

shave compromised such an offense with the person upon the payment of Every pe m shall also be arded as a manufacturer of tobacco whose 


penalties or otherwise, and, in case of sueh refusal, the 


to distill may appeal to the Commissioner of Internal 
sion in the matter shall be final. 
The amendment was d to 


agree . 

Mr. ALLISON. Lofferat this point an amendment of which 
I heretofore gave notice, and which I send to the Secretary’s 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The amendment proposed by Mr. ALLISON 
is to amend by adding as a new section on page 226 the following: 

Src, 100}. That section 18 of ‘An act to amend exis customs and in- 
ternal-revenue laws, and for other purposes,“ approved February 8. 1875, as 
amended by section 4 of “An act to amend the laws relating to internal rev- 
enue,” ap ved March 1. 1879, be further amended by striking out of the first 
lne of said amended section, as printed in volume 20, United States Stat- 
utes at Large, the word “twenty-five,” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
Word fifty; and by state, De of the fifth and sixth ofsaid amended 
section, as printed as afo „the words ‘one h and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words “two hundred.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. The object of this amendment is to avoid a 
double tax and to so distribute the tax as to save producers of 
alcohol for uso in the arts from certain provisions which seem 
to be imposed upon them by the additional tax of 20 cents a gal- 
lon im d oo House and Senate. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. (Putting the question.) 
The noes seem to have it. The noes have it, and the amend- 
ment is not agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator asks for a division to show the 
want of a quorum. We shall show it more clearly by the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think a call of the roll will show 
the want of a quorum. I disagree with the Senator from Ten- 
nessee.. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will withdraw 
his call for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishall not ask for the yeas and nays unless 
the Senator from New Hampshire insists upon a division. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are the yeas and nays demanded? 

Mr. HARRIS. Isa division demai ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw the call fora division, with the 
kind permission of the Senator from Tennessee, 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The demand being withdrawn the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa is not agreed to. The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 

SEO. 101, That section 43 of the act approved October 1, 1890, entitled “An 
act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses," be amended so as to read as follows: 

“That the wine 2 5 mentioned in section 42 of this act is the product 

from the tillation of fermented grape juice and shall be held to 
include the product commonly known as grape brandy; and the puresweet 
wine which may be fortified free of tax, as provided in said section, is fer- 
mented grape juice only, and shall contain no other substance of oy kind 
whatever introduced before, at the time of, or after fermentation, and such 
sweet wine shall contain not less than 4 per cent of saccharine matter, 
which saccharine strength may be determined testing with Billings sac- 
charometer or must scale, such sweet wine, after the evaporation of the 
spirit contained therein, and restoring the sample tested to original volume 
T pete thank. te: Gass TEADA ene ĩͤ laa pees Avera 
uice 5 3 product of such grape ce aor E tha 
‘ortification provided for by this act for the sole purpose o 9 sweet 
Wines according to commercial standard, shall not be excluded by the defini- 
tion of pure, sweet wine aforesaid: Provided further, That the cane or beet 
sugar so used shall not be in excess of 10 per cent of the weight of wines to 
be fortified under this act.’’ 


Mr. VEST. On page 226, in section 101, line 20, I move to 
strike out Billings ” and insert Balling’s.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire toask the Senator from Missouri 
whether this section meets the approval of the Treasury De- 
partment? 

Mr. VEST. It does. It was prepared by the Treasury De- 


partment. 

=e VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out section 102 in the following words: 

That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are horeby repealed, 


And to insert: 


whose business it is to manufacture tobacco 
ploys others to manufacture tobacco or snuff, whether 
ure be by cutting, pressing, grinding, N r 
raw or leaf tobacco, or otherwise aring raw or tobacco, 
—— or px manufact tobacco or snuf, or the up 
consumption of scraps, waste, . to- 
resulting from any processof handling tobacco, or by the working or 


business to sell leaf tobacco in quantities less than the original ho 

case, or bale; or who sells directly to consumers, or to persons other than duly 
registered dealers in leaf tobacco, or to duly registered dealers in manufac 
tured tobacco, snuff, or cigars, or to persons who purchase in original — 
ages for export; and all tobacco so sold by such persons shall be regarded 
as manufactured tobacco, and such manufactured tobacco shall be put up 
and prepared by such manufacturer in such packages only as the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue with the approval of the Se: of the Treas- 
— 51 shall prescribe: Provided, That farmers and growers of tobacco who 
sell leaf tobacco of their own growth and raising shall not be ded as 
manufacturers of tobacco; and so much of section 3244 of the Re Stat- 
utes of the United States, and acts amendatory thereof, as are in conflict with 
this act are hereby repealed, s 2 


Mr. VEST. On page 228, line 2, after the word “ registered” 
I move to strike out dealers in manufactured” and insert 
„manufacturers of.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. KYLE. I offer an amendment to the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment to theamendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 102, page 228, line 13, after the 
word ‘‘tobacco,” insert: 

Nor shall merchants who buy tobacco in the leaf, or in ordinary manu- 
factured twist form, directly from the grower and sell the same in ordinary 
unmanufactured twist-form directly to consumers, be regarded as manu- 
facturers of tobacco within the pro ms of this act. 

Mr. KYLE. This amendment enables the grower of tobacco 
to sell the ordinary twist, unmanufactured tobacco directly to 
the consumer, or to the retail merchant who will retail it tothe 
consumer, and the dealer shall be considered as a manufacturer 


of tobacco. It enables the poor people of the country who use 

this kind of tobacco to get it 8 und therefore it is nothing 

mats than just. It gives a market also for this kind of to- 
cco. 


I have here a number of statistics, which I will insert in the 
RECORD, showing whatthe saving will be to the consumer in 
various States by the adoption of this amendment: 


Amount of leaf tobacco used by several States during the year 1899. 


South Dakota used 500,000 pounds; cost consumer, at 15 cents 875, 000 
Same amount man ed would cost, at 50 cents . 250,000 
anne TAT A aana 175, 000 
North Dakota used 850,000 pounds; cost consumer, at 15 cents. 52,500 
amount manufactured would cost, at 50 cents. 175,000 
Saved on amount used 25-- nee ceeoenc scenes enn ecesees 
Minnesota used 550,000 pounds; cost consumer, at 15 cents 
Same amount manufactured would cost, at 50 cents 
Served Om Amount ees ese NL 


Arkansas used 450,000 pounds; cost consumer, at 15 cents . 67,500 
Same amount manufactured would cost, at S 225, 000 

Amount saved on what Was used —— 2022. -cnnweeennnnenennnnnnns 157,500 
Texas used 600,000 pounds; cost consumer, at 15 cents 90, 000 
Same amount manufactured cost, at 50 cents 300, 000 

axe On eme — 210,000 
Total saved in five States mentioned 837, 500 
Government lost in revenue only --- 147,000 


The reason for the amendment is that it makes the provision 
just what it was as the bill came to us from the other House. 

hope there will be no objection to my amendment, 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the amendment to the amendment 
be again read. f 
The Secretary again read the amendment to the amendment 

Mr. DANIEL. As I understand, the farmer has a right now 
to sell his tobacco to anyone, and this does not take it away. 

Mr. VEST. At the place of production. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer an amendment. I move to 
insert after line 16, page 228, section 102, of the bill, as it now 
stands, the following additional proviso: 


Provided further, That section 27, chapter 1244, volume 1, of Supplement 
to the Revised Statutes of the United States, be amended by out all 
after the word “re "in line 5 of said section, as follows: * 

however, That it shall be the duty of every farmer or planter producing 
selling leat tobacco, on demand of any internal revenue officer or other au- 


agent of the Treasury Department, to furnish said officer or t 

a true and complete statement, verified by oath, of all of his 5 

tobacco, the number of hogsheads, cases, or po with the name and res- 
in each instance, 


the person to whom sold and the place to which 
pred: and pty? Seiad or planter who willfully refuses to furnish 
such information, or who knowingly makes false statements as to ray ind 
TTT 
Ha n nite this ‘That section 3361 of the Revised Statutes 

all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed, $ 


idence, 
it is shi) 
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` Mr. VEST. There ‘is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. It simply strikes out those provisions of law 
on the same subject, 3 i 

I have a letter here, which I deem it necessary to read, from 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue recommending the 
amendment. š - 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless the letter is a long one I hope it will 
be read. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is not long. 

Several SENATORS. Let it be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; let it be put in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objectionit is so ordered. 
Thbs letter is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., May 16, 1894. 
Sır! With reference to bill H. R. 6993, to popost that provision of section 
27, chapter 1244, volume lot Supplement to the Revised Statutes of the United 
Sta which requires that ev: farmer or planter producing and selling 
leaf tobacco on demand of any internal-revenue officer or authorized 
mt, “furnish said officer or agent a true and complete statement, veri- 
fied by oath, of all of his sales of leaf tobacco, the number of hogsheads, 
cases, or pounds, with the name and residence in each instance of the per- 
son to whom sold, and the placs to which it is shipped,”’ etc., which bill you 
referred to meon the 12th tant for “an opinion on the necessity of its 
enactmentinto a law.“ I would say that while no necessity therefor exists, 
go far as the interests of the revenue are concerned, yet as the provision 
which it is intended to repeal has not thus far been found materially useful 
in the execution of the internal-revenue laws, I find no special objection to 
in against the passage of this bill. 
ully, yours, 
JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 


Mr. PLATT. I observe in the amendment one mistake in 
spelling. It says after the word ‘repeal.’” There is no such 
word in the section of the Revised Statutes which it proposes to 
amend, It should be repealed.“ It is a mere mistake in the 


rint, 
z Mr. VEST. That is right. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That correction will ba made. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to know in what section of 
the Revised Statutes it is to which the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Virginia applies. 

The SECRETARY: 


That section 27, chapter 1244, page 863, volume 1, of Supplement to the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States 


Mr. ALLISON. Do the repealing words follow? 

Mr. VEST. It repeats the words: 
be amended by striking out all after the word repealed,“ in line 5 of said 
section, as follows: 

Then follows the language of the section that is to be re- 


aled. 

8 55 CHANDLER. I desire to have the Senator from Vir- 
inia explain the object of his amendment. As I understand, 
he closing proviso on page 228, ‘‘faru.ers and growers of to- 

bacco who sell leaf tobacco of their own growth and raising 

shall not be regarded as manufacturers of tobacco.” They are to 
be relieved from paying any manufacturers’ tax. Is the section 
which the Senator proposes to repeal merely the carrying out 
of the necessary result of the exemption which is contained 
in the bill, or does it go further? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not know that you can say it carries 
out the necessary result, but the law as it now stands seems to 


~, impose a very unnecessary burden upon the farmer, that of keep- 


ing books. As he is relieved of the tax and there is no duty or 
obligation with reference to the Government, there is no reason 
why he should keep books of his purely private transactions. 

r. CHANDLER, Evidently if the farmer is to pay no tax 
he should not be required to make a return verified by oath of 
all his savings, and he ought not to be put under a penalty for 
not doing so. 

Mr. DANIEL. The object of the amendment is to relieve the 
farmer of the burden of having to keep and submit to the Gov- 
ernment a statement of his own private business. It repeals the 
provision that makes him do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the repeal of this section 
of the Revised Statutes, which was carried into the supplemental 
volume, but I think the last portion of the provision should be 
stricken out. I ask the Secretary to read what occurs after the 
words repealing section 3361 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. KRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia 
that he amend his amendment, the latter part of which now 


That section 3361 of the Revised Statutes and all laws in conflict with this 
act are hereby repealed. x 

Let him strike out and all laws in conflict with this act are“ 
and insert is.“ . 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the suggestion I was about to make, 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well; I accept the suggestion, and will 
sọ modify my amendment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia as modified proposed 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY, I desire to offer an amendment to section 
102. Imove to strike out in line 25, page 227, before the word 
“ hogshead,” the words, the original” and insert a;“ so as 
to read, less than a hogshead, case, or bale.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis all right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, LINDSAY. I move to strike out in line 2, page 228, 
the word“ to.“ It reads now, or to duly registered manufac- 
parara of.“ It should read, or duly registered manufacturers 
of. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY, I move to strike out in line 5, 
word original“ before packages; so as to re: 
sons who purchase in packages for export.” 

The amendment to the amendment was 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. d 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
228, beginning in line 17, to strike out section 87, in the follow- 
ing words: 

SEC. 87. That section 2984 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read, as follows: 

“SEC. 2984. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, except as 
otherwise specially provided in this act, upon ye nction of satisfactory 
proof to him of the actual inj or destruction, in whole or in part, of any 
merchandise from any cause whatsoever, while the same remained in the 
custody of the officers of the customs in any public or private warehouse 
under bond, or in the Ny yes stores undergoing appraisal, in pursuance 
of law or tions of the Treasury Department, or while in transporta- 
tion under bond from the port of entry to any other port in the United 
States, or while in the custody of officers of the customs and not in bond, or 
while within the limits of any port of entry, and before the same have been 
landed under the supervision of the officers of the customs, to abate or re- 
fund, as the case may be, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
epproprieted, the amount ot impostduties paid or accruing thereupon, and 
likewise to cancel any warehouse bond or bonds, or enter satisfaction 
thereon, in whole or in part, as the case may be.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: ; 

SEC. (88) 103. That the act of June 20, 1876 (Nineteenth United States 
8 60), bo amended by insertion after the words ‘imported into 
the United States by such firm or partnership” the following: “Or for any 
other purpose connected with the general transaction of business at any 
eustom-house.“ 

Mr. VEST. In line 3, of section 103, I move to strike out 
‘‘insertion” and insert ‘“‘inserting.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatcorrection will be made. The 
Tending ol the bill will be proceeded with. 

Mr. HALE. Aswe have now reached section 104, where I 
have an amendment to offer which will give risetosome debate, 
though I think not extended, as it is very late, nearly 7 o'clock, 
I ask the Senator from Tennessee if he is not willing to move an 
adjournment. We can not finish section 104 to-night. 

r. ALLISON. I desire 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to moye a 
formal amendment? I think it will lead to no debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. In section 83, on page 212, line 22, I move to strike 
out all after the word the“ down to the word ‘‘shall,” in line 
23, and insert passage of this act.” This is made necessary b, 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island an 
adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 212, section 83, line 22, after the 
word “the,” strike out the words date named in the last pre- 
ceding section” and insert passage of this act.“ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. VEST. In the samesection, on page 213, I move to strike 
out, beginning with line 10, the following words: 

Whenever the tax is paa on or after the aforesaid date, pursuant to oh 
provisions of the wareho or transportation and warehousin vondg 
aforesaid, there shall be added to the 90 cents per taxable gallon an additi 
i sanon to make the tax paid on sald spirits equal to that imposed by 

ac 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. If section 104 has been reached, I move to strike 


it out. 
Mr. 


e 228, the 
„For to per- 


reed to. 
on agreeing to the 


HARRIS. The Senator from Maine has asked that sec- 
tion 104 may go over until to-morrow. I regret that I can noj 
help the necessity of consenting to his request. I therefo 
move that the Senate adjourn 

The motion was ag to; and (at 6 o’clock and 56 minutes p, 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 29, 1894, 
at 10 o’clock a. m. ; 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 28, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. H. MIL- 
BURN, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 

roved. $ 
2 AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House aletter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a rt of the disbursements 
for the fi ear ending June 30, 1894, made in the States and 
Territories under the act applying a portion of the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands to the support of colleges for the 
encouragement of agricultural and mechanical arts; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

Bills of the Senate of the following titles were severally laid 
before the House and referred as indicated, namely: 

A bill (S. 1438) for the relief of Lewis A. Yorke—to the Com- 
mittee on Nava] Affairs. 


A bill (8. 5 15 to amend an act entitled“ An act to provide for 
the times and places to hold terms of the United States courts in 
the State of Washington »—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted 
to Mr. SAYERS, on account of sickness. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS IN THE RECORD. 

Mr. REED. Mr.S er, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the remarks of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER], as published in the ‘ORD of this morning, begin- 
ning on page 6911 and extending through pages 6912, 6913, and 
6914. These remarks were made in the space of five minutes, and 
oceupy two > pagos of the RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
bama is not in his seat at this time. 

Mr. REED. Ionly wished to call attention to the matter. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask the gentleman from Maine to 
withhold his criticism for the present, as I have sent for my col- 


league. = 

Mr. REED. It is all right. I expect another extension will 
follow. Isimply wished to call the attention of the House toit. 
I think, when thecountry understands that remarks are madein 
this fashion, that we on thisside ought not to be held responsible 
for any failure to respond tostatements which may be so inserted 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from 
Maine restate the ground of his complaint? Idid not under- 
stand it. 

Mr. REED. I do not think I could. I simply call attention 
to the fact that the gentleman from Alabama, in a five-minute 
speech, has succeeded in filling about two pages of the RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If I understand, from the 
remarks of gentlemen near me, general leave was given to print 
remarks on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Alabama is now in his 


seat. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to ask the 
gentleman if general leave was not given to print on this bill? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly it was. These gen- 
tlemen are always wrong when they make such charges against 
us. [Lau nter. 

Mr. REED. I think that is a sufficient answer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the record examined 
to see if there was leave to print on the bill. 

PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, BETHEL SPRINGS. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr.S 


The gentleman from Ala- 


peaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of a bill (H. R. 725) for the relief of the 
rustees of the Presbyterian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn. 

The SPEAKER. The bill willbe read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to the trustees of the Presbyterian Church 
in Bethel S; , Tenn., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $400, being for the use, occupation, and damage to 
said church by the Army of the United States during the late war. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the report in that case be read. 

The report (by Mr. ENLOE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 725) 
for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Bethel Springs, 
Tenn., submit the following report: 

The evidence filed in support of thisclaim shows that the church building 

on of and used and occu lod by various commands of the 
troops during the years 1862 and 1863. In accordance with 


XXVI—436 


was taken 
United States 


precedent, it seems to be the policy of Congress to pay rent for the use 
occupation of institutions of duis charhctar, Claim stated at 8400. The 
and octupation are opoto to be H00 by the affidavits of parties who w 
present at the time, and estimate it from personal knowledge and experi! 
e 


nce. 
Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


The SPEAKER. -Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ENLOE. ere some amendments to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments rec- 
ommended to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Amend in line 7 by striking out the words “anā dam: to” and * — 
the word and“ between and oecupation;“ and before the opa 
“said,” in the eighth line, insert of; so as to read, being for the use and 
occupation of said church, etc.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ENLOE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. ` 


WILLIAM D. MACK. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
pe 3 consideration of a joint resolution which I send to 

e desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution for the relief of W. D. Mack, a clerk in the Record and 
Pension Division of the War Department. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to ob- 
jection. 

The resolution was read at length. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have some explanation of this mat- 


ter. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this Jons 
resolution has not been considered by any committee of 
House, nor has it been acted upon by any. It has, however, 
been considered by the Senate Committee on Military Affairs, 
and reported by Senator MANDERSON favorably; andI have sub- 
mitted it to the chairnian of the Committee on Military Affairs 
of the House from Ohio, and am able to state that it meets his 
ui ln 

he facts are that this man enlisted in 1861 for tnree years, or 
during the war. He was detailed for service in the Adjutant- 
General's Office, and has been in the employment of the Gov- 
ernment for some twenty years. 

Last year on the Fourth of July he attended a celebration at 
Gettysburg, and met with an accident while getting onto the 
cars, by which both feet were injured, and he was taken to the 
hospital and both feet were amputated. The leave of absence 
granted by law did not cover the period during which he was 
confined in the hospital, and this is simply to allow the De- 
partment to pay him his salary for thirty-four days while he 
was thus confined as the result of the accident. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the amount involved? 

5 5 BURROWS. Oh, it isa little over 8100—about $110, I 
eve. 

Mr. DOCKERY. My impression was that under the law the 
Secretary of War had the right to grant additional leave in 
such cases. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is not so held, I believe. 
to read the Senate report, made by Senator MAN DERSON. 

The SPEAKER, ithout objection the report will be read. 

The Senate report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 68) entitled “Joint resolution for the relief of W. D. Mack, a 


clerk in the Record and Pension Ofice of the War Department,” ha had 
the same under consideration, report it back favorably and recommend its 


passage. 
The 8 statement of the ac chief of the Record and Pension 
Oñice of the War Department gives fully the circumstances attending the 
accident to Mr. Mack, and sets forth the reasons for the relief des and 
the recommendation of the Department: 


“Case of William D. Mack, clerk, Record and Pension Office, War Department, 


“RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
ur Department, March 12, 1894 

“As shown by the records, William D. Mack entered the serviceas a volun- 
teer soldier in May, 1861, to serve three years, and, after serving 205 — hig 
command (the Second Michigan Infantry) for more than two years in the 
field, was detailed for clerical duty in the office of the Adjutant-General of 
the Army. He has a record of more than twenty years’ ser to the of 
ernmert, the last fourteen of which have been continuous, 6 is now - 
dering acceptable service as a clerk of class 2 in this office. 

“On the 4th of July last, while returning from a soldiers’ reunion at tee 


Lask the Clerk 


burg, Pa., Mr. Mack was accidently thrown under a mo railway tr: 
and so seriously injured as to 8 the e eee of both feet. 
reason of this injury he was absent from duty until October ree his to 
absence for the calendar year being thirty-three and one-half re ex: 
of the time, from all causes, allowed, with pay, by the act of h 3,1 


te — ö 


e PAS 


e Mack lack . at eee 1 
is N a 
‘St peculiar b Si iy 10 ce Sees one ghee it 5 
fog W erp oss of pay, wate enactment a 
Servico and Alen circums c roles ees 
“Respectfully n 
„nter of Division, in the absence of 18 
“The SECRETARY OF WAR.” 


=u BURROWS. Thatis the roport from the War Depart- 


ke 2A. h e be sent e * be no N 


op nt resolution was again read. 
Tie me THWAITE. 855 


7 is has not been submit- 
ted to the Commitipo , but it was dr P. 
to me Person “fe gen a from Mic (Mr. pra 
5 I have no hatever that the Co ttee on 
y Anas would report such a b 


on a pati itte ocgasion 
d very effloient, an 


n t both feet by an W 
His services have bopi 3 yery faithful ab 
also a veteran of th 


report TRUMAN from i toehigan that I woul 


Tho SPEA . Is there objection to the request for the 
presen gone eae of this Joint ye ponents 
Mr. C 1 5557 the i shoul be considered by 
the Prag he der = obi object: 


COLD WATER sale ah ON HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, 
ARKANSAS. 


Mr. — Ag pl 1 of Arkansas, Speaker, Lask unan- 

imous consent e nt consid on of the bill (H. R. 

7488) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant leases 
r sites “= t Springs Reservation, Arkansas, for cold wa- 
T reserv 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit * 2 r be, * b; 
eit enacted, etc., paa e foe Eaha Want Door ereby; 


„ to 
or to . — 2 perso ra! 2 au- 


ts successors ånd 
thorized tos 1 1 5 $ 
Dey to oiy by hi the 9 oaa wa th ter gor dinging ng an S tee 
m, for the | 8 of cons 7 — — 


„ast 
an ie 8555 ee 
with SIGE t city 

term of 


to be not to exceed 
lot Bi, to bo collected , e 


conde 
or 
now provided by iaw in law in relation to the collection and accounting for ot = 
— 5 derived from leases Of bath-house sites upon the Hot Springs Rese: 

The SPEAKER. - 
present ray ter Eg 5 

Mr. COOMBS. gts: will ask the gentleman why the amount of 
this rental is 

Mr. BREC INRIDGE of Arkansas. Really they ought not 

be charged any rent, but to putit under the control of the 
an of the Interior we think there should be some rent, 

d the ante simply fixed it at 8300. The Secretary of the 

Toterior approves of the pro 5 

Mr. PAYN I shoul know, Mr. Speaker, if this 
waterworks company coe w © that part of the reserya- 
tion for which an 5 was made, some timę since, for 
2 . to hold back the water, for fear of a flood down 

ugh the city of Hot Springs, which might injure the tunnel 
fiat t e Government built there at 4 large expense a few years 
ago? I want to know if the site located is the site of that reser- 
voir that the Government built there for the purpose of holding 
back the water? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. There is no connection 
between the two as far as I know, Mr. Speaker, and indeed I 
know there is none. I will state to the 8 from New 
York that all the elevated ground at all close to the city of Hot 
Springs belongs to the Government, and therefore ns 
municipal matters they are compelled to come to Congre 
much as the District does, in business of this character. emis 
is to put an additional reservoir upon a mountain top, and not 
in the a It is to be done at their own expense. 

NE. LIshould like to inquire of the gentleman if 
ere is a stream of water running over the mountain top where 
to have this reservoir? 

me ECKINHIDGE of Arkansas. Not at present; but we 
bit pet to conduct the water there by pipes if you will allow this 


r. PA AYNE. Is it proposed to pump the water onto the 
3 to 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Yes. 


unanimously. This oy 


r that reason I suggested 


concur in the 


for cold 
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The SPEAKER. Is aoe s jection to the request for the 


piste. BAYNE. T think eiae 1 hall have to object until T look into 


a 
Mr. DOGKERY. Let us have the regular order. 
IMPROVEMENTS ON THE MINNESOTA RIVER. 


Mr. KIEFER. I ask unanimou pong neoni for the present con- 
sidetation of the concurrent resolu 
he Clerk read as follows: 


Se e ; 
eH 
eee 


De it ae doa the House of shereby authorized an te concurring 
888 War be, roga is hereby, g tgsingd and tastwuctad 1st 
wi 8 ouse of Represen tives Sa bavo yaon: 
last anny port per the tor, 8 


re iver in the State of i880 
The SPEAKER. Is there oper r 5 the request for the 
8 [After a pause. Chair hears none. 
he resolution was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OF sige mo 
Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker K. N 70 
amena or the present eee of the itl 14. 


e judidiary act of August 13, 1888. 

auge bill * read, as follows: 

a it enacted, cic., That section 8 of an entitled act te _ 
eg an act oer d aron 8, 1887, be Juri “Ad net 8 
tions 1, 2, 3, and 10 of 3 determine ‘the 1 
courts of ted States e to pega Sa rae 7 uses from t 
State 8 3 for othe; tobe sans eg March 3, ‘ae Faeyr 
AW 10 80 as to 7 


de 
court of inp nfced Beates may be ie 
— woes leave of the 3 F — 9 
kitty ‘him or Bis agents recel er or manager in in such suits 2 
upon him or Aan age — — 

were not * e hands ot such recetv. 


said — on 
t or decree rend 


against suc o A or —.— T be ap a oe of the amount and yà- 


—. of RA 1 — sued on, but no — 3 n thereon shall be issued; but a 
GORY of gunena or diel — 1 the cause in 
9 75 sf was appointed; shall be subject to th 
general ur wes 1 — receli or ma 
was spon og far as the same shall be 3 to the ends of justice.” 
The SPEAKER. Is there p to me uest for the con- 
Chair hears none. 


9 Kop erine bill? [After a pangs] 
ER of Georgia. es 27 yield to my col- 
erase [Mr. TATE] to offer a slight amendment, to which there 
is no objection. 
he SNAKEN was read, as follows: 
end by rd “ * 2 
CC 
brought under State laws ation.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a t 
5 and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
time, and p 

On motion of Mr. TURNER of Georgia, a motion to nl 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the tablé. 

CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURT AT MONTPELIER, VT. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr, Speaker, I ask ungnimous cg t for 
the ere consideration of the bill which bi send to the Oler 3 
des 

The 1 18 ee — follows: 

A bill (5.3186) ta term of the t and q peo ot the 
esas or ie trict of Vérmont may be held at 

Be it enacted, elc., That hereafter in each year one of the 081 
the circuit aud dis court for the dis oe of Vermont may, wh 


221 


ourned, adjourned eot. at Montpelie 
$ BOR T at all acts an parts of acte in conflict with this act are hereby 
re ed. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the 8 of $ 
gentleman from Vermont. [After a pause.] The Chair hear 
none. 
The bill was ordered to a third reeling: and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and pass 
n motion of Mr. POWERS, a mi a mogan to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


AUTHORIZING COCONINO COUNTY, ARIZ., TO ISSUE BONDS. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I sen 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill H. R. 7506) authorizing the county of Coconino, Territory ot Arizon 
to issue bonds for . county Hpullding at the — 
sea 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., the board county of 
Seas Sten each te haven ea eee — ane 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, atter the word “amount,” insert ‘payable in nofztess than two 
nor more than twenty yéars.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would ask 05 gentleman from what com- 
mittee bill has been repo; 7 

Mr. SMITH of e The Committee on the Judiciary 
unanimously reports the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY . Willthe gentleman please make a brief ex- 

lanation? 

‘The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
permitted to make a brief explanation. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, this isa matter local 
to Arizona entirely. This is a county which has recently been 
cut off from an older county which was so large that it was im- 

Yossible to transact the business. At the time of its creation 
e county assumed one-third the indebtedness of Yavapai 
unty, which amounted to $159,000. Under the Harrison act, 
which limited the legal indebtedness of counties in the Terri- 
tories to 4 per cent of the value of the property in the county, 
as shown in the last assessment roll of the county, this is in ex- 
cess of the amount, and they are not able to construct this build- 
ing on actount of the amount involved running over the amount 
of debt they may incur, 
Mr. DOCKERY. It does not involve any charge on the Treas- 


ury? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It does not. It allows the people to 
tax themselves this $15,000 to construct a building to protect 
their records from fire of which they are in danger at any time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? [Aftera 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
Seip ik the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
le. $ $ 
ALBERT E. REDSTONE., 


Mr. BOWERS of California. I-askunanimous consent for the 
. of the bill (H. R. 1105) for the relief of Albert E. 
stone. 
The bill was read at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill? 2 
Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular 


order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is 
equivalent to an objection. The regular order is call of com- 
Inittees for reports. é 

DECORATION FOR COMMANDER DAVIS. 

Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7475) authorizing Com- 
mander C. H. Davis, United States Navy, to accept a decoration 
from the King of Spain; which was referred to the House Cal- 
éndar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CONSULAR OFFICERS. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported back favorably the bill (H. R.6468) to 
&mend section 1674 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relative to consular officers; which was referred to the House 
y arare a and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 

PUBLIC PARK AT CASTINE, ME. 

Mr. MARSH, from the Committes on Mil Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4322) granting the use of 

rtain land to the town of Castine, Me., for a public park; which 

referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
< the ego and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALEM, OREGON. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
ee reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 76) to provide 
for the construction of a public atSalem, Oregon; which 

as referred to the Committee of the ole House on the state 

8 and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
pr 4 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT INDIANAPOLIS. 

Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 259) to provide 


of on pues, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
pr. 5 p 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call. The morning hour 
begins af sixteen minutes to 1o’clock, and the call rests with 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. s 

BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS, NAVY DEPARTMENT, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I call up the bill (H.R. 3 gomis 
for the creation of the office of assistant to the ef of the 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, Navy Department. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That an officer of the Pay s of the Navy may be de- 
tailed as assistant to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts in 
the Navy Department, and that such officer shall receive the —— pay of 

grade, and in case of the death, resignation, absence or sickness of the 
Chief of the Bureau shall, unless otherwise directed by the President, as 
rovided by section 179 of the Revised Statutes, perform the duties of such 
ef until his successor is appointed or such absence or sickness shall cease. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Lask unanimous consent that this bill may 
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs at the request of the 5 
of the Navy, at whose instance it was drawn. I will read 
letter, which partly explains the necessity for the bill: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 15, 1894. 


Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith a draft of a bill to provide for 
the creation of the office of assistant to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies 
and Accounts, Navy Department. 

to the increase of the Naval Establishment, and to the centraliza- 
tion of accounts in the Bureau of Supplies and the duties and re- 
sponsibili of that 


ties of the Bureau have been greatly increased; and 
te the tment I respectfully 


in order to expedi business of the Depar recom- 
mend that the melosed bill may receive the favorable consideration of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives. 


Very respeettully. 
ae! 2 H. A. HERBERT, Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. Amos J. CUMMINGS, 3 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, Houseof Representatives. 
I have ascertained, Mr. Speaker, that under the law it is im- 
ble for the chief clerk of that Bureau to act as Chief of the 
ureau in the absence of the Chief. Business there has largely 
increased with the increase of the Navy. The work of the Bu- 
reau involves the expenditure at times of millions a month. 
These expenditures ought to be closely scrutinized. The com- 
mittee is satisfied that an assistant is really necessary. On gen- 
eral principles, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to allowing assist- 
ant s to the various bureaus in the Navy Department, but 
in this case I am entirely satisfied that the good of the public 
service requires an assistant. 

Since the bill was reported to the House I have received let- 
ters from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, and have been 
urged by the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts to 
secure prompt action. The Chief of the Bureau is overworked, 
and there is nobody to take his pa in case he should go ng 
I hope that this statement will be satisfactory and that the b 


l pass. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill what increased expense, if any, detail of this of- 
ficer will imposeupon the Treasury? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The increase willbe exactly the difference 
between the pay on the sea and the pay on the land of the officer 
who may act as chief of the Bureau, is all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not know what that amounts to. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It amounts to very little. The Chief of 
the Bureau of Navigation is allowed an assistant. This bill is 
drawn in accordance with the provision that gave him an assist- 
ant. There ought to be no distinction in this respect between 
those two Bureaus. Both, I believe, require an assistant. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then the gentleman thinks there has been 
such increase in the volume of business as to warrant the assign- 
ment of an officer as assistant? 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Iam satisfied there has. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand, this is not in fact 
ee of an office, but simply a provision for the detail of 
officer. : 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The bill simply provides that an officer 
shall be detailed at the usual to act in this 2 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ihave just come in, I would 
like to understand what this bill is. ‘ 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It is a bill providing for the appointment 
ofan 5 to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Ac- 
counts. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. While the number of the employés 
of the War De ent to the extent of several hundred are 
decreased, and it isstated in the pers—I do not know how 
the fact is—the Secretary of War has been taking the army offi- 
cers that have been having easy places under that Department 
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and sending them upon duty, so that if he is not accomplishing 
economy he is at least making an advertisement of it—does 
not the gentleman desire thatthe Navy Department should enter 
into competition with the Secretary of War in these reforms 
and economies; and does not the gentleman now come in and 
propose to still further burden these Bureaus by additional de- 
tails? Does the gentleman think that is wise? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will 8 8 to the gentleman from Illinois 
by saying that all the money disbursed from the Navy Department 
is disbursed through the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts. We 
can not be too careful in watching the disbursements of the im- 
mense sums that the Government expends every year through 
its Departments. In thiscase the increased expense to the Gov- 
ernment does not actually exceed $500 a year. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But this bill does take an officer 
from active service and gives us another officer here in the 
city for clerical service? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. We have the officer, either in Washing- 
ton or elsewhere, and we raigs as well pay him to do duty 
here, where his services will more beneficial, than to have 
him ensconced in some navy yard, where his services might 
not be absolutel uired. — 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Has the gentleman thought of a 
remedy for the existing evils—if the Navy is top-heavy and there 
are too many officers—by reducing the number graduating from 
the Naval Academy? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iwill suggest that there isa joint com- 
mittee N that subject now. At the proper time they 
will undoubtedly present a bill and give the gentleman an oppor- 
tunity to express his opinion upon it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The only fear I had was that while 
the joint committee is performing the duty, and preparing the 
measure to which the gentleman refers, and making prepara- 
tions for the reforms in the service, yet at the same time one 
Cabinet officer is advertising his attempt at reform by sending 
army officers detailed on duty here back to their legitimate 

ts; and I had hoped that the great economist from New 
ork, for whom I have the highest respect, might have been 
able to present some plan by which this reform could be a little 
more far-reaching, so as that there might be something like 
harmony between the administration of the various Depart- 
ments. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The joins committee will probably bring 
in a measure in time which may meet the point to which the 
gentleman refers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ihope that the economical features 
of the matter will commend themselves to the approval of my 
distinguished friend from Missouri, the chief of the joint com- 
mission which is undertaking to reform the administration of 
these various Departments. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. This is a necessity-—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. If my friend will permit mea moment, I 
wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois that the joint com- 
mission has given no consideration whatever to the adoption of 
new methods in the administration of the Mavy e 
As I understand it, the gentleman from New York did not refer 
to the joint commission appointed by authority of Congress to 
provide improved methods for the administration of business in 
the Popen at but to the Joint Naval Committee 

Mr. CUMMIN' Gs. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing), 
sonnel of the Navy. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That was what I referred to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And the gentleman had no reference to the 
joint commission for improving the business methods of the de- 
partments, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Not at all; but I hope that joint commis- 
sion will in time reach the Navy Department, because with the 
well-established reputation of the gentleman from Missouri in 
regard to such matters Ido not doubt that it will be productive 
of good results. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope so. I observe that the legislative 
bill carries an appropriation of $36,840 for the clerical force of 
the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, and in reference to this 
matter the Secretary of the Navy says in his letter that— 

to the increase of the naval establishment and to the centraliza- 
tion of accounts in the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, the duties and 
responsibilities of the chief of that Bureau have been greatly increased. 

Now, I would be glad to know from the gentleman from New 
York, in whose Sen ere I greatly rely, in what particular“ the 
duties and responsibilities of the chief of that Bureau have been 
[aged increased”? Because it seems to me that if the work in 

e Bureau is behind, or in arrears, possibly the increase ought 
to be in the clerical force rather than in the detail of an assist- 
ant to the chief of the Bureau. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There is nobody under the present law 


Which has charge of the per- 


who can act for the chief of the Bureau in case of his absence. 
In case of sickness or where sudden absence from the office may 
be required in the performance of his duty,somé provision pg 
to be made foran assistant. You do not want the Bureau élosed 
indefinitely. The result ht be disastrous. 

I will say to my friend that it is easily understood how there 
is more work than heretofore in the Bureau. It ariseg from the 
increase of the Navy. The consumption of coal and of all sorts 
of supplies has been increased. Then there is a change in the 
system of accounting. Accounts 3 kept at the Mafé 
Island navy-yard and at the ped goer ya A elsewheré, are 
now kept here. The old Bureau of Provisions and Clothing 1 
now the Bureau of 1 and Accounts, carrying with it ex- 
tra work and responsibilit 

Mr. DOCKERY. Butis the gentleman able to give any fig- 
ures showing the increase of the duties of this Bureau? the Sed- 
retary of the Navy says there has been an increasé of the duties 
and responsibilities of the chief of the Bureau. 

I quite agree with the gentleman from New York as to e 
necessity of designating some one to act in cases where the chief 
is necessarily absent; but I had 2 752 the Committee on Nav 
Affairs, for which I have the very highest respect, could denig 
nate someone to act for him rather than detail an officer for that 


1 

r. CUMMINGS, I did not think it necessary to secure the 
exact figures, because the facts as to the increase of the work 
are,well understood, and, in the judgment of the committee, the 
necessity for the passage of the bill is clear, 

Mr. PAYNE. t me ask my colleague a question. Could 
not the object 7 5 by the committee be accomplished as well 
by authorizing ty w the chief clerk to perform the duties of 
the chief of the Bureau in case of his absence? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That would not meet the condition, be- 
cause the chief clerk has his own duties, which are equally as 
important and as onerous as those of the chief of the Bureau. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The chief isa regular naval officer, 
detailed, is he not? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The Paymaster-General is the chief of the 
Bureau, and gentlemen can see that with the enormous sums 
expended under his superyision he ought to have whatever force 
he requires to carry it on. 

A MEMBER. ` Is he permanently disabled? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. He is no more permanently disabled than 
ra: pat ol this House are who ask sick leave every day. [Laugh- 

r. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered to be rossed and read a third tima; 
and poing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


APPOINTMENT OF ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
8 neras Affairs to call up the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
esk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (S. 1954) to amend section 1379, chapter 1. Title XV. Revised Statutes of 


m 8 States, in relation to appointments of assistant paymasters in 
e Navy. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the limitation as to contained in section 1 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to appointment of aa 
sistant paymasters in the United States Navy to fill vacancies that may no 
or hereafter exist in said grade, shall not apply to such of the graduates of 
the Naval Academy as were at sea upon duty at the time of the passage and 
approval of the act of Congress 1 2 August 5, 1882, who were dis- 
charged thereunder at the end ot their two years“ cruise, after suc- 
cessfully all the examinations required of them: And provided further, at 
this amendment shall not be construed as ply any preference in said ap- 
pointment of assistant paymasters to said graduates except as to waiving 
the limitation ofage. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, £ demand the previous question. 

Mr: HOLMAN. hope the report will be read. 

Mr. PAYNE. I Bove shere will be some explanation. 

Mr. HOPKINS of IIlisois. Let us have the report read, and 
then the gentleman can make his explanation. 

Mr. MONEY. The report really covers the bill that was re- 
jected by the committee. This is a bill which has passed the 
Senate, and the Senate bill is substituted for the House bill, both 
ber in the same words. 

All that this bill does is to put upon the eligible list for ap- 
pointment as assistant ge ype the graduates from the Naval 
Academy in the classes of 1880 and 1881, who were, by the oper- 
ation of law, and itis claimed by a misconstruction of the >a 
passed while they were at sea, dropped from the list. This is 
give these men the same opportunity that any other citizens of 
the United States have, for 9 as assistant paymas- 
ters, from which appointment they are now excluded by the age 
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limit, the age limit usually being 26 years. This is only to give 
them an o 7 7 1895 to come in. 

Mr. HOLA AN. How many officers are affected? 

Mr. MONEY. There are only two vacancies, and there is no 
assurance that these young men will ever receive the appoint- 
ment. It is not a recommendation. It simply relieves them of 
the bar of age. 258 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Simply makes them eligible. 

Mr. MONEY. Simply makes them eligible among the other 
young men in the United States. These young men are par- 
ticularly fitted for this business, have been educated in the 
Navy, and are now deprived of a career for which they had edu- 
cated themselves. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. A great wrong was perpetrated 
when they were dropped. 

Mr. MONEY. BAGS was afterwards admitted by Mr. Robe- 
son that it was a mistaken construction of his own bill, and he 
wrote a strong letter in favor of their being reinstated in the 
Navy, but that was not done. This is now an attempt at partial 
reparation of what was considered a very great wrong to a set 
of worthy gomg entlemen. 

Mr. PAYNE. Lask that the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to me for a few minutes. 

Mr. MONEY. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE]. 3 
Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to this bill as it is explained 
by the gentleman from the committee, but I do object to the 
manner in which we amend the statutes continually by passing 
some act limiting their scope and referring to them in some 
way that no man can understand unless he has the statute before 
him. The constitutions of some of our States require that no 
amendment shall be made to any statute which does not reénact 
the statute as amended. 

While we have no such provision in the Constitution of the 
United States, I think it would be well if Congress should in- 
augurate a system that whenever an amendment is made toa 
section of the statute, especially to a section of the Revised Stat- 
utes, that the old statute as amended shall be reénacted, so that 
any gentleman reading it can understand it, and not depend upon 
the interpretation of the effect of the amendment given by the 
member who proposes if. His idea may be one way and the 
construction of the courts may be another way. 

But if the statute itself was reénacted with the amendments, 
then every member of the House could have the opportunity of 
determining precisely what the effect would be. It is more dif- 
ficult to find out what the Statutes of the United States are than 
. laws in existence. Some of them are in appropriation 
bills, and snay are scattered here and there, and every amend- 
ment is of this character, providing that some limitation shall 
be applied to a particular section. d 

The bill was ordered to a third reađing, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and 5 

On motion of Mr. MONEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


COMMODORE OSCAR C. BADGER. 


Mr.GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the 
bill (S. 943) for the relief of Commodore Oscar C. Badger. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GEIS- 
SENHAINER], from the Committee on Naval Affairs, calls up a 
Senate bill, which the Clerk will report. This bill is on the 
Speaker's table. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to appoint Commodore r C. Badger, now on the retired list 
of the Navy, a rear-admiral on said retired list, to take effect on and from 
the 12th day of August, A. D. 1885, the time of his retirement, he having been 
at that date at the head of the list of commodores and first for promotion, 
but was disbarred therefrom by the law requiring all officers to be retired at 
the age of 62 years. Upon promotion, as authorized by this act, he shall be 
allowed the pay of a rear-admiral retired on account of age, from the date 
of the nassage of this act. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is that bill reported from any committee? 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. It is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point of order that it must first 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, as the Chair understands, is on 
the Speaker’s table, and not reported from the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood the Chair so to state. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be the fact. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point of order that the consid- 
eration of this bill is not in order at the present time. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. A House bill identical with 
that has been considered by the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
favorably reported. I suggest that we might take up the House 
bill and substitute the Senate bill for it. 

The SPEAKER, That would require unanimous consent, of 
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course. Under the rule, the committee can only call up a meas- 


ure which has been reported on a previous day. 

Mr. GEISS A similar House bill has been re- 
ported to the House. 

The SPEAKER. But this is a Senate bill on the Speaker’s 
table, which has never been referred to the committee. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Then I will withdraw that bill and 
call up the bill H. R. 4683. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4683) for the relief of Commodore Oscar C. Badger, United 
States Navy. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BAILEY. I make the point of order that this bill must 
be considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Itison the Union Calendar. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Lask that it be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BAILEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Imove that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Wholefor the consideration of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Division. - 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 57. 

So the House refused to go into Committee of the Whole to 
consider the bill. 

PAY AND RETIREMENT OF MATES IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I now call up the bill (H. R. 38) relating 
to the pay and retirement of mates in the United States Navy. 

The was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the law regulating the retirement of warrant offi- 
cers in the Navy shall be construed to apply to the twenty-eight omeers now 
se as mates in the Navy, aud the mates shall be entitled to receive 
annual pay at the rates follo : When at sea, $1,200; on shore duty, $900; 
on leave or waiting orders, 8700: Provided, however, That nothing herein 
contained shall be so construed as to authorize any increase of pay for any 
time prior to the passage of tnis act. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, 
— me bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think that the bill had better be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I move that the House resolve itself in 
pram ae of the Whole House for the purpose of considering 
this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. LESTER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill, the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The title was again reported. 

i Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope the report will be read in the first 
nstance. . 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman will allow me I will 
nearly all the report in explaining the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, by the act of July 15, 1870, 
the further appointment of acting masters’ mates or mates in the 
United States Navy was stopped. It left the mates already in 
the Navy on duty, and those mates, or what there are left of 
them, are carried on the Navy register to-day. Death has laid 
its hand upon them. There are only twenty-seven left. They 
were fre under the act of July 24, 1861.“ Section 2 of the 
act of March 3, 1865, provided that acting masters’ mates should 
be styled mates, and authorized the increase of their pay to a 
sum not exceeding $60 month. The act of July 2, 1864, desig- 
nated boatswains, engineers, carpenters, and sailmakers as war- 
rant officers; and under sections 1448 and 1455 of the Revised 
Statutes, these warrant officers are retired the same as commis- 
soned officers; but you will notice that the act left out the mates 
in the Navy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the real point. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. They were neither warrant nor commis- 
sioned officers. The omission was undoubtedly an inadvertence 
at the time, because everybody upon the floor of this House 
must know that a mate is a superior officer to a boatswain or 
acarpenter. They were thus deprived of the benefits of alaw 
passed for the retirement of commissioned and warrant officers. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then, as I understand my friend, the effect 
of this bill under consideration is to increase the retired list to 
the extent of twenty-seven mates. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The effect is to increase the retired list to 
the extent of twenty-seven noncommissioned officers who ought 
to be on the list, or the retired list itself be abolished. 


— 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Which is the proper thing? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. One or the other. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Which is the proper thing? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Are you going to legislate in favor of 
commissioned 3 against old tars? e injustice here, 
it seems to me, is perfectly apparent. 

Me BoC, Yai aan o ias Tsa minnie, Fygi 

Mr. . Iwill come to a ute. 
to say that there are twenty-seven of these old men in the see 
ice. They have served from twenty-fivé to forty-five years in 
the Navy as acting master’s mates, or mates. And in the face 
of all this service you discriminateagainst them. Théy are get- 
ting old and have families to support. Why, sir, some of these 
very men are to-day action? commanding vessels in the 
United States Navy. This House will surely take into account 
the fact that boatswains and carpenters are on the retired list, 
while these gallant old tars, some of whom served in the Mexi- 
can war, and all of whom served in the last war, are to be left 
stranded through an inadvertence at the time the law was 
passed placing warrant officers on the retired list. : 

Now, I want to say that Secretary Chandler, Secretary Whit- 
ney, Secretary Tracy, and Secretary Herbert have all earnestly 
favored the passage of this bill. They have acknowledged its 
justice. It has yg e been favorably reported both in the 
Fons andin the Senate in different Congresses. Until to-da, 
nobody has championed the rights of these old salts, but in al- 
most every Congress you find men willing to champion the as- 
pirations of commodores and admirals on the retired list who 
are seeking an increase of pay. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary for me to expatiate 
further. The fact that these old jack tars have suffered from 
this injustice ever since 1864 ought to commend to you their de- 
mand for justice now. 

I quote the following letter here, written on behalf of these 
mates. It reflects credit on the admirals, commodores, and 
commanders who have signed it: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., July 1, 1886. 


To the Naval Committees of the Senate and House of Representatives: 

How. Sms: The mates of the Navy are efficient officers, having performed 
the duties of commanding, executive, and deck officers for many years, some 
having served upward of forty years as enlisted men officers. 

Nearly all served in the United States Navy during the late war, andsome 
were in the service d the Mexican war. 

They have the same ‘orm, mess bill, and other expenses that warrant 
officers haye, and in line of duty take precedence of warrant officers. 

They are the only ones who do not receive longevity pay, and should re- 
ceive the same as warrant officers, and also the benefits of the retired list as 
now allowed to all other officers. 

David D. Porter, weeps S. C. Rowan, vice-admiral; Thorni 
A. Jenkins, rear-admiral; John L. Worden, rear-admiral; C. 
R. P. Rodgers, rear-admiral; E. T. Nichols, 8 A 
Patterson, rear-admiral; Henry Walker, rear-admiral; J. 


N. er, captain; M. 
; S. Casey, commander; A. 
H Sands, 


mander; H. B. Robeson, commander; Wm. > 
mander; Geo. W. Cofin, commander; P. F. Harrington, 


t-commander; 
mander; Geo. N. Totten, lieutenant-commander; C. A, 
Schetky, lieutenant-commander; Jas. M. Forsyth, Heutenant- 
commander; O. W. Farenholt, iieutenant-commander. 
I concur in the representation made in this communication. 
` WM. E. CHANDLER, 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think it necessary to climb the heights 
of eloquence on behalf of these veteran an — sea. dogs of 
the American Navy. They were warrant officers, even if the. 
did not receive their warrants. They ought to have receiv 
the courtesy at least that a corporal in the Army gets from 
hiscolonel. You will find them acting as executive officers on 
men-of-war to-day, and in some instances even acting as com- 
manders of vessels. The Fishhawk, used by the Fish Commis- 
sion, has been under command of one of these mates. Still he 
was not even granted the courtesy ofa warrant; he had no com- 
mission at all 086 f his forty years’ term of service. 

Mr. Chairman, if no gentleman desires to oppona this bill I 
would like to get a vote upon it. Let us give these old tars jus- 
tice while we have the opportunity. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard on this 
question very briefly. The ea a resented by this bill is 
an extension of the retired list of the Navy. So far as I know, 
members of this House on both sides have been indisposed in 
ars to extend the retired list, either of the Army 


in recent 
or of the Navy. 
This bill proposes to make eligible for retirement on the 


naval list twenty-seven mates, who, as I see by the report, were 


not sodas in the provisions of the act of July, 1864, which 


permitted certain naval officers to be retired at certain 5 
Now, Mr. gg a Tam not with the laws relating 

to retirement of officers, either of. the Navy or of the Army, 

But Iam conversant with the general opposition which the peo- 


ple have expre: through their representatives on this floór 
spana the furthér extension őf special retiring privileges, 
er . 


officers of the Army or officérsof the Na „Oh 
man, in times like these, when thousands, yea, td er of thot 
sands, of men in this country are out of employment, with noth- 
ing to do, tramping the country, when manufactories are closed 
and general industrial paralysis extends over the country, is it 
wise for us as the representatives of the people to add this burden 
to the taxpayers of the United States? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I suggest to the gentleman that it is wise 
= do oe to the defenders of this Union at any time. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then why was not this measure of justice 
meted out by the act of July 2, 1864, if this class of mén were enti- 
tled to special recognition? The gentleman from New York says 
that it was doubtless an inadvertent omission; but 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And Secretary Chandler says so too. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But there is noth shown in the report 
which I have hastily glanced over which indicates that such was 
the case. It seems, Mr. Chairman, to have been a deliberate 
purpose on the part of Congress at that time to make this omis- 
Sion. If not, I hope it will be the deliberate voice of this House, 
expressed in 35 of this bill, that we will not, at least at 
this moment ol industrial paralysis, add this burden to the people 
whom we have the honor to represent. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. C man, there seems to be an im- 
pression in the House that by the retirement of these twenty- 
seven mates somebody will be promoted totheir positions. There 
is not the shadow of truth in such an insinuation. There are 
no mates in the United States Navy to-day except these men. 
The rank has been abolished, and it is a rank. These are the 
only mates left. In discriminating against them by retaining 
them in service in their old age you are practically punishing 
them for doing their duty toward the country. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CUMMINGS, I will. ; ' 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. My sag Je [Mr. DOCKERY] makes 
the point that this bill will increase burdens of taxation. I 
want to know whether, when anyone is retired from active serv- 
ice in the Army or Navy, he does not go on the retired list with 
less than he received when on active duty? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Certainly. It is cheaper to put these men 
on the retired list than to re them in active service. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Then, by passing this bill we shall 
decrease taxation, instead of increasing it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Practically so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS] give us the figures sho a decrease of taxation? 
I’should be glad to have that shown. this is a measure to de- 
crease taxation, I should like to know just how it accomplishes 
the result. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Will the gentleman from New York 
allow me one other question in order to clear this matter up? 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Mates receive when on sea pay $900; on 
shore-duty pay $700, and on leave or waiting-order pay $500. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. And if they go on this list they re- 
ceive less? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If they go on the retired list they get 
ade DOCKERS. But ive th for doi thing 
È But you give them pay for doing no 

when they are put on the baie in list. 

Mr. C GS. Does not an admiral get pay for doing 
nothing when he goes on the retired list? Is there not just as 
much justice and right in putting these men on the retired list, 
when they are incapacitated by old age from active service? 

a COX. Let me ask the gentleman from New York a ques- 
tion. . 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. The proposition is to retire these men at a rate 
of compensation less what the Government is now paying 
them? : 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Exactly. 

Mr. COX. Now, when you retire them and put them on a less 
compensation than they are receiving now, do I understand itis 


stated correctly that there are none others to take the places of 
these men, and that the office is abolished? 

Mr; CUMMINGS. There are none others to take their places. 
The rank is abolished. 

Mr. COX. Then is it not a reduction of expenses to the Gov- 


ernment? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Certainly; that is the practical effect. 
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Mr. BYNUM. Why is it a benefit to these mon to reduce their 
salaries, then? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Because they are old and want to go home 
to their wives and families, the same as you do when it gets too 


hot in this House. 2 
Mr. BAILEY. r. Chairman, I always difer very reluc- 
tantly with my distinguished friend from New York [Mr. Cust: 


ças], for I know that in most cases he is right. I may even 
#6 so far as to agree with him in his statement thatif there is 
anybody on the retired list who ought to be there, these men 
ought to go on it. If there is any sense or any justice in putting 
men on the retired list who when in active service received a 
salary of $5,000 a year, there is greater sense and far more jus- 
tice in pasting a man on that list who inactive service received 
onl a year. 

ut while agreeing with my friend from New York to that 
extent, my opposition to all bills of this kind is based upon the 
belief that no living man has a right, without working for it 
himself, to eat the bread that other people earn by their labor. 
If these men have suffered in the service of their country there 
is a pension roll which is accessible to them, a roll that is main- 
tained now and has been maintained by this Government eve 
hour since the first Congress assembled under the Republic; an 
if they have won for mselves a right, by their services to 
their country, to be cared for by their countrymen, I will vote to 
put them upon it. 

Mr, CU INGS, Does not that pension roll apply to ad- 
mirals and commodores and other officers as well? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainlyit does; butthe gentleman from New 
York does not contradict me and can not make me appear incon- 
sistent by that suggestion, because I have never supported a 
N to put an admiral on the retired list, and I never 
= ‘ 


Now the truth is, and we had just as well understand it, that 
the aversion to men going on the pension roll instead of the re- 
tired list is this: If they go on the pension list they continue to 
draw for twenty years, if they live that long, exactly what they 
ee the first day they were placed upon it; but, on the other 

d, if they are p on the retired list, they draw not only 
what they first began to draw, but for every five years they re- 
main npon the list there is an increase of compensation of 10 

r cent for each five years until the original compensation may 

increased 40 per cent. 

Now, we have the remarkable anomaly under this system, 
that an officer of the Army who in active service gets $1 when 
he retires and does nong if he remains on the retired list 
long enough he will get 81. 3. In other words, he gets $1 when 
he works and $1.15 when he plays. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. One dollar and five cents. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; he can get 40 per cent as longevity pay. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And it amounts to one dollar 
and five cents, under the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman's arithmetic is bad. Forty 
per cent added to 75 es 115 per cent. 

Mr.COOMBS. But this would come to $1.05. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. Chairman, here is another gentle- 
man whose arithmetic is worse than his politics, if that is pos- 
sible. Both the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] and 
the gentleman irom New York [Mr. COOMBS] are mistaken. 

The 10 per cent allowed for each five years, it is true, is com- 

uted on the retirement pay; but this 10 per cent can be allowed 
or each five years until it equals in the eof the law ‘40 
per cent on the yearly pay of the grade” held by the officer when 

e retired. He retires on 75 per cent of his original salary, and 
he may be allowed longevity pay equal to 40 per cent—not of his 
retired pay, but 40 per cent of his a ewe pay; and certain! 

mtlemen will not dispute that 40 added to 75 makes 115. 

erefore i ou my statement that when he works he gets 

1 and when he plays he gets $1.15, and this is the reason why 
gentlemen prefer the retired list to the pension roll. 

Mr. oe I believe this bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. DOCKERY. DoI understand the gentleman from New 
York to state that this office is abolished? 

MMINGS. It is abolished. 
KERY. What are these twenty-seven men doing 


now 
Mr. CUMMINGS. They were left there — 7 — law, which 


provided that no further mates should be appo: 
Mr. KERY. What officers succeed them? 
Mr. GS. I do not know that any officers succeed 


them, : 5 
Mr. DOCKERY. Someone must be performing the duties 
heretofore performed by them. = 
ein the style 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Not necessarily. The 
ships, and in the method of managing them, has ht about 
change in the dutiesnecessary to be performed. Ships do not 


depend upon wind any longer, as Congress seems to do at times, 
[Laughter.]*Ships depend upon steam, and the mates of the old 
men-of-warare no longer required. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committee rise and report the bill to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

The question was taken, and Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Division. fà 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 111, noes 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. LESTER, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, re d that the 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 38) relat- 
ing to the 8 and retirement of mates in the United States 
Navy, and instructed him to report it to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and widen the operation 
thereof, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ng; and was accordingly read a third time. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill, and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division on the 
passage of a bill that increases the retired list, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 103, noes 32. 

So the bill was ed. 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. There are two minutes of the hour remain- 
ing. Does the 8 desire to call u other bill? 
r. CUMMINGS. Nothing else, Mr. 3 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, as there are only 
two minutes of the hour remaining, that will be considered as 
exhausted. The Clerk will report the title of the pending bill 
after the morning hour, for the admission of New Mexico. 


ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A Mexico 
tion anA Siete e 
footing with the original States. 

The SPEAKER. The pending amendment is the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. B OWS. I withdraw that. 

The SPEAKER. There is no other amendment pending now. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In 


es of Senators and Re 


functions of State 
officers; all la ree made by said Territory at the time of its ad- 
mission into the U; shall be in force in said State, exceptas modified or 
changed by this act or by the constitution of the State. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Loffer the following amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 15, in section 20, line 17, after the word and,“ insert the follow- 


Woi 7 

From and after the admission of said State into the United States in pur- 
suance of this act, the laws of the United States shall have the same force 
and effect within said State as elsewhere in the United States, and.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That simply makes it con- 
form to the condition on which all other States are admitted. 
I desire to offer one further amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this amendment will be 
consideredasagreed to. [Afterapause.] The Chair hearsnone. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
eon 15, section 20, linə 18, after the word Union,” insert the words 


amended or repealed.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I accept that, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec 21. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this 
1 by the Legislature of said Territory or by Congress, are 
hereby repealed. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the last para- 


rtant bill has been read, and its consideration 

ow, by our votes, we are to have the pleasing 
adding another star to the banner which the world re- 
veres as the emblem of American civilization, American prog- 
ress, and American freedom. Welcome, thrice welcome, noble, 


ph of this im 
ted. 
i comple 


welcome 


chivalrous people to our sisterhood of States. I sa 
thers, ave made 


to our bro the brave American pioneers who 
their homes in this land of the far, far West. 

Welcome our Spanish brethren, whose ancestors braved the 
broad Atlantic an ted the seeds of Christianity and civiliza- 
tion in the beautiful valley of the Rio Grande 7 a centu 
before our forefathers landed upon the shores of Virginia an 
New England. Welcome, thrice welcome, to all the rights, all 
the joys, and all the blessed ake e of this great, glorious, 
and powerful Republic. [General and prolonged applause. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House, the previous ques- 
tion is ordered. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 8 

On motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, a motion to recon- 
paor the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. ` 

HALL OF. RECORDS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, under a special order of the 
House adopted sometime ago, I desire to call up the Senate bill 
22, for the erection of a hall of records in the city of Washing- 


ton. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama calls up a 
bill under a special order which was heretofore made. The 
Clerk will report the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That this day be assigned to the consideration of H. R. 5483, a bill 
for the erection of a Government Printing Office, and Senate 22, a bill for 
the erection of a hall of records in the city of Washington; this order to 
continue (subject after to-day to the consideration of general appropriation 
bills) from day to day until such bills are disposed of. 


The SPEAKER. So far as the bill relating to the Govern- 
ment Printing Office is concerned, that has been disposed of, 
and under this order the gentleman calls up the Senate bill in 
relation to the hall of records. The Clerk will report the title 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 22) for the erection of a hall of records in the city of Washington. 


The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the House resolve itself into 
1 of the Whole for the purpose of considering this 
The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill (S. 22) making appropriations 
for the purchase of ground and the erection thereon in the city 
of Washington, D. C., of a building to be used asa hall of rec- 
ords. This bill has been reported by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds with an amendment in the form of a sub- 
stitute. If there be no objection, the substitute will be read in 
lieu of the original bill. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to soore; for and in the name of the United States, at a cost not 
to exceed $300,000, for the purposes and in the manner hereinafter provided, 
the following described real estate, with the improvements thereon, known 
and designated as original lots numbered 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13. 20, and 21, in 

uare numbered 635, city of Washington, D. C., and containing, with the 

eys to be utilized, 92.658 square feet, more or less, and being bounded on the 
north 155 street south and on the west by First street west, and the said Sec- 
re hereby instructed to cause to be erected (under the supervision of 
the Chief of E sers of the United States Army) upon that portion of said 
above-descri property as is embraced in lots 8, 9, 10,11, 12, and 13, and the 
alley abutting on said lots, and whichalley is hereby declared to be closed for 
such purpose, at a cost not to exceed $200,000, a suitable fireproof buiiding,to be 
used as a hall of records for the safe-keeping of such valuable records of the 
executive, legislative, and judicial departments of the Government as in the 
judgment of the heads of such departments are not required for constant 
reference, and the balance of s: property as embraced in lots 6,7, 20, and 
21, is to be used for storage rooms and folding rooms for the Houseof Re 
resentatives, and for such other p as may be hereafter determined. 

SEC. 2. That the said Secretary is authorized and directed to uire said 

‘operty by negotiation, so far as said property may be acquired and title 
Theseto secured, at a price not above the fair relative value of the same, or 
by condemnation proceedings, as provided in the act approved June 25, 1890, 
to provide an eligible site for a city post-office, with amendments thereto, 
approved August 30, 1890, 

EC. 3. That whenever and as title to the several eels of such real es- 
tate, with improvements thereon shall be — as aforesaid, and the 
same shall be ready for delivery, and the sufficiency thereof shall be certi- 
fied by the Attorney-General of the United States, or whenever by con- 
demnation of any parcel the fair value shall be ascertained, the Treasurer 
of the United States is hereby authorized and directed, upon the requisition 
of the said Secretary, to pay the purchase price of su 8 parcel 
by parcel, and to pay into court the condemnation price, parce by par- 
cel, of all of said property that may be condemned, 

SEC. 4. That this act shall take effect from the date of its approval. 


June 28, 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman,I should like to have read 
the report n this bill. It is short. 
The report (by Mr. BANKHEAD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to w Was refe 
the bill (S.22) making br ep for the 8 ato d 
erection thereon, in the city of Washington, D. U., ot a peti | to 
a hall of records, have considered the same and report a substitute theref 
The Senate bill provides for the purchase of a site and the erection theré 
of a building to cost not exceeding $300,000, both inclusive. Your commit 
fully concur with the Senate that a hall of records is one of the presen 
pressing needs of the Government here at the capital. Ve e accumu- 
ations of records of great value are now stored in insecure buil „able 
to destruction by fire or to dam or loss from other causes, If thro 
any accident these records should be destroyed their reproduction would 
impossible, and great inconvenience and much embarrassment would result 
to the several Departments of the Government thereby. 
In most instances these records pertain to questions of great importance 
and value, and they have been steadily accumulating since the organization 
of the Government, and they must be preserved for future reference. The 


arein such quantity as to require a p deal of space, and are, of cours 
constantly increasingin volume. Those which are not placed on storage in 
unsafe outside buildings are occupying highly valuable space in the vario 


Departments, which is badly needed for the transaction of current busi- 
ness. $ 

In some instances Department buildings have become dangerously over- 
weighted with these accumulated reco: te i 


rds, and the heads of Departments have 
found it necessary for safety to remove the files into other buildings. These 
records all to; 


ther are now occupying a vast quantity of space inthe De- 

partment buildings, andit is belieyed that the transfer of all of them now re- 

1 tor daily use to a building constructed for the purpose would greatly 
‘acilitate the transaction of the public business. 

Thecommittee in reporting a substitute for the Senate bill were largeiy 
controlled by a desire to provide permanent storage room and folding room 
facilities for the House of Representatives. Until very recently the books 
and records ee to the House of Representatives have been stored in 
the basement of the Ca) 


story brick buil which is 
purchased, and all of the public documents belonging to the 
Representatives will soon be stored therein. 

A folding room entirely suited to the work has been arranged in the build- 

oe and an elevator has been put in for hoisting books to the second floor. 

his lot will furnish all the room the Government will ever require for 
storage and folding purposes, and on that portion of it situated next to the 
cable car line the hall of records will be constructed. The lot contains 
92,658 square feet altogether and about 40,000 feet of which will be used for 
the hall of records. 

It is excellently well located for the purposes for which it willbe used. It 
can be directly reached by streetrailroads from each one of the Government 
Departments andisconveniently near to the Capitol. The named, §300,- 
000, isreasonable. Your committee recommends that all after the enacting 
clause be stricken out and thatthe accompanying substitute be inserted. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, the bill just read is a sub- 
stitute reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds for a Senate bill which passed the Senate during the 
extra session of Congress. The necessity for a hall of records 
was so pressing that the Senate took up this question early dur- 
ing that session and sent this bill to the House. Every De- 
3 of the Government has very valuable records which 

ave been accumulating from the organization of the Govern- 
ment up to the present time. These are now being stored in 
insecure buildings and are liable at any time to destruction by 
fire or to loss or damage from other causes. 

It isfrequently necessary to consult these records; and when 
that necessity arises access to them is very difficult, and requires 
much time, because these records are stored ina number of dif- 
ferent buildings, without any system or order. Besides, very 
much valuable space in the different departmental buildings is 
now being occupied by these records which ought to be stored 
somewhere else for safety and convenience. Every Department 
of the Government has urged the passage of this bill. 

The committee in reporting a substitute for the Senate bill 
has had in view another object. The House of Representatives 
has met with great difficulty and been subjected to great incon- 
venience in finding a suitablestorage place for publicdocuments 
belonging to the House. These documents have been stored in 
the basement of the Capitol, and the folding department of the 
House has also been there until recently. Aboutthe beginning 
of the regular session of Congress the House passed a vesolu- 
tion authorizing the Doorkeeper to rent a building located upon 
the property which this bill proposes to purchase, and in that 
building we have stored a large portion of the public docu- 
m 


roposed 
ouse of 


ents. 

Indeed, all the documents that were formerly stored by the 
House of Representatives in rented buildings, located in differ- 
ent sections of the city, haye been removed into this ponding: 
A suitable and commodious folding room has been arranged, in 
which the employés can work with comfort and dispatch. An 
elevator has been placed in the building for the purpose of cat. 
rying the documents to the second floor. This building is of 
such dimensions as easily to furnish storage for all the publi¢ 
documents perhaps for all time to come. 

Besides, a committee of this House, the Committee on Ven- 
tilation and Acoustics, having made a thorough inspection of 
the condition of the basement of the Capitol building, reported 
a few days ago a resolution declaring that it is absolutely neces- 
sary to remove from the basement of this Capitol one million 
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volumes of books now stored there. These volume ag oout | found it weighted down to the very danger line with the accp- 
and be stored in the building already rented by the 295 or | mulation of records, and they had to be immediately removed 
some othér building. The Gove eùt 8 one year’s | order to insure the safety of the structure itself. 
1 77 upon this bu Which will ex in about six months. | Mr. CR 2 What building does the gentlemen refer to? 
© are now paying $400 a poan ee 4 Boole ja òf the prop-| Mr. BANKHEAD. This was a portion of the Treasury De- 
rty situated on this lot, which is being upied y the Gov- | partment, but the Busch building and two or three others our - 
rnment. At the expjration of the present lease I have no | attention has been called to as being equally overloaded. 
doubt the rent will be doubled, as is always the rule in this city Again, Mr. Chairman, if we are to have a permanent place, a 


when the Government comes to rent buildings for its own use. 

It appears to me, sir, that it is a matter of economy; and is a 
sound business proposition, that the Government should buy 
this property and build upon that portion of it qot occupied by 
the storehouse and folding room, a Suitable hall of records where 
these valuable records of the Government can be securely de- 
posited and where there may be some system and order in their 


storage so that when it becomes necessary to hay cess to 
those records they may be found without the loss of days and 
weeks in turning over and shifting old documents or records 


piled up indiscriminately as they are now in the buildings 
where the records are stored. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that the price named for this propert; 
is reasonable. The improvements upon the property are Wort 
more than $100,000. The building is exactly what the Govern- 

ent needs for its purposes, and what it needs now. If we 

ould undertake to erect a building for a folding room anda 
torage place for the public documents of Congress we could 
ot construct a building which would be better adapted to our 
than the building now on this lot. It is on the cable road, 
that there is y access to and quick communication with all 

0 N the Government. 

If we should undertake to secure a site for a hall of records 

ywhe ip foe vicinity of the Departments it would cost at 
bai $1,000, . The price of land on the Avenue anywhere be- 

ond Sixth street 12 tee from 87 to $12 per square foot; and on 
F street, between Sixth street and the ite House, the prices 
ge from $15 to $25 per square foot. The price of this prop- 


erty, inclu the 1 it, which, as I have said, 
are worth $100,000, and are just such as the Government must 
3 per square foot. 


have, is only $ 
Mr. 88 ER of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Alabama a question for information. 


Mr. BA AD. 1 a 
dy . BOWER of North Carolina. Is this the Mahone prop- 
e 
r. BANKHEAD. No, sir. This, I will state to the gentle- 


an, is the large building at the foot of the hill here on the 

uthwest side of the Capitol grounds, what is known as the 

rgetown street-car stables. 

Another matter I may mention; Mr. Chairman, in connection 
with this location, is that if it be desired a hall of records can 
be established and can communicate directly with the Capitol 
by means of an underground tunnel, so that books and docu- 
Mente and other matter can be transmitted directly from the 
basement of the Capitol and from the folding room into this 
building. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman will permit 
an interruption, I have not beenable to gatherfrom the reading 
of the report where this lot is situated. 

Mr. B HEAD. Right at the foot of the Capitol hill. 

Mr. McCREARY of S Does the gentleman refer to 
the large building on the line of the street railroad? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; where the Georgetown street-car 

heds are. This is the property of the Georgetown road, but 
fs now being occupied by the Government, and has been partly 
fitted up to make it available for storage. 

Mr. EVERETT. It is the building just below the marble 


ard. 
ds BANKHEAD. Yes; the marble yard is a part of the 
property included in the bill. 
ow, Mr. Chairman, I was about saying that if it shall be the 
opinion of the members of this body, and those interested in 
the importance of this subject, that some suitable place should 
be provided for the safe storage of the valuable records of the 
various Departments of the Government that are not in daily 
or regular use; if they are of opinion that the valuable space 
now occupied in the already overcrowded Departments of the 
Government on account of these publications should be re- 
lieved by removing these files and records which are not re- 
quired for constant use toa pare of safety, and if they are of 
opinion that the danger which constantly menaces us by the 

verweighted condition of many of the buildings by reason of 
fhe accumulation of these records should be remedied, then this 
bill ought to pass. 

The Supervising Architect of the Treasury a few days ago, 
in conversation on this subject, told me he had been recently 
called to examine one of the public buildings in this city, and 


suitable and convenient place for the storage of the files of the | 
Departments, and of the vast accumulation of public documen 
printed by order of Congress, there can be no better place than 
this selected, and no cheaper property can be bought nor build- 
ing erected within thousands of dollars of what this can be pr d- 
cured for. Itis already fitted up at considerable expense, and 
is now ready for the storage of all the documents the Govern- 
ment can remove and store there. 

Besides, it appears to be absolutely necessary that the docu- . 
ments now stored in the basement of this building, more than a 
million volumes, must be immediately removed if we are tohave 
any care for the health and comfort of the members of this 
House; and we are told this by a committee of the House who 
have thoroughly and carefully investigated the question. We 
can not afford to rent buildings by the year, and the l 
can not make a contract for a longer period, except by option, 
and by the time we move in the lease expires and the rent is 
raised and we have to move out. 

We ought to have a permanent establishment for the chine Se 
of all these documents, not only for the convenience it will áf- 
ford, but as a matter of economy and to save from possible in- 
jury valuable documents which are now imperfectly cared for. 

I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CoomBs], and reserve the remainder of my time. i 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, it is well known to the Ho 
that my duty in connection with the Committee on 8 
tions in preparing the legislative and judiciary bill was to make 
an examination of the various 3 that are rented by the 
Government. I remember that while the report was being 
made in the House, the chairman of the committee [Mr. SA x- 
ERS] remarked that he wished that the members of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds were gene so they 
could 1 the necessity of providing buildings of our own 
85 mare the documents and files of the Government could be 
stored. 

In making this investigation we found that the Government 
was paying all the way from 10 to 19 ioe cent of the estimated 
value of the buildings which it rented and which were entirely 
inadequate to the purposes for which they were beingused. We 
found that buildings were being overloaded; and in the opinion 
of that committee it is—and I am glad to say in other instances 
this opinion issupplemented by the opinion of the Architect of the 
Capitol—that forced removal should be made of documents which 
have accumulated to such an extent as to endanger the build- 
ings on account of the giving way of the floors by reason of the 
weight imposed upon them. 

I am not familiar hi — is bill, nor am I familiar with the 
property proposed to be taken for the purpose of building such 
a structure upon, but I understand it 
the full committee. 

There is one thing, however, that strikes me, and that is that 
it will not be sufficient for the purpose, but that a building for 
the storage of files in use in the Treasury, Navy, and War De- 
3 should be located very much nearer to those Depart- 
ments. 

It is very convenient for a folding room and a storage room 
for the Capitol, but I am afraid that it will divide the adminis- 
tration of these other Departments so seriously as to cause in- 
convenience and bly a greatly increased cost of administra- 
tion. Now, while I shall not oppose this bill, I give the House 
notice that this goot going to answer the purpose. 

A MEMBER, hy? ; 

Mr. COOMBS. cause it is inconveniently located in rela- 
tion to the other Departmehts which must have access toit. The 
proper place to locate it is on Pennsylvania avenue near the De- 
partments, and Congress will finally have to make an appropria 
ation for a building of that kind. The cost of administration of 
these Departments is very great. No merchant would think 
of dividing his office into places a mile or 2 miles apart. He 
would locate them together, so that he might administer the af- 
fairs of his business and have his eye upon them; but here squads 
of clerks are to be located in different parts of the city, and it is 
necessary to have an organization in every one of them. 

Mr. BRETZ. Does not the gentleman know that the purpose 
of this building is 3 to store the records of past years, that 
are only referred to perhaps once in five years? 

Mr. COOMBS. If it is for that, I do not oppose it; hag nhen 

par 


as met the approval of 


you are to have a working building for the use of the 
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ments, for the storing of records, for the relief of the overloaded 
hives of the Departments, you will be obliged to locate that 
Building nearer the work of those various Departments. 
I am glad to see this movement, but I hope that the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds will not stop here; that 
ey will go on and devise larger things, by which we shall save 
money for the Government and have exactly the byildings that 
are needed for the use of the Government. There isno wisdom, 
no economy, and it can not be justified as good business manage- 
ment, to pay from 15 to 17 per cent for the use of buildings which 
could be erected and owned by ‘the Government, buildings 
adapted to the pur s of the Government, at a cost not to ex- 
ceed 3 percent, The building provided for in this bill may meet 
one want. I hope that the committee will take into earnest con- 
ideration the other necessities of the Government in this direc- 


ou. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, if the Com- 
ittee on Public Buildings and Grounds had been proposing to 

d some place for the storage of documents and vouchers per- 
taining to the Capitol building alone, it might be possible that 
their selection would meet with approval. But so long as they 
pose that this location shall be selected for a hall of records 
p the general storage of the unused vouchers, and all the ac- 
cumulat of a century from the Departments at large, I can 
not imagine that they could haveselected a more inappropriate 
place, or one which will be more inconvenient in the actual use 
of the buildi 


The grate corner where the cable cars turn to 
me up tô i That is the property known as the 
as n wn stables, which ve been leased b; 


documents. 


5 
(d 


ul 
f aauárely up 0 the buildin 
uare a 


te property. ny! i 
before me a map of the city, which will show it. : 

Now, the chairman of the Committee on Public 1 and 
Grounds has said in his opening remarks that the ding 
down there is just such a building as we wish and need for a 

of records. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, no; I said ye a storage room. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. For a gorage room, but I 
see that a still further purpose of the bill is to locate the hall of 
records on that part now oceupied by the stables. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, no; between the stables and the rail- 
road tracks on B street. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The bill says: 

a as ori ots num 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 20, 
ofa ase aay aA a a 

unded on the Win by B K on the west by First stie Rees 4 

Those lots are a part of the ground which is now covered by 
the stable building. and part tamonini east of that. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is only covered by the shed, not by the 


main ress 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then it is so much the 
worse. If the gentleman proposes to build a hall of records 

hich shall be abutted on the one side by the stable building of 

Georgetown Railroad Company, so mych the worse, even 
though that 3 into the ownership of the Government, be- 
Ghuse the building which he hi has suggested as being 
Cheap at $100,000 would be of no use at all to the Government, 
ahd could not be. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. If the gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly, if I can have my 
time extended. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The proposition is to erect the hall of 
records on the lot between the stables, the old stteet-¢ar stables, 
now used as a hall of records, and B street, and there is a Lait 
óf room for this hall of records and space left all aro t, it 
Being surrouhded on two sides by streets. I think my friend is 
misled by the fact that there isan old street-car shed, which 
leads back to the stable, that is oécupying a part of the ground 
that would be required by the hall of records. That part of 
the building would have to be taken down. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose that the hall of — 5 placed east of the corner? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It goes down to the corner. 

Mr. BAKER of New e e Then it takes in the regu- 


lar building, because the building is in the corner; and 
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of th 
be built on lots 20 and 21, which front on — —. 


AD. Lou are mistaken as to where the stable is. 
of New Hampshire. Will you come and examine 


House s 


KHEAD. I xould rather examine the property. It 
extends back 200 feet. I have 80 on the ground frequently, 
and know exactly where the stable is. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And so do I know exactly 
where the stable is, and know the people who live on the corner 
of this very property. There is a private building, and next, 
east, is this stable, and to the south of the private residence 
there are a series of other private residences. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is where yon are mistaken. Tho 
next east is not the stable, but is the old shed running into the 
stable, a long, narrow strip. 

Mr. B R of New Hampshire. In other words, it was the 
place where the cars were housed. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Thatis right. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. It is the property which the 
Georgetown and Washington Railroad Compeny as its 
stable and as a shed for cars. 8 agreed in that 

Mr. BANKHEAD, That shed is proposed to be 
and that is where the hall of records is to be erected, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And there is not one sing 
foot occupied by the building which is fit for any pur whic 
the gentleman’s bill proposes; and so far as the Aale is con- 
cerned, that would be an absolute waste of mone s on all the 
other part of this lot there is not one single building that eo 
be utilized in any proper sense for a hall of records, or for 
storage of of any permanency. 

Now, let us look for a moment at the prona itself. Here 
the ground situated pariy on the side of the hill. This substi- 
tute for the Senate proposes to 5 ust as much ag 
the Senate bill did, but that left, as it should léave, 


acco 
to my judgment, the location of this toa 
Isting of the o Secretary of War, and 


n down; 


consisting of the Secretary of State, the Secre 

the Secretary of the Treasury. This building is to be used not 
especially for the House or but more y for the 
storage of documents of the Executive De nts, and 1 is 
proposed to locate it on an average a mile and a quarter fro 
those Executive Departments. 

Whenever it should become necessary for a clerk ip any of 
those Departments to examine any of the books, papers, ór vouch- 
ers to be stored in this hall of records, it would be necessary fo 
him to go a mile and a quarter Erpe fam and to return 
mile and a quarter, which will taken y an hour of his 
upon the street. It is not an economic, not a common sense, an 
not a business policy. 

Then, again, this J hewn down here is not of such val the 
gentleman’s bill indicates. Some of that very ground which h 
proposes to take by o provision in this substitute upon w 
to erect this building has been offered to me within a year at 


cents & a 

Mr. CK. What would be the amount in the aggre- 

ate? 

* A MEMBER. Why did not you take it? . 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Because I did not 2 
cori was any money in it at that. Now, I can not imaginé 
Way 

Mr. CRAIN. What is the price per foot proposed to be paid? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Over $3, I think. 

: Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It is something over $3 a 
oot. 

Mr. CRAIN. Do Lunderstand you were offered the very same 
ground at 90 cents a square foot? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I have no doubt that part 
of it could be bought for less than a dollar a foot. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. ill you name the lot youcan buy at 90 
cents a square foot? 

Mr. BAKER of New ivy mages I am not ip the real 1 
business. There is nothing in the Senate bill as it camé ove’ 
from the Senate that does eb aa on its face 25 Fe of en: 
tire candor and entire justice. eought tohavea of records 
which shall be sufficient for the storage of present records 
and sufficient for those of future times. 

This bili as it now comes to us from this committee is no 
but a miserable makeshift and will not fill the full measure rẹ 
quired, as the Senate bill does, for which our committee has sub- 
stituted this peculiar bill, which is one that has pot in it, in my 
judgment, a single line to commend it to this It w 
pet fill the present needs and will require at our hands within å 


ew years another appropr n and another 3 
312. a ol “3 t is the location the Senate 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The Senate leaves the lo- 
cation to be selected by a commission consisting of the Secre- 
tary of State, the Secretary of War, and the Secretary of the 


Treasury. 5 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois: At what does the Senate fix the 
cost? R 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Three hundred thousand 
dollars, the same as the House ttee. 

Mr. COOMBS. What location does the Senate fix? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. They do not fix a location, 
but provide for a commission to select a location. r 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I read the substitute, it pro- 
vides for an expense of $300,000 for the land and $200,000 for the 
building. 

Mr. 1 BAKER of New Hampshire. That is exactly what the 
substitute provides. Now, let me read the provision of the Sen- 
ate bill: 

That the sum of $300,000, or so much thereof as may be N Ager Seg 


the same is hereby, a priated for the purchase of a 
Washington, D. 5 ‘amt the erection thereon of a brick and metal fireproof 


building. 5 

Now, the reason which may have induced the Senate to adopt 
this provision is that there is ground in this city lying south- 
west of the principal Departments which can be bought cheaper 
than this site selected by the House committee, and which is 
better suited for the contemplated building, and will be better 
in practical use because it is nearer to the Departments. The 
Senate already has a building for the storage of its documents, 
and the House, with a very small expenditure, could secure one 
for the seine of its documents. 3 at this end of 

n 


the city a building of this kind is not eđ. Inow yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois , CANNON]. : 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Ch: , in my judgment, 


neither this nor the Senate bill ought to pass at this time. The 
proposition is to buy gronni and erect a hall of records. Now, 
this proposition has been before Congress in one shape or an- 
other ever since I have been here—for twenty years. It seems 
to me it might be well enough to test the importance of this 
proposed bill by adding to it a provision for raising the money; 
a provision authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
interest-bearing obligations to secure the money to meet this 
expenditure. Tested in this way, I doubt whether there would 
be half a dozen votes in this House in favor of the measure. Yet 
that is what you are proposing to do. 

Now, so far as public buildings in the District of Columbia are 
concerned, there is but one, in my judgment, which we would be 
justified in borro money oninterest to build. In my view, an 
letpeovement for which such a measure would be justified is either 
to make an addition to the Government Printing Office, or to se- 
cure a site and erecta new Government Printing Office; because 
a Government Printing Office is absolutely necessary for the 
proper conduct of public business and for the safety of the em- 
ployés of the Government in that branch of the service. Iwould 
not at this time vote to authorize any 75 building in Wash- 
ington excepta Government Printing Office; and for that reason 
I am against this measure. 

Now, I want to say to gentlemen coming from other parts of 
the country and having in their districts great cities or small 
cities where buildings for the public service are really needed— 
more . needed than is this hall of records —I want to re- 
mind gentlemen of the policy with which we are met by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. They have not 
recommended in any instance, I believe, thus far this 
Congress, nor do they intend practically hereafter, the author- 
ization of any public building throughout the country. 

Take, for instance, the city of Chicago, in my State not a city 
which I represent. There is a crying necessity for a public 
building in that great city of nearly 2,000,000 people. But 
such a building is not to be authorized I apprehend at this ses- 
sion of Co 85— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I know the gentleman wants to be fair 
and candid, 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, Then I remind him that a bill for the con- 
struction of a public building at Chicago has been reported by 
our committee, and has been on the Calendar for sometime. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly it is on the Calendar. 
Yet in view of the borrowing of fifty or sixty million dollars 
and in view of a deficit of $75,000,000 or $80,000,000 for this year, 

and the absolute certainty that to pay current expenses you 
must borrow more by the issue of interest-bearing bonds, it is 
an open secret that the bill to which the gentleman refers is 
not to pass at this session of Congress. 

Now, all that I have to say is that I will not vote to authorize 
any new public building anywhere now, unless I believe the 
necessity for its construction is so great that I would be willing 
to tack upon the measure an amendment providing that the 


Secretary of the Treasury ishereby authorized to borrow money 
at 3 per cent to construct such building, In these Democratic 
times that is what stares you in the face. Tested in that way, 
the bill now before us, in my judgment, re not to pass. 

Mr. BAKER of New 1 I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. . : 

Mr. CRAIN. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, this bill ee 
to pass. I do not believe that any bill providing for a of 
records ought to pass at this juncture. I do not believe there 
is any overwee necessity for any hall of records in this city 
now. In the first place, assuming the statements of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] to be correct, it is very 
evident that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
has been imposed upon with reference to the site provided for 
in the bill, because that gentleman has stated that he has been 
offered a portion of this same land at 90 cents a foot, whereas 
the price to be paid, if this bill should become a law, is $3 a foot. 

Again, for the reasons stated by the gentleman from Illinois 
er CANNON], I do not believe bill ought to pass. Why is 

t that the policy has obtained here of senying to the districts 
of the country, in all sections of it, appropriations for public 
buildings, which are covered by bills that have been introduced 
and 3 upon by the Committee on Public Build - 
ings and G ? Whenever re ition is sought on the 
floor for that purpose it is always urged that it covers “ an appro- 
priation;” that the Treasury empty;” that there is a defleit 
staring us in the face,” and that as a consequence such appropria- 
tions should not be 5 

As has been said by the gentleman from Illinois, we have been 
compelled, through the 5 ol the Treasury, to sell $50,- 
000, 000 ot bonds for the pur raising funds; and we are now 
wrestling with a revenue bill, the object of which is to raise suf- 
ficient money to meet the expenses of the Government and carry 
on its business; and one of the principal items in the expense list 
of the Government is found in the necessary appropriations to 
carry on the construction of the Library building in this city. 

Another item of considerable importance is the one to pro- 
vide means to carry on the construction of the post-office build- 
ing here. Gentlemen who are comparatively new to the legis- 
lation of this House may not be aware of the fact that the limit 
of cost of the Library building was fixed at $6,000,000, and the 
limit of cost of the post-office building is $2,000,000, and in these 
limits of cost is not included the cost of the sites of these build- 
ings, respectively. One millionand ie Mele thousand dollars 
has been alread id for the site of the Li building; so that 
we will have out, when that building shall haye been com- 
pleted, $7,085,000 under the present limit. : 

The cost of the site of the ffice building was $600,000; so 
that when that building s have been completed we will have 

aid out $2,600,000 on that account. The 3 bill for 

e coming fiscal year carries an appropriation of „000 for 
work on the Library and $200,000 or $250,000 for work on the 
post-office building. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, another con- 
sideration is involved in these two items, namely, that the ap- 
proprienon, made annually, is indefinite in its character, and 

epends entirely and exclusively apon thecontracts made by the 
contracting engineer. So that while these 5 are 
only $850,000 for the coming year—a large sum under existing 
conditions—yet that may be in coming fiscal years increased to 
$2,000,000 or more, according to the terms and conditions im- 

d by the contracts made under authority of the contract- 

g engineer. 

Now, there is not a man on this floor who would go further in 
making all necessary appropriations for the improvement and 
ornamentation of this great capital of the nation than I. But 
when it comes to the consideration ofa bill, the of which 
isurged because it invoives a necessity, then I feel myself called 
upon to investigate that question and determine for m „With 

e lights before me, whether as a matter of fact that necessity 
really exists. r ¢ 

Mr. Chairman, as I have already said, I believe there is no 
Pah ie the erection of a hall of records in this capital to- 
day. y? Because each of these Department buildings, 
which are overloaded as the gentleman from Alabama said, can 
easily be relieved by passing a law of limitation against these 
old claims and vouchers, of which thousands upon thousands of 
tons have been accumulated, and which form the bulk of the 
weight that is now complained of as endangering the stability 
of these buildings. 

They will never be examined or inv ted and a statute of 
e neers 1 and ot yes youchers 
and claims authori the 0 e Treasury or 
the oe teal vera ped any thas DATARS officer to de- 
= them, to burn them or to dis: of them in some way, 

d afford the necessary relief. ere is necessity, of course, 
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for protecting the documents in the City Hall or the records de- 
partment of the Government; but they are few in number com- 
paratively speaking. Wills, deeds, and documents involving 
titles—muniments of title—ought to be protected and preserved; 
but there is no necessity for protecting the vouchers for money 
orders which have been paid years and years ago. 

Go through the Sixth Auditor’s Department, and what do you 
find? The character of documents just mentioned, which it is 
proposed by this bill to protect and preserve by the erection of 
a hall of records, you find tons upon tons of them there. I say 
again that the e of a law providing thata limitation sh 
run in fayor of the Government against all of these antiquated 
claims, which date back a specified number of years, aud the 
files and papers attached thereto, would do away with the ne- 
cessity for a large hall of records for their porteron: 

So far as thedocumentsin the Senate and Houseof Representa- 
tives are concerned, do Representatives not know that there are 
tons of them belonging to members who are dead, or gone out of 
public life? What is the reason why, by resolution, we can not 

rovide for their distribution among the present members or for 
Their sale by public auction for the benefitof the Treasury which 
now is in a depleted condition? 

I say, sir, as the gentleman from Illinois well said to the 
House, that it would be something to our credit and much more 
to our advantage, as well as to that of the Government, if we 
were to provide by proper legislation for the erection of a ge 
lic build g to protect and preserve those employés of the Gov- 
ernment who are now in danger in an overcrowded building 
known as the Government Printing Office. 

Would it not be better for us, more to our credit, and moread- 
vantageous to the whole country, were we to pay, even by the 
sale of bonds if necessary, for the erection of a Printing Office 
for the protection of human beings, their lives, and their health, 
than to be compelled as we ma: Spa's be oie, compensa- 
tion to those who may be injured by a falling ding or whose 
relatives are dead by reason of the insecurity of a Government 
building? Such acourse is now contemplated by the investi- 
gation and report of a committee of the Senate upon the falling 
of the old Ford Theater. 

I say again, there is no pressing necessity for this building. 
There is, however, a necessity in various parts of the country 
for the erection of public buildings to facilitate the transaction 
of the public business; to hold courts in, and to transact the cus- 
toms business; but no member representing a district inany part 
of the country who asks recognition, even if he receives it from 
the Speaker for that purpose, can make a request for the con- 
sideration of such a bill without being confronted by the objec- 
tion that there is no money in the Treasury to meet the neces- 
Bary Sopro pranon for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
the building provided for in his bill. 

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that I am opposed to the passage of 
this bill: First, because of the reasons stated by the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER]; second, because of the rea- 
sons, and cogent reasons,adduced by the gentleman from Il- 
linois [Mr. CANNON], and also for the reasons which I have con- 
tributed in the few minutes which have been allotted to me. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Nebraska . BRYAN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, some five or six weeks ago we 
had before the House a bill, reported by this committee, for the 
erection of a public building for a Printing Office. The site 
selected by the committee was a block of ground down near the 
Baltimore and Ohio depot. The amount to be appropriated was 
$300,000, and the amount of land was very nearly the same as 
that provided for in this bill. After discussing that bill for sev- 
eral hours, by a vote of 2 to 1 the House instructed the commit- 
tee to bring in another bill, providing for the location of that 
building upon ground now owned by the United States. 

Here is another e bill, brought here by this commit- 
tee, appropriating about the same amount, $300,000, for the pur- 
chase of another site, for the erection of a hall of records. 

Mr. Chairman, the first objection which I desire to make to 
the bill is that if the building is needed—and I am willing to 
take the judgment of the committee which has examined the 
question upon that point—if we are absolutely in need of some 
such buil it seems to me that the first 8 which pre- 
sents itself to us is, Have we land upon which we can put this 
building, or is it necessary to go out and buy land? 

And if the House believed, on a former occasion, that we had 
land suitable for the erection of a great printing office which 
was to cost a million and a half of dollars, why is it that we can 
not find upon our abundant s sufficient ground Be gr which 
to erect a hall for storing books, at an expense of $200,000. 

Thesite which has been selected here is described as a piece 
of propery the price of which is reasonable. In afew minutes’ 
time I was able to ascertain, in regard to the proposed Printing 


Office site, that the land around it could be bought for about 
one-half what it was proposed to pay for the land to be bought 
by the Government, and that land, of about the same amount i 
extent, is better situated and worth more per foot than the lan 
which is now proposed to be bought at the corner of B and First 
streets southwest. 

The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] has said 
that he found that he could buy land there at 90 cents per foot. If 
you will go up on the hill you can buy far more desirable prop- 
erty ata less price than it is proposed to pay for that land down 
at the foot of the hill, and yet the committee say that this is a 
reasonable price. 

Mr. Chairman, when the time comes I desire to move tostrike 
out the words “three hundred thousand dollars” and insert the 
words one hundred and fifty thousand dollars,” and I believe 
in doing that we will leave a margin of at least 850, 000 more 
than that land can be bought for, if it ought to be bought atall. 
When the — r time comes I shall ask recognition to move to 
recommit the bill to the committee, with instructions that they 
locate this building upon ground now owned by the United States. 

The gentleman from New epee r. BAKER] has called 
attention to the location of this land he committee has not 
explained, at least not in Ahern what led them to select 
an irregular piece of land. hy is it that two lots are proposed 
to be bought which run off to another street, and whic are 
barely connected with the body of this land? May I ask the 
gentleman if those lots belong to the street-railroad company? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. I am willing tostrike out that part. 

Mr. BRYAN. Then, as I understand, these two adjolnin 
lots belong to the street-car company, and I do not know tha 
there is any better reason for adding on two lots which could 
not be built apon without making a very ugly structure, unless 
it be that as the street-car company owns the land there, and has 
no further use for it, we ought to take it off its hands at about 
two or three times its actual value. 

Mr. Chairman, the same reasoning which applied to the bill 
which we had before us afew weeks ago applies with much 
greater force to this. Every reason which applied to that ap- 
plies with greater force to this. One reason why we objected 
to that was that we thought it was pro to pay too much 
for it. That reason applies with still more force to this. 
Another reason was that it was remote from the buildings to 
be used in connection with it, and the same reason appie to this. 

Here isa piece of land away off from these Executive Depart- 
ments, away off from the Treasury Department, from the Inte- 
rior Department, from the Pension Bureau, from the State, 
War, and Navy Departments. And, Mr. Chairman, it seems to 
me that there can be no justification for the selection of this 
site and the purchase of this land, except to relieve a corpora- 
tion which owns the land and desires to get rid of it. 

You will remember that after the committee was instructed to 
secure Government land for the erection of aprinting office, they 
reported backa site up here between Sixth and Seventh streets, 
what is known as the Armory Square, a splendid site for that 
building. Yet until they were instructed by the House, they 
did not select that ground. 

Iam correct in the figures, the land which they have se- 
lected on Armory Square is about 4 feet higher than this land 
which they are asking us now to buy. When on that occasion I 
suggested that they take Government land, and when I men- 
tioned the Mall, we were told that they could not get a founda- 
tion there; and yet no one — to-day of any danger from 
overflow to this proposed site down here at the corner, within a 
block of the canal itself. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that it needs no further argu- 
ment to convince this House that if we are going to buy this land 
at all we ought to cut down the amount of it at least one-half, 
and not leave it at over $150,000; and it seems conclusive to my 
mind that if we need this building at all we had better put iton 
some land that we have now and not buy a piece of land to help 
out somebody who owns the land and wants to sell it. In that 
way we can find a far more convenient site for the books which 
will be collected there, 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. What portion of public ground can you find 
that will be convenient to all these departmental buildings? 

Mr. BRYAN. I would suggest the tract between the same 
streets—Sixth and Seventh streets. There is land there which is 
much more convenient to the Departments than that on which 
this pro d building is to be located. 

Mr. PICKLER. That would be a mile and a half from the 
War Department. 

Mr. BRYAN. It would be half a mile nearer than this. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is impossible to find a lot for the building 
that be near to all the different Departments. 
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Mr. BRYAN. That is true; but yet when we can show you 
ublic ground near the Departments, and more convenient for 
tho purpose, it seems to me needless expense and a needless ap- 


land down 


ropriation of money to authorize the purc of 
hors 5 Hill. That is all 


in this low ground at the foot of Capitol 

I wish to say. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I listened with some de- 
ree of interest to the remarks of the gentleman from Nebraska 
Mr. 8 and the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 

AKER]. I have listened with some degree of surprise to their 
criticism with reference to the relative value of the N 
The gentleman from New Hampshire stated that he been 
offered property in this lot for 90 cents per square foot, and that 
he knew the parties who live on the corner very well. Now, I 
have seen the options given by all the parties; and that piece 
of the lot on that corner, owned by the very party that he speaks 
of, is estimated by the party owning itat, and the party whohad 
the option has agreed to pay, I believe, $7.50 a foot. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. May I correct the gentle- 
man? The corner lot was not the lot of which I powe but if 
the gentleman wishes to know the lot to which I did refer, it is 
lot 125 immediately east of the stable —a vacant lot. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think the gentleman who got the op- 

on on that got it at $1.25 on that vacant property. But, Mr. 

hairman, this property is almost covered with buildings. The 
property which we propose to use is exactly as [ have stated, 
puitable for the Government purposes. I have been informed, 
and I have astatement of that fact under oath, that the build- 
ings themselves cost $65,000. 
ow, everybody knows when you undertake to get property 
in this city for Government purposes as soon as the property 
owners of the square find it out the price advances three or four 
times. You know it, Mr. Chairman, and every man in this 
House knows it; and there is not a man in this House who does 
not know that when we were seeking the ground for the post- 
office in this city the price advanced three times from the time 
we began the selection of a site until we got possession. 

Mr. BRYAN. Is it not the introduction of such bills as this 
that 5 roperty holders to hold their property so high? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Lam perfectly willing that this land should 
be condemned if the House thinks it would be preferable. In 
fact, I do not care whether the bill passes or not. It is nothing 
more to me than it is to any other member of Congress. So far 
as I am concerned, it makes very little difference to me what is 
done with it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Can not we scuffle along without this hall 
of records for awhile? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Isuppose we could. We did scuffle along 
without a Capitol at one time. This building is not to be use 
fpr the Executive Departments only, but it is to be used for 
storage purposes for all the records that belong to Congress, 
and forafolding room. Therecordsare there now, and largely 
the documents are being folded there, The building is exactly 
suited to the purpose, and T do not see any reason in the world 
why we should not decide on taking that place if it is decided 
by the House thatit is necessary that this work should be done. 

If Congress does not think these records should be preserved, 
or if it is decided that we pest pay 15 or 20 per cent rental, or 
15 or 20 per cent interest annually on buildings which are un- 
suitable buildings and where these records are liable to be de- 
stroyed, why, then, that is all right with me. 

Mr. BRYAN. How much do we pay for that building? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Four hundred dollars a month, and I sup- 
pe we will have to pay $800 a month when this lease runs out, 

ask unanimous consent that general debate on the bill be con- 
sidered as closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabamaasks unani- 
mous consent that the debate be considered as closed. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I wish a few 
moments in reply in the time that is reserved. I do not entirely 
agree with all of those who seem to oppose this bill, for I am one 
of those who believe thata hall of records is necessary. My op O- 
sition to this bill issimply because of the location of the buil 5 
and of the proposed price of the lot. The original idea of ah 
of records was that it should be exactly what the name indicates, 
not that it should contain also a storeroom for the documents of 
Congress; but that it should be for the records and vouchers of 
the Executive Departments of the Government and to supply 
sufficient room for the noraga of those documents now existing 
and those which will inevitably come into the possession of the 
Government in the coming years, which will require a building 
larger than the one that the gentleman from Alabama from the 
committee proposes to erect here. - 

That building should undoubtedly be located as near to the 
several Executive Departments as possible, in orđer that time 
may not be lost in passing from the several Departments to the hall 
of records for the purpose of examining vouchers there stored. 


This bill proposes to locate the hall of records nearly a mile 
from any one of the Departments and on an average a mile and 
a quarter from all of those Departments. As I have al 
said, a clerk can not leave any of the Executive Departments at 
the ee end of the town and come down to this place and re» 
turn without consuming about an hour in the simple transit. 

Now, if it is necessary, and I presume it is, that the House of 
Representatives should have some place for the storage of doc- 
uments (and there is a vast difference between documents and 
vouchers), let us secure a proper place anderect a suitable build- 
ing as near the Capitol as ible, so that convenience and 
economy in the transaction of the business of the House may bë 
secured. 

In providing a hall of records for the Executive Departments, 
let us act on precisely the same principle. Let us select from 
property already belonging to the Government, or let us pur- 
chase, ground as near those Executive Departments aa DOLHA, 
because this hall of records is to be simply a continuation of the 
file rooms of the aig e 

Mr. PICKLER. t point does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I suggest that there is any 
quantity of very cheap land lying to the southwest of the War, 
State, and Navy Department building 
RS rr, PICKLER. How close would that be to the Pension Of- 

ce? 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That would be as near the 
Pension Otfice as the site proposed by the House committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. How near would it be to the Agricultural 
Department? 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. It would be within about 
three squares of the Agricultural Department, and within one 
or two squares of the War, State, and Navy Department build- 


ing. 

Mr. PICKLER. Would that be on low ground? 

Mr. BAKER of New Here praa It would be just beyond 
where the Corcoran Art Buildingis being erected—right below 
that. And ground which is fit for the erection of an art build- 
ing wove be fit for the erection of a building for the hall of 
records. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the ground the gentleman has in view 
would be no such situation as that of the Corcoran Art Gallery. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Would not that location be as far from 
the Interior Department and the Post-Office Department as the 
location we | ada Fe 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Just as far; but very much 
nearer to the other large Departments. 

There isnosense whatever in confounding books and vouchers, 
which constitute what may be called records of the Government, 
with the documents issued by Congress. Let those two matters 
be kept entirely distinct; and we shall accomplish what will con- 
duce to the wants of the Departments and will at the same time 
meet the demands of Congress. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand, the gentleman wants to 
erect two buildings—one for the documents of Congress, the other 
for the records of the Departments. 

Mr. BAKER of New shire. This hall of records would 
be designed simply for the Government Departments, but the 
House committee, differing from the Senate, proposes to make 
a jumble of the whole thing, and place a building in a location 
where it ought not to be for the purpose of meeting both pur- 
poses. These two objects have nothing in common, and the 
should be kept separate; and the buil s Whenever erecte 
should be erected separately. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like the gentleman to explain how 
there is to be any economy in buying ground in two different 

laces and erecting two great public buildings, rather than buy- 

g a single location and erecting a building suitable for both 
purposes. ; 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I have notin any sense pro- 
posed to erect two buildings. I have only said that if it was 
necessary that would be the more proper course. And if it is 
8 to have two large buildings, one for the use of Con- 

ress and the other for the use of the Executive Departments, I 

ow no reason why they should not be erected; and it would 
really cost no more to erect two than to erect one, because there 
would, of course, be in the two buildings no more s than it 
would be necessary to have for both purposes inas gle build- 
ing. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I should like to straighten out my friend 
on this proposition, if I can. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would be very glad to 
have the gentleman do so. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, The gentleman seems to have the idea 
that our gi sition is to erect or use jointly a building for the 
storage of official files of the different Departments, and also 
the records and documents of Congress. Now, the simple, 
plain proposition is that upon that portion of the lot which is 


not en pep, Sepa building in which we are now storing the 


documents of Congress this hall of records shall be built; sep- 

arate and a from the building which we are using; having 

with it; a te building, to be used exclu- 

Sieaty 45.0 plads Sor storing files of the Departments of the 
Government. 

At the same time we have for the storage of our documents 
and for a fol room the building which I have already de- 
scribed; a exactly suited to the purpose, and which I 

ntee the Government of the United States, under its sys- 
of ublic buildings, could not construct for $100,- 
That ee aO PODS IA AEE Sa pcm S 
any way, for it is exactly what we want. Now, where is the 
jumble in that? 
i Mr. BAKER of New 8 1 — tell you. e the 
nilding which you propose to use for the purposes o mgress, 
you propose to es this additional land from the railroad com- 
pany and erect, at an average distance of a mile and a quarter 
rom the Departments, a building which is designed exclusively 
for the daily use of those existing Departments. There is where 
the jumble is. I think that project is entirely and completely 


NESE 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Task unanimous consent that general de- 
bate be considered as closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that order 
will be made. 


There was no obj on. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will now report the first sec- | 


tion of the substitute. 

‘The Olerk read as follows: 

That the Se of Treas be, and is h „authorized and 
3 or m the name of the United States, ata cost not 
to exceed $300,008, for the purposes and in the manner hereinafter provided, 
the following described real estate, with the im 


To 
9, 


and i Pers . J. f bib, rig . 20, and M. in 
d jots num , 7, 8, , H, in 
wage eee of Olona end con- 


of Wi 
rA feet, more orl 


~; and 
ded on the north by B stree south, and on the west by 
said hereby instru 


t west; and the . mah ia ie cted to to be erected 

der tbosapervisionof eChietot E of the Un otaga 2 
*** that portion ot said above-descri proj is r lots 

9,10,11, 12, and 13, and the alley abut loti W. 1 

hereby ed to bs ‘closed for such at 3 cost not to - 

000, a fire; f building, to be asa f rds the safe- 


D 
keeping of such je rec of the executive, legislar upa sancia 
—— of the Government as in the judgment o the heads bt suon de- 


partments are not for constant of said 
0 iy, as embraced dn Tots 67,20 and 2, is to be used for rooms 
ena Aien en House of Re tatives and for such other pur- 


poses as may be hereafter determined. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I desire to offer an amendment to this 
section, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5 strike out “three hundred“ and insert “two hundred and sey- 
enty-five,”.so that it will read, not to exceed $275,000.” 

Nr. BANKHEAD. I also move to strike out lots 20 and 21, 

in lines 9 and 10. These lots will not be very valuable for the 


contemplated. 
PE BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the 


t. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

-Strikeout “two hundred and seventy-five" and insert one hundred and 
fifty,” so that it will read, “$150,000.” 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, if the House thinks proper 
to adopt this amendment it is very evident to everybody except 
the gentleman from Nebraska that this is the end of it. Now, 
you can not buy the property for that sum, and nobody who has 
any knowledge of real estate in the city of Wash: n would 
expect such a 7 ing sas i — that nopoay W. ° De ay 

proper regard for the rests would suggest such an 
fisa Bat as that to this bill. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. If the gentleman will permit an interrup- 
tion just in that connection, I wish to ask a question for infor- 
mation which may have been developed du my absence at 
the Senate. I want to know the re per foot of this property, 
if $275,000 is allowed for the land 

Mr. KHEAD. About 83 a foot. This property, as I have 
‘stated, is almost entirely covered with buildings. ere is one 
‘vacant lot, a small one. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Have you any information as to the cost of 


the buildings? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. The buildings of the Georgetown Street 
Railway Company, the stable, which is a part of the property 
proposed to be ig ruby and which is now being used for stor- 
„having been fitted up for that purpose, was represented to 
e committee to have cost $75,000. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Is it fireproof in its present ‘condition? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Perfectly; from the outside. 


amen 


Mr. MoMILLIN. Is it suitable for the purpose ag en 
and en rae of being properly heated — ventilated? I know 
the building was erected for and applied to other purposes. 


yes; we have already fitted 
outside of that—the story— 
want to use, and there may be some dim- 


a fold- 


culty in heating it 14 
t. o not see any necessity for it, however. 
It wl be only ne to make provision 15 that regard for 


that part of the building where the employés would be at work. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it contemplated to put valuable records 
in this building, such as the records of the d Office, and the 
Pension Office, and the War Department, when they become too 
numerous for sto: in their respective Departments? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, no. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Then this proposition could be more prop- 
erly designated as a hall of documents than of records. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; for we propose to erect on the re- 
maining part of the lot—that part not now occupied by the pres- 
ent structure—a hallof records. In other words there are some 
55,000 feet unoccupied that we propose to erect this building 
upon. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will that be in the corner? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; on the corner up this way. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is the gentleman able to state the current 
price of unimproved property in that locality? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. A gentleman stated here that he was of- 
fered a vacant lot for 90 centsa foot, and said that such property 
could be bought there for that price. I think it would not be 
such property as would be suitable for the purpose contemplated 
here, however. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ihave no information as to the value of 
lands around there, but I had supposed the price the gentleman 
fixes, 83 a foot, would be quite a high valuation. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That would be true of vacant property; 
but this includes a valuable building. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me ask the gentleman if the Committes 
on Public Buildings and Grounds have carefully gone over this 
subject and have examined the price, taking into consideration 
the location and all other questions bearing upon the subject? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, yes; we went down and personally 
examined it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it the judgment of the committee that 
this is a reasonable price for the property? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; and we so report. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Iwould like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is that building on the 
ae Nes eee. any more fireproof than any other ordinary brick 

u 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not know as to that. It has a slate 
roof, a thick brick wall, and I suppose it is as nearly fireproof 
as a brick building can be. 

Mr. BAKER of New Ham . Yes; as nearly fireproof 
as any brick building that will easily burn. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have already 
stated, it may be that the vacant lot included amongst these lots 
and they belong to other parties, for these lots do not all be- 
long to the Georgetown Company, and that seems to 
be a mistake into which some gentlemen have fallen; that com- 
pany only own the lot upon which the building is located—I say, 
as to the vacant lots, it may be that the price would be consid- 
ereda high one. There is a vacant lot there, and a gentleman 
has an option upon it at a price, I think, of $1.35; but I will guar- 
antee that he will not make $10,000 on his option if this bill 
passes. And you all know that it is the only way by which you 
can get a square of land together in the city of Washington—for 
somebody to undertake to get an option upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex 5 

Mr. McMILLIN. Inasmuch as the gentleman has been inter- 
sie aera Lask that his time be extended five minutes. 

‘here was no objection. 

Mr. COOMBS. I understand the gentleman from Alabama 

[Mr. BANKHEAD] to say that some one has an option on all this 


> . BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. 3 And that you have been talking with this 
person 

Mr. BANKHEAD. He filed his statement with the commit- 
tee, showing the price of each piece of property—which he had 
agreed to for it. 

Mr. CO There are provisions in the bill for the con- 
demnation of the property, are there not? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Of course, The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury can not pay more than $275,000 under the bill as amended. 
He can negotiate for it for that, or he can condemn it, but he 
o notpay any more than $275,000 under condemnation proceed- 


r. COOMBS. Could the property that is owned by the 


| Georgetown Railroad Company be purchased separately for the 
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use of a fol room? As I understand, that would be just 
boit large enótgh for a folding room, according to the gentle- 
man's idea. z 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh,Idonotknowaboutthat. I could not 
answer the question whether it obuld be putthased separately 
or not. 

Mr. COOMBS. The reason for my asking the question is that 
while I think it might be a very aed ogres for a folding room, 
it dcos not strike me as being peculiarly favorable for a storage 


rco u. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I know the option filed-with the com- 
mittes, showed that he had an option on the Georgetown Rail- 
road property, for which he agreed to pay $200,000. 

Mr. LYNCH, I see that the price proposed to be paid for the 

roperty by this bill, with the building on it, is about $3 per 
bot o, under your amendment, which fixes the limit at 
$275,000, and estimating the cost or value of the building nowon 
the premises at $75,000, that would leave the price of the ground 
itself about $2 per foot. 

Mr. COOMBS. I understand the gentleman does not give 
that as his positive estimate, that t brick stable is worth 


5,000. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. They said it cost between $65,000 and 
8 


$75,000, 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Does that include both buildings on 
that corner, the one that faces on B street as well as the other? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. And they say it cost 875,000? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Ihave not been thr 


but it seems to me it is not worth more than that. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. If the gentleman had been through it, he 


would see that it is an immense building. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. How many square feet are there in 
the lot which it is proposed to buy? 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Ninety-six thousand square feet in the 
property we By eed to af 
Mr. WAS GTON. T have not asked any real-estate agent 


about the price of adjoining property, but even with that build- 
ing there, estimating that at $75,000, it seems to me that is a 
high price for that ground. Does not the gentlemen think it 
could becondemned by podig in court? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Iam perfectly willing to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to condenm it, without fixing any 
price, as far as I am personally concerned. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ing to the point on which the gen- 
tleman touched a moment ago, if the records from the offices 
that he mentioned are not to go there, what records is it con- 
templated to put there? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Nothing is to gointo the building we are 
talking about now, exeept the documents belonging to the 
House of Representatives. There are now five or six hundred 
thousand volumes stored away in the basement, which it it said 
must be moved. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We haye been trying to provide a means 
for the distribution of those documents, and I think thatis the 

roper method of getting rid of a good deal of the junk in the 

ement. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That may be true, but the gentleman 
knows that we always have a large accumulation of documents. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is true, and it strikes me that this 
amount is a large sum to pay for the construction of a hall for 
this purpose, when it is only a question of time, anda very short 
time, before we shall be compelled to build an expensive fire- 
proof building for the purpose of haying a place to store our 
valuable records. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is gee Geto we are proposing to 
do. We peo pone to erect, on the b ce of this lot, not occu- 
pied by this storehouse, hall.of records for the storing of 
these valuable documents you are talking about. 

Mr. BRYAN. I desire to call the attention of the House to 
the word of this bill. The estimate given here of 92,658 

uare feet includes the alley to be utilized. 

r. BANKHEAD. There is one small alley. 

Mr. BRYAN. An alley 30 feet wide runs all around it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, It does not run all around it. It is about 
6,000 feet, I think. 

Mr. BRYAN. Six thousand feet, which is more than 5 per 
cent of the entire amount, consists of an alley that we do not 
have to buy. The amount of land in these two lots stricken off 
pronun 2 neari: 2 

en o © total which it is proposed to —a reduction of 
$25,000 for a reduction of 15,000 square eas that when you 
come to figure up the pay for the amount left, it will run nearer 
er foot than to $3 a square foot; and one ot the mem- 


h the building, | 


15,000 feet. The sum of $25,000 has been | 


© House has stated to the House that he had an op- 
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peas bape e this same land for 90 cents a square 
oot within a year, and everyone knows that land is cheaper 
now than it was a year-ago. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that if we amend this bill so as 
to limit the amount to be to $150,000, we shall leave all that 
will be with w. to buy this property, ifwe want to 
buyit, when the people find out that they can not get more. The 
gentleman wig Alabama [Mr. 8 says 1 whenever 
we attempt to buy anything, people raise their price to three or 
four times the value of the property. Because they do that is 
no reason why the Government should appropriate three or four 
times the value of the 2 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will ask the gentleman if he would be 
willing to accept an amendment simply providing that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall condemn this property, without fix- 
ing any price upon it in the bill? 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, [think the bill asitcame from 
the Senate had no limitation whatever as to price. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Three hundred thousand 


dollars. 
a BRYAN. Yes; you are right; but it did not select any 
site. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Iam perfectly willing to consent to an 
amendment providing simply that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be empowered to condemn the property and take it at what- 
ever price he can get it. Ishall be glad to do that, as far as I 
am concerned, 

Mr. BRYAN. Ishall not accept that amendment. I think 
it would be better to fix it, because we are now fixing more than 
the property is worth, measuring the value by surrounding 


property. 

In view of the fact that the committee have attempted to se- 
lecta particular piece of land, and inasmuch as they have at- 
tempted to fix the price so high, I think it would be better to 
meet them on their own ground and fix the price so that the 


holders can not demand too much; and taking into considera- 
tion the value of the surrounding property, L believe we are 
justified in the conclusion that 8150, 000 will be a sufficient sum, 


when the poopie find out that they can not get any more. 

We ought not by our legislation to encourage the raising of 
the price of property in anticipation of purchase by the Govern- 
ment. It seems to me that the explanation given by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] is a sufficient explana- 
tion of the amount fixed in this bill. He states that we can not 
expect to buy land for what it is worth, and that it is customary 
to raise the price. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that we can buy this land for what 
it is worth, if we need to buy it atall. If we want the land, I 
think we can get it for 5150, 000. But I hope that when we reach 
another part of the bill, we shall decide to place this building 
on Government land, and not buy any private property that we 
do not need. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska, fixing the 
amount at $150,000. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to ask the gentleman from Nebraska 
a question. 

Mr. BRYAN. I will yield to a question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Thegentleman talksaboutevidence. What 
evidence has the gentleman that this property can be bought 
for $150,000? 

OMr. BRYAN. One member of the House stated that he was 
offered one lot included in this site, fac on B street, at 90 
cents a square foot. It was also stated that the 3 onl 
cost $65,000 to $75,000; and yet they want to buy a building al- 
ready constructed, constructed ata time when it cost more to 
build than it does now, and place the estimate at the highest 
— 8 2211 as the cost of the construction by the people who 
wan sell. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. And that a stable. 

Mr. BRYAN. And thata stable. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the atten- 
tion of the committee towhat I believe to be a wrong policy we 
are purs . Some time ago, when we were discussing the 
question of the selection of a site for the erection of a new Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, I took sides against the re of the 
committee and voted to locate the Kipa a digas pa und, 

After I had done so it occurred to me that perhaps I not 
been as wise as I ought to have been as a legislator; and then I 
Lacy ee, pe er pgp laser 838 the . 
myself a great deal; and Imade up my after having tramped 
miles, that the committee chee more about this matter than I 
did, and thatI had done an unwise thing in voting against its 
recommendation. I can back to the House and examined the 
membership of that committee and saw no reason why weshould 
not haveconfidsnce that they would do an honest and wise thing. 
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I looked over the constitution of the committee, and I thought 
that the House ought to follow the advice of that committee. 


Tf we are going to put up any public buildings we have to fol- 
low the lead of somebody. It is admitted that we need this 
building. I do not know. I take it for granted that we do need 
it. Now, I want to call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that we are going to do an unwise thing if westand up here 
and repudiate everything that the committee recommends. As 
wise men, it seems to me, we must follow that committee as we 
do other committees; and I do not see why we can not do so af- 
ter they have made their examination. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Then you have changed 
your mon, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I have changed my opinion; and I think 
I voted wrong. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question right there? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not the gentleman’s experience, the 
same as that of every other member, that after this committee 
make a report recommending that a certain price be paid for a 
particular piece of propery some other gentleman always finds 
thatit can be bought for half of that? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I am not charging weakness upon any- 
body, but I was guilty of weakness on one occasion. I thought 
I knew better than the committee did; but after [ had tramped 
all over the public grounds I made up my mind that the com- 
mittee knew more than I did, and that I had done an unwise 
thing in voting against their recommendation. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that this isa matter of compromise. The bill proposes to leave 
it in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury. Ordinarily 
he is not a fool or a scoundrel. 

Mr. COOMBS. It does not leave it in the hands of the Sec- 
re „It instructs them to buy this property. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. It authorizes the condemnation of the 
property. Now, the chairman makes a fair proposition. He 
moves to strike out all the figures and leave the Secretary 

wer to condemn. I think we ought to compromise on that. 
We can not stand here and fight in this way. at will not do 
and we ought to acknowledge that fact. I think it is wrong. 1 
can not carry out my idea of what property ought to be bought. 
It is not wise that I should attempt it. The committee has 
done hard work in this matter; and I submit that it is the part 
of wisdom on the part of this committee to stand by the com- 
mittee having this matter in charge. Let us strike out the 
$275,000 and accept the proposition made by the chairman of the 
committee, leaving it alone with the Secretary of the Treasury 
to fight this thing andcondemn the property. If we are to have 
this building, let us have it, and get rid of our personal feelings 
in this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. COOMBS. I ask that it be read. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Whatis the amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theamendmentproposes to fix the amount 
at $150,000. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from Nebraska, fixing 
amount at $150,000. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 41. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend- 
ment by making it $175,000. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think we had better strike out the 
amount named in this bill. Iam perfectly willing to do so, and 
leave it entirely with the Secretary of the Treasury to condemn 
this property. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD, Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Why should we leave it to 
the Secretary of the Treasury to condemn this property when 
the Senate bill, for which this bill is a substitute, constitutes a 
commission composed of the Secretary of State, the Secretary 
ot War, and the Secretary of the Treasury to locate and con- 

emn? 

Mr. BANKHEAD My objection to that is thatit seems to 
me that Congress, while it is in session, and especially while it 
has so distinguished a gentleman as my friend over the way to 
aid it in a decision, may be able to make as good a selection for 
a public building as any commission. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire.. I thank the gentl 


an. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. We have selected this site, and let the 
Secrstary have it condemned. 
Mr. BYNUM. By leaving it open we would have competi- 


tion. By closing it now there can be no competition. 

Mr. BRETZ. And you would have a pool. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska, fixing the amount at $175,000. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Division. 

‘The committee divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 35. 

_Mr. BANKHEAD. Let us have tellers. : 

Mr. TRACEY. I make the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will appointas tellers the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] and the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. 

The tellers took their places, and pending the count, 

Mr. TRACEY said: I withdraw the point of no quorum, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I renew it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire re- 
pers the point of no quorum, and tellers will resume their 
places. 

After further count, tellers reported—ayes 31, noes 62. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Iwould like toask whether 
or not the tellers are on the same side of the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no information on that 
point. The gentleman from New York made the point that no 
quorum had voted. 

On this question the ayes are 31, the noes are 62. The gentle- 
man from New Hampshire insists on the point of no quorum, and 
the Clerk will call the roll, REN 

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 
to respond: 


Aitken, Ellis, Oregon Kilgore, Schermerhorn, 
Aldrich, Everett, Kribbs, Scranton, ` 
Allen, Fielder, ê, Settle, 
Apsley, Fi 3 Lapham, Shaw, 
Avery, Fletcher, Lefever, Sherm 
Babcock, Forman, Lisle, Sibley, 
Baldwin, Funston, ickles, 
Barnes, Gear, Lucas, Simpson, 
Bartlett, Goldzier, Magner, Sipe, 

den, t, arshail, th, 
soem heal Guman 3 Y, S; 

TTY, am, cAleer, S T, 
Bingham, Gresham, McDowell, Skallings ; 
Black, III Grosvenor, McKeighan, Stevens, 
Bian a 1 53 

1 row, cNagny, ne 55 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hainer, Meiklejohn, Strait, . 
Brickner, Haines, ercer, Straus, 
Broderick, Hall, M Meyer, Sw: 

Bundy, Hall, Mo. Milliken, Sweet, 
Bunn, Money, ey, 
Burnes, Harmer, oon, Tawney, 
Campbell, ter, Morse, Taylor, Tenn. 
Chickering, Hartman, Murray, omas, 
Childs, 8 Neill, a 
s augen, tes, ler 
Conn, Heard, Outhwaite, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cousins, Heiner, Philli W. ort 
Covert, Henderson, Ill. Post, Walker, 
Cox, Henderson, lowa Powers, W: er, 
Culberson, Hendrix, Price, Weadock, 
Hepburn, Ray, Wells, 
Davey, 8. Rayner, Wheeler, IN 
De Forest, e8, Reyburn, ite, 
Dingiey, 0 Richards, Ohio $ 
Doolittle, Hooker, N. Y, Richardson, Mich. Wilson, W. Va. 
Draper, op! Robertson, x 
Dunn, ouk, Robinson, Pa. Wolverton, 
Durborow, Johnson, Ind. Rusk, Wright, Pa. 
Edmunds, Johnson, N.Dak. Russell, Conn. 
Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ohio Sayers, 


The roll call being concluded, the committee rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. DoCKERY reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union having 
had under consideration the bill (S. 22) making appropriations 
for the purchase of ground and the erection thereon, in the city 
of Washington, D. C., of a building to be used as a hall of rec- 
ords, had found itself without a quorum; whereupon, in accord- 
ance with the rule, the chairman had caused the roll to be called, 
and now reported to the House the names of the absentees, to 
be entered on the Journal. ‘ ‘ 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and ninety members, being a 
quorum, have answered to their names. Under the rule the 


ommittee of the Whole will resume its session. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. DOCKERY in the chair), 
and resumed the consideration of Senate bill No. 22, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Nebraska. The tellers will resume their 


places. 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6977 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
40, noes 72. . 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following-named 
members failed to answer: 


Adams, Pa. Dunn. Johnson, N. D. Scranton, 
Aitken, Durborow, Johnson, Ohio Settle, 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Jones. Shaw, 

en, Ellis, Ky. 2 Sherman, 
Apsley Ellis, Oregon bs, Sibiey, 
Avery, Everett, Lapham, Sickles, 
Babcock, Fielder, Layton, Simpson, 
Bailey Fithian, Lefever. Sipe. 
Baldwin, Fletcher, Lisle, Smith. 
Barnes, Forman, Lockwood, Snodgrass, 
Bartlett, Funston, Lucas, Sperry, 
Belden, Gear, Magner, Springer, 
Beltzhoover, Geary, Marshall, Stallings, 
Bingham, Gillett, Mass. Marvin, N. Y. Stevens, 
Black, III. Goldzier, McAleer, Stockdale, 
Blair Goodnight, McDowell, Stone, C. W. 
Bland, Gorman, Meiklejohn, Stone, Ky. 
Boatner, Graham, Mercer, Strait. 

n, Gresham, Meyer, Straus, 
Boutelle, Grifin, Milliken, Sweet, 
Bower, N. C. Grosvenor, Money, Tarsney, 
Bowers, Cal. Grout, Montgomery, Tawney. 
Breckinridge,Ky. Grow, Moon, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brickner, Hainer, Morse, Thomas, 
Broderick, Haines, Murray, Turpin, 
Brown, Hall, Minn. Neill, ‘Tyler, 

Bunn, Hall, Mo. Newlands, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Burnes, Hammond, Oates, Wadsworth, 
Bynum, Hare, Outhwaite, Walker 
Campbell, Harmer. Paynter. Wanger, 
Chickering, Harter, Phillips, Waugh, 
Childs, Hartman, Pickler, Weadock, 
Clancy, tch, Post ells, 
Cockran, Haugen, Powers, Wheeler, Ill. 
Conn, Heiner, Randall, White, 
Cousins, Henderson, lowa Rayner, Whiting, 
Covert, Hendrix, Reyburp, Williams, Miss. 
Culberson, Hepburn, Richards, Ohio Wilson, Wash. 
Cummin Hicks, Richardson, Mich. Wilson, W. Va. 
Curtis. N. Y. Hines, Robertson, La. Wise, 

Dalzell, Holman, Robinson, Pa. Wolverton, 
Davey, Hooker, N. Y. Rusk, Wright, Pa. 
DeForest, Hopkins, Pa. Russell, Conn, 

Dingley, Houk, Russell, Ga. 

Donovan, Hull, Sayers, 

Draper, Johnson, Ind. Schermerhorn, 


The roll call being concluded, the committee rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the Chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, having 
had under consideration the bill (S. 22) making appropriations 
for the purchase of ground and the erection thereon, in the city 
of Washington, D. C., of a building to be used as a hall of rec- 
ords, had found itself without a quorum, whereupon, in accord- 
ance with the rule, the Chairman had caused the roll to be 
called, and now reported to the House the names of the absen- 
tees, to be entered on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and seventy-two members 
have answered to their names. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. LINTON. I ask that my colleague [Mr. THOMAS] be ex- 
cused from the session of to-day on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. BANKHEAD was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. R. 
7434) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost check drawn by 
Capt. W. H. Bixby, Engineers, United States Army, at Newport, 
R. I., in favor of Stout, Hall & Bangs. (Report No. 1182.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R.5121) for the relief of H. P. Bennett. (Re- 
port No. 1183.) 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, sub- 
mitted a supplementary report (No. 1096) on the bill (H. R. 4850) 
to increase the pension of Marcus D. Box; which was ordered 
to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. KIEFER, from the Commit- 
tee on Claims, reported adversely the bill (H. R. 6443) for relief 
of Stout, Hall & Bangs; which, with the accompanying report 
(No. 1183), was ordered to be printed and laid on the table. 


XXVI——437 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4258) to restore Lieut. Samuel Howard to his proper rank, and 
H. R. 642, of the same title, and the same were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 30f Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
one following titles wereintroduced, and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 7590) to ratify certain farm im- 
r in the Indian Territory - to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 197) for the 
relief of W. D. Mack, a clerk in the Record and Pension Divi- 
sion of the War Department -—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 198) to print Agricultural Report for 1894— to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

By Mr. STORER: A resolution of the General reese ne Med 
Ohio, relative to the centennial of the conquest of the In 
nations—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts: A resolution of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, relative to the suppression of the 
lottery traffic—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, a resolution of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rel- 
ative to the extermination of the gypsy moth—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, aresolution of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rela- 
tive to the appointment and removal of veterans in the national 
civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, peace bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOEN: A bill (H. R. 7591) making appropriations for 
survey of the Minnesota River and the Red River of the North 
and tributaries above Fergus Falls and Crookston, Minn., and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 7592) for the relief of the trustees 
of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Pulaski, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7593) for the relief of Rhoda Rucker of 
Tennessee —to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 7594) for allowance of certain 
8 for stores and supplies, ete.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. FIELDER: A bill (H. R. 7595) for the relief of Col. 
George W. Getty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McETTRICK; A bill (H. R. 7596) to increase the pen- 
sion of Frances F. Gockeritz—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7597) to pension Maurice O’Flanigan, of 
South Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 7598) for the relief of the 
estate of Richard Cox, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: A bill (H. R. 7599) to correct the military 
PERE of Dr. George W. Bowen—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 1600) for the relief 
of Benjamin B. Rhoads—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7601) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Henry M. Baker, deceased, late of Frederick 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7602) to pension Mary R. Williams—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEVER: A bill (H. R.7603) for the relief of Charles 
Deal—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of A. A. Sharpley and others, 
of Salem, Mass., against income tax on certain beneficiary socie- 
ties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John W. Jewett and others, of Danvers, 
Mass., against a tax on incomes of certain beneficiary societies— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of W. H. Allen and A. H. Des- 
borough, of Brooklyn, N. V., for the enactmentofalaw whereby 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall be empowered to charge a 
premium on all gold withdrawn from the Treasury for export 
to foreign countries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ENGLISH of California: Two petitions of N. G. Stur- 
levant and others, of California, in the interest of fraternal so- 
ciety and college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. H. Chipman and others, in the interest of 
fraternal society and college journals—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition and Wer to accompany House 
pill 7593—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: Resolutions of the 
Produce Exchange of Wilmington, N. C., urging a national ex- 
hibit at Atlanta. Ga.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois: Petition of J. D. Rickerd and 
others, of Illinois, against income tax on certain beneficiary so- 
cieties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Newton Boughn, to accom- 
pany House bill 7589—to the Committee on War Claims. 

so, papers to accompany House bill 7587 and House bill 
7588—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Two petitions of citizens of Bethlehem, 
Pa., favoring an amendment to the income tax, that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations, operating on the 
lodge system shall be exempt from all the provisions of this bill 
requiring taxation in any form- to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of 14 citizens of Peabody, Mass., 
praying for exemption from taxation of all fraternal beneficiary 
societies, orders, or associations—to the Committee on Ways and 
Meuns. 

By Mr. STORER: Resolutions of Toledo Produce Exchange, 
for passage of House bill 7402—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

Also, resolutions of Cincinnati Board of Trade, in favor of in- 
creased fast-m ul facilities between Cincinnati and the South—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: Resolutions of the Board of 
Lumber Dealers of Cleveland, Ohio, indorsing the project of a 
ship canal to connect Lake Erie with the Ohio River—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. f 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of 68 citizens of Se- 
attle, Wash., favoring an amendment to the income tax that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations operating on 
the lodge system shall be exempt from all the provisions of this 
bill requiring taxation in any form- to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of Typographical Union, of Seattle, Wash., 
favorable to House bill 4478—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


SENATE, 
FRIDAY, June 29, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings when, 

On motion of Mr, FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, the 
further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of the 20th inst., a state- 
ment of the visible and invisible supply of wheat likely to be in 
the United States on July 1, 1894, together with certain infor- 
mation concerning the py of 1894; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


_ The following bills received yesterday from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their titles,and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 199) to authorize the Secretary of War to appoint 
a board of review in certain cases; and 

A bill (H. R. 6059) to reimburse John Nelson for money paid 
in 1863 to avoid a draft. 

The bill (H. R. 6447) to fix a term of the Federal district and 
circuit courts of the southern judicial district of Mississippi, to 
be held at 1 to include the counties named, was 
aie iat by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

ul „ 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry wire workers 
of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the adoption of tho so- 
called Allen amendment to the pending tariff bill, by which 
barbed fence wire is to be placed upon the free list; which was 

rdered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gil- 
roy, Cal., praying for an international bimetallic convention; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance com- 
panies and associations be exempted from the proposed income 
tax provision of the pending tariif bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. . 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 44 woolgrowers of 
Ohio, remonstrating against a reduction of the present duty 
on wool; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for a fast mail service 
between Cincinnati and the South; which was referred to ths 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of G. F. Saunders and 19 
other citizens of York Beach, Me., praying that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from 
the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of 117 members of Parnassus 
Council, No. 466, Royal Arcanum, of Columbia, Tenn,, praying 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be 
exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also 2 a memorial of sundry dealers, rehandiers, 
and repackers of leaf tobacco, of Tennessee, remonstrating 
against the passage of the clause in the pending tariff bill relat- 
ing to leaf tobacco; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLS a a petition of sundry citizens of Dallas, 
Tox., praying hat fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or as- 
sociations be exempted from the income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 35 citizens of Cumberland 
County, Me., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance 
companies and associations be exempted from the proposed in- 
tome-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 28 citizens of Danforth, Me., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of Robert Strother and 
sundry other citizens of Lynchburg, Va., and the petition of 
Isaac Skarrett, H. C. Jones, and sundry other citizens of Bris- 
tol, Va., praying that the funds of mutual loan and building as- 
sociations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. PROCTOR, March 
20, 1894, intended to bə proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved thatit be printed 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was 
referred the amendmentsubmitted by himself on the 28th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and be printed; which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendmentsubmitted by Mr. CAMERON on the 
13th instant, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Rules, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by him- 
self on the 26th instant, intended to be proposed to the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill, eee favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be printed and, with the APOD 0 PE papers 

ch was agreed 


referred to the Committeeon Appropriations; w. 


to. 
Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amondment submitted by himself on the 16th in- 


1894. 
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stant, intended to be 8 by him to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 193) to appoint three members of the Board of 
Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
to report it favorably without amendment, and as it is a matter 
of some urgency and I think there can be no objection to the 
joint resolution, I ask that it be considered at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That Charles M. Anderson, of Greenville, Darke County, 
Ohio; Sidney 8. Cooke, of Herington, Dickerson County, Kans.; and A. 
Pearson, of Pitts . Pa., be, and the same hereby are, ap ted as mem- 
bers of the Board of Managers of the National o for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers of the United States. Charles M. Anderson to succeed Gen. A. 
L, Barnett, whose term of service has — Sidney G. Cooke to succeed 
Maj. E. N. Morrill, whose term of service has expired; and A. L. Pearson to 
succeed himself, his term of service having expired. All totake effect from 
and after the passage of this resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered toathird re read the third time, and passed. 

MINNEAPOLIS GAS LIGHT COMPANY, 

Mr. WASHBURN. I am directed by the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7449) author- 
izing the Minneapolis Gas Light series once of Minnéapolis, 
Minn., to lay submerged gas pipes across the Mississippi River at 
Minneapolis, to Fe it without amendment. I the Senate 
to consider the bill at the present time, as it will take but a 
moment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2166) to increase the pen- 
sion of Andrew R. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with Scan accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2167) granting the use of cer- 
tain land to the town of Castine, Me., for a public park; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2168) granting a pension 
to Kate C. McDougal; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 2169) fixing the times when’ 
regulating the manner in which, and declaring the character of 
the accounts which shall be hereafter stated to the Treasury De- 
partment for settlement between the United States and the sev- 
eral public-land States relative to the net proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands made and to be made therein by the United 
States, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2170) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act making appropriations for current and contin- 
gent expenses, and fulfilling treaty stipulations with Indian 
tribes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894;” which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. ; 

Mr. DANTEL introduced a bill (S. 2171} for the relief of John 
A. Fairfax, of the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which were 
. to the Committee on Indian Affairs, aud ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DIXON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
8 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


P ` under 
Mr. CAFFERY submitted an amendment intended ta be pro- — — 1894, be, and they are hereby, continued and made 


pa by him to the defieienc n bill; which was re- 
erred tothe Committee on Cl , and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the deficiencyappropriation bill; which was 
Par ag to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to bo 
printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
a rie aie to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
pored by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
retar f to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
5 the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, : i 

: JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 

OMr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Sen- 
ate a list of the judgments rendered in the Court of Claims in Indian depre- 
dation cases since the last report submitted in pursuance of Senate resolu- 
tion of April i4, 1894, together with a statement of the date when each was 
rendered, in whose favor rendered, the amount in each case, and the aggre- 


gate amount. 
USE OF RENTED CARS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will bo 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
SHERMAN, as follows: 


tions therein. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolution continuing the ee ies 
tions for the expenses of the executive, legislative, and judicial 
branches of the Government. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 196) to provide tamporarily for the expenditures 
of the Government. 

The motion was agreed to. \ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Massichusetts [Mr. HOAR] to com- 
mit the joint resolution to the Committee on Appropriations 
with instructions. : 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I have a motion pending to refer the joint 
resolution to the Committes on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 

1 dd VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIII is 
in order, 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1 am instructed by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to report back favorably without amendment the 
joint resolution continuing the appropriations for the support 
of the Government. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri, from 
the Committee on Appropriations, reports favorably a joint 
resolution which will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By request of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was 
read, as follows: 

eto., That att riations for the necessary operations of the 


Resolved, approp 
Government, and of the District of Colum) ani for the of poo: 
laws, Which shalt remain unprov on the 
available for 
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a of thirty days from and after that date, unless the regular appro- 
ations provided therefor in bills now . — gnn deny Congress shall have been 
seal year ending June 30, 1895; and 


tures for the whole of the fiscal year 1895, under the several 
ions hereby continued, and under the several appropriation bills 
now . Shall not exceed in the aggregate the amounts lly appro- 
priated therefor in the several bills now pending, except in cases where a 
chi is made in the annual, monthly, or per diem compensation, or in the 
numbers of officers, clerks, or other persons authorized to be employed by 
the several 9 hereby continued, in which cases the amounts 
authorized to be expended shall equal thirty three-hundred-and sixty-fifths 
of the appropriations for the fiscal year 1894, and three hundred and thirty- 
five three-hundred-and-sixty fifths of the appropriations contained in the 
several bills now pending when the same shall have been finally passed, 
unless the . Á or compensation of any ofice shall beincreased or dimin- 
ished without c the grade or the duties thereof, in which case such 
salary or compensation shall relate to the entire fiscal year and run from 
the 8 thereof: Provided further, That the session employés of the 
Senate and House of Representatives now authorized by law, shall be con- 
tinued upon the rolis until the end of the present session of Congress and 
paid at the rate per diem or month at which they are now paid; and a sum- 
cient amount is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropria! ast ee § the same: Provided further, That there be and 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
33 a sum sufficient to enable the Clerk of the House to pay to Mem- 
and Delegates the amount which they certify they have paid or agreed 
to 9121210 for clerk hire ni them in the disch of their 
official and re mtative duties, as provided in the joint resolution ap- 
proved March 3, 1893, until the end of the present session of Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: Mr. President, I rise to a 
privileged motion. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate passed the House joint resolution continuing the ap- 
propriations of the Government. I desire to be permitted to 
say a few words on the motion, and then I shall withdraw it. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. T had made up my mind not to interpose an 
further objection to the 8 of the joint resolution, but 
owe it to myself to say that if Í had had my own way I should 
not have consented to it, notwithstanding the public inconven- 
ience which might have been occasioned from a failure to make 
the public appropriations in this way under the present circum- 
stances. 

The reason for this extraordinary proceeding, making in the 
twinkling of an eye, without consideration by any committee, 
the appropriations for carrying on the Government for atwelfth 
of the entire year, is that the dominant party have compelled 
us to give our attention for three months toa tariff bill which 
has never been considered in committee at all. So the Senate 
has been doing committee work in a clumsy and crude way for 
the last two or three months. Jf conducting the opposition, I 
should myself be perfectly satisfied to say that we would not per- 
mit it, and we would appeal to the country for our vindication in 
insisting upon decent and becoming methods of legislation. 

I think there is no public desire for the passage of the tariff 
bill which would make any human being find fault with us for 
doing so. But I know that Senators here on the Republican 
side, especially the niembers of the Committee on Finance upon 
this side, are carrying on their shoulders a very heavy burden 
of responsibility and under very difficult circumstances. 

I know that they are gentlemen whose judgment as to what 
is the proper method of resisting the tariff bill is not only better 
than mine, but is understood tobe much better than mine by my 
political associates who have placed them in a position where 
that duty devolves upon them. Therefore I have not felt like 
taking the responsibility of insisting upon an individual judg- 
ment without the concurrence of the wisest and best-informed 


empl: 


of m ponca associates, and I do not insist on the position 

which J stated 5 . I withdraw the motion. 

å The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider is with- 
rawn. 


SUITS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. KYLE. I ask unanimous consent to call up for consider- 
ation the bill (S. 346) toremove the bar of the statute of limita- 
tions and give the right of appeal in certain cases. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
on. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto. That the statute of limitation shall not be in in 


any suit brought b any laborer, workman, or mechanic in the 
Claims claims 


against the United States to recover wages ed to be due 
under the onal eight-hour law: Provided, That such suits shall be com- 
menced wit: threeyears from the of this act: And provided further, 
That any Join in the same suit, and the court may 


t some, as in law and equity may be right, 
Claimants aud the United States ahatl have the righi to appeal 
to the 5 Court of the United States, irrespective of the amount 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 29, 


9 8 HILL. I desire to inquire what committee reported the 

Mr. KYLE. I will state that it was reported unanimously by 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HILL. Should it not have gone to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee? It is a question involving the statute of limitations 
and involving the course of procedure in the Federal courts. 

Mr. KYLE. The bill was passed by the Senate last year on 
the favorable report of the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and a similar bill has been passed by the Senate six or seven 
times without objection. 

Mr. HiLL. That may be; but somehow or other it has not 
passed both Houses. I think the bill deserves some more con- 
sideration than it may have had. I wish the Senator would not 
insist upon its consideration this morning. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator objects, of course the bill will go 
over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HILL. I object to its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The Calendar 
under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. KYLE. Lask that the bill may retain its place on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


UNITS OF ELECTRICAL MEASURE. 


Mr. TURPIE. Iask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6500) to define and establish the units of 
electrical measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of the Senator from Indiana? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read. 

Mr. HALE. What committee does the bill come from? 

Mr. MORGAN. It comes from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. It is a bill which has passed the other House. 

Mr. HALE. I notice clauses in it in reference to electricity, 
but I did not catch their full force. Has it any local applica- 
tion’ 


ls there objection to the present 


Is there objection to the request 


on? 
Mr. MORGAN. None whatever. It provides a national meas- 
urement of the force of electricity. 

Mr. HALE. Then it is all right. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions withamendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, 
line 5, after the word ‘‘ be,” to insert what is known as;” so as to 
read: 

First. The unit of resistance shall be what is known as the international 
ohm, which is substantially equal to one thousand million units of resist- 
ance of the centimer-gram-second system of electro-magnetic units, and is 
represented by the resistance offe: to an unvar. electric current by a 
column of mercury at the temperature of melting ice fourteen and four 
thousand five hundred and twenty-one ten thousandths grams in mass, of a 
constant cross-sectional area, and of the length of one hundred and six and 
three-tenths centimeters. 


The amendment was agreed to. f V 

The next amendment was, in section 1, e 2, line 14, after 
the word be,” to insert What is known as;” so as to read: 

Second. The unit of current shall be what is known as the international 
ampére, which is one-tenth of the unit of current of the centimeter-gram- 
second system of electro-magnetic units, and is the practical equivalent of 
the unvarying current, which, when passed through a solution of nitrate of 
silver in water in accordance with standard speciiications, deposits silver 
at the 8 of one thousand one hundred and eighteen millionths of a gr am 
per second. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 22, after 
the word“ be,” to insert ‘‘ what is known as;” so as to read: 

Third. The unit of electro-motive force shall bə what is known as the in- 
ternational volt, which is the electro-motive force that, steadily applied to 
a conductor whose resistance is one international ohm, will produce a cur- 
rent of an international ampére, and is practically equivalent to one thou- 
sand fourteen hundred and thirty-fourths of the electro motive force between 
the poles or electrodes of the voltaic cell known as Clark's cell. at a temper- 
ature of 15° centigrade, and prepared in the manner described in the stand- 
ard specifications. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 1, page 2, line 31, after the 
word “be,” to insert what is known as,“ and in line 33, after 
the word “by,” to insert a;“ so as to read: 

Fourth. The unit of quantity shall be what is known as the international 
coulomb, which is the quantity of electricity transferred by a current of 
one international ampere in one second. 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

The next amendment was in section 1, page 2, line 34, after 
the word be,” to insert what is known as;” so as to read: 

Fifth. The unit of capacity shall be what is known as the international 


farad, which is the capacity of a condenser char; to a potential of one 
international volt by one international coulomb of electricity. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


1894. 
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The next amendment was in section 1, line 38, to capitalize 
the letter beginning the word “joule,” so as to read: 

Sixth. The unit of work shall be the Joule, which is equal to ten million 
units of work in the centimeter-gram-second system, and which is practi- 
cally equivalent to the energy expended in one second by an international 
ampere in an international ohm. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 1, page 3, line 43, to capi- 
talize the letter beginning the word watt,” and in line 46 to 
capitalize the letter beginning the word joule,“ so as to read: 

Seventh. Tae unit of e shall be the Watt, which is equal to ten 
million units of power in the centimeter-gram-second system, and which 
is os pares equivalent to the work done at the rate of one Joule per 
second. 

The amendment was agreed to. y 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 3, line 47, to capi- 
talize the letter beginning the word henry,” and in line 50, to 
capitalize the letter beginning the word ‘‘ampere; ” so as to read: 

Eighth. The unit of induction shall be the Henry, which is the induction 
in a circuit when the electro-motive force induced in this circuit is one in- 
ternational volt while the inducing current varies at the rate of one Ampere 
per second. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1963) for the relief of the sureties of Dennis Murphy. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 77 for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- 
terian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 6529) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the St. Croix River between Wisconsin and Minnesota. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution abt pa the Secretary of War to trans- 
mit to the House of Representatives any reports that may have 
been received since his last annual report pertaining to the im- 

rovement on the Minnesota River in the State of Minnesota; 
n which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also annoinced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government, and it was 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the 
President had on the 28th instant approved and signed the act 
(8.730) making Labor Day a legal holiday. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 725) for the relief of the trustees of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn., was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 6529) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the St. Croix River between Wisconsin and Minnesota 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


MINNESOTA RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved by the House o, 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and instructed to trans- 
mit to the House of Representatives any reports that may have been re- 
ceived since his last annual report pertaining to the improvement on the 
Minnesota River in the State of Minnesota, 


THE REVENUE BILL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o’clock 
naring arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 

usiness. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator give way to me a moment? 

Mr. HALE. I wish to make a motion to strike out section 104, 
but I give way to the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask the Senators in charge of the bill 
whether it is proposed to go back and supply any small defects 


Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 


peon may have occurred in the bill before it is reported to the 
nate? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A numberof paragraphs have been 
assed over, to which the committee intend to return before the 
ill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Then Ishall waive for the present the amendment 

I was going to offer. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out section 104. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The section has not yet been read. 
After the section has been read and the amendments 8 
by the Committee on Finance have been acted upon, the Chair 
will entertain the motion of the Senator. 

The Secretary read section (89) 104, as follows: 

Sz. (89) 104. That section 3 ot an act approved October 1, 1890, entitled 
‘DAN act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 
eur: s,” is hereby repealed, and that all acts and parts of acts inconsist- 
int with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed, but the repeal of ex- 
sti ng laws or modifications thereof embraced in this act shall not affect a 

act done, or any right accruing or accrued, or any suit or proceeding had 
or commenced in any civil cause before the said repeal or modifications; 
but all rights and liabilities under said laws shall continue and may be en- 
forced in the same manner as if said repeal or modifications had not been 
made. Any offenses committed and all penalties or forfeitures or abilities 
incurred prior to the aee of this act under any statute embraced in or 
changed, modified, or re ed by this act may be prosecuted or punished iu 
the same manner and with the same effect as if this act had not been passed. 
All acts of limitation, whether applicable to civil causes and pr ings 
or to the prosecution of offenses or for the recovery or penalties or forfeit- 
ures embraced in or modified, cha or repealed by this act shall not be 
ings, or prosecutions, whether civil 


sage of this act, may be commenced and prosecuted within the same Rime 
an 

furtner, That 9 in this act shall be construed torepeal the provisions 
of section 3058 of the 

ruary 23, 1887, 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend the section, in 
line 19, after the first word That,” to strike out section” and 
insert ‘‘sections;” in the same line, after the word“ three,“ to 
insert “fifteen and sixteen;“ in line 22, after the word “ pur- 
poses,” to strike out“ is“ and insert ‘‘are;” in line 23, before the 
word ‘‘all,” to strike out ‘‘that;” and after the word“ all “ to 
insert ‘‘agreements or arrangements made or proclaimed be- 
tween the United States and foreign governments under the 
r of said section are hereby abrogated, of which the 

residentshall give such notice to the authorities of said foreign 
governmentsas may be required by the terms of such agreements 
or arrangements.” 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me to modify this 
amendment on the part of the committee before he addresses 
the Senate? í 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. HALE. Ishould prefer to go on now, because Iam called 
away; but I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. I simply want to place the amendment as it will 
be proposed before the Senate, so that the Senator can address 
himself to the real issue. The committee move to strike out in 
line 19, after the first word That,“ the word “sections” and 
insert ‘‘section;” in the same line, after the word ‘ three,” to 
strike out fifteen and sixteen;” in line 22, to change the word 
‘‘are” to ‘‘is;” and in line 23, after the word ‘re ed,” to 
strike out the remainder of the section and insert what I have 
sent to the desk, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment of the committee, 
as now proposed by the Senator from Missouri, will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section [89] 101, after the first word 
that,“ it is proposed to strike out sections“ and insert ‘‘sec- 
tion;” in the same line, after the word three,“ to strike out 
‘fifteen and sixteen;” in line 22, after the word “‘ purposes,” to 
strike out are“ and insert “‘is;” and in line 23, after the word 
“ repealed,” to strike out: 


And that allagreements or arrangements made or proclaimed between the 
United States and foreign governments under the visions of said section 
are hereby abrogated, of which the President shall give such notice to the 
authorities of said foreign governments as may be required by the terms of 
such agreements or arrangements. 

And insert: 


But nothing herein contained shall be held to abrogate or in any way affect 
such reciprocal commerciai arrangements as have been heretofore made and 
now exist between the United States and foreign countries, except where 
such arrangements are inconsistent with the provisjons of this act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] as the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the only effect of this amend- 
ment will be to raise a question of doubt as to the abrogation of 
all the reciprocity ments which have been made, with such 
happy results, with diferent nations of Europe and of South and 


Central America. It is another instance of the difficulty which 
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we all find in following the sinuouscourse which the committee 
pursues upon these subjects-matter. Whether or not theamend- 
ment now presented for the first time by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vast], just as the subject is to be debated, does abro- 
gate the reciprocity agreements, is a question. The clause, as 
255 Senate has seen it for the last two weeks, was clear and dis- 
tinct. 

By one fell swoop the whole fabric of reciprocity, with all its 
favorable results to American trade, was struck down. I have 
little or no doubt that the interpretation of the amendment now 
submitted by the Senator from Missouri will. be the same, and 
that this change of form, that the reciprocity arrangements shall 
not be abrogated unless they are inconsistent with the general 
terms of this act, will be construed as operating their destruc- 


on. 

Mr. President, I do not propose at this late day and at this 
lat? hour to consume much of the time of the Senate upon this 
proposition. The measure of the bill has been taken by the 
country, and the two parties will stand or fall upon it. I do not 
sup. that any appeal now made to save this most wise and 
liberal feature of the McKinley act will be of any avail. Sena- 
tors upon the other side have consolidated their ranks; the 
have broken down the opposition with hardly an exception. 
do not know whether there are now more than one or two inde- 
pendent men upon that side; but the majority will secure suffi- 
cient votes for the passage of this. bill, with every blow that it 
strikes at American industries. 

The bill has been changed in some features. Senators who 
are half protectionists have stood before the eommiuttee and ve- 
fore the party caucus with pistol in hand and have demanded and 
enforced terms which apply to local industries, but, generally 
speaking, the great industries of the country by this bill are 
A lee and to be sacrificed. There is no blow, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that will be felt by certain great industries of this coun 
more keenly than the destruction of this whole fabric of reci- 
procity, which is involved in the section I pre to strike ont, 
whether amended as proposed by the Senator from Missouri or 
not. 

The scheme of reciprocity had its foundation in a ag seen 
Administration; it was incorporated by a Republican ngres 
as part of the tariff bill of 1890; it was approved by a Republican 
President; it was accepted by the country at large; and in the 
storm that for a time prevailed against the McKinley act there 
was no feature of it that helped to limit the disaster which fol- 
lowed more than the reciprocity feature; and yet: from the be- 
ginning there has been no part of that act which has been so 
assailed by the other side and denounced and derided and but- 
feted like the reciprocity scheme. 

There has been large debate upon this subject in this Cham- 
ber. I have had heretofore repeated controversies with the 
Senator from Missouri upon the effect of this system of reci- 
procity in o anys noa extending trade with foreign countries, 
and especially with Central and South America; there have been 
between him and me issues of fact as to the increase of trade 
which had resulted from these reciprocity agreements. For- 
tunately the things which were in doubt, or which could notbe 
demonstrated when the Senator and I have stated our respec- 
tive sides before the Senate, have been demonstrated since by 
ample, complete, official, undoubted returns of trade between 
the different countries, showing the effect of this great system 
upon our exportations. 

WithB , with Cuba, with the British islands of the Car- 
ibbean Sea, with Germany, with the Danish colonies, agree- 
ments have been made, and the result has been a constant in- 
crease of our trade, especially our export trade, and what is 
very notable, a corresponding off in the export trade of 
Great Britain and other European nations with these American 
countries. The figures which I shall give later show clearly 


that from the time when this law went into operation, in- 
cluding the years 1891, 1892 and 1893, there has n a most 
gratify 


and marked inerease of our exporta not only in ma- 
chinery and agricultural implements, but in the products of the 
soil, in wheat notably, in other grains, in lard, petroieum, and 
all the great articles which we export. The figures which Ishall 
give, many of which were brought before the Senate by the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] several ago, show 
ponia what has been the effect of the reciprocity part of the 
McKinley act. 

Mr. President, all this is to go for nothing. All this system 
of reciprocity, which is not trade, as sometimes maintained 
by the other side, but which is simply the o gof trade with 
foreign countries, so that we can export to them articles which 
sy ge not produce, and receive in return from them articles 
which we do not uce, in no degree involves the great issue 
of protection agi t free trade, except as an adjunct to protec- 
tion. Itis not opening our markets to rival manufactures and 
products of other countries, but to increased trade with the 


countries which produce things which we can not produce and 
8 us to send to them articles which they can not pro- 
uce. 

I had occasion before in the debate to describe the difference 
between reciprocity and free trade. Reciprocity, Mr. President, 
means more products and more manufactures at home and mora 
sales abroad. Free trade means less products and less manu- 
factures at home and more purchases abroad. The difference 

tween the two is the difference between prosperity and hard 
times. Reciprocity increases trade, not at the expense of our 
producers, but to their benefit. Free trade increases foreign 
trade to the benefit of the foreign producer aud manufacturer. 

All this is to cease, Mr. President. We have got notice of it 
already. Take the dependencies of S in the great sea which 
lies between North and South America. The duty upon flour 
before the reciprocity clause in the McKinley act was enacted 
was 85.31 per barrel—practical prohibition. tt made flour cost 
to the Cuban consumer $11 if sent from here, and at the same 
time lesser duties were put upon the product of the Spanish 
wheat-grower and miller. Our flour trade had fallen to almost 
nothing; but the moment that this feature of the McKinley act 
wentinto operation, we negotiated a reciprocity agreement with 
Brazil, giving that country the benefit of free sugars in return 
for reduced duties to our products and manufactures which we 


3 to them. 

he Spanish sugar planters at once made such a pressure upon 
the home government that it was forced to 5 an agreo- 
ment by which the duty on flour was reduced from $5.31 per 
barrel to $1 per 200. pounds; and at once the flow from our great 
Northern manufacturing establishments and mills began to set 
towards Cuba. mH reer month by month and year by year 
until, as the offi statistics show, an average annual export 
of our own gronnet to Cuba.of $11,000,000 leaped up in the year 
1892 to $18,000,000, and in 1893 mounted to the great aggregate 
of $24,000,000. 

In breadstuffs the increase was from $757,049 in 1891 to $3,- 
488,082 in 1893, and in flour alone from $591,886 in 1891 to $2,- 
821,557 in 1893. 

But such a result as this does not in any degree lead the 
Senators zotining this. bill upon the other side to stay their 
destructive hand. They report outright an amendment abro- 
gating all these agreements. What is the result? The Spanish 

vornment at home at once introduced in the Cortes a bill re- 
storing partially or entirely the old duties for the benefit of the 
Spanish miller and the Spanish grain-grower. We shall have 
the spectacle under this bill of the great trade which has grown 
up with Cuba gradually shrinking and at last becoming nearly 
annihilated. 

Does anybody suppose that the American people are going to 
look on and see such a result as this without making their feel- 
ings manifest at the ballot? We have predicted what would 
follow, and the people have 8 Weshall see within 
the next month what will be actually done, here, and then we 
shall have no further need of predicting, We will go to the 
country upon this bill, including this provision, and take our 
chances with the people. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask to go back to the amendment of which I 
gave notice last night. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before we conclude the pending section? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. I suppose that will take some time, and I 
do not propose to take any time at all. 

I move between section 94 and section 95 to insert the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After section 94, it is proposed to add anew 
section as follows: 

Any manufacturer finding it necessary to use alcohol In the arts, or in 
ADY Beemer or other like compound, may use the same under regulations 
to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas and onsatisfying the col- 
lector of internal revenue for the district. whe: he resides or carries on 
business, that he has a with such regulations and has used such 
alcohol therein, and exhibiting and delive: up. the stamps. which show 
that a tax has been d thereon, shall be entitled to receive from the 
Treasury of the United States a rebate or repayment of the tax so paid. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the complaint of this proposed 
measure by the manufacturers of perfumes, of medicines, and 
dyes—I do not speak now of dyes used in manufactures, but for 
other smaller purposes, varnishes, and in the case of othersmall 
and large oceupations—ia that the duties on the things they 
manufacture are by the bill largely reduced or wholly destroy ed. 

Alcohol is the chief and substantial element and the chief and 
substantial cost, except the labor, in the Sunes which they 
sell. There are- all over New England, and I dare say in other 
parts of the country, in almost every village and city men who 
are something of this sort, something they themselves 
have invented or introduced into public use by a system of 
advertisement. There are manufacturers of medicine, like Mr. 
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Ayer, at Lowell, and manufacturers of beverages, like Hood, with 
sarsaparilla. I do not mean that sarsaparilla itself is an in- 

stance of it, but they make a great many of these things. They 
say their business is to be wholly at the mercy of foreign com- 
petitors from the fact that there is this heavy excise tax on al- 
cohol, with a reduction of the duty on the competing article. 

The amendment proposes simply that where alcohol is used 
for this purpose the Secretary of the Treasury may make regu- 
lations under which, ascertaining the fact that it has gone into 
an article of this kind, the stamps being delivered up, of course, 
having already been canceled, there may be a rebate of the 
tax on alcohol. I do not wish to detain the Senate by along 
argument, because in some form or other this matter has been 
before the Senate, and I have no hope that the majority will 
break away from the bill on this point as eh eet by the com- 
mittee. I have, however, selected from the hundreds of com- 
munications which have been made to me, three or four in which 
practical manufacturers state their own case in their own way, 
which I ask consent of the Senate to print as partof my remarks, 
or rather in lieu of remarks. 
= ane VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it is so or- 

ered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

SENSELESS AND WICKED LEGISLATION, 


We understand that an attempt is to be made to increase the already ex- 
cessive tax upon alcohol Legislation of this character is both senseless 
and wicked. We protest against it as Democrats and humanitarians. 

The Democratic party was elected by the people in the hope of a decrease 
in the severe burdens they have so long borne. Alcohol is a prime necessity. 
Not whisky or brandy or wine or beer, butalcohol. Enormous quantities 
— . to — poor, BIE peopla how: 
a necessary increase in the: ce to the 8 g poor. e, how- 
ever poor, must kave maidine, but can ill afford any additional insrease in 

t. 


cos 
D sts coor Sen who dispense their own medicines will also be 
seriously affected. 

Then, too, the excessive tax upon alcohol exerts a paralytic infiuence 
upon home industry. Compels us to import millions of å worth of 
drugs and chemi that were better made at home. 

In the name of patriotism, of humanity, of compassion for the sick and 
suffering of our land, we test against such ou us 1. tion by men 
who have not consid and do not understand the practical wor ot 
such statutes. 

We call upon the medical profession, individually and collectively, to use 
all le influence to defeat the bill for an increased tax on aleohol.—_Med- 
ical Brief, April, 1494. 

[Office of the Committee of Manufacturing Perfumers of the United States, 
155 William street. ] 


NEW YORK, February 20, 1894. 


Dear Sm: I beg to hand you herewith copy of a brief now on file with the 
the Committee on Finance of the Senate and a letter to the subcommittee 
Touching the interests of the perfumery business of this country. 

interest is menaced with pos ger to its existence if the duty on 
aleoholic perfumery be reduced $2 per gallon and 50 per cent ad valo- 
rem to #2 per gallon and 25 per cent ad valorem, as proposed in the Wilson 
dilt, as set forth in the accompany: brief. 

I beg your careful consideration ot the facts therein presented, and trust 
that you will see your way clear to sustain these arguments upon the floor 
of the Senate and give your vote in favor of them. 


Yours, respectfully, ~ 
HENRY DALLEY, JR. 
5 1 —.— Committee. 
THEO. RICESECRER, 
ALFRED G. WRIGHT, 
HENRY DALLEY, JR., 
Committee, 
Hon. GEÒRGE F. Hoar, “ 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


CAMBRIDGEPORT, Mass, May 15, 1894, 


DEAR Sm: We trust you will excuse the liberty we take in sending you 
the inclosed paper in regard to the increased tax on alcohol. 

We have been in the business of manufactur’ chemicals and pharma- 
centical preparations for forty-seven years, and think we are capable of 
judging of the effect of the proposed tax on our line of business. 

In our opinion, it will work great hardship to all in our line, and be posi- 
tively ruinous to many. 

We earnestly beg that you use your influence against {the proposed in- 


crease. 
Very respectfully, 
Hon. GEORGE F. Hoar, Washington, D. C. 


REMARKS ON THE SUGGESTIONS IN BOTH HOUSE AND SENATE TARIFF BILLS 
TO INCREASE THE INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS AND, 
AT THE SAME TIME, TO DECREASE THE CUSTOMS DUTIES ON IMPORTED AL- 


COHOLIC PREPARATIONS. 
PHILADELPHIA, April 9, 1994. 


DEAR SIR: Your attention is respectfully directed tothe inadequate rates 
of duty imposed upon a number of pre tions in which alcohol is used in 
the manufacture in both the House and Senate tariff bills. 

To the manufacturing chemist, alcohol is as essential as iron is to those 
engaged in other branches of industry; and the internal-revenue tax 
on distilled spirits is a burden very severely felt by American producers, 
9 where they are obliged to compete with manufacturers abroad 
x — enjoy great advantages by having free solvents sultable for many of 

OCesses. 

The internal revenue tax on a single barrel of 94 per cent alcohol, say 47 
gallons, per the Senate bill, will amount to $97.20. 

Without tax, alcohol would sell at from 26 to 30 cents per gallon. 

With present tax, it sells, in carload lots, at about $2 per gallon. 

‘The quantity of alcohol consumed for medicinal and manufacti 
poses, and for the arts, is very large, and as a consequence the tax 
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manufacturers is enormous, there being no discriminations made in the 
United States in favor of those who are obliged to employ alcohol for the 


uses named. 

In the face of pro: to increase the tax on distilled spirits from 90 
cents to $1 per proof on by the House bill, and from $t to $1.10 by the 
Senate bill, the gestions in the House are to reduce duties on imported 
alcoholic preparations, and in the Senate to allow the reduced rates of the 
House bill to remain un 

The resultis that the internal-reyenue tax exceeds the customs duty, in 
several instances. 

Such propositions have been made, apparently, without reference to the 
fact that customs duties, in all European countries, are adjusted so as to 
countervail, or compensate for, the excise taxes or inland duties. 

We are quite at a loss to understand why such an inconsistency has been 
permitted to form part of a tariff bill, inasmuch as attention was called to 
the insufiicient rates of duty in ample time for correction. 

An inconsistency and injustice of this character is so self-evident that it 
demands rectification, irrespective of the views of anyone on the great di- 
viding 9 of Protection to home industries vs. Unrestricted foreign 
competition. 

We ask attention to the tabulated statement herewith presented: 


saps bape wt pnt on 1 proof gallon distilled 
customs duty on i proof gallon distilied spir- 
:: — 
Internal-revenue tax on 1 wine gallon 94 per 
CSS a, BR est Rea ea ion 
oe duty on 1 wine gallon 94 per cent al- 
DONO Sean wage sind en ooewae nee A A 
Internal-revenue tax on the alcohol in i pound 


sulphiric ener 99 -43 
Customs duty on 1 pound sulphuric ether 49 -35 25 
Internal revenue tax on the alcohol in 1 pound 

spirits nitrous ether -30 
Customs duty on 1 pound spirits nitrous ether 20 


Eppurle ether lost in making 1 pound of tan 
uric ether lost pound o = 
3 — NETA A. PEE 
3 duty on 1 pound of ta 

n 


*In England the inland tax on 1 gallon proof spirits is 10s., the customs 
duty, 103, 4d.—difference 4d., or 8 cents. Here the difference, under present 
law, is $1.60 per proof gallon. 


It shows that the customs duty on alcohol is so enormous as to be abso- 
lutely prohibitory. Hence, American mannfacturers are forced to buy ex- 
elusively alcohol made in the United States, and to pay such prices as may 
be —— those who, by Government enactment, need fear no for- 
e compe n. 

© present customs duty on 1 wine gallon of 94 per cent alcohol is $4.70. 
The present internal-revenus tax is 81. per wine gallon—a difference of 
per gallon. 

It shows that ryan entirely contrary process the internal-revenue tax on 
the alcohol used in the making of 1 pound of sulphuric ether (as proposed 
by the Senate rate of 81.10 per proof gallon of distilled spirits), ul amount 
to 43 cents, and yet, against 43cents im upon Amer manufacturers, 
the 8 ey. levied upon sulphuric ether made in foreign countries is 
to cen 

We are unable to comprehend why the customs duty on one gallon of 
alcohol should be $3 higher than the internal-revenue tax, as now, or $1.50 
higher as per House or $1.32 higher as per Senate bill; while the cus- 
toms duty on 1 pound of sniphuric ether of German, ch, or 
make is to be 8 cents less than the in revenue tax on the alcohol used 
by American manufacturers in 9 pound of sulphuric ether. 

The present duty on sulphuric ether is 40 cents per pound. 

The House rate is 35 cents per pound. 

The Senate rate is 35 cents per pone; 

One gallon of alcohol weighs mnds, 

One hundred po of alcohol will make 70 pounds sulphuric ether. 

One gallon of alcohol, or 6.80 pounds, will make 476 pounds sulphuric 


er. 

The tax on 1 gallon of alcohol is, therefore, to be distributed over 476 
pounds of sulphuric ether. 

At 0 cents on proof spirits per gallon, the tax on 1 pound of sulphuric 
ether is 35.55 cents, t 40 cents customs 2 

At 8 on proofs ts the tax will be 39 cents. customs duty proposed 
by the House is 35 cents, or 4 cents less than the tax. 

At 31.10 on proof spirits the tax will be 43 cents, The customs duty sug- 

the House, and agreed to by the Senate committee, is 35 cents, or 

cents less than the tax. 

Legislation such as this will simply suspend the manufacture of sulphu- 
ric ether in the United States, as it will any article where the excise tax ex- 
ceeds the customs duty 


SPIRITS, NITROUS ETHER, 


One pound of spirits nitrous ether requires about 1 pound of alcohol. 

At the present rate of tax on distilled spirits, 90 cents per gallon, or 81.693 
per gallon on 94 per cent alcohol, the tax on the alcohol ſu 1 pound of spirits 
nitrous ether is about 25 cents. 

The present duty on spirits nitrous ether is 25 cents per pound, which isa 
countervailing duty only. 

With the House bill tax of #1 on distilled spirits, or $1.88 on peaks pe cent 
alcohol, per gallon, the tax on pound of alcohol, required for 1 po spirits 
nitrous ether, is 28 cents. 

The proposed House bill duty is 20 cents per pound on spirits nitrous 
ether, or about 8 cents less than the tax, 

The Senate bill increases the tax to 30 cents per pound and leaves the 
House rate of duty remain at 20 cents, so that the internal tax exceeds the 
customs duty 10cents per pound. 


ACID TANNIC, OR TANNIN. 
(Made of nutgall in fine powder and sulphuric ether. 


Present duty, 75 cents per pound. 
House bill, 35 cents per pound. 
Senate bili, 35 cents per pound. 
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The Senate rate of tax on distilled spirits will make the tax on the ether 
Jost in making 1 pound acid tannic, or tannin, about 57 cents per pound, 
while the customs duty suggested is but 35 cents per pound 

The amount of ether required is somewhat variable, but the figures named 
‘we regard as a fair average. 

We consider 75 cents (the present rate of duty) on a pound of acid tannic, 
of officinal quality, as a reasonable and proper rate, and trust that it will be 
maintained, and that the 35 cents may be stricken out. 

When the bill, known as the Mills bill, was formulated, there was entire 
will ess x ed to leave rates on all alcoholic preparations undis- 
turbed, in view of not changing the spirit tax; whereas, in the present case, 
the House advances the spirit tax 10 cents per gallon, and reduces the cus- 
toms duties, and the Senate committee still further advances the spirit tax 
10 cents per gallon, while allowing the reduced customs duties of the House 
bill to remain unc ed. 

By reference to the tariff law of Great Britain, P gin will find that duties 
are imposed on alcoholic preparations at least sufficient to countervail the 
inland: revenue tax; as on chloroform, chloral hydrate, collodion, ether sul- 
phuric, ether acetic, etc.: so that, inasmuch as Great Britain grants pro- 
tection to none, the question for consideration there was one of simple jus- 
tice and consistency, and not of protection. 

That the excessive internal-revenue tax on alcohol is already burdensome 
enough to manufacturers, we hardly think can be disputed. 

That it is but a measure of justice not to discriminate t manufac- 
turers of your own country, we are sure you will grant to be sound policy. 

That in adjusting customs duties on alcoholic tions of foreign 
3 care should be taken tosee that = atleast compensate 
for the inland taxes imposed upon your own fellow-citizens, es, ily in 


view of the fact that m: countries have laws granting free methylated 
fing or one solvents, to their manufacturers, we t will be admitted 
correc 


tfully yours, 
Hon. GEORGE F, HOAR, Senator. 


POWERS & WEIGHTMAN. 


H. R. 4844—SCHEDULE A, PARAGRAPH 7—ALCOHOLIO PERFUMERY. 

To the honorable the Committes on Finance, United States Senate: | 

The committee appointed by the manufact rfumers of the United 
States, preferring to take as little of your valuable time as 
leave to presenta few facts touching their interests as affec: 

Perfumery, which is conceded to be a luxury of the highest order, is 
properly a subject for taxation, while this bill reduces the tariff thereon 
and diminishes the revenue therefrom. 


Duty now, #2 per on and 50 per cent ad valorem. 
Dut š on and 25 per cent ad valorem. 
We most earnestiy 


Keen domestic competition makes the manufacturing of perfumes in this 
country (at a fair profit) increasingly dificult, and yet this bill not only re- 
duces the duty, but increases the cost of manufacturing here by ma the 
internal-reyenue tax $1.10 a proof gallon on alcohol, instead of 90 cents, or 
18 per cent increase, thus working in both ways to decrease the revenues of 
the Government, for if foreign goods are imported at a lower duty fewer do- 
mestic goods will be manufactured, and thus no benefit will accrue to the 
consumer, and the Government will lose the revenue. 

Under the present law importations of perfumery increased 11 oe cent 
during 1893, and will undoubtedly continue to increase as the existing rate 
wae gto as near as may be, the maximum rate of revenue duty. 

o fortunes have been or can be made under present conditions, but the 
industry has sw rted large numbers of workers, notonly in its ownranks, 
but amongst bottle manufacturers, box and paper makers, alcohel distillers, 
lithographers, and traveling salesmen all over the United States. 

‘The price of alcohol is 2. 381. At 81. 10 per gallon internal-revenue tax, al- 
cohol willcost the manufacturer here $2.72, while foreign manufacturers pay 
for their refined spirits less than 25 cents per gallon, thusshowing how great 
an advantage the foreign manufacturer has over the domestic, and in whose 
interest, it will be readily seen, the new law would largely work. 

Thus the amended bill would simply have the effect of transferring to the 
foreign maker the business which propery belongs at home, and at the 
same time it would reduce the revenue from this luxury. 

The manifest justice of our claim can not be id. 

First. That, as a luxury, the 50 percent duty should be retained. 

Second. That at least 50 cents per gallon should be added to the compensa- 
tory duty to cover the increased tax on distilled spirits. 


fully submitted, 
HENRY DALLEY, JR., 
Per J. R. D. 
Secretary of the Committee. 
8 COFFIN, 


HENRY DALLEY, JR., 
Committee. 


A COMMENTARY ON THE PLAN TO INCREASE THE REVENUE DERIVED FROM 
INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES AS PROPOSED IN BILL H. R. 484¢—THE TARIFF 
BILL NOW PENDING IN UNITED STATES SENATE. 


CAMBRIDGEPORT, MASS., May 15, 1894. 


DEAR Sir: The present rate of tax on distilled spirits is 90 cents per proof 
gallon, or 81.0% per gallon on alcohol. 

The proposed rate of tax on distilled spirits in H. R. 486 is 61. 10 per proof 
gallon, or 2.068 per gallon on alcohol. 

In other words, the present rate of taxation on alcohol is 500 per cent, the 

rate is 750 per cent of the cost of the article taxed. 
cohol “the universal solvent“ is the indispensable raw material for 
kinds of important manufacturing industries. 
It is shown that at least one-half of the tax for last fiscal year on distilled 
spirits, 87. 712,518.03, was collected on alcohol used in the arts and manufac- 


H. R. 4864 now proposes to reduce the duty on all the foreign competing 
products to these manufactures largely, in many cases 50 per cent, and to 
add s tax to alcohol, a raw material of the domestic manufacturer, in- 
creasing its original cost 150 per cent. 

This is contrary to sound puntie panay and wili prove detrimental to the 
public welfare. It wiil seriously affect the manufactures and commerce of 
the United States. 

In themanufactureof chemicals, pharmaceutical ik ewig rn varnishes, 
flavoring extracts, and many other lines in which alcohol is the prominent 
raw material, it will prove positively ruinous, for the son as penned in 
the bill H. R. 4864 if less on the competi foreign products than the internal- 
revenue tax the domestic manufacturer is compelled to pay on the alcohol 
consumed in making the same article. 

But this is not the limit of the discrimination against the domestic man- 
ufacturer, for, in addition to the labor cost being much lower in foreigu 
countries, their manufacturers, through the wise beneficence of the principal 
European governments, are permitted to use alcohol free of all tax. ough 
this wiss provision, alcohol costs them only about 25 cents per gallon. 

As proposed in bill H. R. 4834 alcohol will cost the American manufacturer 
at least $2.40 per on. 

We have des ed of attaining at this time the great blessing of free al- 
cohol for manufacturing; we do, however, consider it our duty to respect- 
fully but most earnestly pray that your honorable body will see the wisdom 
of sy pen ea present internal-revenue tax 90 cents per proof 12 on 
distilled spirits Lrg f and proof spirits), and striking from bill H. R. 4864 
the proposed tax of EI. io per m. 

As a further reason for course, we wish to call pe attention 
to the fact that while alcohol, a raw material used 5 in manufac- 
turing, is taxed 750 per cent in the posed bill, yet fermen liquors (ale, 
par ete.) oe ape but ei per barrel of 31 gallons, less 71 per cent discount, 
or 92} cents net. 

Beer is simply a stimulant, a luxury which enters into no manufacturing 
industry, but is entirely consumed as a drink. 

It is a necessity to no one, but even assuming it to be such, an increase of 
the tax $I per barrel would not be felt by the consumer, as the increase is 
not sufficient to increase the Laing mete ce, besides beer not being a neces- 
sity, the tax may be avoided by the vid ual if he so chooses, by abstain- 
8 its use 


‘oof 00 


The e e increase of revenue tax on distilled spirits (whisky and 
ts) will ada to the revenue, assuming the production to be the 
same, $19,610,000, 

Gainin revenue by increasing tax #1 per barrel on fermented liquors in- 
stead of 20 cents per proof gallon on distilled spirits, 814,914,517. 

This comparison demonstrates that the propona increase of tax on alco- 
hol is unnecessary—any unnecessary tax is wrong, this unnecessary tax is 
especially wrong, as alcohol enters intothe manufacture of most every 
chemical, pharmaceutical, and medical preparation. It is a tax upon the 
necessities of the poorand the needy, upon the labor: man and his family, 
the sick and thesuffering, those who are least able to bear the burden. 

We therefore ask that the tax on proof spirits remain as it is, namely, 90 
cents per gallon proof, and that the internal-revenue tax on beer and like 
intoxicating liquors which are and can be used only as beverages (and can 
not be made sources of alcohol to be used in the arts and in medicine) be in- 
creased $1 per barrel, or sufficiently to provide the internal revenue require¢ 
in the bill now before Congress. 
HENRY THAYER & CO. 


COPY OF BRIEF SUBMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON FINANCE IN THE MATTER 
OF ALCOHOLIC PERFUMERY IMPORTED INTO THE UNITED STATES ANH 
MANUFACTURED THEREIN. 


To the honorable the Committee on Finance. 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


GENTLEMEN: The committee appointed by the manufacturing perfumers 
of the United States respectfully submit the following for the consideration 
of your honorable body: 

wo dollars = on and 50 per cent ad valorem: 

At this rate the duty is equivalent to 62 percent ad valorem. At the rate 
of duty named in the Wilson bill, viz, 22 per gallon and 25 per cent ad va- 
lorem, the duty will be equivalent to 38 per cent ad valorem. At this rate 
the business of manufacturing perfumery in thiscountry will have practi- 
cally no protection. It is a small though growing industry, and at the pres- 
ent time is estimated to amount to not more than $2,500,000, and the charges 
upon it for operating expenses and extensions are very heavy. 

The importations of aicoholic perfumery in 1892 amounted to $287,331.16; 
in 1893 to #296,706.77; showing an increase of 11 per cent, or $29,375.61. 

The foreign perfumery manufacturers are now anxiously waiting the 
adoption of the proposed rate of duty, and are openly declaring that they 
will be able to flood the American market with foreign product aud under- 
sell the American manufacturer. By comparison of the 8 figures, 
it will be seen that they will be able to do what they propose, and that under 
those 8 it will not be long before the domestic industry will be 
badly cripp 

in europe the prices paid for labor are from & to 312 per week, while here 
the same class of labor commands from $5 to 810 per week. In Europe a 
gallon of alcohol can be bought for 25 cents. Here we are now paying 2.34 
per gallon. The Wilson bill proposes to increase the internal-revenue tax 
on alcohol from 90 cents to $1 a proof gallon. increase will necessarily 
have to be paid by the consumer, and will have the effect of increasing the 
price of a wine gallon from 82.34 to $2.53. The average prices for the five 
years last past have been as follows: 


Per gallon. 


ctfully submit that not only should the present tariff on 
tained, but that the former tarif of $3 per gallon and 50 
per cent ad valorem, which prevailed until 1888, should be restored. This 
would afford to the industry in the United States only afair measure of pro- 
tection and encouragement, without which it can not be maintained on a 
profitable basis, but must be surrendered to foreign manufacturers, 
Free pomades, known in the Government statistics as“ enfleurage po- 
mades**: 
The duty on pomades now is 20 per cent ad valorem. We ask for free po- 
mades on the following grounds: They are raw materials, and can not be 
uced in thiscountry. Extensive experiments have been made in the 
culture of flowers in country, With the hope that pomades suitable for 
our business might be produced here; but it has been found to be (through 


We therefore 
these goods be m: 


1894. 


the cost of labor and climatic influences] impossible at a favorable price to 
produce in this country pomades that will answer this purpose. 7 
The pomade, so called, is not what is commonly known as“ cosmetic. 

There are no ingredients init, as it is simply the fat or mixture of hog’s 
grease and tallow used as a body or base for the absorption of the odors of 
the flowers, and constitutes a vehicle or container for the transportation of 
these odors to this country. This absorption and resulting saturation of 
the fat is obtained by entirely natural means, by the exhalation of the odors 
from the flowers, which in turn are absorbed in the grease. grease 
thus saturated with odor, is shipped to this country in hermetically sealed 
cans, and is washed in alcohol until the odors of the flowers are extrac 
from the grease and held in the alcohol, which is then used as a base for 
the perfume. The grease having thus been exhausted of the odor which it 
contained, is of no further use to the perfumer. 


Respectfully submitted. 
HENRY DALLEY, JR. 
Secretary of the Committee. 
STURGIS COFFIN, 
THEO. RICKSECEKER, 
ALFRED G. WRIGHT, 
_. HENRY DALLEY, JR., 
Committee, 155 William Street, New York City. 
EPITOME OF BRIEF IN THE MATTER OF ALCOHOLIC PERFUMERY IMPORTED 
INTO THE UNITED STATES AND MANUFACTURED THEREIN. 

Duty now, & per gallon and 50 per cent ad valorem; ad valorem equiva- 
lent, 62 per cent. 

Duty wader Wilson biil, # per gation and 25 per cent ad valorem; ad va- 
lorem equivalent, 38 per cent. 

_ Importations of alcoholic perfumery: 1892, $267,831.16; 1893, $296,708.77; in- 
crease, il per cent, or $29,375.01, 

Foreign manufacturers pay for labor, per week, # to 812; domestic manu- 
facturers pay 85 to 810. 

Foreign manufacturers pay for alcohol per gallon less than 25 cents; do- 
mestie manufacturers pay more than ®.34. 

It internal-revenue tax on alcohol be raised from 90 cents to 81 per proof 
gailon, it will add 19 cents Bags wine gallon, making alcohol cost the domestic 
manufacturer per gallon, 82.53. 

It internal-revenue tax on alcohol is still further raised, the cost of ale - 
hol per gallon to the domestic manufacturer will be increased in the same 
. Thus, if, as has been rumored, the tax be made $1.50 per proof 

yallon, meag go 90 cents, as now, the cost to the home manufacturer will 
r gallon ¢ 

The reign manufacturer pays for raw materials, such as enfleurage, 

mades, essential oils, etc., from 2) per cent to 25 par cent less than the 
— manufacturer (the difference being represented by the duties imposed 
upon these materials), besides paying a constantly d h: rice for 
labor. Thus, under the provisions of the Wilson bill, the home industry is 
ground between the upper and the nether millstones. inasmuch as by the in- 
crease in the internal-revenue tax and by the diminution in the tax on im- 
ported alcoholic perfumery and the diminishing cost of foreign labor, it 
wiil be made to suffer burdens which it can not bear. 

Domestic perfumery, by much advertis: and large expenditures of 
money, hus succeeded in establishing a reputation and overcoming the — be 
dice in favor of foreign goods, though now the sales amount to but 82,500, 

Tr annum. 

Pelonfleurage pomades,—We urge that the duty of 20 per cent ad valorem now 
laid on these goods be removed, on the ground that they are raw materials 
and can not be produced here because of the soil and climatic influences. 
(See explanation in accompanying brief.) 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOARI; 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I suppose there is no use of sup- 
plementing what I said upon this subject yesterday, and yet the 
proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts is a very simple 
one; and no relief will bə afforded under it, as I understand it, 
except under regulations which are entirely satisfactory to the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. Soit can do no harm to 
adoptthe amendment. If the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue think they can not adopt any 
regulations which will prevent fraud, then nothing will be done 
under it; but if they conclude that they can adopt such regula- 
tions as will prevent fraud in the use of alcohol in the manu- 
factures and the arts free of tax, then there will be relief under it. 

As the Senator from Arkansas said yesterday, everybody ad- 
mits that this ought to be done. The only question which has 
ever been raised is the possibility of allowing it to be done with- 
outfraud being committed upon the revenue,and it seems tome 
the Senator from Massachusetts has put the amendment in a way 
which enables the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue to devise, 4i possib e, a plan by which 
they will be satisfied that no fraud will be perpetrata, and in 
that case the manufacturers will get the benefit. But if the 
Treasury Department still adheres to the idea that it is impos- 
sible by any regulations whatever to prevent frauds, then noac- 
Hon il be taken and nothing will come of it in the way of re- 

ief. 

The number of gallons of alcohol used yearly in the manufac- 
tures and the arts has been somewhat a question of dispute be- 
tween the Bureau of Statisties and persons outside who claim to 
be well informed. In 1888 Mr. E. R. Squibb, who has taken a 
good deal of pains to ascertain, put the number of gallons of 
spirits, exclusive of brandy, rum, wines, and malt liquors, used 
in the manufactures, medicines, and the arts, at 14,000,000 
proof gallons. Mr. Switzler, then of the Bureau of Statistics, 
thought it was not so much, and put it at 5,000,000 gallons. My 
impression about it is that there are agns or ten million proof 
gallons of alcohol used in the arts and manufactures. Phat, 
under the tax which has now been putor islikely to be put upon 
spirits, puts a burden of from eighteen to twenty million IONAT 
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5 upon the manufacturers who use alcohol in their 
usiness. 

As I said yesterday, I represent a peon many manufacturers 
in Connecticut who are not engaged in the business of making 
medicines, but who have to use alcohol in the ordinary processes 
of their manufacture. I think there is scarcely a metal work- 
ing or a textile manufacturing establishment in the United 
States which does not have to use alcohol in somewhat large 
quantities. As it has been suggested by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas 2 the committee, that they would be glad to 
do this if they could, I trust that they will allow this provision 
to go into the bill at least for the 1 if for no other pur- 
pose, of leaving the matter openand determining before the pas- 
sage z the bill whether some measure of relief can not be 
devised. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senators having charge of the bill are 
willing to let the amendment go in, so that the subject will be 
in their power, I will say for one that I shall not only not oppose 
it, but I shall support them in striking it out and make no com- 
plaint if, either on consulting with the authorities of the Treas- 
ury or on further consideration themselves, they find that it is 
not practical. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the pending amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
to section 104 proposed by the Serlator from Missouri, from the 
committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely desire to say a few words as to that 
amendment. It is a material modification of the amendment 
as i Sey proposed 

Mr. HIGGINS. Has the Senator from Iowa any objection to 
having the amendment read? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection. I should be glad to 
have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. VEST. Let the section be read as proposed to be 
amended. 

The SECRETARY. The section, if amended as proposed, will 
read as follows: 


Sxo. 104. That section 3 of an act approved October 1, 1890, entitled An 
act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses, is hereby repealed; but nothing herein contained shall be held to 
abrogate or in ay way affect such reciprocal commercial arrangements as 
have been heretofore made and now exist between the United States and 
foreign countries, except where such arrangements are inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act. 


Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Iowa wait one moment? 
Which section of the McKinley act is proposed to be repealed? 

Mr. ALLISON. Only section 3. 

Mr. HALE. Sections 15 and 16 are not touched. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are not touched. 

Mr. HALE. Only section 3 is repealed? 

Mr. ALLISON. Only section 3. Section 3 is what is known 
as the reciprocity provision of the McKinley law. The Senator 
now proposes to repeal that section and thenadd a proviso which 
declares that nothing shall interfere with existing agreements 
under it except in so far as they are inconsistent with the pro- 

osed act. I do not see why an absolute repeal sheuld be made. 
Pao not see why the Senator would not be satisfied with saying 
what we say in the general repealing provision, that is, That 
all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 


act are hereby repealed.” 


In other words, allow this to stand with other repealing 
clauses because it is not necessary to make a special repealing 
clause here, unless it is the purpose of the pro act to pro- 
hibit in thefuture any arrangements to bə made under the third 
section of the act of 1890. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon. Ido not want to take 
any time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not want to take any time, either. 

Mr. VEST. I know the Senator does not want todoan injus- 
tice to the committee, and therefore Iam constrained to make 
an explanation. 

The Democratic party, as I understand its position, has never 
been opposed to these reciprocal commercial arrangements. 
They were commenced or advocated originally by Mr. Jeffer- 
son, the founder of our party. But we were opposed and are 
opposed irrevocably to that portion of section 3 of the McKinley 
act which gives to the President of the United States the power 
of retaliation against foreign countries. That is the provision 
that we propos to got rid of. If we were to adopt the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa and say that all acts or parts of 
acts inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed,” what would 
be the result as to sugar? We propose now to puta duty upon 
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sugar. Sugar is coming in free from Cuba, and from South 
America even. 

We say, provided that these reciprocal arrangements are not 
inconsistent with the provisions of the pending bill, we adopt 
them. If we were to take the language suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Iowa, it would involve us in the absurdity of putting a 
duty upon sugar and at the same time repealing all provisions 
inconsistent with this enactment in the pending bill. We have 
adopted the only way it seems to me in which we could reach 
our object, whether it is a goud or bad one. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore the object of the absolute repeal 
of section 3 is to take away from the President of the United 
States in the future all authority under that section. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me? I 
should like to ask the Senator from Missouri if the position 
which the committee take is that in the future the power to 
make such reciprocal conventions shall be left to the treaty- 

i wer, the President and the Senate? 

Mr. RST. That is it, exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Wholly. 

Mr. HiGGINS. And that it shall be taken away from the 
President. 

Mr. VEST. That is it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the object. The amendment, of 
course, is a great improvement upon the original amendment 
poro by the committee, because if it shall turn out, when 

he bill finally receives the signature of the President, that in- 
stead of having a duty on sugar it will be free, then these oe 
rocal arrangements already entered into will not be changed, 
because, as I understand the general provisions of the bill, there 
is not a provision in it that is inconsistent with these reciprocal 
arrangements, except that we have put aduty upon sugar. 

Therefore, if sugar is made free these arrangements which 
have been made and are so valuable to our country will not be 
interfered with. But it can not be sup d that if the present 
arrangement as to sugar shall prevail in the bill in the end, 
all these reciprocal arrangements will not be absolutely abro- 

ted. We can hardly suppose that with the discrimination we 
bars made in the bill against Germany she will give us the ben- 
efit of the reciprocal arrangements which she has given us with 
reference to our great agricultural products, wheat and flour, 
and corn and pork, and other articlesof agricultural production 
which we have sent there in such great quantities within the 

last few Ta 

Mr. HOAR. I wish my honorable friend from Iowa would 
devote a sentence or two of his speech right there to summing 
up the discriminations which have been made against Germany 
in this matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have in the first place discriminated 

ainst Germany to the extent of a tenthof a cent a pound upon 
afl sugar that comes from Germany, whether it be raw or re- 
fined. 

I do not want to anticipate what Germany may say, but she 
will regard that as a direct discrimination against the exports 
from her country to ours, and she may say, although I hope she 
will not, that In violation of the reciprocal agreement under 
which we have given the United States the benefit of the low- 
est rate of duty that we impose upon agricultural products, in 
consideration of our finding a market in the United States for 
our beet sugar, which has been taken away by Congress, we will 
deal with the United States as we deal with other nations 
against whom we now discriminate.” 

Now, that is as to Germany. The same rule applies to Spain. 
There we not only had a large list of articles admitted free be- 
cause we admit free to this country the sugar of the Spanish 
colonies, but in addition they have given us a discriminating 
duty amounting to a reduction of 50 per cent upon the old duty 
as to agricultural products. 

—— WASHBURN. It is more than that as to wheat and 
our. 

= Mr. HALE. It is a greater reduction than that on wheatand 
our. 

Mr. ALLISON. On wheat and flour it may be more. 

Mr. HALE. From $5.34 to $1. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. These great discriminations 
have been made under the third section of the McKinley law. 
Now, if we shall finally, as [ hope we will, put sugar upon the 

list, then the amendment as proposed now by the Senator 

m Missouri will be an amendment which will be consistent; 
but if we shall im the 851 now proposed upon sugar, the 
amendment is no better than the original provision making it 
certain that these reciprocal arrangements which have been of 
so much advantage to us will be taken away from us, because the 
whole — hinges upon the question whether we shall im- 
pose a duty upon imported sugar. In that event, this modifica- 
Hon iu nothing. But if we shall finally make sugar free, then it 


will be a potential and valuable modification of the provision as 
apnay reported by the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. r. President, I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to some statistical information with respect to our 
foreign commerce which will be very materially affected by the 
provisions of the section now under consideration. No doubt 
the attention of the Senator from Missouri has been called to it, 
but I should like to have him hear some of the statistics which 
I will give from public documents, and also some information 
that I have from letters, not only from the State of Missouri, 
5 1 the Northwestern States and some of the Southern 

ates. 

Among the most beneficial results of what is called the Me- 
Kinley act, whatever demerits it may be alleged to have; has 
been to increase our exports to foreign countries to an extent 
unprecedented in the previous history of our country. I have 
a table from the Bureau of Statistics, which I have sent for, in 
which the statistics are more elaborately given. I will read 
some of the results effected by what is known as the McKinley 
act. I contrast the returns of our exports of certain articles to 
Cuba in 1889 with the exports in 1893. The first item isagricul- 
turalimplements. The amount exported from the United States 
to Cuba increased from $74,135 in 1889 to $130,341 in 1893, a great 
increase in the exportation of 5 implements. 

Mr. HALE. To what country! 

Mr. SHERMAN. To Cuba. The next item is cars, passen- 
ger and freight, the exportation of which increased from 8127 
533 in 1889 to $271,571 in 1893. The exportations of cotton cloth 
in 1889 amounted to $70,123, to $75,359 in 1893. In rubber goods 
the increase was from $27,804 in 1889 to $42,879 in 189%; car 
wheels, $1,918 in 1889 to $18,073 in 1893; cutlery, from $10,347 in 
1889 to $21,094 in 1893; machinery, not elsewhere given, from 
$955,242 in 1889 to $2,792,050 in 1893; cut nails, from $48,349 in 
1889 to $107,002 in 1893; wire nails, from $9,763 in 1889 to $20,581 
in 1893; railway bars, from $20,240 in 1889 to $327,411 in 1993. 
The exportations of saws and tools increased from $115,232 in 
1889 to $243,544 in 1893; steam engines, from $10,493 in 1889 to 
$130,652 in 1893; wire, from $118,214 in 1889 to $321,120 in 1893; 
boots and shoes, from $74,542 in 1889 to $114,943 in 1893; and all 
other articles, from $9,472,384 in 1889 to $18,845,087 in 1893. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator from Ohio the figures as to the 
single item of lard? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave not the statistics as to the exporta- 
tions of wheat and other agricultural products, but they are 
enormous. 

Mr. HALE. The exportations of lard increased from $2,000,- 
000 to $4,600,000; more than 10) per cent. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ihave thestatisticsas to manufactures, and 
not the others. 

In the letter communicated to me by the secretary of the Isaac 
Harter Company, an Ohio concern, located at Fostoria, the sec- 
retary says: 

On page 40 of the same report would call your attention to the following, 
ving reference to the increase of exports of wheat and wheat products: 
“In Cuba alone was there a notable increase. Reflecting probably the 

tial failure of the Spanish home crop of wheat, the imports of fiour into 
a Were inereased from 366,175 in 1892 to 616.406 barrels in 1893." 

I would say in this connection that the imports of flour into Cuba this year 
will probably reach 800.000 barrels. Ihave information from those high in 
authority, politically and commercially, in Havana, Cuba, that Spain is only 
waiting a pretext whereby shecan restore the duty of 87 barrel on Amer- 
ican flour, which would practically shut us out from that very important 
marketfor our products. With the South American trade for American 
fiour surely slipping away from us on account of the phenomenal increase 


in the quantity of wheat grown in the River Platte district, it will probably 
be but a few years until that market will be lost to us entirely. 


Here is a letter from Indianapolis, written by the secretary of 
the Indianapolis Board of Trade: 

The foll is the substance of a report by our Committee on Commu- 
nications and Resolutions presented at a meeting held last evening: 

A communication has been received from the Isaac Harter Company, mer- 
chant miliers, of Fostoria, Ohio, stating that if the Wilson bill, in its pres- 
ent form, should pass the Senate, it will 1 ree the reciprocity treaty now 
in effect between this country and Spain, which will prove Nag? Benassi 
to our mercantile interests. The following retaliatory clause 5 
for adoption, which the company thinks would obviate the difficulty.” 


And they here ee retaliatory legislation to prevent this 
evil. The proposition made by these gentleman, however the 
may think it affects their interest, is utterly indefensible, an 
the Government of the United States will never resort to that 
kind of a provision. We have made a reciprocity arrangement 
now with Spain, also with Germany and many other countries, 
and our exports have more than doubled in every country with 
which we have made special arrangements. We have lostnoth- 
ing at all in our commerce with them. We receive their gocis 
as we receive all other goods, at the same rates of duty. We 
make no discrimination, but we do by these provisions secure 
for ourselves an enormous market for a great mass of both agri- 
cultural products and other products. 
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I have here also a letter from St. Louis, which I shall be glad 
to read for the information of our friends on the other side. The 
writer says: 

We are glad to learn that you are giving special attention to our trade ro- 
lations with Cuba and the Latin-American countries, which have been so 
largely increased by reciprocity treaties which went into effect someni 
over two years ago, and which the Senate amendments to the Wilson D 
threaten to abrogate, 

Since theso reciprocity treaties went into effect our trade in four has been 
very largely increased. Previous to 1891 the duty on flour was about 85.83 

er barrel into Cuba, and under the treaty the duty is now about d cents per 

rrel. Before these treaties we practically had no trade with thatceuntry, 
and we now supply them with nearly ali the flour they use, to say noth- 
ing of corn, agricultural implements, lard, and the general products of the 
pork establishments of the United States, 

According to statistics, the American trade with Cabs. and the Latin- 
American countries was about $13,000,000 more in 1893 than it was in 1890. 
This great increase has been largely from the Mississippi Valley. 


Ihave also here a letter from Chicago showing the same in- 
formation. It is as follows: 


As a result of the reciprocity treaty made with Spain October 1. 1890, and 
going into effect January 1, 1801, we have been able to do a large and profit- 
able trade in ornamented sheet metal with S h-American countries. 
trade that formerly belonged to Europe, and we have, of course, worked hard 
and ata at cost to: secure: this trade; which now threatens to be cut off 
entirely ifthe Wilson bill, as reported in the Senate, providing for the abro- 
gation of the present commercial arrangements with Spain, is passed: 

It would/be nothing short of an outrage that anybody should attempt to 
set-aside: the reciprocity: 9 when we. are just 8 started 
in building up a trade with these countries; and whether he belonged to 
either of the great parues of this country, no fair-minded man conld lose 
sight of the fact of the injury done to the country as the proposed legisla- 
tion: would inflict. 


T have also another letter to the same effect, from which Iwill 
only read an extract, written from Coldwater, Mich.: 


I have here another letter, the last that I will refer to. W. 
C. Brown, whois the secretary of a large milling establishment, 
of which Hon. M. D. HARTER is president, says: 

We have justrecaived advices from our representatives in Havana thatan 
excessive duty will be placed on American fiour into Cuba again, commenc- 
ing with Juiy 1. This will be a serious: blow to our trade on the island, 
which at this: time equals. 50,000 to 60,000 barrels a year, and the total of 
American flour shi; to the island this year would likely have aggregated 
a million barrels. Our only hope now for retaining this trade with Cuba 18 
to have Congress pass a retaliatory measure discriminating against Cuban 
sugar. 

This can not be: done, as a matter of course. Cuba wili re- 
tnliate by a discriminating duty. The truth is, we have made 
fair and excellent bargains with nearly all the countries that 
were willing to trade with us, by which we have gained enor- 
mous advantages, y in increasing our exports—not only 
our exports of grain and produce, but also our exports of manu- 
factures: 

Now, why disturb those arrangements? Why change them? 
I can not ses any reason for it. The only reason which: can be 

ven in a political sense is that they were brought about by a 

publican administration, mainly through the influence of a 
gentleman who is now dead and gone. It seems to me there can 
be no reason whatever for any abrogation or change of these 
agreements. There is no necessity for it. 

This provision, repealing all these agreements, it seems to me, 
ought to be stricken out. If they are to be abrogated or modi- 
fied, as probably some of them will have to be in consequence 
of provisions of this bill, it ought to be done by a conference 
through the Executive Department; it ought not to be done by 
an arbitrary act of Congress, 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask my friend from Ohio a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Is there any other diffculty 
sigar in the way of continuing these treaties? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; there were many provisions of the 
bill that are inconsistent with our reciprocal engagements with 
several countries. I am not now prepared to point out what 
they are. But the difficulty is that we undertake by law to ab- 

te all our agreements without a conference with the powers 
with whom they were made. 

Mr. GRAY. I have just one word, with the Senator's permis- 
sion. Iam in favor of reciprocity. but I remind the Senator 
that the amendment which was attributed to Mr. Blaine and 
was introduced by the Senator.from Maine [Mr. HALE] was a 
pretty far-reaching provision. 

I was very much in favor of it; and when the reciprocity fea- 
ture of the McKinley bill was being voted on I offered as an 
amendment the provision as drafted, or supposed, at all events, 
to be drafted by Mr. Blaine, for the committee’s admendment, 
and every Democrat voted for it and every Republican voted 
against it. I merely make this statement in reply to what the 
Senator said about the foresight and forecast of that great 
statesman, as we all consider him. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Iam not talking at all about this as a politi- 


cal matter. 

Mr. GRAY. Nor am I; but the Senator alluded to that fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think I was in favor of the policy 
of reciprocity.. I was afraid of entangling alliances. I-had the 
old ides about our foreign relations that we had better not em- 
barrass ourselves with entanglingalliances. Butthese arrange- 
ments have been made. Their results have been beneficial to 
an unexpected extent. No one dreamed of the enormous in- 
crease of our trade with the countries with whom we have made 
reciprocal engagements. Now, if you will destroy them, if the 
term: of this bill are inconsistent with those engagements, then 
we ought to leave it to the President of the United States and the 
Secretary of State, who have now the power, to make conven- 
ient changes in them. Some of them ought not to be abrogated. 
Some of them must be changed somewhat. 

Therefore, instead of repealing the reciprocity stipulations or 
affocting them in any way, ordeclaring that they are void or in- 
consistent with our legislation, they ought to be continued in 
force until abrogated by the consent of both parties. It is never 
wisa to change a treaty bylaw. Undoubtedly an act ol Congress 
can abrogate any treaty which we may make with the most pow- 
erful nation, but it ought never to be done. It ought to be left 
to the Executive authority, which alone has power to negotiate 
the necessary changes, 

This mode of abrogating contracts. by legislation is wrong. 
One of the reasons why I doubted the policy of reciprocity was 
because I thought it ought to be left to the executive branch of 
the Government, with power conferred by law. By our Consti- 
tution the President is the only officer who can deal with for- 
eign nations, and he ought to have the full power to make or 
change a treaty or a reciprocal agreement. If the laws of Con- 
gress should turn out to prove inconsistent with such an agres- 
ment, then the President of the United States, as a matter of 
course, will present the reasons for the change to the different 
governments with whom wo have made agreements. 

Why. is it necessary to modify them or e them? If nec- 
essary let it ba done by two friendly Executives get together 
to see whether they can substitute some other form of arrange- 
ment instead of the one existing; but when we undertake to ab- 
rogate. treaties or agreements by legislation we do not have an 
opportunity for consideration, for talk, for explanation, for that 
necessary and friendly negotiation which occurs between eminent 
statesmen when they are charged by law with power to make a 


treaty. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, in answer to the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and also toa hint for 
the first time from the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] that 
these Senators, representing their party, are in favor of reci 
procity, I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Dela- 
ware to the fact thatthe original reciprocity amendment, which 
I introduced here, which had been drawn in the State De 
ment by the Secretary and which presumably represented the 
Administration and Republican sentiment ER was drawn 
upon the basis that the sugar duty should be kept on, as the lever- 
age upon which reciprocity could be set afoot with other nations, 
and that the duty should not be given up without some corre- 
sponding return, but the President was authorized to use that 
existing and imposed duty for the purpose of negotiating reci- 
procity arrangements. 

When the Republican party in the Fifty-first Congress deter- 
mined to make a present of free sugar to the consumers of the 
United States, thereby reducing to them the cost of that most 
necessary and extensive article of consumption something like 
2 cents per pound, the whole programme was shifted. The duty 
which was to be used as the leverage was gone. Theonly lever- 
age that could ba used was the authority to be given to the 
President, and the threat, if you may choose to call it, that un- 
less-these countries would enter into some fair agreement the 
duty should be reimposed. Therefore, the legislation upon this 
subject had asits keynote, as the Senator indicates, the duty 
upon sugar. 

Then, when the Republican party had determined that free 
sugar should be one of the constituent and important parts of 
its tariff bill, when the Democratic party had indica noad- 
hesion or assent to tbe policy which must be pursued in re- 
gard to: reciprocity, the Senator from Delaware laggardly of- 
fered the amendment which had been introduced by me before, 
and which would apply to another condition and did not apply 
to a free-sugar measure. 

We have seen sucha course taken frequently in other matters, 
where, after we have gone forward, advanced our ground and 
set higher our standard, our friends upon the other side come 
in.with some old, abandoned proposition of ours and seek. to 
make an issue upon it. The Senator was behind the times. 


When his asseciates voted for the amendment that had been 
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introduced here under a certain condition of things they were 


groping in the dark. We had gone into the light; we had 
abolished the duty upon sugar and were using that condition as 
the leverage with other nations. 

This was wholly satisfactory to Mr. Blaine, and he was very 
earnest in the desire that it should be passed as a part of the 
tariff bill. I recall the pleasure which I felt in sending him a 
message announcing the vote on the passage of the reciprocity 
feature of the McKinley bill. 

Now, I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri—and I know 
he will answer me and give me a fair answer—whether he has 
any doubt that under his amendment, which has only shifted 
the form and turn of speech, these reciprocity agreements will 
fall to the ground if the bill goes bei ge Here is the provi- 
sion of the McKinley act upon which all these beneficent agree- 
ments were builded: 

Sec. 3. That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries pro- 
ducing the following articles, and for this purpose, on and after the Ist day 
of January, 1892, whenever, and so often as the President shall -be satisfied 
that the government of any country producing and exporting s „mo- 
lasses, coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, im- 
poses duties or other exactions upon the agricult or other products of 
the United States. which, in view of the free introduction of such sugar, 
molasses, coffee, tea, and hides into the United States, he may deem to be 
3 unequal and unreasonable, he shall have the power and it shall 
be his duty— 

It is directory, not a matter of his option 
to suspend, by proclamation to that effect, the provisions of this act relat- 
ing to the free Introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, 
the production of such country, for such time as he shall deem just, and in 
paid upon sugar, molasses. coffee, tea and hides, tho product of or exported 

om such designated country, as follows, namely: £ 

Then it goes on and gives the schedule of ratesof duties under 
which the reimposition shall be made, unless these countries 
come to some agreement and make some reciprocal arrange- 
ment that will be in the view of the President reasonable and 


equal, 

* ask the Senator with the amendment he has offered if the 
bill goes through with taxed sugar, when free sugar was held 
out under the law to these countries as the leverage on which 
these agreements could be made, whether he does not believe 


that these agreements will fall? 

— VEST. Does the Senator from Maine want me to reply 
now 

Mr. HALE. I should be very glad, because I am asking the 
question in good faith. 

Mr. VEST. It depends entirely on the importance which for- 


eign countries would attach to the export of sugar from their 
own into this country. I admit there is some force in what the 
Senator from Iowa said, and what the Senator from Maine re- 
peats, that the efficacy of the amendment which I have offered 
this morning on behalf of the committee depends largely upon 
what we do with sugar hereafter in the bill. I can not under- 
take to show the full effect of this provision because I do not 
know how much importance will be attached by the sugar-pro- 
ducing countries to the effect of a tax upon sugar. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know that after the pas- 
sage of the Wilson bill in the House, even with its free-sugar 
provision, very considerable discussion arose as to whether the 
result of that measure would be the practical abrogation of these 
agreements, and that it was finally generally settled and public 
acceptance given that such would be the result? 

Mr. VEST. There was great diversity of opinion anda great 
deul of ready SES orang as to the views of public men in re- 

to the effect of that action. I never had but one opinion 
about it myself, though I was reported very differently in dif- 
ferent newspapers, and I never took any paius to correct it be- 
cause I was too busy to do it. I always thought that the effect 
of putting a tax upon sugar would seriously influence exports 
from the United States to the sugar-producing countries. Iam 
frank to state that; but at the same time | never had any doubt 
on ry to other articles a great deal of the trade would be main- 

ned. 4 

My opinion, however, was largely colored or influenced by my 
knowledge after an examination from time to time that the 
effects of reciprocity had been distorted in the partisan press. 
For instance, to give one glaring injustice, the protection or- 
pans in claiming an increase of trade between this country and 

razil leave out the quantities of exportsand putin their value, 
concealing from view either intentionally or through ignorance, 
the fact that the price in Brazil was in depreciated currency, 
and not in gold values which govern the world commercially 
everywhere else. The result was that from month to month or 
from three months to three months we had reports from the 
Bureau of Statistics and in the partisan press that the trade be- 
tween Brazil and the United States was being largely increased. 
Ican show, I think, beyond question that that was not the case. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know that when our in- 


voices and our measures of value of exportations from this coun- 
try are made up, and from that they get into the official reports, 
they are made up at our port of exportation? 

Mr. VEST. They were not in this case. : 

Mr. HALE. They are made up at American ports in Ameri- 
can currency and at American valuation. The fact that the 
shipper deals with a people who in time of revolution, or war, 
or civil commotion have a depreciated currency does not affect 
the value of invoices which get into our reports. 

Those are made up, notin Brazil, not in Cuba, not in Venez- 
uela, not in the turbulent countries where war and rebellion 
and strife exist more than half the time and where everything 
is fluctuating; they are made up at our ports. Those are the 
figures which get into our official reports. The Senator from 
Missouri is entirely wrong. I ask the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land, who is an expert, if this is not so? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, that is exactly 
so. The Senator from Missouri undoubtedly has in mind the 
imports from Brazil and those countries which of course aré 
made up in the currency of the country of importation, and that 
being a depreciated currency, it shows a larger increase of im- 

rtations from those countries than has actually taken place; 

ut so far as the exports from this country to those countries 
are concerned. they are made up here in American currency, 
and the fluctuations in foreign currency have nothing whatever 
to do with the amounts. 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon of the Senator from Maine. I did not 
intend to interject an argument into the middle of his speech; 
but I have before mea paper read at the meeting of the National 
statistical Institute at Chicago, September, 1893, by the present 
statistician of the Treasury Department, Mr. Worthington C. 
Ford. I will read what Mr. Ford says, and he ought to be good 
authority upon the subject: 

All of the figures ostensibly given out as the measure of the effects of this 
reciprocity arrangement have infected with an error that amounts to 
little less than a blunder, and one that would shame a novice in statistics, 
Each month the National Bureau of Statistics officially published a table 
which was intended to show the commerce of the United States with these 
South American countries, and with especial reference to the results of the 
reciprocity clause. In every instance not but the values of commodi- 
ties were given, and in nearly every instance the figures bore on their face 
a lie; yet they were solemnly quoted as definite proof of the success of the 
policy and known to be inflated, no attempt was made to correct them or to 
give the outside public the slightest intimation that they were erroneous. 

On the contrary, they were embodied in official papers, and conclusions 
based upon them that would have been disproved by the true returns. For 
more than a year was this allowed to pass unquestioned, and the friends as 
wellas the critics of the reciprocity policy were more than surprised at the 
result. The former gloated over what they called the success of thescheme; 
and the latter were tified to note the increasing total, and be; to hope 
this reciprocity would after all prove an ente wedge towards widening 
the channels of our foreigncommerce and lead to a more liberal commercial 
policy. The hopes of either were doomed to disappointment, because these 
totals which supplied the foundation of their e: tations and arguments 
proved to be merely a matter of 5 which, when corrected, tells 
almost entirely ain fieh reciprocity as established by the McKinley act. 

He then goes on and shows the difference between the gold 
value in Brazil and in the depreciated currency of that country. 

Mr. HALE. The writer of that article, whoever he may be, 
had undoubtedly fallen 

Mr. VEST. It is Mr. Ford, the chief of the Bureau of Statis- 
tics. 

Mr. HALE. He has undoubtedly fallen into a mistake, be- 
cause it applies to importations, and he is taking the gross trade, 
including exportations and importations. I know that all the 
values of our exports,which are given in our reports, are based 
upon the valuation at the place of export. I am borne outin 
that by Senators who are experts upon this subject. 

The members of the Committee on Finance upon the other 
side of the Chamber have had this placed before them constantly. 
I have no doubt the mistake comes from what was suggested by 
the Senator from Rhode Island, thatin making up the aggregate 
of trade, including importations and exportations, he fell into 
the error. The importations are made up on the basis where 
they come from, of course, like our exports, on the basis where 
they gofrom. Mr. Ford is adopting the same course in de- 
nouncing reciprocity, and declaring that it is a sham, and that 
it is presented before the American people under false colors, 
which has been taken on the otherside of the Chamber ever 
since this subject has been mooted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me to read from 
Mr. Ford a little further slong than the statememt read by the 
Senator from Missouri, he will see that Mr. Ford himself takes 
this view of it. He says: 


Nearly all countries of South America have resorted to paper money, 
and in many cases the issues have been carried beyond safety, and the 
notes 5 tor less than their nominal value. Exports from these 
countries 


Mr. HALE. That is it, undoubtedly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Ford says: 


rts from these countries, quoted in paper prices, have unnaturally 
swelled total values, and it is such values that have been quoted officially, 
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and in all seriousness, as actual values, and — after attention had been 
called to the blunder involved. Neglecting a study of quantities of exports, 
values alone have been insisted upon as the true gauge. And to the extent 
of inflated prices have the values of imports into the United States from 
these countries been also inflated—a true form of bubble prosperity, if there 
ever Was one. 


Mr. HALE. Then I guessed exactly right, that the writer 
of that article was basing his statement upon the importation 
side of the trade from Brazil. 

Nothing has been so demonstrated by time as the truth of the 
statement made by the distinguished and veteran Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], that under these agreements our exports 
in almost every form of product, whether of the shop or the 
mine or the soil, have been greatly increased in these countries. 

Here I have a much more complete list ot our exports toCuba 
during the years reckoning from 1891 to 1893, two years of the 
operation of the reciprocity feature of the McKinley law, and 
it is something startling, Mr. President. It is startling in the 
view that there is one party in this country which proposes to 
destroy the basis of the increased exportation from this country 
to Cuba under our reciprocity scheme, to sweep this trade away, 
to tear down the whole structure of increased reciprocal trade. 

It is instructive to look at this growing trade, this one de- 
88 of Old Spain. I take the increase of our exports from 

891 to and including 1893, under our reciprocity. 

I first take breadstuffs. Bread and biscuits, from $17,000 to 
$31,000, nearly 100 per cent increase. Corn, from $120,000 to 
$582,000, more than 400 per cent. Wheat flour, from $591,000 
5 that had got the benefit of the first year’s increase) to 


the same, but it shows the beginning of what will be a greater 
and a brighter day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When the Senator is through, or at some 
time at his convenience, I should be glad to make a more ex- 
tended and definite explanation of the situation in Brizil in re- 
gard to cotton. 

Mr. HALE. I was going on with the trade in Cuba. Here 
is another large item: builders’ hardware, from $174,000 to 
$395,000, more, than 100 per cent increase; machinery, from 
$1,317,000 to $2,792,000, over 100 per cent; locomotive engines, 
from $237,000 to $418,0C0, nearly 100 per cent; wire, from $715,000 
to $1,664,000, 40 per cent; petroleum, a product of the mines, 
$280,000 to $403,000, 60 percent; lubricating oil, $42,000 to $77,000, 
70 per cent; paint and painters’ colors, from $23,527 to $49,000, 
110 per cent; provisions, beef products, from $11,000 to $89,000, 
800 per cent or more; bacon, from $351,000 to $556,000, 60 per 
cent increase; hams, from $234,000 to $762,000, more than 200 per 
cent; pickled pork, from $33,000 to $59,000, 70 per cent; lard, from 
$2,079,000 to $4,023,000, almost 100 per cent increase. 

So I might go on. Those are some of the larger items. 
Boards, deals, and planks, from $604,000 to $1,058,000, 65 per cent 
increase; shooks, from $102,000 to $152,000, 50 per cent increase. 
All other articles of lumber, from $120,000 to $164,000. 

The aggregate shows that our exports to Cuba have been in- 
creased from $11,000,000 in 1891 to $24,000,000 in 1893. I give 
here the table showing the different articles in more extended 
detail, upon which this increase is predicated: 


this whole reciprocity feature goes on all fours, altogether. 
When you begin to increase trade, and when you get large dis- 
criminating duties on certain articles, and thereby open the 
trade, and open lines of steamships, and open the avenues to the 
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2,821,000 in the two years, from 1891 to 1893, nearly 500 per cent. 
Mr. HOAR. With what country is that trade? 3 ae 
Mr. HALE. Cuba alone. Carriages and horse cars, from | 4 TF 

$166,000 to $316,000, more than 100 per cent increase; manufac- 3 implements $123, 421 
tures of copper, from $29,000 to $48,000, 80 per cent increase; | MMOS -agropa OU ouen be 

cotton goods, from $101,000 to $148,000, 46 per cent increase. t 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President? ~~ | ~~ Bread and piscuit 200 31, 650 
Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Missouri because he AAS oo ie SOE RENTS a ee eRe SER eg 
is eras very good himself in yielding. Gats 24.202 
Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon, but he mention ed 2, 821, 557 
cotton goods; I asked him a question in 1890, I believe, or oe . — 
1892, which he has never answered; and I should like for him | Broom corn 23° 983 
or some other protection Senator to answer it now. Ihave here | Carriagesand horse cars 889 316, O41 
the tariff of Brazil, published in Bulletin No. 8, under Mr. | Clocks and watches . ariel ast 
Blaine’s administration as Secretary of State. 29, 799 48, 656 
Mr. HALE. This is Cuba that I am reading from. 101, 799 148, 788 
Mr. VEST. I know, but it applies to both countries. Bul- rd 2253 
letin No. 8, July, 1891. This tariif of Brazil together with the 3.181 45, 229 
reciprocal arrangement sometimes called a treaty made by the 11, 756 53, 210 
United States under Mr. Blaine with the Brazilian authorities inl anon 
shows that America received a differential or discriminating 18, 389 54,701 
duty of td por oont on oon pecan va tia N from this 5 118 

country into Brazil. In other words, the American manufac- y è 
turer had an advantage of 12+ per cent over the British manu- . SUL eee vo ie 
facturer, both of them paying transportation, one from Liver- 174, 622 395, 964 
pool and the other from New York, to Rio Janeiro. N 1 od lat) 
Now, the Senator contends that the reciprocity, as he terms it, Railroad iron ....0022 ee 32, 249 326, 654 
has increased the market of the American manufacturer under 5 107, 291 43,544 
this differential in Brazil. Will he be kind enough to tell us if | Scales and balances. . eee 
the American manufacturer, with a protective or differential TOGON OTS E 968. 237.827 418.776 
duty in his favor against the British manufacturer of only 124 46, 766 130, 652 
r cent, both paying transportation, can take any portion of the 7 — i —— 
razilian market on cotton goods away from the British manu- | Lamps, chandeliers, ete. 29.297 51.880 
facturer, why does it required5 per cent protection in the United | Boots and shoes 100, 733 193, 776 
States to enaplethe American manufacturer at home to hold the | Other leather goods...-..- i en 
market on cotton goods against the British manufacturer. The 2 12.225 32.032 
British manufacturer has to pay transportation from Liverpool to 15.880 77, 003 
get into this market. Aad 33, K 
Mr. HALE. I will answer the Senator. As the Senator from 8.502 2 527 
lowa suggests to me, in the first place, there is a different kind 42, 552 77, 822 
of cotton goods which is used largely in that trade. Then, too, 23.827 3, s 
206 , 722 
760 460 
955 747 
458 082 
276 


increased exportation of all products, you have then the condi- 2 355 E 
tions which build up trade generally. wie 4 zar 
You have transportation established; you have the trade Futter meat products 18 110 40.87 
open; you have the ship lines running. So we, getting the ad- Cheese.. 12, 910 32,494 
vantage of reciprocity agreements on certain articles by large —— eon 1 1 
discriminations, load our ships and send them away. e open — — IREE 25 557 30,740 
also trade in other articles where we do not get such large dis- ufactures of Straw.. 6, 196 16,177 
criminating duties. Begin in a small way at first, as we have in reed — — 
3 cotton goods. We do not need the same extent of Sipe 91. 
discrimination for everything that we do on the larger articles. 9,355 17,518 
We sro poring the trade. We are gradua” _ gaining on it. 982 
This trade in cottons does not show anything e such an in- 884.153 


crease of trade as the other articles. The discrimination is not 


‘Wood and manufactures of: 
Boards, deals, and planks. 
Joists and scantling 


Mr. President, this list shows that these 
seminated broadcast throughout the country. They were not 
for the manufacturer alone, nor the miner alone, nor the farmer 
alone, but they benefited labor in all the great branches of 
American industry. The Senator upon the other side, repre- 
senting the committee and the Democratic side of the Chamber, 
displays an audacity that is worthy of admiration in daring to 
approach the very base of this citadel of extended trade which 
has been erected by the Republican party and venturing to lay 
rude hands upon if. : 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a 
question. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly, the Senator may. 

Mr. VEST. If reciprocity is the cause of the increase of trade 
which he says has taken p between. the United States and 
Brazil, for instance, why is it that the trade between France and 
Germany and Great Britain and Brazil, without reciprocity, has 
increased in a greater extent? 

Mr. HALE. Lam glad the Senator has brought this up. The 
increase of our exports under reciprocity shows that with Ger- 
many the result under reciprocity has been almost as gratifying 
as.it has been with Cuba. 

It is surprising, even in competition with the products of the 
soil of the old countries—with Russia and Austria-Hungary upon 
the coreals—how we have gained upon them, and how with our 
pork produet we have gained by reciprocity. Germany I was 
going to cite as a marked instance in favor of this policy of the 

publican: party. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator 8 my question, I 
think, I understood him to argue that reciprocity with Brazil 
has caused this increase of our trade with that country. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave not said anything about Brazil, because 
I ħave not yet reached that. 

Mr. VEST. I take Brazii asan example, because I have here 
the figuresfrom Brazii. In 1889 Brazil sent to Germany 122,- 
542,000 marks, that is in value; and in 1891 189,748,000 marks. 
Now, reciprocity did not do that. The same thing occurred as 
to France, which had no reciprocal relations with Brazil.and the 
same thing occurred as to Great Britain. Here are the figures 
showing that the trade between Brazil and those countries 
which had no reciprocal commercial arrangements with Brazil 
increased in a larger degree than the trade between Brazil and 
the United States with reciprocity. 

Mr. HALE. The great end and aim, the bright idea that ran 
all through this 3 scheme in the illuminated minds of 
its projectors, was, I do not mean entirely, but it was largel 
with the Central and South American countries, where no suc 
eonditions existed as they did in Europe. Here were countries 
producing articles which we do not produce, needing articles 
which we do produce and they can not, where for years we had 
witnessed almost the absorption of trade by casi ova rivals. 

There was no such condition in the trade with England or 
France. We had looked on foryears and had seen Great Britain 
and Germanyand Franceabsorb seven-eighths of all the trade of 
the Brazils, of the Argentines, of the countries of South America, 
and the islands of the Spanish Main, and the object was to divertit 

‘from those countriesand to give usa portion of the trade, mainly 
the export trade into those countries, and not so much d 
with the imports from those countries, which are all that the 
Senator from Missouri cites. The reciprocity feature is based 
be sees certain articles we produce and they donot, and certain ar- 
es they produce and we do not, and the operation of it is 
shown by these figures in regard to all those countries, but none 
so great as in Cuba. 
he Senator from Missouri sticks to Brazil as an illustration. 
The Senator knew that there has been no opportunity in the 
last. two anda half years to illustrate reciprocity there as we 
have had it in peaceful countries. The wonder is that any trade 
has remained between us and But let me tell the Sena- 
tor what all these figures do show, that. since this reciprocity 


agreement has been made with Brazil the e ts into that 
country from Great Britain and France and Germany have 
Steadily decreased. 
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Upon this I quote from the elaborate and convineing gee 
of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] of April 22: 

The financial condition in Brazil during the last. year, Mr. President, has 
been worse than it can be remembered ever to have in the t, and it 
is scarcely nece: tos st that such conditions have not furnished a 
fair test of the value of reciprocity arrangements with that country. Yet 
there has been a notable increase in the exports from the United States. 

In 1889 they amounted to 99,351,081; in 1891, the first Ta of the treaty, they 
reached $14,120,246; in 1892 they were a little more, and in 1893, the year of the 
greatest depression and blockaded harbors, they were valued at $12,388,124, 

Ct gain these gures with the exports from Great Britain to Br: 
considerable cause for gratification. In 1859 the 
$90,161,500; in 1890, at $37,293,140; im 1891, at $41,580,195. In 
after the treaty went into effect, they had fallen to $36,562,681. 

The French suffered even more. There was very — gaiz in the trade 
between France and Brazil about the time of the overthrow of the empire, 
which was due to the establishment of a new line of steamers between 
Havre and the Brazilian ports, but sinee the reciprocity treaty with the 
United States was consummated all that was gained has been lost, and the 
goods that were bought in France are now purchased in the United States. 

n lc the exports from France to Brazil were 40,132,523 franes: in 1890 they 
increased to $1,010.706 francs; in 1891 they jumped to 102,934.876 francs; butin 
1892, when the effect of the treaty was felt, they fell 33,000,000 and were only 
60,520,091 francs. The exports from France for 1893 are not yet reported. 


Our trade with Brazil has increased not as largely as it hasin 
other countries with which we have negotiated these arrange- 
ments, because of the turbulent condition during these times. 
Not only do the laws cease, infer arma silent leges, but trade 
ceases. Both cease; and therefore we are not able to show so 
strong a result there asin Cuba. When we get settled times 
and an assured government there, and get lines of transportation 
opened as we have with other countries, then the full result will 
be shown. 

Now, I want to show, on some of these articles affected by a 
reciprocity treaty, what we have done in Germany in regard to 
our products exported there. The table is remarkable, showing 
the increase from 1891 to 1893, inclusive: 


were valued at 
the first year 


$233, 781 $377, 735 

2,042,404 | 2,794, 689 

205,063 | 2,560,201 

41, 039 1, 011, 385 

235, 575 537, 526 

399,876 580, 007 

4 5 200,784 1,423, 455 
Dried apples. 100, 861 210,140 
Oil cake........- 1, 182, 041 2, 328, 109 
Rae Ae 168, 075 536, 587 

— 593, 034 820, 652 

578, 408 825, 450 

189, 365 1, 495, 557 

3,757,770 | 4, 694, 012 

362, 088 343, 702 

—— E 560, 422 627,418 

— 1. 400, 459 1, 855, 740 


Mr. President, Germany was in a condition where we could 
make a satisfactory trade with her. She was producing and 
overproducing the article of beet sugar. We took of her an in- 
creased product in one year from 300,000,000 pounds to 600, 000, 000 
pounds, and in return for that we got an agreement which dis- 
eriminated in our favor, so much so that a German authority 
used the language which I shall read. 

This is from an authority in German business circles, the 
Frankfort Zeitung: 

Mr. Blaine's idea has been successful in both cases. It has secured for tho 
United States treaties with Brazil. Cuba, and with other of the South Amer- 
ican States. and thus brings Mr. Blame's ù Pan-American scheme nearer 
tov atthesame time damaging opean exporters in all American 
mar 

It is something to adopt a policy. which wrings from our rivals 
such honest praise. I should be willing to sum up as the benefit 
of this great policy, which the Se eee party is committed to 
and the Democratic party everywhere tries to destroy, that con- 
fession which I repeat: 

It has secured for the United States treaties with Brazil, Cuba, and with 
other of the South American States. and thus brings Mr. Blaine’s great Pan- 
American scheme nearer realiza ion, at the same time damaging European 
exporters in all American markets. 

Mr. GRAY. From what does the Senator read? 

Mr. HALE. From the Frankfort Zeitung. The Senator 
knows that authority, an authority in business and financial cir- 
cles. It is published in Frankfort-on-the-Main, the center of 
the German money system. 

Biaine’ ready forced „Denmark, Austria, and 
France to repeal thelr probibitions of American meat and italy is of the 
V uments we rep: Te bnm naen won | 


s pean 
ineffective with reference to the United States. The German tariff on agri- 
cultural products was to be reduced in favor of Italy and Austria, and 
to be retained. Russia and because the latter nationsdo not 


enjoy “the: nations’ privileges.“ 
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I do not want any better testimony than that, Mr. President; 
I do not want any better defense of this grand system, which 
we see in the Senate sssailed by ruthless and destructive hands. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President. the so-called reciprocity features 
of the McKinley act were always, I think, very interesting to 
anyone who presumed to call himself a statesman and to any- 
one interested in the measures which look toward an increase 
in the intercourse between this country and the nations of the 
world. 

I have characterized before, and I characterize now, the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in 
1890, and which he has attributed to Mr. Blaine, as a farseeing 
and statesmanlike view of the condition obtaining in this coun- 
try and what was to be gained by this country by a lessening of 
the restrictions on commercial intercourse. 

But, Mr. President, I merely rose, not to consume time, but to 
call the attention of the Senate, and of the Senator from Maine 
especially, if I may have his attention fora moment, to this fact. 
I may be wrong about it, but certainly it seems to me there is a 
misnomer, ora misconception rather, of the effect of the so-called 
reciprocity feature under the McKinley act. 

The Senator has spoken, and other Senators have spoken, and 
it has been common parlance to say that certain treaties and 
arrangements haye been made by the President of the United 
States with the countries of this hemisphere by virtue of the 
third section of the McKinley act. There can be no treaties 
made by the President under that feature of the McKinley act, 
because all treaties as such must be ratified and confirmed by 
the Senate of the United States. The exercise of the treaty- 
making power by the President is quite independent of any au- 
thorization by statute. 

Whatever arrangements he may have made are not arrange- 
ments that are authorized by that section of the McKinley act. 
Whatever they may have been—I do not know thatI have read 
any of them—they must have been made upon the authority of 
the Executiye alone. Whether they require the action of the 
Senate or not, Iam not able to say, but certainly they were not 
contemplated by that section of the McKinley act. 

Mr. E. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainiy. 

Mr. HALE. In the debate which took place in the winter of 
1892, largely between the Senator from Missouri and myself, I 
inadvertently used the word “treaties.” My attention was called 
by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who is now the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, to the fact 
that these were not treaties, that treaties could not be nego- 
tiated under that provision. That is undoubtedly true, and I 
have not myself since that time fallen into the error—a verbal 
error only—of calling them “treaties.” They are agreements; 
they are not treatics. 

The question as to the right of the President to make them 
under the statute isa broad, underlying question which Congress 
must settle for itself. 

Mr. HOAR. They are made by concurrent action, if the Sen- 
ator will pardon me. 3 

Mr. HALE. Yes; they make a contract or agreement. That 
it is a great exercise of power, I take it, is not disputed. In the 
first debate—I do not know but the Senator himself was the 
author of it—the very witty characterization of this provision 
in the McKinley act was made, that it allowed the President 
to make treaties without the Senate and to raise revenue with- 
out the House of Representatives. 

Mr. GRAY. I thinkit was Mr. Evarts who said that. 

Mr. HALE. And it isa great power, but Congress determined 
that it would give to him what the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] has happily called the power to make concurrent 
arrangements between one country and another. I presume 
these arrangements can be abrogated without the exercise of the 
treaty power, as they were made without the exercise of that 

wer. 

Mr.GRAY. Congress can repeal even a treaty. 

Mr.HALE. Yes; Congress can do so if it so chooses. With- 
out regard to that, these are agreements subsisting by force of 
a Congressional enactment, and that enactment is now proposed 
to be repealed, so that the exercise of Congressional power in 
one case is no greater than in the other. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam glad to hear what the Senator has said in 
that regard. Ihave no partisan purpose in ap tn I may say 
or in any language I may use to characterize the arrangements 
mide under the McKinley act. I sincerely want a reciprocity 


that is broad and liberal, ana constitutes, if you choose to call 
it so, a bit of free trade between this country and the countries 
adjacent to it, or any countries in the world, if you choose, and 
that is what I aimed at when I reintroduced the amendment of- 
ferred by the Senator from Maine, called by himself the Blaine 
amendment, as a substitute for the reciprocity feature of the 
McKinley law. It was a bit of free trade, broad, liberal, and 
statesmanlike. 

What I rose to call the attention of the Senate to was that the 
language which I understand is proposed to be stricken out b 
the amendment of the committee to section 10! of the bill, 
very properly stricken out, because it speaks, as the Senator from 
Maine says he has spoken and certain other Senators have spoken, 
of “agreements or arrangements made or proclaimed between 
the United States and foreign governments under the provi- 
sions of said section.“ 

The section referred to did not authorize any arrangements, . 
any agreements, or any treaties to be made or proclaimed under 
pio authority of thatsection. That section merely provided as 

ollows: 

SEC. 3. That witha view to secure reciprocal trade with countries uc- 
ing the following articles, and for this p „on and after-the Ist day of 
January, 1892, whenever and so often as the ident shall be satisfied t 
the government of any 5 5 producing and e sugars, molasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes 
duties or other exactions upon the a or other products of the 
United States. which in view of the free introduction of such sugar, mi 


coffee, tea, and hides into the United States he may deem to be reci 
unequaland unreasonabie, he shall have the power and it shall be duty— 


To do what? To make a treaty? No. To make an arrange- 


ment? No. But— 
to suspend, by amation to that effect, the provisions of this act relat- 
ing to the free Introduction of such sugar, mo , coffee, and hides, 


That did not authorize the President of the United States to 
make any arrangements or any agreements. 

Mr. HALE. Did it not? 

Mr. GRAY. If he has made any such, he has made them 
upon his own motion, and whether wisely or not I am not here 
to say; it may have been with great wisdom, but this act did 
not authorize it, and this act is not responsible, so far as the 
action of the President of the United States is concerned, in any 
such arrangements as the result of any agreement made by the 
Executive. It is quite as open now to the present Executive to 
make an arrangement or agreement with any of these countries 
as it was for the President who was in office at the time that 
act was passed, and I hope that the President will take that 
view of it. i 

Mr. HALE. The Senator and I totally disagree as to the ef- 
fect of the reciprocity provision which he has quoted. The 
basis of it was that the President, when he believed that unequal 
and unreasonable duties were being imposed upon certain of our 
products by other countries, might reimpose duties upon certain 
products of those countries. That in itself carried with it the 
right of the President, when he approached any of these coun- 
tries and said through diplomatic representatives, ‘‘ You have 
oppressive duties upon products of our soil and of our mines and 
upon our implements of machinery,and unless you arrange your 
duties upon another scale, to wit, a scale which, under the Mo- 
Kinley act, I shall deem reasonable and proper, I shall reimpose 
these duties.” 

The whole thing was a subject of negotiation between the two 
countries; so that at last the President would not be forced by 
these unequal and unreasonable duties of foreign countries to 
reimpose the sugar and other duties if an equal and reasonable 
rate of duties should be conceded by these countries. Therefore, 
if there is anything in the law at all, ıt authorized the Presi- 
dent by negotiation to bring aboutsuch a condition as he should 
deem not unequal and not unreasonable. 

Mr. President, all of these reciprocal 5 have been 
made under the avowed authority given by the act of 1890, as 
quoted by the Senator from Delaware. They have been accepted 
by all foreign powers as authoritative and as in full force. Each 
agreement has compelled a like agreement with some other rival 
country in order to get the benefit which its rival had gained. 
Brazil forced Spain's hand, and Spain forced the hand of the 
British West Indian colonies, and the European authority I have 
read from shows that the agreements with all these countries 
forced the hand of Germany and other European nations. 

The plan has been wonderfully successful. The American 
a know this and appreciate the broad, Saep dani on w. it 

as been conducted. Woe be to the hands tnow attempt to 
destroy it. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, we shall not dispute about words. 
I believe that the Senator from Maine has as patriotic a desire as 
I profess to have to prolong and retain and increase any benefits 
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that may arise from this reciprocity, if any exist, between this 
country and the countries of thishemisphere. I would gofurther 
than he, and include the whole world. Ishould have been glad 
to have included Canada, as Mr. Blaine’s measure intended to 
include it and Mexico. 

But, however that may be, Iam not here to cavil about words. 
I want to impress upon the Senate what seems to me the obvi- 
ous effect that this language ought to have, which is to go out 
of the bill, and which the Senator from Missouri was rightin 
saying he was going to move to strike out, ‘agreements or ar- 
rangements made or proclaimed between the United States and 
foreign governments under the provisions of said section.” It 
still remains true that this section does not authorize any agree- 
ments or any arrangements by the President. 

It is quite true, as the Senator from Maine has said, that the 
Executive may have opened negotiations with these countries 
and threatened them with using the power that this section 
gave him, but that did not authorize him to make an arrange- 
ment, for he was authorized without this very questionable sec- 
tion of the McKinley act, so far as constitutional power goes, to 
reimpose a duty upon sugar, hides, tea, and molasses whenever 
he thought the tariff arrangementsofa certain country operated 
unequally or unjustly to this country. 

As was wittily said by some one during that debate, and I do 
not know but that it was our lamented friend, the late Senator 
from North Carolina, Mr. Vance, for it sounded very much like 
him, that, if their tariff arrangements were unequal and unjust 
to this country we retaliated by putting a tax upon our own 
citizens, as if aman who had been insulted down town should 
go home and whip his wife in revenge. I think it was the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina who said that. She 

Weimpose no burden upon the foreign country in retaliation for 
an unequal and unjust tariff arrangement, but we authorize the 
President to impose a tax on our own people on sugar, on hides, 
on tea, and on coffee, in case at any time the tariff arrangements 
of one of these countries should be unequal and unjust. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] smiles. I think he will 
agree with me about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not. 
that point. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave the law before me, and I should like to 
hear the Senator on it. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to amend the illustration the Senator 
just gave. 

Mr. GRAY. It was not my illustration. I think it was the 
illustration of the late Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said it was like a man whom some- 
body had insulted down town going home and whipping his wife. 
I think a more apt illustration would be that, if a man were in- 
sulted down town by a merchant, he would refuse to let his wife 
trade any more at that store. 

Mr. GRAY. Ilike the illustration of the late Senator from 
North Carolina better than that of the Senator from Massachu- 


setts. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave no doubt of it. F 

Mr. ALDRICH. To take up the point 85 suggested by the 
Senator from Delaware as to the effect of the reimposition of 
duties upon the American consumer, take the case of Venezuela, 
for instance, where by proclamation the President declared that 
their system of taxing American products was not satisfactory 
to us, and the nae Bars reimposed upon the coffee of Venezuela. 

Mr. GRAY. That is just what I said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want now to see what was the effect of 
that reimposition. I say that it did not increase the price of 
coffee in the United States one particle. 

Mr. GRAY. I will tell you why. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The small proportion of coffee from Ven- 
pec which comes to the American market has no influence 
upon it. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatistrue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Venezuelan exporter paid the amount 
_ of that duty if he brought the coffee into the United States. 

Mr. GRAY, I think the Senator is quite right in the illus- 
tration. He has shown the effect he has describéd as flowing 
from that act of the President, because the importation of coffee 
from Venezuela was so small that it did not affect the price to 
the consumerin this country; and, therefore, if the reimposition 
of the tax was not a tax upon the coffee from Brazil, or from Cen- 
tral America, or from wherever the large consumption in the 
United States is made, then unquestionably the tax would have 
been imposed upon the consumer in this country. 

That was the power with which the President was armed. 
Whenever he thought the tariff ati Yee of any of these 
countries sel unequally or unjustly toward us, he retali- 
ated by reimposing a tax upon commodities of that country 


Let me explain my position on 


which went into the consumption of the people of the United 
States. We can not get away from that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the President under the provisions of this 
act reimposed a duty upon all the coffee that comes into the 
United States—— 

Mr. GRAY. He never would have done so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a mere supposition on the part of 
the Senator. We knew when we passed that act that Brazil 
was anxious to enter into reciprocal arrangements with the 
United States under this provision. That was a well-known 
fact which was publicly stated by the Brazilian minister before 
the act was passed. 

_Iwill say to the Senator if we had reimposed the duty on Bra- 

zilian coffee, it might have had some effect, but it would not 
have had the effect the Senator contemplates. We receive 
about 40 or 50 per cent of our coffee from Brazil, The develop- 
ment in the other coffee-producing countries of Central and 
South America would have been so great that in a very short 
time the effect upon the price would have been rendered nuga- 
tory. Brazil never could have afforded to be kept out of the 
American market, because three-fourths, or at least a large pro- 
portion, of the coffee grown in Brazilis sent to the United States 
to market. 
Mr. GRAY. That is the old argument, into which I do not 
intend to go, as to whether the imposition of taxes raises the 
price of an article to the consumer. But what I said is not de- 
nied by either the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] or the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], that the reciprocity seo- 
tion of the McKinley act undertook to punish those countries 
that imposed unequal and unjust tariff regulations on the prod- 
ucts of the United States, not by anything directed against the 
citizens of those countries, but by imposing a tax on our own 
citizens. That is what I say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do deny the proposition. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me goon. Here itis in the book. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator himself admits that, so far as 
Venezuela is concerned, it is not true. 

Mr. GRAY. I admitted that in the case of Venezuela, be- 
cause the coffee production of that country is an infinitesimal 

rtion in the consumption of the United States, and therefore 

t did not essentially affect it. But here is the principle, here 
is the line and letter to which I point the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and he can not gainsay it. 

That was the object of the just criticism of some of the most 
distinguished Senators on the other side of the Chamber at the 
time of the passage of the law, and it was one of the grounds 
on which the distinguished Senator from New York, Mr. Evarts, 
distinguished as a jurist as well as a statesman, opposed and de- 
nounced this provision of that law, and used the very witty 
terete of it which was spoken of by the Senator from 

aine. 

To go back—I do not wish to consume any more time—I started 
to say that if any of those treaties or arrangements which were 
entered into by the President—not under the authority of the 
reciprocity provision of the McKinley act, for there is no au- 
thority there given—are fruitful of good results to the United 
States, by the abrogation of those words in the section to which 
I have referred they can be retained, and the present President 
of the United States has precisely the same authority to nego- 
tiate with those countries in consideration of receiving from 
them free coffee, free hides, free tea, free wool, as we have it 
now, in place of free sugar—it is open to him to make any of 
these arrangements, any of these negotiations that his predeces- 
sor made, and which have been referred on this floor, and are re- 
ferred to in this proposed amendment as ‘‘ agreements or arrange- 
ments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator believe that it would have 
been possible to have made any of these arrangements without 
free sugar? 

Mr. GRAY. I think it would. 

Mr. ALDRICH. With what countries? 

Mr. GRAY. With any of the nations with which they have 
been made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. With Cuba? 

Mr. GRAY. I think so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. With Spain and Germany? Nobody would 
ever have attempted it. I never heard of any such suggestion. 

Mr. GRAY. I recollect very well the brilliant speech made 
by the Senator from New York, Mr. Evarts, against this provi- 
KB of the McKinley act, and there has just been handed to me a 
copy of his speech from the RECORD, upon which he has printed 
as the sentiment of the whole speech one sentence of it, which is: 


What should it profit this nation to gain the whole world of commerce 
and lose its own soul—the soul of its institutions, the manhood of its labor- 
ing men, our liberty, our equality, our fraternity? 


Mr. President, I am as anxious as the Senator from Maineand 
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as the Senator from Rhode Island can be, and will be emulous 
with them now or hereafter to bring about, in any proper and 
constitutional way, reciprocity with any country in this hemis- 
here, including Canada, as Mr. Blaine’s amendment included 
t, and including the nations of the Old World, or any nation 
reciprocity with which will gain the consent of this Senate and 
of the House of Representatives, or will persuade the Execu- 
tive of the United States to send us areciprocity treaty with. 

If the reciprocity amendment offered by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] in 1890, and known as the Blaine amendment, 
can be so altered as to fit the present situation with dutiable 
sugar, I shall be glad to offer it again, or I shall be glad to give 
it my support if someone else offers it. If some Senator will 
substitute free wool for free sugar, and offer it, I shall vote for 
it, as I did vote for it three years ago. Lam in favor of reciproc- 
ity. Iam in favor of breaking wherever we can through the 
walls that tariffs make between the intercourse of the nations 
ofthe world. Iam for freer trade all the time. I am for increas- 
ing theintercourse of the people of thiscountry with the peoples 
of the world, because from that increased intercourse can only 
come blessings to all the inhabitants of this land. 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator sits down I should like 
to ask him a question. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator agree that agreements or 
arrangements, or whatever they were, which were entered into 
between the United States and the representatives of different 
governments, ostensibly under the provisions of the McKinley 
act, and without the knowledge on the part of Congress that 
they had been entered into, are binding upon the respective 
governments until some change is had in the legislation of the 
respective governments? 

r. GRAY. Ishould not think so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think they are binding or 
not? 

Mr. GRAY. I have never heard of those agreements. They 
were never put in the book of treaties, so far as I know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But they were reported to the Congress of 
the United States by the President as having been entered into, 
and Congress was notified of their terms. They were entered 
into under the provisions of the McKinley act, and the respective 

overnments of those countries were bound apparently on the 
face of the papers by those arrangements. Now, does the Sen- 
ator contend that they had no force, and that they can not be en- 
forced either here or anywhere else? 

Mr. GRAY. I certainly do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a very strange theory. 

Mr. GRAN. And yet I can understand and I am not hyper- 
critical about the exercise of the President's power to make 
those 5 or agreements—but I certainly do under- 
stand that the Executive has no right to make any binding 
agreement with another country unless he sends it to the Sen- 
ate of the United States for its action. 

If he chooses to engage or enter into an arrangement in such 
ways as the executives of other countries come together for cer- 
tain purposes, and that results in any benefit to this country 
well and good. I do not want to be hypercritical about it. All 
i ray is that the same power rests in the Executive, and he can 
make arrangements or treaties and send them to the Senate or 
make such 3 as have been made, because the repeal 
of the McKinley act does not take away the power, as it did not 
confer it. It never conferred any such power on the President 
to make treaties. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator contend that the Congress 
of the United States may not authorize the President of the 
United States to enter into commercial arrangements or agree- 
ments with other nations that might be binding without the 
ratification of the Senate, as a treaty would have to be ratified? 

Mr. GRAY. I think not. I think we must have concurrent 
legislation which would amount toa ratification. 

r. ALDRICH. That is all anybody contends for. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam quite willing for that. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware 
a question or two. The Senator says that the present Execu- 
tive would have the same power to enter into these commercial 
arrangements with other countries as his predecessor had. I 
suppose the Senator from Delaware will not contend that, under 
the provisions of the pending measure, the President of the 
United States would have any power to reimpose duties or cause 
duties to be collected on wool or lumber or sugar or molasses or 
hides or coffee, should this bill become a law. 

Mr. GRAY. No. 

Mr. DOLPH. By the provisions of the McKinley law, now 
under discussion, Congress attempted to give the President 
power by proclamation—— 
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Mr. GRAY. I understand that, and I could not vote for it. 

Mr. DOLPH. To cause duties to be collected under the pro- 
visions of the McKinley law on certain products—sugar, coffee, 
molasses, hides, etc. That was the inducement. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that. i 

Mr. DOLPH. The failure or declination of the President of 
the United States to make such a proclamation was the induce- 
ment to other countries to give us favorable commercial legisla- 
tion, to either reduce their duties or admit free the products of 
the United States. What would the present Executive have to 
offer to those countries as an inducement to modify their reve- 
pe laws in regard to the introduction of products of the United 

tates? 

Mr. GRAY. He would have—many things. 

Mr. DOLPH, He would have nothing. It would be a mere 
concession on the part of other countries, and there would be 
nothing we could offer in any shape as an inducement for the 
concession. 

I only desire to say in reference to what the Senator has said 
concerning Canada, that Canada will not want any commercial 
arrangement with us. Canada will not want any arrangement 
with us by which she can introduce anything into this country 
or admit anything into hers, because she gets practically, with- 
a any consideration, all she desires by the provisions of this 
bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I must confess my great surprise ut the 
statement of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] in regard 
to the present reciprocity arrangements. As I understand that 
Senator, he claims that there is no binding force or effect what- 
ever in the various arrangements which have been entered 
into ostensibly under section 3 of the act of 1890. The amend- 
ment just submitted by the Senator from Missouri for the com- 
mittee contains this language: 


Orin any way affect such reciprocal commercial arrangements as have 
been ers made and now exist between the United States and foreign 
countries. 


Mr. GRAY. That is all right. 
said while on the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If no such arrangements exist by authority 
of law, why should this 8 be put in the bill? If the 
President of the United States has exceeded his power in the 
negotiation of these arrangements, or in making these arrange- 
ments, why should they be accepted? It seems to me the posi- 
tion of the Senator from Delaware is a very strange one. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Delaware 
another question. I ask if the Senator favors an amendment to 
this bill empowering the President of the United States by 
proclamation to restore the McKinley duties on wool and lumber 
to countries that will not make proper commercial concessions 
to the United States? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator knows I would not do that. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not know, then, what the Senator means 
when he says he is in favor of commercial arrangements with 
other countries. 

Mr. ALDRICH. By the submission of the amendment I have 
just read, the majority of the Committee on Finance, I ee 
representing the other side of the Chamber, have changed their 
attitude entirely in regard to these reciprocal relations. They 
now seem to admit their wisdom and force and desire their con- 
tinuance for everything, exceptinregard tosugar. Heretofore 
these arrrngements have been denounced, and the third section 
of the act of 1890 has been abused more than any other portion 
of that act. The whole of the Democratic party, ap ntly,, 
was opposed to all of its provisions. Now we have in this amend- 
ment a recognition of its wisdom and a proposition to continue 
the arrangements in force, except such of those arrangements 
as might be continued by the imposition of a yee upon sugar. 

If it be true that it is wise to apply this principle to hides, to 
coffee, and to the other articles mentioned in that paragraph, 
except sugar, why not apply it to wool? It seems to me there 
would be a great opportunity, and Australia would be obliged 
to make a very liberal arrangement with the United States 
rather than to have a duty reimposed upon their production of 
wool. The Argentine Republic would bs obliged to make a very 
liberal arrangement in re to manufactured goods, rather 
than to have her wools excluded from the United States, as they 
would practically be excluded by the reimposition of a duty. 
The same principle would apply to lumber. 

If the principle is a good one, if the provisions of the act of 
1890 are wise, as now seems to be conceded upon the other side 
of the Chamber, why not make the application as broad as pos- 
sible under the provisions of this act: 7 

Mr. MILLS. Why not embrace cotton goods and woolen 
gonda and iron and steel manufactures and extend the princi- 
ple? 


I am in favor of that, as I 
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Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, there is no 


such proposition in this bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Why not put one in, if this is as good a thing 
as we are told it is? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those articles have not been put on the 
freo list, and I do not understand that even the Senator from 
Texas, with his progressive notions in regard to tariff reform, 
is willing to put cotton and woolen goods on the free list. 

Mr. M But we might make reciprocal ar ements 
by which we would reduce the duties on these goods with Ger- 
many, France, and those countries. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No suggestion of that kind has been made. 

Mr. MILLS. But if this principle is as good as we have been 
told on the other side that it is, and I believe it is, why not ex- 
tend it to cotton goods and woolen goods, and iron and steel and 
lumber 2 silk, and all along the Iine, and let us have the ben- 
efit of it 

evel ALDRICH. eatin is ap suggestion of that 5 contained 
in the o ro tion or in the pending amendment 

Mr. KIs "i make it now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As to any articles except such as are put 
upon the free list by the bill. If the Senator from Texas will 
put his proposition in terms, we shall be able to consider it. 

There wasa point made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] to which I think I ought to make some response. He 
asked the question why, with a differential duty on cotton 
goods exported from country to Brazil, the exportation was 
not largely increased. I think that question can be easily an- 
swered. It is true that we have, under the arrangements made 
with Brazil, a reduction of duty of 25 per cent upon cotton goods, 
as against the other com ting countries of the world, making 
an arbitrary reduction of 12} per cent upon American cotton 

oods. 

* The vast amount of cotton goods used in Brazil are of a pecu- 
liar character. They are largely printed goods of a peculiar 
width, made up into pieces of a poua length, and done up in 
kages of a form and shape which will enable them to be car- 
' ried on the backs of mules far into the interior of that vast coun- 
try. That trade has been in the ion of the manufacturers 
of Germany and of Great Britain for generations. They know 
exactly what class of goods Brazil demands, and they have been 
accustomed to make goods for that country; they have the mar- 

ket; in other words, they have the banking facilities. 

All the exchange of Brazil is done through London. They 
have every facility; they have direct regular transportation 
lines with Brazil. We have up to this time none of these ad- 
vantages. Brazil has been, as every Senator knows, for the last 
two or three years in a state of commotion; there has been no 
civil order at the great ports of Brazil; trade has been very un- 
certain; and it would be unreasonable to expect that trade will 
be diverted from its regular channels under such conditions. 

The cotton goods which are sent to the United States from 
Great Britain and Franceand Germany are not the class of goods 
which are sent by any one of those countries or by the United 
States to Brazil. The goods sent here by those countries are 
fine, fancy cottons, high-priced novelties, luxuries which will 
continue very largely to be sent here, while the goods which are 
sent to Brazil by all these countries are a class of goods which 
can be made almost if not quite as cheaply in the United States 
as they can be made in any portion of the world. 

I suggest to Senators that in time this discrimination in favor 
of cotton goods will as surely produce a large increase in the 
epore cotton from this country to „as that the sun 

rise to-morrow morning. There can be no question what- 
ever about that, for we can make cottons of this class very noes 
as cheaply, if not quite as cheaply,as 5 England, 
with this advantage: when we come to have direct transporta- 
tion, and when our manufacturers and merchants come to learn 
the tastes of the people of that country, and shall make their 
goods conform to the goods which are sent there from other 
countries, we shall certainly get that trade. 

It is a very slow process to change the currentsof trade where 
they have been ranio one way for a generation. The process 
would be slow if we had the advantages which are possible for 
us to procure, but with the existence of some disadvantages, the 
process must be even still slower. I am myself certain that if 
we retain the reciprocal arrangements which are now in exist- 
ence with Brazil, within a very short time, and in the near 
future, we shall increase very largely our exports of cotton 


goods to that country. ? 
Mr. HIGGINS. . President, I confess that I am not less 
atified than surprised to find our friends on the other side of 
Chamber, especially those in charge of the pending bill, 
turn up bright and fresh this hot morning in favor of reci- 
rocity. My only recollection of the utterances of the Senator 


m Missouri [Mr. VEST] heretofore on the subject has been 


the finest ridicule and scorn he could pour upon the whole 
scheme as one of pretense and fraud, and not one of wholesale 
1 of future commerce with foreign countries; but we 

w that “while the lamp holds out to burn” there are various 
results to follow. Just what will be the result of the propo 
amendment of the majority of the Finance Committee is quite 
uncertain. 

As stated by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], not 
merely the existing reciprocal conventions are to be affected by 
imposing a duty upon sugar, but they may be upset by various 
other provisions of the proposed tariff act after it shall have 
been enacted into law. 


The proposition of the McKinley act was that we should make 
free cer W e ol tro countries, namely products 
which we could not produce in the United States, certainly toa 


sufficient quantity to satisfy our demand; that those articles 
should be made by the tariff law duty free, but the President 
was clothed with the authority to reimpose those duties when- 
ever, in his opinion, nations growing such products treated the 
United States inequitably in their tariff arrangements. 

This bill proposes to cut that all up. The intention, the prop- 
osition, the scheme of the majority now, is to remit all the au- 
thority in this behalf to the President and the Senate as the 
joint custodians of the executive authority to make treaties. 

he existing reciprocity treaties were made by the President 
by mere convention or arrangement, with no necessity of sub- 
mitting them to the Senate even for ratification. Theauthority 
was given by the Senate beforehand, and by both branches of 

ngress. No arrangement of the kind can now be made, unless 
it is negotiated by the President and ratified by two-thirds of 
the Senate. So there is a serious objection to this change be- 
cause of the 3 difficulty of arranging such conventions. 

If my recollection is right as to our attempt to make a recip- 
rocal treaty with Mexico in the time of President Grant (it was 
before I became a member of the Senate) I think such a treaty 
was wade, but failed of ratification in the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. It was later than Gen. Grant's time. 

Mr.ALLISON. The treaty was ratified by the Senate, but it 
required a to make it effectual. The House of Repre- 
sentatives, then being Democratic, refused topassthe legislation, 
although Mr. Abram S. Hewitt reported a bill for that purpose, 
accompanied by a long and exhaustive report upon the subject. 
In order to secure such legislation we made a treaty with Mex- 
ico a second time, extending the period for it to go into effect, so 
that the House of Representatives could have an additional op- 
portunity to pass the legislation. During the entire period of 
the existence of the treaty and the extension of it the Demo- 
cratic House refused to pass the legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. Was it not after Gen. Grant's time, and after his 
visit to Mexico? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the first treaty was negotiated by 
Gen. Grant; I am not sure about that point, but it was all done 
during the Administration of President Arthur. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis what I understand. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam glad to have the advantage of the full 
knowledge of the Senator from Iowa. All that happened before 
I was a member of the Senate. It only illustrates, however, the 
very much greater difficulty of securing the enactment or the 
perpetuity of such a policy when it rests upon the treaty-making 
power. It shows the enormous efficiency of the scheme of re- 
ciprocity initiated in the McKinley act. 

1 am glad to know that my 5 is in favor of reciprocity 
and that he is not a convert to it; that he has always been in fa- 
vor of it. I donot understand or at least appreciate the force 
of his criticism upon the language of the third section of the 
McKinley act, that it does not terms give the President 

wer to negotiate such treaties. If it does not do so in terms, 
t does by implication. 

The President has the power, as I have already stated, to re- 
impose the duty on sS , hides, and other products named in 
the act where he considers the arrangement made by any other 
nation inequitable. Under that provision the President of the 
United States in the last Administration did negotiate, I be- 
lieve, fifteen such treaties, and I do not understand that my col- 
league or any other Senator or anyone else impugns the validi 
of those reciprocal conventions. They have been accepted an 
they are doing their beneficent work. 

Tho two most interesting examples of their effects are Cuba 
and Brazil, the one almost free from obstructions and having 
had a fair sweep that might tell what its results would be; the 
other full of promise, of hope, and of interest to every Amer- 
ican on the northern or southern portion of the western hemis- 
phere, and yet met so far by obstructions, though none so deadly 
as the Democratic majority in this Congress. 

To Cuba, since our reciprocal arrangement with Spain went 
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into effect, we have more than doubled our exports. From less 
than $12,000,000 before the treaty they rose to over $24,000,000 
in 1893. 

What they would amount to in time, if its beneficent sway 
were unimpeded, time alone can tell. Cuba is a survivor of 
the old colonial systemof the Europeancountries. The mother 
country would allow the colony to trade with nobody but her- 
self; its goods to be carried in none but the ships of the mother 
country, and the colony could only buy its goods from the mother 
country on such terms as she saw proper to fix, 

The ated insurrections in Cuba, with which we are only 
too familiar, grew not merely out of a rule of severe, if not savy- 
age repression in the years that are Beets more particularly 
back in the fifties, a brutal and cruel rule, but out of the com- 
mercial repression which Spain so mercilessly imposed upon 
Cuba. Iam afraid to say how mucha barrel of flour cost in Cuba 
before our flour went there. It is all contained in the very in- 
structive speech of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASH- 
BURN] delivered in the earlier period of this debate. I think 
it was something over $12 a barrel, and so the people could not 
use flour at all. Iam told it was between $11 and 812 a barrel. 
They now get it for $6, and 81 is imposed on American flour. 
They are thus now enabled to enjoy that comfort of life. 

Spain just milked and milked and milked Cuba until there 
was hardiy anything left. Of all the negroes who were carried 
into that island, I am told that only about 250,000 remain now, 
and with its uns dresources its other population does not 
exceed a million anda half. She is feeling the breath of life 
that is everything to her, relatively small as she is compared 
with us. Weare enjoying a splendid fruition from this policy 
on our part. . > 

Spain is near us. There is no difficulty in the carrying trado 
between her and us. It is easy for us to get our productions 
there and for her commerce to come here, and that re- 
spect it is very different from Brazil. Brazil is the piece de re- 
sistance of our friends on the other side, There is an example 
of how it is that water will not run downhill, that people will 
not buy cheaper goods, and that a differential in favor of one 
country and t another is not an advantage to the one 
which gets it. All these propositions must be maintained in all 
their absurdity if this reciprocal seheme is abandoned and on a 
pretext of reason. F 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] a few minutes 
ago summarized a great many of the facts which show why we 
haye been enabled to extend commerce to Brazil under the ad- 
vantages we have obtained from her. At the time when these 
reciprocity conventions were authorized by the MoKiniey act 
Brazil bought from us only what she had to. Iknow that, be- 
cause there was a very considerable, valuable, and interesting 
trade between Brazil and my own city. 

Almost contemporaneously with the enactment of the McKin- 
ley act Brazil ceased to be an empire and became a republic. 
She was greeted into the family of nations by our Government, 
which with reasonable promptness acknowledged her independ- 
enee and weleomed her into the family of the free. Up to that 
time her whole commerce had been with Europe, and all of its 
incidents and control had been European. I can not find this 
matter better stated than it is in the speech of the Senator 
from Minnesota, and I beg to read from it this very interesting 
statement of the condition of things: 

The reciprocity arrangement with Brazil for a mutual reduction of duties 
was the first negotiated and the first to go into effect, and although that 
country has been suffering almost continuously ever since from domestic 

litical disturbances, our export trade has notdiminished, and our imports 

ve increased to a remarkable degree. The foreign commerce of Brazil is 
almost entirely controlled by Europeans. The large importing and commis- 
sion houses are English; the capital is English, and the principal 
newspapers are owned or controlled by hmen, sọ that public senti- 
ment, so far as it can be created or controlied by such influences, is preju- 
Gicial to the United States. When the treaty was popoa and still more 
when it was promulgated, the British influence in off eircles, in the Con- 

and in the press was bitter and determined against it. 

An attempt was made to have it denounced as unconstitutional. Public 
Meetings were called and addressed by Englishmen to bully the Government 
maoae Sie semana es of the people, and every pretext was seized upon 


They did not stop there. All the instrumentalities which have 
been used by the Euro commercial powers, and by none more 
than by our cousins the English, were put into opposition: 


Then came a bitter and relentless war of rates, and the natural obstacles 
to an increased commerce were supplemented by unusual efforts on the part 
of European merchants to retain a trade that, under the reciprocity ar- 
rangements with this country, was seriously threatened. They reduced 
prices upon merchandise that might be bought in the United States and 
Sold even at a loss, to prevent and ten competition, and the steamship 
papa ten ee K _ Saf omer spend of transportation below 

e of profitable trame. gon subject the United States con- 
8 EOL Be UO o9 Janeiro seta S 

on of transportation rates from Eu e seriously interferes 
with our shipping interests, and charterers cane aan vessels om terms; 
and they are often indifferent to risks and dis Capt. Roy, of sail- 
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ing vessel is just in with a cargo of coal from Cardiff and was paid 16s, 
a ton only, © im 1888 for the same voyage and a similar cargo he received 
2%}s. and so with many others.” 


Of course all that was on topof the grave disturbance of trade 
which grew out of the South American countries being upon the 
silver standard, the fall of silver, and the heavy fluctuations of 
exch which were consequent upon it. : 

Mr. President, this arrangement of ours with Peurit pare 
vepos in her affairs, not merely so to speak commercially. It 

its political result. there. ere was an insurrection fo- 
mented against the Brazilian Government. 

That insurrection received support and countenance, 
pecuniary support, from the European commercial influences 
which were prejudiced by the 5 arrangement between 
the United States and Brazil. If it had rested upon European 
influences and navies alone it is very questionable whether that 
insurrection would have been suppressed. If there had been no 
reciprocity treaty between the United States and Brazil, it is 
very questionable whether there ever would have been any in- 
surrection fomented. 

But our Democratic Administration did one good thing, and 
I am very glad to be able to give the expression of my hearty 
0 Sif of and assent to their conduct in that behalf. Prob- 
ably taking a lesson from their sorry experience in Ha 
they put a formidable squadron at Rio Janeiro. They 
there an American who will ever hold a warm place in the 
hearts of his countrymen, and whose reply, on his return home 
when there were 5 of approval of his conduct in the 
harbor of Brazil in double shotting his guns and clearing his 
ship for action to secure the oading and discharging of 
American commercial vessels, was a worthy one. “I only did 
my duty asan American sailor.” 

r. President, that is the most interesting political and his- 
torical fact on the southern portion of our continent, so far as 
respects the United States of America and our relations with 
them, since the last of them was recognized first by usand then 
by all the nations of the world. It was the completion of the 
application by us to South America. of the Monroe doctrine in 
its fullness. Thank God that we had a fleet, which had guns 
and sailors, I 
by the fleets of 


knowledge, but in connection and as a very delightful supple- 
' Twill state that on the th 


a monument, to be erected by popular subscription in that Re- 
public, to Monroe, the author of the Monroe doctrine. I under- 
stand that $450,000 have been raised among the people through- 
out that Republic for the purpose of erecting the statue, and 
the corner stone will be laid on our national anniversary. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam obliged to the Senator from Nebraska 
for his reminder. I was about to refer to that interesting fact. 
It is a fact of genoma interest to the people of Brazil, to the 
people of the United States, and to the citizens of every nation 
on the western hemisphere. It is a notice to all the world 
that at last it is America for Americans, We are making good 
the words and the doctrine and the message of Mr. Monroe. 

Our brethren in Brazil recognize it, and they are recognizing 
it in an adequate manner. Not on their natal day, but on ours, 
on the Fourth of July, on a foreign soil, in the great city of Rio 
Janeiro, the people of the new Republic of Brazil will lay the 
cornerstone of a monument which shall stand as the perpetual 
memorial of the fact that under the ægis and protection of the 
United States of America the United States of Brazil is forever 
free from Eu domination. 

Mr. President, that political freedom began in commercial free- 
dom from European domination, given to it by section 3 of the 
MeKinley aet, and its paliny initiated by the great statesman of 
our period, Mr. Blaine, welcomed by them, fought inch by inch 
by these European influences, which would have usedany means, 
fomented revolution, in order that it might not be appead: 
They need not have gone so far; they need not have sought al- 
lies in Brazil, in citizens there who for one cause of discontent 
or another would undertake by violence to overthrow the estab- 
lished authority of the country and foment revolution. 

They need not have resorted tolowering their rates of freight, 
selling their goods at lower prices, aud putting on such 5 
as was within their control from E an sources. They did 
not know where their friends were. ey did not know where 


| the theater of action was. Their friends, the enemies of the in- 


terestsof the United States, are the Democratic majority on this 
floor. Here they have friends who, with one sweep, will brush 
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away this obstacle to European trade and throttle in its cradle 


this splendid promie of American fore trade, and that done 
in the name of promoting American foreign trade. 

I feel deeply on this question as a citizen of the United States. 
Mr. Blaine shook up the aod: in this Chamber and the 
Committee on Finance in a right lively way, and he meant to 
do it. He came down to the Capitol. He did not get satisfac- 
tion. With his ability to press the button and to touch the 
public, he made that famous utterance: ‘“‘ Your bill,” he said 
a tariff bill to promote what he believed in—‘‘does not add to 
the market of the American farmer for a single bushel of wheat 
or a single pound of pork.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. But that was not exactly true. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am coming to that; wait a moment. He 
had a purpose init. At that time there was in the bill no pro- 
vision by which the reciprocity system might be inaugurated. 
It had been proposed, but it had not been accepted; it had not 
been formulated. When it was his criticism was met, and the 
act was free from it. 

Mr. ALLISON. [suppose the Senator from Delaware wants 
to be accurate respecting dates, etc. The observation which he 
has quoted from Mr. Blaine was before the Committee on Finance 
of the Senate dealt with the tariff bill at all. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes; I accept that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator to say that the dis- 
tinguished gentleman who was then our Secretary of State 
shook up the Finance Committee. I merely wish to call the 
Senator's attention to the fact that the letter which Mr. Blaine 
wrote to one of our colleagues, was written before the Finance 
Committee dealt with the bill at all. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am glad to be corrected. I had not the op- 
portunity at that time to secure accurate information. Ithas 
now been three or four years since the event, and I had morein 
mind the rather lively account which was attributed to the 
senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] as to what 
took place at that time. I did not know exactly what the facts 
were. 

It is enough to know that the criticism was met by the Mo- 
Kinley bill as it became law. It is not met by the Wilson bill 
as it now stands. On the contrary the pona bill as it stands 
to-day gives away our agricultural market to Canada, when she 
has products that are fit for our use, and in the same way it shuts 
us out from the market given to us by the reciprocity features 
of the McKinley act. 

I say I am interested in it, and deeply, as a citizen of the 
United States. Every farmer growing wheat, or pork, or corn 
which makes pork, or any other product of the farm has found 
a market, and if this policy were to be steadily pursued by our 
Government our farmers would find a steadily widening market 
for all that they produce. We pried open as with a crowbar 
the doors of the German market for the much anathematized 
American hog; and so of France, so of Cuba, so of all the trop- 
ical countries which do not grow wheat and other products of 
the temperate zones. 

But it does not stop there, Mr. President. The market for 
manufactures has been ours in all those countries. Take the 
case of Brazil. I read again from facts given by the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] in his thoroughly considered 
speech. He says: 

The financial condition in Brazil during the last year has been worse than 
it can be remembered ever to have been in the past, and itis scarcely 
necessary to suggest that such conditions have not furnished a fair test of 
the value of reciprocity arrangements with that country. Yet there has 
been a notable increase in the re from the United States. 

In 1889 they amounted to $9,351,081; in 1890, the first year of the treaty, they 


reached $14,120,246; in 1892 they were a little more, and in 1893, the year of 
Sk depression and blockaded harbors, they were valued at 612, 


So they steadily grew, in spite of silver depression, the fiuc- 
tuations of exchange, revolts, insurrection, and blockades. 


Com these figures with the exports from Great Britain to Brazil, 
we find considerable cause for tification. In 1889 they were valued at 
€30,161,500; in 1890, at $37,293,140; 1891, at $41,550,195. In 1892, the first year 
after the treaty went into effect, they had fallen to 936,562,631. 


This is the way the British suffered from the effect of this 
policy. Our trade increased; theirs decreased. 


The French suffered even more. There was very large gain in the trade 
een France and Brazil about the time of the ove ‘ow of the 2 
which was due to the establishment of a new line of steamers between Havre 
and the Brazilian ports, but since the reciprocity treaty with the United 
States was consummated all that was gained has been Jost, and the goods 
that were bought in France are now purchased in the United States. In 
1889 the exports from France to Brazil were 70,132,528 francs; in 1890 they 
increased to 81,010,705 francs; in 1891 they jumped to 1 876 cs; but 
Jn 1892 when the effect of the treaty was felt they fell 000, and were 
ay eee francs. The exports from France for 1893 are not yet re- 


That was its effect on our manufactures everywhere. I have 


` 


letters from manufacturers in my city almost beseeching m 
that something may be done to preserve from destruction thé 
trade which has come to them by reason of the reciprocity treaty 
It has come to concerns in my own city who thereby have been 
able to keep their works going in these times of home depres- 
sion, who have been able to keep their men employed and thus 
enable those men and their families to keep the wolf from the 
door. Mr. President, I do not want to see this policy struck 
down. I do not want to see it struck down in this time of agony 
through which this people is going. 

Senators on the other side of the Chamber this morning pro- 
fess themselves in favor of Sy ity They undertake to re- 
pudiate the provistos of the McKinley act under which these 
treaties have been negotiated and this policy established. They 
are going to substitute something else. They are going to put 
a duty on sugar, if they can have their way, and in addition to 
that duty, with the advantages given to the sugar trust, they 
are placing a direct imposition alike 1 Spe every farmer an 
manufacturer and farm laborer and manufactory employé in this 
country. They are putting that burden on them at a time when 
they are professing to be the apostles of a freer and larger 
trade. They are cutting us off from the great trade which has 
thus been opened to us. It needs no word of warning from me. 

Let them see well to it that they donot touch this fabric. Let 
them see well to it that the markets thus gained abroad are not 
taken out of the mouths of our people; that our concerns at home 
are not shut up; that in the name of free trade, free trade is not 
sealed where we already have it. 

This course is all the more extraordinary because of the ac- 
tion of foreign nations. The trick, if I may so call it, of the Me- 
Kinley act, the idea of reciprocal trade, was altogether too smart 
for foreign nations not to emulate it and adopt it. 

So we see that they are all making such arrangements with 
one another. Germany is maang them with Austria, Russia, 
Roumania, and other countries. France is making them in the 
same way. England has actually made them with Old Spain. 
We take away the benefit ofa market from our manufactures 
and farmers, with all the advantage we have thus given them, 
and the reciprocal treaties made by Germany, 3 and 
France with other countries will thereby effectually shut out 
our people from their markets. 

Mr. President, all we want to know is that that is the propo- 
sition. This bill is bad enough. Itis bad enough for it to be 
killed. On many accounts I am sorry in any way to seeit made 
better. What it deserves is to be cut up by the roots and 
thrown out into utter darkness. But if there is any one thing 
in respect to which an 0 70 might be made to at least the 
selfish discretion of the other side, it is that this party which 
plants itself on the broad doctrine of freer and larger trade shall 
wake up to the fact that foreign nations are accepting the pol- 
icy in which we led off, and that we should not destroy the 
great weapon by which we do not ask, but compel, a nation to 
give us trade. When we reform we reform with a club. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have but a few words tosay. 
When the . ery or plan was first proposed I con- 
fess that I was prejudiced againstit partly by the reason assigned 
in the brilliant observation which somebody quoted here, that 
it gave the President power to make a treaty without the con- 
sent of the Senate and porer to provide for revenue without the 
consent of the House of Representatives, and it might have been 
added that it gave the President power to put an end to means 
of revenue also. 

I confess I am surprised that this system meets with opposi- 
tion from Democrats who are free traders, because in its way 
and to a certain extent it ought to be considered the ideal free 
trade. But perhaps their objection to it may be that it is at the 
same time decidedly a protective measure. We make very easily 
reciprocity arrangements with the nation that desires to fur- 
nish us that which we do not produce or manufacture and to re- 
ceive in return that which they do not produce or manufacture. 
It is an ideal exchange. Thearrangements, especially with Spain, 
have eventuated very happily so far as my constituents are con- 
cerned. 

Iam perfectly well aware, however, especially after the phase 
has been so well presented here, that it is quite useless for me 
to occupy the time of the Senate. The reason why I rose is 
found in the following abstract from a letter from a very large 
manufacturing concern in my State: 

We most earnestly desire that you will do what you can to avert the re- 


al of existing reciprocity laws. 
Phe commercial arran, ements that have been effected by our Government 


under reciprocity have m very helpful to thiscompany, and have in- 
cre. 


ased our trade very much, especially with Cuba and Brazil. 


They have always been large traders with South America, 
manufacturing a class of articles that sold by reason of the stamp 
placed upon them. No matter who made a similar article else- 
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where, the buyers would have only that which bore this par- 
ticular trade-mark. They proceed to say: 

Atconsiderable expsnse and trouble we have been able, through corre- 
spondents and travelers, to get trade turned to us which, before reciprocity, 
went to Europe on account of the lower prices, with which we could not 
h 1 has only recently been secured, and we should deplore any leg - 
islation that defeated the opportunities existing under reciprocity. 

This is not the only concern in my State that has been af- 
fected by these excellent arrangements; it is not the only one 
that will be severely affected by the passage of the pending tariff 
bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KYLE in the chair). The 

uestion is on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 

r. VEST}. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, before the vote is taken I 
wishtosaya few words. I think we ought to understand clearly 
the effect of the amendment and the effect of the section when 
amended as proposed. The section without the amendmentnow 
‘offered by the Senator from Missouri takes away from the Pres- 
ident of the United States the authority given to him by the 
third section of the McKinley law, so far as the power of exer- 
cising that authority in the future is concerned. I think there is 
no doubt about that. The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri after repealing the third section, which gives 
this authority to the President, provides: 

But nothing herein contained shall be held to abrogate or in any way 
affect such reciprocal commercial arrangements as have been hereto- 
fore made and now exist between the United States and foreign countries 
eee nate such arrangements are inconsistent with the provisions of 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether there is any escape from 
the conclusion that the arrangements are *‘ inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act” as to the duty on sugar? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam coming to that in a few moments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishall listen to the Senator with pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON. The language is But nothing herein con- 
tained.” That, I take it, would mean nothing contained in this 
repealing provision, and it does not apply to the whole act. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH GERMANY, ETC. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa will 
please suspend that the Chair may lay before the Senate a mes- 
e from the President of the United States. 
r. ALLISON. 5 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


Answering a resolution of your honorable body, dated the 13th instant, I 
transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, with an accompany- 
ing document, which contain all the information in my possession touching 
the matters embraced in said resolution. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June £9, 1894. 


Mr. MORGAN. What does the message relate to? 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. It is an ans ver to a resolution re- 
lating to reciprocal trade relations, the Chair understands. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is an answer, I think, to the resolution of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] which inquired as 
to what protests, etc., are being made by foreign governments. 
I think it might be wise to have the accompanying report read. 
I have no objection to its being read, unless it is too long. 

Mr. MORGAN. If it is not long I should like to hear it read. 
I want to see what it amounts to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It ought to be read, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield for that purpose. 

Gilet PRESIDING OFFICER. The accompanying report will 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


To the President: 


On the 13th instant you referred to the undersigned a resolution of the 
Senate adopted on that day, in the following words: 

“ Resolved, That it not incompatible with the public interests, the President 
be requested to communicate to the Senate forthwith all representations, 
written or oral, that have been made tothe Government of the United States, 
or the Department of State, by the representative of any foreign government 
in relation to the probable actionof such governments by way of retaliation 
for the proposed imposition by the United States of a duty upon sugar, and 
especially as to the probable exclusion of the agricultural products of the 
United States by such governments from their territories; and especially 
whether any, and what, representations have been so received in relation to 
the probable action of Germany and of Guatemala, or either of them. 

Further, That the President be respectfully requested to furnish to the 
Senate any information which he has received as to any measure pending 
in the Cortes of Spain looking to retaliation upon the United States for the 
8 on of the reciprocity with that country, secured by the 


Mr. MORGAN. I supposed it referred to a matter of that 
Kind. It ought to go to the Committee on Finance. : 


Mr. ALDRICH. It ought to be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me it ought to be read before 
the speech of the Senator from Iowa, if it is not too i 
I think it would prove more valuable proba- 


Mr. ALLISON, 
bly than anything I could say. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Iam in mortal fear of offending the Sen- 


ator from Tennessee, but still I think I will call for the reading 
of the communication. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the report of the Secretary of State. 

The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 


In response to that resolution, the undersigned has the honor to report 
that no representations, written or oral, have been made tothe Department 
of State, by or on behalf of any foreign Government, and in particular by 
or on behalf of the Governments of Germany and Gautemala, touching any 
8 action looking to the exclusion of agricultural products of the 

ted States by way of retaliation for the proposed imposition by the 
United States of a duty upon ye 

A dispatch from the United States embassy at Berlin, dated the 9th in- 
stant, of which acopy issubjoined, transmits an apparently authoritative đe- 
nial by a semiofficial German newspaper, of the truth of an item printed in 
the London Times on the Sth instant, to the effect that the German Govern- 
ment had protested against the sugar schedule then before the Senate, and 
had given an intimation that if a duty against bounty-paying countries was 
mir) ae „55 retaliate against American products. 

the 17th of y last, in a personal conference, the Gautemalan min- 
ister at this capital represented to the unde ed that, under the reci- 
procity arrangement (by him called a treaty) of December 30, 1891, between 
the United States and Guatemala largo sums had been invested by his coun- 
trymen in machinery for the production of sugar, with a view toand enjoy- 
ing the benefits of the American markets; that this large outlay would not 
have been incurred had it been su the Government cf the United 
States contemplated thisearly abandonment of the reciprocity ee 
and the imposition of a tax upon Guatemalan sugar; that the ability of 
Guatemala to produce sugar had already been demonstrated; that the bill 
before Congress involved a discrimination against Guatemala in that it 
provided for the free admission of Hawaiian sugar produced by cooly or 
contract labor, and that financial ruin would befall the Guate sugar 
producers should the bill become a law and the sugar of that country be 
made dutiable. 

Theundersigned replied that the reciprocity arrangement wasnotatreaty; 
that it in no wise restricted the right or power of either government to 
modify its tariff laws; that the understan: was entered into to remain 
in force so long as it shall not be modified or revoked by the legislation of 
either government, or by the mutual agreement of the executive power of 
the two countries; and that without Teyine 50 his remarks as to the un- 
fairness of the proposed admission of sugar free, while 
that of other countries, our commercial treaty with Hawaii possibly sug- 
gested the proposed discrimination. 

On the 14th of May last the Snes minister addressed the undersigned 
athe to the probable necessity of raising larger revenuesin Cuba and 
Puerto Rico by le increased customs duties on peninsular and foreign 
products, and ing whether, in the event of such incr: the Govern- 
ment of the United States would levy duties upon the productions of those 


islands, now free under the reciprocity ar: ment. Mr. Muruaga’s 
Was answered to the effect Seat while tnorente ie the duties im in Guba 
and Puerto Rico upon S e peninsula 


nish productions rag eel ag from 
would not effect the pri y 


It is apparent, therefore, that the Spanish minister's inquiry covers no 
intimation of retaliation by Spain for the imposition of duties on sugar, or 
any other of the products, now free under said third section, and in virtue 
of the existing reciprocity agreement; but rather, sugges an apprehen- 
sion lest the United States should retaliate were Spain to tax American 
products now free or favored by reduced rates in Cuba and Puerto Rico. 

A bill was introduced in the Spanish Cortes on June 2, providing for a 
transitory duty of 24 per cent upon all American products now fres in the 
Antilles under Schedule A of the reciprocity arrangement, and for in- 
creasing by 24 per cent the duties on articles now enjo: reduced rates 
under Schedule B, such changes to take effect July 3. The Department is 
not advised that this measure has become a law. 

Respectfully submitted. 

W. Q. GRESHAM. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATZ, Washington, Juns 28, 1394. 


Mr. ALDRICH. There are some inclosures to be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the whole communication been read? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The inclosures have not been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. TURPIE in the chair). The 
Secretary will read the inclosures. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


No. 95.] EMBASSY OF THE UNITED STATES, Berlin, Juns 9, 1894, 


Ste: I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy, with translation ofa 
brief article taken from a number published to-day of the North German 
Gazette in which this semiofficial journal comments on a news item con- 
tained in the London Times of the sth instant, which reports that Ger- 
many has protested against the proposal adopted as partof the sugar sched- 
ule by the Senate to place a differential duty of one-tenth of a cent per pound 
on sugars imported from countries which giye bounties to growers, and 
that an intimation has been given that if such a duty is imposed Germany 
will retaliate against American on aba 

The North German Gazette, as will be perceived, characterizes this intelli- 
genes as false, refers to the circumstance that it is for the present only a ques- 
tion of a resolution of the Senate committee, which, in order to become a law, 
requires the sanction not only of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
but also of the President, and is silent as to the view that would be taken in 
Germany of such a measureif it should be enacted. This silence on the © 
of the North German Gazette may perhaps be regarded as suggestive, 
it publishes in a later edition of the same date a lengthier article on the 
same subject from a Hamburg journal, which it reproduces with no other 
comment than the introductory remark: We read in the Hamburg 
spondent the following respecting a matter which closely concerns the Ger- 
man sugar industry.“ 


6998 


This article is also inclosed herewith, accompanied by a translation, as it 
-will it 1s believed, be found interesting, disc as it does the 
the subject in question of agreement of February 1, 1892 (the commer- 
tial arrangement between the United States and Germany—concluded at 
Washington, January 30, 1892—proclaimed February 1, 1892) and of the treat 
concluded between the United States and Prussia on May 1, 1828, under whi 
Germany has conceded since a date long antecedent to that of the agree- 
ment referred to, the benefit of the most favored nation treaty clause to 
a a _ the United States. 
ve, ete., 


Hon. WALTER Q. GRESHAM, 
Secretary of State. 


Translation of Inclesure No. 1. 


[Extract from the North German Gazette of June 9, 1894.] 


The Times reports a from Philadelphia, pursuant to which the 
German Government protests against the imposition of an additional duty 
of one-tenth of a cent per po on sugar from countries which pay. boun- 
ties on sugar, and is said to have threatened retaliation. The news is false, 
and has probably se per with the American ar interest, which de- 

. sires by spreading report to excite the national sensitiveness of their 
country-people and to arouse for the purpose of their greed tne pronounced 
sense. of ependence of the Americans. The weakness of the entire asser- 
tion is evidenced by the circumstance that for the present it is a question 
only ofa resolution of the Senate committee, which requires, in order to be- 
come a Jaw, not only to pass the Senate, but also the House of Representa- 
tives, and to receive the assent of the President. 
Translation of Inclosure No. 2. 
[Extract from North German Gazette, June 9, 1894.] 

We read in the Hamburg Correspondent the following respecting a matter 
which closely concerns the German sugar industry: 

“The announcement that the Republicans in the Senate had abandoned 
their obstruction of the tariff billhas been followed with sur rising rapidity 
by that of the adoption of the sugar schedule. With this resolution the 
treatment of sugar introdueed by.the McKinley bill has again been com- 
(pletely reversed. The system of sugar bounties will from the Ist of Janu- 
cary, 1 — — case the bill becomes a law, be given up entirely; the pro- 

of vent 


CHAPMAN COLEMAN, 


‘posal of t ilson bill to diminish by ons- e the bounty of 2 cents per 
the free entry of raw sugar, which it 


Aas pro ven up, and in place.of 

— —ꝙ—.— duty ot 2 cents per pound an ad valorem duty of 40 per cent is to 

“he provisions of the M bill, pursuant to which sugar No. 16 Dutch 
stor ee 


pound is the other 
take effect from that date, is 


standa; an 


hter, pa; 
so that the r PN 


‘and this is the matter of chief importance in these resolutions—is to be lev- 
ied from the ist of Janu 
imported from countries w. 


the additional dut : 
raw and refined alike. That mch, Austrian, 
and Russian exportation as well as on the German is but poor consolation." 


these resolutionsare adhered to, the reciprocity clause of the Mc- 


upon 
pose unequal and unreasonable duties — 1 5 the agri- 
cultural and other productsof the United States. On the bas 
change of notes between Washington and Berlin, the President by procla- 
‘mation made known that German sugar should be entitled to free entry upon 
the 3 that the duty rates of the treaty tariff of February 1, 1892, sh, 
apply to erican importations into Germany. How this agreement is to 
be harmonized with the recent Senate resolutions can not be perceived. 
The mere reintroduction of sugar duties would not affect this agreement, 
but the imposition of the additional duty ons, from countries which 
accord an export bounty complicates the matter for the reason that the Ger- 
man ee interest accomplished in the year 1891, in opposition to the pro- 
poset of the Federal Council, its eof securing a prolongation beyond 
è istof August, 1895, of the period d which the payment of export 
bounties in the form of fixed contributions for the sugar eee should 
known, the Federal Council (B esrath), .act- 
ing Prussian- American treaty of May 1, 1828, 
was still in force, conceded ata time antecedent to 1892 to American im- 
ports the benefit of the most favored nation clause. The duty will now de- 
volve upon the American Government of considering whether the Senate 
resolution is in harmony with the treaty of 1828. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message and accompany- 


ing papers will lie on the table and be printed. 
THE REVENUE BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa is en- 
titled to the floor on the pending question, which is the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the Senator from Iowa proceeds, 
I wish.to call his attention to the statements in the communica- 
tion which has just been read in reference to the proposed meas- 
ure in the Spanish Cortes. I- suppose it is well known that the 
‘home government of S has not been in favor of the reci- 
procity arrangements with Cuba and Puerto Rico, because under 
those arrangements large quantities of flour and other Ameri- 
.can products were sent to those islands, which would otherwise 
shave: been furnished from Spain. 

‘Therefore I suppose, if I am not incorrectly informed, that 
this measure in the Spanish Cortes is a hasty effort to take ad- 
vantage of the pro ls of the bill. S herself, whatever 
may be the views of Cuba and Puerto Rico, would rather have 
“these arrangements annihilated and resume that trade with Cuba 
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which we now get. If I am wrong in that I should like to have 
the Senator from Iowa show me in the course of his remarks that 
Iam wrong. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the ono or two observations which I shall 
make I shall have occasion to allude to the suggestions made 
by the Senatorfrom New Hampshire, as also to some suggestions 
made in the papers just laid before the Senate. 

What I desire to do now is to show that the third section of 
the McKinley act, so called, is to be repealed, and consequently 
under the amendment now proposed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri no benefit will result to the United States unless when the 
bill passes it shall contain a provision for free sugar. It is use- 
less for us on either side of this Chamber to disguise the fact that 
these reciprocal arrangements depend wholly upon the sugar 
question. The articles named in section 3 of the act of 1890 are 
sugar, molasses, coffee, tea,andhides. Ibelieve Ihave named all 
ofthem. Coffeehas been onthefree list formany years; tea and 
hides are on the free list, and they all remain on the free list 
under the 3 law. Therefore there is nothing involved 
in this section except the question of sugar. I think I need not 
argue here that if We impose a duty upon sugar all these recip- 
rocal arrangements will fall to the ground. 

Lhave before me a summary of all the reciprocal arrangements 
and treaties, found in Executive Document No. 149, Fifty-second 
Congress, first session, wherein it is shown that all the arrange- 
ments rest upon the articles referred to, namely tea, coffee, 
sugar, molasses, and hides. We have noreciprocal arrangement 
with any country, so far as I know, which does not involve the 
element of the sugar duty. It can not be gainsaid that Spain 
has entered into this reciprocal arrangement with us—I care 
not what you call it; I use the term reciprocal arrangement for 
convenience—for the irdeto of making sure of the market of 
the United States for the products of her colonies which raise 
sugar. 

Brazil has just recently entered upon the production of sugar, 
and has adopted the same Bug that we adopted respecting the 
production of sugar, namely, to give a bounty to the producers 
of sugar. Under that stimulation it has vastly increased her 
production of sugar. Whilst coffes is included in the arrange- 
ment with Brazil, it can not be id that the stimulation of 
of the production and exportation of sugar was the chief motive 
that entered into the arrangement we have made with that 
country. It is shown by the papers just laid upon our table that 
the motive which actuated Guatemala was that she would stim- 
ulate the production of sugar and find a market for it in the 
United States. 

So the object of this section is to destroy absolutely the provi- 
sions of section 3 of the McKinley act. No country will retain 
these arrangements because of the benefits thoy receive as to 
tea or coffee or hides. Although we included hides in section 3 
of the act of 1890, we have never made a treaty arrangement 
with the Argentine Republic, and Ido not know even that aseri- 
ous attempt has been made to enter into such an arrangement 
which exports to our country large quantities of hides every 
yeur. It may not be suitable and perhaps it is not suitablo to a 
great section of the United States that we shall avail ourselves 
of the reciprocal provision as respects hides. Therefore we are 
not likely to haveany reciprocal arrangements based upon hides 


alone. 

So the object (and that object will be attained) is to destroy 
the provisions of the third section of the act. of 1890, by repeal- 
ing it as 1 the future and by making nugatory its provisions as 
to the past. 

Both the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] and the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] have stated that they are in favor 
of reciprocal arrangements and reciprocal trade, and the Sena- 
tor from Delaware went so far as to say that he would be willing 
to substitute wool for sugar, and when pressed by the Senator 
from Oregon as to whether he was willing to substitute a wool 
provision here which would authorize the President of the 
United States to impose a duty upon wool, the Senator from 
Delaware frankly said he would not. 

It is an easy thing to be in favor of reciprocal trade between 
our country and foreign countries if we have noregard for our 
own domestic trade. That was the reason why Mr. Evarts, who 
wasa member of this body and who participated in the debate 
in 1890, made the quotation which is found at the head of his 
speech as read here by the Senator from Delaware. It was in 
substance that we were pursuing wills-o’-the-wisp by.securing 


reciprocal trade if that reciprocal trade was not to be to the ad- 
vantage of the producers of the United States, whether they be 
producers or manufacturers of wares and merchan- 


ise. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Iowa allow.me a mc- 
ment? As J recollect the argument of Mr. Evarts against the 
provision it was divided into two parts; first, that we had no 
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constitutional power toauthorize the President toenter into these 
arrangements and to make these proclamations. ‘The Supreme 
Court of the United States has since disposed of that question, 
and decided that we had the constitutional power. 

The second contention of the then Senatorfrom New York was 
that if we made an arrangement, for instance with Brazil, by 
which they gave us certain concessions, Brazil would be obliged 
under their treaty arrangements with Great Britain to give to 
Great Britain and to allcompeting nations the same concessions 
and the same differential duties, and that therefore the propo- 
sition would be rendered nugatory. Those arethe points which 
the Senator from New York made and pressed with great force. 
I do not think that he made any other suggestion which he con- 
sidered important than those two. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave not read his speech since that time. 
I listened to it, and my recollection is that in the course of the 
debate, perhaps it may have been in 3 to the suggestion 
in the first amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine, he 
warned the country against these reciprocal arrangements 
whereby we should lose our own market for the sake of secur- 

a foreign market. : 

Ve have had a great many illustrations of the impossibility 
of securing reciprocal trade by means of treaty arrangements. 
‘We have tried that over and over a , and it was because of 
that difficulty chiefly that the third section of the law of 1890 
was passed. 

The Senator from Missouri alluded to the view of Mr. Jeffer- 
son as favoring reciprocal treaties. In the very first tariff act 
which was debated in the Congress of the United States it was 
urged over and over again by Mr. Madison and by other men 
who agreed with him that that was the proper way under our 
Constitution to secure favorable arrangements and friendly ar- 
rangements with foreign countries. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Iowa will allow me, I 
will call his.attention and that of the Senate to a matter which 
I overlooked in the remarks I submitted this morning, which is 
brought out very clearly in Mr. Henry Adams's history of Jef- 
terson's Administration. 

Mr. Jefferson’s idea was that we need not participate in the 
Napoleonic wars, either on the side of England or on the side of 
Frunce, because we could compel the action of either or both by 
the overwhelming influence of our markets and their necessit; 
to trade with us. That was his idea, and on that he advoca 
having a small Navy and a small Army, and making no warlike 
provision, because our market was the t controlling factor, 
and that with it as a weapon we could bring them to our 
terms. It is that idea which underlies our reciprocity treaties. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Madison undertook to levy discriminat- 
ing duties against Great Britain in the tariff act of 1789 on the 
express ground that Great Britain had been unfavorable in her 
arrangements as respects trade with the United States. In some 
instances that was done in the first tariff act which was passed. 

Now, the trouble as respects these treaties is that unless you 
make them in pursuance of a statute you never can secure their 
adoption under our form and system of Government. We have 
tried that over and over again. 

It is true that in 1854, when both Houses practically belonged 
to the same party, with a President of the same party, we did 
make a reciprocal treaty with Lower Canada, which was a jug- 
handled arrangement, one entirely in favor of Canada and en- 
tirely against the United States. As soon as that treaty could 
be abrogated it was abrogated, and we have never made any 
such arrangement with Canada from that time to this. 

It is true that Mr. Blaine was in favor substantially, I sup- 
posa, of the original amendment which was offered by the senior 

enator from Maine and which was referred to the Finance 
Committee in 1890. 

T wish to state, for tho information of the Senator from Dela- 
ware and other Senators, that Mr. Blaine did notappear before 
the Finance Committee during the entire period of the consid- 
eration in the committee of the McKinley act so-called. So far 
as L know he never made any suggestion to the Finance Com- 
mittee respecting the bill, unlessthe suggestion which appeared 
through the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine 
was a suggestion to the committee. 

As is perfectly well known, and it is a historical fact, the Re- 
publicans were divided on the original proposition of the Sec- 
retary of State relating to these 8 arrangements. Mr. 
Blaine believed that the McKinley bill as it passed the other 
House, making sugar free, thus glving him no opportunity to 
make arrangements with the South American Republics as to 


Sugar, increasing largely the duty on wool, thereby preventing 
him from making arrangements as to wool with . entine 
Confederation, and afterwards immensely increasing the duty 


upon tobacco, would have the effect, perhaps, of making it im- 


‘experience with the 


pas for him to deal with Cuba or Spain as respects the pro- 
uction of the ‘Spanish Antilles. 

It was those s, as I understand, which were unsatisfao- 
tory to the Ponies of State, because he had hoped that he 
could use those articles to make suitable treaties favorable te 
the United States and secure the trade of the countries which 
lie south of us. Butthat he pressed this view upon any come 
mittee I am not aware, certainly not upon the Finance Commit- 
tee of the Senate. 

So, when this question came before the Finance Committee 
there was in the committee, I believe, no difference of opinion 
as to the propriety of it. The only difference of opinion exist- 
ing there was as to the articles which should be embraced within 
it. The view of the Republican party then, as I believe it to be 
the view of the Republican party now, was that in making recip- 
rocal agreements with foreign countries we should make ar- 
rangements with them as to such articles as we do not produce 
at all or such articles as we can not produce insufficient quanti- 
ties for our own consumption. 

Therefore, upon that general view, there were very fow arti- 
cles which could bə enumerated in the statute, and they were 
limited to articles of tropical production, except sugar, which 
of course is produced in Germany and in all Europe. But the 
object was to include only those articles which were Ate tt | 
in foreign countries and not produced here at all, or if prod 
here produced in small quantities. 

The Senator from Missouri says he is in favor of reciprocal 
trade. How? How do the countries of Europe secure ee 
caltrade? They secure it by having maximum rates and m 
mum rates, and they apply the latter to countries which th 
desire to favor. Therefore it is that all Europe to-day has 
ferential rates upon importations. We cannot, perhaps, have 
such rates under our system, 

But when the papers which were just laid upon our desk dis- 
closes that Germany will probably make the repeal of section 3 
of the act of 1890 an excuse for the reorganization and read- 
justment of the treaty of 1828, which contains the favored na- 
tion clause, it shows the difficulties which surround us in an in- 
ternational sense in the repeal of these provisions. 

I should like to have the Senator from Missouri or the Senator 
from Delaware tell us how they expect to enlarge our trade by 
means of reciprocal treaties. They have given away in the b 
practically everything which could be the foundation of recipro- 
cal treaties with the countries on this continent and practi 
with the countries of Europe. They certainly have done so 
Canada. If the Dominion of Canada had senta commission here 
to negotiate a treaty, and if we had offered them what is offered 
in the pending bill to-day, they would have given us concessions 
as to our manufactured products which they will not give us at 
all now, because we have given these things gratuitously. 

What could we have done with the Argentine Republic if we 
had been able to say to that Republic in December, 1893, We 
will put wool on the free list if you will make us certain conces- 
sions?” Would they not have made almost any concession as 
concerns our trade with themand as to our manufactured products 
if we had agreed to put wool upon the free list? The same is 
true of Australia and of every other wool-producing country in 
the world. We have given away in the bill everyth which 
would enable us to make reciprocal arrangements with other 
countries whereby we could enlarge our own trade. 

So when the Senator from Delaware tells us that he favors 
reciprocal arrangements, he favors them without giving us any 
method whereby he proposes to carry them out. We have had 

mocratic party on that question over and 
over a Under Mr. Frelinghuysen, during President Ar 
thur's Administration, we made a treaty with Mexico most favor- 
able to our people, and I have no doubt reciprocally so to Mexico, 
We made a favorable treaty with Spain, covering as it did, I 
agree, the question of sugar, admit free 8 under No. 16 
Dutch standard in color, but giving the people of the United 
States large concessions in consideration of that provision. 

The treaty with Spain failed in this body. t is not a se- 
cret at this time. It certainly was not ratified, although it was 
well known that it was made. The legislation pica ne! le F 
into effect the treaty with Mexico, as I have already o- 
sion to say, passed this body and went to the House of Repre 
sentatives, and it was in the other House four years; I am not 
sure but that it was there six years. 

During all that period the Democrats had a moy in the 
other House, and they refused to pass the necessary legislation 
order to execute thetreaty. So to say now that we ars in favor 
reciprocal trade with other countries, without some provisions 
in the nature of those in the third section of the law of 1890, 
which it is proposed to repeal, is to hold out an idle and vain 
hope to the people of the United States. 
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Mr. President, I favor the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri incontrast with the provision as it originally 
stood in the Senate amendment, but when the vote shall have 
been taken on it I shall move to strike out the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 


from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The amendment was 9.7875 to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 


to strike out section 104, as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
I announce my pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
N 
Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. If he 
were present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr.SMITH (when his name was called). Idesire to announce 
for the day my pair with the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
DuBois]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. Has the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Hunton] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. . 

Mr. PLATT. The junior Senator from Virginia was called 
away yesterday afternoon by illness in his family. I am paired 
with him. If he were present I should vote yea.” 

Mr. McLAURIN. Has the junior Senator from Rhode [sland 
[Mr. DIXON] voted? 

Tey VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. I should vote nay” if he were here. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—2%. 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Proctor, 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon guay, 
m, Hawley, Patton, herman, 
Da iggins, Pener, Shoup, 
Dolph, Hoar, Perkins, Teller, 
Frye, MeMillan, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
NAYS—H. 
Allen, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Bate, Faulkner, Fhe Turpie, 

A George, Lindsay, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mills, Vilas, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Brice, Gray, Murphy, alsh, 
Camden, Harris, Pasco, White. 
Cockrell, Irby, Pugh, 

Coke, Jarvis, Ransom, 
NOT VOTING—27. 

Aldrich, Dubois, McLaurin, Power, 
Butler, Gordon, McPherson, Smith, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Martir. 
Call, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Cameron, Hunton, Morrill, Wilson, 

Y, Jones, Nev. Palmer, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Lodge, Platt, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PEFFER. I proposs an amendment to be inserted on 
page 229 as a new section, following section 103. After the 
amendment is read I wish to explain it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after section 103: 


Syd. 103}. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 850 for 
each and every passenger nota citizen of the United States whoshall come by 
steam or sail vessel from a foreign port to any port within the United States. 
The said duty shall be paid to the collector of customs of the port to which 
such passenger shallcome, or if there beno collectorat such port, then to the 
collector of customs nearest thereto, by the master, owner, agent, or con- 
signee of every such vessel, within twenty-four hours after the entry thereof 
into such port. The money thus collected shall be paid into the United 
States 1 The duty imposed by this section shall be a lien upon the 
vessels which shall bring such mgers into the United States, and shall 
be a debt in favor of the United States against the owner or owners of such 
vessels; and the payment of such duty may be enforced by any legal or 
equitable remedy. And a like duty shall be levied upon and paid, under 
rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Soret by every 
alien immigrant crossing the border line between the United States and 
contiguous nations. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Kansas to yield to 
me for a moment. 
~ Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I notice that the Senator proposes to ex- 
act the payment of $50 upon every immigrant coming into the 


United States. As the Senator is to speak upon the amendment 
which he has proposed, I wish to ask him in the first placè 
whether he proposes to impose $50 tax or head money upon 
every foreigner who sets foot upon our soil, whether he comes 
to stay or whether he comes as a visitor, or to impose the tax 
only upon persons who come to remain with us and eventually 
to become citizens. If he proposes to impose the tax only upon 

ersons who come to stay, will he kindly inform the Senate how 

© proposes to discriminate between those who come tostay and 
those who come only for a temporary sojourn. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to detain 
the Senate with an elaborate discussion of the subject which is 
brought to our notice by the amendment. I concede that there 
is an idea in it which is worth thinking about and worth incor- 
porating in the bill. If the idea is received favorably by the 
members of the Senate we can in a very few minutes so amend 
it as to cover the object that is sought. 

In the first place, we are trying and have been trying a long 
time with very indifferent success, indeed, to protect Ameri 
labor by statute. One fatal mistake which we made was in 1864, 
when we authorized some of our citizens to go to other coun- 
tries and there to contract for labor and to import that labor 
into this country to take the place of Americans who were then 
at work. From that time to the present, notwithstanding the 
fact that a few years ago we repealed that law, there has been a 
constant influx of a class of immigrants who are not congenial 
to the American people, who have no fea pia with our insti- 
tutions, who have no friendship for our habits and our customs, 
and who in no respect are of any benefit to us or to themselyes 
while they are here. 

We have seen within the last few years how deficient our leg- 
islation is upon this point. Within the last sixty days fourtes 
States of the Union have been more or less under military law, 
and the persons precipitating this conflict upon the country 
were largely of the class who would be prohibited from coming 
by the adoption of this amendment. 

We propose in our tariff legislation to protect American labor, 
and we have heard that statement made, I think I may safel 
say, one thousand times during the three months’ debate in this 
Chamber upon the tariff bill now under discussion, whereas it 
appears that as a matter of fact we have begun the system of 
protection at the wrong end, or, at least, we are not conducting 
our legislation in a successful way. : 

It occurred to me, as I took occasion to state to the Senate a 
few days ago, that it would ba well for us to adopt what is com- 
monly known as the consular system, which has been debated a 
goes deal, but the more I talk with my fellow-Senators and my 

ellow-men upon the subject the more Lam satisfied that that sys- 
tem will not beeffective. Ihave finally come to the conclusion a 
do not know how long it will be a conclusion) that we could reac 
what we want probably more in accord with the common senti- 
ment of mankind and more in accord with what we desire to ac- 
complish by some measure of levying a tax upon certain classes 
of immigrants, 

I have information, and so have all of us, that a great many 
immigrants come here in the spring of the year, take American 
wages during the summer and fall months, then go to their 
homes again across the Atlantic and spend the winter there, tak- 
ing away from ourshores just so much money as ought to have 
been given to our people. So there is another class who come. 
They are skilled mechanics, skilled laborers, who come early in 
the spring, like stonecutters, gasfitters, plumbers, men of that 
kind, who will come and work during the summer at high 
wages—wages that have been secured by our American work- 
men—and go back again in the fall. 

It costs them twenty-two or twenty-three dollars to come over 
here, and it costs them about the same amount to return home. 
A six or eight months’ stay, working in the United States at the 
wages current here, will afford a margin for crossing the Ate 
lantic twice and idling three months in the old country every 
year and still yield to them a large profit. 

Mr. HOAR. I have every sympathy with the object and mo- 
tive of the Senator from Kansas, and I have hoped that from him, 
or some other Senator, there would comea pees that would 
commend itself to the friends of suitable legislation, but I want 
to make a suggestion to the Senator in regard to the amendment 
he has now offered. 

We have a continuous line with the British provinces alone 
of over 4,000 miles. Is it speoncesd that every time a man who 
dwells over the border shall come to this country for an hour, 
or a day, or a week, and then go back—for instance, a person 
residing in Victoria, in British Columbia, he shall pay $50 for 
coming in? Ot course I assume that that is not proposed; but 
would it not be well to add to this provision something which 
would provide for temporary visits from respectable neighbors? 

Mr. PEFFER. I suggested in the beginning that u the idea 
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incorporated in the amendment meets with favor in the Senate 
we shall have no difficulty in framing it as it ought to be. Iam 
now coming to the point raised by the Senator from Massachu- 


setts and suggested first by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
that the object of this amendment is to try to do in fact what we 
have been professing to do in our speeches for a long time. 
We say we are trying to protect American labor, and yet we are 
constantly inviting competition upon our own soil with Ameri- 
can labor. 

We are constantly inviting and constantly receiving a class 
of immigrants who come here and work, who procure the best 
wages that they can, no matter whether they are lower than or 
tipon the same level with wages that have been established by 
American workmen, and whenever difficulty arises between our 
own citizens and the aliens upon the matterof wages, then comes 
in the doctrine which was taught by the junior Senator from Col- 
orado [Mr. WOLCOTT], whose seat isin front of me, and I am 
sorry to know that it is vacant, and particularly by reason of 
the cause of its vacancy, the Senator being absent on account of 
ill health. 

The Senator from Colorado, in one of his eloquent outbursts, for 
which he is noted, said that it istime itshall be understood here 
and elsewhere thatevery man has the 3 work in this coun- 
try whenever and wherever he pleases if it takes the whole power 


of the Government to protect him. When itcomestoatime that 


a thousand citizens are marched out of a great establishment, 
while a thousand aliens are marched into the same establish- 
ment who will work at lower wages, are our laws to be so con- 
strued as that the alien taking the place of the citizen shall have 


the protection of our law, while the citizen may be imprisoned if 


he resists? Iam trying to suggest to the Senate and to the 


country a means by which we can at least begin to avoid that 


result. 


Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to in- 


terrupt him? 
Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 


Mr. PLATT. I wish to suggest two amendments to the Sen- 
ator, and I wish tosee whether they will not be accepted by him, 
toen- 


In line 4 of his amendment I propose to insert the words 
gage in any industrial occupation; ” so as to read: 


That there shall be levied, collected and paid a duty for each and every 
passenger not a citizen of the United States who shall come by steam or 
sail vessel from a foreign port to any port within the United States to en- 


gage in any industrial occupation. 


And at the end of the amendment the same words, to en- 


gage in any industrial occupation,” and add also the words: 


The Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe rules and regulations for 


the collection of the duties hereby imposed. 


Mr. PEFFER. The Senator’s idea is exactly right and ex- 
actly in accord with mine, as he will see before I conclude, and 


I have nearly concluded. 
A great many of our 


class of people who are utterly at variance with our institutions 
and the habits of our people. It is not my object to prevent the 
coming to this country of any person asa tourist, as a profes- 
sional person, as a person in search of knowledge, arelic hunter, 
or & person of that class, nor one who comes here on a business 
errand, nor one who comes in an official capacity, nor anyone 
who does not intend to come here to engage in manual-labor 
pursuits in competition with American labor. 

It is the last class of people I am aiming at, and I think it 
would be better to reach the subject, or at least to begin reach- 
ing it in this way, rather than one in which the law would bear 
a prohibitory feature. I should like if I could to make a dis- 
tinction between those who come here to remain with us perma- 
nently, who are in love with our institutions and who would im- 
mediately assimilate with our people, and the other classes who 
have no such laudable ambition. But it would be well enough 
to begin by levying a duty of say $50 upon every person who 
comes into the country expecting to engage in our manual-labor 
pursuits in competition with American labor. 

It will have two or three beneficialeffects. In the first place, 
itwill show to our working people that we are at last adopting 
some practical method to Steg America labor in fact as well 
asin mere theory. A political speaker now takes the platform 
and talks to his fellow-citizensabout protecting American labor, 
and perhaps within 20 miles there is a conflict between aliens 
and American citizens about the matter of labor. Ourpretended 
on of American labor has been a pepe failure, un- 

to-day we are practically at the mercy of aliens. It is time, 
Mr. President, that the American citizen shall get on top on 
American soil. That is the object of this amendment. 


past troubles, a large measure of our 
present troubles, and a still larger measure of the future troubles 
which are coming upon us, and which are close to us, arise by 
reason of the presence and the working for lower wages of a 


Now, I will most cheerfully accept any suggestion of Senators 
by way of perfecting the framework. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I recognize the impor- 
tance of the subject which the Senator from Kansas has brought 
to the attention of the Senate, but I am notinclined to deal with 
the question of immigration in connection with a tariff bill. 
The reason why I am not will to deal with the question in 
connection with a bill imposing duties upon impo merchan- 
dise is because the one concerns property alone, and the other 
concerns men, women, and children; it concerns citizenship. 

I think the Senator from Kansas will agree with me, when he 
comes to consider the subject, that we do not wish to deal with 
questions concerning citizenship in a bill of this kind. Mer- 
chandise, inanimate objects, arouse no sentiments of any kind, 
but the question who shall be received into this conntry as an 
immigrant, who shall be allowed to portare of our citizenship, 
who shall be allowed to become members of this great family of 
ours, this Western hemisphere Republic, is a question far above 
any question that concerns merchandise, or manufactures, or 
anything that is inanimate. The Senator, upon reflection, will 
see the distinction. I amas unwilling as is the Senator from 
Tennessee to deal with the question of immigration in connec- 
tion with the tariff bill. 

In the next place, while I recognize the importance of further 
laws for the restriction of immigration, Ido not believe that the 
next step in the direction of restriction should be a high head 
tax. The Senator from Kansas, who, I believe, agrees with me 
in the main upon the question of immigration, and who served 
with me for a time upon the Committee on Immigration, and 
aided that committee in making important investigations, with 
his keen sensibility, will also agree with me that, while it ma 
be advisable for us to lessen immigration, if there is an immi- 
grant fitted to come here and enter into lawful employment, 
which is the language of the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut, that if such a person alone, or with his family, 
is entitled to come here and become a part of our civilization 
and of our citizenship, he needs the $50 the Senator proposes to 
exact from him as a tax far more than the Government of the 
United States needs the $50. 

Here, Mr. President, is the fundamental objection thatI have 
found to a large head tax. If you consider it solely in the light 
of an exclusion, it does no harm in the cases where it keeps the 
immigrants out, but take the case of immigrants who come here, 
there will be a large class of worthy, honest, industrious men 
who come here, either alone, or with their families, to become 
citizens of the United States. They will not be wealthy as a 
general rule. We have not undertaken aud we shall not under- 
take to require that immigrants shall bring large sums of money 
with them. Weshall probably continue to welcome the honest 
poor man with good character who comes here to partake of our 
civilization and to become a citizen of this Republic. Take the 
case of an honest man who comes here, I ask the Senator from 
Kansas if that immigrant coming here with $50 in his Frac 
does not need the $50 more than the Treasury of the United 
States needs it? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Hampshire yields to me 
to 3 a motion. L move to indefinitely postpone the pending 
Mr. HARRIS. The motion is in order. Let the yeas and 
nays be called. 

r. CHANDLER. I did not know what motion the Senator 
from Massachusetts proposed to make. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will not in- 
sist on the yeas and nays, because I may withdraw the motion 
to save time. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator would withdraw the motion he 
would save time, but as his intent is to kill time let him not 
withdraw it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is mistaken. I want to preserve 
the right to debate the amendment reasonably and for a few 
minutes without having it laid on the table. therefore make 
the parliamentary motion which gives me that right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Now let the Senator from New Hampshire pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Idid not know what the motion was which 
the Senator from Massachusetts intended to make. I suppose 
perhaps ho thought that discussion upon the amendment ought 
not to be cutoff by a motion from the Senator from Tennessee to 
lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. Which motion the Senator from Tennessee 
will make at the earliest moment he has the power. 3 

Mr. CHANDLER. But, Mr. President, I welcome the advent 
of the Senator from Tennessee to this side of the Chamber. I 
had hoped that he came over here to spend quits a while with 
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us and to assimilate mamiething or the courtesy and generosity 
in debate which always prev: on this side of the Chamber, 
and certainly with no one any more than with the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. President, I have stated the principal reasons why Iam 
unwilling to act upon this amendment in connection with the 
pending bill, why Iam unwilling to vote for a large head tax 
upon ts. I think the tor from Kansas had better 
withdraw his amendment and propose it as a separate bill, for, 
as I repeat, it is very offensive to me to undertake to deal with 
23 of erage | of immigration, and of human rights 

connection with a b lithe main and only 2 of which 
is to deal with duties upon imported mercha: $ 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], whom I donot now 
see in his seat, has taken occasion during the present debate to 
frequently ask this side of the Chamber whether we are not 
willing to protect American labor by excluding i ts as 
well as by im high duties upon imported merchandise. 
I hold it to be the duty of this country to take into serious con- 
sideration the question of immigration; I believe that we should 

o on in the direction of limiting immigration into this country; 
But Teall attention to the fact that there are certain natural ob- 
structionstoimmigration which do not exist in the case of im- 
ported goods. Take a bale of woolencloths made in one of the man- 
ufacturing towns of England. That bale of goods has no sensi- 
bility; it is a thing inanimate; it is taken as freight and carried 
to thewater's edge; it is put in the hold of a ship; it is brought 
here ut a low rate of freight, and the rates of freight are be- 
eoming lower and lower every year with increased facilities for 
transportation. 

Mr.PEFFER. At this point I should like to ask the Senator 
u question, if it will not interrupt him. II I am not mistaken, 
ithe Senator in discussing this subject heretofore has asserted 
substantially that in his opinion the ene, god traffic to which 
he has just alluded, under the direction of certain steamshi 
linos./has become so important, the business so enlarged, an 
ithe powers of the ers of those lines. so great as that prac- 
ticully they have the whole subject of immigration under their 
control and theyare masters of the situation. How does the 
Senator feel upon that 17 now, and is he influenced by a con- 
sideration of that kind? I dread the power of ration 


agencies. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am similarly affected. I believe we 
‘should pass laws requiring that immigrants shall have better 
accommodations upon the passenger steamers. I believe that 
we should restrict immigration by humanitarian legislation; 
thut we should improve the condition of the.steerages of our 
immigrant steamers; and that we should require better accom- 
modations for men, women, and children upon the transatlantic 
immigrant steamers than are now afforded. The bale of goods 
requires nothing but so many cubic feet of space. It goes down 
in thehold; it requires no air to breathe. Theexpenseof bring- 

merchandise is nothing, but the expense of bringing an im- 

rant with his family is considerable. The difference in ex- 
pense between bringing properly and persons is of itself a con- 
siderable protection against enlarged immigration. 

But, Mr. President, thero isa more important reason than- 
that why immigration is restricted, and that is that immigrants 
are obliged to sunder home ties in order to come here. They 
have attachments abroad. Their surroundings may be poor, 
they may be humble, but still there is no place like home. Al- 
most no immigrant, almost no immigrant’s family, is desirous 
of coming to this eountry. 

They come here because they believe they can better their 
condition, and it is with great reluctance that they part from 
home scenes, from kindred, from friends, from sur- 
roundings,and goto a new country in order that they may make 
anew home there, and attain toa higher prosperity than that 
which attends them in their native land. Therefore, here isa 
serious obstruction to immigration. So before we reach the 
question of new restrictive measures to be applied toimmigrants 
as we impose duties upon foreign manufactures, we shall be able 
5 make allowances for these natural obstructions to immigra- 

on. 

Notwithstanding all these considerations, I believe this nation 
ought to devise new and additional measuresfor restricting im- 
migration. The two administrative acts of March 3, 1891, and 
March 3, 1893, have done much to lessen immigration. There 
is.a falling off in immigration under the o onof those laws 
and under the operation of hard fimes in country. 

That falling off in im ation will, I hope, continue. If it 
does not continue, then I believe it is the serious duty of the 
American Congress to take the subject of further restrictions 
into consideration and to enact further laws limiting immigra- 
ition and tending to secure the benefitsand the prosperity of this! 


ten seed and those benefits from those who are not now its 
zens. 

Various amendments have been suggested for the purpose of 
furtherrestricting immigration. A large head tax, such as has 
been moved by the Senator from Kansas, has been one of those 
mothods. The requirement of a consular certificate and proof 
of good character has been another method. An educational 
qualification has been more discussed than anyother. I believe 
we ought to require immigrants not to read and write the 
English lan e, but to be able to read and write their own 
language. I believe that a certain measure of intelligence ma; 
well be demanded of those members of a family coming to ‘this 
country of suitable age, and they should be required to read and 
write their own lenguage before they come here. 

All these questions will I doubt not come in review before 
Congress during the next session. I believe the subject of im- 
migration to be a cognate subject to that of the tariff, but I do 
not believe it to be a part of the tariff question, and therefore T 
should be unwilling to vote for the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas, even if I were in favor of a head tax. If 
the Senator from Mussachusetts had not moved to indefinitely 
d this bill, I should conclude my remarks by moving to 

y the amendment of the Senator from Kansas ppon the table. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr.President,I suppose the Senator from Kan- 
sas in introducing this amendment did not mean to be bound by 
it as a complete and a perfect solution of this question. In- 
deed, I think he said so, but whether he did or not, I take that 
for granted. 

Mr, HOAR. 1 ouppose ihe is 

k I suppose he is o 
or ship, and it will r nappa f 
it will make a successful voyage into port, 
Senator in substance. 

Mr. President, I wish to say that, like the Senator from New 
Hampshire, I am desirous of having Congress establish some 
policy which will be effective and vigorous in regard to this 
most important subject. I.do not intend to enter upon the dis- 
cussion. of if now, because I understand it is expected by the 
members of the Senate that the bill will be ready to be reported 
from the Committee of the Whole before long, and I do not 
mean to interfere with that desire. But I do not agree with 
the Senator from New Hampshire in thinking that the subject 
is out of place upon a tariff bill. However, I do not think we 
ought to add to a tariff bill a provision on this subject unless it 
has been 3 and thoroughly considered. For that reason 
I do not suppose it is likely we shall add to this particular bill 
such a provision; but if any committee of the Senate had com- 
pleted its labors, and was ready with its report, I should be 
very willing to add it to the pending bill. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to the 


2 the keel of the boat 
to be added to it before 
T so understood the 


amendment which I should like to add to his amendment. Iam 


not sure that it will quite meet his views, from what he said. I 
will read it: 


Unless such immigrant shall present to the collector of the port which he 
enters the certificate of some consul of the United States of the country of 
which he is a citizen, to be designated by the President of the United States 
for the purpose of making such certificate, that he is a person of good moral 
character, and that he has proparty eno for the reasonable support of 
himself and his family, or that he has sufficient skill in some trade or pro- 
fession to earn in this country a competent livelihood for himself and his 


That might be an original amendment to the amendment of 
the Senator from is stated merely to suggest the 
idea rather than as being perfect in expression. I think also 
there should be added possibly what the Senator from New 
Hampshire has suggested, some educational qualification; and 
further, that there should be added some provision which would 
secure the right of visitors of all classes, whether from Europe, 
or who living on the border line come in for a fow days. 

Now, I should like to give notice of what I have read as an 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas and 
have it printed. Will the Chair ask the consent of the Senate 
to have it printed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? ‘The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. k 

Mr. HOAR. This is all I desire to say. 


Mr. PEFFER rose. 
, unless the Senator from Kan- 


Mr. HO AR. It is my pa 
sas desires to go on, to withdraw my motion. 


Mr. HA S. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I do not, however, withdraw it yet. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts being withdrawn 

Mr. HOAR. I have not yet withdrawn it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator do so at anyreasonable'time 


country to those who are now its citizens and to exclude that in the future? 
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Mr. HOAR. It seems tome that some person has got into 
this Chamber, perhaps, the doors being open, through the care- 
lessness of some official (though I would not impute to the of- 
ficials carelessness) who does not precisely understand the rules 
of the Senate or the methods of procee Ido not under- 
stand that the person from whom that question came has been 
recognized as having the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, am I entitled to the floor? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
had not yielded the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought when the Senator had sat down he 
had yielded the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave not now yielded the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I obtained the floor after the Senator had sat 
down. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Tennessee is disorderly every 
time he opens his mouth. We have submitted to this past on- 
durance. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas if he wishes 
tos further on the amendment? 

r. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I wanted to reply to.a single suggestion of the 
Senator, that was all. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I will yield the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. The Senator from ‘Tennessee has 
been recognized. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay on the table the pending amend- 
ment, or the pending motion, if the Senator from Massachusetts 
has not withdrawn his motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts has withdrawn his motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not withdrawn the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I then move 

Mr. HOAR. I said I propose to withdraw it unless the Sena- 
tor from Kansas desires to be heard. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
to make that statement. 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What was the motion of the Senatorfrom 
Massachusetts? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Massachusetts was to ar ponies tay. one the bill. The Chair 
understood the Senator to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I said that I would withdraw it unless the Sen- 
end oe Kansas desires to proceed. If he does, I do not witb- 

raw it. 

Mr, PEFFER. I did not intend to occupy any further time 
of the Senate, except to reply to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. But time is so precious that I shall not 
avail myself of the opportunity. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was unable to hear the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. I said that, while I desired to make a very 
brief reply to the suggestionof the Senator from Massachusetts, 
time is so precious that I will not avail myself of the opportunity 
at this time. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill then withdraw the motion. Before doing 
80, the Chair will permit me to say that it is not in order to 
move to lay on the table a motion to indefinitely postpone the 
bill, unless it carries the whole bill with it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not sure but that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is right. He is sometimes right, but rarely. Am I 
now entitled to the floor? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is withdrawn, and the Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. : 

reg HARRIS. I move to lay the Senutor from Kansas on the 
table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessea 
moves to lay the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Imove that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. [Putting the question.] The 
noes ao to have it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for a division. 

The Senate proceeded to divide, and the ayes were 7. 


Mr. CHANDLER. If there ba no objection, I withdraw the 


motion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. HARRIS. There is no objection to the withdrawal of 
the motion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. The 
uestion recurs on the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to 
y on the table the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
i ; upon which the yeas and nays are demanded. 


The motion of the Senator from 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). I ask unani- 
mous consent that the amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
may be read before the roll call proceeds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears nono, and the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that my amendment to 
the amendment, which has been read, may without reading it 
again be considered as moved as an amendment. The motion 
to lay on the table will apply to both. Otherwise I shall have 
to moveit 5 and that will take up twice as much time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. There is not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 
The amendment of the Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after section 103, as an additional 
section: 

Sxc. 103}, That there shall be levied, collected, and 
each and every passenger not a citizen of the United 
by steam or sail vessel from a foreign pors to any port ‘within the United 
States. The said duty shall be paid to the collector of customs of the port 
to which such shall come, or if there be no collector at such port, 
‘then to the collector of customs nearest thereto, by the master, owner, agent, 
of every such vessel, within twenty-four hours after the en’ 
to such port. The money thus collected shall be into 
United States Treasury. The duty im by this section shall ‘be a Hen 
upon the vessels which shall peng — ? into the United States, 
and shall be.a debt in favor of the United States against the owner or own- 
ers of such vessels; and the ent of such duty may ‘be enforced by 
legal or equitable remedy. a like duty shall be levied upon and Pald. 
under rules 8 ons prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
byevery alien i crossing the border line between the United States 
and contiguous nations. 

Mr. MILLS. Regular order! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll call will be proceeded 
with onthe motion of the Senator from ‘Tennessee to lay the 


a duty of 860 for 
tates who shall come 


| amendment of the Senator from Kansas on the table. 


The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 
Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with 


| the Senator from North Carolina (Mr. Ransom). 


Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Hlinois [Mr. PALMER 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am red 
with the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. MoPHERSON), and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansBRouGH]. If 
he were present I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am paired with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. HOAR. colleague [Mr. LODGE] is paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. My co ə is absent to 
fulfill an important public engagement. I do not know how he 
would vote on this particular measure, though I know he is in 
sympathy with the general object of 1 immigration. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the rmative). ang 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] is absent, and being pai 
with him I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced-—yeas 46, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—46. 
Allison, Dixon, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
Berry, Frye, McLaurin, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McMillan, 7 
Blanchard, Gorman, Manderson, 1 
Carey, Gray Martin, Vest, 
Chandler, Harris, Mills, Vil 
Cockrell, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Voor 
Coke, àl, Morgan, 
Cullom, Hunton, Murphy, 
Daniel, Irby. Pasco, 
Davis, 8 Pugh, 

NAYS—12. 
Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Perkins, Proctor, 
Higgins, Patton, Pettigraw, Shoup, 
Hoar. Pefter, Platt, Squire. 

NOT VOTING—23. 

Aldrich, Cameron, Jones, Nev. 
Allen, Dolph, Kyle, 
Brice, Dubois, ge, Stewart, 
Butler, George, McPherson, ‘Washburn, 
Caffery, Gordon, Morrill, W. „ 
Call, Hale, Palmer, Wol 
Camden, Hansbrough, Power, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have an amendment to a pennin 
‘bill, which I desire to have read, and on which I wory 
briefly to be heard. 
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| Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield 
to me for a moment? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

: Mr, PLATT. I voted against laying the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas on the table. was not satisfied with 
that amendment, and I desire to introduce anamendment which 
Ishould be willing to vote for. I shall not take the time of 
the Senate. I merely ask for a viva voce vote uponit. Isuppose 
it will follow the fate of the amendment of the Senator frem 


Sas. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut will be stated. à 

The SECRETARY. Add after section 103 the following as an 
additional section: 

SEC. 103}. That there shall be levied, collected, and 8. a duty of 825 for 
each and . r not a citizen of the United States who shall come 
by steam or vessel from a foreign port to any port within the United 
States for the 2 of e in any industrial occupation therein. 
The said duty shall be paid to the collector of customs of the port to which 
such mger shall come, or if there be no collector at such port, then to 
the collector of customs nearest thereto, by the master, owner, agent, or 
consignee of every such vessel, within twenty-four hours after the entry 
thereofinto such port. The money thus collected shall be paid into the United 
States Treasury. The duty imposed by this section shall be a lien upon the 
vessels which shall bring such engers into the United States, and shall 
be a debt in favor of the Uni States against the owner or owners of such 
vessels; the payment of such duty ny Bhat enforced by — 6 legal or 
3 remedy. da like duty shall be levied upon and paid by every 

en crossing the border line between the United States and 
ripen, bnte 4 nations for the purpose of engaging in any industrial occupa- 
tion therein. The Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe rules and reg- 
ulations for the pur of ascertaining what persons shall be liable for the 
payment of said duty and the collection of the same. 


Mr. PLATT. I ask for a vote upon my amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I am in favor of a judicious system of restrict- 
ay Garon tion. Iam in favor of such laws as shall prevent 

men from coming to this country. I am not in favor of put- 
ting a general tax upon everyone who comes to this country; and 
therefore I intend to vote “nay.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to state substantially the same as 
the Senator from Colorado has stated. I am decidedly in favor 
of a careful revision of our tion laws. Iam in favor of 
restrictive provisions to prevent anarchists and all bad men 
from coming to this country. But I think it is a subject that 
agonio be treated by itself, not to be connected at all with the 


The tariff bill deals with property and only property. An 
immigration bill deals with a much higher question, something 
more than property, that which affects the algaity, the inter- 
est, and the rosperit of the United States. henever a com- 
mittee of this body shall take up that subject and give it full 
consideration, I shall go a considerable extent beyond our pres- 
ent laws in restraining immigration, but I will not seek to con- 
nect that subject with another measure entirely different. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to repeat upon this amendment 
what I said in reference to the former amendment. I am op- 

d to a heavy head tax as a meansof restricting immigration 

or the simple reason that, while it works no harm as to the im- 

migrants whom it keeps out, it is a great injustice to the immi- 

grants who come here. If any man who is fit to come here has 

$50 or $25 he needs that moneya great deal more than the Treas- 
ury of the United States needs it. 

Therefore Iam opposed to this method of restricting immi- 
gration. I have radical notions upon the subject. I believe 
that our immigration laws should be revised, and that we should 
adopt more rigid methods of excluding undesirable immigrants 
than are now to be found on the statute book. I shallnot be be- 
hind any Senator orany citizen inadvocating suitable measures 
of restricting undesirable immigration. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, who I believe was chairman of the committee on 
Immigration in the last Congress, and I suppose he isa məmber 

ol it now, whether that committee has prepared or is going to 
repare any revision of the immigration laws, so that we may 
be able, as the Senator from Ohio has stated, to legislate upon 
that question inaseparate bill, and not undertake to tack ona 
grosi tariff measure a provision regulating the question of immi- 
gration. 

I wish to say one word further while I am upon the floor. It 
seems to me a very novel proceeding to levy a duty upon passen- 
gers coming to this country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I answer the Senator from Illinois by say- 
ing that there is now pending before the Committee on Immi- 
gration an important measure of additional restriction. The 
chairman of that committee is the senior Senator from New York 
[Mr. HILL], who has been very busy during the present session 
of Congress and has not given that attention which I hope he 
will be able to give between now and the fourth of next March 
to the legitimate work of the committee. Whenever that bill 
is taken up and considered, I have little doubt that a nonparti- 


san measure can be reported to the Senate which will adequately 
express the views of Senatorsand which will operate beneficially 
in the restriction of the immigration which we do not want to 
come into this 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

pro | by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

e amendment was rejected. 
_ Mr.GALLINGER. I nowsubmitmy amendment and ask that 
it be read. 

The SECRETARY. 
an additional section: 

SEC, 104}. This act shall bec tive, - 
tions fromthe Dominion of Canada on N by a: eee n 
of the President of the United States. The said proclamation shall be is- 
sued under the following conditions: When it is duly certified to the Presi- 
dent of the United States that the Government of the Dominion of Canada 
or of Newfoundland has declared a desire to enter into such commercial ar- 
rangements with the United States as will result in a material reduction of 
the duties now existing against the admission into Canada or Newfound- 
land of the products and manufactures of the United States he shall ap- 
point three commissioners to meet those who may be designated to repre- 
sent the Government of Canada or Newfoundland to consider the most 
desirable manner in which to pee ame a larger exchange ofthe products 
and manufactures of the two countries. 

If the result of the deliberations of the joint commission shall be an agree- 
ment and a report, satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury, that by a 
material reduction of the duties, or by the putting upon the free list of the 

lan or Newfo' tariff a list of 5 ures and products of 
the United States which in his opinion willaffordan equal advantage to the 
United States as the operation of this bill will afford to Canada or New- 
foundland, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall so report to the Presi- 
dent, the President, on being notified by the Canadian Government or the 
Government of Newfoundland that these recommendations will be pre- 
sented to the Parliament of Canada or the Parliament of Newfoundland 
for enactment, shall then issue his proclamation making this act operative 
as regards the Dominion of Canada or Newfoundland immediately upon 
the enactment into law wi Be pga of those governments of the recommenda- 
tions of said joint commission. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire| Mr. 
GALLINGERI. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is proper that I should say concerning 
the vote taken a moment ago on the amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Kansas, that I supposed he had accepted the 
suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and 
that it had become a pori of his amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will permit me a moment, I 
will state that I was expecting the Senator from Connecticut 
would present the amendment. It was so understood between 
him and me; but the motion of the Senator from Tennessee came 
in before we could get the ear of the Chair. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wiil state that on the matter of immi- 
gration I have very pronounced opinions which I bave no dispo- 
sition to hide from any citizen of the Republic. Something has 
been said about the humanitarian idea in connection with immi- 
gration. It has been su, N that this is a proposed tariff law 
dealing with inanimate things, and that the subject of immigra- 
tion deals with animate things—men, women, and children. So 
far as I am concerned I believe in applying the humanitarian 
idea to our own people. 

A bale of goods is unloaded from a European vessel upon which 
we exact a duty,but the same men under existing law who mada 
that bale of goods can come into our own country without pay- 
ing anything for the privilege of coming here. A man engaged 
in that same manufacture can find omp oyment at lower wages 
than are being given to American mechanics and workmen and 
can manufacture those goods and put them upon the market in 
competition with the products of American artisans. Therefore, 
Iam prepared now and at any time to vote any proper qualifica- 
tion or exemption so far as foreign immigrants are concerned 
with a view of protecting our own pople, not only from goods 
manufactured abroad, but from goods manufactured on our own 
soil by aliens seeking a shelter under the laws of our Republic. 

So far as the amendment I have just submitted is concerned I 
have but afew words to say. The Canadian question has been 
very fully discussed during this long and interesting debate. 
The question of reciprocity has engaged the attention of the 
Senate to-day, and Senators much better qualified than myself 
to discuss that great question have occupied the time of the 
Senate in enlightening us on the subject. But we are dealin 
with one foreign country in some respects different from al 
others. The Dominion of Canada stretches along our Northern 
borders, a country greater in area than our own, a country in- 
habited by men of energy and enterprise, who are competing 
with our people in the products of the farm, the workshop, and 
the mill. 

I take it we are about to pass atariff bill. I have hoped all 
through this great debate that in some way, by some means, 
either by a majority vote or otherwise, our country would be 
saved from the disasters which, in my judgment, will necessirily 
come upon it by the enactment of the pending bill; but I take it 
for granted that the bill is to pass, that it isto become the law 


J 


Insert after section 104 the following as 
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of the land, and is to remain on our statute books for many years 
tocome. For that reason I desire to save our people from the 
disastrous competition which will come to us under this law 
when enacted from the people of the neighboring Dominion of 


ada. 
Mr. President, the pending bill does everything for Canada 
that Canada could have asked. Canada has all the advantages 
in the pending bill and the Republic of the United States is the 
sufferer in the legislation. We have placed, for the benefit of 
Canada, lumber and wool upon the free list. We have greatly 
reduced, for the benefit of Canada, the tariff rates upon granite, 
upon wood pulp, upon live stock, upon agricultural products, 
upon manufactures of cotton and manufactures of woo!; and in 
the bill we have done many other things that are to the advan- 
tage of Canada and to the disadvantage of the country for which 
we are presumably legislating. 

I shall not detain the Senate by reading the great variety of 
expressions I have gathered from Canadian papers during this 
debate. I will take the time of the Senate only to read an ex- 
tract which I clipped from one of the great Canadian papers, a 

per that reflects the sentiment of that great Dominion, per- 

ps to a greater extent than any other journal published on 
Canadian soil. A few weeks ago that great paper said: 


The Wilson bill will give Canada a great boom and kill annexation. If 
that is not so, and the bill did not benefit Canada, what are we rejoicing 
over? Would we rejoice ifthe United States got the benefit? This bill is 
worth millions to Canada. 


And now, Mr. President, believing as I do that that newspa- 
per spoke the exact truth; that this legislation will be worth 
millions to Canada; that we have discriminated in this bill 
against our own 1 so far as Canada is concerned, I simply 
ask the Senate of the United States to incorporate in the bill a 
section that will protect our country from the aggressions of 
Canada in a commercial sense, and that we shall so arrange 
matters that we will get some degree of reciprocity in dealing 
with the Dominion of Canada. 

This is all I care to say. I might discuss many other points 
in this connection. I see the Senator from Tennessee rise, 
doubtless to move to lay my amendment upon the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator is quite right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If theSenatorfrom Tennessee will kindly 
take his seat, when I get through possibly he may have an op- 

rtunity to make the motion. I will say to the Senator from 

‘ennessee that I have no disposition to discuss this matter any 
further. My judgment is that not another single word will be 
uttered in favor of the amendment or against it, and that we 
can come to a direct vote upon it and in that way dispose of it 
quite as soon as shall be done by a motion to lay it upon the 
table. 

As I said a moment ago, this is all I care to say on the subject. 
It is a business proposition. I think it is worthy of the consid- 
eration of the Senate. I appeal to the Senator from Tennessee 
that it is one worthy of a vote at least, and I am willing to have 
it submitted now to a yea-and-nay vote of the Senate and in that 


way dis of it. 
Mr. IS. Ifwe can come toa vote right now upon the 
amendment—— 


Mr. GALLINGER. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not move to lay it on the table, though 
I rose for that purpose. Iam quite ready to vote on the amend- 
ment without the motion. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read. 
know what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). The 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire will be read by 


Some of us do not 


the Secretary. 
The Secre again read the amendment. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Iask for the yeas and nays on agreeing 


to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he were present I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were present [should vote 
* Sa.“ 


r. CAFFERY. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. POWER]. 
Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). 
to ask if the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
has voted? r: 


I desire 
[Mr. ALDRICH] 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that the 
senior Senator from Rhode Island has not voted. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
I must withdraw my vote. E 

Mr. CALL. IL announce my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am informed by the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. KYLE] that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] would vote “nay” if he were here,and he suggests that 
1 transfer my pair with the Senator from Rhode Island to that 
Senator. I will do so, and vote “nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and abstain from 
voting. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—2!. 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Oregon Sau 
Carey, Gallinger, Patton, = Toles’ > 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Perkins, Washburn. 
Davis, Hawley, may, 
Dixon, Hoar, herman, 
Dolph, McMillan, Shoup, 

NAYS—39. 
Bate, Gorman, Martin, Pugh, 
Berry, 0 Ransom, 
Blanchard, Mitchell, Wis. Roach, 
Brice, Hunton Morgan, ie, 
Cockrell, Irby, Murphy, Vesi 
Coke, Jarvis, Palmer, Vi 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. asco, Voorhees, 
Faulkner, le, Peffer, Walsh, 
George, dsay, Platt, te, 
Gibson, McLaurin, tor, 

NOT VOTING—25. 

Aldrich, Cameron, Jones, Ney. Smith, 
Allen. Cullom, ge, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Dubois, McPherson, Wilson, 
Butler, Gordon, Manderson, Wolcott. 
Caffery, Gray, Morrill, 
Call, Hale, Pettigrew, 
Camden i Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 


Sec. 105. Acts and ts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are 8 ed, but the repeal of existing laws or modifications 
thereof embri in this act shall not affect any act done, or 5 5 right ac- 
8 accrued, or any suit or proceeding or commenced civil 
cause before the said repeal or modifications; but all rights and liabilities 
under said laws shall continue and e be enforced in the same manner as 
if said repeal or modifications had not n made. Any offenses committed 
and all penalties or forfeitures or liabilities incurred prior to the passage of 
this act under any statute embraced in or changed, modified, or repealed by 
this act may be prosecuted or punished in the same manner and with the 
same effect as if this act had not been . All acts of limitation. 
whether applicable to civil causes and proceedings or to the prosecution ot 
offenses or for the peower of penalties or forfeitures emb; in or modi- 
fied, changed. or repealed by this act shall not be affected there and all 
suits, proceedings, or prosecutions, whether civil or criminal, causes 
arising or acts done or committed prior to the of this act, may be 
commenced osecuted within the same time and with the same effect 
as if this act not been passed: And provided further, That 1 
this act shall be construed to repeal the provisions of section 3058 of the 
vised Statutes as amended by the act approved February 23, 1887, in respect 
to the abandonment of merchandise to underwriters or the salvors of prop- 
erty, and the ascertainment of duties thereon. 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend the section by 
inserting before the first word acts“ the word ‘‘all;” so as to 
read: 


i 
or 


All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill has been 
concluded. The Senate will receive a message from the House 
of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr, T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S.171) granting to the State of North Dakota certain 
lands heretofore set apart as a wood reservation for Fort Totten 
military reservation for the use of the militia of North Dakota, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 38) relating to the pay and retirement of mates 
in the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 353) to enable the people of New Mexico to form 
a constitution and State government, and to be admitted into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States; 

A bill (H. R. 6320) to provide for the creation of the office of 
assistant to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, 
Navy Department; and 
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A bill (H. R. 7506) authorizing the county of Coconino, Terri- 
tory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a county 
building at the county seat thereof. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 


upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A (S. 1954) to amend. section 1371, chapter 1, Title XV, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to appoint- 
ments of assistant paymasters in the Navy; 

A bill (S. 2000) granting the Brainerd and Northern Minne- 
sota Railway Company a right of way through the Leech Lake 
Indian Reservation in the State of Minnesota; and 

A bill (S. 2135) to provide that a termof the circuitand district 
court of the Uni States for the district of Vermont may be 
held at Montpelier. 

„ MEMORIAL SERVICE AT ST. MATTHEW'S CHURCH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of State, which was read: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June 28, 1894. 
Sin: At the instance of the French ambassador, I have the honor to advise 
you. for the information of the Senate, that a religious service in memory 
of the late President of the French Republic will be held at St. Matthew's 
Church, corner Fifteenth and H streets, on Sunday next, the Ist proximo, 
at 12 o'clock m. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


W. Q. GRESHAM. 
To the Hon. A. E. STEVENSON, United States Senate, 
Vice-President of the United Slates. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate attend the religious 
serviceof which notice has just been given. ; 

Mr. GRAY. Isecond the motion. 
* The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was— 


Ordered, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, under the direction of 
the Vice-President, be authorized to make all suitable arrangements for the 
attendance of the Senate upon the ous service, in memory of the late 
President of the French Republic, to be held at St. Matthew's Church. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were regions Gant twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 38) relating to the pay and retirement of mates 
in the United States Navy; and 

A bill (H. R. 6320] to provide for the creation of the office of 
assistant to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, 
Navy Department. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on ritories: 

A bill (H.R. 353) to enable the people of New Mexico to form 
a constitution and State government, and to be admitted into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States; and 

A bill (H. R. 7058) authorizing the county of Coconino, Terri- 
tory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a county 
building at the county seat thereof. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
reyenve for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to move ina single amendment to 
amend several clauses, begi on page 212. The effect of my 
amendment isto limit the bonded period, socalled, to four years, 
instead of eight, as the provisions now stand. 

On page 212, line 14, I move to strike out eight“ and insert 
*‘four;” the same in line 1, page 213; the same in line 22, page 
213; on page 216, beginning at line 3, to strike out all to and 
including the word gauge in line 11, and on page 219 tostrike 
out “eight” and insert four.“ 

I will say to the Senator from Missouri that I have looked 
ever all these sections, and if the amendments which I have 
suggested are adopted it will leave the provisions intact, except 
that four years will be substituted for eight years as the length 
of the bonded period. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 14, page 212, strike out the word 
“eight” and insert four;“ in line 1, page 213, strike out“ eight” 
and insert four;“ in line 22, strike out eight and insert four;“ 
on “page 216, strike out all that part of the section beginning 
baler e 3, down to and including the word “ gauge,” inline 11: 
as follows: 


n ‘That in case such ts shall remain in warehouse 
after the same have been regauged, the 


containing the tsshall, 

at the time oligos — warehouse ere clei other —— as = 
oner ternal venue may direc again regauged or in- 

; than shown by the first 


spected; aud t found to contain a 1 r quanti 
regauge, the tax shall be collected and paid on the quantity contained in 
each such package as shown by the o: 1 gauge. 
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250 — page 219, line 2, strike out the word “eight” and in- 
se our. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment p by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. On that question, Mr. President, without 
debate, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRES The question is on the amendment 
pone by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], on which 

e asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called), I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], but by 
arrangement that pair has been transferred to the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], so that the Senator from Tennes- 
seo [Mr. Harris}, who is with the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and I can vote. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roach]. In his 
absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr, PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN.) If 
he were present I should vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DEICH}. Edo not know how he would vote on this question, and 
I feel constrained to withdraw my vote in his absence. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I have already 
announced the transfer of my pair with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray] to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH}, with whom the Senator from Tennessee is paired. 
That enables the Senator from Tennessee and me to vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam quite content, but I agreed to take care 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. Under the announcement 
misda by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] my votə can 
stand. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to state that the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] if present would vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 36; as follows: 


I am paired 


YEAS—23. 
Allison. Dolph. Hawley, egg 
Berry. Frye, Hig, tt. 
cues. Galli n Boat, ee 
om, George, erma: 
Baris, Hates Mekiliian, Washburn. 
Dixon, Hansbrough, Patton, 
NAYS—36, 
Bate. Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. uire, 
Blanchard, arvis, Morgan, soo 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Teller, 
Coke, le, Palmer, < > 
Daniel, dsay, Pasco, Vest, 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Pugh. Vil 
Gibson, Martin, Quay, Voorheea, 
Gorman, Mills, Ranso W 
Harris, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, White. 
NOT VOTING—25. 
Aldrich, Camden, Jones, Ney. Power, 
lien, Cameron, Lo 

Blackburn, Chandler, McPherson, Smita, 

ice, Dubois, Manderson, Wilson, 
Butler, Gordon, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Caffery Gray, Perkins, 
Call, Hill, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offeran amendment on page 40, line 12 
after the word “rates,” to strike out, begianing with the word 
t“ Provided,” and ending with the word “same,” in line 17, aud 
insert what 1 shall send to the desk. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I inquire of the Senator if that was 
a reserved paragraph? There were certain paragraphs that 
were reserved when we were going over the bill to be taken up 
subsequently. A 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think this 
It relates to the treaty with the 
their sugar free of duty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator will not insist 
on offering the amendment now. It seems to me it would be a 
violation of the unanimous-consent agreement we had to go back 
and amend paragraphs that have been d upon. Of course 
the Senator can offer the amendment after the bill has been re- 
ported to the Senate, but not while we are acting as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very weli. If that is the agreement, I 
certainly do not insist upon o: the amendment at this 


agraph was not reserved. 
awaiian Islands, admitting 


time, but I shall offer it when the bill comes iso the Senate. 


1894. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That will be entirely regular. 
Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to interfere with this question, 
but I think it is quite as regular to offer the amendment now as 
after the bill is reported to the Senate. I did not understand 
the agreement to extend so far as the Senator from Arkansas 
understands. However, it is not a practical question now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We do not want anything except 
what is regular, and it hus been understood—atleast my under- 
standing was—that there was an agreement that the bill should 
be read through, except where certain paragraphs were passed 
over as reserved whilst the bill was being read and acted upon, 
and as the various paragraphs and sections were read they were 
disposed of so far as the Committee of the Whole was concerned, 
but of course they will be open to amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. My recoilection is that I put the question that 
if any Senator should have forgotton an amendment that he de- 
sired to move, or if an amendment should be suggested to him, 
would he be permitted to offer it, and the answer was “of 
course.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam perfectly willing where a Sen- 
ator has omitted something that. consent be given to 
ng back and permitting him to offer an amendment, but I 


object to going back to paragraphs which were not reserved 


and submitting amendments to them whilst the bill is still in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand the amendment intended 
to be proposed by me will be entirely in order when the bill is 
reported to the Senate? 

Ir. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then I shall not offer the amendment 
now, but shall ask to have it ape r 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print will be made, in 
the absence of objection. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now offer the amendment which Isend 
to the desk, to be added as additional sections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Soutb Dakota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add the following as addi- 
tional sections to the bill: 


Src. —. Tuat a commission is hereby created and established, to be known 
as the customs commission, to be composed of five disinterested persons to 
be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. The commissioners appointed under this act shall continue in office 
six years, respectively, from the date of their respective appointments and 
until their successors, respectively, are appointed and q od by the Presi- 
dent for terms of six years, except that any person chosen to filla vacancy 
y for the term of the commissioner whom 
Any commissioner may be removed by the President for 
inefticiency, lect o oe or malfeasance in office. No more than three 
of the commissioners shall be a inted from the same political party. No 
vacancy in the commission 8s impair the right of the e com- 
missioners to exercise all the powers of the commission. The salary of such 
commissioners shall be at the rate of 2 annum. They shall be en- 
titled, in addition, to compensation for act: traveling and other necessary 
expenses in the discharge of their duties. They shall choose one of their 
own number to be president of the commission. They shall have power to 
employ a clerk, a stenographer, and a messenger, and, with the approval of 
the Secretary ot the Treas such other cle: assistants as shall be nec- 
essary to the performance of their duties, and at such rates of compensa- 
tion as they may establish, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas- 

. Their salaries, Bee intron and the compensation of the clerk, stenog- 
. — messenger, such additional rical force as may thus be 
employed shall out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap 
hfe upon the auditing of the same, according to the usual course 

he Department. 

SEC. —. That the commission shall establish its permanent office at the 
city of Washington, where it shall be at all times in the usual course of busi- 
ness, ready to hear or receive oral or written testimony upon all the . 
subjects mentioned in this act, and generally upon everything relating 
directly or indirectly to customs duties and revenue. 

Sec. —. That it shall be the duty of the said commission to examine into 
and ascertain the average price of commodities imported into the United 
2 — both at Wholesale and retail in the Unſted States, and both in the 
United States and in the foreign places of production, sale, or shipment, for 
the period of twelve months preceding and twelve months following any 
change in the rate of customs duties imposed 8 ee such commodities, and 
this 7 9 shall be carried back for a period of twenty-five years, and 
more, if deemed advisable by such commission, and shall extend to all facts 
relating to demand and supply. domestic and foreign, which tend to in- 
fluence prices of such comm t and domestic, and to aid in 
determining the true effect of the import duty, or of the change therein in 
the several eases upon domestic and foreign prices, and upon productions ot 
the same or of other commodities, y gon revenue, upon tion, upon 
profits of capital, rates of wages, and the general welfare. 

Second. To ascertain the amounts in quantity and value of the importa- 
tion of the principal commodities d g each of said periods of twelve 
months preceding and s any such ch: in customs duties. 

Third To ascertain, as far as practicable, the quantity and value of the 
same or similar commodities produced in the United Statesduring the same 


pa eaii 8. 

urth. To ascertain whether in any and what instances the particular 
rates of customs duties have operated to increase or diminish production in 
the United States, and to cause a reduction of the first cost of articles pro- 
e for consumption, and what other causes, if any, have operated - 
Fifth. To ascertain in what particular rates of customs duties exist 
from timə to time operate injuriously or favorably to tho development an 
increase of American manufactures and notions, or o te injuriously 
or mall ee = pey consumers of such 5 ‘ardicles oe produc- 
tions in respect of ca or contributing to the payment of unreasonable 
prices by consumers, or removal or reduction of the same. 
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. To ascertain kina eters —— 3 — upon. the price of os 
tural productions of the country and sale nited States marke 
and their consumption in the United States. 

Seventh. To ascertain the effect of such customs duties, both actual and 
relative, in respect of the employment and the payment of remunerative 


Soe ronan peerage relative, to labor in the United States, and 
of the same with the labor and wages in other countries, 
upon the agricultural, co: 1, manufacturing, mining, and o 
dustrial interests of the people of the United States : 

th. To ascertain and com: the actual cost and the selling price, 


Nin 
both at wholesale and retail, of similar manufactured commodities 
„ weights, measures, and money in the United States and else- 


Eleventh. To ascertain the trade relations of the United States with 
other nations and ascertain the countries where advantageous treaties can 
— to advance the commercial interests of the people of the United 

tes. 

Sec. —. That for the purpose of such inquiries and investigations the com- 
mission may visit an ae of the United States, and by public notice or 
otherwise invite testimony and information from all persons interested. 
They may from time to time also delegate one of their number to visit for- 
eign countries to make investigation respecting the labor and industries of 
those countries whenever such investigation may be necessary to promote 
the objects of the commission, and they may uire information concern- 
ing the labor and industries of foreign cow from consular or other 

mts of the United States in thoss countries, and such agents shall fur- 
os the information so nired promptly and without charge. 

SEC. —. That the co m shall * its 1 in respect of 
the matters hereinbefore in this act mentioned, together with the statistics 
andevidence upon which its re is based, together with recommendations 
for changes in customs dues w. they may deem advisable and necessary, 
and the ground upon which its conclusions e changes have 
been reached, to Con in the month of December each —— and at 
all times furnish such information ae mar be ulred to the Department 
of State. Itshall cause the testimony statis: taken and obtained in 
respect of the matters in this act mentioned to be prin 
and distributed to members of Co: 


ted from time to time 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 8 is ou the amendment 
ee by the Senator from South Dakota. . 

r. SHERMAN. If that amendment is to be pressed now, I 
desire to offer one or two very important amendments to it. 

Iam in favor of the appointment of a permanent commission 
on the tariff. I presume thisamendment has been prepared for 
some time, but I have not seen it. The number of persons to be 
appointed on the commission is totally inadequate. 

No five men in the United States or in the world could be 
trusted to take charge of a great question of this kind, which 
requires a variety of knowledge upon almost every article which 
enters into the consumption of human life. Therefore, not less 
that fifteen ought to compose the commission. 

The Oliver co mmission, as it was called, which I believe re- 
ported to Congress the best tariff law that I know of, at least 
for many years, was composed of thirteen members, of which 
Mr. Oliver, of Pittsburg, was chairman. 

Unless such a commission should be composed of a considera- 
ble number, it would be impossible to secure upon it representa- 
tives from every section of the country who are f with 
all the industries in their localities, as well as familiar with the 
general industries of the aerate & 

If this amendment is seriously to be pressed at this time, I 
shall move to insert“ fifteen” instead of ‘‘ five,” for a commis- 
sion composed of but five members would be totally inadequate 
to deal with this great question. Five would be about the most 
dangerous number that could be selected, because then one 
man might control the commission. 

There should also be a provision that not more than a certain 
number of members of the commission should be of the same 
5 party. It should be entirely and purely national in the 

road sense, and it should be nonpartisan. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me make a suggestion in 
view of what he was saying? The Senator from South Dakota 
offers this amendment, which is a very important one. We 
have had no time to examine it. Will it not serve the Senator's 
pur pose of offering the amendment just as well to let it go over, 
80 that it can be presented in the Senate; and in the mean time 
we can examine it and see what amendments, if any, ought to 
be offered to it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know that I have any objection 
to its going over and being offered in the Senate. I say 
however, that it is almost the same as the amendment adopted 
by the Senate to the McKinley law in 1890. There are some 
changes from that act, but they are very slight. 

Mr. HALE. Its going over will give usan opportunity of ex- 
amining it and seeing what amendments are needed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from 
South Dakota whether the proposed commission is given any 
power exeept to re * 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. That is all; to investigate and report. 
It is to have no power of legislation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator also how far this plan 
of a tariff commission differs from that proposed by the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], who I see inhisseat. Is it the same 
or different? If it differs, how does it differ from the proposi- 
tion of that Senator? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 the Senator from IIlinois can 
inform the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator w 
Nr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a proposed amendment to the pending 
bill, which I now hold in my hand. On conference with the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. RRIS], in charge of the bill so faras 
its management on the floor is concerned, he expressed a pref- 
erence that I should offer the amendment in the Senate. me 
days ago it occurred to me that perhaps it would be in the in- 
terest of economy of time that I should adopt that course, and I 
determined to do so. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator, in view of the 
amendment already offered, that he offer it now. 

Mr.CULLOM. I was going to say the difference, as I re- 
member it, in the amendment offered by the Senator from 
South Dakota and the one which I propose is that the amend- 
ment proposed by him is a general amendment providing for a 
genera investigation without requiring the commission to con- 

e itself to any specific line of investigation and report. 

The amendment which I propose is that the commission, if it 
shall be provided for and appointed, shall investigate and re- 
port to Congress the exact difference in the cost of wagesin this 
and in foreign countries, and report 4 bill for the consideration 
of Congress, the measure of duties being based upon the differ- 
ence in wages in the United States and wages in foreign coun- 
tries. 

My idea has been that the great struggle in this country is to 

rotect the American laborer. In protecting the American la- 
rer we shall be doing substantial justice to the American pro- 
ducer or manufacturer, as the case may be. I have therefore 
tried to confine the investigation of such a commission to that 
work, so that when they report we shall know to a certainty the 
exact difference between the wages in this country and in for- 
eign countries, and if we make rates of duty equivalent to the 
difference in wages we are sure to protect American laborers. 

It has seemed to me that if we confined the investigation in 
that way we should have something before us which would 
make it certain in our minds what we were doing when we put 
a duty of 20 per cent, of 30 per cent, or of 75 per cent on any 
given article. 

That is the character of my amendment. I am willing to 
offer it now, so that it may be printed, with the understanding 
that it go over and be considered during the consideration of 
the bill in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Illinois will be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And it goes over, I understand? 

Mr. CULLOM. It goes over to be considered in the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I now ask the Senate to consider 
certain paragraphs which were passed over in reading the bill. 
Before doing that, I ask unanimous consent to dispose of a num- 
ber of immaterial amendments which the committee propose 
most of which are corrections. To that I presume there will 
be no objection. If there bə no objection, I have prepared and 
shall offer these before the others are taken up. 

Mr. PLATT. That is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair inquires of the Senator 
from South Dakota as to what action he desires taken upon his 
amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask that it be printed and go over. 
` be VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection, it will beso or- 

ered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 19, page 4, line 14, I 
move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 19, line 14, it is proposed to 
restore the word“ repared,” and after “ prepared ” to insert 

the words fish-bladders, or;” so as to read: 

19, Gelatine, glue, 
fish sounda 25 — 88 A 5 glue, and prepared fish bladders or 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the Senatorfrom Arkansas made all 
the explanation he intends to make? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that the 
committee ought to proceed with great circumspection in the 
closing paragraphs of this bill. Itis probable t within two 
or three days this bill will be reported to the Senate and voted 
upon in the Senate, and I have noticed that there is always great 


permit me 


danger of little things which slip in at the close of a great meas- 
ure of this kind and pass unobserved. Like chops and tomato 
sauce;” there is always some danger that something will lurk 
under an apparently harmless amendment; and I am afraid that 
possibly these fish bladders or fish sounds may contain something 
which ought not to be hastily adopted. 

Ido not wish to bə captious; but it seems to me that the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, when he moyes these amendments which 
come from the committee and which carry with them the weight 
which all committee amendments carry, should accompany each 
by a brief explanation of the reason why this measure, supposed 
to be reasonably perfect and which has occupied so much time 
of the Senate, e der to be adopted. If that statement can be 
made, of course I shall interpose no objection to any amend- 
ment; but Ido not think that Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ber ought to anoppi these amendments without some explana- 
tion concerning them. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Mr. President, I understand that there 
are several committee amendments which it is designed to pre- 
sent while the bill is in Committee of the Whole. Of course, it 
is well understood that the bill will be subject to amendment 
when it shall come into the Senate. We have been here day 
after day and week after week until we have run into months; 
and for some time past the sessions have been running from 10 
o’clock in the morning until 6 or 7 o'clock at night, and in a heat 
which is phenomenal and exceedingly oppressive. 

I 25 those in charge of the bill—andI think all on this 
side of the Chamber will agree to it—that the amendments pro- 

osed by the committee shall be acted upon without debate in 

ommittes of the Whole; that any amendments designed to be 
proposed to the bill, other than those which are in the hands of 
the committee in charge of the bill, shall make their appear- 
ance when the bill comes to the Senate, and that at the close of 
action upon the committee amendments the bill shall be reported 
to the Senate. 

It then would be an absolute necessity for the intelligent con- 
sideration of the bill that it should be printed, and that time 
shall be afforded to Senators to consider the bill as it has been 
amended as in Committee of the Whole. It is true it might be 
printed in afew hours; but a very few hours will not suffice, 
after the printed copy comes into the hands of Senators, for 
them to see the changes which have been made and take what- 
ever action they may desire to take in the Senate. 

I ask unanimous consent that after these amendments of the 
committee shall be adopted, the bill shall, before the adjourn- 
ment this evening, be reported to the Senate, and that the Sen- 
ate shall then adjourn until Monday next at 10 o'clock. That 
will give that temporary relief from these constant sessions 
which has become to many members of this body an absolute 
necessity, and it will give that opportunity to examine the bill 
which I suggest. I ask that that may be done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The purpose I had in view in ask- 
ing unanimous consent that these amendments should be acted 
upon and the bill reported to the Senate was that they might 
be printed, so that Senators may see what is pro d. The 
amendments which I propose to offer are not material. I have 
submitted them to Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
who are members of the Committee on Finance, and I think 
they meet the approval of everybody. There can be no con- 
troversy about them. Nevertheless I am anxious that they 
shall be printed with the bill, so that they may be seen, and if 
there is any objection to them, whatever action the Senate 
chooses to take in the S enate can be taken without difficulty. I 
think there will be no difficulty in following out the line sug- 
gested by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOAR. Lrepresent, I suppose, one of the largest fishing 
communities, and I do not know what the effect of the amend- 
ment . for fish sounds the words prepared fish 
sounds. 

Mr. PLATT. That is not what it does. The Senator from 
Massachusetts misunderstands the amendment. It is to restore 
in paragraph 19 the word prepared.“ which has been stricken 
out, and alter the word“ prepared” to add fish bladders or;“ 
so as to read “ fish bladders or fish sounds.” 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that, but I did not know how the 
restoration of the word prepared“ will operate. Does my 
friend from Connecticut? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The word “ prepared ” was restored 
to the paragraph, if the Senator will permit me, so that it reads 
now: 

Prepared fish bladders or fish sounds. 

And in the free list in paragraph 403 he will find: 


Bladders, and all integuments of animals, crude, salted for preservation, 
and unmanufactured, not specially provided for in this act. 
So the prepared articles go on the taxed list and the raw ma- 
terials on the free list. 
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Mr. HOAR. I suppose I could not find anybody here, unless 
it be the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], who knows 
almostevery thing, who understood that particular thing. There- 
fore I am glad to understand it is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Sen- 
ate the request of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 


SON]. 
M 


ments before there is any agreement made as to what we shall do 
on that question. I do not understand the Senator from Ne- 
braska to submit his request now. 

Mr. MANDERSON. think the Senator from Arkansas and 
I perfectly understand each other. Let consideration of the 
amendments proceed. I think it is pretty well understood we 
can arrange for an adjournment until Monday after they are 


adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood that the 
Senator from Nebraska desired that the request should be sub- 
mitted to the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Was the amendment suggested 
just now 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 47, on page 8, after the 
word “zinc” I move to strike out the words “paint or pig- 
ment,” and before the word “zinc,” to insert the words paint 
or pigment containing;” so as to read: 

Zinc, oxide of, and white palut or pigment, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move as a new paragraph what I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert asa new paragraph 
the following: 

59}. Paris green and London purple, 12} per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 97, after the word 
‘‘unsilvered,” I move to strike out W plates;” and 
after the word “when,” in line 24, to insert the word “bent.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In aph 97, after the word unsil- 


vered,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘lookingglass plates,” and | 994 


in line 24, after the word ‘‘when,” to insert the word “bent; H 
so as to read: 

A plate silvered or unsilvered, and cylinder, crown, 
Powe gece we 4 — bent, ground, obscured, frosted, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I move to strike out the proviso 
at the end of raph 102. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 102, after the words “ad 
valorem,” in line 22, it is proposed to strike out: 

Provided, That bent glass shall pay the same rates of duty as the like 
glass when flat, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 123, line 24,a comma 
should be inserted after the word“ rods.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, that 
correction will be made. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 134, line 1, the words 
“and irons” should be“ andirons.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That verbal change will be made, 
in the absence of objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the subhead before paragraph 
162 I move to strike out the words manufactures of,“ so as to- 
Ares as it did when the bill came from the House of Represent- 
atives, 

Mr. PLATT. Was that amended? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was amended, and the effect of 
this amendment is toincrease the rate in this paragraph, for the 
reason that the raw materials out of which these manufactures 
are made are taxable at 25 per cent, and this allows them to go 
into the basket clause at 35 per cent. There should be a differ- 
ence between the raw material and the manufactured article. 

Mr. FRYE and Mr. PLATT. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Then paragraph162 will begin: ‘‘ Bullions and 
metal thread of gold,” ete. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
174 so as to make it read: 

174. Zinc in blocks or pigs, 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. HOAR. I inquire of the Senator from Arkansas how 
much 1 cent a pound specific would be ad valorem? 
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r. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest that we finish the amend- 


Mr. FRYE. It is seven-eighths of 1 cent, and the committee 
have increased it to 1 cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is an increase of one-eighth of a 
cent in the rate adopted by the Senate over that in the bill as it 
came from the House. 

Mr. HOAR. But how much ad valorem duty would that be? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can not state, but I suppose some- 
where in the neighborhood of 20 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. About that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move toamend paragraph 175, so 
as to read: 

23 in sheets, not polished nor further advanced than rolled, 1} cents per 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 176, I move to strike 
out the 5 now in the bill and insert“ three-fourths-of 1 cent 
per pound.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 176, line 16, it is proposed to 
ute out flve-eighths and insert ‘‘ three-fourths;” so as to 
read: 

Zine, old and worn out, fit only to be remanufactured, three-fourths of 1 
cent per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator what he does with the 
polished? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It goes in the basket clause at 35 


per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offer to paragraph 218 the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 218, line 2, after the word 
“sirup,” it is proposed to insert or, and in the same line, 
after the word molasses,” to strike out or spirits;” and in 
line 3, after the word act, to insert prepared or dessicated 
cocoanut or copra;” so as to read: 

Comfits, sweetmeats, and fruits preserved in sugar, sirup, or mol 
not specially 8 for in this act, prepared or dessicated cocoanut or 
copra, and jellies of all kinds, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offer anamendment to paragraph 
which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The SEORETARY. In paragraph 224, line 24, after the word 
Sacra it is proposed to insert “including cocoanuts;” so as 

Nuts of all kinds, including cocoanuts, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offer to paragraph 234 the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 234, line 23, after the word 
ií ground,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘or;” in the same line, 
after the word “ preserved,” to insert “or prepared;” and 
line 25 to strike out 10 cents per pound” and insert 25 per 
cent ad yalorem;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

234. Mustard, ground, preserved, or prepared in bottles or otherwise, 25 
per cent ad valorem. $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert as paragraph 2734 
what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph: 

273}. Linen hydraulic hose, made in whole or in part of flax and hemp or 
Jute, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert as paragraph 275+ 
what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. ftis proposed to insert the following as a 
new paragraph: : 

275}. Tapes, composed of flax, woven with or without metal thread on re 
or spools, designed expressly for use in the manufacture of me 
tape, 25 per cent ad valorem. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator whether he proposes to 
make any amendment increasing the rate in paragraph 275, on 
collars and cuffs? [Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall notoffer any amendment to 
that paragraph this afternoon. 

In paragraph 282, line 25, I move to strike out the words“ and 
felts for paper-makers’ use.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment will be stated. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In ph 286, line 20, after the 
word laces,“ I move to strike out the word and,“ and after 
the word ‘‘nets” to insert ‘‘ netting and veilings.” 

Mr. ALLISON. With a comma inserted after the word 
“laces.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; with a comma after ‘‘laces.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20, after the word “laces,” it is 
proposed to strike out the word “and” and insertacomma, and 
after the word “nets” to insert nettings and veilings.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Does not the Senator yrqpore to amend para- 
graph 284 in relation to ready-made clothing by striking out 

‘plushes and other pile fabrics?” 7 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have anamendmentto paragraph 
284, but I do not intend to ask the Senate to consider it this 
afternoon. I intend to offer thatin the Senate. I merely ask 
now to consider amendments to which there can be no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. Very well. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 301, line 17, before 
the words and veilings,” I move to strike out the word“ veils ” 
and insert ‘‘nettings;” so as to read nettings and veilings.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Paragraph 298 was d over. Does the Sen- 
ator wish to go to that now, or does he wish to reserve it until 
the bill is 5 to the Senate? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not propose to take that up 
just now. 
$ I oror the amendment to paragraph 311 which I send to the 

esk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SSCRETARY. In paragraph 311, line 25, after the word 
„maps,“ it is proposed to insert music; so as to read: 

Pe music, charts, and all printed matter, not specially provided for, 


Mr. ALLISON. And insert a comma after the word “music.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; let that be included. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask. if the word “music” is necessary there, 
whether there should not be a corresponding change in the free 
list, in paragraphs 410, 412, 413? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not see any conflict between 
the different sections, 

Mr. HOAR. The question which I put to the Senator is, if 
a special duty is put on music in the paragraph which has just 
been amended, whether the peenem or importing free of duty 
certain articles and books for public libraries should not also 
apply to music. There are a great many persons collecting 
musical libraries now in this country, and it seems to me the 
same rate, whatever it may be, which is applied to books, en- 
gravings, and other prints should be applied to music. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Paragraph 385 provides that all 
“articles imported by the United States” s be admitted 


free. 

Mr. HOAR. But that applies only to the United States. I 
am speaking of public libraries; and old music should be admit- 
ted the same as compositions twenty years old. 

Mr. VEST. That is, by authority of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis another point altogether. Let me re- 
peat my statement. The same reasons which rogare you to 
exempt public libraries and old compositions in the matter of 
books is applicable to musical compositions, and you should 
make a corresponding exception in the free list to that which 
you make in regard to books. That is my point. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I imagine that old music would not 
be an article to be dealt in much, and that it would amount to 
very little. 

Mr. HOAR. Itisaveryimportantmatter to musical libraries, 
which are growing up all over the country. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will say to the Senatorfrom Mas- 
sachusetts that I shall look into it, and if I find the point he 
makes is good, I shall not object to his amendment when the 
bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I think in paragraph 410, on page 94, after the 
word ‘‘etchirgs,” the word music“ should be inserted; and 
also in poragrapii 413. It should be inserted in both those 

a phs. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to the word 
being insertednow. Where would tha Senator suggest that it 
be inserted? 

Mr. HOAR. In line 25, paragraph 410, after the word “ etch- 
ings,” I move to insert the word music,“ to be followed by a 
comma. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. In paragraph 413, line 13, after the word maps, 
I move to insert music,” to ba followed by a comma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 333, after the word 
cloth,” in line 16, I move to strike out 30 per cent ad va- 
lorem” and insert ‘6 cents per * yard.” 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Arkansas how much is the ad valorem equivalent of that duty 
according to his best information? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The present rate on this article is 
8 cents per aes ard, and this is a reduction to 6 cents. 

Mr. PLATT. ve not paragraphs 333 and 334 been consoli- 
dated in some way? Were they not passed over? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] asked that they be passed over, and he knows of 
the amendment I now offer. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishall not press the question now, but may at 
some other time. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 333, line 16, after the word 
cloth,“ it is proposed to strike ant ‘'30 per cent ad valorem” 
and insert 6 cents per square yard;” so as to read: 

333. Haircloth, known as ‘crinoline cloth,” 6 cents per square yard. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 3341 move the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 334, line 18, after the words 
chair seating,” it is proposed to strike out “25 per cent ad 
valorem” and insert “20 cents per square yard.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the word“ and” remain connecting para- 
graphs 333 and 334? The word “and” was inserted there. 
3 JONESof Arkansas. Let the paragraphs be consolidated, 

en. 

Mr. PLATT. No; I do not ask that. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Then I move to strike out the word 
“and” connecting the paragraphs. ~ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 403, line 12, I move 
the amendment which [ send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 403, lino 12, after the word 
3 it is proposed to insert and fish sounds or blad- 

ers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 413, line 19, I move 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 413, line 19, after the word 
3 it is proposed to rt or any State or public li- 

eve 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 611, line 6, I move to 
strike out the word“ bulbous” and insert roots;“ so as to read, 
“ bulbs and roots.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. J om Ha of Arkansas. I move tostrike out paragraph 637, 
on page 114. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 637, 
as follows: 

637. Straw. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 667, I move the 
amendment which I send to the desir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The aniendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 667, line 16, it is 
proposed to add and not edible;” so as to read: 

667. Wafers, unmedicated, and not edible.- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 125, line 2, I move the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word Treasury,“ in line 2, on 
page 125, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided further, That the manufacture of distilled spirits from grain, 


starch, m. or sugar, molu iing all dilutions or mixtures of them, or 
either of them, s not bs permitted insuch manufacturing warehouses. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The intention of that is to exclude 
the of ie bay from bonded warehouses, 
Mr. HALE. of liquors? 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 


. 
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Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In section 9, line 23, on page 124, 
after the word “elass,” I move to strike out “two” and insert 
“ six;” so as to read: 

Manufactured in bonded warehouses similar to those known and desig- 
nated in Treasury regulations as bonded warehouses, class 6. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. Of the paragraphs passed over, the 
first, 1 believe, was paragraph 84. 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

ue, t stone, and crockery ware, 
833 e 9 i 7 — 1 Vases, and . plain 
white, and not decorated in any manner, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 3 of the paragraph, before 
the word white,“ I move to strike out plain.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 4, I move to strike out the 
words “and not decorated in any manner” and insert not 
changed in condition by superadded ornamentation or decora- 
tion.” 

Mr. HALE. Does that change the meaning of the phrase? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The change was suggested by the 
Treasury Department. I think there was some difficulty of ad- 
ministration found by the words in the text of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. To the ordinary comprehension it would seem to 
be the same. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems so to me. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 4, before the words per 
cent,” I move to strike out “thirty-five” and insert thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to make a single inquiry. The 
words not decorated in any manner” mean, of course, not 
painted. Do the words “not changed in condition by super- 
added ornamentation or decoration ” mean not panar 

Mr. HALE. Yes; anything that is put on white porcelain is 
decoration or ornamentation. 

Mr. PLATT. I suppose so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I[suggest that in paragraph 84 the words 
t“ superadded ornamentation or” shouid be omitted. That is a 
fearful and wonderful phrase from the Treasury Department. 
‘-Ornamentation” is the same as“ decoration,” and ‘‘superadded ” 
is entirely unnecessary. We do not care anything about the 
decoration of anything else. We do not decorate white china. 
If it said ‘‘not changed in condition by decoration” the amend- 
ment will then correspond to the simpiicity and beauty of this 
act in other respects; but if this is retained, there will be asort 
of literary character given to this bill which will attract notice 
and attention the world over. So I suggest that the Senator ac- 
complishes his whole purpose by saying not changed in condi- 
tion by decoration.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I prefer that the bill should not be 
too simple, and therefore prefer to retain the language sug- 
gested by the Treasury Department. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the next reserved paragraph 


be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved paragraph will 


be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

85. China, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, 
including plaques, ornaments, toys, vases, and statuettes, painted. 
tinted, — E g enameled. printed, gilded, or otherwise decora 
manner, 40 per cent ad valorem. > 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 10, 
before the words per cent,” to strike out ‘‘ forty ” and insert 
“forty-five.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment to that paragraph; and in line 9, before tae word en- 
ameled,” I move to strike out the word ‘‘stained;” and in line 
10, before the words “per cent,“ I move to strike out “forty” 
and insert ‘‘ thirty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Paragraph 86 is the next reserved 


in any 


paragraph. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


86. All other china, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone. and crockery 
ware, including lava tips for burners, not specially provided for in this act, 
(ier tho in any manner, 40 per cent ad valorem; if not decorated, 35 per 

orem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, after the word all,“ it is pro- 
posed to strike out other china, porcelain, parian, bisque, 
earthen, stone, and crockery ware” and insert articles com- 
posed of earthen or mineral substances;” and in line 17, before 
1 50 words per centum,” to strike out “ thirty-five” and. Insert 

thirty.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thenext Seri yod paragraph is 298. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

298. Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk, and nos 
further advanced or manufactured than carded or combed silk, 25 cents per 
See Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, tram, organzine. sew- 

g silk. twist, floss, and silk threads or yarns of every description, except 
spun silk, 20 per cent ad valorem; spun silk in skeins, cops, Warps, or on 
beams, 20 per cent ad valorem. 5 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragra h 
in line 25, on page 75, after the words combed silk,” to str 
out “ 25 cents per pound” and insert“ 20 per cent ad valorem;” 
in line 3, on page 70, after the word“ description,“ to strike out 
“except spun silk, 20 per cent ad valorem” and insert the word 
and;“ in line 5, after the word“ beam,” to strike out twenty“ 
and insert twenty-flve.“ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the portion of the com- 
mittee amendment in line 5, striking out twenty“ and insert- 
ing ‘*twenty-five;” and I move to make the rate 30 per cent.” 

he am nd ment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was 5 ap to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I now ask the Secretary to read sec- 
tion 299, which was reserved. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


299. Velvets, plushes, chenilles, or other pile fabrics, 45 per cent ad valo- 
rem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move as a substitute for the par- 

ph which has just been read what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 299 
and insert: 

299. Velvets, chenilles, or other pile fabrics, 81.50 pound; 

— S. burin no case Shall the foregoing articles pay a less 9 

The amenr nent was agreed to. 

Mr. JON of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to pass 
over for the present paragraphs 338 and 467, relating to dia- 
monds and precious stones, until two or three other paragraphs 
can be dis of, when we can return to those. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [ask the Senate to consider now 
paragraph 455,on page 93. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

455. Copperas, or sulphate of fron. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This paragraph was passed over at 
the request, I think, of the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL], who proposed to oñer an amendment putting it on 
the taxable list. Of course his right to offer the amendment 
will be reserved to him in tha Senate. - 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator from Vermont would be 
content if the clause should be stricken from the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume he would. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
paragraph will be considered as to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I now ask that paragraph 568 be 
considered. + 

Mr. PLATT. Has not that paragraph heretofore been ar 
ranged down to the proviso, beginning in line 11, on page 107? 

r. JONES of Arkansas. The paragraph was passed, but I 
want to movean amendment, to strike out the comma before the 
word “grease,” in line 1, on page 107, so as to read enfleurage 

rease. 

Mr. PLATT. I thought that had been done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has been done, the Chair is 


informed. 

Mr. PLATT. [think the paragraph has been perfected down 
to the proviso. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move what I send to the desk as 


a substitute for the proviso. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the proviso at 
the end of the paragraph and insert: 
if there be imported intothe United States crude petroleum, 


Provided, That 
or the product of crude petroleum, produced in any country w) a 
duty on petroleum or its products exported from se United Benton cnace 
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shalrbe levied, 22 and collected upon such erude petroleum, or its prod- Mr. TELLER. If that is the wish of the committee I do not 


ucts, so imported, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Now, I ask that paragraph 622, 
which was passed over, may be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

622. Sodium, sulphate of soda, or salt cake, or niter cake. 

Mr’ ALLISON. Was that passed over? 1 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Some Senator asked that that 
should be d over. Idonot remember who made the re- 
quest; but it is marked as having been passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I e the request that it might be 

ssed over, in order that it might be stricken from the free 

ist. Iam told it is a manufactured product. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ses no reason why it should be 
stricken out, and I can not consent to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the para- 
graph will be considered as agreed to. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. Paragraphs 338 and 467, I suppose, 
= now be taken up together. 
he Secretary read paragraph 338, as follows: 

338. Precious stones of all kinds, cut but not set, 30 per cent ad valorem; 
if set. and not specially provided for in this act, including pearls set or 
strung, 35 per cent ad valorem. Andon uncut precious stones of all kinds, 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
in line 7, after the word ‘‘set,” by striking out thirty“ and te 
serting “‘ fifteen;” in line 10, after the word “strung,” by striking 
out “ thirty-five” and inserting ‘‘ thirty;” in line 11, after the 
words ad valorem,” by inserting ‘‘imitationsof precious stones 
eomposed of paste or glass, not exceeding an inch in dimensions, 
and not set, 10 per cent ad valorem;“ and after the words “ad 
valorem,” in line 13, by striking out “and on uncut precious 
stones of all kinds, 15 per cent ad valorem;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

338. Precious stones of all kinds, cut but not set, 15 per cent ad valorem; 
if set, and not specially provided for in this act, including pearls set or 
strung, 30 per cent ad valorem; imitations of precious stones, composed of 


paste or glass, not exceeding an inch in dimensions, not set, 10 per cent ad 
valorem. 


Mr. TELLER. I gave notice that I should offer an amend- 
ment, to place a duty of 30 per cent on diamonds. That can be 
accomplished as well by voting down the amendment of the 
committee, where they have stricken out thirty and inserted 
“fifteen.” I suppose, without my offering an amendment, the 
question will come up directly in that s I do not know 
whether the committee propose to adhere to their amendment 
or not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before taking that up, Lask unani- 
mous consent, in paragraph 331, after the word“ pearls,” to in- 
sert including pearls struug, but not set;” so as to read: 

Pearls, inciu ling pearls strung, but not set, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Returning to paragraph 338, in 
order to conform to the amendment just made in paragraph 337, 
I move, in line 10, to strike out the words “ or strung,” after the 
words ‘‘ pearls set.” 

The amendment was agreed tu. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like toinquire of the Senator whether 
the committee adheres to its amendment of 15 per cent on dia- 
monds? If so, I desire to say a word or two on that subject. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir. I am instructed by the 
committee to consent to an increase in that paragraph, and also 
15 agree to a tax on rough diamonds, which are now on the free 

t. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I shall wait until the committee amend- 
ments are acted upon, and it may be that there will be no ne- 
cessity for my offering an amendment., 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know much about diamonds; I never 
had any myself; but why should rough, uncut diamonds have a 
duty imposed on them? Perhaps the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] can inform me. As I understand, they have been 
on the free list. I believe that diamonds are cut in this coun- 
try, and I suppose they were put on the free list to encourage 
the cutting of diamonds here. I am asking purely for informa- 


tion. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill say that there are not a great many dia- 
monds cut in this country. Ihave no doubt, if the committee 
would put a large duty upon cut diamonds and a reasonable duty 
upon uncut diamonds, the cutting of diamonds would increase: 
but up to this time diamonds have usually been cut abroad, and 
the tariff upon them has been nominal. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I gee ye that the tariff on cut 
precious stones of all kinds shall be 25 per cent, and on uncut of 
all kinds 10 par cent. 


desire to offer any amendment, except I may possibly desire te 
offer an amendment to facilitate the collection of the revenue 
from diamonds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the committee will 
be stated. : 

The SECRETARY. In line 7 it is proposed to strike out 
thirty“ and insert ‘‘twenty-five;” so as to read: 
Precious stones of all kinds, cut but not set, 25 per cent ad valorem; if set, 


and not specially provided for in this act, including pearls not set, 35 per 
cent ad valorem. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, before the words per centum,” 
it is proposed to strike out “ thirty-five” and insert ‘‘ thirty.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line II, after the Words ad valorem” 
it is proposed to insert: 

Imitations of precious stones, composed of paste or glass, not exceeding 
an inch in diameter, not set, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment proposing to strike out and of uncut precious stones of 
all kinds, 15 per cent ad valorem;” and I move to strike out 
‘*fifteen,” before the words ‘‘ per centum,” and insert“ ten.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask for information why the words 
composed of paste or glass” are contained in that committee 
amendment? 

Are there not many imitations of precious stones which are 
not composed of paste or glass which come under the same 
principle? Therearecer y many imitation diamonds. There 
are cheap and worthless stones, Which are fashioned into the 
fashion of diamonds, composed of inferior materials. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am willing to strikeout the words 
“composed of paste or glass;” and I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to offeran amendment for the purpose 
of facilitating the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Colorado al- 
low me to perfect this amendment first? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. I do not wish to interfere with the 
Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not desire to make any observations about 
this matter to-night, when we are endeavoring to get through 
with the bill; but I doubt very much the propriety of putting a 
duty upon uncut precious stones. Perhaps when the bill comes 
into the Senate Í shall have something to say on the subject. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask now to take up paragraph 


467. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

467, Glaziers’ and engravers’ diamonds not set, and diamond dust or bort, 
and jewels to be used in the manufacture of watches or clocks. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the para- 
graph in line 14, tostrike out ‘‘glaziers’” and insert diamonds 
and other precious stones, rough or uncut, incluning miners’, 
glaziers’;” so as to read: 

Diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, including miners’ 

laziers’, and engravers’ diamonds not set, and diamond dust or bort, and 
Jewels to be used in the manufacture of watches or clocks. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this seems to be emphatically 
the era of good feeling,” and I ask the Senator from Arkansas 
whether he will now object to an amendment restoring lumber 
to the dutiable list? [Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I regret to say that I shall be com- 
pelled to object to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. HALE. Of course I can not at this late hour raise this 
issue, but I give notice that in the Senate I shallagain appeal to 
the Senator’s 1 — 55 nature. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Perhaps the Senator might con- 
sent to an increase of the duty on wool. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to offer an amendment to the bill to fol- 
low paragraph 362. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add the following proviso: 


Provided, That all surplus revenue derived by the Government under the 
provisions of this act shall be held as a sac fund with which to pay the 
national indebtedness as rapidly as it matures. 


So as to make the paragraph read: 
362. Waste, not specially provided for in this act, 10 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, That all surplus revenues derived by the Government under the 


provisions of this act shall be held as a sacred fund with which to pay the 
national indebtedness as rapidly as it matures. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New Hampshire to lay the amendment on the 
table. 

Mr. ALLEN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to make an appeal to the 
Senator from New Hampshire. I ask unanimous consent that 
the amendment, as other amendments have been, be printed and 
lie over and come up in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to call the attention of my col- 
league to an evident mistake made in the amendment. It was 
read by the Secretary as being a part of paragraph 362, which, 
of course, makes it nonsensical. 

Mr. ALLEN. It ought to bea separate paragraph. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It should come in as paragraph 3623. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It was read by the Secretary as part of 
paragraph 362, which made it read: 

Waste, not specially provided for in this act, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

And then follows the amendment of my colleague. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is debate in order? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It evidently should be a new paragraph: 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is debate in order on the motion to lay 
the amendment on the table? 

Mr. ALLISON, It is intended that it shall not be a part of 
the waste.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN. It is intended as a proviso to the entire bill, 
and of course in numbering it it should be numbered as a sepa- 
rate paragraph. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Of course. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not notice how the Secretary read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the request? I suppose I shall 
have to consent to it whether I know what it is or not, but I 
should like to know what the request is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair asks the Senator from 
Arkansas to again state his request. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I asked the Senator to withdraw 
the motion to lay the amendment on the table, and that there 
be unanimous consent that the amendment be printed and lie 
overand be considered in the Senate as other amendments have 


been. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Without debate this evening? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Without debate this evening. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object, but unanimous consent is 
not necessary. If the Senator from New Hampshire will with- 
draw his motion and the Senator from Nebraska will consent, 
that covers the case; it is unnecessary to have unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is immaterial to me how you ar- 
rive at it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely make the suggestion because other 
Senators may wish to offer amendments and the same course 


may be perce 
r. WHITE. I suggest that unless the Senator from New 
Hampshire consents we can not adopt that course. 

Mr. ee of Arkansas. I understood the Senator to con- 
sent to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the point of the Senator from Iowa is 
eorrect and my withdrawal is not necessary, then I will not with- 
draw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Whatis the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. I regret that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire misunderstood my statement. It was that if the Senator 
from New Hampshire will kindly withdraw his motion to lay 
the amendment on the table, and if the Senator from Nebraska 
is willing to offer the amendment in the Senate, it can be done 
without unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire 
understands my meaning now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There isa clearness and force about the 
Senator’s presentstatement which I cannot resist. Therefore I 
withdraw the motion to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am perfectly willing that the amendment 
shall be printed and go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the committee 
once more, with the hope of having their assent, to whatisa 
very small matter compared with almost everything in the bill, 
but it isan important matter to a few very worthy persons in- 
deed, meritorious and hard-working men. I wish the commit- 
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tee would be willing to consent to amend paragraph 69, on page 
11, where it says sponges 10 per cent ad valorem,” by inserting 
after the word “sponges” the words ‘sea moss or Iceland moss,” 

Ishall not detain the Senate or the committee except to as- 
sure the gentlemen that what I say may be absolutely depended 
upon. It is a little industry, mainly prosecuted near Cohasset, 

ass. It is a very dangerous industry indeed, prosecuted by 
men who go out in boats in all kinds of weather on the rocky 
Alantic-beaten shore to gather this moss. It is precisely the 
same thing as the gathering of spongesin the way it is done. The 
sponges are used for cleanliness, and the moss is used as a food 
for persons who are sick or in feeble health, or as a luxury. 
There is something in the luxurious living that is coming from 
the increase of wealth which creates these industries. They 
induce men to be familiar with boats and the sea and are like 
the fisheries in that respect. 

The men become expert boatmen. They become absolutely 
indifferent to sea dangers, and they are at home when they are 
afloat on the water. They are enterprising and hardy, making 
the most valuable possible seamen in case of war. I suppose 
that half the men engaged in this industry, if we had a mari- 
time war, would enlist, and they would not have to be trained. 

I have not been able to think, since the matter came up be- 
fore, of any distinction in principle why the small duty of 10 per 
cent ad valorem should not be put upon moss when such a duty 
is imposed upon sponges, 

I understood when the matter was before the Senate on a 
previous occasion that the Senators having the bill in charge 

id not absolutely commit themselves against it, but only op- 
posed it because they had not full information. It is a matter 
which has been left in my hands by my colleague, and I appeal 
to the Senate, in this era of good nature, to allow the amend- 
mon to be made, so that moss will get a duty of 10 per cent ad 
valorem. 


Mr. HARRIS. In view of the appeal of the Senator from : 


Massachusetts, to which the Senate owes as little as toany other 
appeal, I hope the Senator from Arkansas will accede to his re- 
quest. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can not resist the combined ap- 
peal of the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from 
Tennessee. Let the amendment be agreed to. I ask that the 
bill be reported to the Senate and that it be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment as to sea moss be considered 
as agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 69, e 11, after the word 
“ sponges,” in line 22, insert ‘‘sea moss or Iceland moss.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the bill be reported to the Sen- 
3 then I should like to have an order to have the bill 

rinted. 

1 Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will with- 
hold for a moment. week or possibly ten days ago all kinds 
of fence wire was stricken from the taxablelist. I have waited 
up to this time to ses whether the committee intend to report 
to place fence wire upon the free list. I have heard nothing 
from the committee npon the subject, and I rise to ask them 
why that amendment is not proposed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. hen I asked the Senate to con- 
sider the paragraphs which had been passed over, I stated to 
the Senate that there were a number of amendments which were 
immaterial in themselves, about which there could be no divi- 
sion, and I asked unanimous consent that the amendments might 
be considered by the Senate now. That amendment would not 
be in order regularly and fairly 

Mr. ALLEN. Is the fence wire amendment among the num- 


r? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That amendment I hold in my 
hand in connection with other amendments which I proposa to 
present in the Senate. It is not proper to present them as in 
Committee of the Whole; it would have been a violation of 
what I asked of the Senate to have presented an importan, 
amendment for the consideration of the Senate as in Commit- 
wee of the Whole. I move that the bill be reported to the 

nate. 

Mr. HILL. I trust the Senator from Arkansas will allow me 
to make a motion and dispose of it now while I have it in mind. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

mate ener I move to add at the end of section 59 what I 
will read: 


All State, county, municipal, and town taxes and all necessary sums of 
insurance 4 by corporations, companies, or associations shall be excluded 
or ded in estimating the net profits or income of such corporations, 
companies, or tions. 


TOI 


. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 29, 


Mr.JONESof Arkansas. If the Senator will allow the amend- 
r to go over and be printed, it will be considered in the 

nute. 

Mr. HARRIS. We can dispose of it now. 

Mr. HILL. Itis a matter we discussed the other day, the 
question of allowing corporations to deduct their taxes. That 
has not been provided for. Then it was suggested by some one 
that the insurance had not been provided for. So I add that. 
I can not see the slightest objection to taking it up now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. HILL. Let it go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. No; letit be reported and acted upon. 

.Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The mover of the amendment pro- 
poses that it be printed and go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it will be so 
ordered, The question is on agreeing to motion of the Senator 
from Arkansas. 

Mr: MAND&RSON, I suggest that that motion is not neces- 
er and it would be establishing a new and dangerous prece- 

ent 


ent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So the bill is reported to the Sen- 
ate I do not care what course is adopted. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It needs no motion. When there is no 
further amendment to be made to a bill as in Committee of the 
Whole it is reported to the Senate as ẹ matter of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT: The bill is as in Committee of the 
Whole. If there be no further amendment proposed it will be 
reported to the Senate. 

r. HARRIS. Is the amendment of the Senator from New 
Vork to be offered as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HILL. It has beenoffered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr: HARRIS. Then let it be disposed of as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. VEST: The Senator from New York has agreed to let it 


go overuntil the bill gets into the Senate. We want to examine it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to letting it go over if 
other Senators N it. : 

Mr. HILL. t it go over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand that is agreed to 
unanimously. 


Mr. HOAR. T understand the Senator from New York merely 
gives notice of the amendment, and does not offer it at the pres- 
ent time? : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the case. 

Mr. HILL. It would have that effect. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let the bill be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate and open 
to anendment. The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the bill with the 
amendments which have been agreed to as in Committee of the 
Whole be printed. 

Mr, MANDERSON. Isuggest that the amendments adopted 
as in Committee of the Whole should be printed in italics. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course they will appear as amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task the Senator from Arkansas to couple 
with his motion that the consideration of the bill be postponed 
until amy at half past 10:o’clock. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will agree to that, 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the motion 
of the Senator from Arkansas if desired, butit will be so ordered 
without objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. The motion of the Senator from Arkansas is 
that the bill shall be printed with the amendments. Now, asto 
the adjournment, as I understood the Senator from Iowa to sug- 
gest 

Mr. ALLISON. I made no request respecting adjournment, 
but it is well known that there are a great number of amend- 
ments to the bill, and to print it carefully will certainly require 
until some time during the day to-morrow. Then Senators will 
desire to make such preparation and examination of the amend- 
ments as will facilitate their adoption or rejection in the Sen- 
ate. So 9 was that the bill be printed and its con- 
sideration be postponed until Monday at half past 10. That is 
the usual hour when the bill is taken up. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what Tunderstood to be the suggestion 
of the Senator from Iowa. T wish. to say to him that the bill as 
amended will be on the desk of every Senator to-morrow morn- 


ing printed. 

Mr. PLATT. I doubt that. 

Mr. BARRIS. After three months of consideration I should 
be glad to have to-morrow as a day of rest. But the country is 


waiting with anxiety to know what we are going to do with this 
measure. Ishall not cohsent that the bill shall go over asingle 
day or a single hour while it is pending. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the suggestion I made. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that when the Senate adjourn 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next at 10 o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS, On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the order to print the bill been made? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order has been made. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have included in the order a di- 
rection to the Secretary of the Senate to send a.copy of the bill 
to each Senator. Of course, if the Senate is in session to-morrow 
the bill will be laid on our tables in the ordinary way, but if the 
Senate is not in session I ask for that order, so that Senators may 
have copies of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Ne- 
braska, that when the Senate adjourn it be to meet on Monday 
next at 10 o’elock. 

Mr. HARRIS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). T have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. My 

air has been transferred to the senior Senator from Rhode 
sland [Mr. ALDRICH], and I vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], whom I do not see in his seat. 
I therefore withold my vote. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. If he were present, I should vote 

nay.” 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire 
to ask whether the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCH- 
ELL] has voted? 

8 VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. 

Mr. CAREY. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted: in the negative). 
paired with the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
DRICH], who is necessarily called from the sessions of the Sen- 
ate. LIshould vote nay on this motion as I have done, but I 
must withdraw my vote. 

Mr..CULLOM. By arrangement I paired the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] with the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] and voted, which gives the Senator from Tennes- 
see the right to vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote “nay.” Let the vote of the Senator 
from Illinois stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 32; as follows. 


I am 
AL 


YEAS—25. 
Allen, Hale, Mills, Shoup, 
Aaoi Hawley, ees Oregon ——— 
andler, Higg! 0 tewart, 

om, >; Hil, Paven,” Washburn. 
Dixon, McMillan, Platt, 
G T, Manderson, Quay, 

NAYS—32. 
Bate, Faulkner, Lin Roach 
— George, Me Laurin, Teller, 
Blackburn, Gibson, 
Blanchard. Harris, Murphy, Vest, 
Brice, Hunton, Pasco, 
Coe Jarvis, Petter, Voor! 
Coke, Jones, Ark. h, Walsh, 
Daniel, Kyle, White. 
NOT VOTING—2. z 
Dolph, Irby, Pettigrew, 

Butler, Dubois, Jones, Ney. Power, f 
Caffery, Frye, ge; 
Call, Gordon, McPhe Sher: 
Camden, Gorman, itchell, Wis. Smith, 
Cameron, Gray, orrlil, ilson, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Palmer, Wolcott. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. There is some executive 
business which it is absolutely necessary to: have attended to at 
ence, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate: proceaded a 
consideration of executive business. Alter sevenminutesspen 
in executive session the doors were reopened.. 
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ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 
8 That when the Senate adjourn to- day it be to meet on Monday 


n 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. PEFFER was, on his own request, excused from attend- 
ance at the sessions of the Senate from the 2d to the 5th of 
July, inclusive. À 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS (at 6o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.), 
the Senate adjourned, the adjournment being until Monday, 
July 2, 1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Hieecutive nominations received by the Senate June 29, 1894. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

G. Frank Bayles, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Port Jefferson, in the State of New York, to succeed 
Thomas H. Saxton, whose term of office has expired by limita- 
tion. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Cornelius R. Sleight, of New York, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Sag Harbor, in the State of New York, to suc- 
ceed John Sherry, jr., whose term of office has expired by litita- 
tion, 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Jesse W. Ellis, of Blountsville, Ala., to be register of the land 
office at Huntsville, Ala., vice William C. Wells, term expired. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Medical Department. 

Lieut. Col. Francis L. Town, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
assistant surgeon-general with the rank of colonel, June 28, 
1894, vice Irwin, retired from active service. 

Maj. Joseph R. Gibson, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-gen- 
eral with the rank of lisutenant-colonel, June 28, 1894, vice 
Town, promoted. 

Capt. Marshall W. Wood, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major, June 28, 1894, vice Gibson, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Evzcutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 29, 1894. 


{ASSISTANT UNITED STATES TREASURER. 


‘William D. Bigler, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant treasurer 
of the United States at Philadelphia, Pa. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Thomas G. Fitch, to be postmaster at Wichita, in the co ty 
of Sedgwick and State of Kansas. 

Henry Vanscoy, to be postmaster at Kingston, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

Isaac R. McElroy, to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county 
of Lauderdale and State of Mississippi. 

Henry Vits, to bo postmaster at Manitowoc, in the county of 
Manitowoc and State of Wisconsin. 

A.C. Beckwith, to be postmaster at Elkhorn, in the county of 
Walworth and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, June 29, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. H. MIL- 
BURN, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


IN MEMORY OF PRESIDENT CARNOT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following letter, 
which was read; 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June 28, 1894. 
SIR: At the instance of the French ambassador, I have the honor to ad- 
vise you, for the information of the House of Representatives, that a rell- 
ous service in memory of the late President of the French Republic will be 
d at St. Matthew's Church, corner of Fifteenth and H 

next, the Ist proximo, at 12 o'clock m. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant. 
W. Q. GRESHAM. 


streets, on Sunday 


The honorable CHARLES F, CRISP, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


DENNIS MURPHY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1963) for 


the relief of the sureties of Dennis Murphy. 
Mr. BAILEY. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 


, Ass 
sureties during the war, the following fac 
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sideration of this bill. It has already passed the Senate, and 
the same bill has been favorably reported to the House by the 
Committee on Claims. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ctc., That the sureties of Dennis Murphy, who was formerly 
paymaster and military storekeeper at the National Armory at Harpers 
Ferry, Va., upon his official bond to the United States as such 
aud military storekeeper, executed on the 28th day of April, 1858. 


be, and 
the same are hereby relieved and released from any and all liabilities by 
reason of such suretyship. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I trust the gentleman from Texas will ex- 
plain this bill and state the amount covered by it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Murphy was appointed pay- 
master and storekeeper of the National Armory, then located 
at Harpers Ferry, Va., in 1858. On the 28th of April, 1858, he 
executed his bond, with Allen C. Hammond, George Siebert, 
William Megary,and Charles J. Faulkner as sureties for the 
faithful performance of his duties. 


From the time he qualified to the quarter ending on the 3ist 


day of December, 1860, his accounts were kept as accurately 
and rendered as promptly as those of any other person in the 
employ of the Government, This fact is set forth in the report. 
For the quarter ending with the 31st day of March, 1861, his ac- 
counts were properly made out, as appears from the statement 
of his clerk, to be transmitted to Washington. They were not 
so transmitted, for the reason that Mr. Barbour, the superin- 
tendent of the arsenal, whose signature was necessary, was ab- 
sent attending the Virginia convention. 

Before Mr. Barbour s return Virginia had passed an ordinance 
of secession and Harpers Ferry was occupied by a force of Con- 
federate troops. During that occupancy they took possession of 
the official residence of Mr. Murphy, and just before the evacua- 
tion of Harpers Ferry a subordinate officer, contrary to the in- 
structions of Gen. Johnston, opened the vault which contained 
the papers and vouchersof Mr. Murphy, and these were scattered 
all over the room and indeed all about the village of Harpers 
Ferry. Immediately after the evacuation by the Confederates 
the Federal soidiers took possession of the place, and between 
the evacuation by the one army and the occupancy of the other 
the papers were destroyed, except asingle pay rollfor February, 
1861, which was picked up on the streets and sent to the Ord- 
nance Department here. 

The eee failed or refused to settle with Mr. Murphy 
because of the fact that his vouchers had not been filed and 
not be for the reason that they had been destroyed. When Mr. 
Piel ae ¢ was dismissed in July, 1861, there stood against him a 
debit of $57,518.52, but the monthly statements that had been 
rendered, and properly rendered, for January, February, and 
March reduced that to $10,153.06. That balance was divided, a 

rt of it being in the hands of the assistant treasurer in New 

ork, amounting to $8,272.38, and the rest of it in the Govern- 
ment depository at Baltimore, $1,879.68, making the total of 
$10,153.06. as stated. 

These, Mr. Speaker, are the facts in connection with this case. 
This bill has be reported favorably by the committees of the 
Senate and the House. Indeed, it was passed by the Senate on 
one occasion, and only failed to become a law by reason of the 
fact that it did not reach the House in time to be acted upon. 
Its passage has been recommended by the Department. In my 
own judgment it is reasonably certain that Dr. Murphy does not 
owe the Government anything at this time. 

The purpose of the bill, as its title decrees, is to relieve his 
sureties, or rather to relieve their estates, for all of them are 
dead, some having died insolvent. 

It may be proper for me to state that the immediate pu 
of this bill is to enable a settlement of the estate of the late 
Charles J. Faulkner, father of the present Senator from West 
Virginia, and no settlementof the estate can be effected as long 
as this claim stands upon the books of the Treasury Department, 

Mr. COX. Was Mr. Faulkner one of the sureties? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr.Speaker, I was unwilling to consent to 
the passage of this bill when its consideration was first requested, 
but I have had occasion since toexamine the report accompany- 
ing it, and especially the communication from William A. Day, 
the Second Auditor of the Treasury, from which it appears, as 
this officer says, that: 

On final settlement a balance of $57,518.82 was declared to be due from ssid 
Murphy and still stands against him on the books of this ofice, though 
there is reason to believe that if his accounts had been promptly rendered 
itwould have been found that he had expended nearly the public peA 


for which he is held accountable in defraying the current expenses of 
armory. 


And further on he says: 
numing that it was impossible to 5 — asettiement with Murphy or his 


1. Although eight years- elapsed between the close of the war and Mur- 
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phy n death, no attempt was made to obtain a settlement with him. He was 
not even notified of the condition of his accounts. 

2. The sureties were not notified that their principal was in default until 
more than seventeen years after the date of the bond and more than ten 
years after theclose of the war—he, inthe meantime, having died insolvent. 
Altogether, more than twenty-five years have been suffered to pass since the 
principal became in default without decisive action on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Again this officer says: 


In view of these facts I am of opinion that the suretieson the official bond 
of Dennis Murphy may justly be released from all liability by reason of such 
suretyship. 

As I have already said, I had occasion to examine the report, 
and it seems to me an equitable bill and one that ought to pe 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and being read the 
third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide temporarily for the expendi- 
tures of the Government; when the Speaker signed the same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolutions and a bill of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to 0 255 three members of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide temporarily for the 
expenditures of the Government. 

A bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Minneapolis Gas Light 
Company, of e fect Minn., to lay submerged gas pipes 
across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis. 


GRANT OF CERTAIN LANDS TO NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 171) 
granting to the State of North Dakota certain lands heretofore 
set apart as a wood reservation for Fort Totten military reser- 
vation, for the use of the militia of North Dakota, and for other 


Perko SE 5 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. 
JOHNSON] asks unanimous consent to consider a bill, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and empowered to set apart all that part of the wooded reservations set 
apartfor the use and benefit of Fort Totten military reservation 8 
tive order dated February 10, 1881, described as follows, 3 „That por- 
tion ot the tract known as Rock Island, bounded on the north by an east and 
west line, 2 miles back or north of the southeasternmost point of said island 
or peninsula;” said tract the southernmost point of the peninsu laon 
the north side of Devils Lake in North Dakota, known as Rock Island, for 
the use of the State of North Dakota, to be used as a park for the use of the 
militia of said State, and for other public purposes not inconsistent with 


such use. 

Sc. 2. That the lands so set apart are hereby granted to the State of 
North Dakota: Provided, That if the said State s at any time permit 
the said lands hereby granted to be used for any purpose not contemplated 
in this act the said lands shall revert to the United States. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will ask the gentleman if this bill is favor- 
ably reported by a committee of the House? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Les; it is unanimously re- 

rted by the Committee on Public Lands. It has twice passed 
The Senate. It only involves 800acres of an abandoned military 
reservation, and the purpose is to use it for the militia. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

There was no objection. > 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. - 


P. W. MITCHELL AND OTHERS. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
ae present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 


esk. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
8 asks unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of a bill which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: à 


(A bill (H. R.6856) for the relief of P. W. Mitchell, M. C. Felmet. T. 

3775 snacted, fc, That the Secretary of the T is h ized 
, ete. Ə Secre of the Treas ereby author: 

and directed to pay, out of any funds in the Treasury belo: ro fg ine East- 
ern Band of Cherokee Indians, to the follow rsons, to wit: P. W. Mita 
chell, 8129; M. C. Felmet, 8150; T. C. Bowen, 877; David Blythe, 830; Jesse 
Reed, 87; William Locust, 817, and George French, &. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended the following 
amendment: 


Insert in line 8. after the word dollars,“ the words and 50 cents.“ 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I should like to have the report 
read, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 
f qre report (by Mr. BOWER of North Carolina) was read, as 
ollows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred House bill 6856, 
report the same with recommendation that the same as amended do pass. 

The bill provides for the payment out of funds in United States Treasu: 
to the credit of the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians certain sums to P. W, 
Mitchell, M. C. Felmet, T. C. Bowen, David Blythe, Jesse Reed, William 
Locust, and George French, the total of said sums being #415, 

It appears that, by order of the Secretary of the Interior, P. W. Mitchell 
and M. C. Felmet, timber experts, made an extensive and minute examina: 
tion and estimate of the kind and quality of timber BS 5 the lands belong- 

to said Cherokee Indians, This estimate was made for the purpose and 
with the view of selling said timber under the direction and supervision of 
the General Government for the benefit of these Indians. 

These experts rendered their accounts for their services which were ac- 
ceptable to the Indians and duly indorsed by them at one of their councils. 
The sums due to each on this account are designated in bill. The sums al- 
lowed to David Blythe, Jesse Reed, William Locust, and George French, are 
for services as axmen in attendance upon and assisting said experts. T. C. 
Bowen is allowed the sum of 877 for services as surveyor in locating and de- 
fining the lands of these Indians. In Jackson and Swain Counties, N. C. 
survey was deemed necessary in order to ascertain what quantity of land 
was p propery assessable for taxation. 

Tg survey Was made in the year 1892 by the sanction of T. J. Moi 5 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and Acting Secretary of the Interior, Hon. 
George Chandler. Estimates of the costs of survey were submitted in due 
form. The sum admitted to be due the surveyor, T. C. Bowen, 18 $77.50. 

The committee recommend that bill be amended by inserting after the 
word “dollars” and before the name David Blythe,"’ in line 8, the words 
“and fifty cents, and as thus amended do pass. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. CRAWFORD]. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs wasagreed to. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a further 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words T. C. Bowen.“ in lines 7 and 8, and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words George H. Smathers.” 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I will say that George H. 
Smathers is special assistant district attorney for the Govern- 
ment, and has been looking after the interests of these Indians. 
and he advanced to the surveyor the amount due him. I will 
ask to have read the affidavitof Mr. Bowen, making assignment 
to Mr. Smathers, for the purpose of having this money paid to 


him. 
Mr. DOCKERY. How much is the amount involved in this 
amendment? $ 
Mr. CRAWFORD. About $77. 
ment which I send to the desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, in account with T. C. Bowen, of Waynes- 
ville, N. C., Dr. 


To six and ahalf days, services rendered in computing the number of acres 
ot land from Temple tield notes within Cathcart tractof Qualla boundary 
of land in Jackson Country, N. C., at & per day, $32.50. 

ae or eae were rendered one-half day March 31, 1892, and April 1, 2, 4,6, 
and 7. z 

Computations made by latitude and departures. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Lask to have read the docu- 


T. C. BOWEN. 
Received of George H. Smathers $82.50, in full payment of the above ac- 
count. 
T. C. BOWEN. 


STATE OF OHIO, Marion County : 

I, John A. Wolford, a notary public for the county and State aforesai 
hereby certify that T. C. Bowen this day personally ap before me an 
acknowledged the due execution of the ass: ent to George H. Smathe: 
of the forego’ account in the sum of $32.50, and the said T. C. Bowen states 
that the time charged in the foregoing account is correct, and that his serv- 
ices were wn worth the pan charmas and ER ne has long since received 
full for the same from the s eorge mathers. 

ud JOHN A. WOLFORD. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 20th ay of September, A. D. 1893, 
OHN A. FO 


EAL. 
5 ; Notary Pudlic, Marion County, Onto. 
Eastern Band of Cherokee pat Y account with T. C. Bowen, of Waynes- 
ville, N. C., Dr. 


To nine days’ services rendered in Sompo as number of acres of land 
from Temple field notes inside of Qualla boundary of land in Swain County, 
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N. C., and for other services said Indians, as report report made to the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs September 19, 1892, at $5 per day, 845. 


Respectfully submitted. 
T. C. BOWEN. 
Received of George H. Smathers 45 in full payment of the above account. 
T. C. BOWEN. 


STATE OF OHIO, Marion County: 

I, John A. Wolford, a notary public for the county and State aforesai 
hereby certify that T. C. Bowen this day personally appeared before me an 
acknowledged the due execution of the assignment to George H. Smathers 
of the foregoing account in the sum of #45, and the said T. C. Bowen states 
that the time charged in the forego: account is correct, and that his serv- 
ices were well worth the sum charged, and that he has long since received 
full pay for the same from the said George H. Smathers. 

JOHN A. WOLFORD. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 20th day of September, A. D. 1893. 

[SEAL] JOHN A. WOLFORD, 
Notary Public, Marion County, Ohio. 


The amendment offered by Mr. CRAWFORD was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, wasaccordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended to conform to the amend- 
ment to the text of the bill. 

On motion of Mr. CRAWFORD, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MILITARY ROAD FROM EL PASO TO FORT BLISS, TEX. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R.7419) for the con- 
struction of a military road from .the city of El Paso to Fort 
Bliss, Tex. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That when the military reservation known as Old Fort 
Bliss“ shall have n sold by virtue of an act approved March 1, 1890, so 
much of the receipts therefrom as may be necessary, not to exceed 84,000, 
are hereby appropriated to the construction of a military road between the 
city of El Paso, Tex. and New Fort Bliss, Tex., said money to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Lask that the report be read. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the pepere will be read. 
The report (by Mr. GORMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
0920) “for the construction of a military road,” having had the same under 
consideration, recommend the following substitute: 


“A bill for the construction of a military road from the city of El Paso to 
Fort Bliss, Tex. 


Ho it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That when the mili reservation known 
as Old Fort Bliss“ shall have been sold, by virtue of an act approved March 
1, 1890, so much of the receipts therefrom as may be necessary, not to exceed 
84.000, are pepe i sgt abd ad to the construction of a military road be- 
tween the city of El Paso. Tex., and New Fort Bliss, Tex., said money to be 
W under the direction of the 5 of War.“ 

d when substituted for said bill (H. R. ) recommend its passage. 
Hie 5 approval of the War Department is herewith made a part 
0 is report: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, _ 
5 Washington, D. C., May 15, 1894. 

Sin: I have the honor to return herewith letter of the Hon. J. V.Cock- 
RELL, M. C., inclosing, with request for favorable consideration, H. R. 6920, 
a bill roviding that when the military reservation known as Old Fort Bliss 
shall have been sold, the sum of 64,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, out of the of said sale, be reg ope ghar to build a military 
road between the city of El Paso, Tex,, and New Fort Bliss; and to report 
that from a recent appraisement by a board the value of the land at Old 
Fort Bliss, with the Pulk and improvements thereon, is placed at $15,- 
412. The public sale thereof was advertised to take place March 5, 1894, but 
atthe uest of the Texas delegation it has beensuspended, pending action 
on H. R. „and the property is now in charge of a quartermaster’s agent. 

It is recommended that in line 5, after the word “ninety,” strike out 
“four thousand” and insert so much of; in line 6 strike out “dollars or 
so much thereof” and insert “the receipts therefrom; ” in same line, after 
“ necessary,” strike out is“ and insert are; in line 7, after the word 
“appropriated,” strike out ‘‘out of the proceeds of said sale” and insert, 
after the word “the,” ‘construction of a.” 

With these changes the bill will read, as follows: 

He it enacted, etc., * * That when the military reservation known as 
“Old Fort Bliss ” shall have been sold, by virtue of an act approved March 
1, 1890, 50 much of the receipts therefrom as may be eee are hereb 
8 to the construction of a military road between the city of Ei 

aso, Tex., and New Fort Bliss, Tex., said money to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War.” 

With these amendments no objection is known to the passage of the bill. 


Very respectfully, 
R. N. BATCHELDER, 
Quartermaster- General, United States Army. 
Tue SECRETARY OF WAR. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, until I can examine that bill and 
see why a bill of similar import introduced by me has been ad- 
versely reported, I shall have to object. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman will listen for a mo- 
ment I will give him an explanation as to this bill. I do not 
know anything about his bill. 

Mr. BUNN. I wish to know why my bill was adversely re- 


ported. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can explain this bill. 


Mr. BUNN. I shall have to object. 
e Objection is made to the consideration of 
e bill. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1954) to amend section 1379, chapter 1, Title XV, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to appoint- 
ments of assistant paymasters in the Navy; 

A bill (S. 2000) granting the Brainerd and Northern Minne- 
sota Railway Company a right of way through the Leech Lake 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota; and 

A bill (S. 2135) to provide that a term of the circuit and dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of Vermont may 
be held at Montpelier. 


WIDOW OF JAMES R. FISHER. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from 
the Committee on Accounts, and ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland, from the 
Committee on Accounts, presents a privileged report, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
out of the contingent fund of the House to the widow of James R. Fisher, 
deceased, late assistant librarian of the House of Representatives, under 
the Clerk, a sum equal to his salary for one year, and that the Clerk be fur- 
ther directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House the expenses of 
the late illness and funeral of said James R. Fisher, said expenses not to ex- 
ceed the sum of 8500. 


TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. RUSK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolu- 
tion relative to paying the widow of James R. Fisher, deceased, late assist- 
antlibrarian of the House of Representatives, a sum equal to one year’s 
Salary and funeral expenses have had the same under consideration and 
8 follo substitute in lieu thereof, and recommend the 

of the same: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
pay out of the contingent fund of the House to the widow of James R. 

her, deceased, late assistant librarian of the House of Representatives, 
under the Clerk, a sum equal to his salary for six mon and that the 
Clerk be further directed to pay ont of the contingent fund of the House 
the expenses of the late illness and funeral of said James R. Fisher, said ex- 
penses not to excsed the sum of 8250, 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Accounts puts this resolution on a footing with 
the practice of the House in such cases. It has been customary 
for many years to allow six months’ salary and funeral expenses 
to the families or representatives of deceased employés. The 
resolution as introduced called for a year’s salary and $500 for 
funeral expenses. The amendment cuts it down in accordance 
with the precedent. Mr. Fisher was the assistant librarian of 
the House, and had previously occupied other positions, at one 
time being the assistant postmaster. I ask that the resolution 
be put on its passage. 

he substitute recommended by the committee was agreed 
to, and the original resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the yote by 
which the resolution was adopted, was laid on the table. 


WIDOW OF HARRY W. COCKERILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland submits an- 
other report, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized 
and directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House, to the widow of 
Harry W. Cock deceased, late an employé of the House of Representa- 
tives, a sum equal to six months of the salary being paid to said Cockerill 
at the time of his death, and the Clerk be further directed to pay out of the 
contingent fund to the said widow of Harry W. Cockerill the expenses at- 
tending the last illness and funeral of the deceased, said expenses not to ex- 
ceed in amount the sum of $250. 


The report (by Mr. RUSK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying 
resolution, offered by Mr. HEARD, relative to the payment of six months’ 
salary and funeral expenses to the widow of Harry W. Cockerill, deceased, 
late anemployé ot the House of Representatives, beg to report that after due 
investigation, they respectfully recommend the passage of the same. 


Mr. RUSK. I ask for the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What amount is covered by that resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. RUSK. 

nses. 

Mr. COX. How much does that amount to? 

Mr. RUSK. It amounts in all to about $900. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Is there any question whether 
this conforms to the practice? 

Mr. RUSK. It has been the practice of this House for about 
thirty years at least to pass eau resolutions. 


Six months’ salary and $250 for funeral ex- 
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Mr. WISE. I would state tothe gentleman that I have all 
the precedents here; and it has been done in this present 
House. 

Mr. RUSK. Iwill state thatthe present House of Represent- 


atives is just repeating the practice of previous Houses. At 
the ning of this session we passed a resolution of this kind 
in favor of the widow of the Chaplain without even referring 
itto the Committee on Accounts. and there have been one or 
two accounts since then. This is in strict accordance with the 
precedents established by this and other Houses. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


WIDOW OF EDWARD J. M'CRISTAL. 


Mr. RUSK. I present another report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay out of the contin- 
nt fund of the House, to Mrs. Ella C. McCristal, widow of Edward J. Mc- 
tal, deceased, late un employé of the House, a sum equal to six months 
of the salary being paid to said Edward J. McCristal at the time ot his death, 
and the Clerk be further directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the 
House to said Mrs. Ella C. McCristal, the sum of $250 to cover the expenses 
of the last illness and funoral of the deceased. 
The report (by Mr. Rusk) was read, as follows: 


- The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompany: res- 
olution, offered by Mr. BOWERS, relative to the payment of six months’ sal- 
ary and funeral enses to Mrs. Ella O. McCristal, widow of Edward J. 
McCristal, deceased, late an employé of the House of Representatives, beg 
to report that, after due investigation, they respectfully recommend the 
passage of the same. 

The question was taken on the passage of the resolution, and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 1L. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


WIDOW OF JAMES P. HICKMAN, 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Accounts, also reported 
back the following resolution: 


IN. THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 29, 1594. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana submitted the following, which was referred 


to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
pay out of the contingent fund of the House to the widow of James P. Hick- 
eceased, late an employé-of the House, a sum equal to six months of 

paid said: 8 


N at the time of his death: and that the 
Clerk be ther ng e —.— said widow a sum not exceeding $250 to 


ness and funeral of James P. Hickman, de- 


The report of the committee, which was read, states that after 
due investigition the committee respectfully recommends the 
passage of the resolution. 

Mr. LANE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This isa privileged report. 

Mr. RUSK. I ask the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. COOMBS. I wish to inquire whether it has been the 
custom to allow, in the case of deceased committee clerks, six 
months’ salary just the same as to regular annual employés of 
the House. 

Mr. RUSK. There hasnever been any distinction made in the 
case of clerks, as to whether they were annual employés or com- 
mittee clerks. This resolution is in accordance with precedent. 

Mr. COOMBS. Was thisemployé a session clerk or an an- 
nual clerk? 

Mr. RUSK. He wasanannual clerk—clerk to the Commit- 
tes on Rivers and Harbors, 

Mr. COOMBS. Of course I do not wish to make any objection 
in a matter of this kind, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Was this man anemployéof this Congress? 

Mr. RUSK.. Yes, sir. i 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want tosay in reference: to these resolu- 
tions that I shall vote against them, and without criticism. of 
the committee; but [ think the committee is following a vicious 
precedent in submitting these reports, 

The question being taken; there were on a division (called 
for by . HOLMAN)—ayes 95, noes 25, 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


FAMILY OF THOMAS M’KAIG, 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Accounts, also reported 
back the following resolution: 
IN TER HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, December 12, 1998. 
Mr. DUNPHY submitted the following, which was referred to the Com- 
. the Clerk of the House of Repressntati bedirected to 
pay out of the contingent fund ot the House to the widow of Thomas Mo- 


Kaig, deceased, late a fireman under the engineer of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, a sum equal to his tor six months; and that the Clerk be 
Pain of sae ies Gu ae, ova St Se nase 
expenses not to exceed the sum of #250. 8 55 

The report of the committee, which was read, states that after 
due investigation the committee recommends the p of the 
resolution with an amendment striking out, in line 4, the word 
“widow” and inserting the word “children.” 

Mr. RUSK. The amendment reported by the committee is 
made necessary in consequence of the fact that since the decease 
of this as ese his widow has also died, leaving two or three 
small children. The amendment has been adopted so that they 
may get the benefit of this allowance. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


SARAH E. EVANS. 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Accounts, also reported 
back the following resolution: 


IN THE. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 6, 1594. 


Mr. WILLIAM J. SroNE submitted the following, which was referred to the 
Committee on Accounts: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
pay out of the contingent fund of the House to Sarah E. Evans, sister of 
ton S. Carey, deceased, late an employ of the House of Representatives, 
a sum @juUalto six months! salary, aga laborer in the cloakroom of the House 
of Representatives; and that the rk be further directed to pay out of the 
contingent fund the expenses of the last illness and funeral of said Linton 
S. Carey, such expenses not to exceed $250. 


The report of the committee, which was read, recommended 
as a. substitute for the resolution referred, the following: 
Resolved, That the Clexk of the House be directed to pay out of the contin- 
Garey lta au empto of tha Hae of Kerwe co suck ene 
not to exceed £250, 58 =D wa acide 

Mr. RUSK, I will explain this matter. 

Mr. BRETZ. I wish to ask the gentleman from Maryland 
why itis propona to make this allowance to the sister of this 
deceasedemployé? Where are these precedents going to lead to? 

Mr. RUSK. If the gentleman had listened to the of 
the report he would have observed that we have recommended 
a substitute. We found upon inquiry that this man has left no 
dependent relatives, but that his sister paid his funeral ex- 
penses; and the resolution which we report as a substitute pro- 
—.— only reimbursement for the expense thus incurred by tho 
sister. 

Mr. BRETZ. Then there is no allowance for salary? 

Mr. RUSK. There was such an allowance in the pak See res- 
olution, but we have struck it out. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. How many Congresses do these 
resolutions cover? 

Mr. RUSK. All the resolutions which have been submitted 
refer to employés of the 3 Congress. The committee dur- 
ing the present session made no report upon cases of this 


kind. The only action of this sort taken dur the present 
Con, was in a case in the early part of the session, where 
the House acted without referring the subject to the committee. 


The SPEAKER. The. question will be taken on the resolu- 
as reported by the committee in lieu of the original resolu- 

on, 

The substitute resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 5 


MRS. ANNIE B. WHITE. 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Accounts, reported also 
the following resolution: 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, October 10, 1892. 


Mr. BINGHAN submitted the. following, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 


pay out of the contingent fund of the House to Mrs. Annie B. White, wife 


of Alexander H. White, deceased, late an employ6 in the office of the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives, a sum eq to his salary for six months; 
and that the Clerk be further directed to pay out of the contingent fund of 
the House for the expenses of the last illness and funeral of Alexander 
H. White, such expenses not to exceed 8250. 

The report of the committee, which was read, states that, 
after due investigation, the committee respectfully recommen 
the e of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid om the table. 


JOHN W. MAUNEY. 


. — RUSK. I ask the Clerk to read the remaining resolu- 
tion. 


1894. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
be directed to pay 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House ot Representatives 
out of the contingent fund of the House to ths widow of John W. Mauney, 
deceased, late clerk of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of 
the House of Representatives, a sum equal to six months of the sa being 

id to said Mauney at the time of his death; and that the Clerk be further 
Birected to pay to the widow of said Mauney the expenses of the last illness 


and funeral of the deceased, said expenses not to exceed the sum of $250: 


Mr. RUSK. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Rusk) was read as follows: 
* The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the foregoing resolu- 
tion, offered by Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, to report that after 
due investigation they respectfully recommend the passage of the same. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid upon the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence for ten days was granted 
to Mr. WILSON of Washington, on account of sickness; and to 
Mr. HUTCHESON, for this day, on account of sickness in his 


family. 
AGRICULTURAL REPORT 159%. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesses.. Mr. Speaker; I desire to 
oinik arapen from the Committee on Printing to print the Ag» 
ricultural Report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res; 198) to print Agricultural Report for 1894. 

Resoived, ctc., That the Annual Report of the Secretary of Agriculture 
for the year 1894 be printed. Said report shall hereafter be submitted and 
printed in two parts, as follows: Part one, which shail contain purely busi- 
ness and executive matter which it is necessary tor the Secretary.to submit 
to the President and Congress; two, which shall contain such reports 
from the different Bureaus and divisions. and such papers prepared by their 
special agents, accompanied by suitable illustrations as shall, in theopinion 
of the Secretary, be s suited to interest and instruct the farmers of 
the country, and to include a general re 
ment for their information. There shall be printed of part one. 1,000. conies 
for the Senate. 2.000 copies for the House, and 3,009 copies for the Depart- 


ment of Agriculture; and of part two, 110.000 c for the use of the Sen- 
place this proviso: 
the same to be executod under the supervision ot the Public Printer, inac- |) 


presentatives, and: 30,000 


360,00) copies for the use.of the House of 
iculture, the illustrations for 


Ate; 
copies for the use of the Department.of 


cordance with directions of the Joint Committee on Printing. said illustra- 
tions to be subject to the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture: 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentle- 


man from Tennessee as to the necessity for dividing the report 
object to that amendment, but I hardly think it would be prac- 


into two volumes. Does it not necessarily increase the expendi- 
ture? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask the reading of the 
report first, and will then furnish such additional. information 
as muy be required. 

The report was read as follows: 


dation that it do pass. The committee are of the opinion that it Is wise to 
t said report in two parts. as provided im the resolution, with contents 
vided as suggested. he proposed change has been submitted to the De- 
—— of Agriculture, and has the approval of the Secretary, as shown 


the letter from him herewith submitted. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I now ask that the letter 
from the Secretary of Agriculture be read, and it will in part 
answer the inquiry of the gentleman from IIIinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


* DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, Di C., Inne 21, 1894, 

Sm: I believe that the annual report of the Department of Agriculture, 
distributed to the farmers ot the country in such large numbers, could be 
greatly improved by publishing it in two separate parts, us follows: 

Part 1 to contain purely business and executive matter, which itis-neces- 
pary for the Secretary to submit to the President and 

Part 2 to include such carefully prepared and selected matter, with proper 
illustrations, as will es y interest and benefit the farmers of the coun- 
report on the work of the Departinons written with special refesence to ae 
report on work o partment, ten. d reference to the 
needs oi the farming public. 
The advantages of such a division of the report. are so apres that no 
argument is needed to support them. The plan will give Department 
3 to prepare a report which will interest and benefit the farm- 
ing classes more than anything which has hitherto been issued from it. 
If this division is to be made, it will be necessary that this Department be 


notified so thatit. can give early instructions to the chiefs of Bureaus and 
divisi who will soon begin the E pod sarpa of the annnal report to be 
submitted on the-Istof December. 1 would ly suggest, therefore, 
the incorporation of some provision. like that in the printing bill 
now under consideration by your committee. 

Respectfully; yours, 


J. STERLING MORTON, Sveretary. 
Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Chairman. Commities on ing, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C: 


Mr. RICHARDSON: of Tennessee. Now, I will make a state- 
ment which I think will be satisfactory in connection. with this 
mattar.. ¢ 


rt ot the operations of the Depart- |; 


| a House of — 5 
i portion to numero: engaged 
i OAIR itr theirrespective districts. 


The resolution provides that the report shall hereafter be 
printed in two parts. the object being, as shown by this letter, 
to separate so much of the report as would be of interest and 
benefit to the farmers and agriculturists of the country from 
that which is purely formal and business, and necessary only to 
the business of the Department—purely executive matters, nec- 
essary for the President and Congress. Muchof the matter now 
published in these reports is of no practical interest or benefit 
to the farmer or to the agricultural community generally. 

Now, itis thought by dividing it in this way that we can elim- 
inate possibly one-third of the matter that goes into the report, 
As it now is we print 500,000 copies of this official information 
and executive matters purely, with which the farmers have no 
concern. We circulate 500,000 copies of this uninteresting mat- 
ter as well as that which is of interest to them. We now pro- 
vide that under the law the Secretary shall separate the report 
and only print 3,000 copies of this first part, that will be of use 
to the members aud to the Executive Departments, the same as 
we now have printed.of the reports of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and some other Executive Departments; but when you come 
to print the interesting matter, such as the raports of these Bu- 
reaus, con information for the people, obtained by the 
Department of Agriculture, and that will be of consequence to 
the farmer, the resolution provides for printing a half million 
copies as usual. 

Mr. PICKLER. Just as many as we had last year? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of Tennessee. Just the same. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Giving the same number to each mem- 
ber and saving about half the expense. 

Mr. HEPBURN.. L have an amendment in my hand relating 
to the distribution of a number of these reports after they come 
to us, among the members. I wanted to read it to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee and ask if he would be willing to accept it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee.. I will yield to the gentle- 
man to allow the amendment to be read for information. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My amendment is to insert at the proper 


And that the whole number of part 2 that shall be printed for the use of 
tatives, shall be distributed to members of this House 
inagriculture, horticulture, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Personally I would not 


ticable. I do not see how. the distribution could be made by the 
Doorkeeper in any such way. He has no such statistics as are 
called for in that amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If you will permit me to suggest, he can 
easily get that information. The census gives it. There are a 
great number of members of this- House who place no value 
whatever upon. this ticular document, while in other dis- 
tricts it is the most valuable of all Government publications. In 
the district in which I live there are more than 138,000 voters 
who are engaged in agriculture: There are districts that I 
could name where not a single voter is. engaged in agriculture. 

Why would it not be better to distribute these publications 
where they would be most useful, and could be best applied? 
We have the power to control the matter here. If my sugges- 
tion is not adopted, then the number ought to ba very largely 
increased.. The number that would come. to me, under the res- 
olutionasreported by the gentleman; would not be one-tenth the 
number that ought to be distributed in my district. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee.. It will be the same num- 
ber you are now getting, nearly 1,000 copies. 

Mr. HEPBURN, But the number I now get is simply an ag- 

ravation.. 

y Mr. LIVINGSTON. And there are districts in New York, 
Philadelphia, and other large cities, where there is not a single 
farmer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The present number does not give one man 
in twenty-five the report that, of all others, he wants. I will 
ask the gentleman tolet the House take action on this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The resolution, as I have 
offered it, provides for thesame distribution that has been made 
from time immemorial. Notwithstanding the statement of the 
5 I do not believe that it would be at all practicable 

or the Doorkeeper to consult the census and make an appor- 
tionment based upon the statistics that he might get in refer- 
ence to the farmers in the differentdistricts. I do not think we 
ought to depart from the original method of distribution. Gen- 
tlemen who: have farmer constituents have no difficulty in ex- 
changing with city members whose constituents have no 

ticular desire for these books I therefore move the previous 


question on the resolution.. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman yield 
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to me for a moment? Would the gentleman have any objection 
to an amendment adding the words: 

Provided, That the title of each of said parts shall be such as to show that 
each part is complete in itself. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have no objection to 
that, although the resolution does not provide that these vol- 
umes shall be designated as parts, but simply provides that they 
shall be printed separately, leaving that to the discretion of the 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to get my 
amendment in? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not think the amend- 
pieni of the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. HEPBURN] is practicable 
at all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let the House determine that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BAKER] submits the following amendment; which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the title of each of the said parts shall be such as to show 
that each part is complete in itself. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I agree to that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to offer my amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the resolution and the amendment of the gentleman 
from New Hampshire. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] demands the previous question upon the resolution and 
the pending amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
soar ae yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. - 
BURN]? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. S er, I can not do 
that. I do not think the amendment would beat all practicable. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question on the resolution and the pending amendment. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 58. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

85 House again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 123; noes 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the third reading of 
the joint resolution as amended. 

Mr. HEPBURN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it nowin order to move to recommit 
with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. It will be after the third reading. 

The resolution was ordered to be read athird time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 


lution. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to recommit to the committee, with 
instructions to report the resolution with the language which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to recom- 
mit with instructions, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And that the whole number of part 2 that shall be printed for the use of 
the House of Representatives shall be distributed to members of the House 
in propor tothe number of rriaga Dor AS in agriculture, horticulture, 
and stock-raising in their respective districts. 

The question was taken on the motion to recommit, and the 
Speaker announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 95. 

So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The joint resolution was then agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution was agreed to 
was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of siek- 
ness in his family. 


To Mr. STEVENS, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. BROSIUS, for two days, on account of illness. 
ot — SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. ; 
SCHOONER BARGE ASTORIA. 


Mr. PIGOTT, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7197) to pro- 
vide a register for the schooner barge Astoria; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


TO RECLASSIFY AND PRESCRIBE SALARIES OF RAILWAY 
- POSTAL CLERKS. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, from the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported favorably the bill 
(S. 544) to reclassify and prescribe the salaries of railway postal 
clerks; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


YÄ AMENDMENT OF COPYRIGHT LAW. 


Mr. COVERT, from the Committee on Patents, reported with 
amendments, the bill (H. R. 6835) to amend Title LX, charpter 
3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copy- 
rights; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the minority may 
have leave to Be gat their views. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the minority will have 
leave 5 their views, and when presented they will be 
printed. i 

This completes the call of committees for reports. XS 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF WATSON AGAINST BLACK. 


Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. PENCE. [I rise to offer a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the contested-election case of Thomas E. Watson vs. James 


C. C. Black be made the special order for the 17th day of July, 1894, and from 
day to day until the same is disposed of. 


Mr. BROWN. I raise the point of order that that is not privi- 


leged. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Colorado that as to reports from the Committee on Elections 
it has been held that it is privileged to call them up for consid- 
eration at any time. is is a resolution that looks to fixing a 
time. The Chair does not see how this gives it privilege. Ip 
is ee to call up the matter, and the gentleman may 
accomplish his purpose by giving notice that he will call up the 
matter, or something of that sort. 

Mr. REED. I would suggest that the motion could be mad 
5 call this up, and then move that it be postponed to a parti 

ar day. 

The SPEAKER, It could be done in that way. 

Mr. PENCE. I will make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman must first call it up. 

Mr. PENCE. I will call it up, if I may do that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado calls up fo 
a a the contested-election case of Watson agains 
Black. 

Mr. BROWN. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The title will be read, and then the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman. The gentleman from Colorado 
calls up the following resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved 1. That Thomas E. Watson was not elected a member of the hoch F 
third Congress from the Tenth Co: ssional district of the State of Geor; 
and is not entitled to a seat in sald 

Resolved 2. That James C. C. Black was elected a member of the Fifty-third 
Congress from the Tenth Congressional district of the State of Georgia and 
is entitled to a seat in sald Congress. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWN] 
raises the question of consideration on these resolutions. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. The ques- 
tion is, Will the House proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lutions just read? 0 

The 9 being taken, there were ona division (called for 
by Mr. PENCE)—ayes 49, noes 92. í 

Mr. PENCE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PENCE and Mr. BROWN were appointed as tellers to act 
during the call of the yeas and nays. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 220, nays 0, 


answered present“ 1, not voting 131; as follows: 


YEAS—220, 
Abbott, Cooper, Tex. Hopkins, III. Page. 
Adams, Ky. Cooper, Wis. ouk, Pasch: 
Adams, Pa. Cousins, Hudson, Patterson, 
Aitken, Covert, Hulick, Payne, 
Alderson, Cox, Hull. Paynter, 
Alexander. Crain, Hunter, Pearson, 
Allen. Crawford, Ikirt, Pence, 
Apsley, Curtis, Kans. izlar, Pendleton, Tex. 
Arnold, Dalzell, Jobnson, Ind. Pendleton, W. Va 
Babcock, Daniels, Jones, Perkins, 
Bailey, vis, Kem. Pigott, 
Baker, Kans. De Armonå, Kiefer, Powers, 
Baker, De Forest, Kyle, Ray, 
Baldwin Dinsmore, Lacey, Rel ly, 
Bankhead, Dockery, Lane, Reyburn, 
Bartholdt, Donovan, Lapham, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bartlett, Doolittle, Latimer, Ritchie, 
Barwig, Draper, Layton, Robbins, 
Bell, Colo. Dunn. Lester, Russell, Conn. 
Bell, Tex. Dunphy, Linton, an, 
r Ellis, Oregon Livingston, Shaw, 
BEKAT, English, Cal. Lockwood, mith, 
Blair, Enloe, Loud, Somers. 
Boatner, Epes, Loudenslager, Sorg, 
Boen, Erdman, Lucas, Sperry, 
Bower, N.C. Everett, 0 Stephenson, 
Branch, Fletcher, addox, Stone, 0. W. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Funk, Maguire, Stone, W. A. 
om Gran Manor; Strong. 
Brickner, ardner, ory, Strong, 
Broderick, Gear, Marsh. Talbert, S.C. 
Brookshire, Geary. Martin, Ind. Talbott, Md. 
Brown, eissenhainer, Aleer, Tarsney, 
Bryan. Gillet, N. Y. McCreary, Ky. Tate, 
Bundy, rady, McCulloch, Taylor, Ind. 
Bunn, Graham, McDannold, Terry, 
Burrows, Gresham, McDearmon, Tracey, 
Bynum, Grosvenor, McEttrick, Tyler, 
Cabaniss, rr McGann, Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Cadmus, Hainer, McKaig, Wanger, 
Cannon, Cal. Hall, Mo. McLaurin, Warner, 
Cannon, III Hammond, McMillin, Washington, 
h, are, McNagny, Waugh, 
Catchings, Harris, McRae, Wells, 
usey, Haugen, Milliken, Wever, 
Clancy. Hayes, Money, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clark, Mo. Heard, Morgan, Williams, Ill 
Clarke, Ala, Heiner, Moses, Williams, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, i, Murray, Wilson, Ohio 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, N.C. Mutchler, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cockrell, Hepburn, Northway, Wise, 
nn, Hermann, Ogden, Wolverton, 
Coombs, Hitt, O'Neil, Mass. Woodard, 
Cooper, Fla. Holman, O'Neill, Mo. Woomer, 
Cooper, Ind. Hookər, Miss. Outhwaite, Wright, Mass, 
NAYS—0. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1. 
Meiklejohn. 
NOT VOTING—131. 
Aldrich, Fielder, Marvin, N. V. Sherman, 
Avery, Fithian, McCall, Sibley, 
Barnes, Forman, McCleary, Minn. Sickles, 
Belden, Funston, McDowe: Simpson, 
Beltzhoover, Gillett, Mass. McKeighan, Sipe: 
Black, Ga. Goldzier, Mercer, Snodgrass, 
Black, III Guodnight, Meredith, Springer, 
Bland, Gorman, Meyer, Stal ings, 
Boutelle, Griffin, Montgomery, Stevens, 
Bowers, Cal. Grout, Moon, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grow, Morse, Stone, Ky. 
Brosius, aines, eill, Strait, 
Burnes, Hall, Minn. Newlands, Straus, 
Caminetti, Harmer, Oates. Swanson, 
Campbell, Harter, Phili Sweet, 
Ca —— Hartman, Pickler, Tawney, 
Chickering, Hatch, ost. Taylor, Tenn. 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Price, homas, 
Cockran, Hendrix, nigg, Tucker, 
Coffeen. Hicks, n F Turner, Ga. 
Cogswell, Hines, Rayner, Turner, Va. 
Gull Hopkins Pa Richards, Onio, Upd — 
Culberson, op! a. chards, aff, 
C Hutcheso Richardson, Mich, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, N. Dak. Robertson, La. Wadsworth, 
Davey, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. alker, 
Denson, Kilgore, usk, Weadock, 
Dingley, Kribbs, Russell, Ga. Wheeler, Il. 
Dolliver, Lawson, Sayers, hite, 
Durborow, Lefever, Schermerhorn, Whiting, 
Edmunds, Lisle, Scranton, Wilson, Wash. 
Ellis, Ky. Magner, Settle, Wright, Pa. 
English, N.J. Marshall, heil, 


So the House decided to consider the resolutions. 
Before the result of the vote was announced 


Mr. QUIGG. I voted inadvertently. I desire to withdraw 
my vote, being paired with my colleague from New York [Mr. 
STRAUS]. 

Mr. HARTMAN. 
with the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. COLBERSON with Mr. GROUT. 


I desire to withdraw m vote, as [am paired 
AINES]. 


Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. GROW. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. CURTIS of New York. 

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. NEILL of Arkansas with Mr. CHILDS. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois, 

Mr. HAINES with Mr. HARTMAN. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS, 

Mr, STRAIT with Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. STRAUS with Mr. QUIGG. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. AVERY. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DuRBOROW with Mr. MARVIN of New York. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HUTCHESON with Mr. KIEFER. 

For this day: 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. THOMAS, 

Mr. MEREDITH with Mr. BROSIUS. 

Mr. RICHARDS with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. SAYERS with Mr. BLAIR. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, the report in this case is a unani- 
mous one, joined in, as I understand, by both the Democratic 
and Republican members of the committee. Notwithstanding 
this fact, however, there is a serious belief on the part of the 
members of this House—many of the members—that the con- 
testant, Mr. Watson, was duly elected. 

I do not care to go into any discussion of the facts of the case, 
for I am not capable of doing so, having had no opportunity of 
becoming informed, as a member of the committee can become 
informed, relative to the merits of the controversy. 

The Populist party, whose candidate Mr. Watson was, has no 
membershipon the Elections Committee. For reasons that were, 
I 0 entirely satisfactory to the Speaker's mind, we were 
denied any membership on that committee, notwithstanding a 
formal written request for the appointment of one of the mem- 
bers of our party upon the committee. It will do no good to 
complain of that now, so I make no complaint. 

We felt from the beginning, however, that inasmuch as a 
Populist, Mr. Goode, was contesting the seat of a Democrat, Mr. 
Eppes, from the State of Virginia, and that Mr. O’Ferrall, a 
Democrat from Virginia, was chairman of the Committee on 
Elections, and after his resignation another Democrat, Mr. 
JONES, from Virginia, became a member of the. committee in 
his place; inasmuch asa 1 Mr. Watson, from Georgia, 
was contesting the seat of . BLACK, a Democrat, and Mr. 
LAWSON, a Democratic member from Georgia, was put on that 
committee; notwithstanding the further fact that there was a 
Populist, Mr. Whatley, contesting the seat of a Democrat, Mr. 
COBB, from Alabama, and Mr. DENSON, a Democrat from Ala- 
bama, was pat upon the committee, and for other reasons Jike 
these we felt, I repeat, that it was but a fair and reasonable re- 
1 i to have one member of the Populist party on that com- 
m = 

Prompted by that idea at the time, and feeling entirely sat- 
isfied that we were entitled to the place, we supplemented a 
previous formal verbal request with a written one for recog- 
nition, which was denied to us; and of course we had no remedy, 
and perhaps it is a useless thing to complain. Iam not men- 
tioning it as a complaint now, but only citing the facts as a 
reason for the request that I desire and intend presently to sub- 
mit a request, which we hope and expect will be granted (and 
I do not doubt it will be granted, inasmuch as it is in accord- 
ance with the usual and uniform practice of the House of Rep- 
resentatives with reference to contested-election cases), and that 
the same practice will be followed in the case of Mr. Watson. 

That request, Mr. Speaker, is that the contestant, Mr. Wat- 
son, be granted leave to address the House on this case in his 
own behalf for an hour or an hour and a half—I would suggest 
an hour and a half—and in presenting that request I wish to 
suggest that in view of the fact that like many new members 
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here who have no recollection of course of the precedents I made 
inquiry of the older members on both sides of the House, and 
am informed that it has been the universal practice to grant 
this privilege to contestants ever since the organization of the 
House of Representatives. It has never been denied. The 
chance for the contestant to speak for himself has always been 


uted. 

Treated to look into the RECORD to ascertain for myself what 
had been the practice in such cases, and I find instances where 
the present Speaker of the House had himself made a similar 
request in more than one case. I remember particularly the 
contest of Thoebe against Carlisle, when the present Speaker of 
the House [Mr. CRISP] was chairman of the Committes on Elec- 
tions, and presented that request as in conformity with the uni- 
versal practice of the House. I copied the language in that in- 
stance, which appears in the RECORD, volume 88, page 601, Fif- 
tieth Congress, first session, from which it appears that the 
following language was used: , 

Mr. Crisp. I now ask unanimous consent that the contestant be allowed 


to address the House if he desires to do so. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.— 


I do not know who the Speaker pro tempore was, Mr. Carlisle, 
the Speaker, having left the chair—stated— 

It is customary to grant such requests by unanimous consent, 
hears no objection. 

I think it will not be denied, Mr. S 
universal practice of the House; and I 
will be granted to Mr. Watson. 

[now move that this case be postponed until next Monday after- 
noon at 2o’clock; and pending that, I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman. 

Mr. PENCE. My motion was that the case be postponed until 
next Monday at 2 o'clock; and pending that, I move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be until next Monday at 12 o'clock. 
The pur and the sole purpose is to enable Mr. Watson to ar- 
rive in the city to have the opportunity, which has never been 
denied to a contestant here, to be heard in his own behalf. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Colorado, that when the House adjourns to-day it 


be to meet on Monday next. {i 
permit me, I would like to sug- 


The Chair 


er, that that is the 
ope the same privilege 


Mr. REED. If the Chair will 
gest that I understand from the gentleman that Mr. Watson 
not here, but can be here on Monday. 

Mr. PENCE. That is correct, 

Mr.BROWN. Beforeputting the question, L would like to ask 
the gentleman from Colorado what his object is in moving to 
have the House adjourn until Monday? 

Mr. PENCE. Simply this, I will answer: that before this 
matter camo up a number of gentlemen asked that the motion 
be made that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on 
Monday. There is no object in presenting the question except 
that, and if there is ob ection to it — 

Mr. BURROWS. It seems to be a general desire to adjourn 
over to-morrow. 

The question being taken,on motion of Mr. PENCE, the House 
divided: and there were —ayes 65, noes 96. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Colorado to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the contested-election case until Monday next at 20 clock. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I have no response to make to 
what the gentleman from Colorado has said upon the subject of 
the appointment of the Committee on Elections. If I were to 
say anything, I would say that I hardly consider it delicate to 
approach the Speaker upon the subject of appointing certain per- 
BONS “pon any of thecommittees. The Speaker is well equipped 
to perform that duty without advice from anyone. 

This case, Mr. S 

ed before the Committee on Elections according to the 
wish and desire both of the contestant and contestee. There 
has not been the slightest complaint upon the part of either of 
the parties to this record, respecting the conduct of the Com- 
mittee on Elections. = 

The report was adopted by the committee less than one week 
ago, and it seems to me remarkable that the gentleman from 
Colorado Mr. PENCE] should come into the House this morning 
and make this most extraordinary motion which he has made. 
Especially is this so in view of the fact which I have stated, that 
the case has prozressed, on the part of Mr. Watson, according 
to his desires all the way through. Mr. Speaker, all the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Elections, Republicans as well as 
Democrats, have not only concurred in the result arrived at, as 
stated in the committee's report, but have concurred in the rea- 


aker, is here with a unanimous report. It 


sons so ably stated in the re 


mittee, the gentleman from 


Colorado [Mr. PENCE]. 


rt by my colleague on the com- 
orgia, Judge LAWSON. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is all I desire to say. either for the con- 
testant, the committee, or the House. I therefore move the 
previous question upon the motion made by the gentleman from 


The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion to post- 


pone the further consideration of this case until 2 o’cloc 


Monday next. 
Mr. PENCE, Mr. Spea 


ker 


The SPEAKER. This is not 


Mr. PENCE, 


on 


Is it in order, pending that, to have the Chair 


present the request to the House for unanimous consent that 
the contestant, Mr. Watson, be permitted to address the House 
for one hour on the case? That request, which I made, has not 
yet been presented to the House. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. It will be time for that when the 


case comes u 


for consideration. 


The SPEAKER. Of course, that is not in order now, because 
the question is whether the House will proceed to consider the 


case or 


postpone it toa later period. 


he 


uestion now is on 


the motion to postpone the consideration of this case until Mon- 


oy at 2 o’cloc' 


he question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 


noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. PENCE demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there wera—ayes 57, noes 102. 

Mr. PENCE. Yeas and san: fs 
ordered, 


The yeas and nays were 


The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. PENCE and Mr. 


BROWN. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 77, nays 126, 
answered“ present“ 4, not voting 145; as follows: 


YEAS—77 
Adams, Ky. Curtis, Kans. Hudson, 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hulick, 
Aitken, Davis, Hull, 
e — poner : ohnson, Ind. 
aker, olittle, ohnson, N. Dak. 
Bartholdt, unn. Kem, 
Bell, Calo. Ellis. Oregon Kiefer, 
Blair, Fletcher, acey, 
Boen, Funk, Latimer, 
Bowers Ca Gilles R Y,- Lougonsi 
wers, e udens T, 
Broderick, Grosvenor, Lucas, S 
Bryan, Hager, Mahon, 
Bundy, Harris, Mars 
Cannon, Ill. ugen, Meal 
Cogswell, Heiner, McKeighan, 
onn, Henderson, II. McLaurin, 
Cooper, Wis. Hepburn, urray, 
Cousins, Hermann, Payne, 
Cummings, Hitt, \ 
NAYS—126. 
Abbott, Covert, Lane, 
Alderson, Cox, Lapham, 
Alexander, Crain, Layton, 
Allen, Crawford, ter; 
Arnold, De Armond, Livingston, 
Bailey, De Forest, kw 
Baldwin, Dinsmore, Lynch, 
Bankhead, Dockery, addox, 
Barwig, Donovan, Maguire, 
Bell, Tex. Dunphy, Mallory, 
Berry, English, Cal. Martin. Ind. 
Boatner, English, N. J. McAleer. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, McCreary, Ky. 
Bretz, Everett, McCulloc 
Brickner, Fyan, McDannold, 
rooks’ „ Geary, McDearmon, 
Brown, Geissenhainer, McFttrick, 
Bynum, Grady, McGann, 
Cabaniss, Graham, McKai 
Caminetti, Grosham, oMi 
Cannon, Cal. Hall. Mo. MeNagny, 
Caruth, Hammo: cRaa, 
Catchings, Hare, Meyer, 
Causey, Heard, Montgomery, 
Olancy, Henderson, N.C. Morgan, 
Clark, Mo. Holman, 08368, 
Cobb, Mo. Hooker, Miss. Mutchler, 
‘Cockrell, Hunter, Northway, 
Coombs, Ikiri, Ogden, 
‘Cooper, Fla. Izlar, O'Neil, Mass. 
‘Cooper, Ind. Jones, O'Neill, Mo. 
Cooper, Tex. Kyle, Outhwaite,’ 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—4 
Cobb, Ala. Enloe, Hayes, 
NOT VOTING—145. 
Aldrich Bunn, 
Apsley, e Ga. 3 
Avery, urrows, 
Babcock, Bland, Cadm 
Barnes, Bower, N. C. orn 5 5 
Belden,” Breckiuriage, Ky. Ob open 
en, rec ge, Ky. cke 4 
Beltzhoover, Brosius, s 


Pago, 

Paschal, 

Patterson, 

Paynter, 

Pearson, 

Pendleton, W. Va. 
‘igott, 

Powers, 


ashington, 
Wells, 
Williams, III. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Denson, Hines, Phili: Stephenson, 
Dingley, Hooker, N. Y. Pickler, Steve 
Draper, III. Post, Stockdale, 
Durborow, Hopkins, Pa. Price, Stone, Ky, 
Edmunds, ouk, uigg. Svorer, 
Ellis, Ky. Hutcheson, dall, Strait, 
epee Johnson, Ohio Rayner, Straus, 

elder, Kilgore, K S 
Fit Kribbs, Reyburn, Sweet. 
Forman, Lawson, Richards, Ohio Taylor, Tenn. 
Funston, Lefever, Richardson, Mich. Thomas, 
Gear, sle, Robertson, La. Tucker, 
Gillett, Mass. ud, Robinson, Pa. Turner, Ga. 
Goldzier, Magner, usk, Turpin, 
Goodnight, Marshall, Russell, Ga. Tyler, 
Gorman, ae Sayers, U A 
Grifn, McCleary, Minn. Schermerhorn, adsworth, 
Grout, McDowell, _ Scranton, Walker. 
Grow, Meiklejohn, Settle, Weadock, 
Hainer, Mercer. Shell, Wever, 
Haines Meredith, Sher: Wheeler, Ala. 

all. Minn. Milliken, Sibley, Wheeler, 
Harmer, Money, Sickles, te. 
Harter, Moon, Simpson, hiting, 
Hartman, Morse, Sipe, Wilson, Wash. 

eill, Snodgrass, 

Henderson, Iowa Newlands, red a 
Hen ý Oates, A 
Hicks, Pendleton, Tex. Stallings, 


So the motion was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For this day: 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. Sipe with Mr. Post. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
Mr. SNODGRASS, is detained in his room by illness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BROWN and Mr. PENCE addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr.BROWN. Mr. Speaker. the question now is on the con- 
sideration and disposition of the report, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, it is before the House, 

Mr. BROWN. Mr.S r,as I said before, this case has 
progressed so far, on the part of the House, as well as on the 
part of the committee, so as to afford Mr. Watson every oppor- 
tunity that he has desired to be heard, and in view of the fact 
that the report of the committee, as I said before, is unanimous, 
neither its conclusions nor any statement that it contains being 
2 to by anyone, and in view of the unprecedented course 

en by a third party in this case, it seems to mo that the 
House should dispose of this case at once. 

The record shows, uncontradictedly shows, that Judge BLACK, 
the sitting member, has a majority of at least 5,000 votes. By 
giving the contestant every possible doubt that could occur in 
the examination of the case, the majority of the sitting member 
is atleast that much. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that no 
useful purpose can be served by a discussion of this question 
further. 1 therefore move the previous question. 

Mr. PENCE. Inasmuch as the gentleman has just made an 
allusion to me—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana demands the 
previous question. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman to with- 
draw it. inasmuch as he has made allusion to my own action in 
the matter. I wish to make 

Mr. BROWN. I can not yield to the gentleman from Col- 
orado. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think if you will shut off all 

Mr. BROWN. Or to the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, in fairness, the gentleman 
ought to be a little in favor of free speech, even if the gentle- 
man has no case. 

A MEMBER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The 
question is on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. PENCE. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PENCE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 75. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. PENCE. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Tuesday next at 2 o'clock. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PENCE. Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 14, noes 68. 

Mr. PENCE. I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
The gentleman from Colorado makes the point of no 
The Chair will int as tellers the 
[Mr. Brown} the gentleman from Golo 


rado [Mr. PENCE]. 


men desir 
Mr. BRO 
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So the motion was rejected. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
For this day: 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. HITT. 
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eane House again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 2; noes 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has voted. Gentle- 
to vote will please come forward. 
I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. í 
The question was takon; and there were—yeas 54, nays 142, 


Tate, 
Taylor, Ina 
Terry, 

I. 
Tucker. 
Turner, Va 
Warner, 


Wolverton. 
Woodard. 


Ryan, 
Van Voorhis, N.Y 


Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe. 
Snodgrass, 
Springar, 


Stevens, 
Stockdale, 


ange 
Weadock, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, DL 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Wash. 
pdt W. Va. 

oomer 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa 


answered ‘ present” 8, not voting 148; as follows: 
YEAS-Sit. . 
Aitken, Daniels, Kiefer, 
Apsley, Davis, Linton, 
Bartholdt, Doolittle, Loudenslager, 
Bowen Fietcher, 23 
0 Funk, ahon, 
Bowers, Cal. Gardner, Marsh,’ 
Broderick, Grosvenor, McCall, 
Bundy, Hainer, McKeighan, 
Burrows, Harris, McLaurin, 
canner m. . —. — en, 
SSW. epburn, urray, 
Cooper, Wis. Jolnson, Ind. — 
Cousins, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Curtis, Kans, Kem, Pickler, 
NAYS—142. 
Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Tkirt, 
Alderson, Cooper, Tex. Izlar, 
> Covert, Jones, 
Cox, Kyle, 
Arnold, Crain, Lacey, 
Bailey, Crawford, Lane, 
Baker, De Armond, Lapham, 
Bankhead, Dinsmore, Latimer, 
Bartlett, Layton, 
B: Ds Donovan, Lester, 
Bell, Tex. Livingston, 
Berry, Dunphy, Lockwood, 
Boatner, English, Cal. 2 
8 ita 2 N. J. — 8 
reckinridge, Ark. Epes, allory 
Bretz, Erdman, Martin, Ind. 
Brookshir ary MoCreat Ky. 
TOO. e, , ary, By. 
Brown, Geissenhainer, McCulloch, 
Bryan, Grady, McDearmon, 
Bynui G ham, Mol Ahjar] 
ynum, res oEttr 
Cai Griffin, McGann, 
Cadmus, Hall, Minn. 8 
Caminetti, Hall, Mo, McMili: 
Cannon, Cal. Hammond, McNagny, 
8 aes — Rae, 
atchings, arter, ontgomery, 
Causey, Heard, Moses, 4 
Clancy, Henderson, III. Morgan, 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, N. O. Mutchler, 
kre Hitt. Northway, 
Coffeen, Holman, Og len. 
Conn. Hooker, Miss. O'Neil, Mass. 
Coombs, Hiulick, O'Neill, Mo, 
Cooper, Fla. Hunter, Outhwaite, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—8, 
Cobb, Ala. Hull, Newlands, 
Hayes. McCleary, Minn. Page, 
NOT VOTING—148. 
Adams, Ky. Durborow, Lawson, 
Adams, Pa. Edmunds, Lefever, 
Aldrich, Ellis, Ky. Lisle, 
Avery, Ellis, Oregon Loud, 
Babcock, nlos. Magner, 
Baker, N. H. Everett, Maguir 
Baldwin, Fielder, Marshall, 
Barnes, Fithian, Marvin, N. X. 
Belden, Forman, McDannold, 
Bell, Colo. Funston, Meiklejohn, 
Beltzhoover, Gear, Mercer, 
Black, Ga. Gillet, N. Y. Meredith, 
Black, III. Gillett, Mass. Meyer, 
Blair, Goldzier, Money, 
Bland, hi Moon, 
Boen. Gorman, Morse, 
Branch, Grout, Neill, 
Breckinridge, Ky Grow, Oates, 
Brosius, er, Payne, 
Burnes, nes, Phillipa, 
Campbell, Harmer, Post, 
Ca rt, Hartman, Price, 
Chickering, Hatch, Quigg, 
Childs, Haugen, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, Iowa layner 
Cobb, Mo. Hendrix, Richards, Ohio 
Cockran, ermann, Richardson, 
Cornish, Hicks, Robertson, La. 
Culberson, Hines, Robinson, Pa. 
Qummin Hooker. N. X. Russell. Conn. 
Curtis, N. X. Hopkins, Russell, Ga. 
Dalzell, opkins, Pa. Sayers. 
Davey, Houk, Schermerhorn, 
DeForest, Hudson, Scranton, 
Denson, ute! Settle, 
Dingley, Johnson, Ohio Shaw, 
Dolliver, Sr 5 Sherman, 
Draper, bs, Sibley, 
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Mr. WHITING with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. HAYES with Mr. GEAR. 

The result of the vote was then announced asabove recorded. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following 
resolution from the Committee on Rules, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration: 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this order the previous 
peor pang be considered as ordered on resolutions in contested- 

ection case of Watson vs. Black; and without intervening motion the vote 
be taken on said resolutions without division, and then on a motion to re- 
consider and lay on the table. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. On that I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PENCE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 110, noes 10. = 

Mr. PENCE. No quorum. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. L call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
Panos o act as tellers during the call of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PENCE. I ask that the Chair appoint someone else in 
my place; and I suggest that the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. KEM] be Bh 

The SP . The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. KEM] 
will please take his place as teller. 

Tne question was taken; and there were—yeas 138, nays 41, 
answered present“ 6, not voting 167; as follows: 


YEAS—138. 
Abbott, Covert, Layton, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Alderson, Cox, Lester, Pigott, 
Allen, Li Powers, 
Arnold, Crawford, Lockwood. Price, 
Bailey, ae A, 
Bank Davey, dox, Tenn. 
Baruett, De Armond, Ritchie, 
Barw. De Forest, Mallory, Rob Š 
Bell, Dinsmore, Martin, Ind. 3 
Bontas Donovad McCreary. Some 
er, movan, A omers, 
Bower, N. C. Dunn, McCull Sorg, 
Branch, a McDanno Sperry, 
Breckinridge. Ark. Englisn, N. J. McDearmo S 
Bretz, pes, McEttrick, Talbert, S. C. 
Brickner, Erdman, cGann, ` Talbott, Md. 
Brookshire, Everett, M Tarsney, 
Brown, Fyan, M. Tate, 
Geary, MeNagny, Taylor, Ind. 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, McRae, Terry, 
Cal Grady, Mercer, Tracey, 
Cadmus, Graham, Meyer, Tucker, 
Camine Gresham, oney. Turner, Va. 
Cannon, Cal. Hammond, Montgomery, ler, 
Caruth, o; ashington, 
Harter, Moses, 
Causey, Henderson. N. C. Mutchler, Williams, II. 
Clancy, Hooker, Miss. Ogden, Williams, Miss, 
Clark, Mo. Hunter, Outhwaite, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cobb, Mo. Ikirt, Page, 5 
Cockrell, Izlar, Paschal, Wolverton, 
Oonn, Jones, Patterson, rd, 
Coombs, Kyle, Payn' Wright, Mass. 
Cooper, Ind. Lane, Pearson, 
Cooper, Tex. Latimer, Pendleton, Tex. 
4 NAYS—4L} 
Adams, Ky. Punk, Lucas, Smith, 
Bartholdt, Gardner, Marsh, Stone, 0. W. 
Bell, Colo. Hainer, McKeighan, Stone, W. A. 
ham, Heiner, Meiklejohn, Strong, 
Hermann, Northway, Thomas, 
Bundy, Hitt, Pence, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cannon, Johnson, Ind. Perkins, Warner, 
Coffeen, Kem, Y, Waugh. 
Cogswell, Kiefer, Reyburn, 
Cousins, 2 Russell, Conn. 
Doolittle, Linton, an, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT -G. 
oma Ala. 2 Pickler, Storer. 
a uå, 
NOT VOTING—167. 
Adams, Pa. Bowers, Cal. Daniels, Gillett, Mass, 
Aitken, Breckinridge, Ky. Davis, Goldzier, 
Brosius, Denson, Goodnight, 
Alexander, Bryan, Dingley, Go 
Apsley, Burnes, Doiliver, Griffin, 
Avery, Burrows, Draper, Grosvenor, 
Canpol Dur W, Grout, 
Baker, Kans. gape art, Edmw Grow, 
Baker, N. H. Chickering, Ellis, K; Haines, 
win, Childs, Ellis, Oregon Hall, Minn. 
Barnes, Clarke, Ala. English, Cal. Hall, Mo. 
Belden, Cockran. Enloe, er, 
Beltzhoover, Cooper, Fla. Fielder, 
Black, Ga. Sooper, Wis. Fithian, Hartman, 
rae III. sp perce y — ea 
latr, rson, 00 e 
Bland, Curtis, Kans. Funston, — ay 
Boen, Curtis, N. Y. Gear, enderson, Ill. 
Boutelle u, Gillet, N. Y. Henderson, Iowa 


H urn, me Richards, Ohi —— 
o 
Hic Marvin, N. Y. Ri h. ag 
Robertson, La. Tawney, 
Holman, McC! „Minn. Robinson, Pa. Taylor, Tenn. 
Hapkinz N. X. Mean. ussell, Ga. — a. 
op! c ers, * 
Hopkins, Pa. Meredith, — U . 
Houk, Milliken, ton, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Hudson, Moon, Settle, Wadsworth, 
Hulick, Morse. Shaw, Walker, 
Hull, Murray, Sherm, Wanger. 
Hutcheson, eill, Sibley, Weadock, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Newlands, Sickles, Wever, 
Johnson, Ohio tes, Simpson, Wheeler, Ala. 
ag O'Neil, Mass. ipe, Wheeler, 
Kribbs, O'Neill, Mo Snodgrass, White, 
Lapham, ta for T, Whiting. 
Lawson, Phillips, S Wilson, Ohio 
Lefever, Post, Stephenson, Wilson, Wash. 
le, 1 Stevens. Woomer. 
Loudenslager, all, Stockdale, Wright, Pa. 
er, Rayner, Stone, Ky. 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. BURROWS. 3 this is open to debate. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires to be recognized 
the Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. BURROWS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. LACEY]. 

Mr. LACEY. Nr. Speaker, this contested-election case comes 
up in a different form perhapsfrom any other case that has ever 
come before this House. The gentleman from Colorado IMr. 
PENCE] gave notice that he would call the case up, simply for 
the purpose of setting a day in the future when the contestant, 
Mr. Watson, could appear and make his argument upon the floor 
of the House. There has never been, I believe, a refusal to al- 
5 A contestant to be heard in his own behalf in a contest on 

is floor. 

The Election Committee was made up in a way that can not 
be held to be otherwise than at least disadvantageous to Mr. 
Watson, the contestant. He represents a political party that 
has ten members in this body. ere was no duty on the part 
of the Speaker of the House to put any one of those gentlemen 
on the Committee on Elections: but there were contested cases 
in which membersof that political party were interested. They 
claimed the right to be represented upon that committee, and 
that right was denied them. This being the case, is it not 
bo ed important and entirely fair to allow the contestant him- 
self to have a hearing in the House? 

‘ Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
on? 

Mr. LACEY. Ina moment. 

But instead of giving the contestant the right to be heard the 
previous question has been moved; and there is not even to be 
given the opportunity to a member of his party to be heard in 
his behalf. 

Now, I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr.OUT AITE. Iwas about to ask the gentleman whether 
he did not use a stronger term than the facts justify when he 
said that representation on the committee was denied to the 
Populist members of the House? Representation on this com- 
mittee in its original organization was neyer denied to the Pop- 


ulists. 

Mr. LACEY. I understand that an application was made to 
the Speaker in writing, requesting that they be represented on 
that committee—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Notin the original organization of the 
committee. 

Mr. LACEY. Buta vacancy occurred on the committee, and 
they then asked the 1 of representation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, I am not criticising the Chair with refer- 
ence to this matter. But this contestant is in a peculiarly awk- 
ward and inconvenient position. He had nofriend upon that 
committee—no one to represent his interest; and he is now ask- 
ing for permission to be heard on the floor of the House. The 
House has not gone so far but thatit can still give him the privi- 
lege of being heard. The majority can vote down this 5 
rule and allow Mr. Watson to be heard in his own behalf. 

I desire as a member of the minority side to vote intelligently 
and righton this question. Iam notatall sure whether Thomas 
Watson has a good case or not; butas a member of the minorit; 
I must feel constrained to vote against a proposition which al- 
lows the sitting member toretain the seat and refuses the con- 
testant at the same time even a chance to be heard, especially 
when I find the spectacle presented here of a proposition com- 
ing from the Committee on Rules refusing to permit any argu- 
ment or explanation in the House, and directing that we shall 
vote on a proposition involving a great constitutional question, 
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the right of a member to his seat here, without a word of dis- 
cussion to show the right of either party to the place. 

r We are not permitted, whether we believe that Mr. Black 
was elected to the seat he now holds, or whether we believe that 
Mr. Watson, the contestant, was elected, to so declare by our 
vote; but we are compelled to vote for both propositions at the 
time without a division, as this rule prescribes, and you must 
vote aye or no on two separate and distinct constitutional 
propositions involved in this contest. No division of the two 
propositions involved is to be allowed under the proposed rule. 

Now, it seems to me that in all fairness, and asa matter of 
right to a party represented by a small number of persons on 
this floor, you can not afford to shut off debate and adopt this 
rule to prevent a division of the question, or to forbid a state- 
ment of the character of the claims of these respective parties. 

I assume that the claim to the seat was made in good faith on 
the part of Mr. Watson. Ihaye aright to assume that to be- 
gin with; and I have a right to assume also that the committee 
believed they were right in reporting against Mr. Watson. But 
when they refuse to give him and his party a hearing, refuse to 
allow debate as to his right to a seat, and refuse to permit a 
word of the evidence taken to be introduced or discussed in sup- 
port of his claim, I can not help feeling that the committee do 
not believe in their own case, but, on the contrary, believe that 
the seat is properly due to the contestant. That I say is a pre- 
sumption arising necessarily, by implication, from the fact that 
the committee refuses to hear the matter discussed. 

Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the House again to the 
form of the proposition which is presented by the Committee 
on Rules, The Gonstitution provides that each House shall be 
the judge of the elections and qualifications of its own members, 
and itis the right of each House to vote upon such question 
when it is presented. I ask if that provision of the Constitu- 
tion is not higher than any rule of this House? Again, the right 
to vote on two separate and distinct propositions is involved, 
first, was Mr. Black, the sitting member, elected to the seat he oc- 
cupies; and, second, was Mr. Thomas Watson, the contesting 
member, elected to the seat which he does not hold—on these two 
` propositions the Constitution unquestionably gives the right to 

this House to vote sgh Pane and I ask if that right can be 
taken away by a rule of the House? It seems to me not. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire to 
occupy any part of his time? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let the gons oman continue and occupy 
such time as he may desire, and I will then close the debate. 

Mr. BURROWS. I yield so much time as the gentleman from 
Colorado |Mr. PENCE] may desire. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I prefer that the usual custom 
should be followed, and that the other side, if they have any- 
thing to say. would occupy at least a portion of their time now. 
Is that your desire (referring to Mr. OUTHWAITE)? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would have the right to close the dis- 
cussion, and if I do [ shall not occupy more than two or three 


minutes. : : 
Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, the resolution now brought in by 
the Committee on Rules reads as follows: 
Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this order, the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on pending resolution in the con- 
tested-election case of Watson against Black; that. withoutinterveningmo- 


tion the vote shall be taken on said resolution without division, and then on 
the motion to reconsider and lay on the table. 


Iam informed, and it is evident that it is true, that upon the 
adoption of this resolution no opportunity whatever remains for 
anyone to discuss the contested-election case between Mr. Wat- 
son and Mr. Black at all; that the majority of this House now 

ropose, in adopting this rule reported from the Committee on 
tules,toimmediately, withoutopportunity for debate upon either 
side, without opportunity tosuggest an amendment reciting that 
Mr. Watson should be seated, or without an opportunity to re- 
cite the facts in the case, require a vote to be at once taken on 
the report of the Committee on Elections. 

Imay be mistaken that such an amendment as I speak of would 
be in order, but it is patent that the majority now propose that 
there shall be no discussion upon this floor on the facts in this 
case. It that is not the purpose of the resolution I am very much 
mistaken, but I think that will not be disputed, and I think we 
will find in the course of a few minutes, if the majority succeed 
in adopting the resolution, that all debate is cut off. 

As I have already stated to the House this afternoon, no op- 

rtunity has been given to agit member of the party to which 

r. Watson belongs to make that kind of investigation which 
would enable a member to present the case fully and properly 
to the Hous. We all know from observation and experience 
that the dis:ussion of a contested-election case falls naturally to 
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the members of the Elections Committee, who have had an op- 
portunity to investigate the facts, to study the record and hear 
the arguments of counsel when that case was before them. 

I wish to correct the statement of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. OUTHWAITE]. He seems to believe that no formal request 
was ever made to the Speaker of the House by the Populists 
here a member of that party should be appointed on that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My statement was, at the original or- 
ganization of the House. 

Mr. PENCE. And in that you are right. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I know that subsequently when a va- 
cancy onthe committee occurred, you wanted to take possession 
of it, and such an application was made; but the Speaker had 
other reasons than simply to consider the wishes of any little 
group of men. 


Mr.PENCE. The gentlemanispartly right and partly wrong. 
No formal request was made in the beginning for the appoint- 
ment of a Populist on this committee; but when Mr. O’Ferrall, 
being elected governor of Virginia, retired from this House, it 

e a vacancy upon that committee; and now that the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BROWN] has seemed to criticize our 
action in requesting the appointment of a Populist on that com- 
mittee, I feel free to state the facts. 

The Populist members at once met together. We had by that 
time become acquainted with the fact that there were at least 
three cases in which Populists were contesting the seats of Dem- 
ocrats here, and it so happened, as we discovered, that each of 
the Democratic contestees had a colleague of his own political 
party and from his own State upon the committee, whether 
put there purposely to protect him or not is left for every man 
to guess for himself; but they were there. The vacancy came 
when Mr. O’Ferrall retired, and at that time we prepared a 
formal writing, reciting the facts, stating to the Speaker, in a 
communication addressed to him, the existence of these con- 
tested election cases, giving the names of the cases, the States 


in which they arose, and respectfully suggesting to him that as 


our party had three contests and no membership upon that com- 
mittee, we ought certainly to have one member, as there was a 
vacancy. : 

And what was the outcome of it? Mr. O’Ferrall being gone, 
and the contest of Goode vs. EPES from Virginia still being be- 
fore the committee, the Speaker, for reasons prompted from the 
highest and most patriotic purposes, I have no doubt, substituted 
for Mr. O’Ferrall another Democrat from Virginia (Mr. JONES). 
We got no member of the committee. Now, every man here 
knows that a case can not, of course, under this rule, be fairly 
and properly presented, but at least the opportunity might be 
left to us to try, the opportunity might be given to us to do the 
best we may. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, If the gentleman will allow me, can he 
point out to this House any poraa, any kind of an instance 
in which any member of the Populist porty was denied any right 
or privilege which any other member had? 


Mr. PENCE. No; Ido not claim so. I certainly could not 
tell you. If the Speaker could have seen fitto grant our re- 
quest, we should have had a member on the committee, and 
might be able to answer your question more intelligently. I 
know of none, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, another question. Did Mr. Wat- 
son, the present contestant, even take the trouble to appear be- 
fore the Committee on Elections in any way whatever, except 
by brief of attorney? 

Mr. PENCE. No; Mr. Watson had not the disposition to do 
that. He had other men here. He had his attorneys here, who 
came and presented the case; but he had before him the exam- 

le of Mr. Whatley, of Alabama, who had danced attendance 
Dere for months and months, trying to geta hearing and some 
action and favorable consideration for his case against Mr. COBB 
of Alabama, : 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. PENCE. Two moments. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Every delay before the Committee 
on Elections in the hearing of that contest was at the instance 
and request of Mr. Whatley. 

Mr. PENCE. Not disputing that, for I know nothing about 
it—I begin to wish really that I had been a member of that com- 
mittee, Mr. Speaker, or that we had had a member of the com- 
mittee—I do not dispute that; perhaps it is true; however that may 
be, Mr. Watson knows that Mr. Whatley did dance attendance, 
and had to dance at least—and I use that in no offensive sense; 
it may be that there was no unfair delay, and I am not suggest- 
ing that there was—Mr. Watson, at least, did not think it was 
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his duty to come and wait here. He might have had a prompt 
hearing, and if the gentleman—— i 

Mr. OUTHWAITE rose. 

Mr. PENCE. Ihave but amomentleft. It is possible that af- 
ter the fullest hearing upon his part, the fullest ent 
Mr. Watson himself, the report might still have been unani- 
mously against him. Ido not know. I can not say. I do know 
he did not appear before the committee. I do know that from the 

of the history of this House, this is the first time 
that an opportunity for a contestant to be heard has been cut 
off; and your rule here will not only cut him off, but will cut off 
aint else from discussing the facts in the case. Now, Mr. 
8 er— 

Blr. OUTHWAITE. There seems to be no division among 
those who have had the opportunity of considering the evidence, 
the testimony, and the law in the case. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
has expired. . 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. [yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to say a word re- 
specting any case that has been before the Committee on Elec- 
tions, except the case now before the House. The gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
PENCE] seem to go into extremes because the House is in its 
present condition concerning this case. Who is responsible for 
this case being before the House now? 

Mr. PENCE. I 9 80. > 

Mr. BROWN. Who brought this question here? Who was 
it that took the jurisdiction away from the Committee on Elec- 
tions on the floor of the House to-day? Itis one of the gentle- 
men who is now deploring the present situation of the House— 
the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. PENCE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PENCE. Did I not before taking any action come to you 
and ask if you would not agree to appoint some day for the pur- 
pose of considering this case? 

Mr. BROWN. Now, I know you do not want me to tell all 
that was said, and therefore I will not tell anything you said to 
me about it. 

Mr. PENCE. I have asked the question, and you are free to 
answer, 

Mr. BROWN. The responsibility for this case now bein 
here, about which these 3 now cry vi, rests wi 
them, and with noone else. The report of the Committee on 
Elections was made as soon as the contestee desired it should 
be made. It has not yet been placed on the desks of the mem- 
bers of the House. 

The printer’s ink is scarcely dry on it, and the gentleman who 
made the report is necessarily away from the city; and yat my 
friend from Colorado—I may say my brother, because he for- 
merly lived in Indiana, and was much more generous then than 
he is now—comes in here and on his own motion, and he not 
being a member of the Committee on Elections, brings up this 
case; for what purpose? For the purpose, as he says, of allowing 
Mr. Watson to come here and address the House. In view of 
what has taken place, who supposes that Mr. Watson, the con- 
testant, wants to address the House? He has not had concern 
enough about his case to attend a single session of the Com- 
mittee on Elections. 

The only communication that he has had with the committee 
was to send in a bill of nearly $2,000 for his expenses, which 
this Democratic House and committee allowed, and which, Mr. 
Speaker, I believe it would have been justified in not allow- 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield the gentlemanone minute more. 

Mr. BROWN. Therefore, the criticism which these gentle- 
men seek to throw upon the dominant party of this House is 
unjust. It is mapy an effort on their part to get something 
printed at the public expense to circulate in Georgia against 
the Democratic party. That is all. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side.) 
an SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 

n. 

The question was taken; and tho Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PENCE. Division. 

The Housedivided; and there were—ayes 123, noes 3. 

Mr. PENCE. No quorum. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, Mr, OuTH- 
WAITE, and the gentleman from Colorado, Mr. PENCE, will 
please take their places as tellers. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas.132, na: 
present 11, not voting 155; as follows: 10 . Ob 


YEAS—132. 
Abbott, Cox, Layton, Pe 
Alderson, Crain, Lester, Pendleton, Tex. 
Allen, Crawford, Livingston, Pendleton, W. Va 
Arnold, Davey, Lockwi att, 
— De Armond, om, ce, 
Bankhead, De Forest, dox, lily, 
Bartlett, Dinsmore, Maguire, Richardson, Tenn. 
ng. Dockery, Mallory, techie, 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, Martin, Ind. Robbins, 
8 English, Mecres Ky. Sheil, 
8 e ell, 
Bower, N. C. English, N. J. McCulloch, Somers, 
Branch, Epes, McDannold, Sorg. 
Bretz, Erdm MoDearmon, Sperry, 
Brickner, Everett, McEttrick, Springer, 
Bown” Stary te F 0 
> s rt. S. 
Bunn, Grady, Memilih, ey, 
Bynum, Graham, MecNagny, te, 
Cabaniss, Gresham, MeRae, Taylor, Ind. 
i, Hammond, Meyer, i 
Cannon, Cal. Hare, Money, Tucker, 
Caruth, Harter, Montgomery, Va. 
Pens F —— 
A nderson, N. 0368, as) 
Clark, Mo. Hooker, Mutchter, ells, So 
Clarke, Ala. Hunter, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala 
Cobb, Mo. Ikirt. O'Neill, Mo. Williams, DL 
Cockrell, Izlar, Outhwaite, Williams, Miss. 
Coombs, Jones. Page, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Fla. Kyle, Paschal, ise, 
Cooper, Ind. Lane, Patterson, Wolverton, 
Corert, Lapham, Paynter, ‘00 
NAYS—54. 
Baker, Kans Funk. Mahon, Stephenson, 
Bartholdt, Gardner, Marsh, Stone, O. W. 
Bell, Colo. Grosvenor. McKeighan, Stone. W. A. 
B: > pe — Murray, Storer, 
Boen, er, Newlands, Tawney, 
Bowers, Cal. Hitt, en. Thomas, 
Bryan, Hulick, Payne, Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Bundy, Johnson, Ind. Pence, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cannon, III. Johnson, N. Dak. Perkins, Warner, 
“ „ Kem. Pickler, Waugh, 
Cousins, Kiefer, y. Wever, 
Davis, Lace’ Wilson, Ohio. 
Doolittle, Latimer, Reyburn, 
Pletcher, Russell, Conn. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—11. 
Blair, Curtis, Kans. Enloe, McCleary, Minn. 
Broderick, Daniels, 3 Talbott, Md. 
Cobb, Ala. Ellis. Oregon Hull, 
NOT VOTING—155. 
Adams, Ky. Dingley, kins, II. Rusk, 
Adams, Pa. Dolliver, Hopkins, Pa. Russell, Ga. 
Aitken, Draper, ouk, Sayers, 
ch, ed Hudson, Schermerhorn, 
Alexander, Durborow, Hutch anton, 
Apsley, Edmunds, Johnson, Ohio Settle, 
Avery, Elis, Ky. Kilgore, Shaw, 
Babcock Fielder; Kribbs, Sherman, 
Baker, N. H. Fithian, Lawson, Sibley, 
Baldwin. Forman, Lefever, Sickles, 
Barnes, Funston, Linton, Sunpson. 
Belden, Gear, Lisie, Sipe, 
Beltzhoover, Geissenhainer, Loud, Smith, 
Black, G: Gillet, N. Y. Loudenslager, Snodgrass, 
Black, Gillett, Mass. er, tallings, 
Bland, Goldzier, hall, Stevens, 
Boutelle, Good Marvin, N. Y. Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gorman, McAleer, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Griffin, McDowell, Strait, 
Brosius, Grout, McLaurin, Straus, 
Burnes, Grow, Meiklejohn, Strong, 
Burrows, ercer, Sweet, 
Cadmus. Hall, Minn. Meredith, Taylor, Tenn. 
Campbell, Hall, Mo. Milliken, Tracey, 
Capehart, T; Moor, Turner; Ga. 
kering, Harris, Morse, Turpin, 
Childs, Neill. 8 
Clancy, Hatch, Northway, ads. n 
X Haugen, Oates, Walker, 
Coffeen, Heiner, Philit Wanger, 
Cogswell, Henderson, III. Post, Weadock 
Conn, Henderson, Iowa Powers, Wheeler, III. 
Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, Quigg, White, 
Hepburn, Randall, Whiting, 
Culberson, Hermann, Rayner, Wilson, Wash. 
Cumm: 5 Hicks, Richards, Ohio mer, 
Curtis, Hines, Richardson, Mich. Wright, Mass. 
Dalzell. Holman, Robertson, ht, 
Denson, Hooker, N. Y. Robinson, Pa. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 


league, Mr. HOLMAN, beexcused, as he was compelled to leave 


the Houseon account of sickness. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 132; thenays 
54; present and not voting 11. The ayes have it, and the reso- 
lution is agreed to. The question now is on 


resolutions reported by the Committee on Elections, which the 


Clerk will report. 


reeing to the 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved 1. That Thomas E. Watson was not elected a member of the 
y-third Congress from the Tenth Congressional district of the State of 
and is not entitled to a seat in said 

suid Congress from the Tenth Congressional distrlet of the State of Georgia 
and figs Yrs a seat in said Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to these reso- 
lutions. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. 75 es 106, noes 10. 

Mr. PENCE. No quorum. 

Mr. BRETZ. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers to act during 
the call of the yeas and nays the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, 
ar tab re the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE]. 

Mr. PENCE. Onreflection,I see no object in having the yeas 
The majority is evidently determined to exclude 


last taken was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


ane * The morning hour now begins at half past 
4 o'clock. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House now take a recess till 8 o'clock this evening, 
instead of waiting till 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will now 
declare the House in recess until 8 o’clock this evening, the 
evening session to be devoted to business under the rule, The 
Chair hears no objection. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROOKSHIRE] will preside at the evening session. 

The House accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m., and was called to 
order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session pur- 
suant to clause 3, Rule I. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Imove thatthe House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on 
the Private Calendar. 

Tho motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingiy resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
in pursuance of the special order. 3 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that, be- 
ginning where we left off last Friday night, we proceed under 
the same order as we proceeded then. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. HULL. Lobject. We have bills here which were passed 
over last Friday night aud which ought to be considered. I 
have been coming here every Friday night 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Last Friday night we got through 
more business than at any other three night sessions. 

Mr. HULL. That is true; but I object to permitting two or 
three men here to determine whether they will let bills go 
through or not. 

Mr.CLARK of Missouri. I hope the gentleman will let us 
proceed the same way we did last Friday night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The order, as the Chair understood, ap- 
plied only to bills reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HULL. So T understand. I have a bill here reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, which in my view is as 
3 as any bill on the Calendar. I come here every Fri- 
aya LARK of Missouri. So do J. 

Mr. HULL. And there is business on this Calendar that Iam 
anxious to get through; and I do not believe [ am doing justice 
to my constituents in allowing it to be passed over night after 
night. The bill which I particularly refer to, 1 allowed to be 
passed over last Friday night because the point of ‘‘ noquorum ” 
was raised; but I am tired of permitting one or two men to de- 
termine what bills shall go through and what shall not, 

This Committee of tho Whole ought to be able to determine 
what it will pass. If my bill were voted down in the Committee 
of the Whole, I would not raise the point of no quorum to save 


it. But it seems to me it is not fair toward those who have been 
attending practically every night session to have their bills 
passed over night after night because the aap from Vir 
ginia or some gentleman from some other State happens to ob- 


t. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Lsuggest to the gentleman 
that as there are but few members here to-night, and as there 
are members here who have been regular in their attendance 
night after 
each member be allo to call up a bill out of its re order. 
In that way we might get a number of bills off the Calendar. 

Mr. HULL. I would have no objection to that arrangement. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I hope the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HULE] will withdraw his objection—at least for the pres- 
ent. I was directed to make this request again, at a meeting of 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions to-day, at which there was a 


quorum present. 

Mr. HULL. We shall not get 5 the Calendar to-night. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes, we shall. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman from Indiana 
eee MARTIN] would modify his motion so as to inlcude Calen- 

ar No. 345, I think perhaps there would be no further objection. 

Mr. HULL. I would not object. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is not that the very bill that we 
were hung up on last Friday night? 

Mr. HOLL. Yes, sir; and I withdrew the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not wish to take up the time 
of the com mittee except to say to the gentleman that it would 
be better for his bill to proceed in the manner I have suggested. 
We will 5 gor through with the Calendar in a short time. 

Mr. HULL. e carried this bill through the committee at 
the last Friday night session by more than two to one, but in 
order to not stop the business I consented to let it be laid aside 
temporarily. It seems to me in a case of this kind where the 
committee has fully considered it, it is no more than fair thatit 
should be finally acted upon. = 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Why not let it keep its 
place on the Calendar? 

Mr. HULL. It has kept its place on the Calendar now for 
several nights, and I am unwilling to consent to any further de- 
lay. Ido notthink that we ought to consent to let bills which 
have merit in them be laid aside night after night simply be- 
eause of the objection of one or two tlemen. ehave never 
raised the point of no quorum on this side, and it seems to me 
oy justice to let the sense of the committee bo taken upon the 


Mr. PICKLER. I understood that we had to go enti 
through the Calendar when this arrangement was made, 
then commence again at the beginning. 

Mr. HULL. One Friday night can not make an agreement 
that will bind the committes for the rest of the session. 

Mr. PICKLER. It was agreed to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HULL. Not to go to that extent. I was not here when 
that agreement was made or I should not have consented to it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Besides we can probably get through with 
= 8 to-night if the gentleman will not insist upon the 
objection. 

Mr. HULL, If the chairman of the committee will waive that 
one bill, probably we can dispose of it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is exactly the trouble. We 
will not proceed with this bill for a half minute before you strike 
a stumbling block. It was in order to avoid that that the re- 
quest was made. 

Mr. PICKLER. If we make the same progress that we made 
2 perang we can get through with the Calendar in an hour 
anda $ 

Mr. HULL. Why should we let two men on the other side 
determine what the business is to be? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Why should we let one man 
on this side dictate it? 

Mr. HULL. I am not undertaking to dictate the business, 
Tam simply insisting upon the right that this bill shall have 
consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill, the 
unfinished business coming over from the last session. 

HARRIET R. TATE. 

The unfinished business coming over from the last session of 
5 80 committee was the bill (H. R. 6213) to pension Harriet R. 

ate. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the 3 the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the limita. 
tions and visions of the act approved June 27, 1800, the name of 
R. Tate, w of William S. Tate, late a private in Company L, Thirteenth 
Regiment Indiana Cavalry. z 


ht, it cae be agreed by unanimous consent that 
W. 
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Mr. JONES. Let the report in that case be read, please. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest that this is the 
unfinished business, At the time that the committee rose on 
last Friday the committee was voting on the amendments, The 
regular order is the vote on the amendments recommended by 
the committee, which have heretofore been stated. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I am authorized by the gentle- 
man who made the point of no quorum to withdraw the point 
in his name. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. CAPE- 
HART] made the point and authorizes me to withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum applied only to 
that legislative day. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ments, which was the pending question when the committee 
rose. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 


Bills of the following titles were severally laid aside without 
prejudice, retaining their places on the Calendar, viz: 

The bill (H. R. 3156) for a pension to Cornelia de Peyster 
Black, widow, eic.; 

The bill (H. R. 811) for the relief of Harriet Woodbury; 

The bill (H. R. 3693) for the relief of Louisa B. Hull; 

The bill (H. R. 5112) for the relief of Mavy E. Cole; 

The bill (H. R. 5616) granting a pension to Mary Tuttle; and 

The bill H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Ma- 
eomb, Ill. s 
THOMAS CORIGAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the 8 is hereby authorized 
and empowered to place on the invalid pension roll of the United States the 
name of Thomas Corigan, late a member of Company Bof the Eighty-eighth 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $72 per month, from and after the 
passage of this act. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following 
amendment: 


Strike out in line 7 the word “seventy-two,” and insert “fifty;” so that it 
will read “350 per month.“ 


Mr. JONES. Task for the reading of the report in that case, 
the majority and the minority. 
The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 


‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 5260) to 
increase the pension of Thomas Corigan from 880 to 872 per month, and sub- 
mit the following report: 

Thomas Co. was a corporal in 8 B, Eighty-eighth Dlinois In- 

, enlis July 28, 1862, and was discharged on January 24, 1864. 
At the battle of Chickamauga, September 20, 1863, he was severely wounded 
in the left hand and is now drawing a pension of 830 per month for that in- 
jury, the arm being rendered wholly useless by the wound. At the same 
time he was wounded by a buckshot in the neck, and the soldier claims that 
this wound has affected his spine and has produced epilepsy. 

The medical evidence shows that the wound in the neck produces distinct 
crepitus on movement of the neck. The epileptic fits have gradually in- 
ereased until the soldier is totally 8 and uires constant aid and 
attendance and has become almost im le mentally. 

The Pension Bureau in 1892 holds that it can not accept the “fits” as a re- 
sult of the wound in the back of the neck, but no other cause is evident and 
medical evidence has been furnished to show that the wound in the neck is 
the cause of his present condition. 

The soldier's condition is helpless in the extreme, and if the wound in the 
neck is the cause of his injury he would be entitled to 872 per month under 
the generallaw. We are not disposed to criticise the action of the Pension 
Bureau in rejecting this 3 of the soldier's claim, but we think that it 

ht have very fairly decided the other way under the evidence and ex- 
amination of the medical boards. 

Your committee think that the soldier should be given.the benefit of the 
doubt to the extent of being raised to the second grade or 0 a month. The 
committee is adverse to reporting bills changing the rate of pension as fixed 
by the Pension Bureau, but in a case of extreme helplessness like the pres- 
ent, where the wound has been followed by such helplessness, and there is 
much evidence to show that the soldier's condition is due to his wound, we 
are inclined to relax the rule. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out 
“seventy-two,” in line 7, and insert “fifty.” 

If the case were before us as an orig’ question we would probably have 
come to a different conclusion from that arrived at by the Pension Bureau, 
but in the doubt raised in the case we think that the second grade would re- 
lieve the wants of the soldier and ought to be granted, especially as the 
elaimant was an excellent soldier, highly commended by Gen. W. T. Sher- 
man, and his severe wounds received in the battle of Chickamaugua are 
elearly shown. 

The letter of Col. Sherman is as follows: 


“ HEADQUARTERS FIRST BRIGADE, 
_“SECOND DIVISION, FOURTH ARMY CORPS, 
“ Camp near Blains Cross Roads, East Tennessse, January, 10, 1964. 


“To whom it may concern: 

This is to certify that Thomas Corigan, an enlisted man of the Eighty- 
eighth Regiment Infantry, Illinois Volunteers, and corporal of Company B. 
game regiment, is a soldier good and true; ever faithful in the discharge of 
duty, never absent without leave, brave as a lion in action, and always at 
his post. He won the confidence and esteem of his commanding officers by 
his uniform good conduct and Monia bearing. I therefore take t 
pleasure and bear willing testimony to his merit, and request that his wishes 
may be consulted‘ inasmuch as he is disabled from active field service by 


reason of wounds received on the hard-fought and bloody field of k 
mauga on the 20th of September, 1863. s sae 


a x “F, T. SHERMAN, 
Colonel Eigħty-eigħth Infantry, Illinois Volunteers.” , 
Your committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended 


by striking out the word “seventy-two,” in line 7, and inserting in } 
thereof the word “fifty.” 2 : i oR 227 


The views of the minority (by Mr. MCDANNOLD) were read, as 
follows: 


The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the 
bill (H. R. 5260) to increase the pension of Thomas Corigan, and submit the 
following statement of their views: 

Ths records of the War Department show that this soldier served from 
July 25, 1862, to January 29, 1864, in Company B, Eighty-eighth Illinois In- 
fantry, He was discharged on account of bility from gunshot wound 
of hand received at Chickamauga. He has been pensioned for this wound 
ever since discharged, and now receives #30 per month since August 4, 1886. 
His application, filed February 12, 1864, alleged only this wound. A later 
application, filed September 11, 1866, states that he also “suffers pain inthe 
neck from the effects of a wound there received.” In 1887 he claimed that 
deafness had resulted from that wound, and states that the ball was re- 
moved in the field hospital; in April, 1883, he alleged resulting impairment 
ot vision and of hearing; in September, 1888, he refers to “buckshot wound 
in back of neck; in February, 1892, he alleged affection of sight and hear- 
ing and epilepsy as a result of said wound. 

in September, 1892, the Pension Bureau accepted the fact that he had re- 
ceived this wound in the neck, but rejected the claim for additional pension 
on the ground that he had suffered no ratable disability from it at any time 
since the war, and none ot the alleged results were accepted as uences of 
such wound. This action was taken after a careful special examination of 
the claim, and was a ed by Secretary Bussey on appeal January 3. 1893. 

In his deposition before the special examiner in June, 1892, the pensioner 
stated that he received the wound of neck at Chickamauga; that the doctor 
who took the bullet out put a sticking plaster over the wound and it re- 
mained until it fell off. 

The first time I felt any serious disability from the wound of my neck was 
about fourteen years ago (1878). Iwas flagging ataraiiroad crossing * è + 
in Chicago. I felt a cloud come over me and I fell down right in the track. 
+ + + {twas a hot day just like this. „ „ + I have had convulsions for 
the past fourteen years but not so much until the last elght years. I saw 
the shot that was extracted from my neck. I had it a long time. I lost it. 
It was a buckshot, and went as far as the point of my ear. The doctor said 
to me when he extracted it, Pat, if the shot had gone a quarter of an inch 
farther you would never eat any more potatoes.“ * * Iwas not both- 
ered with the wound of = neck in 1873, but I knew I had been shot in the 
neck. In 1875 I was not ‘ering with the wound in my neck much." 

His wife, Rosetta Corigan, corroborates his statement as to the first con- 
vulsion or fit about fourteen years previously. 

An examination by medical officers of the Pension Bureau sa pert 6, 
1873, reports: Flesh wound of the neck, not rated;“ September 7, 187 
“slight flesh wound on the back of neck, not rated;“ September 4, 1877, 
“slight wound of neck, not rated; June 22, 1892, „wound on posterior sur- 
tace of neck, of a nickel, white in color, nonadherent, nondragging, 
nondepressed, the vertebra do not seem to have been injured, but there is 
thickening ot soft tissues beneath the inte ent.” 

From the facts stated it seems reasonably clear that the pensioner's pres- 
ent condition as to epilepsy is not chargeable to the ‘ht wound of theneck, 
but rather originated in 1878 in the manner described by himself and wife. 

Moreover, he is in receipt of a pension of $1 a car and the question in- 
volved is purely one for the determination of the Pension Office, and the 
committees has repeatedly refused to interfere in the individual adjudica- 
tions of the Pension Bureau in matters clearly within their jurisdiction and 
presenting no technical hardship. To pass this bill is squarely in violation 
of the principle enunciated in several adverse Pe garter on bilis of this char- 
acter, and the minority do earnestly recommend that the bill do lie on the 


table. 
JOHN J. MCDANNOLD. 
M. R. BALDWIN. 
C. J. ERDMAN. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside this bill 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the bills which 
was under consideration on the last pension evening, and which, 

after a great deal of discussion pro and con, it was deemed best 
by those in charge of the measure to withdraw it from further 
consideration, in order to prevent the obstruction of other bills 
on the Private Calendar. 

It seems to me that this is a bill that ought not to pass under 
any circumstances. I know that there are a groas many gentle- 
men who are opposed to the passage of this bill. 

There is a minority report in this case. The views of the mi- 
nority have been read, and it seems to me that they ought to con- 
vince every member of this House that this is not a proper sort 
of bill to pass. The pensioner is now drawing $30 a month, or a 
dollar a day, and there is nothing in this record to show that his 

resent disabilities are the result of the slight wound on the 

ack of his neck. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that in all justice this bill ought not 
tobe passed. It would be quite a refreshing experience if a bill 
as utterly without merit as this could be defeated upon a square 
vote, and I for one want to see this bill voted down. Gentle- 
men should not insist upon passing bills of this character when 
by doing so they defeat all pension legislation and do it with 

their eyes wide open. I submit that this is one of those claims 
that all of us rite to should not be passed by this House, 
and I hope that the bill will be reported adversely. z 

I do not propose now to enter upon any extended discussion of 
it. This matter has been before the Pension Bureau for a long 
time. The examiners of that Bureau have said that this man’s 

disability was not the result of the alleged wound in the neck, 
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then in charge of that 1 overruled that appeal and promise report, it seems. The report of the committee says: 

t 


sustained the examiners. seems to me that this is simply an 
attempt to override the decision of the Pension Bureau, where 
this matter has been carefully considered and examined into. 

I donot think that upon the testimony which has been fur- 
nished us in this short and unsatisfactory report we ought to 
undertake to overrule the decision of the medical examiners of 
the Pension Bureau, upon a technical question with which they 
must be more conversant than the members of this House can 
possibly be. F 

I hope that gentlemen will not seriously ask this House to 
overrule a decision of the Pension Bureau upon a question of 
this sort, as to whether or not the disability from which this 
man suffers is the result of this slight wound in his neck. The 
Pension Bureau have decided that it was not the result of that 
wound. As I have said, an appeal has been taken and Gen. 
Bussey has sustained the medical examiners. Now, I hope the 
committee will vote down this bill. 


Four committee think that the soldier should be given the benefit of the 


| doubt to the extent of being raised to the second e, or $50 a month. 


Now, then, the committee, from whose report I have read, did 
not themselves think the evidence was enough to justify them 
in reporting that this disability was the result of that wound. 
There being a doubt upon their minds, they say, we have re- 
solved that doubt in favor of the claimant to the extent of giv- 
ing him $50 a month instead of the $72 a month which he would 
be entitled to were we satisfied as to the origin of his disability. 

Upon that point [imagine the members of the committee who 
made this minority report had the same information before 
them that the members who subscribed to the majority report 
had, and this is what they say upon that subject: 

An examination by medical officers of the Pension Bureau September 6, 


1873, reports: FI wound of the neck, not rated: September 7, 1875, 
“slight flesh wound on the back of neck, not rated; ’’ September 4, 1877, 


| “slight wound of neck, not rated.” 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I only want to occupy the atten- | 


tion of the committee for a very few minutes, because this bill 
has been fully discussed. I want to call the attention of gentle- 
men who were not here last Friday night to the fact that after 
a very full discussion the Committee of the Whole, by a vote of 
more than two to one, declared that this bill should pass. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONES] misstates the case when 
he says the bill was withdrawn. It was only withdrawn after 
the point of no quorum was made, so that other business could 
be proceeded with. 

I want to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
every pension bill that is passed here is an overriding of the 
Pension Department. Ik it were not overriding the Pension De- 
partment there would be no sense in coming here at all, because 
claimants could go there and get the relief desired. : 

I want to call attention to another fact, that a board of medi- 
cal examiners in Des Moines, Iowa, composed of representative- 
of both parties, have held that the wound in the neck is the 
cause of the disability of this man, and I believe that to be the fact. 
That he is totally disabled, nobody doubts who knows the facts. 
With this statement, correcting what the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. JONES] has said, I am willing to leave it to the com- 
mittee. 

I simply want to say that this man is old and poor, that he was 
a gallant soldier, that he is utterly disabled, and as I believe, 
after examining all the papers, his disability is caused by the 
wound which he received at Chickamauga, in the back of the 
neck. I want to say furthermore that I believe the doctors who 
have given him a personal examination, who have moved his 
head from side to sideand found this creaking sound in the back 
of his neck, this crepitus, are better qualified to judge than isa 
man sitting in his office in thecity of Washington who has never 
seen the patient and never made a personal examination. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, of course I do nt want to makes 
any issue with the gentleman about any statement that he may 
make, but I should like to know where the evidence is to be 
found to support these statements. Itis not in either report, 
most cer I have looked throngh both of them and have 
failed to find any such evidence. 

Mr. HULL. It may not be in the report, but I will ask my 
colleague [Mr. LACEY], who wrote the report, if that is not true? 

Mr. LACEY. We went through all the testimony, which is 
very voluminous, and there seems to be no other source or ori- 
gin for the injury. There was this wound right by the spine, 
which is the seat of this trouble, the paralysis starting from 
the spine, and the evidence of the doctors in Iowa was to the 
effect that they believed that this wound caused the disease. 

Now, the doctors in the Pension Bureau thought that those 
other gentlemen were mistaken about that, and the committee 
came to theconclusion that they would give thesoldier the benefit 
of the doubt to the extent of giving him $50 in view of the fact 
that he required the personal attendance of another person, not 
giving him the $72 which he would be entitled to if the Depart- 
ment was satisfied, and we determined to make some conces- 
sion under the circumstances. The man is perfectly helpless. 

Mr. HULL. Is it not true that the examining boards haye 
held it to be so in each examination? 

Mr. LACEY. There were two or three examinations to that 
effect, but they only set out a very brief description; and there 
is no intimation anywhere to show that any other injury was re- 
ceived outside of the service to produce the paralysis that he 
suffers from. 

Mr. JONES. After the statement the gentleman who made 
this report has made, I now understand that it isnot exactly the 
purpose of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to override the 
Commissioner of Pensions, because this man would be entitled 
to $72 a month if the disability from which he now suffers was 


And down as late as June 22, 1892, there is this statement made 
by the medical board 


Wound on posterior surface of neck, size of a nickel, white in color, non- 


adherent, nondragging, nondepressed; the vertebrae do not seem to have 


„ but there is thickening of soft tissues beneath the integu- 
ment. 

Now, that examination was made as late as June 22, 1892, and 
the sunstroke which this man received was in 1878. The mi- 
nority believed that this disability was the result of that sun- 
stroke, and not of this wound in the neck; and the examination 
made by the medical board four years after that time discloses 
the fact that that medical board did not believe that the disa- 
bility resulted from this wound. Ido not know what the local 
boards out in Iowa, that we are now told about, may have de- 
termined; but all we have bearing on that subject here is found 
in the views of the minority. 

There is nothing at all on the subject to be found in the views 
of the majority; and I submit that if there had been anythin 
in the medical testimony in this case that would have justifi 
this committee in believing that this disability resulted from 
that slight scratch in the neck that the gentleman who drew 
that report would, in justice to himself, have incorporated that 
testimony in the report. 

Isubmit that there is not hing before this body that justifies 
ee that this disability resulted from the wound in the 
neck. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. What do you think caused 
the disability? 

Mr. JONES. The cause of the disability was a sunstroke 
which the soldier received in the city of Chicago while flagging 
in that city on a hot day, as both he and his wife have testitied, 
and that, the minority say, in their opinion, was the cause of his 
present disability. He says, his wife corroborates his statement, 
and the minority of the committee agree with them, that that 
was the cause of the disability, and the medical board does not 
say that the wound is the cause, and whey are the proper r- 
song; it seems to me, to determine what the disability resulted 

rom. 

Surely we laymen should not undertake to say what was the 
cause of this man’s disability when the medical boards have ex- 
amined his case, as disclosed by this report, four or five differ- 
ent times, and in every single instance have said this wound 
was not even a ratable one. I submit, in view of the testimony 
of the medical experts who have examined the case, in view of 
the testimony of the man himself, corroborated by his wife’s 
statement, that there is nothing here to justify the belief that 
the disabilities from which he is now suffering are the result of 
any wound in his neck. [Cries of Vote!” “Vote!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid 
pap to be reported to the House with a favorable recommen- 

ation? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 23, noes 27. 

Mr. HULL. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of noquorum being raised, the 
Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HULL] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. er pas 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. HULL). Withdraw the bill. 

Mr. HULL. The only condition on which I will consent to 
withdraw the bill is that it shall go over without prejudice, re- 
taining its place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 
ae ee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
23, noes 29. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa withdraw 
the point of no quorum? 

Mr. HULL. I am willing to let the bill go over without oe 
udice until we have as full a House as we had last Friday nigh 
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The CHAIRMAN. Unless the point of “no quorum” be with- 
drawn, the Chair will be required to direct the Clerk to call 
the roll. Does the gentleman insist upon the point of no quo- 
rum?” 

Mr. HULL. Iam ee that the bill shall go over now the 
same as it did last Friday night when the majority was the other 


way. 
‘A MEMBER. What is the formas request? 
Mr. HULL. That the bill by unanimous consent go over 
-without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
The C RMAN. Pending the point of no quorum,” the 
gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous consent that the bill be 
over without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calen- 


Mr. JONES. LI object. 

Mr. HULL. That was what was done last Friday night when 
the bill had a majority in the Committee of the ole. 

Mr. JONES. the understanding is that the bill go to the 
foot of the Calendar 

Mr. HULL. My understanding is that if it goes to the foot of 
the Calendar it may be reached again to-night. We shall prob- 
ably get through the Calendar to-night. 

r. JONES. Well, I object: we may as well settle the mat- 
ter now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be constrained to direct 
the roll to be called unless some ment is reached. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Chairman, do I understand 
that the 2 ol no quorum has been made? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. By whom? 

The CHAIRMAN. By the gentleman from Iowa on the left 
[Mr. Hunt.) 

Mr. HULL. I understand thatthe gentleman from Virginia 
Mr. JONES] objects to the bill going over at all. He wants the 
matter decided to-night. 

A MEMBER. No; he does not. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes; he does, He says he objects to wi 
proposition. Of course I do not propose to let the bill be kill 
by only 29 adverse votes. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, as I understand, if the bill be 
now withdrawn without prejudice, it goes to the foot of the 
Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill passed over without prejudice, 
and go to the foot of the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 
an 5 Objection is made. The Clerk will call 

e roll. 

The -Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following- 
named members failed to answer: 


Abbott, Capehart, Forman, Hunter, 
Adams, Ky. Caruth, Funk, Hutcheson, 
Adams, Pa. Catchings, Funston, Ikirt, 
Aitken, Causey, Fyan, Izlar, 
A Chickering, Gardner, Johnson, Ind. 
Aldrich, Gear, Jo 
Alexander, 5 Geary, Johnson, Ohio 
Alen, Clarke, Ala. Geisse: 1 Kem, 
Apsley, Cobb, Ala. Gillet, N. Y. Kiefer, 
Arnold, Cobb, Mo. Gillett, Mass. Kilgore, 
Avery, Cockran, ldzier, Kribbs, 
Babcock, Cockrell, G ht, Lapham, 
Baldwin, Conn, Gorman, Latimer, 
Bankhead, Coom Grady, Lawson, 
eae Cooper, Graham, Lefever, 
— t, Cooper, 22 Gresham, a“ 
Cooper , V ingston, 
Barwig, Cornish, Grosvenor, Lockwood, 
Belden, Cousins, rout, Lond, 
fell, Co! Grow, Londenslager, 
Bell, Tex. Cox, 7 ch, 
Beltzhoover, Crain, 1 agner, 
3 Crawford, Hall, Maguire, 
Culberson, Hall, Mo. Mahon, 
Bi III. 8 Hammond. Marsh, 
Blair, et bee om er, Marshall, 
Bland, Dalzell, ; Marvin, 
Boatner, Davey, McAleer, 
Boen, De Forest, Hatch, McCall, 
Boutelle, Haugen, McCreary, Ky. 
Bower, N.C. Dingley, Hayes, MeDannold, 
Branch. Dinsmore, Heard, McDearmon, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dolliver, Heiner, McDowell, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Doolittle, Henderson, III. McGann, 
Brickner, Draper, derson, Iowa McLaurin, 
Brown, E Henderson, N. eden 
Bryan. unphy, A e o 
Bundy, Durborow, burn, ercer, 
Bunn, un Hermanu, Meredith, 
Burnes, Ellis, Ky. Meyer, 
Burrows, — oa — Milliken, 
Bynum, ng: Ca th, Money, 
Cadm English, Holman, Moon, 
Caminetti, Enloe. Hooker, Miss. Morgan, 
Cannon, E Hopkins Hl. —.— 
Gannon, III. Fletcher, M er, 
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Neill, er, S 
Newlands, Rea Snodgi pera x 
Northway, Reilly Somers, „Van Voorhis, Ohio 

tes, Reyburn, Sorg, ‘Wadsworth, 
Ogden, ichards, O Sperry. Walker, 
O'Neil, Mass. Richardson, A Washington, 
O'Neill, Mo. char Tenn. Stephenson, ead 
Outhwaite, bbins, Ste er 
Page, Robertson, La. Sto e, Wheeler, Ala. 
Paschal, Robinson, Stone, W. A. eeler, 
Patterson, Rusk, Stone, Ky. te, 
Payne, Russell, Conn. Storer, ting, 
Paynter, R a. Strait, Wilson, Ohio 
Pence. — — Straus, Wilson, Wash. 
Pendieton, Tex. Schermerhorn, Sweet, Wilson, W. Va. 
Pendleton, W. Va. Scranton, Talbott, Md. Wise, 
Perkins, Settle Tarsney, Wolverton, 
Phillips, Shaw, Tawney, Woodard, 
Pigott, Shell, Taylor. Tenn. Woomer, 
ees 5 2 Wright, Mass. 

ce, ey, Ley, Wright, Pa. 
Quigg. Sickles, Tucker, z 

ndall, Simpson, Turner, Ga. 
Ray, Sipe, Turner, Va. 


3 . then rose, and the Speaker pro tempore resumed 
e chair. 

Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar having had under consideration various 
bills, had found itself without a quorum, whereupon, in accord- 
ance with the rule, he had and the roll to be called, and now 
reported the names of the absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER J ak tempore. The names of the absentees will 
be entered upon the Journal. Seventy-one members have an- 
swered to their names, 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move a call of the House. 

5 was taken; and on a division there were -ayes 27, 
noes 28. 

So the call of the House was refused. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, it is evident we can do nothing 
to-night, and I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I desire to ask first that my col- 
ue, Mr. HOLMAN, be excused on account of sickness. 
oro was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
the gentleman from South Dakota that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT of South Carolina) there were—ayes 31, noes 27, 

Mr. MARTIN. I demand the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘Too late.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
man was in time. 

Tellers were refused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of 
Mr. MARTIN and Mr. PICKLER as tellers at the Clerk’s desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 26, nays 46, 
answered “present” 1, not voting 279; as follows: ` 


le: 


YEAS—26. 
Bailey, De Armond. Pickler, 
Black, Ga. Epes, Lucas, Strong, 
Bowers, Cal. Erdman, ory, Tate, 
Broderick, Hainer, Mek. ler, 
Brookshire, Hare, Montgomery, augh. 
Cabaniss, Hulick, 0368, 
Daniels, Jones, Pearson, 
NAYS—46. 
Arnold, Everett, McCleary, Minn. Talbert, S. C. 
Baker, Kans. McCulloch, wney, 
Baker, N. H. Hepburn, McEttrick, Taylor, Ind. 
Bretz, Houk, McKaig, 7 
Bryan, H n, McNagny, Van Voorhis, N.Y, 
Clark, Mo. Hull. McRae, anger, 
Coffeen, Kiefer, Post, Warner, 
Cooper, Tex. Lacey, Ritchie, Wever, 
Curtis, Kans. Layton, Ryan, W. „ III. 
Davis, Linton, S k „Miss 
Dockery. Maddox, Stone, C. W. 
Donovan, tin, Ind. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT'—1. 
Boen. 
NOT VOTING—279. 
Abbott, Bartlett, Breckinridge, Ark. Capehart, 
Adams. Ky. Barwig, Breckinridge, Ky. Caruth, 
ams, Belden, Brickner, Catchin 

Aitken, Bell, Colo. Brosius, Causey, 
Alderson, Bell, Tex. Brown, Chick A 
j —— 8 Bundy. ope 

0. er, „ unn. 
Allen, B: AAA, B Clarke, Ala. 
Apsley, Black, III. Burrows, 8 a 

very, ynum, 8 
Babcock, Bland, ius, Cockran, 
Baldwin. Boatner, bti, Cockrell, 
Bankhead, . Boutelle Campbell, Cogswell, 
Barnes, Bower, N. C. Cannon, Gal. Conn, 
Barthoidt, Branch. Cannon, Il. Coombs, 
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Cooper, Fla. Hall, Minn. MeDannold, Schermerhorn, 
Sooper. Hall, Mo. Dearmon. Scranton, 
Cooper, Wis. Hammond, McDowell, Settle, 
power : Harter, T . 
Covert, Hartman, McMillin, 
Cox, Hatch, Meiklejohn, Sibley, 
Crain, Haugen, Mercer, Sickles, 
88 Hayes, Meredith, hl 
“Ste Heiner, Milken, Smith, 
Curtis, N. Y. Henderson, I. Money, Snodgrass, 
Henderson, Iowa Moon, Somers, 
Davey, H N. G Morgan, Sorg, 
De Hi Morse, Sperry, 
Hicks, 5 : Ste henson, 
Dingley, u > p 
— Eines, 35 
Dolliver. Hitt, ‘ewla ale, 
Doolittle, Holman, Northway, Stone, W. A. 
Dunn, Hooker, N.Y. 85 toes 
er, N. Y. en, 5 
Dunphy, Hopkins, Il. O'Neil, Mass. Strait, 
Dur! Wy Hopkins, Pa. O'Neill, Mo. Straus, 
Edm unter, Outhwaite, Sweet. 
Ellis, Ky. Hutcheson, Page, Talbott, Md. 
Ellis, t, Paschal, Tarsney, 
Engiis 4 Paa Taylor, Tenc. 
English, N. J. Johnson, Ind. yna, omas. 
ae Jounson, N. Dak. Paynter, Tracey. 
Fielder. Johnson, Ohio Tucker, 
Fithian, Kem, Pendleton, Tex. Turner, Ga. 
Fletcher, Eilgore, Pendleton, W. Va. Turner, Va. 
Forman, Kribbs, Perkins, x 
Funk, Kyle. Phillips, ers 
Funston, Lapham, Pigott, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Fyan, Latimer. Powers, Wadsworth, 
Gardner, Lawson, Price, Walker, 
Gear, Lefever, Was m. 
Geary, Lester, II. Weadock, 
1. aon Wheeler, Ala, 
Gillet, N. Y. yner, er, 
Gillett, Lockwood, Reed, Wheeler, Il. 
gucn; . — —— te, 
oodnt; audensiager, Rey urn, 
~ Lynch, Richards, Ohio Wilson, Ohio 
Grady. Magner, Mich. Wilson, W 
G Maguire, Richardson, Tenn. Wilson, W. Va 
Gresham Mahon, Robbins, Wise, 
Grimm. Marsh. Robertson, La. Wolverton 
Grosvenor, Robinson, Pa. ‘oodard, 
Grout, Marvin, N. Y. Rusk, Woomer, 
Grow, eer, Russell, Conn. right, Mass. 
r. McCall, Russell, Ga. Wright, Pa. 
Haines, McCreary, Ky. Sayers, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
After the first call, 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, would it be 
in order toask unanimousconsent to waive the second call? Iso, 
Task consent to waive it, and that the result be reported on this 
firstcall. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I desire to vote, Mr. S er. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The roll call can not be inter- 
rupted, and the Clerk will proceed. 

The call of the roll was resumed and concluded as above. 

The following pair was announced: 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I withdraw my vote, being paired with 


my — 
Mr. EPES. Iask that my colleague, Mr. EDMUNDS, be ex- 
cused on account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
rise? 


tleman $ 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to move that the House take a re- 
cess until 10 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been developed that there 
is no quorum present, and the motion would not now be inorder. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the absentees be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion could not be enter- 


tained. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move a call of the House. 
The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 
82, noes 18. 
So a call of the House was ordered. 
3 PICKLER. Pending that, I move that the House do now 
ourn. 
he question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
32, noes 26. y 
$o the motion was agreed to. 
And accordingly (at 9 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 
Under clause 2o0f Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 


` 


severally reported from rime tarin Scie Fat tothe Clerk, and 


referred to the Committee of the ole House, as follows: 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 2985) for the relief of Lawrence Tobin. 
(Report No. 1185.) 

By Mr. STRONG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 6131) to grant a pension to Sarah E. Roebuck. 
(Report No. 1186.) 

By Mr. McETTRICK, from the same committee: A bill (H 
R. 2118) for the relief of John B. Leach. (Report No. 1187.) 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: A bill (H. R. 7604) for the nece 
and better protection of American labor and enforcement of the 
laws of the domicile and the restriction of immigration—to the - 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. O’NEILof Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7605) to amend 
section 4488 of the Revised Statutes, relating to life-saving ap- 
pliances on shipboard—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

y Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7606) to amend sec- 
tions 720, 721, 722, and 723 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to the District of Columbia, in relation to mar- 
riages—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COVERT: A resolution assigning certain days for the 
consideration of measures reported from the Committee on Pat- 
ents—to the Committee on 

By Mr. LAPHAM: A concurrent resolution to print 5,000 
copies of the resolutions on patentsand trade-marks adopted by 
the Auxiliary Congress of the World’s Columbian Ex 
held at Chicago October 2, 1893—to the Committee on 


PRIVATE BLLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 7607) granting a pension 
4 Mrs. Aletha D. Plank—to the Committees on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ~ 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 7608) for the relief of John H. 
Alexander—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7609) for the relief of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Loudon, Loudon County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mitiee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7610) for 
8 of Sandford D. Van Pitt to the Committee on War 

ims. 
Also a bill (H. R. 7613) for the relief of S. B. Hume to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7614) for the benefit of E. J. Curley to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7611) to increase 
the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson —to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7612) granting a pension to John Mar- 
graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


rinting. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred p = 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of Nat M. Buford and 45 other citi- 
zens of Dallas, Tex., asking an amendment to the income-tax 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of Charles H. 
Dimick and 32 others, of Lyme, N. H., asking for the enactment 
by Con, of laws enabling the States to enforce their laws 
regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy produce—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of East End Council, No. 
276, Royal Arcanum, Pittsburg, Pa., against income tax as 
stocking beneficiary societies—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

x fe EVERETT: Petition of the president and instructors 
of the Leland Stanford University in aid of legislation against 
lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. FIELDER: Petition of president and faculty of the 
Stevens Institute of Technology, of Hoboken, N. J., for the sup- 

9 of lotteries—to the Committee on the Post- Offles and 
ost- Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of 

in favor of the passage of House bill 7293, amending the 


; 
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interstate commerce law legalizing pooling under certain pre- 
scribed conditions —to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of people of Oregon, for ex- 
empting fraternal orders from the proposed income tax in the 
pending tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest from the people of Oregon, against increase of 
tax on whisky and extension of present bonded period—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of the Presbyterian Church of Lou- 
don, Loudon County, Tenn., for payment of $2,200 for the de- 
struction of their church in the winter of 186364 by the Army 
of the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of F. G. Morrison, J. W. Peter- 
son, and many other citizens of Washington County, Minn., 
against appropriations for sectarian schools—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, resolutions from the Ryan Drug Company and other 
wholesale liquor dealers, protesting against increas: of tax on 
whisky and any extension of the present bonded period—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Edgar Snyder, P. L. Uttley, Henry Neff, 
John T. Black, C. E. Ray, W. Pennington, H. M. Norton, W. 
E. Broadmeadow, H. Behrens, G. H. Gamble, Henry Meyer, 
William M. Branch, E. T. Brown, Alfred Clark, Paul Martin, 
and other St. Paul (Minn. ) citizens, protesting against Congress 
3 appropriations for sectarian schools to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of W. S. Crips and 80 others, of Ot- 
tumwa, Iowa, asking the exemption of fraternal societies from 
Federal taxation—to the Committeo on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition to exempt beneficiary so- 
cieties from income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition to prevent lottery matter from entering the 
eee tates—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Papers to accompany claim of Robert 
Polk, of Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the Board of Trade of Boon- 
ville, Oneida County, N. Y., asking for the e of the bill 
8 sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
7600, for the relief of Benjamin B. Rhoads—to the Committee on 


1 1 Affairs. 

B r. STORER: Resolutions of Cincinnati (Ohio) Builders, 
Exchange, indorsing House bill 7564, to provide penalties for 
crimes attempted by anarchists—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 30, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o’clock, noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. Prayer by the Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., Chap- 
lain of the Senate. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STORER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Yir. HULL, indefinitely, on account of the sickness of his 
wife. 

To Mr. HUTCHESON, for this day, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. BALDWIN] be indefinitely excused on account of 
sickness. 

There was no objection. 


UNCOMPAHGRE AND UINTAH INDIANS. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6557) providing for 
opening the Uncompahgre and Uintah Reservations in Utah. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah [Mr. AVOND] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bil 
which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if 
there bə objection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bett «nected, ete., That the President of the United States is hereby author- 


ized and directed to appoint a commission of three persons, within thirty 


days after the passage of this act, to allot in severalty to the Uncompahgre 


Indians within their reservation, in the 8 of Utah, agricultural and 
grazing lands according to the treaty of 1880, as follows: 

“Allotments in severalty of said lands shall be made as follows: To each 
head of a family one-quarter of a section, with an additional quantity of 
grazing land not excee one-quarter of a section; to each single person 
over 18 years of age, one-eighth of a section, with an additional quantity of 
, land not exceeding one-eighth of a section; to each orphan child 
under 18 years of age, one-eighth of a section, with an additional quantity 
of grazing land not exceeding one-eighth of a section; to each other person 
under 18 8 of age, born prior to such allotment, one-eighth of a section, 
with a like quantity of 19 land: Provided, That with the consent of 
said commission, any adult Indian may select a less quantity of land, if 
more desirable on account of location.” All necessar 
enable said commission to complete the allotments shall be made under the 
direction of the General Land Office. Said commissioners shall, as soon as 
practicable after their appointment, report to the Secretary of the Interior 
what portions of said reservation are unsuited or will not be ed for 
allotments. and thereupon such portions so reported shall, by proclamation, 
be 5 to the public domain and made subject to entry as hereinafter 
prov: z 

Sec. 2. That the remainder of the lands on said reservation shall, upon the 
approval of the allotments by the Secretary of the Interior, be immediately 
opon to entry under the homestead and mineral laws of the United States: 
Provided sThat after three INA actual and continuous residence upon agri- 
cultural lands from date o 
of $1.50 per acre, receive patent for the tract entered. If not commuted at 
the end of three years the settler shall pay, at the time of making final 
proof, the sum of $1.50 per acre: Provided, That the minimum price of min- 
eral lands known to contain rl ea shall be 850 per acre. 

Sec. 3. That persons other qualified to make entries who have, in 
good faith, made mineral discoveries and locations within the limits of said 
reservation prior to the Ist day of July, 1890, and who have complied with 
the law in regard to the en and location of mineral lands as far as practi- 
cable, shall, upon the open of said lands to entry, have the preferred 
right of entering their respective locations for thirty days next after such 
opening, but no longer. 

SEC. 4. That said commission shall also negotiate and treat with the In- 
dians properly resid: upon the Uintah Indian Reservation, in the Terri- 
pal of Utah, for the relinquishment to the United States of the interest of f 
said Indians in all lands within said reservation not needed for allotment 
in severalty to said Indians, and, if ible, procure the consent of such In- 
dians to such relinquishment, and for the acceptance by said Indians of al- 
lotments in severalty of lands within said reservation, and said commis- 
sioners shall 8 any agreement made by them with said Indians, which 
agreement shall become ones te only when ratified by act of Congress. 

SEC. 5. That said commissioners shall receive 80 per day each, and their 
actual and necessary traveling and incidental expenses while on duty, and 
to be allowed a clerk, to be selected by them, whose compensation shall bo 
fixed by said commissioners, subject to the approval of the Secre of the 
Interior; and a sufficient sum is hereby secon to carry out the pro- 
visions of this act, which sum shall be reimbursed to the Treasury out of 
the proceeds of the sale of said lands. 


surveys, if any, to 


settlement the settler may, upon full payment 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Utah? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I haye given some examina- 
tion to the bill. Iam willing, as far as I am concerned, to give 
consent for its consideration, provided the gentleman will agree 
to strike out at this time, in offering the bill, section 3, and also 
that later on he will incorporate an amendment limiting the en- 
tire cost to 816,000. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
have some explanation of this bill before I consent to its passage. 
It is a very important bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection the gentleman will make 
an explanation. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, This is a long bill. 
report read. 

r. RAWLINS. Ican state the purport of the bill, 

Mr. LYNCH, It is quite long, and perhaps a statement of it 
wong cover the grounds better. Iam somewhat familiar with 
the facts. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us hear astatement of it, and then if it 
is desired the report can be read. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Speaker, the provisions of this bill re- 
late to two Indian reservations in the Territory of Utah, one the 
F Reservation and the other the Uintah Reserva- 
tion. 

The Uncompahgre Reservation contains 1,933,440 acres of land, 
and is occupied, as shown by the last census by 1,021 Indians, or 
about 7,600 acres of land to each family of Indians of four per- 
sons. 

These Indiaus formerly owned a large section of land in Colo- 
rado. In 1880, by treaty, they sold these lands to the United 
States. The fund to the creditof these Indians arising from 
the sale of this land amounts now to about $1,700,000. 

By the treaty made with these Indians 18 5 were to have 
lands allotted to them, as provided in this bill, by a commission 
to be appointed by the President. If the lands allotted to them 
were not within their old reservation in Colorado they were to 
pay for the lands at the rate of $1.25 per acre. This bill simply 
provides for carrying out the tréaty made with those Indians, 
and which was ratified by act of Congress, by making allot- 
ments to the Indians in exact accordance with the terms of that 
treaty with them. It will take about 200,000 acres of land to 
satisfy the allotment. 

That is the extent of the provisions of the bill so far as the 
Uncompahgre Indian Reseryation is concerned. It is held by 
the law department of the Government that these Indians only 


Suppose we have the 
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had the right to the temporary occupancy of this reservation, 
with the right to have alottments made to them according to 
their treaty, and this bill carries out that provision of the treaty. 

As to the Uintah Reservation, that contains about 2,100,000 
acres of land. It is occupied by 833 Indians, as shown by the last 
census. This reservation is contiguous to the Uncompahgre 
Reservation. The bill provides that this commission of three 

ersons, appointed by the President, shall treat with those In- 

ians for thecession to the United States of such portions of the 
land within that reservation as are not needed for allotment in 
severalty, and to report any agreement made with them to Con- 
gress for ratification. : 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. There is an effort here, as I under- 
stand, to strike out section 3. I should like to have that ex- 
plained. As I understand it, being a member of the committee, 
that section was put in there to protect certain innocent parties 
who had discovered valuable asphalt deposits upon this res- 
ervation. I should like to have the gentleman explain that. 
Otherwise I can not consent to the bill being passed with that 
section stricken out. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I would state, in regard to section 3, that 
prior to 1890 certain parties, before the boundaries of the Un- 
compahgre Reservation were actually designated, made the dis- 
covery of some asphaltum lands, and not being able to ascertain 
that they were within the reservation, took steps to make en- 
tries of the land in accordance with the mineral land laws of the 
United States, and the provision of this section was to give them 
a preferred right of entry for thirty days after the opening of 
the reservation. I would state to the gentleman from Kansas 
that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] made objec- 
tion to this provision in the bill, on the ground that it showed 
some favoritism, and that he believed all people ought to have 
an equal chance to make entries. 

Rather than have the bill delayed I preferred to consent that 
thatsectionshould goout,and for this reason: The Supreme Court 
of the United States, in 121 United States Reports, in a case like 
this, arising in the Black Hills, where persons in good faith made 
mineral discoveries and locations within an Indian reservation, 
held that upon the opening of such reservation those parties would 
have the right to prove such act of possession prior to the open- 
ing as tending to show their possession, and such persons were 
given a preferred right against subsequent locators. So that, 
without this section, I think that those persons who have gone 
upon such reservations who have got an equitable right at the 
opening of the land would be protected. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Not without a lawsuit, would they? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Well, I think so. I have submitted this 
question to the Department, and I think they are fully pro- 
tected 0 far as they show that their rights have accrued in 

ood faith. 
£ Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The gentleman knows this fact, 
that there are a large number who have made discoveries, who 
have attempted to make entries, and they did it in good faith, 
and that such a showing was made to our Indian Committee. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I am aware of that. I think those parties 
will be protected fully in their rights; and believing that, I 
prefer, rather than have this bill delayed, that it should be 
passed without this section. I will ay that this bill is dBA 
and recommended by the Secretary of the Interior. Itis unan- 
imously reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs to the 
House. It has been favorably reported by the Senate Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and it is an urgent matter. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How many acres belonging to 
the Government does this bill distribute among the Indians 

Mr. RAWLINS. It will require from 160,000 to 200,000 
acres to satisfy the Uncompahgres. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Two hundred thousand acres of 
land belonging to the Government of the United States are to 
be allotted Pree these Indians by this bill. Is that so? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes; in accordance with a treaty already 
aone with the Indians, and which treaty was ratified by act of 

ngress. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That may all be true; but it 
seems to me that that is too important a thing to be done by 
5 5 ae consent; and therefore, Mr. Speaker, I will have to 
object. 

r. RAWLINS. Will the gentleman agree to take up the 
bill, say for an hour, or for some such time? 

Mr. ILLIAM A. STONE. I will not object to it; but it does 
seem to me that a matter of such importance as 200,000 acres of 


land, which I suppose is certainly worth a great deal of money, 
ought not to be disposed of in this way. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Let me say to the gentleman that this bill 
has been indorsed by the Interior Department and the law de- 
partment, and the rights of the Indians have been fully ascer- 
tained, and also theobligationsof the Government. It is reported 
favorably by those expected to pass on the bill. It is desirable 
that the bill should pass now, so that this commission can go to 
work and accomplish what it is desired that they should accom- 
plish during the present summer, in order that the treaty made 
with the Indians may be reported to Congress at the next ses- 


sion. ; 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What committee reported this 
bill; the Committee on Indian Affairs? 
Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir; it is unanimously reported by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and also by the Senate committee; 
and it is expressly recommended by the Secretary of the Inte- 


rior. 
Mr. LYNCH. I will say to the gentleman that these Uncom- 
pahgre Indians occupied a reservation in Colorado from 1868 to 

882, and then they were moved from that reservation in Colo- 
rado and were temporarily placed upon this reservation until 
a suitable location could be obtained for them. 

Three tribes of them were paid at that time $1,700,000 for their 
lands in Colorado, with the understanding that those Indians, 
whenever a suitable place could be found for them, would be as- 
signed another reservation. They were placed temporarily upon 
this, which contains about 2,000,000 acres; and there are about 
1,000 Indians, old and young. Now, they have no right on this 
reservation except that of possession, because it has not been as- 
signed to them 77 7 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I will look into 
this matter, but I would not like to allow the bill to pass by 
unanimous consent just now. It is altogether too important, as 
it involves 200,000 acres of land belonging to the Government. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. As a member of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, I wish to say that there are about 2,000,- 
00C acres of this land. Under the treaty made in 1880 the In- 
dians will receive from 160,000 to 200,000 acres, releasing to the 
Government for sale 1,800,000 acres. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will examine the bill; but for 
the present I object. 


AMENDMENT OF SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS’ ACT. 


Mr. ROBBINS. I ask unanimous conset for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5603) to repeal an act entitled “An 
act to amend the laws relative to shipping commissioners,” ap- 
proved August 19, 1890. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will give us some ex- 
planation of this bill. 

Mr. ROBBINS. The effect of this bill is that by its provi- 
sions the righte and obligations of ordinary contracts, as pro- 
vided for by the general law, are restored between the owners 
of ships and seamen engaged in the coastwise trade. In 1872 an 
act was passed Wen for shipping commissioners; in 1890 
an amendatory law was passed, making certain provisions of 
the shipping commissioners’ act applicable to seamen ange ed 
in the coastwise trade. It is that act of 1890 which this bill 
seeks to repeal. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. What act does this bill seek to 
repeal? Is it the law requiring a certain percentage of seamen 
to be American citizens? 

Mr.ROBBINS. No, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. What does it relate to? 

Mr. ROBBINS. It relates to the coastwisa trade. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. In what respect? 

Mr. ROBBINS. In this respect—that the rights and obliga- 
tions of ordinary contracts as provided for by the general law 
are restored between the owners of ships and seamen engaged 
in the coastwise trade. In other words, if this bill becomes a 
law, both 8 and seamen engaged in shipping between 
ports of the United States will be governed by the general law 
of contracts 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The same law relating to seamen 
shipping from American ports to foreign ports? 

Mr. ROBBINS. The bill would have no effect at all on sea- 
men engaged in that trade or shipping under the provisions of 
the shipping act. I will state to the gentleman—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Is this bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries? 

Mr. ROBBINS. It has been unanimously reported from that 
committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Iwasa member of that committee 
when the legislation which is now sought to be repealed was re- 
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ported the committee and was passed by Co . Iwill 
object on this bill for the present, but will — — occasion during 
the day to look into the matter. 

COMPARISON OF HANDWRITING IN COURT. 


Mr. RAY. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 7258) to authorize the comparison of handwrit- 
ing by courts and juries in cases where the genuineness of asig- 
nature or writing is in dispute was read. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Has this bill been reported by the Judiciary 
Committee? 
Mr. RAY. If I can have attention for a minute 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 

Mr. RAY. Task the gentleman to withdraw his objection. 
I do not see what reason he can have for objecting. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ADALINE J. PROPS. 


Mr. TERRY. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6228) granting a pension to Adaline 


J. 55 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Adaline 
J. widow of Lewis C. Props, a soldier in the Southern or Sabine war 
of á, and allow her a pension rated at 915 per month. 
; The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
OWS: 
Strike out the word "fitteen,” in line 7, and substitute in lieu thereof the 
word eight; so as to allow a pension of 88 per month. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill 
Mr. REED. What is the nature of the case that it should be 
brought up here for consideration to-day instead of taking the 
usual course on Fridays? 
Mr. TERRY. This is the case of a widow of a soldier of the 
Sabine war. 
Mr. REED. The Sabine war? 
Mr. TERRY. Yes; the Southwestern war or Sabine war, as 
itis called. The report states the whole case fully. It is a 


unanimous from the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. REED. Why should it be brought up now, instead of 
taking the re r course at Friday night? 

Mr. TERRY. Well, itis ht up now as other cases are 


prongs up every day. There have been passed through the 
ous2, by unanimous consent, as the gentleman knows, more 
important bills in regard to pensions than this which have never 
been considered in Committee of the Whole. 
The gentleman will understand the difficulty that we have in 
' getting a quorum to consider these bills at the haces. ht ses- 
Sions; and unless we can get some of them 3 wa 
3 1 ee bir not get them 
t eon ope of getting them passed. 
Mr. Š We used to get them through. I 
Mr. TERRY. That may be true; but I will state to the gen- 
tleman that there has been some trouble of late, and we have 
difficulty in securing the presence of members. 
Mr. REED, Who have made thetrouble of which the gentle- 


man 3 

Mr. TERRY. Well, various members. It was made on your 
side of the House last night; sometimes it is on this. 

Mr. HULICK. I think I can answer the gentleman from 
Maine as to who made the trouble. A gentleman on this side of 
the Hall had a Dill to pay an old soldier his pension, but there 
was objection raised on that side of the House, and the bill was 
defeated, and a quorum was called; and no other pension bills 
were considered last night because of the objection on that side 
of the House. Nothing could be done in reference to any other 
bills on that account. 

Mr. TERRY. Ido not want to get my case involved with any 
other cases or with any objections that may have been hereto- 
fore made; but the real point was thatthe bill towhich the gen- 
tleman refers was beaten last night, and after that the point of 


ough at all. 


no quorum was made by its friends. 
. PAYNE. Did t relate to the Sabine war? 
Mr. TERRY. No. 


Mr. HULICK. It was for a soldier of the late war. 
Mr. LOUD. This is all very interesting, but I think I will 


demand the re r order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is 
the call of committees for re $ 1 

The committees were but no reports were nted. 


The SPEAKER. The morning heur begins at twenty-five 


JUNE 30, 


minutes before 1 o’clock, and the call rests with the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


POSTMASTERS, OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Honda, I 
call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 7020) to readjust 
the ies and allowances of the tmasters at Guthrie, O 

homa City, and Kingfisher, in O oma Territory. I ask that 
3 be considered in the House as in Committee of the 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that it had better be considered 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union to consider the bill. 

The motion was to. : 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 7020, and the Clerk will 
read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to allow to the postmasters at 
S and Kingfisher, in Oklahoma Tersitory, the same — 9 bre J ayi 


annum, that would have been allowed to said officers had the classi- 
fication been made July 1, 1889. n 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I ask for the reading 
of the report, which fully explains the nature of the bill. 
The report (by Mr. DUNPHY) was read, as follows: 


‘The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred 
the biil (H. R. 4699) to authorize and pe 


dtrect the readjustment of the salaries 
and allowances for the ters at Guthrie, ee Ee and Oklahoma 
City, in Oklahoma Territory, beg leave to report a bill in Heu thereof, and 
recommend its passage. 


A similar bill was reported from this committee inthe -first 88 
and the report thereon stated 5 5 sh 
In support of this recommendation 5 — committee state that by pros- 
lamation of the President certain lands in the Indian Territory were thrown 
$ n Very short time there- 
and so 
ness were at a rate 
offices. 


ana Chay ho — — ene yment Of 
a 
annum tothe K x — — 5 alth 


ters had been reported to the Post-Ofiice Department and 
— ae provided by ISW- 


= eee at various places, therefore, ormed labor 
largely in excess of that uired Eam ma Sros — — and yet the 
Was auth to pay them the amount au law 

to fourth-class The P eral recom- 


to be paid postmasters. 

mends that a bill be passed authorizing him to pay these postmasters 
same from J 1, 1889, that they will be entitled to under the law re- 
te hand eir salaries, to take effect from July 1, 1890, as is shown by the 
following letter received from the Department: 


“*OPFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
“< Washington, D. C., April 80, 1890. 


Sm: In to your 
5623, to irra a aia t 
for the 


make report for a salari 
offices on the basis of t ... Offices for the four quar- 
ters ended March 31. 1890, to e effect July 1 next. 

It will be o ‘that, by operation of existing law, there is no neces- 
sity for this legislation. nder the present law, however, there is 
no provision for a retroactive adjustment of salary, and I am of the opinion 
that, in justice to the postmasters at these offices, the salary, as shown 
the adjustment now in pr SS, Should be made to take effect from the first 
day of the period which form the basis of the adjustment; and so Irec- 
— mn > 

Very respectfully, 
NO. WANAMAKER, 
„ Postnaster-General, 

Hon. H. H BINGHAM, 

“Chairman Committee on the Post-Ofice and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


“Your committee think this Is but just and reasonable, as the postmasters 
at those places have given good service and have received but little gam. 
pensation therefor. e therefore recommend the passage of the bill, Which 
embraces the objects sought to be accomplished by the oe bills.“ 

The 8 . ngs vine — the then post- 
master at Guthrie etails, show! ə justice of this measure. 
The same situation existed at Oklahoma Clty — Ä2„2 The state- 
ment is as follows: 

“The Guthrie post-office was established in April, 1899, there being at that 
time but one post-office in existence, which was at Oklahoma City, to sup- 

ly all of the territory which embraced Oklahoma Territory. Iwas notified 

y to take possession as postmaster of the Guthrie post-office 
April 7 — that time the city of Guthrie had at least people in 
u. Theoffice ‘been in o; in a tent, conducted under the 5 
sion of George M. Christian, Assistant Superintendent of the Rallway Mat 
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from the 224. When I took possession of the office there was not 
building erected; the office was conducted in a tent 10 by 12. There were, 

81 alow calculation, 50,000 letters still in mail bags which had not been o 
d about a carload of newspaper mail. It was utterly impoible to houses 
mail; as tents were scarce, and the United States troops guarded it 

ht and day. 
“About May g I nad erected a building into which I moved the post-office. 
fa ay tans ne Pas uss ado at an expense to muvee ot about 
ac’ racks, eto. e at an e 

4000 ns At day we undertook to open and distribute the mail in this 


57 od ad to be called to remove them. I then cut holes in the side of the 
uil — 


de exce 
utside of each of those windows which averaged at least one-half mile in 


bears 

“The office was open from daylight to dark, the nighttime being used to 
gradually handle what mail had been previousty accumulated. The Depart- 
ment refused, owing to the size of my bond, to furnish me with the neces- 
gary supply of stamps to fill the demand. ‘The sale of stamps for the quar- 
ter w ended June 30, 1889, amounted to fully $3,000, one-half of which 
never appeared upon therecords of the office, as they were stamps chased 
at Arkansas City, Wichita, and Kansas City, Mo. o record was kept for a 
long time of the peony mete because of the fact that it was utterly impos- 

ble to keep clerks for that purpose. j 
3 line to which I have referred never broke up even during the night- 
time for fully eight months. The records show that the receipts of the first 

ear Fomine eo April 22, 1889, until April, 1890, amounted to about $12,000. 
The space which I occupied in the building for the use of the t-office was 
renting in like buildings throughout the town at from $65 to per month. 
The average time pus in the ofice by myself during that year was about 
Sixteen hours per day. A bill was introduced in the -first Congress at 
the suggestion of the then Postmaster-General to authorize him to pay the 
ters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher the same sa in 
889 as ae bylaw being paid the other postmasters according tothe pts 
of the office. 

“These offices were, under the law, classified as fourth class, and the post- 
masters salaries were gauged by cancellation to in no event exceed $1,000. 
The receipts from box rents alone in my ofice d the first year were 
about 81. of which I received npg Bayt teint e amount of busi- 


the first Fag was the largest busi- 
ness ever done by any fourth-class office in t 
ment. The office was unable to be classified, although it began business in 
April, 1839, up until July, 1890. In other words, maiing t 
tually amount to fifteen months, the bill contemplates merely the placing 
of the postmasters at these three offices, who had been put to e 
expense, upon the same footing that they would have been placed had the 
Postmaster-General had any discretion in the matter. 

“In other words, if the receipts of a post-office are $12,000 a year the post- 
master is entitled by law to a compensation of 82,400. This bill was calcu- 
lated to allow these offices which were only fourth class in name the same 
salaries as every other P error S who is doing that amount of business 
receives in the United States. The extra amount of work, inconvenience, 
etc., are matters which of course do not a in this calculation, and are 
matters which perhaps can not be taken into consideration, except as ex- 
2 of the then existing situation. The Department allowed clerk 

to all of these offices in keeping with the amount of business ordinarily 
done in second-class offices, which shows that it was purely owing to the 
jaw as it exists that the postmasters were unable to obtain fair recompense 
for their services.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. I would like the gentleman in charge of the 
bill to explain further its provisions; also what charge it in- 
volves upon the Treasury. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, it 
seems that the Territory of Oklahoma was opened to settlement 
on the 21st day of April, 1889; and these three post-offices, 
Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher, were then fourth- 
class offlues; but there was such an extraordinary rush of popu- 
lation into the new Territory that from the very beginning these 
three fourth-class offices did a business equal to a Presidential 
office. Under the law, however, the Postmaster-General could 
not make a proper allowance to the postmasters. 

It seems that under the law, although the offices had been do- 
ing a business much in excess of that required to make them 
Presidential offices, yet they could not be made such until the 
receipts for four successive quarters had been reported to the 
Department, and then, too, only to operate in the future. Of 
course all the business done in the past had to be done without 
compensation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman from 
North Carolina if the purpose of this bill is to reimburse these 
parties for actual payments for clerk hire, ete.? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No, not exactly; but 
to put them on the footing of Presidential offices from the Ist 
day of July, 1889, and on that basis to regulate the compensation 
as if the offices had been originally established on that basis. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I see that this report is based on an old re- 
port made in the past Congress. Has there been any call on the 
present Postmaster-General for his opinion concerning it? 

Mr. HENDERSON ofNorthCarolina. Iwillstate that this bill 
was directed to be reported to the House by Mr. DUNPHY, but 
he being absent to-day, I had to take charge of the bill. I find 
that there is no report here from the present Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. I did not know that fact until morning, but I think 
there is no doubt about the facts set forth in the report. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What amount of money would be donated— 


for it is a donation, pure and simple—to these postmasters if the 


bill shall pass Congress? 
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Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I can not tell exactly 
the amount. 

Mr. LOUD. Not exceeding twelve or fourteen hundred dol- 
lars. That would be the extreme amount required. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I should say about 
that sum. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There are three of them? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, did they not nore the offices under 
the law as it existed at the time; and was there any effort on 
their part to resign and get out from the work, and let somebody 
else in who was willing to do it? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I suppose not; but this 
is a remarkable case, a case that probably would not repeatitself 
once in a hundred years. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What I want to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to is the fact that that is regulated by clerk hire in the 
Departments. The responsibility of the office occurs under the 
general law. They have a division in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment where, from time to time, additional clerk hire is granted 
for olllees similar to this; and it has always struck me that if an 
officer is not satisfied with the compensation fixed at the time 
of his accepting the office he ought not to complain untilhe has 
made = effort to rid himself of the responsibility and tried to 
get out. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I think 
these are extraordinary cases, and that these postmasters should 
be allowed the amounts recommended. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. These cases occur ail over the country, 
although not so pronounced as this. New York City increases 
2,000 inhabitants per week. This is an extraordinary case, but 
it is not in Oklahoma alone that thishasoccurred. Thegeneral 
law has provided that, in order to prevent any ‘‘ cooking up,” if 
I may use the slang phrase, of salaries of officers in newly-estab- 
lished offices, or old ones for that matter, the business shall run 
for a period of three quarters. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Four quarters. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Four quarters, and that upon that period 
of four quarters the salary shall be fixed. 

Mr. LOUD. For the future, but not for the past. 

Mr. McMILLIN. For the past; the general law controls. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Under the general 
law they would receive nothing for the past. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the law under which the postmaster 
holds fixes the compensation for those four quarters. Now, you 
seek by this bill to make a donation four years after this 
occurred and after these postmastersare presumed to have gann 
out. Idoubt not they got the rich emoluments of these offices 
after the readjustment, did they not? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. After the readjust- 
ment they were entitled to pay for the future. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then they held on for four years; because 
under the ruling of the Post-Office Department they allow an 
officer to hold for the term of his second commission, if I re- 
member correctly. Therefore, these officers had not only that 
year’s term, but a four years’ term after the rerating of the 
salary and the change to a Presidential office. Now, it does 
seem to me that, holding on for that length of time, they ought 
not to have this donation in times of stringency, when receipts 
are running behind expenditures to the extent of $75,000,000 per 
annum. We should not issue bonds to get money out of which 
to make such donations as these. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Under the general law, the clerk hire was 
increased in proportion to the business of the offices, independ- 
ently of the adjustment of salaries. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have stated already that the clerk hire 
was regulated by the amount of business all the time, and the 
amount given was in the discretion, under the appropriation, 
of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, I will yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup]. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, while to a certain extent the 
statements made by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo- 
MILLIN] are correct—that is, that the Government is runnin 
behind in its receipts, and that the postmasters who accep 
these appointments understood the conditions, yet there were 
conditions existing in these three offices that exist in no other 
offices in the United States. The gentleman says that this is 
but setting the example for many claims of this character that 
are before Congress from many parts of the country. I would 
say to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that we 
have a Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads I believe 
equal in intelligence and honesty and integrity to the gentle- 
mar. MOMILLIN, 1 willing to admit its jority, if it 

Mo - Lam superiority, 
will do youanygood. Idonotquestionitatallinany particular. 
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Mr. LOUD, 


We have carefully considered these cases, and 
this is the only case that we have seen fit to report to the House. 
| And if we did not believe and seo upon the face of it that these 

claims are actually meritorious we should not have reported 


them. There had to be post-offices in these cities. Somebody 
had to conduct the business. Somebody had to take the position 
and si Sore the 8 the Government to recompense 
him. o gentleman said that the persons who occupied these 
offices occupied them three years subsequently, and received the 
emolimentstherefrom. LIadmitthatthey did; but they received 
a salary for the first year of $1,000, while they were conducting 
offices which, had they been classified, would have returned them 
$2,400 or $2,500. They never can receive anything for the extra 
amount they have expended in rent, in preparing a place for a 
second-class office, with the salary 8 to a fourth-class 
office; and I can safely assure the gentleman that the amount 
granted in this bill will not recompense these gentlemen for the 
extra amount expended during the first year. 

A MEMBER. ho are the claimants? 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not know the names of these postmasters. 
I do not care who they are. Here was a salary, in one case, of 
$1,000 for a town of probably 15,000 or 20,000 inhabitants. A 
city of 20,000 grew up almost in a night. 

do not care if the Government was running behind $500,000,- 
000 in a year, I do not believe the day will ever come when the 
Government can not afford to perform an act of justice between 
it and its citizens such as is contained in this measure. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

Mr. PICKLER. As an inspector in the public land service I 
happened to be in these towns during the opening of Oklahoma 
Territory. Asa tof my duty in establishing land offices, I 
was at Guthrie, her, and Oklahoma City frequently. I 
want to say to the committee that in my opinion money was 
never more justly earned than these postmasters earned this 
money. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] states it alto- 
gether too recy fe when he calls this a donation. I wasin the 
town of Guthrie in the morning when there were from two hun- 
dred to three hundred people, land office officials, officials of 
railroads, and some persons who ought not to haye been there; 
and at 3 o'clock in the afternoon it is estimated there were as 
many as fifteen thousand people on the ground. It was nearly 
the same at Oklahoma City, and there was a very large number 
at Kingfisher. These postmasters had this burden cast upon 
them at once. I believe that gi every word that is stated 
by the postmaster there is true. I was in there week in and 
week out, and I have seen a long line of 
ong er than across this hall, from daylig 
to get their mail. 

hese postmasters were put under extraordinary burdens to 
take care of the mails. They had no facilities, and they earned 
this money if ever men did. These offices bounded in one day 
up to Presidential offices. These men who did the work there 
had to do it under peculiar circumstances, bearing a peculiar 
burden. Now, it is not a donation, as the gentleman states. 
These men earned their money; they did their duty. They took 
care of the post-offices of those cities that grew up ina day, 
when the people were demanding their mail, which rendered it 
one of the most extraordinary affairs that has ever been known 
in the history of this Government. Itis nota precedent. You 
will never have aye like this again. The truth about it 
is, that Oklahoma Territory was opened with very little Jaw for 
the 1 There was not sufficient law enacted for the 
opening. It simply opened up the land, without any further 
provision in re to a great many matters that ought to have 
been provided for in advance. 

The postmasters did their duty under most trying circum- 
stances. They had nowhere to take care of the stamps. The 
were in a tent in the morningof the 22d. I remember very well 
the frame structure that was pat up to accommodate the post- 
office at Guthrie and the long line of people seeking to get their 
mail. I was at these three different towns afterwards. It was 
a part of my duty to visit these places, and the land offices of 
these places, and I know that these three postmasters did their 
gay cag earned their money. 

. DOCKERY. Will the gentieman state to the House, as 
Ihave no information on the question, whether or not additional 
allowances were made for extraordinary clerical hire on account 
of the extraordinary conditions? 

Mr. PICKLER. I can not state particularly as to that. Iun- 
derstand an allowance was made for the clerks that came in 
there, but these postmasters got nothing for these services at 
the beginning, being simply treated the same as other fourth- 
class postmasters are, and were not paid for the services that 
they rendered. 


people standing there, 
t until dark, seeking 


Mr. DOCKERY,. The Postmaster-General is allowed money 
out of which to make extraordinary allowances for clerk hire 
under exceptional circumstances. Do you know how much these 
postmasters obtained? 

Mr. LOUD. It was very limited in character. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is the gentleman able to say what the al- 
lowance was? 

Mr. LOUD. Ican not say; but they are always necessarily 
small, and I do not know the amount that was allowed. 

Mr. PICKLER. It was extremely difficult to take care of 
postal matters there. There was a great press in the telegraph 
as well as postal matters, and as a Government officer, so diffi- 
cult was it to communicate by wire, that [had to go 60 miles up 
to Arkansas City to telegraph to the Secretary of the Interior. 

That shows the pressure there wasin obtaining telegraph com- 
munications; and it was just as great or more so in postal mat- 
ters, and it was a puzzle not only to the authorities there as to 
management of matters, but to the tal authorities here. 

I think matters were well managed in each of these cases, and 
these gentlemen earned their money. They have never been 
paid. This is no donation. Our action in 8 for this 
case can not be a precedent, because nothing like this case will, 
in my opinion, ever occur again. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does not the gentleman think that a simi- 
lar state of things has occurred recently upon the opening of 
new towns in Oklahoma? 

Mr. PICKLER. Nothing like this. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has not the same thing occurred at the 
opening of the gas belt? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not suppose that anything like this 
particular case has ever occurred. At Guthrie there were at 
noon three hundred men and at night there were fifteen thou- 
sand. And I remember very well that the citizens assembled at 
sundown on the night of the 22d, and, American-like, elected a 
mayor for the city, although they had come in there only that 
afternoon. The circumstances connected with the settlementof 
Oklahomaobtained a world-wide celebrity, were heralded every- 
where, and I do not think there ever was a parallel. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield three minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, it appears to me there is 
very little complication about this proposition. According to 
my recollection the distinguished gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. DOCKERY] was on the Committee on the Post-Office and 

ost-Roads in the Fifty-first Congress when this matter first 
came up for consideration. The reason a bill of this character 
was not acted upon in that Congress was in the fact the gentle- 
man having it in charge failed, on account of absence or some 
other reason, to submit the action of the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, which was in effect the same as the bill 
under consideration. 

The case is simply this: The law will not allow a new post- 
office to rank as other than fourth-class, and the compensation 
of the postmaster can not exceed $1,000. In these three cities 
in Oklahoma Territory it was found upon an adjustment of the 
accounts at the end of the year that one of the offices was en- 
titled to be rated as a third-class office and the two others as 
second-class. The several 8 received, of course, ad- 
ditional compensation for clerical services because the amount 
of work was extraordinary. The statute permits extraordinary 
allowance for clerk hire. The simple proposition in this bill is 
to place these officials upon the same basis with other officers 
doing a similar amount of work. Under the general statute, 
whenever a certain amount of work is done in a post-office a 
certain compensation follows. 

It is but simple justice that we should make such an allowance 
in this case. It is to me a matter of surprise that it has not been 
done before. These postmasters, having performed under the 
law a certain amount of work, are entitled to the compensation 
that the law fixes. It was not within the discretion of the Post- 
master-General to make the necessary allowance, because under 
the law, until there has been an adjustment of accounts for one 
year, an office can not be rated as other than fourth class, even 
though the office is doing as much post-office work as is being 
done to-day in the city of Washington. Itis but justice to these 
officials who have done this work that they should be compen- 
sated in accordance with the work they have performed. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore,a message from the Sen: 
ate, by Mr. GARRETT, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 6500) to define 
and establish the units of electrical measure; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 


1894. 
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POST-OFFICES, OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

The committee again resumed its session, Mr. RICHARDSON 
of Tennessee in the chair. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield three minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the situation of the post- 
masters in the cities named in this bill is peculiar, and the ac- 
tion which we are asked to take can not be regarded as in any 
sense a precedent to govern Congress hereafter. The manner in 
which this Territory was opened to settlement and the long de- 
lay preceding such opening caused thousands of people to assem- 
ble on the border, waiting the time when the proclamation of 
the President should permit them to enter. 

When the day arrived, thirty, forty, or fifty thousand people 
rushed in; and between the time fixed by the President's proc- 
lamation, 12 o’clock noon, and the close of the day there assem- 
bied at different places in the Territory as many as five to ten 
thousand people, who proceeded to form future cities. Such a 
thing as that never occurred before in this country and will 
perhaps never occur again. The condition of things was anom- 
alous and remarkable, 

Now, a fourth-class post-office is one at which the compensa- 
tion is less than $1,000 a year. The work of such an office is 
very light for one man to perform. But these offices in Okla- 
homa assumed from the beginning the condition of Presidential 
post-oftices. There were at once formed cities of five, eight, 
and ten thousand people. 

In these cities there were not buildings suitable for postal pur- 
poses; and the olfices were without box facilities and without 
carriers for the delivery of letters. Those postmasters practi- 
cally began business on the very ground. For several weeks, 
end widens cases for months, they had to keep their offices in tents, 
or other temporary structures. Great risk was incurred in the 
handling of the mails; and it is unjust to require the work to be 
done for the salary of fourth-class postmasters. This billsimply 
adjusts these salaries on the basis of work actually done from the 
time those offices were opened, and just as other postmasters are 


aid. 
5 Mr. DOCKERY. Whatwas the amount actually paid these 


ostmasters? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know. I have not the data which 
would enable me to answer that question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. They could not get 
more than $1,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I mean for additional clerk hire. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Theclerk hire has nothing to do with the 
question. The clerks who were employed got the pay for their 
own services, but this did not increase the emoluments of the 

tmasters. They should be paid such salaries as they earned 
y reason of the magnitude of the duties they performed. 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield three minutes 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lock woop]. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Chairman, this is not, so far as the 
amount of money is concerned, a very important matter; butas 
a precedent, it strikes me as being exceedingly important that 
the House should carefully consider it. 

At the time of the appointment of these gentlemen as post- 
masters at the places indicated the salaries were fixed by law 
not to exceed $1,000 per annum. The extra clerk hire they re- 
ceived. Now, if they are to come in, two, three, or four years 
afterwards, and make a claim by reason of extralabor performed 
by them, and the increase of the duties of their offices, what is 
there, I ask, to prevent many thousands of postmasters through- 
out the country coming to Congress and presenting a similar 
claim? There are many cases throughout the country where 
there have been rapid increases in population; but the salaries 
of the postmasters are readjusted at stated intervals by the 
Post-Office Department, the readjustments being made on the 
business done by the office; and on that basis there are offices 
throughout the country where the salary would have to be in- 
creased from five hundred to a thousand dollars and more per 
annum, 

I remember a case to which my attention was particularly 
called, the post-office in my own city, where the fact was dis- 
closed that the salary would have been from nine hundred to a 
thousand dollars more than was actually paid for several 
months on the basis of the readjustment. 

Now, if these postmasters had been doing this extra work, 
then, under the principle invoked by this bill, these men to whom 
Ihave referred have a just and proper right to come to Con- 
gress, and in the spirit of this proposition now pending and 
advocated before the House, would have the right to ask to 
have their claims adjusted and to bə paid extra compensation 
for the time they have been doing the additional work which 
has come to the office in the ordinary course of business. It 


seems to me that it would be a precedent and the establishing 
of a rule which would be antagonistic to the principle regulat- 
ing the postal service throughout the country, and would result 
Lenape and disadvantageously not only to this service, 
but to all the other branches of the public service. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I think the commit- 
tee now understands the question, and I ask a vote. 

Mr. BYNUM. I trust the gentleman will yield to meforfrom 
three to five minutes before that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
to the gentleman from Indiana, 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr.Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Lockwoop] has correctly stated, in my judgment, the 
effect of this bill. These are not the only cases throughout the 
country. In the gas belt in Indiana, the growth of towns and 
cities has been almost as marked and equally rapid as the 
growth of these places in Oklahoma. In the town of Elwood, 
Madison County, the census of 1890 showed a population of some- 
thing over 2,009, but within a short period a ay had 4 up 
with a population of from eight to ten thousand people. is 
was the case also in Alexandria, about 10 miles off, which in 
four years increased from a town of 250 to one of more than 7,000 
N 

‘here are, I believe, six or seven Presidential post-offices in 
that county to-day, all of these butone haying sprung up imme- 
diately upon the discovery of natural gas. hen I visited 
these towns I called on the tmaster at Alexandria, and he 
informed me that he was anxious to resign because of the great 
labor he was compelled to perform and the small compensation 
he was receiving. With all the work he could do he was re- 
quired to work every Sunday all day to get his reports up, and 
he could not succeed even then. Such was the case at Elwood, 
the 8 at that point paying almost his entire salary for 
clerk hire, and absolutely working for nothing himself. 


I yield five minutes 


If this is to be reopened you will find twenty offices at least 


in Indiana where they are entitled to additional allowance such 
as is provided by this bill. Idonot think the precedent ought 
to be established. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Before the gentleman takes hisseat, will he 
permit me to ask him if in the cases he has referred to those 
offices had not been already established? 

Mr. BYNUM, Yes, they had been fourth-class offices; but by 
reason of the rapid increase of population the work was greatly 
increased. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In this case, in Oklahoma, these offices 
were just established. Yours had been established for some 
time and were running on that basis. 

Mr. BYNUM. I know; but I am simply calling attention to 
the fact of the increase of business there, owing to the discovery 
of natural gas. Whether the offices had been formerly estab- 
lished cuts no figure. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
Lask a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN, General debate, if there be no objection, 
will be considered as closed, and the bill will be read for amend- 
ments. There is but one section of the bill which the Clerk 
will read. 

The bill was again read, no amendments boing offered. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill favorably to the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move toreport the bill to the House with 
the recommendation that the enacting clause be stricken out. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
42, noes 68. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No quorum. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina and Mr. MCMILLIN were 
appointed tellers. 

Phd, 8 again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
noes 85, 

The CHAIRMAN, Under the rule the Chair will direct the 
roll to be called. 

The roll was called, when the following members failed to 
answer to their names: 


Now, Mr. Chairman, 


Adams, Ky. Breckinridge, Ky. Crawford, Gardner, 
Aldrich, Brickner, Culberson, Gear, 

Allen, Broderick, Cummings, Geissenhainer, 
Apsley, Brosius, Curtis, Kans. Gillet, N. Y. 
Avery, Brown, Curtis, N. Y. Gillett, 
Baldwin, Burnes, Dalzell, Goldzier, 
Barnes, Burrows, Dingley, G 

Belden, Cadmus, Draper, orman, 

Bell, Colo. Caminetti, Dunn, Grout, 

Bell, Tex. Campbell, Dunphy, Grow, 
Beltzhoover, 8 art, Durborow, Haines 

Black, Ga. Chickering, Edmunds, Hall, Minn 
Bland, Childs, Eliis, Ky. armer, 
Boutelle, Clancy, spen Hatch, 

Bower, N. C. Cockran, Fielder, Heard, 
Bowers, Cal. Cooper, Fithian, Henderson, Iowa 
Branch, Cornish, Funston, Hendrix, 
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Hicks, McKeighan, 

Hines, ohn, Robinson, Pa. Tarsney, 

Hooker, N. Y. Mercer, Rusk, Taylor, Tenn. 
kins, Pa. Meyer, Russell, Ga. Tracey, 

Hull, Montgomery, Ryan, Tucker, 

H n. Tse, Turner, Ga. 

I. Johnson, Ind. Murray. Scranton, Turner, Va. 
Johnson, Ohio Mutchier, Settle, Turpin, 
Jones, Neill, Shaw, - ern 
— ig Newlands, Sherman, ` 
5 ONeill, Mo Stewie —.— 

„ Neill. ` ckles, — 
33 Paynter, Sim; Washington, 
Lefever, Pearson, Sipe, Wa 
Lisle, Pence, n Weadock, 
Loudenslager, Pendleton, W. Va. Somers, Wheeler, Ala. 
Magner, Phillips, Stevens, White, 
Marsh, Post, Stockdale, Whiting, 
Marshall, Quigg, Stone, W. A. Wilson, Wash. 
Marvin, N. Y. Ray Stone, Ky. Woomer. 


McAleer, Rayner, torer, 
McCleary, Minn. Richards, Ohio Strait, 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the committee will rise 
and report the names of the absentees to the House. 

Tho committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

rted that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 7020) to readjust the salaries and allowances of t- 
masters at Guthrie, O oma City, and Kingfisher, in Okla- 
homa Territory and the committee, finding itself without a 
quorum, that the Chairman had caused the roll to be called, in 
accordance with the rule, and herewith reported the names of 
the absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The namesof the absentees will be entered 
upon the Journal. One hundred and ninety-three gentlemen 
have answered. The morning hour has expired. 

PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 

The SPEAKER. There are a number of on bills which 
have been considered in Committee of the ole at the Friday 
evening sessions and reported to the House. If there be no ob- 
jection, the Chair would like to submit those bills to the House. 
There are some twenty or twenty-four of them. If there be no 
objection, the House will take up those billsand dispose of them. 

r. JONES. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER. There are certain pension bills that have 
been ted to the House by the Committee of the Whole, 
having been considered at Friday evening sessions. These bills 

_ areon the Calendar ready for consideration by the House, and 
if there be no objection, these bills will be considered by the 
House and disposed of, 

There was no objection. 

The bill (H. R. 5697) granting a pension to Ellen Connor, 
widow of Patrick Connor, deceased, having been reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it be referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, it was accordingly referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The following bills having been reported from the Committee 
of the Whole with amendments, and with the recommendations 
that as amended they do Pe were severally considered, the 
amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 

agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time: and being engrossed, were read the third time and 
passed, and motions to reconsider the votes by which the bills 
were were severally laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 2108) to perfect the military record of Warren 
Alonzo Alden; 

A bill (H. R.4811) granting a pension to Mary Trimble, the 
crippled, helpless, and destitute daughter of Benjamin Trimble, 
late of Nevin's Independent Battery, Light Artillery, Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers; ` 

A bill (H. R. 710 to inerease the pension of Mary Stahl; 

A bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to Sarah Oddy; 

A bill (H. R. 1461) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Andrew L. Grugett as a former member of Company 
E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry in the war of the rebellion, and to 
grant him an honorable discharge therefrom; 

A bill (H. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 6206) granting a pension to A. F. Neely; and 

A bill (S. 920) to pension Brown, of Berlin, Vt. 

The following bills, 3 m the Committee of the Whole 
without amendment, and with the recommendation that the; 
do pass, were severally considered, ordered to be engrossed ren 
read a third time; and being engrossed, were read a third time 
and passed, and motions to reconsider the votes by which the 
bills were Lea were severally laid upon the table: 

A bill (H. R. 5351) granting a pension to Celestia P. Harrt; 

A bill (H. R.5194) to pension G. O. Grenier, of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 3971) for the relief of Martha A. Holt, widow of 
Thomas C. Holt; 


ees 


A bill (H. R. 314) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 


5 
Ta bill (H. R. 1110) to correct the military record of Calvin Dan- 
A bill (H. R. 4671) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against — name of Joseph G. Utter; and 
A bill (H. R. 4651) granting a pension to Harriet T. Vosburg. 

The following bill reported to the House from the Commit: 
tee of the Whole, with the recommendation that it lie on the 
table, was considered and ordered to lie on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of the widow and heirs of Mar- 
cellus Pettit. 

The SPEAKER. This includes all the bills that have teen 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. There are a num- 
ber of bills that have been laid aside with the recommendation 
that they be reported, but which have not been reported. 
pe DOC Y. Ihope consent will be given to dispose of 

em. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwill state to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that they are in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Butthey have been considered and laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation, but have not been re- 


ported. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole found itself 
without a quorum and could not report them to the House; but 
0 have been considered. 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. They are on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. But not reported to the House; and theor- 
der related to those which had been reported to the House. 
There are a number of bills the committee has considered and 
has laid aside to report. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous 

e Speaker be considered 


consent that the bills referred to by 
as having been reported. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that, as to those bills laid aside to be reported, the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from their further con- 
sideration and that they be put on their passago. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 


ELECTRICAL MEASURE. 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, there isa House 
bill with Senate amendments of a verbal character that I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (EL R.6500) defining and establishing the units of electrical measure. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires to be absent on Mon- 
day, and he asks unanimous consent to call this bill up and dis- 
pose of the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. These are only verbal changes 
and the changing from a small letter to a capital. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate amendments were concurred 
in was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Speaker, I objected a while ago to a 
request made by the gentleman from Indiana. I want to with- 
draw that objection. It appie to all bills d on Friday 
night of last week and one which last Friday night. 

r. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman also make the ex- 
ception to the one that was passed on the previous night? 
r. STALLINGS. Oh, yes. 

The SPEAKER. If there be noobjection, the House will pro- 
ceed to consider the bills which had been ordered to be laid aside 
witha favorable recommendation. A general order will be made 
to discharge the committee from the further consideration of 
the bills so that they may be considered in the House, 


BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 


The Committee of the Whole was discharged from thefurther 
consideration of the following bills; which were severally read, 
the amendments recommended by the Committee of the Wholé 

to, the bills passed, and motions to reconsider the votes 
by which the several bills were passed were laid on the table: 

The bill (H. R. 1106 granting a pension to Mrs. Susy Conway; 

The bill (H. R. 1196) to restore E. Trickey, children 
of Hartwell M. Trickey to the pension rolls (title amended); 

The bill (H. R. 6050) for the relief of Margaret A. Woods; 

The bill (S. 307) for the relief of Earnest C. Emerson; 

The bill (H. R. 3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bews; 

The bill (H. R.953) to grant a pension to Allie Dill Broughton; 

The bill (H. R. 6103) for the f of Mrs, Mary A. Menefee; 
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The bill (H. R. 3816) granting a pension fo Mary Ann Dono- 


hue; 
S rhe bill H. R. 3065) to increase the n of James Lane; 
The bill (H. R. 6634) to grant a pension to Edwin Overman, an 
insane child; 
The bill (H. R. 6361) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith; 


and : 
The bill (H. R. 6213) to pension Harriet R. Tait. 
BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENTS. 

Tho following bills wereseverally passed without amendments 
and motions to reconsider the votes by which they were passed 
were severally laid on the table: 

A bill (S. 573) granting an increase of pension to Wells John- 
son; and 

A bill (H. R. 2726) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing againt the name of Edwin J. Butler. 

INDEFINITELY POSTPONED. 

The bill (H. R. 1197) for the relief of Frederick Ottstotts, re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole with an adverse rec- 
ommendation, was laid on the table, with the order that its 
consideration be indefinitely postponed. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it be to meet on Tuesday next. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 

To Mr. HEARD, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. BOUTELLE (on request of Mr. MILLIKEN), indefinitely, 
on account of sickness. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the House adjourn. 

ELECTRIC FANS FOR HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Mr. SHELL. Mr. Speaker, I have a resolution for which I 
ask immediate consideration. It will not take more than a 
minute to dispose of it, and I think it is privileged. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw the motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do for the present. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hesolved, That the Architect of the Capitol be directed to place in the Hall 
of the House of Representatives such number of electric fans as he may 
deem necessary for ths proper ventilation of said Hall and for the comfort 
and healthfulness of the members, the expense thereof to be paid out of the 
contingent fund. 

The resolution was agreed to. 1 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 5912) for discharge of Julius L. Briggs as sergeant. 
(Report No. 1200.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clauso 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
mo consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 

ollows: 

A bill (H. R. 7593) for the relief of Rhoda Rucker, of Tennes- 
see the Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 726) for the relief of Charles M. Kennerly—the 
Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2902) placing upon the pension rolls the name of 
L. D. Gilbreath—the committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
anil referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 6759) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Harring- 
ton—the Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and joint resolution of the 
esata | titles were introduced, and severally referred as fol- 
ows: 
By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 7615) 
leges to road houses in the District of 
ttee on the District of Columbia. 


ranting special privi- 
lumbia—to the Com- 


By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 199) . 
to the medal of honor authorized by the acts of J aly 12, 1862, ani 
March 3, 1863—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, ern bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 7616) settling the claim against 
the United States of George Lemley, of Junction City, Kans.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7617) allowing to Calvin H. Freeman and all 
other members of the Nineteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Infantry the privileges and benefits of sections 2304 and 2306 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7618) granting an honorable discharge to 
Thomas C. Johnson, of Concordia, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7619) granting commutation money to Con- 
rad Schmidt, of Junction City, Kans.—to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7620) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy 
Walker, of Green, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7621) to correct the military record of Georgo 
W. Richardson, of Haddam, Kans.—to the Committes on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R. 7622) poma pension to 
Adaline Kauffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7623) granting 
a pension to Cassie Perkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 7624) granting a pension to 

Talitha E. Buell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 7625) to place William 
Harmon on the retired list of the Army—to the Committee on 


3 Affairs. 
By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 7626) for the relief of Mrs. Vic- 
tor Fabre, Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 


C . 

By Mr. PASCHAL (by request): A bill (H. R. 7627) for the 
relief of A. F. Hensley—to the Committee on ms. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7628) for the relief of Lavaca 
Wharf Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 7629) for the relief of the heirs 
of Israel G. Lash—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause Lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAIR: Petition of the Rockingham County Con- 
ference of Congregational and Presbyterian Churches, adopted 
at its fifty-seventh annual session, June 6, 1894, praying for the 
passage of 5 bill at this session—to the Commit- 


tee on the J aie: 

Also, petition of James G. Walker, of New Hampshire, against 
income tax on fraternal beneficiary orders—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
member of fraternal societies, asking that fraternal beneficiary 
societies, orders, or associations operating upon the lodge sys- 
tem, and providing for the payment of life, sickness, benevo- 
lent, and other benefits to members or dependents, be relieved 
of all national taxation—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Two petitions of Henry 
H. Goodell and 17 other citizens of Amherst, Mass., against the 
introduction of lottery matter or the allowance of its transpor- 
tation from State to State—to the Committee on the Post-O 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of T. P. Marsh and 9 other members 
of the faculty of Mount Union College, Alliance, Ohio, against 
the operations and influence of the Louisiana lottery—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of miners of the Territory of New 
Mexico, praying Congress to permit the law es rp $100 in 
Iabor to be performed annually on each mining c to remain 
in full force and effect to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, for 
the suppression of lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Two petitions of citizens of 
Glenfield, Pa., for exemption of fraternal societies from income 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SETTLE: Petition of the faculty of Trinity College, 
Durham, N. C., concerning lotteries—to the Committee on 
Post-Office and Post- Roads. 
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SENATE. 
MONDAY, July 2, 1894. 
The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the journal of the proceed- 
ings of Friday last, when,on motion of Mr. CULLOM, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of May 31, 1894, a copy of a 
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with 
copies of all correspondence on file in his office relating to the 
alleged erroneous survey made of the Klamath Indian Reserva- 
tion, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Subsequently, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, the vote 
to refer and print was reconsidered, and the communication and 
accompanying papers were ordered to lie on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. MORRILL was, on his own request, granted an indefinite 
leave of absence. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the National 
Prison Association of the United States, of Allegheny, Pa., pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill authorizing the Department of 
Justice to establish a bureau for the identification of criminals 
and the collection and dissemination of criminal information, 
and making appropriation for the same; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
or associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
ene of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ara- 
pahoe County, Colo., praying that the funds of mutual life in- 
surance companies and associations be exempted from the pro- 
posed income-tax \ ebb of the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of Washington Camp, No, 1, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Denver, Colo., and a peti- 
of Silver State Council, No. 3, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanies, of Colorado, praying for the enactment of legislation 
restricting immigration; which were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. VILAS presented petitions of A. R. Boerner and 38 other 
citizens; of A. C. Probert and 34 other citizens; of Henry J. 
Douglaw and 25 other citizens; of S. E. Gernon and 12 other 
citizens, and of J. C. Noyes and 49 other citizens of Winnebago 
County, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying that the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALSH presented a gets of Order Railroad Teleg- 
raphers of North America, of Atlanta, Ga., praying that an ap- 
propriation be made for a national exhibit at the Cotton States 
and International Exposition to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in the 
fall of 1895; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1992) for the relief of Briscoe B. Bouldin, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by him- 
self June 29, 1894, intended to be proposed to the District of Co- 
lumbiaappropriation bill, reportedfavorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and be 
printed: which was agreed to, 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be pro by him to the 
diplomatic and consular appropriaston S ; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
intended to be pro by him to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with 


~ ce mpanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
intended to be propor by him to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and with 
ei 5 papers, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 

rted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the 

dian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CALL, June 18, 
1894, intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and be printed; which was agreed to. 


MINNESOTA RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the following concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives, reported it without amendment, and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and instructed to trans- 
mit tothe House of Representatives any reports that may have been re- 
ceived since his last annual report pertaining to the improvement on the 
Minnesota River in the State of Minnesota. 


GEORGE P. FURBER. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Funds of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. GRAY June 16, 1894, re- 
ported it without amendment. 


Resolved, That there be allowed and paid to George P. Furber, from the 
contingent fund of the Senate, $750, as compensation for his services in the 
8 of the second edition of Senate Election Cases, and the volume 
entitled Privileges of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2172) requiring the use 
of safety fenders on cars operated by cable or electric power 
within the District of Columbia; which was read the first time 
by its title. z 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the bill be read at length, and 
I beg leave to suggest thatas this isa matter of great public 
concern, and a subject that is largely engaging the attention of 
the people of the District of Columbia, I trust the committee to 
which it will be referred may give it speedy and favorable con- 
sideration, and that the Senate may do likewise. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and hereby are, authorized and directed to require each street railway com- 
pany or corporation which may be now or hereafter operated by cable or 
electric power within the District of Columbia to prepare its tracks and 
road bed in such manner as may be necessary to facilitate the use of safet: 
fenders upon the cars of such companies or corporations, and to equip cake 
trs 2 a best attainable fenders for the protection and preservation of 

e and limb. 

Sec. 2. That if any of the said companies or 5 Shall neglect for 
six months after having been directed in writing by the said Commissioners 
to prepare their tracks and road-bed and equip the cars operated by them 
as required by this act to the satisfaction of the said Commissioners such 
company or corporation shall, from and after the expiration of six months 
fromthe date of thesaid notice, pay a fine of $i per gay for each car operated 
by them to which a fender should have been attached. 

The said fines shall be collected in the same manner as other fines due the 
District of Columbia, and when collected shall be paid into the treasury of 
the said District. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a communication from the Com- 
missioners of the District, addressed to the chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, relating to the matter 
offenders. I move that it be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, with the bill which has just 
been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2173) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to establish a United States court in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes,’ approved March 1, 1889, and 
an actentitled ‘An act to provide a temporary government for the 
Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the United 
States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,“ 
approved May 2, 1890; to provide for the redistricting of the In- 
dian Territory for judicial purposes, for an additional judge and 
more United States commissioners, and to prescribe the juris- 
diction, duties, and pamona of such judges and commissioners, 
and for other purposes: which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. s 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2174) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Chester Ogden; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


7041 


Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2175) conferring additional 

wers on United States commissioners; which was read twice 

y its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2176) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Tampa, Fla.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. KYLE. I introduce a joint resolution, which I ask may be 
read at length and lie on the table for the time being. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 94) defining obstruction to railway 
trains, was read the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That no warrant or other process, civil or 
criminal, shall be issued by any United States commissioner, or out of any 
circnit or district court of the United States, against any person or persons 
for the alleged obstruction of any railroad train or trains, unless it shall 
appear that such person or persons have obstructed or hindered such train 
in such manner as to interfere with the safe and convenient movement of 
the part of such train or trains as are essential to the safe and convenient 
transportation of the mails of the United States. And the detachment of 
Pullman or other parlor or sleeping coaches from any railroad train or 
trains shall not constitute any offense against the laws of the United States, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil S bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN ENGAGEMENTS. 


Mr. LINDSAY submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, requested to 
furnish for the use of the Senate, as early as practicable, a statement show- 
ing fully and in detail all expeditions and Cognac had by the military 
forces of the United States with hostile bands or tribes of Indians for the 
period beginning with 1850 and ending with March 3, 1891, showing, when- 
ever possible, the tribe or band engaged or operated t, and submit- 
ting with the said statement copies of all correspondence and reports re- 
lating to the said expeditions against and engagements with the said Indian 
bands or tribes. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
ask for the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Les; I think it is important enough to be 
considered now. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR, I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that it 
should be a direction and not simply a request. A direction is 
the usual form. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I have drafted it as a request. I suppose it 
will operate as a direction, however. 

Mr. HOAR. I believe the universal custom of the Senate is 
to have the heads of Departments directed to furnish informa- 


tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; it should be a direction. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Very well; I will strike out the word “re- 
quested ” and insert ‘‘directed.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so mod- 
ified. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator, if this is to be 
done, going back for forty-four years, whether it would not be 
well to have it go back to the beginning of the Government? 
Then we should have a compact and very convenient and im- 

ortant history of this particular matter. Ihope our Indian war 

istory is over. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will say that there is no objection to that, 
except the great length of time it may take to prepare a re- 

rt of that character. It is desired that this report shall be 

e as speedily as poenis, to enable the Law Department to 
defend claims for Indian depredations. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuggest to the Senator to amend the resolu- 
tion by adding to it a direction for the same information from 
the beginning of the Government, but let the resolution require 
the two to come in separately, so that it can be printed in two 
volumes. There is not, so far as I know, anywhere a good his- 
tory of our Indian wars, either showing the cost of them or giy- 
ing a list of them and a statement of the general circumstances, 
I had occasion some ten or twelve years ago to ascertain the 
cost to the Government of the Indian wars, and the official at 
the Treasury Department procured the information for me after 
a great deal of labor and research. 

r. LINDSAY. In that view the resolution may go over 
until to-morrow, and I shall prepare an amendment to meet the 
suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts. À 

. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will put in a clause that we shall 
communicate these two matters, one before and the other after 
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1850, separately, they can be printed as two volumes, and it will 
be a very valuable historical work. One need not wait for the 


other. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 
RAILROAD STRIKE. 


Mr, CALL. Isubmita resolution, which Lask may be printed 
and lie over until to-morrow morning. 

The resolution was read and ordered to be printed and to go 
over, as follows: 

Resoleed, That a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the 
President, who shall inquire and report to the Senate the cause of tho exist- 
ing strike of railroad and Pullman car employés, and the justice of the de- 
mands of the workingmen, and report by bill or otherwise such legislation 
as may secure justice to the workingmen and be reasonable and fair to their 
employers, and secure the transportation of the mails and freight and pas- 
sengers without interruption, and that such committee be authorized to act 
with a committee of the House appointed for this purpose, and may report 
to their respective Houses the result of their final action. 


PEARL HARBOR SURVEY. 


Mr. KYLE. IL submit a resolution which I ask may be read 
and lie on the table, to come up hereafter. 
The resolution was read and ordered to lie over, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed toinform the Senate 
by what authority and for what purpose the United States Government 
through Admiral Walker is ang & survey or exploration of Pear! Harbor 
on the island of Oahu, Hawaiian Islands, and the results of such survey or 


exploration. 
DELIVERY OF SENATE MAIL. i 


Mr. HOAR. Isubmita resolution, for which I ask immedi- 
ate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to make strict 1 Mat 
into the cause of the failure of a due and prompt delivery of Senate 
and to cause the same to be remedied. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire before the resolution is adopted to say 
afew words. During the last Administration and during the 
prosent there has been great irregularity in delivering mail to 

nators. Ishould receive regularly five Massachusetts papers, 
three morning and two evening papori but sometimes for a 
week they will fail, being received perhaps in a single mail on 
the same day, sometimes two days after ey are due. Oncom- 
plaint to our postmaster here he will make inquiry; he says he 
thinks it is not in his own office, and the matter will be remedied 
for a day or two. For instance, yesterday morning I should 
have received three Massachusetts papers. I received none of 
them in the morning. 

One came at noon, one mail late; the others have not come 
yet. Yesterday at noon I should have received two Massa- 
chusetts afternoon papers, and they came this morning, a mail 
late. The prompt receipt of newspapers is not quite so impor- 
tant, but nobody knows whether the same thing is not going on 
all the time in regard to letters, and especially when legisla- 
tion like that we have had this winter is in progress it is ver. 
important to the due performance of the office of Senator tha 
the mails shall be received promptly. 

I do not think the fault is in the Senate post-office. The same 
thing happened under the last Republican Administration. Ido 
not know thatit would be just, without some 25 to say that 
I think the fault is in the city post-offlos, but still that is my be- 
lief, because where you have three newspapers due in the same 
mail and one comes and the other two do not, it of course would 
indicate that the Northern mail had not miscarried. I haye no 
doubt this is amatter more or less within the experience of every 
Senator. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
may proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1930) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near the city of Lexington, Mo. The bill has been favorably re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce with the usual amend- 
ments, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 3, line 1, afterthe word 
that,“ to strike out if; inline 2, after the word ‘‘spans,” to 
strike out “it” and insert and; in line 6, after the word 
the,“ to strike out main channel” and insert water way;” 
and in line 7, after the word than,“ to strike out three” and 
insert ‘‘four;” so as to read: 


That said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous spans, and 
shall not be of less elevation in any case than 50 feet above high-water mark, 
as understood at the pone of location, to the lowest member of the 
superstructure, nor s the spans of said bridge over the water way of 
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viver be less than 400 feet in length in the clear, and the piers of said 
shall be parallel with the current of said river, and the bridge itself ab right 
angles thereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 10, after the word 
“that,” to strike out: 

lar ees ny constructed as a drawbridge it shall be constructed as a 
pivot drawbridge, with a draw over the main channel of the river at an ac- 
cessible. and the best navigable point, and with spans of not less than 200 feet 
in length in the clear on each side of the central or pivot pier of the draw 
and said spans shall be not less than 10 feet above low-water mark, measur’ 
ing to the lowest member of the bridge superstructure: And provided also,” 
That said draw shall be opened promptly, upon reasonable , except 
when trains are over bridge, for the sage of the whose 
construction shall not be such as to admit of their passage under the draw 
of said bridge when closed, but in no case shall unnecessary delay occur in 
opening the said draw after the passage of said trains, and. 

And insert: 

In case the approach and passage under the channel span of said bridge be 
found at any ins dangerous or difficult of access by the river traffic, the 
ownors of said bridge shall construct, at thelr own expense, such works of 
channel regulation and such aids to navigation asthe Secretary of War shall 
order, to render the approach and passage reasonably safe and easy. 


So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That in case the approach and passage under the channel span 
of said bridge be found at e r FRSA or diMeult of access by the 
river trafic, the owners of bridge shall construct, at theirown expense, 
such works of channel regulation and such aids to navigation as the Sec- 
retary of War shall order, to render the ve hen and passage reasonably 
safe and easy: Provided also, That the said company or e. tion shall 
maintain, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other 
signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 20, after the word 
t within,” to strike out two years” and insert one year,” 
and in line 21, after the word within,“ to strike out “five ” 
and insert three; so as to read: 


And should any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the prog- 
ress of construction, such ch sh be subject to the approval of the 


Secretary of War; and if said bridge is not comme: hin one year and 
completed within three years from the passage of this act, the rights and 
pri hereby gran shall be null and void. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SUITS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask leave to call up the bill (S. 346) to remove 
the bar of the statute of limitation and give the right of appeal 
in certain cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 


tion. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


‘Be tt enacted, etc., That the statute of limitation shall not be in osed in 
any suit brought by any laborer, workman, or mechanic in the Court of 
Claims against the United States to recover claimed to be due him 
under the national eight-hour law: Provided, T. such suits shall be com- 


menced within three years from the of this act: And provided fur- 


passage 
ther, That any number of claimants may join in the same suit, and the 
court may find in favor of some ana spna some, as in law and equity may 
be right, and both the claimants and the United States shall have the right 
to . to the Supreme Court of the United States, irrespective of the 
amount claimed. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The bill would impose an enormous labor 
upon the Supreme Court. I should think there is no necessity 
for an appeal in such cases. Certainly we ought not togive juris- 
diction to the United States Supreme Court in the multitude of 
cases which may arise under the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. A bill similar to this one has been before the 
Senate several times, and it has passed both Houses at different 
times. Itis now drawn in conformity to meet the objections 
made to the bill the last time it was before the Senate. It covers 
the overtime claims of men who were kept at work after the 
eight-hour law was passed. The claims stand under the letter 
of Secretary Thompson, in which he said thatif they would work 
ten hours a day they should receive extra wages. The object of 
the bill is simply to remove the bar of the statute of limitations, 
and let them take their case into the Court of Claims and have 
their claims passed upon there. 


Mr. S N. Butthe bill authorizes an appeal to the Su- 
preme Court. 

Mr. HARRIS. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESID . The regular order is demanded. 


The hour of half t 10 o'clock having arrived, the Chair la 
butore the Sanata the unfintaled DUA : * 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6500) to define 
and establish the units of electrical measure. 


The message also announced that the House had parean tho 
bill (S. 578) gran an increase of pension to Wells Johnson, 
The message er announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 
ie bill (H. R. 2794) to amend the judiciary act of August 13, 
$ 
A bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of P. W. Mitchell, M. C. Fel- 
met, George H. Smathers, and others; and 
; 5 seins resolution (H. Res. 198) to print Agricultural Report 
or 4 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced thatthe Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 171) granting to tho State of North Dakota certain 
lands heretofore set apart as a wood reservation for Fort Totten 
military reservation for the use of the militia of the State of 
North ota, and for other purposes; 

15 bill (S. 1963) for the relief of the sureties of Dennis Mur- 
pay; 

A bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Minneapolis Gas Light Com- 
pany, of Minneapolis, Minn., to Lot fh dpa gas pipes across 
the Mississippi River at Minneapolis; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to appoint three members of 
the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other p oses, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in ttee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not aware what course the committee 
intend to pursue.in regard to the bill, but I desire a separate 
vote on the amendment on 28, which was made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, roviding that barbed wire, commonly 
used for fencing, shall be admitted free of spk 

Mr. VEST. Iwas about to suggest, in order to save time, 
that any Senator who desires to reserve a separate vote in the 
Senate on any specific amendment and have the action of the 
Senate taken upon it shall indicate such amendment, and that 
all amendments not so reserved shall be yoted upon en masse by 
the Senate, 

Mr.SHERMAN. if the question isas to what amendments are 
pending, I desire to offer an amendment to the wool schedule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest, as to the action to be 
taken, that we first take up the amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and amendments to be offered in the Sen- 
ate will of course come up subsequently. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to offer an amendment to the text 
of the bill at the proper time; but there is no hurry about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio will properly come after 
amendments which were made as in Committee of the Whole 


are disposed of. 
Mr. HALE. Does the Senator pronose to begin at the begin- 
ning and go through seriatim with the amendments? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The proposition of the committee is 
that such amendments as any Senator chooses to ask a separate 
vote upon and to have separately considered shall be reserved, 
and when those amendments have been reserved, the others, 
upon which no Senator asks a separate vote, may be at once dis- 
posed of in bulk. 

Mr. HALE. I supposed that was to be the course pursued. 
That is the usual mode, and of course it will save time if it is 
taken. Does the Senator now propose to have other Senators 
indicate the amendments they want reserved? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; but I should like first to indi- 
cate some amendments which I propose to have reserved on the 
partof the committee, and after that Ishall be very glad to have 
each Senator suggest any paragraph or section which he desires 
to have reserved for a separate vote. 2 

Mr. HALE. Let me also suggest to the Senator that, as the 
amendments are not numbered, it is pretty difficult to identify 
them; and when we get through, after Senators have reserved 
any items, if they that, through mistake or by inadvertence, 
they have neglected to reserve an amendment, they exe 2 have 
an opportunity to do so. I hope the Senator will not tina 
case of that kind on a strict enforcement of the rule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There will be no objection to such 
5 being considered as open. I ask to have re- 
served 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will permit me. I suggest to 
Senators that they use the last print of the bill in referring to 


1894. 


he amendments they desire to have reserved, so as to prevent 
confusion at the Secre 's desk. It will facilitate business 
very much if Senators will use that copy of the: bill. 


Mr. HILL. I was going to suggest to the Senator from Ar- 
kansas that all the amendments made as in Committees of the 
Whole should bə regarded as adopted without any formal vote 
of the Senate, except where any Senator desires a separate vote. 
We can not now specify all the particular amendments we want 
a separate vote upon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume there would be no ob- 
jection to that. 

Mr. HILL. That would be satisfactory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is necessary to have a formal vote. 

Mr.HALE. It seems to meI would not agree that theamend- 
ments go nem. con. in bulk. Let Senators first indicate the 
amendments they wish reserved for a separate vote, and then let 
the question be put on concurring in all the amendments not 
reserved. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, In bulk? 

Mr. HALE, In bulk. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That course may be taken, and the 
yote may be taken on the amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole, reserving the right to each Senator to suggest any 
amendment he wishes to have a separate vote on. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator propose to go ahead with the 
committee amendments first? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I intended to do that, and as we 
hae to offer a number of amendments to amendments which 

ve been made in the paragraphs, I desired to do that in the 
beginning. As I understand, amendments will have to be 
offered before the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole are acted on, and I presume, under the agreement just 
now made, we may have a vote on the amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Let Senators first put in a list of the amendments 
they want reserved. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before any agreement is made; I desire to 
reserve all the amendments made to the wool and woolen sched- 
ule. I have but one amendment to offer to that schedule; but if 
that should be adopted it will require slight changes in other 
provisions. IL ask that the amendments made to the whole 
schedule be reserved, and I have also one other amendment I 
desire to offer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not let. the Senator from Arkansas 
designate theamendments he wants toexcept, and then letother 
1 indicate their amendments? It can be done in three 
minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly willing to consent to that 
course. 

Mr. HALE. That would be the best way, because, perhaps, 
we should complicate matters by offering other amendments now. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. e Senator misunderstood me. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the suggestion of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. HILL] is agreed to, it will lead, as it seems to me, to 
inextricable confusion, I do not knowof a single instance where 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole have not 
been concurred in. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. If the Senator from Tennessee will 
permit me, the Senator from New York has withdrawn his re- 
quest. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. I now suggest that every Sen- 
oe indicate the particular amendment or amendments he 

hes to reserve for a separate vote, and then that we concur 
in all other amendments not so reserved. 

Mr. HALE and others. We are ready for that. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I desire to reserve for a separate vote the 
amendment on page 173, section [5] 28, inserting the words 
‘fnot including the salary of the President of the United States 
pee che judges of courtsof the United States, but.” I desire to 

rve that amendment for a separate vote. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to reserve the amendments to the lum- 
ber and wood schedule, on page 39, and also the 5 of the 
free list touching that same subject, on page 119. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to reserve a separate vote on sections 182 
and 1823, being the sugar schedule, pages 40, 41, and 42, and also 
on page 109, Pigg 575, paintings in oil or water colors, 
original drawings, and sketches, etc:; also on page 230, relating 
Mr. PRYE. 1 desiro to ragr 

r. 7 esire to reserve aph 178, relating to 
lumber, in Schedule D, wood, and 8 of 

Mr. GALLINGER. I reserve a separate vote on paragraph 


hay. 
* LODGE. I desire to reserve a separate vote on para- 
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graph 264, relating to manufactures of cotton, and paragraph 
6, relating to matting and mats made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 
Mr. CH LER. I desire to reserve the amendment on 
3, of the first page of the bill, fixing thedate when the acts 
take effect; in lines 6 and 7, on the same page, the words 
withdrawn for consumption;” on page 2, line 25, In relation 
the rate of duty on borax. On page 8, I desire to reserve 
3 in eevee a the duty on lead and 8 a Bh 
age 11, item 69, the duty on s on ne 14, 
duty on iron ore; on page 28, line 5 „the daty on barbed wire; 
on page 37, line 10, the duty on lead ore. 

I had also marked for reservation page 40, being the 
schedule. I take it for granted, however, that if an amend: 
is reserved by one Senator, itcan not be withdrawn by that Sena- 
tor subsequently without unanimons consent. So I omit to ro- 
serve the sugar schedule. 

On page 45, paragraph 193, I reserve a separate vote on the 
duty on rice; on page 53, the spirit schedule; on page 55, the 
wine schedule; on poge 50, paragraph 275, relating to collars 
and cuffs; on page 76, the schedule of silk and silk goods; on 
page 82, paragraph 318}, the amendments to the schedule on 
coal; from pages 171 to 201, the amendments relating to the in- 
come tax; on page 198, section 36, the amendments to the pro- 
vision in reference to keeping books; on pages 232 and 233, sec- 
tion 1, the provision in reference to reciprocity. 

Mr. FRYE. I su 5 the Senator it would be easier to 
reserve the whole bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I had marked a number of amendments I de- 
sired to have reserved. I think the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] has covered most of them, but I desire 
now to understand whether or not if an amendment on which a 
separate vote is desired shall have been agreed to in the gen- 
eral agreement it is then in such a tion that it can not be 
asked for. PERDO] for example, that I wish to reserve a vote 
on paragraph 213a, but do not now give notice of the fact, can 
I do so afterwards? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Maine 5 
HALE] asked in case these amendments were agreed to, and any 
Senator should state that he had overlooked or neglected to offer 
an amendment, would there be objection to his do so, and I 
stated that there would be noobjection. Whilst we should pre- 
fer that these things should be considered and settled now so far 
as possible, of course, if a Senator has overlooked an amendment 
he desired to offer and had made no reservation ot it, there would 
be no desire on this side of the Chamber to take advantage of 
such omission. 

Mr. ALLISON. Onedifficulty I see with the suggestion made 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER ]is that he 


does not propose to amend paragraphs, but alludes to pages and 


topics. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In some cases I have named paragraphs 
and in others not. I think my notice is specific enough. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps it is. 

I desire to reserve the amendments to paragraphs 217 to 225, 
inclusive. 

Mr, SHERMAN. If the Senator hasa memorandum by him: 
I suggest he had better send it to the Secretary’sdesk. [should 
like to send up a memorandum with a reservation of amend- 
ments. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have a memorandum, but it is my own, and 
I do not think it would be intelligible to the clerk. 

Mr. PEFFER. If itis agreeable, [ shall do the same thing. 
I ask unanimous consent that I may be permitted to make out 
such a memorandum immediately. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what are the amend- 
ments reserved by the Senator from Ohio. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to reserve Schedule K, wool 
and manufactures of wool, an graph 685 as to wool. 

Mr. WASHBURN. While the Senator from Iowa is arrang- 
ing his memorandum—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not arranging a memorandum. I find 
that nearly every amendment which I intended to ask to reserve 
has already been reserved by other Senators. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Task a separate vote on 9 191 
on page 45. I also give notice that I shall offer at the p 
time an amendment at the end of Schedule G. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before pointing out the amendments which 
Lask to reserve, I wish to inquire of the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether such amendments as were proposed and re- 
jected will be inorder withoutuny special notice until the 
time comes to offer them? 

Mr. MANDERSON.. There can be no question about that. 
The bill is open to amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. JON of Arkansas. The Senator can offer whatever 
amendments he chooses in the Senate. 
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| Mr. PEFFER. Very well. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where an amendment has been 

concurred in, if the Senator proposes to amend an amendment, 
t would be better to give notice that he intends to offer an 
endment to the amendment, and have that reserved. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iask that paragraph 134, on page 30, be re- 
served; that on page 31, paragraph 138 be reserved; on page 33, 

vaphs 145, 146, 147, 148, and 149, on pages 40 and 41, as to the 
zugar schedule; on page 69, paragraph 264, the cotton schedule; 
paragraph 271, on the same page; e 71, Schedule K, the wool 
N on page 85, paragraphs 339 and 340, and running over 
onto the next page pemgraphs 341 and 342. 

Mr. MANDERSON propose to demand a separate vote on 
paragraph 225, page 51, relating to extract of meat;“ also a 
separate vote on paragraph 367, ‘‘albumen,” on the free list, and 
a separate vote also on the different items ot the sugar schedule; 
and I give notice that as to section 1824, I shalljpropose several 
amendments voted upon as in Committee of the Whole, and also 
some additional amendments to that section. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask for a separate vote on paragraph 
685, placing wool on the free list. 

Mr. PERKINS. In the absence of the Senators from Nevada. 
and at their cha gos I ask fora separe vote on the amendment 
on page 2, line 1, relating to boracic acid. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to reserve for a separate vote the sub- 
stitute for the sugar schedule which I havejust sent to the Sec- 
retary’s desk; also a separate vote upon my amendment offered 
a few days ago upon the subject of placing certain foreign works 
of art on the dutiable list, and also onan amendment placing all 
classes of fencing wire on the free list. 

Mr. POWER. Iam not now prepared to indicate the amend- 
ment I want tooffer. I wish to know if I can do so to-morrow 
morning. I only reached the city this morning, and have not 
looked over the new print of the bill. The amendments I want 
to offer relate to lead products, rice, barley, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state to the 
Senator from Montana that it is impossible to hear him. The 
Chair can not tell what the Senator has said. 

Mr. PLATT. Nothing that any Senator has said in the Sen- 
ate for the last twenty minutes has been heard more than 10 
feet from where he stood. All Senators are engaged in private 
conversation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that no at- 
tempt will be made to transact business until order is restored. 
The Chair will now hear the statement of the Senator from 
Montana. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator can offer his amendments any time. 

Mr. POWER. I understand that I can hereafter offer all the 
amendments I choose. I am not ready to indicate the amend- 
ments that I desire to offer, as I only arrived in the city this 
morning. I understand I can hereafter offer any amendments I 
choose, and that is what I wished to know. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to reserve for a separate vote the 
amendments to spe. Ses 307, page 78, relating to paper. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I wish to reserve whatever dates 
are in the bill at which the bill or the different schedules are to 
go into effect, and also to reserve paragraphs 83, 94, 180}, 224, 
276. 279, 284, 292, 288, 287, 291, 290, 289, and also 269, and 270. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to reserve the amendments in 


paragraph 270. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
residue of the amendments madeas in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], 
whom I do not see in the Chamber, I think, desires to offer some 
amendments to subdivisions 2 and 10, and hence, for the purpose 
of reserving that right tohim, I will make that reservation. I may 
desire myself to offer an amendment placing bags upon the free 
list. I do not observe that that transfer has been made. I ma 
also desire to amend paragraph 244 as to a word or two where 
think a clerical mistake has possibly occurred. I desire also to 
give notice that I shall move to place a substance known as 
cenotannin upon the free list. 

Mr. ALL I desire to reserve the proviso which J submit- 
ted on Friday last. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I desire also to reserve the amend- 
ment in section 5, on page 124. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the residue of the amendments made as in Committee of the 


Whole. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Lunderstand that on Friday last, after I left, 
some change was made in the crockery schedule, but I have not 
been able toexamine it. I will therefore reserve for the moment 
the . schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisunderstood thatif any Senator has omit- 

ted by accident or otherwise this morning to call for a separate 
vots upon any particular amendment, he can have an opportu- 
' nity of doing so notwithstanding this general concurrence? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is understood. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas, That has been agreed to twice. Let 


it be agreed to again. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. It has not been announced by the Chair. I 
desire that it shall be understood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that to be 
the agreement. The question is on concurring 15 55 residu 
of the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 88, line § I propose 
to strike out the word quart” and insert the word!“ pint.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to thè amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the word “quart,” in line 6, and 
insert the word“ pint;” so as to read: 

Green and colored, molded, or pressed, and fiint and lime glass bottles 
holding more than 1 pint, and demijohns and carboys. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 12 in the same amendment 
after the word “ one,” I move to strike out the word ‘‘ quart,” 
and insert * pint,” so as to read: 

And vials, holding not more than one and not less thau one-quarter of a 
pint, 1} cents per pound. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator desire the paragraph to be 
agreed to as amended. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; I am obliged tothe Senator 
for the suggestion. 

Mr. FRYE. That should be acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on concurrin in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as 5 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In ragraph 94, page 17, ling 10 I 
move to strike out twenty“ and insert twenty-two and a half” 
before the word ‘‘ cents ” so that the paragraph will read: 

94. Cast polished piate glass, finished or unfinished and unsilvered, not 
ceeding 16 76 5 inches square, 5 cents por square foot; above the d 
exceed 24 by 30 inches square, 8 cents per square foot; bo N 
not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 22} cents per square foot ore 
that 35 cents per square foot. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move as a new paragraph, to be 
inserted on page 40 as paragraph 1803: 

180}. Toothpicks of vegetable substance, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to make an inquiry of t g 
Senator in reference to the amendment. Is 35 per cent on tooth: 
picks proposed as a revenue duty or for the protection of thé 
manufacture of toothpicks? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Simply as a revenue duty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I supposed so. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 224, 
page 50, and insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 224, as amended as 
in Committee of the Whole, in the following words: 


2%. Nuts of all kinds, including cocoanuts shelled or unshelled, not 
specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


And insert: 

224. Cocoanuts in the shell, and other nuts, shelled or unshelled, not spe- 

cially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 269, page 69, of the 
new print—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator, as he says, ney 
rint.” that this is the proper print. This is the first print of th 
ill in the Senate, and therefore the clerks should deal with i 

rather than the old print which they have had heretofore. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the case. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 269 I move to strik 
out the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole and r 
store the words“ twent; p cent ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be pinton: 

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 269, page 69, lines 16 and 17, 
strike out 4cents per square yard,“ and restore the House pro+ 
vision, 20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 

230. Hemp and jute carpets and carpetings, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. The proper statement of the question is 
nonconcur in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 
If the amendment is nonconcurred in, the House provision isleft 


standing. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well; let the question be put 
in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring i 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, strikin 
oe 20 per cent ad valorem” and inserting ‘ 4 cents per squa 
yard. 
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Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Arkansas recommends that 
the amendment be nonconcurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

The amendment was nonconcurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 276, page 71, I move 
in line 1, after the word edgings,“ to insert the words ‘‘net- 
tings and veilings,” with a comma, and in line 10, to strike out 
“forty” and insert fifty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

276. Laces, edgings, nettings and veilings, embroideries, insertings, neck 
ruffiings, ruchings, trimmings, tuckings, lace window curtains, tamboured 
articles, and articles embroidered by hand or machinery, embroidered 
handkerchiefs, and articles made wholly or in part of lace, rufflings, tuck- 
ings, or ruchings, all of the above-named articles, composed of flax, jute, 
cotton, or other vegetable fiber, or of which these substances or either of 
them, or a mixture of any of them is the component material of chief value, 
not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent afi valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 279, page 72, line 5, 
after the words ‘‘carbonized wool,” I move to insert 15 per 
cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. As that is the schedule I have asked to 
have reserved, I hope the Senator will let it pass over inform- 
ally for the present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment to be proposed from the 
committee might be adopted, and then the Senator can reserve 
the right to move to amend afterwards. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That course will not preclude the Senator 
from Ohio. 3 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishould be glad to have this amend- 
ment acted upon. It does not conflict with the Senator's amend- 


ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihavenoobjection,if thatisunderstood. I 
wish to deal very frankly with the Senator. I propose to offer 
an amendment making a duty on wool—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We can not hear on this side what 
the Senator is saying. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If this amendment should be adopted, then 
some changes might have to be made, and I do not want any 
changes made that would cut off the proper motion which may 
follow my amendment if it is adopted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, This is 1 amendment to an 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, which is pend- 


ing. 
_Mr.COCKRELL. And it will leave the amendment still pend- 


ing. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It does not conflict with the Sen- 
ator’s amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Regular order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 279, page 72, line 5, after the 
words ‘‘carbonized wool,” insert 15 per cent ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 9, of the same paragraph, I 
move to strike out ‘‘ fifteen” and insert“ twenty;” soas to make 
the paragraph read: 

279. On flocks, mungo, shoddy, garnetted waste and carded waste, and 
ear noils, or carbonized wool, 15 per cent ad valorem, and on wool 
of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals, in the 
form of roving, roping, or tops, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question Is on agreeing to the 
paragraph as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. COCKRELL. No. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is agreed that the paragraph 
shall remain open for the present. 

Mr. PLATT. It stands now on the question to concur in the 
amendment as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so understood. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 284, 
page 73, and insert: 

284. On clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- 
scription, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, felts not specially provided for in this act, all the fore- 


com wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, 


going, 
goat, alpaca, or other animals, including those having India rubber as a 


component material, valued at above $1.50 per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem; 
valued at less than $1.59 per pound. 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 292, page 75, I move 
to amend the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 
by inserting 32} instead of 35 per cent; so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

292, Treble ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetian carpets, 32} per cent 
ad valorem. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as amended will 
be considered as concurred in, if there be no objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I find that I have not these amend- 
ments in regular order. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not like to go so fast. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is one of the amendmends not to be 
concurred in. It remains open. It is in the woolen schedule, 
the schedule referred to by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The woolen schedule I understand 
is to remain open after the committee amendments to it are 
adopted. 

Mr.PLATT. Allright. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What was the amendment just adopted? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thirty-two and one-half per cent 
on treble ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetian carpets, in- 
stead of 35 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould have said nothing, but the Chair stated 
that the amendment as amended would be concurred in without 
objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
is agreed to. The paragraph as amended is left open. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out in paragraph 
287 „thirty-five“ and insert ‘‘forty,” in line 6; so as to read: 

287, Aubusson, Axminster, Moquette, and Chenille carpets, figured or plain, 
carpets woven whole for rooms, and all c: ts or carpeting of like charac- 
ter or description, and oriental, Berlin, and other similar rugs, 40 per cent 
ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 288 I move to strike 
out “thirty-five ” and insert ‘‘forty ” in line 10; so as to read: 

283. Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, fi or plain, and all 
pd ct or carpeting of like character and description, 40 per cent ad va- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 289, line 12, I move 
to strike out “thirty-five” and insert ‘‘ forty; ” so as to read: 

289. Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like 
character or description, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 290, line 16, I move 
to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to read: 

290. Velvet vi 
warp or . ait e 8 1 — 
tion, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 291, line 20, I move 
to strike out“ thirty-five” and insert ‘forty-two and one-half;” 
so as to read: 

291, Tapes a 
11 
per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I leave the dates open for the pres- 
ent and will ask the Senate to consider them later. These are 
all the committee amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let us begin with the first amend- 
ment reserved. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires the attention of 
the Senator from Arkansas. What was the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas as to paragraph 270? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The motion of the committee was 
to strike out ‘‘ fifteen” and insert twenty“ in line 20, of para- 
graph 270. 

r. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read at the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 20, paragraph 270, page 69, strike 

out “ fiftteen”’and insert twenty;“ so as to read: 

270. Burlaps, containing not over forty threads to the square inch count- 
ing warp and filling, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 270 has been reserved, I believe. 
If it is not, I give notice that I want it reserved. 

Mr. PLATT. And 5 271. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 271 has been reserved, 
the Chair will state. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 270 should have been reserved. 
I have it on my memorandum. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It can be reserved. There is no 
objection to that, if the Senator desires it. 

r. COCKRELL, The amendment was adopted, and the 

raph is still pending. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In paragraph 320 I ask that the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole be noncon- 


lain, and all carpets or carpet- 
on the warp or otherwise, 423 
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curred in and that the paragraph remain as it came from the 
other House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 320 the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, struck out “‘ fifty” and inserted “thirty” 
before per eent.;” go as to read: 

hts, chess-m: chess-balls, and billiard, and baga- 
3 or oiha materials, 30 per cent ad —— = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment. 

The amendment was nonconcurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reserved amendments will be 
stated in their order in the bill. The first reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know whether it is the first one or 
not, but there is an amendment in charge of my colleague, who 
is absent from the Senate, and I fear on account of illness, though 
I do not know, as I have not seen him since we adjourned on 


Friday. In view of the absence of my colleague, I should like to 
have it d over until he comes in or until later in the day. 
Mr. T. That is all right. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first reserved amendment will 
be stated. 
Mr. RANSOM. Is it in order now to offer an amendment to 


e bill? 

Mr. VEST. 
ments. 

Mr. RANSOM. Allright. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reserved amendments will be 
stated in their order. 

The SECRETARY. Page 1, line 3 

Mr. VEST. That is about the date. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let that go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The second reserved amendment 


will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, On page 2, lines 6 and 7—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. The next reserved amendment is to in- 
sert the words or withdrawn for consumption.” 

The SECRETARY. Lines6and 7, page l, after the word coun- 
tries,” insert the words “or withdrawn for consumption.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Those words are wholly unnecessary, whether 
in or out. They do not change the bill a z 

Mr. SHERMAN. Icalled the attention of the Senate earl 
inthisdebate toit. There is another provision in the bill whi 
carefully fixes the whole matter, and I think these words ought 
to be dropped; not that they will do any harm, but they may 
possibly create a doubt as towhat is made perfectly clear by an- 
other section of the bill. 

[think they ought not to be inserted. No doubt in confer- 
ence they will be dropped anyway, because there is another pro- 
vision in the bill which fixes the rule that all goods in warehouse 
or withdrawn for consumption shall pay the duty imposed by 
law at the time of the withdrawal. That is the rule, and itis 
not necessary to have the words inserted here. They will not 
do any great harm however. 

Mr. VEST. There is a difference of opinion about this mat- 
ter. We discussed it at the time. We prefer that the words 
shall be retained in the bill. It can be afterwards in 
conference if the position of the Senator from Ohio is correct; 
but for the present we prefer to let it stand as it is, because a 

ood many of us do not agree with the Senator from Ohio as to 
the words being unnecessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenextreservedamendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On 2, line Hate je oe 2, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the ole, struck out 20 per cent ad val- 
orem” and inserted 2 cents per pound;” so as to read: 

2. Boracic acid, 2 cents per pound. 


Mr. PERKINS. In the absence of the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] I ask that this amendment be passed over for the 


present. 
5 85 ä Without objeetion, it will be so 
ered. 

Mr. VEST. What is the order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment just read be passed 
over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought it was understood that the rate 
was to be made 3centsa pound. I think we might as well dis- 
pose of it now. 

Mr. VEST. L never heard of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I must have been misinformed. 


Let us get through with the reserved amend- 


Mr. PERKINS. The Senator from Nevada desires to offer 
an amendment at the proper time and I gave notices for his ben- 
efit. I would rather have it passed over for the present, until 
he is in his seat. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Ths next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ireserved on page 2, the tenth paragraph, 
ores borax, and I ask that it may be passed over with the 
other. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection, itissoordered. 

The SECRETARY. On page 8, line 12; “lead products *—— 

Mr. ALLISON. There are no amendments there. So none 
could have been reserved. 

Mr. POWER. I wish to offer an amendment at that point. 

Mr, ALDRICH. TheSenator from Montans can do that after- 
wards. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator can offer his amend- 
ment whenever he chooses. It is not necessary to have these 


paragraphs held up for that purpose. 
. The next reserved amendment will 
stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 11, paragraph 69, the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole inserted sea moss or Iceland moss; 
80 as:to read: 

69. Sponges, sea moss or Iceland moss, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, inserted as paragraph 1093: 

Iron incl manganiferous iron also the dross or idu 
from burn’ pyrites, 40 cents per ton.. ae ea TA 

Mr. ALLEN. I move tostrike out that paragraph. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator can not move to strike out 
the amendment. He can ask the Senate to nonconcur in the 
amendment, which is his only chance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska that his object can be accomplished by vot- 
against concurrence. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question is on concurring in tho 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. : 

Mr. ALLEN. I will withdraw my motion. 

Mr. HILL. What is the precise question before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, inserting 
as a new paragraph what will be read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

109}. Iron ore, inclu manganiferous iron or - 
quurn frou ban V F 

Mr. HILL. I desire to say a few words upon that question. 
The effect of concurring in the amendment made as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole would be to place iron ore upon the free list. 
Every Senator will understand that to be the effect of his vote, 
if he votes to nonconcur in the amendment made as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Ido not p to reiterate toany extent the remarks which 
I made upon the subject as in Committee of the Whole. I had 
supposed, until the debate was had the other day, that it was 
conceded so be one of the Democratic principles that raw mate- 
rials—iron ore is one—should be placed upon the free list. I 
was informed by some Senators who participated in the debate, 
that that is a new doctrine. I do not so understand it. If there 
is any one thing which can be regarded as settled, it is that the 
Democratic party, ever since tariff reform has been raised, con- 
sidered iron ore asa raw material, and that raw materials should 
be placed upon the free list. 

Tcall the attention of the Senate especially to the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, made to Congress last December, 
in which he argues ably and satisfactorily in favor of placing 
raw materials upon the free list. Our Democratic Secretary of 
the Treasury especially argues in favor of placing iron ore on 
the free list. He shows that it will be a benefit to the whole 
country. He demonstrates that it is desired by our manufac- 
turing interests, and he says that free raw material should con- 
stitute a permanent feature of our revenue legislation. He es- 
9 any tax upon iron iron. 

The House of Representatives, true to its Democratic in- 
stincts and traditions, 5 and policies, has seen fit to 
place this article upon the frealist. In my judgment the Dem- 
cratic House can not consistently or conscientiously recede 
from that position. It is better that we should recede now than 
to wait until forced to do so by the action of the conference com- 
mittee. It is better that we should stand up for this Demo- 
cratic principle here and now than to wait until compelled, as I 
think we shall be, to do so when the House of Representatives 
shall have taken action upon this subject. 


1894. 


Ido not propose to detain the Senate. Words are useless. 
5 arrangement is to be put through. This torn 
d tattered McKinley act, for that is about all the pending bill 

, is to receive the approbation it seems of the Democratic Sen- 
ate. For one I protest, and so far as I am concerned I propose 
to vote again in favor of free raw material. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish toask the Senator from New York a ques- 
tion. Will the Senator explain to the Senate why it is that the 
committee reported a duty of 40 cents on iron ore? 

Mr. COCKRELL, And why is it not a revenue duty strictly 


and fairly. i 
HILL. The Senator can argue with his Democratic Sec- 


Mr. 
retary of the Treasury and not with me. I can not explain why 


itis puton. I know of no reason for it gg that it is a part 
of the arrangement under which the bill expected to go 
through, 


Mr. KYLE. I have understood from experts that iron ore in 

e northern regions can be placed upon the cars for 25 cents 

rton. Under the McKinley act there is a duty of 15 cents a 

n. We propose to retain 40 cents. 

Mr. HILL. It is a question of principle and not a question of 

gures, I think the Senator agrees with me that it ought to 
laced upon the free list. 

Mr. KYLE. Then let us vote to put it on the free list, 

Mr. HILL. That is precisely what I am endeavoring to do, 
and it will be puton the free list if the Senator from South 
Dakota will vote with me, and Democratic Senators will vote 
with me. Of course we expect Republican Senators to vote the 
other way, as they believe in protection, as it is called, and we 
do not believe in protection to any extent. I do not expect my 
motion to prevail, but let us make the record. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to argue the 

eneral question as to the duty upon raw materials, including 
E ore, but I wish to correct a mistake into which the Senator 
from New York has inadvertently fallen. If the amendment be 
rejected it would not put iron ore upon the free list. It would 
leave it with a duty of 75 cents a ton, as under the McKinley 


act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. If we simply reject the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole that would be the effect of the action. 

Mr. HILL. The effect of it would be to restore the condition 
as it existed in the bill when it came from the other House. 

Mr. VEST. It would be necessary by affirmative action after 
that, if the Senate should reject the amendment, to put ironore 
upon the free list. Otherwise it would leave the McKinley act 
in force as to iron ore. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. HILL. The bill as it came from the other House Ferrie 
iron ore upon the free list. The Senate came in here and as in 
Committee of the Whole has 3 upon it a duty of 40 cents 
per ton. If we do not concur in the amendment the House pro- 
vision stands. That is as plain as A BC, 

Mr. VEST. This is a new section entirely. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me? Is 
he not mistaken in saying it would leave iron ore at the present 
duty? Would it not come under the provisions of the bill in 
some general clause? I do not know what the rate of duty 
would be, but I imagine it would be provided for by some clause 
as to articles not specially enumerated. 

Mr. ALLISON, -It would be 20 per cent under the pending 


bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missouria 
question. This isa very important suggestion he has made for 
our understanding of the bill. Is anything left of the McKinley 
act, as he understands it? Does he understand that all matters 
which by inadvertence or otherwise are omitted to be specific- 
ally named in the bill go back under the McKinley act? 

Mr. VEST, There is a provision in the bill that all legisla- 
tion inconsistent with the provisions of the proposed act is re- 

d, but there is a good deal of the Mc ey act left in 
orce. There is a good deal of the administrative provisions of 
the McKinley act left in force. 

Mr. HOAR. I am speaking of duties. The administrative 
features constitute another matter. Does the Senator under- 
stand that any McKinley duties are left in force? Will he give 
us a few instances? 

Mr. VEST. If any of the duties in the McKinley act are not 
inconsistent with the pending bill, they are in force. I can not 
eall any to mind which would be left force; but the general 
provision of the bill is ‘that all acts and parts of acts incon- 
sistent with this act are hereby repealed.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 

m Missouri to the fact that on all manufactured articles not 
pecially provided for, either in the free list or on the dutiable 
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list, there is a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem, and on all arti- 
oipe partly manufactured there is a duty of 20 per cent ad va- 
orem, 

Mr. VEST. Then iron ore would not go back to the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would not go back to the free list. II 
would either be dutiable at 10 per cent or 20 per cent. I think 
iron ore would be rated at 20 per cent, because it is partly man- 
ufactured. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I take it for granted that the Senator from 
New York intends, if his motion is adopted, and it is not likely 
25 De» fe follow the matter up by a motion to put iron ore on the 

res . 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that, in 
order to save the trouble of two votes, the motion be putin this 
way, to nonconcur in the amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole, and that the article be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. VEST. That isa different proposition. There is no ob- 
jection to taking a direct vote. 

Mr. HILL. Then we can take the whole vote together, 

Mr. VEST. As I was going on to remark, we have already 
stricken iron ore from the free list, where the House of Repre- 
sentatives put it, and it would be necessary to put it back. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the vote be taken in that way, so as 
to save trouble. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is objection, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. We shall never get through with the bill un- 
less we proceed in an orderly way. The Senate, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, have recommended a duty of 40 cents on iron 
ore, and the question is whether we shall concur or nonconcur in 
the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. That is the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. And then, after we have done that, there is 
another amendment, W out the House provision placing 
iron ore on the free list. The question will be on concurring 
in that amendment. : 

TA VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has stated the ponding 
question. 

Mr, ALLISON, 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the paragraph will be stricken out 
if the vote is in the negative. 

Mr. HILL. I ask for the yeas and nays on concurring in the 
amendment. 

Mr, CHANDLER. The Senator from New York stated that 
of course the Republicans would vote to retain the duty on iron 
ore, That is true, but it is because Republicans, as I understand 
their policy, are in favor of protecting the industries of the 
whole country without regard to locality, and they do not be- 
lieve in the so-called Democratic doctrine which the Senator 
from New York is supposed to advocate, that there is such a 
thing produced in this country as raw material, which ought te 
be admitted free of duty when it comes from other countries. 
We believe, as has been so often stated during the recent de- 
bate, that everything whieh the country produces and whieh 
the labor of American citizens has contributed to produce is a 

roduct worthy of a protective duty, and therefore we vote in 

avor of such a duty as we ean get upon iron ore. 

The New England Senators vote in favor of a duty upon iron 
ore, notwithstanding the fact that free iron ore and free coal 
were promised to us by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILES}, 
and were the panacea of the Senator from Texas by which he 
proposed to increase the prosperity of New England. The man- 
ufacturers of New England have never accepted the promise of 
the Senator from Texas. It was medicine which the Senator 
from Texas proposed to force upon them against their will. The 
do not ask for it. They never have ance for it; and now 
seems that the Senator from Texas is so utterly without influ- 
ence in his own party, notwithstanding he has been fortified by 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], that he is entirely un- 
able to fulfill his promise or to secure any considerable number 
of Democratic votes in favor of the famous panacea which he se 
2 prescribed to us for our endangered and prostrate indus- 
tries. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from New York to paragraph 1094, as to which the Senator 
moves to nonconcur in the amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole and asks for a yea-and-nay vote on that motion. I 
desire to call his attention to avg. a 518, on page 105 of the 
bill, in the free list, to show that the statement of the Senator 
from Iowa that the regular way would be to take a vote squarely 
on the question of concurring in the amendment inseried as 
paragraph 1094 is correct. Then, when wecome to the free list, 


the Senator will have an opportunity of inserting iron ore or 
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nonconcurring in the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole to strike it out of the free list. 

Mr. HILL. Al I desire to do is to save the trouble of calling 
the roll twice. What possible objection can there be to em- 
bracing the two motioas in one, nonconcurring in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole and placing iron ore 
on the free list? 

Mr. KYLE. I desire to know whether nonconcurring in the 
amendment leaves the McKinley act in force, imposing a duty 
of 75 cents a ton on iron ore. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It leaves it in the control of the Senate to 
do with it as it chooses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, on which 
the Senator from New York demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 
` Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the 3 Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], and with- 
hol vote. 

Mr. CULLOM 8 his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. I take 
the liberty of transferring my pair to the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. JONES], and vote yea.“ 

Me. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. The Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] has been called from the Chamber by 
sickness. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Arkansas, and 


vote yea.) 
Mr. HANSBROUGH 8 his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. If he were 


present I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont[Mr. MORRILL], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. QUAY’S name was called). I was re- 
guested to announce for the day the pair of the Senator from 

ennsylvania Mr. QUAY] with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in tho afirmative). I wish 
to state in this connection that I am paired with the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. Iunderstand thatif he were here 
he Tona vote the same way I do. Otherwise I should not have 
voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 58, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—58. 
Allison, G Lodge, 
Bate, Ga linger, McLaurin, Roach, 
Blackburn, George, McMillan, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, Shou 
Brice, Gordon, artin, Smith, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mills, Squire, 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell,Oregon ‘Teller, 
Cockre! is, Murphy, Turpie, 
Coke, Hawley, Pasco, Vest, 
Cullom, Patton, Voorhees, 
Da Hoar, Perkins, b, 
Dixon, Hunton, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Dolph, Jarvis, Platt, White. 
Dubois, Jones, Ark. Power, 
Faul 7 dsay, Pugh, 

NAYS—5. 
que Irby, Kyle, Peffer. 

‘ NOT VOTING—22. 

Aldrich, Care: 8 — Wis. SAVES 
Berry. Danie 4 o as, 
Butler, Gray, Morrill, ilson, 
Call, Hansbrough, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Camden. Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Cameron, McPherson, Quay, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 28, line 20, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, added at the end of paragraph 124 the fol- 
oig additional proviso: 

ed Further. T 2 
aan Ae oN 8 r on barbed wire, commonly used for fencing, shall be 

Mr.CULLOM. Isuggested awhile ago that as my colleague 
is absent that amendment be passed over, hoping he would come 
in during the day, or before we get through with the bill. I 
ask that that amendment be passed over, as my colleague has 
not yet come in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed 
over and the next reserved amendment will be stated. 
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the word „plates,“ the Senate as in Committee of the Wh 
struck out “and irons” and inserted ‘‘andirons;” inline 13, af 
the words iron,“ itstruck out ‘‘not finished parts of machiner: 
and,” and in line 14, after the word act,“ it struck out ‘'25 
cent ad valorem” and inserted ‘‘eight-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

134. Cast-iron vessels, plates, stove plates, andirons, sadirons, tailors’ 
irons, hatters’ irons, and castings of iron, not specially provided for in t 
act, eight-tenths of one cent per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committes of the Whole. 

Mr. PEFFER. Ihave reserved an amendment in section 10 


The SECRETARY. On page 30, ph 134, in line 11, 77805 
0 
te 


Perhaps the vote had better be taken on my amendment first, 
My amendment is to insert after the word “ act,” in line 14, th 
words ‘‘shall be admitted fres of duty.” It is better to take the 
vote on that amendment first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to th 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment mad 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion recurs onconcurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The nextreservedamendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 30 the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, struck out paragraph 138, in the following words: 

Penknives or pocketknives of all kinds, or parts thereof, and erasers, or 


arts thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, razors and razor blafes, fin- 
hed or unfinished, 45 per cent ad valorem. 


And inserted: 


Penknives, pocket-knives, or erasers, of all kinds, valued at not more than 
80 cents per dozen, 25 cent ad valorem; valued at more than 30 cents 
dozen and not exce 50 cents per dozen, 12 cents per dozen; falned Ai 
more than 50 cents per dozen and not ex: g 81 per dozen, 25 cents per 
dozen; valued at more than 81 per dozen and not exceeding 81.50 per doze 
40 cents per dozen; valued at more than 81.50 per dozen and not exceeding 
per dozen, 75 cents per dozen; valued at more than $3 per dozen, 50 per e 
ad valorem; and in addition thereto, on all the foregoing valued at more 
than 50cents per dozen and not more than ds per dozen, 25 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, That blades, handles, or any other parts of any or either of thé 
articles named in this paragraph, 
sembled in penknives, ketknives, or erasers, shall be subject to no! 
rate of duty than herein provided for penknives, pocketknives, or erase 
valued at more than 30 cents per dozen. 


Mr. PEFFER. I have proposed an amendment to the com- 
mittee’s amendment on page 31. Beginning in line 17, after the 
8 strike out the remainder of line 17 and all of lines 18, 
19, an 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out of the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole, on page 31: 

And in addition thereto, on all the foregoing valued at more than 20 cents 
per dozen and not more than #3 per dozen, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PEFFER. My amendment e to strike out 
the added ad valorem duty where specific duties have already 
been laid on cutlery. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 33, paragraph 145, after the word 
steel,“ the Senate as in Committee of the Whole struck out 
t twenty-five” and inserted ‘‘twenty-two and one-half;” so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

145. Cut nails and cut spikes of iron or steel, 22} per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. PEFFER. In paragraphs 145, 146, 147, 148, 149 I move to 
put nails, spikes, tacks, etc., on the free list. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator moves to strike them all out here 

Mr. PEFFER. My motion is to strike them all out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenext reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 37, the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, struck out paragraph 165, in the following words: 


n the lead containe 
: Provided, Tha 


imported in any other manner than ag. 
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, And inserted: 

Lead ore and lead dross, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound: Provided, That 
silver ore and all other ores containing lead shall pay a duty of three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound on the lead contained therein, according to 77 oy and 
assay at the port of entry. The method of sampling and assaying to be that 
Bae 1 for commercial purposes by public sampling works in the 

S. 

Mr. HILL. The vote upon concurring in the committee’s 
amendment wili sufficiently bring up the question of the pro- 

riety of placing this article upon the free list. Those who are 
In favor of lead ore being free of duty will, of course, vote against 
concurring in the amendment. I do not propose to reiterate 
anything that I have stated on this subject heretofore. The 
House of Representatives in its wisdom aud in the fulfillment of 
the pledges of the Democratic party placed lead ore upon the 
free list. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is mistaken in regard to that. It 
put a duty of 15 per cent on it. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Missouri says that the other 
House placed a duty of 15 per cent upon it, and he seems to be 
right about it. The rate proposed in the amendment is three- 
fourths of 1 centper pound. Will the Senator inform me what 
rate that is ad volorem? 

Mr. ALDRICH. About 37 per cent. S 

Mr. VEST. I will have to look. f 

Mr. ALDRICH. About 36 or 37 per cent, I think, the 
Treasury Department figures show. A 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, the price will vary, but it 
is an increase over 15 per cent. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator says it is of course an increase over 
15 per cent, and I have no doubt that he is correct. Ido not 
care about detaining the Senate with any remarks on the ques- 
tion, but I will call for the yeas and nays on concurring in the 
amendment. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The question is on concurring in the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on which the Senator from New York de- 
mands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GA NDL . I asked that this amendment might be 
reserved, expecting to submit some remarks upon the subject 
of lead and its methods of manufacture and the cost of the prod- 
uct to the consumer in this country. But J am in favor of the 
protection, notwithstanding, and I shall not, therefore, make 
the remarks at this time. However, if I have occasion todoso, 
I shall do it before the passage of the bill. = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurrin 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, on whic 
the 185 and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I will announce for 
the day my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROC- 
TOR]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I again 
announce my pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
PALMER]. I should vote ‘‘ yea” if he were here. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, QUAY]. 

OThe roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 63, nays 3; as follows: 


YEAS—63. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Allen, Dubois, Lodge, Ransom, 
m, Faulkner, McLaurin, Roach, 
Bate. , McMillan, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Manderson, Shoup. 
Blanchara, George, artin, Smit 
Brice, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
ery, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Camden, Gray, Murphy, ller, 
ey, 85 Pasco, Turpie, 
Chandler, Harris. Patton, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hoar, Per Walsh, 
Cullom, arvis, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Platt, ite. 
Dixon, Kyle, Power, 
NAYS—3. 
Hil, Irby, Mills. 
NOT VOTING—19, 
Berry, Gordon, McPherson, Quay, 
Butler, Hansbrough, organ, Vilas, 
all, ij Morrill, Wilson, 
eron, Hunton, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
next reserved amendment. 


The SECRETARY. On page 39, Schedule D, wood and manu- 
factures of— J 

Mr. CHANDLER. I supposed the amendment in paragraph 
166, to insert ‘‘such ores and” was considered as concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. ; 

The SECRETARY. On page 37, paragraph 166, line 26, after 
the word“ upon“ insert the words such ores and.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Schedule D, wood, and manufactures of, 
the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, struck out paragraph 
178, in the following words: 

178. Lumber of any sort, planed or finished, for each side so planed or fin- 
ished, 50 cents per thousand feet, board measure; and if planed on one side 
and tongued and grooved, $i per thousand feet, board measure; andif planed 
on two sides and tongued and grooved, #1.50 per thousand feet, board meas- 


ure: and in estimating board measure under this schedule no deduction 
5 be made on board measure on account of planing, tonguing, and groovy- 


Mr. HALE. That is the amendment which was reserved at 
my request. I wish to state to the members of the committee 
and to the Senate that the whole lumber schedule from the be- 
ginning to the end has beenstricken out of the bill and has been 
placed upon the free list. All sawed lumber, all shooks, staves, 
shingles, planks, deal, everything, notwithstanding the protest 
which was made on the part of this great industry, have been 
placed on the free list. It never occurred to the lumber inter- 
ests or to the Senators representing them here—— 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He is mistaken 
abont shooks being placed on the free list. Look at paragraph 


Mr. HALE. Staves, I meant to say. Sugar-box shooks are 
retained on the dutiablelist, but I mean the general staves which 
are a large part of the manufacture. The manufacture of sugar- 
box shooks is very much limited. 

No Senator . the lumber interest expected that 
this comparatively little item of lumber in an advanced manu- 
factured form, planed and grooved, would also be selected and 
put upon the free list. The House of Representatives did not 

o that, but left the item in as found in paragraph 178. Itis 
the farthest form of the manufacture of crude lumber. The 
other House left it at a moderate duty, as it was left before. 
The Committee on Finance itself did not report the pending 
amendment. The committee left it, and to that extent the lum- 
ber interests and the Senators representing that interest felt 
themselves to be secure. 

But the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]came in—the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] characterized it as 

one of the amendments which the Senator from Nebraska de- 
manded as the price of his support of the bill; whether that is 
true I do not know and do not care—and moved even to strike 
this out and to put it upon the free list, where it is to be found 
in another place. That amendment was adopted. 

Now, I make a last appeal to restore these articles to the duti- 
able list. Iam going to call for the yeas and nays upon this 
question and see whether, considering how the bill has been 
made up, considering what concessions have been given to other 
interests, considering how all through the bill ten times as 
much has been done for other interests as is done for this little 
portion of the lumber interest, the Senate on conclusion will 
strike out the p: ph, will override the House of Representa- 
tives, will override its committee, simply because the Senator 
from Nebraska has moved to crown this fell swoop by taking in 
this last item. Upon concurring in the amendment, not taking 
up any more time, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to say just a few words. 
I think there was some resentment on the part of the committee 
having the bill in charge, because it was alleged in debate that 
this was an enormous duty. The question was asked what it cost 
to plane on the one side and two sides and tongue and groove 
lumber, and an answer was given which seemed to convey the 
idea that the duty provided was a large one. But in that an- 
swer it was forgotten entirely that this lumber can not be planed 
on the one side or on the two and tongued and grooved until it 
has been thoroughly dried and seasoned. That takes a long 
while. Lumber must be stacked and remain in stacks six 
months or a year, or else it must be kiln dried before it can be 
tongued and grooved, and in the estimate of the cost that item 
was entirely left out. 

I assert that the duty is preéminently a fair duty, and I assert 
further that the entire country, North and South, demands this 
duty on dried lumber, planed on both sides and tongued and 
grooved. The reason essentially for it is that it is very difficult 
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` to transport on railroads green lumber on account of the enor- 
mous cost, because of the weight of the lumber itself in its green 
state. Probably two-thirds of all the lumber transported on the 
railroadsof the United States of America is dried lumber, planed 
on the one side or the two, and tongued and grooved. 
Now, yon are affecting the entire country, every man who 
deals in lumber, by putting this article on the free list. The 
House committee was preëminently right, and so was the Sen- 
ate committee when it reported an agreement with the other 
House in the matter of this kind of lumber. I sincerely hope 
that the Committee on Finance itself will reverse its action and 
allow this kind of lumber to remain on the dutiable list, where 
it was placed by the House committee, and where the commit- 
tee placed it originally. 

Mr. HALE. What did my colleague state was the ad valorem 

duty on grooved lumber, or did he not state it? 
r. FRYE. Istated that in the progressof the discussion the 
uestion was asked what was the cost of planing lumber on one 
side and of planing lumber on two sides and of . and 
ving. A statement was made as to the cost, that it was 
m $1 to $1.50, and then it was asserted that this was an enor- 
mous duty for only that increased amountof cost. I say thatin 
that estimate there was not taken into consideration at all the 
fact that the lumber must bestacked and piled and seasoned and 
dried for at least a yaar before it goes to the planing mill, or 
else it must ke driedinakiln. Thatwasentirely leftoutof that 
estimate. This duty is only a fair duty on lumber. 

Mr. HALE. I can supplement that by saying that the pro- 
cesses which my colleague has described not only add to the 
amount of the duty here, but double the price of the lumber. 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HALE. Lumber treated with these processes, kiln dried, 
and then planed and tongued and grooved, commands about 
double the price that the raw lumber does, so that the percent- 

o of increase is very small indeed. I hope that under these 

mstances the committee will agree that this little boon to 
the lumber interests shall remain in the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I feel tly interested 
in the matter of planed lumber. Michigan lumbermen bring 
from Canada upwards of 300,000,000. feet logs annually. This 
timber is manufactured in Mich „thereby giving employ- 
ment to thousands of people in Bay City, ed aS and many 
other places in our State. Many persons engaged in that in- 
dusiry write me that if there is no duty on lumber, planed 
and tongued and grooved, it simply means the transfer to Can- 
adn of the mills now operated in Michigan. Nothing is easier 
to move than a lumber mill, as has been proved over and over 
again in the history of Michigan lumbering. Such removal 

1 be the result if the duty is taken off. Our laboring people 
protest against it. I have received telegramsand letters asking 
that I do my best to have the duty as fixed in the House re- 
tained, and I join the Senators from Maine in urging the com- 
mittee to retain the House provision. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I do not know that it is neces- 
sary that anything further bə said. I wish, however, to em- 
phasize the statements made by the Senators from Maine and 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] on the subject of 
lumber. I think it is very unfairtothe people of the States of the 
Northwest, whose great industry is lumber, who pay their share 
of indirect taxes in all other directions, whether for protection 
or for revenue, that their principal industry should be struck at 
in this manner. They have comparatively few kinds of manu- 
facturing business to engage in on a large scale. There is not 
such a diversity of employment in all the varied lines of great 
production that exist in a popoto and well-developed section 
of the country as in the East. The greatest industry in the 
State of Washington is that of lumber. 

The sawing of lumber and all that relates to the production 
and shipment of lumber in its rough state is the principal in- 
3 aside from tilling the ground. Then, in the same in- 

ustry comes the planing, tonguing and grooving of lumber. 
Next in order comes the production of coal. I claim that it is 
not fair to the people of these new communities, who have such 
a small number of important industries, that they should espe- 
elally bear the burden of thisreductionof the tariff. It is favor- 
itism in the bill or on the part of those managing and controll- 
DEN question to discriminate so 8 7 against the inter- 

of these few States so particularly. enounce this favor- 
itism. Nowhere else in this bill is it so pronounced and unfair. 

F wish to state on this point that I have received very many 
3 memorials, and letters on the subject of the reduction 

the d on lumber from all sorts of people, without refer- 
ence to political parties. They are united on this subject. It 
would be a serious blow to the people of the State of Washing- 
ton should there not be maintained a reasonable duty upon lum- 
ber. The duty should be proportional to the work done and the 


capital employed. There ought to be a duty of at least 81 on the 
rough 1 r, and a duty of $2 on lumber planed and grooved, 
or p on both sides. But i you can not concede that, then 
do something less. Give us at least 81 on the planed, tongued, 
and grooved lumber, and a half dollar on the rough lumber. If 
you do not do pome tatag for these people you will make them 
suffer severely, and it is not fair or right to them. There is 
nothing consistent about such legislation. 

Then further let me add, in connection with the subject of 
ae, eye, that the State of Washington doos a very large busi- 
ness in shingles. At one time recently the western superin- 
tendentor manager of the Great Northern Railway wrote mefrom 
Seattle, Wash., that there were 3 of cedar shingles 
coming East each day from thatvicinity. Ofcourse there is an 
enormous expense in the way of freight, and it is desirable that 
we retain that industry without the competition fromacross the 
Canadian border. I hope the committee will see fit to puta 
duty upon shingles and not admit those from Canada free of 
duty. That is all I wish tosay on the subject, as I have already 
discussed it fully heretofore in this body; and from conversa- 
tions with Senators of the dominant party L have not yet aban- 
doned all hope. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, Senators on the Finance 
Committee who are considering the question whether lumber 
shall be dutiable or shall be free, both here in the Senate and 
in the committee, will bear in mind that, as the bill now stands, 
with only one exception, there is no other industry that is. be- 
ing dealt so deadly a blow as that of lumber. The raw mate- 
rial—to use that term—comes in free and will continue to come 
in free from Canada and from British Columbia. The business 
of sawing and planing and otherwise work up lumber is an 
enormous industry, as thesenior Senator from [Mr. HALE] 
has well shown to the Senate. It can not be that Senators 
when they come to take final action on this subject, will keep 
all these forms of manufactured lumber upon the free list. 

Senators will also be kind enough to bear in mind that, afte 
all, this is no sectional question. The lumber interest is no 
only in New England, in Michigan, in Oregon, and in Washing- 
ton, but it is at the South, and there are Southern Senators upon 
this floor who are as anxious as Northern Senators to have a 
duty put upon sawed limber, planed lumber, and otherwise fin- 

d lumber, that will allow the industry to survive. The in- 
dustry will not survive unless Senators change their plan to 
resist all entreaty not to. make this invidious distinction against 
lumber, and put upon it.some duty that will keep the heey 
of sawing and treating lumber from being entirely extinguishe 
in the United States. 

I join with the other Senators who have egam in beseeching 
the most candid and careful and just consideration of this sub+ 
ject in the final deliberations of those Senators whose decisions 
are so potent that they ern this Senate and this Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. In paragraph 179, on page 40, line 2, before 
the words per centum,” the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, struck out the word“ seven“ and inserted ten;“ so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

179. Osier or willow, prepared for basket-makers’ use, 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem: manufactures of osier or willow, 25 per cent ad valorem; chair cane 
oe reece, wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, 10 per cent ad var 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The next reserved amendment is in “Sched- 
ule E—Sugar,” on page 40, line 20, after the word effect,“ to 
strike out July” and insert January;” in the same line, after 
the words “eighteen hundred and” to strike out ‘‘ninety-four” 
and insert ‘‘ninety-five;” in line 21, before the words “it shall 
be,” to strike out ‘‘ theroafter,” and in line 23, after the word 
tact,” to insert after January 1, 1895.” 

Mr. KYLE. I reserved paragraphs 182 and 182} for amend- 
ment. Ishouldlike for the present to have paragraph 182 passed 
over, with the privilege of offering an amendment to that a few 
moments later, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that paragraph 182 be temporarily 
passed over. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishall not object to passing ove: 
the paragraph at this time, but I wish to give notice now that 
can not consent to passing over these paragraphs, and leaving 
the bill all unsettled as we are going along. I hope no other 
Senator will propose anything of the kind. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
uest of the Senator from South Dakota? The Chair hears 
one, and itis soordered. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 
The SECRETARY. The next reserved amendment is on page 


Mr. MANDERSON. Paragraph 182 was reserved. 

Mr. KYLE. I have had that passed over temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent para- 

raph 182 was temporarily passed over at the request of the 
8 from South Dakota. 

Mr. MANDERSON. For what purpose? I do not know why 
we should not take up the sugar schedule in its order. If there 
is any good reason for passing over the paragraph, I have no ob- 
jection. 

: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair stated the request 
of the Senator from South Dakota distinctly and fully, and heard 
no objection to the request. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I did not hear it. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does that also include section 1824? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not so under- 
stand. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I object to passing over paragraph 182, 
I have certain amendments that J intend to propose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
unanimous consent has been granted that paragraph 182 be 
oe y d over. 

r. M ERSON. But certainly neither the Chair nor the 
Senate will take advantage of the fact that a Senator seated in 
his chair and engaged for a moment in conversation did not hear 
the request stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again submit 
the request to the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from South Dakota state any 
good and satisfactory reason why the sugar schedule should be 
passed over now? 

Mr. KYLE. Iwill state a reason which is satisfactory to me, 
and that is the condition of paragraph 182 and the amendments 
to it will depend upon what disposition is made of paragraph 
1824. That is the idea Thad. I have certain amendments to 
offer to paragraph 182. 

Mr. FRYE. Then, the Senator doss not propose to pass it 
over any longer than it will take to dispose of the next para- 


wa 
r. KYLE. That is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from South Dakota to passing over para- 
graph 182? i 

Mr. MANDERSON. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. KYLE. Let the Senator from Nebraska offer his amend- 
ment, then. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Lask that paragraph 182 be now taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 232is now before 
the eri and the Chair recognizes the Sanator from Ne- 
braska. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I offer as a substitute for the paragraph 
what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 182, 
and in lieu thereof to insert: : 


That until July 1, 1905, the provisions of the act entitled An act to re 
duce revenue, equalize duties, and for other purposes,” approved October 
1, 1800, authorizing the issue of Heenses to produce sugar and for the pay- 
ment of a bounty to the producers of s from beets, sorghum, or s 


ene Pe in the United States, or from 2 2 * gee Within the 
United States, contained in 9 231, 233, 234, 235, and 235 of said 
act, 8 continue in full force and effect. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, this is a proposition to 
strike out of paragraph 182 the clause repealing the bounty of 
the McKinley law and continuing it in the language of thatlaw. 

I do not propose to take up the time of the Senate now with 
any argument upon this proposition, except simply to say that, 
anxious as I am for the protection of the sugar industry, 1 
greatly prefer, for the abundant reasons which have heretofore 
been stated in argument, that that protection should take the 
form of a bounty rather than thatofaduty. I believe that is 
infinitely better for the interests of the great mass of the people 
of this country. By pursuing that course, the price of sugar to 
the consumer would not be increased; by pursuing that course 
there is a direct outiay of perhaps from ten to fifteen million 
dollars during the time of the running of the bounty, as against 
an indirect outlay by the people of the United States of from 
sa ed eighty ion dollars annually. 

ere is no argument that can be adduced worthy of a mo- 


ment's consideration that a duty is preferable for the people of 
the United States to a bounty. 

A few days ago the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE 
referred to the subject of his vote upon the sugar schedule. Hi 
made a very excellent, concise, cogent, and well-reasoned argu- 
ment in favor of the continuance of the bounty of the MoKiniey 
act. As I recall what he said, he went so far as to say that he 
believed there rested upon the Congress of the United States 
and upon the people of the United States, not only a moral ob- 
ligation to live up to the requirements of the contract made be- 
tween the sugar producer and the Government of the United 
States, but that he believed there was a legal obligation so to 
do; and, as I recall, he declared his intention of vo in favor 
of the continuance of that bounty under that contract. Mr. 
President, here is the opportunity to do that thing; here is the 
opportunity to honestly stand by the contract of the McKinley 
act, and I hope the Senator from South Dakota and those who 
voted against this amendment when it was proposed as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, will see their duty clear to vote for it now. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the question, if I understand it, 
now arises upon concurring in the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole to paragraph 182? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
is correct. The first question before the Senate will be to per- 
fect the paragraph. 

Mr. HILL. e Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] 
has offered a substitute, as I understand, inserting the bounty 
provision of the McKinley act. I desire to offer an amendment 
to paragraph 182 to perfect the text, and I understand that will 
be first in Order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will bə first in order. 

Mr. HILL. Myamendmentis to strike out January 1,1895,” 
where it twice occurs, and insert the words upon the passage 
of this act.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from New York will be stated from the desk. 

The SECRETARY. In lines 20 and 21, of paragraph 182, it is 
8 to amend the amendment made as in Committee of the 

hole, by striking out the words “January 1, 1895,” and in- 
serting upon the passage of this act; and in line 23, after the 
word “after,” by striking out January 1, 1895,” and inserting 
ss 52 5 the passage of this act. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York to the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HILL. Is the question to bə first taken on the substi- 
tute? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote on the substitute can 
not be taken until after the clause is perfected. The question 
will first be on the amendment of the Senator from New York ° 
to amend the amendmentadopted as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HILL. Lask for the yeas and nays on my amendment to 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mycolleague[Mr. MANDERSON] offered a sub- 
stitute for this paragraph, and before that was acted upon the 
Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] offered an amendment. It 
is my understanding that the vote should first be taken upon 
the substitute offered by my colleague, for if that be adopted 
it takes out of the paragraph the necessity of any further amend- 


ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Nebraska that according to parliamentary usages 
and rules the part proposed to be stricken out must first be per- 
fected before the motion to strike out is put, and action u 
the amendment parce by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON] will be suspended until paragraph 182is perfected. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was just suggesting to the Chair that it 
would facilitate business by first voting upon the substitute of- 
fered by my colleague. I do not know whether or not it is par- 
liamentary, and [ do not care anything about its being parlia- 
mentary. - 

Mr. MANDERSON. The vote on the substitute proposed by 
me ya eamp properly after the text of the paragraph been 
perfected. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the substitute of my colleague is adopted, 
that destroys the entire paragraph 182, and renders it abso- 
lutely unnecessary to amend itat this time. If the substitute 
is not adopted, then it strikes me that will be the time to offer 
an amendment to the paragraph. I suggest to the Senator from 
New York that the date when the bill shall go into effect has 
been passed over, and a change of that date is liable to neces- 
sitate a change in this paragraph. Why not let both go over 
and be considered at the same time? 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to its 5 oblige the 
Senator from Nebraska; but Iam not authorized, of course, te 
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consent to it. The date at which this act passes, if it ever 
passes, is immaterial; because I fix no precise date, I simply say 
“to take effect upon the passage of this act,” whenever that 
shall be. I am inclined to agree with the Senator, that it would 
be better, before voting upon my amendment, to vote upon the 
substitute, if thatcould be done by unanimous consent. I think 
that would bring up the question in a better shape. 

I ask unanimous consent that the substitute of the Senator 
from Nebraska be voted upon before my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
asks unanimous consent that the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Nebraska shall be voted upon before paragraph 
182 is perfected. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think we had better proceed in 
the ordinary way and follow the usual parliamentary rules in 
ae sani e these questions. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. The Sec- 
retary will call the roll on the amendment of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. HILL]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. For the 
present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Again I transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. JHANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I again 
announce my pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. 


PALMER]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] 
desired me to state, when his name was called, that he is tem- 
porarily absent from the Chamber, and is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I desire to say that I voted because of an ar- 
rangement of pairs between the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiers]. I am 
ordinarily paired with the Senator from Virginia, and an ex- 
change of pairs having been made, I voted yea.“ 

Mr. BRICE. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. : 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 32; as follows: 


' YEAS—35. 
Aldrich, e, age, Power, 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, h, 
Chandler, rge, Manderson, uay, 
Coke, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon hi 
Cullom, Hawley, Patton, Shoup, 
Davis, Hill, Petter. uir: 
Dixon, Hoar, Perkins, Teller. 
Dolph, Irby, Pettigrew, Washburn 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Platt, 
NAYS—3? 
Ailen, Gibson, Lindsay, Roach, 
Bate, Gordon, McLa Smith, 
Blackburn, rman, Turpie, 
Blanchard, H: Vest, 
ery, Hunton, Mo; Vilas, 
Camden, Jarvis, Murphy, Voorhees, 
krell, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Walsh, 
Faulkner, yle, Ransom, White 
NOT VOTING—18. 
Berry, Carey, McPherson. Stewart, 
Brice, Daniel, Mitchell, Wis. Wilson, 
Butler, Gray, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Hansbrough, Palmer, 
Cameron, Higgins, Proctor, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The brent recurs upon the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, as amended. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is a substitute offered by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSCN] to that section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest that this 
amendment comes first, it being to perfect the text. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understood the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from New York was to strike out the committee’s amend- 
ment and insert. That has been done. 

Mr. FRYE. Now the question is on the substitute. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Now, the paragraph being perfected, I 
call for a vote upon my substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 182, 
an rt: 


That until July 1, 1905, the provisions of the act entitled “An act to reduce 
revenue, equalize duties, and for other purposes,“ approved October 1, 1890, 


authorizing the issue of licenses to produce sugar and for the payment of a 
bounty to the producers of sugar from beets, sorghum, or sugar cane grown 
in the United States, or from maple mig Fay within the United States, 
contained in phs 231, 232, 3, 234, 235, and 236 of said act, shall continue 
in full force and effect. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to add but a word or two to what was 
said by the Senator from Nebraska. 

When I had occasion to address the Senate before upon this 
subject, Mr. President, I showed with perfect clearness that 
whether or not a bounty as a system or practice is better than a 
duty system or practice, in this particular case the duty proposed 
in the bill, if laid upon the consumption of sugar in the United 
States until 1905, at the rate of increase which has gone on dur- 
ing the last ten years, we will say, would cost the people of the 
United States nearly $400,000,000 more than the bounty now pro- 
vided by law if that were continued during the same years. 
That being true, the bounty plan would be an actual saving to 
the people of the country of nearly $400,000,000. It would cost 
us that much less than the duty proposed in this bill; and in ad- 
dition to that, the bounty would terminate in ten years, while 
the duty would run on perpetually. 

Iam for free sugar, and when I say that I mean all that the 
words rig oe Biche or without bounty. But I agree with my 
political colleague from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] that the Gov- 
ernment having agreed to pay the sugar manufacturers a bounty 
of 2 cents a pound during a certain number of years, that con- 
tract ought to be complied with; if the word “contract ” is put- 
ting it too strong, I will say that the obligation ought to be com- 
plied with, that the promise ought to be made good. But whether 
the committee and the Senate agree toa bounty or not, I want 
free sugar. I think a great deal more of the poor people of the 
United States than I do of the sugar-makers. Asi have before 
shown, a duty on sugar bears most heavily on the poor. More 
than one-half our people own no more than about 5 per cent of 
the country’s wealth. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Mr. President, Isimply desire to say, in 
addition to what I have already stated, that the pending bill 
thronghout its entire length, wherever it has reached an item 
which might be called of Canadian interest or importance, has 
seemed to protect it rather than the productions of the United 
States. We have taken pretty good care of Canada in this bill 
and in other legislation which has passed the Congress of the 
United States. We seem to be more in love with our neighbor 
than in love with ourselves. But Canada makes no mistake. 
Canada does not legislate for her great rival upon the south of 
her border; she looks out for herself carefully, 3 

The Canadian law treating upon this subject of sugar, places 
& bounty upon the production of beet sugar in that country; 
and Canada can, beyond question, produce bests of great sac- 
charine strength and give to herself, and perhaps to the worldin 
the way of exportation, in a short time a very large amount of 
sugar. Tne new Canadian law gives a bounty of 2 cents a 

ound upon all sugar produced within Canada for five years. 

rom July 1, 1894, to July 1, 1899, 2 cents per pound is to be paid 
by the Canadian Government, and from July 1, 1899, to 1904, a 
bounty of 1 cent per pound is to be paid, making a continuing 
bounty for ten years of 2 cents a pound for the first five years, 
and 1 cent a pound for the next five years. 

Canada saw the great increase in this country under the in- 
centive that the United States gave to sugar production by the 
bounty of the McKinley act, and she was quick to take the ben- 
efit to herself by the example that we gave her. 

I simply ask that, living up to the contract of the Govern- 
ment, and living up to our own interests, watching for ourselves 
rather than for our neighbor, we should continue the bounty, 
which will permit this great industry to grow, to the benefit of 
the entire people of the United States, not to the benefit of a 
few producers, but the great and substantial benefit of the farm- 
ers of the West, giving to them about the only boon which they 
ask at the hands of Congress in this bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish toask the Senator from Nebraska 
before he takes his seat—my attention was otherwise occupied 
for a moment—did I understand him to state that the now Ca- 
nadian law provided a bounty on sugar? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I stated that the Canadian law givesa 
bounty of 2 cents a pound on beet sugar for the first five years, 
and bounty of 1 cent a pound for the next five years. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iso understood. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senate having very 
wisely, as it seems to me, on due deliberation and after discussion 
in the country and elsewhere, concluded to reverse its previous 
action as to the time when this unwise duty, if imposed, shall 
take effect, I sincerely trust that the Senate may also conclude 
upon the vote which we are about to give to reverse its action, 
and to cling to the bounty on sugar contained in the law of 1890. 

It is very evident to me, I think to the Senate, and undoubt- 
edly to the country, that had the two Senators from Louisiana 
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and all the Populist Senators from the beginning adhered to a 
demand that the contract made in the law of 1890, whether 
wisely made or unwisely made, should be fulfilled according to 
its letter, should be fulfilled because it was the pledge of the 

ublic faith to the men who inyested their capital in this pro- 
Auction of sugar, the result would have been that that bounty 
would have been saved, and the unnecessary imposition of a tax 
upon sugar of from $50,000,000 to $75,000,000 a year would have 
been prevented. 

It is not too late to undo the wrong which has been done, to 
reverse the mistake which has been made; and I appeal to the 
Senators from Louisiana to go back to their original position, 
before this subject was acted upon by Congress, and to stand for 
the bounty, the contract with their people, a bounty which, if 
it is destroyed by the action of this Congress, will never be re- 
stored, while it is entirely probable that the duty which is im- 
posed by this act will be repealed within two years. 

I also appeal to help reverse this mistake to those who are 
called the Populist Senators in thisChamber. We were de- 
ceived or mistaken before as to the votes of the Populist mem- 
bers of this body. We had reason to suppose that they would 
stand by the bounty as a contract of the United States made with 
the producers of sugar. We especially had reason to suppose 
that the junior Senator from Nebraska|Mr. ALLEN] would stand 
by the bounty which had been given by the act of 1890, and 
which was accomplishing so much good, so much for the pros- 

erity of his people, so much for the development of the sugar 

dustry in his State. 

Mr. President, I propose to call the attention of the Senate to 
the reason why, for one, I was mistaken as to the vote of the 
junior Senator from Nebraska. I have been an attentive reader 
of the New York Press, and I now read from the New York 
Press of February 16, 1894, page 3, column 2, the following dis- 
patch from Washington: 

Senator ALLEN, the Populist Senator from Nebraska, authorized the 
statement this morning that the post see industry of Nebraska had been 
called into life by the . feature of the McKinley law, and that to place 
sugar on the free list would mean the extirpation of that industry in his 
State. He added that he would cheerfully support the bill if it gave protec- 
tion to sugar, but that the duty on raw and refined sugar must be the same. 
If the sugar trust were given the slightest advantage, even so much as a 
mill per pound, he would vote against the bill,and he would carry the other 
Populists with him. 

So, upon reading that paragraph, it was felt that without 
doubt the vote of the Senator from Nebraska would be against 

iving any discrimination in favor of the refiners of sugar, and 

t was hoped that his vote would be given in favor of the reten- 
tion of the bounty on sugar. 

On Monday morning, the 26th of February, the Democrats of 
the Senate went into caucus. The Washington correspondent 
of the New York Press of February 27, in writing about this 
caucus, says: i 

While this was going on in the caucus Senator ALLEN of Nebraska, the 
leader of the Populists, stated to the Press e that he would 
certainly vote eres the tariff bill unless it provided for a bounty on do- 
mestic sugar. . ALLEN said that he would vote against the bill without 
a bounty, even if it contained an income tax. He added that he spoke for 
himself alone and not for other Populist Senators. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that here in the inter- 
views which I have read and which are attributed to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska in quotation marks in the newspaper from 
which they were copied by my direction the Senator from Ne- 
braska was on good ground; he was on hopeful ground; he was 
on just ground, and he was on popular and patriotic ground. 
He was against any discrimination between raw and refined 
sugars, and he declared that in asserting that there should be 
no discrimination he would carry with him the other Populist 


Senators. The Senator also is recorded as having declared that | ¥ 


he would stand by the 1 88 on domestic sugar and that he 
would vote against the bill unless the bounty was secured. 

The Senator may not remember these interviews; he may say 
that he was not correctly reported at that time, but the views 
which the Senator then expressed were wise views, and they 
were judicious sentiments for his party toadopt. Thereisnow 
an opportunity to secure the sugar producers of Nebraska the 
bounty which was promised them by the contract of 1890. The 
Senate has already reversed its prior action upon the first clause 
in the sugar schedule, showing that after all wisdom grows by 
delay and debate; and I sincerely trust that the Senator from 
Nebraska will conclude to vote accordance with the senti- 
ments which he was reported in the New York Press as enter- 
taining; that he will accept those sentiments as the sentiments 
which ought to actuate him, and that we shall have the Popu- 
list pory on both sides of the Chamber voting ia favor of the 
plighted faith of the United States in the Bonney contract and 
against any discrimination between raw and refined sugar. I 
rhea with the utmost confidence the vote of the Populists upon 

oor, 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have 1 hastily over the 
articles read by the Senator from New Hampshire. They seem 
to be copies of some extracts taken from the New York Press. 
The Senator from New Hampshire read from what purports to 
be an extract from the New York Press of February 16, 1894, in 
the following language—it seems to have been a dispatch from 
Washington: 

Senator ALLEN, the 3 Senator from Nebraska, authorized the state- 
ment this morning that the beet-sugar industry of Nebraska had been called 
into life by the bounty feature of the McKinley law— 

I'wish to say that Senator ALLEN never authorized a state- 
ment of that kind: that he never uttered words to any reporter 
or to any representative of a newspaper, or any other man, of 
that character or purport. 

And that to PAS sugar on the free Hst would mean the extirpation of 
that industry in his State. 

I never used that language, nor do I believe that the placing 
of sugar upon the taxable list will result in the extinction of 
the sugar industry in my State. This article says further: 

He added that he would cheerfully support the bill if it gave protection to 
sugar, but that the duty on raw and refined sugar must be the same. 

That statement is false in limine. I never said that I would 
support the bill if it gave protection to sugar, and that I would 
vote against it if it did not, nor did I ever use the words, But 
that the duty on raw and refined sugar must be the same.” This 
article says further: 

If the sugar trust were given the slightest advantage, even so much as 
a mill per pound, he would vote against the bill, and he would carry the 
other Pop ts with him. 

Mr. President, I never found myself conscious of the egotism 
of supposing that I had any influence over my Populist col- 
leagues or that I could carry them with me in the accomplish- 
ment of anything. The statement, therefore, is untrue. It is 
simply the result of a disordered or diseased imagination that 
desired to have an item with which to supply its paper. 

A desire to placate Senator ALLEN whose powers of obstruction—— 


Mr. CHANDLER. The paragraph which the Senator is 
about to read I did not read. I stopped at that point. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I will read the whole of it. 

A desire to pienie Senator ALLEN, whose powers of obstruction were so 
signally exhibited in his record-breaking speech during the fight for uncon- 
ditional repeal, made the committee fix the same impost upon both sugars. 

I suppose that is a deduction of the reporter. It does not pro- 
fess to come from me. 

Mr. President, the entire statement is untrue. I have picked 
up papers that have been sent me from time to time attributing 
to me remarks upon the sugar schedule that I never made, that 
Inever thoughtof, and that I never entertained. Iam not blind 
to the purpose of thóse publications. They were made for the 
purpose of indirectly whipping me into the traces of some party 
or to support some scheme that it was supposed I otherwise 
would notsupport. The statement read by the Senator from 
New Hampshire from the New York Press of February 27, about 
the Democratic caucus is as follows: 

While this was going on in the caucus, Senator ALLEN of Nebraska, the 
leader of the Populists, stated to the Press correspondent that he would cer- 
TRS against the tariff bill unless it provided for a bounty on domes- 

Mr. President, I never made that statement. What reason 
should I have to take some beardless, callow youth here, who is 
reporting for one of these papers and give him my confidence 
upon this or any other subject? Ihave no confidence to give to 
the people of the United States upon this question before it is 
reached and before the bill is finally formed upon which I am to 
cast a vote for or against its passage. Iam not pursuing these 
oung men to tell them what I am intending to vote, and thus 
inform the country of my opinions. So the statement here is 
not true. There is not a word of truth in it. 

Mr. ALLEN said that he would vote against the bill without a bounty, even 
if it contained an income tax. 

Mr. ALLEN never said a word of that character nor intimated 
anything of the kind to anyone. 
os added that he spoke for himself alone, and not for other Populist Sen- 

I did not add that, because I had no conversation with this 
correspondent or any other person, and what I do say is always 
for myself and not for other Populist Senators. 

This much for the statements that have been read by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire with reference to my attitude upon 
wo sugar schedule or what the New York Press says it has 

en. 

Mr. President, I believe that as to a new industry that has 
been developed upon the strength of a bounty giron for a given 
a ps of time, where that bounty may be said to be the main- 
spring of its existence, good faith on the part of the Govern- 
ment requires that the promise should be lived up to; but I 
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recognize that the cane industry and the sorghum industry 
of this country were not developed upon the strength of the 


The only sugar industry that has up in this 
country since the passage of the McKinley act is the beet-sugar 


In what little I have said to those who have talked with me 
upon this subject I have said that I recognized the fact that the 
bounty system of this Government is doomed to death. The 

ple will not tolerate it. Congress can not sustain it any 
ten th of time and sustain itself. 

erefore, when the substitute of my colleague was offered in 
the Committee of the Whole, I voted against it. I shall vote 
against it again. When my colleague introduced an amend- 
ment looking to the gradual extinction of the bounty, one-tenth 
each year, I voted for it. If it is offered by him or by any other 
Senator in this Chamber, I shall vote for it again. 

When it was offered to substitute 1 cent instead of 2 cents a 
pound and extinction in that form promised, I voted for it and I 
shall vote for it But I desire to say that I know of no 
reason why segar should not be honestly and legitimately taxed 
for revenue purposes. The feeling that should not be 
taxed, that there issomething sacred aboutit, that it should not 
be taxed for revenue, L do not entertain. 

I am perfectly willing to submit the question to the good judg- 
ment of the American people, that if a certain amount of reye- 
nue must be raised for. purposes of conducting our Government 
and to pay our national indebtedness, there is no more reason 
why a portion of it should not be raised upon sugar than a por- 
tion should be raised upon clothing orupon other form of prop- 
erty or by any other methods of taxation. 

e sentiment seems to have 7 out—it prevails in this 
Chamber to some extent—that it is extremely unpopular to talk 
about a tax on sugar, If that makes a man un ar, I prefer 
to bo unpopular. I am not afraid to face the American people 
when you appeal to their good sense and their good judgment 
on this subject, and say that a ratable portion of the taxes 
should be raised upon sugar. They will approve this when they 
understand it. They will understand that if this Government 
must raiso a certain amount of revenue it is just as CARRY to 
put a reasonable tax upon sugar as it is to put a reasonable tax 
pon a hat, a coat, a pair of shoes, or any other necessary arti- 

of consumption. 4 

I may say to my friend from New Hampshire who has just 
spoken, that I am not to be induced to vote contrary to my judg- 
ment or to cast a vote I ought not to by means of indirect pres- 
sure in newspapers or by any other means, and whenever the 
Senator wants to reach me he wants to reach me by words of 
kindness, and not by indirect pressure and indirect threat. 

Mr. President, I do not like the sugar schedule that is inthis 
bill. I propose to move to strike it out and to substitute one 
which I 3 sent to the desk to be read, and I should like to 
have the Secretary read that amendment at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). 
amendment will be read in the absence of objection. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 182}, and insert as 
paragraph 182} the following: 


, tank bottoms, sirups of cane. juice or of beet juice, melada, 
concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses, testing by the 
lariscope not above 80 degrees, shall pay a duty of 1 cent per and 
or every additional degree or fraction of a degree above 80 and not above 


The 


90 degrees shown by the polar: test, shall pay one-hundredth of a cent 
per pound additional, and above 90 and not above 98 di or eve: eui 
8 


degree or fraction of a degree shown by the 
uty of ths 


ad two one-hundredths of a cent per j and mo- 
tes not above 56 degrees by the 3 duty of 2 

cents per on, and molasses testing above 56 degrees. shall pay a duty of 
Sana ond Š ided, That the provisions treaty of commer- 
cial rec ity concluded between the. United States of America and the 
of the Hawatian Islands on the 18th day of January, 1575, as well as the 

pro ms of any act of Congress heretofore the execution of the 
game be, and the same are hereby, : 8 tor tho year 
1894 manufacturers of su from cane, or sorghum grown im the 


United States, shall be a bounty of one and sixty-one hundredths of a 
cent per pound and no more, 


Mr. ALLEN. There are three vicious features in the sugar 


schedule of this bill. The first is that portion which I will 
read, on page 41: 
And upon sugars 1 standard 
Which have been discolored there shall be levied, collected. aha paid 
a duty of one-eighth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the said duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem. 

There is not the slightest reason for that pena There 
is no reason why the sugar refining companies of the United 
States should receive any protection. Yet I am confident that 
that will stand in the bill. Mr. Theodore Havemeyer 
testified before a committee of Congress a few years ago that if 
every form of protection was removed from sugar the American 
sugar refiners could refine sugar against the world and make 
money out of it, a confession—and we know it to, be true—that 
the Ameriean sugar refiners donot need protection; and when 
this feature of the sugar schedule was placed in this bill it was 
a bowing to the demand of the sugar trust or obeying their rep- 
resentatives in this branch of Congress. 

I have been told that this bill can not be passed with this pro- 
vision out. I have also been told that there are Senators in this 
Chamber who will vote against the bill if the feature in the in- 
terest of the sugar trust is removed from it. It does not seem 
possible that the su trust owns the vote of any Senator. It 
does not seem possible that the claim that the bill will be de- 
feated unless the sugar trust has protectioncan be true. It does 
not seem to me that any man in this body has so far forgotten 
his obligation to the people of the country as to bring about a 
result of that character. Therefore, this portion the bill 
ought to go out. The portion of the bill which gives the differ- 
ential tax of 1 mill, which is also for the benefit of the sugar 
trust, should go out for a like reason. I read this proviso: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to abro- 
gate or in any manner impair or affect the provisions of the treaty of com- 
mercial reciprocity concluded between the United States and the King of 
the Hawaiian Islands on the 30th day of January, 1875, or the provisions of 
any act of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the same. 

This should go out of the bill. The testimony taken before 
the investigating committee appointed by this C ber shows 
that the American su trust and Claus Spreckels own jointly 
the Western Sugar Refining Company, at San: Francisco; and 
that at the same time Mr. Spreckels is a $10,000,000 shareholder 
in the American sugar trust. Then they are partners in the 
American Sugar Refining Company, and also in the Western 
Refining Company. The evidence also shows that 140,000 tons 
of Hawaiian sugar are annually brought to San Francisco and 
there refined and sold throughout theextreme Western States. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will my colleague permit an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I 1 agree with him as to the Ha- 
waiian treaty if this schedule shall pass as it passed in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It is practically giving one cent a pound 
bounty on all sugar produced in the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr, ALDRICH. At least a cent. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Perhaps more than a cont; it is at least 
a cent, as suggested by the Senator from Rhode Island, But I 
notice in the amendment proposed by my colleague that he seems 
to adopt the language of the present schedule as though he de- 
sired to continue the Hawaiian treaty. I may be mistaken in 
its reading. 

Mr. ALLEN. If my colleague will look at the schedule that 
I have offered he will ses that it directly repeals the Hawaiian 
treaty. 


to put it ogee an exact equality wi 
Germany, 


Not only that, but Iam 
sugars can be pre e m other countries by way 
of the Hawaiian Islands into country, claiming that they are 
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Hawaiian sugars when they are not, and by such shipment a 
fraud can be committed upon the revenues of the Government. 

Mr. President, that portion of the sugar schedule ought to be 
stricken out, You can not go to the American people and jus- 
tify the introduction of a provision of that kind. It may be that 
the sugar trust has power to remain in this bill. It may have 
power to defeat the bill unless the committee comply with their 
request, but I believe when the question is Pot to the Senate as 
to repealing the Hawaiian treaty it will be done. 

Mr. President, this bill is wrong in another respect. It is 
wrong in so far as it introduces the Dutch color test instead of 
the polariscopic test. I am satisfied that the only way to pre- 
wank fraud on the Treasury Department and on the revenues of 
~ the Government is by introducing the polariscopic test in placo 
of the Dutch standard. I do not propose to now go specifically 
into the facts that lead me to believe that frauds will be com- 
mitted and can be committed on the revenues under this bill. 
In 1889 it was found necessary, in order to prevent fraud, to in- 
troduce the polariscopic test, notwithstanding the then law pro- 
vided for the Dutch color test. 

The rankest kind of frauds were committed. The Govern- 
ment was defrauded of hundreds of thousands of dollars by the 
introduction and application of the Dutch standard. The sen- 
ior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], at that time Secretary of 
the Treasury, was compelled in order to preserve the revenue 
from frauds to introduce the polariscopic test. 

Mr. President, these three provisions are in my judgment fa- 
tal to this bill. These three 9257 7 ought to be stricken out of 
the bill. The amendment which I offer in regard to the polari- 
seopic test in place of the Dutch standard test takes the sugar 
refiners’ interest out of this bill. Itrepeals the Hawaiian treaty 
and makes a direct tax upon sugar, every mill of which goes 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. President, when the people of this country understand 
that the bill has been framed in a manner that puts a light and 
reasonable tax upon sugar, of every dollar of which they get the 
benefit by its being applied to the discharge of the national in- 
debtedness and the current expenses of the Government, they 
will be satisfied. 

So far as the sugar industry in my own State is concerned, I 
say that the policy of a bounty can not continue. Tho time is 
speedily coming when it must go out of existence, and the only 
policy that can be permanent, the only policy that can be of sub- 
stantial benefit, is the incidental protection arising to that in- 
dustry from a reasonable tax imposed upon sugar. 

Mr. President, I do not suppose it is possible to continue the 
sugar bounty. I will vote fora gradual extinction of the sugar 
bounty because I believe thet it is due to this new industry. I 
will vote for a half reduction, as offered by my colleague the 
other day; but I will not vote for this amendment, from the fact 
that I know that the entire system is doomed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is onagreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska| Mr. MAN- 
DERSON]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On that Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HILL. That is a substitute which restores the McKinley 
duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
bounty is concerned, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


It restores the existing law so far as the 
The Secretary will call the 
roll. 


he Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

r. GORDON (when his name was called). Itransfermy pair 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from 
Arkansas Mr. BERRY] for the day, and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Moret]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BRICE. Lam paired with the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Wotcorr). 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted 
yea,” because I understood the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] was paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hic- 
| abe if that arrangement still exists I will let my vote stand. 

not I wili withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
nator from Washington that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GGINS] has voted, 

os SQUIRE. Then I shall be obliged to withdraw my vote. 
: . MURPHY (after having voted in the negative). as the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 
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Mr. MURPHY. Then I withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced - yeas 31, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Aldrich, rye, Lodge, Platt, 
Allison, Ga er, McMillan, Power, 
Carey, Hale, Manderson,- LA 
Cullom, Hansbrou Mitchell, Oregon arman, 
Davis, Hawley, Patton, Shoup, 
Dixon, H Pefer, Teller, 
Dolph, Jones, Ney. Perkins, Washburn, 
Dubois, Kyle, Pettigrew, 

NAYS—36. 
Alien, " J Ark, Ransom, 
Bate, Gibson, Lindsay. Roach 
Blackburn, Gordon, McLaurin, Smit 
Blanchard, Gorman, Martin, Turpie, 
Caffery, Harris, Miils, Vest, 
Camden, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Coke, Irby, Palmer, Walsh, 
Faulkner, Jarvis, Pasco, White. 

NOT VOTING—18. 

Berry, Chandler. Morrill, Stewart, 
Brice, el, Ly, Wilson, 
Butler; Gray, Proctor, Wolvots, 
Call, Hoar, Pugh, 
Cameron, McPherson, Squire, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Ioffer an amendment as a substitute for 
paragraph 182. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska. will be stated, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

182, That until July t, 1900, the provisions of the act entitled “An act to re- 
duce revenue, 9 duties, and for other purposes," approved October 1. 
1890, author the: issue of licenses to produce sugar and for the payment 
of a bounty to the producers of sugar from beets, sorghum, and sugar cane 

rown in the United States or from maple sap produced within the United 

tates contained in 3 231, 232, 288. 284. 235, and 230 of Said act shall 
continue in full force an ‘ect, and thereafter the bo provided ta be 
755 in aia act shall be reduced 25 per cent each year until shall cease and 

Mr. MANDERSON, I desire to state that the amendment 
continues the payment of the bounty of the McKinley law until 
the year 1900; and thereafter, for the remaining four years of 
the period, it reduces it 25 per cent each year. 

Mr. PEFFER. Each year? 

Mr, MANDERSON. h year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 0 to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. 

Mr, McPHERSON. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). 
a general pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
eee I voted without. noticing that he is absent from the 
Chamber. I withdraw my vote, 

Mr. wo pers (after having voted in the affirmative), I have 
a general pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
He is not present and I understand that if he were here he would 
vote “nay.” I voted yen.“ I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BRICE.. Ihave a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WoLCcort] which, ifsatisfactory to the Sena- 
tor from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], I will transfer to the Sena- 
tor from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. SQUIRE. That arrangement is satisfactory. 

Mr. BRICE. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. I vote yea.” 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to announce for the day the pair of my 
colleague [Mr. CAMERON] with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 37; as follows: 


I have 


YEAS—33. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, McMillan, gua 
Allison, Hale, Manderson, he: 5 
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, wwley, n. Squire, 
Davis, $ Peffer, Teller, 
Dixon, oar, Washburn. 
Dolph, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, 
Dubois, le, latt, 
Frye, 0, Power, 

NAYS—37, 
Allen, George, McLaurin, Smith, 
Bate Gibson, Mills, Turpie, 
Black Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 

Harris, Morgan, Vilas, 

Batter Hunton, Falter, p Wan 
Camden, Pasco, White. 
Co! Jones, Ark. 8 
Faulkner, i Roach, 


a 
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NOT VOTING—15. 


Berry, Cullom, McPherson, Stewart, 
Butler, Daniel, Martin, Wilson, ' 
Oall, Gordon, Morrill, Wolcot 
Cameron, Gray, Proctor, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I offer an amendment as a substitute for 
raph 182, I will state, before it is read, that it is a dimin- 
shing bounty of one-tenth each year for the remainder of the 


term of the McKinley act, so far asit relates to the bounty. I 


call the particular attention of my colleague to the fact that this 
seems to be the amendment for which his heart yearns, and 
ves a deduction of one-tenth each year. I hope it will receive 


vote. 

Mr, ALLEN. My colleague, when we considered the bill as 
in Committee of the Whole, offered two amendments, for which 
I propose to vote when they are offered in the Senate. One of 
those was a diminishing bounty of 10 per cent each year. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This is it. 

Mr. ALLEN. And the other was a bounty of 1 cent a pound 
instead of 2. For those two amendments I shall vote to-day as 
I did then. As to the others I shall vote “nay.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

Bene e Strike out paragraph 182 and insert in lieu 
thereof: s 


other “approved October 1, 1890, shall be reduced one-tenth part 
of their respective amounts, as prescribed in said act, each year, beginning 
wi 1,1 and extending to July 1, 1905, inclusive, and there- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN- 
DERSON |. 

Mr. MANDERSON, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 5 

Mr. COLLOM (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.SQUIRE. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia 
Mr. DANIEL], as I before announced. My pair has been trans- 
erred to the Senator from Colorado[Mr. WOLCOTT], so that the 

Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE] and I may both vote. I vote 


“ ea.’ 5 

Ms, PROCTOR. Has the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 
voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


vised. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iam ed with the Senator from Florida. 
If he ote eae I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
desire to change my vote. I vote nay.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—S. 
Aldrich, è, Lod Quay, 
Allen, G r, Me K Sherman, 
Allison, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Patton, Squire, 
Chandler, Hawley, Peffer, Stewar 
a ý Perkins, Teller, 
Dixon, oar, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
Dolph, Jones, Ney. Platt, 
Dw yle, Power, 
NAYS—37. 
Bate. Gibson, Manderson, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gorman, lis, ie, 
Blanchard, H Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Caller Hunton Murphy, Voorh 
> un! y. r 
Camden, Irby, H rA Walsh,” 
Pasco, te. 
if Jones, Ark. h, 
Fa er, Say, Ranso 
George, McLaurin, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—14. 
Berry, Cullo: McPherson, Wilson, 
Butler, Daniel.” i Wolcott. 
Call, ordon, Morrill, 
Cameron, ray, Proctor, 


So the amendment was Bs aie 
Mr. MANDERSON. I give notice that some time during the 
pendency of the bill I shall move to reconsider the vote by 
which this amendment was lost. I have one more amendment 
in the nature of a substitute for paragra h 182. The amend- 
ment is a continuance of the McKinle unty act until 1905, 
the date of the expiration of its term giving a bounty of 1 cent 
a pound to su 1 from beets and sorghum cane only. 
he VICE- SIDENT, The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 182 and insert iv lieu 
thereof: 

182, That until July 1, 1905, the provisions of the act entitled “An act tore- 
duce revenue, equi duties, and for other p approved October 1, 
1890, authorizing the issuance of licenses to E uce sugar and for the pay- 
ment of a bounty to the producers of sugar from beets, sorghum, or sugar 
cane grown in the United States, or frommaple sap produced in the United 
States contained in paragraphs 231, 232, 233, 2H, 235, and 236 of said act, shall 
continue in full force andeffect: Provided, That the said bounty so provided 
to be paid shall be but I cent per pound and shall be paid to the producers in 
the United States of sugar from — and sorghum only. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro osed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and tho Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. I withhold my 
vote in his absence. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I de- 
sire to inquire whether the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] 
has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Jones, Ney. Perkins, 
Allen, e, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Allison, Gallinger, Lodge, Platt, 
Carey. Hale, McMillan, Quay, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Manderson, Sherman, 
Davis, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Dixon, Higgins, Patton, Squire, 
Dolph, Hoar, Peffer, Washburn. 
NAYS—36. 
Bate, George, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McLaurin, Roach, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Mills, Smith, 
Brice, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Caffery, Hill, ` Morgan, Vest, 
Camden, Hunton, Murphy, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Irby, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jarvis, Pasco, Walsh, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pugh, White. 
NOT VOTING—17. 
Berry, Daniel, Morrill, Wilson, 
Butler, Gordon, Power, Wolcott. 
Call, Grey Proctor, 
Cameron, McPherson, Stewart, 
Callom, Martin, Teller, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. P. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1759) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Compan y to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it asa 
post-road. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, with amendments; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 307) granting a pension to Earnest C. Emerson; and 

A bill (S. 920) granting a pension to Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 953) to increase the pension of Mary P. Brough- 


ton 
A bill (H. R. 1110) to correct the military record of Calvin 


aniel; 
A bill Nee R. 1461) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Andrew L. Grugett as a former member of Company 
E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of the rebellion, and to 

rant him an honorable discharge therefrom; 

A bill (H. R. 2108) to perfect the military record of Warren 
Alonzo Alden; 

A bill (H. R. 2726) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Edward J. Butler; 

A bill (H. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 8065) to increase the pension of James Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 3147) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 


Kale; 

A bill (H. R. 3971) for the relief of Martha A. Holt, the widow 
of Thomas C. Holt; 

A bill (H. R. 3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bews; 

A bill (H. R. 4561) grantinga pension to Harriet T. Vosburgh; 
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A bill (H. R. 4671) to remove the charge of desertion standing 


against the name of Joseph G. Utter; : 

A bill (H. R. 4811) to pension Mary Trimble; 

A bill (H. R. 51040 to increase the pension of Mary Stahl; 

A bill (H. R. 5194) to pension G. O. Greiner, of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 5514 granting a pension to Celestia P. Hartt: 

A biil (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to Sarah Oddy: 

A bill (H. R. 5816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Donoghue; 

A bill (H. R. 6050) to pension Margaret A. Woods, widow of 
William W. Woods, late of Company E, Sixteenth Illinois Vol- 
unter Infantry; 

A bill 12 R. 6103) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee; 

A bill (H. R. 6206) granting a 8 to A. F. Neely; 

A bill (H. R. 6213) to pension Harriet R. Tate; 

A bill (H. R. 6361) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6634) to grant a pension to Edwin Overman, an 
insane child; and A 

A bill (H. R. 6902) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Susie Conway. 

AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privilege. 
During the session on Friday I submitted two amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by me, which have been printed as docu- 
ments, but the fact of their presentation was not noticed in the 
RECORD. I ask that the RECORD be corrected in this respect or, 
at least, that the amendments appear in to- morrow's RECORD as 
having been introduced 8 One amendment is in relation 
to the leasing of lands held by Indians in severalty, and the other 
is in relation to carrying out agreements with some Indian tribes. 
They are amendments intended to be proposed to the Indian 
appropriation bill. È 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
order requested by the Senator from Washington will be 

ranted. The Chair understands that the amendments have 
Bean referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and printed. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenext reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The Secretary read paragraph 1823, as follows: 

182}. On and after January 1, 1895, there shall be levied, collected, and paid 
on all sugars and on all tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or of beet juice, 
melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated mo a duty 
of 40 per cent ad valorem, and upon all sugars above No, 16 Dutch standard 
in color and oe all sugars which have been discolored there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid a duty of one-eighth of 1 cene par pound in addi- 
tion to the said duty of 40 per cent ad valorem; and sugars, tank bot- 
toms, sirups of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, 
concrete or concentrated molasses, which are imported from or are the 
product of any country which at the time the same are nes sealers therefrom 
pays, directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export thereof, shall payaduty 
of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the foregoing rates: Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein contained shall besoconstrued =s toabrogateor in 
any manner im or affect the provisions of the treaty of commercial reci- 

rocity concluded between the United States and the King of the Hawaiian 

lands on the 30th day of January, 1875, or the provisions of any act of Con- 
grer heretofore passed for the execution of the same. at on and after 
anuary 1, 1895, there shall be levied, collected, and paid on mo tes 
above 40° and not above 56° polariscops, a duty of 2 cents per gallon; if test- 
ing above 56° polariscope, a duty of 4 cents per galion. 

Mr. KYLE. I move to strike out from the beginning of lin 
5 down to and includ the word “rates,” in line 15. This in- 
cludes the one-eighth c a cent on sugar above 16 Dutch stand- 
ard, and also the discriminating duty of one-tenth of a cent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out beginning with line 5 down to 
and including the word“ rates” in line 15, as follows: 

And — all i above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and upon all 
sugars which have been discolored there shall be levied, collected, and paid 
a duty of one-eighth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the said duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem; and all sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or 
of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete or concentrated mo- 
lasses, which are imported from or are the product of any country which at 
the time the same are exported therefrom pays, directly or indirectly, a 
8 on the export thereof, shall pay aduty of one-tenth ot i cent per pound 
in addition to the foregoing rates. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. HILL and KYLE called for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire merely to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. I desire to offer an amendment to the first line of the 
parece: I do not understand that I am debarred from tak- 

up the paragraph further on. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. KYLE. In justification of the amendment I will state 
that there may be some excuse at the present time for placin 
a duty of 40 per cent ad valorem upon raw sugar, but Gas 
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to-day absolutely no excuse in the eyes of the American people 
for placing one-eighth of a cent on sugars above 16 Dutch stand- 
ard for the benefit of the refiners. I believe here that it might 
be safely predicted that itmeans a death blow politically to the 
man who will cast his vote in favor of retaining this duty of 
one-eighth of 1 cent. I believe it will mean the death blow of 
the party which pe the bill with the duty of one-eighth of a 
cent retained in it. 

Since we had this portion of the bill under consideration be- 
fore it has been stated by those who are interested in the sugar 
trust that they can refine their sugar to-day without the one- 
eighth of acent, and therefore if we now give it to them it 
is an absolute gift from the pockets of the American ple. I 
hope, therefore, that the amendment will carry and that the 
duty of one-eighth of a cent will be stricken out. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, when the bill was in the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole the argument upon this 

roposition was had in extenso. The statement just now msde 

y the Senator from South Dakota was then refuted, as I hope 
to refute it now. It is not true in any sense that thisone-eighth 
differential duty between raw and refined sugars is in the inter- 
est solely of what he calls the sugar trust. I showed in the 
former debate upon this proposition that we raised in Louisiana 
during the last year 600,000,000 pounds of sugar, and that about 
85 per cent of it was centrifugal sugars, and from one-half to three- 
quarters was refined sugars in the sense that they were sugars 
testing atand above 16 Dutchstandardincolor. The one-eighth 
differential duty is directly in the interest of the sugar produc- 
ae 1 Louisiana and of the beet sugar producers of the United 

8. 

It must be known to the Senator from South Dakota that all 
sugars made from beets, or nearly all, are refined sugars, and 
when I tell him that of the 600,000,000 pounds of cane sugars 
raised last year in Louisiana, about two-thirds were refined 
sugars, then it must come home tothe Senator that the one- 
eighth of a cent specific duty is in the interest of the sugar pro- 
ducersand manufacturers of the United States and notaltogether 
in the interest of the trust. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state to the Senator from Louisiana that 
the beet-sugar manufacturers und refiners of the West do not 
care for the duty of one-eighth of a cent. 

Mr. BLANCHAR I will inform the Senator from South 
Dakota that I have been in communication directly, in person, 
with some of the largest beet-sugar manufacturers, and I have 
yet to hear from one of them that they care nothing for the one- 
eighth of a cent differential duty. 

r. KYLE. I will state that I also have been in communica- 
tion with them. They are willing to take it. Of course they 
will take itif you give it to them, but they say they can get 
along very nicely without it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is begging the question. The 
Senator said the duty of one-eighth of a cent was placed in the 
bill in the interest solely of the trust, and now when that is 
denied and the contrary is shown, he takes refuge behind the 
statement that the beet sugar manufacturers of the United 
States can get along without it, but would like to have it. Of 
course they would like to have it. 

The one-eighth differential duty between raw and refined 
sugars is in the interest of asound public policy, for it is an 
encouragement held out to the sugar-producers of the United 
States to make refined sugars instead of raw sugars. 

Mr. President, after this question was fully argued in the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, the Senate agreed to 
maintain the one-eighth of a cent differential, and I trust the 
action of the Senate in open Senate will be in consonance with 
the action of the Senate at that time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I can convince the honorable Sen- 
ator from Louisiana that he is mistaken in his proposition. The 
paragraph as it will stand if the amendment is adopted will still 
give the sugar-raisers of Louisiana the 1 7 8 0 of 40 per cent 
ad valorem as against all sugars which come into competition 
with Louisiana sugars. As the refined su is worth 1 centa 

ound more, or nearly 40 per cent of the value of ordinary sugar, 

e gets the benefit of the 40 per cent on all refined sugars brought 
into this country in competition with Louisiana sugar or sugar 
produced from beets. 

The striking out of the next proposition will not help him at 
all, so far as the Louisiana makers are concerned. The one-eighth 
per cent is only intended as a discriminating duty in favor of the 
refiner in this country, and itis an addition to the 40 per cent upon 
all sugars that are brought into competition from abroad With 
the sugars of Louisiana. Therefore, if raw sugar is worth 
cents a pound, then the duty is about 1 cent a pound, but 
refined sugars are tints into this country, they are worth 3+ 
cents a pound, and the duty of 40 per cent is equivalent to the 
protection to the Louisiana plantersof 1ł cents a pound. So that 
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if the Senator will rely only upon the 40 per centad valorem duty, 
Soe have an ample protection for the refined sugars of Louw- 
na. 2 

There is nothing in the Senator's argument. The mioh 
ofa cent is the bounty paid toa trust in the United States which 
has already been exposed here to the condemnation of the peo- 

le of the United States, and it inures to their benefit only. 

e duty of 40 por cont already in the bill, and which was re- 
tained in the bill under the proposition of the honorable Sena- 
tor who offered the amendment, is 2 protection to the sugar 
interest, while the 5 is a protection which will only 
inure to the process of refining by a single corporation in the 
United States. It can not in the slightest degree benefit the 
maker of sugar in Louisiana. He gets the full benefit of 40 per 
cent on all sugars, whether refined or unrefined, which come 
into competition with him, and the bounty given herein is not 
intended to nor can it operate in favor o e Louisiana sugar 
planter. He is already amply protected by the first clause of 
the paragraph. This is only a special discrimination in favor 
of a spe interest, which we should repudiate rather than ap- 
prove by our rs, teen 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment 8 by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE], on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Lask a division of the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
adivision of the question. The first clause of the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out in paragraph 1823, page 41, after 
the words ad valorem” in line 4: 

And upon all sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and upon all 
sugars which have been discolored there shall be levied, co! paid 
aduty of one-eighth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the said duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the first question to be 
taken, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The 3 eee to the roll. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. If he were 
present I should vote“ yen.“ 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. arr | 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was call 5 I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. By an ar- 
rangement with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE], who is 

red with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT], I have 
ransferred opas to the Senator trom Colorado, so that the 
Senator from Virginia and the Senator from Coloradowill stand 
ee I shall not again announce this arrangement during 
t ay. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. My pair has been transferred for the 
day to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], so that the Sena- 
tor from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] and I may vote. The Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] is not present, and I shall not vote. 
If he were present I should vote yea.“ 


The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 35; as follows: 
YEAS- 
Aldrich, Dubois, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 
Allen, Eryo Kyle, tb, 
Allison, Gallinger, Power, 
Carey, Hale, Me 4 Sherman, 
Oun x Tigges Mitchell, Oregon —.— y, 
0 * 
Davia,” 7 Patton, darm. 
Dixon, Floar, Peffer, 
Dolph, Irby, Perkins, 
NAYS—35. 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mie Smith, 
hard, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. ie, 
iy, Bon Beny i 
= freer Pugh,’ Wats 
e. + 
ke, Lindsay, L White. 
Faulkner, y alien, 
NOT VOTING—16. 
Berry. Daniel, McPherson, Ste 
Butler, 3 = — = — 2 
* Hans ro almer, ilison, 
—. — Harris, * Proctor, Wolcott. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Now, let the second branch of the amend- 
ment bə stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The second partof the proposition 
will be stated. ; 

The SECRETARY. After the words “ad valofem “ in line 9, 


on page 41 it is proposed to strike out all down toand including | 
R | I simply want to puton record that if I had been present I should 


the word “ rates,” in line 15, as follows: 
and all sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, 


concentrated melada, concrete or concentrated mol are im- 
ported from or are the product of any country which at the n 
are exported therefrom pays. directly or indirectly, a bounty on thi por 
th one-tenth of 1 cent per pound in tion to the 


reot, shall pay a d 
‘egoing rates. si 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to delay the 

enate by calling for the yeas and nays, or even by asking for 
a division; but I wish to enter my protest, which has been here- 
tofore entered once or twice, against this provision in — of 
the Hawaiian Islands. 

There was no reason of public policy which demanded tho 
enormous payment that has been made for the benefit of the 
Hawaiian Islands to induce the production of sugar. The United 
States has derived no benefit whatever from it. We have paid 
$55,000,000 to the Hawaiian Islands. I believe that provision 
contained in the treaty was wrong in the beginning, it is wrong 
now, and nevershould beallowed until the Hawaiian Islands be» 
come a part of the United States of America. 

There is no reason of public policy, there is no reason what- 
ever that can be given in favor of a discrimination to one foreign 
country as against all other foreign countries. We have no 
right to give to foreign people, who are 2,000 miles distant from 
us on the Pacific Ocean, so enormous a sum as we have already 
paid to the Hawaiian Islands for the privilege of introduci 
sugar free from those islands. Fifty-five million dollars has al- 
ready gone, and every pr hereafter there will be a loss to the 
Treasury of the United States by this provision of from five to 
ten million dollars, without any geod ever coming to us or any 
good being likely to come to us by reason of it. 

Though I shall, perhaps, vote for this provision as amended, 
I simply wish to file my protest against this proposition. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to enter a protest against 
the protest of the distinguished Senator from Ohio. We made 
a reciprocity treaty with the Sandwich Islands; made it with 
our eyes wide open; we lived under it for ten years; we obtained 
under itall of the trade of the islands, and addition to that 
all of the carrying trade of the islands, and the Senator from 
Ohio does not give one cent or one mill of credit to that which 
the Sandwich folands gave us for this provision in their favor. 

It is the only provision that was worth anything to the Sand- 
wich Islands when that reciprocity chevy fh was made; it is the 
only provision that we gave them that is worth anything to- 
day, and when the last reciprocity treaty came before the 
United States Senate, and came before the Committee on For- 
eign Relations of the Senate, the Senator from Ohio joined with 
the Senator from Vermont in placing in that reciprocity trea 
by amendment a provision that Pearl Island Harbor, the most 
important, the most available, the securest harbor in all the 
Pacific Ocean, should be ceded by those little islands to this 
great country, and they were compelled to accept it. 

They accepted it; the cession was made, and now the Senator 
from Ohio says that nothing is given to us in return for this ex- 
emption from the duty on sugar, Why, Mr. President, suppose 
the Senator's view should obtain in the United States Senate 
to-day, what condition would this Republic be in? We have just 
had an inspection made of Pearl Harbor and of the entrance to 
it by United States engineers, and they report that the entire 
mouth of it can be opened to vessels dra 30 feet of water, 
at an expense of not over $200,000. 

What does the Senator ee Engiand would give to-day 
for that harbor if these islands should transfer it to her—the 
paltry sum of $5,000,000 a year? She would give $50,000,000 a 

ear to have Pearl Island ceded toher. Now, 9 i take 

rom the Sandwich Islands all we ever gave for her trade and 
for this harbor, in what condition are we left? Will we main- 
tain, will the Senator from Ohio maintain, or undertake to say 
that that was a cession complete, that Pearl Island harbor is 
ours, and that they can not retire from that cession? 

That was the view of the Senator when the amendment was 
made; it was the view of the distinguished Senator from Ver- 
mont that it was a complete cession; but our 3 of 
State, in replying to an inquiry made in writing by the then 
minister from the Sandwich Islands, declared that it was a ces- 
sion that went pari passu with the treaty andnofurther. Could 
we undertake to maintain in the eyes of the world that it was a 
cession completed, that it was ours, when we had deprived, under 
the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, the Sandwich Islands 
from all the benefits received for that cession? How long could 
we stand in the eyes of the world and make that claim? 

Mr. President, I enter a protest against the protest of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio as solemn as his. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, a few moments since I was 
called from the Senate and failed to hear the ring of the bell 
indicating that the yeas and nays were to be taken, and during 
my absence there was a yewand-nay vote, I understand, upon 
the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE]. 


have voted “nay.” 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
Se eng by the Senator from South Dakota . KYLE], upon 
Ww 17 the Lage and nays have been ordered. e Secretary will 
call the roll. 


The Secratary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I should vote 
„un if the ee Senator an Delaware [Mr. Gray], with 
whom I am paired, were presen 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was onian 12 r. 
announce m r with the junior Senator from Illinois “ 
PALMER]. i should vote yea” if he were present. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from Florida[Mr. CALL]. 

The nails call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Maine Mr. HALE]. If he were present I should vote nay,” 
and he would vote “yea.” 


The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 35; as follows: 
YEAS—322. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 
Allen, e, Kyle, Platt, 
son, > odes Power, 

Y, Hawley, Mc. n. Sherman, 
Chandler, Mitchell,Oregon Shoup, 
Diron Hoar Petre = 
Dolph; Irby, Perkins, Washburn. 

NAYS—S. 
te, George, McLaurin, Roach, 
— Gibson, Martin, — — 
eee Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Caffery, Harris, Morg: Vilas, 
Camden, Hunton, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Covkrell, Jarvis, ‘Pasco, Walsh, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Pugh, White. 
Faulkner, 3 Quay, 
NOT VOTING—48. 
Berry. Daniel, Manderson, Stewart, 
Butler, Gray, Morrill, Wilson, 
Call, Hale, Palmer. Wolcott. 
‘Cameron, UHausbrough, Proctor, 
Cull McPh Ransom, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KYLE. I have one more amendment to offer, and then I 
shall be through. In line 22, on page 41, after the word“ that,” 
T move to strike out on and after January 1, 1895,” and insert 
tupon the — this act.“ 

The VICE-PR IDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 22, on page4l,afterthe word ‘‘that,” 
itis d to strike out on and after January 1, 1895,” and 
insert upon the passage of this act;” so as to read: 

That upon the passage cf this act there shall be levied, collected, and paid 
on molasses testing above 40°,” etc. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. An amendment having been made 
to paragraph 182 that these provisions shall go into effect after 
the passage of this act, it would seem to be proper that all the 
provisions should take effect at the same time. If this amend- 
ment is agreed to, there will be an amendment necessary to in- 
sert on page 40, line 25, to the same effect. I move thatamend- 


ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment is that 

proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. A 
r. JONES of Arkansas. I accept the Senator's amendment, 
or I suggest that he modify his amendment by putting in mine. 

Mr. KYLE. I will accept that. It was an oversight. I had 
intended to include both in the same amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota as modified. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. After the word rates,“ in line 15, 
on page 41, I move to insert what I send to the desk, which has 
been ee by the Secretary of the Shier A 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 15, on page 41, after the word 
tt rates,” it is proposed to insert: 


Provided, That the importer of sugar produced in a foreign coun the 
government of which grants such direct or indirect bounties may be 
Telicved from this additional wy Beno such regulations as the Secreta 
of the Treasury may be case said importer produces a certifi. 
gate of said government that no indirect bounty has been received from 
said sugar in excess of the tax collected upon the beet or cane from which 
it was produced, and that no direct bounty has been or shall be paid. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposa by the Senator from Arkansas. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. After the word! Provided,“ at the 
end of line 15, on page 41, I move to insert the word further.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, LODGE. Mr. President, I move to strike out all of sec- 


| ad valorem instead o 


tion 1824 as far as the proviso just inserted by the committee, 
coming in in line 15, and to insert what I send to the desk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
8 from eae Py mse will be mere yas zun 
ECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out Paragraph 
1824 down to and including the word * rates,” in line 15, on page 
41, and insert: 

Allsugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or ot beet Juice, melada concen- 
trated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses by the 8 
not above 80 shall pay a dutyof 1 cent reed ira andforevery additional 

n 


gree or fraction of a degree above 80° and above 90° shown 12 The polan; 
ope test, shall pay one one-hundredth of acent pound additio: and 
or fraction of ade- 


above 90° and not above 98°, for ev: additional degree 
gree, shown by the polariscope test, shall pay a duty of two one-hundredths 
of a cent per additional and upon all sugar testing above 98° by polar- 
iscope test, or above No. 16 by the Dutch stan in color, there shall be 
levied and collected a duty of one-eighth of 1 cent per pound in addition to 
the duty imposed upon sugars testing above 98°. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this amendment proposes a 
graded specific duty instead of the ad valorem duties now stand- 
ing in the bill. They are the duties first 5 by the Fi- 
nance Committee in the first draft of the tariff bill that they pre- 
5 3 s ETS 

e great struggle of the refiners of sugar e repre- 
sentatives of the sugar trust was to beat these 8 duties 
and get in their place ad valorem duties. Some of them testified 
thet that ad valorem Chae not of itself give them a differential; 
others testified that it did; but there is no manner of question 
that every effort was pue forth by the refiners of sugar to secure 

specific rates as reported from the com- 
mittee. 


They were resisted in that attempt by the 
sugar. The producers of Louisiana and the apts One 
cers favored specific rates. These ad valorems were in 
place of the specifics on the representation of the refiners of 


sugar. 

Facite, Mr. President, simply to obtaina vote on that direct 
question, whether the Senate will take the graded rates 
as first porten by the Finance Committee, or whether they 
will substitute for them ad valorem rates, demanded by the re- 
finers, and by no one else. 


ucers of raw 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, in order that my vote on this 
amendment may not be misconstrued, I that I am in 
favor of free sugar and am opposed to all du on sugar. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on the amendment 

proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
r. LODGE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DANIEL. I was about to vote, but I understand an ar- 
rangement had been made whilst I Was out of the Chamber tem- 
rarily that I should stand paired with the Senator from Colo- 
rado{Mr. WOLCOTT], and, being so informed, I decline to vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 44; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Aldrich, Dolph. Boar, Power, 
Allen, ubois, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Allison, e, McMillan, Sherman, 
Chandler, Gallinger, Manderson, Shoup, 
Culiom, Hale Mitchell, Oregon uire, 
Davis, Hawley, Patton, 
Dixon, Higgins, Per 
° NAYS—44. 

Bate, George, uay, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McLaurin, 8 
Blanchard, Gordon, rtin, Roach, 
Brice, Gorman, Mills, Smith, 
Caffery, ray, Mitchell, Wis. 
Call, is. Morgan, Vest, 
Camden, Hunton, Murphy, 
Carey, Irby. Pasco, Voo 

Jarvis, Peffer, Walsh. 

è, Jones, Ark. Pettigrow, Washburn, 
Faulkner, yle, Pugh, hite, 
NOT VOTING—15. 

Berry. Hansbrough, Morrill, Teller, 
Butler. Hin! Palmer, Wilson, 
Cameron, Lodge, tt olco 
Daniel, McPherson, 8 


So the amendment was rejected. 

TaS 5 I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 1824, on page 41, line 15, it 
is proposed to strike out all after the word “rates,” down to and 
including the word “same,” in line 22, and insert: 

That the treaty concluded January 13,1875, and proclaimed June * — 
aud the convention ene. the duration of said treaty concluded De- 
cember 6, 1884, between the United States and the King of the Hawaiian Jsl- 
ands,is hereby abr repealed,and annulled,to take effect one year 
after the passage of act. 2 
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Mr.PETTIGREW. Mr. President, this treaty was concluded 
in 1875 to continue for seven years. After the expiration of 
seven years, it could be abrogated on twelve months’ notice. In 
1884 the treaty was continued for seven years more, with the 
same provision in regard to annulling the treaty. Therefore, 
upon twelve months’ notice this treaty can be annulled by the 

nited States. I can think of no argument which would justify 
us in continuing it. It is paying & bonus to the people of the 
Sandwich Islands of over $4,000, a year, and it 18 taxing the 
American people to do it. 

There is not an American laborer upon those islands, and 
there are only 636 Americans, or people of American descent, 
who are registered voters. The remainder of the population is 
composed of natives, Japanese, Chinese,and Portuguese. They 
are contract laborers, almost as low as if not lower in the scale 
of civilization than slave labor. 

I can see no reason why the people of my State or the people 
of any State of this Union should be taxed for the 1 of 
furnishing the people of those islands more profitable employ- 
ment. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator will allow me, I will tell him that 
if he will refer to the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS], 
who sits within a very few feet of him, that Senator will give 
him a hundred arguments within ten minutes why that treaty 
should not be abrogated. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to hear from my colleague. 
Perhaps he will give me the reasons. 

Mr. KYLE. I have plenty of reasons in my own mind why 
the treaty should not be abrogated. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to hear them stated. 

Mr. KYLE. The reasons have been already prepared by the 
Senator from California, who will give them to the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The total number of Americans upon 
those islands—men, women, and children—is less than 2,000. 
The Portuguese who are there are not from Europe, but the 
are from the islands of the sea. They are partially black, an 
are very low in the scale of civilization, 

This treaty has already cost the people of this country over 
$50,009,000, and we have derived no benefit whatever from it. 
Senators say we will secure a valuable harbor. Pearl Harbor is 
2,100 milesfrom our coast, 4,800 miles from the coast of Asia, 
and 4,000 miles from Australia. There are no coal mines upon 
those islands, and the harbor is absolutely useless and worthless 
to anybody. 

The commerce of the Pacific Ocean does not pass those islands, 
except that which goes to Australia. If we wish to destroy that 
commerce, it is the commerce of Great Britain from Vancouver, 
and we can destroy it from Puget Sound, from our own coast, 
where we can resupply our ships from our own coal mines; but 
if we undertake to send ships to those islands we must carry the 
coal there, and then we are in no position to attack any country 
after sailing such a distance, for we should be out of coal. Sof 
can see noreason whatever for continuing this wonderful benefit 
to those people, a population entirely worthless, while taking 
away from our own people the bounty upon sugar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to place before the 
Senate the exact historical facts with regard to our acquisition 
of acoaling station in the Hawaiian Islands and the treaty rela- 
tions we have with those islands. By a convention concluded 
on the 30th of January, 1875, we stipulated: 

For and in consideration of the rights and privileges granted by His Maj- 
esty the King of the Hawaiian Islands in the next succeeding article of this 
convention, and as an 6 therefor, tho United States of America 
es i cle to admit all the articles named in the following schedule, the 
same being the growth and manufacture or produce of the Hawaiian Islands, 
into all the ports of the United States fres of duty. 

Among those articles was sugar, then produced in a compara- 
tively small quantity in the. Hawaiian Islands. That treaty, 
containing reciprocal provisions, was to expire at the end of 
seven years, at any time on the demand of either government, 
At the end of the seven years, when the treaty had expired, an 
effort was made to extend it seven years longer. That was con- 
tested severely in the Senate Chamber, and there was much 
opposition to the extension of the treaty, because the statistics 

owed that we had then lost $26,000,000 more than we had gained 
during the seven years by the free admission into our country of 
sugar and other articles. Then a new treaty was made, entirely 
separate and distinct from the old treaty, and that treaty con- 
tains this stipulation: 

Mr. DOLPH. When was that made? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In 1884. It provides: 


Whereas a convention was concluded between the United States of Amer- 
ica and His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands on the 80th day of 
January, 1875, concerning commercial reciprocity. 


Then follow the recitals about the provisions of the treaty. 
Then it proceeds: 


The high contracting parties 


that the time fixed for the duration of 
the said convention shall be de 


tely extended for a term of seven years 


from the date of the exchange of ratifications hereof, and further, until the 
expiration of twelve months after either of the high contracting parties 
shall give notice to the other of its wish to terminate the same, each of the 
high contractin; 74 being at liberty to give such notice to the other at 
the end of the term of seven years or at any time thereafter. 

When this treaty was before the Senate there was great oppo- 
sition to it for the reasons I have stated. Therefore, in order 
to find a consideration to be paid by the Hawaiian Islands to the 
United States for this enormous bounty, the Senator from Ver- 
mont, if T remember correctly, offered this additional consider- 
ation; and, in my judgment, the second treaty would have been 
beaten at the time it was pending, but for the provision he of- 
fered. Here is the provision, and here is the 3 grant in 
perpetuity, according to the legal language of the grant, which 
gives us these islands for thes purposes as one of the consider- 
ations for extending the treaty seven years more: 

His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands grants to the Government 
of the United States the exclusive right to enter the harbor of Pearl River, 
in the island of Oahu, and to establish and maintain there a coaling and re- 
par station for the use of vessels of the United States, and to that end the 

nited States m iyamprovo the entrance to said harbor and do all other 
things needful to the purpose aforesaid, 

Here is an absolute, unconditional, unqualified grant that has 
been paid for by $23,000,000 already, and we agreed to extend 
the termseven years longer. Thus we have givena doublecon- 
sideration for this right. I have no doubt the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] will estimate the value of that privilege far 
more than I, but certainly we have already paid a large sum, and 
we have agreed to pay another sum equivalent to twenty-five 
or twenty-six million dollars, and we now possess by virtue of 
1 treaty an exclusive right to enter upon and improve that 

arbor. 

The provisions of the treaty as to the seven years applied only 
to the admission of articles entered into the several countriez 
named therein, but this special provision was, standing by itself, 
an absolute and conclusive conveyance, so far as one government 
can convey to another the absolute and exclusive right in per- 
petuity to occupy that place for a couling station and for other 
naval purposes, 

So it seems to me there is nothing in the argumentof the hon- 
orable Senator from Maine. We have paid,and doubly paid, for 
that harbor. We own it now; it is now in our possession, and 
we have the right to improve it. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio says that 
when we renewed this treaty we concluded to put in what would 
be, in the estimation of the committee, an adequate considera- 
tion for reciprocity again for seven years, and that was the ces- 
sion of Pearl Island Harbor. He forgets to state to the Senate 
that that treaty had not run more than four years before we de- 
liberately repealed all benefits which the Sandwich Islands re- 
ceived from the reciprocity treaty by removing all duties from 
sugar. We would not have done that to any nation on earth ex- 
cept this little nation of the Sandwich Islands. 

The Senator forgets to tell the Senate that we went one step 
further, and paid a bounty to the people of the United States 
producing sugar and paid none to the Sandwich Islands, thug 
enacting a law which was discriminating against the Sand- 
wich Islands, when we had actually received from them, as the 
Senator says, a full equivalent for this extended reciprocity 
treaty. 

For the last three years the Hawaiians have been living with- 
out any benefit whatever from reciprocity. Their sugar not only 
has not been admitted free from duty, but, in addition to that, 
our sugar-growers have had a bounty, and thus were enabled to 
compet2 with them, at a disadvantage to them. 

Yet the Senator says that that is an absolute cession and that 
Pearl Island Harbor is ours, that we must keep it, and we must 
deprive the Sandwich Islands of it. Why? Not because of the 
treaty of seven years before, which had been running during 
that length of time, under which they had actually received a 
benefit of $23,000,009. What had the old treaty to do with the 
new? Does the Senator say that Pearl Island Harbor was à con- 
sideration for the old treaty, which was dead? Certainly it was 
not. 

It was a consideration for the new treaty of seven years, and 
I stated when I was on the floor before, that on a written com- 
munication from Mr. Carter, the minister from the Sand- 
wich Islands, addressed to Secretary Bayard on this very ques- 
tion of whether or not that was a complete cession, Secretary 
Bayard replied in writing that it was not, that it went pari 
passu with the treaty. hether it was or not, I ask the Sena- 


tor from Ohio if to-day, after we have deprived the Sandwich 
Islands of all benefit of reciprocity with the United States for 
three years, and we have received our full benefit during the 
three years, we propose to put a duty on sugar and deprive 
them still further, during the balance of the seven years, of all 
the benefits from reciprocity? 

I ask the Senator from Ohio if he would face the nations of 
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the earth and in their presence declare that“ notwithstanding 
we have deprived you of all of the benefits which we gave for 
Pearl Island Harbor, we demand that Pearl Island Harbor shall 
be ours, and that the cession shall be treated as a perpetual ces- 
sion”? Would the Senator dare do that? Could he morally 
stand before the peoples of this earth and say that? I say this 
Republic could not stand a minute on that doctrine, and would 
not stand a minute on it. It would be disgraced in the eyes of 
all the civilized nations of the earth if it undertook to stand on 
it a single moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator’sargument would havea good 
deal more of force if it had the facts behind t. In the second 
treaty, it must be remembered that the second article was in- 
serted inthe Senate Chamber. It was accepted, and according 
to the note here, “this article is an amendment of the Senate 
which was accepted by the Hawaiian Government.” It has no 
limitations, no qualifications, Thiswasagreed to on the 6th day 
of December, 1884. The McKinley law took effect some time in 
1890; so that the McKinley law took effect only for a part of the 
year 1890. My impression is that a consideration was made; but 
whether or not, it makes no difference. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, it does. Facts make a differonce. There 
was no consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There were only six months—— 

Mr. FRYE. Have we not been living under it from the date 
of the McKinley act taking effect down to the present time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose we have. 

Mr. FRYE. That is more than six months. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have by the Moue law admitted 
sugar free from other countries as well as from Hawaii. There 
was no stipulation that we should not do it. They had the full 
benefit of seven years, lacking six months. 

Mr. FRYE. That is not so. The Senator charges me with 
speaking without facts. I repeat the charge that he is now de- 

rately addressing the Senate without facts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator said within three years. 

Mr. FRYE. How long is it since October, 1890, when the Me- 
Kinley law took effect? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This treaty took effect on the 6th day of 
December, in the year of our Lord 1884. 

Mr. FRYE. How long is it, if the Senator will pardon me, 
since the McKinley law took effect? How long has it been in 
effect? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know exactly. 

Mr. FRYE. From October, 1890, up to July 1894. 
that that is not quite four years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Instead of three years, it is six years and 
some months, 

Mr. President, as to the contention made by Mr. Bayard, in 
the Senate I know we have generally disagreed with his opin- 
ions, and Mr. Edmunds, of Vermont, who drew this article, has 
contended over and over again that this was as absolute a con- 
veyance of the property as any language could make it. 

t, HIGGINS. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iask the Senator if the fact that that utter- 
ance was made solemnly to the Hawaiian Government by Mr. 
Bayard as Secretary of State did not commit this Government 
to that construction of the treaty? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is very certain that the present Admin- 
istration do not take that view of it, because they are making a 
new survey, and are claiming for the people of the United States 
the right to possess and improve the harbor. 

Mr. HIGGINS. But that is with the entire assent of the 
Government of the islands. They are agreeing to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Who is complaining? 

Mr. FRYE. Is not the treaty still in operation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. 

Mr. FRYE. No treaty between us and the Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We are receiving these goods under the 
general provision of the McKinley law, and sugar comes into 
our country duty free. 
ean ER E. Have we no treaty with the Sandwich Islands 

— ay 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not think we have upon this subject 
except as to these two treaties. I know of no other. Ido not 
wish to make any contest with the Hawaiian Islands. I know 
the effect of this treaty has been bad, and that it has induced 
an abnormal development of those islands. It has added largely 
to the fortunes of a single man, but it has not added one dollar 
to the wealth of the people of the United States. The whole 
mass of the accretion from this treaty has accrued to persons 
who are foreign to our country and foreign to our institutions. 
Therefore I am opposed to the treaty; but I have no desire to 
debate the question further. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss this 


I admit 


question. I am ready to vote upon it; but I do not like the ques- 
tion propounded by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] 
to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 5 to go without further 
answer. That question was substantially whether the state- 
ment of Secretary Hayard to the Hawaiian minister concerning 
the construction of the treaty did not bind the United States. 
If such a statement bound the United States, tho treaty-makin 
power would be taken from the Senate and the President an 
transferred to the Secretary of State. 

I undertake to state that a treaty, like any law, stands by itself 
and must be interpreted as it stands, and can not be interpreted, 
and should not be interpreted, by constructions put upon it by the 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I was a member of the House of 
Representatives when the Hawaiian treaty was first made in 
1876. I voted against it, because at that time the treaty was not 
only submitted to the Senate of the United States, but to the 
House of Representatives, as it was releasing the revenues of 
the Government. I have spoken against it, I have tried from 
that day to this to have it repealed. 

After it had run its length of seven years, it was proposed to 
renew the treaty again, and the House of Representatives was 
opposed to it. Those who negotiated that treaty knew that the 

Ouse would never consent to its renewal. It was made by the 
Administration and it was ratified by the Senate, but it was 
never submitted to the House of Representatives a second time. 

It released the revenues of the Government without consult- 
ing that branch of Congress to which the Constitution especiall 
confides that subject. When that treaty was made the secon 
time and ratified by the Senate and put into operation, I intro- 
duced a resolution and had it referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives, of which J. Randolph Tuckor 
of Virginia was chairman, to inquire whether it was competent 
for the President of the United States and the Senate of the 
United States to negotiate a treaty releasing the revenues of 
ae Government without the consent of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

If I remember aright, that committee reported unanimously 
that they had no such power. I know that was the report of 
the majority, a very able report, made by Mr. Tucker, one of 
the ablest lawyers in the United States. 

Mr. President, we have released over $50,000,000, taken out 
of the pockets of the poopie of the United States and given to 
the corporations which dominate those islands, and we are now 
proposing to continue that business of depleting the pockets of 
the people of the United States of $5,000,000a year and placing it 
in the pockets of the corporations that control the sugar lands 
of the Hawaiian Islands. They are owned, asI understand, by 
the sugar trust of the United States. 

Iam glad to have the opportunity to vote to terminate this 
treaty, and to take back and keep in the pockets of the people 
of the United States the $5,000,000 a year which we are taking 
out and giving to the Hawaiian sugar-producers. 

I see noearthly reason for a continuance of this treaty. It is 
simply a bounty of $5,000,000 which we are giving out of the 
pockets of our own people, year by year, into the pockets of for- 
eigners. 

tis useless to talk about the negotiation of the treaty for 
Pearl Island Harbor or any other harbor. That harbor be- 
longs tous. It has been held by one of the ablest lawyers who 
ever satin this 3007 that the treaty by which the Hawaiian 
Islands ceded Pearl Island Harbor invested a fee-simple title in 
this Government. But even if it did not, we can get the whole 
islands if we want them, by simply saying that we are ready to 
take them. Why give 35,000,000 year after year to these peo- 
ple, when the islands are willing to come to us and we are not 
willing to receive them? 

I hope this provision of the bill will bestricken out. Itshould 
not be init. It raises the price of sugar to our own consumers 
in this country, and gives the Hawaiian producers the benefit 
of $5,000,000 of bounty. I want to vote for the amendment to 
strike that provision out of this bill. : 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this bill came over from the 
House of Representatives with a proposition in it to exempt the 
Hawaiian treaty from the operations of the repeal of the duties on 
sugar. In doing that, the House of Representatives, I suppose, 
3 a statute which was enacted on the 3d of March, 1891, 
as follows: 


That nothing in the act approved October 1, 1890, entitled “An act to re- 
duce the revenue andequalize duties on imports. and for other purposes,” 
shall be held to repeal or impair the provisions of the convention respect- 
ing commercial reciprocity concluded January 30, 1875, with the King of the 
Hawaiian Islands, and extended by the convention proclaimed November % 
1887; and the provisions of said convertion shall be in full force and effsc 
as if said act had not passed. 


So that, after the passage of the McKinley law, which ad- 
mitted sugar free into the United States, and, of course, ad- 
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mitted it free from Hawaii, it was provided that nothing in that 
act contained should be construed as in anywise affecting the 
convention which had been made with Hawaii and extended for 
asecond period of seven years. The conseience of the Congress 
of the United States seemed to feel some re that they had 
dealt with the 5 ere nae . — 33 ee 
less being more tenderly regarde ime by some gentle- 
pen asi is now that it is a republio— somewhat with cruelty 
ind impropriety and unbecoming legislative tyranny. 

Th nator —— Maine [Mr. FRYE] said a moment ago that 

_we should not have dealt with any other power in the world as 
we have done with Hawaii. After made a convention of 
reciprocity, without repealing that convention and giving no- 
tice of its termination, we passed alaw by the Congress of the 
United States taking away from that little kingdomall the ben- 
efits of that convention of reciprocity, whilst still holding on 
to those advantages which Hawaii gave to us in admitting our 
goods into those islands duty fres—a very large, extensive, and 
valuable list. 

TheCongressof the United States, therefore, evidently seemed 
to think that it was necessary to put upon paper in the form of 
a statute some apology for act. of rude outrage upon that 
little kingdom. Therefore they enacted the statute which I 
have just read to the Senate. That statute has been entirely 
meaningless so far as practical business is concerned: that is to 
say, we have not permitted Hawaii to have advantage of either 
the bounty in the McKinley act or the advantages that she 
claims under the treaty. e have robbed her of those, and 
have gone on in the assumption of our superiority, based upon 
nothing in the world but our wantof conscience and our posses- 
sion of strength. That is the situation. 

The people who are referred to by the Senator from Texas 

$ on as being foreigners and as being a sugar trust in 
waii are us respectable citizens as any in the world. They 
went mostly from the United States; some of them were born 
there of American parentage. They have contrived to civilize 
those islands and beautify them, to improve them in a way that 
would cast credit. upon any Ra le in world, and I dare say 
that there are few spots in the United States to-day which have 
a higher degree of culture than Honolulu and its surroundings, 
and other towns of Hawaii. 

That has been the work of Americans who have gone there— 
the missionary people first,and their successors. As high a 
state of ed on per capita obtains in Hawaii as obtains in any 
State of the American Union; I might say a higher state, for 
there is not a child 10 years of age in Hawaii who can not read 
and write in the English lan 4 

All that could be done by t contur and enterprise of Ameri- 
can people has been accomplis in the islands of Hawaii. 
The great sugar estates in those islands are not held and owned 
by asugar trust. Thirty million dollars and more have been 
invested there by the people in properties which are of very 
grens value, the prođuction of which bas all come to the United 

tates, which has built wp æ carrying trade between Honolulu 
and San Francisco and other ports of the United States which 
is almost exclusively American. It is indeed the only foreign 
carrying trade inthe world that we have under our national 
control—a very valuable carrying trade andone that our seamen 
on the Pacific have found to be very much to their advantage. 

The Senatorfrom Ohio speaks about the disparity between 
the duties on sugar that we might have collected and the duties 
which the Haw: might have collected out of us under this 
reciprocity arrangement. He puts 3 very high. He 

inkswe made a bad bargain with Hawaii, and that has al ways 

weighed on the Senator’s mind. The Senator hates a bad bar- 

unless he is on the right side of it. He loves a bargain 
that is bad, provided that he has the good end of it, but he has 
grent contempt for 6 whether private or public, I sup- 
pose, which has any vantage in it to the contracting party 

t the Senator represents. 

Now, we did not make any bad bargain with Hawaii. We 
made a better bargain with Hawaii than was made in any of the 
reciprocity treaties that we have expressly preserved in this 
poraa act. The committee that have had e e of this bill 

re, and who have given out to us their views of what is cor- 

rect, and which we have followed so faithfully and without ques- 
tion, have seen proper to preserve all of the 5 arrange- 
ments now existing which arose and were completed under the 

McKinley law, although it is very well known that not one of 

those arrangements has the characteristics of a treaty, and it is 
perfectly well known also that none of them has the slightest 

— o tion. Nothing but a moral obligation exists there 

at all. 

Now, when we are preserving reciprocity with other gov- 
ernments where the advantage is either present with us or may 
become an advantage to us, it seems to me we oughtnot to draw 


a very fine line of calculation between the United States and 
Hawaii. Weought at all events to be somewhat just, or if we 
are not just, we ought to have self-respect: enough to proceed 
about this matter as if it were one of controversy, say with Can- 
ada or with England. 

If we had a reciprocal treaty with Great Britain like this, we 
would not think for one moment of putting upon a tariff bill a 
law to ah and annul that treaty after a year’s time. We 
would cer y, following the 9 of the treaty and thé 
injunctions of it at least, have self-respect enough to perform 
the duty required by the treaty of giving notice that we intended 
to abrogate it. But thisamendment tears the treaties to pieces 
by a legislative act without inquiring of Hawaii what she in- 
tends to do about it. It is a very improper thing for us, in view 
of our treaty relations with foreign countries, to seize them and 
tear them to pieces by the acts of mere le islation on our part, 
without consulting or in any wise giving other government 
an opportunity to show why it ought not to be done. 

The Senator from Ohio spoke about a consideration that 
passed for this first extension, the second term of seven years 
of the treaty. Whom did that consideration proceed from? 
From Hawaii. What was it? The grant, as the Senator says, 
in perpetuity and in fee simple of very important rights in the 
harbor called Pearl Harbor on the island of Oahu, II miles dis- 
tant from Honolulu, and commanding itabsolutely ina military 
sense. 

If the Senator's argument is correct Hawaii gave us that in 
consideration of our agreeing to this . the contract 
stands until the consideration is surrendered; an it is startling 
to me that the argument. should be made in the Senate of the 
United States that because Hawaii paid us for this treaty and 
paid what the world will consider a very valuableconsideration, 
therefore it is our duty to abrogate it. That isa very peculiar 
attitude for us to occupy here. 

It is one that if I were characterizing I do not know what 
strength of adverbial or adjective phrase I would use. When 
the consideration proceeds from Hawaii to us and we admit its 
value, and that consideration is supposed to make up whatever 
of deficiencies there might. be in the mutuality of dollars and 
cents in the transaction and we aceept it and are to hold on to 
it, it is a paltry thing for us to do to turn around and say we 
will hold to the consideration and abrogate the contract. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to know whether the amendment 
woni be more acceptable to him if we gave back Pearl Har- 

r? 

Mr. MORGAN. I would not give up Pearl Harbor if Great 
Britain with her or her navy were to demand it, because I 
am satisfied that Pearl Harbor is the key to the military con- 
trol of the Pacific Ocean. When we pes that very important pro- 
vision in there we acquired more than Hawaii. We acquired 
the right to put a naval station there and to fortify it—to plant 
ourselves in defiance of all the nations of the earth without ques- 
tion—obtaining our title from the acknowledged sovereign au- 
thority there; and we planted a Gibraltar in the heartof the Pa- 
cific Oceau which isstronger and better and more useful than the 
Gibraltar that commands the Mediterranean Sea. Therefore I 
would not ere it back if every gun of the British navy were 
trained to-day upon the cities of the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me to ask a single ques- 
tion? Were not the naval officers and the army officers of the 
United States almost entirely unanimous in their testimony that 
the possession of that harbor was an absolute necessity to the 
United States? 

Mr. MORGAN. There was but one man who testified to the 
contrary, and he earned the reputation before he came before 
us, as I am informed, of a crank. 

Mr. MILLS. Is it more important that we shall have a harbor 
in the Pacifie Ocean than in Atlantic Ocean? 

Mr. MORGAN. We have not any in the Atlantic Ocean. 

Mr. MILLS. Precisely; but you are now seeking harbors in 
the midst of the Pacific Ocean; all the officers of the Army and 
Navy testify to its importance to this country; and we have not 
one in the Atlantic Oeean over which nine-tenths of our com- 
merce floats. 

Mr. MORGAN. More is the pity, Mr. President, and more 
is the shame upon the American people, that when they came 
to close the Revolutionary war we did not close it by accepting 
and . which they could easily have gotten, ever; 
outpost from Nova Scotia around to Honduras. Let me ask 
Senator from Texas what are those A garg those hovering points 
around us but picket posts, armed at an enormous expense by 
the Government of Great Britain especially and by Germany 
and by France? ; 
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For what purpose? Not to protect Engi d; 15 oa protect 
France; not to protect Germany, but to hold the United State 
in constraint. There are armaments of the most magnificen 
and costly,character where in naval stations and fortresses they 

ave treasured up the munitions of naval warfare in amounts 

ows we can simple conjecture, for we do not know how much is 
there. We know how it was in the late war. I do not mean 
thé war of the rebellion; I mean the war of 1812. 

We know how those hovering picket posts were ranged, as I 
say, from Nova Scotia to Honduras and kept our coasts continu- 
10 y embroiled and always in danger; how from each one of those 

ortresses there was a near line upon the most important sea 
posts of the United States; and, Mr. President, xe can imagine 
nothing more to the glory and safety of this country than that 
we shall occupy now and hereafter in our power all of those mil- 
itary picket posts whose guns are put there merely to be turned 
in upon our shores. That is all of it, 

I do not wish that to occur in the Pacific Ocean. Through 
the sagacity of the former Senator from Vermont we put into 

e treaty, and Hawaii. consented to it, that we should have 

earl Harbor in the Pacific Ocean, the only point where we can 
obtain the same advantages in the Pacific that Great Britain 
has over us in the Atlantic: So I. congratulated myself and the 
country, too, that we were making some start at last toward a 
policy which when it was aimed at us was threatening if not de- 

tructive, and some day may be destructive, and which, when 
we adopt it, will fence off the nations of the world from any at- 
tack upon the western coasts of this country, reaching a thou- 
sand miles to the westward of the Hawaiian group. 

Our possessions by lines of longitude are more than a thou- 
sand miles to the west of the Hawaiian group and these islands, 
situated th ere in the center, the focal. point of the great circle 
that radiates around, commencing at San Diego, in California, 
and running around our Aleutian archipelago; command every: 
foot of that sea; and Pearl Harbor is the key to it all. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] seems to 
think we have no harbors on the Atlantic, and therefore we 
should have none on the Pacific. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Alabama how much in his judgment the United States 
would be justified in paying to-day for all the armed posts in 
the Atlantic Ocean that Great Britain controls? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam a poor hand on figures, but a tolerable: 

neon tion. I suppose that it we were to pay $2,000,000,- 

we would not lose any money by it. I should not think so. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. Russia is completing her railroad across Siberia. en 
that is completed, if we have Pearl Island Harbor and should 
conclude under necessity to fortify it at any time, would not Rus- 
sin and the United States have complete control of the whole: 
North Pacific? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, only those men in the United 
States who have grown antique in their prejudices fail to look: 
into thissubject inaproper light. Theyounger 1 who 
come on, from a 10-year old boy up, understand it, and they are 
going to have it that.way, no matter what objections we may 
urge or the little dickering we may have upon a tariff bill here to 
8 a supposed difference in sugar between Louisiana and 


Wali. 

The fact is that the frauds: with sugar on the Pacific coast, as 
the Senator from California will bear me out in re , are 
greater than the advantage this tariff of 40 per cent a bs 
is to the sugar-growers of the United States. 

But I rose, Mr. President, really without the intention of ar- 
guing this case. I rose to ask the Senate to allow this case to 
go where it belongs, to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
that it may be investigated there quietly, and it may be exam- 
ined into in a way that becomes the delicacy—I will repeat the 
word, the delicacy—of our situation in regard to this very im- 
portant matter. 

Now, I will suppose that this bill is passed and the treaty is: 
abrogated. Hawaii is released from all of it that is not o 
tory upon her. I believe that Hawaii is not released from that: 
fee-simple title, as Lunderstand it and read it, whichis contained 
in the treaty extension to Pearl Harbor, and which was said 
here to be the consideration of that extension. Nevertheless, 
at the time the ratifications of that treaty were exchanged and 
contemporancously with it, as a part of the question of the ex- 
change of ratifications, Mr. Carter, who was then minister to 
the United States from Hawaii, insisted that if the treaty of 
reciprocity was determined according to its terms, upon giving: 
a year’s notice thereupon the Pearl Harbor would revert to Ha- 
waii.. He insisted upon it. 

The subject was drawn up in the form of a protocol and brought 
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to Mr. Bayard, who participated in the exchange of the ratifica- 
tions. Mr. Bayard said: 
Ihave not any A 7 to subscribe that eed 


accept it as a protocol Ly porary 0 tres 
the exch; of ratiiications be sinning 


that I understand the treaty that way. 

The Government of the United States, 1 by that 

great man, announced on that occasion that he understood the 

treaty to mean in the event we abrogated the treaty according 

8 1 or in any other form, Pearl Harbor would revert to 
W: 5 


I have no author 
+ Lhayve no auth 
hat paper; but I Say to 


kingdom or republic—republic as it is now—if it shall become 
a republic that any interference of for governments, 
wheresosver they might be, with Hawaiiwould be au unfriendly 
act to the Government of the United States. 1 participated in 
that declaration. Iwas very glad to vote for it. It suited me 
exactly, and that is exactly what it has been all the time, tradi- 
tionally and diplomatically, and that is as a. matter of fact. a 
declaration on the part of this august tribunal here. 

Now, Great Britain alone is negotiating with Hawaii: fon the 
possession of certain rocks lying in the northwestern part of 
this chain of islands. What does she want with them? She 
wants them for a station for a cable to be brought from Australia 
to that point and from that point to Vancouver, and she isabout 
to acquire the right unless the United States prevents it. But 
a question is very likely to arise whether that is an interference 
with Hawaii of such a character as would be an unfriendly act 
to the United States. We are not out of the woods about this 
matter; we are. getting deeeper into it every day, and it be- 
comes us to bs very chary and very cautious: and very circum- 
spect. and particular in all that we do in regard to it. 

Now, I will suppose that. Hawaii makes that. concession,, I 
will suppose that we repeal this treaty, break it up, tear it to 

ieces and throw it in the faces of Hawaii and the world, and 

en we go on to attempt to carry out the survey which was 
made recently by order of the Secretary of the Navy and com- 
mence fortifying Pearl Harbor according to the stipulation. of 
the extension treaty. Hawaii will say to us, At the time we 
signed that treaty, when the ratifications were exchanged; your 
Secretary of State informed us that whenever you saw proper to 
abrogate that treaty Pearl Harbor will return to us.“ Weil, 
but Mr. Bayard had not any authority to do so.” ‘But he did do 
80. 

That was the understanding; there is no one who can deny 
that he did say so. Now, this little kingdom, or this little re- 
public, appeals to the moral sense of the whole family of the na- 
tions of the earth, and asks them to say whether we are justified 
ine that Pearl Harbor reverts to them under the declar- 
ation of Mr. Bayard. 

Lask what is the moral attitude of this question? Are the 
nations of this earth going to remain quiet and allow a little re- 
toes to be. run down by this great Government of the United 

tates: like the City of Paris would run down a canoe. in the 
water, and say nothing when Hawaii is i her rights, her 
moral rights, confesse: ghu indisputable rights? 

Are we not in some trouble about business, if instead of 
allowing this treaty. to expire, which it will do inside of three 
yoars, we tear it to pieces by this act, which in itself has bur- 

ens enough to bear? What are we to do and what are we 
say toall mankind, to the great nations of the earth, all in 
in interfering with us, in support of our declaration ‘You 
not interfere with Hawaii” and Lou shall not sustain. 
in her clearly demonstrated right of having Pearl Harbor tore- 
vert to her?” 

I merely want to suggest that question. Senators will.under- 
stand that this is not the time and place to discuss those ques- 
tions. We can not settle questions like that properly on the 
discussion of a tariff bill. 

Sir, there are facts by the hundreds that ought to enter into 
this consideration; and if I had the strength or the disposition 

to retard the bill long enough. to state what I know abont it 
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even my humble self I would be able to engage your attention 
upon it for many hours, and not one word of it would be unin- 
ctive perhaps, or at least unworthy of consideration. It is 

ot the place or the time to consider a question of that kind. It 
fs too iango a question. It has too great a bearing upon our at- 


titude and relations with all the nations of the earth for us to 
undertake to settlo it upon this bill, and I am very sorry that 
any Senator saw proper to do this. 

. that this matter was going on, I wrote to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy and asked him some questions on the 18th of; 
June about the exploration that is going onoutthere. Hesays 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 18, 1894. 


Mx DEAR SENATOR: Your letter of ths 1ith instant, asking for informa- 
tion regarding the examinations made at Pearl Harbor, is received. 


The Secretary did not answer my letter fully. I asked him 
under what order Admiral Irwin was sent there and what was his 
urpose in going. He does not answer upon those propositions. 

e says: 

The only official information in the possession of the Departmenton this 
subject is contained in a communication from Rear-Admiral John Irwin, of 
date May 10, in which he states that an examination of the waters, shore 
line, and bar, as ascertained by repeated soundings, convinced him that it 
Was nothing but coral sand, and he proceeded to have a boring made to as- 
certain definitely the character of the bottom. The result of the boring is 
stated ina report of the admiral's lieutenant, C. A. Adams, and shows 
thas a bo was made to adistance of 13 feet from the surface of the bot- 
tom, with the following result: ‘First, about 8 feet of soft coral sand, eyi- 
dently silted on top of a light crust of dead coral, below which is again soft 
coral sand, easily yielding to the pump.” 

Lieut. Adams further states that a depth o! 31 feet at low water can easily 
be obtained, and that, in his opinion, no blasting would be necessary. 

In addition to the above, Rear-Admiral Irwin states that a thorough 
examination of the shore lines of Pearl Harbor was made, and a site for a 
pak . selected. This wasdone by Rear-Admiral Irwin without any special 

ers to that effect. 

I have, as yet, no information from Rear-Admiral Walker as to the ex- 
plorations he is making. 


5 there are two rear-admirals there who have been explor- 
g. 


He had no special directions in that regard. 
1 will communicate to you full information when I obtain it. 


Very truly yours, H K. ERT. 

Hon. JOHN T. MORGAN, 

United States Senate. 

Mr. President, I have here (and I should like to give it to the 
Senate or to a committee of the Senate if I had an o portunity) 
a drawing of Pearl Harbor and its soundings, which shows 
that the bar leading across the entrance to Pearl Harbor is not 
more than one-quarter of a mile wide. It all of it yields read- 
ily to the pumping dredge, being soft coral sand. I have two 
specimens in my possession of the soft coral sand. It has been 
stated on this floor time and again that it would take $700,000 to 
dredge out the channel. 

It turns out that it will cost less than $70,000 to do it; and Ha- 
waii is repenting of her bargain that ever she gave up a harbor 
which she is perfectly able to dredge out herself to the United 
States in consideration of this reciprocity. She is repenting of 
it. IfI were an Hawaiian I would repent of it worse than she 
does, for if I were an Hawaiian I never would claim annexation 
to the United States—never. 

I would make Hawaii the Switzerland in the Pacific Ocean 
that Switzerland is in Europe, protected by all the nations of 
the earth, perfectly able to take care of herself under all cir- 
cumstances and the heaviest population that can gothere. I 
would take that little republic that has now been built up into 

rfectness and beauty, without the shedding of adrop of blood, 

American genius, skill, and statesmanship and moral cour 
age, and I would build in that Pacific Ocean, as I say again, a 
Switzerland protected by all the nations of the earth. But 
Hawaii wants to come to us, and there are gentlemen here who 
want her, some by inducing her to come and some by starving 
her into coming. The Senator from Texas seems to want to 
starve her into coming. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to keep her out. 

Mr. MORGAN. The way to do itis just to make her inde- 
pendent enough to claim her Pearl Harbor from you and have 
the nations of the earth back her up and she will stay out; but 
where we will stay will be a different question. 

Mr. MILLS. She will never come here except to get a bounty 


on sugar. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Texas has a poor opinion 
of Hawaii. [should not wonder if it was not reciprocated fully 
by as respectable a set of men as live in the world. 

Mr. MILLS. Ishould hope it was by Mr. Dole, the represent- 
ative of Hawaii. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Dole is an honorable, and I believe a 
trustworthy man. 

Mr. MILLS. He is a robber. 

Mr. MORGAN. He is a gentleman, and not only a gentle- 
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man but a man of extraordinary ability, great courage, and beauty 


of character. 
Mr. MILLS. H is a tool of the United States paring, 
Lask for information what is the general 


Mr. SHERMA 
depth of the basin? 

r. MORGAN. There are 13 fest of water ọ Wp of the basin. 
Mr. SHERMAN. What is the general depth of the basifi} 
Mr. DOLPH. After you get over the bar. 

Mr. PLATT. Inside the bar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inside the bar, 

Mr. MORGAN. Tho measurementis given here. 

Mr. FRYE. It is deep enough and large enough to float to- 
day all the navies of the whole world. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to know whether it is four or 
five hundred feet, like the waters of the Northwestern coast, 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a volcanic country, and there may be 
great depth. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is from 40 to 70 feet deep. I can send to 
the Senator the map and the statement in it. It is from 40 to 70 
feet deep inside the bay. The bay is about 11 miles long, anda 
tongue of land runs down into the center of the bay until you 
get within 6 miles of the sea line outside of the bar. The water 
on either side of this tongue of land is from 40 to 70 feet deep, 
Gen. Schofield went there and made a very elaborate survey of 
it. Senators can get his survey here in the document room of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ishould like to ask the Senator 1 
thinks it is consistent with the policy of the United States Å 
building up a great naval establishment to neglect so reasona- 
ble an opportunity to get coaling stations on the waters of t 
Pacific as well as the Atlantic? Is it of any use to have . 
fleets without having coaling stations? Is it notsuicidal to neg- 
lect procuring suitable coaling stations and still go onspending 
millions of dollars for a navy? I was told by a prominent officer 
of the United States Navy that a United States naval vessel 
loaded with coal in Honolulu; that she took all she could carry 
in her hold and several hundred tons on deck, and was barely 
able to 85 to San Franeisco with the coal she carried. 

Mr. MORGAN, If the Boston had been required to fight a 
British or German ship or any other ship and had got within 
100 or 509 miles of the Golden Gate she would not have had coal 
enough to have fought the battle. She would have been as help. 
less as a baby, and would have been of no service to the country. 
I have been told that in the little furry we had with Chile it cost 
us about $3,000,000 to attempt even to coal that fleet. The fig- 
ures have not come outon it. Perhaps there is some Senator 
here who will correct me if [amin error, but I understood it 
cost the Navy about $3,000,000 to coal the fleet. 

It is true we got something back when we sold the coal that 
was not consumed there; but if we had gotten into a fight with 
Chile it would have been almost as expensive a war as the war 
of therebellion. We would have had tocarry coal on steamships 
around the cape to supply the Navy with coal. There is no 
other way to get it. But I am wandering over the subject. T 
ought not to be even 83 to speak to-day, because I am al- 
most physically unable to stand on my feet. 

However, I rose, Mr, President, for the purpose of presenting 
in outline merely—the considerations which ought to induce us 
to abstain on this side and on this occasion from touching this 
subject. Let us leave it where the other House left it. At the 
outside it is not quite three years I believe that the treaty will 
run in the event we do not find it necessary to abrogate it, but 
when we come to give notice of the abrogation of this treaty let 
it be with a perfect understanding of the whole case and all its 
bearings, then we can do it intelligently. We can not do it in- 
telligentiy on this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN, Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand that there is any state- 
ment in the bill as passed by the other House respecting this 
provision of the treaty. 

Mr. MILLS. There is none. They leave sugar clear ous 

Mr. FRYE. There was no need of it. 

Mr. MILLS. It was free sugar. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was because sugar is free? Is that the 
reason? * 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from Alabama if 
we strike out what is inserted here and leave the bill with a duty 
upon sugar whether it does not leave the question open as to the 
abrogation of the treaty, at least pro tanto, and whether the H 

people will not have a ngat to say that we have by indi- 
rection abrogated the treaty. If that be true, would it not be 
wiser for us in dealing with this mere question of tariff duties 
to so arrange the bill as that the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
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tions, which seems to be somewhat divided upon this subject, 

can take up the whole question, not as it affects revenue alone 

but as it fixes all our relations with Hawaii and with the world 

besides? What I fear is that if these provisions are struck out 

now and no mention is made of this subject in the bill and still 

a duty is im d upon sugar it will be regarded, or at least the 
uestion will be raised, that the treaty is abrogated indirectly 
y the operation of this law. | 

Mr. FRYE. Has not the Senate Committee on Finance fixed 
this just as it should be now? N 

Mr. ALLISON. Isuppose it has. It has stated that nothing 
in this act shall be construed to abrogate or in any manner im- 
pair or affect that treaty. 

Mr. FRYE. What more do you want than that? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator from Alabama to 
say that he wanted to leave it as the other House left it. I 
should be glad to leave it that way, but I fear it would not do. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. Iwas mistaken in supposing that 
the provision now found in the bill came over from the other 
House. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a Senate resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. So I found in the course of my remarks. 

Mr. FRYE. It is a Senate provision, and now we are acting 
on an amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota to 
ah out the provision reported by the Senate Committee on 

ance. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the gentlemen who have charge of the 
bill on this side have certainly been legislating here with due 
respect to our own contract with other countries. They have 
sats we will not in this bill repeal or abrogate a treaty, we will 
not legislate against it. Let that matter come up in its due 
form and before the proper tribunal, but not upon this bill. The 
did exactly right to put this provision in and I hope it will 


stay. 

Me. PERKINS. Mr. President, I have listened to the distin- 
guished Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] with much inter- 
est and have gleaned instruction from his remarks. The senti- 
ments that he uttered are worthy of the patriotic American that 
he is, and chairman of our Committee in the United States Sen- 
ate upon Foreign Relations. 

The question under consideration before us is one of great 
moment, not only to the whole country, but especially to that of 
the Pacific coast. Our relations with the Hawaiian Islands are 
different from any other foreign nation on God’s footstool. 

It was the American missionary who was the first pioneer on 
these islands of the Pacific. He there raised the banner of the 
Cross. There he raised tho . banner. There he 
entered upon his mission of good will and love to man. He took 
those semibarbarous people from their state. He built churches 
and schoolhouses and educated them. He taught them the 
golden rule to do unto others as we would wish others to do unto 


us. 

When the Senator from South Dakota and the Senator from 
Nebraska speak as they do of those people in the islands, they 
simply advertise that they have no personal knowledge or ac- 
quaintance with the people of the Hawaiian Islands or their in- 
stitutions. 

I speak of my own personal knowledge, from my associations 
with the people upon the islands; I speak of our commercial and 
social relations with them; and I echo the words that have been 
so beautifully expressed by the senior Senator from Alabama 
when I say that there are a class of people there, and a large 
percentage of the population, who are equal in education, in 
moral integrity, and everything that goes to make the good citi- 
zen, to any other people of whom I have any knowledge. 

I would not trespass upon the Senate for more than a few min- 
utes had there been any reference made to our commercial rela- 
tions with those islands. IthinkI can demonstrate to my friends 
from South Dakota that it has not been a bad bargain financially 
to us or to our people. I believe the treaty has been one, pecu- 
niarily 1 of benefit to our whole country, and it will con- 
tinue to beso until we raise all tho sugar that we require for our 
own consumption. 

Last year we imported 33,000,000 pounds of sugar from foreign 
countries. I,for one, would rather have business relations with 
the Hawaiian Islands than with China, and the Indies, and the 
Islands of Sumatra and Java,and others of the Indian Ocean. 
Itis to me exceedingly gratifying when I think that there is 
one place outside of an American port—and it is the only one in 
the whole world—where the Stars and Stripes are seen more 
N than the flags of other nations. That port is Hono- 


ulu. 
There is to be found the extraordinary spectacle (extraordi- 
Lon in these days, I mean) when Old Glory is flying from the 
peaks of more 2 7 in the harbor than it is in any other port 
of the world. Itis the one foreign spot where our flag is not 


belittled into insignificance and where the Yankee sailor can 
oashore without being crowded into a corner by the supera- 
undant tars of other nations. 

I hailed the star-spangled banner when I went into Honolulu, 
because it took me back to my boyhood days when I went to for- 
eign port and saw in the ports of Liverpool, Havre, Bremen 
and other European ports the old Stars and Stripes waving at 
the peak of our vessels there, transporting the commerce of the 
world. But that is in the past. England has superseded us and 
she stands ready to do so to-day in the Hawaiian Islands, and 
would have done so, in my opinion, if it had not been for the 
wise commercial treaty that was made with these islands; and I 
will demonstrate by figures that it has been to our advantage. 

Mr. President, the Hawaiian Annual, published in Honolulu, 
of unquestioned statistical authority, states that the total tonnage 
of vessels which entered the Hawaiian Islands during the calen- 
dar year 1891 was 284,155 tons, of which 224 vessels, of 173,191 
tons, carried the American flag; 34 vessels, of 54,361 tons, carried 
the British flag, and the balance was distributed among other 
nations. 

There seems to bə a proneness to forget, or at any rate to 
overlook the fact that in the comity of nations mutual commer- 
cial integrity should hold first place. When we made the treaty 
with the Hawaiian Islands it was because of our then appreciation 
of the advantages that would accrue to usfrom more intimate 
and friendly relations with these islands. 

As I understand it, in the original treaty and in the amend- 
ments thereto we were not actuated by any philanthropic im- 

ulse; we were not granting a boon to a beggar; the proceed- 

ngs were carried out on the basis of reciprocity; we got what 

we asked for, and did not = to press our claims. It was 

a ciear case of quid proquo. The treaty was formed with the 

plain understan OR Shan it was to be to the mutual benefit of 
th nations. Nor this anticipation miscarried. 

It has been the custom to say, and it has been repeated here 
to-day by the Senator from Nebraska and the Senator from 
South Dakota and others, that in our so-called reciprocal trade 
with the Hawaiian Islands it has been mostly take with very 
little give, or rather that we have added to our stock of pur- 
chased material without correspondingly seaposing ok our home 
products; but, like many other things which it has been the 
custom to say, the facts do not altogether bear out the assertion. 


1 the commerce of the Hawaiian Islands with this country 
ee periods of nine years, we see a very remarkable condition of 
things. 


We see that in the nine years 1 preceding the 
treaty year that is, from 1867 to 1875, inclusive—the exports 
from this country to the islands were valued at $6,732,179, while 
the imports to this country from the islands were valued at 
$10,626,440. In the next nine years—thatis from 1876 to 1884, 
inclusive—our exports to the islands were valued at $21,668,063, 
while our imports from there were valued at $43,813,948. Inthe 
next nine years a still more wonderful increase is shown, and 
from 1884 to 1893, inclusive, our exports to the islands were of 
a value of $32,491,433, while their exports to us amounted to 
$95,925,552. 

It is true that during the twenty-seven years, whose figures I 
have just quoted, the islands took from this country goods 
amounting in value to $60,891,675, while they found a market 
in our country for goods valued at $150,365,940. There is un- 
doubtedly a vast difference in the value of what they sent us 
and what we sent them, but this discrepancy is due entirely to 
the laws of supply and demand. For while it is true that their 
exports to this country have risen from an average annual 
amount of $1,180,716 in the antetreaty days toa presentaverage 
annual amount of $10,658,395, it is also true that our exports to 
the islands have risen from an annual average of $748,020 to an 
annual average of $3,610,159. 

That the increase of our exporis to the Hawaiian Islands does 
not keep pace with the increase of our imports from the Ha- 
waiian Islands is due tothis simple fact: That in the one case the 
purchasers number 65,000,000, while in the other case the pur- 
chasers number 90,160. It almost seems to me shabby to talk 
of the Hawaiian Islands having the best of the bargain. Ican 
not help quoting here an extremely pertinent and valuable state- 
ment to which I call the special attention of those Senators who 
look upon this treaty as such a bad bargain, being all as they 
claim upon one side. 

That while the total value ofall importsfrom everywhere into 
the Hawaiian Islands during the calendar year 1892, as reported 
in their statistical statement, was $7,439,483, of this amount $5,- 
294,279 came from the United States; $1,201,329 from the United 
Kingdom; $384,145 from Germany; and $559,628 from all other 
countries. That is, the Hawaiian Islands took from this coun- 
try goods amounting to $3,149,177 in excess of what they took 
from all other countries of the world combined. As a matter of 
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fact, the Hawaiian Islands would gladly take from us esse 
5 been. by 


and scrap which they require, and it onl e ex- 
treme energy of the representative of Great Britain, and by the 
wonderfully increased commercial push of the Germans that 
those countries have succeeded in getting any kind of business 
foothold on the islands. 5 

As we have seen, the entire population of the islands is only 
a trifle over 90,000, and they raise everything in the nature of 
supplies; in a word, as purchasers:they take from us all they 
can. When, too, we come to consider how much other coun- 
tries take from us, we find some very instructive comparative 
figures. In the fiscal year 1892 the five Central American 
States combined took from us which in the aggregate 
were only worth $827,767 more than those which the Hawaiian 
Islands took. of us; the Argentine Republic took little more 
than half, our exports to that country being $2,927,488; Chile 
was not a purchaser to an equal. extent by $1,749,572, while 
Peru was only a purchaser to the extent of $1,007,035. Our ex- 
ports to Japan amounted to. but $3,290,111, while even to China 
they were only $5,663,497, while we imported from China three 
times the value, for which we paid them our. gold and silver. 
These figures only strengthen my opinion that the Hawaiian 
Islands are a very good purchaser. 

The exports from the United States to the Hawaiian Islands 
have been a class of merchandise that has given employment to 
our mechanics and greatly benefited our paa 0. 6 have sent 
them the product of the cotton loom of rgia and Massachu- 
setts. The iron from the mines and furnaces of Alabama and 
Pennsylvania has been by American mechanics fashioned into 
machinery for crushing cane and manufacturing sugar, furnish- 

hundreds. of miles of large iron, pipe: that is rolled in the 
rolling mills. of Alabama, while the factories of Ohio, Illinois, 
Michigan, and other States have furnished the planters their 
magone and agricultural implements; and California, Oregon, 
and. Washington have f hed them lumber, grain, flour, 
horses and mules.and other live stock, and built for them their 
steamboats: and other vessels that navigate among and around 
the islands. 

Thereportshows that they have in the islandsforty-two steam- 
ers and sailin — 5 and out of those f -two vessels that 
are registe there are thirty that have built in the 
U: States; eight were built. by the Hawaiians- themselves 
out of material furnished by our people; one was-built in Japan, 
and the other three in Great Britain, thus bringing home to us 
the benefits of building these vessels in our own country, plac- 
ing the cost of them into the pockets of our American mechan- 

es. 


So much, Mr. President, in brief for our side of the tion. 
But the Hawaiian side of the question was more beautifully and 
more logically presented. by the. distinguished Senator from 
Alabama than it is possible for me, to. prevent it. To the 
Hawaiian Islands.the solemn bound treat been. the breath 
of life. The commerce of the Hawaiianis may be said to be 
the child, the product, the direct result of the commercial rela 
tions established by treaties between the two countries of the 
Hawaiian [slands and the United States. 

In the two years prior to the making of that treaty the Ha- 
waiian Islands exported 49,646,793. pounds of sugar, of which 
41,955,984 pounds were sent to the United States; and 2,761,725 
pounds of rice, of which 2,347,481 pounds were sent to thiscoun- 
try. In 1891 the Hawaiian Islands exported 274,983,580 pounds 
of sugar, of which all with the excsptionof 285, 000 pounds were 
sent to this country; and 4,900,450 pounds of rice, of which only 
5,698 pounds went elsewhere than to this country. 

In fact, the Hawaiian Islands for the seven years, 1885 to 1891 
inclusive, exported only 49,811 pounds of sugar to all other coun- 
tries than to the United States, or 6,323,560 pounds less than 
they exported to all other countries in the one year 1874 and but 
44,116 pounds of: rice in the same seven years to all other coun- 
triesas against 302,340 pounds in the one yearof 1874. The com- 
merce of the country is thus, it will be seen, practically with the 
United States and with the United. States only and, I repeat, it 
has developed as the direct result of the treaty which it is now 
sought to abrogate. 

Toclaini that that trade would continue to flourish under other 
conditions is, it seems to me, most chimerical and most improb- 

. Trade is the distinct result of conditions: change pe 
conditions and you change the result. Supply and demand are 
two great regulators, it is true, but there can be no continued 
supply where there is a continued loss, and demand will soon 
cease if there is an utter absence of the compensatory principle. 
There is nothing in all this that offers the faintest. violence to 
the most advanced ideas of protection. Free trade is one 
and reciprocity is another. One is an individual contract 
the other is a general invitation. y offer the commercial 
parallel of domestic chastity and promiscuous compliance. 


. 


Another point. is involved—the less elevated one of se 
interest. Apart from closing up a market and giving the co 
shoulder to d good customer, the abrogation of this $ 
imperil our own interests mi discount our own inyestmenty. 
There are 40 corporate and unincoporated sugar plantatio 
and mills on the ds, represen an aggregate investment 
of $33,347,690, and of this amount $24,735,610, or 74.17 per cent 
of the whole, is owned by Americans. British investments, by 
the bye, represent 18.11 per cent of the total, and German, 6.02. 

Like the unique example offered b onolulu of the su- 
premacy of cae Shee: 80, I believe, this is the only example on 
record of our monetary investments in one particular, exceed- 
ing those of other nations in a foreign land; with the éxception, 
perhaps, of our interests in Mexican railroads. Yet it is this 
very supremacy of interest that the Senator from South Dakota 
would seek to imperil, if not destroy. Again,in our trade with 
the Islands we employ 68 steamers. and sailing vessels having 
49,900 tons of registered tonnage and giving employment direct 
and indirect to 1,000 people. 

This fleet has poa up with the necessities of this branch of 
our international trade, and will lose its. livelihood: b "the ai- 
version of the trade that will surely result from the change in 
our relations. It is all very well to say that this trade need not 
be diverted, or that if it is the fleet can be employed in some 
other trade. Tho essence of the treaty was that s0 long as it 
remained in force the Hawaiian Government would make no 
similar treaty with any other nation, and that the privilege 
and rights which under the treaty we enjoy should be ours an 
ours only, It is this clause of the treaty, and this clause alone, 
which has kept the British merchant from swamping. us: ous 
there ashe has swamped us in every other foreign port, and thé 
abrogation of the treaty would as surely mean our loss of pras- 
tige as punishment follows- sin. 

Can and British Columbia stand ready to-day to make a 
treaty with the Hawaiian Islands. Their agents their emis- 
saries have been pleading during the past year for them to make 
a commercial treaty, but they have. to do so. up to the 
present time, because in.this contract. with us they declare that 


they would not entertain a similar pro th any other 
country. But the moment it is ca they stand ready to 
do it. 

On the question. treated. by the Senator from Alabama as 


whether the cessiom of Pearl Harbor would fall w $ abró- 
ation of the treaty of reciprocity, I do not pro entef, 
every other question of diplomatic policy eens 
be quite as much to say on one side as onthe other. t wou 
appear to be indubitable evidence exists that Secretary Ba; 
held during President Cleveland’s first Administration tha * 
cession and treaty were coterminous; and though the manner 
looking at things may have changed, the things thémselves cah 
not have alte: 

We may construe one way in 1885-1889 and another way in 
1893-1894, but it might be as well if we remembered, durin 
1 of construction, that some of the very worst 
tional reputations have been gained by the insistence of stro 
powers in exacting from weaker nations what they have 
pleased to style vested rights,” as the residue of canceléd 
treaties. And closely in connection with this fact uae jaakos er 
extremely significant. fact, that the present head o 5 
waiian Government has not hesitated to express his opinions 
that Pearl Harbor reverts to the Hawaiian Islands on the cessa+ 
tion of treaty relations. The very dissonance: of opinion ugo 
this section of the question. lends an additional gravity to th 
situation and bids us beware. 

The way of abrogation, indeed, is beset with danger signal: 
which it would be criminal to ignore. The loss ol the friendshi 
ol a neignboring power, small but important; irreparable injur 
to a treaty-fostered trade; the fall of our flag; the wretched su 
picion of a powerful nation stooping to entertain a grudge 
againsta weakling; the possible loss of a strategical point, as 
has Doen; posasod out by the Senator from Alabama, whose 
serious value every other government understands, and whose 
loss we may some day bitterly regret; tho insensate play into 
the hands of. ping competitors—all these things stand as thé 
signs of the whose meaning we should be most blind and 
most unpatriotic to misinterpret. 

Let us then stand by the counsel of that able, that wise, $ 
diplomatic Senator from Alabama who. has given us these 
words of counsel to-day. Let the Republicans join with the Dem- 
ocrats upon one proposition and give a unanimous vote to re- 
tain this provision in the bill. 

Mr. RRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from.South Dakota on the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW.. T hope the Senator from Tennessee will 
not insist upon that motion at this time. 

HARRIS. In view of the fact there have been two argu- 
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dthe amendment and that itis the 's amend- 

onh T 9 But T give notiée that if I 

et the floor upon the conclusion of Yémarks as the 
enitor may submit, I shall renew the motion. 


but PETTIGREW addressed the Senate. His speech will 
published hereafter.] 


5 RIS. T move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
teim South Dakota ón the 6. 


7 DLER. T appeal to the Senator from Tennessee 
to withdraw his motion in order that I may make a short speech. 
Mr. HARRIS. IT should readily do it for any other purpose, 


but not for that. 

gs JEAN DLER. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFIOER [Mr. Jarvis in the chair]. The 
uestion is on agreeing to thé motion of the Senator from Ten- 
essee to lay on the table the amendment of the Senator from 

uth Dakota [Mr. 55 

Mr. HOAR. I move to inde isty postpone the bill. That 
is ¢ 8 motion, and takes p enes. 

The IDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that the im- 
médiate motion before the Senate is the motion of the Senator 
from T e to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I take an appeal. The rule is as distinct as it 

be put into words as to the order of the motions. I ask that 

e rulé be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion 
orga spore pee ta Ae sein table takes precedence to the mo- 


to sipone. 
Ar. HOAR. 22 the rule be read. The motion of the 
í in Tennessee is nota motion to lay the bill on the 


tor 
but merely a mo to lay an amendment on the table. 
Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. Tus Seere 


tary will read the 
The Secretary read as follows: 
RULE XXII. 
PRECEDENCE OF MOTIONS. 
To ad a question is pending no motion shall be received but 


to a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn, it shall be 


to consideration of executive business, 
0 
nb indefMattely, 
bee A day certain, 
8 
amend; 
mi 8 have precedence as they stand arranged; and 
tainted be ournment, to take a rakean, to to the 
Me che ear ea ae tat be decides 
thout debate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
nator from Massachusetts to appeal from the decision of the 


Mr. HOAR. The order of motions stated in Rule XXII re- 
ates to a. motion to lay the en measure upon the table, as I 
ceive. Buta motion to je single amendmenton the table, 
which does not carry the bill, and relates only to the amend- 
ment, does not, in my judgment, take precedence of a motion ta 
efinitel pone the ill. 

The PRESID GOFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Massachusetts to appeal? 

Mr. HOAR. It issoeéasy to make another motion that I shall 
not detain the Senate. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 

e motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay the amendment 

m the table. 2 

Mr. CHANDLER (at5 o'clock p. m.] I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire that the Senate 
dé now adjourn. [Putting the question.] The noes have it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask for a division. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has announced the 

ultof the vote on the ane ion. The question recurs on 
ing to the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay the 
endment on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER ånd Mr. DOLPH called for the yeas and 


na 
Fio PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay the amend- 
nt on the table, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 
5 DG The motion is to adjourn. 
r. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. 

. HARRIS. Lask the Senator from New Hampshire to 
withdraw his motion in order that I may withdraw mine, That 
is the shortest way out of this trouble. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw my motion. 


obliged in honor and i 


Mr. Then I withdraw my motion as the shortest 
“Hho PRESIDING Di Does the Chair 
any G PFFICER. th ir hear any ob- 


jection drawing thè motions? e motions are with- 
awn. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the - 


tor from th Dakota. 
Mr. CHAND . Mr. President, it is paral worth while, 
perhaps, to have this commotion as a prol de i 455 very few 
remarks which I desire to submit upon the ämendment which 


provides for preserving the treaty with the Sandwich Islands. 
What I wish to say, however, is that I am in favor of the 
JJC upon mages Oot ihe ONIS ia TOPON 
a duty imposed upon sugar, a duty is 
upon it I believe, notwithstan the speech of the Senator 
from South Dakota, that we should adhere to the treaty made 
on the 30th of January, 1875. When we hada duty upon sugar 
we made a treaty with Hawaii by which We exempted her from 
the operation of that duty. : 

We agreed in fact that sugar from Hawaii should come into 
the United States free of duty. We did that in order to secure 
the good will of those islands, and it was a wise treaty. Not- 
withstanding the speech of the Senator who has just taken his 
seat, I believe that there is nothing which the United States 
can not afford to do in order to maintain its influenee and its 
ascendency in those islands. We made that agreement. It is 
true that in the making of it, as I have had occasion to say dur- 
ing the debate on this bill, we virtually made a donation to the 
n Islands of between three and four million dollars an- 
nually. 

Although we made that treaty and were bound to fulfill it, yet 
we found ourselves in 1890 in a condition to honorably gy de 
contribution to the Sandwich Islands. We had not bound 
ourselves to continue a duty upon s for the purpose of giv- 
ing to Hawaii an exemption from duty, and when in. the 
course of wise legislation we abolished. the duty upon sugar, 


there came to an end this tribute which. the United States was 


paying to the Hawaiian Islands. Having terminated that trib- 
ute, re Ba avoided the donation by abolishing the duty upon 
sugar and giving free sugar to our own citizens, it is, in my 
judgment, a most unwise action to restore a duty upon sugar, 

I think that one of the most foolish things that are contained 
in this bill, which is full of folly, is the restoration of the duty 
HME sugar, and one of the most prominent. acts of folly in the 
bill is the fact that when we restore the duty on sugar we aro 

eens faith to observe the treaty with 
Hawaii and to comet sugar from those islands to 
this country from satel 3 > hora and now to im- 
pose upon sugar mali other na z 

$ think it would be a great deal better to annex the Sandwich 
Islands, and I wish the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] and all 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber could agree with 
mein these two propositions: First, that we shall have free sugar 
for this country, and next that we shall take the Sandwich Is- 
lands to be a part of our continental 2 But if are not pre- 
parea now to annex the Sandwich „it is certainly the 

eight of tony to put a duty upon sugar when as a result of that 
duty we are obliged to adhere to tho treaty of January 30, 1875, 


and to admit from the Sandwich Islands these millions of dollars? 


worth of sugar free of duty. 

While I believe that good faith requires that we shall observe 
the treaty, while I shall vote in favor of the amendment of the 
committee, I think it is the height of folly to get ourselves into 
this position where, by imposing a duty upon sugar which we 
ought not to impose, we are compelled to again contribute to 
Hawaii the benefits which she derived from discrimination, 
end which, by the wise act of 1890, we had stopped and destroyed. 

Mr. HO Mr. President, I desire only to utter one sen- 
tence. Iam embarrassed in this matter by the declaration of 
Mr. Secretary Bayard. Isupposed that this treaty granted to 
us this right in perpetuam, tit was ratified with that under- 
standing; but the Secre of State assured the representative 
of that small Government that it did not; that the United States 
nwt pag its right to Pearl Harbor expired with the treaty . 


Whatever may be the constitutional effect, under our Consti- 
tution, of such a declaration by our Secretary of State, it was 
made; it was made to a weak, humble nation, and being made, 
it puts us ina very awkward position to have to fall back on 
constitutional limitations of authority of our different public 
officers. Therefore in a question of continuing this arrange- 
ment with Hawaii, even if it were debatable on one side or tho 


ona I 7 decided in my vote by the recollection of what Mr. 
Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I regret to occupy the time of 

the Senate at this late hour, but before voting on the pending 

amendment E desire to state my position in regard to it. 


tear tel aes g. of ag Reger eager Lerman ee 5 
Islan: not affected at e character of the people who 
occupy those lends: 3 whether they are mainly 
Chinese, Japanose, and Portuguese and foreigners, as they are, 
and that but a very small number of them are of American 
origin, or whether the Government is a monarchy, an aristoc- 


ragy, or a republic. 

e do not deal with nations commercially on account of the 

character of their people or their governments. Reciprocity is 

a trade between two nations, and usually both of them expect to 

get the best of the bargain, or they would not enter into the 
ement. My own opinion is that the benefits supposed to be 


derived by the United States from our reciprocity treaty with 
the Sandwich Islands are mainly sentimental and are largely 


imaginary. 

T are not examined the figures recently, but it has been 
stated on this floor, lieve to-day, that we have remitted in 
duties to the Sandwish ds under this treaty over 855,000, 000. 
The amount of duties remitted on sugar and rice, which are the 
principal products from a islands imported to this country, is 

ter than the value of all the exports from the United States 
those islands, if I recollect correctly the value of our exports 
so far as Pearl Harbor is concerned, there was contained in 
the treaty of 1884 an absolute, unconditional cession of that har- 
bor to the United States. It is preposterous to suppose that the 
grant of that harbor to the United States was to terminate with 
the termination of the treaty and that we were to pay $5,000,000 
annually, more or less, for the privilege of occupying a harbor 
which everyone supposed would take hundreds of thousands 
of dollars to improve, and must surrender our rights there when 
the treaty tarmionted, 

Nothing could have been plainer than that the United States 
received under the treaty an absolute cession of the harbor, and 
the actual consideration which could be claimed by the Hawaiian 
Government was the continuance of the treaty for seven years, if 
we then choose to abrogate it by a notice of twelve months. The 
McKinley act was no abrogation of the treaty. We did not 
stipulate with the Hawaiian Government that we would not 


put sugar on the free list. We stipulated with Hawaii that 
sugar should be imported into the United States from Hawaii 
free of duty. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Does not the Senator from Oregon agree 
that if later we again put a duty upon sugar we are bound to 
observe the ie fi 

Mr.DOLPH. I am coming to that in a moment. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota proposes that the treaty 
shall continue ſor twelve months. He proposes substantially now 
that Con s shall give the Hawai Government notice of 
the termination of the treaty. The treaty continued for nearly 
six years before the McKinley law was passed. It was pro- 
claimed in 1884, and the McKinley law went into effect in Oc- 
tober, 1890. So the treaty had continued until within about fif- 
teen months of the time that it was to expire by its terms if 

notice had been given of its termination. 

The amendment now proposed is to continue the treaty or to 
give Hawaii the benefit of a remission of duties upon sugar for 
another twelve months. I do not think there would be any 
great cause of complaint on the part of the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment if we were to adopt the amendment and virtually termi- 
nate the treaty and give Hawaii notice that it was to terminate 
at the end of twelve months. 

Now, I entirely disagree with the Senator from South Dakota 
pie „ in regard to the importance of the Sandwich 

slands. 

I consider them of great importance to us commercially, as 
they are in the line of the commerce from our coast to Australia, 
to China and Japan. Their commercial importance will be 
Increased if the Nicaraguan Canalisconstructed. They are also 
important to us for naval purposes, for purposes of defense; so 
important to us that we announced years ago, and we have rean- 
nounced by a resolution of the Senate recently, that we will 
permit no foreign country to interfere with or take possession 
of the islands. 

The islands have been offered to us. The people of Hawaii 
seek annexation to the United States, and I think it is but a 
aero of time when they will become a part of the United 

tates. Iam in favor of annexation at the earliest possible mo- 
ment. Weare talking about the value of Pearl Harbor. The 
whole islands, with every harbor and all their resources, are 
freely offered to us by the Hawaiian Government and the Ha- 
waiian people. 

But, as I have said, all these things do not affect the question 
of our commercial relations. We have paid in the remission of 
duties on sugar for Pear Harbor fifty times; and I do not think 
it wise for this Government to go on year after year remitting 
85,000, 000 in duties more or less to the people of Hawaii. It has 
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not benefited the masses of the people in Hawaii. It ben 
fited but afew people. The sugar P en toni iù Hawallace 
day owned by a very few 5 and a very few corporations. 

think I presented a list of them here in a speech I made in 
the Senate immediatety after we received the news of the révo- 
lution in Hawaii. The whole benefit of the remission of ov 
$55,000,000 by this Government has accrued to a fewsugar plant- 
ers and a few sugar importers. Claus Spreckles and his assoc] 
ates in San Francisco are the only ones who haye been bené- 
fited. The constituents of my friend from California . PER- 
KINS], who made such an able speech on this question a fe 
minutes ago, with the exception of these few wealthy men, hay 
not been benefited a particle. 

There is not a citizen in my State who has ever received a 

und of sugar one-hundredth of one cent cheaper on account o 

he remission of duties to these people. The whole profits ha 
gone to the sugar planters and the sugar importers, who ha 
monopolized the business and controlled prices. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator will review the report of our 
consul at the islands he will find a page giving a list of s 
one hundred and more prominent plantations, all 8 Aa 
American citizens. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is what [ was sa ing. We do not want 
remit $5,000,000 annually for the benefit of a hundred Ameri 
citizens, even if there are a hundred engaged in the plantatio 
business. Iam talking about the masses of the people. Ia 
talking about the consumers of the country, who have to pay 
taxesto make up the revenue we lose by this remission of 9 
on Hawaiian products, and I undertake to say that sugar 45 
never been any cheaper on the Pacific coast by reason of the re- 
mission of duties. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will my colleague allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mycolleague refers to the ben- 
efit resulting from the reat? Does he not agree with me that 
one effect of the adoption of the treaty has been to prevent, as 
I certainly believe it did prevent, the islands from going under 
the control of Great Britain? If that is the case, we have re- 
ceived ample benefit. 

Mr. DOLPH. If that were so, while it would be a great con- 
sideration to pay for the benefit, I should not undertake to 
say thatit was too great, because I think the loss, the 
calamity to this 9 suffering the islands to pass under 
the control of Great Britaln or any other foreign country would 
be almost irreparable. But I do not believe it has had that ef- 
fect. Fifty years ago our Secretary of State and our Govern- 
ment announced to the world that we should not permit foreign 
countries to interfere with the Sandwich Islands. 

Forty years ago, when those islands had been seized by a 
British admiral, this country remonstrated with Great Britain 
and Great Britain made haste to disavow the action of its naval 
officer and restore the native government. I do not believe that 
the treaty was necessary for that purpose. I do not suppose 
that when the orginal treaty was negotiated anyone knew how 
great a development of the sugar industry would take place 
there. I do not suppose anyone anticipated that within a few 
years we should be remitting $5,000,000 in duties annually. 

I do not suppose anyone made any careful calculation as to the 
amount of the products that we would export to that country. 
I think the amount of the sugar production of the Sandwich 
Islands imported into the United States has exceeded and that 
our exports to that country have been greatly less than was an 
ticipated by those who entered into the treaty. 

This treaty was renewed in 1884, shortly after I came into the 
Senate. I was in great doubt about it, and I finally consented 
to the treaty, although I do not recollect now how I voted upon 
it, mainly on account of the amendment made in the Senate by 
which Pearl Harbor was conceded to us, Ithink that Secretary 
Bayard was out of place when he gave any opinion whatever to 
the minister of Hawaii in regard to the effect of the treaty. 

It was not his duty to give an eens upon the Rony: The 
treaty had been negotiated by the President of the United States 
and sent to the Senate and here amended, and the only thing 
be done was to have ratifications exchanged and the treaty pro- 
claimed. I think it was unseemly for a Secretary of State te 
undertake to give an opinion to the minister of the governme 
with which the treaty was made, as to the effect of an amend- 
ment the Senate had put upon the treaty. I do not think we 


are under any legal or moral obligations to construe the trea 
in the manner in which it was construed by Secretary Bayard. 
Everybody who deals with a government must deal with it 
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with reference to its constitution and laws, and the minister of 
the Hawaiian Governmentknew perfectly well how treaties were 
negotiated and what was necessary tomakea treaty in the United 
States. He knew perfectly well that Secretary Bayard’s opinion 
was worthless in regurd to it, and if it was procured by him for 
any purpose it was for the purpose of deceiving the people in 
Hawaii. It was because he desired that the treaty should be 
“ratified by both governments, and his overanxiety led him to 
secure an opinion from Secretary Bayard for the purpose of de- 
ceiving his own country. 

I repeat what I said a few minutes ago, that the question as 
towhat a treaty means is to be determined as any other question 
of law isto bedetermined. Otherwise the power to make treaties 
would be divested from the President and the Senate, and 
the Secretary of State, by giving his opinion as to what the 
treaty meant, could bind the United States and make a new 
treaty, and without referring it again to the Senate, could frit- 
ter away all that was attempted to be gained by the Senate by 
amendments. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon a 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr, DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Ishould like toask the Senator whether the es- 
tablishment of a sister republic in the Pacific Ocean is a small 
thing in his eyes? : 

Mr. DOLPH. No, it is not a small thing. I wish to say that 
I was 12 772777 when the revolution in Hawaii took place, and I 
looked for it long before. I had followed the course of events 
in the Hawaiian Islands, and I had reason to believe that this 
Government and the peoplo of this country looked forward to 
the time when Hawaii would knock at our doors for admission 
into the Union and that they were ready to admit her. There- 
fore I hailed the revolution in Hawaii with joy, and I took oc- 
casion, long before the commissioners appointed by that-gov- 
ernment to come here and treat with the United States did 
come, and as soon after the news of the revolution reached us 
as I could get the floor in the Senate to address the Senate and 
reach the corey so far as I could concerning the propriety 
and desirability of annexing Hawaii. 

Mr. KYLE. Then, one thing further. I should like to ask 

the Senator whether he thinks it right for us as the stronger 
nation, they being the colony, having gone off from the mother 
rol to throw one stone in their way, commercially or other- 
wise? 
Mr. DOLPH. No. Ishould treat them with the utmost con- 
sideration. T was in favor of the resolution that was at last 
adopted here in the Senate in regard toaffairs in Hawaii. I was 
in favor of annexation. I was in favor of the ratification of the 
treaty they sent us for the annexation of the islands. 

Mr. KYLE. I know the Senator was, and I believe he is fair 
in regard to this auestion. I wish to draw this one parallel. 
At the time we were in the throes of revolution in 1776, if France 
had occupied a different position and had thrown stones in our 
way perhaps we to-day should not have had a Republic. I be- 
lieve it was through her goodness of heart to us in many ways 
that we have a Republic to-day, and it is our duty with Hawaii 
in their struggle to encourage them in every way we can. 

Mr. DOLPH. Thatis true; but the Senator evades the ques- 
tion that is before the Senate. Istated some time since that the 
supposed benefits of this treaty were largely of a sentimental 
character. and that the supposed reason for such treaty was 
largely imaginary. This Government has not, at least not 
through any action of Congress, thrown any stone in the way 
of the Hawaiian Government and in the way of the establish- 
ment of a republic there. 

There is no hostility on the part of this Government to the 
Hawaiian Government; but that is not the question. The ques- 
tion here is whether we shall continue a commercial bargain 
with that country by which we are 35,000,000, loser annually, 
and the question should be determined not by any question as 
to who these people are, where they went from, what kind of 
a government they have, or what kind of a government they 
will have in the future. It is a business transaction. We are 
continuing an agreement with these people by which we are an- 
nually the loser by many million dollars. 

When the amendment was first offered my impression was 
that I should vote for it, that I should regard it simply as a dec- 
laration to the people of Hawaii that at the end of twelve months 
the treaty should be discontinued. If adopted, it would give 
them the benefit of the remission of the duties on sugar for an- 
other year, which would substantially make up the seven years, 
the period of the last treaty. I deny that the McKinley law was 
any infringement whatever of the treaty. 

ut the argumentof the Senator from Alabama Mr. MORGAN] 


has convinced me that probably it would be better to let the 
proposed amendment stand, let the treaty stand, and let the 
question as to whether notice shall be given of termination of 
the treaty be considered as a separate measure by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

While I do not believe that the treaty should be continued, 
while I believe it is a one-sided affair, while I believe we lose by 
it annually several million dollars, and that we gain by it noth- 
ing in a commercial way to compensate us for what we surrender; 
while I should be glad to immediately annex the Sandwich Is- 
lands and make them part of the United States and give them 
all the benefits and advantages of our Government, I shall, 
when there is a proper opportunity, by a measure proposed for 
that purpose, which has received the consideration of the proper 
committee, certainly vote to discontinue the treaty. But, as I 
said, I have quite reluctantly come to the conclusion that [ will 
follow the suggestion of the Senator from Alabama, and not vote 
for the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called), I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. I do not see 
him in the Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr, BRICE. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. 

Mr. PASCO (after having voted in the eo et» I have been 
requested to pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
who has been called from the Chamber, and therefore I with- 
draw wy vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 57; as follows: 


YEAS—il. 
Allen, George, Irby, Pettigrew, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Manderson, Power. 
Caffery, Hill, Mills, 
NAYS—57. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Lodge, Ransom, 
lison, Gibson, McLaurin, Roach, 
te, Gordon, McMillan, Shoup, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Martin, Squire, 
Chandler, Gray. Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
8 1 * 3 Wis. Tarpfe 
e. awley, organ, 0. 
Cullom, Higgins, Murphy, Vilas, 
Daniel, Hoar, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Davis. Hunton, Patton, Walsh, = 
Dixon Jarvis, Peffer, Washburn, 
Dolph, Jones, Ark. Per White. 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Platt, 
Fauikner, Kyle, Pugh, 
Frye, Lindsay, Quay, 
NOT VOTING—17. 
Berry, Cameron, Pasco, Wilson, 
rice, Carey, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Butler. Hale, - Sherman, 
Call, McPherson, Smith, 
Camden, Morrill, Vest, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr, PETTIGREW. I now move to amend on page 41, by 
striking out from the word“ Provided,” in line 15, down to and 


including the word same,” in line 22; so that it will leave the 
treaty, if it is in force, still in force, without being re®nacted. 
This provision is unnecessary if the treaty is still in force; and 
I do not believe we are ready by positive enactment to continue 
it in force. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “rates, in line 15, on page’ 
41, it is proposed to strike out: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to 
abrogate or in any manner impair or affect the provisions of the treaty of 
commercial reciprocity concluded between the United States and the king 
of the Hawatian Islands on the 30th day of January, 1875, or the provisions 
of any act of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the same. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Before I moved to strike those words 
out and toinsertaprovision abrogating the treaty. Now, I move 
to strike out this proviso; and if the treaty is still in force, it is 
in force, and the Administration has the power to give the 
year’s notice and save the people of this country the $4,000,000 
which will be lost if this treaty is continued. 

I did not expect the treity would beabrogated. I did not mp 
pose the Senate would abrogate it. If they had abrogated it 
they would have made an invidious exception; they would have 
struck a blow atone trust, which would have been unfair, for all 
the others are thoroughly taken care of in this bill. Without 
any fear or hesitation whatever, the Senate seem determined to 
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in the past, and 


tect e trust which has beeu or; 
pro vory ganized : 


seem determined to vote the money of the people into 


Lg by the Senator from South Dakota. 
r. PETTIGREW. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 3 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. I do not know how he 
would vote on this question, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from 8 [Mr. CAREY]. 

r. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce 

my pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. . 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 12, nays 54; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Aldrich, Caffery, Hansbrough, Mills, 
é ' r 
n. Cullom, Irby, Pettigrew, 
Blanchard, George Manderson, Power. 
NAYS—5i. 
3 Gibson, McLaurin, 
Bate, Gordon, McMillan, Shoup, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Martin, Squire, 
Chandler, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Cockre Harris, Morgan, Teller, 
Coke, Hawley, Murphy, Turpie, 
Daniel, Palmer, Vest, 
Davis, Hoar, Patton, Vilas, 
Dixon, Hunton, Peffer, Voorhess, 
Dolph, Jarvis, erkins, aish, 
bo: Jones, Ark. Platt, Washburn, 
Faulkner, pio White. 
Frye, dsay, guay, 
Gauinger, „ 
NOT VOTING—19. 
Berry, McPherson, Sherman, 
Brice, Carey, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Butler, Hale, Morr ilson, 
Call, Hill, Pasco, Wolcott. 
Camden, Jones, Ney. Proctor, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer what I send to the desk as a substitute 
for paragraph 182t. 

Mr . JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator give way to me 
to allow me to offer an am to paragraph 182? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. > 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk to come in at the end of aph 182. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the amendment be printed 
and lie over until to-morrow morning, so that we may see what 
it is. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be now read. 

5 í 3 182, and we are now 
engaged in perfecting paragrap 182+, and I think we ought to 
go through with paragraph 182} before we return to paragraph 
182, which we can go to afterwards. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to the amend- 
ment 81 ae and lying over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HO Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
5 SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 182 it is proposed 

sert: 


led un 
Suce of sugar from beets, sorghum, or sugar cane wo in 
produced An wle United States 
, and to the limitations 
Soope luc tenths of T eont pek potni aud upon such sugar testing toss tan 
, nine- of 1 ceni and upon su ess 
280° dhe pelarisoope andl tet lees than 89°, ‘t-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. HILL. That will lead to debate, Mr. President. 
L Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Letthe amendmdnt be printed and 

e over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed 
und lie over. 

Mr. ALLEN. I now ask that the amendment which I sent to 
the desk may be read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
menace from 8 2 be stated. 10 

© SECRETARY. It roposed to strike out paragraph 1824 

and in lieu thereof to 3 * 5 

All sugars, tank bottoms, strups of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, 

concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses, by the 

not above 80°, shall 


polarisco} a duty of 1 seg ae pound, Aal tor 
every additional de or fraction of a degree above and not above 90? 
shown by the pe test, shall one one-h th of a cent per 
pound additional. and molasses tes not above 56° by the polari 


shall pay a duty of 2 cents per gallon, and molasses testing above 35° shall 
pay a duty of 4 cents per gallon: Provided, That the provisions of the treaty 
of commercial reciprocity concluded between the United States of America 
aud the King of the Hawaiian Islands on the 80th day of January, 1878. as 
Well as the provisions of any act of Congress heretofore passed for the execu: 
tion of thesame be, and the same are hereby, repealed: Provided, also, That 
for the year 1894 manufacturers of sugar from ee cane, or sorghum 
grown in the United States shall be paid a bounty of one and sixty-one 
hundredths of a cent per pound and no more. 

Mr. ALLEN. This amendment eliminates, as I drew it, 
every interest that the sugar trust can have in this bill. The 
bounty clause which I offer gives to the producers of domestic 
sugar one and sixty-one hun ths of a cent per pound for their 
sugar of the crop of 1894. 

Mr. HILL. Nota bounty, but a duty. 

Mr. ALLEN. This amendment eliminated every objectiona- 
ble feature there is in this schedule. It looks to the levying of 
a tax upon sugar for purely revenue purposes, and not for any 
other purpose. 

Iam most heartily in accord with the remarks made a few 
moments ago by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
GREW], to the effect that every trust in the United States of any 
consequence seems practically to be cared for in this bill; and 
no trust has fastened itself deeper and more securely upon the 
Senate in this bill than thesugar trust, whose interest I seek fo 
eliminate by the substitute. 

Mr. KYLE. I call for a divisionso faras the provision is con- 
cerned rel: to the abrogation of the treaty. 

Mr. MAND N. amendment 7 to givea spe- 
cific duty meer Sugar, and in that respect it is certainly a very 
commendable and desirable amendment. If a bounty can not 
be obtained, this method of duty is certainly better than any 
other. I regret that my colleague does not go as far as I think 
he should in the protection of thisindustry. I understand him 
to say that his amendment is designed for revenue, not having 
in it any element of protection. In that respect, it does not 
commend itself to me, yet I feel inclined to vote for it as being 
rid of some of the ob onable features of the present schedule. 

I suggest to him, however, in view of the very emphatic vote 
by which the Senate refused to abrogate the Hawaiian treaty, 
that he had better divide the question, so that there may be a 
vote on the subject of the specific duty and the equivalent bounty 
to be paid on the sugar contracts for this year, and that a sepa- 
rate vote be taken on that part of his amendment which abro- 
gates the treaty. I think by that method that portion of his 
amendment which refers to duty and to the eqvivalent bounty 
for this year will probably receive far more votes than it would 
if connected with the Hawaiian treaty abrogation. 

I make that suggestion to my colleague, and I hope he will 
make that division. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am perfectly willing that the substitute may 
be divided, so that the first proposition in it may be first voted 
upon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the motion to strike out and 
insert under our rules is not divisible. I think we can dispose 
of the ition if we can get a vote on it. 

Mr. ERSON. I do not think this is a motion to strike 
out and insert within the meaning of the provision of the rules, 
because, as I understand my colleague, he does not propose to 
strike out the entire paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He does move to strike out the entire para- 


graph. 
2 ALLEN. I offer the amendment to paragraph 1824, to 
ie out the entire paragraph and insert the substitute in lieu 
t 


Mr. MANDERSON. If that be the case I think the amend- 
ment is divisible. 

Mr.DOLPH. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Nebraska and of the Senate to the fact that, while I have un- 
derstood the Senator from Nebraska to object to the present 
bounty to the producers of sugar, he proposes here to substan- 
tially give them a protection to 2.6 cents per pound. 

The present bounty, as I understand, is 2 cents a pound, and 
he proposes to give the producers of sugar for 1894 1.6 cents per 
pound; so they will have the protection of the duty on sugar, 
which amounts to another cent, and 40 per cent of the value of 
aren, ng sirae so that virtually 2.6 cents per pound is to ba 
given to the producers of sugar in 1894. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not understand the substitute I offered 
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of the kind. Iam not, however, averse to hav- 
ing the question divided, so that the vote shall be first taken 


means anything 


upon the first branch of the amendment, or upon the three dif- 
ferent tions embraced in it. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senate has already by a vote determined 
that the duty upon sugar shall take effect when this bill is 
passed. That duty is 40 centad valorem. That amounts, 
at the least calculation I suppose, to 1 cent a pound. So the 
producers of sugar the present year will be protected to the 
amount of 1 centa pane by the duty, and, in addition to that, 
the Senator from Nebraska proposes to give them 1.6 cents per 

und, making their total protection 2.6 cents, as against the 

unty of 2 cents 552 under the existing law. 

Mr. ALLEN. Under the present law they have 2.60 —2 cents 
bounty, and sixty-hundredths of acent on refined sugars. 

‘Tne VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote will be taken upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska, except that 
portion which relates to the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr.CALL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], and withhold my vote, 
as I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MIxcHELLI. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP]. I do not see him in the 
Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the e Lam 

ired with the junio: Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], but I 

ave transferred that pair to the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], 
and will let my vote stand. 

Mr. PASCO. Lagain announce my pair with the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 2, nays 59; as follows: 


I am paroa with the 


YEAS—2. 
Allen, Kyle. 

NAYS—59. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Jarvis, 
Allison, Gallinger, Jones, Ark. Platt, 
Bate, George, Lindsay, ugh, 
Blackburn, Gibson, ge, Y, 
Caffery, Gordon, McLa Ransom, 
Camden, Gorman, McMillan, Roach, 
Carey, ` Gray, Martin, Smith, 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Squ 
Cockrell, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Coke, Hawley, Morgan, Turpie, 
Cullom, Higgins, Murphy, Vest, 
Daniel, f er, Voorhees, 
Davis, Hoar, Patton, Walsh, 
Dixon, Hunton, Peffer, Washburn. 
Dolph, Irby, Perkins, 

NOT VOTING—#4. 

Berry, Dubois, Mills. Shoup, 
Blanchard; e, Morrill, Stewart, 
Brice, Hansbro Pasco, ilas, 
Butler, Jones, Ney. Power, White, 
Call, McPherson, Pr r, Wilson, 
Cameron, Manderson, She Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The second clause of the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That 8 of the treaty of commercial reciprocity con- 
cluded between the United States of America and the King of the Hawaiian 
Spey peg ape bo 
same ure hereby, repealed: Provided also, That for the year 1894 manufac- 
turers of sugar from beets, cane, or sorghum grown in the United States, 
shall be paid a bounty of 1% of a cent per pound and no more. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the branch of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska, which 
has just been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PEFFER. I now move to strike out all the 
section providing for aduty on sugar. Without ying all 
of the different lines, the object of the amendment is to present 
the subject of free sugar. 

In paragraph 1524 I move to strike out the first line. Then, 
beginning on line 4, page 41, after the word molasses,” I move 
to strike out all the rest of line 4,and going on down to and in- 
cluding the word “ rates,” in line 15, then, beginning in line 22, 
at the word That,” and contin to the end of the paragraph, 
leaving stand lines 2, 3, and 4, to the word “molasses,” and in- 


parts of the 


sert the words shall be admitted free of duty;” so that my 
amendment will read, after striking out all I have designated: 

All and all tank bottoms, s s of cane juice or of beet juice, mel- 
ada, concentrated melada, concrete concentrated molasses, s be ad- 
mitted free of duty. a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposa the Senator from Kansas. 

r. HI On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeasand nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], but a few 
moments ago the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] left the Cham- 
ber, saying he had arranged apair with the Senator from Texas. 
Therefore I vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from Maino [Mr. 


FRYE]. 

Mr. BRICE. I announce my pair with the junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PASCO. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Jones, Nev. Power, 
Allen, G ` e, ctor, 
All Hale, Shoup, 
Carey, Mo! Squire, 
Chandler, Hawiey, Mitchell, gon Teller, 
Cullom, 5 Pat Washburn. 
Davis, Peffer, 
Dixon, Hoar, A 
Dolph, Irby, Platt, 
NAYS—20. 
Bate, George, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Manderson, Roach, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mar Smith, 
Caffery, Mitch Wis. Tape 
Call, Gray, Morgan, Ves 
Camden, Murphy. Vilas, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jarvis, Per 5 ‘alsh, 
Daniel, Jones, y Pugh, White. 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Quay, 
NOT VOTING—13. 
Berry, rye, Pasco, Wolcott. 
rice, M erson, Sherman, 
Butler, Mills, Stewart, 
Cameron, Morrill, Wilson, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on concur- 
ring in the amendment made as in Committees of the Whole as 
amended. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 


to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN]. If he were present I should vote 


14 ea.” w 
he result was announced—yeas 38, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—38. 
Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
ate, George, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, vim 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. V 
8 Gorman. Morgan, si 
Camden, Harvie, Palmer” Walsh, 
ooren; apa Pugh, White, 
e, arvis, uay, 
D Jones, Ark. pb EY 
NAYS—H. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Kyle, Pla 
Geen ey Heibro h 115 Bowes, 
y, 
Chandler, Hawley, Manderson, Shoup, 
Cullom, 5 le Squire, 
Davis, Patton, * 
Dolph, — 25 Perkins, ie 
„ er 
Dubois, . Nev. Pettigrew, 
NOT VOTING—13. 
„ e, Pasco, Wolcott. 
Brion i Sherman, 
Butler, Mins, Stewart, 
Cameron, Morrill, Wiison. 
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amended was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 183, line 5, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, before the words “per centum,” 
struck out “thirty” and inserted thirty-five,” and after the 
words “ad valorem,” in line 7, inserted“ sacharine, 25 per cent 
ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On p e 45, in paragraph 191, line 6, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out “ twenty-five” 
before the words per cent,” and inserted thirty; ” and in line 
8, before the words per cent,” struck out“ thirty-five” and in- 
serted ‘‘forty;” so as to read: 

191. Barley, and barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, 30 per cent ad valorem; 
barley malt, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. POWER. I move an amendment which I send to the 


desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montatu to the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 191, line 7, it is proposed to 
strike out 30 per cent ad valorem” and insert“ 20 cents per 
bushel;” and in line 8, to strike out 40 per cent ad valorem” 
and insert ‘‘30 cents per bushel.” 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Montana to the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POWER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BRICE. Ihave transferred my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] to the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], and vote!“ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 37; as follows: 


I am paired 


YEAS—31, 
Alleen. Gallinge Mandered Proctor 
al T, anderson, octor, 
y Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Quay, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Patton, houp, 
Cullom, Hawley, Peffer, uire, 
Davis, Higgins, Perkins, Teller, 
Dixon, Hoar, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
Dolph, Lodge, Platt, 
NAYS—37. 
Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Smith, 
Blackburn, George, McLaurin, Turple, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Martin, Vest, 
Brice, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Caffery, Gray. organ, Voorhees, 
Call, H. Murphy. Walsh, 
Camden, Hunton, Palmer, te. 
Cockrell, arvis, Pugh, 
Coke, Jones, Ark Ransom, 
Daniel, Kyle, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—I7. 
Allen, Gorman, Mills, Wilson, 
Berry, II. Morrill, Wolcott. 
Butler, Irby, Pasco, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Sherman, 
e, McPherson, Stewart, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected, 

Mr. POWER. I wish to offer another amendment to the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, paragraph 191, it is proposed to 
strike out 30 per cent ad valorem” and insert “18 cents per 
bushel;” and in line 8, to strike out ‘'40 per cent ad valorem ” 
and insert“ 28 cents per bushel.” f 

Mr. POWER. The next p raph but one relates to rice. 
It takes about the same amount of labor to raise one acre of rice 
as it does one acre of barley, and the product per bushel isabout 
the same peracre. Rice isa product of the South; barley isa 

roduct of the North. I ask for a specific duty of 18 centsa 

shel. The committee have allowed about 92} cents a bushel 
specific on rice. 

Lask for consideration of the amendment I have offered because 
I believe it is just as fair. The whole Northwest can produce 
as good barley as is raised in Canada. The malters and brewers 
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So the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as | throughout the country are satisfied to give us a small specific 


I am paired with- 
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duty on barley. The present duty is 30 cents a bushel. 

If this amendment is voted down, I shall offer another amend- 
ponni moa then I shall offer amendments to the paragraph relat- 

rice. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Montana to the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POWER. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays wereordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
for the day to the Senator from Maryland pers GORMAN], who 
will stand paired with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wotcort], and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WHITE. I inquire whether the Sen&tor from Idaho [Mr. 
SHOUP] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Idaho has not 


voted. 

Mr. WHITE. Then I withhold my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Arkansas Mr. JONES] is paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. The Sena- 
tor from Arkansas if present would vote“ nay” on this amend- 
ment, and the Senator from Rhode Island would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Missouri that the Senator from Arkansas has voted. 

Mr. VEST. Then my announcement was a mistake. I will 
stand paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
and withdraw my vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has taken the trouble 
to call attention to the matter in order that Senators may have 
no misunderstanding in regard to pairs. 

Mr. VEST. I am obliged to the Chair. I withdraw my vote, 
and announce my pair with the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. 
ALDRICH]. x 

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DOLPH], 

Mr. PASCO. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] to the Senator from Georgia[Mr. GoRDON], and 
vote ‘‘nay.’ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 33; as follows: 


Tam paired with 


YEAS—27, 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Power, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Proctor, 
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, Quay, 
Cullom, Higgins, Pefter, . 
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, Teller 
Dixon, Lodge, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
Dubois, McMillan, Platt, 

NAYS—33. 
Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Brice, Gray Martin, Turpie, 
Caffery, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Cali, Hunton, organ, Voorhees, 
Camden, Irby, Murphy, alsh. 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Palmer, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
Daniel, Kyle, Pugh, 

NOT VOTING —25. 

Aldrich, Frye, McPherson, Vest, 
Allen, George, Mills, White, 
Berry, Gordon, Morrill, Wilson, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Butler, Hale, Sherman, 
Cameron, Hill, Shoup, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Stewart, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The nextreserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 45, paragraph 193 

Mr. POWER. Ishould like to have that passed over, as I 
want to offer some amendments to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. Whatis it the Senator from Montana wants to 
have passed over? 

Mr. CULLOM. Rice. 

Mr. POWER. Paragraph 193. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no amendment there. 

Mr. FAULKNER. We are now considering reserved amend- 
ments adopted as in Committeeof the Whole. The Senator can 
offer his amendment to-morrow without obtaining approval. 
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Mr. PLATT. That is right. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I had this paragraph reserved, but there 
is no amendment, so it is not necessary for the Senate to take 
any action on it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenext reserved amendment will 
be stated. 


The SECRETARY. Page 46, paragraph 199—— 


Mr. GALLINGER. That will go over. There is no amend- 
ment. I shall offer an amendment to the e to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Page 53 

a CHANDLER. There are noamendments there, I under- 
stand. 


Mr. FAULKNER. There are no amendments there. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenextreserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 53, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, struck out paragraph 239, in the following words: 

239. On all compounds or preparatioas of which distilled spitits are a com- 

ment part of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, there shall 
levied a duty not less than that imposed upon distilled spirits— 
And inserted— 

280. On all compounds or preparations (except as specified in the preceding 
paragraph of the chemical schedule, relating to medicinal preparations, of 
whi cohol is a component part), of which distilled spirits are a compo- 
nent part of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, there shall 
be levied a duty not less than that imposed upon distilted spirits. 

The amendment was concurred in, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The next reserved amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. } 
“ jugs,” in line 21, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, in- 
serted: 

If containing 14 per cent or less of absolute alcohol, 30 cents per gallon; if 
containing more than 14 per cent of absolute alcohol. 

After the word ‘“gallon,” in line 24, it struck out the proviso, 
and in line 12, page 56, it struck out“ twenty-five” and inserted 
‘twenty-four; ” so as to make the paragraph read: 


lowance 
distill 
ported in 


Mr. WHITE. This amendment adopted by the Committee of 
the Whole, “if containing 14 per cent or less of absolute alco- 
hol, 30 cents per gallon; if containing more than 14 per cent of 
absolute alcohol, 50 cents per gallon,” has led to a criticism. 
There seems at the present date to be some doubt as to whether 
the alcohol will be estimated by weight or by volume. For that 
reason I desire to offer an amendment to be placed at the end of 
the paragraph. I received a little while ago a communication 
from the Treasury Department which I submitted to the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, who is not now here; but I do not believe 
any criticism will be made as far as the amendment I propose is 
concerned. The amendment is designed to be inserted at the 
end of paragraph 244. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole will be concurred in if there be no ob- 
jection. 

: Mr. WHITE. It does not interfere in any way with the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from California will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of paragraph 244: 


The percentage of alcohol in wines and fruit juice shall be determined in 
such manner asthe Secretary of the Treasury shall by regulation prescribe. 


Mr. ALLISON. That amendment, I submit to the Senator 
from California, is not necessary. Of course the collector of 
the portisto follow the method of measuring alcohol prescribed. 

Mr. WHITE. I will state to the Senator from Iowa that sev- 
eral gentlemen very largely interested in the production of na- 
tive wines have informed me that there is now considerable 
question as to whether the alcohol is to be measured by weight 
or by volume. ; 

The Secretary of the Treasury informed me in a communica- 
tion I have here that the custom has been to measure it by vol- 
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In paragraph 244, page 55, after the word 
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ume, but as I prefer to insert directly a provision that the Secs 
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retary of the Treasury may determine the method of measure - 
ment, there can be no 3 to this amendment. The only 
criticism that it . e to make upon itis that it is se 
fluous, but Iam w g to commit it to the judgment of the Sec- 


retary. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is precisely my criticism. Formerly 
alcohol was measured by volume under our internal-revenue 
laws, but for the last two or three yearsI understand it has been 
measured by weight. Ido not object to the amendment, but it 
is absolutely unnecessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary having omitted 
to ye the reserved amendment in paragraph 225, he will now 
read it. 

The SECRETARY. At the top of page 51, paragraph 225, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out twenty“ after 
the word ‘‘ beef,” and inserted “‘fifteen;” so as to read 15 per 
cent ad valorem; ” so as to read: 

225. Extract of meat, 15 per cent ad valorem, 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays on concurring in 
the amendment. - 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. FRYE’S name was called). I was 
requested to announce that the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
is paired with the Senator from Maryland |Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr, GEORGE (when his name was Palled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN], and 
therefore withho!d my vote. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 34, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—H. 

Bate, Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Martin, Turple, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mills, Vest. 
Cafiery, Ha 1 Mitchell, Wis, Vilas, 
Call. Hawley, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Murphy, Walsh, 

ke, Irby. Palmer, te. 
Daniel, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 

NAYS—&. 
Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Proctor, 
Carey, Higgins, Patton, Quay, 
Chandler, Hoar, Peffer, Shoup, 
Cullom, Loano, Perkins Sq 
Davis, McMillan, Platt, Teller, 
Dubois, Manderson, Power, Washbur 
NOT VOTING—27, 

Aldrich, Dixon. Hill, Pettigrew, 
Allen, Dolph, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Berry, Frye, Jones, Ney. Sherman. 
Brice, George, yle, Stewart, 
Butler, Gorman. McPherson, Wilson, 
Camden, Hale, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Pasco, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I move to strike out“ fifteen,” which 
was the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, and 
insert “ twenty-five.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1, page 51, strike out “ fifteen ” and 
insert “twenty-five,” so as to read: 

225. Extract of meat, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Nebraska to the fact that the amend- 
ment has just been adopted by a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I thought the Senate struck out 
„twenty“ and inserted “fifteen ” by a yea-and-nay vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And the amendment inserting 
fifteen”? has been adopted as the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend by making the rate 25 
percent. I think the amendment is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole having been concurred in, the Chair 
holds that the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska can not 
be entertained in the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A change from twenty“ to “fifteen ” 
has been made, and now I pro ose to make a change from 
“fifteen ” to " twenty-five,” which is certainly in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will rule that the 
amendment having been concurred in in the Senate, fixing the 
rate at 15 per centas the rate of duty, the question can not be 
considered further. 

Mr. MANDERSON. What would the Chair hold as to the 
amendment being in order later in the consideration of the bill 
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amendment after we from the schedule 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter is subject to a mo- 
tion to reconsider, and can only be reached in that way. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then I move a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. Did the Senator from Nebraska vote on the 
prevailing side? 


Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Nebraska voted ‘ nay.” 
I will move to reconsider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
having voted in the affirmative, moves to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was 
concurred in. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On the motion to reconsider i wish to 
be heard. I was absent from the Chamber for a moment when 
this item of the meat schedule was reached. It was one of the 
items reserved by myself, and I really did not know that it was 
under consideration until I came into the Chamber for the pur- 

of voting at the roll call. I am obliged to the Senator from 
8 for his kindness in putting the matter in a position 
where it can be better understood. 

In Committee of the Whole, when there was a little debate on 
this item, fhe Senator from Missouri referred to a conversation 
held by him with a prominent meat and cattle dealer in the 
United States, and stated that he understood from him that 
meat extract was now being made here and exported in bulk to 
Londonand reimported, perhaps in 
jars, or in whatever way it is , to this country and sold 
as Liebig's beef extract. I will not take the time to refer to 

uite a numberof letters which I have received from some pack- 

ng houses in the West, among them letters from the Cudahy 
Packing Company, which has gone into this new industry. 

Every member of the Senate has probably seen in public 
and in the public prints the advertisements of beef extracts now 
being made by the Cudahys, the Armours, and others of the 

reat packing houses established at Chicago, Kansas City, and 

maha, and at Sioux City also, I understand. 

The letters that I have reeeived within the past few days since 
the attention of these parties has been attracted to the action 
of the Senate in Committee of the Whole, did I see fit to take 
the time to read, I think would convince anyone here isan in- 
dustry which ought to be sustained, andit can not be sustained 
with a duty ad valorem of 15 per cent. 

I doubt very much whether it can be sustained at 20 per cent. 
They ask that 25 per cent ad valorem be piana apon the fluid 
and the solid beef extracts imported into this country. If that 
is done we cango on with this enterprise, and it isone that is of 

reat advantage to more than those who-are the beef-packers, 

he more you canextract in the way of that which is merchant- 
able and marketable out of the carcass of the beef the greater 
the value of the beef to the farmer. At the same time every 
consideration that should move the protectionist to the support 
of a domestic industry should move those at least on this side 
of the Chamber to vote to sustain this new and promising indus- 
try in the West. 

T hopes that the vote may be reconsidered and that the com- 
mittee, on full examination may, even if it takes until to-morrow 
morning, conclude to restore the amountof the duty that was in 
the Wilson bill as it came from the other House, if they do not 
see fit to increase the rate from 20 to 25 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Connecticut to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
next reserved amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 249, page 57, line 16, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out thirty and 
inserted twenty;” so as to read: 

249. All imitations of natural mineral waters, and all artificial mineral 
waters, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The nextreserved amendment 
. On 68 h 264, line 25, af 

ECRETARY. page 68, paragraph 264, line 20, alter 
the word cotton,“ the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
including cotton duck and cotton damask, in the 
or otherwise, and in line 2, page 69, after the word act, 

it inserted and;“ so as to make the paragraph read: 
Ping eg py or ee including cotton pia peoi enti pad 
— riot having India rubber A maven, 


cent ad valorem. 


Mr. LODGE. I desire to move to amend the 


graph so us to make cotton damask in nepe anapa aE A 
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when it is in the Senate; that the paragraph is not open to 


ked form, in bottles or- 


JULY 2, 


per cent ad valorem, and all manufactures of cotton in 


cotton duck in the piece or otherwise 40 per cent; that is, to in? 
gert before the word“ All” at the be ig of the 
the words cotton damask, in the piece or otherwise, 40 per 
cent ad valorem,” and then fix the rate on all manufactures of 
cotton, including cotton duck, in piece or otherwise,” at 40 per 
cent. The purpose of the amendment is to place a duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem on cotton damask instead of the present 
duty of 35 per cent. 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. At the beginning of paragraph 264 insert: 


Cotton damask, in the piece or otherwise, 40 per cent ad valorem, and all 
manufactures of cotton, including cotton duck, in the pieceor 3 


Mr. LODGE. That amendment, I will say, I desire to have 
adopted, because cotton damask is a small manufacture. butit is 
avery fine goods. It is one of the higher grades of cotton tex- 
1 — and to give it this cut is a very serious blow to the in- 


The textile schedule is so well made up that it seems to me it 
ought to give suitable protection to these finer kinds of cotton 
goods. Lam aware that the rate I propose is the same as the 
McKinley rate, and that it is desired by the framers of the para- 
graph to cut the duties below the McKinley rate; but in the 
preceding paragraphs on certain articles they have given a 
somewhat higher duty than the McKinley rate, and this cut on 
cotton damask, being as it isa very fine product, is a very seri- 
ous one for the industry. I hope the committee will permit the 
amendment of mine raising the duty 5 per cent to pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senatorfrom Massachusetts to the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply wish to inform the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that we intend to offer an amendment to the preced- 
ing paragraph to reduce the rate which has crept in by mistake, 
and is 1 than that of the McKinley act. Our attention 
was called to it yesterday. We have reduced in this instance 5 
per cent, and the Senator is not satisfied and wants to go back 
to the McKinley rate, which would be 40 per cent. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 69, ph 271, after the word 
„putts“ in line 24, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
struck out 15 per cent ad valorem” and inserted shall be ex- 
empt from duty;” so as to read: 

271. B for 
350... 
butts, shall be exempt from duty. 

Mr. WHITE. It seems to me that paragraph ought to be 
transferred to the free list. It is rather complicated there. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. It ought to be taken to the free 
list, and we might as well do it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has to be done by a motion 
in the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I move that that article, bagging, as described 
there, Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar mate: 
rial suitable for covering cotton, composed in whole or in part 
of hemp, flax, jute, or jute butts,” be placed on page 95. 

Mr. ALLISON, Let me make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. It would be paragraph 3924. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. Transfer paragraph 271 to page 95 and 
make if 5 3924. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, to strike out paragraph 271, and 
make ita new e 3g a 

Mr. VEST. Strike out paragraph 271. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 270 was also 

Mr. WHITE. Twas about to e „ 

Mr. e was about to suggest t a 
should be treated in the same way, that is, as farast * 
words bags for grain made of such burlaps, 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem,” are concerned. That clause was stricken out by some 
inadvertance and it was not put on the free list. I e the 
8 to the committee. 


. ALLISON. That has been struck out in the Senate, 
That was reserved by me with paragraph 271. ThereforeI know 
that it was reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the 
of the Senator from Missouri to strike out paragraph 271 
transfer ĩt and make it paragraph 3024. 


1894. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Task for a division on the motion. The 


first part of the motion would strike it out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to strike out the 
words 15 per cent ad valorem”? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The motion to strike out the whole para- 


raph. 
s The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks for a division of the question. The question first 
on the motion to strike out the paragraph. 


Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that | Cok 


- he should be content now with striking this out, if the majority 
of the Senate favors it, and when we reach the free list let him 
insert a new paragraph. 

Mr. CHANDLER, That was my object in calling for a divi- 


sion. 

Mr. VEST. It hasalready been put there. It mightbe over- 
looked. 

Mr. PEFFER. suggest that paragraph 271 has been 


I 
amended so as to admit 
free of duty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was done in Committee 
of the Whole, and now the question before the Senate is on con- 
curring in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 
RKA moon now is to strike out paragraph 271 from the duti- 
able list. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is another matter. There was an amend- 
ment placing cotton bagging for grain on the free list, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is a different S 
That is paragraph 270, in which the clause was stricken out: 


Bags for grain made of such burlaps, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


The question is on the motion of the Senator from Missouri, 
which the Senator from New Hampshire asks to be divided. 
The question first is to strike out paragraph 271. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to take the vote by yeas and nays on both questions to- 

ther. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first question would come 
up properly upon concurring in the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole striking out “15 per cent ad valorem ” and 
inserting “shall be exempt from duty.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. We might consider that as concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there is no objection, that 
amendment will be considered asconcurredin. Now the ques- 
tion gts on transposing the paragraph so as to make it para- 

raph 3924. 

E . CHANDLER. I asked for a division in order to avoid 
the yeas and nays at this time. I have no objection to having 
the yeas and nays takenon the motion to strike out and transfer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the 
question will be taken on the motion to strike out and transfer. 
On this motion the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MOMILLAN]. If 
he were present I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGe]. If hewere present I should vote yea“ and he would 
vote nay. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. I do 
not see him in the Chamber. I shall only vote if necessary to 
make a quorum, 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his nume was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. If he were present I 
should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I suggest to the Senator to transfer his 

with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to the Senator 
m West Virginia 25 CAMDEN], so that we may both vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I will consent to that transfer. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he 
were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the negative). I inad- 
vertently voted, but I will transfer my pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. HOAR] so that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PUGH] and myself can vote. 

Mr. PUGH. I vote yea.“ 


g for cotton, gunny cloth, etc., 


[Mr. DOLPH]. 


The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 21; as follows, 

YEAS—SL 
Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Smith, 
Biackburn, G Martin, 
Brice, Gordon, Murphy, Vest, 
Caffery, Harris, P: A Vilas, 

Hunton, Pasco, Voorhees 
Cockrell, Irby, Peffer, Walsh, 
e, Jarvis, h, te, 

Daniel, Jones, Ark. a 

NAYS—21. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Patton, Squire, 
Alison, Hansbrough, Perkins, ‘Teller, 
Carey, Hawley, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Chandler, Higgins, Platt, 
Cullom, Manderson, Proctor, 
Davis, Mitchell,Oregon Shoup, 

NOT VOTING—33. 

Allen, Gallinger, Lodge, A 
Berry, George, McLaurin, ee n, 
Blanchard, Gorman, McMillan, Sherman, 
Butler; Gray, McPherson, Stewart, 
Camden, Hale, Mills, Wilson, 
Cameron, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Wolcott 
Dixon, Hoar, Morgan, 
Dolph, Jones, Ney. Morrill, 
Frye, Kyle, Power. 


So the motion to strike out paragraph 271 and transfer it to 
page 95 was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. P. raph 270 was reserved by me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ad valorem,” line 20, para- 
graph 270, page 69, the Senate as in Committee of the ole 
struck out the words: 


Bags for grain made of such burlaps, 20 per cant ad valorem. 


Mr. PLATT. Did I not understand that this morning there 


was an amendment proposed to increase the rate on burlaps to 
20 per cent? 

Mr. ALLISON, There was an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Fifteen per cent was stricken out and 20 
per cent inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20 strike ont 15 and insert ‘* 20;” 
so as to read 20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment has been agreed to. Now, 
I desire to call attention to this paragraph as it stands. As the 

ters came from the House of Representatives it read as 
ollows: . 
3 og e eee te inches 1 eee oe 40 threads 
e square inch, coun! Wi 1 r cn ; 
for arate made of such buriaps, 20 om — 5 a an 

The Senate in Committee of the Whole struck out not ex- 
ceeding 60 inches in width,” and also struck out “ bags for grain 
made of such burlaps, 20 per cent ad valorem.” ‘The Senate to- 
day, on motion of the Senator from Arkansas, has raised the 
duty on burlapsfrom 15 to 20 per cent. As the paragraph came 
to us from the House, burlaps exceeding 60 inches in width 
would have paid a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem, that being in 
accord with the remaining paragraphs of the schedule; but the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole having struck out“ not 
exceeding 60 inches in width,“ it seems to become necessary for 
the Senate, on motion of the Senator from Arkansas, to raise 
the duty upon burlaps to 20 per cent ad valorem. So the effect of 
this general amendment is to provide for a duty of 20 per cent 
apon 1 raw material for bags, and then to put bags upon the 

ree list. 

Mr. VEST, Let us make it 15 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam told that there are a great number of 
manufacturers in the United States who manufacture bags from 
burlaps. If that be so, the industry certainly ought not to be 
absolutely destroyed, first p eee the duty upon the raw 
material and then putting the manufacture upon the free list. 
The Senator from Missouri will remember that we had a little 
sparring upon that subject when the matter was in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. Ido not understand that the Committee on 

have any recommendation on this subject eg the 
recommendation this morning that burlaps should be 20 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Now I appeal to the justice of Senators on both sides of the 
Chamber upon this subject that we may not by our own legisla- 
tion absolutely destroy an industry in our own country by ad- 
verse legislation. This is all I desire to say on the subject. 


Mr. WHITE. I should like to inquire of the Senator what in- 
dustry he refers to? 


Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon 
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85 ALLISON. I refer to the industry of making bags from 
urlaps. 
Mr. MILLS. How would it meet the views of the Senator 
from Iowa to have the paragraph stricken out and insert in the 
free list burlaps and s for grain made of such burlaps, putting 
it all in the free list? at is where it ought to go, and I make 
that motion. 1 move tostrike out paragraph 270 and insert after 
paragraph 4074 in the free list these words: 

Burlaps, and bags for grain made of such burlaps. 


Mr. ALLISON. That would only increase the difficulty, I 
suggest to the Senator from Texas, because that would destro 
the industry of making burlaps in the United States, of whic 
there are quite a number of factories at this time, I understand. 
Ido not see why we should select out this particular industry 
for destruction. 

Mr. WHITE. I believe this matter was pretty well explained 
when the question was before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. A motion was made to strike out bags for grain made 
of such burlaps, 20 per cent ad valorem;” and when that motion 
prevailed it was followed by a motion that bagging for cotton, 
etc., should also be placed upon the free list, upon the ground 
that if tne farmersof my part of the United States had free grain 
bags, gies bagging should be free also, and that amendment 

revailed. 
N In my State we paid out last year half a million dollars as duty 
upon grain bags. As Istated in my argument before, the Legis- 
lature of my State unanimously, regardless of party, instructed 
their Senators and requested their Representatives to insist 
upon this amendment. We have secured it. I have no objec- 

on in the world to putting burlaps upon the free list, but I do 
insist upon grain bags. I would rather board at the best hotel 
in my State all the constituents of the Senator from Iowa who 
make bags—and the farmers of my State are ready to do it— 
than to continue the paymentof this duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from California 
thatthe luxury of which he speaks would not be very expensive. 
I do not know that a single grain bag is made in my State; and 
I haveno interest in this matter in any sense for any constituent 
except that justice may be done to existing industries and that 
we may not select one or two for destruction. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I desire to say one thing only in 
connection with this matter. The Senate ought to know that 
the revenue from burlaps is over a million dollars a year, and 
from grain bags over half a million dollars with the duty on 
those articles now. 

Mr. WHITE. And all that grain-bag duty we pay on the 
Pacific coast. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to Py just one word in response to 
the Senator from Arkansas. These burlaps which yield a mil- 
lion dollars include, of course, all burlaps for grain and every 
other purpose, flour, and everything of that sort. As respects 
the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas, it seems to me to 
be utterly inconsistent to put a duty of 20 per cent upon burlaps, 
and then to put the more finished article on the free list. That 
isall I have to say about it. 

1 MILLS. It seems to me that we are rather going 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas will 
8 nd until the amendment of the Senator from Texas is read. 

e SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 270and insert as para- 
graph 4074: 
Burilaps, and bags for grain, made of such burlaps. 


Mr. MILLS, It seems to me we are rather going backward 
to put a finished product on the free list and still tax the raw 
material, and inasmuch as we have put cotton bagging and bags 
for grain on the free list it appears to me to be the proper thing 
to do to put burlaps on the free list also. However, if the Com- 
mittee on Finance do notapprove it I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. VEST. I want to say that I agree with the Senator from 
Texas. Where we put the finished product on the free list, it 
is absolutely outrageous to put the raw material used by the 
manufacturer under a duty. Iam in favor of putting both on 
the free list. 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Inorder to be consistent, the Senator will 
have to put on the free list jute yarns, now 30 per cent ad va- 
lorem higher than any of these products. 

Mr. VEST. I would be very glad to do that, if I could. I 
should like to put all these raw materials on the free list if I 
had the power to do it. 

Mr. DRICH. I think, if the Senator desires to destroy 
the jute industry he might as well make the destruction com- 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I should like one moment to say 
that I agree fully with the Senator from Iowa that it is utterly 
unreasonable to make the raw material of which bags are made 
dutiable and have the bags free. There is no denying the fact 
that both ought to be taxed or both of them ought to be free. 
I think this is a fine instance to illustrate the great mistake of 
departing hastily in the midst of debate from the line pointed 
out by the committee. The duty on these grain bags was put 
down at a reasonable rate. It was a great reduction from what 
it had been before. It was satisfactory as I understood it. It 
was reported to Senators by gentlemen who were interested in 
this industry that the rate was a satisfactory one. It wasa rea- 
sonable reduction from what had been in existence before, and 
it was fair. 

But in the midst of the debate here somebody proposed to put 
bags on the free list, and withoutstopping to consider what com- 
plications it would bring about it was done. I think that was a 
mistake. Ido not believe that it oughtto have been done. How- 
ever, I shall not interpose any objection to the action taken by 
the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to say, in answer to the remarks of the 
Senator from Arkansas, that the placing of s both for grain 
and cotton upon the free list was not done without due consid- 
eration, for there were a number of what I thought very good 
speeches made on thesubject. I made the motion myself in both 


cases. 

Mr. CHANDLER, And spoke several times. 

Mr. PEFFER. And I spoke several times, as is suggested by 
my amiable friend from New Hampshire; and I know my friend 
the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], made one 
or perhaps two able and excellent speeches. Senators hon- 
ored us both with strict attention; there was a good deal of 
talk backward and forward on one side and the other; and finally 
wesucceeded. This being about the only benefit I feel I have 
achieved during these three months of discussion, I hope Sena- 
tors willlet it stand at that. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Arkansas says very truly 
there would be inconsistency in putting a duty upon the manu- 
facture of burlaps after g bags had been put upon the free 
list, which are manufactured out of burlaps; But the inconsist- 
ency is in putting the grain bags on the free list. I donot want 
to let this matter pass without saying something aboutit. If 
there is any reason why one manufacture of this country should 
be put on the free list the same reason exists in regard to every 
other manufacture in the country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from Arkansas 
practically to withdraw from the action of the committee in 
that matter, and express a desire that grain b shall be re- 
tained upon the dutiable list. If that is so, we might by unani- 
mous consent, perhaps, with the exception of the Senator from 
California—— 

Mr. WHITE. There can not be any unanimous consent had 
on it, I will tell the Senator. I will stay here all night first, 

Mr. PLATT. The truth about the matter is that this is a 
scheme by which some parties hope to catch some farmers’ 
votes. It isa bid for farmers’ votes. I submit that in order to 
bid for farmers’ votes itis not right to destroy manufacturing 
industries. There is no more reason why burlaps should be put 
upon the free list than everythingelse that a farmer uses which 
is manufactured, and there is no reason why things which a 
farmer uses which are manufactured should be placed on the 
free list any more than the things which other people use which 
are manufactured should be put on the free list. 

I wish to stand here to protest, whether it be claimed to be in 
the interest of the farmer or anybody else, that no manufacture 
which has been established in this country shall be deliberatel 
destroyed in order that the goods may be paronnhog from abroad 
I wish to protest here that nobody will derive any benefit from 
it; that the suggestion that thefarmer is to be benefited is a de- 
lusion which he will find out in good time: There has been no 
such glaring inconsistency developed in the treatment of the 
bill as this destruction of a legitimate, honest, well-conducted 
manufacture in this country which it is notclaimed has charged 
unreasonable profits upon its goods. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to say harsh things, but the sen- 
timent which is behind this proposed amendmentis a deception 
of the farmer. It is an inducement held out to him that if you 
ean destroy this manufacture in this country, if you can shut up 
these factories and let them moulder to decay, he is going to get 
his bags fora trifle less. All experience teaches us that they 
will cost him just as much, and that the inducement which has 
been held out to him will be shown in the end to have been en- 
tirely without reason. 

I do not know that I desire to say anything more. We have 
no manufactures of bagging or burlaps in my section of the 
country. I do not know anybody who is interested in it. So far 
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as I know I have not received a letter or a circular upon the 
subject. But I know that Senators here for the purpose of mak- 
ing the farmers feel that they are their friends are attempting 
to strike down a legitimate, honest industry in this country, 
when all other manufacturing industries receive protection by 
way of duties in this bill of one rate or another. I do not like 
to see it and I do not believe the committee likes to see it, I do 
not believe anybody likes to see it except so far as it may be nec- 
essary to wheedle some farmers in the country. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I feel that I ought to say 
one word on this question. As the matter now stands it seems 
to me utterly inconsistant and utterly be The idea of plac- 
ing a duty on the raw material, while allowing free of duty the 
manufactured article, is going a step further than I ever heard 
of in a free trader. In my own city there are two factories. 
sr, are manufactured largely for the shipment of flour. The 
millers of Minneapolis are the largest consumers of bagsin this 
country. 

I have a petition signed by every miller in Minneapolis and | 
the large consumers outside in the State asking that a duty 
shall be imposed in order that this industry may be maintained, 
because the price has gone down steadily from the moment these 
factories have been in operation. Now, to puta duty on the raw 
material and place the manufactured article on the free list 
means absolute destruction. It seems to me both should be 
either on the free list or both should beon the dutiable list,and 
that the duty on bagging should be larger than the rate on bur- 


laps. 

Mr. MILLS. That is my pending motion, to put all on the 
free list. 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Texas to the question whether his amend- 
ment ought not to come in after paragraph 424 instead of para- 
graph 407—alter Burgundy pitch. 

r. MILLS. Allright. I have no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator from Texas to 
say that he would withdraw the motion to amend if it did not 
meet with the approval of the caucus committee. 

Mr. VEST. It does meet with our approval. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from New Hampshire meant to say 
the Finance Committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rose for the purpose of moving that the Sen- 
ate take a recess until 10 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. VEST. Let us vote on this question first. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion | 
of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be stated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion will be stated, and 
then the Chair will recognize the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The SECRETARY. Insert paragraph 270, page 69, after para- 
graph 424, page 98, as paragraph 4244, and make it read: 

Burlaps, and bags for grain made of such burlaps. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itseemstome that the Senator from Ten- 
nessee had better renew his motion for a recess, to which I ho 
there will be no objection. This is rather an astonishing ral 
on the part of the Senator from Texas. He has not taken oe 
part in constructing this bill 1 y 

Mr. MILLS. That is why I should like to have this amend- 
ment adopted before we adjourn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has taken his dutiable coal and his 
dutiable iron and his dutiable almost everything else, and the 
Democratic platform as he understands it has gone all to pieces. 
It can not be that the Senator is coming in here to make arally 
in behalf of his great principles just at the close of this bill. It 

ins me to see that the Senator has already developed aradical 
ifference of opinion between the Senator from Arkansas and 
the Senator from Missouri. 

The Senator from Texas rushes in. He sees a chance to put 
something on the free list, and the Populist leader—not the 
Populist leader, but one of the Populist leaders—on my right 
rushes forward, too, and he sees a chance in the closing hours 
of this bill to assert that burlaps ought to go on the free list as 
well as bagging, although only this morning the duty on burlaps. 
upon the amendment of the committee, was increased from 15 
per cent to 20 percent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator yield to me in order that I 
may make the motion he suggested? 

Mr. CHANDLER. In one moment. Ionly want to strengthen 
the Senator’s motion. Now, if we are to have the Senator from 
Texas rush in at the last gasp to try and vindicate his reputa 
tion all over this country by putting burlapson the free list, the 
Senator from Missouri is to break loose, and the Senator from 
Arkansas is to undertake to argue with them both, there is cer- 


ew, a painful discrepancy and disunion on the other side of 
the Chamber that we can not settle in five minutes. I beg leave 
to say that burlaps will not go on the free list this evening. 

Therefore, I hope the Senate to-night will let this go over, 
and in the mean time let the committee get together. e Sen- 
ator from Texas said, although he made his motion with great 
boldness, that he would not insist upon it if the committee ob- 
jected; and he would havé withdrawn it if he had not got the 
encouragement he did from the Senator from Missouri. 

Now, here we have these clauses, and on the next page we 
have collars and cuffs. Of course the Senator from Texas will 
assault that. It is very evident that we shall not make much 
more progress this evening. So I hope the Senator from Ten- 
nessee (if he does not insist upon my talking any longer) will 
make the motion for a recess. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will make my motion on those terms. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
moves that the Senate take a recess untill 10 o’clock to-morrow 
morning. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at7 o'clock and 36 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Tuesday, July 3, 
1894, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, July 2, 1894. 


Tho House metat 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (S. 171) granting to the State of North Dakota certain 
lands heretofore set apart as a wood reservation for Fort Totten 
military reservation for the use of the militia of North Dakota, 
and for other p 

= bill (S. 1983) 

U 
£ x bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Minneapolis Gaslight Com- 
pany, of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay submerged gas pipes across 
the Mississippi River at Minnoapola: and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to appoint three members of 
the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers. 


0865; 
or the relief of the sureties of Dennis Mur- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted asfollows: 

To Mr. SIBLEY, because of ill health. 

To Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, for one week, on account of 
sickness in his family. 

Mr. ALDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 119) 
which I send to the desk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the 8 be. and 
he is hereby, directed to pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia, 
under the provisions, conditions, and limitations of the act of Congress en- 
titled An act to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and 
the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct-tax levied 
the act of Congress approved August 5, 1881, which act was approved Mare 
2,1891, the sum of 8181, 308.93, less the sum of 827, 328. 18, which was paid tothe 
overnor of the State of West yena on the 25th day of August, 1891, to 
held in trust for the citizens and inhabitants of said State, notwithstand- 
ing oat claim by the Government of the United States against the State of 
rginia. 


The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia for the present consideration of this 
joint resolution? 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

Mr. HERMANN. r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of Senate bill No. 1759, to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Colum- 
bia River, between the State of Oregon and the State of Wash- 
ington, and to establish it as a post-road.” 

The bill was read as follows: 

n and W 


Be it enacted, etc., That An act to authorize the Orego: ashington 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia 
River, between the State of m and the State of W. n, and to 
establish it asa post road,“ approved March 24. 1890, be, and the same is 
hereby, reénacted and declared to beand to have been in full force and effect 
from and after March 21. 1894. Section 12 of said act, which provides that 
said act shall be null and void if actual construction of the ae therein 
authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within four 
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ears from the date of the a val thereo: . 
fo amended 1 that the Litne witaia whieh sata utred to be com: 


menced shall two ‘fram. March the time within 
which iv is required taat ewes Be Haren 9h os, a be within four years 
from the 24th day of March, 1894. 


TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the request forthe pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to hear the report read. 

Mr. HERMANN. The report is very brief, but let it be read. 

The report (by Mr. GEARY) was read, as follows: 

Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and re Commerce, 


The Comm ign , to whom was re- 

ferred the: pill 19 1759) to amend an act entidled“ “An Bt act to authorize the 
and W. n Company to construct and maintain a 

ge across the Columbia River, between the State of Oregon and the 

State of Washington, and to establish it as a post road,“ report the same 

5 without amendment, and with the recommendation that the bill do 


sae repose e bill is iy to extend tho od during which the 
constriction of this bridge, alread . y authorized, 5 be commenced and 
33 Your commi is not advised of any objection to such an ex- 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

n motion of Mr. HERMANN,a motion to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


STEAM BOILERS. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill which I send to the desk 
(H. R. 4475), to amend section 4434 of Title LII of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That section 4434 of Title LI of the Revised Statutes be 


. kolier having its shell constructed of iron 

— ‘steel lates ye cso an average anymore gf of thirt — — -hundredths of 
ved on any steam v naviga 

Bowing into the Gai of Mex oor tele 

on any such steam 
pace between its shell and any of its internal flues, and 
not less than 3 inches space between such flues when any such flues fans 
more than 5 inches in diameter; and every such fired boiler 

ed on any such steam vessel shall be provided with a manhole in the 

of the front head thereof, of such dimensions as may be pre- 


Board of 1 Inspectors, in all cases where 2 9 
internal fiues less than 3 inches. External! 


ving shells constructed of iron or steel plates not exceed: 
average thickness of fif 8 of an inch may. in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, be a 


or any of them 
Sec. 2. That an laws or parts of laws conflicting with this act are hereby 


repealed. 

An amendment recommended by the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce was read, as follows: 

Page 2, line 26, after them.“ insert: Provided, That on inspection n 
plate. that is by this act limited to a thickness of thirty one-hundredths o 01 

2n inch and no plate that is by this act limited to of one- 
hundredths of an inch shall be rejected for use if found to exceed those 
dimensions, erein speciiiod if the average thickness thereof does not exceed 
the limits there and the amount of steam that will ve 
in boilers constructed in 


permitted to be carri accordance with the re- 
quirements of this act Shall be determined from measurements showing the 
least thickness of Hates.“ 


the pì 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of this bill? 
Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to hear an explanation of the 


bill. 
Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk read the re- 
port of the S vising Inspector-General of the Steamboat In- 
ax sed which accompanies the report of the com- 


8 SPEAKER. in the absence of objection the report will 


It was read, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING INSPECTOR-GENERAL 
STEAMBOAT INSPECTION SERVICE, 


Washington, D. C., December 9, 1898. 
Sr: C F 
office for report, of a communi the Committee on Interstate 
and House of tenn inclosing House bill 4475, 
-t Congress, second session, entitled “A bill to section 
States,” = req 


of Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the — 
the Secretary of the Treasury “to with such sug- 
— nb aoe od may doem eee the merits of the bill and 


Lhave the to report that name ws the terms of the bill are sub- 
pen Avg 5 ~ 5 o of this ofico in ite an- 
nual report for page 9, it fully meets 3 — 

Following is the extract y 


recommend 00008 434, Revised 
Statutes, which limits the thickness of material of the shelis of externally 


Eoee rane S EE one-hundredths of an inch, pots A ae 
to such boilers when built to be used on rivers whose waters fiow into the 
perth gb ame sadly mee Belper orgs SPERN oe DORA OT TOA 

terial of thirty-one hundredths of an inch allowed under sec- 


. roved J 25, 1866. If any satisfactory rea- 
E . = 
of Congress approved 
That no hatm is likely 

ent 


approved February 11, 1885, — not —— fifty one-hundredths of 
an inch thick was allowed on externally fired boilers “used on steam vessels 
navi, aing Pee Atlantic or Pacific —.— or — Water bays or sounds, or 
the Great es, or any of them; under which conditions large numbers 
of boilers upon our largest steamers have been built and used for a period of 
seven years without more deterioration than the ordinary internally fired 
boiler with unlimited thickness of shell. 

“In view of the fact of the 9 of rolling sheets of boiler plate to 
an exact thickness, thereshould be a proviso in the law that no plate should 
be rejected for use if found in excess of thirty one-hundredths of an inch 


thick if the average th of plate does not arte aoa dimensions, it 
being further provided that the steam be determined from 
measurements indicating the least thi thic of the 8 bed 
„The bill is returned herewith. 
Very respectfully, 


JAS. A. DUMONT, 
Supervising Inspector-Generat. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. What is the object of the bill? 

Mr. BERRY. The object is to change the method of con- 
structing boilers as to the thickness of the material to be used 
in boilers for vessels on the inland waters. 

Mr. LOUD. But this bill refers to all the waters of the At- 
lantic and the Pacific, too. 

Mr. BERRY. To the waters running into the Gulf of Mex- 


ico, 
Tho bill has the approval of Gen. Dumont, the = 


tor-Gen- 

eral of the Steamboat Service, and of the ch repre- 
sent all sections of the country. The question is al a scien- 
tific one, and the gentleman’s district and eve 5 ct is rep- 
of which Gen. 


resented once a e in a meeting of this Boa 
Dumont is president, and which approved this bill unanimously. 

Mr. KIEFER. Does this bill necessitate the changing of bo 1 
ers ar in use? 

Mr. BERRY. No, sir 

There being no objection, the amendment recommended by 
the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and d. 

On motion of . BERRY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill — passed was laid on the table. 


WORK AND WAGES OF WOMEN AND CHILDREN. 


Mr. PENCE. I ask unanimous consent for the prenant con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 94) providing for an 
investigation relative to the work and wages of women and 
children. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate wee House of Representatives, etc., That the 8 


sioner of Labor be. and he is hereby, authorized and directed “to investi- 
gate and make report upon the conditions 3 the irsoun 


dren; their wages, 
; the effect of various 8 
what — — are 2 to nip pes —— 
cone than from accidents: the rates of wages paid in comparison 
an dne r ue rates paid men; and the effect, if any, their employment has had 
upon the wages and raea of men: Provided, That the investigation 
hereby authorized can be carried out under the regular appropriations 
made for the Department of Labor.” 


The 5 ares by the Committee on Labor was 
read, as follows: 
Strike out the word ‘ can,” in the thirteenth line, and insert 
in lieu thereof the word shall” so as to read: 
be carried out 


Provided, That investigation orized shall be 
under the aaien Serp eee — of Labor. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Let us hear the report. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this resolution? 
Mr. COOMBS. I should like to hear the report. 
3 „ Reserving the right to object, the report 
a 8 
he report (by Mr. McGANN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Labor, to whom was referred the resolution (H. Res. 
3 for an investigation relative to the work and women 
children, herewith tha! 


beg leave to 

1 recommend that the 
y striking out the word "can." in the 

fag in ite stsad the word “shall,” go that the said 


olution shall read, “ hereby authorized be carried out under the regu 


appropriation. 
The em of women and children, their wages, sanitary surround- 
„FFT 
2 and eny 
Wage-earning capacities of the former as compared 
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with the 8 and wages of the latter, are subjects which we believe 
of sufficient importance to warrant the desired inves tion which the reso- 
lution, as amended, shall be conducted by the Bureau of 
der the regular 6 made for the Department of Labor. 

With the resolution amended as hereinbefore Sapta a committes do 
most earnestly recommend its early passage, that the Department of Labor 
may commence without delay the investigation, that the evils, if any, at- 
tending employment of the wage earners may be discovered and measures 
taken to correct them. 


un- 


Mr. COOMBS. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
ask the gentleman presenting this resolution whether this in- 
quiry is intended to include simply the mechanical employment 
of females, or does it include also clerical employment? 

Mr. PENCE. The gentleman from IIlino r. MOGANN], 
the author of the resolution, is present and will doubtless an- 
swer the gentleman’s inquiry. 

Mr. McGANN. The resolution refers to mechanical employ- 
ment. 

Mr. COOMBS. The terms of the resolution do not limit the 
inquiry in that way. I suggest that it be amended so as to make 
the meaning specific. z 

Mr. McGANN. This resolution has been presented on the 
suggestion of the Commissioner of Labor 

Mr. COOMBS. The resolution in its present terms would 
embrace the whole scope of female labor. The e is too 
broad. I suppose it was intended that the inquiry should in- 
clude only mechanical employments; and I suggest that the res- 
olution be amended in that respect. If such an amendment is 
sarod to, I have no objection to the consideration of the reso- 

ution. 

Several MEMBERS. Let the resolution be again read. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. COOMBS. I make no objection to the consideration of 
the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the amendment of the committee be 
read. 

The amendment was again read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE] for the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. CANNON of California. Does not the present law re- 
quire the Commissioner of Labor to make this investigation and 
report the result? 

Mr. PENCE. It has been thought that the present law, while 
not requiring it, would authorize the Commissioner to make the 
inquiry. But he himself has doubted his authority in the mat- 
ter, and has requested that some such specific authority as this 
be given him. That is the sole parpena of the resolution intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McGANN]. The res- 
olution specifically provides that the investigation shall bo car- 
ried on within the re; appropriations for the Department 
of Labor; so that the inquiry can not involve one farthing of 
increased expense. The measure is in accord with the wish of 
the Commissioner, and has been presented at his suggestion. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have not objected to the consid- 
eration of this resolution; but IL wish to ask whether Mr. Wright, 
the Commissioner of Labor, has been consulted touching this 
proposed work. 

. McGANN. Yes, sir; and at his suggestion the resolution 
was introduced. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Has he been consulted as to the 
sufficiency of the regular appropriations to cover this investi- 
gation and also to provide for the other work that his depart- 
ment ought to do? because the resolution as amended will make 
this inquiry mandatory. 

Mr. McGANN. Yes, sir. The Commissioner was before the 
committee and said that the regular appropriations would be 
sufficient to cover this ne ame that is, to commence it—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Without embarrassing him in his 
other work? 

0 McGANN. Yes, without embarrassing him in his other 
work. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And without any increase of the 
appropriation? 

. MCGANN. Les, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is all I wished to know, my 
object being to give him more money if necessary. 

Mr. COOMBS. I move to amend the resolution by inserting 
in the seventh line, after the word various,“ the words me- 
chanical and industrial;” by striking out, in line 11, the 
word “their” and insert such.“ The effect of this amendment 
will be to limit this investigation to the field to which it was 
originally intended to be limited. 

» PENCE. I can say to the gentleman from New York that, 


in view of the statements made by the Commissioner of Labor, 
Tam sure there will be no objection to this amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER, The amendment conforms to what was evf- 
dently intended to be the scope of the resolution. 

Mr. CANNON lof Illinois. I would like to ask a question as 
to that. Would it prohibit an investigation by the Commis- 
sioner of Labor, as to the employment of women and children 
in other than skilled industries? 

Mr. PENCE. I think not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Industries of any kind, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, you take certain sections of 
the country, and I understand that women work in the field; we 
all know that children do, Does thisapply to what is known as 
“skilled industries“ alone, or does it also include agriculture? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would include everything, if the amend- 
ment is adopted, that is of a mechanical or industrial character. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is agriculture or teaching such a 
pursuit as would be involved in the investigation? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think so. But clerical work would not 
be included, such as is dons in the De ments for instanee. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But would it apply to agriculture? 

Mr. BARTLETT. It would not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from New York 
says it would not apply to agricultural work. Now, should it not 
apply as much to agriculture as to any other employment in 
which women and children are engaged? 

Mr. COOMBS. It would be undoubtedly as well to have it ap- 
ply to agriculture, if it would not make the scope of the investi- 
gation too large for the means at the disposal of the Bureau of 

abor. At some other time, if it be deemed necessary, we may 
broaden the scope of the investigation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, this is the commencement, 
of the investigation, and I wish to say to gentlemen that while I 
am in harmony with the Commissioner of Labor commencing 
the investigation, yet tho great bulk of the people who do labor, 
the larger percentage of them, are laboring inagriculture, more 
so than in any one calling, or, perhaps in the aggregate of all 


the other callings combined. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Oh, yes; a large majority of the people 
are so 85 ed. > 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, why not, while you are gath- 


ering these facts, obtain also the facts as to labor eve ere, 
on the farm and the field as well as in the factory? Let us have 
full knowledge of the subject, the object being that legislation 
and adequate public sentiment touching those who gain a live- 
lihood in the sweat of their faces may be inaugurated. So I 
hope the gentleman from New York will withdraw the umead- 
ment, and let this investigation be as broad as possible with the 
means at the disposal of the Commissioner. 

Mr. COOMBS. The question of the gentleman from IHinois 
addressed to the mover of the resolution is the principal reason 
Why offered the amendment. It is theevident intention of the 
resolution which was offered to limit its operations and scope to 
mechanical and industrial employments in which women and 
children are engaged, and if we makeit applicable to agriculture 
as well, and broaden the scope as much as the gentleman from 
Illinois desires, it will 1 the work beyond the 
3 5 the Department of Labor with the present funds at 

ts disposal. 

I agree with the gentleman thoroughly, that female agricul- 
tural labor in this country should be investigated, but I fear, as 
I have said, if the resolution is made too broad—if it embraces 
too large a field—we shall not have such an investigation as 
will be of the slightest value, for the purpose contemplated, in 
the future. 

Mr. MARSH. Then increase the amount of the appropriation 
so as to include the entire field to be covered. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, Mr. Speaker, in response to 
the gentleman from New York, I say that if this investigation 
be worth making at all, let us make it thorough and take the 
time to cover all of the facts. Organization does exist. We 
have organized capital; we have organized labor, and Iam not 
here to say that we ought not to have. I think organization of 
labor is and has been necessary, and it has grown upon me for 
many years. : 

But it must be remembered that there is a great mass of 
labor in this country that arises the greater part of the year 
with the sun, and which ceases to toil only with the going down 
of the sun. 

That labor is not organized. Yetit bəars the burdens and is 
a great conservative element in the Republic. It touches the 
ground daily and receives renewed strength from day to day; 
and I would be very glad, as this important investigation com- 
mences by, it seems to me, perhaps without speaking ht- 

| ingly of the other bureaus, the best managed bureau in the Gov- 
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ernment with the amount of money it expends, I would be very 
to let the investigation be broad enough to give us whenit 


made all of the facts. If it requires $25,000more, or any other 
sum to commence the work, let us begin at the beginning; let 
us cover the whole field and give all the facts that may be nec- 
essary to secure satisfactory results from the investigation. 

Mr. COOMBS. I will putin the word “agriculture” in the 
amendment if it meets the views of the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no; not agriculture. Let it 
be all labor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I sincorely hope the House 
will not accept any modification of the amendment so as to ex- 
tend the scope of thisinvestigationinto the whole field of labor. 
Comparatively fow females are engaged in agricultural pur- 
suits. We know that they are poorly paid, and no additional 
statistics would be necessary to confirm that which we already 
know to exist. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well, it seems tome that we 
had better have full knowledge of the subject. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then vote down the amendment and adopt 
the original resolution. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not want to open up a field that will be 
the basis for an enormous expenditure of money. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not want an enormous expend- 
iture of money; but I do stand here to voice the interests and 
the claims that are not voiced day by day before Congress. Cap- 
ital is voiced. Organized labor is voiced, and that is all well; 
but the great majority of the people who labor are not specially 
voiced here. Now, if we are going to get facts, let us have the 
facts all along the line; and I think we ought to have them. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What do you want the facts for? What 
purpose do you intend to accomplish? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, I will ask,in reply, what do you 
want of the facts called for in this resolution? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In my ignorance I am inquiring. I 
want to learn. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have never yet learned that 
knowledge touching the condition of the citizensof the Repub- 
lic was deleterious. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I know; but this is a pro 
lect a lot of knowledge which is in the mind o 
gent person. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois, It is 1 so all along the line. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The other, I think, perhaps is not. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Well, perhaps it is not. 
antagonizing this resolution. I think it ought to pass. 

Mr. BRETZ. Well, let it pass, then. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman says let it pass. I 
am content that it should pass, but I believe it ought to pass in 
such a form as to gain the whole information. y 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois[Mr. CANNON] 
has the floor. 

Mr. PENCE. As the resolution is originally drawn, it is broad 
enough to suit the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman from New York 
pin Coons] will withdraw all amendments, and let this reso- 

ution pass as it was originally introduced, that will be satis- 
factory to me. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman from New York will 
withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. COOMBS. If it is the general wish, I will withdraw the 
amendment. 

Mr. PENCE. I understand the gentleman from New York 
Mr. CoomBs] now withdraws his amendment. I move the pre- 
vious question on the resolution. 

` Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does the resolution stand with- 
out amendment? 

Mr. PENCE. An amendment changing the word may ” to 
“shall” has been adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment reported by the commit- 
tee has been agreed to, substituting ‘‘ shall” for may.” 

Mr. PENCE. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I understand it, one amend- 
ment changing the word ' may to ‘‘shall” has been adopted, 
and the other has been withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The committee amendment has been agreed 


to. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the other is withdrawn. 
The SPEAKER. The other is withdrawn. The question is 
on the engrossment and third reading of the joint resolution. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Can we have the resolution reported? 
The SPEAKER. It has been reported twice. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. I did not hear it. 


osition to col- 
every intelli- 


I am not 


The SPEAKER. Without objection the resolution can be 
again read. It will be the third eit has been read. 

The resolution was again read. 

The 1 resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third o; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and p: d. 

On motion of Mr. PENCE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


JUDGMENTS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. BRYAN, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6979) to amend section 3 
of an act entitled An act to regulate the liens of judgments 
and decrees of the courts of the United States,” approved August 
1, 1888. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of an act entitled An act to regulate the 
liens of judgments and decrees of the courts of the United States,” approved 
August 1, 1888, be amended so as to read as follows: 

“SEO. 3. That nothing herein shall be construed to require the docketing 
of a judgment or decree of a United States court. or the filing of a tran- 
script thereof, in State office within the same county or parish in the 
State of Louisiana, in which the Judgment or decree is rendered, in order 
that such judgment or decree — 9 5 ve a lien on any 8 Within such 
county, if the United States court a permanent office and keeps a judg; 
ment record open at all times for public inspection in such county or parish,” 

The Committee on the Judiciary recommended the following 
amendment: 


In line 10, page 1, strike out the words or parish in the State of Louisi- 
ana.“ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

There was no by eae 

Mr. COOMBS. This bill is reported by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, is it? 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRYAN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL THURSDAY NEXT. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


HALL OF RECORDS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, on Friday last the House 
had under consideration the bill (S. 22) for the erection ofa hall 
of records in this city. I desire to call up that bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANK- 
HEAD] calls up the bill which was being considered under a 

l order on Friday last. The Clerk will report the title 
of it. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 22) making appropriations for the purchase of 
erection thereon, in the city of Washington, D. C., of a buil 
as a hall of records. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of 
this bill? 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 22) making appropriations for the pur- 
chase of ground and the erection thereon, in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., of a building to be used as a hall of records, with 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee was last in session 
it was dividing on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Nebraska|Mr. BRYAN] fixing the amount to be carried in 
the bill at $175,000. After a division was demanded and a vote 
taken the point of no quorum was made, whereupon the com- 
mittee rose. The question is now on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. t 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I desire to know if an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska would be in order 
at this stage of pt aries od 
1 . It would not, because the committee is 

viding. 


ound and the 
ng to be 


1894. 


Mr. REED. Thecommittee is dividing. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is endeavoring tosecure order. 
8 uestion is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 

m Rebraka, fixing the amount at $175,000. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Division. 

Mr. REED. I thought the committee was dividing when we 
arose the last time. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is true. 

Mr. REED. And tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's statement is correct. 
Tellers will take their places. The gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. BRYAN] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANK- 
HEAD] will take their places as tellers. 

Mr. BRYAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] 
was acting as teller. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman is absent, and the 
Chair will request the gentleman from Nebraska to actas teller 
in his place. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Can we have the amendment 


read? 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, before the tellers re- 
sume their places, the Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, page 2, strike out the words “two hundred and seventy-five 
thousand ”’ and insert one hundred and seventy-five.” 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask unanimous con- 


sent 

The CHAIRMAN. The 8 will suspend until the 
committee comes to order. It is impossible for the Chair to hear 
what gentlemen are saying. [After apause.] For what pur- 
pose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BRYAN. I want to ask unanimous consent that we have 
ten minutes’ discussion before the vote is taken again. It is 
agreeable to the gentleman in charge of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ten on either side? 

Mr. BRYAN. Five or ten minutes on either side—ten min- 
utes on either side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending the count by tellers, the gentle- 
man from Nebraska asks unanimous consent that there be ten 
minutes’ debate on either side. 

Mr. REED. I have no objection to general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate has been closed. 

Mr. REED. I have no objection to having debate reopened 
on the condition that we have general debate. 

Mr. BRYAN. We do not want more than ten minutes’ de- 


bate. 

Mr. REED. I shall object to that, because if we open debate 
I do not want it limited to ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine objects, and 
tellers will take their places. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 38. 

Mr. COOMBS. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes 
the point of no quorum. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, when thefollowing-named members failed 
to respond: 


Aen Dang Kilgore, PENE 
tken, y, ore, $ 
Buri row, ribbs, Price. 
Alexander, Edm A Quigg, 
Apsley, Ellis, Ky Lapham, R 
Avery, nloe, Lawson, Rayner, 
Barnes, Epes, Lefever, Reyburn, 
Belden, Lisle, eee e 
Beltzhoover, Fielder, Li ton, Robertso: 
peny t $ Loudenslager, Robinson, Pa. 
land, Fletcher, Maddox, Rusk, 
Boatner, orman, er. Russell, Ga. 
pone Funston, Marsh.: Ryan, 
reckinridge, Ky Gardner, Marvin, N. Y. Schermerhorn, 
Brosius, Geissenhainer, McAleer, Scranton, 
Bunn, Gillet, N. Y. McCleary, Minn. Settle, 
Burnes, Gillett, Mass. McCreary, Ky. he: 
Burrows, G t, McCulloch, Sibley, 
Cadm Gorman, McDearmon, 8 
Campbell, Grout, McDowell, impson, 
Capeha: Grow, McKeighan, Sipe, 
Causey, Haines, Meiklejohn, Sorg, 
Chickering, Hall, Mo, Mercer, Stephenson, 
Childs, Harmer, Meredith, tockdale, 
Clancy. arris, Meyer, Stone, C. W. 
Goc 5 Hatch, M en, Storer, 
Coffeen, Heard, Montgomery, Strait, 
Cooper, Fla. Heiner, orse, Straus, 
Cornish, Henderson, Iowa Moses, Strong, 
Covert, Hendrix, urray. Swanso: 
Culberson, Hicks, Mutchler, Talbott, 
„N. Y. Hines, Neill, Taylor, Tenn. 
DeForest, Hooker, N. Y. Newlands, Y, 
Dingley, Houk, tes, cker, 
ore, Hull, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Va. 
Donovan. Hutcheson, Patterson, 
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U Weadock, Wilson, Wash Wright, Pa. 
Wadsworth, Wheeler, Ill. Wise, : 15 
Walker, White, Molverton, 

Wanger, Whiting. Woomer, 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise. 
The committee accordingly rose,and the Speaker resumed 


the chair. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having underconsideration the 
bill S. 22, found itself without a quorum. I caused the roll to 
be called, as required by the rule, and herewith report the 
names of the absentees, to be entered upon the Journal, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
reports that that committee, having under consideration the pill 
S. 22, found itself without a quorum, whereupon the committee 
rose and he reports the names of the absentees to the House. 
The names of the absentees will be entered upon the Journal. 
One hundred and ninety-five gentlemen having responded to 
wer names, under the rule the committee will resume its ses- 
sion. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. COOMBS. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers will resume their places. The 
Chair will state to the gentleman from New York that the vote 
will have to be again taken. 

Mr. BRYAN. Iaskunanimousconsent that we have ten min- 
utes’ debate before we come to a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, that request was 
made before this morning and objected to by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] unless general debate were opened. In 
his absence, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania ob- 
jects, and tellers will take their places. 

3 5 again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 

, noes 31. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being insisted 
upon, the Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 


to respond: 
Adams, Pa. Durborow, em, Robinson, Pa. 
Aitken, Edmunds, Kilgore, A 
Aldrich, Ellis, Ky. Kribbs, Russell, Ga. 
Allen, Enloe, Lacey, yan, 
Apsley, Epes, Lapham, Schermerhorn, 
Arnold, Erdman. Lawson, Scranton, 
Avery, Fielder, Lefever, Settle, 
Babcock, Forman, Linton, Shaw, 
Baker, Kans. Funston, Lisle, She 
aldwin, Gardner, Livingston, Sibley, 

Bartnolat, Gear} Toudensing Simpec 

tho ary, udenslager, m 
Belden, Geissenhainer, Maddox, oe 
Beltzhoover, Gillet, N. Y. Magner, Sorg, 
Bingham, Gillett, Mass. Marshall. Springer, 
Blair, Goodnight, Marvin, N. Y. Stallings, 
Bland, Gorman, McAleer, Stephenson, 
Boatner, Grimn, McCulloch, Stockdal 
Boen, Grout, McDowell, Stone, C. 
Boutelle, Grow, McKeighan, Stone, W. A 
Bower, N. C. Hager, McLaurin, torer, 
Breckinridge, Ky Haines. McRae, Strait, 
Brosius, Hall, Mo. Mercer, Straus, 
Brown, Hammond, Meredith, Strong, 
Bunn, Harmer, Meyer, Sweet, 
Burnes, Harris, Money, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Harter, Montgomery, homas, 
Cadmus, Hatch, Morse, Tracey. 
Cam bell, Haugen, Moses, Tucker, 
Ca rt, Hayes, Murray, Turner, Va. 

ckering, Heard, Mutchler, 
Childs, Heiner, Neill, Upde; f 

cy, Henderson, Iowa Newlands, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, N.C Oates, ‘Wadsworth, 

kran, Hendrix, O'Neil, Mass Walker, 
Cooper, Tex. Hicks, Pence, W: 
Cooper, Wis. es, Perkins, We ock, 

rnish, Hooker, N. Y. Pigott, Wever, 
Covert, op) a. gg. Wheeler, III 
Culberson, Houk, ndall, te, 
Curtis, Kans. N Ray, Whiting. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hulick, Rayner, Wilson, Wash. 
De Forest, Hull, Reilly, Wolverton, 
Dingley, Hutcheson, Reyburn, Wi 
Dunn, Ikirt, Richardson, Mich, Woomer, 
Dunphy, Johnson, Ohio Robertson, La. Wright, Pa. 


The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Committee of the Whole 
having had under consideration a bill (S. 22), and finding itself 
without a quorum, he, as chairman, had caused the roll to bé 
ons and now reported the names of the absentees to the 

ouse, 

The SPEAKER. The names of the absentees will be entered 
upon the Journal. One hundred and sixty-five gentlemen have 
answered to their names. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum. 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. I move a call of the House, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken on ordering a call of the House, and 
the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 33; 50 a 
call of the House was ordered. y 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 
members failed to respond: 


Edmunds, Shaw, 
Ellis, Ky. 


Loud nslager, Si 
Aldrich, „ e N ey, 
Apsley, Maddox, Fear 
Avery. Erdman, > Sim 
Barnes, Pieider, Mahon, Sipe, 
t, For — h. q 

Belden, Gardner, A S A 
Beltzhoover, Gear, N. Y. 5 
Blair, Gulet. N. Y. McAleer, Stephenson, 
Bland, Gillett, Mass. McDearmon, Stoc e, 
Boatner, McDowell, Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle, Mercer, Storer, 
Bowers, G3 Strait, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, Meyer, Straus, 
Brosius, Grow, Montgomery, Tawney, 
Bunn, Haines, orse, ‘Taylor, 
Burnes, Hall, Mo. Moses, 
Burrows, Š M: Š Tracey, 
Cadmus, Mu ler. Tucker, 
Campbell, Hatch. Neil Turner, Va. 
Capen einer, Turp 
erte. H Iowa O'Neil, Mass. Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Childs, Hendrix, Prinsa W. 
Clancy, Hicks, Walker, 
Cobb, Mo. Hines, Se W. A 
Cockran, Hooker, N. Y. R Weadock, 
Cooper, Fla. Hopkins, Ray, Wever, 
Cornish i — White, ` a 
Covert, Hutcheson, Richardson, Mich, Whiting, 

berson, Ikirt, Robertson, La. Wilson, Wash. 
Curtis, N. ¥. Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa, ise, 
Davey. re, Rusk. Wotverton, 

Pi Russell, Ga. Woomer, 
Dingley. Lacey. Ryan, Pa. 
Dunn, Lawson, Schermerhorn, 

x Lefever, Scranton, 

Durborow, Lisle. Settle, 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed, and the Clerk 
will call the names of the gentlemen who failed to respond to 
the first call. On this call excuses are in order. 

The call was completed. A 

The SPEAKER. On this call 195 gentlemen have answered 
to their names. : 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with all 
further proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to vacate the special order under which this bill is being 
considered by the House, and to withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. REED. What will be the next business in order? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. The call of committees, I suppose. 

The SPEAKER. No; we have no call of committees on this 
Monday. The only matter of which the Chair has knowledge 
is a bill reported from the Committee on Banking and Currency 
that has some privilege. The Chair does not know, however, 
whether there is any purpose to call that bill up at this time or 


not. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I have been told, Mr. Speaker, 
that it is not the purpose to call that bill up now. It was the 
intention to do so, but on account of the absence of certain mem- 
bers, that purpose, I understand, has been abandoned. 

Mr. REED. Well, [ will not embarrass the House by making 
any objection. I do not think anybody wants to vote on this 
hall of-records bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, the order under 
which this bill is being considered will be vacated and the bill 
will be withdrawn. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. EDMUNDS, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. ENLOE, for this day, on account of sickness. 


The House then, on motion of Mr. BANKHEAD, at 2 o'clock 
p. m. eee to the resolution previously adopted), adjourned 
until Thursday, July 5. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Mili Af- 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7216) toremove the sere of desertion from the military record 
of Joseph G. Marsh, of the United States steamship Galena, and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
8 pe following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. EVERETT: A bill (H.R. 7630) to enable persons of 
Japanese descent to become citizens of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: A bill (H. R. 7631) to regulate sleeping- 
ear Service on railroads in the United States—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOEN: A bili (H. R. 7638) to declare all railways in 
the United States public postal routes, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENGLISH of California: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
200) for continuing in employment the mechanics and laborers at 
the various navy-yards—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A resolution directing the Committee on In- 
ters tate and Foreign Commerce to investigate the cause and ex- 
tent of the disturbance between labor and the Pullman Car 
Company and certain railroad corporations whereby the trans- 
33 of the mails and of freight and passengers is obstruoted 

and among the several States, and to report thereon—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: A resqlution of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, relative to the appointment and removal of vet- 
erans in the national civil service—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

. Also, a resolution of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
relative to national legislation for the suppression of the lottery 
traffic—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a resolution of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, con- 
cerning the gypsy moth—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and refer: as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7632) for the relief of 
Thomas E. Breckenridge—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R. 7633) granting a pension to 
William A. Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 7634) for the relief of the 
3 Miami tribal Indians —to the Committee on Indian Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. KEM: A bill (H. R. 7635) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion standing against the name of Philo Newman—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7636) for the relief of John M. 

hlin—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

(by request), a bill (H. R. 7637) making an appropriation 
for the improvement of the St. Marys River from St. Marys, 
Ohio, to Fort Wayne, Ind., and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk's desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Papers to accompany House bill 
7607, to pension Mrs. Aletha D. Plank—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of citizens of Long 
Branch, N. J., for the exemption of fraternal beneficiary socie- 
ties, orders, or associations from the income tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ‘K WOOD: Petition of citizens of Buffalo, N. V., 
for exempting the fraternal beneficiary orders from| the op- 
erations of the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of B. Winter, of Rock Island, III., 
9 any increased tax on whisky and any extension of pres- 
ent bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Protestof citizens of Selma, Dallas County, 
Ala., against raising the tax on whisky—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SOMERS: Petition of Frank E. Gedfiess, C. J. T, 
Schultz, and others, of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring amendment 
to the tariff bill exemp beneficiary societies from income 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of 
Wayne County, Pa., against including beneficial fraternal socie- 
ties in the operations of the proposed income tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
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SENATE, 
TUESDAY, July 3, 1894, 
[Continuation of legislative proceedings of Monday, July 2, 1894.) 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a, m., at the expiration of the re- 
cess. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. - 


Tho VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the Senate of June 29, 1894, a list of the judgments 
rendered in the Court of Claims in Indian depredation cases since 
his last report, together with a statement of the date when each 
was rendered, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations, 
td be printed. ays 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion for the prevention of obstructive and injurious deposits 
within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York City, for 
the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, $114,000, as 
submitted by the Secretary of War; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received yesterday from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred as indicated below: A 

The bill (H. R. 2794) to amend the judiciary act of August 13, 
1888—to the Committee on the J x 

The bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of P. W. Mitchell, M. C. 
Felmet, George H. Smathers, and others—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 198) to print Agricultural Report 
for 1894—to the Committee on Printing. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on itary Affairs: 
= 5 (H. R. 1110) to correct the military record of Calvin 

niel; 
„ bill (H. R. 1461) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Andrew L. Grugett, asa former member of Company 
E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of the rebellion, and to 
grant him an honorable discharge therefrom; 

A bill (H. R. 2108) to perfect the military record of Warren 
Alonzo Alden; 

A bill (H. R. 2726) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against the name of Edward J. Butler; 

55 bill (H. R. 3147) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 
e; and 

A bill (H. R. 4671) to remoye the chargo of desertion stand- 
ee the name of Joseph G. Utter. 

e following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 953) to increase the pension of Mary P. Brough- 


ton; 

A bill (H. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 371 to increase the pension of James Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 3971) for the relief of Martha A. Holt, the widow 
of Thomas C. Holt; 

A bill (H. R. 4501 to increase the pension of Julia Bews; 

A bill (H. R. 4561] granting a pension to Harriet T. Vosburg; 

A bill (H. R. 4811) to pension Mary Trimble; 

A bill (H. R.5097) to increase the pension of Mary Stahl; 

A biil (H. R.5194) to pension G. O. Greiner, of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 5351) granting a pension to Celestia P. Hartt; 

A bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to Sarah Oddy; 

A bill (H. R. 5816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Donoghue; 

A biil (H. R. 6050) to pension Margaret A. Woods, widow of 
William W. Woods, late of Company E, Sixteenth Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 6103) for the relief of Mrs. MATA. Menefee; 

A bill {HEH 0205) granting a en to A. F. Neely; 

A bill (H. R. 6213) to pension riet R. Tate; 

A bill (H. R. 6361) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith: 

A bill (H. R. 6634) to grant a pension to Edwin Overman, an 
insane child; and 

A bill (H. R. 6902) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Susie Conway. 


MARY BROWN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 920) to pen- 
sion Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt. 


ordered | ing 


The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 


8, after “‘ volunteers,” to insert the following proviso: 
Provided, That it be shown to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior that the soldier's death was a result of his military service. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, and request a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr.PALMER, 
Mr. VILAS, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. 


EARNEST C. EMERSON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 307) grant- 
a pension to Earnest C. Emerson. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 
7 to strike out at the rate of $12 per month” and insert sub- 
ject to the limitations and provisions of the act of June 27, 
1890.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House of Re tatives, and request a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
PALMER, Mr. VILAS, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Builders’ Ex- 
c „of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 7564, defining the term “anarchist,” and fixing penalty 
for crimes attempted by anarchists; which was referred to tho 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Stone Cutters’ Association, 
of Canton, Ohio, praying that the sale of made by convict 
labor be confined to the State in which y are made; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also ted a petition of the Millers’ Meeting, of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation legaliz- 
ing rail pooling; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 39 citizens of Toledo, Ohio, 
and a petition of 27 citizens of Akron, Ohio, praying that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be e 
from the income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Legislature of the 
State of Massachusetts, praying that preference be given in the 
retention and employment of Union veterans in the public 
service; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of theLegislature of the State of 
Massachusetts, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
extermination of the gypsy moth; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislature of the State of 
Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation tosup- 
press the lottery traffic: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Henry E. Cobb and sundr 
other citizens of Suffolk County, Mass., and the petition of C. 
J. Green and sundry other pans of Boston, Mass., praying 
that the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of U. S. Davis and 15 other citi- 
zens of Boston; of Andrew J. Wilson and sundry other citizens 
of Salem: of M. H. Minty and poney other citizens of Boston; 
of John W. Jewett and sundry other citizensof Danvers; of Wil- 
liam C. Burdick and sundry other citizens of Borden; of Herbert 
A. Rhoades and sundry other citizens of Cambridge, and of A. 
B. Cleveland, H. D. Rogers, and sundry other citizens, all in the 
State of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties, orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I trust the Senate will pardon 
me for suggesting that upon looking over the questions which 
remain open in the bill they are more numerous than those dis- 
posed of on yesterday. 5 do not involve considera- 
ations that will take anything li time that some of the 
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questions took on yesterday; but I sincerely hope that each Sen- 
ator will consent and resolve that we shall dispose of the bill be- 
fore adjournment to-day or oe or whatsoever time we may 
reach the point of spe Sia path order that we may adjourn 
over to-morrow. Is ply desire to submit the suggestion, hav- 
ing with some care looked at the questions which remain open. 
If we will economize time so far as we canconsistent with gropar 
consideration I am sure that we can get through with the bill 
by a reasonable adjourning hour. 

I desire to take the liberty of submitting the suggestion. I 
shall not ask for any unanimous consent or attempt any coercive 
measure of any sort now or hereafter, but I appeal in all sin- 
cerity and earnestness to every Senator to let us try to dispose 
of the bill to-day, and before we adjourn to-day. 

Mr. PLATT. Isympathize with the Senator from Tennessee, 
but for my own convenience I should like to ask him whether 
he would feel it to be his duty to ask the Senate tosit to-morrow 
if it should be found that the bill can not be finished this after- 
noon. 

Mr. HARRIS. Consulting my own sense of duty and pro- 
priety I should stay here to any hour to-night or all day to-mor- 
row and to-morrow night sooner than let the bill go over an- 


other day or days. 
Mr. CULLOM. I think if we proceed at once with the con- 
bill we shall get through with it to-day ata 


sideration of the 
reasonable time. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope so. As far as I am concerned Iam 
done, having said all I desire to say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I merely rose, in response to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Tennessee, to call his attention 
to the fact that what might be called the short debates of 
yesterday occupied very little time. There were two or three 
speeches of considerable length made upon the Hawaiian reci- 
procity clause, but the Senate made rapid progress, as it seemed 
to me, with tbe bill—progress sufficiently rapid, as I think. 
While, as far as Iam concerned, I am willing to go on as we did 

esterday and am willing to finish the bill to-day if it can be so 
Anished after all the debate which Senators desire to bring to 
the consideration of the bill, and if it is not disposed of to-day 
to dispose of it on Thursday, I certainly hope the Senator from 
Tennessee will on no account think of proceeding with the bill 
on the Fourth of July. Ican not conceive of a worse work for 
the Senate of the United States to engage in than to continue 
the attack which this bill makes upon American industries on 
the day which signalizes American independence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
5 of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], which will 

stated. 

Toe SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 270, in the following 
words: 

270. Burlaps, containing not over 40 threads to the square inch, counting 
warp and filling, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

And insert after paragraph 424, page 98: 

424}. Burlaps, and bags for grain made of burlaps. 

Mr. CULLOM, Iregret very much that the Senator from 
Texas sees proper to offer an amendment proposing to put bur- 
laps and bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, etc., upon the free 
list. Both these are industries which are carried on in differ- 
ent parts of the country, to a considerable extent in my own 
State, and it does seem to me that as the policy of the Senate is 
to give some protection to almost all manufacturing industries, 
this industry ought not to be made an exception. I hope the 
Senate will think better of what should be done than to place 
both these articles upon the free list. The industry has n 
carried on in my own State for many years and it gives employ- 
ment to a good many peonia who are laboring men. I hope the 
amendment proposed will not be adopted. 


Mr.PLATT. Task for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the 
amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], on 
which the yeas and nays are demanded. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 
Mr.MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
announce my pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 
Mr. PALMER (when his name was called), I wish toinquire 
whether the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] 
has voted. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
has not voted. 
„ I withhold my vote, being paired with that 
nator. : 
Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pee with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If 
6 were present I should vote “nay.” 


Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I have a general 
with the Senator from Alabama[Mr. MORGAN], and withhold m 
vote unless it is necessary to make a quorum. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called), I am paired gen 
ally with the Senator from Oregon Mr. MITCHELL], but i 
transfer my pair to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], 
and vote ‘‘yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON], but I transfer my pair to the junior 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARvVIs], and vote yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon 
1 Doren, but my vote being necessary to make a quorum, 


vote 2 757 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Nebraska[Mr. MANDERSON], but I transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], and vote yea.“ 
Mr. QUAY. I vote ‘‘nay” to make a quorum. 
Mr. FRYE. Has the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GOR- 
MAN] voted? 
: 5 He has not voted, the Chair is in- 
ormed. 
Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 


land. 

Mr. PASCO. I have been requested to announce that tho 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] is necessarily ab- 
sent, and is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CAMERON]. I wish to make this announcement for all the votes 
that ma taken to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ae if the junior Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. PUGH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam paired with that Senator, but am author- 
ized to vote to make a quorum. I vote “nay.” I shall with- 
draw my vote if it should change the result or if a quorum votes. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I inquire if the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD] has voted? 

ane VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair isad- 
vised. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Although paired with that Senator, I am 
authorized to vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

90 Mr. FRYE. For the purpose of making a quorum, I vote 
nay. 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted in the negative). I ask if 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I withdraw my vote, unless it is necessary to 
make 3 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] to the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. WALSH], and vote yea.” 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. HOAR (after having voted in the negative). I desire to 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the negative). Iam 
paired with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY], 
and therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—22, 
Allen, George, Jones, Ark. Perkins, 
Bate, Gray, Lindsay, Ransom, 
paag Harris, McLaurin, Roach, 
Blackburn, Hill, Mil Turpic, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. Ves 
Coke. Irby, Pasco, Vilas, 
Faulkner, J Peffer, te. 
NAYS—i7. 
Allison, ale, Power, Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, uay, Washburn. 
Davis, ê, h 
ae McMillan, Shoup, 
Gallinger, Platt, tewart, 
NOT VOTING—40. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Jones, Ney. Patton, 
Blanchard, Dixon, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Brice, Dolph, McPherson, Proctor, 
Butler, Dubois, Manderson, Pugh, 
Caffery, Gibson, artin. Smith, 
Call, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Squire 
Camden, Gorman, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Morrill, Walsh, 
Carey. Š Murphy, Wilson, 
Chandler, Hoar, Palmer, Wolcott. 
So the amendment was eed to. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 70, paragraph 275, in line 17, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out after the word 
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“cuffs” the words“ and shirts,” and inserted composed wholly 
or in part of linen, 30 cents per dozen pieces, and in addition 
thereto 30 per cent ad valorem; shirts;” in line 19, after the 
word “all,” inserted other,“ and in line 22 before the words 
“per cent” struck out and linen hydraulic hose, thirty-five,” 
and inserted “‘fifty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

posed ly or rt of linen, 30 cents per 
3 —— M udditlon * Sake valorem; shirts and ail 
other articles of wearing apparel of every description. not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, composed wholly or in part of linen, 50 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am heartily in favor of 
this amendment as made in Committee of the Whole. Itim- 

s a duty of from 85 to 125 or 150 per cent upon the great in- 
ustry of Troy, N. Y., where are factories making collars and 
cuffs. I trust that Senators upon this side of the Chamber will 
stand by this industry and this great exemplary protective duty, 
and I hope the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber 
will do the same. 

It seems to me that it would have been better to have allowed 
paragraphs 270 and 271 to stand as they were before the motion 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mirzs]. I had hoped that the 
Senator from Texas would remain subdued during the remain- 
der of the discussion of the bill, but he came into the debate 

esterday, and, as I was standing in the rear of the Chamber, I 
lond the word “robber” proceed from his mouth. ‘' Robber” 
is a favorite word with the Senator, and I supposed, of course, 
he was denouncing anew the robber tariff barons; but no, it 
seems he was denouncing the great and good President of the 
Hawaiian Republic, the peer among the nations of the Senator’s 
President of the United States, once addressed by that Presi- 
dent as his great and good friend.” The Senator from Texas 
turns from the denunciation of the manufacturers of New Eng- 
land as robbers to the denunciation of the President of a sis- 
ter Republic as a robber! 

The two sections as they stood before the Senator made his 
motion were admirable illustrations of the condition of the Dem- 
ocratic party. Here we had a product of a manufacturing in- 
dustry in the United States placed upon the free list, while we 
have a duty upon the raw material from which that manufacture 
is derived. This was the condition, a very apt illustration of 
the principle upon which Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber were constructing this bill, one of the anomalies of 
the bill, or, perhaps, as some would call it, one of the beauties 
of the bill. 

The Senators in charge of the bill put bagging manufactured 
from burlaps by mac. ah Bea hand labor upon the free list, 
and they put a duty upon the burlaps, the raw material of that 
manufacture, thereby utterly destroying the manufacture of 
bagging in this country. So no burlaps would be imported at 
all, the Government would get no revenue whatever, and the 
business of manufacturing bagging from burlaps in this country 
would be utterly blotted outand destroyed. 

The illustration of the way this bill was framed was all the 
more striking, standing as it does within four paragraphs from 
the paragraph imposing a duty on collars and cuffs, which my 
amiable and industrious friend, the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. MURPHY], has succeeded in introducing into and re- 
taining in this bill. 

Mr. President, the so-called conservative Senators one after 
another have retired satisfied. We hear no more complaint 
from the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] or from the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY] or from the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], members of the conservative 
forces who wereorganized to defeat this bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives and also as it came from the hands of 
the Finance Committee. They have alldisappeared. The Sen- 
ator from New York stands triumphant before the people of 
Troy, before the poops of his own State, and before the country 
as the author and defender and protector of a 125 per cent duty 
upon collars and cuffs; and now comes the Senator from Texas 
and destroys the best illustration of the way in which this bill 
has been constructed by Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber, by changing the clauses as to bags and burlaps from 
a duty upon the raw material and noduty upon the manufactured 
article to an exemption of duty, putting both of them upon the 
free list. 

Mr. President, I am sorry the Senator from Texas has asserted 
himself in the final discussion of this bill. I hope the commit- 
tee will take these three paragraphs into careful consideration 
before the bill passes from the Senate, or if the bill shall pass 
the Senate, and those Senators deal with these paragraphs in 
conference, I hope they will either put burlaps and bagging upon 
the dutiable list, or else that they will strike collars and cuffs 
out of the dutiable list. 

Nothing can be more absurd than the vote which the Senate 


has just given to put bagging upon the free list and that which 
it will shortly give upon a yea-and-nay vote to put a duty of 125 
er cent upon collars and cuffs. 

Mr. H Mr. President, I do not think the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has fairly appreciated the 
modest course that has been pursued by the junior Senatorfrom 
New York [Mr. MURPHY] in this matter. He is inclined, I see, 
to be satirical upon the Senator. I think, on the other hand, 
he ought to praise the junior Senator from New York for hav- 
ing been so self-restrained in his demands upon this bill. That 
Senator represents with his colleague [Mr. HILL], who has been 
in and out of season fighting certain provisions of this bill, the 
. of the American Commonwealths, containing in its 

rders the greatest of industries by the score and hundreds and 
thousands, and hundreds of those industriesare doomed to death 
by this bill. 

The junior Senator from New York has been very modest in 
his demands upon the committee. He has not claimed that the 
great State of New York should be saved in this bill, and thereby 
added to the embarrassment and indeed consternation of the 
committee, but he has limited himself to this comparative little 
industry in his own town. 

Mr. President, when the Senator from New York looks over 
all the great industries in his State to which he has paid no at- 
tention, and sees them sacrificed by this bill, for which he will 
vote, and knows that he had the power to exact greater condi- 
tions by far than he has, he must say to himself in the lan 
of Clive, "I wonder, sir, at my moderation;” and we wonder at 
the moderation of the Senator from New York. He follows 
along and trails in the course of the committee and will vote for 
this bill, not because he has exacted from the committee protec- 
tion for the numerous industries in his State and can go to his 
State with that record, but he is content with the little industry 
of collars and cuffs which wrap the wrists and the necks of a few 
or many American people, and which are manufactured in his 
own town. 

There has been no such instance of moderation in this bill 
from the beginning as that exercised by the Senator from New 
York, and I congratulate the committee that the Senator from 
New York, whose vote is so essential upon this bill, has limited 
himself and his demands to what is contained in this provision. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and nays upon concur- 
ring in the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON] to 
the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARVIS], and vote 

ea. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], who is ab- 
sent, but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES] and vote yea.” 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called), I announce my 
pair with the junior Senator from 3 [Mr. CRONE: 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. 

Tho roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to announce the 8 of my colleague 
Mr. CAMERON] with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 

UTLER]. This announcement will govern to-day’s young: 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to say that I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], but I have 
transferred that pair to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], 
who is temporarily absent, and I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—43. 

Allen, Dubois, Lindsay, Perkins, 

ate, Faulkner, ge, Pugh, 
Blackburn, , McLaurin, Ranso: 
Blanchard, G T, an, Roach, 
Call, Gray, Martin, Smith, 
Chandler, ls, Teller, 

X Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. 
Coke, Hunton, Morgan, at 
Cullom, Irby, Murphy, Washburn, 

el, Jones, Ark. er, 
Davis, Kyle, Pasco, 
NAYS—5. 
Allison, Manderson, Peffer, Sherman, 
Carey, 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Aldrich, Camden, Gibson, H z 
> Cameron, Gordon, 5 

Brice, Dixon, Gorman, Hoar, 
Butler, Dolph, e, Jarvis, 
Cattery. Hansbrough, Jones, Nev, 
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uire, Wilson, 
Michel Ongo Power & Walen 
eee, Aaa irer BEN 
ton, uay, oor’ b 
Pettigrew, Shows Walsh, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. TheSenate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
struck out paragraph 278, in the following words: 

278. Wool of the sh hair of the camel, goat, al and other like an- 
imals in the form ofsiubbing waste, roving waste, Waste, mungo, shod- 
dies, garnetted or sd waste, car noiis or other waste product, 
any of whichis composed wholly or in part of wool, the hair of the camel, 

t, alpaca, and other like animais, which has been improved or advan 

ond original condition as waste by the use of or the ap- 
Beyona i of r, or both, and carbonized wool, shall be subject toa duty 
of 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ihave noobjection tothe striking out of the 
paragraph, if it is desired, because I wish to offer a substitute 
tor it. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move a substitute for paragraph 278. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert as paragraph 278 the following: 

278. Wool of thesheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like ani- 
mais, 30 per cent.ad valorem. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to make a last appeal 
to the Senate of the United States to givesome to ono 
of the great industries of our country. It isa class generall 
known as the fifth of the industriesof the United States, includ- 
ing the manufacture of woolens. I have no doubt it fully comes 
up to that grade. It employment, not exclusive employ- 
ment but general employment, to over a million farmers in the 
United States who are engaged in the growth of wool. It in- 
volves an annual product estimated at $125,000,000 under the 
former prices, probably under the prices now in force about 
eighty or ninety million dollars. 

It is therefore a great industry. And yet this industry has 
been left solitary and alone without the slightest protection 
given to it, directly or indirectly. The manufacture of woolen 
goods is ae ged protected. Even yesterday am were 
proposed adopted without dissent adding largely to the pro- 
tection of manufactures of wool. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senatora question. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Ohio and his friends 
on the other side be content as to the duty on woolen goods now 
fixed and not undertake to raise them if we vote this tax on wool? 

Mr. SHERMAN. As far as Lam concerned I would propose 
no change in the woolen schedule except one, and that is in the 
next raph, where the rate ought to be the same as other 
grades of wool, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator believe his associates will 
take the same position? 

Mr.SHERMAN. They mayspeak for themselves; I can only 
meee for myself. Thatis a part of the argument I intend to 


ma. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should be very glad to vote for the Sena- 
tor’s amendment if I supposed that it would not be made the 
ground of another claim to raise the duties on woolen goods. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before I get through the Senator, I think, 
will be auswered. 

Now, Mr. President, this is a proposition to levy a duty of 30 
per centad valorem. Ido not believe asa general rule in the 
principle of ad valorem taxes, because they are so easily evaded 
and are constantly evaded by importers of foreign g 

Still, I pr it in order to attract at least one or two Demo- 
cratic votes, because with two Democratic votes some protec- 
tion may be given to wool. I intend tomake the statement very 
emphatic, that if all protection to wool is denied by the Senate 
of the United States it will be done by the Democratic party. 
No member on this side of the Chamber will refuse to vote for a 
reasonable, for even a moderate, protection on wool. So far as I 
can gather from the votes that have been heretofore cast, ev 
one of the so-called Populists will vote in that way. So that 
this protection to wool and the farmers is denied it will be de- 
nied oya partisan and a unanimous vote against what I-believe 
to be the opinion of a large number of Senatorson the other side 
of the Chamber. 

if this was only a small interest, a matter not involving many 
people or much money; unless it involved the destruction of a 
great interest, I would not be here pleading for what I ought 
rather to demand as a right, but I do ask it. 

Now, what is tne general principle on which we all agree— 
the fundamental principle in regard to taxation on imported 
goods? I think I can state it in a few words, and that even the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who is said to be afree trader, 


will agree with mein the general proposition I make. The true 
rule for tariff taxation is to levy a duty upon every article that 
competes withdomestic production atarate that will, with other 
duties, yield enough revenue to supply the current needs of the 
Government and at the same time tain wages and prices at 
the American standard. 

That was the old Democratic rule, acted upon since 1816, until 
the Demoeratic party disap from the control of our poli- 
ties in 1860. It was the rule advocated by every Democratic 
President and especially emphasized by Gen. Jackson, Indeed, 
the very rule that I have stated here is substantially the dec- 
laration made by Gen. Jackson in his first me © to Congress. 

There is another rule equally binding, and that is that pro- 
tection should extend to all branches of industry. It should 
apply not only to the workshop, to the mine, and to the farm. 
Every kind of industry of this country ought to be dealt with 
alike; there should be no discrimination. It is a great mistake 
to suppose that our tariff laws are intended for the protection of 
manufacturers only. f 

If it were confined only to manufactures, as a matter of course 
the great mass of the people all over the country, being farmers 
or miners, or ＋ in various pursuits, wo be indifferent 
to the general theory of protection; but it is because this rule 
is sought to be fairly and impartially applied to all branches of 
industrv that it has taken a strong 3 the popular mind 

Wi 


and is now practically adopted by t: of the people of the 
United States. 
I say, the you can not discriminate against the product 


of the farm in favor of the of the manufacturing estab- 
lishment, or in favor of the miner. All must be d fairly 
with upon the same general principle. The labor bestowed by 
the farmer, the manufacturer, and the miner should be equally 
proteeted to the extent and proportion as his labor con- 
tributes to the value of the completed article. 

_All the necessaries of life are made by the combined labor of 
different classes of people. Especiall 12 this true in to 
clothing. Thefirst want of human is food; the second want 
is clo ; the next want is shelter. These are fundamental 
wants lying at the foundation of all industries. We must have 
food every day. We must have clo according to the sea- 
son. We must have shelterfromstorms. All the industries in- 
volved in producing food, clothing, or shelter ought to be alike 
protected. But from the nature of things shelter being locall 
established in our own land it needs no special protection, al- 
though the shinge that enter into the building even of a house 
ought to be fairly protected alike, so that the domestic manu- 
facturer or produeer of those articles should be protected to 
the extent of the difference in wages paid here and in countries 
competing with us. 

So far as clothing is concerned, one-half of the e and 
cost of clothing is in the wool that is contained in the cloths. 
That is a rule which may be applied generally, although not 
universally, because of late the adoption of cotton and other 
textiles have sometimes changed somewhatour More 
or less other articles enter into our cl ; but as a rule in 
every $200 worth of cloth that is brought into this country or 
manufactured in this country, one-half of the value is the work 
of the farmer; and that work is not an incidental work 
like the opening of a mine or day’s labor, but it is the work of 
the whole year. 

The farmer bestows his work upon the sheep from the Ist of 
June of one year to the Ist of June of the next in winter and in 
summer. Every day's care is required more or less for the sheep 
raised by the farmer. His crop is only cut at the proper sea- 
son of 3 and then alone can he receive anything for his 
toil and labor. This industry lies at the very foundation of 
the great industries of clothing, protection aguinst cold. Under 
these circumstances the farmer ought to be protected to a rea- 
sonable extent. He ought to be protected equally with the 
manufacturer. 

It is highly important that we should maintain in thiscountry 
of ours general manufacture of Se cee Now, nearly 
all, I think three-fourths or four-fifths of the thing used by 
the people of the United States, is home made. It used to be 
made by the hand loom in almost every family in the country, 
and now it is made in manufacturing establishments. We have 
built this up. It is right. The manufacturers contribute the 
other half to the value of the wool and thus make clothing. IS 
it not clear that the same degree of protection ought to be ex- 
tended to the work of the farmer as to the work of the manu- 
facturer? Undoubtedly it is. 

Therefore it is that this appeal comes with double weight; 
and yet by the action of the committee on the other side, by the 
action of our Democratic friends all protection whatever is de- 
nied to the farmer. No provision is made in his favor. He is 
brought inte hard and competition with wool grown on 
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the plains of Australia and South America and all other new 
countries, and he is now sacrificed by the action of the Demo- 
cratic party. I wish it distinctly understood, and I shall show 
before y am through that by this act a blow will be struck by 
that party, a party which now abandons its principle, turns its 
back upon the declarations of the fathers of that party, and 
seeks to strike this blow and yet at the same time give to the 
manufacturers of woolensa liberal and proper duty for their pro- 
tection. 

Now, why should this discrimination be made? No man can 
answer. Undoubtedly if the farmer contributes one-half to the 
cost of the clothing and the manufacturer contributes the other 
half, the same rate of duty ought to be applied to both. Forin- 
stance, in every $200 of clothing $100 isthe productof thefarmer; 
the other hun is the product of the manufacturer. A duty 
of 30 per cent on the wool imported in competition with the 
farmer will yield.a revenue to the United States of $30, and it 
will be a protection to the farmer to that extent. However, 
when the imported cloth comes here it is doubled in value. It 
is worth $200 by the addition of the skill of the manufacturer. 
When that comes intoconsumptionin competition with the man- 
ufacturers of our own country we levy a duty of 30 per cent, or 
$60; so that under this principle, even by an equal rate of dut; 
upon wool and woolens, we give to the farmer protection on his 
115 of the product, and give to the manufacturer protection on 

is part of the product. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think 1 ought to state in answer to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Ohio that the scoured wool in a 
suit of clothes which costs $20 would be worth $3 instead of $10, 
as the Senator from Ohio seems to think. 

1 HARRIS. We can not hear the Senator from Rhode 
and. 

Mr.ALDRICH. It takes 5 pounds of scoured wool to make 
a suit of clothes which would sell at from $15 to $20, and that 
scoured wool is worth in the market to-day about 60 cents a 
pound, making $3. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that be true, although I do not concede 
it, because I think the division of the value of wool and wool- 
ens is more egual, it is a still stronger argument in favor of the 
farmer. If he contributes only one-tenth to the cloth he ought 
to have the one-tenth of protection. If his labor does not con- 
tribute more than one-tenth tothe finished product of wool, he 
is entitled to protection at the same rate. 

Mr. MITC. of Oregon. It isan argument in our favor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is an argument entirely in our favor. I 
think the Senator from Rhode Island is mistaken, because I have 
seen it stated over and over again—it seems to have been con- 
ceded in the committee that the value of the wool which enters 
into the cloth is equal tothe value of the woolen goods. Asa 
matter of course raw wool full of grease and other things has to 
be cleaned and scoured, and it is partially manufactured by the 
farmer. The farmers of Ohio as a rule send their wool into the 
market almost clear of grease or any other dirt; it is advanced 
by washing; but when it is further advanced for manufacture 
by scouring and by other processes, as a matter of course that 
is the labor of the manufacturer, and to the extent that he gives 
labor to this common product as a matter of course he ought to 
have the relative duty. 

Mr. President, if the fair average rate of duty on all the arti- 
cles on our tariff list is 30 per cent ad valorem, if itis found that 
30 per cent ad valorem on the aggregate of our importations 
will yield us enough revenue from tariff duties to carry on the 
ordinary operations of the Government, that should be an aver- 
age rate. But as a matter of course in applying this rule there 
are many things that by common consent ought to be admitted 
duty free, and many articles ought to be favored by higher duties, 
and thus the general average is preserved. In order to protect 
special American industries we should give still higher rates of 
duty. But whatever rule may be anis ought to be applied 

ually to the farmer and to the manufacturer. 

he industry of woolgrow in this country is of vital im- 

prane to the independence of the United States, toitssecurity 
time of war, to its success in time of peace. That is absolutely | 
demonstrable. Every nation in the world ought to be at least | 

independent in clothing. The shelter of the blanket for the 
po er is as indispensable in war as in peace. Our fathers in | 
© pe 


made production of woolen increase largely on that ae- 
count. It was felt to be anevil, because we could not during the 
war import blankets, 


and necessity 
is an industry | 


that must be maintained in the United States if we would be 


independent. As it is now we produce 303,000,000 pounds of 
wool. We import.about 170,000,000 pounds of the coarser wool 
to mix with it to make carpets and the like. So that now we 
have established in this country an industry almost sufficient to 
supply our entire wants, and if a reasonable protection can now 
be given to wool we can raise in this country all the wool that 
is necessary for our consumption, because we have the advan- 
tage also of 3 in the West. 

We have the advantage of new paris of the country that may 
feed sheep at little cost and little se. Most of the sheep 
now drift from the East to the West. Thesheep industry is now 
established west of the Mississippi River. Nearly all—two- 
thirds—of the sheep in our country are now westof the Missis- 
sippi River. So this industry there may increase and multiply. 
2 itself could supply a large amount of the coarser wools of 
the country. 

By the way, I can say to the Senators who represent that 
State that I have telegrams and letters from highly respectable 
persons in different ts of the State, which I have not pre- 
sented or bothered them with, earnestly petitioning Co 
to give to the woolgrowers of Texas a reasonable protection— 
anything. They say they demand it. They can not compete 
single-handed without protection against other countries, when 
the freight and all otherelements of cost are in favor of the pro- 
ducers in South America and Australia. I am therefore alittle 
surprised that our friends from Texas do not see the impor- 
tanee of preserving this industry. But that is for them to say. 

Now, Mr. P. t, there is one question which I wish 10 

mt, on which probably my friends on this side of the Cham- 
* differ with me, and t is that a very faulty proposi- 
tion was adopted under the tariff act of 1867, which provided for 
what are d the compensatory duties in fevor of the manu- 
facturer; that is, the manufacturers insisted, in their conference 
with the woolgrowers, that shay poate to have not only an egual 
rate of duty on manufactures, but an additional duty, so as to 
cover the rate imposed upon wool. The unfortunate yielding of 
this proposition undoubtedly led to much evil that has grown 
up since, and many complications that have arisen between the 
sheep-growers and the woolen manufacturers. Their interests 
are identical. Their interests are the same. They ought toco- 
operate together. 

But the theory of a compensatory duty is unfounded in fact or 
in any just ciple of the application of a tariff duty. Why 
was that? It was because in the tariff on wool and w. s they 
adopted specific rates of duty. c rates of duty can not 

roperly beapplied to an article so various in its value as the dif- 

erent gradesof wooland woolens. Some woolensare worth only 
afew cents a pound. Some of them are worth $5a pound. They 
vary greatly from one to theother. Some kinds of manufactures 
of woolen goods made of shoddy and other cheap material come 
into the market of a very low grade and at a very low price, 
while the fine cloth, the more careful manufacture of French 
broadcloth, comes into our country worth ten or twenty times 
as much per pound. It is therefore one of those articles to 
which specific duties can not be applied because of the vast va- 
riety and range of prices in the value of the different grades 
both of wool and woolens. When they undertook to apply the 
3 rate they gave to the farmer a certain rate of duty on 
wool. 


Then they gave to the manufacturer the same rate. Assum- 
wat Bees 3 or 4 pounds of wool in its ordinary state were re- 
To ed to make 1 pound of wool fit to be manufactured into 

th, they claimed and demanded and received a duty on their 
woolen goods not only equal to the duty on wool multiplied by 
four, on account of the nature and character of the wool that 
was brought into the market, but they added to that a protective 
duty amply sufficient to protect them, by what is called a com- 
pensatory duty, on account of the duty on wool added to the duty 
on the manufactured article. It eompelled the imposition of ` 
very high rates of duty, which tended to produce unpopularity 
and to create objection to this system. 

I myself do not care what rates are oats pe woolen goods, 
If I had my way I should have all the g consumed in our 
country manufactured here at home. Ishould protect our manu- 
faeturers to that degree which would enable them to make all 
pete, orp tip vice nee 8 ee d 
people. m upon the s . 
not desire to cripple the woolen manufacturers of our country. 
I should build * I should give them ampl 
that they can make needed wo goods. Provided they 
would keep out of all combinations and have Tepod opes com- 
petition each other, thers could he no danger in the high- 
est rates of protection being given to woolen manufacturers. 
Fortunate it is that woolen manufacture is one of those things 
which can not live and prosper by combination. 

All the factories in this country are competing with each 
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They can not make such combinations as can be made 
in some other branches of industry. Therefore competition has 
already reduced the price, and an examination of the scale of 
prices will show that, in spite of high rates of duty, domestic 
clothes have gone down more and more by the open oe 
r 

our 8 it ever was before. Although the rates of duty 


other. 


of our protected manufactures until now clothing is cheape 


under the McKinley act and the act of 1867 were very high, the 
demand for those goods is so great and the competition between 
the various manufacturers scattered all over the United States 
is so great that the price has been reduced. 

When you put on woolens an ad valorem duty of, say, 30, or 40, 
or 50 per cent, whatever it may be, you give to the manufac- 
turer the full benefit of protection against foreign competition. 
He ought notand does not, I believe, ask that the farmer be de- 

rived of his share of this protection. I am glad to say here in 
behalf of the woolen manufacturers of the United States that so 
far as I know there has been no opposition on their part to rea- 
sonable protection on wool. An effort has been made in my own 
State— 

Mr.HOAR. May Lask the Senator from Ohio a question at 
sometime? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Ohio isthe most experienced 
person in this poay on this subject with one possible exception, 
the Senator from Vermont |Mr. MORRILL]; he is a member of 
the Finance Committee of the Senate, and I wish to ask him if 
he knows or can think of anything that a New England Senator 
can do, or anything that he has failed to do, or any other course 
of conduct than that taken by New England Senators which 
would have helped to secure a duty on wool? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam glad to say that every representative 
of a manufacturing district, so far as I know, every Senator on 
this floor on this side of the Chamber has been from the begin- 
ning of this controversy to this hour in favor of giving to the 
farmer his share of the protection on wool. Every Senator on 
this side has voted for it. Both Senators from Massachusetts 
3 not only voted for it, but have spoken for it in the 
strongest language. 

The interests of the woolgrower and the woolen manufacturer 
are identical. If you wrong one you injure the other, and I am 
glad to say that every Republican in this Chamber has over and 
over again voted for a reasonable protection to wool. If there 
is any Senator who belongs to what are called the manufactur- 
ing States who has any different opinion, I should like to have 
him express it now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Ohio if they did 
not, in me vote for the 11 cents duty and the graduated duty 
on wool? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think they have always voted for ade- 
quate duties on wool. An impression hasbeen endeavored to be 
created among the farmers of Ohiorecently that the New Eng- 
land manufacturers were secretly opposed tothe duty onwool. I 
am bound to say that there hasnever been theslightest evidence 
of that. Every expression, by word or by vote, has been in favor 
of giving to the farmers their full and fair share of protection. 
There coat Fn been differences in regard to what is called the 
compensa duty of which I havespoken, but those differences 
have gradually died away, and when you apply the ad valorem 

rinciple to the tarift on wool and woolens there can be no ques- 
on whatever about it. 

The duty of 30 per cent on wool and woolens would divide be- 
tween the woolen manufacturer and the woolgrower the degree 
of 3 If, as my friend from Rhode Island says, the cost 
of the wool is a much less element, so much the better for this 
view of it. The farmer would only get by an ad valorem duty 
according to the value of the article when he turned it over to 
the manufacturer, and the manufacturer would get the benefit 
of the duty on the completed article, wool and woolen combined 
in the cloth. So that each contributor to this necessity of life 
would receive his fair share of the benefit of protection. 

Now, I say to Senators on the other side ot the Chamber that 
while 1 make this appas earnestly I do not do it for mere po- 
litical reasons. On the other side of the Chamber, as I know, 
there are several Senators who believe with me that this dis- 
crimination oughtnot to be made against thefarmer. Although 

have not conversed with these Senators or sought to influence 
their opinion, yet I know their opinions very well. The Sena- 
tors on the other side can not answer the charge I make this 
day, that they areresponsible for ge evil that comes or any feel- 
ses, Nea may arise in the minds of the farmers of the South as 
well as of the North that they will be responsible for this dis- 
crimination, and now when we have added to the protection 
given tothe woolen manufacturer, that they can not find any 
reason why a reasonable and moderate protection ought not to 
be put upon wool. We import 173,000,000 pounds of wool. I 


suppose the ad valorem duty would hardly amount to 4 cents a 
Poma Now, suppose the duty is put on. Does it hurt any- 


r. President, under these circumstances I appeal to our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber to disregard party 
lines. I appeal to every Senator on the other side who feels as 
I do that this discrimination against farmers should not be a 
pary of this measure of the Democratic party. The wool in- 

ustry is not an industry of Ohio alone, although we happen to 
raise the best sheep, and probably now the greatest number. 
They are being rapidly slaughtered, and under free trade the 
sheep will disappear rapidly as time goes on. Isit wise to im- 
por or disturb so great an industry, in which are interested the 
armers of all parts of our country? They are the lifeblood of 
our population, the safe anchor of our institutions, the men who 
never strike except through the ballot box, the men who obey 
the laws, and the conservators of the public peace? Is it wise to 
deny to them that protecuon which they unanimously desire, 
and which is granted to all other industries? 

I sincerely hope that this little amendment, giving them but 
30 per cent, copied from the Walker tariff act, will be given 
to them. One other clause ought to bear the same rate of duty, 
and that is all so far as I know. It is a question for the Senate 
to determine, whether any additional rate shall be given to the 
manufacturers of goods. I sincerely hope that under the cir- 
cumstances, as the manufacturers have been well cared for, no 
effort will be made to increase any other items except those 
which are classed in the name of wool or the hair of the camel, 
alpaca, ete. The next paragraph to the one which I now move 
to amend is one of that character, relative to wool somewhat 
advanced, now fixed at 15 per cent, but certainly it ought to be 
placed at 30 per cent if my amendment is adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a 
short time. I hope the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN] will be adopted. The deadliest blow which 
it is in the power of man to strike at the manufacturing pros- 
pony of New England will be to put wool upon the free list. It 

s none the less deadly because it may be accompanied by some 
modicum of protection to manufacturers which will enable them 
to continue in languishing, feeble, brief, yet uncertain life for 
atime. If the policy of free wool be adopted and the men who 
have adopted it are to continue in national power, there should 
be written over the gate of every woolen factory in the New 
England States, ‘‘The feet of the men who have carried out the 
Western farmer are at the door ready to carry thee out also.” 

This is a blow at the principle of national independence, both 
in war and peace. It is a blow at what all the great statesmen 
of the early times, Federalist and Democrat, Republican and 
Whig alike, declared the very essential of national safety and 
independence. The nation that can not produce its own cloth- 
ing, that can not clothe its armies in war, that can not clothe its 
citizens in peace without foreign assistance is as weak and de- 
fenseless among the nations of the earth as the flocks that we 
seek to protect would be weak and defenseless in an African 
desert among lions and tigers. 

There can be no separation of the interest of the woolen man- 
ufacturer and the grower of wool. Every manufactured article 
of wool that comes in from abroad not only throws into idleness 
the . of America who otherwise would 
have produced it, but condemns to a like idleness the farmer 
who to that extent would have grown wool. It makes no differ- 
ence to the farmer of the West whether the wool which drives 
his flock out of existence is imported from abroad in the form 
of cloth or in the form of raw wool itself, except that possibly 
in one case he would find an American customer for the other 
product of his farm which he does not find in the other case. 

* I account it the worst policy in the world for the representa- 
tive of any woolen manufacturing industry to undertake to pre- 
serve for a little while the life of his industry at the expense of 
the farmers of the country. That man must be blind, that in- 
telligence must be dull as a weed that can suppose that it is pos- 
sible to long preserve a protective system in this country with 
wool upon the free list. One of the leading advocates of this 
modern free-trade doctrine declared at a convention of free 
traders in New England ayear or two ago what I have just said. 
He quoted Byron's lines: 

While stands the Coliseum, Rome shall stand; 

When falls the Coliseum, Rome shall fall, 

And applied it to the protective duty upon wool, and there never 
before came so true an utterance from such a source. X 

Mr. President, this attack, under all circumstances unwise, 
unpatriotic, un-American, unstatesmanlike, as it is made to-day 
is wicked and indefensible, because you are striking at this in- 
dustry of the American farmer in a bill crowded and packed 
with h protective duties. The bill which you are about to 
put upon its passage announces the principle that a high pro- 
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tective duty may be placed upon a necessary of life solely because 
it is the author's desire to get the favor of some rg Demo- 
cratic Senator. The favor of a single Democratic, Senator is 
more important in the eye of Democratic statesmanship than 
the interest, the livelihood, the lifeblood of the great agricul- 
tural interests of the Northwest and the Pacific States. 

Mr. President, I see signs that some of the Senators who are 
doing this thing are making arrangements for pursuading the 
American people, or the people of the West, if they can, that 
the men who vote for free wool are not the men who are chiefly 
responsible for it. I sawin the newspapers the other day an in- 
terview attributed to the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE], 
which it is impossible to believe is correct, in which he said 
that the New England Senators had very ingeniously contrived 
to get wool put upon the free list. I can not believe that Senator 
ever made such anutterance. I am sorry that he is not present 
here to speak for himself. 

Mr. President, the New England Senators represent a con- 
stituency pledged up to the eyes to the protection of the wool- 
raising industry of this country. They could not go home to 
face their constituents, ey could not go home with any pros- 

ct or expectation of receiving the continued support, or even 

he continued respect of the States which sent them here, if they 
had failed to carry out the wishes of those States by doing their 
best to secure the imposition of aduty upon wool. Anditseems 
to me a little curious that the fabricator of that interview at- 
tributed to the honorable Senator from Ohio should not have 
sagacity enough to see the absurd folly of putting into the mouth 
of a gentleman who, on a bill whose various provisions are de- 
termined by a majority of one or two, has himself voted against 
free wool every time the question was up, a declaration thatthe 
men who are responsible for free wool are not the men who 
voted for it, but the men who every time voted in solid column 
against it. y 

Mr. SHERMAN, I should like to ask my friend a question. 
Lask whether, on the whole, he does not think that any two 
Democrats on that side of the Chamber could overthrow this 
infernal conspiracy by voting against this bill? 

Mr. HOAR. I did not use the word “infernal,” but it isa 
most admirable expression, which I thank the Senator from 
Ohio for using. They could overthrow it. 

Mr. President, I wish to pe this thing right, if it can be put 
right. I wish to ask the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], I wish to ask the honorable Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MITCHELL], I desire to ask the honorable senior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], whether they, or either of them, 
can suggest anything which any New England Senator can do, 
or anything which any New England Senator has failed to do, 
to save this industry? If there be such a thing, I pledge myself, 
for one, to submit myself to their judgment and guidance, and 
to follow them to the end. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In order to correct what, I fear, 
may be a wrong impression among certain people in my State, 
I want to testify here and now, that the very strongest appeals 
which have been made in the Senate for a protective duty on wool 
have come from the Senators representing the manufacturing 
States. There has nothing occurred here, so far as I am able 
to see, that would indicate in the slightest degree any disposi- 
tion, either directly or indirectly, on the part of any of those 
Senators to prevent the placing of a proper duty upon wool; but, 
on the contrary, everything that has occurred has been in the 
other direction. In a word, the whole force of the Republican 

arty in the Senats, without a single exception, has been in 

avor of retaining some proper duty on wool. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, in behalf of California, I de- 
sire to bear the same testimony which the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MrrcHELL]has given. California produced in 1893 a larger 
number of 8 of wool than any other State in the Union, and 
the New England Senators, representing the manufacturing 
States of New England and of the North, have stood manfully 
by this great industry of the West. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say for myself now that, as one New 
England Senator, I am ready to put myself under the direction 
of those Senators who nt peeyoens represent the desire to obtain 
u duty upon wool. I will follow them in any course of action 
which they think is necessary to obtain that duty or to defeat 
the bill if that duty be not given. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, what the Senator from Connec- 
ticut has said for himself I have already said for myself, and I 
am quite sure, if my colleague were present, he would say the 
same thing. 

Mr, GALLINGER. 


a And so would every New England Sena- 
r. 
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Mr. HOAR. And, as the junior Senator from New Hamp- 
shire says, so would every New England Senator. 

Mr. President, a question has been put from the other side of 
the Chamber—it was put just now by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] to the Senator from Ohio—* If we will put a 
duty on wool will you accept it, without insisting upon a higher 
duty upon the manufactures of wool?” 

That was a very ingenious question, but the answer to it re- 
quires no ingenuity. We go for a duty upon wool, which is the 
present question. We make no terms; we ask no conditions; 
we demand no bargain. Put the proper duty on wool by your 
vote, and the question of the proper duty on manufactures of 
wool will be settled hereafter, if it has not been settled already 
by the justice of the American Senate. We do not impose that 
condition or any condition, but we ask this thing to be done 
now. The other schedules of the bill will be dealt with when 
they come to be dealt with under all the facts. 

e understand very well that the Democratic party has 
yielded, either to angumont orto political necessity, a great deal 
of protection in this bill. Whether protection should be yielded 
to wool of course dependsupon that party. But hereis the Re- 
publican party, N strong in this body, and here are 
two or three or four Senators belonging to a different party, for 
whom, of course, I have no title to speak, but who are in favor, 
as their votes show, of a duty on wool. Here they are ready to 
vote for it, without a bargain, without a condition, without en- 
tering upon the question now what ought to be done a year 
hence or an hour hence. Add to that force of thirty-nine or 
forty-one, two from your side of the Chamber, and the thing is 
done. Let the junior Senator from Ohio come with a single 
companion on his arm to the rescue of this amendment of his 
colleague, on which the industries of his State depend as for 
their life, and there is nobody to make a bargain with him, 
there is nobody to throw obstacles in his way; and the thing is 
done. 

Mr. President, ii the woolen manufacture of New England is 
to live, let it live in honor. If it is to die, let it die in honor, 
in such honor, at least, asa death at the hands of the Demo- 
cratic majority renders it possible to any dying industry; but 
let it not be preserved by any base deed, by any evil principle, 
or by any bargain of shame. 

This is the simplestthing in the world. Here are thirty-nine 
men, I suppose forty-one, though I do not undertake to speak 
for others than the Republicans—ready, without a bargain, with- 
out a condition, without a pause, without a delay, to give a rea- 
sonable, decent, and adequate protection to this great industry 
of the Northwest. Bring over your two men to go with us, 
bring over enough men to go with us, and the thing is done. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Would it not be better for all 
to come and go with us and do the right thing? 

Mr. HOAR. Butif you fail and refuse, take the responsibil- 
ity like men, and do not goon the stump nextfall, do not wh r 
in the ears of the newspaper correspondents this afternoon, ‘‘ We 
who voted against free wool were all for it, and the men who 
voted and spoke for it were really all against it.” 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, this is a protective tariff 
bill. It has none of the elements of a tariff for revenue which 
are not contained in all protective tariff bills. It protects what 
is commonly called raw material equally with the highly finished 
article. It protects coal and iron and every great industry that 
is found along the Eastern seaboard. 

The section of country most interested in wool is the moun- 
tain region of the West. That is the natural home for sheep, 
and it is a country entirely similar to those countries with which 
we have to compete in this industry. We have notas low a 
scale of living as have those countries which compete with us; 
wages are much higher here; the necessities of life are much 
greater; we have not been accustomed to living on the low diet 
and scanty clothing and receiving the miserable wages of those 
who are competing with usin thesheepindustry. The question 
of transportation is not in our favor, but is rather against us. 

Our section has been struck almost a fatal blow, our principal 
industry has been destroyed. It is nosatisfaction to me to know 
thatthe blow which struck us is rebounding from us and strik- 
ing all humanity alike, but in a protective bill it seems hard 
that the country upon which the fatal blow at humanity was 
struck, and which is now prostrated, should be deprived of 
almost its only remaining industry. We are compelled to buy 
clothing in a protected market, of which I am not complaining, 
but there is nothing that we produce which is protected. The 
slight protection on borax and on lead is in effect nothing; it has 
been reduced so low that it is of little use. 

But the great industry of the people of this intermontane re- 
gion, composing nearly two-fifths of the entire area of the United 

States, which has now started up, is to be discriminated against 
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and stricken down; and I want to call the attention of — Demo- 
cratic friends to the fact, without inquiring whise t it is, 
that three States, which are virtually interested in this ques- 
tion, are not fully represented in this body. If they were here, 
you could not do it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Nevada or 
some other Senator a question. Iam informed—and he can fell 
whether or not lam correctly informed—that the sheep-herders 
and sheep-growers of the Northwest pay nothing for pasturage? 

Mr. STEWART. That is y true and par y not true. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is it not true to the extent of 90 per cent? 

Mr. STEWART. It is largely true. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is it 90 per cent true? 

Mr. STEWART. I will state the facts in regard to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is nearly an exception where the sheep- 
grower has to pay anything for pasturage. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Our sheep-growers have to pay 
for five herders where they have to pay but for one in Argen- 
tina and in Australia, and we have to pay four or five times the 
amount of wages paid in those countries. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me state the facts. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave seen the pastoral herders out there, 
and I should think that an ordinary community ought to pay a 
sort of bonus to have them taken out of it, so far as thoss whom 
I have seen are concerned. Now I want toask another question. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me answer that one first. 

Mr. MORGAN. After a herd of sheep has passed over the 
pasturage, will cattle take the grass there any more until anew 
ero ws? 

Then I want to ask the Senator whether he claims in favor of 
the Northwestern sheep-herder the right of free pasturage, also 
a duty upon wool, and also a monopoly of ihe gy Shy ca cattle 
will not and can not feed upon the same grass? tisthe way 
it strikes me. 

Mr. STEWART. Then the Senator from Alabama would ex- 
terminate the industry on the ground that it is not useful. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will allow me to say that I would 
not join the cattle men in exterminating the sheep men, for 
there is a war of extermination between them anyhow. 

Mr. STEWART. That, like all other industries, is harmon- 
izing itself. The sheep men have enough to contend with, and 
the eattle men have enough to contend with, but they are fast 
re e ee difficulties. The sheep men are acquiring 
land and g arrangements to keep their herds on the land. 
There was almost a war of extermination between the two some 
years ago, but that has ceased. The sheep men, as I havesaid, 
are acquiring their lands and regulating their herds so as to keep 
them within bounds. 

That is an industry which is growing up. When the heavy 
storms came a few years ago and we had a very bad season, it 
was ascertained that it was easier to sustain sheep than cattle 
during such a season. The cattle men branched out too much, 
and they lost their cattle by the hundreds of thousands in the 
moun 3 of Nevada, Wyoming, Montana, and Idaho, where 
they perished, because the cattle-owners undertook to monopo- 
lize the whole country and not provide for their cattle in the 
winter. The cattle and sheep raisers are now ing their 
methods. If the sheep industry is allowed to exist, it will be 
earried on on their own lands, and the ey atte will have 
their homes there. If the cattle industry be allowed to exist, 
which itwill, it will existon ranges belonging to the cattle men, 
and the conflict will then soon harmonize itself. 

There is no reason, [ say, for Congress to take sides in the ad- 
justment of this question between the cattle men and the sheep 
men. The sheep industry is a very important one: it is more 
eo than the cattle industry, and there is no reason why 

t should be exterminated by this bill. 8 

As I remarked before, there are three States which are not 
fully represented here, and if they were here you could not do 
this gr he us. It would be out of your power to do it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, I 
want to say what the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry] is 
too modest to say. He is one of the largest cattle-growers in 
the West, a man who is no sheep-grower, and yet he is here 
pleading just as earnestly as the Senator from Nevada is and as 

am and as have been all the Republican Senators here, to put 
a duty upon wool. 

Mr. STEWART. The northern and eastern portion of Ne- 
aie ened good g ground as any in the United States or 
in the world. do not know a cat man in that section of 
country who is not in favor of a duty on wool and in favor ofal- 
lowing the wool industry to sueceed—not one. They have had 
their conflicts, but Iam pretty familiar with the cattle men and 
with the sheep men, I am sure their differences will be har- 
monized and the industry of growing sheep will be prosecuted, 
unless itis stricken down here. Many of the cattle men have 
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more profitable, and there is no difficulty now that will not be 
settled by them. 

I know that the cowboys for a time were very harsh on the 
sheep men, and they were harsh on the cattle-raisers. They 
ran their stock over homesteads and fences and all that, bat as 
civilization advances, the right and title to land is acquired and 
„62020200 EE 

say again that that section of country is iarly ađapted 
to the wool industry. It is a great industry; it TAE A be 
stricken down here, and particularly it ought not to be stricken 
down when the States most vitally 1 are only partially 
represented here. It seems like taking advantage of their 
absence and striking a blow at an industry which will not be 
forgotten. 

I have taken very little interest in this tariff bill; I have said 
very little, and I have voted very seldom on the amendments to 
it. I do not believe that it will reach the evil which is destroy- 
ing our civilization. The fact that, with our boasted intelli- 
gence, we should vote to destroy one-half of our metallic money 
at a time when the output of gold is substantially consumed in 
the arts is marvelous. Many nations have gone into barbarism 
because they had no metallie money on account of the failure of 
the mines; but no people in any age of the world ever commit- 
ted hari-kari by destroying the basis of their circulation and 
credit. [am aware, whatever may happen to this bill, that this 
proeess of subtraction must goon, that prices must fall and con- 
tinue to fall, compared to the A rg standard. I am aware of the 
difficulties that will arise in this country in reducing wages to 
the level of Asiatie wages and the wages of some of the coun- 
tries of Europe. Iam aware of what the gold standard will do. 
There is no doubt about that. 

This bill, whether it passes or fails, will be but a feather's 
weight; it will not stay the downward tide, the inevitable con- 
sequences of a panes, voa of money. It is said your bank 
vaults are plethoric with money. Why? Because property is 
falling and nobody has confidence in property: kabo believes 
init any more. Let it be known that $10,090,000 a month will 
be issued from the Treasury ent for the next five years 
and the banks would be drained in the next three days. Every- 
body would know that property would go up and there would be 

dence in it, confidence in human labor, confidence in prog- 
ress. That is the kind of confidence we want. When there is 
confidence in property it is a good thing to have, and it will go 
8 If men can not get money on property there can be no con- 
fidence in the country. No confidence can exist when wealth is 
shrinking in value in comparison with money. 

No motive can be held out by this bill or by the McKinley act 
to a distressed people that there will be less depression, that if 
they create property they can make money out of it, that they 
can sell it for more than they gave for it; and until they have 
that feeling, the process of decay, the process of stagnation, the 
process of ruin will go on, : 

Let me say that I sympathize most sincerely with the manu- 
facturers, with all men engaged in enterprises in this country, 
with all captains of industry. I sympathize with them because 
they have a task to perform which is greater than ever was un- 
dertaken by man before; they have a task to perform in reduc- 
ing wages under the gold standard to bring our people ona 
2 with the coolies of Asia. The American people will resist 

This generation can not be subdued to submit to the condi- 
tions of the gold standard without a struggle. You men who 
are e in this struggle to put wages down will find a stub- 
born resistance. The poor men who struggle against it are 
doomed in the end and must ultimately perish, for their efforts 
will be unavailing. 

As sure as the sun rises and sets, if the volume of money con- 
tinues to contract, all values must shrink under it, employment 
must cease, starvation must be the rule, until our people come 
to a condition when they can live upon rice and rats, upon which 
many human beings are compelled to subsist. It is a war upon 
our higher civilization. When you lower wages, doyou tell me 
that while prices are falling and the money of the world is 

led there can be prosperity from any bill you may pass? 

Isaid before that protection and the gold stand. can not 
stand together, for the gold standard contains that leveling-down 
principle which will destroy the barriers of protection. The 

oor people who buy your exports must buyin the chea mar- 
Eet or perish. With the gold standard, with this international 
money, we are not a nation, but we are a province governed by 
a foreign money power, which makes conditions for us that we 
can not resist. hile you adhere to that policy, pass this bill 
or do not pass it, the same condition of falling prices and hard 
times must continue. You may have temporary relief; people 
may think they can do something; business may start up alittle; 
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but the downward toward a lower state of living and 
a lower grade of ci tion must be continued. 

The advocates and the high priests of the gold standard espe- 
cially do not deny that gold has appreciated from 50 to 60 per 
cent, and they say that it ought to; that it enables wealth to 

‘govern and make governments secure, and it avoids the inse- 
purity arising from the democratic principle. Give opportuni- 
ties to all, andthe great mass of the people will become rich and 
‘independent. Take those opportunities away and they become 
poor and dependent. 

The governing money power of Europe want the masses of the 
poor kept dependent, so that they can restore the ancient order 
of despotism and aristocracy. ‘This is not only a war for the 
few to absorb the wealth of the world, but it is a contest to de- 
stroy free government everywhere; to take away the oppor- 
tunity of the young men of this country to make an independ- 
ence for themselves, and to destroy free government here; and 
when it is destroyed here by the iron hand of gold contraction 
it will be destroyed everywhere. If we can not resist, how can 
the downtrodden people of Europe resist who live in a great 
military camp, for every European nation is a military camp, 
each sustaining the other to increase taxation, to reduce the 
people to a lower state of 85 to make the poor who produce 
the wealth subsist on less and less every year. 

That is what is before us, and that is why I can not take an 
interest in a bill which does not promise relief; that is why Ido 
not feel at home here in contending for nonessentials, when I 
see the condition into which this country is plunged by the fatal, 
the inexeusable blunder or crime, whichever it may be, of de- 
stroying one-half of the metallic money of the world and reduc- 
ing the masses of the ple to the level of serfs by falling 
prices, which will put down wages and which will put down 
. They may exist for a time. I glory in their spirit 
of contending for their rights; and they may do many wrongs; 
but they will accomplish nothing. I sympathize with them, and 
I sympathize with the business men who are under the necessity 
of subjecting the people of this country to lower wages, to star- 
vation wages, to a lower position in life. It is a struggle which 
ought not to go on in a free 8 it is a struggle which 
ought to be stopped here and now. ; 

I appeal to Senators on all sides to wake up to the condition of 
this country, to see the trouble and distress which is everywhere 
abroad, and to find a remedy for it. Do not think it is in sugar 
trusts or collars and cuffs, in the lead trust, or in all these things. 
Individuals may profit by them, but the great mass of the people 
have no interest in any of your discussions here. The tariff 
does not reach the evil; it does not mitigate the evil. It will 
not do for us to close our eyes to what we see before us. 

I appeal to the Senate and to the American people to wake u 
to the danger of destroying this civilization by this fatal an 
subtle scheme of depriving the people of money, which is the 
instrumentality of progress. Without money nothing can be 
done. Roba man of money and he becomes a coward; he will 
submit to any condition. After one generation people will sub- 
mit to be slaves for the sake of their families. No people are 
brave enough to resist conditions of that kind. We know that 
the bravest men who have ever lived have been compelled to 
yield under such circumstances; the descendants of the conquer- 
ors of the world have been sold asserfs. With his family and 
the little ones dependent upon him, a man will accept such con- 
ditions as will sustain life. That is where we are going. 

Here from this wider field of observation, when we see that 
this blow has struck humanity everywhere, that millions are 
thrown out of employment in every country, and that sufferin 
is abroad everywhere, it is time that we took heed and adopted 
the proper remedy. 

But while this is going on, we have a tariff bill which dis- 
criminates t one section and in favor of another; which 
strikes a fatal blow at the remaining industry of our section, 
where they might raise a little wool and sell it for enough to 
clothe their children and prolong their existence, and you even 
take that away from them by this discriminating bill. I do not 
feel that there is any principle about it. You have protected 
other materials much rawer than wool. This discrimination is 
made not because wool is a raw material. Nobody will believe 
that. There must be some other reason for it; and I beg of you 
do not do it nom when three States vitally interested Wyoming, 
Montana, and Washington—have not a full representation here 
to defend their interests. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, we have now reached probabl 
within two or three days, or less, of a final vote upon ihe pend- 
ing measure. 

Mr. PUGH. Say “hours.” 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not wonder that Senators on the ether 
side of the Chamber get impatient. They do not like to have 


this billdiscussed and its enormity shown, and avory, vote they 
are compelled to make on amendments like this very dis- 
agreeable to them no doubt. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. DOLPH. 8 

Mr. CHANDLER. Task whether it would be convenient for 
him at this time to state what his view is as to the principle 
upon which the other side are constructing this bill? 

Mr. DOLPH. I have attempted that once or twice in re- 
sponse to the request of the Senator from New Hampshire, and if 
I have not succeeded in enlighte the other side by this 
time I fear I shall not be able to do it, because I confess AERA I 
attempted it I have been rather confused myself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Senator whether he thinks the 
bill is being constructed now in these final hours upon thesame 
basis he Wats ae it was being constructed on six weeks ago? 

Mr. DOLPH. It is very hard to say upon what i Be this 
bill has been and is being constructed. That matter has been 
sufficiently referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] thismorning. 

Mr. President, I was about to say that this measure is fraught 
with more danger and disaster to the prosperity of this country 
than any other measure that has been considered by Congress 
in the last quarter of a century. In 1887, after this country had 
enjoyed a period of nearly a quarter of a 8 of unexampled 
prosperity under the protective system, President Clev 
sent to Congress his celebrated free-trade message, advocating 
tariff reform, advocating free raw materials, advocating free 
wool. The result was the introduction in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of what is known as the Mills bill, which was passed 
rong that body by the liberal use of Federal patronage and 
the refusal of Federal N to those who opposed the pol- 
icy of the Administration in regard to the tariff. It came into 
the Senate and the majority of the Senate being Republican 
it prevented the e of the bill through the Senate, and 
saved the country from the disaster which it would have carried 
to every industry of the country if it had become a law, 

The result of the passage of the Mills bill in the House of 
Representatives and the t t to our industries by the Demo- 
cratic majority in the House was that the Republican party 
secured a majority in the House of Representatives, elected a 
Republican President, and retained its majority in the Senate, 
and, in accordance with the declarationof the Republican party, 
contained in its national platform and its promises to the coun- 
try, proceeded to revise the tariff. 

t proceeded to correct the defects which experience had 
shown existed in the existing law. It proceeded to reduce the 
duties on certain articles imported into the United States and 
to increase the tariff on certain other articles. It proceeded to 
revise the tariff in the interest of the United States as against 
the interest of Great Britain and Europe. It proceeded to re- 
vise the tariff in the interest of the Pps of the United States 
instead of the people of Europe, and I to-day have no apologies 
to make for the McKinley law. It was what the Republican 
party promised. It was what the people demanded in the Presi- 
dential election that resulted in the election of Mr. Harrison. 

Gross misrepresentation upon this floor during the discussion 
of the McKinley law, and the silence of Senators on this side of 
the Chamber who were anxious to reach a vote upon the bill and 
to secure its passage, and therefore refrained from discussing it, 
and gross misrepresentation by the newspapers of the country, 
caused the election of a Democratic majority in the Honse of 
Representatives. These misrepresentations helped to cause 
general discontent among the working classes and to make them 
believe that their condition was in some measure due to a pro 
tective tariff, and that general discontent at the last Presiden- 
tial election caused the reélection of Mr. Cleveland and placed 
both branches of Congress in the power of the Democratic party. 

The Democratic party had declared in its national tform 
at Chicago that protection was robbery and unconstitutional; it 
had virtually declared for the destruction of our protective pol- 
icy; and when the Presidential election resul in eleva ng 

r. Cleveland to the Presidency and giving the control of bo 
branches of Congress to the Democrats, and that fact became 
known; when the country came to understand that the Demo- 
cratic party was not only to be in control of the other House, 
but had a majority in the Senate of the United States, then the 
threat of free trade, then the threat of the destruction of the 
protective policy had its legitimate effect upon the industries of 
the country. 

It was that threat of the Democratic party, coupled with the 
known power of the party to execute it, that prostrated our in- 


| dustries, that closed our factories and mills, that threw mil- 


lions of our people out of employment, that caused the suspen- 
sion of banks and financial stringency, that stop consump- 
tion, that diminished our imports, that diminished our revenue, 


7092 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE. 


JULY 3, 


tkat bankrupted the Government—a condition which has con- 
tinued ever since Mr. Cleveland was inaugurated. ~ 

Our Democratic friends say, Why, all this has occurred un- 
der the McKinley law. It was the McKinley law which produced 
this effect.“ I pity the man who will make such an argument as 
that, The McKinley law produced revenue enough to success- 
fully conduct the affairs of this Government, and with a Repub- 
lican Administration, with a party in power that believes in the 

rotection of American industries and American labor, the 

cKinley law would have continued to produce sufficient rev- 
enue and would have continued to give this country that pros- 
perous condition which it enjoyed from the time of the passage 
of the McKinley law until the result of the last Presidential 
election became known. And now we are upon the threshold 
of the consummation of the great crime proposed by the Dem- 
ocratic party against the industries and against the people of 
this country. 

I thought that I had discussed this bill enough, all that it was 
rofitable to discuss it, because I believe that it is to be passed. 
believe that we are to have free wool. This great industry of 

our country is to be destroyed. But I have determined to make 
one more appeal to the Democratic majority in this body, one 
more appeal for this one great agricultural interest of this coun- 
try to the majority in the Senate, inasmuch as they have aban- 
doned largely, as the bill has been under consideration in the 
Senate, their policy with regard to raw materials, their policy 
in reference to the 5 system, to at least give this in- 
dustry a chance to live, a chance to be preserved until the Re- 
publican party can be restored to power and reimpose duties 
upon wool, so that the industry may be continued. 

I understand this amendment proposes a duty of 30 per cent 
ad valorem on wool. Even that would be an insufficient duty. 
It would not make the wool industry profitable, but it might 
enable the flock owners of my State to keep their sheep from 
the slaughter-pen until there is a change in the political com- 
plexion of this body and the wrong that is about to be consum- 
mated can be remedied. 

Mr. President, I desire to state the principle upon which I 
shall vote for the pending amendment, believing that the pro- 
tection afforded would not be sufficient to make the industr 
profitable. From thestart, when I could not get by an amend- 
ment offered by myself or others what I thought was fair pro- 
tection to anindustry I have voted for every amendment that in 
my judgment would make the bill better. 

esterday, when I voted for the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], a Senator on the other 
side said to me, Now, we have got you on record; we have got 
your party voting for a duty on sugar.” Mr. President, that 
argument will notdo. The minority had voted for free sugar. 

e had voted for every amendment offered to change the bill 

in the interest of the consumersof the product and we are ready 
to vote as we have voted. If we can not get what we want, we 
will vote for arene amendmen, which in our judgment would 
improve the bill. tno man say, if I vote for this amendment, 
«Yon voted to reduce the duty on wool from the McKinley rate 
to 30 per cent ad valorem.” I voted in this body for the McKin- 
ley bill. I will vote for McKinley rates on wool, or a higher 
duty if Ihave an opportunity, but ifI can not get protective 
rates I will take anything thatI can get in this bill that will 
better it or to help the woolgrowers of my own State. There- 
fore I pro to vote for this amendment. 

But as I have said I do not suppose that anything I can say, I 
do not believe that anything that the eloquent Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] or from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] have 
said, or that has{been said by other Senators on thisside, or that 
will besaid upon this question, will affect the majority of the 
Senate. Several times since I have been a member of this body 
the Senate has voted upon the question of free wool, and as I 
said the other day, I think with one or possibly two exceptions 
on every occasion every Democratic Senator has voted to place 
wool on the free list. 

Mr. President, how can the Democratic majority in this body 
defend their position? They claim to be in favor of free raw 
material, and they have placed a duty upon iron ore, and upon 
coal, and upon all raw materials that I can now recall, all that 
that they call raw materials but lumber and wool. They claim 
to be the friends of the farmer. They have denounced oand 
time again in this body and elsewhere the Republican party be- 
cause it believed in the protective policy. They have denounced 
the Republican party because they claimed that they fostered 
the manufacturing industries, cotton manufacturing, and iron 
and steel manufacturing, and helped to support and make rich 
the robber baron manuiacturers. The have denounced the Re- 
3 party because, as they asserted, its legislation was not 

the interest of the agriculturists, the farmers, and the labor- 

ing men: and now when they come to pass a tariff bill, a bill to 


reform the existing tariff laws, they yield and favor every in- 
dustry but the industries of the agriculturists and those which 
particularly interest the laboring man. 

They givea 1 tariff to the manufactur- 
ers of iron and steel. ey give us such a satisfactory cotton 
schedule that it passed through the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole in thirty minutes without objection. They maintain 
certain protective duties 1 woolen manufactures. In fact, 
no manufacturing industry is too great or too small to at least 
receive some concessions from the Democratic party, whether 
those concessions are sufficient, whether the duties provided 
are sufficiently protective or not; but when we come to this 

reat industry of the American farmers, the woolgrowing in- 
ustry, itis to be absolutely destroyed. Wool is to be placed 

upon the free list. The sheep are to be driven to the slaughter 
pen. Weare to depend on foreign markets for our wool until 
the industry is destroyed in the United States, and then be at 
the mercy of the foreign producers as to the price of wool in 
the United States. 

Irepeat, how can you defend yourselves? What answer can 
ou make to the American farmers when they charge you with 
avin one Are this great industry? There are 47,000,000 

sheep in the United States. There are 2,500,000 sheep in Ore- 
gon. There are 3 10,000 persons in Oregon directly de- 
pendent upon this great industry for support, and three times 
that number indirectly interested in it. In fact every man, 
woman, and child in this country is interested in the woolen in- 
dustry; for I tell you it is a mistake to suppose that you can 
strike down one industry in this country 8 the blow falls 
upon every other industry. You can not destroy the prosperity 
of a class in this country unless you strike a blow at the pros- 
perity of every other class, Our friends on the other side have 
asked of me, and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] has 
asked, why should we not 88 with free trade with Canada 
ei other countries if the States of this Union prosper with free 
o? 

Mr. President, this is one country, and we have one Constitu- 
tion and one flag, and the citizen of Texas or Florida is as much 
a part of this country, as much interested in the prosperity of 
this country as the citizen of Oregon or of Massachusetts. We 
are one family. Our interests are interdependent. The pros- 
perity of the whole Union is dependent pecs the prosperity of 
every State. You can not strike a deadly blow at an industry in 
the State of Oregon but it is felt in every other State of the 
Union. The power to regulate commerce, the power to protect 
industries was conferred by the Constitution upon Congress to 
be used for every State, and every citizen, and every industry. 
It is the duty of Congress when we legislate upon this question 
to legislate for all industries and all citizens, 

I repeat, it is a mistake to suppose that you can strike blows 
at the industry of the North and the South will not feel the ef- 
fect. It is a mistake to suppose that because the thirteen South- 
ern States have only 20 per centof the sheep of the whole Union 
you can destroy the wool-growing industry without striking a 
deadly blow at the prosperity of the South. It 1s one country. 
If we are prosperous at all it must be one prosperity, a prosper- 
ity like that which for the last thirty years has prevailed inthis 
country, which has caused the wave of civilization to roll west 
ward over Western prairies and mountains until it has reached 
the Pacific coast, which has caused prosperity to invade the South 
and extend over the Great Lakes to the Gulf, to open new indus- 
tries, toopen mines, erect factories, build railroads, and give em- 
ployment to the people of the South. It is idle to suppose that 

ou can promote the prosperity of a section by destroying the 
dustries of another section. 

Mr. President, it is not only the people who are engaged in 
producing wool who are interested in this amendment and in 
this question. The people who herd the sheep, the people who 
shear them, the people who transport the wool to the railway 
stations, the people who transportit the great manufactories of 
woolen cloths, the people who are employed in the manufacture 
of cloth, are all interested in this industry, and not they alone. 
Take the industry in Oregon where there are great flocks of 
sheep in remote portions of the State. The existence of this in- 
dustry creates a demand where there would be none for agricul- 
tural products, for hay and grain to feed the sheep. So when 

ou strike down this great industry in my State, you absolutely 
destroy the prosperity of the State. 

It does not take thedestruction of svory industry in the State 
to destroy the general prosperity. Let the wheat crop be short 
by reason of drought and there no surplus in my State; let 
wool be so low that it can not be profitably raised and trans- 
ported to the markets; let the fruit crop be a failure—any one 
of these calamities is sufficient to destroy the prosperity of the 
State for a year. 

Some questions were propounded by the Senator from Ala- 
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bama to the Senator from Nevada about pasturage, Every sheep 
owner in the State which I have the honor in part to represen- 
is compelled to own his own ranch. He must have his own es- 
tablishment, his own buildings; and there mayor may not be in 
the range upon which his sheep graze public lands on which 
they can feed. If that condition exists to-day it will not exist 
long; but the question as to whether the pasturage is free or 
what isthe cost of pasturage in the United States is immaterial. 
Everybody knows who has examined the question, or may 
know if he cares to examine it, that the sheep industry can not 
be preserved in the United States with wool on the free list. 
Everybody knows that our sheep-growers and producers of wool 
can not compete with the woolgrowers of the Argentine Re- 
public, of Australia, and other countries on account of climate, 
on account of price of labor, on account of pasturage, on account 
of less care required for sheep in those countries. It is imma- 
terial to inquire what the conditions are in this country. Our 
sheep-growers are at such a disadvantage that they can not 
compete with foreign countries with free wool. I say to our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber that if you pass this 
bill two years from now instead of there being 2,500,000 sheepin 
the State of Oregon there will not be half a million sheep there. 
The industry can not be continued with free wool. The sheep 
are owned at great distances from the means of transportation. 
Wool has to be transported by teams for many miles to reach 
the railroad or reach the river; and the cost of transportation 
to the seaboard, if the wool goes west by sea, or even if it comes 
east, is much larger than in most other portions of the country. 
It is so great that by the time the cost of raising and shipping 
and transportation are paid there will be nothing left whatever 
for the owner of the sheep, and no inducement for him to con- 
tinue the business, and the sheep will be sold; they will be 
driven to the portions of the country nearer to market, or be 
driven to the slaughter-pen. Then, as the sheep are owned re- 
mote from large cities, they are not where lambs can be profit- 
ably marketed, and the industry must be destroyed. 
hy do you persist in destroying this great industry of the 
at Northwest? Why insist on striking this deadly blow at 
he farmers of this country? Why persist in doing the thing 
which will deprive millions of laboring men of employment in 
this country? After you have made reasonable concessions to 
other industries, to many of the great manufacturing industries, 
whyinsist on still demanding that there shall be no duty placed 
upon wool? 

But, Mr. President, I do not care to discuss this question fur- 
ther. I did not rise with any idea that anything I could say 
would benefit my constituents or the farmers of this country. 
I fear that this great industry is doomed and that the only hope 
for the farmers, the only hope for the laboring menof this coun- 
try, the only hope for the protection of this industry and the 

rotection of other industries in which they are especially in- 
e the only hope of placing these industries upon an equal- 
ity with the great manufacturing interests of this country, the 
iron and steel industries, and the cotton manufacturing industry, 
is the restoration to power of the party which believes in the 
protection of American labor and American industries. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I wish to occupy but a few 
minutes of the time of the Senate. When the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. STEWART] was giving us his very sincere and well- 
justified wail of woe over the destruction of the wool industry, 
it occurred to me that he might have gone further for the gen- 
eral section which he represents and classified lumber with wool, 
and then asked what is the 5 of the phenomenon that 
of all the large industries of the country it is wool and lumber 
which have been selected for slaughter? How is it that on this, 
possibly the final day of the preliminary action of the Senate 
upon this measure, those two great industries, peculiar to the 
section which he in part represents, are, so to speak, left outside 
of the breastworks? 

Why is it that wool is not protected when coal, iron, sugar, 
woolen textiles, cotton textiles, rice, oranges, collars and cuffs, 
and all the other wide range of industries which make this 
measure in parta protective bill are protected? I think itis 
clear. The section of country which is hardest hit by the pro- 
posed destruction of wool and lumber is the section represented 
on this floor by the Republican Senators from silver-producing 
States, and meg early in this debate elected the course they 
would take. They frankly proclaimed it and have honestly 
lived up to it, and no one more than the Senator from Nevada 
himself, who yesterday sat silent and did not vote on the cru- 
cial votes on amendments to the bill. It was by no such course 
that a duty was put on coal, iron, and collars and culfs, and on 
Pogan It has been proclaimed and confessed upon the other 
side by the committee that they have been held up. 

It did not seem right nor did it seem to comport with the 
sense of duty of the majority of the Republicans upon this side 


in the debate on the silver-repeal bill last summer to joinin ms 
obstructive and long protracted debate of the Senators wh 
united with the Senator from Nevada in the course which he 
took. It has looked as if the interests for which the body of the 
Republican party have stood on this floor were to be back 
in their own coin. We did not take part in that fight for sil- 
ver; and so our hands have not been held up in the strongest 
way by the Senator from Nevada and those who think with him. 
If they had been, the bill would not now have reached the stage 
it has. The bill would not become a law if the Republican Sen- 
ators from . States had chosen to have stood 
with their fellows for whatever might be needed to be done to 
defeat this measure. It could have been done. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Delaware whether he means by that statement that the Repub- 
lican Senators from the silver States have not voted on this 
question as their party lines indicated? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I meant in part the utterance of the Senator 
from Colorado, when he stated on the floor that he wouldalways 
be one to make a majority on this floor for the Democracy. 

Mr. TELLER. I did so state, and I intend so to do. I be- 
lieve that the majority had aright to pass some kind of a tariff 
bill. Idid not intend to be party to any unnecessary and im- 
proper delay; and I am quite willing to take the responsibility 
of that position. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iso understand, and I am obliged tothe Sen- 
ator from Colorado for stating in his own words what I was en- 
deavoring to say, and wanted to know where he stood, Itis 
that course which has landed the bill where itis to-day, and it 
is that course which is responsible for thesacrifice of wool. The 
section of country whose representatives elected to take that 
course is the section where the wool industry of the North is the 
largest and most exclusive. There is woolgrowing in Ohio, but 
there are a great many other interests in Ohio. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Dela- 
ware allow me? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator point out to 
the Senate what the Republicans in the Senate could have done 
that they have not done since the commencement of the dis- 
cussion of the bill, which, in the opinion of the Senator from 
Delaware, would have resulted in getting a duty on wool? 

Mr. HIGGINS. The same course could have been pursued as 
was pursued in every other way. If the Senator wants a very 
apt illustration he can take the speech of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY], which was brought out whenever we 
reached any new schedule upon which proper terms had not 
been made. Noschedule could have been passed over the de- 
termined purpose of any Senator to prevent its being done un- 
less proper terms were made. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In other words, the Senator 
from Delaware sa be means that, in his jugdment, the only way 
to have secured a duty on wool would have been to have talked 
and talked and talked until the 4th day of March next in order 
to defeat the bill? 

Mr. HIGGINS. If I knew as much as to how the bill has been 
modified as, I will not say the Senator from Oregon does, but 
Senators on this side, I should undertake to answer his question 
with more confidence. I only speak of it as ene of the ways. I 
do not know any more than that, 

There was talk last autumn of a patriotic union between the 
West and the South. 

It was hinted by some that the interest of the West in pro- 
tection was slight, and it was said that the West—the Rocky 
Mountain country—had been for protection in some sort of way 
for the interest of the East and not for the interest of the West. 
But the bill stands to-day with these two great Western indus- 
tries alone left unprotected; and if the Senator from Nevada 
should ask me who is responsible for it in an essential way, I 
should answer, in the language of Nathan, Thouart the man.” 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I am glad that my gold-bu 
friend from Delaware has delivered himself of that speech 1 


can return it. He is the man who is responsible to the extent j 


of his ability for the distress in the country to-day. He is the 
man and his party the party which struck downsilver. The Re- 
2 7 75 arty did it. They did not know it when they did it, 

ut they have stood by it every hour since. There has been no 
time when a majority of the Democrats were not in favor of re- 


monetizing silver. It took months for the Democrats to even - 


get a majority of their own party in that fatal extra session to 
vote to re the Sherman act. But you they had all the time. 
You were the old guard which stood by the London syndicate 
to strike down the money of the country. 

For twenty years nearly four-fifths of every vote have come 
from the Democratic side of the two Houses. We got but one 
vote in the Senate against the final consummation of that out- 
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rage, against the ratification and confirmation of the act of 1873, 
east of the Dakotas and north of the Potomac and Ohio Rivers. 
That was the Senator from P ivania [Mr. CAMERON], who 
stood alone. You were all solid. e appealed to you and told 
ou of the desolation of our homes. We told you that an indus- 
us and pep poobla who had created the empire of the 
West, would be cken down and destroyed. We you 
at that time that the blow = were then striking would send 
distress to every household inthe land. We point to-day to the 
strikes, to the idle men, to the destruction and paralyzation of 
industry through your votes; which were solid. 

The wool question to us is an important one, but it is a baga- 
telle compared with the other question. It is: utterly insig- 
nificant compared with the greater question of our principal 
industry. The tariff is a bagatelle compared to the money ques- 
tion in its importance to the people of thiscountry. The evil 
that is ruining this country is world-wide. Millions are out of 
employment and starving for bread to-day in consequence of the 
pober which you inaugurated and which you have stood by most 
faithfully. You have told us that you are friends of silver, but 
you always vote for gold. You have put in your platforms lan- 
gu e indicating that you intended to do some g for silver, 

t our action nothing could be done for silver. 

If it had been left to the Republican „tho act of 1873 
would never have been disturbed. It would have remained the 
law. The Republican party, I say, would not have it. 
It was by Democratic votes that a meager majority could be got 
for any bill in favor of silver. Then we are told that if we had 
filibustered with you this session we might have defeated 
the bill and thus saved wool. I say that fili t 
the pending bill would have been unjustifiable. The Americar 
people voted for tariff legislation, and they are entitled te have 
a b Tho other side is responsible for that bill. 

It is said that pressure was brought to bear and that the other 
side had to give way. We are not in the Democratic ranks; we 
could not threaten to bolt if they did not give us a bill that was 
satisfactory to us. You condemned us on this floor in the most 
severe language for as long as we did in the extra 
session. Then you us to filibuster against the pending bill. 
If there is filibustering to be done you are the men to do it. I 
recognize the of the American people to decide in favor of 
tariff legislation if they will, but I did not recognize the right 
of Congress at the extra session to take a snap judgment, as I 
elaim it did, n the American eg 

With both platforms proclaiming fidelity to bimetallism, and 
both parties it, and the people understanding it, a snap 
judgment was taken in the extra session and the act of 1873 was 
ratified. We protested against that as best we could, because 
we believed it was not only a wrong of the greatest magnitude, 
but because it had not the sanction of the votes of the people. 
I recognize the right of every man in the Senate to discuss all 

uestions full, freely, but I do not the right to 
y which has the verdict of the people 
egislation. That must determine what 

that legislation shall be. I say that your condemnationof us at 
the extra session was wrong. We were right; but we would be 
wrong if we filibustered here to-day, and I have not done it. 

It is said that I might have voted on questions, but there has 
been no question when my vote would have determinedit. The 
Democrats have a majority here and are able to control legisla- 
tion. They have controlled it. We could have done nothing, 
except by resorting to filibustering and to delay, which we have 
refused to do and which I now refuse to do, and which I say we 
have no right to do. You who talk about being friends of our 
section when you stuck the knife to the heart of our industries, 
3 Shame and eee La and capers cuit tie 
with tr an ers, ought not to say that ies 
with 3 pee e is clear. Thou art the man.” 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I know the anxiety of the Sen- 
ate to vote. I know itis the intention of the Senate to vote on 
the bill to-night if possible. Therefore I shall not ene 

. Say anything in reply to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hic- 
GINS}, except to state that on some other occasion I shall reply 
to what I consider an uncalled for criticism on his 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I have stated at length here- 
tofore my own position and what I believe to be the attitude of 
the manufacturers of New England and the other portions of the 
country upon the question of aduty on wool. Nothing that I 
could say now would change that 3 or do an else 
than to emphasize the words which I then used. e Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and the Senator from Massa- 

chusetts [Mr. HOAR] have expressed the views and opinions of 
New England Senators upon this on aca ican only say that 
Iconcur fully in what they have sai 

Mr. MITC of Oregon: Mr. President, the time for ar- 

gument, sofar as this question is concerned, is past, and for that 


reason I shall not detain the Senate with any attempt at argu- 
ment. I have heretofore on several occasions discussed the 
question fully. I had hoped until very recently that we might 
be able to secure some consideration for wool. I have about 
abandoned that hope. I can not, however, in justice to the ped- 
ple whom I in part represent, refrain from uniting in the appeal 
which has been so vigorously made in the first instance by the 
distinguished and venerable Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN], 
followed up by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hon] and 
others in behalf of some recognition of this industry. 

If there is any one thing in this bill which more than any 

other thing, or all things put together, ought to secure for the 
biil the condemnation of the American people, it is the proposi- 
tion to place wool on the free list. That is my judgment and 
my deliberate opinion. 
_ This proposition means the absolute destruction. of the wool 
industry, at least so far as concerns the industry west of the 
Rocky Mountains. The item of transportation, which enters 
into the question and becomes a material part of it, is of sucha 
character that it will lead anyone who has studied the question 
at all to the conclusion that the industry can not live west of 
the Rocky Mountains withouta duty. Whenyoucan ship wool 
from Liverpool to New York, and Boston, and Philadelphiafor a 
quarter of a cent per while it costs us from 4 to 5 cents.a 
pound to gef our wool to those paints, how can you expect the 
wool-raisers of Oregon, California and Washington, Nevada, 
and Utah te compete with the cheap woolgrowing countries of 
the Old World? 

They can ship wool from ports in Australia and the Argentine 
Republic at a much less cost than it can be shipped from points 
west of the Rocky Mountains. 

But, as I said, the time for argument is past. It is no use to 
submit further argument. It is 13 ig ® consumption of time 
without any com; tion. I unite in the a however, to 
our Democratic nds. I unite in the appeal to one, or two, or 
three of them, representing great woo! States as they 
do, to come to the front and join their votes with the united 
Republican and Gon ana vote on this side of the Chamber and 

ve us what the Walker tariff gave to wool, 30 per cent ad va- 

orem. That will give yousomething over $5,000,000 of revenue. 
1 last year, under the existing law, a little over 
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If the importations should be the same for the next year, they 
would give a revenue of 35,524,000. 80. But of course the im- 

tions will be largely increased. Hence the revenue doubt- 

ess under this proposition will be more than $8,000,000, which 

was the amount received under the existing law last year. So 
from e Rey eee standpoint the argument is in favor of 
the amendment p the dis hed Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. It give $8,000,000 to $10,000,000 of 
revenue, and will save this great industry from absolute destruc- 


tion. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, I intend to occupy the time of 
the Senate for but a minute. The time for argument has passed. 
The amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MANI is not but it would do some good if it could 
be carried and engrafted upon the bill. Every conceivable kind 
of amendment has been offered and voted upon, and I suppose 
the Senator from Ohio asks a little with the hope that so little 
will not be denied. I do not think the Senate fully realizes the 
condition of the wool industrylin the Western country, especially 
in the country which embraces the Rocky Mountain States and 
Territories. After the of the McKinley act a great 
many young mene d in the wool business in the States and 
Territories west of the Missouri River. Some borrowed the 
capital, and others took their accumulations from wages for a 
number of years and invested in sheep. Some of these have 
large flocks, others flocks numbering but a few hundred head. 
They had every reason to think the McKinley act would remain 
on the statute books for a number of qos They believe if 
this bill becomes a law their industry will be destroyed. 

I have no doubt it will be so. Under free wool they will be 
unable to compete with the wool produced in other countries. 
The business at the best will be most unsatisfactory. The Sen- 
ate could well afford to give them tection on wool. 

It is not worth while to ea the attention of the Senate 
to the principles of this bill. 8 have been thoroughly well 
discussed. It is nota free-trade bill; it is not æ bill putting raw 
materials on the free list. Some raw materials are on the free 
list, but the most of what are known as raw materials are on tho 
dutiable list and highly protected. As this bill is framed there 
is no reasom why the people engaged in wool and sheep growing 
in the West should not have some protection. 

The South by words has expressed great love for the West 
during the last few years. and has proposed to enter into analli- 
ance with the West, and so organized to break down the East. 
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While Ihave no sympathy with any combination that does not 
include all the States and Territories composing our great coun- 
try, Ido say that if the South has any affection for the West 
now is the time to show it. You have virtually placed all the 
animals produced by the farmer on the free list, as the duties 
imposed are so small they will afford no protection. You have 
not given adequate protection to grain growninthe West. You 
have withdrawn the um offered to the sugar-beet industry. 
Thefarmersof the West have absolutely nothing in this bill that 
isprotected. You have given the white-lead trustample protec- 


tion, while have given the lead produced in our portion of the 
country only half the protection which was accorded in the Me- 
Kinley act. 


It would be so easy for you to give us at least a little protec- 
tion on wool. We have discovered in the consideration of the 
bill that it is not New England which wants free raw materials. 
She does not produce iron ore; she does not produce coal. Ido 
not think the recent reports show that the six New England 
States have all told 1,000,000 sheep within their limits, while 
there are adozen Western States which have from one to two mil- 
lion sheep each, and California has more than 4,000,000. Yet not 
a New England Senator has contendedfor free wool. Nota Re- 
publican member of this body has voted for free wool. Can not 
the South consistently give us the two or three votes which are 
required to secure norne asap on wool? Can we not apponi 
to some of the States which have large numbers of sheep within 
their borders? 

Will not the distinguished Senator from IIlinois [Mr. PALMER 
and the obliging Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE] help us out an 
give us a little protection? Will not the two Senators from the 
State of Texas, in which there were 7,500,000 sheep until the 
reduction of the tariff on wool in 1883, heip. us? Will not the 
Senators from the State of West Virginia, in which the sheepin- 
dustry has become a great and profitable one; will not the Sena- 
tors from the great State of New York, which has nearly a million 
anda half of sheep, help out so far as this industry is concerned? 
Can we not obtain the two or three votes on the other side which, 
added to the entire Republican and Sea wearer yote, will place 
wool on the dutiable list? You have = ted all your indus- 
tries. You have rice on the protected list; you have peanuts on 
the protected list; you have coal on the protected list; you have 


iron ore on the protected list; you have your sugar on the pro- 
tected list. Will you not help ont these new States and these 
Territories in the far West which are trying to obtain a sound 


and substantial foothold in the American Union? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to say merely a single 
word, not by way of argument, because of course argument does 
not enter into the movement to put wool on the free list. There 
is no reason whatever for it. It is the mere wanton destruction 
ol a groat industry. I desire simply to add my word and repeat 
what I said. as to the attitude of New England and of my poor 
on this question. Weare protectionists, and we believe in giv- 
ing fair protection to everyone. Noone is more ready and more 
eager to give fair protection to the sheep industry than the 
woolen manufacturers and the woolen makers of New England. 
We have no desire to discriminate tanybody. We donot 
come here to get duties for our section and to cut off the duties 
from other sections. That has been reserved for the bill of the 
Democratic 5 

If every duty in the bill seemed to me a satisfactory protec- 
tionist duty, my vote shouid still be against the bill so long as it 
committed the great wrong and injustice of placing wool upon 
the 8 list. 9 5 I believe — be the ae of the people of 
my State to-day by an overwhelming majority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
question is on ing to the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. LODGE, Let the amendment be stated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert as paragraph 278}, on page 72: 

‘Wool of thes 
<b pax cont = emma of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called), Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If 
he were t I should vote yea.” 

Me TELE MI 8 ] is 

*. s y eagae - WoLcoTT] is absent from 
the Senate on account 5 If he were present he would 


vote “yea.” He is paired with the junior Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Brroe}. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam requested to transfer my pair with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to the Senator from 
North Carotina [Mr. Jarvis.] I vote “nay.” i 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam with the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. SQUIRE.] 

Mr. MCMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). Has 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Jones, Ney. Power, 
Allison, Lodge, Proctor, 
Carey. G ger, Manderson, * 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon herman, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Patton, Shoup, 
Davis, Hawley, T, Stewart, 
Dixon, 5 er . er, 
Dolph. Hoar, Platt, Washburn, 
NAYS—37, 
Bate Go: Martin, Smi 
Be Gray Mills, — 
ao burn, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. V 
Gail Hunton, Murphy, i 
ll, irby, Palmer, Walsh, 
Coke, — Ark. Pasco, te. 
Faulimer, dsay, Pugh, 
George, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Gibson, McPherson, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—is. 

Alen, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 
Blanchard, Cameron, — oe ; 

A 5 n. Uson, 
Butler, Morrill, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I propose the amendment 
which was read by the Secretary when we were disc the 
bill as in Committee of the ole. As it is quite long can 
explain it in much less time, if the Senate can bear with me, 
than it would take to have it read. , : 

It is proposed to insert the amendment as new matter just be- 
fore section 278. The amendment to retain all of the 
sections of the exis law which describe the different classes 
of wool, with the addition of a change in the rates of duties 
upon the different classes. Where under the present law the 
duty on wool of the first class is put at 10 cents a pound, the 
amendment proposes to make the duty 5 cents a pound, a reduc» 
tion of 50 per cent, Where the existing rate is II cents a pound 
on wool of the second class, the amendment proposes to make 
the duty 6 cents a pound; and where the present law divides 
wool of the third class as above and below 13 cents a pound in 
value the amendment makes the dividing line at 10 cents, re- 
ducing the Serr 50 per cent on each of the grades above 10 cents 
a pound and below 10 cents a pound. 

en, in one of the sections of the present law there is a pro- 
viso in the following words: 

Provided, That skirted wools as now imported are hereby excepted. 

Those words are stricken out. The amendment was read in 
full when we were discussing the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole. I ask unanimous consent to forego the reading of the 
amendment at this time in order to save time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Kansas? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The amendmentof Mr. PEFFER was, to insertafter paragraph 
277, on page 71: 

SCHEDULE K.—WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF WOOL. 

All wools, hair of camel, goat, alpaca, and other like ‘animals shall be di- 

vided for the pon ot fixing the duties to be charged thereon into the 


three follo’ > 
Class 1, that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, or other 

wools of merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing wi and 

wools of like character with any of the Such as have 

been heretofore usually impor 

New Zealand, ‘Australia, 


Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down com! 
Wools, Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of 


and hair of the camel, 


that is to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, Valpa- 
raiso, native Smyrna, Russian camel's , and including all such wools of 
like character as have been heretefore imported into the United 
States from Turkey, Greece, 1289516 Syria, and elsewhere, excepting im- 
ls hereinafter provi for. 

standard gamples of all wools which are now or may be hereafter 
pong eet oe in the 888 custom houses of the United States, under the 
authority of the i Ae- shall be the standards 
classification of wools tary 
shall have the authority to renew these 
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tions to them from time to time as may be required, and he shall cause to 
be deposited like standards in other custom-houses of the United States 
when they may be needed. 

Whenever woolsof class 3 shall have been improved by the admixture of 
Merino or English blood from their present character as represented by the 
standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited in the principal custom- 
houses of the United States, such improved wools shall be classified for duty 
either as class | or as class 2, as the case may be. 

The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed shall 
be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if pe gan 
unwashed; and the duty on wools of the first and second classes which shall 
be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which they would be 
subjected if imported unwashed. 

Unwashed wools shail be considered such as shall have been shorn from 
the sheep withoutany cleansing; that is, in their natural condition. Washed 
wools shall be considered such as have been washed with water on the sheep's 

ck. Wool washed in ae other manner than on the sheep's back shail 
considered as soured wool. 

The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and 
other like animals which shall be imported in any other than ordinary con- 
dition, or which shall be changed in its character or condition for the pur- 
pose of evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admix- 
ture of dirt or any other foreign substance, or which has been sorted or in- 
creased in value by the rejection of any part of the original fleece, shall be 
twice the duty to which it would be otherwise subject. Wools on whicha 
duty is assessed amounting to three times or more than that which would 
be assessed if said wool was imported unwashed, such duty shall not be 
doubled on account of its being sorted. If any bale or packade of wool or 
hairspecified in this act imported as of any specified class, or claimed by the 
importer to be dutiable as of any specified c „shall contain any wool or 
hair subject to a higher rate of duty than the class so poe the whole 
bale or package shall be subject to the highest rate of duty chargeable on 
wool of the class subject tosuch higher rateot duty; and if any bale or pack- 
age be claimed by the importer to be shoddy, m 0, flocks, wool, hair, or 
other material of any class specified in this act, and such bale contain an 
ad ure of any one or more of said materials, or of any other material, 
the whole bale or package shall be subject to duty at the highest rate im- 

upon any article in said bale or package. 

The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 5 cents per 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class 6 cents per pound. 

On wools of the and on camel's hair of the d class, the 
value whereof shall be 10 cents or less per pound, including charges, the duty 
shall be 15 per cent ad valorem. 

On wools of the third classand on camel's hair of the third class, the value 
whereof shall exceed 10 cents per pound, including charges, the duty shall 
be 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Wools on the skin shall pay the same rate as other wools, the quantity 
and value to be ascertained under such rules as the Secretary of the Treas- 


ma; cribe. 
n l shoddy top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, 
. n aa all other bode gy composed wholly or in 
t of wool, the duty s e 20 cents per pound. 
Poa woolen rags, EA, and flocks the duty shall be 6 cents per pound. 
Wools and hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals in the 
form of roping, roving, or tops, and all wool and hair which have been ad- 
vanced in any manner or by any peones of manufacture beyond the washed 
or scoured condition, not special 1 provided for in this act, shall be subject 
to the same duties as are imposed upon manufactures of wool not specially 
provided for in this act. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words 
upon the amendment. 

In the first place, while the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEW- 
ART] was addressing the Senate I understood in the colloquy 
between him and theSenator from Alabama[Mr. MORGAN] that 
the latter Senator insisted that because there is no need of a 
duty upon wool, therefore there ought not to be any duty placed 
upon it. If Iam mistaken in the Senator’s statement I should 
be pleased if he would correct me. That being true, if there is 
no need of a duty upon wool and if therefore no duty should be 
placed upon wool, the converse of the proposition must be true, 
that the manufacturers of wool need a duty and therefore they 
are entitled toa duty. Something follows from that inevitably; 
that is to say, that the bill isa protective tariff bill, and that no 
duty ought to be levied upon any article unless the article needs 
it by way of protection. That [ assume to be the theory upon 
which the bill was constructed in the beginning of our discus- 
sion, and the longer it has proceeded the more clear the propo- 
sition becomes that it is a protective tariff bill. 

I shall not go into a discussion of the importance or the mag- 
nitude of the wool industry, nor will I speak of the necessity of 
every poopie raising their own wool and manufacturing their 
own clothing, for these matters have been elaborately discussed 
inthe preceding speeches. But upon the suggestion of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] I have something to say. 

-Ifa duty is required upon woolen goods and therefore they have 
received it, the same argument which justifies that conclusion 
will justify the demands of the woolgrower that he share the 
duty. In other words, the production of wool being as exten- 
sive an industry as the manufacture of woolen goods, as many 

ople being engaged in it, as much capital being invested in 

t, it being primarily more important than that of the manufac- 

ture of wool, the wool-producer is not only as much entitled, but 

he is more entitled to a duty on wool, reasoning from analogy, 
than the manufacturer of woolen goods. 

Mr. President, all that the woolgrowers ask is that they be 
treated fairly in comparison with the manufacturers of wool. I 
took occasion to say after discussing this subject before that, so 
far as the people I represent, and so far as the farmers of all the 
great Northwest, the West, and the Southwest are concerned, 
they are much more able to bear the pressureof free trade than 


the manufacturers, not because their interest does not need ag 
much protection as that of the manufacturers, but for another 
and a much broader reason. A man who produces wool lives of 
a farm; he has the bounties of nature out of which he can pro- 
vide himself and his family a livelihood; and it amounts to little 
to him in comparison with the effect which would be produced 
upon manufacturers if the doors of our commerce were to bé 
thrown open and let them swing outward and swing inward 
upon the pivot equally to all men, whether at home or abroad. 

So far as the farmers of Kansas engaged in the production of 
wool are concerned, they say to me, “Put your argument upon 
the ground of common fairness; if we are to have free wool give 
us free cloth. If you demand protection upon manufactures give 
us protection upon the material that we produce.” 

If you will examine the existing law, Mr. President and Sen- 
ators, you will find that there is a greater degree of protection 
given—I mean inamount—to the woolgrowing industry than to 
the wool-manufacturing industry; and the reason is because wool 
is the component part of woolen cloth, which is a self-evident 
proposition; and there is more wool incloth than anything else. 
So the farmer is not only entitled to protection, but under the 
existing law he receives it. 

Now, he is entirely willing to have the duty upon free wool 
reduced, provided you are isles oy to: reduce the duties upon 
manufactured wool, All he asks is fair treatment. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to a proposition which 
has probably escaped the attention of Senators, Democratic 
Senators F and the attention of the country. That sin- 
gular fact is that if you will deduct the duties which are allowed 
in the present law upon the manufactures of wool because of the 
compensating duty laid upon wool, you will find that the duties 
under the pending bill are substantially as high as they are in 
the McKinley law. Perhaps what I mean to say can be explained 
better by referring to the act itself; and I ask the attention of 
Senators to it. 

I read from section 391 of the existing law wherein duties are 
laid “on woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of 
wool,” and where they are ‘' valued at not more than 30 cents 
por pound, the ay per pound shall be two and one-half times the 

uty imposed by this act ona pound of unwashed wool of the first 
class.” The duty on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class 
is 10 cents. Two and a half times that would be 25 cents. Here 
we have a duty of 25 cents levied upon 1 pound of yarn, simply 
to compensate for the duty that is laid upon wool, and that duty 
amounts to 83} per cent. That is the duty fixed to the pound of 
yarn by reason of the duty on wool. 

Going a little further along in the paragraph we find that 
where the yarn is valued at“ more than 30 cents and not more 
than 40 cents per pound the duty per pound shall be three times 
the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the 
first class.” Three times the duty on a pound of unwashed wool 
of the first class amounts to 30 cents. There you have a duty of 
30 cents levied upon a pound of yarn ranging in value from 30 
cents to 40 cents; that is to say, the duty upon a pound of yarn 
of that value ranges from 100 per cent down to 75 per cent, an 
average of 873 per cent by reason of the duty laid upon wool; and 
15 valorem duty is 35 per cent in addition to the specific 

uty. 

Then take the next class, ‘‘valued at more than 40 cents per 
pound, the duty per pound shall be 34 times the duty imponega 
by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class.” 
Three and a half times amounts to 35 percent. There we have 
87+ per cent on cloth worth 40 cents a yard by reason of the 
duty laid upon wool, and in addition to that 40 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Now, the point that [ wish to call particular attention to and 
to ask the attention of Democratic Senators is that upon the 
first grade of yarns up to 30 cents the present law levies a dut; 
of 35 per cent ad valorem; upon the next grade, between 30 an 
40 cents, the present law levies a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem, 
and at 40 cents and upwards, 40 per centad valorem. There ar 
the three grades, 35 and 40 per cent, in addition to the duty 
that is laid upon wool. 

Now, if you will turn to the 3 law, the pending bill, on 
page 72, paragraph 280, you w nd that the duty which it is 

roposed to lay upon wool yarns is 40 per cent ad valorem, which 
Ís as high as the duty now laid under the McKinley law. You 
may continue the examination through three or four paras 
graphs, as I have done, on woolen or worsted cloths, shawls, knit 
fabrics, ete., and you will find that there is a specific duty al- 
lowed on the cloth and that specific duty is to cover the duty 
that is laid upon wool. Then, in addition, there is an ad valo- 
rem duty. In section 392 of the present law there is a duty of 
40 per cent. Then there isa duty again of 40 per cent and a duty 
of 50 per cent, and the wool duty alone amounts to 87+ 5 cent, 
and as high as 100 per cent. If you will examine the bill now 
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before us relating to the very same class of matter, you will find 
thatthe proposed cs Fe 40 per cent, 35 per cent, and 40 per cent 
ad valorem, substantially the same asin the presentlaw. _ 

Then take paragraph 396 in the present law, where provision 
is made for clothing, and you will find that the same rule holds 
good. There isa specific duty 4} times the duty imposed by no 
act upon a pound of unwashed wool of the first class. That 
would be 40 cents a pound, and is levied on a pound of cloth in 
order to compensate for the duty laid upon wool, and in addi- 
tion thereto 60 per cent ad valorem, 

In the proposed law the duty is 45 percent. In this respect 
pe difference is greater than as to any other one of the articles 

which I have referred; but the point I make in this line of 
thought is that while the majority in this body insist upon re- 
taining substantially the same duties that are now in force 
under the McKinley law, they at the same time remove all the 
duties wholly from raw wool. 

If Senators say, as the Senator from Alabama did, that the 
producers of wool need no duty, all we ask of you is to apply the 
same rule to the manufacturer of wool and say that he requires 
no duty, and we have not another word to say. If the managers 
of this bill will rise before the Senate and propose to remove all 
duties fromthe manufactures of wool, that will wholly and com- 

letely and forever close the mouth of the senior Senator from 
Kans on the wool 223 and you will hear no complaint 
from the farmers of Kansas. 

Now, if you are not willing to do that; compromise with us, 
make a fair reduction of duties upon manufactures of wool and 
a fair reduction upon raw wool. I care not where you place it; 
it is no matter to me whether it is a cent a pound or 2 cents or 
5 cents a pound; no matter where you make the line of compro- 
tnise, just treat us as you treat yourselves, and then we shall be 
satisfied. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. HOAR] this morn- 
ing used the word ‘‘ blow,” and it has been a common expression 

uring this discussion, that you are striking a blowat a certain 
jndust He said to the majority of the Senate you are strik- 
ih a blow at the wool industry.” 

r. President, you are striking two blows. One is the for- 
ward stroke and the other one is the rebound. You are striking 
a blow at a great industry. When you have completed that blow 
and its force has fallen upon its victims you will find that there 
will be a rebound from the victim and his blow will be harder 
than yours. The public mind is sensitive to-day, and the farm- 
er’s mind is blended in with the great mass of mentality that we 
call the public mind. Forty-five per cent of the voting popula- 
lation of the United States is made up of farmers, and while a 

at many of them have no more interest in sheep than in any 
ther industry in which they are not directly engaged, yet in 
the West where the most resisting, if I may use the word, where 
the most jealous and the most open-hearted class of farmers re- 
side, you will find that they will resent this indignity placed 
upon them and upon their neighbors. 

Ten years ago we had about a million sheep in Kansas. The 
number is now reduced to about 225,000. The few woolgrowers 
who still live in Kanas are neighbors with farmers who haye no 
sheep, and when one of their representatives in this body asks 
the Senate of the United States to treatthem fairly, with the same 
consideration that they treat the manufacturers, and you scorn 
that appeal, . take it that you scorn them and they will re- 
sist it at the ballot box, and they will unite their force with any 
other class of people that is opposed to this policy and the party 
that Manaa to fix it upon them. So there are two blows in this 

tion. 

There was a time when farmers were not as sensitive as they 
are now; they were not as critica! as od ara now. They have 
felt the pressure of injustice coming from bad, ill-advised, vicious 
legislation. They have found the value of their crops depre- 
canne? They have found the value of their farms depreciating. 
They have found their old prerogatives one by one being taken 
away from them. They find their influence in politics gradu- 
ally wasting away and that a few men are usurping the powers of 
government. The farmer toaa is becoming watchful, not 
wasteful. He is becoming critical, not to say suspicious, and he 
is . watchful. 

In the West the farmers are practically in revolution to-day. 
Do you not observe all through the Western States and Terri- 
tories where the marching armies of unemployed men went that 
there was a sympathy between them; that the farmers took good 
care of those traveling men as they were passing over their ter- 
ritory? I ask the Senators who insist upon passing this bill, 
right or wrong, to think well about this matter. 

he farmers in the part of the country where I live do not 
want any duty placed upon sugar. They have had a taste of 
free sugar. They know that their old 15, 14, 13, 124 pound sack 
was increased to 18, 20, and even 25 pounds. They foresee that 


if this bill becomes a law, with an increase substantially of g 
cent and a quarter upo! every pound ot sugar that they use, tha 
their 20-pound sack will be reduced to 15 pounds; and that is onb 
of the ways of reaching the judgment and the consciences of men. 
While you puta duty upon sugar, something of which we pro- 
duce a very small proportion comparatively in this country, an 
article which ought from every consideration to be on the free 
list, you refuse to put a duty upon wool, of which we produce 
only about 70 percent of our consumption, importing the rest. 

Now, Mr. President, I have said all that I care to say. I 
merely want to repeat that this is not a time to trifle with the 
people's interest. I doubt very much whether there would be 
more than one vote in ten cast for a duty upon sugar if the 
question were put to the people. On the other hand, if duties 
are to be removed from wool, I doubt very much whether there 
would not be an overwhelming majority in favor of removing 
duties from manufactures of wool. I expect after the vote is 
taken upon this amendment to test the sense of the Senate again 
upon the question of removing the duties from manufactures of 
wool, In conclusion I ask only to be treated fairly. Treat us 
just as the manufacturer is treated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish to say a word to the 
Senator from Kansas. This is a verysimple matter of arithme- 
tic. He says the people are being trifled with. I think the 
members of his party who usually sit upon the other side of the 
Chamber are trifling with the people ause on the last vote 
they were not recorded as voting at ali on the proposition for a 
duty on wool. They both come from wool-producing States, and 

et their votes were lacking. Iwish the Senator from Kansas who 

as just spoken would take occasion to appeal to them in pri- 
vate as he has appealed to all Senators in public in his recent 
address. It is a simple matter ol arithmetic. 

Here are twelve New England Senators voting for a duty on wool. 
Here are all the Republican Senators voting for a duty on wool. 
Here are the two Populists who sit on this side of the Chamber 
voting for a duty on wool. Isay to my friend the Senator from 
Tennessee, now near me, it is only necessary for him to get the 
two Populists who sit upon the other side of the Chamber to vote 
for aduty on wooland detail two Democrats on the same side of the 
Chamber to vote fora duty on wool, and the deed is done ard 
the sheep industry is preserved. Otherwise the sheep of this 
country are goug to disappear from the face of the earth. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER]. 

Mr. POWER and Mr. DOLPH called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. 

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. PROCTOR]. If he were present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to state that I should vote “nay” if it 
were at for my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
SQUIRE]. 

Mr. BRICE. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] to the junior Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. MARTIN], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 

Aldrich, Dubois, Jones, Ney. Platt, 
piua, 8 ae toaga Power, 

'arey, er, eMillan Quay, 
Chandler, Hale. s Manderson, Sherr 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Davis, Hawley, Patton, Stewart, 
Dixon, Peffer, Teller, 
Dolph, Hoar, Perkins. Washburn. 

NAYS—37. 
Bate. Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Berry, Gorman, „ 
Blackburn, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Blanchard. Harris, organ, Vilas, 
Brice, Hill, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Caffery. Hunton, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Irby, Pasco, White. 
Coke, t, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. m, 
George, Lindsay, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—I6. 
Allen, Cameron, McPherson, Proctor, 
Butler, Daniel, Martin, uire, 
II. Gordon, Morrill, meres | 

Camden, Kyle, Pettigrew. Wolcot 


So the amendment was rejected. 
5 W al ire iin The next reserved amendment will 
stated. 
Mr. PEFFER. I proposa another amendment, and I shall a 
say a word upon it; I merely ask that a vote may be taken b 
yeas and nays. I move to insert just before paragraph 278: 


All manufactures of wool of the sheep, hair of the camel at, alpaca, 
and other like animals shall be admitted free of duty. ee 
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Mr. MANDERSON, I appeal to the Senator from Kansas to 
withhold that amendment for the present and offer it later in 
the day, when the other members of the party of which he is 
such a distinguished member may be present. There is no 
question but that they will act with him upon the measure. 

Mr.PEFFER. I am trying to take care of myself in this 
Chamber, and I have no doubt that all of the other Senators are 


avai themselves of that privilege. 
Mr. MAN DEAN. 1 heped the Senator might want a full 
vote. 
. CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secre will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich Dubois, le, Proctor, 
Allen, Faulkner, Dinary, Pugh, 
Bate, è, Lodge. Y, 

1 1 McLaurin, 

burn, George, McMillan, Roach, 
Blanchard, Gibson, McPherson, Sherman, 
Brice, Gorman, Manderson, aan 
Caffery, Gray, Martin, Smith, 
Call, Hansbrough, Mills. Stewart, 

5 Harris. Mitchell, Oregon Teller, 

er, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. — gey 

Cockrell, S, Palmer, Vv 
Coke, Pasco, Vilas, 
Oultom, Hunton, Patton, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Irby, Peffer, , 
Davis, Jarvis, Perkins, Washburn, 
Diron, Jones, Ark. Platt, White. 
Delph, Jones, Nev. Power, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Seventy-one Senators have an- 
swered to their names. The amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert as paragraph 2774: 

All manufactures of wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and 
other like animals, shall be admitted free of daty. 

Mr. PEFFER. On that I ask for the E ssa and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 


Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
Thavea general 


Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], and therefore 
withhold my vote. If the Senator from Alabama were present I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I ester- 
day with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] that I would 
ans 5 with him. I have been vot e t having forgotten the 
pair. I withhold my vote and consider myself paired with 
the Senator from Geo 

Mr. BERRY. The tor from 3 [Mr. GORDON] is 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON 


Mr. TELLER. Very well. Then I will vote. I vote “nay.” 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. VEST (after having voted in the ative), I have a 


th the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], 
but I am assured that he would vote in the negative if present 
and I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE] has been necessaril 
called out of the Chamber for a short time. He is paired wit 
the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. If my 
colleague were present he would vote ‘‘nay;” and the Senator 
from North Carolina, being informed of that fact by me, has 
already voted ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 61; as follows: 


YEAS—5. 
Allen, Irby, Kyle, Peffer. 
Hansbrough, 
NAYS—41. 2 
Aldrich Dubois, Jones, Ney. Pugh, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Bate, 0. ge, Roach, 

A Gallinger, McLaurin, Sherman, 
Blackburn, George, McMillan, AIR 
Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, Smith, 

ery, Go Martin, Teller, 
5 Gray, Mills, Turpie, 
oy; . > Harris, Mitchell,Oregon Vest, 
Chandler, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
ll, Palmer, Voorhees, 
ke, asco, Walsh, 
om, Hoar, Patton, White. 
Hunton Perkins, 
Dixon, Jarvis, E 
Dolph. Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—19. 
Brice, Gordon, M Y, Stewart, 
Butler, Hale, Pet A Washburn, 
Gatnden, MePherson, Power, ‘ilson, 
Cameron, Morgan. A Wolcott. 
Daniel, Morrill, 8 


do the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the wool schedule has beenal- 
ready very exhaustively discussed. I am tempted to ask tho 
Senate that on the remainder of the reserved amendments, and 
all questions arising thereon, until the final disposition of the 
bill, debate be limited to five minutes to = nator. I ask 
unanimous consent that from this time on while we are cónsid- 
ering the bill the five-minute rule shall be observed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. POWER. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The next re- 
served amendment will be stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I believe I will ask Senators 
who object if there is any limit that they will consent to? Will 
the Senator from Montana be kind enough to state whether he 
will consent to anga Illo limit? 

Mr. POWER. bill is a deathblow to the interests of my 
State, and if there was any way that I could prolong this debate 
until next November I should doso,and defeat the bill, Ishall 
object to every p tion of the kind offered. 

1 S. Inasmuch as the Senator wants to limit de- 
bate to the ist of November next, I will withdraw my request. 


hter. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment will 


be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 279 

Mr. 5 have an 5 to Abe per to ops in 15 
paragr ore paragra ac upon. send the 
N — to the — 2 72 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: 


278. All wool of the ee’. i of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other Uke 


hair 

animals, and all wool hair on the skin, noils, yarn waste, waste, 

bur if 

. r or 
Mr. POWER. This is the same amendment offered by the 

Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 3 that the rate pro- 

posed is 25 per cent ad valorem instead of 30 per cent. 


I have here an editorial and figures taken from the American 
Economist, giving the losses in the sheep indus by States, 
which I not read, but ask to have inserted in the RD. 
Iwish, however, to give u summary of the losses up to the present 
time. The loss figured on the price of wool and the value of 
sheep in this list was made on January 1. I shall give a summary 
3 „not aint ta any of the States except m 
own, in which I havea list of the sheep-growers. I ask the privi- 
lege of having this ee ae in the RECORD. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection? ‘The Chair 
hears none, 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

THE SHEPHERD AND HIS SHEEP, 


The farmers of the United States were all promised great things durin, 
the Presidential 5 of 1892, if Grover Cleveland should only be the 
ised 1 — farmers if only —— majors ould be 2 

o the a ocratic co sent to 
It was. heme remiiea wore Foryt roti 
and the farmers na‘ 


and 3 
sheep and the wool from their sheep as a money crop to supply them with 
hard cash wherewith to purchase the many necessary farm supplies and 
tools that they can not obtain by trading in their local stores. 6 value of 
their sheep and the value of the wool are therefore very important factors 
tothe farmer. Good prices for sheep and good value for wool mean com- 
fort in the farm houses; — 2 mean the payment of mortgages; they mean 


new tools; they mean new for more stock; they mean general 
prosperity to the farmer. 

Whenthe Republican’ in ‘er, and when the farmer's true friend, 
the late Hon. J. Rusk, was at the head of the Department of Agriculture, 
which is the farmer's part of the Administration, tt was custom- 


ary to publish each yeara careful statement wie 3 
in each different State in the Union, the value of sheep in each State, 
and the total value of all the sheep in each State. 


He was not a fancy farmer who farmed on Mr. Cleveland's theory.“ but an 
F farmer who farmed on the good condition of his 

and and stock. 
But there has been a change sinco then. Mr. Cleveland, who made such 
‘eat promises to the farmers in 1892, put Mr. J. Ster! Morton, from Ne- 
raska, at the head of the farmers’ Departmentof me, 1 ture, Mr. Morton 
celebrated his arrival in Was telling the farmers that they didn't 
know what they wanted, but that he would teach them. Mr. Morton issaid 
to have ore a tree and he called it Arbor Day, and what he didn't 
know about farming wasn't worth knowing. It might fill dictionaries full. 
When the time came round, in January of this year, for the farmers to 
learn about the number and value of their sheep, the farmers were surprised 
tell them as much as Jerry Rusk 
did. He told them how many sheep there were in the . what they 
cents less on 


erry Rusk 
Republican 


1894. 
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What Mr. Morton forgot to tell the farmers has been specially prepared 
for them inthe American Economist, Here it is: 


Number of sheep. Aprio | Total value, 


States and Territories. 


1894. 1802. 1804. | 1892. 1804. 

220 997} 0102 41 $1, 717,274] 8787, 918 

87 2.27 540,751 261, 115 

2.60 754. 
3. 
3.75 
8.48 
81 2.9 
3 80 3. 20 
077 05 3.45 
8 8.87) . ar 
08 440 3.91) 3.31 

2, 802, 656) 8, 077, 435| 3. 89 3.29. 10,726, 950| 9, 933, 289 


449, 009 488, 432 1,370,016} 1, 196, 658 
390,281) 370.200 710,275) 450,057 

0 7 167,903} 101,115 
888.017 411, 673,956) 476,950 
117, 028 112, 88 241, 812 
260, 292 343,82 443, O24 
523,578) 415,8 270 
118, 488) 184, 879 
„040. 175) 3, 814, 405 685 
264,094] 228, 810 479 
506,007} 519, #34 
829, 20 765, 920 
778. 536| 1, 108, 098 793 


Ohio....-.-----------------<-} 4,468, 087} 8, 705, x 
Michigan TTT 7, 60, 338| 6, 244,730 
15185 02 at 4, 208, 762 201725 
848,002 1, 032, 970 3.025, 314 8, 067,729 
907,708} 1,066, 2, 688, 630| 2, 516, 647 
357,101) 5H, 998, 1, 132, 886 
585,031] ° 775,22 1,933, 084] 2, 186, 125. 
wy “Sete Pe ta) Loan "ahs 
269,804) 277, 6000, 887 534, 786 
710, 896} 1, 293, 958 263; 673| 2, 443, 880 


: | tee ese 
AES 


7 
— 
2 


Dakota (North and South). +861, 400 1,804, 992 
EE IEEE IE, 1, 264, 1, 408, 185 
Montana 5, 228, 560 5, 288, 725 
New Mexico 4, 556, 500 2, 745, 917 
Arizona 7 1.400, 340) 1, 175,118 
Utah ......... ae 4, 650, 466) 3, 163, 660 
8 2, 07 335 


‘These are a lot of 


but the farmers should not them by. Let 
each farmer look for 


own. 1 y Leica and 2 Uses that the num- 
1892, go 5 0 Kinley 
3 Th: 


the whole ef the 
sheep with those 


McKinley protecti: 
States, yet two years later th 
small lambing. 


. He does not want to lose money like that if he can help it. In 
Texas. . AOD was wart lose thine 


im ench State this . These figures that show the losses are what the 
farmer Will — — — sheep wash that he intends 
to rubin next November. Here they are: 


States and Territories. 


Loss in New England 


3 
ew Jersey 
Pennsylvania. 


4.557, 180 
1,31 


Dakota (North and South) 
Idaho. 


* Gain. 


farmer can be in- 
See how bad the 

1 season and, where there was a loss of 410,577 sheep; 
in the Southern States of 250,1 612,221 sheep. 
Then there was 2 poor lambing in the Middle and Pacific coast States. 
What a bad season it was to be sure when there were only 91,430 more ag 
in the country after the farmers had just one year of overs clover. 
this what he the farmers when he asked them to vote for him? 

Now, look at the money that the American sheep farmers have lost. In 
New yee ea they lost $1,895,825. In the Middle States they lost $793,661. In 
the Southern States they lost 34,769,159. In the Pacific coast States th rif 
lost $4,427,238. In the other States and Territories they lost eee 
the sheep farmers in all the States and Territories have lost „660,013 in 
the value of their sheep. This does not include the loss in the price of the: 
wool. That is an extra loss. This free-trade disease that has got amo 
the sheep is worse than the scab. Is this what Grover Cleveland and the 
8 party promised the farmers in 1892 when they wanted the farm- 
ers’ votes? 

Grover Cleveland and the Democratic party do not like American Sneep 
inat a large proportion of the sheep owned by tho farmers throughout the 

‘that a large pro on of the own e farmers 
country are found in small flocks numbering from 25 to 50.” Those were 
his very words. If the sheep all belong to one farmer or to half a dozen 
farmers, if there was a sheep trust, like the sugar trust, it would be differ- 
ent. But the Democrats are down on the sheep and the sheep farmers be- 
cause there are so many farmers who cach have a few sheep, which help to 
give the farmers cash. 
tor JONES of Nevada—all the sheep men know 

that knocked Grover Cleveland out. He showed him that 
differen who 


vo an answer 


disease, 
All the-sheap in the country has been 
n 
‘Divide that loss among 830,980 
each farmer has lost-$30.88. 


Baten: Sige me eighty-eight ts lost by each farmer who ons sheep, 
since ae eae attacked 2 free-wool plague. This is a 
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5 1 gh Fg good times. Is it what the Democrats promised in 18927 If | showing what the total wool clip was worth at the pegiining of 1893 and what 
0 ts 


up Pan sheep-wash mixture rub it well into the 


nex 
t Mr. POWER. Mr. President, the figures in the foregoing 
‘table show a loss of $25,660,013 to the American farmer who 
9 85 sheep. This estimate was made on January 1, 1894, since 
jwhich time the price on mutton has continued to fall, and will 


not now average over $1.25 per head. These are stubborn facts, 
‘as can be seen from the commercial reports and account of sales 
Yor the past six months. 


| See what a great loss this is to the ell TES In the New 
‘England States he loses $2,911,500; in the Middle States, $6,880,- 
456; in the Southern States, 86,420,047; in the Western States, 
326, 866,307; in the Pacific States, $8,710,977; and in the other 
States, $8,045,059. A total loss of $59,834,046, or 872 to every 
farmer in the United States who raises sheep. This is aside 
from the loss on wool. 

In Montana the number of sheep estimated January 1, 1894, 
was 2,780,908, 5 at $1.25 per head, is $3,160,122, a loss 
over 1892 of $2,068,444, or in round numbers about $2,100 to 
each sheep-producer of the State. 

I have a copy of a letter written the honorable Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] from one of the most prominent breed- 
ersof Merino sheep in this country, Mr. Davis Cossitt, of Onon- 
daga, N. Y., which I ask be inserted with my remarks to sub- 
shea ee the summary presented of the present values of wool 
and sheep. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered,in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


ONONDAGA, N. Y., June 25, 1894. 


DEAR SIR: “Owing to certain climatic conditions fine wool can not be 

uced in these United States.“ 

For the last eight or ten years the above has been the stock argument of 

*free-wool"’ advocates, many of whom do not know a fleece of fine wool 

om the hair of a bull terrier, and the Hon. Mr. VOORHEES seems to be a 
; vert to this convenient free-trade doctrine. 

It is not to be 8 that because a man has reached even the exalted 

| tion of United States Senator, he must necessarily know everything; 

It should be his aim, however, when great and important interests are under 

; eration that he use every means tolearn that the arguments used are 
not in direct o tion to the facts, 

It is hard to eve that an American, and especially one who has been se- 

lected to represent Americans, should become so strongly partisan as to 

‘knowingly indorse a statement so injurious to the people he represents, 
merely to a . K partisan advantage. 

We must infer, then, that the statement referred towas made ignorantly, 

but we t, carelessly. 

The inclosed samples of wool are from a flock of Merinos that was estab- 

ed in 1 Previous to the election of 1892 the wool from this flock was 
never but once sold at less than 20 cents per pound, unwashed; for the clips 
of 93 and ‘94 I am offered 10 cents. 

The blood being considered desirable, the increase of the flock has always 

(previous to the election of '92) sold readily and at fairly remunerative 
ices, but a contract to deliver 100 ewes and rams at the Syracuse station 
November, t at $10 per head was canceled as soon as the result of the 

idential election of that year was known. I have since sold these sheep 
at $1.50 per head. 

The ‘‘climatic” conditions of America, Mr. VOORHEES, are favorable to 
the production of the very best wool that can be grown anywhere, Any 
country where the snow files produces finer furs, finer and softer wools than 
can be grown in a hot climate. This is a natural law that neither free wool 
‘fallacies, willful ignorance, nor partisan malice can abrogate. 

The best wools can not only be grown here, butin sufficient quantities too, 
to fully supply every demand of manufacturers and consumers, and at prices 
low enough to satisfy every reasonable requirement. 3 

But the tariff-tinkering majority in Congress is pursuing a course that 

must compel every American woolgrower to surrender his only market to 

foreign competition. Corrupt trusts can be fostered, wealthy corporations 
and manufacturers can be protected, but the interests and rights of Ameri- 

‘can farmers are not to be regarded. 

Yetthe men at Washington expect Democrats who are engaged in the 
: woolgrowing business, and in other branches of farming as well, tomeekly 
| (you are fond of saying loyally) fall into line and continue vote the 
|€ fond of ing loyally) fall i lin d tinue to vote th 

ht ticket. Well, wait till they get a chance and see. 


respectfully, yours, 
* y DAVIS COSSITT. 
Hon. D. W. VOORHEES, United States Senale. 


Mr. POWER. I also ask to have inserted in the RECORD an 
article from the American Economist on The Farmer and His 
Wool Bale,” with the tables accompanying it as follows: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered,in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


THE FARMER AND HIS WOOL BALD, 


We have had a talk with the American farmer who raises sheep and have 
shown him how the promises of Mr. Cleveland and of the Democratic party 
that were made before the election of 1892 have been kept during the year 
1894, as far as his sheep are concerned. The farmer naturally is anxious to 
know all that the Government does for him in Impro the value of his 
stock, his crops, and his property; and now, having shorn the farmer's 
sheep, let us have a look at the wool and what it is worth to the farmer in 
his wool bale. 

to the num- 


State and Ter- 


uring 1893 and the average price paid for that wool last year, com it 
with its average value per pound at the beginning of the present weer te 
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it was worth at the beginning of 1894, as follows: 


Estimatea| Price per | Total clip value. 


clip for pound, 
Seates and Territories. 1800, Wash. 
ed and Jan., Jan., 
unwashed 1893. 1891. 1803. 1804. 
Maino 262 75 
3 1. , 
New Hampshir ” 950, 936 22. 5 100.655 
ermont 2, 472, 090 543, 860 420, 255 
Massachusetts 318, 192 76, 366 „456 
Rhode Island.. i 73, 560 23, 520 16,919 
Counechiont 2.655 Soe asec cane. 212, 395 65, 842 4, 603 
1, 200, 360 
1, 865, 660 
64, 
2, 258, 357 
14, 906 
136, 355 
078 | 4,339, 587 
548, 240 


1 75 

850, 755 172,750 

341, 857 764, 3, 641, 023 

92 40 72170 408,701 

West Virginia 627, 887 434, 645 | 1, 001, 414 
Kentucky 802. 359 837, 447 | 1, 361, 

Total Southern States 973, 921 207, 834 | 9, 018, 814 

Sooo ( ((( N 893, 625 787, 024 

Michigan 370, 536 583, 750 107 

nate 482, 208 750, 220 | 1, 231, 686 

Illinois ” 117, 638 929, 410 | 1,311, 998 

Wisconsin 7.780, 050 012, 934 | 1,437, 810 

Minnesota... 2.800, 618 749,912 |’ 509, 940 

TOWS .csk 5, 587, 301 439,698 | 996,714 

Missouri... 6, 599, 688 715,919 | 1,253,840 

Kansas 3,117,016 529,893 | (405,212 

Nebraska.. 2, 452, 518 367, 270, 302 

OOlOPAAG wae eee eoan $ 130 11 | 2,262,503 | 1,015, 974 

Total Western States , 129, 141 16, 748, 067 

California 26, 808, 444 825, 520 | 2, 680, 844 

Sooo. 19, 618, 616 3,733, 237 | 2, 087, 834 

ooo 441,448 799, 41 488,550 

Washing 2o523 cic T75 922, 684 576, 678 

Total Pacific States 10, 280, 902 | 5, 833, 915 

Arizona 522,791 
North Dakota. 292, 

South Dakota.. 239, 280 

2 200.858 

1.951.501 

1, 630, 534 

1, 120, 660 

8,181,717 

. 68, 391, 055 45, 317, 450 


* Washed. 


We find that the entire American wool clip for 1893 amounted to 301,538,133 
pounds of washed and unwashed wool. Its — ranged from 18 to 32 cents 
a pound, and the total clip was worth 868,391,055. A year later, however, the 
average price of wool ranged only from 10 UR to 23 cents per pound, there 
being a loss of from 5 to 9 cents re ound. he total clip at the on e 
of this year was worth only $45,317,459, a total loss to the farmers of 823,073, 

From the tacts supplied as to the clip and the average price per pound, we 
have worked out the total clip and its value in each and every State and 
Territory in the Union. In order to approximate the value per pound of 
wool from each State, it is necessary toaverage the price by estimating the 
amount of fine, medium, and coarse wool, and also in some cases the per- 
centage of washed wool. has been carefully done, and we think the 
values given herewith are as nearly correct as such estimates can be made. 
The farmers have already learned that this free-trade disease which has got 
among their sheep cost them $25,660,013 loss in the actual value of the live 
stock. We have above given them the total clip value at the be of 
1893 and 1804, which showed a loss of $23,073,596 in the value of the wool, thus 
niaking's oe loss to the sheep-raisers of the United States of 848, 783.709. 

But this does not cover the entire wool loss; first, because the nearer we 
have been getting to the time when free trade in wool is to take effect the 
lower has been the price of the American wool quoted, and farmers are nop 
able to obtain 8 nearly as much money for their Wool as they could six 
8 This further loss of money to the farmers we are not able as 
yet to veat. But we have shown that there are 830,960 different sheep- 
owners in the United States, each one of whom 10st $30.88 through the lower 
value in the price of his live sheep since a Democratic President and a 
Democratic Congress controlled the administration of the country; and wo 
further find that each one of these 830,960 farmers lost $27.77 through the de- 
crease in one year in the price of their wool, thus making a total loss to 
every sheep-raiser in the country of 858.65. What fine Democracy this is, 
and how it tallies with the promises of 1892. 

That loss in the value of sheep we have shown to the farmer was worse 
than the scab. loss in the value of wool comes on the top of the free- 


trade scablike a dose ot foot rot. In fact, the present condition of the Amer- 


1894. 


ican sheep is worse than if it were afflicted either with the scab or foot rot, 
or with both. It will take longer to efface the Democratic disease than it 
would to eradicate all trace of either scab or foot rot, or both. 

Look now at the loss in the value of the sheep and the loss in the value of 
the wool in each separate State, given as follows: 


States an Territories. wool. 


Loss in New England. 
% ²˙ ATV 


No ( case . ‘l i 30, 623 
Pennsylvania. ` 885, 
Delaware... 5,217 
Maryland 47,725 
Loss in Middle States 1,901, 491 


249, 200 
138, 641 
66, 788 27, 484 
eorgia 197, 000 136, 325 
MIGHMOR OEREIN D A AE A EAE SE A O AS EEA 66, 788 37, 174 
Alabama 82, 903 112, 820 
Mississip #38, 903 130, 406 
mis: +5, 439 67,189 
Texas 4, 184, 554 2, 123, 930 
Arkansas 191,058 100, 937 
Tennessee x 279, 445 308, 349 
West Virginia 2245, 566 370, 231 
TROON Cor E Aa #443, 904 476, 375 
Loss in Southern States 4,769,159 | 4.279, 021 
4, 557, 180 1,751, 490 
1, 315, 608 1, 309, 643 
Mais Boi 
171, 983 575, 124 
*134, 268 239, 972 
253,042 2, 884 
383, 385 462, 079 
534, 893 124, 681 
97,578 
1, 246, 529 
7, 386, 074 
2, 144, 676 
310, 902 
1, 645, 403 
340, 006 
4, 446, 987 
221, 700 
315, 
1, — 768 
313. 
1,037,618 
713, 148 
4,700, 583 
Loss United States. 25, 660,113 | 23,073,596 


*Gain. 


Every farmer can easily add together these two losses, the loss and value 
of the sheep and the loss and value of the wool, and he will know atonce 
how much money the farmers in his own State have lost altogether since 
the country was cursed with a Democratic istration. Letthe farmer 
— 1 up these losses and just think ot the good times he was promised 
when the free traders were asking for his vote in 1892. Won't he just stir 
up that sheep mixture? 

ow, look at the total loss to the sheep-raisers of the country inthe differ- 
ent sections. In New England the farmers who own sheep lost , 165,264; 
in the Middle States the farmers who raise sheep lost $2,695,152; in the South- 
ern States they lost $9,048,180; in the Western States they lost $17,179,784; in 
the Pacific States they lost $8,874,225; in all other States and Territories 
they lost $8,771,104. pei} a total loss to the sheep farmers of the United 
States of almost 550. 000, 000 from this one farm crop alone. 


Here are the figures: 


Loss by sections. 


New PAIA soins. ant ccs metecenesaunses 2, 165, 264 
ü ee ie, ee — 793, 661 2 bos, 152 
Southern States 9, 048, 180 
Western States 17, 179, 784 
Pacific States 446, 8,874, 225 
All other 4,700,583 | 8,771, 104 

Total United States 23,073,505 | 48, 733, 700 


Nearly $50,000,000 or $58.65 hard cash lost on an average by each farmer in 
the country who was unfortunate enough to own sh when the govern- 
ment of the country was placed in the hands of men who favor foreigners 
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and hate Americans. And this is not all, because to-day's price of wool will 
average Toy 12 cents per pound less than in January, 1 and the value of 
each p is co: ly less, not being worth more than $1.25 on an 
average for the whole country. 

This is the result of the free-wool plague, worse than the scab or the foot 
rot, and worse than both. Make that mixture a little stronger, stir it up 
again, and keep on stirring it, and rub it well into the Democrats next fall; 
apply it strong, very strong, on the first Tuesday in November. 


Mr. POWER. Wool has fallen so that to- day it would be very 
hard to get on an average more than 8 cents per pound net to 
the sheep-growerfor his wool clip. There has been a falling off 
in the average price paid for wool last year compared with the 
average value atthe beginning of the prosop: year. According 
to the tables submitted, the value of the wool clip at the begin- 
ning of the year 1893 and its value at the beginning of 189ishow 
that the loss in New England on wool was $2,165,264, the loss in 
the Middle States $2,695,152, the loss in the Southern States 
$9,048,180, the loss in the Western States $17,179,784, the lossin 
10 arte States $8,874,225, and the loss in all other States 

3 7 . 

Since the time these estimates were made, as I have stated 
the price of wool has still further declined, so that to-day it 
would be difficult to realize more than 8 cents per pound on our 
wool clip. The commercial reports for the last six months will 
bear me out in this statement. x 

This table gives the entire wool clip of the United States for 
1893 as 301,637,102 pounds, valued at $68,391,055. To-day this 
aip, at 8 cents ver pound, would bring $24,130,968, a loss of $44,- 
260,087 to the sheep farmers of the United States, or $53.60 to 
each Sheo ETORO on the value of his wool cìip for 1894 over 
the proce ing year. 

Adding to this the loss on sheep ($72), we find that the actual 
loss to every American sheep farmer is $125.60. 

The table referred to in the article from the Economist gives 
the price of wool January, 1894, for Montana, at 13 cents per 
pound. The price now will not average over 8 cents 12785 pound, 
which shows a difference of 12 cents loss on the pound over 1893. 
The value of the wool clip for 1893 in Montana was $3,539,337. 
Taking the same yield for 1894 (17,696,686 pounds), the value (at 
8 cents per pound) is $1,415,734.88, showing a total loss over the 
preceding year of $2,123,602.32 to the Montana sheepmen, or an 
average loss of $2,500, in round numbers, to each sheep-grower 
in Montana on his wool clip for 1894. The average loss to each 
sheepman in Montana in the value of his flock is $2,100; add to 
this the loss on the value of his wool clip over 1893, $3,500, makes 
a total loss of $4,600 for every sheep-owner in the State. 

The following table shows the loss to the sheep farmer in the 
various States on his sheep, and the present value of his wool: 


Loss by sections. 
Total loss, 

New England 23, 957, 748 
Middle States 11, 504, 108 
Southern States 15, 079, 
Western States. 43, 827, 812 
Pacific States „458, 656 
SS CO ies pe aaa a a 15, 265, 846 

Total United States. 104, 004, 133 


It does seem to me that Democratic Senators in charge of the 
bill and Senators from the Southwest should consider this inter- 
est. They are killing the industries of the whole Northwest, 
and are protecting the manufacturing interests of the whole 
Northeast. It is certainly unnatural and unjust; but, as has 
been stated on this side of the Chamber, there seems to be no 
help for it. One or two votes from the other side of the Cham- 
ber would save this great industry. The Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. BRICE], who is interested in the wool question, the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu], the Senator from California 
[Mr..WHITE], and the Senators from New York have it in their 
power to save this industry. Two votes from the other side of 
the Chamber would accomplish that purpose. 

It has been stated here that if Montana had another Senator 
perhaps something could be done for this great industry, and 
the same has been said of the States of Washington and Wyo- 
ming, which, like Montana, are only represented in part in this 
body. If Montana had elected a Senator this year, he would 
have been a Democrat, and he would naturally do as the Demo- 
cratic Senator from Ohio, the Democratic Senator from Califor- 
nia, the Democratic Senator from North Dakota, and the Dem- 
ocratic Senator from Kansas have done, and be bound by the 
Democratic caucus to vote against the interests of his people. 

It is well known that the trusts are protected by this bill, and 
no doubt will make a great deal of money by its passage. Where 
there are great gains, as in the sugar and lead trusts, some 
other interests must suffer. The 8104, 000, 000 loss in sheep and 
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shows that this ind is the sca: 
1 85 ualize the 
trusts, 


wool, as above indicated. 

goat and must bear the burden which will tend to 

ie in lead products, and in the and whi 
thered and fostered by the Democratic party. 

I know it is useless to offer any ar; ents, andthat the poopie 
of the Northwest will have to Ibido by the will of the Demo- 
cratic party, but I wish to state that the farmers will be heard 
from, and this is the last time that the two Senators, one from 
Missouri and one from Arkansas, will have itin their power to 
strangle the interests of the Western 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

by the Senator from Montana. 
r. POWER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am paired on this question with the 
junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were 
present I should vote yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM. I am with the senior Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE]. If he were here he would vote “yea,” and 
I should vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 33; as follows: 


pro} 


Tam paired 


YEAS—30. 
Aldrich, Dubois, „ Proctor, 

N, 0. Me. guay, 

š inger, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Patton, Shoup, 
Cullom, ey, Peffer, Teller, 
Davis. ins, Per Washhurn. 
Dixon, X Platt, 

Dolph, Jones, Nev. Power, 
NAYS—33. 

Bate, Gorman, McLaur! i 
Berry, Gray, Mills, ay Vest, 
Blanchard, Harris, Mitchell, Wis, Vilas, 

1, Morgan, ‘oorhees, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Murphy, Walsh, 

ke, Jarvis, Pasco, White. 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 

rge, 2 „ Roach, 
Gibson, dsay, Smith, 

NOT VUTING—22, 

Allen, Cameron, Manderson, Squira, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Martin, Stewart, 
Brice, Gordon, Morrill, 3 
5 ie e, 8 = Wolcott. 
Ganda: McPherson, Ransom, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

. T. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 72, in . 279, line 4, after 
the first word on,“ the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
inserted flocks, mungo, shoddy, garnetted waste, and carded 
waste, and carbonized noils, or carbonized wool, and on;” in 
line 7, after the word “ tops,“ the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, struck out“ valued at not more than 35 cents per 
pound, the duty shall be 25,” and inserted 15;“ and in line 9, 
after the word ad valorem” struck out * valued at over 35 


cents per pound, the duty shall be 30 per cent ad valorem;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

279. On flocks, mungo, shoddy, garnetted waste, carded 
carbonized noils, or carbonized w. — 155 wool ort the sheep, 3 
camel, goat, aipaos, or other like animals, in the form of roving, roping, or 
tops, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that the remaining reserved amend- 
ments to the wool schedule may be adopted as a whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire time to look at the schedule be- 
fore 3 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator can offer any amendment he 
chooses hereafter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not so anxious to offer amendments, 
but I desire to be sure that the amendments now pending are 
eon amendments to be ia to the bill; but as I see the 

nator from Rhode Island . ALDRICH] on the other side of 
the Chamber, I shall take word for it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Task unanimous consent that the remaining 
amendments to the wool schedule may be acted upon as a whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it will beso ordered. The question is on con- 
curring in the remainder of the reserved amendments made as 
in Committee of the Whole to the wool schedule. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

Thé SECRETARY. In “Schedule L.—Silks and Silk Goods,” 
in perce rene 298, on page 76, line 25, after the words “combed 
silk,” the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out 
25 cents per pound,” and inserted “20 per cent ad valorem;“ 
in line 3, on page 77, after the word ‘‘description,” struck out 
‘except spun silk, 20 per cent ad valorem,” and inserted the 
word“ and;“ and in line 5, before the words“ per centum,” 
struck out twenty and inserted thirty;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

298. Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste slik, and 
not further advanced or manufactured than carded or combed sillc, 20 per 
cont ad valorem. ‘Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, tram, or- 


a sewing , twist, floss, and silk threads or yarns of every descrip- 
ion, and spun silk in skeins, cops, warps, or on bear ; 


ponent 8, 30 per cent ad va- 

Mr.CHANDLER. I wish to say a word with reference to the 
silk industry. While we do not raise cocoons in this country, 
and therefore import the raw material, the raw silk, I believe 
that California alone, if the 8 were properly developed, 
would supply all the raw silk that is needed for the manufac- 
ture of s n this country; and I trust that one of the first acts 
of the next Republican Congress will be to provide for a bounty 
on the raising of silk-worms and the manufacture of raw silkin 
this country. 

With reference to the manufactures ofsilk, as I have already 
pa some tables showing the pro ress of the cottonand woolen 

ustries, taken from Census Bulletin No. 242, I will present a 

similar table relating to tho silk industry, which, under protec- 
tion, is growing to large proportions. 

I ask that the table may be inserted in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


ya 
ag 
3: 
E 
n 


$291. 88 819, 208, 
388. 66, 88.50 11,917, 153) 46, 351, 


06. 78 RSA —.— 27, 143,517 


73-2 12,549 --..| 2 
17. 917) 42. i 


9, 678, 536) . 17, 122, „304. 40 
17, 875, 430} 84.70) 80, 760, 71/1, 710. 70 
— 


Roe | 18,698, 141 


1 


664, 885 
. 191, 98.40 


ane 10, 170, 1401, 055. 75 


50.200 19; 417; 498 


1894. 
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sa |3 4 
Py 2 
Period. E i a 
< 4 14 
TNO i annk panas aaee $1, 379, 900 3, 189 
1890. | 9, 382, 063) 579. 9, 522) 
Weener case snes 7, O82, 16 6, 333 


per 


Valueofout- 
put 
capita, 


we a Se ieee sl To cece eS 
2,006, 98. 00 395. 22. 00 13 921, 130 5. 728, 828 89. 90 6,198,476) 87. 9, 788, 951/1, 928. 58 
| 95.56 | | 2, 608, 00% 2, 887, 0. T — 


This table, with various others used by me in debate, was pre- 
pared under my direction by Mr. E. N. Hill, of Arkansas, who 
is very competent for the performance of such work. He was a 
‘Confederate officer, and is now not only a lawyer, but a student of 
économie questions, a fluent writer, and a statistician of great 
merit. : 

The table shows the operatives in silk receive larger wages 
ọn the average than those in either of the other textile fabrics, 
ànd that the number has increased in greater 1 

Everything points to the conclusion that with protection con- 
tinued the time would not be distant when the entire demand 
for silk goods could be supplied by the home product. 

One thing we all know resulted from the manufacture of 
silk in this country. Before it was begun the manufacture was 
confined principally to France, Italy, China, and Japan, and 
these countries put whatever prices they chose upon their fab- 
rics. Whilstthe United States is not yeta very large producer, 
what it does produce has caused a large reduction in prices. 

At present the manufacture is confined principally to four 
States—New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, and Connecticut. 
The growth in Pennsylvania 3 the decade was enormous. 

Whilst silk is not a necessary of life, it will always be used 
and there is no reason why its manufacture should not be en- 
courged, as it already provides profitable labor for 50,000 people, 
and that number can be quadrupled even before the home de. 
mand is met. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole to para- 
graph 298, which has been stated. 

The amendment was concurred in. l 

The next reserved amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole was on page 77, to strike out paragraph 299, as follows: 
A 299. Velvets, plushes, chenilles, or other pile fabrics, 45 per cent ad va- 

orem. 

And insert; 

299, Velvets, chenilles, or other pile fabrics, $1.50 per pound; plushes, 81 
per pound; but in no case shall the foregoing articles pay a less rate of duty 
than 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest tothe Senator from Missouri that 
there should be some designation there as to the material of 
which these plushes are composed. There may some trouble 
arise if that is not done. The language is Velvets, chenilles, 
or other pile fabrics,” so much per pound. They are composed 
sometimes of silk,sometimes of mohair, and sometimes of cot- 
ton and other materials. There should be inserted the words, 
‘© composed of silk, or of which silk is the component material 
of chief value.” 

Mr. VEST. Those wordsought to ba inserted. 

Mr“FRYE. That would apply also to “* plushes,” beginning 
in line 8, after the semicolon. 

Mr. VEST. After the words pile fabrics,” in line 8, I move 
to insert composed of silk, or of which silk is the component 
of chief value; andafter the word ‘‘ plushes,” in the same line, 
to insert the same words. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 299, on page 77, line 8, it is 
proposed to amend the amendment made as in Committee of the 

ole by inserting after the words pile fabrics,” the words 
„composed of silk, or of which silk is the component of chief 


value; and after the word e e in the same line, to insert 
s: composed of silk, or of w 
value. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The next reserved amendment made as in Committee of the 


ch silk is the component of chief 


Whole was, in paragraph 300, on page 77, line 15, before the words 
‘í per cent,” tostrike out ‘‘forty and insert forty-five;“ soas to 


make the paragraph read: 
300. Webbinzs, e braces, beltings, bindings, braids, gal- 
loons, fringes,cords, tassels, any of the foregoing which are elastic or non- 


elastic, buttons and ornaments, made of silk, or of which silk is the com- 
ponent material of chief value, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next reserved amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole was, in paragraph 301, on page 77, before the word ‘‘cloth- 
ing” in line 20, to insert nettings and veilings;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

301. Laces and articles made wholly or in part of lace, and embroideries, 
——— or one embroi 8 by —_ S paon A 8 
made, and articles of wearing Spoo of every description, inclu ‘exit 
goods made up or manufactured wholly or in part by the taflor, seamstress, 
or manufacturer, composed of silk, or of which silk is the component ma- 
terial of chief value, and beaded silk goods, not specially pro for in this 
act, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The next reserved amendment was, on page 38, paragraph 307, 
line 18, before the words ‘‘tissue paper,” to strike out all,“ and 
in line 21, before the words per cent,” to strike out twenty- 
five” and insert ‘‘ thirty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

307. Papers known commercially as r, filte , Silver 
pper, and isa paper, waite, Bina or gre mado p E COPY 
per cent ad N ae : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. After the word ‘ form,” in line 20, 
I move to strike out the word ‘‘and ” and insert 35 per cent 
ad valorem,” and after the word paver: in line 21, to insert 
the words and writing paper and envelopes, embossed, en- 
graved, printed, or ornamented.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was concurred in. 

Tho next reserved amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole was to insert as a new paragraph the following: 

3183. Coal, bituminous and shale, 40 cents per ton; coalslack or cuim, such 
as will pass through a half-inch sereen, 15 cents per ton. 

Mr. HILL. I desire a vote upon the insertion of that para- 
graph. I do not propose to take up the time of the Senate with 
any lengthy discussion of this question. The Senate understands 
my views upon it. I think that coal should be placed upon the 
free list. I think so because itis one of the raw materials which 
we have declared for many years should be placed upon the free 
list. The House so considered it, and the House passed the 
Wilson bill, and in that respect it was clearly a Democratic 
measure. s 

I hold in my hand an elaborate article taken from the North 
American Review of last February, wherein the distinguished 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] argues this question far more 
ably than I can. He says the work must not stop with coal and 
ore, but it must be extended to all raw materials. Perhaps that 
is stretching the doctrine a little too far; but to the extent to 
which we pledged ourselves I am r to go. 

Mr. President, I think if coal were put upon the free list it 
would perfect this bill; it would make it better; and I think it 
is in the interest of true Democracy that this amendment should 
be rejected. I do not ra of course, that it will be rejected, 
but I call for the yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is an additional reason why coal 
should bə put upon the free list beyond the promises that were 
made in various ways by the Senator from [Mr. MILLS], 
and that is the fact that a syndicate has been organized in New 
York, composed of capitalists of large means, many of them, I 
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suppose, Republicans, but mainly composed of distinguished 
8 high in the councils of thelr party, who desire to 
help forward the sake of political and economic action ad- 
yoeated by the Senator from Texas. They bought large mines 
in Nova Scotia, and are prepared to put in force in New Eng- 
land this great boon to the New England industries, which was 

romised the owners of those industries by the Senator from 

'exas; they have invested their capital in this work, and they 
will receive a great ace pee aie if the Senate changes the 
Wilson bill, which gave them the opportunities they sought, and 
puts a duty upon coal. y 

Notwithstanding these large expectations of the Nova Scotia 
coal syndicate, I am forced to vote for a duty on coal, because I 
believe that coal is entitled to protection, that the. owners of 
coal mines are entitled to protection, and that the hardy toilers 
in the mines of this country are entitled to be protected from 
coal’ mined by those who receive the low wages which prevail 
in Nova Scotia. 

This whole question of the tariff is a question of wages; and 
high wages the Republican party is determined to secure for 
the workmen of America if protective duties will enable them 
to secure to those workmen high wages. : 

Therefore, notwithstanding the Nova Scotia coal syndicate, 
I oppose the Senator from New York, and I join the Senator 
from Texas in putting ona duty, an insufficient duty to be sure, but 
a duty which will afford some measure of protection to the coal 
mines of this coun: 

Tho VICE-PRESİDENT. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. i 

Mr. HILL. As I understand, the question simply arises on 
concurring in the amendment made as in Committes of the 
Whole. That will bring up the question, I think, and those in 
favor of free coal will vote in the negative. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is correct; the ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], but if he were 
3 I am satisfied he would vote the same way as I do, and 

therefore vote. I vote yea.“ 

‘The roll call was concluded. 

The result was announced—yeas 57, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—57. 
Aldric! Dolph, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Allison, Dubois, ge, Y, 
Bate, Faulkner, McLaurin, om, 
Blackburn, Frye, McMillan, Roach, 
Blanchard, George, Manderson, Show 
Caffery, Gibson, ar Smit) 
Call, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Teller, 
Carey. Gray, Mitchell, ur ple, 
Chandler, Harris. 0 Vest. 
Cockreil, Hawley, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Coke, gins, co, Walsh. 
Callom, oar, Patton, White. 
Daniel, Hunton, Piatt, 
Davis, Jarvis, Power, 
Dixon, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 

NAYS—4. 
Allen, Irby, Mills, Peffer, 
Hin, Kyle, J 

NOT VOTING—Ņ. 

Ber Gordon, Palmer, Vilas, 
Brice, Hale, Perkins, Washburn, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Camden, Jones, Nev. Sherman, Wolcott. 
Cameron, McPherson, Squire, 
Gallinger, Morrill, Stewart, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to strike out paragraphs 339, 340, 341, 
and 342, and to insert as paragraph 501 the following: 

All leather and manufactures of leather shall be exempt from duty. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike 5 339, 
340, 341, and 342, and to insert as paragraph 5014, in the free 

list, the following: 

All leather and manufactures of leather. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the amendment 
8 by the Senator from Kansas. 

e amendment was rejected. 

Nr. FRYE. Has the amendment in paragraph 339 been con- 
curred in? I understood the Presiding Officer to say that that 
paragraph had been reserved. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment referred to will 
be stated from the desk. 

The SECRETARY. In 8 339, Iine 24, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, struck out “five” before the words 
per cent” and inserted ten;“ so as to read: 

839. Sole leather, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next reserved amendment made as in Committee of th 
Whole was on page 86, paragraph 341, in line 7, before the word 
„per centum,” to strike out “ fteen ” and insert“ twenty;” 
line 10, before the words“ per cent,” to strike out “fifteen ” an 
insert ‘‘twenty;” and in line 13, before the words per cent,” 
strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ twenty;” so as to make thé 
paragraph read: 

$41, Calfskins, tanned, or tanned and dressed, dressed upper leather, in- 
cluding patent, enameled, and japanned leather, dressed or undressed, and 
finished; chamois or other skins not specially enumerated or provided 2 
in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem; bookbinders’ calfskins, kangaroo, shee 
and goat skins, including lamb and kid skins, dressed and finished, 20 
cent ad valorem; skins for morocco, tanned but unfinished, 10 per cent 
valorem; pianororto leather and 1 action leather, 20 per cent ad 
valorem; ts and shoes, made of leather, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offered an amendment on Friday last to in- 
sert a paragraph to be considered as 2624 on the dutiable list, 
which I should like to have acted upon now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr, ALLISON. That amendment is not in order, Mr. Presi- 
dent. New amendments are not in order until the reserved 
amendments are dis d of. 

Mr. ALLEN. This was areserved amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, This was a reserved amendment, 
as the Chair understands. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was nota reservedamendment, because it 
was not an amendment agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. 
It therefore must be offered anew in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska later for the purpose of offering the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I meant to reserve paragraph 
410. Ik it has not been reserved, I wish to have it treated as 
reserved long enough to ask the committee whether they have 
devised any better language than the phrase books and peri- 
odicals devoted to original scientific research.” That is a most 
unmeaning phrase, I think. I have received some communica- 
tions from persons of high authority on such subjects since the 
paragraph was considered in Committee of the Whole. The 
suggestion was made that perhaps the Senator from Missouri 
ou’ consult with the committee and try to substitute a better 
phrase. 

Mr. VEST. I confess I have not done so; I have been so busy 
about other matters that I have not had the time. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not detain the Senate by discussing the 
matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me suggest to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that this whole paragraph will be open to amendment 
in conference. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I was about to say. I was about to 
say that I have not myself any language in mind which would 
accomplish the result, but that I hope, if it goes over now, the 
Senator will understand that the Senate does not adopt this lan- 
guage as being satisfied with it. I hope in conference we shall 
be able to get the matter in proper shape. 

Mr. GRAY. Would not striking out the word original“ 
meet the Senator's view? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think the phrase devoted to scientifia 
research ” would amount to anything. I shall let the matter 
pass for the present. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not satisfied with the language myself, and 
shall endeavor to arrange it suitably. Ishall be glad to have 
any suggestion about it. 

Mr. HOAR. Imerely wanted to call attention to it now. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I desire to say that my attention has been 
called to this by important book publishers, who call attention 
to the fact that the t2rm “scientific research” is a very mis- 
leading term, and, worse than that, that it would be very diffi- 
cult of application in the actual business of the Government. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not know that I understand the para 
graph, but what harm would there be in striking out devote 
to original scientific research“? 

Mr. GRAY. Strike out the whole of it. 

Mr. DOLPH. And let it stand ‘scientific books and periodi- 
cals.” I suppose that it was meant to cover books used by per- 
sons who are investigating scientific questions. I do not know 
why, if books are used for educational purposes, they should not 
also be subject to the same duty. 

Mr. VEST. I think it would be a good idea to strike out the 
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words devoted to original scientific research,” and then we can Mr. ALLEN. I Pone to amend this paragraph by pig, 


adjust the matter in conference. 
r. ALLISON. Let that be done. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not object to its being done now tenta- 
tively, but the adoption of that amendment will make the para- 
graph very much worse than it is now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the Chair). 
Will the Senator from Missouri be kind enough to restate his 
proposition? 

r. VEST. My proposition is to strike out the words inline 
2, devoted to original scientific research,” so to leave the 
matter open in conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed on page 97, line 2, paragraph 
410, to strike out the words ‘‘devoted to original scientific re- 
search;” so as to read: 

410. Books, engravings, photographs, bound or unbound, etchings, music, 
maps, and charts, which shall have been printed more than twenty years at 
the date of importation, and all hydrographic charts, and scientific books 
and 8 and publications issued for their subscribers by scientific 
and lite associations or academies, or publications of individuals for 
gratuitous private circulation, and public documents issued by foreign gov- 
ernments. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will not insist on that now 
because that would lead to debate. It is a new proposition, and 
the Senator will see that it involves very much indeed. 

Mr. VEST. My only object was to leave it to the conference 
committee, so that the whole matter will be open. 

Mr. HOAR. That was my object. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. Iam satisfied with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment, the Chair un- 
derstands, is withdrawn. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
next reserved amendment, 

The SECRETARY. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
on page 109, 5 575, line 22, before the word“ profes- 
sional,” struck out the word“ such;“ in the same line, after the 
word “productions,” inserted whether round or in relief;“ in 
line 24, after the word “sculpture,” struck out ‘ only” and in- 
serted and the word ‘ painting,’ as used in this act shall not 
be understood to include such as are made wholly or in part by 
stenciling or other mechanica! process;” so as to make the par- 
agraph read: 

675. Painting, in oil or water colors, original drawings and sketches, and 
artists’ proofs of etchings and engra „and statuary, not otherwise pro- 
vided for in this act, but the term ‘‘statuary"' as herein used shall be un- 
derstood to include o 1 productions whether round or in re- 
lief, in marble, stone, alabaster, wood, or metal, of a statuary or sculptor, 
and the word painting,“ as used in this act, shall not be understood to in- 
clude san as are made wholly or in part by stenciling or other mechanical 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. KYLE. I inquire if a vote has been taken on paragraph 
575. I believe I made a reservation there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota perhaps did not note that the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole was concurred in, in the absence of objec- 
tion; but if there be objection it will stand open. 

Mr. KYLE. I move to strike out the whole of paragraph 575. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota moves to strike out paragraph 575, which has just been 


read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that is not in order now, as that 
is not an amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. It 
will be in order later. 

Mr. MILLS. We can dispose of it by voting on it. 

The PRESIDING OF FICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. ALLEN. I reserved an amendment to the same para- 
graph, 575. In Committee of the Whole I offered an amendment 
as a substitute, placing paragraph 575 in the free list. I ask 
that it be taken up and considered now. It is the provision of 
the McKinley act. 

Mr. FRYE. These amendments are not now in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I made that suggestion a few moments ago. 

Mr. FRYE. They will be in order as soon as the reserved 
amendments are disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood there 
was no objection to the Senator calling attention to the point. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Weare proceeding under an order of the 
Senate, and I think we had better proceed in regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, e Senator from Nebraska 
wiil have an opportunity to offer his amendment later. 

Mr. ALLEN. The amendment I wish to offer is among the 
reserved amendments. It was reserved by me expressly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand 
that it is proposed to amend the paragraph. 
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it out and substituting the provision of the McKinley act, and 
reserved it expressly. 

Mr. FRYE. That does not make it in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If that is the purpose of the 
Senator, the Chair will hold that it is in order. 

Mr. HOAR. How can it be iu order? Itisanewamendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
N from Nebraska reserved the right to amend this para- 
graph. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand, i the Chair will pardon me, that 
what are spoken of as reserved amendments, that is, amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole, are now being dealt 
with under the order of the Senate, and the notice that the Sen- 
ator reserved the right to offer a new amendment—a right 
which he had even if he had not given notice and had not re- 
served—does not bring the amendment into this period of time. 
It comes up when the Senator makes hisnew motion. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska does not simply ask a vote on the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole, but proposes a new 
amendment to strike out and insert. That comes later; not 
now. 

Mr.DOLPH. The bill is in the Senate, and is subject toamend- 
ment as it was in Committee of the Whole. hen the bill 
comes from the Committee of the Whole to the Senate the ques- 
tion is, Shall the amendments which have been made as in 
Committee of the Whole be concurred in in the Senate. The 
custom is, unless some Senator wants a separate vote on an 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, to adopt the 
amendments thus made as a whole in the Senate; but if a Sena- 
tor wants a separate vote, he indicates that by reserving certain 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. Therefore 
the reserved amendments are the committee amendments now 
in the bill, which must first be acted upon if there is objection. 
After they are disposed of, any amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and yoted on and lost, may be offered and 
voted upon in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
order heretofore followed has been in the line suggested by the 
Senator from Nebraska, as when the sugar schedule was under 
consideration there were motions made to strike out and insert, 
and Senators desiring to offer amendments were not confined to 
the amendments theretofore offered to that particular schedule. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendments to the sugar schedule, my 
recollection is, transcended what I understand to be the rule of 
the Senate, but they were offered and acted upon by consent. 
There is nothing clearer to my mind than that the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska at this time is not in 
order. The only question is upon the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole; will the Senate amend that amend- 
ment, not the whole paragraph, or concur in it without amend- 
ment. When we have gone through with the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole, and have concurred or noncon- 
curred in them, then every line of the bill from the first to the 
last is amendable, and the motion of the Senator from Nebraska 
will be perfectly in order at that time, but it is not now. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Tennessee seems to think 
EGN did not reserve this amendmentas in Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. FRYE. That does not make any odds. 

Mr. ALLEN. The amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole was to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator offered it, but the Committee of 
the Whole did not agree to it, and therefore it is not now under 
consideration in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, every amendment that the com- 
mittee has offered has been followed in identically this way. 
Every schedule that has been considered has been treatedin that 


way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Nebraska 
will pardon the Chair, the Chair, following the plan heretofore 
adopted, entertained the amendment; but upon careful consid- 
eration, the present occupant of the Chair is of opinion that the 
Senator from Nebraska can offer the amendment later; but the 
Senate will now proceed with the amendments adopted as in 
Committee of the Whole. The question before the Senate isin 
relation to the amendment to paragraph 575, which has been read 
and acted upon, but which was reopened on the request of the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE]. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLEN. I now move to strike out paragraph 575. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At this time the Chair holds 
it is not in order so to do. The next reserved amendment will 
be read. The Chair will state that the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] reserved the consideration of certain amendments with 
reference to the wood schedule, 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to have the reserved 

amendmentsall disposed of. Section 5, on page 124, was reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That section has not been 
reached, the Chair will state to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 676, which is in the wood 
schedule, line 12, I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out the words ‘‘or dressed.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole will first be stated, and then the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The SECRETARY. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
on page 119, nee 676, line 11, after the word ‘* lumber,” 
inserted the words“ rough or dressed, except boards, plank, 
deals, and otherlumber of cedar, lignum- vito, lancewood, ebony, 
box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other 
cabinet woods,” so as to make the paragraph read: 

676. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, ex- 
cept boards, plank, deals and other lumber of cedar, lignum-vite, lance- 
wood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other 
cabinet woods. 

The amendment proposed by Mr..ALLISON was in line 12, 
alter the word“ rough,” to strike out or dressed.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment made 
us in the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next reserved 3 pete si ie ee p: of the 
Whole was, on page paragra: 5, ter the word 
‘Cwaste,” to 2 — out “rags, and flocks, including,” and to in- 
sert 3 waste, roving waste, ring waste, and;“ in line 4, 
after the word ‘‘ wool,” to insert ‘‘all the foregoing not other- 
wise herein provided for;” and, beginning in line 5, to strike 
out the following proviso: 

Provided, That this paragraph shall take effect on and after August 2, 1804. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 


685. All Wool ot the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, ‘alpaca, and other like 
animals, 


waste, and all waste, or 8 
going not otherwise hero: 


The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert as a-substitute for 
the part printed in italics in section 5, what I-send to the Secre- 
tary's desk. Before that is read, however, I move to insert af- 
ter the word origin,“ in line 16, the words“ and the quantity 
of their contents.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 124, section 5, line 16, after the 
word origin,“ it is proposed to insert and the quantity of 
their contents;” so as to read: 


Src. 5. That all articles of fo: 


manufacture, such as are usually or 
ordinarily marked, stamped, bran 


„or labeled, and all packages contain- 
ing such or other imported articles, shall, res ly, be plainly: marked, 
stamped, branded, or labeled in legible E words, so as to indicate the 
country of their origin and the quantity of their contents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that amendment, 
but I wanta yea-and-nay vote upon the free-wool clause just 
passed over. 

Mr. FRYE. We can move to strike that out when we get 
through with the committee amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire a vote by yeas and nays on that 


5 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the 
amendment ee by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoN Es]. 
The amendment was d to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole to the paragraph will now be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 124, section 5, line 16, after the 
word and,“ the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck 
out unless“ and inserted ‘‘until;” in line 18, after the word 
ttim r,” it struck out except under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, ” and inserted 
“and if any article of imported merchandise or the packages 
con the same s be marked, stamped, branded, or 
labeled with a quantity in excess of said merchandise, then the 
same shall not be delivered to the importer until the false mark- 
ig oes shall be totally removed or effaced.” 
r. JONES of Arkansas. I now offer the amendment which 
I have sent to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It.is p to amend the amendment 
mude as in Committee of the ole by striking out, 


in line 19 with the words “ and if any article of imported mer-. 
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ask whether it is in order to object to de 


and ending with the words ‘‘removed or effaced,” in 


chan 
line 24, and inserting: 
Should any article of imported merchandise be marked, stamped, branded, 
measurement in 


or labeled -s0 as to indi ate a quantity, number, or ex- 
cess of the quantity, number, or measurement actually contained in such 
tank Stamp, brau, orlabel- ao . tangs le ed fo as TS 
conform to.the real tacts of the ens. a sh iaiia 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that the word ‘‘real” before the 
word facts“ might as well be omitted. If they be facts, of 
course they are real facts.“ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I accept that modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be modi- 
fied accordingly. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
mentas modified to the amendment 80 as Committee of 
the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLEN. Paragraph 686 has been passed over, and at 
that point an amendment was to have been offered. It was of- 
fered when the bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. Lsend the amendment to the desk and ask to have it 


reat, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not in order yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read 
for information. The Chair has no knowledge of the contents 
of the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM, If it is a new amendment it is not in order. 

Mr. ALLEN. It should be paragraph 636. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not under- 
stand the Senator from Nebraska to have stated whether the 
amendment proposed is an amendment to the paragraph or a 
substitute for it. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is to come in as a new paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentwill bestated. 

The SECRETARY. Add as a new paragraph: 


633}. All wire imported exclusively for feneing shall be admitted free of 
duty under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 


Mr. ALLISON. That is a new amendment. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the mat- 
‘ter will be over for the present. The Chair will state to 
the Senator from Nebraska that the amendment is not in order 
at this time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to be heard for a moment. This 
amendment was considered when the bill was as in Committee 
of the Whole. The question of free wire was taken up and dis- 
cussed; and it was determined by the committee, and distinctly 
stated by the Senator from Arkansas |Mr. JoNps|, who has this 
matterincharge, that wire was to be upon the free list, and 
that he would formulate a paragraph and offer it at the proper 
time. Itwas among the reserved aphs mentioned by him 
yesterday. The whole question was fully and:fairly considered 

y the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and Was reserved. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment which was offered by the 
Senator from Nebraska in relation to barbed wire is in the bill 
and the request was made for a separate vote upon that item, 
which has not yet been taken. It will be taken up when the 
other reserved amendments have been gone through with. It 
was passed over yesterday. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply wish to call attention to the fact that 
like every other amendment which has been considered in this 
Chamber to-day it was considered by the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole and was reserved. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nebraska did ask the 
Senator from Arkansas, there having been a vote that barbed 
wire should be free, whether he intended to propose a suitable 
clause to be added to the free list, and I certainly understood 
the Senator from Arkaasas to say that he was prepared to com- 

lete the arrangement. But this is not the proper time, I un- 
T EEY to do this thing. The Senate is now considering the 
reserved amendments, After those are considered, of course, 
it will be in order, and it will be the duty of the Senator from 
Arkansas to move to add to the free list the words which the 
Senator from Nebraskadesires and understands are to be added 
to the free list. I did not understand that it is in order to doso 
at this time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas rose. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFIC There is no question before the 
Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I object to further debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pointof order is sustained. 
The Secretary will state the next reserved amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to rise to a question of order. I 
te after a Senator 
has finished his remarks? 
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Mr. FRYE. I saw another Senator on the floor at the moment. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to make an in 
I wish to state that at some suitable time I shall call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the proviso found on page 28, at the end 
of para h 124, in respect to barbed wire. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is what we have been talking 
about. 
Mr. PALMER. I am not so familiar with the rules of the 
Senate as to know when that ought to be done. I am very 
anxious to have that considered. I do not want to be fore- 
closed. I wish Senators who are, familiar with the rules to 
inform me at what time I may properly call up that proviso. _ 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from Illinois 
that that was one of the reserved amendments, and it has 


not yet been dof. It was postponed a day or two since 
in the absence of the Senator from Illinois who has just addressed 
the Senate. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, ə 171, line 13, after the 
words ‘‘ninety-five” the Senate as in Committee of the Whole 
inserted and until the Ist day of January, 1900;” and in the 
same line, after the word ‘ be,” it inserted the word ‘‘assessed;” 
so as to read: 

That from and after the Ist day of January, 1895, and until the Ist day of 
January, 1900, there shall be assessed, levied, collected, and paid annually 
upon the gains, profits, and income, etc. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thenextreserved amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, line 15, after the word “ in- 
come,” the Senate as in Committee of the Whole struck out 
the words: 

Of every person residing in the United States, or any citizen of the United 
States resi abroad, derived in each preceding calendar year. 

And inserted: 

ived in the eding calon: r citizen of the United 
States, whether NE at home amet 45 and every person residing 
Ti 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest thata vote be taken on concur- 
rig: in all the amendments to the income-tax sections, except 
such as Senators desire to reserve. 

Mr. HILL. I do not care so far as [ am concerned to take the 
time of the Senate upon concurr in the amendment already 
made. The amendments to which 
of the Senate will come up subsequently. I have no objection 
to all the amendments to the income tax provisions being 
adopted pro forma. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri to page 181, line 4, in which 
a section is described as section 56. As that section now stands 
it is section 29. 

Mr. VEST. That is on account of the changes? 

Mr. ALLISON, It is on account of the changes 29 should 
be inserted instead of 56“ after the word section.“ 

Mr. VEST. Let that c e be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The Senator from Missouri 
moves to strike out 56“ and insert 29 in line 4, page 181, so 
as to read: 

And complying with the provisions of section 29 of this act. 

Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and that amend- 
ment will be made. 

Mr. McCLAURIN. As I understood the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, it is that all amendments to the in- 
come tax provisions shall be considered as adopted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, not as adopted, but that they shall 
all be voted on at once. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. There is one of those provisions which I 
have asked to reserve for a se te vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. re is a verbal correction which 
I ask unanimous consent to have made at this time. On page 
73, paragraph 282, in making a motion some days since tostrike 
out certain words, the words ‘‘and felts for” were stricken out, 
which should not have been done. Merely the words ‘‘ paper- 
maker's use and ” should have been stricken out; so as to read: 

On a hats of wool, and flannels for underwear and felts for print- 


Lask that that correction be made. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
onthe Sg. In line 4, paragraph 282 
e SECRETARY. e 4, par: © 73, after the 
word wear,“ restore the ork and felts for,” s and strike out 
the words paper-maker's use and;” so as to read: 
And felts for printing machines, etc. 


uiry for information. |. 


desire to call the attention: 


The amendment was d to. 

Mr. McLAURIN. What became of the reserved amendment 
on page 173? Has not that been reached? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 55, page 173, after the words 
8 5 8 States,” the Senate as in Committee of the Whole in- 
serted: 

Not including the salary of the President of the United States and the 
judges of the courts of the United States, but. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McLAURIN. This is an amendment which was offered 
by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and ac- 
cepted by the committee. No vote was taken on it as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. I trust that the Senate will not concurin 
the amendment. It proceeds upon the assumption that Con- 
gress has no power to tax the President of the United States 
and the judges as other people are taxed. This assumption is 
derived, so far as the judges are concerned, from the following 
section of the Constitution: 

The jud both of the Supreme and inferior courts, shall hold their 
offices — — good behavior, and shall, at stated times, receive for their 
services a compensation which shall not be diminished during their con- 
tinuance in office. 

I grant that if this is an effort to diminish the compensation 
of judges or to diminish the compensation of the President of 
the United States, either directly or indirectly, it could not bo 
done; it would be in contravention of this provision of the Con- 
stitution of the United States; but it is not an effort either in- 
directly or directly to diminish the compensation which they 
have received. It is to require the judges of the courts and the 
President of the United States to pay taxes like other people 
pay them, It never entered the minds of the framers of the 

nstitution, as I conceive, that those persons should be ex- 
empt from the payment of taxes as other men pay taxes. It 
was only intended that the compensation which should be given 
by law to the judges of the courts should not be diminished 
during their continuance in office. Of course if it can not bo 
done directly it can not be done indirectly. 

So of the President of the United States. But it was never 
conceived that on account of this provision of the Constitution 
they should be exempt from paying taxes as other men pay them. 
When they received com tion for their services to the coun- 


try as judges or as President it is part of their income just ex- 


actly as theclerk in the store or the bookkeeper'’s income is made 
up in part of the compensation he receives for his services. 

One of the fundamental principles of the Government is that 
there shall be no class legislation. 

The very first declaration of a self-evident truth made by the 
framers of the Declaration of Independence is that all men are 
created equal. It was not intended by the framers of the Con- 
stitution or the founders of our Government to say that this 
class of men shall be exempt from the payment of taxes. It was 
not intended to say that one classof men should beexempt. On 
thecontrary,itwasintended tosay that all men should be put upon 
an equal footing, but only that the salary of the President of 
the United States and the salary of the judges of the courts of 
the United States should not be diminished during their con- 
tinuance in office. : 

It has been a favorite doctrine of the Democratic party as I 
have understood it and have heard it declared all my life that 
there should be no discrimination; that there should be noclass 
legislation; that when this provision is undertaken to be incor- 
porated upon the statute books of the United States, I for one 
want to enter my solemn protest against it. It is the veriest 
class legislation. It is true the amount of tax from this income 
will be small, but so was the amount of the tax small which was 
required to be paid upon tea in 1775, and yet it was the cause of 
the independence of this country and its separation from the 
British Empire. 

I trust that the Democratic party, which will be held respon- 
sible for the legislation contained in this bill, will not be the 
first party to foist upon the statute books of the country plain 
class legislation. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I wish to adda word to what 
has been stated so well by the Senator from Mississippi. I am 
pleased to know that he has asked the Senate to strike out this 
particular from the bill. I had it encircled around 
myself for the same purpose. 

The constitutional provision which . that the salaries 
of the judges of the courts shall not be diminished during their 
term of service is specific in its terms, and there can be no mis- 
taking the meaning of the language. The Congress is prohib- 
ited from diminishing their salaries by direct legislation or in 
any other way that would affect the salaries. It is not to be 


| presumed that it was the intention of the framers of the Consti- 
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tution to relieve any class of citizens from bearing their proper 
proportion of the burdens of taxation, We are now trying to 
enforce a system of just taxation, so that every man and ever: 
woman in the country whose income exceeds $4,000 a year sh 
pay a Certain percentage on the excess. There can be no fairer 
system of taxation than that except the graduated system. 

I believe that when a case of this kind is taken to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, if it ever is, that court will be unani- 
mous, notwithstanding it affects the members of that exalted 
tribunal, in holding that no citizen of the United States shall be 
exempt from taxation unless expressly excepted by statute. 
That is the point which I understand the Senator from Missis- 
sippi has made. n 

HILL. Mr. President, this whole question was very fully 
discussed the other day; and while the Senate of the United 
States sometimes does some very peculiar things I do not sup- 
pose it is prepared to reverse itself within a single week. The 

ropriéty, in the first place, of exempting the salaries of the 
Judges of the courts of the United Statesis very apparent. The 

nator from Mississippi admits that Congress has no right, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to diminish the compensation of the United 
States judges appointed for life when the Constitution says that 
such compensation shall not be diminished during their term of 


office. 

Mr. McCLAURIN. Will the Senator from New York allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I do not admit that Congress has no power 
to require judges to list their salaries as a portion of their in- 


come just as other people do. 
upon words. In the first 


Mr. HILL. That is a mere play 
place, the salary is established by Congress, and the Constitu- 


tion says it shall not thereafter be changed during their contin- 
uance in office. This is simply an effort by Congress, not by the 
ordinary means and methods of taxation, but ty the peculiar 

cies of taxation known as an income tax, to tax the salaries 
of these individuals and thus compel them to pay directly back 
tothe Government a portion of the compensation which they re- 
ceive. Itis indirectly taking away from them the very com- 

nsation which the Constitution contemplated should not bə 
Alminished. 

Mr. President, this is not a new question. Away back in 1863, 
under the old odious income tax from which the country then 
suffered, the question arose. I hold in my hand a copy of a let- 
ter written by Roger B. Taney, Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, to Salmon P. Chase, Secretary of 
the Treasury, in which he disagrees with 2 proposition now 
presented by the Senator from Mississippi. He holds that it is 
an attempt to reduce the compensation of the judges. It was a 
delicate matter for the court; it will be a delicate matter again. 

But, if there was no question of right under the law, as a ques- 
tion of propriety, those judges ought not to be called upon to 
pass upon the question. The compensation which they derive 
was intended not to be disturbed, not to be diminished during 
their continuance in office. It was not intended that they should 
be exempt from ordinary taxation, but this is a special tax- 
ation based upon the amount of their income. How can the 
question be raised in the courts? It affects the salaries of the 
judges of the highest court in the land. Whata spectacle it 

ould be for those judges to be haggling over the income tax 
upon a question raised under the Constitution. I do not know 
how itcan be properly presented to the court, because all the 
judges will be interested. We owe it to this other branch of 
our Government that they shall be relieved from this burden. 

The same reasons which urge the exemption of the judges of 

. the courts of the United States require that the salary of our 
President shall also be exempt. The same language is em- 
ployed in the Constitution of the United States, and the same 
reasons exist. We have provided that a certain sum shall be 
paid to the President for his services to our country. The the- 
ory is that it shall not be disturbed, that it shall not be dimin- 
ished, that it shall not be aifected by legislation; and yet, by 
this indirect method of taking back from him, not in general. 
taxation, but by a pretense of special taxation, you invade the 
Constitution of your country. 

Mr. President, by the very terms of the bill which the Sena- 
tor from AT seems anxious to vote for, the salaries of all 
the judges of the State courts are exempt, the salary of every 
county officer in the United States is exempt, the salary of every 
municipal officer exceeding $4,000 isexempt. That is class leg- 
islation which is inherent in the bill; and itis a pretty poor 
time at this late day to come forward and say 185 ought not to 
pa this bill because it is class legislation. It is inherent in 

e measure and you can not avoid it. 

Mr. President, as a matter of right, asa matter of constitu- 
tional law, as a matter of propriety, this provision should re- 


main in the bill. It is about the only portion of the bill that I 
am peas to approve so far as the income-tax feature is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me one 
moment? I am about to leave the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. With one exception, I wish to put on record my 
entire ak Nhs of what has been said by the Senator from 
New York and what is said in Chief Justice Taney’s letter, 
which was put upon the files of the Senate the other day. The 
Chief Justice says, as the Senator from New York repeats, that 
every member of the court being interested they could not 
properly determine the constitutionality of this matter if we 
were toerr and should undertake to reduce the salary in this 
indirect way. I wish to express my dissent from that proposi- 
tion, and I think the dissent ought to be recorded now, if the 
question should ever come up in the future. 

I understand that each Department of the Government is en- 
trusted with the constitutional authority in its own sphere of 
protecting its own constitutional functions and powers; I con- 
ceive that it would be the duty of the President of the United 
States to interpose his veto to a measure which trenched upon 
the executive power under the Constitution, and that for the 
pense of his office, if we undertake to tax hissalary, it would 

his duty to veto the bill on that sole ground. 

I conceive that if the question came before the court it would 
not be the little individual tax of the particular judge, but it 
would be the protection of the constitutional independence and 
authority and dignity of the office. Certainly it can not be un- 
dignified for the judges of the Supreme Court to protect their 
own constitutional right by their decision, especially when we 
remember that the Constitution lodges in the legislative bodies 
the power of fixing their own salaries in the first instance. It 
would be a very singular thing if the Constitution had commit- 
ted to the Senate and House of Representatives the right to 
raise their own salaries without limit,and at the same time had 
denied to the Supreme Court or to the President of the United 
States the power to check a law which unconstitutionally re- 
duces theirs. 

With that exception, Mr. President, I cordially agree with 
what has been said by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Now I am prepared— 

To hear the watch-dog’s honest bark, 
Bay deep-mouth’d welcome as we draw near home. 

Laughter. ] 

r. HARRIS. Iam grateful to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts for his parting flying shot. I rose only to say that this 
amendment was never considered by the Committee on Finance 
or recommended by that committee, and for myself, as a mem- 
ber of the committee, I shall vote against concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. My speechis 


made. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays on concurringin 
the amendment. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I just want to speak a few 
words in reply to the Senator from New York. The letter to 
which he referred is not the decision of the Supreme Court, 
but it is an extrajudicial opinion of one of the judges of the 
court, a Chief Justice to be sure, on a question in which he was 
interested. This is not neg away from the judges or from 
the President of the United States any portion of their salary 
without giving them a reasonable consideration for it. 

The judges of the United States courts and the President of 
the United States get the benefit of the protection of their 
property, and of their rights, and of their ifberty by the law of 
the country, and it is their duty to share with all the other citi- 
zens of the country in bearing the burden of the expenses of 
government and the expenses of administering the laws. When 
those judges and the President of the United States receive 
compensation for their services they should be required just as 
other citizens of the country are required to take a part of that 
compensation and help defray the or pene of the Government, 
and to require them to do it is not diminishing their salary in 
the sense of the Constitution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I think that the argument 
which proves the right of Congress to levy this tax is unanswer- 
able. Senators who argue in opposition to this tax forget the 
rules which govern the taxing power. The salary of a judge is 
no more protected by the Constitution of the United States than 
every man’s private property. That Senators may see how this 
matter stands I turn to the Rith article of amendment: 

ale as private property be taken for public use without just compen- 
sa 


So in proceeding with this argument we must understand that 
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every single particle of property which a citizen owns, whether 
it be personal or real, is as much protected from seizure by the 
Government of the United States as the salary of a judge, yet 
it has been held from time immemorial that these constitutional 
protections and guarantees of private property were not guar- 
anteesnor were they protectionsagainst the taxing power. The 
taxing power is above all these guarantees, so whenever the 
Congress of the United States, acting under the Constitution, 
proceeds to levy a tax if may levy it upon any species of prop- 
erty owned by any citizen, it makes no difference how acquired 
or for what purpose acquired, and the levy is made either in ac- 
cordance with the rule of apportionment required by the Con- 
stitution or the rule of uniformity. 

Can any man say that a judge is any more entitled to his sal- 
ary than a citizen is to his homestead? Yet when you come to 
levy a tax the Government can levy it upon the homestead, and 
why not levy it upon the income? Itis said you diminish the 
salary during the continuance in office. ou do not dimin- 
ish the compensation. He gets all the compensation which the 
law authorizes him toget. It becomes his private property, and 
it is no more sacred than any other property he has. 

3 HILL. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me a mo- 
ment 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Has Congress any power after it has established 
the compensation of the judges or the President to withhold 
any por on of the salary thus prescribed? 

r. GEORGE. It has no power todiminish the compensation. 

Mr. HILL. If it withholds it does it not diminish it? 

Mr. GEORGE. If it refuses to pay the compensation then it 
withholds it. 

Mr. HILL. Precisely. 

Mr. GEORGE. But when it taxes the compensation after it 
becomes the private pronesty of the judge it does not diminish 
it; it merely makes the judge do as every other citizen is com- 
1 to do, pay for the property which he owns. Ladmit that 

we were to pass a law taxing only the income of judges and 
taxing nobody else’s income it would be an indirect mode of 
diminishing the compensation, and it would be an evasion of 
the constitutional rule; but when you impose the same tax upon 
every other citizen that you impose upon the judges you simply 
put the judge in the same position that you place other citizens, 
` and he has no right under the Constitution to an exemption of 
that sort. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to ask the Senator from Mississippi 
whether it would make any difference in hisargumentif a propo- 
sition should be made to tax 50 per cent all salaries paid by the 
United States? 

Mr. GEORGE. If the proposition was to tax 50 per cent all 
salaries of all citizens derived from whatever source, it would 
apply as well to the salaries of judges as to everybody else; but I 
have just stated, if the Senator had listened, that there would 
be a difference if we made a discrimination against the judges 
and taxed them, and then did not tax anybody else under simi- 
lar circumstances. 

Mr. President, I think that argument proves the constitu- 
tionality of this tax. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, one word more. If there 
should be proposed a 50 per cent diminution of all salaries paid 
by the Government, there would be no discrimination against 
the judges in that? 

Mr. GEORGE. None whatever. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Would it be lawful? 

Mr. GEORGE. And if Congress in its wisdom should tax 50 
p cent all incomes—not all salaries, but all incomes—it would 

all just as fairly and justly and constitutionally upon the in- 
come of a judge as upon the income of a private citizen. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Missis- 
* sippia question. The power to tax is the power to destroy; to 

eall the property of a citizen, if necessary, for governmental 
purposes. snot that rule apply as much to the judges and 
the President of the United States as to the property of a pri- 
vate citizen? : 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly, with only one qualification, that 
the tax must be a genuine tax and not a mere provision to evade 
the Constitution of the United States. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The question is on concurrin 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, whic 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words “United States,” line 18, 
page 173, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted the 
words: 


Notincluding the salary of the President of the United States and the 
Judges of the courts of the United States, but. 


Mr. MCLAURIN and Mr. HILL called for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. > 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his nime was called), I-am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If he were 
present I should vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
if the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from Vermont 
has not voted. f 

Mr, CALL. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with that 
Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—H. 
Aldrich, Gray, Morgan, Ransom, 
Allison, Hale, Palmer, Roach, 
Brice, Hansbrough, 4 Sherman, 
Carey, Hawley, Eaton, 8 
Cullom, gins, er’ er, 
Davis, 1, Platt, = Vilas, 
Dixon, Doca, Power, Washburn. 
Dolph, McMillan, Pugh, 
Dubois, Mitchell, Oregon Quay, 

NAYS—36. ` 
Allen, Faulkner, Jarvis, Peffer, 
Bate, Frye, Jones, Ark. “Pettigrew, 
Berry, er, vie. Shoup, 
Blackburn George, Lindsay, mith, 
Blanchard, Gibson, McLaurin, e, 
Caffery, Go! Manderson, Vest, 
Chandler, Harris, Martin, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. alsh, 
Coke, Irby, Murphy, White. 

NOT VOTING—15. 

Butler, Daniel, McPherson, Stewart, 
Call, Gordon, Mills. Wilson, 
Camden, Hoar, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 


So the amendment was nonconcurred in, 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 suggest that unless there is some other 
amendment to the income tax clauses that a Senator wishes to 
reserve for a special vote, the motion be put on concurring in 
all the amendments at once. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The question is upon concurring in the remainder 
of the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole upon 
the question of the income tax. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. VEST. On e 189, line 23, I move to strike out the 
words and sixthly” in the provision in regard to the income 
tax 


The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. PEFFER. There is an amendmentreserved on page 192. 
I ask ne Sonae to strike out the proviso contained in lines 12, 
13, and 14. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On e 192, after the word dollars,” in 
line 12, the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, inserted the 
following proviso: 5 


Provided, That salaries due to State, county, or municipal officers shall be 
exempt from the income tax herein levied. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. : 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The Senate as in Committee of the Whole 
struck out section 86, on page 229, in the folowing words: 


Sec. 86. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby 
repealed. 

And inserted: 

Sego, 69. Eyery person whose business it is to manufacture tobacco or 
snuff for himself, or who employs others to manufacture tobacco or snuff, 
whether such manufacture be by cutting, ees grinding, crushing or 
rubbing of any raw or leaf-tobacco, or otherwise preparing raw or leaf- 
tobacco, or manufactured or partially manufactured tobacco or snuff, or 
the putting up for use or consumption of scraps, waste, clippings, stems, 
or deposits of tobacco resulting from any process of handling tobacco, or 
by the working or 5 of lea · tobacco, tobacco- stems, scraps, clip- 
pings, or was y shifting, twisting, screening, or any other process, 
shall be regarded as a manufacturer o 

Every person shall aiso be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco whose 
business it is to sell leaf tobacco in quantities less than a hogshead, case, or 
bale; or who sells directly to consumers, or to persons other than duly reg- 
istered dealers in leaf tobacco, or duly registered manufacturers of tobacco, 
snuif, or cigars, or to ms who purchase in packages for export; all 
tobacco so sold by such persons shall be regarded as manufactured tobacco, 
and such manufactured tobacco shall be put up and prepared by such man- 
ufacturer in 9 only as the Com oner of Internal Revenue 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury shall p: be: Pro- 
vided, That farmers and growers of tobacco who sell leaf tobacco of their 
own growth and raising shall not be regarded as manufacturers of tobacco; 
and so much of section 3244 of the Re Statutes of the United 
and acts amendatory thereof, as are in conflict with this act are hereby re- 
pealed: Provided further, That section 27, chapter 1244, page 863, volume 1 of 


tobacco. 
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S lement to the Revised Statutes of the United States, be amended by 
ing outall after the word! repealed,“ in line Sof said section, as follows: 
“ Provided, however, That it shall be the duty of every farmer or planter pro- 
ducing and selling leaf tobacco, on demand of any internal-revenue officer or 
other authorized agent of the Treasury artment, to furnish said officeror 
agent a true and complete statement, verified by oath, of allof his sales of leaf 
tobacco, the number of hogsheads, cases, or pounds, with the nameandres- 
idence, in cach instance, of the person to whom sold and the place to which 
itis anipped: and everx farmer or planter who willfully refuses to furnish 
ormation, or who knowingly makes false statements as to any of 
the facts aforesaid, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be Hable toa 
ty not exceeding #500." That section 3361 of the Revised Statutes is 
ereby repealed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. This amendment was reserved by 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE]. 
Mr. KYLE. I will waive the reservation. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reservation is waived. 
Mr. ALLISON. Then the amendment ought to be concurred 


in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 
5 The next reserved amendment will 

stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 232, section 89, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, inserted the following: 

But nothing herein contained shall be held to abrogate, or in any way af- 
fect such reciprocal commercial arrangements as have been heretofore made 
and now exist between the United States and foreign countries, except where 
such arrangements are inconsistent with the provisions of this act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I asked that that amendment might be re- 
served simply for the purpose of stating that notwithstanding 
the committee amendment, which is obscure in its language, the 
passage of this bill does destroy the existing reciprocity arrange- 
ments. The clause added by the committee may possibly keep 
the word of promise to the ear,” but it certainly breaks it to 
the hope.” When the committee say, but nothing herein con- 
tained shall be held to abrogate, or in any way affect such recip: 
rocal commercial arrangements as have been heretofore made 
and nowexist between the United States and foreign countries,” 
they seem to preserve those arrangements; but when they say, 
“except where such arrangements are inconsistent with the 
provisions of this act,” of course they destroy those arrange- 
ments. 

Those 1 notoriously were built up upon the pro- 
visions of law in reference to sugar, and now when we impose 
duties upon se es by this proposed act and make them absolute 
by the terms of the law, we do not save the existing arrange- 
ments by this amendment of the committee. The clause might 
just as well be left out entirely. It ought to be understood that 
when the bill passes, if it does pass, with this clause in it the 
reciprocity arrangements are destroyed just as effectually as if 
this amendment had not been submitted by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on coneurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. PEFFER. I reserved an amendment to come in on page 
233 as a new section. I send it to the desk. 

Mr. FRYE. Does that complete the reserved committee 
amendments? 

Mr. CULLOM. It does not. 

Mr. HALE. There are several other reserved amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the amend- 
ments enumerated. There are yet some which were passed 


over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 1, line 3, I move to strike 
out the words That after the 30th day of June, 1894,” and to 
insert That on and after the Ist day of August, 1894.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. I take it for granted the Senator from Ar- 
kansas does not expect that in fact the proposed act will take 
effect on that day, but only moves to change the date now so as 
to make it a future date instead of a past one. I re ene the 
question of the final date when ths proposed act shall take effect 
will be settled at a later period, because if it is to be settled now 
a later date than the Ist of August surely should be inserted. 

Mr. JONES of Ar The date can be changed when- 
ever it is necessary to bedone. The amendment keeps the date 
in the future. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment 
which was passed over will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On pag 

o Whole struck out 


420 per cent ad valorem” and inserted “2 cents per pound;” so 
as to read: 
Boracic acid, 2 cents per pound. 
Mr. VEST. I move to amend the amendment made as in Com- 


mittee of the Whole by striking out two“ and inserting 
‘*three;” so as to read: 
Boracle acid, 3 cents per pound, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I feel authorized, in behalf of the Sena- 
tor from California [Mr. PERKINS], to extend his thanks to the 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber. [Laughter.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 
33. The next reserved amendment will 

5 7 

The SECRETARY. Tho Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
inserted the following clause at the beginning of paragraph 10, 
page 2, line 23: 

Borax, crude, or borate of soda, or borate of lime, 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I move to amend the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole by striking out the clause and inserting: 
8 cruda; or borate of soda, 2 cents per pound; borate of lime, 1} cents 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from souri to the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. HILL. The date when the proposed act is to go into ef- 
fect having now been fixed at August i, 1894, I suggest to the 
Senator from Arkansas that in paragraphs 182 and 182+, pages 
40 and 41, the words heretofore inserted, “on and after the 
passage of this act,” should be stricken out. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
inquire of the Chair if all the reserved amendments which wero 
passed over have been considered? 

Mr. CULLOM. They have not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They have not yet been consid- 


ered. 

Mr. HARRIS, Then I hope the Senator from New York will 
allow us to dispose of all the reserved amendments. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This is simply a proposition to fix 
some dates to conform to the date which has just been fixed in 
the first raph of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HILL. The suggestion I make is, that instead of the 
words “on and after the passage of this act” there should 
be inserted the words “on and after August 1, 1894,” in several 
different places on page 40, paragraphs 182 and 1825, in lines 20 
and 21, in lines 23 and 24, in line 25, and line 1 on page 41; and 
then again in lines 22 and 23 on page 41. That makes the bill 
consistent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from New York 
that he will accomplish the purpose he has in view by striking 
out the words ‘‘on and after the passage of this act,” because 
unless there is some special reservation to the contrary those 
clauses will take effect when the remainder of the bill takes ef- 
fect, The whole of line 20, in yaragraph 182, down to the word 
t ninety-fiye” in line 21, should go out. Then, in paragra 
1823, line 25, the words on and after January 1, 1895,“ should 
be stricken out. 

Then the schedule will stand with the remainder of the bill 
and take effect at the same time, whenever that may be. 

Mr. HILL. It is one and the same thing, as I understand the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is one and the same thing, but it is a great 
deal better. 

Mr. HILL. I accept that suggestion, if the Senator from 
Arkansas has no objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection. 

Mr. HILL. Then I move to strike out those dates. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The word ‘‘ thereafter” should be changed 
to “hereafter.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be made 
without objection. 

i 5 5 The same change should be made on page 
1, line 23. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That was pointed out by the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 91, section 2, line 18, after 
the figure “2,” I move to restore on and after;” before the 
word “the” I move to strike out ‘‘after;” after the word the“ 
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move to restore “ flrst;“ before the word“ day“ I move to 

trike out “thirtieth,” and after the words day of” I move to 

strike out June and insert August; so that the clause will 
read on and after the Ist day of August, 1894.“ . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that the reserved amendments which 
assed over will be taken in their order as they come in 
the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I wish:to finish these dates. There 
are a number of them. I think they ought to be disposed of at 
one time. 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought the Senator was through. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 202, line 13, section 38, I 
move to strike out the word July and insert August;“ so as 
to read, on and after the Ist day of August, 1894.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. .On e 169, line 9, section 23, I 
move tostrike out the word June and insert August;“ so as 
to rend, from and after the Ist day of August, 1894.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 213, line 13, I move to 
strike out the words in the first line of section 48 ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall object to that amendment. ‘Those 
words were put in by a vote of the Senate after discussion, and 
TL shall certainly object to any change being made now in that 
section. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island object to making it conform to the other dates? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido. 

Mr. HALE. All that can be settled in eonference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment 
which was passed over will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On p 28, at the end of par ph 124, 
after the word ‘‘ pound,” inline 20, the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, inserted the following additional proviso: 

Provided Further, That barbed wire, commonly used for fencing, shall be 
admitted free of duty. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment mate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I ask permission to make a 
very brief statement in 1 dek to this particular item. I shall 
not occupy the attention of the Senate more than the five min- 
utes which has been suggested as a proper length of time to be 
occupied by a Senator. 

Barbed wire is a completed product, and it is well understood 
throughout all the West. The difficulty about it is that every 
material from which barbed wire is made is subject to a duty. 
It is one of the few instances, so far as I have observed, where 
the particular completed product has been selected for free ad- 
mission and whereall the materials of which the completed prod- 
uot is composed are made the subjectofduties. Lam aware of the 

at desire of the Senate to condlude the bill this evening, but 
Taak attention to the fact that it is the exception where the 
finished product is admitted free, and where all the materials of 
which it is composed are the subject of taxation. 

Now, I wish to state in reference to my own personal knowl- 
edge and experience thatsinee the barbed-wire patents have ex- 
pired the price has been greatly reduced. The business isa 
say extensive one. 

Very many largo and very many small -establishments exist 
inthe West, and the price of bar wire has fallen to a point 
which ought to be satisfactory. It is complained by those who 
manufacture it that it is made an exception and that they are 
embarrassed by the prospect of being compelled to confront 
taxed material while their product is expressly exempted. I 
hope that the Senate will eoncur in that view and strike out 
this proviso. 

The fact is that ‘barbed wire to-day is worth about 21 cents 
per pound. I have been a purchaser of barbed wire for many 
years. From the first until now it has fallen in price, and as 
the patents have expired the price has become less and less. 
The best 8 barbed wire can now be bought at whole- 
sale anywhere in the West for 2? cents per pound. 3 

It is an industry that deserves -enco ment, if any indus- 
try does. Its peculiar hardship ‘is that all its material is taxed 
and the product is made free. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘Do I understand the Senator from Illinois to 
move toamend the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole by striking out the proviso? | 

Mr. PALMER. I think that will effect it, to strike out the 
‘proviso. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. ‘I Should ‘like to ask the Senator from 
Arkansas whether the ꝓroviso is one of the amendments of the 
Committee on Finance? i 


of the Missouri River. 


Illinois, and T trust ‘it-woul 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir; the proviso was not of- 
fered by the committee. It was proposed on the floor of the 


Senate and po in by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lunderstand the Senator from Illinois moves 
to perfect the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 
by striking out the proviso. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is the same thing. 

Mr. ALLEN. Loffered and there now lies on the table an 
amendment to be inserted as paragraph 6834, on page 120, which 
covers this entire question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed :by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated for information. 

The SECRETARY. Insert as paragraph 6833: 

683}. All wire imported 3 for fencing shall be admitted free of 
rea fa ee ea rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 

Mr. ALLEN. I may state that the amendment was approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury and that it covers ‘the entire 
question of barbed wire and all other kinds of fence wire. I . 
have nothing further to say particularly in reference to the 


‘matter. 


Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Nebraska was not heard on 
this side. Do I understand him to say that the proposed para- 
graph was ae. by the Secretary of the isc et A 

Mr. AL IL say that as I understand it—I will give my 
authority if necessary—the paragraph as now proposed meets 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. I did not get 
it from the Secretary of the Treasury. I know nothing about it 
individually. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Nebraska:mean that 
the idea or the language is satisfactory to the Secretary of the 
Treasury? 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will not 
interrupt me upon an immaterial matter. 

Mr. PLATT. It is not immaterial. 

Mr. ALLEN. I said I am informed the amendment I offer 
meets the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; that is, 
the form of ‘the amendment. The question when this matter 
first came up was how.a paragraph could beso framed as to pre- 
vent evasions and to prevent the importation of wire which 
might be imported as fence wire and ‘then used for other pur- 
poses. It was to avoid that the paragraph was framed so as to 
provide that the Secretary of the Treasury might prescribe eer- 
tain rules and regulations to prevent fraud. 

Mr.GORMAN. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me? 
He does not mean to say more than that the form of the amend- 
ment is satisfac to the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. ALLEN. at is all. I do not mean to say that the 
Secretary is a party to it in any way, except that the form ofthe 
amendment meets his approval as covering the question of 
evasions of the law. 

Mr. President, I can not understand why the Senator from 
Illinois desires to place this wire back upon the taxable list. 
The people are compelled to pay an enormous tax upon the wire 
or the material that enters into the fence wire. They are taxed 
upon it heavily. The Western States are ee eee, p 
indeed. Our population is increasing, farms are being opened, 
and a great demand exists in that part of the country for fence 
wire. We haye no material with which to fence except wire of 
this character. The tax upon itis avery great burden inanew 
country among a poor people. The benefit of free wire to my 
State alone will be $1,000,000 a year at the present time, and in 
a State which is constantly growing and constantly developing 
from year to year it can easily be seen that the burden grows 
greater as time grows apace. 

I know of no reason why such wire should not be classed with 


other free material, unless there be some ‘barbed-wire factories 


in the State of Illinois which want some tection, so that they 
can raise the price of this necessary article to the people west 
They have practically a control of the 
market of Nebraska. It is shipped from Chicago out to Ne- 
braska, Kansas, and the neighboring States, so that Chicago has 
5 the control of that market. I can see no benefit to 
derived from placing this article back upon the ‘taxable list 
unless it be to please and to profit a few manufacturers in Chi- 
cago and other portions of the State of Illinois. 
Mr. PALMER. It would please not a few-manufacturers in 
profit them, if this proviso were 


stricken out. At the same time the Senator is mistaken in his 
Saas bate of a few. Since the expiration of the patent, which 
by the way was for an Illinois device, fenee-wire manufactories 
are numerous in ‘Illinois, and the -price has been ‘lowered, it 
would -seem to the satisfaction of an fair-minded purchaser, I 
have stated that the best steel barbed wire can now be bought 
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for 2t cents a pound. The manufacturers of barbed wire in In- 
diana and Illinois—not in Chicago, but in other parts of the 
State—do not complain so much of free wire as they complain 
of the hardship of being compelled to submit to the payment of 
a duty upon the material of which barbed wire is e. Every 
material is chargeable with a duty. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Illinois 
not the duty upon the materials which enter 
charged to the consumer? 

Mr. PALMER. I have no doubt itis. 

Mr. ALLEN. And the tax which the Senator would have put 
on wire of course would be charged to the consumer also. Now, 
Isimply wish to inquire of the Senator whether he asks that the 
duty ut on wire as a protection to the wire factories of the 
State of Illinois? 

Me. PALMER. Ifthe Senator from Nebraska will state his 
proposi kon a little more clearly, so that I can comprehend it, I 
shall answer it frankly. I understand the Senator to inquire 
whether Iask for the imposition of a duty for the benefit of the 
manufacturers of barbed wire in the State of Illinois. Is that 
the question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Itis. 

Mr. PALMER. I answer with the greatest possible frank- 
ness that I do, and I maintain that it is not just to them that all 
the materials of which fence wire is made shall be taxed and 
that the wire shall be admitted free of duty. 

I do not ask protection for the manufacturers of barbed wire; 
I par ask that they shall not be placed at the disadvantage 
of being compelled to pay a duty upon the rawest materials, in- 
gots, and at the same time be handicapped, and the foreign 
peor of barbed wire, free from any of these burdens, shall 

ave the privilege of invading the market. If the Senator will 
give us free raw material out of which to manufacture the wire 
we shall ask for no protection. 

But if the manufacturers of wire in Jolietand Springfield, III., 
and elsewhere are compelled to pay a duty upon the ingots and 
upon everything except the mere preparation of the barbed 
wire, the mere twisting of it, the processof which is understood 
by the Senate, and their competitors, who pay no such duties, 
are allowed to enter the market free, it snd handicaps them. 
Iam no protectionist in any special sense, butI do not believe 
in handicapping American industries for the benefit of others. 
The proposition here is to burden the raw material by taxes and 
then allow the finished product to be imported free of duty. 
That I call left-handed protection. I shall not consume time, 
as I know how impatient the Senate is. 

Mr. CULLOM rose. 

Mr. PALMER. My colleague [Mr. CULLOM], who has an ex- 
tensive acquaintance with this subject, will speak for a few mo- 


ments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Illi- 
nois a question before he takes his seat, if he willallowme. Do 
I understand him to say that under the influence of the existing 
protective ie Bia price of fence wire has gone down? 

Mr. PALM No; 1 never said that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That it was borne down. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator was a little indistinct. I 
thought I heard him say that the price had been cheapened 
under the influence of protection. 

ie PALMER. The Senator will pardon me; I have not said 
that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What did the Senator from Illinois say? 

Mr. PALMER. I spoke of the expiration of the patent. If 
the Senator will pardon me, I will state that I am in the posi- 
tion of an old gentleman down in Virginia—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know it is the Senator's first speech for 
protection, but still he ought to take all the time he needs. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator will perceive that I am very 
awkward at it, at all events. But I amlike an old gentlemanin 
a story which Mr. Lincoln told me. He said that down in Vir- 
ginia a 8 was making a very eloquent speech, and some 
one in the crowd interrupted him. The speaker made no reply. 
Somebody said, Why do you not answer him?“ He said Iam 
hunting votes, and that man's vote is just as good as any- 
body’s else.“ That is my answer to the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will have my vote. 

Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate 
more than a moment. When barbed wire was patented, the 
first year only about 300 pounds of it were made, and it wassold 
at 18 cents a pound. The business was established „and began 
to grow and grow, and as it grew the price of barbed wire went 
down. In the present year it is estimated that from 250,000 to 
260,000 tons of what is called barbed wire will be manufactured. 
There are two kinds of barbed wire. One is plain, painted, I 
believe, and the other, galvanized barbed wire, costs a little 
more. . 


rmit me? Is 
to the article 


I understand from the manufacturers of barbed wire that to- 
day it is being sold in the market at 14 cents per pound for the 
cheaper quality and a little more for the galvanized wire. 
shall not undertake to argue whether the protective duty placed 
upon barbed wire has brought about the cheapness of the arti- 
ele, but it is the fact that it is so cheap to-day that you can fence 
up a section of land with a very few dollars’ worth of wire. 
While the other day this matter was under consideration in the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, as I saw by the RECORD, 
it was stated, I think oy the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], that barbed wire is going out of use. The fact as to 
the whole country is exactly the opposite. There was more made 
last year than ever before, and according to the estimates of the 
poen year there will be more made this ya than there wag 
pee your or during any previous year. So it is still greatly in 

emand. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] says that if barbed 
wire goes upon the protected list, as I understand him, it will 
cost his State a million dollars. For thatsum the Senator can 
almost fence 7 his State with barbed wire at its present price. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me suggest to the Senator from Illinois 
that the price of barbed wire in the State of Nebraska is much 
higher to the actual consumer than it is in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. It may be a little higher on account of trans- 
portation. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is a good deal higher. 

Mr. CULLOM. But every year the product is being reduced 
in price. The Senator from Nebraska says that a few manufac- 
turers in Illinois will be pleased and benefited by the imposi- 
tion of a duty. I desire, in perfect frankness, to remind the 
Senator that there are tens of thousands of laboring men who 
are dependent upon this industry in the State of Illinois alone. 
The manufacture of barbed wire is not confined to the State of 
Illinois entirely. Barbed wire is manufactured in Missouri and 
Pennsylvania, and I believe in Indiana, and perhaps in other 
States. In my own State alone, all the steel and iron mills in 
the city of Joliet, when last I heard from them, were closed ex- 
cept the barbed wire mills, and upon those alone thousands of 
men, who are dependent upon the operations of the manufactur- 
ing establishments, are getting their livelihood from day today. 

do not desire to take up the time of the Senate. I hope 
however, that this discrimination will not be made, because I 
think the Senator from Nebraska will realize that while it is 
barely possible that he might get barbed wire in Nebraska ata 
fraction of a cent less than he does now, I am informed that if 
we put barbed wire upon the free list as the tariff now stands, 
it will result in closing up these establishments, and then the 
constituents of the Senator from Nebraska will have to pay 
more that they are paying now. So I hope the motion of my 
colleague to strike out this proviso will be agreed to without 
further delay. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I had not intended to break the 
rule which imposes silence on the friends of the bill, but inas- 
much as it fell to me by an assignment of duty from the commit- 
tee to have an interview with the Secretary of the Treasury in 
regard to this matter, I shall simply recall the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that when this subject was under discussion 
in the Senate as in Committee of the Whole there was a very 
strong and 3 a 3 prevailing sentiment in favor 
of admitting fence wire free of duty as a matter of just acknowl- 
edgment to the agricultural interest, which has to bear mainly 
and chiefly the burden of the discrimination imposed by the 
tariff bill in favor of manufactures, and as a matter of justice to 
the widely extended sections of the West and Northwest where 
fence wire is necessary to agricultural operations. 

At that time a difference was 9 in amongst us as to the 
proper phraseology to be used in order to express safely what 
should be admitted as fencing wires. Various phrases were sug- 
gested on the floor, and finally the matter was passed with the 
understanding that at a later date when the bill came into the 
Senate a phrase should be accepted which met the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury and permitted all fencing wires 
to come in free. Accordingly, after an interview with the Sec- 
retary of the 5 amendment which has been offered 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] was prepared. It 
met his approval, and for that reason it has been offered to carry 
into effect what was understood to be the desire as expressed in 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

T hope the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska 
will prevail, for, without entering into the argument, so much 
at least is due and ought to be yielded to the farming interest 
of this country in the great Northwest. 

Mr. CULLOM. I mipposo the first question to be determined 
is whether we shall strike out the proviso. 

Mr. VILAS. Is not the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Nebraska pending? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not yet. 
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Mr. CULLOM. It is not pending. 

Mr. VILAS. It amounts to the same thing. 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me 
fora moment? I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that the 
vote be taken on the paragraph I have just offered, and let 
whatever the result may be upon that amendment determine 
the question. 

Mr. CULLOM. My colleague has charge of the matter. 

Mr. PALMER. Let the proposed paragraph be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be again stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert in the free list as paragraph 6834: 

683}. All wire imported exclusively for fenc shall be admitted free of 
duty, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall prescribe. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam greatly surprised at the statement made 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], that the Secretary 
ol the Treasury or any body else who has ever had any experience 
in customs matters should have es 5 the amendment which 
has just been read from the desk. You might as well put all 
wire upon the free list, and have it done with, as to adopt that 
8 It says that all wire, without any regard to size, 
which is imported exclusively for fencing,” not used exclu- 
sively for fencing, but imported exclusively ” for that purpose, 
shall be admitted free. 

After it is imported and goes out of the hands of the importer, 
it can be used for any other purpose, because it is utterly im- 
possible to follow it. You might justas well, by a provision in 
the bill, put all wires of all sizes and numbers upon the free list 
as to adopt that provision. Iam utterly amazed that the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Treasury, or anybody else who has any 
knowledge of customs matters, should have consented to a pro- 
vision of this kind. I certainly believe the Senate will never 
approve it. 

Mr. VILAS. The exact point suggested by the Senator from 
Rhode Island was suggested when the matter was under discus- 
sion in the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and it was pre- 
sented by me to the Secretary of the Treasury. He said it was 
perfectly easy, by the system of regulations devised for that 
purpose, to control the admission of wire proffered as wire for 
fencing, in such manner that it should not furnish a device for 
admitting other wire. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. I have said all I desire to say. 

Mr. ALLISON, I wish to ask the Senator if he called the 
attention of the Secretary of the Treasury to the fact that there 
isa certain kind of corrugated iron strips, I believe they are 
called, which are manufactured very largely by one of the con- 
stituents of the Senators from New Jersey, and which go into 
competition very largely with barbed wire, and are not alluded to 
in the proposed amendmentatall. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Wisconsin whether he called attention to the fact that that 
competing wire for fencing wasalluded to by me inthe former 
debate, and whether the provision here is intended to cover the 
suggestion Ithen made? 

i r. MOPHERSON. Icall the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to the fact that the wire of which he speaks, manufactured 
in New Jersey, is also a barbed wire in a sensé, although not in 


the same sense. 
It is not a wire at all. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
about it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. They are strips. 

Mak ALLISON. They are strips with little points stuck in 
em. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. With sharp points sticking up. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; that wire does not come at all within 
the definition here given. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It serves more as an admonition than 
as a punishment to animals that run against it. At the same 
time it is a barbed wire. I would supposs a designation of 
barbed wire by the Treasury Department would include it as 
barbed wire. ` 


I happen to know 


Mr. ALLISON. Itis not wire at all, and it is not barbed at 
all. So how they could call it barbed wire I do not see. 
Mr. VILAS. answer to the question of the Senator from 


Iowa, I will say that I did not state to the Secretary of the 
Treasury that some 3333 person or firm manufacture a 
particular wire, but I called his attention to the fact that cor- 
rugated wire or corrugated strips were manufactured. 

All those are known as wires, and fencing wires in ordinary 
phrase; and it was the opinion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, as I understood him at the time, that this phraseology, with 
33 to make special rules and regulations, would be ample 
to provide ali the guards which are necessary. 


Mr. ALLISON. Theyare not commercially known as wires, 


and certainly could not be classified as bar wires. 

Mr. PALMER. I am afraid the proposition of the Senator 
from Nebraska, indorsed by the Senator from Wisconsin, isnot 
broad enough to cover the particular point in view. 

The wire of which the barbed wire is made, as we all know, is 
not round now; but in the beginning barbed wire was made of 
two wires. The barb was inserted between the wires, and was 
retained by twisting the wires. Barbed wire is a manufactured 
product, therefore, made of wire. The wire is made not neces- 
sarily by the maker of the barbed wire or him who makes the 
fencing wire. Two wires may be said to lie side by side. Mr. 
Glyddon, who invented the barbed wire, commenced twisting it 
by the simplest method, and his first essay was to buy a ton of 
wire. The process was then attemptedof putting two wires side 
and side, the barb was inserted, and the wires were twisted so as 
to retain the barb. The process has been perfected from that 
time until the present. 

I ask the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Ne- 
braska whether “wire for fencing” would mean the finished 
product produced by the twisting of the wire and the insertion 
ofthe barbs? The finished product is not known in commerce as 
wire. It is produced by the twisting of two separate wires and 
the retention of the barb. Ido not think the language proposed 
is comprehensive enough. Itis possible it may be, but Ishould 
prefer, if I am allowed to have my way about it, to stand by my 
own motion to strike out the proviso. 

Mr.CAREY. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question? I wish to ask the Senator whether he is in 
favor of a duty on barbed wire for the purpose of revenue or to 
protect the industry? 

Mr. PALMER. I think, after we have been several months 
on this question, that Senators ought to tolerate me in attacking 
one abuse. I want it because the people want it; that is all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall stand by the Senator from Illi- 
nois, and I desire to aid his argument by saying that all at- 
tempts in the administration of the revenue laws to make an 
article dutiable or not dutiable according as it is used for a par- 
ticular purpose or not used for that purpose will utterly fail. 

No Secretary of the Treasury can devise regulations which 
can be put in force so that when two articles, identically the 
same, come into the country one of them shall be dutiable if 
put to a particular use after it gets into the country, and the 
other shall not be dutiable if put to a different use. Attempts 
of this kind have been made at various times, and they have all 
proved failures. If the amendment is adopted every yard of 
telegraph wire will come into this country free of duty, and 
hundreds of thousands, not to say millions, of dollars of importa- 
tions will come here which wil 7779 755 the domestic manu- 
facture. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] will, Ibelieve, 
concur in what has been said on this subject, that it is utterly 
futile to say that an article shall be free if it comes in for a 
particular purpose. It has been tried, and it can not be done. 

I distinctly understood the Senator from Wisconsin when he 
said that the Secretary of the Treasury had approved of this 
form of amendment. I know the Secretary of the Treasury very 
well; he has a high reputation in this country, throvghout its 
length and its breadth, but [ do not understand when the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury puts in writing a paragraph designed to 
carry outan arrangement which has been made herein the Sen- 
ate he commits himself in the slightest degree to the Sd i of 
the moral character of the transaction which he simply helps 
put in form. 

So the Secretary of the Treasury is not a party to the ar- 
rangement which has been made upon the other side of this 
Chamber with the Senator from Nebraska, any more than the 
Secretary of the Treasury is responsible for the moral charac- 
ter of the sugar schedule when he kindly put it in form, in 
words, and delivered it to the Senator from Arkansas. He was 
a sort of scribe, as it were; but I say the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is no more involved in that clause or in this clause than a 
a girl typewriter is when she takes down the eloquent words 
which my friend from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] dictates to her. 
He is not in the slightest degree responsible. The business 
of the country is transacted here. 

When we want a little thing put in shape to carry out an ar- 
rangement which is made in the Senate or in any of the com- 
mittee rooms of the Senate or anywhere about the Capitol, 
whenever we want a little thing like this put into words, it is 
the duty as it is the pleasure of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to put it into words. But I agree with the Senator from Wis- 
consin that the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, is not 
in the slightest degree red Os responsible for barbed fence wire 
which has at last run the gauntlet of all the tribulations of the 
pending bill and got on the free list. 

Mr. LLOM. I merely desire to call the «ttention of the 
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Senate to one fact, and that is that the House bill, which we are 
considering now, put barbed wire or all fence wire on the dutiable 
list at 30 percent. I think mostof my friends on the other side 
of the Chamber have felt tolerably friendly to that bill. 

It seems to me that my colleague and those of us who stand 


with him on this question are aeng nothing unreasonable. 
We are not asking anything beyond what the other House has 
done, and we simply desire that this industry, which is a great 
industry in this country, shall not be destroyed. The ideahas 
seemed to prevail that it is a trifling affair, that there is not 
much of it; but there is 260,000 tons of it manufactured every 
year. It is selling at 14 cents a pound, and I understand the 
Senator from Wyoming states that he has had an offer of a whole 
carload from Minneapolis, delivered at the capital of Wyoming, 
for 23 cents per pound. In view of these facts it seems to me 
there should not be any question as to the propriety of putting 
this article on the protected list. 

I desire to repeat that there are great establishments engaged 
in this industry, working thousands of men, and,as I said, in 

own State those mechanics and laboring men will be abso- 
Jutel foes of employment and dependent if the establishments 
are closed up. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Illinois says he thinks he is 
asking nothing unreasonable when he asks that fence wire be 
gr tted to remain upon the taxable list. It occurs to me that 

t is entirely unreasonable on the part of the Senator from Illi- 
nois to ask to have it remain there. The present duty upon 
fence wire, as I remember it, is 1$ cents a pound. 

Mr. CULLOM. One and one-quarter cents a pound. 

Mr. ALLEN. One and three-quarter cents a pound, as I rec- 
ollect it. One and three-quarter cents a pound on ordinary 
fenee wire is placed as a protective duty to the manufacturer. 
Both Senators from Illinois confess that they want this duty for 
protection. They do not claim that it is necessary for revenue, 
or that itis proper. The sole claim is that some manufacturers 
of barbed wire or fence wire in the State of Illinois will have 
their profits diminished to some extentif the article goes upon 
the froe list. 

Now, I should like to know how it is possible to manufacture 
wire in Germany and Belgium and bring it across the ocean and 
ship itfrom the seaboard into the interior of this country and 
come into successful competition with the manufacturers of 
wire in Chieago or Springfield. It can not be done. It is sim- 
ply for the 33 of giving the manufacturer of wire an 
opportunity to put his hand into the pocket of the farmer, who 
is constructing a home in the West, and take his profits out of 
the farmer’s pocket. 

That is its purpose. -Call it what you see fit, give it whatever 
soft name you may see fit to give it, it means nothing more nor 
less than that the persons who have waxed fat and grown rich 
in this country in the manufacture of barbed wire, are to put 


their hands into the pockets of the poor people who are com- 


pelled to use this fence wire, and takesome of their profits from 


em. 

Is it right that a State which is developing constantly and 
rapidly, like the States lying west of the uri River, whose 
people must have this article—for they must fence their fields 
and their pastures—is it right that a e who are struggling 
to build up empires and States should burdened by an un- 
necessary tax upon an article like this simply to appease the 
wishes of a few manufacturers? The manufacture of wire, with 
this upon the free list, will go on just as it does now. The only 
effect will be to diminish somewhat the profits of the manufac- 
turers, and give the benefit to the men who consume the prod- 


uct. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I shall not take the time of 
the Senate long, but I may as well take advantage for a few mo- 
ments even at this serious time, of the ey to show the 
benefits of protection. I quote substan y, condensing some- 

hat, from a leading manufacturer of this fence wire. He says 

wire rods and billets are the raw material. In 1883, when 

e first engaged in manufacturing barbed wire, he imported all 
the rods from abroad. The average price paid for the foreign 

in New York was $62 to $65 per ton, costing him in Illinois 
bout $68. They were importing rods then from a free-trade 


country. 
e Tisbhmants grew up at Johnstown, Worcester, Cleveland, 
Pittsburg, Beaver Falls, Braddock, Joliet. With a duty of six- 
ths of a cent a pound placed on wire rods in 1883 


America—has gradually gone down until to-day the wire- | 
Tanke rean get a Similar al and a better -one at home for $30 
a ton, a g 


Ameriean workmen, as compared with the rod in 1883, w 
was bought abroad for $68. 
‘This manufacturer submits that when a duty of six-tenths of 
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acenta pound was placed upon the rod, it had a tendency todo- 
crease the cost of wire rods rather than increase it. 188 
barbed wire 8 from a foreign rod was se at 8 to 1 
cents a pound; to-day, the Senators tell me, it is selling in the 
West at from 13 to 11 cents a pound. 

Ido not see what is the use of opening it to foreign makers. 
Nor do I know how you are to have these rods imported from 
abroad to manufacture into wire for fencing and gain an advan- 
tage by it. As for the foreign market, if these genomen 
choose to import foreign rods, which they donot, for they would 
rather take the American, they can make wire fencing for the 
foreign market, they can get a rebate of 99 per cent of the du- 
ties and they can compete in the foreign market with the for- 
eign manufacturer of fencing. By retaining the duty on rods 
and fence wire, the foreign manufacturers are prevented from 
an unjust cutting under and a destruction of the interests of 
our makers. If we remove the duty upon foreign rodsand wire, 
weshall find men who employ labor at one-half or one-third the 
wages paid in this country underselling our makers, at least 
long enough to weaken them, and then they would have the 
market for themselves. We would not have fence wire cheaper 
in the end, but we would banish an American industry, 

I shall not quote at length what the manufacturer says about 
wire nails, but their history is very like that of fence wire. 
They were sold when made from a foreign rod at 10 cents a 
pound, and they are now sold for $1.90 a keg of 100 pounds. I 
think we had better let the law alone as it is. 

You will get no benefit for the farmer by placing this article 
A be the free list. The Senator from Nebraska had an admira- 
ble opportunity to help the farmers. He could have made a dif- 
ference of a cent and a half a pound in the sugar the farmers 


buy, and he did not. 
r. PLATT. Will my colleague allow me a moment? 
Mr. HAWLEY. With easure. 


Mr. PLATT. It is not intended to help the farmer. It is in- 
tended to help the politician. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is obvious. It is a change in the tariff 
for the protection of politicians. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, I hope that the duty will be 


maintained upon barbed wire for the reason that it cheapens 


the wire to the consumer in the Western country. We can buy 
barbed wire in the State of Illinois cheaper than you can buy 
it in the State of Pennsylvania. The great factories for the 
preduction of barbed wire are located in the West. I have had 
some experience in the purchase of barbed wire. In 1882 I paid 


as high as $12 a hundred pounds for it. Within the past year 
I have been offered a carload of barbed wire akip d from the 
.38 a hundred 


city PRITET to a station in Wyoming for $ 
pounds. It not do the farmer in Nebraska any good to have 
the wire imported free on the Atlanticseaboard or on the Pacific 
coast. The railroads are what increase the price of wire in our 
country. If we could go to the factories we could buy it to-day 
for 81.50, and I think it is 81.78 for the galvanized barbed wire. 

If you reduce the factory price of barbed wire it will certainly 
close up the factories in this country and thereby increase the 
price of barbed wire in the Western country. 

All of us on this side of the Chamber certainly feel very good 
to think that e pre g free trader from Illinois has come 
out in favor of protection for barbed wire. It shows the form 
utterance of the Democratic party to bein some respects correc 
that the tariff question is a local issue. But so far as barbed 
wire is concerned, if we are going to have barbed wire cheaper 
than it is to-day, it must be by the maintenance of the factories 
which are located in the extreme West. 

I am not certain, but I am under the impression that there is 
already a barbed-wire factory in the State of the Senator from 
Nebraska. If not, there was a good deal said about the estab- 
lishment of a barbed-wire factory in the city of Omaha. In 
every Western city they are building up barbed-wire factories, 
and barbed wire has become so cheap that we find it is used al- 
most universally in States like Missouri, where lumber js abuti- 
dant, and beside trees which are suitable for fence railé. It 18 
as cheap to-day as we can ibly ask that it shall be. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to make a suggestion to the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming. The Senator says that he can buy barbed 
wire for 82.38 a hundred pounds, as I understand, by the car- 
load. The Senator is an extremely rich man, and he buys 
everything that he gets by the carload, but the farmer not 
do that, and he does not get barbed wire ascheapasthe Senator 
from Wyo He has to pay 3 and sometimes more than 3 
cents a pound for it. Out on the Western prairies [have known 
it within a short time to beover 4.cents a pound. 

I am talking about the man who has a little farm to fence. Ho 
is compelled to ae to the local Aoa nae bey his vine aay 
great majority uy their wire. old up as a refutation 
of my argument some man who is Beie A one hundred thousand 
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or two hundred thousand dollars or a million dollars, who can go 
to the manufacturer and buy wire cheaper than can the ordinary 
farmer? It is the men who break the prairies and make homes 
there who have these bills to pay, and they have an enormous 


price to pay for wire to the local dealer. Ninety-nine per cent 
of every foot or sr of wire used in the Western country is 
bought of alocal dealer and not bought by wholesale. Why, 
then, hold up the case of a man who is exceptionaland who buys 
by the trainload or the carload at wholesale tigures? 

Mr. CAREY. If the Senator will permit me, I should like to 
rei what he is going todo with the middleman or the local 
dealer? 

Mr. ALLEN. I decline to gointo the question of the middle- 
man. I simply state the facts. 

Mr. CAREY. I will venture to say that if the Senator from 
Nebraska will go into his own town he can buy barbed wire by 
retail at the lowest possible profit. It is like nails. You can 
buy nails at one-eighth of acent profit by retail. They are 
standard goods, which are sold at the lowest possible profit all 
over the country; and I do not know how the Senator would cure 
the difficulty. If he permits men to import barbed wire by the 
shipload, how is he going to do away with the local merchant? 
I suppose under his plan he propone to have each farmer who 
has one acre to fence import his own barbed wire. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Wyoming has no right to 
undertake to put me in sucha light. L recognize the necessity 
of the local dealer. The average man must deal with the local 
dealer; and it is because he is compelled to deal with the local 
dealer and py the local dealer’s prices that I want this enor- 
mous tax of a cent and three-quarters taken off this necessary 


article. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not wish to detain the Senate, ex- 
cept to announce an axiom and give its abundant proof. It is 
true that proof is a sort of a boomerang, but it proves the asser- 
tion that 2 frequently made. The axiom of the free trader is 
that the tariff is a tax paid by the consumer. Proof of that 

roposition: The tariff on barbed wire is 1} cents per pound. 

tsells where it is made in Illinois at 11 cents per pound. Re- 
sult: The duty off, of course the manufacturer would sell it to 
the consumer for nothing. [{Laughter.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to 
strike out the proviso at the end of paragraph 124. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Linquire whether the question is not on 
concurring in the committee amendment inserting the entire 
paragraph? 

Mr. HARRIS. No; the committee amendment was volumi- 
nous, and the question now is to strike out the proviso at the 
end of the committee amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. The question is on the motion of my col- 
league [Mr. PALMER] to strike out the proviso at the end of the 
paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In order that the Senate may un- 


derstand the question, the Secre will state the amendment, 
The SEORETARY. In paragraph 124, on page 28, line 20, after 
the word pound,“ it is proposed to strike out: 


Provided further, That barbed wire, commonly used for fencing, shall be 
free of duty. 


The prt akg maine to call the roll. 

Mr. McPHE N (when his name was called), Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. PUGH (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], and 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have been N to announce that 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] is paired on this vote with 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. WASHBURN (after haying voted in the affirmative). I 
did not notice when I voted that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Mean], with whom I am paired, was absent. I withdraw my 
vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—38., 


Aldrich, Jones, Ney. Power, 
Allison, Dubois, Li Proctor, 
Blanc i ©, M D, Y, 
Galler Go: ` Mitchell, Oregon Sh 
ery, rman, tchell, Shou 
Carey, urphy, mith, 
8 1 ——.— Ba s 
awle tton, 1 
Davis, Hi 5 8 ia 
Dixon Hil, Platt, 
NAYS—322, 
Allen, Blackburn, Coke, George, 
Bate. Cah, Daniel, Gibson, 
Berry, Cockrell, Faulkner, Gray, 


Harris, Kyl Morgan, Turpie, 

Hunton, a Pasco, Vilas, 

Irby, McLaurin, Peifer, Voorhees. 
arvis, Mills, Ransom, 

Jones, Ark. Mitehell, Wis. Roach, White. 

NOT VOTING—1I5. 

Butler, Hoar, Pettigrew, Washburn. 

Camden, McPherson, Pugh, Wilson, 

Cameron, Martin, Stewart, Wolcott. 

Gordon, Morrill, Vest. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as 
amended in the Senate. 

Mr. QUAY. What has become of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Nebraska? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has not yet been acted upon. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. MILLS. Now, I move to strike out paragraphs 123 and 
124, and insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraphs 123 
and 124, and in lieu thereof to insert: 

Wire rods, rivet, screw, fence nail, and other iron or steel wire rods, and 
all wires made from them, shall be admitted free of duty. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If 
he were present I should vote “nay.” 

I wish also to state that on the amendment to place barbed 
wire on the dutiable list, if I had been present I should have 
voted “yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. SHOUP (after having voted in the negative). Has the 
senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr, SHOUP. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 52; as followa: 


YEAS—17. 
Allen, Gray, McLaurin, Vilas, 
Bate, Irby, X Walsh, 
Coke, le, Peffer, 
George, Li 8 R 

NAYS—52. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hunton, Per 
Allison, Dubois, Jones, Ark, Platt, 
Blackburn, Fa 1 Jones, Nev. wer, 
Brice, e tor, 
Caffery, r, Me uay, 
Call, Gibson, Manderson, herman, 
Carey, Gorman, 2 Smith, 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Coc % Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. TAN A 
Cullom, — Ha Morgan, 
Danie}, Hawley, Murphy, Vesi 
Davis, Higgins, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Dixon, Hil, Patton, Washburn. 

NOT VOTING—16, 

Blanchard, Gordon, Pettigrew, Stewart, 
Butler, Hoar, Pugh, te, 
Camden, McPherson, Ransom, Wilson, 
Cameron, Morrill. Shoup, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr, ALLEN. Task a vote now on the paragraph which I of 
fered to be inserted as paragraph 683}. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. It isproposed to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: 

653}. All wire imported exclusively for fene 3 ** 
anty, nee anou LRA and regulations — n Bates 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont |Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). T am paired withthe 
Senator from husetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

The roll call was concluded. 
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Mr. CALL (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. CALL. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 38; as follows: 


inquire 


YEAS—32. 
Allen, George, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Bate, Gray, Me La Roach, 
Sen Harris, — 

Arn, Hunton, 8, Ves 

Cockrell, Irby, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Coke, arvis, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. 
Faulkner, yle, Peffer, te. 

NAYS—38. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Lodge, uay, 
Allison, S811 Me an, herman, 
Brice, Gallinger, Manderson, Shoup, 
Caffery, Go Mitchell, Oregon Smi 
Carey, Hale, Murphy, uire, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Palmer, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hawley, Patton, Teller, 
Davis, Per Washburn. 
Dixon, Platt, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Power, 

NOT VOTING—15. 
Blanchard, Cameron, McPherson, Pugh, 
Butler, Gibson, Morrill, wi 
Call, Gordon, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
den, Hoar, Proctor, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. RANSOM. I beg leave to offer an amendment. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I inquire of the Chair if the consideration 
of the reserved amendments has been completed? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reserved amendmentsare com- 
leted. The amendment proposed by the Senator from North 
Berolina will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 38 it is proposed to insert the fol- 
lowing as a new paragraph: 
167}. Mica, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. RANSOM. That is strictly a revenue duty. 

Mr. PLATT. I should feel fully satisfied to vote for that 
amendment if the Senator from North Carolina had not voted 
to put all wire on the free list; but I think, on the whole, I shall 
vote for the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from North 
Carolina to permit me to offer an amendment on the subject of 
wire, which will dispose of the matter we have just had in 
hand. I find that the amendment as it was offered did not con- 
tain all the words which I supposed were in it, and which were 
necessary to obviate the objection urged by the Senator from 
Illinois Mr. PALMER]. If the Senator from North Carolina 
will permit me, I will simply present the amendment, and ask 
for a vote upon it without further discussion. 

Mr. RANSOM. Of course, I can not say no upon a subject of 
that sort when it is requested by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin will be 
stated 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed toinsert as a new paragraph 
the following: 

683}. All wire and material for the manufacture of wire imported exclu- 
sively for fencing shall be admitted free of duty, under such rules and regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Instead of all wire being admitted free under 
that amendment, if it should be adopted, it would admit all iron 
and steel free. That would be the only effect of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendment 
9 by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

. ALLEN. Lask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called), I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], and withhold 
my vote. 

r. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

The rolicall having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 29, nays 40; as follows: 


Jam paired 


YEAS—29, 
Alle George, McLaurin, Vest, 
Bate. Gray, Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Hunton, Pasco, Walsh, 
ery, Irby, Peffer, White. 
ll, Jarvis, Ransom, 
Coke, le, Roach, 
y» Turple, 


a NAYS—40. 
rich, Frye, Lodge, Plat 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, 9 5 
Brice, Gibson, Manderson, Y, 
Carey, Martin, herman, 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Shou 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Morgan, Smith, 
Davis, Hawley, Murphy, Squire, 
Dixon, Higgins, Palmer, Stew: 
Dolph, H Patton, Teller, 
bois, Jones, Ney. Perkins, Washburn. 
NOT VOTING—1¢. 
Blanchard, Cameron, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
Butler, Fa 3 McPherson, h, 
Call, Gordon, Morrill, Wilson, 
Camden, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr, RANSOM. I now ask that my amendment may be acted 


upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment 
Senator from North Carolina will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, on page 38, as a 
new paragraph, the following: 

167}. Mica, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. HILL. Where is that article now in this bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the free list. 

ie HILL. What do the committee say as to where it ought 


to be? 

Mr. VEST. We put iton the free list, and I have ssen no 
reason to oe my opinion about it. 

Mr. RANSOM. I wish the Senator from New York would 
ask me the question. He has not been in the habit of consult- 
ing the committee generally on this bill, and it seems tobe 
rather a late hour for him to ask the Finance Committee as to 
how he shall vote. 

Mr. HILL. 1 should be glad to hear from the Senator the 
reasons why the action of the committee should be reversed at 
this stage of the game? ughter.] 

Mr. RANSOM. I will tell the Senator from New York with 
great pleasure why it should be done. 

The duty named in the amendmentis strictly a revenue duty, 
and the very lowest duty ever put upon mica. Formerly the 
duty was over 100 per cent, and the duty in the McKinley act is 
35 per cent. In the McKinley act the duty was reduced about 
100 per cent from what it was before. If I am in error, the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] will correct me. 

The revenue derived from the importations of mica, with the 
duty at 35 per cent, amounts to about $75,000 annually. In my 
judgment—and I think the committee will agree with me—at 20 
per cent ad valorem the revenue derived from that source will 

nearly $200,000. The Senator from New York knows as well 
as I do that we have to raise revenue by imposing duties upon 
articles imported into this country. 

I will say to the Senator from New York that if there is an 
naneyi the country to which some attention ought to be 
paid it is that of working mica in the mines of North Carolina, 
and I have no doubt in the mines of Montana and of New Hamp- 
shire. Mica is not worked with us by large syndicates. The 
honest, industrious, patriotic people of the mountains dig out 
themselves, and with their own hands, the mica from the depths 
of the earth. There is no speculation in the business. There 
are no large profits in it; there are no monopolies in it. A duty 
of 20 per cent can not diminish or exclude importations. The 
work, I fear, can not stand a reduction of price. 

Senators who are better acquainted with the subject than I 
am, will tell you that mica is brought into this country in large 
quantities, and of very inferior quality indeed as compared with 
our mica. I believe I tell the truth, and I think it is universally 
aam teo, that the mica of North Carolina is the bestin the 
world. 

I do not care to have that industry destroyed. I do not care 
to have the duty upon it lost to the Treasury. Ido notwish to 
injure the people who work in the mica beds; I do not wish to 
take from the Treasury this revenue, and if there is an article 
in =n world on which revenue may with propriety be raised it 
is mica. 

I am satisfied that if the Finance Committee would consider 
the subject with the liberal 3 with which they have 
considered other subjects in the bill they would let mica have a 
auy of at least 20 per cent ad valorem. 

o one in the country objects to this reasonable aons no pro- 
tests are here orains, it; no oneis crying out against it, If you 
tàx anything, if you tax iron, if you tax coal, if you tax woolen 
goods, if you tax cotton goods, and if you tax almost every- 
th we import, why should not the low revenue duty of 20 per 
cent be laid upon mica? 

Iamsorry, Mr. President, I have detained the Senate so long. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 


proposed by the 
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Mr. LODGE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr.CALL (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Upon this ques- 
tion Iam pdired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 
But for that pair I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to state once for all to-day that my 
colleague [Mr. WILSON] is absent from the Chamber on account 
of illness, and is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 


I am paired 


GORDON]. 
The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—40. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Lod Platt, 
Allen, Dubois, Me n, Power, 

n, Frye, Manderson, may, 
Brice, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon m, 
Caffery, Hale, Morgan, Shoup, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Murphy, E $ 
Chandler, Hawley, ‘asco, Stewart, 
Cullom, Higgins, Patton, Teller, 
Davis, Jarvis, ‘erkins, Vilas, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Washburn, 

NAYS—28. y 

Bate, Geor, Kyle. Roach, 
Berry, Gibson, Lindsay, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gray, Me s Turpie, 
Camden, Hil, Mills, est, 
Coke, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Daniel, Irby, Palmer, alsh, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Peffer, White 

NOT VOTING—17. 
Bianchard, Gordon, Martin, Wilson, ' 
Butler, Gorman, Morrill, Wolcott. 

š Harris, Proctor, 

Cameron, Hoar, Pugh, 
Cockrell, McPherson, Sherman, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President— 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me 
to complete this subject, I wish to have mica stricken from the 
free list. 0 Nee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, mica will be 
stricken from the free list. The Chair hears none. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORGAN. Getting into a little more serious business, 
Mr. President, I offer an amendment to come in at the end of 
the bill, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to in- 
sert the following as additional sections: 


Sr. 78. That every combination, conspiracy, trust, agreement, or contract 
is hereby declared to be contrary to public policy, illegal, and void, when the 
same is made by or between two or more peas or corporations, either of 
whom is engaged in importing any article from any foreign country into 
the United States, and when such combination, conspiracy, trust, agree- 
ment, or contract is intended to operate in restraint of lawful trade. or free 
competition in lawful trade or commerce, or to increase the market price 
in any part of the United States of any article or articles imported or in- 
tended to be imported into the United States, or of any manufacture into 
which such imported article enters or is intended to enter. Every person 
who is or shall hereafter be en; inthe importation of s or any com- 
modity from any foreign country in violation of this section of this act, or 
who shall combine or conspire with another to violate the same, is guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof in any court of the United States, 
such person shall be fined in a sum not less than 8100 and not exceedin: 
85.000, and shall be further punished by imprisonment, in the discretion o 
the pours, for a term not less than three months nor exceeding twelve 
mon 

SEC. 74. That the several circuit courts of the United States are hereby 
invested with N to prevent and restrain violations of section 73 
of this act; and it shall be the duty of the several district attorneys of the 
United States, in their respective districts, under the direction of the At- 
torney-General, to institute proceedings in equity to prevent and restrain 
such Violations. Such proceedings may be y Aig Bg petitions setting forth 
the case and Praying that such violations shall enjoined or otherwise 
prohibited. hen the parties complained of shall have been duly notified 
of such petition the court shall proceed, as soon as may be, to the hearin: 
pti gp ere el ot 5 e Py pending tage petition and before final 

ecree, the co may at any e make such temporary restraining order 
or prohibition as shalt be deemed just in the premices: 

EC. 75. That whenever it shall appear to the court before which any pro- 
ceeding under the 74th section of this act may be pending, that the ends of 
justice require that other parties should be pongas before the court, the 
court may cause them to be summoned, whether they reside in the district 
in which the court is held or not; and subpoenas to that end may be served 
in any district by the marshal thereof. 

SEC. 76. That any property owned under any contract or by any combina- 
tion, or pursuant to any conspiracy (and the subject thereof) men- 
tioned in section 73 of this act, and being in the course of transportation 
from one State to another, or to or from a Territory, or the District ot Co- 
lumbia, shall be forfeited to the United States, and may be seized and con- 
ganned by like proceedings as those eee law for the forfeiture, seiz- 
ure, 4 Lee en of property imported into the United States con- 


any other person or corporation by reason of anythi 
0 fared: this act, may sue therefor inany circuit court of the 
United States in the 


trict in which the defendant resides or is found, 
without respect to the amount in controversy,and shall recover threefold the 


damages by him sustained, and the costs of suit, including a reasonable at- 
torney’s fee. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, that amendment consists of 
five sections, fourof which are copied from the act of 1890, which 
was framed and passed by the Congress of the United States to 
reach trusts which were created under the interstate commerce 
features of the Constitution of the United States. Four of the 
sections to which I have justailuded are literal copiesof the ex- 
isting statutes; so that leaves but one section of the amendment 
to be explained. i 

The first section of the amendment has been framed an dex- 
amined with the greatest possible care. I do not know how 
much contidence the Senate of the United States will be dis 
to give to my judgment as a lawyer upon the question as to 
whether the first section of the measure is apt in its phraseology 
and provisions to reach the end that is desired—that is to say, 
the et feet ots of trusts, as they are called, in respect of the im- 

rtation of goods from foreign countries; but I have taken care 

submit the language of this amendment to the inspection of 
various lawyers, some of them of the highest reputation in this 
hody, and some of the lawyers of as great reputation as any in 
the United States; and there seems to be no doubt or hesitancy 
in saying that the language employed there under the Constitu- 
tion is entirely apt and proper in all respects to define the 
crimes which are attempted to be repressed, and to distinguish 
them so that the prosecution of them and convictions under 
them shall be easy. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ifthe Senator will allow me to make an in- 
quiry: I did not understand definitely whether his amendment 
applied entirely and exclusively to the collection of customs or 
to other outside transactions? 

Mr. MORGAN. Exclusively to the collection of customs. I 
had it at first in contemplation to make the provision wider. 

Mr. CULLOM, I thought so. 

Mr. MORGAN. But I concluded that upon this bill it would 
not be proper to do so. I believe that the difficulties which 
have been found in the judicial decisions of Judge Jackson and 
some judges of inferior grade in regard to the language of the 
act of 1890, predicated upon the interstate-commerce features of 
the Constitution, have been obyiated entirely by the provisions 
of this section. 

I will say here that I do not wish to detain the Senate at all in 
the consideration of this important matter,and I therefore some 
months ago, perhaps as much as two months ago, had this 
amendment printed and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
I have conferred with the Senators in charge of this bill upon 
that subject, and while they do not take this as a committee 
amendment, I think I am authorized to say that at least the ma- 
jority, perhaps almost all of the committee, concur in the lan- 
guag ə which is employed here and in the necessity of this pro- 
vision. 

Avery few words, Mr. President, I think will demonstrate the 
necessity for having this provision in the bill. First of all, it 
has been frequently charged here in respect of the sugar trust, 
and perhaps of the lead trust and some other trusts which are 
existing in this country, that the provisions of this bill have 
been so framed as to give an advantage to these existing com- 
binations. Ido not understand that there has been any purpose 
of that kind on the part of the committee. I know that in 
voting for the provisions of the bill to which I allude, no pur- 
pose of that kind has actuated me. Ido not know any of the 
membership of any trust in the United States upon any subject 
whatsoever; I do not know the presiding officers, the heads of 
the trust, or any person who belongs to them or has any inter- 
est in them, and therefore my conduct in this matter is strictl 
impartial; but I do not believe at all that the win ad indul- 
gence has been given byasingle provision in this bill to any ex- 
aog trust or to any trust which could exist under its provi- 
sions, 

Some possible support might be found in the sugar trust, in 
what is called the eighth differential tax, because it is already 
an existing monopoly—I will call it, and I have no doubt it is 
properly characterized by that language—but it has an enor- 
mous amountof capital, great surroundings, and great powers 
of reénforcement. 

So, whatever tax we put upon sugar which would make the 
slightest discrimination in favor of its being refined here instead 
of its being refined abroad and imported here, would necessa- 
rily inure to that trust, 3 we leave this statute barren of 
any enactment or provision whereby the abuse of power and 
right of importation under this law would enable the trust to 
thrive and prosper. i 
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Under the bill as it is now perfected, I will say in the Senate, 
under the McKinley act, under pa A tariff which has ever ex- 
isted in the United States, the Walker tariff not excepted by 
any means, opportunity exists in a great many instances forthe 
creation of trusts; in fact, it is absolutely inseparable from tariff 
legislation that opportunity should be furnished for the crea- 
tion of combinations to regulate importations, with a view to 
increase the price of certain commodities in the market or to 
affect them in some way. 

Inasmuch as we are compelled to resort to tariff laws for the 
replenishing of our Treasury from year to year; inasmuch as 
that is the system of taxation which is really preferred in the 
Constitution of the United States; inasmuch as that system of 
taxation has prevailed since the very foundation of the Govern- 
ment and has always been a favorite over direct taxation, a tax- 
ation of incomes or any other species of excise, we are compelled 
to regulate the tariff of taxation upou all of the four or five 
thousand taxed articles here with reference to their revenue- 
yielding power and, in the minds of many patriotic and splendid 
men, with reference to the protection that they think would be 
given to American industries as contrasted with foreign indus- 
tries. Upon that particular branch of tariff taxation there is 
great diversity of opinion, as has been indicated in the Senate 
of the United States by thousands and thousands of votes and 
almost as many speeches which have been given upon this sub- 
ject now for a century. 

We can not abandon the right to put a high tax upon any 
American product because that tax may be abused by the forma- 
tion of a trust under its shelter; for it may turn out, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that under certain conditions and exigencies in reference 
to the general commerce of the country, or in reference to com- 
merce with some particular country which is disposed to dis- 
criminate against us, we must use the taxing power at a very 
high rate in order to save our country and our industries and 
our Treasury when emergencies of that kind arise and we find 
it necessary to resort to high rates of taxation, when immedi- 
ately shelier is given to the formation of trusts,and that shelter 
is greater or less in every tariff bill in accordance with the 
amount simply of the protective duties which we impose upon 


ports. 

So under the bill we are now considering is afforded distinct 
opportunity for the formation of thousands of trusts. You can 
not exclude them from this country except by means of direct 
and positive legislation which reaches the abuse of the import- 
ing right and prevents it from entering into such combinations 
with capitalas will enable the importer or the person interested 
in imports to control the prices in the market; in other words, 
in 5 to monopolize the market. 

Mr. MILLS. May I ask the Senator from Alabama if his 
amendment includes the productoftrustssuch asare mentioned, 
essa the United States and being conveyed from State to 

tate? 

Mr. MORGAN. It does. It includes distinctly jurisdiction 
and the remedy for that. 

I shall not now, Mr. President, go into an analytical examina- 
tion of the decisions which have been made by Judge Jackson 
and Judge Bullock and other eminent judges upon the question 
as to the effect-of these statutes. ? 

We have enacted heretofore the act of 1890 in regard to inter- 
state trusts, and to show that the theory of this amendment is 
different from the theory of that act, it goes upon the power of 

reventive justice, of that great power which is described by 

lackstone in his Commentaries, a book to which I love to refer, 
in such language as I think the Senate will excuse me for just 
a moment in quoting. Says the author: 


We are now arrived at the fifth general branch, or head, under which I 


proposed to consider the subject of this book of our Commentaries, viz, the 
means of preventing the co: on of crimes and misdemeanors. And 
really it is an honor, and almost a singular one, to our English laws, that 
they furnish a title of this sort; since preventive justice is, upon every 
a of reason, of humanity, and of sound policy, preferable in all re- 


spects hing justice; the execution of which, though necessary and 
in its consequences a es of mercy to the commonwealth, is always at- 
tended with many and disagreeable circumstances. 


This amendment relates to preventive justice. It prevents 
men, by penalties im d upon their transactions, from abusing 
the revenues of the United States, its dignity, its honor, its 
peace, and prevents them also from imposing heavy burdens 
ap those who must consume either imported articles or those 
which are made under the shelter of this law of taxation and of 
importation. 

The theory of this amendment, as you will see by noticing 
carefully the language, as I will read it again—for in that way 
I can put the Senate better in possession of it than in any other 
reaches to the contract, the combination, the conspiracy, the 
agreement, or engagement which is entered into byanimporter 
with other importers or by an importer with any other person 
who may be his assistant in any form, and it declares that the 


contract or agreement shall be void and null and that the enter- 
ing into it with a view of importing goods into the United States 
is a crime, and that that crime is made punishable as a misde- 
meanor by somewhat severe penalties. I will read it now in 
that connection: 
That every combination, co: „ 1 

hereby declared to be contrary to p 0 poy: egal, and void, when the 
same is made by or between two or more persons or corporations, either of 
whom is engaged in importing any article 

the United States, and when such combination, 


Every person thus ehgaged is made punishable. 
Mr. President? It is the punishment of the intent to abuse the 
importation laws of the United States when that intent takes 
the form of an agreement or conspiracy or combination between 
an importer and another person engaged to assist him, or be- 
tween two or more importers. 

First of all, I ought to remark that this leaves any individual 
in the United States, no matter what the extent and amount of 
his capital may be, his enterprise, his genius, his industry, or 
his mercantile skill, perfectly free to import any amount of 
goods he pleases from any country he wishes and sell them at 
any price that he can; but it prevents the combination of one 
person who may be importing with another person for the pur- 
pore of importing goods with the intent of affecting the mar- 

et. 


Whatis that, 


We have got to that era in our civilization, or rather we have 
returned to that era of English civilization, Mr. President, when 
attempts to commit crimes are getting to be somewhat impor- 
tant in this country, when combinations for the purpose of com- 
mitting crimes are extremely dangerous to the welfare and peace 
of society. In the English law, and in the common law as itex- 
ists now in the various States, these were called misprisions of 
offenses. It was a misprision of treason to imagine even the 
death of the king, 

It was the misprision of murder for two men to agree that 
they would kill another, although no murder was committed. 
And so on through a long category of felonies and even mis- 
demeanors. The intent to commit an offense signified by an 
agreement between two persons that they would commit it, is 
something that is made punishable by the common law and very 
frequently made punishable by acts of Parliament, and also in 
the States by their legislative enactments. 

Let me cite the Senate for a moment to one of these methods 
of preventing justice, we will call it, where the misprision of an 
offense is made a serious matter, and where the law exercises 
its authority upon the individual who enters into such an en- 
gagement to the extent of imprisoning him unless he shall give 
bond to keep the peace. It may not be generally known, but it 
is true that the system of arresting people who have made 
threats that they would commit offenses belongs to the English 
system which we have inherited. 

A man goes and arms himself and threatens to kill another 
man. By the laws of Great Britain, the common law as well as 
the statute law, and the laws of every State in this Union, that 
man is liable to be arrested, although he may not get in sight 
of his victim, or may not have the possible means of reaching 
him. Hemay be arrestedand put under bonds to keep the peace, 
and unless he does give bonds to keep the peace he is incarcer- 
atedin a prison. What offense has the man committed? Noth- 
ing but a misprision of the offense. That is to say, he has con- 
cluded that he would commit it; he has agreed with himself that 
he would commit it, and has proclaimed the crime in such form 
as that the law can take hold of it. 

Here, as I will remark again, we find coming to light by the 
existence of the present situation in many respects the neces- 
sity for extending and making penal and criminal the misprision 
of offenses, which, if they are allowed to run along, ripen 
into crime and the victim will receive the injury that was in- 
tended. I willillustrate it. Suppose there had been an agree- 
ment between a half dozen men in Europe to murder Carnot. 
There it a vs that you can not arrest a man because he has 

roclaimed that he intends to devote his life to the murder of 
bings or a particular king. 

Such a declaration as that in the United States against the 
humblest man in this whole country is made in every State of 
the Union what we call a misprision of offense, and it is in itself 
a breach of the peace. I refer to this merely for the sake of 
anal I refer to it to show that there is an intelligent foun- 
dation run through this proposed amendment which is en- 
tirely in keeping with our system of jurisprudence, and that if 


we adopt it we can not ager! harm anybody and it is no de- 
the existing state of ponus opinion in 
to what it ought 


parture whatever from 
regard to what the law is as well as in regar 
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tobe. Therefore I have ventured to bring the amendment for- | 


ward. 

I wish to remark in regard to the amendment that it can not 
possibly do any harm if we will take it for granted that no man 
is ever to be convicted under it, that it is such a sieve as that it 
will hold nothing in the way of judicial determination. Yet 
there it stands for two purposes. One is to threaten and alarm 
these men from entering into such combinations. The other is 
the expression of the view of the Congress of the United States 
that these trusts in all of their multiplied hideousness, I will 
say, are against our common conviction and meet our stern 
reprobation. 

ut, sir, it will not stop there. I think I may venture to say 
with absolute confidence that no trust will ever be formed of 
any important character in the United States, after we put the 
amendment I have offered in the bill, which will not be felt and 
punished, and that with severity. 

Now, having said this much, Mr. President, I will yield the 
floor, first remarking, however, again that the four sections 
which conclude the amendment are all of them copied out of the 
existing statute? They have been — upon by the Senate 
and by the Congress, and therefore it is unnecessary for me to 
descant upon them to any extent at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the legislation that is proposed 
by this amendment is of an exceedinglyimportant character. I 
confess that I appreciate the importance of it, and I appreciate 
the difficulties that exist in the way of attaching so important 
an amendment to this tariff bill at this time and in these hours, 
which we hope are the closing hours of this debate. 

I shall go with my friend from Alabama, I think, to the full 
extent to which his learning and zeal and patriotism will lead 
him in devising legislation for the correction of the tendency 
which has grown up in this country to the formation of trusts. 
But for that very reason I feel that this unusual and abnormal 
method of introducing such important punitive legislation is 
not at this time and in the heat and hurry of these hours to be 
considered wise on our part. 

IT hope the Senator from Alabama will agree with thesugges- 
tion intend to make, that theamendment, or the subject-matter 
of the amendment, be referred to the Judiciary Committee of 
this body, that they may scrutinize it, give it the benefit of their 
study, and make it, if it needs amendment, what it ought to be 
in order to accomplish the objects which the Senator from 
Alabama has in view, and properly in view, and bring it back to 
us, 80 that it may be considered upon its merits and made a part 
of the law of the land. 

If it is a proper motion, Mr. President, I will move that the 
amendment be referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, just.a word, in personal ex- 
planation. 

I said in my opening remarks that two months ago I had sub- 
mitted this amendment to the Committee on Finance. I ex- 
plained to the committee personally, at least to the Democratic 
members of the committee, the examination under which the 

rovisions had passed in the minds of some of the most.eminent 
jurists in the United States, and that every word in the amend- 
ment had received their approbation. 

IT could not, under the agreement which existed on this side of 
the Chamber, take the floor earlier than I have done for the 
purpose of offering the amendment. Its value, its importance 
even to the reputation of the Senate, is perfectly obvious after 


all that has been said here in respect of the introduction on our 


part of opportunities if not of invitations to these trusts to avail 
themselves of the benefits of this proposed law. 


I have done my best to get it before the Senate. I have done 
all that an honorable duty to my colleagues on this side of the 


Chamber permitted me todo. I have presented it to the gen- 
tlemen who have had the bill in charge, and I have not heard 
yet that one of them had an objection to make to the provision, 
or said itwas unnecessary, or anything else than that they were 
afraid that it would consume a large amount of time. 

Mr. President, I have not occupied the time ef the Senate in 
the discussion of the pending bill. I have seen many places, 
many opportunities, where my convictions of duty almost forced 
me to take the floor, but I have not done so because I was.en- 
tirely deferential to the desire on the part of the committee, 
which I think has been most admirably filled, of bringing for- 
ward a bill that would be satisfactory to at least one side of the 
Chamber. 

I take occasion at this moment to say that I have not read a 
tariff bill on the statute books of the United States which so 
ponni comes up to my views of what is exactly right as the 
pen bill, and I have never seen one that I would vote for 
with greater pleasure. 

Imustalso say that the most assiduous, and industrious,and 
learned attention has been bestowed by the gentlemen who have 


stances, and in its very nature 


had charge of the bill upon every one of the vast enumeration 
of items. But the opportunity has not been afforded to me of 
putting into the bill the antidote for the poison that it ischarged 
the bill carries. 

This amendment, I wili say to my honorable friend from Dela- 


ware, can not hurt anybody. No innocent person can possibly 
suffer under it. The only question in the case is whether the 
rovision is strong enough and tight enough to hold the guil 


it is found not to be, and that the theory of the provision 
all right, as I think I have established that it is all right, then 
by amendment hereafter we can certainly improve it, if it can 
be improved. 

The suggestion offered by the Senator from Delaware, it does 
not seem to me hasvery great weight, because the proposed pun- 
ishment of these combinations does not affect any person what- 
soever—it can not affect ya Rants whatsoever—who is hon- 
estly engaged in free and f competition in trade under the 
new revenue law. 

Now, a word on that point. No man has the right to import 
anything into the United States except by permission of the 
statute. We have prohibitions here upon importations which 
may be relieved against by the proclamation of the President 
of the United States, as incases where foreign governments dis- 
criminate against us, and for the purpose of preventing the in- 
troduction of diseases through neat cattle. There is quite a 
large list of this kind of absolute, positive prohibitions which 
wen ae relieved against by the proclamation of the President. 

hat does that all mean? On what basis does that theory of 
legislation proceed? It is that no man has the right to import 
anything into the United States unless he is permitted to do so 
by law. Then, if the man in making the oe heer abuses 
the law to the disadvantage of 5 the United States, he 
of course violates his duty towards the Government of the 
United States, and the Congress which enacts the law to en- 
force the revenue and to tax importations has the unquestioned 
right to say how far, and under what circumstances, and under 
what conditions the importations shall be made. 

I very much regret that I have not been able, although I fre- 
quently called the attention of the Senator from Delaware to it, 
to find him enough at leisure in the multiplicity of his duties, 
which have been so exacting upon his time, to get him to take 
the judicial view of this question whichI felt it incumbent upon 
myself to try to take, and which he could have done so much 
better than I. But still the Senator does not urge an objection 
to the amendment. Heonly proposes to refer it to the Judiciary 
Committee. My honorable colleagueon my e "ea PucH]has 
examined this matter. I have heard no objection from him. 
He is the chairman of that committee. Certainly I would sub- 
mit it to the Committee on the Judiciary without a moment's 
hesitation, I have also submitted it to other members of the 
Judiciary Committee, to two of the most distinguished members 
of that. committee, whose names I sup I might be at liberty 
to call, but it is probably not exactly in form to do it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the Senator from Alabama is not in- 
convenienced br yielding, I desire to say a few words. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, this measure has my full 
approbation. The Senator from Alabama submitted it to me 
sometime ago and again still more recently. To my personal 
knowledge it has the full examination of excellent lawyers. 
In that category Ido not place myself, but it has had the ex- 
amination of men learned in the law, and it is pronounced by 
them to be safe. In my judgment, for myself, I could vote for 
it with infinite pleasure. 

The Committee on Finance has not asa committee taken any 
action in regard to the amendment. It isa matter not in the 
line of detail usually charged to a committee upon the subject 
of revenue, and yet in the light of present history, in the t 
of wholesale slander, lawless libel, I should be glad to see this 
measure become & law in connection with a revenue bill or any 
other bill to which it could be propery attached. 

I know nota human being who belongs to any trust so far as 
Iamo ant of that fact. If I am acquainted witha man who 
is in the sugar trust I do not know it. I am acquainted with 
a human being who belongs to a whisky trust I am not aware of 
it, and I do not know who he is. But I am aware of great com- 
binations that overshadow certain mighty interests of the Amer- 
ican people against whom this measure is aimed, and justly 
aimed, in my judgment. 

I appreciate entirely the wisdom and patriotism of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. A reference of such a measure to the Ju- 
diciary Committee is apt and propor under ordinary circum- 

t goes to that committee prop- 
erly. Yetif the Senate can come to the conclusion which I 
have reached, and which the Senatorfrom Alabamaand others 
who have carefully examined this measure have reached, and 
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can pass upon it and adopt it now, I believe it would be a meas- 
ure of great wisdom and of greatsafety to the American people. 

I donot believe that we should take it up if it is to lead to pro- 
tracted discussion, and yet I can hardly imagine how time could 
be better employed than in le, Bang teannt the great domi- 


nating trusts and syndicates. But it did occur to me (and IJ so 
said to the Senator from Alabama) that I thought it would not 
lead to protracted discussion. There is no one here so far as I 
know who desires to protect those at whom this proposed legis- 
lation is aimed. They have nodefenders here so far as I know. 
I feel that in closing the work of the last three months an enact- 
ment of the kind proposed by the Senator from Alabama would 
be hailed by the American people as a guaranty of integrity in 
the execution of the law we are about to pass. 

I have thought proper, contrary to the course I have pursued 
for sometime t, to say this much. I do not speak for the 
Committee on Finance, and yet at the same time I do not know 
of a single member of that hard-working and much-abused com- 
mittee who has any objection to the provisions of the amend- 
ment. There are variances of opinion in that committee as to 
whether it ought to be brought forward now or in some other 
shape and at some other time. Asto the provisions themselves, 
I know no difference of opinion in the committee over which I 
have the honor to preside. This much, I think, it is due to the 
occasion to say. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ishould like to inquire of the chairman if this 
is an amendment recommended by the committee. I have 
agreed for my part (I will say in explanation of the vote which 
I may cast and all other votes) to follow our committee, and so 
I understood that other gentlemen here had agreed, including 
the chairman who has just spoken. Of course he hasno further 
liberty than I or anyone else. If I were not bound by that 
agreement I would rescind many votes which I have cast. I 
should like to have it understood, so that there may be no mis- 
take in giving a vote, whether that agreement is to be pursued 
or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me 
a moment? Before I offered the amendment, as I have stated, 
I submitted it to the committee on frequent occasions and even 
to-day. I asked whether it would be any violation of our agree- 
ment under our rules to offer it, and I was assured by the com- 
mittee that I had a perfect rivilege to offer it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will say to the Senator from Virginia, 
that as far as I can recall the events of the last three months, 
all the understanding of which I was cognizant among ourselves 
on this side of the Chamber was to the effect that we would 
stand together on committee amendments and propositions. 

Mr. DANIEL. And not vote for other amendments that were 
not offered by the committee—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. But after the work of the committee was 
finished I never understood that I was not at liberty to vote for 
other amendments if they were brought forward. I say that I 
felt bound to stand by the committee. I have done it to the bit- 
terend. After the committee work is over I do not understand 
and I never have understood that I am not at liberty to vote for 
any amendment I choose that is consistent with the bill. Ido 
not mean by this that I would vote against the bill. I do not 

su I need explain that [ would not violate my own record. 
À r. DANIEL. Of course there is an understanding or there 
is not an understanding. The statement of the Senator who 
has just spoken does not agree with my understanding. It was 
clear and specific, as I understand it (not of course casting an 
reflection upon him), that we would not offer and support amend- 
ments of our own, and polely by reason of that understanding I 
have declined to offer amendmentsor to votefor any amendment 
unless it had the sanction of our committee. If I am at liberty 
to vote for the pending amendment with fairness to my colleagues 
I shall vote for it. Iam not at liberty I shall not vote for it. 
Certainly we ought to have unders each other before we 
reached the very close of the bill, in the consideration of which 
it was the part of patriotism for every man to give up his own 
opinion in order that the best collective judgment could be gath- 
ered so as to give relief speedily to the American people. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to 
ask him a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom Illinois has been 
recognized. 

Mr. PALMER. If I have the floor 
Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to ask a question of the Senator 


from Virginia. 
Mr. PALMER. I yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. DANIEL. Before I take my seat I should like to have an 
understanding between the Senator from Alabama and the com- 
mittee. He tells us that he consulted the committee before he 


offered the amendment, and was encouraged to do it. 


Mr. MORGAN, No; I did not say that. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg paradon; sir; I am trying—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Isaid the committee had no objection to it, 
and I did not consider it any breach of the agreement that I 
should offer it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. DANIEL. I am not here to be interrogated. I have 
stated what I had to say, and I am done. 

The PE Pa aged NT. The Senator from Illinois will 
proceed. $ 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I beg to say that so far as I 
understand the amendment of the Senator from Alabama I favor 
it; but I can not forget the fact that this is a proposition to add 
a most important chapter to the criminal code of the United 
States. I have followed the Committee on Finance faithfully, 
sometimes surrendering my own judgment; but for that they are 
nottoblame. InallthatI walk by faith. But I do hesitate to add 
to the criminal code of the United States provisions which I have 


not carefully examined with a view to their perfection. Of course, 


being an old lawyer, I am exceedingly scrupulous in regard to 
legislation which affects the rights of citizens. I am exceed- 
ingly scrupulous in the preparation of alaw which imposes pains 
and penalties and fines, as this proposes. While I have the most 
implicit confidence in the Senator from Alabama, I would a little 
rather look over this measure myself and see that it meets the 
approval of my own judgment. Ido not think that this pro- 
vision is an essential part of a tariff bill. I think it deserves 
more consideration than we can give it now. 

I have thought for two or three months past about duties and 
3 and all the subjects that present themselves in this 

iscussion, but I have not considered the law of trusts. While 
Ishall still walk by faith, if I am so advised I will accept it, 
though with the utmost reluctance. I should greatly prefer, if 
it meets the views of the Senator from Alabama, that the meas- 
ure shall be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Above 
all, while I respect the Judiciary Committee, I respect my own 
judgment on such subjects, and I really should be glad to have 
an opporamiiy in some formal way not my to consider. the 
amendment, but to discuss it in a manner entirely disconnected 
from this purely revenue measure. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam very sorry that I did not take this amend- 
ment to the Senator from Illincis in person and ask his judg- 
ment upon it. It has been printed and placed on the tables 
here three or four different times. I supposed every Senator 
would take enough interest in the progress of this bill to know 
what amendments were being proposed by Senators as well as 
those which came from the committee. 

Now, I do not want to disturb the Senate or impose any bur- 
den upon anyone’s conscience or make it very hard for anyone 
to put his foot down on trusts. I do not wish to do anything of 
that kind; and if it is considered to be necessary to Vinge the 
weight of the Judiciary Committee settle upon the amendment 
before we can do anything else about it, let it go to the Judici- 
ary Committee. My skirts are clear. I have done all I could 
do. No man has yet found objection to one word in the amend- 
ment for the purpose of repressing these trusts. If the Senate 
of the United States is not ready to do it, let the amendment go 
to the committee. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to vote to put this amendment on the 
bill, Ishall vote againstits reference to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. I am afraid it will not accomplish very much if enacted 
into a law, but it is a move in the right direction. As has been 
said, it can not hurt any innocent man. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the pending question? 

Mr. LODGE. What is the question before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MOR- 


GAN]. 

Mr. GRAY. Has the Chair decided that the motion made by 

myself is not a parliamentary motion? > 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so decides. The ques- 
tion ison agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Alabama. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to offer the amendment to paragraph 
356, e 90, of which I gave notice. Matting and mats made of 
N or rattan stand now in the bill at 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem. I move to amend the paragraph so as to make it read: 
356. Cocoa matting, 40 per cent ad valorem; cocoa mats, 35 per cent ad va- 
orem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I shall say only a word in re- 
gard to the amendment. I discussed it when the bill was in 
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Committee of the Whole. This is a small industry compara- 
tively; involving no large capital. It is carried on principally 
by the workingmen who are themselves engaged in it. Theduty 
as proposed by the bill means the absolute destruction of the in- 
dustry. It employs men in New York, in Ohio, and in my own 
State. The amendment I move proposes a much lower rate of 
duty than the McKinley rates, and gives the industry merely a 
chance to survive. I hope that the Senate will accept this pro- 
posed modification. It is a great reduction over the McKinley 
rates, and it gives the workmen ie Yo fhe in the small industry 
of mat-making a chance to go on and develop it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas andnays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), Upon this ques- 
tion I am paired with the Senatorfrom Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. I 
should vote ‘‘nay” if the Senator from Ohio were present. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If 
he were gens I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the afirmative). I inquire 
if the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 7 

Mr. CAREY. I desire to withdraw my vote, being paired 
with that Senator. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], Ifind 
that he has not voted and I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 

Aldrich, e, Manderson, ay, 
Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Hale, Patton, Squire, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Peffer, Teller, 

avis, Hawley, Per Washb 
Dixon, Platt, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Power, 
Dubois, Lodge, Proctor, 

NAYS—37. 
Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Roach, 
Bate, George, Lindsay, Smith, 
. Gibson, cLaurin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Martin, est, 
Brice, Gray, Mills, Voorhees, 
Caffery, 1, Morgan, Walsh, 
Call, Hunton, Murphy, White. 
Cockrell, Irby, Palmer, 
Coke, Jarvis, Pasco, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark, Ransom, 
NOT VOTING—19, 

Blanchard, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Butler, Morrill, ilas, 
Camden, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Cameron, McMillan, h, Wolcott. 
Carey, McPherson, Sherman, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. According to previous notice I move to 
amend paragraph 199, page 46, line II, by striking out “two” 
and inserting ‘‘three” before the word ‘‘dollars;” soas to read: 

199. Hay, 83 per ton. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. r. President, when this matter was in 
Committee of the Whole I had occasion to make certain state- 
ments concerning the hay crop which I shall not take the time 
to repeat further than to say that last year the product of hay 
in this country was 65,766,158 tons, of a value of $570,882,870. 
The present duty on hay is $4 per ton, and under that duty there 
were imported last year 104,181 tons of a value of nearly $962,221, 

The amendment I then offered, which was the same I offer 
now, was defeated by avery close vote. I regret very much 
that it is probable the amendment will in the Senate meet with 
the same fate it did in Committee of the Whole. 

A good many Senators upon the other side have privately ex- 
pressed to me their opinion that this amendment ought to be 
adopted, but unfortunately the committee have not seen their 
wat. clear to agree thatit shall be adopted. So I presume itis 
to bə voted down. And yet, Mr. President, in the interest of 
this great industry, largely in the Northern States, much of it 
in New York and the New England States bordering on Canada, 
where we shall meet with a loss incalculable in amount if the 
. he reduced 50 per centas is proposed, I desire to havea vote 
in the Senate, and I ask that it shall be by yeas and nays. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on theamendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire, on which the 
yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. I should vote ‘‘nay “if 
he were here. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If 
he were here I should vote yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 
should vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PUGH. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HOAR] to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH] 
and vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 38; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


Lam paired with the 
If he were present I 


YEAS—30. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Lodge, Power, 
Allison, e, McMillan, Proctor, 
Carey, Gallinger, Manderson, houp, 
Chandler, Hale, Mitcheli,Oregon Squire, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, atton, ‘eller, 
Davis, Hawley, Peffer, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hig; Perkins, 
Dolph, Jones, Ney. Platt, 
NAYS—38. 

Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Ranso 

te, George, Lindsay, Roach, 
eid A Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Martin, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mills, Vest, 
Caffery, 111. Mitchell, WIs. Vilas, 

all, Hunton, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Irby, Palmer, White. 
Coke, Jarvis, Pasco, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pugk, 
NOT VOTING—17. 

Brice, Harris, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Butler, Hoar, Quay, Wolcott. 
Camden, McPherson, Sherman, 
Cameron, Morgan, Stewart, 
Gordon, Morrill, Walsh, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to add to paragraph 182 the proviso 
which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

i The SECRETARY. Add to paragraph 182, on page 42, the fol- 
owing: 

Provided, however, That the bounty provided in said act shall stand unre- 
panoa to the extent that there shall be paid to the producer of sugar, from 

ts, sorghum, or sugar cane, grown in the Uni States in the year 1894, 
or from maple sap produced in the United States during the year 1594, under 
license for 1894, and subject to the limitations now impo: by law, on all 
sugars testing not less than 90° by the Lg foe ne nine-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound, and upon sugar testing less than 90° by the polariscope and not less 
than 80°, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on e to tho 
amendment ore by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. [I offer this proviso because I believe it to ba 
just, if the bill takes effect immediately or the Ist of August, 
that the producers of domestic sugar who have made their con- 
tracts for the year 1894 on the basis now allowed by law shall be 
granted something in the form of a diminished bounty to pro- 
255 them from the injury arising from the operation of the 


1. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to have the amendment read again. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from New York wish to ad- 
dress the Senate on this question? 

Mr. HILL. I do desire to Hi atlength if—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I rose for the purpose of moving to lay the 
amendment on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. If this side of the Chamber is disposed to follow 
the view of the committee I do not desire to inflict any remarks 
upon the Senate; but if there is a disposition to put the proviso 
upon the bill at this stage after the vote of yesterday, I then de- 
sire to address the Senate at considerable length. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave not consulted the committee, but as a 
member of the committee I move to lay the amendment on the 


e. 
Mr. HILL. All right. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is not debatable. 
Mr. MANDERSON, I ask unanimous consent to appeal to 
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he Senator from Tennessee to permit me to address myself to 
this amendment. Certainly it can not be charged that I have 
wasted any time in this debate. I desire to address myself to 
it, because I think it a matter of very great importance and one 
that should be understood by the Senate before the vote is taken. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know how to resist such an ap as 
the Senator from Nebraska makes, and yet I regret t he 
makes it. However, I withdraw the motion, and give notice 
that Ishall renew it if I can get the floor when the Senator from 
Nebraska has been heard. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ifmy colleague will yield to me when he con- 
cludes, I desire to be heard before the motion is finally put. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I shall not take the time 
of the Senate at any great anes for 1 certainly have no desire 
to prolong this debate. Let, I can not let this amendment go 
without at least an attempt to show its entire fairness and its 
honesty. Unfortunately, perhaps for myself rather than for 
my colleague, Ido not always find myself in accord with him, 
but in the proposition to thus amend paragraph 182 he and 1 
are in entire accord. 

Now, why should this be done? Let me recall for a moment 
the condition of the law and the action had under the induce- 
ment of the law. By the act of 1890, commonly known as the 
McKinley law, there was offered to those who should produce 
sugar from cane, sorghum, or beets, 2 cents per pound. I shall 
not take the time to refer to the particular essentials of that law. 
One essential was that at the beginning of the year those who 
propona to produce sugar and obtain for themselves the bene- 

tof this bounty should make an application to the Treasury 
Department for license. 

he beet and the cane producers of the country in the begin- 
ning of 1894 made their application for license, and such licenses 
were issued to them. They proceeded, at least so far as the 
beet sugar manufacturers of the country are concerned, to make 
those contracts which are absolutely essential for the conduct 
of their business. 

You can not run a beet-sugar factory without the sugar beets 
from which the saccharine matter shall be produced. Youcan 
not obtain the sugar beets by the usual processes of going into 
a market after the articles are produced. For the very exist- 
ence of these factories it is necessary to do what they did this 
year, and what they did every year since 1890. They go to the 
farmers of their vicinity and make contracts to take from them 
the entire superproduct of their farms for the current year. 

In the spring of 1891, having obtained the licenses to which I 
have referred, the owners of the sugar factories made their con- 
tracts with the farmers in the vicinity by which they agreed to 

y %5 per ton for every ton of sugar beets produced and de- 
Roret at their factories. It takes about5,000acres to grow the 
sugar beets necessary to run a factory. Take the two factories 
in the State of Nebraska at Norfolk and at Grand Island. Their 
contracts are for over 10,000 acres of product of beets, producing 
about 15 tons to the acre. Because of the provisions of the Mc- 
Kinley law, under which they have been fostered and under 
ae. they have grown, they made the contracts at $5 per ton 
of beets. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, When are the contracts made? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The contracts are made early in the 
spring, before seeding, and as a rule the seed is transmitted to 
the furms and distributed among them by the owners of the 
beet-sugar factories. That was the case this year. The con- 
tract at 35 a ton for sugar beets thus produced was made, I say, 
because of the McKinley act. That contract which existed be- 
tween the Government of the United States and those who 
should produce sugar, we, as I think dishonestly, as the repre- 
sentatives of the ple of the United States, have torn from 
the statute books by the action upon this bill; but under that 
contract and under that law these men have agreed to pay $5 
per ton for sugar beets. Under this proposed act beets will be 
worth but $ia ton. Beet sugar can not be produced except at 

. a loss to the producer if he pays a penny over 34 per ton. 

I have no question, Mr. President, but that the six beet-sugar 
factories in ifornia, Nebraska, and Utah have probably con- 
tracted for 5,000 acres of sugar beets each, making 30,000 acres 
of sugar beets, which at 15 tons to the acre would be 450,000 tons 
of sugar beets, and contracted to pay, because of the McKinley 
law and the contract within it, $1 per ton more than those beets 
are worth if this proposed act goes into effect on the Ist day of 
August, 1894. 

Mark it, Mr. President, the 
factories, at least in the State of 
of August and September. 

The sugar-making beginsin the month of October andextends 
through November and December. Yet it is pro that 


-beet product goes to the 
ebraska, during the months 


posed. 
these parties shall b> left out in the cold and that there shall be 
no compensating or equivalent payment which shall at least in 


ined wares their losses by reason of their action under the 
0 ey law. , 

Now, this nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound to be paid for sugar 
produced from beets or cane where the sugar beets or the sugar 
cane had been grown within the year 1894, I say issimple, plain 
honesty on the part of this Government. It would be an out- 
rageous thing to leave these men in the position in which the 
they will be left if the bill shall be passed without the amend- 
ment proposed by my colleague. 

Iam not familiar with the condition as to sugar cane, but I 
am told that in Louisiana also contracts are made in advance 
of the crop for the delivery of sugar cane at a particular time, 
and it applies with equal force to those who propose to produce 
sugarfrom sugarcane. Butbe thatas it may (as to that matter, 
the Senators more directly interested in that industry can give 
light to the Senate), I say that this 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me 
to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will state that in Louisiana the sugar cane 
hasalready been purchased. Not only have contracts been made 
in my State predicated upon the giving of the bounty for this 
year as foreshadowed and stated in the report of the Senate Fi- 
nance Committee, which proposition of the committee was 
stricken out by a vote yesterday, but in order to pre for the 
changed conditions resulting from a large decrease of the tariff 
the planters of that State have invested twice the amount they 
had done in any year heretofore for such machinery as will bring 
about the best results in extraction and evaporation. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I can vouch for the truth of that state- 
ment, if such vouching were needed. During the present ses- 
sion of Congress I visited the State of Louisiana and I went along 
that beautiful country known as the Bayou Teche, where the 
large sugar plantations are located. Iwas amazed to see the 
immense strides which had been made in the direction of im- 
proved machinery and larger works during the present year and 
the year 1893. ere is no question about it. 3 

Vast as the investment was in Louisiana in amount in machin- 
ery, in mills, in stock of all description necessary for the grow- 
ing of cane and the making ofsugar, [haveno question but that 
during the years 1893 and 1894 there has been an increase of 
from 25 to 30 per cent in value in investments, largely made be- 
cause of the provisions of the McKinley law. As to the beet-su- 
gar factories, they have grown from nothing to the proportions 

depicted in my remarks a few weeks ago when this matter was 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. President, the Senate has struck a staggering blow to 
the beet-sugar industry of this country by the provisions of the 
present bill. By the maintenance, as I believe, of the bounty of 
the McKinley law, even a diminishing bounty which I submit is 
not full fair treatment—but even under a diminishing bounty 
such as was contained in one or two of the amendments I pro- 
posed in the Senate as well as in Committee of the Whole, this 
industry might be sustained. But with this low duty on sugar, 
with this deprivation of bounty, with this taking from these fac- 
tors anything that is remunerative, anything that is in the 
shape of partial repayment for the contracts they have made 
because of the provisions of the McKinley law, L believe the 
last blow will be struck at the effort to produce sugar from beets 
in this country. 

Mr. President, I shall not take the time of the Senate further. 
Lengthy argument might be made; reasons much stronger than 
I have produced might be brought forward in favor of this 
amendment. I earnestly hope that the Senate will adopt the 
amendment proposed by my colleague. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). 
The 1 is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. HILL. ha t has become of the motion of the Senator 
from Tennessee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion was withdrawn. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I desire to say something 
upon the amendment. Ihave not occupied the time of-the Sen- 
ate in the discussion of the sugar schedule or any other sched- 
ule, nor do I intend at this time to weary the Senate with any 
extended remarks of mine on this qu n. 

I made a suggestion to the Senator from Nebraska which pre- 
sents to my mind an equitable consideration why the Senate 
should vote for this amendment. There has been a very con- 
siderable struggle in regard to the sugar question. It has been 
repeatedly stated on the floor of the Senate that there was a 
kind of compulsion on the part of certain Senators in sustain- 
ing any duty whatever upon sugar. 

number of Senators have stated that if they had their own 
choice about the matter they would vote against any tariff what- 
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ever upon sugar. With those opinions I haveno sort of quarrel. 
With the independent views of any Senator upon this floor in 
regard to any principle of political economy or any question af- 
fecting the tariff, I have no kind of criticism. 

But after this contest had continued for a long time the Sen- 
ate Finance Gommittee brought in a report which placed a 
tariff of 40 per cent ad valorem upon sugar, with an additional 
eighth of a cent on refined sugar and with an additional tenth 
to compensate for the bounty paid by the exporting countries, 
and with an extension of the time for the repeal of the MceKin- 
ley act to the Ist of January, 1895. That was done in order that 
the planters who had gone on under a belief and just expecta- 
tion that the bounty would be continued should not be cut off 
without a shilling, because their crops and all their expenses 
and engagements were predicated upon the continuance of the 
bounty for at least the present year. Now,I understand, under 
objection that the planter would get the tariff and the bounty 
tob, it was proposed to add to the tariff pe such an amount as 
would come up to the bounty under the McKinley act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Louisiana a 
question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Were not the expenses incurred predi- 
cated upon the continuance of the bounty to 1905, and has not 
the Senator already voted to repeal the bounty? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have voted to repeal the bounty, and if 
that question comes up again I shall vote to repeal the bounty 
another time. Ido not believe in bounties, nor did I ever be- 
lieve in bounties. But there is a principle beyond bounties—— 

Mr.CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me? 

Mr. CAFFERY. There is a principle higher than bounties. 
It is a principle perhaps with which the Senator from New 
Hampshire has very little acquaintance. It is the principle of 
justice and the principle of equity. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow 
me a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I passover the Senator's sugar-plantation 
manners and ask him if the principle is that of a contract, why 
the contract should not be fulfilled to the letter, and why it 
should be partially repealed and partially observed? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have never had the hardihood, and I hope 

_I never shall have the hardihood, to assert that a bounty given 
by a government to any pursuit followed by the citizens of that 
government, whether it be adirect bounty or an indirect bounty, 
in the way ol a tariff upon imports, forms a contract. There is 
no contract aboutit. It has none of the features of a contract. 
It is a mere gratuity of the government, revocabie at any 
period when the government may choose to revoke it. 

I desire to attract the attention of the Senate, however, not 
to a contract which never existed, but to certain principles of 
justice and equity, and especially to the fact that after the com- 
mittee had reported the bill the planters of my State, and the 
beet-growers throughout the United States, relying upon the 
promise implied in that report, arranged their whole business 
with reference to the tariff proposed in that report and to the 
continuance of the bounty until 1895. This is simply a question 
of justice. The amendment of the Senator from Nebraska is 
founded upon that principle, and that principle ought to obtain. 
It is not a principle of tariff; it is not a principle of bounty; 
but it is the fact that the proposed action of the Senate lately 
induced people to undertake certain expenses and certain en- 
gagements, and now it is intended to destroy them. 

Mr. President, I have stated my position upon the question of 
bounty. Ido not wish to restate it. It would not be inconsist- 
entin me to ask for a maintenance of the bounty during the 
whole period. It would not imply that I indorsed the principle 
of giving that bounty. Neither the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire nor anybody else could draw thatconclusion. So the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the other House, in the original 

draft of the bill, pepe a continuation of the bounty, and I 

sup the members of that committee have as much concep- 
tion of the bearing of contracts and the operation of bounty laws 
as anyone else. With my view of theexceeding equity and good 
faith which ought to be observed toward those who have un- 
dertaken large expenses on account of the promise held forth by 
the Senate committee, [believe that the amendment of the Sen- 

ator from Nebraska ought to 1 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Will the Senator from Louisiana 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of 8 Would not the argument the 
Senator has just made so ably, based as it is upon principles of 
common justice, lead him and every other man who believes in 
the ar; nt to vote to the bitter end to sustain the bounty for 


the time fixed in the law? 


Mr. CAFFERY. I do not quite agree with that opinion. We 
have the terms of a diminishing bounty before us. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senate ought to understand, and every 
Senator ought tounderstand, that whatever disposition is to be 
made of the sugar question will require the concurrence of the 
two Houses. As the schedule stands in the bill to-day it is as 
open as any amendment can possibly make it. Both Houses of 
Congress will sit in judgment and determine what its fate is to 
be in the future. Inasmuch as we have had very voluminous 
and exhaustive discussion on the sugar question, and in view 
of the great anxiety of nine-tenths of the Senate to dispose of 
the matter, I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent to make just as 
long a speech on the merits of the proposition as the Senator 
from Tennessee has made as a prelude to moving to lay the 
amendment on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New Hampshire will 
limit himself to the same number of seconds, I will withdraw 
the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from New Hamp- 
shire will proceed, the motion being withdrawn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The last time I heard the Senator from 
Louisiana speak he was denouncing a bounty. The last time i 
heard his colleague speak he was denouncing a bounty. They 
denounced it as a wicked invention of the Republican party. 
Now, the senior Senator from Louisiana gets up and demands a 
continuance of the bounty and says it isa contract. The Sen- 
ator says, not that it is a contract of Congress 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
pardon me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; if it does not come out of my time. 


[Laughter.] 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator appears to get himself some- 
what mixed in regard to what I stated. I have never upheld 
the principle of a bounty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is what I said. 

Mr. HALE. But its application. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have always denounced the principle of 
the bounty. I have maintained as a principle of equity and jus- 
tice that the bounty should not be cutoff allat once. If that 
is not making a clear distinction between a fact and an abstract 
principle, I am incapable of making one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Louisiana only makes 
his case worse the longer he talks. He is now speaking fora 
bounty. He was then denouncing a bounty. He says thata 
bounty ponies hy a solemn act of Congress to last until 1905 
can be blotted out at a moment’s notice and nobody has a right 
to find fault. 

But when a Democratic committee comes in here with a prop- 
osition, he says that is a contract. He says the planters o“ 
Louisiana have adapted themselves to the report of the Demo- 
cratic members of the Finance Committee, atid therefore it isa 
great wrong, inequitable, and an outrage not to carry out the 
promise of the Democratic Finance Committee. Mr. President, 
that is a contract. A solemn act of Congress is not a contract. 
If the Senator thinks he can justify that distinction I will leave 
him to the Senator from Tennessee to elucidate it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall elucidate it by renewing my motion to 
lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay on the table 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. — 


Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired 


with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 
Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. I should vote 
“yea” if he were present. 
The roll call having beenconcluded, the result was announced 
yeas 50, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—5), 
Bate, 5 Jones, Ark. 
ý Gallinger, Lindsay, Roach, 

Blackburn, George, Lodge, Smith. 

ce, Gibson, McLaurin, Teller, 
Chandler, Gorman, Martin, Turple, 
Cockrell, Gray, Mills, Vest, 
Coke, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon ‘Vilas. 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Mitchell, WIS. Voorhess, 
Daniel, rris, Morgan Walsh, 
Dixon, Hill, Murphy. Washburn, 
Doiph, Hunton. Palmer. White. 
D 18. Dy. Pasco, 
Faulkner Jarvis, Power. 
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NAYS—22, 
Aldrich, Carey, McMillan, Proctor, 
Allen, Da Manderson, Quay, 

ison, Hawley, Patton, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Higgins, Peffer, uire. 
Caffery, Jones, Nerv. Perkins, 
Call, Kyle, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—18. 

Butler, Roar, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Camden, McPherson, Shoup, 
Cameron, Morrill, Stewart, 
Gordon, Pettigrew, Wilson, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move tostrike out paragraph 555, on page 109, 
and insert: 

Paintings, in oil or water colors, and statuary, not otherwise provided for 
in this act, 15 per cent ad valorem; but the term statuary ” as herein used 
shall be understood to include only such statuary as is cut, carved, or other- 
wise werap by hand from a solid block or mass of marble, stone, or ala- 
baster, or from metal, and as is the professional production of a statuary or 
sculptor only. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
ere ip proposed -by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN. In 1883, in the House of Representatives, a 
petition was presented asking that this style of art be put on 
the free list. A speech was made by Mr. Perry Belmont, of 
New York, at that time, and is found on page 133, Appendix of 
the RECORD, following the proceedings from February 20 to 
March 3, 1883, Forty-seventh Congress, second session, and con- 
tained in the same volume. The petition was signed very 
numerously by a certain class of people in New York, who are 
in the habit of buying pictures and paintings by the hundreds 

and thousands and even millions of dollars’ worth, and asked 
that all foreign paintings of every kind and all foreign statuary 
should be admitted to this country free. 
hold in my hand the originalipetition, which was presented 
by Mr. Belmont to the House of Representatives at that time, 
and I desire to say that all of the names which are signed to the 
petition are not to be found inthe RECORD. I shall not con- 
sume the time of the Senate at this late hour by reading all of 
the names, but I wish to read two or three which do not appear 
in the RECORD. I find attached to the petition one name which 
does not appear as it is printed in the RECORD. It is that of 
Cornelius Vanderbilt. Ifind another, the name of Russell Sage; 
and still another, Jay Gould. The petition is signed by a great 
many other names of people of like publicity, praying that the 
higher class of imported statuary and art be pisces upon the 
free list. Congress yielded to that request; the articles were 
placed on the free list. 

In 1890, in the McKinley act, it was provided that all this 
kind of art and statuary which is brought into this country for 
the p of being used in schools, academies, and public 
places shall be admitted free, but if it is brought here for the 
purpose of being placed ina private residence, and the poor ex- 
cluded from observing and enjoying it, then it is to be taxed 
15 per cent ad valorem, as I recall the act. : 

I desire to say that all the cheaper lithographs and chromos 
which enter the poor man's home in this country are required 
to pay a tax of 25 per cent ad valorem. The cheap picture that 
hangs upon the wall of the home of the laboring man or the poor 
manor the man in common life pays a tax, while the pictures 
owned by the rich men which hang in private parlors where 
the public are excluded and which the public never see are suf- 
fered to come in absolutely free. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me a 
question right there? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Have not some of these paintings, imported by 
the rich people of New York and Boston, cost in the neighbor- 
hood of $100,000? The duties remitted by placing these articles 
upon the free list will amount to $15,000 or $20,090 in the case of 
certain paintings. 

Mr. ALLEN. The revenue derived last year was three hun- 
dred and thirty odd thousand dollars at the low rate put on 
such articles by the McKinley act. 

Mr. KYLE. I mean to say that an individual in New York 
City will save $15,000 or $20,000 in duties on a single picture. 

r. ALLEN. Certainly. I have no objection to any man 
upon the face of the earth enjoying a good picture. The other 
day the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] gave us a wonderful 
description of the effect of art upon the people. He said itis a 
greateducator. I admit that; but I want every American citi- 
zen to be able to enjoy the same privileges that any other citi- 
zen enjoys. : 

Mr.GRAY. Lask the Senator from Nebraska whether the 
amendment he proposes exempts from duty pictures and stat- 
uary of the kind described which are imported for the use of 
public institutions. 


Mr. ALLEN. Not at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Does not the Senator think those ought to be 

exempted? 
Mr. ALLEN. I think every piece of statuary and every paint- 
ing that is brought into this country to be put upon public ex- 
hibition in our schools, our museums, or other places of public 
resort ought to be admitted free, and it ought to be free simply 
because the people have an opportunity to enjoy the education 
that is to be derived from it. But when they are taken and 
closed up in the private parlors of the extremely rich, where the 
great mass of the people can not see them, equity and justice de- 
clare that they shall bear their proportion of taxation. 

Mr. President, I . this question in the Senate as in 
Committee of the ole, and I present it here. As a disinter- 
ested neighbor, I offered the Democratic party another oppor- 
tunity to save its political life. I offer it here again. I tell you 
when the masses of the voters of this country understand that 
pictures worth a hundred thousand, or two hundred thousand, 
or three hundred thousand dollars are hanging by the millions 
of dollars’ worth in private parlors in New York and Boston 
and Philadelphia, where the public will never see them either 
for money or for love, and that on the cheap picture of the Virgin 
Mary, which hangs upon the wall of the humble man, there is a 
duty of 25 per cent ad valorem, they will turn out of power a 
party which permits anything of that kind, and they ought to 
do it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
reper ae proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 

LLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN and Mr. KYLE called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were orderd. 

The 6 to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). If I were not paired 
we the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] I should 
votes ‘‘yea. 

The roll call was concluded. - 

Mr.SHOUP. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. WHITE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 41; as follows: 


YEAS—%. 
Allen, Dubois, Kyle, Perkins, 
Bate, Gallinger, McLaurin, Power, 
Berry, George, Martin, Proctor, 
Carey, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Teller, 
Cockrell, Irby, Morgan, 2 
Coke, Jarvis, Peffer, Walsh. 

NAYS—41. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Allison, Faulkner, Lodge. Roach, 
Blackburn, Frye, McMillan, Smith, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, Squire, 
Caffery, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Call, Hansbrough, Murphy, Vilas, 
Chandler, Harris, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hawley, Pasco, Washburn. 
Daniel, Higgins, Patton, 
Davis, Hunton, Platt, 
Dixon, Jones, Ark. Quay, 

NOT VOTING--20. 

Brice, Gorman, Mills, Shoup, 
Butler, Hill, Morrill, Stewart, 
Camden, Hoar, Pettigrew, White, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Pugh, Wilson, 
Gordon, McPherson, Sherman, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

f ae ALLEN. I offer as paragraph 6834 what I send to th: 
esk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

6834. All fencing wire, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLEN, I desire to state that I am informed a small tax 
on wire, much less than half the present tax, will be entirely sat- 
isfactory to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to suggest to the Senator that to num- 
ber the paragraph 683+ would p it in the free list. The Sen- 
ator must place amendment somewhere else, if he proposes 
to place a duty upon wire. 

Mr. ALLEN, I suggest that it be inserted as paragraph 124}. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionison agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. AL- 
LEN] to insert as paragraph 1244 what has been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. Inow offer the same amendment, changing the 
rate to 15 per cent; so as to read: 

All fencing wire, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. HILL. What is the House rate? 

8 CULLOM. The House rate is, I think, 30 per cent ad 
valorem, 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to suggest thatif it be supposed that 
the wire is made from imported rods, the duty fixed upon them 
by the other House was 25 per cent, and now on rods valued at 
4 cents or less per pound the rate is four-tenths of a cent per 
pound, which I suppose approximates the 25 per cent ad valorem. 
So we are putting a heavier duty upon the rod of which the wire 
is made than we put upon the wire itself. Under those circum- 
stances the foreigner would ordinarly export to us the wire. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. ALLEN. T call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to insert the following: 

124}. All fencing wire, one-quarter of 1 cent per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to insert the following: 

124}. All fencing wire, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like toask the senior Senator from 
Illinois whether the rate I now propose is not satisfactory to 
hi 


im. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam unwilling to accept the amendment, so 
far as I am concerned. Ido not think it is enough. It would 
not give the protection necessary to enable this industry to carry 
on its business. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. ALLEN. In view of the fact that the opposition to this 
measure is particularly the work of the junior Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. PALMER], I should like to know whether he thinks it 
is enough. 

Mr. PALMER. Iwill answer the question of the Senator from 
Nebraska ina moment. This question is one eminently proper 
for adjustment by a conference committee. It oe to the 
whole class of wires, and I have no doubt thatit will be properly 
adjusted in conference. This single proposition, which goes to 
fence wire alone, is likely to disturb the whole arrangement in 
regard to wires, and therefore, in my judgment, my friend from 
Nebraska will find his interest entirely safe in the hands of the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. ALLEN. So far as I am concerned I do not propose to 
trust my interests to the conference committee, if I can avoid it. 
The other day, before the bill was reported from the Committee 
of the Whole to the Senate, I asked the Finance Committee in 
charge of the measure if, after the bill was reported to the Sen- 
ate, they would report an amendment placing barbed wire upon 
the free list. The Senator from Arkansas told me he would do 
it. Isupposed at that time that the amendment would come 
with the force of a committee amendment and that Senators upon 
this side, whose consciences have been bound so tightly by the 
Democratic caucus, would feel under obligations to follow their 
committee as they have followed it upon everything else. But 
in the simplicity of my soul I myself offered the amendment. 

The committee did not offer it, and therefore these gentlemen, 
who have been following the Finance Committee as sheep fðl- 
low a bellwether, broke away immediately upon the offering of 
the amendment by myself, and were no longer bound by it be- 
cause it was not a committee amendment, although it was the 
mere difference between tweedledum and tweedledee. I donot 
know whether the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] was in- 
strumental in sowing the seeds of dissatisfaction and discontent 
upon this side and destroying the interests of the farmers of my 
State and of the Missouri Valley, but some person seems to have 
done the work very effectually. 

Iam not willing to trust my interests or the interests of my 
people in the handsof the conference committee. If the confer- 
ence committee look after the interests of the Missouri Valley 
no better than the Finance Committee have looked after them, 
then God save the people of the Missouri Valley country. Al- 
most every interest that they have in the bill has been ruth- 
lessly stricken down at the demand and request of some person 
in some other section of the country. The farmers’ interest in 
the bill has not been cared for. They have been the victim of 
so-called reform legislation in the bill. Every weightandevery 
burden that could be placed upon them has been placed upon 
them. Now, the Senator from Illinois says to me, ‘‘Let this 
matter goto the conference committee.” I presume it will go 
there, however, in spite of me. He says letit go to the confer- 


ence committee, and that the conference committee will take 
care of our interests. If they take care of my interest no bet- 
ter than the Finance Committee have done, I shall have no in- 


3 3 care of when the conference committee get through 
wit 

I say that I have reason to believe that the Senators from Illi- 
nois have expressed themselves to the effect that a tax of half 
5 coni, a pound is all they want upon barbed wire to protect the 

ustry. 

Mr. PALMER. Will my friend from Nebraska allow me? 
Whenever I have an opinion which it is desirable that any gen- 
tleman shall know, he will ask me what I have said. I do not 
consent to this second hand method of reporting my wishes. I 
am not seeking great protection; but I prefer, if the Senator 
from Nebraska will allow me to do so, to speak for myself. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Illinois does not deny that 
one-half of a cent would be ample aware He says he sim- 
ply desires to speak for himself. it be true thatone-half of a 
cent is ample protection, the farmers of the West must be taxed 
to support Illinois industries, and the Senate proposes to put 
upon the backs of the farmers of Nebraska and sas and the 
Dakotas a tax that you may build up Springfield and Chicagoat 
their expense, and yo haye built it up. Every dollar you have 
in Chicago you raid out of the Western country. i 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
make one remark? I desire to say to the Senator that the pro- 
poo of one establishment in my State, in a letter which I 

ave somewhere (I do not think I have it here with me), stated 
to me that in order to keep his establishment in operation and 
his men employed during the last year he has had to lose $22,- 

000 in the manufacture of barbed wire. Probably the Senator’s 
State has received the benefit of most of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suppose if that is true, then the million and 
a half people in the State of Nebraska must pay. You want to 
put this tax upon my people to fill the pockets of your people; 
and the Committee on Finance are assisting you in doing it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The people of Nebraska are getting barbed 
wire cheaper at present than if the law giving this protection 
were notin force. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not believe that. The Senator advocates 
the doctrine of a protective tariff. Protection against what? 
Protection against the importation of barbed wire, which will 
force down the price of barbed wire. Thatis the argument the 
Senator has been using in the Senate for the last four or five 
months. He asks protection so that the manufacturers can kee 
up their prices. That is what they want it for; that is what bot 
the senior Senator from Illinois and the junior Senator from Illi- 
nois have said. I say that bysomekind of missionary work with 
the Finance Committee and upon this side of the Chamber they 
pro to permit the manufacturers to put their hands into the 
po ets of the people of my State and take their money out and 

vild up the private fortunes of those manufacturers. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have listened with a good deal of inter- 
est to the eloquence of the Senator from Nebraska in his adyo- 
cacy of the interests of the farmers. I wish to ask him if he 
thinks he voted in the interest of the farmers when, a few min- 
utes ago, he voted against my motion to increase the duty on 
wh the largest agricultural product of the United States? 

. Mr. ALLEN. You can buy hay for 50 per cent less than the 
amount of the tax the Senator from New Hampshire offered 
here. I can buy as good hay as the Senator has in the State of 
1 Hampshire for less than the tax he proposed to put upon 

ay. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Everyone knows that is not true. 

Mr. ALLEN. [can go into the State of Nebraska and the 
State of Kansas and in those States buy fae hay for $2 a ton, 
and the Senator’s proposed tax was $3. Of course the farmer 
needs protection against the pauper hay of Canada when hay 
only brings him $2 a ton! 

Mr. GALLINGER, Inasmuch as under a duty of $4 a ton, 
$1,000,000 worth of hay was imported into the United States last 
year, I can not for the life of me understand the philosophy of 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. It isa matter of indifference how I voted upon 
the question of hay; it has no pertinency to the question of a 
tax upon wire. The worst corporation in the United States and 
the corporation that did the farmers of this country more in- 
jury than any other was the Washburn & Moen Manufacturin, 
Company, a 9 which, through 1 and throug! 
patents, held its ds upon the throats of the farmers of this 
country for years and took millions and millions of dollars from 
them unlawfully. The Chicago and ee enterprises are 
a part and parcel of a trust which undertakes to fix the price of 
this commodity to the farmers. z 

When the Senators from Illinois stand here and ask for pro- 
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tection upon barbed wire, they simply ask the Senate to become 

rticeps criminis to the scheme of the trust. You want to con- 
Huue your power and take money from the people of my State 
up your own people and your own 


for the purpose of buil 
8 e committee assisted you in 


prea: enterprises, and 
oing it. 

Mr. VEST. I wish tosay a word in regard to the very un- 

t statement made by the Senator from Nebraska as to a 
matter with which I had no personal connection. 

When the amendment in regard to barbed wire was adopted 

the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, my colleague upon 

© committee, the Senator from Arkansas, stated, as the REC- 
ORD will show, that he had the amendment in his charge and 
would offer it in the Senate, but that he did not propose to put 
it into the Senate until after other amendments had been dis- 
posed of. The Senator from Arkansas states to me that he 
afterwards went to the Senator from Nebraska and spoke to 
him in regard to the amendment, as he was specially inter- 
ested in it, and it was concluded that the Senator from Ne- 
braska should offer it instead of its coming from a member of 
the Finance Committee. Of this conversation I knew nothing 
until afterwards. The Senator from Nebraska offered the 
amendment. It excited considerable opposition, and was de- 
feated. I voted with him to put bar wire on the free list, 
and have voted three times to that effect. 

Now the Senator from Nebraska, under this defeat, 
to which I was not a party, attacks the Finance Committee and 
denounces them because they have done nothing for the agri- 
culturists of the Northwest and especially of Nebraska. 

Mr. 8 represent a larger agricultural State than 
Nebraska, with larger agricultural products in every direction. 
A barbed-wire factory, even larger than that in Joliet, III., is 
located in St. Louis. Now, in the face of my action here in vot- 
ing to put barbed wire on the free list, the Senator from Ne- 
braska without discrimination denounces the whole Finance 
Committee as attacking the interests of his people. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from souri allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. TheSenator could not have voted for it unless 
the committee regarded it with favor. 

Mr. VEST. I voted for it because it had been adopted by a 
vote, tially, as in Committee of the Whole, and I so vo 
for it in the Senate. It was not a committee amendment be- 
cuuse 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, 
I think he may state that certainly a majority, and I am in- 
clined to think every Democratic member of the Finance Com- 
mittee, voted for the Senator’s amendment. I know I did. 

Mr. VEST. So did the Senator from Indiana, the chairman 
of the committee, the Senator from Arkansas, and I. 

Mr: VOORHEES. Every one of us. . 

Mr. VEST. All of them voted forit. The amendment put- 
ting barbed wire on tho free list was not acommittee amend- 
ment, because it was adopted after the bill was reported. After 
the bill was reported from the Committee of the ole, and was 
under debate in the Senate, the amendment putting all fence 
wire on the free list was offered by the Senator from Nebraska 
not coming from the committee. What he complains of now, 1 
understand, is something that occurred between him and the 
Senator from Arkansas, which led him to believe, as he sup- 

sed, that, although he offered the amendment in the Senate, 

t would be considered as a committee amendment. 

This is all [desire to statein regard to the matter. The Sen- 
atorfrom Nebraska acts upon his own responsibility, and I shall 
act upon mine. The RECORD will show whether we have hon- 
estly and fairly discharged our duty. I shall not be deterred 
from doing what I believe to be right, I shall not be induced to 
do what I believe to be wrong, by anything he says. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, on Friday last, just before the 
Senate adjourned and before the bill was reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to the Senate, the Senator from Arkansas, 
who had the committee amendments in charge, after presentin: 
acertain number of them and saying that he would withhol 
certain others, was asked by mein regard to the amendment. 
wi 3 a his reply appear in the RECORD of the 30th 
of June. I said: 


Thope the Senator from Arkansas will withhold for a moment. A week 
or ibly ten days ago all kinds of fence wire were stricken from the tax- 
able list. I have waited up to this time to see whether the committee in- 
tend to report to place fence wire upon the free list. I have heard nothing 
from the committee upon the subject, and I rise to ask them why that 
amendmentis not ed? 

Mr. Jones of Arkansas. When I asked the Senate to consider the para- 
graphs which had been passed over, I stated to the Senate that there were a 
number of amendments which were immaterial in ves, ubout which 
there could be no division, and Lasked unanimous consent that the amend- 


ments might be considered by the Senate now. That amendment would not 
ly and fairry—— 


be in order 1y: 
Mr. ALLEN. Is the fence wire amendment among the number? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That amendment 1 holdin my hand in connection 


With other amendments ar nay So nl to present in the Senate. It isnot 
proper to presen: ttee of the Whole; it would have been 
& violation of what Lasked of the Senate to have presented an important 
amendment for the consideration of the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. I move that the bill be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. President, this is what occurred in the Senate in the pres- 
ence of every person here, and it is the only thing which has 
occurred between the Senate Finance Committee and myself. 
It was my understanding, and the record is plain, that the Fi- 
nancs Committee was to report this amendment as a committee. 
amendment, and therefore have the united strength of the Dem- 
ocratic party in support of its committee, according to its cau- 
cus determination, [have every reason to believe, if that com- 
mittee had presented the amendment just asit was stated by the 
Senator from Arkansas it would be presented, that Senators 
who refused to vote for the amendment to-day would have felt 
compelled, under their caucus rule, to have supported it. 

What I complain of, and the only thing I complain of—and I 
do not know but that it is perfectly justifiable treatment—is the 
committee taking advantage of my ignorance of the rules of the 
Senate, and passing the amendment over to me, to be introduced 
as an amendment offered by me as an individual Senator, and 
by that means releasing the Democrats from their caucus obli- 
patrons to follow their committee. I have every reason to be- 

eve that if the committee had stood up and offered tħat amend- 
ment, not passed it over to me to offer, but had offered it just 
exactly as the Senator from Arkansas stated on Friday it should 
be offered, every Democrat who was bound by a caucus pledge 
would have supported it, and it would have become a part of the 
law us me country. That is the complaint I make, and the only 
complaint. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I feel great distress of 
mind over the perturbed condition of my colleague, and I have 
such a degree of personal liking for him that [ would do any- 

ing in my power to make feel better and in happier 
frame. I do not think, however, that I can administerany con- 
solation or comfort to him as to the manner of treatment he has 
received at the hands of his Democratic brethren. That is a 
matter which it is beyond my power to control. All I can dois 
simply to sympathize with in his distress of mind as to the 
manner in which he has been treated by the committee and by 
the Democratic side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to say to my colleague that I am really 
not entitled to any sympathy. I ought to have known better. 


[Laughter. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I think so. [Laughter.] 
Mr. ALLEN. If my colleague withdraw his sympathy 


I will withdraw my claim to sympathy. 

Mr. MANDE N. Mr. President, ‘fa burnt child dreads 
the fire,” it is said, and I hope that my colleague having received 
this severe treatment at the hands of his colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle, will dread coalition or association with them 
hereafter. It is certainly well to keep clear of all entangling 
alliances with an enemy, and I really believe that a man who is 
at the head of a great party, as my colleague is, towering head 
and shoulders above his fellows of that organization, should 
be the last man to enter into entangling ces with the com- 
mon 7 5 7 ; i 

I think, however, I can administer a little consolation to my 
colleague on the subject of barbed wire and hay. If I believed 
with him that the constituents he and I have the honor to repre- 
sent, a constituency which is of the noblest character and de- 
serving of the very best treatment it can receive at the hands 
of its representatives in the Senate, were to be robbed for the 
purpose of pouring money into the coffers of the inhabitants of 
our sister State of Ilinois, I should go with him in support of 
this amendment; but I think he exaggerates the trouble. 

The duty on barbed wire is 13 cents per pound under the pres- 
ent law, and it sells for 11 cents per pound in the State of Mi- 
nois. 

Mr.CULLOM. One and one-half cents. 

Mr. MANDERSON. One and one-half cents, I am told by 
the Senator from Illinois. So it sells ata fourth of a cent per 


pound less than the duty at the place of its manufacture. A 
short time ago I know that there was a barbed-wire factory in 
the city of Omaha. I understand because of some pecuniary 


troubles the managers got into outside of their business, that 
that establishment closed its doors some time ago, and I think 
it does not now exist; but I think if barbed wire can be 0 
in the State of Illinois it can be made with profit in the State 
of Nebraska, and I see no reason why, under a protective duty, 
we should not br into that State the strands of wire thatcan 
be twisted, and make barbed wire to fence our farms. 


In the State of Nebraska, however, the infliction upon tha 
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le in the way of price is not so very grievous. With a duty 
97 127 cents per Peon barbed wire sells at from 2 to 2} cents per 


pound in the city of Omaha. There is not, it seems to me, a 
very great infliction in that. ; A 

My colleague suggested to-day that wealthy men like the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]—I hope he is a wealthy man; 
though I have never heard him referred to as being a million- 
aire—could buy barbed wire cheaply by the carload and get it 
at an enormous reduction. 3 

The diference in the retail and the wholesale price of iron 
and the products of iron is infinitesimal. A man pays fora car- 
load of nails within the slightest fraction proportionately as 
much as he would for nails by the keg. No farmer buysa pound 
of barbed wire or 5 or 10 pounds of barbed wire. When my 
farmer constituent and my colleague’s farmer constituent wants 
barbed wire he buys it by many rolis, in a great number of 

ounds, and frequently by the ton, for as a rule the farmer in 

ebraska desires to fence in large tracts of land, for we in Ne- 
braska are not small farmers; we fence in large fields; we fence 
in sections of land at times; and great quantities of wire are 
usually purchased, not small amounts. 

Another consoling thought that I would give my colleague, 
for I do not like his distress of mind over what will result from 
this bill. Hay under the present law, the McKinley law, is $4 
a ton, and yet my colleague says it sells for $2 a ton in the State 
of Nebraska. Certainly we are in a very blest condition when 
we can buy hay for half the amount of the tax upon hay, and yet 
we are told that the consumer pays the tax. 

i Mr. ALLEN. I have no desire whatever to interrupt my col- 
ue— 
r. MANDERSON. Iam very glad always to have my col- 
league interrupt me. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave no desire to criticise anything he says 
or to be funny at his expense, but I want to say to my colleague 
that in the interior of Nebraska he can buy hay for the price 
Istated. The difference between my colleague and me is that 
he lives in the city and I live in the country, where the hay is 


made. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is as much difference in hay as 
there isin men. [Laughter.] We have some very good hay in 
the State of Nebraska, and we have some very poor hay. No 
good hay can be bought in Nebraska at$2a ton. Hay, such as 
is 5 in the river valleys, that is of very coarse quality, can 
be bought probably at certain seasons for $2 a ton. Prairie hay 
that is of good quality, grown upon the uplands, can be bought 
at $2 a ton when the purchaser is stalwart like my colleague 
and can swing the necessary scythe or take the mower, drivo it, 
cut the hay himself, cure it,and haul it to his place; but prairie 
hay of good quality is worth more than $2 a ton. 

I have bought many a tonof it in the thirty years I have lived 
in the State of Nebraska, and I never bought prairie hay at 
less than $6 a ton in the city of Omaha. When you come to the 
cultivated hays—timothy, clover, and the mixed hays which are 
grown at times, you have to pay even a larger price than that. 

Mr. President, I thought it well to make these suggestions 
that the whole truth might be known. I think much dam- 
age results from partial truths, and I feared that one of the 
damaging results might be that, if it were understood that hay 
of the best quality could be bought in Nebraska at $2 a ton, we 
should have an overplus of population there within a year or 
two which we could not take care of. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I understand that 
during my absence for a few minutes from the Senate Cham- 
ber the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has indulged in 
some criticism of my connection with the matter under discus- 
sion, I have tried to remain in the Senate Chamber at all 
times and on alloccasions during the consideration of this bill. I 
have been out of it as rarely as possible. I was below getting 
something to eat, and I regret very much that the Senator saw 
fit to indulge in his criticisms in my absence, rather than when 
Iwas here. I do not know what he said; but I propose to state 
to the Senate plaidy and distinctly what the facts were in con- 


nection with this matter, and if anything has been stated to the 
contrary it will be contradicted. If not, of course no harm will 
be done. 

Mr. ALLEN. 


Will the Senator permit me there? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I read from the debate which appeared in the 
RECORD of Saturday last, which occurred on Friday, where the 
Senator said to me that the amendment I offered some time ago 
as paragraph 683} would be reported to the Senate after the b 
came back to the Senate from the Committee of the Whole. I 
read the Senator’s language, and I then said that the Senator 
from Arkansas or the committee—I do not know but I used the 
word committee - gave me thisamendment, that I introduced 
it, that it was defeated, and that the blame I laid to the Finance 


Committee I said was this, and I now say it again, that knowi: 
that the Democratic caucus would not be bound by an amend- 
ment offered py me, the committee ought to have taken that 
amendment and offered it, so that the amendment would have 
secured the whole force and benefit of the entire Democratic 
strength on this side of the Chamber under its caucus rule. 
That is the substance of what I said. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I have only to say in reply 
that the plain statement of the facts is this: When certain 
amendments had been offered here, the Senator from Nebraska 
rose in his place, as every Senator will remember, and asked 
what had become of the proposition to put barbed wire on the 
free list. I stated that the proposed amendment to put barbed 
wire on the free list I had in my hand, in connection witha num- 
ber of other amendments, and at the proper time it would be 
offered in the Senate. I did that just as I did every other thing 
in connection with this matter. 

After I sat down I walked over to the Senator's seat and sug- 
gested to him that, in view of the factthat he had offered inthe 
Urst place the proposition to put barbed wire on the free list, 

erhaps he would prefer to offer the amendment himself in the 

nate. I did that just in the same spirit that I did to the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. WHITE], after the agreement to put 
grain bags on the free list, and suggested to him that he make 
that motion because his people were largely interested in that 
subject, and as he had been connected with it at the time the 
amendment was adopted I supposed he would like to offer the 
amendment. 

For the same reason I went to the Senator from Nebraska, 
thinking perhaps that he would like to make the motion to 
carry out what he himself had begun, and I did not propose to 
take from him the credit, if there was any credit in it, of offer- 
ing the amendment. 

he Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] had taken somein- 
terest in this matter and had called upon and had a conversa- 
tion with the Secretary of the Treasury about putting the 
amendment in such form as that there would be no difficulty 
about its administration. He had given me the memorandum 
that I had. 

After I had given it to the Senator from Nebraska, and he 
had taken it, it occurred to me on account of the connection the 
Senator from Wisconsin had had with the matter, that possibly 
he ought to have been spoken to in reference to it. Imentioned 
to him that perhaps he would prefer to move the amendment, 
and T made the suggestion to the Senator from Nebraska, and 
he was willing that the Senator from Wisconsin should make 
the proposition. I took the memorandum to the Senator from 
Wisconsin, and he said that he did not care aboutit and would 
prefer that the Senator from Nebraska should do it, if that Sen- 
ator so desired. I then took the amendment back to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska, making a plain statementof the facts that I 
did it out of kindness to him, justas I had done with two or three 
other Senators in relation to other amendments, and just as I 
would have done with forty others under the same circumstances, 
where the amendments had not come from the committee. I 
suggested that the Senators who had offered the amendments 
as in Committee of the Whole should move them again in the 
Senate. I haye done that with every Senator who has offered 
an amendment when any matter has arisen in connection with 
it; and that was also done with the Senator from New York to- 
day [Mr. HILL]. 

In acting as I did in the case of the Senator from Nebraska, 
I was simply treating him as I have treated all other Sena- 
tors. When I understood there would be au effort made to de- 
feat what was done in Committee of the Whole, I told the Sen- 
ator I understood such would be the case. x 

When the proposition in controversy came up in the Senate, 
every member of the Finance Committee voted for the proposi- 
tion to put fencing wire on the free list when the motion was 
made by the Senator. 

When the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] asked me 
the question as to whether it was a committee amendment, I 
stood up at this desk and stated that it had not been proposed 
by the Committee on Finance, but had been adopted by the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. The Senator from Nebraska 
was in his seat and heard every word of that statement and not 
one solitary syllable of challenge fell from his lips as to the 
exact facts as stated by me at the time. 

I have done nothing in this matter but what a straightfor- 
ward, honest, uprightman would do. I have not attempted by 
any indirection to accomplish any purpose. Ibelieved that the 
amendment would be adopted; I supposed it would be; but 
whether I believed it or not, I should have taken exactly the 
same course towards the Senator that I did take, and the same 
course that I have taken towards all other Senators here. 

This much I have stated in defense of myself and to state the 
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facts aright, 


The Senator las no just ground of complaint 
against me. I havedonenothing but what wasrightand proper. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, my feeling for the Senator from 
Arkansas is perfectly kind, and I do not think I misrepre- 


sented him at all. I think I stated the facts just exactly as they 
were, but I was a little bit surprised that on Friday last, when 
the bill was before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
the Senate suddenly stopped transacting business before this 
amendment was reached. Possibly the Senator from Arkansas 
will explain why the Finance Committee sought to take the bill 
out of Committee of the Whole before all these amendments 
were considered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not understand the Senator’s 
proposition. 

r. ALLEN. I say the Senator took the bill out of Commit- 
tee of the Whole and had it reported to the Senate before this 
amendment was offered. Why was not this amendment offered 
as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment was adopted as in 
Committee of the Whole and was printed in the bill, as were all 
the balance of the amendments which were agreed to as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole,and the Senator proposed to offer an addi- 
tional amendment putting this article on the free list. Such 
amendments could only come up after the bill went into the Sen- 
ate, they could not come up as in Committee of the Whole, and 
had no place in Committe of the Whole. 

When, in the regular reading of the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole, the amendment in question was 
reached, it sera sta over on the suggestion of the Senator 
from Illinois l r. CULLOM], if I remember aright, on account of 
the absence of the other Senator from IIlino pae: PALMER], 
and the statement was made that one or both of the Senators 
from Illinois would have something to say about it when the 
question came up. Then the other reserved amendments were 
read in regular order until completed, and when that was done 
we went back to the first amendment on page 1 in pointof time, 
and went through the whole of them, reaching this amendment 
in its regular order. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not answer my question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I do not understand it. 
the Senator state it once more, and I will try it again. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will try it again. : 

The proviso that was stricken out to-day on the motion of the 
junior Senator from Illinois |Mr. PALMER] is found on page 28 
of the bill in the following language: 


Provided further, That barbed wire, commonly used for fencing, shall be 
admitted free of duty. 


Mr. President, when that question was reached in the Senate 
yesterday the distinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] 
asked that it be passed over on account of the absence of his 
colleague [Mr. PALMER], who would be here to-day, but I think 
he came here probably yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I said that my colleague had not got to the 
ap at that time, but I supposed he would be here during 

e day. 

Mr. ALLEN. That was after the bill was reported from the 
Committee of the Whole to the Senate. he amendment 
which was offered by me to-day, and of which the Senator from 
Arkansas has spoken, was in the possession of the Finance 
Committee for days and weeks before this bill was reported 
back to the Senate on Friday last. My question is, when the 
bill was in Committee of the Whole, why did the Finance Com- 
mittee stop short when it reached this amendment and not re- 
port it and have it considered by the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska was never adopted by the Finance Com- 
mittee. The amendment to which the Senator has alluded was 
an amendment proposed by him and adopted by the Senate asin 
Committee of the Whole. There was no action by the Finance 
Committee upon it. After the amendment was adopted as 
in Committee of the Whole, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VILAS], as I have said, after consultation with the 5 
of the Treasury, made up this memorandum, and I kept it wit 
other lst connected with the matter to be presented when 
the subject was taken up and considered; and as soon as it was 
regularly reached the Senator from Nebraska took the memo- 
randum and offered the amendment, and made no complaint, 
and made no request in connection with the matter. I would 
myself have offered the amendment if the Senator had asked 
me to do so. I had no objection to doing it, but I turned it over 
to him, because I thought he would prefer to offer it on account 
of his connection with the matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. That does not answer the question. 
going to read from the RECORD. 


Let 


I am 


uea ONES of Arkansas. Then I do not think it can be an- 
swered. : 
Mr. ALLEN. I think it can be. 

This is what occurred on Friday last, as found in the RECORD 
of Saturday: 

Dives eco I hope the Senator from Arkansas will withhold for a mo- 

The Senator from Arkansas was then making a proposition to 
report this bill from the Committee of the Whole to the Senate 
when I interrupted him and made this remark: 

A week or possibly ten days ago all kinds of fence wire were stricken from 
the taxable list. I have waited up to this time to see whether the commit- 
tee intend to report to place fence wire upon the free list. 

Tcall the attention of the Senator from Arkansas to this lan- 
guage: 

Ihave heard nothing from the committee upon the subject, and I rise to 
ask them why that amendment is not propos 

Here is what the Senator from Arkansas said at that time: 


Mr. Jones of Arkansas. When I asked the Senate to consider the para- 
graphs which had been passed over, I stated to the Senate that there were a 
number of amendments which were immaterial in themselves, about which 


there could be no division— 


I suppose no division of sentiment among the committee or 
the Senate— 


and I asked unanimous consent that the amendments might be considered 
Dyno Senate now. That amendment would not be in order regularly and 


Mr. ALLEN, Is the fence wire amendment among the number? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That amendment I hol 


to 
Piol ation or what Il asked of the Senate to have presented an important amend- 
ment for the consideration of the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Ido not know why it was not proper to present them as in 
Committee of the ole. I see the President of the Senate 
shakes his head. I do not know what he means by that, but that 
amendment was in the hands of the Finance Committee for at 
least two weeks before the Senator from Arkansas made that 
expression on Friday last. What I want to know is this—and I 
am 5 ot, no man with bad motives atall—why the Finance 
Committee, when the bill was in Committee of the Whole, did 
not offer that amendment and have it considered? Why was 
not that put in with the other amendments by the Senator from 
Arkansas? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator permit me a 
minute? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment was not offered be- 
cause I was not willing to act in bad faith toward the Senate. 
Noamendments which I proposed that day were regularly in 
order to be offered to the bill as in Committee of the Whole, 
but I suggested to the Senate that [ had a number of amend- 
ments which were immaterial, mere verbal changes, amounting 
to nothing, and to which I presumed there would be no opposi- 
tion, and I asked unanimous consent, out ofvorder, to offer such 
immaterial amendments as would not be objected to. Those 
were theamendmentsthat I offered. Itwas because no material 
amendment would have been in order then that the amendment 
to which the Senator from Nebraska refers was not offered. I 
have endeavored to make that plain to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. That may be true. I do not say it is not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is true. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know anything about the rules of thd 
Senate; but once ina while we have a rule which is enforced 
here and a great many times we have rules which are not en- 
forced. I know of no rule or parliamentary usage which would 

revent the Senator from Arkansas or the Finance Committee 
rom introducing that amendment in the Committee of the 
Whole and having it considered; and I do not believe there is 


any. 

Why was that not done? If it was an oversight upon the 
part of the Finance Committee—and I am willing to concede it 
was possibly or probably—then, when the Finance Committee 
realized that the Democratic caucus was only bound to follow 
amendments which were offered by that committee, why did not 
that committee assume the responsibility and offer the amend- 
ment in accordance with the promise of Friday last? 

Mr. President, so far as the remarks of my colleague [Mr, 
MANDERSON] are concerned, I do not feel it my duty to answes 
everything he may say. I have but a word to say upon the sub- 
ject of hay. My colleague seems to think it was remarkable 
that I did not vote for a tariff on hay. I simply desire to say 
that when I stated that hay could be purchased in the State of 
Nebraska for $2 a ton, I put it above rather than below the truth; 
for at this time of the year, or a little later, possibly onth 


later, a man can go into the State of Nebraska where Tne hay 
is cut and stack 
at that. 


„and can buy it for $1.50 a ton, and good hay 
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Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I rise to call the attention of 
the Senator from Tennessee to the fact that it is quarter to 9 
o’clock, that the Senate has been in session to-day almost eleven 
hours, that we are getting along very slowly and to express 


the hope, if the Senator expects to have this bill passed to-night, 
that we shall reach a final vote before 12 o’clock, or if not that 
he will consent that we adjourn over to-morrow, because I 
should hate to see our national day desecrated by the passage of 
such a measure as this. 

Mr. HARRIS. Nothing could be so painful to me as to give 


the slightest shadow of pain to the Senator from Oregon; but I 
2 this bill ought to be disposed of finally before the Senate 
adjourns. 


Mr. CULLOM. Or before 12 o’clock to-night. 

Mr. HARRIS. And I hope every Senator will stay here until 
it is finally disposed of, whether it be before or after 12 o’clock. 

With regard to the pending question, it seems not to bea 

uestion o 5 much as an arraignment of the Senator 
rom Arkansas [Mr. JONES] and the Finance Committee. Ido 
not care to go into that further than to say that the arraign- 
ment is absolutely absurd and unjust. 

I move to lay the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska 
on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee to lay on the table the amendment 
pro d by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

e motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POWER. I offer an amendment which Isend to the desk, 
to be inserted at the end of paragraph 685, in relation to wool. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of para- 
graph 685: 

Provided, That this paragraph shall take effect on and after June 30, 1895. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, this country’s wool clip is now 


en route to market. If this amendment is adopted it assist 
the wool-producers to the extentof several million dollars. The 
Senators on this side will not object to the amendment. It will 


assist the farmers in getting a better price for their wool clip of 
this season. I hope, therefore, the amendment will be adopted. 
I ask for the yeas and nays on it. 

The yeas and nayswere ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the negative). I ob- 
serve that the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], 
with whom I am paired is not present, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SMITH (after having voted inthe negative). I desire to 
withdraw my vote, as the junior Senator from Idaho ir Du- 
BOIS], with whom Iam paired, is temporarily absent from the 
Chamber., 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and 
withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 35; as follows: 


I am paired 


YEAS—30. 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, uay, 
Carey, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, houp, 
Cullom, H Peffer, Stewart, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Perkins, Teller, 
Dixo; Kyle, Platt, Washburn. 
Dolph, 18 Power, 
Frye, McMillan, Proctor, 
NAYS—35. 

Bate George, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 

x Gibson, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gorman, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Gray, Martin, Vest, 
Caffery, „ ills, ilas, 
Call, Hil, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Morgan, Walsh, 
Coke, Irby, Murphy, White 
Faulkner, Jarvis, Pasco, 

NOT VOTING—20. 

Aldric Cameron, Hoar, Pugh, 
Allen, Daniel, McPherson, Smith, 
Brice, Dubois, Morrill, 5 
Butler. Gordon, Palmer. Wilson, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] to paragraph 193, on page 45, relating to rice. 

It will be remembered that the Senate Committee on Finance 


made quite a number of amendments to shes oe h, and in 


the course of procedure after debate in Committee of Whole 


all those amendments were disagreed to. Therefore paragraph 
193 stands as it came to us from the House of Representatives. 

If I felt justified in taking time enough at this late hour, I 
am sure I could convince the Senate that the arrangement in 
the bill as it came from the House is an unjust one, so far as if 
affects those who clean rice in San Francisco and in New York 
City, where all imported rice practically is cleaned if imported 
in the uncleaned state. It has been shown that unless there is 
a differential of three-quarters of a cent per pound, all the un- 
cleaned rice now imported will come in as cleaned rice, and that 
it will not interfere with the importations except as to their 
character. It has been further shown that unless a change is 
made in this paragraph those who are engaged in this produc- 
tive industry, in those two great cities of our country, which 
productive industry does not interfere with any industry in the 

outhern States where rice is produced, will be greatly injured, 
if indeed their business will not be entirely destroyed. 

What I ask is that an amendment of the most trivial char- 
acter as to its effect upon this industry may be introduced into 
this paragraph, in order that it may be still further considered 


by the two Houses. 
Mr.J ONES of Arkansas. What amendment does the Senator 
8 ‘est? 8 
r. ALLISON. I suggest in line 13, paragraph 193, the in- 


sertion of the words “‘eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound,” instead 
of 1 cent per pound for uncleaned rice. I hope that will be 
satisfactory to those in charge of the bill. I will add that when 
the bill goes into conference, if upon further investigation and 
— tion the amendment shall seem not wise, I shall not 

ress it, z 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We accept that amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move, then, the amendment I have stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated at the desk. 3 

The SECRETARY. [n paragraph 193, line 13, before the words 
1 cent,” it is proposed to insert eight-tenths of;“ so as to read: 

193. Rice, cleaned, 1} cents per pound; uncleaned rice, or rice free of outer 
— 5 and still having the inner cuticle on, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound, 
etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have twoamendments to which I think the 
committee will agree. One is on page 38, 8 171, where, 
after the words m metal, I move to rt ‘three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound for the lead contained therein.” 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Rhode Island and I disagree 
in ere to the facts about this matter, but I am very willing, 

d the committee is very willing, to accept this amendment and 
consider it afterwards in conference. The Senator may be right 
about it; I am not certain. His information is different from 


mine. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word metal,” in line 20, para- 
graph 171, on page 30, it is proposed to insert ‘‘ three-fourths of 
1 cent per pound for the jena contained therein;” so as to read: 

171. metal, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound for the lead contained 
therein, and new types, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 32, paragraph 141, line 22, the orig- 
inal committee amendment was 50 cents a dozen on the class of 
files there referred to. I move to make the rate “‘ thirty-five” 
instead of ‘‘thirty cents,” and I think the Senator from Mis- 
souri will find upon investigation that even that rate is too low. 
In any event, I should like to have itgo to conference that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 32, in paragraph 141, line 22, be- 
fore the word cents,“ it is proposed to strike out thirty * and 
insert thirty-five;“ so as to read: 

141. Files, file blanks, rasps, and floats, of all cuts and kinds, 4 inches in 
length and under, 35 cents per dozen. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, on the 16th of June, when I had 
the honor of last addressing the Senate on the pending measure, 
my remarks were interrupted when I was about to address my- 
self to the subject of petroleum. At this stage of the bill of 
course I do not desire to occupy the time of the Senate in de- 
bate, and unless the managers of the bill on behalf of the ma- 
jority seriously object, I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to 
print the remarks I had intended to deliver as though delivered 
on that day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear one word of the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania requests unanimous consent to print in 
the RECORD certain remarks which he intended to deliver, 
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Mr. HARRIS. Let him do it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the requestis granted. 

Mr. VILAS. I desire to propose an amendment simply to re- 
write one of the sections of the pending bil on pages 192 and 
193 in the form which I send to the Seeretary's desk to be read, 
which has had the approval of Senators on both sides of the 
Chamber. Isu it will lead to no discussion. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 192 it is 2 to strike out, 
peglnantag in line 20, down to and including line 7, on page 193, 
as follows: 


venue t acting under the authority of any revenue law of 
the United States, divuiges to any party or makes known in any other man- 
ner than may be vided by law, the operations, style of work, or appa- 
ratus of any man or producer visited by him in the discharge of 


his official duties, or the amount or source of income, profits, 
information obtained by him in the 3 ot such 


ing any office under the Government. 


And in lieu thereof insert: 

Sud. 3167. That it shall be unlawful for any collector, deputy collector, 
agent, clerk, or other officer or employé of the United States to divulge or 
to make known in any manner whatever not provided by law to any person 
the operations, style of work, or a tus of any acturer or producer 
visited by him in the discharge of his official duties. or the amount or source 
of Sen pronis, losses, expenditures, or any particular thereof, set forth 
or disc in any income return by any person or corporation, or to per- 
mit any income return or copy thereof or any book con any abstract 


ma yan ro thereof, to be seen or examined by any person except as pro- 
ed bylaw; and it shall be unlawful for any person to print or inany 
wi r not provided by law any income return, or any part 


manner 
thereof, or 2 amount or source of income profits, losses, or 
a 


the court, Sad tt tho offender be ax offices or employé of the United States 
e shall 
office under the Government. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendment 
a sae by the Senator from Wisconsin. 
r. CHANDLER. When the Senator from Nebraska who 


sits u the opposite side of the Chamber [Mr. ALLEN] was 
speaking a few minutes , he alluded to what he termed the 
“caucus committee.” I think those were the words he used. I 


heard the expression ‘‘caucus” very distinctly. I should be 
very unwilling at this latehour, when we hopo to dis of this 
bill so that we may enjoy the day of national independence with- 
out crying the details of the bill in our minds, to have any 
items slip into the bill without the approval of the caucus com- 
mittee. 

If the Senator from Wisconsin is authorized to make this mo- 
tion—fully, completely, and totally authorized to make it, so 
that there is not likely to be at some time during the evening 
an angry discussion upon the other side of the Chamber as to 
whether the caucus committee fully approve of it—if the Sena- 
tor will take that responsibility and say that he does not think 
the caucus committee will at a later stage in this debate object 
to this clause, then, of course; with the desire to assist the 
Senator 

Mr. VILAS. If the committee disapprove of it I will with- 
draw the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have not yielded the floor yet. If the 
Senator from Wisconsin will guarantee us against a lengthy de- 
bate at a later hour on this amendment, I s make no objec- 
tion; otherwise I shall ask for a full explanation of it at this 
. — so that when we have once settled it it shall be settled 

orever. 

Mr. VILAS. As I have said, if the committee disapprove of 
it, I will withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposes by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

= POWER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 193, on p 45, after the 
word ‘‘cleaned,” in line II, it is proposed to strike out 1g cents 
per pound,“ and insert 50 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 

Rice, cleaned, 50 per cent ad valorem, etc. 


Mr. POWER. By theimposition of a duty of 14 cents a pound 
on rice it costs the people of the United States 35 cents a pound, 
while in Montreal, in the Dominion of Canada, where there is 
no duty, rice can be bought for 2 cents a pound; and the same is 
the case in Liverpool. I offer the amendment to allow 50 per 
cent ad valorem, although yesterday an amendment pos: 

a duty of 30 percent ad valorem on barley was voted down. 


hope my amendment will be agreed to, andI ask for the yeas 
and nays on it. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
. by the Senator from Montana. 
The amendment was rejected. 
ag 3 T offer the amendment which I send to 
e desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill the follow- 
ing as new sections: 


SEC. — That acommission is hereby created and established, to be known 
as the customs commission, to be composed of five disinterested persons to 
be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. The commissioners . under this act shall continue in office 
six years, respectively, from the date of their respective appointments and 
until their successors, respectively, are appointed and. qualified the Presi- 
dent for terms of 3 except that ang parson chosen to fill a vacancy 

y for the unexpired of the commissioner whom 
Any commissioner may be removed Wy. the President for 
inefiiciency, tof duty, or malfeasance in office. o more than three 
rs shall be appointed from the same political ty. No 
cy in the commission sh impair the right of the r ing com- 
missioners to exercise all the powers of the commission. The salary of such 
commissioners shall be at the rate of $7,000 per annum. They shall be en- 
titled, in addition, to compensation for acti traveling and o necessary 
expenses in the discharge of their duties. They shall choose one of their 
own number to be dot the commission. They shall have power to 
employ a clerk, a stenographer, and a —— and, with the approval of 
the tary of the Treasury, such other c EAIA ne ciel De tic: 
essary to the of their duties, and at such rates of com — 
tion as they may establish, with 3 of the F of the 
. Their salaries, expenses, and the compensation o: stenogra- 
pher, messenger, and such additional clerical force as may thus be employed 
ey in the Treasury not otherwise a; priated, 
aet 3 the same, according to the usual course in the Treasury 
Szc.—. That the commission shall establish its 


ness, ready to hear or receive oral 
subjects in this act, and gen 


rmanent office at the 
e usual course of busi- 
“dt 


of commodities. 
Bin reset in tne United 


and any 
posed . such commodities, and 
of twenty-five years, and 

and shall — to all i 
tic, and to aid in 

or of the change therein in 
the several cases upon domestic and foreign pri and upon productions of 
upon revenue, inmigration, upon 


fits of capital, rates of wages, 

Second. To ascertain the amounts in quanti 

tion of the principal commodities d 
ths eceeding 


cha in the rate ot customs duties im 
tais ü mall be carried 


W. 

and value of the importa- 

eac — ee periods = twelve 
c 


months preceding and su: ustoms duties. 
Third. To ascertain, as far as ticable, the quantity and value of the 
same = similar commodities uced in the United States during the same 
ve 8. 


urth. To ascertain whether in any and what instances the mlar 
rates of customs duties have operated to increase or diminish uction in 
the United States and to cause a reduction of the first cost of articles pro- 
8 for consumption, and what other causes, if any, have operated — 
arly. 

Fifth. To ascertain in what particular rates of customs duties existi 
from time to time operate injuriously or favorably to the development ani 
increase of American manufactures and productions, or operate injuriously 
or favorably to the consumers of such manufactured articles and produc- 
tions in respect of ca or contributing to the payment of unreasonable 
prices by consumers, or the removal or reduction of the same. 

Sixth. To ascertain the effect of the customs duties upon the price of agri- 
cultural productions of the country and their salein United States markets 
and their consumption in the United States. 

Seventh. To aseertain the effect of such customs duties, both actual and 
relative, inrespect of the employment and the Payment of remunerative 
Wages, both actual and relative, to labor in the United States, and a com- 
parison of the same with the labor and wages in other countries. 

Eighth. To consider the effect of customs duties, or the absence of them, 
upon the agricultural, commercial, manufacturing, and other in- 
dustrial interests of the people of the United States. 

Ninth. To ascertain and compare the actual cost and the selling price, 
both at wholesale and retail, of similar manufactured commodities reaguced 
to earn weights, measures, and money in the United States else- 
where. 

Tenth. To ascertain the growth and development of the princi manu- 
facturing industries affected by the tariff schedules in England, France, 


Germany, Be „and the United States for the last twenty-five years; 
and to asce: the relative cost of transportation in those countries and 
the United States. s 


Eleventh. To ascertain the trade relations of the United States wit 
other nations and ascertain the countries where advantageous treaties c 
eee advance the commercial interests of the people of the United 

tates. 


be 

promote the objects of the commission, and they may require informa- 
tion concerning the labor and industries of foreign countries from consular 
or other ts of the United States in those countries, 
shall furnish the information sorequired promptly and without charge. 

Szc.—. That the commission shall report its p. in respect of 
the matters hereinbefore in this act mentioned, together with the statistics 
andevidence upon which its ee erty tempers bey ate apt recommendations 
for changes in customs dues which they may deem advisable and necessary, 
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Sip gece n which its conclusions. con such chi have 

ed, in the month of December each Be and at 

times furnish such information as may be required to thé Department 

State. It shall cause kes mon and sta cs taken and obtained in 

of the matters in this act mentioned to be printed from time to time 

distributed to members of. Congress by the Public Printer, and also 

cause to be printed for the use of Congress 2,000 copies of its annual ro- 

t, together Statistics and testimony hereinbefore mentioned. It is 

eby ma e the duty. of thé Public Printer to execute the printing provided 
tor in this act. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). The 


question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
80 PETTIGREW 


uth Dakota [Mr. 2 

Mr. PETTIGREW.. This amendment proposes a tariff com- 
mission to investigate the question of protection, and that it 
sball be a permanent bureau to report to Congress at the open- 
ing of every session. Ido not care to discuss the amendment, 
but I desire the yeas and nays on agreeing to it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr: CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote yea.” 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). [am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont |Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am paired with the junior Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were present I should 


vote yen.“ 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 38; as follows: 

YEAS—320. 
Aldrich, 0. Manderson, Quay, 
Allison, Gi T, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Carey. Hale, Patton, houp, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Peffer, uire; 
Davis; Hawiey, er! „ ler, 
Dixon. Hig: k Platt, Washburn. 
Dolph, Lodge, Power, 
Dubois, MeMillan, Proctor, 

NAYS—38, 
Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
Bate, George, McLaurin, Smith, 
Berry. Gibson, Martin, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Mils, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Caffery; A Morgan; Vilas, 
Cali, Hunton, Murphy, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Irby, Palmer, White. 
Coke, Jarvis, Pasco, 
Daniel, Jones; Ark: Ranso 

NOT VOTING—17. 

Brice, Gordon, McPherson, Wilson, 
Butler, Gray, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Camden, Hoar. Pettigrew, 
Cameron, Jones, Ney. Pugh, 
Cullom, Kyle, Voorhees, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, carly in the present session 
T gave notice that I should offer an amendment, in the nature of 

substitute for the present tariff bill, providing for the appoint- 

ent of a commission, whose duty should be prescribed by the 
statute, to ascertain by statistics and facts the exact difference 
between the cost of labor in this country and in foreign coun- 
tries upon all articles coming in competition with American 
manufacturers, 

I intended latterly to offer that as an amendment to the 

nding bill. The vote upon the amendment of the Senator 

rom South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], just defeated, shows that 
there is no disposition now to adopt any commission proposi- 
tion, and I have determined not to offer the amendment which 
I have 3 T desire to , however, that later in the 
session [ shall introduce such a bill and shall ask the consider- 
ation of the Finance Committee to it, believing as I do that the 
sooner the Congress of the United States gets upon a specific 
basis of determination as to what the duties upon importations 
shall be, the better it will be for the business of the country. 

I hope the Finance: Committee will hereafter give serious at- 
tention to the question whether we can not arrive at a mode of 
determination as to what shall be the amount and character of 
our duties, so that the tariff will not go first to one extreme and 
then to another, as one party or the other has control of the Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yesterday by the Calendar, but to-day 
legislatively, after the bill had been reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and when it wasin the Senate, I offeredan 
amendment to strike out paragraph 182, which is the first para- 
gra h of the sugar schedule, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 

owing: 


with. Tuy: 1, 1895, and extending to. J 1, usiye; and shall. there- 
after a de añ ron i 
233, 234, 285, ana 236 of said — 5 e tl in full tore effect * 

The vote being had ban this amendment by 4 Dre striking 
out and substituting, it stood yeas 34, nays 37. ving first 
voted in the affirmative, I changed my vote to the negative and 
gave notice that I should move à reconsideration of the vote by 
which the Senate rejected the amendment. I now move that 
the vote of the Senate by which that amendment was rejected 
be reconsidered. 

Of course the result of a vote to reconsider will be another 
vote upon a diminishing bounty, dropping one-tenth of the 
bounty each year during the tenyearsthatyet remain to 190353 and 
the substitution of a diminishing bounty for the duty provided 
in the bill. I call for a vote upon the motion to reconsider. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the motion include the striking out of 
the paragraph? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It will after wereconsider. The motion 
now is to reconsider. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to reconsider, 

r. HILL. That question is debatable and will lead to, de- 
bate. The bill is expected to be passed ign Sake 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New York will yield to 
me I will put it in a shape in which it will not be debatable. 

Mr. HILL. All right, 

5 as HARRIS. Imove to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
able. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BRICE (after having voted in the affirmative). I with- 
draw vote. Lam paired with the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WOoLcorT]. 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 

Bate, Gorman, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Hanah: ugh, Mills, ` — 
ac! ro est, 

Call. rris, Mitchell, Wis, Vilas, 
Cockrell, ~ Morgan, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hunton, Murphy, Walsh, 
Daniel, Irby, Palmer, White. 
Faulkner, Jarvis, Pasco, 
George, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Gibson, Lindsay, Roach, 
NAYS—32. 

Aldrich, Davis, Kyle, Platt, 
Allen, Dixon, . ig Power, 
Allison, Dolph McMillan, Proctor, 
Blanchard. Dubois, Manderson, Quay, 
Caffery,; Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Carey, Hawley, Patton. Shoup, 
Chandler, Higgins, s Peffer, Squire; 
Guillom, Jones, Nev. Perkins, Teller, 

NOT VOTING—I6. 
Brice, Frye, McPherson, Stewart, 
Butler, Gordon, Morrill, Washburn, 
Camden, Hale? Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Cameron, Hoar, Pugh, Wolcott. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table.. 

Mr. HILL. I offered the other dayan amendment relating to 
taxes connected with the income feature of the bill. The Sena- 
tor from Missouri has modified the amendment somewhat; and 
I think expects to offer it. Twill await the pleasure of the Sen- 
ator from souri. 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection to the object of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York, that the operating and 
business expenses of corporations shall be included in making 
up their exemption from the income tax. I have no doubt that 
‘it would include insurance, which is a part of the business ex- 

penses of any corporation. I have modified the amendment. I 
‘took the liberty of drawing a substitute, which I ask to have 
read, and which the committee will accept. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY.. Add at the end of section 59: 


That all State; county, municipal, and town taxes paid by — 2 —— 
associations, shall be included in the operating business 


t 


companies, or ns, 
expenses of such corporations, companies, or associations: 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POWER. I offer an amendment to increase the duty on 


pig lead. 

ine VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In raph 166, e 37, after the word 

“cent,” in line 21, insert the words “and one-half;” so as to 

make the paragraph read: 


166, Lead in pigs and bars, molten and old refuse lead run into blocks and 
bars, and old scrap lead fit only tobe remanufactured, one cent and one-half 
per pound. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The e is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. POWER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 28, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—2, 
Aldrich, Dubois, Lodge. Proctor, 
Allison. 2 Mo Nene E Sherman, 
Care allinger, £ ell, Oregon ou 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Patton, “x 
Davis, Hawley, Perkins, Stewart, 
Dixon, A Platt, er, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Power, Washburn. 
NAYS—37. 

Bate, Gibson, McLaurin, Smith. 
Berry, Gorman, tort, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gray, Mills, Vest, 

hard, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Cal Hunto Mareh Walsh” 

unton, y, 

U. Irby, Palmer, White. 
Coke, Ja asco, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
George, dsay, h, 

NOT VOTING—%. 

All Cullom, Kyle, Pugh, 
Brice, Daniel, McPherson, A 
Butler, Gordon, Manderson, nsom, 
Camden, Hale. 0) R Wilson, 
Cameron, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SHOUP. I desire to offer an amendment to paragraph 


249. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Idaho will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all of section 249, page 57, after 
the word all,“ where it appears first, in line 15, and insert: 

Natural mineral waters, all imitation of natural mineral waters, and all 
artificial mineral waters, in green or colored glass bottles cont not 
more than 1 pint, 24 cents per dozen bottles. If contat more than 1 pint 
pint and not more than 1 quart, 48 cents per dozen bottles. In bottles con- 
containing more than 1 quart, S cents per gallon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP]. 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. President, I desire to detain the Senate 
for a few minutes upon this amendment. Our country abounds 
in mineral springs. They are to be found in nearly every State 
and Territory in the Union. Many of them, however, are far 
distant from the populous centers of the nation, This isnotable 
in Colorado, Montano, Idaho, and other intermountain Western 
States and Territories. While we have in Idaho many mineral 
springs of both hotand cold water distinguished as health resorts, 
we have but one group of springs where bottling works have 
been established. 

The springs to which I refer are in Southeastern Idaho, near 
the village of Soda Springs, on the Oregon Short Line Railroad. 
Before Taaho was organized as a Territory these springs were 
patronized as a health resort by the early colonists of Utah. 

Twenty-nine years ago I, with a party of gentlemen, visited 
these wonderful springs, now woy known from ovean to ocean 
asa health resort. The water of these springs contains an ex- 
cess of free carbonic acid gas; no artificial gas being required. 

I submit the report of Prof. William J. Ireland, judge of 
mineral waters at the World’s Columbian Exposition, where the 
water from these springs was exhibited: 


IDANHA WATER. 


Consists of samples of natural mineral water representing Soda Springs, 
Bannocks County, Idaho. 

The 2 pe were mentioned in the early geological examination under 
Gen. Jo . Frémont, and the locality has been known as a health resort 


that the water is bottled just as it flows from the springs with its own ex- 
cess of natural carbonic aia gas. 


The accom an anal. made under the supervision of Prof. O. 
F. Chandler: B. B., the well —.— analyst: * 8 


Analysis. 


Sulphate of potassium 
Sulphate of sodium 
Phosphate of sodium 
Biborate of sodium 
Alumnia 


Sili 
6ꝶ6 TTP... S E 


rr. S TAN E A ENEE E T 


This water also contains an excess of free carbonic acid gas. 

I recommend an award for Errr i natural effervescence, purity, 
large amount of free natural carbonic acid gas, healthfulness, and the un- 
usual blending proportion which constitute“ Idanha an uns . spark- 


lingly delicious table water. 
PROF. WM. J. IRELAN, Judge. 


Mr. President, the Idanha mineral water is,in my opinion, 
the best natural table water in the world, and is far superior to 
any imported mineral water. It is pure and is bottled with the 
natural gas, while I suspect that all imported waters are arti- 
ficially charged, and are therefore unhealthy. The company 
controlling these springs have an investment of $100,000 in their 

lant. The president of the company, Mr. Fred J. Keisel, in- 

orms me that on account of the general depression throughout 
the West last year, caused by the suspension of work on man 
of the silver-lead mines, owing to the low price of silver an 
lead, that the bottling works were operated on half time. 

A market for the product of these springs is found in adjacent 
States and Territories, extending west to the Pacific coast and 
eastward to the Mississippi River. 

An effort has been made by the company to place the water 
in Eastern cities, but they find it impossible to do so with im- 
ported waters on the free list and the imitation natural waters 
paying butasmall duty. Railway freight charges from Idaho 
to the populous cities of the East are much greater than from 
foreign countries to the same cities. 

We pay in Idaho more than three times the wages paid in Ger- 
many for similar work; and for bottles, corks, wire, and wrap- 
pers we pay 100 per cent more than they do in that country. 

Mr. President, to enable this country to place our pure min- 
eral waters within the reach of consumers, as against the imita- 
tion mineral waters imported from other countries, there should 
be a duty of 2 cents per bottle on pints, and 4 cents per bottle on 
quarts. Many States are interested, and the whole country 
would be benefited by the adoption of this amendment. Why 
not protect our own springs? We have the best and purest 
waters in the world. 

Large sums of money haye been expended in their stl 
ment and in the erection of buildings. All we ask in the w. 
of 5 is the difference in cost of bottling, wages, an 
freight. I submit as a part of my remarks the following staté- 
ment, taken from the bulletin reports of the Finance Committee: 


Reply of Natural Mineral Water Company, of Soda Springs, Idaho, bottlers of 
mineral water. 


(Established in 1885. Capital invested, $100,000.] 


The annual amount of production is 500,000 quart bottles of the Idanha” 
mineral water, or 10,000 cases; value at the works about 835,000. 

We have been running about half time the last two Joere ovu to the 
Bard upes in our immediate section, caused especially by the fall in the 
price of silver. 

We desire aspecific duty of 4 cents per quart bottle and 2 cents per pint 
bottle, for the reason that we have to pay at an average of g per day to the 
workman, while similar labor in Germany is paid about 37} cents per day, 
and for the additional reason that the glass, cork, wire, boxes, and wrap- 
pers are 100 per cent cheaper in that country than in ours; andstill another 
reason is the fact that the freight rate down the Rhine to Rotterdam, thence 
to New York, is nominal, goods being partly carried as ballast, while our 
average rate of freight from Soda Springs to the centers of trade is at least 
$1 per case of 50 bottles. 8 

understand there is no rate of duty on the imported article, ey A 
ough we claiming and can 


case. 
The competition has largely increased, especially in artificial or carbon- 
e — have no pitied werner | as a tetera mine: 


water. 
I desire a specific duty to avoid the doctoring of invoices. 
Our output is not so great as in 1892. 


ages re the same as one year ago. 

Heavy freight rates render living necessarily high at a point so far in the 
interior as is Soda Springs, Idaho, and ra will not permit 
3 it will just support a man his family; they should have 

ore, 


The price of living has slightly decreased the last four years, should say, 
about 10 per cent. 
The scarcity of circulating medium, in our opinion, is cause of the present 
on; the first t cause is the demonetization of the silver. My 
edy onal ment to restore silver to its ancient place. 
Concurrent with this, if feasible, 1 control ot all silver mines 
should be established, so as to limit the output. 
rt “Glass, bottles, wires, corks, wrappers, and labels are our raw materials. 
Our goods are both luxuries and necessities—luxuries on account of their 
purity and exhilarating effects, necessities-on account of their healthful- 


“Fifty per cent of our force is skilled labor. 
“Reduction of duty on goods must be met either by going out of business 
r by ha ess enact such a law as I have alluded to. 


manufactures. 

“We pay ay. on corks, but I am not posted on the duty and I have no 

ta at han 

“Free raw material would assist to remove duty on bottles and corks. 

‘* Wholesale price for 1890 was about & at the springs; and 1892, 4. 

“We recommend a specific duty of 4 cents per quart and 2 cents per 
pint on all imported water. 

I would recommend, in any event, that a law be enacted requiring artifi- 
cial water to be labeled “artificially carbonated,” forsanitary reasons. Ar- 

carbonic-acid gas is the result of a combination of sulphuric acid, 

marble dust, and bicarbonate of soda; hence, unhealthy and destructive to 
the lining of the stomach, as well as causing a deposit, resulting in gravel 
and kindred evils. 


* 
Such a law I would alone consider a protection to our “Idanha ™ water. 
The annual consumption in this country of foreign mineral water is at 

least 50,000,000 quart bottles. Four cents per bottle would yield a revenue to 

the United States of 82,000,000. 

Now, this mineral water is artificially charged, but is placed on the mar- 
ket as natural mineral water. Itis bottled on the other side by little girls 


and boys, in bottles there manufactured, and cheaper than our bottles. 
Pad this it is landed on our shores at a nominal charge for freight, it being 
car. ballast. 


as 

We bottle at Soda Springs, Idaho, from pure springs, carrying its own car- 

bonic-acid Fes a water called the t Idanha” but we labor under this disad- 
vantage: We pa: 


ing 
heavy freight c for the empty bottles which we fill, for the cases 
‘or the corks, for Ainge ng r 


annum, 

ustrial en- 

s. It would therefore appear that ours is an industry to be fostered 

by posin; e imported article, thus benefiting ury 

t 1 United Skates on one hand and a struggling domestic industry on the 
other. 


I trust that the amendment I have offered will be accepted. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 
r.SHOUP. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 
I am paired 


Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont[Mr. MORRILL]. 
Therollcall having been concluded, the result was announced— 


yeas 33, nays 36; as follows: . 

YEAS—33. = 
Allen, e, McMillan, Quay, 
Allison, Manderson, Sherman, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, Squire, 
Cullom, N Peffer, Teller, 
Davis, rby, Per! Washburn. 
Dixon, Jones, Ney. Platt, 
Doiph, Kyle, Power, 
Dubois, e, Proctor, 

NAYS—36. 
Bate, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
Berry, George, y, Roach, 
Blackburn, ibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Bianchard, Gorman, Martin, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gray, is, est, 
Call, 7 Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Cockrell, organ, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hunton, Murphy, Walsh, 
Daniel, Jarvis, Palmer, te. 

NOT VOTING—i6. 

Aldrich, Cameron, McPherson, Ransom, 
Brice, Gordon, Morrill, Stewart, 
Butler, Hale, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Camden, Hoar, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHOUP. I desire to offer another amendment to para- 
graph 249. TI trust the committee will accept it. I move to in- 
sert after the word all,“ where it first ap inline 15, “ nat- 
ural mineral waters and all;” so as to read: 


All natural mineral waters and all imitations of natural mineral waters, 
and all artificial mineral waters, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


This does not change the rate at all, but merely inserts “ nat- 
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I trust the Senator from Missouri will 
accept the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Paragraph 249, page 57, line 15, after the 


ural mineral waters.” 


word all,“ insert “natural mine 
read: 

All natural mineral waters and all imitations of natural mineral waters 
and all artificial mineral waters, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Idaho. [Putting the question.] 
The noes appear to have it. The noes have it, and the amend- 
ment is rejected. 

Mr. SHOUP. Task for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to page 187, section 32, line 15. After“ business 
expenses,” I move to insert: 

se expenditures for materials used in manufacture, or bought for 
resale, 

The amendment is substantially the same as that moved by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. I call the attention of 
the Senator from Missouri to the fact that, as the paragraph 
now stands, the words ‘‘actual operating and business expenses” 
are made to carry too heavy a burden. This is avery important 
and avery heavy tax. The closing clause at line 20 includes 
“all other corporations, companies, or associations doing busi- 
ness for profit in the United States,” and sweeps in all the man- 
ufacturing companies and all the trading companies of the 
United States. 3 

It is a great stretch of lan e in an important statute of 
this kind to make operating or business expenses include the 
expenditures for materials purchased by a manufacturing com- 
pany and the goods purchased for resale by a trading com- 
pany. Therefore, I think the Senator will see the wisdom of 
. too plain to be disputed. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest doubt that the language 
of the bill, as it now stands, would include the amounst expended 
for materials. I can not conceive how one could arrive at the 
pa of a manufacturing establishment unless he would take 

to account what they expend for materials. I have not any 
objection, however, to the amendment, because, as it stands, it 
means what the Senator from New Hampshire has put in addi- 
tional words. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘expenses,” in line 15, sec- 
tion 32, page 187, insert: 

Including expenses for materials purchased for manufacture or bought 
tor resale. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are ro further amend- 
ments to be proposed in the Senate, the question ison orderin 
mo amendments to be engrossed, and the bill be read a third 
time. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr.SMITH. Mr. President, in the course of previous re- 
marks which I made upon this question I pledged to my con- 
stituents my utmost endeavors to ‘‘eliminate the socialistic in- 
come tax,” to ‘‘readjust the schedules to conform with the doc- 
trine of a tariff for revenue,“ to ‘grant to our industries sufficient 

rotection to guarantee their maintenance on the basis of Amer- 

can wages,” and finally to fulfill “' the distinct obligation of the 
Democratic party to confer the boon of tariff reform upon the 
American people.” 

That pledge, sir, I have kept to the full limit of my ability and 
opportunity. My only regret at this time is that the small mi- 
nority of Senators on this side of the Chamber who oppose the 
income tax have been unable to convince our colleagues of the 
public and party wisdom of striking it out altogether from the 

ill. Even then, if Republican Senators had not voted for this 
scheme it would have been blotted out of existence. ButI can 
not deny that Democratic Senators who favor the ideahave met 
us in a spirit of fairness and reason. 

They have consented to the exemption of building and loan 
associations, mutual life insurance associations, savings banks, 
and other organizations of like character in which are invested 
the savings of the poor. They have eliminated the hateful in- 
quisitorial features. And finally and most important of all they 
have agreed to the passage of thisamendmentin such shape that 
it shall be submitted to the people upon its practical operations, 
not as asettled policy of the Government, but as an experiment 
to be tried for a short time and then renewed or rejected as the 
country shall elect. ; í 


waters and all;” so as to 
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Mr. President, of all methods of taxation I consider this the 
mostdetestable. Ie before and repeat now with double 
emphasis a earnest conviction that it is unnecessary, unjust, 
unsuccessſul, l un-Democratic, un-American, and un- 
wise. I never could conscientiously and never would for any 
reason whatsoever vote to incorporate it into our system for an 
indefinite period of time. I did and shall at every opportunity 
in the future vote against it as ase te proposition. 

But, sir, the astonishing strength and persistence shown by 
the advocates of the idea make it certain tomy mind that there 
is only one way of escape, and that is by a t The sole prac- 
tical question now before us who oppose this scheme is whether 
it shall be submitted tothe judgment of the people in its greatly 
modified condition, as it now stands, or whether itshall be foisted 
upon us ata very early day in a far more offensive form and with- 
out limit to its time of o tion. 

That, sir, is the situation which we are obliged to face, and of 
the two evilsI am constrained to choose thelesser. I will go yet 
further, and say that, if there were no party considerations, I 
should welcome the test. I can notinsult the intelligence of the 
American people by even suspecting that they will endure this 
odious infliction one moment longer than shall be required to 
demonstrate its manifold iniquities. 

For all except this portion of the measure before usI shall vote, 
not 1 reluctance, but with genuine satisfaction. I 
have the honor, Mr. President, to be one of those Senators who 
have been accused of demanding fair treatment of American in- 
dustries. Ihave been urged over and over again to deny the 
truth of this charge. But, sir, I do not deny it. I admit it 
frankly and squarely. Of whatever crime may he involved in 
the defense and reasonable protection under a revenue tariff of 
the industries of this country, Lam guilty. I said before and I 
repent now that the Democratic party never was a free-trade 
party, is not to-day, and in my judgment neyer will be. 

I grant that under other circumstances greater reductions 
might and probably would beadvisable. But Lam unable to see 
the wisdom or justice of such action at this time. The great 
industries of this country have just passed through one of the 
most trying periods since they sprang into existence. I shall 
not enter into adiscussion of the causes of the lamentable depres- 
sion of business which has continued now for more thana year. 
Only partisan p can be served by attributing it to either 
the baneful effect of McKinley duties or the uncertainty regard- 
ing the future undoubtedly felt by all manufactures. 

lt is sufficient to know that distrust and apprehension still 
prevail, that thousands of factoriesare closed, and that hundreds 
of thousands of workingmen are deprived of employment neces- 
sary to their subsistence. Under such circumstances I can con- 
ceive of no legislative action moro illiberal, more untimely, or 
more cruel than that which would hinder for a day resumption 
of prosperity. In any event, right or wrong, Democratic or un- 
Democratic, as a representative of one of the chief manufactur- 
ing States of the Union I say plainly that I will not vote for any 
bill or amendment that will make it impossible for a single in- 
dustry to continue or resume operations. 

It was for that reason—and I make the admission without 
hesitation, and with full appreciation of the criticism which it 
will evoke—that in conference with my colleagues I opposed the 
provisions of both the House bill and the measure first sub- 
stituted by the Finance Committee. The revised bill now be- 
fore us I consider pa and fair to all. It is Democratic, because 
it is based upon principle of a tariff for revenue with in- 
cidental protection, and it is wise and patriotic, because, instead 
of adding to the burdens inflicted upon our industries by the 
financial difficulties of the past year, it hape and strengthens 
them, and can have no other effect than the quick revival of 
business universally desired, and the consequent employment, 
p ty, and happiness of the great army of men now idle, 
discontented, and discouraged. 

I shall vote for this measure, Mr. President, because, in the 
words of the distinguished Senator from New York, I am a 
Democrat. [Applause in the galleries.] 

Mr. . Mr. President, [propose to vote for the passage 
of this bill, not because I approve of its sugar schedule, but be- 
cause I think it is due to the country that it should be placedin 
the hands of a conference committee, composed of Senators and 
ee serps who, I hope, will trim it of its evil and retain 
its beneficial features. 

‘The bill as a whole is more equitable and just than the McKin- 
Jey act. It lessens the burden of taxation on the poor people of 
this country, on their woolen clothing, on their lumber, and on 
other necessary articles of daily consumption, and places it, in 
n large measure, upon the enormous incomes of those who have 
escaped taxation and bearing their portion of the public burden 
gor many years. 

The sugar schedule of this bill is its vicious feature, although 
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it is not so vicious as the sugar schedule of the McKinley act. 
Under the McKinley act the miga trust obtains 60 cents protec- 
tion on every hundred pounds of refined sugar and by that means 
controls the. American market. By the bill in question the 
sugar trust has a protection of 25 cents hundred pounds of 
sugar, 35 cents less than under the McKinley act. The sugar 
schedule of this bill is better than that of the McKinley act in 
the ratio of 25 to 60. 

I do not believe that it is my duty to vote against this bill at 
this time, but as a patriotic citizen and a conscientious officer, I 
believe that I should vote for its passage in the Senate now, so 
that it may besent back to the House of Representatives, where 
it originated, and placed by the Senate and House jointly in a 
conference committee, where there may be one more opportu- 
nity afforded of eliminating its evil features and fashioning it 
into proper shape to become a law of the land. 

The people want reform in taxation. They aredemandingit. 
They have a right to it, and it is my duty to place this bill, by 
my vote if [ can, in a committee where its evil features may be 
taken out, and from which it may be returned to the respective 
Houses of Congress for final passage after it has been properly 
fashioned. 

Two courses are open to us. First, either to destroy the en- 
tire bill at this time and place, and by that means defeat reform 
legislation in our system of national taxation entirely, and then 
begin anew where we began seven months ago on the subject of 
the tariff, and thus delay needed reform; or, second, to vote for 
the of the bill now and by that means place it in the 
hands of a conference committee where one more, and possibly 
a successful, attempt may be made to eliminate its vicious 
features and hasten the hour of relief to the country. 

These are the two courses open to us. I believe the latter to 
be the wiser and more patriotic course to be pursued, and 
although I-enter my protest against the sugar schedule, I at 
the same time assert that it is better than the sugar schedule 
of the McKinley act. 

No one desires to see this bill destroyed entirely more than 
thesugartrust. They would rejoice at its complete destruction, 
because under the present law they are enabled to make more 
money by many mill ions of dollars yearly than they will be un- 
der this bill if it shall become a law. < 

There are those in my own party who will not approve of my 
vote, who will think that I ought by my vote to assist in the 
complete destruction of this measure at this time; but time and 
a more intimate knowledge of the facts will convince them of 
the correctness of my position. Singular as it may appear, they 


and the sugar trust desire the same result; 
A Mr. HILL. Mr. President,asexplanations.seem to be the or- 
er— 


Mr. FRYE. They are obituary speeches, not explanations. 

Mr. HILL. LI accept the amendment. 

Mr. President, the majority of the Democratic Senators of this 
body (of which thirty-one are fromthe South), allied with the 
three Populists and with six Republicans, have insisted upon the 
retention of an income tax in the pending measure. 

I have earnestly appealed to my party friends to eliminate 
this objectionable feature, but my appeals have been in vain. 

I have warned them of the dangers to which in my judgment 
they were unnecessarily subjecting the Democratic patty; but 
they have chosen to disregard them, as was their privilege. 

They have preferred the retention of an odious income tax in 
a tariff bill, regardless of what the consequences may be. 

Mr. President, the course which has thus been marked out is 
unwise, inexcusable, and unnecessary. 

It resembles the greater folly of thirty-three years ago, when 
the Democratic party was rent in twain and Republicanism tri- 
umphed for twenty-four years thereafter, 

In my opinion, it imperils the possibility of permanent Demo- 
cratic success in any Northern State for many years to come. 

You array against us in almost solid front the entire business 
men of the country. You foist upon the ty a principle of 
taxation never sanctioned by any Democratic national conven- 
tion. You do not seem to realize that you have no jurisdiction 
to add to or change the principles of our party, but you disre- 
gard precedent in your mad haste to adopt a Po tic prin- 
ciple. You have ppo and obstinately insisted upon retain- 
ing an income tax in this bill, so as tocompe! Democratic Senators 
either to vote for the income tax or to vote against the whole 
bill. You have left them no other alternative. 

This was unfair, unjust, impolitic. 

This course was adopted, not thoughtlessly, but designedly; 
not that you loved tariff reform less, but you loved an income 
tax more. Mr. President, as between a Populistic income tax 
on the one hand and a Republican tariff law on the other, I 
choose the latter as the lesser of two evils. : 

As between pernicious class legislation fraught with danger- 


1894. 
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ous consequences to the country on the one hand, and many 
high tariff taxation on the other, I prefer to endure the lat 
at least for a brief period, if I am compelled to choose between 
them. I do this, not without some reluctance, because I always 
regret to differ with party friends, but the consciousness of right 
and my own self-respect forbid any other course. Besides, you 
have made my path of duty an easy one. x 

The Senate bill—the Gorman compromise bill, as it is now 
generally known in the press and throughout the country—I 
mean the bill in its present shape, is neither satisfactory to the 
Democratic party nor tothe country. There is no mistaking 
public sentiment upon this point. s 7 

The true principles of tariff reform have been sacrificed in 
the effort to insure the retention of an income tax. This the 
country believes—this the country understands. We promised 
the people bread and we are giving themastone. We promised 
them free raw materials, and we are giving them taxed coal, 
taxed iron ore, taxed coke, taxed lead ore, and other taxed raw 
materials. 

They expected free sugar, but we are taxing not only that 
article, but other necessaries of life. 

We do not need both a sugar tax and an income tax, but it 
seems that considerations other than those of revenues to the 
Treasury have dictated and retained both. 

The provisions of the bill are not consistent; they violate well- 
established Democratic principles; they are unfair in their dis- 
criminations, and their enactment will place the party in a false 
and untenable position. 

It is clear that the bill in its present form should be changed, 
modified, and improved. This can easily be done, and it is our 
duty to do it now before it is too late. As it now stands it puts 
our party on the defensive, it sopua our pledges, it exposes 
us to just criticism and ridicule, which ought to be avoided. 
Eliminate the income tax and there is no difficulty in framing 
an honest, consistent, and genuine tariff bill upon strict revenue 
lines, with all raw materials free, which can be passed by the 
vote of every Democratic Senator without the aid of a single 
Populist vote, and which the country would welcome and ap- 

rove. 

This is not even pretended to be such a measure. Numerous 
Senators around the Democratic side of this Chamber must feel 
as though Democratic principles have been surrendered or bar- 
tered away to secure the triumph of this botched compromise 
measure, which is really acceptable to no one. Iam sure that if 
they expressed their honest sentiments they do not approve this 
bill any more than I do. The issue of tariff reform had better be 

ostponed and preserved intact, rather than emasculated, dis- 

3 and despoiled in the manner now proposed. 

Let there be a genuine, sincere, and essential triumph for the 
cause of revenue revision or none at all. 

If Republican protection was a fraud and a robbery, as we de- 
clared in the Chicago platform, is Democratic protection any 
the less so? 

If we are to have an income tax and a sugar tax both, then— 
unless the other provisions of the bill prove utterly impotent— 
we shall be met with an enormous surplus, t which we 
protested so vigorously a few years ago; and is it now to be said 
that a Democratic surplus is less objectionable than a Repub- 
lican surplus? 

This is not a Democratic bill, I am sure; it is not a distinctly 
Republican bill; it is not a Populist bill entire, but it is a mix- 
ture of all—itis a rag-bag production—it is a crazy-quilt com- 
bination—it is a splendid nothing. 

I believe the income tax feature as a whole and in many of its 
details to be unconstitutional. 

But why detain the Senate? 

My objections to the bill have been stated over and over again 
and it is useless to SESAN them. 

Each Senator must be the judge of his own duty to his coun - 

and his party in a crisis like this. I cast no reflections upon 
those who differ with me. 

This bill does not meet the public expectations, but at best is 
an empty and beggarly fulfillment of Democratic pledges. 

It does those tunge which it ought not to do, and leaves un- 
done those things which it ought to do. 

Mr. President, I do not fail to appreciate the gravity of the 
situation, but the course which duty and consistency require me 
to pursue at this hour is as clear to me as the noonday sun. 

Sink or swim, live or die, survive or perish,” I can not and 
will not support this bill in its present shape. 

kappann in the galleries.] 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that 
the rules of the Senate are enforced in regard to demonstrations 


in the galleries. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, no Senator sitting upon this 
side of the aisle has any apology to make for voting ag t the 


pending bill. The country will note that no Senator upon the 
other side has risen in defense of the measure as a wise and pa- 
triotic enactment. It will note the kind of excuses which have 
been made in two or three instances for the support of the 
measure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, there is no excuse for the 
passage of the pending bill. The only reason which I have 

eard assigned for its passage has been the desire to reduce tax- 
ation in order that the people might be benefited by the reduc- 
tion of taxation. There is no way in which the people can be 
benefited by the reduction of duties upon imports unless that re- 
duction results in lower prices to the consumers of the neces- 
savies of life. , 

In connection with the passage of the bill, I wish to make 
only two predictions. One is that the price of the necessaries 
of life not be reduced. Leta list be made of the prices of 
the necessaries of life in this country on the date of the passage 
of the bill, and I predict that they will go no lower as the result 
of 970 passage of the bill, and two years from now they will be 
no lower. 

1 5 also that the result of the passage of the bill will 
be the reduction of the wages of American workingmen. Let 
a list be made upon the date of the passage of the bill of the 
wages of American workingmen in all the walks of life, and 
two years from now those wages will be lowef than they are at 
the date of the ge of the bill. 

So, Mr. President, because the bill will not reduce the cost of 
the necessaries of life to any citizen, and because it will reduce 
the wages of labor to the American workingmen, I repeat, there 
is no excuse whatever for its ee 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I have prepared a writ- . 
ten speech, in fact it isin print, and it is fully explanatory of 
the vote I shall cast on the pending bill. It is to be found in 
this document, House bill 4864. It will shortly be illustrated 
copiously, and with pictures that will be in the nature of object 
lessons to the American le. 

This written speech, which has been upon our desks for many 
days, contains within it abundant argument to justify the voto 
which I shall cast against the bill. It is neither fish, flesh, nor 
fowl as a tariff bill, foul as it is in many of its features. It is 
a blow at some of the best and most valuable interests of this 
country. It is a record of dishonesty and breach of faith on the 

rtof the Governmentof ihe United States. It will be pictured 

y the closing of factories and mills. 

One of the object lessons that will stand out prominently before 
the people of the West will be the closing of the sugar factories 
which have promised so much to the American people, the crea- 
tion of no more, and a distress to which the present distressed 
condition is as ees 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. PLATT. On that J ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. QUAY (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called). I desire 
to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. If my colleague 
were present he would vote nay.“ 

Mr. LODGE (when Mr. Hoar’s name was called). I desire to 
announce that my colleague[Mr. HOAR] was called from the Sen- 
ate 1 y illness. He stands with the Senator 
from bama [Mr. Pdf. If my colleague were present he 
would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr.CAMDEN]. If 
he were present I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). As has been an- 
nounced, Iam paired with the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were present I should vote yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAFFERY (after having voted in the negative). Mr. 
President, I desire to say only a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is notin order except by 
unanimous consent. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears none, 
and the Senator from Louisiana will proceed. i 

Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, I cast the vote I did to enter 
a protest against what I conceive has been an injustice to my 
people and to my State. I cast that vote as a protest — 
what I consider to be the unjustifiable action of my own side of 
the Chamber in going back upona plan of action which they had 
deliberately adopted. Having made the protest, I change my 
vote from na to yea.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I ask permission for one 
moment of debate. 3 
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- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 


Mr. TELLER. I object to any debate pending the roll call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, under the circumstances 
I vote ‘‘ nay.” ughter.] 


Mr. TELLER. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 


Wotcort] is with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
BRICE]. If my colleague had been present he would have voted 
“ng * 

Me. ALLISON. Idesireto state that my colleague [Mr. WIL- 


SON] is absent on account of illness. He is ed with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. If my colleague were present 
he would vote nay.“ 

Mr. BRICE. I expected the senior Senator from Colorado 
pe: TELLER] to add that the junior Senator from Ohio would 

ave voted yea if the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
WOLCOTT hed Dean present. I make that statement. 

Mr. W. H. Idesire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
GORDON] is paired with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON]. iy colleague were present he would vote yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] is paired with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr.CAMERON]. If theSenator from South Caro- 
lina were present he would vote ‘‘yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—39 
Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, m, 
Bate, George, Lindsay, Roach, 
Berry, Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Biackburn, Gorman, Mariin, Tarpe, 

0 ra; 
Caffery, ` Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Call, Hunton, Morgan, Voorhees, 
5 Irby, Murphy, Waish, 

Coke, Jarvis, Palmer, White. 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pasco, 

NAYS—H. 
Aldric ê, McMillan uay, 

5 3 Manderson, Sherman, 
Carey, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Patton, Squire, 
Cullom, Hawley, Petter, Stewart, 
Davis, II Perkins, Teller, 
Dixon, 5 Platt, Washburn. 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Power, 

Dubois, Lodge, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—12. 
Bri Cameron, McPherson, Pugh, 
Butler, Gordon, Morrill, ` Wilson, 
Camden, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
So the bill was passed. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and ask a conference with the House of Representatives 
upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and that the 
Chair appoint seven managers of the conference on the part of 
the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to make my protest against asking 
for a committee of conference when there are no disagreeing 
votes. I know it has been the custom to call for such confer- 
ences, and at times the other House has agreed to them; but the 
bill was passed by the other House, and has now been amended 
and by the Senate, and no Senator can know at this mo- 
ment whether the other House may not agree to every amend- 
ment we have made. 

I do not expect that my protest will be of avail, but I think it 
is a vicious practice, which ought not to be adopted on a bill of 
such great detail and of such great importance. 

Mr. HARRIS. Some ten years ago this precise question was 

resented to the Senate. I did not, as the Senator from Iowa 

as done to-night, make my protest, but I raised the question 
of order. I was overruled by the Chair, when the then Senator 
from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, was President pro tempore of the 
Senate, and being overruled, I appealed to the Senate. 

The Senate sustained the ruling of the Chair, and since that 
time it has been the uniform custom of the Senate. I adhere 
to the motion notwithstanding the protest. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the motion of the Senator 
from Tennessee, the Chair appoints as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate Mr. VOORHEES, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. VEST, Mr. JONES 
of Arkansas, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. ALDRICEH. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn until 12 
o’clock on Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 10 o’clock and 47 minutes 
p. m., Tuesday, July 3, 1894) the Senate adjourned until Friday, 

uly 6, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, July 5, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY.: 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved. ` 


BRAZILIAN CONGRATULATIONS ON NATIONAL ANNIVERSARY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following: 
Rro, July 4, 1594. 
To American Chamber of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

The Brazilian Chamber of Deputies congratulates the American National 
Gees sympathy towards the rent And patriotic Aona Coe thoir feelings or 
wards the democratic continent. = e e e 

ROSA E. SILVA, Speaker. 
THOMAS DELFINO, Secretary. 
[Loud applause. ] 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. EVERETT, for one week, on account of health. 
To Mr. BANKHEAD, indefinitely. 
To Mr. BUNN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 
Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 
personal statement. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia desires to 
make a personni statement. The House will be in order. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, in one of the morn- 
ing papers it is stated 
Ir. HOPKINSof Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I suggest whether the 


machinery operating these electric fans should not be stopped. 
We can not hear what the gentleman from Georgia says. 

The SPEAKER, The fans have been put in by order of the 
House. If it is found that they interfere with the transaction of 
business, some action will have to be taken on that subject. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Is the noise of the machinery a 
part of the order of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The House adopted a resolution directing 
the Architect to put electric fans in the Hall. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the gentleman from [Illinois 
ought not to complain. I presume this is the hum of indus- 
try ” following the passage of the tariff bill in the Senate. 

r.REED. Itis the only “industry” that is prosperous in 
this . 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. We can not hear the remarks 
of the gentleman on account of the noise. 

Mr. eee of Georgia. I wish gentlemen would allow me to 
proceed. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I suggest that an order be issued 
to stop the movement of these fans for the present. We can not 
hear anything that is going on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will suspend 
his remarks for a moment. 

A pause, during which the electric fans were stopped.] 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] 
pes 2 make a personal statement. The House will please be 
order, 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr.Speaker,in one of the morn- 
ing papers it is stated that I have recently made a speech in 
Georgia in which Iam reported to have said to my audience 
that the tariff bill as amended in the Senate is practically the 
same asthe Wilson bill with some immaterial changes.“ ` AsI 
value the good opinion of those who know me on this floor, I 
wish to say that I not only never made that statement, but I 
never entertained that opinion; and on the occasion mentioned, 
I stated just the opposite. [Applauso.] 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. I ask unanimousconsent for the 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. Before it is 
read, I wish to say that it is a bill to grant right of way for a 
railroad through the Indian Territory. It has been favorably 
reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs. It is in the usual 
form, and contains all the ordinary limitations for the protec- 
tion of the Indians, I have compared it with twelve or fifteen 
bills of similar character. 

The bill (H. R. 7335) to grant to the Arkansas, Texas and 
Mexican Central Railway Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, was read. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed for the 
third reading, was 5 read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PENDLETON of Texas, a motion to recon: 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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EMPLOYES OF NAVY DEPARTMENT. Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. y 3 
Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And it was believed to be sufficient 


tion of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) authorizin: 
tinue the employment of cert mechanics and laborers. 


Resolved by the Senate ahd House of Representatives, etc., That the Secretary 
of the Navy is hereby authorized to continue, until the Bist day of July, 1894, 
the employment of mechanics and laborers paid from the appropriation 
“Increase of the Navy: Construction and machinery,“ whose services are 
required upon work in progress; anda suMicientsum is hereby appropriated, 
out of any money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for this pur- 
pose, such sum to be immediately available: Provided, That the amount 
which may be expended by the Secretary of the Navy under the authority 
herein conferred shall be deducted from the amount which may be appro- 

riated for “Increase of the Navy: Construction and machinery,” for the 

scal year ending June 30, 1895, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a brief 
statement to the House in reference to this resolution. 

When the joint resolution which I was instructed to present 
to the House some ten or fifteen days ago was passed, it was con- 
sidered broad enough to cover every Department of the Gov- 
ernment and every branch of the service in its entirety; in fact, 
it was but a duplicate of all resolutions for a similar purpose 
that have been passed by Congress during the last ten or fifteen 


the Secretary of the Navy to con- 


ears. 
; But it seems that a question has arisen in the Navy Depart- 
ment as to the construction of the resolution itself, with refer- 
ence to the increase of the Navy; and we are informed that the 
Secretary of the Navy has thought otherwise, and has conse- 
uently ordered the discharge of several hundred workmen at 

e different navy-yards of the Government. I have offered 
the pending resolution after consultation with several gentle- 
men, and ask its passage. 

I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] if he de- 
sires to occupy the floor. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should like to have the attention 
of the House for a few moments, and thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

But before I proceed, I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas 
if he has any communication from the Secretary of the Navy on 
this subject? 

Mr. SAYERS. The only communication which I have from 
the Secretary of the Navy I will send to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT Washington, July 8, 1894. 


Sin: Ilearned from Senator MCPHERSON this morning that the question 
of inclu: in the thirty-day resolution the expenditures for carrying on 
the work of the new Navy was discussed in your committee yesterday, and 
that your committee mourn the resolution broad enough to cover these 
expenditures. Idesire to inform you before issuing the order suspending 
the laborers and mechanics employed under Increase of the Navy, I con- 
sulted with the Attorney-General, and he concurred in the construction I 
put upon the resolution. To save all question in the case, I hope the House 

s a resolution covering these expenditures. I communicated with 
oo mmittee on Naval ‘Aftairs, because it has charge of naval appropria- 
ms. 


PORIN H. A. HERBERT, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Chairman Commitlee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I have introduced this resolu- 
tion, having been informed that the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs was absent in New York and would probably 
not return before this evening. It is important that the reso- 
lution should pass to-day. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would ask the gentleman from 
Texas before proceeding a question with reference to the reso- 
lution which was reported to the House by him which contin- 
ued the au) al oot for the present fiscal year to the new 
fiscal year. He has already stated that it was similar in form 
and substance 

Mr. SAYERS. Almost word for word. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois tooo natn. To the resolutions 
that have been passed year by year for the same purpose? 

Mr. SAYERS. That is so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will ask the gentleman if it is 
also true that the matter was submitted tothe Treasury Depart- 
ment? 

Mr.SAYERS. Itwas. The resolution was sent to the Treas- 


ury. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Sent to the Treasury, and submit- 
ted to the proper officials, the chief of warrants and estimates 
and the Comptroller? 
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merai accomplish the purpose that it was designed to accom- 
plis 

Mr. SAYERS. It was. 

I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that no one was more 
surprised than myself at the construction put upon it by the 
Navy Department. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I want to say—having had 
the statement we have from the gentleman from Texas—that I 
shall vote for the proposed resolution introduced by him. But, 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the House for just 
a moment—— 

Mr. LOUD. And the country. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia says and the country, for a portion of it at least is inter- 
ested in a correct construction of the act, and especially those 
persons who have been dropped on account of the alleged fail- 
ure of Congress to appropriate, and the public service is pre- 
sumably suffering somewhat from a cessation of the labor in the 
construction of the new Navy by the discharge of mechanics and 
others—I say in this connection I want to call attention to the 
joint resolution itself, which I hold in my hand: 


Beit resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives — 


Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman from Illinois refers now to the 
former resolution? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; the one passed a few days ago, 
and enacted— 

That all appropriations for the necessary operations of the Government, 
under exis aws are hereby continued and made available for a pe- 
riod of thirty days, and a sufficient amount is hereby appropriated, etc. 

It will be seen that this specifies ‘all appropriations for the 
necessary operations of the Government under existing laws.” 
The laws have been d authorizing the construction of the 
new Navy, upon which these thousands of workmen have been 
engaged and ought still to be engaged. 

I suppose it is a“ necessary operation of the Government” to 
continue that work. It has been always so held in similar ap- 
propriations. Now, then, it may be replied that an appropria- 
tion for the construction of the Navy is a continuing appropria- 
tion. That is true. That is to say, while in terms it is an ap- 
proprianon for, say, the fiscal year 1894 or 1895, as the case ma; 

„vet if there is anything left of it at the close of 1894 it woul 
continue over without further action of Congress until ex- 
pended. But that is true of the pay of the Navy. That is a con- 
tinuing appropriation. I undertake to say, therefore, that under 
this construction of the law by the Secretary of the Navy, there 
is not an officer of the Navy that canreceive pay for July under 
the joint resolution. 

Mr.COOMBS. Will the gentleman give way for a moment? 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. I will for a question. 

Mr.COOMBS. Isimply wish to make the statement to you 
that the Secretary of the ney gave me —that is to say, that be- 
fore taking this step he had laid the resolution before the At- 
torney-General, and he concurred in his doubts as to whether the 
resolution as passed would meet the present requirements. 

It was undoubtedly, as the gentleman of course understands, 
the intention of the House and Congress to continue the work 
of construction at the different navy-yards, and nobody contem- 
plated or supposed for a moment thatit would not be covered by 
the resolution. The Secretary had some doubt on that point, 
however, and laid it before the Attorney-General, and on re- 
ceiving confirmation from him, he thought it would be a safer 
course to ask Congress to amend the resolution in this respect. 
I believe myself, as the gentleman does, that the former resolu- 
tion was sufficient. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam merely calling attention to 
the fact that if this law that we passed extending the appropri- 
ations is not sufficient to continue this work without the enact- 
ment of this resolution, then in many cases where the appropri- 
ations are construed to be continuing appropriations there is 
no authority in law to continue the publicservice. Youcan not 
pay an official of the Navy under this general act if the con- 
struction of the Secretary is correct; and if you are to disregard 
the construction of laws similar to this that have been enacted 
for twenty years at least, that you may meet a new-born doubt 
of a Secretary of the Navy, then you will find this trouble all 
along the line, and the gentleman’s resolution is not broad 
enough. 

All I wanted to do was to call attention to the existing condi- 
tions. I will state again that it seems to me, in the light of 
constructions heretofore made for the last twenty years and 
upon reading this act itself, that there can be no well-grounded 
doubt to a sound constructionist but that the resolution is ample 
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to cover the case. Yet these thousands of men have been dis- 
j and the work has come to a standstill. 
Now, I want tosuggestthat if there was one-tenth part as much 
berality in construing this appropriation that we made by 
this general act extending the appropriations as there is in the 
liberalconstruction that has been given in the Treasury Depart- 
ment to important legislation, these thousands of men would 
not have been dropped from the rolls, and the delay of the work 
in the construction of the new Navy would not have taken place. 

Mr. REED. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have not control of the time, but 
no doubt the gentleman from Texas will yield to the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. SAYERS, Iwill yield, of course. I wish the gentleman 
from Illinois would please have that original resolution published 
in connection with his remarks. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I am very sorry to seem to differ 
with a. the gentleman from ois [Mr. CANNON], be- 
cause his judgment and good sense are such that it makes a dif- 
ference with him rather bad for the person who differs. And 
yet I feel that he has omitted one consideration of a general and 
very penctrating nature. What is called the policy of an Ad- 
ministration is pretty sure 8 in time through all the 
officials. Whatever the Administration desires in some way or 
other gets possession of official minds, and therefore I think that 
these persons who have had these doubts which have resulted 
in the discharge of thousands of workingmen have really been 
penetrated with the policy of the Administration. 

Insensibly to them the feeling has got among them that every 
doubt should be resolved in favor of the policy of the Adminis- 
tration. Well, now, what more natural construction could be 
made than that men should be discharged and industries de- 
stroyed? All private industries have been stopped by the policy 
of the Administration, Why should not the public industries 
bestopped? Workingmen have been thrown outof emplo ent 
everywhere else; why not in the Government employ? must 
say that I think those gentlemen who have construed the policy 
of the Administration have acted up to the spirit of it, and [ 
am quite sure my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] would not 

of blaming them for ac in a manner so entirely con- 
sistent with the whole principle of the party, the policy of which 
they very naturally represent. 

For part I am very desirous of overturning that policy, and 
Iam very glad to begin right here and now, and to resolve all 
doubt in favor of the employment of men, hoping that the Ad- 
ministration may have received a sufficient lesson, so that the 
will not take advantage of the doubts suggested by my frien 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and stopsome otherindustry. And 
yet there is grave danger that they may. So that this resolu- 
tion, while it may restore to employment thousands of men, may 
enable the Administration to carry out this magnificent policy 
in other fields of ceasing effort. It is a great spectacle when 
the Government of the United States adds to the army of the 
unemployed, already sufficient in this country! [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the letter of the Secretary of 
the Navy, as for the of the resolution, would seem 
to me to be as ient answer to the gentleman from Maine, and 
to show that there is no di ition on the t of the Adminis- 
tration tounnecessarily and improperly discharge workmenfrom 
the service of the Government. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. While that is true, if my friend 
will allow me 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We all will vote forthe resolution 
the gentleman offers, because if the Executive should find a fly- 

on a resolution, and say that that created a doubt, if it 
stopped the wheels of the Government, however foolish that 
construction might be, I would come in and vote with my friend 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to solemnly remove the fly-speck. 

Mr. REED. Why not putin a proviso that nothing in this 
resolution shall be construed to close any other public works? 
Perhaps that might curb the Administration in its policy. I 
suggest that to the gentleman from Texas, whom I know does 
not sympathize with the Administration in the destruction of 
industries. - 

Mr. SAYERS. I call for a vote on the resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
8 being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 

2 the joint resolution was agreed to was laid on the 


e. 
Mr. HALL of Missouri. I call for the regular order. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bilis, re- 
ported that that committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled the bill (S. 578) granting an increase of pension to Wells 
Johnson; when the Speaker signed the same. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
SOMERS, for ten days, on account of sickness, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. The Clerk will call the committees. 


NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported the bill H. R. 7639 as a substitute 
for the bills H. R. 6058, 6682, 6853, and 7108, respectively, to 
amend the act entitled. An act to incorporate the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved February 20, 1889; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The original bills will lie on the table. 

No further reports were submitted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for 
reports. The morning hour begins at fifteen minutes to 1 o'clock, 
and the call rests with the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. The Clerk will report the title of the bill which 
was under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7020) to readjust the salaries and allowances of the mas- 
ters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher in Oklahoma tory. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House acco ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee in the chair. 


SALARIES AND ALLOWANCES OF POSTMASTERS AT GUTHRIE, 
OKLAHOMA CITY, AND KINGFISHER. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. When this bill was last under considera- 
tion an amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee 

Mr. MCMILLIN] was pending, that the bill be reported to the 
ouse with the recommendation that the enacting clause be 
stricken out, and upon that motion the committee was dividing. 

The Chair had appointed the gentleman from North Carolina 

Mr. DERSON] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo- 

ILLIN] as tellers. These gentlemen will again take their 
places as tellers. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Fa committee divided; and tellers reported—ayes 57, noes 
So the motion to strike out the enacting clause was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the motion made 

by the gentleman from North Carolina, that the bill be reported 

to the House with a favorable recommendation, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN The committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 7020, and had directed him to report the same to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pa, 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. r. S er, I de- 
mand the previous question on the e of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time. 

The question was taken on the p of the bill, and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the yeas and nays on that, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

PEAKER. The Chair willappoint as tellers the gon- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON]. 


1894. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 61, an- 
swered present, 1, not voting 156; as follows: 


YEAS—1%. 
Adams, Ky. Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, Pa. Powers, 
1 Pa. Dalzell. Hullet, R 
en. 
len, Davis, Johnson, N. Dak. Richardson, Tenn. 
abeuck, Johnson, Ohio Ritchie, 
aker, Kans, Donovan, Kem, Robertson, La. 
er, N. H. Doolittle, Kieter, Ryan, 
Bartholdt, Dunn, Kribbs, Shaw, 
Beit Gol Ramunas, Taper Spring 
J. 0. * 
n Loud, Stone, O. W. 
Be pet Eran ae Lucas, Stone, W. A. 
8 Fletcher, Mallory. S ty 
Boen. Funk, — 4 1a 8 
Bowers, Cal. Gear, e Dannold, weet, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geary, McGann, Talbott, Md. 
Brickner, - Goldzier, McNagny, mey, 
Broderick, Grady, Tawney, 
Brosius, Graham, Meredith, Terry, 
Bundy, r Meyer, Thomas, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Milliken, Tracey, 
Ca mee Money, Dies 
Cannon. Cal iy oon, 5 
Gannon, Til Hall, Mo Morgan, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Caruth, Hamm Murray, Wanger, 
tn Hare, Newlands, Warner, 
k, Ha gon, ta bedaki i — 
obb, Ala. Heard, en. augh, 
8 bb, Mo. Henderson, III. Paschal, Wilson, Ohio 
enderson, N. O. Patterson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Fla. Hepburn, Payne, Wolverton, 
, Wis. ermann, Pence, Wright, 
ý tt, Pickler, 
Crawford, Hopkins, IU. 
NAYS—1. 
Abbot Cooper, Ind. Jones, Robbins, , 

à $ Conan Tex. Kilgore, Sayers, 
Alexander, Cox, Lane, Shell, 
Arnold, De Armond, S 
Baldwin, Denson, Lester, Sperry, 

Bell, Tex. Dockery, Lynch, Stone, 
Black, Ga. Fithian, Martin, Ind. Talbert, S. C. 
Black, n. McCreary, Ky. Tate, 
Bretz, Gorman, McCulloch, Taylor, Ind. 
Broo esham, McDearmon, Turner, Ga. 
Brown, Hall, Minn. McKaig, Williams, II. 
Bryan, 0) * MeMil Wise, 
Bynum, Hooker, Miss. Page, Woodard. 
Caminetti, 8 Paynter, 
Hutcheson, Pearson, 
Coombs, ar, Pendleton, Tex. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT”—1. 
McCleary, Minn. N 
NOT VOTING—156. 
Aldrich, Dunphy, Lisle, Robinson, Pa. 
Apsley, 2 Livingston, Rusk, 
Avery, English, Lockwood, Russell, Conn. 
Bailey. English, N. J. Loudenslager, Russell, Ga. 
ead, Enloe, Maddox, Schermerhorn, 
arnes, Epes, Magner, Scranton, 
Bartiett, Everett, Magu, Settle. 
Belden, Fielder, Mahon, Sherman, 
Beltzhoover, Forman, Marshall, Sibley, 
Bland, Funston, Marvin, N. Y. Sickles, ae 
Boatner, Gardner, McAleer, Simpson, 
Boutelle, Geissenhainer, McCall, Sipe. 

wer, N. O. Gillet, N. Y. McDowell, Somers, 

anch, Gillett, M: McEttrick, Sore 
Bree! Ky. McKeighan, Stallings, 
Bunn, rout, McLaurin, Stephenson, 
Burnes, Grow, Meiklejohn, Stevens, 
Cadmus, Haines, ercer, Stockdale, 
Campbell, Harmer, Montgomery, Storer, 

Oape i Harris, orse, Straus, 

Cause Harter, 056S, Strong, 

8 Hartman, Mutchler, Taylor, Tenn. 
hilds, Hatch, eill, Tucker, 

ancy, Hayes, Oates, Turner, Va. 

ke, Ala. Heiner, O'Neil, Mass. Sers 
Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Mo. Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Coffeen, Hendrix, Onthwaite, a 

nn, Pendleton, W. Va. Walker, 
Cornish, es, Perkins, Weadock, 
Cousins, Hooker, N, Y. Phillips, Wells, 

vert, dik, Post, Wever, 

aminga Halos Quigg Wheeler, All. 
m g, er, 
Curtis, N. Y. Nandall ite, 
vey, a Ray, Whiting, 
5 Forest, Lapham, Rally. W 
ley, Lawson, Reilly, Wilson, Wash, 
ver, Lefever, Reyburn, oomer, 
per, Linto: Richardsor, Mich. Wright, Pa. 
So the bill was passed. 
ae following pairs were announced: 
ntil further notice: 


Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. HATOH with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. BLack of Illinois with Mr. CURTIS of New York. 
Mr. RAYNER with Mr. GROW: 
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Mr. Bux N with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. CoGSWELL, 
Mr. WHITING with Mr. LACEY. 

. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HOPKINS of Ilinois. 

. SOMERS with Mr. MARVIN of New York. 

. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON. 

. NEILL of Arkansas with Mr. CHILDS. 

. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

. FORMAN with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois, 

. HAINES with Mr. HARTMAN, 

. SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS. 

. OATES with Mr. SHERMAN. : 
. COOPER of Texas with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
r. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

. STRAUS with Mr. QUIGG. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. AVERY. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
The following for this day: 

Mr. MADDOX with Mr. MARVIN of New York. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. STORER. 

r. LIVINGSTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, 

. IKIRT with Mr. HULL. 

. MCETTRICK with Mr. Post. 

. BRANCH with Mr. ALDRICH. 

. PENDLETON of West Virginia with Mr. Lucas. 

. SIPE with Mr. WALKER. 

. WHEELER of Alabama with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

. MUTCHLER with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I have voted, 
but as Tunderstand that aquorum has voted, and, being paired, 
I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, since voting I 
remember that I am paired, and I prefer to answer present.“ 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I observe that I am still paired 
with my colleague, Mr. Straus. Having voted inadvertently, 
I now withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on 
the table. ; 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
morning hour be now considered as closed. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill (H. R. 4864) to uce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 

urposes, with amendments; in which the concurrence of the 
ouse was requested, asked a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, and had pee as conferees on the 
rt of the Senate Mr, VOORHEES, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. VEST, Mr. 
ONES of Arkansas, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. AL- 
DRICH. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


TAXATION OF UNITED STATES LEGAI-TENDER NOTES. 


Mr. HALL of Missouri, from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, reported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 4326) 
to permit taxation of United States legal-tender notes, and called 
up the bill for immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, under the 
privilege of the Committee on Banking and Currency, calls up 
this bill for consideration. 

The bill was read, as amended, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives, eic., That no United 


States legal-tender notes circulating as currency shall be exempt from taxa- 
tion under the authority of any State or Territory: Provided, That any such 
taxation shall be exercised in the same manner and at the same rate that 
any such State or Territory shall tax other money within its jurisdiction. 

EC. 2. That the provisions of this act shall not be deemed or held to 
onango existing laws in respect of the taxation of national asso- 
ciations. 


Mr. JOHNSONof Ohio. I call for the reading of the report 
of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. That can be read only by unanimous con- 
sent as a t of some gentleman's remarks. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, can the auestion of 
consideration be raised upon this bill at this time? 

The SPEAKER. 


It can. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Then I raise the question of consid- 
eration. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Is not the bill in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. No; it has just been reported. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio raises the question of consideration on this 
ee the question is, Will the House proceed to consider the 
The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 
Mr. HALL of Missouri. I will state to the House the nature 


‘of this bill—— 


Mr. BROSIUS. One moment. Mr. Speaker, is this bill to be 
considered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I do not understand 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, this bill authorizes the States 
and Territories to tax Federal obligations. I wish to make the 
parliamentary inquiry whether our rules do not require that 
such a bill should be considered in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not looked into the question. 
He will ask the gentleman whether there is any rule applicable 
to the point? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I make the point that this is not a 
question of Federal taxation. The proposition is simply to per- 
mit the States and Territories to tax, not national obligations, 
but Treasury notes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In response to the point of order of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, I suggest that the discussion of the 
bill had already begun and it was too late to make the point of 


order. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I do not think so. 

Mr. COOMBS. The point had been raised before. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that the rule covers 
this case. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania looked into 
the question? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Ihave not examined it carefully; but it oc- 
curred to me that if an act imposing a tax by Federal authority 
would have to be considered in Committee of the Whole an act 
delegating that power of taxation to any other body should like- 
wise be considered in Committee of the Whole. This bill dele- 

ates the taxing power in this respect to States and Territories. 
F confess this is a new inquiry to me; and I do not feel sure on 
the point. 

The SPEAKER (after examining the rule), The Chair does 
not think that the rule requires the consideration of this bill in 
Committee of the Whole. The Chair does not understand that 
the bill is one which within the meaning of the rule imposes a 
tax or charge upon the people. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Well, I am not clear that it does. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. panu) will proceed. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. The question involved in this bill is 
nota question of the taxation of a national obligation within 
the general meaning ofthat term. As we understand, national 
obligations, such as the States are inhibited from taxing, are 
those which are in the nature of investments 

Mr. HOLMAN. Public securities. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Public securities bearing interest, 
in which men make their investments, as they would in any other 
kind or class of property, for profit. 

In the law creating greenbacks or Treasury notes there was 
an express provision that they should not be subject to State or 
municipal taxation. In my view it was unnecessary that such 
an inhibition should have been inserted, for the reason that the 
States have no power to tax the money issued by the Federal 
Government in the form of promises to pay unless with the ex- 
press consent of the National Government. But although that 
clause inhibiting the taxation of Treasury notes by States or mu- 
nicipalities was really unnecessary, it was inserted. The rea- 


son, however, which influenced the insertion has long since ceased 


* 


to exist. 

When the act was passed creating the national banks and im- 

posing 10 per cent upon the State bank circulation, thereby abol- 

shing State circulation, there was a feeling in Congress, as the 
debates of that time show, that the States would in consequence 
of the national legislation indulge a feeling of bitterness against 
the greenbacks, which would induce them to try to tax those notes 
out of existence. Hence out of extraordinary caution, without 
any necessity for such action, a provision was adopted exempt- 
ing the greenbacks from taxation. 

Now, I make this statement, that the Treasury note is the 
only form of money circulating in the United States to-day that 
is not taxed by States and municipaliues. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will it interrupt the gentleman if I make an 
inquiry at this point? 

Mr. HALL at Misourl. Not at all. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Iwould like to know whether the gentleman 
can refer me to a case in which the point just stated by him has 
been ruled. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. It has been decided by every court 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 5, 


that has passed on the question, save the supreme court of Mis- 
sissippi, that the States and municipalities have the right to tax 
„ notes and all other forms of money except Treas- 
ury notes. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Well, that information is very general. Can 
my friend cite a case in which the question has been ruled? 

r. HALL of Missouri. I can not cite special cases while on 
this floor, but I will state that in all the States that tax monéy 
it is the custom to tax national-bank notes and other forms of 
money. There is no question about the existence of the power. 
But Ido not know of any case in the Supreme Court of tho 
United States where the question has been passed upon. 

Mr. BROSIUS. May I just add at this point that I have been 
unable to find any Sone on inquiry, whois aware of the exist- 
ence of any case that he can point to asa ruling on this point? 

But now I wish to make another inquiry of the gentleman, if 
he will permit me, whether the Treasury notes under the Sher- 
man act are taxed by any State? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Most certainly, yes. The words 
Treasury note“ are used in this bill, let me say to the gentle- 
man, for the purpose of covering that point. Ihave just said a 


few moments ago that that is the only form of money that is 


not taxable; that is to say, the Treasury note. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Does the bill apply to Treasury notes—I 
mean issued under the act of 1890? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Yes, sir. The bill is intended to 
cover that point. 

I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, what I have already said in the 
beginning of my remarks, that this is the only form of money 
that is not taxable by States or municipalities; that if a man 
invests in national-bank notes, or in gold or silver, or any other 
form of property, such ir vestments are subject to assessment for 
State and municipal taxes. 

Now, I desire to say to gentlemen on the other side that this 
question did not assume in committee, and I do not think it will 
assume here, a partisan aspect. 

Mr. COX. -Will the gentleman permit me a moment to call 
his attention to the reported bill? The whole question of the 
gonteoman from Pennsylvania is solved by the report which re- 

ers to— 
All circulating not 
15 ee of national banking associations and all United States 
So the whole case is covered by that. 
Mr. HOLMAN The first class was always subject to taxa- 


tion. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. The question, Mr. Speaker, as I was 
st ting, has nothing of partisan politics aboutit. It is merely 
a business question. The sole question is whether the United 
States Government is to act the part of a partial parent and take 
up and designate one particular class of property in the shape 
of money and say it is not to be subject to State or municipal 
taxation, but that all other propert is to be. 

Now, what is the effect of it? hile nominally there are 
three hundred and forty-six millions of greenbacks in exist- 
ence—or probably three hundred and thirty millions—nearly two 
hundred millions of that sum is held by the national banks as a 
reserve fund. It is not in circulation. It is driven out of circu- 
lation. Instead of helping to form a part of the circulating me- 
dium of the country, it is hoarded, locked up, and driven out of 
circulation. 

It has been stated that these are national obligations, issued 
by the Government of the United States and under the consti- 
tutional authority of the Government, which Constitution in- 
hibits the States from impairing the obligations of the contract. 
I wish to state in response that there is no clause in the Con- 
stitution of the United States which inhibits the United States 
Government from impairing the obligation of its own contracts; 
but in that connection let me say, that I would never vote for 
such a measure, for we have a higher and a broader ground on 
which to base our action,and that is the good faith of the Na- 
tional Government. 

But many seem to have the idea in regard to this question 
that there is something in the Constitution that prevents the 
National Government from taxing to-day money or other obli- 
gations that it did not tax at another time. There is no such 
provision in the Constitution of the United States. That, how- 
ever, is not the question here, but simply whether the National 
Government shall permit the Stites to tax this form of money 
as they tax all other forms, or whether the Government of the 
United States is, as I said before, to act the part of a partial 
parent to permit certain privileges to be extended to one form of 
money that is not extended to all other forms. 

Now, what is the effect of the present condition? You can 
find the effect in every county, State and municipal assessment 
made throughoutthe whole United States, and even the Supreme 
Court of the United States has examined the case, in 91 United 


1894. 
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States Reports in the Leavenworth case, where we find this state 
of facts: A man with a little over $19,000 in currency in one of 
the banks the day before the assessor came made his check out 
for his $19,000, and asks that it be paid him in greenbacks. It 
is handed tohim,and he puts it in an envelope and makes aspe- 
cial deposit of the same. The assessor comes the next day and 
the holder of the $19,000 of greenbacks says, I have no money 
that is subject to State or municipal taxation.“ This is simply 
used as a RETA a stalking horse, a shield, to cover the men who 
desire to make fraudulent -returns of their property for assess- 
ment purposes; and the Government of the United States, by let- 
ting this law remain on the statute books, becomes particeps 
criminis to that proceeding. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before asking the question, let me 
suggest that I am not prepared to say that I antagonize the pur- 

s of this bill. But the gentleman has made an illustration 
n the case of a man having $19,000 in the bank, as I understand 
it, who comes to the bank, as he had the right do, and handed 
in his check for that money. He took his money in Treasury 
notes, put them in an envelopeand made a special deposit of the 
amount, say on April 1, or whatever day it was, and when the 
assessor came he answered that he had $19,000 in greenbacks 
notsubject to taxation. Then, I suppose—the gentleman did not 
say, but I suppose—he did not keep the greenbacks for a year, 
but went on and reconverted them. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. He reconverted them the second day 
afterward. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And in that way escaped taxation 
fora whole year. Vet I will ask my friend if it is not true that 
that is the fault of the law of the State of Kansas, if it took place 
in Kansas? In other words, the State of Kansas can tax that 

roperty on an average. If a man has it for 363 days in the year 
the shape of credits, he can not avoid taxation, under a well- 
devised State law, by holding Treasury notes two days in the 
ear. Does not the trouble come from the fact that the State 
as not properly legislated? 

Mr. HAL of Missouri. I will answer the gentleman by say- 
ing that the State law of Kansas is similar to the State laws of 
a great many of the States of this Union, and that this exemp- 
tion clause relative to Treasury notes is used just to cloak such 
men as that from taxation. And Iwish the gentleman tounder- 
stand that under a law proceeding that man was not liable for 
that tax on his $19,000, and would escape taxation on that in any 
law proceeding. Now, I take a further step and say that any 
cashier of a bank with $300,000 of deposits can take $5,000 of 
greenbacks andexempt every dollar of those deposits from tax- 
ation—not legally, but that he does it. 

Mr. HEARD. Inthe case just now put by my friend from Ili- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] was not the return of the taxpayer conclusive 
in that case? He made return that he had no money subject to 
taxation. Now, how could the State go to work and by making 
the average to which my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] al- 
ludes, or in any other way, tax him on the $19,000 which was by 
law exempted from taxation? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the State law of Kansas had pro- 
vided that a manshould be taxed upon the average of his credits 
for the year, the whole three hundred and sixty-five days, then, 
if he owned greenbacks two days out of the three hundred and 
sixty-five, he would escape taxation on the $19,000 for two three- 
hundred-and-sixty-fifths of the year, and pay taxes for the bal- 
ance of the year. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I must answer the gentleman by say- 
ing that that is not the method of taxation in any of the States 
that I know anything about. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My object in asking is to get in- 
formation, and not to antagonize the bill; because, so far as I 
know, I am not now prepared to say that I will vote against it, 
but I will ask the gentleman whether nine-tenths of the trouble 
does not come from the fact that people in the States have been 
content to talk about this, and still they have continued to allow 
men to make fraudulent or imperfect returns, which they were 
enabled to do under imperfect State legislation? And if I was 
criticising the bill I would ask: Do you not march up and say 
that you will subject the credit of the Government to taxation 
which, if it was unfriendly, would mean destruction, for the pur- 
pose of relieving the various States that seek to tax the moneys 
and credits of their citizens, from fraud that they might protect 
themselves against by proper legislation? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I shall object to having a speech 
thrown into the middle of my remarks. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will withdraw what I have said 
if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Let it go for what it is worth. 


ç 3 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam asking the question in good 
faith, to get some light on this bill. I do not want to commit 
myself about this matter one way or the other. I am seeking 
in good faith for information. I had just as soon vote for this 
billas any other, if it ought to pass, and I am trying to find out. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Now, I want to conclude the few re- 
marks I have to make in the beginning of this discussion, by 
stating that the Supreme Courtof the United States has passe 
upon a question similar to this, in passing upon the question of 
the right of a State to tax the shares of national banks. I have 
a decision here by the Supreme Courtin 9 Wallace, the opinion 
delivered by Justice Miller, and I believed concurred in by 
an unenimous court. 

I desire now to strike the kernel of this whole situation with 
this sentence—not that I get this from the law book, but it strikes 
me as the general sense of the legal authorities on this ques- 
tion—that if money, or whatever a man puts his money into just 
before the assessor comes around, is in the nature of an invest- 
ment, in the nature of an obligation of the Federal Government, 
that can not be subject to State or municipal taxation, but where 
it performs more the function of money or currency than it does 
of obligation, then the State or municipality can have leave b 
Congress to tax it—that, of course, being uniform. Here I 
from Judge Cooley in his work upon taxation, page 69 of the 
second edition of the work, in which he uses this language: 


Itis perfectly well settled, however, that an exemption granted from mo- 
tives of State pono merely, and where the State and the citizen do not 
meet on a basis of bargain and consideration, is to be deemed expressive 
ony of the present will of the State on the subject; and the law granting 
it, like laws in general, is subject to modification or repeal in the legisla- 
lative discretion, and it is immaterial that while it continued in force par- 
ties have acted in reliance upon it. 

Now, a great many cases are cited here by Judge Cooley: 


An exemption from taxation of the property of members of the National 
Guard may be repealed even as to one who enlists while it is in force, and 
ttt 255 a aed at the time of repeal. (People vs. Assessors of Brooklyn, 

A Statute mposed a certain rate ot taxation on insurance companies then 
in existence or thereafter to be chartered. Held thatthe rate may be in- 
creased as to the subsequently formed companies. 

And he cited a number of cases in that line. 

Now, I desire to make the point here that the question is not 
the impairment of the national obligations. No man has the 
right to cloak or shield fraud undera national promise. These 
Treasury notes are now used by the trustcompanies of the United 
States, and are used by unscrupulous men of all kinds and 
classes to shield themselves from taxation by making a return 
similar to the Leavenworth man to whom 1 have referred. We 
can not afford to lay down such precedents. 

If there be any merit in the greenback system, or if there be 
demerit in it, that many on the other side and some upon this 
maint in, then let greenbacks stand upon their merits, and not 
witn special favors and privileges extended to them, but let 
them stand or fall by their merits, and pass this bill affecting 
this $330,000,000 of Treasury notes that are driven out of circu- 
lation because the trust companies and national banks hold them 
in reserve because they know they can not be touched by State 
or municipal taxation. For this reason I am in favor of this 
measure. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 


[Mr. BROSIUS withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. One moment. Does this come 
out of the time of the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes; I yield it from my time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I can not yield my con- 
sent to the argument made by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania Mr. BROSIUS] in opposition to this measure. I reserve, 
however, to myself the right to vote for, and possibly advocate, 
an amendment which would relieve the bill of what seems tome 
to be a most serious question—that is, whether the language of 
the provision as now worded does not have the effect of com- 
pelling the States to levy this tax. That question I reserve, 

In a State where money and credits can be taxed by law, I can 
well understand the objection of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia to any measure that would discriminate for or against one 
species of money of the country. But in the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent here, and I think it is the condi- 
tion of most of the Western and Middle States, there is a 
condition wholly different and one which I desire briefly to point 
out in the time allotted to me. 

In the constitution of the State of Ohio, in the second para- 
graph of the twelfth article, this provision is found: 


Law shall be passed taring by uniform rule, all moneys, credits, investe 
ments in bonds, stocks of joint stock com) es or otherwise, and also all 
real and personal property to its true value in money. 


« 
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Now, that was the provision of the constitution of 1851, and 
from that day to this the effort has been made by the Legisla- 
ture of Ohio, and it has been substantially successful except as 
interfered with in this particular, to levy uniform rates of tax- 
ation on all property of the State according to its true value in 
money. But under the prohibition of the statute of the United 
States forbidding the taxation of what we call greenbacks, we 
have just this condition in that State: A has in his pocket on 
taxation day $100, which happens to be in gold coin; B has in 
his pocket on the same day $100 in legal-tender United States 
notes—greenbacks. The sums are each of equal value; they are 
each money; they are money within the meaning of the consti- 
tution of the State. And yet this provision of our constitution 
is inoperative and ineffectual and can not be carried into exe- 
cution because of that provision that denies to the State gov- 
ernment the right to tax the greenbacks in the pocket of Band 
puts the entire burden on the gold coin in the pocket of A. I 
can not bring myself to believe that there is any justness in 
that condition. 

The “fraud” that the gentleman from Pennsylvania speaks 
of, or seems to have heard something of, is different from that 
involved in a failure to make a just tax returnordinarily. The 
scheme worked in Ohio, and I presume in other States as well, 
is this: Money on deposit in the bank is taxable under the law. 
On the day perhaps previous to the taxing day, which is thesec- 
ond Monday in April in our State, a person wishing to avoid 
taxation goes to a bank and by his check, on a previously agreed 
arrangement, draws out the amount to his credit in greenbacks 
and carries it away. He then makes oath that he has no money 
or credit taxable under the law. 

The day following that, he goes and re2stablishes his credit in 
that bank by the deposit of the greenbacks. Sometimes it has 
been discovered that this process was going on, and I agree with 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that such a fraud as that can 
be obviated by State legislation. It hasbeen done by the judg- 
ment of the courts in Ohio. For two or three occasions these 
frauds were detected,a case made in court, and the court of 
last resort in Ohio held that it was a fraudulent evasion of the 
taxing law, and compelled taxation to be assessed upon that 
money, not as greenbacks, but as a credit in the bank. 

Now, why should there be this in saa 0 The full illustra- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS], which he 
forciblymadetothegentlemanfrom 5 BROSIUS), 
would be this: His 3 I unders it, was that it was a 
question for State logia tion to prevent discrimination. But 
suppose that we coul a law in Congress that all ay horses 
in all the States of the Union should not be taxed, leaving it to 
the States to levy their taxation upon all other animals of that 
species. That would be an exact illustration of this trouble. 

It will not do to say that State legislation may prescribe what 
property shall be taxed. That is not any answer. The diffi- 
culty which we complain of is that United States legislation un- 
dertakes to say that certain p rty shall not be taxed. Now, 
it is entirely competent for the State Legislature to say that no 
tax shall be levied upon money and credits, provided the con- 
stitution of the State did not compel it thereto, but it is not 
competent for a State Legislature, under such a provision as I 
have here, to levy taxes upon one species of money and not upon 
another. And so if it would be unfair and unjust in the State 
Legislature, it is equally unjust and inequitable that the United 
States statutes shall work out the same result as though the 
State Legislature had attempted to say taat a horse of one color 
Sa be taxed, and that a horse of another color should not be 
taxed. 

In these days, Mr. Speaker, when we are looking aboutusin our 
Staże governments for sources of revenue other than the farms 
and the houses and the personal property of the people, it is 
high time that the General Governmentshould relieve the State 

overnments from this inhibition. The art of statesmanship at 

ome in the States to-day is directed to securing immunity for 
the farms and tangible and immovable property from the burden 
of taxation which is already unendurable in many of the States 
of the Union. So if this equalization can be perfected by the 
simple repeal of this provision of our national legislation, I am 
in favor of the ge or this bill. s 

I desire to point out where I was deficient for the moment in 
stating the objection which I make to the form of the bill. T 
fear that the fair construction of this measure in the form in 
which it is now reported will be to compel State Legislatures to 
tax the greenbacks in circulation, This isthe language as it 
appears as amended by the report of the committee: 

That no United States legal-tender notes circ as currency shall be 
mt from taxation under the authority of any S or Territory. 

Mu, HOPKINS of Illinois. In States where money is taxed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But that seems to be a mandatory pro- 


vision, which ought to be changed so as simply to make it 


3 the power of a State, and not a duty imposed upon a 
ate. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I think there will be a substantial 
agreement to the effect that the original text of the bill shall 
stand, and if the gentleman will rend the textof the bill as origi- 
nally introduced, he will find that it leavesit to the discretion of 
the State to tax all circulating notes of national banks and other 
obligations of the Government circulating as money. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think that would do it, but my colleague 
from Ohio Mr. STRONG] will at the proper time offer an amend- 
ment which wiil perhaps be more satisfactory to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, at the conclusion of my remarks 
I omitted to ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks, to 
incorporate into my remarks some decisions the notes of which 
I have, but which | did not take time to read, and also a state- 
ment which has been compiled with a great deal of care and re- 
search, containing in very brief form a table of the form of tax- 
ation, the mode of taxation, and the property taxed in cach of 
the States of the Union. It occurred to me that it would be a 
matter of very considerable information to all the members of 
the House, and if I have unanimous consent I will insert it in 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER 2 tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro re, dt 
[Mr. COOPER] is recognized. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Cox] is a member of the committee, and he will take the 
floor in his own right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Indi- 
ana reserve his time? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I reserve my time. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the proposition involved in this leg- 
islation, when we come to understand it, is plain and distinct. 
It is not, as suggested, for the pur of compelling States to 
levy a tax upon greenbacks. It is oe the purpose of permitting 
States to assess a tax upon greenbacks if they think proper to 
do so. Now, the right and equity of it lies in this: Greenbacks 
are a legal tender in the payment of debts. That is all gold and 
silver can do in the discharge of debts. Now, if a greenback 
answers the pur as a discharge of debts and is a legal tender, 
and gold and silver are taxed by the States without complaint, 
what is the reason why greenbacks should not be taxed by the 
same process, if the States shall desire to do so? 

Now, that is the principle involved. The Supreme Court of 
the United States decided that the Eonar was a legal tender 
for the paymentof debts; and that isallthat goldcan do. What 
reason is there why a man who holds greenbacks in his ket 
shall be exempt from taxation, and the man who holds gold and 
silver in his pocket shall be subjected to State taxation? Can 
any man give a good reason for that? That is all there is in it. 
I see my friend over there, who serves on the committee with 
me, shake his head; because there is no answer to the proposi- 
tion at all. 

Now, when you come to the argument, the fact that green- 
backs are redeemable in gold is a question that does not affect 
this matter at all. Let us try it with a practical question, for 
my judgment is always r to something practical. Say 
my friend from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON], who is sitting before 
me, has a thousand dollars in gold, and my friend from Texas 
5 5 COCKRELL] has a thousand dollars in silver or in the 

ank, for that is not material, and I have a thousand dollars in 
greenbacks. I can get the gold of my friend from Indiana with 
the greenbacks, and I can get the silver of my friend from 
Texas with the greenbacks. 

Now, the tax assessor of the State taxes you upon your silver, 
and you pay it; and the tax assessor taxes my friend from In- 
diana upon his gold, and he pays it; but when the tax assessor 
comes to me I Say, My pre exempt from State taxation.” 
Now, can any member of the House say that is right? Ido not 
care anything about theorists working out things; but the very 
moment it was settled that the greenback was a legal tender in 
the payment of debts, that very moment, so far as its legal- 
tender quality was concerned, it put it on the same basis as gold 
and silver; and the only thing I can see about the matter is that 
if I was inclined—which I am not—I think the tax on the green- 
back, if anything, ought to be more than on the gold and silver; 
but I am willing to treat it exactly the same way. 

Now, one further remark. Some gentlemen have got it in 
their minds that Congress was going to compel the States toas- 
sessatax. I do not think any man will bother himself about 
Congress compelling the States to tax anything. a thera 
now a tax on gold and why is there a tax on silver? o policy 
of the law is that a man who has gold or silver, which is a cir- 
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culating medium for the pame of trade and of commerce, shall 
not be allowed to lock it up in his pocket or shut it upand 
thereby deprive commerce of the means of exchange. When 

come to the greenback, it isa legal reserve in your banks. 
tis the equivalent of gold; it is carried as gold; and yet you 
say that the States may tax gold and tax silver, but must ex- 

empt the greenbacks. 

ow, then, I can see very readily how that will lead to fraud; 
and just allow me to say pl 755 here that there was a provision 
in the original bill that subjected national-bank notes to taxa- 
tion. That was taken out for the simplest of reasons. There 
is but one State in the Union that holds that they are not sub- 
ject to taxation. That is the State of Mississippi. Now, you 
come to the question of detail, and it is astonishing to me that 
there — 5 Do any question about it. A man who has 81,000, 
or $100,000, or 8200, 000 of greenbacks to-day, or the day the tax 
assessor comes around in his State, can say to the tax collector, 
My money is exempt;” but the man who has 8100, 000 or $200,000 
in silver, or the man who has the same amount in gold, has to 
pay the State tax on it. 

Now, what kind of a discrimination is that? It does seem to 
me that the simple statement of the proposition carries convic- 
tion in the matter. Admit that greenbacks were nothing more 
than the promise of the Governmenttopaymoney. Ifitstopped 
there, and in order to increase their c tion and maintain 
them it was necessary to exempt them from taxation just like 
United States bonds, there would be some argument; but the very 
moment you say they are alegal tender in the payment of debts, 
why greenbacks are money. Whenever a thing pays debt it is 
money. It may circulate as currency and not be money, but 
when it is a legal tender it is money. s 

Now, one more word and I am done, for I do not think that 
this is u question on which we should spend much time. It is 
said that these backs circulate all over the United States, 
and my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROSIUS} is always ex- 
ceedingly nice, courteous, and affable and all that sort of thing. 
Well, my friend, does not gold and silver also circulate all over 
the United States? Is not that subject to taxation? And I can 
not see for my life how any man can vote to protect a hundred 
thousand dollars in the pocketsof one man in greenbacks, while 
he taxes another hundred thousand dollars in another form of 
legal tender money, of no more legal efficacy, letting the one 
go free and compelling the other to be taxed. 

Mr. WISE. I understand the gentleman to say that the ob- 
ject of this bill is to give the States the right to tax United 
States legal-tender notes just as they have the right now to tax 
gold and silver. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. That is it. 

Mr. WISE. Now, instead of doing that, your bill simply for- 
bids the State from exempting United States legal-tender notes 
from taxation. I agree with you that they 451 7 7 to be subject 
to taxation as gold and silver are, but your bill does not accom- 
plish the annos Joe have in view. It provides that no United 
States legal-tender note shall be exempt from taxation under 
the authority of any State. Now, I leave it to any lawyer in 
this House to say if that is not simply a prohibition upon the 
States from exempting these notes from taxation. That is all 
it is, and I advise the gentleman, if he wishes to accomplish 
the object he has in view, to change the e of his bill. 

Mr. COX. Oh, well, when the phraseology of a bill is the 
only point in | Scary I am not much troubled aboutit. You 
have a law which putsa 10 per eent tax upon State bank issues, 
which provides that the State banks shall pay a tax of 10 per 
cent upon their issues. Now, if yourepeal that law and say that 
State bank issues shall be exempt from that tax, you have ac- 
complished your object. So with this law, if you say that these 
greenbacks shall not be exempt from State taxation, you leave 
it discretionary with the State. The phraseology of the bill is 
a matter that I do not care to spend many moments upon. Iam 
willing to yield to the gentleman on that point. 

Mr. E. The bill, it appears, stood o as. the gen- 
oe er fad pig wet vr oa ve has orangea it, and made it 
80 tha 8 rohibits the States from exempting these 
notes from MANO, iS 

Mr. COX. The gentleman’sidea, then, is that the bill goes too 
far and makes it imperative on the States to assess this tax? 

Mr. WISE. Not exactly that. It simply says that they shall 
not exempt these notes from taxation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What the gentleman’ from Tennessee 
wants to do is to authorize the States to levy this tax if they see 


proper. 
Mr. COX. That is all. What I want is that if the States de- 
sire to assess this tax they shall have liberty to do so without 
restraint from Congress. That is all I desire. I now ask this 
House to say whether it is proper and just that a man who has 
one kind of money shall pay a tax upon it, while another man 


who has another kind of money equally legal tender shall not 

pay a tax upon it? The proposition seems too plain to require 

8 discussion. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
pe ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAILEY). The gentleman 
has forty minutes remaining. 

Mr. COX. I yield that to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I reserve it, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, the question in- 
volved in the pending measure is one of much more importance 
than it spears to be upon a casual examination. I want to see 
it decided upon the high ground upon which it ought to be 
determined, and with this motive in view I may find it neces- 
sary torefer during the courseof my remarks to some elemen 
principios relating to constitutional law. It may be that in the 

rst instanee these principles may not seem to be applicable, but 
I am confident that their pertinency will Se as 1 88. 

The Federal Government is, of course, 8 „a Gov- 
ernment of delegated and limited powers. Its authority is to 
be sought for and found in the Constitution; such powers as are 
there conferred upon it and none others it may exercise. These 
powers, as is well known, are divided into expressed and ira- 
plied; the expressed powers being such as are specifically enumer- 
ated and conferred 1 very language of the Constitution, and 
the implied powers being such as are not specifically enumer- 
ated, but which flow from aud are incident to the expressed 
powers and are necessary in order to carry them into effect. 

It was, of course, not necessary that there should have been 
any allusion in the organic law to implied powers, since from 
the very nature of things they would have existed without such 
allusion; but it is nevertheless true that the Constitution in 30 
many words provides that Congress shall have power to pass all 
laws which may be proper and necessary in order to carry the 
expressed powersintoexecution. While the Federal Government 
is thus circumscribed and limited in its authority, it is never- 
theless a well-established principle of constitutional law that 
within its proper sphere it is absolute, sovereign, and supreme. 

It is also another well-recognized principle that wherever the 
General Government has the constitutional power to do an act 
all the agencies and instrumentalities of which it makes use 
in order to perform this act are entirely beyond the control of 
the States which compose the Federal Union. No State has the 
right to impede, hinder, or in anywise obstruct any of these 
agencies. If any State were permitted to do so, the prerog- 
ative of the General Government would be encroached upon, 
its independence would be impaired, and its sovereignty, aye, 
its very existence, would be imperiled. 

It would exist-and exert its authority, not of its own volition 
and of its own inherent strength, but merely by the sufferance 
of the States, to whose whims and caprices it would be invari- 
ably subjected. Indeed, sir, the exemption from State inter- 
ference of the agencies whereby the Federal Government exe- 
gutes its constitutional authority, is as essential to the nation's 
life as are the powers which are expressly conferred upon it by 
the very language of the Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, this principle is not a novel one in the history 
of the country. It is as old as the Constitution itself. It has 
been several times decided by the highest judicial tribunal 
of the land. In 1819 the State of Maryland undertook to tax 
the notes issued by one of the branch banks of the Bank of the 
United States, which had been previously established by Con- 
gress; and the courts of that State, including the court of high- 
est resort, held that the State possessed this power. 

Butthe question was appealed to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. It was there argued with t learning and 
ability by Mr. Webster, Mr. Pinckney, and Mr. Wirt; and the 
opinion of the court in the case, the celebrated case of MeCul- 
loch against the State of Maryland and others, reported in 4th 
Wheaton, was rendered by the Chief Justice, John Marshall. 
The opinion, sir, is luminous in thought and convincing in 
logic. The distinguished jurist, after a full consideration of the 
question, held that the decision of the lower court was errone- 
ous, and that the notes of the branch bank of the United States, 
being the agencies of the Federal Government for the purpose 
of carrying inte execution its constitutional power, were beyond 
the taxing power of the State of Maryland, and the decision of 
the supreme court of the State was reversed. 

In the course of a few more years, in the year 1529, the ques- 
tion again came before the Supreme Court of the United States. 
In this instanee the eity council of Charleston, S. C., assuming 
to act under and by virtue of authority conferred upon it by the 
Legislature of that State, sought to impose a tax upon the 
stock of the United States, issued as security for money loaned 
to the General Government. In this instance, as in the case 
originating in the State of Maryland, the various State courts, 
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meluding the supreme court of South Carolina, held that the 
common council possessed the authority to impose this tax. 

The case was appealed to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. It was carefully considered by this high tribunal, and 
in the celebrated case of Weston and others against the city 
council of Charleston, which will be found reported in 2d Peters, 
the Supreme Court again held, Chief Justice Marshall once 
more voicing the views of the tribunal. that the State possessed 
no right to tax this stock of the United States or in anywise to 
impede the agencies or instrumentalities through which the 
General Government sought to carry out any of the powers 
eonferred upon it by the organic law. 

In 1861-62, Mr. Speaker, when the greenback was issued, 
Congress passed a statute 1 providing that all bonds, 
securities, and obligations of the General Government should be 
exempt from taxation at the hands of the States. This statute, 
sir, was not at all necessary. The agencies of the General Gov- 
ernment were already exempt from State taxation under this 
principle of constitutional law to which I have referred. The 
exemption existed anterior to this statute. The adjudications 
T have spoken of establish this proposition. This statute so 
enacted by Congress was simply a declaratory statute. It was 
nothing more than a declaration of this constitutional exemp- 
tion as it then existed. 

But in the case of the Bank against the Supervisors, which 
was appealed, I believe, from the courts of the State of New 
York, and which is to be found on page 26 of 7th Wallace, 
the effect of this statute as appn. to the greenback was 
the question directly involved. In this case, the opinion be- 
ing pronounced by Chief Justice Chase, the Supreme Court of 
the United States held that the Treasury notes of the United 
States were not subject to taxation by any State of the Union; 
und put the decision on the same ground upon which the pre- 
vious decisions had been put, that these notes being an instru- 
mentality employed by the General Government to carry into 
effect its constitutional powers, no State had the right to tax 
or otherwise impede or weigh them down. 

No one can logically contend, sir, that the greenback is not 
an instrumentality employed by the Government in the execu- 
tion of its constitutional powers. The declaring of war and the 
raising of an army and navy are among the very powers enumer- 
ated and conferred in the Constitution. The Government exer- 
cised those powers from 1861 to 1865. The greenback was one of 
the most directand powerful agencies employed by it for their ex- 
ecution. It was issued by the United States, made in part a 
legal tender for debts, and with it the Government obtained, 
among other things, the services of men to suppress the rebel- 
lion, and food, clothing and munitions of war for their support. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a sin confusion of 
thought upon the part of gentlemen on both sides of this Cham- 
ber with t to this question of taxation of money. The 

entleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS], the gentleman from 

ebraska [Mr. BRYAN], and possibly the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] have each suggested that inasmuch as gold 
and silver and national-bank notes are a proper subject of taxa- 
tion, therefore the greenback ought to placed in the same 
MAN 

But these gentlemen who, when they carefully examine a 
question, are always likely to arrive at a correct conclusion, 
have evidently not studied this question profoundly nor exer- 
cised their usually sound judgment upon it. The distinction be- 
tween the greenback upon the one hand and gold and silver and 
national-bank notes upon the other hind, is apparent to any man 
who will stop a moment and inquire into the matter. The Con- 
stitution of the United States provides that Congress may coin 
money, regulate the value thereof and of foreign coin;” and un- 
der that constitutional provision the laws of the United States 
haye established a mint; and the people of this country who 
own bullion, either gold or silver, have been permitted to bring 
rr bullion to the mint and have it coined into money free of 
charge. 

But when this money is coined, it belongs to the people who 
brought the bullion there, as much as their houses or their 
lands belong to them. It does not belong to the Government. 
The Government can only obtain coin by collecting it through 
the channels of taxation, or by issuing bonds and selling them 
for it, and thus putting it into the Treasury. Gold and silver 
eoin is not an obligation of the Government. It ismoney—money 
of ultimate redemption. But the greenback is entirely different. 
Itis the promise or obligation of the Government to pay money. 
It is no g more than a security of the Government. It is in 
the nature of a forced loan. It belongs to and is issued by the Gov- 
ernment. It is not money—not the money of ultimate redemp- 
tion. It is more closely allied in its nature to the bonds of the 
Government than it is to coin. It is aninstrumentality through 
which the Government pledges its credit. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If I have in my possession a ten-dollar 
gold piece issued by the United States Government, and also a 
ten-dollar greenback issued by the United States Government, 
is there any process by which the Government can get posses- 
sion of the greenback other than a process b, Shion it might 
get possession of the ten-dollar gold piece? other words, is 
not the greenback in my pocket my 8 absolutely, just 
as much as the ten- dollar gold piece; and may I not hold it against 
every demand of the Government for its surrender? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Suppose that is true; the dis- 
tinction I am attempting to point out nevertheless exists. The 
one is property, a means of redemption; the other is nothing 
more nor less than a promise to pay, a security of the Govern- 
ment, a pledge of the eredit of the Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But one is money as well as the other. 
The gold is monn: 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Oh, they are each money“ in 
the common and popular acceptation of the term, I admit. But 
under the constitutional principle I am seeking toapply there is, 
as you willobserve,a broad and clear distinction between them. 

Money, whether it be gold or silver, may be taxed by the 
States, without interfering with the obligations of the General 
Government. But the greenback, which, while it answers the 
purpose of money, is nevertheless but a governmental promise 
and a governmental agency for carrying out constitutional pow- 
ers, can not be taxed by the State without sacrificing one of the 
attributes of sovereignty which resides in the Government. 
And so with reference to this question of taxation by the States 
there is also a broad distinction between the greenback and the 
national-bank note. The national-bank note is primarily the 
obligation of the banking association which issuesit. The bank 
itself is looked to in the first instance toredeem it. It is its law- 
ful duty to do so. The bonds, which are deposited with the 
General Government to secure the national-bank bill, belong 
to the bank in the first instance, and it draws and receives 
the interest which is paid upon them. 

It is true the Gereral Government is secondarily and indi- 
rectly liable for the payment of the bills Itis true that it may 
sell the bank’s bonds and reimburse itself if it is compelled to 
discharge this secondary liability. But the fact nevertheless 
remains that the national bank bill is only indirectly and re- 
motely an obligation of the Government, whereas the greenback . 
is issued directly by the Government, is its immediate obliga- 
tion and one for the redemption of which, in the first instance, 
itis morally and legally bound. And so, Mr. Speaker, there 
is perfect propriety in the various courts of the Union, in- 
cluding the supreme court of the State of Indiana, decidin 
that by reason of the distinction I have stated, the national-ban 
bill is a proper and legal subject for taxation by the State and 
that the greenback is not. 

Mr. Speaker, this Government of ours is a Government of 
checks and balances. It is divided into three great departments, 
each invested with its own peculiar functions which neither of 
the other departments has the right to assume. The National 
Government too possesses certain powers and the States possess 
certain other powers. Each sovereignty is invested with author- 
ity to the exclusion of the other. No good can ever come, sir, from 
undertaking to confuse the lines of demarcation which exist be- 
tween them. Indeed, much harm may result from such a course. 
Each department should at all times resent and resist all agres- 
slona on the part of any other department on its own peculiar 

omain. 

It is only by preserving and perpetuating in practice and in 
actual operation the line of demarcation existing in the Con- 
stitution between the various Departments of the General 
Governwent, and between the Federal Government and the 
States, by seeing to it that the lines are not broken down or 
confused, that we can hope to continue the existence of our 
dual system of government. This system of divided powers is 
the very basis upon which the Government itself is founded; 
and while it is the absolute duty of the States to repel any in- 
fringement upon their reserved rights at the hands of the Gen- 
eral Goverment, at the same time it is the right and the duty 
of the General Government to repel any aggressions upon its 
sovereignty on the part of the States. . 

Not only this, but there should be no voluntary surrender by 
either party to the other of these attributes of sovereignty with 
which the Constitution has invested it, and I am not only op- 
posed to yielding to the States on their demand—on their im- 

rative demand—the right to tax the agencies with which the 

'ederal Government discharges tits plain constitutional powers, 
but I am Fe opposed to yielding these attributes as a 
matter of favor to the States, even though assured that they 
may be recovered should occasion require. 
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I am e op „sir, to leasing out the Federal 
sovereignty, either at will or for a term of years. It is much easier 
to cede away a right such as this, than it is to resume it when 
desired. It becomes very easy for a thing which has been 
ted as a matter of favor in the course of time to be claimed 
and insisted upon as a matter of right. The doctrine of pre- 
scription is too often wrongfully invoked for the acquisition of 
wer. 
Pr. Speaker, there may come a time, there may come an 
emergency in the history of this Government when the power 
of revocation can not be exercised because a majority in Con- 
gress may be inimical to the preservation of the Federal au- 
thority. Iimagine thata Federal attribute ceded to the Statesby 
the action of the General Government prior to 1860 would not 
have been promptly resumed by the kind of a Congress which 
assembled under the Dome of this Capitol in those dark days 
which immediately preceded the commencement of the great 
war of the rebellion. 

In correlation, sir, to this propostkon that the instrumentali- 
ties and agencies of the General Government which carry intoex- 
ecution its constitutional powers are exempt from the taxation 
of the State, stands the other proposition, which is equally 
proper and just, and that is that wherever the Constitution has 
reserved to any State the exclusive right to deal with a partic- 
ular subject, the agencies the State makes use of to carry out 
that reserved power are exempted from taxation or interfer- 
ence at the hands of the Genera] Government, and I would 
stand here for that proposition. 

Mr. DANIELS. the gentleman will allow me, let me ask 
pn this question, whether Congress has not provided already 

hat the States may tax shares in national banks, which they 
could not do without such legislation? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. On that point, I will state to the 
8 Iam not prepared to speak, but the matter is entirely 

ifferent. The principle is not at all identical. As I have pre- 
viously attempted to show, taxation of the greenback is one 
thing and taxation of the national banks quite another thing. 
Thecourts have drawn this distinction. But if the Government's 
consent is necessary to State taxation of national-bank shares, 
and has been given, as the gentleman states, such action of 
Congress would not control me in the matter now in hand. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want to disturb the gentle- 

Mr. JOHNBON of Indiana. The gentleman will not disturb 
me at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understood the gentleman from In- 
diana to say that, without any prohibition upon the part of Con- 
press of the taxation of these securities or this money, it would 

unlawful for the State to tax them; that there is something 
back of the mere legislation of Congress that gives to the green- 
back an immunity from taxation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I do say so. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, is not that exactly in the teeth of 
the holding of the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think it is not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will permit me, I will 
read a few words on the subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I will yield to the gentleman, al- 
though my time is running. I ask the gentleman to be very 
brief. Can not the gentleman make his point without reading 
the decision? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will make the point, and, with the gen- 
tleman's permission, i will quote the extract in what I have to 
say. The court there held that it was perfectly competent for 
Congress to prohibit the taxation of greenbacks, and that it was 
3 competent for Congress to permit the taxation of green- 

ks. Therefore, they say: 

There is but a single question: Did they prohibit? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Why, Mr. Speaker, that decision 
is not at all conclusive of the point on which the gentleman 
cites it. He refers to the case in 7th Wallace. In the case of 
McCulloch vs. The State of Maryland, and subsequently in the 
ease of Weston and others against the council of Charleston, 
S. C., the direct point was made and decided, independent 
of any existing statute, for there was none in those days, that 
there is no power in the States to tax the instrumentalities of 
the General Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the statute was passed after that 
the first greenback statute. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Suppose it was. It was simply 
declaratory of a principle of constitutional law clearly enun- 
ciated and settled in these decisions of the Supreme Court thirty 
or forty years before—a pore. really requiring no statutory 
authority for its existence. I have discussed this phase of the 
question sometime ago. = 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the Supreme Court said it was not. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Not at all. The mere fact that 
Congress saw fit to prohibit the taxation is no evidence that 
this power would have existed in the States in the absence of 
the prohibition. It is srequendy the case that Legislatures 
enact statutes declaratory of constitutional principles. 

Doubtless it was for the 3 of calling the attention of the 
States to the constitutional principle, and allowing them to see 
it in the form of a statute, instead of requiring them to go back 
and search for the decisions of the Supreme Court, which had on 
two occasions denied the power of taxation in the States, that 
this statute was passed. 

ea CANNON of California, Ishould like to ask one ques- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. If the gentleman will be brief. 

Mr. CANNON of California. In case the Congress should 
paan act of this kind, do you claim it would not be constitu- 

onal? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Oh, I have not said that, Mr. 
Speaker; but now that the gentleman has mentioned it, I will 
say that I have very grave doubts as to whether or not Con- 
gress possesses the power to cede away these attributes of sov- 
ereignty which are vested in the General Government by the 
Constitution. But J am not taking that position now. It is not 
at all essential to the argument I am making. Iam arguing it 
upon the question of high propriety and of expediency. 

Now, as I was saying when I was interrupted, Congress has 
no right to tax or impede the machinery employed by a State 
to execute those powers which are expressly and exclusively 
reserved to it by the Constitution. There is not a gentleman 
on this floor who would advocate for one minute the proposition 
that a State of this Union should waive this constitutional prin- 
ciple and allow the General Government to invade its preroga- 
tive and impose a tax upon or otherwise impede the agencies it 
makesuse of. And yet gentlemen, with singular inconsistency, 
stand here and demand of the General Government more than 
they would concede to it from the State. 

What State to-day would be willing to bestow, at the solic- 
itation of the General Government, even with the power of re- 
vocation at its pleasure, the right to tax the agencies it makes 
use of in carrying out its powers exclusively reserved to it by 
the Federal Constitution? 

More than this, the States are always panes in maintaining 
their constitutional rights. They never lack defenders on this 
floor. What State in this Union would be willing to waive its 
constitutional powers, its inherent rights,and permit another 
State to step over its border and control its internal legislation? 

And, Mr. Speaker, where is this kind of legislation to lead to, 
if we establish a precedent by the passage of this bill? If you 
can ask and obtain the consent of Congress to tax this particular 
agency of the Federal Government, to hinder and impede the 
exercise of this attribute of its sovereignty, how long will it be 
until gentlemen will come upon this floordemanding still further 
cessions, and citing this piece of legislation for a precedent? 
How long will it be before there will be a clamor that the mints 
properties, custom-house papers, and processes of the courts of 
the United States may be taxed by the States? 

Mr. Speaker, it is well enough, especially for gentlemen on 
this side of the Chamber, to stop and pause, to think before they 
set a precedent which may result in this species of legislation 
by Congress in the future. The opening wedge once entered it 
is easy tosplit thelog. Let us prevent the opening wedge from 
being inserted in this particular instance. Let us not be cajoled 
into the abandonment, even for a time, of Federal rights which 
are of almost inestimable value. It is no argument to me, sir, to 
say that this exemption of the greenback from State taxation is 
used as a cloak whereby wicked and designing citizens of the 
States defraud the States in the collection of their taxes. 

Why, sir, if the mere fact that governmental powers are used 
by dishonest men for improper purposes be a reason for surren- 
dering those powers or ceding them away, you will soon emas- 
culate the General Government and leave it stripped of ever, 
attribute of sovereignty; for I know of no particular power whic. 
can not be made the subject of abuse by bad and unscrupulous 
men. 

Now. sir, what is the excuse for this kind of . 
What is the ostensible reason for its introduction? hy, itis 
sought to be justified upon two grounds, first, that the nontaxa- 
bility of the greenback admits of the lawful withholding of that 
much property from taxation from the authorities of the State; 
second, that the exemption of the greenback from taxation is 
used by dishonest men for the pur of perpetrating frauds 
upon the tax collectors of the diferent States of the Union, 
Now, sir, let us examine these two objections briefly, and see 
how much there is in them. First, as to the charge of legiti- 
mate exemption. Mr. Speaker, the extent to which greenbicks 
can be honestly used as a means of exemption from State taxa- 
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ation is exceedingly limited. There has been great exaggera- 

tion as to this pa of the subject. When the time comes for 

the citizens of the State to hand in their statements of prop- 

erty for taxation a large proportion of the greenbacks in exist- 
~ ence is doubtless in the Treasury of the United States. 

Iam not ableto give the statistics or tostatethe exact amount. 
Not only this. At such times thousands of citizens, scattered 
all over this country, North and South, East and West, have 
these greenbacks which are exempt from taxation, bills of dif- 
ferent denominations, in their pockets. The amount is small 
in each individual case, but in the aggregate it reaches a vast 
sum, and it isa fact which can not be denied that these citizens 
in returning their property for taxation never think about 
claiming these greenbacks as exempt from taxation. Why, sir, 
instead of 8346, 000, 000, the total amount of greenbacks in exist- 
ence, being legally exempted each year from State taxation, the 
sum so exempted falls far below this. It probably does not 
amount to half of this sum. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, we are told that the greenback is used 
in one State for legitimate exemption from taxation and then 
immediately transferred toanother State, where citizens return 
propariy for taxation a little later, and that they are again used 

or exemption there, and thus perform a kind of double duty. 
But, sir, it isa much easier thing to charge this than to, prove it. 
Assertion is one thing, evidence is quite another. Theextent of 
this practice, in my opinion, has been grossly exaggerated. 
While I have heard the charge, I have never yet heard of a 
well-authenticated case of this kind. 

But suppose all of this is true. Here you have a grievance, 
temporary in its character, one which at most can last butfora 
few years, and what, sir, is a few years in the life of a mighty 
nation? But you have also in this pro legislation another 
matter for consideration. The remedy you suggest for this 

ievance can only be Sopra by sacrificing a great and endur- 
er principle of Federal power. Can you afford to make this 
sacrifice? Do you dare to seize upon this lesser alternative and 
relinquish the greater one? 

Happy indeed, Mr. Speaker, is that 5 upon this 
floor Who can read between the Iines of this as well of other 
important legislation, who is capable of drawing distinctions, 
who, in his efforts to grasp the shadow, does not permit the 
substance to escape, who can see the remote and ultimate 
results of legislation, instead of simply seeing that which is in 
his immediate presence. Is it not infinitely more important 
that this great principle, enunciated by Marshall and sanctioned 
by the legislation of Congress, sho be preserved and main- 
tained in its entirety, that this S ag should be vindi- 
cated, than that the privilege of taxation should be a little bit 
extended to the States?» 

And now, Mr. Speaker, as to the claim that the exemption of 
greenbacks from taxation enables unscrupulous citizens to per- 
petrate frauds upon the tax laws of the various States. What is 
the plain and proper remedy for this? The ae a of the 
Federal Government of its essential rights? O, sir. The 
remedy is within the power of the States themselves. 

We have heard a greatdeal of talk on this floor from time to 
time about the sovereignty of the States. Here is an arena to 
which that sovereignty unquestionably applies, and where it 
can be used with force and effect. Let the Legislatures of the 
States pass laws to prohibit thesefrauds. Let the public prose- 
cutors call before the juries witnesses who are cognizant 
of these frauds. Let the grand juries investigate and return 
true bills of indictment against the wrongdoers. Let these 
wrongdoers be placed on trial and punished, and the frauds will 
cease to exist. Do you say that this can not be done? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Do you do it in your State? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Yes, sir, we do it in our State; 
or if we do not, that is no reason why we should not try to doit. 
If our laws are not sufficient we ought to amend them and then 
enforce them. This is the plain constitutional remedy. It is 
not necessary to lay the blame on the General Government and 
ask it to abrogate its powers. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Does not the gentleman know that 
the State tax commission, a nonpartisan body composed of the 
governor of the State of Indiana and two other olficers, have 
recommended the passage of this very bill, and that that gov- 
ernor is a Republican? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I do not know and I do not care. 
I profess to be able to think for myself and to reason for myself, 
and I am not to be misled by any legislation proposed by others 
which leaves out of consideration principles far more important 
than those which the gentlemen to whom my colleague refers 
may have observed with their limited vision. But I address 
myself to my colleaguefrom Indiana: You cast your vote on this 
floor, did you not, in favor of oe a bill to repeal the 
10 per cent tax upon State bank ? 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I did. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Why? It was because 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Let me state the reason. I did it 
because I thought the States were capable of self-government, 
and I think now they ought to be allowed to do some self-gov- 
erning in the matter of collecting taxes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. You did it, sir, upon the princi- 
ple which was enunciated by every gentleman upon this floor 
who favored that bill, that the States were strong and powerful 
enough when divested of Federal control to give a sound, uni- 
form, and elastic currency, one which would be good from one 
end of this country to the other. Having taken that ground 
and you would not have voted for the bill unless you believed 
that—how do you dare to come in here now and plead the impo- 
tency of the State to pass laws to prevent the commission of 
fraud by its own citizens upon its tax laws? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. If the gentleman will allow me, 
the D of the States results from interference on the part 
of the General Government with the powers which exist between 
the States and the Federal Government—for they do not exist 
independently for either. This is nota reserved power in the 
Constitution, but a power which grew out of the necessities of 
the case, to preserve the agencies of the Federal Government, 
and it is not right for that Government to exercise that power 
any further than is necessary to preserve its agencies. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. e gentleman is wandering off 
to inquire into the origin of this power, but that has nothing to 
do with my question as to the ability of States to prevent fraud 
on their own tax laws by their citizens. 

The gentleman pronounced himself in favor of repealing the 
10 per cent tax on State bank circulation under the belief that 
the States were strong enough to create money that would be 
sound and good from one end of the country to the other. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. They will be strong enough tocol- 
lect this tax if you allow them. ` 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. How is the General Government 
preventing the States from Mopp aisse frauds upon their 
tax laws of which gentlemen comp. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. By its statutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Cannotthe States by their State 
laws punish violations of their own tax laws? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does anybody claim that the 
Federal Government interferes with the passage of State laws, 
making it an offense and a crime to violate the tax laws of the 
States simply because the eee is exempt from taxation? 

Mr. H of Missouri. y I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Oneat a time, gentlemen, if you 
please. I will hear both of you. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I dislike to interrupt the gentle- 
man if it is not agreeable to him; but I want to say that the su- 

reme courts of a number of the States have decided that an 
vestment in greenbacks, even though it be for the purpose of 
avoiding taxation, is lawful. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. There is not a supreme court in 
this Union which has held that the fraudulent use of green- 
backs as a means of exemption from State taxation is lawful. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I admit that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. And that is the phase of tho 
question I am now discussing, the fraudulent and illegitimate 
employment of greenbacks in avoidance of State taxes, I have 
3 discussed and laid aside the other branch of the te 
tion, the lawful exemption obtainable through them. The Gen- 
eral Government has never attempted to invade the province 
of the States to pass laws by their Legislatures to punish those 
citizens and taxpayers who use the greenback fraudulently to 
secure exemption from State taxation. 

What gentleman on this floor who stood here and advocated 
the repeal of the Federal election laws on the ground that the 
States were strong enough to guarantee the freedom and fair- 
ness of their elections—and the gentleman from Indiana, I be- 
lieve, favored this repeal—dares now to come into this arena and 

lead the baby act” by talking about the no gained of the 

tate through the State Legislature to pass and enforce laws 
prohibiting the fraudulent use of the greenback in order to se- 
cure exemption from State taxation? 

Mr. Speaker, for the practice which is here complained of, 
and which itis claimed the pending bill is designed to stop, 
there is still another remedy which will soon be applied, a rem- 
edy which will be operative in a very few years and which will 
prove effectual without aiming the blow at the Federal power 
which is involved in the measure now under debate. We have 
now a remarkable system of finance, quite a number of kinds of 

per based upon various kinds of tions. The national- 
— system must soon re. The bonds which secure the na- 
tional-bank notes are rapidly maturing. Some new system must 
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be devised. That system will be a national one which, while 
the General Government retains control, will nevertheless vest 
in those who engage in banking sufficient power to enable them 
to furnish a sound and uniform currency in sufficient volume for 
the wants of the people. 

When that system is established it will doubtless make the 
money that is created the indirect issue of the Government in 
the sense that, like the national-bank bill, it will be subject to 
the taxation of the States, and when that time comes these 
yarious existing forms of money, including the greenback, in 
the interest of simplicity and uniformity, will be gathered up 
and mormon into the new national issue which will take the 
place of them all, 

Mr. Speaker, the character of legislation proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana in his little bill is not new. It has been at- 
tempted before. In the Forty-seventh Congress a measure of this 
kind was introduced in the House and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. My friend, the distinguished 
gentleman from Maine[Mr.DINGLEY], thenamemberof this com- 
mittee, made a report against the bill and it was never heard 
of again. I believe the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER] 
has informed us, probably in some of his arguments before the 
committee in favor of his measure, that a bill of similar char- 
acter once passed the Senate; but, sir, it never passed the House. 
Somehow or other, the good saving common sense and patriot- 
ism of the American Congress came to its rescue before the bill 
ever passed from its portals and invited for itself an executive 
veto. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. It may add to the historical value 
of the gentleman’s remarks if he will allow me: to state that such 
a bill did pass the Senate, having been unanimously reported by 
the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, of which Judge Ed- 
munds, one of the best constitutional lawyers we have had in 
Congress, was a member. And in the Fifty-first Congress Mr. 
Morrill, of Kansas, now the Republican nominee for governor 
of that State, presented a BEN BEE report of the Committee 
on Banking and Currency in favor of such a bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That does not controvert any- 
thing I have said. I said that nosuch bill had passed Congress; 
that the saving common sense and patriotism of Congressmen 
had taken hold of them before it passed and had saved the ne- 
cessity of a Presidential veto. I am glad to see the gentleman 
has sufficient respect for Republican authority to cite it as his 
precedent and vindication on this floor. The gentleman seems 
to be utterly incapable of taking any view of this question ex- 
cept along narrow lines. This is a great question of govern- 
mental prerogative; and I wish Icould so far enlighten the gen- 
tleman as to enable him to catch a faint glimmering of the line 
of argument I am attempting to make here to-day. 

Mr. Speaker, we are told this bill provides that greenbacks 
shall be taxed by the States at no higher rate than they tax 
other money—as though this would mitigate the invasion of the 
prerogative of the Government. Why, Mr. Speaker, a tax 
which gold and silver, the ultimate money of redemption, could 
bear with perfect impunity would drive the mere promise or 
obligation, the Treasury note of the Government, out of exist- 
ence. And look now at.the circumstances which environ us 
while this legislation is being attempted. Reflect for one mo- 
ment. The Democratic party has come into power and coinci- 
dent with its advent a great panic and business stagnation has 
been visited upon the land. Banks have failed. Factories 
have 1 running. Thousands of men are out of employ- 
ment. Capital and labor are grappling each other by the throat 
in a fierce struggle for mastery. Public confidence is reduced 
toa minimum. Your greenbacks are bottomed upon the con- 
tinuation of public confidence. Three hundred and forty-six 
million dollars of them added to $150,000,000 of Treasury notes 
issued under the act of 1890, make 8500, 000, 000 of promises of the 
Government, resting not upon the 8100, 000, 000 reserve which 
was in the Treasury when your A nis i came into power, but 
simpl on $62,000,000 or $63,000, of reserve, which is still 
ra laly e f 

our reyenues from customs have fallen off, particularly your 
coin revenues, You are obtaining no gold from your collections 
of internal revenue. Your Treasury Department can not nego- 
tiate any more bondsunder the act of 1875, because you have 
cast n cloud upon the validity of such bonds by den: the right 
of your Secretary of the Treasury toissue or sellthem. You 
are refusing, though requested by this official, to give him new 
authority to issue bonds to obtain gold to put into the Treasury 
toincrease the gold reserve. And under such circumstances as 
these, you are determined that you will add to the burden which 
the yreenback must bear; that you will take away from it the very 
thing which helps to float it and kept it at par—its nontaxa- 
bility; that you will put it in the power of the States to weigh 
it down and give it an additional blow; and thus it is not at all 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


beyond possibility that youmay bring about its depreciation, with 
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all the evils that will come from the depreciation of the United 
States Treasury note. 

Mr. Speaker, as I run back in my mind over the history of my 
country I am led to reflect that the Democratic pariy has never 
been theespecial champion of the greenback. When these Treas- 
ury notes were issued early in the progress of the war, to aid in 
thesuppression of the rebellion, our Democraticfriends declared 
that the act authorizing their issue wasunconstitutional. When 
the Supreme Court of the United States, as it was then consti- 
tuted, declared that there was no authority in the Constitution 
for their issse, the Democratic followers throughout the length 
and breadth of the country threw up their hats in glad acclaim 
and chanted hosannas in honor of that court. 

But when alittle later on the court, newly organized. perhaps, 
by the addition of another judge, reversed the former ruling and 
declared that the issue was constitutional, then what did we see? 
The Democratic party assailed the court with anathemas like 
unto those that were hurled in past ages against heretics by 
the popes of Rome. And when at last the holy mission wi 
which they were intrusted was accomplished, when the rebellion 
was suppressed and the national authority wasrestored through- 
out the entire land, the Democratic party, instead of standing for 
the solemn pledge of their redemption written on the face of the 
greenback, proposed to utterly repudiate that pledge and to 
cover them with dishonor and disgrace. 

And now in these days when there is agitation and peril 
throughout the land, at a time when nothing should be done by 
legislation to impair in the least the value of the greenback or 
to awaken public distrust concerning it, the Democratie party 
rushes with alacrity to the support of a bill, a Democratic Rep- 
resentative from my own State in the charge, which, if 
passed, may possibly affect the value of this currency and bring 
discredit and dishonor upon it. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, this proposed legislation is not by any 
means novel or unique in its character. It is perfectly in har- 
mony with the legislation which has been proposed in Congress 
ever since the Democratic party came into control of the several 
branches of the National Government. Its purpose is quite ap- 
parent to every thinking man upon this floor. Its result can 
easily be predicted. If the Democratic party remains in com- 
plete control of the Government for a few short years every 
vestige of the legislation which grew out of the war and which 
is its legitimate result will be wiped from the statute books of 
the nation. 

All the progress of thirty years, which is the pride of the Re- 
publican 17 will be destroyed. We will stand where we 
stood in the dark days when Abraham Lincoln uplifted his hands 
to high heaven and took thesolemn oath of office. The General 
Government will be stripped of many of its prerogatives, and 
the States will no longer circumscribed in their powers to 
those limits to which by the express terms of the Constitution, 
as well as by its spirit, they are restricted. The Democratic 
party is capable, sir, of doing all this. It is not only revolu- 
tionary, but it is retrogressive. Nothing is exempt from 
its anathemas; nothing is too sacred for its lluting hand. 
It knows nothing of the doctrine of ves adjudicata. Nothing 
with it is ever settled, though the intelligence and com- 
mon sense of mankind the world over may have pronounced 
a rightful and permanent adjustment to have been effected. It 
revolis alike against the decisions of the highest judicial tri- 
bunals and the arbitration of the sword to which it was the first 
toappeal. It is always fatally bent on mischief. Already at 
the other end of the Capitol we hear the doctrine announced 
that the United States Senators are simply the ambassadors 
of the sovereign States.” 

Already on the floor of this House, during the progress of the 
debate on the bill to repeal the 10 per cent tax on State bank 
circulation and on the bill to repeal the Federal election laws, we 
have heard gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber declare 
the pernicious doctrine, that no difference what the Supreme 
Court of the UnitedjStates decided as to the constitutio ty of 
a law they had the right to repudiate that decision and deter- 
mine the constitutionality of the law for themselves. 

Already during these debates we have heard it declared by 

entlemen on the other side of the aisle that the people of the 
nited States had reversed the decision of the Supreme Court 
at the polls; as though it were possible under our peculiar form 
of Government for the decision of the Supreme Court to be re- 
versed at the polls, or indeed in any other way or through any 
ears channel than that which is marked out by the Constitution 
tself. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Did the gentleman not hear the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] take that position? 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. No, sir; I did not hear it and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania did not announce it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Never. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Andif he did he announced an 
erroneous proposition; one which is not entertained by any other 
member on this side of the House, 

Mr. Speaker, already Ee have repealed the Federal elections 
laws. This is one step our march of spoliation. Your de- 
cision is that the Federal Government shall no longer exercise 
control over elections in which it is vitally interested. These 
laws, mark you, did not seek to interfere with local elections, 
but simply had to do with those which pertained to national of- 
fices, and in which all of the 77 of the United States are con- 
cerned. To-day the General Government has no power to pre- 
serve the purity and the integrity of the ballot. 

You have attempted to deprive the National Government of 
all power of control over the paper currency of the country by 
introducing into this House a bill to repeal the 10 per cent tax 
on State bank issues, and to relegate us to the financial condition 
in that regard which prevailed before the war and to which no 
sensible citizen would ever be willing to return. It is true you 
did not succeed; but the spirit and the purpose were there. 
Your measure was defeated use the solid Republican vote of 
this House, with a minority of those on your side of this Cham- 
ber, voted against it, but the fact nevertheless remains that the 
overwhelming majority of the Democratic Representatives on 
this floor cast their votes in favor of that proposition. 

This is not all. Without the slightest reason to believe that 

he had been guilty of fraud, venality, or corruption, or that his 
conduct deserved impeachment, you reported from the Judi- 
ciary Committee of this body, and passed through this House, 
a resolution to investigate the conduct of a United States judge 
so had simply made a mistake of law in a case pending before 
him. 
Your committee unanimously reported back that his decision 
was an honest though erroneous one; and then, instead of leav- 
ing that error to be corrected—for in my opinion it was an error 
and it ought to be corrected—by an appesi to the higher court, 
where an 9 50 is now pending, and where there will doubtless 
be a reversal, the majority of your committee reported back and 
asked this House to passa resolution of censure, thus not only 
nagging this particular judge, but indelicately seeking to invade 
the province of the judiciary, to set a precedent which will re- 
sult in confusion in the future, and which may lead to abuse of 
legislative power, and seeking also to constitute this legislative 
body a quasi court of appeals to pass upon alleged errors of law 
committed by the judiciary. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Does not the gentleman think he ought 
to add, in justice to the Committee on the Judiciary, the state- 
ment that, as in most other cases of the kind, they have not 
dared to bring that legislation before the House and the coun- 


try? 

"Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I hope it may never be brought 
before the House. And I hope there will come a time when re- 
turning reason will protect the House and the country fromsuch 
misdirected zeal on the part of a committee composed of some 
of the greatest lawyers upon the floor, and that in these perilous 
times they willinsist upon maintaining the lines of demarkation 
between the various branches of the Government, as provided 
in the Federal Constitution. If there is any mañ, sir, on earth 
for whom I have a supreme contempt it is for the lawyer who is 
ooking to the demagogic spirit of the times, and who has not 
the manhood to set his face resolutely against that which is 

lainly wrong, even though such a course involves his temporary 
8 and trust with confidence to the returning good sense of 
his countrymen for his vindication. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. 

Well, not only this. Down in the State of South Carolina a 
railroad corporation was put into the hands of a receiver by the 
United States court. Three sheriffs of counties in that State, 
assuming to act as tax collectors under the laws of the State, 
without asking permission of the Federal court, took the cor- 
poration’s property forcibly out of the possession of the receiver 
and undertook to sell it for taxes which they claimed were due 
to the State. 

The Federal court, as itshould have done, promptly summoned 
these State officers before it and e them by a fine for 
their contempt of its authority. That judgment was taken to 
the Supreme Courtof the United States, and thataugust tribunal, 
which has not yet lost its moorings in these matters, whatever 
may be the drift of the legislative branch, decided that the judg- 
ment was rightly rendered, and then the State of South Carolina 
paid these fines: and when this session of Congress met a bill re- 
quiring the General Government to refund to that State the fines 
so imposed and paid was introduced into this House, referred to 
the Committee on Accounts, and has since been favorably re- 
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ported to this body, from which action of the Committee on Ac- 
counts we are to understand, I suppose, that the Federal courts 
are to have full liberty to punish by fine for contempt those who 
defy theirauthority on the Sa 8 condition that the fine so im- 
posed is to be promptly refunded to the wrongdoer by the Gen- 
eral Government. 

What kind of a power, sir, to punish for contempt is this? 
What kind of an instrument is this with which to sustain the 
dignity and pee of the court? The very introduction of 
such a bill into this House is ashameful apology for the righteous 
action of the court; is ineffect a condemnation in the court of that 
which should receive the highest plaudits at the hands of this 
3 which was absolutely necessary to preserve its au- 

ority. 

But some gentleman on this floor, of more than ordinary 
shrewdness, has discovered in connection with this matter thatan 
ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure,and he has drawn, 
introduced, and had referred to the Committee on the Judiciar 
and that committee has reported it favorably to this House, a bill 
providing that where a corporation is in the hands of a receiver 
appointed by a Federal court, instead of such court having the 
right to control and marshal the assets—a thing absolutely essen- 
tial to the properand successful conduct of a receivership in any 
court—that the State authorities shall have the right to levy 
upon property of the corporation in the hands of the receiver 
for State taxes, take it out of his possession, and sell it, all with- 
out the consent either of the United States vourt or of the re- 
ceiver, and that the court of the United States shall have no 
power, either by injunction, fine, or other process, to preventor 
punish such conduct. 

The bill, I believe, graciously accords to receivers of the 
United States courts in such instances the privilege of goin 
into the State courts to eee the validity of the tax. An 
thus the courts of the United States are placed in shameful sub- 
serviency to the inferior courts of a State,and the right to hold 
and administer, independent of the interference of any other 
court, assets in the hands ofa receiver appointed by them, a 
right I will undertake to say guaranteed by every State law to 
every State court which appoints a receiver, is to be taken away 
from them. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I have not yet quite reached the end. 
Here is something else which completely caps the climax of 
this kind of legislation. Here is another bill reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary; the minority, I grant you, hav- 
ing seen fit to make a dissenting report, for which they deserved 
due credit. What does this bill provide? That wherever, un- 
der the Constitution and laws of the United States, a United 
States court having jurisdiction in the premises has ren- 
dered a judgment against a municipal corporation of one State 
in favor of a citizen of another State and the United States 
court has ordered the proper officer of the State to 
levy and collect the tax with which to pay the judgment. 
and that officer has refused, that the court of the United 
States shall be utterly powerless to ponian him for contempt 
for his refusal if the highest court of the State has held that 
the tax was illegally assessed; and this proposed legislation, 
too, right in the face of the very language of the Constitution 
which declares that the Constitution of the United States and 
the treaties and laws made pursuant thereto shall be the supreme 
law of the land and shall be binding upon every judge of aState 
court, anything in the constitution or laws of the State to the 
contrary notwithstanding, 

Here, again, the sovereign courts of the United Statesare to be 
8 shameful vassalage to the courtsof the State, and are to be 

eprived of the power of enforcing their judgments. As well 
might they be deprived of constitutional jurisdiction to render 
judgments as to deprive them of the power which they possess 
to carry their judgments into execution. What, sir, is the value 
of the judgment of a court which has no authority to enforce it? 
It is but a piece of worthless paper. Who would respectit or obey 
it; who would predicate any right upon it orshield himself behind 
it? Ido not think we should have any of this kind of legislation. 
Iam unalterably opposed to it. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has four minutes 


8 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, as I have intimated 
once before, Iam not surprised at this kind of legislation. The 
other side of this Chamber is not going to cling very tenaciously 
to the doctrines which John Marshall, the noblestson of Virginia, 
80 positively declared from the bench. They have no sympath 
with the views which he entertained onthese subjects. Indeed, 
sir, inall the time I have been a member of this House I have not 
yet any man in this Chamber from Virginia, or any other 
part of the South, rise and speak a kindly word of him or of his 
memory. 
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Time and again I have heard Thomas Jefferson eulogized by 
these gentlemen; over and over again I have heard glowing 
egyric pronounced upon his memory. No language has been 
3 in Which to sound his praise. Hyperbole has ex- 
hausted itself in his honor. Mr. Speaker, I shall not deny that 
Thomas Jefferson was a brilliant, a learned, and an able man, 
and that he fills a great space in the country’s history; but gen- 
tlemen seem to forget that he was not wholly without errors or 
faults. I shall not undertake to enumerate them. 

It is sufficient for me to call the attention of this House to the 
fact that he was the author, although he undertook to suppress 
his authorship for the time being, of the pernicious resolution 
of 1798, which was introduced into the Legislature of Kentucky, 
a resolution which declared the fallacious and dangerous doc- 
trine that the Union is nothing more nor less than a mere agree- 
ment or compact between two sovereignties, the Federal Gov- 
ernment upon one side and a sovereign State upon the other; 
and, that inasmuch as no supreme arbiter is fixed to settle dif- 
ferences which may arise either sovereignty is at liberty to 
judge for itself as to infractions of this compact, and as to the 
odo and method of redress therefor. 

This proposition, sir, is in direct conflict with the proposition 
laid down by Washington, Adams, Hamilton, Jay, Knox, Story, 
Marshall, Webster, and a host of our other great publicists. 

It ignores the fact that the Federal Government emanates 
directly from the people, and that it operates directly upon 
them, without the intervention of a State, and is blind to the ad- 
ditional fact that the Constitution does create a supreme arbiter, 
the court of the United States, and invests it with full power to 
pass on all questions of doubt or difference, and makes the deci- 
sion final and conclusive. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution of 1798 was the inspiration of the 
brilliant South Carolinian who led in the nullification of 1832, 
It had as its legitimate consequence the greatest civil war of 
modern times; a war in which men of a common kindred grap- 

led each other desperately upon the battlefield, and in which 

Foral blood flowed over the land in a torrent like unto the 
waters of the great Niagara. 

Mr. Speaker, it is fortunate for the country that Thomas Jef- 
ferson was absent from our shores as minister to the French 
court in those memorable days when the Constitutional Conven- 
tion assembled at 7 ia, with George Washington at its 
head, and gave to the world that sublime Constitution which is 
the delight of all publicists and under which our liberties have 
been tained, else that Constitution would probably have been 
little better than the ae ace Articles of Confederation which it 
succeeded, articles which prolonged unnecessarily the war of In- 
dependence, and which, when the menace of a common danger 
was removed by the successful termination of the war, dropped 
to pieces like a rope of sand, leaving the people to drift toward 
an anarchy infinitely worse than the oppression from which 
through their valor they had escaped. 

Fortunate, indeed, for the American people that Mr. Jefferson 
still remained absent from his country in those days when Ham- 
ilton, and Madison, and Jay were impressing upon their coun- 
trymen with burning words and irresistible logic, through the 
medium of those inspired essays since known as the Federalist, 
the absolute necessity of embracing the Federal Constitution, 
else the weight of his great influence might have been thrown 
with those who, incapable of distinguishing between unbridled 
license and constitutional liberty, refused to receive that pre- 
cious boon. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
y unanimous consent, the time of Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana 
was extended for five minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, John Marshall’s 
memory needs no kindly words of recognition from gentlemen 
on the other side of this Chamber to keep it green. The bare 
mention of his great name on the tongue of even the humblest 
American citizen is of itself his grandest panegyric. Whether 
asa soldier fighting through the Revolutionary war to estab- 
lish on this continent a new government dedicated to the en- 
larged liberties of mankind, or asa citizen leading a life beauti- 
ful in its simplicity and beyond theshadow of reproach, whether 
asa lawyer standing easily at the head of the bar of a State 
justly renowned for the great lawyers which it produced, or as 
chief magistrate of the greatest court known to the Federal 
Constitution, adorning that high station with his great learning 
and leaving the deep impress of his mighty mind on the juris- 
prudence of his country, John Marshall ever commended him- 
self to the good opinion of his countrymen. 

He is to the jurisprudence of America what Mansfield is to 
the jurisprudence of England. His d eisions are models of 

-sound reasoning and judicial learning. He never dipped his 
5 in ink and wrote an opinion from that high bench that he 
id not write for himself a eulogy far more . than any 


that could fall from the lips of an orator. He never pronounced 
a decision from the bench that he did not erect for himself a 
monument more enduring than monuments of brass which cor- 
zode and perish, or monuments of marble which crumble and 
ecay. 
He understood well the principles upon which this Govern- 
ment is founded. He saw plainly that, through the medium 


of the Federal Constitution, its framers designed to create a 


great and mighty nation which should endure for ages and 
should give peace, prosperity, and liberty to the American peo- 
ple, and that in that Constitution they had conferred all the 
powers which were necessary to the accomplishment of this great 
and laudable end. 

He realized fully that the best civil liberty is that which is 
secured by self-imposed constitutional restraint. He compre- 
hended exactly the powers which the General Government pos- 
sessed, and he always stood firmly for their proper preservation; 
and, while he recognized and respected the sovereignty of the 
State, he never hesitated to circumscribe it to those limits to 
which the Constitution in its letter and spirit restricted it. 

The lines of demarcation between the three great depart- 
ments of Government were as plain to his eye as the sun in 
heaven. In his decisions he rigorously maintained them. Fortu- 
nate indeed for the American people that in the early days of 
this great Republic, when it was in the stage of formation, this 
great jurist sat upon the bench of our highest tribunal, and there 
through the medium of judicial construction pointed out with 
unerring certainty the limits and boundaries of the powers, 
both of the Federal Government and of the States, as they were 
fixed and imposed by the language and spirit of the Constitu- 
tion. 

And here, Mr. Speaker, I pause—pause not for lack of ma- 
terial, but for lack of time—for I feel that I have already tres- 
passed very largely upon the patience of the House. 

Sir, notwithstanding all this retroactive legislation attempted 
by this Democratic Congress there is no reason why we should 
despair. The American people, despite their present discourag- 
ing environments, are still capable of self-government. The 
tide of public approva which a short time aro carried this party 
of r and retroaction into power on its flow will yet cer- 

nly ebb. 

Already the waters are beginning to recede. Soon they will 
drag back into the sea of condemnation, if notof obscurity, this 
conspiracy against human righte, which from the very day of 
its advent to power down to this hour has never done anything 
worthier than to strew with misdirected energy the white sands 
of the shore with the wrecks of the noble aspirations which it 
has derided and the high hopes which it has destroyed. [Pro- 
longed applause. } 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I wish to see whether 
I can not come to an agreement with the gentlemen on the other 
side as to the time when the debate shall be closed and the pre- 
vious question ordered. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Perhaps my friend will see the propriety of 
allowing that question to rest in abeyance until to-morrow, 
won we can ascertain what may be the disposition of the 

ouse, 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Can we not fix now a time when we 
can close the debate to-morrow? 

Mr. BROSIUS. I think the proposition had better be made 
to-morrow than to-day. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Well, I do not see any impropriety 
in trying to secure an agreement now. 

Mr. BROSIUS. There are only twenty minutes rem: of 
to-day's session. If the gentleman will allow me, I suggest that 
we can have some consultation between now and the adjourn- 
ment; and if he desires to make any proposition in the morning 
I think there will be no difficulty about it. I do not believe 
much more time will be required; but I am not able to say this 
evening how much, because I have not had sufficient consulta- 
tion with other gentlemen. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HALL] will not undertake to fix a time now for 
the closing of the debate, but will allow it to run on for the 
present. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Very well. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, we were advised at the outset of 
this debate that this was in no sense a political question; and pre- 
suming from the nature of the bill as read from the desk that 
nothing in the shapé of a political debate could properly arise 
in this discussion, it occurred to me I might venture to offer a 
few suggestions for the consideration of the House. 

I believe, sir, that the general principle of this bill is right. 
There is a troublesome legal question connected with it, respect- 
ing which I should be glad to hear from the lawyers of the 
House. I will allude to that later on. 
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The gentleman from #’ennsylvania| Mr. BROSIUS], who opened 
the debate against this bill, opposes it upon the broad ground 
that money as such is not a proper subject of taxation. does 
not rest his argument at all on the ground apan which my friend 
from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] bases his; but he says that in the 
State of Pennsylvania, and in many other States of the Union, 
the people are not in the habit of classing money as property for 

of taxation; and for that reason he opposes the propo- 
sition of this bill to tax greenbacks and other currency issued by 
the Government. 

Now, of course, Mr. Speaker, that question is clearly a ques- 
tion of judgment on the part of this House. Some States do 
tax money; others do not. In my on State money is a subject- 
matter of taxation as much as horses and cattle, and, in my 
judgment, is as properly taxed as are horses and gattle. In fact, 
so far as taxation is concerned, [ can see no distinction in prin- 
ciple between these different kinds of property—whether gold 
and silver, greenbacks, national-bank currency or what not. So 
long as the money of the country or thecurrency of the country 
is in substance and effect the private property of persons hold- 

it and capable of earning income, I can see no reason why 
it is not a proper subject of taxation as well as horses and oxen 
or other property capable of earning income. 

But my friend from Pennsylvania says that when a . 
has money in the bank lying idle, or has it in his pocket lying 

idle, it is not earning income; and he argues that income is the 
only proper subject of taxation. And on that proposition I cor- 
dially agree with him. I am sure, sir, that capital should 
never be encroached upon for the purpose of raising tax; but 
the earnings of capital should be made to contribute to the sup- 
port of the Government. 

But the fallacy of my friend’s argument is this. He says 
that money in the bank or money in the pocket of the taxpayer 
isearning noincome. Equally true is it that the horse and the 
ox standing in the barn are earning no income; but both are 
capable of earning income; and that is the principle upon which 
both should properly be taxed. In other words, any property 
capable of earning income is properly taxable, whether at the 
time of assessment it happens to be in active use or not. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will my friend allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. POWERS. With the greatest of pleasure. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I said, as the gentleman states, that money 
in the bank or in my purse is not yielding any return; I also 
said that other personal property usually, as a rule, is product- 
ive, either in money or use; that the horse on my farm is yield- 
ing me a use which would otherwise cost me dollars and cents. 
Therefore the return is in the form of use, not of money. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, [hardly think my friend 
meets the point I was trying to make. I say that the horse, 
when not in use, is not earning income; but inasmuch as the 
horse is capable of earning income when put to use, it is a 
proper subject-matter of taxation. Money in my pocket brings 
me no income; but my friend from Maine, if he desires to bor- 
row $100, agrees to pay me income for the use of that money. 
lt is therefore capable of being put toa profitable use. There 
can be no distinction in principle between the two cases. 

My friend from Indiana, before he got along to hiseulogy upon 
John } and hiscriticism upon Thomas Jefferson, based 
his argument in opposition to this billupon the ground thatyou 
are seeking to tax an agency of the Federal Government, and 
that this is wrong in principle, and unconstitutional as well. 

Well, sir, I quite agree with him that itis unconstitutional as 
wellas unwise to tax the agencies of the Federal Government. 
That principle is based on sound reasoning, and I doubt if any 
gentleman on the floor of this House would be found ready to 
combat such a proposition. But the trouble with the argument 
of the gentleman is that the legal-tender note is notan agency of 
the General Government any more than a ten-dollar gold piece 


is. 

If we were called on to tax the United States court-houses, or 
the custom-houses, or any other public buildings that are em- 
ployed by the officials of the Government to carry on the work 
of the Government, I should say that it was unwise and uncon- 
stitutional to tax such property. But the greenback is in no 
sense of the word an agency of the Government. It is a piece of 
paper issued by the Government to evidence a debt it has con- 
tracted. The Government has received a quid pro quo for every 
greenback it has issued, and it makes no difference whether it 
was issued in a time of war or in a time of peace. 

The essential essence of the instrument is money and nothing 
else, no matter whether the greenback when it was isued was 
at a time when the Government was cramped and was compelled 
to issue it for the purpose of raising money, or whether it was 
issued in a time of profound peace when there was no burning 
necessity resting upon it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the greenback, as I have said, is in no 
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sense of the word an agency of the Government to carry on 
governmental functions. Why, what does he mean by “agency 
of the Government?” 

What do the courts mean when they od you can not tax the 
agencies of the Federal Government? They mean, sir, the in- 
strumentalities that are essential to the exercise of thefunctions 
of government; and nothing more and nothing less. Now, the 
greenback, as I have said, was issued as aloan, It is an ovi- 
dence of debt created by the Government for which it has re- 
ceived a consideration. For every twenty-dollar greenback 
issued they received $20 in gold or its equivalent, and then prom- 
ised simplyto Pos holder of the note the $20 they borrowed. 

Mr. MILLI Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

r. POWERS. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Suppose when the Government issued the 
greenback and got gold the States could tax them 50 per cent, 
does the gentleman believe that the Government could then have 
received the equivalent value in gold? 

Mr. POWERS. Iam coming to that in a moment, and that 
is the troublesome point about the whole matter. I will not 
overlook it. I am wellaware that there is some ground for say- 
ing that in 1862 and 1863 the legal tenders were issued as a means 
to carry on the business of Government, and in that sense were 
an agency of Government. But the moment these legal ten- 
ders became private property they becıme liable like all other 
private property to respond to the demand of the Government 
for revenue. <A cavalry horse in the hands of the Government 
and used by it, in war or peace, is an agency employed by the Gov- 
ernment for governmental , and while so employed can 
not be taxed. Butif the Government sells that horse to me and 
I employ it in my business I see no reason why it is not taxable 

inst me. 

Now, the Supreme Court of the United States in several in- 
stances has declared that the legal-tender notes are money. 
They have embodied within them all of the essentials of money. 
In the case reported in Tth Wallace, produced by my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], the case of the supervisors against 
the bank in the State of New York, Judge Chase, speaking for 
the whole court, says that these legal-tender notes having the 
quality of legal tender, which is one of the distinguishing char- 
acteristics of money, are money, and then proceeds to discuss 
the question whether Congress Bad exempted them from taxa- 
tion, and the court unanimously held that they had. 

So, I think it is clear that the ground upon which my friend 
from Indiana bases his argument, to wit, that these are the 
agencies of the Federal Government, and hence that they are 
nontaxable, is unsound, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit another ques- 
tion if it will not interrupt him? 

Mr. POWERS. It will not interrupt me. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman says that these agencies of 
the Federal Government were issued and put upon the market 
in order to raise money. For instance, the Government issued 

eenbacks after the war to raise money 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. And forclothing during the war, 

A MEMBER, The war could not have been conducted without 


it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN (continuing). Now, sup the States had 
possessed the right to tax them, when the General Government 
issued them, as much as they pao Would not that fact, 
that they were taxable, have depreciated them in the market 
when the Government was putting them on the market? After 
they get into circulation. that is another question; but before 
they got into circulation, I ask if that permission had existed 
whether it would not have materially impaired their value? 

Mr. POWERS. I Will say in answer to the gentleman tha’ 
the national-bank bill is just as much an agency of the Gene 
Government as the legal-tender note, and still they are taxed and 
they are not impaired in valueinconsequence. Indeed national 

were created as a means tocarry on the war, as the green- 
backs were. Nevertheless both the bills and stock of these 
banks are taxed by the States. Bank bills are just as good as 
greenbacks—why not tax both? 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me this sugges- 
tion: Even admitting that itis an agency of the Government, 
whether it may be taxed by the States or not depends upon the 
will of Congress, just as in the original national-bank act the 
Supreme Court held that the State of Maryland could not tax 
the stock or circulation of the bank. That, however, was be- 
cause of a prohibition embodied in the actitself. Since then, 
under the existing national-bank law, the States do tax the 
stock and property of the banks by permission of the Gene 
Government. So, in this instance, the States may tax 
greenbacks if the act issuing them did not prohibit it; but 
when Congress withdraws the prohibition, then they become 
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subject to taxation just as any other money or property in the 
State. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Louisiana [Mr. 
Bor NR] has approached the very point that was made by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]a moment ago, and which 
I promised to attend to; and inasmuch as that proposition seems 
to come to the lips of various gentlemen, I refer to it now. The 
only trouble that I have in my mind with this proposed law is 
this very question whether the Government, having declared 
that the greenback was exempt from taxation at the time it was 
issced—as held in the Supreme Court in 7 Wallace—whether 
that exemption is a continuing one, and, as we say inlaw, “runs 
with the land —runs with the bill into whosesoever hands it 
may come? : 

There is nothing on the face of a greenback that declares its 
exemption from public taxation: You have to look beyond the 
instrument itself tofind thatexemption. You find itin the law 
ol its issue; but in the case of a government bond, on the face 
of the bond itself notice is carried from the government issuing 
it that this instrument is exempt from local municipal taxa- 
tion. There is that difference between the two classes of secu- 
rities. Now, the troublesome legal question is this: The law 
having declared that the greenbaeks shall be exempt from tax- 
ation, the question arises whether it is competent for Congress 
ata later time to change that law, and thus, tosome extent, 
depreciate the value of that paper? 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield for one moment there? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. I recognize the point that the gentleman is mak- 
ing there; but had the Government then declared thatthe green- 
backs were a legal tender for the payment of debts? No; it had 
not. After the Government issued these notes, and exempted 
them from taxation, it was decided that they were a legal ten- 
der for the parian of debts. 

Mr.POWERS. And you argue from that fact that you do 
not depreciate them by taxing them? 

Mr. COX. Yes; that is it. 

Mr.POWERS. There is some force in the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, that so long as the greenback is 
made a legal tender for the payment of debts, it must go at its 

value anyhow,and I think the gentleman is in error in say- 
ing that the l-tender quality was aflixed to the greenback 
after its issue; I think it was m legal tender by the law creat- 
ing it. But I leave that question for other gentlemen to con- 
sider. I throw it out in passing, beeause it strikes me that 
there is some force in the point that, the Government having 
once exempted this class of paper, it is anexemption that travels 
with the bill wherever it goes. 5 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will that be the case unless there is 
an element of contract between the Government and the holder 
of the bill, and can you find any such element as that here? 

Mr. POWERS. I will not undertake to answer the gentle- 
man. I prefer to have him discuss the question to-morrow. I 
am simply trying to raise this question tentatively that the pro- 
moters of this bill may place it on solid ground that will stand 
the test of judicial scrutiny. 

Mr. HULICK, Has not the holder of the greenback now a 
vested right to have that property or money exempt from taxa- 
tion, as the law originally provided? 

Mr. POWERS. Iam very much afraid that the gentleman 
from Ohio has asked a pretty troublesome question. I confess 
that it is the only question that has given me any anxiety in ref- 
erence to the propriety of this legislation. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. How would it be as to the notes issued 
after the passage of this bill? 

Mr. POWERS. So far as the notes that are issued in substi- 
tution for those that are called in and retired, the same exemp- 
tion would very likely follow that attached to the notes which 
fe WILLA 
Mr. WI MS of Mississippi. Suppose a State statute pro- 
vided that there should be exempt from taxation to every head 

a family two horses, and suppose that a subsequent Legisla- 

re were to a law repealing that and subjecting to taxa- 
tion all horses within the State? Would you hold that that 
original act was a contract between the citizen and the State? 

Mr. POWERS. No. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then, if not, why do you 
hold that the law of Congress which declares that the green- 
back is exempt from taxation, constitutes a contract between 
the citizen and the National Government that can not be altered 


by asu uent ag SE 
Mr. POWERS. t is very clear as the gentleman suggests 
that if the Legislature — 


Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman from Vermont will permit 
me 
Mr. POWERS. Let me get along with this gentleman first. 


The hypothesis made the gentleman in front of me, the 
gentleman from Mississippi, is an exceptionally singular one. 
if the Legislature passes a law exempting a pair of horses from 
taxation if is entirely competent for the lawmaking power to 
repeal that law. That is quite true, but that does not quite meet 
the point. Suppose the Legislature did 
horses which have been delivered to my friend from Mississippi 
by the Government should be forever exempt from taxation. 
Now, then, I very much question the propriety of a subsequent 
Legislature erie the contract they have made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But this is all greenbacks. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. If the gentleman will allow me, I 
will state that the State of Michigan, to encourage investments 
in salt wells and the digging and manufacture of salt, proposed 
toexemptall property invested in that enterprise from taxation. 
By reason of this, and induced by it, a great many people in- 
vested largely in machinery for the making of salt in the State 
of Michigan, and the Legislature afterwards repealed the law, 
and they claimed that they had obtained immunity from taxation 
by reason of the proposition of the Legislature, accepted by them 
when they made the investment. In that case the supreme court 
of Michigan and afterwards the Supreme Court of the United 
States decided that there was no contract, but that this was 
simply a declaration of publie policy that the Legislature might 
announce and change,as it pleased. Would not that be analo- 

‘ous? 

Mr. POWERS. There issome analogy in the case cited b 
the gentleman from Indiana; nevertheless it has been held 
the islature charters a corporation and provides that its 
sbares shall be exempt from taxation a contract to that end is 
thereby made. But the objection I have raised is not the one I 
am resting upon, because I propose to vote for the bill, but I 
think the objection is one that should address itself to the care- 
ful consideration of the House before this bill becomes a law. 


Mr. Speaker, there are a great many reasons which might be 


urged in favor of the passage of this bill that the lateness of the 
hour forbids me to dwell upon. In my State I have personal 
knowledge of many men who have escaped just taxation by 
converting all their gold and silver and national-bank bills and 
even their evidences of debt into legal-tender notes on the Ist 
oF of April, the time when the taxes are assessed. 

remember of a case where a wealthy gentleman was accus- 
tomed to take all of his mortgage notes and make a pretended 
sale of them to a bank cashier, receiving in payment for his 
$30,000 or $40,000 worth of property legal-tender notes, and after 
the Ist of April had passed, within a week afterwards, all his 
notes were taken back and all the legal-tender notes were re- 
turned to the cashier, and that man escaped from taxation on 


that Dee 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Would not that be taxed in 
the hands of the cashier? 

Mr. POWERS. The cashier bought them for the bank and 
national banks are taxed in other ways. 

Now, it can not be said, as was said by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania Mr. BROSIUS], that State laws are ample to pro- 
vide all remedies for this class of cases. That may or may not 
be. I think probably they are; but the point is this: Weought 
to make it impossible for a man to take our national securities 
and pa that kind of fraud upon local assessments. It seems to 
me if we remove this idea that the ple have got, that legal- 
tender notes are exempt from taxation, we shall goa long way 
in bringing upon the assessment rolls the property of men who 
now go scot free. 

Mr. Speaker, there are some features in this bill that I think 
will need amendment if the bill is to be passed. 

Mr. BOATNER. Before the gentleman passes from that point 
I would like to call his attention to this proposition. It is that 
at the time when the greenbacks were issued, the time of their 
redemption was indefinite. It was known that the Government 
could not redeem them on time. In fact the inability of the 
Government to maintain specie payments was the cause of the 
issue of greenbacks. Now, does not the contract feature, to 
which reference was made awhile ago, follow, that when the 
Government resumed specie payment and announced that it was 
ready to redeem any greenbacks in gold on demand—in other 
words, if a person holds greenbacks, money in his possession, in 
panoni of which he could have obtained gold on demand, is 

e then entitled to urge this element of contract? 

Mr. POWERS. I would hardly like to place the argument 
upon that I think it is a little fallacious. Ithink there 
is a better ground on which it could rest. Ido not believe it is 
sound that because the reason having ceased for this exemption 
at the time this paper was issued that therefore the immunity 
becomes worthless. 


W. 
Mr. BOATNER. But the Government can, without violati 
any contract obligation, take away the element of value w 


a law that two © 
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was necessary to be given him if now that necessity no longer 


exists. 
Mr.POWERS. Well, I do not think, Mr.Speaker, that Con- 
should try many experiments with the laws of contracts, 
ff there is a contract there, that is the end of this question. 
If there is no contract there, then it is clearly within the power 
of Congress to repeal this exemption from taxation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] has raised the point that this bill may be con- 
strued as compelling the taxation of this class of securities, and 
it seems to me there is some color in that suggestion. There is 
no such purpose, I apprehend,upon the part of the gentleman 
who introduced this bill. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, as I catch the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont it is that the greenbacks by an act of 
Congress were exempted from taxation, and that therefore there 
is a contract between the holder of the greenback and Congress, 
or the Government, that they shall not be taxed. Is not that 
the point? 

Mr. POWERS. That is the point exactly. 

Mr. COX. Now does every man who takes a security from a 
government take it with the recognition of the fact that that 
government can control it justas it pleases? 

Mr. POWERS. If he takes it by a contract relation I think 
it is exempt from any control on the part of the Government. 

Mr. COX. The very power that makes the contract is the su- 
perior power to control it. Is not that true? 

Mr. WERS. When the Government becomes a party toa 
contract it must standin the attitude of a contracting party. It 
can not while becoming a party to a contract use its sovereign 
power to destroy that contract. 

Mr. COX. Your point is that when the sovereignty comes 
down and makes a contract with an individual it leaves the plane 
ofsovereignty and puts itself upon a plane with the other con- 
Siono Reni 0 Is not that the point? 

Mr. WERS. Certainly; that is the point. 

Mr. COX. If that is true how can the Government control 
“Se the contracts which it makes with individuals? 

r. POWERS. It can not. The point I make is that when 
the Government makes a contract and becomes a contracting 
party it is bound by its contract just as the other party is. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I wish to suggest to the gen- 
tleman who has this bill in charge that the objection made by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. . that possibly a con- 
struction may be given to the bill which wil ompa the State to 
tax these notes is well founded, and I think the difficulty ought 
to be corrected. t 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I suggest to my friend that it is pro- 
posed to take the original bill instead of the amendment. 

Mr. POWERS. ell, whatever may be the form of amend- 
ment I think the bill ought to be amended in that respect. 
Then, Mr. Speaker, I have myself drawn an amendment which 
I shall now read for information and which at the proper time 
I shall ask to have adopted. In the proviso to section 1 of this 
bill is the following language: 

Provided, That any such taxation shall be exercised in the same manner 
and at the same rate that any such State or Territory shall tax other money 
within its jurisdiction. 

Now, the question arises, what is meant by the word“ money ” 
in that proviso. My friend from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], whom I 
have consulted, says that he means gold and silver coin. My 
friend from Indiana [Mr. COOPER], who introduced the bills, 
says that he means any currency. 

r. COOPERofIndiana. Any currency circulating as money. 

Mr. COX. I wish to say to my friend from Vermont that my 
understanding of his position on the question that we were dis- 
cussing a moment ago is that whenever a Congress makes a con- 
tract it binds a future Congress. . 

Mr. POWERS. I say that when the General Government 
makes a contract it is bound by it just as muchas I am bound by 
my contract. y 

r. COX. If this Congress makes a contract, do you mean to 
say that that binds a future Congress? 

r. POWERS. I do, if it is a contract. 

Mr. COX. Then, when this Congress makes a contract that 
binds future Congresses, how does it happen that this Congress 
is greater than the others? 

r. POWERS. It does not happen so; but the other Con- 
gress thatundertakes to undo the contract is confronted with 
the fact that there is a vested right existing which it can not 
disturb either in law or in morals. 

Mr. COX. If this Congress can bind one future Congress, 
why can it not make contracts to bind fifty Congresses? 

r. POWERS. Well, I will leave that question, Mr. Speaker, 
for another time. However, I will add now that this Congress 
fan make contracts that will bind fifty subsequent Congresses. 

Mr. COX. I see the gentleman’s trouble. 


Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. 55 can not speak for any- 
one on the committee but myself, but as to the suggestion wats 
by the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from Vermont, 
I do not see any objection, and personally I will not object to the 
change in the bill that has been suggested. I wish, however, to 
ask the gentleman whether this proviso does not cure the defect 
to which he has referred? 

Mr. POWERS. Not entirely, I think. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. The way the bill reads now is: 

That no United States legal-tender notes circulating as currency shall be 
exempt from taxation under the authority of any State or Territory: Pro- 
vided. That any such taxation shall be exercised in the same manner andat 
the same rate that any such State or Territory shall tax other money within 
its Jurisdiction. 

Now, take Pennsylvania for instance—— 

Mr. POWERS. t me state my objection, if you please. If 
my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] is correct in saying that 
money“ here means gold and silver, there may be no trouble 
about this matter. But supposing that we should have State 
banks in the near future,as some of you gentlemen on that side 
of the House are anxious that we should have. 

Suppose that the State should levy a 2 per cent tax upon the 
issues of State banks and a 4 per cent tax upon legal-tender 
notes, and the question should arise whether that is not unequal 
taxation. 

If you could go into court and satisfy the court that the word 
„money“ referred ee to gold and silver, there would be, as 
will be seen, no disparity. But if it be held that the generic 
word money included State bank bills there would be unequal 
taxation. Hence, in order to prevent any confusion, I wish to 
offer an amendment, inserting after the word ‘‘money,” in line 
10, the words “or currency circulating as money.” 

The Clerk read the pono amendment of Mr. POWERS. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the antag et from Vermont. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I do not know that I shall wish to speak upon 
that amendment; but it is now ten minutes after 5 o'clock, and 
I should be glad if the vote upon the amendment could go over 
until to-morrow. I think it is time we should adjourn. 

Mr. POWERS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I haye an amendment which T wish tooffer 
now in order that it may go into the RECORD. It is to strike out 
all of section 1 after the enacting clause down to the word pro- 
vided” and to insert— 

That the consent of the United States is hereby given to any State or 
TOO to tax United States notes circulating as money within such State 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind the gentleman from 
Iowa[Mr. HEPBURN] that one amendment is now pending. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I was going to raise that shee 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman might offer this as a substi- 


tute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I simply ask permission to offer it for in- 
formation. I wantit to be published in the RECORD, and to lie 
over until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment, then, will be considered 
as read for information, and not regarded as pending. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I move that the House adjourn. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled the bill (H. R. 6500) to define and establish the units of 
electrical measure; when the Speaker signed the same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had adopted without amendment a 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives authoriz- 
ing and instructing the Secretary of War to transmit to the House 
of Representatives reports pertaining to improvement on the 
Minnesota River in the State of Minnesota. 

The monga also announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
(S. 1930) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missoùri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo.; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced thatthe Senate had disagreed 
to amendments of the House to bills of the following titles. asked 
a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes upon such 
bills, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate 
Mr. PALMER, Mr. VILAS, and Mr. GALLINGER. 

A bill 8 307) granting a 3 to Earnest C. Emerson; and 

A bill (S. 920) to pensſon Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. DAVEY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence, 
for five days, on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. XANDER. I ask indefinite leave of absence for my 
colleague, Mr. BRANCH, on account of sickness in his family. 


1894. 


There being no objection, leave was granted. f 3 
8 of Mr. HALL of Missouri was then agreed to: and 

— ingly (at 5 o'clock and 13 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
urned 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from 
the Committee on War Claims, reported a resolution to refer to 
the Court of Claims the bills (H. . 1268) for the relief of estate 
0 B. B. Neville, decsased, of Shelby County, Tenn.; (H. R. 1266) 

or the relief of S. L. Carpenter, of Fayette County, Tenn.; (H. 
itp’ for the relief of Mary F. Pollan; (H. R. 1525) for the re- 
ief of the estate of Isaac Jones, of Adams County, Miss.; (H. R. 
1231) for the relief of E.C. Oakley, administrator of W. H. Neal, 
deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.; (H. R. 980) for the relief 
of estate of M. H. Battle; which, with the accompany report 
(No, 1203), was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. LOUD, from the Committee 
on Claims, reported, with the recommendation that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed, the bill (S. 910) for the relief of Eunice Trip- 
ler; which, with the accompanying report (No. 1202), was or- 
dered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 7640) to repeal joint reso- 
lution authorizing members to certify monthly the amount paid 
by them for clerk hire—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R.7641) to secure to the public 
the benefit of improvements on patented articles—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: A resolution to set aside a day 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 397) for the construction 
5 . public building in the city of Chicago—to the Committee on 

ules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWER of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7642) for the 
relief of Abraham C. Bryan, of Traphill, N. C.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7643) for allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1833, 
net known as the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
O 8. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 7644) for the relief of the 
estate of William Campbell, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of Kate 
Eberle, an {ndian woman—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr, IZLAR: A bill (H.R. 7646) for the relief Mrs. Sa- 
bina O’Callaghan, administratrix of the estate of Denis O’Cal- 

han, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 
y Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R.7647) for the relief of R. W. 
Elsom—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolutions of the Western Slope 
Congress, of Colorado, relative to the timber reserves in that 
State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petitionsand affidavits of Thomas E. Breckenridge, Judge 
W. H. Gabbert, and Charles S. Watson, of Telluride, Colo., in 
ye memorial of Thomas E. Breckenridge, asking for remunera- 
tion for services in connection with the expeditions of Gen. John 
C. Frémont—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorials of the officials of the States of Missouri, Cali- 
fornia, and Colorado, asking that Thomas E. Breckenridge, of 
Colorado, be remunerated for services rendered in connection 
with the expeditions of Gen. John C. Frémont—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOEN: Protest of Evangelical Lutheran St. John's 
Church, of the town of Harrison, county of Kandiyohi, State of 
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Minnesota, by R. H. Biedermann, pastor, and Andrew Lehver, 
F. Mahn, H. Kahneir, and F. Toesnig, trustees, against chang - 
ing e of the Constitution—to the Committee on the 
J * 


udiciary. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of citizens of Kentucky, in behalf 
of exempting fraternal societies and organizations from taxa- 
tion—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of Louisville, Ky., 
in favor of an appropriation to aid the Cotton States and Inter- 
national Exposition at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of members of Wilkinsburg Con- 
clave, Improved Heptasophs, Wilkinsburg, Pa., against an in- 
come tax as affecting beneficiary societies—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. j 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of J. R. Maron, B. S. Shreive, 
Charles Knoll, F. L. Nagler, J. E. Nienhauser, F. A. Schlick, 
Fred Westphal, John Theitz, J. Horst, E. G. Lund, Hans Carl- 
son, Rev. A. Wold, M. F. Fritze, E. F. Funk, W. A. Weiss, C. 
Allison, F. M. Arbuckle, James N. Doyle, and many other citi- 
zens from the city of St. Paul, Minn., against Government ap- 

ropriations for sectarian Indian schools-—to the Committee on 

ndian Affairs. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of Hickey & Harper and Lazarus 
& Levy, of Camden, Ark., against an increase in the tax on 
whisky and an extension of the bonded period—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of 11 citizens of Pulaski City, 
Va., praying exemption from the income tax as to all fraternal 
beneticiary societies, orders, or associations, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Messrs. Mitchell, Dexter & Co. 
and 48 other wholesale dealers of Boston, asking for a duty of 
at least 3 cents per dozen on imported eggs—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of E. B. Southard, E. I. Tippett, 
and 37 others, of Toledo, Ohio, praying for exemption of fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies from operation of income-tax law—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of 16 citizens of Lawrence. Mass., 
praying that fraternal societies operating upon the lodge sys- 
tem be exempt from taxation in any form—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 3 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of H. Y. Neiman and other citi- 
zens, of Pottstown, Pa., for exemption of fraternal beneficiary 
ret etc., from any taxation—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


SENATE, 
FRIDAY, July 6, 1894, 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. i 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. CALL, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of the proceedings of Monday last wus dis- 
pensed with. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the regular hour of meeting of 
the Senate be 12 o’clock meridian until otherwise ordered. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to the alleged 
erroneous survey of the Klamath Indian Reservation: which, 
with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 18 citizens of Mount 
Gilead, Ohio, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
or associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
visions of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of 48 citizens of Richland County, 
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that the fundsof mutual life insurance companies 


Ohio, 
and — be exem from the proposed income-tax pro- 
8 of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table 


He also presented petitions of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation of Cincinnati; of the Young Men's Business Club of 
Cincinnati, and of the Real Estate and Stock Exchange of Cin- 
oinnati, all in the State of Ohio, ying for a fast-mail service 
between Cincinnati and the South; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. POWER. proroni a petition of 820 citizens of Flathead 
County, Mont.,in which they respectfully represent that a small 
appropriation by Congress for the improvement of the Flathead 
a Pend d'Oreille Rivers between Kalispell, the county seat of 
Flathead County, Mont., and Jocko, a point on the Northern 
Pacific Rail „would make navigable those rivers, all the 

ear round except two months in midwinter, 80 miles. Thirty- 
Ive miles of this distance is across Flathead Lake, which re- 
uires no expenditure whatever. Thirty miles of the Flathead 
ver needs but a very small expenditure, it being navigable 
now, with only a few snags to obstruct navigation in low water. 
The improvement of these rivers would give a southern outlet 
to all the mines, large towns and markets of Montana, and af- 
ford a daily market for the enormous crops annually produced 
in the Flathead Valley, a rich agricultural country of farmin 
lands, embracing 7, square miles. There are cereals an 
vegetables enough produced in this valley annually to supply 
the people of the whole State, but which have to mG solely on 
a home market, because of the great distance by rail to the near- 
est market to purchase the large surplus. We respectfully ask 
for a Government survey of these streams between the points 
hereinabove named, and an estimate of the cost of the improve- 
ment, to enable Congress to act intelligently in this behalf. 

I move thatthe petition be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN or the petition of Mary A. Doyle 
widow of Patrick yle, latea private in Company D, Secon 
Regiment Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland Volunteer In- 
fantry, praying for an increase of pension from 88 to $20 per 
month; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HAWLEY. On bshalf of the senior Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON], who is unable to be here, I present 
the petition of Wright Rives, executor of the estate of John C. 
Rives, praying for compensation for the storage of books and 
stereotype plates, the property of the United States Govern- 
ment, on the premises of the estate of John C. Rives. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1154) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John C. Howe, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAREY. Lam instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the (S. 2129) to authorize the 
entry of land for reservoir purposes, to report it withan amend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator will not do that until the 
morning business is closed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be laid aside until other reports are 


made. 

Mr. CAREY. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming at the conclusion of the morning business. 

Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6937) 3 appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6748) making ap- 
penan for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 

une 30, 1895, and for other purposes, to report it with amend- 
ments, and submit a report thereon. I desire to give notice 
that on Monday morning I shall call up the bill for considera- 


tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported an 
amondment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropri- 
ation bill; which was referred tothe Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R.6078) to authorize the Pittsburg and 


Mansfield Railroad Company to construct and maintaina bridge 
across the Monongahela River, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred th 
bill (S. 2137) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
2 River, in the State of Missouri, reported it with amen 
ments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2055) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Duck River, in Humphreys County, Tenn., reported it with an 
amendment. ‘ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4611) to amend an act approved Janu 26, 1893, to 
authorize the construction of bridges across the Hiwassee, the 
Tennessee, and Clinch Rivers, in the State of Tennessee, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the construction of a wagon and foot 
bridge across the South, or Main, Canadian River at or near the 
town of Noble, in Oklahoma reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. MAR- 
TIN, April 23, 1894, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and be 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. SHOUP on the 
15th ultimo, intended to bs proposed to the Indian appropriation 
bill, reporieg favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the 3 on Appropriations and be printed; which was 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3076) granting a pension to George L. 
Frymire, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. MARTIN on the 
29th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropri- ` 
ation bill, re favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself March 14, 
1894, intended to bə proposen to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported it favorably with an amendment, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and be 
printed: which was agreed to. 


REPORT ON FEVERS, ETC. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution of the Houseo 
Sis slams yer eek providing for printing extra copies of the spe- 
cial report of the Medical Society of the District of Columbia on 
typhoid and malarial fevers, ete., to report it with an amendment, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved dy the House of Représentatives, That in addition to the usual 
number,” there be printed 4.000 extra copies ot the oreas made by 
the select committee of the Medical Soctety of the District of Columbia at 
its 2 June 6, 1804. on typhoid and malarial fevers and other pre- 
ventable ases, of which 300 — shall be for the use of the Senate, 700 
copies for the use of the House of 
use of the said Society. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, at the end 
of line 1, to insert in parentheses the words“ the Senate con- 
curring.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives, reported it without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Housa of atives (the Senate ), That the 
report of the Director of the t on the nction of the precious metals 
in the United States for the calendar year 1893 be printed, and that 10.000 
extra ies be — 4,000 for the use of the House of resentatives, 

000 co for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 copies for the use of the 
irector of the Mint. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Prin „to whom 
was referred the following concurrent resolution of the House 
of Re ntatives, reported it without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States (the Senate con- 
curring), nd tne faport of tan OMT DAAL of MADOT E SOE EON AGN 


Territory, 


presentatives, and 8,000 copies for the 
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es for 


of the 10,000 
1892 there be printed 5,000 copies for the use Senate, 10, — ar 


the use of the House of Represent and 20,000 copies for d: 
by the Commissioner of Ed 


Mr. GORMAN. Lsubmit reports to accompany the resolutions 
which have just been passed, and I ask that they be printed in the 
usual form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, 

PRINTING OF REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
the following resolution, and asked for its present considera- 
tion: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 600 copies of the 
hill (H. R.4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes, as passed by the Senate. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 


resolution. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Lask the Senator from Maryland if he thinks 
600 copies will be enough. There is a great demand for copine; 
Mr. GORMAN. What number would the Senator from - 


necticut suggest? 

ark — EV. I should think 1,500 copies ought to be 
printed. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lees hay let the resolution be so amended. 

The VICE-PRESLD: 
as to read ‘*1,500 copies,” if there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as 
amended, 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

PARIS TRIBUNAL OF ARBITRATION. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by tlie Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom were referred the joint resolution (S. R. 76) to 
t the proceedings: of the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, 
eld in conformity with the treaty of February 29, 1892, between 
the United States and Great Britain, and the joint resolution 
S. R., 85) to print 16,000 copies of the proceedings of the Tri- 
nal of Arbitration at Paris, relating to the fur seals, to report 
a cœscurrent resolution as a substitute therefor, and to submit 
a report thereon. I ask that the concurrent resolution be con- 
sidered at this time. 
The concurrent resolution was read, considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved by the Serate (the House of Representatives ee ane 
be printed under the direction of the De ent of State 6, 
official proceedings of the Tribunal of Arbitration created in pursuance of 
the 29; 1892, between the United States and Great Britain, 
ts presented officially tosaid 
e. 


and agreemen' 
tke agents of PA: Governments, respectively, and also inciud- 
ts of the counsel on 


eee Paris, and the 
opinions of the arbitrators respectively delivered in tribunal in con- 
formity with its order admitt: the same to constitute a part of 9 — 
ceedings; of nh num ber 1,000 shall be for the use of the are, 3, for 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the use of the Depart- 


ment of State. 
I move that Senate joint resolution No. 76 


That there 
copies of the 


Mr. GORMAN, 
and Senate joint resolution No. 85 be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

f MESSAGE FROM THE. HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had 
the following bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1196) to pension Mary E. Trickey; 

A bill (H. R. 4475) to amend section 4434 of Title LII of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 6979) to amend section 3 of an act entitled, An 
act to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts 
of the United States,” approved August 1, 1888; 

A joint resolution (H. 94) N for an investigation 
relative to the work and wages of women and children; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 201) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to continue the employment of certain mechanics and 
laborers. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon neang the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 578) 
son; and 

A bill (H. R. 6500) to define and establish the units of electri- 
*oal measure. 


granting an increase of pension to Wells John- 


EMPLOYES OF NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Task the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the joint resolution which has just come from the House of Rep- 
resentatives in regard to the sapera of the Navy tment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays. before the Senate 


a joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 


The resolution will be amended so. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 201) authorizing the Secretary of 


the Navy to continue the empl ent of certain mechanics and 
laborers was read the first time by its title, and the second time 
at length, as follows: 


which may be expended by the Secretary of the Navy under the authori 

h conferred shall be deducted from the C may be eee 
riated for “Increase of the Navy: Construction and machinery,” for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Task unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution, and I will read in this con- 
nection a letter from the Secretary of the Navy: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, July d, 1894. 

Sin: Llearned from Senator M this 
of inch 
the work 


that our committee tho: 
Ren derer I desire to 


os dommit tee on Naval Affairs, because it has charge of naval 
8. 
= H. A. HERBERT, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. JOSEPH D. SAYERS, z 
Chairman Committee on Appro, ions, 
House of Representatives, 

The joint resolution we passed was just in the form of all the 
joint resolutions that have been passed year by year continuing 
the 3 and under which the different. Secretaries 
of the Navy have carried on all kinds. of work in their Depart- 
ment. I firmly believe, the Attorney-General and the Secretary. 
of the Navy to the contrary notwithstanding, that the joint 
resolution gave the Seeretary of the Navy full power to go no 
and expend that sum. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Iam inclined to defend the opinion of the 
Secretary of the Navy and the Attorney-General against. the 
opinion of the Senator from Missouri.. Lthink it has been cus- 
tomary when such extending joint resolutions. have passed to 
add to them certain clauses providing for the continuation of 
certain appropriations, abont the continuance of which there 
would otherwise bea doubt. I think if the Senator will look at 
the joint resolution which was d in 1882 he will find that 
there are various additions to the customary clause, which spe- 
cially take care of certain work. It is by no means certain that 
the present Secretary of the Navy and the present Attorney- 
General, both of them good lawyers, are wrong, and that the 
Senator from Missouri, who is also a good lawyer, is right. But 
whatever may be the exact right of the legal question, certainly 
there oughtnotto be any objection to ths passageof anadditional 
joint resolution if such a one is before the Senate. Is there such 
a one? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been laid before the Senate, and I 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

Mr.CHANDLER,. There certainly can be no harm in passing 
it, whether the Senator from Missouri is right or whether the 
Attorney-General and the Secretary of the Navy are right. I 
thought it was only just to those very able and faithful public 
officers that I should add my opinion to theirs, although by so 
doing we put ourselves against the legal opinion of the honora- 
ble chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The@VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported tothe Senate withoutamend- 
menh ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GEORGE. At the Pequestof the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. KYLE], the chairman of the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, I have given some attention to the pre tion 
of a bill upon the subject of the arbitration of disputes. between 
employés of railroad com and the companies themselves. 
Whilst I do not dare hope that the bill is perfect, I think it.con- 
tains the germ, possibly, of the settlement of that troublesome 

uestion. In pursuance of that object, I introduce a bill and ask 
that it be referred to tha Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 2177) to amend “ An act to create a board of arbi- 
tration or commission for settling controversies and differences 
between railroad corporations and other common carriers en- 
gaged in interstate and territorial transportation of property 
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or passengers and their employés,” approved October 1, 1888, 
was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc.,.That whenever a proposition for arbitration shall be 
made by the br gh of any railroad por porsaan as contemplated and pro- 
vided for in sec! 1 of the act mentioned in the title of t act, and the 
same shall not be accepted by the said corporation, then it shall not be law- 
ful for any United States court or judge to grant any injunction against 
said — or any ot them or to make any order requiring or authorizing 
any Un States marshal to control, or m any manner interfere with, the 
conduct of said employés or any of them. 

SEC. 2, That whenever the management of the affairs of any railroad cor- 
poration shall be in the hands of a receiver appointed by any United States 
court or judge, and there shall be a difference or controversy between 
and the employés of said railroad company under his charge, as contem- 
plated and described in said first section of said act, and the said employés 
shall offer to submit said difference or controversy to arbitration as provided 
for in said act, it shall be his duty to accept the same and to make selection 
of an arbitrator as provided for in said act, with the advice of the court, 

Sec, 3. That an obstruction to the running of a railroad train growing 
out of any strike by the employés thereof shall be held and considered as 
an obstruction to carrying the United States mail within the meaning of 
the laws prohibiting such obstruction only when said train shall have at- 
tached thereto no car on which passengers or other freight are carried or 
intended to be carried. 


Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2178) to place Romeo Fri- 
ganza on the retired list; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2179) for the relief of Addison M. 
Copen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying pers, referred to the. Committee on Pensions. 

r. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2180) for the relief of 
Thomas P. Morgan, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2181) relating to the pay and 
retirement of mates in the United States Navy; which wasread 
twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 


fairs. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (S. 2182) to provide for the selec- 
tion of a site for the establishment of a navy-yard and dry dock 
on or near Sabine Pass, in the State of Texas; which was read 
twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
f. 


airs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S.2183) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Thomas Lee; which was 
read twice by its title,and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2184) for the relief of 
Calvin Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

- Mr, DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2185) to provide 
for the settlement of controversies between certain railway com- 
panies and their employés, and for other purposes; which was 
a oe by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

He — 1 introduced a bill (S. 2186) for the relief of the widow and 
legal representatives of the late Orsemus B. Boyd, captain in 

fighth United States Cavalry; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2187) for the relief of the 
Presbyterian Church of Loudon, Loudon County, Tenn.; which 
2 read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2188) to authorize addi- 
tional allotments to the Seneca Indians in the Indian Territory; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. e 

Mr. HUNTON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2189) to regu- 
late Canal street, etc., in the city of Washington; which was 

-read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
prosed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ao ati to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered tobe 
printed. 

Mr. JARVIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to bə printed. 

Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 

e Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Depredations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT CONTROL OF RAILWAY LINES, ETC. 


Mr. ALLEN. Isubmita resolution, which I ask may be read 
and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators, no more than two of whom 
Shall be members of the same political party, shall be appointed to investi- 
gate and report, by bill or otherwise, into the necessity and authority for 

overnment ownership and controlof the railway, beings ag ar telephone 
lines in the United States, and Srey, into the relation ting between 
such railway, telegraph, and telephone lines and their employés, and what 
legislation. if any, is necessary to prevent strikes by and lockouts of the 
employés thereof in the future, and to bring about a more equitable, just, 
an eae system of employment and wages. 

Said committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, employ 
aclerk and stenographer, report the testimony and evidence taken by it, 
and may act by subcommittee or otherwise. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be printed and go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, at the request of the mover. 


LIST OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 
Senate a list of all claims allowed by the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department since January 1, 184, not heretofore reported to Con- 


INDIAN ENGAGEMENTS. 


Mr. LINDSAY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to fur- 
nish for the use of the Senate, on or before the ist day of August, 1894, a 
statement showing fully and in detail all expeditions and ments had 
by the military forces of the United States with hostile bands or tribes of 
indians for the period be January 1, 1850, and ending June 30, 1 
showing, whenever practicable, the tribe or band engaged or operate: 
against, and submit with said statement copies of all correspondence 
and „ relating to the said expeditions . gripes and engagements with 
the said Indian bands or tribes; and that said Secretary, at as early a date 
as practicable, shall also furnish to the Senatea similar statement with 
copies of such correspondence and Topora as to all expeditions inst and 
engagements with Indian bands or tribes from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment up to the Ist day of January, 1850. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. CAREY. [ask unanimous consent for the present con 
sideration of Senate bill 2129. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa 
tion if there be no objection. 

Mr. CALL, I have the floor upon a question of privilege, but 
I am willing to yield to the Senator from Wyoming if his bill 
does not interfere with my right to the floor and will not give 
rise to any debate. 

Mr. CAREY. It will not cause any debate, I assure the Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. Ithink the Senator had better wait a little while 
before he calls up bis bill. 

Mr. CAREY. Does the Senator from Florida prefer to goon 
at this time? 

Mr. CALL. I prefer to go on. 

Mr. CAREY. With the understanding that I can call up the 
bill when he concludes I give way for the present. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it has become the custom for 
newspaper correspondents to erie! the records and to slander 
the character of the members of this body, and we permit the 
press associations to libel falsely and infamously the men who 
constitute this body. They have no hesitation in imputing in- 
decency, indecorum, dishonesty, and corruption to its individual 
members. Men without consideration in the country, without 
moral qualities, the mere semblance of men, without recogni- 
tion anywhere, are permitted to enter into the galleries here 
and through the associated press of the country to disseminate 
from one end to the other their infamous, cowardly, libelous, 
and false attacks upon members of this body. It has become a 
great evil. The interests of the Republic, the interests of re- 
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ligion, of decency, of manhood, and of character demand that 
this should be stopped, and that the criminals who are guilty of 
it should be cons gned to the dens of infamy and punishment 
where such men properly belong. 

Mr. President, I wish to bring to the notice of the Senate a 
libelous statement, and to prove conclusively the truth of the 
statement which I shall here make in reference to it and the 
miserable creature who gave currency to it. 

On the 22d of June there appeared in the Florida papers, and 
it was extensively copied through the Associated Press of 
the United States in every form of caricature, an infamously 
false and libelous statement, which I denounce here, and shall 
present the proof to show its falsehood, attributing to me inde- 
corum of conduct and manners. After sixteen years of service 
in this body, in which no member will undertake to say that any 
one has surpassed me in the careful observance of the proprie- 
ties of the Senate and decorum of conduct here, there appeared 
this piece in the newspapers: 


The senior Senator certainly attained the height of vulgar boorishness 
and succeeded in thoroughly disgusting even those in the Senate who are 
fairly familiar with his vagaries and idiosyncracies. 

His costume just at presentis very st and costly, among the articles 
of apparel he seems to delight most in being a pair of ring yellow shoes. 
These he wore into the Senate to-day, He came cre: into the Chamber 
about noon, seated himself calmly at his desk, and with easy nonchalance 
removed his shoes and calmly elevated his unsightly blue-stockinged feet 
tothe desk in front of him. 

This action caused a shiver of disgust torun through the entire assemblage 
and through the galleries. It was an act of vulgarity unprecedented in any 
body of gentlemen, and was a direct insult to the State that sent him tothe 
Senate. 

FACED ABOUT. 


Presently Senator CALL swung round in his chair and elevated his feet to 
the desk in the rear of his own. desk was occupied at the time by the 
books and papers of Senator KYLE of South Dakota, who was delivertog a 
speech upon the income tax. Mr. KYLE noticed the ungentlemanly and 

action on the part of Senator CALL, and immediately left his own 
desk and walked to the center aisle, where he continued his speech. Anum- 
ber of the Senators in CALU’s vicinity also moved away, several of them 
going over to the other side of the Chamber to avoid the unpleasant noto- 
riety of the Senator from Florida, 

Mr. President, that is an infamous falsehood. The man who 
conceived it knew it to be a falsehood, and it was told for a ma- 
licious and political purpose. Let us see what is the evidence 
of that; let us see if there is anything more than my statement 
to sustain the truth of the assertion I make: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., June 29,1894. 

We occupy seats in the Senate near Senator CALL, where he is within our 
observation all the time. We were present on the day of the newspaper 
statement of his exposure of his feet without shoes on desk. The state- 
ment is untrue, and nothing of the kind occurred. 

No one in the Senate is more decorous and observant of . in his 
conduct than Senator CALL. We believe every member of the Senate would 
make this statement. 

JAMES H. KYLE— 


Who this most mendacious creature alleges to have been dis- 
gusted with this indecent conduct of mine— 

WILLIAM B. BATE, 
WILLIAM V. ALLEN, 

J. L. M. IRBY, 

THOMAS J. JARVIS, 
EDWARD MURPHY, JR., 
W. N. ROACH, 
PATRICK WALSH. 

Mr. President, what should be done with so infamous a char- 
acter, who has openiy and notoriously and falsely slandered a 
member of this body by a falsehood without any foundation 
whatever? What is the object? This man never crossed my 

ath, nor I his. He does not belong to the State of Florida. 
Pao not know him. I should not know him if I were to see 
him. What prompts him to this infamous falsehood? He is 
paid, he is hired to slander and falsify the character of men by 
those who have an object in it. 

But, Mr. Pesident, nothing of the kind occurred. There was 
no foundation for the statement. I c&me into the Senate with 
a wounded and lacerated foot, and, carefully avoiding exposure, 
in the concealment and privacy of this desk here I slightly re- 
moved one of my shoes in consequence of its swollen condition, 
for a few moments, carefully . my foot. 

This man, whoever he may be, should be branded as a falsifier 
by a resolution of this body, and I shall introduce a resolution 
for that purpose. 

Mr. President, that is not all. Why should such an outrage- 
ous charge be made? What wit, what character, what manhood 
in attempting to assassinate the character of a Senator and rep- 
resent him falsely all over the country as conducting himself in 
an indecent and indecorous manner, appearing here and putting 
his feet upon his desk? If the American people are content 
that those who are associated with the press should be known 
as common liars, without having any respect for truth or 
manhood or courage, let it beso. The great American people 
have a contempt for a man who is guilty of such conduct. 

But that is not all. This thing has a motive in it. This as- 
sassin, whoever he may be, is hired to assassinate the character of 
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men. Let us go a little further. I have read the statementol all 
the Senators around me here in regard to this incident. I wish 
to follow this thing up. On the 3d of July, presumably from 


the same person,there ap d astatement, which I shall read, 
in a corporation newspaper established in the State of Florida, 
a professedly Democratic paper, established by three porpora 
tion men, the most aggressive visa emcee reves in the United States 
professedly, and the most aggressive Democrats and also Popu- 
lists, having no party connection or convictions, but seeking 
only to destroy a publid man who has the character and co e 
to maintain his convictions and defend the rights of the people. 
It has money behind it. 

Half the senators in Florida are to be elected this year who 
will vote for the Senator who shall succeed me; and this news- 

per, as on a former occasion, has its columns full of this false- 

ood and villification of me; and here is another which I wish to 
bring to the attention of the Senate, not for my sake alone, nor 
my vindication only, but that I believe it due to the dignity of 
this body and to its sense of duty to the American people that 
it should brand as slanderous and libelous the men who mali- 
ciously invent falsehoods, who are hired to do so, and that it 
should exclude them from this gallery for the reason that by the 
deliberate judgment of this Senate they are professional falsi- 
fiers. I have here an article headed, Now, what will CALL 
do?“ It contains this statement: 

(Special to the Citizen. 
WASHINGTON, July 2. 


Some time ago the Citizen published in its Washington dispatches the 
statement that Senator CALL had on file at the Treasury Department an in- 
dorsement of 8 Gannon for the position of supervising inspector of 
steam vessels for the third inspection district. 

After the publication of this statement Senator CALL visited the Treasury 
Department and saw Mr. Carlisle, to whom he stated that he desired to 
withdraw his indorsement of Mr. Gannon. 


There is a statement that is an infamous falsehood. I have 
never been tothe Treasury Department to see and have never seen 
Mr. Carlisle on this subject, and never made such a statement. 
way this falsehood in regard to me, which is stated as the 
truth by this man, whoever he may be? I denounce itas an in- 
famous and malicious falsehood. I have never had a word with 
Mr. Carlisle upon the subject or with any other official of the 
Treasury Department. I deny the statement, and I challenge 
the proof of it. But that is not all. I have never withdrawn 
any indorsement of Mr. Joseph Gannon for steam inspector. I 
have never indorsed Mr. Joseph Gannon for steam inspector of 
the third district, and I will prove this falsehood and the con- 
spiracy upon which it rests by the records of the Treasury De- 
partment and expose this man to all persons who love manhood 
and courage and honesty, and detest and despise a miserable 
corrupt creature, who hires himself out to assassinate the char- 
-acter of other men. ` 

At this visit Mr. CALL endeavored to lain his indorsement of two men 
for the same position by stating that he did not know when he indorsed Mr. 
Gannon at Senator Butler's uest that Mr. Gannon was an ap 2 t tor 


the same place for which Mr. Vogel had already been indo! he ma- 
jority of the Florida delegation. 

That is another lie. Every sentence in this statement is a 
falsehood. 

This was a weak excuse, but it was better than none. The mischief had 
already been done, however, and Capt. Vogel's chances had been ruined by 
the split indorsement of Senator CALL. 

BEGAN TO PREVARICATE ABOUT IT. 

Shortly after the publication in the Citizen of this Senator CALL 
began to hear from the friends of — Vogel, and he was severely arraigned 
for his desertion of Capt. Vogel and cowardly effort to curry favor with 
a fellow Senator at the expense of his Florida friends. After receiving a 
number of letters that were of a tone to make the senior Senator believe 
that summer was really with him at last, he resorted to the expedient of de- 
nying his indorsement of Gannon. At least that is the only construction 
to be placed upon the remarkable telegram sent by the Senator to Jackson- 
ville.. In that telegram he says: 

“The statementin reference to my visiting the Treasury Department is 
an infamous lie. There is not a word of truth in it.” 

The senior Senator is evidently cornered, for that dispatch may mean 
anything in the world. It is not at all a denial of the statement that he had 
betrayed his friend and had indorsed another man for the same place. It is 
simply a denial of the truth of some story about his visiting the Treasury 
Department, and as usual the senior Senator is not explicit. On this occa- 
sion he is purposely ambiguous. Not knowing just how much truth could 
be brought against him, he preferred to shield himself behind an evasive 
contradiction of nothing in particular. 

HIS STATEMENT IN THE BANNER. 

Getting away from Jacksonville, Senator CALL becomes more 83888 
and in a small county paper called the Ocala Banner he recently publish 
a communication in which he says: 

“Ihave not recommended anybody for the position of supervising in- 
spector, with the exception of Capt. Leo Vogel. 

In making this statement the senior Senator from Florida is guilty. ofa 
direct prevarication. Moreover, he has so faultily covered up tracks 
that the records against him are still in existence. 

The Citizen’s Wash. m correspondent called at the Treasury Depart- 
ment to-day, in company with a Southern Re mtative, who had access to 
the papers on file, and the documents in the case of the supervising in- 
spector of steam vessels were secured and carefully examined. 

The statements made in these dispatches were verified. Filed with the 
ne sage of Gannon was a typewritten indorsement stating that the 
signers were all acquainted with Mr. Gannon; that they were convinced 
from his record as local inspector at Charleston that he would make a ca 
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efficient, 
asked his appointment. 
SAID HE WOULD, BUT DID NOT. 
written introduction occupied half a of legal cap and landed 
ton man for his excellent qualities, Pans, pgp hape —— astiti- 


This t 


Trey | earliest d: ble to W. HLG 
of Charleston SC 


but there 
Senator CALL had ever withdrawn his indorsement, although he atated to 
Secretary Carlisle that it was his intention to do so. 

Mr. President, that statement is an infamous falsehood, and 
Iask the Senate if a man is to be permittéd to occupy a place 
here in the Press Gallery convicted, as I convict this man, of a 
willful and malicious falsehood, intended to destroy the charac- 
ter of a Senator. 

What are the facts in regard toit? Fortunately truth asserts 

itself, and when a man becomes a notorious liar, the truth de- 
nounces him and exhibits itself. 
. Before the last inauguration of Mr. Cleveland, before Mr. 
Vogel had ever become an applicant for this office, early in the 
monthof March, Mr. Gannon had filed his application. I have 
the record here, and I have the application which was filed, 
with the mames of several Senators upon it, for Mr. Gannon’s 
appointment, and my name is one of them. It bears the file 
date of March 2, 1893. 

lt had escaped my memory, thongh I knew I had never in- 
dorsed Gannon or anyone for the position for which Capt. 
Vogel was an applicant. What does the record show? Here is 
the letter of Assistant Curtis, of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, written at that time, on the 24th of March, 1898, stating 
that this application of Gannon’s, to which this miserable crea- 
tare refers, g my signature as the evidence of my false- 
hood, is intended to be foe uke isig meea berigan pe Agas 
not for the position of supervising inspector of the third dis- 
trict; and yet this man, professing to have examined the papers 
and to have seen them, publishes here this infamous libel, im- 
puting this falsehood to me; and here is the letter of the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Treasury instructing the application to be 
considered, as it was stated to me, for local inspector, and not 
for the position of supe: ae 

What does the Senate think of the man who convicts himself 
by his own evidence, professing to have seen that and yet 
3 such afalsehood as that I had falsely stated that I 

ad never recommended anybody but Vogel? 

Gannon an applicant for local tor at Charleston March 
2, 1893, although his paper states that he was applying for in- 
spector of the third district; of the Secretary of the 
T, March 24, a e his a 
local tor; V applying on March 23, , for inspector 
of the third district; my recommendation continuously made 
and renewed until May 9,1894, and this man stating that he had 
seen the papers aud that I had abandoned Vogel for 
Gannon, who was an applicant for local inspector at Charleston 


only. 

Whathas the Treasury Department todo with this conspiracy? 
‘What have the officials of the De ent to do with it? This 
paper has been buried away, butit seems to have been hunted 
up. I shali read the letter of Mr. Curtis, which I have here, 
for the information of the Senate, and alsoa letter from amem- 
ber of the House of tati 


ves. 
from fee hl it was before the in- 


art Secretary, explaining, as they had stated to me, that the 

application was for the local inspectorship; and yet this infamous 

creature, knowing that fact, published throughout the world, 

through the Associated Press, this positively and absolutely false 

statement, with the papers before his eyes and exhibiting the 
falsehood. What does Mr. Curtis say? Here is his letter: 

MAROH 24, 1808. 
t letter of the 23d instant, forwarded to you 
the dis- 


pose iay er, of steam 
of hulls, y 
aps = a 
y, 
Ar. JNO. W. OAST, 
Supervising Inspector of Steam Vassels, Third District. 
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and trustworthy supervising inspector, and that they there- 


cation was for | 


JULY 6, 


Here is the letter ef the member of Congress upon which the 
direction was made: = 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
DIVISION OF APPOINTMENTS, 
Washington, D. C., May 24, 1893. 
DEAR SIR: 1am very anxious that Peter Taglio should give place at the 
annon as inspector of hulls for the district 


This is the matter of which 1 to you abont ten days ago. 
ta while. 


— — — — Swill Gannon’s 

we SU as secure on's appointment 

soon as you can, and oblige, yours, sincerely, etc., A 0 
W. H. BRAWLEY. 


Hon. WILLIAM E. Curtis, etc., etc. 


joined the Senators from South 
paper ages: me with having traded with the Senator from 
uth [Mr. BUTLER] for his influence for the rejection 
of the nomination of Wilson, who was not nominated for more 
than twelve months after this occurrence another malicious 
falsehood. 
SIR: I ha he hono: 
a — as — 2 — 3 ern pn — 
“Very respectfully, 


Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
We, the undersigned, res request at the hands of the honorable 
Secretary of the a; ‘as above stated, and would recite 
and efficient service as local of the Charleston 
for the service, capable in every particular, and we: — — 
woui ae: way wise and desirable. 
Y, 


int- 
dis- 


WILLIAM H. GANNON. 


M. C. BUTLER. 
JOHN L. M. IRBY. 
J. B. GORDON: S. B. ALEXANDER, 
CALL. E. E. MEREDITH. 
Indorsement: SAVANNAH, GA.. March 2, 1893. 
e Nik ion EAn a yaae tering 
mending or an ; a year 
newspaper writer o me with — trad 
ment, made before the of 
‘Senator from South Carolina 1 
sition to the confirmation of Mr. Wilson, 
oe year atar Gannon’s applying for the local inspectorship at 


But what has Capt. Vogel's recommendation by me to do with 
my veracity and acharge of falsehood against me upon this state 
of things, when I have never said that I had oned Vogel? 
That was the Sees that was the meaning, that was the 
averment—that I had abandoned my friend. Now, what is the 


record? 

Capt. Vogel's application was filed on the 23d of March, 1893, 
after the on of Mr. Cleveland, and within less than 
twenty days; w. the other man filed his application before 
the inauguration, and it was before the Secretary at that par- 
ticular date for the local inspectorship, and here is the t 
movement I made. 


„ nobody recom- 
, and this 
this indorse- 


MARCH 23, 1893. 


Capt, Leo Vogel's application for this office is fled with the indorsement 
and recommendation for its favorable consideration a me 
SON CALL. 


That is the record of the Treasury Department. What next? 


ILKIN- 
ith 


And yet this man goes to the Treasury Department and de- 
liberately falsifies the record. Is such aman to be respected by 
his press associates? Are honor and truth and manhood to find 
no consideration, but libel and slander and imputations of in- 
decent conduct to be made n Senaters? 

Mr. President, here are records. They are conclusive; 
they prove this ood; they prove that there is no founda- 
tion whatever for the penne that are malicious, 5 70 
made for a purpose. are they made? Because powe 
interests pat Cy and the men ate are advertised to hire out 
for professional libslers and slanderers are paid by these power- 
ful ns, who are seéking 3 the people of the State 
of Merida. 6f the ownership of the the law has given 
to them, and impose a tribute of twenty or thirty million dol- 
lars to be paid into their pockets by virtue of frauds committed 


Jagainst the people. That is the inciting motive. 


1894. 
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These people do not know me; they have never crossed my 

th, nor I theirs; they know none of my people; they know noth- 
3 of Capt. Vogel, my devoted friend, a brave and gallant of- 
cer, a man from the bosom of the ple, who before the mast 
became a master sailor and sailed upon every sea, a man con- 
versant with every form of maritime knowledge, skill. and ex- 
perience; a man who served upon the confederate ships, the 
Alabama and the Florida, with great distinction, and à man 
every where capable of commanding ships, either naval or com- 
mercial, and who, I am proud to say, is my devoted friend, and 
to whose face no man dare slander me. Mr. President, Capt. 
Vogel is better than a hundred millions of generations of such 
libelers and slanderers. 

What next? What shall be done further? Shall we sit here 
and be represented as coming into this Chamber in indecent 
exposure? Shall these miserable creatures, cowardly, false li- 
belers, be permitted to make use of this Chamber? The press 
is a noble association. My friend the Senator from Georgia 

Mr. WALSH], without reproach, a man of | ing, aman ofa 
gh sense of honor, and many others are like him, have been 
correspondents here. Shall permit their records to be 
lluted by convicted libelers assassinsof character? What 
terpretation can be placed uponit? Hereisthe record. There 
is no escape from it. 

Mr. President, here is the statement which I have explained; 
here is an accusation tme, which is a falsehood, of aban- 
doning friends, of playing double with different men, professing 
to be based upon the records of the Treasury Department. I 
offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the perpetrator of the false and slanderous statements re- 
lating to the Senator from Florida. Mr. CALL, be excluded from the Press 
Gallery of the Senate on the ground that he is a professional liar and libeler, 
and that his name and newspaper connections be ascertained by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms and to the — to be published in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD as a part of this resolution. 

Mr. President, the Senate of the United States is a body of 
respectable men, whocome here with the confidence and indorse- 
ment ofthe people. The press association of this country is a 
body of men who are all to be honest and 
honorable lovers of the truth, rather than of falsebood, lovers 
of decorum and of propriety, and not of those who hire them- 
selves out to defame and blacken the character of virtuous men 
and women. 

Such characters are to be condemned by all right-loving peo- 
ple, whether Senators or members of the press. We must es- 
tablish some mark by which the deliberate judgment of the 
Senate in case of clear conviction of newspaper men of ishon- 
orable, false, and unworthy conduct shall be branded upon them 
with the expression of our disapproval. 

I ask that the resolution may be printed and go over to be 
hereafter considered by the Senate. 

eee CE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over and be 

rinted. 
8 Mr. CALL subsequently said: Iam informed by Senators here, 
who concur with me as to the 33 the offense and the pro- 
riety of the Senate taking some ac inregard to it, that itis 
tter that the resolution should be referred to the Committee 
on Rules, and I therefore make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 

hears none, and it is so ordered. 


SOUTHERN UTE INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. TELLER. There is a House bill on the table to. provide 
for allotting to the Southern Ute Indians lands in severalty. I 
ask that the bill may be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vilas] desires to 

offer some amendments to the bill, which will also be referred 
to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty 
heretofore made with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed 
to the Territory of Utah, and providing for settling them down 
in severalty where they may so elect and are qualified, and to 
settle all those not electing to take lands in severalty on the 
west 40 miles of present reservation, and in portions of New 
Mexico, and for other 7 5 x 

The VICE-PRESID . The bill will be referred to the 

Committee on Indian Affairs, in the absence of objection. 
Mr. VILAS. I desire to offer certain amendments to the bill. 
I prepared them with a view to discuss them this morning, but 
an arrangement between the Senator from Colorado and my- 
the billis referred. I offer the amendments and ask that 
nsf be 8 and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. It issoordered, without objection. 

FLORIDA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 
Mr. CAREY. Mr. President 


Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent (I will move if nec-. 


essary) that the bill (H. R. 51) to change the boundaries of 
the judicial districts of the State of Florida may be taken up for 
hearing after the conclusion of the bill the Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. CAREY] desires to call up. 

Mr. PLATT. DoI understand the Senator from Florida to 
ask unanimous consent to call up the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the request of the Senator 
from Florida. 

Mr. PLATT. I know the Senator has for a long time desired 
to get consideration for the bill, but the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. HIGGINS], I believe, 3 bill, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] has desired to say something upon it. 
Both those Senators are absent this morni I do not think 
the Senator ought to press the bill in a thin Senate in their ab- 
sence. I hope he will let it go over. 

Mr. CALL. Iasi unanimous consent that on next Friday the 
ee may be made the regular order and taken up for considera- 

ion. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator should wait until the Sen- 
sior from Massachusetts and the Senator from Delaware are 

ere. 

Mr. PASCO. This is E aped a local bill, and I can not think 
it necessary to wait for the Senator from Delaware inorder to 
determine what are to be the boundary lines of the judicial dis- 
tricts of the State of Florida. I eo ge that the request of my col- 
league will be granted and the Dill will be taken up this morn- 
ing. Itisamatter of great importance to the le of Florida. 
It been standing over for weeks while half a dozen or more 
bills of a similar character have been passed without objection, 
Ican not conceive that it is necessary to wait for the Senator 
from Delaware toexpress his viewsas to what shall be the bound- 
ary lines of the Florida judicial districts. 

Mr. PLATT. In the absence of the Senator from Delaware 
and the Senator from Massachusetts, I feel I ought to object 
this morning. 

Mr.CALL. My colleague is entirely right, and I will move, 
if there be a Senate here, to take the bill up when the pend- 
ing bill of the Senator from Wyoming is disposed of. I to 
state that I would not desire to deprive the Senator from Del- 
aware of a hearing if it were important for him to have one. I 
am satisfied that the bill ought to pass, and that it will pass. It 
is in the interest of everybody there, the officers of the courts 
and the people of the districts, and the business of the courts. 
I believe that when the Senator from Connecticut fully under- 
stands the case he himself will consent to it. Ishall make the 
motion I have indicated if there be a Senate here. 


LAND FOR RESERVOIRS. 


Mr. CAREY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2129) to authorize the entry of land for 
reservoir purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, in 
section 1, line 8, after the word use,“ to insert at $2.50 per 
acre.” z 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to know from the Senator from 
Wy whether this is a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr.CAREY. Ibelieveitisaunanimousreport. Every mem- 
ag the 5 1 seen Seas examined the bill. f 

. HARRIS. ill involves some pretty important ques- 
tions. If it be a unanimous report of the committee I shall not 
onjeot If it is not a unanimous report I shall object to its con- 
sideration. 


Mr. CAREY. It has the approvalof the chairman of the com- 
mittee. Ifthe Senator desires an explanation I can make one 
that I think will be entirely satisfactory to the Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not interpose an objection. r 

Mr. PASCO. What is the numberof the bill and its Calendar 


number? 
Mr. MORGAN. Let the bill be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read as 5 


Mr. PASCO. Iask for the Calendar number, that I may e 
amine the bill for myself. I do not ask that it be read. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The bill is not on the Calendar. It was 


Mr. COCKRELL. Itis a Senate bill, which has just beenre- 
goin saa Committee on Public Lands, and is noton the 
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The Secretary read the bill as amended as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That any citizen of the United States, or any association 
of citizens of the United States, or any ditch or water company, under 
rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, ll have 
the right to purchase lands suitable forreservoir purposes, not to exceed one 

uarter section of unoccupied public lands not reserved for public use, at 
50 r acre: Provided, t when lands so purchased axe within a 
district such lands shall be considered mineral lands, and the patent to suc 
lands shall not authorize the purchaser to extract mineral therefrom, but 
all such mineral shall be reserved to the United States, which reservation 


entry, be utilized for reservoir or water-storage 
shall revert to the United States. That the pri 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am inclined to think the bill ought to be 
amended so far as it prescribes a maximum price for the land. 
As I recollect the reading of the bill it provides that the land 
shall in no case be sold for a greater sum than $2.50 an acre. 
Let that portion of the bill be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary readas follows: 

That ron citizen of the United States, or any association of citizens of 
the United States, or any ditch or water company, under rules and re - 
tions prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, shall have the right to 
purchase lands suitable for reservoir purposes, not to exceed one quarter 
section of unoccupied public lands not reserved for public use, at $2.50 per 
acre. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to strike out the words two dollars 
and fifty cents per acre ” and insert ‘‘at such price as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall prescribe.” 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment tothe amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out, inline 8, the words at two dol- 
lars and fifty cents per acre” and insert ‘‘at such price as the 
Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to add at not less than some fixed 
sum. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the Senator put in whatever sum he sees fit. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest not less than 82.50 per acre.” 

Mr. CAREY. If the Senator will permit me just one minute, 
I think I will remove any objection he may have. The price 
has been fixed in the bill at the double minimum—$2.50 per acre, 
It limits the amount that it one person or association can pur- 
chase to 160 acres. The bill expressly provides that the land 
can only be used for one purpose—to store water uponit. Under 
the provisions of the bill the party does not even obtain the 
mineral in the land, if there is any, and in case he fails to use 
it for reservoir purposes the land reverts to the Government of 
the 2 States, notwithstanding the party has paid 82.50 per 
acre for it. 

When some poor fellow wants to buy 160 acres or 80 acres or 
40 acres for reservoir purposes, I do not see how you are going 
to fix it so as to have the land appraised by the Secretary of the 
Interior. The bill is in the form in which such bills are usually 


sed. 
8 TELLER. There is no reason why the land should be 
appraised. 
r. CAREY. It is now appraised by law. 

Mr. TELLER. It is appraised by law at $1.25 per acre, or if 
it is mineral land at $2.50 an acre for one class and $5 for another. 
The mineral is specially excepted. 

Mr. CAREY. If it is timber or stone land it is $2.50 per acre. 

Mr. TELLER. Timber or stone land is $2.50 per acre, In 
the mountain regions there are a large numberof small natural 
reservoirs, 40, 60, 80, and 100 acres. They are rarely ever larger 
than that. There are a great number of farmers inthe country, 
which I in part represent, who have been in the habit of going 
into the mountains themselves and building reservoirs on public 
lands. There is a feeling of insecurity in that, and they desire 
to have title. The reservoirs are to aid them in furnishing the 
water supply curing the season in which they irrigate. They 

ll the reservoirs in the early part of the year, and then when 
the irrigating season comes on they are allowed to run the water 
into the streams and down into the ditches. 

A great number of reservoirs will be built in the mountain re- 
gions by the local ditch associations in Colorado and other irri- 
gating States if they are allowed todoso. There can be no 
monopoly init. It is specifically provided that the States shall 
still have the same control over 2 over other publio lands. 
In the State of Colorado at least I can speak of no other there 
is no monopoly in the ditching of water. The State has taken 


charge of it and fixed the price at which water can be sold. But 


in these cases the most of it will be done by an association of 
farmers who own the reservoirs as they own the ditches, and 
the water will not be sold at any price; it will be furnished by 
the men who build the reservoirs. 

Mr. POWER. The Senator from Colorado has stated the sit- 
uation in Montana. It will be a great convenience to the farm- 
ers in the valley if they can build reservoirs on lands herz 
et Rs secure the right and in that way secure their invest- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLEN. The insertion of the amendment that the land 
shall be sold at a price to be fixed by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and not less than $2.50 per acre, it occurs to me, covers 
everything that the Senators from the mountain States can ask. 
If there should be an attempt to establish reservoirs on land 
worth more than $2.50 per acre, land worth $5 or $10 or $20 an 
acre, then the power-ought to be lodged in the Secretary of the 
Interior to fix a price above $2.50. 

Mr. CAREY. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska to per- 
mit an amendment to go in 8 that the land shall not be 
sold for less than $1.25 per acre. do not think any of it is 
worth more than 81.25. The amendment of the committee was 
inserted to remove the objection of the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. BERRY], the chairman of the committee, who thought it 
would be better to fix the price at $2.50 per acre. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment read ‘‘at a price to be 
fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, which shall not be less 
than $2.50 per acre.” 

Mr. CAREY. Letit read “$1.25 per acre.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuggest as a compromise to insert not less 
than $2 an acre;” so as to give the Secretary of the Interior au- 
thority to fix a se bese price than $2.50. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lagree to that. 

Mr. CAREY. I can not resist the appeal of the Senator from 
Tennessee. That will bo satisfactory. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the clause be read as proposed to be 
amended. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after the word ‘‘use,” in line 8, “at 
bier ey as the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe, at not 
less t $2 per acre.” ` 

Mr. ALLEN. The word ‘‘at” should go out. 

Mr. PLATT. You do not want the word ‘ at.” 

Mr. ALLEN. It should read at such prio as the Secretary 
of the Interior shall prescribe, not less, however, than $2 per 
acre. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing tothe 
ees to the amendment made as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
read the third time, and passed. - 


FLAGS OF TWENTY-SECOND MICHIGAN REGIMENT, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S.2070) to provide for 
the restoration to the State of Michigan of two fags carried by 
the Twenty-second Michigan Infantry Volunteers and now in 
the War Department. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any report in that case? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is a careful report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
desire to have the report read? ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is of some length. The General of the. 
Army has given personal attention to this matter. I will state 
the case briefly. ‘here have been several precedents, where 
applications by regiments or States were made for the delivery 
to them of flags held inthe War Department. The flags in some 
cases were flags which were captured by the Confederates, and 
again upon the subjugation of the Confederate forces restored 
to Federal possession, but not to the regiments themselves. In 
cases where there was nothing specially brilliant in the behay- 
ior of the regiment at that time or afterwards, the War Depart- 
ment has not favored the restoration. 

An examination has been made in this case, and the distinct 
approval of the General of the Army is among the papers. The 
regiment was at the crucial test in the battle of Chickamauga, 
I presume there are those here who were witnesses of some of 
the interesting events on that occasion. The regiment es- 
pecially distinguished itself. At the time when the Union line 
was broken the regiment suffered heavily. I believe it was at 
that point that it lost its flags; but it redeemed itself beforé 
night. Indeed, it did not need any redemption at the time, for 
it was sacrificing itself at a very important ge : 

All that appears at length in the report. e original propo- 
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sition was to restore the flags to the regiment, but in my judg- | conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 


ment that is all wrong. They belong to the State. If the State 
chooses to give them to the regimental association—my State 
will not do it—that is their lookout. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOSEPHINE F. KELTON. - 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S.879) granting a pension to Josephine F. 
Kelton, widow of Brig. Gen. John C. Kelton, late adjutant-gen- 
eral United States Army. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committe on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, 
before the word dollars,“ to strike out one hundred” and in- 
sert ‘‘fifty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josephine F. Kelton, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John C. Kelton, late Adjutant-General United States 
Army, and pay her a pension of 850 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


UNIVERSITY OF UTAH. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to consider a House bill 
which has been favorably reported from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs without amendment. It is the bill (H. R. 3135) 
granting to the University of Utah a site off the public domain. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 5 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1196) to pension Mary E. Trickey was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The bill (H. R. 4475) to amend section 4434 of Title LII of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill i R. 6979) to amend section 3 of an act entitled An 
act to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts 
of the United States,” approved August 1, 1888, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 94) providing for an investigation 
relative to the work and wages of women and children was 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. HARRIS. 

The motion was 
p. m.) the Senate 
o'clock m. 


I move that the Senate adjourn, 
Agrona to; and (at 1 o’clock and 35 minutes 
journed until Monday, July 9, 1894, at 12 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, July 6, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. Dr.JOHN W. 
Hert, of Georgia. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


NAVIGATION IN TAMPA BAY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
i eho | of the Treasury, recommending an amendment to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill for the establishment of addi- 
tional aids to navigation in Tampa Bay, Florida; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THE TARIFF. 


The bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue 
for the Government, and for other purposes, was laid before the 
House with the amendments of the Senate, and was referred, 
with the amendments, to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PENSION BILLS. 


fer 5 also laid before the House bills of the follow- 
g titles: 

A bill 5 307) granting a pension to Earnest C. Emerson; and 

A bill (S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt. 

The SPEAKER. These bills, which were amended by the 
House, have been returned from the Senate with the informa- 
tion that the Senate disagrees to the amendments and asks a 


Houses. If there be no objection the amendments will be in- 
sisted upon and the conference agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. MAR- 
TIN of Indiana, Mr. HARE, and Mr. PICKLER as conferees on the 
part of the House. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT LEXINGTON, MO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill(S. 1930) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
at or near the city of Lexington, Mo.; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Kentucky, by unanimous consent, ob- 

tained leave of absence for two days. . 
SAMUEL COLLINS. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

present consideration of the biil (S. 411) for the relief of Samuel 


Collins, which has been favorably reported by the House Com- 


mittee on Claims, and is now on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Samuel Collins, of Water Valley, Miss., 
ne of $230.11, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
p . Z 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the report in that case be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. BUNN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 411) for the 
relief of Samuel Collins, having had the same under consideration, report 
the same back with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The Senate report made upon this bill during the first session of the 
Fifty-second Congress is so clear a statement of the facts that your com- 
mittee adopts the same as a part of this report. 


[Senate Report No. 531, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 


The purpose ofthe present bill is to 
Valley Miss. certain bounty money due 


Com 
Fifth United States Colored Heavy Artillery seg Er 


the local agent at Jackson, „on 

This agent claimed that he paid the money to the soldier and exhibited a 
receipt purporting to be signed by Collins and witnessed by two witnesses. 
The J — —— 8 e that he zaa not received — money, and 
urg emand agains e Government for payment. e agent, Cass, 
then stated that the money in this case and another had been paid to the 
wrong persons, but failed or refused to make good his mistake or negligence. 

Thereupon suits were instituted in the name of the United States by the 
United States district attorney in the district court of the southern district 
of Mississippi t the agent, Cass, for the recovery of theamounts im- 
properly d to the wrong parties. or wrongfully withheld by him while 
act 3; agent of the Freedman’s Bureau disbursing oMcer of the Gov- 
ernment. 

The two suits were consolidated. and Mr. Cass in his defense set up a 
counter claim against the United States, which on the trial was disallowed, 
and a judgment was rendered in favor of the United States for the aggre- 
gate amounts due to the two soldiers, with interest and costs. An appeal 
was saxon to the circuit court, and the judgment of the district court was 


sus 

An execution was issued upon the judgment, and the net sum collected 
upon it was 877.39, and as to the residue of the amount it was returned nulla 
bona. Of this amount 869.89 was paid to the claimant, Collins, and he has 
received only that sum upon his bounty claim of 8300, the Department rul- 
ing, according to law, that no further action could be taken with refer- 
ence to the payment of the balance without the action of the Congress. 

The record of the Cass suit is before the committee, and a letter from the 
{nage who presided at the trial, who gives a brief history of the case; also a 
etter from the Second Auditor of the Treasury. Upon these the foregoing 
5 — 25 based, and the judge’s letter is herewith submitted asa part 
0 report. 
It 18 5 clear that the unpaid t of Collins's bounty is still due to him 
by the United States. The default was on the part of one of its officers, to 
whom the money was intrusted, and it never reached The Usited 
States has a judgment against the officer for the money, which he received 
and failed to pay, and the prosecution of the suit in its name, by its own of- 
cer, is a full recognition of the fact that it was the money of the Govern- 
ment that was withheld, and that no payment had eyer been made that 
would 888 its liability. 

The $300 is still due the claimant, less the 269.89 that he received after the 
partial recovery upon the execution. This leaves a balance of $230.11. 


* * $ 0 0 è * 
JACKSON, MISS., May 17, 1896. 

GENTLEMEN: I learn that there is a bill referred to you providing for an 

ES roe of some $300 or $400 to Samuel Collins, a colored man of Water 
ey, in this State, for that amount due him as a soldier in the late war 
as bounty money, 

The sum of was duly allowed said Co! and an order drawn in his 
favor upon one L. C. Cass, then receiver of public money in this city. Cass 
refused to Ray the money to Collins, that he had dit to some- 
one else. e United States district attorney brought t against Cass 
upon this claim, in the name of the United States for the use of Collins; 

, in the name of the United States for the use of another of the same 
character. These suits were consolidated. Cass defended on the ground 
that the United States was due him as salary an amount more than the 
claim. The case was submitted to the court as of a jury. 

This was in the district court. A judgment was givenin thiscourt forthe 
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claims. interest, aud costs, from which Cass appealed to the circuit court, 
te strict sox oclacmasnis of LATIME coats yee affirmed and an execution 
returned nulla bona. 


was issued; 
WGollins has never received this mone money, and should have it. 
The delivered in the district court at the time sets out the 
facts, and I herewith inclose. I further state that Collins is a good, 


Railroad 
those who know him and for whom he labors. 
2 — is living and the money can be made upon the — ainst 

— —— be reimbursed, but Collins t not to de- 
pendent upon that recovery, but should have his money. should not be 

C agent 

R. A. „ United States Judge. 
The ON CLAIMS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itsecms that this isa claim for bounty, and 
that the agent of the United States withheld the pay from the 
party who was entitled to it? 

Mr. MONEY. Les; and the United States sued the agent and 

gotu ent and recovered the amount. 

r. DOCKERY. The report, however, does not seem to 


show to whom the bounty was paid. 

Mr. MONEY. That was not necessar. The fact is it was 
not paid at all. It was uestered b o agent of the Gov- 
ar me This man is entitled to his and the judgment 
shows it 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, and being read the 


vote was laid on the table. 
PUBLIC PARK, CASTINE, ME. 
Mr. 3 Mr. r, I ask unanimous consent for 
the es 


par 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That there is hereby 
Maine, the right to 


First. i ‘That the said town of Castine shall ascertain proper survey 
rk ina manner the moras men et 


property from inj ` 
Third. ‘That the United States reserves to itself the fee in said tract 
the right toresumeimmedia entire possession whenever either of the 


above go tne es 6 n 
and occupy any portion enever, judgment Presi- 
dent, the icy arises that should require the use and ap tion of 
the same for public defense rwise, or for such other as 


Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the 2 accompanying the 
bill read. 


es that the town of Castine, in the county of Hancock and 
improve, and 55 the purposes of a 


State of 
tates, and for no other 


5 
public park 


has in it. It only 
and occupy it as a park, enforce 
regulations upon it, an vacate it whenever the Government shall 
6 Gecide to occupy it, or when any of the conditions of the bill 


This reservation is located amo cottages upon the shore of one 
of the most beautiful bays in the coun! It is now entirely useless andan 
ore to the ace a s citizens of tine wish to clear it up, areas 
stones and it, riprap the water front so that the 
not be washed AWAY DY S saa: AA Winks JEA DIOCESES Hisar’ Ral A War ot 
to the sea bee Bat po vate 5 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the bill? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Let me ask the gentleman from Maine what 


is the value of this land? 


time, was passed. 
On motion of Mr. MONEY, a motion to reconsider the last | 


Mr. ose Dope see gan gentleman from Maine will give 
some 3 
Mr. I know personally all about the land in 


question, as I have been on it many times. It is a strip of land 
lying along the shore of Castine Bay. It was occupied during 


the last war as an earthwork, and is situated amongst somé 
beautiful cottages which have been built there as summer re- 
sorts, while this lot, belonging to the Government, is covered 


entirely with rubbish and stones, and is an eyesore to the peo- 
ple who have petitioned for the passage of this bill 


The entire east front is exposed to the ocean — the winds 
come in from the southeast, and is gradually washing away. 

The people of Castine, by the provisions of this bill, are en- 
titled to go on the property and remove the rocks and rubbish, 
clear it up, riprap the east front to prevent its further washing 
Ks er o ocean, and occupy it as a for the benefit of eas 

ə of the town and of the United States generally. It ves 
tien a chance to go down to the sea without crossing priva 
property as they must now do. They get no right whatever 5 

Sao propa, Government under the pro of the bill 
dhave the right to eee ee it pleased or when- 

ever it became necessary to use it for any public p rece 

This bill provides also that the town shall not ‘ge the 
Government for the improvements it may make on the lot, — 
me say further, Mr. Speaker, that this bill was drawn 
War tand was sent to me. 5 Mobil pre: re- 
cisely in the form that it was drawn b 555 tis 
approved by them, and I can not see the htest objection to 
it in the world. ec people of the town simply improve 
the of the Government, and the Government in all 

ability will never occupy it again for any There 

nothing they could use it for except a for cation. They 
would not want to y itfora light-house, because there is 
one on Head, a quarter of a mile away. 

Mr. DOCKERY. hat is the amount of land in question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Aboutthree acres, on theshoresof the bay. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the size of the city that gets the 
use of this E 

Mr. MIL Oh, it is not a city, but an old town where 
the wars were fought between the h and the lish. 
There is an old fort on the hill near the town, or the 
one of these old fortifications. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. What is the size of the town? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. About 1,500 inhabitants. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I should su from the size of the town 


that there was a good deal of all around it. 
en MILLIKEN. Oh, yes; but the town has quite a number 


good co’ 
ON MTELIN, It strikes me that a town of that size, with 


of 


see See on one side, and as it does buta 
small space, would not want very much of a pu lio ark, 
Mr. MILLIKE is a summer resort, I state to the 


gentleman, occupied by cottages. Mr.Morey, apr pr rn 
a 8 ab this point a short time ago, cos 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is this for the benefit of Mr Mt Morey? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No, sir; but it is asked for by the people 
of the whole town, who have petitioned for it. Mr. Morey, I 
will state to the gentleman, wanted to buy it, and the people 
did not wish to have it. 

Tee 5 Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed and read the third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. MILLIKEN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


EASTERN AND WESTEEN JUDICIAL DISTRICTS or NORTH CAR- 
OLINA. 


Mr. WOODARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the vill (H. R. 6542) to change the 
lines between the eastern and western j judicial districts of North 
Carolina, and fixing time for holding Soarta in said eastern dis- 


trict. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent sot the present consideration of a bill which 
the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there o 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 5 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the regular orde 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is Shamma: which is 
the call of committees for reports. 

The committees were called for reporis. 


1 to the request for the 


~ | 
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CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, WILLIAMS VS. SETTLE. 
Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Elections, submit- 
17 the views of the minority in the contested- election case of 
jlliams vs. Settle, Fifth district of North Carolina. S 
The SPEAKER. The views of the minority will be printed. 
LEAVE TO FILE A REPORT. 
Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to submit a report 
from the Committee on Military Affairs at a later hour in the 


day. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. x ee 

Subsequently Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 
7515) granting right of way through Arlington reservation for 
electric railway purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TIMBER LANDS IN CERTAIN STATES. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported a bill (H. R. 5714) to amend an act entitled “An 
got for the sale of timber lands in the States of California, Ore- 

on, Nevada, and in Washington Territory; which was read a 

rst and second time, and, with the accompanying report, or- 

red to be printed,and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of ¢he Union. 
MUNICIPAL BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D.C. 

Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, re bill, H. R. 7651, as a substitute for the bill 
(H. R.6074) to authorize the erection of a municipal building at 
Washington City, D.C. ; 

The bill (H. R. 7651) was read a first and second time, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The bill H. R. 6074 was ordered to lie on the table. 

MORNING HOUR. 

The SPEAKER. The ominy hons begins at half past 12 
o'clock. The call rests with the Committee on Public Lands. 

DECLARATIONS OF INTENTION TO ENTER DESERT LANDS. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
4448) for the relief of persons who have filed declarations of in- 
tention to enter desert lands. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Mc- 
RAE], from the Committee on Public Lands, calls up the fol- 
lowing bill, which the Clerk will renort. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in all cases where declaration of intention to enter 
desert lands have been filed, and the four years’ limit within which final 
proof may be made has not ired prior to 7 8 1894, the time within 
which such may be made in each such case is hereby extended to five 
days from the date of filing the declaration; and the requirement that the 

ns filing such declarations shall expend the full sum of 81 per acre 
uring each year toward the reclamation of the land is hereby suspended 
for the year 1864: Provided, That within the of five years from filing 
the declaration satisfactory proof be and receiver of the 
reclamation and cultivation of such land to the extent and cost and in the 
the t to the receiver of 
ded in law, a patent shall 


The Committee on Public Lands recommended the following 
amendments: : 

Insert after the word ‘‘ninety-four,” in line 12, the words and such an- 
— expenditure for that year, and the proof thereof is hereby dispensed 
with.” 

a after the word law,“ in lino 17, the words “except as to said year 
0! Sy 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
what class of lands this applies to? 

Mr. MORAE. Desert lands. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

SALE OF CERTAIN PUBLIO LANDS. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker,I call up the bill (H. R. 4952) to 

send section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
8. f 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas[Mr. MCRAE], 
from the Committee on Public Lands, calls np the following bill, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit Pop geen pone That section 2455 of the Revised 


States be, and FFF 5 
“SEOC, 2475. It shall be lawful for the Commissioner of the General Land 


Statutes of the United 
follows: 


Office to order into market and sell for not less than $2.50 acre iso- 
lated or disconnected i; 


— — ve proper 10 expose — — — least AART, 
the land officers of the district in which such lands may be situated: 

m meie piima arrel anany piman ee a e p ersari rya 
— land has been entered, filed upon, or sold by the Govern- 
ment.“ 

With the following amendment: z 

In line 9, after the word dot,“ insert the word ‘‘the,” and after the word 
5 in the same line, insert the following: Less than one quarter 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear the re- 
port read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] asks that the report be read. The report can be read 
in the time of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to make an inquiry of the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. Let the report first be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. MCRAE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4952) to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, have 
had the same under consideration and report the same back with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The first section of the act of March 2, 1889 (25 Stat., 854), — from 

ssour’ 


private cash poet all = lands 3 in the State of 
The ninth section of the act of Mai 1 ag Stat., 1095), prohibits the 
ands at public , With exceptions, in the follow- 


sale of such l auction, 
ing language, viz: 
That hereafter no public lands of the United States, except al 
mili or other reservations, isolated and disconnected ° tracts 
auth to be sold by section 2455 of the Revised Statutes, and mineral 


pean has been authorized by 
8 of a special nature having local application, shall be sold 


acts of 
at public 

mesg ape eee blic land of the 
lying out of the State of Missouri can be of at private entry, and 
none can be offered and disposed of at in aban- 
donau military or other reservations, and mot comprehended in the terms, 
“mineral and other lands the sale of which at public auction has been au- 
thorized b; SORO E eee e tion,” 
except such isolated and disconnected tracts as are authorized to be sold by 
Ne ae eee: 


reads as follows, viz: 
It may be lawful for the Commissioner of the General Land Office to or- 
der into the market, . 


a proclamation of the President, ali lands of the second class, though 

tofore un and unoffered, and such other isolated or 

tracts or parcels of unoffered Which, in his j b, it would be 

meres Sa g eee But public of at least thirty 
ys shall be given by the land which such lands 


braces sa E unoffered lands,” or lands **heretof anā 
a appears that in the process of disposing of the public lands it 
men pps t tracts, area, Which are 
of tho class of “offered lands or lands n have been heretofore pro- 
claimed and offered, are found to have become isolated or 
and to be undesirable for of area or other 


trom 
cause, and which yet can not be of either at private entry or at 
public sale, however desirable it may be, in view of the provisions to the 
con section of the act of March 2, 1889, and the 
Th this bili apin ETN disposal of this class or descri 
e purpose o 8 0 0 or 

tion of of — — on 2485. 

. 


‘The bill also to fix the minimum for 
of at $2.50 per of $1.25, as und general law, and to tthe 
operations of the section 2455 to lands Which have been to home- 

fora after the surrounding has been 

entered, filed upon, or sold by the Government.” 

Mr. MCRAE. I move the adoption of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to hear an tion of this 


bill by the gentleman from Arkansas. How much land does this 
bill cover? 

Mr. MCRAE. It would be impossible to tell how much it cov- 
ers; but it only covers isolated and disconnected tracts. 

Mr. PICKLER. What do you mean by isolated tracts? 

Mr. MCRAE. We define it in this as all tracts of a less 
area than 160 acres when disconnected for three years after the 
surrounding land has been entered, filed upon, or sold. Here- 
tofore the Commissioner has,in his discretion, determined what 
were isolated tracts and when they would become such. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is subject now to homestead entry? 

Mr. McRAE. . 

Mr. PICKLER. Why do you want to auction it off? 

Mr. MCRAE. We do not want it auctioned off. For 8 
years there was a law on the statute book autho the pri- 
vate sale of all offered lands. That law was re the act 
of March 2, 1889. When the act of March 3, 1891, was — 
by mistake, I will assume it provided for the revival of section 
2455, which embraces only unoffered lands,” and so the isolated 
tracts of offered lands” can not be sold at all, while such tracts 
of the unoffered can be. This bill seeks to apply this section as 
amended to all isolated public lands alike. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, can anybody go in and buy those lands 
for $2.50 an acre? 
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Mr.McRAE. They can not get it for less than $2.50 an acre. 
The law as it now is permits them to get the ‘‘ unoffered” at 


81.25 per acre. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do J understand you to mean that all these 
lands may be bought at $1.25 an acre? > 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr.McRAE. The unoffered isolated tracts can be, but the 
offered tracts can not. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much does the unoffered lands cover? 

Mr. MCRAE. It does not cover all unoffered lands, but iso- 
lated and disconnected tracts of such land, and the amount is 


inconsiderable. S 

Mr. PICKLER. One more 8 What is the necessity 
of e law? Is not this land all, as you say, open to homestead 
entry 


Mr. MeRAE. Certainly; and will still remain open to such 


entry. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, what is the object of disposing of it 
more rapidly than it can be taken up under the homestead law? 

Mr. MCRAE. The theory is, that as it has been subject to 
homestead entry for thirty, forty, or fifty years, and no one has 
entered it under the homestead law, it is not fit for a homestead. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does it limit it to any amount? 

Mr. MORAE. It is limited to disconnected and isolated tracts 
of less than one-quarter section. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A man can not purchase more 
than 160 acres. 

Mr. MCRAE. This bill does not authorize the sale of any 
tract except those which are less than one-quarter section. 

Mr. MANN. I will ask my friend a question in this con- 
nection with that asked by the gentleman from Washington, 
whether one person can enter more than one disconnected tract, 
and in the aggre te make entry of more than 160 acres. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think he could if he wanted to pay $2.50 an 
acre for it and the Department would let him. 

Mr. HERMANN. desire to ask the gentleman a further 

uestion, Does not that put it in the power of a man to go into 

e river reaches and find little tracts of 30 and 40 acres and enter 
them and goon for miles and miles up and buy all the little 
patches and tracts on which some homesteader may want to be 
able to make a home for himself? Is it not putting it in the 
hands of a man who would be able to speculate in these lands? 
Do you not think it ought to be left open for settlement as it is? 

r. MCRAE. This law has been on the statute book, Mr. 
Speaker, since 1846, and it has not been abused by any Admin- 
istration so far as I know. No Department will permit it to be 
used for speculative pu obody is going to take these 
isolated and disconnected tracts, as a general thing, except the 
abut owners who want to enlarge their farms. 

Mr.PICKLER. WhyshouldnottheGovernment keep the land? 

Mr. MCRAE. These are only tracts less than a man would 
be entitled to under the homestead law and presumably unfit 
for such uses. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That law as to offered lands 
was not applicable to all the States. There were no offered 
lands in the West. It was only in your section of the country. 

Mr. MCRAE. There were perhaps none in your State; but 
there were offered landsin Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, 
and other States in the West. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There were none in California 
or Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes; there were offered lands in California 
and in Oregon. 

Mr. FLYNN. As I understand, all this land must have been 
open to homestead settlement for three years before that can be 
taken under the operations of this law. 

Mr. MCRAE. rtainly; it must remain disconnected from 
all public land for three years before it can be taken by this bill. 
That provision is not in the law we propose to amend, however. 
In the law as it now stands there is no limitation upon the 
amount, and no provision as to when it shall become isolated. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not the fact that ina large number of 
instances the reason why these tracts have not been taken by 
homesteaders is that they have been able to get 160 acres some- 
where else, but that opportunity is rapidly disappearing, and 
now the homesteaders will come in and take 80 or 40 acre tracts 
if they can have them under the homestead law? 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not know that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor, I believe. These isolated 
tracts have not been taken because homesteaders could get 160 
acres elsewhere. I ask the gentleman if that is not the reason 
they have not been taken? 

r. MCRAE. I can not tell why a settler did not take this 
land rather than some other lands he did enter. No man can an- 
~ swer that question. [Laughter.] 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It was because he did not want it. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MCRAE. I presume it was because he did not want it. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, he did not want 80 acres when he could 
get 160 acres elsewhere, but when the opportunity to get 160 
acres disappears then he will come in and want the 80 acres. 

Mr. KEM. Can the gentleman tell us what is the general 
quality of this land? Is it fit for agriculture? 

Mr. MCRAE. My dear sir, I can not answer that. There are 
romo disconnected tracts of land in the various States of the 

nion. 

I nes ea that the theory on which the original law was 
framed was that as all the offered land ” was subject to sale at 
$1.25 an acre that some provision should bə made to dispose of 
small tracts of “ unoffered land,” but when by the act of March 
2, 1889, the distinction between “ offered ” and “ unoffered ” was 
abolished there was no good reason for reviving it by the act 
of March 3, 1891, as to isolated tracts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not be safer, however, to limit the 
amount that each party can take? 

Mr. MCRAE. Ihave no objection to a reasonable limitation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be limited to a quarter section. 

Mr. MCRAE. They can not get as much as a quarter section 
by one purchase under this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know; but a man might buy several tracts. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It seems to me that it would 
be for the best interests of the Governmentand of the people at 
large if we would limit the quantity which each person could 
purchase of these lands. over the West there are a great 
many fractional 160-acre tracts 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But not close together. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Not close together; 20 acres 
here, 30 acres there, 40 acres elsewhere. When a man came to 
take up his land at the land office he found that he could not 
make it all contiguous, so he left off 25 or 30 or 40 acres, which 
was outside, but which was just as valuable as that which was 
taken. I think that is the condition in my friend’s Territory, 
and in Oregon and Dakota. These lands are just as good as the 
lands that were originally taken up under the homestead act, 
and if we are going to repeal the act of March 3, 1891, which at 
the time I thought was wise legislation 

Mr. 2 We are not repealing it at all, but making it 
general. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. We are, inferentially. 

Mr. MCRAE. Weare correcting what was evidently a mis- 
take made in the law of 1891, which revived section 2455, Re- 
vised Statutes, which, strange to say, authorized the sale of 
unoffered lands” but prohibited the sale of those that had 
been offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that was done deliberately after full 
consideration. 

Mr. PICKLER. Les, to save the lands for the homesteaders. 

Mr. MCRAE. The lands were all saved to homesteaders twa 
years prior to that time by my bill of March 2, 1889. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington, In one section of the country 
public lands could be bought for 81.25 peracre, while in another 
section the settler had to reside upon his land and still pay $2.50 
an acre. That change was made openly,and I knew at the time 
we were doing it for the purpose of putting all the public lands 
of this country under one common law. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the gentleman from South Dakota was 
a member of the committee on conference. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, if the gentlemen who drafted the 
act of 1891 intended to do what they say here to-day, then the 
accomplished exactly the reverse, because none of this land coul 
be sold but for that act, and there is much more unoffered“ 
than ‘‘offered” land. In the extreme Western States and Ter- 
ritories there are no offered lands.“ Under the act of March 
3, 1891, every disconnected tract in all the States and Territories 
may in the discretion of the Commissioner be sold at not less 
than $1.25 per acre. In Washington unoffered lands can be sold. 

gh WILSON of Washington. There are no offered lands in 
my State. 

r. MCRAE. But the gentleman misunderstands the point 
upon which this rests. The law as it now stands is that no iso- 
lated tracts except unoffered lands may be sold. That is the 
point. Does the gentleman catch it? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman is stating it 
with sufficient volume of voice for me to catch it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCRAE. Do you understand it? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, I understand it. 

Mr. MCRAE. In your State unoffered lands can be sold, and 
as you have none but unoffered lands, all isolated tracts in your 
State may be sold. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman has no lands in his State that 
can be sold. 
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Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman is mistaken. 
actly the reverse as to isolated tracts. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no. 0 : 

Mr. MCRAE. That statement shows that the gentlemen who 
assisted in drafting the act of March 3, 1891, did not know the 
distinction between the offered and ‘‘ unoffered” lands, and 
I do not wonder that the mistake was made. 

I can read you what the Department said about this matter. 
I have known of applications made and denied for offered lands. 
The Department construes the law to mean that it is only the 
3 lands in all the States that can be sold under section 

455. 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. WILSON of Washington. We have 
not any offered lands. 

Mr. MCRAE. You have not anything else except unoffered 
lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The timber-land law of the Pacific States is 
the only law that allows the land to be sold at all, and that only 
to those entitled to enter homesteads, except in special cases 
where the homestead policy could not apply. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes; the gentleman from In- 
diana is correct; it is only under the timber-land law that lands 
can be sold, and then only to persons entitled to make home- 
stead entries. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is 
in error again, for the timber and stone act only applies to“ un- 
offered land,” and offered land can not be sold under it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, I leave that controversy 
to be settled between you two gentlemen. 

Mr. MCRAE. Section 2455 originally applied to unoffered 
lands, when the distinction meant something. This act of 1891 
has been construed by the Department to exclude offered lands 
from sale. The result is that it is only lands of the character 
that you have in your State and in States situated like yours 
that can be sold at all under this provision. The lands which 
were upon the market for forty or fifty years, and which are 
confessedly of but little value, can not be sold, while those which 
you say are valuable can be sold. Still you refuse to consent to 
pass this bill, which extends the existing law and makes it 
general in its application to unoffered and offered lands alike. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the gentleman overlooks the fact that 
this is an encroachment upon the homestead law, under which 
it is our policy to place all the public lands. 

Mr. MCRAE. It is no encroachment upon the homestead law 


at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the gentleman from Arkansas to yield 
me five minutes. 

Mr. MCRAE. I will do so. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I do not doubt the good faith 
of the Committee on Public Lands and its chairman in report- 
ing this bill; but in my opinion it is a mistake. Whatever may 
be thought in regard to this controversy about offered and un- 
offered lands, I know that in my State and in most of the West- 
ern States lands can be procured under the timber act at $2.50 
an acre, under the homestead act, under the mining law, and 
under the desertland law. Now, those are a sufficient number 
of ways to dispose of the public lands. 

Without regard to this controversy about offered and unoffered 
lands, the object of this bill is to put up for sale lands now sub- 
ject to homestead entry and sell them at not less than $2.50 an 
acre. That is the confessed and undisputed object of the bill. 
Now, while I do not doubt the good faith of the committee, I 
am opposed to that policy. It has been the porey of the Con- 
gress of the United States si ie pe for the last twenty years, 
to reserve all the public lands for homestead settlement; and 
that is the correct policy. I do not wantany more of these pub- 
lic lands sold to anybody; I do not care whether the purchasers 
be speculators, farmers, or anybody else. Let these lands be 
reserved for homestead entry. 

Now, the reason these tracts of less than 160 acres have not 
been sold heretofore is that while men could go to other sec- 
tions of the country and get tracts of 160 acres they did not 
care to take tracts of smaller size, even though they might be 
better land. They wanted as much land as they could get. But 
the time has now come when it is getting to be very hard for a 
man tofind anywhere in the United States a place where he can 
settle upon 160 acres of public land in a section of the country 
where there is sufficient rainfall. 

Hence these isolated tracts of less than 160 acres each are now 
sought for, It often happens, for instance, that a man's son who 
has been living with him reaches the age of 21 and wants to 
start out for himself. He does not care to go toa new neighbor- 
hood, but would rather settle down near his old home upon an 

. 80-acre or even a 40-acre tract. It will not be many years before 
we shall need every acre of this land for homes for our people. 


The case is ex- 


Eray, what is the object of selling our lands for the pitiful sum 
of $2.50 an acre? Why should we want to do that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a merely nominal price. 

Mr. PICKLER. Can not the Government as well afford to 
hold these lands as an individual can? If the lands are worth 
$2.50 to individuals, are they not worth that much to the Gov- 
ernment to be reserved for settlers? . 

It is useless to talk about confining ple to 80-acre tracts. 
You can not do it. If I want a thousand acres of land I will buy 
80 acres, will get my brother to buy another tract of 80 acres, 
me woe to buy another, my daughter to buy another, my wife's 
5 adri to buy other tracts in the same way, and I will take 

e land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But there is no limitation here at all against 
speculating in the fragmentary portions of the public lands. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand that; there is no limitation 
here at all. But my point is that you can not adoptan effectual 
limitation. If speculators want this land they will get it. The 
men who will take these lands are those who are making invest- 
ments in land—not the homesteaders. These lands will not be 
taken by the men who really want land for homes, but by men 
who want to invest in land. Iam opposed to the principle of 
selling Government land. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to offer an amendment, Mr. 


Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Mc- 
RAE] has the floor. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to take but a moment of 
the attention of the House in this connection. You have heard 
in the last ten or fifteen minutes a great deal of talk about vio- 
lating the homestead laws, and about the necessity and desira- 
bility of following the principles laid down in it, both from the 
gentleman from South Dakota and the gentleman from Indiana, 

Those who assail this bill either do not understand the effect 
of the legislation embodied in the act of 1891, or have permitted 
it to be misstated to the House to-day. The section to which 
this is an amendment provides for the sale only of unoffered 
lands. The gth section of the act referred to is as follows: 

That hereafter no public lands of the United States, except abandoned 


mili or other reservations, isolated and disconnected fractional tracts 
autho! to be sold by section 2455 of the Revised Statutes— 


The section for which this bill is offered as an amendment. 

And mineral and other lands, the sale of which at public anction has been 
authorized by action of Congress, of a special nature, having local appli- 
cation, shall be sold at public sale. 

Now, that section expressly excludes the sale of any of these 
lands unless they are unoffered lands. Two gentlemen who as- 
sisted in the preparation of that act stand here to-day and tell 
you that it does not. Lean not see the necessity of arguing with 
gentlemen who in the face of the plain letter of the law under- 
take to make the House believe that the committee is trying to 
deceive it in presenting this bill for its consideration. 

I have told you the effect of the act of March 3, 1891, and, so 
far as I am concerned, I do not care one bawbee what you do 
with the bill, whether you pass it or not; but Ido want you to 
understand the position of the committee. 

Now, we have in the State of South Dakota, in the State of 
Washington, in the State of Montana, and all over the West 
isolated and disconnected tracts of land, without the limitation 
of less than 160 acres we propose, which are subject to sale at 
the minimum rate of $1.25 an acre—— 

Mr. PICKLER. That is a mistake. 

Mr. MCRAE, Itis nota mistake. 

Mr. PICKLER. Itis. You can not buy a foot of land in my 
State at $1.25, and I have lived therefor twelve years and know 
what I am talking about. 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not care how long you have lived there: 
if the gentleman in that time has not learned more than he ap- 

rs to know of the distinction between offered and unoffered 
ands, he had better go and remain forty years. 

Mr. PICKLER. I know whatIlam kin about, and all about 
offered and unoffered lands, and understand what the law is, I 
think, as well as the gonoman from Arkansas, and I say that 
there has been no land in my State sold under this law at $1.25 an 
acre nor could it be so purchased, the gentleman to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

Mr. MCRAE. I have stated what the law is. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is just the reverse of what the law is. 
8 gentleman is entirely mistaken as to lands in South Da- 

ota. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That law only applies to timber lands in 
the Pacific States. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman from Indiana is entirely mis- 
taken in that. The timber and stone law has nothing what- 
ever to do with this question of isolated tracts, but, like this 
section, only applies to ‘‘unoffered land.” ` 
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In the Western States generally there are several beg Ain dis- 


posing of public lands, and it simply amounts to this ether 
ou will permit, in the southern and most easterly part of the 
estern States, that law to be amended so that it will cover 
lands heretofore offered at publiosale and which would not sell for 
$1.25 an acre, and which have been subject to homestead since 
1862, and which have been isolated from all public lands for more 
than three years prior to entry. 

Mr/PICKLER. Iam satisfied that no land officer has ever 
construed that to be the law. Not anacre has ever been sold in 
my State, let me say to the gentleman, as he asserts. 

Mr. MORAE. I hope the gentleman from South Dakota will 
not interrupt me further. I have yielded to him courteously, 
but he has not observed the same courtesy toward me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MCRAE. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not wish to take any time of the House, 
but simply to ask the gentleman whether it has not been the 
settled policy, at least of the House, for fifteen years to abandon 
entirely the sale of public lands except in case of reservations, 
and to reserve them for homestead settlers alone, as has been 
repeatedly declared by the House. Homes for our people has 
been our policy. 

Mr. MCRAE, But the gentleman from Indiana, supporting 
that policy as he declares, assisted in writing section 9 of this 
law which I have quoted, and I would be glad now if he would 
tell the House, in the light of what he has said, what that means. 
If you did not mean to sell any public land, what did you mean 
when you expressly provided that cortain lands could be sold 
under section 2455 of the Revised Statutes without limitation. 

For the gentleman to assert that this Propor iion is an aban- 
donment of the homestead principle and entire change in the 
poe which has been pursued with reference to our public 

ands, in the face of the facts I have stated, is to me a most ex- 
traordinary and strange proposition to submit toany intelligent 
body of men. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If a mistake was made in this act of 1891, I 
want it corrected; and in 2 view I do not want the principle 
to be further extended of selling public land. Weshall be buy- 
ing lands for our people, gentlemen, to uphold our free institu- 
tions in less than forty years. Free ers are the only safety 
toa republic. The public domain is substantially exhausted. 
What land is left, gentlemen, for God’s sake let the landless peo- 
ple have it. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman has said that he intended to do 
just what he did by the act of 1891, and he and the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICcKLER] have asserted + I have 
misstated the law when I asserted that it was a mistake. 

Mr. HERMANN. Task the tleman from Arkansas to ac- 
cept an amendment which I wish to offer. ` 

The SPEAKER. There is already an amendment 8 

Mr. MCRAE. There is one amendment pending, Mr. Speaker. 

ere HERMANN. My amendment is to another portion of 
the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. Ishould like to have the amendment of the 
gentleman from Oregon reported in my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas yields to the 
gentleman from Oregon. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MCRAE. I yield sat A for the purpose of having the 
amendment reported in my 0. \ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 16, page 2, at the end of said line, the following: 

“Provided, That not more than 160 acres shall be sold to any one person.“ 

Mr. McRAE. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ascertain what amend- 
ments are pending. The Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9, after the word “of,” insert the word the,“ and after the word 
“domain” in the same line insert the words “less than one quarter section.“ 

So that it will read: 

Sund. 2455. It shall be lawful for the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to order into market and sell for not less than $2.50 per acre any isolated 
or disconnected tract or 1 of the public domain less than one quarter 
section which in his judgment it would be T to expose to sale after at 
least thirty days’ notice by the land officers of the district in which such 
lands may be situated, etc. 45 

The SPEAKER.. That is the pending amendment. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask the adoption of that amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Would an amendment to the amendment be 
in order? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the words one hun- 
dred and s ” and insert the word “eighty.” 

The SPE R. The Clerk will re he amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from South Dakota. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out one hundred and sixty and insert hty, so that it will read 
“Provided, That not more than 80 acres Walt s to any one — 


Mr. MCRAE. Thas is not an amendment to my amendment. 
That applies to the amendment of the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. HERMANN]. 

The SPEAKER, The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arkansas (Mr. MORAE) is the only amendment which is 
pending. The Clerk will report that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9, after the word * of” insert word “ the,“ 
after the word “domain” eee than Shag lich la Fg 

The SPEAKER. That is the amendment which is pending. 
The amendment offered by the gentleman from South Dakota is 
applicable to the amendmentof the gentlemanfrom Oregon [Mr. 

MANN], which was read for information. The Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Oregon to offer that amendment, 
and the gentleman from South Dakota to offer his amendment 
to the amendment, after the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] is dis of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task my friend from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] 
to allow section 9 of the statute to be read. 

Mr. McKAE, I have read it already. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend wili see that it does not apply to 
lands intended tocome within the scope of the homestead policy, 
but this provision extends it to lands intended to be covered by 
the homestead policy. 

Mr. MCRAE. My dear sir, it is just an amendment to that 
section, and covers lands of the same character, except that if 
peg the offered lands which are very much lessin quantity and 
value. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I should like to see that provision re- 
penec. By my vote not one acre of the public lands shall ever 

sold that comes fairly within the scope of the homestead 
law. The vital 1 8 Is homes for our people—frecholds, 
_ Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman from Arkansas say that 
in my State lands can be sold now in isolated tracts at $1.25 an 
acre: 
oe MCRAE. I do say so if there are isolated tracts in your 


te. 
Mr. PICKLER. Why, I thought the construction had been 
the other 8 5 
Mr. MCRAE. I never heard of any construction the other 


way. 

Mr. PICKLER, I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman has very emphatically denied 
the statement I made that these lands could i sold, and now 
9 ete by this question that he does not know anything 
about it. 

Mr. PICKLER. All the knowledge in regard to public lands 
is not centered in the gentleman from Arkansas. I said they 
had not been so sold and the law had never been so construed, 
and I reassert it. 

Mr. MCRAE. Idonot make any such pretense, but when I 
make a statement, after investigation at the Department and 
after careful consideration of the law, I like to haye gentlemen 
who know me as you do to accept that statement as the truth 
unless they can show the error in it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, I do not accept everything. I 
know it is not the fact in my State. 

Mr. HOLMAN, There are no “offered” lands in the State 
of the gentleman from South Dakota, and never were any. 

Mr. MoRAE. But it applies to unoffered lands, and that is 
the only point in this bill. The law applies to unoffered lands, 
and we are trying to make it cover offered lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The homestead law alone applies to the sec- 
tion of country from which the gentleman from South Dakota 


comes. > 

Mr. PICKLER. The homestead law alone applies to my sec- 
tion of the country, and if the effect of the law is as stated by 
the gentleman from Arkansas, I want it repealed. 

Mr. MCRAE. Here are two gentlemen who mene they 
knew all about this law, and who rose up in twrath and de- 
nied my statement when I told them the effect of it, and now 
when I show them the effect of this bill they say they want it 
repealed. A few moments ago it was a good law; now it ought 
to be repealed, =: 

Mr. PICKLER. The trouble is ya shoot with a shotgun. 
You do not know whore located nor how much land you are dis- 
posing of in this bill. Your information is not definite. 

Mr. WILSON of beanie rose This is a good deal like the 
demonetization of silver. Nobody knew anything about it. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is right. They did not know anything 
about what unoffered meant. It at 11 o'clock at night, 


without ever having been printed, and I think I was the only 
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man rae House who cautioned the House against the danger 
of the 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no; it was well understood, I think: 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the section which 
the gentleman from Indiana asks to have read. i 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Seo. 9. thereafter no public lands of the United States, except aban- 
doned or other reservations, isola and frac 
ts auth to be sold by 2455 of the Revised Statutes, and 


ee ee act of 
shali be sold at 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, that is the section of the act 
of 1883 which applied to reserved lands, which was not intended 
to cover lands which in the years and years to come should be 
entered under the hathestead policy, 

Mr. MCRAE. I demand the previous question on the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas demands 
5 question on the amendment offered by him. 

e previous question was ordered. 

The SPEA The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ar F 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, what amendment is that? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the amend- 


ment. 
The amendment was again read. 
Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. PICKLER. Does thatinclude the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Oregon? 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no; that is entirely different. This is 
De amendment offered by the gentleman when he reported the 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Now the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Oregon to offer an amendment. The gentleman from 
Oregon offers the following amendment, which the Clerk will 
read 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to line 16, page 2, at the end of said line, the following: 
“ Provided, That not more than 160 acres shall be sold to any one person.” 


Mr. PICKLER. I move to amend that by striking out one 
hundred and sixty ” and inserting ‘‘ eighty.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota moves 
to amend the amendment of the gentleman from Oregon by 
striking out 160 and inserting 80. 

Mr. MCRAE. ‘I suggest an amendment might be made to that, 
that not more than one entry shall be made any one person, 
and accomplish the same purpose. 

ar HERMANN. I suggest to the gentleman that will do in- 
justice. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then go on and have it as first proposed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Dakota to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Oregon. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 46. 

So the amendment was rej 8 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Oregon. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The questic th 

0 p . è question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 19. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill was engrossed for a third reading; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-two gentlemen have arisen in sup- 
port of the demand.. 

A MEMBER. The other side. 

The other side was counted. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-two gentlemen have seconded the 
demand and 96 oppose it; not one-fifth have seconded the de- 

o pre yeas and nays are refused; and the question is, Shall 

e pass? 

The question was taken and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have jt. 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 85, ndés 82. 
So the bill was 
On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its secre- 
taries, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the following House concurrent resolutions: 

House concurrent resolution providing for the — of 
10,000 extra copies of the report of the Director of the Mint of 
the production of the precious metals for 1893; 

House concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 
4,000 extra copies of the report of the select co ttee of the 
Medical Society of the District of Columbia on typhoid, malarial 
fevers, and other preventable diseases; and 

House concurrent resolution providing for the printing of the 
saport ot the Commissioner of Education for the years 1891 and 

2; also y 

House resolution 201, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 

to continue the employment of certain mechanics and laborers. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly on- 
rolled bill and joint resolution of the following titles; when the 
Speaker signed the sams: 5 

A bill (S. 1758) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, between the State 
of Oregon and State of Washington, and to establish it as a 


post- and i 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to continue the employment of certain mecha and 
laborers. 
SECTION 2338 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 4185) to 
repeal the twelfth subsection of section 2238 of the Revised Stat- 


utes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the twelfth subdivision of section 2288 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States be, and the same is hereby, ed. 
SEC. 2. That the repeal shall take effect on and after January 1, 1894. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 2 strike out the following language: “January 1, 1891,“ and insert 
the following: Tue passage and approval of this act.’ 5 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. KRIBBS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
twelfth subdivision of section 


N the of 2238 of the Revised Statutes 
ot United States, have had the same consideration, and report it 
back with an amendment striking out the second line in section 2 and m- 

in lieu thereof the words the passage and approval of this act,“ 
and with the recommendation that it pass as amended. 

The reports to the committee from the Secretary of the Interior and Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, together with a tabulated statement 
submitted by the latter, showing the result the Government receipts 
and msation of land officers had this law been repealed in 1893, are 
hereto attached and made a part of this report. 


— 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
We December 15, 1893. 

Sim: I transmit herewith report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office on House bill 4185 To repeal the twelfth section of subdtvision 2238 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States,” with ‘tabulated statement 
therein referred to. 

The subdivision of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes repealed by the pro- 
posed bill provides that— 

Po vag Prag receivers in California, Oregon, W. 
Col Idaho, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Wyoming, 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. THOMAS OC. MORAE, 
Chairman of Committee on the Public Lands 
House of Representatives. 


HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
; Washington, D. C., November 28, 1898. 
Stk: I herewith return the bill (H. R. 4185) to repeal subdivision 12 of sec- 
tion 2238 of the Revised Statutes. 
I also submit tabulated statement showing, by States and Territories, the 
offices affected by the statute, the earnings of each of said offices in 1893 
exis’ amount such earned under 


— . ting law, — s office would have : i 
proposed repeal; amount paid receivers at each of said 
offices in 1898, and the amount have received under the 

change; the amount of decrease of revenue to the Government, com- 


to registers and receivers in each office and in the aggregate in 
had existing law been repealed. 
It will be observed there are sixty-one offices affected by the bill. — 
‘three of these were maximum offices in 1893, and thirty-nine of them 
the register and recetver less than 53, 000 each. Under the proposed repeal 
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{here would have been only seventeen maximum offices and forty-four under 
maximum. 
reduction of revenue to the Government would have been e 


to registers and receivers would have 
been eee macna to 1 tion of fees, commissions, etc., paid in 
the land districts affected of $62,615.12. 

Tam unable to see any good reason why the people in one land district 
should at the present time be taxed more in fees and commissi: 
other, and f ber ne to recommend the passage of the bill. 

y, 


vy S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. MCRAE. What time does the gentlemanfrom Washing- 
ton [Mr. WILSON] wish? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Four or fiye minutes. 

Mr. MCRAE. I yield the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to 
regulate the fees in certaindistrict land offices in the West. It 
does not apply to any of the land offices east of the Missouri 
River. est of that river, in the States of California, Wash- 
ington, Oregon, Idaho, and in the Territories, 50 per cent addi- 
tional was added upon all homestead, pre*mption, and timber- 
culture entries; that is to say,a homestead entry that would 
cost $18 in South Dakota would cost $27 in Washington; a pre- 
emption that would cost $2 in South Dakota or in Wisconsin or 
Minnesota would cost 83 in Wyoming. 

This 50 per cent was added upon the ground that at the time 
expenses were greater in the West, that the cost of rent, fuel, 
travel, was greater. It did not increase the emoluments of the 
land officers above the maximum allowed by law, 83,000, but it 
did increase the fees of the General Government. Now under 
the law the fees go to the Government, and the land officers, the 

‘register and the receiver, are paid $3,000 each if the office 
éarns that much, but all the fees and commissions have first to 
be turned into the Treasury and then are paid back to those 
officers. In the Fifty-first Congress I in uced a bill similar 
to this one introduced by the R from Colorado [Mr. 
BELL]. It was paroa by the House and went to the Senate, 
where it was defeated. 

I do not know, Mr. Speaker, whether at this time the enact- 
ment of this law will not operate toclose many of the land offices 
in the West. It seems to me thatit will do so, and will thereby 

roduce greater hardship to settlers in getting to the land offices 
by reason of the distances they will have to travel and the ex- 
pense, than what they now incur. Since the Fifty-first Con- 
gress the law has been e ded so that almost every entry and 
every filing in a local land office can be made in the county be- 
fore a United States commissioner, or a judge of probate, or a 
clerk of the circuit court. 

Mr. HERMANN. Andif the gentleman from Washington 
will yield, I desire to 5 the passage of this bill will vir- 
tually amount to the abolition of a number of land districts on 
the Pacific coast for the reason that the publiciand area is very 
rapidly diminishing by reason of the daily sales, and in a very 
short time no land officer can exist upon the reduced fees here 
pro d. 

0 ere the hammer fell.] 

r. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen from the States af- 
fected by this bill have informed me that they will oppose it, 
and as it is evident that in the short time we have left we can 
not pass it, I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Tbe SPEAKER. The gentleman has aright to withdraw the 
bill, no vote having been taken upon it. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 3135) granting to the University of Utah a site off the 
public domain. 


ons than 


PUBLIC LANDS IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 195) to 
amend an act entitled An act to exclude the public lands in Ala- 
bama from the operation of the law relating to mineral lands,” 
approved March 3, 1883. 

e bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That an act entitled! An act to exclude the public lands 

in Alabama from the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands,“ ap- 

coe MEAE 1883, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as 
‘ollows, namely: 

“That within the State of Alabama all public lands, whether mineral or 
otherwise, shall be subject to disposal only as agricultural lands, and only 
under the provisions of the homestead laws: Provided, That any bona fide 
entry heretofore made of lands in said State under the provisions of the pre- 
emption or homestead laws may be patented without reference toan act ap- 
pores May 10, 1872,entitled An act to promote the development of the min- 

ng resources of the United States.“ or any other act rela to mineral or 
coal lands, in cases where persons making application for such patents have 
in all other respects complied with the provisions of the preémption or 
homestead laws relating thereto at the time ot such entry: Pro ther, 
That in all cases where any person legally eligible thereto has entered and 
located a homestead or perfected a preémption, and has lost or. hereafter 
loses the same in consequence of any grant or ale previously made by the 


Government of the United States, or by any means whatever, without fault 


on his or her part,such person, upon satisfactory proof thereof, ma; 
enter another homestead upon Ray of the lands within bald State subjec 
“SEC 2, That every homesteader, as a prerequisite to obtaining a patent to 
his or her homestead, shall make — by two credible witnesses, 
that he or she has continuously resided upon, tivated, and permanently 
—— a substantial portion of such homestead for two consecutive years 


such entry. Such proof shall be in — and the regis- 
ter and the receiver of the local land office shall make such indorsement 
thereon as they think just, and file one set of such proofs in their office and 
forward the other to the General Land Office; and such proofs shall be sub- 
ject to the inspection of any person in anywise interested therein, and shall 
thus remain on file for one year; and if at the expiration thereof no contest 
should be filed, and no notice be given, supported by affidavit, made before 
any officer, State or Federal, authorized to administer oaths, charging and 
9 fraud in either the original entry or the final proof e as 
aforesaid, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause a patent for the land to 
issue to such homes er; and until the expiration of thres years from date 
of entry a sale of such homestead shall be deemed an abandonment thereof, 
aman, atama 5 sixty 118 4 4 Do eo onus for cancellation 

H a ue no an owing ty days for a 1, such 
homestead shall be again subject to homestead entry. Butir 8 be 


filed or afidavit be made as aforesaid, or if from any cause there be reason- 


able ground to suspect fraud im the case, the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office shall investigate the same and make such order as shall be just 
and lawful: Provided, That no other notice of final proof than that herein- 
above prescribed shall be required, and that entries of homestead or pre- 
emption be in good faith before the passage of this act may be perfected 
under exis law; and, with this exception, the timber-cultnre and pre- 
émption laws, and section 3001 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
allowing commutation of homestead entries are hereby repealed as to the 
State of Alabama to which alone this act shall apply. 


The SPEAKER. This bill isin Committee of the Whole, and 
the morning hour has expired. 


STATE TAXATION OF NATIONAL BANKS AND UNITED STATES 
TREASURY NOTES. 


Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
4326) to subject to State taxation national-bank notes and United 
StatesTreasury notes, which was underconsideration yesterday, 
and I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROSIUS] 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] whether we 
can not agree upon an hour when the vote shall be taken? Three 
hours of debate will take us to half past four, and at that time I 
should like to have the previous question considered asordered. 
ae BROSIUS. I think there is no objection to that on our 

e. t 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HALL] 
pa unanimous consent that a vote be taken at the end of three 
ours 
Mr. BROSIUS (interposing), Mr. Speaker, as a part of the 
roposition, I would suggest that the time be evenly divided 
tween the two sides, and that my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Missouri[Mr. HALL], control the time in 
favor of the bill, and my colleague from Illinois, who reported 
the views of the minority, control the time on the other side. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that the pre- 
vious question be considered as ordered at the end of three hours 
on the bill and pending amendments, that the time be equally 
divided between the two sides, that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HALL] shall control the time in favor of the bill, and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] the time in op- 
position to it. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. There are twoamendments which have been 
pona by the committee, and which, if there be no objection, 

ght be voted on now, so as to perfect the bill; and then other 
amendments would be inorder. The gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. POWERS] has offered an amendment. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I desire to offer and have pending 
a substitute for the bill of the committee and for all pending 
amendments. I think I have embodied in this substitute the 
1 which have been made by way of amendment on all 
sides. 

The SPEAKER. It is inorder to offer the substitute if the 

entleman has the floor. Does the gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. HALLIyield to the gentleman from Indiana to offer the sub- 
stitute? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana offers a sub- 
stitute, which will be read. Of course the amendments will have 
to be voted on before the substitute. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I hope that gentlemen on the other 
side will pay special attention to this substitute. 

ee proposed substitute of Mr. COOPER of Indiana was read, 
as follows: 


That all circulating notes of national banking associations and all United 
States legal-tender notes and all other notes and certificates of the United 
States payable on demand and circulating as currency shall be subject to 
taxation under the laws of any State or Territory: Provided, That anysuch 
taxation exercised in the same manner and at the same rate that 
ari such State or Territory shall tax other money within its jurisdiction. 

EC. 2. That the provisions of this act shall not be deemed or held to 
peed existing laws in respect of the taxation of national banking associa 
ons. 
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The SPEAKER. This substitute will be considered as pend- 
ing. Now, if gentlemen desire to offer other amendments it 
might be best to dispose of the amendments of the committee. 

r. HENDERSON of Illinois. I want to understand who 
offers the substitute just read. 4 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Isupposed thatthe gentleman 
from Indiana offered the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. No; the original bill was called up by the 
committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I willask the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HALL] whether the original bill was not the bill 
of the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. HALLof Missouri. No, sir. The order should have been 
that the bill of the gentleman from Indiana should lie on the 
table, and that this substitute should take its place. 

Mr. COX. The bill which came from the committee was the 
bill introduced by the gentleman from Indiana, with an amend- 
ment striking out the lines in regard to national-bank circula- 
tion. Those lines were stricken out from the-fact that there is 
but one State in the Union that does not tax national-bank cir- 
culation; the State of Mississippi withholds such taxation under 
a decision of the supreme court of the State. Tho committee 
did not deem it important to provide for taxing national-bank 
circulation, as all the States, with the exception of Mississippi, 
impose such taxation already. The bill which came from the 
committee was the bill of the gentleman from Indiana with that 
alteration. This substitute I never heard of before. 5 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. What is the necessity of the 

entleman from Indiana offering a substitute for what is in fact 
his own bill? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I would be glad to explain. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman hasa right to offer the sub- 
stitute. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HALL] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I yield one hour to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, at the oreaking out 
of the war between the States it became necessary for the Gene- 
ral Government touse its credit; and this was done by a series of 
measures, among which were three several acts 1 for the 
issuance of United States notes. The first of these acts was 
pore February 25, 1862, and provided for the issuance of $150,- 

„000 of these notes. The next was passed July 11, 1862; and the 
third March 3, 1853, making altogether provision for $450,000,000. 

These notes, by reason of the colors of the ink in which they 
were printed, I presume, came to be commonly called green- 
backs. Prior to either of these enactments there was outstand- 
ing $50,000,000 of the old demand notes which had been issued 
under a law passed in July, 1861. Those notes were payable on 
demand and were a legal tender for all dues, both public and 
private. The first act which provided for the issuance of $150,- 
000,000 contained a provision for the retirementof those $50,000,- 
000 of demand notes, so that the entire amount of outstanding 
3 States notes was covered by the three enactments I have 
named. 

The first of these acts provided that the notes should be a 
legal tender for all dues, public and private, except interest on 
the public debt and duties on imports. They were not payable 
on demand, and no time was fixed for their redemption. That 
act contains this language: 

Gant shall also be lateful money and a legal tender in payment of all debts, 


It also provided that—I read the language of the law 


All stocks, bonds, and other securities of the United States, held by indi- 
viduals, corporations, or associations in the United States, shall be exempt 
from taxation by or under State authority. 

The next act continued the provisions of the first u 
subject hy reference thereto. And the last act to whic 
had this provision: 

And all the bonds and Treasury notes or United States notes issued under the 
provisions of this act shall be exempt from taxation by or under State or 
municipal authority— i 
the word Treasury notes, it will be observed, being added in 
the last act and omitted from the first. That language was car- 
ried forward into the Revised Statutes, and is contained in sec- 
tion 3701, which reads as follows: 

All stocks, bonds, Treasury notes, and other obligations of the United 
States, shall be exempt from taxation by or under State or municipal or 
local authority. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not insist that the exemption of this cur- 
rency from taxation depends upon these legislative enactments. 
I think they but declare the right of the General Government 
to that protection which is inherent under the Constitution. 
The several declarations made in these statutes to the effect 
that these notes were not to be taxed by State authority, were 
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n that 
I refer 


but notices to the States of that fact. They simply reaffirmed 
and restated a constitutional right which had been adjudicated 
time and again in the early history of the Government by its 
highest judicial tribunals, and which has at no time since been 
seriously controverted or even doubted. 

Since these decisions and legislative declarations it has been 
uniformly agreed that United States notes issued under these 
enactments are exempt from State taxation. B, 
exemption great hardships have arisen—unequal, and therefore 
unjust taxation has resulted, and there is just ground for com- 
plaint, and I believe I may say a general demand for some rem- 
edy for the wrongs which have resulted from this condition 
of the law. 

Taxing officers find it an obstruction to the full performance 
of their duty, and the honest taxpayer is made to bear an un- 
equal burden because of the peculiar advantages given to those 
who are in a position to cull out and keep this kind of currency 
in order to secure the exemption. Although great efforts have 
been made and great progress, too, I might add, in Indiana in 
the direction of tax reform, we have yet found ourselves wholly 
unable to secure honest returns of money on hand or on deposit 
without the assistance of Congressional action. 

I hold in my hand the report of the State board of tax com- 
missioners of the State of Indiana for the year 1893, which calls 
attention to this subject, and I will read from this report some 
observations which are there made upon this subject: 


There are a few obstacles to a just and reasonable equality in taxation 
still re „and these are made the more conspicuous by the effort to 
secure equality. In justice to all taxpayers no class of property 
the protection of the Government should escape taxation, N o ERE 
none should escaps taxation on account of technicalities or eq 
DER ee And yet some classes of property stand in exactly this 
position. 

As to one of these, the difficulties can be removed only by an act of Con- 
gress of the United States, and this is the exemption of“ green cur- 
rency.’ Greenbacks are oxempted from State taxation by virtue of adecision 
of the United States courts that they are Government securities, and 
exemption was doubtless conducive to public welfare so long as our paper 
currency was not on a specie basis, but now that the Government is main- 
taining specie payments there re no reason for exempting greenbacks 
from taxation in order te strengthen its credit. It is both ust and con- 
8 one kind of money should be exempt from taxation while all 
other kinds of money are taxed, and this injustice is a strong temptation to 
many men in ession of money to misrepresent its character. 

Indeed it is notorious that this temptation has proved so strong that the 
amount of money claimed to be exempt as 83 is enormously in ex- 
cess of the entire greenback circulation. our opinion your honorable 
body should memorialize Congress, asking the passage of a bill 
greenbacks taxable as other money, such as was introduced when specie 
payments were resumed, and whose passage has been repeatedly urged since 
that time, but thus far without success. 


I wish now to call the attention of the House to one or two 
letters out of many which have been sent to me upon this sub- 
ject and which point more specifically to the evils which this le 

lation seeks to remedy. I have one here from Lebanon, 
Boone County, Ind., from which I.read, as follows: 


LEBANON, IND., March 13, 1894, 

DEAR Str: I wish to congratulate you upon the introduction of your bill 
to tax greenbacks. After having fifteen years’ experience in the county au- 
ditor's and treasurer's offices in this county and four years in a national bank 
I believe I know how ple convert their money into greenbacks inorder te 
evude taxation. Iwill venture the assertion that not less than $100,000 in 
Boone County alone escapes the tax duplicate every year. The easiest tax 
a man can pay is on money already accumulated. 

Hoping you will meet with success, 

I remain, etc. » 


Hon. GEORGE W. COOPER, 
Washington, D. C. 


I have also another letter, which it seems to me reflects much 
light on this subject. I will omit names and localities because ] 
do not wish to be personal. This writer says: 


Ihave been very much interested in your bill authorizing the States to 
tax greenbacks, and I desire to call yourattention to some facts whichcame 
under my personal observation which deeply impressed me with the injus- 
tice of the present law on that subject. Last year I acted as assistant as: 
sessor at and as such it became my duty to assess a private banker, 
When I called for the amount of cash on hand he said he h some. Hethen 

potona — a rollof greenbacks amounting to $105,000 as part of his 
“cash on hand.” : 


making 


> + * * ° $ $ 
I think your bill should become a law. 
Yours, truly, 


I read these two letters in order to point out the precise evil 
that we seek to correct. Iam told that at the day when prop- 
erty should be returned for taxation in all the States where 
money is taxed as property there is an effort made to have on 
hand at that time for the purpose of escaping taxation as many 
Treasury notes as can be gathered. In fact, I understand that 
many days preceding the date of the assessment private bank- 
ers at least, if not national bankers, because the latter have not 
so strong a sy a in that direction as the private bankers, 
national banks being taxed on their stock and no} on their de- 
posits—but the private bankers begin tocull out and lay aside 


reason of thie... 
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she greenbacksin order to have them on hand at the time of the 
assessment. 

Iam told also that this form of money is transferred from 
State to State where different days are established by law for 
the assessment of property, and is used for the same purpose 
in more than one place. So that I have no doubt the entire 
$346,000,000 of greenbacks in existence not only escape taxation, 
bat by reason of the fact that that ig eo exempt from taxa- 
tion a great deal more than the $346,000,000 is exempt by per- 
sons claiming to have greenbacks when they have not. I have 
a letter from another part of my district exemplifying this con- 
dition of affairs, from which I will read an extract: 

Iam in the midst of my assessing for this year and I still meet with re- 
minders of that t national law which exempts greenbacks from local 
taxation. I still meet with the usual number of who had a little 


yers 
money on the Ist of April, but it was nbacks. have become a little 
more inquisitive than usual, and I ask some of them to let me see their 


green which theyjhave all done so far, and I have only found two par- 
ties so far that had any backs. I asked them if they had got any of 


them lately and they no. All the others who thought they had green- 
backs had silver certificates or Treasury notes. Our people are anxious to 
see your bill taxing greenbacks become a law. 

So that, as I said, not only are the $346,000,000 exempt, but I 
have no doubt that as much as double that sum is exempted 
under the cloak which is afforded by this exemption. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, an attempt was made to remedy this soon 
after the war. Ex-Senator McDonald of Indiana, one of the 
ablest lawyers our State hasever given to public life, introduced 
the bill in the Senate. For some reason it failed to pass that 
body. Afterwards a bill was introduced by Senator GEORGE of 
Mississippi, which was sent tothe Judiciary ittee of the Sen- 
ate, and 5 unanimously by that committee; 
and I wish tostate it here in the House, for Ek itis entitled to 
weight, that the uage of that bill was partly framed by ex- 
Senator Edmunds of Vermont, who is known to all members 
present as one of the ablest lawyers in the country. That bill 

the Senate in December, 1890, and was subsequently re- 

ported favorably from the House Committee on Banking and 
by Mr. Morrill of Kansas. For lack of time, however, 

or perme from the lack of pressure behind it, the bill failed to 


Mr. Speaker, I have made no pretense to originality in this 
matter. In fact the gentleman remember that in my argu- 
ment before the committee of which he is a member, I then 
stated the various efforts that had been made in this behalf. 
This proposition is not original with any of us. The reprints 
of it suggests itself to all who care for justice and demand 
equality, the importance of. it to those who have given it most 
thought and investigation. 

To further show the extent to which this matter has provoked 
public notice and remonstrance, I call attention to a plank in 
the Democratic State platform of Indiana for the campaign of 
1892. I will read the plank to which I refer: 

Inasmuch as the exemption of greenback money from taxation bynational 
law is not only unjust in principle, but also is the occasion of much fraudu- 
lent evasion of local tax laws, we demand that the Indiana Senators and 
Representatives in Congress use their infiuence to secure the passage of laws 

g greenbacks taxable as other money. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Indiana 
allow me? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand the gentleman to say 
that in the Fifty-first Congress a bill passed the Senate ena- 
2 the States to tax Treasury notes, commonly known as green- 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. That is correct; yes. It passed 
the Senate in December, 1890. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I did not recollect about it, and I 
wanted to see if I understood the gentleman aright. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now, Mr. Speaker, some question 
is raised as to whether Congress at this time has the power, or 
ought to relieve the difficulty by permitting the States to sub- 
jeet this kindof property to taxation. Upon thatsubject I would 
very much desire those who are interested in that constitutional 
question to eve me their attention. 

Mr. McC RY of Kentucky. Before you begin to discuss 
the constitutional question I desire to ask you—I could not hear 
you distinectly—whether your substitute is exactly in the lan- 

of the bill that was reported by the Judiciary Committee 
of the Senate? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. The substitute which I have of- 
fered, and which is pending, is in substance the language of the 


bill as reported from the Judiciary Committee of the Senate; 

but at the suggestion of some of the gentlemen on the other side 

of the House, I made a verbal ame nt, merely to relieve the 
of some obscurity, as they thought. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did the Senate bill provide for the taxation 
of national-bank notes? Was any question raised as to that? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir; but if gentlemen will 
allow me, I wish to discuss the verbiage of the bill at a later 
stage of my remarks, and I should prefer to answer these ques- 
tions at that time. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill before us proposes to relinquish to the 
State no constitutional power or authority which is granted by 
express words to the General Government. I wish to have that un- 
derstood at the beginning. It is true that wherever an express 
grant of power is made by the Constitution to the General Gov- 
ernment, that power is inalienable. Congress can neither dele- 
gate to the States, nor the States receive and exercise such a 
power. But, Mr. Speaker, there are certain powers not ex- 
pressly granted, but which from necessity are held to belong to 
the Federal Government—powers which follow and flow from 
those expressed, which sup tand make effectual those de- 
fined and named. The power to protectone of its instrumental- 
ities is one of these, edo not question the existence of that 
power nor do we ask that she shall surrender it, but we do insist 
that she has the right to say just how far she will go iù the ex- 
ercise of that power and where the limit shall be. 

This being a power constructively given, a power to pre- 
serve the agencies and instrumentalities of the Government it, 
should certainly be used no further than may be found necessary 
to accomplish thatend. Whenever in this case the money issued 
by the Government is protected from unequal taxation, from un- 
just discrimination, that end is accomplished. No one ought to 
ask more. This bill, Mr. Speaker, makes ample provision against 
55 such abuse. 

ut it is insisted that there is a contract, a guaranty of im- 
munity from taxation, created by the law under which the notes 
were issued and that this immunity is a kind of vested right 
which inheres in the note and passes from one to another with 
the bill. There are two answers to this proposition, either of 
which is conclusive. 

First. The exemption does not depend upon the statutes, but 
upon the constitutional rights of the Government; and, 

Second. There is no contract of exemption either declared in 


the law nor implied from the circumstances. It is true that the 


law declares “ that they shall be exempt from taxation by or 
under any State or municipal authority,” but this was nota 
promise to the holder; it was an inhibition the local 
taxing powers. The authors of this law knew how to use lan- 
e that would create a contract. They do so in the very 
rst section, where they declare and any holdersof said United 
States notes,” etc., may convert them into United States coupon 
or registered bonds. 

Now, that iscontract language—the language of promise—but 
thislaw nowhere declares thatany holder of said United States 
notes shall be exempt from taxation thereon. No such language 
is used. There is simply a declaration that served as a notice 
that for the time being and under the circumstances the Govern- 
ment would not allow them to be taxed by any authority save her 


own. 

I call your attention now to the language of this law again. 
It reads that they shall be exempt from taxation by or under 
any State or municipal authority.” That is not a promise that 
2oy shall be entirely exempt from taxation. 

If it had been intended that they should be exempt from taxa- 
tion, the language would have been they shall be exempt from 
taxation.” Now, the expression “byor under State authority,” 
was technical, and what did it mean? It meant that the States 
should not tax upon their own authority; that the Government 
withheld that authority. There is no gin the of 
this bill which provides that the General Government not 
tax these notes nor that she will not authorize the States to do 


so. 

Now, to illustrate: The language of the statute to which Ire- 
fer is that these notes shall not be taxed by or under State 
authority. Now, if this bill passes they will not be taxed under 
State authority. They will be taxed under our authority. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Coran: 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do you claim that the Congress of 
the United States can confer upon a State the authority to levy 
a tax? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir; I have discussed that 

uestion somewhat. I call your attention to a decision of the 
me Court of the United States, in 3 Wallace, the case of 
Van Alen against the assessor. That was a case like this. 


1894. 
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The General Government had authorized the State governments 
to tax the shares of national-banking associations. They were 
held to be the agents of the General Government; but Congress 
thought it unwise to withdraw from taxation, so large an amount 
of property or money as would be invested in national-banking 
associations, and therefore the Governmentauthorized the States 
to tax the shares of national banks; and the Supreme Court of 
the United States, in the case to which I refer, decided the very 
question which the gentleman asks. 

Now, I will read from that decision. I will read from page 
585 of that decision: : 

possesses wer to confer upon a State author- 
say bor — —.— Which power F delegated to that body 
by the Constitution, and consequently that it can not confer upon a State 
the sovereign right of taxation; nor is a State competent to receive a grant 
of any such power from Congress. We agree to But as it respects a 
sw matter over which rr and the States may exercise a concur- 
rent power, but from the exercise of which by reason of its para- 
mount authority may exclude the States. there is no doubt Congress may 
withhold the exercise of that authority and leave the States free to act. 

co i it is held (in the National Bank vs. Commonwealth, 
9 Wallace) that the rule rang ape « instrumentalities of the 
Federal Government is limited by the 3 that State leg - 
islation which does not interfere with the usefulness of such in- 
struments is not within the rule of prohibition. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman permit me just a minute? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. I do not know whether I will vote for this bill or 
not, and here is the question that troubles me a little. I would 
like the gentleman to state his views upon it, if he will, without 
desiring to consume too much of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I will be glad to answer the gentle- 
man’s question. 

Mr. RAY. Now, when those Treasury notes were issued 
under the laws of the United States they were not taxable. That 
is true, is it not? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. By express provision of law. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. And by a correct interpretation of 
the Constitution, even in the absence of any express provision 
of law, in my judgment. s 

Mr. RAY. Now, they have gone into circulation and are in 
the hands of bona fide holders. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr.RAY. And I believe it has been held that they are not 
money. 

Mr.COOPER of Indiana. No; on the contrary, they have been 
uniformily held to be 3 
They are held to be money 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. They are declared to be money in 
the very law under which they were issued. Thisisthe langage 
of the act: And shall be lawful money.” The Supreme Court 
of the United States in the case of Bank vs. Supervisors, 7th 
Wallace, held them to be money. 

Mr. RAY. Very well; then they are money. Then you have 
what you say is money in the hands of the people. 


Mr. COOPER of In Yes, sir. 
Mr. RAY. Taken by the people. 
Mr. COOPER of In a. Yes, sir 


„sir. 

Mr. RAY. Under a law which declares that they shall not be 
subject to taxation. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Now, you propose, after these notes are in the 
hands of the people, and taken under the law, to turn around 
and not tax them by authority of the General Government ex- 
actly—that is the General Government does not impose a direct 
tax, but it does say that each State, if it sees fit, may impose a 
tax upon them. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Under limitations prescribed by 


us. 

Mr. RAY. Is not that a breach of good faith, a violation of 
the terms of the contract and of the conditions under which the 
mope took these notes? 

. COOPER of Indiana. No, sir. Iam glad the gentleman 
asked that question, although I was coming to it. Upon that 
point I call attention to Cooley on Taxation, which treats of the 
very question the gentleman has asked me. I read from page 52: 


There are cases in which State Legislatures have pledged the State ina 
sub; taxation 


levying any taxes whatever, or should levy them only to a certain extent. 


own action narrow the scope of the legislative power, but wi sam 
amplitude that it comes to one body Et Po the successor. “ 
Pledges, therefore, or stipulations by one ature regarding the fu - 
ture levy of taxes, tho hey may under some circumstance charge the 
consciences of the mem or their are not limitations on leg- 
ee wer, bat may be observed or d ed as it shall be thought 
publie necessity or policy may require. exception, however, is held 


to exist in case of an a ent by a State, entered into for a consideration, 
to refrain from exercising this power; that provision of the Federal Consti- 
tution which forbids the State passing laws which impair the obligation of 
contracts. applying as well to contracts by the State itself as to those be- 
tween individuals. 

Mr. Speaker, in discussing thisquestion, gentlemen whoclaim 
that this exemption is a vested right should not forget what it 
takes to constitute a vested right. 

There can be no vested right without a consideration. - The 
power of taxation is an attribute of sovereignty. It has been 
doubted by some of our ablest and wisest jurists whether a legis- 
lative body has the right, even for a consideration, to bargain 
away the taxing power. It certainly can not be done as a mere 
matter of favor. I read from the syllabus of the case of Wilming- 
ton Railroad Company against Alsbrook, page 137, 110 No 
Carolina Reports: . 


The tof anexemption from taxation without some consideration or 
equivalent therefor received by the State doss not constitute a contract, 
bus a privilege merely, which may be recalled at the pleasure of the Legis- 

ature. 


The charter of the Dartmouth College was held inviolable 
upon the ground that it was a contract. The language of the 
court (Chief Justice Marshall delivering the opinion) is: 

This is plainly a contract to which the donors, the trustees, and the crown 
(to whose rights and obligations New hire suceesds) were the orig- 
inal parties. It isa contract made ona valuable consideration. It isa con- 
tract on the faith of which real and personal estate has been conveyed to 
the corporation. (Dartmouth College vs. Woodward, 4 Wheaton, page 613.) 

And so, Mr. Speaker, it will be found in every case where a 
charter has been upheld and held not subject to subsequent al- 
teration or repeal by legislative enactment, that such charters 
were granted upon some valid and bin consideration. 

Now, I want to call attention to the difference between the 
contract as to the bonds and these legal-tender notes. The 
bonds were authorized and 5 taxatlon and it was 
provided that the Secretary of the asury should negotiate 
them. He was to go out and meet the citizen and make con- 
tracts for the sale of the bonds. The rate of interest was fixed, 
it is true, in the law, but the price the bonds would bring in the 
marae was to be a matter of contract between the citizen and 

e State. 

That was a vate contract. And, so far as the bonds are 
affected by that exemption and by the contract that was made, 
there is no question in my mind but that they are and will be 
exempt; and in fact, the contract is printed on the face of the 
bonds that they shall be exempt. Tha , I repeat, is a private 
contract. Now, the difference between that case and this is that 
this is not a private contract. There was no contract between 
the citizen who took the legal-tender note and the General Gov- 
ernment, except that the General Government to pay it, 
and to pay it, as I believe, in gold orsilvercoin, and that contract 
on the part of the Government will be performed whenever it 
does that. Now, I want to say further, thatif there is anything 
else that the citizen took by reason of the law or the contract 
beyond the right to get his money ingold or silver there was no 
consideration given for it. 

Mr. WARN And is it not also a fact that, in contra- 
distinction to the process by which the bonds are marketed, 
namely, negotiation, the greenbacks were issued under the 
sanction of the law, which, by making them legal tender and 
forcing them into circulation, left not even the possibility of a 
contract relation existing between the man who took them and 
the United States Government? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I subscribe to every word of that. 
You have anticipated what I was about to say. The taker of 
the greenback did not surrender any more value for it than if 
he had taken any other form of legal-tender money. He gave 
no consideration for any extra promise. He surrendered noth- 
ing that entitled him to claim an more than his money 
on demand. So that if he thinks he had any additional contract 
by reason of the prohibition of State taxation contained in the 
law, I say he gare nothing for it. He is mistaken, too, if he 
thinks that this was a private contract. It was nothing but a 
declaration of public policy on the part of the General Govern- 

t. 


men 

Mr. WARNER. Is it not also a fact that at the time that ex- 
emptſon went into force there was no redemption provided for 
the greenback? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. That is true. Those notes were 
not made payable on demand, for it was known that they could 
not then be paid. : i 

Mr. W. And that, therefore, to insist upon that ex- 
emption now, is to insist that when the Government is ready to 
perform the only promise that it did make in that direction, the 
citizen who refrains from aotig the performance of that con- 
tract shall still have the benefit of the exemption which was 


pan as long as the performance of the contract was not offered 
y the Government. i 
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Mr. RAY. The gentleman says that the Government when 
it issued these notes forced them into circulation, compelled 
the people to take them. Well, they did take them, and they 
took them under a law which said that the notes should not be 
subject to taxation. Now, I do not see how he can claim that 
the Government has not given its solemn promise that those 
notes shall not be taxed. £ 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. If the gentleman will hear me 
through I think he will have that point cleared up. I have 
tried to explain to the gentleman the diference between a pri- 
vate contract and a law declaring a pe policy. I do not ad- 
mit that the takers of the greenbacks took them with any pri- 
vate contract that they should be exemptfrom taxation. I hold 
that that provision in the law was merely an inhibition against 
taxation by the States, and that the citizen gave nothing for 
what he took in that respect, if he took anything. 

Mr. RAY. But did not the citizen take all the benefits which 
the law gave him? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana, He has enjoyed those benefits. 

Mr. RAY. And one of thoss benefits was that these notes 
would not be taxed by the States. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. He has enjoyed that benefit be- 
cause the Government said that it should be so, but we did not 
agree to continue that indefinitely. We are under no obliga- 
tion either legal or moral to do so. 

Mr. RAY. But is there not an Sa rea promise, if you putin 
circulation an obligation of that kind, that the conditions shall 
continue as long as the obligation is out? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I am coming to that point. 

Mr. QUIGG, If the gentleman will permit an interruption, 
I sup he perceives that my colleagus from New York [Mr. 
Ray] is raising a question not so much of law as of good faith. 
Cooley undoubtedly informs us that we have the power and the 
right to enact such legisletion as this, but the question is as to 
the good faith of it. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Well, as to that I will say that 
there can be no 1 1 upon the part of anybody that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has acted with perfect good faith 
with all its creditors. These greenbacks were taken by the peo- 
ple when they were worth only 30 or 40 cents on the dollar, and 
we have made them equal or superior to gold, and it seems only 
proper and just that these notes, which are money, which per- 

orm all the functions of money, shall be subject to taxation like 
other money and property. 

There is not even a suggestion of bad faith in it. But, address- 
ing myself to my friend from New Lork [Mr. Ray],I wish to call 
his attention to the difference between a private contract, such as 
is made between a citizen and the State when bonds are negoti- 
ated, and the declaration of public policy that was made by the 
Government with reference tothe greenbacks, I hold in my 
hand 13 Wallace’s Reports, in which the Supreme Court of the 
United States decides the case of the Salt Company against 
East Saginaw. No doubt many gentlemen here are familiar 
with that case. Jn brief it was this: The Legislature of the 
State of Michigan had provided a certain exemption from tax- 
ation with respect to all property invested in salt-making enter- 
prises—salt wells, and such other property as might be useful 
and necessary in conducting that business. Afterwards the Leg- 
islature repealed the laws providing suchexemption. Men had 
erected costly machinery and invested large sums of money in 
those enterprises; and they came into court and claimed immu- 
nity from taxation. 

The question was | Reser ss whether this was a private con- 
tract binding upon the Legislature under the inhibition of the 
Constitution providing that no State shall pass any law im - 
ing the obligations of contracts, or whether the act of the Leg- 
islature was simply a declaration of public poliey which could 
be made and unmade at the pleasure of the legislative power. 
This is an important case, and one whichI think has a bearing 
= this question. I therefore wish toread somewhat fully from 

t: 

Had the plaintiff in error been incorporated by a special charter, and had 
that charter contained the provision that all its lands and property used in 
the manufacture of salt shouid forever, or during the continuance of its 
charter, be ar from taxation, and had that charter been accepted and 
acted on, it would have constituted a contract. But the case before us is 
not of that kind. It declaresin ee and effect that all corporations and 
individuals who shall manufacture salt in Mic! from water obtained 
by boring in that State, shall be exempt from taxation as to all pro y 
used for that p „and after they shall have manufactured 5,000 bushels 
of salt, they shall receive a bounty of 10cents per bushel. That is the whole 
ot it. As the supreme court of Mich says, it is a bounty law, and noth- 


ing more; a law dictated by poe policy and the general good, like a law 
ering a bounty of 50 cents for the killing of every wolf or other destructive 


Such a law is not a contract except to bestow Leto er bounty upon 
those who earn it, so iong 
that it shall not be repealed at any time. As long as it remains a law every 
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at liberty at any time to abandon such 2 course. There is no obligation 
any person to comply with the conditions of the law. It isa matter purer? 
ord hag: Dy Ne oops TOTALA Coorg ome DEZE, yg Diasa 
tinue or not to continue the law. ` kegi e 

The law in question says to all: You shall have a bounty of 10 cents per 
bushel for all salt manufactured, and the property used shall be free from 
taxes. But it does not say how long this shail continue; nor do the parties 
who aas upon the business promise how long they will continue the manut- 
factire. It is an arrangement determinable at the will of either of the par- 
ties, as much so as the hiring of a laboring man by the day. 

If it be objected that such a view of the case exposes parties to hardshi 
and injustice, the answer is ready at hand, and is this: It will not be 
sumed that the Legislature of a sovereign State will do acts that ink et 
hardship and inqustice. 

Now, I think this case makes perfectly clear the difference be- 
tween charter or contract rights and rights growing out of a law 
merely declaring a public 7 8 5 & J. 

Thore is another case to which I wish to refer, although Iwill 
not take time to read the decision. The Legislature of the 
State of New York offered immunity from taxation to the 
amount of $1,000 worth of property to anyone who would joina 
certain militia company for the term of seven years, I 5 5 
Now, the Legislature, after having inveigled some of its citi- 
zens intothat militia company under such inducements, repealed 
the law. I have no doubt my amiable friend from New York [Mr. 
Ray], who sits in front of me, knows all about that decision. 

Mr. RAY. Let me say right here that the law was repealed 
because nobody went into that militia company under that act 
except the tax jumpers. The halt, the lame, and the blind, and 
others who were good for nothing as soldiers, went into that 
organization for the purpose of pe oe A taxation. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. And nobody will be affected by the. 
bill which T propose here to-day except taxdodgers. [Laughter.] 
Somebody evidently went into that militia company; because 
there arose this case in which a similar exemption is claimed 
to that which is claimed here for the greenbacks. But the su- 
preme court of the State of New York held that such exemption 
was simply a declaration of ae policy, not a contract between 
the citizen and the State. So I say that a law exempting green- 
backs from taxation is simply a general declaration of public 
policy, an inhibition upon the State, not a contract e be- 
tween the citizen and the Government which issues these notes. 
It seems to me that is clear. 

Mr. QUIGG. What have you to say as to the expediency of 
the measure? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am asked to 
address myself to the question of the expediency of this law. 
In the first place, I want to call the attention of the House pira 
ticularly to the importance of this question. There are $346,- 
000,000 of these greenbacks outstanding, and $152,000,000 of 
Treasury notes issued under the Sherman law, which are equally 
exempt, because they are Treasury notes and obligations of the 
United States. As to these so-called Sherman notes the injus- 
tice of this exemption is manifest at once when we consider the 
fact that they are represented in the Treasury by the np gee 
value which we received in exchange for them. So that we 
have withdrawn from taxation not only the one hundred and 
fifty-two millions deposited in the Treasury, but we have also 
the same amount withdrawn from taxation in the hands of the 
holders of the Government obligations, and which represent 
this amount. So that there can be no question of the injustice . 
of that exemption. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another branch of this question 
which I wish to address myself briefly, and pouen to 
the attention of any of the members from the State of Missis- 
sippi, if any of them honor me with their attention at this time. 
The supreme court of thatState has decided that national-bank 
notes were alike exempt from taxation under this law. They 
did not put it entirely upon the ground suggested by some who 
have mentioned the matter heretofore, but they based it on the 
ground that the statute expressly defines national-bank notes as 
obligations of the Government. And so it does, and I will call 
your attention to the language. 

Now, in the same act which provided for the issuance of 
United States notes, but in a subsequent section, there is a defi- 
nition of obligations of the Government of the United States in 
these words: : 

Src. 5413. The words ‘obligation or other security of the United States? 
shall be held to mean ali bonis. certificates of indebtedness, national-bank 
currency, coupons, United States notes, Treasury notes, fractional notes, 
certificates of deposit, bills, checks, or drafts for money, drawn by or upon 
authorized officers of the United States, stamps or other representatives of 
yalue, of whatever denomination, which have been or may bs issued under 
any act of Congress. 

Mr. COX. Is that the statute of the State of Mississippi? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr. COX. What is the gentleman reading from? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. The statutes of the United States. 

Now, the United States statute uses the language I have just 
read, national-bank notes.” The supreme court of Mississippi 
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accepted the definition given to the words by this section of the 
statute, and held national-bank notes exempt from taxation, and 
therefore in that State they have been exempted from taxation. 
Ido not think that that was a sound decision. 

If gentlemen will look into the matter they will find that the 
supreme courts of Indiana and North Carolina have repudiated 
that decision, they holding that the use of the lan e read by 
me was in that part of the statute defining and providing pun- 
ishment for crimes against the obligations or securities of the 
United States; and these words that I have quoted were used as 
defining such obligations and securities to which the penalties 
attached for forgery or fraud or other crime in connection with 
them; should apply. It had no reference whatever to the ques- 
tion of taxation. It is furthermore to be observed that the same 
sets of words are not used in each case, so that it is clear that 
no connection was intended between the two. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the State of e has decided that 
national-bank notes are exempt from taxation. So we have in 
Mississippi national-bank notes, Sherman notes, and greenbacks, 
allexempt from State tax. In order to meet this difficulty, at 
the suggestion of gentlemen from Mississippi, I putin the words 
‘circulating notes of the national banks, in order to remove 
the difficulty and bring all of these obligations within the pur- 
view of the law. It will make the remedy more complete and 
relieve the people of Mississippi of the difficulty under which 
they are laboring. As suggested by someone around me, it 
does not injure the bill by being there. 

Now, we have in one part of the country national-bank notes 
8 in all parts I believe the Sherman notes exempt, and 
also the original greenbacks. But I think there is still a graver 

uestion which has not been presented in connection with 
the matter. I am not at all sure that gold and silver cer- 
tificates are not exempt. They are obligations of the General 
Government just as much asthe greenbacks. They are certifi- 
cates of deposit; and a certificate of deposit is not a contract to 
repay any specific money, but a contract to pay a specific sum of 
money. It is therefore an obligation of the United States. There 
are, in round numbers, about $400,000,000 of these certificates. 

Mr. KEM. Does this bill include all currency? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Ves, sir; it is intended to clear up 
the whole matter and put all money or currency circulating as 
such on the same footing. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire toaddress myself to the expediency 
of the question. Here are $346,000,000 of greenbacks and $152,- 
Q00,000 of Treasury notes, about 8500, 000, 000, which all agree are 
exempt from taxation, They are held by the banks and capital- 
ists and are called out from deposits wherever they are accessi- 
ble. I made an effort to obtain a greenback here sometime ago, 
and found great difficulty in doing so. 

The fact of the matter is that they arehoarded. Their owners 
will not surrender them. They are kept for the purpose of 
avoiding taxation. They are held mainly by misers and private 
bankers in the States. The last report of the Comptroller of the 
Currency shows that the national banks held $114,000,000 of 
them as a part of their reserves. It is said these do not esca 
taxation, because national banks only pay on their capital stock. 
But I have been advised that even this money is made to dodut; 
for the stockholders and favorite customers on the day on whic 
taxes become a lien. They are not in circulation. You can 
scarcely get one of them. They have been retired under that 
general law which operates to retire every class of currency, 
when a special value is attached to it. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman allow me to say a word 
in relation to that? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, if the gentleman will be brief. 

Mr. BROSIUS. My friend misconceives the situation in ref- 
erence to the circulation of these notes, I think. A member of 
this House yesterday showed me his whole month’s salary, paid 
in greenbacks, and the Government is paying them out right 
along to members of the House and others. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana, They will disappear like water 
poured upon the desert of Sahara, and will find their lodging 
place in the chest of the miser and in the vaults of the banks, 
where the taxgatherer will not get them. Now,I say there 
are $500,000,000, on the face of the law, exempt from taxation. 
What does that cost us? Why, in most of the cities and towns 
of this country, including county and State taxation, the rate 
praon is at least 2ł per cent. These notes are mostly held 

n cities. 

We are therefore paying 2+ per cent on these notes by exempt- 
ing them from taxation. We can borrow money for that, and 
get gold by issuing a 23 per cent bond, and we would better do 
it than to continue a system which not only costs us 2+ per cent 
upon the amount of these notes, but also affords a protection 
and a cloak and an excuse for the exemption of millions and 
millions more, the full amount of which we can not know. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, one word with reference to the supposed 
effect on this currency itself. Some one has said, and I believe 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRosrus] contends, that 
all money ought to be exempt from taxation, and that it is so in 
Pennsylvania, Well, while lam not well advised as to the meth- 
ods of Pennsylvania, or how well they operate, I know that the 
constitutions of seven-tenths of the States of the Union treat 
money as personal property and require it to be listed for taxation. 
I know that isso in the State in which I liye. 1 knowit is true 
in the State of Ohio, because the constitution of that State ex- 
paged mentions money as one of the subjects of taxation, and 

know that in most other States there is an effort to compel 
taxation on hoarded cash. 

I wish to say for myself that I believe the man who has mone 
is in the best position of all others to pay taxes. He has real- 
ized. The man who has acrib of corn must yet make the market, 
and there are between him and his market, perhaps, muddy 
roads, bad weather, and the chances of the market; but the man 
who has delivered his goods, who has realized on what he has 
had to sell, he is in the best position of all, it seems to me, to 
pay taxes. 

But they say it will drive money out of circulation if you tax 
it. Why, Mr. Speaker, the fact is, if you withdraw from taxa- 
tion any one of these kinds of money, that will of itself operate 
as a reason why it shall be held. If a man's money is subject to 
taxation, he will investit. If it is exempt from taxation, he 


will not invest it unless he has the promise of larger return than 


he would otherwise get, because he knows it is no expense to 
him. If you tax it it will work. 

As my friend the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers] 
said yesterday,an idle horse in the Stable does not profit a man 
but ifyou will tax idle horses they will goto work, andif you will 
tax money the owner of it will be obliged to stir himself to get 
a return sufficient to pay the taxes on it, and it will make it pass 
current, and make its circulation more lively. 

The fact is, and I think it is within the observation of ever: 
man in the sound of my voice, that greenbacks have been re 
from circulation practically, becauss they are not subject to tax- 
ation, and wherever a man desires to hold any form of money 
he prefers to have it in the form of greenbacks, and when he 
gets greenbacks he holds them as long as he is not tempted by 
some seductive investment to bring his money out from its re- 
tirement. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is all I desire to say on this branch of 
the subject. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will my friend allow a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has seven min- 
utes. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Iwant to ask the gentleman a question before 
he takes his seat. Can the gentleman inform the House what 
amount of money at any time, in any one year, in any section, 
in any political division of his State, has been returned for tax- 
ation? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. These accounts are not kept separ- 
ately. I will tell the gentleman that in Indiana we have made 
a special effort, and that, too, against the pation! of members 
of his party to bring out the property that issubject to taxation, 
and that this bill is in line with that effort. 

The gentleman will find that by the strict enforcement of just 
local laws we have brought out for taxation purposes millions 
and millions of money that has heretofore been kept in hiding 
and escaped taxation. The ropors of the tax commissioners 
which I hold in my hand, and which I will state was made by a 
nonpartisan board, states that under the operation of our new 
law we have been able to bring out many millions of dollars 
that had escaped taxation. Here is what they say: 


Millions of dollars that formerly escaped taxation have been brought upon 
the tax duplicate, and an equalization in assessment of property has been 
reached which is generally conceded to be more equitable than an equaliza- 
tion heretofore known in the State. In our opinion all that is now needed 
85 an extension and more perfect application of the principles of the new 

Mr. BROSIUS. My friend certainly does not want to make 
the ampres that the people of Indiana arein the habit of 
concealing their property. P 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Our people are just as good as any. 
The gentleman will not entrap me into any reflection upon the 
people of Indiana. The habits of mankind with reference to 
money are the same all the world over. I want to say that Iam 
perfectly willing to risk a comparison between Indiana and Penn- 
sylvania. We want to tax everything. We want to make every- 
body pay his share for the support of the government, whereas 
in Pennsylvania the men who have the money are the men who 
escape taxation. h 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman let me know whether 
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the report of the auditor-general shows the amount of money 
reported for taxation? 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I have said these returns are not 
kept separately in our State, and I am unable to state how much 
is returned in cash for taxation; but I assure you thatif you 


will give us the power to strike down this shield of the tax 
dodger we will see to it that we get all the taxes we are entitled 


to. 

But, Mr. Speaker, my co [Mr. JOHNSON] and also the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosrus]haye insisted that 

‘the evils of which we complain can be corrected by the States 
themselves; that it has been decided that the transfer of prop- 
erty into these exempt forms for the purpose of defrauding the 
State revenues is unlawful, and if detected will not be success- 
ful. But the difficulty is in proving the fraudulent purpose, and 
in following up each case and arriving at the real facts, 

Besides it has also been held that a party may convert his 
money and property into United States notes, notwithstanding it 
be with intent to avoid taxation, the distinction being that it 
must not be a mere device, but a bona fide transaction. This 
was so held by the supreme court of Indiana in the case of 
Stilwell vs. Corwin (55 i page 433). Take, for instance, the 
case mentioned in one of the letters read by me,where a private 
banker had selected from the bills which passed through his 
bank 8105, 000 in Treasury notes. No one will doubt, I presume, 
that this was done for the purpose of exempting that much of 

-his property from taxation, and yet itcan not be denied that 
that transaction was perfectly legitimate as the law nowstands. 

This very case, however, serves to illustrate the injustice of 
existing conditions, and to my mind it serves as an unanswera- 
ble argument in favor of this bill. In the city in which I live 
this sum of $105, which is made exempt in the hands of a 
single banker, would cover the costof a hundred humble but 
comfortable homes. These are taxed to their full value, and in 
the hands of their owners nothing is exempt. Such an unjust 
discrimination and such an unequal distribution of burdens is 
not calculated to inspire in the d of the vie Y citizen that 
faith in the fairness and justice of his country which alone can 
make it the object of his affectionate regard. ? 

I will call attention now, Mr. Speaker, and I wish the: atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE] to the verbal 
differencesin the bill which the committee has reported and 
that which is pending as a substitute. It was thought by the 
gentleman from Virginia, and su I believe, on the floor 
ofthe House, that the original draft of the bill as introduced. 
by me would compel the States to tax these notes. We do not 
want to force this boon on Pennsylvania and other States whose 
policy it may be toexempt money from taxation, and I do not 
care to insist on the provision as I first introduced it, butdesire 
to provide that by permission of the General Government they 
may be subject to taxation in the States and Territories. 

he substitute offered by me will read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That all clrenlating notes of national banking associa- 
tions and all Uni States legal-tender notes, and all othernotes and certifi- 
cates of the United States payable on demand and circulating as currency, 
shall be subject to taxation under the laws of any State or Territory: Pro- 
vided, Thatany such on be exercised in the same manner and at 
tho same rate that any such State or Terri shall tax other property, 
money or currency circulating as money within its jurisdiction. 

Mr. MARSH. Does that cover the silver or the gold certifi- 
cates? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I think so. 

Mr. MARSH. Would it cover a gold certificate that was 
based upon a deposit of bullion? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I think so, Let us look at the 
language: That all certificates of the United States payable 
on demand and circulating as currency, and all Uni States 
legal-tender notes.“ Now, the Sherman notes are United States 
legal-tender notes, declared so by the act which created them. 

. MARSH. Yes; but the silver certificates and the gold 
certificates are what I am directing your attention to. 

Mx. COOPER of Indiana. They are included. “AN other 
notes and certificates of the United States payable on demand 
and circulating as currency,” is the language of the bil 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. HENDERSON of Illinois was recognized, and yielded fif- 
teen minutes to Mr. NORTHWAY. 

Mr. NORTHWAY Mr. Speaker, Ishall have no time during 


the fifteen minutes allotted to me to discuss many of the questions 
which have been considered by gentlemen who have preceded me 
not material. At the time the 


in this debate. I shall confine myself in what I say to one branch 
of the subject. I shall not discuss the question of whether we 
can constitutionally confer on the States power to tax green- 
backs or any other form of national credit I shall not discuss, 
either, the propriety of taxing silver certificates or national- 
bank currency, further than to say that until yesterday I did 
not know that there was a State in this Union which had held 
that national-bank currency was not taxable. 


“the Government should 


demption and the nontaxation of the 


In my State and in all the States around me national-bank 
notes are taxable as much as horses and cows; and I was sur- 
prised to hear y that the State of Mississip 
that they were not taxable. In what I have to say 
fine myself to the question of the taxation of 
shall not discuss the question whether the greenbacks would be 
taxable by the States or municipal corporations if there had 
been nothing said in the law about their not being taxed. I 
know that question was discussed by the able gentleman from 
Indiana yesterday, but I have no time to venture upon it now. 

I want to call attention of the House to one question only, 
and then to leave it. What were the conditions ob at 
the time the greenbacks were issued? I know it has been said 
by the gentleman who was last on the floor, as bearing on the 
question of the policy of the greenbacks, that even 
though the time had been when it was not politic to tax them, 
that time had passed away. I want to express strong dissent 
from that idea, and to say that if there ever was a time when 

that they were not taxable, and 
did say it, that. condition s d exist, in my opinion, so long 
as there is a greenback. 


I can not conceive that the pledge of its faith on the 8 
the Government is limited to days, or months, or years. t- 
ever pledge of faith was made by the Government relative to 
the greenback was not to the individual who took it, butinhered 
in the very paper itself and lasts as long as the pense shall last, 
I know it has been said here by gentlemen on both sides that 
Government bonds should notbetaxed. Why? Because it was 
a part of the contract they should not be taxed. I adhere to 
that idea as ly as any person can, that the Government 
bonds ought not to be taxed, but I affirm this proposition, that 
da Paidan ita trees ⁵⁵ĩ̃ the bana, the hea AARIA 
be first taxed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If my friend will permit an inter- 
ruption, while I have much sympathy with what. he says about 
keeping the contract, I will ask him whether he does not think 
that when the Government is willing to xy hems greenback in 
gold; when any holder of any greenback can have it paid in gold 
at any minute, whether he does not think, in view of that fact, 
that the pledge which the Government made, both for the re- 
greenback is fairly kept? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No. Let them call in the greenbackand 
pay the gold, and then you can tax the gold, if you please. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But the Government can not pay 
a greenback unless the holder presents it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It can call them in and redeem them. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Does not the gentleman know that 
the Treasurer of the United States has no power to do that? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, we can pass à law anthorizing it, 
and let us do that if it is thought desirable, instead of violating 
our fai i 

ag I to pursue the Dave. Iwas presenting. What 
was the condition of affairs at the time the greenback wasis- 
sued? The Government wasin debt. It was struggling with a 
gigantic rebellion. It had no gold or silver with which to pay 
the soldiers or to pay the creditors of the Government. Int 
emergency it simply forced a loan. Not as & contract with 
individuals, but as a strong, gigantic exercise of power, it com- 
pelled men to take the greenbacks. It struck off this money 
and forced it upon the citizens. They were compelled to take it. 

Now, I submit that when the strong arm of the law compels 
aman to take a po of ee er as money, the Government ought 
to stand firmly by its pledge of faith. If a government is not 
willing to do this it ought not to pledge its faith to any individ- 
ual. Four hundred and fifty million Uars of greenbacks were 

id to individuals under compulsion. It was a forced loan. 

e people were compelled to take these greenbacks in the dis- 


charge of indebtedness. 
Mr. KEM. The Government does not compel the people to 
take those greenbacks at this time? 5 
Mr. NORTHWAY. No, sir. I will come to that point in a 
moment. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is it not true that the provision of 
law prohibiting the States from taxing these notes is no part of 


the original act? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That matters not. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. In point of fact, this provision was 

some time later—after the war. 

Mr. NORTHWAY.. I will say that that is a point which is 
back was issued there were 
two or three qualities attached to it, as everybody understands. 
One was that the Government should issue no more than a lim- 
ited number of these greenbacks. Another was that at some 
time, when the Government should become powerful enough, it 
would redeem those nbacks in the standard money of the 
world, Another quality that was attacued to the 


was that no power on earth should taxit. When the green- 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


7175 


back was forced into a man's pocket it was forced there with 
these qualities attaching to it. 

Mr. MARSH. Will my friend let me tell him one other con- 
dition which was attached to the greenbacks; that is, that they 
were convertible into interest-bearing bonds? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MARSH. And that has been violated. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. By whom? 

Mr. MARSH. And Ihave not heard a word from the gentle- 
man t that violation. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. You can convert these greenbacks into 
any interest-bearing bond that you may select. 

Mr. POWERS. as not the gentleman in error in saying 
that this immunity of the greenback from taxation was a part 
of the law under which the greenback was issued? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I did not say so. LIunderstand that it was 
not a provision of the law at the time the greenback was issued. 

Mr. POWERS. The immunity was not provided by law until 
several years afterward. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Very well. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. There was an immunity arising 
under the Constitution, without reference to any statute: it was 
so declared twice by Chief Justice John Marshall. % 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Everybody understood, including my 
friend from Vermont, that these greenbacks were not taxable. 
And I want to say another thing. There is nota State of this 
Union in which an election was held between 1862 and 1870 in 
which the question of the taxation of the greenback and the 
national bond was not fought out. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]} took the position, and so did I, that they were 
not taxable. The able gentleman from Ohio [Gen. GROSVENOR] 
and I have fought ee ie the State of Ohio, where the 
platform of one er dec that all property, including 
greenbacks and Government bonds, should be subjéct to taxa- 
tion. To those campaigns we fought to maintain the faith of 
the Government. 

And my friend from Ohio, with his trip-hammer blows as a 
giant stumper, has carried the people that State with him 
many a time on that issue. The battle has been fought in the 
State of Indiana and the State of Illinois and in all our North- 
ern States. Assaultwas made upon the nback and the Gov- 
ernment bond alike in many a poli platform. It was de- 
clared that these obligtions of the Government were taxable and 
should be taxed. But we have stood like adamant against that 
position and claimed that the faith of the Government and all its 
powers were pledged for the exemption of these obligations from 
taxation, and that we would redeem the pledge or die in the 
attempt. That is what we said. 

When the greenback was issued there was coupled with it the 
idea that it was not taxable; and the reasons for that are as 
strong to-day as when the greenback was issued. 

: — HULICK. That provision was inserted in the statute 
tself. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It was a part of the statutes of our coun 
try that they were to be nontaxable. There can be no ques- 
tion of that; and I submit to-day that they ought not to be 
taxed, and that Congress should not be called upon to take such 
action asis here. 

Mr. Speaker, I say to you, pass this law if you will; and I tell 
you this to-day, that inside of three there willcome a time 
when the question will be presented here whether you will re- 
call or repeal thestatute providing that Government bonds shall 
be exempt from taxation, and making them available in the 
States for that purpose. You need not say that you do not favor 
it. It is a well-known fact that there are a great many people 
in different of the country who do favor such action. 

Why, in the State of Ohio I have known a party to succesd 
twice to office who declared in their publie platform that they 
should be taxed, as was stated by an able gentleman from my 
State on yesterday who made a speech on this floor. And it 
you break faith the people in reference to the greenback, 
and the condition on which it was issued, you may break faith 
as to the Government bond just as well. 

But gentlemen tell us in the course of this discussion that 

nbacks are hoarded. Why? Why, the argument shows, 
itshows anything, that the people are Se pantag on thegood 
faith of the ernment in reference to them. And yet you 
_ Would violate that faith, although the people are depending 

upon it. Is that the logie of the situation? Shall the nevis J 
ment go back on its pledges and on its honor because of the 
fact that the people are relying upon it? Iam not arguing on 
the question of policy, whether the greenbacks should have 
been made taxable in the first instance or not. That is not at 
issue here. They were put into existence by the Government 
with the distinct understanding that they should not be taxed. 
That pledge, that promise, is still in existence and should re- 


main unbroken. They have been put into existence, and the 
gentlemen, I presume, have made speeches on the subject of 
the Government’s faith and the Government’s eredit, and have 
perhaps written opinions in reference to it; and if they have 
not, then they have been upon the wrong side of the question in 
all these years. These obligations of the Government went out to 
the people with the promise and the pledge of the faith of the 
Government. That pledge has been in existence for thirty-two 
years and has never been violated. Why should it be violated 
now? 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

mis N OBTENAS: Well, only for a moment; my time is 
very brief. í 

Mr. WARNER. Does the gentleman claim that the Govern- 
ment has no right to redeem the greenbacks? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman certainly has not done 
me the honor to listen to my remarks. I have made no such 
—— I say that it is the duty of the Government to redeem 

em. 

Mr.WARNER. Then if redemption of the greenbacksis pro- 
vided for, and it is the duty of the Government toredeem them, 
does the gentleman insist that they shall still remain in exis- 
tence in order to prevent another form of money from taking 
their place, which will be liable to the State laws of taxation, 
or that the greenback itself shall be exempt from its due share 
of the burdens of taxation? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. WhatIclaim, Mr. Speaker, is that the 
pledge of the Government, made when the greenback was is- 
sued, and under which it was taken by the people as money, ex- 
ists to-day with as much force as it existed on day thoy were 
put into cireulation; Isay that the pledge remains, and by the 
strong power of the Government I would maintain it. 

Mr. WARNER. Is not the pledge on the face of the green- 
back that the Government would pay a dollar, and is not that 
pledge fulfilled when thedollar is putinto the Treasury to pay it? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, I can not yield to the gentleman 
for a speech in the few brief minutes that I have. 

Of course, the law provides now that as soon as they are re- 
deemed by the Government they shall be reissued again, but 
that can bs repealed, and they can be redeemed or retired at any 
time the Government sees proper. They can be redeemed in 
gold or silver. 

Let the Government redeem every pledge it made, and then 
let the tax be levied on what is used to accomplish that redemp- 
tion. But do not violate the obligations of the Government by 
attempting to imposes a tax u these notes. I repeat, they 
were issued under a pledge that they would not be taxed. Do 
not issue the promises of the Government to pay and force them 
on an unwilling community, and then, when the promises are 
outstanding, pass laws which will authorize the States to im- 
pose taxation upon the Pledge of the Government. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, to pass such a law is to strike a vital blow at the very 
credit of the United States. You can not sell your bonds at the 
present prevailing high rate were it not for the fact that the 

e understand that the Government will redeem its pledges 
and that it will stand by its promises in good faith. 

These greenbacks are valuable, you say, for orphans and 
widows and trust companies to hold. Why? Because the Gov- 
ernment has pl d its faith relative to them, and that faith 
is worth something in dollars and cents. And because it is, ya 
propose to take from them that quality or that value that has 
been given by virtue of the pledge of the Government. 

The SP ER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


sag gS 
. POWERS. Task unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed to continue. Se 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I understand the gentleman 
does not care for any more time. I yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL]. k 

Mr. McCALL Mr.S er, the few words I shall say on this 
bill are rather by way of explanation of my vote than for the pur- 
pose of inf g the votes of other members. It seems to me 
that there are two issues involved: one a question of compara- 
tively small magnitude, the other a matter of groat importance. 
Thesmaller question relates to the general policy of taxation— 
what property should be taxed, and what should be exempt. 
Upon that point I take the ground that instead of extending 
taxation on money it would be the part of wisdom to still further 
restrict it. We have been asked why national notes should not 
be taxed if a tax is placed on gold and silver money. 

Ishould say, do not tax gold and silver money. Oneof the recog- 
nized axioms of taxation, which I confess is 3 more hon- 
ored in the breach than in the observance, was 


away, or which might or would come to it. Any tax on gold or 
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silver money would have a tendency, first, to drive that money 
out of the country; and, second, to increase the rates of interest; 
in which case it would become peculiarly a tax upon the debtor 
class. England imposes a tax upon bankers’ bills, but not 
upon silver or gold money. Holland, so tong as she refrained 
from taxing coin or money capital, prospered marvelously, and 
she lost a large share of that prosperity when she adopted an 
opposite policy. j : 
oney, in and of itself, is not valuable, but a mere fluid which 
carries the exchanges of a nation. The value of a horse, or an 
ox, or any other personal chattel, or of a farm, generally springs 
out of the possession of it. The ssor gets the use and the 
benefit; but the value of money consists in keeping it in motion. 
The man who has money derives an income from it by letting it 
at interest to another, or by paying a debt with it, but the manual 
ssion of money does not generally contribute to his advan- 
tage. But this question as to what kind of property should be 
taxed is one that should ordinarily be left to the separate States 
to determine, subject, however, to the limitations which is im- 
posed upon them on account of the sovereignty of the National 
Government. And this leads me to the greater question at issue 
here—it leads me to consider the fatal objection to this bill. 

Should the States or the lesser local governments of this Union 
be permitted to tax the agencies and instrumentalities of the 
National Government? Should we permit them to tax the obli- 

ations of that Government, which are usually employed by it 

emergencies to raise money and to preserve its very exist- 
ence? The power to tax is the very highest incident of sover- 
eignty. The power to tax involves the power to destroy. If 
Congress can grant to the States the power to impose a limited 
tax on our national obligations, it can grant them the power of 
free and unrestricted taxation. If the authority were granted 
to the States to tax the bonds or the demand notes of the Na- 
tional Government, they would be given the power, practically, 
to destroy these obligations, and consequently the Government 
itself. 

I very much question whether Congress can constitutionally 
grant to the States the power involved in this bill, but I have 
no question whatever in regard to the absolute impropriety and 
lack of wisdom of such a grant. 

The proposition of this bill is hostile to the public credit. 
The Government, of course, will be able to borrow money more 
cheaply if its bonds are not subject to taxation. But you say 
the greenback is not a bond; it is simply a demand note. The 
ease is then stronger for the nontaxing of thedemand note. In 
the case of a bond, the Government borrows money by paying 
interest. In the case of a greenback, it borrows money without 
paying interest. The greenback was a forced loan made in a 
grave emérgency when the Government was in danger of de- 
struction in the time of war, and its value was increased by the 
pledge of the Government, written upon our statute books, that 
it should not be subject to taxation. 

I say that so far as the exemption from taxation is concerned, 
the greenback is surrounded with more sacred obligations than 
the bond, and if in any time of war or disaster that may in the 
future fall upon this country it should be necessary for it to make 
another emergency loan and to ask the money of the people 
without giving them any interest on their debt, it would be 
vastly to the advantage of the Government if it should reli- 
5 observed every obligation with reference to the 


n á 

If the greenback is to be made a permanent form of money, 
then let every dollar of them that have been issued under ex- 
isting law be first retired before you subject them to taxation. 
Through the instrumentality of the national banks their retire- 
ment could be easily and speedily effected, and they could be 
presented for redemption in gold. But, you say, the Govern- 
ment does not have the gold sufficient to pay them. Very well, 
it is therefore interested in having the greenback continue in 
circulation among the people. If the greenback has any ad- 
vantage over the gold into which it is convertible, the present 
is a very inauspicious time for taking away that advantage when 
we have in our Treasury less than 20 per cent of the amount of 
gold necessary to redeem them and applicable for that purpose. 

But it is argued that the greenback is used asa means for 
evading taxation. I have heard no way suggested in this de- 
bate in which it has thus been used that does not amount toa 
most transparent artifice capable of being dealt with by any 
State law. The same method of evading taxation can be pur- 
sued by the use of the bond, and I believe that bonds have been 
used more commonly for that purpose than greenbacks. 1 have 
heard of bonds being sold by banks to their customers on the 
28th of April, and bought back again on the 2d of May, after they 
had been made to figure in the returns-of property for the pur- 
poses of taxation on the Istof May.. The States can not tax the 
greenback, but they certainly can punish the fraud involved in 


the pretense of ownership of the same identical Treasury note 
at the same moment of time by a dozen different persons. 

_ When we consider the large amount of personal property sub- 
ject to taxation that is concealed and never taxed, and when 
we consider further the large amount on Beary pegs held by 
the banks, the amount of property practically added to the tax 
rolls by this bill, if every State in the Union should a law 
taxing the greenback, would be exceedingly small. Verylittle 
is to be gained, even from the view of that one in whose mind 
the cry of ‘‘ tax-dodger” will justify any absurdity in legislation. 

Little, I say, even from that view is to be gained. But how 
much is lost in order to effect thatlittlegain? Inthe first place, 
you surrender a point vital to the sovereignty of this nation 
when you subject its obligations to the taxgatherers of the 
States and municipalities. The fine sentiment for the national 
honor and the national faith, especially shown in the support of 
this 3 and which stands to the immortal honor 
of the Republican party, is apparently disregarded, and the 
flag which has so proudly floated at the mast-head in every 
storm of war is hauled down after the ship has reached the 
peaceful port. 

Believing, as I do, that this bill is a blow at the sovereignty 
of the nation, that it disregards our plighted faith that the 
greenback should not be taxed, and that it could confer in an 
event a very slight advantage upon the States, I shall reco 
my vote inst it. 

r. HENDERSON of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. HULICEK]. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, I would like, if it were possible, 
to come to a conclusion to vole for this measure. I were to 
consult my own wishes I would have all United States Treasury 
notes subject to taxation as all money or other property is taxed. 

In Ohio we have been very greatly embarrassed in our efforts 
to get a perfect system of taxation, one that will result in the 
equal taxation of all property. And if it were ible that tha 

46,000,000 greenbacks could all be withdrawn from circulation 
and another class of notes issued, payable in gold, or an issue of 
other paper money upon a statute enacted by Congress, I would 
cheerfully vote for a measure of that kind, and provide therein 
for the taxation of United States Treasury notes as other prop- 
erty by the several States. 

r. Speaker, these Treasury notes were issued at a time and 
under circumstances familiar to every member of this House, 
and it is only necessary to refer to them in considering this 
bill. It wasa matter of life and death with the Government. 
Our armies were in the field, the soldiers had to be paid, the 
credit of the Government was assailed, not only by the South, 
but by a powerful influence in the North, and, in order to give 
currency to the greenbacks, this provision of exemption from 
her ge was incorporated in the law under which they were 
issued. 

There were three acts of Congress under which these Treasury 
notes were issued. The first was the act of February 25, 1862. 
Fifty millions were issued under that act. The second was the 
act of July 11, 1862, and the third was the act of March 3, 1863. 
The last act expressly provides that the notes issued thereun- 
der shall be exempt from taxation. The propriety of this was 
well understood at the time of their issue, and it was part of the 
consideration that passed to the holder that they were thus ex- 
empted, and if it were not for that provision in the law I would 
vote for this bill. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Now, will the gentleman allow me 
to 3 biou here? Do not you recognize this, that 
whether there been one or three statutes of 1862, the statute 
of 1863 exempted specifically these Treasury notes which the two 
statutes of 1862 did not? Do not you know that they could have 
been exempted without the statute expressly providing for it? 

Mr. HULICK. Certainly. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. And therefore the statute has no 
power or influence in the matter? 

Mr. HULICK. Most 3 All obligations of the Gov- 
ernment are exempt from taxation, whether so expressed in the 
law of issue or not. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. For the very reason that the law ex- 
pressly prohibits the State from taxing national obligations with- 
out the authority of the National Government. 

Mr. HULICK. The law, as gentlemen will remember, pro- 
vides that all obligations of the Government, whether intended 
to circulate as currency or to be issued as only an obligation of 
the Government, are subject to taxation; but the act of 1862 de- 
clares that all United States bonds and other securities of the 
United States held by individuals, associations, or corporations 
within the United States shall be exempt from taxation by or 
under State authority. Now, the act of March, 1863—— 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Right there, as to the act of March, 
1862, that was merely retnacted. 
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Mr. HULICK. The amount issued under the several acts was 
about 8346, 000, 000, in round numbers. > - 
Mr. HALL of Missouri: There were $470,000,000 issued. 
- Mr. HULICK. Possibly it may be that amount was issued. 
Mr. HALL of Missouri. The others were retired. 
Mr. HULICK. Now, I understand that some gentlemen on 
this floor have denied that the law of 1863 expressly exempted 
United States Treasury notes from taxation. It amends the law 
of 1862 by striking out or other securities” and substitutes 
therefor the words Treasury notes issued under the provisions 
of this act.” 
It is like a law of any municipality, any county or State bonds. 
The law of issue is a part of thecontract, as much so as if it were 
written upon the face of the note. Itis not necessary that it 
should be written on the face of the greenback itself. Every 
man who takes a greenback or a Government bond, or anything 
of that kind, goes to the law to learn what the contract is. 
Under this act there were issued $346,381,016 of United States 
Treasury notes, greenbacks if you please. On the Ist day of 
July last, in the Treasury of the United States $77,908,645, and 
the amount in circulation on the Ist day of July, 1894, was $268,- 
772,371. That amount is in the hands of the people of all classes, 
in circulation which it is now proposed by this bill to authorize 
the several States and Territories to place on the tax duplicate. 
Can this be done in the face of the inhibition that exempts them 
from taxation? I think not without violating an express con- 
tract with the holders of these notes. 
The Government must be honest with its people with whom 
it makes contracts and enters into obligations. 
Now,the amount in circulation to-day that is to be affected by 
this bill, if it becomes a law, is over $268,000,000. Why was 
this bill introduced here? I want to know whether there has 
been a petition from any man, woman, or child in the United 
States for the repeal of this exemption? 
Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I do not know whether the gentle- 
man would consider that a petition or not, but I stated that the 
State tax board of Indiana had memorialized Congress in favor 
of the passage of this bill, and also that the Democratic State 
convention had demanded that the Representatives and Senators 
from Indiana should support such a measure. 
Mr. HULICK. Oh, yes. I remember, too, that in a good 
many State Democratic conventions protests were made against 
these greenbacks when they were first issued. It was said that 
they were unconstitutional; that they could not be legally issued; 
that even with these exemptions they were worthless. I h 
the declarations made about that time, that a hatful of them 
would not buy a soldier's breakfast, and I have since heard dec- 
larations of Democratic conventions that these greenbacks ought 
to be taxed. 
But those, I spprehend, are voices that we are not bound to 
listen to here to-day, coming as it does from that party that op- 
d the issue of the greenback in the first place. There has not 
en a petition sent to any Representative in this Congressask- 
ing for the repeal of this exemption law. Butaboveand beyond 
all that, we have in this matter a moral as well as a legal obliga- 
tion. These obligations we can not disregard. The legal obli- 
gation is that these notes are exempt from taxation by law. 
I care not who is holding them to-day, whether they are held 
by the gentleman from Indiana or by some trust company, or by 
some bank, that makes no difference; the contract has been made 
and a vested right has been created in the holders of these notes. 
Am I right about this? There is not a lawyer upon this floor 
who will question the proposition that whenever a right be- 
comes vested the power that vests it can not interfere with it 
without the consent of the other party thatisholding it. Every 
text-book in the eountry is clear upon this point. There is no 
dissenting opinion of any United States or State court from the 
proposition that a vested right can not be taken away from the 
party in whom it is vested without his consent. 
Now, there is a vested right in the holders of these three 
hundred and forty-six millions of United States Treasury notes, 
just as much as a vested right is created by the deed to the gen- 
tleman’s farm or to mine. What does the Supreme Court say 
upon this subject? I will read from the decision in the case of 
the State Bank of Ohio against Knoop, a case in my own State. 
That was a suit prong! t by the treasurer of the county for the 
taxation of a State bank, a corporation which has been given a 
charter providing that it should pay 4 per cent upon its profits. 
Afterwards the State attempted by a subsequent law to subject 
it to the same taxation as other propery in the State of Ohio. 
The case was taken up to the Supreme Court of the United 
Statesand Mr. Justice McLean, who delivered the opinion, said: 


The corractness of this principle so far asrespects general Legislation can 
never be controverted, but it an act be done under a law, a succeeding 


leg- 
aslature can not undo it. = 


That laye down the principle thatis presented here. Wecan 


not undo here that which was done by Fee in 1863. We 
can not undo that law by any act of ours to-day, and I give Fs 
my opinion for what it is worth thatif this bill should pass Con- 


gress, the President of the United States, with his views of the 
law, would be compelled to veto it, or that if it should ever be- 
come a law, it wiil go to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and that court will hold, as it held in the opinion of Justice Mo- 
Lean, delivered many years ago. He says further in that case: 

When, then, a law is in its nature a contract— 

And thisisa point te which I wish to call the special attention 
of the House— 

When, then, a law is in its nature a contract, the repeal of the law can 
notdivest it of those rights, and the act of annulling them, if legitimate, is 
rendered so by a power applicable to thecase of every individual in the com- 
munity.—1¢ Howard S. O. Reports, page 369. 

Now, the Government is a party to that contract, and every 
man who holds a greenback can, if he wishes, go and draw the 
gold upon it, because that is a part of the contract, or he can 
hold it as long as the Government gives him the right to hold 
it unredeemed and uncalled for, and he can hold it free from the 
power of taxation by the State. 

In Fletcher vs. Peck, 6 Cranch, 135, Chief Justice Marshall 
says: 

The principis asserted is, that one Legislature is competent to re; 
act which a former Legislature was competent to pass, and that one 
ture can not abridge the powers of a succeeding Legislature. 

The correctness of this principle— 

He says— 
so far as respects general legislation, can never be controverted. But if 
an act be done under a law, a suce lature cannotundoit. When, 
then, a law is in its nature a contract, arepeal of the lawcan not divest those 
rights; and the act of annulling them, 
power applicable to the case of every individual in the community. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, an act has been done by the Government 
in this instance. It issued the United States Treasury notes, and 
promised their exemption from State taxation; the ple in all 
conditions and circumstances of life have accepted them, and 
Congress can not now divest them of their vested rights. 

In the case of the State of Ohio vs. The Commercial Bank of 
Cincinnati (10 Ohio Reports, 535), the supreme court of Ohio 
say, upon the general principle involved: 

A contract between the State and individuals is as obligatory as any other 
contract. Until a State is lost to all sense of justice and 1 she will 
scrupulously abide by her contracts; more scrupulously than she will exact 
their fulfillment by the opposite contracting party.’ 

Mr. Justice McLean, in commenting upon this, says: 

This opinion commends itself to the Judgment, both on account of its 
sound constitutional views and its elevated morality. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my time has about expired, and I must 
close. But let us pause before we attempt to pass this bill. If 
a bill were introduced here to-day to call in all the Treasury 


eal an 
isle 


legitimate, is rendered so by a 


notes and issue others in their stead—if that could be done, I. ` 


would say emphatically let them be subject to taxation, as other 
money in the hands of the people. 

Let the seventy-seven millions now in the banks be canceled 
and supply their place with gold, silver, or national currency of 
some kind; but let us above all things keep faith with the cred- 
itors of the nation, and thereby maintain the credit of our coun- 
try and the respect of mankind. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. GRow] five minutes or ten minutes if he needs 
that much time. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be two questions 
involved in this discussion. One, that of good faith on the part 
of the Government, has been ably presented by the gentleman 
from Ohio|Mr. NORTHWAY]. The laws passed in-1862 and 1863 
under which the obligations of the Government were issued— 
the five twenties and the first greenbacks—provided what the 
Government pledged its faith to. Anditseems tome some gen- 
tlemen whose remarks I have heard to-day are under a grave 
misapprehension when they assume that there can be no viola- 
tion of good faith if everything written on the face of the instru- 
ment is complied with. 5 

The first groanbacks, the first 5-20 bonds, were issued under 
a law providing that duties on fore imports should be col- 
lected in coin and that the coin so collected should be set apart 
as a special fund to be used, first to pay the interest on the 
public debt, and second to pay annually not less than 1 per cent 
of the principal until it should be paid. It was not written 
upon the 5-20 bonds that they should be paid in coin, but the 
repudiators who started the idea in Ohio that the Government 

ght pay them in greenbacks and yet maintain the faith of the 
Government, were just as false to its honor as the men who are 
ready to repudiate the obligation which the Government as- 
sumed in the issue of these greenback promises. 
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The law under which the greenback was issued ided that 
they should not be taxed. t that makes no d ce in re- 
ality. There is no question with any member of this House, I 
take it, that without any law no municipal or other local au- 
thority could tax the greenbacks or bonds or any other agency 
or instrumentality of the Government unless Congress conceded 
that power. : 

The courts have decided that question fully. Itis a question 
of wise legislation, assuming thatit is sible that we cansur- 
render this power. In the first , the power was granted to 
the Government of the Union by the States in its formation, 
and it belongs unqualifiedly and absolutely to that Government. 
And is it wise for its servants to surrender any of its powers? I 
do not care how limited the power may be. It becomes a ques- 
tion of wise legislation as to the surrender of any part of the 
powers granted to the Government of the Union for its safety 
and its perpetuity. 

Sup the law which we now propose to put on the statute 
book been in force in 1861. How many of the States would 
haye taxed these agencies of the Government out of existence, 
crippled the arm of its power, so that rebellion would have gone 
forth triumphant? Suppose you put this law on the statute 
book to-day, surrender power, assuming that you have the 
right to do so, which I question, for the powers which are 

nted by the States are beyond our reach in the way of modi- 
fication or surrender. If you should undertake to surrender to 
the States what has been granted to the Union, the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in my judgment, could not sustain 
any such acts any more than they could sustain us if we should 
undertake to infringe one of the rights clearly reserved to the 
States. 

There are sources of taxation which the States are not pro- 
hibited from resorting to; and the Government of the Union, I 
hold, acts in bad faith when it enters into the province of such 
taxation, Without discussing other questions I will illustrate 
my idea by an income tax. can impose duties on for- 
eign imports and the State can not. The power is prohibited to 
the one and authorized in the other. Let the Government of 
the Unionadhere to its exclusive field of taxation and leave open 
the field that has been left to the States without, however, sur- 
rendering to the States any new power of taxation. 

Is it wise legislation, even if we had the power, to surrender 
any attribute of taxation to any local community? If we once 
put such a provision on the statute book who can say what emer- 
gency may arise in which it will give us trouble? Can there 
not be—L trust I am sup; an impossible ease—but may 
there not be within your lifetime an poo hay in which the 
Legislature of a State and its executive may be in hostile array 
against the Government of the Union? 

In such a ease were the power conceded like that in this 
statute allowing them to tax the agencies of the Government, 
could they not tax them out of existence, and thus eripple its 
strong arm by impairing its credit, which is next in importance 
to the arm ot the soldier. Is a servant of the Government of the 
Union discharging his duty faithfully to the Government he 
represents, when he surrenders any of the powers, I care not 
how small, that have been confe upon the General Govern- 
ment by the consent and approval of the States? for no one can 
foresee what emergency the future may pr ent or what condi- 
tions may confront him even in a few years of his life. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Let me ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion before he takes his seat. He has ample time to answer. 

Mr. GROW. 3 3 b 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Does not the gentleman know that 
there is in this bill—in reference to his suggestion of a State 
taxing greenbacks out of existence or Treasury notes—does not 
he know that in section 1 it is provided: . 


That any such taxation shall be exercised in the same manner and at the 
Sa ROSAS HE SAT SAED i PRL EE WISE NER nao Set YO OPS 
jurisdiction? 


Mr. GROW. It is the beginning of a bad precedent. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. But the fact remains that there is 
no power under the bill to impose any tax upon the greenbacks 
that is not imposed upon any other form of money. 

Mr.GROW. To-morrow Spon phos may take that condition 
off and leave the State unlimited power of control. 

My point is, Mr. Speaker, that we have no right to surrender 
an iota of the power of the Government to the States in taxation; 
for the taxing power is the vital principle of national existence, 
whether in the State or the nation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. er to the gentleman 
in this connection that a tax that gold or silver bear with 
perfect impunity would be sufficient to drive the greenback out 


`- of existence. 


Mr. GROW. That is true; bat my issue is not on the question 


of expediency, but on the broad principle that the surrender of 
the power of taxation belonging to the Government can not be 
made in justice to the Government itself by its servants. 
7 the hammer pl : 
r. HENDERSON of Illinois. Inow yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. , 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to 
differ with my distinguished colleague from Ohio [Mr. NORTH- 
WAY], but I am not willing to abide a the suggestion he has 
made that the Republican party in Ohio, or that he himself, or 
that I, in my humble capacity as. a member of that party, ever 
took any position which is inconsistent with my vote in favor of 
the peace of this bill. In a number of campaigns in the State 
the Democratic party in Ohio placed in their platform a resolu- 
tion in favor of the taxation of Government bonds and of green- 
backs. The answer to that was always made—andI made it my- 
self, and I have heard the gentleman make it eloquently and pow- 
erfully—I do not refer to myself in that connection [laughter]. 
The whole answer to it was, first, that the Government bond 
could not be taxed, and that an attempt to do so was an invasion 
of the sovereignty of the General Government; and, second. that 
so long as this law stood on the statute books the greenbacks 
could not be taxed. But I never heard any Republican in Ohio 
argue in favor of maintaining this law on the statute books of 
the United States. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will my colleague permit me just there? 

Hi GROSVENOR. Well, I did not interrupt So Paaie 
and I got these few minutes. time simply because I did not wish 
to interrupt my friend’s He 

Our answer was a straightforward answer, that here stands 
the law of Congress under which the greenback was issued, and 
while it stands, what force is there in the Democratic demand 
that the k shall be taxed? That was the answer, and 
beyond that would have been simply the assumption of a respon- 
sibility not cast on the Republican party either in Ohio or any- 
where else, and which it never did assume. 

Mr. NORTHWAY.. If the gentleman will now permit me to 
pest him a question, I will endeavor to seeure an extension ot his 

me. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I will answer the question with pleas- 
ure, with or without an extension of my time. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Do you wish to be understood as saying 
that we, as Republicans, simply that so long as this law 
remained on the statute book the States could not tax green- 
backs, but that we were willing to it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not say that. I said the answer, 
that which was a sufficient answer, was that the law of Congress 
under which the greenbacks were issued provided that they 
should not be taxed, and that there was no force in the demand 
to impose a tax them while that law stood. 

Mr. NORTHWAY.. Was it not so long as the greenback was 
in existence that the pledge of the Government went with it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I never heard of that. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Did not you hear me urge that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). I want to reply to that sug- 
gestion. 

The argument of my colleague is that we are about to cg aye 
ate some of the value of the ASTE] that the greenback 
has a value higher than gold inherent in it, greater than the na- 
tional bank . 5 7 775 and more valuable than the silver 
certificate, more va e than the gold certificate, more valu- 
able than the silver dollar or than any other dollar of the cur- 
rency of this country. Therefore, he says he is opposed to the 

of this bill, use it is, in effect, the repudiation of a 
pledge of the Government that the greenback, in addition to 
the supplemental and increased and enhanced value of the green- 
back as compared with all the other currency of the country, is 
also to re for all time free from taxation. Is that the posi- 
tion? Is that the position of the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is one of the positions. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, has it not been, and is it not now 
the glory of the Republican party that it has proclaimed in all 
of its platforms, in all of its public utteran on the stump, in 
the press, and everywhere, that it had created all the currency 
of this country by its wisdom and by its fidelity, and that there 
was no dollar of this circulation that was better or purer or 
more valuable than any other dollar? Has not that been our 
claim? [Applause,] 

Have we not always said the bondholder shall never have a 
better dollar tham the ; that the laborer shall have as 
good a dollar as the bondholder? That has been our cry every- 
where. Why was it? It was because ev dollar of our cir- 
culation, created by the legislation of the Republican party— 

y in op to denunciation and the votes of the 
mocratic party—had been so created, so guarded, so envi- 
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Toned, that no man could get into his pocket a dollar of money 
that was better than any other man’s dollar of money in this 
country. 

Mr. WORTHWAY, When the gentleman was making that 
kind of an ar, ent, did he undertake to say to the people that 
the greenback, because of its nontaxability, was better than the 
gold dollar? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I never did, and it never was. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Was it not true of the greenback thatit 
was better? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It never was any better than the other. 
It is simply a dollar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Ar. GROSVENOR. Now, let me have one minute more 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I am yorg sorry, but I have 
given away pretty much all the time that I had. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Has the time of the gentleman ex- 

Hired? 

> The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I yield to him five minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR.. Now, [wish to address myself to another 

roposition. The gentleman says that he would be in favor, or 
Ee suggests the propriety of the Government in some way put- 
ting an end to the greenback dollar, and that it be called in. 
Will the gentleman, who is a lawyer as well as an experienced 
banker, tell me how the Government can call in my five-dollar 

nback? By what process can the Governmentissue a green- 
ack as money, clothe it with all the attributes of money, make 
ita legal tender, and launch it upon the financial sea of this 
country side by side with the gold dollar, of equal paying power, 
equal in every respect with gold and silver and silver certifi- 
cates and national-bank currency, and then undertake to say 
that I shall surrender it to the Government? Wherecomesthe 
power of the Governmentover the greenback dollar greater than 
and different from its power over a gold dollar? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Has it not the right to pay its debt? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It has not the right to pay its debt, if 
that is a debt, because it By its own act transforms: its debt 
character into a money character. What would the gentleman 
have? Let me see where his argument would lead to. First, 
this is a special benefit conferred by the Government upon the 

reenback. Iam the owner of the greenback, It has upon its 

no limitations: There is nothing in the law of its creation 
that says that the time shall ever come when it shall cease to be 
currency in this country. Therefore, says the gentleman, it is 
of increased value. Suddenly comes the Government and passes 
another law, and says it shall cease to be currency after a cer- 
tain date, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow me a question right 
there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If I understand the gentleman, then, the 
greenbacks have got to circulate forever and forever, and our 
friends who want to call in the greenbacks and issue something 
else in place of them can not do it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has a happy faculty of 
injecting his 3 into the middle of a sentence of my 

h. I want the gentleman, when he assumes the position 
of the gentleman from Ohio, to get time and tell us what sort 
of a law would call the greenback out of my pocket without my 
consent. It is said that it has been put in my hands with a pe- 
culiar value. The termination of its existence would put an 
end to that value. Is the Government going to change the 
value of my money by a legislative enactment? 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me'a question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will suggest to the gentleman that if the 
law passes here to-day, which the gentleman is arguing infavor 
of, the Government will change the value of the greenback, while 
itis in the gentleman’s pocket, by that enactment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Nota particle, not the slightest in the 
world. Before the law passes, the greenback dollar is worth $1 
and no more. When the law is passed, my greenback is worth 
$l and no less. Money is worth what it goes for in the market 
and what the Government redeems it at. 

It is not a question of interest-bearing notes. It is a square 
gara of a piece of money in my pocket, and it would be repu- 

lation and bad faith of the vilestc ter for the Government 
to call in my money and cut off the value of it by a species of 

Daanin which would be a little short of repudiation, 

. HULICK. Is not the right of exemption from taxation 
of the greenback a vested rightin the holder of thatgreenback? 

Mr: GROSVENOR. There is no such thing asa vested right 
of immunity from taxation in the world, and the gentleman can 


not find any such law. It may be that under a contract, while 


the contract lasts, there may an exemption, but there must 
oe 5 for it. There is no consideration for an act 
ike this. 

Mr. HULICK. Was there not a consideration to the holder 
who took the greenback and rendered his service to the Govern- 
ment in return for it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, yes; and the Government 
got the full consideration when it issued the note. 

Tae 5 pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
exp > 


[Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See Appendix.] 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will my colleague [Mr. HENDER- 
SON] be kind enough to pat me five minutes? 

8 . of Illinois. Certainly, if Ihave that much 
me left. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the promise which 
the Government issued in the form of the greenback or Treas- 
ury note is in these words: The United States will pay to 
bearer 81.“ That promise was made under a law which it 
a legal tender and provided that it should not be subject to tax- 
ation. I believed in the greenback when it was issued. I be- 
lieved in that legislation with all its pledges, That note con- 
1 to circulate up to 1879 without provision for its redemp- 

ion. 

Now, this is not a new question. Prior to 1879, people were 
found throughout the length and breadth of the country who 
demanded the taxation of the greenback by the States; and in 
the very white heat of the war one great point made against it 
was that it was nontaxable, and the demand was made that it 
should be taxed. I never had any sympathy with that demand. 
But in the fullness of time, after this greenback had served its 
parpore as a forced loan, the Government said, We will re- 

eem that greenback; we will redeem it in gold.” And the 
Government has been from the 1st of January, 1879, down to the 
poe time, and is now ready toredeem the same on presenta- 
tion. 

Now, it does seem to me that when the Government is ready 
to give a gold dollar for the greenback dollar to any holder of it, 
the holder of the greenback can not complain that he is not fairly 
dealt with, because we now give the assent of the United States 
to the States to tax it as other moneys are taxed. If the holder 
is not satisfied with the greenback because we now make it tax- 
able, all he has to do is to present it at the Treasury and get his 
gold dollar for it. In other words, the United States keepsfaith 
with the holder of the greenback when it gives him the gold on 
demand, and unless he chooses to keep it in preference to the 
gold he will never be taxed on it. The only question is whether, 
in justice to the United States, we can permit the State hereafter 
to tax the K sparran In my judgment, yes: 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. In my judgment, no. 

Mr. CANNON of Ilinois. There is no breach of good-faith, 
I take it, in taxing them. So that in my judgment, as I said be- 
fore, I thinkit is permissible to allow the States to impose this 
tax. y 

But let us look at the other side of the question for a moment. 
The States, the people of the States, form the National Govern- 
ment. Of the three hundred and forty-six millions of Gece 
backs two hundred millions or over are in the vaults of the na- 
tional banks and are counted as a part of their reserves. 
Therefore, if the State did tax them it could not reach the 
two hundred millions directly, because the stock of the banks 
represent the two hundred millions of greenbacks and other 
assets and is already taxed. The other one hundred and forty- 
six millions it is possible could be reached just as gold and silver 
is reached, if men are honest and will make faithful and honest 
returns of their assets. Now, will the United States Govern- 
ment lose anything by this proposition? Will the States gain 
anything? 

Me G ROSVENOR. And will the Government credit be im- 

aired? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would say the States would gain; 
and, on the other hand, I would say the United States loses noth- 
ing, because it is ready to give the gold for the greenbacks, 
and in my judgment itscredit would not be impaired. If it be- 
comes nece: to issue other bonds or backs in future 
emergencies I would be in favor of exemp them from taxa- 
tion until maturity. But the moment the United States = 
ready to redeem its obligations and they mature and the holder 
Pere to keep the same to having them redeemed in gold, then 

think the United States should not further protect the holder 
from State taxation; in other words, no interest of the United 
States is served in so doing: 
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Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Will my friend permit me 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, SWANSON). e time of the 
gentleman has exp s 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will yield to me 
more t 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I yield two minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now I shall be very glad to yield 
for a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I will take the floor in my 
own right after the gentleman concludes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, the complaint is made that 

eople who desire to cheat the State revenues, keeping the let- 

of the law but not the substance of it, trade their credits at 
a given period for greenbacks, and so escape assessment of their 
credits for taxation on the day fixed by law for that purpose; and 
then buy back their credits and hold them by this juggling free 
from taxation. I am inclined to think that is true in many of 
the States. ButIsay that by vigilant legislation in the States 
it might be prevented, though in point of fact in many of the 
States itis not. So that not only are $346,000,000 of greenbacks 
exempt from State taxation, but it is alleged that this exemp- 
tion is the vehicle by which several hundred millions of credits 
besides are exempt. I am inclined to think that is true to a 
considerable extent. 

Therefore, on the best consideration Iam able to give this bill, 
I will vote for it. 


[Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What disposition does the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. DERSON] make of his remaining 
time? The gentleman has twelve minutes re 2 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I reserve my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HALL] has twenty-five minutes remaining. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE]. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I have listened very attentively to 
the arguments that have been advanced on both sides of the 

nding question; and I frankly confess that the most astonish- 
ine 2 to my mind connected with the whole matter is that 
gentleman should oppose the passage of this bill. 

e proposition is to repeal a Federal statute which prohibits 
the respective States from taxing for State, county, and munic- 
ipal purposes that form of money now in circulation known as 
greenbacks and Treasury notes, amounting in the aggregate to 
something like 500,000,000. 

Now, let us see what the reasons are that are given by these 

entlemen who oppose it. Some of them say we would act- 

in bad faith to the Government if we at this late day should 
rmita tax upon these $346,000,000 of greenbacks na ee 
ow, the next question is, How would we be acting in faith to 
the Government? Does the Government own thismoney? Not 
a dollar of it. It does not belong to the Government. It be- 
longs to the people among whom it circulates. It is a t of 
their assets. Itis their capital in business, and the Govern- 
ment is not interested in it further than its general interest in 
the prosperity of its citizens. Well, but you say, it would be 
acting in bad faith to the man that owns the dollar. 

Now, let me ask you how it would be acting in bad faith to 
him? Oh, you say, this money was exempt from taxation when 
it went into the hands of the citizen and now you propose to tax 
it. Thatistrue. But the Government says to him, if you are 
not satisfied with the situation asitis, if you are not satisfied 
with your greenback dollar you can walk upio the Treasurer’s 
office and get your gold dollar for it, hence he can not be hurt. 
How, then, is there any bad faith growing out of that? Take the 
proposition and analyze it. Reduce it down to its last analysis, 
and then answer the question, how is there any bad faith or an 
element of bad faith that enters into the proposition? 

Now, [have sat here and listened to these speeches, and I have 
tried to be impartial about this matter. I have tried toanalyze 
the question and to see if I could arrive at any reasonable con- 
clusion why the passage of this bill should be op 

Why, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROSIUS] last 
evening said that money was idle capital and ought not to be 
taxed. He thought there was some reason in that; that the 
money that a man had in his pocket that was not engaged in the 
trade of the country was idle capital, and for that reason ought 
not to be taxed. z 

Does that answer? Is that any reason to a thoughtful man? 
Why, there are thousands and millions of property scattered 
over this broad land of ours that yield noincome to the owners 
and yet they are rejuired to pay taxes upon that property. if 


the reason advanced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that 
because these greenbacks are idle capital and ought not to be 
taxed, is a g reason, then why not exempt alt money from 
taxation, and besides this, the same reason would apply to mil- 
rops of other property in this country that might be enumer- 
ated. 

But, Mr. Speaker, when 1 began:my purpose was to call the 
attention of this House to conditions as they exist to-day in Mis- 
elosippi, growing out of the statutes which this bill proposes to 
repeal, and if in no other part of this country a reason could be 
found why such a law as this ought not to be retained upon the 
statute books, it can be found in Mississippi. And I want to 
call your attention to these conditions as they exist there with 
reference to these statutes. And I refer to Mississippi es- 
pecially because I am more familiar with her affairs. 

Much has been said about our supreme court with reference 
to this matter. The case that went to the supreme court of 
the State of Mississippi was this: 

J. & T. Green, bankers in the city of Jackson, declined to 
furnish an assessment to the tax assessor as the laws of Missis- 
mee required, and thereupon the assessor listed their property. 

ese bankers defended on the ground that the various funds 
which had been listed by the assessor were exempt from taxa- 
tion under the Federal statutes, some of them being United 
States Treasury notes, and the supreme court upon an appeal 
sustained the view that they were exempt. The case is reported 
in 52 Miseineippl, page 452. 

They said that their capital was invested in Treasury notes in 
art, and they did not propose to give itin for taxes, and this , 
s the case out of which grew the decision which has been re- 

ferred to frequently to-day. By it the court held that national- 
bank notes were exempt from taxation, and there has never been 
any question as to the exemption of greenbacks. Now, I say to 
you gentlemen that any statute of this Government that per- 
mits, or enables, or makes it possible for parties to convert money 
which is subject to taxation into a class of money which is ex- 
empt just before their property is to be listed for taxes, ought 
to be swept from the statute books. I do not think there is any 
doubt about that proposition. Now, I have no doubt but there 
are instances where parties attempt to evade the force of the 
statute by going a day or two before the assessor is to list their 
property for taxation and investing it in these notes. 

ow, [ mention these things to show the bad policy of this 
sort of statutes. But there is another element that enters into 
the reason why this bill should be passed, and that is the ele- 
ment of justice, fairness, and right as between man and man. 
Why, I ask you, is there any santy or justice in 5 my 
property from taxation because I have greenbacks or Treasury 
notes than my 2 property because it happens to be in- 
vested in gold or silver or national-bank notes? 

Now, just take that naked proposition and consider it and then 
come to your own conclusion. What reason can you give that 
is a good one for saying that because my neighbor has a thou- 
sand dollars in gold and my other neighbor has a thousand dol- 
lars in silver, and another a thousand dollars in national-bank 
notes, and I haye a thousand dollars in greenbacks, mine should 
be exempt and my neighbors’ property should be taxed? Why, 
the very statement of the proposition, gentlemen, carries with 
it the argument for its own defeat. 

The constitution of Mississippi ponas that taxation shall be 
uniform and equal throughout the State. Property shall be 
taxed in proportion to its value. * * * Property shall be as- 
sessed for taxes under general laws and by uniform rules accord- 
ing to its true value. 

Now, in pursuance of this provision, the Legislature provides 
for the taxation of almost every species of property, among 
which is to be enumerated, when the assessment list is made out 
for the assessor, the amount of money on hand or on deposit or 


oan. 
Now, if this statute which the pending bill proposes to repeal 
is permitted to remain, all the taxpayer has to do to avoid the 
payment of taxes on money on hand or on deposit is to convert 
the same into greenbacks or United States Treasury notes just 
before the Ist day of February, and this will enable him to say 
that he has no money on hand or on deposit liable to taxation, 
while at the same time his neighbor who may have gold, silver, 
or national-bank notes is, under the law, compelled to pay taxes 
on it. 

The existence of such conditions as these, to say the least of 
them, offers an opportunity and an encouragement for fraud. 

But now there 15 another thing in connection with this, aside 
from the idea of a want of fairness and nghi which is an impor- 
tant element in the argumentin favor of this bill, and that is that 
while this money is exempt from taxation it finds its way into 
the coffers of ple who are able to lay aside and hoard it, and 
is thereby re from circulation and fails to answer the necessi- 
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tiesof the commerce which it should properly serve, These gen- 
tlemen who have been supporting bills for the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver and other measures that look to a greater sup- 
ply of currency appreciate the necessity for such legislation as 
will prevent the possibility of such results as I allude to. 
There is involved in this . in my opinion, the un- 
locking of vaults and turning loose to answer the demands of 
this $346,000,000 that is now hid away and which refuses 
to perform its function because men who are able to save money 
have laid it by because it is exempt from taxation. 

Now, as to all this talk about the possibility of the States tax- 
ing these greenbacks out of existence if they have the power, 
it is groundless and without reason. These gentlemen talk of 
greenbacks having come as the result of the war,and attempt 
apparently to convey the idea that on that account they are too 
sacred for taxation. One gentleman from Pennsylvania even re- 
ferred to the rebellion, and said that if an opportunity had been 
given certain States in the past, this money would have been 
taxed out of existence. 

In reply to that I will say that it is without reason; and, be- 
sides, here is the constitution of Mississippi, which prohibits tax- 
ation except in a uniform manner; and not only that, but the 
State of Mississippi, one of the leading States in the rebellion, 
has pons further than any other State in the Union, according 
to what has been said on this floor,in protecting these green- 
backs and Treasury notes from taxation because her courts un- 
derstood the Federal statutes required it. So, taking the ques- 
tion all along the line; taking the apprehensions which gentle- 
men express that there will be bad faith in this matter or that 
some one will deal unfairly with this money, and sifting all the 
arguments against this bill from start to finish. I say there has 
not been one single sound reason presented to my mind why the 
bill should not pass. What is the proposition involved, naked 
and cleanly stated? Why, it is that you ought to subject the 
property of people, where it exists in the form of greenbacks 
and Treasury notes, to the same taxation that you impose upon 
any other class of propery That is all there is of it. The only 
argument that has been brought against the bill is that its 
passage would be an act of bad faith; but there is no bad faith 
about it; there can not beany. If any citizen who has his money 
in greenbacks or Treasury notes does not like it after it is made 
sg $i to taxation, he can take it to the Treasury and get gold 
for it. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not help believing that this bill will pass 
by a large majority, it is so manifestly just and proper. 

ere the hammer fell.] 

r. HALL of Missouri. Mr.Speaker, I will now ask the gen- 
1 from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] to use the remainder of 

s time. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore(Mr. SWANSON). The gentleman 
from Illinois has twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I do not see the gentlemanfrom 
Illinois in his seat at this moment, and I hope the gentleman 
from Missouri will see the propriety of proceeding with the de- 
bate until the gentleman returns. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Iowa Mr. HEPBURN] have five minutes in 
his own right, without taking it from the time of either side. 

Mr. HALLof Missouri. I think the necessity for that can be 
obviated by my giving the gentleman from Iowa five minutes of 

time, which I now do. 

r. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, it ap to me that this de- 
bate has proceeded erroneously upon the idea that in one way 
or another there exists a contract between the holder of the 
Treasury note and the Government. To a, mine that is not 
true. e holder of the greenback does not take it because of any 
persia that the Government makes thatit shall beexemptfrom 

ation, but he takes it because the Government has said that 
it shall bea legal tender for the payment of debts; he takes it, 
not as a matter of choice, not because he has assented to it, not 
because a contract exists, but because of the fiat of the Govern- 
ment that he shall take it as legal tender and that that shall 
extinguish his debt. 

It is true that the Government has said that these greenbacks 
shall not be taxable, and 2 that may have added a value, 
but the individual, even if he took the greenback as a contractor, 
recognizes the fact that that decree of the Government was an 
exercise of its sovereignty by which it is in no sense bound, and 
which it may at any moment change or-modify. The Congress 
of the United States is intrusted with the power of coining gold 
and silver and regulating the value thereof, and it provides that 
the gold dollar shall consist of 25 grains and a fraction of gold, 
but will anybody deny the power of the Government to say to- 

* morrow that a gold dollar shall consist of 20 grains? 

Has the man who has taken the more valuable dollar a right 

tocomplain? The Government, the State, the proper authorit j 


grants a license to an individual to carry on a particular busi- 
ness, and he pays, perhaps, a thousand dollars for the privilege 
for a stated period, yet the Government has the power to repeal 
that law and the individual has no right to 55 can he 
recover a proportionate part of the license fee that he has paid. 
So it has been decided over and over again. Why? Because 
these powers are attributes of government, and every individual 
knows that they are such, and hence the individual has no right 
to complain, nor does he complain when the Government changes 
its exercise of these powers. 

Now, there was a necessity at one time that this non-taxability 
should be a quality of the EA teen notes. When they were first 
emitted there were legislative ies in this country that would 
have been glad to have impaired their function as money, 
would have taxed them out of existence, and it was wise at that 
time that the exercise of that power should be forbidden the 
States; but that time has passed. There is no question of that 
kind now. And,on the other hand, we do find that this non- 
taxable feature is used improperly by individuals to escape from 
the payment of their just share of taxes. In certain communi- 
ties itis the habit in the latter part of the year when the Ist 
of January is the day for the assessment of taxes, for men to go 
to their banks and say: I want my deposit on the Ist day ot 
January to be held in greenbacks.” i 

That seryes as a salve to the conscience, which enables the 
man to make up his list of subjects for taxation, omitting his 
money, and in that way millions of dollars, a much greater 
amount, in my judgment, than the whole sum of the greenbacks 
held by the banks, escapes its just share of taxation. 

Now, I do not want anything to be done that militates against 
the idea of the absolute power of this Government to exempt its 
notes from taxation, but if the amendment that I had the honor 
to have read yesterday should be adopted, that will be avoided. 
I propose this simple sentence: That the consent of the United 
States is hereby given to any State or Territory to tax United 
States notes circulating as money within such State or Terri- 
tory.” That is all the authority that the State wants. That is 
all the power that need be conferred, and there is in that brief 
sentence the assertion of the right of the United States, when- 
ever it sees proper, to prevent States and municipalities from 
5 taxing power. A 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HALL] has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I should be glad if the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] would now use the rest of his 
time, if he desires to do so. 

Several MEMBERS. He does not. 

Cries of Vote!“ “Vote!” 

r. HALL of Missouri. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will call for a 
vote, 1 sere by-way of explanation that the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER] has been 
agreed upon by the gentlemen on both sides who are in favor of 
this bill, and is the measure which we desire to be adopted in 
place of the bill ee by the committee. I ask that thatsub- 
stitute be now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HALL] 
has the floor. Does he yield? 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri. Yes, sir. = 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend by striking out all after 
ne enacting clause down to the word “ provided,” and insert- 

ng: 

That the consent of the United States is hereby given to any State or Ter- 
ritor: k, tax United States notes circulating as money within such State or 

Mr. TERRY. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] whether he intends to include municipal or county 
taxation? 

Mr. HEPBURN. There can be no municipal taxation with- 
out the action of the State. 

Mr. WARNER. Would there be any objection to 8 
after the words “ State or Territory,“ the words “ or other loc 
authority?” 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I desire to state that we can not ac- 
cept the proposed amendment to this substitute, because of the 
condition of the State of Mississippi, the supreme court of that 
State having decided that national-bank notes are not taxable 
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as money. It was because of that decision that the substitute 
of the 3 from Indiana as just read was drawn. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be first taken upon the 
amendments recommended by the committee to the text of the 


8 bill. 

. BROSIUS. Let them be read. 
The amendments were read, as follows: 
In Iines 3 and 4 strike out the words “all. circulating 

associations and all,“ and insert the word “no.” 
In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words and all other notes and certificates 

of the United States payable on demand and.” A 

In iine 6 strike out the word not.“ 

The amendments were rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The next question is upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS], which will be 


The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “money,” in Hne 10, insert the words or currency circu- 
lating as money.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the amendment 
offered by sir Mae se from Iowa Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. WAR I renew my suggestion that the gentleman 
from Iowa modify his amendment by inserting after the word 
“Territory,” where it first occurs, the words or other local 
authority.” I submit to the gentleman that his amendment as 
it now stands would extend only to State or Territorial taxa- 
tion; and if so, it would not meet the view which the gentleman 
himself has suggested. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. With the modification proposed, the 
amendment would then put these notes upon an exact equality 


with all other rty. 

Mr. HEPBURN, Ihave no objection to the modification sug- 
gested. 

The amendment as modified was again read. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I desire to state thatthe only differ- 
ence between the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] and the substitute of the 
Toae Saag COOPER] which we now favor, is that ie: 9 9 
tion of from Iowa exempts national- notes 
from taxation by, States and municipalities, while the substitute 
which we advocate does not make such exemption, but allows 
the provision of the bill to extend to Mississippi as to all other 
States of the Union where money is taxed. 

Mr. TERRY. [would suggest to the gentleman from Iowa 
that he can get his point in without interfering with that by 

utting the language at the be; . That the United States 
2 consents,” and so on. en let the remainder go on as 
s now. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House the previous ques- 
tion is ordered, and the question is first on the amendment to 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
` BURN], which has just been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question nowis on the substitute of- 
fered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. [think we ought to have the 
yeas and nays on that. 


notes of national 


Several . Oh, no. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana demands the 
yeas and nays. 2 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I withdraw the demand. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bil 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. On that Lask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. JOHNSON 
of Indiana and Mr. HALL of Missouri as tellers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 173, nays 41, 
not vo 138; as follows: 


YEAS—173. 

À Black, III. Davis, 
Aitken, Boatner, Clark, Mo. De Armond, 
Boen, Clarke, Als. 

fit Braue Som dee 
Arnold, Brickner, Coffeen, Donovan; 
Bailey, Broderick, Conn, Draper, 
Baker, Broo! Cooper, Fla. Dunn, 
Baker, N. H. Bryan, Cooper, Ind. Durborow, 
Baldwin, Bynum, Cooper, Tex. Ellis, Ky. 
Bartholdt, Cabaniss, Cooper, Wis. Ellis. 
Bell, Cannon, Cal, Cox, Epes, 
— — Pithian, 
G Carath, Tyan, 
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Geary, Krib Moo: 
Goldzier, Kyle,” 15 t, 
Lacey, opeen; Talbert, S.O. 

Grimn, Tamer Taten 
Grosvenor, Layton, Ta 

8 Lester, Patterson, Taylor, ‘Ina. 

Minn. Linton, Paynter, Terry, 
Hall, Mo. Lucas. earson, Turner, Ga. 
Hare, Lynch. Pendleton, Tex. Turner, Va. P 
SAOR Maguire, Pendleton, W. Va. Trier, 
Henderson, N.C. Marsh.” Post, Van Voorhis, Ohto 
Hepburn, Marshall, Powers, arner, 
1 5 Martin, D Price, 0510 Washington, 
Hooker, Miss. Mcculloch,” Ritchie, Weadock, 
H MeDannold, Robbins, Wells, 
Panne? McEttrick, . * Wiame HE 

A T: 

p ee a es 
Aar, c Th 
3 Dak. nome 8 1 5 Š 
ones, 0 A Derry, olverto: 
Kem, 5 Stone] Ky. = 
Kiefer, Meyer, Strait, 
Money, Strong, 
NAYS—41 
Ai Doolittis, Hooker, N. Y. guise, ` 
Bartlett, glish, N. J. ick, ‘ 
B A etcher, Johnson, Ohio y, 
Blair, Gear, ud. Ryan, 
Bowers, Cal. Grow, Loudenslager, Stone, O. 
Brosius, Hainer, on, Stone, W. 
Bundy, Haines, McAleer, * 
Covert Harmer, McCall, Wright, Mass. 
Ha Mutchler, 
Daizell, Henderson; ni Northway, 
De t, Hicks, Pigott, 
NOT VOTING—1%8. 
Adams, Dunphy, Maddo: Settle, 
Ravin Edmunds, Magner: Shaw, 
Apsley, Marvin, N. Y. Sherman, 
Avery, Everett, 1 Sibley, 
Babeock, Fielder, McDowe! Sickles, 
Bankhead, Forman, McKaig, Simpson, 
Barnes, Fank, = 5 Sipe, ’ 
Beltzhoover, Gardner, Mercer, Somers, 
Bland, Meredith, Sanaan 
Bouteille, Gillet, N. Y. 8 
Branch, Gillett, Montgomery, Si 
Breckinridge, Ark. Goodnight, Morse, Stevens, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Graham, Moses, Stockdale, 
Brown, Grout, Murray, Storer, 
Hammond. Neill, Straus, 
Burnes, Harris, Newlands, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Harter, Oates, Th 
Cadmus, Hartman, O'Netl, Mass. Tracey, 
Campbell, Hatch. Payne, Tucker, 
Causey, Heiner, Pence, Turpin, 
Chickering, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Van Voorhis, N. v. 
as, Hendrix, Phillips, 
Cobb, tt Holman, earner? Were’ 

0. 0 „ 5 
Cockran, Hopkins, Pa. Reed. Wheeler, 
Cogswell, tg Rey White, 
Cornish Ikirt, Richardson. Tenn. Wilson, Wash. 
Crain, Johnson, Ind. Robinson, Pa. Va. 

Lawson, Rusk, W. 
Curtis, N. Y. Lete ver. Russell, oomer, 
Davey. rnos; — 5 . — Ga. Wright, Pa. 
Dingley, gs 
Dinsmy Lockwood, Scranton, 


So the bill was passed. š 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN, 

‘Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BouTELLE, 

Mr. NEILL with Mr. CHILDS. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois,- 

Mr. FoRMAN with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. Mappox with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. AVERY. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. WOODWARD with Mr, LEFEVER. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BARNES with Mr. MOCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. SICKLEs with Mr. DANIELS. 
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Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr, BELDEN. 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. FUNK. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. PAYNE. 

For this day: 

Mr. CRAIN With Mr. REED. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. IKIRT with Mr. HULL. 

Mr. BRANCH with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. SIPE with Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. MARVIN. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

On this question: 

Mr. HINES with Mr. .CAUSEY 

Mr. BRowN with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

Mr. DINSMORE with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee with Mr. BABCOCK. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington, with Mr. MCDANNOLD. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois, Lam paired with the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. MONTGOMERY] on political questions only. 
Myo 8 is that this bill is nonpolitical, and I have 


A. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I voted, but withdraw my was 
vote, as I am paired with the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BABCOCK]. If present, he would vote no“ and I should vote 
“ay 0. ” 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT], and withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HALL of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Now, Lask unanimous consent that 
members who have spoken be given the privilege of extending 
their remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 


VACATION OF SPECIAL ORDER. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the order setting apart to-morrow for eulogies on the late 
George W. Houk be postponed for one week. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Dineuons, for one day, on account of sickness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask that the House now take the 
usual recess, instead of waiting until 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no o mokom, it being now 
within a few minutes of 5 o'clock, the Chair will declare the 
House in recess until 8 o’clock, under the rule, and the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE} will perform the duties of 
the Chair at Se evening session. 

Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 53 minutes p. m.) the House 
took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m., and was called to 
order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro ne ak The House is in session pur- 
suant to clause 3, Rule XX VI. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on 
the Private Calendar. 

The motion was ed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
hades Rng Mr. DOCKERY in the Chair. 

CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole 
815 1 of the special order. 


OLIVER O'BRIEN. 


Nr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, two weeks ago, in Ey fund. 
order, a bill in which I am interested was reached. 
vertence'of the present ee e ee e of the abate it was 
ruled to be notin order under the order under which we assemble 
on Friday evenings. Upon further examination I 8 the 
Chairman will agree with me that the bill was up for 
consideration at a Friday evening session. If that eae s0, the 
bill lost its right of Heee fr has lost it for two weeks, by reason 
of that ruling. And if I am correct, I will now ask the to 
entertain a motion to consider the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Massachusetts is cor- 
rect in his statement. The Chair was in error in deciding that 


the bill was not in order under the rule, and if there be no ob- 
jection the bill will be presented at this time. 
There was no objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the 
and he is hereby, directed to 80 
move the charge of desertion. 


Mr. JONES. Mr.Chairman, I should like to have the report 


The report (by Mr. MCALEER) was read, saae 


The Committee on Naval . —.— to whom was referred the — 
0 om the nee of desertion standing against Oliver Opn submi 

e following repo: 

This bill has —.— ‘folly 1 2 . A bill identical in 
terms with this was considered by th ttee ri 4. Naval Affairs of the 
Fifty-second Congress, and as the — — reached in each instance are 
the same, we adopt saidreport and earnestly urge the passage of the bill. 


of the Navy ot the United States be, 
she. record. of Oliver O'Brien ne tore: 


[House Report No. 2035, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. —.— 
to remove the charge of desertion standing against Oliver O Britz. Ba 
considered the same, report: 

It appears from his record of service in the Navy that he enlisted as a sen- 
be Re Aa baat ay vhs O ZE tet be ; served on board the 

—— and Juniata, and was — . —— 
der date of December 1. 1884. as an acting master’: eee eee 

It further er appears that while on board the latter-named vessel he 

ve of absence for days from Apel s, 1865, with or- 

ders to re to return to the ship at the expiration of that time. 
the Department with a copy of his orders, and being vet Sona gs 

ober failed to uty — 


the 25th of said month 17 the same, he 
dered, and au nently V avy Register asa 
deserter from the service. 


In extenuation and 
at the expiration of his 
iis Own tentlindary, whieh ts lasre wire d made part of this report. 

is own mony, erew: an repor' 

In view of the 53 eee as previous meritorious 

“in face of the enemy,” and for which he was commended pro- 
moted as master’s mate by December 1, 1864, your com- 
mittee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Application for removal of charge of desertion. 
CLAIMANT'S AFFIDAVIT. 


STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS, County of Hessen, 83: 


In the matter of claim for remoyal of F 
F States steamships Canandaigua 


On this — day of February, A. D. 1892, personally appeared before me, a — 
in and for the aforesaid county, d authorized to administer Oaths Oliver 
. Gloucester. * — 9 
State of Massachusetts, whose poeno address is 41 W; 
well known to me to be ütable and entitled to ceedis and WAS belog MM 
sworn, declares each for It in relation to aforesaid case, as follows 

That he hereby makes application for the removal of charge 

standing against his name while serving as acting master’s mate on United 
States steamship Juniata, to which he had been transferred from United 
States steamship Canandaigua. That I first enlisted in United States —.— 
October 8, 1960, and served on the ee. States 989 to the time she 
Was sunk by the rebel ram Merrimac, March 8, 1862, and „ 
charged from the naval service at Nortel 2 June 14, 1862, and have my 
original discharge therefor. In August, 1862, I Teénlisted in United States 
Navy and served on board the United Stai mato for bravery, over 
master’s mate 


on of his puas to return to his command 
your 


rar 
Iwas 
land was 


Mass.; 
sick a long time; did not know what was going on for 
many wee sbetore lw was able tobe out; in themeantime 
had long run out and the war was 7 and I — e 
anything, as the ship had probably 1 ter, and crew 

— ore. wasalso granted a medal of honor an i Stoo extra fot my bravery al 
the time of my promotion, but I never ed them. The doctor thats at- 
tended me in my sickness is now dead. The only that I can think of 
and find that haa oe sickness and detention are Ellen M. Laughlin 
and Catharine Murphy, both of Boston, Mass., who were living in the house 
in 186, when T was sick, and I furnish their affidavits. I never intended to 
desert; per ge my long service and previous record, the close of war sô 

my severe sickness should weigh in ees case. 


LIVER O'BRIEN. 
STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS, County of Essen, 83: 

Sworn toandsubscribed before methis por Bic pee ADOVATI EnA 
Tcertify that I read said affidavit to said wm wi 
contents before he executed the same. I furthercertify that I am in nowise 
interested in said case, nor am I concerned in its prosecution; and tha 
amant: is personally known to me and that he is a credible 

JOHN C. PIERCE, 

[SEAT] Justice of the Peace. 
STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS, County of Esser, se. 

I, Sumner D. York, clerk of the Gloucester ee court, in and for aforesaid 
county and Shar TA John C. signed his name 
1 aration and affidavit, was at the time of so doing a 
justice of the peace in and for said co .. 
. that all his official acts are 55 


ee any dH DML OE SOO ents 20 Gay of 1 

[SEAL] Clerk of the Gloucester Police Court. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear a statement 
from the gentleman in charge of this bill. I should like par- 
ticularly to know if the removal of this chargeof desertion will 


man to y for a pension from the close of the 
war to this time, and receive back pension during that period? 


| à | 
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Mr. COGSWELL. Not to my knowledge. I do not know 
what the effect of this bill will be. He has not said anything 
to me about a pension. The bill is in the regular form of bills 
correc tary records, and the merits of the case are set 
forth in the report better than I can state them. 

Mr. O’Brien is a man who served five years, who was pro- 
moted, who was distinguished for his gallantry; and after the 
close of the war, or just about the time it was closing, in April, 
1865, he went home on a thirty days’ leave. He was taken sick 
with typhoid fever, was out of his head part of the time, and 
when he came to his senses and to his strength the war had long 
since closed. He did not know where his ship was, and like a 
good many others, thinking the war was over, as it was, he re- 
mained at home. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. In reply to the question of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONES], I will say that no pension 
can date back of the date of the application. Anapplication for 
a pension is made, and if granted, the pension can not begin 
earlier than the date of the application. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Oh, I supposed we all knew that. Mr. 
O’Brien never said anything to me about a pension. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The inquiry of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. JONES] was whether this man could secure 
a pension to date from the time of his discharge. 

r. COGSWELL. Iam glad the gentleman from New York 
has answered the question. 

Mr. JONES. I should like to ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts why it is that this alleged deserter has deferred for 
nearly thirty years the making of this application for the re- 
moval of this charge of desertion thim? 

Mr. COGSW: . I am sure I can not answer that. He 
brought the matter to my attention in the last Congress, and I 
introduced the bill, and it was reported so late that no action 
was taken. I do know that his neighbors—and I know them 
personally—say that he isa good, reputable citizen, as nice a man 
as there is in Gloucester, Mass. The first I knewabout the case 
was in the last Congress. 

Mr. JONES. The affidavits filed here are, in the first place, 
the affidavit which the man himself makes, and then another 
one made by some neighbor of his. Now, if this application 
had been made twenty-tive years ago, some of his comrades, his 
commander, or somebody who knew about the circumstances of 
this desertion, would have been able to testify and could have 
thrown some light upon the subject. All these persons may 
have died years and years ago; and now, after a lapse of nearly 
thirty years, when all the available evidence hae probably dis- 
appeared, this application is made. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment providing that no pension shall be granted on account of 
the removal of this charge of desertion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I think that is rather unreasonable. I 
want this man treated just the same as the others are, no more 
and no less; but if it weighs heavily on the mind of my friend 
from Virginia, and I can not get him relieved from this charge 
in any other way I will take this way if he wants to make ad 
extentukiion st this man. 

Mr. JONES. I do not want to make a discrimination. 

Mr. COGSWELL. But you are making one. 

Mr. JONES. I oppose eases of this kind, for the removal 
of the charge of desertion; but inasmuch as the gentleman has 
made the statement he has, I do not propose to fight this case 
very vigorously if this amendment is adopted. 

If this man has lived the honorable life and he is the fine citi- 
zen the gentleman describes him to be, I do not think thischarge 
of desertion should rest against him; but if he comes in now 
and applies for a pension on account of a disability alleged to 
have bon incurred during the war, as Iam not at all satisfied 
he can not get a pension from that time until now, I desire to 
make the matter sure. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Then, why not modify it so as to make the 
usual provision,“ provided that no pay or emolument shall ac- 
crue by reason of this act.” 

Mr. JONES, Or pension prior to this date. 

Mr. COGSWELL, I am willing to limit the granting of a 
pension to this time, if he should apply. 

Mr. JONES, Let us limit it so that he shall not receive a 
pension prior to the passage of this act. 

Mr. COGSWELL. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That no pay or emolument shall accrue by reason of this act or 
pension prior to this date. sid 


Mr. COGSWELL. That is right. 
The amendment was agreed to. - : 
The bill as ‘amended was ordered to be laid aside, with a ta- 
vorable recommendation, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. N 

The CHAIRMAN. This proceeding has been by unanimous 
consent. The first business in order is the unfinished business. 
At the time the committee rose it was dividing on a motion to 
lay a bill aside with a favorablo report, the title of which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill GH. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corrigan. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill has been debated in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and a motion made to lay aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. On acount by tellers the motion 
was lost, whereupon the point of no quorum was made, and the 
committee rose. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that this bill be laid aside without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending the further consideration of un- 
finished business, the gentleman from Indiana asks that this bill 
be laid aside 5 

Mr. JONES. I shall have to object to that. 


DRUZILLA J. RIGG. 


Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, previous to any action being taken 
on that, I ask unanimous consent to take up a bill which occurs 
on the Calendar previous to that, the bill (H. R. 4290). I think 
unanimous consent will be given to its consideration. Itis a 
bill which has been passed on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending the further consideration of the 
unfinished business, the gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to call upa bill. 

Mr. POST. Itis on the Calendar previous to this bill which 
has just been considered. : 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. POST. Lask unanimous consent to take up the bill. 
Mr. PICKLER. I will not object in this case, but I shall ob- 
ject to calling up Ay. other by unanimous consent. We want 
to go on with the Calendar and get through with it. 

Mr. POST. Thisis on the Calendar, and before the bill which 
has been considered. À 

Mr. PICKLER. We have a Calendar, andit is only fair that 
ge noui go on through with it before we consider these other 

8. 


The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. What was the request? 

The CHAIRMAN. The request was for unanimous consent 
to consider abill, The Clerk will report the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H, R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Macomb, III. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to cause to be paid to Druzilla J. Rigg, of Macomb 
III., who is the daughter and only heir of James Depoy (who was second 
lieutenant in Company A in the Fifty-fourth Re ent of Ohio Infantry in 
the war ot the rebellion, to whom pension certificate No. 158723 was issued, 
and who died previous to the receipt by him of said certificate), the amount 
due upon said certificate at the time of the death of said James Depoy. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. JONES. I would like to have the report read. 
- mie CHAIRMAN. The report will be read, subject to ob- 
jection. 

The report (by Mr. MCDANNOLD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R. 
2 or the relief — Druzilla J. Rigg, having considered the same, Ar 

e follo report: 

This is a bill to pay Druzilla J. Rigg, the daughter and sole heir of James 
Depoy, the amount of the pension allowed said soldier by certificate No. 
158723, which he did not receive because ho died before the certificate reached 
him. The pension allowed by such certificate was 87.50 per month from 
February 20. 1863, and $15 per month from October 21, 1878, to December 7, 
1878, when he died, amounting to about $1,400. 

This bill eet eo to pay to Druzilla J. Rigg, his daughter ang sole heir, 
the amount of the pension which had been allowed him. The evidence 
shows that this daughter had, since she was 12 years old, kept house for her 
father, and was thereby deprived of proper advantages for education. 
sarng the last six years of life the soldier was bed-ridden, and his de- 
voted daughter was his constant attendant, During his prolo: illness 
all the soldier's property had been expended in doctors’ bills and other ex- 
33 and at his death the nay, are was left without means of support. 

pension had been adjudged due the soldier, and in view of the fact that* 
the daughter and not the soldier suffered most from the delay in the adjudi- 
cation, your committee believes that it is only just that she should receive 
the amount which had been ascertained to be due. Nothing has been paid 
as reimbursement. 

These facts are clearly shown by the papers inthe Pension Bureau and by 
evidence filed with the committee. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. JONES. Before I waive the right of objection I would 
like to hear some statement from the gentleman. It seems that 
this is to pay quite a large amount of arrearage. 

Mr. LANE. I would like to hear the gentleman on the ques- 
tion also as to whether we have jurisdiction in this case, and 
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whether this is a pension case at all. This bill grants a gross 
sum of money, and I would like to hear from the gentleman as 
to whether we have a right to consider the bill under the spe- 


cial order. 

Mr JONES. Has this party ever drawn a pension? 

Mr. POST. Never. The certificate was issued, but before it 
reached its destination the pensioner died. He had been bed- 
ridden six years, and his daughter had taken care of him. 

Mr. JONES. When did he die? 

Mr. POST. He died after the certificate had been issued and 
before it reached his home. 

Mr. JONES. How long ago was that? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The report says it was in 1878. 

Mr. POST. It was December, 1878. 

Mr. TERRY. It occurs to me that if the certificate had al- 
ready been issued before the death of the soldier, under the 
ruling of the Department, his heirs would be entitled to it any- 
how. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. POST. His widow would. 

Mr. TERRY. But would not hisadministrator, if the certifi- 
cate had been issued and started from the Pension Office? 

Mr. POST. No. It ought to be so, but it is not. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It would have to be signed by the 
soldier. 

Mr. POST. I trust that no one will object to the considera- 
tion of this bill. 

Mr. LANE. If the committee had no jurisdiction of the bill 
of course we can not allow this claim. This is really not a pen- 
sion at all. It is a claim for a gross sum of money that was due 
this girl’s father, but he never received it in his lifetime, and 
therefore it reverted to the Government. The House, of course, 
could allow the claim. ; 

Mr. JONES. Ithink the gentleman from Illinois is clearly 
correct. This bill ought to have gone to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. LANE. Yes. It is not a pension bill at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls attention to paragraph 3 
of Rule XXVI, which reads as follows: 

The House shall, on each Friday, at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 8 
o' clock. which evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of pri- 
vate bills reported from the Committee on Pensions, and the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and bills 
removing ch: of desertion only; said evening session not to extend be- 
yond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. f 

The gentleman from Illinois will note the diference between 
the language ofthis rule and the language of the old rule. That 
rule read, as I remember: 

The consideration of private bills reported from the Committee on Pen- 
sions and the Committee on Invalid Pensions granting pensions. 

The words granting pensions“ seem to be eliminated from 
the present rule, and therefore this bill would seem to be in order 
under the rule. This is the first time the Chair has had his at- 
tention called to the point. The Chair is quite clear that the 
old rule limited the consideration of business at these sessions 
to bills granting pensions,” but there seems to be no such limi- 
tation in the present rule. 

Mr. LANE. But this bill is for a gross sum of money, and it 
should have gone to the Committee on Claims instead of to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. If the House should, by mis- 
take, send to the Committee on Invalid Pensions a bill which 
clearly did not come within its jurisdiction, would the Chair hold 
that the fact that the committee considered and acted on the bill 
would give this Committee of the Whole jurisdiction of itatthese 
Friday evening sessions? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is before the committee only on 
a request for unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. No objection has been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection to consideration, 
the Chair will consider the question of order. 

Mr. JONES. Iwantto say tothe gentleman calling up the bill 
that I do not propose to object to its consideration, but Ido pro- 
pose to oppose the passage of the bill unless I can know more 
about it than I know now, and I think the gentleman would do 
better not to call up this bill for consideration. 

Mr. POST. I hope the gentleman will allow the bill to be 
considered 37 8 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? [A pee) The Chair hears none. 

Mr. POST. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that any 
ponsoman in this House will object to the consideration of 
this bill or really oppose its e when he considers the facts 
stated in this report. As the report says, the facts are fully set 
forth in the papers in the Pension Office. Thisgirl tookcare of 
her bedridden father for six years. 

All their means were exhausted, and finally when the pension 
certificate came, it was too late for the soldier to sign 8 
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for he was dead. Now, I repeat I can not believe that there isa 
single member here who will oppose the passage of this bill under 
the circumstances. These people had no other Spt sped and if 
the pension certificate had arrived a little sooner this girl would 
have been entitled to the benefit of it. 

Mr. LANE. I have no objection to this 
under the rule, none in the world, but I think that all people 
ought to bə treated alike. I have had two cases of this kind 
myself, one that I brought before the committee in a former 
Congress, but it did not get through. 

Mr. * of New York. Was it reported from the com- 
mittee: 

Mr. LANE. Yes; but it was knocked out in the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls attention to the rule 
which prevailed in the Fifty-first Congress in regard to these 
Friday evening sessions. Paragraph 2 of Rule XXVI, the rule 
under which these Friday evening sessions were held in that 
Congress, reads as follows, and the Chair asks gentlemen to notice 
the difference between the language of this rule and the lan- 
guage of the present rule: 

The House shall, on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session Pb pension bills, bills for the re- 
moval of political disabilities, and bills to remove the charge of desertion 
only shall be considered, etc. 

That rule limited the Committee of the Whole to the consid- 
eration of private pension bills. This rule—perhaps ake, Pe 
inadvertence—omits the word pension “and says“ private bills 
reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions.” The Chair 
is inclined to think that the spirit of the rule at least would pro- 
hibit the consideration of this bill, because it seems to the Chair 
that it is in the nature of a claim. 

Mr. LANE. In the case in which I interested myself, the 
certificate reached the post-office the very day the person for 
whom it was intended died. The amount of the allowance, if I 
remember correctly, was about 8800. I brought the case here 
before the committee, who considered the matter, and finally 
determined that they would not allow any cases of that class. 
There are a great many cases of that kind; and we ought not to 
make ‘‘fish of one and flesh of another.” If the rule be adopted 
that this class of cases shall be in order under these circum- 
stances, I have no objection whatever. 

In this case if the bill passes there will be allowed a gross sum 
of aha 81,400. 

Mr. POST. The bill allows just the amount of the pension 
that was allowed the soldier. 

Mr. LANE. Just the gross sum that was adjudicated as duo 
this party. It is not a pension; it is a sum in gross so many 
dollars allowed by a single act of the House. I say there are 
hundreds of cases of this kind where similar action ought to be 
taken if this bill be passed. 

The law provides that if the certificate be not signed by the 
applicant the money can not be drawn, but reverts to the Goy- 
ernment. As I have said, I have no objection to this class of 
cases if some general rule be adopted treating them all alike. 

Mr. POST. I beg to correct the gentleman on one point. The 
bill provides that there be paid to the daughter and only heir of 
James Depoy— 


to whom | pension certificate numbered 158723 was issued, and who died pre- 
vious to the receipt by him of said certificate, the amount due upon said 
certificate at the time of the death of said James Depoy. 


Mr. LANE. That is just what I have said. 

Mr. POST. The Pension Office must decide the amount that 
was due at that time. The bill does not allow a sum in gross. 

Mr. LANE. Why, sir, the pension certificate was issued for 
a sum in gross—for a certain amount. This man would have re- 
ceived, if he had lived, so many dollars. It was not an accruing 
pension. There was a certain amount adjudged to be due him, 
and the certificate was issued to him at that time for that amount. 
If he had lived he would have drawn that amount. This bill 
will carry that amount, whatever it may be. As I have said, if 
this case is allowed, we ought to understand that such is to be 
the rule, so that other parties in similar cases may have the 
benefit of the same rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that this bill is really 
in the nature of a claim. 

Mr. LANE. If the bill be brought up in the House I will not 


object. 
I wish to be heard a moment in 


nsion if it comes 


r. MARTIN of Indiana. 
regard to this matter. If thisis not a pension, whatisit? This 
case depends solely on an adjudication by the Pension Office, 
upon proofs submitted under the general pension law—not under 
the act of June 27, 1890—the allowance being for disabilities in- 
curred by the soldier in theservice, at the rate of $7.50 per month 
from February 20, 1863. Now, if the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions has not jurisdiction of this bill, and if this case is not regu- 
larly before the Committes of the Whole, how can it ever come 
up? Will the Chair indicate, if he pleases, on what basis the 
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Committee on Claims could possibly have jurisdiction of this 
2 


case? 

This bill is based simply and entirely on the facet that this 
soldier rendered service and incurred disability in the service. 
The case has been regularly adjudicated; the was 3 
introduced, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, an 
a report made upon it. If it is not in the nature of a pension, 
then what is it? 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair a claim rather than 
a bill ting a pension. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to make the point of 
order that this point comes too late. Whether or not com- 
mittee had juriediction is a question that should have been 
raised in the House. Ladmit that under the ruling made sev- 
eral times during this Congress by the Speaker, there would be 
opportunity to og to the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions in the House on the bill coming up. But the 
jurisdiction of the committee was not obj to in the House. 

e have gone into Committee of the Whole and entered upon 
the consideration of the bill. It is too late now to make the 
point of order. And I call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact 85 unanimous consent was given for the consideration of 
the bill. 

But I insist at any rate that this poini 8 7 the jurisdiction 
of the committee comes too late. It might have been made in 
the House when the bill came up, but at the time no point was 
made; no objection was raised. e went into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of this bill as well as others, and 
now it is too late to make the point. 

Mr. JONES. And on that point let me say this, Mr. Chairman. 
While I am not very familiar with the rules of the House, and 
do not claim to be any authority on parliamentary law, I wish 
to call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that a number 
of bills have been taken up here for consideration from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs,and the point has been made, over 
and over again in the Committee of the Whole, when I think the 

nt occupant of the chair was presiding, and he invariably 

eld that where it was evident that the committee did not have 

jurisdiction that reported the bill this Committee of the Whole 
would refuse to accept it. 

Mr. PICKLER. But that had reference to bills that were not 
admissible for consideration under the rule. The bills the gen- 
tleman refers to went out because they were bills that the - 
day evening session had no jurisdiction over. 

Tus CHAIRMAN. That was the point made by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. LANE]. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand the gentleman’s point to be 
that the committee that reported the bill had no jurisdiction. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. When a committee having 
charge of the general subject-matter reports a bill, if the 
House receives the report, it admits the jurisdiction of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. JONES. On that point my friend from New York sug- 
gests that when bills from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
are reported that committee has jurisdiction over them, and 
that they are in order for consideration on the Friday night 
sessions. Now, I take issue with the gentleman on that subject. 
Suppose, for instance, the Committee on Invalid Pensions, or 
the Committee on Pensions should undertake to report an a 
propriation bill, or a bill to raise revenue, or any other b 
which manifestly did not belong to such committee; I do not 
suppose they of course; but suppose they did, by inadvert- 
ence or d nedly, make such a report, would the gentleman 
from New York undertake to claim that because the committee 
did so that under this rule such report should be considered by 
this Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. That is answered by saying that 
the rules of the House provide which committees shall have 

urisdiction of appropriation bills and of revenue bills, and, 
erefore the supposition of the gentleman is without founda- 
tion. Any bill that is sent by the Speaker, germane to 
the duties of a committee and reported by that committee and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole by the Speaker, prop- 
erly comes within the scope of this rule, because the wording of 
= rule is bills reported from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. JONES. Does not the gentleman know that constantly 
bills are referred to committees not having proper jurisdiction 
and are afterwards returned? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Oh, yes; and wey ee invariably 
returned to the House for a proper reference. But in this case 
there was no such change of reference. 

Mr. JONES. I make this statement to the os thatif 
by inadvertence or through any other reason in the worlda bill 


be improperly referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
and it came up here in the regular way on Friday night, the 
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mere fact that such reference had been made would not give the 
committee jurisdiction. The mere factthat the committee re- 
ports the would not give us jurisdiction to consider it. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. But the rules of the House are 
what we are governed by, and they differ with the gentleman in 
that regard. 

Mr. JONES. The rules of the House would not undertake to 
confer jurisdiction under such circumstances on any committee 
in regard to a matter over which it had no control. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The ruleis distinct and plain, as 
read by the Chair; and there is no committee that could take 
jurisdiction of the matter now ding before us, except the 

valid Pensions Committee. matter is before the House, 
and can not be taken away from the House unless withdrawn or 
by consent. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is not this the status of the bill? Have we 
not, on motion, gone into Committee of the Whole for the con- 
sideration of the bill without objection, and are we not in gen- 
eral debate in Committee of the Whole on the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the tleman is mistaken. 

Mr. PICKLER. We have nit up by unanimous consent 
in the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The status is this: The House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar under the general order for consideration of bills under 
clause 3 of Rule XXVI. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Post] asked unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill. 


The bill was read, as also the report, and, before 
unanimous consent was given for consideration of the bill, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] made the point of order 
that it was not in order for consideration under the rule. 


Mr. WEADOCK. No objection was made. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Chair stated that there was no objec- 
tion to the consideration of the bill; and the consideration of 
the question of order was then before the committee, whether 
the bill was in order or not. : 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The Chair first asked if there 
was objection, and none made the bill was before the com- 
mittee; but Mr. LANE, of nois, took the floor to make objec- 


tion. 

The CHAIRMAN, The record, the Chair will show 
to the contrary. However, the Chair thinks there is some doubt 
as to whether the bill is in order or not, but is inclined to hold 
that the committee can consider it under the rule. 

Mr. MCRAE. If the Chair will permit me a moment, the 

ial order or rule, it appears to me, ought to settle the ques- 
tion of jurisdiction. The rule provides that the— 


evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of private bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Pensions, &c. 


So thatthe only 358 fact to be ascertained is whether 
this is a private , and comes from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. Both of these facts are conceded, and it appears to 
me that there can be no question about the committee having 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MCRAE, porny: 

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask the gentleman if a bill were 
introduced to 3 by troops during the war to 
a loyal citizen, if by inadvertence such a bill were referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and that committee re- 

fa on it, and it went to the Private Calendar, does 
he gentleman think that the Committee of the Whole would 
have the right to consider it at a Friday night session? 

Mr. MCRAE. If all those errors were committed, why, it 
would not be in order, but it is unreasonable to suppose in the 
first place that the bill would be seine e resin and in 
the second Ra erroneously reported from committee if so 
referred. This isa private and it is properly reported, and 


that gives jurisdiction. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hold that the bill is in 
order under the technical language of the rule, although the 
question is not entirely free from doubt. 

Mr. JONES. Idesire to appeal from the decisionof the Chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr.JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 9. 

Accordingly the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. MAHON. Before we consider this biil or any ether bill, 
I should like to have section 6 of Rule XTV read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the rule. 


The Clerk read as follows; 
6, No member shall speak more than once to the same — without 


ouse, unless 8 ge er x introducer of the 

matter pending, in which ä ted to speak in reply, but 
not until eyery member choosing to speak shall have spoken. 
E TAG CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the 

LS 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be 5 
to the House, with recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. JONES, and 
the C announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 2 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 45. 

Accordingly the motion of Mr. JONES was rejected. 

Mr. POST. I move that the bill be laid aside with a favora- 
bie recommendation. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Post, and the 
Chairman announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. ; 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 8. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum, 

CHAIRM 


The AN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONES] 
makes the point of no quorum. The Chair will appoint as tel- 
lers the gentleman from Vir; [Mr. JONES] and the gentle- 


man from Illinois [Mr. Post]. ; 
Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, is there any way in which I 


can 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. POST. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. POST. Is there any way in which I can bring this bill 
up in the House to-morrow or at any other time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Notexceptby a report from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole and the previous question ordered on its 

e in the House, or by a request for unanimous consent. The 
tellers will take their places. 

The committee in divided. Pending the division, 

Mr. MARTIN of Indianasaid: I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is dividing. That mo- 
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tellers reported—ayes 45, noes 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ia the point of no quorum insisted upon? 

Mr. JONES. Itis. 

Theo CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being insisted on, 
the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. i move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not in order, no quorum 
having been develo in committee. 

Mr. MARTIN ol Indiana. Lask that the roll call be dispensed 
with, and that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been repeatedly held that the roll 
must be called when the Committee of the Whole finds itself 
without a quorum. 

The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: ` 


Abbott, Cadmus, D A Harris, 
Adams, Caminetti, Dur W. Harter, 
Campbell, Edm 
Alderson, Cannon, Cal. Ellis, Ky. Hatch, 
Aldrich, Cannon, HL Ellis, Oregon Haugen, 
er, Caruth, Eng! Hayes, 
Catchings, N N. J. Beara, 
35 eren m 
very, ickering, pes, enderson, III. 
Babcock, Childs, Bverets, H Iowa 
Bailey. Clancy, Fielder, B . O. 
Baldwin. Clarke, Ala. Fithian, Hendrix 
8 — a. Fletcher, H 
Barnes, „Mo. Forman, Hicks, 
2 Cockrell, Fank, eg 
arwig, Coffeen, Funston, h 
Belden, Conn, Fyan, Holman, 
Bell. Colo. Coo: Gardner, Hooker, Miss. 
Beltzhoover, Cooper, Fla. Gear, Boeing, — 
Berry, Cooper, Ind, Geary, opkins, 
Bingham, Cooper, Wis. Geissenhainer, Hou, 
Black, DL Cornish, Gillet, N. Y. Hull. 
Bland, Cousins, Gillett, Mass, Hutcheson, 
Boatner, Covert, Goldzier, Ikirt, 
Boen, Crain, Goodnight, Johnson, Ind. 
Boutelle, Crawford, Gorman, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Bower, N. O. Culberson, Grady, Johnson, Ohio 
Bowers, Cummings, Graham, Kem, 
Branch, Dalzell. Gresham, Kiefer, 
Breckinri Davey, Griffin, — ag 
Breckinridge. Ky. De Forest, Grosvenor, bs, 
Brickner, Grout, i res 
Brosius, Dingley, Grow, La 4 
Brown, Dinsm: A Lawson, 
Bundy, Dolliver, Lefever, 
Bunn, Lester, 
Burnes, Doolittle, Hali, Mo. Lisle, 
Burrows, per, ton, 
Bynum, z Harnier, 


kw.: Newlands, Talbott, Md. 

Lynch, Northway, Kkussell, Ga. Tarsney, 

addox, tes, Sayers, Tawney, 
Magner, en, r Taylor, 
Maguire, ell, Scranton, Tracey, 

ory, O'Neill, Mo, Settle, Tucker, 
Marie i + 8 Shaw, 8 * VE 
ZABE s 
McAleer, Patterson, Sherman, Van Voorhis, N. V. 
0. Sibley, ad: 

McCreary, Ky. Paynter, Sickles, Walker, 
McDowell, Pendleton, Tex. Washing 

c 

cGann, Pendleton, W. Va. Smith, Wels, 
McKeighan, Perkins, Snodgrass, Wever, 
McLaurin, Somers, Wheeler, 
ubin ee, RE, F 

eiklejo ce, „ A 
Mercer, Quigg, Springer, Wiliams, 
M dee . Ste 2 Wilson 0 

eyer, T, phenson, 
Milliken, Reed, Stevens, Wilson, Wash. 
Money, Reilly, . Wilson, W. Va. 
Montgomery, burn, Stone, C. W. W 

oon. Richardson, Mich. Stone, W. W. * 
Morgan, Richardson, Tenn. Stone, Ky. Woomer, 
Morse, Storer, Wright, 
= eye i. | vee 

urray, 
Neill, > Sweet, 

Dur the roll call, 


Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, can I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw this bill? 

Mr. RAY. Lobject. 

The call of the roll was resumed and concluded. 


ly rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE re- 
sumed the Chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. S r, the Committee of the Whole 
have had under consideration bills, and finding itself 
without a quorum I caused the roll to be called, as required by 
the rule, and herewith report the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri, 
Chairman of the Committee of the ole, reports that that 
committee had had under consideration sundry bills, and finding 
itself without a quorum he caused the roll to be called, and now 
reports the names of theabsentees to the House. The names of 
the absentees will be entered upon the Journal. Seventy-eight 
gentlemen, less than a quorum, have answered to their names. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. GRAHAM] is 
sick at his hotel, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, a member of the family of the 
a from California [Mr. BOWERS] is sick, and I ask that 

e be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, my colleague 
[Mr. KIEFER] is sick. Iask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RAY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RAY. The chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions now moves that the House adjourn. It is only 9 o'clock, 
and there is a way, I think, of procuring the attendance of absent 
members. 

Mr. PICKLER. You can not get them. 

Mr. RAY. Now, if it is in order, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BRETZ. I insist,Mr. Speaker, on the question being put 
on the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro pr tol The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I withdraw that motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. I 75 — 

The question was en, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Several members demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 11. 

So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

And aceordingly (at 9 o'clock and 6 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 3716) granting a pension to Sarah Potter, depend- 
ent. daughter of Andrew Potter, deceased. (Report No. 2 


By Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Military 
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bill (S. 142) to remove the charge of desertion from William H. 
H. Cook, (Report No, 1206.) 

By Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A supplemental report on the bill (H. R. 6633) for the relief of 
George W. Harbaugh. - 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 30f Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of me following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr: CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7648) to provide for the 
punishment of larceny in the Indian Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R.7649) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a monument at Fort Recovery, Mercer County, Ohio—to 
the Committee on the 7 8 

Buy Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 7650) fixing the times when, reg- 
ulating the manner in which, and declaring the character of 
the accounts which shall be hereafter stated to the Treasury De- 
partment for settlement between the United States and the sev- 
eral public land States relative to the net proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands made and to be made therein by the United 

States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public 

Lands. 

By Mr. SWEET: A resolution fixing a time for the consider- 

ation of the bill H. R. 7558—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: A resolution to discharge 
the Committee on Ways and Means from the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 4888 and agree to conferenceasked by the Senate 
thereon—to the Committee on Rules. Y 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A memorial of the Ohio Legislature, 
akg Congress to aid in building a monument in honor of the 
treaty of Greenville—to the Committee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAIR: A bill (H. R. 7652) granting a pension to Miss 
Delphine P. Baker, for expenses incurred during the late war 
and for services performed in originating and founding the 
National Home for Disabled Soldiers and Sailors of the Army 
and Navy of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAUSEY: A bill (H. R. 7653) for the relief of the 
Southern Railroad Association, lessees of the Mississippi Cen- 
tral Railroad 535 the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MCDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 7654) for the relief of 
William B. Booker, of Haywood County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7655) for the 
relief of the executors of W. H. McBrayer—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 7656] for the relief of Offner & 
Laumar—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’NEILL of Missiouri: A bill (H. R. 7657) granting a 
pension to James Doyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7658) granting a pension to Mary Ann Tip- 
pler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of Henry W. Mudge and other 
citizens of Queens County, N. Y., against an income tax as ap- 

licable to fraternal beneficiary orders—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. j: 

By the SPEAKER (pyro uest): Memorial from the National 
Prison Association of the United States, asking the passage of 
the bill now before Congress for the establishment of a bureau 
in the Department of Justice for the identification, etc., of crim- 
inals—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition and resolution of the White Cross University of 
Science on the eure of sewerage of the city of Washington 
and the creation of ded debts—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. > 

By Mr. DRAPER; Petition of H. D. Rogers and other citizens 
of Imont, Mass., in favor of certain amendments to the in- 
come tax provisions of pending tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of I. N. Moore and others, pray- 
ing that benevolent associations be exempted from income tax— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of C. W. Super, D. D., and 

the faculty of the Ohio University, at Athens, Ohio in favor of 

N laws against lotteries—to the Committee on the 
u 5 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
asking that fraternal and benefit orders be exempted from in- 
come tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Encampment 
No. 71, Union Veteran Legion, praying for the passage of thé 
per diem service pension bill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Bi Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of Rev. William 
G. Frost, president of Berea College; Rev. John G. Fee, Rey. 
L. V. Dodge, B. S. Hunting, and others, of Berea, Ky., to pro- 
hibit the introduction of lottery matter into the territory of the 
pau States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. MCETTRICK: Petitionof Michell Dexter and 47 other 
wholesaie dealers in eggs in the city of Boston, Mass., for aduty 
of at least 3 cents per dozen upon all imported eggs—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Frank W. White and 37 others, of Quincy, 
Mass., that fraternal beneficiary orders be exempted from the 
1 of the income tax to the Committee on Ways and 

Sans. s 

By Mr. MOMILLIN: Petition of Nat Witt, of Spring City, 
Tenn., late lieutenant-colonel Fifth Regiment EN A 
teers, for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 7, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
nore following prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. E.B. 

AGBY: 

O Lord, Thou great dispenser of all human events, we come to 
Thee this morning with hearts bowed with profound sorrow at 
the loss of our gifted brother, who has been cut off in the prime 
of his young manhood. O Lord, wilt Thou be gracious to the 
members of his family; save and comfort them in the hour of 
thei raflliction; sustain them by Thy Holy Spirit; and may they 
submit with patient resignation to Thy divinecommands. Im- 
press on all hearts the lesson of the hour. May we hear Thy 
warning voice—be ye also ready. Prepare us for living; pre- 
pare us for dying; and save us by Thy grace, through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. McRAE. r. Speaker, I desire to correct the RECORD. 
The 9 8 of the proceedings in the RECORD, on page 7163, upon 
the bill H. R. 4448, does not show all the amendments that were 
adopted. It only shows those which appeared on the Calendar 

rint of the bill. The following other amendments were moved 

y the committee and adopted by the House, to wit: The letter 
s“ was added to the word declaration,“ in line 3; the word 
has,“ in line5, was stricken out and the word ‘‘ had” inserted; 
the word“ days,“ in line 8, wasstricken out and the word“ years 4 
inserted. 

The Journal is correct, and the bill has been 

ossed. I call attention to this, in order that the 

corrected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask a moment to say that 
last evening I was unavoidably absent, on account of sickness in 
my family, when the vote was taken on the bill authorizing the 
States to tax greenbacks and other forms of public securities 
and I wish to say that had I been present I akoald have voted 
for the bill, and that I have always favored the measure. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the Journal and REC- 
ORD are incorrect in regard to the substitute to that bill which 
was finally adopted—the Cooper substitute.” The substitute was 
adopted, but the action on the words “ all 8 ane 
1 mone is not printed in the RECORD atleast, and the Journ: 

thin 


roperly en- 
CORD may 


incorrect also. That is the amendment which was 
offered by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS], and 
which it is stated was passed. It was not. It was accepted; and 
then, in this substitute, it appears that that amendment of the 
gentleman from Vermont was voted down. It really was not 
voted down, but was inserted in it. 

The SPEAKER. It was voted down as an amendment to the 
original text of the bill. It was offered as an amendment to the 
original text of the bill, and was voted down. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Well, the RECORD has an incorrect 
report of the bill, Mr. Speaker, and I will ask for a correction 
of the RECORD. 
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TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal as read will 
be approved. 
There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced thatthe Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 879) granting a pension to Josephine F. Kelton, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John C. Kelton, late adjutant-general 

-United States Army, deceased; 8 

A bill (S. 2070) to provide for the restoration to the State of 
Michigan two flags carried by the Twenty-second Michigan In- 
fantry Volunteers and now in the War Department: and x 

A bill (S. 2129) to authorize the entry of land for reservoir 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of ths House 
was requested: 

Resolved by the Senale (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed under the direction of the Department of State 6,000 copies of the 
official proceedings of the Tribunal of Arbitration created in pursuance of 
the treaty of February 29, 1892, between the United States and Great Britain, 
ar begin Sa documents, papers, and agreements presented officially to said 
tribunal by the agents of sald Governments, respectively, and also includ- 
ing the written or ted arguments and oral arguments of the counsel on 
behalf of each said Governments made on sald hearing at Paris, and the 

opinions of the arbitrators, respectively, delivered in said tribunal in con- 
formity with its order eating es, re same to constitute a part of said pro- 
ceedings; of which number 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,009 for 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the use of the Depart- 
ment of State. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am directed 
by the Committee on Ways and Means to report back to the 
idee the bill H. R. 4864, with the Senate amendments thereto, 
with the recommendation that the House nonconcur in the Sen- 
ate amendments and agree to the request of the Senate fora 
conference. 2 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R 4864) to reduce taxation, provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia reports 
back this bill, and states that the Committee on Ways and Means 
recommends that the House nonconcur in the amendments of 
the Senate and agree to the request for aconference. The bill 
will be printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a report 
from the Committee on Rules. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That after the passage of this resolution the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union shall be disch from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) with Senate ame: ents thereto, and 
the same shall be considered in the House; that after two hours of general 
debate it shall be in order in the House to move to nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments to said bill in gross, and to a; 
as asked for by the Senate on the disagree votes of the two Houses; and 
the House shall, without further delay or other motion, proceed to vote upon 
said motion. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question, Mr 
Speaker, on the adoption of the resolution. 

The 5 uestion was ordered. 

k The SPEAK The question is on agresing to the resolu- 
on. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of the United 
States has a great reverence for the House of Representatives, 
its dignity and honor. It regards it as fresh from the people, 
and therefore especially adapted to deal with matters of taxa- 
tion, including tariff taxation. But the House seems somewhat 
disposed to step down from the position which the Constitution 
has assigned to it and to transfer to the other body and to acon- 
ference committee the powers which it does not find itself in 
condition to exercise. 

There is evidently a very great difference in principle between 
the Senate bill and the House bill. They seem to be formed 
Spon different plans. The House bill contained a moderate su 
ply of protection, and the Senate bill, viewed from the tenn 
poni of the opposite side, must be said to contain a considerably 

arger infusion of protection, not counting eyen the famous col- 

lars and cuffs schedule; and the Senate has also caused to disap- 
pear the great principle of freeraw material. Notwithstanding 
that very essential difference between the two bills, the House 
authorities have seen fit to prevent the House itself from com- 
menting upon the different items which have been presented. 

Now, of course, there are some good reasons for this. First, 
the delay which has taken place in the Senate; and, second, the 
enormity of the mass of amendments proposed. Six hundred 
and thirty-four changes the Senate has deemed necessary to 


make in the bill as it left the House. The differences between 

the two bills are so radical that anybody would say that it be- 

came the duty of the House of Representatives, as the immediate 

representatives of the prope: to discuss the matterand to exer- 

cise fully its functions. This is not the same as the case of the 
McKinley bill, where there was no difference in principle, but 

merely a difference in rates. a 

I can understand why the House should adopt the rule which 
is proposed. It is because of their anxiety to follow Republican 
precedents, and it marks the highwater of a change of feeling 
which I desire to commend tothe attention of the House, because 
it may be useful to the nerves and feelings of gentlemen in the 
next House of Representatives. [Laughter.] I can remember 
when nobody regarded anything-which had been done in the 
time of the McKinley bill asa thing to be touched even with 
the assistance of tongs. [Laughter. 

Everybody was overflowing with contempt for the precedents 
of that period, but we have now arrived at a pitch of repentance 
at which nothing will satisfy the maoniy except to follow the 
very plans and purposes and fashions which in their dayand time 
theydenounced. Nothing else willsatisfy them; and so, notwith- 
standing the fact that gentlemen on the other side haye alwa; 
claimed the right of the House of Representatives to rule 
matters like this, ngewo naang the exceeding difference in 
principle and in detail between the bill as it left the House and the 
bill as it comes back to the House, gentlemen on the other side 
are so constrained by admiration for Mr. McKinley and his 
methods that they have to adopt the very rule which was then 
adopted and which nevertheless will doubtless be denounced 
again by some gentlemen on this floor. I yield now to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROW}. 

Mr. BURROWS and Mr. CATCHINGSS rose. 

Mr. REED. If agreeable tothe gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. BURROWS], I will reserve my time. 5 

Mr. BURROWS (to Mr. CATCHINGS). The gentleman from 
Maine reserves his time; I should be glad to hear from the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi before proceeding with my remarks. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that it is 
necessary that I should make any reply to what the gentleman 
from Maine has said, because I have not discovered in his re- 
marks anything of substance that calls for a reply. He began 
by theintimation thatthe House was proposing to abdicate some- 
what its powers by the adoption of this resolution, clearly im- 
plying that it is the duty of the House now to proceed deliberately 
and carefully to the consideration of the various amendments 
put upon the Wilson bill by the Senate. 

But he was confronted by the obstacle that we are proposing 
to pursue, the same course which was pursued by the House in 
the Fifty-first Congress when the McKinley bill was returned 
from the Senate. And the course then pursued was exactly cor- 
rect; because it is simply impossible (and nobody knows it bat- 
ter than my friend from Maine) for this House, as if was impos- 
sible for that House, with any idea of ever securing legislation, 
to take up and debate seriatim the many amendments put on the 
bill by the Senate. And I do not remember that there was any 
criticism or complaint on this side of the House with reference 
to the order adopted by the Fifty-first Congress by which the 
tariff bill was then speedily placed in conference. 

The gentleman from Maine has said that the cases are differ- 
ent, because then the bill was a protection bill as it passed the 
House and a protection bill as it passed the Senate; that the 
anan e wassimply one of degree. Very largely thatis true, Mr. 

peaker. 
the end; and in some respects the degree was quite sharply 
defined. But I call to mind that there was one great and marked 
difference between the McKinley bill as it passed the House and 
the bill as it came from the Senate. 

I remember, Mr. Speaker, that the reciprocity clause, which 
afterward became the very slogan of my friends on the other 
side, was kicked and spurned and despised by the Committee 
on Ways and Means in this House in the Fifty-first Congress. It 
was a Senate idea—put upon the bill by the Senate; and it be- 
came afterward, in all the political campaigns and is up to this 
day, the very chiefest claim and merit imputed to that bill. 

ut, Mr. Speaker, I wish to do a little prophesying, as my 
friend has done. I wish to make the prophesy now that if so 
great an evil should befall the American people in the future 
as to have the administration of this Government return to the 
hands of the Republican party, we shall never again have a 
McKinley bill fastened upon the people. The days of extreme 
high tariffs have gone, and gone never to return; and if you 
{addressing Mr. REED] were in power to-day, with the experience 
which you derived from the elections of 1890 and 1892—coura- 


geous and bold a man asI believe you to be—you would suffer 
your right hand to be burned off before you would seek to crowd 
through again such a bill as the McK 


ey bill. 


It was a question of ‘‘ boodle ” from the beginning to 
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The American people, Mr. Speaker, have determined on lower 
taxation; and they are going to have it: and they will have it 
whether the Republican or Democratic party is in power. 
You have learned [addressing the Republican side] that the 
people felt that you deceived them when, under a pa of 

tre the tariff by its friends,” you raised these great 
high walls of protection which shut off our foreign commerce 
and inflicted such burdens upon the people. My friend from 
Mi [Mr. Burrows] smiles. He will be (if this House 
should be 5 — Republican) one of the chief actors on the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means; and he will come again singing his 
sweet siren songs; but he will never electrify t House again 
with a plea for high tariffs. 

Mr. S er, another reason why we have proposed this order 
is that the country has got tired of debate on this subject. It 
wants a little action. [Applause on the Democratic side.] For 
four long months, because of Republican obstruction at the other 
end of t. Capitol, the suspense and uncertainty which have 
been inflicted upon this country, paralyzing its business, have 
gone on. We donot propose, Mr. Speaker, that such a spectacle 
shall be presented to the country in this Chamber. 

‘We propose that every assistance shall be given to the con- 
ferees to move with celerity and expedition. And we propose 
to reform that bill which hascome from the Senate in such a 5 
that it shall be at least very largely acceptable to the best tari 
reformers on this side of the House. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] So far as this House is concerned, it intends to 
see that at least on this reat question, which marks the chief 
dividing line between the Pp ey the ae given to the 
p le by the platform of 1892 shall be fulfilled in spirit if not 

the exact letter. tappaa on the Democratic side.] 

I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. REED. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BURROWS]. ; 


Mr. B OWS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] is quite correct in saying that the order 
reported from the Committes on Rules morning for the 


consideration of this bill is ofa Sang the order adopted in 
the Republican Congress in 1890, when the McKinley tariff bill 
was under consideration. He is wholly in error, however, when 
he asserts that that order met with no opposition on the part of 
the then minority. It not only met with the united vote of the 
minority in nig range to the rule, but with the severest denun- 
ciation of the leaders of that minority, 

Now, I quite concur with gentlemen of the majority that such 
a rule as the one 5 is necessary. I thought so in the 
Fifty-first Congress,and I think sonow. The Republican party 
thought so then, because, as has been well said by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, if a bill of this character should take the 
0 course of legislative procedure and receive its first 
consideration in Committee of the Whole, subject to general 
discussion with each one of the 634amendments, subject to debate 
and the motion to concur or nonconcur, the time necessary to 
reach a conclusion would be incalculable. 

So we thought in 1890 in consideration of the McKinley bill 
that such a resolution was ise cen and in order and are i 
to be adopted, and yet the other side of the House voted solidly 
against it, and were loud in its denunciation of it. 

I desire, in view of the statement of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi that this course when proposed in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress met with no opposition from the Democratic party, to 
quote a few extracts from that debate. First, the gentleman 


from Tennessee . MCMILLIN], when a rule precisely like this 
was under consideration in the Fifty-first Congress, said: 

‘The Senate took up the bill and considered it with more of deliberation 
than we did. Amendments of the utmost importance have been ad 


there—four hundred and sixty-fouramendmentsinnumber. And now, when 
the billcomes back here, inthe absence of 8 to delaꝝ its consid- 


eration improperly, with every member of the House ready and willing to 
calm, caret wrested 


it ul, and e tlous consideration, itis to be 
the Committee of the ole, it is to be again put into the hands of a 
small junta, and again the people's voice is to be stitied 
Immediately after this the gentleman from Georgia, now the 
distinguished occupant of the chair as the Speaker of this House 
[Mr. Crisp], interrupted with the remark in support of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee: 
The rule takes away the right to concur. _ 
And the gentleman from Tennessee then proceeds: 
Mr. MOMIL(IN, Yes, as my friend from Georgia [Mr. 


CRISP] 
suggests, the rule takes away the ht to concur. It takes awa: 
to concur with amendment; it . — 


from 
and supreme control of the 
who, it 
When 


correctly 


mestion in tae hens of a small junta, 
proposed, shall cook up this mess tosuit certain ular palates. 
F 3 —— vote, Nom tlemen, 
youready for this? = car ress 
hter and applause on the Republican side. 
r. REED. Iwould suggest to my friend from gan that 
x ERDA s sober ” now. ughter and applause on the Repub- 
. ican side. 


hese hi of 


Mr. BURROWS. Again, further on, Mr. MCMILLIN uses 
this language: 

Mr. Speaker, we have been demagoging a good deal—I use ASe: 
ology; this is no time to mince 3 — a House of Re atlves, 
have been demagoging a great deal about “free sugar; and it is ‘oposed 
by one of the Senate amendments to increase the amount of sugar that shall 
be consumed that comes through the refineries under control of the trusts. 
All these things are in this bill; yet you say, “Wewillshutoureyestothem; - 
we will drive our people from their rights; we will revolutionize this reyo- 
lutionary House; we will revolutionize revolutionary rules or methods; we 
will take this bill away from the House and send it to a committee of con- 
ference without allowing a vote to concur even in proper amendments.” 

[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

After this, Mr. MCRAE of Arkansas joined in the general con- 
demnation in the following terms; 

Mr. MGRAE. Mr. Speaker, to my mind this isa most remarkable proceed - 
ing. Here we have several hundred Senate amendments to this extraordi- 
nary tariff bill, which was itself railroaded through the House without any 
opportunity for amendment asto many of the most 3 schedules, 
and now by another similar resolution from the G ittee on Rules the 
House is denied the right to consider the amendments separately in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, as they ought to be. By this resolution just adopted 
— arene 1 1 — Coi the committee, and after only two 

e House is r ed to vote 
all the amendments together. S 
Then the gentleman from Georgia, the calm, judicial- minded 
gentleman from Georgia, Mr. TURNER, said: : 

Lavail myself of the courtesy of my colleague [Mr. gente to empha- 

sap —— ne SOTAA —— peculiar —.— methods of our Repu! associ- 


[Applause and laughter on Republican side. 
Again, he says we must — — j 


A humble appeal to the gentlemen who are to constitute this annex to 
Congress known as the conference committee. 


And again: 
The amendments which were ingra: 


Think of it, sir! These amendments involve the most important proposi- 
tions. They propose new departures in our methods and operations in the 
future. In some of these amendments friends on this side and tlemen 


on that desire to concur; as to some of them, gentlemen on both sides de- 
sire to nonconcur. 
But we are to take them all here in gross and vote them as a whole, 


some of us vo st that which we favor, and some voting for things 
to which we are 5 Is that business, sirs? It may be, but after this 
the fapabuianpariy On athe ha open Conard aes eat tank Gat ast 
the House is not as the Senate ts—a deliberative body. a . 

Mr. REED. What was the date of that? 

Mr. BURROWS. September 15, 1890. T have called atten- 
tion to this bit of history in no spirit of opposition to the pro- 
pe order, but rather to congratulate the Democratic ty 

r. Speaker, in adopting this necessary Republican method of 
“ transacting business.” I wished to direct attention of the 
country also to your position, then and now, for the purpose of 
showing what is the usual course of the Democratic party. It 
never does a right thing unless it follows the lead of the Repub- 
lican party. e noe on the Republican side.] This bill will 
now go to conference, and I predict you will abandon the House 
bill and adopt the Senate amendments, because the Wilson bill 
was a free-trade measure, or a long step in that direction. The 
Gorman bill is astep in the other direction, away from free trade 
and towards the Republican policy of protection. For this reason, 
if for no other, you will adopt it. I heartily congratulate you, 
therefore, in adopting again Republican methodsin this particu- 
lar, and what Gen. Garfield once said of your party is specially 
applicable here: 

mocratic ty 1 in the ` 
AA TEARI m teha ofeiviiizationa oe human progress, and whee in its 
blindness it loses the able sends out æ scout to find the trail of the Repub- 
on to one of its old camp fires, he takes upa 
smo! ly shouts, ‘‘Come 
rolonged applause and cheers on the Republican side.] 
. REED. ow much time have I 5 ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes remain- 
ing REED. I yield that to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I only wanta minute. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. You mightas well occupy the en- 
tire time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I only want a minute to say that I 
have not had the privilege of 5 House print of this 
bill with the Senate amendments, so that I have got to take it 
on faith; but the majority have the power to compel that. I 
have looked at it just far enough to see that this dose“ that is 
to be swallowed this morning temporarily, and a little later on 
to be swallowed to stay, so far as the Democratie throat and 
stomach are concerned, is not to be a sweet one. But I can con- 
gratulate my Democratic friends upon the other side when I 
come tonotice the oil schedule, thatoils are going to be cheaper 
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to your throats with when you swallow the Senate amend- 
mehts down, as you will do alittle later on. [Laughter on the 
Republican 2 5 i 

o SPEA . The question is upon agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

“Tho resolution reported from the Committee on Rules was 


agreed to. : : 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. In view of the remarks of 
the gentleman from Michigan, I am tempted to suggest that 
probably we can nonconcur immediately by unanimous consent 

and not go any further with the debate. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House nonconcur, and dispense with any further 
debate. ° À X 

Mr. REED. I can not hear what the distinguished leader of 

the House is saying. 5 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
WILSON] asks unanimous consent that the House nonconcur in 
the Senate amendments, and agree to the conference as asked 
by the Senate. 

Mr. R I do not think that is judicious. 

The SPEAKER. The ee. from Maine objects. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendments, and agree to the conference 


asked by the Senate. rea 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
WILSON] moves that the Housenonconcur in the Senateamend- 
ments, and agree to the conference asked on the 


disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. The gentleman from West Vir- 


la— 

on WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I shall not at- 
tempt to make any detailed explanation of the difference be- 
tween the bill prepared and passed by the House and the bill 
as returned to us with the amendments of the Senate. After 
five months pendency in the Senate the bill has been returned 
to us with somesix hundredand thirty-fouramendments. Prob- 
ably four hundred and fifty or more of those are to the tariff 
schedules, the customs schedules, and the residue to such ad- 
ministrative sections as are left in the bill, and to the internal- 
revenue sectionsof the bill. So that the number ofamendments 
to the tariff bill itself are not materiall ter than the num- 
ber proposed by the Senate to the Mc ey bill in 1890. 

A great many of those amendments are immaterial correc- 
tions, or proposed corrections, of phraseology; a slight increase 
or a slight decrease in some duty which is not of very great im- 

rtance so far as the taxpayer or the Treasury is concerned; 
but there are a number of amendments that are very important 
in themselves, and that make very material changes in the gon 
eral scheme and idea of the bill as it passed the House and in 
the burden of taxation upon the people of the country. 

It has been said that the bill which passed the House on the 
Ist day of February last was hastily gotten up, was not a well- 
considered bill, and that therefore it was incumbent upon the 
Senate to take the crude bill offered by the House and to per- 
fect it by such amendments as the Senate deemed proper to add 
or propose toit. So far from that being true, I speak within 
the bounds of correct statement when I say that no tariff bill 
ever went from the House of Representatives in all of its his- 
tory tothe other Chamber on which longer and more careful 
and more detailed and more conscientious work was bestowed 
than upon the bill which passed this House on the Ist of Feb- 
ruary. 

Isay this without saying anything of course as to the charac- 
ter of the bill itself. But I simply want to say for the House of 
Representatives that in the discharge of their constitutional 
duty as the immediate representatives of the taxpayers of this 
country, and in the discharge of the mandate of the people of 
the country when they sent the members with their commis- 

- sions to this House, they performed their work honestly, care- 
fully, deliberately, and to the best of their capacity. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

I perfectly agree, Mr. Speaker, with some of the remarks of 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] in the first part of his 
speech this morning. LI agree with him that the duty of fram- 
ing a revenue bill, a bill to impose taxes upon the people, is 
both by the express letter of the Constitution and by the very 
theory of free pomen a duty peculiarly, and in the first 
place exclusively, resting upon those who are chosen by the 
people themselves. It is the very definition of free government 

hat all taxes shall be levied by the votes of those who immedi- 
ately represent the payers of those taxes. And while under our 
constitutional system the Senate may i ed amendments, it is 
none the less a duty of this House to endeavor toframe and to 
secure the passage of a tariff bill as satisfactory to it and as just 
to the people of the country as if it was the me framer of such 
& bill, and as if the sole responsibility rested upon it. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the bill that went from this House, what- 
ever may have been the imperfections of its details, was based 
upon two clear and intelligent principles. 

It was based first upon the principle that in gathering revenue 
taxes under a tariff, those taxes should be levied and gathered 
from finished products, and not upon what are called raw ma- 
terials. Taxes upon raw materials are taxes upon the occu 
tion of the working people of the country; and no country which 
does not allow its KONE ple free untaxed access to the ma- 
terials of industry can fully supply its own market or hope to 
contend for the markets of other countriesin the world. ud 
applause on the Democratic side.] 

And so, sir, the bill that passed through the House was based 
upon that great fundamental Democratic idea that we should 
gather whatever revenue we need under a tariff system from a 
revenue tax upon the finished product and not from successive 
taxes, rolled up and repeated at every stage in the process of 
manufacture, upon the materials that workingmen have to use in 
the employment of their labor. The bill that came back to us 
from the te does not recognize that 8 It has trans- 
ferred to the tax list quite a number of materials of industr: 
which this House desired and desires to give free and untaxe 


to the working people of this ves fs f all the chief free ma- 
terials provided tn the House bill o wool and lumber come 
back to us undisturbed by the Senate bill. 


There was another important and equally Democratic prin- 
ciple in the House bill, and that was that there can be no just 
or equal system of taxation exceptasystem based upon the value 
of the thing taxed. There is no open, public, and just system 
of taxation except that which is levied upon a unit of value, not 
that which is levied n a unit of weight, measure, or time. 
Therefore the House in the main sought through all of its 
schedules to introduce and to extend, as far as it could, the ad 
ee system of taxation, instead of a specific or a compound 
system. 

‘There is nota State in this country that would dare to im- 
pose specific taxes on acres of land or on the dwellings of the 
people, by which a worthless acre would ey as much taxes as 
the richest in the State, and by which the humblest cottage 
would pay the same rate of taxation as the most luxurious man- 
sion in the State; and yet specific taxes work out their results 
in exactly that method wherever they are put into our tariff 
system, always increasing the burden where it ought to be di- 
minished in justice and equality, and diminishing the burden 
where it ought to be increased in justice and equality. 

Now, sir, we find that the Senate bill has returned very 
largely to specific taxes, and in many cases, in a considerable 
number of cases, in that worst and most insidious and prima 
facie fraudulent form of taxes, a compound duty, made up of a 
specific tax and an ad valorem tax. Thus the biil comes back 
to the House with these two great fundamental principles of 
just taxation and these two great fundamental principles of Dem- 
ocratic policy in a large measure overridden and neglected; and 
it is for this House, so far as it can, in the performance of its 
duty to the people, to insist upon their continuance in any tariff 
bill that is passed by this Congress. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side. 

Now, Mr. S er, I shall not go, as I said in opening this dis- 
cussion, into details as to the specific schedules or as to the spe- 
cifictaxes. Ihavealready stated that the amendments proposed 
to this bill by the Senate are 634in number. They are distrib- 
uted as follows: There are 52 amendments to the chemical 
schedule; there aro 64 amendments to the iron and steel sched- 
ule; there are 3 to the wood schedule; 5 to the sugar schedule; 
4 to the tobacco schedule; 16 to the cotton schedule; 19 to the 
flax schedule; 30 to the woolen schedule; 6 to the silk schedule; 
8 to the paper schedule; 57 to the sundry schedule; and 89 to 
the free list; in the latter case, almost always a transfer of 
something left on the free list by the House or put upon the free 
list by the House back to the taxable list. 

Now, sir, if there were any feeling in this House when we 
came to deal with the tariff bill, it was that we were dealing too 
conservatively. There wasscarcely any sentiment in this House 
except here and there upon some one particular item, that did no 
make us feel that if we were free to carry out the full mandate 
of the people who sent us there, we would have sent to the Sen- 
ate a bill with a lower range of duties than we ventured to sug- 
gest or pass in this House. 

If these amendments were in the direction of a reduction of 
eed erate taxes, I am sure that this House would agree very 
q y toalarge number of them; but while a few of them, in 
one or two important instances, for which I must give due 
credit, are reductions, the great mass of these changes are in 
the direction of increasing the taxes upon the American 
and 3 protection of the home makers of the articles 
thus taxed. is is especially true in the sugar schedule. It 
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is true in the cotton schedule. It is true inthe woolen schedule. 
It is true in the glass schedule, and so on through all the im- 
portant schedules where the taxes bear most heavily om the 

ple there is an increase in taxation which will not, in my 
Toa pment, increase proportionately the revenue of the Govern- 
ment derived from those taxes. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I feel that while it is the duty of the House 
to stand by the people, and while I believe this House is going 
to stand by the people [applause on the Democratic side], I be- 
lieve, sir, that we should recognize in the spirit of fairness any 
difficulties which our colleagues at the other end of the Capitol 
may have had in the construction of this bill, and that there 
should be, both in letter and in spirit, a full and free confer- 
ence” between the House and the Senate as to all the amend- 
ments proposed to the House bill; and I believe that such con- 
ferees as may go from this House will go animated with that 
spirit, prepared to deal fairly and fully and honestly with these 
successive amendments, but at the same time under the over- 
whelming sentiment of fidelity to their party pledges and to 
their duty to the people who sent them here. Appia on the 
Democratic siđe, 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time, though I do 
not know that I shall want to say anything further. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I do not feel like making any repl 
to the gentleman from West Virginia. I appreciate what he is 
pleased to euphemistically call the ‘‘ difficulties” of the Senate, 
the nature and character of which, however, he has wisely re- 
frained from telling us. Iam glad also to have him utter this 
note of defiance to the Senate, and yet I am perfectly confident, 
as is every member of this House, that it is the last outcry that 
will be uttered by him or by his side. [Laughter.] 

The idea of his talking about free raw material being a Demo- 
cratic principle, and telling us that he was trying to carry it 
out! ee raw material, in the last essence, is not to be found 
onthe face of the earth. It is a mere chimera; a mere illusion 
of the schoolmen, which, the moment it got before those prac- 
tical gentlemen in the Senate, men of business, men with “‘diffi- 
culties” [laughter], vanished, leaving not a rack behind. 
[Laughter.] And when they get into the conference com- 
mittee, those practical business men, with their ‘‘ difficulties,” 
will confront the gentleman from West Virginia, and confront 
him at shorter range, and will obliterate him more effectually 
ee Mee have already done. [Laughter on the Republican 
side. 

Now, think what he has said! Hehas said that the bill which 
he presented here was more protectionist than he wanted, more 
so than he would have made it if he had been at liberty to do 
right. Well, with 100 Democratic majority, what on earth pre- 
vented him from doing what he calls right? He goes into this 
question with an asseveration that he had already gone too far, 
and yet the Senate utterly outstrips him. How, then, is he go- 
ing to meet them in a spirit of fairness?” How is he going to 
appreciate their ‘‘ difficulties?” Iam sorry he did not define to 
the House those difficulties, and yet my regret is mitigated by 
the fact that the country has defined them and has not needed 
his assistance. I yield fifteen minutes to my colleague from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, there are not Soot 634 amend- 
ments to this bill, comprising 96 pages of printed matter, but 
90 per cent of those amendments are material changes in the 
bill. As the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
has said, nearly every schedule has an increase duty. The 
chairman has also informed the House that in the Senate amend- 
ments the theory upon which the House bill was formed has 
been overturned and specific duties have taken the place of ad 
valorem rates. 

That is true, Mr. Speaker. The bill as it comes from the 
Senate is radically different in almostevery particular from the 
bill as it left the House. There are many amendments upon 
which I would gladly vote to concur. For instance, the Sen- 
ate has granted to our magnificent Empire State the conces- 
sion of protective duties on collars and cuffs and on teasels. 
[Laughter.] They have restored teasels to the dutiable list. I 
am glad that at least one member of the Senate representing the 
State of New York in the other end of the Capitol was not in- 
duced to vote for this bill even though they put teasels into it 
with a duty of 15 per cent. Bay gh me 

The only raw material which is free in the bill now is the 
farmer's wool. They have made that free, and, as a compensa- 
tion tothe farmer, they have given him free burlaps—free bags. 
They have left the duty on his fence wire; they have given him 
a duty of 3 cents a dozen on eggs; they have given him a duty 
of 15 cents a bushel on potatoes. They have made other mag- 
nificent overtures to the farmer to compensate for the destruc- 
tion of his wool industry; but when it came to the question of 
free coal and free iron ore, the two principal essentials of the 


great manufactures of this country, the Senate said, in the lan- 

guage of the gentleman from West Virginia, that those few cor- 

3 railroads in the State ol West Virginia must be protected 
y a duty upon those articles. 

And 30 free raw materials have vanished from the bill. Then 
they have got sugar in. They have adopted my friend's ‘‘ad 
valorem,” a rate of 40 per cent on sugar. They have adopted it 
because it is such a rate as the importer always wants—an ad 
valorem rate. The importer in this instance was the great 
sugar trust; and thesugar trust demandedanad valorem; and of 
course the sugar trust got it—a rate of 40 per cent on raw sugar, 
40 per cent on refined sugar, and because the trust does not im- 
port refined sugar, an additional rate of one-eighth of a cent a 
pound on that. > 

Well, sir, in the debate elsewhere it has been stated that the 
difference in price between raw and refined sugar was about 20 
cents a hundred, and that the 40 per cent would mean 8 cents, 
and the eighth of a cent pee ponn would mean 12} cents ahun- 
dred, and so the differential duty was 20} cents, equal to the 
difference in price. Whoever made that statement was de- 
ceived by somebody in the interest of the sugar trust. I have 
before me now a statement from a commercial paper published 
in the city of New York of the values of sugars on July 4, and 
the average difference in the values of sugar, accounting for all 
difference in saccharine strength in the sugars (which I will 
not go into), is more than a cent a pound, and the differential 
duty under this Senate schedule is from six-tenths of a cent to 
1 cent a pound in favor of the sugar refiner. 

Now, I am not going very far into this matter of sugar. I want 
to wait and see what is going to be done. I want to hear the 
eloquent gentleman from West Virginia when he comes in here 
with his report from the conference committee. I want to see 
what is to be done with sugar. You know what the vote was in 
the Senate. You know what the action of the Senate was. You 
know what stands behind the action of the Senate. 

Mr. REED. That is, the difficulties,” you mean. 

Mr. PAYNE. The “difficulties "—the difficulty of a contri- 
bution, not to a Democratic national committee in 1892, but to 
the Democratic committee of the State of New York in 1892—to 
their pie 5 55 fund. That seems to be the largest 

Mr. Mo LIN. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman, who was a 
member of the Ways and Means Committee in 1890, when tha 
McKinley bill was passed, whether the House committee did not 
recommend a certain duty amounting only to about two-thirds 
of that which was finally adopted in conference, and whether 
his party did not e for the benefit of the trust, 
the high duties that are now imposed by law? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will state that matter in a moment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, is not that true? 

Mr. PAYNE. I wouldrather state that in my own way. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. You allowed the Senate then to Have its 
way against the interests of the people. You had better take 
care of your own Senate before you go to criticising ours. 

Mr.PAYNE. It is true we puta duty on refined sugar; there is 
no question about that. Mr. Knight, of Philadelphia, appeared 
before us and made a statement as to his business; and from 
that statement my own individual judgment was that three- 
tenths of a cent a pound was ample protection. I favored that 
duty; and the committee reported four-tenths. Gentlemen ap- 

eared before the Senate committee—gentlemen not interested 
n the trust—and they represented to the Senate committee 
that a duty of more than six-tenths of a cent a pound was neces- 
gt and the Senate granted a duty of six-tenths of a cent. 

e conferees finally putitat halfacenta pound. After that 
the sugar trustabsorbed these outside refiners. The sugar trust. 
went into the campaign in 1892, and went in before the Senate 
Finance Committee in 1894 and followed that committee about, 
and invited them to hotels, and met them in private houses; and 
with the iniquity of the trustspread out before them, with more 
than 80 per cent of refined sugar the product of the trust, with 
their eyes open, with the benefit of their experience since 1890, 
the Senate has put a duty of more than five-tenths of a cent a 
pound upon every pound of refined sugar in addition to the 
duty paiduponraw sugar. I simply want to contrast the action 
of the two Houses. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Willthe gentleman yield for a question 
as to the statement he has just made? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would yield, but my time is going very rap- 


idly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I want to ask the gentleman whether 
the protective duty ot one-halfa cent per pound put on in the Mo- 
Kinley bill is not more than that put on by the Senate in this 
bill, which is one-eighth and one-tenth? 

r. PAYNE. I will publish the figures with my remarks. 


1894. 
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The market price of sugar as published in the sap gla 
Commercial List and New York Price Current July 4, 1894, is as 
follows: c 

Centrifugal, 96° test, 3} cents per pound. 

Muscovado, 89°, 2I; cents per pound. 


Molasses sugar, 89°, 2% cents per pound. 
Refined. 
Cents per pound. 
Granulated on eine 1 4 
ished... 5 Ur 
Gut lost - = Hae 


G Sa ey aa 
Dividing the price per pound of the raw sugars by the num- 
ber of degrees of saccharine strength, the real value of such 
sugars is: 
ntrifugal, at 31 cents+96—3t cents. 
Muscovado, at 24% cents+89=3 cents. 
Molasses sugar, at 27% cents—89—2 cents. 
The duty per pound on these prices is: 
Centrifugal, ah at 40 per cent, .013 cent per pound. 
uscovado, 3 at 40 per cent, .012 cent per pound. 
olasses sugar, 2¢ at 40 per cent, .011 cent per pound. 
On refined: 
Granulated, 4, to 44 cents, 40 per cent and 1.0175 to .01825. 
Powdered, 4f to 44 cents, 40 per cent and 1.0185 to .01925. 
Crushed, 47 to 54 cents, 40 per cent and 2. 02075 to .0215, 
Cut loaf, 41 to 574 cents, 40 per cent and z. 02075 to. 0215. 
This makes an average duty per pound on— 


Raw ugars r 012 
Fc TVT 01787 
B e hansen ennsecanuseasosanesesaneces .019 

a T E P E AS «02112 
0T D G I E AE A S R EC ORL A ITS .02112 


Tho lowest differential duty is almost six-tenths of a cent per 
und, viz: five hundred and N one-thousandths. 
Fhe highest is more than nine-tenths. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. One other question, and I will not inter- 
rupt the gentleman further. Was not the casting vote in favor 
of the sugar schedule of this bill given by the Republican Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, the Republican Senator from Pennsyl- 
yania” hoped that with the su; duty on he might defeat the 
bill in the Senate. He cast his vote in that direction for that 

urpose. But there did not seem to be enough righteous men 
eft on the Democratic side of the Senate to give more than one 
vote against the bill on its final passage. 
Mr. PENCE. I think I gather better than the gentleman 
from New York the drift of the question of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]. What he means to ask is, whether it 
is not a fact that it took the vote of the ex-chairman of the na- 
tiona! Republican committee to save a Democratic tariff-reform 
bill upon the sugar question? 
M. PAYNE. That isa characteristic of the Populist party, 
which, under the guae of a question, the gentleman from Colo- 
rado has succeeded in inserting into my remarks. 

Now, Mr. S er, it I can get the floor again, I will resume 
the thread of my discussion. I suppose the gentleman from 
Colorado has forgotten the fact that even then, even with the 
vote to which he refers, it took two Populists’ votes to put the 
bill through the Senate. 

Mr. PENCE. No; I wish I could forget it. 

Mr. PAYNE, But there is another matter to which I wish 
to address myself for a moment. When this bill was in the 
House the committee reported a sortof reci 3 or retaliatory 
clause with-reference to petroleum oil. e had some discus- 
sion about that, it will bs remembered. I mentioned the fact 
that a representative of the petroleum trust had been in the city 
a week or two; and the amendment came in; then our commit- 
tee took it out of the bill. It went to the Senate, and I do not 
know whether the representative of the petroleum trust was 
there or not, but in noy event that amendment appears to have 
been incorporated in the petroleum schedule, 

I tried very hard in the House to get a similar retaliatory 
clause with reference to plows and other agricultural imple- 
ments which come in free of duty under the House bill; but the 
Democratic side of the House voted me down. However, these 
“ business men” in the Senate for some reason or other have 
seen the point, and they put thatretaliatory provision on plows 
and og ey eae implements. 

IfI time to go into all the beauties of the bill I would like 
to do so. Why, it was beautiful as it left the House, but as it 
comes back to us from the Senate I am lost in admiration 
[laughter], it is such a crazy piece from beginning to end, with- 
out principle—a single one—unless it be the protection of trusts 
and combinations; without a single principle, unless it is in vio- 
lation of the Democratic platform in every one of its particu- 
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lars; without a single principle, unless it is made sometimes to 
please Republicans, sometimes Populists, sometimes Democrats, 
and always to catch votes and for nothing else. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

But the bill comes back to us at last, and Iam ready to join 
you gentlemen in voting to disagree with these amendments 
though I would like to have an opportunity to vote on some of 
them separately; but I want it to get into conference, to see 
what the report of the conference committee is to be. 

I want to see what they can make of the two bills, for I be- 
lieve, sir, that when you see the Senate bill and the House bill 
coming back here with that conference committee’s report, with 
that sort of a combination, we will have a thing more varie- 
gated, more unlike anything in the heavens above and in the 
earth beneath—I will not except things in the other place [laugh- 
ter]—than anything that has eyer come before the House of 
Representatives. I hope we will nonconcur, so that we may 
see what sort of a wrestle we will have on collars and cuffs and 
on teasels and other things embraced in the 634 different items 
that the Senate haye incorporated in the bill by way of 3 

And I am glad to notice another thing. I lifted my warning 
voice againstchanging the administrative act, but the House, 
or the majority on the other side of the House, on some sort of 
a report from a subordinate in the Treasury, who advised the 
committee otherwise, made thechange. It went to the Senate, 
and they have stricken out every one of your amendments un- 
der that head on the advice and at the request of the Secretary 
of the Treasury himself. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. REED. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. QuicG]. [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I receive the tribute of the other 
side of the Chamber with a great deal of satisfaction. 

Before this bill goes into the conference I should like, if pos- 
sible, toobtain the sympathy of the conferees on the part of the 
House in behalf of the great State of New York. It is called 
you know, the Empire State, and imperial it truly is; imperial 

n its resources, imperial in the potentiality of its people, and 
it has a great deal of interest in the issue of this conference, 
more, I suspect, than the combined interests of all the States rep- 
resented by Democrats in the Ways and Means Committee. 

Twenty per cent of the manufacturing output of the entire 
United States is the product of the State of New York. Her 
factories number 66, The value of her output is nearly 
$2,000,000,000. These factories employ opis Mapu 000 of 3 
and pay Lente Shay 000,000 in wages annually. Theoreti p 
at least, New York is very well represented in this Congress 
the party that has constructed this tariff bill. 

New York has two Senators, and they are both adherents of 
that party. She has thirty-four Representatives, and nineteen 
of them are Democrats. But after a careful reading of this bill 
Iam utterly unable to obtain any evidence in the bill of the ex- 
istence in this Congress of any other son of New York than the 
Hon. EDWARD MURPHY, jr., of Troy. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] I think it will appear that he is the only man 
who has made a single effective address to the Democrats in 
charge of this bill. A 

The Wilson bill left this House, a bill to smash industries; 
and without in the least losing its character in that respect it 
has returned to us a bill to protect trusts. [Applause on the 
Republican oe) My Democratic colleagues from New York 
haye been very divided on this bill, divided among themselves, 
and in some cases divided among himself. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] Some of them have been in favor of it, some 
of them have been opposed to it, and, as nearly as I can figure 
out, some of them have been both for it and against it. But, 
somehow or other, not a man of them has been able to ingraft 
upon the bill a single word or figure to the advantage of the 
State of New York, with the exception of the Hon, EDWARD 
MURPHY, the junior Senator. 

When the bill went over to the Senate we know what ha: 
pened. Every combination of capital in this country rich enong 
and powerful enough tocontrol or influence a Democratic United 
States Senator was permitted to write its own schédule. The 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] has spoken of 
“ difficulties,” The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has ex- 
cused him from the task of indicating what they are, but we all 
know. A Senator rises in his place and says, “This is a very 
good bill, an uncommonly good bill, and yet I hardly know 
whether I can support it or not—yet. I notice one extraordi- 
nary omission in the bill. It does hot tax’’—well, in deference to 
the gentleman from West Virginia we willsay—‘‘coal. I notice 
that there is no tax on coal.“ 

And then the chorus of Democratic Senators in their seats cr 
out: Well, but you see a tax on coal isunconstitutional.” An 


the Senator on the floor sa 

have got to pass this bill, 
we have got to pass it.” 

e?” “Yes, we admit that.” ‘‘Well, I sup 
thata tax on coal was unconstitutional, 


„Ves, IL have heard of that, secre od 
ve you not?” And they say, “Yes, 
“And my vote is necessary to its pas- 


when you 
t you did not 


uite a hend my position. My position is, no tax on coal 
3 vole” And so down goes a tax on coal. i 2 
And then another Senator rises in his place and s: ‘‘ Yes, 
this is a good bill. I have noticed howexcellent a bill it is my- 


self, but I observe that there is no tax on sugar.” And they all 
cry out, Well, but you see it is ASRA to put a tax on 
„because that is unconstitutional.” Les, he replies, I 
have heard of that. But a tax on sugar goes in this b 
do not get my vote.” And so down goes a tax on sugar. 

Several MEMBERS. Up. 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes, up goes the tax on sugar. And so all 
through the 634 amendments that they have made in this bill, 
every one of them is the result of the statement of a Democratic 
Senator, You don’t get my vote unless you violate the Con- 
stitution.” 

Now, when it came New York’s turn, Mr. Speaker, the senior 
Senator from that State, who, as all who haye watched his 
career well know, is opposed to all such things as dickers, who 


or you 


never engaged in a bar, in his life, rose up in his majesty 
and said, I have noth to ask. Eliminate the income tax 
and I will talk to you.” But the income tax stayed there. The 


junior Senator from that State was the only one who made an 
effectivespeech. Realizing that the eyes of eight millions of peo- 
ple were upon him, realizing that he was thesole bulwarkagainst 
the destruction of their interests, he stood forth among his as- 
sociates like the hty gladiator he is, armed cap-a-pie, booted 
and buckled and belted and spurred, and said in tones that 
thrilled the American Senate with their passion, ‘‘ Collars and 
cuffs, 50 per cent ad valorem.” : 

Mr. Speaker, that was a very simple speech, but it had the 
strength of simplicity, My Democratic coll eof New York 
on the Ways and Means Committee of this House [Mr. COCE- 
RAN] has the well-earned mg Tp of being a very eloquent 
man, and he spoke on this bill with more his ord 


fluency. So fluently, indeed, that sometimes I was afraid he 


would not be able to catch up with himself; but somehow or an- 
other he came back from the harvestempty-handed. Thesenior 
Senator from New York spoke too, and the country, having 
nothing else in the world to do, paused and gave him its undi- 
vided attention. But somehow or other he was able to accom- 
plish nothing. Only the junior Senator succeeded. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the junior Senator from 
New York, and I wantit perfectly understood that we realize 
that this isaday of small things small men. [Derisivelaugh- 
ter on the Democratic side.] If you gentlemen understand the 
point as well as I do, we are both satisfied. 

ce FO pee Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 
question 

Mr. QUIGG. With great pleasure. 

Mr. CARUTH. In what arena, in what country, where is it, 
that gladiators are booted and spurred? [Great laughter on the 
Democratic 8 A 

. Speaker, I should have great pleasure in 


Mr. QUIGG. 
answering the gentleman’s question if I thought it would do 
anything for the interest of the State of New York, whichis my 


present concern. In our State, with our millions of industry, we 
„Are very glad we have obtained this duty on collars and cuffs. We 
are grateful for it. But I want to ask those gentlemen who are 
going soon to adjust these “difficulties,” when they look over 
this unnamed and unclassified beast that has come back to us 
claiming our paternity, mindful of the resources of the State of 
New York, that even now itisstraining at its tether to go among 
and destroy, that they will clip another claw and draw another 
tooth in behalf of the State of New York, If Ihave any further 
time I return it to the gentleman from Maine. [Applause on 
—5 8 side, and cries ok Vote!” on the Democratic 
side, 
Mr. REED. Will the 8 from West Virginia dispose 


of some of his time? o gentlemen haye y spoken on 
this side. [Cries of? Vote!” on the Democratic side. 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am ready to take a vote 


now. 
The SPEAKER. The question, then, is upon the motion to 
nonconcur in the Senate amendments. 
Mr.REED. One moment. I yield to the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have no ere Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, and especially in view of the temper the House, to en- 
gage in any tariff discussion. My sole purpose in addressing 
the House will be to find an answer to the inquiry, What is 
the question that now confronts us? The House has to-day in 


its custody the most important piece of legislation that is the 
product of this long and tedious session. It has before it a bill 
whose title is to reduce taxation and to provide revenue for 
the Government,” and is wag in the exercise of the highest 
function imposed upon it by the Constitution—the function of 
providing for the raising of revenue to keep in motion the 
wheels of this great Government. 7 
But that is not the most important aspect of the situation be- 
fore us. Weare to-day to consider under the rule adopted by 
this House, and in no otherjvay, not simply a revenue bill, buta 
revenue bill which pee to overturn the revenue system 
that for thirty years prevailed in this country to the enor- 
mous enhancement of the prosperity of its people. Weare to 
dispose of, in the brief time allowed to us, a measure which is 
full of experiment, about which no man can prophesy save as he 
learns from the past, and about . he learns 
from the past, he can prophesy nothing but disaster. 
Not only have we a revenue bill, and a revenue bill whichpro- 
oses to establish a new system of raising revenue, but we have 
addition what amounts substantially to two alternative bills 
before us. We havethe Wilson bill, which went from this body 
to the other end of the Capitol embodying not the principles of 
the Chicago platform of the Democratic party, but embodying, 
as it is claimed, at least two principles, to wit, free raw material 
and ad valorem instead of specific duties. i 
That bill ought to bə a proper subject of discussion at this 
time. Then we have substantially another bill, a bill that 
comes from the Senate. That bill came to this House the day 
before yesterday, and recess Apo passed through the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means is before the House to-day. 
The difference between these two bills, the Wilson billand the 
Senate bill, is as the difference between day and night. In the 


Senate bill the principle of free raw material has disappeared; 
one 1 orem taxation instead of specific duties 


pea The question as to which of these billsought 

to be adopted, in whole or in part, as the revenue system of this 

3 the question that ought to be discussed by the House 
y- 

I do not stop to characterize in my own the bill that 
comes from the Senate. I do not to terize in my 
own language the differences existing between that bill and the 
bill which is the product of the House, the immediate repre- 
sentatives of the / ican people. I prefer to characterize it 
in the terms applied to it by a member of the dominant part 
responsible for its passage at the other end of the Capitol. 
pro to read from the speech of him who has been called, 
rightly I have no doubt, the greatest living Democrat. Listen, 
if you , to the wordsof the senior Senator from New York 
describing the Senate bill. He says: 


The Senate bill—the Gorman co 
and throug 


tax. This the country believes—this the 
country understands. BE prayers the people bread and we are giving 
them a stone. We pro them free raw materials, and we are givin 
them taxed coal, taxed iron ore, taxed coke, taxed lead ore, and other taxe 
They ted free but taxing not only that article, bi 

y expec sugar, but we are no y article, but 
other necessaries of life. 


* + 0 0 8 * * 
This is not a Democratic bill, lam sure; it is not a distinctly Republican 


bill; it is not a Populist bill entire, but it is a mixture of all—itis a rag-bag 
production it is a crazy-quilt combination—it is a splendid nothing. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, with the Wilson bill before us and the Sen- 
ate bill before us, and with the prospect of establishing a new 
system of revenue, what should be the 2 course of legisla- 
tion? Itis the supreme function of this House, under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, as we have already heard, to deal 
with this question of revenue. And the House has made pro- 
vision for an intelligent consideration of legislation proposed. 
How do the House rules provide that this Aer question shall 
be settled? They provide that these two bills shall pass through 
the Ways and Means Committee, to the end that theyshall there 
receive consideration, discussion, and deliberation; that then 
they shall be committed to the Committee of the Whole, where 
amendment, debate, consideration, are again all possible and in 
order. 

And yet, notwithstanding these House rules, notwithstanding 
the immense gravity of the situation, notwithstanding the im- 
portance of this measure, we find this bill practically without 
consideration in the Ways and Means Committee because of the 
lack of necessary information. No estimates have been fur- 
nished to us. effect of the bill it is impossible to tell. 
Under these circumstances we find ourselves confined in this 
House to-day in the discussion of this great and important meas- 
ure to two hours of time. The majority has seen fit to abridge 
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debate, refused the opportunity for amendment, and delegate 
the powers and duties of the House to a committee of confer- 
ence. Gentlemen of the majority, you are in the possession of 
power, not the power of right, but the power of might. 8 

You may override reason. Lou may stifledebate. Yours is 
the opportunity to exercise mercilessly the merciless authority 
of a merciless majority. You triumph to-day; you will 
triumph to-day. But you will not triumph for long: I say to 
you that your doom has already been pronounced. Intoxicated 
with the seeming victory of 1892, you have never awakened to 
a realization of the staggering defeat of 1893. Your ears have 
been deaf to the thunder of the people's voice asin a continuous 
wave it rolled from Massachusetts through New York, Pennsyl- 
‘yania, and Ohio to the prairie lands of Iowa in indignant pro- 
test against your misguided conception of the popular will. 

ae the hammer fell.] 

. REED. I yield five minutes more tothe gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. D . You simply await, gentlemen, the 8 
of the decree of November next, from which there will be no 
appeal save to the people themselves, the decree of a people 
whose patience has been exhausted by your incompetence and 

j nt and vengeance will 


[Ap- 
on the Republican side.] 

Go on, gentlemen of the majority. Complete the assassina- 
tion of your country’s industries; but bear in mind that the 
hearts ot the American people beat true to the interests of the 
American people, that their clear brains are capable of discern- 
ing between friend and foe, that the average common sense of 
the masses of the plain people, whom you ean not deceive, will 
in the endclothe with power that party, and that party only, 
whose principles and doctrines are true tothe interests of Amer- 
icans, to the security of the American market for the American 
producer. 8 on the Republican side.] 

Mr. R - s the gentleman from West Virginia desire 
to use his remaining time now? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado pee. PENCE}. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, duties at a meeting of a commit- 
tee prevented my being in attendance when the gentleman from 
West Virginia addressed the House this morning, but I have 
inquired as to the nature of his remarks and am told that they 
were a brave and courageous announcement that the majority 
in this House should stand firm in favor of the bill as it passed 
the House. If that is true, [desire to congratulate him and the 
majority in this House. 

Mr. REED. That is not quite correct. He said the House 
conferees would bear in mind the difficulties of the Senate, the 
troubles in which they found themselves, and would deal with 
them in a spirit of fairness. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PEN Mr. Speaker, I did come into the House in time 
to hear the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] say that there 
had been somewhere, by somebody, on some occasion, a sugges- 
tion made that there were difficulties surrounding the final so- 
lution of this question. 8 The motion now before 
the House, as I unders it, simply that the House shall dis- 
agree to the amendments of the Senate and agree to a confer- 
ence. 

We have had no expectation up to this time; Mr. Speaker, 
however much we may be happily disappointed within the next 
few hours, that there would any Populist member amongst 
the House conferees [laughter], so that we have had no expecta- 
tion of having one of our members take t in the final adjust- 
mentof the frame and formandeffectof this tariff bill. We have, 
however, asincere desire and hope that the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee will deserve, at the moment of final ac- 
tion on this bill, to stand up again and call upon his colleagues 
as a roll of honor and to be carried out upon their shoulders. It 
is not a question of sense with him: itis a question of courage, 
and, for one, I believe he has it. 

But that is not what I rose to say. I want to read to the 
membersof this House a few words of genuine and disinterested 
wisdom,sothatthey may atleast goto the conference, and possibly 
to the country, with the other remarks made here to-day. On 
the 4th of July, 1892, the new piy of this country in national 
convention used the language I am about to read, which it seems 
to me at this moment, witnessing the scene of to-day and recall- 
ing the late scenesin the Senate, was inspired by both truth 
and prophecy: 

We have witnessed for more than a quarter of a century the struggles of 
the two great tical parties for power and plunder, while grievous 
have been inflicted n the suffering gs 
ling influences dominating both these pope — ahont 1 dreadful 


conditions to develop without serious effort to prevent or restr: 
Neither do they pit Bh ya ce te sul * 


They have agreed 
pos Bay ory V0 They - 
pose ti drown the outeries of a plundered people with the uproar of a Sham 


whose swift and sure. 
plause 
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battle over the tariff, so that capitalists, corporations, national å 
trusts, watered the demone: f 3 
trusts, o silver Sad Wee a E O 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the motion 
of the 3 from West Virginia. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from West Virginia does not 
desire to 5 time, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois . CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of ois. Mr. Speaker, in the time allowed 
for debate there can be no discussion of the schedules of this 
bill. Therefore I hesitate about eyen the five minutes 
which have been accorded me. But I will y say I am glad 
that this ruis was adopted and that the House is about to non- 
concur in the Senate amendments and to send the differences 
between the two Houses to the conference. 

This is the 7th day of July. Congress has been in session al- 
most twelve months. In 1892 you Democrats swept the country 
ope a platform that committed you to a certain policy. You 
elected the President; you obtained control of the Senate; you 
secured your 90 majority in this House; and on the 4th iy 
March, 1893, you inaugurated your ent. Thecountry 
never regretted the election of 1892 and the Srey. Poi - 
ration but once, and that has been ever since the uguration 
took place. [Applause on the 8 side.] 

A goverment of the people? Yes, thank God, as the years roll 
around, a law-abiding ple, a courageous people, competent 
for self-government. Making mistakes? Yes; but thank God, 
upon the whole, making fewer mistakes than any other govern- 
mentonearth. They made a gigantic mistake in 1892. 


The 
Republicans knew it then and know it now. All the ple 
know it now. But as the election was held, the burden is cast 


upon you (addressing the Democratic side). If you can not keep 
your pledges, you threaten to keep them, as you have since the 
4th day of March, 1893, and to come in in the last days of your 
complete power and legislate and try to convince the country 
that whatever the product is, that is tariff reform” and a keep- 
ing of your pledges. 

Why do you send these differences with the Senate to a con- 
ference committee? The decree has gone forth, and while the 
whirlwind trom New York, charged with thunder and light- 
ning—I refer to Mr. WARNER—and while the 8 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] may send forth 
their notes of defiance, with a string to them [laughter -it is 
absolutely morally sure that substantially the Senate amend- 
ments are to be adopted. You are to open your mouths and 
swallow them down and call them tariff reform.” In Heaven's 
name, act as quickly as you can. The country has gone from 
bad to worse. It is going from bad to worse now. Give us your 
legislative product, and a little later on this American le, 
putting down disorder by law, putting their foot upon the Gov- 
ernor of Illinois, putting their foot upon the Governor of Colo- 
rado, putting their foot upon the Governor of Missouri, if they 
fail todo their duty or keep other officials from doing their 
sworn duty, will enlist the sentiment of the country under the 
banner of law and order and the enforcement of the law. 

To-day ninety-nine out of a hundred of our re are saying, 
„Under the law we will bear the grievances we have until, 
November, 1894, we shall enter upon a different policy, so far as 
we can, and also by our action at the ballot box give notice that 
we shall go back to the policy which, under the lead of the Re- 
publican party for thirty years, brought p rity to the coun- 
try, but which under your lead and threat [addressing the Dem- 
ocratic side] has been taken fromit. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has 
twelve minutes remaining. 


Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from West Virginia desire 
to occupy any further time? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am perfectly willing that 
the vote shall be taken now. 

Mr. REED. All right. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the mo- 


tion of the gentleman from West 8 oer that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendments and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON of West Virgi a motion that 
the House reconsider the vote last taken was on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a res- 
olution of instructions—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces, the e, con- 
ferees on the part of the House, which the Clerk will 


— 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WILSON of West V. Mr. MOMILLIN of Tennessee, Mr. TURNER 
of Georgia, Mr. MONTGOMERY of Kentucky, Mr. REED of Maine, Mr. BUR- 
Rows of Michigan, Mr. PAYNE of New York. 


DEATH OF HON. MARCUS C. LISLE, 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, it is my sad 
duty to announce to the House of Representatives.the death of 
Hon. Marcus C, Lisle, late a Representative in Congress from 
the State of Kentucky. He died early this morning at his 
home near Winchester, Ky. 

He was born September 23, 1862, in Clark County, Ky. Though 

oung in years, he had become very prominent as a lawyer, leg- 
lator,and businessman. Inthe year 1890 he was elected county 
judge of the county in which he was born and reared. In 1892 

e was elected a Representative in Congress, and was therefore 
serving his first term at the time of his death. 

He was a true friend,a eae patriot, and an accomplished gen- 
tleman, and he was loved and respected by all who knew him. 
In all the positions of honor and trust held by him he was con- 
spicuous for his ability, integrity, and fidelity to duty. 

At this time I will not indulge in any extended remarks on 
the life, character, and public services of our deceased colleague 
and friend, but in the future I will ask the House of Represent- 
atives to set apart a day for the commemoration of his virtues 


and public services, and for appropriate action in regard to his 
death. I now ask the adoption of the resolutions which I send 
to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the members of the House of Representatives have heard 
with desp regret and profound sorrow of the death of the Hon. Marcus C. 
Lisle, late a Representative from the State of Kentucky. 

Resolced, That a committee of seven members of the House be appointed by 
the Speaker to act with such Senators as may be selected to attend the 
funeral of the deceased; and that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall 
take proper action for 8 the funeral and for attending the re- 
mains of the deceased at the place of burial, and the necessary expense in- 
5 the execution of this order shall be paid out of the continge: 
of the House. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate to the Senate a copy 
of these resolutions. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the House do now adjourn. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Before announcing the result of the vote 
the Chair will name the following committee in pursuance of 
the resolution just adopted: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. McCREARY, Mr. BERRY, Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. PAYNTER, Mr. 
DRAPER, Mr. Lucas, and Mr. PENCE. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Pending the announcement of the vote 

Indefinite leave of absence was granted to Mr. TAWNEY, on 
account of sickness in his family; and to 5 

Mr. SIPE, for one week, on account of sickness in his family, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 55 minuts p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


nt fund 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from 
the Committee on War Claims, reported a resolution to refer 
to the Court of Claims the bill (H. R. 2382) for the relief of 


ea 7 D. Clark and Miss Emma C. Lovelace, both of Cata- 
0 


a Parish, La.; which, with the accompanying report (No. 
1209), was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HICKS (by request); A bill (H. R. 7659) granting pen- 
sions to soldiers, sailors, and marines who served during the 
war of the rebellion at any time from March 4, 1861, to July 1, 
1865, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and 
other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7661) to regu- 
late the 2 of medieine and surgery and to license physi- 
cians and surgeons in the District of Columbia, and for other 

purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7662) for the relief of home- 
stead settlers in Beaver County, Okla., and for other purposes 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. ; 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, a private bill of the following 
title was presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. HALL, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7660) for the relief 


of ton Crews—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Petition of Sally H. Tompkins, of Kana- 
wha County, W. Va., praying that the claim of everly Tomp- 
kins, deceased, be referred to the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of Charles Winch 
and other citizens of Langdon and Alstead, N. H., praying that 
fraternal beneficial societies, etc., may be exempt from the pro- 
visions of any law providing for a tax on income—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. COFFEEN: Petition of 63 citizens of Laramie County, 
Wyo., for suspension of assessments on mining claims—to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining, 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Arkansas 
City, Kans., favorable to the Kyle resolution—to the Committee 
on Labor. : 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of the presidentand 
faculty of Alfred University, Alfred, N. Y., for the suppression 
of lotteries—to the Chmmittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

_By Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri: Papers to accompany House 
bill 7658, for the relief of Mary Ann Tippler—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAW: Resolutions of John Flynn Post, No. 77, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of North Lacrosse, Wis., signed by. Wil- 
liam Grover, post commander, and Charles . Fourt, adjutant, 
and 36 members, urging Congress to enact a law making ita 
treasonable offense, punishable by fine or imprisonment, to raise 
any foreign flag on any public building of the United States upon 
any occasion or any time. Also the indorsement of the resolu- 
tion by North Lacrosse Council, No. 9, American Protective As- 
sociation, of North Lacrosse, Wis., signed by J. C. Follmer, 
president, and Horace Norton, secretary, and representing 500 
members—to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 
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Prayer by tho Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Friday last, when, 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, and by unanimous consent, the 
further reading was dispensed with. . 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of the 26th instant, a letter 
from the Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine Hospital 
Service, together with a copy of the report by Passed Assistant 
Surg. James B. Stoner, of the Marine Hospital Service, upon 
the quarantine administration and facilities at the port of Asto- 
ria, at the mouth of the ee vee which, with 25 accom- 

ing papers, was referre the Committee on ropria- 
. and ordered to be printed. Foie 

He also laid before the Senate acommunication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Attorney- 
General, submitting a request for a deficiency appropriation to 
cover the expenses of the judge of the United States court in 
the Indian Territory during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, There are on the table two com- 
munications from the Secretary of the Interior, an original 
communication sent last week, and a supplemental communica- 
tion still later, both in response to a resolution of the Senate 
adopted some days since, relating to the Klamath Indian Reser- 
vation in Oregon. I move that both communications and ac- 
companying papers be printed ks, sad as one document, and 
that they be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE. FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes; agreed to the conference asked for by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, Mr. MCMILLIN, 
Mr TURNER of Georgia, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. REED, Mr. 
BURROWS, and Mr. PAYNe managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 
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The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 307) granting a pension to Earnest C. 
Emerson; and the bill 920) to pension y Brown, of Berlin, 
Vt.; ed to the conference asked for by the Senate on the dis- 

g votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
. MARTIN of Indiana, Mr. „and Mr. PICKLER, man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 411) for the relief of Samuel Collins, 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


nate: 

A bill (H. R. 4326) to subject to State taxation national-bank 
notes snd United States Treasury notes; 2 

A bill (H. R. 4322) granting the use of certain land to the town 
of Castine, Me., for a public park; 

A bill (H. R. 4448) for the relief of persons who have filed dec- 
larations of intention to enter desert lands; 

A bill (H. R.4952) to amend section 2455 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 7020) to readjust the salaries and allowances of 
the postmasters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher, in 
Oklahoma Territory; and i 

A bill (H. R. 7335) to grant to the Arkansas, Texas and Mexi- 
can Central Railway Company a right of way through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1758) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct a 
bridge across the Columbia River between the State of Oregon 
and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a post-road; 


and ~ 
A ps resolution (H. Res. 201) authorizing the Secretary of 
Hio avy to continue the employment of certain mechanics and 
borers. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present petitions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce and Merchants’ Exchange; of the Ohio Mechanics’ Insti- 
tute; of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association; of the 
Manufacturers’ Association; of the Freight Bureau of the 
Chamber of Commerce; of the Commercial Club, and of the 
Builders’ Exchange, all of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for a fast 
mail service from Cincinnati to the South. this matter is 

nding before the Committee on Appropriations, I move that 
the petitions be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 56 citizens of Clark 
County, Ohio, remonstrating against any appropriations being 
made for Indian education at sectarian schools; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also presented the petition of J. B. Corey, of Pittsburg, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to punish leaders 
of labor organizations, etc., for obstructing the civil processes 
of State and national authority, and remonstrating against the 
unlawful combinations of capitalists; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. CHAND- 
LER], who is absent from the city, I present petitions of Richard 
Nelson, president, and Ella Nelson, secretary and treasurer, of 
the Nelson Business College, of Cincinnati, Ohio; of O. E, Ful- 
ghum, principal, F. C. igun, assistant principal, W. S. 

eiser, penman, Mrs. W. S. Heiser, superintendent shorthan 
department, and Emma C. Beals, shorthand instructor, all of 
the Richmond (Ind.) Business College; of U. S. Loofbourrow, 
superintendent of schools, of Eldorado, Ohio; and David H. 
Cochran, Ph. D., LL. D., president Polytechnic Institute, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., in behalf of and by direction of the faculty 
of the Institute, praying for the passage of joint resolution (S. 
R. 65) to encourage better spelling of the English language, etc. 
I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor. > 

The motion was agreed to. ' 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. CHANDLER) presented the petition 
of Charles H. Dimick and sundry other citizens of Lyme, N. H., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the States to 
enforce State laws regulating the salə of substitutes for dairy 

roducts; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 

mmerce. 

He also (for Mr. CHANDLER) presented the petition of Dr. A. 
H. Hoyt and 15 other citizens of Penacook, N. H., praying that 
the pending tariff bill be so amended that 3 beneficiary 
societies, orders, or associations operating upon the lodge system 
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and providing for the payment of life, sick, accident, and other 
benefits to the members and dependents of such members shall 
be exempt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation 
in any form; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also 5 a memorial of a committee of the Yearly, 
Meeting of Friends for New Engiand, remonstrating against the 
proposed abolishment of the Board of Indian Commissioners by 
refusing to make any appropriations for its necessary expenses; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial adopted by the People’s 
party of Charles County, Md., July 4, 1894, remonstrating against 
any e of the rights of the people in connection with 
the Pacific Railroads, demanding that the mortgages held by 
the United States on those railroads be foreclosed, and that they 
be owned and run by the United States in the interest of the 
people: which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman's National Indus- 
trial League of America, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Everett bill, to encourage the Mon- 
golian race to become naturalized citizens of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a memorial of the Orleans Par- 
ish Medical Society, of New Orleans, La., remonstrating against 
a reduction of the appropriation for the library of the Surgeon- 
General’s Office, United States Army; whith was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLATT. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2173) to amend an act 
entitled An act to establish a United States court in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved March 1, 
1889, and an act entitled An act to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the juris- 
diction of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes,” approved May 2, 1890; to provide for the ~ 
redistricting of the In Territory for judicial purposes, for 
an additional judge and more United States commissioners, and 
to prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and authority of such 
judges and commissioners, and for other purposes, to report it 
with amendments. I shall call the bill up to-morrow morning 
with the permissionof the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. The Committee on Indian Affairs has already 
reported the amendment providing for the payment of certain 
claims, submitted by the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] 
on the 26th ultimo, as an amendment to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. I am now authorized by the committee to report 
the same amendment to the bill making apprapriattons for the 
expenses of the Indian Department. I ask that it may be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so referred. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3458) extending the time for final 
proof and 8 Grae on lands claimed under the public land laws 
of the United States, reported it with an amendment and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 92) to print extra cape of the decisions 
of Interior Department renang to public lands and pensions, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Printing; which was agreed to. 

Mr, COCKRELL, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7097) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 
purposes, reported it with amendments. : f 

CHARLES IVERSON GRAVES. 

Mr. PUGH. The Committee on the Judiciary authorize me 
to report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 1141) 
to remove the political disabilities of Charles Iverson Graves, 
of Rome, in the State of Georgia. The bill has been before our 
committee for several months. It is all right, and it will take 
but a few minutes to dispose of it. I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two- 
thirds of the Senators present voting in the affirmative). 


CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. PUGH. I am directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7293) regulating the 
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procedure in criminal cases in the district of Minnesota, to re- 
port it favorably without amendment. The Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. 5 it is important that the bill shall pass 
immediately, I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to er the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That all criminal ngs instituted for the trial of 
FCC 


district in which such offenses were 


commit 
SEC. 2. That this act shall take effect upon its passage. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURTS IN MISSISSIPPI, 
Mr. GEORGE. Iam directed by the Committee on the Ju- 


tion. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. From the reading this seems to be a bill em- 
bracing a good many mim Be Of course if it takes no time I 
shall not object to its consideration. 


Mr. GEORGE. The reading is nearly completed, and it is 
merely a bill estab a new division of a district. 
Mr. ALLISON. [shall not object. < 


The Secretary regumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 
Mr. PLATT. Ido not enter any formal objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill at this time. It isreported by the Senator 
from Mississippi and is for the establishment of a new division 
in his own State where United States courts are to be held. I 
think, however, I ought to state that dispatches have been re- 
ceived by Senatorsfrom the United States district judge for 
Mississippi saying that the new place for holding courts ought 
not to be created. I do not enter any formal objection to the 
bill, because it is by the Senator from Mississippi from 
the Judiciary Committee and he ought to know about the con- 
dition of affairs in his own State, but I felt Lought to say to the 
Senate that the United States district judge thinks the bill 
ought not to pass. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, to strike out 
*tembrace ” and insert include;“ in line 5, after Neshoba,” to 
insert a semicolon; in line 6, to strike out ‘‘Scott;” in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘ Wayne,” to insert ‘tand;” and in the same line, 
after the word Jones,“ to strike out and Smith;“ so as to 
make the section read: 

That the southern judicial district of the State of Mississi be so con- 
as 


to include the counties of Kem) ; and 


per, Ni and Neshoba 
that the counties of Lauderdale, Kemper, Noxubee, Leake, Neshoba, New- 
ton, Jasper, Clarke, Wayne, and Jones shall be known as the eastern divi- 
sion of said sonthern district, and circuit and district courts for the trans- 


action of business I e to the 
division shall be held at the city of ondays of 
March and September of each year and shall continue for three weeks, or 


so long as bus may require, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 4, after the word 
“division,” to insert or district;” so as to make the section 
read: 

Suc. 4. That if there be more than one defendant in a cause and the de- 
fendants reside in different divisions of the said southern district, or any of 
the defendants reside in the northern district, the plaintiff may sue in either 
division or district where any defendant and send duplicate writs 
for the other defendant or defendants, the other division or d 

defendant or defendants reside, and said writs when executed and 
returned into the court from which they issued shall constitute one suit and 
be proceeded in accordingly. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 3, after Newton,” 
to strike out Scott, Smith;” so as to make the section read: 

SEC. 5. That all issued out of said courts at Meridian against de- 
es residing in the counties of Lauderdale, Kemper, Noxubee, Leake 

eshoba, Newton, Jasper, Clarke, Wayne, Jones, or any other county, shall 
be returned to the courts hereby provided to be held in Meridian, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire simply to remark, in response to the 

' objection telegraphed by the Federal judge, that the bar and 
the people of t portion of the State think that the division 
ought to be crea My own opinion is that it is very essential 
to the convenience of people of that section of the State. 


trict where 


It adds nothing to the cost or expenses of the j and fur- 
nishes near to the people of a considerable ZB ber yg fe State 
a Federal court. 

I desire to offer one amendment which I neglected to present 
in committee. I move to strike out the last section of the bill, 
section 10, which provides 

That the United States shall be at expense oviding 
b or room for holding of the texts Of maid Courts at Meridian oe 

I desire to say in favor of this amendment that there has been 
a law passed and is now in progress of execution by which 850 
000 was appropriated to erect a Federal building at the town of 
Meridian. e building has not been yeterected, andthe tenth 
section might prevent the expenditure of a part of the money 
in fitting up a court-room. It will cost the Government noth- 
ing. Therefore, in order to prevent any misconstruction, I 
move to strike out the last section of the bill. 

The amendment was d to. 

The bill was repor to the Sonate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. f 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


BILLS INTRODUCED., 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2190) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenu.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papere referred to the Committee on Claims. 

also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2191) to regulate the 
sale of in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
letter from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 2192) ting a pension to 
Celestia P. Hartt; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the.Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2193) for the relief 
of the estate of Alfred W. Green, late of Carroll Parish, La.; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I present the affidavits of Mingo Hop- 
kins and Urias Conn, of the parish of East Carroll, La.; which 
I move be referred, with the bill, to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2194) providing for the ex- 
tension of the coal laws of the United States to the district of 
Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to thé 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2195) employers liable 
under certain restrictions for injuries sustained by employés; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the J roe 8 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2196) to increase the pen- 
sion of J. Francis Hopper; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Co ttee on Pensions. 


OBSTRUCTIONS TO RAILWAY TRAINS. 

Mr. KYLE, On Friday last I introduced a joint resolution 
(S. R. 94) defining obstructions to railway trains, which wasor- 
dered to lie on the table. I move that the joint resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. I believe 
it is fully covered by the bill introduced by the Senator from 
Mississippi Mr. GEORGE], which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judic 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, in the absenco 
of objection. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appro riation bill; which 
werereferred tothe Committeeon Public and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLING: submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on 5 

Mr. DOLPH. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by me to the sundry civil appropriation bill. It relates 
to the matter that was submitted to the Senate by the Secre 
ol the Treasury this mo I move that the proposed — 
mene 2S referred to the mittee on Appropriations and 

rin 


The motion was agreed to. 
CONTROL OF RAILROADS, ETC. 


Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution, and ask that it may be 
read and lie over under the rule. 


1894. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 
In view of existing social and business conditions and by way of suggest- 


2 1 tor remedial 
it resolved by the Senate of the United States— 
functions 


First. That all public 


public 

in 3 — 8 d upervision of blic offi. 
brought into one on under ands of public offl- 
ca ge Deng on of persons and property ought to be 
uniform throughout the country; that wages of employés ought to be reg- 
ulated by law and paid promptly in money. 

Third. That all coal beds ought to be owned and worked by the States or 
by the Federal Government; and the wages of all persons work in the 
Mines ought to be provided by law and paid in money when dus. 

Fourth. That all used by the people ought to bes 
. the Government of the United States; that the rate of in 

uniform in all the States, not exceeding the net average 
manent wealth of the people. 

Fifth. That all revenues of the Government ought to beraised by taxes on 
real estate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over as re- 
uested. 
a Mr. COCKRELL. What is done with the resolution? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It goes over under the rule. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 
INDIAN ENGAGEMENTS, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. LINDSAY 
on the 24 instant, as follows: 


‘ought to be exercised by and through 


ed only by 
t to be 


ever possible, the tribe or or „and submit- 
ting with the said statement copies of all correspondence and re ro- 
lating to the said expeditions ag: and engagements with the d Inđian 


bands or tribes. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky, who 
introduced the resolution, requests that it be indefinitely post- 


ed. 
75 COCKRELL. Then I move that the resolution be indefi- 
nitely pos f 
The motion was agreed to. 


PEARL HARBOR SURVEY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution submitted by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE], coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. KYLE on 
the 2d instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to inform the Senate 
by what l and for what purpose the United States Government 
through Admiral alker is asurvey or exploration of Pearl Harbor 
on oo island of Oahu, Hawallan and the result of such survey or 
exploration. 


Mr.SHERMAN. Inthe absence of the Senator from Alabama 
{Mr.MorGan]imove that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD STRIKE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], 
coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted on the 2d in- 
stant by Mr. CALL, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators shall 
hagani who shall ae poste and report to tho Senate the 
isting of railroad and Puallman-car sopia 
demands of ane porog; and report by bill or otherwise such legisla- 
tion as may secure to ‘easonable 
their employers 


Pe not with a committee of the House appointed for this and ma 
a * 
report to their respective Ho the 7 sy 7 


Mr. COCKRELL. In the absence of the senior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL], I ask that the resolution may lie over and 
be retained on the desk until his return. He is necessarily ab- 
sent from the Senate 2 858 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the course 
suggested by the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
that the Presi- 


A message 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his sec 
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— cad had on the 3d instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 2135) to provide that a term of the cirouit and dis- 
trict court of the L States for the district of Vermont may 
be held at lier; 

An act (S. 1954) to amend section 1379, chapter 1, Title XV, Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, in rela to appointments 
of esis hag Aner satin in the Navy; and 

An act (S. 1963) for the relief of the sureties of Dennis Mur- 


phy. 

The message further announced that the President of the 
pare 33 had on the 6th instant approved and signed the 

acts: 

An act (S. 171) granting to the State of North Dakota certain 
lands heretofore set apart as a wood reservation for Fort Totten 
military reservation for the use of the militia of North Dakota, 
and for other purposes; and 

An act (S. granting to the Brainerd and Northern Min- 
nesota Railway Company a right of way through the Leech Lake 
Indian Reservation in the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 9th instant approved and signed the act (S. 
578) granting an increase of pension to Wells Johnson. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 4326) to subject to State taxation national-bank 
notes and United States Treasury notes was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 4322) granting the use of certain land to the 
town of Castine, Me., for a public park was read twice by its 
title; and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 7020) to readjust the salaries and allowances of 
the postmasters at Guthrie, O oma City, and Kingfisher, in 
Oklahoma Territory, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Beet- Oles and Post-Roads. 

The creas R. 7335) to grant to the Arkansas, Texasand Mexi- 
can Central RailwayCompany arightof way through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 4448) for the relief of ns who have filed 
declarations of intention toenter d lands; and 

A bill (H. R. 4952) to amend section 2455 of the Revised Stat- 
ures of the United States. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. : 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1595, and for 
other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
gored from the Committee on Appropriations with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill may be dispensed with, and that the commit- 
tee amendments may be acted upon as they are reached in the 
reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none; and it is so ordered. s 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, which had been re- 
ported by the Committes on Appropriations with amendments. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on RIYA 
priations was, on page 2, line 8, after the word “Provided,” to 
Strike out— 3 

That all officers who have been appointed or who may be appointed to 

FF branch of the shall 
have all the benefits of their previous service in the same manner 
appointments were a reéntry into the Navy. alien of the of 21 
years and upward who has enlisted or may enlist in the United States Navy 
or Marine eo and has served or may hereafter serve five consecutive 
pe in the 3 W or one 3 in the United States 
be admitted to become a citizen of the United States moon bis petition, with- 
out any previous declaration of his intention to become such; and thecourt 
admi such alien shall, in addition to proof of good moral character, be 
satisfied by co: sacral pve a oea person’s service in and honorable dis- 
charge from the Uni States Navy or Marine Corps. 
Mr, GORMAN. I desire on behalf of the committee to with- 
draw that portion of the amendment beginning in line 12, with 
the words any alien,” and extending to and including the 
words Marine Corps,” in line 24. a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That course will be pursued in the 
absence of objection. The amendment as modified will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word Provided,“ in line 8, on 
page 2, it is proposed to strike out— 

That alloMcers who have been ap . tod to any 
She ae the Scag g after service in a branch of the , Shallhave 
all benefits of their previous service in the same manner as if said ap- 
were a reéntry into the Navy. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, line 24, after the words 
Marine Corps,” to insert: 


That hereafter no officer of the Navy shall be 8 of sea - duty pay 
while attached to a vessel in commission by reason o 


rary treatment: Pro 
exist in the e of ensign in 
neer in the Navy, the Secretary of the Navy shall, in 
cancies in either of such grades exceeds the number of naval cadets in the 
Une division or in the engineer division of the class of naval cadets finally 
graduated in the year 1894, or in any one year thereafter, select a numberequal 
to such excess from the final uates of said class in the e: eer division 
or in the line division, as the case may who shall be reported as 
roficient and be recommended thereto by the Academic Board, and such 
nal uates shall be 8 to fill vacancies in the o ot e 
the Navy or in the grade of assistant engineer inthe Navy, respectively, and 
the NAVM cadets so appointed to fill vacancies insuch es Shall take rank 
in those respective grades next after the naval cadets appointed from the 
line division or from the engineer division, as the case may be, to fill vacan- 
cies in those es, but among themselves according to merit as deter- 
mined by the Academic Board. 

Mr. ALLEN. Linquire of the Senator from Marylann in charge 
of the bill whether there is any provision prohibiting aliens 
from „ in the naval service? 

Mr.GORMAN. There is no such provision in the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to offer an amendment on that subject. 

Mr. GORMAN. Under the unanimous consent just given that 
amendment will be in order after the amendments reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations have been disposed of. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations, 
which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 7, line 6, after 
the word Island,“ to strike out cost of instruction,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Naval War College and To: o School on Coasters Harbor Island: For 
maintenance of the Naval War College and To: o School on Coasters 
Harbor Island, and care of grounds for same, 88,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 7, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to purchase for the United States the 
Ourdan & Kolb let machine and the ht to manufacture 
and use, without the payment of royalty, others of d machine and any 
and n or modification of said machine or applicable to 
said machine and referred to in the letters patent that have been or may 
hereafter be granted to the inventors of machine or their assignees, 
$20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

The next amendment was, on * Fe 8, line 3, to strike out 
„modern battery for the Hartford, $150,000;” and in line 4, be- 
fore the word “thousand,” to strike out three hundred and 
fifty,” and insert two hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

In all, $200,000. - 

Mr. WHITE. I should like an explanation from the commit- 
tee with reference to the elimination of the appropriation for a 
modern battery for the Hartford. [have understood that it was 
recommended by the Navy De ent, and I should like to 
know something about it if the Senator from Maryland in charge 
of the bill will give the information. 

Mr. GORMAN. This e appropriation for a modern 
battery for the Hartford is, of course, in keeping with the gen- 
eral sentiment to maintain that old historic vessel and have it 
prepared for some future use, either as a training ship or other- 
wise. The Navy Department, however, informed the commit- 
tee that the first thing necessary to be done is the thorough re- 

air of the hull of the Hartford, which will cost some $300,000, 

round numbers, and the whole cost of repairing the ship and 
putting her in a condition for any service whatever with a mod- 
ern battery would be some four or five or six hundred thousand 
dollars. 

The committee therefore thought that, in the present con- 
dition of affairs, it would be very much better to permit the ar- 
rangements for the reconstruction of the hull to go on before 
ordering the battery. There will be time enough hereafter for 
5 so the committee reported to strike out the appro- 
priation. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the Senator from Maryland accept an 
amendment appropriating 8150, 000 for the hull in lieu of the ap- 
propriation which has been stricken out by the committee? The 
employés at the navy-yard at Mare Island can then proceed at 
once with repairing the hull; and I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs to 8 report an amendment that an 
appropriation of $150,000 be made for repairing the hull of the 

artford. If the Senator will accept of this amendment inlieu 
of the appropriation which has been stricken out for the ma- 
chinery upon the vessel, perhaps we can get along this year. I 
will state also, in connection therewith, that the Committee on 


Naval Affairs have a letter addressed by the Secretary of the 
Navy to the chairman of the committee, saying that this sum 
can be 8 expended, and will be perhaps all that will 
be required for the ensuing year or more. 

Mr. GORMAN, I moggen the Senator from California that 
after we get through with the amendments of the Committee on 
Appropriations, the amendment he suggests from the Naval 
Committee will probably then be in order, and can be considered, 
but it can not be considered now under the agreement. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will permit the amendment to lie over for 
the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on-page 21, after line 3, to insert: 

iam the By Soc at Bor opal te ere eta Btn IA EEE 

6 0 ocka 8. C., 

Sustin McCarthy. contractor. for building said ary dock, the sum of 81 15 
in full for loss and damage caused by the cyclone of August 27 and 28, 1893, as 
ascertained by the Navy Department. x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GORMAN. At the end of line 11, I offer an amendment 
from the Committee on . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
amendment submitted by the committee. 

The SECRETARY. After line 11, page 21, insert: 

Dry dock at Al , La.: 
adaitionat tat Secssaty or te eBtabistnes oP dis baa siete 
La., and expenses of E pete instituted for the condemnation 
of such additional land, $22,025.03. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 
21, to strike out lines 19, 20, and 21, in the following words: 

For the construction of a steam tug at Mare Island navy-yard, California, 
for the use of said yard. $50,000. 

Mr.WHITE. With reference to the amendment proposed by 
thecommittee, I think instead of the elimination of the item the 
appropriation should be increased to $75,000. In this connection 
I beg leave to submit a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy in response toaletter written byme. I desire to have 
the letter of the Secretary read from the desk for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The n OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. , 

The Secretary read as follows: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, July 7, 1894. 


Sm: In reply to your communication of the 6th instant, requesting my 
views in regard to the construction of a tugboat adequate to perform the 
necessary services at the Mare Island (Cal.) navy-yard, I have the honor to 
inform you that when this matter was referred to the Bureau having cogni- 
zance thereof it was returned to the Department with the following indorse- 


ment: 
The Bureau would recommend the buil of a tug and freight boat for 
the na Mare Island, of about 350 tons displacement, at an estimated 


to the location of the yard and the services required a tug for 
uld be and of greater power and carrying capacity 
than those at the Eastern al he fe FP 
— „Mare Island, has had to depend upon the 
small na unches in themandling, mooring, p „ d „and un- 
docking of ships. It has been a matter of goon fortune that no serious acei- 
dents Have occurred, as, owing to the tides and the small power of the 
launches ane handling of the ships has been extremely hazardous, 
and ve responsibility has devolved upon those e in the operation. 
A the vessels required to be docked have been comparatively of small 
Cisplacement; but witn the Olympia and Oregon nearing completion on the 
Pacific coast, and other large vessels which will probably soon have to be 
docked at this yard, the risk will be 5 augmented. 

In addition to the service in handling vessels for docking, ete., the tu 
at Mare Island is needed for freight service, the cai of stores, ont: 
nance, and enlisted men toand from San Francisco (about 25 miles distant) 
and vessels in the harbor, and would also be of great value as a protection 
— fire along the water front and on ships moored in the stream.” 

om a personal examination at the Mare Island navy-yard I am con- 
vinced that an actual necessity exists for the services of such a tugboat as 
is recommended by the Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair. 
Very respectfully, 
H, A. HERBERT, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the situation of affairs at Mare 
Island is such as certainly to call for the building of an adequate 
tug. I am personally protiy familiar with the surroundings, 

visited the island, and m. 


havin attention having been specif- 
ically directed to this matter. y colleague, who also is familiar 
with the situation, and more familiar with seagoing matters 


than I am, agrees with me fully in this regard. The information 


contained in this letter is of more recent date than any which 
could have been before the committee, as it has come from the 
Secretary of the Navy since he has personally inspected the 
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ground. Iscarcely think, in view of the statements from that 
official, that it will be necessary for me to add anything to what 
I have said. The sum of 875, 000, I am told, is a necessary amount 
to construct a boat adequate tor such service. 

I submit to the Senator from Maryland whether under the 
circumstances detailed, and especially upon the information con- 
tained in this late communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, who has familiarized himself personally with the subject, 
it will not be well to accord my request. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Committee on Appropriations were of 
course very anxious to reduce the amount of the appropriations 
to the lowest possible limit consistent with the proper conduct 
of the business affairs of the Navy Department. It is true that 
the statement which the Senator from California has just had 
read was not brought to our attention until this morning, and I 
an satisfied that the appropriation of $50,000 is necessary for 
that purpose. 

Mr HITE. I ask the Senator from Maryland whether it 
ought not to be made $75,000, in view of the estimate of the De- 
partment and the fact stated, that it is necessary to have a 
rites ase and heavier tug—a seagoing tug—at that particular 
island for the reasons detailed in the letter of the Secretary? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the Senator from California had bet- 
ter let the matter remain as it came from the other House. 
There is no estimate for it. There is nothing but the letter of 
the Secretary. I suggest that the Senator had better let the 

rovision remain for the present as it came from the other 
ouse, I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
withdraws the amendment of the committee striking out the 
clause. The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 22, line 15, 
after the word Academy,“ to strike out to be immediately 
available;” so as to make the clause read: 

For buildings and grounds, Naval Academy: Improvement of the water 
front of the Academy, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 16, to insert: 

For repairs to the gas-plant, 8,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 17, to insert: 
To pave Hanover street from ev bee avenue to Wagner street, Wagner 


street from Hanover street to orge street, and George street 
from Ney avenue to College or Graveyard * ban the city of Annapolis, 


Må., 81 ; and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby auth to convey 
to the city of er Md., the title to the bed of King George street from 
College avenue to College or Graveyard Creek. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 23, line 5, after the word 
extended,“ to strike out to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for Naval 
Observatory, on e 23, line 20, after the word ‘ dollars,” to 
strike out to be immediately available;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Instruments and accessories: Miscellaneous instruments and accessories, 
namely: One comet seeker, $100; one standard mercurial barometer, 8400; 
one magnetic theodolite, 800; one dip circle, 8250; one earth inductor in- 
clinometer, 8300; one galvanometer, 850; one telescope and scale, 850; one 
quadrant galvanometer, 82; one compensator, 614; f è 
suspensions, 8100; one photogenic register, 8150: 
ment, mounted and protected from weather, 86,500; eyepieces and shades 
#250; one 12-inch object-glass, $2,000. For freightelevator, 8500; in all, $23,956. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pose 24, line 3, before the word 
ti museum,” to strike out and department of instruction;” so as 
to make the clause read: 


Medical Department: For surgeons’ necessaries for vessels in commis- 
sion, navy-yard, naval stations, Marine Corps, and Coast Survey, and for 
the civil establishment at the several naval hospitals, navy-yards, naval 
laboratory, museum of hygiene, and Naval Academy, $60,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 24, line 8, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out 


And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to use such portion of 
the naval hospital fund from the sale of naval hospital grounds to 
the city of Brooklyn, and pl to the credit of the naval hospital fund, in 
pursuance of the provisions of the act approved July 2, 1890, as may be re- 

uired to thoroughly repair the United States Naval Hospital, Brooklyn, N. 

„and to build, equip, and maintain additional sick quarters of modern 
construction at that place for the proper care and treatment of sick and 
wounded officers and men, to make such further improvements in and 
about said naval hospital and the grounds thereof as may be commensurate 
That the amount so ex- 


with the requirements of the service: Provided, 
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ponsas shall not exceed the sum A magni to the credit of the naval hospital 
d as the net proceeds of the sale of naval hospital lands under the pro 
visions of the act approved July 2, 1890, 

So as to make the clause read: 


Naval hospital fund: For maintenance of the naval hospitals at the 
various navy-yards and stations and for care and maintenance of patienta 
in other hospitals at home and abroad, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. After the word“ dollars,” in line 8, I move 
to insert what I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. After the word“ dollars,“ in line 8, page 
21, insert: 


ding for snares 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on pa 25, line 18, 
after the word ‘‘ dispensary,” to strike out Washington's” and 
insert Washington;” and in line 19, after the word! labora- 
tory,” to strike out “and department of instruction;” so as to 
make the clause read: 


msary; hygienic and sani- 
tary investigation and illustration; sanitary and hygienic Instruction; pur- 
chase and repairs of wagons and harness; purchase of and feed for horses 
and cows; trees, plants, garden tools, and seeds; furniture and incidental 
articles for the museum of hygiene, naval Spt gach Washington; naval 
laboratory, sick quarters at Naval Academy marine barracks, surgeons’ 
offices and dispensaries at navy-yards and naval stations; washing for med- 
ical department at museum of hygiene naval dispensary, Washington; 
naval laboratory, sick quarters at ‘aval aranean and marine barracks, 
dispensaries at navy-yards and naval stations ships and rendezvous; 
for necessary e ent to removal of museum of hygiene to old ob- 
servatory building and grounds, and for such rre on said build- 
and grounds as may be required to properly receiye and preserve the 
bits, and all other necessary contingent expenses, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 26, line 5, after the word 
“ hospitals,” to strike out and department of instruction,” so 
as to make the clause read: 

Repairs, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: For necessaryrepairs of naval 
laboratory, naval hospitals and appendages, including — — wharves, out- 
houses, sidewalks, fences, gardens, farms, and cemeteries, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
sert: 

That an officer of the co) of the Navy may be temporarily detailed 
as assistant to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts in the Navy 
Department, and that such officer shall, in case of the death, resi, tion, 
absence, or sickness of the Chief of the Bureau, unless otherwise directed 
by the President, as provided by section 179 of the Revised Statutes, per- 
form the duties of such chief until his successor is appointed or such ab- 
sence or sickness shall cease, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 24, to insert: 

For the repair of the ship Constitution, now 1 at the Portsmouth 
navy-yard, in the State of New ere Tg in order tit may be used as 
a training ship for the naval militia, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, to strike outlines 17, 18, 
and 19, in the following words: 

To commence the construction of new machinery, engines, and boilers of 
United States steamship Hartford, 8100, 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 37, line 17, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “forty-three ” and insert ‘‘seven;” so 
as to make the total of appropriations for pay of professors and 
others at Naval Aacademy $52,407. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 38, line 8, after the word 
President,“ to strike out the following proviso: 


Provided, That every Member or Delegate of Congress whose district or 
Territory is now unrepresented at the Naval Academy by a cadet who is not 
an actual resident of the district shall be permitted on or before the Ist day 
of August, 1894, to recommend a candidate for appointment as a cadet at 
the Naval Academy, and the Secre of the Navy shall nominate such 
candidate for appointment to the A emy, subject to qualifications now 
prescribed bylaw. Such cadets when appoin to be in addition to the 


26, after line 9, to in- 
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number of cadets now allowed: Provided, That there shall be but one ap- 

ted from the State of South Dakota at large, and the sum of $5,500, or so 
much thereof as is necessary, is hereby appropriated, tor the additional 
number of cadets herein authorized. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Maryland will with- 
draw the amendment. After the word exists, inline 5, page 
38, of the bill, I move to insert: 

Who shall have been for at least twoyears immediately 3 the dato 
ot his appointment an actual and bona lde resident ot such district in which 
the vacancy may exist. 

Also after the word President,” in line 8, I move to insert: 

But must be distributed among the different States of the Union in as nearly 
equal a manner as is practicable. 

I desire to say to the Senator in charge of the bill that the 
Congressional district in which I reside in the State of Nebraska 
hasan appointee in the Naval Academy who never even saw 
the State of Nebraska, who knows nothing about it any more 
than he would know if he had been born in Russia. He wasap- 
pointed from this District, who has probably never been west of 
the District, and yet that boy is put in the Naval Academy 
charged to the Third district of Nebraska, while the boys there, 
many of whom are sapiy competent and desirous of filling these 
positions, are excluded from them. : 

I hope the Senator from Maryland will consent to the amend- 
ment of the proposed law I have suggested, to the end that no 
abuse may be indulged in in the appointment of cadets to the 
Military and Naval Academies of the nation. It is perfectly 
proper that the youth of my State should have an equitable por- 
tion of the appointments to the Naval Academy and the Milita 
Academy. cause we reside 1,500 miles from the seaboar 
furnishes no reason why the President or the Secretary of the 
Navy or any other person in power should exclude our boys 
from the privileges and „ of these appointments. 
Ihave been informed by those who have had more Congres- 
sional experience than I that it has been a custom to abuse 
these appointments, and that boys from the District of Columbia 
have been accredited to different districts and States in the 
Union, which neither they nor their parents ever visited or 
over saw. I hope the Senator from Maryland will consent to 
the amendments I propose. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am in entire sympathy with the object the 
Senator from Nebraska has in view in requiring these appoint- 
ments to be made from the actual residents of a Congressional 
district. The 8 as the Committee on Appropriations 
have left it I think amply provides for that. If the Senator de- 
sires the further pe? eg m of residence for at least two years 
in the distriet I have no o on to that amendment, but in 
recommending that the proviso shall be stricken out I think 
the Senator upon reflection will agree the committee were quite 
right. The law now provides that every member of Congress 
shall nominate once in four years a candidate for the Naval 
Academy or West point. 

In the event that the members fail to nominate, or fail to 
nominate a boy who can pass the examination, and after such 
rejection still neglect to make another appointment, the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary of the Navy, or Secretary of War, have a 
aright to supply the vacancy. The custom has grown upof tak- 
ing whoever thought proper, whether the boy be a resident 
of the District of Columbia or one of the Dakotas or Nebraska. 

This provision, as it is proposed to leave it, will prevent that 
hereafter. The proviso we propose to strike out makes provis- 
ion that where a lapse has occurred in the past a member of 
Congress shall now have a right to nominate another person 
and thus increase in an appropriation act the number of boys in 
the Academy. 

Mr. GEORGE. Why not inerease the number? 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no necessity for it. It is difficult 
now to provide for the boys who have already passed. We 
make in this very bill provision for them. Weare now trying 
to open another door that they may enter the engincer class, a 
class from which they have not graduated, so that they may 
have employment hereafter. 

We can not correct what is past; we can not go back to give a 
member of Congress who has failed to do his duty to his constitu- 
ents an opportunity to make another nomination, and thus in- 
crease the force out ed propriae but we do provide that here- 
after when a lapse shall occur the appointment shall be made 
actually from the district to which the appointment belongs. 

Mr. . I have been informed that in at least one in- 
stance a member of Congress who had the appointing power 
under an act similar to this, was never actually notified by the 
Navy De t of the desire that the appointment should be 
made. It occurs to me that an abuse has grown up in this re- 
spect. Ido not say that the failure to notify was d or 
anything of that kind; it was merely an oversight, or it may 
have been a failure on the part of the mails to reach the mem- 


ber. If the boys of the different States of the Union have been 


deprived of their equal privileges of appointment to the Naval 
Academy, and the vacancies haye been filled indiscriminatel 
by the President and the Secretary of the Navy from boysaroun 
this District, or the sons of naval officers, why not right that 
wrong by 3 the amendment I have proposed. The ap- 
propriation is s 5 

ith reference to the other amendment, I understand the Sen- 
ator makes no objection to it. I will read the amendment again. 
After the word ‘ exists,” in line 5, I move to insert: 

Who shall have been for at least 
date of his appointment an actual Sun te fide aerogenes J Gisteiet in 
which the vacancy may exist. 

Then, after the word President,” in line 8, I move to insert 
the words: 

But must be distributed am the different States of the Union in nearly 
as equal a manner as is practicable. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator to let the vote be 
first taken on the committee amendment, and his amendments 
can ba offered alterwards. The last amendment the Senator 
suggests interferes with the existing system. The law now pro- 
vides that every member of Congress shall nominate one in four 
years for each emy, and therefore the distribution is as per- 
fect as it can be made. Then ten shall be appointed by the 
President at large, who, under the unwritten law always ob- 
served, has appointed descendants of persons who had distin- 
guished themselves in the Army or Navy. 1 do not think the 
second amendment the Senator suggests.would operate at all 
well. Wecan not make a more fair distribution than to pro- 
vide that the appointment shall be made from each Congres- 
sional district. 

I trust the Senator will allow us to vote on the committee 
amendment first and then he can offer his amendment as to 
bona fide residence. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to the order in which the 
amendments are offered. I want, however, to see the amend- 
ment I offer become a part of the law of this country. I do not 
want to be required to take the committee amendment first and 
then have the committee teli me that my amendments are not 
germane to the bill and ought to be down. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator will have no difficulty about 
offering his amendments. I am not prepared to exclude his 
amendments, but under the ruling of the Chair the committee 
amendment must be first voted on. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Senator from Maryland to say 
that he has no objection to my first amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. None in the world, and I will accept it when 
the time comes. 

Mr. ALLEN. My second amendment, which uires that 
the general appointments made by the President s be dis- 
tributed as nearly 8 as possible among the different 
States, it strikes me is pre*minently proper. do not know 
what right the President of the United States should have to 
select ten or twelve young men or boys annually at his mere 
discretion and place them in the naval service of the United 
States. Itstrikes me that, ifthe States have any rigis here, 
those appointments ought to go to the States as well as those 
mađe by members of Congress. The tendency of that practice 
is simply to build up a naval aristrocracy. It is simply to give 
a boy an advantage by an appointment in the Naval Academy 
of the Government because his father may have been a distin- 
guished man, when the boy himself may prove utterly unfit for 
the appointment he has received. 

I have no sympathy with that kind of flunkeyism and aris- 
tocracy which recognizes a child simply because the father may 
have been a great man. Let the bor Aka his chance in the race 
of life and depend upon his own merits, Let the appointments 
which have been accumulating for years through the agency of 
the President and the Secretary of the Navy go out among the 
different States of the Union, and let boys be selected who are 
meritorious and who show mental and physical capacity to per- 
form the duties of the office to which they will promoted. 
It is a small thing it is true, but it is one of the small things 
which added to many other things is bauamng up an aristocracy 
in the Navy, an in the Army an aristocracy in 
all of our great Departments, and thus takes away from the peo- 
ple a part and parcel of their rights. 

Now, I hope the Senator from Maryland will permit the sec- 
ond amendment also to be made to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment fag anii by the committee, to strike out the proviso on 


The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska. 

ag oc The first amendment was accepted, I under- 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that so far as I have knowledge, in the last twenty or thirty years 


the amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska was 
accepted by the committee. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be read as it stands. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 38, line 5, after the word exist,“ 
it is proposed to insert: 


Who shall have been for at least two years immediately 


pref the 
date of his appointment an actual and bona fide resident of the district in 


which the vacancy exists. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the word and be inserted at the end 
of the amendment, so as to read in which the vacancy exists 
and of the legal qualifications,” etc. 

Mr. ALLEN. ‘That is right. : 

The PRESIDING OFFIC Theamendment will be somodi- 
fied. The question is on the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. he next amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word President,“ in line 8, on 
page 38, it is proposed to insert— 
but must be distributed among the States of the Union as nearly equally 


as practicable. 


Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senate will not adopt the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska. The provision of 
law from the very beginning of the Government and from the 
foundation of those two great schools has been thateach Repre- 
sentative in Congress should have the power to nominate once 
in four years a boy as a candidate to each of these two 
schools, the Naval Academy and the Military Academy. It 
was also eg i so that exact justice might be done, that 
the President should have ten appointments at large, and the 
statute provides that he may select them from any place in the 
United States. The real object, however, was to give the Presi- 
dent an opportunity to select boys, the sons of officers of the 
Navy and the Army, who had no residence in any of the States, 
to go into these two great academies. 

he Senator from Nebraska is entirely wrong when he inti- 
mates that this provision was intended to favor a particular 
class. It was just the reverse. It was intended to give an op- 
portunity for the appointment of such boys as had no means of 
reaching a member of Congress by reason of having Do aga) 
residence in a State, so as to give them the same oppo ty 
with boys nominated by members of Congress, There can not 
be, and there never has been heretofore, any charge of favorit- 
ism in the examinations. Thecandidates go before a board and 
undergo a most rigid examination. Comparatively few boys 
pass that examination. If they are mentally and physically 
qualified, they have by this means an opportunity to serve 
their country as their forefathers have done. 

Mr. President, things have certainly not come to such a pass 
that any considerable number of intelligent people in the United 
States would deliberately exclude boys from these academies or 
prevent them from having an opportunity to be nominated for 
examination simply because the services of their fathers have 
prevented them from acquiring political influence, for that is 
what it amounts to. 

Instead of the law being such as the Senator from Nebraska 
intimates, it is a broad and wise provision, placed in the hands 
of he President of the United States, that that class of meri- 
torious boys may enter the military or naval service, and I think 
history will bear me out, as is suggested by my friend from Texas 
on my left [Mr. MILLS], that the unwritten law in this case has 
been more closely observed than the written law, for I do not 
believe there has ever been a President who has made an ex- 
ception to what was the general understanding and determina- 
tion of pm ge when that act was passed, that these appoint- 
ments should be given to just such young men as I have de- 
scribed. I think it isa wise provision of law, and therefore I 
can not accept the amendment offered by the Senator, and I 
trust the Senate will vote it down. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Mr.President,I second heartily the remarks 
of the Senatorfrom Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], though I can make 
an exception to one of his statements, that there never was a case 
in which the young man appointed to West Point or Annapolis 
was not the son of some officer of the Army or of the Navy. 

Mr. GORMAN. Or a descendant. 

Mr.HAWLEY. There is one exception within my knowledge 
to the remark of the Senator from Maryland that the young men 
appointed under this general provision are all sons or descend- 
ants of officers of the Army or of the Navy. They are asarule. 
I agree with the Senator in thin that no provision of law 
bas been more wisely observed, and I thinkall of the Presidents, 


have done well in that 

I know they have had an active competition in the large num- 
ber of young men whose fathers, or whose grandfathers, or 
perhaps their great grandfathers, had served in the Navy orin 
the Army. In many cases these young men were naturally ex- 
tremely anxious to get into the service, and the very honorable 
record of the service of their ancestors is a sufficient guaranty 
that they will do well. They take great pride in it for the rea- 
son that members of their families have been for generations 
in the service. 

The Senator thinks there isa sort of aristocracy here. On 
the other hand, the fathersand grandfathers of these young men 
are, as a rule, poor men; and remember also, as a rule, they have 
practically no political experience, and no President gains any- 
thing for his party by making these appointments. Iam happy 
to say I have known of many cases in which party has had noth- 
ang i do with such appointments. 

the case of the exception to which I referred, some six or 
eight years ago I had the pleasure of Dringo to who notice of 
the President a bright young fellow who had a captain of 
the High School Cadet Corps in this city, and the President 
took quite a fancy to him and appointed him. Who was his 
father? A Republican clerk in one of the Departments. He 
had been a Connecticut private soldier. The youth had done so 
well in his school and pleased the President so well in his per- 
sonal appearance and his bearing, that the President appointed 
him; but I am sorry to say that, on account of some unknown or 
unforeseen defect of hearing, he was barred out. 

I give that as an example of the fairness of President Cleve- 
land, and I know of many other Presidents who have acted in 
asimilar way. Ishould be very sorry to see the law changed 


in this Jae ong 

Mr. . lean account for the fact that there may be an 
occasional exception. 

Mr. HA This is only a single exception. I do not 
know of another, 

Mr. MILLS. That is perhaps the only exception. Ican see 
how the President might be unable to find a suitable person 
among the sons of officers of the Army and the Navy and be driven 
to make appointments outside. 4 

Mr. PASCO. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Mary- 
land whether the pending amendment relates to 
pointed by Members and Delegatesin the House of Representa- 
tives or whether it relates to Presidential appointments? 

Mr. GORMAN. To Presidential appointments. 

Mr. PASCO. If the amendment relates simply to Presiden- 
tial appointments then I agree entirely with the views of the 
Senator from Maryland; but I think when vacancies occur, after 
appointments have been made by Representatives and Delegates 
in Congress, the fresh appointees should come from the State 
and the district. 

Mr. GORMAN. We have so provided in this bill, and made 
the law more specific on that point than it has been heretofore. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, the statement made by the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], in answer to theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], is a very 
strong statement of the case, if I conid agree with its facts; but 
it does appear to me that the facts are not as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 

The Senator says that this law originated in the fact that 
there were certain persons, sons of officers of the Army and of 
the Navy, who would not probably be able to secure appoint- 
ments either to West Point or to Annapolis because they were 
not residents of a particular State, and therefore excluded. 

But, as I understand, these gentlemen are not cosmopolites; 
but every officer of the Government, whether he belong to the 
civil list or the Army or the Navy must have a residence in some 
State of the Union. 1 would also further state that I think each 
one has a legal residence in some State or other, where he has a 
right to vote, because by reason of the fact that he is in the serv- 
ice of the Government he is not required to remain a certain 
specific time in any State of the Union in order to entitle him 
to vote. 

If that be true, sir—and I think it is—then these applicants 
for appointment by the President have two chances. If the 
President chooses to confine himself to that class in making his 
appointments, they have the same right as any other persons 
to go before a member of Congress and fight for the appoint- 
ment. If they fail there, then they have aright to go before 
the President. If the law referred to be in ed to give these 

pointments to that class of people, then everybody else is ex- 

uded from tment by the President, and those young 
men, sons of officers of the Army and Navy, have two chances 
to the civilian’s one. : 

If I am right in these facts, then I think the law ought to be 
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corrected soas to give all, whether they be sons of officers of the 
Army or of the Navy, or civilians, the same opportunity and 
put them upon the same footing, so that all may have an equal 


ce. 

I do not hold because a young man is the son ofa distinguished 
offiver of the Army or of the Navy that for that reason he is en- 
titled to any preference over a young man equally well qualified 
in civil life. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Of course, the son ofan officer has no right 
and no e ial claim, but asa matter of fact a great many of 
the older officers of the Army and Navy have no legal residence 
in any Congressional district. It is hardly poen e that they 
should all be able to get one. The head of the family in the 
service is oftentimes three years at sea, and the family lives in 
one place and then in another. 

Sometimes he has shore duty, and the family goes and lives 
with him while he has that duty on shore; but the actual fact is, 
as the officers will tell yon that a great many of them have 
never stayed long enough, or taken the pains in any particular 

lace to acquire the right to vote there. Evenif they had been 
or awhile there, what chance has an officer of the Navy who 
may be in China waters to get an appointment from the Con- 
gressman who has scores of political friends around him beg- 
ging for such appointments for their boys. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion: 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. Suppose an admiral of the Navy had a home 
in Connecticut, and his family remained there, just as the Sena- 
tor's family remains there and mine in orgni, I ask the Sena- 
tor if that officer of the Navy could not go home and vote at the 
polls in the State of Connecticut? 

Furthermore, I desire to say that almost all the members of 
Congress now appoint to Annapolis and West Point upon com- 
petitive examinations. When that is the case, the son of the 
officer of the Army or of the Navy has thesame right to compete 
as any civilian, and I think the officer would have the right 
under such circumstances to vote in Connecticut, as I am sure 
he would have in Virginia. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The right to vote depends, as the Senator 
well knows, upon a number of qualifications prescribed by the 
State. It is not always easy for the officer of the Army or of the 
Navy to comply with these conditions and save his vote. The 
actual fact is, as I have stated, that many of them have no place 
where they can vote. 

Mr. HUNTON. If an Army or a Navy officer has a residence 
in a State he has the right to vote there. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand that. He may have his wife 
in Connecticut for a number of years, but when the time comes 
to register and vote he may be in Havre, or up in the Mediter- 
ranean, or in the Chinaseas, and he does not get around, so that 
he can not vote very often. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I think there is no force what- 
ever in the position of the Senator from Connecticut Mr. HAW- 
LEY]. In the first place, [think it is absolutely n to con- 
ceive of a case where a man is a citizen of the United States and 
has no residence. If any man isa citizen of the United States, 
he has a legal residence somewhere, in some State, some Terri- 
tory, some district of this Union. If he is nota citizen of some 
State and has no residence, or domicile, at least, somewhere in 
the United States, then he is not a citizen of the United States, 
and he is entitled to no consideration at the hands of this Gov- 
ment, and ought not to be in its service. 

Whenever you use the words ‘‘citizen of the United States,” 
you imply that the individual has a domicile, legal or actual, in 
some State or Territory of the Union or in the District of Co- 
lumbia. It may be that he may have been absent from it for 
years, possibly for nearly all his life—from boyhood until he is 
an old man—and yet, during all that time, there is some spot, 
there is some State or Territory or place in the United States 
of which he is a citizen, and where, if otherwise qualified, he is 
a legal voter. If such a man voluntarily goes into the naval or 
military service of this Government in the pursuit of honor, 

rhaps, or from natural adaptation to that branch of the serv- 

ce, he gives his child an enlarged opportunity for education. 
If he is in the naval service the child goes with his parents 
around the world into different countries, and into the various 
places to which the vessel may sail. 

What reason is there why that child should have any superior 
advantages by law over my child or yours? Togive him such 
advantages cuts off the opportunity of some other boy in some 
State or some Territory to compete for that position. Why 


should one be by the enactment of law putin the naval service of 
this Government and the other made a hewer of wood anda 
drawer of water? 

The same argument applied by the distinguished Senator 


from Maryland and the distinguished Senator from Connecticut 
would contend that every military appointment to the Academy 
at West Point should be made from the sons of some distin- 
guished officer of the Army; and yet, Mr. President, the his- 
tory of this country has demonstrated that the greatest failures 
in civil and military life have been the sons of great men. 
With one or two exceptions, can any Senator stand at his desk 
in this Chamber and point to the successful son of a distin- 
guished man? Under such a system every officer in our Army 
twenty-five years from to-day would be the son of some man who 
had been an officer in the Army preceding him. 

The same argument can be applied to the civillist with equal 
propriety and equal logic. Suppose we had a law aay that 
the President or some Cabinet officer might appoint to the civil 
list of this country boys or girls because they were the sons and 
daughters of distinguished men. They might lack every quali- 
fication of success; they might be on the debatable line between 
idiocy and sanity, and yet the sole qualification that the law 
would require them to possess would be that they should be the 
sons or daughters of distinguished men in the civil department 
of the Government. How many years would it bə until this 
Government in its civil department, in its naval department, in 
its military department, and in all its ramifications would be an 
aristocracy, if not an absolute oligarchy? 

No such power should be conferred upon the President of the 
United States. His office does not call for a concession of this 
kind. There is no reason existing why these ten offices should 
not be distributed as nearly equally or equitably as possible be- 
tween the different States of this Union, so that every honest 
boy, wherever he may be in the Union, whether he be the son 
of a commodore or a general, or the son of a hod-carrier or a 
farmer, may have an equal opportunity by merit to win that 
position. That is democracy; that is republicanism; that is in 
the line of a government by the people, and of the people, and 
for the people, recognizing alone the merit that the in ividual 

sses and not to any inherited privilege. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I would not prolong this dis- 
cussion if the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] had not im- 
phon that I had made a remark from which the inference might 

ə drawn that I was in favor of having the cadets at Annapolis 
and West Point appointed from the families of distinguished 
naval and military officers. I never said anything of the kind. 
I neyer said anything about having any of these young men 
taken from military or naval families, e great body of the 
naval and military cadets are selected by 356 members of the 
House of Representatives, and there is no better guarantee for 
their being fairly distributed throughout the Union, and no bet- 
ter guarantee for their being dor representative, to use the 
phrase so much used nowadays, of the people at large. 

I only advocate giving the President an equitable discretion 
in the appointment of about ten young meninthe Army. How 
in the world are ten cadets to be distributed proportionately 
over the Union? The 1 taking deaths and resig- 
nations into account, will amount to about three a year, to be 
distributed amongst forty-four States. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President,I do not neglect the opportunity 
of reg een 80 far as I can the sentiments expressed by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] with so much vehemence and 
eloquence. Asa Democrat I would not deny the equal oppor- 
tunity for all of advancement in life, for entry into the public 
service to any man on account of his condition, no matter how 
humble or how Hose that man may be in this world’s goods. I 
do not believe that the son of a commodore or of a general or of a 
distinguished Senator like the Senator from Nebraska—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Or the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. Should have any advantage ovér the son of the 
hod-carrier, to whom the Senator from Nebraska alluded as one 
of presumed humble condition in life. I would not, by any vote 
of mine or by any word of mine, give the least advantage to one 
over the other. 

But, Mr, President, in our consideration and in our care and 
anxiety to preserve that be ae od for certain classes in the com- 
munity, we are sometimes in danger of producing an inequality 

uite as vicious, quite as undemocratic, and quite as inimical to 
those conditions of equality which we have sought to preserve 
from the commencement of our Government until the present 
time. 

Why should the son of the distinguished Senator from Ne- 
braska be deprived of the advantage that his precocity and his 
ability and his capacity is to give him as an aspiring young man 
in this great Republic? Why should he, if he happens to be the 
son of this distinguished man in the service of the United States 
in such fashion as to deprive him of that residence which is nec- 
essary to the great mass of appointments, not have these few and 
limited opportunities to go abreast with the sons of those who 
have been fortunate enough to live in the States long enough to 
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acquire this advantage of competing for these appointments at 
West Point and Annapolis? i 

Surely, it seems to me that giving the President the appoint- 
ment of ten out of some three hundred cadets in order to meet 
this case, and thus remove measurably this inequality which 
would otherwise exist, ought to commend itself to the democ- 
racy and to the sense of fairness of the Senator from Nebraska, 
as it certainly does commend itself to me. 

The Senator must recollect that this supposititious caso of his 
of the feeble-minded son of a distinguished commodore or a dis- 
tinguished general being placed in the service where only a 
deserving lad should be placed, is purely i Every 

oung man, if appointed bya Representative or by the President 
0 subjected to 1 the sime examination before entrance 
into 8 of the academies; he must stand the same physical 
test, he must measure up to the same Intellectual standard. 

There is an absolute equality as to requirements. When they 
have once entered, I have never heard any charge that there 
was any favoritism as to the graduation of these lads in the sery- 
ice of their coyntry. On the contrary, I have always believed, 
as I have heard it asserted, that there were no more democratic 
institutions in this country, certainly no more democratic edu- 
cational institutions, than these academies for the naval and 
military service. There is absolute equality there to-day as to 
opportunities, as to condition in life, as to instruction, and as to 
the mode of living between the son of a millionaire or the son 
of the distinguished Senator from Nebraska and that of the 
humblest bor who has entered the Academy by the favor of the 
Representative of his district; and I have never heard any alle- 
gation to the contrary. 

This is a practical question. I do not think the case quite 
calls for the vehemence and eloquence of the Senator from Ne- 
braska. If there is a wrong here, I would go with him to 55 5 
it, and I would go with him to right it on the lines he has 
marked out for producing equality and absolute equality, and es- 
pecially equality to those who should be less fortunate in the 
race of life than their fellows, but it does not seem to me that 
the occasion exists. 

It seems to me that there were wise men and democratic men 
and men in favor of the rights of the people who made this law 
before we came here. There were great men before Agamem- 
non; there were wise legislators before the Senator and I en- 
tered this body, and they seem to have provided with a practi- 
cal good sense and a practicalstatesmanship for the distribution 
of these cadets over the Union by allowing the Representative 
of each district to nominate them. 

I quite agree with the Senatorin mak more stringent the 
ponsa that the cadet should be domiciled and have a bona 

de residence in the district from which he is appointed. 

In addition to that, it seemed necessary to clothe the Presi- 
dent—I do not su Dage the President desires the power at all, 
for itis only a trouble and annoyance to him—with this power to 
apponi these few cadets in order to do away with what seemed 
to be a condition of things that would produce inequalities and 
unfairness towards a certain class of our citizens. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, L desire to say, in reply to the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], that my amendment, as I 
drew it, is only a provision that affords an equal opportunity to 
all the people of this country. Ido not want to give any special 
advantage to the son of any particular man or class of men. I 
want for the humblest citizen in this land who has a bright and 
intelligent boy, one who is mentally and physically competent 
to enter the naval service of this Government, as complete an 
opportunity to do so as the son of any commodore or commander 
of a vessel or any other man. 

The Senator from Delaware says that he agrees with me upon 
that. I did not think so a moment ago when he said that the 
President ought to have the power to reward a certain class of 
men in the naval service. 

Mr. GRAY. I did notsay that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why not make the son of a commodore—and I 
speak simply by way of illustration—go into the district where 
his father has a legal residence, and there come in competition 
with the boys who live in that Congressional district? Has the 
Senator from Delaware any objection to that? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I should have no objection to it. 
There is nothing in this matter, so far as I view it, except in 
the matter of practical arrangement, so as to do the least possi- 
ble injustice and make the greatest possible equality in distrib- 
uting these appointments. 

There would be a very great hardship, it seems to me, if my 
friend from Nebraska happened to be an officer in the Army out 
upon the pias, with a little family around him, to compel him 
to send his son à thousand miles away in order toacquirea domi- 
cile somewhere else, and incur expense and trouble in order to 


get an appointment that he is deprived of getting by reason of 
his service and the life he is obliged to lead. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Delaware is mistaken. His 
argument is based upon a false assumption of the law. I think 


the Senator from Delaware is a g enough lawyer to know 
that it is impossible for a man to be acitizen of the United 
States and not possess a legal domicile somewhere. I ask the 
Senator as to that. 

Mr. GRAY. I was speaking as a practical question and not 
as a legal question about domicile, which the Senator knows 
is an exceedingly abstruse matter sometimes. But I instanced 
to him what might very well take place, that an officer of the 
Navy whose legal domicile was in my State, or the State of New 
Jersey or the State of New York or on the seaboard, whose 
whole life during the rearing of his children being out on the 
plains,even west of the Senator’s own State, and it seemed to 
me depriving him of that equality of opportunities, for which 
we are both contending, to require him to send his son back to 
reside for two years at this domicile, at an expense he could illy 
afford, and deprive him of his society and of the opportunity 
to train the boy as he wished to do, in order that hemightenter 
the military service. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not deny the fact, then, that 
at some place in the United States, within its territorial juris- 
diction, every officer of the Navy and of the Army, although he 
may be now or may have been for twenty-five years in the heart 
of Africa, has a legal domicile, and that the domicile of his wife 
and children follow his domicile. There can be no question 
about that rule. It is the rule of this country; it is the rule of 
every civilized country upon the face of the globe to-day, and 
has been for five hundred years. 

Suppose the Senator from Delaware with hisfamily was in the 
State of California or the State of Washington, and a competi- 
tive examination was to be held in the State of Delaware, in 
which his son desired to enter for appointment to the Naval 
Academy or to the Military Academy, would the Senator think 
it was proper, under those circumstances, to have a law which 
would permit the President to appoint his son, without under- 
going that competitive examination with tho boys who live in 
the State of Delaware, which would take him in consequence of 
his being in California and still having a domicile in the State 
of Delaware, and place him in the Military Academy or the 
Naval Academy, and by that means defeat the other good boys 
of Delaware from an opportunity to compete for that position? 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator wants an answer now, I do not 
think his supposititious case isa good one. That would not de- 
pare any boy in Delaware of that opportunity who now would 

entitled to it, each district having one cadet; and this is en- 
tirely a matter ofadditional appointment given to the President 
to meet the case which I have tried to describe. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President, if the Senator from Dela- 
ware were in California he would be there by his own volition 
and would have his family there by his own volition, and that 
would furnish no reason why his boy should not return to Dela- 
ware and undergo a competitive examination before he was se- 
lected for a place in the Naval or Military Academy—none 
whatever. It would be due to the boysin Delaware that they 
should have an opportunity to enter into competitive examina- 
tion with him and show, if they could, that they were brighter 
and fitter for this appointment than his son. 

Mr. GRAY. IfI may interrupt the Senator for just one mo- 
ment, I think there is one basis of the Senator’s argument 
which would fail him, for if he will refer to the law as it exists 
now and as it is pro d it shall exist, he will see that there ig 
no provision requir: g a competitive examination. 

r. ALLEN. I understand that quite well; but in view of the 
fact that competitive examinations have been instituted by 
members of Congress throughout the different States and rec- 
ommended by the War Department, why should not the son of 
the Senator or the son of a naval or military officer undergo 
that examination the same as your son, Mr. President, or mine? 

Why should the President of the United States have the ap- 
8 of ten persons tothe Naval Academy, to be appointed 

rom those whom he may himself select, entirely regardless of 
their distribution over the country? There is nothing about 
the person of the President of the United States, nothing about 
the office he holds which should give him this wonderful power. 
These appointments belong to the people of this country and 
they should be distributed as equitably and as justly as possible 
among the different States of the Union. 

It is no argument for me, at least, for Senators tostand up and 
say that here is a custom which has grown up and has existed 
for forty or fifty or more years. If it is vicious to-day—and I 
believe it to be so—it was vicious when it was instituted years 
ago, and it is part and parcel of our duty, if it is wrong and 
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ore upon wrong principles, to change it by appropriate 
e on. 
r. President, the amendment I have proposed will not 4 
Iam not foolish enough to suppose that 1 will pass. It bes 
not because it ought not to become a law, not because the 
President should be clothed with power at his caprice to 
appoint indiscriminately persons to the Naval and tary 
Academies, not because that can be justified by any process of 
, but because the custom has existed so long and the 
inroads of aristocracy have been so great in the political insti- 
tutions of this country that enough Senators can not be mus- 
tered here to change this law. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from 
Nebraska what is the particular amendment which he offers? 
I was not in the Chamber at the time it was read. 

Mr. ALLEN. On page 38, line 8, after the word Presi- 
dent,” I have moved to insert this language: “ but must be 
vaca among the States of the Union as noarly equally as 
practicable. 

Mr. President, I offered this amendment and have made my 
remarks for the purpose, so far as lam concerned, of setting the 
seal of condemnation upon this method of transacting the public 
business. I want every one of these ten officers who are under 
the control of the President and the others who are under 
the control of members of the House of Representatives to bə 
55 over this country as equally and as equitably as pos- 

8. 

The President has no special interest in the Navy or the 
Army. True, the Army and the nery are subject to his con- 
trol as Commander-in-Chief; but the President has no right in 
ie eed or in justice to say who shall enter the military service 

this country and who shall not. He has no right to take the 
son of one manor the sons of one class of men and put them in 
the Army, and thus build up a milita any more 
than he has the right to take the sons of naval officers and put 
them in Annapolis, and by that means build up a nayal aristoc- 
racy. Neither one would be any more justifiable than for us to 
pass a law or acustom by which the civil-service list 
should be built up primarily from the sons and daughters of 
those who have served the Government in its civil branch. 

Mr. President, turn to the books and you will find that this 
District has nearly 4, 000 appointments in the civil service of this 
country. There are but 250,000 people in the District of Colum- 
bia, and yet they have three, four, or five times more appoint 
ments than the State of New York or the State of Pennsylvania; 
and there are more appointments in the naval service to-day 
from the District of Columbia than from any single State in the 
Union. Where there has been a in appointments in the 
different States persons have been taken from this District who 
have never been beyond the State of nee or the State of 
Virginia, and never as far West as the Ohio River, and ac- 

ited to States like Kansas, and Nebraska, and other far 
States in the West. 
I hope in the interest of justice that the amendment I have 


offered will prevail. 
Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, if any such evil has grown up 
in the country as that described by the Senator from Nebraska, 


it would not be eradicated or changed or affected a single parti- 
cle by the amendment which the Senator has pro 8 

The power ot the President as it now exists is unlimited; it is not 
confined to any class of citizens; it is not confined to any partic- 
ular class of young men from which to make the selections. 
The President can make them from any State, or any Territory, 
or any Congressional district in the entire United States. He can 
make them from any class of people whatever. There is no ne- 
cessity that the appointees should be thesons of Presidents, the 
sons of Senators, the sons of Re tatives in Congress, or the 
sons of dis ished officers of the Army or the Navy. 

The amendment which the Senator offers only makes achange 
with reference to the phical limitations. It provides that 
the intees must be taken as nearly equally a ee from 
the erent parts of the Union. But two not e 
the condition of things which the Senator suggests. It would 
still be in the power of the President to select the sons of dis- 
tinguished men or to select y men without reference to 
the positions that their fathers held. So Ido not see that the 
Senator's remarks have any pertinence whatever to the amend- 


ment he has pro 

It seems to me that this power ought to be in the hands of the 
President without any limitation, as the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] has migrenos; to cover any inequalities which may 
exist in dlvidin ese appointments out am the different 
districts in the United States. It seems to me that it is a wise 
provision that this power should vest somewhere, and I see no 
place where it can more safaly or more properly vest than in 
the President of the United States. Surely he can be trusted 


now, as he has been since the foundation of the Government, to 
make these selections wisely and judiciously from the different 
ranks of the people, if we admit that there are any different 
ranks among our people, as was indicated by the remarks of the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

The provision of the bill leaves the matter where it has always 
been. The power has been exercised wisely and judiciously 
hitherto, and I can seo no reason whatever for the amendment 
which the Ssnator from Nebraska proposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on p hired 
2 the Ar N submitted by the Senator from Nebraska | Mr. 

LLEN]. 

The amendment was ro 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 41, 
line 15, after the word privates,” to strike out and for the ex- 
penses of clerks of the United States Marine Corps traveling 
under orders;” and in line 18, after the word cents,” to strike 


out— 

Provided, That the pay of the drum major shail be the same as that now 
established, or that may be hereafter established, for first sergeants in the 
Marine Corps of the same length of service. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Pay of noncommissioned officers, musicians, and privates: For ons ser- 
geant-major, one err one leader of the band, one drum - 
majos, fifty first sergeants, one hundred and aly sergeants, one hundred 

eighty corporals, thirty m nine and fifers, and 
one thousand six hundred privates, 794.75. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 10, after the words 
“ District of Columbia,” to strike out ‘or San Francisco, Cal.;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


in the office of the assistant quartermaster, W. D. C.: One clerk, 
At $1,408; in all, for pay of 1 $17,636.23, and money herein spe- 
appropriated for pay of the Corps shall be disbursed and ac- 


cificall 
counted for in accordance wich law as of the Marine and 
existing pay Corps, 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on 2 43, line 24, after the word 
“cents,” to strike out and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
authorized to transfer balances as may be necessary in the ex- 
isting accounts of the Paymaster-General of the Navy and tho 
Quartermaster of the Marine Corps;” so as to make the clause 


Provisions, Marine Corps: For 1. 100 noncommissioned officers, musicians, 
— and for 1 1 toll oo men detailedas 
parties, said payment for board n 85 7 $2,500, 874, and no law 
Shall be construed to entitle enlisted on shore duty to any rations 
or commutation therefor other than such as now are or may hereafter be 
allowed to enlisted men in the Army. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 8, after the word 
“men,” to strike out “and those that may be retired;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For amount required to be transferred to credit Pay Marine Corps,“ on 
account of rations to retired men, 882.13 each per annum, $5,338.45. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
epi aay oe out officer Ad 
to make the clause read: 

F Marine Corps: For f in kind for five h ft th - 
ees e SOE das Aoa See SF SS ASES, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
dollars,“ to strike out so much of 
sary to be immediately available.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 23, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out so much of said sum as may be neces- 
sary to be immediately available.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 10, after the word 
“ n . 

purposes,” to insert: 

And the Secretary of the abt — hereby authorized toremit the time pen- 
alties on the dynamite cruiser Vesuvius. x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 12, to insert: 

To pay the Bath Iron Works for p miums on new United States 
gunboats Machias and Castine, $45, ‘each, $90,000. 
to 


The amendment was $ 
The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 15, to insert: 


e 46, line 13, before the word 
and insert offlcers';“ so as 


48, line 17, after the word 
said sum as may be neces- 


To Samuel L. Moore & Sons Company for speed premium on the new 
stool practice vessel Bancroft, £45,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. PERKINS, I have an amendment which I desire to of- 
fer to the bill. I will preface its presentation by saying that I 
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have submitted it to the committee, who have carefully con- 
sidered it, and I have reason to hope that they will accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The amendment proposed by the Senator from California w 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 32, after line 3, insert: 

For the repair of the hull of the United States ship Hartford, to be used 
as a training ship when repaired, $150,000. 

Mr. WHITE. The committee will observe and the Senate 
will notice that a committee amendment has already been 
adopted striking out a provision, found in lines 3 and 4, on page 
8, with relation to a modern battery for the Hartford. The 
amendment proposed by my colleague answers, I think, the ob- 
jection of the committee, which was that there had been no ap- 

riation for the hull. As stated by the Senator from Mary- 
fani : there is a general desire to preserve the historic vessel, 
and it can be done in this manner, and will be useful for the pur- 
pose indicated in the amendment of my colleague. I hope the 
committee will acquiesce in the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will add that this is the precise amount, 
$150,000 for the armament, which was stricken out. Therefore 
it does not increase the appropriations in the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senators from California submitted the 
amendment to myself and the other members of the subcom- 
mittee in charge of the bill, and we are inclined to accept it. 
If the Hartford is to be preserved (and I suppose there is a gen- 
eral sentiment in the country that she ought to be preserved), 
she would unquestionably be of great use in the service as a 
training ship on the Pacific coast. 

The cost of repairing the hull of the vessel will be, in the end, 
as estimated by the ent, $276,000 in round numbers. 
She is now at San Francisco, and this provision will, in all prob- 
ability, enable sufficient repairs to be made to use her as a train- 
ing — 21 Therefore I have noobjection to the amendment being 
adopted. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. 
PERKINS]. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was re to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to have one of the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole reserved. I refer to the 
amendment which relates to the appropriation for a dry dock at 
Algiers, La. I wish to have some tion in relation to it. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment referred to by 
the Senator from Florida will be reserved. If there be no other 
reservation, the 3 is on concurring in the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
reserved amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, after line 11, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, inserted: 

k : t 
22 Poe A ot E Se ee 
La., and expenses of judicial instituted for the condemnation 
Of such additional land, $22,025.03. 

Mr.PASCO. I wish to ask the Senator from Maryland, who 
is in charge of the bill, to give some explanation with reference 
to this item. The matter of a dry dock on the Gulf Mexico has 
been a matter of question for a good many years. Two commis- 
sions have reported upon it. Both have Goon friendly to a loca- 
tion at Algiers, but there are serious objections to that location, 
and I do not know that any law has ever been passed definitely 
acce the last recommendation in favor of this point. 

The location at Pensacola, in our State, has been pressed upon 
the attention of the country and has been noticed favorably in 
some of the reports which have come from the commissions. A 
few years ago there was an item in an 8 act, found 
on page 722, volume 27 of the Statutes, which made an appro- 
priation looking toward the establishment of a dry dock at Al- 
giers. It is as follows: 


Toward the establishment of a dry dock on the Government reservation, 
For plans and — and for the acquisition o 


o 
under the visions of an act a ved 

and the act approved June 3 30, 1890, respectively. 45,000. Sep 
The pro appropriation seems to be in line with the 
enactment I have read, and it would seem to indicate that some 
definite determination has been reached with reference to the 
Jocation of this dock. No law has ever been passed, as I 
suggested before, fixing the location, and it seems to me that it 
would be well for the Senator from og ee to give some ex- 
mation of the matter and to let us know whether this is a 
nal determination, and if so, whether it became the final de- 
termination by virtue of the clause in the appropriation act 


tember 7, 1 


which I have just read, or by some other authority. I should 
be glad to have some explanation. 

Mr. GORMAN. By the act of March 3, 1893, as stated by the 
Senator from Florida, $25,000 was appropriated to acquire the 
necessary land for the dry dock. The tary of the Navy, 
in 8 of the authority of that act, attempted to acquire 
suffloient land by private purchase. Finding that the land could 
not be obtained in reasonable amount, condemnation proceed- 
ings were instituted, and they have been concluded. The 
amount of this appropriation is the exact sum necessary to pay 
the award for the land. The Committee on Appropriations in 
framing the amendment provided only for the payment of the 
Ther 0 the proposition lookin ing k 

ere is no in the pro on looking to doing any wor 
there or making plans for a dry dock. That is a Pag Do for 
Co to determine hereafter. All that is pro to be 
done by the amendment to the bill is to pay for the land which 
has been condemned. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to ask by what authority the con- 
demnation took place. I understand that there are very se- 
rious objections to the location at Algiers, and that when the 
Mississippi River is very high there are developments at Al- 
giers which indicate a most unfavorable location for a dry dock. 

I do not know of any law ever having been passed authoriz- 
ing the establishment of a dry dock there, or authorizing the 
condemnation of any land. The section of the statute which I 
have read is the only authority I have seen which would indi- 
cate that the matter was being considered, and that does not 
fix definitely the location at Algiers. But it seems that the 
De t has gone on acquiring land by condemnation, and 
that a further appropriation is now to be made for the payment 
of the land so acquired. Ishould think that there ought to be 
some definite unders as to whether Algiers is to be the 
location of the dry dock. purpose here seems to be simply 
to purchase land without any determination of that question. 
It appears to me that in view of the developments which took 
place at Algiers, disclosing serious if not fatal objections to that 
place, it would be well, if the matter is still open, to examine it 
more carefully and completely before making any further ap- 
ary dock. to purchase land, if the place is y unfit fora 
8 oo iets I understand oar 3 the pe e ol 

eac making appropriations for naval service—— 

Mr. PASCO. That is the act from which I have just read. 

Mr. GORMAN. I take it for granted that it is. The Depart- 
ments at all events have considered that that was an appropria- 
tion which authorized them to acquire this site; and Secre- 
tary of the Navy, in a communication to the Senator from Louis- 
iana [Mr. CAFFERY], says: 

Of this amount— 


Twenty-five thousand dollars— 


the sum of 8735 was expended tmen ecessary 

liminary surveys, borings, etc., atts ane Depar mene ony — for hai. 
cial proceedings in connection with the condemnation of the lands in ques- 
tion, 5 fees of United States attorney, the sum of 81,540.03. The 
cost of 0 determined by the condemnation 

It will be seen, therefore, that ad priation 
will be necessary in cede to 5 . the — lands 
necessary for the dry dock and its appurtenances. 

So the amount contained in the amendment now pending is 
the exact amount that would be necessary to pay the award in 
that case. : 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to know of the Senator from 
Florida whether the objections which were originally raised to 
the location of the dry dock at Algiers have not been removed 
and whether a report by a later commission is not in favor of 
that location? 

Mr. PASCO. I understand there have been two reports in 
favor of Algiers; but since the last one was made serious doubts 
have been raised as to that paing Sod proper location, in conse- 
quence of the overflowing of the ppi River there, which 
indicates that it is not a safe, convenient, and proper place fora 
dry dock. It seems to me that before we invest too much mone 
in the enterprise the matter ought to be thoroughly tested 
examined. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will say to the Senator from Florida that 
the overflow of the Mississippi River has no effect as st 
the location of the dry dock at Algiers. The Mississippi River 
overflows annually at that spot, which is protected by levees; 
and itis p to surround the land appropriated and con- 
demned for the purpose of the dry dock by such a levee as will 
completely protect the dry dock from overflow. There can be 
no objection on that score. 

I understand that the Secretary of the Navy has recommended 
for the commencement of the work the appropriation of $225,- 
000, but the committee thought perhaps, in view of the extraor- 
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dinary economy which obtains, that an amount only sufficient 
to pay for the land condemned would be necessary this year. I 
understand that thelocation of the dry dock at Algiers has been 
decided on, and all that is wanted now to complete the work is 
sufficient App oprana by Congress. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Louisiana says that this loca- 
tion has been decided upon. That is the very point to which I 
was addressing my inquiry. I have never seen any actual deci. 
sion fixing upon Algiers as the location. I can find no law that 
was ever passed fixing the location there. I think that there 
ought to be some such authority produced, if the Senator from 
Louisiana can do so, which will sat 417 the objections I have been 
making. My suggestion is that until the Congress of the United 
Bates bas by some direct action fixed upon Algiers as the loca- 
tion, we should not be appropriating money in one appropria- 
tion bill after another for this purpose. The definite location 
ought to be fixed by authority of law. 

he Senator says it is recommended by the Secretary of the 
Navy. I havenever seenany such recommendation, andI think 
thas either the recommendation of a Secretary of the Navy or 
some actual law passed by the two Houses of Congress ought to 
be produced before we go on in this way, appropriating money 
year after year for a dry dock ut Algiers, 

If the Senator is correct in his view that one or the other of 
the bases for the appropriation exists, I suggest that he produce 
them tothe Senate now, so that we can see what they are. If 
the question is an open one, we ought to go slowly with refer- 
ence to this a prone ation. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask the Senator from Florida whether the 
act of 1893, authorizing the acquisition of land at Algiers for 
the purpose of a dry dock, is not virtually and substantially a 
location of that point for a dry dock? That is what has been 
done. The report of the commission in favor of Algiers, after 
the act authorizing the condemnationof land for this public pur- 

e, I think is conclusive of the factthat the location of the dry 
ock has been agreed on at that point, and that it is sufficiently 
authorized. 

Mr. PASCO. That is precisely what I am trying to ascertain, 
whether it rests on the appropriation made two years ago, or 
whether there is some authority of law for it. The Senator 
now seems to intimate that it rests upon the appropriation in 
the act of 1893; and if that is all it rests upon then the question 
may still be regarded as an open one. e appropriation now 
proposed in an amendment which was not printed in the bill 
moves indirectly in precisely the same direction. 

It strikes me that a matter of such great importance should 
be settled before these i SH waa are made, and that the 
Government should not, by these appropriations made from 
time totime, be drawn intoa large expenditure to be made some- 
time in the future, committing the Government in this indirect 
way to the establishment of a dry dock there. If the question 
is still an open one, I suggest to add to the amendment the fol- 
lowing proviso, to which I call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland: 

Provided, That before the expenditure of the said appropriation the Sec- 
retary of the Navy is satisfied that the location at ers is suitable for a 
dry dock; and if he finds that there are serious objections to the location 
that they be reported to Congress for its further action before the appro- 
priation is expended. 

It seems to me some such action ought to be taken to prevent 
the Government from going too far in this direction, and that 
this appropriation should not be made until we definitely de- 
termine that the dry dock shall be located at Algiers. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to ask the Senator from Flor- 
ida a question in this connection. Is it not true that two boards 
of commissioners have, under instructions from Congress, ex- 
amined the sites for the proposed dry-dock on the Gulf coast, 
and have not both of them reported in favor of Algiers? 

Mr. PASCO, Isostated before the junior Senator from Louis- 
jana came in. I referred to the act of 1893; I called attention to 
it and I read it. But still,neither of these reports has ever been 
confirmed by Congress. The matter, I understand, still remains 
open, In 1893, after these two reports, there was an appropria- 

on made toward the establishment of a dry dock,” but Con- 
gress has never directed that the dry dock shall be established 
there. My suggestion was, that before any further appropria- 
tions or expenditures or arrangements are made the question of 
location ought to be definitely settled by some action on the part 
of Congress. 

Mr.GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Florida will not press 
the amendment which he has just offered. If he will look care- 
fully at the act of March 3, 1893, to which he has just referred, 
he will find the usual provision made: 


Toward the establish ment of a dry dock on the Government reservation 
near Algiers, La.; for plans and specifications, and for the acquisition of 
such additional land as may be nece: in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Navy, in accordance with the recommendations of two commissions 
appointed by the President under the provisions of an act approved Septem- 
ber 7, 1888, and the act approred June 30, 1890, respectively, 5,000. 


There was a direct authorization to the Secretary of the Navy 
to acquire this land and to prepare plans for the construction of 
a dry dock. No more aut tsi Ani idan is necessary in any 
ease, and no further provision that I am aware of is ever made 
for the establishment of a dry dock. The Secretary of the Navy, 
as I have just shown, under that provision has gone on to ac- 
quire land, and did acquireit. He refused to purchase itat the 
price at which it was offered, $65,000, and condemnation pro- 
ceedings were had. The jury awarded for the land 3 
844,000. It requires $22,000 more to pay the award, and there 
the matter will rest. It will hardly be possible for Congress to 
refuse to make that appropriation at this time. 

But to meet the objection of the Senator from Florida and 
others who may still think it an open question as to the propriety 
of the establishment of the dry dock at this point, the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have deliberately stricken out all provision 
for even the plans of a dry dock there. So at the next session 
of Congress or at any other time when the condition of the Treas- 
ury is such that we may consider the propriety of entering upon 
the construction of any new work, the whole question will come 
up whether this is a proper location. Then all that matter may 
be gone over and determined. But now itis absolutely neces- 
sary that we should make this small ap ropriation. I trust, 
therefore, that the Senator from Florida will withdraw the 
amendment, for it has no relation to the appropriation now be- 
ing oe 

r. PASCO. It does seem to me that before any money is 
paid from the Treasury the location should be fixed. The appro- 
priation of $25,000 in the act of 1893 does not seem to have led to 
any decisive results. The Secretary has not been able to pur- 
chase the land because the pt epee valuation of it is nearly 
double the amount appropriated. They are now going on, 
apparently committing the Government one step farther, to a 
second appropriation. It does not seem to me that it is wise, as 
long as the matter has not yet been closed, as long as the ques- 
tion of the location of the dry dock is still open, to go on appro- 
priating additional amounts of money in the different appro- 
tion bills, and thus indirectly committing the Government to 
the establishment of the dry dock at Algiers. 

The location, as I said, and as the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD] just suggested, has been favorably reported 
upon by two boards, but I will say again what I said before he 
came in, that very serious doubts have arisen as to whether it 
is a proper location. The location at Algiers has been flooded 
with water since then, and everything indicates that when the 
Mississippi River is high the entire plant may be washed out 
and ruined altogether. I think it would be very wise to settle 
by some definite legislation the location of the dry dock before 
we appropriate any more money. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Florida allow me? 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly; I yield to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE, I agree with the Senator as to the doubfs 
whether this is precisely the best place for the dry dock; but 
the Senator speaks too late. The location has been fixed. Con- 
gress fixed it by authorizing the purchase of the land. The 
Secretary of the Navy has gone on, and not being able to pur- 
chase the land, has condemned it, but has not had money enough 
to pay the whole sum of the condemnation. We arein dut; 
bound to Pay the award, because the location has been settled, 
It never will be settled any more determinately. Whether 
right or wrong; it has been done. 

The only future question, as the Senator from Maryland says 
is whether when next year comesCongress shall, with this lan 
upon its hands that it ought to pay for and has to pay for, go 
on and spend a half a million or a million dollars in building a 
dry dock. The location has been settled just as much as Pensa- 
cola has been settled. It is onlya question of future appropria- 
tions, just as it is a question of future appropriations for Pensa- 
cola. Weareinforit. The location has been settled. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest to the Senator from Maine, with all 
due respect, that he is simply begging the question. The very 
question I raise is whether the Government 
to that project. 

Mr. HALE. We have appropriated money for this purpose, 
and under it the Secretary of the Navy has gone on—— 

Mr. PASCO. We have appropriated $25,000, and he can not 
get the land for less than $50,000. 

Mr. HALE. No; but the Secretary has gone on under the 
act and condemned the land for the United States and taken 
legal process, and thereby has located it. This Appro riation is 
merely necessary to complete the payment for the land. We 
have to pay for the land even if we abandon it. 

Mr. PASCO. But the Secretary of the Navy had no power 
beyond the $25,000 which wasappropriated. If that was insuffi- 
cient he could close the contract, he could not buy the land; and 
seed 8 here and says, If you will give me $22,000 more 1 
can do it, 


already committed 
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Mr. HALE. This is only to carry out what is recognized by 
the law as one process. A general statute requires the Govern- 
ment to pay for land which it has condemn It can not get 
out of it. It is equivalent to a deed where property has 
from one private party to another—the money can be recovered— 
and the United Jentss is in this situation. I think quite likely 
we have got into a bad scrape and have got involved in an ex- 
penditure down there which will not be at the best place; but 
we are in for it, so far as the land is concerned. 

When the question comes up of placing $1,000,000 worth of 
work there, that is a matter which Congress has to determine 
hereafter. We might perhaps better afford to let the land lie 
than to put more money on it. But we are in for buying the 
land. That is all this provision si ee to. The Senator is 
wrong in saying it has not been located. That has all been done. 
Nothing more will ever be done in the way of locating than has 
been done. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam not satisfied that the Senator from Maine 
is correct, because there is no authority here to have any pro- 
ceedings in condemnation. There is no authority to expend 
any more than $25,000, and there is no authority here to take 
any of the steps the Senator from Maine speaks of. It was for 
that very reason that I opened this debate. I asked whether 
any authority outside of the statute of 1893 existed. The Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] thought that some additional 
authority did exist, but when he was 25 7755. by a question he 
was obliged to admit that no other authority did exist than that 
act. Now, this is the extent of the authority in the act of 1893, 
to which I call the attention of Senators: 

Toward the establishment of a dry dock on the Government reservation. 
near Algiers, La.; for plans and specifications, and for the acquisition o: 
such additional land as may be n in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Na, in accordance with the recommendations of two commissions 
appointed ene President under the provisions of an act N Sep- 
tember 7, 1 and the act approved June 30, 1890, respectively, $25,000. 

Now there is no authority for condemning any land. There 
is no definite location of the dry dock. 

Mr. HALE. There was a general act passed a few years ago, 
and a specific application to any case is notnecessary. The gen- 
eral authority under the act d in 1888 as part of an appro- 
priation act lodges the authority in the heads of e pias 
and the Secretary of the Navy has gone on in accordance with 
that act. 

His PASCO. To establish this dry dock in accordance with 
that act? 

Mr. HALE. Tocondemn the land in accordance with the act. 
Formerly, in every act for a public building, there was a special 

rovision for condemnation proceedings. That was cut short 

y a general act. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Maine understands perfectly 
well that the authority for the erection of a public building is 
the limit of cost fixed by the act, and beyond that limit of cost 
no one has any authority to go. Now here is a limit of cost of 
$25,000. Beyond that limit of cost the Secretary of the Navy 
has no power to go, if that doctrine is correct. 

Now, taking that view of the matter, it seems to me that there 
is no committal of the Government to any expenditure there or 
any location there unless it can be obtained within the limit of 
the appropriation of $25,000. 

Mr. HALE. That does not apply to the purchase of land. 

Mr. PASCO. It applies to the purchase of land for Govern- 
ment buildings, and the same principle must be effective every- 
where. Now, the Secretary of the Navy, having no power to go 
beyond that $25,000, is powerless to extend that sum or take an 
action unless we give him this additional power by appropriat- 
ing $22,000 more. If there is any special act which the Senator 
from Maine has referred to, I will make the same inquiry of him 
that I did of the Senator from Louisiana, to produce the act and 
let us look over it and see whether the power exists. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it occurs to me, and it is very 
clear, that after the report of two commissions favorable to the 
location of a dry dock at Algiers, after an sppropraton in the 
act of 1893 towards paying for the land for the establishment of 
a dry dock, that that forms a complete location of a dry dock, 
and the amount of money mentioned is the initiative payment. 
If that amount is not sufficient more will be had. 

I desire to say that the objection raised by the Senator from 
Florida to the establishment of a dry dock in Louisiana at 
Algiers because of possible overflowsof the Mississippi River is 
without any foundation. That particular point has never, in 
my recollection, been overflowed. That particular point can be 
entirely and completely protected against overflow. 

New Orleans, being the largest city on the Gulf, and the port 
of New Orleans being a fresh-water port, material and men being 
more plentiful and the more easily to be had there than at Pen- 
sacola, I imagine Algiers is a better point for the location of a 
dry dock than Pensacola, and so the commission thought. Now, 


after the finding of these two commissions, after an met aa 
tion of money for the condemnation of land at Algiers and for the 
establishment of a dry dock, it occurs to me the establishment 
is a thing settled. Ido not share in the fears of the Senator 
from Maine that it may be a bad selection. I take the report of 
two commissions that it is a good selection, and I take my per- 
sonal knowledge that the point is perfectly secure from over- 
flow, which is the only objection that the Senator from Florida 
has raised. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me? I 
do not want to interrupt him. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I find the general statute which the Senator 
from Florida calls for is very clear and distinct. In the first 
place in the act last year we appro priated so much towards the 
establishment of a dry dock. ve did not limit it. We did not 
say that the land should cost only so much, but in the very 
words used, toward the establishment,“ indicated that it was 
only a portion of the appropriation. That is the force of the 
word ‘‘ toward” in an appropriation act. 

If you appropriate toward the construction of a building or 
toward the construction of a ship, it is understood, and every 
common mind can understand it, as being ony a portion of the 
appropriation. Upon thatthe Secretary of the Navy took the 
act of August 1, 1888, which provides that 

In eyery case in which the Secretary of the Treasury or auy other officer 
of the Government has been, or hereafter shall be, authorized to procure 
real estate for the erection of a public building or for other public uses he 
shall be, and hereby is, authorized to acguire the same for the United States 
by condemnation, under judicial process, whenever in his opinion it is nec- 
essary or advantageous to the Government to do so. 

You can not have any more plenary power than was given by 
that act to the Secretary of the Treasury. The Secretary of 
the Navy went on under that authority and used the money ap- 
propriated so far as it went toward establishing the dry dock 
and found it was not sufficient, and then he condemned land 
enough for the establishment of the dry dock. You can not get 
anything more complete, more specific, and more conclusive 
than that. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President,it has been thought for 
some years that the establishment of a dry dock somewhere on 
the Gulf coast was a necessity. So in 1888 a law was passed 
authorizing the appointment of a board of naval officers to ex- 
amine the Gulf coast and consider the merits of the several 
Ee proposed for the dry dock, and ascertain which was the 

st location for the dock. The board of 1888 reported, after ex- 
amining Pensacola, in the State of the Senator from Florida, and 
after examining Mobile, New Orleans, and other localities, that 
the best place for a dry dock was at the Government reserva- 
tion in the town of Algiers, opposite the city of New Orleans. 

After that action by the board there was nothing for Con- 
gress to do to authorize a dry dock at Algiers except to make an 
appropriation to begin the work. But rival interests inter- 
fered and prevented that being done at that time. So in the 
next Congress, in 1890, another commission was authorized by 
law to be ap inted for the purpose of reéxamining these com- 
peting localities upon the Gulf coast, and again reported to Con- 
gree what in their judgment was the best locality for the dry 

ock. Those of us interested in the establishment of a dry 
dock at New Orleans submitted to all this. 

The second board of naval officers were appointed, and nma 
they examined the several points upon the Gulf coast, Mobile, 
Pensacola, New Orleans, and other localities, and again they 
reported that the best locality for the dry dock was the Govern- 
ment reservation in the town of Algiers, opposite the city of 
New Orleans. 

So here we have had two investigations by two different na- 
val boards, each of them reaching the same conclusion, to 
wit, that the best place for a dry dock isat Algiers. Following 
the action of these two boards it was not essential that a sepa- 
rate, distinct, formal act of Congress should be enacted locat- 
ing the dry dock at Algiers. ; 

All that was necessary was that Congress should take some 
action i: icating its purpose to carry into effect the recommenda- 
tion of the two bo: of naval officers. This action was taken 
when in the naval appropriation bill of 1893 the following provi- 
sion was inserted: 

Dry dock, Algiers, La.: Toward the establishment of a dry dock on the 
Government reservation, near Algiers, La.; for plans ands cations, and 
for the acquisition of such additional land as may be necessary in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Navy, in accordance with the recommenda- 


tions of two commissions by the President under the provisions of an act 
8 September 7, 1888, and the act approved June 30, 1890, respectively, 


There could be no more direct assent on the part of Congress 
to the establishment of the dry dock at Algiers than the incor- 
er of this appropriation in the Naval appropriation act of 

893. The Senator from Florida, who insists that action locate 
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ing the dry dock has not yet been taken, is certainly in error. 
This could mean nothing else. It was later ascertained 
that the 825,000 was not sufficient. Additional land, needed to 
be added to the reservation to make the area sufficiently exten- 
sive for a dry-dock, could not be purchased by private agree- 
ment, and had to be condemned. It required more money to 
meet the judgment awarded in the condemnation proceedings, 
and the proposition now before the Senate is to give this addi- 
tional money. 

It is too late now for the Senator from Florida to raise the ob- 
jection he has raised. It is in the nature of a demurrer which 
should have been pleaded in limine. We have passed now to the 
merits of the case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PASCO. I thought the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
CAFFERY[ roso to address the Senate, and I waited. 

Mr. CAFFERY. No. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I have already admitted what 
the Senator from Louisiana has stated, that this matter has 
been examined and reported favorably; but it still seems that 
there has been no definite location of the dry dock at sry Sag 
and it is manifest that the location is to be made in this in- 
direct way; and that is what I object to. 

Mr. HALE. What force does the Senator from Florida put 
upon the act of Congress 1 money toward the estab- 
lishment of a dry dock at Algiers, if that is not a location of it? 

Mr. PASCO. There isa good deal of force in the words to- 
ward the establishment” of a dry dock there, but still in my 
judgment the matter isin fieri; it has not yet been concluded, 
and I still think the Secretary of the Navy was limited to $25,000; 

ust as when the Secretary of the Treasury is limited to $100,- 
for a public building to be erected in a particular place, he 
has no authority to make any contract beyond the amount 
actually appropriated. It is in that view of the case that I do 
not think a matter so important ought to be concluded in this 
indirect way. The favorable reports that come from these two 
boards are reasons for regarding Algiers as a suitable place for 
the establishment of a dry dock. 

But these reports are not conclusive. They only bring infor- 
mation to Congress, and since both these reports were made de- 
velopments have occurred at Algiers showing that it would be 
a most inappropriate and unfit place, because of the volume of 
water there, which would threaten the safety of the entirestruc- 
ture, the complete plant. But Ido think that while the matter 
is still in an unsettled condition we should keep it so until a com- 
plete and thorough investigation and determination has been 
made, and we should not locate the dry dock there in this indi- 
rect way. D 

Tho Chair was about to put the question on the committee 
amendment, but it will be recollected that there was an amend- 
ment pending which I myself offered to the committee amend- 
ment, which I think is first in order. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Chair did not understand 
the Senator from Florida as offering an amendment. 

Mr. PASCO. It was read to the Senate sometime ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator suggested an 
amendment to the Senator in charge of the bill, but did not 
send it to the desk. The Chair did not understand it had been 
offered. 

Mr. PASCO. Lask that it be read at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. Add the following por to the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole: 

Provided, That beiore the expenditure of the said appropriation the Sec- 
retary of the Navy is satisfiea that the location at Algiers is suitable for a 


ary dock; and if he finds that there are serious objections to the loca 
that they be reported to Congress for its further action before the appro- 
tion is expended, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sre nip is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Florida to the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HUNTON. I move at the end of line 12, page 49, to add 
to the clause remitting the time penalties on the dynamite 
cruiser Vesuvius: 

And a sum sufficient for such purpose is hereby appropriated. 

This amendment meets with the approbation of the commit- 

tee, and I offer it in the handwriting of a member of the com- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer an amendment to come in on 
page 45, preceding line 20, for the construction of two steel- 
armored cruisers. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Virginia will be stated. S 
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Ro 3 On page 48, after Iine 19, add: 
h 

the United States, toe President is hereby authorized to have cement 
and completed, at such one or more of the navy-yards of the United States 
as may be best adapted thereto, and which are to be designated by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, two steel-armored cruisers (of the general type Of the new 
United States cruiser Minneapolis, authori: and now building under the 
act of March 2, 1891). Each of the said cruisers herein authorized to have 
the highest practicable speed for vessels of their class, and to be furnished 
with the latest and best types of modern engines, armament, and equi 
ments, and to cost, exclusive of armament, not more than $2,750,000 eac 
In the construction of each of the said vessels all the provisions of the act 
of August3, 1896, entitled “An act to increase the Na Establishment,” as 
to material for said vessels, their engines. boilers, and machinery, the 
drawings, and specifications therefor, shall be observed and followed, and 
said vesselsshali be built in compliance with the terms of so much of the said 
act as is therein provided for the construction of the vessels therein named 
to be built in thenavy-yards of the United States, save that in all their parts 
the vessels herein authorized shall be of domestic manufacture, 

Mr. GORMAN, I trust the Senator from Virginia will not 
press the amendment, but will withdraw it. Iam in full sym- 
pathy with the purpose he has in view to increase our Navy as 
rapidly as possible, and for the past six or eight sates A 
ever since I have been a member of the Committee on Appro- 

riations—I have advocated the most liberal appropriations. 

ut we have reached a point in our financial affairs where it is 
almost impossible for us to make an additional appropriation on 
this account. There are thirteen vessels under way that are 
being constructed and are not completed. The Secretary of the 
Navy states that he hopes by 1896 to have those thirteen vessels 
completed, and they will make us a very table Navy. 

In the mean time I hope and trust the ess conditions of 
the country will be so improved that we shall be able to take up 
this matter again and on with it. There can be no very se- 
rious trouble in the delay which the condition of the Treasury 
seems to demand. I therefore trust that the Senator from 
Virginia will withdraw the amendment, and not open up a de- 
bate which would be long extended, but will permit tho matter 
to remain open until the next session of Congress, when wo 
hope—I hope at least—that we will be in a condition where I 
are join the Senator from Virginia in making still further pro- 
visions for the advancement of our 15 5 

Mr. DANIEL. In view of the remarks made by the Senator 
in charge of the bill as to the condition of the Treasury and the 
other considerations advanced by him, [ shall not urge the 
amendment at this time. I do not believe that it would be suc- 
cessful in consideration of the statement he has made, notwith- 
3 the policy of the Government to build up a great navy 
as rapidly as its resources will allow, I therefore withdraw the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia 
withdraws the amendment. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


POST-OF FICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6016) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895. 

The motion was ed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Pending the consideration of this bill, 
I ask the Senator from Kentucky to yield to me, promising him 
to take but a very short time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
personal privilege. My attention was called to-day for the first 
time to an article which appeared in the Washingtom Post of 
July 5. It appeared under the following heading: 


OVER A NARROW BRIDGE—HOW THE TARIFF BILL WAS FINALLY CARRIED 
TO VICTORY—SOME DEVELOPMENTS PROMISED—SENATOR CAFFERY MAY 
TELL HOW THE LOUISIANA MEN WERE VICTIMIZED AND THE AGREEMENT 
UPON WHICH THEY HAD RELIED WAS BROKEN—MR. BLANCHARD’S SILENCE 
INTERFERED WITH THE COMBINATION TO BEAT THE BILL AND LED MR. 
TRBY TO VOTE YES. 

I send to the desk and ask the Secretary to read that portion 
of the article which I have marked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary will read asre- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Yesterday's aftermath of the of the tariff bill by the Senate was 
worth ning. The narowness of the bridge over which the Democratid 
majority in the 5 to safety was shown in the Post yesterday 
morning, but as the continues to raise the depth of the chasm is more 
and more revealed. For several hours last Tnesday afternoon and eve: 
the Democratic ma 


bi 
eventually be passed, but some very plain words are liable to be spoken on 
the Democratie is will 
finally enact the measure into law. 
The storm center last Tuesday afternoo: 
from Louisiana. They 


ranged around the two Senators 
valorem to specific duties in ths 


n 
had surrendered ad 
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sugar schedule—the former in favor of the trust and the latter being 
demanded by the planters—and . ee in return the proposition of 
the Finance Committee that the boun ould be allowed to remain opera- 
tive until the first of next year. Suddenly this extension was revoked, 
through the affirmative votes of Messrs. COKE, GEORGE, and PUGH, on the 
Deniocraiic side, who, without any explanation, joined the antagonistic 
combination of HILL and IRBY. 

Their action, alleged to have been in direct violation of the caucus agree- 
ment, incensed the sugar Senators and widened the chasm into which the 
bill seemed for a while to be destined to tall. Noo; 
toshow their hand. however, eame until Senator PALMER, anxious toserve the 
interests of the Illinois wire-fen: manufacturers, proposed to place this 
fencing on the dutlable list, remov it from the free list, where it had 
deen p by the committee as a concession to the Po , and particu- 
larly to Senator ALLEN of Nebraska, who regarded this action as helpful 
to his political prospects, 

A TRUCE PROPOSED IN VAIN. 


Ha themselves been victimized, as ay claimed, by the Finance Com- 
mittee, the sugar Senators, with a few ri ts, now proceeded to doa little 
erilla warfare on their ownaccount. They joined with the Republicans 
voting against the free barbed wire pro tion, as related in the Post 
yesterday and won their point. With the banner ot battle thus hoisted, they 
came forward, after a conference among themselves, with a flag of truce. 
Itwas an amendment which proposed to pian She repeal of the bounty 
law until the end of the present year. Even at m of a loaded gun, 
80 to speak, the Finance Co: ttes refused to be held up, and the amend- 
ment failed to Moro than once was the proposition brought forward, 
but cach time it went down to defeat. Once again, too, the Populist Sena- 
tor from Nebraska made a gallant fight for free barbed wire fencing, but 
without success. Disintegration seemed to have set in on the Democratic 
side, with the Republicans voting first one way and then the other, without 
any regard for consistency, but only with the one idea of making still more 
dangerous the quaking bog in which their Democratic opponents were sadly 


floundering. 
MR. BLANCHARD'S SILENCE. 


Such was the condition when the vote was taken. The key of the sitna- 
tion rested then with Mr. BLANCHARD of Lo 


He was present, but as silent as the 
grave. Mr, CAFFERY kept the faith. He answered in the negative. Five 
minutes later the Clerk calted the name of Mr. IRBY of South lina. In 
these five minutes Mr. Inpy had done a great deal of thinking. He had 
noticed the silence of Mr. BLANCHARD and saw no reason why he should 
throw anne his vote. He answered ‘‘aye."’ His response e Mr. OAF- 
FERY St 
A moment later Mr. KYLE, the South Dakota Populist, also voted forthe 
bill. Then Mr. CAFFERY felt the und sinking from under his feet and 
began to reach out for the dry land. When the roll call had been concluded 
but before the result had been announced, he was on his feet. Entering his 
protest, as told in the Post yesterday, he his vote from no to 
“ayo” and sat down. Then,and not until then, did Mr. BLANCHARD appear 
mthe scene. He did the only thing left for him to do, and voted in the 
rmative. The ec bill had crossed the bridge, — 1 the wide 
and yawning planks there was a glimpse of a tomless gulf 
which made fe Democratic managers shudder. 


WHAT MR. CAFFERY MAY DO. 


rtunity forthe sugar men 


bility that be 


Bay upon the su 


most remarkable fight 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, the Washington Post, 
besides being one of the best newspapers in the country, enjoys 
an enviable reputation for the fairness and justness with which 
it usually treats public men whose duties require them to con- 
gregate in this capital 67 7 Nor do I believe that the journal 
referred to had any intention to misrepresent my position in the 
article which has just been read at the desk. Nevertheless, 
Mr. President, the information upon which the article is based 
was erroneous, and the article itself contains statements that re- 
flect upon me in my capacity as a Senator. It states that— 

The key of the situation rested then with Mr. BLANCHARD of Louisiana, 
8 name, coming early in the list, preceded that of the other conspira- 

The word ‘‘ conspirator,” as applied to Senators, is reprehen- 
sible, and particularly as opisa to me in this connection is 
without foundation to rest upon; is m less and false. In 
my connection with the tariff bill and with the voting upon that 
measure I did nothing that should cause me to be referred to as 
‘a conspirator,” and I do not believe that any other Senator upon 
this floor did anything that entitles him to be classed as a con- 
spirator. 

The article goes on to say— 

Bat Mr. BLANCHARD did not answer to his name. He was present, but as 
silent as the grave. 

When my name was called on that occasion I was not in the 
Senate Chamber, But that is immaterial. Had I been pres- 
ent in the Chamber when my name was called, I would, for 
reasons that were quite sufficient tome, have withheld my vote 
on the first call. 

Mr. CAFFREY kept the faith— 


The article goes on to say; and the plain inference is that 
somebody, who is referred to as one of the conspirators, did not 


keep the faith. I presume, from the lan o used connecting 
my name with this affair, I am the one alluded to as not having 
kept the faith. 

r. President, to all of this I have buta word to say. I had 
no agreement or understanding with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. IRBY], or any other Senator, that my vote was to 
be withheld, or that my vote was to be cast yea“ or “nay” 
upon the bill. From that statement I would except my colleague 
[Mr. CAFFERY]. 

He and I are charged here with the care of the same inter- 
ests, and, in our connection as colleagues, we frequently con- 
ferred with each other and consulted with one another as to the 
proper course to pursue in reference to the tariff bill. But other 
than my colleague I had no understanding with any Senator 
that I would at first withhold my vote, or that I would cast it 
“yea” or ‘‘nay;” and when I am put in the category of acting 
the part of a conspirator todefeat the bill, I denounce the state- 
ment as false. 

MINING CLAIMS. 


Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent to report from the 
Commitiee on Mines and Mining and have dashort bill for 
the extension of assessment work on mining claims. Itis nec- 
essary that it should be done at once. It will take but a mo- 
ment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside for the purpose he has indicated. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STEWART. I report backfrom the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. 6558) to amend 
section numbered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
Sioa relating to mining claims; and Lask for its present consid- 
eration, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Mines and Mining was, 
in section 1, line 21, after the words“ South Dakota,” to strike 
out “and the Second Con ional district of the State of Colo- 
rado;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etz., That the provisions of section numbered 2324 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, which require that on each claim lo- 
cated after the 10th day of May, 1872,and until patent has been issued there- 
for, not less than 8100 worth of labor shall be performed or improvements 
made during each year, be eee for the year 1894, so that no —— 
claim which has been — — ocated and recorded as required by the 
laws and mining ons 8 be subject to forfeiture for nohper form- 
ance of the annual assessment for the year 1894: Provided, That the claim- 
ant or claimants of any mining location, in order to secure the benefits of 
this act, shall cause to be recorded in the office where the location notice or 
certificate is filed on or before December 31, 1894, a notice that he or they 
in good faith intend to hold and work said claim: Provided, however, That 
the provisions of this act shall not apply to the State of South Dakota. 

SEC. 2. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


THE SAMOAN ISLANDS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith, in further response to the Senate resolution of April 
6, 18%, a report from the Secretary of State, accompanied by copies of cer- 
tain correspondence relating to Samoan 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, July 9, 1894. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. MORGAN was, on his own request, granted an indefinite 

leave of absence from the sessions of the Senate. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE LISLE, 

‘A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced the death of Hon. Marcus 
C. Lisle, late a Representative from the State of Kentucky, and 
communicated the resolutions of the House thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
5 5 the resolutions of the House of Representatives, which will 
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The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 7, 1594. 
Resolved, That the members of the House of Representatives have heard 
with deep py he and profound sorrow of the death of the Hon. Marcus C. 
presentative from the State of Kentucky. 


the funeral and for attending the re- 
piana of burial, and the necessary expense in 
the execution of t order shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House. 
Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate to the Senate acopy 

of these resolutions. 
Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the House do now adjourn. 
The Speaker announced the appointment of Mr. McCrRBARY, Mr. BERRY, 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, Mr. PAYNTER, Mr. DRAPER, Mr. LUCAS, and Mr. 
. PENCE, as the committee on the part of the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, if the members of the 

Senate had known Mr. Lisle as intimately and as well as I knew 

him, they could appreciate the pain with which I announce his 

death to this y. One of the youngest men in the other 

House, serving his first term, I doubt if death could have selected 

a man who was surrounded by happier conditions or who gave 

promise of more usefulness in the public service. I do not mean 

at this time to detain the Senate by any eulogy upon the de- 
ceased Representative, but simply ask that the resolutions which 

I send to the desk may be now considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions submitted by 
the Senator from Kentucky will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. Marcus C. Lisle, late a Representative from the 
State of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of five Senators be appointed by 
the Officer to attend with the committee on the part of the House 
of Representatives the funeral of the deceased at his late residence in the 
State of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That the congeners § communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives, and that he be further directed to send a duly-attested 
copy of the same to the family of the d 

olved, That as a further mark of 

the Senate do now adjourn. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolutions, and 12 5 were unanimously agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, before announcing the result, 
appointed as the committee on the part of the Senate under 

e second resolution, Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. LINDSAY, Mr, PAL- 
MER, Mr. SQUIRE, and Mr. DUBOIS. 
_ Thereupon (at 4 o'clock and 27 minutes g 
journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, July 10, 
meridian. 


eceased. 
respect to the memory of the deceased, 


m.) the Senate ad- 
1894, at 12 o'clock 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 9, 1894. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICES SUPREME COURT OF UTAH TERRITORY. 
William H. King, of Utah Territory, to be associate justice 
of the supreme court of the Territory of Utah, vice James A. 
Miner, whose term will expire August 2, 1894. 
Napoleon B. Laughlin, of New Mexico Territory, to be asso- 
ciate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, vice Edward P. Seeds, whose term will expire July 24, 1894. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 
Sherwood Dixon, of Illinois, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of Illinois, vice Thomas E. Mil- 
christ, whose term will expire August 2, 1894. : 
James Parker, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of New Jersey, vice Henry S. White, 
whose term will expire August 22, 1894. 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 
Clark Campbell, of New Hampshire, to be marshal of the 
United States for the district of New Hampshire, vice Adams 
T. Pierce, whose term will expire August 13, 1894. 
John H. McCarty, of New York, to be marshal of the United 
States for the southern district of New York, vice John W. 
Jacobus, whose term expired January 13, 1894. ; 
JUSTICE OF PEACE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Samuel R. Church, of the District of Columbia, to be justice 
of the peace in the District of Columbia, to be assigned to the 
city of Washington, vice James A. Tait, whose term expired 
June 18, 1804. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
William A. Beach, of New York, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the Twenty-first district of New York, to succeed 
Alexander von Landberg, resigned. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Edward J. Taylor, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Niagara, in the State of New York, to succeed 
James Low, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. - 

John C. McGuire, of New York, to be surveyor of customs in 
the district of New York, in the State of New York, to succeed 
George W. Lyon, resigned. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


James M. Barco, of Bronson, Fla., to be register of the land 
office at Gainesville, Fla., vice Alexander Lynch, term expired. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Frank D. Smith, to be postmaster at Dothen, in the county of 
Henry and State of Alabama, the appointment of a postmaste 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after July 1, 1894. 

Curt W. Miller, to be postmaster at Tempe, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona, in the place of Andrew J. 
Halbert, resigned. : 

John S. Mitchell, to be gonane at Newcastle, in the county 
of Placer and State of California, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1894. 

John J. Anderson, to be 555 at Meriden, in the county 
ol New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Henry 
se aba whose commission expired January 16, 1894. 

Smith Sholes, to be postmaster at Ridgefield, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1894. 

Lewis A. Westcott, to be postmaster at East Berlin, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after July 1, 1894. 

Thomas M. Gooden, to be postmaster at Dover, in the count: 
of Kent and State of Delaware, in the place of John Satterfield, 
whose commission will expire July 24, 1894. 

Ambrose M. Craddick, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Illinois, in the place of Elgin H. 
Marshall, whose commission expired April 12, 1894. 

Benjamin W. Greer, to be tmaster at White Hall, in the 
county of Greene and State of Illinois, in the place of Edward B. 
Smith, whose commission will expire July 29, 1894. 

John C. Neltnor, to be postmaster at Turner, in the county of 
Dupage and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after July 1, 1894. 

William H. Lightle, to be postmaster at Gas City, in the 
county of Grant and State of Indiana, the appointmentof a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1894. 

Nun McCullick, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the county 
of Blackford and State of Indiana, the eg eh of a post- 
master for the said office haying by law, ome vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1 04. 

J. M. Hammond, to be tmaster at Hamburg, in the count 
of Fremont and State of lowa, in the place of Herman C. Cool- 
baugh, whose commission will expire July 9, 1894. 

Goodwin R. Wiley, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county 
of Oxford and State of Maine, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after July 1, 1894, 

James F. Shea, to be postmaster at Indian Orchard, in the 
county of Hampden and State of Massachusetts, the appoint- 
ment of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become 
vested in the President on and after July 1, 1894. 

Charles A. Burr, to be postmaster at hester, in the county 
of Oakland and State of Michigan, the 5 of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1894. 

B, F. Thomas, to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Missouri, in the place of Thomas K. Irwin, 
whose commission will expire July 16, 1894. 

William E. Smith, to postmaster at Millbrook, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1894. 

John Cranker, to be postmaster at Perrysburg, in the county 
of Wood and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office haring by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1894. 

Amos H. Frost, to be postmaster at Harrison, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Ohio, in the place of Clinton F. Bon- 
ham, whose commission expires July 9, 1894. 

Charles L. Gilbreath, to be postmaster at Collinwood, in the 
county of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1894. 

Emmett H. Kennedy, to be postmaster at Scio, in the county 
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of ee and State of Ohio, in the place of Evan B. Kirby, 
resigned. 

David S. Smith, to be tmaster at East Palestine, in the 
county of Columbiana and State of Ohio, in the place of Har- 
rington H. Young, whose commission expires July 24, 1894. 

George W. Wilkinson, to be postmaster at South Charleston, 
in the county of Clarke and State of Ohio, the appointment ofa 
l for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
he President on and after July 1, 1894. 

Rufus J. Bost, to be postmaster at Stillwater, in the county of 
Payne and Territory of Oklahoma, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1894. 

Abner Carson, to be postmaster at Parkers Landing, in the 
county of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Winfield S. Barr, whose commission expires July 12, 1894. 

Levi G. Kilmer, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the county 
of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1894. 

Michael J. Ryan, to be postmaster at Lonsdale, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in the place of George 
Sherman, whose commission expired January 27, 1894. 

Henderson M. Horton, to be postmaster at Midland, in the 
county of Midland and State of Texas, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1894. 

A. M. Watts, to be postmaster at Wharton, in the county of 
Wharton and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1894. 

H. M. Goff, to ba postmaster at Richford, in the county of Frank- 
lin and State of Vermont, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1894. 

William Graham, to be ere at Orange, in the county 
of Orange and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after July 1, 1894. . 

C. B. Wentzell, to be postmaster at Harpers Ferry, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after July 1, 1894. 


PROMOTIONS IN NAVY. 
Naval cadets (line division) to be ensigns. 

Joseph R, Campbell, George C. Day, Holden A. Evans, Luke 
McNamee, Frederick L. Sawyer, Charles L. Hussey, John R. Y. 
Blakely, Charles T. Jewell, N Sa C. Davison, Leon S. Thomp- 
son, Frederick A. Traut, John F. es, Fred. R. Payne, Pow- 
ers Symington, Yates Stirling, jr., George Mallison, Joel R. 
Poinsett Pringle, and Benjamin B. McCormick. 

Naval cadets (engineer division) to be assistant engineers. 

John S. Porter, Robert K. Crank, Stanford E. Moses, and 
Raymond D. Hasbrouck. 

Naval cudets (line division) to g second lieutenants in the Marine 
rps. 

William C. Dawson, Theodore H. Low, Walter Ball, Austin 
R. Davis, John H, Russell, jr., Charles F. Macklin, and Thomas 
S. Borden. 

PROMOTION IN ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

Second Lieut, Arthur B. Foster, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 
i 3 July 5, 1894, vice Maxwell, Second Infantry, 

sed. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate, July 6, 1894. 


Samuel T. Owings, to be postmaster at Moscow, Idaho, whose 
nomination was delivered to the Senate June 21, 1894. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 9, 1894. 
CONSUL. 
William Myers Little, of North Carolina, to be consul of the 
United States at Tegucigalpa, Honduras. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Charles S. Sperry, to be a commander. 
Lieut. Francis H. Delano, to be a lieutenant-commander. 
Lieut. (junior grade) Edward Lloyd, jr., to be a lieutenant. 
Lieut. (junior grade) Harry P. Huse, to be a lieutenant. 


Lieut. Calot grade) Richard M. Hughes, to be a lieutenant. 
Ensign Guy W. Brown, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Ensign William B. Fletcher, to be a lieutenant (junior grate} 
Ensign Marbury Johnston, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Ordnance Department. 


First Lieut. Bideey E. Stuart to be captain. 

First Lieut. J. Walker Benét to be captain. 

First Lieut. William W. Gibson to be captain. 

Second Lieut. George Montgomery, Second Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Tracy C. Dickson, Second Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


To be additional second lieutenants. 


1. Cadet William B. Ladue. 
2. Cadet William J. Barden. 


ARTILLERY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants. 


3. Cadet William P. Pence. 

4, Cadet Clarence C. Williams. 

5. Cadet James M. Williams. 

6. Cadet John W. Joyes. 

7. Cadet Edward P. O Hern, first lieutenant in the Ordnanue 
Department. 

9, Cadet Clarence E. Lang. 


To be additional second lindenant. 
11. Cadet Warren H. Mitchell. 
CAVALRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants. 


8. Cadet Samuel Hof. 

12, Cadet Francis Le J. Parker. 
13. Cadet George F. Hamilton. 
14. Cadet Dwight E. Aultman. 
15, Cadet William H. Paine. 
16. Cadet Alston Hamilton. 

18. Cadet John W. Craig. 
19, Cadet John C, Gilmore, jr. 


To be additional second lieutenants 


22. Cadet Hugh D. Berkeley. 
23. Cadet Albert E. Saxton. 
24. Cadet Hamilton S. Hawkins. 


INFANTRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants. 


10. Cadet Charles W. Castle. 
17. Cadet Paul B. Malone. 

20. Cadet Rogers F. Gardner. 
21. Cadet John F. Preston, jr. 
25. Cadet Butler Ames. 

26. Cadet Frederick G. Lawton. 
27. Cadet Charles F. Crain. 
28. Cadet Frank S. Cocheu, 
29. Cadet Ora E. Hunt. 

30, Cadet Frank Parker. 

31. Cadet Jobn C. McArthur. 
32. Cadet Thomas G. Carson. 
33. Cadet Frank D. Ely. 

34. Cadet William A. Sater. 
35. Cadet Edwin Bell. 

36. Cadet Otho B. Rosenbaum. 
37. Cadet George H. Estes, jr. 
38. Cadet George Vidmer. 

39. Cadet Dana W. Kilburn. 
40. Cadet Oliver Edwards, jr. 
41. Cadet Thomas W. Connell, 
42. Cadet John S. Battle. 

43. Cadet Charles L. Bent. 

44, Cadet William E. Welsh. 
45. Cadet Frederick G. Stritzinger, jr. 
46. Cadet Charles C. Smith. 
47. Cadet Frank L. Wells. 

48. Cadet Briant H. Wells. 

49. Cadet John W. Barker. 

50. Cadet Ralph R. Stogsdall. 
51. Cadet James P. Harbeson. 
52. Cadet Hugh D. Wise. 

53. Cadet Pegram Whitworth. 
54. Cadet James A. Moss. 
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SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Christian A. Schaefer, of West Vir; 
customs for the port of Wheeling, in the 


ginia. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Enoch Moore, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the county 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware. : 

Stephen R. Greene, to be postmaster at Oregon City, in the 
county of Clackamas and State of Oregon. 

James A. Crossen, to be postmaster at The Dalles, in the county 
of Wasco and State of Oregon. 

Benjamin F. Bonham, to be postmasterat Salem in the county 
of Marion and State of Oregon. 

Will E. Newman, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Ohio. 

Albert M. Ensminger, to be postmaster at Bucyrus, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Ohio. 

Edmond W. Manolt, to be postmaster at Toms River, in the 
county of Ocean and State of New Jersey. 

Thomas Buckley, to be postmaster at Plantsville, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

George Kirkland, to be postmaster at Oneonta, in the county 
of Otsego and State of New York, 

William H. Malone, to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

Conrad G. Bacon, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

Richard W. Sayre, to the postmaster at Atlantic City, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey. 


to be surveyor of 
tate of West Vir- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, July 9, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Rev. JOHN 
W. HEDT, D. D., of Atlanta, Ga. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 

roved. 
S IMMIGRATION AND CONTRACT LABOR LAWS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, nt to House resolu- 
tion of June 7, 1864, information relative to the rules and regu- 
lations established in connection with the administration of 
the immigration and contract labor laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKERalso laid before the House bills of the Senate of 
the following titles; which were severally referred as indicated, 


namely: 

A bill (S. 879) granting a pension to Josephine F. Kelton, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John C. Kelton, late Adjutant-General 
United States Army, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2129) to authorize the entry of land for reservoir 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

COL. JESSE H. STRICKLAND. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 838) for 
the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth Tennessee Cav- 
alry, United States Volunteers. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of that bill, a similar bill 
having been reported by the House committee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me ask the 8 from Kentucky 
if that has been reported by a committee of the House? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. It has been. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would be glad to have the House report 


read. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. The House committee has reported 
a bill exactly like it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report if there be 


no objection. 8 
The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that this report is quite a 
thy one, and possibly the gentleman from Kentucky may 
e brief explanation, which will be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be 

permitted to make a brief explanation of the bill. 
Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. S. r, thisisacase in which 

Col. Strickland was authorized by President Lincoln to raise a 


regiment of cavalry Saving thie war. He went into the service, 
e a portion of the regiment, and then was compelled to go 


le 


to a hospital on account of sickness or disability, for which rea- 


son he was not mustered withtheregiment. After a time there 
were other companies raised by other people which were con- 
solidated with this regiment while he was still in the hospital, 
and another man was appointed colonel of the regiment by Mr. 
Johnson, then governor of the State of Tennessee. 

Since that time Mr. Strickland has applied to Congress and a 
bill has been already placing hisname on the musterroll 
as colonel of the Eighth Tennessee Cavalry Regiment, and he 
received a pension, which he is now ee 

Mr. DOCKERY. What does the present bill propose? 

Mr. STONE of . What this bill seeks to do is to pay 
him for about five months’ service as a colonel of cavalry, for 
which he has never been paid because of the fact that he was not 
mustered. 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the amount? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I do not know the exact amount. 
It is sc five months’ pay of a colonel of cavalry, whatever 
that is. 

Mr.COX. Who was the colonel of that regiment? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Ido not remember the name of the 
colonel who was appointed by Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. COX. Was this a Tennessee regiment? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Yes; the Eighth Tennessee Cav- 


a BARTLETT. Was he ever in active service? 
Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Oh, yes. The report shows that. 
Mr. oox Does the report show who was the colonel of the 
ent? 
Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Yes; the report shows all of the 
facts in connection with the matter. I have only stated them 


briefly. 
Mr. BYNUM. T understand the gentleman to state that this 
regiment was made up by the consolidation of other companies 


O the proposed beneficiary of this bill was sick in the hos- 


Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Othercompanies were consolidated 
with it, but the greater part of the regiment was raised by Col. 


Strickland. 
Mr. BYNUM. I understood the gentleman to state that he 
was trying to raise the regiment, but that he was taken sick and 


went to the hospital,and during that time other companies were 
assigned to the regiment, which was formed in that manner. 
Was this officer ever in actual service? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Oh, yes; he was in actual service. 

Mr. COX. Was not this Col. Hawkins’s regiment? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I do not think so, but I am not 
positive about that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. How could there have been two colonels 
of the same ment? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. There was a colonel, as I have 
already stated, appointed by the governorof Tennessee. Col. 
Strickland was commissioned by Mr. Lincoln to raise the regi- 
ment, and was always regarded in the orders of the commanding 
officer as the colonel. 

Mr. COX. And was actually the colonel of it? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. No; because Governor Johnson of 
Tennessee appointed the colonel. The report shows all the 


I will state that I have no special interest in this matter. I 
have been requested by gentlemen to call it up. It has been be- 
fore the committee for a long time. 

Mr. BURROWS. It ought to 5 

Mr. COOMBS. I think there 5 no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. I think that this should go through the regu- 
lar course. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the bill is not before 
the House. 

REPORT ON TYPHOID FEVER, ETC. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following House 
resolution with a Senate amendment: 

House resolution provid: f extra 
report of the FF of the. teen e 
Columbia on typhoid and malarial fevers and other preventable diseases. 

The SPEAKER. This is a House resolution with a Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, that resolu- 
tion as originally introduced was a House resolution, and it was 
reported and passed as such. It went to the Senate by inadvert- 
ence, and the Senate made it a concurrent resolution and passed 
it, and the only amendment is the amendment making it acon- 
current resolution. There is no change in its provisions. I 
move to concur in the Senate amendment 

The motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee was agreed to. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF BERING SEA ARBITRATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Sen- 
ate resolution, which was ordered to be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurr , That there 
be printed under the direction of the Department of State 6,000 copies of the 
official proceedings of the Tribunal of Arbitration created in pursuance of 
the treaty of February 29, 1892, between the United States and Great Britain, 
inciuding all documents, papers, and agreements presented officially to sai 
tribunal the agents of said Governments, respectively, and also includ- 

the ten or printed arguments and oral nts of the counsel on 
behalf of each said Governments made on said hearing at Paris, and the 
opinions of the arbitrators, respectively, delivered in said tribunal in con- 
formity with its order admi the same to constitutea of said ro bea 
ceedings; of which number 1,000 shall be for the use of the te, 8,000 for 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the use of the Depart- 


ment of State. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. RANDALL, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. PAYNTER, indefinitely. 

ERRONEOUS SURVEY, JEFFERRSON BARRACKS, MO. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 190) fer the benefit 
sundry persons residing in the vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, 


0. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the United States hereby release whatever 
VCC 1 and 

boundary lines described in the deed of the town of 
to the United States, dated October 25, 1854, and now claimed as a ‘tion of 
Jefferson Barracks 
and S 
Marti 


J 4,1 
s That the United States hereby release whatever title they ma; 


title 


No. 27868, as lies within the boundary deseribed in the deed of the town 

of Carondelet to the United States, dated October 25, 1854. and now claimed 

as a portion of said Jefferson Barracks military reservation, unto the legal 
tatives and of said William H. Jansen. 

EC. 8, That this act shall not affect or impair the title which any person 
other than the United States may have — — im any of the lands de- 
scribed herein, adverse to the title of either the aforesaid John B. Martigny 
or William H. Jansen, or of those claiming either of 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be some explanation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report can be read. 

The report (by Mr. GORMAN) was read, asfollows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 190) 


for the benefit of sundry persons residing in the vicinity of Jefferson Bar- 
racks, Mo., have had the same under consideration, and submit the follow- 


in ae 

4 bill of identical lL was favorably reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs of the Senate in the last Congress, and the bill pamo that 
body. ‘This committee in the last Congress reported favorably, but too late 
to secure its passage in the House. 

For the reasons set forth in House Report No. 2307, second session Fifty- 


second Lee this bill is again reported favorably and its passage rec- 
ommen 

The SPEAKER. This report throws no light upon the mat- 
ter. It refers to another document. 

Mr. BLACK of Ilinois. I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDY] if that bill grante away any of 
the property now in the possession of the United States at Jef- 
ferson racks? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No; notat all. I will state for the in- 
formation of the gentleman that by an erroneous survey made at 
Jefferson 8 a number of people residing in neigh- 
borhood were deprived of certain p rty rights. These rights 
were never exercised by the United States, the War Department 
always recognizing that these ae 5 were the rightful owners 
5 The War Department now asks for passage of 
t 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. The Government makes no claim to 
it, and recognizes that it was an erroneous survey. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and 8 

On motion of Mr. BARTHOLDT, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

CUMBERLAND FEMALE COLLEGE, OF M’MINNVILLE, TENN. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1491) for the re- 
lief of 888 Female College, of McMinnville, Tenn.“ 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to consider a bill, which the Clerk will report. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Kee ig hea har m ppd a A 
C 


authorized and directed to pay to the Cumberland Fe ie Co) „Oof 
Minnville, Tenn., out of any money in the Treasury not othe: appro- 
Supasion, damage, ana dsstraction of its property during the late wer ef 
18h to 1885 by the military authorities of the. Waited States in the use of 
said property during ital purposes. And the ac- 
a complete and absolute 
and destruction of the property of said 
States. 

The Committee on War Claims recommended the following 
amendment: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ ten thousand fiye hundred“ and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ five thousand.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear an 
explanation of this bill. 7 

heSPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the gentleman from Ten- 

nessee [Mr. SNODGRASS] can make a short explanation. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I willask the Clerk to read the report. 
It is short and sets forth the facts. 

The report (by Mr. HOUK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1491) 


for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of McMinnville, Tenn., 
the following report: 

The facts of this clatm are fully set forth in a made by this com- 
mittee to the House in the Fifty- t Congress, is as follows: 


“ [House Report No. 2647, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


“The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9088) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, submit the following re- 


port: 

‘Cumberland Female College, of McMinn Tenn., was chartered under 
the laws of Tennessee in 1851, the cost of the b „ ete., being about $25,- 
000. From 1851 to 1861 it was in successful buil 
were seized by the Federal forces and converted to. 
seizure in 1862 until the close of the war the school 
were almost con used by the 


property was in fine condition when se 
the buildings and grounds were in a badly wrecked condition, the furniture 
broken and destroyed, and the a; Atus almost ent: ruined. 

“The evidence fully shows that a conservative estimate of the damage to 
the grounds, buil furniture, and apparatus would place the loss at not 
less than $5,000, and t the further sum of $2,500 would be a moderate com- 

3 pei 3 the premises. a ea 

“In view of the forego: ur committes recommend the passage of the 
bill with the follo t: 

In line 6 strike out ten thousand’ and insert in lieu thereof seven thou- 
sand five hundred.’” = 

In the Fifty-first Congress this claim was not reached on the Calendar, but 
in the Fifty-second Congress it passed both Houses and went to conference, 
= keepa Houses not agreeing as to the amount, and that committee reported 
as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagree: votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) for the relief of Cum- 
berland Female College, of McMinnville, Tenn., having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

“That the Senate recede from its amendments and agree to an amend- 
ment, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word ‘appropriated,’ in line 6, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

The sum of $5,000 for use and occupation of the college buildings and 
premises as a hospital dur the years 1862, 1863, 1864, and A. Nee 
tary authorities of the United States, the same to be 9 and receipted 
for in full for all claims of the said Cumberland Female College against 
the United States,“ and the House agree to the same. 

“JOHN W. DANIEL, 

“S. PASCO 

“WA PEFFER, 
“Managers on part of Senate. 


“B. A. ENLOE, 
“Ww. J. STONE, 
“JOHN O. HOUK, 
“Managers on part of the House,” 
The conference report was ado by both Houses, but the act did not 
reach the outgoing dent in tims to be signed on March 4, 1893, failing 


only by an hour or less to become a law. 


The committee recommends the passage of the bill (H. R. 1491), with an 
amendment striking out the words “ten thousand five hundred,“ in lines 6 
and 7 of the bill, and substituting the words “five thousand.“ the amount 
recommended by the conference committee of the Fifty-second Congress. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this bill? 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I think it ought to receive consid- 
eration in the regular way. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I demand the regular order. z 

The SPEAKER. The regular order isthe call of committees 
for reports. 


BRIDGE OVER EASTERN BRANCH OF POTOMAC. 


Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back Taronani gg bill (S. 1112) pro- 
viding for a survey for a bridge across the Eastern Branc 
the Potomac River; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed, and the bill H. R. 4128, 
on the same subject, was ordered to lie on the table. 
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REQUIRING RESIDENTS ON BOATS IN INTERIOR WATERS TO 
OBTAIN LICENSE. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported favorably, with amendments, the bill 
(HE R. 225) to require persons who make their residence on boats 
on the interior waters of the United States to obtain license, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS TO ADMINISTER OATHS TO PEN- 
SIONERS. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported favorably, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 7294) em- 
powering fourth-class postmasters to administer oaths to pen- 
sioners, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
House Calendar,and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION ACT OF JUNE 27, 1800. 


Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
- ported back favorably, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 7574) 
to amend section 3 of an act entitled An act granting pension 
to soldiers and sailors who are incapacited for the ormance 
of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 1890; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the 3 and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


SALE OF BURIAL SITES FOR BENEFIT OF CONGRESSIONAL 
CEMETERY. 

Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported with amendments the bill (H. R. 223) granting 
the right to sell burial sites it parts of certain streets in Wash- 
ington City to the vestry of Washington Parish for the benefit 
of the Congressional Cemetery; which wasreferred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accom rege report, ordered to be printed. 

The SP . This completes the call of committees. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1141) to remove the political disabilities of 
Charles Iverson Graves, of Rome, in the State of Georgia; and 

A bill (H. R. 7293) regulating the procedure in criminal causes 
in the district of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the Senate had d with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6447) to fix aterm of the Federal dis- 
trict and circuit courts of the southern judicial district of Mis- 
sissippi, to be held at Meridian, Miss., to include the counties 
named: in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
orted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
S. 411) for the relief of Samuel Collins; when the Speaker 

signed the same. 


EQUALIZATION OF REAL-ESTATE VALUES IN DISTRICT OF CO- 
LUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, this being District day, I now 
call up the bill H. R. 6415, reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A dill (H. R. 6415) to provide an immediate revision and equalization of 
realestate values in the District of Columbia; also to provide an assess- 
ment of real estate in said District in the year 1893, and every third year 
thereafter. . 

The 


The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar, 
Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, ought not this bill to be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Itis on the Union Calendar. 
ee ee But it will be read, and then the point can 

made. 

The SPEAKER. As soon as the House is informed of what it 
is, the point can be made. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HEARD (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, in 
view of the fact that this bill will have to be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, I move to suspend the further reading, and 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, 
and the bill can be read in Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask indefinite leave of 
absence for my colleague, Mr. Moon, who has been called home 
suddenly by the death of his brother. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


EQUALIZATION OF REAL ESTATE VALUES IN THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
ae House on the state of the Union, Mr. DocKERY in the 
chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill, the title of which the Clerk 
will read. 

The title was again reported. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
1 eye ing of the bill may be resumed at the point reached by 

e Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the re g of the bill may be resumed at the 
point at which the reading was suspended in the House. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia considers this bill one of un- 
usual importance, designed, as it is, to 8 the system of 
assessment of property in the District of Columbia. It is a matter 
in which not only the citizens of the District are concerned, but 
the Government of the United States, since we are liable for a part 
of the expense of conducting the government of the District of Co- 
lumbia. So important was the bill in the estimation of the com- 
mittee, that they directed that the bill be taken up outof its order 
and presented first among the bills on our Calendar for the consid- 
eration of the House. I now desire to yield the floor to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. COBB], who, as chairman of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on the District of Columbia, having 
charge of the bill, has given the matter, in connection with his 
associates, a very careful consideration, and he is more familiar 
with its provisions than I am. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman yields, I 
would like to ask him a few questions. 

Mr. HEARD, I will transfer the duty of answering those 
questions to my friend from Alabama, who is more familiar with 
the bill than I am. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I will be glad to yield 
to the gentleman to answer any | Sansone? he may desire. 

Mr. Y. I desire a little information, that is all; and I 
thought perhaps it would be more agreeable to the gentleman 
to answer some questions now than to be interrupted after en- 
tering on the discussion of the bill. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I am perfectly willing to answer any 
question. 

Mr. RAY. I would like to know whether or not personal 
propery is now taxed in the District of Columbia? 

r. COBB of Alabama. It is. 

Mr. RAY. And is one of the ok of this bill to exempt 
personal property from taxation 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not at all. The tax on personal 
property is assessed and collected in this District under an en- 
tirely different and separate system. 

Mr. RAY. Then this bill is not intended to interfere with 


that at all? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Notin the slightest. 

Mr. RAY. Very good. Now, is there any provision made in 
this bill for giving notice to property owners of the assessments 
made? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is provided for by general law. 
There will be notices given, but the provision for these notices 
is not incorporated in this bill, because there is already provi- 
sion for that subject in the existing law. 

Mr. RAY. And it is not intended by section 16 to repeal 
those provisions. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not at all. There is no conflict be- 
tween this bill and the existing law on that subject. 

Mr. RAY. I notice that in section 2 you provide that three 
discreet persons shall be appointed as assessors, who shall have 
been bona fide residents of the District for at least five years, 
and who shall be conversant with real-estate values therein. 
These men are to be appointed as a permanent board of assist- 
ant assessors, and are to holdofficefor a term of three years, un- 
less sooner removed. The only qualification required seems to 
be that these men shall have resided in the ‘trict for five 


ears and shall be men conversant with real-estate values. 
herefore it would follow, I suppose, that these assessors need 
not be interested as propor owners at all. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. 


hey need not be property owners 
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We think that the determination as to who should be 
assessors may very well be left to the appointing power, as they 
will be interested in having suitable persons appointed. 

Mr. RAY. Does the gentleman think—of course he can dis- 
cuss this question hereafter, if he desires—that it is proper or 


at all. 


wise to vest in three men, as this bill does, the power to fix the 
valuation of real estate for the purpose of taxation if those men 
own no pe themselves? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think we would get perhapsa more 
equal assessment if discreet and competent persons owning no 
real estate in the District were appointed. 

Mr. RAY. You think it will be better, then, if they are not 


property owners? 
r. COBB of Alabama. I do, provided the officers are other- 
wise fit and competent. 

Mr. RAY. at is all I care to ask the gentleman now. I 


am much obliged to him for his courtesy. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary, as 
I deem, to discuss at any length the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Before the gentleman proceeds will he allow 
me a suggestion? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish tocall theattention of the gentleman 
to the fact that the second section of this bill provides that the 
Commissioners may 1 a board of assistant assessors who 
can hold their offices for life, each receiving a salary of $3,000 
ayear. Now, is it not a little out of the usual order for the 
Commissioners to have authority to appoint officers of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is there anything said about the ap- 
pointment being for life? 

Mr. KILGORE. The bill says during the pleasure of the 
Commissioners.” 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No; it says for three years.” 

Mr. KILGORE. That may be an amendment of the commit- 


tee. ’ 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That will be offered as an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KILGORE. The Clerk did not so read the bill. But I 
want to ask, is it not a little out of the usualorder for the Com- 
missioners to appoint officers of the District of Columbia at all? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We think that the Commissioners 
would constitute the best appo cang power. 

Mr. KILGORE. For all the officers of the District? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No; but this is a matter connected 
immediately with the management of District affairs—the assess- 
ment and collection of taxes of the District—and over these sub- 
ject-matters the District Commissioners have large control, and 
ought to have. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it competent for Congress to vest this au- 
thority in the Commissioners? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think so. 

Mr. KILGORE. Have you made an investigation with refer- 
ence to that question? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, ros, es has exclusive power 
of legislation in the District of Columbia—— 

Mr. KILGORE. I know that; but Congress can not provide 
for the appointment of officers of the District except in con- 
formity with the provisions of the Constitution. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I do not know of any provision that 
would prevent such a method of appointment as we propose. If 
there is any obstacle of that kind we could vest the appointing 
power in the President. 

Mr. KILGORE. That would be in the line of the suggestion 
I have made to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HEARD. I would suggest to the gentleman from Texas 
that the Commissioners under the existing law have the ap- 
pointment of most if not all the subordinate officers of the Dis- 


trict. 
Mr. KILGORE. Policemen and officers of that kind. 
Mr. HEARD. Streetinspectors and other officers of that sort; 


and the assessor, I understand, is now appointed by them under 
existing law. 

Mr. 
do not belong to that class,and we have provided in the bill for 


the method of their appointment and the term of their office, | 


which is different from the existing law. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that, inasmuch as it has been sometimes alleged that some 
of the officials in the city of Washington are notoriously incom- 
petent, it would be well enough to have somebody else decide as 
to their appointment rather than the District e 
especially in regard to such offices as have control of the assess- 
ment and collection of the taxes. 
fonts COBB of Alabama. We shall make no strenuous opposi- 

on—— 
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OBB of Alabama. The officers provided for in this bill 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman from 
Texas will give me his attention a moment. If you make these 
assessors independent of the Commissioners, and have them a 
pointed by the President of the United States, then they could 
only be removed by him, and so you would take the responsibility 
away from where it properly belongs. You charge the respon- 
sibility upon the Commissioners for the proper government of 
the District of Columbia, and at the same time take from them 
that strict oversight that they ought to have and would have if 
these men were their creatures, appoiuted by them and subject 
to removal for cause by them. 

Mr. KILGORE. Butit would not prevent the Commissioners 
from supervising their work, although these assessors may be 
appointed by the President. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But it is important, as suggested by 
my colleague, and the committee so thought, that the power 
should be vested somewhere, and that these parties should be 
removable by the Commissioners, ifnecessary,forcause. There 
is no more important position under the District government 
than the assessors. 

Mr. KILGORE. understand that, too; but they ought to be 
so organized that they could not degenerate into a ring,“ as is 
cho bags the case in cities like Washington and other large 
cities. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, if you can not govern the city 
of Washington through the District Commissioners without the 
formation of a ring, I suggest to my friend from Texas that we 
had better change the form of government for the city. 

Mr. KILGORE. That ought to be done in the interest of good 
government, as well as in the interest of economical govern- 
ment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, Well, that does not come up now. 
When that question arises as to whether we shall change the 
form of government or not, the gentleman from Texas may find 
me alongside of him and traveling the same path. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think all of the opportunities for collusions 
and the organization of rings ought to be removed as far as pos- 
sible by the ey repo of Congress. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I do not believe that there is any 
danger of ring rule so far as the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia are concerned. - 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not wish to be understood as charging 
that they would enter into any such combination. But, from 
whatwe knowof human nature, itis no different herefrom what 
it is in any other city rougnous the country, where such things 
have been known to prevail. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The trouble with all legislation for 
the District of Columbia is that the members of the House, ora 
great many of them, are too prone to think that everything 
pertaining to the management of District affairs goes into a 
combination or ring which endeavors to control and manipulate 
affairs in the District. They even go so far in their uncharita- 
ble remarks sometimes as to insinuate that members of the Dis- 
trict committee are connected with such matters. 

Mr. KILGORE. It is charged as a matter of fact that real 
estate in this city is only assessed for taxation at about one- 
fourth of its value. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. And we are proposing by this very 
bill to correct, as far as practicable, that evil. 

Mr, KILGORE. I understand that is the purpose of the bill; 
but the Commissioners must have been somewhat responsible 
for the default heretofore; and therefore I do not think they 
ought to be connected with the new assessment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They have not been responsible, for 
they had neither the authority nor the power to control this 
very question, the assessing and collecting of taxes. 

Mr. KILGORE. They had the power to supervise the work 
of the assessment if they had chosen to do so. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No, sir; the gentleman is mistaken, 
They had not control or specific power hat regard. The 
had general control over the subject, but not the control whic 
this bill seeks to give them. 

Mr. KILGORE. It has also been alleged that of millions of 
dollars’ worth of personal property in this city but very little is 
listed for taxation, and a great deal of revenue is lost thereby. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will state to the gentleman from 
Texas that the two systems of collecting taxes on real estate 
and personal prorerty are entirely different. 

Mr. KILGORE. Some one is certainly responsible for the 
collecting of the taxes on personal property. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not at all; because the great body of 
the revenue of the District comes from the taxes on real estate 
and improvements. : 
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Mr. KILGORE. Because of the defects in the law. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But we can deal with the question of 
personal property when we come to that matter. It is not in- 
volved here at all. 

Mr, Chairman, the little colloquy that has been on be- 
tween the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] and myself has 
to some extent brought out the purposes and objects of this bill. 
It is undoubtedly true, as he suggests, that hitherto there has 
been great difficulty in having proper assessments made on real 
property and improvements for pur sof taxation in this Dis- 
trict and in collecting those taxes when assessed. 

The great difficulty that has been experienced hitherto has 
been in equalizing values. Under the present law it is almost 
impossible that that should be done. The tax assessors, as a 
rule, have been selected to meet jor eee emergency and 
for a short time. They havenot ac together, but ove assist- 
ant assessor has assessed values here, and another there, and 
another yonder, indifferent portions of the District. The men 
bave not always been competent to perform the work; because 
it is almost impossible to get men who are so competent for so 
short a time and for the compensation allowed. 

Taxpayers will usually be content, no matter what value may 
be put upon their property, if they believe that the assessment 
is equal, and if they are paying no more in proportion to the 
value of their property than others are paying. Under the ex- 

ing assessments that is not the case. In the last assessment 
numerous errors were committed in this regara The Congress 
of the United States, in order to remedy these well-known and 
well-recognized evils, provided by special law that thereshould 
be a board of equalization appoin by the President, to con- 
tinue in office for a certain length of time, who should go over 
these assessments, hear proofs, and make an equalization of 
values, so that the hardships that were pressing upon the peo- 
ple of the District by reason of the inequalities of valuation 
ht be remedied. 
hese officers went to work under the authority thus con- 
ferred, and did to a certain extent accomplish the purposes of 
their appointment. But before they gone through with 
the assessments, or to any considerable extent even entered 
upon their work, the time limited for their appointment ex- 
pired, and it leaves now this condition of things, that all over 
the District of Columbia property owners are coming forward 
and complaining, and bringing evidence of the justice of their 
complaints, that their propery has been overvalued as compared 
with the property of their neighbors. 

The Com toners recognize these things as existing. The 
tax assessors and all the tax officers who have to do with these 
assessment books know that these inequalities exist, and they 
know that great hardship is being inflicted on many of the best 
citizens of this District. 

Now, this condition of affairs will always exist until by some 
permanen system the poob of its occuring is remedied. 

e attempt to do that in this b We attempt to doit by se- 
curing as assessors of value competent men—men skilled in the 
values of property in this District, men who can afford, by rea- 
son of the compensation allowed them, to give their whole time 
and attention to this work. 

The mere question of paying officers for work of this kind 
amounts to nothing—is a mere trifle com with the im- 
mense importance of the work to be done. Not only do we pro- 
pose in the bill to provide for a fair assessment, but also to pro- 
vide for an equal assessment, and this we attempt to secure by 

uiring these assistant assessors, who are to be permanent 
officers with a good , to go together and inspect every bit 
of property in this District from one end of it to the other, so 
that when their work is done, when their assessment has been 
made, there will be really very little work to do for a board of 
equalization. 

Mr. COX. Is theiraction final? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No; I will come to that afterwards. 
If these men are the men that we will presume they will be— 
because good and competent men can be secured at a salary of 
$3,000 per annum for years, and being required to give 
their 3 time to seed esr Ri stg their ee has been 
comp: + £0: together, viewing the property together, com- 
paring their po Ba as. they go along and their judgments, 
you can see at once that when the assessment is returned it is 
very likely that it will meet the objection as to inequalities. 

But now, in order to avoid any possible danger of these com- 
plaints hereafter, these three together with the reg- 
ular tax assessor, are made to constitute a of equalization 
for five months in the year. On the Ist of January these assess- 
ors must return their assessment. From the ist of January 
until the Ist of June, five months, they are to sit as an equaliz- 

board with the assessor to hear complaints and remedy any 


defeots that may have occurred in the assessment made by the 


assistantassessors. So that it seems to us amore perfect method 
could not be devised by which this matter, which is always felt 
to be of overshadowing oonan, namely, equality in theas- 
3 of value for taxation, shall be rem District 
o umbia. 


int 


zation process after 
we require that these officers shall be under the control of the 
District Commissioners for the 8 of any labor in con- 
nection with the discharge of r duties, in connection with 
the tax office, that the District Commissioners may prescribe 
for them, and Lam told by the Commissioners that there will 
be no difficulty in finding an abundance of employment for them 
at all times, and employment of acharacter that will require 
the talent, the ability, and experience of men such as we hope 
will be appointed on this board of assessors. 

In order to provide further employment, we made this board 
of assessors, and the three assistants of the assessors, the excise 
board of the District of Columbia, taking that duty, which is 
now so burdensome to the Commissioners, and which is con- 
suming so much of their time, which would be otherwise em- 
ae by the Commissioners, and conferring it upon that board. 

e do that for two reasons: First, to relieve the Commissioners; 
seeondly, we believe that these four men, going, as they do, at 
all times all over the District, and becoming of necessity advised 
of the condition of the District in all its quarters, they can best 
tell where there may with propriety be wed a house for the 
sale of spirituous liquors, and who would be the proper persons 
to be allowed to sell liquor under license. -So, l these 
things in connection, we believe the purpose sought to be ac- 
complished will be done in this bill. 

We have given the matter careful consideration, have had 
many consultations with the tax assessor and the ioners, 
and have attempted to frame a bill with as many safeguards as 
3 accomplish the real purpose intended by the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. COX. Now, will the gentleman explain to us the final 
action of this board of assessors? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Their final action is on the board of 
equalization. 

r. COX. What does the action of the board of assessors do 
in the matter of granting eee licenses? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. e Commissioners will supervise all 
that, but they are the men who under the law will best deter- 
mine all these questions as to the ting of licenses for the 
sale of liquors, the hearing of complaints, and determining va- 
rious questions that are continuously arising under the liquor 
law of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me a question 
right there? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. With pleasure. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do you propose by this bill to lodge au- 
thority in these assistants to the board of assessors to correct 
assessments? For instance, to enlarge and increase the assess- 
ments that have been rendered in years previous. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Of course that is in the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE (continuing). And which has been rendered 

t the wrong party. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, They are given power to take any 
action that may be found 

Mr. KILGORE. And they can increase assessments? 

Mr. COBB ot Alabama. They can, most certainly. 
ee KILGORE. Do you give them specific authority in this 
Gee 1 8 of Alabama. We give them specific authority in 

s bill. 

Mr. RAY. This seems a good time to make an inquiry of 
the gentleman without breaking into his argument. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Iam ready to answer any question 
the gentleman desires to ask. We want as perfect a bill as 
we can get. 

_Mr. RAY. Does this bill meet the approval of the Commis- 
sioners? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Itdoes. It was prepared by them 
or under their supervision. 

Mr. RAY. I want to inquire of the gentleman as to the 
proviso inserted as an 8 page 3 of the bill. 

Provided, That any other or future collection of taxes on real property— 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is not the proviso I am going 
to offer. Here is the proviso in that connection I will read to 
the gentleman. It is in the same spirit, but different in łan- 


guage. 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


7219 


Mr. RAY. Well, it struck me that the proviso in the bill 
would be unconstitutional. Now, as I understand, and I have 
made some inquiry, while [ may be misinformed, 1 understand 
there is a tax already assessed and levied which is in process of 
collection. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes; if may be. 

Mr. RAY. And some of the taxpayers have paid their taxes 
under that assessment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No; the tax year does not correspond 


with the calendar year. The tax year commences with Novem- 
ber of each year. 
Mr. HEARD. If my colleague will allow me, I think he mis- 


apprehends the proposition. As my colleague, the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] says, there are two install- 
ments in the payment of taxes—due 5 May and 
November and I think my colleague will correct himself, upon 
reflection, that it is not designed to operate upon the assessment 
already made, so far as the equalization is concerned. 
oe OBB of Alabama. e assessment, and not the collec- 
tion. 
Mr. HEARD. Well, the collection is suspended, as I under- 


stand. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Of course. 

Mr. HEARD. Until an opportunity for equalization may be 
had; and therefore it is the purpose of the bill to defer the col- 
lection until after the date of the November collection. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Oh, yes. In a moment I will make 
thatclear. Under existing law an assessment of property is 
made, which assessment when returned remains in force for three 
years, and for three years all collections are made upon this 
assessment. The taxes are collected upon this assessment twice 
annually—in November and May of each year—the first collec- 
tion, for the first half of the tax year, occurring in November, 
the second collection occurring in May. Now, under the last 
assessment the taxes due in May have all been collected and 


a. 
W BAKER of New Hampshire. Not all. 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. In contemplation of law all have been 
collected. Wedo not propon to disturb the law in reference to 
that matter. If anything remains due on that assessment, the 
officers of the District will go on and collect it under existing 
law. We pro to make no distinction as to that matter be- 
tween those who have = and those who are yet to pay. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me one suggestion? The tax year of the District of Columbia 
corresponds exactly with the fiscal year of the United States 
Government. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think so. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is the fact. 

Mr. RAY. Then I understand the arrangement now pro- 
posed would not be liable to the objection that a portion of the 
taxes would be collected under one system or one assessment, 
and the remainder under another? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not at all; because no taxes have yet 
been paid for the immediately coming half of the tax year, the 
collections for which will be made next November. The taxes 
which were due and payable in May are not interfered with by 
the bill. If any of those taxes remain uncollected, they will be 
collected under existing law, with the penalties that the law 
attaches. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there are no further questions 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would be glad to have the 
gentleman ee the proposed amendment to which the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Ray] called attention. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The proposed amendment which I 
have in my hand is alittle different in form from the provision re- 
ported in the bill. Butforthisamendment, orsomething equiv- 
alent to it, the tax collector would go on and enforce the ec- 
tion of taxes in November. 

Now, inasmuch as we are trying to reach an equalization of 
values, we think it just that this process of equalization shall 
apply to all taxes which may be due and collectibie hereafter; 
hence we provide that in November there shall be no collection 
of taxes, but the collection of taxes which would be due and pay- 
able in November will be suspended until the following May, 
when the taxes already accrued will be collected with the taxes 
belonging to that half of the fiscal year. This will give to the 
board of equalization an opportunity meanwhile to equalize all 
taxes which are to become due and payable in the future. 

Mr. RAY. Will not this postponement of the colleetion of 
taxes embarrass the District authorities? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not at all. This amendment was 
drawn by the assessor with reference to the manner in which 
he is called upon by law to discharge his duties. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And the revenues of the 
District will meanwhile be sufficient. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. The revenues of the District mean- 
while will be sufficient to meet the requirements of the District. 
That matter was all gone over and asce k 

Now, if no further debate is desired, I ask that the bill be 
read by sections for amendment under five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without ononon; general debate will 
be considered as closed, and the bill will be read by sections for 
amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Section 1 was read, and no amendment was offered. 

Section 2 was read, as follows: 


SEC. 2. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall 9 
three discreet persons, who shall have been bona fide residents of Dis- 
trict of Coi ia for the period of at least ten years, and conversant with 
real estate values in, as a permanent board of assistan’ 


oath to diligently, faithfully, and impar corm all and si ar the 
duties imposed upon him by this act. If such a intee shall fail to 
ualify, as aforesaid, within the time prescribed, or s to enter upon the 
e of his duties within fifteen days after such qualification, the ap- 


pointmentshall be void, and the Commissioners shail forthwith a int an- 
other suitable pearson who shall qualify as above provided; when ap- 
pointed and qualified as aforesaid, said board of assistant assessors shall im- 
mediately proceed to hear and consider such complaints as may be made re- 

the assessment returned by the board of three members a inted 
by the President of the United States under the actof August5, revise 
and equalize said assessment, and make return to the assessor of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia of the revision and equalization on or before the first 
Monday of August, 1894. And said re and equalization so returned 
shall be the basis of assessment for the collection of taxes for the fiscal year 
8 50, 1805, and until the next general assessment is made and re- 
turned, as provided for in this act. And said Commissioners are hereby au- 
thorized and directed to appoint a clerk for said board of assistant assessors 
ata salary of 21,200 perannum; and said clerk shall also be the clerk for the 
board of equalization and review hereinafter provided for. 


The following amendments reported by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia were read and agreed to: 

In line 4, strike out “ten” and insert flve; 50 as to read: For the pe- 
riod of at t five years." 

In line 6, strike out at the pleasure of said Commissioners" and insert 
“for a term of three years, unless sooner removed by said Commissioners 
for cause satisfactory to them.”’ 

In line 28, strike out August, 1894,” and insert January. 1895." 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The Clerk read as follows: = 

In line 33, after the word “act,” insert: 

“Provided, That the collection of the tax on real property oh eee 
ments thereon which will become due and payable in the month of No > 
ber, 1804, be, and the same is hereby, suspended untilthe month of May in 
the year 1895, at which time said tax shall be due and payable and the col- 
lection thereof shall be enforced in all respects as provided under then ex- 
isting law in the collection of the taxes on real property and improvements 
thereof for the second half of the tax year ending June 30, 1895.” 
b 11 ae ous the amendment proposed by the committee, printed in the 

as Provided, That any other or future collection of taxes on real property 
and improvements thereon during this current year, 1804, be, and the same 
is hereby, suspended, and the taxes now due or to be due and collected on 
said property and improvements under law in the month of No- 
vember of this year shall be due and collected atthe time and in the manner 
provided herein for the collection of taxes on real property and improve- 
ments thereon for the first half of the year 1885.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. Iwant to hear an explanation from 
the gentleman in charge of the bill. : 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The purpose is simply to make it 
plainer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why does the committee propose to sus- 
poun the collection of the tax which should be paiđ in Novem- 

r next until May? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. In order that the board of equaliza- 
tion may equalize the taxes and give the benefit to the taxpayers - 
of the amount to be collected in November. That is all. 

There is a point to which I wish to call the attention of the 
committee in this connection. At the end of the section there 
is a provison in the following words: 

And said clerk shall also be the clerk for the board of equalization and re- 
view hereinafter provided for. 

The assessor tells me that there will be ample work for both 
of these clerks, and that the clerk of the board of equalization 
and review ought not to be made the clerk of the board of as- 
sessors also. Under the statement that both are needed in the 
office, I move to strike out all after the words “ per annum,” in 
line 45 of section 2. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the amend- 
ment first suggested by the gentleman from Alabama will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I offer an amendment, 
which Isend to the desk, to this section. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “annually,” in line 9. 

“And the assessor of the District of 
salary of 33,500 per annum.” 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I have no objection to that amend- 
ment. 5 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 4. That the Commissioners shall furnish each member of said board 
of assistant assessors with the necessary maps and field books, which shall 
contain an accurate list of each tract, together with a pertinent description 
Of the real property situate in the District of Columbia, and, as far as may 
be known, the owner thereof; and also such blanks, forms, books, surveys, 
and plats as may be necessary for a systematic statement of the property 
to be assessed, and shall also furnish the said board of assistant assessors 
with the necessary conveyance to view said he, pai for assessment. Upon 
the completion of the assessment the said board of assistant assessors shall 
deposit with the assessor of the District of Columbia all maps, fleld books, 
surveys, and plats, and all notes and memoranda thereof. 

Mr. RAY. LIoffer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 4, page 4, line 14 of the bill add the words: And the same shall 
be open to inspection by any taxpayer of sd District.” 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That real estate in Washington aud Georgetown shall be assessed 
according to the number of the squares and lots thereof, parts of lots, and 
u the number of square or superficial feet in each square, or lot, or parts 
of alot; and in that part of the District outside of the cities of Washington 

Georgetown lands for agricultural purposes shall be assessed by 
the acre, and suburban lots by the square foot, as in the cities of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown. Provided, That whenever any agricultural lands are 

latted and the platting recorded, said lands shall be assessed by the square 
‘oot. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee propose to strike out this 
section and insert in lieu of it what the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby author- 
ized and directed to make such rules and aay ba toe touching the manner 
in which the real property shall be described in the assessments returned by 
the assessors as they may deem best. 

The amendment to strike out and insert was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. With reference to this section, I would like 
to ask an explanation of why this proposed change is insisted 
upon by the committee? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We thought the Commissioners had 
better be left discretion, so as to 3 the kind of description 
that should be used by these officers. The gentleman will un- 
derstand that the time might come when it would not be advis- 
able to describe it as provided in this section as originally drawn; 
and therefore to meet any change of conditions that might occur 
in the District, so far as the description of property is concerned, 
we thought it better to leave it with the discretion of the Com- 
missioners to prescribe the manner. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But doesnot the amendment go very much 
further than that? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It was not so intended. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Under the provisions of section 5 there are 
certain necessary rules that must be observed. Now, youchange 
those entirely. For instance, the act provides that surburban 
property should be assessed by the square foot. Under the 
amendment you simply permit the Commissioners to designate 


other plans. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. We simply intended that that should 


apply to the manner of description. 0 
Mr. HEPBURN. Is not there more than a mere description 
in it? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think not. Certainly such was not 
the intention in drawing the section, : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 6. That said board of assistant assessors shall, acting collectively in 
all cases, from actual view and from the best sources of information in its 
r determine the value of each rate tract or lot of real property in 
the District of Columbia in lawful money, and shall sopera estimate the 
value of all improvements on any tractor lot, and shall note the same in the 

per field book, which shall be carried out as part of the value of such 
tor lot, and shall also return the dimensions of each tract or lot, and 
shall perform such other official duties, not inconsistent with the proper dis- 
charge of the duties specially imposed by this act,as may berequired of them 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RAY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

sor, ou ar 3, after the word “the,” insert the words fair market; 
80 as to read: 

“ Determine the fair market value of each separate tract or lot,” etc. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will 
direct his attention to pages 6 and 7, the last lines of e6 
and the first on page 7, he will see that his object is provined 
for in prescribing the duties of the board of equalization. The 
words used there are: 

So that each lot and tract and the improvements thereon shall be entered 
upon the tax Ust at their value in money. 


insert: 
Columbia shall hereafter receive a 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman were to act under 
this bill, what would he understand is to guide him—the market 
value in money? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The value in money. Market 
value ” is a very indefinite term. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The cash value. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you mean the present cash value ata 
forced sale, or present cash value as it would sell in the market? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The cash value at a forced sale is not 
a proper basis. 

r. RAY. Well, I think not. Then why not say, ata fair 
market value? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Because I think the bill provides for 
that very thing. 5 ` 
Mr. RAY. If that is so, you should have no objection to this 

amendment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Where does your amendment come in 

Mr. RAY. It comes in on line 3, page 5, in section 6, and 
propose to make it read in this way: 

SEC. 6. That said board of assistant assessors shall, acting collectively in 
all cases, from actual view and from the best sources of information in its 


reach, determine the fair market value in money of each separate tract or 
lot of real property in the District of Columbia, 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. I submit to the gentleman that the 
word ‘‘value” is expressive enough. That means the actual 
money value of the property at the time. 

Mr. RAY. Yes; but how are you to determine that value in 

money when you are getting at it not by an actual sale but for 
porponos of assessment? Different men would have different 
deas of the meaning of this language now in the bill. Some 
would say that it means the cash value at a forced sale, and 
others would say that it means the fair market value in money. 
Now, you say you think you have provided for the fair market 
value in money. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Fair value ”—tbat covers every- 
thing. Now, you must remember that this assessment is for 
three years. It may be made at a time of great depression in 
values here in this District that may s away before the ex- 
piration of the three years, and it would be better to leave this 
matter to the fair, honest judgment of these assessors than to 
1 confine thom by describing and defining the word value. 

r. HEPBURN. Will the gentlemen permit me just there 
to give to the committee the idea of these assessors, or of cer- 
tain assessor's that we have had in this city, as to what should be 
done in cases of this kind. I read from a report made to the 
first session of the Fifty-second Congress: 


OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF ASSESSORS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Waehington, April 18, 1892. 


Hon, SIR: Agreeably to the request of your committee, herewith please 
find copy of the resolutions adopted by said board July 7, 1891, as its rule of 
action In making assessments: 

“ Resolved, That in making the assessment of real property in the District 
of Columbia for the triennial period beginning with the fiscal year 1893, the 
terms ‘value’ and ‘true value,’ used in the existing law governing it, 
shall be regarded as meaning one and the same thing, to true or in- 
trinsic value, and that the measure of such true or intrinsic value is that 
amount in lawful money which such property would probably bring at 
forced sale under adverse circumstances. 

“ Resolved, That the above rule of ‘value’ and ‘true value’ shall be ad- 
hered to equally in all parts of the said District in making the said assess- 


ment. 
Respectfully submitted. 
JOHN F. COOK, Secretary. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is that the assessor's report? 

Mr. HEPBURN. This is the report of assessment of taxes in 
the District of Columbia made to the first session of the Fifty-sec- 
ond Congress. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Who makes that resolve? 

Mr. HEPBURN. This resolve was made by the board of 
assessors of the District of Columbia on the 7th of July, 1801. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We propose to havea different board 
of assessors from any we have ever had before, more competent 


men. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; but you are using precisely the samo 
words under which a board, construing the Words“ value and 
“true value,” say that they are identical, and say that, as ap- 
plied to the duties of assessors, they shall mean that value that 
the property would bring at forced sale under adverse circum- 
stances. Now, do you want to continue that? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No, I do not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then ought you not to use such language 
as that no board can give that kind of construction to it in the 
future? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I am perfectly willing to do it, but J 
sho.ld like to ask you, do you believe in the first piace that this 
resolution is founded in god plain common sense? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have nota thought that it is founded in 
good common sense; but a board of assessors, possibly of the 
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want of 1 sense with regard to this business proposition. 

Now, I want their duties so defined, their instructions so ex- 
pan that they can not indulge in idiosyncrasies so closely bor- 

ering on idiocy in the future. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, now do you not believe that 
the words market value would fit that resolution just as well 
as the word “value?” 8 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think so. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Then you do not improve it. The 
truth of the matter is that you can not frame a bill here so asto 
avoid just such resolutions as those. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam very sorry that this committee, which 
has given the measure consideration so long — 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. This committee will accept any lan- 
guage that you will put in this bill, the result of which will 

orce the assessors to report the property of the District at its 
value—uniform value in money. 

— HEPBURN. Well, have the committee done that, in their 
ju ent? 

r. COBB of Alabama. We tried to do it. We thought 
that in using the word“ value” here, and further over by the 
words we used, to which I called the attention of the gentleman 
from New York, we have expressed the intention of Congress 
that the worth of this property should be the basis of taxation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You have simply used the word ‘ value,” 
and the board of assessors have given their interpretation of 
that word value as they understand it. You have here an 
illustration of what they will do with the language you propose 
to use in the bill. Is it hot wise, then, tosuggest something else 
in the way of giving them a fair instruction as to what is meant? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, we will take your suggestion 
if you will give us a good one. 3 

Mr. HEARD. Iwas going toask the gentleman from Iowa to 
suggest such phraseology as will obviate that difficulty. 

Nr. HEPBURN. I have not given that attention to the mat- 
ter that ought to be given to it, which would enable me to say 
precisely how the matter can be properly solved. But the com- 
plaint that I make is that the committee is going right along in 
the old beaten track, a beaten track that has been so disadvan- 

eous to the public heretofore. 

r. HEARD. I think, if the 13 will bear with me, 
that since he is competent to make a criticism of the language 
used, he paghs to be able to make a suggestion as to the im- 
provement that should be made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That does not follow. 

Mr. HEARD. We will gladly accept any suggestion made 
by the gentleman from Iowa, or by other gentlemen on the 
floor, that will assist us in what the committee thought should 
be done, and that which I know gentlemen desire, giving a uni- 
form basis of valuation and the use of such a form of expression 
as will lead the assessors to adopt a fair standard of valuation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I can not be expected to do in an instant 
that which gentlemen of the committee have failed to do in 
nine months; but if you will give me nine days I will undertake 
to furnish something that will not pursue the very course that 
has been pursued heretofore and with such disadvantageous re- 
sults. Give me nine days and I will give you something. 

Mr. HEARD. I would have no objection to giving the gen- 
tleman nine days if it did not interfere with the progress of the 
business of the House. The committee has not had this matter 
before it for nine months, but we have had it before us long 
enough to incline us to the belief that the language we have 
suggested would answer the purpose. If any gentleman here is 
prepared to make suggestions to assist us, we will cheerfully 
take the benefit of his chy Lemke ceed and if the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from New York will accomplish the re- 
sult which he thinks, we will not object to its adoption, if the 
House approves it. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to with- 
gray my proposed amendment and submit the following in lieu 

t 


TheCHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection that will be done. The 
Clerk will report the modified amendment. - 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 3, page 5, after the word “the,” insert, full and actual cash;" so 
as to read, determine the full and actual cash value.“ 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would like to ask the 
entleman from Alabama if it is nota fact that complaint has 
n made that the assessment has been placed much lower than 
it ought to be. ý 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is usually the case. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is it the object of this bill 
to have it raised to a higher rate? 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 
Now, I call the attention of my friends to this language on 
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same class of men as those who will be selected, did exercise that 
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line 3, page 5. Now, I assert that it is the experience of all men 
that the more you attempt to define the value to be fixed upon 
property for the purpose of taxation the more difficulty you make 
about a proper assessment of the value. That is theexperience 
everywhere, I think. Whenever you say cash value or market 
value, or use any other qualifying word to value, you not only 
do not diminish the difficulties, but you increase them, because 
in covering it with this qualifying adjective you have a multi- 
plication of points, and each man attempts to define for himself 
what that RB means. 

Isubmit it is best to leave this matter to the fair discretion 
of these assessors, after advising them with as much emphasis as 
possible that we intend they shall return the property they as- 
sess at an amount which will be a fair equivalent. You must 
leave something to these officers. 

No argument is to be drawn from the resolution which has 
been referred to. In my opening remarks I stated to the House 
the difficulties heretofore experienced in assessing property in 
this District for taxation; and one of the most pronounced diffi- 
culties was the apparent impossibility of getting she right kind 
of men to do the work. We now proposo to make a 9 we 
propose to establish a permanent system with three intelligent 
men as assessors at a salary of $3,000 each. These men are to 
devote their whole time to this work; and the 8 may 
reasonably be indulged that in the exercise of their discretion 
5 will put a proper construction upon the language used in 
this act. 

The discretion and the responsibility must be upon them at 
last. You can not, by introducing qualifying terms, as the gen- 
tleman from New York proposes, destroy the discretion that 
must be lodged in these assessors. If the English language were 
perfect enough not to be distorted or misconstrued—if it were 
possible to find words of such a character as to convey beyond 
3 the very idea that we are attempting to impress upon 

is system—the committee would willingly accept an amend- 
ment. But I do not believe that the amendment here suggested 
will accomplish the end aimed at by the gentleman from New 
York and the gentleman from Iowa—an end which the House 
desires to accomplish, and in the desirability of which the com- 
mittee fully concur. My firm conviction is, we had better leave 
the language of the bill just as it is. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose, and Mr. O'NEIL of Massa- 
chusetts having resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a 
message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, announced that the President had approved and signed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On June 29, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide temporarily for the 
expenditures of the Government. 

nact (H. R. 5806) to authorize the city of edgy Om Minn., 
„5 and maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi 
ver. 

An act (H. R. 4701) to incorporate the Supreme Lodge of the 
Knights of Pythias. 

On July 2, 1894: - 

An act (H. R. 4961) granting certain rights over Lime Point 
military reservation, in the State of California. 

On July 3, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to appoint three members of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers. 

On July 6, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Minneapolis Gaslight 
Company of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay submerged gas pipes 
across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis; and 

On July 9, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to continue the employment of certain mechanics and 
laborers. 

EQUALIZATION OF REAL ESTATE VALUES IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. ARNOLD in the 


chair. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. COBB] is not properly 
based. Look at the real situation. Here was a statute confer- 
ring authority upon certain officers, who construed their au- 
thority in the way shown by the resolution I read afew moments 
ago. The gentleman from Alabama agrees that this construc- 
tion was all wrong, faulty in the extreme, just the kind of con- 
struction that we did not want put upon the Jaw. He is now 
called upon to reform the law, yet he introduces provisions pre- 
cisely similar to those which have thus been construed. So that 
this language if enacted will be, not a condemnation of the con- 
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struction heretofore given, but a legislative warrant to those 
men who are to be appointed under t bill to adopt the same 
construction which was given to the same words when used in a 
previous statute. 

Iam not called upon, nor is it my place, to show the remedy. 
This matter was referred to the committee for the purpose of 
providing, among other things, a remedy; and instead of that 
they reproduce the language of the old law, knowing the con- 
struction which has heretofore been given to that language. 

Now, let me call attention for amoment to some of the out- 
rages that were committed by the old board under their method 
of construing the identical words which are used in the present 
bill. In certain squares which will be found named in a table 
marked 10, page 18, of the report I have referred to, the assess 
value of certain blocks was $18,742,000, while the sworn value 
of the lots making up those blocks was $42,575,000. 

The assessment, in other words, was upon a basis of 44 per 
cent of the sworn vulue of the property. Again, in certain other 
squares, named in table 11, the assessed value for 1892 and 1893 
was $3,063,000, while the sworn valuation was 86,532, 000, theas- 
sessed value being 47 per cent of the sworn valuation. 

In certain other . in table 12 (the first two tables 
ure tables showing the valuation of business property, and these 
other tables show the valuation of residence property), the as- 
sessments were 6S per cent of the sworn valuation; and in one 
other table the assessment was 70 percent of the whole vulueas 
sworn to. 

Now. all I want to suggest is that we ought not to adopt pre- 
cisely the same ap Agee, which has received that faulty con- 
struction, and which will make possible a repetition of similar 
discriminations. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that 
my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] should say it is not his 
business to suggest anything with reference to this matter. 
The committee have done their best work; and if it does not 
meet with the assent of the judgment of my friend, he ought to 
aid us in good faith to do what we want to do; that is, to present 
to the House a perfect bill. 

The gentleman is at fault in another respect. The 8 of 
this bill will not be an indorsement of the resolution to which 
he has referred. It was no function of those assessors to pass 
sucha resolution as that; there was no law requiring them todo 
it. I never saw it before, and never heard of it. An act of the 
Legislature employing given language does not indorse a con- 
struction previously given to such language unless that construc- 
tion has been given 8 judicial authority. That is the rule. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, you know better than that. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No; I do not know better than that. 
That is the law: the construction must have been given by ju- 
dicial authority or by some one authorized by law to make the 
construction and to announce it as the law of the land. 

Now, Lam perfectly willing to insert any language here that 
will more effectually accomplish the purpose“ actual value,” 
if that will do. The only objection I have to the pe eg ro- 

sed by the gentleman from New York is that it will, I think, 
efeat the purpose of this measure rather than aid in its accom- 
plishment. I want the language of this statute to be such that 
property will be returned, as it ought to be returned, at a rea- 
sonable value—the actual value. Why not insert those words 
“actual value,” or “real value, or value in money,” or“ true 
value?” Let gentlemen suggest something that will make the 
language clearer, and we will cheerfully accept it. 

But there is no form of expression in my opinion so objection- 
able as the form the gentleman proposes— market value.” It 
is indefinite; hard to determine. There would be as many opin- 
ions about it as there are individuals. It depends not only on 
the market, but on the man who construes the words. hat 
do you mean by market value?” Market value when? What 
isthe standard? Who is to determine it? Who is to describe 
whatit means? You must define some standard when you use 
the term market value,“ and some mode of determining what 
that standard is to be. The only objection I have is that it 
makes the bill worse than it is now, not better. It seems to me 
that in its present form it is sufficiently clear. ‘ 

Mr. RAY. I wanted to suggest to the gentleman that I have 
withdrawn the amendment which proposes to insert the words 
. — market value” and substituted the words ‘‘full, actual cost 

ue. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, Ido not know that that is very 
much better. 
te oes HULL. Does that mean anything more than value after 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. HULL. It simply takes more words to express it. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Simply takes more words to express 
it and simply tends to make it ambiguous. 


Mr. HULL. And the parties who have to define the meanin 
of the words full, actual cash value would be compelled 
say that they mean only the same as the word value.“ 


Mr, COBB of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. The “full, actual cash value” is, after all, only 
the ‘‘ value” of the property. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HULL. Then what is the use of multiplying words? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not the least. I shall of course en- 
deavor to accommodate myself to the wishes of gentlemen—— 

Mr. HULL. What is gained by using so many words and 
making the meaning ambiguous? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is my opinion. I would suggest 
to my friend from New pas ao Ray] to let it go as it 5 I 
think we have determined on the best term that can be used there. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who now has the 
125 admits that heretofore under the precise language used 

here— 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I do not know that it was the precise 
language. The gentleman from Towa said so. 

Mr. RAY (continuing), Well, I understand it to be admitted 
that it is the precise language, and that under that language 
now used here persons charged with making the assessment on 
real estate in this city have adopted a concededly nonsensical 
idea in regard to the meaning of the term used in the law. I 
believe that in the assessment of real estate the value fixed 
should be the worth of the property to a purchaser thereof, hav- 
ing the ability and desire to purchase for the use or uses for 
which the property is available, location and surroundings con- 
sidered. That is What I think the rule should be; that is the 
rule adopted in my State, and of course I believe in it. 

I do not believe in the idea of having the value of property 
fixed on the basis of a forced sale—especially a forced sale un- 
der adverse circumstances. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Let me ask the gentleman, as an ex- 
perienced lawyer, do not you know, and do not the law writers 
teach you, that in framing legislation the fewer words used the 
better to express the idea? 

Mr. RAY. That is all true, I admit, when a few words will 
express the idea. 

r. COBB of Alabama. And especially when it comes to the 
question of determining and defining the meaning of words that 
are used in a statute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tho time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to be per- 
mitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the gentle- 
man will have that consent. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, I wish to call my friend's at- 
tention to another fact; that the value which will be fixed on 
this property by the assessors will not be final. It is true they 
constitute afterwards the board of assessment, but with the 
assessor added to them, and these four will finally determine 
the question as to what value ought to be fixed on property. 
When you give to them the power that is embodied in the bill, 
to which I have heretofore called your attention, you will find 
that the lot or tract and the improvements thereon shall be en- 
tered on the tax list at their value in money.“ That is the 
exact text of the bill. Now, you can not make it any stronger 
than that. You may put the value in money all through the 
bill if you please, but that is what it means after all. 

Mr. RA That you have in the bill now. In lawful money 
it reads, T think. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, I donot believe you can better 
it, and I think you are in danger, let mo say to the gentleman, 
if you undertake to amend the bill, of increasing the very difi- 
culties that you seek to remedy. 

You can not do better than leave it as it is. Wo want a good 
bill, and I hope the Kon toman will not insist in putt nag 
into the bill that will destroy or tend to impair the clearness of 
the terms now used. 

Mr. RAY. My only purpose, I will state to the gentleman, is 
to avoid, if possible, an erroneous construction of the bill by 
those who are to enforce it. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I do not care a straw for the con- 
struction, That has no force with anybody. Do you suppose 
that the assessors are going to learn their duty by something 
that has been done heretofore in that direction? 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman knows that we are in the habit, in 
determining matters of law in the construction of statutes, to 
look for precedents and see what construction has been placed 
upon them orlike statutes in the past. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, Oh, well, itdepends upon who makes 
the precedents entirely. 
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Mr. RAY. And there is nothing that this House is so prone 
to do as to follow tradition, you know. è ; 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, and sometimes we get into 
trouble in that way. 

Mr. RAY. If these assessors would exercise their best judg- 
ment and do right [ should have no objection to the bill as it is, 
but I fear they will follow the precedent quoted by the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 2 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I hope the gentleman will not insist 
on his amendment. r 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ihave a proposition here, to insert at the 
proper place the following: 

It the intent of this provision to require the assessment of all prop- 
erty to based on the true value thereof, such value as said property 
Boa for on terms usual in sales of real property in the District of Co- 

Now, there is a method of sale here in this District that is al- 
most universal—one-third cash, the balance one and two 
years’ time. It seems to me that if you will cate that as the 
criterion, it will be much better than to leave this board to act 
as they please, in view of the resolution that the previous board 
adopted in construing language identical with the language you 
have now in this bill. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The gentleman will perceive at once 
that he is increasing the difficulty. What are the usual terms 
of sale in the District of Columbia? That at once becomes a 

uestion. The assessors are 9 to change their valua- 
tion. The taxpayer says: Lou have not complied with the 
law. I am prepared to show you that the term usual in this 
District would result quite differently from the result which you 
have achieved.” Lou increase the ties whenever you ate 
tempt to multiply words in defining this term “value.” You 
can not reach language that will be more expressive than this: 
“Value in lawful agen 

Mr. HEPBURN. the gentleman allow me just 2 mo- 
ment? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Have you presented any language in your 
bill that will prevent this board from duplicating the resolution 
pact ae: by the board on the 7th of July, 1891? 

. COBB of Alabama.. I think 80. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yon have precisely the same words that 
were in that law. You have ted the very words for con- 
struction that the old board You have done more than 
that, because here is a legislative effort, and that legislative ef- 
fort has failed, to gire prohibition to those men to indulge in that 
construction, and Bag per to do that you have given legisla- 
tive acquiescence in that construction, and substantially said 
that was correct. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Oh, the gentleman is not correct 
about that. 

Mr. RAY. In order that this other proposition, that of the 
gentleman from Iowa, may come before the House properly, I 
will withdraw re amendment. 

The CHAIR . The amendment of the gentleman from 
New York is withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


SEC. 7. That said board of assistant assessors shall; on or before the first 


Monday of February, 1896, and every third year ter, make out and 
deliver to the assessor of the Distries of Columbia a return in tabular form, 
contained in a book to be furnished by the Commissioners, of the amount, 
3 value of the real property subject to be listed for taxation 
in the t of Columbia. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


out iu line 2 the word February,” and insert the word Janu- 
* 


The CHAIRMAN,. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 2, page 5, strike out the word “February,” and insert the word 
„January.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


So. 9. That the assessor of the District of Columbia and the said board of 
assistant assessors herein provided for, with the assessoras chairman, shall 
compose & board of eq and review, and as such board of equaliza- 
tion and review they shall convene in a room, to be provided for them by 
the Co: on the first Monday of February, 1896, and every third 
year thereafter. It shall be the duty of said board of equalization and re- 
view to fairly and impartially equalize the value of real property made by 
the board of assistant assessors as the basis for assessment. Any three of 
said board of equalization and review shall constitutes 


rum for busi- 
ness, and in the absence of the assessor a tempo! chairman may be se- 
lected. Theyshall immediately proceed to equalize ‘valuations made by 
the board of assistant assessors So that each and tract and the improve- 


0 

ments ä be entered upon the — list at their assessed value in 
money; a this purpose they shall hear such complaints as may be 
made in respect of said assessments, and in determining them A 
raise the valuations of such tracts or lots as,in their 
returned below th 


The Committee on the District of Columbia recommended the 
following amendment: 
In line 17, strike out the word assessed.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, on page 6, line 
6, section 9, I move to strike out the word February and in- 
sert the word January.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to add at the 
end of section 9, the following words: 

It being the intent of this provision to require the assessment of all pro 
erty to be based on the true value of the property, such value as saia property 
ete for on the terms usual in sales of real property in the et ot 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I have nothing more to say about 
that, in addition to what I have said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of section 9, the following: 

It being the intent of this provision to require the assessment of all prop- 
erty to be based on the true Value of the property, such value as said prop- 
acy N 22 foron the terms usual m sales of real property in the District 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing fur- 
ther to say in addition to what I have said. I merely insist that 
that amendment is not only unnecessary but that it leads to 
confusion. It does not simplify the bill, and I hope the gentle- 
man will not insist u it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it does not present the 
diffieulty to my mind that itseems to present tothe gentleman 
in charge of the bill. Here are four citizens of this city, long 
residents here, familiar with real estate values and real estate 
transactions. They constitute a tribunal selected because of 
their peculiar and s with the subject of real 
estate, real estate sales, and’ real estate values in this District. 

Now, they know what the usual methods of sale are. They 
know the usual terms of all real estate transactions. They 
have no difficulty in determining what that langnage means. 
H it is the truth that the majority of sales are made on the pay- 
ment of one-third down and the balance of the purchase money 
in equal parts in one and two years, they are conversant with 
that faet. 

Rao COBB of Alabama. Is thata fair method of assessment 
of value? 

Mr. HEPBURN, I think it is a fair method. I can conceive 
of no fairer method. That is what the property will bring in 
the market, under the terms and in the manner in which the 
sales are usually affected. That is much fairer than the old 
method. It is better than leaving it to the mere caprice and the 
mere whimof the board. Here is an indication of what the leg- 
islative purpose is, and here is an indication of the method 
which they shall, in our estimation at least, seek to arrive at a 
finality of their duties. I can see no serious objection to this 
that could not be urged with equal cogency against any other 
form of words that you can adopt. It is an improvement on the 
old law. It will have the effect of teaching this board that they 
ee elch to adopt the old resolution against which I have tried to 

V. 4 . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 12. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear the 
announcement, and I call for tellers on that vote. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ARNOLD). Eight gentlemen have 
arisen, not a sufficient number, and tellers are refused 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment I de- 
sire to offer. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 7, line 23, add the words: 

“But no assessment shall be increased until notice of the proposed in- 
crease shall have been given to the owner or his agent, and opportunity 
given to oppose the same.” 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman in charge 
of the bill will see the propriety of that. You have provided 
that they may increase the assessments. This simply guards it 
so that no assessment shall be inereased until the owner of the 

roperty or his agent shall have been notified of the pro 

crease had an opportunity to be heard on the subject. 


Mr. HEARD. Does the gentleman propose only to apply that 
to the assessment already made? 
lies only to the board of assessors on 
tions to increase the assessment. 
t is on equalization; I thought your lan- 


Mr. RAY. That 
their review of pro 
Mr. HEARD. 
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guage would apply to future assessments. I think if you would 
Say, As the result of such equalization,” that you would give 
it the FL limit you want it to have. 

Mr. RA In section 9 you say of this board: 

They shall immediately proceed to equalize the valuations made by the 
poard of assistant sancasons so that each lot and tract and the improve- 
ments thereon shall be entered upon the tax list at their assessed value in 
money; and for this purpose they shall hear such complaints as may be 
made in t of said assessments, and in determining them they may 
raise the valuations of such tractsor lots as in their opinion may have been 
returned below their value, 


Now, having provided that which permits the raising of assess- 
ments, I suggest thisamendment, that no such increase shall be 
made until the owner or agent has had notice and an opportunity 
to be heard. 

Mr. HEARD. I see the gentleman suggests that the lan- 
guage which pace the amendment limits it to the real pur- 
pose intended. 

Mr. RAY. That is right. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
amendment reported again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The amendment ought 
not to be adopted, I submit, exactly in that form. If the owner 
happens to be a nonresident and has not an agent it would be 
absolutely impossible to raise the valve of his property under 
that amendment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Make it ‘‘him or them.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But it does not say so. 
The amendment of the gentleman says the agent or owner must 
have notice. If he is a nonresident you can not give him 
notice, and if has no agent you can not raise the value, how- 
ever improper the assessment may have been. 

Mr. RAY. If that is the objection, I suggest that there be 
added to the amendment the words, ‘‘and such notice may be 
given by mailing a notice of the proposed action to the owner or 

3 


ent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The difficulty, Mr. Chair- 
man, it seems to me, is that you can not make an amendment of 
this kind practicable. The taxpayer or the owner has notice in 
the first of the assessment. 

Now, if it be found by the board of equalization that a piece of 

roperty has been assessed a little lower than another piece in 
The same block, or if for any other cause they should deem it 
proper to raise the assessment previously made, in order that the 
taxation may be equal, why is it necessary that they should give 
the property owner notice? He has no notice in the first 
place; he may not know at what figure his property has been 
assessed before. It seems to me the amendment is wholly un- 
necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment as 
now modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But no assessment shall be increased until notice of the proposed increase 
shall have been given to the owner or his agent, and an opportunity given 
to oppose the same; and such notice may be given by mailing a notice of the 
proposed action to the owner or agent. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, this action of the board of assess- 
ment sitting in revision is supposed to be final. The gentleman 
from Tennessee says that no notice will be given of the assess- 
ment in the first place. That is undoubtedly true; but every 
owner of property in the District of Columbia will know that 
the assessors are at work, and that ata certain time the result of 
this work is to be filed with the District Commissioners; that he 
may then go and ascertain what has been done with reference 
to his property. Or he can make inquiry as the work progresses 
and ascertain from the assessors the valuation placed on his 
property. With that he may be content. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why, then, isitnecessary 
to give this notice? 

r. RAY. Because, after all that isdone—after the owner of 
the property or his agent has ascertained from the assessor, or 
from the records filed with the District Commissioners, the valua- 
tion placed upon his property, this bill provides that these men 
composing the board of assessment may get togetherand without 
any notice whatever to the owner increase thatassessment. Here 
in section 9 you provide that without any notice to the owner or 
his agent this board may double, treble, or quadruple the assess- 
ment previously made—it may be without any notice to him. 

Is that just or proper? Clearly not. When this board of as- 
sessment meets for the purpose of equalization and proposes to 
make any changes by increasing the valuation of property, the 
owner of the property affected should have notice in some wa: 
of the proposed action, and should have the right to appear an 
be heard upon that question. That is the law in all the States, 
or in nearly all of them. It is arule of justice and equity. If 
it be necessary to obviate the objection that the owner of the 


I would like to have the 
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property may not be in the ae may not have an agent resid- 
ng here, let it be provided that notice be served, if deemed 
best, b etig it on the premises or by posting it on the front 
door, if the buildingis unoccupied. But in any event weshould 
give the owner the right to be heard before the assessment of 
his property is increased. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, so far as I understand the op- 
eration of laws providing for equalization of assessments in the 
different States, my impression is that if any notice is given, it 
is not given to the individual taxpayer further than by the pub- 
lication of the fact that the board of equalization will sit at a 
certain time. This plan is pursued in some of the States, I know. 
The existence of this board of equalization is notice to every 
taxpayer that the valuation of his provers may, by the process 
of equalization, be raised or lowered. And this bill provides in 
section 11 that 

Said board of equatization and review may also, on appeal, at any time 
within six months after the completion of the assessments, revise and cor- 
rect any errors or inequalities in the assessment of any lots or parts of land 
and the improvements thereon. 

Therefore every taxpayer will have a knowledge of the time 
when the equalization is to be made and asto when he may appeal 
for relief, and if he believes himself wronged by the action of 
the equalizing board he can make his appeal to the board for the 
correction of any inequality or injustice at any time within six 
months after the assessment has been made. 

It occurs to me that in the first place the existence of the law 
providing for equalization is notice peg to the taxpayer so 
that he may see whether the valuation of his property is raised 
or lowered; but in the second place, if notice is to be given at 
all, all that is necessary, it seems to me, is to provide for the 

ublication of the notice that at a certain time the board will sit 

or the purpose of equalization, and that parties who deem them- 

selves aggrieved may apply for relief against any action of the 
board. Isubmit that we should not require so expensive and 
troublesome a process as that each individual taxpayer should 
be notified 3 of the result of the equalization so far as it 
may affect his property. 

Mr. RAY. r. Chairman, as will readily be seen by section 9 
of this bill, the action of this equalizing board is to be final. Now, 
let me put to the gentleman from Missouri this case: Suppose 
he is the owner o properiy in this city, occupied or unoccu- 
pied; he has learned the valuation put upon that property by 
the board of assessors; he is content with it; he departs from 
the city, leaving his property entirely unoccupied. Now, would 
the gentleman be willing under such circumstances to be at the 
mercy of this board of equalization? Does he desire to place 
upon the statute book a law which would permit this board, in 
making its equalization, to increase at its will the valuation of 
his property? It seemsto me not. In the State of New York 
and in most of the States of this Union such action is absolutely 
prohibited by law. 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman will allow me, I wish to say 
that I have no desire to be captious about this matter, and as 
understand that my colleague [Mr. COBB of Alabama] in charge 
of the bill has expressed himself willing to accept the amend- 
ment, I will withdraw any objection I have made. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Let us hear the amendment read. 

The amendment of Mr. Rax, as modified, was again read. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Sup there is no owner to be found 
in the District, and no agent; then what? ? 

Mr. RAY. Well, add to it, then, in order to cover all objec- 
tions, ‘‘ by posting a notice on the front door of the premises.” 

Mr. HEARD. Suppose there is uo front door? Suppose itis 
an unoccupied lot? 

Mr. RAY. Well, by posting a notice on the premises. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Conspicuously on the premises? 

Mr. RAY. Anything to meet the objections; simply give no- 
tice to the party. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment as modified will be re- 


ported. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 7. line 23, add: 

“But no assessment shall be increased until notice of the proposed in- 
crease shall have been given to the owner or his agent, and an opportunity 
given to oppose the same; and such notice may be given by malling a notice 
of the proposed action to the owner or agent, or by posting a notice of such 
proposed increase on the premises. 


Mr. POWERS. I offer the following as a substitute for the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Anea in line 7, section 9, by adding after the word “thereafter,” the 
words: 


“Public notice of the time and place of such meeting shall be given by 


publication for ten successive days in two daily papers in the District,“ 
Mr. RAY. That won't help it any. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The difficulty is that the 
gentleman is offering his amendment at a different place in the 


1894. 
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section from the amendment proposed by the gentleman from | can be easily given and will make the exercise of the taxing 


New York. 

Mr. POWERS. I think this is the proper place for it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That may be; but it would 
have to be offered as an independent amendment to come in at 
its proper place in the paragraph of the bill, and not as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
which relates to another part of the same section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it can not be offered as 
a substitute. ‘ 

Mr. POWERS. Then I offer it as an independent amend- 


ment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If the gentleman from New York is 
willing to accept the amendment, I am willing that it shall be 
adopted in order to avoid further controversy. 

r. RAY. I donot think it meets the point at all. 

Mr. POWERS. I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Alabama in charge of this bill to the fact thatas a 
matter of law it strikes me there must be always a method of 
appeal provided in connection with each tax law, by which the 
taxpayer who believes himself aggrieved, or has objection to 
the assessment on his property, whether real or personal may 
have an opportunity to appeal from the assessment and be hear 
in the premises. k 

Section 9 of this bill undertakes to provide a board of appeals. 
It specifies that the assistant assessors, together with the asses- 
sor himself, shall compose a board of equalization and review. 
Of course they can review nothing unless they have power to 
change the assessment as made by the assistant assessor. So I 
take it that they are to exercise the functions of a court of ap- 
peals on that subject. 

This section further provides that they shall convene in a 
room to be provided for that purpose ona certain day. Now, 
the taxpayers of the District of Columbia have no means of 
learning where the room is that this board is to convene in, and 
it strikes me that there should be some public notice of the 
time and place where the board will meet to hear grievances on 
the part of persons who complain of their assessments. Lam 
sure that is the usual course under our State laws, and it strikes 
me that it is the proper one toadopt here. Y 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I would like to hear the substitute 
of the gentleman read. 7 

The proposed substitute of Mr. POWERS was again reported. 

Mr.COBB of Alabama. Ateach meeting, this provides. You 
see the meeting will be continuous for some five months. 

Mr. POWERS. Of course after they have received notice of 
the time and place of meeting they are bound to take notice of 
the adjournment themselves. They are simply given notice of 
the time when the hearings are to take place, and they must 
take notice of the adjournments of the board. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I have no objection to the amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. RAY. I do not understand that this is offered as a sub- 
stitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated it as an amendment 
to the amendment: und the question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. RAY. What has become of my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is still pending. 

Mr. RAY. Mine was offered first. 

Mr. POWERS. But it applies to later part of the section. 

Mr. RAY. It is immaterial to me, however, in what order 
the vote is taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first submit the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. RAY. Only it seems to me, however, that this is making 
the last first, and first last, 

The CHAIRMAN. It does look somewhat that way. 

Mr. RAY. If the Chair will indulge me for a moment, I do 
not want the impression to go out that the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] at all 
cures the defect at which I am aiming in the bill. Now, this 
meeting of the assessors sitting in revision is to be continuous 
for five months. What good does it do the el eho of the 
District of Columbia if you notify them of the first day of a 
meeting which is to continue for fiye months? Do you propose 
to have the taxpayers of the District attending before the 
Commissioners continually for five months to ascertain what 
has been done or is to be done with their property, and whether 
the tax upon it has been or is to be increased or diminished. 

The taxpayer must attend continuously or submit to have his 
assessment increased without notice, and this increase may be 
very large and might be very unjust and oppressive. Notice of 
this proposed action will impose no burden on the assessors. It 


power just and equitable, and remove cause for complaints in 
cases of increase. The object of my amendment is to provide 
for notice to each taxpayer when the Commissioners have de- 
termined that his assessment ought to be raised. Ido not want 
the board of assessors to be overrun by all the taxpayers in the 
eee inquiring whether or not their assessments are to be 
raised. 

The board of assessors do not want these taxpayers there un- 
less they have grievances; and when the board of assessors have 
determined to raise an assessment, then let them notify the 
owner of the property, by mail or by posting a notice on the 
premises, that they propose to increase the assessment, and 
then if the property owner desires he can come and oppose the 
increase. That is my object. Ido not wish to have the tax- 
payers swarming about the board for five months, and it will be 
unjust to the taxpayers to compel them to be constantly on the 
watch for the purpose of ascertaining whether their assessments 
are to be increased or not. The Commissioners ought to be 
willing to give this notice, and afford ample opportunity to the 
owner to be heard. 

Mr. POWERS. My friend from New York [Mr. RAY] thinks 
that there is a practical difficulty in carrying out this amend- 
ment which I have offered. The amendment simply provides 
that the time and place for the sitting of this board of review 
to hear persons who are aggrieved shall be advertised by pub- 
lication. The gentleman intimates that the rooms of the as- 
sessors will be invaded by all the taxpayers of the District. 
That is an extreme view to take of this matter, Mr. Chairman, 
It is hardly probable that all the taxpayers of this District will 
be aggrieved by the assessments of their property. Itis only 
the occasional man who complains. And suppose there are a 
large number of them, it is entirely within the power of this 
board to make such regulations for hearings as will accom- 
modate people without putting them to great trouble to be in at- 
tendance at all times. Congress meets on the first Monday in 
December, and anybody having any business to do with it must 
take notice of the fact that Congress meets on that day and 
will be in continuous session for eight or ten months, so that 
people are obliged to hang on and wait for the convenience of 
Congress. 

A term of court in our State is appointed to assemble on a cer- 
tain Tuesday in the month, but it continues for a long time, and 
people having business with that court are obliged to make some 
arrangement by which they can be accommodated. It is so here. 
The same difficulty exists in the States that have precisely this 
proceeding, and because of the fact that I have first suggested, 
that only comparatively a few men have occasion to raise an ob- 
jection to their assessments, if seems to me there would be no 
difficulty whatever on this score. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first put the question on 
oe „ offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

Y]. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RAY. Division, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 13; noes 23, 

Mr. RAY. No quorum. 

The Chairman appointed Mr. Ray and Mr. COBB of Alabama 
as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
10, noes 37. . z 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Sea will direct the Clerk, as required by the rule, to call the 
roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following mem- 
bers failed to auswer to their names: 


Abbott, Capehart, Fielder, Hooker, N. Y. 
Adams, Ky. Caruth, Funk, Hulick, 
Adams, Pa Chickering, Funston, Hutcheson, 
Aldrich, lancy, Gardner, zlar, 

Apsley, Cockran Geissenhainer, Johnson, Ohio 
Avery, Cogswell, Gillet, N, Y. Kem, 
Bankhead, onn, Guere Mass. Kiefer, 
Barnes, Cooper, Fla. Goodnight, bbs, 
Bartlett, Cooper, Wis Graham, Lawson, 
Belden, Covert, rifin, Lefever, 

Bell, Colo. Crain, Grout, Lester, 
Beltzhoover, Culberson, Grow, Lockwi 

Berry. Cummings, Hall, Minn, Loudenslager, 
Bland, Davey, all, Mo. Lucas, 
Boatner, De Forest, Hammond, Maddox, 
Boutelle, Denson, arris, agner, 
Bower, N. C. ley, Barter, Martin, Ind. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Draper, Hartman, Marvin, N. Y. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dunn. Hatch, McCreary, Ky. 
Brown, Dunphy. 3 McDow 
Bryan, Edmunds, Heiner, cKaig, 
Bunn, Ellis, Ky. Henderson, lowa McLaurin, 
Burnes, mag sh, N. J. Hendrix, McMil 
Cadmus, oe, Hines, Meredith, 
Campbell, Everett, Hitt, Meyer, 
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Van Vóorhis N. V. 
Wadsworth, 


Neill, 
Northway; 
tes, Sayers, 
O'Neill, Mo. Schermerhorn, 
A Scranton, 
erman, 


Sh 
Sibiey, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker resumed 
the chair. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having under consideration 
the bill H. R. 6415, found itself without a quorum. I caused 
the roll to be called, as required by the rule, and herewith re- 
port the absentees to be entered on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, Chairman 
of the Committee of the ole, reports that that committee, 
having under consideration the bill H. R. 6415, found itself with- 
outa quorum, whereupon he caused the roll to be called and 
herewith reports the names of the absentees to the House. The 
names of the absentees will be entered upon the Journal. One 
hundred and ninety having answered to their names, the com- 
mittee will resume its session without intervening motion. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. S er, I desire to state that the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, Mr. MORGAN, was obliged to leave the 
House on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain any motion or 
request. The committee will resume its session. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers will resume their places. 

The ere again divided; and tellers reported -ayes 31, 
noes 154, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS], 
which will be again reported. 

The Olerk read as follows: 

Inne 7, section 9, after the word “thereafter,” insert “public notice of 
the time and of such meeting shall be given b; blication for two suc- 
cessive days in two daily papers in the District. of Columbia.” 

The auestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seo. 10, That the valuation of thereal property enasna 9 as afore- 
said shall be completed on or before the first Monday of June, 1896, and of 
every third year thereafter, and when approved by the Commissioners shall 
constitute the basis of taxation for the next period of three years 
and until another valuation is made to law, except as hereinafter 


pro 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. I offer an amendment in line 2, sec- 
tion 10, 
practica- 


After the word „completed“ insert as nearly as 
ble,” and then strike out the words “or before” in the. second 


line. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 2, 7, after the word completed,” insert the words "as nearly 
as practicable,” and in the same line strike out the words “or before.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Then I offer another amendment, 
After the word ‘‘ thereafter,” in line 4, insert after which date 
no otter or further complaints of overassessment shall be re- 
ceived.” 

The Clerk read as follows: È 

In line 4, after the word “ thereafter,” insert “after which date no other 
or further complaints of over assessment shall be received.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sz. 11. That annually, on or or to July 1 of each year, the board of 
assistant assessors he: provi for shall make a list of all real property 
which shall have become subject to taxation, and which is not then on the 


tax list, and affix a value thereon, acco: to the rules prescribed for as- 
sess! shall make return of all new structures erected or 


W: Mass. 
Prigat Pa. 


of such structure, and they shall add such valuation to the assessment made 

on such tract or lot. When the improvements on any lot or tract of land 

shall become or be destroyed from any cause, the said board shall 

reduce the assessment on such property to the extent ofsuch damage. Said 

board may also, on appeal, at any time revise and correct any errors or in- 

—— 1. .ᷣQ in the assessment of any lots or parts of land and the improve- 
ents thereon. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8, strike out the word “twò” and insert the word “five;" so as 
read, 8500 in value.“ 5 


ing of 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, I propose to 
withdraw all the amendments proposed after line 16, and to 
strike out from section 11 all after the word d,“ so as to 
conform to the provision that has been inserted closing up these 
assessments on the Ist day of June of each year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8, line 16, strike out the follo 5 
Said board may also, on appeal, 2 and correct any errors 

or inequalities in the assessment of any lots or parts of land and the im- 
provements thereon.” 

The amendment was agreed to. A 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, I offer this provision as an 
amendment to that section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Section 11, on line 1 2 * : 
« Provided, That the DORTA OL equalisation and review shall bear Surg Gok: 
plaints as may be made in respect of said assessments, and determine the 
samo between the first and third Mondays of July of the same year. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, thatamendment will 
be agreed to. i 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src, 12. That if said board of assistant assessors shall learn that any prop- 
erty liable to taxation has been omitted from the assessment for any pre- 
vious year or years; or has been so assessed that the assessment was void, 
it shall be t duty at once to reassess such property for each and every 
year after the passage of this act for which it has assessment and 
taxation and report the same, thro 
aca coliseted 8 "Provided That no which hi taxatl hall 
be liable under this section for a 3 Of more thas three — prior 70 
such assessment, except in the case of property involved in 11 n. 

Mr. RA. I move to strike out the last word. I desire the 
attention of the gentleman in charge of the bill. I notice that 
you provide here for the reassessment of property which has 

en omitted at any time within three years. - You do not pro- 
vide whether the reassessment of it shall be at its value at the 
time it was omitted or its value at the time the roassessment is 
made. 

Now, suppose that for three successive years a vacant lot has 
been omitted from the assessment, and year when the prop- 
erty is reassessed a building has been put upon it. At what 
period is its value to be determined? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The value would be determined for 
each year according to its value that year. 

Mr. RAY. Then should not this section be amended so as to 
rovide that the valuation shall be made as of the time when 
5 8 was omitted from the assessment? 

. COBB of Alabama. I think that is the meaning of the 
section now. But Ihave no objection to any amendment which 
will make the meaning clearer. 

Mr. RAY. I donot wish to offer an amendment if the gen- 
tleman thinks that is the effect of the present language. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think it is. That was the inten- 
tion of the committee, and I think that would be the effect of 
the bill as drawn. Ofcourse no assessment should tax property 
for a given year when that propery did not exist at the time. 

Mr. RAY. The language is: It shall be their duty at once 
to reassess such property for each and every year after the pas- 
sage of this act.” 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. That language meansthatthey shall 
assess the property as of the year to which the assessment ap- 
plies. There can be no doubt about that. 

Mr. RAY. Ifthe gentleman thinks the meaning is clear, I 
do not care to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Section 15 was read, as follows: 

Sec. 15. That this act shall be in force from and after its pass. 
laws and parts of laws inconsistent herewith are hereby repeal 

Theamendmentreported by the committee was read, as follows: 


i — out all of the section after the word "fifteen," and insert the fol- 
owing: 

u Thatsaid board of assessors shall hereafterconstitute the excise board of 
the District of Columbia, and shall perform all the duties of said board ac- 
cording to law, and that so much of the act entitled “Anact regulating the 
sale of eg errmsg e in the District of Columbia,” approved March 
3, 1893, as imposes that duty upon the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
Inmbia be, and the same is hereby, repealed." 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish the gentleman in 


charge of this bill would explain the purpose of this amend- 


ment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Under existing law the District Com- 
missioners are a board of excise. They find that their duties 
as such are at certain times onerous; and they have enough work 
without performing such duty. They desire not to have im- 
posed 5 5 them any longer the labor connected with the grant- 

censes for the sale of intoxicating liquors. That is one 
reason for the amendment. L 
Another reason is that, as the committee believe, and in the 


„and all 
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view also of the Distriet Commissioners, these tax assessors, 
who must necessarily become very familiar with the condition 
and wants of all parts of the city of Washington, will be better 
fitted for the discharge of these excise duties. There is no ob- 
jection, so far as I have heard, by anyone to this change. The 
Commissioners want it, and we believe these duties will be bet- 
ter performed by this board than by the Commissioners them- 
selves. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 

„SEC. 16. That this act shall be in forcefrom and after its passage, and all 
laws and parts of laws inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Fask unanimous consent to go back 
to section 2 in order to make a correction. I made a mistake 
in asking the Committee of the Whole to strike out in that 
section the words following “per annum” in line 45, page 3. 
Those words should have been retained, and I desire to ask 
that they be restored to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment indi- 
cated by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. COBB] will be agreed 
to 


There was no objection. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is now, Shall the bill as 
amended be reported to the House with a favorable recommen- 
dation? 


The question was decided in the affirmative. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
Chair, Mr. DockERY reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 6415) to provide an immediate revision and equal- 
ization of real estate values in the District of Columbia; also to 
provide an assessment of real estate in said District in the year 
1896 and every third year thereafter; and had directed him to 
report the same back with sundry amendments, and a recom- 
mendation that the bill as amended be passed. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Imove the poao question on the 
amendments, and on the bill to its fina b 

The pee question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendments reported from the Committee of the 
Whole were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Alabama, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. B of New Hampshire. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Alabama the propriety of amending the title of this bill by 
adding the words and for other purposes.” 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


BELT RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD. I desire now to call up the bill (H.R. 6596), 
which has been twice before the House for consideration. 


The title of the bill was read, as follows: 
amend roved Februa: 1 h 

tiie name of the Capitol, North O Strade and South Washington Hallway 

Company 525 she Belt Rafiway Company, and granting additional power to 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEARD. I was about to state that fact; and the bill has 
been partially considered in Committee of the Whole, and was 
being read by sections. Before the House resolves itself into 
Committee of the Whole to resume its consideration, I wish to 
state that when the bill was last before the House, and at the 
adjournmentof the House was withdrawn, an amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] was pending, for 
which a substitute had been offered by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

It was the judgment of the committee that the bill just passed, 
the assessment bill, should to-day be taken up out of its order, to 
be presented first to the House, and Lam glad that the House in 

that bill has approved of our recommendation thereon. 
t was further agreed thatthen the 1 bills, in the order 
in which they had been reported and stand on the Calendar, 
should be called up. The bill which I have now brought before 
the House is the first of these bills. There are two othersin a 
similar position—the bill to amend the charter of the suburban 
railroad, and the bill with reference to the extension of the 
Washington and Georgetown road. j 


All three of these bills have heretofore been before the House 
and withdrawn on account of opposition. I wish to say now on 
behalf of the committee that we present this bill with the h 
that the House will dispose of it in some way, either favorably 


or adversely. The chairman of the committee will not feel au- 
thorized to withdraw from the consideration of the House 

of these bills after they are respectively presented. We will 
the House to givethem J Y PEEN PEETA FTPA of them finally, 
so that other measures may in their turn have consideration. 

I now move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole for the further consideration of the bill the title of 
which has been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House acco ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. MCRAE in the chair) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6596) to amend the act approved February 18, 
1893, changing the name of the Capitol, North O Street and 
South Washington Railway Company to the Belt Railway Com- 
3 ranting additional powers to said company. 

The © . The Clerk will read the pending amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 


SON]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section 1 the following: 
used on the lines as herein granted 
said power is not 


there is a practical one in existence, to said company 
is not completed 


a 5 owad by said 8 And — 7 7 c 
thin one year from the date of said order the railway company s ay 
to the District of Columbia, In addition to all other taxes now required to 


be paid by said company, an annual tax of $250 for each and every car ope- 
rated by horse on that portion of its line as herein granted.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, when this 
bill was last under consideration the gentleman from Iowa i 
HEPBURN] had offered an amendment, and to that I had offered 
the substitute which has just been read. I will now withdraw 
the amendment I offered, and let the vote be taken directly on 
that of the gentleman from Iowa, which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: j 


Add at the end ot Sectton 1: 
“ Provided, That all ot the cars of the said Belt Rall way Company shail 
after the tst day of January, 1896, be operated by an underground electric or ` 


cable motive power.” 
Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
5 Is that the only amendment now pending? 

he CHATRMAN. Chair is so informed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is all, and the de- 
bate was exhausted. We had commenced to vote on the amend- 
ment and no quorum was present. 

The CH MAN. Thatiscorrect. The question ison the 
amendment first read. 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
COOMBS), there were—ayes 46, noes 4. 

Mr. COOMBS. No quorum. 

1 CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. COOMBS and Mr. HEARD as 
tellers, 

The committee proceeded to divide 

Mr. COOMBS (one of the tellers). Mr. Chairman, I have ar- 
ranged with the committee to withdraw the point of no quorum, 
they agreeing to accept this addition to the amendment—— 

he CHAIRMAN, The point of no quorum is withdrawn. 

Mr. HAINES. I renew it, 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. 

The tellers reported—ayes 127, noes 1. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum has voted, and the Clerk will 
call the roll. 

The roll was called; when the following-named members failed 
to answer to their names: 


Abbott, Chickering, Gillet, N. Y. Kem, 
Adams, Ky. Clancy, Gillett, Mass. Kribbs, 
Adams, Cockran, ‘ht, Lawson, 
Aitken, Cogswell, G: Lefever, 
Aldrich. ni, Gresham, Lockwood, 
Apsley, Covert, Griffin, Loudensiager, 
Avery, ` Grout, Lucas, 
BuO Culberson, Grow, Maddox, 
ankhead, Cummings, Hager, Magner, 
Barnes, ey, Hammond, Martin, 2 
Bartlett, De Forest, é Marvin, N. Y, 
Belden, Denson, ter, McAleer, 
Bell, Colo Dingley, Hatch, McCleary, Minn. 
Beltzhoover, Draper, Hangen, McCreary, Ky. 
N Dunn, Heiner, Me x 
Bland. Dunphy, Henderson, Iowa McLaurin, 
Boutelle, Edmun Henderson, N.C. McMillin, 
Bower, N. C. Ellis, Ky. Hendrix, Meredith 
„Ark. Everett, Hines. Meyer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fielder, Hopkins, Pu. Milliken, 
Brown, Fithian, Houk Money. 
Bunn, Fletcher, Hulick. Montgomery. 
Cadm Funk Izlar, 
a organ, 
Campbell, Funston, Johnson, N. Dak. Morse, 
th, Geary, Johnson, oses, 
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eill, Stephenson, Wanger, 
8 Russell, Conn. Stevens, . Waugh, 
. —9 Sayers, Storer, Wells, 
O'Neill, Mo. ermerhorn, Sweet. Wever, 
Paynter, ton, Tarsney, Wheeler, III. 
Pence, Settle, Tawney, White, 
Phillips, h Taylor, Ind Whiting, 
Pickler, Sibley, Taylor, Tenn. Wilson, Ohio 
Pigot Sickles, er, Ga. Wilson, Wash. 
Simpson, 5 Wilson, W. Va. 
Rayner, pe, Tyler, Wise, 
Reyburn, Smith, Van Voorhis, N. Y. Woodard, 
Richardson, Mich. Somers, Wadsworth, Woomer. 
Robinson, Pa. Stallings, Walker, 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose: and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. MCRAE reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 6596, had found itself without a quo- 
rum, whereupon he had directed the roll to be called, and now 
reported the names of the absentees to the House. 

e SPEAKER. The names of the absentees will be entered 
upon the Journal. One hundred and ninety-two members, more 
than a quorum, having answered to their names, the committee 
will resume its session. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 


132, noes 1. 
The CHAIRMAN. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am quite well satisfied 


that Bol members present did not hear the announcement of 
the 5 

Mr. REED. Perhaps a double enforcement of section 40, to 
which officers of the House would undoubtedly consent, might 
have a beneficial effect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will continue the count. 

The tellers reported—ayes 151, noes 1. 

TheC AN. No quorum has voted. 
553 of Tennessee. I ask the enforcement of 

e rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, when the following-named membersfailed 
to answer: 


Abbott, De Forrest, Lawson, Schermerhorn, 
Adams, Ky. Denson, Lefever, cranton, 
Adams, Pa Dingley, Lockwood, Sherman, 
Aldrich, Draper, Loudenslager, Sibley, 
Apsley, Dunn Lucas, ickles, 
Avery. Dunphy, Maddox, Simpson, 
Baldwin, Edmunds, Magner, ipe, 
Bankhead, English, Cal. Marsh, Somers, 
Barnes, Everett, Martin, Ind Sorg 
Bartholdt, Fielder, arvin, N. Y. Stallings, 
Bartlett, Fithian, McAleer, Stephenson, 
Belden, Funk, McCleary, Minn. Stevens. 
Bell, Colo. Funston, MoCreary, Ky. Stone, Ky. 
Beltzhoover, Gear, McDowell, Swanson, 
Berry, Geary, McLaurin, Tawney, 
Blair, Gillet, N. Y. MeMilli: Taylor, Ind. 
Bland, Gillett, Mass Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn. 
Boen, oodnight, Meredith, Tucker, 
Boutelle am, Meyer, Turner, Ga. 
Bower, N. C. Grout, Money, n, 
Breckinridge, Mk. Grow, Montgomery, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hammond, Moon, Wadsworth, 
Broderick, 8 Morgan, Walker, 
Brown, Harter, Morse, Wanger, 
Bung, Hartman, Moses. Waugh, 
Burnes, Hatch, Neill, Wells, 
Cadmus, Haugen, Oates, Wever, 
Campbell, Heiner, O'Neill, Mo. Wheeler, III. 
Cannon, III. Henderson, Iowa Paschal, White, 
Chickering, Henderson, N. C. Paynter, Whiting. 
Childs, Hendrix. Pence. Wilson, Ohio 
Clancy, es. Phillips, Wilson, Wash 
Coe) Hooker, Miss. Pigott, Wilson, W.Va. 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Pa. Randall, ise, 

N ck, Rayner, Woodard, 
Covert, izlar, Reyburn, Woomer, 

Johnson, N. Dak. Richardson, Mich. Wright, Pa. 
Culberson, Johnson, Ohio. Robinson, Pa. 
Kem, Rusk, 
Davey. Kribbs, Russell, Conn. 
During the roll call— 


Mr. HAINES withdrew the point of no quorum. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississi ppi. I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed. 

he Clerk resumed and completed the calling of the roll. 
4 1 The gentleman from Missouri, Mr. MORGAN, 
ck. 

The committe rose; and the S er having resumed the 
chair, Mr. MCRAE, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, reported that that committee 
had had under consideration the bill H. R. 6596, had found 


itself without a quorum, and that he had thereupon caused the 
roll to be called in accordance with the rule, an 
‘ported the names of the absentees to the House. 


herewith re- 


The SPEAKER. The names of the absentees will be entered 
upon the Journal. One hundred and ninety-one gentlemen, 
more than a quorum, being present, the committee will resume 
its session. 

The committee 5 resumed its session, and took up 
the consideration of the bill H. R. 6596, with Mr. MCRAE in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. 
The question is on the adoption of the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Tha committee divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 125, 
noes 1. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following 
members failed to answer to their names: 
Abbott, Davey, Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Adams, Ky. De Forest, Johnson, Ohio Richardson, Mich. 
Adams, Pa. nson, em, Robinson, Pa. 
Aldrich, Dingley, Kilgore, Rusk, 
Apsley, Dinsmore, Kribbs, Ru:sell, Conn. 
Avery, Dolliver, Lawson, Schermerhorn, 
Babcock, Draper, Lefever, Seranton, 
Baker, N. H. Dunn, Lockwood, Shaw, 
aldwin, Dunphy, Loudenslager, Sherman, 
Bankhead, Edmunds, Lucas. Sibley, 
Barnes. Ellis, Ky. Maddox, Sickles, 
Bartholdt, Everett, Magner, Simpson, 
Bartlett, Fielder, Martin, Ind Sipe, 
Belden, Fithian, Marvin, N. Y. Snodgrass, 
Bell, Colo. Forman McAleer, Somers, 
Beltzhoover, Funk, McCall, Sorg, 
parT Funston, McCleary, Minn. S gs, 
ae am, Fyan, McCreary, Ky. Stephenson, 
Blair, Geary, McDannold, Stevens, 
Bland, Gillet, N. Y. McDowell, Stone, Ky. 
Boen, Gillett, Mass. McLaurin, Storer, 
Boutelle, Goodnight, MeMillin, Tarsney, 
Bower, N. C. Gorman, Meiklejohn, Tawney, 
Bowers, Cal. Graham, Mercer, Taylor, Ind. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Griftin, Meredith, Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, Meyer, Turner, Ga. 
Broderick, Grow, Money, Turner, Va. 
rown, Hall, Mo. Montgomery, Turpin, 
Bunn, mmond, oon, Tyler. 
Burnes, Harmer, Morgan, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cadmus, Harris, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Caminetti, Harter, Moses, Walker, 
Campbell. Hatch, Murray, Washington, 
on, Haugen, Neill, Waugh, 
th, Heiner, Newlands, ells, 
Chickering, Henderson, Ill. Northway, Wever, 
Clancy, Henderson, Iowa Oates, Wheeler, III 
Cockran, Hendrix, Ogden, White, 
Cogswell, Hines, O'Neill, Mo. Whiting. 
nn, Holman, Paynter, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Ind. Hopkins, Pa. Pence, Wilson, Wash. 
rnish, ouk, Philli Wilson, W. Va. 
Covert, udson, Pigott, Woodard, 
Crain, Hulick, Powers, Woomer, 
Culberson, Hutcheson, Rand: Wright, Mass. 
Cummings, lar, Rayner, Wright, Pa. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise. = 
The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker resumed th 


chair. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 
House, having under consideration the bill H.R. 6596, again 
finding itself without a quorum, I caused the roll to be called, 
and herewith report the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas, chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole, reports that that committee, 
having under consideration the bill H. R. 6596, found itself with- 
out a quorum, that he caused the roll to be called, and now re- 
ports the absentees to the House. The names of the absentees 
will be entered upon the Journal. One hundred and sixty-seven 
gentlemen have answered to their names. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, as the roll gall discloses the fact 
that a quorum is not present, I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was d to; and accordingly (at4o’clock and 5 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. RICHARDS, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, reported adversely the bill (H. R. 2719) refer- 
ring the claims of certain banks of the city of San Francisco, Cal., 
to the Court of Claims; which, with the accompanying report 
(No. 1215), was ordered to be printed and lie on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Anery Af- 
fairs was 3 from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
5403) to remove the charge of desertion t Thomas William 
Lynch, alias William Stevens, United States Navy, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. STRAUS: A bill (H. R. 7663) to regulate railroad com- 
Ta engaged in interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
nterstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: A bill (H. R. 7664) to amend Rule 12 of 
section 4233, relative to lights on rowboats in Detroit River—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7666) to amend and reenact section 3877 of the 
Revised Statutes, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roaés, 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7665) to regulate 
the sale of milk in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 7667) for locating and con- 
structing a ship canal from the Great Lakes to the Atlantic 
Ocean—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7668) to 
authorize the St. Louis, 8 and Southwestern Railway 
Company to bridge Bayou Des Glaises and the Atchafalaya 
River, in the State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7669) for the pro- 
tection of trade-marks and labels—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. b 

By Mr. DRAPER: A resolution authorizing the Committee 
on Military Affairs to inquire what increase, if any, should be 
made inthe Army of the United States, and to report the rec- 
n to the House to the Committee on Military Af- 

8. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7670) for the relief of 
Badar Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R.1671) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth L. Markham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 7672) pensioning soldiers 
who servedin the Cayuse Indian war—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 7673) for the relief of the estate 
of Dr. Joseph H. Pugh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7674) for the re- 
lief of Reuben A. Finnell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7675) to pension Isabell Noonan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7676) for the relief of Henry Neff—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Protest of citizens of Brainard, Minn., 
against appropriations for support of Indian schools—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Papers to accompany House bill 7652—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOEN: Petition of citizens of Hennepin County, Minn., 
for a special election to decide the questions of money, tariff, 
and an income tax by a direct vote of the people—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Two petitions of citizens of Lancaster, 
Pa., in favor of Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of J. B. Corey, a citizen of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., praying for legislation with respect to unlawful or- 
ganizations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Arthur J. Audett, chairman 
of ‘Tariff Committee Subordinate Association, No. 1, of the 
Lithographers’ International Protective and Insurance Associa- 
tion of the United States and Canada, indorsing an amendment 
to the Wilson tariff bill passed by the Senate—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of the Life Insurance Association of 
Tennessee, against the tax upon life insurance companies, ete.— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PENCE: Resolution of the People’s party of Charles 
County, Md., opposing any compromise with the Pacific Rail- 
roads and urging the foreclosure of the mortgages on said roads, 
and that the same be owned by the United States and run in the 
interest of the people to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 


Also, resolution by the Western Slope Congress of Colorado, 
praying that the reservations of the western slope of the State 
of Colorado be abolished in the interest of the commerce and de- 
velopment of the State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Raper sto 5 claim 
of Seth Barnes, of Washington Parish, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of citizens of Ohio, 
for passage of bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STORER: Memorial of Merchants and Manufacturers’ 
Association of Cincinnati, Manufacturers’ Association of Cincin- 
nati and Hamilton County, Cincinnati Freight Bureau, Chamber 
of Commerce of Cincinnati, Young Men’s Business Club of Cin- 
cinnati, Cincinnati Real Estate and Stock Exchange, Builders’ 
Exchange, Ohio Mechanics’ Institute, Cincinnati Board of Trade 
and Transportation, and the Commercial Club of Cincinnati, Ohio 
favoring appropriation for fast mail service between Cincinna 
poe fe South—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

5. 
By Mr. STRAUS: Petition of John M. Fuchs, of New York 
City, asking that he be granted a pension, to accompany House 
bill 778—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, July 10, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, and by unanimous consent, the 
further reading was dispensed with. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of eee by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced thatthe House had passed 
the bill (S. 190) for the benefit of sundry persons residing in the 
vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, Mo. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the resolution to print 4,000 extra 
copies of the report of the select committee of the Medical 
Society of the District of Columbia on typhoid and malarial 
fevers and other preventable diseases. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (S.441) for the relief of 
oe ea Collins, and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi- 

ent. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the memorial of Samuel 
Gompers, president of the American Federation of Labor, of New 
York, remonstrating against the ratification of the Chinese 
treaty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am in receipt of a communication from sun- 
dry citizens of Indian Territory, inwhich they complain very 
bitterly of certain alleged cruelties practiced upon them by 
United States troops and persons in the employ of corporations 
railway corporations I suppose, they are not mentioned—and 
asking an investigation thereof upon the part of Congress. 
There is no evidence of the cruelties ais 5 to have been prac- 
ticed accompanying the petition. I think, therefore, that the 

tition had better be referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 

airs, and their attention having been called to the matter in 
this way, I hope they will look into it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, Ill., praying that the rate of duty on laces and embroi- 
deries made wholly or in part of metal, cotton, flax, silk, or 
weol, be not less than 60 per cent ad valorem; ‘which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cook 
County, Ill., and a petition of sundry citizens of the State of 
Illinois, praying that in the passage of any law providing for the 
taxation of incomes the funds of mutual life insurance compa- 
nies and associations be exempted from taxation; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Waukegan, 
III., and a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, Ill., praying 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be 
exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

r. MCMILLAN presented the petition of R. MeKinnel and 
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sundry other citizens of Detroit, Mich., and the petition of Fred 
Z. Zimmerman and sundry other citizens of Saginaw, Mich., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 


tions be exempted from the proposed income- tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition signed by E. C. 
Keene and 98 other voters of Hayes County, Nebr., praying that 
an appropriation of $25,000 be made for the purpose of sinkin 
experimental artesian wells. My inclination would be to sen 
the petition to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands, but the matter is of such great importance to that 
section of the country that I hope the Committee on 3 
tions may give it consideration in connection with one of the 
appropriation bills, I therefore move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

aa DOLPH. To what section of country does the matter re- 

r 


To the western part of Nebraska, known 


Mr. DOLPH. It is confined to the State of Nebraska? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The petition is so confined. [should 
be very glad to see the experiment made very general. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ithought the Senator was offering an amend- 
ment to an 77 riation bill. A 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; it is a petition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection the 
petition will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VILAS presented the petition of J, B. Weigand and sun- 
dry other citizens of Soldiers Grove, Wis., and a petition of 
Camp No. 1151, Modern Woodmen of America, of Soldiers 
Grove, Wis., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MCLAURIN, from the Select Committee to Investigate 
the Geological Survey, to whom was referred the amendment 
submitted by Mr. MARTIN, on the 23d of April last, intended to 
be preposed to the sundry civil 1 eal gear n bill, reported fa- 
vorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. IN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6080) granting a certain mili- 
tary reservation to Oklahoma City, Okla., to the public free 
schools thereof, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 995) donating the military reservation at Oklahoma 
City, in Oklahoma Territory, to said city for the use and benefit 
of the free public schools thereof, and for other p ro- 
ported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7334) to sell certain lands in Mont- 


mery County, Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South reported it with amendments and submitted a report 
thereon. 


Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 94) providing 
for an investigation relative to the work and wages of women 
and children, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R.6913) making appropriations 
for current and sy tps aarp expenses of the I partment, 
and fulfilling pes 80 ulations with various Indian tribes for 
the fiscal year end g une 30, 1895, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments and submitted a report thereon. 


TARIFF BULLETINS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I report from the Committee on Finance 
Tariff Bulletins Nos. 52, 53, and 54 inclusive, being replies to tariff 
inquiries in regard to wool and manufactures of wool. Task 
that the builetins be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2197) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew T. Bovard; which wasread twice by itstitle, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MoMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2198) rela’ to the wit- 
nessing of wills in the District: of Columbia; w was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2199) granting u pension to 
Charles F. Holly; which was read twice by its title, referred 
toe me eaa ee eg an inerente at 

0 a = gran an increase — 
sien to Isaiah Mitchell: axa was read twice by its title, Ba. 


5 accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2201) to incorporate the National 
Rapid Transit Railway Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2202) to repeal an act entitled 
An act to amend the laws relative to shipping commissioners,” 
approved August 19, 1890; which wasread twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2203) for the relief of Arthur 
Connell; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 2204) to set apart certain 
lands now known as Pacific forest reserve, as a public park, to 
be known as. Washington National Park; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 2205) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of William H. and Sarah M. Dunbar, late 
of Adams County, Miss.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

sed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ip Pe the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
ponen by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
855 0 pi to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
pr 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committeee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submiti an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill: which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC AGENCIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], com- 
ing over from a previous day. 

o resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. PEFFER was read, 
as follows: 


Tn view of existing social and business conditions and by way of suggest- 

ing subjects for remedial legislation— 
2 it resolved by the Senate of the United States 
cf First. a all public functions ought tobe exercised by and through pub- 

c agencies. 

Second, Thatall railroads employed in interstate commerce ought to be 
brought into one organization under control and 8 of public offi- 
cers; that charges for tr: on of persons and property ought to be 
uniform throughout the country; that wages of employés ought to be reg- 
ulated by law and paid promptly in money. 

Third. That all coal beds ought to be owned and worked Dy the States or 
by the Federal Government; and the wages of all persons who work in the 
mines ought to be provided by law and paid in money when dno. 

Fourth. That all money used by the ple ought to be supplied only by 
the Government of the United States; that the rate of interest ought to be 
uniform in all the States, not exceeding the net average increase of the per- 
manent wealth of the people, 

Fifth. That all revenues of the Government ought to be raised by taxes on 
great wealth, incomes, and real values. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President 

Mr. BLACKBURN rose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. I yield for morning business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. May I ask the Senator from Kansas—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I giaa for any morning business. 


Mr. BLACKBUR Itis not morning business. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then I prefer to proceed. I shall not detain 
the Senate very long. 

Mr. BLACK I rose to ask the Senate to proceed to 


the consideration of the general appropriation bill which was 
taken up yesterday. 

Mr. PEFFER. refer to say what little I have to say now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky that the Senator from Kansas has been rec- 
ognized upon a resolution coming over from & previous day as a 
part of the morning business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I merely ask the Senator from Kansas 
to allow the Senate to proceed with the consideration of the 
appropriation bill. If the Senator thinks that his speech is 
more important to the country than the appropriation bill, of 
course I am powerless. 
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Mr. PRFFER. I do think the pending resolution is more im- 
portant than any SIN go bill at this time. 2 — 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will try, if the Senate will hear me patiently, 
not to go out of my way to say anything that ought. not to be 
said, and Iwill as nearly as possible confine myself closely to the 
line of thought marked out. I appeal to Senators—somethin: 
which I have not yet before done. In view of the seriousnesso 
the present situation I appeal to Senators not only to be patient, 
Putto listen; forwhileIamnotaprophet, nor the son of a prophet, 
nor an alarmist, yet I have. time and time called the atten- 
tion of his body, and through it of the country, towhat seemed 
to me to be within the range of every ordinary man’s horizon— 
that is to say, great public peril. ; 

While the pending resolution is made up of four or five dis- 
tinet parts, they all relate to one fundamental error that our 
country has fallen into; and I wish to direct the attention of 
Seuators and of the people of the country at large of all classes 
to that fundamental error. We have permitted afew men here 
and a few men there, one man here and one man yonder, to 
usurp governmental functions. So the resolution begins with 
the proposition that all public functions, ought to be exercised 
by public agencies. 

What is situation in which we find ourselves now? T shall 
not go through a list of the n headings as I did a few 

sago in reference to the coal strike. The whole country 
understands the situation now, though it seems that really but 
few people are trying to ascertain the causes and to ferret the 
remedy. In order that we may understand what now confronts 
us and how it came about, without reference to anything which 
took place before or what may take place hereafter, I want first 
to call the attention of the Senate to. a statement of a man named 
Debs, of whom we have heard a good deal recently and may pos- 
sibly hear more in the future. This man Debs, by reason of his 
being the official head of a great organization of railway em- 
oyes, is the recognized mouthpiece of that body. On the 6th 
‘ny of June Mr, Debs made u written statement of the condition 
from his standpoint, and it was published in the papers pretty 
generally, I believe. : 

The copy which I have is found in the Chieago Times, under 
date of June 6. Ido not wish to read all of his statement, but 
will state enough of it that Senators will understand clearly 
what Mr. Debs wished to say and what he really did say; and I 
shall ask that the whole communication may be printed with my 
remarks in the RECORD. 

-Mr. Debs goes on to say that, in the first place, the American 
Railway Union had no connection whatever with the Pullman 
difficulty, as itis known. Then he describes what the Pullman 
difficulty was. Without going intoall the details, Iwill state by 
way of preface that the Pullman Company established what most 
people in this world believed to be an ideal community, in which 
all the citizens should have equal rights, in which none should 
have special privileges. The object was to build a community 
where the best modernscientific principles of hygiene, drainage, 
sewerage, grading, lighting, watering, and every other conven- 
jence should abound. 

But while the company was doing that, while the world was 
looking on applauding, the company, like every other corpora- 
tion. of which T have ever known anything, held all of the power, 
allof the reins withinitsown grasp. That is to say, while there 
was sewerage, while there was light, while there was water, 
while there were parks, and all those desirable things, at the 
end of every month or of every week, as the case might be, when 

y day came around, the charges that were set up against the 
residents of the town of Pullman for their lots and for their con- 
veniences were deducted from their pay (just.as the clothing of 
a soldier or extra rations or a lost gun were deducted from his 

Pay) and the balance found to be due was paid to these poopie: 
Among these charges were rents and stated dues for the pur- 
chase cf property. 

After a while hard times began to pinch. the company as it 
did everybody else, and it began to reduce the pay of the men. 
The men submitted patiently. Another reduction came and 
the men again submitted, only asking, however, that their rent 
charges should be reduced, that their taxes should be reduced 
to correspond to the amount of reduction in their wages. 

Then it was found that these poor people were absolutely de- 
fenseless, eee. powerless in the hands of a corporation 
that had no soul. They asked to have a reduction of their rent 
charges and of other charges; they asked fora little time to 
turn around. 

All these t s were denied them. Finally, the Pullman 
citizens came to the conclusion that they might as well starve 


in defense of their rights as to starve while the proprietors of | 


the town, the organizers and controllers of the corporation, 
were feasting on the fat things that these men had made for 


them. Now the trouble is on hand, and the leader of this great 


corporation is off at the seashore, or on a lake, or on an island, 
or somewhere, refusing to entertain even a newspaper man, ex- 
cept-to say, “I have nothing to say; the at Chicago 
will look after the company s interest there”—heartless, soul- 
less, conscienceless, Mr. President, this tyrant of tyrants. 


Mr, Debs sets out all of this, except the parti details to 
which [referred a moment ago, and goes on ap ing to the 
people, after having stated to the public that the way Union 
took no-hand in this matter until after the grievances of the 
Pullman men had been submitted to them. These evances 
were submitted to the local assemblies, and a nati assembly 


of the union was held in Chicago, and the local representatives 
came up instructed, many of them, and a.resolution was adopted 
unanimously that the American Railway Union should make 
the cause of these Pullman men the cause of the American Rail- 
N i dto presen: 

ter having done that, a committee was appointed to b 
their conclusions and their request to the 8 Company. 
Their request was that these troubles between the employésand 
the Pullman Company might be submitted to an impartial arbi- 
tration. This was denied. The committee again went with the 
same request, and that was denied. Then came -I was going 
to say a universal —but then came a very general dropping of 
tools, a dropping of Nip pice so that the men might go out 
of the traces and let the railway companies go ahead without 
them if they could do so. Their object was—and it was so stated 
to the rail managers - to boycott the Pullman cars. 

The American Rail Union will not haul Pullman cars; 
they will not handle P ears. Whether it was right or 
whether it was wrong, Mr. President, if is not my Daron this 
morning to argue, for we are not at that point now. The situa- 
tion confronts us, and it is our duty to deal with it as we find it. 

Without referring further to this letter, I ask that it may be 
incorporated with my remarks, 

Than VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


APPEALS TO THE PUBLIC, 


President Debs issued the following clear and succint statement of the 
causes and status of the present conditions yesterday: 

To THe PUBLIC: So m misleading reports have been given curren 
in reference to the greatrailroad strike now in progress that I am prom: 1 
in the interest of justice and fair play, to give the public an honest, impar- 
tial statement of the issues involved and the facts as they actually exist. 
My purpose in this is. to have the great American public—the plain people 
in every avenue of life conversant with the situation as it really is, that 
they who constitute the highest tribunal we know may pass just judg- 
meni upon our acts—condemn us if we are wrong and uphold us it we are 

t. 


st ofall, let it be said thas the Pullman employés who struck May 6 
last, did so entirely of their own accord. Their action in so doing was spon- 
taneous and unanimous, They simply revolted against a series of deep- 
seated Mien of long standing, and no power could stay them. It has been 
charged, the charge has been widely accepted, that they were induced 
to strike by their “leaders” and labor agitators; that 11 left za 
have remained at work. The charge is wholly is, thatthe 
officers of the American Railway Union used all their influence to pacify the 
employés, and advised them repeatedly not to strike, but to bear ane 
their grievances until a peaceable settlement could be effected: Tothetrut 
of this statement the Smoren themselves will bear eee 

But the grievances of 9 men and women. had eso - 
vated, so galling, that patience: deserted them and they abandoned ir 
employment rather than submit longer to conditions è which their 
very souls rebelled. Whether they were right or not, let only those judge 
who comprehend the conditions under which these faithful employés toiled 
oaned. Let us avoid sentiment. The bare 


poor, employer or employed. The Co: , be it understood, 
owns the town of Pullman, owns the h the homes of employés, eon 
trols the light and water, and other ies of and wages are-so ad- 

usted to living expenses that in a large majority of cases the employés are 
barol rt their families, t overwhelming can be 


able tosu) R 
One instance win suffice. At the time they struck the employés were in 
arrears to the Pullman Company 870,000for rent alone. Wages had been re- 
peatedly reduced, but rent and rage ap ten remained the same. At this 
rate it would have been a question of a short time only until the employés 
yous have been hopelessly involved in debt—mortgaged t and bedy 


arrogantly deciares that there is nothing to arbitrate. this be trne why 
not allow a board of fair and im arbitrators: to determine the fact? 
t this point we appeal to the public as to whether the of the Pull- 


arbitrate 
arbitrarily demand unconditional surrender as the only basis of settlement 
the nie merit the condemnation of the public, and it would certainly 
and swiftly fall upon them with crushing’ 


Committee after committee waited tho officials of the Pullman Com 
pany with avain hope of effecting a settlement. willing to make 
concessions, to compromise in the Interest of their 


adaman’ Finally » 

June 12; the delegates of the American ope abet Magy representing 4% local 
cipal lines of 

Pullman troubl 
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cussed at their local meetings. Many of the delegates cameinstructed. The 
grievances of the Pullman employés were taken under consideration. Two 
separate committees were sent to the officials. Not the slightest satisfac- 
tion could be obtained. Asa last resort the delegates by unanimous vote 
determined that unless the Pullman Company would 
their employés within five days, the members of the order would decline to 
haul Pullman cars. This action, be it remembered, was not taken until the 
strike had been on six weeks, and every conceivable effort to obtain redress 
had failed because of the obstinacy of the 1 

Up to this point the trouble was confined to the Pullman Com and its 
employés. How, then, did the strike extend to the railways? Let the auswer 
be given in accordance with the facts. The day before the order of the dele- 

tes declining to haul Pullman cars went into effect, the General Managers’ 
lation, representing the princi western railways, met and passed a 
series of resolutions, declaring in substance that they would uphold the Pull- 
man Com in its fight upon theemployés, that they would haul Pullman 
cars and that they would stand together in crus out the American Rail- 
way Union. The resolutions in question were published in the city papers 
and can be referred to in substantiation of this averment. 

It will thus be seen that the railway companies virtually joined forces 
with the Pullman Company, went into partnership with them, so to speak, 
to reduce and defeat their half-starved employés. In this way the trou- 
ble was extended from line to line, and from system to system, until a 
crisis has been reached. The business of the country is demoralized 
to an extent that defies omen. e To say that the situation is al 
is entirely within the bounds of prudent statement. Every good citizen 
must view the outlook with grave concern. Something should, something 
must be done. The American people are a peace - lo ple—they want 
neither anarchy nor revolution. ey have faith in their institutions, they 
believe in law and order, they believe in food government, but they also be- 
lieve in fair play. Once aroused they will not tolerate arbitrary and dicta- 
3 defiance, even on the part of an alliance of rich and powerful corpora- 

ons. 


A it ie kon: 


the organ- 
shall —.— 


reference to o 
sion, and compromise animate and govern both sides, and there will be no 
trouble in reaching a settlement that will be satisfactory to all concerned. 
This done, let the railway companies agree to restore all their employés to 
their situations defected Goa hype and the trouble will be ended. The 
crisis will thus be ave: , traffic will resume, and peace will reign. The 
railwaysare not required to 8 the American Railway Union. This 
has never been asked, nor is it ed now. 

I have now clearly and briefiy as possible stated the position of the Amer- 
ican Railway Union as it was at the beginning of the trouble and as it is 
now. 

If there are those who discover in this statement a ‘‘ weake on the 
part of the employés, as has been so often charged, when an exposition of the 
true attitude of our order was attempted, we have only to say that they are 
welcome to such solace as such a perverted conclusion affords them. We 
have been deliberately and maliciously misrepresented, but we have borne 
it all with an unwayering faith that the truth will finally and powerfully 
prevail, We firmly believe our cause is just, and while we hold that belief 
We will not e. If we are wrong we are ready to be convinced. We are 
open to reason and to conviction, but we will not be cowed nor intimidated, 

ere we to sacrifice the multiplied thousands of wageworkers who have 
committed their interests to our hands and yield to the pressure of corpo- 
rate power, we would be totally unworthy of American citizenship. 

It may be asked what sense is there in sympathetic strikes. Let the cor- 
porations answer. When one is assailed all goto the rescue. They stand 
together; they supply each other with men, money, and equipments. La- 
bor, in unifying its forces, Sopy follows their example. The corporations 
established the precedent. Ifthe proceeding is vicious and indefensible let 
them first abolish it. In this contest labor will stand by labor. Other 
organizations of workingmen have themselves felt the oppressive hand of 
corporate a egg They will not be called out, but will go out. And the 
spectacle of Mr. Pullman, fanned by the breezes of the seashore while his 
employés are starving, is not calculated to prevent their fellow wage- 
workers from going to their rescue by the only means at their command. 

A few words in reference to myself, although ordinarily I pay no atten- 
tion to misrepresentation or vituperation, may not be out of place, not be- 
cause of myself mally, but on account of the cause I have the honor to 
a re nt, which may suffer if silence is maintained while it is as- 

ed with falsehood and mali t detraction. I shirk no responsibility, 
neither do I want credit to which Iam not entitled. This strike was not 
‘‘ordered"’ by myself, nor by any other individual. I have never ordered 
nor called“ anybody out. Under the rules of the American Railway Union 
members can only strike when a majority of their number so decide. The 
vote of the delegates in this instance was unanimous. And wherever men 
have struck they did so of their own accord. I have simply served the no- 
tice after the men themselves had determined to go out. 

This is the extent of my authority, and I have never exceeded it, My al- 
leged authority to “call” or ‘order’ out has been made the pretext on which 
to assail me with every slander that malignity could conceive. So far as I 
am personally concerned detraction can not harm me, nor does it matter if 
itcould. I do not amount to more than the humblest member of our order 
33 not as much. Fate or fortune has ed me a duty. and. no matter 

ow trying the ordeal or severe the penalties, I propose to perform it. The 
reflection that an honest man has nothing to fear sustains and comforts me 
in every hour of trial. 

In closing let me at that we stand ready todo our part toward avert- 
ing the impend crisis. We have no false pride to stand in the way of a 
settlement. Wedonot want ‘official’ recognition. All we ask is fair play 
for the men who have chosen us torepresent them. 

If the corporations refuse to yield and stubbornly maintain that there is 
nothing to arbitrate” the responsibility for what may ensue will be upon 
their heads and they can not escape its penalties. 

EUGENE V. DEBS. 


Mr. PEFFER. Then, after this conclusion had been reached 
upon the part of the American Railway Union, the general man- 
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agers of the railways held a meeting at Chicago for the purpose 
of considering the situation. They came to a unanimous agree- 
ment likewise, and their agreement was published, and it was 
to the effect that they would stand by the Pullman Company, 
let the results be what they might; and we have seen in the 
oer dispatches several times important telegrams from 
New York City and from other points to the managers at Chi- 
cago, 5 Pang firm; to yield now is to lose everything”—substan- 
y tha 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to have the Senator put all the 
factsin. Is he not a aware that the railway companies have 
contracts with the Pullman Company under which they are ab- 
solutely bound to use their cars, and is not Pullman under a cor- 
bed ert obligation to them? 

Ir. PEFFER. The railway companies are under no greater 
obligation to Pullman than Pullman is to the men who make the 
cars. There is the sticking point in this controversy, I say to 
the Senator from Connecticut in all kindness and frankness. 
These men have nothing to do with the railway contracts with 
the Pullman Company, and the contract the railway has with 
that sompeny has nothing to do with interstate commerce, 
That is merely a matter of personal convenience. 

But I was surprised, alniost startled, the other day by the ven- 
erable and dist aroetan Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
introducing a resolution that Congress should overhaul the Pull- 
man-car business—a private matter between the Pullman Com- 
pany and the railway companies. However, I was delighted as 
well as surprised to see the resolution coming from such asource 
at such a time, even if it do savor of paternalism. 

But, Mr. President, we have no time to talk about the con- 
tract of the railroad companies and the Pullman Company, and 
it is strange in this presence that a Senator of the United States 
should bring this in between these men and the great question 
that confronts us, more especially from a Senator who is now 
and who has many times been the champion of American labor. 
Oh! from such friends, Mr. President, God save us. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator ought not to misrepresent me. 
He talks about the railroad companies declaring that they would 
stand by Mr. Pullman. I know nothing of the kind, and have 
never heard anything of the kind. I called the Senator's atten- 
tion to the undeniable fact that there were certain things that 
thoy are bound under the law to do. 

r. PEFFER. Let them go along then and do the things. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isay with the Senator that the relation be- 
tween Pullman and his men has nothing in God's world to do 
with the rioters and murderers in Chicago. 

Mr. PEFFER. It has not only a great deal to do with it, but 
things that may yet come will grow out of this strike, unless 
employers will hear and unless legislators will hear. 

I do not wonder sometimes that there is a growing feeling 
against the condition of things at Washington; I do not wonder 
sometimes that men write me and say, Would to God that the 
Senate was abolished.” I wrote to a friend the other day that I 
was ready for its abolition and would be willing to vote for it, 
and I would gostill further and vote for the abolition of the House 
of Representatives, and J would favor that the personnel of the 
Government should be confined to a few men, not to exceed one 
from each State, and let them select a presiding officer from 
their own number. The fewer governors we have in this coun- 
try the better, Mr. President, as it seems to me; at any rate a 
few men could do no worse than a few hundred men have done. 

One of the grandest, and yet most dangerous, in one sense, ol 
3 that could be presented to the human sight would be 
the stoppage of every workingman's arm for just ten days. I 
was peculiarly impressed about two months ago by reading a 
letter from a resident of this city, whose name I have forgotten 
and whose letter I have mislaid, though I wanted to use it this 
morning, in which he said, IS there no way to teach legislators 
the effect of troublesnow brewing in this country except for men 
to stop work?” Then he went on to picture what the situation 
would beif every arm should be idle for ten days or two weeks; 
the wheels of thefactories would stop; the smoke of the furnaces 
would cease to rise into the heavens; the railway trains would stop; 
the supply of the cities would stop; the movement of things that 
the people in the country need would stop; and all life, so far as 
business, trade, and commerce are concerned, would be at anab- 
solute and perfect standstill, like the stillness of a Sunday morn- 
ing, nobody at work, everything paralyzed, an inert mass of hu- 
man beings—the most dangerous condition imaginable. 

That is what this thing means for the American people. Let 
anyone who lives in a large city, and many Senators here do, 
imagine what would be the condition of themselves and their 
neighbors should there be a cordon all around the city, so that 
the people inside could not get out and those on the outside 
could not get in for a period of thirty days. Starvation would 
stare in the face of the whole community. Apply the same 
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rule to the world, and in a little while the earth would be de- 
Poppa 

hese things teach us, Mr. President, the brotherhood of men; 
they teach us the necessity of one man to another; they teach 
us the interdependence among people. At times the citizens of 
Kansas send to Texas and to States in the South along the 
coast their wheat, their flour, their corn, their oats, and their 
hay and meat, and we receive in return their lumber; we receive 
their cotton, we receive their fruits, and we receive many of the 
things that they have to spare. So it is in the North; so it is 
in the South; so it is in the East, and so it is in the West. 
Everywhere communities, States, families, individual men and 
women are dependent one upon another. 

Look upon your breakfast table, on your dinner table, and see 
where the things that you eat come from; whomade them; how; 
when; what it cost to get them there! Lookat theclothing you 
wear, the houses in which you live, the things about you—not 
one of them perhaps that you or your family, or any of your 
blood, had anything to do with the making or the handling of. 
We go halfway around the earth and more for many of oursup- 

lies. 

s Consider that great fact, and in connection with another fact, 
that conditions have changed here and elsewhere within the 
last thirty or forty years, so that whereas afew years ago every 
individual, with here and there an exception, had his own little 
patch of ground, his own pigs and sheep and cow and fowls, so 
that he had within himself and within range of his family enough 
8 to bridge over a few days of idleness. 

ow, go into one of the cities, where men are massed . 
and you will find traffic is perpendicular as well as horizontal 
and that there is no place either in the street or in the yard in 
these great bustling cities where a citizen can raise a floweror 
a herb without putting it into a pot and resting it upon a win- 
dow or in some portion of the house where the sunshine may 
come in. 

When the city workingman’s employment is stopped he is 
stopped; his source of livelihood is stopped; the supplies of his 
family are stopped; and when large numbers of these men quit 
work the machinery of commerce is clogged. So the time 
has come for employers themselves to learn that the best way to 
handle these situations is by fair treatment of their men; andif 
they can not do that, it is time for the ple in their own sov- 
ereign capacity to interfere and say, This thing has gone far 
enough; thus far and no farther.” 

This morning the dispatches brought us news of great impor- 
tance. I have an extract from the Washington Post, with some 
descriptive matter, stating that citizens of Chicago met with 
the officers of that city and requested some official interference 
in the interest of peace. good order, and law. A committee was 
appointed. The committee visited the Pullman Company and 
asked that the matter be arbitrated. They were received by 
Vice-President Wickes, of the Pullman Company. Mr. Wickes 
asked the alderman: 

“ Do you come as an official of the city? 

“I do,” replied Mr. McGillen. 

1 ae you represent the mayor in this matter?” inquired the Pullman of- 
eR The mayor will indorse our action here,” the alderman replied. 

Alderman McGillen was the spokesman. He addressed Mr. Wickes and 

laced before him the proposition as authorized by the full committee. 

ce, as the alderman halted for an instant, Mr. Wickes said, The company 
can not recede from the position it has already held.” 

The interjection aroused Alderman McGillen, and he eloquent! rtrayed 
thesituationinallits bearings and the inevitable consequences. r. Wickes 
listened * He seemed touched by thi appeal, and when the spokes- 

0 . Runnells, of the Pullman 


5 CES 
man had concluded retired wifh Attorney John 
Company, for consultation. 


It was— 
Sharp, short, and decisive— 
The headlines say. 


The delay was of brief duration. When he returned every one present 
read in Vice-President Wickes’s stern face the answer he would make. Ad- 
dressing Alderman McGillen, Mr. Wickes said: 

“The man Company has not. to arbitrate.” 

Then there was a painful silence. y Alderman McGillen said: “Am 
I to understand that the Pullman Company refuses this slight request, 
“nade at so ve an hour, and upon which so much depends?” 

“The Pullman Company has nothing to arbitrate,” reiterated Mr. Wickes. 

Mr. McGillen said: Mr. Wickes, your company demands the police pro- 
tection of the Federal Government, the State of Illinois, the county of Cook, 
and the city of Chicago, and yet you utterly ignore a fair request made by 
the city—a request, the fundamental idea of whichis the preservation of the 

We have come to you as conservers of the peace, and you have as- 
sumed grave responsibility in thus refusing the request we make—a re- 
sponsibility greater, perhaps, than even you are aware of.” 

“There is a principle involved in this matter.“ replied Mr. Wickes,‘ which 
the Pullman Com y will not surrender. It is that employers must be 
8 to run their business in their own way, and without interference 

rom their employés or from anybody else.” 


Not even from the city of Chicago, I will interject, nor from 
the State of Illinois, nor from the United States Government. 
Pullman, and Pullman alone, is king. Great is Pullman! 
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We shall not allow anyone to tell us how our business shall be conducted, 


and we shall not consent to arbitration. Our business is our own private 


eras 2 55 we want no interference from Federal or State or any other gov- 
ent. 

There is the ultimatum. Now, this strike of the American 
Railway Union means a solution of the problem. It is not a 
strike of lawbreakers, of men going out affirmatively and sar 
tively and as an original proposition to destroy property. Such 
is not the object of the union. But the Pullman Company lays 
down the rule ‘‘no matter what we are doing, this is our own 
private concern. Neither the city, the State, nor the nation 
has any right to interfere with our business.” Yet there is not 
an incorporated village, town, or city in the country which does 
not have ordinances restricting in many ways the liberty of its 
citizens in regard to their own private business, 

It is an axiom of the common law, so old that the memory of 
man runneth not to the contrary, that when anything becomes 
a nuisance it may be abated, no matter what it is. Not only 
that, but every State in this Union and every State in Christen- 
dom have the same kind of restrictive provisions, Go about in 
this city, go about in any city, and you will find that building is 
regulated by statute onal by ordinance. You will find that the 
habits of the people in many respects are regulated. Hotels 
must be constructed in certiin ways. The same thing applies 
to theaters and public places. Private residences within cer- 
tain limits must not be built of wood, walls must be of a certain 
thickness, and the foundation must be of a certain character. 

Look into your statute books, and you will find that a dairy- 
man is bound strictly to give to the people good milk, good but- 
ter, and good cheese. The farmer who takes his hay into the 
city with a rock in the middle of the load in order to make it 
weigh heavier is liable to the law. The citizen who stops ~ 
upon the public highway is liable to the law. Everywhere the 
hands of the law, and properly so, are about the people in order 
that the public good may be conserved. 

On Sunday before the 4th of July this year some of Christ's 
ministers in this ey Aaeated a to discuss existing conditions. 
One of them used this language, so the reporter says: 

He said that there was a chance in this country for demag and he 
thought that it was making headway in our State and national politics and 
now musters a formidable array of votes in both branches of Congress. Po 
ulism,” he said, “is simply an incipient, ignorant, and unorganized Pict 1, 
ism. Its political 2 is the D of the Bore against the rich, the 
improvident st the thrifty, the idle t the industrious. Coxey is 
its typical product; the mob violence which is disgrac: so many sections 
of our country its legitimate fruitage. An income tax which, it is estimated, 
will fall upon only one out of 800 of our citizens is its conception of equita- 
ble legislation. 

I should like to know what that man’s income will be when 
he goes up where coin of heaven is used. He proceeds: 

All this is the protoplasm of 8 It proceeds upon the assumption 
that political power can level moral distinctions; that government is bound 
to make everybody comfortable and happy. When these delusions are ex- 


posa it will bə ready tolay violent hands upon government and upon the 
uman lives that represent it. 


If that preacher does not know anything more about the doc- 
trines of Christ than he does about the doctrines of the Populist 
party, he, with a good mang more of us, will have to pass through 
the eye of a needle before he gets into heaven. 

Mr. KYLE. What is the minister's name? 

Mr. PEFFER. Iamasked for his name. There are the names 
of several clergymen here. This particular gentleman is re- 
ported as Rev. Dr. Hamlin. : 

Mr. President, the Populist idea is exactly the opposite of 
anarchism. The Populist is the antipode of anarchy. The 
Populist believes in government. He believes in the govern- 
ment of the people. He believes in the doctrine taught in the 
Declaration of Independence, which is not a doctrine at all but 
simply a terse statement of a fundamental truth, that all men 
are created equal, and that flowing out of that equality of birth 
there are certain rights of which even the individual himself 
can not divest himself—the right to life, the right to liberty, 
and the right to pursue his own vocation in his own way, un- 
molested, so long as he does not interfere with the right of his 
fellow-men. 

The Populist a manis government, but the very highest 
form of government. The Populist is ready to take the great 

rototype of my excellent friend who sits in front of me [Mr. 

ILLS] as their leader and their guide in political 9 
I can now recall nothing that Thomas Jefferson ever said which 
does not find a warm, responsive heart-throb in the breast of 
every Populist. 

This man is not crazy, nor is he ignorant, nor do I believe he 
isa bad man. On the other hand, I believe he averages high 
with the modern Christian, that he will average well with the 
modern preacher, whose philosophy comes to him from the 
Middle Ages, and whose ideas of finance come to him through 
newspapers which are edited in the business offices. That man 
3 more undertake to denounce usury in his congregation 
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than he would undertake to go up in a balloon and come down 
ina ute. He would no more undertake to denounce the 
evil practices that he must know, or has good reason to believe, 
permeate the whole Christian world than he would undertake 
to organize a mob and drive the members of this body out of the 
Chamber 


Mr. President, the church needs light. Its members areask- 
ing for light, and the men on the outside who are scolding at it, 
as I am to-day, are asking that it be restored to that spirit of 
Christianity that the Master taught, just as my good friend 
from Texas here [Mr. MILLS], and many more like him, are ask- 
ing that the politics of the United States be restored to the con- 
ditions that Jefferson and his compeers favored. 

. Mr. President, when I speak thus of the church Iam not speak- 
ing harshly of Christianity. Oh, no; in my heart I have the 
most tender feeling for all humankind. But I should like to 
arouse the church. Oh, what an opportunity it has now for 

t and daring deeds of benevolence, kindness, and far-reach- 
5 patriotism! This is the time when the church is needed, and 
when just such men as these preachers are needed, if they will 
only get in touch with the toiling masses, and quit people 
who are trying to bring the country back to its old moorings 
anarchists and bloodthirsty men. 

Mr. President, the Populists have said some things about the 
old political organizations. I do not believe that they have ever 
told the truth more fully and completely than they themselves 
have done. The other day, when the distinguished senior Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Hitz] pounced mercilessly and with- 
out thought, as I believe, upon the State which the Senator who 
now occupies the chair [Mr. MARTIN in the chair] and myself 
have the honor to represent, I read to him an interesting little bit 
of literature. But we were in the midst of commotion and 
excitement, and it hardly fell the great public audience as 
it will fall now in this connec: rather than in that. How- 
ever, before I come to that Iwish to state that sixteen yearsago 
last January the distinguished senior Senator from Indiana 
a 3 1 oa 8 seat, addressed =H 

upon the subject ance when he was pleading, patriot 
ex 2 was, for 1 ee — menn I fnd 

a speech of his, full ol eloquent pathos, power r, 
on page 330 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, under date poe p 
uary 15, 1878, a most scathing arraignment of the party then in 
power. 

Sir— 

Said he in another place in the same speech— 
in the entire catalogus of crimes against human society— 

Let me read that again: 


Sir, in the entire catalogue of crimes against human society not one can 
be found so awful in all its co: both immediate and remote, as a 
oo commits when it de tely destroys the money of its own 

zens, 


That is only a part of the paragraph, and in order that no in- 
justice may be done the Senator I ask that the whole para- 
graph—it is not long, and I have it marked—may be incorpo- 
rated in my remarks. I would read it by way of helping the 
Reporters out if it were not so long. 


‘Wherever in all the ig om ting! time such measures have been accom- 
plished, the horrors of have taken place. No shrinkage in 
amount of money, no contraction of the currency in the hands of the 

o was ever enforced by law to any considerable extent, except dst 

oken lives, ruined hopes, despair, lost honor, and all the vices 
from the lowest depths of poverty and human misery. The worst - 
ents of war, pestilence, famine all flow from the act of a government 
violently tearing from the hands of the laboring masses the money they so 
much need. Murder, theft, robbery. prostitution, poe medi embezzlement, 
and fraud of every hue and mien curse the land that is ved of a full and 
sufficie medium on which to giveemployment to its toiling men 
andwomen. The social statistics of will show that wherever the 
supply of money has been scant and labor poor 


may ostertatiousty thank 
as these, but heis not. When the strong 

of the Government is engaged in abolishing money, and thus interpos- 
ing between the laboring man and the laboring woman and theirlast chance 
for bread by honest work, their sins for self-preservation are less odious to 
37 Father than the prayers of the usurers who have driven them 


Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator allow me? 


crowded. 
God that he is better than such 
hand 


h men, 
car hayes a government commits when it destroys its 
. PE 


ium. 
Mr. That speech, Mr. President, was delivered 
twelve years before the Populist party was born. The Senator 
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concludes, speaking of what the people demand and what they 


have a right to demand—I read now 
They demand, too, 
First, those for whom Is 


rom page 338— 


thatit is as good now with which to all debts, publ r merger 
w e u vu to, asit 
was during eighty-one years of 8 history. nà “5 


or our currency should 
ly by the business interestsof the country. They do not 
believe that the country should be dragged through the depths of ruin, 
wretchedness, and degradation in order to reach a gold standard for the ben- 
“ited, they demand thst the national 
they dem: t the nationa! system be removed and a 
circulating medium provided by the Government for the ple, without 
taxing them for the pri of obtainingit. And they ask thattheamount 
thus in circulation bear a reasonable and judicious proportion 
to the business transactions and the population of the United States. 
Fourth, they demand that the currency circulated on the authority of the 
Government shall be made alegal tender in payment of all debts, publicand 


private, all dues to the Government, well knowing t it will 
then be at par with gold, or morelikely at a um over it. 

And fifth, they demand that hereafter the financial ponor of the countr, 

framed permanently in their interest; that they shall not be discrimi. 
nated agninst in future legislation as in the past, and that their pros ty, 
and not the mere growth of incomes to.retired capitalists, shall be the pri- 
mary duty of the Government. 
my jud, 
The Senator says— 


. with entety. Ti APAY nee rejessd now ten 
can with safety. are now the 
will be renewed hereafter with still tler de tion and perhaps wi 

others I plead for the al credit of the Government. It rests 


blish 
justice. 
3 They have been 1o — that there was a deliberate pw to de- 
e and impoveris © great producing c 
ig educated now. The condition of the country is 
ts their hearts. 


can 
much better off than the European laborer. Men must be content to work 
for low w. . * * * In this way the be nearer to that 
— lepar pan p ogon God to him.” 8 
umns.of another organ capital ave read 
the following revol: ey 


long and 
And in every form in which the English t 


ae ee le of the West, have been notif not 
that thi Consent welll be Ankad, ons tak — 


they be 2 to submit 

to the legislation which results in this British s m of onial landed 
estates, a dependent tenantry, and pauper wages for the workingman. 

Sir, I have no word of menace to utter on floor, but,in behalf of every 

laborer and every owner of tho soll whom I represent, I warn all such as 

value their investments that when these doctrines of des; are sought 


nignity of our God avert such an issue; but if it shall if infatuation 
has seized our councils, the result will only add one more tance to the 
long catalogue of human crime and folly, where avarice, like ambition, 
overleaps itself and in its unholy attempt to rob others of their possessions 
loses its own. 

Mr. President, that was delivered on the 14th day of January, 
1878, and a month from that day, on the 15th day of February, 
2 the day of the 3 the speech of the distin- 
guished Jndianian, came a remarkable speech from a remarka- 
ble man whose successor I have the honor to be. 

We can not disguise the truth that we are on the verge ofan impending 
revolution 

Said Senator Ingalls: 

The old issues are dead. The people are 


side or the other of a tous contest, On one side is capital, formida- 

bly intren „arrogant from ed triumph, conservative, 

ous of old theories, new concessions, by do 

mestic levy and foreign commerce, struggling to adjust all values to its 

own standard. On the other is labor, or t, striving to 

develop domestic industries, battling with the forces of nature, and subdu- 
the wilderness; labor, and in cities, 


a ay ey ES pp er 
the are ia e. a ler: 0 
„ the dreams of avarice and condemns the poor 
to a poverty which has no refuge from starvation but the prison or the 

ve. 
SG demands for rel, for de 

Said that eloquent Senator— 

have been met with indifference or. of the 


disdain. The laborers 
asking for employment are treated like impudent mendicants for 
bread. Senator from ticut informsus that hundreds 


The Connec' ons 
pools ter E TE which can be borrowed 
„F like a sneer how the 
coinage ot wâ ‘worth 90 cents will t the poor unless they can give 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


7235 


good security for their loan. The laborers of the West do not want to bor - 
Tow; they wänt to earn. They do not wish to pay interest on other men's 
veapital, but to sell their labor and if ble acquire some capital of their 
own. The ueers.of the West want a market in which the value of their 
products will not be consumed by the cost of transportation over railroads 
That pool their earnings and combines to keep their rates at a pomt where 

the carrier grows rich and the farmer poor. 

The tor from Wisconsin, in that.admirable speech which left so little 

for others to say, declared that this was not acontest between the East and 

West. Let us see. ainst silver, as indicated by the vote on the Matthews 
resolution, are New ‘York, NewJerssy, New Hampshire, Maine, Connecticut, 

Massachusetts, Vermont, and Rhode Island. or it are every Western 
State but Michigan, California. and Oregon, and every Southern State but 
Maryland and Delaware, and all these are divided. The Senator from Wis- 
consin was right. It is not the East against the West. It is the Bast against 
the West and Sonth combined! iItis the corn and wheat and beef and cot- 
ton of the conntry t bonds and its gold; its productive industry 
against its accumulations. It is the men who own the public debt against 
those who areto pay it, If It 18 to be paid at all. If the bonds of this Gov- 
ernment are ever paid, they will be paid by the labor of the country, and 
not by its capital. They are exempt from taxation and bear none of the 
burdens of society. 

The alliance between the West and the South upon all matters affectin, 

their material we hereafter is inevitable. Their interests are mutua 
and identical. dissension that 


ties have been alienated by factions that have estranged them o) to prey 
n them and to maintain poli su by their separation. Un- 
lendly 1 lation has imposed intolerable burdens 2 their es 


ir ; 
invidious criminations have been made against their products; unjust 
tariffs have repressed their industries. 

While vast appropriations have been made to protect the harbors of the 
Atlantic, and to erect beacons upon every headland to warn the mariner 
With silentadmonition from the ‘‘merchant-marring rocks,” the cree A 
Was left choked with its drifting sands till the daring genius of Eads under- 
took = mente labor of com lling the great stream to dredge its own 


channe! the sea. The: avenue of commerce marks the 
epoch of the emancipation of the West and South from their bondage to the 
capital of the East. In 1 


asking the passage of this bill th asking 
than they will ever ask again. Wien T — upon the pF . — 
borne, the wrongs they have suffered, I am astonished at their moderation. 
Iwill not read further from his speech. My object was to 
show that this preacher has not read the history of his own 
country, and he would shoulder upon us poor little Populists all 
the crimes of their wicked predecessors. That was in 1878. At 
the next national campaign, in 1880, the Republican party, pay- 
ing its respects to its great opponent, did it in the following 
choice language: 
the De: ti the habitual sacriflee of patriot 
Ml AO — * ingatinble Inst on ofties ands paleo — 5 
on of the National Government and control of the 
Place they have obstructed all efforts to phe mnt the-purity and to conserve 
00 


the freedom of the suffrage. and have devised fraudulent ballots, and in- 
‘vented fraudulent certification of returns; have 


force and fraud the places of trust given to others by the people of 
‘rescued by the courage and acti Maine's patrioti 
iat ti 2 5 5 — bilis hi 
ation to appropriation bilis upon whose passag ry 
Government depended: have crushed the rights of the individual; have ad- 
vocated the principles and sought the favor of the rebellion against the na- 
tion, and have endeavored to obliterate the sacred memories.and to over- 
come its estimably valuable results of nationality, personal freedom, and 
individual equality. 

Then by way of 'a-return/or an exchange of compliments, the 
Democratic party in its national convention in 1884, resolved as 
follows: 

The Republican party. so far as principle is concerned, is areminiscenee. 
In practice it is an tion for enriching those who control its ma- 
chinery. The frauds and jobbery which have brought to light in every 
department of the Government are sufficient to have called for reform 
‘within the Republican party. ‘Yet those in authority, made reckless by the 
Jong possession of power, have succumbed to its corrupting influence, and 
have in nomination a ticket against which the independent portion 
of the party ars in open revolt. Therefore a change is demanded. Such a 
change was alike necessary in 1876, but the will of the BS 5 was then de- 
fi by a fraud which can never be forgotten nor contloned again. 

In 1880 the change demanded by the people was defeated by the lavish use 
of money contributed by unscrupulous contractors and shameless jobbers 
who had barg: for unlawful profits or for high offiee. The Republican 
—.— during its legal, its stolen and its bought tenures of power has steadily 

ecayed in moral character and political capacity. Its platform promises 
are now a list of its past failures. It demands the restoration of our navy; 
it has squandered hundreds of millions to-create a navy that does not exist. 

It calls upon Congress to remove the under which American ship- 
ing has been depressed; it imposed and has continued those burdens. It pro- 

—— the policy of 3 public lands for small holdings by actual 

Settlers; it has given rhs Ae people's heritage till nowa few railroads and 
onresident aliens, individual and corporate. 


‘hat ofall our tatma:betwaen —— = Airai 
But, Mr. President, that is not all that my:clerical neighbor 
has overlooked. I find in a recent issue of the New York Sun 
certain language which the editor pretends to quote, and I have 
no doubt he quotes truly, from the speeches and writings, of- 
cially and otherwise, of the distinguished New Yorker who is 
now at the head of the Government. Theeditor says: 
When he— 
Referring to the President 
writes, as he has written over and over again 
TRON Tquote his -ndjectives— 
"Of ‘the grasping > -heedless exactions -emmplo; + ee + 1 
— — EINA] “of ‘tebe tt — =m —.— 


or tram to death under an iron heel; of “colossal fortunes, unfair] 
gathe inthe hands of a few; of ‘the communism of combined weal 
and capital;’’ of Speman cupidity and selfishness insiduously under - 
the tice.and ‘integrity of our institutions; of 21 pov - 
orty and toil exasperated by injustice and tent; of “life made too 
hard! for “those of moderate means and the poor of the land; of selfish 
greed in the ascendancy; of the “undermining decay of sordidness and 
Seliishness;" or, as during the bloody Homestead riots, of scenes that 
wor sad the hopes of toll and attest the tender, mercy the workingman re- 

Ihave mentioned these things for the purpose of finally:get- 
ting rid of this twaddle and nonsense about the Populists being 
anarchists, and defending crime. 

Mr. President, the birth of the Populist party came about 
naturally. It came because of the conditions of which I have 
just been reading. Its Republican members believed what the 

mocrats said in their convention about the Republican party. 
Its Democratic members believed what was said by the Repu 
licans against the Democratic party. 

We had sense enough to know that things were out of joint 
and that some persons somewhere were responsible for it. We 
made up our minds that conditions must be changed; that 
politics: must be purified; that the old parties must be converted 
or they must be destroyed, and that the Government must.be 
restored to the people for whose happiness and safety it was 
established. That is what the Populist pariy has set out to do. 
We have some isms—yes, we have some ; and. it would have 
been a good deal better for our political enemies if they had 
had some of those isms, ten,fifteen, twenty, or thirty years ago. 

We would not to-day find ourselves in the condition we are in. 
The truth is that existing political machinery is corrupt, no 
matter who pronounces the i ent. We have seen its 
effects in our own action here in the Senate within the last three 
months. We have seen the politics of the country corrupted by 
the use of money, by the patronage and influence of corpora- 
tions. Do not understand me to be char that any Senator 
or any Member of the House of Representatives has in any way, 
either directly or:indirectly, profited by anything of this kind. 

Jam denouncing the actice that has debauched 


L ous pr: 
American “polities. The Populists are trying to remedy the 
evil, faintly, feebly, it may be, but after awhile we s suc- 


‘ceed, because we represent the people; and either we under our 
present name or some great popular movement under a broader 
and a better name, if a better one can be originated, will do the 
things we are aiming at. The American people have too much 
sense, too much patriotism, too much loyalty, to allow their 
Government to go down in anarchy. When the contest comes 
between the great masses of the people and tho power which 
now rules in legislation the people will not be found wanting. 
They will be found invincible, Mr. President. 

Now, L have .occupied:a good deal more time this far than I 
expected to consume, and it was the remarks of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] that drew me off onto another line 
of thought. I come back to this point: The Government is now 
m nearly one-half of the railway mileage of the country 
through its courts. The Government, State and national, in- 
terfered when the coal strike was on six weeks or two months 
ago. The Government is nowinterfering, and for the first time 
in the history of the American Republic, the President has sent 
the Army into one of the States without the request of either a 
State ora city.officer. I am not criticising the action of the 
President. I-am simply calling attention to the fact that we 
now have actual, active, earnest, and effective Federal inter- 
‘ference in what many wise men are pleased to call State con- 
cerns. 

A few mornings ago, when it was noticed first that the Presi- 
dent had sent troops to Chicago, a distinguished citizen in pub- 
lic life was reported to have used language something like this: 
“If I were governor of the State of Illinois I-should take the 
State troops and drive the Federal soldiers into the lake.” 
Without stopping to say whether that remark was justified or 
whetner'the feeling which instigated it was a proper one,.con- 
stitutional and legal, this thought came instantly into my mind, 
that in the beginning of the building of railways in this country 
the railroads were but.a mile or two long. 

The first one in Massachusetts, between a quarry and a town 
ora port, was 6 or 8 miles in length. The first one in Pennsyl- 
vania- was but a few miles in length. They were mere private 
affairs. In the first ten years we only got up to a couple of thou- 
sand miles of railways. They were private matters. 3 
of lading had to be changed when you reached a new ra way 
line. So.itcontinuedforalongtime. Butt t war welde 
the American States together in an i le Union. The 
people of the United States now constitutea nation, and these busy 
people of ours have no time to stop with a-surveyor to point out 
Where the State line is, that they may inquire what the laws of 
this new domain are upon which the railway train, running at 
the speed of 50. miles an hour, has just entered. 
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The American people have grown too big for that, and State 
lines, except for purposes of local government, are of no manner 
of account in the polity of the Republic. When the time comes 
for the Government to interfere, whether it be in Chicago, or 
Boston, or New Orleans, or Galveston, the power of the Gov- 
ernment will go there, and the people will say amen, provided 
always that the movement of the Government is in the interest 
of the people. 

That brings to mind a thought. I think it was in yesterday 
evening's pte it was stated that some distinguished personage 
now in public life is asking that the Army be increased. Th 
is not a good time to increase the Army. This is a time to de- 
crease the Army. This is a time forthe weapons of peace; this 
is a time for reason; this isa time for cool, deliberate judgment, 
not passion, not prejudice, not bayonets, but consciences, tongues, 
and pens, and brains. Thereisa kind of military mania taking 

sion of the people. We have military organizations in 

e States. A citizen of Pennsylvania told me not — long ago 
that within twenty-four hours’ notice an army of 28,000 men 
could be raised in the three States of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
and Delaware, if I remember it correctly. We now detail army 
officers to teach military tactics in agricultural colleges. What 
a splendid idea it is to teach the farmers’ boys the military art 
in order to fight grasshoppers and chinch bugs, and crows 
and blackbirds. We find that in our private colleges there are 
classes studying military tactics, borrowing arms from the Gov- 
ernmentand fromthe State. Thesame is done eveninour high 
schools, which are the acme of the country district school, the 
crowning glory, the ambition of the country boy and girl. They 
are having military science taught in some of the country 
schools, and in some of our public schools here in the capital of the 
American Republic I have seen the boys go out and drill on the 
public streets. More than that, even in our Sunday schools 
there is a military air. 

It is time that this military idea, the idea of quelling every 
little disturbance by force, should cease, and that brings me to 
the vital point in this whole controversy. What are you going 
to do when disputes arise between employers and 3 
Keep your hands off, Mr. President. That is my advice. Just 
oop your hands away from them. The ties in interest will 
settle the matter themselves, and they will do it without blood- 
shed. They will do it without using the torch; they will do it 
without getting angry; they will do it justly, safely, wisely, 
promptly. But the instant that you begin to call out the 
military arm in order to protect one side and send the other one 
to prison, just that soon you arouse a spirit of animosity which 
can not be quelled by force. 

That was tried about two years ago, on the 6th day of this 
month. Pinkertonism died an inglorious death in itsown blood 
on the battlefield of Homestead. me day there will be a monu- 
ment erected to those brave men who, standing upor the shores 
of the Monongahela, defended their right to work in that great 
structure which their hands had builded. In the face of danger 
the man who will not speak words of warning to his friends is a 
coward, and our young party is not cowardly. 

I have offered these resolutions, and as you will observe there 
is nota suggestion of detail about any of them. But you will 
find that they involve the fundamental idea at the bottom of this 
po trouble. A little more than thirty years ago we passed a 

omestead law when there were countless millions of acres of 
public land, to be saved for the people’s homes, and now it is 
worth a man’s life, aye it is worth even a woman's life, to get a 
home when an Indian reservation is opened to settlement. In 
only thirty years have our publiclands beensquandered. Many 
of them are owned by corporations in immense tracts, and others 
are owned by syndicates and individuals of wealth. 

The public lands have gone in that way. The last one of the 
propositions in the resolutions is intended to cover the land 
case, or, if you please, the land monopoly. The Populist, like 
the early Republican, wants to save the public lands for homes 
for the people. 

The second ie aoc includes Government charge, Gov- 
ernment control, Government supervision, Government surveil- 
ance of the railroads; the very thing we are now doing with 
bayonets, by writ and processes of court, served under an escort 
of deputy marshals at immense expense. Just turn this whole 
business over to the pennos agencies of the people repre- 
sented by their lawfully constituted agents. 

There is nothing in the resolution pointing to the taking 

ssion of the railroads, as we are charged with favoring. 

e want the Government to have control of the transportation 
interests of the people. This suggests a plan in general, not in 
detailatall. It suggests that railway lines in the country 
shail be consolidated under present ownership into one great 
system, under the control of public officers, all the details to be 
arranged by legislation. That recalls an incident which oc- 


curred in this Chamber a month or thereabouts before the last 
Congress went out of existence. I offered a resolution request- 
ing some information to be furnished by the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce, of which the senior Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. CULLOM] was then chairman. 

Among other items of information asked for was this one: Is 
it 3 to consolidate all the railways of the countr 
under present ownership into one great SO system, wit 
the differentials to be settled at one office, and to establish a 
uniform rate of charges for the transportation of passengers and 
freight in all 2 of the country? I remember the interest 
that my amiable neighbor, the senior Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], took in the resolution, as he does in a 
good rat of the acts that I perform in this body. He sug- 
gested in his suave manner that without any formal proceeding 
whatever the resolution might be submitted to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce, and he had no doubt it would beacted 
upon quite as readily and quite as promptly as if there were no 
for proceedings. 

The Senator from Illinois very kindly rose and seconded the 
suggestion and courteously took charge of the resolution. That 
is the last I have ever heard from it. That was about two years 
pe dnt is the way all such things in the past time have been 

reated. 

Now, we are face to face with the problem; it is forced upon us, 
and we send military officers to take charge of the railroads. 
The Populists do not want that. We want the people in their 
wajo to arrange the matter through their constituted author- 

es. 

Sometimes I hear it suggested in this body in such a way that 
it would appear, if one did not know that the gentlemen utter- 
ing the words were intelligent men, that the Government is 
some great power distinct and apart from the people. The Gov- 
ernment is simply the agent of the people, made for their ben- 
efit and for their protection and to secure and preserve their 
safety and os be pos One of the immortal doctrines of the 
Declaration of Independence was that whenever the Govern- 
ment ceases to be effective in these Dei ride it is not only the 
right but the duty of the people to abolish it and institute an ; 
other in its place. 

I shall not detain the Senate any longer 8 to make the 
suggestion that no matter what Senators may think about the 
ideas that have been suggested in connection with this resolu- 
tion, no matter what they may think about socialism, anarchism, 
Populism, or any other ism connected with the situation, I have 
submitted the matter for the consideration of the Senate and 
the country. I have not been derelict in my duty. 

The very first bill I introduced in this body was one to restrict 
immigration within reasonable limits in the interest of American 
labor, and the firstresolution I Baten upon the day that that 
bill was introduced was one asking the Committee on Finance 
to inquire into the cost of lending money, a very simple matter, 
so simple indeed that about three months afterwards a member 
of the Committee on Finance kindly came to me and asked me 
whether I expected them to report the resolution. I told him 
no, I did not; that 1 had no such expectation. He answered me 
politel by saying he thought so, and therefore had laid it in 

isdesk, but that if I desired it reported he would certainly re- 
portit. Notaparticle of thought was given to it. 

Now we are in the power of the men whom thatresolution, in- 
troduced by a wild man from the West, was intended to reach. 
What does it cost to lend money? Last year, while we were 
sweating and sweltering in this Chamber, trying to repeal the 
3 clause of the Sherman law, the banks needed a little 

vestigation in the city of New York. The banks were paying 
out certificates instead of money. They were refusing to pay 
their depositors. A simple resolution of inquiry was treated in 
the same contemptuous way. 

Still later, about a year ago, through a resolution I asked to 
have the Committee on Interstate Commerce devise some plan 
to take care of railway trains, so that the property and persons 
of people traveling from place to place over the country might 
be protected. That was treated with equal attention, with equal 
courtesy. Nothing has ever been heard of it nor of any of the 
other resolutions. Last fall or winter I introduced a bill to fur- 
nish money to States and cities to take care of the poor. That 
was buried like the rest.. Again, during the present year we 
found that from Boston, from Chicago, from San Francisco, from 
El Paso, and from a number of other places in the country there 
were men, calling themselves members of an industrial army, 
coming up to Washington. 

I proposed a resolution for the appointment of a committee 
withoutany expense attending it at all, providing that the places 
for its meetings should be appointed by the Sorgoant ar arme 
without expense. There was no trouble required except to put 
the necessary furniture into the room, if it was not already there, 
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and there was an abundance of rooms which could have been 
used without a single dime of expense for any purpose whatever, 
not even for stenographic work, for there area number of gentle- 
men and ladies very much accomplished in that art, who could 
spend a little time just as well as not in that way. The commit- 
tee was to be appointed in order to receive petitions and hear 
remonstrances, either delivered orally or in writing, from dele- 
gations which might come to the city, not specifying any dele- 
gation. While a very good vote, a much larger vote than I ex- 
pected, was given for the resolution, it did not pass. 

The next move—! am speaking now about my own conduct in 
this matter—was the introduction of a bill to provide work for 
the unemployed in the Districtof Columbia, but in a little while 
that was disposed of by a proposition to issue bonds, so thatsome 
money-changers might reap a profit out of the interest pea by 
the people. Next came a resolution to appoint a committee to 
consider the present situation with reference to the business de- 
pression and the large numbers of unemployed ple. I am 

lad to know that that committee was appo ted, and the dis- 
e Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS!] is at its head. 
What the committee has done, or what they are doing, or what 
they expect to do, I know not, but that much good at least has 
tompon of the labors which I have been pleased to perform in 

is y. 

Mr. President, while no other Senator has yet suggested even 
subjects for remedial legislation, I have done so. The Republi- 
can party has given us a high protective tariff and a gold basis 
for our money system. The Democratic party have given us in 
past times a low tariff, a revenue tariff, but recently they have 
gyen us the gold standard and a high protective tariff, with 

ree wool. Those are the remedies and the only remedies that 

theold parties thus far have been able to suggest. Do Senators 
tell me that there is nothing wrong? Do they tell me that there 
is nobody out of employment; that there is nobody upon the 
verge of starvation; that the Republic is not in danger? Yet 
thisis all you offer. We, however, come forward with substan- 
tial propositions for the Senate and the country to discuss. 

First, that all pants functions be exercised by public agents, 
and then you will have no occasion to use the Army to suppress 
riots. Then there will be nostrikes. Do justice to the work- 

nas wellasto hisemployer. Letevery man whoemploys 
a large number of men understand that he has in his care and 
his 8 the inalienable rights of men who are just as good 
as he is. You say just as the Pullman Company say, ‘Shall 
not these men be permitted to manage their own business in 
their own way?” 

Isay, Mr. President, it depends. It depends upon what they 
are doing and how they are doing it. One man alone transact- 
ing a little business of his own wants to employ another man. 
Those two are equal. They can contract face to face, one with 
the other, asa man speaketh unto his friend. But where is Pull- 
man, where is Carnegie, where is the president or proper officer 
of a railroad company or of any great banking institution when 
one of the employés has a grievance which he wishes to present? 
Who will hear him, who will answer his question? There is 
always an official directory of every corporation, but that official 
directory is not willing, nine cases outof ten, to hear the official 
directory of the men who do their work. 

The other day a Senator said—I do not now recall who it was, or 
perhaps it wasin anewspaper that Isawit—that there were more 
stockholders in one of these great corporations than there are 
men employed. So much the worse, if that be true. He went 
on still further to argue that the stockholders are poor people. 
Still worse. If they are poor people, they have earned their sav- 
ings as those men who are complaining have earned theirs. But 
these little stockholders have no more influence upon the man- 
agement of the company than the man in the moon has influence 
upon the legislation of the Senate of the United States. They 
have none at all. 

Now, what I ask is that the resolutions may be printed and lie 
on the table, so that Senators, one by one, as they desire, may 
call them up and speak to them. I ask, I appeal to Senators, I 
beseech Senators to pay some attention to the resolutions, and 
in a conservative, statesmanlike way throw out to the people 
some intimation that this great body will not turn its back upon 


them. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, Ihave listened to a great part of 
the remarks of the Senator from Kansas with amazement and 
pan T had supposed that by common consent it was deemed to 

the better course in these troublous times not to inflame the 
controversy by speeches on either side. The most moderate 
language in the times in which we are presently living may well 
be construed into intemperateness of expression and yet fail to 
do adequate justice to the subject. 

Ata time when in the gecond city of the United States, and 
the fourth or fifth city in the civilized world, order is suspended, 


law is powerless, violence is supreme, life is in danger, and prop- 
erty is in the very arms of destruction, [am appalled to hear the 
trumpet of sedition blown in this Chamber to marshal the hosts 
of misrule to further devastation. 

Mr. President, this question doesnot now concern the issue be- 
tween the Pullman Companyanditsemployés. It has got beyond 
that. It does not concern thesympathetic strike of the American 
Railway Union. It has got beyond that. It does not concern an 
strike which may hereafter be ordered. It has gone far beyo 
that. A simple strike as to a local organization notdirectly con- 
nected with the transportation instrumentalities of this country 
grew intoanother strike of far more comprehensive abe sas yy 
That grewinto a boycott. That boycott took the liberty of the 
American people by the throat, and then grew into a riot, and 
from thence into an insurrection which confronts this Govern- 
ment to-day with all the dormantand latent powers of revolution, 
and speaks here in the voice of its advocate, threatening and 
advising the dismemberment of the Government by the abolition 
of its executive and legislative departments. 

Mr. President, I speak on this occasion with great reluctance. 
I would not say a single word to inflame the a es but some 
things have been said here this morning which demand a reply 
which to be efficacious must be immediate. 

I would speak upon this subject in regard to the working- 
men more immediately engaged in these acts with the utmost 
moderation and kindness. They are misled and misguided men. 
Ido not stand here affecting to speak for any branch of the 
people or for any class. I speak for society entire. But I tell 

ou, Mr. President, that the words I shall utter will six months 
rom now be received as the words of a better friend to the 
laboring man than the Senator from Kansas. I say I would 
speak of these men with the utmost moderation up to a cer- 
tain stage of their proceedings, because they are misguided 
and misled men. They are not the entire people. The Senator 
from Kansas affects to speak for the people of this country. 
Who are they? For his present purposes it is the mob which 
has obtained control of a strategic point in this country, the 
city of Chicago 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President. 

Mr. DAVIS. I decline to yield for any purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. MARTIN in the chair). The 
Senator from Minnesota declines to yield. 

Mr. PEFFER. I protest against the Senator misrepresent- 
ing—— 

Mr. DAVIS. I decline to yield. 

Mr. PEFFER. I did not expect the Senator to do so. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senatorspeaks in behalf of that mob—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I did not say anything of the kind, and the 
Senator from Minresota knows it. 

Mr. DAViS. The Senator speaks in behalf of that mob of 
misguided men who have seized by force a strategic point in the 
city of Chicago, paralyzed the means of intercourse, and inter- 
rupted the sources of supply of food and traffic over several 
States of the Union. 

He speaks of the rights of labor, and in the abstract I am 
with eai No one denies that there arə before the American 
people to be settled in a lawful and constitutional manner 
through their legislative functions vast questions of adjustment 
between the rights of labor and capital. No one denies that, 
Itis the great problem of civilization all over the world. Man 
and 5 have been worked so into each other through 
complex organizations of both that sometimes it can not be d 
cerned where the man ends and the machinery begins. But in 
these times of present exigeney and danger to government itself 
those are not the questions. 

The Senator from Kansas has not a single word of reproach 
for the blood that has been shed in Chicago in the last ten 
days, for the millions of property which has been destroyed. 
The red light of arson against the sky in that city has caused 
him no pang and elicited from him no word of disapprobation. 
He insists that we shall go back to the cause of the strike, as he 
alleges, the difficulty between Pullman and his men, and arbi- 
trate that, when everybody knows we have got far beyond that 
transaction for the present. It is as futile, it is as foolish, as if 
some one coming from the caves of the past when the battle 
lines were drawn at Gettysburg had insisted that the impending 
conflict should be delayed until Meade and Lee could have ar- 
gued out between the lines the question of the rights of slavery 
in the Territories. 

Mr. President, the people are interested in this controversy— 
and by “people” I mean the entire body of the American peo- 

le. I do not mean that segment of the people who, acting un- 
er delusion, have sought 1 5 force to overthrow not only the 
functions of civilization and intercourse, but also the rights of 
all the other people and the very existence of government it- 
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The Senator from Kansas says that these instrumentalities of 
commerce and government should be controlled by public offi- 


cers; and in that I with him toa certain extent. Are 
1 by public officersin now? Can the United 
tes marshals execute the process of the courts? Can that great 
function of interstate commerce, that great system of railroads 
spov muioh thə people depend for commerce, for everything 
which beautifies and adorns and makes enduring our civiliza- 
tion, and upon which the messengers of commerce come and go 
like the angels whom Jacob saw upon the ladder of his dream— 
can that be carried on, and is it carried on now, with the best 
aid of the public officers of this country? 

Not at all. They are impeded in Chicago, at Hammond, and 
surrounding places by riots which have grown into insurrection, 
disturb: the stability of the Government itself, and drawing 
from the lips of the Senator from Kansas the expression of the 
opinion that now is the time to annihilate the legislative and 
executive departments of this Government and to change its 
form into that of its prototype, the Committee of Public Safety 
during the Reign of Terror in the days of the first French 
Revolution. 

This whole proceeding, which has grown toa movement which 
Ihave inadequately described, has come from the illusion that 
a fraction of society, useful in itself, of course, and indispensa- 
er I 3 can by forco dominate every other portion of the 

y tie. 
` Mr. President, what is society? It is all the members thereof 
taken together. The railroad employés of this country number 
some five or six hundred thousand men, perhaps, indispensable, 
useful, valuable citizens in ordinary times, when not misled, but, 
compared with the t mass of the American people, how few 
they are in number! Why will they not learn and why will not 
their self-appointed teachers teach them the doctrine of com- 
munity of interest and interdependence of all upon the whole? 

Does anybody suppose that by burning cars, destroying p 
erty, disturbing security, wrecking credit, ta life thelr 
means of employment are to be increased hereafter? They are 
destroying everything from which they derive their Ho 
ment; the very thing which they, so much to their credit, haye 
helped to upbuild, it is true, an act of which they would have 
never thought unless it had been for the e poeip dicta- 
tors who have placed themselves at the head of their organiza- 
tions. 

People prate about liberty, and define that liberty as the lib- 
erty of the pereos class they are g for. e only lib- 
erty worth having in this country is the equal liberty of all men 
alike. Liberty in its phil hical and common-sense defini- 
tion consists in that right of each individual to exercise the 
greatest freedom of action up to, and not beyond, that point 
when it impinges upon the like exercise of freedom of action of 
every other man. yond that it is the destruction of the lib- 
erty of the weak by the strongest, a subversionof the very theory 
of a republic, and a return to primeval anarchy on the one 
hand, or, as an alternative, to despotism on the other. 

Mr. President, this boycott business—not a little incidental 
boycott in some little community, which, while it works great 
local inconvenience, works no parsona: harm in general—but 
a universal boycott is spoken of as something perony feasible 
and perfectly justifiable, to be put in force in the operations 
which are now going on. All men may stop work, all men ofa 
certain class may stop work, and the Senator from Kansas calmly 
depicts here without a word of censure or disapproval, without 
asingle temperate admonition to the men who are looking to 
him for leadership, the terrible and disastrous consequences of 
that step. 


Mr. President, suppose in the course of time it should come 
tothis, that one class of men should declare a boycott and thereby 

reatly inconvenience all society; suppose laboring men or pro- 
Tocca men, physicians, or any indispensable class of society 
should declare a boycott rae the rest; suppose that in the im- 
agined case the butcher, the baker, the farmer, and the grocer 
should in turn declare a retaliatory boycott upon those who had 
declared a boycott upon them, how instantaneously they would 
rise, and justly rise, in condemnation of such an act as that? 
These gentlemen, who do not now see beyond the narrow verge 
of the horizon that girts them in, would rise in condemnation 
of such an act of intolerable tyranny, oppression, and cruelty. 

Now, let us look a little at this revolt. It is a most severe 
affair; but when we look at it caimly it does not extend much 
out of Chicago. Its significance and power consist in the 


fact that it has seized a vital point there; but throughout 
the rest of this country, with exceptions not worth mention- 
ing and which do not affect the general situation, the tide of 
commerce goes on evenly and temperately until if reaches 
the barrier at Chicago. There is some disturbance on the 


Pacific coast, but nothing to warrant the declaration of the 
Senator from Kansas in this connection that he speaks for the 
people, especially when itis considered thatthe people, through 
every avenue of public communication and by private letter— 
by telegraph, in the publie press, and through the pulpit—are 
crying aloud in denunciation of this most wicked, monstrous, 
and cruel attack upon every function of our civilization. 

The Senator from Kansas talks about putting this matter in 
the hands of the people. The people have taken this matter 
into their hands, through the constituted authorities, in order 
to take it away from those whom he calls the people, who are 
acting in violation of law and in rebellion against the constituted 
authorities and the Government of the United States. This 
matter has been taken by and it will remain in the hands of the 
pon le in the highest sense—the peopleof a free country who, 

aving secured to themselves the enjoyment of a liberty regu- 
lated by law, which guarantees to each man the same rights that 
another has and no more, propose to perpetuate that liberty to 
their children. 

Mr. President, who has conferred this authority upon Mr. 
Debs? Where is his patent of right to say to the city of Chi- 
cago that it shall not be fed, to say to the people of the North- 
west that they shall not leave their homes, or they shall not 
be able to get to their homes if they are away? What signature 
is one tothat patent of popular right or of popular con- 
sen 

No, Mr. President, this Masaniello of a day, drank with 
power, has unloosed agencies which he can notchain, has set at 
work destructive forces which he can not recall; his own disci- 

lined men haye gone beyond his control, and it is a notorious 

t that their violent action has called from the caves and dens 
of Chicago the professed criminal, the idly vicious, the anarch- 
ist. Everybody who is conspiring to 7 0 wn modern civiliza- 
tion is now moving under the mask of this strike and taking life 
and destroying property in its name. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota will 
please suspend. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished — — the title 
of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 6016) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I trust that the Senate will allow the 
Senator from Minnesota to proceed, and when he has finished I 
shall take the floor to proceed with the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Minnesota will proceed. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. KYLE] introduced into the Senate the other day a resolu- 
tion, the substance of which is that no process, civil orcriminal, 
shall issue from any court of the United States in regard toacts 
affecting interstate commerce by the obstruction of trains, un- 
less such acts involve the delay of the mails, and that the de- 
taching of Pullman cars from any train shall not constitute an 
offense. At the time that resolution was introduced interstate 
commerce was arrested at Hammond, Ind., it was in collapse at 
Chicago, and freight and common nger cars and Pullman 
cars were being destroyed in that city. The meaning of that 
resolution is that while these acts were flagrant and being com- 
mitted, the United States was to be called upon to make itself 
an accessory to the crime while it was in theactof perpetration. 

Mr. President, consider the importance of the relations of this 
Government to interstate commerce. A clause in the Constitu- 
tion, contrived by the wise foresight of our forefathers, has be- 
come efficacious and widespread in its operationsa hundred years 
after it was framed. In the progress of invention, the canal and 
afterwards the railroad superseded the slower methods of internal 
communication. The Mississippi River has ceased to be a factor 
of any considerable importance, except as a tor in inter- 
state concerns, and theGreat Lakes have receded to a subsidiary 

ition. 

Phe railroads of this country, 176,000 miles in length, belting 
this land, and laid over it like a network of iron, an armor of 
defense, are the daily convenience and the indispensable neces- 
sity of every man, woman, and child in the United States, and 
this movement is aimedat this great instrumentality, this great 
necessity, this indispensable convenience g our e N 3 
necessary to port life, to move troops move supplies, 
carry on the Government itself—this strike is thus aimed, that 
has grown from a strike to a boycott, and from a boycott to a 
riot, and from a riot to an insurrection, and has s ed and 
paral ate the powers of this Government in the second city of 
the Union. 

And by what acts? Tearing up the tracks, derailing locomo- 
tives, overturning cars across the trasks, burning them, robbing 
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trains of provisions, disarranging switches, all with the result 
of the loss of human life; and yet the resolution of the Senator 
from South Dakota proposes to take away from the United States 
courts the power to follow, repress, or punish these flagrant of- 
fenses against everything which goes to make up civilization 
and security. 

The effect of that resolution as to any Territory of the United 
States or as to the District of Columbia would be that if ay such 
act there committed, where the United States has ample and 
plenary jurisdiction, should result in death, constituting murder 
atcommon law or under the statute, no warrant of the United 
States courts could issue, no indictment could be found, no judge 
or jury could try the criminal. A 

Mr. President, the sea, the Great Lakes, the rivers everything 
within the ađmiralty jurisdiction of the United States, were once 
the main instrumeatalities of commerce, and there is a strin- 
gent code of laws applicable to them and to the ship, as security 
for persons and passengers and the means of conveyance. I say 
here, without fear of successful or even attempted contradiction, 
that if any one of the acts which have been perpetrated in Chi- 
cago in the last ten days against persons and property of this 
grent means and n ty of land communication had been per- 

etrated upon the waters within the admiralty and maritime 
jurisdiction of the United States those acts would have been 

iracy and punishable with death, under the statutes of the 
Tnitea States. 3 

In the eye of reason, humanity, and common sense the acts 
which have been perpetrated at Chicago, involving the safety of 
a great city, not as on shipboard the safety of a single vessel or 
those who are in it, constitute a much more flagrant offense 
than any piracy which is defined by the statutes of this country 
or by the law of nations. 

The authority of the United States can not be denied, Mr. 
President. Within the limitations of the Constitution it is su- 
preme. The duty of the President of the United States is to 
see that the laws are faithfully executed; the duty of the courts 
is to declare those laws and their consequences, and to execute 
them through their process. Those limitations are plainly 
drawn and settled, not only in the original instrument, but by 
comment after comment in recorded decisions. Why shoul 
the hand of the Government be kept off these insurgents under 
the circumstances? Is the interstate commerce of this count 
to be held in suspense and paralyzed, property destroyed, f 
cut off, conveniences taken away, necessity thwarted, until some 
remote dis ment as to wages between a private corporation 
and its employés can be adjusted? Is there any such reserved 
right as that to any of the citizens of the United States, or isit 
the mere atid Sr nae of a mob, commencing in riot and tending 
towards anarchy? 

Speaking of the peoplo of the United States—a large, mouth- 
filling phrase, that we have heard so often here—let us consider a 
moment that there are 5,000,000 farmers in the United States. 
Five million farmers and their families, constituting 45 per cent 
of the population, are engaged in agricultural pursuits. I ids 
pose, Mr. President, if anybody is entitled to be distinctively 
called “the people,” the bone and sinew of this country, it isthe 
farming population. They supply the great cities. They rep- 
resent the d; without them the country would be nothing. 
They have been its invulnerable and loyal arm of defense in all 
times of peril. 

How are they affected by this strike of that segment of the 
people in Chicago? Have the farmers of this country called 
out to have commerce stopped until the question of wages can 
be settled between a few employés and a Som pad constructing 
ears? Has any Illinois, or Minnesota, or Wisconsin, or Iowa 
farmer cried aloud for this remedy and been ready to pledge his 
life, his fortune, and his sacred honor until the desired end can 
be brought about? Not one. How has it affected them? How 
does it affect the constituents of the Senator from South Dakota 
or the constituents of the Senator from Kansas? They can not 
market their wheat if this thing continues; they can not market 
their wheat to-day. 

The early product of the farms of Illinois, the fruit, the early 
vegetables, have been rotting throughout the fields, The early 
fruitage of California has become a crop perfectly valueless 
under existing conditions. The beef of the country can not be 
marketed in New York or Washington. It is rotting in Chi- 
cago, and prices rise to the people. Mothers go from place to 
place in the city of Chicago seeking for milk for their children, 
and can searcely find it. 

I say, Mr. President, that no interest in this country is stricken 
such a deadly blow by this cruel, remorseless, unreasonable, 
merciless, and finally treasonable attack upon the liberty of the 
American people as the farming community of the United States; 
and they will find it out some by the stern logic of events 


teaching them the lessons which I have endeavored to impart. 


It will not be necessary for them even to learn that lesson by 
experience to array them, as they always have been arrayed, on 
the aiae of law and order and the perpetuity of this 98 
ment. 

I said, Mr. President, that this strike was comparatively 
local; and so it is. It is at a vital point, it is true, but that it is 
widespread is not true; and I do not believe it will be. The la- 
boring men of the great States of the Eastare not engaged in it. 
South of the Potomac and the Ohio law and order reign su- 
preme. I am ashamed as a Northern man to invite the con- 
trast, but it is true; and if the time shall come for the strength 
of this nation to be put forth to put down the rising tide of an- 
archy which threatens to submerge the city of Chicago, the na- 
tion can call with equal confidence upon the people of the South 
and of the North for that purpose. 


Do not people realize that the Constitution itself is upon trial 
and that the country itself is in danger? The military power, 
the last resort in a free government, has necessarily been called 
intoaction. The President of the United States, to whom is 
committed the commandership of the Army and the Navy in 
the execution of the laws, has declared the danger by a procla- 
mation which every citizen is bound to respect. He says. K 
have sent the troops there; the Senator from Sas says,“ Take 
them away.“ What shield does the Senator propose to interpose 
between the innocent people of Chicago and their property and 
the men who to-day are only held in awe and suppressed by the 
poe of troops, if they are taken away? Can Debs r the 

orce that he has unloosed? He can no more doit than by word 
he can reconstruct the burned cars or give back life to those 
from whom it has been taken away as the result of his operations. 


Mr. President, I desire to read as a portion of my remarks an 
editorial from the New York Sun of this morning, instinct with 
patriotism, in which that pagor ends its consistent opposi- 
tion to the President of the United States, in view of the great 
and pressing emergency which is now upon us. The writer ex- 
presses in language better than I can command what the duty 
of every American citizen is in this emergency: 


The Government at Washington lives, and the people of the United States 
and fools not reckoned. 


Whatever may be the immediate turn of events, President Cleveland and 
his Cabinet ad rs confront a crisis in the nation’s history. How or why 
that crisis has arisen is not the question. How it shall be met is the matter 
that concerns the sixty-odd ons behind the President and the govern- 
ment at W n. In half a dozen States of the Union to-day men oc- 
cupy the governor's chair who are no more fit to be there than Debs or Jo- 
hann Most. The United States Constitution tees to the citizens of 
every State the privileges and immunities of citizens in the several States. 
It guarantees to every State a republican form of government. One of 
the a ced of American citizenship is to live under law, not anarchy. 
One of the immunities of American citizenship is immunity from lawless 
violence. A republican form of government in any State is not government 
administered by a coward, an anarchist, or a governor in sympathy with 
erie § and its objects. Questions of jurisdiction and verbal conflicts of 
Federal with State authority are bound to arise in any great public emer- 
gency involving the exercise of both Federal and State authority. They 
are technically interesting, as they were in the early months of 1861. 

There isample power in the government at Washington, under the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States, to 6 the institutions of this 
country against mob, insurrection, or rebellion. The power is not that of 
any one man, or of any small council of men; it is the might of a great and 
indestructible nation. We believe that it will be exercised, as it should be 
exercised, to any extent that may become necessary, with humane prudence 
and moderation as far as sible, but in any case with unyielding firmness 
and unremitting vigor. The President's proclamation is a draft at sight 
upon the loyalty and patriotic pappor ot every 14 and patriotic Ameri- 
can. In continuing to perform the ectly pl duty now thrust upon 
him as the nation’s chief magistrate, ident Clevel should have some- 
thing more than the half acquiescent, half critical countenance which ap- 
proves the main purpose, but watches sharp for minor breaks and mistakes. 

e should have just that sort of support which we all owe to the flag when 
itis held up as a signal forAmericans to rally toit. 


The Senator from Kansas cited the common law, that a nui- 
sance may be abated—abated by force. Whatis Mr. Debs? Does 
he fall within the definition of a nuisance, or is his office more 
comprehensive? Is the power of the State or of the individual 
greater against a mere nuisance than it is against an agency 
which threatens the very destruction of the Government? 

In contrast with the article which I have just read let us hear 
what Mr. Debs is reported in a morning paper to have said: 

President Debs, in speaking of thesituation to-night, said: The Pullman 


Company iscertainly msible for any blood that may flow from now on. 
If honest labor is not entitled to tion, the worker can not be blamed 


it he tries to commit some acts of violence against the man who spurned 


Will the Senator from Kansas indorse that? 
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Mr. Debs continues: 


With 100,000 to 150,000 idle men in Chicago, and 8 a 1 them. 
bloodshed will follow. But we are now out ot it. The blood is on the heads 
of the Pullman oficials.“ 


This is a distinct threat of bloodshed by the leader of this 
movement, who had previously attempted to enter into negoti- 
ations with the President of the United States by communica- 
tion addressed to him, and who exults in his power, and yet 
the Senator from Kansas has not uttered one placating word 
tending to call off asingle man from these acts of violence and 
bloodshed. 

The Senator from Kansas took occasion to bring into this de- 
bate the ministers of the Christian religion here in Washing- 
ton who have preached the gospel of law, order, and peace, and 
to teach them their duty from a loftier plane than he conceives 
them to occupy. He wishes to introduce into the church a 
Christianity from without, to revive its spirituality and restore 
it to its pristine apostolic purity. 

Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota is also a min- 
ister of the Prince of Peace on earth and good will towards men. 
He is here as a Senator, and before the public he is an evange- 
listof the meek and lowly Nazarene. He is the author of the res- 
olution to which I have adverted, making lawlessness lawful and 
murder unpunishable under certain circumstances in any court 
where the United States has jurisdiction. 

Ido not believe his heart or his head conceived that resolu- 
tion, or that either approves it. I woula adjure him to with- 
draw it from the consideration of the Senate in the interests of 
humanity and good government. I would ask him to take that 
bomb from the Clerk s desk whereon he has laid it; but if through 
pride of opinion, or mistaken sentiment, orincapacity to see the 
right. he should refuse, I say to him that he has attempted to 
inflict upon tne body of the Commonwealth a wound as deadly as 
that given by the dagger of Santo. 

Mr. President, theseare troublous times. The time will come 
in the new order of events when these matters will be satisfac- 
torily arranged, for this Republic has always been adequate to 
every emergency, and these disturbing questions between capital 
and labor—and mor exist with strong equitiesin them, Iadmit— 
will besettled. Ithink that time is now upon us. But they will 
not be settled as the result of any such proceedings as those 
against which [speak to-day. Something more than capital, for 
which I care nothing; something more than the wages of the 

laboring man, for whom I care much; something more than a 
railway corporation, for whom I care nothing, is at stake here. 
National existence is at stake. 

It is the very condition of the existence of republics that they 
are subject to continual attacks from within and require con- 
tinual assistance from their citizens to perpetuate themselves. 
That is the meaning of the maxim that Eternal vigilance is 
the price of liberty.’ Kinga, like Saturn, devour their children. 
The children of republics devour their parent. That attack is 
nearly always from within. France is subject to it to-day; the 
short-lived Republic of Spain succumbed to it; the Republic of 
Mexico fell, and only rose again when it shea the blood of an 
immolated monarch upon its plains; Switzerland survives, ex- 
empted by its geographical position, as a barrier of ice be- 
tween contending nations, and sits like an eagle upon her nest 
above the clouds. 

The same dangers and difficulties environ this Republic, and 
they are upon us now. It is not a mere question of disagree- 
mentor dissension. Theship of State, which two weeksago was 
floating securely and proudly through untroubled waters, is 
now buffeted by contrary winds and is driven headlong over the 
waves of an exasperated sea. 

I have not said a word about parties in this discussion. I shall 
expect the Democrats, the Populists, and the Republicans to join 
hands in this emergency, which Mr. Debs and those who are 
acting with him proclaim to be of supreme and perilous exigency 
to the Republic, and which the Senator from Kansas asserts de- 
mands the dissolution of the most important functions of this 
Government, to the end that a secure and peaceful rest may be 
attained at last, toaccomplish which the best effortsof the leg- 
islative department of this Government, and of all departments, 
will be bent to hring Sbon the only solution of these difficulties 
which possibly can be attained. 

Mr. BLACKBURN obtained the floor. 

Mr.GORDON. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield tome 
for three minutes? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GORDON, Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER] closed his somewhatextraordinary speech by an assault 
upon the two leading political parties of the country as respon- 
sible for the present unhappy conditions and by an appeal in 
the interests of another party. 


Sir, at a time like this, when the peace of great communities 
is not only threatened, but broken; when the law is openly de- 
fied; when the hitherto quiet homes of a great central city, and 
its orderly, industrious people are threatened with blood and 
fire and terror; when great communities are looking in ever 
direction for some escape from the alarming conditions whic 
surround them; when our very civilization, not to say the form 
of government under which we live, is heaving under the mighty 
ground-swell of a great agitation, it seems to me that any repre- 
sentative on this floor has descended very far from the loft; 
plane of statesmanship and of patriotism when he stands at suc 
an hour to appeal for party. 

Sir, what matters it now whether we be Republicans or Dem- 
ocrats or Populists; what matters it to any lover of his country 
and of his whole country at such an hour whether this or that 
party be in power; what matters it on which side we stood in the 
mighty and bloody conflict of the past? If we would save our 
country from anarchy we must stand now shoulder to shoulder 
for the enforcement of its laws, for the preservation of its peace, 
the support of its dignity, and the perpetuity of its freedom. 

I do not wish to speak on a subject like this from a Southern 
standpoint. Ishall not. It matters not whether these calami- 
ties threaten Western or Eastern, Northern or Southern cities. 
The situation which confronts us involves not only labor and 
law and personal liberty, but the life of the Republic itself. 

Our system is to govern through representatives chosen by 
the people, who make the laws which are declared and enfor ced 
through the orderly processes of courts of justice; and whenever 
the people fail to support the law the Government fails. We 
have no government except that recognized and upheld by the 
free will of the people. 

Our Government was ordained by the people to protect prop- 
erty, public and private; to protect popular rights, among whic 
is the right of the laborer to sell his labor at such price and in 
such employments as he pleases, and whenever that right is in- 
vaded it is a blow at personal liberty, and not only threatens 
the principles which lie at the foundation of our institutions, 
but is an inauguration of a systemof slavery never known inthe 
past history of the country. 

There was a time when the Southern master had the right to 
order his slave to desist from labor, but that day has passed. 
The institution to which that right attached was recognized in 
the fundamental law of the land, and the master ordered the 
slave according to law. That institution has gone down in rev- 
olution. Liberty and the rights of organizations involve no 
such power or 1 as that now assumed, to force others to 
desist who wish to labor. Such a claim is so utterly abhorrent 
to one American ideas that it is impossible to treat it with any 
patience. 

Standing in this lawmaking body and n the law- 
breaking mobs at Chicago, I recall, with some ai 75 ngs I con- 
fess, that woeful prophecy of Lord Macaulay, that in some great 
public upheaval, like that which confronts us, this free Republic 
would either lose its civilization through mob law or in putting 
it down by the strong arm of power would lose its liberty. Sir, 
I do not believe that prophecy; but if such doctrines as we have 
heard on this floor this moning are to become popular among 
us, well may we pause and consider whether Macaulay’s proph- 
one may not yet be realized. 

prefer to agree, however, and I do ra [Nd with the great 
Gambettaof France, that at such times the liberty-loving people 
of this country, without distinction of party, would unite and 
save the Government, however they might differ about its 
licies. These lawbreakers will so find it, Mr. President. The 
ay is not distant, it is upon us now, when they will realize 
this truth. There will be no divisions among us when the con- 
stituted authorities call upon the people. ‘Their response will 
ring through the land as a warning to those who defy the laws. 
The men who wore the gray from 1861 to 1865, under strong con- 
victions, will be found side by side with the men who wore the 
blue, following the same flag, in upholding the dignity of the 
Republic over which it floats, and in enforcing every law upon its 
statute books. [Applause on the floor and in the galleries.) 

The distinguished Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] said 
truly that among the strongest and most conservative classes of 
our people were the farmers. I belong to that class: I am a 
farmer, and, as one of their representatives, I wish to say that 
south of the Potomac River you will not find one farmer, be he 
white or black, who will not rally to the cause of law and of 
order and to the support of this Government in all its constitu- 
tional rights and powers, upheld by the constitutional authori- 
ties whom the people have elected. 

Mr. President, let me close with the declaration that my vite 
est sympathies are enlisted for the suffering masses of this whole 
land. I heartily wish that these labor troubles could be peace- 


ably settled and that bloodshed could have been avoided; but I 
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fee! impelled to add that the blood which has been shed or may 
et be shed is nothing as compared to the value of this Repub- 
lie, and that the sons of the men who established it will save it, 
roa ee pied be the cost. [Applause on the floor and in the 
alleries. 
r The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to remind occu- 
pants of the galleries that demonstrations of applause can not be 
permitted under the rulesof the Senate. TheSergeant-at-Arms 
will see that order is preserved in the galleries. 
SUPPRESSION OF LAWLESSNESS. 
Mr. DANIEL, Isubmitasubstitutefor the resolution offered 


by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be 


read, 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate indorses the prompt and vigorous measures 
adopted by the President of the United States and the members of his Ad- 
stration to repulse and repress by military force the interference of 
lawless men with the due of the laws of the United States, and 
with the trausportation of the mails of the United States, and with com- 
merce among the States. 

Itis within the plain constitutional authority of the Congress of the United 
States “to te commerce with foreign 1 among the several 
States, and with the Indian tribes;" to establish post-offices and post- 
roads; and to ordain and establish inferior courts: and the judicial power 
extends to all cases in law and equity arising under the Constitution and 
laws of the United States. 

Itis the duty of the President under the Constitution to “take care that 
the laws be faithfully executed,“ and to this end it is provided that he shall 
be ‘‘Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States, and of 
the militia of the several States when called into the actual service of the 
United States.” 

Itis treason against the United States for a citizen to levy war against 
them, or to adhere to their enemies, gi them aid and comfort. 

Those who combine to use force to assail or resist the constituted author- 
ities of the United States, civil or military, should be warned of the magni- 
tude of their offense; and those who earn honest bread by honest toil can 
do nothing more detrimental to their interests than to show them any sort 
of countenance in their Jawless course. 

The action of the President and his Administration has thefull sympathy 
and support of the law-abiding masses of the ple of the United States, 
and he will be supported by all departments of the Government and by the 
power and resources of the entire nation. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Ido not yield the floor if it be the pur- 
pose of the Senator from Virginia to ask for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution, because it would inevitably lead to 
debate. x 

Mr. DANIEL. I will not do so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to have the resolution read 
again. I think it is so acceptable that I hope we will pass it. 


The resolution was 5 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I had hoped that such a reso- 
lution as this in a time of public peril like that which now con- 
fronts us would pass the Senate without objection, without de- 
lay, without debate. 

There are some things which go without saying, and it should 
go without saying that this is not a matter on which parties 
may fairly divide. He who brings in the name of party in a 

rtisan sense, whether it be Republican, Democratic, or Popu- 
ist, forgets due recognition of his duty as a patriot. 

In this resolution I have simply summarized the provisions of 
the Constitution which bear directly on the existing situation 
and which point the pathway of duty to the President; and t 
have given expression to that sense of approbation of his course 
which pervades all classes of thinking and patriotic citizens. 

Iam a States rights Democrat, who would not like to see the 
muniments of local self-government overridden. But [am also 
a national Democrat, who would not like to see the muniments 
of national authority and national salai n 

Anarchy is no remedy for . t intensifies every evil 
thatexists. It impedes every remedial process. It should be 
stamped out wherever it shows itself. 

The President is Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy. 
He has the plain right, and it is his plain duty, to employ them 
whenever and wherever the Constitution and laws of the Federal 
Government are forcibly resisted by combinations of men. 

The establishment of post-oflices and post-roads and the trans- 
portation of the mails through and by them isa Federal matter. 
Commerce among the States—interstate commerce, as distin- 
guished from local intrastate commerce, isa Federal matter. 

The due process of law in the Federal courts is a Federal mat- 
ter. And in all three of these matters the President, having im- 
posed upon him the constitutional obligation to ‘‘ take care that 
the laws be faithfully executed,” has the right to use the Army 
and Navy to that end, and to oppose force by force. 

Iam the friend, and have often been the champion, of those 
who work for their daily bread. My sympathy is with them. 
But they can have no lot or share with anarchists, the de- 
stroyers of 8 the destroyers of life, the breakers of law, 
the enemies of peace, order, and civilized existence. They 


enemy who can be so fatal to their every interest as those who 
seek to fire them into defiance of law. 

The President is right in dealing 3 with lawbreak- 
ers. He ought to be upheld and cordially, and unstintedly sup- 

rted here, as he will be throughout this land, by upright and 

w-abiding citizens. 

Sections and pares disappear in the face of society imper- 
iled, We should know only the country, the Constitution, and 
the laws; and, as the President says, in such an emergency dis- 
cussion may be well postponed. Peace, order, and obedience to 
law are the conditions precedent to discussion; with them as- 
sured, grievances will be heard, rights protected, and wrongs 
redressed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope we may have a vote on this resolu- 
tion immediately. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let us vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am entirely willing to vote, provided 
the resolution does not provoke debate. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

on BLACKBURN. If there is to be any debate, l decline to 
yie 

Mr. HALE, Mr. HUNTON, and others. Let us vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada has ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, before a vote is taken upon 
the resolution of the Senator from Virginia or any question re- 
lated to the present condition of the country I think we ought 
to view the object lesson presented. I concur with all that has 
been said with regard to the absolute necessity of the enforce- 
ment of law. Upon that question there can be no difference of 
opinion. But grave difficulties confront us. We are confronted 
by a situation more grave and threatening than any which has 
been presented before in the whole history of the Republic. 

It is stated on all hands that wages must be reduced; that 
they must be reduced to meet a narrower and still narrower 
basis of circulation and trade; and that prices must continue to 
fall under the present conditions. Whatdoes that mean? The 
reduction and continuous reduction of wages in this country 
means & continuous struggle between the Government and the 

ople—a contest which must bring misery to every household. 

8 it possible that there is no relief, that no remedy can be de- 
vised w stop the fall of prices and the necessary reduction of 
wages 
prices and lower wages mean a lower civilization and 
harder conditions. The history of the world tells us that when 
wages fall the people approximate to a condition of slavery. 
Look at the condition of the people of the various countries of 
the globe. We find where wages are lowest the people are the 
most ignorant and degraded. The wages of 600,000,000 people 
now living on the globe average from 1 cent to 6centsaday. I 
know no bettercriterion of the condition of civilization than the 
rate of wages paid. While the United States wasable to pay the 
best wages of any country in the world we were the proudest 
and happiest people in the world; but if the wages of this coun- 
must be reduced, not to the Asiatic basis of from | to 6cents 
a day but to the European basis of from 50 to 60 per cent lower 
than the basis of this country, a fearful struggle awaits us. 

In making war upon labor, which the present laws require, 
we shall be putting free institutions to a test more severe than 
the civil war, more severe than anything which has preceded. 

I beg Senators here and now to think of the contest that is 
before us. In the next twelve months under present conditions 
wages must be reduced at least 50 per cent. After having en- 
joyed the advantages of high wages and prosperity and means 
of educating their children, it is hard for the people to meet 
the sudden and direful change which is now necessary under 
existing laws. Is it not possible for us to relieve the people 
from this destiny and to take the bitter cup from their lips? 

Business is stagnant and must become more so. Men will not 
engage in enterprise with falling prices. The money of the 
country is congested in the money centers. Itis congested in 
the banks. Nobody wants to take it out, and why? Because 
investments in property have been disastrous; use the 
prospect of gain in business is destroyed; because the oppor- 
tunity of the youth of the land to acquire wealth and prosperity 
is gone; because nothing but disaster stares us in the face. 
we attempt to put the money in use it will not be used under 

resent conditions; it will be hoarded and monopolized and used 
or the purpose of wrecking what is left. 

If it were known now that twelve months from to-day there 
would be anabundance of money inthis country the money would 
leave your banks and be invested in property, because every bod 
would know that property would go up, that industries woul 
be revived, and that strikes would cease. Then you would have 
no necessity for armies; you would have no necessity for harsh 


have no place in the ranks of incendiaries, and they have no | measures. If you will make the people prosperous they will 


trample down anarchy, as they have always done. Anarchy can 
not live among a prosperous and happy people. It is only in dis- 
tress, where the y politic is decaying, that anarchists can 
live and prosper. It is owing to the misery of the people that 
they can not. grow and prosper. flee Sareng by giving the 
money of the people back to them. You have destroyed the 
money of the people. Give it back and let them prosper and 
you will have no occasion for resolutions like the one before us. 

It seems to me with this object lesson before us we ought not 
to sit idly by and let our institutions, which are in infinite dan- 
ger, be destroyed. This strike will be put down by the strong 
arm of the law, and it must be put down; but other strikes will 
follow as the iron hand of contraction reduces prices and reduces 
wages, - Discontent and misery have taken the place of happi- 
nessand prosperity. Stop it. Give back to the people their 
money and you will have no use for soldiers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. HALE, and others. Let us vote. $ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If we can have a vote I will 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask that the resolution may go over un- 
der the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Whatisthe request of the Senator from 
New Hampshire? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Lask that the resolution may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1045) to authorize the Secretary of War to donate 
four obsolete gun-carriages to the city of Marshalltown, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1105) for the relief af Albert E. Redstone; and 

A bill (S. 2070) to provide for the restoration to the State of 
Michigan two fiags carried by the Twenty-second Michigan In- 
fantry Volunteers and now in the War Department. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(E. R. 6415) to provide an immediate revision and equalization 
of real estate values in the District of Columbia; also to provide 
an assessment of real estate in said District in the year Eo and 
every third year thereafter, and for other purposes; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Task that the post- offlee appropriation 
bill be proceeded with, 

The te, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 6016) making 9 for the ser vice 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, which had been reported from the Committee on Appro- 
priations with amendments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask that the formal reading of the bill 
be dispensed with and that the amendments of the Committee 
5 eee be considered as they are reached in the read- 

of the . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
aena suggested by the Senator from Kentucky wilt be pur- 
sued. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Committee on Ca ed meses was, on page 1, line 
8, under the head of “ Office of the Postmaster-General,” to strike 
out “eighteen” and insert “ nineteen,” before the word thou- 
gand;” so as to make the clause read: 

For advertising, $19,000. - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, to strike out lines 19 and 
20, in the following words: 

For advertising at first and second class post-oflices, 915,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘Office of the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General,“ on page 3, line 25, after 
the word ‘routes,” to insert including temporary service to 
newly established offices; and on page 4, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to strike out of which sum $30,000 shall be used under 
the direction of the Postmaster-General in supplying temporary 
service to newly established offices in cases w the establish- 
ment of star routes is contemplated;” so as to make the clause 


For inland mail transportation, namely: Inland transportation 
routes, fucluding tarnpocary RAETIA to mewty established OMAAN, 64206000” 
= The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Office of the 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General,” on page 8, after line 3, 
to insert the following paragraph: 
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For mt 
omen ae pt Ar pakei nire Pom en, arrest, and conviction of post 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was concluded, 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move an amendment to come in on page 
6, after line 8. : 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 6, after line 8, insert: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Cincinnati to 
Atlanta and from Cincinnati to Cleveland, $100,000: Provided, That no part 
Postmastar- General shall Geesa such oxpeadivare neces ie eee ee 
mote the interest of the postal — R 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The bill carries an appropriation of 
$196,614.22 for special mail facilities on trunk lines from Spring- 
field, Mass., via New York and Washington, to Atlanta and 
New Orleans. At the conclusion of that paragraph the Senator 
itt Ohio 4 5 8 to insert the ee e which so 

been re y the re appropria for spec 
mail facilities from the ore} et oe aml 3 

Mr. CULLOM. Both to the South and to Cleveland. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Both ways. That necessitates me to 
submit an amendment, which I ask may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the first paragraph on page 6 insert: 


For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Louisville to 
Nashville and to Memphis, $100,000: Provided, That no part of the appro- 

riation rae oe this paragraph shall be N poo awi the W met 
General shall deem such expenditure n er mote - 
terest of the postal service. ee acti 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that amendment. 
Let both amendments go into conference. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam entirely content. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, who has of the bill, whether either of those 
pno ene has been considered in the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would answer the senior Senator from 
Illinois and say yes, but neither of them has been recommended 
by that committee. I would say further that there is no esti- 


opposition to any a 

any line. Both the hee ee by the 
Senator from Ohio and the amendment submitted by me were 
subject to points of order, but I did not choose to raise the point 
of order on his amendment. Iam entirely content, as the Sena- 
tor from Ohio suggested, to let the amendment go into confer- 
ence. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The three propositions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The other House inserted a paragraph 
appropriating $196,000 for the eastern system of railways. I do 
not wonder that the Senator from Ohiofelt that the central system 
of railways could answer a better purpose andis more thoroughly 
entitled to this consideration than whatis comparatively a coast 
line system. What is trueof the railway system his amendment 
represents is be bain true of the largest railway system south of 
the Potomac River which is represented by amendment I 
have submitted, so that it seemed to me the suggestion of the 
Senator from Ohio was a good one and it was to let these 
three provisions go to a conference and there be considered and 
determined in the lightof the necessities that exist and the pro- 
motion of the service that may be had. I am perfectly content 
to have that done. Iam not here to defend any of them. 

Mr.CULLOM. It would seem to me to be a little more in 
harmony with our duty here as Senators to determine in the 
Senate whether the amendments should be adopted by the Sen- 
ate or not, especially in view of the fact that these questions 
have been discussed time and agun heretofore both in the Sen- 
ate and in the committee. Senator from Kentucky has 
yielded the floor? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield to the Senator from Illinois with 
pleasure. 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say that I believe a year ago this 
same subject was up, not on the proposition now submitted by 
the Senator from Ohio, but on the question of subsidizing par- 
ticular lines of for earrying the mails. There were 
before that time two lines receiving additional aid. I do not 
know whether it was done by the commfttee or iu the Senate, 
but at any rate the result was that only one line was given an 
38 e e being, I th $196.000. 

Mr. BLACKB 8 t has been changed, as the Senator 
knows. It was the Coast line. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the line named in the bill? 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Not what is known as the Coast lines 


‘ - 


1894. 


but the Richmond and Danville system. That is not the system 
which was originally the beneficiary of the special appropria- 
tion, 

Mr. CULLOM. It is one line, however, to which the subsi- 
dizing business was reduced a pear ago. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Exactly. 

Mr. CULLOM. The line ran from New York or Boston down 
through along the coast, touching Richmond and other points. 

Mr. HALE. The Atlantic line. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Atlantic line, as it is called. Iwas a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations and of the subcom- 
mittee a year ago, and had the same charge of the bill then that 
the Senator from Kentucky has now. My judgment then was, 
and it is yet, that there should be no appropriation in the post- 
office appropriation bill for the line that is named in the bill or 
any other bill; but I found in the discussion of the bill last year 
that the line that was provided for finally seemed to be the pop- 
ular line, and the appropriation was retained for the line as 
designated. 

I have taken a little pains this morning to look up the sub- 
sidizing business as well as I could in reference to mail lines. 
The policy of appropriating for trunk lines was begun in 1877, 
as near as I can ascertain, by a provision authorizing the Pres- 
ident of the United States to “‘appoint a commission of three 
skilled and competent persons, who shall examine and report to 
Congress at the commencement of its next session such rules 
and regulations for such transportation and rates of compensa- 
tion therefor as shall, in their opinion, be just and expedient,” 
ete. 

I think that probably the appropriation bill in which that 
provision is found resulted in the beginning of special appro- 
priations by Congress for trunk lines, I find that in the 1 
priation act of March 3, 1877, it was provided that $150,000 of the 
sum appropriated, being $9,000,000 and over, might be used by 
the Postmaster-General to obtain proper facilities from the great 
trunk lines of railroad for the railway post-office service during 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878. 

That was the first appropriation I have been able in the time 
I had at command to find in the appropriation acts. Appro- 
priations have been made successively every year since for 
trunk-line service. I find it was providen in the appropriation 
act of 1880 that the sum of $350, ight be used by the Post- 
master-General to maintain and secure from railroads necessary 
8 facilities for the postal service for the year ending June 

, 1881. So the appropriations went on from year to year. In 
the next appropriation act, in 1881, I find that for necessary and 
special facilities on trunk lines $425,000 was appropriated, and 
so far as I can see, the money seemed to be leftin the hands of 
the Postmaster-Generaltosubsidize whatever line called a trunk 
line he might see proper to spend the money upon. So in 1882 
I find the following item: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $600,000, said facilities 
oS TETEE as faras practicable to the principal cities of the United 

I think that was the largest appropriation that has ever been 
made for this ial purpose. Then again, in 1883, for neces- 
sary and speciul facilities on trunk lines $185,000 was appropri- 
ated. So the amount was very largely reduced. Then again, 
in 1884, for necessary and special facilities on trunk lines $250,- 
000 was appropriated. So the pA a tes run on in 1886, 
1887, 1888, 1889, 1890, 1891, 1892, 1893, and 1894, nearly all of the 
items making appropriations without specifying the lines, until 
we come down to the last appropriation act. A year ago, or two 
years ago, perhaps, the then Postmaster-General recommended 
that all the appropriations for special facilities on trunk lines 
should be dispensed with. But the one line, as I said, has been 
retained. 

I have read these items of appropriation to show what has 
been going on in the Government with reference to the matter, 
and to show that the true policy of the Government, in the judg- 
ment of the Postmasters-General, would be to get rid of the ap- 
propriations. Asa matter of fact I do not believe they are of 
any particular consequence to the Government at all. The truth 
is that all the lines now running from New Vork to Chicago and 
from Chicago south, I think, and in all directions, are carrying 
the mails at as rapid a rate as they can be carried upon the trains. 
At any rate, there is no call from other portions of the country 
for these special fast mail facilities. But if the policy is to be 
retained at all, and the Government makes special appropria- 
tions for special lines, I do not see any particular reason why 
the line indicated by the Senator from Ohio should not have just 
as fair privileges as the one that is now recognized by statute. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I see no objection what- 
ever to appropriating even alarger sum than is contained in 
the pending bill for special service on these great lines. It is 
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entirely left to the Postmaster-General. Unless he approves it, 
as a matter of course the fast mail service will not be puton the 
line. There are probably four great lines from the North to 
the South which ought to have special facilities. Already from 
the East to the West the mail is carried as quickly as it can be 
carried by the fast routes. The line along the seacoast has 
been protected for some time, and I have no desire to interfere 
with it. Then there is a line from Cleveland and Cincinnati 
south to Atlanta and New Orleans, connecting at New Orleans, 
which is very important indeed. It may be said also that from 
Louisville there oughtto be provision made along the Louisville 
and Nashville roadand soon to New Orleans. There isa line,I 
am told, already established from Chicago, by way of the Illinois 
Central, direct to New Orleans. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no subsidized line. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; these are not subsidized lines. 

Mr.CULLOM. The Government is not paying a cent for tho 
transportation of mails beyond the ordinary contracts except 


upon the Atlantic line, as it is called. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I shall be 2 ing to provide for 
these leading lines by giving the Postmaster-General a little 


latitude, so that he might, by paying a small sum in the course 
of the year, expedite the mails. I see no objection to it. 

If these three propositions go into conference, the conferees 
can regulate the matter. I would not want to have any dupli- 
cation in the lines. The Postmaster-General now has power 
under this provision either to decline service or to select the 
time. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not understand that the line is to be se- 
lected by him. 

Me. SHERMAN. He can reject it 5 - 

Mr. CULLOM. I know he can reject it, but he is to be con- 
fined to a particular point. p 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have received from commercial bodies, 
North and South, from Cleveland clear through, prayers in 
favor of this amendment. I have sent them all to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and therefore the amendment is cer- 
tainlv in order. I think every chamber of commerce from 
Cleveland and Cincinnati, through Kentucky, and so on down, 
have sent us resolutions in favor of these fast mail lines, and 
urging that some provision be made for increased rapidity in 
the mail service. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. [agree with the statement made by the 
senior Senator from Illinois, and I thoroughly indorse every- 
thing said by the Senator from Ohio, but I do not care to be 
misunderstood about this paragraph of the pending bill, 

It is a fact that the Post-Office artment has never favored 
appropriations for special fast mail facilities. Two years ago 
the Postmaster-General protested in an official communication 
to Congress against any such . of money, and in- 
sisted that they did no good, but did harm. There is no deny- 
ing the fact that these are subsidies and that the roads which 
get the benefit of the appropriations are subsidized roads. I 
never favored asubsidy in my life and never expect to do so. 

But all that the Senator from Ohio says is true. The other 
House passea the bill and it came to us carrying an appropria- 
tion of $196,000 for one system of railway. The Senator from 
Ohio has a perfect right to demand equal consideration and 
fair treatment for the system of railroad covered by his amend- 
ment. That line would, I am sure, render far more and broader 
service than the one embraced in the bill as it stands. 

I feel that Lam warranted in the amendment I have submitted. 
The Louisville and Nashville is the longest, the largest, and the 
most important system of railway south of the Potomac and the 
Ohio Rivers. The Louisville Southern is another large and im- 
portant system of railway. 

I was perfectly willing to let the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio proposing accelerated service from the me- 
ind op of his State and the amendment submitted by me to go 
in, in order that they might go into conference and the conferees 
of the two Houses might determine first whether any appropria- 
tion for special mail facilities should be made at all or not, and 
secondly, if there should be any such appropriation made, where 
to locate it in order to do the most good with it. 

My own deliberate judgment is that the people who are bene- 
fited by it, principally if not exclusively, are the owners of the 
metropolitan journals of the country who get the papers out two 
hours earlier by delaying a train, not vas pees a train. A 
train that would leave New York at II o'clock would not carry 
amorning paper, but if the train leaves New York at 1:50 o'clock 
it would carry all the morning papers. So of Louisville and 
Cincinnati. I think the metropolitan dailies of the country are 
the chief beneficiaries of these appropriations. 

But however that may be, I was perfectly willing and am per- 
fectly willing to let the appropriation of $196,000, which the 
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House sent to us, go with the amendment of the Senator from 


Mr. HALE. ‘That is because there is only one route now 


Ohio and my own amendment to conference and let the con- | selected. 


ferees report to the two Houses of Congress, first, whether any 
such appropriation shall be made at all, and, if so, where it can 
be made to render the greatest service to the country. 

Mr. MILLS. Would it not be well enough to have special fa- 
cilities on another line to go from Chicago by way of St. Louis 
to Galveston? There is a great section of country to be served 
by a fast mail line. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not see why it can not be done. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask whether these amendments are 
offered as amendments to the clause in the bill as it comes to us 
from the other House? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ianswer the Senator from Maine, yes. 
The proposed amendment, submitted by the Senator from Ohio, 
and the one submitted by me were both before the Committee 
on Appropriations, as the Senator from Maine knows. They 
were not recommended by that committee; they were not in- 
serted in the bill; so that they are not submitted here with the 
approval of the Committee on Appropriations, but they are sub- 
mitted as amendments to this paragraph, so that if agreed to, it 
puts the whole paragraph in conference between the two Houses. 

Mr. HALE. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Idonot mean to allow $160,000 of ap- 
propriation to stand beyond the reach of the conferees. I mean 
that these shall go in as amendments to that paragraph and put 
the whole three propositions into conference. 

Mr. HALE. That pnia it in perfectly clear light so that every- 
body may understand it. It leaves the whole subject-matter 
open to conference. Each of these amendments is subject to a 
point of order. Neither of them has the approval of the Depart- 
ment or was put on by the other House 

Mr. BLACKBURN. They are not estimated for. 

Mr. HALE. Nor are they reported by any committee of the 
Senate as amendments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And neither has been estimated for. 

Mr. HALE. As I say, the amendments have not the appro- 
bation of the Department, so that each is subject to a point of 
order; but no point of order has been made, and it will be left, 
if they are put on, for the conference committee to settle the 
whole matter. 

I have always felt that extra appropriations for special routes 
had no great public demand behind them. I have never heard 
of any people living in the part of the country through which 
the lines run, either the business public or the general popula- 
tion, demanding extra subsidies for special routes, and I for one 
shall not be affected with any grave discontent when the con- 
ference committee tackles this matter, if the whole thing is 
dropped out. 

r. BLACKBURN. Neither will I. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me to make a sug: 
gestion, I remember a year ago the only controversy about it 
was a scramble between railroads as to which should get the 
money; and that is pretty nearly all there is in it now. 

Mr. HALE. That is all there ever will be in it, when we un- 
dertake to select chosen routes for the benefits of extra subsi- 
dies and Peas and we ought to remember—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, in order to 
remove all doubt about it, I will move the amendment I have 
offered to come in immediately after and as a part of the pre- 


ceding paragraph. 

Mr. TALE. understand that it is considered as an amend- 
ment to the paragraph so as to throw the whole paragraph into 
conference. ? 

‘The truth is, Mr. President, that we have been most bounti- 
ful and munificent in our appropriations for the general inland 
mail transportation all over thecountry. Iremember very well 
as a member of the Committee on Appropriations in the House 
of Representatives when this began with asimple appropriation 
ofafew hundred thousand dollars, and afew dozen cars that 
were put on particular lines, but now we are appropriating $25,- 
000,000 ere for inland transportation—more than the en- 
tire cost of the postal service twenty years ago. 

The companies ought to be content with the benefits of the 
general provision. the Senator from Illinois has said, the 
moment you begin to select special routes and give subsidies to 
those routes the same kind of controversy is started that we have 
here on the floor. Here are three different routes coming in, 
each claiming to be better than theothers. Next year we shall 
have half a dozen and gradually we will be led to double the ap- 
propriations, when we are giving plenty now. So I shall be con- 
tent if the whole thing goes by the board in conference. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose the Senator heard what I said, that 
the appropriations for special facilities for trunk lines did run 
up to over $600,000. They then began to run down and they 
are now down to $196,000, 


* 


Mr. CULLOM. It is the policy of the Government to get rid 
of special appropriations for special facilities. 

Mr. BATE. Regardless of these routes and the benefits 
which may be derived, I am on principle opposed to these ap- 

ropriations. I expect to cast my vote against subsidies in any 
orm when they are presented here, if I can consistently do so. 

It may seem a little singular for me to oppose a proposition 
that may inure to the benefit of some of my own people, es- 
pecially the proposition made by the Senator from Kentucky, 
who has charge of the bill. The line he proposes to provide for 
goes 8 Nashville, my home, from Cincinnati via Louis- 
ville, and thus we would be given greater mail facilities and it 
would help our journals, but I am opposed to the proposition 
upon 4 dee 

I donot think the $196,000 which has been appropriated by 
the other House should be given, and if the opportunity offers 
itself to me I shall vote against that ap ropriation. I want to 
strike it out. I say frankly, I do notbelieve in sending the mat- 
ter into conference to be arranged there, I do not know what 
character of legislation may result, which will be brought back 
here to us to be confirmed and indorsed, when there may be ob- 
jectionable features in it. I think the place to strike it out is 
right here, and that we should oppose any of the propositions 
made in the shape of amendments to the bill. Ido not know 
what trunk line is to get the $196,000, whether it is the Coast 
Line that runs through our country or permeates the West—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is the Richmond and Danville. 

Mr. BATE. If that railroad gets it, other roads equally as 
great and equally as strong, and with all the facilities for trans- 
portation will come along and ask that they shall be treated like- 
wise. As the Senator from Maine well expressed it, all the 
other roads will come along and demand special aid, and we shall 
have a general logrolling scheme. It will be,“ You help me 
and I will help you,” and we will bankrupt the Treasury of the 
country. That is what it will lead to. 

a BLACKBURN. Like a river and harbor appropriation 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; like a river and harbor appropriation - 
bill. Iam opposca to it, and I think we should cut it off right 
here. Mr. President, I hope that will be done. It is wrong. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Tennessee can reach his pur- 
pose by moving to strike out the clause in the bill which con- 
tains the appropriation for one route. Then, if it is the sense 
of the Senate, it will be stricken out of the bill entirely. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator refers to the appropriation of 
$196,000? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; the Senator can reach his purpose by mak- 
ing that motion. 

Mr. BATE. I should like to move that amendment, but I 
shall consult the manager of the bill inregard to it. However, 
when the proposition comes up, should it come, I shall vote 
against the P upon principle. I belleve that we 
should stop it here. As I said, why carry it to a committee of 
conference? We do not know what it will lead to. The best 
place to settle it is to strikeitout here, right at thestart. Sub- 
sidies are wrong. I do not believe that it is proper to give 
bonuses. I do not suppose there is a railroad that will carry the 
mails an hour quicker from Boston to New Orleans than it is 
now carrying them, even if it had additional funds given it for 
that purpose. They all have these postal cars and every facility 
for rapidity of movement, and they ought to make their con- 
tracts with the Postmaster-General under the general law. 

Another feature which is strange is that this comes in here 
without the recommendation of the Postmaster-General. I un- 
derstand that all the Postmasters-General heretofore have op- 
posed these propositions, and why shall we bring itin here now 
with no recommendation from the Department? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will my friend from Tennessee allow 
me? 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator expressed surprise that 
this proposition should be brought in here without the indorse- 
ment of the Department. Iam sure that he does not mean to 
do me any injustice. 

Mr. BATE. I would not if I knew it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I stated to the Senate that it had not 
been estimated for, that it had not been recommended by the 
Post-Office Department, and that two years ago the Postmaster- 
General had sent an official communication to Congress protest- 
ing against it. I found it, the Senate found it, in the bill as it 
came from the other House. 

Mr. BATE. Then that is all the more reason why we should 
reject it right here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator should make a motion to 
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strike tho paragraph out from line 24, page 5, down to and in- 
cluding line 6, on page 6, which covers the F of 
$196,000, I would vote for his amendment; but I did not propose 
to move it, and I hope that nobody will move it, so that the 
committee of conference, who are not the masters of the two 
Houses of Congress, but simply their agents, may take into con- 
sideration the appropriation in the bill, the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Ohio and the amendment submitted 
by me, and he Yee to their two Houses as to what in their judg- 
ment it is best to do. The Senate will then doas it thinks best. 

Mr. MILLS. But my friend will remember that if we do not 
strike out the paragraph now in the bill it will not go to con- 
ference. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg my friend from Texas to bear in 
mind that if the amendment of the Senator from Ohio and the 
amendment which I have submitted, or either of them, should 
be adopted as an amendment to the paragraph of the bill, it 
puts the whole paragraph in conference. 

Mr. HALE. Still, if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. While that is true, speaking strictly, when a 
particular measure had been putin by one House involving an 
appropriation and the other House had, instead of striking it 
out, added to it, a conference committee would hesitate long be- 
fore striking it all out, because there is nothing then in the act 
of either House indicating that it is favorable to striking it out; 
the action of the Senate goes further than the House and adds 
two other appropriations. Thetruthisit has got to be reached 
here, if any Senator wants to reach it, as the Senator from Ten- 
nessee has indicated, by a motion to strike out the paragraph 
5 in the bill naming one line and making an appropriation 
for it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iagree with the Senator from Maine, 
though as a member of the committee of conference, if upon it, I 
should not feel hampered at all in acting upon the paragraph 
However, I do insist that both the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio and the amendment submitted by me, or 
either of them, if adopted, would in my judgment clearly put 
that whole paragraph nto conference. 

Mr. HALE. It does, technically. 

Mr. BATE. I move to strike out that part of the bill. 

Mr. CAREY. I wish to ask a question. It the Senate votes 
to strike out the paragraph, doesit not end it there? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It does, if the Senate should strike out 
the lines of the bill I have indicated. 

Mr. BATE. Read it again, please. I will base my motion on 
what you read now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. From and including line 24 on page 5 
to line 6 on page 6. If the Senate should strike that out, of 
course it puts in conference the appropriation of $196,000, but it 
does not put intoconference the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio nor the amendment submitted by me. 

Mr.CAREY. I wish to ask one more question. It is pretty 
difficult to understand whether the Senator from Kentucky 
wants the 2 to stay in or come out. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no; I trust Lam not failing to make 
myself understood. I said that L am not an advocate of this pro- 
vision. 

Mr. CAREY. There are three members of the Appropria- 
tion Committee who have stood up and said it is simply in the 
bill because the House put it in; that they had no part or parcel 
in putting itin. Each of them has further stated that it is not 
recommended by the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And not estimated for. 

Mr. CAREY. Now, you pick out certain lines of railroad and 
propose to give them subsidies for a fast mail. I think the prin- 
ciple of it is all wrong. The railroads in the West, that are in 
great distress, are carrying fast mails under the general appro- 
priations. If you are going to give the old lines of railroad that 
run along the Atlantic coast special appropriations for carrying 
the mails, I think you had better give us some special facilities 
for carrying mails across the continent. If the Senator from 
Tennessee does not move to strike out the paragraph I shall 
make the motion to strike it out. 

Mr. BATE. I move, by way of ending this controversy, to 
strike out that part which the Senator from Kentucky favored 
me by ort 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Before the Senator from Tennessee 
makes that motion I want him to allow me to say afew wordsin 
answer to the Senator last upon the floor. 

Mr. BATE. 5 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am sure I did not intend to leave any- 
body in doubt as to my position in this matter. Upon the con- 
trary, I stated to the Senator from Tennessee that if he moved 
to strike out the paragraph I would vote for his motion; but I 
call the attention of the Senate to the fact that, if the motion 


should prevau, it simply puts into conference the appropria- 
tion of $196,000, and does not carry into conference the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio or my amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. Will not the amendments of the Senate go 
into conference? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There are no amendments yet made to 
the paragraph. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Ohio offers an amend- 
ment and if it is adopted it would go into conference. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If it should be agreed to by the Senate 
then it would go into conference, certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Any amendment made by the Senate would 
go into conference. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Of course, but the amendment has not 
been agreed to. If the Senator from Tennessee wants to make 
a motion to strike out the paragraph, I suggest to him that we 
first (knowing that that will simply result in sending the para- 
graph to conference) agree to let the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio and my own amendment be adopted by the Senate. 
Then if the Senate strikes out the paragraph, it will put all 
three propositions into conference. 

Mr. BATE, I will conform to the wishes of the Senator from 
3 I move to strike out the paragraph, as I have already 
indicated, and upon that I expect to call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to tho Sena- 
tor from Tennessee that the first question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Ohio, and then the question will be 
upon the amendment offered by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Which amendments propose to perfect 
the clause. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After those amendments are dis- 
posed of the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to strike out 
the paragraph will be entertained. 

Mr. HUNTON. I hope the appropriation of $196,000 for a fast 
mail from New York to Florida will not be stricken out. It is 
a provision that has been in the law, I think, for three or four 
years, and it has been found to act so well that the representa- 
tives of the whole people in the other House have inserted it 
again. I desire to say now (and that is for the purpose for 
which I have risen) that this is not a subsidy for the Richmond 
and Danville Railroad, or the road which succeeds the Richmond 
and Danville by another name, but according to the terms of 
the provision inserted in the bill by the other House, and re- 
ported favorably by the Senate committee to the Senate, it isa 
provision for a fast-mail route from New York City to Florida 
without specifying any route, without naming any railroad com- 
pany. I need not tell Senators around me that from the begin- 
ning to the end of the route there are more than two competing 
roads. 

So it is not a subsidy to a railroad company, but it is a pro- 
vision for a fast mail. The railroad company which offers the 
best and most rapid facilities for the transmission of the mails 
will get the $196,000, I desire the Senate to understand that 
this is not a subsidy to any given road, but it is a provision for 
the purpose of transmitting the mails from the extreme North 
to the extreme South with greater rapidity. 

Mr. HALE. In the end it is a subsidy to some particular 
route, is it not? We do not say what the route shall be, but 
when it is selected it is a subsidy to that road. It is extra pay 
for a particular line. 

— 5 HUNTON. But instead of being a subsidy to any one 
route 

Mr. HALE. It can not be to two routes. 

Mr. HUNTON. It is a provision authorizing the Postmaster- 
General to provide for the rapid transmission of the mails over 
some route. 

Mr. HALE. Has it not got to be over some route? 

Mr. HUNTON. Ofcourse, when the Postmaster-General acts. 

Mr. HALE. That is whatI said. It isa subsidy the moment 
the Postmaster-General selects the route. 

Mr. HUNTON. Butit is not a subsidy to any given route? 

Mr. BATE. It can not be anything else. 

Mr. HALE. Wedo not select the particular road. We know 
one of two lines will be selected, and when that is selected it is 
a subsidy. 

In yoting upon these propositions (and the Chair of course 
has decided right, that the first question is on the amendments 
to perfect the paragraph) I trust Senators will think twice be- 
fore they commit themselves to the very simple-minded project 
of adding two other routes to a provision which the Senate it- 
self is against. 

That would not be a very logical way to go into conference. 
If the sentiment of the Senate is as indicated, and in which my 
friend from Kentucky, who has charge of the bill, joins, is 
against this one route and against subsidies generally for par- 
ticular routes, it would bea very simple-hearted proposition to 
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go and-add tao more and then strike them allout and send them 
into conferenee, because then in conferenee it would be claimed] 
that the Senate had. already added two to the one, and three are 
in conference instead of one. The truth is that the only logical 
way is to vote down all the other amendments and then vote up 
the tion of the Senator from Tennessee. That is the only 
way you can get it into conference and express the sentiment of 
the Senate against extra subsidies. 

Mr. BATE. And let that expression go to the committee of 
conference. | 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, Inwish to draw the attention of 

the Senate for just a few moments to some of the considerations 
which affect this matter of 5 80 facilities, as it is called, for 
railways. The history of it been partly told by the Sena - 
tor from Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM]. He antedates somewhat the 
time. If Lam not mistaken in :remembrance the first proposi-| 
tion came to pay perhaps the greatest railroad in the country a 
wholly unnecessary subsidy of 825,000 a -year for carrying the 
mails between Albany and New Vork City. That subsidy was 
put upon the Post- Offlee appropriation bill a good many years 
ago, not because of a necessity and in order that more rapid 
transportation of the mails might he secured, but because of the 
interests in obtaining it. 

Next came in the road from New York to Springfield, the New 
Vork, New Haven and Hartford, and other rich, powerful, and 
influentialcorporations. Then the idea gradually extended, and 
an appropriation was made for the benefit of the Atlantic Coast 
Line. I may not be entirely exact in the sucesssion of events, 

or the specific history, but when the appropriation was made for 
the Atlantic Coast Line there was not a necessity but something 
ol peculiar advantage in making some subsidy to that line. 
t was, comparatively-speaking, a new line. It was upon the 
coast, where there was land and contribution to its carriage only 
from one side. It was a line to the South mucherippled in its 
resources and abilities to maintain a railroad, and it Was a line 
to open upſthe new country of Florida to convenient aceessibil- 
ity on the part of the people of the North, especially for winter 
travel and winter sojourn. That fixed upon that line the main 
part of the contribution for its support and maintenance, more 
5 a line of rapid and convenient travel than for its mail facili- 
ties. 

In the last Congress, when the Post- Offlee appropriation bill 
was discussed, Congress deliberately took away the subsidy from 
that line and said, it had been supported long enough,“ as it 
had. The Pestmaster-General more than once had recom- 
mended that the subsidy be withdrawn, He had stated that it 
Was unnecessary, the ordinary mail pay being ample tosupport it. 
‘Congress took it away, and ‘instead of giving money to the 
3 by the reduction of appropriations, it applied it to a new 

e running-southwesterly to New Orleans. 

That line-has enjoyed it during the ‘fiscal year just passed. 
The natural result is to be seen at once. Youno sooner; put the 
subsidy upon a railroad line running through the interior of the 
country than every railroad running through the interior of the 
country holds out its hands, not half so much in suppliance as 
in demand. Cincinnati wants its contribution; Louisville wants 
its contribution. Why not St. Louis, with its lines to Texas and 
Santa Fé? 

Mr. President, all these things are utterly unnecessary for two 
reasons: In the first place, there is con ed in the appropri- 
ation no stipulation for any difference in the rate of speed with 
which the mails are to be carried, or any ad vantage of the kind. 
Secondly, if there were any such advantages, they are all to be 
obtained bythe application of the present law in à proper man- 

mer under the control of the Postmaster-General. 

A few years ago there was great desirability for expediting 
mails through to St. Louis, Kansas City, and the Southwest. 
An entire day’s time was gained without the cost of one addi- 
tional dollar to the public, simply by using the powers at hand 
for that purpose, and using them in a way to facilitate, not to 
disadvantage, the carrying of the mail. 

Mr. CULLOM. By a proper contract. 

Mr. VILAS. mal ‘aveontract to the effect that if a 
mail train shall bo put upon u through route, so as to expedite 
the time by a certain given number of hours, all the mail which 
can be carrie on that route shall be upon it. Thus 
the ‘railroad receives the additional advan which the law 
prescribes for carrying the inereased amount of mail. That ad- 
Verben e ut the su] e time again to the people, because the 
‘price for carriage diminishes as the weights ‘increase, and the 
concentration of the mail upon a single route is to the advan- 
dage ofthe carrying of the mails, because thereby all the mail 

von that route is expedited beyond what any other route can give. 

Thus in every aspect in which, it dan be, considered, the true 


; ito expedite a mail train is for the Postmaster-General to 


6 his contract for carriage, specif his hours, and put 
the mails upon that route. i su : we 


eral powers now vested in 


cause they are contingent on the running of extra trains. 


‘Mr. HALE. Under the general appropriation. 
Mr. VILAS. -Under:the 8 appropriation and the gen- 

‘Now, let me call attention to that matter for one moment. 
Here is the law, which provides that the Postmaster-General 
may pay to railroads not to exceed for each mile of the railroad 
route specified sums per annum. give the net result after 
various reduetions: Not over 200 pounds, 342.75 per mile; not 
over 500 pounds, $64.13 per mile; not over 1,000 pounds, 885.50 
per mile; not over 1,500: pounds, $106.88 per mile; not over 2,000 
pounds, $128.25-per mile, and so on up to 5,000 pounds and over. 
It will be observed that 2,000 pounds costs the people and pays 
to the railroads per mile only about three times as much as.200 
pounds, one-tenth of the quantity. 

Mr. HALE. That is wholesale. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; that is wholesale. At the same time such 
is the advantage to the railroads of carrying the larger quan- 
tities that the more they carry the better is the traffle for them. 
There is no freight which a raitroad carries Which pays it as 
well as do the mails, and the more they can obtain the better. 
I said there is no freight; it is possible that there are some very 
highly valued freights which they would carry to greater ad- 
vantage, but those are transported by express companies and not 
by the railroad companies. 
believe it is ute ue statement that the mails are the most 
profitable freight which the railroads transport, yielding them 
a profit with the least difficulty and the least cost. Observation 
of the effect of the scale of prices shows at once how by a proper 
application of the power at command the mails can be expedited 
upon any route with greater advantage to the railroad:itself, at 
less cost on the whole to the public, and with gain to the mails 
which are carried upon the route or even to the section of coun- 
try through which the railroad runs. 

Tr. BRICE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow:me for 
one moment? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BRICE. TL wish to call attention to the fact that the argu- 
ment has been made as though the companies to whom 
this subsidy is paid desire the grant. That may have been 80 
along time ago; I do not know. While I agree substantially 
with everything that has been said by the Senator from Wis- 
consin as to the proper mode of mail carriage by the railroads. 
the railroad companies do not desire these special grants, be- 
Such 
trains are unprofitable to the companies, and they are only 
forced upon roads by the wants of local eommunities. 

Mr. VILAS. I am glad to have that information from the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BRIGE. As to the amendment offered by my colleague 
Mr. SHERMAN], as well as to the grants which have been made 
heretofore and the provision now in the bill and others of like 
character, they are not especially desired by the railroad com- 
panies, and the movement in their favor, particularly the one 
that is made by my colleague, is not made by the railroad 
companies or specially desired by them. There may be other 
persons who desire such grants, 

Mr. VILAS. On that point alone Lam di ed to agree en- 
tirely with the opinion of the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. BRICE], and 9 because 1 hold in my hand a Cincin- 
nati newspaper, published I believe in the 5 there- 
fore one which can be perfectly free in respect to the advantage 
to be derived by these subsidies. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should be obliged to my friend from 
Wisconsin if he would allow me to add that 

Mr. VILAS. ete 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have been made the recipient within 
the last twenty-four hours of the two metropolitan dailies of 
Cincinnati, the Commercial-Gazette and the Enquirer, both of 
which were abusing me because I do not favor the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. VILAS. This paper-sets forth the fact that the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio is wholly and entirely 
in the interest of the two morning dailies and greatly to the dis- 
ad vantage of the business community of Oineinnati. I Will read 
an extract from it. It says: 

The Louisville morning papers have now taken a hand in this project and 
are shouting for a fast early morning mail to the Sonth, to rum inconnec- 
tion with the proposed train from, Cincinnati.” This Cincinnati-Lonisville 
m paper combination is tremendously active m trying to secure the 
coöperation of the trade associations to “help the scheme along. Business 


men and all other citizens have quick eyes for the detection of false pre- 


q 
do not like to be humbugged,and itis particular! 
schemers. 8 


tenses; moreover, the 
asked to act as tools of 


distasteful to them to 
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It would not ca a dozen more letters than are now ied the 

regular evening train. In regard tosa time ule ſor a fast mail 
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ting into New Orleans in the early morning—thatis, about 3.o'clock—asI 
eon the object of the fast mail would be to make the run in twenty-four 
ours.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. What is the Senator from Wisconsin read- 

from? 

r. VILAS. Lam reading from the Times-Star. I shall not 
occupy further time in reading from this article. I indicate by 
1 have read its general character. 

Mr. SHERMAN, e Times-Star is an afternoon paper. I 
understand the time of leaving, etc., would be entirely at the 
discretion of the Postmaster-General. 

It might be morning or evening, whichever would be the more 
beneficial to the commercial ses. The Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cincinnati, as the Senator from Wisconsin knows, is a 
very respectable body of men, and all of them, and so far as I 
know all the commercial men of Cincinnati are calling for relief. 
They have sent me their petitions and memorials in various 
forms. It may be that it would also be a great convenience to 
the newspapers, 

Mr. V. S. Jean well believe—I should not have supposed 
to the contrary even without the statement of the Senator from 
Ohio that the business men of Cincinnati would do what they 
could to secure a more rapid communication with the hope of 
enlarging their trade with the Southern people, especially if 
that communication could be provided for them at the cost of 
5 along the line of the proposed in th 

news ong i © pro ronte e 
Southern States have sent me similar articles. I collected a 
number of them. I remember some from Chattanooga, and if I 
am not mistaken from other points in the South, strongly op- 
posing this as a waste of money and saying that it is merely a 
Plan to provide for a more rapid or easy distribution of the Cin- 
cinnati morning pa . However that may be, fhe provision 
for the newspapers is one thing to be fairly considered. I should 
not urge it as a reason why fast mail facilities should not be af- 
forded, if they were fast mail facilities, and also of advantage to 
other business interests. 

Newspapers are entitled to as much fair consideration as others 
who employ mail facilities. Let it onght to be remarked, and 
fairly understood, that newspaper mail, fhe second class of mail 
matter, now costs the Department and the United States fully 
one-third ofall the expenditures forthe postal service, amounting 
to probably nearly ty millions a year. It returns in postage 

y about one-fourth, some two millionsa year. So we are do- 
ing pretty well in the dissemination of second-class mail matters. 

Mr. CAREY. Will the Senator from Wiscensin allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. CAREY. Why cannot contracts be made for carrying 
the mail along the Atlantic seaboard in the same manner that 
fhe Postmaster-General makes contracts for carrying fast mail 
west of Chicago? 

Mr. VILAS. Of course, they could do it, and possibly they 
are now doing it, for the Atlantic Coast Line is no longer the 
recipient of a subsidy. The Senator, perhaps, is not aware of 
the fact that in the Congress it was changed from the At- 
lantic Coast Line, and is now given to the Richmond and Dan- 
ville system going to New Orleans. 

Mr. CAREY. s the Senator believe that the South gets 
any 1 8715 mail facilities than it would get if it did not have the 
subsidy 

Mr. VILAS. I think the South can have, without the sub- 
sidy, by proper administration of the Post-Office Department 
and with the law now in the hands of the Postmaster-General, 
just as good facilities as they can have with the subsidy. 

Mr.RANSOM. Will my friend from Wisconsin allow me to 
say.a word to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. CARE I will give the Senator all fhe permission in 


my power, 

Mr RAN SOM. Iwill state to the Senator from Wyoming 
that in consequence of these mail facilities the mail to the South 
in the last fourteen years has been carried so as to secure a day's 
advantage to all the business people of that section. Immedi- 
ately upon putting in the act the first time the appropriation 
for these special mail facilities the Postmaster-General made a 
contract, and the mails were carried so that the papers and all 
mails were received a day earlier in a very large section of the 
South. All letters were received a day sooner in consequence 
of the fast mail, and the same convenient and advantageous 
condition exists to-day. The saving of twelve hours in every 
twenty-four in fhe reception and return of the mails to millions 
of people is an incalculable good. 

Mr. CAREY. Does the Senator from North Carolina be- 
lieve that the Postmaster-General would take care of the South 
the same as he has taken care of other portions of the country? 
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Mr. RANSOM, I have no doubt 

Mr. CAREY. We have fast mail in the West. We get the 
newspapers and letters by fast mail. 

Mr. RANSOM. Thave no doubt that the Postmaster-General, 
as other Postmasters-General have done, will treat the South 


fairly. 

Mr. CAREY. What railroad gets the money? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Richmond and Danville. 

Mr. RANSOM. At present it is known as the Richmond and 
Danville system. Before last year the Atlantic Coast Line sys- 
tem received the facilities. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin 
will pardon me for detaining him. Whether the mail goes b 
one route or the other, it is the same thing so far as the Sou 
is eee The mail reaches its destination twelve hours 
earlier. 

Let me tell the Senator from Wyoming exactly how this thing 
is. Before these fast mail lines were established, we in North 
Carolina did not receive the New York papers until the day after 
they were issued. Now we receive them the same day. That 
is the difference. A day is saved. 


Mr. CAREY. Does not the Senator believe that his people 
would get the papers the same day without the subsidy? 
Mr. RANSOM. I do not believe in expressing beliefs, butas 


the Senator from Wyoming has asked me to.do so,I will state 
that if the appropriation for these mail facilities is withdrawn 
I believe the Southern lines will be obliged to stop the service. 

Mr. CAREY. I understand the Postmaster-General does not 
even make a recommendation for this appropriation. 

Mr. RANSOM. I know that; but he has expended it invaria- 
piy amien Oongress has made it. 

CAREY. And the Post-Office Department has not wanted 
fhis special ap Aon. 

Mr. RANSO Thoped I had answered the Senator safis- 
factorily, and I.see that I have from the suddenness with which 
he shifts his position. I will give the ‘Senator a conclusive an- 
swer upon that point. 

The expenditure of the appropriation for the 
facilities is left entirely. at the Kise retion of the — 
General. It is not positive. Its expenditure is not arbitrarily 
required by the bi The whole appropriation is absolutely at 
the discretion of the Postmaster-General. Although I think 
my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], when Postmas- 
ter-General, had a paragraph or two in his report in flaming 
colors against this appropriation, yet when the time came he 
expended the appropriationhimself. His wise discretion would 
not permit him to withhold it. The appropriation has been 
made, as my friend from Illinois said alittle while ago, since 
1877; its expenditure every time being at the discretion-of the 
Postmaster-General. It can not be used otherwise. The act 
provides that the Postmaster-General must approve it in 
order to have it used; otherwise he need not expend the 
money. My friend from Wisconsin was notcompelled toexpend 
a dollar of this money; and yet he did expend it, and I stand 
upon the record of his acts. 

There are millions of people in the South receiving their mail, 
their letters and newspapers a day sooner, twelve hours earlier, 
and all their business is facilitated by this little appropriation of 
3190,000. ‘The simple question is whether that condition is to be 

ed. My friend wants to put them back to the situation 
which formerly existed. 

Mr. CAREY. Will not the Postmaster-General have aright 
to make an appropriation out of the $25,000,000 to continue this 
fast mail? : 

Mr. RANSOM. Oh, no. 

Mr. CAREY. He undoubtedly has that right. 

Mr. RANSOM. He can not. 

Mr. CAREY. I it not left to the Postmaster-General? 

Mr. RANSOM. No. Iam sorry do not know so much about 
the postal laws as my friend, the Senator from Wisconsin. But 
I do know that the Postmaster-General under the general law 
will not and can not pay one railroad more for carrying mail 
faster than he pays other railroads which are carrying it not s0 
fast. He can not doit. The law provides for no such thing. 

Mr. CAREY. The Postmaster-General makes a contract with 
one railroad—— 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Wyoming asked me for 
my opinion and my judgment. Isaid distinctly to the Senator 
that I believed if the provision for the special mail facilities is 
stricken from the bill we shall not have the fast mail from here 
to New Orleans and to Tampa and through all the country from 
here to those places. 

Mr. CAREY. I believe the Senator would ‘have it. 7 

Mr. RANSOM. We did not have a fast mail until Sigri Fy 
fhis plan. i will tell the Senator from Wyo: ‘the idea 
of the fast mail originated. It was with our 
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who went to Florida to spend the winter. The Southern peo- 
ple, being mostly farmers, did not miss the lack of proper mails 
greatly; but the first ho | we knew there came up appeals, pe- 
titions, memorials from all the Northern people who had gone 
to spend the winter in Florida, Do, pray, have faster mails— 
3 mails; we can not get our mails.” That was the begin- 
ning, the inspiration of this movement. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr.HUNTON. As J understood the Senator from Wisconsin 
with reference to the history of this legislation, he said the first 
appropriation of this kind was given to the Coast Line route. 

Mr. VILAS. No,sir. I said that as I remembered, although 
I do not undertake to be accurate in the statement, the first ap- 
propriation was given to the New York Central Railroad. 

Mr . HUNTON. I mean in the South. 

Mr. VILAS. I understand it was extended south through the 
Coast Line. 

Mr. HUNTON. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin to 
say that in prosecuting the fast-route enterprise under the ap- 

ropriation, as first made, the appropriation was made to the 
ast Line. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. VILAS. It was made to the Postmaster-General, who 
employed the Coast Line. 

r. N. And he selected the Coast Line. 

Mr. VILAS. In point of fact he had no more choice in the 
selection than if he had been held to that line by an iron law. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg the Senator's pardon for interrupting 
him, but the point I raise is that the appropriation of $196,000 
was originally expended upon the Coast Line service. 

Mr. VILAS. It was much larger, although not more than 
that was expended on the Coast Line. But the appropriation 
emery ran over $250,000. 

Mr. HUNTON. Itafterward became apparent that the a 
plication of the appropriation to a more central route would 
serve more people, ause while confined to the Coast Line, the 
ramifications of that line conveying the early mail to the side 
routes and the star routes could only go in one direction, it be- 
ing a Coast Line route. For thatreason, when the Postmaster- 
General was not confined in his selection to one route, he se- 
lected the Richmond and Danville route. 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, no. The law compelled him to take that 
route. I have the law in my hand. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg pardon. 

Mr. VILAS. Theargument the Senator from Virginia makes 
now I think he made last year. 

Mr. HUNTON. This provision doesnot select any route. It 
is open to competition between this route and other Southern 
routes. I beg to call attention to what has been so well said by 
my friend from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 

r. RANSOM. From here to Atlanta heretofore there was 
butone route. Now there are two. One has been established 
in the last few months. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to emphasize what was so well said 
by the Senator from North Carolina, that if the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral does not want this appropriation, as it has been intimated 
by the Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from Wisconsin 
that he does not, then he need not expend it, because it says: 


Provided, That no part of the appropriation made 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Itis not compulsory. 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope the Senator from Virginia will read 
that proviso. 

Mr. HUNTON. It says: 

2 tess g Sat eh eee eee 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

So that the whole thing is left to the discretion of the Post- 
master-General for the good of the postal service. Now, I do 
not see what objection there can be to this provision. 

Mr. RANSOM. IfI may say one word to my friend before he 
takes his seat, I will state that a similar provision has been in 
appropriation acts for the last sixteen years, and every Post- 
master-General, since the time such an appropriation was first 
made, with that proviso before him, has expended the appro- 
priation. The unanimous action and judgment of the Post- 


masters-General for sixteen years have vindicated this measure. 
The benefits done the South by it are universally admitted, and 
there is positive danger of injury to our people if it is discon- 


tinued. 
Mr. HUNTON. Every Postmaster-General since then has ex- 
pended the money because he saw that it was for the good of the 
service. 
Mr. RANSOM, Yes, sir; and for the good of the people, 


Mr. CULLOM. I think it was because the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral thought Congress wanted him to expend it. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I have no purpose to do more 
than to invite the attention of the Senate to some points which 
Iam very sure have escaped in the past, in regard to the man- 
ner in which railroads are paid and the enormous waste of 
money every year upon our inland railroad mail transportation. 
Itis . that with a 1 law the transportation of mails 
could be conducted and railroads still have the best compensa- 
tion in mail carriage of any class of freight they have, with an 
annual saving of from seven to ten million dollars on the pres- 
ent expenditure. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Isit not entirely within the power of the 
Postmaster-General, under existing law, to make as cheap rates 
as possible? 

Mr. VILAS. So far from it the Postmaster-General is as 
helpless as the old story placed the man in the iron mask. 

r. SHERMAN. I should think the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, who is familiar with the subject, would report us a bill at 
once, because certainly the Postmaster-General should be given 
the authority. 

Mr. VILAS. When I had the honor to be Postmaster-General 
I pointed out in the report which I have in my hand some facts 
on this subject to which I shall presently ask the attention of 
the Senator from Ohio. They might as well have been pointed 
out to the winds which rage on the Atlantic. 

Mr. President, to come k for a moment to where we were 
when the interruptions began which have diverted us for a few 
moments, let me notice what ig Aided tro friend, the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM], says on the subject of 
my action as Postmaster-General in reference to these special 
facilities. He remarked that it was the subject of mention in 
8 „in flaming colors,” more than once, I think he said. 

ydistinguished friend is mistaken. The evil was of suchcom- 
paratively small moment and it was so impossible to direct at- 
tention to that which was much greater, that it was not men- 
tioned at all, although the subject was studied and examined 
and discussed in the Department. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not hear the first part of the Senator's 
statement. Does the Senator mean in the lastreport or in some 
previous report? 

Mr. VILAS. I spoke of my own report. ap tetas in the 
Post-Office Department, Postmaster-General Wanamaker, if I 
recollect aright, at the end of his term recommended the aboli- 
tion of that payment. 

Mr. CULLO It was in the last reporthe made. I think it 
was a very positive recommendation that the whole system 
should be abolished. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam very glad that the evil was so small 
that my friend from Wisconsin did not feel warranted in bring- 
ing it to the attention of Congress, 

r. VILAS. The evil was a . small one, and 
the circumstances were peculiar. I shall not stop to enter into 
that matter. At that time the Coast Line was receiving the 
subsidy, and it was a question whether without the subsidy the 
Coast Line would maintain the fast mail and passenger train 
service Which it did maintain under the subsidy; and it was for 
that reason that the Department felt at no liberty to intervene. 
Besides, it was a matter of conversational communication with 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

But that is not worth spending any time upon. The only 
uestion is, what ought to done now; and I wish to make a 
urther observation, because what I said seems to have been mis- 

understood. The Postmaster-General can not pay to one rail- 
road any TRER rate than the law allows, or discriminate in 
the rate o pay to one railroad as against another. That is 
impossible. He is bound to pay the rate fixed- by law. He has 
liberty to pay less, but I know one who tried to pay less and did 
during his term of office, but his immediate successor 
restored the rate. The law contemplated that the Postmaster- 
General should grade the pay in the different classifications ac- 
cording to the weights of mail. . 

In point of fact, from the beginning until now, with a single 
exception, the highest rate of pay has always been awarded to 
every railroad which came within the class, no matter whether 
it carrried less or more than another. They wereall given the 
top round as the measure of the rate of compensation. But in 

way the Post-Office Department may compensatea railroad 
toadvantage. The Postmaster-General may, as it is called in 
the Department, mass the mails upon a particular line. The 
Senator from North Carolina says there are now two lines from 
Washington to New Orleans. 

Mr. RANSOM. Three. 

Mr. VILAS. Three? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir; substantially. 3 

Mr. VILAS. Three lines, substantially. Each of those lines 
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wil carry mail. Each of those lines is prepared to carry mail, 
Each desires to carry all it can, but by agreement the Postmas- 
ter-General may put on one line all the mail which can be car- 
ried to its destination upon that line as well as upon others. 
That gives him the opportunity to put large quantities of mail 
matter ona single line. In that way the rate per mile is in- 
creased, and the railroad gets a considerable advantage. On 
that basis alone the mails are carried from New York to Chicago, 
Chicago to St. Paul, Chicago toOmaha. During the time I was 
Postmaster-General it was desired to expedite the mails to the 
Southwest. 

A contract was made with the Pennsylvania Railroad Company 
by which a fast mail was delivered at St. Louis, and from St. 
Louis a train arranged to carry it right on to Kansas City; and 
the expedition was accomplished entirely by agreeing to give 
the Pennsylvania, and the succeeding line from St. Louis to 
Kansas City, and the Missouri Pacific, all the mail that could 
be carried on that route, as well as on any other. At the same 
time, by application to the different railroads which center in 
Kansas City, their plans were changed, and the whole system 
operated so that a through mail train practically carried the 
mail not only to Kansas City buton each of the trunk lines go- 
ing from Kansas City to the South, Southwest, and West. It is 
a simple matter of arrangement under the powers now possessed 
by the Post-Office Department. As I said before, begging par- 
don for repeating it, it isan arrangement which gives the rail- 
roa?smore money, costs the people less, and expedites the trans- 
portation of the mails, 

Mr. President, just let me remark as to the withdrawal of the 
payment for these special facilities interfering with the expedi- 
tion of the mail, that since it has been withdrawn from the Coast 
Line there has been no change substantially in the service on 
thatline. The subsidy has been taken away, but the line is well 
established and goes on the same as before, not carrying so much 
mail, because it has been diverted somewhat from it. 

Now, let me draw attention to another matter to illustrate the 
manner in which railroads are paid by the Government of the 
United States under our law. I have called attention to the rate 
of pay, increasing per mile with the increase of mail matter. 
That compensates 7 0 railroad in the country. I use the term 
“compensates.” It richly rewards every railroad for its service 
in carrying the mail, and, as I said before, the more mail they 
carry the better for them. 

Yet at the demand, as I have been told, of the railroad com- 
p-nies many years ago, an additional facility was given them 
and an additional imposition was laid upon the Post-Office De- 
partment and indirectly upon the taxpa; ing. pao le. It was for 
postal cars. The law provided practically that the Postmaster- 
General might in hisdiscretion permitany railroad company he 
saw fit to carry the maii in postal cars of its ownership, con- 
structed not less than 49 feet in length, and to pay them as 
follows: 

For every line compris! a daily trip each way of railway 
at a rate not exceeding r mile per annum for cars 40 feet in length, 
and $30 per mile per annum for 45-foot cars; and #0 per mile per annum for 
50-foot cars; and #50 per mile per annum for 55 to 60 foot cars. 

Now, observe that whatever they receive for cars is in sheer 
addition, a mere gratuity, because under the general postal law 
they are required to furnish cars and all the accommodations. 
All the lesser routes do furnish such cars and they are paid at less 
remunerative rates. Although on agreater nominal scale, the re- 
muneration to smaller roads is much less than to the larger ones, 
and yet to the larger ones are assigned the postal cars, and this 
gratuity is given to them. Let me ask attention to how much 
that is. It is all set forth in the report of 1887. 

As I remarked before, the Postmaster-General had no dis- 
cretion, and it was necessary to estimate and appropriate for 
the service for the year 1888 $2,000,000 for the rent of postai 
cars in addition to what the railroads were paid. That pay by 
law covered the cars and all the service, and the additional 
$2,000,000 was given to the companies who had the greatest ad- 
vantage in the law ofcompensation. The pending bill carries 
$3,000,000 for this purpose. 

Let me show to the Senate what the fact was at that time in 
reference to the cars for which we gave $2,000,000 rent. I ob- 
serve that— 

would not cont ta build 88,000 each, that the bost Fock cars can be Dulit for 
#4,000 to $4,500 each, a new 60-foot car equal to the most complete and hand- 
some now in the service for not over 84.600, and that taking together all the 
post-office cars in the United States their average value does not probably 
exceed §3,500, 

Without . the debate, I will state that this report 
sets forth the cost for all the services for postal cars, cleaning, 
heating, lighting, supplies of oil, ice, dusters, scrub brushes, 
soap, lamp fixtures, pails, and other minor articles of daily use, 
and all the necessary arrangements and ordinary repairs, and 
the total worth of the cars at the time, with the total expense 
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st-ofice cars; 


of their operation for a year, was $1,846,240, a sum less than the 
appropriation for their rent for a year. 

o-day instead of appropriating $3,000,000 in the bill as a sheer 
additional gratuity to the railroads, the Congress of the United 
States might better comply with the recommendation made in 
this report and appropriato thatsum to the Postmaster-General 
to buy every postal car in the United States and operate it for 
the next year. The amount is enough. The railroads would 
then get their pay for transporting the mails without furnish- 
ing the cars at all, and the United States would make a hand- 
some sum of money in the speculation, 

I agree that that has nothing to do with this important point, 
but | was setting forth in detail one of the illustrations which 
8 the remark to be correct which I made in answer to the 

nator from Ohio. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will thank the Senator from Wisconsin if 
he will tell us whether there is any provisionin the postal laws 
for paying more for fast mail service? 

r. VILAS. There is not, except the appro priations for spe- 
cial facilities which are under discussion. 

Mr. RANSOM. That is what I understood. 

Mr. VILAS. Ihave already explained the method by which 
the Postmaster-General may, under the law, make contracts 
which will secure fast mail service. It is perfectly easy. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the amendments are not in 
order, and that upon the question of order they ought to be ex- 
cluded from the bill. I therefore suggest the point of order on 
the amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My amendment has been introduced in a 
formal way. I introduced the amendment; it was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations; it was received and consid- 
ered by the committee, and it seems to me that the rule has been 
complied with. It is true that it is an additional item of appro- 
presen, but it has been considered by the committee, and that 

all that is necessary to give the Senate jurisdiction of it. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin makes 
the point of order upon the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio and the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kentucky. The Chair will have Rule XVI read. 

Mr. RANSOM. As there has been a very full discussion 
upon the matter and as the point of order was not made by the 
committee, I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will not insist 
on it. 

Mr. VILAS. Ihave not the ne ee desire to defeat the 
Peony upon a point of order if the Senate wishes to adopt 


Mr. CULLOM. Let us hear the rule read, so as to see pre- 
cisely what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

RULE XVI. si 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

1. All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on 
. except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, 
which shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; no amend- 
ments shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the effect of which 
will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add 
anew item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the provisions 
of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously 
8 by the Senate during that session; or unless the same be moved by 

irection of a standing or select committee of the Senate, or proposed in 
pursuance of an estimate of the head of some one of the Departments. 

Mr. VILAS. At the request of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. RANSOM], I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. GEORGE. [I renew it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is renewed by 
the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. VILAS. Then, let us have a direct vote on the amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is compelled to sustain 
the point of order under the rule which has just beenread. The 

uestion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 

ennessee [Mr. BATE], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 6 it is proposed to strike out the 
clause from line 1 to line 8, inclusive, in the following words: 

For necessary and ial facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, Mass., 
via New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,614.22: 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

Mr.DANIEL. I understand the amendments have been ruled 
outof order, and perhaps with those amendments out, the Senator 
from Tennessee may not care to strike the paragraph from the 


bill. 

Mr. BATE. That the Senate and the Senator from Virginia 
may more clearly understand my position, I will move to strike 
out that which has just been read. That is what I moved before. 

Mr. DANIEL. This particular clause? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. 


` 


Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]has 
given us a very interesting and valuable discourse on a number 
of matters connected with the postal service, but it does not seem 
to me that much that he tagasid — the wisdom or e 
wisdom of this clause e pending ap ion 
bill. This is a bill which comes to us from the g appropriation 
sentatives. The provision which the Senator from Tennessee 
has moved to strike out reads as follows: 
facilities on trunk lines from S 


unless r-General shall deem such expenditure 
9 order 8383 ot the postal service. 

It has been said that this is a subsidy. I do not see that it 
can be properly so impugned. A contract in which a quid ro quo 
is received for an expenditure is not, as I conceive, a subsidy. 
A subsidy is an appropriation in the nature of a gift ordonation 
to build up, cherish, or foster a certain thing upon the idea that 
incidental benefits may arise to the public. A direct benefit to 
the public, purchased and paid for for a fair consideration, is not 
a subsidy, but a proper mercantile contract, such as we make 
every day to sustain all branches of the Government. 

Is this a subsidy or authorization to one of the Departments of 
the Government to make such a contract as may be directly, not 
indirectly, pan watery not remotely, but instanter, then and 
there for the benefit of the postal service and for the people who 
have an interest therein? 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, 

What is necessary when bought and paid for does not enter 
into the consideration of subsidy; and special there evi- 
dently means where convenient and desirable and proper for 
the promotion of Tap ett service. 

Then, there is an additional clause, a proviso, which utterly 
negates the idea of a subsidy: 

i appro: b paragraph sh: 

pe expended unless the .. aball deem mach expondivure 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 
Not promote the interest of the railroad. In other words, the 
Postmaster-General, in order to make an honest app riation 
of the funds here ome must have his mind solely directed 
to the public consideration of the postal service and the expend- 
iture of enough money to pay! Sear that sole purpose. 

In this day and eee e time is of the essence of all con- 
tracts. Mail facilities are necessary to every business in this 
country, for there is no more bustling people than those of the 
United States, and last year’s newspaper is ancient history. 
People live in 4 eae change so quickly and the world 
is moving so rapidly that he who is belated in his mail is left 
behind the times. 

Mr. President, there is nothing sectional in this appropria- 
tion. Itstretches from one end of the country to the other. It 
begins in Springfield, Mass., and it ends in New Orleans, La., 
and the best evidence that this is a desirable appropriation and 
one needed by the public service is the fact that the adminis- 
trative officers of all Administrations, without regard to party, 
have felt called upon to exercise the discretion vested in them 
and to use the funds given to them by Congress to promote and 
build up this great trunk continental line of postal facilities; 
and even the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin, when he 
was Postmaster-General, yielded to the public considerations 
which were addressed to him, and thought it incumbent upon 
him in discharging the duties of his office to make such appro- 
priations of such funds. 

I should have voted for the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] if it had been in order; I should 
have voted for the amendment offered by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] if it had been in order. I am for 
economy; but not fora penny-wise and a pound-foolish economy. 

When the people get the benefit of their money honestly ex- 
pended under such an Administration as now exists, they do 
not begrudgethe appropriation. I do not mean by that to cast 
any reflection upon any previous Administration, but only to 
say that when the people are satisfied thatan honest Administra- 
tion applies their taxation for public benefits which they receive, 
and which are fairly distributed all over the country, est do 
not begrudge the expenditure, but rejoice that they are able to 
gratify themselves with the conveniences which thatexpenditure 
supplies, 

you ask any business man in the United States to-day what 
he looks to most as elements of success, he would say his adver- 
tisement and his mail—the advertisement which keeps him, 
through the press, in contact with the public, and the mail, 
which gives him the private and confidential communications 
which are not intended for the public ear. Through these ave- 
nues of information he drinks in the mental pabulum which en- 
ables him to build up his business, and in au age of sharp com- 
ponor a day lost is enough to throw him as a factor out of the 

0. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
a sa by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 
r. KYLE. I call forthe yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. GIBSON {when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Parron]. I do not see 
him in the Chamber, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
. — Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. If he were here I should 
vote *‘ nay. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when hisname was called). Lam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. If he were 
here I should vote nay.“ 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has the senior Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with that Senator, and with- 
hold ny vote, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam paired with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. POWER], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I inquire if the junior Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. SMITH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. DRONS: Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam authorized under my pair to vote when 
my vote is necessary to make a quorum. I understand that to 
be the case now, and I vote nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. I havea right to vote to make a quorum, 
and I vote fom 

Mr. GEORGE. My colleague [Mr. MoLAURIN] is paired with 
the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON]. If my col- 
league were here, I think he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. PROCTOR. As I have announced, I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], but I transfer that pair to the 
junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. PATTON], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote, and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am informed that the junior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], with whom I am paired, would vote 
2 nay yA if he were present, and with that understanding I vote 

nay.’ 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I feel at liberty to vote to make a 
quorum, and I vote ‘‘nay.,’ 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the negative). Linguire 
of the Chair if the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Roach] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am paired with that Senator, but I will 
transfer my pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], and 
let my vote stand. 

Mr. I wish to state that the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. ALLEN], were he here, would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Uuder my arrangement with the senior 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] I have the right to 
yote when my vote is necessary to make a quorum. votə 

yea.” 

The result was announeed—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—18. 
Bate. George, Jones, Ark. Vest, 
Blackburn, Hale, Kyle, Vilas, 
Coke, Harris, A Voorhees, 
Culom, Hawley, Mills, 

i Jarvis, Pefier, 
NAYS—6. 
Gallinger, MoMiilan. Shou 
Blanchard, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Sauire, 
Brice, Gordon, Perkins, Stewart, 
Caffery, Gorman, Pettigrew, W. 
Cockrell, Gray. Platt, White. 
Daniel, Hansbrough, Proctor, 
Dubois, Hunton, Ransom, 
NOT VOTING—41. 
Aldrich, Dolph, n 
Berry. Hingi Mo * Smith 
3 X an, s 

Butler, Aae Morrill Teller, 
Call, Hoar. Murphy, 
Camden, Irby, Paimer, W. 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Pasco. Wilson, 
Carey. Lindsay, Patton, Wolcott. 
Chandler, 1 Power, 
Davis, Me Pugh, 
Dixon, MePherson, Quay, 


So the amendment was reiected. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendmends were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6415) to provide an immediate revision and 
equalization of real estate values in the District of Columbia; 
5 to provide an assessment of real estate in said District in 
the year 1896 and every third year thereafter, and for other pur- 
poses, was read ‘twice by its title, aud referred to the Co ttee 
on the District of Columbia. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6108) 8 appropriations for 
the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 

The motion was agreed to. — 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask the Senator from Kentucky if he will 
yield to me to move an executive session? 

Mr. FAULKNER. TL understand the Senator from Kentuck 
desires to yield to me to call up a bill on the Calendar, which I 
do not think will require any length of time in its discussion, 

Mr. MILLS. It is almost too late now. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is very im t that we should now 

roceed to the consideration of the bill to which I refer, if there 
2 no serious 0 to it, and it will not take, I think, over 
half an hour. It is House bill 352, for the admission of the Ter- 
ritory of Utah as a State. ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield to the Senator from West Vir- 

inia. 
= ADMISSION OF UTAH. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimousconsent for the consider- 
ation of the bill to which I have referred. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 352) to enable the 
people of Utah to form a constitution and State government, and 
to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Territories with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 29, after the word 

“shall,” to strike out: 
Within twenty days after the ree rage this act, by proclamation order 
an election of the delegates aforesaid in said Territory, to be held on such 
day as he may in such lamation designate, not less than sixty nor more 
thanninety days after the issuing thereof. 

And insert: 
on the Ist day of August, 1891, issue a proclamation ordering an election 
of the delegates aforesaidin said Territory, to be held on the Tuesday next 
after the first Monday in November following. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 3) before the word 
Monday,“ to strike out third“ and insert first;“ and after 
the word “Monday,” to strike out after their election,” and in- 
sert in March, 1895; so as to read: 


That the delegates to the convention thus elected shall meet at the seat of 
government of said Territory on the first Monday in March, 1895,.and, after 
organization, shall declare on behalf of the people of said proposed State 
that they adopt the Constitution of the. United States; whereupon the said 
convention shall be, and is hereby, authorized to form a constitution and 
State government for said proposed State. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 4, after the word held,” 
at the end of line 5, to strike out ‘at a time fixed in said ordi- 
nance,” and insert “on the Tuesday next after the first Mon- 
day in November, 1895;” so as to read: 

That in case a constitution and State government shall be formed in com- 
pliance with the provisions of this act, the convention fo; the same 
shall Poses by ordinance for submitting sald constitution to the 1 of 
said State for its ra tion or rejection, at an election to be on the 
Tuesday next after the first Monday in November, 1895, at which election 
the qualified voters of said proposed State shall vote directly for or against 
the proposed constitution, and for or against any provisions separately 
submitted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Iwish the attention of the chairman of the 
committee. I see that it is provided in the fifth section— 

That until the next.general eensus, or until otherwise 
said State shall be entitled to one Representative in the House 
sentatives of the United States, which Representative in the Fifty-third 
Congress, etc. 

In lines 13 and 16, of section 19, the word Representatives’ 
is used. „Should not the s“ be stricken out soas to make it 


singular? 
Mr. FAULKNER. That is a amendment. It was a 
‘typographical error to print the sa “Representatives.” 


Mr. PLATT. Then, in lines 13 and 16 of section 19, I move 
to strike out the word“ Representatives“ and insert Repre- 
sentative.” The word Representatives,“ where it occurs in 


line 18, is proper. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
propad by the Senator from Connecticut, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tho 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read.a third time. 
hs bill was read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 5.0’cloeck 
and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate 1 until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, July 11, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


z NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 10, 1894. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Theodore Bruener, of St. Cloud, Minn., to be register of the 
land office at St. Cloud, Minn., vice Alphonso ‘Barto, term ex- 
N j PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Second Lieut. Dion Williams, to be a first lieutenant in the 
United States Marine Corps from June 30, 1894, vice First. Lieut. 
Theodore G. Fillette, dismissed. 

Charles Poor Kindleberger, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Navy from July 9, 1894, to fill a vacancy in that grade. 


CONFIRMATIONS. : 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, July 10, 1894. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Assistant Surg. Benjamin W. Brown, of California, to be 


d assistant surgeon in the Marine Hospital Service of the 
United States. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Edward Hackett, of Oakland, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at San Francisco, Cal. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


John P. Dunn, of San Francisco, Cal., to be register of the 
land office at San Francisco, Cal. 

John C. Gamble, of Garberville, Cal., to be register of the land 
office at Humboldt, Cal. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Rufus J. Bost, to be postmaster at Stillwater, in the county of 
Payne and Territory of Oklahoma. 

A. M. Watts, to be tmaster at Wharton, in the county of 
Wharton and State of Texas. f 

Henderson M. Horton, to be postmaster at Midland, in the 
county of Midland and State of Texas. : 

Abner Carson, to be postmaster at Parkers Landing, in the 
county of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania. 

Curt W. Miller, to be postmaster at Tempe, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona. 

B. F. Thomas, to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Missouri. 

J. Albert Jones, to be postmaster at Marcellus, in the county 
of Cass and State of Mic f 

Thomas M. Gooden, to be postmaster at Dover, in the county 
of Kent and State of Delaware. 

Levi G. Kilmer, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the 
county of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles A. Burr, to be postmaster.at Rochester, inthe county 
of Oakland and State of Michigan, 

Albert F. Kishpaugh, to be eee at Clinton, in the 


county of Lenawee and State of Michigan. 
Cameron A. Gustin, tobe postmaster at Hartford, in the county 
of Van Buren and State of Michigan. 


John Cranker, to be postmaster at Perryburg, in the county 
of Wood and State of Ohio. 

George W. Wilkinson, to be postmaster at-South Charleston, 
in the county of Clarke and State of Ohio. ° 

David S. Smith, to be postmaster at Hust Palestine, in the 
county of Columbiana and State of Ohio. 
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Ambrose M. Craddick, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Illinois. 

Charles L. Gilbreath, to be postmaster at Collinwood, in the 
county of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio. 

Amos H. Frost, to be postmaster at Harrison, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Ohio. 

Goodwin R. Wiley, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county 
of Oxford and State of Maine. 

John C. Neltnor. to be postmaster at Turner, in the county of 
Dupage and State of Illinois. 

njamin W. Greer, to be postmaster at White Hall, in the 

county of Greene and State of Illinois. 

H. M. Gof, to be postmaster at Richford, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Vermont. 

James W. Edmonson, to be postmaster at Collinsville, in the 
county of Madison and State of Illinois. 

Peter B. Davis, to be postmaster at Nar: nsett Pier, in the 
county of Washington and State of Rhode Island. 

Frederick E. Jacobs, to be postmaster at North Haven, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Michael J. Ryan, to be postmaster at Lonsdale,in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 

Frank D. Smith, to be postmaster at Dothen, in the county of 
Henry and State of Alabama. 

Lewis A. Westcott, to be postmaster at East Berlin, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

D. Smith Sholes, to be postmaster at Ridgefield, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

John J. Anderson, to be postmaster at Meriden, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

J. M. Hammond, to be postmaster at Hamburg, in the county 
of Fremont and State of Iowa. 

William Graham, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county 
of Orange and State of Virginia. 

C. B. Wentzell, to be postmaster at Harpers Ferry, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, July 10, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Rev. JOHN W. HÈIDT, of Georgia. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SAUGATUCK HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, pursuant to House resolution of date of 
June 26, 1894, information as to the probable cost of completing 
the n of Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan, Which was 
eae 55 be printed and referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


FLAGS OF TWENTY-SECOND MICHIGAN INFANTRY VOLUNTEERS, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate 


bill: 

A bill (S. 2070) to provide for the restoration to the State of 
Michigan two flags carried by the Twenty-second Michigan In- 
fantry Volunteers and now in the War Department. 

Mr. AITKEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to consider this bill. The Clerk will report it. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre 
ized to turn over to the State of Mich 
the Twenty-second Regiment of Mic n Infantry Volunteers, and which 
are now among the recaptured Union in the War Department. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. AITKEN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. ABBOTT, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 


family. 
To Mr. EDMUNDS, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

g To. Mr. LIVINGSTON, indefinitely, on account of important 
usiness. 


ot War be, and he is hereby, author- 
two flags which were carried by 


HUGHES BROTHERS & BANGS. 


Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7434) directing the issue 
of a duplicate of a lost check drawn by Capt. W. H. Bixby 
Engineers United States Army, at Newport, R. I., in favor of 
Messrs. Hughes Brothers & Bangs. 

TheSPE R. The gentleman from Rhode Island asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Capt. W. H. Bixby, E eers United States Army, 
be, and is hereby, authorized and instructed to e a duplicate of an orig- 
inal check, under such regulations in regard to its issue and paros as 
have been prescribed by the Secre! of the Treasury for the issue of đu- 

licate checks under the provisions of section 3346, Revised Statutes of the 

nited States. Said duplicate check to take the place of an original check 
issued by said W. H. Bixby on September 25, 1893, in favor of Hughes Bros. 
& Bangs, for the sum of $5,011.93, and numbered 259001, being for services in 
August, 1893, under their contract with the United States for work at Point 
Judith, R. I., which check is alleged to haye been lost in its transmission 
through the United States mail. 

The Committee on Claims recommended the following amend- 
ment: 

After the word “ three,” in line 12, insert the words “upon the subtreas- 
ury at New York.” j 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have an expla- 
nation of that bill. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, Iask thatthe report, which is very 
short, be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report can be read. 

The report (by Mr. LouD) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 7434) for 
the relief of Hughes Bros. & Bangs for check No. 259001, drawn by Capt. W. 
H. Bixby, United States Engineers, on the subtreasury at New York, ed 
o 5 25, 1893, in favor of Hughes Bros. & Bangs, for services ren- 

ered, report: 

It appears to your committee, in evidence submitted, that said check was 
duly mailed, since which time no trace has been found. Payment was dul 
stopped, as wlll appear, October 12, 1893. Under the —- law no dupli- 
cate check can be drawn for a larger amount than 22, 500; hence the only re- 
lief open to sufferers of this character is by special act. We therefore 
recommend that the bill do pass, with the following amendment: 

Insert after the word three,“ in line 12, the words “upon the subtreas- 
ury at New York.” 

UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Newport, R, I., June 25, 1894. 

Sin: Yours of the 23d instant duly received. 

The lost check in favor of Messrs. Hughes Bros. & Bangs, was dated Sep- 
tember 25, 1893, was what is known as an “engineer's” check (No. 359001), 
and was drawn on the assistant treasurer at New York, who stopped pay- 
ment on the same on the 12th October, 1893. * * + 

Hoping this will give you the desired information, and that you will be 
successful in your efforts, I am, 

Very truly, yours, 


W. H. BIXBY, 
Captain, Corps of Engineers, United States Army. 
Hon. CHARLES H. PAGE, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I understand by the reading of 
that report that the check was drawn upon the subtreasury at 
New York? 

Mr. PAGE. That is correct. 

Mr.SAYERS. Thecheck was lost? 

Mr. PAGE. The check was lost. 

Mr. SAYERS. And the payment at the subtreasury has been 
stopped? 

Mr. PAGE. It was immediately stopped, on October 12, 1893. 

Mr. SAYERS. And has never been found, and never been 
presented? 

Me PAGE. Ithas never been found, and never been pre- 
sented. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is there any provision for guaranteeing the 
United States st loss? 

Mr. PAGE. e bill provides that proper indemnity shali 
be given to the Government. 

Mr. LOUD. The check is to be paid under the statute cover- 
ing cases of that kind. 

he amendment reported by the Committee on Claims was 
agreed to. 

The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PAGE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


DONATION OF OBSOLETE GUN CARRIAGES TO MARSHALLTOWN, 
IOWA. 


Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent for tha 
present consideration of the bill which Isend to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1015) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate four obsolete 
es carriages to the city of Marshalltown, Iowa. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to turn over four of the obsolete gun es at the Rock 
Island Arsenal to the city of Marshalltown, Iowa, for use in mounting four 
oa eee Parrott guns, donated to said city by act of Congress approved 
July 19, 1882: Provided, That said city shall bear any expense necessary to 


place these carriages in serviceable condition. 


1894. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? pater a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ly read the third time, and passed. 
n motion of Mr. COUSINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MARLIN PARKS. 


Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 562) for the relief of 
Marlin Parks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of war be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to revoke the order of dismissal of Marlin Parks, late first 
lieutenant Ora gag B, Eleventh West Virginia Volunteers, and issue to 
him an honorable discharge from the service of the United States, to date 
the 18th day of November, 1864. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
consider this bill. 
Mr. BURROWS. Let the report be read, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 
The report (by Mr. BOWERS of California) was read, as fol- 
lows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

5$2) for the relief of Marlin Parks, have considered the same and report: 
It appears, from the evidence submitted to the committee, a part of which 
is mene a part of this report, that at the battle of Cedar Creek, Virginia, 
October 10, 1864, his regiment, the Eleventh West Virginia Volunteers, at- 
tached to Gen. Crook's command, received the first attack of the Confeder- 
ate forces, was driven back, and the whole command thrown into disorder 
and became broken and scattered, and the regiment did duty during the 
day with other commands, and the command with which Lieut. Marlin 
Parks was attached did not reorganize until the next day. 

It appears that when driven back the lieutenant collected as many of the 
men as possible, and served during the day with the Sixth and Nineteenth 
Army Corps, and the following morning searched out his regiment and 
joined it with the men he had gathered. 

So great had been the disorganization that a commission of officers were 
appointed to investigate the matter, and a number of officers were notified 


to appear, and all, except three—Capt. John W. Myers, Capt. R. King, and 


Lieut. Parks—appeare d and were exonerated. Those who did not appear 
claim that they did not receive the notice until it was too late and the in- 
gquuy was finished. They were summarily dismissed without charge or 
t x 

The statements of the colonel of the regiment, and of the lieutenant-colo- 
nel, and of eight members of the regiment, all of whom except the colonel 
were withiLieut. Parks during the day, prove conclusively that he was doing 
his full duty the entire day; that he was a brave soldier, always with his 
regiment in all the battles for three years, and his dismissal was a great 
wrong done a gallant officer. 

Your committee therefore recommend the bill do pass. 

1 Bete reading, e 

Mr. BURROWS said: I observe that the report is quite 


lengthy, and possibly the gentleman can state the substance 
of it 


Mr. CAPEHART. It is a short report, and is contained on 
one e. 
The SPEAKER, The exhibits are lengthy, but the report is 
short. 

Mr. BURROWS. Very well. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. What committee does that bill come from? 

Mr. CAPEHART. From the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. KILGORE. Does not the Friday night session have juris- 
diction of that bill? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I will say that I tried it there, and the 
Chairman ruled it out. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I think the Chairman let in pretty 
much everything the other night, - 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Isit a bill removing the charge of de- 
sertions? 

Mr. CAPEHART. No, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then it is not in order at the Friday 
night session. 

Ir. DOCKERY. I would state to the gentleman from Texas 
that it does not involve the charge of desertion, and therefore 
is not in order on Friday night sessions. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think before that bill passes there ought 
to be some very good reasons for it. 
Mr. CAPEHART. I hope the gentleman listened to the re- 


port. 

Mr. KILGORE. I listened to the report, but it does not give 
sufficient reason, because it is only a stump speech written by 
somebody in behalf of the party. [Laughter.] 

Mr.CAPEHART. It seems tome impossible to give any bet- 
ter reason. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, I would state to 
the gentleman that I wrote that report myself, and it is founded 
upon official records and affidavits of all the officers of the regi- 


ment. [Laughter.] 
Mr. KILGORE. I give up. [Laughter.] 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The biii was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
„ it was accordingly read the third time, and 
pas: 


sed. 
On motion of Mr. CAPEHART, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MICHAEL SCANLON. 


Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
3 consideration of the bill (H. R. 5923) for the relief of 

ichael Scanlon. 

The bill was read, as follows: — 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
pay to Michael Scanlon, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
. the sum of $200, to reimburse him for the loss of alike sum 
through the dishonesty of a receiver of the United States land office at 
North Platte, Nebr. hs 


Mr. KEM. I ask the Clerk to read a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Public Lands to the Secretary of the Interior bear- 
ing upon that claim. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the letter will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 4, 1894. 

Str: I have recelyed by reference, House bill No. 5923, entitled a bill “for 
the relief of Michael Scanlon,” to reimburse him the sum of $209, for the loss 
ofa like sum through the dishonesty of a receiver of the United States land 
office at North Platte, Nebr., submitted by Hon. N. N. Cox, chairman first 
Subcommittee on Claims, for report thereon. 

I have the honor to report that the records of this office show that on July 
1, 1884, Michael Scanlon filed preémption declaratory statement, No. 3842, for 
the E. } of 1 and SE. 3 of NE. I section 15, and . tof NE. section 22, 
T. 15 N., R. 21 W., and made final proof January 15, 1885, before John D. Sea- 
man, receiver, and deposited with said receiver the sum of #200 in payment. 
for the land, and also $1.40 for reducing testimony to writing. Thereceiver. 
John D. Seaman, when he received the money from Michael Scanlon, issued 
a receipt as follows: 


“UNITED STATES LAND OFFICE, X 
“ North Platte, Nebr., January 15, 1885. 


“Received of Michael Scanlon*two hundred dollars, final proof payment 
on D. S. 3842 calling for NE. f of NE. } section 22, and E. $ of SE. 3, SE. } of 


NE. I section 15, township 15, range 21 west. 
“JOHN D. SEAMAN, Receiver.” 


Action on Scanlon's gron was suspended by the local officers to await the 
result of an examination by a special agent. 

On November 25, 1887, the filing made by Scanlon was held for cancella- 
tion upon the oe of aspecial agent of this office, upon the grounds that 
the entryman failed to comply with the law as to residence and improve- 
ments, and that he made the filing in the interest of his employer. 

A hearing was ordered by this office, on the 28th of January, 1888, upon 
Scanlon’s application, but the case never came to trial. 

Under date of December 10, 1 a special agent of this office reported 
that he visited the claim of Mr. Scanion on December 7, 1890, and found 
thereon the remains of a board and sod house 10 by 12 feet wide, dug-out 
stable 12 by 14 feet, with board roof; a well, said to be 35 feet deep; some old 
wire, and an occasional post, indicating that a fence had been put around 
the building, and 12 to 15 acres under cultivation; that the improvements 
when made probably cost about $250; that Scanlon fully complied with the 
law as to residence; that he now lives in Broken Bow. but has the land cul- 
tivated on shares, and that no party other than claimant ever had any in- 
terest in the filing. 

In view of the facts developed by the investigation of the special agent, as 
set forth above, the action of this oe of November 25, 1887, and Janua: 

1888, was revoked, and the final proof of Scanlon's, made on the 15th of Jan- 
uary, 1885, was accepted and returned to the local office at North Platte on 
Junie 20, 1892, for proper action thereon. 5 

July 28, 1892, 1 the payment of 8200, paid by Mr. T. C. Patterson, as the 
attorney for Michael Scanlon, the local oMicers approved the final proof of 
Scanlon, made in 1885, and final certificates and receipt issued therefor No. 
6971, upon which a patentissued April 24, 1893. 

As John D. Seaman, then receiver, actually received the #200 from Michael 
Scanlon, in his official capacity as receiver of public moneys, without ir- 
Po bonged on the partof the payer, and appropriated said sum, or at least 
failed to account therefor, I am of the opinion that the entryman should 
not be made to lose said sum on account of an irregularity of a public of- 


ficer. 
House bill No. 5923 is herewith returned, 


Very respectfully, 
S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 

Hon. HOKE SMITH, 

Secretary of the Interior. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr.SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
I understand from the letter that has just been read that the 
$200 was paid for the land. 

Mr. KEM. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, why should the land office have insisted 
upon the second payment of $200, when $200 has already been 
paid to the proper officer of the Government? 

Mr. KEM. I will,say,in reply to that, that I can not say why 
the Government did that; but the fact shows that the Govern- 
ment did it, and that this gentleman has paid $400 for the land 
when he should only have paid $200. All this bill asks is that 
he be reimbursed in the amount of $200. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is there any evidence to show that the $200 
that was first paid was not returned to this man? 

Mr. KEM. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COX. I reported the bill. Let mo make a statement 
about it. 


7254 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 10, 


Mr. SAYERS. Certain] 


Mr.PEARSON. It was verꝝ much more valuable. Engineers 


Mr. COX. The facts in this case can be stated in a few | at 2 time were receiving very large wages. 


words. 

tas +r SAYERS. What I desire to know is what evidence there 
is that the $200 originally paid was not returned. 

Mr. COX. The money was paid to the p proper r officer, but 
some contest arose as to who: oan entitled to have the land. 
In the course of time this man received the land; but in the 
meantime the Government officer to whom the money had been 

id defaulted upon his bond; and when the contest was decided 
Tn Se Seanlan’s favor an additional $200 was demanded and paid. 
Thus he was obliged to pay $100 when he should have paid only 
$200. The first 3200 was paid through an attorney, and the 
matter did not ron the record in exactly correct form. 
But there is no doubt this man paid 8400 when he ought to have 
Bas only $200; and the $200 which he ought. not to have paid 

never been returned. 

KEM. I can assure the gentleman from Texas. [Mr. 
aes that I am familiar with the cireumstanees of this case, 
and that it is all right. 

Mr. COX.. There is no doubt at all about it. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time: and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. KEM, a motion to reconsider the: last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MATHEW S. PRIEST. 


Mr. PEARSON. I ask unanimous consent: for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1314) for rr relief Mathew S. 
Priest. 

The bill was-read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of 8300 be, and the same is hereb' 
8 gut ot any money ia 1 Treasury not otherwise appro’ riated, 
to compensate Matthew S. Priest for services rendered by him for the Goy- 
ernment of the United States oe the 16th day of March to the 27th day of 
August, on engineer: of steamers Silver Wave and Moderator, in 
— ran of Viekebass Warrenton, and G Grand Guif, and for 
Pepairiog 8 steamers 
BE pen 2. That the sum hereby appropriated is made immediately availa- 


Mr. PEARSON. 1 ask for the reading of the report. 


The SPEAKER. Without 3 the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. WILSON of Ohio) was read, as follows: 

This claim was presented to the second was favorably 
8 by the Committee on War Claims. to Ton it was referred. 
‘en ter 1 investigation of the — 8 pony — — 
aid made a part ofthis report, ant recommend that the do pass. 


[House Report No. 485, Pitty-secona Congress, first session.): 


The Committee on War aims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3398) 
tor the relief of Matthew S. Priest, submit the following report: 

This measure was considered by this committee in the Fifty-first Con- 
FW which report is appended as a part 
of this report. 

Your committee concur in the conclusions stated in that report, and rec- 
ommend the passage of the Dill. 


House Report No. 570, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the- bill (H. R. 3039) 
for the reliet of Matthew S. Priest, make the 2 
Matthew S. Priest was a private in Company G. Tico A R Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and serve? in that company and regiment, and was 


honorabl 
He was ono ot a detachment made by Per eet S todo — service on 
inrunning the batteries at 


board the steamers Silver Wave and 
Vicksburg and Grand Gulf, Miss: 

Claimantserved on such detachment as engineer from March, 1883, until 
83 1863, as shown by affidavits of four comrades, one officer, and 

the records of the War Department. 

The men and officers engaged in this service as aforesaid were author - 
ized by as order from Gen. Grant to be paid by the Quartermaster’s 
Pepartment in addition totheir army pay, as appears by the records of tho 
War Department. 


Reco 1 — War 5 ow. - mr gr VOS — Bokira 
serving as aforesaid were repor and receiv epay apts, W. 
Huribuct and William Pinkie. i 


Records ot the War De tdo not show that this man, Matthow S. 
Priest, has received pay for the said service, or that. any payment has been 
made therefor by the Government. 

There can be no doubt that the man performed the service; that he has 
not received pay for the same; that he is entitled to pay therefor, and that 
the amount claimed is now justly dus him from the Government, and we 
therefore earnestly recommend that the bill do pass: 

Mr. KILGORE. Was not.this man in the employ of the Goy- 
ernment at the time this service was rendered? 

Mr. PEARSON. He was. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was henotpaid by the Governmentfor other 
services? 

Mr. PEARSON. Under a special order of Gen. Grant, this 
man was detached to serve asan engineer, and he performed 
that service. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was that service any more valuable than 
service as a soldier? 


KILGORE. It was not so dangerousa services us carrying 
a musket, according to my experience. 

PEARSON. The gentleman will permit me to say it was 
much more dangerous, as it involved an attempt to run the bat- 
teries of Vicksburg. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I was around there about that time, 
and I know some: about these matters. 

Mr. PEARSON. is service was very much more danger- 
sy ba these other men who performed similar service were 

Mr. KILGORE. How many of them were on detached service? 

Mr. PEARSON. I donot know how many; but quite a 5 
ber have been paid. A bill similar to this was favorabl: 
ported in the Fifty-first Congress and the Fifty- second; and t oe 
has been again a favorable report in this Congress. 

Mr. KILGORE. The report says there is no evidence in the 
War Department that ee has been made. Now the evi- 
dence of that fact would not be found in the War Do nt. 
Search ought to have been made in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. PEARSON. Search has been made. 

Mr. KILGORE. In the War Department, the report says. 

Mr. PEARSON. Search has been made; and the committee 
is satisfied that no payment has been made. Itis a fact that 
there has been no a I know this: man personally. I 
know that he is an old man, and that he is in need of this 
money. 

Mr. KILGORE. He may bea very good man, but this seems 
to be a bad bill. 

Mr. PEARSON. The money is actually due to him; and if 
these services had been rendered by a private citizen, he would 
have been paid long-ago. 


Mr. KILGORE. Was there — — agreement by the command - 


ing general that he should be paid? 


Mr. PEARSON. There was an order by Gen. Grant that he 
should be paid. The records show that. 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 


eration of 3 which was ees) be engrossed 55 a third 
reading; an was passed. 
On motion of Mr. —— motion to rec: v the last 


vote was laid on the table. 
ALBERT E. REDSTONE. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Albert 


. Redstone. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it — 1 etc... That the 8 al the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to * out of any money in the United States 
. — not keen appropriated, the sum of 

Tulare County, sustained 
pretnsption claim within the limits of the Sequo 
are County, Cal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE, I do not feel inclined to allow this bill to 
pass without some explanation. 

a 5 of California. I shall be very glad to give an 

anation 

o SPEAKER. Withoutobjection the gentleman from Cal- 
2 [Mr. Bowns!] will be permitted to make a short expla- 
nation. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, this. bill passed 
the Senate on the 29th of Mareh last, after thorough, examina- 
tion and debate. 

Mr. KILGORE. That does not prove anything. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Oh, I know that my friend from 
Texas has yet some little confidence remaining in the Senate. 
The language of Senator BERRY, used during the discussion in 
the Senate, explains briefly and clearly the merits of the meas- 
ure: 


e incorpo 
Park Reservation, Tu- 


States and not permitted to remain om 5 5 

tto pay him his actual losses. My understanding was, however, as I 
that when the bill was reported 5 by the Senator 2 from South Da- 
one he had taken out the damages that referred to the injury to the stock 
and also for the vain ‘to which the Senator refers; atleast there was 
effect in the committee and I was under the im- 

s prinasa had been reduced by that amount. 
Ithink the Government my — to pay him for the balance of the property. 
I think it was an outrage for the Government to di man's 
entered the 


in that way, turn him out ot house and home when he 


1894, 
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under the iaws ot the United States, when he had a right to go there under 
he émption laws. He went there and complied with every law in force 
tthe time. The land was afterwards ee and when he was removed 
in the manner he was I think he ought to be paid what he was actually dam- 
aged. But if the items mentioned by the Senator from Missouri go to make 
up the total of the bill I think the Senator from Missouri is right and that 
ought to be stricken out, because E think the actual damages are all he 
ught to be compensated for. 


Mr. KILGORE, Now, has the Government never paid him 


anything? 
Mr. BOWERS of California. Nota penny. 

Mr. KILGORE. Are you sure of that? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Entirely sure of it. Mr. Kyle, 
Senator Felton, and the subcommittee investigated the matter 


fully—— 

Mr. KILGORE. What about the price of the property? 

Mr. BOWERS. of California. Originally the claim was for 
$2,800, but it was cut down to $1,800. 

Mr. KILGORE. In any event he would be only entitled to 
the improvements, and that ought to be diminished by the value 
of the occupancy. 8 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is all he asks for. 

Mr. KILGORE. How long did he occupy the premises? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Two years; and here is the 
certificate of the paymentof theregister's fees and the receiver's 
fees, showing that — had complied with the law and acquired 
an equitable aes to the land. 

r. KILGORE. How did they make an appraisement of the 
value of the improvements? 

Mr, BOW of California. Lwillshow you. The testimony 
shows that he had made improvements of the following character: 

A cottage 2 a pone ger a stable, 12-foot 3 water wheel, 
. Strawberries, blackberries, be 
kinds of vegetables; that he rses, cattle, 
sils, wagons, etc., and that the said Redstone was.continuall 
provements on the said reservation up to the time that the 
was made. 

The testimony shows that he was making improvements stead- 
ily, that he re the land as his own, and there is no ques- 
tion that he was under the law in lawful ion of it. Here 


d rese) 


are embodied in the re the items of the account, bringing it 
ae to $2,800, which, as I have said, was afterwards cut.down to 
$1,800: 

House and storehouse. $550 
SA —— 100 
Vines and trees 600 
Fences ......-..- 300 
ae pean 10 
Ditch, 1 mile long 150 
Water power 500 


Mr. KILGORE. The Government converted it into a park, I 
understand? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
and drove him away. 

aa Bye ri Did he go there with notice that it was tobe 
a par 2 : 

r. BOWERS of California. Certainly not. He was there 
two years before it was ever contemplated to use it fora park. 
He went there with the understanding that he was. making a 
settlement, as he had a right to do under the law, and after he 
had done so he was driven from the property, which the Gov- 
ernment took possession of. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did the Government give him to understand 
that this property was open for settlement? 

Mr. BO S of California. Certainly; and here is the cer- 
tificate of the register and receiver of the land office showing 
that he had paid his fees to them and made the proper entry. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Government officials accepted the fees 
from him? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They accepted the fees and is- 
sued the certificates, as I have said. The record is undoubtedly 
allcorrectinthematter. L have examined it carefully, and there 
is no question of his right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present cousidera- 
tion-of the Senate bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY, I would like to have an opportunity to ex- 
amine this a little further. Let it goover until to-morrow. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri objects. 

4 a POMERS of California. I hope the gentleman will not 
otha $ 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ionly ask that it lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Let-me say to the gentleman 
that this bill has been up twice. Two gentlemen objected and 
asked thatit go over temporarily, and as soon as they examined 
it they were perfectly satisfied and willing that itshould be con- 
sidered and passed. 


Yes; converted it into a park 


Mr. STOCKDALE. It has gone so far now you may as well 


let it go through. £ 

Mr. LOUD. Iwill say to the gentleman from Missouri that 
the Committee on Claims haye carefully investigated this mat- 
ter and report in favor of it, y J 

Mr. DOCKERY. At the suggestion of gentlemen around me 
I will withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
a third reading, and being read the third time, was x 

On motion of Mr. BOWERS of California, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

Me, DOCKERY and Mr. KILGORE demanded the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of commit- 
tees for reports. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, THRASHER VS. ENLOE. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call upa privi- 

leged matter. 
heSPEAKER. The gentleman wilt state it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I call up for present consideration the 
contested-election case of P. H. Thrasher against B. A. Enloe, 
from the Eighth Congressional district of the State of Tennes- 
see. 

I willstate, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee on Elections are 
agreed that the contestee is entitled to the seat, a majority of 
the committee reporting that he is entitled to the seat by 110 
majority, and the minority by a vote of 25, so that there is no 
d . in the committee . e the — o his ma- 
jority, and consequently there is uo greement in the repert 
of the committee. aa 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions re- 
ported by the Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

—.— That P. H. asher was not elected a member of the House of 


ves to the -third Co: from the Eighth Congressional 
district of the State of Tennessee, and is not entitled to the seat. 
Witte cred That ae — Was a a eee to the 
y-third Congress 0 Congressional distr: Tennessee. 
and that he is entitled to the seat. 


The resolutions were to. 

On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Sonso Dy Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate passed, with amendments, the 
bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
an amendment, the bill (H. R. 6558) to amend. section numbered 
2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to min- 
8 in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

he message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions: ; 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce 
ment of the death of Hon. Marcus C. Lisle, late a Representative from the 
State of Kentucky. : 

Resotoed, That a committee consisting of five Senators be ne by 
the Presiding Officer to attend with the committee on the part of the House 
of Representatives the funeral of the deceased at his late residence in the 
State of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That the er r communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives, and that he be further directed to send a duly-attested 
copy of the same to the family of the deceased. 

esolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

In compliance with the foregoing resolution, the Presiding 
Officer appointed as said committes Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
LINDSAY, Mr. PALMER, Mr. SQUIRE, and Mr. DUBOIS. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from. the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(H. R. 7293) regulating the procedure in criminal causes in the 
district of Minnesota; when the Speaker signed the same. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 

rts. 
PeThe committees were called for reports. 
SECTION 40 OF THE REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I am requested by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report favorably a bill to improve the 
public health and public morals in this House, It is a tore- 
peal section 40 of the Revised States. 

The bill (H. R. 7274) N section 40 of the Revised Stat- 
utes was read a first and second time, and, with the accompany» 


7256 


report, ordered to be printed, and referred to the House 


endar. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. I ask leave that the minority may file 
their views. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the minority will have 
leave to file their views, and when filed they will be printed. 
There was no objection. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., GALVESTON HARBOR, TEXAS. 


Mr. BRICKNER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported a bill (H. R. 7109) to establish a light- 
house and a range light at the entrance to Galveston Harbor, in 
the county of Galveston, in the State of Texas; which was read 
a first and second time, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


SEWERAGE SYSTEM IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, reported a, bill (H. R. 7677) as a substi- 
tute for the bill (H. R. 7185) to provide for continuing the sys- 
tem of trunk sewers in the District of Columbia, to provide for 
sewage dis l, to lay out highways, and for other purposes. 
The bill (HL R. 7677) was read a first and second time, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to bə printed and referred to 
the Committee of-the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The bill (H. R. 7185) was ordered to lie on the table. 


MORNING HOUR. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for 
reports. The morning hour begins at fourteen minutes before 
lo’clock. The call rests with the Committee on Public Lands 
which has a bill now pending before the House. TheClerk will 
report the title of that bill. 


PUBLIC LANDS, ALABAMA. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 195) to amend an act entitled An act to exclude the public 
lands in Alabama from the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands,” 
approved March 3, 1883. 


The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. McRAE. I ask unanimous consent to consider this bill 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The Committee on Public Lands recommended that the bill 
be amended sò as to read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to exclude the public lands 
in Alabama from the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1883, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on this amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 


time. 

Mr. TRACEY. I should like to ask whether the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office has recommended the passage 
of this bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. He has, 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. MCRAE. I desire to amend the title of this bill by 
striking out the word “amend” and inserting the word “ re- 


TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended 
in accordance with the suggestion. 
There was no objection. 


UNCOMPAHGRE INDIANS. 
The SPEAKER. The Committee on Indian Affairs is next 


ed. 
Mr. LYNCH. Mr. 1 Jam directed by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs to call up the bill (H. R. 6557] providing for 
1 the Uncompahgre and Uintah Indian Reservation in 


The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. LYNCH. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [shallhave to object. I have an 
amendment to propose to the bill. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 6557) providing for opening the Uncompahgre and 
Uintah Indian Reservations in Utah, with Mr. DOCKERY in the 

r. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The House is in committee to consider a 
bill which tke Clerk will now report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ii enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to appoint a commission of three persons, within 
thirty days after the passage of this act, to allot in 8 to the Uncom- 
pahgre Indians within their reservation, in the Territory of Utah, agricul- 
tural and ng lands according to the treaty of 180, as follows: 

“Allotments in severalty of said lands shall be made as follows: To each 
head of a family one-quarter of a section, with an additional quantity of 
grazing land not exceed one-quarter of a section; to each single person 
over 18 years of age, one-eighth of a section, with an additional quantity of 
graz land not exceeding one-eighth of a section; to each orphan child 
under i8 years of age, one-eighth of a section, with an additionalquantity of 
arasman not exceeding one-eighth of a section; to each other person 
under 18 years of age, born prior to such allotment, one-eighth of a section, 
with a like quantity of graz land: Provided, That with the consent of 
said commission any adult Indian may select a less quantity of land, if 
more desirable on account of location.“ All necessary surveys, if any, to 
enable said commission to complete the allotments shall be made under the 
direction of the General Land Office. Said commissioners shall, as soon 
practicable after their appointment, report to the of the Interior 
what portions of said reservation are unsuited or will not be required for 
allotments, and thereupon such portions so reported shall, by proclama- 
Hon be 8 to the public domain and made subject to entry as herein- 
after pro x 

SEC. 2. That the remainder of the lands on said reseryation shall, upon 
the Apron of the allotments by the Secretary of the Interior, be imme- 
diately n to entry under the homestead and mineral laws of the United 
States: ovided, That after three years’ actual and continuous residence 
upon agricultural lands from date of settlement the settler may. upon full 
payment of 51.50 per acre, receive patent for the tract entered. If not com- 
muted attheend of three years the settler shail pay, at the time of mak- 
ing final proof, the sum of 81.50 cents peracre: Provided, Thatthe minimum 
price of mineral lands known to contain asphaltum shall be 850 per acre, 

Src. 8. That ons otherwise qualified to make entries who have, in 
good faith, made mineral discoveries and locations within the limits of said 
reservation prior to the Ist day of July, 1890, and who have complied with 
the lawin regard to the en’ and location of mineral lands as far as prac- 
ticable, shall, upon the ope of said lands to entry, have the preferred 
right of entering their respective locations for thirty days next after such 
opening, but no longer. 

SEC. 4. That said commission shall also negotiate and treat with the In- 
dians propery residing upon the Uintah Indian Reservation, in the Terri- 
tory of Utah, for the re uishment to the United States of the interest of 
said Indians in all lands within said reservation not needed for allotment in 
severalty to said Indians, and, if ble, procure the consent of such In- 
dians to such relinquisnment, and for the acceptance by said Indians of al- 
lotments in severalty of lands within said reservation, and said commis- 
sioners shall report any agreement made by them with said Indians, which 
agreement shall become se la only when ratified by act of Congress. 

Sec. 5. That said commissioners shall receive 86 per day each, and their 
actual and necessary travel and incidental expenses while on duty, and 
to be allowed a clerk,to be selected by them, whose compensation shall be 
fixed by said commissioners, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior; and a sufficient sum is hereby appropriated to carry out the pro- 
visions of this uct, which sum shall be relmbursed to the Treasury out of 
the proceeds of the sale of said lands. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to have an understanding before con- 
senting to any proposition whatever with reference to the pas- 
sage of the bill. If the gentleman will agree to strike out the 
third section and also to adopt the amendment which we have 
agreed upon to another clause of the bill, then I will have no 
objection to its powaga: 

r. HOLMAN. What is that second amendment you sug- 
est? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman has the amendment. 

Mr.RAWLINS. I have it,and will offer the amendment. So 
far as I am personally concerned, I will agree to that proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, it is agreed that the third sec- 
tion of the bill may be considered as stricken out, and the amend- 
ment that the gentleman has toa clause of the bill shall bo 
adopted. With that understanding 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would have to be read. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I want to have something to say 
before this matter is agreed upon. I want to ask the gentleman 
if he will consent to an amendment to the first section of the 
bill, which I will read: 

And provided, That the said Indians shall pay 81.25 per acre for said land 
from the funds now in the United States Treasury realized from the sale of 
their lands in Colorado as provided by their contract with the Government. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That, I think, is hardly fair. 

Mr. LYNCH, Isit true, Mr. Chairman, that under the treaty 
of 1880— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Unless that amendment is em- 
bodied in the bill I shall have to object to any unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. LYNCH. Offer Bld amendment at the proper time. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Unless the gentleman shall con- 
sent to that, I shall have to object to the consideration of this 
bill by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I will consent, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. LYNCH. Iam willing to take a vote of the House as to 


that proposition. Iam entirely in favor of the proposition. 
Mr. RAWLINS. 
to be done. 


Iam entirely agreeable to that. It ought 
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Mr. LYNCH. The committee has no objection to it. I think 
it is a proper proposition to be submitted. 

Mr. Ra NS. Then Lask unanimous consent that the bill 
be considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is this bill being considered in 
Committee of the Whole or in the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. In Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Do J understand our friends on 
the committee will object to this amendment and oppose it? 

Mr. LYNCH. Wait until it is offered. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. We had better have the under- 
standing now. i k 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
there are so many agreements being made and proposed toa bill 
that most of us know nothing about, that it might be well to take 
a little time in general debate so as to allow the gentleman to 
explain it, and let the balance of us know what they are trying 
to agree about, and after they have done that we will be able to 
act more intelligently. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Illinois to object. 


Mr. LYNCH. ask that general debate be closed on the bill 
-at quarter after 1. 
r. CANNON of Illinois. Let us know what the bill is. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention 
for a few minutes of the members of the committee, I think I 
can make clear the provisions of this bill. The bill relates to 
two Indian aaeei fs in the Territory of Utah; one the Un- 
compahgre Indian Reservation, and the other the Uintah Reser- 
yation. The Uncompahgre Reservation contains about 1,900,000 
acres of land, and is oceupied by 1,021 Indians, as shown by the 
last census. These Indians, together with two other tribes of 
Indians, formerly owned about 12,000,000 acres of land in the 
State of Colorado. k 

In 1880 they entered into a treaty with the United States by 
which they sold those lands to the Government, and these Un- 
compahgre Indians, about 1,000 of them, were temporarily lo- 
cated by proclamation of the President upon this reservation, 
called theUneompabgre Reservation. By the treaty made with 
these Indians they were to have an allotment of land in sever- 
alty, as provided in this bill, by a commission to be appointed 
by the President. They were to get this allotment instead of 
the reservation in Colorado, and to pay for that at the rate of 
$1.25 per acre. 

This treaty was made with the Indians and ratified by act of 
Congress, The object of this bill is to carry out the provisions 
of that treaty with these Indians, apap 7 otments to them in 
severalty. It willrequire, tocarry out the treaty, about 200,000 
acres of land, and there will be then thrown open for settlement 
between 1,700,000 and 1,800,000 acres. This bill prov aes that 
the agricultural lands shall be subject to entry under the home- 
stead laws at $1.50 per acre. ‘ 1 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If I understand this proposition 
correctly, it is thatabout 200,000 acres of land in this reserva- 
tion in Utah are to be paid for out of the fund realized by the 
Indians from the sale oF their reservation in Colorado. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. That fund, amounting to about 
$1,700,000, is in the Treasury of the United States; and about 
half of it is to the credit of the Indians of the Uncompahgre 
Reservation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And you propone to allot 200,000 
acres in severalty to those Indians, for which they are to pay 
Mr. RAWLINS. One dollar and twenty-five cents an acre. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No; nothing at all, under this 


bill. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The price would be $1.25 an acre according 
to the treaty; but in this bill the committee are silent 

Mr.SAYERS. You propose really to give them the land. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why do better for them than the 
treaty provides? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I am in favor of requiring the Indians to 
pay for theselands; I think they ought to do so; and the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to accom- 
plish that is perfectly agreeable to me. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the proposition is to take the 
remainder and open it to homestead settlement at $1.50 an acre. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. 
And that is all there is in the 


sine CANNON of Illinois. 
Mr. RAWLINS. That is substantially all there is in it. 
3 SAYERS. Oh, no; there are some other things in the 
Mr. RAWLINS. So much as to the agricultural lands. Now, 
the mineral lands are to be subject to entry under the mining 
laws of the United States. Under those laws a man who dis- 
rovers the mineral may locate a tract not exceeding 1, 500 feet 


in length and 600 in width, and by complying with the law and 
finally making payment at the rate of $10 an acre he can obtain 
a patent from the United States for that limited quantity. Only 
citizens can make these entries. Now, there has been found on 
this reservation the mineral known asasphaltum. This mineral, 
according to the bestinformation I have been able to obtain, has. 
been found in veins or lodes, similar to silver and other metals 
of that character. 

Mr. HOLMAN (exhibiting a specimen), Here is a specimen 
of the asphaltum. 

Mr.RAWLINS. Yes,sir. Now, this bill provides that these 
asphaltum lands may be located under the mining laws; that is 
to say, the man who discovers the mineral may locate a tract not 
exceeding 1,500 feet one way and 600 feet the other. It is pro- 
vided in the bill that the minimum price per acre for this land 
shall be $50. The price for ordinary mineral lands under the 
existing law is $10 an acre; but the committee thought—and 
such was the suggestion of the Secretary of the Interior and the 
officers of the Land Dapartment—that $50 would be about the 
right price for these lands. 

he third section of the bill, to which objection has been made, 
provides that where citizens of the United States or persons 
otherwise qualified have made discoveries and locations in good 
faith por to 1890, and complied with the mining laws s9 far as 
racticable, they shallupon the opening of thisreservation have 
or thirty days a preferred right to make entry on these lands. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask the gentleman togive us a full explana- 
tion of the bill on this subject which was passed by the last. 
Congress and vetoed by the President. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I will do so. I propose to state fairly every 
thing pertaining to this bill if I know how to do it. 

The committee considered whether they ought to give these 
people this preferred right, and decided it should be given 
to persons who actually made these mineral discoveries and 
locations under the mining laws prior to 1890. Why? The 
eastern boundary of this reservation is on the Colorado line, 
It was not defined prior to 1890, and afew persons, probabl. 
fifteen or twenty in number, discovered these locations, locate 
upon them and expended their money in developing the claims, 
being all the time ignorant of the fact that they were within 
the reservation, supposing themselyes to be within a county of 
the State of Colorado. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. How many of such persons are there? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Aboutfifteenor twenty altogether. I know 
those people well. Thecommittee has he ah proper in this bill 
to protect the rights ofsuch persons. It is known that there has 
been a large corporation organized for the purpose of getting 
possession, if possible, of those asphaltum lands. 

I now come to the question propounded to me by the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. SAYERS]. In the last 
Congress a bill was passed by this House aud the Senate which 
cut off arbitrarily two tiers of 880 8 85 from the eastern por-. 
tion of the Uncompahgre Reservation, ignoring the rights of the 
Indians to take allotments upon the lands; and it also contained 
a provision in these terms: 

Provided, That any mineral location heretofore made or attempted to be 
made on said lands, or any pari thereof, by any qualified person, who shall 
have made the same in g faith, shall bear date and be allowed the same 
as if said lands had been public lands at the time of said attempted location 
or institution of said proceedings, but said mineral location shall not be 
completed except upon the pomon of $20 an acre, or at that rate for the 
8 taken up by the claim; but no claim shall contain more than 100 

You will observe, first, that that does not require the party 
attempting to locate to have made the discovery of the mineral 
land, as this bill does. Second, it does not require him to make 
the location at all. That provision in the mining law is well 
understood. The party must discover the mineral lands, he 
must erect his monuments, make his claim, 1,500 feet each way, 
and he must also define the boundaries of the claim, which must 
be distinctly marked on the ground, and he can not take, under 
the operations of this bill, to exceed 10 acres at most under the 
provisions of the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And ata price of $50 por acre. 

Mr. RAWLINS (continuing). But under the old bill he was 
only required to make an attempt at location, as the bill which 
was passed and vetoed by President Harrison provided, and he 
was also allowed to enter 160 acres and not required to make 
any expenditure for the development of the land. On these 
grounds the President vetoed the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And was required to pay only $20 per acre 
for the land. 

Mr.RAWLINS. Yes; while this requires the payment of $50 

r acre. 

P SAYERS. If the gentleman will permit me—— 
Mr. RAWLINS. Let me conclude my statement. 
This bill restricts the privilege of making the location, as 
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eee CEP F the law, to the actual discoverer of the mineral 
deposits, and allows the location of not exceeding 10 acres, for 
which the party shall pay 850 per acre. 

In this case these parties have complied in all respects with 
the provisions of the mining law and entered the lands when 
dager mor lent ay eg ep NS A Sree A 

ente upon the lands in and thi ird see- 

tion of the bill is, in my judgment, rather a restriction than an 

extension of their rights and privileges, as held by the Supreme 

urtof the United States in the case of Noonan against the 

edonia Mining Company, where persons went on toa new 

reservation in the Black Hills prior to the opening of the reser- 
vation, and made entry. 

Mr. SAYERS. Just in that connection can the gentleman 
state to the House who constitute the syndicate that are interes- 
ted in the third section? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If that sectionis proposed. to be stricken out, 
what is the use of wasting time about it? 

Mr. LYNCH. Weave endeavoring to avoid giving any ad- 
vantage to speculators. 

Mr. SAYERS. But we wish to know who these speculators 
are, und what their eonneetion is with this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is it agreed thatthe third section shall be 
stricken out? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I was going on to state, if the gentleman will 
permit me, in answer to the cesar which has been pro- 
pounded, that se far as the third section is concerned, in 
papay and I have earefully investiga 

absolutely no syndicate involved, and the onl 
ested are some fifteen or twenty citizens of U 

In the last Co: a similar bill was vetoed at the request 


of the Gilsenite y of St. Louis. They opposed the bill 
at that time and brought e oh reassure to bear against it. 
Since then they have changed t minds in conneetion with 


the matter, for the reason that they desired to construct.a rail- 
read through the Indian reservation to a mining elaim which 
they own and which was virtually given to them by act of Con- 
grees passed in 1881. f 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Let me ask the gentleman,if the third 
section is not inserted in the bill, whether whatever rights these 
parties have will not be sacrificed? 

Mr.RAWLINS. Certainly, but. 

Mr.SAYERS.. They have no rights at all, because they are 


trespassers. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The reason that I am willing to consent to 
striking itout is that under the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, which I have already cited and which I 
have at hand, the people not only wheloeated but who made en- 


tries prior to 1890, as they did in this ease, ave protected, as well 


as all persons who entered the lands in good faith, made loca- 
tions, and e money in improvements, provided they 
were in possession of the property at the time the reservationis 
open to settlement. They are protected, and the rights, in my 
judgment, are more enlarged under that decision of the Su- 
preme Court than they are under the third section of the bill. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will allow me, since 
St. Louis has been mentioned, I wish to state that there is no 
connection whatever by anybody in St. Louis with any one of 
these discoveries. But F wish to say this: That ifyoustrike out 
section 3, you legislate in favor of corporations and rich syndi- 


cates 

Mr. SAYERS. How? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT (continuing.), Beeause any rich syndicate 
can hire æ lot of toughs and through their assistance ride rough- 
shod over the rights of the bona fide claimants and discoverers. 
This section affects the rights of some twelve or fifteen poor 
people; and the only way to protect them is to adopt this sec- 
tion. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the statement of the 
tleman from Missouri is entirely beyond and outside of the 
of the third section, and I would like the gentleman’ to 

yield to me 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I wish to make that statement clearer, if 
I can have time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah has the floor. 

Mr. SMITH ef Arizona. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Lappreciate the motive of my friend 
from Texas, but it is not an unusual thing in the opening of these 
reservations in the Western country to find settlements made 

bons. fide prospectors, men 5 ore in the mountains, 
who have gone in and got possession by the discovery of min- 
erals, and earried out, as far as possible, the mining laws, believ- 
ing it to be land of the United States. 


Now, I quite agree with the gentleman that it is a limitation 


erty from syndicates, than to allow them to take 


ments as provided in the substitute b 
ified by the act of 


pe toward these Indians. 
lan 


had been 
simply a. 


on the power, rather than broadening it or giving any syndicate 
a chance to steal this land, It looks to me a limitation on 
their power, in the light of the decision to which the gentleman 
has referred, with which all men familiar with the mining laws 
aresomewhatwellacquainted. The onesuggestionI wish to make 
to my friend from Texas [Mr. SayErs} is: „that if these pros- 
pectors located in good faith, not knowing this to be a reserva- 
tion, the lines of the reservation subsequently covering it, they 
did all they could to make valid locations, and I do not think the 
suggestion of the gentleman is just, inthe light of whathas been 
said. when he says that a icate has hold of it. It seems to 
me the language of the bill is rather a protection of that prop- 
possession. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Utah allow me five 
minutes? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes.. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to call the attention of the House to 
this bill and to show that by the very report of the committee 
the bill as it is now before the House ought not to pass. The 


committee in their report say: 


By their agreement of March 6, 1880, these Indians agreed to accept allot- 


re was rat- 
ress dated June 15; Statutes, 199}. Under the 
ment the Indians were to pay for the lands allotted to them at the rate 


of $1.25 per acre. 


And yet the. committee reported in favor of giving these In- 


dians the lands for which they had stipulated, under the treaty, 


to pay at the rate of $1.25 an acre. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. A mistaken idea ef humanity that 
the House is constantly going into. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iasi the chairman of the Committee om In- 
dian Affairs why he did not provide for the purchase of these 
lands by the Indians? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, well, we are adopting a very liberat 
À We took a large body of their 

ds im Colorado, and we gave them a large body of lane, a 
very considerable body of land, but much less than they had in 
Colorado, a large portion of which is apparently valueless. It 

agreed that these Indians should for the lands 
them in Utah $1.25 per acre. I anmib that this is 

question as to how liberal Congress should be toward 
that: tribe of Indians. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Ch when it is borne in 
mind that the probability is that beneath the surface of some 
of these lands are minerals which make them as valuable, if not 


more so, than any lands in the United States, I think the eom- 


mittee have been exceedingly liberal to these Indians. 
Mr. LYNCH. The allotments are confined to agricultural 


Mr. HOLMAN. They take only agricultural iands. 

Mr. SAYERS. Agricultural lands provided there be a suffi- 
cient amount of them. 

Mr. LYNCH. There are fifteen times as many acres of agri- 
cultural lands as will be needed for this purpose. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, let us read this section 3. If the gen- 
tleman agrees to strike it out, I will not refer to it further. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I have no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I object. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Isuggest tothe gentleman from Texas that 
he let that matter be — — upon by the Hi ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me read the section: 

Sec: 3. That otherwise qualified to make entries who have, in 
good faith, mineral discoveries and locations within the limits of said 
reservation prior to the ist day of July, 1890— 

That is, persons who have gone upon lands that were reserved 
from location— 
who haye the law to the 
8 lands 3 sD roae: N 

There was no law authorizing them to locate on any portion of 
these lands. No tleman can point outa provision of any stat - 
ute which authorized these men to go and locate upon them—. 
shall, upon the opening of said lands to entry, have the preferred right of 
entering their respective locations for thirty days next such opening, 


| but no longer. 


Now, I will call the attention of the members to a clause in the 
veto message of President Harrison. He says: 


—, not in any publie de- 
mand for these lands for the use of settlers—for if they are susceptible of 
that use, the Indians have a clear 
but in that part of the bill which 
mineral uses, which have been unlawfully made “or attempted to be 0 
on said lands. It is evidently a private and not a public end that is to be 
promoted. It does not follow, of course, that this 8 end may not be 
wholly meritorious, and the relief sought on beh: of these persons alto- 
ther just and proper. The facts, as I am advised, are that these 

ands there are veins or beds of asphaltum or Gilsonite, suppo 
very great i A 
ia —— — 8 

am 

with these lands realize their value, 


vori should have no part in connec 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 7259 


tion with the sales. The bill confirms all attempted entries of these mine- 
rai lands at the price of #20 per acre or that 
unusual) without requiring evidence of the upon 
the claim, or even proof that the claimant was the discoverer of the deposits. 

‘The bill requires good faith,” but it will benext to impossible for the of- 
ficers of the Interior ment to show actual knowledge on the part of 
the claimant of the lines of the reservation. Thecasewill practicably be, as 
to this matter, in the hands of the claimant. But why should good faith at 
the moment of attempting the entry, without any requirement of expendi- 
ture, and followed, it may be, within twenty-four hours by actual notice that 
he was upon a reservation, give an advantage in the sale of these lands that 
may representa very large sum of money? 

That is what President. Harrison said when he vetoed:a. bill 
similar to the third clause in the bill, 


Mr. LYNCH. Mr.Chairman,I want to say that section 3 was 


insertedas.a matter of justice and right, and with abundant prec- 
edent. 
the year 1889 or 1890 this asphalt mineral was discovered by 
prospectors, menof nerve and energy, who went there of their 
own accord, believing they were on the public lands. They 
made their discoveries in good faith, marked out their mineral 
allotments, and recorded their entries in Colorado, believing the 
land was in that State. 

Afterwards it was: discovered that the State line between 
Colorado and Utah ran further east, and they were.found to be 
on this reservation. That was the condition of things as repre- 
sented to the committee. It was also represented that there 
were notexceeding eight, ten; or fifteen, atthe outside, of these 
discoverers: 

By striking out this seetion you deprive those brave, hardy 

iscoverers of the-fruits of their honest labor and laci, and that 
without any justification. 

The committeethought as à matter of good faith, as a matter 
of justice, and asa reward for rupee re er this discovery, 
by which this country has been benefi millions of dollars, 
the rights of these men should be protected; I am willing to 
limit the number of these men totwenty-flve. There is not that 
number, but to bo safe, from all the information of the commit 
tee, that number would cover all meritorious entries. 


Mr. SAYERS. You say there are ten or fifteen?’ Why should || 


you desire to limit it to twenty-five? 

Mr. LYNCE. I would' be willing to limit it to fifteen of the 
early discoverers. Our information is of a less number. 

My. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


question. 2 

Mr. LYNCH. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER. May I ask if the amount of money that the 
United: States will get in any casa is at all affected by this amend- 
ment: 

Mr. LYNCH, Not at all. 


Now, as to the other proposition about their having that land. 


It is a matter of indifference to the committee what action the: 


House may take. These Indians were placed upon that land in 
1880. They have lived there continuously since. 5 
that as their own pro They are- self-sustaining. They 
are not costing the- ernment a dollar; and it was the 
opinion of the committee that, with the belief resting. in the 
minds of these Indians that they owned that land, that in dis- 
posing of them it was reasonable and fair to say to them, G0 
and take your allotments-of 200,000 acres-out of 1,900,000, and go 
and support yourselves out of what you have.” If we pay 
for land out of the. moneys they have, it makes them all the 
more liable: to: come back on the Government for support. It 
was the judgment of the, committee that so long as 
was self-sustaining it was in the interest of harmonv to treat 
them in this. way. 

That was the reason for the action of the committee. The 
committee is wholly indifferent, and is perfectly willing to take 
the judgment of the House as to whether they shall pay for the 
land or not. None-of us care a straw one way or the other ex- 
ceptin the interest of peace and fair play, because by taking 


that land and requiring them to make payment for it, it might | 


make a disturbance that would cost very much more than it 
would to give them the land. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much is there in the Treas- 
ury to the credit of these Indians under the treaty made for the 
purchase of their former reservation? 

Mr. LYNCH. Seventeen hundred thousand dollars, which 
belongs to the three tribes—about 2,000 persons, 
ots Salad ON of Ilinois. What part of it belongs.to these 

n 

Mr. LYNCH. Nearly half. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Eight hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars, under the treaty. 

Mr. LYNCH. Perhaps, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to, see if I understand the 
matter right. They parted with their Colorado land for eight 
hundred and odd thousand dollars? 

Mr: LYNCH. Yes. 


It came to the knowledge of the committee that about 


is tribe į 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And agreed. to pay for their al- 
lotment in severalty later on in the course of time at $1.25 per 
acre out of the $800,000. Now, the gentlemansays they areself- 
sustai and Lam glad to know they are. Has the gentleman 
thought of the influence upon these Indians, who-have-manhood 
and who are self-sustaining, of receiving a gift, not something 
out of their rights under the law, for which they are subject to. 
pay? The-white fellow can not stand that very well. It would 
tend to e him. eee not = to eee self- 
su i to go and take some for no 

Ar. L Nef. This is the first genes of this kind we have 
had in any treaty to my knowledge, or that L have heard. 

Mr. SAVERS. They were paid for their land in Colorado. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That wasa very large body of land. 

Mr. SAYERS. But they were paid for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A mere nominal sum.. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman: will allow me. 
It is not the amount of money involved. That is not the ques- 
tion at all, but it is the risk you run when you have a small 
handful of Indians, like the Navajoes in Idaho, who are self- 
zustaining, and who are workiug out their on salvation, of put- 
ting something into their hands for nothing. Isay that would 
tend to demoralize and: riza white people: Maybe the In- 
dians have character eno to stand it. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. It will not affect the Navajoes. We are ap- 
|propriating money for their support all the time. : 
| Mr. CANNON of Illinois, And are tending to demoralize 
them in doing so. 
| Mr: LYNCH. You have either got to do: thai or have them 
liable to become à Government charge, again. The land to be 
(allotted. to them is neither all good nor all bad. Millions of 
acres of the same kind of land adjoins. this reservation. which 
‘has-been subject to e for years, but no white man seems to 
want it even as a gift. The Enis. more-or less. mountainous, 
And can only be-used: by means of irrigation, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. You have got to feed. them any- 


dollar for their support for years. 
| Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE.. Butthey get the interest on this 
money which does feed them. 

| Mr. LYNCH. IL am only submitting the judgmant of the Com- 
mittes on Indian Affairs as to the best policy to be pursued with 
these Indians. If the judgment of the House is different, none 
ol us will find any fault. Whether. yow approve or TOVE: 
our action is wholly immaterial to the committee. It seemed to 
us wise not to disturb these Indians in their ri not to pro- 
voke any “priog such as would be liable to happen if their an- 
{nual income should be decreased. 

| We consider that they are doing very. well, and: we should be 
satisfied to let them alone. Requiring: them: to pay the fixed 


price for that land, which is more than double its actual value, 


i whem taken. asa whole, may provoke disturbances or a feeling 
of hostility, that would in a short time cost more than the value 
lof the lands. They sold about 6,000,000 acres.in. Colorado in 
1880 for $800,000, and a third of that will be.taken back for one- 
(thirtieth of the quantity of land of practically the same kind 
and value. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Lask that we now proceed to consider the 
amendments. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to move to strike out the third sec- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate is not closed: 

Mr. RAWLINS, Lask unanimous consent that general de- 
bate-be closed, and that the bill be considered under the five- 
minute rule. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill when 

Mr. LYNC Lask unanimous: consent that the reading of 
the bill by sections be omitted, and that amendments may be 
offered to any part of the bill at this.time. 

The CHAIRMAN. As though the bill were being considered 
in the House? 

Mr. LYNCH. Les, sir. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Loffer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word location.“ in line 2 of page 2 insert: 

“And i Thatsaid Indians shall pay $1.25 per acre for said: lands 
from the fund now in the United States realized from the sale ot 
5 in Colorado, as provided by their contract with the Govern: 

The amendment was agreed to: 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to amend by striking out.section: 3. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. SAYERS)—ayes 9, noes 16. 
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Mr. SAYERS. No quorum, = 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SAYERS and Mr. LYNCH were 


appointed. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Rather than imperil the bill, I ask that this 
third section be stricken out by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it may be agreed that the third sec- 
tion be stricken out. Iam very confident that under the state 
of the lawasit has been construed by the Supreme Court, the 
rights of these persons, if they have any rights, will be pro- 
tected at any rate. I hope there will be no objection to strik- 
ing out this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending the count by tellers the gentle- 
man from Indiana asks that the third section of the bill be 
struck out. Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and it 
is so ordered. The Chair will treat the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Texas and the point of no quorum as withdrawn. 

Mr. RAWLINS. [I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word interior, inline 6, page 4, and insert in lieu 
relies. That the cost of executing the provisions of this act shall not 
exceed the sum of $16,000, which sum is hereby appropriated for that pur- 
pose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. LYNCH. The committee will not object to that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the object of the amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move toamend the amendment by strik- 
ing out " sixteen thousand” and inserting “eight thousand.” 

r. RAWLINS. Ifthe amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] be adopted we might just as well not 

the bill. This matter was submitted to the Department 
or an estimate as to the amount which would be necessary; and 
after obtaining such an estimate, the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, to whom the matter was submitted, 
agreed on behalf of his committee that $16,000 should be the 
amount appropriated. By throwing open these two reserva- 
tions amounting to about 4,000,000 acres of land, there will be 
restored to the public domain about 3,500,000 acres. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not by this bill. 

Mr. RAWLINS. That will be the ultimate result. It will 
bring into the Treasury of the United States, in my judgment, 
millions of dollars. 5 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not probable that within thirty days 
the filing fees will be very much larger than this sum? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Unquestionably. 

Mr. PICKLER. If there is any amount of land taken, that 
will certainly be so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam opposed to the reduction to $8,000-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has been 
recognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The expense attending the allotments of land 
in severalty to the Indians, and the disposal of what remains 
alter the allotments are completed have necessarily involved 
very considerable expense to the Government. I have no doubt 
myself that $15,000 will not be required 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then the Government will not expend 


Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes it will, if appropriated. 
Mr. SAYERS. Ihave no doubt that the whole amount will 
be required. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I was going on to say, in view of the 
opinions of members of the Committee on Indian Affairs, who 
have investigated this matter more fully than I have. and espe- 
cially with reference to the chairman of the subcommittee, who 
has examined it very thoroughly and carefully—Mr. LYNCH, 
chairman of the subcommittee—who thinks the amount will be 
required,I will not press the motion. But the extravagance all 
along the line of this Indian business ought to be retrenched. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on agreeing to the 
amendnient proposed by the gentleman from Utah, which has 
just been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill as amended favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 6557, had directed him to report 
the same to the House with sundry amendments, and with the 
recommendation that as so amended it do pass. 

Mr. LYNCH. I ask the previous question on the amendments 
and on the bill to its passage. 


it 
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The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LYNCH, a motion to reconsider tho last 
vote was laid upon the table. 


YUMA INDIANS, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, [cali up the Senate bill, No. 
1919, to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Yuma Indians 
of California for the cession of their surplus lands, and for other 

urposes. 
5 The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, 

Mr. HUNTER. Iask unanimous consent that it be consid- 
ered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired, and this 
will go over. 


FORFEITURE OF CERTAIN RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 121) to 
amend an act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the 
purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
88 approved September 29, 1890, which is privileged un- 

er clause 51 of Rule XI. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. REED. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. By what right is this bill called up? 

ered aa The gentleman from Arkansas claims it is 
privileged. 

The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Abin (H. R. 121) to amend an act toforfeit certain lands heretofore granted 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other pur- 
poses, approved September 29, 1890. 

Mr. REED. That was reported on June 27, I believe, Mr. 
Speaker. à 

The SPEAKER. On June 27. 

Mr. REED. IfI recollect aright a decision of Mr. Speaker 
Carlisle, it was to the effect that a report had no privilege ex- 
cept at the time it was made. 7 

Mr. MCRAE. There can be no 8 about the right of 
way for this bill. It was reported June 27 and held on the 
Speaker's table with the privilege reserved. This was done in 
order to have the report printed for the House. 

Mr. REED. I do not see how that could be done. Whena 
bill is laid on the table in the House that is the end of it under 
ourrules. Perhaps I can assist the Speaker by stating that on 
page 6898 of the RECORD the transaction is recorded, and the 

peaker’s observation at the time, I find on examination, was as 
follows: 

ther with the report, w. 
8 be wailed — 5 5 8 R 

That, it seems to me, was an erroneous proceeding, unless thi 
practice of the House has at some time been changed. I notico 
that the committee or somebody seems to have anticipated 
something of the kind, and has recorded on the bill these words: 

Reported with an amendment. Held on the table for the present. 


That is not a proper parliamentary transaction, as far as my 
experience goes. 

3 of no 3 of the House which holds a bill on 
the table for the present.” Ifa bill is on the table, that is an 
end of it under the practice of the House. 

Mr. MCRAE. There can be no question but that the bill was 
reported as a privileged report, and by consent held on the 
Speaker's table. 

Mr. REED. It should then have been taken up, and if not 
taken up, it lost its privilege. 

Mr. MCRAE. It was privileged when it was reported, and its 
privilege was expressly reserved. That was what I asked, and 
that was the order made. 

Mr.REED. I would like to ask, Mr. Speaker, by what author- 
ity the indorsement was put on the bill itself,‘‘ Held on the table 
for the present,” and whether there has been any precedent for 
such action as is indicated by that, or whether the Public 
Printer had any authority to print that on it? 

The SPE The Chair does not know. The Chair has 


sn for the Journal. The note taken by the Clerk at the time 
reads: 


Printed and laidon the table, with leave to present the same for considera- 
tion at any time. 


1894. 
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What is in the Journal the Chair does not know, but he has 
sent for the Journal. 

Mr. REED. That does not seem to agree with the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Journal controls, and not the 


RECORD. 

Mr. REED. Undoubtedly; butif that was not the fact, the 
Journal ought to be corrected, and itis not too late to do it now. 
I move that the Journal be corrected to agree with the fact. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is as to whether this bill 
has lost its privilege. 

Mr. REED. If the Journal gives it a false privilege by incor- 
rectly stating the fact, I suppose the correction of the Journal 
9 be proper. I do not know whether the Journal is in ac- 
cordance with the fact or not. I only know that the two other 
records of the House, the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and the bill 
itself, show that statement in the Journal is not correct. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course the gentleman does not contend 
that the RECORD governs instead of the Journal. The Journal 
very clearly states that unanimous consent was given, and that 
this measure might be called up at any time, as it could have 
been called up for consideration at the time the report was 
made. The Journal containing this recital certainly must gov- 


ern. 
Mr. REED. The Journal is evidently incorrect, and I move 
that it be corrected so as to agree with the fact. 
Mr. MCRAE. The Journal is correct. 
5 identi rota The Clerk will report the language in the 
ournal. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported the bill (H. R. 
121) to amend an act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes, ap- 
approved September 29, 1890; which, with the accompanping report, was or- 
dered to be printed, and laid on the table, with leave to present the same for 
consideration at any time. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thinks that under that order the 
pill would not lose its privilege. 

Mr. REED. Does the Chair hold that it is not in order to 
move to correct the Journal in accordance with the fact? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly not now. The Journal has been 
approved. 

r. MCRAE. The Journal is correct, and states substan- 
tially what I asked when [ reported the bill and the order that 
the House made. 

Mr. REED. Then this is another instance of the incorrect- 
ness of the RECORD, and also of the Public Printer's indorse- 
ment on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of an act to forfeit certain lands hereto- 
fore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes, approved September 29, 1890, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“SEO. 1. That there 13 — 240 forfeited to the United States, and the 
United States hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted 
to any State or to any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad 
opposite to and coterminous with the portion of any such railroad not con- 
structed and completed within the time cified in the act making the 
grant for the construction and completion of the whole of such railroad for 
the aid or benefit of which such lands were granted; and all such lands are 
declared to be a part of the public domain: Provided, That this act shall 
not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or station grounds of any 
company heretofore granted. 

The Committee on Public Lands recommended the following 
amendment: 

Add to the bill the following: 

“Sxo. 2. That all the rights, privileges, 1 iven, granted, or 
secured by the said act approved September 29, 1890, to settlers upon and pur- 
chasers of the lands forfeited thereby be, and the same are hereby, given, 
paws, and sscured to all settlers upon and purchasers of any of the lands 

ereby forfeited and restored upon the same terms and conditions and for 
the same periods of time therein specified, computing from the date of this 
amendatory act.“ 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, does this go to the Committee of 
the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. What Calendar is it on? 

Mr. MCRAE. It ison no Calendar. Itis privileged and was 
held on the 1 table. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentieman make the point that it 
should be first considered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. REED. Ihave not examined the matter carefully. 

Mr. MCRAE. There is no rule which requires its considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN, It makes no charge on the public Treasury. 

Mr. REED. I want to call the attention of the Speaker to the 
fact. I have examined it somewhat hurriedly. I do not know 
whether there is anything in the point or not, that by the sec- 
ond section as proposed it is provided: 

That all the rights, privileges, and preferences given, granted, or secured 
by the said act approved September 29, 1890, to settlers upon and purchasers 


of the lands forfeited thereby be, and the same are hereby, given, gran 
an 


ted, 
d sec to all settlers upon and purchasers of any of the lands hereby 


forfeited. 

That, itseems to me, isin the nature of aconveyance of property 
of the United States, if the theory of the bill be correct, and so 
it would have to be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MCRAE. There is no new grant or conveyance in this 
bill at all. It is an amendment of the existing forfeiture act ap- 
proved September 29, 1890; nothing more and nothing less. 

There is no new grant of land, no new grant of right ol way, and 
the reservation in section 2 for the settlers is intended to make 
certain what I believe the first section would give them. 

Mr. REED. But the Speaker can not take that for granted. 
If a proposition be made to enact law, the Speaker must pro- 
ceed, and the House must proceed, under the assumption that 
the law does something; and what this claims to do is to grant 
and secure and to give certain lands, and hence the bill must 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. It is not an answer 
for the gentleman to say a portion of his bill does not mean any- 
thing. The S er is bound to presume that it does mean 
something, or Congress would not be called upon to enact it. 

Mr. MCRAE. ə point is that it does not give anything 
more than the present law now gives. It grants no right to 
lands over which we now have control. 

Mr. REED. That isa matter of argument, and you argue it 
the other way by presenting it here. You argue that it is nec- 
essary to enact by offering the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not think that even as an original propo- 
sition this amendment would not carry it to the committee. 
The original forfeiture act was not considered in Committee of 
the Whole. Bills upon this subject have always been consid- 
ered in the House. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] has ex- 
amined the matter more carefully than I have, and he will make 
another point; but I think that which I have made already is 
sufficient. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make another sugges- 
tion as to why this bill should go to the Committee of the 
Whole. The Chair of course will take notice of the limitations 
in the original grants of land of which a forfeiture is sought to 
be declared by this bill. In this original grant it was provided 
that the railroad companies should carry the mails, United 
States troops, and certain goods free of charge to the Govern- 
ment. They have done so. At least the presumption is that 
tey have; or they might have done so. Put it that way, if you 

ease. 

If Congress now declares a forfeiture of the lands embraced 
in these grants, any money that has heretofore been retained 
from the various railroads, or deducted from the allowance due 
to them by reason of the fact that they were land-grant roads, 
must be refunded; and in fact itis true that soveral million dol- 
lars have already been received or withheld by the Government 
on account of carrying troops and mails over these very roads, 
or over particular parts of these roads, where it is now sought 
to annul and forfeit the grant. 

If so, then this bill will either create a charge on the Treas- 
ury or might do so, and if the bill might create a charge upon 
the Treasury, involving an outlay of money, it must go to the 
Committee of the Whole. As a matter of fact it does involve 
between $3,000,000 and $4,000,000 of expenditure from the public 
Treasury that must be provided for either in this bill or in some 
other way if this forfeiture is declared. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a motion? I ask unanimous consent that the naval ap- 
propriation bill be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the biil, 
after which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6748) making a vi 0 7 
year ending J une 80, 1895, and 5 i 

The SPEAKER. Without objection this bill, with Senate 
amendments, will be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FORFEITURE OF CERTAIN RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. REED. I want to state to the Speaker the point as I un- 
derstandit. Isupposed the other point was sufficient to cover 
it, and I had not examined the matter very much. First, there 
is the proviso in the first section: 

Provided, That this act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of 
way of station grounds of any company heretofore granted. 

The intention of that being to confirm any title that has bsen 

iven. The second section prescribes as to all the rights, privi- 

eges, and preferences given and granted or secured by the act 
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to settlers upon and purchasers of the land forfeited thereby, 
“the same are hereby given, granted, and secured to all settlers 
upon and purchasers of any of the land,” 

Now, the only answer made is that this provision of the sec- 
tion is the same as the existing law. The Speaker can not pre- 
sume that. The House is to take action on the provision before 
it; and the Speaker must be governed by the facts of the case 
as they appear in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is the point on which the Chair would 
like to hear the gentleman from Arkansas—as to the second sec- 


tion. 

Mr. MORAE. The second section, as I have already stated, 
is intended to make the remaining sections of the original act, 
to which this is an amendment, applicable to any lands that may 
be forfeited and restored by it; but the main proposition in the 
bill is to extend the forfeiture and restore lands to the public 
domain which are, to say the least of it, not now a -of the 
public domain. The legal title to the land is in the railroad com- 
panies and the lands are reserved to satisfy the grants, so that 
wo gron nothing at all until we reclaim it by this bill. 

There is no attempt to t the title to anything now under 
the control of the United States. The second section simply 
declares that as to.a part of the estate to which we propose to 
resume title by the first section for breach of conditions, that 
if it has been disposed of to settlers, they shall have a prefer- 
ence to purchase or hold it in certain cases. This right was se- 
cured by the original act, 

I repeat that it grants no title that we now have; andit grants 
nothing except a part of what we may restore by this act; so 
asp’ seems to me there should be no question about the point 

order. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman admit that it grants a — 

Mr. MORAE. It 3 from the forfeiture that which has 
been disposed of to bona lide settlers, toalimited extent. That is 
all the second section does. 
is REED. Tf the section does not do anything, what is its 

t? 

Ir. MCRAE. Ihave stated the object, It is to except from 
the pro d forfeiture that which has been disposed of by the 
railroad companies to purchasers, not exceeding 320 acres to 
each bona fide settler. 

Mr. REED. Then it is settled that that belongs to the 
United States? 

Mr. MCRAE. Not unless this bill passes. It will be held b 
the railroad companies unless we resume title. In doing th 
the bill proposes to except from the provisions of the forfeiture 
a part of the lands referred to in the second section. 

r. REED. That is, in substance, you take the land away 
from the railroad company and confirm it to the settler. 

Mr. MCRAE. We confirm the title to the settler as we for- 
feit that of the railroad companies. 

Mr. REED. But whatever right tho United States Govern- 
ment has in it you give to the settler. 

Mr. MCRAE. Now, Mr. Speaker, forfeiture bills like this 
have been presented in every Co ss since the Forty-sighth, 
and they have always been considered in the House. I would 
not undertake to state that the point has been made in every 
ease, but I think it was made in the Pifty-first Congress, when 
the act to which thisis an amendment was under consideration. 
I know that it was considered in the House, and the previous 
question ordered and amendments cut off. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. MCRAE. L am not mistaken about the bill having been 
considered in the House. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MCRAE. I am not mistaken as to the fact of the bill 
having been considered in the House. I may be mistaken as to 
whether the point was made or not. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas answer me one question for information? He spoke 
about 320 acres being confirmed te each settler who had pur- 
chased from the railroad company prior to the date of the pas- 
sage of the act. Now, is there anything in this bill giving 320 
acres? 

Mr. MoRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let me make myself clear. 
The gentleman from Arkansas has stated that wherever a set- 


tler has chased 320 acres from the railroad com this act | 
will confirm 7 


to him that much land and no more. 
such provision found in the act of 1890? 
Mr. MCRAE. Yes; but the settler must 


Now, is any 


unless he has paid that much to the railroad. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As tothe extent of the forfeiture which we 
declare only. f 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I am not speaking as to the 
extent of the forfeiture. I am inguiring 


for information as to 
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the quantity of land allowed the settler who has purchased from 
the ra corporation. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think itis not exceeding 320 acres to each 
purchaser from the railroad companies. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is the way I understood 
the gentleman, 

Mr. MCRAE, That is my recollection of the act of Septem- 
ber 29, 1890. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, the question presented by the 
pok of order which has been made strikes me asone of nogreat 

ifficulty. The gentleman from Maine suggests that in the 
matter of co title of these lands that the railroad com- 
pany has sold to bona fide settlers, we are doing the same thing 
as if conveying the title of the United States. That is my un- 
derstanding of the gentleman's tion. Now, such is not the 
real attitude of this question. Suppose we had granted to the 
railroad company 100 acres of land and the company under the 
law had forfei its right to it. If we took no action to exer- 
cise the right of forfeiture, the 100 acres would belong to the 
railroad company. 

Now, if instead of resuming the whole 100 acres, we see fit to 
exercise the right of forfeiture as to 50 acres, allowing the other 
50 acres to stand, I should like to know how such failure to ex- 
ercise the right of forfeiture can be construed as a new grant of 
the lands by the United States? The Government simply exer- 
cises its option as to whether it will forfeit the whole 100 acres 
or only the 50 acres. 

Now, the 50 acres we do not forfeit are the 50 that the rail- 
road has granted to bona fide settlers; and there is no charge on 
the United States Treasury in the bill, as I understand this sec- 
ond section of it. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman permit me to call his atten- 
tion to this fact which he seems to have overlooked. Section 2 
provides— 

That all the righ’ rivileges, and granted, 
by the said 2 — 1 e to een pon and 3 
of the lands forfeited— 

Not the lands that are not forfeited, but all the lands thatare 
forfeited. Now, to whom are they forfeited? Necessarily for- 
feited tothe United States. What is forfeited— 
all the rights, privileges, and preference * * * are hereby— 

Not by the other net, but by this act 

ven, granted, and secured to all settlers u 
Si the lands hereby forfeited. n 

The lands hereby forfeited ”are forfeited tothe United States, 
because they could not be forfeited to anybody else. Having 
got ee forfeited, we say in language technical in its character 
that the— 

ights, privileges, and preferences are granted or $ a Y 
9 ia 5 9 Lands Torisi nA. or secured, etc., to settlers 

Now, the process is to forfeit the lands, and that brings them 
to the United States. The next process, which brings it within 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Rules, is to give and to 
pan to some other person these lands which have been for- 

eited and have become the property of the United States, and 
the fact that it is done in onetime and two motions does not 
make any difference. 

Mr. TERRY. I beg leave to suggest to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Maine that he has permitted his intellect to become 
entangled ina mere mesh of verbiage. He“ sticks in the bark.” 
He refers to the language and the letter of it without lookin 
at the substance of what is really done. All we do, as I sai 

efore, is to resume 50 acres, so to speak, of the 100 acres which 
we formerly granted to the railroad, and do not resume title to 
the 50 that are still in the hands of the bona fide settlers. 
Now, the gentleman from Maine can criticise the particular lan- 
guage but that is really the substance of what is done. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to call the attention of the Chair 
to the original act of 1890, to which this is an amendment, and 
which has a direct bearing upon the question raised here. It 
is provided in section 3 of that act— 


That in all cases where „Or corporations, with the permis- 
sion of such State or sng in on of, 


t. such parties, persons, rations 
W DEMOVA mua err pada ein they shall also be.en- 
pone to remove all buildings and other movable improvements from said 

It grants the buildings and crops to these persons as indicated 
here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule upon the ques- 


on. 
Mr. LACEY. Very well. 
The SPEAKER, this bill were simply one to abrogate a 
land grant heretofore made, the Chair has no doubt it would ‘be 
and should be considered in the House, because there is nothing 
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tn the cule eee a bill of that sort to be considered in 


the Committee of the Whole. 
making appropriations of money or property must be considered 
Fag oe sees oft the Pinole. P j 

The question is whether this bill makes an appropriation of 
the property of the United States. The gentleman from Ar- 
kansas contends that this is merely a forfeiture of a certain part 
of the lands heretofore granted to a certain corporation. 

Now, if that were the bill and nothing else, the Chair thinks 
it might be and would be considered in the House. But this 
bill, it seems to the Chair, goes further than that. It forfeits 
certain lands, and then it grants certain lands. It confirms the 
title to certain lands now in the United States in the individuals 
who have sought to obtain title from the railroads. So that it 
seems to the Chair that this isa disposition within the meaning 
of the rule of the public property of the United States. 

The bill provides— 

That all therights, privileges, and preferences glven, granted. orsecured by 
the actapproved September 29, 1890, to settlers upon and purchasers of the 
lands forfeited thereby, be, and the same are hereby, given, granted, and 
ee to all settlers upon and purchasers of any of the lands hereby for- 

The same act which forfeits these lands confers, as the Chair 
understands it, upon certain settlers and purchasers the right 
that they acquired under the act of 1890, and the lands forfeited 
by thatact. That the Chair understands to be the purpose of 
the bill; and it seems to the Chair, in view of that ground—re- 
solving these questions always in favor of the largest debate, as 
is the habit, perhaps, and the proper.one—the Chair thinks the 
501 onghtzto be considered in Committee of the Whole, and so 
holds. 

Mr. MoRAE. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House Sedona ingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. DOOKERY in the 
chair, for the.consideration of the bill (H. R. 121) to amend an 
act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other pur- 
poses, approved September 29, 1890. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman 

nee CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. MGRAE. Mr..Chairman,I,do not propose to use much 
time in discussing this bill. I believe the questions of fact and 
of law involved are all well understood by the committee and 
country. During the last twelve years from time to time we 
have had Jong and able discussions of the power and duty of 
Congress to declare such forfeitures. The bill simply extends 
the forfeiture act of the 29th of September, 1890, so as to cover 
in addition to the lands thereby forfeited all lands opposite the 
lines of roads constructed out of time. 

Tnat act only forfeited.and restored to the United States the 
lands opposite to and coterminous with roads which had not 
been constructed aud in operation at that time, and covered 
about 5,600,000 acres. This bill proposes to so extend the for- 
feiture as to reach back to the time fixed in the granting act, 
and proceeds upon the reasonable theory that the Government 
meant that time was of the essence of the contract whenit stipu- 
lated for the completion of these roads within fixed times. 

This bill seeks to resume the title to all the lands opposite to 
road constructed after the tims required by the granting act or 
subsequent acts extending the originaltime. Itembraces about 
4,000 miles of road and about 48,000,000 acres of land, less the 
amount that would be confirmed to settlers holding under the 
railroad companies, or, in other words, would extend ‘the act of 
1890 so as to make it cover about 54,000,000 acres. 

Very few of the land grants have been ‘finally adjusted and 
closed. Some of the roads for which grants were made never 
have been completed at all. Many of them have been completed 
after the time prescribed by law and while forfeiture bills were 
pending. Since the Forty-eighth Congress the House of Rep- 
resentatives aung each Congress, with oneexception, has never 
failed to pass a bill substantially like the one now pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And that was the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. MCRAE. And that was the Pifty-first C ress. 

The map which was prepared at the Land Office shows the 
railroad land grants in the United States. That part of the 
map indicated in yellow shows the lines of road that were not 

completed and that have been heretofore forfeited. The red 
shows the road eonstructed and completed, and the flags on the 
long lines indicate the parts built out of time. 


The scale of the ap Fa too small to indicate very elearly on 
the shorter lines the length of road that would be covered by 
this act, but the mileage and area are both shown in the report 
by States as well as by roads. 

A simple glance at this map, Mr. Chairman, will show the 
enormous area of the public domain that has been granted for 
the purpose of aiding in.constructing railroads.in the States and 
Territories. These great grants were not intended as gratui- 
ties, but were based upon a consideration to pass to the Govern- 
ment, and that was to have roads in certain times. 

During the time that it.took these subsidized land-grantroads, 
with these princely grants, to construct 20,000 miles of road, pri- 
vate capital, unaided by the Government, constructed through 
the same States over 100,000 miles. 

Many of the land-grant roads appear to have been delayed un- 
til after private capital had developed the country and built up 
& Civilization that would justify the construction of roads with- 
out Government aid. ress intended, when it granted this 
immense area of public land for this purpose, that the roads 
were to be built in the manner and within the time agreed upon. 
And now, after they have d of millions of acres of this 
land at exorbitant prices, some of them have acquired from 
these grants almost enough money to construct the roads, it 
appears to the committee that it is not unjust to require them 
to give back to the people all of the remainder of the lands not 
earned in time. We have dealt more than fairly with the 
roads when we confirm title in those who have purchased not 
exceeding 320 acres each from them and give the companies 
the benetit of these sales. 

These immense ho by railroad companies for specula- 
tive purposes have not redounded to the good of our country, and 
should be discouraged. These lands are desired by the home: 
less people of the country, and if the United States has the right 
to resume the title by legislativeaction, it should be swift in do- 
ing so. Since the decision in the case of Schulenburg vs. Harri- 
man, reported in 7 Wallace, the country has understood that it 
requires legislative action to restore the title. 

rior to that time the people believed that the mere failure 
to construct the roads within the time required forfeited the 
grant, and in some instances the lands were opened to settle- 
ment and entries were allowed upon the granted lands. Since 
the enunciation of the doctrine that the grants were grants in 
presenti, and that it would require affirmative action on the part 
of theCongress, the House of Representatives endeavored to act 
goas to save the lands to the people. 

Under theleadership of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN], the attention of the country was directed to the im- 
portance of the forfeiture of these grants in the Forty-eighth 
Congress, and since then we have pushed this legislation along 
that line, only to be balked in the other end of the Capitol. 

The-fact that some parts of these roads have been constructed 
out of time should not defeat a forfeiture, and I do not believe 
that it will. In e this I donot have to question the cor- 
reciness of the decision of the Supreme Court in the least. 

While this title may be a title in presenti, it is a title upon a 
condition-subsequont, andisdefeasible. Congress hasthe power 
to resume all the title which the Government had when it made 
the grant, and I believe it ought to do it pramon and without 
hesitation. I hope that the House will do it as promptly and 
freely as the last and prior Congresses. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. Except the Pir -first. 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, I exeept the Fifty-first. , 

_ Mr. BOATNER. Before you take your seat, I would like to 
inquire if the question has ever been presented to the Supreme 
Court, that you. know of, whether Congress may declare the for- 
feiture where the railroad has been constructed in accordance 
with the terms of the grant except that it has been constructed 
out-of time—after the time fixed by the grant? 

4 15 MCRAE. That has not been passed upon by the Supreme 

ourt. 

Mr. BOATNER. In other words, this railroad earned the 
grant by constructing the road after the time fixed in the grant, 
so that the Government can not declare a forfeiture. 

Mr. MCRAE, There has been no decision within knowl- 
edge upon that point; but there are decisions to the effect that 
the failure to build the road does not itself forfeit the grant 
unless Congress declares the forfeiture. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will yield to me again a 
moment? The question to which the gentleman has been ad- 
dressing himself was presented inthe matter of the backbone 
land grant, and report was made by the majority of the.Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary in which it was maintained that where 
a grant was made upon a condition-subsequent, that the per- 
formance of the condition after the time stated in the act was 
a compliance with the terms of the act, and that the grant bo- 
came indefessibla. . 
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The question to which I wish to direct the gentleman’s atten- 
tion is as to whether that express point has ever been decided 
by the Supreme Court in a Government case? 

Mr. McRAE. It has not, so far as I know. 

Mr. BOATNER. It has been so held in private transactions. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is the contention of the railroad as to 
these grants. Asa lawyer I do not undertake to say, in view of 
the act of September 29, 1890, what will be the decision of the 
Supreme Court if that case should be ever presented; but I do 
say that if it has not been so decided, and the question can never 
be raised as to these grants until Congress passes some act like 
this which will enable the railroads and the settlers to get the 

uestion properly in court, the lands are forever gone unless 
ongress acts. 

That much has been decided by the courts, and no more. 
Lawyers differ upon the question of power, and there is a ques- 
tion about it. hile there is a question about it, I think it is 
the duty of reign Raye to pass a law which will at least settle the 
law and quiet the titles to those interested along the line of 
these railroads. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have only examined your 
bill fora minute. Does your bill provide any legislation, out- 
side of the general scope of it, looking toa solution of what is 
known as the indemnity land question? That is to say, does 
your bill strictly deal with the grants in place or does it go out- 
side of the 40-mile strip? 

Mr. MCRAE. It deals with the whole subject, and in forfeit- 
ing the grant will carry the lien lands which were intended to 
satisfy t canan 

Mr. WILSON of Washington, The pointof my question is as 
to the land granted within the 40-mile strip, because everybody 
in the West knows something about that. 1 n the 
West is interested in that matter. Ispeak from my knowledge of 
the matter in the West, and I know not whether the matter re- 
fers to the South, because I do not know anything about the land 
grants there, but everybody is interested in our country in the 
grant in the 40-mile limit of the Northern Pacific Railroad grant. 


= good many people were led into error by thinking that they 
cou 


go outside of the 40-mile stripand have the right to settle 
on any odd section, and any even section for that matter. The 
settlement commenced in my State, not from the east to west, 
but from west to east, coming from California and Oregon by 
Snake River and goton the 10-mile indemnity strip. 

That matter has been sought to be adjudicated by the Interior 

Department for the past fifteen years, but we have never been 
able to getany Administration, either Republican or Democratic, 
to decide it. 1 was going to offer an amendment that settlers 
whosettle upond any odd section within the indemnity strip prior 
to the date of the selection by said railroad company, the North- 
ern Pacific, should be entitled to have their titles confirmed in 
them under the general land laws of the United States, if your 
bill did not reach the question. 
Nr. MCRAE. I think the bill covers the matter beyond any 
question. We seek a forfeiture of the grants of lands including 
reservations for indemnity purposes. If there is no grant to 
satisfy there will be no use for indemnity laws. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Arkansas, 
who is so thoroughly familiar with the general landi/laws, knows 
how much we have been harassed, how much we have been (if 
I may use the expression) bedeviled by the continual procrasti- 
nation of the Department of the Interior. Gentlemen will re- 
member the Guilford Miller case. That was a decision; but I 
do not recollect that anybody has ever gotten anything out of 
it. We get a case decided. Then a motion of review is made, 
and the motion for review is pending; and we have been fifteen 
years struggling to get something done. 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not believe you will ever get anything of 
value whatever outof the Northern Pacific grant or indemnity 
until we pass some bill such as this. If we pass a bill like this, 
we will have the whole matter decided, andsettled promptly and 
ina way that I think will be satisfactory to the settlers and 
9 else 7 the railroads. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Of course, if this bill ses 
and is placed upon the statute book, an appeal will be taken to 
the courts, where the matter will have to be adjudicated. 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
years must be lost. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think not. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Arkansas permit a 
question? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. I understood the gentleman to say that this map 


So that ten, fifteen, or twenty 
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which is now exhibited to the House represents the lands now 
to be forfeited. : 

Mr. MCRAE. I say it represents all the land grants, and I 
have stated that the yellow lines represent the roads not con- 
structed at all, and that the flags on the red show the roadscon- 
structed out of time—along the longest lines. 

Mr. REED. Do J understand that the lands there indicated 
are subject to railroad grants? 

Mr. MoRAE. I said nothing of the kind. 1 said that the 
map shows the land grants which have been made by Congress. 

r. REED. Does the map indicate the land which has been 
taken by the railroads? 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not know thatI understand the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. Do you mean to say that the line across there 
[pointing] represents the Northern Pacific, and the central line 
the Central and Union Pacific? 

Mr. MCRAE. I think so. 

Mr. REED. And that those roads have all that land? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir; all except the yellow lines, the por- 
tions forfeited by the act of 1890. 

Mr. REED. Both sections? 

Mr. MORAE. That represents the grants made to all the 
railroads. 

Mr. REED. Does that represent both the odd-numbered and 
the even-numbered sections? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. Then it represents twice as much land as the 
railroads got. 

Mr. MCRAE. The width of the grant. 

Mr. REED. Not the width of the grant, but the width of 
the land out of which the grant might be taken. 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. We all understand, of course, that 
the roads got only alternate sections. 

Mr. REED. Does not that line along the Northern Pacific 
represent also the land out of which they could have taken sec- 
tions of which they have been deprived? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. Consequently that map does not represent what 
the railroads have taken, but only the area out of which they 
could take what was granted to them. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. Then, is not that map utterly misleading,as you 
have stated the matter? 

Mr. MCRAE. No, sir; it shows the lines and width of grant. 

Mr. REED. Is the scale correct? 

Mr. MCRAE. Istated that it represented the grants to the 
roads; and I stated the length in miles. 

Mr. REED. But it in reality does not represent the grants 
only the area out of which the grants might be taken. 

Mr. MCRAE. I stated the area that the roads had taken. 

Mr. REED. That is a totally different thing. You havea 
map here which pretends to be one thing but isan entirely differ- 
ent thing. There is the whole State of Iowa, for instance, ab- 
sorbed by railroads. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the gentleman from Arkansas allow me to 
ask just one question; it will not take him a moment to answer. 
In my own State of Iowa, as represented on that map, the pink 
lines, I understand, represent the land nts—in other words, 
represent the lands out of which the railroads should have had 
and did have their grants; is that so? 

Mr. MCRAE. ay 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Arkansas one question. If the Government permitted 
the railroad companies to go on with their work beyond the 
time originally limited by law, did not that practically amount 
to consent on the part of the Government for an extension of the 


time limit? 
I think not. 


Mr. McRAE. 
Government, 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I think it did. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think not. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, before commencing my remarks 
I desire to have read in my time asubstitute for section 2, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be read for information. 

Mr. LACEY. Lask that it be read at this time for informa, 


tion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out section 2, and insert the fonowmg: 

“SEC. 2. The forfeiture provided in this act shall not impair or in any man- 
ner affect the title to any lands heretofore sold by such railway companies 
to bona fide purchasers for value.” 


Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield a moment to the 
gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. JOHNSON], that he may have 
read in my time an amendment which he proposes to offer ata 
proper opportunity. 


Laches can not be charged to the 
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Mr. MCRAE: It is understood that these amendments are 
not pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. They are only read for information. 

Mr. MCRAE. I wantit understood that I object to any amend- 
ment coming in now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. JoHNSON] will be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC, 3. That wherever there have heretofore been made any deductions 
in payments for the transportation of persons, mails, stores, goods, or Gov- 
ernment property of any kind by any railroad whose grant of lands is for- 
feited by or under this act on account of such railroad having a grant ot 
lands, the proper accounting officers shall ascertain the amounts of such 
deductions, and shall certify the same to the Secretary of the Treasury. who 
shall pay to each of the railroad companies performing such service the 
amount so found to have been deducted on account of lands forfeited by this 
act and held by such railroad for service on that portion thereof on which 
this forfeiture is declared, and a sufficient sum to make such payments is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. And each and every railroad whose grant of lands shall, in whole 
or in part, be forfeited by or under this act shall hereafter be entitled to re- 
ceive payment in full for such transportation over that portion of its road 
deemed not to have been constructed in time, and as to which 
grant is forfeited, as if the grant so forfeited had never been made. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire at this time to 
enter into any discussion of the policy of building railroads by 

ants of the public lands. That policy was adopted and pursued 

the past. Its friends have claimed for it that it was success- 
ful; its enemies have denounced it as an erroneous policy. 

But that policy has long since been abandoned, and we are 
now met not with a proposition to grant new land for new rail- 
road enterprises, but to legislate in relation to coe thathave 
been passed very many years ago; and this bill in its present 
form, while on its face it is a popular bill and one that would 
strike the ordinary outsider who had not given it very much at- 
tention as being just and right, in its terms is a bill which is 
fraught with a great deal of danger. 

It brings chaos into many regions of the country covered to- 
day with a happy and a contented people. It insidiously unset- 
tles the titles to millions of acres of lands on which men have 
made their homes and on which farming operations are being 
pursued at this time in many of the States of the Union. 

The bill does not attempt to take up a single grant at a time 
and dispose of or forfeit it and have the rights and equities of 
the settlers on the one hand and of the railway company on the 
other hand adjusted under its provisions; but itis a proposition, 
a sweeping proposition to take possession of vast areas of lands 
heretofore granted and which have been disposed of to settlers, 
and by its terms it calls in and forfeits and declares to be revested 
in the Government the title to all the public lands heretofore 
granted to any railway company coterminous with and opposite 
to that part of the lines of said companies as shall not have been 
completed within the time fixed in the granting act. 

The gentleman from Arkansas concedes that the right of Con- 

ess to do this after the road is built is one of very doubtful 

egality, but he says it is necessary for Congress to pass this bill 

in order to give to the Government a standing in the courts to 
have the rights of the parties determined in Jitigation, which is 
certain to follow. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me in that con- 
nection? 

Mr. LACEY. I will yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. BOATNER. Was not the granting of these lands and 
the disposition of them by the railway companies after the ex- 
piration of the time in direct contravention of the language of 
the granting act? 

Mr. LACEY. I understand that; but—— 

Mr. BOATNER. The language of the act reads this way 

Mr. LACEY. I will discuss that in a moment. I do not care 
to have my time occupied nowe 

Mr. BOATNER. But if the gentleman will permit me to 
Tona a single sentence here to make the point of my inquiry 
clear 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. The act declares: 


And if any of said roads are not completed within ten years, no further 
sales shall be made and the lands shall revert to the United States. 


Mr. LACEY. Thatis the Louisiana grant. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, in that connection my question is 
this: When these companies claimed that under the grants they 
owned the land, how can it be questioned that any titles made 
by them were made in positive contravention of the terms of 
the act itself? 

Mr. LACEY. The question of the gentleman from Louisiana 
is more ingenious than ingenuous. He is stating or endeavoring 
to carry the impression that this is the general form of all these 
granting acts. That is not the case. That language is em- 

ied in the Louisiana grant, but it is not in all or in very 
many of the granting acts. 


rtion its 
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Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will permit me, this was 
the language used in making a grant of alternate sections of the 
public lands to the State of Michigan to be used in the construc- 
tion of railroads in said State, which was passed on June 3, 1856, 
and in every act making grants to the States for this purpose 
you will find a similar provision. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Isthatin the Northern Pacific 


grant? 
Mr. BOATNER. No. 
Mr. LACEY. It is not in the Northern Pacific,andI will state 


to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] that it is not 
embraced in the grants of 10 per cent of the lands which were 
given by the Government of the United States for railroad pur- 
poses. So the gentleman should not mislead the House now 
with the statement that these grants have a right of reversion 
expressed within the granting act, without any further actionon 
the part of the Government. Under the Louisiana grant it is 
doubtful if there would be any necessity for this act at all, and 
whether the Government could not go into the courts and secure 
the reversion to the United States by proper action. 

But the question of the gentleman from Arkansas is an en- 
tirely different matter. It is this: The courts of the United 
States have held that the grant is one in presenti, and the con- 
ditions to build the road in a certain time is a condition subse- 
quent; and it becomes necessary for the Government, through 
Congress, to pass a law forfeiting the grant before proceedings 
can be had in the courts. Consequently it is plain, he claims, 
that this bill should pass. 

Mr. BOATNER. ill the gentleman permit an interruption 
just at this point? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. The Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided, and in the same decision where that principle is 
laid down, that the disposition by the State of land covered by 
the grant and not in accordance with its terms, was absolutely 
null and void, and hence that the property still remained in the 
State. How is the gentleman going to suppors his contention 
that the railroad has acquired title when the court holds,in the 
Harriman case, that the State can not convey to the railroad 
company except in express accord with the termsof the granting 
act itself. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman is anticipating my argument. 
I have not been discussing and did not propose to discuss the 

uestion as to whether there was the absolute right to revoke 
these grants at this time. I am assuming the position that we 
do have the power to revoke these grants, as claimed by the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. Let all that be conceded. 

But, on the other hand, he tells you, and the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] is too good a lawyer not to know that 
the courts as a rule have held that without such action on the 
part of Congress the title is vested in the railroad company, and 
that they have title in presenti, aud that that title they can 
convey to settlers and to purchasers. 

That has been the rule for many years. That has been the 
recognized rule in all the courts, and whether it is right or 
whether it is wrong, we are confronted with a condition, not a 
theory. Itis also true that the bulk of this land, of good farm- 
ing character and suited to cultivation, has been sold and is now 
in the hands of third parties. Most of the land which remains 
is of small value. à 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman permit 
me, right there, to say that last week in my own county over 
700,000 acres of land were patented to the railroads. 

Mr. LACEY. Hundreds of thousands of acres have been pat- 
ented under the decisions of the court to which [ have referred. 
But let me call attention to what seems to me to be the difficulty 
in this bill, and which has been ignored by its framer. In his 
anxiety to have some broad and glittering generalities that 
would catch the public eyc, the author of this bill has disre- 
garded individual rights. 

Take, for instance, the Central Pacific and Union Pacific grant. 
That grant goes through the State of Kansas. It goes through 
the State of Nebraska, and through other States, and much of 
the land is of the most valuable character. 
history of thatland? It has been entered upon and has been oc- 
cupied by farmers who have purchased it, and to-day there are 
orchards more than twenty years old on this railroad land. 

There are old houses, with barns; there are young men old 
enough to vote who have grown up upon these farms, and yet 
it is proposed in this bill, in a general and sweeping way, to de- 
clare these farms forfeited to the Governmentand to give to the 
holders of the farms the right to buy the land again from the 
Government at $2.50 per acre, provided the owner does not hap- 
pen to own more than 320 acres in any one tract. 

Mr. MARSH. Will the gentleman allow me just one minute? 


What has been the 
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Mr. LACEY, I will yield more than a minute to the gentle- 
man after awhile. i 

Mr. MARSH, [only want a minute now, and the gentleman 
will appre the point when I, get through. The gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. WILSON} stated to him a moment ago 
that last week 700,000 acres of land were patented to the rail- 
road in his county alone. Now, IL want- to ask the gentleman 
from Washington if those 700,000 acres of land had not already 
been contracted and sold by the railroad company to actual set- 


tlers? j 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman from Iowa 
will permit me, those lands were sold years and years ago, but 
the company have not been able to get their patents, owing to 
the existing condition of affairs, and lately they commenced on 
the eastern line of Washington to patent these lands, and my 
county is the first 7 0 5 1 

Mr. GEAR. With the permission of the gentleman from 
Iowa, I will say that I have been trying for three months to get 
patents to over 70,000 acres of land that were sold ten years ago 
to actual settlers, who were living upon them, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Right there I want tosay that 
these lands have been sold to settlers, and now that the railroad 
is in astate of bankruptcy, how are. these settlers going to be 
refunded the money which they have paid for:these lands? 
Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman. will allow me 

Mr. LACEY... -k will yield to my friend later on, but I can not 
yield now. I have some further points that I want to make. 

I fave had read at the Clerk’s desk an amendment that cures 
this error in the bill. Heretofore Congress has passed bills for- 
feiting land grants torailroads, prior to the Fifty-first Congress, 
to the amount of 50,482,240 acres, and the Fifty-frst Congress 
passed a general bi 
road, so far as the roads at that time remained uncompleted, thus 
restoring to the public domain all lands about which there could 
tepa controversy as to the right of Congress to declare the for- 

eiture, 13 

After declaring the forfeiture of 50,000,000 acres and more in 

the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses, and the 5,000, 000 
acres in the Fifty-first Congress, it leaves now unsettled 50, 000, 
000 acres.of land lying opposite parts of railways that were not 
completed in time. 
It is claimed that. this 50,000,000 acres of land is a wonderful 
ares of country; that it is an empire; and so it is upon its face. 
But in truth the most of it is desert. The best land has been 
sold. In the anxiety.to reclaim these numerous and broadacres 
which are described in the committee’s report the bill goes on 
and embarrasses all settlers upon the other parts of railroad 
lands where the land has heretofore been sold and occupied. 

The amendment that I propose provides that the titles to 

these lands, lands heretofore sold to innocent holders, shall be 
eonfined to them, and that the title shall not be declared to be 
forfeited by this bill. The gentleman from Arkansas, by his 
amendment to the bill, provides that the act of 1890 shall apply, 
and that the rights provided for in that act shall be looked to to 
protect settlers in the present forfeiture bill. Let us now fora 
moment look into the comparative merits of the two propositions. 
Tho act of 1890 forfeited tracts.of land where no railroad had 
ever been built; but it was known that railroad companies had 
attempted to sell lands in advance of the construction of their 
roads; and in order to relieve the settlers from all embarrass- 
ment, the right was given to them to 1 these lands be- 
yond the terminus of the railroad and pay the Government of 
the United States $2.50 per acre therefor, and have their title 
confirmed. 
That is a provision which does not hurt anybody. But when 
you go back along the line of a road that has been built, recog- 
nizing the fact that the courts have held that railroad compa- 
nies own that land and they can not be sold by settlers now, and 
provide that they shall have no greater right than the men 
who buy the land beyond the terminus of the road, as provided 
in the act of 1880, that is ignoring the plainest and most ele- 
mentary principles of justice. 

These men bought land and paid for it; and why shoulda man 
owning over 320 acres of land in Nebraska or Montana be com- 
polled to pay $2.50 an acre to the Government again, after he 

got his tract from the railroad company, and when he took 
that tract with the understanding that the railroad company 
owned the land? 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman certainly does not under- 
stand the bill, for it provides that they shall have the land for 
81.25 an acre; and if a man has paid the railroad company he shall 
have credit with the Government for whatever he has paid to 
the railroad company provided it does not exceed 81.25 per acre. 
In other words, the bill proteets the rights of the purchaser | 
from the railroad company, provided he has not bought more 
than 320 acres. © 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. To what extent does the gen- 
tleman say there is protection? 

Mr. BOATNER. His title for 320 acres is confirmed to him 
ne ne paid the railroad company as much as $1.25 an acre 
or it. 

Mr. WILSONof Washington, What if he has paid more? 

Mr. BOATNER. If he has paid more, he will not receive 
anything from it if he keeps his land, He only gets credit up 
to and including $1.25 an acre, as if he had paid $1.25 to the 
General Government. So it leaves him right where it found 
him. Ik he has settled with the railroad company and paid, it 
leaves him with a title from the railroad. 

Mr. HERMANN. The fallacy of the position of my friend is 
that it does not leave him whero he found him. It may find 
him with a thousand or two thousand acres of land on which he 
has put valuable improvements and to which he holds all the 
title which the railroad company can give him. Now, you pro- 
pose to confiscate all with the exception of 320 acres; and there- 

ore you do not leave him where you found him. 

Mr. LACEY. I will now yield to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia,for a question. 

Mr. CANNON of California. Does this bill take away from 
the settler who has purchased from the railroad the land along 
the lines built within the time? You spoke of land in the State 
of Nebraska. 

Mr. LACEY. There is land in California the same as Nebraska. 

Mr. CANNON of California. There is land of that kind in 
California and in Nebraska. Does it take any land from those 
roads built within the time? 

Mr, LACEY, It takes away land in California from railway 
companies whose lines. were not built within the time named in 
the grant. The courts had held that where the roads were not 
completed within the time that the subsequent building of the 
roads had been sufficient compliance with the grant. Acting 
upon these rulings of the courts the companies have gone on 
alter the time fixed in their grants and have compieted the 
roads, and sold lands to settlers, This bill will take from any 
settler any land which he may hold in excess of 320 acres, 

Very large tracts of these lands haye been sold in amountsex- 

ing 320 acres. Much of it is grazing land and much more 
of it requires irrigation—land which must be purchased in large 
quantities that ditches may be built in order to irrigate it, for 
irrigation of small tracts is not usually practicable. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let me put this case to the 
gentleman, Suppose A is the owner of more than 320 acres— 
160 acres more 320—which he has purchased from B, who 
purchased from the railroad company. ese purchases we will 
suppose were made in good faith. B thought he had the right 
to buy the land of the railroad company: he did buy it and paid 
for it. No, how is A to be indemnified for his loss of those 160 
aeres? He loses that much iand absolutely, does he not? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly he does under this bill. Of course 
he may undertake to collect his money from the railroad com- 
pany, but these companies are in the hands of receivers; are 

ankrupt; so that such a man would be relegated to the tender 
mercies. of receivers in chancery, who have nothing with which 
to pay him 5 a fund already mortgaged for its full amount. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. In other words, we confiscate 
those 160 acres of this mans land. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill apparently intended to strike as its 
target a soulless corporation, but reaches the corporation 
through the honest settler on the greater portion of the valua- 
ble lands in controversy; and the lands with reference to which 
settlers will make no claim are lands comparatively worthless— 
so worthless that the railroad companies have not even asked that 
they be surveyed. ) l 

All these railways have been carrying the mails and the 
troops and receiving from the Government compensation there- 
for where the roads have not received land grants. Where land 
grants have been made, this transportation was made under the 
terms of the granting acts; and proper deductions have been 
made. As this debate has now come up unexpectedly, I have 
not obtained the figures and do not know the exact amount that 
has been thus withheld from the land-grant roads. 

L have been told that it amounts at the present time to several 
million dollars. This is the amount which would have been 
paid by the Government to these railways for carrying the troops 
and the mails if the roads had not been subject to the provisions 
of the land-grant acts. ; } 

Mr.CANNON of California. That goes into the sinking fund 
and is credited to the companies—or at least half of it is, 

Mr. LACEY. A certain portion—50 per cent—is credited in 
that way. Now, that 50 per cent is eo much clear to the Gov- 
ernment becauso of these grants. It is certainly true that the 
Government can not cancel the grant and keep the money that 
it has withheld for the carriage of mail and troops by these 
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roads as land-grant roads. Inshort, if they are land-grant roads 
and are subject to the conditions of the land grants, the Goyern- 
ment is entitled to these benefits. On the other hand, if the 
land grants are forfeited the Government must pay in full for 
the carriage of the mails and the troops. 

Mr. HERMANN. Justinthe lineof the gentleman’s remarks 
permit me to suggest to him the further fact that uader the 
granting act all lands lying coterminous with the line of the 
road—the even-numbered sections—are increased from $1.25 to 
82.50 an acre. In other words, the settler is substantially pay- 
ing to the Government the value of the lands granted to the 
railroad company by the act of Congress. 

Mr. CAN. NON of California. That is correct. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, I wish to impress upon the committee 
the fact that these grants are made to different lines under 
different circumstances at different dates; that the equities 
in one case are quite different from the equities in the 
other. Yet we seek here by one general and sweeping bill 
to cover all of them and make them all subject to the 
same provisions. Take, for instance, the case that the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana has in his mind in his own State. Ten 
years, I believe, were given for the building of thatroad. When 
afew of those years had gone by and the road was partly con- 
structed the war broke out. Will it be contended that the 
time which elapsed during the war when the company could not 
construct the road -a period when the troops of both armies went 
nand tore up the road—is to be treated as part of the time ac- 
orded for the building of that road? 

That company comes before the Committee on Public Lands 
and says that it has some special and peculiar 8 pew under these 
circumstances; that the war and the delays incident to the war, 
which produced the failure on their part to build the road within 
the time, ought to be recognized as an equity in their favor and 
that they should not be included in the bill. Yet that road is 
embraced in the terms of the bill just the same as the other 


roads. 

Mr. HERMANN. I suggest to the gentleman the further 
fact that the public lands were not surveyed; so that selections 
could not be made. 

Mr. LACEY. Les; in many cases the Government has failed 
to survey these lands, even upon demand; and selections have 
been prevented from being made. Thus there has been delay in 
the building of the roads: because they were to be built in part 
from the land grants. The land was surveyed, put upon the 
market and sold, and the money reinvested in building other 
portions of the road, additional patents being obtained as sales 
were made, and thus the road was being extended into the unin- 
habited wilderness of the West. 

It is by no means clear or absolutely certain that the exercise 
of the legislative right of forfeiture exists. Courts have held 
otherwise, and if the bill is to pass at all let us by some broad 
and comprehensive amendment protect the rights of every set- 
tler upon these lands. That isa matter of grave importance. 
Nothing in the world injures the character of a country so much 
or impedes its development like the question of unsettled land 
titles. 

Why, you can go into this city of Washington, beautiful as 
itis, and find out invariably that part of the city where the ti- 
tles are defective, where there is litigation inchancery, or where 
there has been trouble of any kind over titles; because you can 
tell it by the tumble-down houses, by the old shanties, by the 
unimproved and ungraded lots. You can pick outas easily the 
boundary line of property that is in chancery as you can discrim- 
inate between the boundary lines between land and water. 

And this bill proposes to throw the whole State of North Da- 

kota into chancery. It is proposed to throw a vast area of the 
State of California into litigation. It is proposed to put the 
blightof contested land titles over the richest and most beautiful 
parts of the Stateof Washington; and these matters, Isay, ought 
to be carefully considered. The amendment I have offered ex- 
empts from its operation all land heretofore sold from these 
grants, and that amendment, in my judgment, ought to be 
adopted. 
_It has been for along time the expressed purpose and object 
of Congress to secure settlers upon the public lands. The great 
question was not so much to get money from the sale of the 
lands as to get settlers upon them. That being the case, I ask 
what difference does it make whether a settler is living on 
lands that he bought from the railroad company and has im- 
proved them, and is producing crops and paying his taxes, get- 
ting his title through the railway company, or whether he en- 
tered upon the lands as public lands of the United States as a 
homesteader, a prebmptor, under the timber-culture act, or 
took them up as desert lands. 

It is the 33 of the land by settlers that we want, and 
not to regain and take back again the title, in order that some- 


one else may obtain it from the United States. It has long been 
the policy of this Government in regard to our public lands to 
encourage its purchase by actual settlers. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask, as I have not examined the bill, whether this covers 
all of the land-grant railroads? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. 
ne TALBERT of South Carolina, Then it is an omnibus 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, And your amendment 
proposes to restrict it? 

r. LACEY. To provide that all lands heretofore sold b 
1 companies should not be affected by any such forfe 
ure. 

Now, the gentleman from Arkansas has offered an amend- 
ment, the effect of which allows certain parties to hold their 
lands provided they have not more than 320acres. The balance 
of it must be taken back by the Government, notwithstanding 
the fact that it may be a stock-ranch farm covering 2,000 acres 
or more, or that it is land which has been irr ated at great 
expense and put into fruit farms, as he knows is the case in 
many parts of Southern California. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Iowa 
has evidently given this question a great deal of care and at- 
tention, and I desire to propound tohim the same question I 
asked the gentleman from Arkansas in the course of his re- 
marks, but the answer to which I am not entirely satisfied with. 
I asked him whether this bill covered certain lands on the 
Northern Pacific Railroad. He replied that he thought it did. 

Now, there isin the land grant tothe Northern Pacific Com- 
pany a certain quantity of land known as the ‘‘indemnity strip,” 
to indemnify the company for lands lost in the limits.. 
The original grantallowed the Northern Pacific Company astrip 
of land 40 miles wide—odd ssctions—on each side of the track. 
It was a grant in quantity, and, asthe gentleman has said, it was 
a grant eo instanti, between Duluth and Puget Sound, to take ef- 
fect at once, between these points. 

Mr. GEAR. From the initial point of the road. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. GEAR, And the question to-day is whether the initial 
point of the Northern Pacific road is at Ashland or Duluth, and 
the lands are held up in consequence of that, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, whether this wasa grant 
in presenti or not—some have contended that it was, and others 
that it is not—but here is the important point; Most all of the 
grant in place has been dis of. Itis the indemnity stri 
that remains, and that stretches out from Duluth to Puget Sound, 
10 miles wide in alternate sections oneither side of the road, and 
this the Secretary of the Interior can withdraw at any time, or 
any one of the odd sections in the 10 miles of the indemnity grant 
and allow other lands to be taken in lieu of it in Washington or 
Dakota, or in other States where the lands are available for these 
purposes. 

Now) if it is a grant in place, and these lands are opposite to the 
lands granted, why, they are forfeited if this bill becomes a law. 
If they are not opposite theyare notforfeited. Thatisall there 
is about it. Now, all through that country men honestly went 
and settled upon the odd sections, thinking they were outside 
the grant,and knowing nothing about the law by which the Sec- 
retary of the Interior was entitled to withdraw the additional 10 
or 20 mile strips. 

They got onthe odd sections, and have built homes there, and 
some of them have been there for twenty ee trying to get 
the title to that land. They are suspended like Mahomet's cof- 
fin, in mid-air. Theycan not get anything. Now, the question 
arises with me, does this bill give these settlers any rights? I 
doubt it. There area large number of them affected, almost as 
many as under the other feature of it. 

Mr. GEAR. They will be protected if the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] is adopted. 

Mr. LACEY. My amendment would cover all that; but the 
proposition in the original bill, with the committee amendment, 
will not protect the rights of those settlers. My amendment 
would cover that, because it in general terms protects every 
man who has bought land at all. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let mesay right there—because 
I am so much interested that—Mr. Hill's road—tI do not know 
which one it was—lost some 70,000 acres of land in Minnesota. 
By a ruling of the Department of the Interior, or an act of Con- 
gress, I will not be certain which, he came clear across the con- 
tinent into the State of Washington, and there they granted and 
patented to him in my county those 70,000 acres of land in the 
place of the lands lost in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. GEAR. That was done under an act of Congress. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now,I havealways contended 
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that if the railroad company lost any lands inthe granted limits 

they must select lands opposite the lands lost, and thatif there 

were no lands there, they could not go on to some other 8 sip of 

the country and select lands in some other place; but rulings of 

the Department of the Interior by various Secretaries of both 
ties—I am not speaking in a partisan sense—granted tothem 
ds located on other parts of the line. 

There ought to be in this bill something definite, something 
certain, something that will protect these men who twenty years 

o went upon this indemnity strip, by and through no fault of 
theirs, because it was advertised all over the country that the 
railroad company was only granted a strip 20 or 40 miles wide, 
and they thought when they got outside of that strip, and onto 

an odd section, that they were entitled to locate there. Some 
of them got there before surveys were made, and when the sur- 
veys were made they found they were on the odd sections. Yet 
5 n holds that they can not retain their homes that 

e t. 

The great question that ought to be before Congress is as tothe 
indemnity limit, not the grantin place, not the forfeiture of what 
is known as the 20-mile strip or 40-mile strip on each side, but the 
lisu lands or the 1 lands strip. I think they were only 
entitled under the law to their grant of land, the odd sections, 10 
miles or 20 or 40 miles from the roads, and when they got what 
was there that was all Congress intended they should have; but 
the Secretaries have given them a 20-mile strip on each side, 
and miny settlers are being deprived of their homes. 

Mr. HERMANN. Now let me say, in reply to the gentleman 
from Washington, that as I understand the Secretary of the 
Interior is now ruling, and has been for the last year or so at 
least, that where settlement is made upon indemnity lands 
within the odd section, and that settlement is made by a bona 
fide settler, otherwise qualified, previous to the date of selection 
by the railroad company, that the settler’s rights are prior and 

referred to the right of the railroad company; but that if he 
i not thereat the time that such selection is filed, then that the 
right of the railroad to select indemnity lands within the in- 
demnity limit is supreme and conclusive over and above the 
rights of the settlers. 

r. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, Iam obliged to my friends for 
these interruptions, because it is light that we have been seek- 
ing in regard to these points. This bill is not to be railroaded 
through here without consideration for the rights of settlers, 
simply because it looks well on paper to go out in the campaign 
and say Congress has declared forfeited over 50,000,000 acres of 
land, whether that land is desert or whether it is fertile; but 
7 committee should carefully weigh the rights of every set- 
tler. 

I have had some experience in this matter. We have had 
the guestion in the State of Iowa. In the northwestern part of 
Iowa, in the Des Moines River grant and the railway grants, 
settlers have been the object of our care and solicitude for a 
great many years, These men bought their lands and they went 
upon them. They improved them; they raised their amnes 
there; and finally a controversy arose in regard to conflicting 
grants of Congress, under which their rigni were taken away; 
and we have seen great 5 apes) em. 

To-day there is pending a bill in Congress to appropriate 
nearly half a million dollars to make good to them a part of the 
losses that they have incurred, and that if appropriated would 
notmake good what they lost. Our experience in that matter 
ought to make us weigh and consider well any proposition to 
revoke and cancel titles to land which have passed into the 
hands of occupants. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 
time have I remaining? y 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-two minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield such tıme to my colleague [Mr. GEAR] 
as he desires. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill in its 

ponni shape, and unless the amendment offered by my col- 
eague [Mr. LACEY] can be adopted I am satisfied that by the 
passage of this bill we will endanger the rights of many actual 
settlers. Let me illustrate. The Northern Pacific, as has been 
said by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WILSON], has cer- 
tain indemnity lands. Certain gentlemen that I know bought 
75,000 acres of these lands. They sold them in turn to a large 
number of Scandinavians, people who went from my district, 
and largely from my own town. 

If you pan this bill you put in peril the title of those 15,000 
acres of land, by virtue of the fact that they have agreed to 
pay to the parties from whom they bought title, the title will 
be complicated so that the original purchasers can not make the 
title. Ihave been trying for months and months, aye, for six 
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months, to get patents issued for these lands to the men who 


have been living on them for years, and have been debarred by 

rulings, or by lack of action would perhaps be the proper term 

0 1 by the Department of the Interior. Now, so much for 
at. 

Now, I want to say a word in regard to this map. This [illus- 
trating] represents the State that I live in, the State of Iowa. 
It is a State in which there are about 35,000,000 acres. Now, 
the section of that map shown by this red line purports to con- 
tain the lands granted by Congress to the different railroads, or 
rather the parts of the State out of which these land grants 
were taken. 

If this map is correct it shows that Load near one-half of the 
State of Iowa would have been granted to the land-grant roads. 
Now, as a matter of fact, the State of Iowa has within her bor- 
ders about35,000,000acres of land, and about one- eighth of the area 
was grauted to the land- grant roads and to the Des Moines Land 
Grant Improvement Company, which amounted in round num- 
bers to 4,000,000 acres of land. So that the map, when your at- 
tention is called to it, is false on its face. 

Now, then, as to these land grants. I will take the Des 
Moines Valley. That coumpany Git not get an acre of land until 
it had built nearly 100 miles into the interior. Take the old 
Burlington and Missouri road. My recollection is that they got 
287,000 acresof land. That is along the road in the western part 
of the State. It is a road running tothe Missouri River through 
the district represented by my colleague, Mr. HEPBURN, and 
the ninth district, by Mr. HAGER. 

The lands in the western part of Iowa were considered at that 
time as practically valueless, As a matter of fact they were put 
upon the old maps of the State as a part of the great American 
Desert. You could go and buy them for 75 cents to $1 an acre. 
The road was built through thane, Settlers followed, and the 
alternate sections of the lands which were sold for $2.50 an acre 
have been made valuable, and to-day they are the most valuable 
lands on this continent. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Except those in the State of 
Washington, 

Mr. GEAR. Ofcourse, lexcept those of the gentleman’s State. 
The Rock Island road did not get an acre until age Mine gone 
over 160 miles into the interior. That was the old uriand 
Mississippi. The Northwestern road did not get an acre until 
it had gone west of Cedar Rapids. The Illinois Central Rail- 
road did not get any lands until it had gone some distance west, 
I think to Grundy County, perhaps about 100 miles. The only 
road which originaly got any large amount near the Mississippi 
was that built in the northern part of the State, now the Chi- 
a Milwaukee and St. Paul. 

he whole land, as I before stated, granted to Iowa for all rail- 
road purposes was less than one-eighth of the State. The Gov- 
ernment has been reimbursed for that; and had it not been for 
these grants the western part of Iowa would in my judgmentstill 
be put down as a part of the great American Desert.” 

Mr. BOATNER. Were notthe roads to which the gentleman 
refers built within that time? 

Mr. GEAR. Notall of them. Lands were regranted by the 
State for the benefit of these roads time and again. When I had 
the honor of being a member of the Legislature and at another 
time chief executive of the State, we regranted those lands; and 
in that country up there in the northwestern part of the State, 
which is now one of the garden spots of Iowa, the eg pan ree 
ceiving those grants offered to sell and did sell the mids in 
many cases for two and three dollars an acre—land which to- 
day, by reason of cultivation and of the fact that railroads have 
built through that country, is worth from $25 to $50 an acre. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman will allow me to suggest 
8 this bill can not apply to roads which were built within 
time. 

Mr. GEAR. I understand that; yet, without the Lacey amend- 
ment it will unsettle titles. But I want to show how false this 
map is—that those who have gotten it up, who are interested in 
the passage of this bill, are trying to palm off on this committee 
what is practically a falsehood. 

Mr. BOATNER. But the map does not affect the question at 


issue. 

Mr. GEAR. An object lesson” like this might affect the 
eye of any gentleman, who in looking at this map might be 

eatly misled as to the extent of these land grants in my State. 
F submit that the amendment offered by my colleague [Mr. 
LACEY] should be adopted so as to protect actual settlers, from 
the highest to the lowest, on these and all other lands granted 
to railways. 

I yield , —— the time to my colleague. 

r. LACEY. Mr, Chairman, how much time have I remain- 


ing? 
The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes, 
Mr. LACEY, I reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat seems to 5 the purpose of this bill. 
The bill will not interfere with the grant to any railroad com- 
pany whose grant has been earned. It will not interfere with 
the right of any settler who has bought from a railroad com- 
pany that had authority to sell. But it does propose to take back 
to the General Government all the lands granted to the railroad 
companies that have not conformed to the terms and conditions 
of the grant and thereby earned the lands. 

Mr. Chairman, it was first held in the case of Schulenberg vs. 
Harriman, in 21 Wallace, page 44, as stated by the 1 
from Iowa, that all these grants made by the General Govern- 
ment to the States, and by them used in the construction of 
railways were grants in presenti, that they carried the title abso- 
lutely from the Government and vested it in the States, and 
that therefore no person could question the title of the States 
until the Federal Government had exercised its right of de- 
claving a forfeiture because of the nonperformance of the con- 
ditions of the grant. 

So it was held in that case that the title to the property re- 
mained vested in the State—Wisconsin, I believe it was—al- 
though nominally the State had 1 the land to a railway 
company which had failed to build in the time fixed. But while 
> the court held that the grant was in presenti, and vested title 
into the State; it was also held that the State could not dispose 
of that land except in literal compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the grant; that any other disposition of the land, 
any conveyance on terms different from those provided by the 
grant, was void. 

Now,I have taken the pains to look at a number of these 
grants. I commence by referring to the grant made to the 
State of Iowa, May 15, 1856, which contains this language in sec- 
tion 4: 

“And beit further enacted, That the lands hereby granted to said State 
shall be diiposed of by said State only in manner following; that is to say 
that a quantity of land not exceeding 120 sections for each of said roads, an 
included within a continuous length of 20 miles of each of said roads, 
may be sold; and when the governor of said State shall certify to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior that any 20 continuous miles of any of said roads is 
completed, then another 8 of land hereby granted, not to exceed 
120 sections for each of said roads having 20 continuous miles completed as 
aforesaid, and included within a continuous length of 20 miles of each of 
such roads may be sold, and so from time to time until said roads are com- 

leted; and if any of said roads are not completed within ten years, no 
i, shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the United 

This is the condition inserted not only in the act granting 
lands to the State of Iowa, but in those granting lands to Flor- 
ida, Alabama, Louisiana, Minnesota, and all the States that re- 
ceived land grants from the Federal Government in 1855, 1856, 
and 1857. 

Mr. HERMANN. I would like to ask the gentleman one 
question. In acase like that of the grant to the State of Iowa, 
in which there was a condition that the road should be com- 
pleted within ten years, otherwise the lands should revert, have 
the courts ever held that if the railroad company went on after 
the time and completed the road, lands sold after the expira- 
tion of the original limit of time reverted? 

Mr, BOATNER. That question has never arisen except in 
suits between private individuals and the railway companies. 
In such cases the State courts—I do not know that the question 
has ever gone to the Supreme Court of the United States—have 
held that the individual has no right to question the title of the 
road, that the United States Government is the only authority 
that can deal with the question, and that until Congress has by 
og org action declared the forfeiture, the question is one 
which the court can not consider. 

Now, | call my friend’s attention particularly to the important 

uestion that is before us. Under the provisions of these acts 

e Congress of the United States granted lands to several of 
the States to be used in aid of railway construction. They pro- 
vide that the States may dispose of the lands for this purpose in 
the manner indicated in the acts, and in no other.” They 
specify exactly what is to be done with the land, They author- 
ize the States to sell the first twenty sections in advance of the 
construction of any road, and to apply the proceeds for the con- 
struction of the road. 

After the first twenty sections are sold and the proceeds so 
applied the remainder can only be sold as the road is completed 
in sections. When the road is completed in sections of 20 miles, 
the acts uniformly authorize the governor of the State to dis- 
pose of the additional amount authorized by the act, with the 
reservation that if the roads in aid of which this land is granted 
are not constructed within ten years from the date of the act, 
there shall be no further sales and the lands shall revert to the 
United States. 

The contemplation of the law was not that the States should 
give the land to the railroad companies. The contemplation of 


the law in its plain and explicit terms was that the land should 
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8 given to 
e road was com- 
ə ten years were up the State 
government lost its authority to sell, and by mere force of law 
the land not then sold reverted to the United States. 


the roads. The lands could only be sold as t 
pleted in sections. And when th 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Assuming for argument’s sake 
that the gentleman's proposition is correct, in what attitude 
would that view of the case pu the people of Iowa, for instance, 
where the governor, after the expiration of ten years, went on 
and sold these lands? 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, the Supreme Court, in the Schulen- 
berg case, says that any actof a State government with respect 
to these franta; beyond the terms of the granting act, is abso- 
lutely void. 

Now, in the Schulenberg case the contention was that the 
land belonged either to the State or to the railroad company. 
The court held that it belonged to the State, because the grant 
was in prane that it did not belong to the railroad company, 
notwithstanding the State had granted it to the railroad com- 

ny, because the State had not granted it on the terms and con- 

itions of the granting act. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, if the action of the governor 
of Iowa was void, then the passage of this bill would unsettle all 
those titles, would it not? 

Mr. BOATNER. I do not understand that this bill strikes at 
any grant which was earned within the time, and the gentle- 
wan from Iowa said that the roadsin that State were built within 
the time. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no; not all of them. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Assuming that they were not 
built within the time, then the passage of this bill would unset- 
59 75 titles, would it not, of thousands of farmers in the State 
of Iowa? 

Mr. BOATNER. Not at all, unless they own more than 320 
acres. The gentleman must recollect that this act is merely an 
amendment of the act of 1890. It proposes to amend a certain 
section of that law; but it does not interfere with the third sec- 
tion of that act, which reads in this way: 

That in all cases where persons being citizens of the United States, or who 
have declared their intentions to become such, in accordance with the nat- 
uralization laws of the United States, are in possession of any of the lands 
affected by any such grant and hereby resumed 31 and restored to the 
United States, under deed, written contract with, or license from, the State 
or corporation to which such grant was made, or its assignees, executed 
prior to January 1, 1888— 

That is amended by this bill so as to read eighteen hundred 
and ninety— 
or where persons may have settled said lands with bona fide intent to secure 
title thereto by purchase from the State or corporation when earned by 
compliance with the conditions or requirements of the granting acts of 
Congress they shall be entitled to purchase the same from the United 
States, in quantities notexceeding 320 acres to any one such person, at the rate 
of 81.25 per acre, at any time wit two years from the 8 of this act, 
and on making said payment to receive patents therefor, and where any 
such person in actual possession of any such lands and having improved the 
same prior to the Ist of January, 1890, under deed, written contract, or 
license as aforesaid, or assignor, has made partial or full payments to 
said railroad company prior to said date, on account of the purchase price 
of said lands from it, on proof of the amount of such payments he shall be 
entitled to have the same to the extent and amount of $1.25 per acre, if so 
much has been paid, and not more, credited to him on account of and as part 
of the purchase price herein provided to be paid the United States for said 
lands, or such persons may elect to abandon their purchases and make 
claim on said lands under the homestead law and as provided in the preced- 
ing section of this act. 

I will say, however, to my friend that I will cheerfully support 
any amendment to this bill which will protect bona fide pur- 
chasers having titles derived from the railroad companies; but 
such a concession, while it may be necessary in some cases in 
order to protect innocent purchasers, will have the effect of de- 
frauding the people of the United States outof lands which they 
require for actual settlement, and will tend to give effect to the 
schemes and jobsof railroad constructors whoin many instances 
have sold lands in immense bodies to the agents and inside men 
of the 555 rc who now hold them for speculative purposes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is there any railroad company 
holding lands now that is not willing to sell them? 

Mr. BOATNER. Ido not know that there is. I know that 
some companies are holding lands at prices higher than the 
people are willing to pay. 

r. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow this 
further suggestion? There is another class of people, I think 
that ought to be taken care of by an amendment to this bill. 1 
refer to cases where mortgages have been placed on these lands, 
and bonds issued, and the bonds have been purchased by inno- 
cent parties 

Mr. BOATNER. There is no sort of question about that. 
The report made by the Judiciary Committee in the Forty-sev- 
enth or the Forty-eighth Congress 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I think the bill ought to be 
amended to cover that. 
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Mr. BOATNER. In reference to that let me say to the gen- 
tleman that there is a wide difference between the rights and 
the liabilities of those companies which received the grants of 
ee from Congress and those who received them from 

e States. 

When the United States Government makes a direct grant of 
land to a corporation with a condition subsequent, as the courts 
call it, why s is in default and becomes culpable if it 
does not assert the right of forfeiture at the expiration of the 
time fixed by the act for the performance of the condition—in 
other words, the construction of the road, 

If it sits down and permits the grantees to build the road after 
the time, or encumber the property by mortgages or otherwise, 
when it might have been forfeited in pursuance of the granting 
act itself, equity and fair dealing would require the Government 
to respect the rights of individuals who have acquired possession 
of the property in the meantime. But that does not arise at all 
in respect to the grants to railroad corporations through the 
States, because by the very provisions of the acts themselves 
the States are prohibited from disposing of the lands except on 
the terms embodied in the granting act. 

The disposition of land so uired by the State to the rail- 
road companies without the performance of the conditions re- 
quired by the granting act does not carry title, and the com- 
panies have no right to mortgage the lands, because that right, 
or rather power, springs from the right of ownership. When 
there is no ownership such as would warrant the disposition of 
the land by sale or exchange, there is no right in the company 
to encumber it by a mortgage. i 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But the gentleman invokes the 
strict principle of law as against equity that innocent persons 
should be protected. 

Mr. BOATNER. Not at all. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Certainly; where land has been 
conveyed to the State, to be in turn transferred to the railroad 
companies under certain conditions, why individuals who dealt 
with the railroad companies have felt secure of their title from 
the fact that they i pe the general authority of the govern- 
ment of the State itself was behind their title and would protect 


them. 

Now, by this bill you seek to take that away from them, as I 
understand the provisions of the bill, and enforce the strict 
principle of law whereby you deprive many poopie, who have 
parted with their money, not to acquire a legal title, but an ac- 
tual interest in a mor e or trust deed or something of that 
kind, of the rights which they have thus obtained. 

Mr. BOATNER. Why, Mr. Chairman, itis a subject of most 
profound amazement to me that lawyers, who are business men, 
who are in the habit of dealing with large transactions and ad- 
vising people about matters and questions of private right, will 
come up here and set up a defense of the railroad companies 
and the purchasers of land from them that would not be toler- 
ated in a justice of the 's court. 

YAT suppose as an illustration of this that I give my friend 
from Illinois a power of attorney to sell house, and stipu- 
late that he is to exercise that power within five months, or say 
that the power shall expireon the Ist day of January next, does 
the gentleman suppose that there is a man in the United States 
outside of a lunatic asylum who would buy that property from 
him thirty days, or ten days, or one day, or two hours and a half 
after the expiration of that time? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Let me say 

Mr. BOATNER. I can not yield to the gentleman. Let me 
conclude my sentence. 

i Mr. ELN z of Illinois. Iden — correctness of the il- 
ustration as a 8 tion. 

Mr. BOATNI ER. can not yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Ilinois. [say ins 

Mr. BOATNER. I must decline to be interrupted. Let me 
apply the illustration to my argument. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Very well, I will not interrupt 
the gentleman. 

Mr. BOATNER. The acts of Co which have conferred 
these grants of land through the medium of the State, and some 
of those which have conferred the grants of land directly to the 
railroad com es, are ambiguous and no man could have mis- 
understood them. Some may have prender to do so, but there 
is no individual, with brains enough to be out of doors, who can 
misunderstand them. 

What do they say? That the Legislature of the State is au- 
thorized to dispose of a certain quantity of public land under 
certain conditions and at a certain price, the proceeds to be ex- 
pended in the construction of railroads. That thereafter the 
certification of the completion of 20 additional miles of the road 
will authorize the sale of an additional quantity, and so onfrom 
time to time for each additional 20 miles of road until the whole 


quent, after the time fixed 


iscompleted. The land shall be disposed of in no other way, 
and every one of these grants winds up with the declaration 
“that if the road be not completed in ten years no additional 
sale shall be made and the landsshall revert to the United States.“ 

Now, where does any government of any State that has ever 
received lands from the United States for any such purpose un- 
der any grant by Congress get authority to sell the lands after 
the expiration of that period? The power to sell dies with the 
act. It is limited toten years. When that time is up the power 
is dead by the express terms of the act itself, and is no longer in 
existence. 

Mr.LACEY. Suppose that the lauguage that you have quoted 
does not ap ear in tho act? 

Mr. BOATNER. But it is in alk of them, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, no! 

Mr. LACEY. Not in all of them. 

Mr. BOATNER. I say it is in every grant which is made to 
the States for this purpose. It is not in those grants made 
directly by Congress to corporations. I have stated that the 
principles I contend for do not apply to the latter class of cases. 

The law is perfectly clear that where a grant was made on 
condition-subsequent, and the grantor permitted the grantee to 
perform the condition of the grant out of time, or after the time 
allowed for the performance of the condition, then a separate 
question is presented, and the grantor is bound by the perform- 
ance, as between private individuals under similar circumstances. 
It has never been decided, however, as between the Government 
and the individual. 

Mr. LACEY. Do Iunderstand the gentleman to hold that the 
forfeiture of the Northern Pacific grant would be inoperative 
under this act? 

Mr. BOATNER. That depends entirely upon the terms of the 
grant itself. I have not examined the conditions. 

As I said awhile ago, Mr. Chairman, in reply to a suggestion 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS], a report was 
made to the House by the Judic Committee in the Forty- 
seventh or Forty-eighth Congress, I think, in which it was laid 
down as a principle that the performance of a condition-subse- 
the contract had expired, was 
nevetheless a Roan and if the Government permitted it 
to be done at that time, and did not declare a forfeiture when it 
could do so and should have done so, that it would be very in- 
equitable for the United States to reénter upon the property 
and prejudice a bona fide right after it had in the meantime 
passed into the hands of innocent holders. That position I do 
not question, 

Jn that case a grant of land had been made to what is known 
as the Baton Rouge, Vicksburg and Shreveport Railroad Com- 
pany. Nota sp had been put into the ground or a cross-tie 
putin, not a rail was ever laid, and yet the grantees had mort- 
gaged the grant for a large sum of money. 

The effect of the ruling of the Committee on the Judiciary was 
that the men who finally did build the road were compelled, in 
order to obtain the grant, to admit the validity of these mort- 
gages, so that under the influence of this equitable principle, of 
which we hear so much, a g tic steal was consummated. 

But the principles do not apply in a case where the railroad 
company is still in the possession of a grant, where no bona fide 
rights have interyened. A question might arise between the 
Government and the mortgage creditors, if by the terms of the 

t the road had the power and authority to mortgage, and, 
in my judgment, if the terms of the grant did give them power 
to mortgage, why, then, the mortgage would still subsist upon 
the land, although the Government might forfeit it and take it 
back. It would take it back cumonere. If it had put the power 
in the hands of its grantee to impose an incumbrance, it might 
take the property back, but it could not destroy the incumbrance 
panes aaa been created by virtue of the authority which it had 
conferred, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Willthe gentleman yield to me 
night there? 

. BOATNER. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. For information and illustra- 
tion? 

Mr. BOATNER. If you are going to make a speech, I do not 
want to yield. e 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. You said awhile ago that the 
$1.25 which they had expended was paid back; that they got 
credit for that. 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, an illustration. In my 
State a tleman purchased in 1882 from the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Companyalarge body of land. Ithink the total amount 
was about 14,000 acres. He sold that land ten years afterward, 
not for money, but for wheat, so many bushels of wheat to be de- 
livered every year. Now, how is anybody going to be reim- 
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bursed there? How are these settlers going to be reimbursed? 
This man sold this land for 10 bushels of wheat to be delivered 
every year. He held the land ten years, and then sold it for 10 
bushels of wheat to be delivered each year. 

Mr. BOATNER. I apprehend the point which the gentle- 
man makes, and I will answer it unreservedly. Ifthe grant to 
the railway company to which you refer carried with it the 
power of disposition, there is no power vested in this Govern- 
ment that can revoke it to the prejudice of that third person. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
here before me. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the Congress of the United States makes 
a grant on terms that will authorize the grantee to sell or mort- 

e the property, why the Government may reénter thereafter 

or nonperformance of a condition-subsequent, but it must take 

the property cum onere. And if the railroad company had dis- 

posed of that property, if it had authority to sell it, why we can 

not by a subsequent act revoke that authority to the rejudice 

of a bona fide purchaser, whether he has bought 320 acres or 
$20,000 acres. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman allow mo 
another interruption? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The reason I interrupt the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] i3 because of his 
ability as a lawyer. 

Mr. BOATNER. It is not necessary to apologize at all. I 
am quite 33 to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. You are interested in your 
State grants? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I am interested in the lieu 
land question in my State. Now, I want your interpretation of 
the law, because you are a very able lawyer. Now, the grant to 
the Northern Pacific Railway Company, you know, was 40 miles 
on each side, the alternate sections and the odd section would 
sell at $2.50 an acree.to indemnify the Government for the loss 
of it. 

Now, in addition to that I will auote the following language: 

And wherever prior tosaid time any of said sections or parts of sections 
shall have been granted, sold, reserved, or occupied by homestead settlers 
preempted or otherwise disposed of, other lands shall be selected by said 

pany 


or 
com: lien thereof and designated by odd numbers, not more than 10 
miles beyond the limits of the alternate sections. 


Now, the question arises with me whether this forfeiture act 
which we have before us will only forfeit the grants in place. 
It will not, in my joa ment, forfeit an acre of the land within 
the indemnity strip, because that is a floating grant; and for 
lands lost in Minnesota they select lands in my State, and for 
lands lost in other parts of the line they select lands in other 
places. That is to say, the grant of the Northern Pacific was a 

rant of so many acres toa township. If that many acres were not 
fa the township, if they formed partof an Indian reservation, or 
if they had been preSmpted or homesteaded or disposed ofin other 
ways, the companies might go to some place else and take lands. 
That has been the ruling of the Department of the Interior. 
Now, the question with me is, is ita grant in place, or isita 
floating grant? 

If itis a floating grant, you do not forfeit an acre of it, and 
every settler on thatland—the most important part in the whole 
controversy, because the grant in place is nearly all disposed o 
will still be under thesame embarrassment. The whole question 
is right there. 

The gentleman has studied it, and he is a most profound and 
distinguished and able lawyer. And I wish he would enlighten 
me on the question. I confess I am a little in doubt upon it, 
and if I do not get the information from the gentleman from 
Louisiana, I know I am going to get it from my good friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. Mokami who knows all about the land 
question, and who I see is s g at me. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman has consumed about ten 
minutes of my time—— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I will get the gentleman ten 
minutes more if he will furnish me this information. Iam sure 
there will be no difficulty in getting him the time. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iam somewhat at a loss to know the scope 
of the question. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. So we all are. 

Mr. BOATNER. I mean the scope of the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. Ihave not examined the terms of that grant to which the 
gentleman has directed my attention, and I am unable to state 
whatare the specific rights of the settlers under that grant, or 
of purchasers of the property, and I can only repeat what I said 
just now, thatif the terms of the grant authorized thesaleof the 
property by the railway company to the grantee, the Govern- 
ment must stand by that sale. No government or individual 
can authorize anyone else to doan act and then repudiate that 


have the terms of the grant 


act because of the failure of the agent to do something in the fu- 
ture which the first party to the contract can not control and 
is not concerned with. 

For instance, if the Government in the grant to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company said that that corporation might dis- 
pose of property upon certain terms, and then went on and fixed 
as a condition-subsequent that it should perform certain other 
things, why, the purchasers of the landfrom the company have 
no power to compel the performance of the condition-subsequent, 
therefore the Government can not interfere with the titles which 
it had authorized to be made. 

And so, whether or not the indemnity land to which the gen- 
tleman has referred would be covered by the provisions of this 
act 55 entirely upon the terms and conditions of the grant- 
ing act. A 

I had been addressing myself entirely to the rights of parties, 
growing out of the rights given to the several States. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I understood that part of it. 

Mr. BOATNER. And I was merely proceeding to point out 
the principle that no man can complain that he is an innocent 

urchaser from a railroad company. No man can claim he is an 
nnocent holder under a grant from a State, because the terms 
and conditions upon which the State was authorized to dispose 
of the land are fixed by law. If a man is going to buy United 
States land from the State, the question would naturally arise, 
by what authority does the State dispose of this land? He is 
referred to the act of Congress. 

That land belongs to the United States, but Congress has au- 
thorized the State to dispose of it. So when he refers to the 
terms of the law placing the property in the hands of the Stats, 
he finds the exact extent of the authority of the State and he 
knows exactly what he is getting. 

Mr. MALLORY. What becomes of those lands which were 
purchased by third parties after being granted for roads which 
5 8 not completed within the required time? Will you forfeit 
those? 

Mr. BOATNER. Why, of course not. 

Mr. MALLORY. They would be forfeited under this bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. Not at all. 

Mr. MALLORY. Because it makes the completion of the 
road within the time the test whether these lands should bo 
forfeited or not. 

Mr. BOATNER. LI call the attention of the gentleman from 
Florida to this distinction: This land is not granted by the 
Government to the railroads. It is granted to the State, to be 
used by the State in aid of the construction of the road. Tho 
act authorizes the State to dispose of 120 sections. Those 120 
sections are subject to sale without any condition whatever. 
The other portion of the lands are to be disposed of as the lines 
are completed. 

Mr. MALLORY. But suppose the road never was completed 
within the time specified in the act. Is the land that was 
granted for the completion of a particular 20 miles of the road 
to be forfeited under the act? 

Mr. BOATNER. Oh, no; not at all, if that part of the road 
was completed within the time. 

Mr. MALLORY. Suppose the road never was completed. 

Mr. BOATNER. But that part of it was completed. 

Mr. MALLORY. That part, but not the road itself. 

Mr. BOATNER. Here is the condition: I call the gentle- 
man's attention to the language of the law. It says: 

Ifany of said roads is not completed within ten years no further sale 
shall be made, and the lands unsold shall reyert to the United States. 

Thatis, the land unsold shall revert to the United States. All 
those which have been sold prior to that time have been soldia 
accordance with the terms and conditions of the act, by the 
State having authority to do so, and therefore they are not sub- 
ject to forfeiture. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Louisiana a question. In the case of the Gulf and Ship Island 
road, that road was not commenced until after the granting act 
had expired—the first 20 miles—and that land was sold and pat- 
ented. Now, what effect does this have upon that? 

Mr. BOATNER. I understand the gentleman to say that the 
road was not commenced until after the expiration of the grant? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then there was no title to the land. That 
is just the case I stated awhile ago. I will say to the gentleman 
from Mississippi that if there is any title to that land it must be 
upon some principle of law that I have never heard of. The 
land belonged to the sovereign, the United States. The United 
States granted it to the State, to be disposed of upon certain 
terms and conditions. It says it shall be disposed of in this way 
and noother. If the State has gone on and disposed of it in some 


other way than that which it Was authorized the sale is void. 
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Mr. STOCKDALE. By disposing of it to people on the road, 
the Supreme Court says that the title is vested in them. 

Mr. BOATNER. But in the very same decision in which it 
is held that the title is in the State, it held that the State can 
not dispose of it, except in accordance with the granting act, 
and the terms of the granting act says that they shall not be 
disposed of at all if the road is not built in ten years. 

ow I yield to the gentleman from Iowa for a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to call the gentleman’s attention 
to lines 13 and 14, on page 2 of that act. Now, he will find this 
language: 

Any such railroad not constructed or completed within the time specified 
in the act making the grant. 

The act making the grant; not the act making the grant and 
acts amendatory thereto. 

In the very grant that was made to the State of Iowa, there 
was a requirement that the road should be completed within 
ten years. But there were amendatory acts extending that 
time, giving them the right to these nts where the roads 
were completed within the time prescribed in the amendatory 
acts, but not in the time prescribed by the act making the grant. 
Now, is it not true that under the provisions of this bill every 
acre of land granted to the State of Iowa to aid in the construc- 
tion of railroads would be forfeited? 

Mr. BOATNER. Not at all, under the statement of facts 
given by the gentleman. I do not consider we would have the 
power to forfeit them. I consider that the forfeiture or the at- 
tempt to forfeit a grant to a railroad which had built its road 
according to the terms and conditions of the grant would be 


confiscation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do not you think this is confiscation? 

Mr. BOATNER. Not at all; because the act provides for the 
ease cited. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion, if he will permit me. This same controversy happened in 
Nt Hee in 1890 and earlier years. There was the same con- 
tention upon the part of certain gentlemen of the right of Con- 
2 to forfeit all lands that were not earned within the time 

xed in the granting act. But in 1890, instead of adopting the 
contention of the gentleman from Louisiana and the gentleman 
in charge of this bill, Congress did this: It provided by act to 
resume its right to all lands opposite to and coterminous with 
that portion ofany such railroad not now completed and in ope- 
ration, and the language of that act was, Not now completed 
and in operation.” The language of this act is, Not com- 
pleted within the time named in the grant.“ 

Now, is it not true that the adoption of the language even of 
the statute of 1890 can properly be called under all circumstances 
of this contention a waiver on the part of Congress of its right 
to do what the 1 is now contending for? 

Mr. BOATNER. I hardly think so, Mr. Chairman. It ap- 
pears to me that would be an exceedingly strained construction. 

In concluding my remarks, I want to say to gentlemen on the 
other side that it is very easy to test all the questions and all 
the objections which they now raise. Thesequestions have been 
before the country for the last ten or fifteen years, and the 
ple have been demanding the land. The ple demand that 
the immense areas which were given to railroads in aid of con- 
struction, which were not earned in accordance with the terms 
of the grant or which it was claimed were earned after the ex- 
piration of the time prescribed in the grant, shall be restored to 
the public domain. 

The railroads say you can not do it. They say that it is an 
infringement and an invasion of the private rights that they 
have in the land, and that under the grant they have earned the 
lands. They say it belongs to them; that Congress can not re- 
enter because of the failure on their part to perform the conditions 
subsequent, because they have since performed those conditions, 
and though after the expiration of the time within which they 
were to complete the building of the roads, the legal effect has 
been to earn the grants and acquire a fee-simple title to the 
lands. It is easy enough to test this question. 

The railroads have no need to fear the courts of the United 
States; and they would not be afraid of them if they were not 
afraid of the propositions which they advance, if they were not 
afraid that the courts would hold that these grants to the 
States were limited, and conveyed no authority to sell after the 
expiration of the time fixed. 

they were not afraid that the Supreme Court would hold that 
the attempt to dispose of these lands after the expiration of the 
time fixed under the act was void and that those who bought 
that land bought it with full notice of the want of title in the 
vendor, and that he was bound to look to the authority of the 
vendor and see if he had any title togive. They would not only 
not be opposing this act, but would be glad to have their titles 
judicially settled; but they are afraid that the Supreme Court 


willhold against them on all these propositions, and that the 
mor teens bonds they have issued rest on no sounder basis than 
the deeds they have made. The power to mortgage is an ele- 
ment of ownership. 

If there is no power to sell there is no 
cumbrance which could only be enforced by a sale. The de- 
struction of the title by a vice existing in it at the time the 
mortgage was created is ordinarily the destruction of the mort- 
gage, and where there is no title there can be no mortgage. 

The mortgagee must look to the title of the mortgagor just 
as the vendee must look to the title of the vendor; and where 
a mortgagee takes a mor e upon property which the mort- 
gagor does not own he takes it at his own peril. 

If the TALAY cs panin feel confident that the courts will 
maintain the objections which are always urged here—and I 
must gay urged with a great deal of ability—they ought to let 
this bill pass and let the question be decided by the courts of 
the country, the Supreme Court of the United States being the 


ower to create an in- 


final arbiter, whether they have earned their grants under the 


terms of the law or whether the Government has the right to 
take them back and give the lands to the people to whom, if 
forfeited by the railroad companies, they belong. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes 
of my time to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], and 
I reserve the remainder. 

Mr. HERMANN, Mr. Chairman, what I shall say on this 
subject will be more 3 in the interest of the innocent 
bona fide purchasers of lands from railroad companies that are 
to be affected by this bill if it should become a law. 

I refer particularly to those people who have entered into 
contracts with the railroad companies, have paid a valid and 
sufficient consideration or contracted to do so, and those par- 
ticularly who have made valuable improvements upon their 
lands, and still more those who have gone upon the lands and 
made their homes there in one faith. 

Prior to September 29, 1890, the Department of the Interior 
for a considerable period declined to confirm title to any of these 
railroad companies upon the anne of their lists of selections. 
On the date named Congress undertook to pass on this great 
question, and instead of declaring a forfeiture inall cases where 
the roads had not been completed in time, it confined the for- 
feiture to those lands conterminous with roads not completed at 
all; and in the same act it protected the rights of persons who 
had purchased lands conterminous with uncompleted roads from 
the railroad companies; or secondly, those who had entered 
merely into contracts of purchase with the railroad companies; 
or thirdly, those who had in good faith and with the intention 
to acquire title to the land entered upon it with a view to set- 
tlement or occupancy. 

These various classes were 3 As to the limitation, it 
was provided that not excee 85 acres should be acquired by 
any person under that act. ow, the Committee on Public 
Lands has virtually incorporated into this bill that act of Jul 
9, 1890, so far as these conditions and limitations are concerned. 

The fourth section of the granting act to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company (and I particularly refer to that be- 
cause the remaining grants are similur in language) provides 
that whenever 25 miles of any railroad has been completed, 
thereupon that fact shall be certified to the President of the 
United States and he shall appoint commissioners to examine 
the road, to ascertain whether it has been constructed in a sub- 
stantial and workmanlike manner. When those commissioners 
certify that fact favorably to the Government, the Secretary of 
the Interior thereupon considers the lists of selections; and upon 
the evidence submitted by the commission approves of them. 

For some time prior to September 29, 1890, a had declined to 
approve these lists, believing that Congress would in the end 
take hold of the subject and legislate upon it one way or an- 
other. Congress not having legislated upon the entire subject, 
but having confined its legislation to lands coterminous with 
railroads not completed, the various Departments of the Gov- 
ernment Lapin, Fed assumed, I believe—that thereafter 
no further action would be taken, and that it would be doing in- 
justice not only to the great communities of the West, affected 

y the uncertainty, but particularly to the assignees of the rail- 
road companies under their grants, to further hold up these se- 
lections and prevent these parties from obtaining title. 

Thereafter both the Republican and the Democratic Admin- 
istrations acted on that assumption, and the Interior Depart- 
ment has since been issuing patents to these various companies 
upon proof that the roads were completed in accordance with 
the granting act, which requires that patents of lands as afore- 
said shall be issued to said company, confirming tosaid company 
the right and title to said lands situatə opposite to and cotermi- 
nous with said completed sections of said road.” 

Only a short time ago, under the present Administration, there 
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were patented to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, on 
the lith of May of the present year, 479,219 acres of land. Pre- 
vious to that time, in the last days of the previous Administra- 
tion—on March 3, 1893—there were patented to the Oregon and 
California Company, at one time, 97,929 acres; at another time 
71,081 acres, and on June 11, 1894, only last month, again under 
the present Administration, there were patented 152,409 acres. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to invite special attention to the 
fact that here by a solemn act of the administrative department 
of the Government, the title passes out of the Government; it 
leaves the jurisdiction of the Interior Department and goes into 
the railroad companies and from the railroad companies into 
the various assignees. It has gone beyond this Congress and 
becomes a matter for the courts. This is the situation with a 
large portion of these granted areas at the present time. 

his bill, Mr. Chairman, makes no adequate exemptions what- 
ever. There is not the least clause saving any rights of parties 
who have made purchases of these corporations in excess of 320 
acres. It is as to this harsh provision, or rather this unjust omis- 
sion, that I particularly complain to-day. 

Take, for instance, that vast empire natin 3 1,000 miles 
westward of the city of Bismark, in Dakota. All parties who 
have purchased lands within that great extent of territory, and 
within the limits of the land grant, if they hold lands in excess 
of 320 acres from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, will 
incur forfeiture or loss of their property. 

Within that long distance many cities have grown up which 
occupy areas exceeding 640 acres. Those areas have been di- 
vided into town lots and into acre tracts. They have been par- 
celled off and conveyed to various individuals. Factories have 
been built upon them; great works and enterprises of an indus- 
trial character are now in operation there. I submit to my 
friend, the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, the 
question, where will he draw the dividing line? How will he 
segregate the exempted 320 acres from those purchased tracts 
exceeding 320 acres? 

In what part of a city or town covering an area exceeding 320 
acres, will he draw the line of division in order to give to the 
party the exact 320 acres? To what party will he award these 
320 acres? Where there are many lot owners, how will the di- 
vision be made? How will he adjust the inequalities? The gen- 
tleman will meet a difficulty there that will be very hard indeed 
to overcome. No remedy is proposed by this bill, and this only 
emphasizes how crudely and insufficiently has this great subject 
been considered and presented here. 

I might illustrate with regard to many other grants in the 
great West, where a like indifference is manifes by the com- 
mittee concerning the wretched condition of titles, which this 
legislation will produce. I might show how in the southern 

rtion of my own State may parties have purchased timber 
fends obtained from these railroad companies in tracts of 640 
acres, and in some cases in excess of a thousand acres. 

These parties have engaged in the business of taking valuable 
timber from these lands; they have erected extensive sawmills 
and planing establishments, and constructed logging roads, etc., 
covering mich of the lands thus purchased. What is the gentle- 
man going todo with this classof innocent and bona fide purchas- 
ers from the railroad company? They had a right to believe that 
the company had at least color of title. They beheld the Gov- 
ernment of the United States deducting from the company 40 or 
50 per cent of the contract price for carrying the mails. They 
likewise beheld the rail company charged up for the trans- 
portation of munitions of war and troops and generally of any 
property belonging to the Government. 

Going into the United States land offices they beheld the re- 
ceiver of those offices collecting double maximum prices from 
setilers who were residing upon the even numbered sections 
within the limits of this grant—settlers who were paying for at 
least the original value of the land in the odd sections granted 
to the company itself. It was Stephen A. Douglas who first 
justified placing a double minimum price on theeven sections, 

ecause, as be claimed, the Government would in reality not be 
losin anything. The Government received $2.50 for $1.25 per 
acre lands. All these acts on the part of the Government were 
taking place in sight of thə grantor, the Government of the 
United States. 

Still stronger and beyond all this, these persons beheld the 
President of the United States receiving and approving the re- 
port of the commissioners sent out to examine the sections of 
25 miles of completed road; they beheld the President ordering 
the Secretary of the Interior to certify these various lists for 
patents; and then the lands, in many cases, were patented to 
these companies, the title passing from the Government of the 
United States under the order of the Executive Department of 
the Government. Had not these people a right to believe that 
this company had a title somewhere? Had they not just ocea- 


sion to plate their trust and their faith in the title which the 


received from the railroad company under these circumstances? 

The chairman of the Committee on Public Lands seems to 

close his eyes and his ears to the equities even of those parties 
whoare thus claiming title from the railroad companies to lands 
which have been patented to them by the Government. . Those 
companies in such cases hold the highest evidences of owner- 
ship of real estate which any person can have in this or in any 
other nation. 
_ The innocent purchasers, looking at the record evidence, see- 
ing these patents solemnly written, signed, sealed, and issued, 
and then as solemnly recorded in the several counties in which 
the lands are located, and then thereupon purchasing the lands 
and paying the full market value in good faith—I ask the gen- 
tleman how can he satisfy his conscience or his sense of justice 
and right by coming in here to-day to confiscate—not to forfeit, 
but to confiscate the title of these innocent people without any 
wrong on their part? 

They are the immediate and direct sufferers. The railroad 
company is not so much the sufferer. I am not here pleading 
for the railroad company, but I am for the innocent purchasers, 
many of whom I am personally ra See with, and who under 
the circumstances I have described, and under at least color of 
title, have gone on in good faith and paid their hard-earned 
money, or negotiated to pay it, to obtain title. I ask whether 
any gentleman on this floor, in view of all these circumstances, 
will say ‘‘aye” upon the passage of a bill which denies these 
settlers this simple justice, this undoubted right? 

Why, sir, there is not even the small privilege of a repay- 
ment to these people. Not a dollar of what they have paid 
good faith for these lands is to be reimbursed to them. They 
are to be absolute losers of n cont pee with all expenditures 
made for the betterments on the lands in excess of 320 acres, 
and all this in full view of Congress—of the Government—the 
grantor—standing idly by, seeing the railroad construction po 
gressing day by day and year by year after the time allowed for 
the completion of the road and after imposing all these restric- 
tions upon them, yet not expressing any protest by resolution, 
executive order, or amendment of the original act as to the de- 
fault in completion of the road as required by the grant. 

It does seem to me if these people under such circumstances are 
at this late day to be thus deprived of their property, that it 
will be an unjustifiable as well as an unnecessary and an unusual 
hardship. I ask my friend it it is possible that he will lend him- 
self to be a party to such an act, such an infamous act I may call 
it, that will impose such hardship upon innocent people? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, along the line of the Northern Pacific 
road, and especially may I say along the Southern Pacific, you 
will find a vast expanse of country on which there is neither a 
shrub nor a tree. There is a species of grass which grows in 
those sections to some extent which is nutritious to cattle and 
sheep, especially to the latter, but it grows sparsely and re- 
quires a very large quantity of land to support limited numbers 
of these animals. It is necessary, therefore, for the man who 
would raise sheep profitably to 1 in quantities of a thou- 
sand or two thousand acres; and it is also necessary, as civiliza- 
tion encroaches upon the frontier and assettlements multiply in 
these regions, for large tracts of land to be fenced in at great 


expense. 
Much of this work has been done. These people have in this 
way paid their money, have made their homes: they are hold- 


ngs tle from the road company, and the railroad compan: 
is holding the rightand title from the Government of the Unite 
States. Are these people under such circumstances entitled to 
any consideration or to any pees Is there any justice in 
the proposed action here which would deprive them of all of 
their rights in excess of 320 acres? 

Mr. BOEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HERMANN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BOEN. What kind of a deed, does the gentleman know, 
did the railroad company give to these purchasers? 

Mr. HERMANN. In thiscase, where the companies received 
patent from the Governmentofthe United States, I understand 
they have given all the title that er f had, all the title that any 
pornon could give who has a title, and which they have reason to 

lieve on the face of it is a good title. 

Mr. BOEN. The oy. deed given was a warranty deed. I 
have recorded many of them myself. The Northern Pacific has 
giren warranty deeds in all cases, and consequently the company 

responsible itself. 

Mr. HERMANN. Whatis that responsibility worth under the 
present conditions? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The road is in the hands of a re- 
ceiver now, and how can a deed of that character be good for 
anything, or how can the company undertake to guarantee or 
warrant a title that it has conveyed? 
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Mr. HERMANN. That is petey the condition, and it is 
only a stronger illustration of the fact that the innocent pur- 
chasers, who are not technical lawyers, who can not afford to go 
and pay lawyers to give them advice and to interest themselves 
in their affairs, are to be the sufferers by such legislation as 
this. These men had to trust to their own good sense, and, 
judging by their environments and the circumstances surround- 
— them, they believed this company had a good title, espe- 
cially so when they saw the patent of the Government of the 
United States bearing the great seal of State and by its side the 
signatures.of the officers of the Government who are required 
by law to affix their signatures to such documents,and when 

ey found that patent on record in the county in which the lands 
are situated. 

Mr. CANNON of California. Will the gentleman allow me 
to suggest to him that the last clause of the second section seems 
to secure such purchasers from the railroad companies in their 


rights. 

a HERMANN. Iwill say to my good friend from California 
that it secures nothing to any purchaser directly or indirectly 
in excess of the limited area of 320 acres of land. 

Mr. COX. May I interrupt the gentleman to ask him a ques- 
tion? Iam not familiar with this subject. Do I understand the 
gentleman from Ore to make the statement that the Govern- 
ment of the United States has issued its patent or grant to the 
railroad company for this land, and thereupon the company sold 
the land to innocent purchasers, and that they got possession of 
the land under their deeds from the companies and are now oc- 
cupying them? 

r. HERMANN. That is an exact description of the condi- 
tion and the title of these people for which they paid their 
money. iam illustrating the case where the Government is- 
sued patents for large tracts of lands beyond the point at which 
the roads were completed when the period prescribed for the 
completion of the roads had expired, but where the roads were 
subsequently completed by the railroad 5 

Mr. COX. Then the whole question resolves itself into this: 
That if you declare a forfeiture of the land you must set aside 
the patents given to the railroad by the United States: 

Mr. HERMANN. Necessarily so; and I think that is one of 
5 most iniquitous results which will follow the passage of the 


Mr. COX. That would turn the purchaser of the land back 
upon the raitroad company on their deeds. Is not that theonly 
igre Soe would have? 

Mr. N. Iwill assume that to be the only remedy, 
and I will further illustrate the character of this proposa leg- 
islation, to which I desire still more to address myself. 

8 COX. That is the very point I wanted to hear the gen- 
eman upon. 

Mr. MANN. Themostof theserailroads are bankrupt as 
amatter of fact. Nearly every one of them is mortgaged to 
American or European mortgagees, and if these parties are re- 

uired to look to the railroad pre sae it is very evident 

tthey will never geta dollar of their money, no matter what 
steps they may take in the courts. 

Mr. PICKLER. Even by the inauguration of a lawsuit that 
would last them a lifetime. 

Mr. HERMANN. To say nothing of the expense and the per- 

tual troubie and vexation that they would have to incur in en- 

eavoring to enforce their rights. 

Mr. COX. But the titles are based on the patents from the 
Government of the United States to the railroad companies, I 
understand. 

Mr. HERMANN. Thatis true toalargeextent. Many per- 
sons, of course, have made their purchases and are now occupy- 
ing lands where the patents have not yet issued. But Iam se- 
lecting for my illustration the case of those parties who are hold- 

ing lands under titles from the railroad company, land to which 
the company is entitled by solemn patents of the United States, 
in order to point out the extreme injustice of this bill; and I 
rticularly insist that the chairman of the Committee on the 
blic Lands should at least have opened hisheart to that class 

of individuals. 

Mr.BYNUM. Do youknow the proportion of lands that have 
been thus patented? 

Mr. HERMANN. Iregret to say that lam unable to state ex- 
actiy. I do not know what the amount patented will be when 
segregated from the whole land specified in the original a 


Butnowinfurther answer to my friend from Tennessee, I have 
in my hand a statement from the Land Office issued on the 11th 
day of June of this year; and it must be conceded that President 
Cleveland obtained great credit for his watchfulness of the pub- 
lic land interests of the United States (he was undoubted] given 
this credit by his ae his former Administration), and I find 
that under this (his) Ad 


ministration on the 11th day of June last 


152,409 acres of land were patented, outside of the limit beyond 
which the railroad company was required to complete the road 
by the terms of the granting act. 

Then to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company on the 17th 
day of last May patents were issued by this Administration for 
479,219 acres of land, and the patents have been placed onrecord 
in the county where the lands are situated. 

eon of Washington. Most of that was in my own 
county. 

Mr. HERMANN. I believe so. It was in the Spokane district. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I will bring that out in some 
remarks I desire to make on another matter. 

Mr. HERMANN. So my friend will perceive how unjustly 
these provisions of the bill will bear upon a large proportion of 
the landholders and occupiers of land on the Pacitic railroads, 
and inmany other portions of the West; and it is particularly in 
ear ha oe — avoid what eens to be the wrongs that 

in upon them, t I aj pa to you to-day. 

I know the circumstances under — — rat 9 their 
titles, the large areas of dense timber lands for milling pur- 
poses, the vast areas of desert grass lands for sheep-raising pur- 

oses; how it was n in all these cases for them to have 

rge bodies of land, as otherwise they could not have accom- 
lished the purposes in which they were engaged. They acted 
the utmost good faith, and all this time the Government was 
standing idly by with its arms folded, and knowing of these acts 
on the part of the railroad company, extending its road mile by 
mile, over mountain and desert plain, through the tunnels and 
down the gorges, in the storm as well as in sunshine, until hun- 
dreds of miles became thousands, and still the construction con- 
tinued far westward and beyond the period of time limited in the 
granting act, and yet no act.of forfeiture whatever passed this 

y- 

And now in answer to the proposition of law made afew mo- 
ments ago by our amiable friend from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], 
I want to say that the Supreme Court has recently passed u 
some of these a tor uestions, which the gentleman saidhe 
did not know whether that highest tribunal had yet passed 
upon. Isubmitteđ to him a case similar to that of nearly all of 
these land grants, where, for instance, the Government of the 
United States had made a land t to a State for the purpose 
of building a railroad, and in the grant had limited the com- 
pletion of that road to ten years, and a further clause provided 
that at the end of that period any land unsold thereaftershould 
revert to the State. 

Now, there was an express condition of reversion made a part 
and parcel of the act, which the company took with its eyes 
open when it commenced to invest its capital in the construction 
of thisroad. The road was not completed at the expiration of 
the ten years. It was completed after. But in the interim 
some very valuable timber and timber lands were sold, and the 
Supreme Court of the United States decided that the company 
acquired a valid title. That the ee was by its words a grant 
in presenti—and that their acts, although out of time, were pro- 
tected until a legislative declaration of forfeiture by this body. 

That was the proposition, and in order that there may be no 
question about it I will refer to the decision itself. It is found 
in 146 United States Reports, page 592. In that case the land 
had been granted to the State of Wisconsin to aid in the con- 
struction ofa railroad. The language of that grant was like the 
language in these grants now under consideration: That there 
be, and is hereby, granted,” are the granting words. 

Now, if gentlemen will refer to any of these land grants, par- 
ticularly the grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
you will find that the granting clause is verysimilar. Forin- 
stance, in that grant are these words: 

And òs it further enacted, That there be, and hereby is, granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, its successors and assigns, etc., every 
alternate section of public land not mineral— 

And so forth. So that zo will see the enacting clause to be 
precisely similar to that in this case which is now commented 
upon by the Supreme Court— 

That there be, and is, hereby granted. 

Says the court: 

A further provision was that if the road be not completed within ten 
years, ‘‘no further sales shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to 
the Untted States.” 

Now, there is an express inhibition, a positive condition: 

No further sales shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the 
United States. 

Now, the illustration with the Northern Pacific grant is, that 
that company went on after the time provided for the comple- 
tion of the road. They did complete the road, and that comple- 
tion was certified to the Government. In the meanwhile the 

company went on and sold land, but if the ition 
taken by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER] is good 
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law, then those lands would revert back after the period limited 
for completion of the road to the Government of the United 
But, says Mr. Justice Brewer, delivering the opinion of the 
court: 

The railroad was not completed within the time specified. Thereafter 
timber was cut and removed from these! „and the uestion for consid- 
eration was as to the ownership of that timber. It was field that thetimber 
Was the property of the State; that by the Wes title to the land passed to 
the State upon the location of the route, and that though the road was not 
comple the time specified, and though there was the provision 
that the unsold land should revert, yet the title still remained in the State, 
held under s condition subsequent and held until the Government should 
take some steps to assert a forfeiture. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, Will the gentleman allow me right 
there? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes. Aas dec 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. `The effect of that decision is that 
the title to that timber was in the State, as between everybody 
except the Government of the United States. 

Mr. HERMANN. The State was the grantee under the act. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The State was the grantee under 


the act. 

Mr. HERMANN. This land grant was made to the State for 
the express purpose of building that particular road. The road 
was to be built within a certain prescribed-time, and if not built 
within that time, these lands should revert. Revert to whom? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Revert to the United States. 

Mr. HERMANN. Backtothe United States; butthe Supreme 
Court held that those lands did not revert. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Begging the pardon of the gentle- 
man, the decision says no such thing. 

Mr. HERMANN. And they go still further and hold that 
until a legislative declaration of forfeiture by this body, that that 
company, or the State itself if the right was in the hands of the 
State, could go on and make further sales of those lands, 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. There is not a word in that decision 
against the proposition that the Government of the United 
States might interfere and recover the land and the timber itself 
that grew on the land, but the court in express terms say that 
there is a grant with a condition subsequent; that no one can 
take advantage of that decision except the grantor, and that as 
between all the world exceptthe grantor the title remained in the 
grantee. Butwhen the 3 saw proper to come forward and 
enforce the proper conditions of the grant, there was nothing 
to prevent it. 

Mr. HERMANN. My friend can see the absurdity of that 
from this one thing 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The decision says so. 

Mr. HERMANN. I construe the decision exactly opposite to 
what the gentleman does; and how absurd it would be, if the 
grantee himself had a good title, as the gentleman seems to 
admit that he had 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No; I do not. 

Mr. HERMANN. Lou seem to admit that the grantee had a 
title. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. He had a title, subject to forfeiture. 

Mr. HERMANN. If the grantee had a title, he could convey 
it to somebody else. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. He had a title subject to forfeiture, 
and nobody can enforce that forfeiture except the Government 
of the United States. 

Mr. HERMANN. But the Supreme Court held that there 
shall be no reverter, even as to sales made after the time limited, 
until after a legislative declaration of forfeiture by this body. 

Mr. COX. A declaration of forfeiture first? 

Mr. HERMANN. The point that Iam trying to make clear 
to my friend is that only in the event of forfeiture will the com- 
pany be prevented from making further sales which shall be 

d. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If you will allow me—— 

Mr. HERMANN. The forfeiture is a limitation upon the act 
of the State. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, if you will allow me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, my only purpose in 
entering this debate is to call attention of the committee to the 
misconstruction put ppop the decision last read by the gentle- 
man from Oregon. This decision grew out of these circum- 
stances. The United States granted to the State of Wisconsin 
acertain number of acres of land under conditions. The con- 
ditions were that these lands were to be sold from time to time, 
as a certain number of miles, 20 I believe, of a certain railroad 
were completed. 

That the State might go on and sell a certain number of acres 
of the land, which sale was to be good and valid when 20 
miles of railroad were completed. It might then make another 
like sale, and soon. The act further provided that unless the 
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rond was completed within ten years the sales of land should 


cease, and the land not sold should revert to the Government. 

Now, this case grew out of a contention with which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States had nothing todo. It was acon- 
tention between one party b e the State of Wisconsin 
and another party who sought to defend by showing that the 
title was outstanding in the United States. The Government of 
the United States had nothing to do with it. The action was to 
recover timber which grew upon that portion of the land which 
had not been conveyed before the expiration of the ten years’ 
limit provided in the granting act for the completion of the 
whole road. 

The contention on the part of the State of Wisconsin was that 
inasmuch as the United States had taken no steps to declare a 
forfeiture the lands upon which this timber grew was the prop- 
erty of the State. It was contended, on the other hand, that 
because these lands were granted for the completion of miles of 
road which had been completed after the ten years, that no title 
to the land was in the State of Wisconsin, but that the title 
had reverted to the United States. 

Now, that was the contention. The Supreme Court of the 
United States sustained the contention of the State of Wiscon- 
sin; and why? Because theState of Wisconsin had perfect title 
to these lands? Not so. But because noone but the United 
States could take advantage of the condition in the grant. 

They say, citing authority, that where there is a grant with 
a condition-subsequent, no party can take advantage of thatsub- 
sequent condition except the grantor; and inasmuch as the Gov- 
ernment of the United States was the grantor and the State of 
Wisconsin was the grantee, that no other person could chal- 
lenge the title of the State of Wisconsin; and, therefore, they 
held in that suit between the State of Wisconsin and this other 
contending party, the Government of the United States keeping 
its hands out of the controversy, that the title of the State was 
good and would remain good until the Government of the United 
States should se proper to declare it forfeited. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I-would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion and get him to discuss it in connection with what he is say- 
ing. Suppose a third party purchases from the State and pays 
his money forit, does not he stand in exactly the condition that 
the State did? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Precisely. No guarantee can stand 
on any higher or better ground than the grantor, That isa 
ve eae of law applicable to land titles. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Supposing in that case that while that 
title was made when the grantee, the State, had good title, and 
nobody could interfere except the Government of the United 
States, and the Government of the United States did not inter- 
fere, then, when in this condition, they sold to an individual 
and he paid his money for it, is it honest for the Government of 
the United States to go in and forfeit that man's title? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Why, undoubtedly; asI shall show 
you in a moment. Would the gentleman contend that the 
holders of this land are in better position because they got it 
from the United States than they would if they got it from an 
individual? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That is technical. I ask you if it is 
honest for the United States to do that? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think it is. Let us test it and see. 
Let us test it in the case of individuals, and then you will be able 
to see the full force of the legal principle that ought to apply. 
I sell to my friend and convey to him a hundred acres of land, 
and I make him a deed with a condition subsequent. 

Mr. COX. That is in the deed. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, That is in the deed, put in it in 
terms—that if certain things are not done that land is to revert 
tome. Now, he is the owner of the land, and holds the title as 
against everybody in the world except myself, whether he per- 
forms the conditions or not. But suppose he fails to perform 
the condition expressed in the deed, and after that failure my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] proposes to purchase the land 
from him. What is he charged to do? 

Mr. STOCKDALE, But in a case where the land has been 
sold and the money is paid. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. As a rule the doctrine of caveat 
emptor does not Apply to the sale of lands. 

r. STOCKD. . But there is an estoppel. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Suppose the original seller of the land, 
who makes this 7 that you have last spoken of, goes on 
and makes valuable inprovements. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I am co to that. 

Mr. HERMANN. Right there, just allow me to ask the gen- 
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tleman another question, so that he may answer both in the 
same connection. Where the grantor has derived substantial 
benefit from these so-called violations on the part of the grantee, 
as is the case of the Government of the United States in my own 
pas 5 555 reference to these land-grant roads, what would you 
o then 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will come to that in a moment. 
Mr. COX. Before you pass from that, I desire to make an in- 
uiry. Iagree with you exactly. Here isa grant, and on the 
ace of the grant there is a condition stated, with which the 
grantee must comply. As the question stands between himand 
the ponar of course if the grantor is satisfied that he has com- 
piia with the condition of the grant then nobody else can com- 
n. 
$ When the Government of the United States issued to these 
railroad companies its patent or grant, and the railroad com- 
panies took it and have 8 or sold their title to parties 
that are innocent, so far as that is concerned, does the grant 
from the Government of the United States to the railroad com- 
panies upon its face give notice to the purchaser of the land 
that there are conditions with which the railroad must comply. 
Is that on the face of the grant? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Every grant made by the Govern- 
ment of the United States is by force and operation of statute law, 
and the statute of the United States becomes a part of the deed 
of conveyance. That is a well recognized principle of law. 
You have got to go back to the source of your title before you can 
complain if you do not get a good title. Now let us apply these 
principles to the question here in hand, and see how they will 
operate; and inapplying that rule I will show you that there is 
nothing of equity in this case that is claimed so vigorously by 
gentlemen on the other side of the question. The Government 
of the United States makes a grant with a condition. 

Now, every holder of land under that grantis charged in com- 
mon sense and in common law with notice of what is contained 
in the granting act. Thatis the source of all the title. You 
are charged by the law to look to this original source of title 
whenever you make a purchase of land held under legislative 
grant, and Jo ure further charged with knowledge of every 
condition which the granting act discloses. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I interrupt the gentle- 
man for a question? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. This bill provides for secur- 
ing to the grantee of these lands 320 acres. Now, the conditions 
in the city in which I reside are these: Six hundred and forty 
acres of railroad land are covered by that 555 That land was 
sold by the railroad company at a nominal price, but by the in- 
dustry and energy of the people a city has been built upon it, 
and that property is worth to-day from $7,000,000 to $10,000,000. 
sid’ under this bill, what are you going to do in a case of that 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. I am arguing the legal question. If 
my time holds out, I will meet the case which the gentleman 
puts before I get es He 

Mr. LACEY. Even if we have the legal right, would it not 
be bad policy to disturb all those titles? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Perhaps so; but I am dealing with 
the proposition assumed here by the gentleman from Oregon as 
a proposition of law, because when we dispose of a question of 
this kind we ought to distinguish clearly between legal princi- 
a and that which we may see proper to do undera claim of 
equity. 

a WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman discuss 
the question of law presented by section 9 of the act granting 
lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. All the granting acts are the same. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, no; that is where the gen- 
tleman is mistaken; they are not all the same. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman read the pro- 
vision to which he refers? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington (reading): 


Sno. 9. And be it further enacted, That the United States make the several 
conditioned grants herein, and that the said Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company accept the same, upon the further condition that if the said com- 
pany make any breach of the conditions hereof, and allow the same to con- 
tinue for upwards of one year, then, in such case, at any time hereafter, the 
United States, by its Congress, may do any and all acts and things which 
may be needful and necessary to insure a speedy completion of the said road. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. In regard to that I have only this to 
say: that those cases are subject to the same general principles 
that I am presenting in my argument. The title to each of those 
tracts of land is to be decided by the law under which the land 
is held. If there are any peculiarities in the case cited by the 
gentlemanfrom Washington, it will not fall within the general 
rule of my argument. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But does not the gentleman 


see that if this bill should pass and become a law, it will take 
fifteen years to get this matter settled? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Ido not know whether we shall pass 
the bill, or whether I shall vote for it. Iam not talking about 
that; but I am sarea oboi the legal principles which ought 
to control usin ascertaining whether we shall pass the bill or not. 

„Isay there are land grants—whether this applies to the case 
cited by the gentleman from Washington or not I am not able 
to say now, because I have not given attention to that particu- 
lar case—but I say there are cases originating under the law 
that I have before me where there is no consideration of lawor 
equity opposing a forfeiture of certain lands. That is what I 
am trying to show. ; 

Mr. MARSH. Allow me to ask this question: Instead of put- 
ting all these roads into one ‘‘omnibus bill,” why does not the 
committee report a bill for each particular case? : 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Iam not on the committee and can 
y no nmg about that. 

r. MARSH. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I thought he 
was a member of the committee. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, No, sir; I am an outsider, perhaps 
an interloper, in this debate. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Itis always a pleasure for us 
to hear the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, what are the facts? and I am 
talking about these grants where it is provided that if within 
ten years the whole road is not completed, then the land unsold 
shall revertto the United States. 

Let us confine our attention to those cases. The Government 
of the United States makes a grant with conditions; and the 
final condition is that a reversion shall take place if the whole 
road is not completed within ten years. ow, what is the 
status of those who hold lands conveyed to them after the ex- 
piration of the ten years and not covered by any of the com- 
pleted roads? That is the question to which I ask the attention 
of this committee. 

A purchaser of land held in that condition, or a man who pro- 
poses to purchase land held in that condition, is charged with 

he duty of r IADE whether his proposed vendor has or 
has nota legal title. How does he ascertain that fact? If his 
proposed vendor has a deed, it shows from whom he purchased; 
and so from one individual to another he may trace the line all 
along, until finally he is brought to the act of the Congress of 
the United States containing this condition of forfeiture. 

If he is fool enough to buy land without making this sort of 
an investigation the fault is his, and he can not complain of 
anybody else. No man thinks it is a hardship if in a case be- 
tween private individuals a purchaser loses his land through 
his own neglect to ascertain the title of the vendor, Why be- 
causethe Governmenthappens to bs the original vendor, should 
there be a distinction in principle? The purchaser buys, know- 
ing—charged by the law with the knowledge—that his title is 
defective by reason of the fact that a condition contained in the 
original grant has not been complied with. 

Asa matter of law he has no title as against the original 
grantor. But JI pause here now to emphasize the fact already 
adverted to that no man can question the validity of the title 
except the grantor, the Government of the United States: and 
you can not infer that because the courts have held, as between 
A and B, that A has a good title as against B, that therefore he 
has a good title against the Government, which conveyed with 
a condition. 

Now, what about the equity? We have heard a great deal 
ofthat. There is no legal term, Mr. Chairman, that is more 
loosely used than that very term equity. Equity in its largest 
legal acceptation applies to remedy alone, not to principle. 
“ Equity is the correction of that wherein the law by reason 
of its universality isdeficient.” Deficientinwhat? Deficientin 
remedy—in remedial power. 

Equity follows the law; and when a man is charged by the law 
with the knowledge of a fact which by negligence he fails to 
ascertain, he can claim no equitable right to be relieved from 
the consequences of his negligence. And let us not forget that 
an equity when it exists is a matter of right—not of grace and 
favor. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I do not expect that the ranch- 
ers know very much of the law. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The law does not take cognizance of 
the fact that the rancher is not acquainted with the law. The 

resumption is that all men know the law, and ignorance of the 

aw is no just foundation for equitable relief. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to what Congress shall do is quite an- 
other question. It is said that the title of the settlers ought to 
be confirmed because the Government of the United States re- 
ceived certain benetits from the road, which it was 3 
they should give to the Government in consideration of the grant. 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman will permit 
me a moment. Sup we should declare the forfeiture, would 
the gentleman be willing to return to the settlers the double 
minimum price that they paid? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, that is not exactly a legal 
question. 5 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, it is a very pertinent 
question in this connection. While you have forfeited in the 
State of Washington lands on a certain road there, the settlers 
who paid their money did not get the benefit of the railroad, 
for it was never built, and now they are not allowed to get the 
$2.50 an acre that they paid forthe land. Do not you think that 
we are subject to a little equity in that transaction? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will answer the gentleman by say- 
ing that I will vote for any measure which may be produced 
here when I am convinced that it is one which will force the 
Government of the United States to be honest and pay its debts. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let me say that I will join the 
gentleman in that. and I think itlikely we could do some things 
to make the Government honest and pay its lawful debts. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I wish all of the members would feel 
that way, because I fear that the Congress is not always as 
promps to recognize honest claims against the Government as 

t should be. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But the gentleman from Ala- 
bama doubtless recollects the forfeiture down the Columbia 
River in the last Congress? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. We forfeited that land, for 
which the settlers paid $2.50 per acre, the railroad has not been 
built, and the settlers get nothing. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Bring in your bill—— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have already done so. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. And I will examine it, and if I am 
satisfied it is honest 1 will help the gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Inever ask anything but what 
is honest. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, as to the one legal proposition 
involved here, I had something to say in the Fifty-first Congress. 
The question is whether the fact that the roads did certain 
things for the Government as a common carrier operated asa 
waiver of its right to declare a forfeiture. And here is what I 
said on that question in that Congress when Mr. Payson of 
Illinois, who was chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, 
used the arguments now being urged. I used this language: 

But thelegisiation spoken of by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
son] can not operate as a waiver of forfeiture, for the reason that until the 
forfeiture is declared the roads are subject to the burdens imposed by the 
granting acts, and are rightfully treated as land-grant roads in the appro- 
priation bills. 

A word in answer to the proposition that the Government 
was required to do something when the lands were being con- 
veyed by the original grantees. If I convey a piece of land to 
my friend from Washington, and burden the title with a condi- 
tion, I am not required to interfere with a sale by him of the 
land, even though the sale is made after condition broken. 

Mr. RAY. Now, taking a case where it is optional with you 
as the grantor, some condition having been broken, with no- 
tice to you to bring an action to forfeit the title. You do not do 
it. You see the person in possession, claiming under you, sell 
to me, receive his money, you standing by and saying nothing. 
You see me go into possession and put valuable improvements 
upon the land, exercising all the rights of ownership, and all this 
time you sit by and say nothing. Can you, then, after all that 
is done, and after that acquiescence, turn around and eject me? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That has been decided a thousand 
times in courts both of law and of equity. 

Mr. RAY. It has been decided a thousand times that you can 
not do it, and I should like to see a decision where it has been 
decided that you could doit. I will defy you or any other man 
to show a decision in any other court, where it has been held 
that the right of forfeiture under the circumstances that I have 
defined should be exercised. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It may be an extravagance to say 
that there are a thousand such decisions—— 

Mr. RAY. It is not the law and never has been. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Suppose we go one step fur- 
ther with the illustration of the gentleman from New York. 
Suppose, in addition to that, that you aid in misleading the in- 
nocent 5 55 then you are Lind hope are you not? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Imay be esstopped in a court of equity, 
but not at law. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, in this case where the 


United States Government has absolutely aided in imposing 
upon these people by issuing its patents to the railroad after 
the condition is broken, then is it not esstopped? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
last few months. 


d 
Yes; and patents have been issued in the 


Mr. RAY. Could you recover in a case of ejectment under 
those circumstances? 

Mr.COBB of Alabama. In a case of ejectment the man hold- 
ing the legal title would recover the land. 

Mr. RAY. As against the equitable title? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Why, yes; you can not plead an equi- 
table title in defense in an action of ejectment, except in those 
States where such defenses are allowed in actions at law. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman is mistaken in his proposition— 
absolutely wild. 

Mr.COBB of Alabama. Well, we will see. In a court of law 
any man can eject another from a piece of land if the plaintiff 
in the action holds the legal title, and it matters not how many 
equities have intervened in the sales that have occurred, ex- 
cept in those States where equitable defenses in courts of law 
are allowed by statute. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Which is the case in New 
York, and that is what has misled the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Ray]. 

Mr.COBBof Alabama. Perhaps so. But to answer the ques- 
tion, Did the issuing of a patent create an equity?” Clearly 
not, because the patentconveyed notitle. The title had already 
been conveyed by the granting act. The patent wassimply the 
evidence of the title contained in the granting act, and gave no 
additional force to that title nor destroyed any of its defects. 

Mr. Chairman, the hour of adjournment has passed, and while 
I have failed, because of . interruptions, to present in a 
connected way the legal points I had thought to make or to 
reg psn the answers to questions asked, I will not longer claim 

e floor. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr.Chairman, if the gentleman from Alabama 
has completed his remarks, I will make a motion that the com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Several gentlemen around me have 
asked me to yield the floor. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman must understand that he can 
not have the floor to-morrow. 

s Mr. COBB of Alabama. I do not care. I will give up the 
oor. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 121) to 
amend an act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the 
purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 

ur poses, approved September 29, 1890, and had come to no reso- 
ution thereon. 
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent to sub- 
mit a report from the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] 
asks unanimous consent to submit a report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, reported 
a bill (H. R. 7688) as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 4215) to 
amend sections 140 and 145 and to repeal sections 143 and 144 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to Presi- 
dential elections. The bill (H. R. 7688) was read a first and 
second time, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the House Calendar. 

The bill H. R. 4215 was ordered to lie on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 

To Mr. STEVENS, for one week, on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MCRAE (at 5 o'clock and 10 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 7509) for the relief of Joab Brown. (Re- 
port No. 1216.) 

By Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 


1220 (H. R. 3128) for the relief of Samuel Burrell. (Report No. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of 7 7 following titles were introduced, and severally referred 
as follows: 
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By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 7678) toau- 
thorize the Rock Creek Railway Company to extend its road— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 7679) for the re- 
lief of Union soldiers who were detained in rebel prisons be- 
yond the period of their enlistment—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7680) to authorize 
purchasers of the property and franchises of the Choctaw Coal 
and Railway Company to organize a corporation and to confer 
upon the same all the powers, privileges, and franchises vested 
in that Company—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 7681) to amend ‘*An act to create 
aboard of arbitration or commission for settling controversies 
and differences between railroad corporations and other com- 
mon carriers engaged in interstate and territorial transporta- 
tion of property or passengers and their employés,” approved 
October 1, 1888—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
202) to extend the charter of- the Maryland and Washington 
Railway Company—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. LINTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 203) authorizing 
an appropriation to defray the expenses of delegatesto the Sixth 
Unive Peace Congress at Antwerp, Belgium—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: z 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 7682) to authorize the Wis- 
consin and New Duluth Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
over the St. Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 7683) to remove the charge of 
desertion against James Fay—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. MCCREARY: A bill (H. R. 7684) for the relief of the 
heirs of Cynthia Tadlock—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MCALEAR: A bill (H. R. 7685) for the relief of I. H. 
Hallinway & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7686) for the 
relief of Alfred O. Williamson, Gurley, Madison County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7687) for the relief of the estate of Elisha 
B. Clapp, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of citizens of Groton, Mass., pray- 
ing that all fraternal beneficiary societies be exempt from tax- 
ation—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of citizens of Louisville, Ky., 
favoring an amendment to the proposed revenue bill exempt- 
ing from taxation fraternal beneficiary associations—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of sundry wholesale liquor dealers of Louisville, 
Ky., against an increase of the tax on w or an extension 
of the fondest period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of 80 citizens of Flor- 
ence, Kans., favorable to the Kyle resolution—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: Petition of James Coles and others, of 
Kingsbridge, N. Y., against an income tax—to the Committee 
on Wa s and Means, 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Memorial of the supervisors 
of Knox County, Nebr., praying for relief from conflicting Gov- 
ernment surveys in said county—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of D. H. Harwood and others, of Shel- 
b e, Ill., in the interest of fraternal society and college jour- 
nals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of the faculty of Wesleyan Uni- 
versity, for the passage of antilottery laws—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of John Langan, of West Troy, 
New York, protesting against an increase of tax on whisky and 
an extension of the bonded period—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of E. R. Freeman and 
others, of Nashville, Tenn., asking amendment of income-tax 
bill, so as to exempt fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and 
associations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 3 
WEDNESDAY, July 11, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D, 

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, 
the 3 of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dis- 
pensed with, 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of June 15, 1894, a report of the Second 
Comptroller of the Treasury relative to Treasury Settlement 
No. 4813 of 1884, in favor of the Sun Mutual and other insurance 
companies of New York for insurance paid on the steamer Os- 
ceola, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Ho also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retaryof the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of June 15, 1894, three tabular statements relative tothe amount 
of gold which has been actually received into the Treasury and 
subtreasuries of the United States since the Ist day of Novem- 
ber, 1893; what part of such coin has been obtained from the sale 
of bonds of the United States and what payments and redemp- 
tions have been made, in gold coin or bullion, by the Treasury 
or subtreasuries of the United States since the Ist day of No- 
vember, 1893, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretury of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 5th ultimo, a report from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, together with a report of Agent Andrews to 
F Palmer relative to the Oregon and Washington 
Indian wars of 1855 and 1856, and bearing upon the question as 
to the loyalty of the Rogue River tribe of Indians during that 
war, etc.; which, on motion of Mr. MITOHELL of Oregon, was, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MILLS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Cle- 
burne, Tex., remonstrating against any appropriations being 
made for Indian education at sectarian schools; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the petition of Roswell Mott and 
sundry other citizens of Ingham County, Mich., praying that 
the funds of mutual life insurance companies and tions 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of George E. Newell and sun- 
dry other citizens of Flint, Mich., praying that fraternal benefi- 
ciary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the Central Labor Union, 
of Akron, Ohio, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 34 woolgrowers of Athens 
County, Ohio, and a petition of 147 woolgrowers of Highland 
County, Ohio, praying for the imposition of a duty of 5 cents 
per pound on wool; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 46 citizens. of Stark County, 
Ohio, and a petition of 44 citizens of Mahoning County, Ohio 
praying that the funds of mutual life insurance companies an 
associations be exempted from the proposed income tax of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 11 citizens of Canton, Ohio, 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Builders’ Exchange of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill defining the 
term ‘‘ anarchist,” and providing for the trial and punishment 
of such a person by the United States district courts; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Boars of Trade and Trans- 
portation, of the Real Estate and Stock Exchange, of the Mer- 
chants and Manufacturers’ Association, of the Freight Bureau, 
of the Manufacturers’ Association, of the Young Mens’ Business 
Club, of the Builders’ Exchange, of the Ohio Mechanics’ Insti- 
tute, of the Commercial Club and of the Chamber of Commerce 
all of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a fast 
mail service from Cincinnati to points south of the Ohio River; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KYLE presented additional papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 2202) to repeal an act entitled, “An act to amend the laws 


relative to shipping commissioners,” approved August 19, 1890, 
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heretofore introduced by him; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1274) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill S. 1463) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the 
Marine Corps; 

A bill (S. 1535) to correct the naval history of John C. Dull; 


and 

A bill (S. 1083) for the relief the estate of John Ericsson. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. SQUIRE on the 
10th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (H. R. 38) relating to the pt and retirement of mates in the 
United States Navy, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported adversely thereon, and they were post- 
poned indefinitely: 

A pill S. 1332) relating to the pay and retirement of mates in 
the United States Navy: and 

A bill (S. 2181) relating to the pay and retirement of mates in 
the United States Navy. 

Mr. WALSH, from the Select Committee onthe Quadro-Cen- 
` tennial, reported an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANSOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill(H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and prer varjon of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


CONSTRUCTION OF COUNTY BUILDING IN ARIZONA. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7506) authorizing 
the county of Coconino, Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds 
for the construction of a county building at the 57 seat 
thereof, to report it without amendment. The bill is only ten 
lines long, and Dask for its present consideration, because of the 
necessities that surround the case. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, Thatthe board of supervisors of the county of Coconino, 
Territory of Arizona, be, and is hereby, authorized to issue bonds of the 
aid county not exceeding 815.000 in amount, payable in not less than two 
nor more than twenty years, and bearing interest at 2 rate not exceeding 
5 per cent per annum, for the construction of a county building at the 
county seat of said county. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me it is rather curious to give 
the authority of Congress to constructa building in a Territory. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I can explain the bill to the Senator in a 
moment, if he willpermit me. This is a county that has been 
newly formed and cut off from an old county. Under the act of 
Congress the old county had become indebted to the amount of 
what was equivalent to 4 per cent of its assessed value. When 
the new county was formed it had to assume its share of that 
indebtedness. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is to prevent action by the Territo- 
rial Legislature of Arizona? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Because the act of Congress does not per- 
mit bonds to be issued or indebtedness created beyond 4 per cent 
of the assessed value of the property of the county, and asit had 
to assume its share of the indebtedness of the old county, there 
was no margin by which it could issue this small amount of $15,- 
000 of bonds to erect a building in which the records of the 
county are to be kept. 

Mr. MILLS. Why can not the house be built by taxation? I 
do not like this business of authorizing counties to sell bonds 
running fifteen and twenty years to get money to build a house. 
There is hardly any county in the United States that ought to 
have acourt-house which can not get money by taxation to build 
it. Ido not like the pokaz 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that this is a new county, and 
of course it has assumed its share of the liabilities of the old 
county, so that the indebtedness has been pub upon it which it 
has to meet by taxation. All that is asked is $15,000, to erect a 


building to preserve the records of the county. The report of 
the State officials is to the effect that the records are over a 
grocery store ana are liable to be burned up at ony. moment. 

Mr. MILLS, Can not $15,000 be raised by taxation for build- 
ing the house? 

Mr.FAULKNER. It seems not, with the additional liabilities 
that rest upon the county by reason of the indebtedness it had 
to assume. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope my friend will at least limit the time the 
bonds are to run. Twenty years, with 5 per cent interest, to bor- 
row $15,000 seems to me to be bad policy.. Why not say four or 
five years? Certainly they can raise the money in five years. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will agree to make it ten years. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I inquire of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia what county it is that is asking for this aid? 

Mr. FAULKNER. A county in Arizona. 

Mr. HARRIS. A county in a Territory? 

Mr. FAULKNER. A county in the Territory of Arizona. 

Mr. HARRIS. That was the point in my mind. I did not 
know what Congress had to do with it. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to inquire what kind of money the bonds 
are to be paid in? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The bill leaves the question, as all acts 
do, without specifying any kind of money. 

Mr. GEORGE. It has to be lawful money. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment suggested by the 
Senator from West Virginia will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, before the word years,” strike 
out twenty“ and insert ten;“ so as to read: 

Payable in not less than two nor more than ten years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2206) granting a pension to 
Allen Day; which was read twice byäts title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

o also introduced a bill (S. 2207) granting a pension to Rob- 
ert Kiracofe; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S, 2208) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge over the Monongahela River at the 
foot of Main street in the borough of Bellevernon, State of 
Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2209) for the relief of the 
Citizen Band of Pottawatomie Indians; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2210) to pro- 
vide for the repair of the piers of the Aqueduct Bridge, and for 
its use by a street railway; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2211) to authorize purchasers 
of the property and franchises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway 
Company to organize a corporation, and to confer upon the same 
allthe powers, privileges, and franchises vested that com- 
pany; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 95) rela- 
tive to the medal of honor authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, 
and March 3, 1863; which was read twice by its title, ait referred 
to the Committees on Military Affairs, } 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
torrod: to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ROACH submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
osed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
erred 40 the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 

Printed. 

Mr. HARRIS: submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRIS (for Mr. VOORHEES) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
tobe proposed by him to the ‘sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANSOM submitted two amendments intended to be 
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proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr.STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PALMER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

REPORT OF THE DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 


Mr. HARRIS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind in cloth 
1,500 copies of the annual report of the health officer of the District of Co- 
lumbia; 100 for the use of the Senate, 350 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 1,050 for the use of said health officer of the District. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1694) granting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the White 
Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian Reser- 
vations, in the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 6558) to amend 
section numbered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to mining claims, asked a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. WEADOCK, Mr. TATE, and Mr. SHAW man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5923) for the relief of Michael Scanlon; and 

A bill (H. R. 7434) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost 
check drawn by Capt. W. H. Bixby, Engineers United States 
Army, at Newport, R. I., in favor of Messrs. Hughes Brothers 
& Bangs. 

The message also announced thatthe House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6447) to fix aterm of 
the Federal district and circuit courts of the southern judicial 
district of Mississippi, to be held at Meridian, Miss. 

The message further announced that the House had elected 
Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, a Representative from the State 
of Tennessee, Speaker pro tempore, during the temporary ab- 
sence of the Speaker. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 7293) regulating the procedure 
in criminal causes in the district of Minnesota; and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask the Senate to take up the resolution 
which was under consfderation yesterday. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With the permission of the Senator 
from Virginia, I submit the point that that resolution is not be- 
fore the Senate, but that under the rule it went to the Calendar. 
The unfinished business that comes over from yesterday is be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The unfinished business does not come be- 
fore the Senate until 2 o’clock. The Senator from Virginiacan 
move to take up the resolution and the Senator from Kentucky 
can move to take up the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I admit it is in order for the Senator 
from Virginia to make the motion and by a vote of the Senate 
to have the resolution considered, but under the rule the resolu- 
tion to which the Senator from Virginia refers has gone to the 
Calendar, and the only way to reach it is by a motion 7 
by a majority vote of the Senate to take it from the Calendar 
for consideration. 8 

Mr. DANIEL. Iso understand; and I make that motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill indicated by the Senator from 
Kentucky stands exactly in the same position. It requires a 
motion to take it up before 2 o'clock. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Ohio is hardly cor- 
rect in that statement. Unless the Senate shall by a vote take 
from the Calendar the resolution to which the Senator from Vir- 
ginia alludes, then the morning hour will stand closed and the 
unfinished business will of its own motion come up. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Then the Calendar is in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then it is to be done by motion. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky that the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Virginia yesterday has gone to the Calendar, it being an 
amendment to the resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas. 
At the close of the morning business and up to the hour of 2 
o'clock the Calendar, under Rule VIII, isin order. The morn- 
ing business having closed, the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is 
now in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then, ronde reg the exact correctness 
of the ruling of the Chair, I move that the Senate now proceed 
to the consideration of the unfinished business coming over from 
3 it being the diplomatic and consular appropriation 

Mr. DANIEL. Upon that I make the point of order that the 
motion I have made takes precedence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Virginia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I merely wanted to know for what pur- 

the Senator from Virginia has the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will proceed to state it, if I may be permit- 
ted to do so. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not understand that the Senator 
from Virginia has the floor for the purpose of making a speech 
when a motion is pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky that the Chair entertains the motion made 
705 him. The Senator from Virginia rises to a point of order. 
The Chair would be glad to hear the statement of the Senator 
from Virginia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. So will I. 

Mr. DANIEL. I simply wish to state that I had understood 
the parliamentary situation of the case, and had made a motion 
to take up the resolution which I offered as a substitute for that 
of the Senator from Kansas, which on yesterday went to the 
Calendar. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Waita moment. 

Mr. DANIEL. I only wish to say that I think the Senator 
from Kentucky would expedite his own very important business 
and the proper transaction of matters in the Senate if he would 
allow this matter tooccupy a small portion of the morning hour. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator will allow me one moment, 
I will say that all Iam trying to do is to get the Senate to take 
up and dispose of general appropriation bills that are needed to 
carry on the Government. e are in a new fiscal year, and not 
a single appropriation bill has been enacted into law. I waived 
the right I had to the floor yesterday for more than half the 
day. Now, I am sure that itis not the purpose of the Senator 
from Virginia to delay this important work, and I will with- 
draw my motion. 

Mr. DANIEL. I appreciate the courtesy of the Senator from 
Kentucky, and I will say that I have no desire or purpose to 
delay the Senate by any speech. I have not done so, and my 
record is an assurance of that fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky with- 
draws his motion, and the Senator from Virginia will proceed. 

SUPPRESSION OF LAWLESSNESS. : 

Mr. DANIEL. I simply wish to make a motion to take up the 
resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], which 
was before the Senate yesterday, with the substitute which I 
offered pending thereto. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Virginia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Virginia will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out Mr. PEFFER’s resolution and 
insert: 

Resolved, That the Senate indorses the prompt and vigorous measures 
oot 5 by the President of the United States and the members of his Ad- 
ministration to repulse and repress by military force the interference of 
lawless men with the due process of the laws of the United States, and with 
the transportation of the mails of the United States, and with commerce 
among the States. > 

It is within the plain constitutional authority of the Con s of the 
United States, to re te commerce with foreign nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian tribes;“ to establish post-offices and 
post- roads,“ and to ordain and establish inferior courts; and the judicial 
power extends to all cases in law and equity arising under the Constitution 
and laws of the United States. 

It is the duty of the President under the Constitution to“ take care that 
the laws be faithf executed,” and to this end it is provided that he shall 
be Commander. in- ef of the Army and Navy of the United States, and 
ormer 5 — of the several States when called into the actual service of the 

It is treason against the United States for a citizen to levy war against 
them, or to adhere to their enemies, giving them aid and comfort. 

Those who combine to use force to or resist the constituted author- 


ities of the United States, civil or military, should be warned of the magni- 
tude of their offense; and those who earn honest bread by honett toll can 
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do nothing more detrimental to their interests than to show them any sort 
of countenance in their lawless course. 

The action of the President and his Administration has the full sympathy 
and support of the lawaning masses of the ple of the United States, 
and he will be supported by all departments of the Government and by the 
power and resources of the entire nation. 

Mr. DANIEL. Upon consultation with several of my col- 
leauges, both Republican and Democratic, I desire to modify m 
amendment by offering a second clause to the substitute whic 
I proposed yesterday, which I shall read for the information of 
the Senate. It is as follows: 


2. Resolved, That while the Senate thus explicitly declares its determination 
to support the Executive in the enforcement of the laws and in maintainin 
the supremacy of the Constitution, it deems it 7 05 also to declare its ad- 
hesion to the principle of the arbitration of differences or controversies be- 
tween the employers of labor and their employés, as recognized in the laws 
of the United States; and to express its condemnation of the refusal of any 
party to such controversies or differences connected with the late disturb- 
ances in the city of Chicago and its vicinity to submit such differences or 
controversies to fair and impartial arbitration. And the Senate also ex- 
presses its determination to use, in promotion of the arbitration of such 
differences or controversies, whatever constitutional power it may possess. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia as modified. 

r. HAWLEY. Lask leave to make a mere verbal correc- 
tion. In line 27 of the paragraph beginning on line 24, page 2, 
it reads: 

And those who earn honest bread by honest toil could do nothing more 
detrimental to their interests than to show them any sort of countenance in 


their lawless course. 

The pronouns area little mixed. I should rather it would 
read: Nothing more detrimental to their interests than to 
countenance such persons in their lawless course.” 

Mr. DANIEL. L[acceptthat. It is a very proper amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia accepts 
the modification, and the amendment will be so modified. à 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to amine of the Senator from Virginia 
whether he intends that this last proposed amendment shali be 
substituted entirely for his first one? 

Mr. DANIEL. Oh, no; only that it may be added as a second 
clause. 

Mr. PEFFER. To take the place of the second clause only? 

Mr. DANIEL. There is no second clause in the resolution 
which I offered yesterday. I offer this amendment to-day as a 
second clause. 

Mr. PEFFER. In place of the present substitute? 

Mr. DANIEL. Notin place of anything, but in addition to 
the resolution which I offered yesterday. I offer the amend- 
ment here to-day as a second clause. 

Mr. CAREY. Does the Senator from Virginia want to de- 
stroy the force of the resolution he offered yesterday? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not withdraw anything I offered yester- 
day. I offer the substitute as I offered it yesterday, but I offer 
as an additional clause the amendment which has just been 


read. 

Mr. CAREY. As I understand the resolutions which were 
introduced yesterday by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAN- 
IEL] they were for the 8 ot upholding the hands of the 
President of the United States in the enforcement of the laws 
and maintaining the Constitution of the United States in Chi- 
cago. Now, the purpose, it 4 to me, of the resolution of 
to-day is to lessen the effect of the resolutions of yesterday. 

The Senate has nothing whatever to do with the settlement 
a! difficulties between employers and Sar aie The Senate is 
now making resolves with reference to the disorder that exists 
in the city of Chicago and elsewhere in the United States. 

Mr. DANIEL. Briefly, let me say to the Senator who has 
just spoken, than by an act approved October 1, 1888, which isa 
part of the law of this country, and which is entitled toas much 
respect as any other portion of it, the Congress of the United 
States and the President gave their sanction and approbation to 
the principle of arbitration and provided machinery for a peace- 
ful settlement ofsuch controversies as we now have to deal with, 
and the settlement of peace ought to bs commended and put be- 
foreall, in order that force may not be resorted to any further 
than may be absolutely indispensable. That is as much a part 
of the law and Constitution of the country as any of the laws 
which provide for the use of the military force, and it should 
receive equal consideration and be equally impressed upon the 
attention of the people. 

Mr. CAREY. So far as the law is concerned, to which the 
Senator from Virginia refers, it has been inoperative and has 
been ineffective; it has never been called into operation, and it 
was passed, as many things are passed by Congress, to please 
somebody or other, but it has no effect whatever. It can not 
be enforced, and never has been enforced. 

Mr..GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have but a single word 
to may on this matter, and I may as well say it on the amendment 
that is offered as when the question upon the passage of the res- 


olution is reached. 
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I objected to the consideration of the resolution yesterday 
but I did not do so because of any opposition I had to it. I had 
heard the resolution read casually; it was somewhat lengthy, 
and I did not fully comprehend its terms. I wanted to take 
time to examine it and see whether it might not need amendment. 
I will say to the Senate that my purpose was then to formulate, 
and I have since formulated, an amendment which I have on m 
desk in favor of arbitration. But I shall not offer the amend- 
ment, for the reason that the one submitted by the Senator from 
Virginia is a better one than mine. I shall very cordially sup- 

rt the amendment offered by the Senator from Virginia, and 

congratulate him upon having, as I think, perfected his reso- 
lution by that amendment. I will go further than that, and sa, 
that I shall very cordially vote for the resolution as amended, 
if it shall be amended. I have no disposition to obstruct the Ex- 
ecutive in the performance of his duty, and while I deeply dep- 
recate the necessity for the employment of troops at Chicago 
and elsewhere, I believe the President is simply carrying out 
his duty in doing what he hasdone. While under other circum- 
stances and other conditions I might feel constrained to enter 
some criticism upon utterances made by the Executive himself 
in the past relating to the relations between the employed and 
the employer in this country, I do not feel that it is my duty to 
do so to-day, and therefore content myself with this simple state- 
ment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I should be very glad if there 
could be substituted for the resolution pending and the proposed 
amendment a simple resolution indorsing the action of the 
President in this matter. Like the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], I was notyesterday prepared to vote upon 
the resolution which was offered upon hearing it read without 
being able to examine it, and I am not entirely clear to-day in 
regard to some of the declarations contained in the resolution, 
but I did not intend to open my mouth and I do not now wish 
to criticise the Chief Executive in the action he has taken, but 
to commend him. If I had been in his place I should have 
done what he has done, even if there were some doubts in my 
mind as to the constitutional right to do so. 

Iam not quite pleased with the statement contained in the 
third clause of the resolution introduced by the Senator from 
Virginia, as follows: 

It is the duty of the President under the Constitution to “take care that 
the laws be faithfully executed,” and to this end it is provided that he shall 
be “Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy of tae United States, and 


of the militia of the several States when called into the actual service of the 
United States.“ 


If that means in case of insurrection and a proper case made 
for the interference of Federal troops it is the duty of the 
President as Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy to in- 
terfere for the protection of life and property, I have no objec- 
tion to the statement. It is correct. 

But if it means that the President is made Commander-in- 
Chief of the Army and of the Navy for the purpose of enforcing 
the ordinary execution of the laws, or enforcing the law by proc- 
ess of the courts, I do not believe that that authority is con- 
ferred upon the President of the United States. It is his duty, 
in the first place, to sce that the laws are enforced through the 
ordinary means of courts of justice and officers of the courts of 
justice. The law has provided how the process of a court of 
justice may be served and enforced, and it is only when there is 
an insurrection, as I have said, when there is organized treason 
against the Government, State or national, that the President 
is authorized to put into motion and to exercise the power con- 
torrod upon him as Commander-in-Chief of the Army and of the 

avy. 

Heretofore it has been supposed that in case of insurrection 
ina State it was not the duty of the President to act, if the 
Legislature was in səssion, until the Legislature had called for 
the interference of Federal troops, or if the Legislature was 
notin session, until the governor of the State had called for 
them. We have taken a new departure I think. I am not pre- 
pared to say that it is not right. I stand here and commend it, 
and say that what has been done by the Executive would be 
done by me under the same emergency if I had the authority; 
and I stand here to commend the President for his action and to 
say that it was fortunate for the country that there was a Chief 
Magistrate who had the backbone to do what he has done. 

But I repeat that heretofore it has been supposed that the 
President could only use Federal troops ina State to suppress 
an insurrection or riot when the Legislature, if in session, 
called upon him, or if the Legislature was not in session, when 
the governor called upon him for Federal troops. 

But, as I understand the present condition of affairs, the Ad- 
ministration started out to protect railroads which were in the 
hands of receivers, and now the protection is extended, without 
the requestof the governor of Illinois at least, or the Legislature 
of Illinois, to railroads engaged in carrying the mails and rail- 
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roads engaged in interstate commerce. I am not entirely cer- 
tain and I have not examined the question critically enough to 
know whether the declarations contained in the resolution as to 
the le ts of this question are correct. 

As I say, [ should have been pleased to have voted for a reso- 
lution expressing confidence in the Administration and com- 
mending it for what it has done, leaving out the legal propo- 
sitions which have been putinto this resolution; but this morn- 
ing it looks as if the Senator from Virginia had become afraid 
of the resolution he introduced yesterday, and having intro- 
duced a resolution yesterday sustain the Administration in 
what ithas done and commending it for what it has done, he 
proposas to add another clause to the resolution and throw asop 
to those who are engaged in def the laws, in destroying 
property, and in committing murder. 

Itt read the amendment aright it is a covert condemnation 
of the Pullman Company for its refusal to arbitrate. I want to 
know more about the facts of that matter before I undertake to 
pe an expression as to the merits or demerits of the case. If 

am going to make any declaration upon the subject, I want to 
do it squarely; I do not want to do it by implication; I do not 
want todo it by a resolution which has any double meaning, 
This proposed second section provides: 

Resoleed, That while the Senate thus ey, declares its determination 
to 7 —— the Executive in the enforcement of the laws, and in maintain- 


e supremacy of the Constitution, it deems it proper also to declare its 
esion A the principle of the arbitration of differences of controversies 


een of labor and their employés, as recognized in the 
lawsof the United States. 
What is the use of that declaration? If Con has 


gress 
passed a law which is on the statute books, is not that a suffi- 
cient declaration of both Houses of Congress? Why stop to 
throw a sop. to Cerberus, to conciliate the elements which are 
seeking to overthrow the Government; which are undertaking 
to overthrow local government and to set the laws at defiance’ 
Why make any declaration upon the subject? 

But this proposed amendment proceeds: 
- And to express its condemnation of the refusal of any party to such con- 

trovorsies or differences connected with the late disturbances in the city of 
Chicago and its vicinity to submit such differences or controversies to fair 
and impartial arbitration. 

It does not say any refusal,” but it says the refusal,” and it 
specifies the controversy: 

The refusal of any party to such controversies or differences connected 
with the late disturbances in the city of Chicago and its vicinity to submit 
such differences or controversies to fair and impartial arbitration. 

Tt assumes that there has been a refusal by someone to sub- 
mit the present existing controversies in the city of Chicago to 
fair and impartial arbitration. I do not think that this Senate 
should adopt a resolution of that kind, offered now for the first 
time, which is not in print, and which Senators have only heard 
read from the desk and have had no 5 to examine. I 
am willing to go as far as any Senator in making any declaration 
here that will hold up the hands of the Administration in this 
trying hour, I am wi tovote for any resolution of approval, 
and I will not stop to make any question upon legal technicali- 
ties, but I should like to stop there. 

I do not like to be forced to vote upon a resolution of this kind 
containing such declarations as this contains, until itis printed 
and I have had time to examine it and to ascertain the facts my- 
self. IL hope at least that the Senator from Virginia will with- 
draw the amendment or stop with the declaration that the Sen- 
ate still adheres to the principle of arbitration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, it often happens that in en- 
deavoring to go too much into detail we get into such discussion 
as to forget the main object we are seeking. This happens in 
the case of the pending resolution. Here is a matter almost 
wholly foreign, quite outside of the field, which the Senate under- 
took to occupy, which is brought into this discussion and causes 
difference of opinion in the Chamber, whereas upon what we 
reallyseek to reach, I hope and believe there isentire unanimity 
here. [should be perfectly satisfied with a brief resolution like 
this which I have sketched: 

Resolved, That the Senate approves and commends the courseof the Chief 
Executive in his efforts to execute the laws and preserve the peace. 

You spread it over ten pages and you do not say Of Gants more. 
I shall also. be content with the first paragraph of the two pages 
of the resolution offered by the Senator from Virginia: 

Resolved, That the Senate indorses the prompt and vigorous measures 
— — Boge President of the United States and the members of his Ad- 

tration to repulse and repress, by military force, the interference of 
Inwiess men with the due process of the laws of the United States, and with 
the transportation of the mails of the United States, and with commerce 
among the States. 

I think that is quite sufficient. The Senate wants to say that, 
and it does not want to say that Mr. Pullman made a mistake in 
refusing arbitration. I do not think he did refuse it, if the facts 


were known; but I do not care to discuss that point. 


Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Connecticut yield to 
me for a moment? ‘ 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think we all seek a common purpose in the 
right spirit. Ido not wish to prolong the debate ata time when 
the Senate has so many important matters before it. If it would 
be acceptable to the Senators who have just spoken, the Senator 
from Connecticut IMr. HAWLEY] and the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DOLPH], I should propose to drop all of my resolution ex- 
or the first clause, which goes at once to the root of this mat- 

p: 

Mr. PLATT. Thatis right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [sincerely think that would be best. 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. 

Mr. DANIEL. And TI would retain the last clause, which is 
to the same effect, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave just been reading that clause. It is 


good. 

3 DANIEL. I will drop all except the first and the last 
clause. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the Senator mark the parts of the reso- 
lution which he proposes to retain, and have them read from 
the desk. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He retains the first and last clauses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 3 will read theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Virginia, as modified by him, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate indorses the prompt and vigorous. measures 
adopted by the President of the United States and the members of his Ad- 

stration to ulse and repress, by military force, the interference of 
lawless men with the due process of the laws of the United States, and with 
the transportation of the mails of the United States, and with commerce 
among the States. 

The action of the President and his Administration has the vs poe fg are 
and support of the law- massesof the 7 of the Un! States, 
and he will besupported by all departments of the Government and by the 
power and resources of the entire nation. 


Mr. HALE and Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That will do. 

Mr. PLATT. That is right. 

Mr. DANIEL. Now, Mr. President, one word in conclusion. 
The reason why I introduced the subject of arbitration was be- 
cause of the statute, because of the message of the President 
which was sent to Congress, and because of the general policy 
of this nation to facilitate. peaceful settlements of all questions. 
But perceiving that it would involve criticism, for which we 
are perhaps not fully prepared, and which might do injustice 
with the limited information which is before us, I defer consid- 
eration of that question to a more. convenient season. I shall 
be satisfied to have the resolution voted upon in the form in 
which it is now presented. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to put on record the message of the 
President of the United-States sent to Congress April 22, 1886, 
on the subject of arbitration. I send it to the desk and ask 
unanimous consent that it may be printed in the RECORD in or- 
dinary type. It need not be read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Allright. s 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Mississippi? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

The message referred to is as follows: 

To the Senate and. House of Representatives: 

The Constitution imposed upon the President the duty of rec- 
ommending to the consideration of Congress from time to time 
such measures as he shall judge necessary and expedient. 

Iam so deeply impre with the importance of immediately 
and thoughtfully meeting the problem which recent events and 
a present condition have thrust upon us, involving the settle- 
ment by arbitration of utes arising between. our laborin 
men and their employers, that I am constrained to recomme 
to Con legislation upon this serious and pressing subject. 

Under our form of government the value of labor as an ele- 
ment of national prosperity should be distinctly recognized, and 
the welfare of the laboring man should be meet as especially 
entitled to legislative care. In a country which offers to all its 
citizens the highest attainment of a social and political distinc- 
tion its workingmen can not justly or safely be considered as 
irrevocably consigned to the limits of a class and entitled to no 
attention and allowed no protest against neglect. 

The laboring man, bearing in his hand an indispensable con- 
tribution to our growth and progress, may well insist, with 
manly courage as a right, upon the same recognition from 
those who make our laws as is accorded to any other citizen 
having a valuable interest in charge; and his reasonable de- 
mands should be met in such a spirit of appreciation and fair- 
ness as to induce a contented an p coöperation in the 
achievements of a grand national destiny. 
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While the real interests of labor are not promoted BY a resort 


ot threats and violent manifestations, and while those who, under 
the pretexts of an advocacy of the claims of labor, wantonly at- 
tack the rights of capital, and for selfish purposes or the love 
of disorder sow the seeds of violence and ntent, should be 
neither encouraged norconciliated, all legislation on the subject 
should be calmly and deliberately undertaken, with no purpose 
of satisfying unreasonable demands or of gaining partisan ad- 
vantage. 

The present condition of the relations between labor and capi- 
tal is far from satisfactory. The discontent of the employed is 
due in large degree to the grasping and heedless exactions of 
employers, and the alleged discrimination in favor of capital as 
an object ol governmental attention. It must be also conceded 
that the laboring men are not always careful to avoid causeless 
and unjustifiable disturbance, 

Though the importance of a better accord between these in- 
terests is apparent, it must be borne in mind that any effort in 
that direction by the Federal Government must be greatly lim- 
ited by constitutional restrictions. There are many gievances 
which legislation by Congress can not redress, and many condi- 
tions which can not by such means be reformed. 

I am satisfied, however, that something may be done under 
Federal authority to prevent the disturbances which so often 
arise from disputes between employers and the employed, and 
which at times seriously threaten the business interests of the 
country, and in my opinion the proper theory on which to pro- 
ceed is that of voluntary arbitration as the means of settling 
these difficulties. 

But I suggest that instead of arbitrators chosen in the heat 
of conflicting claims, and after each dispute shall arise, for the 

rpose of determining the same, there be created a commis- 
sion of labor, consisting of three members, who shall be regular 
officers of the Government, charged, among other duties, with 
the consideration and settlement, when possible, of all contro- 
versies between labor and capital. 

A commission thus organized would have the advantage of 
being a stable body, and its members. as they gained experience, 
would constantly improve in their ability to deal intelligently 
and usefully with the questions which might be submitted to 
them. If arbitrators are chosen for temporary service as each 
case of 3 arises, experience and familiarity with much 
that is involved in the question will be lacking, extreme parti- 
sanship and bias will be the qualification sought on either side, 
and frequent complaints of unfairness and partiality will be in- 
evitable. The imposition upon a Federal court of a duty so 
foreign to the judicial function as the selection of an arbitrator 
in such cases is at least of doubtful propriety. 

The establishment by Federal authority of such a bureau 
would be a just and sensible recognition of the value of labor, 
and of its right to be represented in the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment. So far as its conciliatory offices had relation to dis- 
turbances which interfered with transit and commerce between 
the States, its existence would be justified, under the provisions 
of the Constitution, which gives to Congress the power “to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the several 
States.” And in the frequent disputes among the laboring men 
and their employers, of less extent and the consequences of 
which are confined within State limits and threaten domestic 
violence, the interposition of such a commission might be ten- 
dered upon the application of the Legislature or executive of a 
State, under the constitutional provision which requires the 
General Government to protect each of the States against 
domestic violence.” 

If such a commission were fairly organized, the risk of a loss 
of popular support and sympathy resulting from a refusal to 
ms to so ful an instrumentality would constrain both 

arties to such disputes to invoke its interference and abide by 

ts decisions. There would also be good reason to hope that the 
very existence of such an agency would invite application to it 
for advice and counsel, frequently resulting in the avoidance of 
contention and misunderstanding. 

If the usefulness of such a commission is doubted because it 
might lack power to enforce its decisions, much encouragement 
is derived from the conceded good that has been accomplished 
by the railroad commissions which have been organized in many 
of the States, which, having little more than advisory power, 
have exerted a most salutary influence in the settlement of dis- 
putes between conflicting interests. 

In July, 1884, by a law of Congress, a Bureau of Labor was es- 
tablished and placed in charge of a Commissioner of Labor, who 
is required to ‘‘collect information upon the subjectof labor, its 
relations to capital, the hours of labor, and the earnings of la- 
boring men and women, and the means of promoting their ma- 
terial, social, intellectual, and moral prosperity.” 

The commission which I suggest could easily be ingrafted 

* 


upon the Bureau thus already organized by the addition of two 
more commissioners and by supplementing the duties now im- 
posed upon it by such other powers and functions as would per- 
mit the commissioners to act as arbitrators when necessary be- 
tween labor and capital under such limitations and upon such 
occasions as should be deemed proper and useful. 

Power should also be distinctly conferred upon this Bureau to 
investigate the causes of all disputes as they occur, whether 
submitted for arbitration or not, so thatinformation may always 
be at hand to aid legislation on the subject when necessary and 


desirable, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
APRIL 22, 1886. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAN- 
IEL], as modified, to the resolution proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, with all due deference to 
Senators who have reached this harmonious agreement that the 
action of the President in calling out the military shall be in- 
dorsed, and that it is not advisable to put on record our approval 
of arbitration, I am not content to have the matter go that way 
without an effort on my part to secure an amendment to the 
resolution of the Senator from Virginia in these words: 

While thus indorsing the action of the Chief Executive, the Senate ap- 
proves the principle of voluntary arbitration as a potent means of settling 
disputes between employers and their employés. 

I simply ask for a vote upon the amendment, and shall be con- 
tent with whatever may happen. 

Mr. DANIEL. There is no objection to that. Iwill accept it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Idoobject. Arbitration is on the statute 
book already. Everybody knows that the United States favors 
it, from the case at Geneva down. I do not see any necessity to 
say anything more than that we approve the action of the Presi- 
dent taken in the last fortnight to execute the law and preserve 
the peace. That is what we want to say and nothing more. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, we are confronted with one su- 
preme question, and that is whois Presidentof the United States 
and whether we have any United States? The question is whether 
the person whom we elected to be our Chief Executive is the 
Chief Executive of the United States or whether a man who 
calls himself President Debs is the President and Chief Execu- 
tive of the United States. - 

Any other question injected into this discussion seems to me 
entirely out of place. The Senate should express its approval 
of what its lawfully elected President has done; and our views 
about arbitration and all those matters can be discussed here- 
after. They are in the form of law. I object to anything ex- 
cept the straight, square, manly indorsement of what President 
Cleveland has done, and I shall vote against anything else. 

My GALLINGER. Tam ready fora vote. Task for the yeas 
and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
e of the Senator from New Hampshire to the substi- 

ute. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that J ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask fora division on agreeing to 
my amendment. 

Mr, LINDSAY. Iask to have the amendment reported, sa 
that we may know precisely what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will bo stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add as an additional paragraph: 


While thus indorsing the action of the Chief Executive, the Senate ap- 
proves the prihcipal of voluntary arbitration as a potent means of settling 
sputes between employers and employés. > 


Mr. SHERMAN. As I am called upon to vote upon this ques- 
tion, I wish simply to say that while I shall vote for the propo- 
sition every day in the week—Sunday, Monday, or at any proper 
time—I am opposed to it here as an attachment to the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia, which I think ought to be 
adopted by itself, single and alone. Noone who will vote against 
the amendment will be misunderstood. His yote will be under- 
stood perfectly well. Wedo not vote against the proposition 
itself, but we vote against putting it upon the resolution of the 
Senator from Virginia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire to the substi- 
tute, upon which a division is called for. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 10, 
noes 27; no quorum voting. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum having voted, the Sec- 
retary will call the roll. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let us have another division. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Task that the amendment be again stated. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent that we take the 
vote by a division again, so as not to consume time in calling 


the rol 

Mr. KYLE, LIobject. I should like to have a roll call on the 
question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request 
of 1 75 Senator from West Virginia. The Secretary will call the 
ro 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Irise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What isthe point of order made 
by the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The point of order I wish to submit to 
the Chair is that attention was not called to the fact that a 
3 had not voted. It is not the province of the Chair to 

irect a call of the roll unless the point is made that a quorum 
has failed to vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
division. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It had been shown by the result of the 
division reported by the Secretary to the Presiding Officer of 
the Senate. a 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was within the province of any mèm- 
ber of the Senate to call attention to the fact that no quorum had 
voted; but no Senator had taken occasion to do so. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The absence of a quorum appeared to 
the Chair from the division. 

Me. DOLPH. The Chair stated that a quorum had not voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky that more than one Senator announced from 
his seat that noquorum had voted; but, aside from that, the Chair 
was bound, upon the report by the Secretary to the Chair of the 
result of the division, to take notice of the fact that no quorum 
had voted. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


The lack of aquorum was disclosed by the 


Allison, Gallinger, pies Power, 
Bate, George, ndsay, Proctor, 
Blackburn, Gibson, 0 Ransom, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Manderson, Roach, 
Brice. Gorman, Martin, Sherman, 
Cameron, Gray, y Shoup, 
Carey, ale, Mitchell, Oregon Smith, 
Coke, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Cullom, Hawley, Palmer, Vest, 
Daniel, Hunton, Pasco, Walsh, 
Dotph, Irby, Peifer, White. 
Dubois, Jarvis, Perkins, 

Mr. BATE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris] 


is absent, engaged in the room of the Committee on Finance 
upon public business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-one Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] to the substitute of the Senator from 
Virginia, upon which a division is called for. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 11, 
noes 35. 

Mr. KYLE. L call for the yeas and nays: 

Mr. MILLS. The yeas and nays have been refused. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays are demanded. 
Is there a second? 

Mr. MILLS. The yeas and nays were called for once on this 
question and refused. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the substitute 
is rejected. The question recurs on eee to the substitute 
of the Senator from Virginia for the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to know whether the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Virginia is to be a substitute for or 
an addition to my resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itis a substitute for the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Kansas. The question is on agree- 
. the resolution as amended. 

he resolution as amended was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5923) for the relief of Michael Scanlon was read 

3 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
8. 

The bill (H. R. 7434) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost 

check drawn by Capt. W. H. Bixby, Engineers, United States 


Army, at Newport, R. I., in favor of Messrs. Hughes Brothers 


& Bangs, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


DIPLOMATIO AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6108) making 
appropriation for the diplomatic and consular service of the 

nited States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, which 
had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask that the formal reading of the bill 
be dispensed with and that the amendments of the Committee 
on Appropriations be considered as they are reached in the 
reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, line 
9, to insert Belgium” before ‘‘ Colombia;” and in line 10, be- 
fore the word ‘ thousand,” where it occurs the second time, to 
a out “ fifty ” and insert sixty;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Argentine Repub- 
lic, Belgium, Colombia, Peru, Turkey, and Chile, at $10,000 each, 860,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 16, before the word 
“ Denmark,” to strike out“ Belgium” and insert“ Switzerland;” 
£0 as to make the clause read: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers . to Switzerland, Den- 
mark, Hawaiian Islands, Netherlands, and Venezuela, at 87,500 each, 237,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, to strike out lines 4, 5, 
and 6, in the following words: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Switzerland and 
Portugal, at $6,500 each, $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 6, to insert: 

Envoy extraordinary and minister pienipotentiary to Portugal, $6,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 22, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘sixty-three thousand” and insert 
ae thousand five hundred,” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Total, $366,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, to strike out lines 23 and 
24, in the following words: 

Secretary of legation and consul-general to Honolulu, 24, 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 5, to insert: 

Secretary of legation to Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and Salvador, #1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 18, before the word 
hundred,“ to strike out fifty-two thousand four” and insert 
“ fifty thousand two;” so as to make the clause read: 

Total, $59,275, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 22, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out two“ and insert three,“ and in the 
same line, before the word thousand,“ to strike out four“ 
and insert ‘‘six;” so as to make the clause read: 

Interpreters to legations to China and Turkey, at 83,000 each, 86,090. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 24, before the word 
„dollars,“ to insert ‘‘ five handed” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Interpreter to legation to Japan, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 4, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ five hundred” and insert one thou- 
sand;” so as to make the clause read: 

Interpreter to legation and consulate-general to Korea, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 7, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘eight” and insert ‘“‘eleven;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

Total, £11,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, before the word“ thou- 
sand,” to insert “and five;” so as to make the clause read: 

Toenable the President to provide, at the public expense, all such sta 
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«lonery, olanks, records, and other books, seas, presses, flags, and signs as 
hes think necessary for the several legations in the transaction of their 
business, and also for rent, postage, telegrams, furniture, messenger service, 
clerk hire, compensation of cavasses, guards, dragomans, and porters, in- 
cluding compensation of interpreter, guards, and Arabic clerk at the con- 
sulate at Tangier, and the 1 of dispatch agents at London, New 
York, and San Francisco, and for traveling and miscellaneous expenses of 
legations, and for printing in the Department of State, $105,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 6 on page 8. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to offer an amendment with the ap- 
probation of the Senator from Kentucky, in charge of the bill. I 
offer the amendment now, to be disposed of at this time. I move 
to insert what I send to the desk on page 8, after thé word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” in line 6. I beg to state this is an amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I believe 
unanimously. I ask that the amendment be read. R 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WAITE in the chair). The 
amendment will be stated. sa 

The SECRETARY. Page 8, after the word “dollars,” in line6, 
insert: 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase from John H. Haswell, chief 
of the Bureauof Indexes and Archives in the Department of State, the man- 
uscript of The Chronological History of the Department of State and the 
Foreign Relations of the Government from September 5, 1774, to July 1, 1885,” 

repared by him, the sum of 85,000 is hereby PRODORA And the Public 
Printer is hereby authorized, upon the requisition of the Secretary of State, 
to cause to be printed and bound in cloth, for the use of the Department 
of State, 1,000 copies of the above-mentioned work. 


Mr. HUNTON. I desire to make a short explanation of the 
amendment. As I stated, this amendment was introduced and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. That commit- 
tee reported it back, unanimously approving of the amendment, 
and had it referred to the Committee on Appropriations. The 
Committee on Appropriations did not insert the amendment in 
the bill, and I ask the Senate now to insert it. It is for the 
purpose of purchasing the work of Mr. Haswell. It is a work 
which is of extreme value to the State Department especially, 
and of great value, but less value, to all the Departments of the 
Government. 

I beg to say, if the Senate will listen to an explanation, that 
this appropriation has been recommended by every Secretary 
of State since it has been before the Government for adoption. 
In 1885 Mr. Frelinghuysen wrote a strong letter to Hon. John F. 
Miller, chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
United States Senate, in which he said: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, February 24, 1935. 


Sır: I have the honor to again call your attention to the work prepared 
by Mr. John H. Haswell, chief of the Bureau of Indexes and Archives in this 
Department, entitled “The Chronological History of the Department of 
State and the Fore Rolations of the Government from September 5, 1774, 
down to the Present Time,“ and to express to you my earnest hope that 
Congress will not adjourn without appropriating a sum of money for the 
purchase of the manuscript from the compiler. The work has been com- 
piled with infinite attention to historical accuracy and completeness by a 

entleman whose long and efficient service in the . has put him 
fh a position to know perfectly the details of the subject on which he has 
written, and his researches outside the Department have resulted in the 
discovery of many important and hitherto unknown facts in the history of 
our foreign relations that should be at the service of the Department. 

I do not think 86,000 too pores a sum to pay Mr, Haswell for his work, con- 


sidering the value of the book to this Department and the foreign service 
generally, and I earnestly recommend that that sum be appropriated for its 
ure 


nase. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant. 
FREDK, T. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
Hon, JOHN F, MILLER, 


Chairman Committee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate. 

I bag leave to state in this connection that the sum of $6,000 
recommended for the purchaseof this work was by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations reduced to $5,000, and the amendment 
appropriates the latter and smaller sum. 

Secretary Blaine, under date May 6, 1892, in a personal letter to the chair- 
man of this committee— 

That is, the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate— 


pide, id recommended the purchase of the manuscript designated in the 
amendment, and similar recommendations (hereto annexed) had previously 
been made by Mr. Frelinghuysen, and also by Mr. Blaine. 


I shall not detain the Senate by reading in full the letter of 
Mr. Blaine, then Secretary of State. I have it before me and 
any Senator can read it who desires. This same appropriation 
for the purpose of puronaning this book was strongly recom- 
mended by Hon. John W. Foster on the 14th of January, 1893, 
when he was Secretary of State, and he recommended an appro- 

riation of $6,000 to purchase it. It was also recomisnnded: by 

r. McCulloch on the 21st of January, 1885, when he was Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. It was also recommended by Mr. Freling- 
huysen on . 18, 1885. Then Henry O Connor, Examiner 
of Claims in the Department of State, under date of September 
26, 1883, strongly recommended that the Government should 
purchase this work. The present Secretary of State also wants 
the purchase made. 

Sir, when these Government officials, representing the Gov- 
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ernment of the United States in the Department of State, have 
in succession, whenever the Department has changed heads, 
recommended this purchase, and the Committee on Forei 

Relations have unanimously recommended that the purchase 

made, and though they do not propose to give the $6,000 asked 
for the work by Mr. Haswell, they reduce it to $5,000 an1 recom- 
mend that the appropriation be made, I think there ought to be 
no hesitation in adopting this amendment to purchase a book 
which all the heads of the Departmentof State say is invaluable 
to that Department and which is quite valuable to other De- 
partments of the Government. I ask that the amendment be 


Apopi: 

r. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, it is true that the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Virginia was favorably re- 
ported by the Committee on Foreign Relations. Upon that re- 
port it was sent to the Committee on Appropriations, where it 
was thoroughly considered and the conclusion reached by the 
Committee on Appropriations was that there was no merit in 
the amendment. I would not care so much about it if it simply 
carried the appropriation for the purchase of a record that the 
Committee on Appropriations has deliberately concluded is ab- 
solutely worthless. It is not that, but the amendment provides 
for the publication of the book by the thousand, entailing an ex- 
pense upon the Government for publication in addition to pur- 
chase for which the Committee on Appropriations thinks that 
there is no warrant or excuse whatever. , 

It was the deliberate judgment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations that this record was not worth one penny, even if that 
was a counterfeit penny. I am not opposing the amount of 
money that is proposed to be given to purchase the work. 
The country is flooded with possessors of worthless records who 
come to Congress and not only ask us to buy them when we 
have no use on earth for them, but they ask us to publish them 
by the thousand when a search warrant would not develop a 
human being in the country who would ever read one of them; 
and the Committee on Appropriations thinks that this is one of 
these worthless, valueless, spurious records. 

If the Senate wants to put it into the bill Iam content, but I 
wish very much that the Senator from Virginia would divide 
his amendment and offer the first proposition, which is to buy 
what the Committee on Appropriations does not think the Gov- 
ernment wants and stop there, and not afflict the country with 
the meri by the thousand of a useless, valueless, worthless 
record. 

Mr. HUNTON. I accept the n of the Senator from 
Kentucky in charge of the bill, but I can not for the life of me 
conceive how he arrives at the conclusion that the book if pub- 
lished will be absolutely worthless. Four or five Secretaries of 
State and one Secretary cf the Treasury have said that it is a 
most useful work, and the Government must haveit. I think, 
with due respect to the Senator from Kentucky, that the Secre- 
tary of State, who has to deal with all the questions treated of in 
the book, knows a little more about it than he does. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations has unanimously recom- 
mended that this book be not only purchased, but published; 
and I offset the action of that committee against the action of 
the Committee on Appropriations. I beg to suggest to my 
friend, the Senator from Kentucky, that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations knows more about what is useful to the State 
Department in dealing with questions affecting the foreign re- 
lations of the country than the Committee on Appropriations. 
But if it suits the pleasure of my friendfrom Kentucky todivide 
the amendment I have no objection, and I will ask that a sepa- 
rate vote be taken, first upon the purchase of the work, and then 
if that is carried, upon the publication of it. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. The question will be so divided. 
The Secretary will stats the first branch of the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Virginia. 

The SECRETARY. On page 8, line 6, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” 
insert: : 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase from John H. Haswell, chief 
of the Bureau of Indexes and Archives in the Department of State, the 
manuscript of The Chronological History of the Department of State and 
the Foreign Relations of the Government from September 5, 1774, to July 1, 
1885," prepared by him, the sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The second branch of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUN- 
TON] will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And the Public Printer is hereby authorized, upon the uisition of the 
Secretary of State, to cause to be printed and bound in cloth for the use of 
the Department of State 1,000 copies of the above-mentioned work. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
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Intercontinental Railwa 
before the word “thousand,” to strike out twenty“ and insert 
‘* thirty;” so as to make the clause read: 


Share of the United States of the cost of printing and publishing re 
a ote., of the preliminary survey for an intercontinental 


Commission,” on page 10, line 12, 


rts, 
way, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 23, after the word 
Panama,“ to insert “Honolulu,” and in line 25, before the 
word“ thousand,“ to strike out twenty,“ and insert “ twenty- 
four;” so as to make the clause read: 


Consuls-general at Berlin, Montreal, Kanagawa, Panama, Honoiulu, and 


Mexico (city), at $4,000 each, 524, 000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 8, to insert: 

Consuls-general at Barcelona and Tangier, at $2,500 each, 85,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, to strike out lines 11 
and 12, in the following words: 

Consuls-general at Tangier and Maracaibo, at 52.000 each, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 12, to insert: 

Consul-general at Maracaibo, $2,000, $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, to strike out lines 14 
and 15, in the following words: 

Consuls-general at Santo Domingo and Barcelona, at $1,500 each, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 15, to insert: 

Consul-general at Santo Domingo, $1,500. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 19, before the word 
„dollars,“ tostrike out two thousand ” and insert seven thou- 
sand five hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Total, $107,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 21, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out four hundred and two” and insert 
“three hundred and ninety-one;“ so as to make the clause read: 


For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents, $391,500, as 
follows, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE. On page 12, line 24, under the head of Ger- 
many,” I move to strike out “consul” and insert ‘‘ consuls,” 
and after Barmen,“ to insert and Nuremberg.” 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, before the word (at,“ it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘consul’ and insert ‘‘consuls;” and after the 
word Barmen,” to insert and Nuremberg,” so as to read: 

Consuls at Barmen and Nuremberg. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 13, line 24, to 


insert: 
Danish Dominions: 
Consul at St. Thomas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 2, before the word 
“at,” tostrike out ‘‘ consul” and insert ‘‘ consuls;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Consuls at Lyons and Marseilles. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 14, line 5, after the word 
„Chemnitz,“ to insert Cologne;” so as to make the clause read: 


Consuls at Annaberg, Aix la Chapelle, Bremen, Stuttgart, Chemnitz, Co- 
logne, Hamburg, Nuremburg, Mayence, and Plauen. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE. To conform to the amendment already made, I 
move to strike out Nuremberg,“ in line 5, on page 14. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, on page 14, it is proposed to 
strike out Nuremberg;” so as to read: “Hamburg, Mayence, 
and Plauen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. KYLE. On page 14, line 18, I move to strike out con- 
sul” and insert ‘‘consuls;” and after the word Sm. to in- 
sert and Jerusalem.“ I do this after consultation with the 
Senator from Kentucky who has the bill in charge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 14, line 18, before the word “at,” 
it is proposed to strike out“ consul ” and insert “ consuls;” and 
after Smyrna,” to insert ‘‘and Jerusalem;” so as to read: 

Consuls at Smyrna and Jerusalem. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not want to offer any objection to 


the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota; butspeaking 
for the committee, I would say there is no recommendation for 
this. It is an increase of salary at a point where we all know 
there is no business to transact and where nothing is done. The 
place itself is a sinecure, and it would be well to abolish it. 

The Senator tells me that the consul at Jerusalem advises him 
that he can not live upon his present pay. I simply answer and 
say that there is not an ambassador, a minister plenipotentiary, 
a minister resident, a consul-general, or a consul, who is carried 
in this bill, who does not write to me telling me the same thing. 
We have no more business with a consul at Jerusalem than a 
wagon has with forty wheels. 

If that consul can not live upon $2,000 a Fear it seems to me 
that the better thing for him to do would be to resign and let 
the place become vacant. Iam sure the best thing would be to 
abolish the consulate, but [donot want to antagonize the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator. 

Mr. KYLE. I recognize what the Senator says that it might 
be as well to abolish the place, but while it is thought wise to 
keep a consul at Jerusalem, I think we ought to keep him in 
good shape. Germany, England, and all other countries pay 
from four to six thousand dollars a year for exactly the same 
service, and this man has had to.use money out of his own 
pocket etl es! for the furniture in his office. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Ihave no doubt of that; but at the same 
time I have no doubt that the only official duty that that consul 
has ever discharged was in writing a letter to my honorable 
friend asking to have his salary increased. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jarvis in the chair). The 

uestion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
th Dakota. 

The amendment was eed to. 

The reading of the billwasresumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 14, line 24, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ at,” to strike out ‘‘ consul” and insert ‘* consuls;” 
and in the same line, before the word Pernambuco,” to insert 
“ Bahia, Para, and;” so as to read: 

Consuls at Bahia, Para, and Pernambuco. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 8, after the word 
“ at,” to strike out Cologne;“ so as to make the clause read: 

Consuls at Crefeld, Dusseldorf, Leipsic, Brunswick, Sonneberg, Magde- 
burg, and Furth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line II, before the word 
Cardiff,“ to insert Belize Honduras);” in line 15, 
before the word Toronto,“ to insert ‘‘and;” and in line 16, after 
the word Canada),“ to strike out Bermuda, and Auckland 
(New Zealand);” so as to make the clause read: 

Consuls at Belize (British Honduras), Cardiff, Chatham, Cork, Dublin, 
Dunfermline. ton 8 Leeds, Nassau (New Providence), Port 
Louis (Mauritius), Port (Sand St. John (New 
Brunswi ales), and To- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 15, to strike out the clause 
from lines 21 to 25, inclusive, as follows: 


For salary and expenses of a commercial agent at Boma, in the Lower 
Kongo Basin, with authority to visit and report upon the commercial re- 
sources of the Upper and Lower Kongo Basins, their products, their min- 
erals, their vegetable wealth, and the openings for American trade, 2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Kentucky to the fact that “Jerusalem,” 
which occurs in line 19,on page 16, has been inserted at another 

oint. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In order tomake the bill conform to the 
amendment which has been made, I ask that the words “and 
Jerusalem,” be stricken out of line 19. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, In line 19, page 16, it is proposed to strike 
out the word ‘‘consuls” and insert consul;“ and in the same 
line, after word ‘ Beirut,” strike out and Jerusalem;“ so as to 


Consul at Beirut. 
The amendment was 
The reading of the bi 


greed to. 
was resumed. The next amendment 


of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 16, line 23, 
after the word Santos,“ to strike out Bahia, and Para;” so 
as to read: 

Consul at Santos. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top.of page 17, to strike out 
lines 1 and 2, in the following words: 
Denmark and Danish Dominions: 
Consuls at Copenhagen and St. Thomas. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 2, to insert: 
Denmark: 

Consul at Copenhagen. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 11, before the word 
Barbados, to insert Auckland (New Zealand),” and in the 
same line, before the word “ Bristol,” to insert Bermuda; so 
as to read: 

Consuls at Amherstburg (Canada), Antigua (West Indies), Auckland (New 
Zealand), Barbados, Bermuda, Bristol, etc. ó 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 20, after the word 
„Montreal,“ to insert Ottawa, and in line 22, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out‘‘eighteen thousand“ and insert nine- 
teen thousand two hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 

Berlin, Bremen, Chemnitz, Crefeld, Frankfort, Hamburg, Hayre, Hong- 
kong, Kanagawa, Lyons, Manchester, Mexico (city), Montreal, Ottawa, 
Barmen, and Vienna, at $1,200 each, $19,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 1, to insert: 

Rome, 81,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM. On page 21, line 12, after the word Guaya- 
quil,” I move to insert und Victoria.” 

Mr. HALE. Then it will be necessary to strike out Vic- 
toria,” where it oceurs in line 16 on the same page. 

Mr. RANSOM. [Ishall move to strike that out later. 

The PRESIDING OFPICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from North Carolina will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, line 12, after the word“ Guaya- 
quil,” it is proposed to insert and Victoria;” and in the same 
line, after the word ‘ dollars,” to insert the word“ each; “ so 
as to read: 

Guayaquil and Victoria, $800 each. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is an increase, I believe, of $200. 

Mr. RANSOM. One hundred and sixty dollars. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. An increase of $160. I have no right to 

ak for the committee; but for myself I am disposed to think 
the amount of business done at Victoria warrants the amend- 
ment which the Senator from North Carolina offers, and for my- 
self I have no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM. In order to make the bill conform, in line 15, 
before the word thousand, I move to strike out four“ and 
insert "five;” and in the same line, after the word“ thousand,” 
to strike out eight“ and insert ‘‘six.” Itis merely to add 
there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment will be agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM. Now, I move, in line 16, to strike out and 
Victoria;” in the same line, after the word “dollars,” to strike 
out the words ‘‘ each $1,280.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16, after the word“ Leith,” it is 
proposed to strike out “and Victoria;” and, after the word 
t“ dollars,” to strike out each $1,280.” 

Mr. GEORGE, I desire to ask the Senator from Kentucky a 

uestion. I ask if the amendments offered by the Senator from 
orth Carolina are increases of salaries? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The amendment offered by the Senator 
from North Carolina is an increase of $160 for clerk hire, and 
not for salary. I answer, speaking for myself and not for the 
committee, that in my judgment the business that is transacted 
at Victoria is sufficiently large to warrant the amendment which 
the Senator from North Carolina has offered. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that all that it adds? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is all. It is not an increase of 
salary, but an appropriation of $160 for the increase of clerk 
hire. . 

Mr. GEORGE. I will remarkincidentally here that I regard 
all the salaries now paid as too high, and therefore I am opposed 
to all increases. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I assure the Senator that it is no in- 
crease of rie 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment which has been read. 

The amendment was eed to. 

The 8 of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 21, line 13, 
before the word Palermo,” to strike out ‘Ottawa? and in the 
same line, after the words St. Gall,” to insert “St. Peters- 
burg;“ so as to make the clause read: 
` kaa rir Palermo, St. Gall, St. Petersburg, Smyrna, and Tangier, at $800 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is a transfer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 17, to insert: 
| Cairo, Cologne, Constantinople, Huddersfield, Mayence, Munich, Notting- 


Without objection, the amend- 


a Odessa, Vara, Pernambuco, Tampico, and Vera Cruz, at 8600 each, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. That is done upon the recommendation 
of the Department, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to offer an amendment on page 22, line 
2, after the word Horgen,” to insert and Zurich, each.” I at- 
tract the attention of the Senator from Kentucky, in charge of 
the bill, to this circumstance, that Zurich is the most important 
point commercially in Switzerland, and Horgen is a town of 
much less importance, which does much less business, and is 
situated within some 10 or 12 miles of Zurich. Zurich, under 
the bill as framed, is allowed $480 for clerk hire. In other words, 
$120 less than Horgen. 

Iknow thatthe 8 incumbent of the office pays the greater 
part of the clerk hire himself. It simply makes the matter uni- 
form, but even then there will be decidedly a reason in favor of 
Zurich having a further increase. The fact of the matter is that 
about one-third of the fees were collected at Horgen last year, 
and the other fees were collected at Zurich, so that there seems 
to be no objection founded in reason why the amendment should 
ach BLACKBURN (0) 22,1 2, th pose 

r. On page 22, line 2, the Senator pro 8 
to raise Zurich to $600, from $480. 

Mr. WHITE. I will modify my amendment. In line 20, on 
page 21, before the words“ Vera Cruz,” I will move to strike 
out the word ‘‘and,” and after the words Vera Cruz” to insert 
Horgen and Zurich.” £ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I only want to say that there is no rec- 
ommendation from the Department for this increase, and I wish 
to call attention to the fact that such consulates as Berne, Deme- 
rara, Florence, Genoa, Napia, and Stuttgart are left at $480. I 
have no information which leads me to conclude that Zurich is 
any more important than the restof the consulates I have named. 
That Horgen may be less important than Zurich or any of these 
other places I am inclined to think is true. 

The truth is that our whole foreign service needs to be over- 
hauled. We have ambassadors, and we have ministers, and we 
have consuls general, and we have consuls who are drawing pay 
altogether disproportioned to the service they are rendering or 
the importance of the places they are filling. Itall needs re- 
organization. 

Mr.CULLOM. I hardly think that observation can be ap- 
plied to the ambassadors. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Kentucky will permit me, 
Į will state that I have taken the trouble to investigate the 
matter, arising from the fact that I am acquainted with the 
gentleman who is there, and that the fees collectedat Zurich are 
not only three times greater, or nearly so, than those collected 
at Horgen, butitis the most important point in the whole of 
Switzerland. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That I admit, but the trouble is that 
whilst the Senator from California wants to put Zurich up with 
Horgen, it seems to me a better amendment would be to take 
Horgen out of the six-hundred-dollar list and put it down to the 
four-hundred-and-eighty-dollar list. What I mean to say is 
not that Zurich is not more important than Horgen. The Sen- 
ator is correct; it is a far more important place, but neither Zu- 
rich nor Horgen transacts more business or is of more impor- 
tance than Berne, Florence, Demerara, Genoa, or Stuttgart. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator is mistaken in that respect. Zu- 
rich transacts more business than three of those places, certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There are three of those places where 
the fees are heavier than at Zurich. 

Mr.WHITE. That is true. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not mean to object to the Senator's 
amendment. I think Zurich isentitled to „but I think that 
a reorganization of the whole consular service ought to be gone 
into. This is dealing with it by piecemeal instead of dealing with 
it as a whole. 

Mr. WHITE. My friend from Kentucky will bear me out in 
sc ding Sie so far as we have gone amendments of this kind 
have been allowed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg the Senator to note that I am not 
objecting to his amendment. = 

WHITE. It is only 810 a month increase. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On page 22, line 4, I move to strike out 
‘and Zurich“ and before the name Stuttgart” toinsert “and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest that in line 5, on page 22, it might 
be well to change “84, 320“ to 84, 200.“ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator need not move that amend- 
ment, as I shall ask permission to have all the totals corrected 
in accordance with the amendments made. 
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Mr. WHITE. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was,on page 22, line 10, 
after the word year,“ to insert ‘* $20,000,” and in line 12, after 
the word“ 3 to strike out“ 825, 000;“ so as to make 
the clause read: 


Allowance for clerks at consulates, to be expended under the direction 


of the Secretary of State at consulates not herein provided for in respect to 
clerk hire, no greater portion of this sum than $500 to be allowed to any one 
consulate in any one fiscal year. $20,000: Provided, That the total sum ex- 
pended in one year shall not exceed the amount appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 14, before the word 
„hundred,“ to strike out *‘ninety-one thousand eight” and in- 
sgert ‘‘ninety-six thousand two;“ so as to make the clause read: 

Total, $96,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 12, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out“ fifty“ and insert eighty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Expense of 8 all such stationery, blanks, record and other books, 
seals, presses, flags, signs, rent, postage, furniture, statistics, newspapers, 
freight (foreign and domestic), telegrams, advertising, messenger service, 
traveling expenses of consular officers and consular clerks, compensation 
of Chinese writers, and such other miscellaneous expenses as the President 
may think necessary for the several consulates, consular agentes and com- 
mercial agencies in the transaction of their business, 180,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 15, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ten“ and insert twenty; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Commercial Bureau of American Republics, $20,000: Provided, That any 
moneys received from sale of the Bureau publications, from rents or other 
sources may be pald to the disbursing officer of the State Department to be 
placed to the credit of the Bureau fund. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY. On page 5, after line 17, I move to insert as a 
new paragraph: 

Berlin ench to pe @ sweaographer and typewriver Bt au expense not ex 
eac. e 0; no} a = 
ceeding $1,500 per aura, 24800. oi Ari wig 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ask consent of the Senate that the 
totals throughout the bill where changed by amendments which 
have been agreed to as in Committee of the Whole shall be 
gorread F with the action the Senate has taken 
upon the bill. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair hear objection 
to the request of the Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BRICE.- I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the pension appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5482) mak- 
ing appropriation for the paymentof invalid and other pensions 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for other purposes, which had been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. BRICE. Lask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the amendments of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations be acted upon as they are reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, after 
line 6, to insert the following additional proviso: 

And provided further, That so much of the act approved December 21, 1893, 
as provides that "any pension heretofore or that may hereafter be nted 
to any applicant shall be deemed and held by all officers of the United States 
to be a vested right in the grantos to that extent that payment thereof shall 
not be withheld or suspended until after due notice to the grantee of not 
less than thirty days, the Commissioner of Pensions, after ey | all the 
evidence, shall decide to annul, vacate, modify, or set aside the decision 

n which such pension was granted.“ shall not be held or construed to 
apply to any case where the pensioner is drawing more than one pension, 
or the title to the pension has cease.l. 

Tho amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 11, after the word 
* Provided,” to strike out: 

That the report of such exami surgeons, when filed in the Pension 
Office, shall be open to the examination and inspection of the claimant or 


his attorney, under such reasonable rules and regulations as the 
of the Interior may provite. 


And insert: 

That th „at 
claimant, shall, on application of the claimant furnish: vo said MAIn Ta 
copy of the report submitted to the Pension Office. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For fees and f ning surgeo: 
the toon gone abe, 21.600 000. And 5 . 2 —.— 
shall, as now authorized by law, receive the sum of #2 for the ex: ation 
of each applicant whenever five or a less number shall be examined on an: 
one day, and $1 for the examination of each additional applicant on suck 
day: Provided, That if twenty or more applicants appear on one day, no 
fewer than twenty shall, if practicable, be examined on said day, and that 
if fewer examinations be then made, twenty or more having appeared, then 
there shall be paid for the first examinations made onthe next examination 
day the fee of $1 only until twenty examinations shall have been made: 
Provided further, That no fee shall be paid to any member of an examini. 
board unless personally present and assisting in the examination of appt. 
cant: Provided, That the examining surgeons, after completing the exami- 
nation of the claimant, shall, on application of the claimant, furnish to 
said claimant a copy of the report submitted to the Pension Office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE. I offer theamendment which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. After line 2, on page 4, rt: 

But the appointment of the clerk to sign official checks, who shell receive 
the same compensation at each agency as was paid du the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1894, shall be made by the pension agent without other or 
further approval. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the time of 
the Senate for afew minutes in reference to the general subject. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of the passage of this bill. Iam 
in favor, as I have always been, of the appropriation of liberal 
sums for pensions for the soldiersof the latewar. I believe that 
a large majority of the citizens of the United States are likewise 
in favor of the payment of liberal pensions to the survivors of 
the war, and to the widowsand children of those who have found 
rest in the uncurtained tents of death. 

The party in which I have had the honor of a long member- 
ship, has always maintained that one of the first duties of the 
American people was the practical recognition, in a material 
way, of our sacred obligation to the volunteer soldiers of the 
United States. In a long series of official utterances, this party 
has always, in its great representative national conventions, 
3 tself to the maintenance of a policy of liberality, un- 

imited by technical or burdensome restrictions in the award 

and distribution of the fund cheerfully offered to pensioners by 
the votes of a grateful people. It may add to the inspiration of 
ase hearts to recall some of these utterances, and to hear anew 
what we have said, and what pledges we have made from time 
to time. The pension policy inaugurated by the Republican 
party has become so closely incorporated into our governmental 
system that in quoting these glorious and patriotic expressions 
I feel almost as if hearing anew the voices of the revered men of 
the historic past. 

At Baltimore, in 1864,the Republican national convention said: 


Resolved, That the thanks of the American people are due to the soldiers 
and sailors of the Army and Navy who have perilled their lives in defense of 
the country and in vindication of the honor ofthe flag: that the nation owes 
to them some permanent recognition ot their patriotism and their valor, and 
ampleand permanent provision for those of their survivors who have re: 
ceived disabled and honorable wounds in the service of the country; and 
that the memories of those who have fallen in its defense shall be held in 
grateful and everlasting remembrance, 


That, Mr. President, was in 1864, just thirty years ago, and 
during the very height of the war. The Republican party did 
not wait until after Lee's surrender, but announced its policy 
while its defenders were in the field. : 

At Chicago, in 1868, when Gen. Grant was nominated for 
President, the Republican plctform contained the following 
pension plank: 


Of all who were faithful in the trials of the late war there were none en- 
titled to more honor than the brave soldiers and seamen who en- 
dured the hardships of campaign and cruise, and imperiled their lives in 
the service of the country. The bounties and pensions provided by the laws 
for these brave defenders of the nation are obligations never to be forgotten. 
The widows and orphans of the gallant dead are the wards of the people— 
a sacred legacy bequeathed to the nation’s protecting care. 


During the period between the first and second nominations 
of Gen. Grant the feeling of the people in favor of liberal pen- 
sions continued with added emphasis, and the convention at 
Philadelphia in 1872 expressed itself as follows: 


We hold in undying honor the soldiers and sailors whose valor saved the 
Union. Their pensions are a sacred debt of the nation, and the widows and 
orphans of those who died for their country are entitled to the careof agen- 
erous and grateful people. We favor such additional legislation as will ex- 
tend the bounty of the Government to all our soldiers and sailors who were 
honorably disc d, and who in the line of duty became disabled, without 
regard to the length of service or the cause of such disability. 


Mr. President, it was one of the occasions in my personal his- 
tory, to which I look back with pride, that I was fortunate 
enough to participate in the convention which adopted that res- 
olution, and that I was permitted to enjoy the distinguished 
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jonor of placing in nomination the patriot and hero, Ulysses S. 
Grant, who was reélected to the 5 upon that platform. 
Again in 1876, at Cincinnati, the party of progress reaffirmed 
its position in the following language: 
The pledges which the nation has given to her soldiers and sailors must 


be fulfilled, and a grateful people will always hold those who imperiled 
their lives for the country's preservation in the kindest remembrance. 

The Republican national convention of 1880 was held at Chi- 
sago. This convention fortified the previous position of the 
party in regard to pensions by the following graphic expression: 

The ob! tions of the Republic to the men who rved its integrity in 
the day of battle are undiminished by the la of fifteen years since their 
final victory. To do them honor is and shall forever be the grateful privi- 
lege and sacred duty of the American people, 

In 1884 the national convention was again held at Chicago, 
and it again took strong and unmistakable ground in support of 
the pensionsystem of the party and the country in this language: 

The grateful thanks of the American people are due to the Union soldiers 
and sailors of the late war; and the publican party stands pledged to 
suitable pensions for all who were disabled, and for the widows and orphans 


of those who died in the war. The Republican party also er es itself to 
Lot the limitations contained in the arrears act of 1879, so that all 


The convention of 1884 honored itself and honored my State 
by placing upon its national ticket the name of Gen. John A. 
Logan, the typical volunteer soldier of America. 

In 1888 Chicago was for the third successive time the place of 
meeting of the national convention, and then and there this 
plank was placed in the platform: 

“The gra ude of the nation to the defenders of the Union can not be meas- 
ured by laws. The legislation of Congress should conform to the pledge 
made by a loyal people, and be so enlar, and extended as to provide 
against the 88 that any man who honorably wore the Federal uni- 
form should become the inmate of an almshouse, or ny Fat upon private 
charity. In the presence of an overflowing Treasury it would a public 
scandal to do less for those whose valorous service preserved the Govern- 
ment. We denounce the hostile spirit of President Cieveland in his numer- 
ous vetoes of measures for pension relief, and the action of the Democratie 
House of Representatives in refusing even a consideration of general pen- 
sion legislation.” 

But in 1892 at Minneapolis was given the last definite expres- 
sion of the Republican party upon pensions and pension legisla- 
tion, as follows: 

Ever mindful of the services and sacrifices of the men who saved the life 
of the nation, we pledge anew to the veteran soldiers of the Republic a 
1 care and a just recognition of their just claims upon a grateful 
people. 

Mr. President, I have here presented to the Senate the ex- 
pressions of every Republican national convention held since 
the beginning of the war of the rebellion, sighs in all, and I de- 
sire to call serious attention to the glorious history which such 
a record presents to the world. Now, let us see what has been 
done to redeem the pledges made in that brilliant record. Has 
the Congress of the United States given force by law to the 
promises made by the Republican party? : 

For a full generation the national policy has been the Re- 
publican policy regarding pensions, except in slight and unim- 
portant particulars. The following table shows the number of 
pensioners and the disbursements for pensions each year for 
thirty-three years: 

Pensioners on the roù and amount of disbursements, 


Year ended June 30— Disbursements, 
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On June 30, 1893, there were 966,012 pensioners on the rolls of 
the Pension Office, and over fifteen hundred millions of dollars 
had been paid out of the Treasury up to that time in behalf of 
those pensioners. 

Mr. President, after reading such a statement will any man 
make question of the fact that the Republican party’s pledges, 
solemnly made at every national convention from 1864 to 1892, 
have been thoroughly and well fulfilled? And will any man 
make question that the Republican party and its members will 
in the future pursue the same wise and humane policy as in the 
past? 

It will be instructive just at this time to follow the history of 
pension legislation for a few moments, and see what that his- 
tory reveals. 

Necessary to this history is the following list of the pension 
laws passed from 1861 to the present time: 


Character of law. Date of approval. 


Woltn tear Pensions 65 ng July 22, 1861. 
Excluding rebels from pension rolls. -| Febru: 4, 1862, 
Missouri Volunteers — . March 28, 1862. 
General pension law ... July 14, 1862, 
Naval pensions July 17, 1862. 
Masters on gunboats. July 16, 1862. 
Army chaplains ........ April 9, 1864. 
General supplementary July 4, 1864. 
General supplementary March 3, 1865, 
FF June 6, 1866, 
Colored soldiers June 15, 1866. 
Colored soldiers—amendatory July 26, 1866. 
Widows’ increase July 25, 1866. 
Revolutionary widows’ increase February 18, 1867. 
Rebels, no payment to .--| March 2, 1867. 
Deserters, rights o. «| July 19, 1867. 
General supplementary act. -| July 27, 1868, 
Fixing rates of pensions ——— .| July 7, 1870. 
Payment of penslons July 8, 1870. 
War atis: 25 N 1871 
Increasing rates 5 — June 8.1 
Repealing and consolida March 3, 1878, 
Equalizing wor 01 June ew 
Total disability, increas: June 18, 1874. 
Elbow and knee joint Do. 
Vouchers, cost of June 20, 1874 
Missouri citizens (guerrilla March 3, 1875. 
Artificial limbs February 27, 1877. 
Loss of hand and foot February 28, 1877. 
Navy omivers:. o2.7- 05-05 ee March 3, 1877. 
Confederates in Union Am Do. 
Veterans of 1812, restoring those stricken from rolls 
on account of rebellion ...-.. 2.2... 222.22..2--2----000- March 9, 1878. 
June 17, 1878. 
June 18, 1878, 
June 20, 1878. 
January 25, 1879. 
March 1, 1879. 
March 3, 1879 
Do. 
Do. 
& June 21, 1879. 
2 June 9, 1880. 
June 10, 1880. 
Maren 3, 1881. 
A Augas 7, 1882, 
Arm or leg (increase)..... -| March 8, 1883. 
Revolutionary (increase) April 1. 1884, 
Officers and heirs June 3, 1884. 
Uo eee July 4, 1884. 
Deserte y 5, 1884 
Soundness March 3, 1885. 
Arm at shoulder (increase). s 
Widows’ increase.......... March 19, 1886. 
Dependent pension aaao i ia as Second session, For- 
G th Congress. 
MoSican pension MI oense en uin i uaaa n January 29, 1887. 
Amputatſon August 4. 1886, 
Deafness (increase ..... .| August 27, 1888. 
Loss of arms (increase) -| February 12, 1889, 
Total disability (increase) March 4, 1890, 
Dependent pension ........ June 27, 1890, 
Intermediate rate, betwee July 14, 1892. 
Indian war pensions.. July 27, 1892. 
Amending Navy pensi August 1, 1 
Army nurses’ pensions.. August 5, 1892. 
Mexican war (increase) January 5. 1 


From 1861 to 1875 the Congress was under Republican control, 
and all legislation upon pensions during that time was Repub- 
lican legislation. ith the latter year the Democrats obtained 
control of the House of Representatives. In 1878 the effect of 
Democratic control began to be apparent. The Republican law 
of February 14, 1871, was amended by the Democratic act of 
March 9, 1878, so that widows of soldiers of the war of 1812 
should lose their pensions upon remarriage; the term of service 
was reduced from sixty to fourteen days, and the provision which 
prevented those who had been in rebellion in the late war from 
receiving pensions was stricken out. 

The effect of this was to restore to the rolls the names of all 
pensioners of the war of 1812 which had been stricken off for 


7290 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD SENATE. 


JULY 11, 


participation in, or encouragement of the rebellion, This, with 

another act approved in 1879, giving three months’ extra pay to 

officers and soldiers of the Mexican war, were some of the meas- 

ures of that period of Democratic ascendency, and both were in- 

ara mainly to benefit persons who lived in the Southern 
tates. 

The principal measure of the six years of Democratic control 
in the House was the “arrears” act. But this was a Repub- 
lican law, in that it was introduced by a Republican (Cummings of 
Kansas), was put onits passage vya. Republican (Haskell of Kan- 
sas), was voted for by 116 Republicans and 48 Democrats in the 
House, a majority of the Democratsin the House voting againstit. 

In the Senate there were 27 Republicans and 16 Democrats 
voting in favor, and the 3 nays were all Democrats. A later 
Democratic limitation of the arrears was = into an appropria- 
tion bill reported by W. A. J. Sparks (Democrat) Hünole, 
creating a limitation of less than one year and four months that 
is, from March 3, 1879, to July 1, 1880 and that law has remained 
in force to the present. 


Briefly stated, the vote on the “arrears” act was as follows: 
For the bill. Against the bill. 
Porn 228 116 | Republicans 0 
Don 48 Democrats 61 


On January 5, 1885, on motion of a Republican to take up in 
the House the Mexican pension bill, so amended by the Senate 
as to confer pensions on disabled soldiers of the late war, and 
to increase pensions of widows and dependent parents and chil- 
dren, the following vote was had: 


For the bill. 
Republicans 
Democrats 5 Democrats „„ 

On the bill increasing widows’ pensions from $8 to 812 
month, on February 2, 1886, the following vote was had in the 
House: 


Against the bill. 


& 
r 


For the ditt. Against the bill. 
Republicans 118 | Republicans ————— .-. 0 
Democrats 80 | Democrats. 66 


All but two of these 66 Democrats were from the South. 


At the same time the Senate voted upon the Senate bill, No. 
1886, to pension disabled dependent soldiers, as follows: 
For the ditl. Against the bi. 
Republicans 
Democrats 


When this latter bill reached the House it died in commitiee. 
The dependent pension bill was cop upon under a sus- 
pension of the rules January 17, 1887, the vote being: 


For the bill, Against the bill. 


S 


On February 11, 1887, President Cleveland vetoed the bill, and 
the vote to pass it over the President's objections stood 


For the bill. | Against the bill. 
Republicans... ........----.------ 138 | Repuhlicans 0 
‘Demnoorats E 37 — s . 


Tabulating these votes upon the several measures we find a 


1 


For the bills. Against the bilis. 
Republicans 585 Republican 1 
Denice BRS GEIL Toe ee se Democrats occ e cone wene 426 

Shown in detail as follows: 
For the bill. Against the bill. 

Name of bill. Repub- | Demo- | Repub- Demo- 

= leans. | crats. | licans. | crats., 

Repeal of arrears Imitation 61 

‘exican pension, Senate amendment. & 

Widows’ increase 58 

Senate — 1880. 5 z 
Dependent pension bi 

Dependent pension bill, over veto 125 

r T tocekonuncoecss 426 


Let me now present a similar table of the votes upon various 
pension measures in 1890, which will show: 


For the bilis. Against the bills. 
runner T 719 | Repubtieans 20a- 1 
P E PAPE encencessten 392 


As follows: 


For the bill, Against the bill, 


Name of bill, 


Repub- 
licans. 


Repub- | Demo- 
licans. 


Demo- 
crats. crats. 


Dependent parents, Senate ant 
Morrill, 62-year I 
Morrill, Cheadle 60-year amendment 
Morrill-60- bill 

Disability, conference, House. 
Disability, conference, Senate. 4 
Biber 


Se SE 
ESA 


8 


——— 


Combi the two tables, it will be seen that so far as these 


reported roll calls show there were: 

For the bills. Against the bills. 
Republicans 1,304 Republicans 2 
DEMOER Se ance nomen Democrats 818 

I will now separate the House and Senate votes upon pensions, 


as above tabulated, and present the Republican and Democratic 
standing, by percentage in each body, upon pension legislation. 
I find that the following is the average ctive standing of 
the two parties in Congress as regards s ning the soldiers of 
the late war. That is, in the House, upon the important pen- 
sion measures of the past few years, the Republicans have fur- 
nished 73 per cent and the Democrats 27 per centof the affirma- 
tive votes; while in the Senate the Republicans have fur- 
nished 81 per cent and the Democrats 19 per cent of the affirma- 
tive votes. Of those voting against the bills, the Democrats 
have the undivided honor of furnishing about-100 per cent, the 
entire n ve vote—or 818 out of 820 votes. 

I should also state that the Mexican pension bill of January 
29, 1887, in granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the Mex- 
ican war, repealed the provisions of section 4716 of the Revised 
Statutes, so far as they applied to the soldiers of that war. That 
section of the Revised Statutes prohibited the payment of any 
pension to 9 or to the widow, children, or heirs of an 

rson who voluntarily engaged in or aided the late rebel- 

on against the United States. The effect of this repeal was to 
make eligible as pensioners very many who were prominent in 
the Confederate army, and who are now upon our pension rolls 
at 88 or 812 per month. I will ask the Secretary to read the 
following, w meppen the columns of the National Tribune, 
a newspaper published in this city: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

MEXICAN PENSION ROLL.—ONE WHICH IS NOT „ PURGED,” AND IN WHICH 
THERE ARE NO SUSPENSIONS. 


On the Mexican pension roll there are the names of 15,215 survivors and 
‘7,282 Ser and something over 3,000 cases were pending at latest orts, 
This makes a total of 25,497, or several thousand more men than the United 
States had in Mexico at one time d the war. 

These all receive either #8 or 812 a month. 

Among the names are those of the widow ot Gen. Samuel Cooper, a New 
Yorker by birth, who was Adjutant-General of the United States Army at 
the outbreak of the war, and used his position to aid the rebels in preparing 
for the struggle. He resigned his position to become utant-general of 
the Southern Confede , and officiated as such until the rebellion col- 
2 9" Mrs. Coo) has been drawing a pension since June 6, 1887. 

he widow of Thomas J. (Stonewall!) Jackson, who was next to Lee the 
most popar commander of the rebel armies, 

The widow of Maj. Gen. George E. Pickett, who commanded a division in 
the rebel army. 

The widow of Maj. Gen. Gideon J. Pillow, who commanded a division in 
the rebel army. 

The widow of Lieut. Gen. A. P. Hill, who commanded one of the three 
cops ot Lee's army. 

o widow of Sidney Smith Lee, who was dismissed from the Navy for 
ing over to the enemy,” and afterward became a commodore in the rebel 


navy. 
Ath Gen. James. R. Chalmers, who was Forrest's chief lieutenant. 
Gen. Dabney H. Maury, who commanded the rebel troops at the bat- 
tle of Chickasaw Bayou, 
Hon. S.B. M: ` United States Senator from Texas, who has been 
drawing his pension since May 27, 1887. He was a major-general in the rebel 


The widows above mentioned are of men who were educated at the Gov- 
ernment expense, and afterward fought to destroy the Government. They 
‘went on the roll at once, while last April there were pe the claims of 
145,520 widows of Union soldiers who had not yet been abletogeton theroll 

Mr. CULLOM. The law authorizing these pensions was passed 
in January, 1887, under Mr. Cleveland's first Administration, and 
most of these names were placed upon the pension rolls during 
theincumbency of Mr. Cleveland’s former Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. The effect of this sort of Democratic legislation is rather 

striking when compared with the suspension or reduction of 
many thousands of Union soldiers’ pensions, which had been 
made during the first year of Mr. Cleveland's second term. 

In the State of Illinois, which I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent in this body, there were between May 1, 1893, and March 
1, 1894, a period of ten months, six hundred and eighty-twocases 
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suspended by the Pension Office, and in the same time five hun- 
dred and thirty-two cases in which resumption of payment was 
ordered. It is not my province toshow why these pensioners in 
Illinois were put to the trouble and annoyance of suffering a 
suspension, carrying with ita stigma of fraud and wrong apon 
their part, which their subsequent restoration shows was with- 
out any reasonable justification. : : 

In the neighborin g State of Ohio, in the six months ending 
September 1, 1893, this Administration suspended 2,000 pen- 
sions. The names and residences haye been obtained and pub- 
lished. Why should there have been so much greater a pro: 
portion of frauds and rascals among O hio soldiers than in Illi- 
nois? It hardly seems probable that the soldiers of my State 
are three times as honestas those of Ohio. Perhaps my friend, 
the Administration Senator from Ohio, can furnish some expla- 
nation of this disproportionate ratio of evil-disposed soldiers. 
And then let me call his attention also to the fact that of the 
nearly 2,000 names of those suspended up to September 1, 1893, 
in Ohio, a list of 1,323 names restored to the rolls between Se 
tember 1 and October 30, 1893, was furnished by Hon. John G. 
Mitchell, pension agent at Columbus, to Hon. James F. Seward, 
chairman of the Democratic State central committee at Colum- 
bus, in time to publish before the election of November 2, 1893, 
soas to show to the people of Ohio that President Cleveland had 
hastened to correct the injustice done to the worthy soldiers of 
Ohio, who, it was claimed, had been suspended by the rascally 
Republican clerks (?) in the Pension Office. 

he matter of dates is somewhat significant in recalling this 
bit of history. In July and August, 1593, a whirlwind of indig- 
nation was sweeping the State of Ohio regarding the action of 
this Administration in suspending soldiers’ pensions by the 
thousands. An election was to be held in November, and some- 
thing had to be done. A necessity is laid upon us, said the 
politicians. Letters and telegrams flooded the Bureaus, the De- 
partments, and the Executive sanctum. A prominent Demo- 
cratic Representative warned the Interior Department that un- 
less the wholesale pier peace of pensions was stopped forthwith 
the Republicans would carry the next House of Representatives 
and sweep the Democratsoutot power. Restore those pension- 
ers, and do it quick!” was the burden of their cry. 

Over 1,300 Ohio soldiers were reinstated as quickly as the 
names could be written. A Deputy Commissioner of Pensions 
was hurried to the National Military Home at Dayton, Ohio, to 
explain matters to the soldiers there. But all the frantic haste 
to recoup the loss of prestige among np Buckeyes was unavail- 
ing. Thousands of good, reliable Democratic veterans deter- 
b to vote as they shot, and they gave, on that first Tuesday 
in November, a parting kick to the twin humbugs, Democratic 

nsion reform and Democratic tariff reform in the shape of 

„000 majority for McKinley. 

A great deal has been said by officials and others in regard to 
the frauds upon the Government in relation to pensions as a 

ustification for these arbitrary suspensions. There has been, 
now, and always will be a certain proportion of individuals 
in all classes of society who belong to the criminal element, 
- who will resort to fraud and crime where money can be obtaines 
by it. In some cases a few individuals have inaugurated schemed 
for a wholesale looting of the Treasury, and a few men may pre- 
sent a large number of fictitious or fraudulent cases. It would 
be very strange if such men failed to find a field for their crimes 
in the Pension Bureau. But it would beutterly false to say that 
any large percentage of the pensioners are guilty of fraud. 
Among a vast army which first and last has included perhaps a 
million and a quarter of actual pensioners, and many more ap- 
plicants whose claims were rejected, I fully believe that the 
proportion of crime is not as great as is found in other branches 
of the public service or in private business. 

A few years ago a Democratic Commissioner of the General 
Land Office began his official career by suspending vast numbers 
of land entries and in closing to the public the lands of the 
United States, in violation of the known policy of the Govern- 
ment. He brought ruin and desolation to the homes of thou- 
sands of innocent settlers by asserting that fraud permeated the 
3 system. The ped settler, the real homesteader of 

country, was subjected to such hardships as can hardly be 
appreciated by those unfamiliar with the subject. That there 
existed frauds is true, but a very few men were the criminals, 
and it was the rankest injustice to block the progress of the 
country by any such bold assumption as characterized the ad- 
ministration of the Land Office the earlier part of the first 
Cleveland Administration. 

Many parsa of the West have not yet recovered from the blows 
then inflicted, and the wrecking business was only stopped at 
last by the heroic methods of the then Secretary of the Inter- 
ior. e action of the present Administration, in so far as the 
work of suspension andreduction is concerned, presents a paral- 
lel to that of the Land Office in 1885-86, which had to be revoked. 


The Pension Bureau is justnow apparently doing what it canto 
retrieve the hasty action of its first eight months control, and 
Iam disposed to give it due credit for its present better-consid- 
ered course. Numbers of the 682s msions in Illinois were 
brought to my notice by letters of the most touching character 
from the old soldiers themselves, or from the widows ororphans 
whose eps and stay had been summarily taken from them. 

I could almost fill a number of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
with the plaintive and tearful stories sentto me. ButIneed 
not quote or read them. Their purport is known in a thousand 
neighborhoods and places all over Illinois. Everybody has 
heard the cry, and the common people haye seen and felt the 
woe. And the only defense and explanation which has been 
made—the only apology offered for the wrong and outrage per- 
petrated—is that there are many criminals and frauds upon the 
rolls who should not be there. Conceding this assertion, whence 
comes the authority for questioning the entire 8 pen- 
sioners in the United States? Because there is one thief ina 
community, shall we cast suspicion upon and impute crime to a 
thousand honest men in the neighborhood? Our Democratic 
friends who defend these methods of treating soldier veterans, 
did not hesitate to vote solidly the other day for repealing the 
election laws under which there had been nearly 7,000 persons 
prosecuted and 2,000 convicted of election frauds. 

They fail to listen to the cry which they know to be true, that 
the Congressional and other elections in large cities have been 
“honeycombed byfrauds” for years, but they can easily strain 
at the gnat” of the frauds upon pensions, which are readily dis- 
covered and quickly punished. Their inconsistent course gives 
color to the suspicion that they do not desire to have pure elec- 
tions so much as they desire to parcel out money from the Treas- 
uy to political s agents for hunting fraud among old sol- 

ers, 3 

I inserta report furnished by the Secretary of the Interior, 
showing a list of pensioners affected by the action of this Ad- 
ministration. The report does not give the names of the 9,509 
pensioners suspended and afterwards reinstatedatthe same rate. 

I will without read insert it in the body of my speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The document referred tosi as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTEBIO 


R, 
n, June 26, 1894. 

Sir: Lam in receipt of Senate resolution of the 14th of A 1891— 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, to inform 
the Senate of the number of pensioners whose have been sus- 
pended or canceled since the 4th day of March, 1893; the number of such pen- 
sioners whose pensions have been restored to the rate they meee arain at 
the time of such suspension or cancellation; the number, names, ce 
eee and rate of those pensioners whose pensions have been tially 
restored since that date, and the cause of the reduction of the rate they were 
drawing at the date of the suspension or cancellation; and also the number 
of those who have been fully restored to the pension roll at the rate they 
were drawing at the time of . or ; and the number, 
names, eons address, and the cause of sus on or cancellation of 
those whose pensions have been entirely suspended or canceled.” 

In response thereto I haye the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a let- 
ter and accom inclosures from the Commissioner of Pensions, to 
whom the matter was referred for report, containing the information de- 


Very respectfully, HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 

We on, D. C., June 26, 1894. 
Str: In response to your reference of the 16th of April last, of the Senate 
resolution dated A: 14, 18%, I have the honor to hand you herewith a 
statement sho the number of pensioners whose names were suspended 
between March 4, 1893, and May 10, 1894, and resumed at the same rate; the 
number of pensioners in whose cases payments were suspended during the 
same period, upon which no further action had been taken; the number of 
pensioners whose rates were reduced during that period; the number of their 
pension cates, their names, post-office addresses, former and present 
rates, and causes of reduction; and also the number of pensioners whose 
names were dropped from the roll during gH pario, the number of their 
pension certificates, their names, post-office addresses, and the rates they 


were receiving. 
‘The conte et pro is returned herewith. 
ery res fully, 
te WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
RECAPITULATION. 
Mexican | War 
Late war. WAT. 1812. Indian wars. 
Classes. Wid- 
Inva-| 5 Sur- | Wid-| Wid-| Sur- | Wid- 
lid. | OWS: | vivors.| ows. | ows. | vivors.| ows. 


Number of pensioners Dart angr Aey suspended and resumed at 
tween 4, 1893, 


e rium pean hose pensions ern! — between March 2885 
W. Were suspen 
Fan 8 May 10, 1894, in whose cases no further action had been 20 
—:: — — ON 
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addressee, 275 1 ove wager soe rates, q 5 whose 7 ns eee addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, ele. —Continued. 
suspended after Ma: 1 and resume ower rates prior to May 10, co 

389. for the reason that the pensionable disabilities did not exist ina degreeto e Anne 

warrant continuance at the Fe 


ormer rates. 3 | Rates. 
ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. cate Names. Post-office address. 
Nos. For- | Pres- 
Rates 4 mer. | ent. 
Post-ofce address. For- | Pres- | 396203 | Baldwin, Chas. S. . 737 South Queen street Lan- | 8.00 $1.00 
mer, | ent. caster, Pa. | 
— ss 529880 | Ballard, Marvin M.. Twelfth and Frost avenue, 8.00 6.00 
Kansas City, Mo. 
-| Brunswick, Me. 612.00 86.00 | 520005 | Ballard, Geo Jamestown, Ohio 12.00 8.00 
Manchester, Iowa ..-.......... 8.00 6.00 | 521110 | Bamford, Austin B.] Creston, Iowa -.. 4 6.00 
Andover, N. J 8.00 6.00 | 517611 | Bane, Joseph S 12.00 8.0) 
ine Bluff, Arlddgdd 4%. 8.00 6.00 | 523190 e, James e ee 8.00 6. 00 
Buchanan, Ohio 8. 00 0. 00 Banks, James W... . 171 Main st., Norfolk, Conn . (0 6. 00 
Crab Orchard, K. 10. 00 6.00 | 820614 Banks, Andrew. Natchez, Miss 12. 8.00 
Syles Ford, Tenn 8.00 6.00 | 683932 | Bankston, Albert.. Williamette, Ark 8.09 6.00 
Coffeysburg, Mo. 12. 00 8.00 | 519694 | Banker. William H.] Amboy, III 12,00 10,09 
Cromwell, Conn 8.00 6.00 | 765865 | Barr, Reuben Youngstown, Ohio 8.00 6.00 
Girard, Ohio 12.00 8.00 | 513552 | Barr, John W. Lorraine, W. va 12. 0% 8. 00 
Defiance, Ohio. 12.00 8.00 | 744227 Barr, Newman.. Beaver Falls, Pa 8.00 6.00 
308 Pine st., Ba! 12. 00 8.00 | 508454 Barber, Nelson.. 186 Butterworth avenue, | 12.00 6.00 
Bellaire, 3 8. 00 6.00 Grand Rapids, Mich 
Hyattsville, Wyo 8.00 4.00 | 688556 | Barber, Elam . Conn 10. 00 6.00 
Harrisburg, Pa. 12.00 6.00 | 412121 | Barber, Oscar 12.00 6.00 
Haskinville,N. Y 12. 00 8. 00 8.00 9. 00 
Burksville, Ky RRE 12.00 8.00 12.00 10.00 
Babylon, N. .....-- 6.00 2.00 12.00 6.00 
Empire, Ohio 8.00 6.00 6.00 4.00 
Clarence, Moo 10. 00 8.00 12.00 8.00 
90 Carroll street, Bingham- | 12.00 6.00 12.00 6.00 
ton, N. Y. 8.00 6.00 
Allard, Nathaniel...| Perry, IowWææãæꝶ 12, 00 8. 00 Barnes, Wilson 8.00 6.00 
Allen, Montlebert...| Rochester, N Y _.............. 12.00 8.00 Barnum, Stephen A. 8.00 6.00 
Allen, Martin V. B. . 1130 Wallace street, Philadel- 8. 00 6.00 | 565242 | Barnette, James . . Harrisburg, III 8.00 6.00 
phia, Pa. 627827 | Barnard, Thos, M...| Burlington, Ind 12. 00 6,00 
Broadhead, Wis ..............- 12.00 8.00 | 517609 Barstow, Levi Colgate, Ohio 12.00 8. 00 
3279 Sixth avenue, Troy, N. L. 8. 00 6,00 | 514829 | Bartenbacher, Jno..| Sanford, Mich - 12,00 8. 00 
Millersburg, III. 12. 00 8.00 | 514220 | Bartlett, Geo. W. . . Fillmore, III.... 10.00 6.00 
Carson City, Mich... 12.00 8.00 | 516916 | Bartlett, Philander | Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, | 12.00 6.00 
Morley, Mich ........ 12.00 6.00 A. oho III. 
Irwin, Iowa 12.00 6.00 | 510779 Bartholomew, Isaac Rear Peck street, New | 12.00 8.00 
Lebanon, Mo 12.00 8,00 C. Haven, Conn. 
Dayton, Ohio ._...... 12.00 8.00 | 507608 | Bartle, Birney G. . . Port Allegany, Pa-.............| 12.00 8.00 
Enfield. Okla . 12. 00 10.00 | 580538 | Barry, Thomas Middletown, Ohio 10.00 8.00 
Ohioville, Pa 12. 00 10.00 | 525320 | Bass, John -| Xenia, Onio 12.00 8. 00 
Norrisville, Må 8. 00 6.00 | 671351 Bates, Irwin Hartford, Ohio 8, 00 6.00 
Montrose, Iowa 12. 00 6.00 | 491893 | Bates, Chas. H Jackson, Mich 12,00 8. 00 
National Soldiers’ Home 12.00 8.00 | 515597 | Bateman, John C Piketon, Ohio.. 12. 00 8. 00 
Ten Mile Hill, S. C 8.00 6.0C | 517309 | Bauer, Nicholas. Cleveland, Ohio 12.00 6. 00 
Reddick, III 12.00 8.00 | 514845 | Bauer, William _ ork, Pa. 12.00 10.00 
Liverpool, Ohio -.| 8.00 6.00 | 510095 auman, William National Mili 10, 00 6,00 
2431 Francisst.,Baltimore,Mdj 12.00 8. 00 59 | Baum, Geo. WW Kenton, Ohio 12.00 8.00 
-| 77 Elizabeth st., Albany, N. X. 12.00 8.00 80200 | Bausman, Abraham | 1123 Gra avenue, Harris- 6.00 4.00 
341 W. Harrisonst., Chicago, Ill} 12.00 8.00 burg, Pa. 
Jefferson, Iowa.............-.- 10. 00 6.00 | 442245 | Baynard, Chas. E... foot) Sand 3 aaa kay 8.09 6.00 
' eon! araa AEEA 12.00 8.00 | 491507 | Bazler, Augustus. 130 West Fourth st., Ports- | 12.00 8. 00 
Holyoke, Colo. —-——— 12. 00 6.00 mouth, Ohio. 
Anderson, Jos. T.. . . Cincinnati, Ohio 12. 00 6.00 | 683709 | Bean. Jos. W Charlestown, Mass 8.00 6.00 
Anderson, James .. Salem. N. J. 12. 00 8.00 | 730908 | Beach, William A. . Ionia, Mien 8.00 6.00 
Anderson, James B. 8.00 6.00 | 522237 | Beach, Geo. W ...... National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 12.00 8.00 
Anderson, Jas. R 12.00 8.00 | 208252 | Beach, Geo Columbia, Mo ........-........ 6.00 4.00 
Anderson, Jas. H... 8. 00 6.00 | 555977 | Beadles, Jas. R.. Pilot Grove, Mo. 8.00 6.00 
Anderson, Adam N. 12.00 8.00 | 514815 | Beals, Jeremiah H... sida ben, Saal Ky 12.00 8.00 
Angstead, Wm. F... 8.00 6.00 | 510757 | Beal, William L.. .. Indian Head, Pa... 12. 00 8.00 
Antis, Geo. W.. 8.00 6.00 | 522710 Beal, Geo Yates Center, Kaus 12.00 8.00 
Anthony, Merritt... 8.00 4,00 | 755612 | Beam, Adam ` 9 =f 10.00 6.00 
Anton, Robert 10.00 8. 00 1 Bean, Abram Bradford, Mass. 8.00 6.00 
Appleing, John 12. 00 6.00 | 544705 | Bearss, Levi ........ Cedar Sp „Mich 10.00 6. C0 
551735 -| McEwensville, Pa. 12.00 9.00 
Appleby, Chas. N 12.00 6.00 Beard, Al A Ind 12. 00 8.00 
Archer, John M. 12.00] 6.00 12.00 8.03 
Arment, James 12, 00 8.00 12.00 8.00 
Arnold, Geo. W 12. 00 8.00 Beaver, Nelson.. 12. 00 6.00 
281934 | Arvers, Thos .. 12. 00 8.00 | 883979 | Bebarger, Jos. 10. 00 6.90 
518148 | Aseltine, Dar 12.00 8.00 | 525839 | Beck, John T.. 10. 00 8. 00 
Ashby, Geo.. Allentown, N. J 8.00 6.00 | 460590 | Beecher, Lina. 12. 00 11.75 
= 518057 | Ashby, ens Ashbysburg, K 12.00 6.00 | 571061 8 12. 00 6.00 
517 Atkins. bal Thorn Hill, Tenn 12. 10 10.00 | 699273 $108 Easton ave., St. Louis, Mo.] 8.00 6.00 
513163 | Atwood, Chas. E.. . Orange Park, Fla --| 10.00 8.00 | 600431 | Bell, Joss. Eighteenth and Nineteenth | 12.00 8.00 
520055 | Augustus, Harrison. ‘on, Kans..... . 12. 00 6. 00 and Land Msts NW., Wash- 
797555 Auf. 2 1 Espy, Fa A 8.00 6.00 ington, D. O. 
Ay ers, Delbert J Marysville, Ohio 10.00 | 6.00 | 527860 | Belles, Geo. A. Russell, Ohio 12.00] 60c 
510071 | Ayres, Jacob x. Cordova, p | 1 12. 00 6.00 | 518572 | Bell, James Millerstown, Ky. 12.00 8.0% 
302551 | Ayers, Adolphus B..] White Pine, W. va 12.00 8.00 | 507212 | Bell, Francis M. Creelsboro, Ky .. 12.00; 8.0 
340667 | Babcock, Amos Continental, Ohio -| 12,00 8.00 | 276727 Bennett, Samuel G. Homer, Mich 12.00 6.00 
Circleville, Ohio 12.00 8.00 | 830160 Bennett, Jas. W Sioux City, Iowa 12.00 8.00 
-| Sioux City, Iowa 12.00 8.00 Spring Valley, Ohio.. 8.00 6.00 
55 1 1 ie a 46 oe 
cks Pa. 5 2. . 
Port Union, Ohio 12.00} 8.00 8.00 6.00 
Pilot Mound, Iowa 12.00 8. 00 8. 00 6.00 
Findlay, Ohio 8.00 6.00 | 523216 Berry, John W... . . . Grand Island, Nebr 12. 00 8.00 
West Gardner, Mass --| 12.00 6.00 | 490103 | Berry, Jas. J.. . . Disputanta, Ky-.... 6.00 4.00 
Elm Grove, Mo ................ 12. 00 10. 00 12. 00 6.00 
1105 Marion st., Camden, N. J. 12.00 6.00 8.00 6.00 
Bentle, Pa 10,00 6.00 eee 5 si © = 
De 12.00 8.00 N. . 
ae Mlilsboro, Del. 8. 00 6.00 
12. 00 6.00 Brattleboro, Vt 12.00 6,90 
8.00 6.00 Warsaw, Ind. -| 8.00 6,00 
8.00 4.00 -| West Unity, Oni ---} 12.00 10.00 
1 z 10. 00 F st., Newport, 8. 00 6.00 
Chillicothe, Mo 10. 6.00 X. 
* Hartsell, Ala ..2.-.-----...- 8. 00 6. 00 | 510781 | Bickford, Chas. S. 206 Mic avenue, Jackson-| 12.00 8.00 
— National Military Home, Ohio 10.00 6.00 ville, III. 
Raird, 5 M Pa 8.00 6.00 | 510398 | Biesterfeld, Conrad.] St. Marys, Kanss 12.00 8. 00 
60559 | Baldwin, Geo. W. 10.00 6.00 | 516907 | Billings, Jos. C. 8.00 6.00 
514153 | Baldwin, Monroe... 8.00 6.00 ' 521898 | Billings, Edward. . Azalia, 10.00 0.00 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate es names, fete 
‘e.—Continu 


addresses, former rates and pressat rates, of pensioners, 


Names. 


Binker, Jaco 
B 


EM ioe! cane 
Geo. 
Blaisdell, Clark 


Blake, Sed 2 
Blake, Simon F Ee, To 


Blad 


Wm. 


Blackburn, 


Blackburn, Daniel.. 12. 8. 
Blackford, Jas. 5 Sh 10. 6. 
Blackman, Wesle; 12. 6. 
Blank, Josiah - 12, 8. 
Blazer, Jacob 10. 6. 
Blea, Roman 10. 6. 
Blea, Ascension 12, 6. 
Bleidinhiser, W OM 12. 10. 
Blew, Berkeley bag ruon street, Williams- | 10. 6. 
H T.. a AeA 12. 8. 
Blish, Albert G Claremont, N. il 12. 6. 
Blodgett, Fred'k L..| National Military Home, Ohio.] 10. 8. 
Bloom, David ......- Uniontown, Md 8. 6. 
Bloomifield, Steven Prete eat Ohio. -| 12 6. 
reed gears Volney. 8 N. Mex 12 8. 
seme Jeremiah...... illiamsport, Pa Pa. 12. 6. 
beer Podge € 988 . 12. 8. 
aoe -seventh st., | 12. 8. 
Now: ae ty. 
Rochester, Pa 10. 8. 
sox s. Nin: at „Philadelphia, 12. 8. 
Monmouth, n.. 1 8. 
Mayview, Kans 1 6. 
Ridott, ih 6. 
Sparta, Mo. 1 6. 
8 Ind 4 
6. 
6. 
6, 
8. 
8. 
6. 
6. 
6. 
Boster, Jas. K.. 8 Vernon, Mo 1 10. 
Bonge, Fred. Hartford, Ind 1 6. 
Bousman, Geo 1241 Mulberry street 1 8. 
Bowers, Sam L. — a 1 8. 
Bowman, Henry B. Brownstown, Ill.. 1 6. 
Bowne, Samuel J... t 9 1 6. 
Bowers, 3 Bennet S 1 8. 
Bowie, William: ----| 60 ites. tae Sayan street, Cam- | 12. 8. 
Bowers, Chas. A ....f 97 5 . Jersey City, | 12. 10. 
Bowden, Geo. W ‘or, Me 10, 
Boyd, Isom Columbus, Ohi 8. 
Boynton, Guy D Hinesbu: 8. 
Boyd, Ch Box 272, 8. 
Brady, Michae Des Moines, Iowa... 12. 
Brady, Will Lilly, P. 1 
2 Henry W.. . Union, Mo 
a, H ox Ener 1 


Bradford, Geo, A... 
Bradley, panes 2 


Bradley, Jos. H Tuckerton, N. J. 
Braddock, N. H ae te Wind Ridge, Pa.. 
Brannon, Chas Prestonburg, Ky. 


Breece, poe Gx 


Brees, Wm. F 


Brewer, 


Brewer, Stephen a 
Brickley, Geo. B. 


Booton, 1 
Borchers, Henry C. 
Boston, Chas. K.. 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890 - continued. 
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D See E SN 


k, 
Mount Liberty, Ohio 
3843 Elmwood Place, Chicago, 


III. 
National grist Home, Va. 
Linden 


— 


— et et 


M.. 


Seger ppm poe sae 


88888 8888888888888888 8 888888888 8 833883388 88888888888888 SS 888888888 888338888 8283838 888 888 8888 


Thos... 


Au Sable, Mich.. 
McPherso: a 
Zaleski, Ohio .... 
Plattsmouth, Nebr -raoin 


Third 


oe Fall River, Mass.. 


RPRBERREN gg N p p g Fo o Fo g Fo Fo 


Ind 
539 J: amaica ave., Long Island 
17 Main street, Hornellsvlile, 
Jericho, Ark. 


Griswold, Iowa 
Townsend, —— 
Marshfield, Mo... 
St. Marys, Ohio 

West Berlin, Ohio. 
Breeds Station, III. 
Abilene, Kans.. 


oe Ree YOURE 
RRSSPRRERR Reo m meme 


— 


88838 2833338228838238 8 SSSSSSSSS 8 88888888 SSSSSSSSSSSSSES SS 888888888 23832323383 388283 888 888 
enn eser P AAAPAAAPP 
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by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1800 continued. 
Post-office address. 


Broadwater, Wm. M. National Soldiers“ Home, Va. 812.00 


146164 | Broadwell, Homer.. | os ye ren avenue, Brook- 8.00 
yn, N. 
271815 | Brockelman, Chr: South Lancaster, Mass 12.00 
Brogan, e ----| 131 East Cumberland street, 8.00 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
742245 | Bromagem, John C. E. Las Vegas, N. Me 12.00 
520066 | Brooks, Isaac B.. Marlow, Tenn 12.00 
799843 BLOKA saree C....| Ravenna, Oh 8.00 
555350 | Brooks, James D. . alley, Baltimore, 8. 00 
627145 Brooks, James S —T—T—T—T—T—TTT A A 8.00 
Brooks, Chas. G_____ Coffeyville, Kans 12.00 
524783 | Brownawell, Jacob. Lebanon, Pa 12.09 
737288 | Brown, Ephraim 8.00 
519253 | Brown, Eugene 8.00 
708657 | Brown, David -...... 8.00 
516442 | Brown, Levi 8.00 
512889 | Brown, Aaron F... 622 North into street, 12.00 
Trenton, N. J. 
515571 | Brown, Andrew J...) Sixth and 8 streets, | 12.00 
Kansas City, Kans 
Waterproof, 12.00 
Pittsburg, Ohio. 12.00 
Lewinsville, Va 10.00 
Parkersburg, W. 8.00 
J Storrs, Conn 8,00 
Upper: Bh geeky Pa.. 9 
12.00 
440009 8.00 
8. 00 
12.00 
Clear Water, Nebr 12.00 
Brown, Wiiliam H.. 1 Winter st., Adrlan 8.00 
ch. 
648181 | Brown, William FV. .] Box 194 South Nowalk, Conn. 8.00 
508271 | Brown, Geo, W 260 West Marketstrest, Cham- | 12.00 
bersburg, Pa. 
393222 | Brown, Geo McCouchie, Md ................ 12.00 
509879 N John K. Rohrerstown, Pa 12. 00 
Brumfield, Benj. F. Millers, Ohio 12.00 
131718 | Brummett, Simon J| Los An es, Cal. 12. 00 
2 Bruner, Peter eg Fg o Ae eee 8.00 
51487 Brurud, Christian H.] Caledonia, N. Dak 12. 00 
Bryant, Geo 125 5 Cherry street, Nash- 8.00 
e, 
522150 | Bryant, Peter M. 12. 00 
508457 | Bryner, Samuel G.. 10.00 
259381 | Bryan, Beni 12.00 
98834 | Buc hib’d. 10, 00 
358295 | Bucklew, Jacob 12. 00 
582651 | Bickler, Frederick 8. 00 
589959 | Buchman, Noah 8 8.00 
394594 | Buchanan, Chas 12.00 
Buckminster, A. E. Cincinnati, O! 12. 00 
h 6.00 
12.00 
12.00 
57397. Tow: 8.00 
Buckley, David NI. 9 Steel . Auburn, N. N. 8.00 
690516 | Bunch, 8 C....| Fort Reno, Okla 8.00 
508260 | Bunch, John Marked Tree, Ar 8.00 
233586 | Burd, David Box 116, Elmira, N. K 8.00 
571054 | Burden, James A.. . Wapakoneta, Ohi-o 12. 00 
519009 | Burden, Mariler .. Farmers, Ky................... 12,00 
521894 | Burdine, Geo. W. . Lincoln, Ky_.............-.-... 12.00 
.S. Allentown, Pa 12.00 
Kregar, P. 8. 00 
Burgess. Pardeeville, Wis 12.00 
Sterling, Kans 12.00 
Albany, Mo 12.00 
565263 Georges Creek, Ky. 8. 00 
Hemmingtord, Nebr 12. 00 
Burke, Patrick National tary Home, Ohio] 10.00 
284928 | Burke, Henry W | Ouse, or ave.. Springfleld,| 8.00 
Celina, Ohio 12.00 
100 High st., Louisviil 8.00 
National Home, WiSs 12.00 
Dover, 8.00 
590523 urns, Commerce. Mo 8.00 
Burnap, Chas. 3 Rockford, III 12.00 
690919 | Burier, John........| Franklinyille, Md 8.00 
466919 | Bush, JohnH... .... White House Station, N. F.. 6.00 
512879 | Bush, Albert F.. Litchfield, Nebr ......------2-- 12.00 
511664 | Bushawn, William.. 608 McReynolds st., Peoria, III. 10. 00 
388507 | Butcher, 1 217 Highes st., Columbus, Ohio} 10. 00 
666843 | Butler, Philander . 207 Water st., Cincinnati, Ohio 8.00 
456880 | Butler, James H.. Xenia, Ohio 8. 00 
648125 | Butler, Harris O. . . Yankton, S. Dak. 8.00 
660130 | Butler, Melville 64 Plainfield, Mass - 8.09 
Danville, 11 12. 00 
500500 Byram. . OR OT eS EAEN 12.00 
120 West Second street, Sore 8,00 
mouth, Ohio. 
Sloan, Iowa 8.00 
10. 00 
Cagney, John. 12.00 
520416 | Cahoon, William C.. 8.09 
chard 12.00 
* 8.00 
8 00 


Statement showing nat-o fice 
addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc. —Continued. 


22 
2 
E 


8888 288 888888888888888888 SESSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 8888888 SS 8888888888888 8 838838383 8888 SS 88 


F r . P SASASSMSIm PAPP a 


Statement showing by laws and classes 
addresses, former rates and present 


Post-office address. 


Horse Shoe Bottom, K 


wega- 


Res 


— —— — 
De SEER = 


ie 


— 
P 


Carey, Charles 
Carey, Lorenzo, Dow 
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34 Genesee st., 
Tecumseh, Okla.. 

Hill, Fa BF 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 
Millville, N. J 3 
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Cavanaugh Patrick. 
Cawman, John W... 
Chadwick, James H. 
Challender. Levi 


366 Madison ave,,Albany, N. X. 


a 
fo 


NEN 
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Chandler, Jay 
Chandler. Geo, F. .. Millbrook, Mass 
Chandler, Marvm 


— 
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Charlesworth,Aaron 
Chavez, Jesus 
Chavez, Rafael 
Cheatham, Daniel.. 


— Fe, N. Mox. 
Forman, Okla. 
Webster City, Io 

Mass. 
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Cheetham, Wm. B.. 
Chisholm, Henry .../ 8 
Chitwood, John 


SReSheopk 


it t 


Ward. Philmont, N. Y.. 


ba 
ReeSerkak 
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Dryden, N. Y 
National Mili 
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Clow, Henry A 
Coates, Stephen. 
Coca, Antonis. 
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Belden ave., Norwalk, Conn 
1308 Madison street, North 
Kans. 


yettest., Syracuse, N. Y. 


Collins, Joel. 
patie dang Be 0. 


pe: 
Corbin, John A 
Cordon, Shedrach M. S 
Corzatt, 


-| Castle Rock, Minn 
231 Oak st., Binghamton, N.Y . 
oston, — 5 


Cox, Isander F 
Cox, Judah H 
Cox, Cesar 


514 Robinson avenue, Ports- 


Lafayette, Tenn. 
Jerome, Ohio 


Cranty, Michael 
Crawford, Wm 
Crawford, Jacob N. 


Croswhite, Jacob. 
Cr 


Curtis, Edward L 


— 
fa 


8 
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Clark street, Pittsburg, Pa... 
13 North Pleasant st., Taun- 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the numbers, names, : Statement showing Uy laws and classes ihe: certificate numbers, st-o fice: 
addresses, sames d hee rates and present rates, of pensioners, 9 — aoe addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, — ued, 
ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 
3 Rates. Certif: Rates. 
cate Names. Post-office address. For Pros a Names. Postioffice address. 
Nos. mer. | ent. 
511883 | Dare, Benjamin F. 31z Lombard st., Oak Park, III. 812.00 | %6.00 | 512924 | Duffy, Francis W 
391820 | Darnall, za ames Kans. 12.00 8.00 
512928 Darling, Le wis 12.00 10. 00 | 557477 | Dugger, James A 6,00 
510250 | Dasher, David 8. 00 6.00 | 655501 | Dunaway, James L. 6.00 
599488 | Dassett, William ... 8,00 6.00 | 242974 | Dundan, Benj.. F.. Lakin, 6.00 
466205 | Davy, James. W. 10.00 6.00 | 550532 | Duncan, Samuel & 00 
507003 | Davidson, William - aten g. Zanesville, Ohio: 12.00 8.00 | 587716 Duncan, Evans.._..| Bevier. 6.00 
514229 | Davenport, Henry Toledo, een ma 8.00 6.00 | 512013 | Dunlap, John L. . Sedalia, Mo 6.00 
621384 Davenport, Beni 8.00 6.00 | 508798 | Dunham, Samuel. Indianapolis, Ind 8.00 
637100 Davis. Henry C- Mattoon, Il 8.00 6:00 | 302833 | Dunn, Andrew W.. Ellenwood, Kan 8.00 
619777 | Davis, Lorenzo - 129 Baaactt st, Š Fracuse. N. V. 8.00 6.00 8.00 
507409 | Davis, William . P. C. Box 372, Lake Crystal. 12.00 6.00 555 — 8.00 
Minn 6.00 
5208 | Davis, Robert 1 5 N. Sciota st., Columbus, | 12.00 18.00 am 6.00 
6.00 
613624 | Davis, John B. = --| Meciire, Ching. ee 8.00 8. 00 6.00 
610462 | Davis, Morris dean a 8.00 6.00 12.00 8.00 
294872 Dawson, Thomas Sr. 3 8 — 12 8.00 12.00 8.00 
Bisse2 | Dayton, Hiram -| Sheboygan Falls, — 10.00 8.00 .--.| Royalton, Ky -...... 12.00 8.00 
509915 | Day, Joseph... misburg, 12.00 8.00 Eagle, Thomas ß 12.00 6.00 
614319 | Day, Reason Linton, Ind 12.00 8.00 | 331128 Earley, Sanford. ... Mount Gilead, Ohio - 8:00 6.00 
488053 Day, Charles H Carrollton, Ky. 12.00 8.00 Earhart, Martin L.. 12.00 6.00 
515638 | Dean, Mortimer. 105 S. Main oe Adrian, Mich 12.00 6.00 
626256 | Dean, Peter Butler; EK 8.00 6.00 | 274909 | East, Thomas. B.. Marshfield, Moo 8.00 6:00 
594667 | Deckman, John D. Dublin, Ma 12.00 6.00 | 553672 | Easton, John. . Pomonkey, Hd 12.00 6.00 
844900 | Decker, Aaron Montezuma, 8. 00 6.00 | 407739 Eaton, Henry 1 12.00 8.00 
7 Decker, David H. Union Grove, N. --- 6.00 4.00 
907106 | Defose, Chas. L. Worcester, Mass 10. 00 6.00 | 532905 | Eaton, John B 3 TUE eae fee ae 8.00 6.00 
511820 | Degeare, Andrew C. Crystal City, Mo 8.00 6.00 | 512943 | Eatinger, Richard 312 Southwest Fifth street, | 12.00 8:00 
663029 | De Harrara, Jesus.] Espanola; N. Mex. 12. 00 8. 00 Des Moines, Iowa. 
521108 | Deliett, Daniel Shamong, N. J. 12.00 6.00 | 628767 | Ebaugh, Wiliam H. 625 8.00 6.00 
457237 | Delany, John M. 0 „A1 10. 00 4.00 
Deniarest, Garret I. Schraalenburg, N. 10.00 8.00 | 514350 | Ebner; John 8. 00 
518621 De Moore, Levi Milibury, M 10.00 8.00 | 249789 | Eckar; Samuel 6.60 
515811 | De Moss, eas TES G Cumberland, — AO] 12.00 8.00 | 747245 chard, 6:90 
770214 | Denholm, David. Albuquerque, N. Me 12. 00 6,00 | 524820 „Austin 6.00 
512271 | Dennis, Alonzo Buda Obi0..<.....-.--5.-..2 12.00 8.00 | 521183 | Edgecomb, Robt. M 8.00 
12.00 6.00 | 942048 | Haminds, Osbo: 6. 00 
Edrington, Burl 6.00 
12.00 8.00 | 526748 | Edson, Robert S 8.00 
12. 00 8.00 515451 Emery, Edward 2. 8.00 
12.00 8.00 | 514359 | Edwards, James A.. 12.00 8. 00 
8.00 6.00 | 257189 | Hdwards, George W 6.00 4.00 
12. 00 6.00 Edwards, Abner 8.00 6.00 
Seas | Desha, Washineton 20. Haven, a oe guon, y| 10.00 18.00 | 820230 
563055 „Was! est St., gton, Ky . R enbe: — 8.00 00 
432114 | Detrick, Andrew. . Stewardson; il 12. 00 8.00 | 654186 Edson Robe bert D 10.00 805 
520628 | Detwiler, Samuel... 12. 00 8:00 | 514360 | Bifert, Henry ....... 8.00 6.00 
D508 | Dettinger, Jacob a. 12. 00 6.00 12277 | Eisenhower. Robert. Centerville, Mich 12.00 8. 00 
517067 Dethloff, Augustus ay tong Market street, Corn- | 12.00 8. 00 57608 | Elbert, Josepf mn 6.00 4.00 
s | Devoe, John F. L. 215 First a N. E., Wash- | 12.00 8.00 | 620505 * Christo- | Cuylerville, N. Kc 8.00 6.90 
m, D. 
514926 | Deweese.. Lemuel ...| Booneville, Ind ............-..- 12. 00 6.00 | 659151 Eige. James. Witts Foundry, Tenn 8.00 6.00 
516917 | Dewey, George I.. Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, | 12.00 8.00 Eley, William H.... Suffolk, va -..-22.- 12. 60 10.09 
521586 | Ellis, Willis S 10. 00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 Ellis, Isaac ..........| Columbia, M xo 8.00 6,00 
12.00 8.00 | 513652 „Ebenezer 12.00 6.00 
12.00 6.00 | 513650 | Ellis, Benjamin F. De Pue, Ti. „„ 8.00 6.00 
12. 8.00 | 516983 | Eliott, Winthrop F. Hancock st., Stoneham, Mass | 12.00 8.00 
12.00 8.00 | 692932 | Elliott, John W. Volcano, W. Va 10.00 8.00 
os re 514358 Elsbree, Irving A ARU Soldiers’ Home, To-| 12.00 8:00 
. 3 gus, 
Diffendaffer, Wm 12. 00 6.00 | 513647 | Elsworth, Hiram ili z 2 
Dimmick, Joseph 5 8 NB., 8.00 6.00 oe A7 Emge, Adam . 3 ia SES as 1205 805 
9 Emery. Thomas P kfort — $ 
Disbro, John Newville, 6 12. 00 6.00 | 510862 Bear George H Pleasant. 5 II 1205 4 60 
1 --| Circleville, Ohio. 12.00 6.00 | 194152 | Embrey, Virgil R... Chandler, Okla 8.00 6.00 
550531 | Dishon, Henry ...... Athens, 8 aS Se 12.00 8.00 | 523327 | Emmons, James H. Wilminton, Ohio 12.00 6.00 
513021 iven, Andrew. Ne wville, 12.00 8.00 | 514960 | English, James B.. West Newell, III 12. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 6.00 [ 274803 | E ih, W -| Wellsboro, Pa 12.00 6.00 
10. 00 6.00 | 516976 | Epley, James M Calhoun, Ky.. 12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6,00 | 105938 an, S . — Erd man“ P. 5 & 00 6.00 
Batavia, III 12.00 8.00 | 490121 | Erskine, Henry A.. Winfield, W. Va 8.00 6.00 
— bis gta Kans...... 8.00 6. 00 | 511207 Erskine, James W. . Dayton, Ky 5 — 8. 00 4.00 
511889 | Donnehower-LeyiL | Suplee, Pa nmn 12. 00 8.00 ] 510863 | Errthum, Michael _.| Pin Oak, Iowa 8.00 6.00 
516537 | Donlon, Patrick. Wege N * 12.00 8:00 | 797651 | Esquibel, Jose S. Las Vi 5 eee 12.00 8.00 
518914 | Donahoe, Hugh -_... 26 Central Park, Rochester, 12.00 8.00 | 806178 | Esser, Harman 378 Atlantic ave., Brooklyn, | 8.00 6.00 
‘74984 | Downey, Marion P. 8.00 6.00 | 668523 | Estep, John W Catawt 10. 00 
30 | Doniphan, Lan 8.00] 800| 508901 | Bstinghausen, | 113 Public N Cleveland, | 12. 00 405 
1 c | omur | pran s: 
. val amuel B... . 
12.00 8.60 — CC 14 80 805 
8.09 6,00 = 4 6.00 
12.00 | 18.00 8.00 6:00 
Downey, Daniel 1280 900 
„ Daniel ._.. 
Doxtader, Henry O 8. 00 on 5 — =a 
619271 | Doyle, James 12.00 6.00 12.00 6.00 
245578 n, Joseph H.. 8.00 4.00 8.00 0.00 
727767 | Drayer, Edward .... aca, Mich 8.00 6.00 
515861 | Draper, Grafton — Oklahoma City, Okla 12.00 6.00 8.00 6.00 
Draper, Francis A. Hamburg, oy — 12.00 6. 00 12.00 6.00 
381598 | Drewey, Merit. Versailles, K 8.00 4.00 8. 00 6.00 
618945 | Dreyer, Charles 311 Everett 43 Kansas 12.00 6.00 8.00 6.00 
517971 Dre 2888 Alex .... —— . — N 12. 00 8.00 ‘ed. 12 oo i $ 00 
683356 | Dry, Jacob Won 8.00 ‘arm: atri 
824388 Duty, Parik. int Rigen ict NW., Wasa | 1.00 00 8 N 
Farver, Geo . Berwick, Pa KK 12. 00 6.00 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the mids geo 3 rer gorr Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, post- O 
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u 
ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued, ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 
Rates. 
—5 Names. Post-office address. = 3 asaan 
cate For- | Pres- cate Names. Post-office address. 
Nos. mer. | ent. Nos. ak ANg) 
522805 | Farly, Patrick...... ark street, Wheel- | 88. 00 24.00 124961 | Punk, Frederick 108 Buckeye street, Cincin- | 810.00] 83.00 
„ W. nati, O! 
782955 | Farrington, J. U. . . Rockland, Md 8.00 6.00 | 433513 | Furnish, Lewis E...| Vevay, Ind 12.00 8.00 
708854 illiam Dixon, III. 12.00 8.00 | 516579 | Gallear, Tomas. National Military Home. . 
Sid 5 3 28 685 
elby, 0. 76140 | Galligher, Philip H. . . 
789895 Jacksonville I 8.00 6.00 Gamble, Harvey .. P 18 80 8 8 
513678 Warrens, Wis. 12.00 8.00 [ 521219 | Gamble, Robert... urg, Pa 12.00 6.00 
521974 Crawfordsville, 8.00 6.00 | 510190 | Gandern, Austin F. Grand Rapids, Mich 8.00 9.00 
150318 -| Reading Center, N. 8.00 6.00 485611 Gant, Nelson 53 Stoneman street, Cleve- | 8. 00 6.00 
517996 erguso Soldiers’ Home, Bath, -| 12.00 6.00 land, Ohio. 
521966 | Ferguson, Henry. .. 1033 Fourteenth street, Louis- | 12.00 8.00 | 738497 | Garrabrant, Isaac. Hamilton, N. .. 8.00 6.00 
ville, Ky. 317766 | Garrison, William A.| West Alexander, 8.00 6.00 
230707 | Feth, Joseph ........ Jeffriesburg, Mo 8.00 4.00 Garrety, Ed .| York, Pa 8.00 6.00 
288680 | Fetrow, Andrew J. Chili, Ind 10. 00 8.00 | 782247 | Garrison, EI illville, N. J. 8.00 6.00 
307442 William ......- Mowrystown, Ohio 12.00 8.00 | 519489 | Garrett, Silas A Vinal Haven, 12.00 6.00 
520453 | Fields, Benjamin Frankfort, K . 520156 | Garner, Tyler.. Knoxville, Tenn 12.00 8.00 
511905 | Fifield, Jehiel ....... Sheridan, Mich ..... 8.00 6.00 | 510485 | Gassett, James 12,00 6.00 
462387 ey, George H... South Webster, Ohio. 12.00 8,00 | 358024 | Gaskins, John E. 8.00 6.00 
512669 | Ferman, Moses E 8 12.00 8.00 | 667477 | Gaspard, Arthur. 8.00 6.00 
297372 | Fish, Daniel.......:. New Rochester, Ohio 8, 00 4.00 
515942 | Fisher, George 3414 South Fourteenth street, | 12.00 8.00 | 531244 | Gay, William J 10. 00 6.00 
isbur, 567773 | Gaynor, Thomas S. 12.00 8.00 
699776 | Fisher, George A.... 8 ä 10. 00 6.00 
513671 Fisher, Joseph C ge, I 12.00 8.00 | 259174 | Gear, Edward 12.00 8. 00 
— 75 Fisher, Abner E.. . Robinson, Kanns 12. 00 6.00 | 173122 | Gearhart, Jacob. 12. 00 6. 00 
Fisher, Miles 510 ee avenue, Battle | 12.00 6.00 | 515662 | Gearhart, John N.. 12.00 8.00 
Creek, Mich. 604593 | Geib, Dace cane 8.00 6. 00 
513659 | Fisk, George W W nek m 24 one, Clinton, Co- | 12.00 6.00 | 518011 George, Lorenzo National Military Home, | 12.00 6.00 
umbus, 0. 
305564 | Fister, Peter Glen Richey, Pa ...-...-..-..-- 12. 00 10.00 | 521607 | George, Edward. Meridian Hill, District ot Co- 12.00 8. 00 
511217 | Fitzgerald, James National Militar Home, Ohio 12.00 8.00 lumbia. 
457256 | Fitzgerald, Daniel..| Lot 3, Kildare Cape, Prince | 12,00] 10.00 | 274661 | Gibbany, Wm. A....| Stanberry, Moo 10.00 4.00 
Edward Island. 292379 Gibbons, William .. 10. 00 
519807 | Fitzgerald, Edward | Stanwood, Mich 12.00 6.00 | 512306 | Gibney, Patrick 8.00 
407547 | Fit ee immons, = Gloucester street, Ottawa, | 12.00 8.00 | 521988 | Gibbs, Pleasant 8.00 6.00 
anada. 
631732 Fieming, Samuel L. Hopkins, Mo 12.00 8.00 | 521223 | Gibson, William. 12. 00 8.00 
525477 Fleetwood, Solomon Medora, Ind ---| 12.00 6. 00 12. 00 8.00 
324654 | Fletcher, Daniel B. Daysville, N. Y ---| 10.00 8.00 12.00 6.00 
516988 | Fletcher, Foxwell...| Bancroft. Nebr .. ---| 12.00 8.00 12.00 6.00 
718489 | Flood, , Thomas 2 Cleveland, Ohio --| 800 6.00 12.00 8.00 
516996 | Flory, Henry G...... Pecatonica, 12.00 8.00 12. 00 6.00 
Flora, John Cloud, Ky. ---| 8.00 6.00 12.00 8.00 
673521 Flynn, COSTE ae . 10, 00 8.00 Gilchrist, John N. 12. 00 6.00 
521591 | Foahl, Ephraim 1 Navarre st. Canton, Ohio | 12.00 6.00 | 517377 | Gilman, A. I.. . 12. 00 8. 00 
725985 | Ford, Alden 2 Dana Place, Roxbury, Mass 10.00 6.00 | 481759 | Gill, James D.. . Campbellsburg, Rx 12.00 8.00 
711075 Ford, Daniel N...... Onset, Mass 8.00 6.00 | 576153 | Gill, Emory W. Princeton, Mass 8.00 6.00 
519796 Folckemmer, tie Indianapolis, Ind. 12.00 8.00 | 440159 | Gilmore, John T.. Le: W. Va... 12.00 8.09 
511530 | Foltz, Michael New Bloomfield, Pa 12.00 6.00 | 440779 | Gilpin, William J.. Marietta, Ohio oono. 8.00 6,00 
517990 | Ford, John K Et pa Ohio 12.00 10.00 | 490842 | Gilreath, Manson H. Hendersonville, N. G. 6.00 2.00 
468135 Ford, David J New Egypt, N. J. 10.00 6.00 | 515007 | Gilbert, John W Osage Mission, Kansas -| 12.00 6.00 
363243 Forbes, Robert Princess Anne, Va 12. 00 8.00 | 574198 | Gilbert, Michael .. Havre de Grace, Md. -| 800 6,00 
610507 | Force, Geo. S 45 hh street, Hobo- 8.00 6.00 | 553716 Gilbert, Clifton Richmond, K 8. 00 8.00 
ken, 509204 | Gillasple, Thomas J.| Chillicothe 12.00} 6.00 
516989 | Forrest, Geo ational Military Home, To- 12.00 10.00 | 636800 | Gillespie, Robert J.. Gillespie, Iowa 8.00 6.00 
us, Me. 55668 | Gilmore, Henry H. lis, Wash. 6.00] 4.00 
509049 | Forney, Jon M. Dope r Strasburg, Pa -| 10.00 6.00 | 519485 | Gingrich, Simon...- 8 12. 00 6.00 
524414 Fortney, Wm. F Eglon, W. Va. 10, 00 8.00 Ginnin, Charles 8.00 6.00 
517999 | Foulks, Peter V.....| 13 Hand avenue, 12.60 6.00 | 341240 | Gleason, Enos 12.00 8.00 
515672 | Gloshen, de 12. 00 8.09 
804295 | Foutch. John 8.00 6.00 | 515950 | Gobbel, Isaac H. 12.00 6.00 
516997 | Fouts, Thomas -| 12.00 6.00 | 514994 | Godd: „Levi 12. 00 6. 00 
292372 | Fovargue, Creasey, State Soldiers’ ‘home, Ohio. 6.00 4,00 God! 12. 00 6.00 
Ir. 514418 | Golden, Charles H.. 12.00 10.00 
303117 | Fowler, John Camden, Ohio 8.00 4.00 | 518342 | Goldsmith, Charles. 12. 00 8. 00 
512945 | Fox, abe Apdo B ....| Sioux Falls, S. Dak . 12. 00 6.00 | 603472 | Gonyea, Antoine. 8.00 4.00 
526859 | Fox, "ERRE, National Military Home, Wis- | 12.00 8.00 
xall, David 118 Geor Cincinnati, | 8.00 6.00 513258 | Goodman’ Charles. Tudia: 1200 905 
779133 | Foxall, David 12 Geo! stree a man, Charles _-| Indiana; 2 . 
Jà Ohio. K 516570 | Goodwin, Archibald,| Girard, 12.00 8.03 
515937 | Fox, James K. P. 9 N. Y 12. 00 8.00 Gore, Joseph........ Elizabethtown, Ky 12.00 6.02 
246850 | Fox, Charles Easton, Pa. 10.00 8.00 Gore, John. 163 Main st., Johnstown, Pa.. 8.00 6. 00 
513677 | Fraley, James H.... White Hall, iil 12. 00 6.00 | 524438 | Gorley, Alfred M... . Uniontown, Pa 8. 00 6.00 
511224 | Francis, Geo. W. ir. 708 A street NE., Washington, | 12.00 10.00] 521241 | Gordon, Thomas ii. Wardsboro, Vt 12. 00 8.02 
D.C. 509684 | Gordon, Jos National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 12.00 8.00 
789881 | Francis, Henry 12.00 6.00 | 514417 | Gott, John R. Farlinville, Kans 8. 0 6.00 
530586 neis, N28 8.00 6.00 | 307291 | Goubleman, Ed. J.. Wilson, Kanns 12. 00 6.00 
505533 Francis, Robert -| 12 pe 18 8 507878 Sonld Ls saan | m 1 z — 5 00 
511532 | Frank, Samuel sa . 09 
illiam..... 12.00 6.00 | 558168 | Gore, Al 8.00 6.00 
657780 | Franklin, Burton B. 8.00 6.00 | 600819 | Govan, 8.00 6.00 
620676 | Franklin, James H. 8.00 6.00 | 612962 | Grace, James R. 8.00 6.00 
Graf, Philip, jr 8.00 6.00 
12,00 | 10.00 | 549965 | Graham, Fran: 12.00 8.00 
518684 | Graham, Samuel Harrisburg, Pa 12.00 8.00 
| z 2 6.00 | 504457 | Graham, Jas. G bay 5 ave, Phlla- & 00 6.00 
10. 8.00 
12.00 8.00 | 572781 | Graham, Timothy.. id, Ohio 8 12.00 8.00 
12.00 6.00| 700687 | Grant, Frank P. 2 5 levue avenue, Detroit, | 10.00] 8.00 
8.00 6.00 
Wrights tsville, 12. 00 8.00 | 507876 Grant, Lewis J.. oor Dentlein street, Wash- | 12. 00 8. 0C 
Freeman, Wm. A. Greenfield, OO nnn 12.00 9.00 D.C. 7 
514367 | French, Anslo 906 Bowery st., Akron, Ohio 12.00 8.00 | 518013 | Granger, James letown Springs, Vt. 12.00 6.03 
482778 | Frese, olph -.... 511 Race st., Cincinna‘ cinnati, Ohio] 12.00 8.00 | 623951 | Grassley, Charles...) Greenfield, OH. 12.00 6.00 
527197 | Fries, Constantin. Houston, Ohio.._..............| 12.00 8.00 | 565475 | Grassle, Chas, 2 521 Jefferson street, Philadel- 8. 00 6. 00 
512951 | Fritz, Charles Evunsville, Ind 12.00 8. 00 200 a 
614373 | Froehlich, Henry E. Easton, Pa ~--| 12,00 8.00 | 511233 Grau, Louis East Seventy-third street, | 12.00 8. 00 
515655 | Froelich, Jacob Seatonville, Ill — 12:00] 8.00 New York City. 
523345 2 an, Stephen. Noble, III. -4 — 12.00 6.00 | 480739 | Graves, Geo. W Washington, Ohio 12.00 8.00 
711065 Fuller, Lucius M.... South 5 Mass. -| 8.00 6.00 | 591536 atures Tones Lancaster, Mo 12. 00 8. 00 
528952 | Funk, Henry Ebensbu 12.00 8.00 | 507685 | Gray, Robert Ebenezer, Tenn. 12, 00 8.0) 
511918 | Funk, William P. . Berlin, 12.00 8.00 | 516260 | Gray, Tenadeus A..| Hastings, Nebr 12.00 8.03 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the cert ite ape wife namen ost-o fice 


addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc.—Continued. 
ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 
Rates. 
Certifi- 

8 9 Post-ofice address. For | Pres- 
er ent. 
690743 | Gray, Ludwig Long Branch, N. J ......------ 26.00 
132255 | Greer, Ritchie 183 West a Picea street, 4.00 

è New York City. 
516263 | Greer, Lewis 80 0 avenue, German- 6.00 
own, Pa. 

275491 | Gregory, Philip National Soldiers’ Home, 6.00 
623973 | Greiner, Jobn.. 6.00 
595753 | Green, Chance 6.00 
518010 | Green, Luther 12.00 8.00 
641276 | Greene, Columb 8.00 6.00 
521226 12. 00 6.09 
Seas 8.00 6.00 
515650 | Green, George 12.00 8.00 
720594 8.00 6.09 
2977 | Gretten, Michael 120| 600 
Seuss | Gridley, Alveri È... n $o 
766020 8.00 6.00 
618686 | Griffith, Eli C........ 12.00 6.00 
669179 8.00 6.00 
8.00 00 
514392 12.00 | 10.00 
512308 10.00 00 
791638 8.00 00 
590805 8.00 00 
508309 12.00 00 
00805 ; ville, M. 8. 00 00 
496155 | Gross, Andrew 2311 N. Ninth st., St. Louis, Mo. 6.00 00 
Groves, John.. Brownstown, III 8.00 00 

Brownsdale, 12.00 

ris 10. 00 

Nebr 12,00 

12, 
12, 


12. 
512055 tion, 10. 
1 922 Walnutst., Allentown, Pa-. 6. 
511564 | Haas, Cyrus Rensselaer, Ind...............- 10. 
r 12. 
515674 17 Glen st., Worcester, Mass. 12. 
511959 | Haggerty, John Nation’l Military Home, Ohio.] 10. 
556225 -| Marshall, N. O. 12. 
392739 | Haines, John A Stockton, Mo. 12. 
556231 | Haight, Taylor DeWittville, N. Y 8. 
268465 | Hainer, George...... Middl N.Y 12. 
515992 z 
635123 8. 
812492 8. 
610525 12. 
614046 8. 
514454 Hall, Alva H. 12. 
512968 Woodburn, lowa 8. 
524012 ..| Spencerville, Ohio 12. 
51 Hale, Morgan Cleveland, Ohio 12. 
387419 | Hallett, Wullam „ Ontario, Can- 12. 
ada. 
626413 | Haley, John B... Linton, Tenn ......-......-.-.. 8. 
290107 | Ham, Milan . Knoxville, Pa 12. 
781328 Hamel, Augustin 10. 
636876 | Hampton, S. L. 10. 
530090 | Hammontree, James 10. 
620589 | Hammond, Joseph.. 8. 
571249 ton, Oliver P . 8. 
520176 | Hamilton, Alex 2 12. 
517707 | Hausman, Conrad ..| Paola, Kans 12. 
704129 | Haney, Thomas 2633 sah ho street, Philadel- 8. 
a. 


A 
Mount Pleasant, Pa.. 


& 

Bloomfield, Ind 12, 
National Soldiers“ Home, Va.] 12. 
.| Murphysboro, III 12 
Satillo, Tenn... 12. 
12. 

12 

8. 

5 

Jackson, Mich 12. 
702 Fourt 12. 
9 F 12. 
12. 

8. 

12. 

8. 


Port Allen, La . 8. 

Painesville, Ohio 8. 

Venetia, Pa 12, 

à 12. 

SESE 12. 

Harrellsville, N. C 8. 

enry. National Military Home, Ohio] 12. 

Harris, Thos. J., Jr.] 315 South Durham street, Bal-| 6. 
Harrington, John. 12, 


Harris, John J. 
Harris, Wm. J. 


Harrison, Henry 


S888 338883883 SSSSESSSSSSSSSSSS 883282838333 SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 


mopo 


SL MAMMA P ͤ c 
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PALM Seeger rerrrereeegges seeeerere 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, 


o- fice 


addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc.—Continued, 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued, 


Names. Post-office address. 


Hartsock, James F 
Hartlevan, Aug. V... 


Hart, Franklin J. 


Xenia, Ohio 
1015 Fourteenth street NW., 


Washington, D.C. 
1282 Cameron street, Harris- 


burg, Pa. 
Hart, Israel Saxton, P. 
Hart, Aaron.. Montice! 
Hart, Lewis J. Van Buren, Ark. 


Harvey, Joel R... yas 
Haskins, Iverson .... 
Washington, D. C 


Haskell, William A. Moodus, Conn -....-.-..----.-- 
Hasinpflug. He ---| Riga, Mich 
5 wen 

askins, Henry F. 
Hastings, Kawd. M. 


6337 Madison aye., Chicago, III. 
2108 Eighth street W., 


ga, Mic 
North Dighton, Mass 
Fairhaven. Mass 


— —— 


p Emp Ep SER E p pp pop E o SEND 


© 
3388283338 8883288888238 888888 8 SS SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSESS 8 888 SSSSSSSSSSSESSSSSSESESSS 88 


Hassenplug, Joseph. Milroy, Pa.. . 

Hatter, Louis Lancaster, N. Y. 

Hatter, Phillp. Lancaster, FU -s..-.--. 1 
Hatfield, Calvary M. National Military Home, Ohio 1 
Haver, Charles M. . . South Bend, Ind 1 
Havertield, Joseph H! Burlingame, Kans A 
Haverfield, N. H... . Cadiz, Ohio . 1 


Hawkinbury, T. F... 
Hawkins, Leroy H. 


Farmington, W. Va. 
Selby ville, W. Va 


SPSLASSMASESses eres p of 


8888888888 8888888888383 888888 8 88 SSSSSSSSSSSSSSESSSSSSSSS 8 SSS SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSES 33383 8 88 


Hershiser. Jacob. 
Hester, Owen 


Shelby, Ohio 
Chicago, Il... 
Dunmore, Pa. 


g 
— — 


Hess, Ja van Berlin, W. Va 8 

Hess, Isaac C. Marshall, II 1 

Heustis, Stephen W.| 8 Sycamore street, Cincin- 
nati, Ohio. 

Hiatt, Rich’d........ Winfield, W.Va ........----.- 


Hickey, Thomas .. 385 Central street, Manches- 


ter, N. H. 
Sidney, Nova Scotia 


Hawley, Hanford H. Perry, Mich. 1 
Hawley, Stephen L. Union City, Mi 1 8. 
Hawley, Eugene F. 2 
Moses 1 8. 
1 6. 
2. 
6, 
I. Essen 1 8. 
Hazzel, Peter 1 8. 
d, George R. 609 Nineteenth street NW., 6. 

Sioux City, Iowa. 
Hearon, John W.. . Argentine, Kans....----------- 1 8. 
Hearn, Jobn G.. . AAA 6. 
Heath, Joseph H. Te ris eee St., Little | 1 8. 
s N. Y. 
Se Chris- 330 E. Eighth st, New York ..| 1 6. 
an. 

Heck, Jonathan C. . Reading, PB a.... 8. 6. 
Hecox, Charles 3 5 5 A SEARS SES EP 8. 6. 
Heenan, James 99 Lincolnst,, Brighton, Mass. 12. 6. 
Hell, haties P....| 123 Pike st, Covington, K. 120| . 
ell, Charles P.. est., Co n, Ky. 12. . 
Helm, John . Creelsboro. K 5.00202. 12. 8. 
Hennessy, Joseph.. Brooklyn, N. Y. 8. 6. 
Henson, Henry H.. Neptune. Ohio. 12. 6. 
Hensinger, Charles -| Emaus, Fa 12. 8. 
Henderson, John H. Terra Haute, Ind. 12. 8. 
enry Aaron Soldiers! Home, B. 8. 6. 
Henry, Benjamin uincy, III 10. 6. 
-| Bainbridge, Ohio 12. 6, 
Paradise, Fa 8. 6. 
Herndon, Joseph.. Nixa, Mo 8. 6. 
Hersey, Henry F.... Hingham, Mass 8. 6. 
Herbert, Dan l Portsmouth, Va.. 55 = 
2. 6. 
0. 6. 
8. 6. 
2. 8. 
8. 6. 
8. 
6, 
8. 


— pi 
yo pr 


Hickey, David allas. 
Moreton, David 


enry. 
Hickey, John. GUA BARON oe SA Ee ea cand 8. 6. 
Hicks, James F Bull Run, Tenn 8. 6. 
Highs; Albert § 12. 6. 
th, Jacob 12. 6. 
ght, Fra 10. 6. 
Hildebrant, 10. 6. 
Heilbig, G 
e , Geo 10. 6. 
Hilt, 8 Š 8. 6. 
Hilbert, Solomon 10. 8. 
Hil, William A.. 12 8. 
Bin, W: 10. 8. 
12. 8. 
6. 4. 
a 10. 6. 
. 8. 6. 
„Hughes S 12, 8. 
Wilkesviile, Ohio 12. 8. 
FAA ASEA EEN 10. 6. 
8 5 Ave., Brooklyn, | 12. 6. 
Pipersville, Pa 12. 6. 
Point Pleasant, Pa.. 10. 6. 
Platteville, Colo... — 8 6. 
c 12. 8. 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va.| 12. 8. 
Terra Alta, W. Va 12. 8.00. 
Barboursville, W. Va. 12. 6. 
West Sunbury, Pa 8. 6. 
Stockdale, Kans. 6. 4. 
Horton, Kans... 8. 4. 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the numbers, names, post-office | Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names t-o, 
addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, ele. Gong ued. pe vata bl rates and present rates, of pensioners, ake. —Gontinus E 
ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. ACT OF JUNE 27. 1890—continued. 

Certifi- Certif- Rates, 
cate Names, Post-office address. 2 Names. For | teres: 
Nos, of mer. | ent. 
510206 | Hissing, Saml. W. H. National Milit Home, 86.00 | 801811 | Hush, Henry Lilly, Ohio i 

, Ohio. pik? > Hutchinson, Nathan Li; w: 

515017 | Hitchcock, Jos. T.. North Easton, Md ...- 8. 
§18696 | Hitchcock, David, zr. 1191 South Central Park ave- 6. 260134 | Hutchinson, Wm. W. 8. 
nue, Chicago, Ill. 506808 | Hyde, James 6. 
68692 | Hixon, Henry H. - 1707 Paoa street, Phila- 8. E 8. 
7 6. 
6: 
0. 
6. 
8. 


delphia, Pa. 
272855 | Hodgeman, John T. South Lyons, Mich 
607516 | Hodnett, Jason National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 
641347 | Hogle, George A. A 


Sh ob 


ipa 
8. S d 


Holcomb, Olie 
513719 | Holcomb, Jacob... Comm 
508704 | Holloway, Elias W. - Beloit, WIS 
577861 | Hollandsworth, J. M.] Fire Clay, Ky. a 
508516 | Holland, Michael. 841 aon VA GA Court, Balti- 


781427 | Holland, Lemuel,...| Portsmouth, Va TaN 
671624 | Holland, John D... . Mount Vernon, Tex 
511957 | Holton, William ....| Vickery, Ohio ....-.. 
1232; Ohio 


571262 | Holmes, John . . Jefferson City, Mo. 
523886 | Holmes, Benjamin..| Coffeyville, Kans.............. 
511800 Holste, Edward A... ytd street, Bridgeport, 
nn. 


519847 | Holton, John... Chicopee, Mass. 
287503 | Hoover, Charles Somerset, Pa.. 
Hooker, Charles aple 51 


568074 | Horton, Charles H. Pittsfield, Mass. 
515091 | Horton, Elias W. . Lebo, Kans 
844699 | Horton, Frank W. 
613211 | Horr, Seorge a keel 

Horrigan, John 


& 


Houseman, John. . 
Houghton, James R. 


en BRFB erg evelakeih Bickers 


rs 

522873 | Howard, Francis 12 
670048 | Howard, Charles A .| 117 Broadway; 8. 
521662 | Howard, Henry 5 Seigeist., Br 8. 
545884 | Howard, James HK. Louisville, K 12 
521635 | Howard, David S.. Morristown, Tenn 12 
608320 | Howard, William S.| Bellevue, Ohio 8. 
056197 | Howard, Thomas M.“ 80. 1 hi street, East Cam- 8. 
498809 | Howell, Aaron Mount Pleasant Milis, Pa.. 12. 
520479 | Howell, George. Potterville, N. J .Qr „ 12. 
855209 | Howell, Augustus. Winfield, W. Va 2a SF 
638894 | Hoyt, EI North Madison, Me - 8. 
Rockfield, Ind 12, 


Robbe 


— 


po po go po Fo po po o 


rtyville, Ind 
Hunts Corners, N. Y 
257 T. ye eT 
* California st., St. Louis, 
0. 
518717 | Humbert, David K. . Bowers Station, Pa 
378695 | Humphreys, J. W. . Iroquois, III 
520477 | Humphreys, Thos . Ciarinda, Iowa 
519085 | Hunt, Isaac E. . . Little Sioux, Iowa 


Benton Harbor, Mich 
Bushnell, III 


S 82388332888888 SSSSSSSSSSSESSSSSSSS SSSSSSSSSSSSSS 888882858 228888888 8888888 8823883888828282 888 8 ss 


g 88388253238388 SSSESSSSSSSSSSSSSSSES 838322528323832 88888888 SSSSSSSSS 8888888 8888888888888 sss 
p pes Sele SSPSSESOSASEP AS MARHOM AMMNGSOMSAMLAS denen sense PAVMNES geren PPP 


E BEeShkeBekssh 


1218 E 
vill 
100644 | Huston, Alman J.... ple Rien —ͤ— —V—— 


* 


isemann, George. . 624 New York avenue, W. 
ington, D. C. 

Jackson, Thomas.. Lawrence, R 

Jackson, Wm. H. 

J nes, Jno. H., alias enone Sata Ss 


James, Joel R. Fieldsboro, N. J 
James, Lemuel . . . New Dover, Ohio ‘ 
Jonathan, James Friends! Ohto x 


James, Edmund 
Janes, James.. 


88833383888 838 888888888 38 


PRNPERLASAAA PPA P 


Tee ee 0 21 lth st 8 

„ gene. . . ny 

Jeffery, Charles W..] Vanderbilt, Mich 

Jeffers, «| Venetia, PA. 

Jenks, Nathan A. . . South Onondago, N.Y... 

Jenks, Alonzo HK C 3 1 
Jenkins, John B. 


Pa 
1522 East Mon 


Seikatabhoras Kae SEN o 
2823282388338 SSS 8333832328 88 


Jester, Charles H... ument street, 


88 


SR ma PAPPPA T 


mopso RRE 
S8 88 8888838 2 8888888888 8888 888888888888 88 


8 2 88238883883 88 888888 8 8888888888 8888 8888888888 


w Re eee  pkeehhhaws Roms 


" Home, V. 
Johnson, Albert. 1325 Natlor’s alley, Was 


ton, D. C. 
Johnson, Thos. J. . 202 South Sean st., Bloom- 
Johnson, Abram D. 


a, 
58 Clinton st., Detroit, Mich. 


Johnson, Wm. G. . 2416 Quincy street, NE., Min. 
‘Minn, 


Johnson, John 
Johnson, John P.. W: 


Johnson, Samuel M. 


Johnson, Emanuel 12. 1i 
Johnson, Daniel OC. 12 6.00 
Johnson, Samuel... 12. 8.00 
Johnson, Sam’! R. . Bloo: 8. 6.00 
Jolley, Jesse A4 12. 10.00 
Joell, Napoleon Dunkirk, N. Y 8. 6,00 
Joyce, George H. 12. 8.00 
Joyce, John Madrid, N. Y 10. 6.00 
Jolce, Patrick 8. 6.00 

* 
Jordon, Pink Sing < Creek Roads, Nor- 8. 6:00 
0 * — 
Joseph, Wilson S...| Humboldt, Nebr 12. 8.00 
Just, William... 57 Canal st., Fall River, 8.00 6.09 
Justice, Reuben J-. Ward, Ohle .. 12.00 6.09 
12.00 6.00 
5 8.00 6.00 
10. 00 6.00 
10. 00 6.00 
12. 00 8.00 
8.00 6.00 
3 — 12.00 6.00 
EATE Rw 3.00 
8.00 6.00 
10. 00 6.00 
SR iE — 8.00 6.00 
i Home, To- 12.00. 8.09 
: gus, Me, H 

Keefauver, Peter R.] 82 Rowland, st., Canton, Ohio, 12. 00 8.00 
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showing by laws and classes the cert numbers, 


Blatement names, post-o 
addresses, Former rates and present rates, of pensioners, — 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


cate Names. Post-office address. 


608188 | Kellar, John W. 


515103 | Kellar, Elisha HK 
518750 | Kellar, Edward 


420477 | Keller, Zachariah -- 


1322, West Second street, Har- 
risburg, Pa. 


isomers, 1 
ap; ereit st., New York 


519872 | Kelley, George 
354178 | Kelley, Levi 2 
524908 | Kemmerer. Peter... Eee T 
511279 | Kennedy, Thomas H 216, 


508186 | Kennedy, Byron 
Kennedy, James 
512347 | Kenney, Seymour P: 
518787 | Kenyon, Monroe. 
253289 | Kerr, George H. A. Ree 
784524 | Kerr, James 
520230 | Kerswell, George A. 
267914 | Kerr, John B 
512348 | Kesselring, Lewis. Nepo: 
404300 | Kennecke, Chris- | Sou 


Mili Creek, Mich 

.| 934 West Fifth st., Erie, Pa. 

Morley, Mo 

116 W. Wilkins st., Jackson, 
Mich. 


Auburn, Ey. 
Missouri Valley, 
ern, Kans 
; eee Spring 
estnut aven = 
field, Ohio. potiri 
43 Tracy st., Cleveland, Ohio. 
D. Tenn 


Kni: 
Knorr, Wiliam 
517428 | Knodel, Emil.. 


572352 | Koenig, Albert 
647814 Koppelberger, A. 
637784 | Krieger, Andon Wapakoneta, Ohio 
575354 | Krigger, John.......| Casnovia, Mich. 
212703 | Krimm, Joùhnn 708 Franklin street, Williams- 


Portsmouth, Mich 


0 Ses 
4 2 street, Auburn, N. Y 


Allen T .. 
513006 | Lannon, Robert HK 


558886 | Lance, David xX. ] Weir. 
519884 | Langley, Wm H. McDaniels. 


14537 3 S. B. 
ot Laport, eee FI 
C ......' 

685447 | Larne, William E. 


Constantine, 
Kansas City, Kans 
Emaus, PS .252-2- cc ee ceves ony 


Independence, Iowa 


765594 

511292 | Landenschlager, 
Gideon. 

513009 | Laurer, Otto A. E 


Names. Post-office address. 


8 


22882388 8888 88888 88 8 
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8 


SSS 
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$8.00 
6.00 
8.00 
6,00 
2,00} 10.00 
12.00 8.00 
12.00 8,00 
8.00 6.00 
lumbus, Ohio. 
ONORE; Lewis | Francis, Ark 12.00 8,00 
5 Canal Winchester, Ohio. . 12.00 6.00 
rå, Jobn W. 1 10. 00 8.00 
Ledyard, Charles D. Semoun Military Home, | 12.00 8.00 
ans. 
Leete, Joseph A ....- Guilford, donn 12. 00 6.00 
Leete, Amos. H.. .. . 226 South Collington avenne, | 12.00 8.00 
Baitimore, Md. 
New Richmond, Ohio 1%, 6,00 
Mortonville, K 12. 6.00 
Harrisburg, Nebr. 12. 8. 00 
POUR Beste iene sooner es 6. 4.00 
Leidy, Jerome B. 604 Charlotta street, Philadel- | 12. 8,00 
phia, Pa. 
Leitner, Miller T. 12. 10. 00 
Leland, Phineas W. 12. 6.00 
Lemon, Jacob J 12, 8.00 
Lemon, Houston 12. 8. 
Burn: wes 8. 6. 
Lenhart, George S.. 8. 6. 
Lenox, William... 12, 6. 
12. 6. 
12. 8. 
12. 6. 
8. 6. 
8. 6. 
12. 8. 
6. 2 
8. 6. 
12. 8. 
12. 6. 
12. 8. 
12. 10. 
12. 
12 
10. 
8. 
2 
2 


po = 


Lindsay, John 
Linn, George W 
Lint, Wm. 
Litts, Samuel 
Litterst, Louis 


— — 
= 


Spo go e 


Lofton, Alexander 
en, Anthony. 


RRERRRSop 


a- 
Shee 


Washington, K. 12. 
Mount Savage, Md... 12. 
— — Hudson, I 12. 
-| Portsmouth, Va 8. 
—— eaud Bronson, Kans .. 12, 
Dayton, Ohio 12. 3 
B, m B. Mountainville, Pa 12. 
Long, David . a rea street, Wheeling, 8. 
Va. 
— Bridgeport, Mich. 2. 
Long, George W Middletown, Ohio 8. 
W. 8. 
8. 
12. 
12. 
8. 
12. 
12. 


888888 88888 88888 8238888322832833 88888 888888 38833883888 
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ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued, 


Montgomery, Mich 

Corner Ransom and Lyon sts., 
Grand 1 81925 Mich. 

Bluffton, S. U. 


t bik 


— 


DS 


as, Pa. 
Cerro Gordo, 
West Camden, N. Y 
-| Brownsville, Ky... 
Pleasant Ind 
Wolf Creek, Ohio 
West Manchester, Ohio 
Highland Station, Mich 
525 Rose st., Baltimore, Md 
40 K street, NW., Washing- 
ton, D. C. 


E 


— 
te 


5 


e DR pere serer 
S888888 88888888 8888888888888 8888888888888 888888 3333 
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ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


Rates. 
Post-office address. For- | Pres- 


B 
& 


Trout River, Ni 2 


623187 | Le Graft, Richard.. Mount Clemens, Mich. -| $8.00] 86.00 
514583 | Linn, Wm. H Rafter, Teun 12.00 6.00 
54339 | Lynn, Thomas des Twenty-fourth st., 12. 00 10. 00 
— ton, D. C. 

Me tee, Wm. H. nee 12.00 6.00 
749601 | McAnaney, Pat'k H. 304 Revene st. 1 Pa. 8.00 6.09 
513883 | McBride, James Burlington Funct on, 10 12.00 6.00 
559175 | McBride, Davidson. Lowellville, Ohio 10.00 6.00 
F 788070 McCabe, Thomas e Sipat: ave., New Vork, 8.00 6.00 
513851 | McCabe, Patrick. .. Swedeland, Pa. - 10.00 8.00 
666461 | McCall, ‘Theophilus. sh pr ig Hospital, Phila- 8.00 6.00 
e 

257367 | McCandliss, Rob't R Emporia’ Fans, 12. 00 10.00 
519565 | McCaffert jom- Caledo: 10.00 6.00 
612418 49 Fenwie 8.00 6.00 
50698: | McArthy, T. Jamesvill 12, 00 8.00 
21 McClintock, 2 S.] Lincolnia, Va 12. 00 10. 00 
716714 McClease, Sampson. Newberne, N. C.. 8.00 6.00 

609530 A Isaac...| Rockwood, Tenn 8.00 6 

270557 | McClure, Theodore A| Leitchfold Ey Se 12.00 8. 

505202 .| Seranton, 8.00 6. 

521711 5 North st., Cincinnati. omie 10. 00 8. 

508195 2 Bruen street, Dayton, Ohio} 12.00 6. 

520535 N 12.00 8. 

522950 12.00 6. 

257369 8. 00 6. 

516046 | McDaniel, 12.00 10. 

511005 | McDaniel, James 12.00 6. 

56315 12.00 8. 

511306 12.00 8, 

522501 | McDonald, Arthur. 45 Jackson s = NE., Wash- | 12.00 8, 

McDonald, Robt. A. Coal Center, Fa 8.00 6. 

519447 | McEwin, Hugh. . . Uxbridge, Mass - 12.00 6. 

616324 | McElhiney, Robt. H. Wilson, Kans. 8.00 0. 

550776 | McElroy, He .-.-| Springfield, Ky.. 10.00 6. 

4 McElheinney, Sami] Portsmouth, Ohio. 12, 00 6. 

516315 | McElwee, Divers B. Driscol, W. Va 12.00 6. 

510002 | McFadden, James 535 — a street, Harris- | 12,00 6. 

12.00 6. 

8.00 6. 

12.00 8. 

12. 00 8. 

12. 00 6. 

8.00 6. 

12.00 8. 

8.00 6. 

10, 00 6. 

12.00 8. 

8. 00 6. 

10.00 6. 

8.00 6. 

10.00 6. 

8.00 4. 

12.00 10. 

12.00 6. 

12, 00 8. 

12.00 8. 

Duquoin, III 12.00 6. 

10,00 6. 

8. 

0. 

8. 

6. 

6. 

8. 

8. 

8. 

8. 

6. 

6. 

8. 

8. 

6. 

8. 
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Well Spr 12. 00 
a; O 12.00 1 
Buchtel, 12. 00 
Orrville, Ohi 2 
Wattsburg, Pa 8.09 
National 12. 00 
Van Buren, Ark 12.00 
Clear S 12,00 
Tal 12.00 
We 12.00 
ls, 8. 00 
1 Mahaffey, qames 12. 00 
881011 | Majors, Samuel E. Earlington, Ky.. 12. 00 
510088 | M. phy, John . Lewis P. 12. 00 
519560 | Maloney, Michael . Mattoon, 12.00 
604946 | Malone, Simon B. Normal, 12.00 6. 
500197 | Mankin, Santo 12.00 | -6. 
523519 Anderson, Ind 12. 00 6. 
530123 Elton, N. 8. 00 6. 
516309 | Mann, James Elizabethtown. KR. 8. 00 6. 
611299 | Mann, William D.. Southwest corner Hawthorne | 12.00 6. 
— Fitch sts., Dayton, Ohio. 
522996 Harrisburg, ORIG cease 12.00 8. 
514609 | Manly, James L.. New 3 Ohio 12.00 10. 
535574 | Marbis, John National MilitaryHome, WIS. 8.00 6. 
M 6.00 6. 
6.00 2. 
8. 00 6. 
8.00 6. 
. 8.00 6. 
12.00 6. 
8.00 4. 
8.00 6. 
12,00 8. 
10. 00 6. 
8.00 6. 
8.00 6. 
12. 00 6. 
00 


= 
zo 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate ey Sane 
addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc. 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


names, Penne 


Certif- Rates. 
ga Names. Post-ofce address. For- | Pres- 
mer. | ent. 
803189 | Martin, Joseph B... walnut, yg ee gs. 26. 
516079 Martin, Norman R.. es a st, NE., Washington,| 10. 
512624 | Martin, David....... National Military Home, Ohio.] 12. 
653031 | Martin, Joseph 88 Ingram st., Hender-} 12. 
son, Ky. 
408517 | Martin, John W.. Jamestown. Kans 12, 1 
526883 | Marvin, John H. Ellsworth, Mo 12, 
519951 | Mason, Andrew Lewes, Sees 12 
668717 | Mason, Albert.. -| Lushton, Nebr. 2. 
620751 | Masten, He H. ae Mich. 10. 
699479 | Masters, WIIllam. West con teat Vt. 8. 
515732 | Maston, Silas........ N: Sron ional itary Home, | 12. 
516059 | Mathews, George W. Hamer: 8 12. 
825174 Matthews, Peyton..-| 407 Seventh st., Henderson, Ky} 1 
516673 | Matthews, Chas. W.| Mystic, Iowa 1 


119389 | Mathews, Andrew J. Beéllton, W. Va. = 
607642 | Matthews, James M.| Spring Creek, Mo.. S 
509742 | Mathews. Thomas J.] Watonga, Okla... 
514581 | Matlock, Isaac R. . Nokomis, III 
520546 | Mavity, Leonard... Goor, Nebr. ------ 


602328 | Maxwell, Henry J. . Sumter, S. CG. i 
522408 | Maxie, John M.. Somos “Onis, 0. P 4 
285539 Maynard, Rich'd L. East Springfield, Pa. 

523333 | May, George W... Dixon a ä 

514617 | Mayer, David.. . . . Danville, 8 

723833 | May, George T.. Cleveland, € Oiio; box 354. 
531343 | Medcalf, John D.. Huff, K 
791101 | Meek, Jacob Indian Creek, Tex. 


513393 | Meisenbach, Simon. Colehour, Tl... 
458014 | Mchan, Lawrence. Cannelsb 
688789 | Melton, David G.. Gilkerson, 
522969 | Melvin, James B. 
483303 | Melvin, George 
3576 Mencer, John W.... Magnolia, W. V 

512635 | Menelaus, George.. East Des e aNs 


692375 | Merrill, Joseph O. . Bloomingdale, N — 
91397 | Merrick, James 1382 E st., Washington, B. 8 — 

489629 | Merchant, H ---| Allegan, Mich 

734470 | Merifield, John G.. . Waterville, Ohio 

630137 | Mercer, Lueius -| Piqua, D. 

508555 | Mercer, Barnett C.. Donnelison, Iowa 

517767 | Meserve, Jared W... Milford, Mass 

512016 | Meyers, Henry F... National Military Home, 

0 
522484 | Middleton, Gilbert. Quincy, ili 
758483. | Middlebrook, | 77 West Houston street, New 
Franks York City. 
372286 | Miller, Robert J Turbotville, Pa.. 
736286 | Miller, John A K 1835 Third avenue, New York 


City 
518410 | Miller, George W. Iowa. P alls, Iowa 
509350 


Miller, George R. Avery, Kaus 
752217 | Miller, Thomas H... i 
647235 | Miller, William R. Mooresburg. 
515496 er, Henry C.. Zauesfleid, Ohio. 
516056 | Miller, Ezra W. Woodward, Iowa 
524080 | Miller, Abraham . Newton, Kans 
356322 | Miller, Levi .. Danville, Pa 
515739 | Miller, Jacob Dunbar, Pa. 


777187 Miller, Casper, form- | Ridgeway, Pa 
poe Casper Phan- 


509362 | Miller, Elmer E New Wea wed e pst Re See 
512873 | Miller, Frank Fayetteville, N. .. 
516073 | Miller, Herbert E.. 20 egy 2 street Worcester, 
ass. 
521716 | Miller, * B. Central City, W. va 
523571 | Miller, Madison H. Allendale, III nann 
513384 | Miller, Norman 1168 Pear! st., Cleveland, Obio 
§23528 Akron, Ohillio ts 
Penton, Miss : 


:| Franklinton, Ky 
Nicholasville, K 
Norma City, 


1| Newcastle, Ind 5 
East Palestine, Ohio 


514608 | Million, Moab .......) Connersville, Ind—— 
509738 | Monk, Alexander a Soldiers’ Home, 


517464 | Montgom ä 
4095 2 2 ery, 


ee 


— 2 2 


— 
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ACT OF JUNE 27, 1800—continued. 


2 


Polk City, Iowa 
West Bay city, Mich 


, William W.. 
Moritz, Simon H HK 
Morley, Daniel E 
Morrow, Thomas S. 
Morse, James. 
Morrison, Andrew. 
Morrison, Andrew J 
Morris, Thomas C 
Morris, Marion. 


Morris, Francis M... 
Morris, Thomas 
Morris, Thomas A K 
Morris, Thomas J... 
Morris, George W. 

Morris, Charles F. 
Morgan, Reuben H.. 
Morgan, David W 


Mosher, Annanias .. 
Moss, Barnard K 


— 


SRS Seeger sSrerereree 


Burlington, Kans 
2634 Woodland street, 


Blue Mound, Mo. 
Princess Anne, E 2 
Fort Edward, N. Y 

National e Home, Ohio 
Burnetta, Ky 
Pomeroy, Iowa 
Upper Sandusky, Ohi 
201 Courtland e Balti- 


— 


Wakeman, Ohio 
Millington, Mich 
Xenia, Ohi 


Port Jefferson, N. Y -... 
Centertield, Ohio 


Pri S SSN 
8888 SS SSS SSS SSSSSSSS S888 


Mowles, John .--- 
Mourer, Stephen 


SERSERSRERRE Eo 


Seeger MPRP A SAMAAMAMASS Sama Srassose 
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stal Dale, N. Y 
Rogers, Ohio 


— jet 
— 


90 f ge fõ e po NS 


S 8888 888888 2 SSSSSESSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 


Little Hickman, Ky- 


1 Pa. 


——— — 


2015 Fourth avenue, South 
uneapolts, Minn. 
9 Military Home, 


— — 


Nauer, . ae — 


Neal, James R 
Neal, 3 A 


— 


Neely, James l. J 
Neeld, Samuel W... 
Neff, Benjamin L... 


PREAnS S ff e SE 


urges, Mo 
-| New Comerstown, Ohio. 
Mortons Mills, Iowa 


de de e fe ſe e 
2s 


pp 
ss 


— — 
P 
— 


P p 


— pat pat 


Edinburg, Ind 
Brockton, Mass.. 


New London, Pa 
St. Paul, Nebr 
Galloway, Ark... 


— 


Nichols, Arnold M.. 
Sinos, Henry W... 

chols, Samuel 
Nicholson, Jacob... 


Go p FO ma FO po S S po FO FO e FO O e D 


ed T 
Wender. 
N Thomas 


— 
— 


Noble, James 
Noel, Franklin 
Norris, Charles A... 
Norton, Miles 


Norton, Henry B. 
Nokes, Thomas 


Norcross, Fran 
Nowak, John 
Nunemaker, Jared 


paap asSeSoaancamamaSprmam @ 


8 street, Cincinnati, 
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addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, et pars nem ee 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


Post-office address. 


Fort Wayne, Ind 


519582 812. 00 
515188 Helen Furnace, Pa. 12. 
Clinton, Ky........... -| 8.00 
612276 Freer trast N. Mex -| 12.00 
S 12. 00 
515192 National Soldiers’ Home, Va.| 12.00 
A 800 Russel ave., St. Louis, Mo.| 8.00 
518817 „George. 1452 Twelfth st., Racine, Wis 8.00 
471461 2 street. Providence, R.I.| 8.00 
529138 276 Putnam avenue, Zanes- | 10.00 
ville, Ohio. 
517140 National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 12.00 
520874 199 Flint st, Rochester, N. V. 12.00 
515193 .| Everton, M.. 12. 00 
529131 | Oldaker. John T. ay nese AEDE 8.00 
16534 | O'Malley, John.. EET o E seen 8.00 
83832 | O'Neill, Hugh H. Soldiers ana Sailors’ Home, | 12.00 
572176 | O'Reilly, John o 8.00 
29114 | Ormrod, Thos. G National Military Home, | 12,09 
Leavenworth, Kans. 
622391 | Orman, Richard C. . Lake street, Geneva, N. Y....| 8.00 
515195 | Ort, John . York, Pa 8.00 
520282 | Osborn, James Torry; Mion osc eit ccs eae 12,00 
510334 | Ostrander, Wm. E. Mansion Altay N. N. 307 Broad- | 12.00 
751683 | Otto, William ......- Mitigar City, e 8.00 
542387 | Ott, Charles 1110 Locust st., Camden, N. J. 8.00 
520280 | O'Toole, Michael. .. Wilkesbarre, Pa 10.00 
521383 | Owen, William H. . Redfield, Mich. 12. 00 
512847 | Owens, Heman E. 12. 00 
529695 | Owens, Granderson 8.00 
510112 | Page, William W sun la 12. 00 
659010 | Page, Charles B. 437 West Forty-fifth street, | 12. 00 
New York City, N. Y. 
516339 Page, George........| Flintville, WIS. 12.00 
534469 | Paine, Henry H..... Cambridge, Vt. 6.00 
519920 | Paine, James L. North Anson, Me. 12. 00 
522545 | Palmer, George H. Winchester, III 12.00 
Parker, Richard . Victoria, Tenn 8.00 
704407 Parker, Andrew. Athens, Ohio 8. 00 
691509 | Parker, Gould E ....| 66 Court st., Brockton, Mass. 8.00 
517793 | Parker, Edward R. Scranton, Pa iii 12. 00 
359982 Parks, David Bloomington, Iud 12. 00 
156434 Parks, Samuel W... Hot Springs, Ark 8.00 
314117 | Parman, Francis M. Heilman, Inga 8. 00 
486405 | Parrish, Daniel W. Potomac, III 12.00 
728206 Parsons, Timothy. Newfield, N. x. 8.00 
Parsons. Cecil D., jr. Fowlerville, Mich.. 10. 00 
824872 | Patrick, John F. Slayer ville. K. -| 12.0 
807814 | Patrick, Robert E. Omaha, 1 — ——— A 12, 00 
323310 | Paterson, Geo. W. Bentley Creek, Pa 12,00 
680365 | Patch, Samuel H.. . Joplin, Mo- 8,00 
602615 | Patterson, Charles.. 121 Peart su: Evansville, Ind.. 8.00 
511677 | Patterson, Joseph Watkins, N. — 8.00 
516083 | Patton, Erastus. 12. 00 
798870 Patton, Henton. 8. 00 
518162 | Patterson, Wm. B. 12. 00 
543892 | Patterson, Rufus M. 8.00 
552007 | Patterson, Alfred.. 12.00 
623473 | Payton, Levi 8. 00 
526099 | Payne, Evander M.. 8. 00 
477317 | Payne, Thomas J.. Evansville, III. 8.00 
508897 | Payne, George 12. 00 
587039 | Payne, Andrew J...) Li 12.00 
Pearl, Rufus 8.00 
519919 | Pease, Erwin M. 12.00 
812391 | Pease, Frank D . 12.00 
832463 | Pease, John DP. Gandy, Nebr 8.00 
521391 | Peatt, William....._) Jeffersonville, Ind 10. 00° 
515203 | Peck, Thomas Canaan, W. va 12. 00 
511683 | Peck, Asa a Chadron, Nebr 12,00 
676352 | Peet, John H 10. 00 
312485 | Peirce, Harrison 12.00 
511036 | Petee, Charles HK 12.00 
523010 sanp Wm. H.H... 12.00 
668779 Pepall. , George W 8. 00 
518431 | Pep: George 12. 00 
Perkins, Charles. . Manchester, Iowa a 8.00 
10.00 
8.00 
12.00 
12.00 
8.00 
12.00 
12.00 
12.00 
10. 00 
8.00 
12.00 
12.00 
Peters, Hendley B.. 8.00 
63735 ee on 12. 00 
521397 | Phelps, Fred. A. 12.00 
19139 | Philho’ Handy oo. 0.00 
519159 ower, Isaac N. 10. 00 
4 | Phinney, Edwin W. 8.00 }. 
Phillips, George W. 12.00 
510610 Phillips, George W. 12.00 


T 


2 
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7302 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JULY 11, 


Statement showing by laws and classes the numbers, names, Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, post. o 
pr Peta one bn ee T FT rates, afponsionare. jp yaar tt ei 


s. ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued, 


Ra 
Certis- pe Certin- Rates. 
cate Names. Post-office address. cate Post-oflice address. 
Nos. Nos For- | Pres- 
mer. | ent, 
672063 | Phillips, Amos . Dickey, Ark 86.00 |. 519165 
5389885 | Phillips, Bazzel . . Topeka, Kans 6.00 | 5924 1 
561420 | Philpot, William B.] Mason Valley, Ark 6.00 | 509125 | Rettig, Adam 6.00 
511689 | Pierce, Charles B. ee street, East Boston, 6.00 | 558479 | Reynolds, John 6.00 
ass. 
522547 | Pierce, Nathan__-__- 12.00 8.00 | 505319 6.00 
511696 | Pierson, Charles. 12. 00 10.00 
521769 | Pierson, George 32.00 8.00 | 549016 6.00 
681735 | Pilant, Alexander 8.00 6.00 
8. 00 6.00 
10. 00 6.00 | 853314 10.00 6.00 
8.60 6.00 12202 12,00 8.00 
12.00 8.00 | 660894 | Rice, George 8.00 | * 6.00 
12.00 4.00 12.00 8.00 
8.00 6.00 | 693152 Rick, Isaac 8.00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 | 516773 | Rich, Charles S 12.00 8.00 
6.00 4.00 | 511366 | Richey, Alexander.. 10.00 6.00 
12-00 | 6.00 | 522566 Richards, Ell 10.00} 6.00 
12,00 8.00 | 516760 | Richart, Robert S ..| Pal 12.00 8.00 
8.00 6.00 | 312887 | Richards, Samuel 12.00 8.00 
12.00 6.00 | 675630 | Richmond, Francis. 6, 00 4.00 
io. 8 “4 Rickets, David 12.00 8.00 
478320 | Polson, Alexander 6.00 4.00 | 807067 | Rider, Andrew. 12. 00 6.00 
611037 | Polen, Thomas 12.00 6.00 | 5100388 | Ridge, John 12. 00 8. 00 
12.00 6.00 | 594251 | Ridenour, Benj. F 10, 09 6.00 
8.00 6.00 | 520318 | Ridenour, Samuel 12,00 8.00 
12.00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 | 514678 William D... 12.00 8,00 
8.00 6.00 | 514681 y, Jackson 12.00 6.00 
Broadland, S. Dak 12.00 8.00 
Frankfort, Ohio... — 12.00 8.00 
Oxford Junction, Iowa 12.00 6.00 ville, Ky. 
Brownville, Me 8.00 6.00 | 796156 | Ringiand, Joseph P. 73 5 street, Chi- 8.00 6.00 
Dallas City, III 12.00 8.00 
Mound Valley, Kans 12. 00 6.00 | 516348 | Ritter, Newton J J 390} Ohiost. Terre Haute, Ind. 12. 00 10. 00 
Philadelphia, Mo.....—- 12.00 | 10:00 | 513078 | Rich, Sidney H... Riverhead, N. x. 10.00 6.00 
Yankton, S. 12.00 6.00 | 510652 | Roach, Lyman S_.../ Texark ..... ISO 8,00 
Mulkeyto 12. 00 8.00 | 593226 | Roberts, Charles. Rochester, Mo 12,00 6,00 
23 Monroe st., Ithi 8.00 6.00 | 517802 | Robertson, Jos. R. 12.00 8.00 
8, 8.00 6.00 | 724713 | Roberts, James 8.00 6.00 
Pear 12.00 6.00 Robertson, Enos 8.00 6,00 
Blanchester, Ohio 12.00 6.00 Robbins, ron W.. 12. 00 8. 00 
517147 | Priestly, Francis 12.00 8.00 | 669775 | Robinson, Daniel M.] Setser, R -| 8.00 6.00 
#47318 | Pritchard, H. H. 8.00 6.00 | 794305 | Robins, W; — 5 1 nv Place, Cincinnati, 8.00 6.00 
ans. 0. 
523040 | Pritchett, Wm. T.. Cambridge, Md . 12.00 6.00 | 518863 | Robinson, James T. 156 Sixteenth street, Osh- 12.00 6.00 
531404 | Provo, Sami G. . . ] Hackingport, Ohio 12. 00 8.00 kosh, Wis. 
853590 | Pryor, Charles M. . . La Cygne, Kans — 12.00 10.00 | 609714 | Robbins, Joseph K.. 8.00 6.00 
502396 | Pudenz, Simon 63 West Court st., Cincinnati, 8.00 6.00 | 515778 | Robinson, Wm. H 8.00 6.00 
Ohio, Robinson, Giles H 12. 00 8,00 
512674 | Pugh, John p 12.00} 8.00 Robnett, Joseph S Wa: 8.00] 6.00 
56173 | Pugh, Robin 10.00 6.00 | 574598 | Robinette, Augus- | 303 12. 00 8.00 
515703 h, Harrison. 12. 00 6. 00 tine. 
518147 Pullen, Samuel H 12. 00 8.00 | 517188 | Robnett, Enoch 12.00 8.00 
508083 | Rockwood, Elijah .. 12.00 10, 00 
505220 | Pulley, Jenn .-| Hun 8.00 | 6.00 481112 | Rockhill, Robert N- Gran 18.00 8.00 
599986 | Putnam, David H. . 169 Co: 8.00 6.00 | 529727 gers, Charles A. 8. 00 6.00 
3 Y: 411967 | Roo, Daniel J., ir 8 10.00 8. 00 
634534 ry, William O. W 8 5 8.00 6.00 Roemer, George onee, Wis 12.00 | 10.00 
497657 | Quinn, Franels. Red K —— 10.00 6.00 | 522112 rs, ~-----| 116 Hawley stree 12. 00 8. 00 
503428 by, John G .... 12.00 8.00 ton, N. Y. 
662020 :67 Emerson ave., Chicago, III. 8.00 6.00 
510310 | Raber, John. . ] Lebanon, Pa 8.00 6.00 Galesburg, Mich 12.00 8.00 
597140 12.00 8.00 Mancelona, Mi 8.00 6.00 
12,00 8.00 
12. 00 8.00 10, 00 8.00 
12.00 6.00 12. 00 6.00 
Lewis. 8. 00 6.00 12, 00 8.00 
John H 8.00 4.00 i | 58.00] 6.00 
Monmouth, III. 12:00 | 6.00 
525125 | Raney, Robert D 12.00 8.00 en, Ohio 8.00 6.00 
522122 | Randall, Samuel 10.00 6.00 Thompsonville, Mich... & 00 6.00 
509795 | Randall, Milo 8.00 6.00 Arcanum, Ohio 10.00 6.00 
513087 | Raidan, Wm. J 10.00 8.00 12.00 8.00 
677805 | Ratcliff, John T. 8 8.00 6.00 8.00 6.00 
195415 | Ratcliff, Robert.. th, 8.00 6.00 6.00 4.00 
622445 | Rawlee, Alonzo B. .] Fulton, N. X. 8.00 6.00 19.00 6.00 
390470 | Reyburn, Griffin .. Glen Elk, W. Va ai 8.00 6.00 Oel m.... 8. 00 6.00 
illiams 902 Seventh ave., Altoona, Pa. 12.00 8.00 281 Turner street, Grand Rap- B.00 6. 00 
America. III 12. 00 8. 00 ids, Mich. 
8.00 6.00 Oak Hill, Mo. 12. 00 6.00 
10.00 8.00 Rosedale, Ind 12.00 6.00 
12.00 6.00 23 West Sixth st., Newport, 12.00 8.00 
12.00 6.00 Wellington, Kans 12.00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 Stillwater, Okla 12.00} 10.00 
8.00 6.00 akob. 1545 Prentice st.,Louisville, K 8.00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 | 598087 | Roth, Johann 2873 South Seventh street, St.] 8. 00 6.00 
12.00} 10.00 y 
12. 00 8.00 8.00 6.00 
12. 00 8.00 12.00 6.00 
12.00 6.00 12.00 8.00 
12.00 6.00 8.00 6.00 
1280 6.00 dicil, Milldal „K 8.00| 6.00 
— ©, eases —— cdpi x 
6.00 2.00 916 Northst., Philadelphia,Pa) 8.00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 | 451818 | Ruehle, John 1079 Vine st., Cincinnati, Ohio.] 8.00 6.00 
ti- | 12.00 6.00 | 494054 | Rieger, Henry rbon Cen P. 8.00 
more, 708352 | Rumbaugh, James Apollo, Pa ......-....- 6.00 
- 628029 | Reiter, Nicholas. . Columbus, Ohio -.............} 8.00 6.00 | 512701 | Rumbaugh, Theo 6.00 
269961 Remmele, Birdsey S. Osseo, Mien 12.00 8.00 R Martin 10.00 
82405 . William P.. Waverly, Mo ———.—.— 88 8.80 037107 | Rupp, Lenry. --] Uriah, En. 600 
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showing by laws and classes the numbers, names, Statement showing by laws and classes the certi, numbers, names, 


Former rates and present rates, of pensioners, eic.—Con! 
ACT OF JUNE 27, 1800—continued. 
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West Unity, Ohio __.. 
Eaton Rapids, Mich. 


Shields, WIlliam 


8 st., N. W., 810. 00 
Knoxville, Tenn 


p 
8 


pS 
88 


ppp 


trict of Columbia. 


Short, John 
Shreves, Henry S-.- 
Shriner, e, 


Ruthferd, Henry. Tulsa, Ind. T 
Ryan. Andrew, 
urke, Andrew. 


Mammoth Springs, Ark 
3 Milis, Pa 


— — 


ERehoreek , DEE 
282282828383 888238382828238 


p Emomp 


Linderville, Mo- 
Chilli: 


— 
— 


Rees 


38 Ferry st., Fall River, Mass. 
200 ra ee street, 


— 


— — 


Sanders, Francis E. 
Sanders, James C 


Sanford, Mark 
Satlirthite, Pompie_ 


Sawyer, Nathan T.. 
Saynisch, James W. 


Scotch Ridge, Ohio 
kla. 


0 
1301 Center street, Little Rock, 


a 
eventh street, 
Mo. 


Avon-by-the-Sea, N. 
St. Albans, W. Va 


fe 9. 


seph. 
Schenck, Otto H.. 405 
Schneider, Morris.. 


— 


loa: 
Smallwood, Aaron 


R 


88 88 888 88888 888888888888 88888 88888 8888888 


ah Re Rof Pop gp pot p pho gog fe ge r 


Smalley, John W 


. 


H 


83 2838333283888383 38323888888 SSSSSESSSSSSSSSS 2 SSS 8 888 


Schillinger, Henry.. 
Schlenbäker, John. 


S88 88 888 88888 888888888888 88888 88888 8338832% 


ogee 


tional Milii Hom 
idiers’ and 'Sallors" 


Smith, Albert. 
Smith, William T .. 
Smith, William. Bı 


H 
r 


Schweizer, Theo. 
Seuuettenduede È; 


— 


Scott, Addison 
Scott, Clark. 


iets 
mm © FO FO po oo mm 


Ala 
reet NW., Wash- 


Someryille, 
615 Twelfth st 
ton, D. C. 


829 Locustst., Newport, Ky 


Scott, 8 eB North Platte. Nebr. 


Seritchfield, Sam’i.. 


ith, August 
m: us 
th, Pleasan: 


ice, 
South West City, M 


Smith, Peter M. 
Smith, JacobB 


Smith, Daniel H 
Smith, James E 
Smith, John A. 
Smith, Robert T 
Smuck, Valentine 
S Willi: 


my am. 
Snedicor, Philetus..| Peckville, 
Asb Yorktown Heights, N. Y .. 


Sellars, James H. 
Semmel, David S 


Se ppp geen pes SESE SEMESe SF Mpp beer erer pappp mpppp apessoo® 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS SSS 88583 88888 3388 SSE 


Snowden, ex. S. 
Snowden, Alfred 


Shallenberger, J. B. 
Shank, Samuel D. 
Shannon, Wiliam.. 


EEE akeSkkekhe Sopr 


— 
— — 
Sk 


Scessgeerergers 


Linton, Ini 
Papinsville, Mo 
Stockford, Ohio. 


PRES 


ts, 
Shenefelt, Henry C. 
Sheehan, Patrick 


E 


Sheshan, 

Shepherå, Wm. F... 
Shepherd, James 
She Tim 


Sheppard, Wm. X 
Bherwood, Homer.. 


go Fe ge 


n, Ze 

Soldiers’ Home, Bat 

82 Pacific street, Fi 
Mass. 


E Rom Peeps Reema Sk 
SSSSSSSSSSESSSSESSSSSSSSSSS SES 88888 SSSES SE 


Segeberg 


Se 


2 


88888888888888888 8 
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g SSSSSSSS SSSSSSSSSSESsesese 


© Seger bagger 


6. 
6.00 
6,00 


Sopapapppe 
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509994 | Suggs, John L..... Monmouth, III 
635407 | Sullivan, John 
geld. & 


516353 | Sullivan, Michael. 354 Jersey a Trenton, N. J 
505575 | Sullivan, Patrick Mass 
511781 | Sullivan, G — 


515302 | Turner, John F.. 


— — 


o SSS 


90 fe fe S pl pe 


888 8888888888888 233332833 88 8 


Yale, III 
512136 | Surbey, Jacob 8 ells, Morris National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 


1 
1 
621440 | Sutton, Harmon Belvid 512786 | Tyler, John Kullison, Kans 1 
515281 | Sutton, William A.. 12, 513121 | Taylor, 3 Re 1 
619617 | Sutliff, Nathan a, Mich 12. 293845 Chapel 1 
745582 | Suters, Chris 1116 ce street, Philadel- 8. 1 1 


phia, 


— showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, Statement showing by laws and classes the certi e numbers, names, post-o. 
addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, SF gear th tet , addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc. a OGRE 
ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890— continued. 
Rates. Rates. 
Cortifi- Certifi- 5 
cate Names. Post-office address. cate Names. Post-office address. 
Nos Nos. ~ For- | Pres- 
mer. ent. 
513108 | S „James A. ast. 3 N. T. $6.00 | 559400 | Temple, Carter, jr., | Indianapolis, Ina 00 $ 
459497 | Spices. Franklin D agaras N. 6.00 alias ‘Garo . are bis 2o 
517530 | Spofford, Edwin I... 6.00 kins. 
Springman, George. 09 6.00 | 521837 | Tennison, Geo. W Konpe de Leon, Mo 12,00 6.00 
536024 | Terry, Joseph... Poland, N. K 8.00 6.00 
518169 9 Ino. W. 0⁰ 8.00 | 480617 | Tester, Henry W Vaughtsville, Tenn 8.00 6.00 
785648 | Stabler, Ready Mich 00 6.00 | 523128 | Thacker, Stephen. . Huntington, W. Va 12. 00 8. 00 
730720 | Stafet, Adam 29 Alger st., So. Boston, Mass. . 00 6.00 | 523115 | Thelon, Albert P. . Randall, Minn... 12. 00 8. 00 
392645 | Stafford, James Jordan, W. Va. 00} 10.00] 519209 | Thorpe, Robert F.: Bluffton, Ind 12.00 6.00 
515238 | Stage, Charles E. Lawrenceville, 00 6.00 | 517238 | Thornton, Wm. W. . Prestonsville, Ky. 12. 00 8. 00 
256541 | Stahl, William 00 2.00 Thornton, Richard. -] Dover, Okla 12. 00 6.00 
562354 | Stante, Louis 8.00 6.00 509 | Thompson, John 115 Hughes st., Baltimore, Md. 8.00 6.00 
731705 Thompson, Doctor.. Fayette, ———— 8.00 6.00 
512773 | Stanley, Alvin J 12,00 8.00 74054 | Thompson, Wm. J.. Hutchinson, ee 12.00 6.00 
527459 | Thompson, J ohn Huntington, 8. 00 8. 00 
520622 pomp Gideon..... 12. 00 6.00 | 516839 | Thompson, Thos. H.] 104 Short st., Harri 8,00 6.00 
297045 | Stansbury, 8.00 6.00 | 517840 Thompson, Amos. .. 23 South Feeder st. 12,00 6.00 
638956 | Stanton, Thomas.. 12.00 8.00 ton, N. J. 
769062 | Stanley, Thomas 10.00 6.00 | 117063 | Thompson, John B.. apts 1 wae Erie | 12.00] 10.00 
unty, 
520352 | Stapleto: --| 12.00 6.00 | 518935 | Thompson, S. N. Grey Eagle, Minn 12.00 8.00 
611729 tet ams RTE 12. 00 8.00 | 606493 | Thompson, Robert. Ga Prisons Hanis. 8.00 6.00 
517226 | Stark, John 10.00] 8.00] 711817 | Thompson, Jacob. Kirwin, Hans. 8.00| 6.00 
517220 | Starkey, David 12.00 8.00 | 521492 | Thompson, Dan'l F. Tuscumbia, Mo 12.00 8.00 
513977 | Starbird, Joseph 8,00 6.00 126 Union st., Jersey City,N.J.| 12.00 8.00 
521794 | Stark, George 12.00 8.00 8 st. North 12.00 6.00 
sia | Stearn Care 1 zo| Eo Gae mE EEES 
Steele, Robert W 8.00| 6.00 e 
298221 | Steele, John S 12.00 8.00 | 718105 | Thomas, Jesse 8.00 6. 
Stewart, Harrison..| Garnett, Kans .. 8.00 6.00 Thomas, Thomas 8.00 6. 
599014 | Stewart, Thomas Durham, Ark 8.00 6.00 | 536044 | Thomas, Smith. 8.00 6. 
516814 | Stewart, Robert .. Charleston, III 12.00 10.00 | 373725 | Thomas, Lewis Marion, Ky 12.00 10. 
508938 | Stewart, Jeremiah. . 721 Scott st., Wil 12.00 8.00 | 512782 | Thoroman, Jas. M .. 12.00 8. 
512713 Stewart, Chauncey .| Cor. McClure ave. 12.00 8.00 | 668317 | Thrall, Reuben R... 8.00 6. 
395270 Tichenor, Wm. R . 12.00 8. 
528317 | Sterling, John L. 12.00 6.00 | 796452 Timmons, Wi. 8.00 4. 
475566 | Stephens, Zachariah 8.00 4.00 | 605207 m. 7. — X 8.00 6. 
80334 | Stephens, David . . Tuls: 8.00 6.00 | 513484 8.00 6. 
613576 | Stephens, Robert H. ©, 8. 00 6.00 | 512791 — es Hout, 11. Homer, O 12. 00 8. 
625799 | Stephenson, Alex 3 bet. Eleventh and 8.00 6.00 | 514012 | Todden, Claus Chatsworth, III 12.00 8. 
Twi ttle Rock, Ark. 521479 | Todd, John M EED State Soldiers’ Home, Ohio. 10.00 6. 
518195 | Stephens, John 8.00 6.00 Va 8.00 6, 
707395 | Stevens, Elias A 8. 00 6.00 8.00 6. 
521435 | Stevens, William me 12.00 6.00 12. 00 6. 
517824 | Stevens, Geo: 8.00 6.00 8.00 6. 
225688 | Stevens, Asa .. 8.00 6.00 10.00 8. 
Stiers, Joseph =... 8. 00 6.00 8.00 6. 
681220 er, Jackson, 8.00 6.00 | 598253 Towers, Thomas P. et Ma 12.00 8. 
Ed 523744 | Tracey, Walter J... . Almena, Mich 12. 00 6. 
Tracey, David -...... Cameron, W.Va... 10. 09 6. 
Stilwell, Wm. T. 12. 00 00 12.00 6. 
515799 | St. James, John.. 12.00 00 12,00 6. 
519991 | S ill, James 12.00 00 8. 00 6. 
514730 | Stone, John J ....... 12.00 00 8.00 6. 
672580 | Stone, Jordan 10.00 00 190 6. 
Stone, Edmund A... 8.00 00 5 12. 00 6. 
551806 | Stone, Minor Paris, Mo 8.00 00 | 514047 | Tripner, George L. 2405 Bouvier eer Philadel- | 12,00 8. 
511787 | Stockford, Henry.. Soldiers’ Home, Grand Rap- | 12.00 00 phia, Pa. 
Mich. 706514 | Trotter, a A...| Carrollton, Mo 10.00 6. 
626864 | Stockwell, John A. Chicopee Falls, Mass 12.00 00 Trowbrid 12. 00 8. 
290718 | Stouffer, Albert D. St. Joseph, Mo. 12.00 00 | 513117 8 12. 00 8. 
510053 | Stouffer, Geor Leisburn, Pa 12.00 00 Trumbull, 12.00 6. 
372006 | Strasberger, 74 Hayes St., Newark, N. J....| 10.00 00 Trumbo, 8. 00 6. 
565957 | Strayer, Henry G Winterstown, Pa. 8.00 00 | 551719 | Trujillo, Albino 12. 00 6. 
Strang, Charles Shiloh, N. J 6.00 00 | 516140 | Truax, Clarence H a, 10. 00 8. 
612747 | Strause, William H. 12,00 518499 | Tryon, Smith ....... 190 West Long street, Colum- | 12,00 8. 
Strauss, Jacob 10.00 bus, Ohio. 
595259 | Stratton, John C. 12.00 524712 | Tucker, Geo. W. Fort Smith, Ark 12.00 6. 
Tucker, Geo: Stoughton, Mass 12.00 8. 
509449 | Strand, Ole . Ottawa, III. 12.00 511782 | Tudor, Jose: emphi 12,00 8. 
511727 | Stump, John K... . Mifflintown, Pa 12.00 429506 | Turk, Geo. Harford, 10,00 8. 
Suender, Jacod 505587 | Turner, John 13.00 6. 
00 8. 
00 6. 
00 6. 
00 6. 
00 6. 
00 8. 
00 8. 
00 8. 
00 8. 
00 4. 
00 0. 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
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715908 | Sweetman, F. W.. 8. 6. 
778967 | Swift, William S. 8. 
671912 | Swigert, John P. 8.00} 6. 00] 520638 | Ulrey, David... .. Athens, Tenn 12. 8. 
701436 | Tafoya, 2 M. Las Vegas. Mex 12.00 8.00 64702 | Unwin, Emanuel. . Ashland, Kans 12. 8. 
395410 | Taggart, Jobn.------) National e Wil 12. Lodi 12. 8. 
741170 . eptha Ind 8. Santa Fe, N. Mex 12. 6. 
A 12. Marshalltown, Iowa 12. 8. 
10. W. Del 8. 6. 
12. 12. 6. 
8. 12. 8. 
12. 12.00 8. 
12. 
12. 10.00 6. 
8, 00 6. 
8. 12.00 8. 
12. 8. 00 6, 
Tefft, John W. H 8. Oliver... & 00 6. 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 7305 


ement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, post-o 
i addresses, gn hy rates and present rates, of pensioners, ete.—Continued. 1 
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cate Names. 


724045 | Varner, Noah ..--.-- $10.00 $6.00 
515542 | Varnbaum, Frank.. 8.00 6.00 
511109 | Vertrees, Jack 12.00 8. 00 
Vice, Buxko 12. 00 8. 00 
588747 | Vinson, Wm. HK 8.00 6.00 
516376 | Vincent, Manaen -.. 10.00 6.00 
729951 | Vincent, John son Dro 8.00 6.00 
on, D. C. 
523135 Vo; Conrad 816 Clintonst., Sandusky, Ohio] 12. 00 8. 00 
517850 | Vo! an, Godfrey. Effingham, III 12. 00 8.00 
Vose, Mordecai Nelsonville, Ohio.. 10.00 6.00 
617561 | Van Wie, John B.. . . Coxsackie, N. 6.00 2.00 
403019 | Wade, Harrison H. Mountville, Ohio .............. 12.00 8.00 
120193 | Walbrath, Herman 1568 Alderst., Philadelphia, Pa| 10.00 6.00 
516160 | Walker, John K ....| 517 yt Resa street, - | 12,00 6.00 
ver, Colo. 
621495 | Walker, James.. Ellsworth, Minn 12. 00 8.00 
668363 | Walker, Andrew ....| Southport, Conn 8.00 6.00 
517586 | Walker, G e A Claremont, N. H 12. 00 6. 
578708 | Walker, El Milesburg, Pa 8.00 6. 
260513 alker, ..| Up St. Clare, Ohio. 6. 00 4. 
522654 | Walker, Lewis at E TEREN 12. 00 6. 
Wallingford, Thos. D| Tolesboro, K 8.00 6. 
551 Wallace, Wiiliam A. Stowers, KR 12.00} 8. 
616159 Wallace, William R. Vincennes, Ind 12. 6. 
Wallace, Solomon - Cheswick, Pa 10. 6. 
402885 | Walters, Thomas. Pleasant Grove, Ind . 12. 8. 
260510 | Walter, Jackson ....| National Military Home, Ohio 12. 8. 
664869 | Walter, George D...| Excello, Mo. 12. 6. 
523782 | Wagner, Otto 8. 6. 
518964 | Wagner, George 12, 8. 
487512 te, Curtis M.. 6. 2. 
513137 | Walls, William H. 12. 6. 
577539 | Ward, Wm. G., sr. 12. 8. 
523760 | Ward, Richard A K 12. 8. 
515817 Ward, Joseph 12. 6. 
525267 | Warden, Julius 8. 
518961 „John 12 1 
Warren, George 12. 
507170 | Warner, James 8. 
540936 | Warfield, James A Grove, Ky 8. 
627114 | Watkins, Geo. W 77 W apin street. Bingham- 8. 
— EE 
481942 | Watson, A. 55 Lindale, Ohio 
521502 | Watson, Elisha ..... North Lansing, Mich 1 
atson, Chas. B. . . National Mili Home, Kans 


520667 5 
517263 | Watt, Joseph A. Stevensville, Mien. 
900148 | Wansworth, alias | 48Lehigh st., Wilkesbarre, Pa 


Spree gers 


— — 
— 


673855 

731813 | White, Thomas 

514087 | White, William B. wW 

516389 | White, William ..... 56 Hig’ 

f ville, Ohio. 

566926 | White, Henry 8? East Sixth street, Cincin- 
nati, Ohio. 

583512 | White, Joseph ...... Eola, 

513511 | Whitt, John F.. 

509482 | Whitney, M. E.. . 

527029 | Whitmarsh, Riley C.] Tro. 

617594 | Whitaker, Amos N. 


104322 | Whitesel, Sam' IS 

160773 | Whitehead, Geo. R.. 

517852 8 Sylva- 
us 


8. 

2. 

8. 

2 

2 

580919 | Wanless, S. K.. Dilleys Mills, W. Va 12. 
Way, Isaac L. Oregon, Mo. 12. 

225533 | Weaver, .| New 6. 
518246 | Webb, Edward Gillespie, 8. 
519655 | Weinbeck, Joseph. 144 Larned st., Detroit, Mien. 12. 
507505 Weir, Rudolph ..... West Plains, AMIo. 12 
519652 | Wells, Adelbert Whitehall, W. 12 
512567 Wells, Taylor Addison, Ky-.. 8. 
515387 | Wells, Jordan W... Sligo, Mo... 8. 
581334 Wells, James W .... 12. 
528745 | Welcome, Clay. Ha Mo 12. 
508229 | Welch, Wm. National Soldiers 12. 
581945 | Welstead, Jo! 332 Bell st., Fremont, N 8. 
Westervelt, R. G. Olneyville, R. 1. 8. 

491161 West, Levin .... 256 Pine st., Baltimore, Md. . 10. 
1 West, Andrew Spring Arbor, Mich 12 
515376 | Westerman, Henry 8. 
198552 | Wetherbee, Ozro 12. 
764315 | Wheeler, Jackson 12. 
407041 | Wheeler, George H. 8. 
Wheeler, Jo 8. 

512109 | Wheeler, Absalom B 75 
8. 

2 

0. 


bh 2 
> 
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Magnolia, Miss 
r cee 


168 Scio st., Rochester, N. Y.. 
2845 State st., Chicago, III 

.| Williamsburg, Ohio 
Pierce City, Mo 
Allentown, xa 


e 
Seesgeeesesgger SSH ARMAS e eeseesseseereregeseegserer 


— — 


— — 
Rompe SEE R 


nd, 8 
Simsbury, Conn... 
134 Talbot st., Bai 


fr 
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ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


Rates. 
Names. Post-office address, Pres- 
ent. 
393483 | Wilcox, George Belleville, Mien $12.00} 88.00 
Wilson, John F.. Blythedale, Mo -| 10.00 6.00 
Willys, David S Canandaigua, N. Y 8.00 6.00 
Wil J Jonesburg, Moo 8.00 6.00 
Williams, Eli Marquand, Mo -| 12.00 6.00 
illiams,ThomasD.| Lexington, Okla...... -| 8.00 6.00 
Will „Aaron. . Gallaway, Ark. 8.00 6.00 
Williamson, John. . 119 Hickoryst.,Columbus, Ohio} 12.00 10.00 
Williams, Daniel H.] Carratunk, Me 8. 00 6.00 
Williams, Levin Kingston, Md— 8.00 6.00 
Williams, Charles H | Aldenville, Pa : 38.00 6. 00 
Williams, Earl W.. Buffalo, M %o -| 12.00 6.00 
Williams, Peter New Castle, pa 12.00 8. 00 
eee .-| Marshalltown, Iowa 12.00 8.00 
Willis, W .. Kyles Ford, Tenn 8.00 6.00 
Wimpfheimer,Chas. ua mad prenis; New York | 12.00 8.00 
ty, N. Y. 
Winder, Christian...) Reading, Pa 8.00 6.00 
Wineland, William .| Ilion, Ind... 12.00 8.00 
Winlock, George....| Evansville, 10,00 6.00 
Winn, Lucomb . . . Foxboro, Mass 6.00 4.00 
Winn, Moses DO g. Wis.. — 12. 00 8. 00 
Winans, William S. Mattea wan, N. K 12. 00 6.00 
Winters, Cornelius McCune, Kanns 8. 00 6.00 
Witt, James D Liberty, K 12.00 8.00 
er, Fred Marietta, Pa. 8.00 2.00 
Witzel, Charles Plymouth, Wis 12.00 8.00 
Wolf, Edward 153 Alum st., Cleveland, Ohio.] 12.00 8.00 
Wolcott, James W. Dansville, Mien 8.00 6.00 
Wolf, Peter Stacyville, IoW aa 12. 00 8.00 
Wolford, Solomon] Vesta, Nebr 10.00 8.00 
Woltemate, John C.] Little Rock, Moo 10, 00 6.00 
Wonder, Benj. F.. . Pratt, Kanns 12.00 6.00 
-| Claiborne, OhIoo 8.00 6.00 
CCC 8. 00 6.00 
Crosswicks, N. J.. . . . 12. 00 6.00 
Woodbury, Benj. D. 131 W. Third st., St. Paul, Minn. 12.00 8.00 
Woodward, Wm. C. Hillsboro, III -| 12,00 6.00 
Woolsey, Geo. W 12. 00 6.00 
Wooten, Geo. C 8.00 6, 00 
Worley, Neal S. Ch Se oe haa 12.00 6.00 
Worden,Charles H.. Pennsylvania 8.00 6.00 
Washington, D. C. 
Works, Winfield F.. 1541 Ninth street NW., Wash- | 12.00 8.00 
Wratten, John ...... 8.00 6.00 
Wright, George W.. eee 12. 00 8. 00 
Wright, Joseph H... 12.00 6. 00 
wee m 12. 00 8. 00 
Wylie, Hawley J Court st., Columbus, Ohio.| 12. 00 6.00 
Wyman, John M.. . . 118 Sullivan st., Elmira, N. V. 10.00 8.00 
ymer, Wm. P.. . Edinburg, M oo 12. 00 6.00 
vs Martin Abington, Ind.. ----.| 12.00 8. 00 
Wilber, Charles Ogdensburg, Pa agg. 12.00 8.00 
Williamson, James Richmond avenue, Port 10.00 8.00 
Richmond, N. Y. 
Yager, Jacobi Columbus, Kans............... 10.00 6.00 
Yale, John, jr .......| Guilford, Conn 8.00 6.00 
Yancy, Antoine 2 So 8.00 6.00 
Yantz, John W... 8.00 6.00 
Yarns, William P 12. 00 6.00 
Yates, Abram E E 8.00 6.00 
Yarrington, Hiram. 8.00 6.00 
Yerian, Emanuel 12.00 9. 00 
Jewell, Green 12.00 8.00 
Yocum, Joseph A... 12,00 6.00 
Yoder, William H 12.00 8.00 
ohn, Absalom 12. 00 6.00 
York, Lewis . 12,00 8.00 
York, Marcus D. L 12.00 8. 00 
Young, John R.. 12. 00 8. 00 
oung, Frank.... . IIIa wara, La 10. 00 6.00 
Youngs, Rufus B. 12.00 6.00 
Young, Charles W. Winslow, Ind -................. 12,00 8.00 
Young, John Y......| Bellwood, Pa 8.00 6.00 
Zerbe, Jacob ........| Lyons, Kanns 12.00 8.00 
Zerlant, Joseph A. 12. 00 6.00 
Ziegler, George 12. 00 8. 00 
„Carl... . . . Altamont, III 12. 00 6,00 
Zimmerman, Henry Waldock, Mo... 10.00 6.00 
Zook, Alexander _...| Spearsville, Ind 12.00 8.00 


NAVY INVALID ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. 


9343 | Collins, Samuel 212 South Chester street, Bal- | $12.00 26.00 
ore, 
11177 | Denney, James H.. Helton, N. C 12.00 8.00 
10311 obert..... 6.00 
8799 | Inman, Stephen C 8.00 6.00 
7968 „Robert E.. 8.00 6.00 
8617 | Soucks, Chas 58 12. 00 6.00 
13867 | Moore, Samuel W. 522 Short st., Baltimore, Md. 6.00 4.00 
6291 | Myers, John K. Lubes, Me 12.00 6.00 
6181 3 Frank, | National Military Home, Wis- 12.00 8.00 
alias Wm. McKay. | _ consin. 
8313 Senos, David.. Olathe, Kanns 8.00 6.00 
8223 | Whitby, Daniel 709 Countyst., Portsmouth, Va.] 8. 00 6.00 
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GENERAL LAW. GENERAL LAW continued. 


Post- once address. Names. Post-office address. 


491850 | Adams, Dexter A Otisville, Mich 


$14.00 | 256841 | Corwin, George J. 5 Mich 610. 00 
128613 Allen, George Athens, Ala. 17.00 Cottral. James H. Sabula, Iowa 17. 00 
Allen, Andrew Dresden Cen 4.00 Covey, israel Mich 12.00 
| 225429 | Ames, ge.......| Nunda, N. Y 24.00 50. 00 
174800 | Andrews, Horatio E.] Leslie, Mich. 20. 00 5 12. 00 
220230 | Anxier, Benj. — S veace own cecucsueues 17.00 8. 00 24.00 4.00 
93080 | Archer, Richard B 3 Military Home, To- 16,00 12. 00 1 2 8 = 2 
gus, a . 
230053 Armstrong, James. Shannon City, Iowa 10.00 6.00 17.00 12.00 
240115 | Atkins, Wm. J... Columbia, K. 18.00 | 17.00 20.00 10.00 
24155 | Bone, Wallace G. . 11 Fifth 8 t SE., Wash- | 72.00 17,00 = 1855 
> T. 
819827 | Borde: 29.00 17.00 18.00 17.00 
53553 | Borts, 24.00 17.00 16.99 12. 00 
20092 | Brad 16.00 | 12.00 17.00 | 12.00 
259527 12. 00 8.00 14. 00 10.00 
116398 24. 00 17.00 18.00 17.00 
28991 ey, 18.00 17. 00 8.00 00 
433475 17.00 8. 00 24. 00 17. 00 
884108 24.00 17.00 18.00 17.00 
436424 er, 8.00 6.00 8.00 6.00 
170053 2 yeh Se 17. 00 14.00 18.00 12.00 
139087 William H. Aurora, Ark. 17.00} 12.00 
414240 Brisk perry West Bi Branch, Mich .. 1800] 17.00 22.00 | 17.00 
71376 | Brigham,Thomas D.] 54Chambers st., Boston, Mass. 72.00 16.00 27.00 | 22.00 
109840 | Brooks, r B. . 634 BrooklynandSeventeenth | 12.00 8.00 24.00 12.00 
z streets, poua, Oregon. 28 Princeton street, Spring- 22. 00 4.00 
63110 | Brown, Benjamin A P: 18.00 17.00 field, Mass. 
182444 . 8 18.90 12.00 | 483934 | Doolen, John W Jopin, . a r A D 6.00 
347427 | Buckner, Wm. E St., LaCrosse | 72.00 | 50.00 | 749480 | Doud, Martin V 5 O. Box 42, Clarence ville, 10.00 6.00 
Bull, Samuel 16. 00 10.00 72. 00 90. 00 
120% | Bunbury, T 14.00 10.00 72.00 30.00 
$ al Eo oe] se 
Butler, Leonard $ 10.00 
131897 | Butler, William .... 2400| 17.00 25. 00 17.00 
Butt, Gabriel G. 18:09 17.00 20.00 8.00 
61804 | Buzzell, Benj 18. 00 17.00 18.00 17.00 
73012 | Bochtler, 81.235 30. 00 12. 00 8.00 
110884 | Baker, Thomas J — — y — ar — 3 = 
222015 | Ball, ¥ a 
4868 Ch F . — ter, Mich 12. 00 8. 00 8 — . 
51 Balló ester F.. Pentwater, Mich ......----.--- . 
492462 Barlow, doseph -.... 11 Atwood street, Newbury- | 12. 00 10. 00 14.00 12.00 
161853 | Barron, Thomas T.. 16. 00 6.00 16.00 4.00 
385809 | Basket, Richard.. Ch 16.00 8.00 18.00 17.00 
320710 | Bates, Caleb J. 22. 00 8.00 17.00} 10.00 
_ 71495 | Baysmore, George.. 12.09 | 10.00 18. 00 ¥7.00 
393734 | Bayles, Benjamin F. 8.00 4.00 nS ue 
45387 | Beauboucher, Victor 72.00 30.00 10,00 6.00 
22. 00 10.00 
10.09 4.00 
U. Ed 0, Til 17. 00 12.00 | 673125 | Fletcher, Peter.. 305 Fo 15.00 4,00 
Bell, Benjamin F Soldiers" Home, Marion, ind. 17.00 4.00 508307 | Flowers, Lemuel S.. 12. 00 6.00 
890799 Bennett, Sylvanus_.| Hudson, Mien 8.00 6.00 | 79478 Flowers, Lyman 20. 00 8. 00 
321143 | Benz, alias Barnes, Hyansville, Ind 16. 00 8.00 | 351165 | Ford, John 18.00 12.00 
< Theodore. 172366 | Forbes, Josiah C 20. 00 16.00 
184567 | Bibb, Jerry. . La Grange, K: 30.00 17.00 | 407177 Fox. Thomas W 6.00 2.60 
128736 Albert Lea, aa 24.00 12.60 | 127495 | Frasier, 24.00 12. 00 
Cheshire, Ohio 12.00 6,00 
Friji 25.090 | 10.00 | 456755 | Fretz, Enos 25.00 | 20.00 
36377 | Gage, 18.00 17.00 
16.00 4.00 
72.00 10,60 | 120464 | Ganey, John 18.00 17. 00 
24.00 17.00 
8.00 4.00 | 470680 | Garrett, Lewis B. 18.00 17. 00 
12.00 8.00 | 593741 | Gardner, John H.. Rockport, Me 12.00 8.00 
12.00 10,00 Garland, Russell 72. 30. 00 
14.09 4.00 | 278265 | Gaston, Ephraim ©- 17.00 6.00 
50. 00 88.00 | 374353 | Geraux, Joseph 22. 00 6. 00 
8. 00 6.00 | 463210 | Gile, Newell $ __.-.- 10.00 6.00 
0 20.00 | 17.00 Gligeose, Willem - Row dass Tni. 20 400 
Calhoun, Jonathan . ` ese. am — — 
meee be ray iat 56744 | Goodwin, James 15..| 11 oy avenue, Glen | 20.00 12.00 
Campbell, Wm. A... ` 
Canaday. Robert H 17.00 12.00 h, 22.00 | 17.00 
20.00 2.00 12. 00 6.00 
16.00 8.00 18.00 17.00 
8.00 4.00 2016 ene „St. Lo 22. 00 6.00 
18.00 17.00 aac gibi 8.00 6.00 
12.00 8.00 | 418174 | Hammer, Alanson A. 12.00 10. 00 
Tipton. Ind 18.00 17.00 David A A 18, 60 17.00 
115592 York, "Nebr TEES 20. 00 17.00 Harman, 50.00 $0.00 
—.— Churchill, David J.. Greenway te orn oe > ei 12.00 6.00 
18, 00 8.00 | 282881 | Harris, Thomas 17.00} 1400 
17.00 | 12.00 24.00 12.00 
10. 00 9.00 72.00 50.00 
72.00 | 30. 00 72.00 30.00 
50. 00 30. 00 17.00 13.00 
Se 18.00 17.00 
72.00} 30.00 10.00 4.00 
10.00 4.00 | 241543 | Hazelton. Truman W| Caimar, Iowa -.......--.------ 30,00 | 24.00 
18, 00 17.00 | 345611 | Heeley, Michael 20.00 8. 00 
12. 00 10. 00 109130 | Heyser, Elias W. 00 20.00 
18. 00 17.00 18.00 17.00 
ia] ae 28 83 
14.00 10. 00 
— 2. 00 17. 00 
18. 00 17. 00 Hienego Ohas Ht L 20. 60 5.00 
20.00} 17.00 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, — Statement showing by laws and classes the certi numbers, names, post-oflee 
eee rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc.- Con apee addresses, Sormer rates and present rates, F pensioners, etc. —Con — 
GENERAL LAW continued. GENERAL LAw—continued. 
tes. 
Ra certif- > 
For- cate ames. 
ae Nos. 
ETAR En €18.00 | €17.00 | 438783 | Olmsted, Nelson 
17.00 4.00 | 444011 „ Noon 
8.00 84.00 Oswalt, John - 22. 
te eats 30. 00 12.00 | 161027 | Peters, Oliver 18.00 
8.00 6.00 Packard, N. R. . Mainsburg, Pa. 22.00 
ER 72. 00 50,00 | 235344 | Pair, Albert I. 17.00 
Hunter, Robert L. 22, 00 16.00 | 492239 | Patterson, John E. Alliance, Onio 15, 60 
209851 | Patterson, Wm. HK 72.00 
443908 | Jackel, Julius 10.00 | 6.00 | 20888 18.00 
968304 Jacobs, Daniel 25.00 10.00 18.05 
72. 00 30. 00 24.00 
25. 00 20. 00 18. 00 
17. 00 4.00 22. 00 
12. 00 8.00 17.00 
12.00 2.00 12. 60 
17.00 4.00 20. 00 
30. 00 12.00 18. 00 
14.00} 6,00 20.00 ; | 
on, =--| 17.00 12.00 16.00 2.00 | 
49 Water st., Allegh „Pa. . 72.00 50. 00 22.00 17.00 
158 Camden st., Newark, N. J. 50.00 30.00 18, 00 17.00 
Indian 45.00 38.00 12.00 4.00 
17.00 12.00 24.00 17.00 
8. 00 6.00 8.00 4.00 
72. 00 30. 00 
8.00 8.00 14.00 8. 00 
18. 00 10.00 8. 00 6.00 
—— 14.00 12.00 hard y 2. 00 40.00 
22.00 29. 00 uimby, John T. 8 31.25 30.00 
1 00 205 382063 ey, Francis M.. 12.09 8.00 
107123 | Krueger, Charles 72.00 17.00 17907 | Ratcliff, John G -.... 18.00 17.00 
419144 | Lapini, John 331 72.00 30.00 | 409397 | Rea, Howard 17.00 50.00 
461280 „H 12. 00 4.00 
475499 | Lattin, Wright ..-..| Bristo 14.00 | 815486 | Reis, George 18.00 17.00 
150220 | Lawrence, Andrew - 12.00 Richards, 8.00 2.00 
380597 22.00 | 493316 | Richardson, Hiram 20.00 12,00 
386832 8.00 Richmond, Albert E. 14.00 8.00 
78273 17.00 | 200484 | Riley, Thomas J 30.00 17.00 
231183 $.00 | 118234 | Rinck, Sidney 12. 00 8. 00 
17.00 | 342231 | Roberts, _ PESK 22.00 ‘12.00 
241812 | Link, John, jr 17.00 | 158577 | Robinson, William J. D Ce T 8.00 2.00 
30.00 | 238988 | Robinson, John 10.00 4.00 
144900 8.00 | 119050 | Robinson, John E. 24.00} 17.00 
Livingston, Geo. S. Pi 8.00 | 185542 | Rogers, Wm. Edgar. 36.00 6.00 
10319 | Long, Charles D... 50.00 
101892 | Longst, Jona 12.00 | $23313 | Rogerson, Wm. O. . Pactolus, N. C 90 20.00 
~ 20519 | Lovitt, John 3 10.09 398708 | Root, rge O. 17.00 
181273 | Lyon, William S. W 8 4.00 
$7243 | Lenix, Samuel 12.00 | 12.00 | 176140 ing pom IRTEE Bloomington, III. 10.00 
£15248 | Mack, Joseph ---..-. 24.00 10.00 — Derry Station, Pa 8.00 
501881 | Marlow, Caffrey...-- 18.00] 10,00] 51133 | Rottman, Henry ....| Gallatin, MO 12.00 
283914 | Martin, John 36.00} 37.00 Rowe, Charles EB. . 291. Manchester street, Man- 17.00 
69125 20.00 14.00 chester N. H. 
62481 | May, James A 14.00 10.00 10.00 
11609 | May, William HK. 18.00 17. 00 18.00 ae 
752072 | Meader, 2 — Moro, Oregon 8.00 9.00 18.00 17.00 
170586 | Miller, Samuel sag Sandusky st., Allegheny, | 18.00 17.09 a — E 
a. 3 J 
204610 Delphos, Ohio-.-.....-----.----.| 16.00 10.00 22.00 17.00 
ze srg Michigan ava, St. Louis, 8.00 6.00 15.90 ie 
0. . 
462689 | Miller, Abraham .. Kokomo, Ind . --eien5 -n0 14.00 | 4. 00 8.00 6.00 
23244 sugh, D. E 951 Mitchell av 14.00 | 88.00 8.00 6.00 
£29045 | Miner, William Richford, Vt.. 17.00 12.00 Shipman, Wm. H... Meln 17.00 4,00 
580088 Mitchell, James. Reno, Nev..-...._.....--...----| 12.00 8.00 37804 | Shockey. Eli Deal, Pa. 18.00 17.00 
861831 | Mittlestedter, John.] St. Joseph, Mo 25. 00 12.00 | 363621 | Sholts, Martin Oregon, Wis. 17.00 8.00 
271250 | Mobley, John S 18,00 | 17.00 111945 | Shotwell, Albert.. West Windsor, Mic! 16.00 8.00 
167425 | Montague, Lotes C 72. 00 30.00 | 175727 | Shonkwiler, Ezra Galford, OhIO 14.00 8.00 
96204 | Mooney, Marion . Columbus, Ind 18. 00 17.00 107704 | Simpson, Benton, III 18.00 17.00 
62330 | Mooney, John Soldiers’ Home, Mich... 6.00 4.00 | 276505 | Slater, Delos. . Michigan City, 8.00 4.00 
389307 | Moore, Levi W... . Weston, 8 10.00 2.00 [ 122029 Smith, George Schoon Lake, N. Y 17.00 12.00 
365910 | Moore, Oliver W. 24.00} 17.00 Smith, St. Paris, Oh 8.00 6.00 
128156 | Morhous, Throop R. 50.00 | 30.00 | 859126 | Smith, Madison M. 360 Cincinnati street, Dayton, | 17.00 2.00 
Morgan, Aaron. . . Arcola, III 18.00 17.00 Ohio. 
Mosteller, John Taliul 18. 00 17.00 | -2072299 | Smith, Eleazar W. P. O., Lynn, Mass.............| 18.00 17.00 
119819 baie 2 8 105121 Snow, Henry it Columbus avenue, New 50. 00 24.00 
510583 | Munday, Reuben P. Goree, Tex... .. ` aven, Conn, 
172476 | Myers, Wm. W . 16.00 6.00 17826 | Southall, Luther P.. Glenville, W. Va 12. 00 4.00 
107139 | McCance, James . . Sevill, III. 72.00 | 30.00 | 183324 | Sperbeck, William E| Leando, Lowa. 8.00 6.00 
863595 5 16.00 14.00 | 376453 | Starling, R. M. . McAlpine, Fla 14.00 8. 00 
23588 | McCollum, James. 50. 00 4.00 | 509758 | Starks, Emanuel . Chetopa, Kans. _... 12.00 8.00 
389472 | McCracken, Jas. M 72.00 50. 00 13375 | Starkey, ---| Fairfield, Iowa 18.00 17.00 
472719 | McCullock. W. J. B-- 12.00 | 6.00 | 374683 | Stewart, Henry 14.00 10.00 
445920 | McGunnigle, Wm. 22.00 20. 00 Stewart, James . Downey, Call 12. 00 8. 00 
108821 Me kiddy, J. C. 72. 00 50. 00 Stephenson, John C. 16.00 12. 00 
95342 | Mein 30. 00 17.00 | 183610 | Sturdevant, De W. O. 24.00 14.00 
510990 10. 00 6.00} 1 Stevens, Elnathan..| Daysyille, II. 18.00 17.00 
61995 72.00 | 30.00 | 184076 | Stickney, Leonard. Grand Haven, Mich 12.00 9.00 
512048 | McPherson, EI 20. 12.00 | 348523 | Stieren, Thomas .. 363 B. 6th st., St. Pa 8.00 6.00 
45146 | Neal, Jonathan 18.00] 17.00 Independence, Kans - 22. 00 16,00 
144535 | Neely, WüUllam 16.00 6.00 -| Decorah, Iowa 24.00 17. 00 
242269 | Neice, John .--- 27.00 22.00 Graysville, In 20. 00 16.00 
65178 | Neison, Andrew J... 72.00 80. 00 72.00} 50.00 
852877 W. Birmingham, Iowa 18. 00 17.00 18.00 17.60 
139564 | Newnan, Richard. Buena Vista, Ohio 72.00 30.00 22.00 14.00 
205521 | Norris, John S. . . Setvim, Ina 2.22.22. 12. 00 8.00 | 472705 | Summer, Joshua. Hilisville, Va 18. 00 17.00 
452998 | Noakes, William H. Springüeld, Mo__.._.-..-.....- 8.00 6.00 25.00 | 17.00 i 
179339 | Nowlin, Elijah B. Callaway, Nebr 25. 00 22.00 8.00 6.00 
100872 (| O'Brien, James 18.00 8.00 { 136464 Taylor, George K.. Waupaca, Wis ~... 18.00 N. 00 
63780 — 20. 00 6.00 | 504022 | Taylor, Frederick S. Mount Morris, Mich -......... 12.00 400 
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Rates. 
ne Names. Post-office address. For- | Pres- 
mer. | ent. 
179638 mee Jahn came Emporia, 00 | $33.00 
437937 Okaw ville, III 00 6. 00 

80253 | Teel, Jacob K Shoals, W. Va 00 17.00 

90465 | Temple, Francis ....| Chicora, Pa 00 17.00 

63301 | Tenney, Newton F.. 1 Military Home, | 24.00 6.00 
441776 | Ten Eyck, Willard.. st. 5 E EATA cass 22. 00 8. 00 

56607 Tepper, illiam....| 317 Gardner st., nión, N J 18.00 17.00 

Theiss, Philip. 2153 Williamst., Phil'a, Pa. 12.00 6.00 

1 tur, G. Knoxville, Tenn 8.00 6. 00 
„John Greg 12.00 6.00 

18. 00 17.00 

72.00 39.00 

17.00 12.00 

8.00 6.00 

22.00 17.00 

17.00 5.00 

8.00 6.00 

228825 ohn 12,00 8.00 
303227 Troxell Wm. David. Ottumwa, low: --| 18.00 17.00 
274697 | Tucker, Peleg D.... Wood River Junction, R. 1— 17. 00 14.00 
165778 | Turley, Benjamin F.] Gainesville, Mo 50, 00 30. 00 
426812 | Turley, Claborn G. Bantana a: V: 22. 00 17.00 
439512 er, Nelson M.. Bonham, 10.00 2.00 

52732 | Valley, Dolph mn 24.00 8.00 
285255 | Van Camp, Wm. N Greps ee 18,00 17,00 
161699 | Vanneman, Theo. J. Po 18, 00 17.00 

Vanpelt, James N. Melrose, Iowa 18.00 | 17.00 
Van Poush, Vactor.| Trenton, Mo 17.00 8.00 
70199 | Walker, William - Sp field, Vt 8.00 6.00 
Wallis, Newton W. Mouni 18.00 17.00 
Wagner, youn Seri Gil 18. 00 6.00 

64953 | Watkins, C. O... 30. 00 17.00 
180596 | Weaver, F. A. Win 8.00 | 6.00 
427949 | Weed, Henry 24.00 17.00 
878196 | Wells, Clinton 8.00 4.00 
114098 | Wells, Mark. 30. 00 17. 00 

17828 | Weld, Daniel W. 18. 00 17.00 
330639 eldon, Thos., 24.00 8.00 

Thos. Ho! 

29824 | Weldon, James H... 18. 00 16. 00 
123559 | Wetherbee, D. A .... 24. 00 8.00 
544623 | White, rge 20. 00 14. 00 
817077 | White, Milo 72.00 | 30.00 
178949 | White, Henry W....| Auburn, Me. 72.00 50. 00 
425819 Whitman, John A __| Stillwater, N. Y. 17.00 12.00 
284731 | Wiedenkeller, J. S. 8,00 4.00 
216418 te, rg 10.00 6.00 
108367 | Wilson. Jacob. 14. 00 6.00 
149537 | Wilson, Darling Mich 72.00 | 30.00 
220904 Wilson, Benjamin F| Lincoln, Nebr., 854 North | 18.00 17.00 

Twenty-first street. 
4431 | Willams, Benj. H.. . Benton, I. 50.00 | 30.00 
Williams, Thos Soldiers Home, Washington, 8.00 4.00 
20. 00 17. 00 
12. 00 4.00 
17.00 6.00 
17.00 8.00 
18.00 17.00 
12,00 2.00 
20, 00 14.00 
12,00 4.00 
Young, Gabriel 22.00 8.00 
243943 | Young, be W. 50.00 | 30.00 
205933 Young’ Isaac 16. 00 8.00 
186609 | Yount, Thomas y EE PE a TTE VE EAEE a 50. 00 8.00 
314675 | Zeigler, Franklin...| 404 East Market st., York, Pa.] 10.00 2.00 


NAVY INVALID, GENERAL LAW. 


2660 | Ames, Eben 12 Green st,, Revere, Mass.. 514. 00 | 812.00 

1878 | Edwards, Charles . . 85 Prince st., Boston, Mass. 18.00 12. 00 

3199 | Garrison, Furman M| Vineland, N. J 8.00 6.00 

8731 | Grace, George W 2: Cape May, N. Dee . 00 6.00 

2343 Rabier, John B.....- Annandale, Minn „ 00 6,00 
OLD WAR. 
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JULY 11, 
8 e ee e certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, and rates 
se names were dropped ‘or the reason that the soldiers did 
wa Eierform thirty days’ military or naval service, elc.—Continued. 
WIDOWS. 
Certif- 
cate Names. Post-office address, Rate. 
Nos. 
1157 | Gro 7 e e eben 
187 James, Edith ---- FF A E soderaceanes 


omen ee 
888888 


town, o 


Statement showi 


the certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, and rates 
of pensioners w. 


se names were dropped From he pension roll between March 
4, 1893, and March 10, 1894, for the reason that en were not the legal widows 


of the soldiers or sailors on account of whose hs they were pensioned. 
ARMY WIDOWS—ACT JUNE 27, 1890, 

Certifi- 

cate Names. Post-office address. Rate. 

Nos. 
297473 | Burns, Anna 318 Mechanic street, Camden, N. J £8.00 
346340 | Burrell, Henrietta T a aae 8. 00 
321264 | Duvall, Ruth A. Green Spring, W. V 12,00 

Duffy, Martha.. 2222 Clayton st., Philnds 8.00 
Egleshoſter, Edn: Three Rivers, Mien 8.00 
336215 | Gallagher, Bridge 722 F street, Phila- 8.00 
elphia, Pa. 
303579 | Hall, Henrietta jira near Savannah, Ga 8.00 
336881 | Kennedy, Minnie F.. Christian st., Philadelphia, 8.00 
321785 Martha E Graia Rapids, Mich 8.00 
380007 | Lambert, 3 , Ohio 8.00 
376006 ge, E 2 Marshall, III 8.00 
309404 | Miller, Melissa A. Orrville, Ohi 8.00 
204725 | Meloon, Nancy L Corner Moralesand Press streets, 8.00 
349462 | Nichols, Jennie L 45 New Ral Edk T L Ma 8. 00 
ols, Jennie L.. ew! 8! 88 

282821 | Napier, Nancy Te 3 8. 00 
336584 Phelps, Harriet 8. 00 
827366 | Reynolds. Nancy... 8.00 
304972 | Riley, Elizabet: 14.00 
301861 Slack, Margaret J 8.00 
367218 | Smith, Mary Jane 8. 00 
307123 | Skaggs, 1 Dezarn, Ky 16.00 
364813 | Schopet, Karolina 1733 South Ninthst., St. Louis, Ma 8.00 
842521 | Tucker, Sarah Ann Greenwood, Ky . 8. 00 
288094 | Turner, Catherine Dixon, III. 8.00 
309623 | Wentz, Amanda Lancaster, 8,00 
322631 | Zimmerman, Joanna Steelton, Pa 8.00 


ARMY WIDOWS—GENERAL LAW. 


Certifi- 
cate. Names. Post-office address. Rate. 
Nos. 
150886 | Arnold, Jane ASF 812.00 
Barthelmas, iy Mens 391 St. Aubin ave., Detroit, Mich.. 8.00 
Julia A Georgetown, 8 . 
Fremont, O 8.00 
V: 12. 00 
12.00 
12.00 
12.00 
8.00 
8. 00 
12.00 
rd, Ky 10, 00 
940 Sartain St., Philadelphia, Pa. 17.00 
ams, Mary A. 155 Mason st., Cleveland, Ohio.... 12. 00 
Waltz, Pauline Angel Island, San Francisco, Cal. 22. 00 


NAVY WIDOWS—GENERAL LAW. 


4370 | Brown, Johanna M -._.. 4 Ward stree ages „Mass. $12.00 

1940 Park ker, 8 aS Gravesend, N. AEI 5 r 1208 
NAVY WIDOWS—ACT JUNE 27, 1890. 

Knox, Katie 706 Madison street, Toledo, Ohio. 28. 00 

Smith, Laura Wayland, Mien susz- 8.00 


that t the soldiers did not perform thirty days” an May 1 naval service, or were 
not mentioned in any resolution of Congress. 


SURVIVORS. 


Statement shoving the certificate numbers, names, post · o addresses, and rates of 
under the general law, whose names were dropped from the pension- 
„ 1898, and Erie 10, 1894, for the reason that the disabilities 
Jor which they were pensioned ha d ceased to exist in 3 degree. 


84.00 

2,00 

Barks, Geor; Mich 8.00 

824446 dt, Joseph...... tis. East Y ao street, New 2.00 
or! 

420685 | Branigan, Patrick Allegheny, Fo 4.00 


Eh FY pe ee OO are AR rs 
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Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, 2 rates | Statement showing the certificate n 5 Tee host ice addresses, and rates 
abiliti ‘isa 


of pensioners dropped because dis es had ceased, ete.—Contin of pensioners dropped because ities had ceased, stc.—Continued. xý 
NAVY. 
Post-office address. Rate. Certif- 
cate Names. Post-office address. Rate. 
* = F 
6.00 2561 | Herridge, George Lacon, III #4. 00 
12.00 1359 | Sydney, Philip 4.00 
8. 
Augusta, Me 8,90 Stat. 
ment showing the certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, and rates 
. t; E of pensioners whose names were dropped from the pension roll between March 
8.00 4 1 40 and May 10, 1394, on the ground t oa were not dependent on their 
8.00 own 85 eran or the soldiers on account of whose they were pensioned, for 
00 support. 
v 0 ARMY WIDOWS! ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. 
4.00 
4.00 | Certifi- 
4 sete Names, Post-office address. Rate, 
208 Drum st., S 6.00 
-| National 5 Home, Va 2.00 
-| Cosmopolis 15.00 | 3133% | Auspach, mera poe 88.00 
Marlboro, NH 2.00 | 201007 | Becker, Agnes K.. 10.00 
42 Beaver street, Salem, Mass 16.00 | 282346 | Cas; E abeti. 8.00 
So Bente eoo | 200250 | Henson, Sarak Go... 12.00 
2.00 | 323186 | Lockard, Rebecca....... 8.00 
6.00 | 319387 | Pond, Delia Mx 8.00 
20. 00 
5 
24.00 ARMY MOTHERS, ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. 
rer 346211 | Miller, Marta Cross: Plains, 11. 812.90 
Georgetown, Del. 25 347551 Gast (formerly Sturd- | Princeton IoWẽ 2ei III 12. 
-| Waitsburg, Wash 12,00 tyrant), Angelirta. 
‘ 8 Sage 18880 280024 parker, 1 . vingston, N . 12.00 
Now e ee 9.00 2 an Husen, Elizabeth G i Station; N. ieee ne 12.00 
on, Jam Bakersfield, Cal 8.— ——— 
3 William. 1324 ones o street, San Fran- 8.00 ARMY FATHERS, ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. 
cisco, 
Junifer, Samuel 7 Corcoran Row, D. O 4,00 
Jones, John 16 Chancery Lane, Philadelphia, 10.00 ihe „5 Charles B Ban dai „Philadelphia, Pa. ber the 
341687 | Sherwood, Orsanius....| Roc River, Ons. 14.00 
e e eee 4.0 | 321083 | Wilkerson, Alex. F. P. a ae Milford, Mass 12,00 
Knight, Myron E SEART sag nth 5 a 17 88 
Kramer, Johann Bana Koani . ; ARMY MOTHERS, GENERAL LAW. 
Kerr, Henry W Carlinville, III VB ee 
Koehne, Frederick .. 308 Lincoln axe, Evansville, Ind.. 10.00) isses: Allen. N Siam, Tenn $12.00 
. 8.00 | 251184 | Brown, Catherine Kurtz, Ind. 12.00 
ele Uelah W pan al — 75 111 109 | 24562 | Byron, Bridget . . Wilmington, III. 12.00 
Lobdell, Noble | s797Lyndaleavenue,Minneapolis, | 30.00 | 74009 bh hy ina, now Black- | Dry Ridge, Ky 8.00 
Minn. 2.00 248314 | Gigley, Tabilatha ... Oak Hill, III.... 12.00 
17.00 265487 | Griffith, Orpha L .| Browns Corner, Ind 12.00 
6.00 366749 Morgan, Dicy A.. a URS TOWERS or ee Sok: 12.00 
15.00 81858 | Nearns,. Mary. -| Louisville, K 12.00 
6.00 | 22297 | Sindel, Harriet N...... . Winameg, Ohio - 12,00 
8.00 278715 Sommers, Mary Ogden, IowWa 12. 00 
Myers, Mari pores 10.00 salve Sneek, yt Eunice A a Sherburn, 15 2 DE 
- > . 1 | Taylor, Ann 2.2... ouis, MO. . 
Miller, Nicholas E BO Main: 15 Wheeling, W. Va . 00 f 
e 236 H nry, st., New York, N. Y. 6.00 Weatherly. Charlotte . Quantico, Md. 12.00 
F 96 
Butte, Mon . 
‘| sadatetown, Sal- 6.00 ARMY FATHERS, GENERAL LAW. 
Seattle, Wash 6. 00 
-| Fairport, N. X 4.00 | 254703 | Haymond, James F OSS ERY gee ee ES $12.00 
Waltsburg, W 6.00 | 246165 | Long, Annis ---| Taylorville, ni. 25.00 
-| Mitchell, S. Dak 8.00 | 245542 | Moore, George W 5857 EE pA RES State Prison, Jack- 8. 00 
Northville, S. Dak 4.00 son, Mi 
104 Marria st., East Boston, Mass. 8.00 | 277770 | McWilliams, Jesse A E iT: N so sean e 12.00 
erty, John .... -| 605 Broadway, San Francisco, Cal.“ 8.00 | 207843 5 55 David . Binghamton, N. V 12.00 
anA. Henry * avenue, Pittsburg. 6.00 | 266560 | Tindal, Ahasuerus Sycamore; Dr ee 12.00 
8 5 Winthrop, 1 Iowa 15 4 
undlett, James Statement showing the certificats numbers, on post-o. addresses, and rates 
Reanking eee Palei, To 5 1155 of reget whose names were dropped f rom the pension ral} between Hares 
Roberts, Thomas S. 6.00 817 and May 10, 1894, on account of immoral conduct. of August 7, 


ARMY WIDOWS, ACT JUNE 27, 1890. 


Randall, Alfred N 4.00 
> 19 | “eet 
8 le Pa 10.00 | cate Post- omce address. Rate. 

Reverie: Albion A K ton st., San Francisco, 6.00 | Nos. 
Swartz, John T 2.00 | 296961 | Alois, Sophia Henderson, K: 812.00 
Shay, Jonn Di 40 | 574107 Brun melt Amanda J-.| Sparksville, 8.00 
1 1&0 | 317312 | Biooaworth, Mary B.: Grand Rivers, Ky 12. 00 
10.00 357267 | Burke, Annie F. street, Milf 8.00 
5 -| Dora, Ark 10. 00 
2 — 340 South Alabama street. Indian | 10.00 

N pels Ind. 
9.00 } 244749 | Boyh, Alice Mahaffey, Pa.. 8.00 
2.00 | 283193 | Coleman, Margaret... 125 W. Larned st, Detroit Mich. 10.00 
2. 80 — — Louisville, Ky . a E 8.00 
24.00 . 617 Pine street, Camden, N. J 8.00 
17.00 Middletown, Pa 8.00 
12.00 389121 | Dewberry, Mary Louisville, e. Nr. a 8.00 
6.00 | 314398 | Davis, Rachel Camden. ress 14.00 
6.00 Kansas City, Kanus 8.00 
8.00 | 380981 | Gibson, Mary 413 Hudson s st, er York, ha oe 8.00 
Hudson ave., Brooklyn, N. Y.. zog 
Thala, FC fant 8. 


7310 


showing the certificate numbers, ow 
uman of ‘pensioners dropped for immoral cont condiwot, 4. Gon 2 


ARMY WIDOWS, ACT JUNE 27, 3 


Are rates 


Names. Post-office address. 


Holliday, Clemmie Prairio Station, AR pees ape 88. 
Jourdan, Phebe L Li ston, Mx 8. 
Lloyd. Nanc Nowe Roland, Ark. 12. 
or, Charlotte Onancock, R Soe 12: 
Magner, Jane 4414 Washington avenue, St. Louis, 


458 S Caso avenue, Cleveland, Ohio- 
Lincoln street, Wilkesbarre, Pa.. 


— 2 


CCC 


es 
15 Third ars 9 Brooklyn, 


Sas Beves, PPTP 
Padden, Susan R 3 Dam, W. Va. 1 
Pringle, Amy Summerville, S. C0 1 
ae Ellen 


809 Howard street, Winona, M: 
.| 144 Chapel 3 Norfolk, Vama 


— 


Stall. Lil 
Tobias, Rhody. 


in lor, Kittie Wetum a 5255 ee Fae CORY 1 
oltz, Prederika .......- 306 8 Nandclsb street, Chi- 
14 Lawrence’st., Paterson, N. J 


Mound OUTE — — 
Waco, K 


14 Wiley street, 
150 Russel street, 


— 


88888888882 SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 83888 


— 


$12.00 
12.00 
12, 
12. 00 
12.00 
ter. — 2 
i? | Dorsett, Mary. ; 
234397 | Eimer, Roam 5 16, 00 
. Late ALERTS 18.00 
SAE ASS DSR PRESS 12.00 
10 W. En. mid st., Dayton, Ohio. 12.00 
C oe 
503 Main st., Worcester, 8.00 
vill vn 18. 00 
226Paso Hondo 12.00 
Upland, Md. . 18.00 
ki è 12. 00 
r 12.00 
De, ö 12. 00 
Potter Place, N. K 14.00 
21 Springien St., Norfolk, Va. 12. 00 
Hom 12. 00 
12.00 
48885 12.00 
270848 | Parslow, * YES 12,00 
277490 | Reed, Emerancy A K 12.00 
252940 Spencer, Wilhelmina ... 12.00 
212805 | Vandermark, Etta J 12. 00 
138486 | Van Golder, Malissa A 12.00 
2569931 Wright. Mary F 12. 00 
263305 | Wagers, Nancy. 20.00 
263020 | Watkins, Mary 16.00 
202928 | West, Harriet 12.00 
209676 | Wolf, Mary J 14.00 
NAVY WIDOWS, GENERAL LAW. 
4512 | McCoy, Eliza............| 23 Fox street, Norfolk, Va $12.00 
4258 | Wheeler, Clara Circleville, Ohio 12. 


WIDOWS, WAR OF 1812. 


sho F ot · Mes addresses, and rates 

invalid pensioners under the act of June 27, 1890, whose names were 

grom, the roll between Maren as me, and May 10, 1894, for the reason 
did not perform ninety days’ military service. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY II, 


Statement — the certificate numbers. names, post-o, addresses, and rates 
not . orm nine 


pensioners because they did net di service, ete.— 
stad dropped ey y days’ elc. 
Certif- 

cate Post-office address. 

Nos. 


Brown, James W -....-- Pulas 
Banister, Thomas H. 
Cook, Squire 


e, Ohio 
509 Cooper street, Sedalia, Mo 
8 F 


Jerusalem, Ohio z=- 
73 Conti street, New eae La. 
2700 St. Louis ave., St. Louis, Ko.. 
Barnesville, Ohio 
West Middlesex, P 


HMM popom matope pafo 


a — 


enry 
Ho. colton, George W 
Johnson, Arve 


Kemp, John p 
Lewis, Robert 1 


FORSERE Fo po Fo po Fo fa 


— 
B oB 


953 North Washtenaw avenue, 
Chicago, III. 

New Castle, PA 

Martins 0 


7 
‘ 
i 
i 
aos 


SNES SEER 
SSSSSSSS 88888888888 SSSSSESESSSSSSSESSSSESS 


Needmor 
Sewellsvitie Ohio... 
F 


— — 22 et rk et a 


el 


326748 k, Elizabeth. Newton, III 8.00 
341784 | Lupton, Lydia A eyes 8.00 
322140 ie, Re SETS Pee 8.00 
322741 | McCrumb, Emma New Wiimingvon 10.00 
241238 | Maris, || 2434 Chestnut ave., Kansas City, M 8.00 
Roe! „M song 83 Mo 5 1 

8. 00 

8. 00 


1 showing the certificate numbers, names, t. Hes addresses, and rates 
3 8 pensioners whose namas os . from the pension 


between March 4, 1593, and May 19, 1894, for the reason that the disabilities 
were not contracted in the military service, 


Post-oMce address. 


i] 
E 
8 


488873 | Brown, William E ...... ry Bag C 
683080 | Britton, Wille 907 M st. Nir Washington, D.C - 
191284 e, Jo — 41 W. Third street, Oswego, N. Y. 
151030 | Clary, James 430 H street NW. „Wasington, D. C. 
1 n. — | Huntsville, Ala 

511700 Gitchell. John Chesaning, Mich 2 
472071 | Geen, William North Fork, Cal 

276869 Haubrich, Jacob = 5 street, New Vork 
301591 Montpelier, Ky. 8 


Hurt, George J. 
Hartenroad, David 


Not known ... 


street Ln, ass 


st., Kansas City, Mo. 


prerNsSas EFF 
288222288 233823322832 


Statement showing the ae ee, numbers, names, post-office addresses, and 


rates of pensioners names were from the pension roll between 
— 1893, and Noyi 1 1894, Jor the 3 the soldiers deserted or 
were dishonorably discharged from the military or service. 


ARMY INVALID, ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. 


z 


Post-office address. 


ert 


SBE 
8888288888 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


7311 


Meat > 

TVTVTVTVVVVVVV ne aahonon y ged, etc. Conti d. 
Post · omce address. Rate. 

Box 335, Danbury, Conn $6.00 

Owensboro, Ry 3 6.00 

rro, N. Mex.. -| 12.00 

arysville, 8 sf 6.00 

Anton Chico, N. Mex 12.00 

8 — x 4.00 

Jala ay --| 12.00 

W. Pawlet, xt 5 12.00 

a CG ( tee Ss! 8.00 


ef 


5 


997 Natio Soldiers? Home, 
Sos 2 Ellsworth st., Hartford, Conn 
212982 Sylvania, Ohio. 
383300 ot known... 
430022 on 
472283 Bryants Po 
452197 | Clark, John R. OCB) SU nese ace —— 
113057 Twenty-Mile Stand, Ohto. 
276604 Falmouth, Kr 
330542 Soldiers’ 5 Bath. N. . 
884295 682 Court street, Cincinnati, 


Ohio. 
— aT MES Domea street, Brooklyn, 
macs ng 3 ian 
Farren, Bernar: 
Farrell, Cornelius 
Gardner, George. 
Goodwin 


ppapme leer Ferie s beer 


402935 Hudson, Barsell O 1 
164992 | Harris, James E 

425449 | Hatha . Eleazer I. Almont, Mich 

300227 ` R = 1 
373841 Waterloo, N. . 

293630 -| Horse Neck, W. Va 1 


15 een street, San Francisco, 


Kin John E 
pe Thomas J 


Moreney, Peter W. 
McCloskey, Patrick 
McCarthy, John 
Ogden, John 


— 


Ie i FO G0 G0 RO FO AMARA RI pO po D Oe Go po e 


— 


-| North a 
Not 

Ne 
Young, Robert. 
Zimmermann, William 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSESSS 8322238323382888 S 8283333838888838 


wykop 


0, 
5 — eo avenue, Elizabeth, 


— Perkins, William . Stow, Me.. seco 00 
Winchester, Edwin C. Sean e EAA ATA 17. 00 

ARMY WIDOWS, ETC., ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. 
284102 Herbst, Johanna 8 avenue, St. Louis, $8.00 
299738 | Murphy, Mary Sewickley, Pa 8.00 


MEXICAN WAR SURVIVORS. 


Saunders, Henry 
Devlin, Peter 


106:2 8.00 


> 


Statement sho: 


the certificate numbers, 
of pensioners 


se names were dropped 


fice addresses, 


rom irre ie cae, 


and rates 
n roli between March P; 


4, jon and —.— 1, 1894, for the reason that 8 was 5 drawn 


ARMY WIDOWS, ACT JUNE 27, 1890. 


hiladel- 


Pardee, Susan 88S amy F ERATAN 

Quigley, Catharine Point House Row, Greenwich, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Scott, Anna A., alias. a avenue, Cincinnati. 


Fishback. 

Northeast corner Twenty-fourth 
and Elisworth streets, Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 

Sherman, Tex 


Blacttler, Clara A.. St. Louis, o 
Churchill, Henn 78 Hagle stree street, S Adams, Mass 


5 


Grutz, Ellen 
McGrath, Elizabeth eed 


Statement showing (he certificate numbers, oom _ ost-o fice addresses, and rates 
oF pensioners a names were dropped from the pension roll between March 
4, 1893, and May 10, 1994, for the reasons that the dectarations for pensions 
were invalid. 

ARMY, ACT JUNE 27, 1890. 
Certifi- 
—.— Names. Post-office address. Rate. 
Nos 
227887 | Armstead, William. .._. 50 Fenchurch st., Norfolk, Va $12.00 
708612 Thom r een 6.00 
443517 | Buck, John C1 eR EERE AE TCT tee 8.00 
621171 Care of W. H. Miles, Park avenue, 12,00 
Norfolk, Va. 
745252 | Brock, Charles Sie RD on ro TS 12.00 
638933 Brown, Joh — —— 7— alias | General delivery, Norfolk, Va. 12.00 
821967 | Brickhoive tating Brick-| 73 Ba street, White's Row, 8.00 
us), n. 
676982 | Bray, Edward 50% Fenchureh St., Norfolk, ve 2 6.00 
745249 | Bray, Wm .-| General delivery, Norfolk, Va 12.00 
529403 | Boush, Henry 50 3 St., Norfolk, va... mag 8.00 
531080 | Bowe. Calvin ES SSS ER TT a 12.09 
622774 | Bell, Henry — 12. 00 
666844 Bailey. Solomon Great Bridge, Paice ceca 10. 00 
500030 | Baxter, Paul -| 40 James street, W. Nortel. 12. 00 
319024 8 Sylvia. 9Wevster's court, Norfolk, Va- 8.00 
683667 | Carter, John General delivery, Norfolk, Va 12.00 
Coston, Georg National Soldiers’ Home, Vir; 6.00 
690163 | Corbin, John. 255 Church street, Norfolk 12.00 
566200 | Coy, John NOLO VO AE E 12.00 
735550 | Cuffy, James General delivery, Norfolk, 12.00 
732707 ee, Ferebee .| 14 Wilson avenue, Norfolk, Va.. 12.00 
518635 | Deans, Isaac ...... 387 ir street, Norfolk, Va. 6.00 
549913 | Davis, Nathaniel do. 0... sce-ce-cesecen enon 12.00 
742342 | Dye, Robert — Comer: 77 Norfolk, Va 8,00 
136013 | Emerson, Cuy . Norfolk, Va nnani 10,00 
707883 | Fuller, PLATOA 50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va. rX s 
12,00 
8.00 
12.00 
12.00 
12.00 
Harrison st., Portsmouth, Va. 6. 
811 Wythe st., Portsmouth, Va.. 12. 
50 Fenchurch st., Norfolk, Va 8. 


Sir Hollow tee 5 daha, Nov oli, VR 
ollowman, Geo. neral deliv orfo: 2 
600233 | Holland, Jr Berkley, peels cs pada 
545878 Genera’ 9 Norfolk, Va 
536873 | Hu z 3 Norfolk, Va 
621408 | Hughes, Stephen Berk} 
iel Hopkins rine 
opkins, Trim . Norfolk, Va 
Ho „Owen 
cane ue an, James H.. 
ones, Chas .............| 243 Queen st., Norfolk, Va 
589003 Jones, 
716584 | Jones, — a wiford st., Portsmouth, Va. 
693884 | Johnson, HIIlllard . 50 Fenchurch st., Norfolk, Va. 
496583 | Johnson, Richard R.. Barboursville, Va 
723507 | Jolly, David 3 al delivery, Nort Va.. 
566519 | James, Horatio. t. Norfolk. * 
771007 1 Ce) EOE SEE, T: REI a eS 
641459 elium, e . Norfolk, Va — 
George ..| Care of d. E. Roper, 81 Bank st., 


Norfolk, Va. 


m m ppe poppe mS 
S 3 88 88888 


ePReaskRe okkekebrkiets 


88888888 sesssesssssssssss 


7312 ; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 11, 


Statement e numbers, names, dresses, and * 


of pensioners pot rod their declarations were N ete.—Continued 
ARMY, ACT JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


Post-office address. 


a 
= 


P REeekkoa RekRoSakRes 


88888233282838 SSSSSSSSSSESSSSSSSSSSESSSS SS 28833288 8882832388828 


70 St. Paul street, Norfolk, Va. 
117 Brewer street, Norfolk, N 
Norfolk, va —— ouia] 


ba ii 


50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va. 
Box 203, Portsmouth, Va 
273 Queen street, Norfolk, * 
General deltvery, Norfolk, Va. 
50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va. 
Care of W. H. Miles, Park avenue, 
Sterol Va. 
5 en, Va 
Fifth 92 8 Vi 
Norfolk 


Mathews, George 
rer bon Jesse.. 


— — 


‘eet, Norfolk, 
70 Wilson street. Norfolk, Va 
Care of W. H. Miles, Park avenue, 
Norfolk 3 
rien EESE S 
Care of C. . Roper, 31 Bank street, 
Norfolk, Va. 
50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va. 
National Soldiers’ Home, Vi 
50 Fenchurch street, Norton Va. 
7 Springfield street, Norfolk, Va. 
Care of W. H. Miles, Norfolk, Va 
50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Na. 
Hodges Ferry, va 
18 85 street, Portsmouth, Va 
95 Liberty street, Norfolk, Va 
National Soldiers’ Home, V: 
31 Bank street, Norfolk, wace 
General delivery, Norfolk, 
50 Fenchurch street, Norfolic, 
Berkeley, Va 
342 Church street, Norfolk, V: 
207 Cumberland st., Norfolk, Va.. 
T 
50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va. 
„ 
50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va. 
Princess Anne, Va 
4 Hull street, Norfolk, NAER 
Care of W. H. Miles, Park avenue, 
Norfolk, Va. 
PPC TI 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va 
General delivery, Norfolk, Va. 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va 
be heer oa ae. Norfolk, Va 


— — 


— 


Nelson, Arthur 
Nash, Jacob. ---- 


p 


b be ee 


— 


— tk 222 


— . 22 


— 


Sg ESN EDE DEERE EREESREESEREeSSNEES 


General "delivery. „Norfolk, 
Norfolk, vtaaꝛa 


Walke, = 
Young, William — 7. — = 


50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va. 8. 00 
88 Jefferson stree orfolk, 12.00 
General delivery, Norfolk, Va 8.00 
Norfolk, Va er 6.00 
Great Bridge, V 6.00 
National Soldiers’ Home, 6.00 
100 Goff street, Norfolk, Va - 10.00 
17 Wilson ave., Barboursville, Va. 12.00 
= Bank street, Norfolk, Va 6. 00 
BA mpeg oc 195 Hunters- 8.00 
8 — Norfolk, 
illiams, WIIIis General delivery, Norfolk, Va 8.00 
17513 | Whalin (alias Weeland),| McQuillin’s eon James street, 12.00 


John. Norfolk, Va. 


GENERAL LAW. 


350333 | Goddard, Harrison 2— Fort Atkinson, Iowa............... 814. 00 


WIDOWS, ETC., ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. 


ARMY, 


308936 Ry ae ee eee 88. 00 
276889 James, Rosetta 85 Newtonstree 8. 00 
318432 rg pe S 9 Suffolk street, Norfolk, Va 8.00 
299178 | Smith, Nancy Ann.. 101 Princess Ann ave., Norfolk, Va. 8. 00 
330601 | Wilson, Harriet Ann 8. 00 


Statement sh he certificate numbers. names, 3 Nes addresses, and rates 
of pensioner: names were dropped Jrom the pension roll between March 
4, 1833, and 2 10, 1894, Jor various reasons. 


CAUSES OF DEATHS NOT THE RESULTS OF DISABILITIES CONTRACTED IN 
THE MILITARY SERVICE. 


Army widows, general law. 


Post-oflice address. 


E 
8 


ä — ini ine $12.00 

— 20.00 

18 

Coney ile K 98 12.00 
Detroit Junction, Mich 8. 00 
North rrezon: Pa.. 12.00 
Chesaning, Mich 12,00 
RENS 12.00 


Army fathers, general law. 


Grantham, wn . 


292340 Albany o | 812. 00 
DISABILITY FEIGNED. 
113050 | Rausnenderger, Harvey.| Morning Sun, Iowa 210. 00 
NOT THE SOLDIERS’ MOTHERS. 

37110 | Edwards, 5 Sar cc E N 12, 00 
321161 | Putnam, Eunice Galesburg, 3 SF, ` 1205 
314212 Vaugbn, Isabella BOGS We Vio hss ea enn Noopciaes 12,00 
315511 | Walrath, Nancy. {| Charleston. Four Corners, N. . 12.00 


NO LAW PROVIDING PENSIONS ON ACCOUNT OF SERVICES RENDERED. 
Army invalids, act of June 27, 1890. 


Certif- 
cate Names. Post-office address. Rate 
Nos. 
635720 | Collison, James . 
465929 | Guest, James H. E. a 
606144 | Steele, James 
Army invalids, general law. 
496823 | Fraker, Valentine c ͤ ech gnsande acre | 290. 00 
488413 | Gilbreath, Josiah....... Langston, Ala | 8.00 
NOT DISABLED BY WOUNDS, ACT APRIL 24, 1816. 
8142 | Mize, Littleton M. | Clarksville, Ga 55........-. | €8.00 
PENSIONERS’ REQUESTS. 
Army invalids, act of June 27,1890. 
7007 Clark, Joseph P.. 2.00 
683118 | McKay, Samuel 8.00 
812570 | Taylor, 8 8 2.00 
212997 | Carter, John usvil 0.00 
107762 Goodman William BB. Germantown, Philadelphia, Pa 8.00 
320734 | Holdenreid, Philip 1708 S. Tenth st., St. Louis, Mo 4.50 
Army widows, act of June 27, 1890. 

341935 | Dawson, Martha er Torea a d A 28. 00 
351928 | Haymaker, Anna I. .| Murraysville, Pa 12.00 
368207 | Linsley, Susan W C 8. 00 


PENSIONERS NEVER DISCHARGED FROM THE MILITARY SERVICE. 
Army invalids, act of June 27, 1890. 


711404 | Lewis, James 
605245 | Wilgus, Henry A 


PENSIONED TWICE, SECTION 4715 R. 8. 
Army invalids, act of June 27, 1590. 


G | Pariston, George WM 3 10 
Army widows, act of June 27, 1890. 
338079 | Dixon, Harriet. 820 Madison st., Wilmington, ba. 88. 00 
Army widows, general law. 
331373 | Smith, Sarah...........- | 2 Crab street, Portsmouth, Va A 214. 00 


— — —— —ü—ꝙ —́ i .ꝗ:ᷣ— — v — — 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


7313 


Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, and rates | Statement showing the e numbers, names, post- o fice 8 and rates 


of pensioners dropped for various reasons—Continued. 
PENSIONED TWICE, SECTION 4715 R. 5.—continued. 
Navy invalids, general law. 


Names. Post-office address. Rate. 


ence 254 Classon ave., Brooklyn, N. R.. 


PENSIONERS NOT IDENTICAL WITH SOLDIERS. 
Army invalids, act of June 27, 1890. 


1 venport, Wm. H o [X 
corse . William . Atlanta, Ga 
668118 | Johnson, William . Rockwood, Tenn 
649213 | Miller, Rufus Jerome, Ga 


tz, Sylvanus B.. 
on Si vial ---| Burlingame, Pa 
-| Donohoe, Te 

Philadelphia, Pa 


RATED ON MEDICAL EXAMINATION OF ANOTHER SOLDIER OF SAME NAME, 


545211 | Martin, Josep Thayer ... 212. 00 


SOLDIERS SERVED LESS THAN SIXTY DAYS IN WAR WITH MEXICO. 


Survivors. 


5 ee ee SRON 
$009 | Wood, Otis B. P 


Widows. 


7901 | Crane, Mary Jane Villisca, Iowa ....<....--.....2----- ; 


SOLDIER LIVING. 
Army widows—Act of June 27, 1890. 


okies Reap oat Louisville, K €8.00 
---| Benedict, Kans 2. = 8.00 

..---.| 1522 William st., Baltimore, Md 8.00 

—.— 55 East Main st., Columbus, Ohio. 8.00 
8 19 Lester street, Province, R Cal 8. 00 


Army widows— General law. 


278284 | Sullivan, Pytha Ann .. Marianna, Fla 


Mexican war widows. 


6010 | Davis, Margaret | 1825 L st. NW., Washington, vo. 88. 00 


SERVICE NOT ACCEPTED BY WAR DEPARTMENT. 
Army invalid—Act June 27, 1890. 


709187 | McAfee, Robert 204 Courtland st., Baltimore., Md | $12.00 


VICIOUS HABITS. 
Army invalid Act June 27, 1890. 


428651 | Bowman, James W Safford, Tenn $12.00 
825293 | Billy, John Not known. € — 
8.00 

8.00 

6.00 

12.00 

7 12. 00 

7 6.00 


Navy invalid—Act of June 27, 1890. 


10730 | Grayson, John, alias | 225 Courtland, st., Baltimore, Md. $12.00 
Robert hall. 


Phelan, John National Soldiers“ Home, Virginia 12. 00 


WIDOWS, MINORS, OR MOTHERS SURVIVED THE SOLDIERS, 
Minor children. 


of pe ropped for various reaso ontinued. 


WIDOWS, MINORS, OR MOTHERS SURVIVED THE SOLDIERS.- continued. 


Mothers, 
Certifi- 
cate Names. Post- mee address. Rate. 
Nos. 
Byers, Caroline.........| Louisiana, Moo .... 12.00 

377147 | Cochrane, Phillis Ida...| Soldiers’ Home, Toledo, GhIO. 12.00 

353155 Union City, Ind.. Li 12, 00 
Rochester, Mich 12.00 
Fairdaie, Kñ ans 12.00 
Father. 

831559 | Lady, William .......... Brownstown, Ind ..........-.....-- $12.00 


ORGANIZATIONS WITH WHICH SOLDIERS SERVED WERE NOT IN SERVICE OF 
UNITED STATES. 


Mexican war survivor. 


5177 | Nickles, Frederick | Campbellsburg, Ind | 82.00 


Army widows, act of June 27, 1890. 


354951 | Kirtland, Mary A. 


Conjon COL rri aia o | $8.00 


ALLEGED SOLDIER NEVER PERFORWED MILITARY SERVICE. 
Army widows, general law. 


271814 | Miller, Charlotte | TA ROY, KOs oaaae aN | 812. 00 


Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-ofice addresses, and rates of 


pensioners under the act of June a 1890, whose names were dropped from the pen- 


sion roll between March 4, 1893, an 
ratably disabled for earning a support by manual labor. 


May 10, 1894, for the reason that they were not 


Certif- 
cate Names. Post-office address. Rate. 
Nos. 
249961 Allerding, Nicholas Hastings, Mich 
73374 | Abbott, Orrin Leipsic, Ohio 
636611 | Abernathy, James J Waxahatchie, 
588133 | Abell, Samuel C Attila, K 


505422 | Abrams, Benjamin F. Fort Col 
698418 | Ackerman, Westervelt..| 7 Zimmer a 


nionville, Moo 
Vibbard, Mo. 
Chelsea, Ind. P. 
North Cohocton, N. Y 
Altoona, Pa 


5 Warrensburg, Mo 
Aldrich, Thomas M... 22 Warren st., Providence, R. 1 
Alexander, Wuüljiam Sedalia, Mo 
514812 | Allen, Robert W.... . Half Way, K 
559985 | Allen, FrancisM a Alexandria, Tenn 
544665 | Allen, Atkins Richmond, Ind 
739481 | Allen, Thomas . 


a. 
735493 Amos, Charles Pensauken, N. 77 
635601 [ Ames, W 2232 Stamford, N. Y. 

510747 erman, Charles W.| Greenwood, Del.. 

561653 | Amon, Philip___......... 494 Central ave., Cleveland, Ohio. 
505905 | Anderson, Uriah J ..... Vienna, III 

692576 | Anderson, Virgil East Carondelet, Ill 

612663 | Anderson, Amos S Monson, Mass 


751 East Third street, Williams- 


port, Pa. 
67 Chappell alley, Carlisle, Pa 
--| 182 Ames st., Grand Rapids, Mich. 
9 Federal street, Boston, Mass 
Denver, Colo 


Monoville, Tenn 
ilmington, Ohlo 


Whitewater, Wis ........ 
-| Berlin Heights, Ohio 
Cincinnati, Ohio 


— 


— — 
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Bamford, Th: 
Bateman, William R 


est Freedom, Pa 
Market street, t, Paterion, N.J ae 
227 St. Paul street, Baltim: 
8 Pa 


Salem a avenue, Cincinnati, Ohio.. 
West Martinsburg, N. N. X. 


604537 | Be ioe 5 ree jartea NC 
T] * a — 
518283 | Bergmann, E65 Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, 
Albe: ararket House, e — 


214 Poplar st, Philadel 
856 Broadway, Buffalo, 


Gieveland, Oh 
eve 
1997 Third 


—.—.— New York City. 


109 West ne Newark, N. ioe 
Commercial P. Onio 


outh, 
Box 188, Union, N. Y.. 
Southport, N. 


Nichols, 


..| Courtland, Va.. 
308 South Madison street, Bloom- 
ington, III. 


AA.. 
Athens, NY 


P 
347 State street, 
59 Annett st., ner Orleans, La... 


Asbury Park, N. J. 
Mount Pleasant 


Brady, Frank. R 
Brabant, John 
Bradley, Hiram W...... 


haw, Samuel 
Brandt, Wesley L 
Adam 


aid V stroet, W Washington, D. C 
F BEE 


—— —— nenee 


688214 
519117 


paar Sonar t er 


r ape pmol ppamsaS 
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Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-o os addresses, and rates 
of. ners because not ratably disabled. ete.—Continued. 
Certifi- 
cate Names. Post- omce address. Rate. 
Nos. 
515852 | Browne, Gflbert 28 Sarato; wee St., E. Boston, Mass 
666080 | Brown, Francis S. 234 a ington street, Somer. . 


658597 Kingebriten, New York City 
508985 Melrose, IW a. 
571776 West Sonora, 8 
595528 855 Seventh street, Louisville. Ky. 
533865 Malmouth; a A 
825299 Gladb:; Iowa. 

amiga Home, Ohi 


York, 


518994 evi een Ey.. 2 
öt Austin street. St. Louis, Mo 

671376 Caledonia, Ohio 
518279 745 MoMillen St., Cımcinnati, Ohio. 
511455 Water street, Chambersburg, Pa.. 
591401 4 o kA 
796254 | Bucher, Alexander J.. . Arendtsville, Fa 

737815 | Buckley, Thomas Thames street, Bristol, R.I 

776168 | B Elisha 59 Durfee street, Fall River, Mass. 
621191 | Bullivant, James 91 Court street, Newark, N. J 

Bullock, Horace a avenue, 


Butler, Pa 
Oklahoma Cit ‘Okla 
Hughsonville, 
Rarden, Ohio 
South Newburg, Ohio 
Besutort, s GG 
1231 Church * —— Lebanon, Pa 
Southington, 
94 Grace street, ig ee N.J.. 
Rosbys Hock, W. V. 

a Sta 


po 
Madisonville, Pa. 
2559 N. eee Philadelphia, Pa 
Acco AA 
Grubbs, Del — 
2 22 


Pa 
an ‘Allen street, Philadelphia, Pa. 
Benton Harbor, Mich. 
Berkeley S Rah 
$ 88 W. 
466 Gladstone Avenue, Cincinnati, 
0. 


street, N. J. 
st, near Prient, New Or- 


Whitneys Point, N. -- 
Louisiana, Mo 


— 


eggs aneepaeemasaaabakhesePeasamaaaSs meaapekheapkehhamasse a8 
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Post-office address, 


—— ——— 


2225 DINERO, Ga 


Cullen, Matthew 

Cullen, Patrick.. „| 147 Morgan st., Jerse; 
8 Walkerton, Ind 
Cross, rick Marron, Pa 

. heme roi 

Cl arles A 


Kans 
Craig, Isaac W 26Concord Place,Cincinnati, Ohio 
Craighead, James 7 . — — street, Washing- 


2297 E. Fifth i D: 


383 G 

67 Label street, Montclair, N. 
Andrew — Tenn. 
Cruise, Mo 
Brookline, Mass. 
Wickford, R. 1. 
Bridgeport, Ohio ---.---- 
Fountain Place, Boston. Mass 
Ta Ohio. 


Copeland, Enoch.. 
Copp, Ferdinand.. 
Coon, Michae 


Comer, 
e s William 


Coane Fiat, Se ta te ies 

Talbott, Tenn. 

22 Bedford st., Fall E 

Grand Rivers, K 

1 5 — — 
59 First st., Northampton, Mass 

ccc ea 
Ichers ville, Tex 


s ton 
Campbell, John 
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RN ... ee aed ane and rates 


Names. Post-office address. 


Carver, James H.... 
Cutler, Benjamin yer 


ward, Phil 
1511 Walter st., adeiphia, Pas Pa 
76 Merrimack St., taa 

532 Spruce st. , Reading, 
Benton, Pa 


x, Harry 
Campbell, Willi 
Cook, Philip 
Chester, Moses Church Cree! 
Crawford, Charles H... Weatherville, Md. 
Cleveland, Wm Shelton; de 
Cole, Samuel Clin ORIG — ESE 

5 

ins, Noah 
Canfield, Wm. z 
Oole, Jas. L. --| Campbell, Tenn 
Con 102 Lake View a , Bufalo, N. V. 


$8 ieee street, Savannah, Ga. 


„August 


DeHart, John D.....-... 

Deibert, Daniel F. 

Demarest, David 
Eamon 


, Springfield, O. 
-| Peru, Ind., 205 East Sixth street.. 


Atchison, 
878 N. Glinton st st., Rochester, N. 2 


Camden, N. J. 
Dillon, John 3140 Arizona m Philad 1 
„Nelnotte 2017 N. Ninth Philadelphia, Pa. 
Philip 733N. Fourth st, Philad 
1328 Delaware ave., Obester, PA 
e paana nn 
1116 East Sixth street, East Des 
Moines, Iowa. 


Day; Seth 8383. 46 Pium s street, Portland, Me 


Egger pappppmi 


Papps 
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Btatement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-office 
of pensioners because not ratably disabled, etc.—Continued. 


addresses, and rates 


Post- ofuce address. 


631 Maine „ Mass. 
2 Iowa 

N Soldiers’ Home, Va. 
95 Tyler street, Boston, Mass 
Newberry, C 
Drakes 0 Ark 


Fort Worth, Tex 


Maine st. „Wappingers Falls, N. sa 
Fayville, Mass 

ames. 1 Tenn 

Daniel, William G ville, W. Va. 


Darling, Samuel 
Drummond, Robe: 


513265 | Drinkard, Joshua L. Lagrange, Mo. 

705 | Duck, Isaac S... Loganton, Pa. 

774128 Duffy, JohnC_.. Bellaire, Ohio. 
601883 | Duke, William. Owensboro, Ky . 
512262 | Duncan, Noah West Line, Mo.. 
Bloomfield, Ky.. 


Mansfield, Ark. 


z Sterlin 
Reagan, 
Blenheim, N. OG. 
414 Preston street, Louisville, 

312 Hickory street, Buffalo, N. 

945 Vine street, Hamilton, Ohio. 
Tecumseh, Nebr. 


— Roxbury, Mass 
enn 


Jackson, Ohio 
252 Hamiltonst., New Haven, Conn. 
ee 9 2 55 
Trammel, Ky ... 
Beaver Falls Pa.. 
Wormleyburg Pa 
te Center, 


Brookdale, N. Wiss 
Galena, Mo 


670359 | Davis, John Sh Pan MO- cis coc wesancwcns 
666199 | Davis, Byron H 73 Truxton sitet, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
824595 Davis, Josep. Pittsburg, N. H 
681490 Davy, John -| Cravens 
685345 | Davy, Henry. . -| Satillo, Tenn 

De Haven, John B. 


W 

516963 | Dodge, Torpley T.. -| Ridgway, Ill 

Eberle, John . Chilficothe, Ohio 
684040 | Eddy, Pinkmey.- j Conter, 

Edgar, George Rahw: 
779519 | Edwards, Charles.. 123 W. Main street, Room 11, Roch- 

ester, N. Y. 

682312 Edwards, Franklin ay, N. Y. 
513043 Hepler, Kans 


Elder, 5 ‘ord O 
Elkins, James H 


n. 

—— Kans 
Was on, Vt... 

Arkansas City, 


763188 | Enghouser, Edward — — Fussel a1 avenue, north of Warsaw 
Sache Price Hill, Cincinnati, 

623828 | Enoch, James MGGOD, Mi ~c cucacqusineapncce scekpaoe 

576796 Epen ‘Thompson W .... Sidney, Ohio 

552022 | Erdley, James Middleburg, Pa 

658101 | Estes, Geo Norn org Mass 

710410 | Estabrook, 

532257 | Evans, Geor. 

74032 | Eversman, 

567734 | Edrington, Josep Kan S Eee ee 

588303 | Epley, Andrew J... To 


Elliott, Thomas 


508486 | Eves, James W. MR TA oa ee 

700648 | Ehmann, John 1258 S. Twenty-first street, Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 

54864 Endri re bc alias | 128 Dudley st., Philadelphia, Pa... 


Franklintown, Pa 


if n. Md 
West Bridgewater, 5 
Lane ar e, Ark 


a Lima; TD -aa snc aneneuas sao A 

hrhardt, Gus 749S Staind st., St. Louis, Mo 

804167 | Fosnaught, Jonna * — 522 Peffer st., Harrisburg, Pa 
691962 | Fasnacht, WIIIlam Mastersonville. Pa. 
675643 | Frazier, Henry 249 S. 12th st., Philadelphia, Pa... 
509518 | Fizone, Mordecai ....... 912 Washington st.,Norristown,Pa 
525938 | Flickinger, Josep BUD VIB PRS ons naga cauaecen dken tice 
654129 | Foote, William, 15 — ann, p x 


FE po m po FO S g0 po m po P p pa o po pa m p po geg 


— — 


Seeberger 
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Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, and rates 
of ners because not ratably disabled, etc.—Continued. 
Certifi- 
cate Names. Post-office address. Rate. 
Nos. 
575135 PO, Coe Millersville, fa 80. 
708885 Faker Nicholas 8 11 ay St., St. Paul, Minn 
722508 on, John ............ 11 Bloomfield st., Hoboken, N. J 
516547 | Farmer, John W... Urbana, Onie soso nin ace sancs 1 
598604 | Faron, George FF 
509934 Farnsworth, Henry C _.| Chester, Nebr 1 
724374] Farrell, John ROWS —T—TTT—T—T—T—T— conetn 
583763 | Fate, Peter ESN T AONA, 5⁴ 8 aye., New Brunswick, 
769778 | Fay, James S........... Colden, C E EE ES E 
737913 | Fealey, Thomas Thompsonville, Conn.... 
531211 | Fechet, Louis .......---- Claremore, Ark. 1 
484 Fellows, D Go ee | Box 297, Bradford, Mass 
522337 | Fenton, Charles L... 1347 Devlin st., St. Louis, Mo 1 
521203 | Fenn, Lyman $17 Main st., Cambridge, e 
521600 | Fer, on, He F 
567164 | Fezler, Egbert 
724326 | Piller, William .........| Alexis, III 
605679 | Finn, Patrick 
510875 | Finegan, Nathan . Newark, Ohio 1 
617124 | Finkle, Jacob Sheffield, Mass 


Gardner, 5 


Fountain, John R... n. Md 

Fox, Randall Soldiers! Home, Grand Rapids, 
Fraction, Oscar. Kenton, Ohio. 

Frasser, Angus 


Freeman, Samuel 
French, George H 
Frost, Charles E. 


Fayette, Thomas Between Ninth and Tenth, John- 
son street, Keokuk, Iowa. 

Fle „Andrew R. New aie go ton, Pa 

Fuller, Merrill Clefty, At 

Ferster, David Urbana, P: 

Foley, Daniel 1210 Beach ~ Seema. 4 pres Fae 

Fitzsimmons, John 2801 Prairie 8 Chicago, III. 

Foster, Samuel A. Randolph, Mass 

Fletcher, Augustus 1009 4th st. N. W. „Washington, D. O. 

Freeman, Hee Spates Melitata, Må ...............-..-.... 

Finfrock, Sam’l -| Versailies, Ohio.. 


Bethel, Conn 


burg, 
Ottawa, Kans 
207 Four-and-a-half st. 


Fewell, John 
Felton, Isaac 


National Mili 
2006 Orleans st. 


Home, Kans .. 
3 Pa. 
Je, Ky -. 


mine be hog St., Soe 


Gilley, ohn 
God Thomas G. 
Ghant, Gharles 

Green, Wm 


ump, 
42 Spr ak Morristown, N. J... 
Sandy 0 8 
A 
456 State street, Rochester, N. V 
bat ‘Daik avenue, Sioux Falls, 


Gibbs, Ader Ay ASAE 
Gatens, George W 
Gilbert, Henry N 


Grigsby, Alexander 
Grigsby . Abraham 
Gentry, Wm. M.. 

Gould, Benjamin 


CCC ͤ pappia 
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of pensioners because not ratably disa ete.—Continued. 


Certif- 
cate Names. Post-office address. 
Nos. 

561935 | Gilden, Aaron Lonoke, Ark 

553718 | Griffin, Franklin.. Natchez, Miss 

673535 | Gose, Anderson B. Pomp, K 


610550 Gaby, Isaac .. De Witt, I. aes e ee 
692962 Gibson, Richard.. . Box 434, Little Rock, Ark. 
522360 oodrich, WilliamJ .... ee 


510896 Grimes, Byron 


662337 Grimth, Joseph A 
701466 | Gatchel, Aaron N 
574183 | Gibbs, Patton 


ington, D. 

New York State Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Home, Bath, N. Y. 

8 sy 7 


n, D. C. 
ole Girardeau, MM 
CON Ane / rs cea ccscacontap 
PRUE is E s OE AN r 
Gallatin, Mo ðͤ 


852 S. Ninth street, Denver, Colo.. 
2112 Franklin avenue (rear), St. 


Wilmington, Ohio 
N. Clarendon, Pa...... 
Jobs Corners, Pa .........:..--...- 
Dunkirk, Ind 
National Military Home, Kans... 
Box 250, Windsor, Ontario,Canada 
116 N. Madison st., Topeka, Kans. 
Fredericksville, Pa ............-... 
5 1 55 175 a A EESAN 

928 Rodman st., Philadelphia, Pa. 
Lakewood, N. 13233 
430 Ramge | Block, Omaha, Nebr... 
Weender cccccscccsese 
Zalma, MO phen 
South Scriba, N. Y. aia 
Somerville, Ohio 
2 Third avenue, Pine Bluff, Ark 
6108 S. Broadway, St. Louis, Mo 
Monroe Falls, Ohio 
W. agi) St., Covi 
Elkader, Iowa . 
204 N St., Baltimore, 
266 Cod wise avenue, New Bruns- 

wick, N. J. 

Henderson, Ky 


618397 | Hany, Anton 
603505 Harris, George 
577001 Hardy, James 


542812 Hatchet, William 


5119 Hall, Samuel... -| North Lans 

587670 | Harris, Wiliam Vine Grove, 115 

689865 | Harrison, Alfred. Pleasant Hill, 

724417 | Halwell, Francis P. .| 478) Grover st., Jersey City, N. 33 
Harris, Tuomas Port Penn, Del 


910 E. Tulip st., 1 
Patton, Mo 
St. Denis, Md 
5 Leominster, Mas: 

67 W. Lake street, Chicago. III 
Bainbridge, Oh 220 aurai 
227 St. Paul st., Baltimore, Md 


105 Lafayette St., Columbus, Ohio. 
Huntington, Ark 
1 


Hooper, uier E... Jordan, N. Y . 
Herrick, Albert BD 3024 efferson avenue, Battle Creek, 


Mich. 
705965 Hess, Samuel. 48 W. Forty-fifth street, New 
York City. 
2731 Dearborn street, Chicago, Iil. 
See 1 Louisville, Ky. 


g 
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Statement showing the certificate Sa; names, pot. fice dating. and rates of 


pensioners because not ratabl wanes etc. Conti 


Names. Post- offlee address. Rate. 
— S| 
Hotchkiss, Moses Milwaukee, Wis 86.00 
Housworth, Levi W .... Picea — 12.00 
Hoadley, Thomas Alexandria B 12. 00 
Hennessy, Timothy 1708 2 saen NW. Washing- 12, 00 
Holder, Charles Nationa Military Home, Virginia. 12.00 
Hewitt, Thomas _.. 225 Courtland st., Baltimore, Md.“ 6.00 
Holston, Lemuel T Dee 6.00 
Howe, Jesse K K. Hart, Mich 6.00 
Hyland, Michaeli Hebronville, Mass 8.00 
Holman, Jerome B 8 pit Seventh street, Philadel- 6.00 
Hunt, Walter S S Bre Ooad way, New York City 6. 00 
Hackenburg, 8 Tunes Rivers, Mien 6.00 
Hopper, Henry L Waldwick Ny daar naea E aa 6.00 
Holway, Augustus East Sandwich, MANS e a Sn 6.00 
Hudson, Miles. . North Adams, Masses 8.00 
Horton, James W.. Stns Penn oe 2 ses ce ccsedenleaas 6. 00 
Huber, Henry -| Warrenton, Mo =» 6. 00- 
Hutchings, Willia: Leslie, Mich 8.00 
Hoover, Abra. National Military Hom Einla- 6.00 
Henson, John 277 St. Paul street, Baltimore, Ma. 8, 00 
Heoner, Henry Lockhaven, Pa 6.00 
Herman, Bolze 2021 aon street, Cleveland, 400 
House, Curtis --| Indian Springs, Mo 6. 00 
Howland, Phillip E ... Camden, N. .. 1 2, 00: 
Hockett, Joseph A... South Wabash, Inå. ` . 00 
ns, George H Wusen vetas sae eai 8.00 
Hurd, John Thirteenth and oe streets, 
Little Rock, Ark 8.00 
Hyland, William H. Chatham, N. J 6. 00 
Huston, Jefferson Medora, Kans.. 10. 00 
Hubble, Acy M. Salem, Ark 6.09 
Howard, Amos Hartford, W. ves 8.00 
Holman, Harrison -| Elizabethtown. Ky 6.00 
Hill, James W. 530 Market st., 5 W.Va.. 6.00 
Hightower, Orlando S. Wilmin: n Bio 8.00 
ohn Oregon, Mo 6. 00 
Hawk, Samuel... Hartford, W Va. 8. 00 
Henderson, L. D Staunton, III. 12.00 
Hepfer, Daniel J Chambersburg, Pa 8. 00 
Heine, Gerhard. 478} Grove st., Jersey City, N.J.. 8. 00 
Henry, B Moore Station, Pa ..........--.--.. 6.00 
Hinchey, Thomas M 276 PUNE Hill street, Charles- 6. 00° 
Hiller, Peter A.. 8.00 
Hill, George T. 12.00 
Haskell, Cyrus 10. 00 
Hallock, Amos 8,00 
Hayes, William A. A 8.00 
Hanlon, James atte 8. 00 
Horr Sosopi E Warwick, R. 1 6.00 
S, Scott Scott street, Cincinnati, Ohio 6.00 
Hutchinson, George. Albuquerque, N. Mex 3 6.09 
Hall, Peter . Thompsonville, Conn ak 6. 00° 
Hensley, Solomon Kilgore, Ky ........ aaa. 6. 00 
He e, WIlllam . Cedar Hill, Ohio 8.00 
efinger, William ...| East Penn street, Carlisle, Pa a 6, 00 
Hopkins Jobn W....... -| 1811 Noren Compton street, St. 6.00 
uis, Mo. 
Heneshaw, oe J. 1450 Clinton street, Buffalo, N. . 6. 00 
h: Va 3 6.00 
ns 6.00 
e. Dani 130Gorham st., 3 12 0 
Herber. Cornell Vieksburg. Miss ........ — 8.00 
Houck, Jason... Public Road, Walton, N . 6. 00 
Hynes, Michael 21 Crescent Place, Boston, Mass -| 6. 00 
Hundall, Richard. Andrews, Ind 8.00 
Harrison, Ephraim. 135 Cove street, Norfolk, Va.. | 12,00 
Hardin, Alfred.. Lebanon, KN 6.00 
Harrison, Cove Salamanca, 6.00 
Herring, Calvin. Orangeville, Pa 8.00 
Henninger, Frank W 405 N. Eighth st., Al 6.00 
Heckman, Joel Í Shoemakersville, Pa $, 00 
Hawkins, John R. Russiaville, Ind. 6.00 
Huffnagle, Andrew Lancaster, Pa..........- 8.00 
Hannan, Benjamin F. Montgomer. Station, Pa 6.00 
Hazzard, Horace O Townsend Harbor, Mass 6.00 
Hinekle, Jacob H FFC T 6.00 
Hungerford, James M..| 629 Wildey st., Philadelphia, Pa 6.00 
Hummel, John . E. Norwegian street, Potts- 6. 00 
Hupper, John rs BB "Frederick st., Lancaster 6.00 
Hoecht, qacob Fran N E 6.00 
Hogan, John eee Baltimore st., Philadelphia, 6.00 
Hall, Jehn scene P 8.00 
Hawk, Jacob 1107 Division St., Trenton, N. J.. 10.00 
Hoffiinger, Josep! Sn 6.00 
Harmon, Andrew. 2236 Dover st., Philadelphia, Pa.. 6.00 
Holmes, Richard 8 N avenue, Philadel- 6. 00 
Harris, Benjamin. 6.00 
Hawks, Henry A 6. 00 
Harlow, Simeon 6.00 
Heminger, Abrah: 6. 00 
Hollebush, Daniel. Newbe wn, P 8. 00 
Huffman, William Beaver Falls, Pa 12.00 
Hays, William H. Day, Mien 8. 00 
Howard, Irwin Ivyton, Ky... 8.00 
Hoffman, Charles. r 9.00 
Hubb: Ellas r= Paducah, = PER: 8.00 
Hunter, George Wentzville, Mx 6,00 
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si of pensioners because not ratably disabi Piya som et of pensioners because not ratably — alan Coe 
Certifi- 
Post-office address. Rate. mee Post- oflce address. Rate. 
Os. 
27Debeois Court, Philadelphia, Pa} 80. 00 | 571351 | Koger, Amos M e ccc cepnnswese cen #6. 00 
Harbour, Tenn 8.00 | 583911 ES later L — . 6.00 
45 Ontario street, Albany, N. Y... 6.00 | 672809 worth, Juan F. M 6.00 
8 — 708803 Kleesples, Edmund = 6.00 
6.00 | 725313 | Koeber, Jonna Bloomfield, N. 3. 6,00 
6.00 | 524034 | Kistner, Fridolin Soldiers’ Home, Sandusky, Ohio.. 6.00 
6.00 | 798786 PPOOUGRS W: VE . 8.00 
6.00 | 282976 6.00 
6.00 | 513348 12. 00 
A — 522933 | Keeffer, Chris 12.00 
779606 Houghton. Edwin A Milton, M: 5 8.00 | 623169 | Keefe, John orp, Mass S 6.00 
746670 | Houghtailing, David S. 14 Goethe st., Binghamton, N. x. 6.00 | 638948 | Keenan, Thomas 461 Canal stree Be sag York City 6.00 
524961 Jerome E Fa heres pa F 12.00 | 512098 | Kelly, Bernard 700 Buttonw eet, Wilming- 8.00 
§24934 Hub „Zacharia Vidalia, La -- 6.00 ton, Del. 
520009 | Harmann, Byerline....- 8.00 | 515107 | Kelley, Jobn O.. . 13 Thorn street, Rochester, N. V. 12.00 
Haver, James... 6.00 | 513797 | Kenney, Patrick 522 Owen street, Philadelphia, Pa.. 6. 00 
590891 | Hensley, Calvin S 12.00 | 520214) Kenville, alias Town, | North Lawrence, N. Kc 10. 00 
580847 | Howard, Allen . . Manhattan, Ohio 12.00 Isaac. 
553180 | Hullum, Martin.. 6.00 | 510956 | Kern, Lorenzo . . Comverse, Ind 12. 00 
563509 Henry, Michael 6.00 | 563480 | Kerr, Bartolett. 8.00 
577870 | Holland, Samuel 8.00 | 634295 Keys, Robert. . Fremont, Ohio.............. 6. 00 
599058 Hamilton, William 47 Cannon st., . Charleston, Ma 6.00 | 631992 2 6.00 
723365 Hamilton, Alexande: Van Wert, Ohio 6.00 | 631989 Kimball, Thomas.. 8.00 
848911 e e E $ 6.00 4929 | Kimmel, Theodore. 6.00 
528033 | Howard, Jay D -........| Berlin, WIS. . 12.00 Kinn W 8.00 
524057 Hegeman, fot Z. Rhinebeck, N. 6.00 6.00 
528037 | Hamma, William... 6.00 6.00 
681984 | Henson, Robert 8.00 6.00 
685005 | Halbert, John DP. . Galion, Ohio 8.00 6.00 
6.00 10. 00 
6. 00 8.00 
8.00 6.00 
6.00 8.00 
8.00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 
6.00 8.00 
K e, Pa 8.00 6.00 
Izard, Francis 304 W. Bay st., Jacksonylue, Fla 6.00 8. 00 
692251 Irwin, John R Dadeville, Mo... 8.00 6. 00 
593013 m, Edmond Scott, Ark 6. 00 6.00 
631925 | Iden, Thomas 3 Brownsville, Ohio 8.00 8.00 
788714 | Ireland, George W... McAlester, Ind. 7 6.00 6.00 
517418 | Immel, Martin . . . Table Grove, II 12.00 6.00 
2 Irish, Warren W W. West Falls, N. Y .. 6.00 | 513784 | King, Lewis 12.00 
Isemon, William H. Fruitdale, Ohio . 6.00 8,00 
Hı 818 N. Calhoun st., Baltimore, na 8.00 6.00 
Char Mi 6.00 6.00 
6.00 6.00 
6.00 6.00 
6.00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 
6.00 9.00 
6.00 6.00 
6. 00 thville, Pa.. „ 6.00 
6.00 -A E. Lost at: New York, N. Y.. 8.00 
6.00 street, Chester, pac 6.00 
6.00 6.00 
6,00 6.00 
12.00 8. 00 
Jeftis, George Proctorsville, Vt 6.00 12.00 
630862 | Jennings, Cicero D Sim ry flee ENS Cee as 6. 00 6.00 
752863 | Jewett, Judson W cee 7 est Eleventh St., New York, 6.00 1 8 
540570 | Josephson, Lehman 25 Columbia st., Brooklyn, N. Y... 8.00 8. 00 
627722 | Johnson, John H field, Ohio 6.00 6.00 
inth street, Fort Smith, Ark. 8.00 8.00 
National Military Home, Ohio. 10. 00 6.00 
Fayette City, Pa 6. 6.00 
512760 | Johnson, W Stuart, LoWa . 14 Lu nda, Ohio — 6.00 
8. 788078 | Luce, George W.. 14 Chestnut street, Erie, Pa 6.00 
6. 598792 | Lowman, George U.. Leitersburg, Md 5 6.00 
6. 525575 | Lowe, Daniel W 8.00 
1 644086 | Lowry, Michael s=- 8.00 


— 
ppa 


Spesen 


tier, N. O. 
Judds Corners, Mich. 
„ Ohio 


669332 Jones ~ 
559741 | Jackson, John W.. Lloyds, Md 
Jones, Edwin ...... 
Jones, John M _._ i 
565040 | Jones, William - 
625381 | Johnson, Samuel S Princeton 1 
631936 Johnson, John H. 1315 Shields ATES altimore, Md. 725 State street, Erio, Fu- 1 
596731 | Jackaway, William. 2163 Manekinst., Philadelphia, Pa 47 S. Fifth st., Ann Arbor. 1 
513887 | Jones, Randolph. P NI. 712 N. Second St., Rocktora I it 
Johnson, Wi 74r se shore og street, 1100 Queen City ave., Cincinnati, 


EST 27 East Fourteenth street, Bergen 
Point, N. 


Oak Ridge, N. ai 
Geo 227 St. Paul st., Baltimore, Id 1055 Woodland avenue, Cleveland, 


190 Booth St., Columbus, 3 
Soradoville, Pa 


SSSSSSSSSSSSESSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSES 


Seehheses p p sekhhessaee P app 
8823383238 8 8 23332292832 FS 888 
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tement 8 the certificate numbers, na -0, addresses, and rates 
87 8 1 oe — —Continued. 


ners because not ratably 


Lawrence, William C 
Lassard, 


Names, Post-office address. Rate. 


Abraham 255 


Eighth 
49 S. Jefferson st. Milford, Mass 
5 La 


Riverhead, N. ---. 
Lawrenceton, Mo... 
e, Md 
Mount Lebanon, Ky 
Curtisyille, Mass 
Prides Corner 
Loc m. J 142 Sylvan ave., 8 Nods 
Luncford, —.—.— Sasa PF 
Lewis, John, alias | 822 2 Washington St., Springfield, 
Lewis, S 
Labar, W. 
Link, Taylor 
Lewis, Harris H 
Lane, George 
Linthicome, John 88 Madison, Ma a 
Low, William H ........ 


8888283 SSVSSSSSSSSSsssssssss 


Little, Thomas O... Caseyv: 
Lanard, George W 


Egerer sxeapsemepasashmesaa® 


Lane, Edwin 

Martin, Nathaniel 

M J 3 6. 
Malin, Geo. Cleopatra, Ky. 6. 
* John W. Chestertown, Mi 8. 
May, ay, FAYO rees 6. 
Maples, at E. N. posit, 12. 
Mars, John Welcome, T a a ad Re 12. 
Miles, Charles H 447 Twenty-fourth street, Detroit, 6. 
McClary, Robert Portsmouth, Ohio. 12. 
Mansfield, Simeon Milford, III 10. 
Martin, James D orman, Tex. 6. 
McHenry, Andrew Menominee, Mich 8. 
Wooley, Stephen C. 16) Rhodes street, Atlanta, Ga....| 8 
McKay, Wm. W Clarksville, Ark. 8. 
Minnick, Franklin O TT ea eae) 6. 
Meyer, Peter I 1117 Missouri ave, St. Louis, 16 6 
Mead, Jacob Southwest 20, N.Y. 6. 
Matthews, Charles G.. Little France, N. = 


Mathews, Augustus 5 e Waa 


3 Mich 
Ravenna, Mich ony eeks 
1924 W Mam street, Louisville, Ky. 


PARSMM MASE ͤ ASSAARBaD 


Mowry, Benjamin S.. Webster, Mass 
McDonald, James. . Hinesboro, 11. 
Mason, Philip C. 54 Waverl 8 Mass. 


Moore, Charles W 


TTT 
McBride, John R. 


331 street, NEL, Washington, D.C. 


Mahoney, Monroe.. Chacahoula, TRS E eS 
McCabe, Thomas Lebanon, Ohio a 
McMan, John 95 Willow street, Knoxville, Tenn. 
McCool, John T.. Greenwood, Ind 
Milton, Tanksley. PUTS, TOWERS o aaa sired aasa DA 
Myers, John H 204 Courtiand St., Baltimore, Md. 8. 
Musselman, Jacob J. -| McKeos C 6. 
Murray, John A. 2582 Ninth ave., Beaver Falls, Pa. 6. 
Murray, Calev 53 E street SW., Washington, D. Si 8. 
M Washington. M $ 
= ee 
mau, Samue! 6. 
Mulgrue, Patrick. 12: 


Mosher, Edwin 
Mosher, William E. 
Morris, John W 


SER DSR 


St., New Orleans, La.. 
oe ene st., Sandusky, Ohio 


bed, III 
2404 Couler ave., Durango, Iowa 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 82332338588 SSES 888888 


Molitor, Peter = 


Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, and rates 
Soest ably disabled, tinued. 


, ete.—Con’ 


ioners because not 
Certif- 
cate Names. 
Nos. 
509873 | Mitchell, Kobert R. 
506524 | Miller, Esqulre 
618040 Mitchell, Sorge 


Miles, James 
8 William B. 
500140 | Mike, Aaron 


Mantilo, Thomas 1 
Manahan, Michael .. 


y, = 
McFarlane, James B.- 
McGlothlin, 
McGlothlin, Shaderick - 
McGee, William H. 
McDonald, Thomas. 
McDevitt, John 
516685 | McCune, Henry 


McConaughy, John 
Sait mah Joseph S pee 
oglin, John 
McCohn, William 
McClintock, — 5 
McClelland, H 
1222 Richa 
Mc e 


4 pada avenue, Minneapolis, 


Te 
805 


Mansfield. Charles H. .. 908 Winne 


Post- office addresses. 


608 Second ave., New York, N.Y.. 
ank, Pa 


Cam , Washington, Cincinnati, 


810 Tatnall St., Wilmington, Del 
Wauseon, Ohio 
Beaufort, 
Holden, Mo.... 
Winifred, W. 


es, 
EE 


Broci . 
2 St. Louis, Mo. 
a 


a aE E EI EN 
401 Commercial avenue, Cairo, III. 
Wapello, 
5 


#8 Pulton ave. Cincinnati, Ohio. 


Bago st Rockford, III. 
Soldiers’ Home, D. C0 
311 E. ‘Twenty-first street, New 

York, N. Y. 


Bangall, N. Y.. 
Bunker Hill, Tenn. 
Richardsville, Pa 
317 Second street, Memphis Tenn. 
Thorndike, Mass 
Columbia, Mo 
Pleasanton, Kans.. 
Gordonsville, Tenn 
6 Albert street, Roxbury, Mass 
FTT 
A ——— aa chen 
National 0110 Home, Ohio 
Paulding, Ohio unanad 
1 o 
511 Smith street, Toledo, Ohio 
-| Cohn, Pa 


Brunswick, Md 
Santa Fe, N. Mex 
Chaperito, N. Me 
Gumboro, Del 
349 E. Jefferson st. 
Togus Home, Maine. 


Mosher, Benjamin B. .. Middleboro, Mass. 
527301 McLaughlin, Charles...) Roslyn, N. K 
686265 | Martz, Andrew J OBR MO —. ke aa ses 
Puyallup; Wash. 
RON RA a I E eae 
T o A as 


727238 ‘aguire, 

727228 | Mathias, Josep 
718790 | Morrow, Alexander 
663929 | Moore, Titus 
637026 | Marem! 

428596 

585423 

586232 


Succasunna. N. J 
a 1132 Pine street, Philadel: Pa. 


036 Crease St., Philadelp! 8 
1240 N. Tenth st "Reading, B 
2450 N. Fifth st. „Philadelphia, Pa- 
vo., Philadel, Pa 


4329 
434 3 street, t Philadelp >a 
Creamer Hill, N 


Pa 
St., extended, York, Pa 
an st., Philadelphia, Pa 


See Beggars oak 


— ht 


Serre ge 


SER Sgeggese 
88888888888888888888888888 8888888888888 88888888888888 88888888888888888888888888888888 888888 88888888 SSE 


— t 


— 


gerergfregreegesgesseggeeeer sf gegessen 


— 


Fegg 


ee Nicholas 
Nenn, George 


Nolder. John 
Niple” James 
Nighswander, David 


Nichols, Frederick H.. 
Nichols, Guilford G 


Nebbenburg, Isaac. 
Newell, Oran.. 


Norris, Joseph W... 
Nott, Richard 


Prill, Francis M... 
Puttnam, Natban. 


Š Oliverst., bet. Fourteenth and Fit. 


Perry, Arista 
Pettit Charles G 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Jouy 11, 
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Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-office heed and rates 
of pensioners because not ratably disabled, 


Post-office address. 


Corner Bourbon and Galvey 
streets, New Orleans, La. 

Attleboro, Mass 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, 


Quincy, III. 
1 Clarendon, Pa 


Robinson's Mills, W. V 
“Bess Thompson — Phila- 


Iphia, Pa. 
‘Melon St., "Philadelphia, PA c; 
CALLOS AATE, Dun Fowles! 


-| Stuyvesant, N. Y. — 2 


75 N. Margin street, Boston, Mass. 
ai 
3026 Hickory street, St. 

Dalton, Mass 
132 Chester street, Buffalo, N. Y 


113 Park RoN New York City, N.Y 


Russellville 


15, Va. 
120 Light street, Seattle, Wash... 
Hun S 


Friend, Nebr.. 
Yates Center, 


=a „ III. 

Land 4Sixthst., Pittsburg, Pa 
1010 N. Eleventh st., St. Louis, Mo. 
‘| Brattiovoro Ve 


5 st., Providence, R. I 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, Bath, 


nth sts., Leavenworth, Kans. 
128 3 5. N. 0 avenue, Jersey 


eo Mecomb. —— EA L EN 


Long Lack, K SS 


— 


Cortlandt st., Baltimore, Md 


— 


77 dd . oe paPappp 


— 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS 88888888888 888888888 SS 8888888 S 


— 


A 
Sapp 


— es 


SP © geeerees be gesessen 


— 


SS 3 28883328323338 SSSSSSSSSSSssesssssssssssss 


Certifi-| 


cate Names. 
Nos, 


Post-office address. 


598934 | Phillips, Lor: 
658987 | Phillipy, Alber 
Phili 


554571 | Porter, Lewis 


, Cyrus 
636270 pRa Wiliam.. 


719974 | Punchard, Thomas 
Parcifull. William M. 


648593 | Prickett, Ira W. 
649965 | Porter, Leonard b 
813404 | Pachoud, Augustus 


686301 | Preston, Snowden M.. 


512677 | Parker, Samuel . 


509123 | Pugh, Samuel 


€85880 | Patterson, He 
682413 | Plant, Charles H.. 
657556 | Quigley, Fanton.. 


846206 nn, John 
562203 ick, Richard 
555768 , Calvin 
629262 uinn, Patrick 


508903 ueenan, Henry 
512053 | Quinn, William... 


Rhodes, He 


519925 | Powers, Pats ey 
573203 | Price, James 
535697 | Price, John W.. 
769505 


-| Erlanger, Ky. 


756101 | Porterfield, Robert 
698972 | Piersol, Isaac Pp 


526944 | Peterson, John M... 


ENSH EG ELSA Curveton, Ky. 


528668 
605043 | Rafferty, Dominick, 
alias ‘oreman, Charles 


Osmond . Nebr. 
ay Lafayette aye., St. Louis, Mo.. 


<| Everett, Ohio ninenin 


77 Charlton street, New York City. 
Frederick Block. Jamestown, N. 

Sharon Grove, K. 
Holderness, 55 H 


— N. Y à 
S. Broadway, St. Louis, Mo 
Danby, 3 „2 


Rocth — N.Y 
127 Tichenor street, Newark, N.J. 
Pond Creek, Okla 

Bonne TESTS, MO. <0 os wnnslsievecass 
ve Washington avenue, Chelsea, 


-| Licking, Mo.. 
Indianapolis, 
Irondale, Ala. 


Carthago; 3 
Liverpool, N. ........ 


hes Tenth st. „Philadelphia, Pa 
Pere scsi ave., Philadelphia, 


“| Soldiers’ Home, Dreri 


193 "Twentieth st., 5 N. . 
Bentleld, Mich 

Ringgold, Ga. 
Portage, Wis | 
Chebacco House, Hamilton, Mass. 
92950 Louisiana ave., Washington, 


k, Ohio 
732 Tenth street, Louisville, Ky.. 
McDanieltown, Md 
Sand Run, W. Va 


227 St. Paul st., Baltimore, 5145 - 
101 Dudley st., Cincinnati, Ohio.. 


Me | 
412 Haskill street, Camden, N. J. 
1014 Twelfth street, Louisville, Ky. 
LSE, Twelfth s0, Covington, Ky. 
elfth st., Covington, Ky. 
795 W. Sixth st., Cincinnati, Ohio . 


North Dighton. 
Canton, III 


E. Castle st., Syracuse, N. Y |. 


nstantinople ! street, New Or- 


Wis. 
Little Falls, N. ¥._--- 
Ast., Harrisburg, Pa 


1 1338 


. loa Dickersonet, Philadelphia,Pa 


Box 43, Pascoag, E 
2 Center, N. K 
Milford, N. 


E Resessesanass rank 
SSS SSSSSSSES SSSSSSSS 2223888 SSSSSSSESSSSSESSSSESS 


SSSR ga geeeeeges gegen ggg ome 


SSS SSS SSS SSS 


— 


= 


D 


— 


CCC PAAPARARMER EADE S 


354382888822283 858229323882 Ssesssssssssses 


— 


SSS SS ae 
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State ment showing the certificate numbers, names, post-ofice N and rates 
of piven Amd because not ratably disabled, ete.—Continu 


Certifi- 

cate Names. Post-office address. Rate. 

Nos. 
721008 Rhodes, John H.. 112 Pennsylvania st., Providence. $5. 00 
667724 Roper Emanuel F ee. Ee eee a 8.00 
682123 | Ross, James O Piedmont, W. 9 . 6. 00 
690359 | Ross, John ......--- 6.00 
518442 | Ross, Joel ö. 6.00 
521685 | Ross, William B 6.00 
523062 | Rothenbacher, Franz 8.00 
738106 | Rothan, John 6.00 
638029 | Row, John -| Newburg, e 8.00 
515771 | Rummery, George D . Fruitland, Iowa. 12.00 
729033 | Rundell, Charles III Parl vile lowes ss. nonce deus == 6.00 
732438 | Runions, Peter 6.00 


72 McConnell st., Grand Rapids, 
Mich. 
Bronson, Kans.. 


Russell, Hamilton J -... 
Felix 


— 


— — 


D = eee aena 


Seeesestkegespeseekeegef AMPERE 


Franklin, Ky. 
Caan -| Little Falls, N. ES 


8822332338333338 Sssssssse 


— 


Relief, KX 
Superior, Wis. 
-| Poughkeepsie, N. Kc 
30 Seventh avenue, Newari N.J. 
-| 186 West street, Utica, N. Y 


Valley Falls, 
Woodport, N. J 
702 Lyon st., Des Moines, 3 
45 Tulip st. "Poughkeepsie, N 
Monongahela, FAA... 


a 
& 
4 
D 
7 

— 


ae 
85 
Eo 
on 
p. 


6841722 | Selsor, James 9 Boston. Moo 
682520 | Sutherland, William H. White] Rings Tenn 
Seymour, Josep n 356 Broadway, Buffalo, N. 
Levyville, Ela. 
Si Mill, P: 


— 


Stephens, 38 F. —. ones 
593229 | Ser; t, Stephen 
526213 ! Shaffer, David R. S.. 

520613 | Snyder, John S. 
698322 er, James. 


£ y 
FFC 


888888888888 8 SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSESSSSSSSES 


Shiremanstown, Pa 
1522 posses st., Louisville, 29 
FY E CCT 
123 South ‘Market st., Boston, Mass 
Ottawa, Kanns 
1719 Owen street, Louisy: ille, Ky-.- 
Steubenville, Ohio 
640731 | Spoonhour, Solomon. . Fayetteville, Pa- 
542445 | Spicer, Wm. E. Lewes; Dell 
„ 514758 | Stein, Alexander 160 Brink avenue, Utica, N. V 
593291 | Stephens, Leveran 430 Gilmore street, Baltimore, Md. 
589845 | Shepard, Henry 105 Elm street, Westfield, Mass... 
574673 | Shindollar, Samuel Mx. 3 G · shoes named 
626932 A 1 Withnell ave., St. Louis, Mo.. 
817814 | Salter, Thomas H 8 Lan ding, N.Y 
555241 | Sawyer, Jesse. 1 
cales, Thomas. 


E N: 
611214 Schaefer, Frederick 13, Linden Tei race, Middletown, 


585584 | Scott, Lyman I Canandaigua, N. Kc— 
630185 | Sharp, Neh@miah_ 3 1 

524177 | Sayer, Emmett 
807676 | Sandoval, David 
803799 | Scott, John 
552928 | Squires, John K. 

601298 | Scott, Samuel D. L. D. . Station A, Springfield, Mo. 
Hatfield, Ina 


830086 X 
41561 Saunders, Fred A... 
566824 | Strander, Alexander- 


= 


SRPanaharmane P masSanmsa 


Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-o fice addresses, and rates 
of pensioners because not ratably disabled, etc.—Continued. 


cate Names. 


615433 8 e 22 aa eee 
608517 | St Zenn Meadville, o 
824954 | Snyder, Peter K.. 


650880 | Sherlock, John 16 Eim street. A Tolani > a 
662488 | Stafford, Joseph — 1104 Zane street, Lana ane, By: 
662517 Schuyler, Adam New Germantown, N. J 
561004 Shultz, Daniel -.-....... , Cincinnati, Ohio 


poppa sok 
282238283 SSS 


S 
g 
a 
a 
oe 
n 
> 
84 
5 
Be 
pe 
D 
oe 
e 
8 
Spp 


ent, ‘incinnati, 

— at and Day- 

ton Railroad. 

594376 Stephenson, Jacob E-G errrtene 
596235 | Slaybaugh, Andrew J. 880 N. 


570335 | Shults, John W. 


pmpa ppe 


Grand Rapids, Mich eassedass 
312 S. Caroline st., Baltimore, Md.. 

1428 Third street, Seattle, Wash ._- 
8 Grant street, Pougkeepsie, N.Y. 
Bass River, Mich 
Jasper, Mo 


— 


735344 | Sheets, Jeremiah... .... York Springs, 

777912 | Schuebel, August 449 Central ave., r Onea Ohio. 

654391 dler, liam G.. Juniata, Nebr .........--..--....--. 

513982 | Salmons, James R.. á 1 

536714 | Sanderson, James. . Newton, Iowa 

701434 | Sandow, James 150 Beaver st., Hyde Park, Mass 

581240 | Sanders, Louis 912 Mulberry’ street, Station . 
Kansas City, Mo. 

662048 | Sanders, Thomas H.. . Clinton, Mo 


438 N. Mill street, Lexington, Ky.. 
1627 Mason street, Spi eld, 


707383 | Sargent, Milton 12 Church street, Lynn, Mass 

515522 | Saul, Michael Soldiers’ Home, Minnehaha, Minn. 

597084 | Sawyer, WIlllam Toledo, Ohio 
823 | Saxton, Daniel Willoughby, AS 


Scheets, . Bolte tl —— 
612474 | Schermeyer, Friedrich 

710469 8 Nicholas North Attleboro, Mass 
522154 Schaab, John -| Onekama, Mich 


innati, 
40 State street, Charleston, S. C... 
sae 227 St. Paul st., Baltimore, Md 
784839 | Sechrist, Daniel G.. . . Akron, Ohio 
543309 | Sechon, Toby Pailin: Mia AAA a aaa 
517211 | Sedgwick, Theodore H -| 918 N. Second st., Clinton, Iowa 
352481 | Seely, Luke B . i ee street, Syracuse, 


Shο ph pe enpnnfe pe saaekeramssam 


RR 
SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSESS SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSESS SSSSSSESSSSSSSSS 88 


575708 | Seitz, Stephen Hanover Junction, Pa 6. 

610272 | Seldomridge, Joseph.. Lulan, Ohio 6. 

74822 | Senior, Joseph Mount Washington, Ohio 8. 

662882 8 Spring street, Danbury, Conn... 6. 

Carbondale, III 8. 

Garner, K 12. 

mlin, Pa. 6. 

one, 6. 

Oxford, Mich 8. 

Ocean street, Pawtucket, R. 1. 6. 

24 Louis street, Chelsea, Mass 8. 

Kingwood, W. va 8. 

Kenton. Ohio 8. 

Shepherdstown, 6. 

Cincinnati, Ohio 6. 

Incka, Mises 6. 

Spring Place, G 6. 

abb, Ind 6. 

Jamison. Iowa 12, 

-| 4306 Moffit avenue, St. Louis, Mo. 6. 

Constance, K 6. 

Altamont, Kans 6. 

Ashland, Ky 12. 

Constant, Kans 12. 

Millheim. Pa 12. 

Columbus, Ohio. 6. 

Cincinnati, Ohio 6. 

Brookville, Pa 8. 

New Castle, Pa 8. 

57 Atlantic ave., Jersey City, N. J. 6. 

Birmingham, C 6. 

Pine Bluff, Ark. 8. 

Fayette, Miss 6. 

=} Clarence, Ne Ys o23.-ce-so-. cela eed 6. 

1740 5 avenue, New 6. 
512743 | Skidmore, William H 12.00 
613593 | Slider, Charles G. 8.00 
569755 | Smith, William H. 6.00 
693662 | Sweatland, Lafayet 6.00 
831371 | Sweetland, Oscar A 6. 00 
512760 | Siviler, Hiram 12.00 
651561 | Summers, George 8.00 
814639 | Sulliuan, Dennis 6.00 
ceo 8.00 
706408 | Study, John P 6,00 
779917 —— William n T-- 6.00 
713065 | Stro: 6.0 
61233 | Stone, Crispen M ' hoo 

©, 

515291 | Stone, James R.. . Brownfield, Mi 8.00 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JULY 11, 


ing the i numbers, Nes addresses, and rates | Statement showing the 388 numbers, names, Nee addresses, and rates 
of pensioners because not ratably ete,—Continued. of pensioners ratably disah 9 
Certifi- 
Post-office address. Rate. pa Names. Post-office address. Rate. 
os. 8 
Mendon, 5 3 80. 00 714256 | Thompson, Barney -.... 85 Douglass st., Brook]; *. 88. 00 
T 6.00 | 66531 | Thompson, James ......| Custom-house, Boston, a DETA 6.00 
9 Florence 3t Cincinnati, Ohio 8.00 | 556663 | Thompson, Moses 2 CCC K 8. 00 
Smithfield, Mo 6.00 | 699127 | Th Frank 509 W. Olivest., Bloomington, Ill. 8. 00 
5 8.00 108 N. Jefferson st. 25 Lexington, Ky. 8.00 
12.00 placa Mi (1 SS ae 12.00 
6.00 onal itary Home, Onfo--- —— 12.00 
8.00 85 5 street, Brockton, 8.00 
6.00 45 Tulip st., Poughkeepsie, N. A 6.00 
8.00 New Bremen, Ohio 6 6.00 
a 8.00 2133 Clark street, Ch: icago, 2 6.00 
687 Washington “street, Dorches- 6.00 227 St. Paul street, Baltimore, Md. 8.00 
ter, Mass. Monmouth Junction, N. J 6.00 
3 George 27 Malvern street, Newark, N. J. 8. 00 Glendale, R. Tc. -.20<.3.-- 2. 8.00 
Stebbins, — . D. N.Y. 6.00 26 Woodbrid st., Hartford, — 6. 00 
tark, Elias 28 Cincinnati, Ohio 28 
— ohn ae 580364 | Tomlinson, William M. ee street, Balti- 8. 00 
Stauter 6.00 | 562395 | Taylor, Jesse 9.00 
Smith, James M 12,00 | 606176 | Taylor, Joseph H 12.00 
tate, Edwin A 12.00 | 604089 | Thomas, Green . 8.00 
—— a 8.00 | 604113 Turner, John. 6. 00 
8.00 | 808194 | Tenoris, Jose Ignaci 0. 00 
4621 Oregon avenue, St. Louis, Mo. 8.00 | 70453t omas, Geo: 6.00 
I| Frostburg, Md 6.00 | 611332 | Thompson, P. 6.00 
Hend 12.00 | 349741 | Terry, Arthur 7... 2.00 
i 8.00 Thompson, James 6.00 
„Ohio 6.00 Thompson, 8. 00 
138 N. Pine St., Ind 3 Ind. 6.00 | 671978 | Tabler, William M. 6.00 
Corner pont born 6.00 709 | Tolbert, 12.00 
streets, Peabody, Mass. 611311 | Thompson, 8.00 
So: 1601 Fulton st., Evansville, Ind 8:00 | 794879 | Ulrich, John -_._.. 6.00 
Snader, 227 St. Paul St., Baltimore, Må 8.00 | 714275 | Upsen, Henry 8.00 
Smiley, Marshfield, Mo... 12.00 | 657180 | Upshaw, 6.00 
Smith, Sheffield, Iowa.. 6.00 | 519218 | Upham, Charles 6.00 
Smith, Levin. à — Anne, Md 8.00 
. = . Lexington, Ey... 21 — 5 515539 Ufer, John 10,00 
6.00 | 621859 | Underwood, Joseph O 8.00 
12.00 | 799166 | Vardem 8 8. 00 
8.00 | 772210 | Vanripe iliam T... 6.00 
6.00 | 665955 | Vanover, Henry Par 9.00 
oo 536071 | Van Orden, Andrew 6.00 
6.00 | 650345 | Vanimens, Frank 6.00 
6.00 | 807378 | Vunk, Robert 3 6.00 
8.00} 820125 | Vanskiver, Andrew J... 8.00 
12.00 | 643702 | Van Benschoten, Edw-. 6. 00 
pruce 6.00 
immons, 321 Division 8 1 6.00 | 51680 Tau Buskirk, Tugano: 8.00 
Smith, Samuel... . 1802 Lawrence St., 6.00 Van Cott, Alfred S 6.00 
Pa. 642811 | Van Deusen, John 8.00 
Stiles, George F.. Manchester, N. J. 6.00 | 771276 Vance, Winfield S 6. 00 
Sturgis, Francis O... 678 W. Chestnut st., Lancaster, 6.00 Van Ornum, John 8.00 
Pa. 734048 | Vansant, William, jr. Asb 6.00 
se Ohio street, Terre Haute, Ind. 6.00 | 692520 | VanValkenburg,Lauren 6.00 
on Fe ä * 8 533600 | Van Wormer, Jacob 5 — 
1743 Watkins St., Philadelphia, 6.00 8. 00 
Pa. 6.02 
Phoobus, Va 6.00 8.00 
Point Pleasant, N. J. 6.00 6.00 
145 Grand street, New York, N. 4.00 8.00 
421 Broadway, Camden, N. = 6.00 PORGUE A 8.00 
CRER Lon, ETOP ACN EA 6. 00 1033 Ninth street, Denver, Colo 6.00 
2509 Tulip st., Berit nee - 6.00 Mansfield, Ohio 8.00 
AAN. Fifth st., 6 00 Box 5, Pine Bluff, Ark.. 12. 00 
516 Breaker street, 9 Pa 6.00 6.00 
POUNDS PArk, © sca ce baancdvesacine 8. 00 6.00 
2039 Auburn st., ERORI ea 8.00 6.00 
Martindale, Pa. 6.00 8.00 
Sunbury, Ba 6.00 6.00 
Keokuk, 70 K 8.00 6.00 
Owensboro, 6.00 8.00 
Tapper, William. 881 N. Twenty sixt 6.00 8.00 
phia, Pa. . 6.00 
Thomas, Wiiliam H.. Jenkintown, Pa 8.00 8. 00 
Titlow, Benjamin F. ae Ragemone street, Philadel- 8.00 800 
P. 
Tuohey, Martin . Canandaj; F 6.00 PAMO oe ees 6. 00 
Trumbull, George F. . . Stillman Valley, III. 8.00 11 Taft street, Cincinnati, Ohio 6. 00 A 
Truett, Simeon Girdletree, Md 5 2 6.00 | 548537 | Winlock, Baylus 213 Farmer and South streets, 10.00 r 
Trotter, John o cacseen ue ecen eens 12.00 Vicksburg, Miss. A 
Troy, Edward 441 A Thirteenth “st, New York, 8.00 | 682530 * Barney... Wolf Run, W. Va. 6.00 
N. Y. Winkel „Henry 8. 00 
Trostle, Emanuel H York Springs, Pa 6.00 f 515825 | Wine, George 8.00 
Trout, Andrew J.. Parks Mills, Md. 12.00 | 511327 | Winchester, Henr; gfisher. Okla 12.00 
Trembly, N. Me: 8.00 | 678618 | Wilson, 21 Harrison st., Cincinnati, Ohio 8. 00 
Townsend, Thomas W. Mount Vernon, Ky ae 8.00 | 644310 | Wilson, Charles H... 227 St. Paul st., ? Baltimo: ore, Md 8.00 
Todd, Thos. J 419 N. Front si, Baltimore, Md... 8.00 | 5433 | Wilson, Joseph W. Stoneham, Mass 22n. 8.00 
Todd, James F. Charlesto Va AA E 8.00 | 554771 | Wilson, I ST 6.00 
Tirrell, Eri W... 50 H = st. ringfield, Mass.. 8.00 Wilson, Charles. 1608 Franklin st., St. Louis, Mo... 6.00 
Tilton, John. New Vienna, ö e e eee 8.00 | 608559 | Wilson, James 225 Courtland st., Baltimore, Md.“ 6.00 
i H.. ion, Kans 12,00 | 624854 | Wilson, W. Aurora Sp! . 6.00 
Thurlow, mos G... East san Ipswich, Mass 8.00 | 751879 Wilson. John 641 Rosemerke. St., Englewood, m 6.00 
Tenning, Henry. Concordia, Mo 6.00 | 531561 | Willard. bec, Me. 8.00 
Turner, Levi 1014 aeee ave., Kansas City, 6.00 9 
Tooms, John .... Aurora Springs, Moo 6.00 12.00 
Temme, William.. 3918 N. St., St. DS Mo. 6.00 8.00 
Thornton, James Mx. 8.00 lyn, N. Y. 
Thorp, Caleb 8.00 | 514049 | Williams, Martin L. P, 8.5 B08 444, Council Bluffs, Iowa 6.00 
Thornton, piri M... 6.00 | 622401 | Williams, David o ((T 
Thompson, Robert 6.00 | 633598 Hanson.. 650 W. A 0 St., Baltimore, Md 0. 00 
Thompson, Jacob H =a 6.00 | 551005 | Williams, Francis. Snow Hill, N. C. .. 6. 00 
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Statement sho the certificate numbers. „FFF 
of pee toe because not ratably etc. Continued 


Post- oflce address. 


g 


Williams, Zachariah ...| 305 Bayou street, Mobile, Ala 
Williams, William HK 988 Ohi 


Whitney, Joseph Db 
Whit: Toba. R....| B 
Whiting, Edward 


White, Lovinski ........| Ludlow Center, Mass 
White, Thomas 


Wichita, Kans 
227 St. Paul street, Baltimore, Md. 
109 N. hee ag ts yo St. Joseph, Mo. 


65 Jefferson st., Perth Amboy, 
Williamsville, III. 
es 


Seger SH aneshanane 


Leavenworth, Kans 
141, corner Brown and Short Wil- 
kinson st Dayton, Ohio. 


Winfield, W. va 


Boaufort. 5 
Rosedale, Miss nanan =a 
New York State 5 and Sail- 


paama Eppan femal 


8888888888 SSSSSSSESES SSSSSSSSSSESSSSS 8 88 888888 S888888 88888888 SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSsS 83 88888888888 


2211 Michigan ave., 


— 


Mo. 
1051 Erle ave, Wil rt, Pa. 12 
W E. Breckenridge st., Louisville, 8. 

y. 
557301 | Wolfe, Adam 338 Johnson st.. Minneapolis, 6. 
Weaver, John 2 K — — 6. 
667839 | Weinrich, Phillip. -| Higginsville, Mo 6. 
660068 | Woodland, John H. Bishops Head, Md 6. 
639855 | W. Andrew... Huntsville, Ala 8. 
634871 6. 
836513 6. 
819359 6. 
604166 | Walker, Isom. ..........| Pottersville, Mo. . 6. 
620270 6. 
534639 | Wood, George.. Maysville, Ky.... 8. 
657987 | Weston, Lester 0, Okla 8. 
551007 | White, James Watson, Mo 8. 
50355 | Wernick, Adam A Ferry, 6. 
815327 | Williams, Louis .... . Pacific, Mo 6. 
813225 | Westcott, Samuel B... Hills Grove, R. 1 6. 
505467 | Williams, Henry A -._.. — Military Home, Togus, 12. 

a. 
076428 | Williams, Amos WW Independence, Mo M 6. 
650261 | Wright, Stephen. 1018 N. Wolf st., Baltimore, Md 6. 
Walsh, John Dufferin avenue, Quebec, Canada 6. 
619573 „Charles T. Clinton, Mien 6. 
304836 | Woodruff, Charles Hanbys Station, Ky 6. 
7202!9 | Walsh, Jehn Blue 8 rmes Nebr 6. 
740109 | Weaver, John W... North Bal ore, Ohio. 6. 
873915 liams, Geo. W Upper Waterford, Vt 6. 
734692 | Wright, William... 77 Main street, Gloucester, Mass.. 8. 
685050 . La 8. 
629509 | Wright, Charles M., 6. 

688448 W. J h 

arner, rg" shes guns 8. 
690457 Davia W.. 6. 
692528 inn, Coleman D 6. 
700578 | Wilbur, George 6. 
698398 elch. Abner- 8. 
306539 | W. . Elijah. 6. 
674554 | Wise, Augustus. 6. 
579680 | Woolfolk, Amos 8. 
572383 | Woods, John | 6. 
685956 | Wilson, Ezra i 8. 


Statement showing the certificate esaea poet-o, addresses, and rates 
oO pensioners because not rata y disablen, —— 


* 
cate Names. Post-office address. Rate, 


675443 | Winchester, Isaac A. Hutchinson, Kan 
W. amin Willis 50 


ommer, John A 
niam B 


W 
Wiesler, W. 


633811 
Welch, Jacob Toa, Pa 
7524184 Wolf, William ... e 
719099 | White, William. --| 432 Cameron st., Harrisburg, Pa 
679597 | Weitknecht, James To ra 
634303 | Walker, Delta, Pa 
622590 | Wray, Sunbury, Pa — 
82055 W. Isaac R 108 S. Warrenstreet. Trenton, N. J. 
662051 Wentzel, 47 Wamut ee Pottstown, Pa.. 
W. Robersonville, N. CO. 


—Slenwood, W. Va 
N. J 


SSeergekrekergeeggeree ese gegegees 
888 88888888888 888888888888 88888888 


166 Larnard st., Detroit, Mich... 
2520 Fillmore st., Philadelphia, Pa 
16 Sherman a Cincinnati, Ohio. 
65 Hanover St., RI. 
48 C st. NW., W. D.C... 
618 S. Twelfth st., adelphia, 


Pa. 
Corner Hull and Bly sts., Phila- 
del Pa. 


Brees 


S2#es 2883882 8 888888 


Br 
22 Mechaniest., Morristown, N. J. 
1434 Pierce Place, Washington, D. 


+ 


PAA mapaa o p 


r C. 
11014 | Nippard, Geo. T.........| 1724 E. Chase st., Baltimore, Md 
8509 .-| 6 Matron Place, Boston. Mass 


Nunes, William K. vi Mass 
265 Varick st., Jersey City, N. J. 
10131 | Wallace, Wülüam Mount Holly Springs, Pa A 


Mr. CULLOM. The Democratic party has not been less pro- 
fuse in its professions of sympathy and aid to the soldiers and 
sailors than has the Republican party. There has always been, 
however, this vital difference: That the Republicans voted pen- 
sions and national aid and have been ready at all times to ap- 
propriate every dollar required for carrying out the party’s 
pa ges to the Union veteran, while the Democrats have either 

n indifferent or a ve pained of them have voted against the 
pension legislation of this country. 

In the campaign of 1864, when they wanted the soldier vote, 
the Democratic platform said: 

Resolved, That the Democratic - 
nestly extended 333 of our 3 — — 
and have been in the field and on the sea under the flag of our country, and, 
in the event of its attaining power, they will receive ail the care, protection, 
and — that the brave soldiers and sailors ot the Republic have so nobly 
earn 

All this was well said, but it was, in the light of subsequent 
history, a hypocritical untruth. 

This bill is for the payment of pensions to surviving soldiers 
and sailors, and to the widows and children of soldiers and sail- 
ors who took a solemn oath upon enlistment to support and 
maintain the Government of the United States. They enlisted 
to defend and support this nation, not tosupport and defend the 
State of Illinois or the State of New York, or any other State. 
And the taking of that oath, the mustering into service of two 
millions of loyal men, meant nothing more nor less than the 
preservation of the Union and the utter and eternal destruction 
of the theory of secession and State rights. And that thing 
those soldiers did. That thing is what we are paying these pen- 
sions for to-day. 

Mr. President, it is about time to look about us and see where 
we stand—consider ‘‘ where we are drifting.” : 

The Constitution and the laws of the United States as they 
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have been interpreted by the highest authority, and their en- 
forcement at the point of the sword and at the cannon’s mouth, 
certainly massime sini If they meantanything they meant 
that when Gen. Lee gave his sword to Gen. Grant at Appomat- 
tox State rights was dead for all time. Its supporters had 
thrown down the gage of battle at Fort Sumter, and when they 
laid down their arms in 1865 the question was settled. And by 
that famous apple tree there was cast to the four winds the doc- 
trine of secession, and the word nation took a more prominent 
place in our vocabulary. 

We are voting a hundred and fifty millions a year now to pa. 
the men and the widows and heirs of the men who strangle 
State's rights and gave us a nation and a flag. 

I will take occasion to remark here in relation to the present 
situation in our country, growing out of a conflict between labor 
and capital, which has culminated in riot, destruction of prop- 
erty, and loss of life, that I am gratified to recognize by my voice 
the energy, courage, and patriotism of the President of the 
United States, supported by the law-abiding and liberty-loving 
men of the country without respect to party, in his efforts to 
enforce the laws and crush out all lawless attempts to interfere 
with the business of the National Government or with the com- 
merce of the people among the several States. This is a Gov- 
ernment of law: it is a free Government; but freedom does not 
mean the right to burn, destroy, to commitcrime. The situa- 
tion of affairs for the last ten days has produced great anxiety 
in the minds of every patriotic citizen of the Republic. 

I deplore the fact that such lawlessness should occur any- 
where in the land, and especially in the Commonwealth which 
I have the honor in part to represent. However violent and 
threatening the situation, I believe it will soon be over and 
peace and good order will resume sway. 

Mr. President, the burdens of the National Government rest 
so lightly upon the shoulders of the people, and they so seldom 
haveoccasion toeven witness its power that when it is called upon 
to use force in the execution of the laws, a question is raised as 
to its right to do so. Mr. President, the national authority is 

ount on every inch of American soil in the enforcement 
of its laws. Congress passes laws. Until they are set aside by 
the courts or repealed it is the duty of the President to see that 
they are faithfully executed. He is not called to say by your 
leaye to governors or anybody else. But, Mr. President, I will 
return to the original line of my remarks. 

We of this side of the Chamber are constantly charged with 
fighting the war over again—with bringing up unpleasant rem- 
iniscences. What is the fact? Who is responsible for such 
things? Are not the pensions and the pensioners always with 
us? Who suspends and harrasses and annoys them? What 
party is it that avows constant loyalty to the soldier and seizes 
every opportunity to give two-thirds of its votes against them? 

The Democratic management of the Pension Office has been 
characterized asa ‘‘two-cent” policy. It minimizeseverything 
the soldier has done; questions what he says; and holds him up 
to make proof of unimportant technicalities. It postpones, de- 
lays, suspects, and hesitates. A prominent publican in 
another place said recently that he did not think an apothecary’s 
scale should be used in measuring the gratitude and thankful- 
ness of this nation and of the American people to those who 
preserved the Republic and made possible its greatness and 
wealth, And he spoke truly. 

In the Fifty-first Congress a Democratic Congressman (now 
governor of a great State) said in his place in the House: 


I give it as my deliberate judgment, I state it as a fact, that no people on 
earth, since governments were instituted among men, have been so de- 
spoiled and plundered in the name of patriotism and under the guise of pen- 
sion laws as have been the people of the United States. 

Mr. President, has the sum of $1,500,000,000, which this peo- 
ple have paid to the sick and wounded and crippled remnants 
of the struggle which saved the Union, rid the country of the 
cursed institution of slavery, and crushed State rights out of 
existence, been paid grudgingly by our people? Shall it be said 
that because a few human vultures may have profited from the 
money appropriated for a sacred purpose that therefore it is a 
system of tion and plunder? I despise and denounce such 
anassumption. And I glory in the sentiment which inspired 
the eloquent young Iowan [Mr. DOLLIVER] who said in reply: 

Icould not repress a feeling of indignation as I listened to these odious 
He stone heard the ne vies of the veterans sneered at by Democratic 
mem on the floor of this Con; And I say to the gentleman from 
Missouri, and to you gentlemen, that the need which stands in pathetic elo- 
quence behind the press 5 of the demands of the old soldiers of 

United States is no ge of dishonor. 

But, Mr. President, I commenced these remarks mainly for 

the purpose of illustrating the fact that the Republican party is 


responsible for our entire system of pension legislation, and 
that aay elein of the Democratic party for either credit or re- 


sponsib: 


ity for it is untrue. 
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There have been a few Democrats who have occasionally dis- 
regarded the dictation of 517 87 leaders and have supported 
with discriminating libera 88 interests of pensioners. There 
are some to-day, and in this Congress, who have indignantly re- 
buked the Department officials and the party managers for 
maintaining a policy of delay, annoyance, and trouble toward 
the pensioned soldiers. Gen. DANIEL E. SICKLES and Hon. 
WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, both now members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, are shining examples of proprlaty upon this ques- 
tion, amid a rampant majority of unfriendly Democrats. 

Mr. President, a few days ago the Secretary of the Interior, 
in reply to a resolution offered by myself and adopted by the 
Senate, transmitted to the Senate the following statement, show- 
ing that there is approximately $24,385,400 of the appropriation 
for the payment of . for the fiscal year ended June 30 

unexpended in the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Before I proceed further I desire to ask leave to insert this 
document, which is 5 brief, in the body of my remarks, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Leave will be granted if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The document referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washinglon, June 22, 1594. 


SIR: I am in receipt of Senate resolution of the 20th instant— 4 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate what 
amount of the appropriation for the payment of pensions will remain unex- 
pended at the close of the fiscal year 1 vy 

In response thereto I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a letter 
from the Commissioner of Pensions, to whom the matter was referred for 
report. containing the desired information. 

Very respectfully, 


The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, June 21, 1894. 

SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a resolution of the 
Senate of the United States, dated June 20, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Sen- 
ate what amount of the 1 for the payment of pensions will re- 
main unexpended at the close of the fiscal year 1894. 

In reply I have the honor to submit the following statement: 

On the 20th day of June there was an unexpended balance remaining in 
the United States Treasury amounting to $23,485,000. It is estimated that of 
the credits now in the hands of the several United States pension agents, 
$900,000 will be covered into the United States Treasury at the close of the 
present fiscal year. 

This amount ($900,000) is an approximate estimate for the reason that an 
exact statement can not be e of the amounts that will be paid for pen- 
sions during the remainder of the nt month, 

Iam of the opinion, therefore, that the unexpended balance of the g n ka 
ation for the payment of pensions will approximate the sum of $24,385,000. 

Very respectfully, 
D. I. MURPHY, 


Acting Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 

Mr. CULLOM. In this connection I submit an editorial from 
an Illinois journal: 

Atthe end of the fiscal year, last Saturday, the Pension Bureau covered 
into the United States Treasury $25,000,000 which was left unexpended of the 

nsion appropriations for the last year. Instead of this money represent- 

g a saving, as the Democrats claim, it is blood money, every dollar of it; 
and if it could be possible to present to the public the story of the suffering 
which its unjust withholding from old soldiers in want, whose applications 
for ee have been purposely unacted upon in order that t money 
might not be paid out, it would make even a Democrat blush for the Admin- 
ee GAT could deliberately plan and carry out such a heartless and un- 

triotic icy. 

Pharo EIE side of the question, too, that is likely to be heard from. 
What oe 4 f has an executive bureau of the Government to refuse to carry out 
the law? Congress appropriated the money to pay pensions. Senator OUL- 
LOM offered a resolution, which was passed, instructing the Commissioner 
of Pensions to report to the Senate the amount ot the pension appropriation 
that remained unexpended at the close of the fiscal goar, When thatreport 
is received the Democrats may look out for some plain talk on their pension 
policy.—Carlinville Republican. 

The fact that this immense sum, nearly twenty-five millions 
of dollars, has been withheld from the thousands of beneficiaries 
for whom it was intended, is not chargeable to the Commissione: 
of Pensions, nor to the Secretary of the Interior, but it 1s charge- 
able against the Democratic party, as a matter of party policy. 
The Democratic party has never passed a bounty law, nor a pen- 
sion law for the pensioning of Union soldiers, unless it had 
coupled with it some provision which should principally benefit 
persons who had engaged in armed rebellion against the United 


States. 
It has come to be regarded in the South as an obligation which 
can not be ignored or evaded, due from Senators and Represent- 


atives in Congress to their constituents, that they shall secure 


Federal offices for as many ex-Confederate officers and soldiers 
as possible. It isa matter of public knowledge, reported in the 
public prints, that a Democratic citizen of Arkansas, who de- 
sires to sueceed in this body one of the honorable Senators from 
that State, gives as a valid and sufficient reason why the sitting 
Senator should be retired the statement that he has failed to 
recognize the just wants and demands of ex-Confederate officers 
and soldiers by having them appointed to fat and lucrative Fed- 
eral places under this Administration. 
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This would not be regarded in some places as a very serious 
blunder, but when the Senator whose course has been thus chal- 
lenged comes out publicly and in indignant denial of the 
charge, furnishes the names of alarge number of rebel officers 
and soldiers for whom he has obtained places in Washington 
and elsewhere, it would seem to be conclusive proof of his loy- 
alty to the lost cause for a generation after its funeral. 

Can anyone doubt that in a Congress composed so largely of 
Democrats who thus recognize the obligations they owe to the 
memory of Jefferson Davis, there will be a general approval of 
the saving of $25,000,000 from the pension appropriation, which 
Governor Stone, of Missouri, claims has been plundered and 
despoiled from the people in the name of patriotism under the 
guise of pension laws?’ 4 - 

Can anyone wonder, when they see this Democratic determi- 
nation to harass and annoy and injure the surviving veterans 
of the Army of the United States, existing side by side with the 
policy of glorifying the efforts of those who strove to destroy 
the Union, that the pensioner's hopes fail within him and he 
cries out, My country, why hast thou forsaken me?” 

The Democratic management upon pensions, as upon almost 
every other question of public interest, is one of obstruction and 
destruction. The Democratic party casts a dark shadow upon 
theintegrity and propriety of whateveritattempts todo. When 
it lays its hand upon an interest or touches a public measure, 
that interest is palsied or that measure is tainted. Its success 
at the polls in 1892 struck the business of the country as with a 
black frost. 

In Hawaii it crawled in the dirt and pulled the flag with it. 
On the tariff its action, so far, has been so destructive that the 
industrial interests of the land have been swept as by fire. To 
the ballot stuffer and election thief it has offered a premium. 
And with all this, it proffers to the American soldier the cold 
victuals of the tramp and pauper. 

Can it go further? Let the future answer. 

Mr. President, I desire to commenta little upon the document 
Iholdin my hand. It is a report from the Secretary of the In- 
terior in response to a resolution passed by the Senate, and is 
made up of lists of persons who have been suspended and rein- 
stated, or who have been suspended or reduced, or who are now 
being suspended, but whose cases apparently are not entirely 
disposed of, and also of those entirely dropped from the rolls. 

I notice in looking over this document that the changes in the 
Pension Office have been conducted on a kind of cheese-paring 
business. Take, for instance, two pages of the document which 
I have before me. I find here twenty-one cases where pension- 
ers were drawing 818 a month who have been reduced $1 each. 
It seems to me that that was a tremendous effort on the part of 
these numerous special agents, who have been traveling over 
the country and. trying to find some fault with the ere oners 
and the pension system to hunt up all this vast number of per- 
sons, and while they are good soldiers, while they are entitled 
to pensions, to cut them off just a little, in order to make a rec- 
ord in behalf of the Democratic policy. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that is too small a business to 
be encouraged by anybody, and, least of all, by a great political 
organization. It seems to me, also, thatit ought to be soppan, 
If there are any thieves drawing pensions, take their pensions 
away; but to go over the whole list, neighborhood by neighbor- 
hood, county by county, and State by State, all over the United 
States, examine every man and reduce his pension 50 cents, or 
75 cents, or $1, or $2 in order to make a record, seems to me to 
be an outrage upon the soldiers themselves, which ought not to 
be tolerated uae ty in power. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that 
other imperative duties have prevented me from making as care- 
ful and comprehensive an examination of the present status of 
the pension question as I had intended to do. It is a question 
of vital importance to our people,and especially to the brave 
men who et 84 the battles of the Union, and whose shattered 
and rapidly depleting ranks tell the story of their sufferings and 
their sacrifices. They fought, and many of them died, in defense 
of the flag and the Constitution, and they and their dependents 
have a rightful claim upon the sympathy and protection of those 
who make and administer the laws of the country. 

On the 4th day of September, 1893, I introduced a bill (S. 834) 
supplemental to the act of June 27, 1890, designed to protect 
those on the paneon roll from the then announced purpose of 
the Democratic Administration to suspend and drop from the 
list many who were drawing pensions, such action to be taken 
under pretense of *‘ purging the roll.“ 

I ask permission to incorporate the bill in my remarks with- 
out reading it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Permission to do so will be 
granted if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


The bill referred to is as follows: 


A bill (S. 834) supplemental to an act entitled “An act granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual 
labor, and providing for ions to widows, minor children, and depend- 
ent parents,” approved June 27, 1890, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the act of June 27, 1890, by 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions, and in the 
rating of pensions thereunder, all claimants showing a mental or physical 
disability of a pamanang character, not the result of their own vicious 
habits, and which incapacitates them from the performance of manual labor, 
rendering them unable to earn a support from such manual labor, in sucha 
degree as would berated, under former laws and the rules and regulations 
of the Pension Office existing at the date of the passage of said act of June 
27, 1890, at or above 86 ia month, shall bə rated 88 in the same 
manner as like disabilities of service origin are proportionally rated; and 
all claimants sho a pensionable disability which, if of service origin, 
would be rated at or above $12 per month, shall be rated at $12 per month. 

SEC. 2, That whenever, in consideration of pension claims under the act 
of June 27, 1890, the claimant has shown that he is disabled by more than 
one wound, ury, or disease pensionable under said act, the accumulated 
degree of disability ar: from all of said separate disabilities shall be the 
e of the rating of the pension granted as provided in the preceding 
section. 

Src. 3. That the Commissioner of Pensions shall have power, as hereto- 
fore, to establish at points most convenient for pensioners and applicants 
for pension examining boards of three surgeons each, for the examination 
of ene for pension, Inselecting the members for said surgeons 
having had military or naval service in the Army or Navy of the United 
States shall be preferred for 9 as far as practicable: Provided, 
however, That such boards shall be constituted as far as practicable of sur- 
geons who belong to different political parties. 

Src. 4. That whenever the certificate of a board of examining surgeons 
shall show that a claimant for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, is suf- 
fering from disabitities which, in their opinion, probably resulted from the 
vicious habits of the claimant, such case shall be p in the hands of a 
special examiner of the Pension Bureau, who make an impartial ex- 
amination into the facts of the case, at whichspecial examination the claim- 
ant shall have full opportunity of paing present, confronting and cross-ex- 
amining the witnesses against him, and of introducing witnesses in his own 
behalf. When the report of the board of e: surgeons shall show 
that the disabilities found are, in their opinion, the result of causes not re- 
ferable to the claimant's vicious habits, such disabilities shall be presumed 
to be resultant from pensionable causes. 

SEO. 5. That except in case of established fraud, no pension shall be sus- 
pended, withheld, withdrawn, or reduced, except after ninety days’ written 
notice served . 75 the pensioner, and a full and impartial hearing and in- 
vestigation had upon sworn testimony: Provided, however, That the certifi- 
cate ofa duly appointed medical examining board may be used in evidence 
without the same being verified by the oaths of the members of such board 
signing the same. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The effect of the enactment into law of 
section 1 of theabove referred to measure will be to cause appli- 
cants for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, to be rated by 
analogy with equivalent disabilities and rates, in existence un- 
der the old or general law at the date of the passage of such act 
of June 27, 1890, and when upon examination an applicant for 
pension under the act of June 27, 1890, is found to be disabled in 
such a degree as would be rated under the old or gneve pen- 
sion law and the rules and regulations of the Pension Office, at 
orabove $6 per month, he will be rated proportionately as snough 
his disabilities were incurred in the service, and as though he 
were making application for pension under the old or general 
law as contradistinguished from said act of June 27, 1890, and 
if his condition upon examination shows a . disability 
which, if of service origin, would be rated at or above $12 per 
month, he would be rated at $12 per wonth, or the maximum 
rate under the said act, 

This would be a departure from the present practice of the 
Pension Office, which requires that an applicant for pension un- 
der the act of June 27, 18 „should show such a condition of dis- 
ability as would entitle him to $30 per month under the old or 
general law, in order to be entitled to the maximum rate of $12 
per month allowed by the said act of June 27, 1890. Whereas 
under this provision he will receive $12 per month if under the 
old law he would for same disability be rated at any rate from 
$12 to 330 per month and for disabilities ratable at pensionable 
degrees less than $12 per month—proportionately from $12 down 
to $6 per month. 

The effect of section 2 of said act would be to give the ap- 
pore of the statute to a recent ruling of the Commissioner of 

ensions to the effect that where upon examination an applicant 
for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, is found to be dis- 
abled by more than one wound, injury, or disease pensionable 
under the said act, the accumulated or sum total of the degree 
of disability arising from all of said separate disabilities shall 
be considered in fixing the measure or total of the rating of the 
ponon ranted. Thus, for example, if the degree of disability 

ive the maximum rate (or$12 per month under the said act) 
is fixed at twelve-eighteenths, and upon examination an appli- 
cant is found to be suffering from rheumatism and disease of 
kidneys, and is rated by the examining board atfour-eighteenths 
for rheumatism and four-eighteenths for disease of kidneys 
under section 2 of this proposed measure the Commissioner o. 
Pensions would rate the said applicant eight-cighteenths, or $8 


per month 
Under section 3 the Commissioner of Pensions will have the 
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power to establish boards of examining surgeons at various 
points convenient for pensioners and applicants for pension, and 
said section isdesigned merely to enact into lawacustom which 


has prevailed in the Department for some time of making such 
boards nonpartisan, or of appointing at least one of the three 
members of said board from the party of the political faith op- 
te to that of the Administration soappointing. This, as be- 
ore stated, has been the practice of the Pension Office to a con- 
siderable extent for some years past, and should be sanctioned 
by law. 
rhe effect of section 5 will be to prevent the rejection of an 
application for pension upon the mere obiter dicta of an examin- 
ing board upon the question as to the habits of the applicant. 
In the event that such examining board report as their judgment 
that the disabilities alleged by the applicant as ground for pen- 
sion are the result of vicious habits upon his part, the applicant 
will be afforded an opportunity to rebut such opinion by the 
testimony of neighbors or fellow-workmen or of those having 
knowledge of his private life and character, by summoning said 
witnesses before a special examiner of the Pension Bureau, as 
is now the case in claims where doubt exists from any cause as 
- to the merits. It also, when the certificate of examining sur- 
geons does not show origin in vicious habits, raises the pre- 
sumption in favor of claimant. : 

Section 5 prohibits the suspension, withdrawal, or reduction 
of a pension except after ninety days’ written notice upon the 
pensioner and a full and impartial hearing and investigation 
upon sworn testimony, provided of course the pensioner desires 
to avail himself of this latter privilege. The enactment of this 
section of the act will prevent the wholesale suspension of pen- 
sioners and the calling upon them to establish by medical or 
other testimony the fact t they should not have been sus- 
pended, thus having the proof postdating the conviction instead 
ofantedating it. The effect ofthe enactmentof this section will 
confirm a pensioner’s right to his pension and fix by law the 
steps nece: to be taken gin Lb him thereof, aswell as the 
logical order or sequence in which such steps must be taken, and 
giving him the right, in any case where it is alleged that he is 
no longer disabled, to be examined by an examining board to de- 
termine the question as to whether his disability has ceased in 
a pensionable degree. 

f that bill, or one similar in terms, could be enacted into law 
it would greatly facilitate the just administration of the benefi- 
centstatate of June 27, 1890, an would prevente topono: ofthe 
abuses which have marked the administration of pension legis- 
lation by the present Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, but unfortunately the bill is quietly resting 
in a Democratic committee room, from which it will probably 
neyer emerge. 

At the time that bill was introduced I addressed the Senate 
at some length, claiming (statute law and Department decisions 
being quoted to sustain my contention) that the Commissioner 
of Pensions had no legal right or authority to suspend or annul 
pensions except in cases where the element of fraud could be 
clearly shown. - ; - 

Since that time the Commissioner has, I think, on several dif- 
ferent occasions, informed the country as to the policy he pro- 
popes to pursue in dealing with the matter of suspending and 

pping pensioners from the roll, but I am of opinion that no 
one can now possibly determine what the policy of the Pension 
Bureau is toward the defenders of the country, and especially 
toward those who were pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890. 
Certain it is that constantly since that time the old soldiers 
have been harshly dealt with, and thousands of them are now 
suffering for the small comforts that a continuance of the pen- 
sions granted under former Administrations would have brought 
to them. 

The 5 have recently informed us that the Commis - 
sioner of Pensions has issued an order modifying a prior order, 
and providing that hereafter no investigation shall be deemed 
necessary except in cases where fraud has been shown. That is 
precisely what I contended for nearly one year ago, but during 
the time that has elapsed thousands of pensions have been sus- 
pended without adequate cause, and much needless suffering has 
thus been inflicted upon the soldiers. It is said that the new 
order will cause the return to the files of a large number of 
cases now under investigation—indeed it isestimated that many 
thousands will be called in. The claim is made that the order 
was promulgated in the interest of better business methods, and 
I venture to express the hope that at last some measure of jus- 
tice is to be done the soldiers in this regard. 

This whole business of suspending pensions except in cases 
where fraud manifestly 3 has been utterly cruel and un- 

ustifiable. Why, if a man steals we give him a fair trial, fur- 
nish him with counsel, provide him with every opportunity to 


establish his innocence, and punish him only after his guilt is 
fully established. If hecommits murder, we try him with great 
deliberation, throw the whole burden of proof upon the Govern- 
ment,and give him thechance for appeal after appeal. Butthe 
Pension Bureau treats these battered old veterans more harshly 
than we treat thieves and murderers. Without trial, without 
warning, without even a charge, it has suspended the weakest 
and most helpless of them by the thousand, and required them 
to make good their claims by the collection of fresh evidence, a 
task necessarily made more difficult with the lapse of every 
year. And then the editors of Democratic newspapers speak of 
the proceeding with complacency and praise, aa pT all 
criticism of it. Isit surprising that some of these shattered 
old men, bewildered by their disasters, have taken their own 
lives, while others have gone crazy and others still have sought 
the almshouse? 

Recently a Democratic newspaper of this city published the 
following: 
still s power a¢ Washington, but the people know very well thas woon pen: 

0 - 
sion are costing over $150,000,000 a 1 — Toast a third of it represents Or: 

That is the solemn utterance of a Democratic newspaper at the 
capital of the nation, and from similar utterances from other 
sources it may fairly be taken as the opinion of the Democratic 
party. The charge is that at least one-third of all the pension. 
ers on the rolls are frauds, not entitled to any pension at all; 
that is, one in three, three in every nine, five in every fifteen, 
eight in every twenty-four, thirty-three in every hundred rep- 
resent robbery of the Government and the people, and that of 
the $150,000,000 and over of money paid to pensioners, at least 
one-third of it, or over $50,000,000 annually, is stolen outright. 
This is the deliberate statement of a newspaper in the city of 
Washington. Of course it is a base lie and libel, but itis never- 
theless a common Democratic charge against the pensioners, 
and shows the Democratic opinion of them. 

As bearing on the administration of the Pension Bureau since 
the incoming of Mr. Cleveland’s second term, I beg to direct at- 
tention to a recent letter from the Commissioner of Pensions in 
response to a Senate resolution of April 14, 1894, to which the 
Senator from Ilinois [Mr. CULLOM] has adverted. It is are- 
markably instructive document, andI regret that it is too volu- 
minous to be entire in my remarks. From it we learn 
that the number dropped from.the roll by Commissioner Loch- 
ren is 2,671, the number reduced 3,014, the number reinstated 
at former rate 9,509, and the number still suspended, 326. 

Thus it appears that the number of cases adjudicated and 
et by 3 err peo es which the present ery oe 
sioner saw suspend an vestigate, aggregates $ 
paar rao mer 9,509 were 5 ae after in- 
ves on, and 2, were permanently dropped. It is espe- 
cially interesting to note the mighty work done by this . 
Administration in the matter of reducing pensions. After ex- 
pending much time and money, and putting the old soldiers to 
groas annoyance and inconvenience, hundreds of cases are re- 

uced from $8 to $6, and many others from $12 to $10 and $8. 
In someinstances reductions have been made from $8 to $4, in 
others from 36 to $t, and occasionally from $6, $8, or $12 to $2. 
Those reductions were made in pensions granted under the act 
of June 27,1890. Under the general law the reductions were 
more sweeping, and a considerable saving of e diture was 
made. Manycases have been reduced from $72 to $50 and $30, 
while I notice one reduced from 872 to $17. Another case is re- 
duced from 850 to 84, and still another from $16 to $2. Several 
are reduced from $31.25 to $30, and others from $18 to $17, show- 
ing the nice discrimination that this reform Administration 
practices when it focuses its mighty intellect on the question of 
reversing the action of some former Administration on the pen- 
sion question. But why spend time in analyzing these figures? 
To my mind it is a record that no political party can feel proud 
of, and beyond a peradventure it prove to be a serious mat- 
ter to those who are msible for it. 

It is to me a matter of regret that this record has been made 
in a bureau presided over by an old soldier. Commissioner 
Lochren was a brave and patriotic soldier. His administration 
of the Pension bureau in all other respects is most admirable. 
This is the one blot upon an otherwise honorable and commend- 
able record. How is it to be accounted for? . 

Mr. President, it should constantly be borne in mind that 
Commissioner Lochren is subordinate to the Secretary of the 
Interior and to the President of the United States. e is but 
an tive officer, subject to their superior authority. 
The record of discharges of old soldiers from the Interior De- 

ent, to make places for callow youths from the State of 
rgia, shows the estimation in which the veteran element is 
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held by the Secre of the Interior. The old soldier racket 
is about played out” more than once been uttered in that 
Department, and tells the story of the outragesand wrongs that 
are being committed on men who helped to save the Govern- 
ment from overthrow. 

But the chief agent and instrumentality of this wretched busi- 
ness is no less a person than the President of the United States. 
His hostility to the soldiers of the Republic has been shown 
over and over again. His coarse and brutal vetoes of innumer- 
able private pension bills and his veto of the dependent pension 
Pill are not forgotten by the American people. In his heart 
there seems to be no soft spot for the men who made it possible 
for him to be President of the United States. He has sneered 
at, slandered, and reviled the soldiers of the Union Army, and 
beyond a doubt his hand of authority and power is back of all 
this effort to disturb the pension roll and to take from the pen- 
sloners that which they earned amid the strife and desolation 
of the battlefield. 

And what, Mr. President, has been gained byall this disturb- 
ance and annoyance to the soldiers? A recent comm tion 
from the Acting Commissioner of Pensions, Mr. Murphy, telis 
us that $24,385,000 is to be saved from the last on appropri- 
ation and covered into the Treasury of the United States; and 
Democratic newspapers boastingly announce that this is one of 
the grandest evements of modern political history. These 
millions have been saved by dropping names from the rolls, by 
1 by rejecting a large proportion of new cases, by 
postponing action on other meritorious claims, and by allowing 
minimum rates to those who have been admitted to pension. 

That isthe record and there is no escape fromit. It is barely 
possible that the Republican party was too generous toward the 
men who fought the nation's battles, but even ifso it was erring 
in a good cause. Statistics show that under Republican ad- 
ministrations eighty-three out of every one hundred cases ad- 
judicated resulted in the granting of pensions, while seventeen 
out of every one hundred were rejected. Under Democratic ad- 
ministration of the same laws seventy-two out of every one hun- 
dred have been rejected, and only twenty-eight out of every one 
hundred have been allowed. The difference is so great as to bo 
startlingly instructive, and I commend it to the consideration 
of both sides of this Chamber. 

But we are told that nearly $25,000,000 have been saved“ to 
the Government in the last fiscal year in the administration 
of tho pension laws. Thank Heaven the Republican is not 
responsible for this saving. Think of it! Twenty-five million 
dollars taken from the old soldiers and their dependents; taken 
from the channels of commerce and trade, and restored to the 
coffers of this rich and powerful Government! There was a 
time, Mr. President, in the history of the Republic when this 
would not have been done; a time when ali the revenues of the 
country would gladly have been given to the soldiers in pensions 
if thoy could have pledged themselves to save the Union and 
to bring back the flag without a star erased. 

Thay fought the battles of the Republic, restored the Union, 
retstablished our nationality, com ed obedience to our Con- 
stitution, and floated the flag over every section of our common 
country. Theirs was a mighty task, and right bravely did they 
perform it. It is too early to forget their heroism and their 
suffering, or to brand them, as they have been branded in cer- 
tain quarters, as mercenaries and perjurers. 

Beyond a doubt $25,000,000 have been saved to the Govern- 
ment, but think of the loss in respect for the nation and in 
triotic admiration for our Government that must necessar 
result. As the New York Press has well said, this so-call 
saving has been accomplished by a wicked warfare on the old 
soldiers, their widows and their orphans. It has been achieved 
i lag mie d advantage of every loophole afforded by technicali- 

sin the pension laws; by sprig | and em aot sus- 
pending the pensions of thousands of brave veterans who de- 
pended upon their meager pittance for a livelihood; by making 
new and strained interpretations of the statutes, always against 
the pensioner, and by remorselessly 2 down or cutting off 
every pension for the reduction or the withholding of which 
hatred to the veteran could invent the shadow of a pretext. 

The le want no “saving” effected by tarnishing the na- 
tional honor, violating the 1 cea faith of the Republic, and 
robbing the men who gave their youth and their strength in de- 
fenseof American unity and human freedom. The voters of the 
United States have decreed that an honorable proyision should 
be made for those who served their country faithfully at the 
peril of their own lives. They have declared through the stat- 
utes enacted by their elected representatives that the widows 
and orphans of loyal veterans should be treated as wards of the 
nation. Andthey will inflictstern punishmentat the polls upon 
the disloyal politicians and the unpatriotic party who are en- 


deavoring to ferce the crippled Union soldier into pauperism 
and compel his children to beg their bread. 

Not only in the matter of pensions, but also in the matter of 
employment, has the Union soldier fared badly under this Ad- 
ministration. In reference to that matter Iam glad of ano 
8 to quote the words of a brave Democratic soldier 

efense of hiscomrades. Atarecentreunion of the Third Army 
Corps, Gen. SICKLES, among other things, said: 

Ithink the atmosphere of Washington would be better if there were army 
corps reunions here oftener. Somewhat to my surprise since co: to 
Washington asa 21 man, one ot my chief occupations has been to defend 
the defenders of Union, and to keep them from being put out of what I 
consider their just tions. I had been in the city but a little while when 
a man came to me from 8 from which he said he had been dis- 
charged without cause. I ed his papers and found that he was one 
of my old men, who had been with me through twelve battles. Ilooked the 
matter up in the Department, and though there was nothing else against 
the old fellow, it was said that he had voted for Harrison at the last election. 
And I just said to the head of his Bureau: “As long as that man was with 
me during the war, and through all of those twelve battles, [never asked 
him what his politics was. And I think it isa little too late to commence 
now. Tomy mind, 5 who has been through the Army or Navy and 
honorably disch: as aright to any politics he chooses, I don't care 
even if itis Coxe That case was only the beginning of the work I 
have had to do, and since then I have been ed upon todefend about three 
cases of the same sort each month. 

In alluding to what Gen. SICKLES said, one of the mostaccom- 
plished newspaper writers at the capital a few months ago wrote 
as follows to one of the leading papers of the country: 

A . SICKLEs had to say, I havo a case that is peculiari 
paint to me to mention. On last Savurday a friend of mine, M Ben 

orrell, who in the war was an officer N t a 
leg, shot himself — 9 4 the heart on the — 3 o of the 

ast he had been a clerk in the Depart 

Secretary Carlisle’s son Logan, who 
ent, dischar, him to make room for a yo 
done some political service in the cause of Ken Democracy. Wor- 
to a living in private life, but found he was fitted for nothing 
reach, In a moment of depression he ended his life. Itis avery 


Yes, Mr. President, that was a very sad case, and I am in- 
formed that it is one of nine suicides of old soldiers who have 
been dismissed from office by this Administration to make places 
for men most of whom know of the war of the rebellion aply 
as a = weed of history. It is not only a sad, but a disgraceful 
record. 

As bearing on the matter of employment of veterans in the 
public service, let mo direct attention to a letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, under date of May 28, 1894, in response to 
a Senate resolution, to which the Senator trom Illinois . CUL- 
LOM] adverted in his 5 It is needless to say that no pre- 
tence is made in that Department to administer either the civil- 
service law in its spirit as Tepandi the employés in i or 
the statutory provision relating to the veteran soldiers. The 
former is shown by the fact that while in that Department 104 
employés had been dismissed from the State of New York, 81 
from Pennsylvania, and 74 from Ohio, only 6 were dismissed 
from Georgia; but whenit came to appointments New York got 
38, Pennsylvania 32, Ohio 33, and Georgia 106. 

As regards the treatment of the old soldiers, the record is one 
of disgrace and shame. Of the 876 dismissals 185 were soldiers, 
while 130 more soldiers were reduced and 32 resigned by request, 
making a total of 347. On the other hand, only 46 soldiers were 
appointed and 70 received promotions. And what is true of the 
Interior Department applies to every other Department of the 
Government. 

In the Department of Agriculture [am informed that the only 
two ex-soldiers there employed who had lost limbs in the sery- 
ice haye been dismissed, while in the Weather Bureau 12 or 15 
Union soldiers have shared the same fate. 

In the Treasury eet the same process has been going 


on, dismissals and uctions of soldiers being the order of the 
day. As showing the many of the system I quote from a let- 
ter in the Chicago Daily News from the pen of Hon. William E. 
Curtis: 

Ast 


3 1 in one of the Departments. A gated the 2 
clerks, whose duties require long experience technical s and who 
bears the honorabie scars of a Union soldier, was called to the Office of the 
ed to sign a letter that had been prepared for him. It 


the signer from the fourth 
which pays $1,200, ostensibly a . of one-third of his salary. 
The clerk declined to sign letter, although he was told that such a meas- 
ry to save him from dismissal. He 
ears 
ter in the day he rece: 


mand, and that he would stand on his record. La 
mptory discharge, and carried it home with the air of a man who is 
to die, but not to 3 

The next m had a different ct. He 18 66 years old. He 
had no property except the little house in which he lived, worth perhaps 
26,000, and about 8300 in the savings bank. There is no of securing 


other em t, 

incl an invalid daughter, who req 

Another hter is a widowentirely dependent upon him for support, with 

two little c dren. 
The o 


id soldier surrendered. He sought a friend through whose inter- 
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cession he was able to have the dismissal rocalled and secure a reinstate- 


ment at $1,000 a year. The clerk whotakes his place at 81,800 isa young man 
from Geo! „ unmarried, dissipated, and ine rienced. He came into the 
office about six months ago at a salary of 61,000, was made assistant to the 
old clerk, who tried to teach him his duty, but was unable to make much 
progress use of the young man's indifference and inattention. The lat- 

nens most of the day telling his fellow-clerks of his flirtations and dis- 
sipations. The two clerks have now changed places. Theyo man is the 
head of the room and draws the $1,800 a year. The old man is assistant 
and gets 81,000. The young manstill tells ot his flirtations and dissipations, 
and the old man does the work and thinks of his daughters and grandchil- 
dren at home. 5 

But why prolong the recital. T have here a bundle of letters 
showing the hardships and wrongs imposed upon pensioners by 
the harsh rulings and illegal actions of the Pension Bureau. 
Of many of them I have personal knowledge, and know that the 
complaints are well founded. But I can do no more than call 
attention to the matter. The Government is in the hands of the 
Democratic party, and they must settle with the soldiers sooner 
or later, either by fair treatment in the Pension Bureau or at the 
ballot box. The men who fought to save the Government will 
agni for the preservation of their rights when the opportunity 
offers. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether the appropriations 
carried in thisbill are sufficientor not. They probably are, but 
I take it that it matters little whether they are adequate or in- 
adequate. If they are not sufficient pensions can be suspended 
and reduced until the point is reached where the appropriations 
will cover the expenditures. It has been demonstrated that 
this can easily be done. Twohundred and fifty-one million dol- 
larshave been “saved,” to use the language of our Democratic 
friends, in the past year. Very likely many millions will be 
„Saved“ out of this appropriation. 

The record of the past year shows that the appropriation may 
be made as small as you pisas and the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of Pensions will see to it that the pun- 
ishment is made to fit the crime.” There is no difficulty in the 
way. The old-soldier racket is about played out,” accordin 
to the teachings of modern Democracy, and until the Republi- 
can party is again restored to power, the old soldier must fight 
his battles as best he can. It is hard and cruel, but party exi- 
gency and party folly have npparenty decreed that itshall be so. 

Mr. P ER. Mr, President, I have given a good deal of 
attention to the subject of pensions. It seemed quite natural 
that whenI came into the Senate that class of interests should 
be to some extent referred to me. I am the senior in age and in 
rank of members of the Senate who were in the Army of the 
Union. Icommanded a great many troops during the war. I 
commanded a regiment, a brigade, a division, an army corps, a 
department. Until I took the command of a department in 1865 
I had never performed sedentary duty of any kind whatever. I 
had been in the field constantly. My acquaintance among the 
volunteer officers and soldiers I suppose was quite as extensive 
as that of any other man in the country. I tookaregimentinto 
the field made up of my friends and the sons of my friends. My 
regiment was composed of one company from each of ten coun- 
ties, counties in which I had practiced law for many years. 
Perhaps I knew more of the men who served with me than any 
other colonel who left Illinois knew of the men under him. 

I feel that the claims of the soldiers to just and reasonable 
aes are as well founded as are the claims of those who 

oaned or advanced money for the purposes of the Government. 
They have not the sanction of law until allowed, but they have 
the moral claim of those who suffered in consequence of their 
service, which is a claim of the very highest character. I have 
not at any time discovered a disposition on the partof any party 
in this country to evade the fair and just claims of the soldiers. 
On the contrary, I have found on both sides a remarkable dis- 

sition to run a race to get the good willof theold soldiers. I 

ave heard Republicans say they are the friends of the soldier, 
and I have known Democrats to do their best to outvie them. 

As an illustration of what I mean, I will state that when I came 
into the Senate I found a very active and efficient member of the 
Committee on Pensions, whose name I need not mention. Isoon 
became acquainted with him, and one day I introduced by re- 
quest a bill to remove the limitations of arrears of pensions, It 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, I believe. When I 
went into the committee room this gentleman, who was not so 
old as I am, a stout, burly man, said, ‘‘ Why did you introduce 
that bili?” TI said, “Iwas asked to do it.“ He asked, How 
much do you think it will cost?” T said, A hundred million 
dollars.” He said, It will cost$200,000,000.” ISaid, The com- 
mittee will dispose of it.” ‘‘ Dispose of it,” said he; ‘it will go 
back into the Senate and you will have to vote for it.” He went 
on then to name a number of Senators on both sides who would 
not only vote for it, but would make speeches in advocacy of it. 

In fact, it has been a race among politicians as to which shall 
be the friend of the soldier. My colleague, for example, is a 
better friend of the soldier by a good deal than I am. It is true 


that when there was occasion for joining the society of the sol- 

diers and putting on the uniform, my colleague would not do it, 

Thatreminds me of a story of a man who made a bet at a show. 

One man said that he could squeal more like a pig than the pi 

himself could. They put the man and the pig in a tent, ont 

fan eee and the judges gave the award against the pig. 
ughter. 

My colleague is ardently and passionately in love with the 
soldiers. If the old soldiers had any real grievance, there are 
men here who would mention their grievance, and they would 
polut out where the grievance lies. I think my colleague has 

emonstrated hisfeelings. He spoke of Hawaii and the tarift. 
It seems not that he loves the soldiers so well, but he hates the 
Democrats worse. It furnishes a pretext for an attack upon the 
Democratic party. 

It has been one of the misfortunes of this country that the 
question of proper pensions to soldiers has never received that 
deliberate care to which it is entitled and which it ought to 
have had. We have made it the subject of attack and com- 
plaint, and we have taunted each other in that direction. 

But do Senators know who is the present Commissioner of 
Pensions? When I came to Washington after the accession of 
Mr. Cleveland, I went to him and said, ‘'I feel more interest in 
the position of Commissioner of Pensions than I doin any other 
office at your gift.” After the most careful examination, after 
canyassing many men my mind reverted to a distinguished sol- 
dier in the State of Minnesota. He went into the Army early. 
Hisrank was humble. He was present at Gettysburg. He went 
in a subordinate company officer, and amid the storm of that 
battle, when his regiment was practically annihilated, he came 
out at the head of the regiment. He is a lawyer, a judge, an 
upright, honest man, a true soldier who has demonstrated his 
devotion to his country by his share in the terrible battle of 
Gettysburg. 

Does any man mean to intimate that he does not love his com- 
rades, that he is sacrificing their rights? Does any man pretend 
that he has not given evidence of his devotion to his country 
and his comrades, which is unquestionable? Shall Senators who 
never heard a musket fired, unless it was an accident, assail the 
character of this eminent, brave man, this lawyer and judge, and 
charge him with being false to his comrades? 

Mr. President, I gave nis name, I referred to his service, and 
I will place William Lochren alongside the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CULLOM] and the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER], and let the country judge which is most li- 
able to be false or to be true to the brave men who took part in 
the war of the rebellion. 

It is quite a common thing to abuse Mr. Smith, Secretary of 
the Interior. He is a young man, and I have no objection to 
people pitching into him. He seems to have a broad back, and 
I shall not take the trouble to defend him. He is an active, in- 
telligent man. Butdoes my colleague or the Senator from New 
Hampshire know of a single case where a pension has been im- 
properly rejected? I pause for a reply. Í have devoted very 
much time to the investigation of this question. I have known 
instances where claims I thought were improperly scrutinized. 
Ido not object to scrutiny. Ihave gone to the Pension Office 
with personal testimony and with evidence I have collected dem- 
onstrating the justice of claims which were questioned. 

Ido notchallenge the right of the Government to question the 
claim of anyone who makes an application for a pension. It is 
the right and the duty of the Government to do so. But I again 
ask, can either of those Senators put his finger on a single in- 
stance where a 8 claim has been improperly rejected? If 
moy can, then it will be time enough to speak and time enough 
to denounce this soldier, this truo man, and charge him with 
being influenced by base prejudices against his comradesin arms. 

I myself know of some cases where, in my judgment, the de- 
mands for proof were unnecessarily severe, but they have been 
met. I knowof no cases, and I should be obliged to the Senator 
from New Hampshire or to my colleague if either of them will 
give me the name of asingle soldier whose claim has been im- 

roperly rejected under the administration of William Lochren. 
enen be obliged to them for it, and I will pledge myself that 
it shall be investigated so fully that there shall not be room for 
doubt in respect to the rights of the pensioner. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Ido not care to go into a controversy of 
that kind, as I think it is unnecessary. ButIcan cite to the 
Senator from Illinois a great many cases where I think ver 
great injustice has been done to the soldiers of my State. 
think I can cite him toa case now. A man who for four years 
has not done one single hour's work, who was a soldier in the 
war for three years, who has the evidence of every prominent 
citizen in his own town, Democrat and Republican, and the affi- 
davits of three physicians on file, has been asking for his pen- 
sion. He is destitute, and is supported in part by the town. He 
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has been applying for a long time. The other day he was told 
that his pension was held up in order that inquiry might be 
made of neighbors concerning his condition, That is but 
one of a great many cases which might be cited. 

I will say, with the consent of the Senator from Illinois, be- 
cause I should be very loath to unnecessarily take his time, that 
I made no attack upon Commissioner Lochren. I said not one 
word in derogation of his work. On the contrary, I said that 
the work of the Bureau was being admirably administered. 
But I did say that in my judgment his superior officers were to 
blame in these matters, and I believe thatfrom the very bottom 
of my heart. 

Mr. PALMER. That is the most serious assault upon the 
Commissioner of Pensions that has yet been made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make it. 

Mr. PALMER. It is an intimation that the Commissioner of 
Pensions would hold the pitiful office he has upon the condition 
of being unjust to his comrades. If that were true, and there 
were any improper influences brought to bear or attempted to 
be brought to bear upon the Commissioner of Pensions, the office 
would be thrown in the face of the superior who attempted it. 
Judge Lochren would not hold the office a moment if the condi- 
tion was that he was to be unjust to hiscomrades. To imagine 
itis an insult. 

Mr.GALLINGER. With the consent of the Senator from 
IIlinois, I will state that this is the first time Ihave ever known 
that subordinate officers are not controlled by their superior 
officars in all these matters of administration. Nearly one year 
ago attention was called to the fact that thousands upon thou- 
sands of soldiers were suspended from the rolls without an, 
charge being made against them, except such as came to the of- 
fice by way of letter or something of that kind. 

After ten or eleven months, after the soldiers had suffered 
torture such as only men who are in destitution can suffer, the 
Commissioner reversed that order for the better administration 
of his office, as it is stated. I wish to ask the Senator from Illi- 
nois if he does not think that very great injustice has been done 
in the matter by suspending their pensions and dropping the 
pensioners from the rolls arbitrarily, as has been done? 

Mr. PALMER. I have no doubt in the world that injustice 
has been done by suspending their pensions. It was a mistake 
on the part of the Commissioner of Pensions—and not so much, 
either, on the part of the Commissioner of Pensions. I insisted 
that that was not the way to reach them. I think it was an im- 
proper attempt to investigate or to suspend before investiga- 
tion. But that is no longer true. The restorations were 
made, 

At the time of the accession of Mr. Cleveland to the Presi- 
dency there was throughout the country clamor against the ad- 
ministration of the Pension Bureau. I have been acquainted 
with most of the Commissioners of Pension. A distinguished 
citizen of my own State came into that office upon the accession 
of Mr. Cleveland after his first election. I know something of 
a Commissioner of Pensions who came from Indiana. I know 
that in Gen. Harrison’s Administration, when the affairs of the 
Pension Office were conducted by Gen. Raum, the latter was 
assailed. I am satisfied he is an honest, manly man. Iam satis- 
fied that he was imposed upon in some instances. The admin- 
istration of the Pension Bureau has sometimes been too liberal; 
there has been a sort of desire or effort to induce men to apply 
for pensions, and this miserable political feeling and the desire 
to get their votes have putupon the pension rolls some improper 


persons. 

But I take it upon myself to say that, taking it on the whole, 
making all proper allowances for lapses of memory and mis- 
takes, no law has been more faithfully administered than the 

ension laws. The administration of the present Commissioner 
is as honest, as manly, as true, and as much in the interest of 
the soldiers as that of any Administration which preceded it. 

Mr. President, the only material question to me is whether 
there is money enough appropriated by the pending bill to pay 
the pensions. I should not administer the law more liberall 
than it is administered, but if I had my way I should EN 
the law, and I should make the pension system more compre- 
hensive. 

But the officer who is charged with the administration of the 
law must execute the law as it is. I repeat, that if I could find 
an instance, or could be told of an instance, where the Pension 
Commissioner has disregarded the rights of any single soldier, 
and has rejected any case that ought to be allowed, I should 
point it out to him—I should denounce it. But here we are 
met with the idea that the Republican party will, when they 
return to power, which is anticipated, I believe, administer the 
law with more liberality and benevolence. I suppose they will 
administer the law as it is, and not otherwise. I suppose the 
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present Commissioner is administering the law as it is, and not 
otherwise. 

But my 8 arraigns the Democratic party for many 
other things. He will have an opportunity of doing that here- 
after. It is not material to me to defend the Democratic party 
on those points. I do not choose to waste time in that sort of 
skirmishing. I leave that to my colleague. His speech will go 
into the newspapers and do him good, I trust. en we meet 
on the hustings in Illinois and my colleague there charges that 
the pension laws are not properly administered, I shall ask him 
to fiye thə name of any person, of any old soldier, whose claim 
William Lochren has improperly rejected; and I shall be satis- 
fied with nothing else. 

I shall not permit my comrade, this gallant man who went in 
at Gettysburg at the storm of battle, to be arraigned upon a 
mere intimation. Ishall not permit it to be said again that Wil- 
liam Lochren would hold an office under the Secretary of the 
Interior upon the condition that he should be unjust to his com- 
rades. If either Mr. Smith or Mr. Cleveland has entertained 
ill feelings towards the soldiers, I shall not allow it to be said 
without contradiction that Judge Lochren has consented to be 
the minister of their base hates or their contemptible preju- 
dices. It can not be so. 

The pension law has been fairly administered, Mr. President. 
These investigations, as I said before, were commenced at a 
time when it was believed that there were many frauds on the 
pension law. There have been somereductions. I do not think 
much of them. But the pension appropriations are becoming 
less for another reason. The roll is being called daily, nightly. 
Every hour, every minute almost, the name of some of these 
veterans is called by a voice that will allow of no other answer 
than here.“ There is no escape; the name is stricken off the 
ri o the soldiers of the country and placed upon a roll imper- 

able. 

Mr. President, I am not disposed to consume time in the dis- 
cussion of this question. All I meant to say was that this is un- 
kind, unfair. This pension appropriation billis one that makes 
. 8 for the benefit of these old soldiers. It ought to have 

een passed, as I think, without criticism except tosuggest that 
it is too small or too lage; but it is no occasion for the exhibi- 
tion of mere partisan prejudice and for the indulgence of mere 
party vituperation. 

Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, I am a little surprised at my 
colleague. He comes into the Senate as though he had suddenly 
wakened up and attacks me as having made all sorts of charges 
against the Commissioner of Pensions. If he had heard whatI 
said entire he would not have made the charge. All that Ihave 
said that in any special degree reflected upon the Commissioner 
was the criticism I made, which appears in this document, his 
own report. 

lask my colleague whether heindorses the action of the Com- 
missioner in every instance in reducing pensioners from 86 to 
$4, from $12 to $8, and from $18 to $17, and from 817 to$16.25? If 
he indorses him in that, he and I differ. Ido not, and I do not 
believe my colleague does any more than I do. 

I want to say to my colleague in addition that he himself has 
criticised in my hearing the action of the Administration in 
reference to pensions more than I have, either publicly or pri- 
vately, and when he undertakes to lecture me upon what I have 
been doing and saying I have a right to retort upon him in the 
same spirit. 

I have shown (and I defy my colleague to contradict it) that 
the policy of the Democratic party from the beginning in refer- 
ence to pene ons has been bya majority of the party in Congress 
to vote in almost every instance against every important pen- 
sion bill, and I show the record and give the facts. Does my 
colleague disputethat? And I want to say to him that if he does 
not believe the laws are sufficient he is chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions and why does he not report a bill from that 
committee? That is all I have to say on that point. ; 

My colleague comes in here with one of his old stories about 
the pig, and he undertakes to show in this case which is the pig. 
Well, my opinion is that he has proved that the pig is the man 
whom he said was not the pig in his story. 

Referring to Mr. Lochren, I have made no unkind criticism 
of him whatever; but I have said (and my colleague can charge 
that Iam bringing politics into this controversy or not, as he 
3 that the policy of the party, the Administration, the 

resident, and all concerned, has been to stop the payment of 
such large amounts of pensions. 

As an indication of it, when the first estimate was made the 
Commissioner of Pensions stated that $160,000,000 was required, 
but when the time came for passing the bill he had reduced it 
to $150,000,000; and if the policy should go on which the Ad- 
ministration has inaugurated in reducing pensions, as is shown 
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by this bill, he could have put it at $140,000,000 just as well, be- 
cause there will be a surplus when this year ends, as there was 
$25,000,000 of surplus when the 30th of June came at the end of 
the last fiscal year. 

It is very easy to say that we are for this bill. So am I for it. 
Isaid in the remarks I did make that I am for the bill; that I 
am for the appropriation of the estimate of the Commissioner. 
Does my colleague find ad fault with that? I thought I was 
doing right in that. But the fault I find is that it is the policy 
of the party to reduce, reduce, reduce, as this document shows. 

Mr. DOLPH. How many cases are recorded in that docu- 

t? 


ment? 

Mr. CULLOM. There are 9,509 cases that were suspended in 
the first place. There was a wholesale suspension of pensions. 

Mr.GALLINGER. They were restored, were they not? 

Mr. CULLOM. They were restored. 

Mr. GALLINGER. At their former rate. i 

Mr. CULLOM. But they were suddenly s nded. My col- 
league can not deny that he found fault with the Commissioner 
on account of that conduct. He did not believe that it was 
proper for the Commissioner or anybody else to suspend with- 
out notice 5,000 of the men who were drawing pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH. I suppose they must have been dependent upon 
their pensions for their daily sustenance. 

Mr. CULLOM. They were largely dependent upon their pen- 
sions for their daily sustenance. My coll e knows as wellas 
I do that each of us received hundreds of letters et paar! to 
us to get them back upon the rolls because the nothing 
else to live upon. Lappealto my colleague now to w whether 
he does not condemn or did not condemn that policy upon the 

of the Commissioner? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ifthe Senator from Ilinois will permit 
me, I will state that the entire number of suspensions, accord- 
ing to the document he has in his hands, is something over 15,- 

Nine thousand and some odd of the 15,000, after having 
been tortured and annoyed and compelled to furnish other evi- 


dence than satisfied a former Commissioner of Pensions, have 


been restored at the old rate,and the other 6,000 have been va- 
riously taken care of. Some were dropped and some are now 
suspended. 

. CULLOM. There are 15,520 altogether, I believe, and 
that is what 1 complain of. My colleague feels wes indignant 
and intimates that he will not allow anything of sort to go 
on in the Senate without his condemnation. I believe Iam a 
free man in the Senate, and I think I will venture tospeak what 
I believe upon the pension question or any other without asking 
my colleague or ere else. 

ow, Mr. President, I do not care to take up the time of the 
Senate in further discussion. My purpose in the beginning, and 
that is all that I did, was to give a sort of historical account of 
the action of the two parties inthe Congress of the United States 
from the time we began to pass pension laws, and I did it with- 
out any very severe criticism. 

I simply gave the facts as they appear in the record; and then 
at the end I made a remark or two about this document. I say 
again, the policy of the Administration was not as I believe it 
ought to have been. My colleague may say if he chooses, Oh, 
you were not in the war.” Let me say I never undertook to 
palm myself off upon the country for anything I was not. I 
think [ have the respect of the soldiers of my State about as 
much as my colleague or anybody else has, because they know 
Lam a plain, blunt man, and say what I believe, and state what 
I think is the truth. 

But I want to say as to the surplus of $25,000,000 that has been 
saved to the Government, if you please, by the Commissioner 
under the policy of the Administration, in my opinion a good 
deal of it at least ought to have gone to the people who have 
been pared off in the amount that they were to get, little by 
little, as the agents of the Department traveled around over 
the whole country examining into their cases. 

If they had exercised the degree of liberality that in my judg- 
ment they ought to have exerc „there would not have been 
a surplus of twenty-five millions to turn into the Treasury. I 
believe in economy. I want to economize wherever we can con- 
sistently do so; but I do not believe in a system of economy 
which puts soldiers in the poorhouse and which results almost 
in starvation to those who do not go there, and who are depend- 
ent upon the mere pittance the Government gives them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, we are somewhat accus- 
tomed, those of us who did not see service in the Army, to be 
lectured by the distinguished Senator from Llinois[Mr. PALMER] 
who was one of the bravest and dest soldiers of the Repub- 
lic. I do not know how it may have been in Illinois. In New 
Hampshire it was very necessary for some loyal men to stay at 
home and take care of the disloyal Democrats, who were almost 
ina majority in our State in 1860. I did some service in that 


line, 1 did not fight as the Senator from Illinois fought, but it 

is just possible that incertain ways Icontributed my mite to the 

age of my ability as loyally and as honestly to the country as 
e did. 

If the Senator from Illinois had not got off his high horse 
and admitted, with a great deal of frankness and refreshing 
earnestness that there had been great wrongs done to the 
soldiers by the suspension of pensions I would have furnished 
the Senate with a large mass of testimony on that point, which 
I will not burden the RECORD with. However I do want to call 
attention to two or three cases. There isa case in my own State, 
where a man is paralyzed Say voy who suffered a terrible 
injury in the service, and who, if he is alive to-day, can not live 
much longer, and yet his pension of 872 a month was cut off. 
He was refused that pension for months and months. He was 
cared for by the county. He became a public charge. I, my- 
self, took the trouble to go 18 miles to visit him. I made a 
21 examination, and furnished a certificate concern- 

g his most deplorable condition. 

i will say that the Commissioner of Pensions, upon the evi- 
dence furnished, restored that man to the roll at the old rate; 
but thinkof the torture the r man endured, and all the wron 
that was committed against him in being dropped from the rol 
without one tittle of evidence to show he was not entitled to the 
pension he was drawing. That is one case of a great many in 
my own State which have come under my personal observation. 
I stand here to say (and I am glad the distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions corroborates what I say) that 
great injustice and wrong have been done to the soldiers dur- 
ing the sent Administration in the matter of suspending 
arbi y the pensions that were granted to them by former 
Administrations upon sworn evidence satisfactory to the prede- 
cessors of the Commissioner. 

I have here a letter from a poor old soldier out in Kansas, in 
the Soldiers’ Home there, where he has been for fourteen months, 
having formerly been in the home in Virginia. He was notified 
through acomrade that his name was posted in the Soldiers’ 
Home in Virginia and his pension was suspended. He had been 
in Kansas over a year; his pension checks had been sent to him 
at that point; and yet it was posted in Virginia that his pension 
had been nfo aoa pe He says he wrote two or three letters to 
the Commissioner and got noreply; that he marked them Per- 
sonal,” but could not get any answer. After a time, upon en- 
treaty from parties in the public service here, he was notified to 
go to Richmond, Va., forexamination. He was at the Soldiers’ 

omein Kansas. That case may have been an oversight, butit 
oughtnever to have occurred. That man's pension ought never 
to have beensuspended. He was restored to the roll at the old 
rate, but he was tormented, kept out of his pension for months, 
worried almost to death, writing letters here to comparative 
strangers, and begging them to do something for him. 

Here isa letter from the Commissioner of Pensions; a very 
manly letter it is. In my own city a poor man who had done re- 
markably faithful service in the Army had been to Boston and had 
undergone a fearful surgical operahan, not entirely successful. 
It was discontinued because if it had been continued to the end 
he would havedied under the knife. He came home to find two 
days afterwards that his pension was suspended. A letter from 
his wife was written to me. I communicated it to the Pension 
Office. That man for weeks and months lying on a death bed, 
dyinga few weeks afterwards, was kept out of his pension, worry- 
ing and wondering how he would get bread to support his daily 
needs. 

Isay the Commissioner of Pensions frankly acknowledged that 
a mistake had been made. It is to his credit that he made that 
acknowledgement. He says that certain papers in the case were 
kept from him, or at least that his attention had not been called 
to them, that the man ought to be restored, and he was restored 
to his former rate of pension. A few weeks after his restora- 
tion he was again carried to Boston and died under the knife in 
the city hospital of that city. That pension ought never to 
have been taken from that man. It was a wicked and cruel 
thing, just as thousands of other suspended pensions have been 
wicked and cruelin the extreme, The Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. PALMER] is very anxious to have names. I do not care to 
give the name in that case. He can see the letter if he chooses 
to look at it, but I have no disposition to stir up strife unneces- 


sarily. 

AEA to the Senator from Illinois that I made no unjust 
animadyersions upon the Commissioner of Pensions, I think 
his sug; n that he is not influenced by his superior officers 
is one about which we can at least honestly differ. 

Here is a letter signed Hale Gage from Townsend, Mass. Mr. 
Gage lives in that town. It shows that an increase of pension 
was awarded to Edmund O. Day, of Watertown, Mass., in Oc- 
tober, 1893, and that Mr. Day died June 2, 1893. 
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I have in my committee room a letter from the Pension Bu- 
reau calling for further evidence in a pension case, saying that 
the case is not fully proved,” when the man had died ten 
days before the letter came from the Pension Bureau, and he 
died of diseases contracted in the Army, according to the evi- 
dence of his neighbors and the surgeons who attended him at 
the time of his return and afterwards. 

Here is a case stated by John Jenkins, of 2307 Pacific street, 
Brooklyn, in which he says: 

Sir: My brother was sioned at 8a month. He was unable to answer 
a notice from the Pension Bureau to ‘show cause,” too ill from the 
cause for which that pittance was allowed. The pension was suspended. 
At Chicago I received notice from the Bureau that my brother was not suf- 
TTT 

a t 0 5 
brother was dying of the pe 358 4 

2307 PACIFIO STREET, Brooklyn. 

Here is another case: 

CANANDAIGUA, N. Y., August 18. 

John Shirley, a veteran of the war, who lives in Bristol, Ontario County, 
has had his pension cut off. He is totally disabled, and the small amount 
which the Government has been has barely 2 eae him. He 
had no other income. To prevent him from starving to death Shirley has 
been taken to the asylum at Ovid. 

And here is another: 


Sin: I have drawn 88 a month pension for three being totally dis- 
abled. Lserved three years in the Tenth Wisconsin ent, and never ap- 
lied for a pension until crippled by age. Lam 65. Two months ago Hoke 
smith cut off my pension without cause and without explanation. I never 
knew it until the check failed to come. Then I wrote to the wag 
After three rh 2 reply Prec eat —.— paunan had been suspended. No 

cause was given. ? 

E. S. TALCOTT. 


MERIDEN, Conn. 

I presume it is the work of some clerk in the Bureau—I do 
not hold Commissioner Lochren r nsible for these little mat- 
ters—but here is a case where a claimant was asked to file a 
sworn statement, showing when, where, and how he contracted 
senile debility.” The Pension Bureau wanted him to file a sworn 
statement showing when, where, and how he contracted old age. 
His answer is a very good one, and I am going to read it. e 
says: 

My age is 70; I cannot say precisely when and where I contracted senile 
debility. It has come on od 1 0 I seemed free from it entirely at 
my birth; yet ifI had not been born as far back as I was, I am sure I would 
not be suffering with it so seriously asnow. The most eminent authorities 
are a: that old age is of a permanent character, and I to feel cer- 
tain that my chances of becoming younger are exceedingly 

They asked him to show that old age was not due to vicious 
habits. 

In my case senile debility is not due to vicious habits; yet I have a habit 
of getting older each day. I have been infirm for the last ten years. 

I presume that everything is being done in the Pension Office 
that can be done, and yet here is an answer from the Pension 
Bureau concerning a case that has been pending for years, a 
case concerning which I know quite considerable myself, and 
this poor soldier is told that ‘‘owing to the continuous accumu- 
lation of work in thespecial examination division, in which over 
20,000 claims of various classes are now ponang investigation, 
itis clearly impossible to approximate the date of final action 
on your claim.’ 

I said nearly a year ago, in discussing the bill I then intro- 
duced, that it seemed to be the policy of the Pension Department 
instead of settling unsettled claims to unsettle settled claims. 
That has been the difficulty all through this administration of 
the Pension Bureau, and that is the reason why soldiers have a 
right to find fault with the administration of the bureau so far 
as they are concerned. 8 

IT have just one more word to say, and it is for the benefit of 
the distinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. I wish 
to read an extract from a Democratic paper in his State, the 
Marion Press. I presume Marion is a town in Illinois, and 
there is no doubt it is a Democratic newspaper. The Marion 
Press says: 

The Press desires to be fair, honest, and square in its dealings with all 
classes of people. It not only desires to be fair, but it is going to be, if it 
“takes the skin off” of somebody's carcass. So it publishes the following 
article in regard to the suspension of a deserving ex-soldier’s pension. The 
article js a contribution from a private citizen to a Cairo paper. President 
Cleveland— 

This Democratic paper says— 


had better have a settlement with Hoke Smith and his Pension Commis- 
sioner, Col. Lochren, and appoint their successors. If things are to be car- 
ried on in this way until 1806 there will pot be enough Democrats—Adminis- 
tration Democrats— 

It qualifies 


Administration Democrats,” this paper says. 
the word ‘‘ Democrats.” That is the wing of the party, I think, 
to which my distinguished friend from Illinois belongs— 


There will not be enough Democrats—Administration Democrats—left in 
Illinois to form a decent funeral procession. It is simply outrageous and a 
shame that worthy pensioners should be treated in this manner. But here 


is the article: 
when a sacrifice is to be made, the flock from 


“Anciently, we are tol 
Which the victim was to be selected was driven through a chute just large 


enough to admit one at a time. A man stood by and as one after another 
passed through the victim for the sacrifice was touched with a wand be- 
smeared with paint, and thus spotted.“ This was called under the 
rod.“ So Pension Commissioner Lochren has corraled all the pensions un- 
der the law of June 27, 1890. And as the poor, trembling unfortunates are 
squirming through the Bureau chute the Commissioner stands by with 
wand in hand, and in ghoulish glee touches a victim now and then to serve 
as a sacrifice to the malice an ite entertained toward the ex-soldier for 
giving the ‘patriots’ such a sound thrashing some thirty years ago. 

“The one sored in Union County, III., was a corporal in Company I, 
Sie oe egiment Illinois Volunteers, and for bravery and other good 
qualities was detailed as a color guard (cowards, coffee coolers, thieves, and 
perjurers didn’t getsuch places), the holder of certificate No. 515833, ted 
under the law of June 27, 1800, whichallows$i2permonth. On the 2d instant 
therodtouchedhim. His pension is suspended and he is modestly required to 
report before the board at Omaha, Nebr., only about 500 miles from home. 

course there is nothing unreasonable about that, when we take into ac- 
count that he has been under medical treatment a, for four years, 
and has been able during that time to earn $16.10, about half the amount of 
the expenses of the trip prescribed by his honor, Mr. Lochren, 
further fact that he owns no 
what his little wife can earn 
hren had as we. 


„ and the 
operty and has nota cent of income except 
working extra hours. 
have ordered him to go to tho moon or to Ju- 
i Sen vega . — ied erste 
pension and then require of them imposs - 
certificate and make their 


fairly if th 
be done to 
action on the other are as difficult to harmonize as to understand the philos- 
omy of the Trinity or the immutability of the Godhead. We are forced to 

0 conclusion that Col. Lochren is the monkey used by this Admin- 
istration to claw hot chestnuts from burning embers. 


Mr. President, I do not vouch for the authenticity of the state- 
ment made in that letter, but from what I know in multitudes of 
other cases, I have no doubt it is absolutely correct inevery par- 
ticular. When the Senator from Illinois goes home I hope he 
will take the editor of this Democratic newspaper into his 

and administer as sound a drubbing to him as he did toh 
colleague and myself because we ventured to say that sot igre 
in many respects had been done to the old soldiers of the Re- 
public under the present reform Administration. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I shall not trouble the editor 
of the newspaper wy any notice whatever, but I am very much 
ro eran that my friend from New Hampshire should bring 
that miserable story here and give it his indorsement. T can 
give the facts very briefly. Before I come to that, however, my 
colleague intimates that he is a free man. He is, beyond all 
doubt. All I have said to my colleague is that if he repeats 
these charges against Judge Lochren in Illinois I shall ask him 
for specifications, and I shall contradict them unless they are 
supported. It is his right to make the charges and my right to 
contradict them; and I presume weshall both exercise that right 
with perfect freedom. 

I find by a memorandum I have in my hand, in the report of 
the Commissioner of Pensions, that there were in June, 1893, 
966,012 pensioners. By the way, I take occasion to state to my 
colleague that IL have criticised with the most perfect freedom the 
order suspending pensions. Perhaps itis not quite so delicate as 
it might be for my colleague to repeat our private conversation 
here, but I very distinctly avowed that I thought it was wrong, 
and I think so yet. I did not attribute it, however, to any hos- 
tility to soldiers. I suppose it was an attempt to ascer the 
extent to which frauds had been practiced under the pension 
laws. But there were 9,509 pensioners suspended and restored 
at the same rates. There are now, or were at the date of this 
report, 273 suspended cases that had not beendisposedof. There 
a 3 3,014 pensions reduced, and there had been 2,411 

ropped. 

That is the history of this thing, Out of 966,000 this is the 
result of the investigation. It strikes me that that is not so re- 
markable. Iam not familiar with the prior history of the oper- 
ation of the pension laws, but those are the facts. 

The Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Illi- 
nois in their assertions that the Pension Bureau has been un- 
friendly to soldiers, simply do them an injustice. I may say 
that I tind men in all ties who grudge the amount of mone 
that goes to pay pensions. A good many economical men thin 
it is too much money to impose upon the people. A good many 
men, I think, feel that the pension system has been abused. 
do not agree with them; but I will say (and with that I will con- 
clude) that any attempt on the part of Republican politicians or 
Democratic iticians to make tical capital out of our pen- 
sion system is simply disgraceful. It is unstatesmanlike, and I 
have a good many other words on my tongue’s end to character- 
izea thing which will at present remain unuttered. It is most 
disgraceful that the claims of these men and their services shall 
be made the shuttlecock to be bandied back and forward by 
politicians, by men who care nothing about them, but still are 
Sager to get their votes and to persuade them that in seme 
essential respect they love them better than anybody else. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
first amendment adopted as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from New Hampshire desires to have the first 
amendment reserved. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to reserve that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re- 
served. The question is on concurring in the other amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in, 

Mr.GALLINGER. Isubmitan amendment to the first amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentof the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the amendment will be stated. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to have the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole read, and then the amend- 
ment which I propose, so that the matter may be understood by 
the Senator who has charge of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole will first be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, after line 6, the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole inserted the following additional pro- 

And provided further, That so much of the act approved December 21, 1893. 
as provides that “any 33 heretofore or that may hereafter be granted 
to any applicant shall be deemed and held by all officers of the United States 
to be a vested right in the tee to that extent that payment thereof shall 
not be withheld or suspended until, after due notice to the tee of notless 
than thirty days, the Commissioner of Pensions, after hearing all the evi- 
dence, shall decide to annul, vacate, modify, or set aside the decision upon 
which such pension was granted,” shall not be held or construed to apply to 
any case where the pensioner is drawing more than one pension, or the title 
to the pension has ceased. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
7 * from New Hampshire to the amendment will now 

read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the amendment 
the following: 

And provided further, That this act shall not be so construed as to require 
the Commissioner of Pensions to annul, vacate, modify, or set aside upon a 
difference of opinion between said Commissioner and that of any pronoua 
Commissioner, any decision as to a rate of pension allowed upon the facts 
and evidence which constituted the basis of the original action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire to the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. BRICE. The amount of appropriations made by this 
bill is $151,581,570; the amount of estimates made by the De- 
3 8162,63 1.570; and the amount of i made 

or the preceding fiscal year, ending June 30, 1894, 8166,51, 350. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


H. W. SHIPLEY. 


Mr. BRICE obtained the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iask the Senator from Ohio to 

ield to me for the consideration of a private bill, which will 

e buta minute. Lam sure there will be no discussion upon it. 

Mr. BRICE. I yield to the Senator from Oregon, with the 
understanding that the bill will not lead to debate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 

eae consideration of the bill (S. 120) for the relief of H. W. 

hipley. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
5 11 $2,487.38, in full compensation for work done and 

material furnished by him in excess of that required of him by 
his agreement with the Indian Bureau in the construction of a 

ristmill and sawmill at the Nez Perce Indian Agency, in the 

erritory of Idaho. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRICE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 5894, being the Military Academy appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5894) mak- 
ing appropriations for the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
with amendments. 


Mr. BRICE. 1 ask that the amendments of the committee be 
acted upon as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such will be the order, in the 
absence of objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment was, on page 2, line 12, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert: 

And hereafter no graduate of 
detailed to serve at said Academy AS a professor, Lasiructor, or Taff 20 
a wa ceusiece taper tense toe ae seas to oti commie 
details is hereby repealed, N Wr e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 3, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “forty-five” and insert „ fifty-seven;” 
80 as to make the clause read: 

Clothing on discharge, $281.08; in all, 83,257.08. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 21, before the word 
dollars,“ tostrike out“ ten“ and insert thirty,” and in line 
22, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out two hundred and 
eighty” and insert ‘‘eight hundred and forty;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For extra pay of twenty-eight enlisted men of the cavalry detachment, 
5 on additional duty with the instruction battery of fleld artillery, 
United States Military Academy, at #30 each, 8340, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 23, after the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ‘one hundred and twenty,” and in- 
sert ‘‘six hundred and eighty;“ so as to make the clause read: 

In all, $2,680. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 14, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert: 

Provided, That any of the foregoing sums for the department ot chemistry 
mineralogy, and geology not expended for the p ses named, may be u 
in fittings of the laboratory of the new academic building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 11, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For models in flat and relief for second and third classes, $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 15, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For photographic material and apparatus, $150. 

- The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 17, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out“ to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For ten prismatic compasses for reconnaissance work, at $15 each, 8150. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 20, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For eighty reconnaissance boards, at 83.50 each, 8280. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, in line 22, after the 
word dollars,“ to strike out ‘to be immediately available; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For one case of drawing instruments, $75. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 25, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For twenty new drawing boards, at 82.50 each, 850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 2, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out to be immediately available; ” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For thirty new steel rulers, at $3 each, $90. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 16, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out to be immediately available,“ and in- 
sert in all, $350;” so as to make the clause read: 

One typewriter and typewriting supplies, $100; in all, 8350. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 14, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out“ ons“ and insert two;“ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For water pipe, plumbing, and repairs, 22,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 6, before the word 


1894. 


re 
For contingencies for Superintendent of the Academy, #1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, to strike out lines 18 
and 19, as follows: 


For continuing the construction of one new reservoir, $25,000, to be imme- 
diately available. 

And insert: 

For cleaning and improving watersheds of reservoirs, removing the shal- 
low fio of reservoirs, raising, extending, repairing, and strengthening 
reservoir dams, and laying a new connection to the southern part of the 
reservation, $25,000. 

Mr. BRICE. The committee recede from that amendment, 
and will allow the bill to remain as it originally stood when re- 
ceived from the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re- 
garded as withdrawn. F 

Mr. BRICE. In that connection I wish to say that the amend- 
ment reported by the committee was drawn so as to conform to 
the estimate. After the bill had passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives and after the Senate amendment had been proposed, 
the Secretary of War addressed a communication to the Senate, 
= has been printed, and which T shall read. It is as fol- 

OWS: 

2 WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., May 16, 1894. 

Sim: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the information of the 
Senate Committee on ee. copy of a communication from the 
Superintendent of the Military Academy, dated the 15th instant, inviting at- 
tention to the amendment as reported to the Senate, of the item for contin- 
uing the construction of one new reservoir, page 17, lines 18 to 24, of the 
Military Academy appropriation bill (H. R. 2 

I concur in the recommendation of Col. Ernst that the item be restored to 
the shape in which it passed the House. 

Very respectfully, 
DANIEL S. LAMONT, 
Secretary of War. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY, 
West Point, N. Y., May 15, 1894. 


Military 5 appropriation bill as it has just been reported to the Sen- 
Kenr the Com 


flowage of aged Seon ra. 
ervoir dams, and laying a new connection to the southern part of the reser- 


subject of the water supply and the site of the new reservoir provided in the 
current a tion bil 


Senate Committee, and that the; 
to the shape in which it passed the House. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
O. H. ERNST, 


Colonel of Engineers, Superintendent. 

The ADJUTANT-GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY, 

Washington, D. C. 

I now propose to allow the bill to stand in this respect as it 
was passed by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BATE. I think thatought to be done. I have been re- 
cently at West Point in an official capacity, and I know some- 
thing about it. I think the committee amendment had better 
be receded from. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the committee amendment has been withdrawn. The reading 
of the bill will proceed, 

The 8 of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 18, line 6, be 
fore the words new reservoir,” to strike out “said.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 19, after the word 
„available,“ to insert: 

And the appropriation of $2,000 made by the act making appro; tions for 
the support of the Mili Academy for the fiscal 
ee support or tma Miliary Aendemy force e ading Yune i0, 16, 


hereby made available for the construction of said road and walk of asph 
or er suitable material. panel 


So as to make the clause read: 


For furnishing 
plete working order, six slate-lined n with six combination 
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“u » 1 $t ** by the act making ap riations for the su rt of the Military Academy 
gona; to insert “‘ five hundred;” so as to make the cleuse | for the fiscal year e rane 20, 1894, for n road and wail! in front of 
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and around the new 8 is hereby made available for the construc- 
tion of said road and walk of asphalt or other suitable material. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 4, after the word 
dollars,“ to strike out to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For repairs, new machines, and fixtures for gymnasium, 2800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 6, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For new balls and pins, repairs to bowling alley, 8150. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 15, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 


For general repairs to cadet barracks; for replacing partitions, racks, etc. 
in tenth division; for removing old baths from basement; for painting an 
ropa Rots for repairs to doors, locks, hinges, etc., and for flagging in 
area, 1 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment Was, on page 23, line 2, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “one thousand” and insert two thou- 
sand four hundred and sixty;“ so as to make the clause read: 

For new mangers and 8 repairs to interior of cavalry stables, 82. 400, 
to be immediately available. 

Mr. BRICE. IT move to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by striking out, in line 2, page 23, the words ‘ to be im- 
mediately available.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 23, line 5, be- 
fore the word ‘‘dollars,” to insért eight hundred;“ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For building a breast-high masonry wall on the east side of road from 
north gate to entrance of post cemetery, 81, 800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 8, after the word 
dollars,“ to strike out to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For new sewer from Rugertown to connect with new sewer from new sol- 
diers’ hospital to river, 22,800. 

The amendment was f e to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 14, on page 23. 

Mr. BRICE. I move to strike out the words“ to be immedi- 
1 89 available,” after the word dollars,“ in line 13, on page 23. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmen 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 24, line 2, be- 
fore the word hundred,“ to strike out three“ and insert 
„four;“ so as to make the clause read: 

For placing gas pipes and gas fixtures throughout the barracks of Com- 
pany £, Battalion of Engineers, 8400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 2, to insert; 

For one steam road roller, $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 8, after the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: : 


For completing one platform for new 8-inch rifle, one platform for new 
12-inch breech-loading mortar, and three front-pintle platforms in the sea- 
coast battery, $1,966. 

reed to. 


The amendment was 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. BRICE. I think it is proper to state at this time that 
the total appropriations provided for in the bill are $401,283.08; 
the total estimates made to Congress wore $463,183.58; and the 
total appropriations for the last fiscal year were $432,556.12. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CANADIAN RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. CULLOM. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 5601, a bridge bill, which the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] would have called up if he had been 
in the Chamber. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize 
the construction of a wagon and foot bridge across the South, or 
Main, Canadian River at or near the town of Noble, in Okla- 
homa Territory. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MINING CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
ol the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment 
yof the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6558) to amend section 2324 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United Sta relating to mining 
‘claims, and requesting a conference on the ing votes of 

the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment and accede to the request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for a conference. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
STEWART, Mr. BATE, and Mr. PALMER were appointed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 5 minutes spent in 
executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, July 12, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 11, 1894, 
POSTMASTERS. 

Charles M. Furlow, jr., to be postmaster at Madison, in the 
county of Morgan and State of rgia, in the place of John F. 
ES ES whose commission will expire July 24, 1894. 

John Winchester, to be postmaster at Pecatonia, in the county 
of Winnebago and State of Illinois, in the place of James A. 
Provost, whose commission will expire July 24, 1894. 

J. F. McIntyre, to be postmaster at Odessa, in the county of 
Lafayette and State of uri, in the place of Christopher G. 
Gaston, whose commission will expire July 24, 1894. 

N. Holmes Odell, to be postmaster at T. town, in the 8 
of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of James M. 
Requa, removed. 

Reuben W. Wood, to be postmaster at Tottenville, in the county 
of Richmond and State of New York, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1893. 

James Cary, to mpos at Berlin, in the county of Green 
Lake and Stateof nsin, in place of Alfred L. Tucker, whose 
commission will expire July 17, 1894. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Execulive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 11, 1894. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

John W. Wehn, jr, of Wilber, Nebr., to be register of the 
land office at Alliance, Nebr. 

James M. Barco, of Bronson, Fla., to be register of the land 
office at Gainesville, Fla, 

POSTMASTER. 

C. D. Broyles, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of 

Rhea and State of Tennessee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, July II, 1894, 


The House was called to order at 12 o'clock m., by Hon. JAMES 
KERR, Clerk of the House. 

The CLERK. The Clerk is in receipt of the following com- 
munieation from the Speaker: 

> SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., July 10, 1394. 

Str: Lam called home by sickness in my family. Hope to be able to re- 

turn in a few days. It be necessary to elect a Speaker pro tempore. 


Vv tfully, 
psig s CHARLES F. CRISP. 
Hon. JAMES KERR. 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

The CLERK. The first thing in order under the rules will be 
the election of a Speaker pro tempore. The gentleman from 
9 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resotved, That Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, a Representative from the 
State of be, and is hereby, elected Speaker pro tempore during the 


temporary absence of the Speaker. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


The CLERK. The gentleman from Tennessee, if heis present, 
will please come forward and take the chair, 

Mr: RICHARDSON of Tennessee took the chair amid general 
applause. 

heSPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
NOTIFYING PRESIDENT AND SENATEOF ELECTION OF SPEAKER 

PRO TEMPORE. 
: — CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following reso- 
ution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The resolution was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, [ desire to ask leave of ab- 
sence for my colleague, Mr. HOOKER, on account of sickness. I 
have just been advised that he is confined to his bed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

SOUTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill(H. 
R. 6447) fixing the term of the Federal district and circuit court 
for the southern judicial district of Mississippi to be held in 
Meridian, Miss., to include the counties named, with Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the Senate amendments be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis- 
1 7 moves to concur in the Senate amendments. The Clerk 
will first report the amendments. 

The amendments were reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
made by the gentleman from Mississippi. If there be no objec- 
tion, the Chair will submit the question on the amendmenis in 


gross. 

Mr RAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to make an inquiry of the 

entleman, for information. Is thata bill that came from the 
Jommittee on the Judiciary to the House? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It came to the Committee 
on the Judiciary of the House, it passed the House, went to the 
Senate. The Senate has made certain amendments, by striking 
out certain counties which were put in this district. 

Mr. RAY. I would like to know, before giving consent so far 
as I am concerned, whether you have confe with all the 
Representatives from your State and it is satisfactory to them. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir; I have conferred 
with them all, and in the House we struck out some counties at 
the request of some of them, and the balance of the bill was 
agreed to; and then the Senate has made certain other altera- 
tions. 

Mr. RAY. These amendments make no change except in the 
boundaries and limit? : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There are two améndments 
which the Senate adopted. One of them strikes out acouple of 
counties which were in my bill; another amendment strikes out 
a section of the bill. 

Mr. RA. What is that section? 

Mr. BAILEY. I would suggest to the gentleman from New 
York that it is not a matter of unanimous consent, but a motion 
to concur in the Senate amendments to a House bill, which is in 


order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I made the motion to concur. 

Mr. RAY. Isuppose it was in order; but I wanted to know 
something about it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. RAY. I did not want to make any controversy or any 
speech. 

Or. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Section 10,which wasstricken 
out by the Senate, is as follows: 
ted States shall not be atany expense in providing for a build- 
W aa e holding the terms of sai court at Meridian. p 

Senator GEORGE, the senior Senator from Mississippi, told me 
the reason for doing that was the Federal Government has 
already appropriate for a building at Meridian, and as they 
had some idea that this might possibly conflict with the appro- 
priation already made for that building (in which I did not 
agree with him}, the section was stricken out. I make the mo- 
tion to concur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to voting on 
the amendments in gross? [After a pause,] The Chair hears 
none. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, a motion to re- 
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consider the vote by which the Senate amendments were con- 


curred in was laid on the table. 
MINING CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (H. 
R. 6558) to amend section 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to mining claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. is bill has been returned from 
the Senate with an amendment. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I move that the House nonconcur in the 
Senate amendment and request a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. TRACEY. We would like to know the nature ofthe Sen- 
ate amendment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 2, in lines 21 and 22 strike out the words and the Second Congres- 
sio; trict of the State of Colorado.” 

Mr. TRACEY. I will ask the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
WEADOCE] whether he objects to the Senate amendment? 

Mr. WEADOCK. We do. 

The motion of Mr. WEADOCK was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WEADOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointmentof Mr. 
WEADOCK, Mr. TATE, and Mr. SHAW as conferees on the part 
of the House. 

ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILWAY. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read the bill (S. 1694) granting tothe St. Paul, Min- 
neapolis and Manitoba Railwa; mpany the right of way 
through the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du 
Lac Indian Reservations in the State of Minnesota. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and d. 

On motion ot Mr. of Minnesota, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

MATHIAS PEDERSEN. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5009) for the relief of Mathias 
Pedersen. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I object. 

REGISTER TOR SCHOONER BARGE ASTORIA. 

Mr. CLANCY, Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7197) to provide a register for the 
schooner barge Astoria. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built ship Astoria, purchased and 
owned by George Grall and repaired in American ts and converted into 
a schooner barge, to be registered as a vessel of the United States. 

Mr.PAYNE. Iask that the report be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read, the 
right to object being reserved. 

The report (by Mr. PIGOTT) was read, as follows: 

The barge Astoria was built at Bath, in the Stateof Maine, sold to an Eng- 
lish firm and registered under the British . In August, she was 
abandoned by her crew off the coast of the United States and picked up by 

from Charleston, S. C., and towed into Port Royal. The ship 
grounded on the bar there and became a wreck, She ea wreck only 
when she reached Port Royal. She was sold by the United States marshal; 
Was purchased by an American citizen, and in March, 1894, was repaired in 
America and converted into a coal barge. The re cost 811,000. Shehad 
been purchased by the party who repaired her for only $1,300: 
idering all the facts; your committee the bill admitting the 
mg to American registry favorably, with the recommendation that it 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. REED. Before consent is given, I wish to ask why this 

: ee does not come under the general law for the transfer of reg- 
try? 

Mr. CLANCY. The Treasury Department has examined into 
this matter, and it has been found that a special act is necessary, 
because this vessel was a derelict previous to being wrecked. 
She was found at sea, outside the limit of American waters, was 
towed in, and afterward became a wreck. 

Rey COOMBS. The vessel was a derelict outside, as I under- 
8 “ 

Mr. CLANCY. I will repeat: She was picked up as adere- 
lict, brought in, and then became a wreck. 

Mr. REED. What would be the full value of,the vessel when 
in proper condition? 


Is there objection to the present 


over that 


Mr. CLANCY. The wreck sold for $1,300, and was repaired 
at an expense of $11,000, 

Mr. REED. What does such a barge cost if built anew? 

Mr. CLANCY. I have no knowledge of that matter. This 
vessel is now used as a coal barge for towing from Norfolk, Va., 
to New York. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. She certainly has been re- 
paired beyond the reauirement of the law. 

There being no asiani, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CLANCY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the tabie. 

MESSAGE PROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the 8 Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate passed with amendments the 
bill (H. R. 7506) authorizing the county of Coconino, Territory 
of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a county build- 
ing at the county seat thereof; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

PHILIP MILBAUHR. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4802) for the relief of Philip Mil- 
bauhr. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read, subject 
to objection. 

Mr. BYNUM. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

BILOXI AND BACK BAY BRIDGE COMPANY. 
Mr. STOCKDALE, I ask unanimous consent for the present 


consideration of the bill which Isend to the desk. 


The Clerk read the bill (H. R. 5478) to authorize the Biloxiand 
Back Bay Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
rtion of the bay of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi, 
known as k Bay. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

An amendment reported by the committee, to insert the word 
„can“ before the word “navigate” in line 4 of section 3, was 
read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
On motion of Mr. STOCKDALE, a motion to reconsider the 


vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6284) to prevent in- 
terference in the collection of State, county, and municipal taxes 
assessed against corporations and corporate property, and for 
other pu 2s. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The bill will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I object. 

ue: DOCKERY and Mr. OUTHW AITE demanded the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
committees for reports. 

BRIDGE ACROSS. MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back, with amendments, the bill (S. 
1930) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo.; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

FREE LIBRARY, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back the bill (H. R. 642) to establish a free public 
and departmental library and reading rooms in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

SPECIAL ORDER FOR CONSIDERATION OF BILLS. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, Jam directed by the Gom- 
mittee on Rules to submit the report which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this order the Committee 
of the Whole be discharged from the consideration of House bill 121, and 
be in the House as in Committee of the Whole; that one 

debate be allowed, and then said bill shall be consid 
e tive-minutes’ rule for amendment until the hour of 4:30 o'clock 
msidered as ordered on pend- 


Is there objection to the pres- 


The regular order is the call of 


under 
P. m., When the previous question shall be co: 
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without delay or other motion. 


bat Thursday, the 12th instant, after the second morning hour, be 
toti- consideration of business he ean by the C mmittee on Foreign Affairs. 
the consideration of conference reports 


This order not to interfere wit 
or revenue or appropriation bills. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the previous question on the 


adoption of the resolution. 
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amendments and the bill to its passage, when the vote shall be taken 


The question was taken: and on a division (demanded by Mr. 


WILSON of Washington) there were—ayes 


Mr. BABCOCK. No quorum. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER 


Mr. BABCOCK as tellers at the desk. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 153, nays 52, 
answered present“ 8, not voting 138, as follows: 


YEAS—153. 
Alderson, Cooper, Tex. Hudson, 
Alexander, Cornish, Hunter, 
Allen, Covert, Ikirt, 
Arnold, Cox, Izlar, 
Bailey, Crawford, Jones, 
Baker, Kans. Davis, Kyle, 
Baldwin, De Armond, e, 
Bartlett, De Forest, Lapham. 
Denson, Latimer, 
Bell, Dinsmore, Layton, 
Berry, kery, Lester, 
Black, Ga. Dunn. Lockwood, 
Black, Il. Dunphy, Lynch, 
Boatner, ur borow, addox, 
Boen, Ellis, Ky. ire, 
Branch, — —.— N. J. Mallory, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Erdman, Marshall, 
tz, th Martin, Ind. 
Brickner, Forman, McCreary, Ky. 
Brookshire, an, McCulloch, 
Bryan, Goldzier, McDearmon, 
Bynum, Gorman, McEttrick, 
Cabaniss, Grady, McGann, 
Cadmus, Graham, McKaig, 
3 8 MaA 
t cNagny, 
5 
art, À organ, 
Sarath, Hall, Mo. den, 
Catchings, Hammond, O'Neil, Mass. 
Causey, are, O'Neill, Mo. 
Clancy, Harmer, Outhwaite, 
Clark, Mo. Harter, Page, 
Cobb, Ala. Hayes, Paschal, 
Cobb, Mo. eard, Patterson, 
Cockrell, Henderson, N.C. Pearson, 
Coffeen, Hendrix, ence, 
Coombs, Hitt, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cooper, Fla. Holman, Pendleton, W. Va. 
NAYS—82, 
Adams, Pa. Curtis, Kans, Hopkins, Pa. 
Aitken, Curtis, N, Y. Hull, 
Avery, Daizell, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Babcock, Dantels, Kem, 
Baker, N. H. Dolliver, Kiefer, 
Bartholdt, Draper, Kilgore, 
Bingham, Gillet, N. Y. Lacey, 
Blair, Grosvenor, Lucas, 
Bowers, Cal. Grow, Marvin, N. Y. 
Brosius, T, Meiklejohn, 
mdy, er, Marcer, 
Cooper, Wis. Hi Murray, 
Cousins, Hop III. Northway, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—& 
Broderick, Enloe, McCleary, Minn. 
Cannon, III. Geissenhainer, Powers, 
NOT VOTING—138, 
Abbott, Everett, Magner, 
Adams, Ky. Fielder, on, 
Aldrich, Fletcher, arsh, 
Apsley, Funk, McAleer, 
Bankhead, Funston, Call. 
Barnes, Gardner, McDannold 
Betho Gem e 
0. e cne 
Beltzhoover, Gillett, Mass. MeMillin, 

a, ht, M th, 
8 Grout, Meyer, 
Bower, N. C. Harris, ikeun, 

rec Ark. Hartman, Money, 
Brown, Hatch, Montgomery, 
Bunn, Ha Moon, 
Burnes, Heiner, Morse, 
Burrows, Henderson, III. M 
Chickering, Henderson, Iowa Mutchler, 
Childs, epburn, Neill, 
Clarke, Ala. Hermann, Newlands, 
Cockri 5 es, — 
Cogswe! ooker, Miss. yne, 
Conn, Hooker, N. Y. Paynter, 
Cooper, Ind. uk, lips, 
Cc Hulick, Post, 
Culberson, Hutcheson, Price, 
Cummings, Johnson, Ind A 
Davey, Johnson, Ohio 
Dingley, bbs, Rayner, 
Dootittl Lefever, Reyburn, 

e, ever, 

Edm Linton, Richardson, Mich. 
Ellis, on Livingston, Robinson, Pa. 
English, ud, Rusk, 
Epes, Loudenslager, Russell, Ga. 


84, noes 3. 
demand the yeas and nays. 


ro tempore appointed Mr. OUTHWAITE and 


Pigott, 
Richards, Ohio. 


Richardson, Tenn. 
ee, 


traus, 
Talbert, S. O. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsne 
Tate, 


Thomas, 

Van Voorhis, Ohio. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 


Storer, 
Wright, Mass, 


Schermerhorn, 
Scran 


Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 


Woomer, 


ed 


JULY 11, 


So the previous uestion was ordered. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT], and withdraw my vote. I 
desire to he marked present. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam paired with the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE}. If he were present he would vote aye; I 
should vote no. 

Mr. McNAGNY. Lask that my colleage, Mr. CONN, be ex- 
cused. He left the House on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BYNUM. I desire to ask leave of absence for my col- 
league, Mr. JOHNSON, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. NEILL with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. LocKwoop with Mr. VAN VOORHIS 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. DONOVAN with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. RAYNOR with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. FUNK. 

For this day: 

Mr. SIPE with Mr. WALKER. 

- HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. WEVER. 

. MUTCHLER with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. GEAR. 
- CRAIN with Mr. CHILDS. 

. TAYLOR of Indiana with Mr. LEFEVER. 

. RUSSELL of coe with Mr. STEPHENSON. 
. BALDWIN with Mr. KIEFER, for this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 

During the call of the roli the following message from the 
Senate was received: 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (H. R. 6016) making appropriations for the service o! 
oe Fok omoes Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

j an 

A bill (H. R. 352) to enable the people of Utah to form a con- 
stitution and State government, and to be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much tc 
make the suggestion, but some message has been delivered that 
appears to have attracted considerable attention on the other 
side, and yet the members sitting here around me have no more 
idea what it is than what is to occur within the next twenty- 
four hours. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is the return of a great 
Democratic measure from the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And like all other Democratic 
measures, it is kept in the dark. 

a GROSVENOR. Task that the message be read from the 
desk. 

The titles of the bills were reported from the desk. 

(be roll call was then resumed and concluded, as above re- 
ported. 


SPECIAL ORDER FOR THE CONSIDERATION OF BILLS. 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that there never 
was a proposition more unjustifiable than that which is now be- 
fore the House. Here is a proposition which affects inone way 


and another 50,000,000 acres of land, and, by the assistance of 
coloring put upon a map it is apparently made to affect a very 
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large portion of the United States. But its actual effect is large 
enough, without that somewhat unnecessary exaggeration. 

It is not merely a question of forfeiting lands, for that per- 
haps might safely enough be left to the courts, which have al- 
ready pissed upon the question adversely to the position taken 
by the Committee on Public Lands; but it is absolutely a prop- 
osition to disturb the land titles of many millions of acres actu- 
ally in the possession of the settlers themselves. And yet it is 
proposed to cutoff the whole matter with two days’ discussion, 
and by the hand of violence. 

Of course, we on this side can do nothing to prevent such ac- 
tion being taken except to record our protest—to say that it is 
in violation of every reasonable system of debate, especially 
when you consider that this House is under no particular stress; 
that there is no reason in the world why we might not debate 
this question fully, 3 and satisfactorily. The only 
compensation that I know of is that the public, so far as they 
allow themselves to be interested in this question at all, will look 
on and see the method adopted for carrying this bill Lets fax 

I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] five 
minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the House of Representa- 
tives, in conjunction with the Senate, has been in session now 
nearly one year. We are rapidly approaching the end of a com- 
plete year of practical session of the two Houses. And now, at 
this late period of time, we are called upon to vote upon a meas- 
ure involving, as it necessarily willin my judgment, from fifty to 
one hundred and fifty lawsuits to every mile of the land-grant 
railways affected by the bill, and to do it upon a condition of de- 
bate such as we have at this point of our examination of the 
question. 

I can only account for the hurry and rapidity with which this 
work is to done by the existence of aconsciousness on the 
other side of the House that we are about to close this session. 
And if that betrue,I shall hail the fact with unqualified de- 
light. I can myself see no 5 reason why Congress should 
remain in session more than a very fewdays longer. The ap- 

ropriation bills are coming very rapidly from the Senate, and 
f fancy there will be but slight contention between the two 
Houses about them. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I understand and believe that the time is 
close at hand when the House of Representatives, purporting to 
represent, and Seng understood by the Constitution to repre- 
sent, the people of the country, have made arrangements, 
or if the arrangements are not quite completed now they soon 
will be, by which the House will retire from the position which it 
unfortunately took on the Ist day of last February, and the retreat 
will be in obedience to the demand of a superior power in this 
Government—a power greater than the House—and which will 
be all powerful and dominant upon the question of tariff reform. 

The fiat has gone forth, and from the great principles of the 
1 ave been urged, a retrogression has 
been ordered. e are ready now, as I understand it, to retire 
from the doctrine of free raw material. There is no free raw 
material left in the bill as it will be passed, and as you, in my 
13 are compelled to accept it or else go without tariff 

egislation, except free wool and free lumber, and there is no 
chance for any improvement upon these items of the bill. You 
have retired from the Democratic doctrine of ad valorem duties. 

Upon all the questionable and doubtful items of the bill you 
have adopted specific duties, and the fiat has gone forth that 
you mustaccept them; and while you may make some wry faces 
as everybody does who takes disagreeable medicine, you are, 1 
think, fully prepared by the exhibitions of the last two or three 
weeks to be ready to take your medicine with a degree of com- 
placency that will astonish the world. 

Upon the great question of tariff for revenue you have aban- 
doned that, and you have ele a tariff for protection and 
trusts. It does not make an erence that my friends on the 
other side are opposed to these enormous concessions to the 
trustsof the country. You are opposed to them. I give you 
credit for that, but you can not help yourselves, and it is unnec- 
essary to take a great deal of time to make your bluff. 

I do not want to use lan e that most of the gentlemen on 
the other side will not understand. [Laughter.] But the bluff 
having been made, when the bluff is called, as it st ortly will be, 
it is not necessary for you to stand long in exhibiting your im- 
potency to win anything ina game like that. Therefore, in my 
judgment—and I offer this as a piece of advice to my friends on 
the other side—you have the alternative now to injure your- 
selves by kicking at your environments, by struggling in the 
mire in which you have found yourselves, or of gracefully yield- 
ing to the pon that will ultimately dominate, and then you 
will have the pleasure of saying that you “always come down- 
stairs that way.” 

So, Mr. Speaker, there is no hurry unless it is to adjust our- 


t 


selves, so that after a little, after a few more efforts, after a lit- 
tle more demonstration of independence, after a few more strug- 
gles to pave the way to an explanation in some of the doubtful 
districts of the country, we can come down. There is nooccasion 
for delay; one time is as good as another. Standing upon the 
order of your going is not important; you must go. 

The inevitable is before us. You must have tariff legislation. 
You can not have iton Democratic lines. You can not have it 
on the lines of the Chicago platform. I regret it, inasmuch as 
it seems to be and will be a disappointment to many of my per- 
sonal friends; but it is one of the misfortunes that you labor 
under, that you must abandon your ideas and flee to the moun- 
tains. You are compelled to have tariff legislation. You can 
not go home withoutit. You would stay here until the Consti- 
tution put an end to your power if you did not get tariff legisla- 
tion; and when you reflect, you can get it only one way, and that 
is by a clear withdrawal or your attitude upon this question, why 
not do it at once and appeal tothe Democratic party of the coun- 
try and say to them, We have learned something since the 
election by which you sent us to Congress.” 

Mr. REED. You do not mean to say that the Democratic 
pre has learned anything? [Laughter on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not occupy a moment of time bet- 
ter than to congratulate my Republican friends upon the fac: 
that the Democratic party has learned a great deal fromus. I 
differ from the distinguished gentleman from Maine on that sub- 
jec®. I listened the other day, in the course of a debate in the 
Senate, to the debate upon the items of barbed wire and mica and 
a number of other articles, and I learned from the speeches of dis- 
tinguished Democratic Senators that they had learned by heart 
all the Republican argumentsin favor ofa protective tariff. They 
told us how the article would be cheapened by a protective duty. 
They told us that a protective duty upon barbed wire had 
and always would have the effect of cheapening it to the farmer. 
They spoke about the effect that would follow in taking the 
duty off, of it being essential to the laboring man’s occupation 
to continue a protective duty on the productions of this coun- 
try and to raise the price of labor; and ultimately this gentle- 
man, £0 indoctrinated with Republican opinions on this ques- 
tion, finally declared that the only way to make cheap the great 
production of North Carolina, the production of mica, ws to 

eep the duty on that article, and finally a protective duty on 
that article would make it cheaper to the consumer of this coun- 


try. 

Nr. REED. Did a Democrat actually say that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; a very distinguished Democratic 
Senator. 

Mr. REED. Then I withdraw pro tanto m 
cause what you have said sounds very nat : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. These people on the Democratic side 
have copied very closely Republican speeches about a protect- 
ive duty upon barbed wire anda protective duty upon the prod- 
uct of North Carolina, and many other special products. So I 
say that my friends on this side can taks courage and thank 
Providence that they have been the schoolmasters to whom 
Democratic Senators and Representatives have gone to schozl; 
and to the Democrats I say, when you have passed this protect- 
ive bill, which you must pass, when you put a duty on coal and 
iron ore, which we have been telling you is necessary for a great 
many years, you can get our speeches and reform your speeches 
to conform to ours for use in your Congressional districts, and 
escape from the wrath to come. [Laughter and loud applause 
on the 5 E side.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does anyone else on that side desire to 
amuse himself? 

Mr. REED. After you have got through some of us may want 
to amuse ourselves with you. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let us have a vote. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED LAND GRANTS. 
e pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title ot 

the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 121) to amend an act to forfeit certain lands heretofore 
for the purpose of Maogan the construction of railroads, and for o 
poses, approved September 29, 1890. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. S 
like to call up the Post-Office appropriation b: 
the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That could only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The order excepts appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman's motion can 


observation, be- 


anted 
er pur- 


ker, I would 
, and agree to 
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only be adopted by unanimous consent. The Chair will submit 
the request. The gentleman from North Carolina asks unani- 
mous consent that the House concur in the Senate amendments 
to the Post-Office appropriation bill. The Clerk will read the 
amendments. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 


Pend: the reading, 

Mr. REED. How much is there of that? This time ought 
not to be consumed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is only one more amend- 
ment, the Chair is informed. 


The reading of the Senate amendments was resumed and con- 
cluded. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think, Mr. Speaker, that that matter had 
better go over until to-morrow. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman objects. The 
bill will remain on the Speaker’s table. 


FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED LAND GRANTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title 
of the bill. 

The title was n reported. 

The SPEA pro tempore. Under the rule just ee 515 
there remains one hour for general debate on the pending bill. 
If there be no objection, the Chair will 12 the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], who is in charge of the bill, 
to control one-half of that time, and the gentleman from Iowa 
pan LACEY] to control the remainder. Is there objectien? 

e Chair hears none; and that order will be made. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask unanimous consent that the order just 
adopted be so modified as to allow two hours for general debate, 
the remainder of the time tobe used under the five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule just adopted allows 
one hour for general debate, after which the bill iz to be con- 
sidered in the House under the five-minute rule as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ears 
asks unanimous consent that there be two hours for gene 
debate, instead of one hour. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none; and that order will be made. The Chair presumes 
the time allowed for general debate will be controlled equally 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] and the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Lacry]. In the absence of objection that 
order will be made. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MCRAE. I hope the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
will use some of his time now. 

Mr. LACEY. Lyield ten minutes tothe gentlemanfrom Illi- 
nois [Mr. HOPKINS]. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in 1890 a bill: was 
brought into this House by the then chairman of the Public 
Lands Committee, which forfeited all lands which were unearned 
at that time, aggregating, as I now remember, about 50,000,000 
acres. The veteran member from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] was a 
member of the House at that time; and 1 remember very dis- 
tinctly that, in the debate which was had when that bill was 
under consideration, that gentleman took occasion to say in sub- 
stance that the bill then pending would 3 settle all leg- 
islationon this much-vexed subject; a subject that had attracted 
the attention of Congress and of the 5 for twenty - nine years. 
And I think it was the consensus of opinion among members of 
the House at that time that the e- of that bill and its 
enactment into law would settle question, and settle it for- 
ever. 

But it seems that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], 
who happens to be chairman of this committee, desires to dis- 
tinguish himself by having the present bill pass this House—a 
bill which confiscates many million acres of land belonging to 
private individuals at the present time. There is no justice and 
no equity in this proposition. The more the bill is examined, 
the more carefully the facts are gone over, the more clearly it 
must appear to every member of this House that this bill is in 
the nature of a confiscation act rather than a settlement of the 
rights of the Government of the United States. 

r. Speaker, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], 
in his argument yesterday, admitted, if I understood him cor- 
rectly, that all o sah rte which have been made by the Gov- 
ernment of the Uni States from time to time to railroads, 
were grants in presenti with a condition-subsequent, so that the 
railroads acquired technically a good title, and that where the 
road has been constructed since the expiration of the © pre- 
scribed in the grant itself, still the railroad company has a good 
title to the lands, and purchasers from the company 
under those conditions acquire an absolute title. 

In making this concession the gentleman is simply in line 
with every Attorney-General of the United States since the time 
of Gen. Devens, and is in harmony with the views of every ad- 
ministration of the Interior Department since the days when 


Hon. Carl Schurz presides over that great Department. In 
the limited time which 1 have for discussion, I shall not read 
the opinions of Attorney-General Devensorof Mr. Schurz when 
he was Secretary of the Interior; but both of those distinguished 
gentlemen, in opinions which are found in the volume I have 
before me, assert that these grants are grants which are known 
technically as grants in presenti with conditions subsequent, and 
that the railroad companies took good titles, and that wherever 
the conditions were completed, whether in time or out of time, 
and accepted by the Government of the United States, it is uot 
in the power of the Government, after that time, to wrest the 
title of that property from the railroad companies or from those 
who have purchased from the railroad companias, 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. While the official opinions to which the 
gentleman has referred have been given as he states, yet the 
question between the United States and these railroad com- 
panis has never been judicially decided. If the titles are per- 

ectin the railroad companies and their vendees, what objection 
can there be to passing an act which will bring about a judicial 
decision of this question to settle it forever? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, my firstanswertothe - 
gentleman from Louisiana[Mr. BOATNER]isthat I deny his prop- 
osition. Icontend that this identical question has been presented 
to the courts and decided in accordance with the opinions pre- 
viously given by the Attorneys-General of the United States. In 
the case of Denny vs. Dobson, decided in the circuit court of the 
United States for the district of Oregon, November 27, 1887, 
Mr. Justice Field adjudicated this identical question. He was 
sitting with the district judge out there; and this question was 
3 argued. 

While I have not time to read the opinion of that learned 
jorss IL state without fear of successful contradiction that the 

entical 3 Presented by the gentleman from Louisiana 
was passed u by Judge Field; he held that the Govern- 
ment of the United States is powerless to reverse these grants 
and take back this 8 the railroad companies or 
from the parties to whom those com: have granted the 
land by proper conveyances. And that is perfectly clear in 
itself. A careful analysis of the statutes 1 one to the con- 
clusions. reached by Judge Field in the case just referred to. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman misunderstood me. What 
I said was, that this q has not been decided in a suit in 
which the Government was a party. The courts have frequently 
maintained the doctrine that the performance of the condition 
out of the time bound the grantor, if permitted to be done. The 
courts have never decided the question, however, as to whether 
the Government of the United States, in the exercise of its sov- 
ereign power, can not assert its right of forfeiture. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, I disagree with the gentle- 
man from Louisiana in that regard. I claim that the circuit 
court of Oregon, Justice Field presiding, did pass on that iden- 
tical 3 and decided that the — ad com acquired 
an indefeasible title. Now, the gentleman from nia is a 
lawyer, and he knows what the word indefeasible ” means in that 
connection. It is a title which can not be abrogated or taken 
away from the company by the Government of the United States 
by any such process as is contemplated in this bill. And why 
should we now attempt to unsettle the titles of thousands of the 
occupants of these lands by the passage of such a bill as this? 

y p the settlers, who purchased from the railroad com- 
panies, into litigation and unsettle their interests, simply be- 
cause the gentleman from Louisiana says the Supreme Court 
of the United States has not formally passed upon the question? 
Even without the expression of o n of the various Attor- 
neys-General of the United States that have ruled upon it, and 
the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, as well as. the 
opinion of Mr. Justice Field, I would still contend, sir, that it 
would be grossly unjust for the Government of the United 
States at this late day to pass this bill. 

How many miles of road are involved in this legislation? As 
I remember, the exact number has not been stated hereto- 
fore. I have the figures before me, and these show the fact that 
it affects 3,550 miles of railroad. It affects nearly twenty-five 
different land grants. The majority of these, with a very few 
exceptions, have been completed and the title has been granted 
by the Government of the United States. 

There is another principle that I desire to call to the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Louisiana in this matter, and that is 
this, that where these grants were in presenti, with a condition- 
subsequent, and the Government of the United States, after the 
expiration of the time limited in the grants has treated with 
the railroad com ies as though the conditions had been com- 
plied with, the Government is now estopped from asserting any 
of these rights that it is claimed were reserved. There is alaw 
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that all land-grant railroads shall carry the mails of the United 
States for 70 per cent of what is given to other companies. 

There is another condition: that they shall transport the Army 
and munitions of war of the United States for 50 per cent of 
what is paid to other companies. With thefull knowledge that 
these conditions were being complied with by the companies 
since the expiration of the time fixed in the original grants, the 
Governmentof the United States having gone on and required 
the railroads to carry the mails and the Army and the muni- 
tiens of war at the rates specified in the law, I claim it was 
and is thereby estopped from asserting any right to now forfeit 
the lands conveyed in those grants. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed to the gentle- 
man from Hlinois has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I hope the gentleman from Iowa 
will yield to me five minutes longer. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have not the time 
to elaborate the point I have just suggested: but there is an- 
other question raised by the gentleman from Louisiana that I 
desire to note. He the statement, as I understood him on 
yesterday, that there is a distinction between the grant to States 
as trustees to convey title to the land granted for railroad pur- 
poses and those cases where the grant has been made directly 
to the corporations themselves. 

He admitted in his argument that where the grant was direct 
to the company the title was good; but he contended that 
where it was to the States no title passed, and undertook to 
compare that condition, in ae serge to an inquiry of mine, to 
the case of a t by an indiv. of the power of attorney to 
another individual to do a certain thing. I stated that there 
was a wide distinction between his illustration and the law, but 
I had no opportunity to point out to him in what respect, nor 
have I the time now to indulge in any illustration. But I call 
his attention to the case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman, reported 
in 21 Wallace, where the identical question in controversy be- 
tween us was passed upon by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

The State of Wisconsin held certain lands under a grant of 
such a character as the gentleman described, and through its 
agent undertook to recover of Harriman for the value of logs 
which had been cut and taken by him on land covered by one 
of these grants. 

Mr. BOATNER. ‘That is, the railroad company undertook to 
recover? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. He put in as a defense, that inas- 
much as the railroad had not been completed within the ten 
years and that the State had not exercised its power of trustee 
to convey the title to the company, it was powerless in the 
premises, and that the tiff been brought into 
the suit; that the United States was the proper plaintiff, and 
that therefore the case could not be maintaine ainst him. 

The Supreme Court of the United States held that the grant 
wasa grant in presenti, with a condition-subsequent, precisely as 
a grant to the railroad in the first instance, and that recovery 
could be had for the trespass complained of, holding clearly the 

ple that the State after the expiration of the ten years, in 
© absence of any action on the part of the General Government, 
had the right to treat with the companies the same as it did 
within the limits of the ten , and that any person acquir- 
‘ng title under such condition would have as indefeasible a title 
as if it had been conveyed within the time fixed in the original 
nt. 
That is not set forth in the report in the exact terms I have 
here used, but I cite the principle laid down by the court in that 
case; and I go further, and say that every decision of the Su- 
me Court of the United States from that time down to this 
as been in harmony with that decision. 

It is utterly useless, Mr. Speaker, aye, more than that, it is 
almost criminal, for this Congress, therefore, to undertake to 
unsettle the title to these vast areas of land in the various States 
where land grants have been given to the State for such pur- 


poses. > 
Pract HUTCHESON. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 

on? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Iwill ask the gentleman if he đoes not 
know that an individual could not raise that question, because 
itwas a collateral question, which he had not the right to raise, 
and that nobody but the State or sovereignty could do it, and 
that the State or sovereignty always can do it 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But in the case that I have cited 
the Supreme Court decided that the State of Wisconsin was the 
proper pauan, and not the United States Government, as was 
contended by the defendant in that case. 


Mr. HUTCHESON. But the principle applied that the de- 
fendant could not raise that question. 


The State had toshow title in the 
first instance in order to maintain its standing in court. Does 
not the gentleman know that before the value of the logs could 
be recovered title must be shown in the plaintiff? If the con- 
tention of the gentleman from Texas is correct there could be 
no recovery, because there would be no title in the State of 
Wisconsin. Title in the State of Wisconsin to maintain trover 
to recover for the value of the logs mentioned in that case would 
be title sufficient to convey rights to individual purchasers, or 
to the railway company, as the case might be. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentlemanallow me toask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. QUIGG. If it is true that an individual can not bring an 
action, does not that constitute an especial reason why we should 
defend his rights? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I grant that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Quice] is correct in his query. But, Mr. 
Speaker, from any and every standpoint this bill should be de- 
feated. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 


As I stated in my opening remarks, when this bill forfeiting 
morethan 50,000,000 acres of land was in the Fifty-first 
Congress, it was supposed that that would end land-grant for- 
feiture bills in this House forever, and thousands u thou- 
sands of settlers have acquired title to real estate that is in- 
volved in this bill, whose title would be unsettled, and who 
would be compelled to go into court to assert their rights if this 
bill should become a law. 

This bill is in the interest of land lawyers, and no other class 
of ers No fair-minded and honest man can afford to sup- 
port it. 

3 the hammer fell.] 

. LACEY. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. DANIELS], 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, owing to the limited time 
which is allowed for discussing the important questions involved 
in this bill, it will be necessary to condense as much as possible 
the remarks which I now proposi to submit to the House. 

In order to determine the wisdom and justice of this bill, it is 
proper, in my judgment, to look back prior to the time when 
aws making railway grants were enacted by Congress. We 
may then be able to see the occasion which led to those enact- 
ments, and to the concessions which were so generally made to 
railway companies throughout the United States and in Terri- 
tories for the construction of new and extended lines of railway. 
At that time, it will be remembered, the extremities of th: 
country were certainly more than 3,000 miles apart. There 
was no means of ready transit or communication between those 
extremities. The Northwest was increasing with population. 
There was a desire to make the land of those States and Territo- 
ries immediately available to the people of the United States. 
It could not bə done under the then existing mode of transit, in 
such a manner as to satisfy the requirements and the demands 

of the migrating portion of the population. 

The consequence was thatit became important at once for Con- 
gress to undertake in some manner to secure the construction 
of railways from the East tothe Western portion of the country. 
At that time the only rules and regulations, the only obliga- 
tions binding one part of the country to the other so far as the 
extreme West was concerned, were the provisions of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. There was no means of inter- 
communication or of reasonably fair transit from one part of the 
country tothe other. Persons who went to the Northwest or 
to the Pacific coast for settlement were substantially isolated 
and cut off from the residue of the country. 

In military operations there was no means of rapidly moving 
the Army from one of the country to the other, and it be- 
came important, in the judgment of the people, as well as of the 
authorities, that some measures should be taken for the con- 
struction and extension of railways into this Western and North- 
western portion of the country. The subject was made a matter 
of discussion and examination, but private capital was too cau- 
tious to en: in an attempt to constructso formidable and ex- 
tensive a work as a railway through to the Pacific Ocean. 

It was appalled at the idea, and of course added to that was 
the probability that there was no fair amount of revenue that 
could be expected to be returned from the earnings and opera- 
tions of such a railway. It could notaccordingly be constructed 
by individual enterprise. That was entirely out of the question. 
And when the sentiment of the people upon the subject seemed 
to concenter in the necessity of the construction of railways of 
this character across the Continent, the attention of Congress 
became specially directed to it, and it was found important to 
consider upon what terms, so far as the public was concerned, 
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these ps enterprises could be constructed, maintained, and 
carried into effect. 

Where private capital was entirely inadequate to produce the 
range of improvements which were necessary, then it became a 
matter of indispensable requirement that Congress should in- 
terfere; and inasmuch as it could not advance money to aid and 
assist in the construction of these great works, it proposed to 
concede to the companies that were formed for the purpose of 
constructing these works a large amount of poe territory, 
which in the end it was hoped would make these enterprises 
successful. 

These concessions on the part of Congress to these corpora- 
tions were made upon a fair and bona fide consideration. It 
was a necessity for the promotion of the prosperity of the coun- 
try, for the purpose of securing its unity, that these railroads 
should be constructed. The duty was imperative on the partof 
Congress that some assistance of a public character should be 
extended to the construction of these great works, and the only 
means by which Congress could lend its assistance and the de- 
sire and wishes of the people could be carried into effect by the 
aid and assistance of Congress was to make concessions of public 
lands to the corporations that were proposing to construct these 
railways; and these concessions were made upon the considera- 
tion that if the railways were constructed the Government and 
the people would receive thereby a fair equivalent for the value 
of the lands which were conceded to the corporations to aid and 
assist in these great works. Besides that, Congress simply con- 
ceded every alternate section of land, with the expectation that 
the construction of these works would also enhance the value 
and salability of those sections reserved by the Government. 

In all respects it acted judiciously and carefully in providing 
means so far as the concessions of land were concerned for the 
indorsement of the construction of these great enterprises. It 
was by this means that these corporations were brought into ex- 
istence, as much at the instance of Congress and of the masses 
of the people of the United States as it was at the instance of 
the persons who were immediately connected with the construc- 
tion and promotion of these enterprises. 

The lands were not available at once. They could not be sold, 
and the money realized from them that was necessary for the 
purpose of creating these railways. The consequence was that 
‘the corporations went into the market and ob ed subscribers 
to their stock, and the advancement of money, upon the faith 
that the Government would stand by its concession, and these 
people in the end would be reimbursed for their advances, and 
that they would be secured some measure of profit for their ad- 
vances by the fact that this land should finally be sold at a 
pen and their proceeds made available for the payment of the 

debtedness incurred by the companies, 

Now, to pass a bill of this character after the railways have 
been built, and to attempt to forfeit this land, if that can be 
done, is certainly a most transparent injustice to the companies 
and to the people who have advanced their moneys in this man- 
ner, and who have relied upon the faith of the United States in 
maintaining the concessions that were made for these objects. 

But, without pursuing this subject so far as to intrench fur- 
ther upon the little time I have, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to another matter which arises here, and stands di- 
rectly in the way of the enactment of a Dill of this character, 
and it is this: 

While the law provided in the case of these railways that the 
land should be forfeited unless the railways were constructed 
by a particular time specified in the law, yet when that time 
arrived and the railways had been partially built but were not 
completed, there was no action taken on the part of Congress 
or on the part of any Department of the Government looking to 
the forfeiture of these lands by reason of the fact of this delay 
which had intervened. On the contrary, the authorities — 

Mr. DUNN. May Lask the gentleman a question? Is it not 
a principle of law thata limitation of that character does not 
run against 3 for the benefit of the people. 

Mr. DANIELS. No, sir; I do not think it is, I think the 
ublic are chargeable with laches precisely the same as an in- 
ividual; if they rest upon their rights without asserting them, 

the same as if they had no rights at all, then it is laches, and 
when they are in a position in which an individual can not get 
relief in court of chancery the people would be in precisely the 
same condition. 

But this is what I desire to call the attention of the House to, 
and that is that Congress and the Departments of the Govern- 
ment failed to assert a right to take any advantage of this de- 
fault, if a default took place, in the construction of these works, 
but permitted them to go on until the railways were fully con- 
n et in many instances, and which are to be affected by this 


bill. 
So that if the Government can forfeit the right to these lands 


and reinvest itself with the title, then it has not only the land 
which was given to aid in and indirectly devoted to the con- 
struction of the railways, but it has all the advantages of the 
railways too. Sir, there is no law, no administration of law, in 
any tribunal of this country or of England that has ever sanc- 
tioned a measure of iniquity like that 

Now, take the case of an individual. Suppose my friend here 
has 100 acres of land that he desires to have cleared. He con- 
veys to another person 50 acres upon the consideration that this 
other person shall clear the 100 acres in a certain time, and if he 
does not clear it within the time the deed for the 50 acres is to 
be void. The man fails to fulfill the contract within the time; 
at the expiration of the time the land is not cleared, but it is 
1 cleared. The man has performed in part his agreement. 

he man who deeded the property which was to be cleared does 
not intervene and make any objection to the continued prosecu- 
tion of the work. 

The man who received the conveyance and who holds his 
property subject to the right of forfeiture for his default goes 
on and completes the work; he clears the 100 acres. Now, will 
any person insist that the law would permit the grantor under 
such circumstances to come in and insist upon a forfeiture of 
the grant by reason of the nonfulfillment of the condition within 
the time originally specified? 

Or suppose, further, that a person is engaged in building a 
house foranother, and acontract has been made that the construc- 
tion must be finished within a certain time. The builder fails to 
complete the work by that time, but the owner permits him to 
go on and finish the house. Under such circumstances the law, 
80 far as my observation has extended, will not permit the per- 
son for whom the house was built to come in and say, after the 
work is finished, he haying failed to make objection at the ex- 

iration of the limited time, that there had been a failure to per- 

orm the work and that under the circumstances he is entitled to 
take the benefit of the work done and materials furnished with- 
out paying the compensation agreed to be paid. 

There are no principles which can be applied to individuals 
under circumstances of this character which are not equally ap- 
plicable to a proceeding on the part of the United States Gov- 
ernment. The law will not permit either a government, a cor- 
poration, or an individual to allow a person to proceed with the 
performance of obligations of this character after the time has 
expired when the performance should, by the contract, be com- 
pleted, and then when the work has been done endeavor to 
avoid the payment of a proper consideration for the services 
thus rendered. The law is notchargeable with such injustice; 
and this is 3 the first occasion when so iniquitous a meas- 
ure as this has been brought before Congress for its approval. 

When the act of 1890 was passed it was supposed that was the 
end of the attempt to forfeit the property of these railroad com- 
panies for a failure to fully construct their railways in time; 
and that act was made applicable only to so much of the railways 
as was not at the time constructed. And the committee in their 
report on this bill use this language with reference to that act: 

It practically gave the roads all they claimed, and took back what as a 
rule they did not want. i 

Thus it is conceded by the languse of the report itself that 
the efect of the previous act was to leave all the property in the 
hands of the corporations that had carried out in the best of 
iaith these enterprises for which they were to receive these re- 
wards, and that these companies were to remain subsequently 
to that time undisturbed. 

Now, the principle is also well settled that Congress has no 
power to interefere with or disturb rights of this character by 
8 legislation, This bill has not only that avowed pur- 
pose, but it seeks to embrace in the forfeiture all the lands that 
were conceded andconveyed by the previous acts to railway com- 
panies which have completed their roads but failed to construct 
them within the time provided. 

It is conceded upon the face of the bill that the work which 
was to be performed by these companies has since been done; 
that the public has received the consideration for which the 
lands were given; that all theadvantages expected to be secured 
have been obtained; that no wrong has been inflicted upon the 
public in any respect whatever, but that it has gained every- 
thing which it expected to gain through these concessions of 
public property. 3 

And now, after this result has been secured, itis proposed that 
Congress shall come in and say to these railway companies, It 
is true that you have substantially fulfilled your o ligations, 
with our assent, you have hi tin the people and the country 
those railways which by the laws making these concessions of 
property you were to give them as a recompense for such peor. 
erty; yet inasmuch as you failed to complete your roads within 
the exact hour, or day, or month, or year when it was prorina 
that the roads should be completed, we will forfeit all this prop- 
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erty and leave you to sustain the burdens to which you have 
been subjected in the expectation of reinbursement from the 
proceeds of these lands.” 

There is no instance, it seems to me, where there has been 
so flagrant an attempt on the part of the legislative body of a 
government of thischaracter, or of any government, to overrule 
the bona fide action of individuals or corporations in con- 
structing works for the use of the public, and to forfeit their 
rights and revest them in the Government on account of mere 
delay. 

But, sir, this can not be done by legislation. If there has been 
a forfeiture of any part of this property, the Government of the 
United States is in a position to recover it. The forfeiture can 
not be created or declared by a bill of this character. It does 
not appertain to the province or jurisdiction of this House or of 
the legislative department of the General Government to de- 
clare a forfeiture where, in point of fact, there is no ground for 
such forfeiture. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. DANIELS. My time is about to expire and I must pro- 


ceed. 

I wish to call attention to a remark made in a case decided by 
the supreme court of the State of Wisconsin in Rowan vs, The 
State (30 Wis., 146, 147). The subject of discussion was the con- 
stitutional provision that no person shall be deprived of life, lib- 
erty, or property without due process of law; and a corporation 
is a person within the meaning of this provision of the Consti- 
tution. The court in that case, construing that provision, said: 

The better and larger definition of due process of law is that it means 
law in its regular course of administration through courts of justice. By 
the lawof the land the meaning is that any citizen shall hold his life, lib- 
erty, property and immunities, under the protection of general rules which 
govern society. Aud the terms law of the land, and due process of law, 
mean that, whera rights are acquired by the citizen under the existing 
law, there is no power in any branch of the Government to take them away, 
but when they are held contrary to the existing law, or are forfeited by its 
violation, then they may be taken from him, not 7 an act of the Legislature, 
aps a 8 — administration of the law itself before the judicial tribunals 
0 . 

According to these principles there is no room whatever for 
legislation of this character. Either the right to forfeit this 

roperty exists or it does not exist; and whether it does or not 
E a question for the courts to determine—not for the Legisla- 
ture of the Union, under the authority given by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Mr. LACEY. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. MCRAE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who has just 
addressed the House seems to be impressed with the idea that 
the grantees under the several acts of Congress making appro- 

riation of public lands in aid of railway construction have acted 
fh the best of faith; that this beneficent policy of the Govern- 
ment has been productive of the most magnificent results; that 
the Government has obtained as the price of its lands the sys- 
tems of railway which have been constructed, and that now it 
would bein bad faith—dishonest, so to speak—for the Govern- 
ment to seek to recover any of these lands after it has obtained 
the benefit of the construction of the roads. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the geutleman certainly can not have read 
and must be ignorant of the history of these railway land grants, 
He must be ignorant of the fact that the beneficence of the Gov- 
ernment has been prostituted to the very basest purposes; that 
the land grants which have been given by the Government in 
aid of the construction of roads have to a great extent been 
filched by the corporators and the benefit of those lands con- 
verted to their own use. 

Why, sir, look at the condition of these subsidized roads— 
these roads which the Government has aided not only with im- 
mense land grants, but with immense money subsidies. The 
constructors, the men who built them, the men who manipu- 
lated and handled them, are the millionaires whose wealth isthe 
wonder of the nation, while the roads which they have built are 
in the hands of receivers. The land grants have not been de- 
voted to the purposes for which they were intended by the 
United States when they were given, but have been diverted to 
the individual pockets of the men who have manipulated the 
roads. 

Sir, the gentleman was perfectly correct when he said that in 
advance of the opening up of the lands, in advance of the con- 
struction of the roads, in advance of the right to sell the lands, 
these men issued mortgage bonds upon this property in order to 
secure for themselves the advantage which was to be derived 
therefrom if by any chance the roads should not be constructed. 

In the case of the Union Pacific Railroad there was an issue 
of subsidy bonds to the extent of $10,000,000, divided among the 
cor porators and stockholders as a bonus, upon which that rail- 


road company paid 10 Ae cent interest for many years, the 
amount thus paid equaling the principal of the bonds, all of 
which went into the pockets of the-manipulators, who were in 
this way taking advantage of the beneficence of the Govern- 
ment and prostituting to their own individual gain the aid 
which had been extended by the Government. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is there any proposition here to 
5 grant which was made to any State or any road that 
was aided by a grant of the credit of the Government or by a 
money grant? The gentleman has been talking about the 
Union and Central Pacific roads. As I understand, they are not 
involved in this bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iwas simply replying to the argument of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIELS] based upon the 

uestion of good faith and honesty. He urged that it was wrong 
or us to take these lands, and I want to present to him and to 
this House the absurdity, if I may so speak, of extending equity, 
consideration, forbearance, beyond the terms of the contract, to 
corporations which are said to be soulless. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. But you have been attacking the 
Union and Central Pacific roads, which received bond aid, and 
whose lands, as I understand, you do not propose to forfeit to 
the extent of an acre. 

Mr. BOATNER. I have stated to the gentleman that I have 
brought in this illustration sabre eae to the argument of the 
gentleman from New York that these people are entitled tocon- 
sideration, ane , mercy, so to speak, at our hands. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But you are talking about the 
wrong people. 

Mr. BOATNER. Ithink not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. You are talking about the wicked 
people that the bill does not touch. Now, why do Pe not ad- 

ress yourself to that other branch of the question 

Mr. BOATNER. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois thinks he 
can make this speech better than I can, perhaps I had better 


yield the floor to him. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I rather think I could. 
int. But 


[Laughter.] 

Mr. BOATNER. I expect so, from your stand 
doubtless as there is time on that side of the House for the con- 
sideration of this matter, you can get all the time you want, and 
r can not consent that you shall dictate the line of my argument 

or me, 

I repeat now, [ refer to this because of the plea made by the 
gentlemanfrom New York to the House that we would be doing 
a great injustice by undertaking to adopt such legislation as this, 
in view of the fact that since these grants were made, and as an 
equivalent for the grants, as he seems to think, we have received 
the roads. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is an absolute waste of time to argue 
that the courts have held that the failure by the grantee to per- 
form the conditions-subsequent of the contract does not ipse 
facto forfeit the contract. No one denies that proposition. It 
is nothing more than acause of action on the partof the grantor 
to claim the forfeiture by reason of such failure. It is likewise 
a well settled principle of law that where a grantor permits the 
grantee to peform the conditions-subsequent, after the time 
named in the contract, that he is estopped by allowing that to 
be done, and can not thereafter claim the forfeiture on that 
1 That has been the law as between individuals, I be- 

eve, always. There is no question about that. 

But the question here presented is whether the United States 
Government, in the exercise of its sovereign power, has not a 
greater right to claim the forfeiture of a contract which by its 
specific terms, and in unequivocal language, declares that the 
grant shall be null and void and of no avail whatever unless the 
conditions specified in the contract are complied with. 

I have admitted all along that the Government of the United 
States can not exercise its right to the prejudice of innocent 
third persons. If the Government makes agrantto A B, which 
permits certain property to be disposed of to another party or 
parties, which is a grant, known in the language of the law as 
a grant in presenti, and gives possession to A B, with authority 
to sell or mortgage, and the Government subsequently revokes 
the t on the ground that the condition subsequent” had 
not been complied with, the purchasers or mortgagers could 
successfully maintain that their contracts with the grantee were 
authorized by the actof Congressand that they were not affected 
by the laches or fault of the grantee. 

But the condition presented here is entirely different. The 
Government has reserved the right in express terms to resume 
these grants in the event of a failure to perform the condition 
subsequent, and if aiy right may remain in the grantee then 
the Government has the right to resume possession by the for- 
feiture of the property. 
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Of course if the 


grantee has parted with it by lawful title be- 
fore the right of forfeiture is exercised there is nothing to for- 


feit. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me ask where is the card in . e 
that the Government shall leave that property in the hands of a 
corporation which has not complied with its condition, instead 
of taking it back for the benefit of the people? Will anyone say 
that the railways have not been more than sufficiently rewarded 
for whatever they have done in the construction of their lines? 
Will anyone say that the Government is under any obligation to 
the Union Pacific Railroad, that owes to-day not only every 
dollar of the subsidy bonds issued in aid of the construction of 
the line, but every dollar of the interest on these bonds, from 
the day they were issued until this time? 


Will anyone say that the Government is under any es ta 
to the Central Pacific Railroad, or that it is under obliga- 
tion, morally or equitably, to the Northern Pacific road, 


each of which roads received more from the Government than 
was sufficient to build and equip the entire line, and to leave 
them the property, a mere gift from the generous public of the 
United States? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thetimeof thegentleman from 
Louisiana has expired. 

Mr. BOAT) Lask the gentleman from Arkansas to yield 
to me a few minutes longer, 

Mr. MCRAE. I yield ten minutes longer to the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana now allow me a question as to the scope of the bill? Ide- 
sire to obtain information from him. 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Take, for instance, the Northern 
Pacific Road, which I understand commences at Duluth and 
runs substantially to the Pacific Ocean, and which was not 
. completed in time: Does this bill forfeit all the lands along the 
line of that road granted by act of Congress, from Duluth clear 
through to Puget Sound, or only the land along the road co- 
terminous with the line of the road that was not completed 
within the time fixed in the granting act? 

Mr, BOATNER. This bill only forfeits the lands which were 
not earned within the time. The terms of thegranting act pro- 
vide that as the roads are constructed certain areas of the pub- 
lic lands shall be given to them. When another section is com- 
pleted and certified, they get the additional land subsidy, and 
this act strikes only at that portion of the subsidy claimed to 
be earned beyond the time fixed in the original law or granting 


act. - 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does my friend think that we 
have the power to forfeit from Duluth clear west? 
Mr. BOATNER, Certainly you would not have the power to 
ee any except that which was not earned in the time fixed 
W. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But was not the grant as a whole? 

Mr. BOATNER. - No; the grant was not as a whole, if the 
law provided that upon the construction of a section of 20 
miles of the road so many acres of landshould be granted to the 
road. That land was earned,even if no more road was ever con- 
structed. Then, if another section was constructed, why, the 
road earned so much more land, and so on until the limit was 
reached. The road not constructed at the time the limit was 
reached did not earn the grant allowed for that portion of the 
road. 

Mr. HERMANN. [I wish to call the gentleman's attention to 
the fact that, as to the Northern Pacific, the time expired when 
the road had reached Bismarck, in Dakota; so that, under this 
bill, all the lands conterminous with the completed line of road 
westward from Dakota into the State of Washington will be for- 
feited, a reach of over 1,000 miles, 

Mr. BOATNER. If that be the fact, it would be a misfor- 
tune to the company. It would be by the terms of the contract 
and by reason of the law of the case and by reason of the fact 
that the railroad company did not earn the land according to 
the terms of the donation made to it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The original act gave them a certain 
length of time. They did not complete it within that time. A 
subsequent act of Congress extended the time. Yet this bill 
will reach back to the time fixed in the original act, will it not? 

ee Pata I submit to the gentleman that that is mere 
q s 

Mr. NORTHWAY. How is it? 

Mr. BOATNER. This bill only forfeits the lands which were 
not earned in time. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Under the original act? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; under the law, whatever the law 
was. 


Mr. BOATNER. This act refers to the acts conveying thesa 
grants. It does not refer to any particular grant. It refers to 
all the acts making the grants. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to come down to the question of these State 
grants, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] cites the 
case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman in support of his contention 
that Congress is powerless to revoke the grants to the States in 
aid of the construction of railroads. As I stated yesterday, 
there is a stipulation in every one of these acts to this effect: 


That the lands hereby A arn to said Stateshall be disposed of by said 
State only in manner following, that is to say, that a gunane of land, not 
exci 120 sections for each of said roads, and included within a contin- 
uous length of 20 miles of each of said roads, may be sold; and when the 
vernor of said State shall certify to the Secretary of the Interior that any 
continuous miles of any of said roads is completed, then another quantity 
of ned peers 5 to exceed 120 sections for each of said roads 
continuous m 


from time to time, until said roads 


Now, I ask as a matter of common sense, if the governors of 
the several States had any other authority tosell this land than 
that conferred by the act of Congress, and if the act of Congress 
expressly provides that they shall sell no land after a certain 
time, upon what principle of law or common sense is it to be 
contended that the sales are valid, or that the title is carried 
out of the United States to the vendees of the State, or to the 
railroad 8 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him there? 

Mr. ATNER. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to. call the tleman's 
attention to the language of the Supreme Court in the Schulen- 
berg case, on pages 62 and 63. On page 62 I find the following: 

The vision in the act of Congress of 1856, that all lands remaining un- 
sold after ten years shall revert to the United States if the road be not then 

pi is no more thana ede that the grant shall be void if a con- 
dition-subsequent be not performed. 

On page 63, in speaking of that, the decision says: 

A cessation of sales in that event is implied in the condition that the 
lands shali then revert; if the condition be not enforced the power to sell 
continues as before its breach, limited only by the objects of the grant and 
the manner of sale prescribed in the act. 

Mr. BOATNER. My auswer to that is, it is a clear obiter 
dictum, and that the question was not before the court. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Oh, well 

Mr. BOATNER. Iadmit that if that authority is law, it is 
dead against the position which I assume. There is no way of 
dodging that, I admit that if it is law; it is conclusive against 
the position which I take; but I say that it is not the law; that 
it has not the force of an adjudication, because the point it 
appears to decide was not involved in any question before the 
court. Now, if the gentleman will not interrupt me, in the 
Schulenberg case, which he cites, theagent of the State of Wis- 
consin had replevied some timber which had been cut upon rail- 
way land grants. 

The parties who had the logs set up a dual defense, that the 
land either belonged to the railway company or belonged to the 
United States, that the State of Wisconsin had parted with its 
title to the railway company, and hence had no standing in court, 
or, if it had not, under the terms of the granting act the land 
had reverted to the United States. The question was thensurely 
one of title, whether the United States owned the land, whether 
the State of Wisconsin owned the land, or whether the railway 
company owned the land. 

The court said the railway company did not own it, because 
the State of Wisconsin was without power to part with the title 
conferred upon it by the United States, except on the terms and 
conditions carried by the granting act. Those terms and con- 
ditions were, as I have stated, that the land could be sold for the 
benefit of the road as the road was constructed, in sections, and 
that as the grant was the sole basis of the power of the State to 
sell, the State could not go beyond the conditions of the grant, 
which condition had not been performed. 

Therefore the title of the State had not vested in the railroad. 
The title remained in the State simply because Congress had not 
forfeited it, simply because Congress had not taken it back. 
The State of Wisconsin held it as a trustee of Congress for cor- 
tain pur’ The deed of trustor mandate, or power of attor- 
ney, authorized the State to sell within a cer time. Now, 
there was nothing before the court to lead the court to say that 
the State of Wisconsin could go on thereafter and make title to 
that road. That was no elementof the discussion between them. 


The only discussion was as to whether the land then belon 
to the State, the United States, or the railroad com he 
court held that the legal title was in the State, because the 


grant was in presenti, which carries the power of disposition 
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upon certain terms and conditions, and Congress not having 
taken back the title, after the expiration of the time within 
which the State could sell the land, the legal title rested inthe 
State, subject to revocation at the option of Congress. 

Therefore I say that that expression of opinion of the court 
there is a clear obiter dictum, and we are entitled to have a de- 
cision of the Supreme Court upon this vital and important ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has 


expired. t 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me just 
one minute? 
Mr. MoRAE. The gentleman will have to get it from the 
other side. I have promised all time. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] twenty minutes. 


[Mr. HOLMAN withholds hisremarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, the fact that the 
district which I represent in this body is very largely interested 
in this question of the forfeiture of railroad lands—that extend- 
ing through my district from north to south, nearly or quite 


400 miles, and from one boundary to the other, these railroad , 


grants have been made, and that thousands of people there are 
vitally interested in this matter—this is my only excuse for pre- 
suming to address the House on this occasion. As I am not a 
lawyer, I have no idea of contributing to the legal information 
of members on this question. 

The whole debate thus far has been confined, I believe, to the 
lawyer's of the House. I have taken the floor at this time in 


order to ascertain, if possible, what would be the effect if this | 


bill is enacted into law; that is my only reason for presuming to 
take part in the discussion. 


The gentleman from Alabama, who, I believe, is ranked as a | 


good lawyer, said yesterday: 


and ignorance of the law is no foundation for equitable relief. 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama would require the 
ordinary rancher or pioneer to know more law than any lawyer 
in this House or all of them put together. 

I listened yesterday very attentively to the debate as carried 
on by the very able lawyers who participated in it. 


Now, if these legal gentlemen had only agreed upon the effect of 


the bill—what it meant—it would have been perfectly clear to 
all of us, and we would have known whether to vote for or 
against the bill. But what one able lawyer declared to be the 
law, another able lawyer disputed and declared that the law 
was entirely different. And so, Mr. Speaker, I wentaway from 
the House at the close of the debate yesterday as much mysti- 
fied, as much in doubt, and in fact even moreso than when the de- 
bate opened, and I believe that was the condition that prevailed 
with everybody who heard the debate. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote to forfeit all unearned lands 
granted to railroads, and I think every member of the House 
would vote for that proposition standing alone; that is to say, 
all lands that should, in Furies toward all citizens, be restored 
to the public domain. But I hesitate to vote for this bill as it 
stands from the fear that it unsettles the titles to many farms 
and will do a great wrong to many thousands of settlers who 
have in years past, acting under their best judgment andalways 
in accordance with the law, as they were led to understand by 
the representatives of the United States Government, have 
gone on to public lands or have bought lands of corporations, 
and built themselves homes. 

Now, then, if the purpose of this bill is to forfeit the unearned 
lands, and is not to wrong or disturb the titles of those Ameri- 
can citizens who have acquired their rights under the laws, its 
supporters can not object to making the bill as absolutely clear 
in this respect, protecting these settlers,as any human enact- 
ment can be. I, although not a lawyer, am pretty well satisfied 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
will make the bill clear, and a refusal to incorporate this amend- 
ment, or some amendment substantially the same, I must take 
to mean that the object of this bill is not the forfeiture of un- 
earned lands, but has another object. I have heard it intimated 
that it was somewhat in the character of a political bill, to be 
launched at this particular time. 

I will not so regard it until I am forced to. No political con- 
sideration will influence my vote upon this bill; I will unhesi- 
tatingly vote against it, regardless of the popularity of the cry 
against and the denunciation of railroad corporations, unlessIam 
convinced that it is a ea bill and for a good se. As the 
bill is presented I will not vote for it, because we had the testi- 


mon esterday of able lawyers suppor this b that it 
would fh certain cases absolutely 3 1 


ot men. 
‘The law does not take cognizance of the fact that the rancher is not ac- 
quainted with the law. The presumption is that all men know the law; | 


of many honest settlers. Here are the words of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], who is supporting this bill: 

It will not interfere with the right of any settler who has bought from a 
TA company that had authority to sell, but it does propose to take 
back to the General Government all the lands granted to the railroad com- 
panies that have not conformed to the terms and conditions of the gran 
and thereby earned the land. 

Had authority to sell.“ Icall your special attention to these 
words in this connection. 

It was admitted yesterday that by the terms of this bill nose- 
curity was offered to anyone who had purchased more than 320 
acres of land; that it absolutely confiscated all the lands pur- 
chased by anyone in excess of that amount. Now, I want to state 
to the House some conditions that exist in Southern and Cen- 
tral California. Two years ago I stopped ot a small station on 
the Southern Pacific Railroad, ‘and taking a carriage, drove for 
10 miles across the desert plains in Kern County. As Isay, it was 
across an absolute desert; way out upon this plain we came toa 
place of about 20 acres that had been improved. 

A man ofsome wealth had gone there and put down an arte- 
sian well; got a good flow of water; threw up an embankment 
of the earth, 3 or4 feet high, constructing a large reservoir; he 
then planted 5 acres of it to alfalfa. He was just beginning to 
cut his seventh crop of alfalfa from that piece of 5 acres. He 
had proviously, that season, cut 40 tons of first-class alfalfa hay 
from these 5 acres. He had fruit trees of nearly all descriptions 
growing luxuriantly. 

He had demonstrated what could be done with the desert by 
the aid of water and artificial irrigation. There was no other 
improvement within 10 miles of him. Now, then, the ordinary 
American citizen or individual who goes upon the public lands 
to make a home, could not have gone out on that desert and 
made that improvement. 

The well cost nearly a thousand dollars. To handle that kind 
of land there must be some kind of an organization of a number 
Well, the result here was this: The land as it lay was 
not worth a cent an acre; would not support a jack-rabbit; it is 
in an arid section, where tho rainfall is very slight. Men of 
means purchased large tracts of the railroad company, notonly 
in the grant, but in the limits of the indemnity lands. They 
spent many thousands of dollars in bringing the water on these 
lands. They then offered these lands to settlers at various 
eee $10.and 820 and upwards an acre oftentimes, and hun- 

reds of settlers have thus purchased their homes. They ‘are 
in most cases given long time and a reasonable rate of interest 
to pay for their homes, and with the water upon that land they 
are as absolutely certain of succeeding as anyone in any other 
legitimate business can be. 

These vast plains never can be settled to any extent by indi- 
vidual efforts. They can omiy be brought under cultivation in 
the way that they are doing it now. Now, sir, as I understand 
the able lawyers of the House this bill will confiscate the prop: 
Sr of many of these settlers. 5 

he act referred to in the bill, the act of 1890, of which I un- 
derstand the gentleman from Indiana said at the time it was 
passed that ‘‘settled this whole question” of the protection of 
railroadlands. The gentleman must have been mistaken in the 
statement he made, otherwise there would be no reason what- 
ever for the presentation of the pending bill. 

Under that act the citizen must have possession of land— 


under deed, written contract with, or license from the State or cor 
to Peis such grant was made, or its assignees, executed prior to 


tion 
anuary 


That is six ‘Seas ago, and although going upon ‘the lands, do- 
ing the best they could, settling on them under the law as far 
as they could get title from the Land Office, shey aro estopped 
by this bill from any rights which they may have acquired. 
The gentleman from Indiana said that this bill would effectually 
settle the matter for all time. He must have been mistaken, as 
this shows. 

Others have gone onto the lands, in the language of this act 
of 1890— 
with bona fide intent to secure title thereto ‘by purchase from the State or 
corporation * + + if they have made improvements prior to the ist day 
of January, 1800. 

That is four years ago. So that as it stands to-day every one 
of these people on the lands in question, that had not com- 
menced the improvements on their lands within the four years, 
will find them confiscated by the visions of this bill. 

Now, I not going to consider the wrongs done in all of the 

ears past in the granting of millions of acresof lands and the 
of bonds to these railroads. But to punish the railroad 
companies and ourselves for our own negligence I do not pro- 
pose to walk over the prostrate industries and assist in the de- 
struction of the farms of thousands of settlers which, as we un- 
derstand from all of the lawyers, this bill does. The railroads 
have secured millions of acres of good lands. This bill may re- 
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store some to the public domain, but it unsettles the question 
of titles of many settlers on the public lands, 

If I understood the several able 1 ay yesterday this bill 
provides for the absolute annulment of United States patents in 
certain cases. That was the woh bower of the gentleman from 
Louisiana, because it is admitted that in certain cases the land 
has been sold, and I believe paionia granted where the railroad 
company was not authorized by the terms of the grant to do so. 

Now, Mr. Chairman,as I have said . it is un- 
necessary to ow it—I am not a lawyer, but having in view 
the assertion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CoBB] as to 
the duty of everyone to know the law, I have read and have 
been told a great many times that the foundation of all law was 
a contract, and I believe that the foundation upon which all 
civilization rests is the sacredness of contracts, and when con- 
tracts are lightly repudiated there is no basis left for confidence 
between men, nor security for property or person. We should 
hesitate long before we unsettle the foundation of our Govern- 
ment. It should be known that when the Government of the 
United States makes a contract it must be fulfilled, unless it 
can clearly shown that willful and deliberate fraud has been ac- 


sa Fyre 

It is the most serious charge that Ior anyone can bring against 
the Democratic party to-day, that it has deliberately, by the 
passage of the Wilson bill, repudiated without notice the sol- 
emn contract this Government entered into with its own citi- 
zens in respect to the sugar bounty. A contract, not only im- 
plied, but expressed in words, enacted into law, fixing the time 
that the contract should begin to run, and the time it should 
end. After the citizens, reiying upon the faith and contract of 
the United States, had expended large sums of money to build 
factories, and as in many parts of my district, the farmers had 
organized paresis among themselves to build factories, had 
prepared and planted their land, then the Government abrogates 
the contract it made. 

In view of this outrage, what security, what guaranty can the 
people of the United States have that this Government, while 
administered by the Democratic party, will regard any pledge, 
any contract, or keep faith with anyone? They can have none. 
If such a contract can be lightly repudiated, any other can be 
and it is not surprising, perhaps; that the proposition to annul 
aoe States patents should so coolly be proposed to this 

ouse. 

Iam confident, Mr. Chairman, that at the first opportunity 
offered the people of the United States will repudiate any party 
that repudiates and nullifies the contracts entered into by the 
United States with its citizens. 

And now, I repeat, if the supporters of this bill have but the 
single pur in view of forfe ting the unearned land grants 
that should be forfeited, they will not refuse to accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, which makes the bill 
clear. If this is not done we have reason to believe that the bill 
is introduced for political purposes, and I shall not vote for it. I 
have lived for a quarter of a century among the people whosent 
me here; they know my position upon the railroad question, and 
that no clamor will deter me from doing what I think is right 
in this matter. Make it clear that the rights of innocent pur- 
chasers and owners of these lands are secured and I am with 
you. 

I was advised by a friend to vote for this bill anyway, even if 
not amended; that it was better to vote wrong than to vote 
right and be obliged to explain. Well, when I am right I can 
afford to explain. 

One gentleman, a good lawyer and who hassat upon the bench 
as a judge, in conversation yesterday, admitted that the bill 
would unsettle the title of many farmers, but he would vote to 
forfeit all the lands and then let the innocent settlers and pur- 
chasers apply to the United States for relief. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in view of my efforts to obtain justice for 
the 1,200 settlers on public lands, on the indemnity lands in Cal- 
ifornia, I do not think it is a very 8 outlook for the set- 
tlers to proceed that way. The United States is pretty slow. 
I shall not vote to add to the number of settlers to placed in 
the position of those of Tulare and Kern, especially when the 
able lawyers of this House declare it is a bad precedent to estab- 
lish, that the Government should keep faith and do justice to 
the settler on public lands to whom it has issued a patent. 

Gentlemen talk of the robberies and 1 committed upon 
the people by the railroad corporations. That these wrongs 
have been committed no one denies. But are we going to right 
these wrongs by now robbing thousands of settlers who have be- 
come innocent purchasers of these lands? And this is what 
this bill, without the amendment I have alluded to, admittedly 


does. 
Mr. LACEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. POWERS.] 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the bill pending before the 
House, as I understand its provisions, contemplates the absolute 
confiscation of more than 50,000,000acresof land. Thequestions 
presented to us are, first, the expediency of this proposed legisla- 
tion; and, secondly, the legal right of the Government to carry 
out the provisions of the bill proposed to be enacted. 
I shall not take very much time upon the first part of this in- 
gry; it is enough for me to know that the Congress of the 
nited States in past years has deemed it wise, in order to en- 
courage the building of public thoroughfares to the Pacific 
Ocean, as well as in other parts of the country, to make a dona- 
tion of the public land to certain corporations as an inducement 
to the promoters of such enterprises to carry them on; and I 
take it when Congress has given the public lands to a syndicate 
of gentlemen who have undertaken the construction of the rail- 
road, and have gone on and constructed it, that they received 
that grant upona legal and for a valuable consideration. 
The suggestion was made by the gentleman from Louisiana 
Mr. BOATNER] a few moments ago that all of these gentlemen 

ad become very rich out of the proceeds of these lands, and 
that they had used the lands for their own private interest and 
purposes: thatthesale of the lands had simply brought the money 

to their own i pankat rather than those of other parties. But 
I submit that that consideration does not touch the merits of 
the bill presented. If the lands were granted to these men as 
an inducement to go on-and construct the road, the lands be- 
long to them, and they had a perfectright, after they had com- 
plied with the conditions they undertook to perform, to put the 
proceeds of the sales into their own private pockets. 

If they have become wealthy in building these railroads they 
have done nothing more nor less than all men do who engage in 
enterprises of this kind. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that we 
lose sight of the point of this bill when we undertake to travel 
outside and to condemn the men who have built the railroads 
of this country. It is not my province, it is not my duty, nor 
have I any desire, to commend the management of railroad 
builders in the United States. 

It is enough for me to know that, animated by a zeal that is 
worthy of the best of causes, they have given us four or five 
transcontinental lines to the Pacific Ocean. They have estab- 
lished a dozen States that are represented on the floor of this 
House; have brought them within the pale of civilization; have 
dotted the hillsides all over them with the homes of happy, con- 
tented families; have brought to the aggregate wealth of this 
oni millions upon ons of dollars, and I think that these 
facts alone are enough to atone for the “criminality ” that my 
friend from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] charges them with. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr.Speaker, does the gentleman maintain 
that it was rightand proper for the incorporators of these roads 
to divert to their individual benefit the land grants which were 
given in aid of the construction of the roads? 

Mr. POWERS. Most S I do, Mr. Speaker. If the 
Government gave these lands to these railroad companies and 
when the gentleman says incorporators“ I suppose he means 
the companies 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes, the managers. 

Mr. POWERS. They gave these lands to them with the un- 
derstanding that they should go on and build these railroads. 
and the lands became their property: The lands were the qui 
pro quo given them for the building of the roads, and if the lands 
were their property, they had the right to sell the lands and put 
the proceeds in their pockets. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another consideration connected 
with this matter. The great railroads of this country that have 
reached the stage of completion have been compelled, most of 
them, to execute mortgages Spon their franchises, npon their 
properties, and I 1 it to be the fact, although I have not 
given special attention to the matter, that every great railroad 
corporation in this country that has been aided by the Govern- 
ment has mortgaged the lands to raise money to build the road. 

Now, a mortgage is just as sacred in the eye of the law as an 
out-and-out deed. The rights of these mortgagees are just as 
complete and perfect as the right of asettler to asection of land 
which he has 3 5 and upon which he has built his home - 
stead. So that when we consider the question of expediency in 
connection with this bill, we are bound to recognize the equi- 
table right of these security holders who have advanced their 
money by way of mortgage upon these lands, in order to enable 
the companies to carry out the purposes for which they were 
organized. 

Not only that, Mr. Speaker. There are a great number of 
people in this country who have taken the stock of these corpo- 
rations—widows, orphans, guardians, and trustees. People all 
over the country have invested their money in the stock of these 

rations, and they have done it upon the faith and upon the 
trust that these lands constitute a partof the assetsof the corpo- 
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rations, so that their: money has been advanced upon the strength 
of that security. Now, this bill proposes to throw a cloud over 
their title. It proposes to impair the validity of their obliga- 
tions against these companies by reducing 5 still 
lower in the scale of insolvency than they have reached. 
So that I think, upon the score of expediency, itis entirely clear 
that there is no present call for the passage of this bill. 

Now, upon the legal question, it is said that the Government 
has the right to confiscate these lands, because, forsooth, the rail- 
road corporations did not complete their work within the speci- 
fied time fixed in their charters. In other words, if they were 
twenty-four hours behind the time in the completion of a rail- 
road, 15 is plain that we should declare a forfeiture of their land 
grants. Is there any sense or propriety or decency in such & 
proposition? Itseems to me not. Ido not know what the lan- 
guago of the various grantsis. There are a great many grants, 

suppose. 

Th bill not only reaches grants given to the roads that run 
across the continent, but I see by the map that was exhibited 
here yesterday that it covers Louisiana, Alabama, and a great 
many other States. I believe pretty much the whole of the 
States of Iowa and Minnesota are embraced within the sweep- 
ing provisions of this bill. I do not know, and I do not under- 
take, therefore, to argue what the provisions in the grants to 
these various railroad corporations were; but I haye before me 
a copy of the act granting the charter to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, and I undertake to say that there is noright 
whatever Seles | to the Government to declare a forfeiture in 
that case. 

Section 3 of the act of 1864 which chartered this company and 
made this land grant provides: 

That there be and hereby is granted to the Northern Pacific Raih oad 
Company, 

* . Q = 2 — * 
every alternate section of public lands. 


The conditions upon which that grant are made are specified 
in sections 8 and 9 of that act. Section 8 is: 


That each and Miho! grant, right, and privilege herein are so made and 
given to and acce by said Northern Pacific Railroad Company upon and 
subject to the following conditions, namely: That the said company shall 
commence the work on said road within two years from the approval of this 
act by the President, and shall complete not less than 5) miles pee year after 
the second year, and shall construct, equip, furnish, and complete the whole 
road by the 4th day of July, A. D. 1876. 

SEC. b. That the United States make the several conditioned grants herein, 
and that thesaid Northern Pacific Railroad Company accept the same, upon 
the further condition that if the said company make any breach of the con- 
ditions hereof and allow the same to continue for upwards of one year, then, 
in such case, at any time hereafter, the United States, by its Congress, may 
do any and all actsand things which may beneedful and necessary to insure 
a speedy completion of the said road. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the only penalty named in the act grant- 
ing aid to the Northern Pacific Railroad if it failed to complete 
its road within the stipulated time is found in the concluding 
words of section 9: 

The United States, by its Congress, may do any and all acts and things 
3 be needful and necessary to insure a speedy completion of the 
8 . 

Nota word or syllable can be found anywhere in the act that 
looks to a forfeiture of the land grant. 

It is a matter of common knowledge to laymen as well as law- 

ers that penal clauses in statutes are to be strictly construed. 

othing can be added to or taken from the consequences speci- 
fied, which are to follow wrongful acts or omissions of duty. If 
the penal clause names the consequence which is to follow, that 
and that alone is the only punishment available tothe complain- 
ing party. In this case the right of the Government to inter- 
vene—to turn off the Northern Pacific Company, and proceed 
itself in any necessary way to complete the road is the ore sin- 
gle and only possible result of the failure of the Northern Pa- 
cific Company to discharge the duty imposed upon it by the act. 

If the Government had intended that a forfeiture of its land 
grant should follow a default in this behalf, it should have so 
ordained. It did not so ordain, therefore it can not now ordain 
it in this ex post facto legislation. 

It may be agreed that under the wording of this penal clause 
in section 9 the Government might, if it deemed itnecessary to 
the completion of the road, annul the land grant and turn it 
over to other parties who would complete the road. Such a 
zontention I concede would be B and I do not now stop 
to say that it would be illogical. 

But a close inspection of this language insection 9 shows that 
the only right reserved under it to the Government is to do those 
things necessary to insure the speedy completion of theroad. It 
is nota right to punish the company and leave the building of 
the road unprovided for, It is a right, and a right only, to 
adopt means to a particular and clearly specified end; namely, 
to complete an unfinished work. It follows then ifthe Govern- 
ment does not avail itself of this right—if it does not intervene 


XXVI——460 


while the work is uncompleted—does not enforce its reserved 
right to finish the work either by itself or by other agencies 
under its direction or by its authority, and suffers the company 
to go along after the law-day and complete the work, it has lost 
all benefit of this reservation of authority under section 9, and 
there is no default left upon which the penal language of the 
statute can operate. 

Iam abundantly justified, then, in repeating what I said at 
the outset, that so far as the Northern Pacific road is concerned 
there is no power now existing in Congress to declare a forfeit- 
ure of its land grant; and, this being so, am justifiedin replying 
as I did a moment since to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
pare that it was entirely proper for this company to do 
what it pleased with the proceeds of the sales of these lands. 
The lands were donated to the company so that the company 
would have assets upon which money could be raised to build 
the road, and now that we have the road—have the very thing 
we bargained for—it looks like child’s play to be scolding be- 
cause we made a bad bargain and somebody else made a good 
one, 

But, Mr. Speaker, both parties, as I have pointed out, madea 
good bargain. On our part we have changed the colors of the 
northwestcorner of our territorial map—have brought new States 
into the family, and have multiplied the fabulous millions of our 
national wealth many fold. 

But, sir, there are humane considerations involved in this 
legislation that ought to condemn it in the eyes of all honest 
men. The bill at one blow confiscates all land granted to this 
company which happens to bə located upon any section of the 
N which was not completed within the time specified in 

e act. 

Many thousands of settlers are now living on these lands— 
have opened up farms, built homes, and set op their household 
gods in the honest belief that they have good titles to their posses- 
sions. You propose to turn these people off; to say to them itis 
true you have bought and paid for your homes in good faith; 
you have spent years of toil in developing your farms; qe have 
taxed yourselves to build schoolhouses to give your children an 
education; you have built churches and court-houses, and have 
done everything and all things necessary and proper to be done 
to establish those houses and those communities of Christian 
homes that reflect more moral grandeur upon American civili- 
zation than all other agencies combined, nevertheless we are 
called upon to demand the forfeiture of all unearned grants of 
the public domain, and hence 55 must go. We are in the work 
of destroying the industries of the people, and it is but just that 
we supplement that work by destroying their homes. 

O tempora! O mores! 5 

The lands within reach of this confiscation are in area as large, 
or nearly so, as the six New England States. No confiscation 
in history compares with this either in vastness or in wicked- 
ness, or in inexcusableness. A part of the lands of Ireland has 
been confiscated four times, yet the sickening history of these 
confiscations has no chapters so revolting, so anarchical, so 
communistic as this. Cromwell boasted that he stole the 
lands in Ireland for the glory of God, but this steal does not 
have the poor justification even of a religious enthusiasm to 
excuse it. $ 

I have thus far considered this bill as it is related to the 
Northern Pacific road, but it applies generally to all roads that 
have received land-grantaid. Many States West and South are 
affected by the provisions of the bill. Iam notconversant with 
the language of the acts granting lands to these various roads, 
but gather from the debate that in some of them at least a 
clause expressly declaring a forfeiture of granted lands is incor- 
porated in the act 3 the donation. ` 

So far as those roads which have never been built, if any there 
be, are concerned there can be no objection to the proposed for- 
feiture; but in cases where the substantial end in view, namely, 
the building of a new outlet for the people, has been accom- 
plished, there seems to be little propriety in persisting in the 
enforcement of a technical breach of a condition that has been 
acquiesced in for many years. And I suggest to the friends of 
this measure that they will encounter some legal obstacles in 
their raid that prudence would dictate as suitable matter for 
proyortul consideration. Merely declaring aforfeiture of a grani 

y legislative act does not make nor unmake title. Something 
more is requisite. Thecourtsare open to the parties interested, 
and the justice as well as the legality of your action is subject to 
their review. 

Now, as I remember the rule, time is never the essence of a 
contract unless it be so expressly stipulated. Courtsare hostile 
to forfeitures, and courts of equity will always relieve against 
them by granting time for redemption or other equitable relief 
appropriate to the case. That these grants are contracts is too 
Glaae, at this late day, to be questioned, and that you are stand- 
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ing upon the ground that you can declare a forfeiture because 
time is the essence of your contract is equally clear. 

The provision in these grants that the aided roads should be 
completed by a day certain or the lands should be forfeited 
merely presents the common case of a grant upon a condition- 
subsequent, the breach of which by the rigorous rales of the 
common law, gives the right of forfeiture, but this right is 
always one which courts of equity will restrain and relieve 

t, unless the parties have stipulated that performance on 

e nar named is the essential right bargained for. 

The T Bad soe of the grant was a public one; it was to 
open up to settlement territory then unreclaimed from nature. 

he Government, 3 the people, made these dona- 
tions to accomplish this publicend. The great work of build- 
ang & transcontinental railroad might or might not be accom- 
plished in a given time. Vast sums of money, aside from that 
realized from the sale of public lands donated, were required. 
Money markets are fickle. Unexpected engineering difficulties 
are encountered. Hostile Indians dispute the advance of civi- 
lization, and a thousand other impediments delay the work. 

All these things throw light upon the reason for and the ex- 
pectations of both in the conditions of their con- 
tract, and add to this the controlling fact that the roads have 
been built, the great end of their construction accomplished, 
the long time that has elapsed since their completion, the long- 
continued waiver of your right to declare a forfeiture, and your 
acquiescence for many years in the mode of performance, not, 
itis true, according to the letter, but exactly, itis true, accord- 
ing to the spirit of your stipulations, it is easy to see that your 
standing in court will not be an enviable one to yourselves, and 
will be odious in the eyes of all fair-minded people. 

3 pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
ex * 

r. BLACK of Georgia. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the gen- 
tleman ask? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Ten minutes. 

Mr. MCRAE. Isuggest that the time come out of the time 
allowed for the five-minute debate. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Geor 
asks that the general debate be extended ten minutes longer, as 
the Chair understands, the time to be given to the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. POWERS]. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I ask that the general debate 
may be extended fifteen minutes. Iam more interested in this 
question, probably, than any other man on the floor, and I have 
only got four minutes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent that the general debate be extended fifteen minutes, the 

ntleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] to have ten minutes. 

s there objection? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will that be taken from the time allowed 
in which to offer amendments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. 
the request? 

Mr. CANNON of California. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The time 
of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Washington [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. POWERS. I ask leave to extend my remarksin the REC- 


ORD. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may now have five or ten minutes outof the five-min- 
ute debate in which to complete his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has just submitted 
that ae 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No; this is only to anticipate the 
five-minute debate, when the gentleman can get the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
pe CANNON] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from 

ermont . POWERS] may have ten minutes now of the time 
set apart for the five-minute debate. Is there objection? 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Iwanttoask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] to amend that by asking that time for the five- 
minute debate be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am content to do that. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to modify his request by 
— that the time for the ſl ve · minute debate be extended five 

utes. 

Mr. MCRAE. I the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POW- 
ERS} may have 9 he desires, but I will not consent to 


Is there objection to 


have the hour when the final vote is to be taken on this bill 
postponed. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. MCRAE] objects. = 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not object to granting time to the gentle- 
man from Vermont. I want him to have the time. But I ob- 
ject to postponing the vote on this bill. 

The SP. pro tempore. The Chair can only submit the 
request. The gentleman from Vermont asks unanimous con- 
12 W e- 5 in the RECORD. 

se 3 © request preferred by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has not been submitted, that the gentle- 
man be allowed ten minutes out of the time to be allowed for the 
five-minute debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
55 5 CAN NON] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from 

ermont [Mr. POWERS] be permitted to use ten minutes of the 
time set apart for debate under the five-minute rule. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. How much time is there for offering 
amendments? 

TheSPEAKERprotempore. One hour has beenallowed for de- 
bate under the five-minute rule, hen amendments may be offered. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The time is limited, then? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is limited to one hour under 
the special order. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Unless I am allowed to offer an amend- 
ment, which I A as very important, and unless that under- 
standing is had, I shall object. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair can only submit the 
request, which is that the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
POWERS] be allowed to use ten minutes out of the time set 
apart for the five-minute debate. Is there objection? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Lobject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont 
Mr. POWERS] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks 

the RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, the State which I 
have the honor to represent in part is probably more interested 
in any forfeiture bill that may pass Congress than any particu- 
lar State in the United States; and it is regrettable, therefore, 
that I am limited in the observations that wish to make to a 
mere five minutes. I wish to use those five minutes more in the 
way of inguiry as to the effect, if this bill should become law, 
on certain constituents and settlersof mine rather than in argu- 
ing any legal question, which has been so ably argued by the 
gentleman from Vermont and other gentlemen upon this floor. 

Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as my venerable and learned friend 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has referred to the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad corporation, and seemed to infer that every man 
who lifts his voice here upon the facts is in some manner or in 
some way connected with that railroad, I want to say that I 
am in no manner or in no way, directly or indirectly, remotely 
or contingently, under any obligation to that company for my 
seat upon this floor. 

I have had some experience with the public domain. I have 
some knowledge of that branch of the service. I have seen my 
country grow up when I had connection with the land office; 
and at all times and under all circumstances, whenever the 
opportunity was afforded me, I have been anxious to render 
service to the settlers who are developing the public domain. 
But the question arises in the city of Spokane, a city of 30,000, 
— of which is built upon an odd section of the Northern 

acific Railroad Company's land. They have parted with the 
title for a mere minor consideration, and the land is to-day 
worth, in all human probability, in round numbers, $10,000,000. 

What is to become of this 320 acres if this bill s? What 
title will the people get to the land on which they have their 
business property, their.residences, and their hotels? What 
title can they get to the other 320 acres.of land? How is it to 
be brought about? 

The city of Tacoma is likewise situated. And all the way 
along the line, wherever cities or towns are built, they have 
been built largely through the ee ae of the corpora- 
tion on odd sections of the Northern Pacific road Company's 
land. Who is to indemnify these people? 

Now, again, it is a matter of fact that the railroad company, 
when they sold an odd section, they sold it upon a contract. 
That contract extended wre a series = years, 5 was maoo 
partial payments; some of it running three, some five, some nine 
years, a6 recent. How are the settlers who have paid that 
amount to be reimbursed for the tial payments they have 
already made upon those lands? at I would like to know. 
The railroad company is bankrupt. It can not pay a dollar. 
How are these people to be reimbursed for this expenditure of 
money that they have been making for the past ten years on 
these lands? 
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All the way along the line through ey country that tion 
is at stake. Gentlemen say Congress doit. y, Congress 
will do nothing of the kind. In the Fifty-first Congress we 
brought in a bill here and forfeited land in my State. I voted 
for that measure, because the railroad company had not built 
the line down the Columbia River, but you, and you, and you 
have charged, by the enactment of a law upon the statute books, 
the settlers in that 40 miles $2.50 an acre, because there was 
to have been a railroad built there. You have forfeited the 
land. You have not given the settlers any railroad, and have 
defeated bill after in this Congress to reimburse the setilers 
for the robbery you have made of their monnya 3 

That is the fact aboutit. We may as well be plain about the 
facts. Now, I do not believe. Mr. Speaker, and this is the truth, 
that until yesterday any man upon this floor with whom I con- 
versed had ever read the grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company. Men have introduced bills and made arguments in 
this House, and yet they have never taken occasion to exam- 
ine the act of 1864. Now, if you take and read that act, I do not 
think there is a single acre of land forfeitable. I wish it 


was 80. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

ir. WILSON of Washington. Well, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. REED. Thisis nota question of sufficient importance 
to be debated. They do not allow it to be debated. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say 
that my people are interested in this question probably more 
than any other, and I want to get some answer to these proposi- 


tions. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


utes of his time remaining. : 
Mr. MCRAE. I only yielded twenty-three minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana and twenty minutes to the other gen- 


eman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair was out at the no, 5 informs the Chair that 
the tleman has only fifteen utes remaining. 

Ms. Meta E. Mr. Speaker, I want tobriefly notice some of the 
points that have been urged against this bill. In regard to the 
protection to cities, towns, and villages, I will say that it was not 
thought necessary when the actof September 29, 1890, was passed 
tomake any such exception, because it was supposed that no one 
within the limitof any city, town, or village owned exceeding 320 
acres; and if not necesgary then it is not now, because the title in 
the presentclaimantsare confirmed by thisact to that extent; but 
to remove any doubt upon that point, I have already prepared, 
and will at the proper time offer, an amendment excepting 
cities, towns, and villages from the forfeiture provided for by 
this act. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] made his argument un- 
der the erroneous assumption that the land grants to the State 
of Towa are forfeited by this bill. Not an acre of land granted 
to that State is affected by this proposed legislation. The re- 
port upon the bill furnishes a list of the roads, giving the mile- 
age and area of each by States, and it shows that there are no 
lands forfeited in the State of Iowa. There is no contention on 
the part of the committee that we could, if so disposed, forfeit 
the land of any road completed in time, and the roads in Iowa 
were, I think, all built within the time fixed bylaw. But to re- 
move all question about that, I will moveanamendment that will 
in express terms give such roads the full benefit of the exten- 
sions granted them by acts and resolutions after the passage of 
the granting acts. À 

The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] hassaid that the 
rights of settlers are not protected by this bill, The gentleman 
either does not know the effect of the act of 1890 or he pre- 
sumes very much upon the lack of ability in this House to un- 
derstand a plain proposition. The second section of that act 
secures to all actual settlers six months from the date of its 
passage the preference right to enter under the homestead law, 
and if that right has been previously exhausted it is in express 
terms revived so as to save the home of every settler upon the 
land claiming under the homestead law, and credits with 
the time of actual settlement. 

The third section of that act deals with the purchasers from 
the railroad or its assignees who are in ion and protects 
them to not exceeding 320 acres by giving them the right to 
purchase at $1.25 per acre, and allows credit for what has been 
paid to the road when it is less thanthatsum, andif it ismore 
than $1.25 per acre then nothing more is required to be paid. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question in that connection? 


oa MCRAE. I have only a moment, but will yield for a ques- 
nf 

Mr. LACEY. Does not the bill as offered by the committee 
cut off absolutely every one who has bought lands since 1888 and 
who has taken ion since 1890? 

Mr. MCRAE. It does not if he is an actual settler and will re- 
side uponit. The third section of the bill would not apply to 
such cases, but if there are any such bona fide settlers in pos- 
session an amendment that would protect them can be adopted, 
and I will make no objection toit. The second section of the 
act which is made applicable to this bill operates from date, and 
this bill expressly provides that the time shall be computed 
from the date of thisamendatory act. The gentleman from Jowa 
[Mr. Lacey] has undertaken to make the House believe that if 
this bill is passed the railroad companies must be paid large 
sums of money for the transportation of mails, troops,etc. There 
is nothing in the grants to these companies that sustains that 
position, and there is no foundation for any such claims. 

The grants to the railroads expressly stipulate that the mail 
shall be over the roads under the discretion of the 
Post-Office Department at such price as Congress may by law 
direct; and as a matter of fact the existing law on this subject 
as contained in section 4001 of the Revised Statutes was not 
passed I believe, until March 3, 1873, after all of the grants had 
been made, and after the most of the railroads were in default 
and subject toforfeiture. Congress has therefore reserved, and 
the roads have agreed that it may exercise, the right of regu- 
lating the com m for such services rendered by them. 
So we see that the gentleman who has suggested that contract- 
ual relations would be disturbed certainly does not understand 
the law upon this point. ‘ 

I think that the Department has uniformly held that compa- 
nies whose railroad was constructed in whole or in part by a 
land grant made by Congress, on condition thatthe mails should 
be transported over the road at such Aree as Congress should 
fix, must carry the mail along the whole line of constructed road, 
or at least to the line of the State to which the grant was made. 
In short, if the companies have accepted and used any part of 
the grant they can be required by Congress to carry the mails 
at such price as it may fix. Congress, in the exercise of its 

wer, has required certain reductions and may extend them if 

t thinks proper. The roads, however, have been well paid for 
such transportation and there is no danger of any refund to them 
if this bill becomes a law. 

It has been said that some of these lands are patented, and 
that by a measure of this kind we should not and can not disturb 
them. The weakness of that argument has been clearly shown 
by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] and the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. COBB], and all I desire to say in ad- 
dition is that the grants themselves carry the title, and the 
patents are only the evidence of it. A patent based on a void or 
forfeited grant is of no value. The purchasers took with notice 
of the conditions expressed in the grants, and could purchase no 
title not granted to the railroads. If, however, we are to be in- 
fluenced by such appeals, then we invite you to consider the 
claims of those settlers who, with patents in their possession, 
have been and are being ejected by the railroads or their as- 
signees. Thousands of honest settlers, with the patents of the 
United States in their pockets or in their trunks, have been 
turned out of their homes because the patents were in conflict 
with prior grants. Gentlemen are very anxious to respect the 
patents of railroads, but manifest no concern for them when in 
conflict with the railroad title. 

Mr. Speaker, I deny that this bill will cloud the title of the 
actual settler, or that it will disturb any of the rights of the 
bona fide purchasers who want the land for a home. It is a bill 
to save the homes of thousands of settlers along the lines of 
these roads who for five, ten, twenty, or twenty-five years have 
paid tribute to the railroad com in the, way of interest, 
rent, and high prices for lands that of right they should have 
had for nothing. 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman will allow me to say that the 
state of affairs to which he refers in Iowa was brought about by 
just the kind of legislation which he is now trying to enact—by 
conflicting acts of Congress. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman, I think, is mistaken. It was 
brought about by a grant to the Des Moines River Company. 
In the construction of that grant the courts held that the title 
passed with the grant, and that it was superior to subsequent 
patents to settlers, notwithstanding the fact that the settlers 
were invited by the Department to enter and settle upon the 
land. I have mentioned this to show that it is the grant and 
not the patent that controls the title. There are many such 
cases involved in these railroad grants unless they are forfeited 
and the settlers protected, as is now proposed. Some of the set- 
tlersalong the lines of these railroads have for years been agree- 
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ing to pay enormous prices for lands they ought to have for noth- 
ing. They have been required to pay two, three, and four times 
the maximum Government price for the lands in rents, interest, 
and partial payments, and yet have no title. 

After years of toil they must now surrender their homes, and 
turn over their improvements to some speculative assignee of 
the railroad comp.nies and abandon possession. By this bill 
we say to that class of settlers, who are likely to become home- 
less, and to others who are already homeless, that 11 850 can re- 
tain their homes if they have them or acquire them if they have 
none, for a nominal price, and if what they have paid the com- 
pany is equal to the minimum Government price for land they 
shall not be required to pay anything to the Government, 

The gentlemen upon the other side of the Chamber who haye 
assumed to speak for the settlers have not presented any pe- 
titions from them, and I deny that they reflect the wishes of 
the settlers. I have petitions from settlers’ leagues, and let- 
ters from settlers in many States, asking and begging Congress 
to pass this bill and save them from the greed of these corpora- 
tions. It is in behalf of these people and in response to these pe- 


titions that lamasking the House to pass this bill, and the fand 


and taunts of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] and 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] about demagogy will not 
deter me in the least. 

Since the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Schu- 
lenberg vs. Harriman (21 Wallace, 44) was rendered, in October 
1874, announcing the doctrine that there must be some legisla- 
tive assertion of ownership of the lands for breach of the condi- 
tion, from that day to this the defaulting railroad companies 
have by every per iamentary method known resisted such ac- 
tion, and they have been strong enough in this or the other 
Chamber to prevent such a forfeiture. It has been as is still 
their purpose to prevent a resumption of the forfeited estate. 

The courts say that the legal title remains in the railroads 
until Congress acts; but they have not decided that Congress 
can not resume that title for a failure to buildin time. The 
question now is, Will Congress do its duty? The gentlemen 
who insist that the courts will decide that Congress can not for- 
feit the lands opposite constructed road show a lack of confi- 
dence in their position when they vote against this bill, If they 
believe the law to be as they state it, they should not be afraid 
to permit this question to go into the courts; and they must 
know that it can never go to the courts until Congress acts. If 
they want it settled—if the railroad companies have confidence 
in their title and believe that it is good—then there should be 
no objection to the passage of this bill, and thus carry the mat- 
ter to the courts to be finally determined. The settlers will 
abide by the decisions of the courts, whether for or against 
them; but they will not be satisfied until there is a forfeiture 
that will give them access to the courts. 

Many of our best lawyers believe that if Congress makes an af- 
firmative declaration of forfeiture,such as we propose now, that 
the courts will not nullify it. The people have a right to have 
the judgment of the courts upon this question and there can be 
no settlement of it until that is given them. The able argu- 
ment made by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers], for 
whose ability as a lawyer I have great respect, would, if sound, 
defeat the forfeiture declared by the act of September 29, 1890, 
but no one has ever questioned the power and right of Congress 
to pass that law. It has been asserted by those who oppose 
this bill that the Government is bound by the ordinary doctrine 
of estoppel. 

I deny that such is the law. No such rule is applicable to any 
sovereignty like the United States Government. Here is a de- 
cision of the Supreme Court in 93 United States Reports, 0 
486, on this subject to which my friend from Georgia IMr. 
BLACK] now calls my attention. 

In this case the court, speaking through Justico Swayne, 
quoted approvingly the following language: 

In arepresentative government, where the people do notand can not act in 
a body, where their pore is delegated to others, and must of necessity be 


exercised by them, if exercised at all, the reason for applying these princi- 
ples is equally cogent. 


This doctrine is supported by an unbroken line of decisions 
and rests upon principles of sound public policy that should not be 
ignored. ‘The individual has his own free volition at all times 
and can act any moment he feels inclined. Buta Government 
like that of the United States, composed of different branches 
operating only at intervals under rules which make it difficult 
to act at all, and being subject to all the delays and forms and 
contentions of all stages of legislation, can not get out of what is 
often a condition of positive helplessness for long periods of time. 

To illustrate the value of this principle it is only necessary to 
refer to the fact that in rey Congress, with one exception, for 
twelve years past, bills similar to this have been passed by the 
House, bus have failed of consideration or passage in some way 
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py the Senate or in conference. If unable to protect themselves 
by being above laches, the United States are exposed to any big 
swindle that can manage to get a conditional grant or favor from 
the Government. From all that embarrassment the private in- 
dividual is free, and it is right to hold him by estoppel, but not 
right to so hold a whole people, whose cumbrous and compli- 
cated machinery for legislative action renders them rich game 
for the rich and grasping corporations, with their intriguing 
officers and attorneys. 

It is almost impossible to suggest an equity against a forfeit- 
ure in behalf of these delinquent railr corporations. Some 
of the grants were made nearly forty years ago. Thirty years 
have elaped since the actual forfeiture of the grants occurred, 
and yet within the past few years portions of oak roads have 
been constructed and, in some instances, completed, butscarcely 
any of the pranta have been closed and finally adjusted. The 
neglect and failure of the land grant corporations to comply 
with the terms of their grans has been so open and notorious 
in my judgment, that as between the Government and them no 
injustice would be done if the entire grants were forfeited. 

The bill leaves the rights of the purchasers and settlers as 
fixed and defined in the act of September 29, 1890, and will ex- 
tend the same protection to purchasers and settlers on the lands 
forfeited by it if it should pass. It does not interfere with any 
special settlement provided for in that act. If then, sir, the 
companies did not comply with the conditions of their grants, if 
the title tothe lands has not passed irrevocably to the compa- 
nies, if Congress has the legal right to reclaim them for the 
people, I insist that it should do so. 

o innocent settler on any of these lands, no innocent pur- 
chaser of any of them unless a speculator, is pas in peril by this 
bill. It isa plain, naked question between the original parties 
to the transaction—the Government which made and the cor- 
porations whick accepted the grants. No other person and no 
other interest is involved, and gentlemen must say by their 
ee whether they will stand by the people or the corpora- 

ons. 

The House of Representatives has for fifteen years been try- 
iug to do what we propose to do by this bill, and what I hope 
the Senate will promptly concur in. As my good friend from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has said, the Democratic party is com- 
mitted as firmly as it can be to the forfeiture of these land grants, 
both by action in the House of Representatives in the past and 
by its platform pledges. The people expect us to redeem these 
promises. I hope that no Democrat who has regard for these 
party pledges, who has regard for the interest of the homeless 
people whose rights are involved, who has regard for the inter- 
est of those purchasers who have been oppressed by these rail- 
road corporations and land ie penn will hesitate for one mo- 
ment to vote for this bill. [Loud applause.] 

The SPEAKER 11 tempore. The time for general debate is 
exhausted. The bill will now be read by sections for amend- 
ment under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That section 1 of an act to forfeit certain lands hereto. 
fore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes, approved September 29, 1890, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

SEC. 1. That there is hereby forfeited tothe United States, and the United 
States hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands Spode web taba . to any 
State or to any corporation to aid in theconstruction ofa ‘oad opposite 
to and coterminous with tha portion of any such railroad not constructed 
and completed within the time s fied in the act 3 the grant for the 
construction and 1 of the whole of such railroad for the aid or ben- 
efit of which such lands were granted; and all ‘such lands are declared to be 
apart of the public domain: Provided, That this act shall not be construed 
ed forfeiting the right of way or station grounds of any company hereto- 

‘ore granted. 


Mr. MCRAE. I move to amend the section just read by in- 
serting after the word grant,“ in line 14, the words “or 
within the time specified in any subsequent acts or resolutions 
extending the time.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, this 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to offer an amendment to that 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will send up his 
amendment. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. It is at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro 15 1 The gentleman from Arkansas 
is entitled to the floor if he desires to speak upon his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MCRAE. Iwill hear the amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE]. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to offer my amendment—not 
merely to have itread. There is but little time left, and I de 


not want to consume time unnecessarily. 
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Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman understands that I want to have 
the amendments of the committee disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
has offered the amendment just read, and is entitled to debate 
it if he so desires. 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not want to debate it; but I had an idea of 
moving the previous question on it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can move the 
previous question. 

Mr. MCRAE. I will do so. f 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendment was agreed to. = 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I propose the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 1, after the word provided,“ in line 19, the words or 
lands included ın any city, town, or vi e site.” 

Mr. WEADOCK. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Add to the amendment just adopted: ‘‘Nor as forfeiting lands granted to 
any State or corporation for the construction of any railway where such 
State or corporation had so far constructed said railway within the time 
specified in the granting act or acts as to earn all the lands available under 
such grantor grants.” 

Mr. WEADOCK, Mr. Speaker, this is presented to meet the 
following facts: 

Under the conditions of the act of June 3, 1856, and the act of 
July 3, 1866, which acts make the grant, the time within which 
construction was to be completed was limited to June 3, 1873. 

The road was constructed to Gaylord, in township 31 north. 
All of the available lands were earned and patents issued for 
the same on or before May 8, 1873. 

The first patent issued bears date May 4, 1869, and the lastone 
May 8, 1873. 

These atents convey to the J. L. & S. Co. every acre of land 
5 within the krant that was available for the purpose. 

The road was completed to Gaylord in sections of 10 miles 
each, each section certified by the governor as being properly 
constructed, and patents issued for the same currently, all in ex- 
act conformity to the conditions of the grant. 

Most of the lands have been sold to farmers who now occupy 
them. Farms have been cleared, children born and reared to 
maturity on these lands. 

All lands remaining unsold have been mortgaged and the pro: 
ceeds used in constructing the north end of the road through an 
absolute wilderness, where not an acre of the grant was avail- 
able. 

The sales to the farmers and the mortgage rest for their title 
upon the patents of the United States, which were given more 
than twenty-one years ago. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted. . 
Mr. Mek AE. I have no objection to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. MCRAE as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr, LACEY. Iwish to offer an amendment to the second 
section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has not yet been read, and 
the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Montana [Mr. 
HARTMAN] to offer an amendment to the first section of the bill. 

Mr. HARTMAN. ILoffer the amendment I send to the desk 
to be added to the first section, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After section 1 insert: 

“ Provided, That in allcases where any lands have been sold to bona fide 
purchasers for value, the title of such lands shall not be affected or im- 
paired by the provisions of this act; but the titles to all such lands are hereby 
confirmed in the holders thereof, anything herein contained to the con- 
trary notwithstanding.” 

Mr. HARTMAN. I hops the gentleman from Arkansas, the 
chairman ofthe Committee on the Public Lands, will accept that 
amendment. 

Mr. MCRAE. I can not accept it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. hy? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Well, my purpose in offering the amend- 
ment is simply this: Ido not know whether this bill is to pass 
or not. II it is to pass, I hope it will pass with that provision 
incorporated, which will operate to pravon, throwing into end- 
less litigation thousands of people who were purchasers in good 
faith of the lands from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
which runs through our State. 

There are thousands of men all along the line of that road 
who have purchased lands from the company, who have placed 
upon them valuable improvements, expended years of labor in 
improving them, and spent a great deal of money. They have 
constructed irrigating ditches, which are expensive to con- 


struct; they have fenced them in, broken them, put buildings 
upon them, and in other ways have made for themselves, at a 
great expense of time and money, comfortable homes; and the 
result of the p 
that amendment, is simply to say that their title is unsettled; 
that the lands are to revert to the Government, and that they- 
may homestead 320 acres of land or obtain title from the Gov- 
ernment to that amount and no more. 

I know from my own personal knowledge a large number of 
men who have purchased 640 acres of land, others 1,200 acres, 
from the railroad company, on which they have expended vast 
sums of money, and what will they do in the event of this en- 
actment, or where are they to be reimbursed? Why, you say 
they have recourse to the Northern Pacific Railroad for the 
amount of money that they have paid in. 

That is all very true, Mr. Speaker. They have recourse on 
the railroad; but as a matter of fact that road is in the hands of 
a receiver to-day, and is a bankrupt corporation. What sort of 
an inducement; what sort of an encouragement; what sort of a 
consolation is it to a man to say, O, yes, you have the remedy, 
but when you get the judgment you can frame it and hang it up 
as an ornamenton the walls of your house if you have any left 
for you never can collectit.” Thatis corada y not what you de- 
sire. I know the chairman of the Committee on the Public 
Lands does not want to do that. I believe he is fair; he has at- 
tempted to be fair in all of the legislation proposed here, or 
nearly all; but certainly in this he has made a great mistake. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, admitting for the sake of argu- 
ment that the company was solvent and that you could collect 
from them, what does it mean? It meansthat the settlers must 
go into the courts; that end must employ lawyers and fight 
their cases. It is true that if I should speak for myself I would 
say let it go there, because I would get my share of the business 
in Montana and receive the fees; but is it right to charge on 
these men the responsibility of going into the courts to obtain 
the money that they have paid to the e eure for what they 
had reason to believe, from the action of the Government, the 
corporation had a right to sell, and which corporation is now in- 
solvent? Itseemstometo be avery importantamendment, and 
I sincerely hope that if the bill is to pass at all it will pass with 
the amendment. 

(Zens the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to have the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill give the reason, if he has any, why this 
amendment should not be adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Montana has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes 
to forfeit 36,000,000 acres of land which is now held by the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company. One of the conditions of 
the grant was that the railroad should be built within twelve 
years from the time (July 2, 1864) when the law was enacted. 

Section 8 of the act found in 13 Statutes at Large, page 365, 
reads as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That each and every grant, right, and privilege 
herein are so made and ren to and accepted by said Northern Pacific ~ 


road Company upon and subject to the following conditions, namely: That 


the said company shall commence the work on said road within two years 


from the soda of this act by the President, and shall complete not less 
than 50 miles per year after the second year, and shall construct, equip, 
furnish, and complete the whole road by July 4, A. D. 1876. 

On July 1, 1868, Congress granted an extension of one year 
for the completion of the road. : 

The argument in this House was that these immense grants 
of land to the corporation were justified because the grantees, 
as a condition of the grant, bound themselves to penetrate un- 
known regions with no inhabitants but Indians, and that for 
years they would have no passenger business, no freight traffic 
or other sources of revenue, and that therefore this imperial 
grant should be donated to compensate for the immense expen- 
diture incident to the construction of the road and the loss in 
its maintenance prior to the settlement of the country by white 
men. 

Mr. Speaker, what did the railroad do? They waited until 
their grant had expired. They waited until our brave pioneers 
went into that country, braved the Indians, braved the wild 
beasts, cultivated the barren plains, made the country valuable, 
gave business to the railroad, and then, when all the pur- 
poses had ceased to exist which justified this Government do- 
nating them 40,000,000 acres of land, this great corporation, re- 
lying upon a Republican Congress and a Republican Adminis- 


tration, went on and built the road, or rather partly built the 


road, and now have the audacity to come in and ask Congress to 
confirm that grant. 

Worse than that; the law specially excepted all lands contain- 

ing minerals, and with their astute lawyers they went into the 

i courts and obtained a decision limiting the exempted lands to 


e of this bill in its present form, and without- 


* 
those lands which were known to be mineral lands when the act 
was passed! Why, Mr. Speaker, on July 2, 1864, when the act 
was passed no living white man knew whether the lands were 
-mineral or not; and yet under this decision they have taken pos- 
session of the property—mineral lands andall—and have obtained 
the benefit of the minerals for the last fifteen years, and now the 
Supreme Court has reversed that decision, and I hold in my 
hands the recent decision. saying that these lands belong to the 
Government of the United States and to the people. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman from Alabama has referred 
to the grant made by a Republican Administration. Lwouldask 
him if he thinks it any worse than fora Democratic Administra- 
tion, within ninety days past, to patent millions of acres of land of 
the same class to these corporations? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No. Nothing is right that 
does a wrong to the people, and I donot believe that Demo- 
cratic Administration ever did anything like what is indicated 
‘by the question of the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What, you do not believe it? 
Why, vou do not want to put yourself on record on that state- 
ment, 


Mr. WHEELER ‘of Alabama. No, sir: I do not believe it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

I am glad to learn from the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] what I had not known before, that the pioneers went 
out on the Western frontiers and ‘braved the Indians, and 
‘fought with the wild beasts“ of Ephesus and subdued the coun- 

„und then the railvonds came. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That is the truth. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The statement has always seemed tome 


to smack of demagogy as much so as any remark I have ever 
heard on the floor of House. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is u f no matter how boc 
on tht 


entleman regards it. Bverything is og. 
Republican side of the House which seeks to defend t 
ests of the = le. 3 and 3 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Everybody who knows anything about 
it knows that until the Northern Railroad was ‘actually 
built there was no considerable number of settlers in all that re- 
gionofcountry. [knowsomething about what Lam talking of 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And 80 do J. 


inter- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio is en- 
titled to fe floor, and u with his consent he can not be in- 
terrupted. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Theelfervescence of the gentleman from 
Alabama does not alter the fact. 

Everybody knows that but for the construction of these roads 
over thateountry there would have been no settlement to-day. 
Lam notadvocýting the passage of the bill, nor am I ‘trying to 


com its defeat; but w. ‘an argument like that is made on 
the floor of Congress, I think it is time that someone should 
make a protest. 


It was because of the building of those railroads, and every- 
body-knows it, that the grand population of the best blood of 
this country went out across the plains and subdued that coun- 
try and built houses and churches and schoolhouses, and made 
that country blossom like the rose. They did it because there 
were railroads there, and they did it beeause it was impossible 
to have done it under any other circumstances than that; and 
to say that they went there and made these improvements, and 
that then the railroads came out there, is certainly a misrepre- 
sentation of history. : 

Mr, STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, it sedms to me 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. The Chair desires to state that 
debate-on the gouty. beige wad isexhausted. Does the gen- 
tleman from Ohio withdraw his pro forma amendment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Can Loffer my amendment now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would not be in order now. 

. Then I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. STOCKDALE] ts recognized. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that the 
United States Government ought to be fairly honest. 

This bill that is before the House admits that some of the 
people who have purchased from the railroads have good titles, 
and that they shall be preserved in those titles if they do not 
own too much land. In other words, if a man owns 320 acres of 

land he will be protected in his bona fide title. If he owns more, 
his title is to be forfeited. Now, if the bill was as proposed in 
the amendment that I wanted to offer, to send the question to 
the courts, to forfeit by a proceeding in the courts all lands 
that had not been properly earned by these roads under the 
ranting acts and the acts amendatory thereof, I should much 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. ~ 


JULY 11, 


prefer it. Treported a bill of that sort when I was a member 
of the Public Lands Committee, and it passed the House and 
became a law, in reference to land grants in Oregon. 

Let us reflect upon what we are about todo. We can not 
afford todo a bad thing to accomplish a good one. If people 
are the honest owners, bona fide purchasers of lands from some 
of these railroad companies and own them, and have improved 
them, Congress ought not to wipe out their titles, and then say 
to them go into the courts and reéstablish them. 

To my mind thatis not the pr thing to do, tosay to a 
man who owns his land, and probably owns nothing else: We 
will wipe out your title because we have the power, and then 
you can go into the courts and undo what the Congress of the 

nited States has done.” x 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman suppose that Congress 
can by an act of Congress wipe out a title? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BOATNER] has said to-day that it can, and will, as I understood 
him. I think it can not. [ think it ought not if it could, and 
send à poor man to the courts to defend his title because a cloud 
has been put upon it. 

Mr. BOA II the gentleman will permit me, I will say 
‘that he has misquoted me. Tsaid nothing of the kind. I dis- 
tinctly said—if the gentleman willallow me just.amoment—that 
if any man held a title which was legal, if a com under the 
terms of its grant had the right to sell, that neither this bill nor 
any other bill that could pass would reach the title. 
a e ee er Mr. 8 there are lands in this 

unity” were patented ‘to the railroad companies or to the 
States for work done und roads built after the time limited in 
the granting act had expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Task that the gentleman have five 
minutes more. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to strike out the last word. 
2 pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
`] is 5 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. , inasmuch as I have been 
9 Lask leave to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks inthe REC- 
ORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. $ 

Mr. STOCKDA I desire to say that in some instances 
lands have been purchased in good faith for a valuable consid- 
eration 11. citizens, and the Government has issued patents to 
them. They have gone on and made valuable improvements 
upon them and put them in cultivation while holding these 

tents or titles under them. Such ‘titles should not be for- 

eited without notice to the owners. It is contended that these 
people should have known that these lands were liable to forfeit 
and that was equal to notice. 

But the Government went on and issued the ts; and Con- 
gress, of course, knew that was being done. It is also said that 
the object is to let the courts of the country ‘try the validity of 
these titles. To that I have no objections, but think it would be 
fairer to require the Government to institute the suits and give 
the owner notice and a day in court to defend his title than to 
first forfeit it by legislative act, and require the owner to bring 
suit against the Government to reéstab the title. The same 
object will be accomplished and 8 avoided, 

The Congress passed such a law to forfeit the Bh —— in the 
State of Oregon. I made the report for the committee, the bill 
rake gar in the Senate. I vote for this bill, believing 
sr 1 ill be so 1 = the Senate as to avoid — — hard- 
8 mention. ave always supported measures looking to 
the forfeiture of land grants notproperly earned by the grantees 
or their assigns. But I believe it will injure any party to for- 
feit the title to people's farms who happen to have more than 
320 acres without giving them à day in court and a chanc tode- 
fend their title. t us forfeit the lands that corporations im- 
properly hold, but leave the farmers alone. 

The amendment proposed by the committee to exempt people 
in cities and towns does not relieve the bill of these objections, 
but shows a discrimination in favor of people who are presumed 
to know more of land titles than the country people. The Dem- 
ocratic party has never indorsed the doctrine of taking lands 
from innocent ‘purchasers for value without giving them com- 
pensation or even a chance to defend their titles to their homes. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to strikeout thelast word,and I do it 
simply for the purpose of sa, that the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN] is substantially 
the amendment which I ‘announced on yesterday that I would 
offer, and which I discussed to the House. It is not the same in 
its exact verbiage, but it is substantially the same. 
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Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, in the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent, the main line of the Northern 
Pacific Railway extends from east to west throughout the long 
of the State. ra portion of the distance along the line of that 
road we have lands that the people of that State are compelled 
to irrigate in order to make them productive. The people of 
that State have purchased those lands in large bodies. They 
have organized corporations for the purpose of purchasing these 
lands from the Northern Pacific Raila. Company and they 
have brought water upon those lands and irrigated them, and 
are now farming them. 

Some of these organizations of men hold several thousands of 
acres each. Now, Mr. Speaker, if this amendment is not allowed 
to prevail, these lands in excess of 320 acres under this bill are 
to i taken from these men without any recourse whatever save 
against the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and I desire to 
state to the House that at this time the consolidated bonds of 
this Northern Pacific Railroad Company are quoted at 25 cents, 
and their stock is down to about 4 cents, and been ranging 
from 4 to 7 cents for the last three orfour months, Now, these 
lands are held by these corparationg; some of them, for the pur- 
pose of being cultivated in ies. 5 

In other cases the corporations are holding these lands with 
the intention of putting water on them, so that as soon as they 
are in condition to be made productive they can be sold to the 
settlers of that country. Now, in some cases these bodies of 
land are very extensive. I stand here in favor of honesty, and 
the American people represented in this Tonge can afford to 
be honest to these people who have purchased those lands in good 
faith, and there ought to be no question about the disposition of 
Representatives here to treat these men fairly. ; 

ow, I am for the rights of the settlers upon the lien landsin 
my State. I lived for Sen years in Eastern Washington, and I 
know the burdens that these people upon those lands have car- 
ried, and carried like heroes, 
people and the settlement of these questions. 

Besides this [ am in favor of forfeiting the lands where the 
railroads have not been built, and where their contracts have 
not been carried out with the Government of this country and 
with the people of that State, and I shall always stand by those 

ple and for their interests and for their rights; but I am not 
or the forfeiture of lands that have been ‘fairly and honestly 
earned within the meaning and the spirit of the law that granted 
those lands. So far as these lands are concerned. wi the 
limits of my State and elsewhere within the American Union, 
where absolute good faith has not been shown on the part of the 
company, I am infayor of their forfeiture, andI believe thatthe 
ple should have the right to go on those lands and make 
omes thereupon. 

[Here the hammer fell.| 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I have listened to the arguments 
pro and con, legal and otherwise, upon this question, and I have 
read the reports; and asI have done so I have wondered whether 
this was a courtof law, in which the other side ad vocated the in- 
terests of the railroads and this side the interests of the people. 
I have wondered how many advocates of the railroads find a 
place inthis House. Ihave wondered if the 5 advanced 
are not distributed about, each one being given a point upon 
which he can elaborate. 

Then again, the idea of charity is thrown in. The last gen- 
tleman who spoke [Mr. DOOLITTEE] said we must not disturb 
those people who have put their labor upon this land. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
New Jersey a question? 

The SPE R pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 
Jersey 97785 to the gentleman from Washington? 

Mr. DUNN. No;Ican not yield. I say if a man goes on to 
the property of the United States, takes the risk of putting his 
capital there, he knows that property belongs, not to the State 
nor to the railroad company, but to the whole people of this 
country. And when a gentleman comes in and asks this House 
to become a charitable institution, to recoup him for his faults, 
his hardihood, or his wantof intelligence, it is asking too much 
of this House, It is one of the special pleadings set up by the 
friends of railroad corporations. And I never saw the adyo- 
cates 8 a fraud yet that did not have a pretense upon which to 
rest it. 

Some say we are going to confiscate property. Do you be- 
lieve that the courts of this country will permit this Congress 
to confiscate property? There is no sensible man who thinks 
it. The peopl who want this bill want to go before the courts 
for an adjudication. That is all. The representatives of this 
people at one time gave a grant to certain railroads, condi- 
tioned on those railroads accomplishing certain purposes desig- 
nated. The railroads failed to do this, and the gentieman from 
New York, who is very learned in the law, would put us in the 


and I am for the rights of those 


position—because they had not accomplished what they agreed. 
to do, and because we desire to take back this grant—that we 
must go into a court of justice and get out a writ of ejectment. 

That is about the gentleman’s argument—that the Govern- 
ment of the United States had made a grant of lands to certain 
railroads for certain purposes, and that the purposes for which 
they were granted having not been completed, then, before we 
can get back what belongs to the people, we must go to the 
courts and get a writ of ejectment. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman permit me to make a 
suggestion? 

r. DUNN. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. It is that these same gentlemen who are 
now demanding the insertion of this amendment protec all 
these titles passed an act in 1890 in which they made no such 
provision, and in which they were satisfied with protecting these 
titles to the extent of 320 acres. 

Mr. DUNN. Iam fully aware of that; and I can see that that 
is one of the subterfuges used as an argument to throw dust in 
the eyes of the people. I cansee the specious argument advanced 
by those in interest along the line of that road, and I can see the 
arguments advanced by men who are not touched by that road 
in other States; and I can Tainiy plaoo them as belonging to a 
class that sometimes used to be called the Black Horse Cavalry. 


They are always found about every legislative body. I do not 


suppose there is aman on this floor who can be 5 with 
being the paid agent of any corporation. I do not think any 
gentleman ean be charged with that, but I do say 
The craven rook or jackdaw, 
Though neither bird of moral kind, 
Yet it and stuffed with straw, 


et serve, if hanged 
To show which way that Dlows the wind. 


Mr. MALLORY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MALLORY. I want to inquire when general debate will 
close upon this measure? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. General debate was closed on 
this bill thirty minutes ago, and it is now being debated under 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MALLORY. How long is it to be debated under the five- 
minute rule, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Until half past 4. 

Mr. MALLORY. On this amendment? 

The SPEAKER —— tempore. Until it is disposed of. 

Mr. MAHON. . Speaker, I have listened attentively to 
the legal arguments made on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is exhausted on the 
amendment. 

Mr. MAHON. IL move to strike out the last two words. I 
will concede for the sake of the argument that the lawas stated 
by the friends of the bill has been stated correctly. That asa 
matter of law the United States may have the right to repossess 
itself of these lands, but as a member of Congress I do not pro- 
pose to vote for this measure simply because the United States 
may have the legal right to perpetrate a legal robbery upon 
innocent purchasers. I would apply the same principle to this 
8 that L would apply between a private vendor and a private 
vendee, 

Mr.S er, suppose I should sell you 500 acres of land and 
inelude in the deed a condition that within ten years you must 
lay it out in 10-aere lots and build a substantial fence around 
each lot, and that if any portion of the land were not laid off and 
fenced at the expiration of ten years that the title to the portion 
notlaid out in lots and fenced should be forfeited. Now, sir, you 
proceed to do so, but at the end of the ten years there is a large 
part of the land that has not been laid off and fenced within the 
ten years; but after the expiration of the time, in pursuance 
of the condition in the deed, you lay it off in lots fence it. 
You sell these lots to different parties. They pay their money 
for them. They go ahead and put valuable improvements upon 
the lots. They make them their domicile and they live there 
for years. I as the vendor stand by and see all this going on 
and wait until each man has put his last dollar into the property, 
not enforcing his right, or giving them notice of my c , but 
instead, I stand by looking on, cognizant of the condition in the 
deed I made to you. Task this House, in all common honesty 
and decency, would I be acting the part of an honest man after 
standing by and permitting these innocent people to improve 
the land to exercise my right under the condition in my deed 
to take the land from them? 

I do not believe that you, Mr. Speaker, or any member of 
this House, would in your individual transactions perpetrate 
such an outrage and villainy on your neighbors. I say that 


under such conditions no honest man would take advantage of 
such a condition in a deed after he had 
onin that way. 


rmitted this thing to go 
Now, sir, I am not willing to authorize the Gov- 
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ernment of the United States todo a thing that no decent and 
honest man of this country would do in his individual dealings 
with other people. On that ground, and on that ground alone, 
I propose to vote against the bill. If this bill is passed the 
Government of the United States will be authorized to perpe- 
trate an outrage on these people, and it will be such an outrage 
that no decent, honest man in the United States would think of 
perpetrating. 

I agree with the gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIELS], 
that if I am in possession of a tract of land, although I do not 
have a shadow of a title toit, that under the laws of this coun- 
try being in possession there is only one way I can be ousted. 
The cluimant must have a batter title than I have; he can not 
rely on weakness of my title. He is also bound to go into the 
courts and prove that he has a better title than I have. I have 
aright to make mydefense to hisdemand. No legislative body 
has aright to legislate me out of possession and thus deprive 
me of my right to assert my rights in thecourts. If the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN] is de- 
feated, I shall cast my vote against the bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Reversing the illustration given by the entleman who has 
just taken his seat, suppose, sir, that bona fide settlers upon the 
public lands have fenced 10 acres of land, have made substan- 
tial improvements, have built their houses, planted their or- 
chards, established their homes, and ten, fifteen, or twenty years 
afterwards find that this has all been done on a railroad grant 
which er and officers of the Government had supposed had 
lapsed, and that the land belongs to the railroad instead of 
them. 

Now, there are a great many more of that class than there are 
of the class to which the gentleman refers. It is n 
sir, that gentlemen upon that side, able lawyers as they are, wi i 
not perceive the force of the proposition that where the Gov- 
ernment has authorized the sale of land under the circumstances 
which they state, this bill can not affect the title. Congress has 
no power to confiscate land. The law can not reach to any such 
extent. 

The law will only reach to the extent of taking back for the 
Government property which has been sold by the railroad com- 

nies withoutlawful authority, and the people who have bought 
land from railroad companies, having no title to transfer simply 
occupy the position of all who may buy property from parties 
who have no title to it. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

r. BOATNER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman say to me whether he 
thinks it right where a company of men have organized, as they 
have in my county, and purchased 33,000 acres of land from a 
railroad company and spent $75,000 in the construction of an ir- 
rigation ditch and $250,000 for a malting plant for the purpose 
of raising barley—does he think it correct, right, honest, or just 
to deprive them of all the money that they have putin itas well 
as individual settlers that I have referred to in the past? 

Mr. BOATNER, Mr. Speaker, my experience is that people 
who invest that amount of money can get advice as to the title; 
and if they bought this property from the railroad company 
and the title is bad, they are not entitled to hold the property. 
They may be and are entitled in equity to be reimbursed for the 
value of their improvements. Tnoy would be reimbursed for the 
value of their improvements; but if the road had no right to sell 
them the land, there is no law or equity which would maintain 
their title. They bought with full knowledge, or oppornmity 
to obtain it, of the titleof their vendors; and if the vendors h: 
no title to convey, then the purchasers obtained none and must 
suffer the consequences of their negligence or ignorance. 

Mr. HARTMAN. But who will reimburse them? 

Mr. BOATNER. Why, the United States, if the facts be as 
the gentleman states. 

5 r. HARTMAN. But you make no such provision in this 

Mr. BOATNER. Probably so, but it would be an equitable 
claim, to which we must suppose Congress would give fair con- 
sideration. But let me call the attention of the gentleman to 
another class or case that does not seem to enlist the gentle- 
man’s od tpn 

A resolution has been for some time before the Committee on 
the Judiciary for consideration, introduced by the gentleman 
from California [Mr. BOWERS], in which it appears that a large 
number of his constituents who for years have been living upon 
property which they believed to be their own and which officers 
of the land office —— 

Mr. BOWERS of California. And for which they hold pat- 
ents, 


Mr. BOATNER. And for which, as the 8 states, 
they hold patents, which now turns out to belong to a railroad 
company on account of one of those old grants supposed to have 
lapsed and reverted to the public domain. I ask if no sympathy 
is to be given to these men whose homes have been taken away 
and no compensation is to be given to them for improvements 
which they have put upon their land? They get sympathy 
enough, but, all the same, lose land and improvements, the re- 
sult of years of labor, and do not have even the poor satisfaction 
of obtaining a judgment against their warrantor, who in this 
case would be the Government. 

The railroads, by a strained construction of the law, a con- 
struction contrary to its plain letter, and contrary to the mani- 
fest intention of Congress, is permitted to evict themfrom their 
homes and compel them to pay rent for the lands they have 
brongtit into cultivation and the homes they themselyes have 

uilt. 

Now, sir, I lay it down as a general proposition of law which 
cannot be refuted, that a man who buysland buys it on the faith 
of the public records; he can go and examine the title of his 
vendor; and if the vendor does not give him a good title, he 
has no title; and the United States can not be estopped by any 
such consideration as that from exercising its lawful right for 
the benefit of all the people. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. This bill declares those patents 
null and void. 

Mr.HARTMAN. What objection is there tomy amendment? 

Mr. BOATNER. The objection is just this: By the act of 
1890, propereq by a Republican committee and passed by the 
Republican party through both Houses of Congress, and signed 
by a Republican President, you declared that a holding of 320 
acres was all that ought to be protected. There was no pro- 
test 

caer the hammer fell.] 

r. HARTMAN, That was Government land. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I move to amend by striking 
out the last two words. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Debate is exhausted on the pend- 
ing amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then I move to strike out the 
last two words. 

Mr. Speaker, as I stated in my preliminary remarks, I re- 
gretted exceedingly that in the general debate time sufficient 
was not allowed in order that this question, involving the rights 
to a vast amount of property, might not be discussed in a calm 
and dispassionate manner. 

The State that I have the honor in part to represent is more 
interested in whatever law is enacted upon this subject than any 
other State in the Union. I had no opportunity to examine this 
bill until it was called up, and then I propounded certain in- 
quiries and interrogatories as to what would be the effect if the 
same should become law. Through the center of my State 
the Northern Pacific main line runs, they having in the grant 
in place the alternate sections of the 5 of country 40 miles on 
each side of the track. It is not denied that the railroad was 
completed within the time specified under the law, and it is my 
judgment that when the time came when the railroad company 
was guilty of laches, then it was the duty of the Government to 
step in and build the road, as e 80 under the grant of 
lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 

This the Government did not do, but permitted the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company, its associates and assigns, to continue 
along and build the road, and from time to time have issued pat- 
ents to them for their granted lands. Only recently, in my home 
county in the State of Washington, the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office has issued patents to this corporation for a 
large 8 of land. What I have been more interested in 
since I have been in public life than anything else, and what I 
have desired most sincerely to accomplish, is the settlement of 
what is known as the lieu lands, or indemnity limits. 

Under the act the Secretary of the Interior wasempowered ta 
withdraw a strip 10 miles wide opposite the granted limit for 
the purpose of indemnifying said company from any losses that 
might be obtained in the granted limit by reason of homestead 
or pretmption settlement prior to the date of withdrawal of 
said lands. This withdrawal affected a large number of settlers 
and farmers, not only in the eastern but in the western portion 
of my State; especially is this so of Whitman, Columbia, and 
Chehalis Counties. 

These people went onto the odd sections in the indemnity 
limits not knowing that the withdrawal of said land had taken 
place. They have built for themselves homes, and have been 
occupying the same. Many of them were upon the lands when 
I first entered the Territory of Washington, but it has been a 
long and continuous struggle in which] have been profoundly 
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and deeply interested, and in which I have endeavored to find if 
there was not some means by and through which these settlers 
could obtain their homes. 

I have always believed that where a bona fide settler initiated 
in good faith settlement prior to the selection of lands by the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company he had the right to take 
such lands under the general land laws of the United States. In 
other words, that they were not entitled to make selections of 
lands, to indemnify themselves for losses within the granted lim- 
its, and from these lands already occupied by bona fide settlers. 
This I have repeatedly urged in season and out of season, not 
only in my own State, but before the General Land Office and be- 
fore the Secretary of the Interior. 

I have a personal acquaintance with many of these men. I 
knew them in the early days of the Territory. Theyare brave, 
honorable, manly, conscientious, and law-abidin tizens, and 
there is no sacrifice of a porsona character that I would not be 
swift to make if I knew by any honorable means I could be of 
service to them, and any devotion of time or labor upon my part 
in order to secure to these settlers the title to their homes that 
I would not cheerfully do. 

In my firstremarks, Mr. 8 Ispoke of the liability to 
confusion that would arise, if this bill was enacted into law, to 
those who had purchased larger quantities of land than 320 acres, 
and also to what must be the inevitable result to those odd sec- 
tions upon which cities and towns are located. I stated, as an 
illustration, my own city of Spokane, which seems to me would 
be led into endless confusion, and necessarily so; and also the 
city of Tacoma, but I am now reminded that the city of Sprague 
and the city of North Yakima are also built upon odd sections. 
Iam glad to say that as soon as [ called attention to the danger 
of ing such a sweeping measure as the one now before us, 
the distinguished and able chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands offered an amendmentexcepting from the forfeiture these 
5 sections upon which cities, towns, and villages have been 

milt, ~ 

I am glad that much has been accomplished. I am glad to 
know that I have been able to save from endless confusion and 
an endless amount of litigation and strife over such a large and 
valuable property as these cities are built upon. I sincerely 
hope that the other amendment, which was offered by my friend 
from Montana[Mr. HARTMAN], and which seems to me to be 
entirely fair and just, may be adopted by the House. It only 
gives title to those people who have purchased a greater quan- 
tity of property than 320 acres, and there are many cases where 
lands of this character have been purchased in large quantities. 

Take for illustration the great irrigation ditches in the Yak- 
ima Valley, which have acquired property in order to sell it 
in smaller quantities to the settlers, and who built the ditches 
to make the valley rich and prosperous and happy. Are they 
to lose all their land except 320 acres? Without water in that 
valley land would be valueless; with water it is rich and pros- 

rous, rich as any other portion of the inhabitable globe. 

en are busily engaged in building irrigation ditchesand mak- 
ing these lands produce hops and fruits, prunes, alfalfa; but if 
they are to be stopped in this manner it would bring a blight 
upon the people of that section of the State that would cause 
hem many years to recover from. 

Take the case of land purchased in 1882 by a gentleman from 
Chicago, I think, in a portion of Whitman and Spokane Coun- 
ties. I understand that he has sold these lands for so much 
wheat per year. If this be true, how are these people to obtain 
title to this property. Take again the case where people have 
been some years in making their payments. How are they to 
recover their money if the lands are to be taken away? Take 
the case I have stated of the city of Spokane, where it is par- 
tially located upon odd sections. What320 acres are to be taken 
and what 320 acres are to be thrown openagain? What anend- 
less confusion and what a reign of litigation it would bring. 
What person or individual would be able to sell his property or 
engage in any enterprise if this thing is to throw a cloud over 
siete nde 

Iknow, Mr. Speaker, that whenever a member rises and at- 
tempts to bring out the actual facts of the conditions that sur- 
round the people of his section, and is doing the best he can to 
serve the settlers of his section honestly and without any dema- 
gogy, only looking to the best interests of the entire country in 
order that his people may become more prosperous and happy, 
that there is always some one like the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. DUNN], who, belonging to that class who rush in 
where angels fear to tread, in general terms charges every- 
body who lifts his voice in behalf of the people he serves with 
being in some manner or in some way the it representative 
of some railroad company. They roll that epithet under their 
tongue as a sweet morsel. 

hy, Mr. Speaker, in Constantinople dogs are granted cer- 


tain privileges, and among others is the right to howl. In the 
House of Representatives every member is entitled to howl, and 
some of them, like the gentleman from New Jersey, vociferates- 
„corporations,“ corporations,” „corporations.“ 

Again, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] states 
that the railroads were built after settlements were made. That 
shows how much a man may be mistaken who knows nothing 
about the quendu. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman has stated that he did not believe any patents 
had been issued by the Democratic Administration. Lf he will 
take occasion to call upon the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office he will find how much he is mistaken in regard to this. 
Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the gentleman from Alabama that- 
I went intothe State of Washington prior to the buil of this 
railroad, and I know something about the conditions that pre- 
vailed at that time. Our population was small and the country 
was sparsely settled. 

I did not go there to subdue any wild beasts of Ephesus that 
have been spoken about here so eloquently. Oh, no! I went 
there with somewhat of the Shakesperian idea of “‘ bettering 
my condition further than at home ”—not with the Tennysonian 
idea that I would take unto myself some savage woman and rear 
my dusky race. [Laughter.] And since my first advent into 
that State I have never lost an opportunity to render the set- 
tlers some service that in some small degree might better their 
condition and make them happier and more prosperous. When 
I first got there the cry was Give usa railroad!” The cry 
went up from Macedonia Only give us railroads!” 

My friend and colleague before me was living in the same town 
of Colfax, and he knows how we fought through long years to- 

et a railroad for the benefit of the settlers in that State. He 

ows how much labor we have performed in order to secure 
transportation facilities for the product of what I earnestly be- 
lieve is to be the asian wheat field upon the globe. He has 
joined with me and I have joined with him in early and pioneer 
days in always endeavoring to secure every advantage to the 
settlers of that section, and whatever may come I know that he 
will and that I will always be found working in behalf of those ear- 
lier pioneers who swelled the mere pathway of pioneers into a 
magnificent highway and built on the other side of the Rocky 
Mountains an empire for you and for me. 

I have made, Mr. Speaker, certain interrogatories of the. 
chairman of the committee, as I have before stated, and he now 
proposes to offer the amendment which will be adopted. I am 
glad I have accomplished that much. I am glad I will be able 
to say to my people that Ihave saved them an endless amount 
of confusion and litigation. 

I have been compelled to lift my voice in behalf of the settler. 
Iknew that I would be exposed to criticism by those who can not. 
lift themselves from their own environments, but I have hon- 
estly endeavored to protect our people who have established 
their homes in that country and made that sea of grasses turn 
into a magniticent granary, and when I have thus lifted my 
voice in behalf of my people, the gentleman from New Jersey 
(the only Northern State thatin 1864 gave a majority against 
Abraham Lincoln) [laughter and applause] comes here and tells 
us that we are railroad hirelings.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The timeof the gentleman has 


expired. 
Mr. Speaker, I wish [ had an 


x Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
our. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, when a bill of this kind was 
before the House in the Fifty-second Congress I offered an 
amendment similar to that now pending and supported it be- 
cause I believed it to be in the main, after all the considerations 
bearing upon the subject were borne in mind, a just provision. 
Iam inclined to think from what I see of the temper of the 
House on this subject to-day that this amendment will not pass. 
But in the brief time allotted to me I would like to call atten- 
tion to the necessity at least (if an amendment of this character 
be not passed) of adopting some measure that will protect those 

rsons who have purchased lands from the parties mentioned 
in the bill since September 29, 1890. 

I have drawn up an amendment, Mr, Speaker, which I in- 
tended to introduce in the event the pending amendment had 
failed. It was my purpose to propose an amendment after the 
word granted,“ in line 19 of section 1, page 2, by inserting the 
following words: 

Provided, however, That all persons who haye, since September 29, 1890, 
urchased in good faith from a State or corporation any lands hereby for- 
eited shallretain their title to said lands so purchased, free from any claim 

on the part of the United States. 

I do not offer that proposition or suggestion as adequate jus- 
tice in the premises, but simply for the purpose of undertaking 
to accomplish 3 looks like justice to these people. 

The House is aware that in 1890 Congress passed a bill—on 
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the 20th of September of that year—which, whether it does by the 
strict rule of the law or not, nevertheless conveys the impression 
to the mind of the ordinary reader that it was the purpose and 
the intention of the act to confirm the possession of lands in indi- 
viduals who had purchased them from the railroads that had 
completed the performance of their contracts with the Govern- 
ment by that date; that is to say, the 29th of September, 1890. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there was an implication that it was the 
intent and purpose of the Government to confirm to the indi- 
viduals who held lands their titles if they held them on or after 
the 29th day of September, 1890, under grants from the rail- 
roads that had been completed up to that date, and my po i- 
tion is simply to say to those who acted on the fait he 
promises,or implied promises, of the Government contained in 
that act and purchased lands from therailroads thereafter, that 
while those who purchased before that date may have been put 
on their guard by reason of the action of Congress, neyerthe- 
less that act gave a just reason to believe, at least, that these 
lands were to be confirmed in them, and therefore we will, as 
far as we are able to do so, carry out in good faith that implied 
promise and confirm their titles. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. CANNON offllinois. Mr. Speaker, I listened with some 
interest to the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] when he addressed the House on this bill. 

As I understand the facts to be, various grants of land in the 
past haye been made in aid of the construction of certain rail- 
ways. Much has been said about the Northern Pacific Railway. 
Now, a time wasfixed for the construction of these roads. Some 
of them were not constructed within the limitsof the time fixed 
in the gramit. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has held in at least 
one, and as I recollect in several cases, for that matter, which 
have been referred to here, that the grants were made upon a 
condition-subsequent, and that until Congress forfeits the grants 
they remain in the railways; and that where the railway—as in 
the case cited in 21 Wallace Reports, in principle—is constructed 
after the time and before the forfeiture, that it does not lie in 
the mouth of the Government to claim a forfeiture of the lands 
so earned. 

Now, that is justice, I apprehend, as well as law. When the 
Northern Pacific Railroad was constructed it was completed as 
far as Bismarck in the time fixed by law. The balance of the 
road has been constructed out of time, and constructed, too, 
before any forfeiture was declared; and in my judgment there is 
no justice or law in seeking to forfeit lands t have been 
earned. 

But I was somewhat interested in the position taken by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. In the past he was 
chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands for some four 
years, in the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth What did 
we have then? The same effort to forfeit lands that had not been 
earned, and those also that had been earned. Heinsisted upon it. 

Efforts were made to amend the bill to forfeit lands which had 
not been earned. But the House passed the bill under the lead 
of the gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas ae McRAE}, and forfeited those which had been earned as 
well as those that had not been; and it failed to pass in the Sen- 
ate because the Senate struck out the provision to forfeit the 
earned grants, and voted for the forfeiture only of those that 
had not been earned. 

The gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas refused to take that which they could rightfully get, and 
thereby we had no legislation. What was the result? Why, 
the railroads went on, with no forfeiture declared, and built the 
roads’ and earned, say, 25,000,000 acres of lands, and the title 
became perfect. Why? Because the gentleman from Indiana 
and the gentleman from Arkansas and such statesmen under the 
lead of the Democratic party would not forfeit that which they 
could forfeit unless they could also forfeit that which was not 
lawful for them to forfeit. 

There, Mr. Speaker, is the whole matter; and if it was not 
that I know and believe—aye, more than that, Iam satisfied the 
gentleman from Indiana is an honest man—I would say, if I was 
notacquainted with him, that such an action as I have referred 
to wo int with almost unerring certainty that he was in the 
service of a constituency which was seeking to build the road 
themselves and to withhold a forfeiture of lands to allow the 
roads 80 to do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend know that the Northern 
Pacific Railway was itself on this floor urging the passage of 
the act of 1890? 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr.MGRAE, I yield a half minute to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, if gentlemen will 
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look at page 10435 of the RECORD of September 25, 1890, they 
will see a report by the distinguished gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. REED, made by him when he was chairman of the House 
Judiciary Committee in 1882. 

Mr. REED exhausted all his great talents in this effort, but 
the infirmities of the case were so great that his illogical reason- 
ing and unwarranted conclusions are apparent and striking, if 
not really startling. 

It is only necessary to read this document to become con- 
vinced that the legal argument of the distinguished gentleman 
against the forfeiture of the Northern Pacific grant is utterly 

eo foundation and that it is our duty to pass the pending 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I hope this amendment proposed 
he fare gentleman from Montana Mr. HARTMAN] will not be 
pted. We have no reliable information as to the extent of 
the sales sought to be confirmed, but I imagine that many of 
these co: of which the gentleman speaks have been or- 
ganized by those interested in the railroads. : 
The effect of this amendment, if adopted, would be to confirm 
every speculative sale made by these companies at any time be- 


fore the approval of this bill, and will inure to the enrichment 
and benefit of the men who ted the grant and agreed to 
build the railroads within a specified time and failed. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The directors and stockholders themselves? 

Mr. MORAE. Yes; they are as a general the directars 
and stockholders, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
says. Mr. Speaker, we have sought to make this bill satisfac: 
tory to the settlers, and certainly the members of the Republi- 
can party who voted for the act of September 29, 1890, should 
not be heard to object to the protection given to settlers and 
purchasers, If the provisions made then were sufficient they 


are sufficient now. Four years have and I have not heard 
a solitary int from a single settler. They do not as a 
general rule own exceeding 329 acres of land. If the bill passes 


and it can be shown that the rights of honest settlers are al- 
fected, I know that Congress will protect them. 

But let us not take step in the dark; let us not confirm all 
sales without investigation or we nullify the forfeiture. We 
all want to protect the settler, and yet his interest may be an- 
tagonistic to that of the purchasers, and if so Lam for the man 
who takes under the 1 laws. This bill protects the settlers, 
and as the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] has said, 
we are not trying to protect those speculators who have under- 
taken to defy the Government, and who have litigated those 
settlers who claim under the public land laws in first one court 
and another until they have been bankrupted and pauperized. 

We say that it is the highest duty of Congress in this hour of 
their distress to declare this forfeiture and enable the settlers 
to geta standing in court that will enable them to save their 
homes from the greed and avarice of the men who have organ- 
ized land syndicates, and by speculative purchases have taken up 
all the rich land along the lines of these roads. I believe that 
if this amendment should pass it would confirm practically every 
acre of land desired by these syndicates, organized by the men 
who operate and own the railroad, and will give no protection 
to the honest settler who does not hold under them. We pro- 
tect those who are in possession to the extent of 320 acres, re- 
gardless of whether the first sale was for the purpose of specula- 
tion or not, but we do not intend to confirm speculative hold- 
ings. The amendment is in the interest of the speculator and 
not the settlers, and I hope it will be defeated. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The timeof the gentleman has 
expired, and debate is exhausted. Under the special order, the 
hour of 4:30 o’clock having arrived, a vote will now be taken 


upon the bill and pending amendments. There is one committee 
amendment pending, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 


“Sec. 2. That all the rights, ‘privileges, and preferences given, granted, or 
secured by the said act approved Septemper 29, 1890, to settlers upon and 
purchasers of the lands forfeited thereby be, and the same are hereby, given, 

nted, and secured to all settlers upon and purchasers of any ot the lands 

ereby forfeited and restored upon the same terms and conditions and for 

the same periods of time therein specified, computing from the date of this 
amendatory act.” 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, should not the vote upon the 
amendment to the first section come first? a 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being a committee amend- 
ment, the Chair s it should be acted upon first. $ 

Mr. LACEY. The difficulty about that is, thə committee 
amendment would not be necessary if the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Montana [Mr. was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; it would. : 

Mr. MCRAE. Oh, yes; it would be necessary, even if that 


amendment should be adopted. 
Mr. LACEY. 


The two would be in conflict 


1894. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question will first be taken 
on the committee amendment, and then on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Montana. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER hy tempore. The question now is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Montana [Mr. HART- 
MAN], which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read.as follows: 

At the end of section 1 insert the following proviso: 

‘Provided, That in all cases where any lands have been sold to bona fide 

chasers for value, the title to such lands shall not be affected or im 

the provisions of thisact; but the titles to such lands are hereby con- 
firmed in the holders thereof, anything herein contained to the contrary 
notwithstanding.” 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HART- 
MAN, the Speaker pro tempore announced that the noes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Division. J 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 92, noes 105. 

Mr. coinage . Yeas mr nays. 

The yeas and nays were 0 = 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. HART- 


MAN and Mr. MCRAE, 

Mr. POWERS of ‘Vermont. I ask that the amendment be 
again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

‘The question was taken; and there were—yeas 97, nays 113, 
answered present 2, not voting 139; as follows: 
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Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hermann, Powers, 
‘Aitken, Davis, „ . 
Apsley, ‘Dolliver. tt, X A 
Avery, Doolittle, Hooker, N. Y. Reed, 
Ba Ellis, Q; pkins, Reilly, 
Baker, N. H. : N. Hopkins, Pa. ‘Russell, Conn. 
oldt. ; 1. Sperry, 
Binghan Geary, ry Johnson, N. Dak. pima, W.A. 
m, „ i ' 
lair, Gillet, N. Y. 7 5 Straus, 
n, Gillett, Mass. Strong. 
Bowers, Cal. 8 Loud. Sweet, 

y ritin, MCAS, Tarsney, 
‘Broderick, G A : Ba ‘Thomas, 
Brestus, Grow, on, ‘Tracey, 
B a, Hae n e 

0 g 
. Haines, Marvin, N. L. Van Voorhis, Ohio 
bs. Harter, Meikl ra ea EE 
Cooper, Fla. Hartman, Mercer, 
Sooner is. Hayes, ‘Northway, Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, Heiner, Payne, Wright, Mass. 
Curtis, Kans. enderson, Ill. Pence. 
Curtis, endrix, Perkins, 
Dalzell, Hepburn, Pickler. 
NAYS—113. 
Al Cockrell, Hunter, 
Alexander, Coffeen, Hu n. Pendleton. Tex. 
Arnold. Cooper, Tex. d. ott, 
‘Bailey, Cornish, Jones, ‘Richards, Ohio 
Baker, Kans. ‘Covert, Kem, Rt m, 
A Cox, tchte, 
Bell, Colo, Crawford, Kyle, Robbins, 
Bell, De Armond, Lane, Robertson, La, 
peny, De Forest, Latimer, n. 
Black, Ga. ‘Dinsmore, Layton, Sayers, 
Black, Dockery, Lester, i, 
Boatner, unn, Maddox, Snodgrass, 
Bower, N. C. Durborow, M: . 
Branch, Ellis, Ky. Marshall, r. 
Bretz, English, Cal Martin, Ind. Stone, Ky. 
Brookshire, pes, McCreary, Ky. Strait, 
Bryan, Erdman, MeCulloch, Swanson. 
Cabaniss, Fithian, Mebearmon, Talbert, S. C. 
“Cadmus, Forman, MeEttrick. Tate, 
Caminetti, Goldzler, McKaig, Terry, 
Cannon, Cal. Gorman, McLaurin. Warner, 
Capehart, Grady, MeNagny, Wells, 
th, Gresham, Ras. Wheeler, Ala. 
Catchings, Hall, Minn. Morgan, Williams, III. 
Clancy, Hall, Mo. Ogden, Williams, Miss. 
Clark, Mo. X O'Neil, Mass. Woodard. 
Clarke, a; Outhwaite, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, N. C. Paschal, 
Cobb, Mo. Holman, atterson, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT 3. 
Geissenhainer, Page. 
NOT VOTING—139. 
Abbott, Davey. 
Adams, Ky. Burnes, Denson, Grout, 
Aldrich, Burrows, Dingiey, 
Allen, Bynum, Donovan, Harmer, 
Baldwin. Campbell, Draper, Harris. 
Bankhead, Š Dunphy, Hatch. 
Barnes, Chickering, Edmunds, Hewes, 
Belden, oe, Henderson, Iowa 
Beitzhoover, Cogswell, Everett, 8. 
Bland, Conn, Fielder, Hooker, Miss. 
u gain 4 ük, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Crain, Funston, Hudson, 
berson, Gardner. Hulick, 
‘Brown, å : -Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, Ohio Money, Rusk, ‘Taylor, Tenn 
efer, Montgomery, Russell, Ga. Tucker, 

Kribbs. Moon, Schermerhorn, Turner. Ga. 

en Morse, ‘Bora z . teen Va. 
aWson, oses, e, Tarp’ 

Lefever, Murray, Shaw, Van Voorhis, N. L. 

Linton, Mutchier, Sherman, Wadsworth, 

Livingston, Neill, Sibley, Walker, 

1 3 Re — Wasting ea 
agner, pson, 

McAleer, O'Neill, Mo. Sipe. Waugh, 

Call. Paynter, Smith, Wever, 
McCleary, Minn. Pendleton, W. Va. Somers, “Wheeler, Ill. 
McDannoid, Phillips, 8 te, 
McDowell, Post, S ting. 
McGann, Stevens, Wilson, W. Va. 
McKeighan, Randall, Stock ise, 
McMillin, Rayner, Stone, O. Wolverton, 
Meredith, Reyburn, Talbott, Md. 

Meyer. hardson, ‘Tawney, Wright, Pa. 
Milliken, Robinson, Pa. Taylor, Ind. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: i 

Mr. BYNUM with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

Mr. Moses with Mr. COGSWELL. 

For the rest of the day: x 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. HARMER, 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia with Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. MCALEER: with Mr. MCCALL, 

Mr. DENSON with Mr.-CHICKERING. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. DRAPER, on this question. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I wish to withdraw my vote. [um 
paniri the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIÐGE !. 
If I were not: I would vote for the amendmentandagainst 
the bill, and the gentleman from Arkansas would vote against 
the amendment and for the bill. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired on this bill with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DRAPER]. If he were 
present I would vote no on this amendment, and for the bill. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
„ it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED ‘BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that that committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles; when the Speaker pro iem- 
pore 5 7 the same: 

A bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone: 

A bill (S. 1045) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
four obsolete gun carr. to the tity of Marshalltown, Towa: 

A bill (S. 2070) to provide for the restoration to the State of 
Michigan two flags carried by the Twenty-second Michigan In- 
3 Volunteers, and now in the War Department; and 

A bill (S. 190) for the benefit of sundry persons residing in the 
vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, Mo. 

REPRINT OF BILL. 

On request of Mr. CURTIS of New York, areprint of the bill 
(H. R. 5350) and report 619 was ordered, the supply being ex- 
hausted. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
SMITH of Illinois, for this day, on account of sickness in family. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House do now adjourn, _ 

‘The motion was to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock p. 
m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Underclause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 6640) ting an inerease of pension to Mary Double- 
aay roe of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday. (Report No. 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(S. 807) for the relief of Joseph Redfern and Eliza J. Redfern, 
his wife. rt No. 1225.) - 

By Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 5413) for the relief of John L. Charles. (Report 


No. 1238.) 


By Mr. KIEFER, from the Committee on Claims: A bill TA 
1319) for the relief of E. Douglass, late Indian agent at White 
Earth Indian Agency. (Report No. 1227.) 
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By Mr. LOUD, from the same committee: A bill (S. 207) grant- 
ing io eann and authority to the Court of Claims in the case 
S 1280 Future City, her barges, cargoes, etc. (Report 

0. s 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
1 titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (H. R. 7689) to establish and main- 
tain certain normal and industrial schools with the unclaimed 
money in the United States Treasury of deceased colored Union 
soldiers—to the Committes on Education. 

By Mr. COCKRELL: A bill (H. R. 7690) toamend sections 4 
and 5 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the adjudication 
and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1891—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SWEET: A joint resolution for an investigation of 
differences resulting in the Chicago riots, the arbitration of 
future disagreements, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Rules, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 7691) for the relief of William 
E. McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7692) for the relief 
of Thomas Keating—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7693) grant- 
ing a pension to Lieut. Charles S. Miller, of Freeport, Pa.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7694) for the re- 
lief of T. S. Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRAUS (by request): A bill (H. R. 7695) for the re- 
uer of Thomas K. Hughes—to the Committee on Military Af- 

rs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of citizens of Fort Dodge, Iowa, 
praying that beneficiary societies, orders, or associations operat- 

g upon the lodge system be exempt from the provisions of 
the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Papers to accompany House bill 7685—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of J. Baily Brown and 
others, of Nashville, Tenn., asking exemption of beneficiary 
orders, societies, etc., from the operations of the income tax— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, July 12, 1894, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. VILAS, and by unanimous consent, the 
resning of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 
with. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. DANIEL. I present the credentials of Thomas Staples 
Martin, a Senator-elect to this body for the term beginning 
March 4, 1895. I wish to say that one set of credentials has 
3 been presented. It has been deemed best that the cre- 
dentials should be put in the form which has been passed upon 
and approved by the Senate, and that has been done. 

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I present the memorial of John Cowdon, of 
New Orleans, La., remonstrating against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 23, to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Missouri River, between its mouth and the mouth of the Dakota 
or James River; and across the Mississippi River, between the 
mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, at 
South Port, in the State of Louisiana; and across the Illinois 
and Des Plaines Rivers, between the mouth of the Illinois and 
the city of Joliet, in the State of Illinois; and to prescribe the 
character, location, and dimensions of the same. I move that 


the memorial lie on the table, and that it be printed as a docu- 
ment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. POWER 98 the petition of W. S. Barrett and 5 
other citizens of Bellview, Mont., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to suppress the lottery tratiic: which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Dr. J. W. Gunn and 39 other 
citizens of Montana, praying that fraternal society and college 
journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. JONES of Arkan- 
sas on the 6th instant, intended to be proposed to the Indian 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. PEFFER on the 23d ultimo, in- 
tended to be proposed to the Indian 2 Sigs Scag bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moyed that it be printed, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself Ma 
15 last, intended to be proposed to the Ind ian appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 29th ultimo, intended 
to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported favor- 
aby thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on May 11th last, intended to 
be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

r. PERKINS, from the Committtee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1454) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Navy to transfer the reproductions of the caravels of 
Columbus to the Columbian Museum of Chicago, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed tothe Indian ap- 
propriation bill and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3032) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of John A. Jack, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re: 
ferred the amendment submitted by Mr. TURPIE on April 27 
last, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 


d to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3978) for the relief of John M. Rice, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 526) making an appropriation for the benefit of the es- 
tate of William Moss, deceased, reported it withoutamendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Appropriations, ta 
whom was referred the bill (H. R.5481) making appropriations 
to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 
purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H, R. 2015) granting to the Columbia Irri- 
gation Company a right of way through the Yakima Indian 
Reservation in Washington, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed by him tothe Indian 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him tothe Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1549) for the relief of William 
H. Hugo, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
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bill 57 R. 236) to amend section 4837 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as to soldiers’ homes, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 140) to confirm the en- 
largement of the Red Cliff Indian Reservation in the State of 
Wisconsin, made in 1863, and for the allotment of same, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. s 

Mr. BLANCHARD, from thə Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2153) for the relief of certain 
Winnebago Indians in Minnesota, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

JOSEPH G. UTTER. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4671) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against the name of Joseph G. Ut- 
ter, to report it favorably, withoutamendment; and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS. Senate bill 1343, a bill of similar purport, passed 
the Senate the other day and has gone to the other House. I 
move that the House of Representatives be requested to return 
the bill to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

STATUE OF FRANCIS E. SPINNER. 

Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee oa Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(S. R. 67) for the erection of a statue of Francis E. Spinner at 
the Treasury Department building, in Washington, to report it 
favorably, without amendment. The Senator from Illinois[Mr. 
CULLOM] is interested in the passage of the joint resolution, 
and we see no objection to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The joint resolution proposes merely to al- 
low the 5 of the Treasury to locate the statue of Gen. 
Spinner at one of the approaches of the Treasury building, and 
I should like to have it passed now. I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The jointresolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MARTIN (by cin bd introduced a bill (S. 2212) for the 
relief of the Western Miami tribal Indians; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PLATT submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. È 

Mr. RANSOM submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him tothe general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed, 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
torrea to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 

Sopr AMON bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 

ud ciary and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended tobe pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was re yas to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

d by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
orena 175 the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

ed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
orion tothe Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appro riation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the trict of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


FORD'S THEATER DISASTER. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I submit, from the Special Committee 
on the Ford's Theater Disaster, an amendment intended to be 
pers by that committee to the sundry civil appropriation 

ill. I desire to state that thisamendment will be accompanied 
by a report which will show the reasons for this partial dispo- 
ption = the matter with which the special committee was 
charged. 

There were eighteen persons instantly killed as the result of 
that falling building. Twodied withina very short time, really 
within a few hours of the tragedy. Three have since died, sur- 
viving their injuries for periods ranging from four to eight 
months. <A great many, nearly one hundred, were injured. 

The committee have been as actively at work as it has been 
possible for them to perform labor during the last several 
months, and the proposition made by the committee now is as 
to all who were thus killed, either instantly or who died within 
a few hours after the disaster, to give to each one of their es- 
tates the sum of $5,000, making, as to the twenty who will be 
included in this amendment, the sum of $100,000. It is the de- 
sire of the committee that this appro riation shall be made 
upon the sundry civil appropriation so that the widows, the 
children, and those next of kin to those who have died may find 
what relief comes from this act of decent generosity on the part 
of the Government. 

As to the three cases where the victims survived the acci- 
dent several months, the committee will desire further time to 
make exploration, so as to be satisfied beyond a peradventure 
that the deaths were caused by this tragedy and not from other 
causes. 

I will state that as to those who were injured a very consid- 
erable amount of testimony hasalready been taken, but I greatly 
fear that the matter can not be disvosed of at the oboe ses- 
sion of Congress. I think the committee will probably find it 
necessary to take testimony during the recess of Congress, and 
we hope at the next session to dispose of all these cases. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator has answered the question I 
rose to put, as to what is being done with reference to those 
who were injured and not killed. While upon my feet I will 
state that a portion of the Committee on Appropriations are 
now considering the sundry civil appropriation bill, and it 
would be well perhaps for the Senator from Nebraska, repre- 
senting the special committee, to present the matter tothe sub- 
committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that and propose to do so. 
I have already had some conversation upon the matter with the 
members of the Committee on Appropriations in charge of the 
sundry civil appropriation bill upon that matter. I have taken 
time to make this statement so that the matter may be fully 
understood by those who are interested. I move that the 
amendment be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE REVENUE BILL IN CONFERENCE, 


Mr. HALE. I offer a resolution which I ask may be read 
and lie over under the rule, and be printed. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas on the 3d day of July, 1894, the bill H. R. 4864, an act to reduce tax- 
ation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, passed 
the Senate with sundry amendments; and 

Whereas the Senate thereupon asked for a conference with the House of 
Representatives upon said bill and amendments, and the following Senators 
were appointed as managers of such conference on the part of the Senate, 
to wit: tors VOORHEES, HARRIS, VEST, JONES of Ar SHERMAN, 
ALLISON, and ALDRICH; and 

Whereas on the 7th day of July, 2 the conference so asked for by the 


Senate was to by the House of Re tatives, and the following 
members of the House of Representatives were appointed as ‘ers on 
presentatives WILSON, 


the est of the conference in that body, to wit, 
MCMILLIN, TURNER, MONTGOMERY, REED, BURROWS, and PAYNE; 

Whereas the legitimate object of such action, on the part of the two 
Houses, was an immediate and full and free conference of all the managers 
of the Senate and House of Representatives together: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the chairman of the managers of said conference, on the 
part of the Senate, is hereby directed to inform the Senate whether a full 
and free conference is held upon the bill aforesaid and amendments, 
and if so, at what time such conference was called together. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not ask for action at present 
on the resolution, but that it lie over under the rule, and be 


printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
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the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 195) to repeal an act entitled “An act to exclude 
the public lands in Alabama from the operation cf the laws re- 
lating to mineral land,” approved March 3, 1883; 

A bill (H. R. 562) for the relief of Marlin Parks; 

A bill . R. 1314) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest; and 

A bill (H. R. 6557) providing for opening the Uncompahgreand 
Uintah Indian Reservations in Utah. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker, of the House 
had signedthe following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by ‘the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 190) for the benefitof sundry persons residing in the 
vieinity of Jefferson Barracks, III.; 

A bill (S. 1045) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
four obsolete gun carriages-to the city of Marshalltown, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone; and 

A bill (S. 2070) to provide for the restoration to the State of 

‘two flags carried by the Twenty-second Michigan 
Infantry Volunteers and now in the War Department. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN rose. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for the present consideration in the morn- 
hour of the bill (H. R. 51) to change the boundaries of the 
icial districts of the State of Florida. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwould ask the Senator from Florida 

Mr. PLATT. What was the request of the Senator from 
Florida? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill in- 
dicated by him. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration in the morning hour of House bill No.51. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr ident—— 

Mr. PLATT. Allow me to say one word. The Senator from 
Florida gave notice in the early part of the week that he would 
call the bill up on Friday. I wrote to the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. HIGGINS], who has been interested in opposing the 
bill, that that notice had been given. I wish the Senator would 
give notice that he will move to take up the bill to-morrow, be- 
cause I-think that is fair. 

Mr. CALL. In deference to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Connecticut, I give notice that I move to proceed to 
85 consideration of the bill to-morrow morning in the morning 

our. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then, Mr. President. 

Mr. CALL. It is the intention of the Senator from Kentucky 
to move to proceed to the consideration of the Army appropria- 
tion bill to-day. I desire to give notice that at the conclusion 
of ‘the consideration of the Army appropriation bill I Span ask 
the Senate to take up the bill making appropriations for fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 195) to repeal an act entitled ‘An dct to exclude 
the public lands in Alabama from the operation of the laws re- 
lating to mineral land,” approved March 3, 1883, was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

+ The bill (H. R. 6557) providing for opening the Uncompahgre 
and Uintah Indian Reservations in Utah was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A dill R. 562) for the relief of Marlin Parks; and 

A bill (H. R. 1314) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


‘A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secre’ , announced that the Presi- 
3 the Ith instant, approved and signed the follow- 


Ana 411) for the relief of Samuel Collins; and 
Fe cxe (S. ond Washington Bd 3 An act to authorize 
e gon ani ridge pany to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River-t between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a 
post-road.” 
MINING CLAIMS. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following report: 
The committee of conf th 1 tes of: $ uses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 1. 555) oh amend —— 
2324 of the Revised Statutes ot the United States, relating 


to min- 


ing claims,’ having met, after full and freo conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and.do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagresment to the amendment ot the Sen- 


ate, and agree to the same. 

WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
WILLIAM B. BATE, 
JOHN M. PALMER, 

Conferees onthe part of the Senate. 
THOMAS A. E. WEADOCK, 
F. G. TATE, 
GEORGE B. SHAW, 

Con ferees on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the patos | appropriation bill. 

The motion was agr to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6373) making 
5 for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In order that we may save time I ask 
that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that 
the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations be acted 
upon as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

— — . Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head 
‘For pay of enlisted men,” on page 2, after line 8, to strike 
out: 


For general service clerks and messengers, tothe number and at the rate 
now fixed by law, $152,800, and the Secre of Waris hereby authorized to 
dismiss from service any of the service ol. ‘ers 
whenin his theiremploymentis 
act approved July 29, 1836, entitled “An act for the e t and pay and 
to define the duties and Habllities of general service clerks and general ser- 
vice messengers in the Army,“ is hereby repeal 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This is simply a transfer. It will ap- 
pear later in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 2, before the word 
“officers,” to insert such;“ in line 4, before the word ‘‘offi- 
cers,” to insert such,“ and in line 6, after the word in, “ to in- 
sert the Adjutant-General’s, the Inspector-General’s; “ soas to 
make the clause read: 

For additional pay to such officers for 1 of be ; 
...!. ͤ iat ate a 
be no appointment of Assistant Adjutant-General with the rank of major 
until the number of such officers in that grade shall be reduced below four, and 
thereafterthe number of such officers in that grade shall be fixed atfour, and 
hereafter all a tments to fill vacancies in the lowest grade in the u- 
and EDA PAY Gapartment, respectively, shall’ be, mode Troms the next lemect 
grade inthe line of the drme, s NE 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order on the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. It is an amendment that embraces 
the appointment in the Adjutant-General’s and Inspector-Gen- 
eral's de ments and changesthe existing law. It confines 
the appointment of these two classes of officers exclusively to 
the Army. It provides that the appointments respectively 
shall be made from the next lowest grade in the line of the 
Army.” ‘The existing law permits the President to appoint 
them either from civil life or from the Army. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. May Task the Senator from Texas what 
is his pia of order? What is it he objects to? 

Mr. MILLS. The amendment of the Senate committee in- 
serts “ the Adjutant-General’s,” and the Inspector-General’s,” 
embracing those two classes, which are in italics. I take that 
to be the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; that is the ‘Senate committee 
amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. That amendment changes the existing law. 
Clause 3.0f Rule XVI says: 
2 . general legislation shall be received to 


This is general legislation. There can be no dispute about 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I take issue with my friend from Texas. 
That is not the law as it stands to-day. The President can not, 
and no President ever did appoint any man either to the Adju- 
tant-General’s corps or the E corps from civil 
life. He can not do it. 

Mr. MILLS. Are you proposing to make no change of the 
existing law at all? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Weare not. 

Mr. MILLS. Then there is no necessity for this amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ‘Yes, there is. 

Mr. MILLS. Why? 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. There has never been an instance in 
which the nomination has been made from civil life. As the 
bill came to usfrom the other House it declared that spent ; 


ments in tho 8 the Subsistence, and the Pay De- 
partments shall be made from the next lowest grade in the line 
ofthe Army. All that the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate has proposed to do is to insert the eee 
and the Inspector-General's corps. If the President in making 
the nominations is to be confined to the line of the Army as to 
the Quartermaster, the Subsistence, and the Pay Department, to 
which the other House says he shall be confined, then the Sen- 
ate committee simply proposes that as to the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s and the Inspector-General’s corps the same rule shall ap- 


ply. That is all. 
Nir. MILLS. My friend is discussing the merits. Iam talk- 
ing on the point of order. We shall reach the merits directly. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. It makes nochange in the existing law. 
Mr. MILLS. But my friend will not contend, I suppose, that 
the President is now restricted in eppolusag these officers to 
the next lowest grade in the line of the Army.” He may be 
restricted to the Army, but he is not restricted to the next 
lowest grade in the line of the Army,” and so the provision I 
say changes the existing law. 
r. BLACKBURN. Isee the point the Senator makes. The 
int he makes is not against the amendment reported by the 
te Committee, but against the bill as it eame from the House 
of Representatives. 
Mr. Mills. No; Jam making that part of it against the amend- 
ment of the Senate committee. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. It is against the bill as it came from the 
— of Representatives that the Senator makes his point of 


order. 

Mr. MILLS. But the committee take the provision as it came 
from the House of Representatives and insert the Adjutant- 
General’s, the Inspector-General’s;” and therefore they propose 
when this bill is passed that gy Scie eas in the Adjutant-Gen- 
erals and Inspector-General's departments shall be made from 
the next lowest grade in the line of the Army. That is unques- 
tionably a change of existing law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not think so. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Inspector-General and the Ad- 
jutant-General can now be appointed by selection, but I am not 
clear about it, 

Mr. MILLS. Are they all now required to be taken from the 
next lowest e of the Army? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; but the officers are to be taken from the 
Army. Ithink the chief may be appointed by selection. The 
sien Eat however, does not violate any rule of the Senate, 
even if we have modified it. 5 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no rule of the Senate against it. 

Mr. MILLS. Here is the rule which I have just read: 

No amendment which N ag gencral legislation shall be received to 
any general appropriation 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no general legislation here. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator from Texas will yield to me 
a moment haps I can save him a little time. 

Mr. < y. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iam very sure that the present law-allows, 
as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] says, the chiefs of all 
these to be appointed by selection. 

Mr. ALLISON. m the Army; but the present law says 
that in the Adjutant-General’s Department—and I think itis the 
same in the In tor-General's Department 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is the same. 

Mr. ALLISON. That they shall be appointed from the cap- 
tains of the Army. 

Mr. BLACKB Ol the line. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of theline. It has beenasubject of dispute 
in the War Department, and itis believed there t really the 
purpose and intention and the proper interpretation of the law 
would confine the appointments to captains in the line. 

Mr. MILLS. That is not“ the next lowest grade.” 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly, it is the next lowest grade. So 
faras the Adjutant-General and Inspector-General are concerned 
the House proviso limits the appointments to the captains of 
“line” of the Army, instead of to the captains of the Army, as 
the law now provides. It merely makes certain what was doubt- 
less the intention of the present law. 

Mr. MILLS. I will cut this matter short by withdrawing my 
point of urder, and by moving tostrike out in the paragraph the 
word and,“ the last word in line 4, and the remainder of that 
3 down to the word Army,“ in line 9. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word four,“ in line 4, on page 


3, it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the paragraph, 
as follows: 

And hereafter all appointments to AH vacancies in the lowest grade in the 
Adjutant-General’s, the Inspector-General's, the Quartermaster’s, the Sub- 

y Department, respectively, shall be made from the 
next lowest grade in the line of the Army. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the ques- 
Seer first be taken on the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. ` 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Itake it nobody objects to the amend- 
ment submitted by the committee, and I ask thatitmay be acted 
upon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amend- 
ment proposed Boa Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to say that the law reads thus 
as to the Adjutant-General’s corps: 

Sec. 1129. All vacancies in the grade of major, in the Adjutant-General's 
— shall, when filled, be filled by selections from captainsof the 

The same law applies to the Inspector-General. I know what 
the Senator from Texas wants toreach. There has never been 
any appointment or any nomination made either in the Adju- 
tant-General's corps or the Subsistence corps or the Inspector- 
General's corps or the Quartermaster corps from civil life. 
There have been nominations and appointments made from civil 
life in the pay corps, and I am not objecting to what the Sena- 
torfrom Texas evidently wants to do. 

The House of Representatives send this bill here declaring 
that the President should be restricted to the next lowest grade 
of officers in the line as to.all these corps, except the Adjutant- 
General’s and the Inspector-General’s. TheSenate Committee 
on Appropriations 7 proposas to put those two corps in the 
same category. That is notin dispute. It simply means as to 
the pay corps, whether the President shall be permitted to make 
his nominations from civillife as to the paymastersin the Army. 
That is evidently what the Senator from Texas wants to reach, 
and I have no quarrel with him about it. I am entirely content 
to leave it; but, in order to get at it, the Senator must move to 
strike out, so as to put it into conference, what the House sent 
here, and he is not quarreling with the Senate committee at all. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Kentucky is right, and I will 
withdraw my amendment. Now, I will move to amend the bill 
by inserting after the word quartermaster's,“ in line 7, the 
word and,“ and after the word “subsistence,” to strike out 
the words ‘‘and the 2 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is what the Senator wants to do. 

Mr. MILLS. So as to read: 

And hereafter all appointments to fill vacancies in the lowest grade in the 
adjutant-general's, the inspector-general's, the quartermaster’s, and the 
subsistence department, respectively, shall be made from the next lowest 
grade in the line of the Army. 


From the days of the Continental Army down to the present 
time the citizens of the United States have had an equal oppor- 
tunity with the officers of the Army to be apposen to the pay 
corps.of the Army of the United States, and it is a fact that all 
the Presidents, so far as I have been able to examine the ques- 
tion, down to the present, have appointed more persons from 
civil life to the pay department of the Army than they have 
from the Army. 

A few days ago it was proposed to disfranchise the Army in 
the appointment of cadets by confining the appointments to 
Congressional districts, where the Army and the officers of the 
Army ha ve no opportunity to be represented. I then stood with 
a number of friends here and vindicated the right of the Army 
to be represented and to give to the President, as the head of 
the Government, the power to appoint ten general cadets at 
large, to be taken from the sons of officers of the Army and the 
Navy of the United States. My vote was controlled in that 
measure in order to do justice to these two great branches of 
the Federal Government. 

Now, Mr. President, the Army are so anxious to have every- 
thing, that they have been pressing to confine every appoint- 
ment within the lines of the Army and to disfranchise the whole 
sixty-eight or seventy million people, and to prevent them from 
having a single 1 to have one of these officers ap- 
pointed from civil life into the Army, and against the traditions 
and history of this country from before the time when the Gov- 
ernment was born. 

It is a singular fact, Mr. President, that one of the greatest 
military chieftains who has ever commanded the armies of the 
United States, second only to Washington in the estimation of 
the American people, Gen. Grant, Iunderstand never appointed 
a single man in the pay corps from the Army—it is so reported 
to me—but appointed every one from civil life. A great ma- 


7360 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 12, 


jority ot those officers have been appointed from civil life. 
ere is really no reason why an officer of the Pay Department 
of the Government should come from the line of the Army. 
There is no Army knowledge necessary to enable one to pay the 
officers and soldiers of the Army. 

A banker can do that as well as an educated military officer. 
He has nothing to do with military tactics; he has nothing to 
do with outpost duty; he knows nothing about provisioning an 
army or about mobilizing, moving, or fighting it. These are 
things that belong to the line officers, and, in my jpdemens, 
with the little military experience I have had, the line of the 
Army 8 to be kept intact, and there ought to be no induce- 
ment held out to any line officer to go away from the line and 
into the staff, especially in the banking department of the Army. 
Those places ought to bə open to civilians; atleast, civilians 
ought to have an equal opportunity with the line of the Army 
to receive such appointments from the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I do not mean to combat or resist the 
views held by the Senator from Texas. I simply desire to call 


„the attention of the Senate to the fact that the House of Repre- 


sentatives, as it passed the bill, stripped the President of the 
1 to appoint to the Pay Corps of the Army from civil life. 

he Senate has nothing to do with that. The Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations simply proposes by this amendment 
to put the Adjutant-General’s and the Inspector-General’s corps 
into the limitations which the bill as it came from the House 
prescribed for the other corps. 

Let me inquire if the amendment of the committee, which 
has been agreed to, includes the insertion of the word“ such“ 
in line 2, on page 3, and in line 4? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has been agreed to as a part 
of the amendment of the committee. The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not believe in the wisdom of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Texas. If made at all, I do 
not see why it should not include both the Commissary’s and the 
Quartermaster’s Departments. There is no legal restriction now, 
and there has been none in practice, against appointing from 
civil life in those two departments, and there are now in both 
of those departments officers appointed from civil life, and they 
have been appointed within recent years. 

I believe it to be for the best interests of the Army that the 
appointments in allthese corps should be confined to the proper 
grado of the line of the Army. The N for promotion 

the Army is very poor at the best, but I hardly agree to the 
Senator’s views that the Pay Department is an unimportant one. 
Some of the severest fighting of late years has been in attacks 
upon paymasters, and several soldiers have been wounded and 
killed in some of those engagements. 

The course in European countries—and I think we must surely 
come to it here—is to do away with these special staff depart- 
ments and have a supply corps. I hope the time may come when 
the commissary, quartermaster, and pay departments will be 
all in one and will form a supply department. I think the best 
minds in the Army look forward to that as a proper reorgani- 
zation, 

I think itis no more than right and just that those places 
should be saved for the line of the Army and that they should 
not be filled up with civilian appointments. These have not 
been, on the whole, the most fortunate. Without naming in- 
stances, that is very well understood. 

Such ae are made many times for favor, and no 
party is clean-handed in that matter; we haye all shared in it. 

There have been similar instances in the pay, quartermaster, 
and commissary departments, and if there is any point in the 
Senator’s argument, it should include both those other depart- 
ments. There should be no restriction upon either of them. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, if I had not known before that 
my friend from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] had been Secretary of 
War, his speech would have shown me that he had been in the 
closest kind of contact with the Army. The views which he ex- 
presses are army views, views which exist inside of a close cor- 
poration, and his views do not go outside of the Army and the 
army people. It is ordinary selfishness. It is not confined to 
the Army alone. We know that the Army are constantly 
pressing for everything they can get, and that every officer of 
the Army is constantly pressing to get every promotion he can. 

It is just the same as it is in civil life with the rest of us; each 
is trying to find the highest point he can get. But we are here 
representing somebody else besides the Army. We have sev- 
enty million people who are interested, and I doubt very se- 
riously whether this body has the right to limit the constitu- 
tional power and prerogatives of the President to give these 
appointments to whomsoever he pleases. He has the right to 


make the appointments from the Army or to select them from 
whatever station in life he may think proper. 

But, Mr. President, the people of the United States have 
some right to have an open door into the Army. The Army is 
not alone to be consulted about this thing; there are other peo- 
ple interested in it. It has been the policy of this Government 
to make the Army popular. Of course, everybody in this 
country knows that a standing army is unpopular. The preju- 
dice against it is one of the inherited prejudices which have 
come down to us from our fathers. It is no argument to say that 
because the quartermasters and commissaries are left out of this 

rovision, this, too, shouldgo by the board. Let them all come 
n if the Senator so desires. 

The Senator says that some paymasters have been attacked 
on the plains. Whoever heard of a paymaster being killed? 
When a paymaster is attacked, it is the line that fights. They 
have to protect the paymaster, and the quartermaster, and the 
commissary, and all the rest of them. The paymaster is simply 
a banker who carries the Government funds under his charge to 
pay the troops. This office has been within the reach of the 
people of the United States for a hundred years, and the great- 
est men who have presided over this Government have shown 
that they have been in touch with the popular sentiment by ap- 
pointing civilians as well as military men to these places. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have no objection person- 
ally to make, to leaving it possible for the President to appoint 
civilians to the Pay Departmentof the Army. It is quite possi- 
ble to find some man of such experience and familiarity with 
paying menand with large pay rolls that he would make perhaps 
a better paymaster than would any person who might happen 
to receive an appointment from the line of the Army; but I do 
object to the invitation, so to speak, to appoint civilians in the 
Quartermaster's and Subsistence Departments. 

Mr. MILLS. That is not my amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I know that. I have no objection to permit- 
ting the President to appoint civilians to the Pay Department, 
but as to the other departments I do speak for the great body 
of young officers, who have very slow promotion before them. 
It is considered an honor, a compliment, and reward to be ap- 
pointed into the Quartermaster’s, the Subsistence, the Adjutant- 
General’s, or the Inspector-General’s Department from the line. 
Those are military functions, and when a man of thirty or forty 

ears has been pay see out on the plains and amongst the 

ills, where he has been lonely and his surroundings have not 
been agreeable and there comes to be a chance for appointment 
as a aig He or a captain in the Subsistence Department, for in- 
stance, it must seem rather cold and cruel to hundreds of those 
gentlemen to have some personal or political friend jump into 
that very desirable place, which ought to be kept as a reward 
for gallant service. If the appointments were made from the 
Army it would give achance for promotion all along the line 
down to the second lieutenants. 

If you are going to have an Army at all, you must study the 
circumstances that will make it efficient and maintain its ambi- 
tion and its zeal. Giving the 814 8 to the officer to ba 
promoted is a stimulus to him all the timo in the faithful per- 
formance of his duty. If the President, when he has an appoint- 
ment to make in the Quartermaster’s Department, can range 
over several hundred young men of good education and charac- 
ier in the line of the Army, that stimulus would be constantly 
before them, and any one of them would be very proud indeed to 
get such an appointment. Now,I of course think ita great 
mistake as a matter of general licy tohead off the possibilities 
of honorable promotion in the Army in that way. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ithink I know what the Senator from 
Texas wants to reach. If I am correct itis altogether com- 
mendable, and Iam just as anxious to help in that direction as 
he is. 1 have no objection to his amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. Letit be adopted, then. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. So far as I am concerned, I am willing 
to accept it and let it go into conference. 

Mr. MILLS. Allright. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It simply takes the pay corps out of the 
proposed law as the House has sent the bill to us, and leaves it 
where the law leaves it now. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, if the picture which the 
Senator from Texas has drawn of paymasters appointed because 
of their knowledge and skill of banking and money matters were 
the fact in practice, there would be something to his argument; 
but the fact is that such appointments when made from civil 
life have usually been made because of some personal favor or 
relationship or for political reasons, to the great injury, as I 
think, of the service. Now, there is an advantage even in the 
Pay Department in having a man appointed from the line of the 
Army. He is entirely in touch with the Army and is familiar 
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with its customs, its laws, and its traditions. He is, in my opin- 
ion, vory much the better officer because of his training and ed- 
ucation. 

I will only cite against the Senator from Texas the practice of 
the present Commander in Chief of the Army. He has recently 
made appointments to the Pay Corps, and has made them from 
the captains of the line of the Army. Iam very glad to speak in 
the highest terms of his appointments in the Army, not only dur- 
ing the present, but during his former Administration. I be- 
lieve they have, on the whole, been excellent. He has shown 
what he believes the law ought to be by conforming to the pro- 
posed amendment, 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas, I understand, will practically leave the law as it is 
and has been for a number of years. The practice of the Exec- 
utive, as cited by the Senator from Vermont, shows that itis not 
likely to be abused to the prejudice of the Army. If the amend- 
ment is adopted it will simply leave a larger field for selection 
and’ the opportunity of infusing new blood into the Army and 
bringing k more closelyin touch with the people asa whole. I 
hope that the amendment will be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MANDE ON. Iask that it be stated. We have been 
unable on this side to hear any of the discussion. i 

Mr. MILLS. It simply permits the President toappointfrom 
sivil life to the Pay Department as has been done for a hundred 


years, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘quartermasters,” in line 
3, page 5, insert the word ‘‘and,” and after the word “ subsist- 
ence” in the same line strike out the words and the pay;” so 
as to read: 

And hereafter all appointments to fill vacancies in the lowest grade in the 
Adjutant-General's, the Inspector-General's, the Quartermaster’s and the 
Subsistence Departments, respectively, shall be made from the next lowest 
grade in the line of the Army. 

Mr. MILLS. It leaves the law as it is, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 4, line 24, after 
the word “thereafter,” to strike out“ the Chief Signal Officer of 
the Army shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of colonel 
only, and the office of Chief Signal Officer of the Army shall be 
filled by selection;” and insert: 

The Signal Corps shall consist of one colonel, who shall be the Chief Sig- 
nal Officer of the Army, and selected from the Corps, and one lieutenan 
colonel, one major, and four captains 8 be appointed from the 
Corps according to seniority, and three first lieutenants (mounted), to be ap- 
pointed as now provided by law, who shall each receive the pay and allow- 
ances of like grades in the Army. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For additional pay to such officers for len id with 
their current monthly pay, 26.440; in all, $20,640: Provided, That whenever a 
vacancy in the grade o brigadier-general shall occur in the office of Chief 
Signal Officer, said 9 shall not be filled, but said grade shall cease 
and determine, and thereafter the Signal Corps shall consist of one colonel, 
who shall be the Chief Signal OMicer of the Army, and selected from the 
Corps, and one lieutenant-colonel, one major, and four captains (mounted), 
to be appointed from the Corps according to seniority, ana three first lieu- 
tenants (mounted), to be appointed as now provided by law, who shall each 
receive the pay and allowances of like grades in the Army. 

Mr. BATE. On page 5, line 3, before the word “Signal,” I 
move to insert the commissioned force of.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no objection to that amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Tennessee to the committee amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Before the word“ Signal,” in line 3, page 
5, insert“ the commissioned force of;” so as to read: 


nee commissioned force of the Signal Corps shall consist of one colonel, 
ete. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Tennessee to the amendmentof 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. I move to further amend the amendment by in- 
eerting at the end of line 9, page 5, after the word“ Army”: 

The officers of the Signal Co: re ; 
5 Repent ee — N present commissions until 

The object I have in view in the amendment is just to let the 
officers remain as they are now. We do not want to deprive 
them of their commissions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object to that amendment. 
every Officer of the Signal 


martial. 
Mr. BATE. How? 
XXVI——461 


h of service, to be 


It puts 
rps beyond the reach of courts- 


Mr. BLACKBURN. If you are going to enact into law that 
the officers are to hold their commissions until regularly pro- 
moted, the power of a court-martial is defied, and not one of 
them could be dismissed from the service. 

Mr. BATE. They have their commissions now. They are 
officers, and as such are amenable to any court-martial or to any 
other order, I think the Senator from Kentucky is entirely mis- 
taken in that respect. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then what is the necessity for the 
amendment? They hold their commissions as officers in the 
Army now. 

Mr. BATE. Yes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There can be no necessity for the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Tennessee, unless. it be to 
build up a muniment or fortification around these people which 
does not a ply to anybody else. 

Mr. BATE. Not at all. I think this change, so far as con- 
cerns the appointment of a lieutenant-colonel, and the promo- 
tion of the other officers, the captains and lieutenants, ought 
to take effect, and that is the substance of the amendment, from 
the date of the passage of the bill. I make that point directly, 
so that we may understand it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator offer that amendment? 

Mr. BATE. I do, right now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I wish to oppose it. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator has op osed the amendment 1 have 
already offered, which I did not think went so far. I will read 
at length the amendment I propose. On page 5, at the end of 
line 9, I move to add: 

The officers of the Signal Corps to retain their nt commissions until 
reguany promoted in compliance with law, and for grades below that of 
colonel the reorganization herein provided for may be made upon the pas- 
sage of this act. 

That leaves it simply discretionary, of course, as to whether 
they shall make it now or not. The history of it, if I under- 
stand this subject 

Mr. PLATT. We can not hear anything that is said. Most 
of the discussion which has taken place upon the army bill has 
been entirely lost upon Senators on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have not been able to hear any of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests Senators and 
gentlemen who have the privileges of the floor to refrain from 
conversation. Business will be suspended until order is re- 
stored. The Chair desires to state that there is complaint from 
Senators that they are absolutely unable to hear what is taking 
place in the Chamber. 

It is a disagreeable duty to constantly call the attention of 
Senators and gentlemen who are upon the floor to this fact; but 
there is absolute necessity for it. The Senator from Tennessee 
will proceed. 

Mr.MANDERSON I ask the Senator from Tennessee to per- 
mit the amendment that was agreed to, as I understand, by the 
Senator from Kentucky, in charge of the bill, and also the addi- 
tional amendment, to come in at the end of the paragraph, to be 
read at the desk, so that we may understand them. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 

Mr. BATE. I will state that the first amendment was the 
insertion, before the words ‘‘ Signal Corps,” in line 3, on page 5, 
of the words ‘‘ commissioned force of the.” That is the only 
amendment which has yet been made. I send to the desk the 
amendment which I now propose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment willbe stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, at the end of line 9, add: 

The officers of the Signal Corps to retain their present commissions until 
as Sees | promoted in 5 with law; and for grades below that of 
colonel the reorganization herein provided for may be made upon the pas- 
sage of this act. 

Mr. BATE. It is simply a question as to what time the or- 
ganization shall take effect. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator 
from ‘Tennessee, but I mean to make the point of order that the 
amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. BATE. If the Senator from Kentucky does that, I shall 
fall back on my original amendment, which was referred to the 
committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was not reported. 

Mr. BATE. Not only that, but I shall produce the record 
showing that it came from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with the approval of every member except one, who was not 
present. That makes it in order, I presume. I hope the Sena- 
tor will not make the point of order, because I wish to have the 
proposition determined on the merits. 

r. BLACKBURN. Ishall not make the point of order now. 

Mr. BATE. I do not want any technicalities. If I am wrong 
I want the Senate to say so. 

Mr. President, this issimply a question as to when the reorgan- 
ization shall take effect. The tendency of itis not to remodel 
altogether the Signal Corps as it nowexists. TheSignal Corps 
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has been a progressive, scientific corps. It is one of the eight 
or ten in the Army. At present it has a r-gen- 
eralat its head, Gen. Greely. ere is ahiatus to-day between 
the brigadier-general and a major. There is no colonel; there 
is no lieutenant-colonel. There isa gap to be filled up; there 
is a want of symmetry in it, and it spoils the whole organization. 
It is the only corps of all the corps in the Army which is in 
that position. 

My amendment, to which the committee have agreed so far as 
concerns the appointing of a lieutenant-colonel—and, 1 Sag by, 
the proposition comes from Gen. Greely himself, who is at the 
head of the organization and is a brigadier-general—proposes 
that when his time expires, or when the office becomes vacant, 
there sball be no more brigadiers-general at the head of it, but 
that a colonel shall be in charge of it, and that by selection. 
That is the committee’s amendment now (it was instigated by 
the chief of this corps, if I am informed correctly), and it has 
been ed to. ; 

Mr. CKBURN. I do not know as to that. 

Mr. BATE. His report, producedin the other House, shows 
it. Gen. Greely, I understand, has about ten or twelve years 
yet to serve before he could be retired on account of age. It is 
purely, then, discretionary with him as to whether he shall re- 
tire now or whether he shall do so underasurgeon’s certificate, 
withthe consent of the President. Here, then, would be a delay 
of ten or twelve years, during which doubt would exist as to what 
the real organization is to be. 

I say it will have a d effect upon the corps. I 
agree with the committee that this gap should be closed by 
proper appointment. Ido not complain that the chief shall be 
reduced to colonel, aud that the appointment may be made Py 
promotion from the corps. That is proper, and it is the amend- 
ment. 

Now, if you have your lieutenant-colonel there and your 
major, and your captains, and your lieutenants, you would have 
it complete. The Signal Corps is one of the most useful and in- 
dispensable corps that belong tothe Army. It is true, sir, it is 
of recent growth. Itsprung up with Dr. on ps I understand, 
dur the late war between the States, and was utilized most 
effectively, the proof of which is on record by Gen. Sherman, by 
Gen. Thomas, by Gen. McClellan, and by others, showing that 
it was indispensable. 

After the close of the war it was recommended that it should 
be organized into a separate sig and it was so organized. It 
has varied in its fortunes from that time on. Generally it has 
been treated as a football here whenever bapa aay on bills 
come in, and has found its existence almost entirely based upon 

rovisions in appropriation bills, until October 1, 1890, when a 
pin was passed giving the Signal Corps a separate and distinet- 
ive existence, and separating it from the Weather Bureau. 
Now it is a part of the Army, known as theSignalCorps. The 
utility of it is not denied. 

It is scientific and progressive. It began with the signal flag 
in the war. Itnow has its flags, its heliographs, its seareb-light, 
its telephone trains, its captive balloons, and its dirigible or 
steering balloons. Allthisisgoingoninascientificway. These 
appliancesare of greatadvantage in military matters, andare im- 
portant to the organization and movements of armies and to 

ive information during battles, upon which might depend the 
fate of nations. 

Our system here has been adopted in Europe—England, 
France, Belgium, Austria, Russia—all have adopted the sys- 
tem that has been in use here, and preserve, I believe, to some 
extent, our hieroglyphical alphabet with its signs and symbols. 
In Russia they have parks for signal-corps trains, with ever 
necessary equipment, where select men become arpors by drill. 
Itis a growing arm of the military in every civilized country. 
Sir, if it had existed in other days there would not have been 
such trouble in the management of troops during battle. 

Wellington himself, upon the field of Waterloo, when the 
trouble culminated between all E and France, never would 
have uttered with a sigh those toric words—would that 
Blucher or night would come—if he had had the advantage of 
a signal corps. It has become indispensable in all well wpa: 
ized armies. It has come to stay, and will stay with us. Itis 
scientific and progressive, and we must sustain and encourage 
it. That being so, the question is how shall we organize it so 
as to make it the most effective. 

Look at it practically and see the working of this new addi- 
tion to-armies. It is effective in peace as well as war. See the 
troubles in Chicago the other day. I have here a d tch this 
morning from Lieut. Allen, of the Signal Corps, who is detailed 
there as part of the staff of the general in command, Gen. Miles. 


It shows its practical utility in troubles of that kind by giving 
a oom a when wires are cut and it can be given in no 
other way 


Mr. HALE. Will the Senator rrom Tennessee permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. We can not hear on this side of the Chamber 
What is said. What fault does the Senator find with the details 
of the amendment as submitted by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions? What is the fault with the amendment? 

Mr. BATE. Because it puts it off, say, twelve years before it 
goes into effect. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I shall answer the Senator from Ten- 
nessee in a few minutes. 

Mr. HALE. Everybody recognizes the merits of the corps as 
eloquently presented by the Senator from Tennessee. The only 
question is as to details. We have not been able to hear on this 
side what it is the Senator proposes. 

Mr. BATE. The substance of my amendment is that it shall 
go into effect now. If it is a good organization the metry 
should be preserved, and we should appoint these oflicers and 
let it take effect to-day; that is to say, the lieutenant-colonel 
should be appointed, and let the lieutenant-colonel be held in 
abeyance until Gen. Greely retires, or until a vacancy occurs, 
and then it can go into full effect. 

I fear to put it off will withdraw the incentive to good con- 
duct and official improvement upon the part of the younger men 
of this corps, as it would in any other corps. One of the in- 
centives that soldiers and officers have to dotheir duty is to win 
honors and be promoted. This to some extent will withdraw 
that incentive. There is no opportunity for promotion in this 
proposed law. Therefore, Mr. sident, it should take effect 
now so as to have this inducement given the officers, and let it 
goon smoothly and successfully. not let us degrade this 
corps. It costs less than any other corps. I have the proof 
here to show it. Every other corps, asl have said, has a brig- 
adier-general atits head but this one. 

Now, you pro to give this co but do not let us 
have a gap with the lieutenant-colonel wanting. The commit- 
tee have agreed to that, and the simple quest as I under- 
stand it, is narrowed down to the point as to when it shall take 
effect. Am I not right? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. BATE. That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to take issue with my friend 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. Lam not quite through, buf I will Iet the Sena- 
tor from Kentuc o on. ` 

Mr. BLACKB I want to take issue with the Senator 


from Tennessee upon each and every proposition he has stated, 
for I do not think that one of them is sound. He tells us about 
the value of this corps. I do not e to that. We saw its 


8 head (and I am his personal friend, and was glad to see 
t) given the distinction that was awarded him when he was 
jumped from a captain’s pee to a brigadier-general’s place. 

I was very glad tosee that jump made, not because I thought it 
was fair, but because I like the man. I do not know many more 
valueless, worthless luxuries the Government is indulging in to- 
day than the very corpsover whose exploits, never yet achieved, 
the Senator from Tennessee waxes so eloquent. But more than 
that, the Senator offers an amendment and asks the Senate to 
adopt it, which pu every commissioned officer in that corps 
beyord the reach of a court-martial, and says that they shall 
hold their commissions despite court-martials, despite military 
discipline, despite law, and that they shall not be interfered 
with in those commissions until they are regularly promoted. 
That is one objection. 

There is another and a still graver objection. The Senator 
tells us about the lack of symmetry in this corps. L admit it, 
but his amendment does not tend to help it 5 Here is a 
brigadier-general. No colonel is to be provided for until that 
brigadier-general shall die, or resign, or be retired. But the 
Senator from Tennessee wants a lieutenant-colonel. I should 
like to know how that would help to round out the symmetry. 
There would be just as much of a gap as there is to-day. 

Mr. President, the truth is just this. There is an officer in 
that corps to-day holding the rank of major, who wants to be a 
lieutenant-colonel, and he objects to the word ‘‘ thereafter,” the 
first word in line 21 on page 4. I challenge the record of the 
War Department, Ichallenge the Senator from Tennessee, to find 
me a single man whose name is borne upon the roster of the 
Army, who has been promoted as fast as the major who wants to 
fill this gap and round out and perfect the symmetry of the Sig- 
nal Corps by be made a lieutenant-colonel. 

He went from alieutenancy toa captaincy, if my memory serves 
me, in about three years, instead of waiting twenty years, as 
most Heutenants have todo. I think it was about three years 
that bridged him from a lieutenancy to a captaincy. It was one 
year that bridged him froma captaincy to majority; and two 
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ears have not yet expired when he stands here demanding that 

e symmetry of the Signal Corps shall be rounded out by mak - 
ing him a lieutenant-colonel. 

fchalienge the record of the War Office for anothtr purpose, 
and that is to furnish a sentence, a word, or a syllable in that 
officer’s record that entitles him to such consideration or to any 

romotion at all, whether in peace or in war. Ifheeversmelled 
eee gunpowder none of us ever heard of it. If he ever ren- 
dered such conspicuous ifie service or scientific service, or 
any other sort of service, I will withdraw all a ers and agree 
that the Senator’s amendment shall go through. ` 

But I insist that the amendment is faulty in two respects. In 
the first place, it puts this corps beyond the reach of military 
discipline or regulation or law; secondly, it proposes a reorgan 
ization that will have but one effect, and that is to promote 
from a majority to a lieutenant-coloneley a man who has al- 
ready been promoted faster and for less service than any other 
man whose name burdens the pay roll of the Federal Army. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, if there is any one criti- 
cism that can be made with force upon the Army legislation of 
the last fifteen or twenty years it is that it has been in the di- 
rection of making the Army of the United States top-heavy. 
We have been legislating, and legislating I think at times under 
pressure, in the directionof the increase of the staff corps of the 
Army to the detriment and material damage to the line of the 
Army. Itis not to be wondered at thatwe have done this thing. 

The experts of the different staff corps are of course anxious 
for that which isdear to ig “emer wholoves his profession— 
apenas to higher rank. ey like to enlarge and amplify 

e duties which are incumbent upon the different departments 
to which they belong. It is natural,and I donot find fault witb 
them, that they use every effort and all their energy to uce 
the result which they desire. It has been hard to m. head 
against these efforts in the past. The Con of the United 
States has in numerous bills and sometimes by legislation upon 
. bills met their views, as I think to the damage of 
the Army. 

Mr. President, I really think it is about time to call a halt in 
that direction. I should like to see reform begin at the other 
end. I sympathize with the recruiting officer who during the 
war, when recruiting gen rather slow, pro d to raise a regi- 
mentof brigadiers. Ofcourseeveryone would be very anxious to 
join an organization of that character. I think time has 
come when there should be enlargement and increase of the line 
of the Army of the United States. 

Everyone who hag personal acquaintance with the line of the 
Army knows, inthe differentcorpsof thecavalry, of theartillery, 
and the infantry, Main Bamps men who have grown old in sery- 
ice, and in distinguished, arduous, difficult, and dangerous serv- 
ice, who have not yet reached the rank of captain. There is 
not the incentive there should be that the enlisted men of the 
Army, many of whom are well entitled to commissions, who 
could pass the examination required by law and who are fitted 
to be second lieutenants in the Army and fitted to go to higher 

ades by regular promotion and by proper examination—I say 
Shave is not the incentive to these men that there ought to be; 
but that, of course, is all apart from the proposition now under 
discussion. 

I think that so far as the staff departmentof the Army is con- 
cerned, when we come to a time when the Army of the United 
States shall be used in actual war, instead of enla g our staff 

s we will decrease them by consolidation. e could well 
do that in time of peace; but unfortunately, although in peace 
we should prepare for war, we never do prepare for war until 
the emergency is upon us. I shall not go into detail as to what 
might be consolidated; but there is no man who has studied 
the question of the Army, there is no man who has had an ex- 
perience in it either in time of war or in time of peace, who does 
not realize that many of these corps could properly be joined. 

For instance, there is no reason why there should be a com- 

's and aquartermaster’s department entirely distinct the 
one from the other. There is no reason why there should not 
be a department of supply. It puzzles a man who has had army 
experience to tell as to whether a certain implement or piece of 
war material or matter of supply is to go to a quartermaster, a 
commissary, or an ordnance officer, and I t we might well 
havea departmentof supply that would consolidate some of these 


8. 
wake. HALE. Itissoin the Navy. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, it is so in the Navy of the United 
States and works without difficulty there, and there is no reason 
why it should not be so in the Army. I see no reason why the 
8 Corps of the Army should be a thing apart from the 
other staff departments of the Army. It could bewell joined to 
late in 


one of them. But upon that of course we can not le 
this bill. 


Now, the proposition is by this proposed enactment that when 


in the case of the present general, who is the head of 
the Signal Corps, there shall bea vacancy, whether that vacancy 
shall occur by death, by retirement, from length of service, re- 
tirement from disability, or retirement from age, then thera 
shall be what my colleague upon the Committee on Military 
Affairs and its efficient e man says isa symmetrical organ- 
ization of the Signal Corps. I agree with him that if we are to 
have the Signal Corps as a separate department fromall others, 
it should be 3 form, the department to have a - 
colonel at its head, and the intermediate grades of lieutenant- 
colonel, major, captain, and lieutenant should follow. 

But I do not agree with my colleague on the committee in the 
belief that that necessity is now upon us; that we should at once 
make the change that will cause Maj. Dunwoody to be madea 
lieutenant-colonel; that shall cause pag 5 sey Sy be made a 
captain, and promote the lieutenants to be cap of the . 
As has been suggested by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN], promotion in the Signal Corps has been extremely 
rapid, Its composition is as follows: 

he Chief Signal Officer, with the rank of brigadier-general, 
is Gen. Greely, who would probably retire from age ten or twelve 
years hence, who undoubtedly could at any time retire on ac- 
count of disability incurred in the line of his duty in the per- 
formance of a great work with which we are all familiar, and 
for which the country is glad to give him credit, and has given 
him deserved and most distinguished honor. 

Following him in the present list is Maj. Henry H. C. Dun- 
woody. Maj. Dunwoody entered the Army in 1 He was 
made second lieutenant of the artillery in June, 1866; first lieu- 
tenant in February, 1867; captain, June, 1889; major of Signal 
Corps in 1890, and accepted that place in 1891. 

Capt. Craig ee e 2 in ites in Signale ep and 
quartermaster in ; Was made ca Corps in 1896, 
and accepted it in 1891. K 

Capt. Allen was made second lieutenant in 1872; first lieuten- 
ant in 1879; captain in 1888; captain in Signal Corps in 1890, and 
accepted in 1891. 

Capt. Thompson entered the Army in 1868; made first lieu- 
tenant in 1880; captain in 1890; accepted in 1891. 

Capt. Seriven entered the Army in 1878; first lieutenant in 
ood first lieutenant Signal Corps in 1890; made captain in 
ere Glassford was made first lieutenant in 1890, and captain 

1893. 

I will not pass to the lieutenants of the corps. I have read 
this simply to show that the promotion of the officersof the Sig- 
nal Corps has been exceptionally rapid. They have gone 
through these higher grades, passing those who were with them 
at the Military Academy,and leaving them largely to-day in the 
rank of first lieutenant of the Army. 

Mr. President, I do not think we need to strain any point here 
to give immediate promotion to these gentlemen. I think with 
their corps thus made symmetrical, thus licked into the shape 
they desire, they can well afford to wait until there shall bea 
vacancy created either by the resignation, the retirement from 
disability, from length of service, or from age, of the distin- 
guished gentleman who is now at the head of the corps. 


I donotfind myself differing very often with the disti hed 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, but I think in 
this case it is well enough for us to make haste slowly. The 


Signal Corps is certainly not now so important an adjunct of 
the Army thatit can not afford to abide its time for the rapid 
promotion that is bound to come in the immediate future to those 
who are upon the roll. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I do not differ very widely with 
my colleague on the committee who has just taken his seat, the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. The only difference 
between us is as to when this shall take effect. We agree, and 
the committee seem to agree pretty well, too, upon a partial 
symmetry of the Signal Corps; that is tosay, that theres be 
a lieutenant-colonel appointed, and that the colonel shall be ap- 
pointed when the vacancy occurs, as indicated, by the resigna- 
tion or removal in any way of Gen. Greely, who now holds the 
chief place in it. 

But I think that it is proper if we are going to organize the 
corps after the fashion indicated by the committee that it should 
be done at once for the reasons which I have heretofore men- 
tioned, and which I shall not reiterate. 

I desire to say, however, in reply to some remarks which have 
been made in regard to this matter that Gen. Greely was ap- 
pointed because of scientific services he had rendered the 
3 so it seems he did go from the rank of a captain to 
that of a brigadier-general. 

That matter is a subject of criticism, but it meets, however, 
the approval of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 


7364 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 12, 


It is the officer whose good fortune it has been to be promoted 
to a majority who is jumped upon with both feet by my friend 
from Kentucky. He does not want to see him promoted further 


now, alle that it is very rapid, and also an allusion to that 

fact was e by the Senator from Nebraska. He, however, 

read from the Army Register, which shows that this man, who 

is now the major in this corps, Maj. Dunwoody, received a mil- 

itary education and entered the Military Academy at West 

pon in 1862, and after four years he was a graduate, and with 
onor. 

That is some thirty years ago. If you call getting to a ma- 
jority within thirty years ripe romotion, then of course there 

as been rapidity of promotion in this case. But I insist that 
8 is a long period for a man who has received a mili- 
tary education to go from a e p to a majority. 

Therefore, there isnoindecent haste in this matter, as has been 
intimated; and there is no excessive desire upon the part of the 
gentleman whoholds this majority or upon the part of his friends 
to see him promoted, except upon the grounds of merit. Why 
did he get this enor or scientific reasons in part, just 
as Greely was appointed brigadier-general. . 

Furthermore, i desire to say to the Senate and to you, Mr. 
President, thathe won thismajority,which is very rarely the case, 
upon competitive examination. Under the law of October, 1890, 
he was put to the test along with his fellows in the reorganiza- 
tion of the corps, and he won it fairly. He is one of the few men 
entitled to the straps of a major who has wonhisrank by a com- 
petitive examination, thus showing his superiority of the class 
with which he was thrown in reference to that promotion; and 
allow me to say there is nono class or set of officers in the Army 
superior to them. That is why it was done and not with inde- 
cent haste, nor by potential influence with the appointing power, 
butit became his by right under the law. 

Maj. Dunwoody was many years alieutenant, a short time a cap- 
tain, and it was his fortune to have been detailed into a particular 
service, the Weather Bureau service. I might stop to reada 
letter addressed by the Secretary of Agriculture, who has charge 
of this Department, to the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], in re- 
gara to the capacity, fitness, and efficiency of Maj. Dunwoody 

or the scientific work in which he is engaged; but it might be 
disagreeable to him for me to do so, and therefore I decline so 
doing. I will say, however, it shows an efficiency that is rarely, 
if ever, equaled. 

I repeat, he won this upon merit by a competitive examina- 
tion, and upon the grounds of merit alone, and it took him thirty 
7 to pass through the regular channels from a lieutenancy 

a majority. If the!Senator thinks that is rapid promotion he 
is welcome to do so. 

Now, sir, Maj. Dunwoody belongs to this corps and he won the 
positon, and romotion is to take place I am for him having 

t. He has distinguished himself most worthily. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky speaks of luxurious 
As. in Washington. Hecan not lay that charge at this man’s 

oor. 

Permit me to say, sir, that he is a man who is up at night in 
the 8 of his duty without increase of pay, when you 
and I and all here are asleep. He is temporarily detailed to the 
Weather Bureau atthis place—the head of that Bureau. It may 
de said to be a life study with him, As young as yon say he is, 
he has grown gray in that scientific service, and is conceded 
to be the greatestsuccess in his line ever known in this country 
or even in Europe. This is conceded, and publicly so by scien- 
tific journals on both continents. This isthe man, Mr. Presi- 
dent, whose promotion is objected to when he would win it 
fairly, because he holds the majority now won by competition, 
and under this amendmentthere would be an opening. It is not 
by selection, but under the true rule that heshould be promoted 
in the corps to which he belongs. 

Mr. President, I was pleased with the remarks of my col- 
league on the Military Committee, the Senator from Nebraska 
am MANDERSON]. He shows the necessity for this symmetry 

staff organization; and I want to say in conclusion on this 
point that if a necessity exists, as he has so clearly shown, for 
symmetrical organization and for a lieutenant-colonel to be ap- 
porn to effect it, then the sooner it is accomplished the bet- 

r, and therefore this amendment ought to take effect on the 

sage of this bill. It will not affect the force at the head of 

t, but it will affect all subalterns. It opens up the incentive for 
an officer to raise himself in the esteem of his fellow-officers and 
his countrymen by his proper bearing. Therefore it should be 
adopted now, 

r. President, like the Senators from Kentucky and Nebraska, 
I do not believe in jumping over officers by staff appointment or 
otherwise. Who does Maj. Dunwoody jump over? He stands 


next in the regular order, and if the Chief Signal Officer should 
die or retire he would not jump, but would succeed to the place 
in regular order. I would not want to see the President pro- 
mote him before that event took place. Thereare officers, and 
suitable ones I think, captains and lieutenants, who are placed 
by the choice of the President for life in good places. 

This is all right, and sometimes I help to do it, and while the 
law lasts I want to see my friends get their part of the spoils; and 
if the President is pleased by certain influences to take a man 
and jump two hundred and eight captains and make him a major, 
or to take a lieutenant and jump one hundred and fifty and make 
him a es sea) then let him doit. It is his right, and I hope 
my friend will be the lucky one. If this is wrong change the 


aw. 

That is the liberal view to take of this matter. The man who 
will likely get this promotion, should it come, is one who, as I 
said, spends 8 nights and stands by the ticker until the 
dawn of day sending information all over this country as to the 
weather, and this is the result not of luxury but hard and con- 
stant study—with marked capacity for combining certain influ- 
ences and working therefrom a given result. at is what he 
has done. It is his capacity and his scientific knowledge which 
have put him in the channel which caused, if you please, his 
rapid promotion in the service. This is the basis of it. 

But Iam not for the man. I am for the principle of the thing, 
Mr. President, regardless of any man. I want some officers to 
fill these places. It can not be done unless you fill up this corps. 
I should like to see the colonel appointed now, but the commit- 
tee says not, and I yield to the judgment of the committee. I 
believe that now is the time to effect it, and we should not wait 
for an uncertainty. 

The Senator from Kentucky states that they are not amenable 
to courts-martial. I can not see the 1 of that. While 
officers are in the Army and hold commissions in the Army 
there is nothing that can keep them from being amenable to the 
courts-martial of the country and the laws of the land. There 
is nothing in that point, and I will not further notice it. 

I do not propose to detain the Senate upon this question. I 
am sorry even that any debate has sprung up upon it. I agree 
with the committee upon all questions, except as to the time; 
and I shall say nothing more in regard to that, but only ask 
that the Senate will give due consideration to the fact that we 
want this corps made symmetrical. As I have said, it is indis- 
pensable, and it has been the favorite of most men who have 
been at the head of the Army, and it should be done. 

This corps is progressive. The same thing is going on in 
Europe, here, and everywhere; and I want to see that expert- 
ness, if I may so speak, encouraged. It takes but a small sum; 
it does not create any additional expenditure, because if the 
brigadier-general stays there he must receive his pay. 

I am perfectly willing, Mr. President, to leave this matter as 
it is, and hope that the Senate will take the view of it which I 
have taken, and be practical in what we do. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
BATE] is comparatively modest in his request. If his amend- 
ment is agreed to, it only ped ip this major over about one hun- 
yeti ang odd other majors, and nearly one hundred lieutenants- 
colonel. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ninety-three. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator will pardon me. If Idid not say it, 
I meant to say, of course, in that co You can not show that 
he will jump anybody, because the bill itself provides for pro- 
motion in that corps, and there is not a man between him and 
that position. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Very true. It does not jump over many in 
that corps, but I was speaking of relative rank. I say the 
amendment is comparatively modest, because the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] gives an opportunity to 
him and his friend, the Senator from Delaware Mr. GRAY], 
who favored the amendment, to got if they can, the appoint- 
ment of their political or persona friends to a majority, jump- 
ing over the six hundred and fifty captains and the thousand and 
odd lieutenants, to say nothing about the twenty-five thousand 
noncommissioned officers and the rank and file of the Army. 

So, to be consistent and logical, it would seem that we ought 
to adopt this much more modest amendment. However, as I 
yoted against the former amendment, I must, to be perfectly 
consistent, vote against this amendment, much as I regret to 
do so. 

I heartily subscribe to everything that was said by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] in regard to the organi- 
zation of the Army. It seems to me entirely wrong that the 


staff should be strengthened, and the line, of course, compara- 
tively weakened. It is, as the Senator from Nebraska said, top- 
heavy. It can be easily seen that with ten brigadiers-general 


— 


in the War Department and six in the field and with hardly 
sufficent commands for them that there is something wrong in 
the organization. a 

It is not, perhaps, a favorable time to suggest any important 


change in the staff department. I hope it may come, however, 
with the general reorganization of the Army. It is not now the 
time to propose it; but itis a time, Mr. President, when we can 
see the necessity of an increase in the enlisted force and the 
strengthening of the line of the Army. The staff positions 
should be so adjusted to the line that the chance for promotion 
and preferment will be greatest in the fighting arm of the Army. 

I am obliged to o the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I am very glad this dis- 
cussion has been had. The very wise and sage suggestions 
which have come from the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], 
and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], the one an 
ex-Secretary of War, and the other a member of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs of this boan looking to a needed reor- 
ganization of the military system of this country, did not come 
too soon. 

So far as the amendment pending is concerned, I rise to with- 


draw my pointof order. I do not mean to make any point of 
order against the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. I am 
entirely willing, and more than willing, that he s always 


have a vote of the Senate, no matter what the rule may be; but 
I do not believe that his amendment should be ado ; and in 
his presence here, as he sits close by me,I make this statement, 
which I am sure he will verify, that it was I in the Committee 
on Appropriations who strained a point to put into the bill what 


` the Secretary has just read in order to meet the views and wishes 


of 2 Senator from Tennessee so far as it was possible for us 
to do it. 

If this amendment should be adopted—I do not mean to say 
that the Senator from Tennessee intends to do it- speaking from 
the standpoint of a lawyer, I declare that, in my judgment, the 
Signal Corps would be put beyond the reach of regulation or order 
under the War Department; and more, it would be not to complete 
the symmetry of this corps at all, because the gap would be left 
precisely as it stands to-day. If the Senator’s amendment was 
agreed to, the symmetry would not be completed, the gap would 
stand until 3 brigadier-general heading that corps 
should be retired, or until he should resign, or die. 

For these two reasons, I hope the Senate will not agree to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Tennessee. [withdraw 
m int of order. 

r. BATE. Permit me to say a word. I think it is proper 
for us to get as near a consummation of symmetry as possible; 
if we can not got it entirely, let us get as near to it as we can. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee. [Putting the 
question]. The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. BATE. I call for a division. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think I shall have to ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

e yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary called the 
roll. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire |Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], butI shall take the liberty of voting 
to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. Iam authorized to vote to make a 
notwithstanding my pair with the Senator from Iowa 
SON], and I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam paired with the junior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). I find 
that there is quite a division of sentiment in the Senate in ref- 
erence to the pending question, and I therefore withdraw m 
vote, as the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAy], with whom 
am paired, is not present. 

Mr. PUGH. I announce my pair with the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. HUNTON], but I am authorized to vote to make a quorum, 
and I vote nay.“ 
| The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 23; as follows: 


uorum, 
r. WIL- 


YEAS—21. 
Allison, Geo’ Martin, Voorhees, 
Bate, Gordon, Pasco, Walsh, 
Blanchard, Perkins, White. 
Brice, by, Roach. 
Call, arvis, Stewart, 
Cole, Jones, Ark. Vest. 


NAYS—23. 

Aldrich, Faulkn McMillan, Ranso! 
Blackburn, Gibson, ` derson, Sherman, 
ey. G Peffer, Shoup, 
Seip ano peat Smith, 

p. wiley, ower, 
Dubois, 5 Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—4L. 
Allen, e. McLaurin, Pugh, 
rry, Galttnger, McPherson, Qoar, 
Guen Habr m, Mitchell, Ore Turpis 
ery, ansbro te on e, 
Camden, = Mitchell, Wis Vilas, 
Cameron, y Morgan, Washburn, 
Chandler, Hoar, M Wilson, 
Cullom, 3 Murphy, Wolcott. 
Daniel Jones, Ney. Palmer, 
Davis, Kyle, Patton, 
Dixon, ge, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations as amended. ` 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The ERFSIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on pago 6, line 5, be- 
fore the word dollars,“ to insert ‘two hundred;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For additional pay to such officers for oor of service, to be paid with 
their current monthly pay, $51,200; in all, $193,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 21, after the word 
dollars,“ to strike out: 

Provided, That hereafter no geen shall be made to the bear ve of 


So as to make the clause read: 

For additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid with 
their current monthly pay, $106,530; in all, 2825 230. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 8, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert: 


Provided, That nothing in the act entitled An act to increase the num- 
ber of officers of the Army to be detailed to colleges,” approved . 
1893, shall be so construed as to prevent, limit, or restrict the detail of reti 
officers of the Army at institutions of learning under the provisions of sec- 
tion 1260, Revised Statutes, and the act makingappropriations for the support 
ofthe Army, etc., approved May 4, 1880, nor to forbid the issue of ordnance and 
ordnance stores, as provided in the act approved September 26, 1888, amend- 
ing section 1225, Re Statutes, to the institutions at which retired officers 
may be so detailed; and said act of November 3, 1893, shall not be construed 
to allow the full oy of their rank to retired officers detailed under said sec- 
tion 1260, Revised tatutes, and the act of May 4, 1880. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I desire toask the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether this proviso is in the language of the bill 
which the Senate in the early days of this session? My 
impression is that it is in the identical language of that bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the Senator, without the 
record at my hand, but I assure him that it is in the language 
5 the bill to which he refers, which had the approval of the 

nate. $ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to say, in connection with the 
pending proviso, that I am glad to see it inserted here, so thatit 
may be understood elsewhere if there should come up any ques- 
tion as to the wisdom of the provision, that there was certainly 
no intention on the part of Congress in passing the act recited 
as approved November 3, 1893, to cut off the detail of retired of- 
foes of the Army to educational institutions throughout the 
country. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is true. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And yet the construction placed upon 


it—— 
But the Senator will admit that a dif- 


Mr. BLACKBURN. 
toron construction was placed upon the law by the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iwas about to say that the law by the 
executive department was so construed. The result of it was 
that a great many valuable military instructors were taken from 
those institutions, and can perhaps only be returned by way of 
detail if this provision shall become the law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the object of the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It permits such details, and provides 
that they shall not receive the full pay of their rank; but, of 
course, 555 can eke out whatever pay is coming to them on the 
retired list by any sum which any educational institution may 
see fit to pay for military instruction. It certainly is a very 
proper addendum to the existing law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 


7366 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 12, 


of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 8, after line 
13, to insert the following: 


ts; ab 
‘ort Monroe, Va.; at the Infantry and Ca 
worth, Kans., and at the Cavalry and ht Artillery School at Fort Riley, 
„not exceeding 90 clerks, at #1, each; 25 clerks, at 31,100 each; 10 
clerks, at 21,200 each, and 45 messengers, at each, $152,800; and said 


clerks and messengers shall be employed and a) joned to the several 


headquarters and stations by the Seeretary of War. And the Act for the 
enlistment and pay and to define the duties and liabilities of ‘general-service 
clerks’ and * al- messengers in the Army,” approved July 29, 
1886, is hereby repealed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Kentucky kindly 
explain to the Senate what is the change in the ariitog lar 
made by this provision? Is there a reduction of the number of 
service clerks and messengers? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is there a reduction in the amount of 
their compensation? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. 58 DERSON. Then, what is the provision which is 
repealed? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer and say that this is a trans- 
position. If the Senator will turn to page 2, from line 9 to line 
18, inclusive, which was stricken out apon the recommendation 
of the Senate Committee on ne a tions, he will find that 
this is simply a transposition. e Department d this sub- 
stitution, which the committee has submitted for consider- 
ation of the Senate. 

It looks to a reduction of the force; but it does more. The 
point in it, and the only point in it which has any merit or 
which would attract any attention or excite any discussion, is 
that it looks to the abolition of a practice which has groya: ap 
here in the shape of a civil pension list, what are called gene: 
service clerks, made up from details from the Army and ap- 
pointments from civil life, and after so many years’ service they 
go upon the retired list. 

A man appointed from civil life to a clerical position in any 
Department of this Government has no right to go upon the 
pension list or upon the retired list. It is the object of the 
amendment which the committee submits to put a stop to that 
practice. It is simply to compel the War Department to detail 
those clerks from the Army and not appoint them from civil 
life, with the chance to get upon the retired list by reason of cler- 
ical service which is not allowed to anybody e 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope that that conclusion will not be 
reached. While I do not oppose 5 for I feel the use- 
lessness of head against the ttee on Appropria- 
tions in matters of this sort, I do not believe in the de of 
enlisted men of the Army for clerk service, or any other se 
They enlist as soldiers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MAND N. Certainly. I may have misunderstood 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iagree with the Senator from Nebraska, 
but will the Senator say he does favor a practice that exists un- 
der the law to-day and that the amendment seeks to remedy, 
which allows a clerk appointed from civil life after thirty years 
„ go upon the retired list as though he had been a 

err 

Mr. MANDERSON. No, I do not, unless the clerk assumes 
the 8 of an enlisted man, and can be held to a term of 
service and be called npon for military duty. Of course, in 
time of war it is well understood that any civil . of the 
Army of the United States can be called upon for military serv- 
a zaa he can be compelled to perform the duties incident to 

place. 

But Tunderstand the general service clerks and general service 
nie. et are liable to removal, or can atany time quit their 
occupations. With that as the fact, I certainly do not believe 
that that class of men should ever go upon a retired list or a 
civil pension list for such service. 

However, that which I rose to combat was the idea that there 
3 be oe from pi N eit of oe aay men for 
clerk duty or for any other duty fore: to em nt for 
which they have bean enlisted. Pere 

One of the ‘evils which the Army has had to contend with for 
zay years has been the use of the enlisted force not only for 
clerk service, but for menial service. The man who wears the 
uniform of the Government of the United States and who is to 
be called upon to protect its flag and to sustain its honor should 
not be the servant of anybody except the Government of the 
United States. You get in the Army, I think, an inferior class 
of men when it is understood that they can be detailed or re- 


ce. 


quired to perform duty which is not incident to the military 
service. It isan evil which we certainly ought toreach. The 
Army of the United States isits peacemaker. If anything were 
needed to exemplify and emphasize that fact it can be found in 
the occurrences of the last few days in this country. 

The Army of the United States is small. I should not advo- 
cate its t extension, and yet, realizing the fact that it is no 
greater in the number of its enlisted men to-day, with nearly 
70,000,000 people, than it was when this country had but 30,- 
000,000 people, 1 believe there should be an increase in the 
number of enlisted men. Itshould be anincrease looking to its 
growth in the best material that can be obtained. A move was 
made in the right direction by legislation had at this session of 
Congress, which required t none but American citizens 
should be enlisted in the Army of the United States, and that 
nr should have a certain degree of intelligence. 

hat legislation, I think, will improve the material which 
will compose the Army. I think the Armyshould be increased 
within a moderate modest number, so that incident to that 
increase there should come a better organization of the Army. 
It is an astonishing thing to me that the Congress of the United 
States, throughout all these years of insistence, these years of 
persuasion on the part of the chief military men of thiscountry, 
should still hold to the obsolete in military affairs. 

Commencing with Gen. Grant, when he was at the head of 
the Army, following him Gen. Sherman, Gen. Sheridan, Gen. 
Schofield, and every department commander without exception, 
and ory man who has written upon military life in the United 
States, all have insisted that there should be a Hepar ure from 
the present single-battalion organization of the try of this 
country and that the three-battalion organization should obtain. 

The attention of Congress has been called time and again to 
the fact that the United States, holding to the single-battalion 

ization, has a military organization which is shared in 
y by two countries. One is Persia and the other China. 
That is the company which we are keeping with reference to 
the organization of our infantry. When the time of war shall 
come we shal. be quick to adopt the three-battallion organiza- 
tion, which is a necessity under the improved arm that is now 
used in all the armies of the world. Yet, notwithstanding the 
fact that ïn several Congresses such a bill has received the unan- 
imous report of the Committee on Military Affairs of the Sen- 
ate and has passed the Senate, it has gone elsewhere, there to 
sleep apparently the sleep that knows no waking. 

I hope that as the result of this discussion and as the resultof 
the events that are now or have been lately upon us the Con- 
gress of the United States will arouse itself to the im of 
bettering the condition of the Army and putting it in a position 
where it can sustain itself with credit and not be compelled 
when an emergency shall arise, or war shall come upon us, to 
make a complete revolution in the character of its formation. 

I hope I misunderstood the Senator from Kentucky in the sug- 
gestion he made that this proviso would permit enlisted men to 
be detailed to service as general service clerks and messengers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; the Senator from Nebraska did not 
misunderstand me, and he will not misunderstand me in this, 
that I sympathize with his conclusions as he has expressed them. 
It is not my p to advocate the detail of enlisted men 
for clerical service, but the Senator who, in conjunction with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], for so many years 
presided over the military affairs of this country, at l 80 far 
as the Senate has charge, knows that that has been the practice 
all these years. Those soldiers are detailed, and I doubt not 
that very competent men are found to render that service. 

Neither the bill as it came from the other House nor any 
amendment submitted by the committee of the Senate touches 
that practice at all. It may be a bad practice. I am not its ad- 
vocate; I am not its apologist. The only point that I make is 
that it isa mongrel service; it is a hybrid service. It is made of 
details from the line, of enlisted men and of men appointed 
from civil life. The amendment seeks to prevent the apointees 
from civil life from going upon a civil pension list after thirty 

ears’service. That is all there is in this matter. 

Mr. MANDERSON, That is a different 5 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam inclined to differ with my friend 
from Kentucky in the construction of this paragraph. I do not 
believe it means that you can take anenlisted man and give him 
a clerkship letting him remain an enlisted man in the Army 
and him a clerk at $1,100 or $1,200 per ennum, or make 
him a messenger with that compensation in addition to his other 
pay. That is what it would mean unless he was retired from the 
enlisted service. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Thatis what is done. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It ought not to be done. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The amendment was ed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 9, line 16, 
after the word “troops,” to insert ‘‘at. stations;” so as to make 
the clause read: E 

For commutation of quarters to commissioned oMcerson duty without 
troops at stations where there are no public quarters, $165,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. J 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 16, after the word 
t that,” to strike out in disbursing this amount” and insert 
“ hereafter;” in line 17, after the words paid to,” to strike out 
“an ” and insert “any,” and in line 18, after the word ‘‘offi- 
cer,” to insert “of the Army;“ so as to make the clause read: 

For mileage to officers when traveling on duty without troops, when au- 
thorized by law, not to exceed $140,000, to be allotted by the Secretary of War 
to the War Department and to the several military departments; and not 
more than three-fifths of said amount shall be nded during the first half 
of the fiscal year, and not more than one-half of remainder during each 


of the remaing quarters: Provided, That hereafter the maximum sum to be 


allowed and paid to any officer of the shall be 4 cents per mile, dis- 


tance to be computed over the shortest usnally traveled routes, and in addi- 
tion thereto the cost of the 5 actually paid by the officer over 
eens or routes, exclusive of parlor-car or sleeping-car fare and trans- 
‘ers. y 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 20, on 


0 11. 

N MANDERSON. The last clause of this paragraph makes 
a very decided 5 r e and in existing law. 
Iam ed to that urpose desired to be accom- 
plished is a good one, but I fear that the pendulum has swung 
too far in the other direction. It will be noticed that by this 
wording no Army or department commander can order an in- 
spection of any post or any part.of his department. 

$ Mr. BLA URN. Let me ask my friend what amendment 

e wants, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I shall offer an amendment which I 
think will commend i because it is mild in its terms. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not mean to abridge or restrict the 
powers of a department commander. What is it that the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska wants? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I propose after the word ‘‘commanders” 
in line 16 to insert: 

Or are ordered by Army and department commanders in cases of 
emergency. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Tt seems to me that is right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. itis right. 

Mr. MANDERSON.. I wish to say a few words in addition to 
show abundantly the reasonsfor it.. These departments are very 
largein territory. Many of them contain numerous posts. Fre- 
quently there is an absolute necessity for an inspection. For in- 
stance, there is an outbreak of malaria! fever or some other 
disease at one of the garrisons. An immediate inspection by the 
Medical Department is an absolute necessity. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. T agree to that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And the usual red-tape would not have 
to be undergone under the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFIOER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair). 
The amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 11, line 16, after the word com- 
mands,” insert “or are ordered by army and department com- 
manders in cases of emer “a P 

The PRESIDING OFFICE Thequestion is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I see that amendments are being made in 
the general text as we go along, and that we are not following 
the usual rule of confining the consideration in this stage to 
amendments reported by the committee. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to page 11, 
beginning with line 4. There is this provision: 

That.the t 
od mer aes EAA A 
not including slee; or parlor car accommodations, over free roads, over 
Pomi aidea acile railroads, and by conveyande belonging to said Depart- 

I do not quite understand that provision. I understand that 
in dealing with the free roads, on which the Government has.a 
right to send officers, you have not a right to impose upon them 
the duty of giving sleeping car or parlor car accommodations to 


officers. But when an officer is sent on a duty which requires 

him to travel two or three days steadily, is he not allowed the 
g-car accommodations 

URN. No; he is not, under the law. 


cost of his slee 
Mr. BLAC 


Mr. HAWLEY. What is the fact as to that? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The distinguished Senator from Con- 
necticut, who so long presided over the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee of the Senate, does not need to have me remind him that 
the law does not give an officer his sleeping-car fare, but it 
gives him his mileage, which is presumed to cover it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what wanted to ascertain, whether 
it is allowed for in some other way. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the way it is allowed for. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I understand that the mileage covers 
it and allows the officer to ride in such cars? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It does. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 11, on page 13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Kentucky to line 10, on page 13, where, 
after the word “issue,” there isacolon. Should it not simply 
be a comma? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Chair is correct. I ask that the 
correction be made. Thatis a clear mistake. Itshould be a 
comma. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change will be made, 
without objection. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 13, line 25, after 
the word ‘‘shall,” to strike out ‘eause to be investigated by the 
ony pao department of the Army, or otherwise, and shall;“ 
and on page 14, line 2, after the word ‘‘session,” to strike out 
“as to;” so as to make the clause read: 

And the Secretary of War shall report to Congress at its next regular ses- 
sion. the number of civil employés of the Army, their distribution, the ne- 
menr for their employment, and the cost attending the same: /rovi. 
That $100,000 of this ph igen a Shall be available for the purchase and 
delivery in June, 1894, of such subsistence su as may be required to be 
at posts at the of the fiscal year 1895. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is simply a correction of the text 
There is nothing material in the amendment and I ask that it be 
agreed to. 

The amendment. was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The nextamendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 14, after line 9, to insert: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to remove 
tothe Fort Sill mili reservation, Indian Territory, the Indian prison- 
ers of war now confined at Mount Vernon Barracks. Alabama, and for the 
purposes of the erection of buildings, purchase of draft animals, stock, nec- 
essary farming tools, seeds, household utensils, and other articles needed 
for said Indians and generally for their support and civilization, the sum of 
$15,000 is hereby appropriated, in addition to the sums herein appropriated, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Idaho to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 14, line Il, strike out of the amend- 
ment the words the Fort Sill military reservation, Indian Ter- 
ritory,” and insert such military reservation as he may select, 
not prohibited by existing law.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. So far as I am concerned, I accept the 
amendment to the amendment. 

I wish to state that an anomaly exists in the case of these In- 
dians, the Geronimo band. They are now in Alabama, as pris- 
oners of war, where they have been all these years. Sixty per 
cent of the number of that band to-day were born prisoners of 
war. It is an anomaly in the civilizationof this country. More 
than one-half of that band of Indians at the Mount Vernon bar- 
racks in Alabama, were born into this world as prisoners of war, 
and are so held to-day. The purpose of the committee is to do 
what every Secretary of War for the last twelve years has en- 
deavored to do, to get rid of this anomaly and 8 the Indians 
back somewhere. 

I know the Senator from idaho does not want them in his 
country. Nobody else wants them. But they should be turned 
loose. Children who are born prisoners of war ought not to be 
required to die of old age as prisoners of war. The Senator’s 
amendment is a perfectly fair one, leaving it to the discretion 
of the Secretary of War to put these people somewhere and take 
them away from where they are, and so far as I am concerned I 
accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
theamendment of the Senator from Idaho to the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. 

Mr. PLATT. Ithink that when this matter gets into con- 
ference perhaps some additional phraseology should be inserted 
to aor what is to be done with these people when they are re- 
moved. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. That may be. 

Mr. PLATT. If they are still to be held as 3 ol war, 
I do not see how they are going to be educated in farming and 
such matters. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I take it that the conference committee 
will look into the matter. 4 

Mr. PLATT. I think the whole matter should be looked into 
in conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations as 
amended. 

Ths amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 10, after the word 
“infantry,” to insert members of the Hospital Corps;” so to as 
reád: § 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
supplies: For the regular 3 — of the S meta A 85 
and barracks and quar- 
ters; of ranges ; of 
fuel and lights for enlisted men, guards, hospitals, storehouses, and offices, 


and scouts as may be mounted, and for the 


lank books, for 
the Quartermaster's Department, certificates for discharged soldiers, blank 
uartermaster's De, yon tae and for. prin’ di- 


The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on e 16, line 4, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert, but every such purchase shall be imme- 
diately reported to the Secretary of War for his approval;” so 
as to make the additional proviso read: 


Provided further, That after advertisement all the 1 tor the use ot 
the various departments and posts of the Army shall be purchased where 
the same can be purchased the cheapest, quality and cost of transportation 
considered, except that purchases may be made in open market, in the man- 
ner common among business men, when the te amount uired 
does rot exceed #00; but every such purchase 8 be immediately re- 
ported to the Secretary of War for his approval. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. The same amendment 4 again 
probably more than once in the bill, and I ask that it be agreed 
to. Itsimply requires that purchases made outside of adver- 
tisement shall be at once reported to the Secretary of War. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, line 25, after the word 
“pursuit,” to insert: 


And no greater sum than $20 for each deserter shall be paid to any officer 
or citizen for such service and expenses. : 


On page 17, line 5, after the word“ infantry,” to insert“ mem- 
bers of the Hospital Corps,” and in line 6, after the word 
mounted,“ to insert“ the authorized number of officers’ horses;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

INCIDENTAL EXPENSES. 


For post: ; cost of telegrams on official business received and sent by 
officers of the Army; extra pay to soldiers employed on extra duty under 
the direction of the Quartermaster’s Department in the erection of bar- 
racks, quarters, and storehouses, in the construction of roads, and other 
constant labor, for periods of not less than ten days, and as clerks for t 
papa Roaster nay ie at military posts; for expenses of expresses to and from 
the frontier posts and armies in the field, of escorts to paymasters and other 
disbursing officers, and to trains, where escorts can not be fur- 
nished; expenses of the interment of officers killed in action or who die 
when on duty in the field or at military posts or on the frontiers or when 
traveling under orders, and of noncommissioned officers and soldiers; au- 
thorized office furniture; hire of laborers in the Quartermaster's Depart- 
ment, including the hire of interpreters, spies, or guides for the Army; com- 
pensation of clerks and other employés to the officers of the Quartermas- 
ter's Department; for the apprehension, sec and delivering of desert- 
ers and the expenses incident to their pursuit, and no greater sum $20 
for each deserter shall be paid to any officer or citizen for such service and 
expenses; and for the following nditures required for the several reg- 
iments of cavalry, the batteries of light artillery, and such companies of 
infantry, members of the Hospital Corps, and scouts as may be mounted, 
the authorized number of officers’ horses, and for the trains, to wit, hire 
of veterinary surgeons, purchase of medicine for horses and mules, picket 
ropes, blacksmith's tools and materials. horseshoes and blacksmith's tools 
for the cavairy service, and for the shoeing of horses and mules, and such 
additional expendituresas are necessary and authorized by law in the move- 
ments and operation of the Army and at military posts, and not a, 
assigned to any other department, $600,000: Provided, That $200, of the 
appropriation for incidental expenses, or so much thereof as shall be neces- 
sary. shall be set aside for the payment of enlisted men on extra duty at 
constant labor of not less than ten days in the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, but no such payment shall be made at any greater rate per day than 
is fixed by law for the class of persons employed at the work done therein. 


The amendment was i pe to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 10, on page 18. 
Nr. BLACKBURN. I move to insert in line 1, page 18, after 
the word “ be,“ the words required to be;” so as to read: 


For the purchase of horses for the cavalry and artillery, and for the 
scouts, and for such infantry and members of the Hospital Corpsin 


campaigns as may be uired to be mounted, and the expenses incident 
thereto, $109,000, N 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 21, line 3, before the word dollars,“ to insert 
one hundred thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 

Barracks and quarters: For barracks and quarters for troops, store- 
houses for the safe keeping of military stores, for offices, and for the hire of 
buil and grounds for summer cantonments, and for temporary build- 
ings at frontier stations, for the construction o vee erin! buil and 
stables, and for repairing public buildings at established posts, 000: 
Provided, That no more than 81, 100, O0 ot the sums appropriated by this act 
shall be paid out for the services of civilian employés in the Quartermaster's 
Department, including those heretofore paid out of the appropriated 
for reguiar supplies, incidental expenses, barracks and quarters, Army 
plot eee clothing, camp and garrison equipage: thatno employépaid 

rom shall receive as salary more than 81 p month, unless the same 
shall be specially fixed by law; and no part of the moneys so appropriated 
shall be paid for commutation of fuel and for quarters to officers or enlisted 
men. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 4, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of War to purchase land for a rifle range at Sack- 
etts Harbor, near Madison Barracks, New York, at such sum and price as he 
may deem reasonable, not to exceed $10,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 7, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘sixty” and insert ‘seventy-five; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 


Medical and Hospital De ent: For the purchase of medical and hos- 


pital supplies, including fectants for general t sanitation, expenses 
of medical purve; depots, pay of employés, medical care and treatment 
of officers and enlisted men of the Army and Signal ip? on duty at posts 
and stations for which no other provision is made, for the per care and 
treatment of cases in the Army suffering from con ous and epidemic dis- 
eases, and the supply of the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark, 
advertising. and other miscellaneous expenses of the Medical Department, 
$175,000; and not over 840, 000 of the money appropriated by this paragraph 
Sahm applied to the payment of civilian employés of the Medical Depart- 
men 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The Sees Bs the bill was continued to line 10, on page 23. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In line 10, page 23, after the word De- 
partment,” I move on behalf of the committee and upon the re- 
quest of the Department to insert the following: 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized after due advertisement} 
to sell, under such conditions as he may prescribe, such quantity of surplus 

uors and such unserviceable medical and hospital stores, or other prop- 

yat the medical supply depots at New York, St. Louis, and San y- 
cisco, or in the custody of the medical department, as the Secretary of War 
may deem proper; the proceeds of such sale, after deducting expenses 
thereof, to be paid into the United States Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The raciigo the bill was continued. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 23, line 17, 
before the word thousand, to strike out ‘seven ” and insert 
“ten,” and in line 18, before the word thousand,” to strike out 
“twelve” and insert“ fifteen;” so as to make the clause read: 

Medical Museum and Library: For Ar Medical Museum, preserva- 
tion of specimens, and the Se and purchase of new specimens, 
$5,000; for the library of the Surgeon-General’s OMce, $10,000; in all, £15,009, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 12, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert: 
but ch h hall be i diatel ted 0 
a at paro 3 1 mmediately repor to the Secretary ot 
so as to make the clause read: 

Purchase of ordnance and ordnance stores and supplies may be made by 
the Ordnance Department in open market, in the manner common among 
business men, when the aggregato of the purchase does not exceed 8200, but 
every such purchase shall be immediately reported to the Secretary of War 
for his approval. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 16, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out twenty“ and insert ten;“ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For ee of machine guns, improved musket caliber, of American 
manufacture, 810, 000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am sorry that the committee recommends 
a reduction. I was glad to see that the other House had put it 
at 820,000. That is the figure at which it rested for a number 
of years. There is scarcely anything in the military arm that 
has made such improvement and advances as these machine 
guns. They are now going on trial—on a competitive examina- 
tion, so tospeak. The competitive examination is going on in 


this neighborhood, down at Indian Head. 

The National Guard of the several States have a great fancy, 
and very wisely and properly, for having a machine gun at- 
tached to each regiment, and independent of these, private per- 

their manufacturing establishments, oc- 
I think myself that $20,000 


sons, for the defense of 
easionally buy a machine gun. 
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would be a good figure, but I offer to compromise with the Sen- 
ator on $15,000. - 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I will do better than that. I will say to 
my friend, who so long and so ably presided over the Military 
Committee of the Senate, and who, I am sure, knows 
more about this matter than I do, that when we adopted this 
amendment it was not with any purpose of doing any more than 
carrying the matter to conference, where the Senator from Con- 
necticut might be heard. I will agree now, so far as I am con- 
cerned, either to let it go to conference and remit him to his 
chances to make good the merits of the measure he is advocat- 
ing, or I will accept his proposition right now, and put it at 


$15,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Bargain seems to be in order. If my friend 
will stick to it in conference, I shall be very much obliged to 
him to make it fifteen thousand. } 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will make it good. What is the Sen- 
ator’s amendment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I propose to change ten thousand to fifteen 
tnousand. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. To that I agree. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut to the amendment of the committee is to 
strike out ten“ and insert ‘‘ fifteen” before the word“ thous- 
and;” so as to read: 

For purchase of machine guns, improved musket caliber, of American 
manufacture, $15,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 26, line 19, 
after the words ‘‘ rendezvous to,” to strike out depot and in- 
sert military posts;“ and on page 27, line 1, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “and twenty;” soas to make theclause 
read: 

For expenses of recruiting and transportation of recruits from rendezvous 
to military posts, including sending of recrui parties to small towns, 
and not exceeding 81. 200 for the payment of a clerk to the officer disbursing 
the ap tion; also, includ the actual necessary cost of trans- 
portation of ee e a cants from their homes to places of enlistment, 
when authorized by the tary of War, 100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 16, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out eleven thousand five hundred,” and 
insert ‘‘seventeen thousand;” so as to make the clause read : 


For expenses of the Signal Service of the Army, as follows: Purchas 
po on orga and repair of field electric telegraphs, sign 


yn 
target ranges; telephone apparatus (exclu 
maintenance of the eae main 


tel 
uding Ringgo! 'exas, to Fort 
Mcintosh, Texas), including salaries of civilian employes, supplies and gen 
connected with the duty of collecting and 

Mr. MILLS. I should like to ask my friend why it is that 
this military telegraph line from Fort Ringgold, Texas, to Fort 
. Texas, is excluded? Isuppose it is provided for else- 
where. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is already provided for. 

Mr. MILLS. That is what I supposed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 16, to insert: 

Forconstructing and operating a military telegraph line between El Paso, 
Tex., and New Fort Bliss, Texas, $960. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 9, after the words 
‘direction of the,” tostrike out ‘‘Adjutant-General of the Army” 
and insert ‘‘Secretary of War;” so as to make the clause read: 

For contingent expense of the milit information division, Adjutant- 
General's Office, and of the military attachés at the United States embassies 
and legat ons abroad, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, $3,640. 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask consent of the Senate that the 
clerks may be allowed to correct the totals and footings, if it 
shall be necessary, in order to conform to the amendments 
which the Senate adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection that request 
will be considered as granted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be road a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 2 

A bill (H. R. 352) to enable the people of Utah to form a con- 


.... ᷣ ͤ ect ona ae be IN ree es ese a oe EN ile ees 


stitution and State government and to be admitted into the 


Union upon an equal footing with the original States. 

A bill (H. R. 6016) making appropriations for the service of the 
Poog Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 7506) authorizing the county of Coconino, Terri- 
tory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a county 
building at the county seat thereof. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
7 iS) for the relief of William J. Cornell and Joseph M. 

rnell. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5482) making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 
the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for other purposes; asked a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts, Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, and 
an BINGHAM, managers at the conference on the part of the 

ouse. = 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. N 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1694) ting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the White 
Earth, Leech e, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian reser- 
vations in the State of nesota; and š 

A bill (H. R. 1141) to remove the political disabilities of 
Charles Iverson Graves, of Rome, in the State of Georgia. ; 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair) 
laid before the Senate the action of the House of Representatives 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5482) maki 
appropriation for the payment of invalid and other pensions o; 

e United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for other purposes, and requesting a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments to the biil, and accede to the request of the House 
of Representatives fora conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
oe the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. BRICE, 

r. GORMAN, and Mr. CULLOM was appointed. 


IRRIGATION OF ARID LANDS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask leave at this time to present an 
amendment intended to be proposed by me to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. The amendment is for the purpose of deter- 
mining the water supply of the United States with a view to ir- 
rigation, including the investigation of underground currents, 
and the boringin arid and semiarid sections of experimental arte- 
sian wells. The appropriation proposed by the amendment is 
$25,000. I ask that the amendment may be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be received, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In connection with the amendment, I 
desire to read a part of a letter I have here, which comes 
from such a source that it should carry great weight, not only 
with the Committee on Irrigation, but with the Committee on 
Appropriations. ; 

is matter is to those of us who live in the semiarid or arid 
sections of the country, comprising a part of the western por- 
tion of the States of Nebraska, Kansas, the Dakotas, and the 
countries about the Rocky Mountains, and west thereof, of vast 
importance, and there has been very great lack, it seems to me, 
of interest by the executive branch of the Government and by 
Congress in this subject-matter. 

I have here a letter, which I received to-day, and which was 
invited by me after considerable conversation with the gentle- 
man who wrote it, who has a high reputation in the country as 
a geologist, and one who has given this subject very much 
thought. He says: 

In continuation of the matter discussed in our recent conversation, I beg 
to submit the following statement: 

The investigations by the Geological Survey into the water resources of 
the country have been carried on the past under the general appropria- 
tions, with the ultimate object of obtaining facts similar to those collected 
and published regarding the mineral resources, 

He then goes on to state that the Secretary of the Interior has 
made a recommendation for the appropriation of $5,000 for 
gauging the streams and determining the water supply of the 

nited States,” 

He goes on to say further that this is entirely too small to 
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reach the purpose desired, and shows the character of survey 
or exploration which has already been made. I shall insert 
this letter in the RECORD, with leave, as part of my remarks, 
simply calling attention now to these facts: 

Petitions and requests areconstantly being received that actual tests be 


undertaken in all parts ofthe country, especially upon the Great Plains, and 
while it may be questionable whether or nots tests should be undertaken 
by the Government. there can be no doubt but that this should be in 


a position to determine whether there is reasonable probability of obtain- 

artesian water at different points. 

e study of artesian conditions, made for the Census Office, 

onstrated that thousands of failures could have been vented and 
hundreds of thousands of dollars saved in experimental gs had full 
information as to the probabilities been sought before the expenditures 
were made. On the other hand, it is highly probable that undiscovered ar- 
tesian can be pointed out, or at least chances of success determined 
before aremade. This, however, can only follow upon a thorough 
examination of the conditions which govern the occurrence and distribu- 
tion of waters. z 

He then goes on to recommend that the provision in the amend- 
ment I have introđuced be inserted in the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. I ask leave to insert this letter in the RECORD, so 
that the Committee on Irrigation may have the benefit of the 
very valuable 8 made by this gentleman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Is there objection to the uest of the Senator from Nebraska? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., July 11, 1894. 
Hon. CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
United States Senate: 


Sır: Incontinuation of the matter discussed in our recent convention, I 


a submit the following statement: 
ogical Survey into the water resources of 
been carried on the past under the general appropria- 


only under a 
asked following under 
the head of the Geol 1 SEn aden the streams and determin- 
the water suply of tho U States, $5, 
as any 

down the totalamount 
urvey has necessitated 
ry of the Interior and the Director 
of the Survey are both favorably toward the work. It rests, thero- 
fore, with Senators who are interested to increase this amount should they 

The Oer of Bere — — tain tati tre 
t ey has cer representative streams 
ascertain the fluctuations of water supply, and at the same time obtain all 
facts accessible concerning the underground waters, their movements and 
availability for use. Thus the results are valuable, not only in all consid- 
erations of water power and y, but questions of 
tion development now so in e West. That the work is gen- 

erally apprecia’ is shown by the numerous inquiries constantly reac 
the Survey regarding the ties of the development of efficient sup- 
plies of water from various streams or deep 
Some of these questions it is possible to answer, while to satusfactorily 
solve other b. will requite thorough exa: tion. Questions con- 
the feasibility of attempts tosecure waters arepartic iy 
t, riti th or locali- 


wells. 


whether there is reasonable probabi 
feren 


t points. 
The study of existing artesian conditions, made for the Census Office, 
demonstrated that thousands of failures could have been vented and 
hundreds of thousands of dollars saved in experimental drillings had full 
information as to the probabilities sought before the tures 
were made. On the other hand, itis highly probable that undiscovered ar- 
tesian basins can be pointed out, or at least chances of success determined, 
before are made. „ however, can only follow upon a thorough 
tion of the conditions which govern the occurrence and distribu- 

tion of waters. 

It should be noted that the Survey has at this time a full equipment for 

gon the investigation of the waters flowinginstreams or possibly oc- 

underground, and still retains a number of men trained in the es- 

O) msand inthe use of instruments, such as current meters, etc., 

needed for such purpose. An investigation of this character is essentially a 

survey, and can only be carried on efficiently by an organization similar to 
that of the l Survey. 

In order to ob results of any considerable value the item should be in- 
creased to from twenty to twenty-five thousand dollars. With this sum 
eficient work can be done in many localities demanding immediate atten- 

m. 

The reason that the original request for %,000 was not for a larger sum is 
that this amount was taken from the 8 Item in order not to in- 
crease the total sum asked for. This seemed to be as much as could be spared 
without injury to the topographic division. 


MILITARY RESERVATION TO OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA. 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask consentof the Senate for the immediate 
consideration of House bill 6080, which is a bill granting to the 
city of Oklahoma, in Oklahoma Territory, an med mili- 
tary reservation for school purposes, with the reservation of 10 
acres to aman by the name of Miller, and reserving certain 

hts. The bill has been thoroughly considered by the Com- 

tee on Public Lands, and has been agreed to by all the par- 
ties in interest. I should like to have it passed immediately, as 
it is a matter of considerable importance to the people in Okla- 
homa. Territory. 


Mr. CALL. I have given notice that I should ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the fortifications appropri- 
ation bill at the conclusion of the army appropriation bim I 
shall not, however, object to the consideration of the bill of the 
Senator from Kansas, if it does not consume much time. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam sure it will not. 

Mr.CALL. If the bill will not consume time, I shall give 
way to the Senator for the present. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R.6080) granting a 
certain RTE ET reservation to Oklahoma City, Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory, to aid the public free schools thereof, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, at the end of section 2, line 15, after 
the word “city,” to insert: 
TTC 

ac aho: * „ 
to Benjamin S. Miller 10 acres of said land in the e ah namely 
as practicable, out of the northwest corner of said southwest quarter of sec- 
tion 34, in township numbered 12, northof range 3 west: That said 
Miller shall at the same time, by a proper instrument in writing, 
and to said city of Oklahoma an: and all right and interest that he 
may have in or to the remainder of quarter section of land. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “ purchasers,” in 
line 9, at the end of section 3, to insert: 


Provided, 


any legal claim or right that any or persons may have in 
oF to said lands or any part ergo under any of the pu r 
United States prior to the passage of act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SOUTH CANADIAN RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. CALL obtained the floor. 

Mr. MARTIN. I ask permission of the Senator from Flor- 
ida for one moment more in behalf of Oklahoma Territory, to 
enable me to ask the present consideration of the bill (S. $20) 
granting the Purcell Bridge and Transfer Company the consent 
of the United States to construct and maintain a bridge over 
the South Canadian River, ator within 1 mile of the town of 
Lexington, county of Cleveland, Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. CALL. I yield, with the understanding that the bill 
will lead to no debate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after 
the word“ is,“ to strike out“ granted the consent of the Gov- 
ernment” and to insert authorized;“ in line 7, after the word 
“ maintain,” to strike out for ninety years;” so as to make the 
section read: 

That to the Purcell Bridge and Transfer Company, a corporation created 
under the laws of the Territory of Oklahoma by charter filed January 15, 
A. D. 1892, is authorized to construct and maintain a bridge, and approaches 
thereto, over the South Canadian River, at or within 1 mile of the town of 
Lexington, in the county of Cleveland, AENT of Oklahoma, to be used 
for the age of foot passengers, animals, vehicles of all kinds, for 
ayer le rates of tolls, to be approved from time to time by the Secretary 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, after the word 
ttis,” to strike out constructed“ and insert ‘ commenced 
within one year and completed ;” and in line 3, before the word 
“years,” to strike out four“ and insert “three ;” so as to make 
the section read: 

SEC. 2. That the right herein granted shall be void unless said bridge is 
commenced within one year and completed within three years from the 
passage of this act. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 9, after the word 
“ before,” to strike out “this act shall take effect,” and insert 
the construction of the bridge herein authorized iscommenced, 
the;” so as to read: 

Provided, That before the construction of the bridge herein authorized is 
22 ela Eigse hn T talon cat 
omar —— ee 2 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 15,after the words 
South Canadian River,“ to insert: 

Provided also, That said 0 
as to offer reasonable and iram . 3 2 of vessels and other 

of vessels 


water craft or un said structure, and for the safet; 
passing at night Shall be displayed on said bridge, from the hours of 
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sunset to sunrise, such lights or other signals as may be prescribed by the 
Light-House Board. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered tobe engrossed for a third reading, and 
read the third time. 

Mr. CALL. Task the Senator from Kansas if there is a clause 
reserving to Congress the power to alter, repeal, or amend the 
proposed act? 8 

r. MARTIN. Les. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. 

The bill was passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill authorizing the 
Purcell Bridge and Transfer Company to construct and maintain 
a bridge over the South Canadian River at or within 1 mile of 
pno town of Lexington, county of Cleveland, Territory of Okla- 

oma. 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
ation of the fortifications appropriation bill. 

Tne motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4858) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 

e armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes; which had been 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent that the formal read- 
ing of the bill may be dispensed with and that the Senate act 
upon the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations as 
they are reached in the reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, it 
will be so ordered, 

Mr. CALL. Before proczeding with the consideration of the 
bill, I will state that the estimates for this work furnished for 
1895 were $7,438,413; the amount of the bill as received from the 
House of Representatives was $2,224,654. The Senate committee 
have recommended an increase of $829,450, and the amount as 
reported to the Senate is $3,054,104. I shall ask when the con- 
sideration of the bill is concluded to have inserted in the RECORD 
a tabular statement of the items of increase. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendmentof the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 1, line 9, after the word platforms,” tostrike out one” 
and insert two;“ so as to make the clause read: 

For construction of gun and mortar platforms, $200,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, lino 9, after the word 
“available,” to strike out“ twenty and insert “‘ forty-five;” so 


‘as to make the clause read: 


Preservation and repair of fortifications: For the protection, preservation, 
cet i 3 5 for which there may be no special appropriation 
available, „000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 14, before the word 
„construction,“ to insert “one-half of the cost; and in line 15, 
after the word Virginia,“ tostrike out ‘‘the unexpended balance 
of $24,902.10 from the $25,000 appropriated in the sundry civilap- 
propriation act approved March 2, 1889, ‘for construction com- 
plete of a sewerage system’ at Fort Monroe, is hereby reappro- 
priated and made available,” and insert 837, 500;“ soas to read: 


Sewe system at Fort Monroe, V. : For one-half of the cost of 
5 a of a sewerage system for buildings at Fort Monroe, Vir- 
ginia, 437,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 13, after the word 
“works,” to insert ‘‘such as roads, streets, lights, sewerage, 
and general police;” so as to read: 


Provided, That the owners of hotels and of other nonmilitary buildings 
now at Fort Monroe, Va., shall bear one-half of the Soa gag of construc- 
tion of the said sewer, and the Secretary of War be, he is hereby, au- 

directed to equitably and justly apportion among, assess 

inst, and collect from the said owners and to expend in construction of 
the said sewer the moiety of the estimated cost thereof; and heis also au- 
thorized and directed from time to time to cause to be assessed upon and 
collected from the owners of nonmilitary buil situated wit the 
limits of the Fort Monroe military reservation, and from individuals or 
corporations engaged in business thereat, suchsum or sums of money as he 
may deem just, reasonable, and necessary for expenditure upon the repair 
and operation of exis works, or the construction, improvement, main- 
tenance, and operation of such other works, such as ro: streets, lights, 
sewerage, and general police, as, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, 
should be constructed and maintained in order to protect the interests of 
the United States and the interests, health, and general welfare of the said 
tary interests now established or that may hereafter be established 


nonmili 
at Fort Monroe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Thenext amendment was, on page 3, line 23, after the word ex- 
pended,” to insert ‘‘ for the above purposes; ” so as to read: 

Provided further, That all funds collected as above provided, or that ma 
be received from other incidental sources from and after this date, be, an‘ 
are hereby, made special contingent funds, to be collected and e ed for 
the above purposes in accordance with rules and regulations be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of War, who willrender annually to Congress a de- 
tailed account of all receipts and expenditures. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ arma- 
ment of fortifications,” on e 4, line 5, to increase the appro- 
priation ‘‘for finishing and assembling 8-inch, 10-inch, and 12- 
inch seacoast guns at the army gun factory,” from ‘* $125,000” 
to “$175,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 19, to increase the a 
propriation for sights for cannon, and for fuses,” from $3,000” 
to ** $8,250.” - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 6, to increase the ap- 
peo riation for steel Poo ae shell for 12-inch breech- 

ing mortars” from ‘‘ $15,000 ” to $30,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 8, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘for purchase and erection of steel plates for the 
test of deck-piercing shell” from 84, 800 ” to “ $8,000.” 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 13, to increase the 
appropriation “for purchase and erection of armor plates for 
testing armor-piercing shot,” from ‘*$10,000” to ** $16,600.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 6, line 4, after the word 
“objects,” to strike out two hundred thousand” and insert 
„four hundred and twenty-six thousand six hundred;” so as to 


To provide for payments that may become due in the purchase or manu- 
facture of machine tools and fixtures to complete the po Se Ig of th 
south wing of the army gun factory, Watervliet Arse: Troy, N. Y.; 
steel breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars of 12-inch caliber: oil-tem: 
and annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12-inch 
caliber; carriages for breech-loading rified mortars of 12-inch caliber, and 
carriages for mounting new steel bresch- 8, 10, and 12-inch pro- 
cured under the provisions of the fortifications act approved July 2, 1892, 
said payments being in excess of the gma ie appro; ted N 5 act and 
by the act approved February 18. 1893, for these objects, 8128, 600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 18, before the word 
thousand,“ to strike out two hundred and twenty-five” and 
insert “five hundred;” so as to read: 

To provide for payments that may become due in the purchase or manu- 
facture of oil-tempered and annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns 
of &inch, 10-inch, und 12-inch caliber; carriages for breech-lo ed 
mortars of 12-inch caliber; and carriages for mounting new steel breech- 
ene 3 nen; and at — guns, ae a 5 of 

‘ortifications act approv: ruary 15, 1893, payments being in ex- 
cess of the monsy eren appropriated for these objects, $500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6 to strike out lines 22 and 
23, in the following words: 


For steel breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars of 12-inch caliber, $209,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 24, after the word 
„purchase, to insert under contract after due advertisement;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For purchase under contract after due advertisement of oll tem and 
annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber, 
in quality and dimensions confo to specifications, subject to inspec- 
tion at each stage of the manufacture, and including all the parts of each 
caliber, $250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 5 and 6, on page 
7, as follows; 

For carriages for breech-loading rifled mortars of 12-inch caliber, $75,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 8, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘for carriages for mounting steel breech-loading 
seacoast cannon of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber,” from 875, 000 * to 
**$100,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 17, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out twenty and insert twenty-seven;“ 
so as to make the clause read: 


For current expenses and maintenance of the ordnance proving ground, 
Sandy Hook, New Jersey, incl repairs and alterations, and ac- 


cessories incidental to testing and proving ordnance, including hire of as- 
sistants for the Ordnance skilled mechanical labor, purchase of in- 
repairing butts and targets, 


struments and other supplies, building and 
clearing and grading ranges, y 


The amendment was agreed to. & A 
1 8 1 
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The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 2, to insert: 


Watertown Arsenal, Watertown, Mass.: For erection of a brick shed with 
slate roof, 195 by 25 feet, south of new foundry, 83,300, 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for“ Board 
of Ordnance and Fortification,” on page 9, line 13, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert one 
hundred and twenty-five;” so as to make the clause read: 

Board of Ordnance and Fortification: To enable the Board to make all 
needful and proper purchases, experiments, and tests to ascertain, witha 
view to their utilization by the Government, the most effective small 
arms, dges, projectiles, fuses, explosives, torpedoes, armor plates, and 
other implements and engines of war, and to purchase or caused to be man- 
utactu under authority of the Secretary of War, such ns, carriages, 
armor tes, and other war materials and articles as may, in the hes, beer 
of the Board, be necessary in the proper discharge of the duty devoly: upon 
it by the act Spproves September 1888; to pay the salary of the civilian 
member of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification provided by the act of 
February 24, 1891, and for the necessary traveling expenses of said member 
when traveling on duty as contemplated in said act; for payment of the nec- 
essary expenses of the Board, including a per diem allowance to each officer 
detailed to serve thereon when employed on duty away from his permanent 
station, of $2.50 a day; and for the test of experimental guns and carriages 
procured in accordance with the recommendations of the Board of Ordnance 

and Fortification, $125,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. By instruction of the committee I offer an amend- 
ment which has been sent to us by the Secretary of War. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, after line 10, insert: 

For construction of a sea wall on the north shore of Sandy Hook, N. J., 

Mr. CALL. I willstate that the amendment is rendered nec- 
essary by the recent storm which has destroyed the works there 
and the protection which they gave. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. Iofferan amendment to come in at the end of 
line 14, on page 9. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “dollars,” in line 14, on 
page 9, insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That when guns or carriages presented for experimental tests 
shall be claimed to be covered by letters patent, either wholly or partially, 
said board shall be reasonably satisfied that the persons presenting such 
guns 8 for experimental tests are the real owners of the letters 
patent to cover such guns or carriages, or improvements thereon. 

Mr. KYLE. There can be noobjection whatever to the amend- 
ment. It moray 8 that the persons who have guns or 
gun carriages which they desire to have tested shall be the own- 
ers of the va on the guns and gun carriages. 

Mr. CALL. The committee have no objection to the amend- 


ment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question isonagreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg leave to present an amendment to 
come in on page 7, after line 9. 

The amendment has the approval of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and has been referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. It has not been reported from the Committee on Ap- 
priations and is not a part of the bill. I wish to submit it for 
the consideration of the Senator from Florida and the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment willbe stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “dollars,” in line 9, page 7, 
insert: 

To enable the Board of Ordnance and Fortification to procure and test one 
10-inch pneumatic disappearing gun carriage of the eumatic Gun Car- 

6 and Power Company's 97 5 the Secretary of War is hereby author- 

and directed to contract with the Pneumatic Gun Carriage and Power 
Company, of Washington, D. C., without advertising, for d carriage, 
which shall be constructed on the general plan submitted by the company 
to the Board of Ordnance and Fortification in its letter dated February 22, 
1804, and shall be capable of being traversed and the gun elevated and de- 
pressed by either pneumatic, electric, or hand power, and the details of said 
plan may be modified, changed, and improved In the discretion of said com- 


The same conditions relative to the platform, ammunition, and payments, 
etc., embodied in the contract for the Gordon 10-inch counterpoise carriage 
shall apply to the pneumatic carriage, and the same facilities for carrying 
out the contract for the counterpoise carriage shall be extended to the 
e for the pur- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 
Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President, buying carriages for guns for 


coast defense is a very serious business. They are very costl 
to construct in order to bear the modern high-power rifle an 
operated with ease. In our days military men require that 
75 shall be a disappearing one, 


ei 


ff 


t it shall be en- 


tirely out of sight of the enemy while it is being loaded, and 
that it shall be easily uplifted, so astofire over the parapet and 
then quickly drop down into the pit to be again loaded. 

There have been two 10-inch disappearing gun carriages built 
by the War Department for test as to the best for use for coast 
defense purposes, the pneumatic disappearing gun carriage, 
weighing 48 tons, and the counterpoise pea a gata gun car- 
riage, weighing 300 tons. One was invented by a civilian, the 
other, I believe, was the invention of an officer of the Army. 
These are the only competitors, although as I understand there 
is another gun carriage being built, I am not sure of that, how- 
ever. I fear I may do an injustice by failing to describe it cor- 
rectly, so I will say nothing aboutit. They are ingenious and 
able men. 

There are now under contract and being constructed 56 10-inch 
guns, according to the report of the Chief of Ordnance. The 
cost of the carriages for these 56 guns, according to the War 
Department estimates, is $35,000 each, making a total of $1,960,- 
000. It is of some consequence then, as a matter of money, that 
it should be well done and if possible economically done, though 
the first consideration of course is excellence. 

The total number of 10-inch guns required for the coast de- 
fenses, according to the official estimate, is 222, and the amount 
necessary to supply carriages will be in the neighborhood of 
$8,000,000. This is according to theelaborate plansubmitted b 
the famous board a few years ago, which is being pursued, 
though with rather slow and faltering steps, especially this year, 
as a spirit of economy is necessarily upon us. 

The two disappearing carriages of which I spoke have both 
been tested, accepted and paid for as working to the satisfaction 
of the Department. It is not yet settled which is the better and 
which shall be adopted uniformly. 

The Board of Ordnance and Fortification has given a contract 
to Capt. Gordon to build another gun carriage, similar to the 
one which has been accepted, to cost $47,000. = 

The rival concern, the Pneumatic Gun Carriage Company, 
has taken the contract for the new Gordon carriage, which spec- 
ifies times of movements, etc., and now proposes to build a car- 
ringa; in every particular superior to it, guaranteed to fire 
twelve rounds an hour, which is extraordinary rapidity for 
these heavy rifles. The company guarantees that the carriage 
will enable the gun to fire twelve rounds an hour to the coun- 
terpoise carriage’s ten, and po raspa the promoters say, it will 
fire eighteen, to maneuver tho gun by one man, to the counter- 

ise carriage’s fifteen, and the company will agree to build and 

eliver future carriages ata less price than that at which the 
Government can purchase the Liga opr carriage. 

It also agrees that the carriage shall be built at its own ex- 
pense and at its own risk, and it is not to cost the Government 
one cent if it does not work to the satisfaction of the War Depart- 
ment and prove superior to its competitor. I do not know how 
a more favorable offer could be made tothe Government. Ifthe 
carriage is accepted by the War 1 enans as satisfactory, the 
company is to be paid $50,000, and I suppose it would naturally 
expect a share of the gun carriages to be built hereafter. 

he two carriages for this competitive test will cost about the 
same. The PneumaticGun Carriage Company has just finished 
its contract with the Navy Department for installing its com- 
lete pneumatic system on the double turreted monitor Terror. 
hat is the company in behalf of whose gun carriage I offer the 
amendment, It is to install a complete pneumatic system on the 
double turreted monitor Terror. The company furnishes four 
10-inch gun-carriages, ammunition hoists, rammers, apparatus 
for reyolving Bay turrets, andsteering and refrigerating the ship, 
all to be worked by compressed air. One of the arguments made 
against this carriage is that compressed air is not a satisfactory 
medium for working these heavy carriages. They are adopting 
it largely, however, in the zar 2 

Capt. John A. Howell, United States Navy, a man who is ac- 
cepted as avery high authority indeed upon scientific ques- 
tions, and especially as to matters concerning the Navy, who 
commanded at that time the Washington navy-yard and was 
president of the board of officers which recommended the con- 
tract for the pneumatic system on the Terror, and who is the 
inventor of the Howell torpedo, says: 


The advantages uliar to the pneumatic carriage are reduced weight of 

the system, since the gun is counterpoised by an air spring, welghing a few 
unds, instead of weights, far exceeding the a cay of the gun; this re- 

Kanaa all the work necessary to handle the gun in the same proportion. 

The use of one fluid, air for handling the gun in all particulars, as con- 
trolling recoil, returning to battery, loading and training and elevating. if 
required, is in the direction of simplicity, combined with efficiency. No 
other system will have as high a coefficient of excellence, considerin2z all the 
Sequiattes of a disappearing gun in the coast defences. 


I shall not undertake to describe to those who have not exam- 
ined the matter the difference between those two plans, but I 
can perhaps convey the idea of a counterpoise battery. The 
enormous weight of the gun has to be counterbalanced by some- 
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thing else, even if great blocks of iron. The gun is thus de- 

ressed by swinging this great mass, whereas, with the pneu- 
matic machine, the process bears a certain resemblance to the 
use of steam. Compressed air is the power necessary to ele- 
vate, depress, train, etc. 

Mr. Lewis Nixon, the designer of the warship New York, late 
an officer of the Navy and now the naval architect of the great 
firm of Cramp & Co., who are successfully building ships, says: 


The counterpoise carriage with its cumbrous parts, has been sup- 
planted by the hydropneumatic carriage abroad. Iam perfecti familiar 
with both these types, counterpoise and pneumatic, and am satisfied that 


the pneumatic carriage is simpler and more efficient than the stan: car- 
rings of Europe, and no more liable to derangement than the counterpoise 
carriage 


A do the work on the pneumatic carriage in elevating, travers- 
PETET done b fifteen. men with the counter- 


, and lifting the gun that must 
oe <? Le ly handled under the demoral- 


Een battle han a largo ont” 

My Si tr: is, aioe following the development of the disappsaring car- 
e ht psaed al Sasol of wpe std waadoRonsteae 
for NOROS Svor all other methods, as it is absolutely reliable. 

I have also here, which I might quote, other opinions and a 
report of Capt. Fletcher, of the Navy, who went abroad and ex- 
amined the matter, and who describes the use of air in handling 
heavy guns. I will read a brief extract from his report to the 
Navy Department. He says: 

aring carriages for land fortifications and coast 
1 e air under pressure is employed for raising the 
gun to the firing position after the recoil. system was successfully ap- 
plied to a G-inch naval carriage, built some years ago by the Bureau of Ord- 
nance. Sincethat date it has met with fayor abroad, particularly in Italy, 
where it is now used for raising guus of 67 tons weight. 

Now, I have no criticisms and no controversies with the able 

entlemen on that great board of ordnance or with our Ordnance 
Geparonent They have comparatively limited sums of money 
to expend, and must do the best they can with what they have. 
It is my sincere judgment that it is worth while for the War 
Department to make the experiment with this carriage. It is 
not to cost the Governmentone dollar unless it is freely accepted 
by the War Department after it is built. The one which has 
been built and which ths Government owns now, works to gen- 
eral satisfaction. 

I think the War Department, it is my mere surmise, would 
probably be yey glad to try bothof these carriages. They have 
not the money, however, and their success in asking for large 
sums of money is not so great as to encourage them. At any 
rate, on behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs, I propose 
the amendment which has been read. 

Mr. HUNTON. There seems to be a general disposition to 
adopt the amendment, and that being the case I do not desire 
to detain the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I will state that the amendment, substantially 
at least, is recommended by the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Is the amendment in the language of the amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iso stated, but there is so much confusion 
= the Chamber that the Senator from Florida probably did not 

ear me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to offer an amendment. The bill as 
it now stands provides that— 


The owners of hotels and other nonmilitary build: now at Fort Mon- 
roe, Va., shall bear one-half of the expenseof construction of the said sewer, 
and the Secretary of War be, and he is herebyy, authorized and directed to 
equitably and justly apportion among, assess t, and collect from the 
said owners and to expend in construction of the said sewer the moiety of 
the estimated cost thereof; and he is also authorized and directed from time 
to time to cause to be assessed upon and collected from the owners of non- 
military buildings situated within the limits of the Fort Monroe military 
reservation, and from individuais or corporations engaged in business 
thereat, such sum or sums of money as he may deem just, reasonable, and 
necessary for expenditure upon the repair and operation of existing works, 
or the construction, improvement, maintenance, and operation of such 
other works, such as roads, streets, lights, sewerage, and general police, 
as, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, should be constructed and main- 
tained in order to protect the interests of the United States, and the inter- 
ests; health, and general welfare of the said nonmilit interests now es- 
tablished or that may hereafter be established at Fort Monroe. 


That provision of the bill makes the Secretary of War the 
legislature to determine when public work shall be undertaken, 
and to determine further who shall pay for it. The owners of 
hotels and nonmilitary buildings at Fortress Monroe are per- 
fectly willing to pay for the present sewerage system, which 
has been laid out by the Secretary of War. It meets the appro- 
bation of the citizens of that place and they are perfectly will- 
ing to pay their proportion of it; but they are not willing that 
the Secretary of War shall in the future determine when simi- 
lar works are necessary and to assess the inhabitants of the place 
for such sums as he may please to pay for such works as he may 
determine are necessary Nor that place. 

I beg to say to the Senate that this provision in the bill, as it 


came from the House, was the result of an accident. I am in- 
formed by the gentleman who represents the districtin the other 
House that the Committee on Appropriations determined to cor- 
rect that provision according to the amendment which I have 
offered, but by an oversight they failed to do it, and I desire to 
do in the Senate what the Appropriation Committee of the other 
House intended todo. Iam authorized by the Representative 
of that district to say that the language of the amendment that 
I propose is perfectly satisfactory to the Appropriations Commit- 
tee of the other House, and I therefore desire that the language 
of the bill shall be changed to read as follows: 

Provided, That the owners of the civilian buildings and civilian interests 
now located at Fort Monroe, Va., shall bear the proportion of one-half of 
the expense of construction and maintenance of said sewer system— 

That is exactly the provision of the bill, and to that provision 
the residents of Fort Monroe have no objection. They are per- 
fectly willing to carry out this idea of contributing one-half to 
the sewerage system that has been laid outand agreed to by the 
military authorities, and which is acceptable to the citizens of 
that place 
and which proportion the Secretary of War is authorized to assess against 
said owners apportioned justly and equitably between them, and collect 
and expend the same for such construction and maintenance. 

That is the language of the bill. 

And the Secretary of War is hereby further authorized to assess upon ves- 
sels the wharf at Fort Monroe, Va., one-half of the actual cost of re- 
pairs rendered n by the ordinary wear and tear of said wharf, and 
any damage done to said w by any vessel shall be paid for by the owner 
or owners of said vessel. 

Provided further, That all moneys collected as above provided, or that ma; 
be received from other incidental sources from and after this date, be, ani 

made special contingent funds to be expended for the purpose 
for which the same are collected in accordance with rules and ices ons 
to be prescribed by the Secretary of War, who will render annually to Con- 
gress a detailed account of all receipts and expenditures. 

This amendment, if adopted, imposes upon the civilian prop- 
erty owners of Fort Monroe one-half of the present sewerage 
system that has been approved by the military authorities, and 
leaves out of the bill the authority of the Secretary of War to 
enter upon any future improvements which he may choose, and 
assess upon the citizens such sum as he may think is just and 
proper to assess upon them to construct future systems of sew- 
erage, or anything else that he may think is necessary. 

I ask that this amendment be adopted. It carries out the 
views of the Committee on Appropriations of the other House 
and the views of the Secretary of War. I protest earnestly that 
the Senate has no right to place into the hands of the Secretary 
of War the power for all time to assess the citizens of Fort 
Monroe to carry out such improvements as in his cf eran: may 
be proper and just. I ask that the amendment be adopted. 

The RESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia 
8 pass state his amendment again. Isit to strike out and 

sert 

Mr. HUNTON. Commencing at the word“ provided,” in line 
22, page 2, I move to strike out all down to the next proviso in 
line 19. ə 2, and insert what I have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia to the fact that that part of 
what he read is also included in the proviso, after line 19. 

Mr. HUNTON. I understand that, sir; but by striking out 
and inserting, as I propose, that is retained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to 
strike out to line 2 on page 4? 

Mr. HUNTON. To the proviso on page 3, line 19. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the proviso beginning in line 
22, page 2, and ending at line 19, page 3, and insert the follow- 

g: 


Provided, That the owners of the civilian buildings and the civilian inter- 
estsnow located at Fort Monroe, Va., shall bear the proportion of one-half 
of the expense of construction and maintenance of said sewer system, and 
which proportion the erde of War is authorized to assess against said 
owners, apportioned justly an uitably between them, and collect and ex- 
pend the same for such construction and maintenance. 

And the Secretary of War is hereby further authorized to assess upon ves- 
sels using the wharf at Fort Monroe, Va., one-half the actual cost of repairs 
rendered ne: by the ordinary wear and tear of said wharf, and any 
damage done to said wharf by any vessel shall be paid for by the owner or 
owners of said vessel. 

Provided further, That all moneys collected as above provided, or that 
may be received from other incidental sources from and after this date, be, 
and are hereby, made special contingent funds to be expended for the pur- 
pose for which the same are collected in accordance with the rules and regu- 

ations to be prescribed by the Secretary of War, who will render annually 
to Congress a detailed account of all receipts and expenditures. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Virginia desires to strike out from the word“ dol- 
lars” in line 22, page 2, down to and including the word “ex- 
penditures,” in line 2, page 4, as his amendment covers all that 
cir sti 

r. HONTON. I think not. 


Mr, CALL. This amendment was before the Committee on 


Appropriations and was considered by them. It was understood 


ed | 
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that the Senator from Virginia should have the privilege of 
moving it in the Senate without objection. Perhaps it is not 
subject. to.a point of order, inasmuch as it makes no change in 
existing law and does notincrease the appropriation in any way. 
Therefore it will have to be considered upon its merits. The 
only change made is that it is sought to limit the discretion of 
the Secretary of War to the construction and maintenance of 
sewers, whereas the appropriation in the bill as reported to the 
Senate and asadopted by the Senate with the committee amend- 
ment extends it to roads, streets, and lights, giving the Secre- 
tary of War the authority to assess, as Congress might author- 
ize, for one-half of the cost of sewers, streets, roads, and lights. 
The objection that is made by the moyer-of the amendment is 
that the discretion in the Secretary of War is indefiniteand un- 
limited, and that he might assess the occupants upon the mili- 
tary reservation such sum as he chooses as in his opinion may 
be required, and that that may bea very extravagant sum. 

I do not myself see that there is any danger to the occupants 
upon the reservation who live there without any compensation 
to the Government, merely as a gratuity, nor that there is any 
danger in the exercise of this authority by the Secretary of 
War to the extent of being a severe contribution imposed upon 
them. Therefore, I have not agreed to the amendment, but if 
there is any limitation put upon the power, which will allow it 
to extend to streets and sewers, and define the limitation clearly 
to be ons-half of such amountasshall be authorized by Congress, 
Ido not see that there is any great point in the contention ons 
way or the other, Certainly the authority of the Secretary of 
War, whatever it is, should extend to providing not only sewer- 
age, which, according to the report of Col. Davis, is in a dreadful 
condition, butalso to providing forthe large number of pleasure 
seekers and occupants whoure now upon that reservation proper 
streets, and lights, and the usual accompaniments of a town, 
where the comfort and the health and the safety of the people 
are concerned. 

That a wharf built by the Government, which is entirely a 
public work, a large and expensive wharf requiring. an annual 
appropriation for its maintenance, and the evy of rates and 
tolls upon those using the wharf, are the subject of contention 
involved in the amendment. Unless the Senator can cha 
his amendment to such a form as to limit the discretion of the 
Secretary of War, as to the amount which he may demand, and 
apply it to roads, and streets, and lights, [ am not disposed for 
one to agree to the amendment. ith that limitation, I have 
no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTON. I am making a modification of the amend- 
ment that will be satisfactory to the Senator who has charge of 
the bill, and I beg that the vote be not taken until Ican finish it. 
[A pause.] ; 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Virginia will read the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTON. We have about agreed upon an amendment. 

Mr.CALL. Letitbe read at the desk. 

Mr. HUNTON. I withdraw the amendment that I offered 
awhile ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The Senator from Virginia 
withdraws the amendment previously offered. 

Mr. HUNTON. Inline 9, page 3, after the word “ thereat,” 
I move to insert “ one-half of; and in line 11, after the word 
“of,” to strike out existi works, or the construction, im- 
provement, maintenance, and operation of such other works.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY., After the word thereat,“ in line 9, page 
3, insert ‘‘ one-half of;” and in line 11, page 3, strike out ‘‘ exist- 
ing works, or the construction, improvement, maintenance, and 
operation of such other works;” so as to read: 


Provided That the owners of hotels and of other nonmilitary buildings 
now at Fort Monroe, Va., shall bear one-half of the e e of construction 
of the said sewer, and the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to equitably and Roomy apportion among, assess a; 
and collect from the said owners and to expend in construction of the said 
sewer the moiety of the estimated cost thereof; and he is also authorized 
and direc from time to time to cause to be assessed upon and collected 
from the owners of nonmilitary buildings situated within the limits of the 
Fort Monroe military reservation, and from individuals or corporations 
engaged in business thereat, one-half of such sum or sums of money as he 
may deem just, reasonable, and necessary for e ture upon the repair 
operation of such as roads, streets, lights, sewerage, and general po- 
lice, as, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, should constructed and 
maintained in order to protect the interests of the United States, and the 
interests, health,and general welfare of the said nonmilitary interests now 
established or that may hereafter be established at Fort Monroe. 


Mr. CALL. I accept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The word “as” after “such ” 
in line 13 will be stricken out if there be no objection. It there 
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be no further amendment as in Committee of the Whole the bill 
will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

Mr. CALL. I submit the following statement as to the ap- 
propriations made by the bill: 

The items of increase made in the House bill are as follows: 
For construction of and mortar platform 
For preservation and repair of fortifications.........-..-- — 
For sewerage system at Fort Monroe, Va 
For assembling 8, 10, and 12 inch seacoast guns 


FOr pusenase and crestion of sel ‘ates for tenting aoc rcii roe 

ct mca le exci ne ncaa eM 

For payments on contracts under act of July 23, i892, for mortars, 8 

FCC ˙² Bm 

J7n/nq AAV 
12 inch caliber 3 


For of proving ground at Sandy Hook, N. J. +090 
For brick shed for 8 Watertown. faisaiak Mass. - 3.800 
For expenses under Board of Ordnance and Fortification....._...-.- 50, 009 


Total increase 
Reductase case 


Net increase 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 
The biil was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S.1573) making an appropriation for rewriting the 
Consular Regulations. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.5894) makin 
appropriations for the Military nomom the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1895, asked a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 

HEELER. of Alabama, Mr. OUTHWAITE, and Mr. Bowses of 
California managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6108) making 
1 45 80 for the diplomatic and consular service of the 

ni States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, asked a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. McCreary of Kentucky, 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi, and Mr. Hrrr managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 3135) granting to the Univer- 
sity of Utah a site off the public domain; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President. 


DISTRICT WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENTS. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the dis ing votes of the two Houses 
onthe amendment of the Senate to the bil (H. R.0898) to regulate water- 
main assessments in the District of Columbia, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment to said bill, and agree to the 
same with the following amendments: 
In line 12, after the word “made,” insert the words and the installments 
pa as tey bioom due and payable, and the taxpayer is notin default or 
an = 


arrears y manner. 

And add at the end of the bill the following words: nor for relieving 
assessments.“ 

REDFIELD PROCTOR 


any taxpayer who is in arrears for water-main 
CHARLES J, FAULKNER, 


JOHN MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Sonate. 


JOHN T. HEARD, 
ue AMES D. RICHARDSON, 


HARME 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair) 
laid before the Senate the action of the House of Representa- 
tives reeing to the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R.5894) making appropriations for the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and requesting a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. BRICE. I move thatthe Senate insist upon its amend- 
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ments and accede to the request oſ the House of Representatives 
erde motion was agreed to 
e mo was agr 5 2 1 
By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
BRICE, Mr. CALL, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to theamendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6108) 3 appropriation for 
the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the 
fiscal year ending June 20, 1895, and requesting a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


ereon. 
1 5 BRICE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and accede to the request of the House of Representa- 
tives for a conference on the disagreeing yotes of the two 
Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. Brice, and Mr. were appointed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANSOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 6518, known as the river and harbor 
bill 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6518) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses, which had been reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce with amendments. 

Mr. RANSOM. I desire that the bill bo read and that we 

upon the amendments of the committee as we reach them, 
fissi the usual form, 

Mr. That is, that the formal reading ol the bill be 
dispensed with and that it be read for action on the amend- 
ments, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
formal reading will be dispensed with and the amendments of 
the Committee will be considered as they are reached. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 

e 2, line 2, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
“twenty-five ” and insert thirty-one;“ so as to make the clause 
read: 


2 harbor at Rockland, Me.: Continuing improvement, 831,000, of 
which êl, may be ded in com a survey of the same with a 
view of making itavailable for vessels of a deeper draft. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 11, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out six“ and insert eight;“ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Belfast, Me.: Continuing improvement, 98,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment on page 2, line 23, before the word 
„hundred,“ to strike out one“ and insert two;“ soas to make 
the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Boston, Mass.: Continuing improvement, by deep- 
ening and widening the main channel to a depth of 27 feet and a width of 
1,000 feet, $250,000, of which 810,000 may, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
Rad v used in the further prosecution of the work in Nantasket Beach 
channel. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 4, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out “five thousand” and insert seven 
thousand five hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Lynn, Mass.: Continuing improvement, 87,500: Pro- 
vided, That the whole or any portion of this appropr: ation a be expended 
on the western channel, in the discretion of Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 23, before the word 
thousand,“ to strike out twenty“ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor of refuge at Nantucket, Mass.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $25,000, p 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was,on page 4, line 7, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out eight“ and insert ten;“ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Scituate, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

ane amendment was agreed to. 

e next amendment was, on page 4, line 16, before the word 
“thousand * to strike u * oa beat a? 
1 alts n twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘ sixty;” so 
improving harbor at Gloucester, Mass.: Continuing improvement, 860,000 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 20, to insert: 

Improving harbor at Wareham, Mass.: CC 
out ot the Fee on hand to make a resurvey of said harbor with a 
view to its further needed improvement, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 7, after the word 
dollars,“ to strike out 


which, with the unexpended balance on hand, shall be e ed in dredging 
the enlarged inner harbor westerly from the outer gap along the southerly 
side of the wall of the enlarged inner harbor to a depth of 9 feet, 


and insert— 


including dredging when necessary, and a survey and estimates of cost for 
further improvement of said harbor; 


so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Block Island, R. I.: Comple 
incinding dredging when necessary and a survey 
further improvement of said harbor. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend, in line 7, on page 5, by 
striking out one thousand“ and ee “two thousand five 
hundred.” It is a small amendment, which I neglected to call 
to the attention of the committee, but I understand the com- 
mittee have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 7, before the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” it is proposee to strike out one thousand,” and insert 
“ two thousand five hundred;” so as to read: 

1 harbor at Block Island, R. L: Completing improvement, 


Mr. RANSOM. That amendment ought to have been made 
by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 5, fo strike out 
lines 21 and 22, in the following words: “ 

Paweatuck : Th t - 
tit on had tke a Seavey Of aid ives enn Out oF the appropria 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 6, before the word 
lites aegis to insert “and twenty-five;” so as make the clause 
an ee breakwaters at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing construc- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 9, to insert: 

Tmpro Sto m Harbor, Connecticut, by rem a part of Noyes 
Shoa and dredging the inner harbor, in accordance with the report of 
Capt. W. H. , of the Corps of Engineers, dated June 12, 1893, 85,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 19, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “twenty-five” and insert thirty;“ 
so as to make the clause read: 


T oying harbor at Duck Island, on Long Island Sound, Connecticut: 
Continuing improvement, $30,090. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 2, to insert: 


Improying Norwalk Harbor, Connecticut: Continuing improvemen 
220.003, 804 much of this a; — 8 


improvement, $1,000, 
estimates of cost for 


the channel and the established harbor line; and any unexpended balance, 
after completion of the above, may be used for the improvement of th: 
sharp bend in the channel near Renee Island at the mouth of the harbor: 
Provided, That the United States shall be subjected to no cost for any lands 
required to make this improvement. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 6, tostrike out: 


5 Gowanus Bay Channel, New York: Continuing improvement, 
50,000; and the Secretary of War is directed to report apan estimates 
for deepening to 26 feet at mean low water the ook and Gowanus 
Creek C and the Bay 5 and also whether, in his opinion, 
np e of commerce req) such a depth, or any additional depth, at 

8. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 13, to insert: 


Improving Bay Ridge Channel, New York Harbor, New York: Continuing 
improvement by dredging out and o the same from a t at its 
Junction with the Gowanus Creek Channel (near 2 th street), 
southerly therefrom ey re in front of Gowanus Bay Bay Ridge toa 

int where the said dge Channel, so to be opened, encounters a 26- 
oot contour or depth of water, so that the so to be opened, shall 
be of a uniform depth of 26 feet and a width of 800 feet at low water, $100,000: 
Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secre of War for 
such materials and work as may be necessary for the com of the 
above project, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be 
made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $475,800, exclusive of the amount 

ay 


herein y 
peua Hook and Gowanus Creek chann els, New York: Continu- 
ing improvement under the project to obtain 21 feet of water, $50,000. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I rise to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee as to the amendment beginning in line 14, on 8. IS 
there a report from any engineer officer of the War Department 
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recommending the proposed improvement embraced in the para- 
graph just read, and has any estimate been made or any plan 
submitted at any time for it? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes,sir. No item in the bill was more de- 
liberately considered than the one to which the Senator refers. 
It underwent several changes, and it was finally adjusted to con- 
form to what was thought to be best upon consultation with the 
engineers in charge and the Senators from New York. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Has it been recommended by the en- 
gineer? Col. Gillespie is the engineer in charge. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam sorry I can not go into these details. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This is susceptible of an easy answer. 

Mr. RANSOM. I prefer to be my own judge upon that mat- 
ter, and not have the Senator from Louisiana answer for me. 

I said distinctly that this amendment was the subject of discus- 
sion at leastthree different times, upon three different days, or 
perhaps more, and this was the final form accepted after consul- 
tation with the engineers in charge, the people engaged in com- 
merce, and the Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY], who is 
a member of the committee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This particular improvement, in refer- 
ence to which I made the inguiry, was reported upon adversely 
by Lieut. Col. Gillespie, the United States engineer officer in 
charge, to the last Congress. The purpose of my inquiry was 
to ascertain whether there had been from that officer, or any 
other, any subsequent favorable report upon this project, sub- 
mitting plans and estimates of the work. To that inquiry no 
answer is given. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I understand this improvement 
is embraced in the text of the bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives, and it is fully described and recommended in 
the report of the Chief of Engineers on page 101. 

The committee simply divided this proposed improvement, 
making, as it will be seen, the se ans channel 26 feet, leav- 
ing the other at Red Hook and Gowanus Creek at 21 feet, and 
putting the work under the contract system. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Senator from Oregon is mistaken. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not think Iam. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I think the Senotor is mistaken when 
he says that this particular appropriation or project is included 
in the text of the bill as it came from the House. I refer to the 
words stricken out on page 8, from line 7 to line 13, inclusive. 
That I understand to be the Senator's statement. 

In the bill as it came from the House the item alluded to by 
the Senator from Oregon relates to Red Hook and Gowanus 
Creek channel and to Bay Ridge channel, but not to any such 
improvement in gs Aart channel as that contemplated in the 
paragraph of the bill to which I have called attention. The 
project is a new one, and I think there is no report of the en- 
gineer officer to justify its incorporation in the pending bill. 

I have no disposition to oppose it, but must express dissent to 
the policy of adoptin pos of improvement not recom- 
mended by engineers of the Government in charge. 

Mr. C M. Ido not understand that the Senator desires 
to oppose the amendment, but I wish to say what the chairman 
of the committee has already said, that perhaps there is no item 
in this bill which was more thoroughly investigated and over 
which there was probably more discussion and more hearings 
than the amendment to which the Senator refers. The com- 
mittee, I think, after many hearings and full hearings, deter- 
mined substantially unanimously that the provision beginning 
in Hre 14, on page 8, should be adopted as an amendment to the 
bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Isaid I had no wish to oppose the amend- 
ment. I merely desired to state that I doubt very much the 
advisability of this project being in the bill. It was ars 
the Senate in the river and harbor bill of 1892, and after full 
consideration in conference, it went out except as to a limited 
improvement in that channel. I know of no further report 
from the engineer changing his views. I repeat, the report 
submitted to the last Congress was adverse. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The question is on 
the amendment reported by the committee, which has 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 9, line 9, before 
the word thousand,“ to strike out eight“ and insert ‘' fif- 
teen;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Great Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improve- 
ment, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 17, after the word 
“H breakwater,” to insert and not exceedi $10,000 of which 
may, in the discretion of the Secretary of ‘War, be used for re- 
moving rock to widen and deepen the inner harbor near the 


reeing to 
en read. 


mouth of the Oswego River;” so as to make the clause read: 


8 


Im 23 harbor at Oswego, N. Y: Continuing improvem 
of Which $10,000 shall be expended in 2 the brosch recent 1 
in the breakwater; and not 2 $10, of which may, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War, be for removing rock to widen and 
deepen the inner harbor near the mouth of the Oswego River. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
* The next amendment was, on page 9, line 24, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five ” and insert one hun- 
dred;” so as to make the clause read: 


poring New York Harbor, New York: Continuing improvement, $100,- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

; The next amenđment was, on page 10, line 6, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert and the unexpended balance of the appro- 
priations heretofore made for the fmproyement of the Niagara 
River from Tonawanda to Port Day, N. V., is hereby trans- 
ferred and appropriated for this improvement; so as to make the 
clause read: 

Improving Tonawanda Harborand Niagara River, New York: Continuing 
improvement, $59,000, and the unexpended balance of the appropriations 
heretofore made for the improvementof the Niagara River from Tonawanda 
5 ne Day, N. Y., is hereby transferred and appropriated for this improve- 
_ Mr. CULLOM. There was a mistake made by the committee 
in the amendment which has just been read by the Secretary. 
I have received a telegram from the Senator from New York 
[Mr. MURPHY], who is a member of the Committee on Com- 
merce, whose attention has been called to the matter, desiring 
it to be corrected. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk to take the place of the committee amendment. 
eae 5 The committee amendment should be disagreed 

rst. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
amendment of the committee will be disagreed to. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the amendment is disagreed to. The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois will be stated: 

The SECRETARY. On page 10, it is proposed to substitute for 
the clause from line 5 to line 10, inclusive, the following : 

Improving Niagara River from Tonawanda to Fort Day, N. V., 520 000; and 
the unexpended balance of the appropriation heretofore made for this im- 
provement is hereby reappropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 10, line 20, before 
the word“ thousand,” to strike out “forty and insert sixty; 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Buttermilk 5 F: - 
a p 220 ag ; Channel, New York Harbor: Continuing improve 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 8, before the word 
thousand,“ to strike out twenty and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Impro harbor at Raritan Bay, New Je 8 
$40,000. kat of which, in the 8 of t e Secretary or W 8 
used in dredging bar between South Amboy and Great s Light. This 
appropriation shall include a survey between South Amboy and Great Beds 
Light, with a view to deepening the channel to 21 feet at mean low water. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 1, after the word 
“maintenance,” to insert and widening channel to 1,000 feet; 
and in line 2, before the word thousand,” to strike out fifty” 
and insert ‘‘two hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Impro harbor at Baltimore, Md.: For maintenance and widening 
channel to 1,000 feet, $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment Was, on page 12, line 5, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘seventy-five” and insert one hun- 
dred and ten;” so as to make the clause read: 

0 harbor at Norfolk 5 
ieee 4 — Pg N. 8 N. and its approaches, Virginia: Continuing 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 7, before the word 
„thousand,“ to insert and thirty;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving harbor at Winyaw Bay, South Carolina: Continuing improve- 
ment, $130,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 16, to insert: 

Improving the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., 830,000, the whole of which 
shall be paid to C. P. Goodyear for depth of water heretofore obtained over 
said onter bar. And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to pay to 


oodyear, his heirs or assigns, upon procurement by the said 


J. P. G 
88009 of a practical channel over said outer bar at 


Goodyear, his heirs or assigns, 
Brunswick at least 100 feet in width and of a minimum depth of 23 feet at 
ordinary mean high tide on or before November i, 1895, the sum of 200000; 
upon the procurement as aforesaid, on or before the Ist day of January, 1897, 

fa. depth of water in said channel over said outer bar of a minimum depth 
at ordinary mean high tide of 24 feet, and of said width, $40,000, to be paid in 
manner aforesaid; upon the procurement as aforesaid, on or before Janu- 
ary 1, 1898, of a depth of water in said channel of a minimum depth at ordi- 
nary mean high tide of 25 feet, and of said width, $50,000, to be paid in man- 
ner aforesaid. And should the depth of 25 feet at ordinary mean high tide 
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